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Abstract

In this dissertation, we discuss mainly the corresponding geometric and representation theo-

retic aspects of relative p-adic Hodge theory and p-adic motives. To be more precise, we study

the corresponding analytic geometry of the corresponding spaces over and attached to period

rings in the relative p-adic Hodge theory, including derived topological de Rham complexes

and derived topological logarithmic de Rham complexes after Bhatt, Gabber, Guo and Illusie

which is in some sense equivalent to the derived prismatic cohomology of Bhatt-Scholze as

shown in the work of Li-Liu, OBdR-sheaves after Scholze, ϕ-C̃X-sheaves and relative-B-pairs

after Kedlaya-Liu, multidimensional rings after Carter-Kedlaya-Zábrádi and Pal-Zábrádi and

many other possible general universal motivic rings or sheaves. Many contexts are expected

to be sheafified, such as over Scholze’s pro-étale sites of the considered analytic spaces by

using perfectoids or the quasisyntomic sites by using quasiregular semiperfectoids as in the

work of Bhatt-Morrow-Scholze and Bhatt-Scholze. The main motivation comes from the cor-

responding noncommutative Tamagawa Number conjectures after Burns-Flach-Fukaya-Kato,

relative version of the generalized version of the period rings as in the work of Carter-Kedlaya-

Zábrádi and Pal-Zábrádi, arithmetic families of the representations of fundamental groups in

analytic geometry such as for analytification of the moduli stacks of algebraic curves after Rei-

necke, arithmetic families of general motivic structures in analytic geometry such as in the work

of Andreatta-Brinon, Andreatta-Iovita, Berger, Bhatt-Morrow-Scholze, Bhatt-Scholze, Fargues-

Fontaine, Fargues-Scholze, Fontaine and Kedlaya-Liu, noncommutative analytic geometry and

noncommutative deformation, derived noncommutative analytic geometry and derived non-

commutative deformation, Langlands programs, analytic approach to algebraic topology and

so on. Due to the natural though not functorial correspondence between the linear topology

and the one induced by a Banach norm, we do not restrict ourselves to the functional ana-

lytic point of view when we take completion after Bambozzi-Ben-Bassat-Kremnizer, Clausen-

Scholze, Gabber-Ramero, Huber, Kedlaya-Liu and Scholze.
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Chapter 1

Preliminary and Introduction
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1.1 Preliminary

This dissertation is a study of geometric and representation theoretic aspects of the correspond-

ing p-adic motives. We have the following foundational materials.

1. Noncommutative Motives: [NS], [Ta];

2. Noncommutative Harmonic Analysis, Noncommutative Microlocal Analysis and Pseudod-

ifferential Analysis: [LVO];

3. ∞-Categorical Topological Analysis: [BK], [BBK], [BBBK], [KKM], [BBM], [CS1], [CS2];

4. Topological Division Rings and Topological Vector Spaces: [Bou];

5. Topological Rings and Topological Modules: In general we need to consider very general

topological rings not necessarily commutative, for instance see [AGM], [CBCKSW], [Hu1],

[Hu2], [SW], [TGI], [U], [W];

6. Functional Analytic Rings and Functional Analytic Modules: In general we need to consider

very general topological rings not necessarily commutative or archimedean, for instance see

[AGM], [BGR], [KL1], [KL2], [U], [W]. Much of the corresponding discussion in [KL1] and

[KL2] works for noncommutative seminormed rings, also see [He];

7. Adic Rings: For commutative see [CBCKSW], [Hu1], [Hu2], [KL1], [KL2], [SW], and for non-

commutative see [FK];

8. Distinguished Deformations of Rings: [BMS1], [BMS2], [BS1], [CBCKSW], [GR], [KL1],

[KL2], [Sch1];

9. Commutative Algebra: [AC], [Lu2], [Lu3], [R], [SP];

10. Schemes: [EGAI], [EGAII], [EGAIII1], [EGAIII2], [EGAIV1],

[EGAIV1], [EGAIV1], [EGAIV1], [SGAI], [SGAII], [SGAIII1], [SGAIII2], [SGAIII3], [SGAIV1],

[SGAIV2], [SGAIV3], [SGAIV.5], [SGAV], [SGAVI], [SGAVII1],

[SGAVII2], [SP];

11. Huber Spaces: [CBCKSW], [Hu1], [Hu2], [KL1], [KL2], [Sch1], [Sch2], [Sch3], [SW];

12. Analytic Spaces: [BBBK], [BK], [BBK], [CBCKSW], [CS1], [CS2], [FS], [Hu1], [Hu2], [KL1],

[KL2], [Sch1], [Sch2], [Sch3], [SW];

13. Algebraic Topology: [E], [M], [MP], [N];

14. ∞-Categories and Their Models: [Ber], [Ci], [J], [Lu1];

15. Higher Algebra, Higher Toposes, Higher Geometries: [Lu1], [Lu2], [Lu3], [TV1], [TV2].

Actually the corresponding ∞-categories of Banach ring spectra as in [BBBK] and the corre-
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sponding derived I-complete objects are really more relevant in the arithmetic geometry in our

mind such as the corresponding objects in [BMS2], [BS1], [BS2], [Lu3], [NS], [Po] and [Ye]1. In

fact on the ∞-categorical level, [BMS2] and [NS] considered the I-completion in the ∞-category

theory as in [Lu3, Chapter 7.3]. The corresponding derived Nygaard-complete, derived Hodge-

complete or other derived filtred complete objects are relevant while the corresponding derived

Nygaard-incomplete, derived Hodge-incomplete or other derived filtred incomplete objects

may be also relevant in certain situations.;

16. EC, TMF, TAF, SAV, Sp-DG: [16-1], [16-2], [16-3], [16-4], [16-5], [16-6], [16-7]. This is the part

for elliptic cohomology, topological modular forms, the topological automorphic forms, spec-

tral abelian varieties, spectral p-divisible groups. We treat this part as a tiny degeneralization

of the more general theory such as the chromatic homotopy, with restriction to derived abelian

varieties and derived modular varieties. We highly recommend the reader to read Lurie’s ma-

terials on elliptic cohomologies;

17. Motives, Les Theories de Cohomologie d’après Weil, La Theorie de Cohomologie d’après

Weil, Standard Conjectures: [Motive1]-[Motive33];

18. Homotopty, Model Categories: [Model1], [Model2], [Model3], [Model4], [Model5], [Model6],

[Model7], [Model8], [Model9], [Model10], [Model11], [Model12], [Model13], [Model14], [Model15],

[Model16], [Model17], [Model18], [Model19], [Model20], [Model21];

19. K, THH, TCH, TP, TAQ, ArK: [KTheory1]-[KTheory17];

20. Motivic Homotopy, A1-Homotopy and B1-Homotopy: [MotivicHomotopy1], [MotivicHomotopy2],

[MotivicHomotopy3], [MotivicHomotopy4], [MotivicHomotopy5], [MotivicHomotopy6], [MotivicHomotopy7],

[MotivicHomotopy8], [MotivicHomotopy9], [MotivicHomotopy10], [MotivicHomotopy11].

1These already include many different types of I-adic completion in the derived sense, and the corresponding

localization and completion in the algebraic topology and ∞-categorical theory. We would believe that the corre-

sponding noncommutative consideration as these will be robust enough to deal with the main problems in Iwasawa

theory and noncommutative derived analytic geometry.
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1.1.1 Scholze’s v-Spaces and Six Formalism

Scholze’s v-stacks happen over the category of perfectoid space over Fp. We give the introduc-

tion following closely [Sch3] and [SW]. Our presentation is also following closely [Sch3].

Setting 1.1.1. v-sheaves and v-stacks carry the topology which is called the v-topology which

is finer than analytic topology, étale topology, pro-étale topology.

Example 1.1.2. The two important situations are the following. First is the situation where

the v-stack carries a basis of topological neighbourhoods consisting of perfectoids. The second

situation is the key moduli of vector bundles over FF curves in [FS].

Definition 1.1.3. (Scholze [Sch3], Analytic Prestacks) Consider the following Grothendieck

sites:

PerfectoidFp,étale, PerfectoidFp ,proétale, PerfectoidFp ,v. (1.1.1)

We just define a (2, 1)-presheaf F over these sites to be any functor from

PerfectoidFp,étale, PerfectoidFp ,proétale, PerfectoidFp ,v. (1.1.2)

to the groupoids.

Definition 1.1.4. (Scholze [Sch3], Analytic Stacks) Consider the following Grothendieck sites:

PerfectoidFp,étale, PerfectoidFp ,proétale, PerfectoidFp ,v. (1.1.3)

We just define a (2, 1)-sheaf F over these sites to be any functor from

PerfectoidFp,étale, PerfectoidFp ,proétale, PerfectoidFp ,v. (1.1.4)

to the groupoids, which is further a stack in groupoids.

We then have the morphisms and sites of analytic stacks in certain situations.

Definition 1.1.5. (Scholze [Sch3, Definition 1.20], Morphisms of Analytic Stacks) The étale and

quasi-pro-étale morphisms between small v-stacks are defined by using perfectoid coverings,

and defining the corresponding étaleness and quasi-pro-étaleness after taking base changes

along such perfectoid coverings.
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Definition 1.1.6. (Scholze [Sch3, Definition 26.1], Sites of Analytic Stacks) Let X be a small

v-stack, we have the v-site Xv
2. This then gives the ∞-category DI(Xv, λ) of derived I-complete

objects in ∞-category of all λ-sheaves D(Xv, λ) where λ is a derived I-commutative algebra

object.

Theorem 1.1.7. (Scholze [Sch3, Definition 26.1, Before the Remark 26.3]) This ∞-category DI(Xv, λ)

as well as the corresponding sub ∞-categories DI,qsproét(Xv, λ) and DI,ét(Xv, λ) of the corresponding

derived I-complete objects over the quasi-proétale and étale sites of small v-stacks admit six formalism

through: ⊗, Hom, f !, f!, f ∗, f∗ as in [Sch3, Definition 26.1, Before the Remark 26.3].

Then as in [FS] for the corresponding solid ∞-category we can say the parallel things:

Theorem 1.1.8. (Fargues-Scholze [FS, Chapter VII.2]) This ∞-category D�(Xv, λ) admits four for-

malism as in [FS, Chapter VII.2]. Here the assumption on λ will be definitely weaker solid condensed

ring as assumed in [FS, Beginning of Chapter VII.2].

Remark 1.1.9. In our situation, certainly what we have will be some derived I-completed Iwa-

sawa modules instead of the usual Iwasawa Theoretic I-adic versions. This is definitely weaker,

but things become robust and more well-defined. For instance if λ is usual Iwasawa algebra,

we have the following.

Theorem 1.1.10. (Scholze [Sch3, Definition 26.1, Before the Remark 26.3]) This ∞-category DI(Xv, λ)

as well as the corresponding sub ∞-categories DI,qsproét(Xv, λ) and DI,ét(Xv, λ) of the corresponding

derived I-complete objects over the quasi-proétale and étale sites of small v-stacks admit six formalism

through: ⊗, Hom, f !, f!, f ∗, f∗ as in [Sch3, Definition 26.1, Before the Remark 26.3]. Here we assume

λ be an Iwasawa algebra attached to some ℓ-adic Lie group.

Then as in [FS] for the corresponding solid ∞-category we can say the parallel things:

Theorem 1.1.11. (Fargues-Scholze [FS, Chapter VII.2]) This ∞-category D�(Xv, λ) admits four

formalism as in [FS, Chapter VII.2]. Here we assume λ be an Iwasawa algebra attached to some ℓ-

adic Lie group.

2In order to study the cohomology of any small v-stacks, the approach taken by Scholze in [Sch3] and [FS] is not

defining the particular étale or quasiproétale derived categories, instead the definition is rather not straightforward

by looking at the desired subcategory of v-derived categories. The solidified derived category D� in [FS] is also

constructed in the same way.
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1.2 Introduction

1.2.1 The Motivation

Noncommutative Tamagawa number conjectures and noncommutative Iwasawa main conjec-

tures are main topics in the field of arithmetic geometry. They give us the explicit approaches to

study the motives after we take the realizations3. The associated Galois representations for in-

stance could be used to define the corresponding L-functions, as well as local factors. Roughly

speaking, the conjectures mention the following style isomorphism up to certain factor4:

DeterminantA(RΓ(π1(∗), pLieDefA(V))) −→ DeterminantA(0) (1.2.1)

when taking some possibly trivial Iwasawa deformation along some p-adic Lie group tower

and one could achieve the zero homotopy from the determinant of the cohomology in certain

categories5, which should be closely related to special values of L-function and generalized

functional equation.

Our study was significantly inspired by the pictures of [BF1], [BF2], [FK], [Na1], [Wit1],

[Wit2], [Wit3]6. On the other hand, work of Kedlaya-Liu [KL1], [KL2] and work of Kedlaya-

Pottharst [KP] also significantly inspired us to consider at least the geometrization or gener-

alization of the work of [BF1], [BF2], [FK], [Na1], [Wit1], [Wit2], [Wit3]. In fact we have other

important p-adic cohomology theories, especially in the integral setting we have the prismatic

cohomology from Bhatt-Scholze [BS1]. Therefore one might want to ask if we could have a

well-posed prismatic Iwasawa deformation theory. To be more precise, whenever we have a

well-defined p-adic cohomology theory, we should be able to consider some interesting Iwa-

sawa deformation theory, possibly carrying some Banach coefficients as in [Na1]. It is actually

very straightforward to first consider the integral picture, and it is very confusing to actually

first understand the picture given certain Fréchet-Stein algebra in [ST] since the classical Iwa-

sawa main conjecture happens over integral Iwasawa algebra Λ as in [Iw].

3One might want to consider motives over Z after some reasonable p-adic cohomology theories are established

such as in [Ked3] and [Sch5]. Doing so might be relevant in some p-adic cohomological approach to Riemann

Hypothesis over Z after [Ked2] which is parallel to [De1], [De2], [Wei].
4π1(∗) is the profinite fundamental group of certain arithmetic scheme or analytic space.
5As those categories in [De3], [FK], [MT], [Wit3].
6The commutative picture was already in [Ka1], [Ka2], [PR1], [PR2].
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1.2.2 The Results

In fact our study is just as described in the consideration above, namely we actually study

some non-étale objects which will happen over certain period sheaves over analytic spaces car-

rying Frobenius actions. And then we can take the corresponding Banach deformation as well

as the Iwasawa deformation. Note that the previous deformation will be very crucial such as

in [KPX] and [Na1]. Meanwhile we can regard them as some certain sheaves over Fargues-

Fontaine stacks in some deformed way after [FF], [KL1] and [KL2]. And we need to work with

noncommutative rings as in [BF1], [BF2], [FK], [Wit1], [Wit2], [Wit3], [Z]. These are reflected in

the following:

1. Hodge-Iwasawa Deformation: proposition 4.3.8, proposition 4.3.10, proposition 5.4.25, propo-

sition 5.4.26 and proposition 5.5.51.

2. Multidimensional Frobenius Modules: theorem 6.1.5 and theorem 6.1.6.

3. Hodge-Iwasawa Cohomology: proposition 8.4.3, proposition 8.4.26, proposition 8.4.27, propo-

sition 8.4.28, proposition 8.4.44, proposition 8.4.45, proposition 8.4.50, proposition 8.4.51.

4. Noncommutative Hodge-Iwasawa Deformation: theorem 9.3.15, theorem 9.3.16, corollary 9.3.17,

theorem 9.3.18, theorem 9.3.21, theorem 9.4.12, proposition 9.5.13, theorem 10.1.1, theorem 10.1.2,

theorem 10.1.3, theorem 10.1.4, theorem 10.1.5, theorem 10.1.6, theorem 10.1.7, theorem 11.1.1,

theorem 11.1.2.

5. Derived Noncommutative Hodge-Iwasawa Deformation: theorem 12.1.1, theorem 12.1.2,

theorem 12.1.3, theorem 12.1.4, theorem 12.5.10.

Remark 1.2.1. Our goal is to find certain derived Iwasawa ∞-categories as in [De3], [FK], [MT],

[Wit3] in analytic geometry over certain deformed sheaves or rings. Note that this is very

complicated and particularly far beyond Iwasawa deformation of regular motives. We believe

Clausen-Scholze derived category D(ModΠ,condensed) of condensed modules over centain con-

densed ring Π in [CS1] could be more robust consideration. Here in our mind Π should be

some deformed period ring such as deformation Π̃I
R ⊗

LSolidified A of the Robba ring in [KL1]

and [KL2]. Also the derived category DSolidified(X) ⊂ D(Xv) of Fargues-Scholze in [FS] carry-
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ing condensed coefficients7 and the work [BBK] could be more robust consideration as well.

What we have achieved is literally some generalization of Kedlaya-Liu abelian categories of

pseudocoherent sheaves in [KL2].

We now discuss some examples of the spaces and local charts in our study. As mention

above, they at least will be some spaces over or attached to some period rings or sheaves, which

sometimes are the corresponding local charts of some stacks such as the Fargues-Fontaine

spaces or the spaces before taking the quotients by equivariance coming from the motivic struc-

tures.

Example 1.2.2. (∞-Categorical Rings and ∞-Categorical Spaces)

1. The rigid analytic affinoids and spaces in [Ta] are some key examples, which is actually some

initial goal in our main consideration mentioned above inspired by [BF1], [BF2], [FK], [Wit1],

[Wit2], [Wit3], [Z];

2. The pseudorigid analytic affinoids and spaces over Zp are also interesting to study, which is

a geometric version of the arithmetic family in [Bel1] and [Bel2];

3. We will consider the noncommutative I-adically complete rings as in [FK] in the Iwa-

sawa consideration, as well as simplicial commutative rings which are derived I-adically com-

plete rings over any interesting period rings, such as the prisms in [BS1], for instance the

Ainf(OC♭
p
), W(Fp)[[u]], Zp[[q − 1]] and Robba rings in [KL1] and [KL2]. One can consider for

instance the topological rings over these period rings carrying the topology induced from the

period rings. Tate adic Banach rings in [KL1] and [KL2] produce certain topological adic rings

satisfying the open mapping property as in [CBCKSW].

Setting 1.2.3. (∞-Categorical Completion and ∞-Categorical Solidification) In fact one will

have the chance to take many different types of completions, for instance the Hodge-completion

or parallely the Nygaard-completion is happening in some filtered derived ∞-category which

is very significant in the development of derived prismatic cohomology [BS1]. Also we have

7As well as those Dét(X) ⊂ D(Xv) and Dqproét(X) ⊂ D(Xv) in [Sch3], with application in mind to seminormal

rigid analytic spaces being regarded as small v-stacks.
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the following foundations. First we have from [BBBK, Proposition 1.6] the Banach completion

on the Banach sets over some Banach ring R which is the left adjoint functor of the inclusion:

BanSetsR → NormSetsR. (1.2.2)

One may also consider the corresponding functor on the derived level between simplicial ind-

Banach and ind-Normed sets:

SimpIndBanSetsR → SimpIndNormSetsR, (1.2.3)

which may further be extended to the simplicial ind-Banach and ind-Normed abelian groups,

rings and modules. And we have on the derived level the corresponding derived I-completion

over some E∞ ring R where I ⊂ π0(R). When I is finitely generated, if this happens in the

derived ∞-category DR as in [BS1, Chapter 1 Notation] and [BS2, Chapter 3], then this for

instance could be regarded as the left adjoint functor of the inclusion:

hDR,I−com → hDR, (1.2.4)

when R is classical as in [SP, Tag 091N, Section 15.90]. Moreover we have the derived I-

completion on the ∞-categorical level to get derived I-complete objects:

DR → DR,I−com. (1.2.5)

Also we have from [CS1, Theorem 5.8] the derived solidification functor (.)LSolidified on the

derived level which is the left adjoint of the following inclusion from derived category of solids

to the derived category of condensed abelian groups:

Dcondensed,ab,solid → Dcondensed,ab. (1.2.6)

And furthermore one can consider the corresponding functors on the derived ∞-categorical

level (also see [Lu2, Chapter 1]):

Dcondensed,ab,solid → Dcondensed,ab. (1.2.7)

Solids are abstractly characterized in [CS1] as those condensed abelian groups closed under

limits, colimits and extensions. Therefore solidification is abstract characterization of comple-

tion. Solids may be very important in Iwasawa theory when we want to take solidified tensor
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products under some absolute topology. For instance we may take the product F ⊗LSolidified

P[1/I]∧p of some Fréchet algebra F such as in [ST] with certain ring P[1/I]∧p (or any similar

one) produced from some prism (P, I) in [BS1] under this framework. At least for instance in

deformation theory happening over the Robba ring Π̃I
R ⊗

LSolidified F after Kedlaya-Liu [KL1]

and [KL2], sheafiness has been not a problem anymore after [BK] and [CS2], which implies

that one should look at ind-Banach sets instead of Banach sets and pro-étale solids instead of

complete sets.

Remark 1.2.4. Both the foundations in Bambozzi-Ben-Bassat-Kremnizer and Clausen-Scholze

[BBBK], [CS1] and [CS2] have noncommutative categories of noncommutative associative an-

alytic rings and noncommutative associative Banach rings. Therefore this may allow one to

study certain ∞-stacks in ∞-groupoids fibered over these categories under some descent con-

sideration for instance after [KR1] and [KR2].

In chapter 2 and 3, we study the Frobenius modules over Robba rings carrying rigid analytic

coefficients and Fréchet-Stein coefficients, in both equal-characteristic situation and mixed-

characteristic situation. We call the theory Hodge-Iwasawa since the study of the Frobenius

modules over the Robba rings and sheaves are significant in Galois deformation theory, defor-

mation of representations of fundamental groups of analytic spaces and our generalizations of

the picture in [BF1], [BF2], [FK], [KP], [Na1], [Wit1], [Wit2], [Wit3]. We show the equivalence be-

tween categories of finite projective or pseudocoherent (ϕ, Γ)-modules over Robba rings with

rigid analytic coefficients and Fréchet-Stein coefficients, which also are compared to sheaves

over schematic and adic Fargues-Fontaine curves in some deformed sense. Especially when

we are working over analytic fields, the picture is already interesting and significant enough in

the Galois representation theory and Galois deformation theory.

In chapter 4 and 5, we study multidimensional Robba rings and multidimensional (ϕ, Γ)-

modules. This point of view of taking multidimensional analogs of the Robba rings and multi-

dimensional (ϕ, Γ)-modules is actually motivated from some programs in making progress of

the local Tamagawa number conjecture of Nakamura in [Na1] literally proposed in [PZ]. Fol-
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lowing [CKZ] and [PZ], we define the corresponding multidimensional Robba rings and mul-

tidimensional (ϕ, Γ)-modules by taking analytic function rings over p-adic rigid affinoids in

rigid geometry. And we define the multidimensional (ϕ, Γ)-cohomologies, multidimensional

(ψ, Γ)-cohomologies and multidimensional ψ-cohomologies. We carefully study the complexes

of the multidimensional (ϕ, Γ)-cohomologies, multidimensional (ψ, Γ)-cohomologies and mul-

tidimensional ψ-cohomologies, and show that they are actually living in the derived category

of the bounded perfect complexes. Chapter 4 mainly focuses on imperfect Robba rings, while

in chapter 5 we define perfection of Robba rings in several variables and study the comparison

of multidimensional (ϕ, Γ)-modules in certain situations carefully, which is literally following

[KL1], [KL2], [KPX] and [Ked1].

In chapter 6, we apply the main results in chapter 3 to study the cohomologies and cate-

gories of relative (ϕ, Γ)-modules over Robba sheaves over certain analytic spaces. We mainly

discuss three applications which are crucial in our project of Iwasawa deformation of motivic

structures over some higher dimensional spaces. The first is the study of abelian property of

the categories of relative (ϕ, Γ)-modules over Robba sheaves over rigid analytic spaces after

[KL2], which is important whenever one would like to construct some K-theoretic objects to

formulate Iwasawa main conjectures as in [Wit1], [Wit2], [Wit3]. The second is the study of

families of Riemann-Hilbert correspondences after [LZ] which is crucial in further application

to the arithmetic geometry along our consideration. The last one is the consideration of the

equivariant version of the Iwasawa main conjecture of Nakamura [Na2].

In chapter 7, 8 and 9, we consider generalization of our work of the generalization of the

work of Kedlaya-Liu presented in chapter 2, 3 and 6, which is also motivated by our consider-

ation in chapter 4 and 5 after [CKZ], [Na1], [PZ] and [Z] in order to make further progress. We

consider the deformation in possibly noncommutative general Banach rings such as perfectoid

rings, preperfectoid rings, general quotient of the noncommutative free Tate rings and so on.

Certainly one thing we have to deal with is the sheafiness of the deformed rings, which will

produce some difficulty to apply Kedlaya-Liu’s descent in [KL1], [KL2] for vector bundles and

stably-pseudocoherent sheaves. Even in the noncommutative coefficient situation we have not

worked out a theory on the noncommutative analytic toposes, which implies there is no geo-
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metric method for us to study and apply. So finding new ideas is very important. In fact, we on

the representation theoretic level have the result due to Kedlaya to have the descent for vector

bundles. And one can in the commutative situation use Clausen-Scholze space [CS2] to achieve

the similar result by embedding Huber spaces to Clausen-Scholze spaces in [CS2] and apply

Clausen-Scholze descent. Also we could consider the derived analytic spaces from Bambozzi-

Kremnizer in [BK]. In the noncommutative situation we generalize results in [KL1], [KL2]

and [CBCKSW] to deform the structure sheaves directly in analytic topology, étale topology

and pro-étale but not v-topology, which allows us to compare certain stably-pseudocoherent

sheaves and modules carrying Banach deformed coefficients even if they are noncommutative,

which certainly provides possibility to make further progress in the study of the noncommuta-

tive situation in chapter 4 and 5.

In chapter 10, we initiate the project on some topics on the geometric and representation

theoretic aspects of period rings. In this first paper, we consider more general base spaces.

To be more precise we discuss more general perfectoid rings. Distinguished deformation of

rings is a generalization notion of the Fontaine-Wintenberger idempotent correspondence. For

instance in [BS1], for any quasiregular semiperfectoid ring A one can canonically associate a

prism (PA, IA). This is a very general correspondence generalized from the notions in [BMS1]

and [GR]. Therefore in our consideration we will consider the adic Banach rings in [KL1], [KL2]

which are not necessarily analytic in the sense of Kedlaya’s AWS lecture notes in [CBCKSW].

Assuming certain perfectoidness after [KL1] and [KL2] we study the deformed Robba rings

associated. Also after [KL1] and [KL2] we studied derived deformation of the Robba rings and

the descent of finite projective module spectra over them, which we will believe has some ap-

plication to conjectural derived eigenvarieties and derived Galois deformation for instance in

[GV].

In chapter 11 and 12, we consider more widely the process of taking topological and func-

tional analytic completions, in the derived sense coming from [B1], [BBBK], [BK], [BMS2], [BS1],

[CS1]. Maybe this derived consideration will let us see the hidden ∞-categorical structures of

the representations of the Iwasawa algebras in our Iwasawa-Prismatic theory, since we are tak-

ing the deformations in some derived sense. Besides the application in mind to the prismatic
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or derived de Rham Iwasawa theory, chapter 11 and chapter 12 initiate also the study of some

relative p-adic motive and Hodge theory over general derived I-adic spaces after [B1], [B2],

[BMS2], [BS1], [CBCKSW], [DLLZ1], [DLLZ2], [Dr1], [GL], [G1], [Hu2], [III1], [III2], [KL1],

[KL2], [NS], [O], [Ro], [Sch2] such as the pseudorigid analytic spaces and more general spaces

carrying some derived I-adic topology, as well as the prelog simplicial commutative rings in

[B1] carrying some derived I-adic topology as well.

1.2.3 The Picture and The Future Consideration

Let us try to discuss a little bit how one should think about our main motivation. We start from

the following two settings of possible geometrizations of Iwasawa theory.

1. ∞-Categorical Iwasawa-Prismatic Theory8: After Bhatt-Lurie, Bhatt-Scholze and Drinfeld

[BS1], [Dr], [Sch4];

2. ∞-Categorical Hodge-Iwasawa Theory9: After Kedlaya-Liu and Kedlaya-Pottharst [KL1],

[KL2], [KP].

Setting 1.2.5. (∞-Categorical Iwasawa-Prismatic Theory) Just like in [KP], [Wit1], [Wit2], [Wit3],

and by using prismatic cohomology theory in [BS1], [Sch4] we can take a quasisyntomic formal

ring R10 over Zp and have two sites of SpfR. The first site is the corresponding prismatic site

(Xprim,OXprim). The second site is the quasisyntomic site (Xqsyn,OXqsyn). Recall for the second

one, for any quasiregular semiperfectoid affinoid A in Xqsyn we have that one can canonically

associate a prism (PA, IA) to A where we have OXqsyn(A) := PA. Now by Bhatt-Scholze [Sch4]

we have more sheaves from the structure sheaves here namely we have:

OXprim [1/IOXprim
]∧p ,OXprim [1/IOXprim

]∧p [1/p],OXqsyn [1/IOXqsyn
]∧p ,OXqsyn [1/IOXqsyn

]∧p [1/p]. (1.2.8)

8This should be slightly more relevant in the geometrization of integral Iwasawa theory, but one can invert p as

well.
9This should be slightly more relevant in the geometrization of rational Iwasawa theory, but one can not invert

p as well.
10As in [Sch4], one can take a p-adic fornal scheme which is quasisyntomic. Certainly this is already a type of

spaces which is interesting enough including a point situation and many situations where motivic comparisons

could happen as in [BMS2], [BS1].
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Carrying some integral Iwasawa algebra Zp[[G]] for some compact p-adic Lie group, and after

taking the derived completion11 we have:

OXprim [1/IOXprim
]∧p⊗

LcomZp[[G]], (1.2.9)

OXprim [1/IOXprim
]∧p⊗

LcomZp[[G]][1/p], (1.2.10)

OXqsyn [1/IOXqsyn
]∧p⊗

LcomZp[[G]], (1.2.11)

OXqsyn [1/IOXqsyn
]∧p⊗

LcomZp[[G]][1/p]. (1.2.12)

Then one might want to ask if one can use such style deformation to establish the parallel story

in [BF1], [BF2], [FK], [KP], [Wit1], [Wit2], [Wit3]. For instance taking the J ⊂ Zp[[G]]-adic

quotient we have the Koszul complexes parametrized by such J:

KosJOXprim [1/IOXprim
]∧p⊗Zp[[G]], (1.2.13)

KosJOXqsyn [1/IOXqsyn
]∧p⊗Zp[[G]]. (1.2.14)

(1.2.15)

Then one may define the ∞-category of pro-systems of the Iwasawa complexes over these E1-

rings, and consider the associated Waldhausen categories as in [Wit1], [Wit2], [Wit3].

Setting 1.2.6. (∞-Categorical Iwasawa-Prismatic Theory) Within the same framework we take

R to be OK for some p-adic local field K. Bhatt-Scholze [BS1], [Sch4] showed that we have the

category of Galois representations of Zp-coefficients of GalK is equivalent to the category of

prismatic F-crystals over

(Xprim,OXprim [1/IOXprim
]∧p ),

while the category of Galois representations of Qp-coefficients of GalK is equivalent to the cat-

egory of prismatic F-crystals over (Xprim,OXprim [1/IOXprim
]∧p [1/p]). Then one could ask if we

could consider some Iwasawa deformation through the some p-adic Lie quotient of GalK to

establish the parallel story in [KP], [Wit1], [Wit2], [Wit3]. Namely for any such F-crystal M

11At this moment we are assuming that the derived completion is possible in our current setting. One may also

consider the solidification of Clausen-Scholze. We want to mention that in the noncommutative setting there are

many ways to do the completion in the derived sense, which is already subtle in the commutative setting.
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with associated representation V over Zp or Qp we take the Iwasawa deformation pDfLie(M)

by some Iwasawa F-crystal12 through the quotient from GK to some compact p-adic Lie group

G, then we can ask if the following:

RΓ(Xprim, pDfLie(M)), RΓ(Xqsyn, pDfLie(M)) (1.2.16)

recover the classical Iwasawa theory by using the Galois cohomology

RΓ(GalK, pDfLie(V))

of pDfLie(V), as well as the étale cohomology RΓ(SpecK, pDfLie(Ṽ)) of the local system pDfLie(Ṽ)

attached to pDfLie(V).

Beyond the somehow étale situations in the above picture, one could consider the corre-

sponding category of prismatic crystals, which will be beyond the Galois representation theo-

retic consideration. Also one could regard these objects as certain sheaves over the prismatic

stacks in [Dr].

In our study, we have the following picture. We will consider picture beyond étale situation,

and we will study the Frobenius sheaves and Frobenius modules in the very general situation.

And we will have the chance to regard the sheaves and modules with Frobenius actions as cer-

tain sheaves over Fargues-Fontaine stacks after [FF], [KL1] and [KL2]. Actually we conjecture

that the quasisyntomic descent and étale comparison results of Bhatt-Scholze [BS1] will imply

equivalence in some accurate sense beyond the vague similarity.

12How one should define this crystal will be determined by how one forms the completed tensor product in the

Iwasawa deformation.
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Chapter 2

∞-Categorical Approaches to

Hodge-Iwasawa Theory I

2.1 Motivation I

2.1.1 Motivation I: Dememorization and Memorization

• <1-> Consider the cyclotomic tower {Qp(ζpn)}n of Qp.

• <2-> The infinite level of this tower is kind of special after the corresponding completion.

• <3-> Over Qp, we could consider Spa(Qp, oQp
)proét due to Scholze [Sch], although the infinite

level of the towers above participates in this topology but the corresponding pro-étale site

forgets the corresponding cyclotomic tower while it is defined by using pro-systems of étale

morphisms.

• <4-> Work of Pottharst [P1], Kedlaya-Pottharst-Xiao [KPX], Kedlaya-Pottharst [KP] implies

one may see the corresponding cyclotomic tower back by considering the corresponding cy-

clotomic deformation as below.

• <5-> One has the so-called ψ-cohomology originally dated back to Fontaine (see [CC, II.1.3])

attached to a (ϕ, Γ)-module M (you could regarded this as a Galois representation):

Hψ(M) (2.1.1)

by using the operator ψ.
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• <6-> And we have the corresponding (ϕ, Γ)-module after Herr, but we consider the cyclo-

tomic deformation as in Kedlaya-Pottharst-Xiao over the Robba ringR∞
Qp
(Γ):

Hϕ,Γ(CycDef(M)). (2.1.2)

Motivation I: Dememorization and Memorization

• <1-> This is defined by taking the corresponding external tensor product of M with the cor-

responding module coming from the quotient Γ. This dates back to Pottharst on his analytic

Iwasawa cohomology [P1].

• <2-> Work of Kedlaya-Pottharst [KP] observes that we can have the following sheaf version

of the construction:

Hpro-étale(Spa(Qp, oQp
), CycDef(M̃)), (2.1.3)

which is defined by taking the corresponding external product of Kedlaya-Liu’s sheaf M̃

[KL1] with the one defined by using the quotient Γ.

• <3-> The point is that we have the following comparison:

Hψ(M)
∼
→ Hϕ,Γ(CycDef(M))

∼
→ Hpro-étale(Spa(Qp, oQp

), CycDef(M̃)). (2.1.4)

• <4-> Suppose M(V) comes from a Galois representation V of GQp
we even have the following

comparison after Perrin-Riou [PR]:

OSpR∞
Qp

(Γ)⊗̂ΛHIW(GQp
, V)

∼
→ (2.1.5)

∼
→ Hψ((M(V))

∼
→ Hϕ,Γ(CycDef((M(V)))

∼
→ Hpro-étale(Spa(Qp, oQp

), CycDef((̃M(V))).

(2.1.6)

• <5-> Natural questions come:

I. How about the Lubin-Tate Iwasawa theory in Berger-Fourquaux-Schneider-Venjakob’s work,

observed by Kedlaya-Pottharst [KP], [BF], [SV].

II. How about higher dimensional toric towers and more general towers of rigid analytic

spaces for instance.

Motivation I: Dememorization and Memorization
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• <1-> These need us to generalize the corresponding framework to higher dimensional situ-

ation and more general deformed version. The problem is challenging, since we have some

rigidized objects combined together.

• <2-> Rational coefficients are very complicated comparing to algebraic geometry, since some-

times we do not have the integral lattices over the étale sites. This is already a problem in the

context of Kedlaya-Liu [KL1], [KL2].

• <3->It is not surprising much for us to consider generalizing the frame work of non-étale ob-

jects since even in the usual situations over a point work of Nakamura [?], Kedlaya-Pottharst-

Xiao [KPX] and Kedlaya-Liu [KL1], [KL2] implies that all kinds of families of Galois repre-

sentations will be more conveniently studied by using B-pairs and (ϕ, Γ)-modules.

• <4-> If we only have some abelian group G the corresponding deformation happens along

the algebra Qp[G] which gives rise to Galois representation of Gal(Qp/Qp) with coefficient in

Qp[G] along the quotient Gal(Qp/Qp) → G. One can then regard this as a sheave of module

over some sheaf with deformed coefficient in Qp[G].

• <5-> Note that we can also consider some deformation over an affinoid algebra in the rigid

analytic geometry, which amounts to the p-adic families of special values. This is not available

at once in archimedean functional analysis.
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2.2 Motivation II: Higher Dimensional modeling of the Weil Conjectures

• <1-> The corresponding equivariant consideration could be obviously generalized to the rel-

ative p-adic Hodge theory which is aimed at the study of the étale local systems over rigid

analytic spaces.

• <2-> This amounts to higher dimensional modeling of the generalized Weil conjecture after

the work due to many people, to name a few Deligne [De1], [De2] (ℓ-adic étale sheaves), Ked-

laya [Ked1] (p-adic differential modules), Abe and Caro [AC] (p-adic arithmetic D-modules)

and so on.

• <3-> The invariance comes from the quotient of étale fundamental groups of rigid analytic

spaces, or the corresponding profinite fundamental groups of rigid analytic spaces.

• <4-> (Example) One can consider the corresponding Fréchet-Stein algebras associated to the

group Zp ⋉ Zn
p which is Galois group (quotient of the corresponding profinite fundamental

group) of a local chart of smooth proper rigid analytic spaces. Note that the top of this local

chart in the smooth proper setting naturally participates in some nice topology.

• <5-> (Example) One can consider the local systems in more general sense, for instance the

locally constant sheaf A attached to a topological ring, for instance an affinoid algebra in the

rigid analytic geometry after Tate. This is somewhat special in the p-adic setting due to the

fact the corresponding Hodge structures could achieve variation in p-adic rigid family.
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2.3 What can be learnt from noncommutative Iwasawa Theory

2.3.1 Integral Étale Noncommutative Iwasawa Theory

• <1-> Following some idea in the noncommutative Tamagawa Number conjecture after Fukaya-

Kato [FK] and the noncommutative Iwasawa theory over a scheme over finite field after Witte

we would like to consider the following picture after Witte [Wit1].

• <2-> Let T be an adic ring in the sense of Fukaya-Kato [FK], which is a compact ring with

two sided ideal I such that we have each T/In is finite for n ≥ 0 and taking the inverse limit

we recover the ring T itself. This ring could be noncommutative, for instance the Iwasawa

algebra attached to some p-adic Lie group.

• <3-> (Definition, after Witte [Wit1, Definition 5.4.1]) Consider a rigid analytic space or a scheme

X/Qp separated and of finite type we consider the category Dperf(X♯, T) (♯ = ét, proét) which

is the category of the inverse limit of perfect complexes of abelian sheaves of left modules

over quotients of T by open two-sided ideals of T which are DG-flat, parametrized by open

two-sided ideals of T.

• <4-> (Theorem, Witte [Wit1, Proposition 6.1.5]) Let p be a unit in T. The category defined

above could be endowed with the structure of Waldhausen category1 and the total direct

image functor induces a well defined functor in the situation where X is a scheme and ♯ = ét:

Dperf(X♯, T)
RΓ(X♯,.) ////// Dperf(T)

which induces the corresponding map on the K-theory space:

KDperf(X♯, T)
KRΓ(X♯,.) // //// KDperf(T).

Then this map is homotopic to zero in some canonical way.

1Strictly Speaking, these are the complicial biWaldhausen ones.
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2.4 Introduction to the Interactions among Motives

2.4.1 Equivariant relative p-adic Hodge Theory

• <1->Things discussed so far have motivated the corresponding equivariant relative p-adic

Hodge Theory in the following sense. Witte [Wit1] considered general framework of Grothendieck

abelian categories, for instance one can consider the following categories:

• <1-> 1. The category of all the abelian sheaves over the étale or pro-étale sites of schemes of

finite type over a field k after Grothendieck, Scholze, Bhatt [SGA4], [BS1] and etc;

• <2-> 2. The category of all the abelian sheaves over the étale or pro-étale sites of adic spaces

of finite type over a field k after Huber, Scholze, Kedlaya-Liu [Hu], [Sch], [KL1], [KL2];

• <3-> 3. The ind-category of the abelian category of the pseudocoherent Frobenius ϕ-sheaves

over a rigid analytic space over a complete discrete valued field with perfect residue field k

after Kedlaya-Liu [KL1], [KL2].

• <4-> 4. The category of abelian sheaves over the syntonic site by covering of quasiregular

semiperfect algebras, as in the work of Bhatt-Morrow-Scholze [BMS].

• <5-> One can naturally consider the corresponding P-objects throughout the categories listed

above, where P is noetherian for instance. For instance one can consider the third category

and consider the corresponding local systems over A where A is an affinoid algebra in rigid

analytic geometry after Tate [Ta1], which are the A-objects in the corresponding category of

all the abelian sheaves.

Equivariant relative p-adic Hodge Theory

• <1-> The corresponding P-objects are interesting, but in general are not that easy to study,

especially we consider for instance those ring defined over Qp, let it alone if one would like

to consider the categories of the complexes of such objects.
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• <2-> We choose to consider the corresponding embedding of such objects into the categories

of Frobenius sheaves with coefficients in P after Kedlaya-Liu [KL1], [KL2]. Again we expect

everything will be more convenient to handle in the category of (ϕ, Γ)-modules.

• <3-> Working over R now a uniform Banach algebra with further structure of an adic ring

over Fp. And we assume that R is perfect. Let Robbaextended
I,R be the Robba sheaves defined

by Kedlaya-Liu [KL1], [KL2], with respect to some interval I ⊂ (0, ∞), which are Fréchet

completions of the ring of Witt vector of R with respect to the Gauss norms induced from the

norm on R.

• <4-> Taking suitable interval one can define the corresponding Robba rings Robbaextended
r,R ,

Robbaextended
∞,R and the corresponding full Robba ring Robbaextended

R .

• <5-> We work in the category of Banach and ind-Fréchet spaces, which are commutative. Our

generalization comes from those Banach reduced affinoid algebras A.

Equivariant relative p-adic Hodge Theory

• <1-> The p-adic functional analysis produces us some manageable structures within our

study of relative p-adic Hodge theory, generalizing the original p-adic functional analytic

framework of Kedlaya-Liu [KL1], [KL2].

• <2-> Starting from Kedlaya-Liu’s period rings,

Robbaextended
∞,R , Robbaextended

I,R , Robbaextended
r,R , Robbaextended

R , Robbaextended
int,r,R , (2.4.1)

Robbaextended
int,R , Robbaextended

bd,r,R , Robbaextended
bd,R (2.4.2)

we can form the corresponding A-relative of the period rings:

Robbaextended
∞,R,A , Robbaextended

I,R,A , Robbaextended
r,R,A , Robbaextended

R,A , Robbaextended
int,r,R,A , (2.4.3)

Robbaextended
int,R,A , Robbaextended

bd,r,R,A , Robbaextended
bd,R,A . (2.4.4)

• <3-> (Remark) There should be also many interesting contexts, for instance consider a finitely

generated abelian group G, one can consider the group rings:

Robbaextended
I,R [G]. (2.4.5)
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• <4-> And then consider the completion living inside the corresponding infinite direct sum

Banach modules

⊕
Robbaextended

I,R , (2.4.6)

over the corresponding period rings:

Robbaextended
I,R [G]. (2.4.7)

Then we take suitable intersection and union one can have possibly some interesting period

rings Robbaextended
r,R [G] and Robbaextended

R [G].

Equivariant relative p-adic Hodge Theory

• <1-> The equivariant period rings in the situations we mentioned above carry relative Frobe-

nius action ϕ induced from the Witt vectors.

• <2-> They carry the corresponding Banach or (ind-)Fréchet spaces structures. So we can gen-

eralize the corresponding Kedlaya-Liu’s construction to the following situations (here let G

be finite):

• <3-> We can then consider the corresponding completed Frobenius modules over the rings in

the equivariant setting. To be more precise over:

Robbaextended
R [G], Ωint,R,A, ΩR,A, Robbaextended

R,A , Robbaextended
bd,R,A (2.4.8)

one considers the Frobenius modules finite locally free.

• <4-> With the corresponding finite locally free models over

Robbaextended
r,R [G], Robbaextended

r,R,A , Robbaextended
bd,r,R,A , (2.4.9)

again carrying the corresponding semilinear Frobenius structures, where r could be ∞.

• <5-> One also consider families of Frobenius modules over

Robbaextended
I,R [G], Robbaextended

I,R,A , (2.4.10)

in glueing fashion with obvious cocycle condition with respect to three intervals I ⊂ J ⊂ K.

These are called the corresponding Frobenius bundles.
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2.5 The Key Deformation

2.5.1 Deformation of Schemes

• <1-> One can consider the corresponding schemes attached to the above commutative rings,

for instance

SpecRobbaextended
r,R,A , SpecRobbaextended

r,R [G]. (2.5.1)

And consider the corresponding categories:

Mod(OSpecRobbaextended
r,R,A

), Mod(O
SpecRobbaextended

r,R [G]
). (2.5.2)

• <2-> These are very straightforward and even crucial especially when we consider

ϕ−Mod(OSpecRobbaextended
∞,R,A

), ϕ−Mod(O
SpecRobbaextended

∞,R [G]
), (2.5.3)

in some Frobenius equivariant way.

• <3-> But on the other hand it is also very convenient to encode the Frobenius action inside the

spaces themselves, which leads to Fargues-Fontaine Schemes as those in the work of Kedlaya-

Liu [KL1], [KL2], [FF].

Deformation of Schemes

• <1-> Roughly one takes the corresponding ϕ = pn equivariant elements in the full Robba

ring, and putting them to be a commutative graded ring
⊕

PR,A,n, and then glueing them

through the Proj construction by glueing subschemes taking the form of SpecPR,A[1/ f ]0.

• <2-> Roughly one takes the corresponding ϕ = pn equivariant elements in the full Robba ring

Robbaextended
R [G], and putting them to be a commutative graded ring

⊕
PR,G,n, and then glue-

ing them through the Proj construction by glueing subschemes taking the form of SpecPR,G[1/ f ]0.

• <3-> Therefore we have the natural functor:

ModOProjR,A
// //// ModOSpecRobbaextended

∞,R,A
,

defined by using the corresponding pullbacks.
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• <4-> (Theorem, Tong [T, Theorem 1.3]) We have the following categories are equivalent (gen-

eralizing the work of Kedlaya-Liu [KL1], Kedlaya-Pottharst [KP]):

I. The category of all the quasicoherent finite locally free sheaves over Proj
⊕

PR,A,n;

II. The category of all the Frobenius modules of the global sections of all the ϕ-equivariant

quasicoherent finite locally free sheaves over SpecRobbaextended
∞,R,A ;

III. The category of all the Frobenius modules over Robbaextended
R,A ;

IV. The category of all the Frobenius bundles over Robbaextended
R,A .

• <5-> For the rings for general G, we expect one should also be able to establish some results

parallel to this once the structures are more literally investigated. We are also interested in the

noncommutative coefficients as in Zähringer’s thesis [Z], but we need to use noncommutative

topos.

Deformation of Schemes

• <1-> (Theorem, Tong [T, Proposition 3.16, Corollary 3.17]) We have the following categories

are equivalent (generalizing the work of Kedlaya-Liu [KL1], Kedlaya-Pottharst [KP]):

I. The category of pro-systems of all the quasicoherent finite locally free sheaves over Proj
⊕

PR,A∞,n;

II. The category of pro-systems of all the Frobenius modules coming from the global sections

of all the ϕ-equivariant quasicoherent finite locally free sheaves over SpecRobbaextended
∞,R,A∞

;

III. The category of pro-systems of all the Frobenius modules over Robbaextended
R,A∞

;

IV. The category of pro-systems of all the Frobenius bundles over Robbaextended
R,A∞

.

Here A∞ is a Fréchet-Stein algebra attached to a compact p-adic Lie group such that the al-

gebra is limit of (commutative) reduced affinoid algebras. And the finiteness is put on the

infinite level of ind-scheme, actually one can also just put on each level.

Deformation of Schemes

• <1-> (Outline) Following Kedlaya-Liu [KL1]:

1. Construct the glueing process over the scheme SpecRobbaextended
∞,R,A ;

2. The functors could be read off from the corresponding diagram above, namely one glues

the resulting sheaves over each SpecRobbaextended
∞,R,A [1/ f ] for each suitable element f in the

graded ring, then takes the corresponding global section;

3. Then from the last category back to the quasicoherent sheaves over the Fargues-Fontaine
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scheme we need to solve some Frobenius algebraic equation by p-adic analytic method to

show that taking Frobenius invariance over each affine subspace is exact, where one uses

Kedlaya-Liu’s approach which could be dated back to Kedlaya’s approach to slope filtration

over extended Robba rings [Ked2].

• <2-> Let us look back the functor:

ModOProjPR,A
////// ϕ−ModOSpecRobbaextended

∞,R,A

// //// ϕ−ModOSpecRobbaextended
R,A

,

obviously one might want to generalize the picture above, which was also considered by

Kedlaya-Liu in their original work [KL1], [KL2].

• <3-> (Theorem, Tong [T, Theorem 1.4]) We have the following categories are equivalent (gen-

eralizing the work of Kedlaya-Liu [KL1], [KL2], Kedlaya-Pottharst [KP]):

I. The category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over Proj
⊕

PR,A,n;

II. The category of all the pseudocoherent ϕ-equivariant modules over Robbaextended
R,A .
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2.6 K-Theoretic Consideration

2.6.1 The K-theory of Algebraic Relative Hodge-Iwasawa Modules

• <1-> Based on the study we did above, it should be very natural to consider more general

pseudocoherent complexes in some higher categorical sense. Note that pseudocoherent ob-

jects were naturally emerging in SGA [SGAVI] from some K-theoretic point of view. Also

more importantly Hodge-Iwasawa theory to some extent will behave better if we forget the

derived category, when we would like to study the K-theoretic aspects.

• <2-> (Definition) Let ChModOProjPR
denote the category of all the complexes of objects in

ModOProjR .

• <3-> (Definition) We now use the notations:

DperfProjPR, DpseudoProjPR (2.6.1)

to denote the category of all the perfect and pseudocoherent complexes.

• <4-> (Definition) One also has the following subcategories:

D
dg−flat
perf ProjPR, (2.6.2)

Dstr
perfProjPR. (2.6.3)

• <5-> (Proposition, after Thomason-Trobaugh [TT]) These categories admit Waldhausen struc-

ture.

• <6-> (Question) In the situation where R = R̃ψ attached to the cyclotomic tower, we would

like to know if DperfProjPR and Dstr
perfProjPR admit Waldhausen exact functors to Dperf(Qp) or

Dstr
perf(Qp), which induce maps on the associated K-theory spaces.
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2.7 Analytic ∞-Categorical Functional Analytic Hodge-Iwasawa Mod-

ules

2.7.1 ∞-Categorical Analytic Stacks and Descents I

We now make the corresponding discussion after our previous work [T2] on the homotopical

functional analysis after many projects [BBBK], [BBK], [BBM], [BK] , [CS1], [CS2], [KKM]. We

choose to work over the Bambozzi-Kremnizer space [BK] attached to the corresponding Banach

rings in our work after [BBBK], [BBK], [BBM], [BK], [KKM]. Note that what is happening is that

attached to any Banach ring over Qp, say B, we attach a (∞, 1)−stack X (B) fibered over (in the

sense of ∞-groupoid, and up to taking the corresponding opposite categories) after [BBBK],

[BBK], [BBM], [BK], [KKM]:

sCommSimpIndBanQp , (2.7.1)

with

sCommSimpIndmBanQp
. (2.7.2)

associated with a (∞, 1)-ring objectOX (B), such that we have the corresponding under the basic

derived rational localization ∞-Grothendieck site

(X (B),OX (B),drl)

carrying the homotopical epimorphisms as the corresponding topology.

• <1-> By using this framework (certainly one can also consider [CS1] and [CS2] as the founda-

tions, as in [LBV]), we have the ∞-stack after Kedlaya-Liu [KL1], [KL2]. Here in the following

let A be any Banach ring over Qp.

• <2-> Generalizing Kedlaya-Liu’s construction in [KL1], [KL2] of the adic Fargues-Fontaine

space we have a quotient (by using powers of the Frobenius operator) XR,A of the space

YR,A :=
⋃

0<s<r

X (Robbaextended
R,[s,r],A ). (2.7.3)

• <3-> This is a locally ringed space (XR,A,OXR,A ), so one can consider the stable ∞-category

IndBanach(OXR,A) which is the ∞-category of all theOXR,A -sheaves of inductive Banach mod-

ules over XR,A. We have the parallel categories for YR,A, namely ϕIndBanach(OXR,A) and so

on. Here we will consider presheaves.
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• <4-> This is a locally ringed space (XR,A,OXR,A ), so one can consider the stable ∞-category

IndmBanach(OXR,A ) which is the ∞-category of all the OXR,A -sheaves of inductive monomor-

phic Banach modules over XR,A. We have the parallel categories for YR,A, namely ϕIndmBanach(OXR,A)

and so on. Here we will consider presheaves.

• <5-> In this context one can consider the K-theory as in the scheme situation by using the

ideas and constructions from Blumberg-Gepner-Tabuada [BGT]. Moreover we can study the

Hodge Theory.

• <6-> We expect that one can study among these big categories to find interesting relation-

ships, since this should give us the right understanding of the p-adic Hodge theory. The

corresponding pseudocoherent version comparison could be expected to be deduced as in

Kedlaya-Liu’s work [KL1], [KL2].

Assumption 2.7.1. All the functors of modules or algebras below are presheaves.

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,A )
equi

// //// ϕIndBanach(OYR,A).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive

Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,A )
equi ////// ϕIndmBanach(OYR,A).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,A )
equi ////// ϕIndBanach(OYR,A).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive

Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,A )
equi ////// ϕIndmBanach(OYR,A).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,A )
equi ////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach(OYR,A).
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• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive

Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,A )
equi ////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach(OYR,A).

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have the equivalence of the de Rham complex after [KKM, Defi-

nition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,A )
(−)

equi // //// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach(OYR,A
)(−),

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,A
)(−)

equi
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach(OYR,A

)(−).

• Then we have the following equivalence of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,A

)(−)
equi

////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach(OYR,A

)(−),

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,A )

(−)
equi

// //// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach(OYR,A

)
(−).

Now let R = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭ and Rk = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
we have the following

Galois theoretic results with naturality along f : Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
) →

Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭):

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent presheaves:

IndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A

)

��������

equi
// //// ϕIndBanach(OY

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A

)

��������
IndBanach(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)
equi

////// ϕIndBanach(OY
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
).
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• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive

Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXRk ,A)
equi //

��������

//// ϕIndmBanach(OYRk ,A )

��������
IndmBanach(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)
equi

////// ϕIndmBanach(OY
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk ,A )

��������

equi // //// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach(OYRk ,A )

�� ������
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)
equi ////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach(OY

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive

Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,A)

�� ������

equi
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach(OYRk ,A)

��������
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)
equi // //// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach(OY

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have the equivalence of the de Rham complex after [KKM, Defi-
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nition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk,A )(−)
equi

//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach(OYRk,A
)(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)(−)
equi ////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach(OY

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)(−)

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,A )
(−)

equi //

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach(OYRk,A
)(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)(−)
equi

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach(OY
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)(−)

• Then we have the following equivalence of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk,A

)(−)
equi

//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach(OYRk,A

)(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)(−)

equi
// //// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach(OY
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)(−)
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KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk,A

)
(−)

equi
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach(OYRk,A

)
(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)
(−)

equi // //// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach(OY

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)
(−)

Then we consider further equivariance by considering the arithmetic profinite funda-

mental groups ΓQp
and Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk) through the following diagram:

Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
) // ////// Γk := Gal(Rk/Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
) // //// ΓQp .

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent presheaves:

IndBanachΓk
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A

)

�� ������

equi
// //// ϕIndBanachΓk

(OY
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A

)

��������
IndBanach(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)
equi ////// ϕIndBanach(OY

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive

Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanachΓk
(OXRk ,A )

equi //

��������

//// ϕIndmBanachΓk
(OYRk ,A )

��������
IndmBanachΓ0(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)
equi

// //// ϕIndmBanachΓ0(OY
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
).
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• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanachΓk
(OXRk ,A )

��������

equi
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓk

(OYRk ,A)

��������
sCommsimplicialIndBanachΓ0(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)
equi

// //// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓ0(OY
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive

Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓk
(OXRk ,A)

��������

equi
////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓk

(OYRk ,A)

�� ������
sCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓ0(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)
equi

////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓ0(OY
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have the equivalence of the de Rham complex after [KKM, Defi-

nition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanachΓk
(OXRk ,A

)(−)
equi

//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓk
(OYRk,A

)(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanachΓ0 (OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)(−)
equi

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓ0 (OY
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)(−)
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deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓk
(OXRk ,A )(−)

equi
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓk
(OYRk,A

)(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓ0 (OX

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)(−)
equi ////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓ0 (OY

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)(−)

• Then we have the following equivalence of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanachΓk

(OXRk ,A
)(−)

equi
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓk

(OYRk,A
)(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndBanachΓ0 (OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)(−)

equi
// //// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓ0 (OY
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)(−)

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓk

(OXRk,A
)
(−)

equi //

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓk

(OYRk,A
)
(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓ0 (OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)
(−)

equi
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓ0 (OY
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)
(−).

Furthermore we have the corresponding pro-étale version without the corresponding fun-

damental group equivariances.

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-
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herent presheaves:

IndBanach(OX
Qp〈T±1

1 ,...,T±1
k 〉,proétale,A

)

��������

equi
// //// ϕIndBanach(OY

Qp〈T±1
1 ,...,T±1

k 〉,proétale,A
)

��������
IndBanach(OXQp ,proétale,A )

equi
////// ϕIndBanach(OYQp ,proétale,A ).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive

Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OX
Qp〈T±1

1 ,...,T±1
k 〉,proétale,A

)
equi

//

��������

//// ϕIndmBanach(OY
Qp〈T±1

1 ,...,T±1
k 〉,proétale,A

)

��������
IndmBanach(OXQp ,proétale,A )

equi
////// ϕIndmBanach(OYQp ,proétale,A).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX
Qp〈T±1

1 ,...,T±1
k 〉,proétale,A

)

��������

equi ////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach(OY
Qp〈T±1

1 ,...,T±1
k 〉,proétale,A

)

�� ������
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXQp ,proétale,A )

equi
////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach(OYQp ,proétale,A )

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive
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Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX
Qp〈T±1

1 ,...,T±1
k 〉,proétale,A

)

��������

equi
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach(OY

Qp〈T±1
1 ,...,T±1

k 〉,proétale,A
)

��������
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXQp ,proétale,A)

equi
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach(OYQp ,proétale,A )

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have the equivalence of the de Rham complex after [KKM, Defi-

nition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX
Qp〈T±1

1 ,...,T±1
k 〉,proétale,A

)(−)
equi //

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach(OY
Qp〈T±1

1 ,...,T±1
k 〉,proétale,A

)(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXQp ,proétale,A

)(−)
equi

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach(OYQp,proétale,A
)(−)

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX
Qp〈T±1

1 ,...,T±1
k 〉,proétale,A

)(−)
equi

//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach(OY
Qp〈T±1

1 ,...,T±1
k 〉,proétale,A

)(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXQp ,proétale,A

)(−)
equi

// //// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach(OYQp,proétale,A
)(−)
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• Then we have the following equivalence of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX

Qp〈T±1
1 ,...,T±1

k 〉,proétale,A
)
(−)

equi
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach(OY

Qp〈T±1
1 ,...,T±1

k 〉,proétale,A
)
(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXQp ,proétale,A
)(−)

equi
// //// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach(OYQp,proétale,A
)(−)

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX

Qp〈T±1
1 ,...,T±1

k 〉,proétale,A
)
(−)

equi
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach(OY

Qp〈T±1
1 ,...,T±1

k 〉,proétale,A
)
(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXQp ,proétale,A
)
(−)

equi
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach(OYQp,proétale,A
)
(−).

Now we consider [CS1] and [CS2, Proposition 13.8, Theorem 14.9, Remark 14.10]2, and

study the corresponding solid perfect complexes, solid quasicoherent sheaves and solid vector

bundles. Here we are going to use different formalism, therefore we will have different cate-

gories and functors. We use the notation⊚ to denote any element of {solid perfect complexes, solid quasicoherent sheaves, solid vector bundles}

from [CS2] with the corresponding descent results of [CS2, Proposition 13.8, Theorem 14.9, Re-

mark 14.10]. Then we have the following:

• Generalizing Kedlaya-Liu’s construction in [KL1], [KL2] of the adic Fargues-Fontaine space

we have a quotient (by using powers of the Frobenius operator) XR,A of the space by using

2Note that we are motivated as well from [LBV].
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[CS2]:

YR,A :=
⋃

0<s<r

X CS(Robbaextended
R,[s,r],A ). (2.7.4)

• This is a locally ringed space (XR,A,OXR,A), so one can consider the stable ∞-category ModuleCS,quasicoherent(OXR,A)

which is the ∞-category of all the OXR,A -sheaves of solid modules over XR,A. We have the

parallel categories for YR,A, namely ϕModuleCS,quasicoherent(OXR,A) and so on. Here we will

consider sheaves.

Assumption 2.7.2. All the functors of modules or algebras below are Clausen-Scholze sheaves

[CS2, Proposition 13.8, Theorem 14.9, Remark 14.10].

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive solid sheaves:

Module⊚(OXR,A )
equi ////// ϕModule⊚(OYR,A).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialModulesolidquasicoherentsheaves(OXR,A)
equi

////// sCommsimplicial ϕModulesolidquasicoherentsheaves(OYR,A).

• Then as in [LBV] we have the equivalence of the de Rham complex after [KKM, Definition

5.9, Section 5.2.1]3:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModule⊚(OXR,A
)(−)

equi
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModule⊚(OYR,A

)(−).

• Then we have the following equivalence of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]4:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModule⊚(OXR,A )

(−)
equi

////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕModule⊚(OYR,A

)
(−).

Now let R = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭ and Rk = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
we have the following

Galois theoretic results with naturality along f : Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
) →

Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭):

3Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
4Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent presheaves5:

Modules⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A

)

��������

equi
// //// ϕModules⊚(OY

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A

)

��������
Modules⊚(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)
equi

////// ϕModules⊚(OY
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent commutative algebra E∞ objects6:

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXRk ,A)

�� ������

equi
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚(OYRk ,A)

�� ������
sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)
equi

////// sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚(OY
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
).

• Then as in [LBV] we have the equivalence of the de Rham complex after [KKM, Definition

5.9, Section 5.2.1]7:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXRk ,A )
(−)

equi //

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚(OYRk,A
)(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)(−)
equi

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚(OY
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)(−).

5Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
6Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
7Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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• Then we have the following equivalence of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]8:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXRk ,A )

(−)
equi //

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚(OYRk,A

)
(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)
(−)

equi ////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚(OY

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)
(−).

Then we consider further equivariance by considering the arithmetic profinite funda-

mental groups ΓQp
and Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk) through the following diagram:

Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
) // ////// Γk := Gal(Rk/Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
) // //// ΓQp .

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent presheaves9:

Modules⊚,Γk
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A

)

�� ������

equi // //// ϕModules⊚,Γk
(OY

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A

)

�� ������
Modules⊚,Γ0(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)
equi

////// ϕModules⊚,Γ0(OY
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

8Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
9Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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herent commutative algebra E∞ objects10:

sCommsimplicialModules⊚,Γk
(OXRk ,A )

��������

equi
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚,Γk

(OYRk ,A)

��������
sCommsimplicialModules⊚,Γ0(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)
equi

////// sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚,Γ0(OY
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
).

• Then as in [LBV] we have the equivalence of the de Rham complex after [KKM, Definition

5.9, Section 5.2.1]11:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚,Γk
(OXRk ,A )(−)

equi //

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚,Γk
(OYRk,A

)(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚,Γ0 (OX

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)(−)
equi ////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚,Γ0 (OY

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)(−).

• Then we have the following equivalence of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]12:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚,Γk

(OXRk,A
)
(−)

equi
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚,Γk

(OYRk,A
)
(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialModules⊚,Γ0 (OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)(−)

equi
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚,Γ0 (OY
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)(−).

10Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
11Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
12Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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Furthermore we have the corresponding pro-étale version without the corresponding fun-

damental group equivariances.

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent presheaves13:

Modules⊚(OX
Qp〈T±1

1 ,...,T±1
k 〉,proétale,A

)

��������

equi
// //// ϕModules⊚(OY

Qp〈T±1
1 ,...,T±1

k 〉,proétale,A
)

��������
Modules⊚(OXQp ,proétale,A )

equi ////// ϕModules⊚(OYQp ,proétale,A ).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent commutative algebra E∞ objects14:

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX
Qp〈T±1

1 ,...,T±1
k 〉,proétale,A

)

��������

equi // //// sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚(OY
Qp〈T±1

1 ,...,T±1
k 〉,proétale,A

)

�� ������
sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXQp ,proétale,A)

equi
////// sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚(OYQp ,proétale,A ).

• Then as in [LBV] we have the equivalence of the de Rham complex after [KKM, Definition

13Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
14Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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5.9, Section 5.2.1]15:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX
Qp〈T±1

1 ,...,T±1
k 〉,proétale,A

)(−)
equi //

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚(OY
Qp〈T±1

1 ,...,T±1
k 〉,proétale,A

)(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXQp ,proétale,A

)(−)
equi

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚(OYQp,proétale,A
)(−).

• Then we have the following equivalence of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]16:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX

Qp〈T±1
1 ,...,T±1

k 〉,proétale,A
)
(−)

equi //

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚(OY

Qp〈T±1
1 ,...,T±1

k 〉,proétale,A
)
(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXQp ,proétale,A
)(−)

equi
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚(OYQp,proétale,A
)(−).

15Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
16Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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2.7.2 ∞-Categorical Analytic Stacks and Descents II

Then by the corresponding Čech ∞-descent in [KKM, Section 9.3] and [BBM] we have the

following objects by directly taking the corresponding Čech ∞-descent. In the following the

right had of each row in each diagram will be the corresponding quasicoherent Robba bundles

over the Robba ring carrying the corresponding action from the Frobenius or the fundamental

groups, defined by directly applying [KKM, Section 9.3] and [BBM]. We then have the follow-

ing global section functors:

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,A)
global// //// ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,A,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,A)
global
////// ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,A,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,A)
global
// //// ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,A,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,A)
global
////// ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,A,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,A)
global
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,A,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,A)
global////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,A,I }I).
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• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after

[KKM, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,A
)(−)

global
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,A,I }I)
(−),

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,A )
(−)

global
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,A,I }I)
(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,A )

(−)
global

////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,A,I }I)
(−),

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,A

)
(−)

global
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R,A,I }I)

(−).

Now let R = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭ and Rk = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
we have the following

Galois theoretic results with naturality along f : Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
) →

Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭):

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A

)

�� ������

global
// //// ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

Rk,A,I }I)

��������

IndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)

global ////// ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
R0,A,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of monomorphic
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inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXRk ,A)
global//

��������

//// ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
Rk,A,I }I)

��������

IndmBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)

global// //// ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R0,A,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk ,A )

��������

global////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
Rk,A,I }I)

��������

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)

global////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
R0 ,A,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,A)

��������

global////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
Rk,A,I }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)

global// //// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R0 ,A,I }I).

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after
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[KKM, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk,A
)(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
Rk ,A,I }I)

(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)(−)
global////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R0,A,I }I)
(−),

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,A
)(−)

global //

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
Rk ,A,I }I)

(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)(−)
global////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R0,A,I }I)
(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk ,A )

(−)
global

//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

Rk ,A,I }I)
(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)
(−)

global
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
R0,A,I }I)

(−),
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KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,A )

(−)
global

//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

Rk ,A,I }I)
(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)
(−)

global
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R0,A,I }I)

(−).

Then we consider further equivariance by considering the arithmetic profinite funda-

mental groups ΓQp
and Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk) through the following diagram:

Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
) // ////// Γk := Gal(Rk/Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
) // //// ΓQp

.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanachΓk
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A

)

�� ������

global
// //// ϕIndBanachΓk

({Robbaextended
Rk,A,I }I)

�� ������

IndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)

global ////// ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
R0,A,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanachΓk
(OXRk ,A)

global
//

��������

//// ϕIndmBanachΓk
({Robbaextended

Rk ,A,I }I)

�� ������

IndmBanachΓ0(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)

global
////// ϕIndmBanachΓ0({Robbaextended

R0,A,I }I).
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• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanachΓk
(OXRk ,A )

��������

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓk

({Robbaextended
Rk,A,I }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialIndBanachΓ0(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)

global
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓ0({Robbaextended

R0,A,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓk
(OXRk ,A)

��������

equi
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓk

({Robbaextended
Rk,A,I }I)

��������

sCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓ0(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)

equi
////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓ0({Robbaextended

R0,A,I }I).

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after

[KKM, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanachΓk
(OXRk ,A )

(−)
global //

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓk
({Robbaextended

Rk ,A,I }I)
(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanachΓ0 (OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)(−)
global

// //// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓ0 ({Robbaextended
R0,A,I }I)

(−),
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deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓk
(OXRk ,A )(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓk
({Robbaextended

Rk ,A,I }I)
(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓ0 (OX

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)(−)
global

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓ0 ({Robbaextended
R0,A,I }I)

(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanachΓk

(OXRk ,A
)
(−)

global
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓk

({Robbaextended
Rk ,A,I }I)

(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndBanachΓ0 (OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)(−)

global
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓ0 ({Robbaextended
R0,A,I }I)

(−),

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓk

(OXRk ,A )
(−)

global //

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓk

({Robbaextended
Rk ,A,I }I)

(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓ0 (OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)
(−)

global
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓ0 ({Robbaextended
R0,A,I }I)

(−).

Remark 2.7.3. We can certainly consider the quasicoherent sheaves in [BBK, Lemma 7.11, Re-

mark 7.12], therefore all the quasicoherent presheaves and modules will be those satisfying

[BBK, Lemma 7.11, Remark 7.12] if one would like to consider the the quasicoherent sheaves.

That being all as this said, we would believe that the big quasicoherent presheaves are auto-

matically quasicoherent sheaves (namely satisfying the corresponding Čech ∞-descent as in
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[KKM, Section 9.3] and [BBK, Lemma 7.11, Remark 7.12]) and the corresponding global section

functors are automatically equivalence of ∞-categories.

In Clausen-Scholze formalism we have the following:

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves:

Module⊚(OXR,A)
global////// ϕModule⊚({Robbaextended

R,A,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves:

Module⊚(OXR,A)
global
// //// ϕModule⊚({Robbaextended

R,A,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects17:

sCommsimplicialModule⊚(OXR,A)
global
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕModule⊚({Robbaextended

R,A,I }I).

• Then as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after [KKM,

Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]18:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModule⊚(OXR,A )
(−)

global////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModule⊚({Robbaextended
R,A,I }I)

(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]19:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModule⊚(OXR,A )

(−)
global////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕModule⊚({Robbaextended
R,A,I }I)

(−).

Now let R = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭ and Rk = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
we have the following

Galois theoretic results with naturality along f : Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
) →

Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭):

17Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
18Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
19Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves20:

Module⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A

)

�� ������

global
// //// ϕModule⊚({Robbaextended

Rk,A,I }I)

�� ������

Module⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)

global // //// ϕModule⊚({Robbaextended
R0,A,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects21:

sCommsimplicialModule⊚(OXRk ,A)

��������

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕModule⊚({Robbaextended

Rk ,A,I }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialModule⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)

global// //// sCommsimplicial ϕModule⊚({Robbaextended
R0,A,I }I).

• Then as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after [KKM,

Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]22:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModule⊚(OXRk ,A
)(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModule⊚({Robbaextended
Rk ,A,I }I)

(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialModule⊚(OX

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)(−)
global

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModule⊚({Robbaextended
R0,A,I }I)

(−).

20Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
21Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
22Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]23:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModule⊚(OXRk ,A

)(−)
global

//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕModule⊚({Robbaextended

Rk ,A,I }I)
(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialModule⊚(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)(−)

global
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕModule⊚({Robbaextended
R0,A,I }I)

(−).

Then we consider further equivariance by considering the arithmetic profinite funda-

mental groups ΓQp and Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk) through the following diagram:

Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
) // ////// Γk := Gal(Rk/Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
) // //// ΓQp .

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves24:

Module⊚Γk
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A

)

�� ������

global
// //// ϕModule⊚Γk

({Robbaextended
Rk,A,I }I)

�� ������

Module⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)

global ////// ϕModule⊚({Robbaextended
R0 ,A,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

23Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
24Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects25:

sCommsimplicialModule⊚Γk
(OXRk ,A )

��������

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕModule⊚({Robbaextended

Rk,A,I }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialModule⊚Γ0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)
global

////// sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚Γ0
({Robbaextended

R0,A,I }I).

• Then as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after [KKM,

Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]26:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚Γk
(OXRk ,A )

(−)
global //

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚Γk
({Robbaextended

Rk ,A,I }I)
(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚Γ0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A
)(−)

global////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚Γ0
({Robbaextended

R0,A,I }I)
(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]27:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚Γk

(OXRk ,A
)(−)

global
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚Γk

({Robbaextended
Rk ,A,I }I)

(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialModules⊚Γ0
(OX

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A

)(−)
global

////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚Γ0

({Robbaextended
R0,A,I }I)

(−).

25Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
26Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
27Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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Proposition 2.7.4. All the global functors from [CS2, Proposition 13.8, Theorem 14.9, Remark 14.10]

achieve the equivalences on both sides.
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2.7.3 ∞-Categorical Analytic Stacks and Descents III

In the following the right had of each row in each diagram will be the corresponding quasico-

herent Robba bundles over the Robba ring carrying the corresponding action from the Frobe-

nius or the fundamental groups, defined by directly applying [KKM, Section 9.3] and [BBM].

We now let A be any commutative algebra objects in the corresponding ∞-toposes over ind-

Banach commutative algebra objects over Qp or the corresponding borné commutative algebra

objects over Qp carrying the Grothendieck topology defined by essentially the corresponding

monomorphism homotopy in the opposite category. Then we promote the construction to the

corresponding ∞-stack over the same ∞-categories of affinoids. Let A vary in the category of

all the Banach algebras over Qp we have the following.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,−)
global
////// ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,−)
global
////// ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,−)
global
////// ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-stacks of monomorphic induc-

tive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,−)
global////// ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,−)
global////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I).
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• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,−)
global////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I).

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after

[KKM, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,− )
(−)

global
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I)
(−),

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,− )
(−)

global
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I)
(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,− )

(−)
global

////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I)
(−),

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,− )

(−)
global

////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I)
(−).

Now let R = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭ and Rk = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
we have the following

Galois theoretic results with naturality along f : Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
) →

Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭):

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,−

)

��������

global
// //// ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

Rk,−,I }I)

�� ������

IndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global
// //// ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I).
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• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXRk ,−)
global

//

��������

//// ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
Rk,−,I }I)

��������

IndmBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global// //// ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk ,−)

��������

global// //// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
Rk,−,I }I)

��������

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R0 ,−,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,−)

��������

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

Rk ,−,I }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I).

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after
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[KKM, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk,− )
(−)

global //

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I }I)

(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,−

)(−)
global

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I)

(−),

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,− )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I }I)

(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−

)(−)
global

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I)

(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk ,− )

(−)
global

//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

Rk ,−,I }I)
(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)
(−)

global
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I)

(−),
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KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,− )

(−)
global

//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

Rk ,−,I }I)
(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)
(−)

global////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I)
(−).

Then we consider further equivariance by considering the arithmetic profinite funda-

mental groups ΓQp and Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk) through the following diagram:

Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
) // ////// Γk := Gal(Rk/Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
) // //// ΓQp .

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanachΓk
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,−

)

��������

global
////// ϕIndBanachΓk

({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I }I)

�� ������

IndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global ////// ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanachΓk
(OXRk ,−)

global
//

��������

//// ϕIndmBanachΓk
({Robbaextended

Rk,−,I }I)

�� ������

IndmBanachΓ0(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global
// //// ϕIndmBanachΓ0({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I).
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• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-stacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanachΓk
(OXRk ,−)

��������

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓk

({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialIndBanachΓ0(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓ0({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓk
(OXRk ,−)

��������

global
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓk

({Robbaextended
Rk,−,I }I)

��������

sCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓ0(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓ0({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I).

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after

[KKM, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanachΓk
(OXRk ,− )

(−)
global

//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓk
({Robbaextended

Rk ,−,I }I)
(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanachΓ0 (OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−

)(−)
global

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓ0 ({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I)

(−),
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deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓk
(OXRk ,− )

(−)
global

//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓk
({Robbaextended

Rk ,−,I }I)
(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓ0 (OX

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,−

)(−)
global////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓ0 ({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I)
(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanachΓk

(OXRk,− )
(−)

global //

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓk

({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I }I)

(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndBanachΓ0 (OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)(−)

global////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓ0 ({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I)
(−),

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓk

(OXRk,− )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓk

({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I }I)

(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓ0 (OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)
(−)

global////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓ0 ({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I)
(−).

Remark 2.7.5. We can certainly consider the quasicoherent sheaves in [BBK, Lemma 7.11, Re-

mark 7.12], therefore all the quasicoherent presheaves and modules will be those satisfying

[BBK, Lemma 7.11, Remark 7.12] if one would like to consider the the quasicoherent sheaves.

That being all as this said, we would believe that the big quasicoherent presheaves are auto-

matically quasicoherent sheaves (namely satisfying the corresponding Čech ∞-descent as in
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[KKM, Section 9.3] and [BBK, Lemma 7.11, Remark 7.12]) and the corresponding global section

functors are automatically equivalence of ∞-categories.

In Clausen-Scholze formalism we have the following:

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves:

Modules⊚(OXR,−)
global////// ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves:

Modules⊚(OXR,−)
global
////// ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects28:

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,−)
global////// sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I).

• Then as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after [KKM,

Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]29:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,− )
(−)

global
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I)
(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]30:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,− )

(−)
global////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended
R,−,I }I)

(−).

Now let R = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭ and Rk = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
we have the following

Galois theoretic results with naturality along f : Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
) →

Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭):

28Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
29Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
30Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves31:

Modules⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,−

)

��������

global
// //// ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended

Rk,−,I }I)

�� ������

Modules⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global
// //// ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended

R0 ,−,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects32:

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXRk ,−)

��������

global////// sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended
Rk,−,I }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global// //// sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I).

• Then as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after [KKM,

Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]33:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXRk ,− )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I }I)

(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−

)(−)
global

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I)

(−).

31Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
32Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
33Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]34:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXRk ,− )

(−)
global

//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended

Rk ,−,I }I)
(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)
(−)

global
// //// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I)

(−).

Then we consider further equivariance by considering the arithmetic profinite funda-

mental groups ΓQp
and Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk) through the following diagram:

Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
) // ////// Γk := Gal(Rk/Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
) // //// ΓQp

.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves35:

Modules⊚Γk
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,−

)

�� ������

global
////// ϕModules⊚Γk

({Robbaextended
Rk,−,I }I)

�� ������

Modules⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global ////// ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-stacks of inductive Banach

34Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
35Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects36:

sCommsimplicialModules⊚Γk
(OXRk ,−)

��������

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚Γk

({Robbaextended
Rk,−,I }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialModules⊚Γ0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−

)
global

////// sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚Γ0
({Robbaextended

R0 ,−,I }I).

• Then as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after [KKM,

Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]37:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚Γk
(OXRk ,− )

(−)
global //

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚Γk
({Robbaextended

Rk ,−,I }I)
(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚Γ0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)(−)

global////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚Γ0
({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I)
(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]38:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚Γk

(OXRk,− )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚Γk

({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I }I)

(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialModules⊚Γ0
(OX

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,−

)(−)
global

////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚Γ0

({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I)

(−).

36Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
37Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
38Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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Proposition 2.7.6. All the global functors from [CS2, Proposition 13.8, Theorem 14.9, Remark 14.10]

achieve the equivalences on both sides.
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2.7.4 ∞-Categorical Analytic Stacks and Descents IV

In the following the right had of each row in each diagram will be the corresponding quasico-

herent Robba bundles over the Robba ring carrying the corresponding action from the Frobe-

nius or the fundamental groups, defined by directly applying [KKM, Section 9.3] and [BBM].

We now let A be any commutative algebra objects in the corresponding ∞-toposes over ind-

Banach commutative algebra objects over Qp or the corresponding borné commutative algebra

objects over Qp carrying the Grothendieck topology defined by essentially the corresponding

monomorphism homotopy in the opposite category. Then we promote the construction to the

corresponding ∞-stack over the same ∞-categories of affinoids. We now take the correspond-

ing colimit through all the (∞, 1)-categories. Therefore all the corresponding (∞, 1)-functors

into (∞, 1)-categories or (∞, 1)-groupoids are from the homotopy closure of Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 ℓ =

1, 2, ... in sCommIndBanachQp
or Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 ℓ = 1, 2, ... in sCommIndmBanachQp

as in [BBM,

Section 4.2]:

IndQp〈C1,...,Cℓ〉,ℓ=1,2,...sCommIndBanachQp
, (2.7.5)

IndQp〈C1,...,Cℓ〉,ℓ=1,2,...sCommIndBanachQp . (2.7.6)

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,−)
global
////// ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(IndBanach(OXR,−)
global ////// ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ....

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,−)
global////// ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(IndmBanach(OXR,−)
global

////// ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I }I))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ....
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• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,−)
global
////// ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(IndBanach(OXR,−)
global

////// ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I }I))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ....

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-stacks of monomorphic induc-

tive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,−)
global
////// ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(IndmBanach(OXR,−)
global

////// ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I }I))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ....

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,−)
global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,−)
global // //// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ....

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,−)
global////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,−)
global

////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I }I))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ....
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• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section ) of the de Rham complex after

[KKM, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,− )
(−)

global// //// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I }I)

(−),

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,− )
(−)

global////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I }I)

(−).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti

(deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,− )
(−)

global////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I }I)

(−))(Oi),

homotopycolimiti

(deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,− )
(−)

global////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I }I)

(−))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ....

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,− )

(−)
global////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I }I)

(−),

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,− )

(−)
global////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I }I)

(−).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(K
BGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,− )

(−)
global

////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I)
(−))(Oi),

homotopycolimiti(K
BGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,− )

(−)
global

////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I)
(−))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ....

Now let R = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭ and Rk = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
we have the following

Galois theoretic results with naturality along f : Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
) →

Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭):
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• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,−

)

��������

global
// //// ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

Rk,−,I }I)

�� ������

IndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global // //// ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXRk ,−)
global//

��������

//// ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
Rk,−,I }I)

��������

IndmBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global// //// ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach
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quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk ,−)

��������

global// //// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
Rk,−,I }I)

��������

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R0 ,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,−)

��������

global////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after
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[KKM, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk,− )
(−)

global //

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I }I)

(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,−

)(−)
global

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I)

(−),

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,− )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I }I)

(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−

)(−)
global

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I)

(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk ,− )

(−)
global

//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

Rk ,−,I }I)
(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)
(−)

global
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I)

(−),
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KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,− )

(−)
global

//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

Rk ,−,I }I)
(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)
(−)

global////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I)
(−).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

Then we consider further equivariance by considering the arithmetic profinite funda-

mental groups ΓQp
and Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk) through the following diagram:

Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
) // ////// Γk := Gal(Rk/Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
) // //// ΓQp

.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanachΓk
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,−

)

��������

global ////// ϕIndBanachΓk
({Robbaextended

Rk ,−,I }I)

�� ������

IndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global
////// ϕIndBanach({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.
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• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanachΓk
(OXRk ,−)

global
//

��������

//// ϕIndmBanachΓk
({Robbaextended

Rk,−,I }I)

�� ������

IndmBanachΓ0(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global
// //// ϕIndmBanachΓ0({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-stacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanachΓk
(OXRk ,−)

�� ������

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓk

({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialIndBanachΓ0(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓ0({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic
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inductive Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓk
(OXRk ,−)

��������

global
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓk

({Robbaextended
Rk,−,I }I)

��������

sCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓ0(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓ0({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after

[KKM, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanachΓk
(OXRk ,− )

(−)
global

//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓk
({Robbaextended

Rk ,−,I }I)
(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanachΓ0 (OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−

)(−)
global

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓ0 ({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I)

(−),

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓk
(OXRk ,− )

(−)
global

//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓk
({Robbaextended

Rk ,−,I }I)
(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓ0 (OX

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,−

)(−)
global////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓ0 ({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I)
(−).
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The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanachΓk

(OXRk,− )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓk

({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I }I)

(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndBanachΓ0 (OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)
(−)

global
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanachΓ0 ({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I)

(−),

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓk

(OXRk,− )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓk

({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I }I)

(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndmBanachΓ0 (OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)
(−)

global////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanachΓ0 ({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I)
(−).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

Remark 2.7.7. We can certainly consider the quasicoherent sheaves in [BBK, Lemma 7.11, Re-

mark 7.12], therefore all the quasicoherent presheaves and modules will be those satisfying

[BBK, Lemma 7.11, Remark 7.12] if one would like to consider the the quasicoherent sheaves.
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That being all as this said, we would believe that the big quasicoherent presheaves are auto-

matically quasicoherent sheaves (namely satisfying the corresponding Čech ∞-descent as in

[KKM, Section 9.3] and [BBK, Lemma 7.11, Remark 7.12]) and the corresponding global section

functors are automatically equivalence of ∞-categories.

In Clausen-Scholze formalism we have the following39:

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves:

Modules⊚(OXR,−)
global////// ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(Modules⊚(OXR,−)
global

////// ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended
R,−,I }I))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ....

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves:

Modules⊚(OXR,−)
global
////// ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(Modules⊚(OXR,−)
global ////// ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ....

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects40:

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,−)
global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,−)
global

////// sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended
R,−,I }I))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ....

39Certainly the homotopy colimit in the rings side will be within the condensed solid animated analytic rings

from [CS2].
40Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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• Then as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section ) of the de Rham complex after [KKM,

Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]41:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,− )
(−)

global
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I)
(−),

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti

(deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,− )
(−)

global
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I)
(−))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ....

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]42:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,− )

(−)
global

////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended

R,−,I }I)
(−).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(K
BGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,− )

(−)
global ////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended
R,−,I }I)

(−))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ....

Now let R = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭ and Rk = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
we have the following

Galois theoretic results with naturality along f : Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
) →

Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭):

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves43:

Modules⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,−

)

��������

global
// //// ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended

Rk,−,I }I)

�� ������

Modules⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global // //// ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended
R0 ,−,I }I).

41Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
42Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
43Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects44:

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXRk ,−)

�� ������

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended

Rk,−,I }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global// //// sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• Then as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after [KKM,

Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]45:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXRk ,− )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I }I)

(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−

)(−)
global

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I)

(−),

44Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
45Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]46:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXRk ,− )

(−)
global

//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended

Rk ,−,I }I)
(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)(−)

global
// //// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I)

(−),

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

Then we consider further equivariance by considering the arithmetic profinite funda-

mental groups ΓQp
and Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk) through the following diagram:

Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
) // ////// Γk := Gal(Rk/Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
) // //// ΓQp

.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves47:

Modules⊚Γk
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,−

)

�� ������

global
////// ϕModules⊚Γk

({Robbaextended
Rk,−,I }I)

�� ������

Modules⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)

global
////// ϕModules⊚({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I).

46Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
47Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-stacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects48:

sCommsimplicialModules⊚Γk
(OXRk ,−)

�� ������

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚Γk

({Robbaextended
Rk,−,I }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialModules⊚Γ0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−

)
global////// sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚Γ0

({Robbaextended
R0 ,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• Then as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after [KKM,

Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]49:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚Γk
(OXRk ,− )

(−)
global

//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚Γk
({Robbaextended

Rk ,−,I }I)
(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚Γ0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−
)(−)

global
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚Γ0

({Robbaextended
R0,−,I }I)

(−),

48Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
49Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]50:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚Γk

(OXRk,− )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚Γk

({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I }I)

(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialModules⊚Γ0
(OX

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,−

)
(−)

global
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕModules⊚Γ0
({Robbaextended

R0,−,I }I)
(−),

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

Proposition 2.7.8. All the global functors from [CS2, Proposition 13.8, Theorem 14.9, Remark 14.10]

achieve the equivalences on both sides.

50Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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2.7.5 ∞-Categorical Analytic Stacks and Descents V

Here we consider the corresponding archimedean picture, after [CBCKSW, Problem A.4, Ked-

laya’s Lecture]. Recall for any algebraic variety R over R this XR(C) is defined to be the corre-

sponding quotient:

XR(C) := R(C)× P1(C)/ϕ, (2.7.7)

YR(C) := R(C)× P1(C). (2.7.8)

The Hodge structure is given by ϕ. We define the relative version by considering a further

algebraic variety over C, say A as in the following:

XR,A(C) := R(C)× P1(C)× A(C)/ϕ, (2.7.9)

YR,A(C) := R(C)× P1(C)× A(C). (2.7.10)

Then by [BBK] and [CS2] we have the corresponding ∞-category of ∞-sheaves of simplicial

ind-Banach quasicoherent modules which in our situation will be assumed to the modules in

[BBK], as well as the corresponding associated Clausen-Scholze spaces:

XR(C) := R(C)× P1(C)�/ϕ, (2.7.11)

YR(C) := R(C)× P1(C)�. (2.7.12)

XR,A(C) := R(C)× P1(C)× A(C)�/ϕ, (2.7.13)

YR,A(C) := R(C)× P1(C)× A(C)�, (2.7.14)

with the ∞-category of ∞-sheaves of simplicial liquid quasicoherent modules, liquid vector

bundles and liquid perfect complexes, with further descent [CS2, Proposition 13.8, Theorem

14.9, Remark 14.10]. We call the resulting global sections are the corresponding c-equivariant

Hodge Modules. Then we have the following direct analogy:

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,A )
equi // //// ϕIndBanach(OYR,A).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive

Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,A )
equi

////// ϕIndmBanach(OYR,A).
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• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,A )
equi ////// ϕIndBanach(OYR,A).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive

Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,A )
equi

////// ϕIndmBanach(OYR,A).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,A )
equi

////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach(OYR,A).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive

Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,A )
equi ////// sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach(OYR,A).

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have the equivalence of the de Rham complex after [KKM, Defi-

nition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,A
)(−)

equi
// //// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach(OYR,A

)(−),

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,A
)(−)

equi ////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach(OYR,A
)(−).

• Then we have the following equivalence of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,A

)(−)
equi ////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕIndBanach(OYR,A
)(−),

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,A

)
(−)

equi // //// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕIndmBanach(OYR,A

)
(−).

Assumption 2.7.9. All the functors of modules or algebras below are Clausen-Scholze sheaves

[CS2, Proposition 13.8, Theorem 14.9, Remark 14.10].

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive liquid sheaves:

Module⊚(OXR,A )
equi

////// ϕModule⊚(OYR,A).
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• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialModuleliquidquasicoherentsheaves(OXR,A)
equi

////// sCommsimplicial ϕModuleliquidquasicoherentsheaves(OYR,A).

• Then as in [LBV] we have the equivalence of the de Rham complex after [KKM, Definition

5.9, Section 5.2.1]51:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModule⊚(OXR,A
)(−)

equi
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕModule⊚(OYR,A

)(−).

• Then we have the following equivalence of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]52:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModule⊚(OXR,A )

(−)
equi ////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕModule⊚(OYR,A
)
(−).

51Here ⊚ = liquidquasicoherentsheaves.
52Here ⊚ = liquidquasicoherentsheaves.
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Chapter 3

∞-Categorical Approaches to

Hodge-Iwasawa Theory II

3.1 Introduction to the Interactions among Motives

3.1.1 Equivariant relative p-adic Hodge Theory

Equivariant relative p-adic Hodge Theory

• <1-> The corresponding P-objects are interesting, but in general are not that easy to study,

especially we consider for instance those ring defined over Qp, let it alone if one would like

to consider the categories of the complexes of such objects.

• <2-> We choose to consider the corresponding embedding of such objects into the categories

of Frobenius sheaves with coefficients in P after Kedlaya-Liu [KL1], [KL2]. Again we expect

everything will be more convenient to handle in the category of (ϕ, Γ)-modules.

• <3-> Working over R now a uniform Banach algebra with further structure of an adic ring

over Fp. And we assume that R is perfect. Let Robbaextended
I,R be the Robba sheaves defined

by Kedlaya-Liu [KL1], [KL2], with respect to some interval I ⊂ (0, ∞), which are Fréchet

completions of the ring of Witt vector of R with respect to the Gauss norms induced from the

norm on R. Here we consider the following assumption:

Assumption 3.1.1. We now assume R comes from the local chart of a rigid space over Qp.
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1 This will give us the chance to consider the following period rings from [Sch2] and [KL2,

Definition 8.6.5]:

B+
R,dR, BR,dR, (3.1.1)

OB+
R,dR,OBR,dR (3.1.2)

over:

B+
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧,♭,dR
, BQp(p1/p∞

)∧,♭,dR, (3.1.3)

OB+
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧,♭,dR
,OBQp(p1/p∞

)∧,♭,dR (3.1.4)

where the smaller rings contain element t = log([1 + π]). As in [BCM] we can take the

corresponding self q-th power product. Then we have by taking the corresponding self q-th

power product following:

B+
R,dR,q, BR,dR,q, (3.1.5)

OB+
R,dR,q,OBR,dR,q (3.1.6)

over:

B+
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧,♭,dR,q
, BQp(p1/p∞

)∧,♭,dR,q, (3.1.7)

OB+
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧,♭,dR,q
,OBQp(p1/p∞

)∧,♭,dR,q. (3.1.8)

Here we have the action from the product of arithmetic profinite fundamental groups and the

product of Frobenius operators.

• <4-> Following Carter-Kedlaya-Zábrádi and Pal-Zábrádi [CKZ] and [PZ], taking suitable in-

terval one can define the corresponding Robba rings Robbaextended,q
r,R , Robbaextended,q

∞,R and the

corresponding full Robba ring Robbaextended,q
R by the corresponding self q-th power product.

• <5-> We work in the category of Banach and ind-Fréchet spaces, which are commutative. Our

generalization comes from those Banach reduced affinoid algebras A over Qp.

Equivariant relative p-adic Hodge Theory

1This could be made more general, but at this moment let us be closer to classical p-adic Hodge Theory.
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• <1-> The p-adic functional analysis produces us some manageable structures within our

study of relative p-adic Hodge theory, generalizing the original p-adic functional analytic

framework of Kedlaya-Liu [KL1], [KL2].

• <2-> Starting from Kedlaya-Liu’s period rings after taking product2,

Robbaextended,q
∞,R , Robbaextended,q

I,R , Robbaextended,q
r,R , Robbaextended,q

R , Robbaextended,q
int,r,R , (3.1.9)

Robbaextended,q
int,R , Robbaextended,q

bd,r,R , Robbaextended,q
bd,R (3.1.10)

we can form the corresponding A-relative of the period rings3:

Robbaextended,q
∞,R,A , Robbaextended,q

I,R,A , Robbaextended,q
r,R,A , Robbaextended,q

R,A , Robbaextended,q
int,r,R,A , (3.1.11)

Robbaextended,q
int,R,A , Robbaextended,q

bd,r,R,A , Robbaextended,q
bd,R,A . (3.1.12)

• <3-> (Remark) There should be also many interesting contexts, for instance consider a finitely

generated abelian group G, one can consider the group rings:

Robbaextended,q
I,R [G]. (3.1.13)

• <4-> And then consider the completion living inside the corresponding infinite direct sum

Banach modules

⊕
Robbaextended,q

I,R , (3.1.14)

over the corresponding period rings:

Robbaextended,q
I,R [G]. (3.1.15)

Then we take suitable intersection and union one can have possibly some interesting period

rings Robbaextended,q
r,R [G] and Robbaextended,q

R [G].

Equivariant relative p-adic Hodge Theory

• <1-> The equivariant period rings in the situations we mentioned above carry relative multi-

Frobenius action ϕq induced from the Witt vectors.

2When we are talking about q-th power as in this chapter, the radius r is then multiradius which are allowed to

be different in different components, and the interval I is then multiinterval which are allowed to be different in

different components.
3Taking products over Qp.
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• <2-> They carry the corresponding Banach or (ind-)Fréchet spaces structures. So we can gen-

eralize the corresponding Kedlaya-Liu’s construction to the following situations (here let G

be finite):

• <3-> We can then consider the corresponding completed Frobenius modules over the rings in

the equivariant setting. To be more precise over:

Robbaextended,q
R,A [G], Ωint,R,A, ΩR,A, Robbaextended,q

R,A , Robbaextended,q
bd,R,A (3.1.16)

one considers the Frobenius modules finite locally free.

• <4-> With the corresponding finite locally free models over

Robbaextended,q
r,R,A [G], Robbaextended,q

r,R,A , Robbaextended,q
bd,r,R,A , (3.1.17)

again carrying the corresponding semilinear Frobenius structures, where r could be ∞.

• <5-> One also consider families of Frobenius modules over

Robbaextended,q
I,R,A [G], Robbaextended,q

I,R,A , (3.1.18)

in glueing fashion with obvious cocycle condition with respect to three multi-intervals I ⊂

J ⊂ K. These are called the corresponding Frobenius bundles.
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3.2 Analytic ∞-Categorical Functional Analytic Hodge-Iwasawa Mod-

ules

3.2.1 ∞-Categorical Analytic Stacks and Descents I

We now make the corresponding discussion after our previous work [T2] on the homotopical

functional analysis after many projects [BBBK], [BBK], [BBM], [BK] , [CS1], [CS2], [KKM]. We

choose to work over the Bambozzi-Kremnizer space [BK] attached to the corresponding Banach

rings in our work after [BBBK], [BBK], [BBM], [BK], [KKM]. Note that what is happening is that

attached to any Banach ring over Qp, say B, we attach a (∞, 1)−stack X (B) fibered over (in the

sense of ∞-groupoid, and up to taking the corresponding opposite categories) after [BBBK],

[BBK], [BBM], [BK], [KKM]:

sCommSimpIndBanQp
, (3.2.1)

with

sCommSimpIndmBanQp . (3.2.2)

associated with a (∞, 1)-ring objectOX (B), such that we have the corresponding under the basic

derived rational localization ∞-Grothendieck site

(X (B),OX (B),drl)

carrying the homotopical epimorphisms as the corresponding topology.

• By using this framework (certainly one can also consider [CS1] and [CS2] as the foundations,

as in [LBV]), we have the ∞-stack after Kedlaya-Liu [KL1], [KL2]. Here in the following let A

be any Banach ring over Qp.

• Generalizing Kedlaya-Liu’s construction in [KL1], [KL2] of the adic Fargues-Fontaine space

we have a quotient (by using power ϕq of the Frobenius operator) XR,A,q of the space

YR,A,q :=
⋃

I,multi

X (Robbaextended,q
R,I,A ). (3.2.3)

• This is a locally ringed space (XR,A,q,OXR,A,q), so one can consider the stable ∞-category

IndBanach(OXR,A,q) which is the ∞-category of all the OXR,A,q -sheaves of inductive Banach
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modules over XR,A,q. We have the parallel categories for YR,A,q, namely ϕIndBanach(OXR,A,q)

and so on. Here we only consider presheaves.

• This is a locally ringed space (XR,A,q,OXR,A,q), so one can consider the stable ∞-category

IndmBanach(OXR,A,q) which is the ∞-category of all theOXR,A,q -sheaves of inductive monomor-

phic Banach modules over XR,A,q. We have the parallel categories for YR,A,q, namely ϕIndmBanach(OXR,A,q)

and so on. Here we only consider presheaves.

Assumption 3.2.1. All the functors of modules or algebras below are presheaves.

• In this context one can consider the K-theory as in the scheme situation by using the ideas

and constructions from Blumberg-Gepner-Tabuada [BGT]. Moreover we can study the Hodge

Theory.

• We expect that one can study among these big categories to find interesting relationships,

since this should give us the right understanding of the p-adic Hodge theory. The correspond-

ing pseudocoherent version comparison could be expected to be deduced as in Kedlaya-Liu’s

work [KL1], [KL2].

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,A,q)
equi

////// ϕqIndBanach(OYR,A,q).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive

Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,A,q)
equi

////// ϕqIndmBanach(OYR,A,q).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,A,q)
equi ////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach(OYR,A,q).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive

Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,A,q)
equi ////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach(OYR,A,q).
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• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have the equivalence of the de Rham complex after [KKM, Defi-

nition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,A,q
)(−)

equi
// //// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach(OYR,A,q

)(−),

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,A,q
)(−)

equi ////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach(OYR,A,q
)(−).

• Then we have the following equivalence of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,A,q )

(−)
equi

////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach(OYR,A,q

)
(−),

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,A,q )

(−)
equi ////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach(OYR,A,q
)
(−).

Now let R = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭ and Rk = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
we have the following

Galois theoretic results with naturality along f : Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
) →

Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭):

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent presheaves:

IndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A,q

)

��������

equi
// //// ϕqIndBanach(OY

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A,q

)

��������
IndBanach(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)
equi

////// ϕqIndBanach(OY
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive
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Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXRk ,A,q)
equi

//

��������

//// ϕqIndmBanach(OYRk ,A,q)

�� ������
IndmBanach(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)
equi

////// ϕqIndmBanach(OY
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk ,A,q)

��������

equi
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach(OYRk ,A,q)

��������
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)
equi

////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach(OY
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive

Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,A,q)

��������

equi ////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach(OYRk ,A,q)

�� ������
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)
equi ////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach(OY

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have the equivalence of the de Rham complex after [KKM, Defi-
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nition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk,A,q )
(−)

equi
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach(OYRk,A,q
)(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)(−)
equi ////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach(OY

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)(−)

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,A,q )
(−)

equi //

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach(OYRk,A,q
)(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)(−)
equi

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach(OY
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)(−)

• Then we have the following equivalence of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk,A,q

)(−)
equi

//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach(OYRk,A,q

)(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)(−)

equi
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach(OY
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)(−)
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KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk,A,q

)
(−)

equi
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach(OYRk,A,q

)
(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)
(−)

equi ////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach(OY

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)
(−)

Then we consider further equivariance by considering the arithmetic profinite fundamental

group and actually its q-th power Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk)

×q through the following diagram:

Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
)

��������

//////// Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk)

������

//// ΓQp

�� ������

(Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
))×q //////// Γ

×q
k := Gal(Rk/Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
)×q // //// Γ

×q
Qp

.

We then have the correspond arithmetic profinite fundamental groups equivariant versions:

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent presheaves:

IndBanach
Γ
×q
k
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A,q

)

��������

equi
////// ϕqIndBanach

Γ
×q
k
(OY

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A,q

)

�� ������
IndBanach

Γ
×q
0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)
equi

// //// ϕqIndBanach
Γ
×q
0
(OY

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

).

112



• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive

Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach
Γ
×q
k
(OXRk ,A,q)

equi
//

��������

//// ϕqIndmBanach
Γ
×q
k
(OYRk ,A,q)

�� ������
IndmBanach

Γ
×q
0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)
equi

// //// ϕqIndmBanach
Γ
×q
0
(OY

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

).

Now we consider [CS1] and [CS2, Proposition 13.8, Theorem 14.9, Remark 14.10]4, and

study the corresponding solid perfect complexes, solid quasicoherent sheaves and solid vector

bundles. Here we are going to use different formalism, therefore we will have different cate-

gories and functors. We use the notation⊚ to denote any element of {solid perfect complexes, solid quasicoherent sheaves, solid vector bundles}

from [CS2] with the corresponding descent results of [CS2, Proposition 13.8, Theorem 14.9, Re-

mark 14.10]. Then we have the following:

• Generalizing Kedlaya-Liu’s construction in [KL1], [KL2] of the adic Fargues-Fontaine space

we have a quotient (by using powers of the Frobenius operator) XR,A,q of the space by using

[CS2]:

YR,A,q :=
⋃

I,multi

X CS(Robbaextended
R,I,A,q ). (3.2.4)

• This is a locally ringed space (XR,A,q,OXR,A,q), so one can consider the stable ∞-category

ModuleCS,quasicoherent(OXR,A,q) which is the ∞-category of all the OXR,A,q -sheaves of solid mod-

ules over XR,A,q. We have the parallel categories for YR,A,q, namely ϕModuleCS,quasicoherent(OXR,A,q)

and so on. Here we will consider sheaves.

Assumption 3.2.2. All the functors of modules or algebras below are Clausen-Scholze sheaves

[CS2, Proposition 13.8, Theorem 14.9, Remark 14.10].
4Note that we are motivated as well from [LBV].
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• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive solid sheaves:

Modules⊚(OXR,A,q)
equi

////// ϕqModules⊚(OYR,A,q).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialModulessolidquasicoherentsheaves(OXR,A,q)
equi ////// sCommsimplicial ϕqModulessolidquasicoherentsheaves(OYR,A,q).

• Then as in [LBV] we have the equivalence of the de Rham complex after [KKM, Definition

5.9, Section 5.2.1]5:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,A,q )
(−)

equi
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚(OYR,A,q

)(−).

• Then we have the following equivalence of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]6:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,A,q )

(−)
equi ////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚(OYR,A,q
)
(−).

Now let R = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭ and Rk = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
we have the following

Galois theoretic results with naturality along f : Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
) →

Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭):

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent presheaves7:

Modules⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A,q

)

��������

equi
// //// ϕqModules⊚(OY

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A,q

)

��������
Modules⊚(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)
equi

// //// ϕqModules⊚(OY
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
).

5Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
6Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
7Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent commutative algebra E∞ objects8:

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXRk ,A,q)

��������

equi
////// sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚(OYRk ,A,q)

�� ������
sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)
equi

// //// sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚(OY
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
).

• Then as in [LBV] we have the equivalence of the de Rham complex after [KKM, Definition

5.9, Section 5.2.1]9:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXRk ,A,q
)(−)

equi
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚(OYRk,A,q
)(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)(−)
equi

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚(OY
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)(−).

• Then we have the following equivalence of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]10:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXRk ,A,q

)(−)
equi

//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚(OYRk,A,q

)(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)(−)

equi
// //// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚(OY
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)(−).

8Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
9Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.

10Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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Then we consider further equivariance by considering the arithmetic profinite funda-

mental groups ΓQp
and Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk) through the following diagram:

Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
) // ////// Γk := Gal(Rk/Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
) // //// ΓQp

.

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent presheaves11:

Modules
⊚,Γ×q

k
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A,q

)

�� ������

equi // //// ϕqModules
⊚,Γ×q

k
(OY

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A,q

)

�� ������
Modules

⊚,Γ×q
0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)
equi

// //// ϕqModules
⊚,Γ×q

0
(OY

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent commutative algebra E∞ objects12:

sCommsimplicialModules
⊚,Γ×q

k
(OXRk ,A,q)

��������

equi
////// sCommsimplicial ϕqModules

⊚,Γ×q
k
(OYRk ,A,q)

�� ������
sCommsimplicialModules

⊚,Γ×q
0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)
equi // //// sCommsimplicial ϕqModules

⊚,Γ×q
0
(OY

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

).

• Then as in [LBV] we have the equivalence of the de Rham complex after [KKM, Definition

11Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
12Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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5.9, Section 5.2.1]13:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules
⊚,Γ
×q
k

(OXRk ,A,q )
(−)

equi //

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqModules
⊚,Γ
×q
k

(OYRk,A,q
)(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialModules

⊚,Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)(−)

equi
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqModules

⊚,Γ
×q
0

(OY
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)(−).

• Then we have the following equivalence of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]14:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules

⊚,Γ
×q
k

(OXRk ,A,q )
(−)

equi //

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules

⊚,Γ
×q
k

(OYRk,A,q
)
(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialModules
⊚,Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)
(−)

equi ////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules

⊚,Γ
×q
0

(OY
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)
(−).

13Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
14Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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3.2.2 ∞-Categorical Analytic Stacks and Descents II

As before, we have the following:

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,A,q)
global// //// ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,A,q,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,A,q)
global////// ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,A,q,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,A,q)
global
////// ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,A,q,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,A,q)
global
////// ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,A,q,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,A,q)
global////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,A,q,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,A,q)
global////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,A,q,I }I).

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after

[KKM, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,A,q
)(−)

global
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,A,q,I }I)
(−),

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,A,q
)(−)

global
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,A,q,I }I)
(−).
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• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,A,q )

(−)
global////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
R,A,q,I }I)

(−),

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,A,q )

(−)
global////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R,A,q,I }I)

(−).

Now let R = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭ and Rk = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
we have the following

Galois theoretic results with naturality along f : Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
) →

Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭):

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A,q

)

��������

global
// //// ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

Rk,A,q,I }I)

��������

IndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)

global // //// ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
R0 ,A,q,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXRk ,A,q)
global//

��������

//// ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
Rk,A,q,I }I)

�� ������

IndmBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)

global// //// ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R0,A,q,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach
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quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk ,A,q)

�� ������

global// //// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
Rk,A,q,I }I)

��������

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)

global// //// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
R0,A,q,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,A,q)

��������

global////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
Rk,A,q,I }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)

global////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R0,A,q,I }I).

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after

[KKM, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk,A,q )
(−)

global //

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
Rk ,A,q,I }I)

(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)(−)
global

// //// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
R0,A,q,I }I)

(−),
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deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,A,q )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
Rk ,A,q,I }I)

(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)(−)
global

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R0,A,q,I }I)

(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk,A,q )

(−)
global //

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

Rk ,A,q,I }I)
(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)
(−)

global////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R0,A,q,I }I)
(−),

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk,A,q )

(−)
global //

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

Rk ,A,q,I }I)
(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)
(−)

global
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R0,A,q,I }I)

(−).

Then we consider further equivariance by considering the arithmetic profinite funda-

mental group and actually its q-th power Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk)

×q through the following

diagram
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Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
)

��������

//////// Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk)

������

//// ΓQp

�� ������

(Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
))×q //////// Γ

×q
k := Gal(Rk/Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
)×q // //// Γ

×q
Qp

.

We then have the correspond arithmetic profinite fundamental groups equivariant versions:

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach
Γ
×q
k
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A,q

)

��������

global // //// ϕqIndBanach
Γ
×q
k
({Robbaextended

Rk ,A,q,I }I)

�� ������

IndBanach
Γ
×q
0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)
global

////// ϕqIndBanach
Γ
×q
0
({Robbaextended

R0,A,q,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach
Γ
×q
k
(OXRk ,A,q)

global
//

��������

//// ϕqIndmBanach
Γ
×q
k
({Robbaextended

Rk,A,q,I }I)

�� ������

IndmBanach
Γ
×q
0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)
global

// //// ϕqIndmBanach
Γ
×q
0
({Robbaextended

R0 ,A,q,I }I).
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• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach
Γ
×q
k
(OXRk ,A,q)

�� ������

global////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach
Γ
×q
k
({Robbaextended

Rk,A,q,I }I)

��������

sCommsimplicialIndBanach
Γ
×q
0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)
global////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach

Γ
×q
0
({Robbaextended

R0 ,A,q,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach
Γ
×q
k
(OXRk ,A,q)

��������

global
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach

Γ
×q
k
({Robbaextended

Rk,A,q,I }I)

��������

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach
Γ
×q
0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)
global

// //// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach
Γ
×q
0
({Robbaextended

R0,A,q,I }I).

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after

[KKM, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach
Γ
×q
k

(OXRk ,A,q
)(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach
Γ
×q
k

({Robbaextended
Rk ,A,q,I }I)

(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach

Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)(−)

global
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach

Γ
×q
0

({Robbaextended
R0,A,q,I }I)

(−),
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deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach
Γ
×q
k

(OXRk ,A,q )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach
Γ
×q
k

({Robbaextended
Rk ,A,q,I }I)

(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach

Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)(−)

global
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach

Γ
×q
0

({Robbaextended
R0,A,q,I }I)

(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach

Γ
×q
k

(OXRk,A,q )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach

Γ
×q
k

({Robbaextended
Rk ,A,q,I }I)

(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndBanach
Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)
(−)

global////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach

Γ
×q
0

({Robbaextended
R0,A,q,I }I)

(−),

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach

Γ
×q
k

(OXRk ,A,q
)
(−)

global //

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach

Γ
×q
k

({Robbaextended
Rk ,A,q,I }I)

(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach
Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)
(−)

global////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach

Γ
×q
0

({Robbaextended
R0,A,q,I }I)

(−).

Remark 3.2.3. We can certainly consider the quasicoherent sheaves in [BBK, Lemma 7.11, Re-

mark 7.12], therefore all the quasicoherent presheaves and modules will be those satisfying

[BBK, Lemma 7.11, Remark 7.12] if one would like to consider the the quasicoherent sheaves.
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That being all as this said, we would believe that the big quasicoherent presheaves are auto-

matically quasicoherent sheaves (namely satisfying the corresponding Čech ∞-descent as in

[KKM, Section 9.3] and [BBK, Lemma 7.11, Remark 7.12]) and the corresponding global section

functors are automatically equivalence of ∞-categories.

In Clausen-Scholze formalism we have the following:

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves:

Modules⊚(OXR,A,q)
global
////// ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R,A,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves:

Modules⊚(OXR,A,q)
global////// ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R,A,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects15:

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,A,q)
global////// sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R,A,I }I).

• Then as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after [KKM,

Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]16:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,A,q )
(−)

global// //// deRham
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R,A,I }I)
(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]17:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModule⊚(OXR,A,q )

(−)
global////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqModule⊚({Robbaextended,q
R,A,I }I)

(−).

Now let R = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭ and Rk = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
we have the following

Galois theoretic results with naturality along f : Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
) →

Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭):

15Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
16Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
17Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves18:

Module⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A,q

)

��������

global
////// ϕqModule⊚({Robbaextended,q

Rk,A,I }I)

�� ������

Module⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)

global
////// ϕqModule⊚({Robbaextended,q

R0,A,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects19:

sCommsimplicialModule⊚(OXRk ,A,q)

��������

global////// sCommsimplicial ϕqModule⊚({Robbaextended,q
Rk ,A,I }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialModule⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕqModule⊚({Robbaextended,q

R0,A,I }I).

• Then as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after [KKM,

Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]20:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModule⊚(OXRk ,A,q
)(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRham
sCommsimplicial ϕqModule⊚({Robbaextended,q

Rk ,A,I }I)
(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialModule⊚(OX

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)(−)
global// //// deRham

sCommsimplicial ϕqModule⊚({Robbaextended,q
R0,A,I }I)

(−).

18Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
19Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
20Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]21:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModule⊚(OXRk ,A,q

)(−)
global//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqModule⊚({Robbaextended,q

Rk ,A,I }I)
(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialModule⊚(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)(−)

global
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqModule⊚({Robbaextended,q
R0,A,I }I)

(−).

Then we consider further equivariance by considering the arithmetic profinite funda-

mental groups ΓQp
and Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk) through the following diagram:

Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
) // ////// Γ

×q
k := Gal(Rk/Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
) // //// ΓQp .

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves22:

Module⊚Γ
×q
k
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,A,q

)

��������

global
////// ϕqModule⊚Γ

×q
k
({Robbaextended,q

Rk,A,I }I)

�� ������

Module⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)

global ////// ϕqModule⊚({Robbaextended,q
R0 ,A,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach

21Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
22Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects23:

sCommsimplicialModule⊚Γ
×q
k
(OXRk ,A,q)

��������

global ////// sCommsimplicial ϕqModule⊚({Robbaextended,q
Rk,A,I }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialModule⊚Γ
×q
0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,A,q

)
global

// //// sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚Γ
×q
0
({Robbaextended,q

R0 ,A,I }I).

• Then as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after [KKM,

Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]24:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚
Γ
×q
k

(OXRk ,A,q
)(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRham
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚

Γ
×q
k

({Robbaextended,q
Rk ,A,I }I)

(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚

Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)(−)

global
////// deRham

sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚
Γ
×q
0

({Robbaextended,q
R0,A,I }I)

(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]25:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚

Γ
×q
k

(OXRk ,A,q
)(−)

global
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚

Γ
×q
k

({Robbaextended,q
Rk ,A,I }I)

(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialModules⊚
Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,A,q
)
(−)

global////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚

Γ
×q
0

({Robbaextended,q
R0,A,I }I)

(−).

23Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
24Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
25Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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Proposition 3.2.4. All the global functors from [CS2, Proposition 13.8, Theorem 14.9, Remark 14.10]

achieve the equivalences on both sides.

129



3.2.3 ∞-Categorical Analytic Stacks and Descents III

As before, we have the following. Let A vary in the category of all the Banach algebras over

Qp we have the following.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,−,q)
global
////// ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,−,q)
global
////// ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,−,q)
global////// ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-stacks of monomorphic induc-

tive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,−,q)
global
////// ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,−,q)
global////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,−,q)
global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I).

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after

[KKM, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,−,q )
(−)

global////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I,q }I)

(−),

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,−,q )
(−)

global////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I,q }I)

(−).
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• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,−,q )

(−)
global

////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I)
(−),

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,−,q )

(−)
global

// //// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I)
(−).

Now let R = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭ and Rk = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
we have the following

Galois theoretic results with naturality along f : Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
) →

Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭):

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,−,q

)

��������

global
// //// ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

Rk,−,I,q }I)

��������

IndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)

global
// //// ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R0 ,−,I,q }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXRk ,−,q)
global//

��������

//// ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
Rk,−,I,q }I)

��������

IndmBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)

global////// ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R0,−,I,q }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach
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quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk ,−,q)

�� ������

global////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
Rk,−,I,q }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)

global////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
R0 ,−,I,q }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,−,q)

��������

global
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

Rk,−,I,q }I)

��������

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)

global////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R0 ,−,I,q }I).

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after

[KKM, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk,−,q )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I,q }I)

(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,−,q

)(−)
global

// //// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
R0,−,I,q }I)

(−),
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deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,−,q )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I,q }I)

(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−,q

)(−)
global////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R0,−,I,q }I)
(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk,−,q )

(−)
global

//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

Rk ,−,I,q }I)
(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)
(−)

global// //// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R0,−,I,q }I)
(−),

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk,−,q )

(−)
global //

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

Rk ,−,I,q }I)
(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)
(−)

global
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R0,−,I,q }I)

(−).

Then we consider further equivariance by considering the arithmetic profinite funda-

mental groups and actually its q-th power Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk)

×q through the following

diagram:

133



Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
)

��������

//////// Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk)

������

//// ΓQp

�� ������

(Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
))×q //////// Γ

×q
k := Gal(Rk/Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
)×q // //// Γ

×q
Qp

.

We then have the correspond arithmetic profinite fundamental groups equivariant versions:

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach
Γ
×q
k
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,−,q

)

��������

global ////// ϕqIndBanach
Γ
×q
k
({Robbaextended

Rk,−,I,q }I)

�� ������

IndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)

global
////// ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R0,−,I,q }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach
Γ
×q
k
(OXRk ,−,q)

global
//

��������

//// ϕqIndmBanach
Γ
×q
k
({Robbaextended

Rk,−,I,q }I)

�� ������

IndmBanach
Γ
×q
0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−,q

)
global

// //// ϕqIndmBanach
Γ
×q
0
({Robbaextended

R0 ,−,I,q }I).
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• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-stacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach
Γ
×q
k
(OXRk ,−,q)

��������

global// //// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach
Γ
×q
k
({Robbaextended

Rk,−,I,q }I)

��������

sCommsimplicialIndBanach
Γ
×q
0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−,q

)
global////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach

Γ
×q
0
({Robbaextended

R0,−,I,q }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach
Γ
×q
k
(OXRk ,−,q)

�� ������

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach

Γ
×q
k
({Robbaextended

Rk,−,I,q }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach
Γ
×q
0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−,q

)
global

////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach
Γ
×q
0
({Robbaextended

R0,−,I,q }I).

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after

[KKM, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach
Γ
×q
k

(OXRk ,−,q )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach
Γ
×q
k

({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I,q }I)

(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach

Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)(−)

global
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach

Γ
×q
0

({Robbaextended
R0,−,I,q }I)

(−),
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deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach
Γ
×q
k

(OXRk ,−,q )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach
Γ
×q
k

({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I,q }I)

(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach

Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)(−)

global
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach

Γ
×q
0

({Robbaextended
R0,−,I,q }I)

(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach

Γ
×q
k

(OXRk,−,q )
(−)

global //

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach

Γ
×q
k

({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I,q }I)

(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndBanach
Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)(−)

global////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach

Γ
×q
0

({Robbaextended
R0,−,I,q }I)

(−),

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach

Γ
×q
k

(OXRk ,−,q )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach

Γ
×q
k

({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I,q }I)

(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach
Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)
(−)

global// //// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach

Γ
×q
0

({Robbaextended
R0,−,I,q }I)

(−).

Remark 3.2.5. We can certainly consider the quasicoherent sheaves in [BBK, Lemma 7.11, Re-

mark 7.12], therefore all the quasicoherent presheaves and modules will be those satisfying

[BBK, Lemma 7.11, Remark 7.12] if one would like to consider the the quasicoherent sheaves.

That being all as this said, we would believe that the big quasicoherent presheaves are auto-

matically quasicoherent sheaves (namely satisfying the corresponding Čech ∞-descent as in
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[KKM, Section 9.3] and [BBK, Lemma 7.11, Remark 7.12]) and the corresponding global section

functors are automatically equivalence of ∞-categories.

In Clausen-Scholze formalism we have the following:

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves:

Modules⊚(OXR,−,q)
global
////// ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R,−,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves:

Modules⊚(OXR,−,q)
global////// ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R,−,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects26:

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,−,q)
global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R,−,I }I).

• Then as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after [KKM,

Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]27:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,−,q )
(−)

global
////// deRham

sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q
R,−,I }I)

(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]28:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,−,q )

(−)
global////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q
R,−,I }I)

(−).

Now let R = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭ and Rk = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
we have the following

Galois theoretic results with naturality along f : Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
) →

Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭):

26Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
27Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
28Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves29:

Modules⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,−,q

)

��������

global
////// ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

Rk,−,I }I)

��������

Modules⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)

global // //// ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q
R0,−,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects30:

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXRk ,−,q)

��������

global
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

Rk,−,I }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R0,−,I }I).

• Then as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after [KKM,

Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]31:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXRk ,−,q )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRham
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

Rk ,−,I }I)
(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−,q

)(−)
global////// deRham

sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q
R0,−,I }I)

(−).

29Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
30Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
31Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]32:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXRk ,−,q )

(−)
global//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

Rk ,−,I }I)
(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)
(−)

global////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R0,−,I }I)
(−).

Then we consider further equivariance by considering the arithmetic profinite funda-

mental groups ΓQp
and Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk) through the following diagram:

Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
) // ////// Γk := Gal(Rk/Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
) // //// ΓQp

.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves33:

Modules⊚Γ
×q
k
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,−,q

)

��������

global
////// ϕqModules⊚Γ

×q
k
({Robbaextended,q

Rk,−,I }I)

�� ������

Modules⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)

global
// //// ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R0,−,I }I).

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-stacks of inductive Banach

32Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
33Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects34:

sCommsimplicialModules⊚Γ
×q
k
(OXRk ,−,q)

��������

global////// sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚Γ
×q
k
({Robbaextended,q

Rk,−,I }I)

��������

sCommsimplicialModules⊚Γ
×q
0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−,q

)
global

// //// sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚Γ
×q
0
({Robbaextended,q

R0,−,I }I).

• Then as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after [KKM,

Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]35:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚
Γ
×q
k

(OXRk ,−,q )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRham
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚

Γ
×q
k

({Robbaextended,q
Rk ,−,I }I)

(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚

Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)(−)

global
////// deRham

sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚
Γ
×q
0

({Robbaextended,q
R0,−,I }I)

(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]36:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚

Γ
×q
k

(OXRk ,−,q )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚

Γ
×q
k

({Robbaextended,q
Rk ,−,I }I)

(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialModules⊚
Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)
(−)

global////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚

Γ
×q
0

({Robbaextended,q
R0,−,I }I)

(−).

34Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
35Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
36Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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Proposition 3.2.6. All the global functors from [CS2, Proposition 13.8, Theorem 14.9, Remark 14.10]

achieve the equivalences on both sides.
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3.2.4 ∞-Categorical Analytic Stacks and Descents IV

In the following the right had of each row in each diagram will be the corresponding quasico-

herent Robba bundles over the Robba ring carrying the corresponding action from the Frobe-

nius or the fundamental groups, defined by directly applying [KKM, Section 9.3] and [BBM].

We now let A be any commutative algebra objects in the corresponding ∞-toposes over ind-

Banach commutative algebra objects over Qp or the corresponding borné commutative algebra

objects over Qp carrying the Grothendieck topology defined by essentially the corresponding

monomorphism homotopy in the opposite category. Then we promote the construction to the

corresponding ∞-stack over the same ∞-categories of affinoids. We now take the correspond-

ing colimit through all the (∞, 1)-categories. Therefore all the corresponding (∞, 1)-functors

into (∞, 1)-categories or (∞, 1)-groupoids are from the homotopy closure of Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 ℓ =

1, q, ... in sCommIndBanachQp
or Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 ℓ = 1, q, ... in sCommIndmBanachQp

as in [BBM,

Section 4.2]:

IndQp〈C1 ,...,Cℓ〉,ℓ=1,q,...sCommIndBanachQp
, (3.2.5)

IndQp〈C1 ,...,Cℓ〉,ℓ=1,q,...sCommIndBanachQp . (3.2.6)

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,−,q)
global
////// ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(IndBanach(OXR,−,q)
global ////// ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ....

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,−,q)
global////// ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(IndmBanach(OXR,−,q)
global

////// ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I,q }I))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ....
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• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,−,q)
global
////// ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(IndBanach(OXR,−,q)
global

////// ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I,q }I))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ....

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-stacks of monomorphic induc-

tive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,−,q)
global
////// ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(IndmBanach(OXR,−,q)
global

////// ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I,q }I))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ....

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,−,q)
global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,−,q)
global ////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ....

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,−,q)
global////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,−,q)
global

// //// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I,q }I))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ....
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• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section ) of the de Rham complex after

[KKM, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,−,q )
(−)

global// //// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I,q }I)

(−),

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,−,q )
(−)

global
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I)
(−).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti

(deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,−,q )
(−)

global////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I,q }I)

(−))(Oi),

homotopycolimiti

(deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,−,q )
(−)

global
// //// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I)
(−))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ....

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,−,q )

(−)
global

////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I)
(−),

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,−,q )

(−)
global

// //// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I)
(−).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(K
BGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,−,q )

(−)
global ////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
R,−,I,q }I)

(−))(Oi),

homotopycolimiti(K
BGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,−,q )

(−)
global

////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R,−,I,q }I)
(−))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ....

Now let R = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭ and Rk = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
we have the following

Galois theoretic results with naturality along f : Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
) →

Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭):
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• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,−,q

)

��������

global
// //// ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

Rk,−,I,q }I)

��������

IndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)

global // //// ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
R0 ,−,I,q }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXRk ,−,q)
global//

��������

//// ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
Rk,−,I,q }I)

��������

IndmBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)

global////// ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R0,−,I,q }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach
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quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk ,−,q)

�� ������

global////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
Rk,−,I,q }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

R0 ,−,I,q }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,−,q)

�� ������

global// //// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
Rk,−,I,q }I)

��������

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R0 ,−,I,q }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after
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[KKM, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk,−,q )
(−)

global //

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I,q }I)

(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX

Qp(p1/p∞
)∧♭,−,q

)(−)
global

// //// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
R0,−,I,q }I)

(−),

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk ,−,q )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I,q }I)

(−)

�� ������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−,q

)(−)
global

////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended
R0,−,I,q }I)

(−).

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXRk,−,q )

(−)
global

//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended

Rk ,−,I,q }I)
(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)
(−)

global
// //// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach({Robbaextended
R0,−,I,q }I)

(−),
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KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXRk,−,q )

(−)
global

//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

Rk ,−,I,q }I)
(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)
(−)

global////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach({Robbaextended

R0,−,I,q }I)
(−).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

Then we consider further equivariance by considering the arithmetic profinite funda-

mental groups and actually its q-th power Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk)

×q through the following

diagram:

Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
)

��������

//////// Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk)

������

//// ΓQp

�� ������

(Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
))×q //////// Γ

×q
k := Gal(Rk/Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
)×q // //// Γ

×q
Qp

.

We then have the correspond arithmetic profinite fundamental groups equivariant versions:

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach
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quasicoherent presheaves:

IndBanach
Γ
×q
k
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,−,q

)

��������

global
// //// ϕqIndBanach

Γ
×q
k
({Robbaextended

Rk,−,I,q }I)

�� ������

IndBanach
Γ
×q
0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−,q

)
global

// //// ϕqIndBanach
Γ
×q
0
({Robbaextended

R0,−,I,q }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach
Γ
×q
k
(OXRk ,−,q)

global//

��������

//// ϕqIndmBanach
Γ
×q
k
({Robbaextended

Rk,−,I,q }I)

�� ������

IndmBanach
Γ
×q
0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−,q

)
global// //// ϕqIndmBanach

Γ
×q
0
({Robbaextended

R0 ,−,I,q }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-stacks of inductive Banach
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quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach
Γ
×q
k
(OXRk ,−,q)

��������

global
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach

Γ
×q
k
({Robbaextended

Rk,−,I,q }I)

��������

sCommsimplicialIndBanach
Γ
×q
0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−,q

)
global

////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach
Γ
×q
0
({Robbaextended

R0,−,I,q }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of monomorphic

inductive Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach
Γ
×q
k
(OXRk ,−,q)

�� ������

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach

Γ
×q
k
({Robbaextended

Rk,−,I,q }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach
Γ
×q
0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−,q

)
global

////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach
Γ
×q
0
({Robbaextended

R0,−,I,q }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after
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[KKM, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach
Γ
×q
k

(OXRk ,−,q )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach
Γ
×q
k

({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I,q }I)

(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach

Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)(−)

global
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach

Γ
×q
0

({Robbaextended
R0,−,I,q }I)

(−),

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach
Γ
×q
k

(OXRk ,−,q )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach
Γ
×q
k

({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I,q }I)

(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach

Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)(−)

global
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach

Γ
×q
0

({Robbaextended
R0,−,I,q }I)

(−).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach

Γ
×q
k

(OXRk,−,q )
(−)

global //

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach

Γ
×q
k

({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I,q }I)

(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndBanach
Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)(−)

global
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach
Γ
×q
0

({Robbaextended
R0,−,I,q }I)

(−),
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KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach

Γ
×q
k

(OXRk ,−,q )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach

Γ
×q
k

({Robbaextended
Rk ,−,I,q }I)

(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach
Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)
(−)

global
// //// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach
Γ
×q
0

({Robbaextended
R0,−,I,q }I)

(−).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, q, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

Remark 3.2.7. We can certainly consider the quasicoherent sheaves in [BBK, Lemma 7.11, Re-

mark 7.12], therefore all the quasicoherent presheaves and modules will be those satisfying

[BBK, Lemma 7.11, Remark 7.12] if one would like to consider the the quasicoherent sheaves.

That being all as this said, we would believe that the big quasicoherent presheaves are auto-

matically quasicoherent sheaves (namely satisfying the corresponding Čech ∞-descent as in

[KKM, Section 9.3] and [BBK, Lemma 7.11, Remark 7.12]) and the corresponding global section

functors are automatically equivalence of ∞-categories.

In Clausen-Scholze formalism we have the following37:

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves:

Modules⊚(OXR,−,q)
global
////// ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R,−,I }I).

37Certainly the homotopy colimit in the rings side will be within the condensed solid animated analytic rings

from [CS2].
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The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(Modules⊚(OXR,−,q)
global ////// ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R,−,I }I))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ....

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves:

Modules⊚(OXR,−,q)
global
////// ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(Modules⊚(OXR,−,q)
global ////// ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R,−,I }I))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ....

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects38:

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,−,q)
global////// sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,−,q)
global

////// sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q
R,−,I }I))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ....

• Then as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section ) of the de Rham complex after [KKM,

Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]39:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,−,q )
(−)

global// //// deRham
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R,−,I }I)
(−),

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti

(deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,−,q )
(−)

global////// deRham
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R,−,I }I)
(−))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ....

38Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
39Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]40:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,−,q )

(−)
global////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q
R,−,I }I)

(−).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(K
BGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXR,−,q )

(−)
global

////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R,−,I }I)
(−))(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ....

Now let R = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭ and Rk = Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
we have the following

Galois theoretic results with naturality along f : Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 , ..., T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
) →

Spa(Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭):

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves41:

Modules⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,−,q

)

��������

global ////// ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q
Rk,−,I }I)

��������

Modules⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)

global
// //// ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R0,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

40Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
41Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects42:

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXRk ,−,q)

�� ������

global
// //// sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

Rk,−,I }I)

�� ������

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R0,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• Then as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after [KKM,

Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]43:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXRk ,−,q )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRham
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

Rk ,−,I }I)
(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−,q

)(−)
global

////// deRham
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R0,−,I }I)
(−),

42Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
43Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]44:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OXRk ,−,q )

(−)
global

//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

Rk ,−,I }I)
(−)

��������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialModules⊚(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)(−)

global
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q
R0,−,I }I)

(−),

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

Then we consider further equivariance by considering the arithmetic profinite funda-

mental groups ΓQp
and Gal(Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
/Rk) through the following diagram:

Zk
p = Gal(Rk/Qp(p1/p∞

)∧
〈

T±1
1 , ..., T±1

k

〉
) //////// Γ

×q
k := Gal(Rk/Qp

〈
T±1

1 , ..., T±1
k

〉
) // //// ΓQp .

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent sheaves45:

Modules⊚Γ
×q
k
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧
〈

T
±1/p∞

1 ,...,T
±1/p∞

k

〉♭
,−,q

)

��������

global ////// ϕqModules⊚Γ
×q
k
({Robbaextended,q

Rk,−,I }I)

�� ������

Modules⊚(OX
Qp (p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)

global
// //// ϕqModules⊚({Robbaextended,q

R0,−,I }I).

44Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
45Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• (Proposition) There is a functor (global section) between the ∞-prestacks of inductive Banach

quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects46:

sCommsimplicialModules⊚Γ
×q
k
(OXRk ,−,q)

��������

global
////// sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚Γ

×q
k
({Robbaextended,q

Rk,−,I }I)

��������

sCommsimplicialModules⊚Γ
×q
0
(OX

Qp (p1/p∞
)∧♭,−,q

)
global

// //// sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚Γ
×q
0
({Robbaextended,q

R0,−,I }I).

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• Then as in [LBV] we have a functor (global section) of the de Rham complex after [KKM,

Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]47:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚
Γ
×q
k

(OXRk ,−,q )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// deRham
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚

Γ
×q
k

({Robbaextended,q
Rk ,−,I }I)

(−)

��������
deRhamsCommsimplicialModules⊚

Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)(−)

global
////// deRham

sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚
Γ
×q
0

({Robbaextended,q
R0,−,I }I)

(−),

46Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
47Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

• Then we have the following a functor (global section) of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]48:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModules⊚

Γ
×q
k

(OXRk ,−,q )
(−)

global
//

��������

//// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚

Γ
×q
k

({Robbaextended,q
Rk ,−,I }I)

(−)

�� ������
KBGT

sCommsimplicialModules⊚
Γ
×q
0

(OX
Qp(p1/p∞

)∧♭,−,q
)(−)

global
////// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqModules⊚
Γ
×q
0

({Robbaextended,q
R0,−,I }I)

(−),

The definition is given by the following:

homotopycolimiti(�)(Oi),

each Oi is just as Qp 〈C1, ..., Cℓ〉 , ℓ = 1, 2, ... and � is the relative diagram of ∞-functors.

Proposition 3.2.8. All the global functors from [CS2, Proposition 13.8, Theorem 14.9, Remark 14.10]

achieve the equivalences on both sides.

48Here ⊚ = solidquasicoherentsheaves.
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3.2.5 ∞-Categorical Analytic Stacks and Descents V

Here we consider the corresponding archimedean picture, after [CBCKSW, Problem A.4, Ked-

laya’s Lecture]. Recall for any algebraic variety R over R this XR(C) is defined to be the corre-

sponding quotient:

XR(C) := R(C)× P1(C)/ϕ, (3.2.7)

YR(C) := R(C)× P1(C). (3.2.8)

The Hodge structure is given by ϕ. We define the relative version by considering a further

algebraic variety over C, say A as in the following:

XR,A(C) := R(C)× P1(C)× A(C)/ϕ, (3.2.9)

YR,A(C) := R(C)× P1(C)× A(C). (3.2.10)

We then take q-th self power to achieve XR,q(C) as

XR,q(C) := (R(C)× P1(C))q/ϕq, (3.2.11)

YR,q(C) := (R(C)× P1(C))q. (3.2.12)

The multi hyperkähler Hodge structure is given by ϕq. We define the relative version by con-

sidering a further algebraic variety over C, say A as in the following:

XR,A(C) := (R(C)× P1(C))q × A(C)/ϕq, (3.2.13)

YR,A(C) := (R(C)× P1(C))q × A(C). (3.2.14)

Then by [BBK] and [CS2] we have the corresponding ∞-category of ∞-sheaves of simplicial

ind-Banach quasicoherent modules which in our situation will be assumed to the modules in

[BBK], as well as the corresponding associated Clausen-Scholze spaces:

XR(C) := R(C)× P1(C)�/ϕ, (3.2.15)

YR(C) := R(C)× P1(C)�. (3.2.16)

XR,A(C) := R(C)× P1(C)× A(C)�/ϕ, (3.2.17)

YR,A(C) := R(C)× P1(C)× A(C)�, (3.2.18)
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with the ∞-category of ∞-sheaves of simplicial liquid quasicoherent modules, liquid vector

bundles and liquid perfect complexes, with further descent [CS2, Proposition 13.8, Theorem

14.9, Remark 14.10].

We then take q-th self power to achieve XR,q(C) as

XR,q(C) := (R(C)× P1(C))q,�/ϕq, (3.2.19)

YR,q(C) := (R(C)× P1(C))q,�. (3.2.20)

The multi hyperkähler Hodge structure is given by ϕq. We define the relative version by con-

sidering a further algebraic variety over C, say A as in the following:

XR,A(C) := (R(C)× P1(C))q,�× A(C)/ϕq, (3.2.21)

YR,A(C) := (R(C)× P1(C))q,� × A(C). (3.2.22)

We call the resulting global sections are the corresponding c-equivariant Hodge Modules.

Then we have the following direct analogy:

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,A,q)
equi

////// ϕqIndBanach(OYR,A,q).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive

Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,A,q)
equi

////// ϕqIndmBanach(OYR,A,q).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent presheaves:

IndBanach(OXR,A,q)
equi

////// ϕqIndBanach(OYR,A,q).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive

Banach quasicoherent presheaves:

IndmBanach(OXR,A,q)
equi ////// ϕqIndmBanach(OYR,A,q).
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• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,A,q)
equi

////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach(OYR,A,q).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of monomorphic inductive

Banach quasicoherent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,A,q)
equi ////// sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach(OYR,A,q).

• Then parallel as in [LBV] we have the equivalence of the de Rham complex after [KKM, Defi-

nition 5.9, Section 5.2.1]:

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,A,q
)(−)

equi
// //// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach(OYR,A,q

)(−),

deRhamsCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,A,q )
(−)

equi
////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach(OYR,A,q

)(−).

• Then we have the following equivalence of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndBanach(OXR,A,q

)(−)
equi

////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndBanach(OYR,A,q

)(−),

KBGT
sCommsimplicialIndmBanach(OXR,A,q )

(−)
equi

////// KBGT
sCommsimplicial ϕqIndmBanach(OYR,A,q

)
(−).

Assumption 3.2.9. All the functors of modules or algebras below are Clausen-Scholze sheaves

[CS2, Proposition 13.8, Theorem 14.9, Remark 14.10].

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive liquid sheaves:

Module⊚(OXR,A,q)
equi ////// ϕqModule⊚(OYR,A,q).

• (Proposition) There is an equivalence between the ∞-categories of inductive Banach quasico-

herent commutative algebra E∞ objects:

sCommsimplicialModuleliquidquasicoherentsheaves(OXR,A,q)
equi

////// sCommsimplicial ϕqModuleliquidquasicoherentsheaves(OYR,A,q).

• Then as in [LBV] we have the equivalence of the de Rham complex after [KKM, Definition

5.9, Section 5.2.1]49:

deRhamsCommsimplicialModule⊚(OXR,A,q )
(−)

equi ////// deRhamsCommsimplicial ϕqModule⊚(OYR,A,q
)(−).

49Here ⊚ = liquidquasicoherentsheaves.
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• Then we have the following equivalence of K-group (∞, 1)-spectrum from [BGT]50:

KBGT
sCommsimplicialModule⊚(OXR,A,q )

(−)
equi // //// KBGT

sCommsimplicial ϕqModule⊚(OYR,A,q
)
(−).

50Here ⊚ = liquidquasicoherentsheaves.
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Chapter 4

Hodge-Iwasawa Theory I
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4.1 Introduction

4.1.1 Hodge-Iwasawa Theory and Higher Dimensional Modeling of the Weil Con-

jectures

This paper deals with some simultaneous generalization of the noncommutative Iwasawa the-

ory after Kedlaya-Pottharst and the relative p-adic Hodge theory in the style of Kedlaya-Liu,

with further sophisticated philosophy in mind dated back to Fukaya-Kato and Kato. To make

the motivations and the applications more serious and clear to the readers, let us start from

recalling what happens along the intersection of the two pictures above.

Example 4.1.1. (After Kedlaya-Pottharst) Let K be a finite extension of Qp. In [KP1], the au-

thors proposed that one could consider a family {L}L parametrized by perfectoid Galois fields

of intrinsic descriptions of the category Φ̃ΓK,A (with the notations in [KP1]) in terms of ϕ-

modules over Π̃L,A in the family with the further action of the groups G(L/K) for each L in

the family. These actually for a fixed L/K will give rise to some perfectoid p-adic Hodge theory

immediately. Then they considered some geometrization which is just some application of the

theory in [KL15, Chapter 9], namely one first forgets the action of the group GL/K but replaces

this by pro-étale topology over Spa(K,OK). Then one defines an object M in the category

Φ̃ΓK,A which has no a priori relation to any tower L/K. One recovers the Iwasawa theory from

the sheaf attached to the Iwasawa algebra attached to the group G(L/K). This makes more

sense if we know clearly the structure of G(L/K). The memorization of the Iwasawa structure

back from the Iwasawa deformation (instead of taking the limit throughout some rigidized

towers) will be some key observation in our development.

On the other hand, we have the following example:

Example 4.1.2. Let A be now an Artin algebra over Qp, in this situation one could actually

consider the local systems A over some specific smooth proper rigid analytic space X/Qp.

Therefore one could consider the situation where this deforms from some Qp-local systems.

Then one should be able to relate constructible A-local systems to the corresponding deforma-

tion of the corresponding Qp representation of the corresponding étale fundamental groups.

One could then as in [KL15] and [KL16] consider the corresponding Galois groups of affinoids

in both rigid geometry, adic geometry or perfectoid geometry. Then in these situations, one
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could consider the corresponding deformation problem. Furthermore one could then consider

more general rigid affinoids A/Qp and consider the corresponding families of representations

of the Galois groups mentioned above over A. In order to study these one could then construct

the corresponding A-relative relative period rings perfect generalizing [KL15] and [KL16].

Therefore now we consider the combination of the two pictures and the corresponding si-

multaneous generalization of the pictures in the relative p-adic Hodge theory and the Iwasawa

theory in the sense mentioned above. Recall that the toric chart in [KL16] could admit some

cyclotomic deformation with the corresponding Γ-action where Γ will be just Zd
p for some rank

d. Then one could consider the corresponding picture in the Iwasawa theory to consider the

corresponding (ϕ, Γ)-cohomology of the corresponding multivariate cyclotomic deformations.

We will call this generalized Iwasawa cohomology and the generalized Iwasawa theory, since

over the perfectoid covering of the base space over ̂Qp(p1/p∞), one has the corresponding rel-

ative de Rham period rings. Therefore one could consider the generalized Bloch-Kato dual

exponential maps and so on.

One should somehow regard that Iwasawa theory is mimicking the celebrated Weil conjec-

tures, namely the Riemann Hypothesis for the arithmetic of the algebraic curves. The conjec-

tures themselves actually do not have too much sort of motivic motivation a priori, for instance

one could just ask the questions on the counting problems within the arithmetic of algebraic

curves. However the conjectures to some extent are definitely admitting deep and fundamental

motivic point of views. Since the issue is that one could define the corresponding L-functions

in terms of some Hodge structure for algebraic varieties over finite fields, namely the Frobe-

nius actions on the ℓ-adic étale cohomologies. Also one could actually directly reinterpret the

corresponding number theoretic properties in term of the corresponding cohomological prop-

erties, for instance the zeros of zeta functions and the functional equations, which is further

adopted by Perrin-Riou in her celebrated work for instance. Iwasawa established the corre-

sponding point of view successfully in the context of number fields, which is actually to some

extent very fascinating and deep. Although the original pictures from Iwasawa admit more

class group formulation and the corresponding motivation (namely more Galois theoretic or

more étale), which is similar to the original motivation of Weil conjectures, but following later

philosophy like from Kato everything could be formulated quite cohomologically, namely due
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to some deep relationship and similarization between the étale cohomology and Galois coho-

mology.

Weil Conjectures for Curves over k/Fp
//////

������

Deligne-Kedlaya-Caro-Abe Weil II for Varieties

������
Étale Iwasawa Theory for Q

OOOOOO

//////

������

??? for Varieties over Q

OO OOOO

������
Non-étale Iwasawa Theory // //// ??? for Varieties over Qp.

As shown in the diagram above, one could see that actually Weil conjectures are quite gen-

eral, in the sense that first they are actually above varieties over finite fields, which was origi-

nally proved by Deligne in terms of étale cohomology. By p-adic method, Kedlaya reproved the

conjectures with actually more general point of view, since there one considers general smooth

coefficients which is to say the isocrystals. The key issue is to establish some sort of finiteness

of the rigid cohomology with such smooth non-étale coefficients. The method adopted by Ked-

laya is through deep p-adic local monodromy theorem established in [Ked1] which proves the

affine curve cases directly, then through clever geometric method to reduce everything to affine

spaces, and then to affine curves with induction. Actually the picture can be made more gen-

eral in the sense that one could consider more general p-adic constructible coefficients, which

was considered by Abe and etc, for instance the arithmetic D-modules.

In the mixed-characteristic situation, Nakamura established some general Iwasawa the-

ory for non-étale coefficients (by using Kedlaya-Liu’s language these are pro-étale non-étale

Hodge-Frobenius sheaves) over X = Spa(Qp,OQp
). Through Kedlaya-Pottharst’s point of
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view, namely the analytic cohomology of the cyclotomic deformation of pro-étale Hodge struc-

tures. We will give our understanding on the possible ??? in the entries of the graph above,

which is already represented at the beginning of this subsection. Replacing the cyclotomic

towers or toric towers by pro-étale sites allows us to define the generalized Iwasawa coho-

mology. Therefore deformation of the Hodge sheaves over pro-étale sites will remember the

Iwasawa theoretic consideration, which is observed as mentioned above by Kedlaya-Pottharst.

The first main topic exhibited in our main body of work is on the deformation over a re-

duced affinoid algebra A the corresponding categories of vector bundles and the correspond-

ing Frobenius modules (bundles) over the ring Π̃∞
R,A and Π̃R,A (with the notations in proposi-

tion 4.3.8 as below):

Theorem 4.1.3. The categories of A-relative quasicoherent finite locally free sheaves over the schematic

relative Fargues-Fontaine curve ProjPR,A, the Frobenius modules over Π̃∞
R,A, the Frobenius modules

over Π̃R,A and the Frobenius bundles over Π̃R,A are equivalent. Moreover for those Fréchet-Stein distri-

bution algebra A∞(G) attached to a p-adic Lie group G in the style of the Hodge-Iwasawa consideration

assumed in setting 4.3.11, the corresponding statement holds as well (see section 4.3.2).

This is actually considered in [KP1] in the situation where R is a perfectoid field. The main

goal in our mind at this moment is essentially some belief (encoded in some possible appli-

cation) that the deformations (both from some representation reason or Iwasawa-Tamagawa

reason) share some rigid equivalence among the vector bundles over relative Fargues-Fontaine

curves, B-pairs in families and finally the Frobenius-Hodge modules in relative sense. Of

course if one focuses on the corresponding Galois representation context, then this belief will be

somehow complicated while we believe the categories mentioned here are big enough to elimi-

nate the difference from the deformations and the original absolute situation, without touching

the étaleness. There are many contexts where such deformation on the level of ϕ-modules has

been already proved to be important and convenient, such as [Nak4] and [KPX]. [KPX] consid-

ered essentially the deformation theory of ϕ-modules by using the tools from Fréchet algebras.

Note that B-pairs are generalizations of Galois representations from the point of view of the

coefficients, Frobenius modules over ind-Fréchet sheaves are generalizations of Galois repre-

sentations from the point of view of the slope theory and the corresponding purity. The relative
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deformation of the Hodge structures in such generality looks challenging, for instance the par-

allel story to Deligne-Laumon, [AM], [G1] and [G2] looks quite mysterious.

We actually discuss in this paper the corresponding pseudocoherent objects as well in the

sense of [SGA6] and the corresponding pseudocoherent Frobenius modules studied in [KL16]:

Theorem 4.1.4. The category of the pseudocoherent sheaves over the schematic Fargues-Fontaine curve

ProjPR,A and the category of the pseudocoherent modules over Π̃R,A endowed with isomorphisms coming

from the Frobenius pullbacks are equivalent.

One of our current main conjectures (in the étale setting) in this article is quite general over a

rigid analytic space X (over Qp) separated and of finite type (in the category of adic spaces) with

respect to an adic ring T as in [Wit1], [Wit2] and [Wit3, 1.4], and we consider the corresponding

categories Dperf(X♯, T) (♯ = ét, proét) of compatible families (F •I )I⊂T complexes perfect and

dg-flat of T/I constructible flat étale or pro-étale sheaves and we conjecture that we have the

corresponding Waldhausen enrichment. To be more precise:

Conjecture 4.1.5. Assume now that p is a unit in the ring T. Assume that we have Dperf(X♯, T) (♯ =

ét, proét) are Waldhausen categories and we have the corresponding continuous maps from the attached

K-theory topological spaces to the one attached to Dperf(T) induced by the direct image functor (which

will make the space X more restrictive). Then we have that the maps are null-homotopic in some canon-

ical way. (See conjecture 4.4.14)

Using relatively homotopical language, this could be directly related to the formulation

adopted by Fukaya-Kato in Deligne’s category when we focus on the corresponding spaces of

1 type where the corresponding homotopy groups will vanish above the degree one. This has

actually been considered extensively already in [Wit1] in the context in terms of SGAIV and

V. The corresponding categories we mentioned above looks very complicated to study in the

general situation. Since our consideration is highly globalized due to the fact that we are con-

sidering the whole categories of all the corresponding interesting objects, instead of each single

object. We have discussed some further development beyond the étale setting (in the p-adic

setting) at the end of the paper.
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4.1.2 Why Relative p-adic Hodge theory?

Since our motivation comes from the deformation of representations of étale fundamental

groups of higher dimensional spaces and the geometrization of Iwasawa theory, it is impor-

tant to look inside the intrinsic Hodge structures through some coherent tools, which is why

we need to consider the corresponding relative p-adic Hodge theory in some deformed set-

ting. The main goal of the study around the fundamental groups as illustrated above actually

is usually of the following aspects:

Setting 4.1.6.

I. Try to understand the intrinsic geometric structures and its reconstruction effect on the vari-

eties.

II. Try to understand the representations.

III. Try to understand the deformation of representations.

IV. Try to understand the Iwasawa sheaves with coefficients in some equivariant setting (where

the equivariance sometimes factors through the étale fundamental groups).

Essentially and especially in our setting, the generalization is actually more complicated

than the usual situation, namely the representations are relative in the sense that it is varying

over a variety which is somewhat as general as possible with some generalized coefficients. In

the usual setting, one could regard everything as local systems in most of desired cases. Then

using Scholze’s pro-étale sites and pushing down one could define the corresponding period

functors. In our setting one can definitely rely on the advantage of the original ideas of Kedlaya-

Liu [KL15] and [KL16], namely transforming the problem of representations of fundamental

groups not to the local systems over pro-étale sites but to the modules over relative Robba

rings over quasi pro-étale sites. Under general philosophy from Berger, everything on the

p-adic Hodge module structure will be encoded in the module structure over relative Robba

rings.

4.1.3 Further Study

In our current establishment, we have touched some foundational results along our consid-

eration towards general Hodge-Iwasawa theory. Deformations of the corresponding Hodge
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structures in our consideration (namely the analytic module structures over Robba sheaves

and rings) have beed shown by us to have some well-behaved properties. The aspect of de-

formation of such general Hodge structures will be definitely one of our long-term goal which

should be parallel to those current existing comparison theorems and the existing various types

of equivariant cohomological projects (for instance in the setting of étale cohomology and rigid

cohomology). Over a rigid analytic space, the investigation of the corresponding families of the

representations of the étale fundamental group seems to be a very hard problem for instance,

especially when one would like to consider the equivariant setting, namely the corresponding

equivariance coming from the quotient of the étale fundamental groups. We actually expect

our insight should work in more general setting where one considers some general enough

quotients here.

On the Iwasawa side, we expect that we can follow and generalize the original ideas in

[KP1] to geometrize the corresponding interesting towers in Tamagawa-Iwasawa theory. This

is actually different from some standard construction in the original Iwasawa theory and Λ-

adic Hodge theory. We expect this will give us a more uniform approach to recover many re-

sulting Iwasawa theory of the general p-adic Hodge structures, for instance the corresponding

exponential maps and the dual exponential maps, and the corresponding Iwasawa interpola-

tion throughout some interesting character varieties, carrying some relativization. One another

thing we would like to mention is that actually we have already motivated the corresponding

study of the Iwasawa theory in the pseudocoherent setting beyond the vector bundle non-étale

context.

Maybe a tour through the topological method in p-adic analysis should be possible in a long

term consideration. Carrying some reasonable type of relativization and equivariance, one can

apply higher categorical approach to study the corresponding relative p-adic Hodge theory in

our context. We only here touched upon a piece of the story since our main goal here is Iwa-

sawa deformation of general p-adic Hodge structure. But there is no reason to only restrict the

consideration to this context. In other word the higher categorical investigation we limited here

could motivate some further deeper understanding. Especially when we introduce the corre-

sponding non-commutativity and higher-dimensional equivariance, where the context of the
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study of the rational p-adic Hodge theory looks quite challenging. On the other hand, actually

the corresponding discussion above may also shed some light on the corresponding equivari-

ant program in other contexts, such as the arithmetic D-modules. We would like to mention

that actually the higher categorical aspects of p-adic Hodge theory are already encoded in some

contexts in the literature, for instance the work [BMS].

4.1.4 Notations

Notation Description

p A prime number.

(R, R+) A perfect adic Banach algebra uniform over

Fph .

A A reduced affinoid algebra over Qp in the rigid

geometry after Tate. In general we consider the

spectral norms on A unless specified otherwise.

T An adic ring. Note that this is considered in

the work for instance [Wit1], [Wit2] and [Wit3,

Section 1.4].

A∞(G) Fréchet-Stein algebra attached to some nice p-

adic group G of type Lie.

Ωint
R , ΩR Kedlaya-Liu’s perfect period rings, over R. See

[KL15] and [KL16].

Π̃
int,r
R , Π̃

bd,r
R , Π̃I

R, Π̃+
R , Π̃∞

R , Π̃R Kedlaya-Liu’s perfect period rings, over R. See

[KL15] and [KL16].

Ωint
R,A A-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s perfect pe-

riod rings, Ωint
R,A.

ΩR,A A-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s perfect pe-

riod rings, ΩR,A.

Π̃I
R,A A-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s relative

perfect Robba rings.
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Π̃r
R,A A-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s relative

perfect Robba rings.

Π̃∞
R,A A-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s relative

perfect Robba rings.

Π̃+
R,A A-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s relative

perfect Robba rings.

Π̃
int,r
R,A , Π̃int

R,A, Π̃
int,+
R,A A-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s relative

perfect integral Robba rings.

Π̃
bd,r
R,A , Π̃bd

R,A, Π̃
bd,+
R,A A-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s relative

perfect bounded Robba rings.

Ωint
A

, Ω
A

A-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s relative

perfect sheaves over Spa(R, R+).

Π̃
int,r

A
, Π̃

int

A
A-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s relative

perfect sheaves over Spa(R, R+).

Π̃
bd,r

A
, Π̃

bd

A
A-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s relative

perfect sheaves over Spa(R, R+).

Π̃
I

A
, Π̃

∞

A
, Π̃

A
, Π̃

r

A
A-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s relative

perfect sheaves over Spa(R, R+).

Ωint
R,A∞(G)

A∞(G)-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s per-

fect period rings, Ωint
R,A∞(G)

.

ΩR,A∞(G) A∞(G)-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s per-

fect period rings, ΩR,A∞(G).

Π̃I
R,A∞(G) A∞(G)-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s rela-

tive perfect Robba rings.

Π̃r
R,A∞(G)

A∞(G)-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s rela-

tive perfect Robba rings.

Π̃∞
R,A∞(G) A∞(G)-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s rela-

tive perfect Robba rings.

Π̃+
R,A∞(G)

A∞(G)-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s rela-

tive perfect Robba rings.
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Π̃
int,r
R,A∞(G)

, Π̃int
R,A∞(G), Π̃

int,+
R,A∞(G)

A∞(G)-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s rela-

tive perfect integral Robba rings.

Π̃
bd,r
R,A∞(G)

, Π̃bd
R,A∞(G)

, Π̃
bd,+
R,A∞(G)

A∞(G)-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s rela-

tive perfect bounded Robba rings.

Ωint
A∞(G)

, Ω
A∞(G)

A∞(G)-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s rela-

tive perfect sheaves over Spa(R, R+).

Π̃
int,r

A∞(G)
, Π̃

int

A∞(G)
A∞(G)-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s rela-

tive perfect sheaves over Spa(R, R+).

Π̃
bd,r

A∞(G)
, Π̃

bd

A∞(G)
A∞(G)-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s rela-

tive perfect sheaves over Spa(R, R+).

Π̃
I

A∞(G)
, Π̃

∞

A∞(G)
, Π̃

A∞(G)
, Π̃

r

A∞(G)
A∞(G)-relative version of Kedlaya-Liu’s rela-

tive perfect sheaves over Spa(R, R+).

X Locally v-ringed spaces or preadic spaces.

X, Xét, Xproét The corresponding analytic sites, étale sites,

pro-étale sites of X.
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4.2 Frobenius Modules over Ind-Fréchet Algebras

Now we define the Frobenius modules in our setting, which are in some sense the generalized

Hodge structures. Following [KL15] and [KL16] we know that actually the main tool in the

study will be to find the links between the local systems or representations of fundamental

groups with the Frobenius modules. Note that this is actually a common feature of p-adic co-

homology theories or if you wish the p-adic weights after Deligne et al, which is to say in more

detail: initially one has not the chance to see the intrinsic Hodge structures from the coefficient

systems or the representations which is to say for instance the Frobenius structure, instead one

can only have the chance to observe this after the application of Fontaine’s functors. This is

actually not the same as the situation in the initial Hodge theory and the ℓ-adic weights theory

in the sense again Deligne et al.

So let us consider the following notations of Frobenius modules and Frobenius bundles,

where the latter will be some collection of kind of sections with respect to each interval.

Setting 4.2.1. Following [KL15, Chapter 5], in the notation of both [KL16] and [KL15] we will

in our context consider the situation where h = 1 in our initial consideration on the finite field

Fph . And note that we could have another parameter a in our initial setting of the definitions,

so we are going to consider a-th power Frobenius ϕa in the following. This means that in

the characteristic 0 situation we will consider Qpa and in the characteristic p > 0 we consider

working over the finite field Fpa for some chosen positive integer a ≥ 1.

Definition 4.2.2. For general A which is a reduced affinoid algebra over Qp with integral sub-

ring oA, we define the following various A-relative version of the corresponding Period rings

from [KL15, Chapter 5]:

Π̃R,A :=
⋃

r

Π̃r
R,A, Π̃r

R,A := Π̃r
R⊗̂Qp

A, (4.2.1)

Π̃I
R,A := Π̃I

R⊗̂Qp
A, Π̃∞

R,A := Π̃∞
R ⊗̂Qp

A. (4.2.2)

Π̃bd
R,A :=

⋃

r

Π̃
bd,r
R ⊗̂Qp A, Π̃

bd,r
R,A := Π̃

bd,r
R ⊗̂Qp A, (4.2.3)

Π̃int
R,A :=

⋃

r

Π̃
int,r
R ⊗̂ZpoA, Π̃

int,r
R,A := Π̃

int,r
R ⊗̂ZpoA. (4.2.4)
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Remark 4.2.3. One can also consider more deformed version of the period rings as in [KL15]

in some natural way which we do not explicitly write.

Example 4.2.4. To be more concrete, in the situation where A is Qp 〈T1, ..., Td〉 for some d, we

can consider the following more explicit definitions. First form the ring of Witt vectors W(R),

then we consider the algebra W(R)A which is defined by taking the corresponding completed

tensor product whose elements have the form of:

∑
n≥0,i1≥0,...,in≥0

pn[xn,i1,...,id
]Ti1

1 Ti2
2 ...Tid

d .

Over W(R)A we have the Gauss norm ‖.‖αr,A for each r > 0 which is defined by

‖.‖αr,A ( ∑
n≥0,i1≥0,...,in≥0

pn[xn,i1,...,id
]Ti1

1 Ti2
2 ...Tid

d ) := sup
n≥0,i1≥0,...,in≥0

{p−nα(xn,i1,...,id
)r}.

Then we define Π̃
int,r
R,A to be the subring of W(R)A consisting of all the elements satisfying:

lim
n,i1,...,id

‖.‖αr,A (p−nα(xn,i1,...,id
)r) = 0.

And we put Π̃int
R,A to be the union of Π̃

int,r
R,A for all r > 0. We then define Π̃

bd,r
R,A to be Π̃

int,r
R,A [1/p],

and furthermore define the ring Π̃bd
R,A to be the corresponding union throughout all r > 0.

Then we define the Robba ring Π̃I
R,A for some interval I as the Fréchet completion of the ring

W(R)A[1/p] by using the family of norms ‖.‖αt,A for all t ∈ I. Then one could take specific

intervals (0, r] or (0, ∞) to define the corresponding Robba rings Π̃r
R,A and Π̃∞

R,A. Finally we

can define the whole Robba ring Π̃R,A as the union of all the Π̃r
R,A throughout all r > 0.

Setting 4.2.5. We need to specify the corresponding Frobenius in our setting, where we will

consider the Frobenius action which is A-linear but acts trivially over the A-part in the products

appeared as above in the definitions.

Proposition 4.2.6. For A a reduced affinoid algebra over Qp as defined above, we have the corresponding

equality:

Π̃
[s1,r1]
R,A

⋂
Π̃

[s2,r2]
R,A = Π̃

[s1,r2]
R,A .

Here we assume that 0 < s1 ≤ s2 ≤ r1 ≤ r2.

Proof. This could be proved by using the strategy which mimicks [KL15, Section 5.2], or one

could consider any representation taking the form of ∑i ri⊗ ai with ri in the non-relative Robba

rings involved and ai ∈ A, then the result follows from the situation without considering the

algebra A.
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Definition 4.2.7. Consider the A-relative ring of periods

△ : ΩR,A, Π̃bd
R,A, Π̃int

R,A, Π̃R,A, Π̃+
R,A, Π̃∞

R,A.

Then we are going to define the A-relative ϕa-module over △ to be a finite locally free △-

module carrying semilinear Frobenius action of ϕa. Moreover now for △ : Π̃bd
R,A, Π̃int

R,A, Π̃R,A

we have for each radius r > 0 a module Mr over△r descending the module M and the isomor-

phism

ϕ∗Mr
∼
→ Mr ⊗△r △r/q.

We will call the module Mr over△r a model of M. One can also define any A-relative Frobenius

module to be one as above coming from some base change of some model Mr.

Then one has the corresponding bundles in our setting as in the following generalizing the

situation in [KL15, Section 6.1].

Definition 4.2.8. Consider the period ring△ := Π̃R,A. We define a ϕa-module MI over△I for

some closed interval I ⊂ (0, ∞) having the form of [s, r] with 0 < s ≤ r/q to be a finite locally

free module over△I carrying the semilinear Frobenius and the isomorphism

ϕ∗MI ⊗△[s/q,r/q]△[s,r/q] ∼→ MI ⊗△[s,r] △[s,r/q].

Then under this restriction on the interval we define a ϕa-bundle to be a collection {MI}I

of finite locally free modules MI over each △I such that for each pair of intervals such that

I ⊂ I ′ we have an isomorphism ψI′ ,I : MI′ ⊗△
I ∼→ MI and for a triple of intervals such that

I ⊂ I ′ ⊂ I ′′ we have the obvious cocycle condition ψI′ ,I ◦ ψI′′,I′ = ψI′′,I . Note that we have only

finished the definitions under the restriction on the intervals. Now as in [KL15, Section 6.1] we

extend this to any more general interval I by taking any pair I ⊂ I ′ of intervals and extracting

some module MI′ where I ′ satisfies the restriction in our previous definition. Then also we

extend the definition of ϕa-bundles to all the general intervals in our setting. Finally we define

global section of a ϕa-bundle to be a collection of elements having the general form {vI}I such

that for each pair I ⊂ I ′ we have that the image of vI′ under the image of ψI′,I is vI .

Now as in the usual situation it is natural to now consider the finiteness issue as in the

following:
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Proposition 4.2.9. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 6.1.4]) Consider now an arbitrary ϕa-bundle

{MI} over Π̃R,A. Suppose now that for any interval I ⊂ (0, ∞) we have that there exists a finite num-

ber generating elements e1, ..., en for some uniform n ∈ Z for the finitely locally free module MI . Then

this set of elements could be promoted to be a generating set of the global section as a module but now

over Π̃∞
R,A.

Proof. This is generalization of the corresponding results in [KL15, Lemma 6.1.4] in the usual

Hodge structures. Basically the main issue in the proof is to exhibit the desired finitely gener-

atedness by some approximating process as in the usual situation. As in the usual situation we

consider first the morphism M[p−ℓ,pℓ] → (Π̃
[p−ℓ,pℓ]
R,A )n by using the corresponding basis as in the

assumption whose composite with the inverse (Π̃
[p−ℓ,pℓ]
R,A )n → M[p−ℓ,pℓ] is the identity map. And

one could then bound the gap between the subspace norm and the quotient norm of M[p−ℓ,pℓ]n

by some constant eℓ as in [KL15, Lemma 6.1.4]. Now let v ∈ M. Then the point is to extract

for each i = 1, ..., n and ℓ = 0, 1, ... the following element Bi,ℓ ∈ Π̃
[p−ℓ,pℓ]
R,A and Ai,ℓ ∈ Π̃∞

R,A by the

following fashion following [KL15, Lemma 6.1.4], first for any j < ℓ we choose the correspond-

ing Bi,j, j < ℓ such that v − ∑
n
i=1 ∑j≤ℓ Bi,jei = ∑i=1 Ai,ℓei after which we choose Bi,ℓ to ensure

that ‖.‖αt,A (Bi,ℓ − Ai,ℓ) ≤ p−1e−1
ℓ ‖.‖αt,A (Ai,ℓ) for each i = 1, ..., n with t ∈ [p−ℓ, pℓ]. Then one

could then finish as in [KL15, Lemma 6.1.4] since by the suitable choices we will have desired

convergence which gives rise to a desired expression of v in terms of the basis given.

Lemma 4.2.10. Consider the corresponding projection map from a ϕa-modules M over Π̃R,A to the

corresponding module MI over Π̃I
R,A for some interval I. Then we have that this operation is a tensor

equivalence. (Here we assume that the ring Π̃I
R,A is sheafy.)

Proof. See [KL15, Lemma 6.1.5].

Then we study the Frobenius invariance in our setting which generalizes the absolute sit-

uation where we do not have any deformation at all. Here we are going to use the notation

M(n) to denote the corresponding twist of M where the twist is defined to be the one where ϕ

acts by p−n.

Proposition 4.2.11. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Proposition 6.2.2]) Now we consider a ϕa-bundle

M over Π̃R,A. Then we have that there exists some integer N ≥ 1 such that for n ≥ N we have that
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ϕa − 1 : M[s,rq](n)→ M[s,r](n) is surjective. One could also have the chance to take the integer to be 1

if the module could be derived from some module defined over Π̃int
R,A.

Proof. Following [KL15, Proposition 6.2.2], we consider the quotient r/s ≤ q1/2. Then by con-

sidering the Frobenius actions one could further assume that r ∈ [1, q]. Then we will use the

notation Ai,j and Bi,j to denote the corresponding matrices for the actions of ϕ−a and ϕa re-

spectively. Here Ai,j has entries in Π̃
[s,rq]
R,A while the latter Bi,j has entries in Π̃

[s/q,r]
R,A . Then we

put:

c1 = sup{‖.‖αt,A (Ai,j)|t ∈ [s, rq]}, (4.2.5)

c2 = sup{‖.‖αt,A (Bi,j)|t ∈ [s/q, r]}. (4.2.6)

The goal is to extract from any element w in the target module a preimage v which amounts to

solving the following equation:

ϕav− v = w.

Strictly speaking here we need some twisted version of this equation. By using our new c1

and c2 one chooses a suitable integer N which shares the same property as the one in [KL15,

Proposition 6.2.2]. Then we adapt the argument therein to our A-relative setting. We start by

setting the coordinate of w to be (x1, ..., xr) where r is the rank. First we take suitable constant

c > 0 such that we have for all n ≥ N:

ε := sup{p−nc1c−(q−1)r/q, pnc2c(q−1)s} < 1.

Then as in [KL15, Proposition 6.2.2] one seeks suitable decomposition of xi taking the form of

xi := yi + zi where yi ∈ Π̃
[s/q,r]
R,A and zi ∈ Π̃

[s,rq]
R,A such that for the well-located t as [KL15, Lemma

5.2.9] with the estimates therein through the relative version of the equalities in [KL15, Lemma

5.2.9]:

‖.‖αt,A (ϕ−a(yi)) ≤ c−(q−1)t/q ‖.‖αt,A (xi), (4.2.7)

‖.‖αt,A (ϕa(zi)) ≤ c(q−1)t ‖.‖αt,A (xi), (4.2.8)

(4.2.9)

with the corresponding:

‖.‖αt,A (yi), ‖.‖αt,A (zi) ≤ ‖.‖αt,A (xi).
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(Note that this is actually A-relative version of the [KL15, Lemma 5.2.9], where one consid-

ers the product norm ‖.‖αt,A.)

Then we set as in [KL15, Proposition 6.2.2] and compute:

r

∑
i=1

x′ifi := pn ϕ−a(
r

∑
i=1

yifi) + p−n ϕa(
r

∑
i=1

zifi), (4.2.10)

which could also be deduced from the kind of definition by using the matrices Ai,j and Bi,j.

As in [KL15, Proposition 6.2.2] we further consider the corresponding coordinate vectors y, z, x′

as functions of x. And set the following iteration x(ℓ+1) := x′(x(ℓ)) for each ℓ ≥ 0. To extract

the desired v one just sets now:

v := ∑
ℓ≥0
−pn ϕ−a(

r

∑
i=1

yi(x(ℓ))fi) +
r

∑
i=1

zi(x(ℓ))fi.

As in the usual situation and by our construction above we have that this element will converge

to an desired element in the domain module since we have

v− p−n ϕav = ∑
r
i=1 x(0),ifi.

Finally one could then follow the strategy in [KL15, Proposition 6.2.2] to tackle the situation in

more general setting by taking some suitable

t = max{r/q1/2, s}

for those radii which do not satisfy the condition as above and extract suitable preimage v and

then show that one can put this to be the desired element. To be more precise one considers

the corresponding radius t = max{r/q1/2, s}where the corresponding radii s, r may not satisfy

the corresponding conditions as above. Then we have t ≥ r/q1/2 which implies that r/t ≤ q1/2

in this situation, which further implies (by the previous situation) one can extract a suitable

element v0. To finish we still need to show that this element v0 is a desired preimage in our

situation. Actually what we know in our situation is that the corresponding element v0 lives in

the corresponding section M[t,rq], where this gives rise to the solution of the equation:

v− p−n ϕav = ∑
r
i=1 x(0),ifi,

which further gives rise to the corresponding element in the corresponding section:

M[t/q,r].
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Suppose now we a priori have the corresponding situation that:

t/q > s,

then we take the corresponding intersection in this situation with respect to the pair:

[t/q, r], [t, rq]

which gives rise to the fact that:

v0 ∈ M[t/q,rq]

where if we have t/q = s then we are done, otherwise we repeat the construction above again

to produce the corresponding element gives rise to the situation:

v0 ∈ M[t/q2,rq], (4.2.11)

v0 ∈ M[t/q3,rq], (4.2.12)

..., (4.2.13)

v0 ∈ M[t/qn,rq], ..., (4.2.14)

until there is some integer N ≥ 1 such that we have t/qN ≤ s then we are done.

Lemma 4.2.12. For 0 < s ≤ r, we consider the Robba ring Π
[s,r]
R,A. Any multiplicative seminorm of this

ring is bounded by max{‖.‖αs ,A, ‖.‖αs ,A} if and only if this seminorm is bounded by the norm ‖.‖αt,A

for some unique t ∈ [s, r] coming from [KL15, Lemma 5.3.4], by restricting the seminorm to the ring

Π
[s,r]
R .

Proof. As in [KL15, Lemma 5.3.4], one direction is trivial by the property of the norm. So sup-

pose now that we have that the seminorm is bounded by max{‖.‖αs ,A, ‖.‖αs ,A}. Suppose we de-

note the seminorm by |.|, then we have that |.|([r]⊗ 1) for any r ∈ R is bounded by ‖.‖αt ,A([r])

which could proved in the same way as in [KL15, Lemma 5.3.4] (where the number t is deter-

mined uniquely by [KL15, Lemma 5.3.4]), while for any a ∈ A we have |.|(1⊗ a) is bounded

by max{‖.‖αs ,A, ‖.‖αs,A}(1⊗ a) which is just ‖.‖A(a). Therefore we have |.|([r]⊗ 1)|.|(1⊗ a) =

|.|([r]⊗ a) is then bounded by the product of ‖.‖αt,A([r]) and ‖.‖A(a), which gives the result.

Proposition 4.2.13. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Proposition 6.2.4]) Now again

working over the ring Π̃R,A and consider a ϕa-bundle which is denoted by M. Then we have that there
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exists some positive integer N such that for all n ≥ N one could find finitely many ϕa-invariant global

sections of M(n) that generate M.

Proof. We follow [KL15, Proposition 6.2.4]. In our generalized setting, first we take s to be

rq−1/2. Then as in the situation of [KL15, Proposition 6.2.4] one chooses an element π whose

norm is inside (0, 1). Then we consider the corresponding product which we will denote it by

[π], and choose suitable rational number z ∈ Z[1/p] such that [πz] gives rise to the value c in

the proof of the previous proposition. Then also as in the previous proposition one constructs

(using ϕa instead) the corresponding element v but in our situation we will denote this by v′i

for each i suitable. To be more precise from the data above we put v′i as the definition of v by

using x(0) = 0 and (y(0),j, z(0),j) = (−[πz], [πz]) for j = i and zero identically otherwise.

Then we have the corresponding set of elements {v′i} in M[rq−1/2,rq] consisting those elements

which are invariant under the action of ϕa. We repeat the argument in the proof of the previous

proposition as in the following. First one uses the notation Xi,j to denote the corresponding

matrix of the operator ϕ−a (certainly under some chosen set of generators with the specific rank

r in our situation) while one uses the notation Yi,j to denote the corresponding matrix of the

operator ϕa, where from the corresponding matrix elements one could compute the following

two numbers:

b1 := supt{‖.‖αt,A (Xi,j), i, j ∈ {1, 2, ..., r}, t ∈ [s, rq]} (4.2.15)

b2 := supt{‖.‖αt,A (Yi,j), i, j ∈ {1, 2, ..., r}, t ∈ [s/q, r]}. (4.2.16)

Now by using our new scalars b1, b2 one could have the chance to extract some suitable N ≥ 1

as in our previous proposition and in the corresponding result of [KL15, Proposition 6.2.2].

Then we consider the following construction through the corresponding iterated induction as

in the following. The corresponding initial coordinates have been constructed in our situation

as mentioned in the previous paragraph. Then we consider some general coordinate (x1, ..., xr)

for r the rank. Then as in [KL15, Lemma 5.2.9] for each i = 1, ..., r one can make the following

decomposition, namely putting xi = yi + zi with the following estimate with some chosen
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constant c > 0:

‖.‖αt,A (ϕ−a(yi)) ≤ c−(q−1)t/q ‖.‖αt,A (xi), (4.2.17)

‖.‖αt,A (ϕa(zi)) ≤ c(q−1)t ‖.‖αt,A (xi), (4.2.18)

(4.2.19)

and:

‖.‖αt,A (yi), ‖.‖αt,A (zi) ≤ ‖.‖αt,A (xi).

This will be the key step in the iterating process, while the scalar c will be chosen to guarantee

that we have the following situation:

δ := max{p−nb1c−(q−1)r/q, pnb2c(q−1)s} < 1.

Then the corresponding iterating process will be further conducted in the following way, namely

we consider the corresponding (well-defined due to our construction above):

r

∑
i=1

x′ifi := pn ϕ−a
r

∑
i=1

yifi + p−n ϕa
r

∑
i=1

zifi.

Note here that from each xi, i = 1, ..., r one can produce the corresponding elements x′i , i =

1, ..., r which further produces the corresponding elements yi, zi, i = 1, ..., r, which implies that

one can regard the corresponding elements yi, zi, i = 1, ..., r as functions yi(x1, ..., xr), zi(x1, ..., xr), i =

1, ..., r of the original elements xi, i = 1, ..., r. The whole iterating process is conducted through

putting x(ℓ+1) := x′(x(ℓ)) for each ℓ = 0, 1, ... (note that in this situation x(1) is constructed di-

rectly from x(0)), which produces the desired new elements by considering the following series:

v′i := ∑
ℓ≥0
−pn ϕ−a(

r

∑
i=1

yi(x(ℓ))fi) +
r

∑
i=1

zi(x(ℓ))fi.

As in our previous situation this process produces the desired elements which are invariant

under the Frobenius operators in the sense that:

v′i − p−n ϕav′i =
r

∑
i=0

x(0),ifi.

Then we write v′i as [πs]fi + Mf with some matrix {Mi,j} satisfying the condition that ‖.‖αt,A (Mi,j) ≤

εα(π)st for each t ∈ [rq−1/2, r]. Therefore up to here we conclude that the matrix [πs] + M will

then consequently be invertible over the period ring Π̃
[rq−1/2,r]
R,A which implies the corresponding
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finite generating property for the interval [rq−1, r] (by further repeating the corresponding con-

struction above for the interval [rq−1, rq−1/2]). Then to finish one could then iterate as in [KL15,

Proposition 6.2.4] and apply the Frobenius action from ϕa. Note that this will rely on the analog

in our situation of [KL15, Lemma 5.3.4] in the A-relative setting (in our setting this could be

resolved by considering the corresponding seminorms on the period rings in the usual sense

and A, as in the previous lemma).

Then we consider the Frobenius invariants acting on an exact sequence, generalizing the

corresponding result from [KL15, Corollary 6.2.3]:

Corollary 4.2.14. Suppose now we have an exact sequence of ϕa-modules over the corresponding period

ring Π̃R,A taking the form of 0 → Mα → M → Mβ → 0. Then there exists a positive integer N such

that for all n ≥ N we have the following exact sequence:

0 ////// Mα(n)ϕa=1 ////// M(n)ϕa=1 // //// Mβ(n)
ϕa=1 ////// 0 .

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the previous proposition 4.2.11.

The finite projective objects are considered in the results above, actually one can naturally

extend the discussion above to the setting of pseudocoherent objects. Following [KL16, 4.6.9]

we consider the following results around the finite generated objects:

Proposition 4.2.15. Let M be a Frobenius module defined over Π̃R,A (namely endowed with a semilin-

ear action of the Frobenius operator) which is assumed to be finitely generated. Then we have that one

can find then an integer N ≥ 0 such that for all n ≥ N, H0
ϕa(M(n)) generates the module M itself and

we have that the H1
ϕa(M(n)) vanishes. Also let M be a Frobenius module defined over Π̃R,A (namely

endowed with a semilinear action of the Frobenius operator) which is assumed to be finite projective.

Then we have that one can find then an integer N ≥ 0 such that for all n ≥ N, H0
ϕa(M(n)) generates

the module M itself and we have that the H1
ϕa(M(n)) vanishes.

Proof. In this situation one can follow the proof of [KL16, 4.6.9] and the strategy in the proof of

the previous two propositions.
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4.3 Contact with Schematic Relative Fargues-Fontaine Curves

4.3.1 Rigid Analytic Deformation of Schematic Relative Fargues-Fontaine curves

In this section, we study some relationship between the vector bundles over Fargues-Fontaine

curves and the generalized Frobenius modules defined in the previous section. This is relative

version of the established results essentially in [KL15]. The original picture could be dated

back to the work of Fargues-Fontaine, where they established the classification of the Galois

equivariant vector bundles over the so-called Fargues-Fontaine curves. For the convenience of

the reader we first recall the definition of the scheme ProjP in the current picture.

Setting 4.3.1. Recall some algebraic geometry from [KL15, Definition 6.3.1] that first the ring

P is a graded commutative ring taking the form of
⊕

n≥0 Pn where each Pn is defined to be a

subring of Π̃+
R which consists of all the elements which is invariant under the Frobenius ϕa

(up to scalars pn for each n). Then for each element f of degree d > 0 in Pd we consider the

local affine scheme Spec(P[1/ f ]0), then we glue these to get the projective spectrum of P as in

[KL15, Definition 6.3.1] which is denoted by ProjP. For more algebraic geometric discussion

see [KL15, Definition 6.3.1].

Then we could generalize the situation in [KL15, Definition 6.3.1] to our A-relative situation.

Setting 4.3.2. In our situation, we consider the ring Π̃+
R,A or the ring Π̃R,A which is used to

defined the corresponding graded ring as in the previous setting (namely, taking the corre-

sponding ϕa = pn invariants for each n ≥ 0), which will be denoted by PR,A or even just PA. To

be slightly more precise PR,A is defined to be the corresponding direct sum
⊕

n≥0 Pn,A.

Setting 4.3.3. First we are going to use the notation f to denote both the corresponding ele-

ments with specific degrees d in Pd and the corresponding elements in the tensor product of

the local affine rings. And then we consider now the following invariance for any M, which

is any ϕa-bundle over Π̃R,A. The invariance M f is now defined in our setting as M[1/ f ]ϕ
a
. To

be more explicit we have M f =
⋃

n≥0 f−n M(dn)ϕa
. As in the usual situation one could regard

this as a module over the tensor product PA[1/ f ]0, which then for any I an interval induces the

following map:

M f ⊗PA [1/ f ]0 Π̃I
R,A[1/ f ] → M f ⊗Π̃I

R,A
Π̃I

R,A[1/ f ].
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To study more, we first consider the following corollary after Kedlaya-Liu:

Corollary 4.3.4. Consider an arbitrary exact sequence of ϕa-modules taking the form of

0 ////// MA
// //// M ////// MB

// //// 0.

Then we have the derived corresponding exact sequence:

0 ////// MA, f
// //// M f

////// MB, f
// //// 0.

Proof. Just consider the structure of M f , then one could derive the results from our previous

discussion.

Then we have the following relative version of [KL15, Corollary 6.3.4]:

Lemma 4.3.5. Let M be a Frobenius bundle as above, and take M1 and M2 two Frobenius subbundles

whose summation is also a subobject. Then we actually have an equality (M1 + M2) f
∼
→ M1, f + M2, f .

Proof. This is basically an A-relative version of the corresponding result in [KL15, Corollary

6.3.4].

Then we consider the following key proposition for our further study:

Proposition 4.3.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Theorem 6.3.9]) Now let M again be a ϕa-bundle

over Π̃R,A. Then we have that

M f ⊗PA[1/ f ]0 Π̃I
R,A[1/ f ] → M f ⊗Π̃I

R,A
Π̃I

R,A[1/ f ]

is a bijection, and M f is finite projective over PA[1/ f ]0.

Proof. We follow [KL15, Theorem 6.3.9] which gives basically from proposition 4.2.13 that there

exists e1, ..., ek which are the global sections of M(dn) for some n which generate M itself. Then

we have that considering f−ne1, ..., f−nek could give rise to the corresponding surjectivity as in

[KL15, Theorem 6.3.9]. Then we consider the corresponding presentation by using these gener-

ating elements from Π̃R,A(−dn)k(dn) mapping to M(dn) which gives rise to a mapping which

is surjective mapping from M1 → M (certainly here we have to consider the corresponding

bundle in our context corresponding to the module Π̃R,A(−dn)k and then twist to establish the
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corresponding map as above), which furthermore gives rise to (by the corresponding observa-

tion parallel to [KL15, Theorem 6.3.9]) an exact sequence taking the form of

0 // //// M2 // //// M1 ////// M // //// 0 .

Then we consider the corresponding induced exact sequence taking the form of:

0 ////// M2, f
// //// M1, f

////// M f
// //// 0 ,

from the discussion above. Then to finish we look at the corresponding commutative diagram

as in [KL15, Theorem 6.3.9] in the following:

M2, f ⊗PA [1/ f ]0
Π̃I

R,A[1/ f ]

������

////// M1, f ⊗PA [1/ f ]0
Π̃I

R,A[1/ f ]

������

////// M f ⊗PA [1/ f ]0
Π̃I

R,A[1/ f ]

������

////// 0

0 ////// M2, f ⊗Π̃ I
R,A

Π̃I
R,A[1/ f ] ////// M1, f ⊗Π̃ I

R,A
Π̃I

R,A[1/ f ] ////// M f ⊗Π̃ I
R,A

Π̃I
R,A[1/ f ] ////// 0

,

which finishes the proof on the bijectivity as in the absolute situation in [KL15, Theorem 6.3.9].

The finite projectiveness could be prove exactly by the same fashion in [KL15, Theorem 6.3.9]

(also one can similarly derive the corresponding finitely-presentedness). To be more precise

one can look at the exact sequence constructed above:

0 // //// M2 // //// M1 ////// M // //// 0 .

Then by taking suitable higher degree twist in our situation (by considering the corresponding

vanishing of the cohomology H1(M∨⊗M2(dN))) one can get the following push-out diagram

just as in [KL15, Theorem 6.3.9]:

M2

������

////// M1

������

////// M

�� ����
f−N M2 // //// M′1

////// M

,

which gives rise to that M1, f
∼
→ M′1, f . Then by our construction, since M1, f is free we are done.
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We then have the following results after suitable localization.

Corollary 4.3.7. Pick the element f as in the previous proposition, we have that the following four

categories are equivalent:

I. The category of finite locally free PA[1/ f ]0-modules over the relative coordinate ring of the localization

of the Fargues-Fontaine curve ProjPA;

II.The category of A-relative ϕa-modules over Π̃∞
R,A[1/ f ];

III. The category of A-relative ϕa-modules over Π̃R,A[1/ f ];

IV. The category of A-relative ϕa-bundles over Π̃R,A[1/ f ].

Proof. This is essentially by iteratedly applying the base change functor and the previous propo-

sition.

Proposition 4.3.8. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Theorem 6.3.12]) We have that the following four

categories are equivalent:

I. The category of quasicoherent finite locally free sheaves of OProjPA
-modules (namely the A-relative

vector bundles) over the Fargues-Fontaine curve ProjPA;

II.The category of A-relative ϕa-modules over Π̃∞
R,A;

III. The category of A-relative ϕa-modules over Π̃R,A;

IV. The category of A-relative ϕa-bundles over Π̃R,A.

Proof. Let us mention briefly the corresponding functors involved since essentially the process

is as in the same fashion of the construction of [KL15, Theorem 6.3.12]. First from II to III, this is

just the base change, and the III to IV is the functor which maps any ϕa-module to the associated

ϕa-bundle. Then for the functor from I to II one considers the process which associates any

vector bundle V in the first category some finite locally free sheaf V over the corresponding

space associated to Π̃∞
R,A by considering the localization and glueing through the consideration

by f mentioned above, for the glueing we apply the direct analog of [KL15, Lemma 6.3.7] by

considering proposition 4.2.9 and proposition 4.2.13. Then one takes the global section to get

desired module in the second category. Then in our situation the previous proposition gives us

the final equivalence after the well-established glueing process under the consideration of the

further relativization coming from the algebra A.

One can then further discuss the corresponding results on the comparison of pseudoco-

herent objects (just as in [KL16, Definition 4.4.4]), as in [KL16, Section 4.6]. The results for
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the pseudocoherent objects are bit more complicated than the results established above in the

context of just vector bundles. We first have the following analog of [KL16, Corollary 4.6.10]:

Proposition 4.3.9. Let Mα, M, Mβ be three finitely generated Frobenius modules over the ring Π̃R,A

(namely endowed with a semilinear action from the Frobenius operator). And now we put the modules

then in an exact sequence:

0 ////// Mα
// //// M ////// Mβ

// //// 0.

Then we have first the following exact sequence for sufficiently large integer n ≥ 0:

0 ////// Mα(n)ϕa // //// M(n)ϕa ////// Mβ(n)
ϕa // //// 0.

Then we have for any element f which is a ϕa = pℓ invariance, after forming the following module for

each M∗ := Mα, M, Mβ:

M∗, f :=
⋃

n∈Z

f−n M∗(ℓn)ϕa
,

the following exact sequence of Frobenius modules over (Π̃R,A[1/ f ])ϕa
:

0 ////// Mα, f
// //// M f

////// Mβ, f
// //// 0.

Eventually we have the fact that if M′ is then a pseudocoherent Frobenius module over Π̃R,A then the

module M f is also a pseudocoherent module over (Π̃R,A[1/ f ])ϕa
.

Proof. Apply proposition 4.2.15 as in corollary 4.2.14 to derive the first two consequences. As in

[KL16, Corollary 4.6.10] one can further prove the last statement by taking the corresponding

projective resolutions and by using the previous statement repeatedly.

Proposition 4.3.10. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Theorem 4.6.12]) Taking

pullbacks along the map from the scheme associated to Π̃∞
R,A (by the analog of [KL15, Lemma 6.3.7]

by using proposition 4.2.13 and proposition 4.2.9) to the (schematic) Fargues-Fontaine curve (as in

[KL16, Definition 4.6.11]) gives rise to an exact functor which establishes the equivalence between the

category of pseudocoherent sheaves over the Fargues-Fontaine curve and the category of pseudocoherent

Frobenius modules over Π̃R,A (with isomorphism by the Frobenius pullbacks). This equivalence respects

the corresponding comparison on the sheaf cohomologies and the Frobenius cohomologies.

210



Proof. We follow the strategy of the proof of [KL16, Theorem 4.6.12] to prove this. First in

our context we have that the above functor is actually just initially known to be right exact

under the base change. Now suppose V is a pseudocoherent sheaf over the schematic Fargues-

Fontaine curve in our context. As in the beginning of the proof of [KL16, Theorem 4.6.12] one

has the following exact sequence:

0 ////// V1 ////// V2 // //// V // //// 0,

where V1 is pseudocoherent and V2 is assumed and set to be a vector bundle. Then we ap-

ply the pullback construction (as mentioned in the statement of the proposition) we have the

corresponding (after taking the further base change) exact sequence of the pseudocoherent

Frobenius modules over the ring Π̃R,A:

W1 // //// W2 ////// W // //// 0,

where W2 is finite projective and W1 is finitely generated. We then have the following exact

sequence:

0 ////// ∗ ////// W1 ////// W2 ////// W // //// 0,

where ∗ is the kernel of the map W1 → Kernel(W2 → W). Then choose some f with some

specific degree as what we did before, by the previous proposition we have the following exact

sequence:

0 ////// ∗ f
// //// W1, f

// //// W2, f
////// W f

// //// 0,

then by taking the corresponding section we have the following commutative diagram:

0 ////// V1|Π̃R,A [1/ f ]ϕ
a //////

������

V2|Π̃R,A [1/ f ]ϕ
a

�� ����

////// V|
Π̃R,A [1/ f ]ϕ

a

������

////// 0

0 ////// ∗ f
// //// W1, f

////// W2, f
// //// W f

// //// 0

,

where by our above results on the comparison on the finite projective objects we have that the

second vertical morphism is isomorphism which implies that the third vertical map is surjec-

tive. Then we repeat the corresponding argument and the construction by using V1 as our V
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we can also derive the fact that the first vertical map is also at this situation surjective. Then as

in [KL16, Theorem 4.6.12] the five lemma implies that the third vertical map is also injective.

Then we apply the same construction and argument to the situation where we use V1 to be our

V we can derive the fact that the first vertical map is also injective. Then we have that all the

vertical maps are then in this situation isomorphism, which further implies that ∗ f is trivial,

as in [KL16, Theorem 4.6.12] by using the previous proposition we have that ∗ is trivial. The

functor send finite projective objects to the corresponding finite projective objects so then we

have the pseudocoherent objects in the corresponding essential image. Then we have a well-

defined exact functor in our situation where the quasi-inverse is just taking the corresponding

Frobenius invariance. The functor from the modules over the Robba ring to the sheaves over

the Fargues-Fontaine curve will have the corresponding composition with the quasi-inverse

being equivalence. On the other hand, to show that the functor from the sheaves over the

Fargues-Fontaine curve will have the corresponding composition with the quasi-inverse be-

ing equivalence will eventually reduce to the corresponding statement in the finite projective

setting as what we did before.

4.3.2 Fréchet-Stein Deformation of Schematic Relative Fargues-Fontaine curves

For our purpose and motivation, we would like to consider the corresponding situation where

A is replaced by the distribution algebras attached to some specific p-adic Lie groups or some

mixed-type algebra by taking the product of A with these interesting distribution algebras. Let

us recall the following construction:

Setting 4.3.11. Let G be a p-adic Lie group in the fashion picked in the next setting, then we

will use the notation OK[[G]] to denote the corresponding integral completed group algebra

over some finite extension K/Qp. Then we use the notation K[[G]] to denote the base change of

the integral ring to K. From here we consider the following integral version of the distribution

we are considering:

An := OK[[G]][mn/p]∧(p)[1/p]

then take the inverse limit we get the ring A∞, where m is the Jacobson radical. However this is

not Noetherian, which makes life complicated. It is expected that one should consider this ring

in order to do the equivariant or even more general noncommutative Iwasawa theory and the
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corresponding Tamagawa conjectures, in stead of just the usual Iwasawa algebra. For instance

in the situation where G is just Z×p and K = Qp this is just the ring Π∞(ΓK) which is just the

Robba ring corresponding to the radius ∞. Also see [Zah1] where this is discussed in more

detail.

Setting 4.3.12. In our current context we are going to focus on those groups in the following

form:

G = Zd
p, Z×p , Z×p ⋉Zn

p.

In this situation we just define the corresponding period rings deformed over the distribution

algebra A∞(G):

Ω̃int
R,A∞(G) := lim

←−
n→∞

Ω̃int
R,Aint

n (G), Ω̃R,A∞(G) := lim
←−

n→∞

Ω̃R,An(G), (4.3.1)

Π̃
int,r
R,A∞(G)

:= lim
←−

n→∞

Π̃
int,r
R,Aint

n (G)
, Π̃int

R,A∞(G) := lim
←−

n→∞

Π̃int
R,Aint

n (G), (4.3.2)

Π̃
bd,r
R,A∞(G)

:= lim
←−

n→∞

Π̃
bd,r
R,An(G)

, Π̃bd
R,A∞(G) := lim

←−
n→∞

Π̃bd
R,An(G), (4.3.3)

Π̃I
R,A∞(G) := lim

←−
n→∞

Π̃I
R,An(G), (4.3.4)

from which one can define furthermore the period rings

Π̃r
R,A∞(G), Π̃∞

R,A∞(G), Π̃R,A∞(G). (4.3.5)

Then we work over the corresponding finite locally free modules or bundles over the corre-

sponding period rings defined above with the same definitions we used in definition 4.2.7 to

define those modules over the period rings associated to A∞(G). We also endow the rings de-

fined above with partial Frobenius where the action is induced form the Witt vector part, not

the coefficient algebra part. We then define the corresponding families of A∞(G)-relative ϕa-

module M over the ring Π̃∞
R,A∞(G) or Π̃R,A∞(G) to be a projective system (Mn)n where each Mn

for each n is a corresponding An(G)-relative ϕa-modules over Π̃∞
R,An(G) or Π̃R,An(G) such that

we have the base change requirement for each n:

An(G)⊗An+1(G) Mn+1
∼
→ Mn.

Similarly we define the Frobenius bundles in this compatible way. And finally we define the

corresponding global section of any families of the Frobenius modules over the corresponding

period rings to be the corresponding projective limit taking the form of lim
←−n→∞

Mn.
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Remark 4.3.13. One can safely extend the assumption on the group G to more general setting

such that the corresponding algebra A∞(G) are inverse limit of reduced (commutative) affinoid

algebras.

Definition 4.3.14. We will in this situation use the notation PA∞(G) to mean the ring lim
←−n

PAn(G),

therefore in our situation we have the corresponding ind-scheme ProjPA∞(G) at the infinite level.

Therefore we define the corresponding vector bundles over ProjPA∞(G) to be the corresponding

quasi-coherent finite locally free sheaves over the infinite level scheme ProjPA∞(G). We then

define the families of vector bundles to be those families taking the form of (Mn)n where each

Mn is a quasicoherent finite locally free sheaves Mn over each ProjPAn(G) in the compatible way

as in the previous setting. In this situation we define the corresponding global section of a

family of vector bundles to be lim
←−n→∞

Mn.

Remark 4.3.15. Here we actually have different notions of the corresponding modules over

the corresponding Stein style. Since as in the usual story of the Iwasawa theory we have to

study the corresponding derived categories, K-group spectra, the corresponding determinant

category and so on, so we need to be careful when we would like to use the corresponding

notions defined above. Here the main subtle point in the consideration is that actually it is

nontrivial if the global sections of the corresponding sheaves are finitely generated.

For the corresponding families of the modules and the bundles we have the following com-

parison theorem:

Proposition 4.3.16. We have that the following four categories are equivalent:

I. The category of families of quasicoherent finite locally free sheaves of OProjPA∞(G)
-modules (namely the

A∞(G)-relative vector bundles) over the Fargues-Fontaine curve ProjPA∞(G);

II.The category of families of A∞(G)-relative ϕa-modules over Π̃∞
R,A∞(G);

III. The category of families of A∞(G)-relative ϕa-modules over Π̃R,A∞(G);

IV. The category of families of A∞(G)-relative ϕa-bundles over Π̃R,A∞(G).

Proof. This will be further application of our established comparison above for An(G) for each

n.

And furthermore one could then further consider the following generality:
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Corollary 4.3.17. We have that the following four categories are equivalent:

I. The category of families of quasicoherent finite locally free sheaves of OProjPA∞(G)⊗̂Qp A
-modules (namely

the A∞(G)⊗̂Qp
A-relative vector bundles) over the Fargues-Fontaine curve ProjPA∞(G)⊗̂Qp A;

II.The category of families of A∞(G)⊗̂Qp
A-relative ϕa-modules over Π̃∞

R,A∞(G)⊗̂Qp A
;

III. The category of families of A∞(G)⊗̂Qp
A-relative ϕa-modules over Π̃R,A∞(G)⊗̂Qp A;

IV. The category of families of A∞(G)⊗̂Qp
A-relative ϕa-bundles over Π̃R,A∞(G)⊗̂Qp A.

Then we will study in some generality established below the cohomology which will gener-

alize the situation in [KL15, Proposition 6.3.19]. In our setting actually one could consider more

general A. The algebras we are considering in the relative setting will be again the general Iwa-

sawa theoretic level, namely the Fréchet algebra A⊗̂A∞(G). One can study the corresponding

complexes of the Frobenius modules, or one can study the corresponding complexes of the

corresponding families of the Frobenius modules and bundles.

Proposition 4.3.18. Consider now a ϕa-module M over Π̃∞
R,A (which is always assumed to be finite

projective). Then we have the following statements in our situation which generalize the corresponding

results in [KL15, Proposition 6.3.19]:

I. Now consider the following commutative diagram:

0 ////// M

�� ����

ϕa−1 ////// M

�� ����

////// 0

0 ////// Mr
ϕa−1 // //// Mr/q

////// 0.

Then we have that the vertical maps give rise to the quasi-isomorphism of the two complexes involved;

II. In our situation, the natural base change M→ M⊗
Π̃∞

R,A
Π̃R,A gives rise to a quasi-isomorphism;

III. Consider the following commutative diagram for some interval [s, r]:

0 // //// M

������

ϕa−1 // //// M

�� ����

////// 0

0 ////// M[s,r]
ϕa−1 // //// M[s,r/q]

// //// 0.

Then again we have that the vertical map is a quasi-isomorphism of the two complexes involved. Here

the corresponding radii satisfy the condition that 0 < s ≤ r/q.
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Proof. Largely this follows the same idea as in [KL15, Proposition 6.3.19] as below. The resulting

complexes in our situation are those in the derived category of modules over ring A. We only

need to prove I and III, then taking the limit will give us the second statement. Now for the

first statement, as in the situation of [KL15, Proposition 6.3.19] the injectivity of both the maps

H0
ϕa(M)→ H0

ϕa(Mr),

H0
ϕa(M)→ H0

ϕa(MI)

follows due to the property of the finite projectiveness. Then we consider the corresponding

surjectivity. In this case, we just need to consider as in [KL15, Proposition 6.3.19] the equation:

v = ϕ−nav

for each n ≥ 1, for instance considering those v ∈ H0
ϕa(Mr) and considering this will give rise

to some element in Mqnr, then taking the bootstrap like this to derived the result, which is the

same for the situation in III. Then for the first order cohomology, one could just follow the idea

in [KL15, Proposition 6.3.19] with the help of the previous comparison to lift the corresponding

extension. We do not repeat the argument again.

Remark 4.3.19. Here we only consider the corresponding comparison carrying the deformation

to A instead of more general situation where the deformation is over simultaneously A and

A∞(G). But one could easily have the idea on what should be established in more general

setting.
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4.4 Hodge-Iwasawa Sheaves

4.4.1 Constructible p-adic Iwasawa Sheaves

It is actually quite natural to consider the corresponding constructible p-adic sheaves in Iwa-

sawa theory as those considered in [Wit1] on the interpolation of L-functions after Grothendieck

from [SGA5]. On the other hand, in the situation where one considers the Weil conjectures, it

is actually more natural to consider both constructible and non-étale objects as in all types of

Weil-II cnsidered by Deligne [DWeI] and [DWeII], Kedlaya [KWeII], Caro, Abe [CAWeII] and

etc. Therefore we actually would like to consider the commutative equivariant version of the

Hodge sheaves with Hodge structures considered in [KL15]. We will not consider the general-

ity just as in the previous section here, but we will consider the generality instead more general

than [KP1].

Setting 4.4.1. All the flat constructible p-adic sheaves (both the Zp ones or the Zp-isogeny

ones), and all the Frobenius modules over the period Hodge sheaves will be considered in

terms of some Iwasawa deformations, with the deformation in the corresponding reduced affi-

noids A over Qp, or some adic ring T (we will consider the situation considered by Witte in

his noncommutative projects [Wit1] and [Wit3]), or a general Fréchet-Stein algebra A∞(G) at-

tached to some nice group G. In this section we assume that each adic ring is defined over Zp

and each quotient T/I by some open two-sided ideal I is of order a power pn of p.

Remark 4.4.2. The Fréchet-Stein deformation over a point is essentially the one proposed by

Kedlaya-Pottharst [KP1], which means that actually it is very important to consider the corre-

sponding DfmLie namely the p-adic Lie deformation of the corresponding relative A Hodge-

Frobenius sheaves over the corresponding pro-étale site of a pre-adic space X, which will be

a natural generalization of the corresponding constructions proposed in [KP1] and established

in [KL15].

We now start from the spaces in our setting, namely the pre-adic spaces X over Qp in the

sense of those considered in [KL15]. Then we will consider the corresponding homotopical

categories of p-adic sheaves over the sites Xét and Xproét. As the setting considered by Witte

in [Wit1] and [Wit3], we will also consider the families of complexes with finite coefficients

parametrized by the corresponding set of radicals J of an adic ring T.
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In the style of the setting in Grothendieck’s SGA IV and V, Witte studies the correspond-

ing Iwasawa theory in the Fukaya-Kato setting, which is actually noncommutative. This is

really general since the corresponding coefficients of the sheaves are actually in the adic ring

mentioned above. The corresponding interpolation happens in the corresponding algebraic

K-groups associated to some Waldhausen category. Waldhausen categories are natural places

where one could do algebraic K-theory through Waldhausen S-constructions. We work out

some generalization to the setting in our situations. We will consider from the following gen-

erality:

Definition 4.4.3. (After Witte, [Wit1],[Wit3, Chapter 5]) Let J be the set of all the two-sided

ideals open of the adic ring T. Let Dperf(X, T) denote the following category. Each object

(M•
I )I∈J of the category is now a family (to be more precise an inverse system) of the cor-

responding perfect (which are quasi-isomorphic to those strictly-perfect ones) complexes of

constructible flat étale sheaves over Xét parametrized by the corresponding open two-sided

ideals of the adic ring T, such that: I. For each member of such family (M•
I )I∈J, we have that

the complexM•
I is now supposed to be dg-flat over the ring T/I (degreewise flat and the ten-

sor product with any acyclic complex will be again acyclic, note here that the corresponding

tensor product is taken over the ring T/I when we are talking about each individual complex

in a single family); II. We have the corresponding transition map ψI,J :M•
I →M

•
J for any two

open two-sided ideals I ⊂ J with the basic base change requirement:

M•
I ⊗T/I T/J

∼
−→M•

J .

All the modules over any quotient T/I is assumed to be left T/I-modules, while note that then

the tensor product will happen when we have another right T/I-module.

Remark 4.4.4. The information of the homotopy type comes from the weak-equivalence which

is defined to be the quasi-isomorphism and the cofibration which is defined to be the injection

with kernel in the original category.

Note that Fukaya-Kato originally considered Deligne’s virtual categories (strictly speaking

through more transparent approach) where they formulated their celebrated ζ-isomorphism

conjecture and the local ε-conjectures. Witte used Waldhausen construction to give more K-

theoretic pictures, which could be regarded as some reinterpretation of the Fukaya-Kato’s pic-

ture in the corresponding homotopical categories. We are somehow deeply inspired by this
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point of view. Concentrating everything in the zero-th degree we have the following defini-

tion:

Definition 4.4.5. We consider the subcategory Dconst
perf (X, T) of Dperf(X, T) which consists of all

the families of complexes degenerated to zeroth degree of flat construcible sheaves over Xét,

again parametrized by elements in J, which to be more precise means that the corresponding

coefficients will live in the coefficient ring taking the form of T/I. For each element we will

then use the corresponding notation (F •I )I∈J to denote each family of flat constructible étale

sheaves.

This subcategory plays the role exactly the same as those flat constructible ℓ-adic sheaves

considered by Witte’s picture following Deligne’s construction and equivariant Abe-Caro’s

arithmetic D-module point of views. If one is more Hodge theoretic, then one should degener-

ate again to define:

Definition 4.4.6. We will use the notation D
const,smooth
perf (X, T) to denote the subcategory of

Dconst
perf (X, T) consists of all the families of complexes degenerated to zeroth degree of étale local

systems (LI)I∈J parametrized by the elements in J.

These will be generalization of our consideration in the previous section, but restricting to

the integral p-adic Hodge theory.

Definition 4.4.7. We call each object (LI)I∈J in the corresponding category

D
const,smooth
perf (X, T)

a noncommutative étale local system.

Then we could use this point of view to generalize the corresponding Fontaine’s style equiv-

alence in the previous section over perfectoid spaces immediately after [KL15, Section 8.5]:

Proposition 4.4.8. We have the following categories are equivalent for X = Spa(R, R+) where R is a

perfect adic Banach uniform algebra over Fp with associated perfectoid space X′ = Spa(A, A+) under

the perfectoid correspondence:

I. The category D
const,smooth
perf (X, T) of the noncommutative étale local systems over X;

II. The category D
const,smooth
perf (X′, T) of the noncommutative étale local systems over X′.

Moreover, we have that there is a fully faithful embedding from the category

219



D
const,smooth
perf (X, T) (or D

const,smooth
perf (X′, T) respectively) of all families of noncommmutative étale local

systems over X or X′ into the corresponding category of the families (MI)I of ϕ-modules over Π̃int
R with

deformation to T where eachMI is a ϕ-module over Π̃int
R ⊗Zp (T/I) in the usual sense such that we

have the transition map ψI,J as above with the additional base change properties.

Proof. In this situation this is derived from the corresponding result for the categories without

Iwasawa deformation as proved in [KL15, Section 8.5].

Definition 4.4.9. We define the following key categories over the site Xproét just as in the way

as above by replacing X with Xproét:

D
const,smooth
perf (Xproét, T) ⊂ Dconst

perf (Xproét, T) ⊂ Dperf(Xproét, T).

Then we glue everything in the previous two propositions over the corresponding pro-étale

sites. Let Y ∈ Xproét be a perfectoid subdomain in the basis of the neighbourhood of this site,

as in [KL15, Section 9.2] taking the form of U = lim
←−n→∞

Un. Then we use the corresponding

notations OX, O+
X , O◦X to denote the corresponding sheaves evaluating over U as in [KL15,

Section 9.2] as below:

OX(U) := lim
−→

n

OUn(Un) (4.4.1)

O+
X (U) := lim

−→
n

O+
Un
(Un) (4.4.2)

O◦X(U) := lim
−→

n

O◦Un
(Un). (4.4.3)

Recall that from [KL15, Section 9.2] we have the corresponding completed sheaves which

we use the notations ÔX , Ô+
X to denote them, then under the perfectoid correspondence we

have the corresponding version of the sheaves over the pro-étale sites. Recall that these are

denoted in [KL15, Section 9.2] by OX and O
+
X following Andreatta-Iovita, by taking suitable

tilting under the evaluation on any perfectoid subdomain U as above. Then we are now at the

position to glue the previous proposition over Xproét.

Definition 4.4.10. Following [KL15, Section 9.3], we are going to use the notation ÃX⊗̂Zp T and

the notation ÃX⊗Zp (T/I) to be the sheafifications of the corresponding presheaves over Xproét

sending each U ∈ Xproét to

W(OX(U))⊗̂Zp T, W(OX(U))⊗Zp (T/I), (4.4.4)
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for each element I ∈ J. And we use the notations:

Ã†
X⊗̂Zp T, Ã†

X ⊗Zp (T/I)

to denote the corresponding sheafification of the presheaves sending each element U in Xproét

to:

Π̃int
OX(U)

⊗̂Zp T, Π̃int
OX(U)

⊗Zp (T/I). (4.4.5)

Then we have the following generalization of our previous proposition to more general

setting over the pro-étale sites, again immediately after [KL15, Theorem 9.3.7] and its proof.

Proposition 4.4.11. We have the following categories are equivalent for X defined above (as in the pre-

vious proposition):

I. The category D
const,smooth
perf (Xproét, T) of the noncommutative étale local systems over Xproét;

II. The category D
const,smooth
perf (X′proét, T) of the noncommutative étale local systems over X′proét.

Moreover, we have that there is a fully faithful embedding from the category

D
const,smooth
perf (Xproét, T) (or D

const,smooth
perf (X′proét, T) respectively) of all families of noncommmutative

pro-étale local systems over X or X′ into the corresponding category of the families (MI)I of ϕ-modules

over Ã†
X with deformation to T where eachMI is a ϕ-module over Ã†

X ⊗Zp (T/I) in the usual sense

such that we have the transition map ψI,J as above with the additional base change properties.

4.4.2 Noncommutative-Equivariant K-Theory in Waldhausen C ategories

Witte used K-theory to have had formulated some conjectures related to the corresponding

Fukaya-Kato’s key conjectures in Deligne’s virtual category. Note that we defined key cate-

gories in the previous subsection for our further study on the Hodge-Iwasawa theory in the

integral setting:

D
const,smooth
perf (X, T) ⊂ Dconst

perf (X, T) ⊂ Dperf(X, T).

Also we have the following pro-étale version of the corresponding categories:

D
const,smooth
perf (Xproét, T) ⊂ Dconst

perf (Xproét, T) ⊂ Dperf(Xproét, T).

In the corresponding K-theory it is actually natural to ask for instance whether we have the

corresponding special isomorphisms or homotopies as considered by Fukaya-Kato and Witte in
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the category of rigid analytic spaces or more general Huber’s adic spaces. For instance one can

consider the corresponding category Dperf(Spa(Qp, oQp
), T) over a point. We actually put our

observation into the following conjecture which actually predicts that over rigid analytic spaces

we have the corresponding well-defined Waldhausen theory where in the algebraic geometry

this is conjectured and studied by Witte in [Wit1], [Wit2] and [Wit3, Section 1.4]. First let us

consider the following definition:

Definition 4.4.12. (After Witte, [Wit1],[Wit3, Chapter 5]) Let J be the set of all the two-sided

ideals open of the adic ring T where we assume that p is a unit in T. Let Dperf(X, T) de-

note the following category. Each object (M•
I )I∈J of the category is now a family (to be more

precise an inverse system) of the corresponding perfect (which are quasi-isomorphic to those

strictly-perfect ones) complexes of constructible flat étale sheaves over Xét parametrized by the

corresponding open two-sided ideals of the adic ring T, such that: I. For each member of such

family (M•
I )I∈J, we have that the complex M•

I is now supposed to be dg-flat over the ring

T/I (degreewise flat and the tensor product with any acyclic complex will be again acyclic,

note here that the corresponding tensor product is taken over the ring T/I when we are talking

about each individual complex in a single family); II. We have the corresponding transition

map ψI,J : M•
I → M

•
J for any two open two-sided ideals I ⊂ J with the basic base change

requirement:

M•
I ⊗T/I T/J

∼
−→M•

J .

All the modules over any quotient T/I is assumed to be left T/I-modules, while note that then

the tensor product will happen when we have another right T/I-module. And we also have

the corresponding categories in the pro-étale setting.

Remark 4.4.13. Note that here we consider the corresponding situation where p is a unit in the

adic ring T which is different from the previous section.

Conjecture 4.4.14. (After Witte) With the assumption in the previous definition, for X a rigid analytic

space over the p-adic field Qp which is separated and of finite type (when considered as some adic space

locally of finite type, see [Huber1]) such that for ♯ = ét, proét the categories Dperf(X♯, T) could be

endowed with the structure of Waldhausen categories, and we have there is a Waldhausen exact functor

RΓ(X♯, .) (induced by the corresponding direct image functor as in [Wit3, Chapter 4-5]) as below for
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♯ = ét, proét:

Dperf(X♯, T)
RΓ(X♯,.) ////// Dperf(T)

which induces the corresponding the morphism KRΓ(X♯, .) as:

KDperf(X♯, T)
KRΓ(X♯,.) // //// KDperf(T),

we conjecture that there is a homotopy between this morphism and the zero map:

KDperf(X♯, T)
0 ////// KDperf(T).

And we conjecture this will be compatible with the higher direct image functor R f! between different

spaces (see Huber’s book [Huber1, Chapter 5]) and the changing coefficient morphism for a pair T, T′ of

adic rings.

Remark 4.4.15. We are actually not quite for sure how much higher categorical information

one could see through the potential enrichment. But one might want to ask this even in the

scheme situation.

We would like to start from here (in the future consideration) to study the corresponding

K-theoretic construction after the work of [Wit1] and [Wit3]. We would also like to start from

in the future consideration the corresponding schematic version of the construction in Witte’s

thesis for instance in [Wit3], where [Wit3] has already constructed the corresponding categories

of étale sheaves and the corresponding functors and properties.

Example 4.4.16. Suppose now everything is just over the point associated to the point Qp,

namely the space Spa(Qp, oQp
). Then the story collapses to the corresponding Galois cohomol-

ogy and the corresponding Waldhausen category of the derived Galois representations, which

is the Waldhausen categorical generalization of the usual Galois theoretic Tamagawa-Iwasawa

theory. To be more precise we have first of all that the categories

Dperf(Spa(Qp, oQp)♯, T)

could be endowed with structure of Waldhausen categories as shown in [Wit3, Chapter 5, 6].

Moreover we have the following Waldhausen exact functor (see [Wit3, Chapter 5]):

RΓ(Spa(Qp, oQp
)♯, .) : Dperf(Spa(Qp, oQp

)♯, T) // //// Dperf(T)
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which gives rise to the following map on the spectra:

KRΓ(Spa(Qp, oQp
)♯, .) : KDperf(Spa(Qp, oQp

)♯, T) ////// KDperf(T).

Remark 4.4.17. Recall that actually in the categories of the virtual objects, Nakamura obtains

partial results on the existence of the corresponding ε-isomorphism for étale (ϕ, Γ)-modules,

for more detail see [Nak1] and [Nak2]. We only expect that one can construct the correspond-

ing homotopy for the Waldhausen categorical consideration. Therefore in the situation where

p is not a unit in T we still conjecture that there should be such Waldhausen category and the

corresponding induced maps on the K-theoretic spaces, and even the null-homotopy. Note

that this is some generalization of the corresponding picture proposed in [KP1] in the étale

situation. Here we are considering derived étale ϕ-sheaves over the pro-étale sites in the cor-

responding Waldhausen categories. The situation of a point as above corresponding to Qp is

already interesting to some extent. We will continue our discussion in this situation below.

4.4.3 Hodge-Iwasawa Period Sheaves and Hodge-Iwasawa Vector Bundles

We consider here vector bundles over the corresponding adic version of the Fargues-Fontaine

curves and consider the relationship between these and the ones we encountered in the last sec-

tion. We are going to first recall the basics about the Fargues-Fontaine curves in the adic setting.

We start from the following picture in the local situation, namely over some perfectoid ring R

which is some member in the basis of topology of an adic spaces in some well-established

category.

Setting 4.4.18. We recall some adic geometry from [KL15, Definition 8.7.4] around the corre-

sponding geometry of the adic version of the Fargues-Fontaine curve with respect to the alge-

bra R as in our discussion above, which is to be denoted as in [KL15, Definition 8.7.4] FFR. For

the convenience of the readers we recall the basic construction of the curves on the level of the

adic spaces. In this local setting the curve FFR is defined to be the quotient of the corresponding

adic space:

OR :=
⋃

0<s<r

Spa(Π̃[s,r]
R , Π̃

[s,r],+
R ).

See [KL15, Definition 8.7.4]. Then by the basic construction we could have the chance to find a

link between the adic Fargues-Fontaine curve and our originally considered schematic Fargues-
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Fontaine curve. To be more precise, we consider the following map:

PR → Π̃I
R

which naturally induces a morphism in the category of locally ringed spaces:

FFR → ProjPR

coming from the one attached to the space OR. Then we could consider the Iwasawa deforma-

tion of the vector bundles over these different locally-ringed spaces in the large categories of

locally-ringed spaces.

The corresponding deformed version of the adic Fargues-Fontaine curves could be defined

in the same way. But note that here we need to require the corresponding deformed period

rings are sheafy in the category of adic rings. This is in general not a trivial statement. For

instance if we are in the situation where the affinoid algebra A is a Tate algebra then we know

that this is indeed the case. However in the full generality this is not that easy to see to be

true. We now choose to work around this by just putting some assumption on the algebra A

which is already applicable enough in some interesting enough situations. Recall from [KH]

that when a ring is sousperfectoid then we should have the following nice result. Recall that

(from [KH, Introduction]) a Huber ring S is called sousperfectoid if it admits a split continuous

morphism to a perfectoid Huber ring P. Note that this morphism is considered in the category

of S-modules which are topological.

Proposition 4.4.19. (Kedlaya-Hansen) The sousperfectoid rings are sheafy.

Proof. See [KH, Corollary 7.4].

Example 4.4.20. Sousperfectoid rings are not rare, for instance one can just take the corre-

sponding perfectoid field Qp(pp−∞

)∧ then Qp will be then sousperfectoid in this larger per-

fectoid ring which admits a splitting. Also the ring Π̃I
R is then sousperfectoid with respect to

Π̃I
R⊗̂Qp

Qp(pp−∞

)∧. More general, smooth affinoid algebras are sousperfectoid.

Assumption 4.4.21. From now on, we assume that A is sousperfectoid.

Corollary 4.4.22. For any closed interval I we have that the ring Π̃
[s,r]
R,A is sheafy.

Remark 4.4.23. Base on the observation above, we actually make the following conjecture:
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Conjecture 4.4.24. The ring Π̃
[s,r]
R,B is stably uniform for any reduced affinoid algebra B, where the

corresponding observation is as in the following.

Note that a Tate affinoid algebra over a uniform Banach ring is uniform, so we have that the

ring Π̃
[s,r]
R,Td

is uniform, but it is not the case that the rational localization of Π̃
[s,r]
R,Td

is the product

of rational localizations of Π̃
[s,r]
R and Td, which is to say that one does not have the chance to

prove this directly along this. However since the ring Π̃
[s,r]
R,Td

is sousperfectoid, so we have that

the corresponding ring Π̃
[s,r]
R,Td

in the situation of Tate algebra is stably uniform. Now for general

A we suspect this is also true.

Setting 4.4.25. In the same fashion, in our situation we consider the corresponding space

OR,A :=
⋃

0<s<r

Spa(Π̃[s,r]
R,A, Π̃

[s,r],+
R,A )

which naturally gives rise to the corresponding quotient FFR,A as mentioned above. This will

allow us to consider the corresponding comparison in our generalized context as in the follow-

ing.

Setting 4.4.26. In our current situation, we have our adic version of the corresponding Fargues-

Fontaine curves in some rigid analytic deformation context, which includes the situation where

the rigid analytic spaces is some Stein space. In our situation the corresponding space will be:

OR,A∞(G) := lim
−→

n→∞

⋃

0<s<r

Spa(Π̃[s,r]
R,An(G)

, Π̃
[s,r],+
R,An(G)

).

Then we have the obvious notion of vector bundles over this space, which is Stein in some

generalized sense, this is because the corresponding building rings are not noetherian. Then

through taking the corresponding quotient we have the corresponding quotient space FFR,A∞(G).

We can also define the corresponding vector bundles over the ∞-level space while moreover

we have the corresponding notions of families of vector bundles (Mn)n where each Mn is a

quasicoherent finite locally free sheaf over FFR,An(G).

Then we have the following relative version of [KL15, Theorem 8.7.7]:

Proposition 4.4.27. The categories of A-relative vector bundles over the two spaces FFR,A and ProjPR,A

defined above are equivalent. The categories of families of A-relative vector bundles over the two spaces

FFR,A∞(G) and ProjPR,A∞(G) defined above are equivalent.
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Proof. One could derive this by the same way as in [KL15, Theorem 8.7.7].

Remark 4.4.28. One interesting question here is that we can study the corresponding global

sections taking the form of lim
←−n→∞

Mn of the families of vector bundles and the corresponding

families of Frobenius modules through the equivalences we established so far.

First we have the following corollary of the previous proposition:

Corollary 4.4.29. Categories of the families of Frobenius modules over Π̃R,A∞(G), the families of Frobe-

nius bundles over Π̃R,A∞(G) and the families of vector bundles over the adic Fargues-Fontaine curve

FFR,A∞(G) are equivalent.

Remark 4.4.30. The main issue here is that the corresponding families of Frobenius modules

and vector bundles might not have finite generated global sections since in the whole process

of taking inverse limit the numbers of the generators might be blowing up. At this moment

we do not know whether the global sections of a family of vector bundles over FFR,A∞(G) are

finitely generated. In the situation where one can get the chance to control the largest number

of generators during the whole process of taking the inverse limit, one might be able to have

the chance to control the finiteness of the global sections. However, this is not trivially correct.

The Fargues-Fontaine curves involved are defined over some Fréchet-Stein algebras which be-

have well due to the well-established theory of Fréchet-Stein algebras in the noetherian setting.

However the Robba rings in the relative setting are highly not noetherian. The corresponding

cohomologies of these big modules or families of big modules will eventually then be the corre-

sponding modules or families of modules over Fréchet-Stein algebras, which will be definitely

easier to control and study since the theory of Fréchet-Stein algebras should be able to help us

to construct the corresponding Iwasawa theoretic or K-theoretic objects.

Furthermore we consider the following Hodge-Iwasawa construction under the idea from

Kedlaya-Pottharst through the perfectoid subdomain covering mentioned above over any preadic

space X defined over Qp.

Definition 4.4.31. We define the following A-relative sheaves of period rings after [KL15, Def-

inition 9.3.3]:

Ω
X,A

, Ωint
X,A

, Π̃
int,r

X,A
, Π̃

int

X,A
, Π̃

bd,r

X,A
, Π̃

bd

X,A
, Π̃

r

X,A
, Π̃

I

X,A
, Π̃

∞

X,A
, Π̃

X,A
, (4.4.6)
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by locally taking the suitable completed product and then glueing. Similarly we have the fol-

lowing Iwasawa sheaves as well:

Ω
X,A⊗̂A∞(G)

, Ωint
X,A⊗̂A∞(G)

, Π̃
int,r

X,A⊗̂A∞(G)
, Π̃

int

X,A⊗̂A∞(G)
, Π̃

bd,r

X,A⊗̂A∞(G)
, Π̃

bd

X,A⊗̂A∞(G)
, (4.4.7)

Π̃
r

X,A⊗̂A∞(G)
, Π̃

I

X,A⊗̂A∞(G)
, Π̃

∞

X,A⊗̂A∞(G)
, Π̃

X,A⊗̂A∞(G)
. (4.4.8)

Then we have the following A-relative version of [KL15, Theorem 9.3.12]:

Proposition 4.4.32.

The categories of A-relative vector bundles over FFX,A and Frobenius-equivariant A-relative Hodge-

Iwasawa finite locally free sheaves over the period sheaves Π̃
∞

X,A
, Π̃

X,A
are all equivalent.

Proof. This is by considering the perfectoid covering and the local equivalence we established

before.

4.4.4 Higher Homotopical Geometrized Tamagawa-Iwasawa Theory of Hodge-Iwasawa

Modules

The structure of the corresponding Hodge-Iwasawa modules in our mind has the potential

to give us the chance to use them to study the corresponding rational Iwasawa theory. The

corresponding relationship we established above could show us the corresponding Iwasawa

theory of the relative Frobenius modules over the pro-étale site is equivalent to that of the

corresponding B-pairs (we will also discuss this more in our further study). For instance the

latter gives us directly some kind of family version of exponential maps and dual-exponential

maps in the higher dimensional situation. We now give some further discussion around our

main goals in mind. We first start from the following context:

Setting 4.4.33. Over a separated rigid analytic space over Qp (we assume it to be of finite type

as an adic space) X we have the category of the pseudocoherent ϕ-sheaves over the sheaf of ring

Π̃
X

over the pro-étale site Xpro-étale. We then use the notation ChQCohΠΦXpro-étale to denote the

category of all the chain complexes of objects in the category QCohΠΦXpro-étale which we define

it to be the category of all the quasicoherent ϕ-sheaves (as in the pseudo-coherent situations)

over the ring Π̃
X

.

228



Remark 4.4.34. One should actually regard the category QCohΠΦXpro-étale as the category of all

the direct limits of the objects in the category of all the pseudocoherent ϕ-sheaves over the sheaf

of ring Π̃
X

over the pro-étale site Xpro-étale. During taking the direct limit we assume that we

are actually always carrying the corresponding Frobenius action.

Definition 4.4.35. A complex of objects of ChQCohΠΦXpro-étale taking the form of

// //// ... ////// Mn−1 // //// Mn ////// Mn+1 ////// ...

is called pseudocoherent if it is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded above complex of finite projec-

tive objects in ΠΦXpro-étale (the category of all the pseudo-coherent ϕ-sheaves over Π̃
X

)

////// ... // //// Fm−2 ////// Fm−1 ////// Fm ////// 0.

A complex of objects of ChQCohΠΦXpro-étale taking the form of

// //// ... ////// Mn−1 // //// Mn ////// Mn+1 ////// ...

is called perfect if it is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded complex of finite projective objects in

ΠΦXpro-étale (the category of all the pseudo-coherent ϕ-sheaves over Π̃
X

as those in [KL16, Chap-

ter 8])

////// ... // //// Fm−2 ////// Fm−1 ////// Fm ////// 0.

We then use the notation DpseudoΠΦXpro-étale to denote the category (not the derived one) of all

the pseudocoherent complexes of objects in QCohΠΦXpro-étale in the above sense. And we use

the notation DperfΠΦXpro-étale for the perfect complexes. We use the notation Dcb
pseudoΠΦXpro-étale to

denote the category of cohomology bounded pseudocoherent complexes. And we use the no-

tations D
dg-flat
perf ΠΦXpro-étale to denote the the subcategories consisting of dg-flat complexes. And

we use the notations Dstr
perfΠΦXpro-étale to denote the subcategories consisting of strictly perfect

complexes.

Proposition 4.4.36. There is a Waldhausen structure over each of

DpseudoΠΦXpro-étale
, Dcb

pseudoΠΦXpro-étale
, (4.4.9)

DperfΠΦXpro-étale
, D

dg−flat
perf ΠΦXpro-étale

, Dstr
perfΠΦXpro-étale

. (4.4.10)

Proof. We only show this for the first category. We are talking about the Waldhausen cate-

gory in the sense considered by [Wit3, Proposition 3.1.1] and [TT1] (namely the corresponding
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complicial biWaldhausen categories). Recalling from the work [Wit3, Proposition 3.1.1], the

corresponding criterion is to check that the corresponding smaller full additive subcategory of

complexes extracted from an abelian category has the stability under the corresponding shifts

and the extension through the exact sequences. But we are talking about pseudocoherent com-

plexes, two out of three property follows from [SP, Tag, 064R] where one can show this directly

by applying [SP, Derived Category, Lemma 16.11]. Of course note that we are not talking

about derived category. In this situation we define the corresponding cofibration to be the cor-

responding degreewise monomorphism with kernel in the original category in which we are

considering, while we define the corresponding weak-equivalences to be quasi-isomorphisms.

Then one can check the corresponding conditions in the criterion of Waldhausen category in

the sense of [Wit3, Proposition 3.1.1] and [TT1] satisfy.

We now consider the corresponding objects over the schematic Fargues-Fontaine curves.

By our previous comparison theorems (and the corresponding theorems in [KL16]) on the de-

formations of the objects we can only consider the scheme theory to extract the corresponding

information on the Tamagawa-Iwasawa deformations for the relative p-adic Hodge theory over

the Robba rings which to some extent very complicated. We can now make the following dis-

cussion:

Setting 4.4.37. Consider any uniform perfect adic Banach algebra R as in our previous con-

sideration. We have the schematic version of the Fargues-Fontaine curve which is denoted

by ProjPR. We now use the notation ModOProjPR
to denote the corresponding category of

all the sheaves of OProjPR
-modules over the scheme ProjPR. Then we will use the notation

ChModOProjPR
to denote the category of all the complexes of sheaves of OProjPR

-modules over

the scheme ProjPR, with the corresponding derived category DModOProjPR
.

Definition 4.4.38. A complex of objects of ModOProjPR
taking the form of

////// ... ////// Mn−1 // //// Mn ////// Mn+1 ////// ...

is called pseudocoherent if it is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded above complex of finite projec-

tive objects in the category of all the sheaves of OProjPR
-modules over the schematic Fargues-

Fontaine curve

// //// ... // //// Fm−2 ////// Fm−1 ////// Fm ////// 0.
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We then use the notation DpseudoProjPR to denote the category (not the derived one) of all the

pseudocoherent complexes of objects in ModOProjPR
in the above sense. A complex of objects

of ModOProjPR
taking the form of

////// ... ////// Mn−1 // //// Mn ////// Mn+1 ////// ...

is called perfect if it is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded complex of finite projective objects in the

category of all the sheaves of OProjPR
-modules over the schematic Fargues-Fontaine curve

// //// ... // //// Fm−2 ////// Fm−1 ////// Fm ////// 0.

We then use the notation DperfProjPR to denote the category (not the derived one) of all the

perfect complexes of objects in ModOProjPR
in the above sense.

Proposition 4.4.39. The category DpseudoProjPR is a category admitting Waldhausen structure.

Proof. This is standard such as in [TT1, Section 1-3]. We present the proof as above for the

convenience of the readers. We are now talking about again the context of [Wit3, Proposition

3.1.1] and [TT1]. The corresponding criterion in [Wit3] requires the corresponding stability of

the corresponding shifts and extension in the category of the corresponding complexes in our

context. Again we can consider the corresponding results of [SP, Tag, 064R] to prove this. Then

the corresponding cofibration will be the corresponding monomorphism with kernel in the

original category of the complexes while the corresponding weak-equivalences are taken to be

the corresponding quasi-isomorphisms.

Then we can define the corresponding category of pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic

Fargues-Fontaine curves:

Setting 4.4.40. After [KL16], we consider the cateogory ModOFFR̃ψ
of all sheaves of OFFR̃ψ

-

modules. Here the ring R̃ψ is the perfect adic uniform Banach ring attached to the toric tower

considered in [KL16]. We then use the notation ChModOFF R̃ψ
to denote the category of all the

chain complexes of objects in the previous category ModOFFR̃ψ
.

Definition 4.4.41. A complex of objects of ChModOFFR̃ψ
taking the form of

// //// ... ////// Mn−1 // //// Mn ////// Mn+1 ////// ...
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is called pseudocoherent if it is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded above complex of finite projec-

tive objects in the category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the Fargues-Fontaine curve

// //// ... // //// Fm−2 ////// Fm−1 ////// Fm ////// 0.

We then use the notation Dpseudo,algFFR̃ψ
to denote the category (not the derived one) of all

the pseudocoherent complexes of objects in ModOFFR̃ψ
in the above sense. We also have the

category Dcb
pseudo,algFFR̃ψ

consisting of all the cohomology bounded pseudocoherent complexes.

A complex of objects of ChModOFFR̃ψ
taking the form of

// //// ... ////// Mn−1 // //// Mn ////// Mn+1 ////// ...

is called perfect if it is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded complex of finite projective objects in the

category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the Fargues-Fontaine curve

// //// ... // //// Fm−2 ////// Fm−1 ////// Fm ////// 0.

We then use the notation Dperf,algFFR̃ψ
to denote the category (not the derived one) of all the

perfect complexes of objects in ModOFFR̃ψ
in the above sense. We also have the subcategories

D
dg−flat
perf,algFFR̃ψ

and Dstr
perf,algFFR̃ψ

of dg-flat objects and strictly perfect objects.

Proposition 4.4.42. The categories

Dpseudo,algFFR̃ψ
, Dcb

pseudo,algFFR̃ψ
(4.4.11)

Dperf,algFFR̃ψ
, D

dg−flat
perf,algFFR̃ψ

, Dstr
perf,algFFR̃ψ

(4.4.12)

admit structure of Waldhausen categories.

Proof. The corresponding category involved in this situation is not that far from being equiv-

alent to the situation where we considered in the Frobenius sheaves situation. On the other

hand, one can then following the proof to give the chance to prove the corresponding state-

ment here.

Now we consider the more general analytic objects:

Setting 4.4.43. Following [KL16], we have the category QCohOFFR̃ψ
of the quasi-coherent sheaves

(direct limits of the pseudocoherent objects) over the Fargues-Fontaine curve FFR̃ψ
. We then use

the notation ChQCohOFF R̃ψ
to denote the category of all the chain complexes of objects in the

previous category QCohOFFR̃ψ
.
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Definition 4.4.44. A complex of objects of ChQCohOFFR̃ψ
taking the form of

// //// ... ////// Mn−1 // //// Mn ////// Mn+1 ////// ...

is called pseudocoherent if it is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded above complex of finite projec-

tive objects in the category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the Fargues-Fontaine curve:

// //// ... // //// Fm−2 ////// Fm−1 ////// Fm ////// 0.

We then use the notation DpseudoFFR̃ψ
to denote the category (not the derived one) of all the

pseudocoherent complexes of objects in QCohOFFR̃ψ
in the above sense. And we use the nota-

tions Dcb
pseudoFFR̃ψ

to denote the subcategories of cohomology bounded complexes. A complex

of objects of ChQCohOFFR̃ψ
taking the form of

// //// ... ////// Mn−1 // //// Mn ////// Mn+1 ////// ...

is called perfect if it is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded complex of finite projective objects in the

category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the Fargues-Fontaine curve:

// //// ... // //// Fm−2 ////// Fm−1 ////// Fm ////// 0.

We then use the notation DperfFFR̃ψ
to denote the category (not the derived one) of all the perfect

complexes of objects in QCohOFFR̃ψ
in the above sense. And we use the notations D

dg−flat
perf FFR̃ψ

and Dstr
perfFFR̃ψ

to denote the subcategories of dg-flat complexes and strictly perfect complexes.

Proposition 4.4.45. The categories

DpseudoFFR̃ψ
, Dcb

pseudoFFR̃ψ
, (4.4.13)

DperfFFR̃ψ
, D

dg−flat
perf FFR̃ψ

, Dstr
perfFFR̃ψ

(4.4.14)

admit the structure of Waldhausen categories.

Proof. See the proof for the previous proposition.

Now one can further discuss the corresponding deformed version of the picture above, we

mainly then focus on the schematic version of the Fargues-Fontaine curve:
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Setting 4.4.46. Let A be a reduced affinoid algebra as before. Consider any uniform perfect

adic Banach algebra R as in our previous consideration. We have the schematic version of the

Fargues-Fontaine curve which is denoted by ProjPR,A. We now use the notation ModOProjPR,A

to denote the corresponding category of all the sheaves of OProjPR,A-modules over the scheme

ProjPR. Then we will use the notation ChModOProjPR,A to denote the category of all the com-

plexes of sheaves of OProjPR,A-modules over the scheme ProjPR,A, with the corresponding de-

rived category DModOProjPR,A .

Definition 4.4.47. A complex of objects of ModOProjPR,A taking the form of

// //// ... ////// Mn−1 // //// Mn ////// Mn+1 ////// ...

is called pseudocoherent if it is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded above complex of finite pro-

jective objects in the category of all the quasicoherent sheaves over the schematic Fargues-

Fontaine curve

// //// ... // //// Fm−2 ////// Fm−1 ////// Fm ////// 0.

We then use the notation DpseudoProjPR,A to denote the category (not the derived one) of all the

pseudocoherent complexes of objects in ModOProjPR,A in the above sense. We can also define

the corresponding category Dcb
pseudoProjPR,A as above.

A complex of objects of ModOProjPR,A taking the form of

// //// ... ////// Mn−1 // //// Mn ////// Mn+1 ////// ...

is called perfect if it is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded complex of finite projective objects in the

category of all the quasicoherent sheaves over the schematic Fargues-Fontaine curve

// //// ... // //// Fm−2 ////// Fm−1 ////// Fm ////// 0.

We then use the notation DperfProjPR,A to denote the category (not the derived one) of all the

perfect complexes of objects in ModOProjPR,A in the above sense. We can also define the corre-

sponding category D
dg−flat
perf ProjPR,A of dg-flat perfect complexes and the corresponding cate-

gory Dstr
pseudoProjPR,A of strictly perfect complexes.

Proposition 4.4.48. The categories

DpseudoProjPR,A, Dcb
pseudoProjPR,A, (4.4.15)

DperfProjPR,A, D
dg−flat
perf ProjPR,A, Dstr

perfProjPR,A, (4.4.16)
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are categories admitting Waldhausen structure.

Proof. We only prove the statement for the first category. See the proof above for DpseudoProjPR

without the deformation.

Conjecture 4.4.49. Assume that ψ is the cyclotomic tower. Then the corresponding total derived section

functor (by using the Godement resolution) induces a map on the K-theory space KD
dg−flat
perf ProjPR̃ψ,A to

that of the category KD
dg−flat
perf (A) of all the dg-flat perfect complexes of A-modules. And we conjecture

that this is homotopic to zero.

Assume that ψ is the cyclotomic tower. Then the corresponding total derived section functor (by

using the Godement resolution) induces a map on the K-theory space KDstr
perfProjPR̃ψ,A to that of the

category KDstr
perf(A) of all the strictly perfect complexes of A-modules. And we conjecture that in this

situation this is homotopic to zero.

Although not equivalent to the previous picture in the deformed setting we should still

consider the following picture over the adic Fargues-Fontaine curve:

Setting 4.4.50. Let A be as above such that we have the well-defined adic space FFR̃ψ,A where

the corresponding tower ψ is the same as the previous one. Then we have the corresponding

category ModOFFR̃ψ,A
as above by taking the corresponding sheaves of OFFR̃ψ,A

-modules over

the deformed version of the Fargues-Fontaine curve. Then we have the corresponding category

of all the chain complexes namely the category ChModOFFR̃ψ,A
and the corresponding derived

one DModOFFR̃ψ,A
.

Definition 4.4.51. A complex in the category ChModOFFR̃ψ,A
taking the form of

////// ... ////// Mn−1 // //// Mn ////// Mn+1 ////// ...

is now called pseudocoherent if it is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded above complex of finite

projective objects in the category of all the pseudocoherent objects defined over the deformed

version of adic version of the Fargues-Fontaine curve in the current situation. Correspond-

ingly we use the notation Dpseudo,algFFR̃ψ,A to denote the corresponding category of all the

pseudocoherent complexes defined above. We also have the corresponding category as above

Dcb
pseudo,algFFR̃ψ,A. A complex in the category ChModOFFR̃ψ,A

taking the form of

// //// ... ////// Mn−1 // //// Mn ////// Mn+1 ////// ...
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is now called perfect if it is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded complex of finite projective objects

in the category of all the pseudocoherent objects defined over the deformed version of adic

version of the Fargues-Fontaine curve in the current situation. Correspondingly we use the

notation Dperf,algFFR̃ψ,A to denote the corresponding category of all the pseudocoherent com-

plexes defined above. We also have the corresponding categories of dg-flat complexes and the

strictly perfect complexes which will be denoted by D
dg−flat
perf,algFFR̃ψ,A and Dstr

perf,algFFR̃ψ,A.

Proposition 4.4.52. The categories

Dpseudo,algFFR̃ψ,A, Dcb
pseudo,algFFR̃ψ,A, (4.4.17)

Dperf,algFFR̃ψ,A, D
dg−flat
perf,algFFR̃ψ,A, Dstr

perf,algFFR̃ψ,A (4.4.18)

admit Waldhausen structure.

Proof. See the proof before where we do not have the corresponding deformation with respect

to the algebra A.

Setting 4.4.53. We use the notation QCohFFR̃ψ,A to denote the corresponding quasi-coherent

sheaves of OFFR̃ψ,A
-modules (direct limits of the pseudocoherent ones which are assumed to

form an abelian category) over the adic space FFR̃ψ,A. Then we use the notation ChQCohFFR̃ψ,A

to denote the category of chain complexes consisting of all the objects in the category QCohFFR̃ψ,A.

And we use the notation DQCohFFR̃ψ,A to denote the corresponding derived category.

Definition 4.4.54. A complex in the category ChQCohFFR̃ψ ,A taking the form of

////// ... ////// Mn−1 // //// Mn ////// Mn+1 ////// ...

is called then pseudocoherent if it is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded above complex of finite

projective objects in the category of all the pseudocoherent objects over the deformed version

of the adic version of the Fargues-Fontaine curve. The corresponding whole category of all

such objects is denoted now by the notation DpseudoFFR̃ψ,A. We also have the category as above

Dcb
pseudoFFR̃ψ ,A.

Definition 4.4.55. A complex in the category ChQCohFFR̃ψ ,A taking the form of

// //// ... ////// Mn−1 // //// Mn ////// Mn+1 ////// ...
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is called then perfect if it is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded complex of finite projective objects

in the category of all the pseudocoherent objects over the deformed version of the adic version

of the Fargues-Fontaine curve. The corresponding whole category of all such objects is denoted

now by the notation DperfFFR̃ψ,A. We also have the categories of dg-flat complexes and strictly

perfect complexes, namely D
dg−flat
perf FFR̃ψ,A and Dstr

perfFFR̃ψ,A.

Remark 4.4.56. The consideration here is in some sense different from the corresponding con-

sideration in the schematic Fargues-Fontaine curve situation where we use the machinery of

scheme theory and it is sometimes not stable under the analytic operations. But the latter

should have its own interests from algebraic geometric point of view, in the general situation.

For instance this gives us the chance to study the corresponding mysterious algebraic modules

over the Robba rings with Frobenius pullbacks as isomorphisms. We remind the readers of

the fact that over the cyclotomic tower many difficulties disappears. For instance more general

algebraic approaches could be available.

Proposition 4.4.57. The categories

DpseudoFFR̃ψ,A, Dcb
pseudoFFR̃ψ,A, (4.4.19)

DperfFFR̃ψ,A, D
dg−flat
perf FFR̃ψ,A, Dstr

perfFFR̃ψ,A (4.4.20)

admit Waldhausen structure.

Proof. See the proof of the previous propositions around the same issue.

Conjecture 4.4.58. Assume that ψ is the cyclotomic tower. Then the corresponding derived section

functor induces a map on the K-theory space KD
dg−flat
perf FFR̃ψ,A to that of the category D

dg−flat
perf (A) of all

the dg-flat perfect complexes of A-modules. We conjecture that this is homotopic to zero.

Assume that ψ is the cyclotomic tower. Then the corresponding derived section functor induces a

map on the K-theory space KDstr
perfFFR̃ψ,A to that of the category Dstr

perf(A) of all the strictly perfect

complexes of A-modules. We conjecture that this is homotopic to zero.

Remark 4.4.59. These are conjectured in the situation where ψ is just the cyclotomic tower, in

general one could easily guess what the conjectures look like.

We make some discussion here on the picture in the étale setting. The conjecture is much

easier in the ℓ-adic situation. This represents the difference between the ℓ-adic situation and the

237



p-adic setting in some situation. For instance let us try to consider the following proposition

after Witte (see [Wit3, Proposition 6.1.5]):

Proposition 4.4.60. Let T be Zℓ where ℓ 6= p. For X a rigid analytic space over the p-adic field

Qp which is separated and of finite type (when considered as some adic space locally of finite type,

see [Huber1]), suppose we have that for ♯ = ét the category Dperf(X♯, T) could be endowed with the

structure of Waldhausen categories and there is a Waldhausen exact functor RΓ?(X♯, .) (induced by the

direct image functor in this context as in [Wit3, Chapter 4-5]) as below for ♯ = ét and ? = ∅:

Dperf(X♯, T)
RΓ?(X♯,.) // //// Dperf(T)

which induces the corresponding the morphism KRΓ?(X♯, .) as:

KDperf(X♯, T)
KRΓ?(X♯,.) ////// KDperf(T).

Then there is a homotopy between this morphism and the zero map:

KDperf(X♯, T)
0 ////// KDperf(T).

Proof. We follow the strategy of [Wit3, Proposition 6.1.5] to prove this. The idea is to pullback

all the things back along the following morphism:

f : Spa(Qur
p , oQur

p
)→ Spa(Qp, oQp

).

Now for each complex M• involved we put:

RΓ(XQur
p ,♯, M•) := Γ(Spa(Qur

p , oQur
p
), f ∗Rπ∗M

•), (4.4.21)

where the morphism π : X → Spa(Qp, oQp
) is the corresponding structure morphism of X. We

have the corresponding finiteness due to our assumption here. One then looks at the corre-

sponding Frobenius Fr over the corresponding field Qur
p . Then as in [Wit3, Proposition 6.1.5]

we have that then the following cofibration sequence for each complex M•:

RΓ?(XQp ,♯, M•) ////// RΓ?(XQur
p ,♯, M•)

1−Fr // // RΓ?(XQur
p ,♯, M•),

as in [Wit3, Proposition 6.1.5] (note that here we need the corresponding flabbiness of the cor-

responding derived direct images), by the corresponding Waldhausen’s additive theorem we

have the corresponding homotopy:

KRΓ?(XQur
p ,♯, M•)⊕KRΓ?(XQp,♯, M•) KRΓ?(XQur

p ,♯, M•) (4.4.22)
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which implies that we have then as in [Wit3, Proposition 6.1.5]

πiKRΓ?(X♯, .) = 0. (4.4.23)

We now show how this recovers the results of Witte at a point:

Corollary 4.4.61. Suppose now the space X is just the point Spa(Qp, oQp
), and keep the assumption

that T is the ring Zℓ. Then we have for ♯ = ét the Waldhausen category Dperf(X♯, T) which induces the

Waldhausen exact functor (induced from the total derived direct image functor) RΓ?(X♯, .) where ? = ∅

and ♯ as above:

Dperf(X♯, T)
RΓ?(X♯,.) // //// Dperf(T)

which induces the corresponding the morphism KRΓ?(X♯, .) as:

KDperf(X♯, T)
KRΓ?(X♯,.) ////// KDperf(T).

And moreover we have that this map is homotopic to zero:

KDperf(X♯, T)
0 ////// KDperf(T).

Proof. One can apply results of [Wit3] to recover the corresponding structures here or construct

the corresponding structures here directly. Then we can apply the previous proposition.

Let us analyze the corresponding p-adic setting in the following sense. Since in the proof

used above the corresponding results on the finiteness the cohomological dimension over the

space attached to the maximal unramified extension of Qp are crucial. We first consider the

integral version of the picture we considered above.

Setting 4.4.62. We are going to use the notation QCohΩintΦa
Xpro-étale

(where X is assumed to be

separated and of finite type as an adic space) to denote the corresponding quasi-coherent (di-

rect limits of pseudocoherent ones) ϕa-sheaves over the sheaf of ring Ωint
Xpro-étale

, and we use the

corresponding notation ChQCohΩintΦa
Xpro-étale

to denote the corresponding category of the chain

complexes and use the corresponding notation DQCohΩintΦa
Xpro-étale

to denote the correspond-

ing derived category.
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Definition 4.4.63. A complex considered in the previous setting taking the form of

// //// ... ////// Mn−1 // //// Mn ////// Mn+1 ////// ...

is called then pseudocoherent if it is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded above complex of finite

projective objects in the category of pseudocoherent ϕa-modules over Ωint
X

.

The corresponding setting of local systems gives us the following consideration after Witte:

Conjecture 4.4.64. Assume that T is an adic ring over Zp such that we can find a two-sided ideal

I such that each T/In for n ≥ 0 is finite of order a power of p. Suppose that X is a rigid analytic

space which is assumed to be separated and of finite type over the p-adic number field Qp. Assume

that the corresponding category Dperf(X♯, T) for ♯ = ét admits Waldhausen structure and we have the

corresponding Waldhausen exact functor (induced from the corresponding direct image functor as in

[Wit3, Chapter 4-5]) RΓ?(X♯, .) where ? = ∅:

Dperf(X♯, T)
RΓ?(X♯,.) // //// Dperf(T)

which induces the corresponding the morphism KRΓ?(X♯, .) as:

KDperf(X♯, T)
KRΓ?(X♯,.) ////// KDperf(T).

Then we have that this map is homotopic to the zero map:

KDperf(X♯, T)
0 ////// KDperf(T).

Remark 4.4.65. The proof should be actually the same as in the previous result in the corre-

sponding ℓ-adic situation, the difference here is that one uses the corresponding finiteness and

cohomological dimension results in the p-adic setting by applying [KL, 8.1,10.1] for instance,

which is to say in our setting the corresponding finiteness and cohomological dimension results

over the point attached to Qur
p would produce us the corresponding cofibration sequence in-

volved. Also we need to consider a general ring T here. Following the idea in [FK, Proposition

2.1.3], we quotient out the corresponding Jacobson radical of each finite quotient T/I which is

a finite ring. We can then reduce to semi-simple case, and then reduce to finite field case.

Conjecture 4.4.66. When T is as in the previous proposition the statement in the previous corollary

holds as well in our current situation, which is to say over Spa(Qp, oQp
) we have the Waldhausen
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category Dperf(X♯, T) for ♯ = ét with the corresponding Waldhausen exact functor RΓ?(X♯, .) for

? = ∅:

Dperf(X♯, T)
RΓ?(X♯,.) // //// Dperf(T)

which induces the corresponding the morphism KRΓ?(X♯, .) as:

KDperf(X♯, T)
KRΓ?(X♯,.) ////// KDperf(T).

And we have that this map is homotopic to the zero map:

KDperf(X♯, T)
0 ////// KDperf(T).

Remark 4.4.67. We used the corresponding context of Waldhausen categories after Witte, but

certain cases of the corresponding ǫ-isomorphism conjectures in the étale setting are due to

many people who studied the corresponding ǫ-isomorphism conjectures, mainly in [FK], [F],[BB],

[LVZ] and [Nak3].

This chapter is based on the following paper, where the author of this dissertation is the

main author:

• Tong, Xin. "Hodge-Iwasawa Theory I." arXiv preprint arXiv:2006.03692 (2020).
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Chapter 5

Hodge-Iwasawa Theory II
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5.1 Introduction

5.1.1 Introduction

In our previous paper [T1] on the Hodge-Iwasawa theory we studied some deformation of

p-adic Hodge structures over some general perfectoid spaces and adic spaces. We mainly fo-

cused on the corresponding perfect setting which to some extent gives us some suitable and

desired functoriality with respect to some general adic spaces. This reflects the corresponding

motivation in some geometric and categorical way since our initial goal on the corresponding

Hodge-Iwasawa consideration is to establish some possibility to deform the functorial geomet-

ric structures.

In our current situation we still emphasize higher dimensional geometric structures. We

will generalize the corresponding context of [KL16] to our context which on one hand pro-

duces more general tools to study the deformation of Hodge structures and on the other hand

we will be more flexible over some specific towers both coming from geometry and Iwasawa

theory. The context of [KL16] is already over some deep generalization. First off the towers

considered in [KL16] are axiomatic before some more concrete study. Also the corresponding

context is within the consideration of generalized Witt vectors. Also the context considers the

corresponding pseudocoherent modules and sheaves instead of the objects initially considered

in the context of [KL15]. We consider the corresponding deformations of these generalized

structures over some affinoid algebras.

In our current consideration we will do some kind of globalization to some extent which

will generalize the corresponding story in some more rigid framework. To be more precise we

will consider the situation where the deformation happens over some affinoid rigid analytic

space. The sheafiness will be non-trivial here but will be true in this specific context.

We will work in more general setting than the settings of our previous work and [KL16].

Although the setting of [KL16] is already more general than [KL15], we choose to work in the

setting where the coefficient field E is ultrametric with perfect residue field of characteristic p >

0 (even in the nondiscrete valued situation). When E is not discrete valued this is actually quite
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hard to deal with, where we only consider the situation where we do have some stable unique

expression in the variable π (for elements in the ring of Witt vectors), which we hope go back

to this later to work within more general setting as long as one can define the corresponding

power-multiplicative norms to do various completion under the hypothesis that R is at least

uniform Banach. Therefore our work will provide some additional reference to the study on

this level of generality. Please be careful enough on our notations.

5.1.2 Main Results

We have managed to do some generalization of our previous work [T1], and the corresponding

context in [KL15], [KL16], [KP]. As mentioned in the previous subsection the corresponding

imperfect setting of the Hodge-Iwasawa theory is one main goal of our development. Also we

would like to discuss to some extent the corresponding globalization of the deformed informa-

tion which the rings in our consideration are carrying. To summarize we have:

I. We have now considered the corresponding equal characteristic analog of the corre-

sponding comparison between the vector bundles, pseudocoherent sheaves over the deformed

schematic Fargues-Fontaine curves and the corresponding Frobenius modules over the de-

formed Robba rings, generalizing [T1], [KL16] and [KP]. The corresponding motivation comes

from certainly not only [KP], but also the corresponding t-motivic Hodge theory in the relative

setting such as in Hartl-Kim [HK].

II. We have now considered the corresponding equal characteristic analog of the corre-

sponding comparison between the vector bundles, pseudocoherent sheaves over the deformed

adic Fargues-Fontaine curves and the corresponding Frobenius modules over the deformed

Robba rings [T1], [KL15], [KL16]. Again the corresponding motivation comes from certainly

not only [KP], but also the corresponding t-motivic Hodge theory in the relative setting such

as in Hartl-Kim [HK]. This will lead to some sort of globalization in the category of adic spaces.

III. We have discussed the corresponding relationship between Frobenius modules over the

perfect period rings and the Frobenius modules over the corresponding imperfection of the

period rings in our deformed setting. This is to some extent important since the correspond-
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ing imperfection might lead to the corresponding noetherian objects which might be easy to

control. This will have further application to the study of our deformation of the étale local

systems.

IV. We have discussed the corresponding relationship between Frobenius modules over the

perfect period rings and the Frobenius modules over the corresponding imperfection of the pe-

riod rings in our deformed setting, but over the corresponding noncommutative Banach rings.

This is to some extent important since the corresponding imperfection might lead to the corre-

sponding noncommutative noetherian objects which might be easy to control. This will have

further application to the study of our noncommutative deformation of the étale local systems.

It is very natural to consider noncommutative setting in our development since we are consid-

ering the corresponding deformation into the noncommutative Fréchet-Stein algebras.

5.1.3 Further Consideration

We should mention that actually the corresponding ideas we mentioned within the globaliza-

tion are not quite new since this bears some similarity to Pappas-Rapoport [PR1] and Hell-

mann’s work [Hel1] on the arithmetic stacks of Frobenius modules. The corresponding com-

parison in our context could be morally conveyed in the following diagram:

Pappas-Rapoport-Hellmann // ////

������

Rapoport-Zink Spacesoooooo

������
??? ////// Moduli Spaces of Local Shtukas after Scholzeoooooo

For instance in our consideration we will consider some arithmetic deformation of vector

bundles over the arithmetic deformation of Fargues-Fontaine curves. It is very natural to con-

sider the corresponding moduli problem around the corresponding vector bundles over these

deformed spaces. Certainly these are not directly diamonds, but at least they should be stacks

over the corresponding categories of certain adic spaces.

250



In this paper, we have built some well-posed equivariant versions of many results in the rel-

ative p-adic Hodge theory in [KL15] and [KL16] which have already reached beyond our previ-

ous consideration. We expect everything could be further applied to the corresponding study

on the cohomologies of all the corresponding objects we defined and studied here. For instance

if one applies these to the t-motivic setting, then immediately one has the chance to construct

the corresponding t-adic local Tamagawa number conjecture after Nakamura [Nakamura1]

(also inspired by the recent work [FGHP]), which certainly is a relative version in rigid family

(again after Nakamura relying on the results from Kedlaya-Pottharst-Xiao on the finiteness of

the corresponding cohomology of (ϕ, Γ)-modules over relative Robba rings).

We have reached some noncommutative Iwasawa deformation of the relative p-adic Hodge

structures. At least the corresponding hope is directly targeted at the corresponding non-

commutative Tamagawa number conjectures after Burns-Flach-Fukaya-Kato [BF1], [BF2] and

[FK1], Nakamura and Zähringer [Zah1]. Our belief is that although we have not shown that co-

herent sheaves and modules over noncommutative deformation of full Robba rings are equiv-

alent, but at least for coherent sheaves one could have a coherent Iwasawa theory in the non-

commutative setting.

5.1.4 Lists of Notations

The arrangement of the corresponding notations getting involved in this paper is bit compli-

cated, so we have made some indication to indicate where they mainly emerge into the corre-

sponding discussion.

Notation Description (mainly in section 2, section 3, se-

tion 4, section 6.1, section 6.2, setion 6.3)

E A complete discrete valued field which is

nonarchimedean with residue field k perfect in

characteristic p > 0.
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A A reduced affinoid algebra in rigid analytic ge-

ometry in the sense of Tate, or a noncommuta-

tive Banach affinoid algebra.

Wπ The ring of generalized Witt vectors with re-

spect to some finite extension E of Qp with

pseudo-uniformizer π.

(R, R+) Adic perfect uniform algebra over Fph for some

h ≥ 1.

Ω̃int
R,A Deformed version of the period rings in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Ω̃R,A Deformed version of the period rings in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Π̃
int,r
R,A Deformed version of the period rings in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Π̃int
R,A Deformed version of the period rings in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Π̃
bd,r
R,A Deformed version of the period rings in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Π̃bd
R,A Deformed version of the period rings in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Π̃r
R,A Deformed version of the period rings in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Π̃R,A Deformed version of the period rings in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Π̃∞
R,A Deformed version of the period rings in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Π̃I
R,A Deformed version of the period rings in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Ω̃int
∗,A Deformed version of the period sheaves in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].
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Ω̃∗,A Deformed version of the period sheaves in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Π̃
int,r
∗,A Deformed version of the period sheaves in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Π̃int
∗,A Deformed version of the period sheaves in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Π̃
bd,r
∗,A Deformed version of the period sheaves in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Π̃bd
∗,A Deformed version of the period sheaves in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Π̃r
∗,A Deformed version of the period sheaves in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Π̃∗,A Deformed version of the period sheaves in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Π̃∞
∗,A Deformed version of the period sheaves in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Π̃I
∗,A Deformed version of the period sheaves in the

style of [KL15] and [KL16].

Wπ,∞ The ring of generalized Witt vectors with re-

spect to some finite extension E of Qp with

pseudo-uniformizer π, but with base change to

E∞. In this case each element admits unique ex-

pression ∑n∈Z[1/p]≥0
πn[xn].

Ω̃int
R,∞, Ω̃int

∗,∞ Period rings or sheaves in the style of [KL15]

and [KL16], with base change to E∞.

Ω̃R,∞, Ω̃∗,∞ Period rings or sheaves in the style of [KL15]

and [KL16], with base change to E∞.

Π̃
int,r
R,∞, Π̃

int,r
∗,∞ Period rings or sheaves in the style of [KL15]

and [KL16], with base change to E∞.

Π̃int
R,∞, Π̃int

∗,∞ Period rings or sheaves in the style of [KL15]

and [KL16], with base change to E∞.
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Π̃
bd,r
R,∞, Π̃

bd,r
∗,∞ Period rings or sheaves in the style of [KL15]

and [KL16], with base change to E∞.

Π̃bd
R,∞, Π̃bd

∗,∞ Period rings or sheaves in the style of [KL15]

and [KL16], with base change to E∞.

Π̃r
R,∞, Π̃r

∗,∞ Period rings or sheaves in the style of [KL15]

and [KL16], with base change to E∞.

Π̃R,∞, Π̃∗,∞ Period rings or sheaves in the style of [KL15]

and [KL16], with base change to E∞.

Π̃∞
R,∞, Π̃∞

∗,∞ Period rings or sheaves in the style of [KL15]

and [KL16], with base change to E∞.

Π̃I
R,∞, Π̃I

∗,∞ Period rings or sheaves in the style of [KL15]

and [KL16], with base change to E∞.

Ω̃int
R,∞,A, Ω̃int

∗,∞,A Deformed period rings or sheaves in the style

of [KL15] and [KL16], with base change to E∞.

Ω̃R,∞,A, Ω̃∗,∞,A Deformed period rings or sheaves in the style

of [KL15] and [KL16], with base change to E∞.

Π̃
int,r
R,∞,A, Π̃

int,r
∗,∞,A Deformed period rings or sheaves in the style

of [KL15] and [KL16], with base change to E∞.

Π̃int
R,∞,A, Π̃int

∗,∞,A Deformed period rings or sheaves in the style

of [KL15] and [KL16], with base change to E∞.

Π̃
bd,r
R,∞,A, Π̃

bd,r
∗,∞,A Deformed period rings or sheaves in the style

of [KL15] and [KL16], with base change to E∞.

Π̃bd
R,∞,A, Π̃bd

∗,∞,A Deformed period rings or sheaves in the style

of [KL15] and [KL16], with base change to E∞.

Π̃r
R,∞,A, Π̃r

∗,∞,A Deformed period rings or sheaves in the style

of [KL15] and [KL16], with base change to E∞.

Π̃R,∞,A, Π̃∗,∞,A Deformed period rings or sheaves in the style

of [KL15] and [KL16], with base change to E∞.

Π̃∞
R,∞,A, Π̃∞

∗,∞,A Deformed period rings or sheaves in the style

of [KL15] and [KL16], with base change to E∞.
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Π̃I
R,∞,A, Π̃I

∗,∞,A Deformed period rings or sheaves in the style

of [KL15] and [KL16], with base change to E∞.

Notation Description (mainly in section 5, section 6.4,

section 6.5, section 6.6, section 6.7)

(H•, H+
• ) A tower as in [KL16, Chapter 5].

Π
int,r
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Π
int,†
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Ωint
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

ΩH,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Π
bd,r
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Π
bd,†
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Π
[s,r]
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Πr
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.
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ΠH,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Π̆
int,r
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Π̆
int,†
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Ω̆int
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Ω̆H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Π̆
bd,r
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Π̆
bd,†
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Π̆
[s,r]
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Π̆r
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Π̆H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.
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Π̂
int,r
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Π̂
int,†
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Ω̃int
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Ω̃H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Π̂
bd,r
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.

Π̂
bd,†
H,A Imperfect relative period ring corresponding

to (H•, H+
• ) which is deformed analog of

Kedlaya-Liu’s imperfect ring.
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5.2 Arithmetic Families of Period Rings

5.2.1 Basic Settings and Basic Definitions of Period Rings

In this section we first define the corresponding period rings and period sheaves involved in

our study which is generalized version of the study in our previous paper, where we consider

the corresponding ring of usual p-typical Witt vectors. For the convenience of the readers

we present the corresponding construction in detail to some extent. First following [KL16,

Hypothesis 3.1.1] we consider the following setting:

Setting 5.2.1. In our context we consider the corresponding generalized Witt vectors in the

style of [KL16, 3.1] where we first fix some complete nonarchimedean (normalized as in [KL16,

Hypothesis 3.1.1]) discrete valued field E where we will use the notation π to denote a chosen

pseudo-uniformizer of E, and we use the notation oE to denote the corresponding ring of inte-

gers of E. Slightly generalizing the context [KL16, Hypothesis 3.1.1] of [KL16] we consider the

corresponding situation where k is a perfect field of characteristic p > 0, and we assume the

field k to contain Fph . We now assume that the ultrametric field E has residue field k. Again as

in our previous paper we will use the notation (R, R+) to denote a perfect adic Banach uniform

algebra over k. Following [KL16] we will use the notation α to denote the spectral seminorms

on perfect adic Banach uniform algebras. When E is of equal-characteristic we assume that E

contains the field Fp((η)).

Remark 5.2.2. The field E is assumed to be discrete valued. One can actually consider more

general E. The most general situation (namely just assume E is ultrametric field) is actually a

little bit hard to manage due to the fact that the element in the genralized Witt vector will have

no unique expression as a power series, but in some nice situations this is not that hard for

instance one can consider the base change to the perfectoid field E∞.

Then we could consider the following definitions of the period rings in our situation which

is just the corresponding deformation over A of the corresponding rings defined in [KL16,

Definition 4.1.1] in some generalized fashion:

Setting 5.2.3. Recall that in our situation we have the corresponding rings of generalized Witt

vectors associated to some perfect ring R or R+. Generalizing the situation in [KL16, Definition

4.1.1] and [KL16, Setting 3.1.1] we denote them by Wπ(R) or Wπ(R+) where π is the chosen
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pseudo-uniformizer as defined. To be more precise here Wπ(R) (same to Wπ(R+)) is defined

to be

Wπ(R) := W(R)⊗W(k)OE.

Then we have the following ring of period rings from this notation:

Ω̃int
R = Wπ(R), Ω̃R = Wπ(R)[1/π].

Each element of Wπ(R) could be expressed as some power series:

∑
k≥0

πk[xk]

where one has the corresponding Gauss norm coming from the norm α in the style of for each

r > 0

‖.‖αr (∑
k≥0

πk[xk]) := sup
k≥0
{p−kα(xk)

r}.

Then one can define the corresponding integral Robba ring Π̃
int,r
R by taking the completion of

the ring Wπ(R+)[[R]] by using the norm defined above. From this one has the correspond-

ing bounded Robba ring Π̃
bd,r
R which is defined just to be Π̃

int,r
R [1/π]. Then we consider the

corresponding Robba Π̃I
R with respect to some interval I ⊂ (0, ∞) which is defined to be the

corresponding ind-Fréchet completion of Wπ(R+)[[R]][1/π] (namely Wπ(R+)[[r], r ∈ R][1/π])

with respect to the family of norms ‖.‖αr , ∀r ∈ I. By taking specific intervals like (0, r] or

(0, ∞) we have the corresponding Robba ring Π̃r
R and Π̃∞

R . Then by taking the corresponding

union throughout all the radius r > 0 we have the corresponding Robba rings Π̃int
R , Π̃bd

R , Π̃R.

As in [KL16, 4.1] we have also the corresponding integral versions of some of the rings defined

above.

Our consideration is to extend the scope of the consideration mentioned above by extend-

ing the corresponding dimension of the ring involved to some extent. To be more precise one

considers the corresponding power or Laurent series over the corresponding functional ana-

lytic algebras, and then take suitable quotient.

Setting 5.2.4. In characteristic zero situation, we are going to use the notation

Qp{T1, ...Td} to denote a Tate algebra in rigid analytic geometry after Tate, and use in general

A to represent the corresponding quotients of the Tate algebras over Qp as above. Throughout

we assume A to be reduced, carrying the spectral seminorm. While in positive characteristic
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situation we are going to use the notation A to denote a general affinoid algebra which is

assumed to be reduced.

We first deform the corresponding constructions in [KL16, Definition 4.1.1]:

Definition 5.2.5. We first consider the corresponding deformation of the above rings over

Qp{T1, ...Td}. We are going to use the notation Wπ(R)Qp{T1,...Td} to denote the complete ten-

sor product of Wπ(R) with the Tate algebra Qp{T1, ...Td} consisting of all the element taking

the form as:

∑
k≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0

πk[xk,i1,...,id
]Ti1

1 Ti2
2 ...Tid

d

over which we have the Gauss norm ‖.‖αr,Qp{T1,...Td}
for any r > 0 which is defined by:

‖.‖αr,Qp{T1,...Td}
( ∑

k≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0
πk[xk,i1,...,id

]Ti1
1 Ti2

2 ...Tid

d ) := sup
k≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0

p−kα(xk,i1,...,id
)r.

Then we define the corresponding convergent rings:

Ω̃int
R,Qp{T1,...Td}

= Wπ(R)Qp{T1,...Td}, Ω̃R,Qp{T1,...Td} = Wπ(R)Qp{T1,...Td}[1/π].

Then as in the previous setting we define the corresponding Qp{T1, ..., Td}-relative integral

Robba ring Π̃
int,r
R,Qp{T1,...Td}

as the completion of the ring Wπ(R+)Qp{T1,...,Td}[[R]] by using the

Gauss norm defined above. Then one can take the corresponding union of all Π̃
int,r
R,Qp{T1,...Td}

throughout all r > 0 to define the integral Robba ring Π̃int
R,Qp{T1,...Td}

. For the bounded Robba

rings we just set Π̃
bd,r
R,Qp{T1,...Td}

= Π̃
int,r
R,Qp{T1,...Td}

[1/π] and take the union throughout all r > 0

to define the corresponding ring Π̃bd
R,Qp{T1,...Td}

. Then we define the corresponding Robba ring

Π̃I
R,Qp{T1,...Td}

with respect to some interval I ⊂ (0, ∞) by taking the Fréchet completion of

Wπ(R+)Qp{T1,...Td}
[[R]][1/π] with respect to all the norms ‖.‖αr,Qp{T1,...Td}

for all r ∈ I which

means that the corresponding equivalence classes in the completion procedure will be simulta-

neously Cauchy with respect to all the norms ‖.‖αr,Qp{T1,...Td}
for all r ∈ I. Then we take suitable

intervals such as (0, r] and (0, ∞) to define the corresponding Robba rings Π̃r
R,Qp{T1,...Td}

and

Π̃∞
R,Qp{T1,...Td}

, respectively. Then taking the union throughout all r > 0 one can define the cor-

responding Robba ring Π̃R,Qp{T1,...Td}. Again as in [KL16] one can define the corresponding

integral rings of the similar types.

Then one can define the corresponding period rings in our context deformed over some

affinoid A which is isomorphic to some quotient of Qp{T1, ...Td}, again deforming from the

context of [KL16, Definition 4.1.1].
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Definition 5.2.6. In the characteristic 0, we define the following period rings:

Ω̃int
R,A, Ω̃R,A, Π̃

int,r
R,A , Π̃

bd,r
R,A , Π̃I

R,A, Π̃r
R,A, Π̃∞

R,A

by taking the suitable quotient of the following period rings defined above:

Ω̃int
R,Qp{T1,...Td}

,Ω̃R,Qp{T1,...Td}, Π̃
int,r
R,Qp{T1,...Td}

, Π̃
bd,r
R,Qp{T1,...Td}

, Π̃I
R,Qp{T1,...Td}

, (5.2.1)

Π̃r
R,Qp{T1,...Td}

, Π̃∞
R,Qp{T1,...Td}

(5.2.2)

with respect to the structure of the affinoid algebra A in the sense of Tate. The corresponding

constructions do not depend on the corresponding choices of the presentations. Therefore they

carry the corresponding quotient seminorms of the above Gauss norms defined in the previous

definition, note that these are not something induced from the corresponding spectral semi-

norms from A chosen at the very beginning of our study. We use the notation ‖.‖αr,Qp{T1,...Td}
to

denote the corresponding quotient Gauss norm which induces then the corresponding spectral

seminorm ‖.‖αr,A for each r > 0. Then we define the corresponding period rings:

Π̃int
R,A, Π̃bd

R,A, Π̃R,A (5.2.3)

by taking suitable union throughout all r > 0.

Definition 5.2.7. In positive characteristic situation, when we are working over general affinoid

algebra A, we use the same notations as in the previous definition, but by using W(R)Fp [[η]]{T1,...,Td}

and W(R)A as the starting rings, namely here A is isomorphic to a quotient of Fp((η)){T1, ..., Td}.

We can then define the corresponding rings over the ring E∞ which is defined to be the

completion of the ring E(πp−∞

). We first consider the corresponding undeformed versions

(after [KL16, Definition 4.1.1]):

Definition 5.2.8. Consider now the base change Wπ,∞(R) which is defined now to be the com-

pleted tensor product Wπ(R)⊗̂OE
OE∞

. Then the point is that each element in this ring admits

a unique expression taking the form of ∑n∈Z[1/p]≥0
πn[xn] which allows us to perform the con-

struction mentioned above. First we can define for some radius r > 0 the corresponding period

ring Π̃
int,r
R,∞ by taking the completion of the ring

Wπ,∞(R+)[[R]]
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with respect to the following Gauss type norm:

‖.‖αr ( ∑
n∈Z[1/p]≥0

πn[xn]) := sup
n∈Z[1/p]≥0

{p−nα(xn)
r}.

Then we can define the union Π̃int
R,∞ throughout all the radius r > 0. Then we just define the

bounded Robba ring Π̃
bd,r
R,∞ by Π̃

int,r
R,∞[1/π] and also we could define the union Π̃bd

R,∞ throughout

all the radius r > 0. Then for any interval in (0, ∞) which is denoted by I we can define the

corresponding Robba rings Π̃I
R,∞ by taking the Fréchet completion of

Wπ,∞(R+)[[R]][1/π]

with respect to all the norms ‖.‖αt for all t ∈ I. Then by taking suitable specified intervals one

can define the rings Π̃r
R,∞ and Π̃∞

R,∞ as before, and finally one can define the corresponding

union Π̃R,∞ throughout all the radius r > 0. Again we have the corresponding integral version

of the rings defined over E∞ as [KL16].

Then we can define the following affinoid deformations (after [KL16, Definition 4.1.1] in the

flavor as above):

Definition 5.2.9. Consider now the base change Wπ,∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}(R) which is defined now to be

the completed tensor product (Wπ(R)⊗̂OE
OE∞

)⊗̂Qp
Qp{T1, ..., Td}. Then the point is that each

element in this ring admits a unique expression taking the form of

∑n∈Z[1/p]≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0 πn[xn,i1,...,id
]Ti1

1 ...Tid

d

which allows us to perform the construction mentioned above. First we can define for some

radius r > 0 the corresponding period ring Π̃
int,r
R,∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}

by taking the completion of the ring

Wπ,∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}(R+)[[R]]

with respect to the following Gauss type norm:

‖.‖αr ( ∑
n∈Z[1/p]≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0

πn[xn,i1,...,id
]Ti1

1 ...Tid

d ) := sup
n∈Z[1/p]≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0

{p−nα(xn,i1,...,id
)r}.

Then we can define the union Π̃int
R,∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}

throughout all the radius r > 0. Then we just

define the bounded Robba ring Π̃
bd,r
R,∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}

by Π̃
int,r
R,∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}

[1/π] and also we could de-

fine the union Π̃bd
R,∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}

throughout all the radius r > 0. Then for any interval in (0, ∞)
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which is denoted by I we can define the corresponding Robba rings Π̃I
R,∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}

by taking

the Fréchet completion of

Wπ,∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}(R+)[[R]][1/π]

with respect to all the norms ‖.‖αt for all t ∈ I. Then by taking suitable specified intervals one

can define the rings Π̃r
R,∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}

and Π̃∞
R,∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}

as before, and finally one can define

the corresponding union Π̃R,∞,Qp{T1,...,Td} throughout all the radius r > 0. Again we have the

corresponding integral version of the rings defined over E∞ as [KL16]. Finally over A we can

define in the same way as above to deform all the rings over E∞, and we do not repeat the

construction again.

5.2.2 Basic Properties of Period Rings

Then we do some reality checks over the investigation of the properties of the above period

rings in the style taken in [KL15, Section 5.2] and [KL16].

Proposition 5.2.10. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.1]) The function t 7→ ‖x‖αt,Qp{T1,...,Td}

for x ∈ Π̃r
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

is continuous log convex for the corresponding variable t ∈ (0, r] for any r > 0.

Proof. Adapt the corresponding argument in the proof of 5.2.1 of [KL15, Lemma 5.2.1] to our sit-

uation we then first look at the situation where the element is just of the form of πk[xk,i1,...,id
]Ti1

1 ...Tid

d

where the corresponding norm function in terms of t > 0 is just affine. Then one focuses on the

finite sums of these kind of elements which gives rise to to the log convex directly. Finally by

taking the approximation we get the desired result.

Proposition 5.2.11. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.2]) For any element x ∈ Π̃R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

we have that x ∈ Π̃bd
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

if and only if we have the situation where x actually lives in Π̃r
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(for some specific r > 0) such that x itself is bounded under the norm ‖.‖αt,Qp{T1,...,Td}
for each t ∈ (0, r].

Proof. One direction of the proof is easy, so we only choose to present the proof of the impli-

cation in the other direction as in the original proof of 5.2.2 of [KL15, Lemma 5.2.2] as in the

following. First choose some radius r > 0 such that the element could be assumed to be living

in the ring Π̃r
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

. The idea is to transfer the original question to the question about

showing the integrality of x when we add some hypothesis on the norm by taking suitable

powers of p (since the norm is bounded for each t ∈ (0, r] so we are reduced to the situation
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where the norm is bounded by 1). Then we argue as in [KL15, Lemma 5.2.2] to choose some

approximating sequence {xi} living in Π̃bd
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

of x. Therefore we have for any j ≥ 1 one

can find then some integer Nj ≥ 1 such that for any i ≥ Nj we have the estimate:

‖.‖αt,Qp{T1,...,Td}
(xi − x) ≤ p−j, ∀t ∈ [p−jr, r].

Then the idea is to consider the integral decomposition of the element xi which has the form of

∑k=n(xi),i1≥0,i2≥0,...,id≥0 πk[xi,k,i1,...,id
] into the following two parts:

xi := yi + zi (5.2.4)

:= ∑
k=0,i1≥0,i2≥0,...,id≥0

πk[xi,k,i1,...,id
]Ti1

1 ...Tid

d + zi (5.2.5)

from which we actually have the corresponding estimate over the residual part of the decom-

position above:

‖.‖
αp−jr,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(πk[xi,k,i1,...,id
]Ti1

1 ...Tid

d ) ≤ 1, ∀k < 0

which implies by direct computation:

αp−jr(xi,k,i1,...,id
) ≤ pk (5.2.6)

α(xi,k,i1,...,id
) ≤ pkpj/r (5.2.7)

which implies that we have the following estimate:

‖.‖αr,Qp{T1,...,Td}
(xi − yi) ≤ p−k pkpjr/r (5.2.8)

≤ p1−pj
(5.2.9)

which implies that yi → x under the norm ‖.‖αr,Qp{T1,...,Td}
which furthermore under the norm

‖.‖αr,Qp{T1,...,Td}
due the property of the norm, which finishes the proof of the desired result.

Proposition 5.2.12. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Corollary 5.2.3]) We have the following identity:

(Π̃R,Qp{T1,...,Td})
× = (Π̃bd

R,Qp{T1,...,Td}
)×.

Proof. See 5.2.3 of [KL15, Corollary 5.2.3].

Proposition 5.2.13. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.6]) For any 0 < r1 ≤ r2 we have the

following equality on the corresponding period rings:

Π̃
int,r1
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

⋂
Π̃

[r1,r2]
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

= Π̃
int,r2
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

.
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Proof. We adapt the argument in [KL15, Lemma 5.2.6] 5.2 to prove this in the situation where

r1 < r2 (otherwise this is trivial), again one direction is easy where we only present the impli-

cation in the other direction. We take any element

x ∈ Π̃
int,r1
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

⋂
Π̃

[r1,r2]
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

and take suitable approximating elements {xi} living in the bounded Robba ring such that for

any j ≥ 1 one can find some integer Nj ≥ 1 we have whenever i ≥ Nj we have the following

estimate:

‖.‖αt,Qp{T1,...,Td}
(xi − x) ≤ p−j, ∀t ∈ [r1, r2].

Then we consider the corresponding decomposition of xi for each i = 1, 2, ... into a form having

integral part and the rational part xi = yi + zi by setting

yi = ∑k=0,i1,...,id
πk[xi,k,i1,...,id

]Ti1
1 ...Tid

d

out of

xi = ∑k=n(xi),i1,...,id
πk[xi,k,i1,...,id

]Ti1
1 ...Tid

d .

Note that by our initial hypothesis we have that the element x lives in the ring Π̃
int,r1
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

which further implies that

‖.‖αr1 ,Qp{T1,...,Td}
(πk[xi,k,i1,...,id

]Ti1
1 ...Tid

d ) ≤ p−j.

Therefore we have α(xi,k,i1,...,id
) ≤ p(k−j)/r1 directly from this through computation, which im-

plies that then:

‖.‖αr2 ,Qp{T1,...,Td}
(πk[xi,k,i1,...,id

]Ti1
1 ...Tid

d ) ≤ p−k p(k−j)r2/r1 (5.2.10)

≤ p1+(1−j)r1/r1 . (5.2.11)

Then one can read off the result directly from this estimate since under this estimate we can

have the chance to modify the original approximating sequence {xi} by {yi}which are initially

chosen to be in the integral Robba ring, which implies that actually the element x lives in the

right-hand side of the identity in the statement of the proposition.

Proposition 5.2.14. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.6]) For any 0 < r1 ≤ r2 we have the

following equality on the corresponding period rings:

Π̃
int,r1
R,A

⋂
Π̃

[r1,r2]
R,A = Π̃

int,r2
R,A .
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Here A is some reduced affinoid algebra over Qp.

Proof. See the proof of proposition 5.5.7.

Then we have the following analog of the corresponding result of [KL15, Lemma 5.2.8]:

Proposition 5.2.15. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.8]) Consider now in our situation the

radii 0 < r1 ≤ r2, and consider any element x ∈ Π̃
[r1,r2]
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

. Then we have that for each

n ≥ 1 one can decompose x into the form of x = y + z such that y ∈ πnΠ̃
int,r2
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

with

z ∈
⋂

r≥r2
Π̃

[r1,r]
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

with the following estimate for each r ≥ r2:

‖.‖αr,Qp{T1,...,Td}
(z) ≤ p(1−n)(1−r/r2) ‖.‖αr2 ,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(z)r/r2 .

Proof. As in [KL15, Lemma 5.2.8] and in the proof of our previous proposition we first consider

those elements x living in the bounded Robba rings which could be expressed in general as

∑k=n(x),i1,...,id
πk[xk,i1,...,id

]Ti1
1 ...Tid

d .

In this situation the corresponding decomposition is very easy to come up with, namely we

consider the corresponding yi as the corresponding series:

∑
k≥n,i1,...,id

πk[xk,i1,...,id
]Ti1

1 ...Tid

d

which give us the desired result since we have in this situation when focusing on each single

term:

‖.‖αr,Qp{T1,...,Td}
(πk[xk,i1,...,id

]Ti1
1 ...Tid

d ) = p−kα(xk,i1,...,id
)r (5.2.12)

= p−k(1−r/r2) ‖.‖αr2 ,Qp{T1,...,Td}
(πk[xk,i1,...,id

]Ti1
1 ...Tid

d )
r/r2 (5.2.13)

≤ p(1−n)(1−r/r2) ‖.‖αr2 ,Qp{T1,...,Td}
(πk[xk,i1,...,id

]Ti1
1 ...Tid

d )
r/r2 (5.2.14)

for all those suitable k. Then to tackle the more general situation we consider the approximating

sequence consisting of all the elements in the bounded Robba ring as in the usual situation con-

sidered in [KL15, Lemma 5.2.8], namely we inductively construct the following approximating

sequence just as:

‖.‖αr,Qp{T1,...,Td}
(x− x0 − ...− xi) ≤ p−i−1 ‖.‖αr,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(x), i = 0, 1, ..., r ∈ [r1, r2]. (5.2.15)

Here all the elements xi for each i = 0, 1, ... are living in the bounded Robba ring, which immedi-

ately gives rise to the suitable decomposition as proved in the previous case namely we have for
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each i the decomposition xi = yi + zi with the desired conditions as mentioned in the statement

of the proposition. We first take the series summing all the elements yi up for all i = 0, 1, ...,

which first of all converges under the norm ‖.‖αr,Qp{T1,...,Td}
for all the radius r ∈ [r1, r2], and

also note that all the elements yi within the infinite sum live inside the corresponding inte-

gral Robba ring Π̃
int,r2
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

, which further implies the corresponding convergence ends up

in Π̃
int,r2
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

. For the elements zi where i = 0, 1, ... also sum up to a converging series in the

desired ring since combining all the estimates above we have:

‖.‖αr,Qp{T1,...,Td}
(zi) ≤ p(1−n)(1−r/r2) ‖.‖αr2 ,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(x)r/r2 .

Proposition 5.2.16. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.10]) We have the following identity:

Π̃
[s1,r1]
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

⋂
Π̃

[s2,r2]
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

= Π̃
[s1,r2]
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

,

here the radii satisfy < s1 ≤ s2 ≤ r1 ≤ r2.

Proof. In our situation one direction is obvious while on the other hand we consider any ele-

ment x in the intersection on the left, then by the previous proposition we have the decomposi-

tion x = y + z where y ∈ Π̃
int,r1
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

and z ∈ Π̃
[s1,r2]
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

. Then as in [KL15, Lemma 5.2.10]

section 5.2 we look at y = x− z which lives in the intersection:

Π̃
int,r1
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

⋂
Π̃

[s2,r2]
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

= Π̃
int,r2
R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

which finishes the proof.

Proposition 5.2.17. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.10]) We have the following identity:

Π̃
[s1,r1]
R,A

⋂
Π̃

[s2,r2]
R,A = Π̃

[s1,r2]
R,A ,

here the radii satisfy < s1 ≤ s2 ≤ r1 ≤ r2.

Proof. See the proof of proposition 5.5.7.

Remark 5.2.18. This is subsection is finished so far only for the situation where E is of mixed

characteristic. But everything uniformly carries over for our original assumption on the field E

and A. We will not repeat the proof again.
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5.3 Period Modules and Period Sheaves

We now consider the corresponding Frobenius modules over the corresponding period rings

defined in the previous section. Also one can consider the corresponding period sheaves in

the style of [KL16]. We would like to point out that actually the corresponding sheaves in our

context could mean the following two different objects. First the corresponding period rings

defined in the previous section themselves are sheafy, which means that one can study the

corresponding analytic geometry over the relative affinoid spaces over for instance the ring

Π̃
int,r
R or the ring Π̃

int,r
R which has its own interests. On the other hand we have the situation

where one can glue along the algebra R over corresponding étale, corresponding pro-étale and

corresponding v-sites but leaving the algebra A unglued. We point out that both could have

the chance to be compared in a coherent way, to the corresponding representation theoretic

consideration in the pseudocoherent setting.

Setting 5.3.1. We will work in the categories of the pseudocoherent, fpd and finite projective

modules over the period rings defined above. First we specify the Frobenius in our setting. The

rings involved are:

Ω̃int
R,A, Ω̃R,A, Π̃int

R,A, Π̃
int,r
R,A , Π̃bd

R,A, Π̃
bd,r
R,A , Π̃R,A, Π̃r

R,A, Π̃+
R,A, Π̃∞

R,A, Π̃I
R,A. (5.3.1)

We are going to endow these rings with the Frobenius induced by continuation from the Witt

vector part only, which is to say the corresponding Frobenius induced by the ph-power absolute

Frobenius over R. Note all the rings above are defined by taking the product of△ where each

△ representing one of the following rings (over E):

Ω̃int
R , Ω̃R, Π̃int

R , Π̃
int,r
R , Π̃bd

R , Π̃
bd,r
R , Π̃R, Π̃r

R, Π̃+
R , Π̃∞

R , Π̃I
R (5.3.2)

with the affinoid ring A. The Frobenius acts on A trivially and we assume that the action is

A-linear.

First we consider the following sheafification as in [KL16, Definition 4.4.2]:

Setting 5.3.2. Consider the space X = Spa(R, R+), over this perfectoid space there were sheaves:

Ω̃int, Ω̃, Π̃int, Π̃int,r, Π̃bd, Π̃bd,r, Π̃, Π̃r, Π̃+, Π̃∞, Π̃I . (5.3.3)

268



defined over this space through the corresponding adic, étale, pro-étale or v-topology, we con-

sider the corresponding sheaves defined over the same Grothendieck sites but with further

deformed consideration:

Ω̃int
∗,A, Ω̃∗,A, Π̃int

∗,A, Π̃
int,r
∗,A , Π̃bd

∗,A, Π̃
bd,r
∗,A , Π̃∗,A, Π̃r

∗,A, Π̃+
∗,A, Π̃∞

∗,A, Π̃I
∗,A. (5.3.4)

Remark 5.3.3. The consideration in the previous setting in some sense reflects some kind of

rigidity. Since the corresponding construction is just that the ring A acts through the completed

tensor product directly on the sheaves after [KL16], in most cases when one would like to

compare those sheaves of modules over the sheaves of rings above and the corresponding

modules over the period rings defined above, one needs to work through the corresponding

vanishing results and so on in this deformed context. We work around this by considering the

corresponding globalized version of this.

Setting 5.3.4. In our context we can make the following parallel discussion to that in [KL16].

First we can use the corresponding notation E∞ to denote the corresponding completion of

E(π1/p∞

) and we denote the corresponding integral ring by OE∞
. Then we have could have

that the corresponding splitting of the ring OE in this bigger perfectoid ring. Then we can

consider the corresponding extended period rings Ω̃int
R ⊗̂OE

OE∞
and Π̃

int,r
R ⊗̂OE

OE∞
in the same

fashion as in [KL16, Definition 4.1.11].

Proposition 5.3.5.

(After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 4.1.12, Corollary 4.1.14])

The ring Π̃
int,r
R ⊗̂OE

OE∞
is perfectoid, so stably uniform and sheafy. By using the same notation in

[KL16, Lemma 4.1.12, Corollary 4.1.14] we have that the corresponding tilting perfectoid ring is R{(π/p−1/r)1/p∞

}

which is the completion of R[(π/p−1/r)1/p∞

].

Proof. This is the same as the proof for [KL16, Lemma 4.1.12, Corollary 4.1.14] after we choose

a suitable topologically nilpotent element.

Proposition 5.3.6.

(After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Proposition 4.1.13, Corollary 4.1.14])

The ring Π̃I
R⊗̂OE

OE∞
for some closed interval I = [s, r] is perfectoid so stably uniform and sheafy. Then

in our situation this perfectoid admits tilting ring

R{(π/p−1/r)1/p∞

, (p−1/s/π)1/p∞

}
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which is the completion of R[(π/p−1/r)1/p∞

, (p−1/s/π)1/p∞

].

Proof. This is the same as the proof of [KL16, Proposition 4.1.13, Corollary 4.1.14] by consider-

ing the previous proposition.

Setting 5.3.7. We are going to use the notation X to denote a rigid analytic space in rigid ge-

ometry. Then we can consider the corresponding relative period rings or sheaves overOX. The

period rings and the corresponding period sheaves over the sheaf OX are defined to be the

following sheaves (one takes the complete tensor product of the undeformed period rings with

the corresponding exact sequence for the sheaf ?, which again gives the corresponding exact

sequence due to the fact that the undeformed period rings admit Schauder bases as in [KP,

Definition 6.1]):

Π̃R,?, Π̃r
R,?, Π̃∞

R,?, Π̃I
R,?, (5.3.5)

with

Π̃∗,?, Π̃r
∗,?, Π̃∞

∗,?, Π̃I
∗,?, (5.3.6)

where ∗ is some étale site, proét site or v-site and etc, and ? representsOX which implies that we

treat these sheaves of rings as sheaves over ∗ in some relative sense. One should understand

this as the corresponding sheaves essentially with respect ∗.

Remark 5.3.8. It is hard to consider the corresponding comparison between the representation

theories over these sheaves (deformed) with the rings (without any sheafified consideration),

since the corresponding global section functor is a little bit hard to study. But on the other hand

comparing this among the sheaves themselves and with the Fargues-Fontaine curves are very

natural and interesting.

Assumption 5.3.9. From now on, we are going to assume that the affinoid ring A is splitting in

some perfectoid covering Aperf, but only when the corresponding sheafiness of the deformed

period rings is essentially relevant. For instance if A is just some analytic field as those in

[KL16] then this is satisfied. This will guarantee the corresponding period rings over A (we

now assume them to be sousperfectoid) will then be sheafy by Kedlaya-Hansen’s sheafiness

criterion [KH].
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We first consider the following result which is slight generalization of the corresponding

result from [KL16, 4.3.1]. Note that our E is general than the basic setting of [KL16, Setting

3.1.1].

Remark 5.3.10. In what follows, there will be some situation we will consider the perfectoid

deformed version of the period rings and sheaves. All the definitions are parallel to the base

level definitions (including the corresponding Frobenius modules and sheaves).

Lemma 5.3.11. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, 4.3.1]) Let M be any étale-stably pseudocoherent or fpd

module defined over Π̃
int,r
R and Π̃

int,r
R,∞ for some r > 0 or Π̃I

R and Π̃I
R,∞ for some I which is assumed

to be closed, and let M̃ be the corresponding sheaf attached to the module M over the sheaf Π̃
int,r
∗ for

some r > 0 or Π̃I
∗ for some I which is assumed to be closed, over the étale and the pro-étale sites of

Spa(R, R+). Then we have the following statement:

Hi(X, M̃) = Hi(Xét, M̃) = Hi(Xproét, M̃) (5.3.7)

vanish beyond the 0-th degree and give the module M at the degree 0. Also furthermore we have that in

the projective situation we have that the same holds under the v-topology.

Proof. The corresponding results could be transformed to perfectoid spaces as in [KL16, 4.3.1]

by considering the splitting after passing to perfectoid field E∞ and perfectoid ring OXperf , then

by applying the results in [KL16, 2.5.1,2.5.11,3.4.6,3.5.6] we can get the desired results.

Definition 5.3.12. Now working over some perfect uniform and adic space over k, as in [KL16,

Definition 4.3.2] we define the corresponding pseudocoherent sheaves or fpd sheaves over

Π̃
int,r
∗ or Π̃I

∗ (where I is closed) where ∗ represents one of X, Xét and Xproét to be the sheaves

associated to étale-stably pseudocoherent or fpd modules in some local manner.

Proposition 5.3.13. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Theorem 4.3.3]) The global section functor estab-

lishes an equivalence between the categories of the pseudocoherent sheaves over Π̃
int,r
∗ or Π̃I

∗ (and Π̃
int,r
∗,∞

or Π̃I
∗,∞) over the pro-étale site of X = Spa(R, R+) and the étale-stably pseudocoherent modules over

Π̃
int,r
R or Π̃I

R (and Π̃
int,r
R,∞ or Π̃I

R,∞). The global section functor establishes an equivalence between the cate-

gories of the fpd sheaves over Π̃
int,r
∗ or Π̃I

∗ over the pro-étale site of X = Spa(R, R+) and the étale-stably

fpd modules over Π̃
int,r
R or Π̃I

R. The following morphisms are effective descent morphisms for pseudoco-

herent Banach modules: I. Π̃r
R,A → Π̃s

R,A ⊕ Π̃
[s,r]
R,A; II. Π̃I

R,A → ⊕
k
i=1Π̃

Ii
R,A. here the corresponding set

of interval {Ii}i=1,...,k consists of finitely many closed intervals covering the interval I.
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Proof. As in [KL16, Theorem 4.3.3], by taking the splitting base change to OE∞
and consider-

ing the corresponding properties of being perfectoid we can transform the proofs around the

global section functor to the corresponding statement for juts perfectoid spaces, which could

be finished by [KL16, 2.5.5,2.5.14,3.4.9]. The rest statements are further consequences of the fact

that the period rings Π̃r
R,A and Π̃I

R,A are sheafy, see [KL16, 2.5.5,2.5.14].

Then we generalize the corresponding definitions of Frobenius action and Frobenius mod-

ules in [KL16, Definition 4.4.2-4.4.4] to our situation.

Definition 5.3.14. In our situation we consider the corresponding Frobenius action on the fol-

lowing period rings and sheaves:

Ω̃int
R,A, Ω̃int

R,A, Π̃int
R,A, Π̃bd

R,A, Π̃R,A, Π̃∞
R,A, Ω̃int

∗,A, Π̃int
∗,A, Π̃+

∗,A, Ω̃∗,A, Π̃bd
∗,A, Π̃∞

∗,A, Π̃+
∗,A, Π̃∗,A, (5.3.8)

which is defined by considering the corresponding lift of the absolute Frobenius of ph-power

in characteristic p > 0 induced from R, which will be denoted by ϕ. We then introduce more

general consideration by taking Ea to be some unramified extension of E of degree a divisible

by h, the corresponding Frobenius will be denoted by ϕa.

Then we generalize the corresponding Frobenius modules in [KL16, Definition 4.4.4] to our

situation as in the following.

Definition 5.3.15. Over the period rings and sheaves (each is denoted by △ in this definition)

defined in the previous definition we define as in [KL16, Definition 4.4.4] the corresponding ϕa-

modules over△which are respectively projective, pseudocoherent or fpd to be the correspond-

ing finite projetive, pseudocoherent or fpd modules over △ with further assigned semilinear

action of the operator ϕa. Here we define in our situation the corresponding ϕa-cohomology to

be the (hyper)-cohomology of the following complex:

0 // //// M
ϕ−1 ////// M // //// 0.

We also require that the modules are complete for the natural topology involved in our situa-

tion and for any module over Π̃∗,A to be some base change of some module over Π̃r
∗,A (which

will be defined in the following) over each perfectoid subdomain Y (in this situation we are

considering the pro-étale site).
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Now we define the corresponding modules over the rings which are the domains in the

following morphisms induced from the Frobenius map ϕa:

Π̃
int,r
R,A → Π̃

int,rp−ha

R,A , Π̃
bd,r
R,A → Π̃

bd,rp−ha

R,A , Π̃r
R,A → Π̃

rp−ha

R,A (5.3.9)

Π̃
int,r
∗,A → Π̃

int,rp−ha

∗,A , Π̃
bd,r
∗,A → Π̃

bd,rp−ha

∗,A , Π̃r
∗,A → Π̃

rp−ha

∗,A . (5.3.10)

Definition 5.3.16. Over each rings △ which are the domains in the morphisms as mentioned

just before this definition, we define the corresponding projective, pseudocoherent or fpd ϕa-

module over any △ listed above to be the corresponding finite projective, pseudocoherent or

fpd module M over △ with additionally endowed semilinear Frobenius action from ϕa such

that we have the isomorphism ϕa∗M
∼
→ M ⊗� where the ring � is one of the targets listed

above. Also as in [KL16, Definition 4.4.4] we assume that the module over Π̃I
∗,A is then complete

for the natural topology and the corresponding base change to Π̃I
∗,A for any interval which is

assumed to be closed I ⊂ [0, r) gives rise to a module over Π̃I
∗,A with specified conditions

which will be specified below. Also the cohomology of any module under this definition will

be defined to be the (hyper)cohomology of the complex in the following form:

0 // //// M
ϕ−1// //// M⊗△ � ////// 0.

Then we consider the following morphisms of specific period rings induced by the Frobe-

nius.

Π̃
[s,r]
R,A → Π̃

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
R,A (5.3.11)

Π̃
[s,r]
∗,A → Π̃

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
∗,A (5.3.12)

with the corresponding morphisms in the following:

Π̃
[s,r]
R,A → Π̃

[s,rp−ah]
R,A (5.3.13)

Π̃
[s,r]
∗,A → Π̃

[s,rp−ah]
∗,A (5.3.14)

Definition 5.3.17. Again as in [KL16, Definition 4.4.4], we define the corresponding projec-

tive, pseudocoherent and fpd ϕa-modules over the domain rings or sheaves of rings in the

morphisms just before this definition to be the finite projective, pseudocoherent and fpd mod-

ules (which will be denoted by M) over the domain rings in the morphism just before this
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definition additionally endowed with semilinear Frobenius action from ϕa with the following

isomorphisms:

ϕa∗M⊗
Π̃

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
R,A

Π̃
[s,rp−ah]
R,A

∼
→ M⊗

Π̃
[s,r]
R,A

Π̃
[s,rp−ah]
R,A , (5.3.15)

ϕa∗M⊗
Π̃

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
∗,A

Π̃
[s,rp−ah]
∗,A

∼
→ M⊗

Π̃
[s,r]
∗,A

Π̃
[s,rp−ah]
∗,A . (5.3.16)

We now assume that the modules are complete with respect to the natural topology. And we as-

sume that for any perfectoid subdomain Y in the corresponding topology (defining the sheaves

in this situation) the corresponding global sections over Y give rise to étale-stably pseudoco-

herent modules.

Also one can further define the corresponding bundles carrying semilinear Frobenius in our

context as in the situation of [KL16, Definition 4.4.4]:

Definition 5.3.18. Over the ring Π̃R,A we define a corresponding projective, pseudocoherent

and fpd Frobenius bundle to be a family (MI)I of finite projective, étale stably pseudocoherent

and étale stably fpd modules over each Π̃I
R,A carrying the natural Frobenius action coming from

the operator ϕa such that for any two involved intervals having the relation I ⊂ J we have:

MJ ⊗Π̃
J
R,A

Π̃I
R,A

∼
→ MI

with the obvious cocycle condition. Here we have to propose condition on the intervals that

for each I = [s, r] involved we have s ≤ rpah.

We then have the following analog of [KL16, Lemma 4.4.8]:

Proposition 5.3.19. (After Kedlaya [KL15, Lemma 4.4.8]) Consider the correspo- nding finite gen-

erated Frobenius modules over the following period rings or sheaves defined above:

Ω̃int
R,A, Ω̃int

R,A, Π̃int
R,A, Π̃bd

R,A, Π̃R,A, Π̃∞
R,A, Ω̃int

∗,A, Π̃int
∗,A, Π̃+

∗,A, Ω̃∗,A, Π̃bd
∗,A, Π̃∞

∗,A, Π̃+
∗,A, Π̃∗,A,

and

Π̃
int,r
R,A → Π̃

int,rp−ha

R,A , Π̃
bd,r
R,A → Π̃

bd,rp−ha

R,A , Π̃r
R,A → Π̃

rp−ha

R,A (5.3.17)

Π̃
int,r
∗,A → Π̃

int,rp−ha

∗,A , Π̃
bd,r
∗,A → Π̃

bd,rp−ha

∗,A , Π̃r
∗,A → Π̃

rp−ha

∗,A . (5.3.18)

Then we have these are the quotients of finite projective ones again endowed with the corresponding

Frobenius actions.

Proof. See 1.5.2 of [KL15, Lemma 1.5.2].
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5.4 Comparison Theorems

5.4.1 The Comparison between the Local Systems and the Period Modules

We now in our context study the corresponding local systems in the generalized setting. The

objects to compare will be definitely the Frobenius modules defined in the previous section.

However this is not that far from the situation studied in [KL16] since the undeformed period

rings are actually finite projective over the rings defined in [KL16] in the most simplified situa-

tion. We will also use the notation L to denote the local system associated to some topological

ring L. We will consider the pro-étale site Xproét. As in [KL16, Definition 4.5.1] we have the

notion of projective, pseudocoherent and fpd L-local systems in our context over the site Xproét.

Proposition 5.4.1. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 4.5.4]) The Frobenius invariances give rise

to the following exact sequences:

0 // //// O
E

ϕa

a

////// Ω̃int
∗

////// Ω̃int
∗

////// 0,

0 // //// O
E

ϕa

a

////// Π̃int
∗

////// Π̃int
∗

////// 0,

0 ////// Ea
ϕa // //// Π̃bd

∗
// //// Π̃bd
∗

////// 0,

0 ////// Ea
ϕa // //// Π̃∗ ////// Π̃∗ ////// 0,

where in each exact sequence the third arrow represents the morphism ϕa − 1.

Proof. It is actually [KL16, Lemma 4.5.4], although we consider some bigger base k, we repro-

duce the argument for the convenience of the reader. So it is obviously we have the exactness

at the first positions which are not zero. The exactness in the middle could actually be derived

from [KL15, Lemma 5.2.4]. Then for the exactness in between the third and the last arrows one

may follow the proof in [KL16, Lemma 4.5.3] to prove this. For the first sequence see [KL16,

Lemma 4.5.3]. For the second sequence, relying on the first sequence one only needs to prove

that suppose image of some y ∈ Ω̃int
R under the map ϕa − 1 is x living in Π̃int

R ⊂ Ω̃int
R then

we have that the preimage y is not only in Ω̃int
R but also actually in Π̃int

R . This is because we

have for each n and the corresponding expressions x = ∑n≥0 πn[xn] and y = ∑n≥0 πn[yn], the

coefficients for y could be controlled by those of x. The corresponding statement for the last
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sequence is proved by reducing to the second one, namely put:

x = y + (ϕa − 1)(−∑
k=0

∑
ℓ=0

πik [x
pℓ
ik
]),

where one may beforehand put x into a summation of some element in the bounded Robba

ring and some element of the form of ∑nk
πnk [xik

] with xik
living in R◦◦.

We then make the following discussion as well, as in [KL16, Lemma 4.5.4] in the following:

Proposition 5.4.2. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 4.5.4])

We consider the finitely presented Frobenius modules defined over the ring Ω̃int
R or Π̃int

R . Then in our

context, we have: (1) First the Fitting ideal of M is generated by the elements which are in general

form of πn[xn] where xn is some idempotent. (2) And we have that the π-torsion submodule T of M

is finitely generated, therefore could be annihilated by some power πn with some integer n ≥ 0. (3)

And the quotient M/T is then projective which implies that the module T is finitely presented. (4) And

the submodule T is then finite union of Frobenius modules taking the form of ?/πk? for integer k ≥ 0,

where ? represents the ring Ω̃int
R or Π̃int

R . (5) Finally we have that the corresponding module M is strictly

pseudocoherent.

Proof. Again this is basically [KL16, Lemma 4.5.4], although we consider a larger base k. We

reproduce the argument for the convenience of the reader. Then corresponding property of

the Fitting ideal follows from the applying [KL15, Proposition 3.2.13]. Then we apply propo-

sition 5.3.19 to choose a projective covering of M taking the form of P → M which further

induces a map from P → M/T, then we use the notation N to denote the kernel. Taking

quotient by π we can form the exact sequence in our context due to the π-torsion freeness:

0 // //// N/πN // //// P/πP ////// (M/T)/π(M/T) ////// 0.

Then as in [KL16, Lemma 4.5.4] one can then in the situation where the base is Ω̃int
R under

the π-adic topology lift the generators of N/πN by using the converging series of finite sums

of the generators from the quotient. Then in the situation where the base is Π̃int
R we use the

Fréchet topology to run the same argument. T is a union of each Tn for each n, which are the

corresponding πn-torsion components of T. Then by using [KL16, Lemma 1.1.5] one derives

that the module M/T is then finitely presented, which further implies that the corresponding

module T is finite, which is just equal to some Tn. Then we apply [KL16, Lemma 1.1.5] to finish

the proof.
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Corollary 5.4.3. Let M be a pseudocoherent Frobenius module over the period ring Ω̃int
R or the period

ring Π̃int
R . Then we have that M admits a projective resolution of length at most 1.

Then we generalize the comparison of local systems and Frobenius modules in [KL16, The-

orem 4.5.7] to our context as in the following:

Theorem 5.4.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Theorem 4.5.7]) The following categories are equiva-

lent:

I. The category of projective, pseudocoherent or fpd O
E

ϕa
a

-local systems over Xproét;

II. The category of projective, pseudocoherent or fpd Frobenius modules over the period ring Ω̃int
R ;

III. The category of projective, pseudocoherent or fpd Frobenius modules over the period ring Π̃int
R ;

IV. The category of projective, pseudocoherent or fpd Frobenius modules over the period sheaf Ω̃int
∗ over

X, Xét, Xproét;

V. The category of projective, pseudocoherent or fpd Frobenius modules over the period sheaf Π̃int
∗ over

X, Xét, Xproét.

Under further deformation we do not have the corresponding equivalence as above but we have the fol-

lowing statement:

1. There is a fully faithful embedding functor from the category of the projective, pseudocoherent or fpd

O
E

ϕa

a
⊗̂OA-local systems over Xproét to the following two categories:

1(a). The category of projective, pseudocoherent or fpd Frobenius modules over the period sheaf Ω̃int
∗,A

over X, Xét, Xproét;

1(b). The category of projective, pseudocoherent or fpd Frobenius modules over the period sheaf Π̃int
∗,A

over X, Xét, Xproét.

2. We have that the following two categories are equivalent:

2(a). The category of projective, pseudocoherent or fpd Frobenius modules over the period ring Ω̃int
R,∞;

2(b). The category of projective, pseudocoherent or fpd Frobenius modules over the period sheaf Ω̃int
∗,∞

over X, Xét, Xproét.

3. Furthermore we have the following two categories are equivalent:

3(a). The category of projective, pseudocoherent or fpd Frobenius modules over the period ring Π̃int
R,∞;

3(b). The category of projective, pseudocoherent or fpd Frobenius modules over the period sheaf Π̃int
∗,∞

over X, Xét, Xproét.

Proof. The first main statement, see [KL16, Theorem 4.5.7]. Then we proceed to consider the

rest three main statements along the line of the proof of [KL16, Theorem 4.5.7]. For the first
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statement the corresponding functor is just the base change functor:

L 7→ L⊗O
E

ϕa
a
⊗̂OA

Ω̃int
∗,A

and

L 7→ L⊗O
E

ϕa
a
⊗̂OA

Π̃int
∗,A,

these are basically fully faithful by applying the corresponding deformed versions (which is

just directly taking the complete tensor product with A) of the corresponding exact sequences

in proposition 5.4.1. For the second and the last statements we follow the strategy of the proof

of [KL16, Theorem 4.5.7] to proceed as in the following. First for the second one, this is direct

consequence of lemma 5.3.11 and proposition 5.3.13. Then the third statement could be reduced

to the statement by applying the second statement to the corresponding completion of R[T±p−∞

]

or R[Tp−∞

].

Then as in [KL16, Corollary 4.5.8] we consider the setting of more general adic spaces:

Proposition 5.4.5. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Corollary 4.5.8]) 1. Let X be a preadic space over Ea.

Then we have that there is fully faithful embedding functor from the category of all the O
E

ϕa
a
⊗̂OA-local

systems (projective, pseudocoherent or fpd) over X, Xét and Xproét to the category of all the projective,

pseudocoherent or fpd Frobenis modules over the sheaves over Π̃int
R,A over the corresponding sites;

2. Let X be a preadic space over E∞,a. Then we have that there is fully faithful embedding functor

from the category of all the O
E

ϕa

∞,a
⊗̂OA-local systems (projective, pseudocoherent or fpd) over X, Xét and

Xproét to the category of all the projective, pseudocoherent or fpd Frobenius modules over the sheaves over

Π̃int
R,∞,A over the corresponding sites.

Proof. For one, apply the previous theorem. For two, repeat the argument in the proof of the

previous theorem.

The following definition is kind of generalization of the corresponding one in [KL16, Defi-

nition 4.5.9]:

Definition 5.4.6. Now over the ring Π̃R,A or Π̃bd
R,A we call the corresponding Frobenius modules

globally étale if they arise from the Frobenius modules over the ring Π̃int
R,A. Now over the ring

Π̃R,∞,A or Π̃bd
R,∞,A we call the corresponding Frobenius modules globally étale if they arise from
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the Frobenius modules over the ring Π̃int
R,∞,A.

Now over the sheaf Π̃∗,A or Π̃bd
∗,A we call the corresponding Frobenius modules globally étale if

they arise from the Frobenius modules over the sheaf Π̃int
∗,A. Now over the ring Π̃∗,∞,A or Π̃bd

∗,∞,A

we call the corresponding Frobenius modules globally étale if they arise from the Frobenius

modules over the sheaf Π̃int
∗,∞,A.

Proposition 5.4.7. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Theorem 4.5.11]) 1. Let X be a preadic space over

E,a. Then we have that there is a fully faithful embedding of the category of the corresponding E
ϕa

,a ⊗̂A-

local systems (in the projective setting) into the category of the corresponding projective Frobenius ϕa-

modules over Π̃∗,A;

2. Let X be a preadic space over E∞,a. Then we have that there is a fully faithful embedding of the

category of the corresponding E
ϕa

∞,a⊗̂A-local systems (in the projective setting) into the category of the

corresponding projective Frobenius ϕa-modules over Π̃∗,A;

Proof. As in [KL16, Theorem 4.5.11], we consider the corresponding base change of the corre-

sponding exact sequence in proposition 5.4.1 which reflects an exact sequence on the sheaves.

Remark 5.4.8. We actually did not get the corresponding v-topology involved here, which is

due to the fact that the pseudocoherent modules might possibly behavior annoyingly in such

topology. But on the other hand, at least one will have the corresponding parallel statements

as above over v-topology for finite projective objects.

5.4.2 The Comparison beyond the Étale Setting

In this subsection we are going to study the corresponding relationship between the corre-

sponding sheaves over the certain Fargues-Fontaine curves and the corresponding Frobenius

modules, which is beyond the corresponding consideration of just étale objects as what we con-

sidered in the previous subsection. This is to some extend in our situation important since we

would like to use different point of views to study essentially equivalent objects. The following

result is actually directly reduced to [KL16, Theorem 4.6.1]:
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Theorem 5.4.9. ([KL16, Theorem 4.6.1])

In the setting where the space X is Spa(R, R+) we have the following categories are equivalent:

1. The category of all the pseudocohrent Frobenius ϕa-modules over the sheaf Π̃∞
∗ ;

2. The category of all the pseudocohrent Frobenius ϕa-modules over the sheaf Π̃∗;

3. The category of all the pseudocohrent Frobenius ϕa-modules over the sheaf Π̃I
∗, for some closed inter-

val I;

4. The category of all the strictly-pseudocoherent Frobenius ϕa-modules over Π̃∞
R such that for any closed

interval I the corresponding base change of any such module M to the module over Π̃I
R is étale-stably

pseudocoherent;

5. The category of all the pseudocoherent Frobenius ϕa-modules over Π̃R such that each M of such

modules comes from a base change from some strictly-pseudocoherent Frobenius ϕa-module M′ over Π̃r
R

for some radius r > 0 where the corresponding base change to (for any closed interval I ⊂ (0, r]) the

module over Π̃I
R is assumed to be étale-stably pseudocoherent;

6. The category of all the pseudocoherent ϕa-bundles over Π̃R;

7. The category of all the Frobenius ϕa-modules over Π̃
[s,r]
R where we have 0 < s ≤ r/pha;

8. The category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic version Fargues-Fontaine curve FFX,ét in

the étale setting;

9. The category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic version Fargues-Fontaine curve FFX,proét

in the pro-étale setting.

Proof. This is [KL16, Theorem 4.6.1]. We remind the readers of the corresponding functors

involved. First the functors from 4 to 5 and to 7, from 4 to 1 and to 3 are base changes, and the

functor from 9 to 8 is the pullback along the corresponding morphism of the sites. The functors

from 9 to 7 and 6 are restrictions of the corresponding objects involved.

We do the first generalization to the general ultrametric field:

Theorem 5.4.10. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Theorem 4.6.1]) In the setting where the space X is

Spa(R, R+) we have the following categories are equivalent:

1. The category of all the pseudocohrent Frobenius ϕa-modules over the sheaf Π̃∞
∗,∞;

2. The category of all the pseudocohrent Frobenius ϕa-modules over the sheaf Π̃∗,∞;

3. The category of all the pseudocohrent Frobenius ϕa-modules over the sheaf Π̃I
∗,∞, for some closed
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interval I;

4. The category of all the strictly-pseudocoherent Frobenius ϕa-modules over Π̃∞
R,∞ such that for any

closed interval I the corresponding base change of any such module M to the module over Π̃I
R,∞ is étale-

stably pseudocoherent;

5. The category of all the pseudocoherent Frobenius ϕa-modules over Π̃R,∞ such that each M of such

modules comes from a base change from some strictly-pseudocoherent Frobenius ϕa-module M′ over

Π̃r
R,∞ for some radius r > 0 where the corresponding base change to (for any closed interval I ⊂ (0, r])

the module over Π̃I
R,∞ is assumed to be étale-stably pseudocoherent;

6. The category of all the pseudocoherent ϕa-bundles over Π̃R,∞;

7. The category of all the Frobenius ϕa-modules over Π̃
[s,r]
R,∞ where we have 0 < s ≤ r/pha ;

8. The category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic version Fargues-Fontaine curve FFX,∞,ét

in the étale setting;

9. The category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic version Fargues-Fontaine curve FFX,∞,proét

in the pro-étale setting.

Proof. The functors are the same as in the previous theorem. The proof is actually encoded into

the corresponding proof of the following theorem.

We are then going to focus on the deformed version of the corresponding correspondences

established above:

Theorem 5.4.11. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Theorem 4.6.1]) In the setting where the space X is

Spa(R, R+) we have the following first group of categories are equivalent:

1. The category of all the pseudocohrent Frobenius ϕa-modules over the sheaf Π̃∞
∗,A;

2. The category of all the pseudocohrent Frobenius ϕa-modules over the sheaf Π̃∗,A;

3. The category of all the pseudocohrent Frobenius ϕa-modules over the sheaf Π̃I
∗,A, for some closed

interval I.

Then we have the second group of categories which are equvalent:

4. The category of all the strictly-pseudocoherent Frobenius ϕa-modules over Π̃∞
R,A such that for any

closed interval I the corresponding base change of any such module M to the module over Π̃I
R,A is étale-

stably pseudocoherent;

5. The category of all the pseudocoherent Frobenius ϕa-modules over Π̃R,A such that each M of such

modules comes from a base change from some strictly-pseudocoherent Frobenius ϕa-module M′ over
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Π̃r
R,A for some radius r > 0 where the corresponding base change to (for any closed interval I ⊂ (0, r])

the module over Π̃I
R,A is assumed to be étale-stably pseudocoherent;

6. The category of all the pseudocoherent ϕa-bundles over Π̃R,A;

7. The category of all the Frobenius ϕa-modules over Π̃
[s,r]
R,A where we have 0 < s ≤ r/pha;

8. The category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic version Fargues-Fontaine curve FFX,A,ét

in the étale setting;

9. The category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic version Fargues-Fontaine curve FFX,A,proét

in the pro-étale setting.

Proof. First the functors are the same as in the proof of the previous theorem. For the proof,

we can follow the idea of the proof of [KL16, Theorem 4.6.1] to do so. First the equivalences

between 9,8 and 6 could be proved by considering proposition 5.3.13. By considering the cor-

responding Frobenius action, one can establish the corresponding equivalences among them

and further 7. Now as in the proof of [KL16, Theorem 4.6.1], we can now prove the equivalence

between 4 and 6 as in the following. First as in the proof of [KL16, Theorem 4.6.1] one consid-

ers the exact base change from the key period ring in 4 to the corresponding key period ring

in 6, which implies that the corresponding base change functor is then fully faithful. To show

it is also essentially surjective, we pick now an arbitrary Frobenius bundle in the category 6,

and consider the corresponding reified quasi-Stein covering of the total space by spaces taking

the general form as Spa(Π[spnah,rpnah]
R,A , Π

[spnah,rpnah],Gr
R,A ) with well-located radii r and s. This will

imply that the corresponding global section of the Frobenius bundle is finitely generated after

applying the [KL16, Proposition 2.7.16] since the application of Frobenius action will imply the

uniform bound of the numbers of generators over each such covering subspace as in [KL16,

Theorem 4.6.1]. Then having shown this we can as in [KL16, Thereom 4.6.1] extract the cor-

responding desired property of being pseudocoherent for the corresponding desired object in

the category 4 by considering the kernel of some finite free covering of the Frobenius bundle.

Then as in [KL16, Theorem 4.6.1] one can show that we have now the categories 4,5 and 6 are

equivalent, and furthermore in the same way one may prove that the categories 1,2 and 3 are

equivalent.

Remark 5.4.12. We did not manage to compare among then the two groups of categories within

this theorem, but we believe this could be achieved by further careful analysis. Please note
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that the corresponding sheaves in the categories 1,2,3 are actually required to be étale-stably

pseudocoherent over the ring A as well.

Now over smooth Fréchet-Stein algebra A∞(G) (as in our previous paper) in the commuta-

tive setting where each An(G) in the family for each n ≥ 0 is smooth reduced affinoid algebra

in rigid analytic space, we have the following comparison:

Theorem 5.4.13. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Theorem 4.6.1]) In the setting where the space X is

Spa(R, R+) and the field E is of mixed-characteristic we have the following categories are equivalent:

1. The category of all the families of all the pseudocohrent Frobenius ϕa-modules over the sheaf Π̃∞
∗,A∞(G);

2. The category of all the families of all the pseudocohrent Frobenius ϕa-modules over the sheaf Π̃∗,A∞(G);

3. The category of all the families of all the pseudocohrent Frobenius ϕa-modules over the sheaf Π̃I
∗,A∞(G),

for some closed interval I.

Then we have the second group of categories which are equvalent:

4. The category of all the families of all the strictly-pseudocoherent Frobenius ϕa-modules over Π̃∞
R,A∞(G)

such that for any closed interval I the corresponding base change of any such module M to the module

over Π̃I
R,A∞(G) is étale-stably pseudocoherent;

5. The category of all the families of all the pseudocoherent Frobenius ϕa-modules over Π̃R,A∞(G) such

that each M of such modules comes from a base change from some strictly-pseudocoherent Frobenius

ϕa-module M′ over Π̃r
R,A∞(G) for some radius r > 0 where the corresponding base change to (for any

closed interval I ⊂ (0, r]) the module over Π̃I
R,A∞(G) is assumed to be étale-stably pseudocoherent;

6. The category of all the families of all the pseudocoherent ϕa-bundles over Π̃R,A∞(G);

7. The category of all the families of all the Frobenius ϕa-modules over Π̃
[s,r]
R,A∞(G)

where we have 0 <

s ≤ r/pha;

8. The category of all the families of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic version Fargues-Fontaine

curve FFX,A∞(G),ét in the étale setting;

9. The category of all the families of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic version Fargues-Fontaine

curve FFX,A∞(G),proét in the pro-étale setting.

Proof. This is the direct consequence of the previous theorem if one considers the correspond-

ing systems of all the objects defined over each An(G).

We now work over a perfectoid field R and drop the assumption on the affinoid algebras

we imposed before:

283



Theorem 5.4.14. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Theorem 4.6.1]) In the setting where the space X is

Spa(R, R+) where R is further assumed to be an analytic field, and we let A be a general reduced affi-

noid algebra, then we have the following categories are equivalent:

1. The category of all the pseudocohrent Frobenius ϕa-modules over the sheaf Π̃∞
∗,A;

2. The category of all the pseudocohrent Frobenius ϕa-modules over the sheaf Π̃∗,A;

3. The category of all the pseudocohrent Frobenius ϕa-modules over the sheaf Π̃I
∗,A, for some closed

interval I.

Then we have the second group of categories which are equvalent:

4. The category of all the strictly-pseudocoherent Frobenius ϕa-modules over Π̃∞
R,A such that for any

closed interval I the corresponding base change of any such module M to the module over Π̃I
R,A is étale-

stably pseudocoherent;

5. The category of all the pseudocoherent Frobenius ϕa-modules over Π̃R,A such that each M of such

modules comes from a base change from some strictly-pseudocoherent Frobenius ϕa-module M′ over

Π̃r
R,A for some radius r > 0 where the corresponding base change to (for any closed interval I ⊂ (0, r])

the module over Π̃I
R,A is assumed to be étale-stably pseudocoherent;

6. The category of all the pseudocoherent ϕa-bundles over Π̃R,A;

7. The category of all the Frobenius ϕa-modules over Π̃
[s,r]
R,A where we have 0 < s ≤ r/pha;

8. The category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic version Fargues-Fontaine curve FFX,A,ét

in the étale setting;

9. The category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic version Fargues-Fontaine curve FFX,A,proét

in the pro-étale setting.

Proof. See the proof of the previous theorem.

5.4.3 The Comparison with the Schematic Fargues-Fontaine Cur ve

In this section we are going to study the corresponding relationship between the Frobenius

modules over period rings and the certain sheaves over the deformed version of schematic

Fargues-Fontaine curves. We actually discussed in our previous paper the corresponding re-

sults in the setting where E is just Qp. Now we consider the more general setting and the

corresponding story in the equal characteristic. First we consider the following key lemmas
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which are analogs in our context of [KL15, 6.2.2-6.2.4], [KL16, Lemma 4.6.9] and [T1, Proposi-

tion 2.11]:

Lemma 5.4.15. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, 6.2.2-6.2.4], [KL16, Lemma 4.6.9])

(And also see [T1, Proposition 2.11]) For any Frobenius ϕa-bundle M over Π̃R,A, then we have that

for any interval I = [s, r] where 0 < s ≤ r the map ϕa − 1 : M[s,rq] → M[s,r] is surjective after

taking some Frobenius twist as in [KL15, 6.2.2] and our previous work namely the new morphism

ϕa − 1 : M(n)[s,rq] → M(n)[s,r] for sufficiently large n ≥ 1. As in the previous established version one

may have the chance to take the number to be 1 if the bundle initially comes from the corresponding base

change from the integral Robba ring.

Proof. See the proof of [T1, Proposition 2.11].

Lemma 5.4.16. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, 6.2.2-6.2.4], [KL16, Lemma 4.6.9])

(And also see [T1, Proposition 2.11]) For any finitely generated bundle M carrying the Frobenius

action over Π̃R,A, then we have that for any interval I = [s, r] where 0 < s ≤ r the map ϕa − 1 :

M[s,rq] → M[s,r] is surjective after taking some Frobenius twist as in [KL15, 6.2.2] and our previous

work namely the new morphism ϕa − 1 : M(n)[s,rq] → M(n)[s,r] for sufficiently large n ≥ 1. As in the

previous established version one may have the chance to take the number to be 1 if the bundle initially

comes from the corresponding base change from the integral Robba ring.

Proof. See the proof of [T1, Proposition 2.11].

Lemma 5.4.17. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, 6.2.2-6.2.4], [KL16, Lemma 4.6.9])

(And also see [T1, Proposition 2.12]) For any Frobenius ϕa-bundle M over Π̃R,A, then we have that

for sufficiently large number n ≥ 0 the module M could be generated by finitely many Frobenius ϕa-

invariant elements of the global sections of M(n).

Proof. See the proof of [T1, Proposition 2.12].

Lemma 5.4.18. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, 6.2.2-6.2.4], [KL16, Lemma 4.6.9])

(And also see [T1, Proposition 2.12, Proposition 2.11]) For any finitely generated bundle M carry-

ing Frobenius action over Π̃R,A, then we have that for sufficiently large number n ≥ 0 the module M

could be generated by finitely many Frobenius ϕa-invariant elements of the global sections of M(n).

Proof. See the proof of [T1, Proposition 2.12, Proposition 2.11].
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Lemma 5.4.19. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, 6.2.2-6.2.4], [KL16, Lemma 4.6.9])

(And also see [T1, Proposition 2.12, Proposition 2.11, Proposition 2.14])

For any Frobenius ϕa-module M over Π̃R,A, then we have that for sufficiently large number n ≥ 1 the

space H0
ϕa(M(n)) generates M and the space H1

ϕa(M(n)) vanishes.

Proof. See the proof of [T1, Proposition 2.12, Proposition 2.11, Proposition 2.14].

Lemma 5.4.20. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, 6.2.2-6.2.4], [KL16, Lemma 4.6.9])

(And also see [T1, Proposition 2.12, Proposition 2.11, Proposition 2.14])

For any finitely generated module M carrying Frobenius action over Π̃R,A, then we have that for suffi-

ciently large number n ≥ 1 the space H0
ϕa(M(n)) generates M and the space H1

ϕa(M(n)) vanishes.

Proof. See the proof of [T1, Proposition 2.12, Proposition 2.11, Proposition 2.14].

Then we have the following key corollary which is analog of [KL15, Corollary 6.2.3, Lemma

6.3.3], [KL16, Corollary 4.6.10] and [T1, Corollary 2.13, Corollary 3.4, Proposition 3.9]:

Corollary 5.4.21. I. When Mα, M, Mβ are three Frobenius ϕa-bundles over the ring Π̃R,A then we have

that for sufficiently large n ≥ 0 we have the following exact sequence:

0 // //// Mα,I(n)
ϕa ////// MI(n)

ϕa ////// Mβ,I(n)
ϕa ////// 0,

for each interval I (same holds true for finite objects).

II. When Mα, M, Mβ are three Frobenius ϕa-modules over the ring Π̃R,A then we have that for suffi-

ciently large n ≥ 0 we have the following exact sequence:

0 // //// Mα,I(n)
ϕa ////// MI(n)

ϕa ////// Mβ,I(n)
ϕa ////// 0,

for each interval I (same holds true for finite objects).

III. For a Frobenius ϕa-bundle M over Π̃R,A, and for each module MI over some Π̃I
R,A, we put for any

element f such that ϕa f = pd f :

MI, f :=
⋃

n∈Z

f−n MI(dn)ϕa
.

Then with this convention suppose we have three Frobenius ϕa-bundles taking the form of Mα, M, Mβ

over Π̃R,A, then for each closed interval I we have the following is an exact sequence:

0 // //// Mα,I, f
////// MI, f

// //// Mβ,I, f
////// 0,
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where each module in the exact sequence is now a module over Π̃R,A[1/ f ]ϕ
a

(same holds true for finite

objects).

IV. For a Frobenius ϕa-module M over Π̃R,A, we put for any element f such that ϕa f = pd f :

M f :=
⋃

n∈Z

f−n M(dn)ϕa
.

Then with this convention suppose we have three Frobenius ϕa-modules taking the form of Mα, M, Mβ

over Π̃R,A, then we have the following is an exact sequence:

0 ////// Mα, f
// //// M f

////// Mβ, f
// //// 0,

where each module in the exact sequence is now a module over Π̃R,A[1/ f ]ϕ
a

(same holds true for finite

objects).

V. Suppose M is now a pseudocoherent Frobenius ϕa-module over Π̃R,A, then we have that the corre-

sponding module M f then is also pseudocoherent over the ring Π̃R,A[1/ f ]ϕ
a
. For a Frobenius ϕa-bundle

M over Π̃R,A, and for each module MI over some Π̃I
R,A, we put for any element f such that ϕa f = pd f :

MI, f :=
⋃

n∈Z

f−n MI(dn)ϕa
.

Then with this convention suppose we have three Frobenius ϕa-bundles taking the form of Mα, M, Mβ

over Π̃R,A, then for each closed interval I we have the following is an exact sequence:

0 // //// Mα,I, f
////// MI, f

// //// Mβ,I, f
////// 0,

where each module in the exact sequence is now in our situation a pseudocoherent module over Π̃R,A[1/ f ]ϕ
a
.

Proof. See the proof of [KL15, Corollary 6.2.3, Lemma 6.3.3], [KL16, Corollary 4.6.10] and [T1,

Corollary 2.13, Corollary 3.4, Proposition 3.9].

Then we recall the following construction both from our previous consideration and the

corresponding consideration in [KL15, Definition 6.3.1] and [KL16, Definition 4.6.11]:

Setting 5.4.22. Now we consider the graded commutative ring PR,A which is constructed from

the ring Π̃+
R,A, or Π̃R,A, or Π̃∞

R,A by taking each πd-eigenfunction of the operator ϕa, where d

corresponds to the degree of each element in Pd,R,A. Then for each element f in this graded

commutative ring, one considers the affine charts taking the form of SpecPR,A[1/ f ]0 which

further glues to a projective scheme which is denoted by ProjPR,A and called the schematic

deformed version of the schematic Fargues-Fontaine curve.
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And we have the following analog of [KL15] and the corresponding construction in [T1,

Setting 3.3]:

Setting 5.4.23. Starting from any ϕa-bundle M over the ring Π̃R,A, one has by the construction

in the previous corollary the corresponding module MI, f over the ring PR,A[1/ f ]0, which then

by considering the natural base change construction gives rise to the map:

MI, f ⊗PR,A[1/ f ]0 Π̃I
R,A[1/ f ] → MI, f ⊗Π̃I

R,A
Π̃I

R,A[1/ f ]

for each closed interval I.

Proposition 5.4.24. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Theorem 6.3.9]) The map defined in the previous

setting is a bijection and the corresponding module MI, f for each specific interval I is then in our situa-

tion projective of finite type.

Proof. See [T1, Proposition 3.6].

Proposition 5.4.25. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Theorem 6.3.12]) We have the following categories

are equivalent:

I. The category of all the ϕa-bundles over Π̃R,A;

II. The category of all the ϕa-modules over Π̃R,A;

III. The category of all the ϕa-modules over Π̃∞
R,A;

IV. The category of all the quasicoherent finite locally free sheaves over the scheme

ProjPR,A.

Proof. Based on the previous proposition, we only need to recall the corresponding functor in-

volved. Starting from an object in the category IV one locally considers the corresponding pull-

backs along the natural map from the localized scheme attached to the key ring in the category

I I I, which globally glues to a well-defined object in the corresponding module with Frobenius

structure in the category I I I, by applying the corresponding analog of [KL15, Lemma 6.3.7].

Then the natural base change functor sends the resulting object to some well-defined object in

the category I I. Finally we associate the corresponding ϕa-bundle to derive the corresponding

object in the first category I.

Proposition 5.4.26. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Theorem 4.6.12]) The natural pullback functor

from the Fargues-Fontaine curve (which is schematic) to the scheme associated to the Robba ring Π̃∞
R,A es-

tablishes an equivalence between the category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the deformed version
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of the schematic Fargues-Fontaine curve (which is schematic) and the category of all the pseudocoherent

modules over Π̃R,A with isomorphisms established by the Frobenius pullbacks.

Proof. As in [KL16, Theorem 4.6.12] and our previous paper [T1, Proposition 3.10], we start

from an object V in the category of the pseudocoherent sheaves over the schematic Fargues-

Fontaine curve, which gives rise to the following exact sequence:

0 ////// V2 ////// V1 // //// V // //// 0,

where the sheaf V1 is projective of finite type. Then the corresponding functor mentioned in

the statement of the proposition establishes then the following exact sequence:

W2 // //// W1 ////// W // //// 0,

in the category of all the pseudocoherent modules over the Robba ring with isomorphisms

established by the Frobenius pullbacks, where then W1 is finite projective and W2 is finite gen-

erated. Then as in [KL16, Theorem 4.6.12] and [T1, Proposition 3.10] we consider the kernel K

of the map W2 → Ker(W1 →W), which gives rise to the following exact sequence:

0 // //// K // //// W2 ////// W1 ////// W ////// 0,

which then gives rise to the following exact sequence by corollary 5.4.21:

0 // //// K f
// //// W2, f

////// W1, f
// //// W f

////// 0,

over the ring Π̃R,A[1/ f ]ϕ
a
. Then by taking the corresponding section over the ring PR,A[1/ f ]0

we have the following commutative diagram:

0 ////// V2

∣∣∣
PR,A [1/ f ]0

�� ����

////// V1

∣∣∣
PR,A[1/ f ]0

�� ����

////// V
∣∣∣
PR,A [1/ f ]0

������

////// 0

0 ////// K f
////// W2, f

// //// W1, f
// //// W f

// //// 0.

Now the middle vertical arrow is isomorphism which shows that the right vertical arrow is

surjective. Then apply the corresponding construction to the situation where we replace V by

V2 we will have the parallel result which imply that the first vertical arrow is also surjective.

Now by five lemma we have that the rightmost vertical arrow is injective. Then by applying
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the corresponding consideration to the situation where we replace V by V2 we could derive

the fact that actually the first vertical arrow is also injective. Up to here, we have that the

corresponding module K f is zero which implies by considering corollary 5.4.21 K itself is zero.

Then by the previous results on the corresponding finite projective objects we have that functor

in our situation sends the pseudocoherent objects to pseudocoherent objects. And from the

argument above we have that the functor is exact. Then to finish the composition of the functors

from category of Frobenius modules to the sheaves and back from sheaves to the category of

Frobenius modules is an equivalence. And the other direction could be directly deduced from

the results on the vector bundles.
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5.5 Deformation of Imperfect Period Rings

5.5.1 Key Rings

We now consider the corresponding imperfectization of the corresponding constructions we

considered above, after [KL16]. The construction in [KL16, Chapter 5] is actually quite general,

which is sort of direct imperfection of the corresponding perfect period rings and modules off

the tower. We will consider the corresponding towers in [KL16, Chapter 5], so we recall the

setting as in the following:

Assumption 5.5.1. In this section, we are going to assume that k is just Fph .

Setting 5.5.2. Recall from [KL16, Chapter 5], we have the following setting up. The base will

be a Banach adic ring (H, H+) over oE which is assumed to be uniform and carrying the corre-

sponding spectral norm α. Then we consider the tower:

... ////// Hn−1 ////// Hn
// //// Hn+1 // //// ...,

where each map linking two adjacent rings is the corresponding morphism of the correspond-

ing Banach uniform adic rings whose corresponding induced map on the adic spaces is sur-

jective as in the corresponding construction in [KL16, Definition 5.1.1] with the corresponding

spectral norm αn. The infinite level of the tower will be denoted by H∞. This is not actually

necessarily complete under the multiplicative extension of all the finite level spectral norms αn

namely α∞, so we need to consider the completed ring H∞. In the situation where the tower is

Fontaine perfectoid, we have that following [KL16, Definition 5.1.1] that this is called the cor-

responding perfectoid tower, which gives rise the equal characteristic counterpart H′∞ wit the

spectral norm α∞ correspondingly under the perfectoid correspondence in the sense of [KL16,

Theorem 3.3.8]. Recall that from [KL16, Definition 5.1.1] the tower is called finite étale if each

transition map is finite étale.

Now we describe the corresponding imperfect period rings which we will deform. These

rings are those introduced in [KL16, Definition 5.2.1] by using series of imperfection processes.

Recall in more detail we have:

Setting 5.5.3. Fix a perfectoid tower (H•, H+
• ) Recall from [KL16, Definition 5.2.1] we have the

following different imperfect constructions:
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A. First we have the ring H′∞, which could give us the corresponding ring Ω̃int
H′∞

;

B. We then have the ring Π̃
int,r
H′∞

coming from H′∞;

C. We then have the ring Π̃int
H′∞

coming from H′∞;

D. We then have the ring Π̃
bd,r
H′∞

coming from H′∞;

E. We then have the ring Π̃bd
H′∞

coming from H′∞;

F. We then have the ring Π̃r
H′∞

coming from H′∞;

G. We then have the ring Π̃
[s,r]
H′∞

coming from H′∞;

H. We then have the ring Π̃H′∞
coming from H′∞;

I. Π
int,r
H comes from the ring Π̃

int,r
H′∞

consisting of those elements of Π̃
int,r
H′∞

with the requirement

that whenever we have n an integer such that nh > − logp r we have then θ(ϕ−n(x)) ∈ Hn;

J. Π
int,†
H is defined to be the corresponding union of the rings in I;

K. Ωint
H is defined to be the corresponding period ring coming from the corresponding π-adic

completion of the ring Π
int,†
H in J;

L. Ω̆int
H is the ring which is defined to be the union of all the ϕ−nΩint

H ;

M. Π̆
int,r
H is then the ring which is defined to be the union of all the ϕ−nΠ

int,phnr
H ;

N. Π̆
int,†
H is define to be union of all the ϕ−nΠ̆

int,†
H ;

O. Ω̂int
H is defined to be the π-completion of Ω̆int

H ;

P. Π̂
int,r
H is defined to be the max{‖.‖αr

∞
, ‖.‖π−adic}-completion of Π̆

int,r
H ;

Q. We then have Π̂
int,†
H by taking the union over r > 0;

R. Correspondingly we have Ω̆H, Π̆
bd,r
H , Π̆

bd,†
H by inverting the element π;

S. Correspondingly we also have Ω̂H, Π̂
bd,r
H , Π̂

bd,†
H by inverting the corresponding element π;

T. We also have ΩH, Π
bd,r
H , Π

bd,†
H again by inverting the element π;

U. Taking the max{‖.‖αs
∞

, ‖.‖αr
∞
} (for 0 < s ≤ r) completion of the ring Π

bd,r
H we have the ring

Π
[s,r]
H , while taking the Fréchet completion with respect to the norm ‖.‖αt

∞
for each 0 < t ≤ r we

have the ring Πr
H;

V. Taking the union we have the ring ΠH;

W. We use the notation Π̆H to denote the corresponding union of all the ϕ−nΠH;

X. We use the notation Π̆
[s,r]
H to be the corresponding union of all the ϕ−nΠ

[p−hns,p−hnr]
H ;

Y. We use the notation Π̆r
H to be the union of all the ϕ−nΠ̆

p−hnr
H .

Then we have the following direct analog of the relative version of the ring defined above

(here as before the ring A denotes a reduced affinoid algebra):
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Setting 5.5.4. Now we consider the deformation of the rings above:

I. We have the first group of the period rings in the deformed setting:

Π
int,r
H,A, Π

int,†
H,A , Ωint

H,A, ΩH,A, Π
bd,r
H,A, Π

bd,†
H,A, Π

[s,r]
H,A, Πr

H,A, ΠH,A. (5.5.1)

II. We also have the second group of desired rings in the desired setting:

Π̆
int,r
H,A, Π̆

int,†
H,A , Ω̆int

H,A, Ω̆H,A, Π̆
bd,r
H,A, Π̆

bd,†
H,A, Π̆

[s,r]
H,A, Π̆r

H,A, Π̆H,A. (5.5.2)

III. We also have the third group:

Π̂
int,r
H,A, Π̂

int,†
H,A , Ω̂int

H,A, Ω̂H,A, Π̂
bd,r
H,A, Π̂

bd,†
H,A. (5.5.3)

Then we have the following globalization as what we did before in the perfect setting:

Definition 5.5.5. Now consider the sheaf OX of a rigid analytic space X in rigid analytic geom-

etry. We have the following three groups of sheaves of rings over X:

Π
[s,r]
H,X, Πr

H,X, ΠH,X, (5.5.4)

Π̆
[s,r]
H,X, Π̆r

H,X, Π̆H,X (5.5.5)

to be:

Π
[s,r]
H,OX

, Πr
H,OX

, ΠH,OX
, (5.5.6)

Π̆
[s,r]
H,OX

, Π̆r
H,OX

, Π̆H,OX
. (5.5.7)

Now we discuss some properties of the corresponding deformed version of the imperfect

rings in our context, which is parallel to the corresponding discussion we made in the perfect

setting and generalizing the corresponding discussion in [KL16]:

Proposition 5.5.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.2.10]) For any 0 < r1 ≤ r2 we have the

following equality on the corresponding period rings:

Π
int,r1
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

⋂
Π

[r1,r2]
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

= Π
int,r2
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

.

Proof. We adapt the argument in [KL16, Lemma 5.2.10] to prove this in the situation where r1 <

r2 (otherwise this is trivial), again one direction is easy where we only present the implication

in the other direction. We take any element
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x ∈ Π
int,r1
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

⋂
Π

[r1,r2]
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

and take suitable approximating elements {xi} living in the bounded Robba ring such that for

any j ≥ 1 one can find some integer Nj ≥ 1 we have whenever i ≥ Nj we have the following

estimate:

‖.‖αt
∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(xi − x) ≤ p−j, ∀t ∈ [r1, r2].

Then we consider the corresponding decomposition of xi for each i = 1, 2, ... into a form having

integral part and the rational part xi = yi + zi by setting

yi = ∑k=0,i1,...,id
πkxi,k,i1,...,id

Ti1
1 ...Tid

d

out of

xi = ∑k=n(xi),i1,...,id
πkxi,k,i1,...,id

Ti1
1 ...Tid

d .

Note that by our initial hypothesis we have that the element x lives in the ring

Π
int,r1
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

which further implies that

‖.‖α
r1
∞ ,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(πkxi,k,i1,...,id
Ti1

1 ...Tid

d ) ≤ p−j.

Therefore we have α∞(xi,k,i1,...,id
) ≤ p(k−j)/r1 , ∀k < 0 directly from this through computation,

which implies that then:

‖.‖α
r2
∞ ,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(πkxi,k,i1,...,id
Ti1

1 ...Tid

d ) ≤ p−k p(k−j)r2/r1 (5.5.8)

≤ p1+(1−j)r1/r1 . (5.5.9)

Then one can read off the result directly from this estimate since under this estimate we can

have the chance to modify the original approximating sequence {xi} by {yi}which are initially

chosen to be in the integral Robba ring, which implies that actually the element x lives in the

right-hand side of the identity in the statement of the proposition.

Proposition 5.5.7. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.2.10]) For any 0 < r1 ≤ r2 we have the

following equality on the corresponding period rings:

Π
int,r1
H,A

⋂
Π

[r1,r2]
H,A = Π

int,r2
H,A .

Here A is some reduced affinoid algebra over Qp.
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Proof. This is actually not a direct corollary from the corresponding result as in the previous

proposition. But since the map from the corresponding Tate algebra to A is strict, which will

remain to be so when tensor (completely) with the corresponding Robba rings in the previous

proposition (see [BGR84, 2.1.8, Proposition 6]). Then for any element x in the intersection on

the left hand side, one can consider the corresponding construction to any lift x of x with the

corresponding approximating estimate by some sequence:

‖.‖αt
∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(xi − x) ≤ p−j, ∀t ∈ [r1, r2],

for any i ≥ Nj with some Nj when j is arbitrarily chosen. Then we to each xi we associate yi

and zi as in the proof of the previous proposition. Also for x we have that it is living in the

integral Robba ring which implies that we have:

‖.‖α
r1
∞ ,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(πkxi,k,i1,...,id
Ti1

1 ...Tid

d ) ≤ p−j.

Therefore we have α∞(xi,k,i1,...,id
) ≤ p(k−j)/r1 , ∀k < 0 directly from this through computation,

which implies that then:

‖.‖α
r2
∞ ,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(πkxi,k,i1,...,id
Ti1

1 ...Tid

d ) ≤ p−k p(k−j)r2/r1 (5.5.10)

≤ p1+(1−j)r1/r1 . (5.5.11)

This shows that actually one can rearrange the corresponding lifting to be some lifting with

respect to the ring on the right hand side, which will finish the proof then by the strictness

again after the corresponding projection.

Proposition 5.5.8. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.8] and [KL16]) Consider now in our

situation the radii 0 < r1 ≤ r2, and consider any element x ∈ Π
[r1,r2]
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

. Then we have that

for each n ≥ 1 one can decompose x into the form of x = y + z such that y ∈ πnΠ
int,r2
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

with

z ∈
⋂

r≥r2
Π

[r1,r]
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

with the following estimate for each r ≥ r2:

‖.‖αr
∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(z) ≤ p(1−n)(1−r/r2) ‖.‖α
r2
∞ ,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(z)r/r2 .

Proof. As in [KL15, Lemma 5.2.8] and [KL16] and in the proof of our previous proposition we

first consider those elements x lives in the bounded Robba rings which could be expressed in

general as

∑k=n(x),i1,...,id
πkxk,i1,...,id

Ti1
1 ...Tid

d .
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In this situation the corresponding decomposition is very easy to come up with, namely we

consider the corresponding yi as the corresponding series:

∑
k≥n,i1,...,id

πkxk,i1,...,id
Ti1

1 ...Tid

d

which give us the desired result since we have in this situation when focusing on each single

term:

‖.‖αr
∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(πkxk,i1,...,id
Ti1

1 ...Tid

d ) = p−kα∞(xk,i1,...,id
)r (5.5.12)

= p−k(1−r/r2) ‖.‖α
r2
∞ ,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(πkxk,i1,...,id
Ti1

1 ...Tid

d )
r/r2 (5.5.13)

≤ p(1−n)(1−r/r2) ‖.‖α
r2
∞ ,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(πkxk,i1 ,...,id
Ti1

1 ...Tid

d )
r/r2 (5.5.14)

for all those suitable k. Then to tackle the more general situation we consider the approximating

sequence consisting of all the elements in the bounded Robba ring as in the usual situation

considered in [KL15, Lemma 5.2.8] and [KL16], namely we inductively construct the following

approximating sequence just as:

‖.‖αr
∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(x− x0 − ...− xi) ≤ p−i−1 ‖.‖αr
∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(x), i = 0, 1, ..., r ∈ [r1, r2]. (5.5.15)

Here all the elements xi for each i = 0, 1, ... are living in the bounded Robba ring, which immedi-

ately gives rise to the suitable decomposition as proved in the previous case namely we have for

each i the decomposition xi = yi + zi with the desired conditions as mentioned in the statement

of the proposition. We first take the series summing all the elements yi up for all i = 0, 1, ...,

which first of all converges under the norm ‖.‖αr
∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}

for all the radius r ∈ [r1, r2], and

also note that all the elements yi within the infinite sum live inside the corresponding integral

Robba ring Π
int,r2
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

, which further implies the corresponding convergence ends up in

Π
int,r2
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

. For the elements zi where i = 0, 1, ... also sum up to a converging series in the

desired ring since combining all the estimates above we have:

‖.‖αr
∞,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(zi) ≤ p(1−n)(1−r/r2) ‖.‖α
r2
∞ ,Qp{T1,...,Td}

(x)r/r2 .

Proposition 5.5.9. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.10]) We have the following identity:

Π
[s1,r1]
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

⋂
Π

[s2,r2]
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

= Π
[s1,r2]
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

,

here the radii satisfy < s1 ≤ s2 ≤ r1 ≤ r2.
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Proof. In our situation one direction is obvious while on the other hand we consider any ele-

ment x in the intersection on the left, then by the previous proposition we have the decomposi-

tion x = y + z where y ∈ Π
int,r1
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

and z ∈ Π
[s1,r2]
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

. Then as in [KL15, Lemma 5.2.10]

section 5.2 we look at y = x− z which lives in the intersection:

Π
int,r1
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

⋂
Π

[s2,r2]
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

= Π
int,r2
H,Qp{T1,...,Td}

which finishes the proof.

Proposition 5.5.10. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.10]) We have the following identity:

Π
[s1,r1]
H,A

⋂
Π

[s2,r2]
H,A = Π

[s1,r2]
H,A ,

here the radii satisfy < s1 ≤ s2 ≤ r1 ≤ r2.

Proof. See the proof of proposition 5.5.7.

Remark 5.5.11. Again one can follow the same strategy to deal with the corresponding equal-

characteristic situation.

5.5.2 Modules and Bundles

Now we consider the modules and bundles over the rings introduced in the previous subsec-

tion. First we make the following assumption:

Setting 5.5.12. Recall that from [KL16, Definition 5.2.3] any tower (H•, H+
• ) is called weakly

decompleting if we have that first the density of the perfection of H∞ in H∞. Here the ring H∞

is the ring coming from the mod-π construction of the ring Ωint
H , also at the same time one can

find some r > 0 such that the corresponding modulo π operation from the ring Ωint
H to the ring

H∞ is actually surjective strictly.

Assumption 5.5.13. We now assume that we are basically in the situation where (H•, H+
• )

is actually weakly decompleting. Also as in [KL16, Lemma 5.2.7] we assume we fix some

radius r0 > 0, for instance this will correspond to the corresponding index in the situation

we have the corresponding noetherian tower. Recall that a tower is called noetherian if we

have some specific radius as above such that we have the strongly noetherian property on

the ring Π
[s,r]
H with [s, r] ⊂ (0, r0]. Under this condition we have that actually we have the
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corresponding strongly noetherian property on the ring Π
[s,r]
H,A with [s, r] ⊂ (0, r0], therefore

consequently we have that the ring (Π
[s,r]
H,A, Π

[s,r],+
H,A ) is sheafy. Here the ring Π

[s,r],+
H,A is defined

by taking the product construction between A and the ring Π
[s,r],+
H which is defined in [KL16,

Definition 5.3.2]. We now assume that the tower is then noetherian. For more examples, see

[KL16, 5.3.3].

Then we can start to discuss the corresponding modules over the rings in our deformed

setting, first as in [KL16, Lemma 5.3.3] the following result should be derived from our con-

struction:

Lemma 5.5.14. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.3.3]) We have the following strict isomorphism

in our setting, where the corresponding notations are as in [KL16, Lemma 5.3.3]:

Π
[s,r]
H,A{X/p−t}/(πX − 1)→ Π

[t,r]
H,A (5.5.16)

Π
[s,r]
H,A{X/p−t}/(X − π)→ Π

[s,t]
H,A (5.5.17)

Πr
H,A{X/p−s}/(X − π)→ Πs

H,A (5.5.18)

Πr
H,A{X/p−s}/(πX − 1)→ Π

[s,r]
H,A, (5.5.19)

where the corresponding radii satisfy 0 < s ≤ t ≤ r ≤ r0.

Proof. See [KL16, Lemma 5.3.3].

We then as in [KL16, Lemma 5.3.4] have the following:

Lemma 5.5.15. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.3.4])

We have the 2-pseudoflatness of the following maps:

Π
[r1,r2]
H,A → Π

[r1,t]
H,A , Π

[r1,r2]
H,A → Π

[t,r2]
H,A (5.5.20)

where we have 0 < r1 ≤ t ≤ r2.

Proof. See [KL16, Lemma 5.3.4].

Remark 5.5.16. In effect, one can make more strong statement here, due to the fact that we are

working in the noetherian setting. To be more precise see the corresponding result (and the

proof) of [KL16, Corollary 2.6.9], one can actually have even the flatness of the corresponding

maps in the previous lemma as long as we are working over noetherian rings.
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Then we have the following implication:

Proposition 5.5.17. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Proposition 5.3.5]) Suppose that we have a module

M over the ring ΠI
H,A (which is assumed to be stably pseudocoherent) where the closed interval I admits

a covering by finite many closed intervals I = ∪i Ii. Then we have in our situation the following exact

augmented Čech complex:

0→ M→
⊕

i

Mi → ...,

where the module Mi is defined to be the base change of the module M to the ring Π
Ii
H,A with respect

to each i. Also we have that the morphism ΠI
H,A →

⊕
i Π

Ii
H,A is in our situation effective descent with

respect to the corresponding categories of étale-stably pseudocoherent modules in the Banach setting and

with respect to the corresponding categories of finite projective modules in the Banach setting.

Proof. As in [KL16, Proposition 5.3.5] we only have to to look at the situation of two intervals.

Then as in [KL16, Proposition 5.3.5] by using the previous lemma one can argue as in [KL16,

Proposition 5.3.5].

Then we deform the basic notation of bundles in [KL16, Definition 5.3.6]:

Definition 5.5.18. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.3.6]) We define the bundle over the

ring Π
r0
H,A to be a collection (MI)I of finite projective modules over each ΠI

H,A with I ⊂ (0, r0]

closed subintervals of (0, r0] such that we have the following requirement in the glueing fash-

ion. First for any I1 ⊂ I2 two closed intervals we have MI2 ⊗Π
I2
H,A

Π
I1
H,A

∼
→ MI1 with the obvious

cocycle condition with respect to three closed subintervals of (0, r0] namely taking the form of

I1 ⊂ I2 ⊂ I3.

We define the pseudocoherent sheaf over the ring Π
r0
H,A to be a collection (MI)I of étale-

stably pseudocoherent modules over each ΠI
H,A with I ⊂ (0, r0] closed subintervals of (0, r0]

such that we have the following requirement in the glueing fashion. First for any I1 ⊂ I2

two closed intervals we have MI2 ⊗Π
I2
H,A

Π
I1
H,A

∼
→ MI1 with the obvious cocycle condition with

respect to three closed subintervals of (0, r0] namely taking the form of I1 ⊂ I2 ⊂ I3.

We make the following discussion around the corresponding module and sheaf structures

defined above.

Lemma 5.5.19. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.3.8]) We have the isomorphism between the

ring Πr
H,A and the inverse limit of the ring Π

[s,r]
H,A with respect to the radius s by the map Πr

H,A → Π
[s,r]
H,A.
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Proof. As in [KL16, Lemma 5.3.8] it is injective by the isometry, and then use the corresponding

elements xn, n = 0, 1, ... in the dense ring Πr
H,A to approximate any element x in the ring Π

[s,r]
H,A

in the same way as in [KL16, Lemma 5.3.8]:

‖.‖αt
∞,A(x− xn) ≤ pn

for any radius t now living in the corresponding interval [r2−n, r]. This will establish Cauchy

sequence which finishes the proof as in [KL16, Lemma 5.3.8].

Proposition 5.5.20. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.3.9]) For some radius r ∈ (0, r0]. Sup-

pose we have that M is a vector bundle in the general setting or M is a pseudocoherent sheaf in the setting

where the tower is noetherian. Then we have that the corresponding global section is actually dense in

each section with respect to some closed interval. And then we have the corresponding vanishing result

of the first derived inverse limit functor.

Proof. See [KL16, Lemma 5.3.9].

The interesting issue here as in [KL16] is the corresponding finitely generatedness of the

global section of a pseudocoherent sheaf which is actually not guaranteed in general. There-

fore as in [KL16] we have to distinguish the corresponding well-behaved sheaves out from the

corresponding category of all the corresponding pseudocoherent sheaves.

Proposition 5.5.21. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.3.10]) As in the previous proposition we

choose some r ∈ (0, r0]. Now assume that the corresponding tower (H•, H+
• ) is noetherian. Now for

any pseudocoherent sheaf M defined above we have the following three statements are equivalent. A.

The first statement is that one can find a sequence of positive integers x1, x2, ... such that for any closed

interval living inside (0, r] the section of the sheaf with respect this closed interval admits a projective

resolution of modules with corresponding ranks bounded by the sequence of integer x1, x2, .... B. The

second statement is that for any locally finite covering of the corresponding interval (0, r] which takes the

corresponding form of {Ii} one can find a sequence of positive integers x1, x2, ... such that for any closed

interval living inside {Ii} the section of the sheaf with respect this closed interval admits a projective

resolution of modules with corresponding ranks bounded by the sequence of integer x1, x2, .... C. Lastly

the third statement is that the corresponding global section is a pseudocoherent module over the ring

Πr
H,A.

Proof. See [KL16, Lemma 5.3.10].
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As in [KL16, Definition 5.3.11] we call the sheaf satisfying the corresponding equivalent

conditions in the proposition above uniform pseudocoherent sheaf. Then we have the follow-

ing analog of [KL16, Lemma 5.3.12]:

Proposition 5.5.22. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.3.12]) The global section functor defines

the corresponding equivalence between the categories of the following two sorts of objects. The first ones

are the corresponding uniform pseudocoherent sheaves over Πr
H,A. The second ones are those pseudoco-

herent modules over the ring Πr
H,A.

Proof. See [KL16, Lemma 5.3.12].

5.5.3 Frobenius Structure and Γ-Structure on Hodge-Iwasawa M odules

Now we consider the corresponding Frobenius actions over the corresponding imperfect rings

we defined before, note that the corresponding Frobenius actions are induced from the cor-

responding imperfect rings in the undeformed situation from [KL16] which is to say that the

Frobenius action on the ring A is actually trivial.

First we consider the corresponding Frobenius modules:

Definition 5.5.23. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.4.2]) Over the period rings ΠH,A or

Π̆H,A (which is denoted by△ in this definition) we define the corresponding ϕa-modules over

△ which are respectively projective, pseudocoherent or fpd to be the corresponding finite pro-

jective, pseudocoherent or fpd modules over △ with further assigned semilinear action of the

operator ϕa. We also require that the modules are complete for the natural topology involved

in our situation and for any module over ΠH,A to be some base change of some module over

Πr
H,A (which will be defined in the following). We also require that the modules are complete

for the natural topology involved in our situation and any module over Π̃H,A to be some base

change of some module over Π̃r
H,A (which will be defined in the following).

Definition 5.5.24. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.4.2]) Over each rings△ = Πr
H,A, Π̆r

H,A

we define the corresponding projective, pseudocoherent or fpd ϕa-module over any △ to

be the corresponding finite projective, pseudocoherent or fpd module M over △ with addi-

tionally endowed semilinear Frobenius action from ϕa such that we have the isomorphism

ϕa∗M
∼
→ M ⊗� where the ring � is one △ = Π

r/p
H,A, Π̆

r/p
H,A. Also as in [KL16, Definition 5.4.2]
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we assume that the module over Πr
H,A is then complete for the natural topology and the corre-

sponding base change to ΠI
H,A for any interval which is assumed to be closed I ⊂ [0, r) gives

rise to a module over ΠI
H,A with specified conditions which will be specified below. Also as in

[KL16, Definition 5.4.2] we assume that the module over Π̃r
H,A is then complete for the natu-

ral topology and the corresponding base change to Π̃I
H,A for any interval which is assumed to

be closed I ⊂ [0, r) gives rise to a module over Π̃I
H,A with specified conditions which will be

specified below.

Definition 5.5.25. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.4.2]) Again as in

[KL16, Definition 5.4.2], we define the corresponding projective, pseudocoherent and fpd ϕa-

modules over ring Π
[s,r]
H,A or Π̆

[s,r]
H,A to be the finite projective, pseudocoherent and fpd modules

(which will be denoted by M) over Π
[s,r]
H,A or Π̆

[s,r]
H,A respectively additionally endowed with semi-

linear Frobenius action from ϕa with the following isomorphisms:

ϕa∗M⊗
Π

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
H,A

Π
[s,rp−ah]
H,A

∼
→ M⊗

Π
[s,r]
H,A

Π
[s,rp−ah]
H,A (5.5.21)

and

ϕa∗M⊗
Π̆

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
R,A

Π̆
[s,rp−ah]
R,A

∼
→ M⊗

Π̆
[s,r]
R,A

Π̆
[s,rp−ah]
R,A . (5.5.22)

(5.5.23)

We now assume that the modules are complete with respect to the natural topology and étale

stably pseudocoherent.

Also one can further define the corresponding bundles carrying semilinear Frobenius in our

context as in the situation of [KL16, Definition 5.4.10]:

Definition 5.5.26. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.4.10]) Over the ring Πr
H,A or Π̆r

H,A

we define a corresponding projective, pseudocoherent and fpd Frobenius bundle to be a family

(MI)I of finite projective, étale stably pseudocoherent and étale stably fpd modules over each

ΠI
H,A or Π̆I

H,A respectively carrying the natural Frobenius action coming from the operator ϕa

such that for any two involved intervals having the relation I ⊂ J we have:

MJ ⊗Π
J
H,A

ΠI
H,A

∼
→ MI

and

MJ ⊗Π̆
J
H,A

Π̆I
H,A

∼
→ MI
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with the obvious cocycle condition. Here we have to propose condition on the intervals that

for each I = [s, u] involved we have s ≤ u/pah. Then as in [KL16, Definition 5.4.10], we can

consider the corresponding direct 2-limit to achieve the corresponding objects in the categories

over full Robba rings.

We can then compare the corresponding objects defined above:

Proposition 5.5.27. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.4.11])

I. Consider the following objects for some radius r0 in our situation. The first group of objects are those

finite projective ϕa-modules over the Robba ring Π
r0
H,A. The second group of objects are those finite

projective ϕa-bundles over the Robba ring Π
r0
H,A. The third group of objects are those finite projective

ϕa-modules over the Robba ring Π
[s,r]
H,A for some [s, r] ∈ (0, r0). Then we have that the corresponding

categories of the three groups of objects are equivalent.

II. Consider the following objects for some radius r0 in our situation. The first group of objects are those

pseudocoherent ϕa-modules over the Robba ring Π
r0
H,A. The second group of objects are those pseudo-

coherent ϕa-bundles over the Robba ring Π
r0
H,A. The third group of objects are those pseudocoherent

ϕa-modules over the Robba ring Π
[s,r]
H,A for some [s, r] ∈ (0, r0). Then we have that the corresponding

categories of the three groups of objects are equivalent.

III. Consider the following objects for some radius r0 in our situation. The first group of objects are those

finite projective dimensional ϕa-modules over the Robba ring Π
r0
H,A. The second group of objects are

those finite projective dimensional ϕa-bundles over the Robba ring Π
r0
H,A. The third group of objects are

those finite projective dimensional ϕa-modules over the Robba ring Π
[s,r]
H,A for some [s, r] ∈ (0, r0). Then

we have that the corresponding categories of the three groups of objects are equivalent.

Proof. See the proof of [KL16, Lemma 5.4.11]. In our situation we need to use the corresponding

proposition 5.5.17 to prove the corresponding equivalences between the corresponding cate-

gories of bundles in the second groups and modules in the third groups. The correspond-

ing equivalences between the corresponding categories of bundles in the second groups and

modules in the first groups are following [KL16, Lemma 5.4.11] after applying the Frobenius

pullbacks to compare those sections over different intervals, and note that we have the corre-

sponding uniform pseudocoherent objects in our development above which actually restricts

further to the finite projective objects as in [KL16, Proposition 2.7.16].

Now we define the corresponding Γ-modules over the period rings attached to the tower
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(H•, H+
• ). The corresponding structures are actually abstractly defined in the same way as in

[KL16]. First we consider the deformation of the corresponding complex ∗H• for any ring ∗ in

setting 5.5.4.

Assumption 5.5.28. Recall that the corresponding tower is called decompleting if it is weakly

decompleting, finite étale on each finite level and having the exact sequence ϕ−1H′H•/H′H• is

exact. We now assume that the tower (H•, H+
• ) is then decompleting.

Setting 5.5.29. Assume now Γ is a topological group as in [KL16, Definition 5.5.5] acting on

the corresponding period rings in the setting 5.5.3 in the original context of setting 5.5.3. Then

we consider the corresponding induced continous action over the corresponding deformed

version in our context namely in setting 5.5.4. Assume now that the tower is Galois with the

corresponding Galois group Γ.

Definition 5.5.30. We now consider the corresponding inhomogeneous continuous cocycles of

the group Γ, as in [KL16, Definition 5.5.5] we use the following notation to denote the corre-

sponding complex extracted from a single tower for a given period ring ∗H,A in setting 5.5.4 for

each k > 0:

∗Hk,A := Ccon(Γ
k, ∗H)⊗̂♯?

where ♯ = Qp, Zp and ? = A, oA respectively, which forms the corresponding complex (∗H•,A, d•)

with the corresponding differential as in [KL16, Definition 5.5.5] in the sense of continuous

group cohomology.

Definition 5.5.31. Having established the corresponding meaning of the Γ-structure we now

consider the corresponding definition of Γ-modules. Such modules called the corresponding

Γ-modules are defined over the corresponding rings in setting 5.5.4. Again we allow the cor-

responding modules to be finite projective, or pseudocoherent or fpd over the rings in set-

ting 5.5.4. And the modules are defined to be carrying the corresponding continuous semilinear

action from the group Γ.

Proposition 5.5.32. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Corollary 5.6.5])

The complex ϕ−1Π
[sp−h,rp−h]
H•≥n,A /Π

[s,r]
H•≥n,A and the complex Π̃

[s,r]
H•≥n,A/Π

[s,r]
H•≥n,A are strict exact for any trunca-

tion index n. The corresponding radii satisfy the corresponding relation 0 < s ≤ r ≤ r0.

Proof. See [KL16, Corollary 5.6.5], and consider the corresponding Schauder basis of A.
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Proposition 5.5.33. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.6.6]) The complex

M⊗
Π

[s,r]
H,A

ϕ−(ℓ+1)Π
[sp−h(ℓ+1),rp−h(ℓ+1)]
H•,A /ϕ−ℓΠ

[sp−hℓ,rp−hℓ]
H•,A

and the complex

M⊗
Π

[s,r]
H,A

Π̃
[s,r]
H•,A/ϕ−ℓΠ

[sp−h(ℓ),rp−h(ℓ)]
H•,A

are strict exact for any truncation index n. The corresponding radii satisfy the corresponding relation

0 < s ≤ r ≤ r0, and ℓ is bigger than some existing truncated integer ℓ0 ≥ 0. Here M is any Γ-module

in our context.

Proof. See [KL16, Lemma 5.6.6].

Proposition 5.5.34. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.6.9]) With the corresponding notations

as above we have that the corresponding base change from the ring taking the form of Π̆
[s,r]
H,A to the ring

taking the form of Π̃
[s,r]
H,A establishes the corresponding equivalence on the corresponding categories of

Γ-modules.

Proof. This is a relative version of the corresponding result in [KL16, Lemma 5.6.9] we adapt

the corresponding argument here. Indeed the corresponding fully faithfulness comes from

the previous proposition the idea to prove the corresponding essential surjectivity comes from

writing the module M (the corresponding differential) over the ring taking form of Π̃
[s,r]
H,A as

the base change from ϕ−k(Π
[s,r]
H,A) of a module M0 (the corresponding differential) after the

corresponding [KL16, Lemma 5.6.8]. Then as in [KL16] we consider the corresponding norms

on the corresponding M and the base change of M0 which could be controlled up to some

constant which could be further modified to be zero by reducing each time positive amount of

constant from the constant represented by the difference of the norms.

Definition 5.5.35. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2]) Over the period rings ΠH,A or

Π̆H,A (which is denoted by △ in this definition) we define the corresponding (ϕa, Γ)-modules

over△ which are respectively projective, pseudocoherent or fpd to be the corresponding finite

projective, pseudocoherent or fpd Γ-modules over△with further assigned semilinear action of

the operator ϕa with the isomorphism defined by using the Frobenius. We also require that the

modules are complete for the natural topology involved in our situation and for any module

over ΠH,A to be some base change of some module over Πr
H,A (which will be defined in the

following).
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Definition 5.5.36. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2]) Over each rings△ = Πr
H,A, Π̆r

H,A

we define the corresponding projective, pseudocoherent or fpd (ϕa, Γ)-module over any △ to

be the corresponding finite projective, pseudocoherent or fpd Γ-module M over △ with ad-

ditionally endowed semilinear Frobenius action from ϕa such that we have the isomorphism

ϕa∗M
∼
→ M ⊗� where the ring � is one △ = Π

r/p
H,A, Π̆

r/p
H,A. Also as in [KL16, Definition 5.7.2]

we assume that the module over Πr
H,A is then complete for the natural topology and the corre-

sponding base change to ΠI
H,A for any interval which is assumed to be closed I ⊂ [0, r) gives

rise to a module over ΠI
H,A with specified conditions which will be specified below.

Definition 5.5.37. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2]) Again as in

[KL16, Definition 5.7.2], we define the corresponding projective, pseudocoherent and fpd (ϕa, Γ)-

modules over ring Π
[s,r]
H,A or Π̆

[s,r]
H,A to be the finite projective, pseudocoherent and fpd Γ-modules

(which will be denoted by M) over Π
[s,r]
H,A or Π̆

[s,r]
H,A respectively additionally endowed with semi-

linear Frobenius action from ϕa with the following isomorphisms:

ϕa∗M⊗
Π

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
H,A

Π
[s,rp−ah]
H,A

∼
→ M⊗

Π
[s,r]
H,A

Π
[s,rp−ah]
H,A (5.5.24)

and

ϕa∗M⊗
Π̆

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
R,A

Π̆
[s,rp−ah]
R,A

∼
→ M⊗

Π̆
[s,r]
R,A

Π̆
[s,rp−ah]
R,A . (5.5.25)

(5.5.26)

We also require the corresponding topological conditions as we considered in the Frobenius

module situation.

Definition 5.5.38. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2]) Over the ring

Πr
H,A or Π̆r

H,A we define a corresponding projective, pseudocoherent and fpd (ϕa, Γ) bundle to

be a family (MI)I of finite projective, pseudocoherent and fpd Γ-modules over each ΠI
H,A or

Π̆I
H,A respectively carrying the natural Frobenius action coming from the operator ϕa such that

for any two involved intervals having the relation I ⊂ J we have:

MJ ⊗Π
J
H,A

ΠI
H,A

∼
→ MI

and

MJ ⊗Π̆
J
H,A

Π̆I
H,A

∼
→ MI
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with the obvious cocycle condition. Here we have to propose condition on the intervals that for

each I = [v, u] involved we have v ≤ u/pah. We put the corresponding topological conditions

as before when we consider the corresponding Frobenius bundles. And one can take the cor-

responding 2-limit in the direct sense to define the corresponding objects over the full Robba

rings.

Definition 5.5.39. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2]) Over the period rings Π̃H,A (which

is denoted by△ in this definition) we define the corresponding (ϕa, Γ)-modules over△ which

are respectively projective, pseudocoherent or fpd to be the corresponding finite projective,

pseudocoherent or fpd Γ-modules over△with further assigned semilinear action of the opera-

tor ϕa with the isomorphism defined by using the Frobenius. We also require that the modules

are complete for the natural topology involved in our situation and for any module over Π̃H,A

to be some base change of some module over Π̃r
H,A (which will be defined in the following).

Definition 5.5.40. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2]) Over each ring △ = Π̃r
H,A we

define the corresponding projective, pseudocoherent or fpd (ϕa, Γ)-module over any △ to be

the corresponding finite projective, pseudocoherent or fpd Γ-module M over △ with addi-

tionally endowed semilinear Frobenius action from ϕa such that we have the isomorphism

ϕa∗M
∼
→ M ⊗� where the ring � is one △ = Π̃

r/p
H,A. Also as in [KL16, Definition 5.7.2] we

assume that the module over Π̃r
H,A is then complete for the natural topology and the corre-

sponding base change to Π̃I
H,A for any interval which is assumed to be closed I ⊂ [0, r) gives

rise to a module over Π̃I
H,A with specified conditions which will be specified below.

Definition 5.5.41. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2]) Again as in [KL16, Definition

5.7.2], we define the corresponding projective, pseudocoherent and fpd (ϕa, Γ)-modules over

ring Π̃
[s,r]
H,A to be the finite projective, pseudocoherent and fpd Γ-modules (which will be denoted

by M) over Π̃
[s,r]
H,A additionally endowed with semilinear Frobenius action from ϕa with the

following isomorphisms:

ϕa∗M⊗
Π̃

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
H,A

Π̃
[s,rp−ah]
H,A

∼
→ M⊗

Π̃
[s,r]
H,A

Π̃
[s,rp−ah]
H,A . (5.5.27)

We also require the corresponding topological conditions as we considered in the Frobenius

module situation.

Definition 5.5.42. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2]) Over the ring

Π̃r
H,A we define a corresponding projective, pseudocoherent and fpd (ϕa, Γ) bundle to be a fam-
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ily (MI)I of finite projective, pseudocoherent and fpd Γ-modules over each Π̃I
H,A carrying the

natural Frobenius action coming from the operator ϕa such that for any two involved intervals

having the relation I ⊂ J we have:

MJ ⊗Π̃
J
H,A

Π̃I
H,A

∼
→ MI

with the obvious cocycle condition. Here we have to propose condition on the intervals that for

each I = [v, u] involved we have v ≤ u/pah. We put the corresponding topological conditions

as before when we consider the corresponding Frobenius bundles. And one can take the cor-

responding 2-limit in the direct sense to define the corresponding objects over the full Robba

rings.

Remark 5.5.43. In the following proposition, we assume that the corresponding ring Π̃
[s,r]

H
′
∞,A

is

sheafy.

Proposition 5.5.44. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Theorem 5.7.5]) We have now the following cate-

gories are equivalence for the corresponding radii 0 < s ≤ r ≤ r0 (with the further requirement as in

[KL16, Theorem 5.7.5] that s ∈ (0, r/q]):

1. The category of all the finite projective sheaves over the ring Π̃Spa(H0,H+
0 ),A, carrying the ϕa-action;

2. The category of all the finite projective sheaves over the ring Π̃r
Spa(H0,H+

0 ),A
, carrying the ϕa-action;

3. The category of all the finite projective sheaves over the ring Π̃
[s,r]
Spa(H0,H+

0 ),A
, carrying the ϕa-action.

Then we have the second group of categories which are equvalent:

4. The category of all the finite projective quasi-coherent sheaves over corresponding adic Fargues-

Fontaine curve in the deformed setting FF
H
′
∞,A, carrying the corresponding action from the group Γ

which is assumed to be semilinear and continuous over each section over any affinoid subspace of the

whole space which is assumed to be Γ-invariant;

5. The category of all the finite projective modules over the ring ΠH,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

6. The category of all the finite projective bundles over the ring ΠH,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

7. The category of all the finite projective modules over the ring Π̆H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

8. The category of all the finite projective bundles over the ring Π̆H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

9. The category of all the finite projective modules over the ring Π̆
[s,r]
H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

10. The category of all the finite projective modules over the ring Π̃H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

11. The category of all the finite projective bundles over the ring Π̃H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

308



12. The category of all the finite projective modules over the ring Π̃
[s,r]
H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action.

Proof. The corresponding comparisons on the sheaves and bundles in 1-4 and 10-12 are derived

in the corresponding context in the perfect setting as what we did in the previous sections. The

rest ones are proved exactly the same as [KL16, Theorem 5.7.5] by using our development.

Remark 5.5.45. This proposition generalizes the corresponding results in [KP] including the

situation therein considered by Chojecki-Gaisin, while note that we have also included the

situation in the equal characteristic situation.

Furthermore if one considers the corresponding context where the ring H′H is further as-

sumed to be F-(finite projective) then we can discuss the level of pseudocoherent objects.

Lemma 5.5.46. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.8.7]) For any radii in our situation namely

0 < s ≤ r ≤ r0 we have the following isomorphism:

Π̃
[s,r]
H,A

∼
→ Π

[s,r]
H,A ⊕ (⊕∞

ℓ=0ϕ−(ℓ+1)Π
[sp−h(ℓ+1),rp−h(ℓ+1)]
H,A /ϕ−ℓΠ

[sp−hℓ,rp−hℓ]
H,A )∧.

Proof. This is by considering the Schauder basis of A. See [KL16, Lemma 5.8.7].

Corollary 5.5.47.

(After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Corollary 5.8.8, Corollary 5.8.11]) The map for the radii as in the pre-

vious lemma is 2-pseudoflat:

Π
[s,r]
H,A → Π̃

[s,r]
H,A.

Also we have that the corresponding base change along this map will preserve the corresponding étale

stably pseudocoherence.

Lemma 5.5.48. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.8.14]) The complex

M⊗
Π

[s,r]
H,A

ϕ−(ℓ+1)Π
[sp−h(ℓ+1),rp−h(ℓ+1)]
H•,A /ϕ−ℓΠ

[sp−hℓ,rp−hℓ]
H•,A

and the complex

M⊗
Π

[s,r]
H,A

Π̃
[s,r]
H•,A/ϕ−ℓΠ

[sp−h(ℓ),rp−h(ℓ)]
H•,A

are strict exact for any truncation index n. The corresponding radii satisfy the corresponding relation

0 < s ≤ r ≤ r0, and ℓ is bigger than some existing truncated integer ℓ0 ≥ 0. Here M is any

pseudocoherent Γ-module in our context.

309



Proposition 5.5.49. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.8.17]) The corresponding base change along

the following map is fully faithful for the corresponding pseudocoherent modules carrying the corre-

sponding structure of Γ-action:

Π̆
[s,r]
H,A → Π̃

[s,r]
H,A.

The image in the essential sense consists of those modules descending to the corresponding ring in the

domain of this map when forgetting the corresponding Γ-action.

Proof. See [KL16, Lemma 5.8.17].

Proposition 5.5.50. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.9.2]) Keep the notations as above. For

any finitely generated in general module over the ring Π̃
[s,r]
H,A carrying the action of Γ, one can find

another module over Π̆
[s,r]
H,A which is now pseudocoherent carrying the action of Γ which covers the

previous module through a surjective map after taking the corresponding base change to the ring Π̃
[s,r]
H,A.

Proof. As in the proof of [KL16, Lemma 5.9.2], one can prove this in the similar fashion by

considering the corresponding isomorphism respecting the cocycle requirement coming from

the free module Λ̃ in the presentation of a given module ∆̃ over the perfect Robba ring:

Λ̃⊗i0,0 Π̃
[s,r]
H0,A → Λ̃⊗i0,1 Π̃

[s,r]
H1,A

coming from our prescribed Γ-action on the module ∆̃ over the perfect Robba ring in the way

that one considers a converging sequence of different desired lifts (as in [KL16, Lemma 5.6.9])

of

Λ⊗i0,0 Π̆
[s,r]
H0,A → Λ⊗i0,1 Π̆

[s,r]
H1,A.

To get the corresponding desired covering of ∆̃ one considers the corresponding finitely gen-

erated submodule of the corresponding kernel of the map from Λ to ∆̃ then take the quotient

of Λ through this corresponding submodule. Note that in our situation the ring Π̆
[s,r]
H,A is also

coherent which finishes the proof as in [KL16, Lemma 5.9.2].

Proposition 5.5.51. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Theorem 5.9.4]) We have now the following cate-

gories are equivalence for the corresponding radii 0 < s ≤ r ≤ r0 (with the further requirement as in

[KL16, Theorem 5.7.5] that s ∈ (0, r/q]):

1. The category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the ring Π̃Spa(H0,H+
0 ),A, carrying the ϕa-action;

2. The category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the ring Π̃r
Spa(H0,H+

0 ),A, carrying the ϕa-action;
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3. The category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the ring Π̃
[s,r]

Spa(H∞,H
+
∞),A

, carrying the ϕa-action.

Then we have the second group of categories which are equvalent:

4. The category of all the pseudocoherent quasi-coherent sheaves over corresponding adic Fargues-

Fontaine curve in the deformed setting FF
H
′
∞,A, carrying the corresponding action from the group Γ

which is assumed to be semilinear and continuous over each section over any affinoid subspace of the

whole space which is assumed to be Γ-invariant;

5. The category of all the pseudocoherent modules over the ring ΠH,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

6. The category of all the pseudocoherent bundles over the ring ΠH,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

7. The category of all the pseudocoherent modules over the ring Π̆H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

8. The category of all the pseudocoherent bundles over the ring Π̆H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

9. The category of all the pseudocoherent modules over the ring Π̆
[s,r]
H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

10. The category of all the pseudocoherent modules over the ring Π̃H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

11. The category of all the pseudocoherent bundles over the ring Π̃H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

12. The category of all the pseudocoherent modules over the ring Π̃
[s,r]
H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action.

Proof. This is by using the A-relative version of [KL16, Lemma 5.9.3] which states that actually

the base change functor along

Π̆
[s,r]
H,A → Π̃

[s,r]
H,A

is then not only fully faithful on the category of pseudocoherent objects as above but also es-

sential surjective. Indeed by the previous proposition in our situation we have that a surjective

covering of any module Λ̃ over Π̃
[s,r]
H,A:

Λ̃′ → Λ̃→ 0

where Λ̃′ descend to the ring Π̆
[s,r]
H,A carrying Γ-action. Then by applying the same process

above to the corresponding kernel of the covering above we have another exact sequence in

the following form:

Λ̃′′ → Λ̃′ → Λ̃→ 0

Here Λ̃′ and Λ̃ are finitely presented as in [KL16, Lemma 5.9.3]. Then we can now consider the

corresponding cokernel of the map Λ̃′′ → Λ̃′ which will present a corresponding desired object

carrying Γ-action over the ring Π̆
[s,r]
H,A which is again pseudocoherent in our context.
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5.6 Organizaion of Noncommutative Setting

5.6.1 Noncommutative Period Rings in Perfect Setting

Now we assume A to be some noncommutative Banach affinoid algebra over the local fields

we consider above. Examples of such rings could be coming from the corresponding context

of [Soi1], or the corresponding noncommutative Fréchet-Stein algebras as in [ST1]. We will use

the notation E{Z1, ..., Zn} to denote the corresponding noncommutative non-noetherian Tate

algebra as in the commutative setting.

Remark 5.6.1. The noncommutative consideration is not quite new, for instance the aspects

rooted in [Zah1], [Wit1] and [Wit2] (and even [KL16]), but obviously the corresponding non-

commutative setting is more complicated than the corresponding commutative setting which

we discussed extensively in the previous context, therefore we do not have the chance to reach

all the corresponding noncommutative version of the results above.

Remark 5.6.2. We choose to closely in some parallel way present the corresponding construc-

tion in the noncommutative setting, which is parallel in some aspects to the commutative set-

ting we presented above. We definitely won’t have the chance to see the complete picture as

in the commutative setting and even more consideration and effort has to be made during the

corresponding development.

We first deform the corresponding constructions in [KL16, Definition 4.1.1]:

Definition 5.6.3. We first consider the corresponding deformation of the above rings over

Qp{Z1, ..., Zd}. We are going to use the notation Wπ(R)Qp{Z1,...,Zd} to denote the complete tensor

product of Wπ(R) with the Tate algebra Qp{Z1, ..., Zd} consisting of all the element taking the

form as:

∑
k≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0

πk[xk,i1,...,id
]Zi1

1 Zi2
2 ...Zid

d

over which we have the Gauss norm ‖.‖αr,Qp{Z1,...Zd}
for any r > 0 which is defined by:

‖.‖αr,Qp{Z1,...Zd}
( ∑

k≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0
πk[xk,i1,...,id

]Zi1
1 Zi2

2 ...Zid

d ) := sup
k≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0

p−kα(xk,i1,...,id
)r.

Then we define the corresponding convergent rings:

Ω̃int
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

= Wπ(R)Qp{Z1,...,Zd}, Ω̃R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd} = Wπ(R)Qp{Z1,...,Zd}[1/π].
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Then as in the previous setting we define the corresponding Qp{Z1, ..., Zd}-relative integral

Robba ring Π̃
int,r
R,Qp{Z1,...Zd}

as the completion of the ring Wπ(R+)Qp{Z1,...,Zd}[[R]] by using the

Gauss norm defined above. Then one can take the corresponding union of all Π̃
int,r
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

throughout all r > 0 to define the integral Robba ring Π̃int
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

. For the bounded Robba

rings we just set Π̃
bd,r
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

= Π̃
int,r
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

[1/π] and taking the union throughout all r > 0

to define the corresponding ring Π̃bd
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

. Then we define the corresponding Robba ring

Π̃I
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

with respect to some interval I ⊂ (0, ∞) by taking the Fréchet completion of

Wπ(R+)Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
[[R]][1/π] with respect to all the norms ‖.‖αr,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

for all r ∈ I which

means that the corresponding equivalence classes in the completion procedure will be simulta-

neously Cauchy with respect to all the norms ‖.‖αr,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
for all r ∈ I. Then we take suitable

intervals such as (0, r] and (0, ∞) to define the corresponding Robba rings Π̃r
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

and

Π̃∞
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

, respectively. Then taking the union throughout all r > 0 one can define the

corresponding Robba ring Π̃R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}. Again as in [KL16] one can define the corresponding

integral rings of the similar types.

Then one can define the corresponding period rings in our context deformed over some

affinoid A which is isomorphic to some quotient of Qp{Z1, ...Zd}, again deforming from the

context of [KL16, Definition 4.1.1].

Definition 5.6.4. In the characteristic 0, we define the following period rings:

Ω̃int
R,A, Ω̃R,A, Π̃

int,r
R,A , Π̃

bd,r
R,A , Π̃I

R,A, Π̃r
R,A, Π̃∞

R,A

by taking the suitable quotient of the following period rings defined above:

Ω̃int
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

,Ω̃R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}, Π̃
int,r
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

, Π̃
bd,r
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

, Π̃I
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

, (5.6.1)

Π̃r
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

, Π̃∞
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

(5.6.2)

with respect to the structure of the affinoid algebra A in the sense of Tate. Therefore they carry

the corresponding quotient seminorms of the above Gauss norms defined in the previous def-

inition, note that these are not something induced from the corresponding spectral seminorms

from A chosen at the very beginning of our study. We use the notation ‖.‖αr,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
to de-

note the corresponding quotient Gauss norm which induces then the corresponding spectral

seminorm ‖.‖αr,A for each r > 0. Then we define the corresponding period rings:

Π̃int
R,A, Π̃bd

R,A, Π̃R,A (5.6.3)
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by taking suitable union throughout all r > 0.

Definition 5.6.5. In positive characteristic situation, when we are working over general affinoid

algebra A, we use the same notations as in the previous definition, but by using W(R)Fp [[η]]{Z1,...,Zd}

and W(R)A as the starting rings, namely here A is isomorphic to a quotient of Fp((η)){Z1, ..., Zd}.

Again the corresponding Tate algebra is defined in term of free variables.

Then we can define the following affinoid deformations (after [KL16, Definition 4.1.1] in the

flavor as above):

Definition 5.6.6. Consider now the base change Wπ,∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}(R) which is defined now to be

the completed tensor product (Wπ(R)⊗̂OE
OE∞

)⊗̂Qp
Qp{Z1, ..., Zd}. Then the point is that each

element in this ring admits a unique expression taking the form of

∑n∈Z[1/p]≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0 πn[xn,i1,...,id
]Zi1

1 ...Zid

d

which allows us to perform the construction mentioned above. First we can define for some

radius r > 0 the corresponding period ring Π̃
int,r
R,∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

by taking the completion of the ring

Wπ,∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}(R+)[[R]]

with respect to the following Gauss type norm:

‖.‖αr ( ∑
n∈Z[1/p]≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0

πn[xn,i1,...,id
]Zi1

1 ...Zid

d ) := sup
n∈Z[1/p]≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0

{p−nα(xn,i1,...,id
)r}.

Then we can define the union Π̃int
R,∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

throughout all the radius r > 0. Then we just

define the bounded Robba ring Π̃
bd,r
R,∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

by Π̃
int,r
R,∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

[1/π] and also we could de-

fine the union Π̃bd
R,∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

throughout all the radius r > 0. Then for any interval in (0, ∞)

which is denoted by I we can define the corresponding Robba rings Π̃I
R,∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

by taking

the Fréchet completion of

Wπ,∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}(R+)[[R]][1/π]

with respect to all the norms ‖.‖αt for all t ∈ I. Then by taking suitable specified intervals one

can define the rings Π̃r
R,∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

and Π̃∞
R,∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

as before, and finally one can define

the corresponding union Π̃R,∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd} throughout all the radius r > 0. Again we have the

corresponding integral version of the rings defined over E∞ as [KL16]. Finally over A we can

define in the same way as above to deform all the rings over E∞, and we do not repeat the

construction again.
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5.6.2 Basic Properties of Period Rings

Then we do some reality checks over the investigation of the properties of the above period

rings in the style taken in [KL15, Section 5.2] and [KL16].

Proposition 5.6.7. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.1]) The function t 7→ ‖x‖αt,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

for x ∈ Π̃r
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

is continuous log convex for the corresponding variable t ∈ (0, r] for any r > 0.

Proof. Adapt the corresponding argument in the proof of 5.2.1 of [KL15, Lemma 5.2.1] to our sit-

uation we then first look at the situation where the element is just of the form of πk[xk,i1,...,id
]Zi1

1 ...Zid

d

where the corresponding norm function in terms of t > 0 is just affine. Then one focuses on the

finite sums of these kind of elements which gives rise to to the log convex directly. Finally by

taking the approximation we get the desired result.

Proposition 5.6.8. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.2]) For any element x ∈ Π̃R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

we have that x ∈ Π̃bd
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

if and only if we have the situation where x actually lives in Π̃r
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

(for some specific r > 0) such that x itself is bounded under the norm ‖.‖αt,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
for each t ∈ (0, r].

Proof. One direction of the proof is easy, so we only choose to present the proof of the impli-

cation in the other direction as in the original proof of 5.2.2 of [KL15, Lemma 5.2.2] as in the

following. First choose some radius r > 0 such that the element could be assumed to be living

in the ring Π̃r
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

. The idea is to transfer the original question to the question about

showing the integrality of x when we add some hypothesis on the norm by taking suitable

powers of p (since the norm is bounded for each t ∈ (0, r] so we are reduced to the situation

where the norm is bounded by 1). Then we argue as in [KL15, Lemma 5.2.2] to choose some

approximating sequence {xi} living in Π̃bd
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

of x. Therefore we have for any j ≥ 1 one

can find then some integer Nj ≥ 1 such that for any i ≥ Nj we have the estimate:

‖.‖αt,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
(xi − x) ≤ p−j, ∀t ∈ [p−jr, r].

Then the idea is to consider the integral decomposition of the element xi which has the form of

∑k=n(xi),i1≥0,i2≥0,...,id≥0 πk[xi,k,i1,...,id
] into the following two parts:

xi := yi + zi (5.6.4)

:= ∑
k=0,i1≥0,i2≥0,...,id≥0

πk[xi,k,i1,...,id
]Zi1

1 ...Zid

d + zi (5.6.5)
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from which we actually have the corresponding estimate over the residual part of the decom-

position above:

‖.‖
αp−jr,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

(πk[xi,k,i1,...,id
]Zi1

1 ...Zid

d ) ≤ 1, ∀k < 0

which implies by direct computation:

αp−jr(xi,k,i1,...,id
) ≤ pk (5.6.6)

α(xi,k,i1,...,id
) ≤ pkpj/r (5.6.7)

which implies that we have the following estimate:

‖.‖αr,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
(xi − yi) ≤ p−k pkpjr/r (5.6.8)

≤ p1−pj
(5.6.9)

which implies that yi → x under the norm ‖.‖αr,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
which furthermore under the norm

‖.‖αr,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
due the property of the norm, which finishes the proof of the desired result.

Proposition 5.6.9. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Corollary 5.2.3]) We have the following identity:

(Π̃R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd})
× = (Π̃bd

R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
)×.

Proof. See 5.2.3 of [KL15, Corollary 5.2.3].

Proposition 5.6.10. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.6]) For any 0 < r1 ≤ r2 we have the

following equality on the corresponding period rings:

Π̃
int,r1
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

⋂
Π̃

[r1,r2]
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

= Π̃
int,r2
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

.

Proof. We adapt the argument in [KL15, Lemma 5.2.6] 5.2 to prove this in the situation where

r1 < r2 (otherwise this is trivial), again one direction is easy where we only present the impli-

cation in the other direction. We take any element

x ∈ Π̃
int,r1
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

⋂
Π̃

[r1,r2]
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

and take suitable approximating elements {xi} living in the bounded Robba ring such that for

any j ≥ 1 one can find some integer Nj ≥ 1 we have whenever i ≥ Nj we have the following

estimate:

‖.‖αt,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
(xi − x) ≤ p−j, ∀t ∈ [r1, r2].

Then we consider the corresponding decomposition of xi for each i = 1, 2, ... into a form having

integral part and the rational part xi = yi + zi by setting
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yi = ∑k=0,i1,...,id
πk[xi,k,i1,...,id

]Zi1
1 ...Zid

d

out of

xi = ∑k=n(xi),i1,...,id
πk[xi,k,i1,...,id

]Zi1
1 ...Zid

d .

Note that by our initial hypothesis we have that the element x lives in the ring Π̃
int,r1
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

which further implies that

‖.‖αr1 ,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
(πk[xi,k,i1,...,id

]Zi1
1 ...Zid

d ) ≤ p−j.

Therefore we have α(xi,k,i1,...,id
) ≤ p(k−j)/r1 directly from this through computation, which im-

plies that then:

‖.‖αr2 ,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
(πk[xi,k,i1,...,id

]Zi1
1 ...Zid

d ) ≤ p−k p(k−j)r2/r1 (5.6.10)

≤ p1+(1−j)r1/r1 . (5.6.11)

Then one can read off the result directly from this estimate since under this estimate we can

have the chance to modify the original approximating sequence {xi} by {yi}which are initially

chosen to be in the integral Robba ring, which implies that actually the element x lives in the

right-hand side of the identity in the statement of the proposition.

Proposition 5.6.11. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.6]) For any 0 < r1 ≤ r2 we have the

following equality on the corresponding period rings:

Π̃
int,r1
R,A

⋂
Π̃

[r1,r2]
R,A = Π̃

int,r2
R,A .

Here A is some noncommutative Banach affinoid algebra over Qp.

Proof. See the proof of proposition 5.5.7.

Then we have the following analog of the corresponding result of [KL15, Lemma 5.2.8]:

Proposition 5.6.12. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.8]) Consider now in our situation the

radii 0 < r1 ≤ r2, and consider any element x ∈ Π̃
[r1,r2]
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

. Then we have that for each

n ≥ 1 one can decompose x into the form of x = y + z such that y ∈ πnΠ̃
int,r2
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

with

z ∈
⋂

r≥r2
Π̃

[r1,r]
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

with the following estimate for each r ≥ r2:

‖.‖αr,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
(z) ≤ p(1−n)(1−r/r2) ‖.‖αr2 ,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

(z)r/r2 .
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Proof. As in [KL15, Lemma 5.2.8] and in the proof of our previous proposition we first consider

those elements x lives in the bounded Robba rings which could be expressed in general as

∑k=n(x),i1,...,id
πk[xk,i1,...,id

]Zi1
1 ...Zid

d .

In this situation the corresponding decomposition is very easy to come up with, namely we

consider the corresponding yi as the corresponding series:

∑
k≥n,i1,...,id

πk[xk,i1,...,id
]Zi1

1 ...Zid

d

which give us the desired result since we have in this situation when focusing on each single

term:

‖.‖αr,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
(πk[xk,i1,...,id

]Zi1
1 ...Zid

d ) = p−kα(xk,i1,...,id
)r (5.6.12)

= p−k(1−r/r2) ‖.‖αr2 ,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
(πk[xk,i1,...,id

]Zi1
1 ...Zid

d )
r/r2 (5.6.13)

≤ p(1−n)(1−r/r2) ‖.‖αr2 ,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
(πk[xk,i1,...,id

]Zi1
1 ...Zid

d )
r/r2 (5.6.14)

for all those suitable k. Then to tackle the more general situation we consider the approximating

sequence consisting of all the elements in the bounded Robba ring as in the usual situation con-

sidered in [KL15, Lemma 5.2.8], namely we inductively construct the following approximating

sequence just as:

‖.‖αr,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
(x− x0 − ...− xi) ≤ p−i−1 ‖.‖αr,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

(x), i = 0, 1, ..., r ∈ [r1, r2]. (5.6.15)

Here all the elements xi for each i = 0, 1, ... are living in the bounded Robba ring, which immedi-

ately gives rise to the suitable decomposition as proved in the previous case namely we have for

each i the decomposition xi = yi + zi with the desired conditions as mentioned in the statement

of the proposition. We first take the series summing all the elements yi up for all i = 0, 1, ...,

which first of all converges under the norm ‖.‖αr,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
for all the radius r ∈ [r1, r2], and

also note that all the elements yi within the infinite sum live inside the corresponding integral

Robba ring Π̃
int,r2
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

, which further implies the corresponding convergence ends up in

Π̃
int,r2
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

. For the elements zi where i = 0, 1, ... also sum up to a converging series in the

desired ring since combining all the estimates above we have:

‖.‖αr,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}
(zi) ≤ p(1−n)(1−r/r2) ‖.‖αr2 ,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

(x)r/r2 .
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Proposition 5.6.13. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.10]) We have the following identity:

Π̃
[s1,r1]
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

⋂
Π̃

[s2,r2]
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

= Π̃
[s1,r2]
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

,

here the radii satisfy < s1 ≤ s2 ≤ r1 ≤ r2.

Proof. In our situation one direction is obvious while on the other hand we consider any ele-

ment x in the intersection on the left, then by the previous proposition we have the decomposi-

tion x = y+ z where y ∈ Π̃
int,r1
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

and z ∈ Π̃
[s1,r2]
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

. Then as in [KL15, Lemma 5.2.10]

section 5.2 we look at y = x− z which lives in the intersection:

Π̃
int,r1
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

⋂
Π̃

[s2,r2]
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

= Π̃
int,r2
R,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

which finishes the proof.

Proposition 5.6.14. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.10]) We have the following identity:

Π̃
[s1,r1]
R,A

⋂
Π̃

[s2,r2]
R,A = Π̃

[s1,r2]
R,A ,

here the radii satisfy < s1 ≤ s2 ≤ r1 ≤ r2.

Proof. See the proof of proposition 5.5.7.

Remark 5.6.15. Again this subsection is finished so far only for the situation where E is of

mixed characteristic. But everything uniformly carries over for our original assumption on the

field E and A. We will not repeat the proof again.

5.6.3 Noncommutative Period Rings and Period Sheaves

Setting 5.6.16. We will work in the categories of the pseudocoherent, fpd and finite projective

modules over the period rings defined above. First we specify the Frobenius in our setting. The

rings involved are:

Ω̃int
R,A, Ω̃R,A, Π̃int

R,A, Π̃
int,r
R,A , Π̃bd

R,A, Π̃
bd,r
R,A , Π̃R,A, Π̃r

R,A, Π̃+
R,A, Π̃∞

R,A, Π̃I
R,A. (5.6.16)

We are going to endow these rings with the Frobenius induced by continuation from the Witt

vector part only, which is to say the corresponding Frobenius induced by the ph-power absolute
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Frobenius over R. Note all the rings above are defined by taking the product of△ where each

△ representing one of the following rings (over E):

Ω̃int
R , Ω̃R, Π̃int

R , Π̃
int,r
R , Π̃bd

R , Π̃
bd,r
R , Π̃R, Π̃r

R, Π̃+
R , Π̃∞

R , Π̃I
R (5.6.17)

with the affinoid ring A. The Frobenius acts on A trivially and we assume that the action is

A-linear.

First we consider the following sheafification as in [KL16, Definition 4.4.2]:

Setting 5.6.17. Consider the space X = Spa(R, R+), over this perfectoid space there were

sheaves:

Ω̃int, Ω̃, Π̃int, Π̃int,r, Π̃bd, Π̃bd,r, Π̃, Π̃r, Π̃+, Π̃∞, Π̃I . (5.6.18)

defined over this space through the corresponding adic, étale, pro-étale or v-topology, we con-

sider the corresponding sheaves defined over the same Grothendieck sites but with further

deformed consideration:

Ω̃int
∗,A, Ω̃∗,A, Π̃int

∗,A, Π̃
int,r
∗,A , Π̃bd

∗,A, Π̃
bd,r
∗,A , Π̃∗,A, Π̃r

∗,A, Π̃+
∗,A, Π̃∞

∗,A, Π̃I
∗,A. (5.6.19)

Remark 5.6.18. This is well defined, since we have orthogonal basis for the ring A.

Definition 5.6.19. In our situation we consider the corresponding Frobenius action on the fol-

lowing period rings and sheaves:

Ω̃int
R,A, Ω̃int

R,A, Π̃int
R,A, Π̃bd

R,A, Π̃R,A, Π̃∞
R,A, Ω̃int

∗,A, Π̃int
∗,A, Π̃+

∗,A, Ω̃∗,A, Π̃bd
∗,A, Π̃∞

∗,A, Π̃+
∗,A, Π̃∗,A, (5.6.20)

which is defined by considering the corresponding lift of the absolute Frobenius of ph-power

in characteristic p > 0 induced from R, which will be denoted by ϕ. We then introduce more

general consideration by taking Ea to be some unramified extension of E of degree a divisible

by h, the corresponding Frobenius will be denoted by ϕa.

Then we generalize the corresponding Frobenius modules in [KL16, Definition 4.4.4] to our

situation as in the following.

Definition 5.6.20. Over the period rings and sheaves (each is denoted by △ in this definition)

defined in the previous definition we define as in [KL16, Definition 4.4.4] the corresponding
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ϕa-modules over △ which are respectively projective to be the corresponding finite projetive

modules over△ with further assigned semilinear action of the operator ϕa. Here we define in

our situation the corresponding ϕa-cohomology to be the (hyper)-cohomology of the following

complex:

0 ////// M
ϕ−1

////// M // //// 0.

All modules are right over the noncommutative rings.

Now we define the corresponding modules over the rings which are the domains in the

following morphisms induced from the Frobenius map ϕa:

Π̃
int,r
R,A → Π̃

int,rp−ha

R,A , Π̃
bd,r
R,A → Π̃

bd,rp−ha

R,A , Π̃r
R,A → Π̃

rp−ha

R,A (5.6.21)

Π̃
int,r
∗,A → Π̃

int,rp−ha

∗,A , Π̃
bd,r
∗,A → Π̃

bd,rp−ha

∗,A , Π̃r
∗,A → Π̃

rp−ha

∗,A . (5.6.22)

Definition 5.6.21. Over each rings △ which are the domains in the morphisms as mentioned

just before this definition, we define the corresponding projective ϕa-module over any△ listed

above to be the corresponding finite projective module M over △ with additionally endowed

semilinear Frobenius action from ϕa such that we have the isomorphism ϕa∗M
∼
→ M⊗�where

the ring � is one of the targets listed above. Also the cohomology of any module under this

definition will be defined to be the (hyper)cohomology of the complex in the following form:

0 // //// M
ϕ−1// //// M⊗△ � ////// 0.

All modules are right over the noncommutative rings.

Then we consider the following morphisms of specific period rings induced by the Frobe-

nius.

Π̃
[s,r]
R,A → Π̃

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
R,A (5.6.23)

Π̃
[s,r]
∗,A → Π̃

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
∗,A (5.6.24)

with the corresponding morphisms in the following:

Π̃
[s,r]
R,A → Π̃

[s,rp−ah]
R,A (5.6.25)

Π̃
[s,r]
∗,A → Π̃

[s,rp−ah]
∗,A (5.6.26)

321



Definition 5.6.22. Again as in [KL16, Definition 4.4.4], we define the corresponding projective

ϕa-modules over the domain rings or sheaves of rings in the morphisms just before this defi-

nition to be the finite projective modules (which will be denoted by M) over the domain rings

in the morphism just before this definition additionally endowed with semilinear Frobenius

action from ϕa with the following isomorphisms:

ϕa∗M⊗
Π̃

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
R,A

Π̃
[s,rp−ah]
R,A

∼
→ M⊗

Π̃
[s,r]
R,A

Π̃
[s,rp−ah]
R,A , (5.6.27)

ϕa∗M⊗
Π̃

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
∗,A

Π̃
[s,rp−ah]
∗,A

∼
→ M⊗

Π̃
[s,r]
∗,A

Π̃
[s,rp−ah]
∗,A . (5.6.28)

All modules are right over the noncommutative rings.

Also one can further define the corresponding bundles carrying semilinear Frobenius in our

context as in the situation of [KL16, Definition 4.4.4]:

Definition 5.6.23. Over the ring Π̃R,A we define a corresponding projective Frobenius bundle

to be a family (MI)I of finite projective modules over each Π̃I
R,A carrying the natural Frobenius

action coming from the operator ϕa such that for any two involved intervals having the relation

I ⊂ J we have:

MJ ⊗Π̃
J
R,A

Π̃I
R,A

∼
→ MI

with the obvious cocycle condition. Here we have to propose condition on the intervals that

for each I = [s, r] involved we have s ≤ rpah. All modules are right over the noncommutative

rings.

Then we generalize the comparison of local systems and Frobenius modules in [KL16, The-

orem 4.5.7] to our noncommutative context as in the following:

Theorem 5.6.24. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Theorem 4.5.7]) 1. There is a fully faithful embedding

functor from the category of the projective rightO
E

ϕa
a
⊗̂OA-local systems over Xproét to the following two

categories:

1(a). The category of projective right Frobenius modules over the period sheaf Ω̃int
∗,A over X, Xét, Xproét;

1(b). The category of projective right Frobenius modules over the period sheaf Π̃int
∗,A over X, Xét, Xproét.

Proof. See theorem 5.4.4.

Then as in [KL16, Corollary 4.5.8] we consider the setting of more general adic spaces:
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Proposition 5.6.25. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Corollary 4.5.8]) 1. Let X be a preadic space over

Ea. Then we have that there is fully faithful embedding functor from the category of all the right

O
E

ϕa

a
⊗̂OA-local systems (projective) over X, Xét and Xproét to the category of all the projective right

Frobenius modules over the sheaves over Π̃int
R,A over the corresponding sites;

2. Let X be a preadic space over E∞,a. Then we have that there is fully faithful embedding functor from

the category of all the right O
E

ϕa

∞,a
⊗̂OA-local systems (projective) over X, Xét and Xproét to the category

of all the projective right Frobenius modules over the sheaves over Π̃int
R,∞,A over the corresponding sites.

Proof. For one, apply the previous theorem. For two, repeat the argument in the proof of the

previous theorem.

The following definition is kind of generalization of the corresponding one in [KL16, Defi-

nition 4.5.9]:

Definition 5.6.26. Now over the ring Π̃R,A or Π̃bd
R,A we call the corresponding Frobenius mod-

ules globally étale if they arise from the Frobenius modules over the ring Π̃int
R,A. Now over the

ring Π̃R,∞,A or Π̃bd
R,∞,A we call the corresponding Frobenius modules globally étale if they arise

from the Frobenius modules over the ring Π̃int
R,∞,A.

Now over the sheaf Π̃∗,A or Π̃bd
∗,A we call the corresponding Frobenius modules globally étale if

they arise from the Frobenius modules over the sheaf Π̃int
∗,A. Now over the ring Π̃∗,∞,A or Π̃bd

∗,∞,A

we call the corresponding Frobenius modules globally étale if they arise from the Frobenius

modules over the sheaf Π̃int
∗,∞,A.

Proposition 5.6.27. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Theorem 4.5.11]) 1. Let X be a preadic space over

Ea. Then we have that there is a fully faithful embedding of the category of the corresponding right

E
ϕa

a ⊗̂A-local systems (in the projective setting) into the category of the corresponding projective right

Frobenius ϕa-modules over Π̃∗,A;

2. Let X be a preadic space over E∞,a. Then we have that there is a fully faithful embedding of the cate-

gory of the corresponding right E
ϕa

∞,a⊗̂A-local systems (in the projective setting) into the category of the

corresponding projective right Frobenius ϕa-modules over Π̃∗,A;

Proof. As in [KL16, Theorem 4.5.11], we consider the corresponding base change of the corre-

sponding exact sequence in proposition 5.4.1 which reflects an exact sequence on the sheaves.
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Lemma 5.6.28. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, 6.2.2-6.2.4], [KL16, Lemma 4.6.9])

(And also see [T1, Proposition 2.11]) For any Frobenius ϕa-bundle M over Π̃R,A, then we have that

for any interval I = [s, r] where 0 < s ≤ r the map ϕa − 1 : M[s,rq] → M[s,r] is surjective after

taking some Frobenius twist as in [KL15, 6.2.2] and our previous work namely the new morphism

ϕa − 1 : M(n)[s,rq] → M(n)[s,r] for sufficiently large n ≥ 1. As in the previous established version one

may have the chance to take the number to be 1 is the bundle initially comes from the corresponding base

change from the integral Robba ring.

Proof. See the proof of [T1, Proposition 2.11].

Lemma 5.6.29. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, 6.2.2-6.2.4], [KL16, Lemma 4.6.9])

(And also see [T1, Proposition 2.11, Proposition 2.14])

For any Frobenius ϕa-module M over Π̃R,A, we have that for suifficiently large number n ≥ 1 the space

H1
ϕa(M(n)) vanishes.

Proof. See the proof of [T1, Proposition 2.11, Proposition 2.14].

Then we have the following key corollary which is analog of [KL15, Corollary 6.2.3, Lemma

6.3.3], [KL16, Corollary 4.6.10] and [T1, Corollary 2.13, Corollary 3.4, Proposition 3.9]:

Corollary 5.6.30. I. When Mα, M, Mβ are three Frobenius ϕa-bundles over the ring Π̃R,A then we have

that for sufficiently large n ≥ 0 we have the following exact sequence:

0 // //// Mα,I(n)
ϕa ////// MI(n)

ϕa ////// Mβ,I(n)
ϕa ////// 0,

for each interval I.

II. When Mα, M, Mβ are three Frobenius ϕa-modules over the ring Π̃R,A then we have that for suffi-

ciently large n ≥ 0 we have the following exact sequence:

0 // //// Mα,I(n)
ϕa ////// MI(n)

ϕa ////// Mβ,I(n)
ϕa ////// 0,

for each interval I.

III. For a Frobenius ϕa-bundle M over Π̃R,A, and for each module MI over some Π̃I
R,A, we put for any

element f such that ϕa f = pd f :

MI, f :=
⋃

n∈Z

f−n MI(dn)ϕa
.
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Then with this convention suppose we have three Frobenius ϕa-bundles taking the form of Mα, M, Mβ

over Π̃R,A, then for each closed interval I we have the following is an exact sequence:

0 ////// Mα,I, f
////// MI, f

// //// Mβ,I, f
////// 0,

where each module in the exact sequence is now a module over Π̃R,A[1/ f ]ϕ
a
;

IV. For a Frobenius ϕa-module M over Π̃R,A, we put for any element f such that ϕa f = pd f :

M f :=
⋃

n∈Z

f−n M(dn)ϕa
.

Then with this convention suppose we have three Frobenius ϕa-modules taking the form of Mα, M, Mβ

over Π̃R,A, then we have the following is an exact sequence:

0 ////// Mα, f
// //// M f

////// Mβ, f
// //// 0,

where each module in the exact sequence is now a module over Π̃R,A[1/ f ]ϕ
a
.

Proof. See the proof of [KL15, Corollary 6.2.3, Lemma 6.3.3], [KL16, Corollary 4.6.10] and [T1,

Corollary 2.13, Corollary 3.4, Proposition 3.9].

5.6.4 Noncommutative Imperfect Setting

We now consider the corresponding imperfectization of the corresponding constructions we

considered above, after [KL16]. We will consider the corresponding towers in [KL16, Chapter

5], so we keep the assumption on the towers as in the commutative setting, namely:

Assumption 5.6.31. In this section, we are going to assume that k is just Fph .

Now we describe the corresponding imperfect period rings which we will deform. These

rings are those introduced in [KL16, Definition 5.2.1] by using series of imperfection processes.

Recall in more detail in our noncommutative setting we have:

Setting 5.6.32. Fix a perfectoid tower (H•, H+
• ) Recall from [KL16, Definition 5.2.1] we have

the following different imperfect constructions:

A. First we have the ring H′∞, which could give us the corresponding ring Ω̃int
H′∞

. Taking the

corresponding product with A we have the corresponding deformed period ring;
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B. We then have the ring Π̃
int,r
H′∞

coming from H′∞. Taking the corresponding product with A we

have the corresponding deformed period ring;

C. We then have the ring Π̃int
H′∞

coming from H′∞. Taking the corresponding product with A we

have the corresponding deformed period ring;

D. We then have the ring Π̃
bd,r
H′∞

coming from H′∞. Taking the corresponding product with A

we have the corresponding deformed period ring;

E. We then have the ring Π̃bd
H′∞

coming from H′∞. Taking the corresponding product with A we

have the corresponding deformed period ring;

F. We then have the ring Π̃r
H′∞

coming from H′∞. Taking the corresponding product with A we

have the corresponding deformed period ring;

G. We then have the ring Π̃
[s,r]
H′∞

coming from H′∞. Taking the corresponding product with A

we have the corresponding deformed period ring;

H. We then have the ring Π̃H′∞
coming from H′∞. Taking the corresponding product with A

we have the corresponding deformed period ring;

I. Π
int,r
H comes from the ring Π̃

int,r
H′∞

consisting of those elements of Π̃
int,r
H′∞

with the requirement

that whenever we have n an integer such that nh > − logp r we have then θ(ϕ−n(x)) ∈ Hn.

Taking the corresponding product with A we have the corresponding deformed period ring;

J. Π
int,†
H is defined to be the corresponding union of the rings in I. Taking the corresponding

product with A we have the corresponding deformed period ring;

K. Ωint
H is defined to be the corresponding period ring coming from the corresponding π-adic

completion of the ring Π
int,†
H in J. Taking the corresponding product with A we have the corre-

sponding deformed period ring;

L. Ω̆int
H is the ring which is defined to be the union of all the ϕ−nΩint

H . Taking the corresponding

product with A we have the corresponding deformed period ring;

M. Π̆
int,r
H is then the ring which is defined to be the union of all the ϕ−nΠ

int,phnr
H . Taking the

corresponding product with A we have the corresponding deformed period ring;

N. Π̆
int,†
H is define to be union of all the ϕ−nΠ̆

int,†
H . Taking the corresponding product with A we

have the corresponding deformed period ring;

O. Ω̂int
H is defined to be the π-completion of Ω̆int

H . Taking the corresponding product with A we

have the corresponding deformed period ring;

P. Π̂
int,r
H is defined to be the max{‖.‖αr

∞
, ‖.‖π−adic}-completion of Π̆

int,r
H . Taking the correspond-
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ing product with A we have the corresponding deformed period ring;

Q. We then have Π̂
int,†
H by taking the union over r > 0. Taking the corresponding product with

A we have the corresponding deformed period ring;

R. Correspondingly we have Ω̆H, Π̆
bd,r
H , Π̆

bd,†
H by inverting the element π. Taking the corre-

sponding product with A we have the corresponding deformed period ring;

S. Correspondingly we also have Ω̂H, Π̂
bd,r
H , Π̂

bd,†
H by inverting the corresponding element π.

Taking the corresponding product with A we have the corresponding deformed period ring;

T. We also have ΩH, Π
bd,r
H , Π

bd,†
H again by inverting the element π. Taking the corresponding

product with A we have the corresponding deformed period ring;

U. Taking the max{‖.‖αs
∞

, ‖.‖αr
∞
} (for 0 < s ≤ r) completion of the ring Π

bd,r
H we have the ring

Π
[s,r]
H , while taking the Fréchet completion with respect to the norm ‖.‖αt

∞
for each 0 < t ≤ r

we have the ring Πr
H. Taking the corresponding product with A we have the corresponding

deformed period ring;

V. Taking the union we have the ring ΠH. Taking the corresponding product with A we have

the corresponding deformed period ring;

W. We use the notation Π̆H to denote the corresponding union of all the ϕ−nΠH. Taking the

corresponding product with A we have the corresponding deformed period ring;

X. We use the notation Π̆
[s,r]
H to be the corresponding union of all the ϕ−nΠ

[p−hns,p−hnr]
H . Taking

the corresponding product with A we have the corresponding deformed period ring;

Y. We use the notation Π̆r
H to be the union of all the ϕ−nΠ̆

p−hnr
H . Taking the corresponding prod-

uct with A we have the corresponding deformed period ring.

Then we have the following direct analog of the relative version of the ring defined above

(here as before the ring A denotes a Banach affinoid algebra in the noncommutative setting):

Setting 5.6.33. Now we consider the deformation of the rings above:

I. We have the first group of the period rings in the deformed setting:

Π
int,r
H,A, Π

int,†
H,A , Ωint

H,A, ΩH,A, Π
bd,r
H,A, Π

bd,†
H,A, Π

[s,r]
H,A, Πr

H,A, ΠH,A. (5.6.29)

II. We also have the second group of desired rings in the desired setting:

Π̆
int,r
H,A, Π̆

int,†
H,A , Ω̆int

H,A, Ω̆H,A, Π̆
bd,r
H,A, Π̆

bd,†
H,A, Π̆

[s,r]
H,A, Π̆r

H,A, Π̆H,A. (5.6.30)
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III. We also have the third group:

Π̂
int,r
H,A, Π̂

int,†
H,A , Ω̂int

H,A, Ω̂H,A, Π̂
bd,r
H,A, Π̂

bd,†
H,A. (5.6.31)

Now we discuss some properties of the corresponding deformed version of the imperfect

rings in our context, which is parallel to the corresponding discussion we made in the perfect

setting and generalizing the corresponding discussion in [KL16], again in our noncommutative

setting:

Proposition 5.6.34. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.2.10]) For any 0 < r1 ≤ r2 we have the

following equality on the corresponding period rings:

Π
int,r1
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

⋂
Π

[r1,r2]
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

= Π
int,r2
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

.

Proof. We adapt the argument in [KL16, Lemma 5.2.10] to prove this in the situation where r1 <

r2 (otherwise this is trivial), again one direction is easy where we only present the implication

in the other direction. We take any element

x ∈ Π
int,r1
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

⋂
Π

[r1,r2]
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

and take suitable approximating elements {xi} living in the bounded Robba ring such that for

any j ≥ 1 one can find some integer Nj ≥ 1 we have whenever i ≥ Nj we have the following

estimate:

‖.‖αt
∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

(xi − x) ≤ p−j, ∀t ∈ [r1, r2].

Then we consider the corresponding decomposition of xi for each i = 1, 2, ... into a form having

integral part and the rational part xi = yi + zi by setting

yi = ∑k=0,i1,...,id
πkxi,k,i1,...,id

Zi1
1 ...Zid

d

out of

xi = ∑k=n(xi),i1,...,id
πkxi,k,i1,...,id

Zi1
1 ...Zid

d .

Note that by our initial hypothesis we have that the element x lives in the ring Π
int,r1
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

which further implies that

‖.‖α
r1
∞ ,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

(πkxi,k,i1,...,id
Zi1

1 ...Zid

d ) ≤ p−j.
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Therefore we have α∞(xi,k,i1,...,id
) ≤ p(k−j)/r1 , ∀k < 0 directly from this through computation,

which implies that then:

‖.‖α
r2
∞ ,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

(πkxi,k,i1,...,id
Zi1

1 ...Zid

d ) ≤ p−k p(k−j)r2/r1 (5.6.32)

≤ p1+(1−j)r1/r1 . (5.6.33)

Then one can read off the result directly from this estimate since under this estimate we can

have the chance to modify the original approximating sequence {xi} by {yi}which are initially

chosen to be in the integral Robba ring, which implies that actually the element x lives in the

right-hand side of the identity in the statement of the proposition.

Remark 5.6.35. The following result cannot be derived from the previous proposition but the

proof could be made essentially in the fashion, which is the same as the corresponding situation

we encountered in the commutative situation, for instance see proposition 5.5.7.

Proposition 5.6.36. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.2.10]) For any 0 < r1 ≤ r2 we have the

following equality on the corresponding period rings:

Π
int,r1
H,A

⋂
Π

[r1,r2]
H,A = Π

int,r2
H,A .

Here A is some Banach affinoid algebra over Qp in the noncommutative setting.

Proof. See the proof of proposition 5.5.7.

Proposition 5.6.37. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.8] and [KL16]) Consider now in our

situation the radii 0 < r1 ≤ r2, and consider any element

x ∈ Π
[r1,r2]
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

.

Then we have that for each n ≥ 1 one can decompose x into the form of x = y + z such that y ∈

πnΠ
int,r2
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

with z ∈
⋂

r≥r2
Π

[r1,r]
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

with the following estimate for each r ≥ r2:

‖.‖αr
∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

(z) ≤ p(1−n)(1−r/r2) ‖.‖α
r2
∞ ,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

(z)r/r2 .

Proof. As in [KL15, Lemma 5.2.8] and [KL16] and in the proof of our previous proposition we

first consider those elements x lives in the bounded Robba rings which could be expressed in

general as
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∑k=n(x),i1,...,id
πkxk,i1,...,id

Zi1
1 ...Zid

d .

In this situation the corresponding decomposition is very easy to come up with, namely we

consider the corresponding yi as the corresponding series:

∑
k≥n,i1,...,id

πkxk,i1,...,id
Zi1

1 ...Zid

d

which give us the desired result since we have in this situation when focusing on each single

term:

‖.‖αr
∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

(πkxk,i1,...,id
Zi1

1 ...Zid

d ) = p−kα∞(xk,i1,...,id
)r (5.6.34)

= p−k(1−r/r2) ‖.‖α
r2
∞ ,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

(πkxk,i1 ,...,id
Zi1

1 ...Zid

d )
r/r2 (5.6.35)

≤ p(1−n)(1−r/r2) ‖.‖α
r2
∞ ,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

(πkxk,i1,...,id
Zi1

1 ...Zid

d )
r/r2 (5.6.36)

for all those suitable k. Then to tackle the more general situation we consider the approximating

sequence consisting of all the elements in the bounded Robba ring as in the usual situation

considered in [KL15, Lemma 5.2.8] and [KL16], namely we inductively construct the following

approximating sequence just as:

‖.‖αr
∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

(x− x0 − ...− xi) ≤ p−i−1 ‖.‖αr
∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

(x), i = 0, 1, ..., r ∈ [r1, r2]. (5.6.37)

Here all the elements xi for each i = 0, 1, ... are living in the bounded Robba ring, which immedi-

ately gives rise to the suitable decomposition as proved in the previous case namely we have for

each i the decomposition xi = yi + zi with the desired conditions as mentioned in the statement

of the proposition. We first take the series summing all the elements yi up for all i = 0, 1, ...,

which first of all converges under the norm ‖.‖αr
∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

for all the radius r ∈ [r1, r2], and

also note that all the elements yi within the infinite sum live inside the corresponding integral

Robba ring Π
int,r2
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

, which further implies the corresponding convergence ends up in

Π
int,r2
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

. For the elements zi where i = 0, 1, ... also sum up to a converging series in the

desired ring since combining all the estimates above we have:

‖.‖αr
∞,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

(zi) ≤ p(1−n)(1−r/r2) ‖.‖α
r2
∞ ,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

(x)r/r2 .

Proposition 5.6.38. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.10]) We have the following identity:

Π
[s1,r1]
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

⋂
Π

[s2,r2]
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

= Π
[s1,r2]
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

,
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here the radii satisfy < s1 ≤ s2 ≤ r1 ≤ r2.

Proof. In our situation one direction is obvious while on the other hand we consider any ele-

ment x in the intersection on the left, then by the previous proposition we have the decompo-

sition x = y + z where y ∈ Π
int,r1
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

and z ∈ Π
[s1,r2]
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

. Then as in [KL15, Lemma

5.2.10] section 5.2 we look at y = x− z which lives in the intersection:

Π
int,r1
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

⋂
Π

[s2,r2]
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

= Π
int,r2
H,Qp{Z1,...,Zd}

which finishes the proof.

Proposition 5.6.39. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 5.2.10]) We have the following identity:

Π
[s1,r1]
H,A

⋂
Π

[s2,r2]
H,A = Π

[s1,r2]
H,A ,

here the radii satisfy < s1 ≤ s2 ≤ r1 ≤ r2.

Proof. See the proof of proposition 5.5.7.

Remark 5.6.40. Again one can follow the same strategy to deal with the corresponding equal-

characteristic situation.

5.6.5 Modules and Bundles over Noncommutative Rings

Now we consider the modules and bundles over the rings introduced in the previous subsec-

tion. First we make the following assumption:

Setting 5.6.41. Recall that from [KL16, Definition 5.2.3] any tower (H•, H+
• ) is called weakly

decompleting if we have that first the density of the perfection of H∞ in H∞. Here the ring H∞

is the ring coming from the mod-π construction of the ring Ωint
H , also at the same time one can

find some r > 0 such that the corresponding modulo π operation from the ring Ωint
H to the ring

H∞ is actually surjective strictly.

Assumption 5.6.42. We now assume that we are basically in the situation where (H•, H+
• ) is

actually weakly decompleting. Also as in [KL16, Lemma 5.2.7] we assume we fix some radius

r0 > 0, for instance this will correspond to the corresponding index in the situation we have

the corresponding noetherian tower. Recall that a tower is called noetherian if we have some

specific radius as above such that we have the strongly noetherian property on the ring Π
[s,r]
H
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with [s, r] ⊂ (0, r0]. We now assume that the tower is then noetherian and any ring Π
[s,r]
H,A with

[s, r] ⊂ (0, r0] is noetherian in the noncommutative setting.

Example 5.6.43. This assumption could be achieved as in the following. First naively we can

consider a noncommutative affinoid algebra which is finite over some commutative affinoid

algebra over Qp, then tensor with the corresponding the Robba ring Π
[s,r]
H which is assumed to

be strongly noetherian. Then for some deeper case, we can take the Robba ring D[a,b](Zp, Qp)

attached to the group Zp in the sense of [Z1, Proposition 4.1] (namely the usual Robba ring

over Qp, here as in [Z1, Proposition 4.1] we assume that a, b ∈ pQ), and we take the corre-

sponding complete tensor product with the local chart ring of the distribution algebra attached

to a uniform p-adic Lie group G as in [Z1, Proposition 4.1]:

Dρ(G, Qp)

with some radius ρ > 0 living in pQ. The whole product:

D[a,b](Zp, Qp)⊗̂Dρ(G, Qp)

is noetherian. Indeed, as in [Z1, Proposition 4.1] we apply the criterion in [LVO, Proposition

I.7.1.2] to check that actually the graded ring induced by the product norm:

gr•‖.‖⊗(D[a,b](Zp, Qp)⊗̂Dρ(G, Qp))
∼
→ gr•‖.‖⊗(D[a,b](Zp, Qp)⊗ Dρ(G, Qp))

admits a surjection map from:

gr•‖.‖[a,b]
(D[a,b](Zp, Qp))⊗gr•Qp

gr•‖.‖ρ
(Dρ(G, Qp)) (5.6.38)

As in the proof of [Z1, Proposition 4.1] one can show that this is a tensor product of a Laurent

polynomial ring and a polynomial ring, which is noetherian.

Then we can start to discuss the corresponding modules over the rings in our deformed

setting, first as in [KL16, Lemma 5.3.3] the following result should be derived from our con-

struction:

Then we deform the basic notation of bundles in [KL16, Definition 5.3.6]:

Definition 5.6.44. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.3.6]) We define the bundle over the

ring Π
r0
H,A to be a collection (MI)I of finite projective right modules over each ΠI

H,A with
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I ⊂ (0, r0] closed subintervals of (0, r0] such that we have the following requirement in the

glueing fashion. First for any I1 ⊂ I2 two closed intervals we have MI2 ⊗Π
I2
H,A

Π
I1
H,A

∼
→ MI1 with

the obvious cocycle condition with respect to three closed subintervals of (0, r0] namely taking

the form of I1 ⊂ I2 ⊂ I3.

We define the pseudocoherent sheaf over the ring Π
r0
H,A to be a collection (MI)I of pseu-

docoherent right modules over each ΠI
H,A with I ⊂ (0, r0] closed subintervals of (0, r0] such

that we have the following requirement in the glueing fashion. First for any I1 ⊂ I2 two closed

intervals we have MI2 ⊗Π
I2
H,A

Π
I1
H,A

∼
→ MI1 with the obvious cocycle condition with respect to

three closed subintervals of (0, r0] namely taking the form of I1 ⊂ I2 ⊂ I3.

We make the following discussion around the corresponding module and sheaf structures

defined above.

Lemma 5.6.45. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.3.8]) We have the isomorphism between the

ring Πr
H,A and the inverse limit of the ring Π

[s,r]
H,A with respect to the radius s by the map Πr

H,A → Π
[s,r]
H,A.

Proof. As in [KL16, Lemma 5.3.8] it is injective by the isometry, and then use the corresponding

elements xn, n = 0, 1, ... in the dense ring Πr
H,A to approximate any element x in the ring Π

[s,r]
H,A

in the same way as in [KL16, Lemma 5.3.8]:

‖.‖αt
∞,A(x− xn) ≤ pn

for any radius t now living in the corresponding interval [r2−n, r]. This will establish Cauchy

sequence which finishes the proof as in [KL16, Lemma 5.3.8].

Proposition 5.6.46. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.3.9]) For some radius r ∈ (0, r0]. Sup-

pose we have that M is a vector bundle in the general setting or M is a pseudocoherent sheaf in the setting

where the tower is noetherian. Then we have that the corresponding global section is actually dense in

each section with respect to some closed interval. And then we have the corresponding vanishing result

of the first derived inverse limit functor.

Proof. See [KL16, Lemma 5.3.9]. In our setting, note that we are actually in the formalism of the

corresponding (noncommutative) Fréchet-Stein algebras as in [ST1].

The interesting issue here as in [KL16] is the corresponding finitely generated of the global

section of a pseudocoherent sheaf which is actually not guaranteed in general. Therefore as
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in [KL16] we have to distinguish the corresponding well-behaved sheaves out from the cor-

responding category of all the corresponding pseudocoherent sheaves. But we are not quite

for sure how more complicated the noncommutative situation is than the commutative setting.

For the completeness of the presentation we present some conjectures in our mind.

Conjecture 5.6.47. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.3.10]) As in the previous proposition we

choose some r ∈ (0, r0]. Now assume that the corresponding tower (H•, H+
• ) is noetherian. Now for

any pseudocoherent sheaf M defined above we have the following three statements are equivalent. A.

The first statement is that one can find a sequence of positive integers x1, x2, ... such that for any closed

interval living inside (0, r] the section of the sheaf with respect this closed interval admits a projective

resolution of modules with corresponding ranks bounded by the sequence of integer x1, x2, .... B. The

second statement is that for any locally finite covering of the corresponding interval (0, r] which takes the

corresponding form of {Ii} one can find a sequence of positive integers x1, x2, ... such that for any closed

interval living inside {Ii} the section of the sheaf with respect this closed interval admits a projective

resolution of modules with corresponding ranks bounded by the sequence of integer x1, x2, .... C. Lastly

the third statement is that the corresponding global section is a pseudocoherent module over the ring

Πr
H,A.

As in [KL16, Definition 5.3.11] we call the sheaf satisfies the corresponding equivalent con-

ditions in the proposition above uniform pseudocoherent sheaf. Then we have the following

analog of [KL16, Lemma 5.3.12]:

Conjecture 5.6.48. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.3.12]) The global section functor defines

the corresponding equivalence between the categories of the following two sorts of objects. The first ones

are the corresponding uniform pseudocoherent sheaves over Πr
H,A. The second ones are those pseudoco-

herent modules over the ring Πr
H,A.

Conjecture 5.6.49. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.3.13]) The global section functor defines

the corresponding equivalence between the categories of the following two sorts of objects. The first ones

are the corresponding finite projective uniform pseudocoherent sheaves over Πr
H,A. The second ones are

those finite projective modules over the ring Πr
H,A.
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5.6.6 ϕ-Module Structures and Γ-Module Structures over Noncommutative Rings

Now we consider the corresponding Frobenius actions over the corresponding imperfect rings

we defined before, note that the corresponding Frobenius actions are induced from the cor-

responding imperfect rings in the undeformed situation from [KL16] which is to say that the

Frobenius action on the ring A is actually trivial.

Assumption 5.6.50. We now drop the corresponding requirement on A which makes the non-

commutative deformation of the Robba ring over some interval both left and right noetherian,

in assumption 5.6.42.

First we consider the corresponding Frobenius modules:

Definition 5.6.51. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.4.2]) Over the period rings ΠH,A or

Π̆H,A (which is denoted by△ in this definition) we define the corresponding ϕa-modules over

△ which are respectively projective to be the corresponding finite projective right modules

over△ with further assigned semilinear action of the operator ϕa.

Definition 5.6.52. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.4.2]) Over each rings△ = Πr
H,A, Π̆r

H,A

we define the corresponding projective ϕa-module over any △ to be the corresponding fi-

nite projective right module M over △ with additionally endowed semilinear Frobenius ac-

tion from ϕa such that we have the isomorphism ϕa∗M
∼
→ M ⊗ � where the ring � is one

△ = Π
r/p
H,A, Π̆

r/p
H,A.

Definition 5.6.53. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.4.2]) Again as in

[KL16, Definition 5.4.2], we define the corresponding projective ϕa-modules over ring Π
[s,r]
H,A

or Π̆
[s,r]
H,A to be the finite projective right modules (which will be denoted by M) over Π

[s,r]
H,A or

Π̆
[s,r]
H,A respectively additionally endowed with semilinear Frobenius action from ϕa with the

following isomorphisms:

ϕa∗M⊗
Π

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
H,A

Π
[s,rp−ah]
H,A

∼
→ M⊗

Π
[s,r]
H,A

Π
[s,rp−ah]
H,A (5.6.39)

and

ϕa∗M⊗
Π̆

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
R,A

Π̆
[s,rp−ah]
R,A

∼
→ M⊗

Π̆
[s,r]
R,A

Π̆
[s,rp−ah]
R,A . (5.6.40)

(5.6.41)
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Also one can further define the corresponding bundles carrying semilinear Frobenius in our

context as in the situation of [KL16, Definition 5.4.10]:

Definition 5.6.54. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.4.10]) Over the ring Πt
H,A or Π̆t

H,A

we define a corresponding projective Frobenius bundle to be a family (MI)I of finite projective

right modules over each ΠI
H,A or Π̆I

H,A respectively carrying the natural Frobenius action com-

ing from the operator ϕa such that for any two involved intervals having the relation I ⊂ J we

have:

MJ ⊗Π
J
H,A

ΠI
H,A

∼
→ MI

and

MJ ⊗Π̆
J
H,A

Π̆I
H,A

∼
→ MI

with the obvious cocycle condition. Here we have to propose condition on the intervals that

for each I = [s, r] involved we have s ≤ r/pah. As in [KL16, Definition 5.4.10] one can take

the corresponding 2-limit in the direct sense to define the corresponding objects over the full

Robba rings.

We can then compare the corresponding objects defined above:

Conjecture 5.6.55. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.4.11])

I. Consider the following objects for some radius r0 in our situation. The first group of objects are

those finite projective ϕa-modules over the Robba ring Π
r0
H,A. The second group of objects are those finite

projective ϕa-bundles over the Robba ring Π
r0
H,A. The third group of objects are those finite projective ϕa-

modules over the Robba ring Π
[s,r]
H,A for some radii 0 < s ≤ r ≤ r0. Then we have that the corresponding

categories of the two groups of objects are equivalent.

Now we define the corresponding Γ-modules over the period rings attached to the tower

(H•, H+
• ). The corresponding structures are actually abstractly defined in the same way as

in [KL16] and parallel to our commutative setting. First we consider the deformation of the

corresponding complex ∗H• for any ring ∗ in setting 5.6.33.

Assumption 5.6.56. Recall that the corresponding tower is called decompleting if it is weakly

decompleting, finite étale on each finite level and having the exact sequence ϕ−1H′H•/H′H• is

exact. We now assume that the tower (H•, H+
• ) is then decompleting.
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Setting 5.6.57. Assume now Γ is a topological group as in [KL16, Definition 5.5.5] acting on the

corresponding period rings in the setting 5.6.32 in the original context of setting 5.6.32. Then

we consider the corresponding induced continous action over the corresponding deformed

version in our context namely in setting 5.6.33. Assume now that the tower is Galois with the

corresponding Galois group Γ.

Definition 5.6.58. We now consider the corresponding inhomogeneous continuous cocycles of

the group Γ, as in [KL16, Definition 5.5.5] we use the following notation to denote the corre-

sponding complex extracted from a single tower for a given period ring ∗H,A in setting 5.6.33

for each k > 0:

∗Hk,A := Ccon(Γ
k, ∗H)⊗̂♯?

where ♯ = Qp, Zp and ? = A, oA respectively, which forms the corresponding complex (∗H•,A, d•)

with the corresponding differential as in [KL16, Definition 5.5.5] in the sense of continuous

group cohomology.

Definition 5.6.59. Having established the corresponding meaning of the Γ-structure we now

consider the corresponding definition of Γ-modules. Such modules called the corresponding

right Γ-modules are defined over the corresponding rings in setting 5.6.33. Again we allow that

the corresponding right modules to be finite projective, or pseudocoherent or fpd over the rings

in setting 5.6.33. And the modules are defined to be carrying the corresponding continuous

semilinear action from the group Γ.

Proposition 5.6.60. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Corollary 5.6.5])

The complex ϕ−1Π
[sp−h,rp−h]
H•≥n,A /Π

[s,r]
H•≥n,A and the complex Π̃

[s,r]
H•≥n,A/Π

[s,r]
H•≥n,A are strictly exact for any trun-

cation index n. The corresponding radii satisfy the corresponding relation 0 < s ≤ r ≤ r0.

Proof. See [KL16, Corollary 5.6.5], and consider the corresponding Schauder basis of A.

Proposition 5.6.61. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.6.6]) The complex

M⊗
Π

[s,r]
H,A

ϕ−(ℓ+1)Π
[sp−h(ℓ+1),rp−h(ℓ+1)]
H•,A /ϕ−ℓΠ

[sp−hℓ,rp−hℓ]
H•,A

and the complex

M⊗
Π

[s,r]
H,A

Π̃
[s,r]
H•,A/ϕ−ℓΠ

[sp−h(ℓ),rp−h(ℓ)]
H•,A

are strictly exact for any truncation index n. The corresponding radii satisfy the corresponding relation

0 < s ≤ r ≤ r0, and ℓ is bigger than some existing truncated integer ℓ0 ≥ 0.
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Proof. See [KL16, Lemma 5.6.6].

Lemma 5.6.62. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.6.8]) Suppose we have a direct system of Ba-

nach rings (Bi, ιi) where the corresponding map ιi as in [KL16, Lemma 5.6.8] is submetric for each i. As

in [KL16, Lemma 5.6.8] we assume the direct limit is endowed with the corresponding infimum semi-

norm. Now assume that B → C is a isometry and of the corresponding image which is assumed to be

dense into a Banach ring C. Then we have that one can have the chance to have that any finitely gen-

erated right projective module over the ring C could come from the corresponding one finitely generated

right projective module over some ring Bi after the corresponding base change.

Proof. We need to work in the corresponding noncommutative setting. We adapt the argument

in the proof of [KL16, Lemma 5.6.8] with some possible modification due to the fact that the

rings are noncommutative. Let O be the matrix attached to the corresponding projector associ-

ated to the module over the ring C. Now choose P such that ‖O− P‖ < ‖O‖−3 (and we need

to guarantee that this P could live over some Bi). Now we consider the corresponding iteration

where Q0 := P and set Qk+1 = 3Q2
k − 2Q3

k, so we have:

Qk+1 −Qk = (1− 2Qk)(Q
2
k −Qk), (5.6.42)

Q2
k+1 −Qk+1 = (4Q2

k − 4Qk − 3)(Q2
k −Qk)

2, (5.6.43)

which implies that by induction (see the estimate on P2 − P below):

‖Qk+1 −O‖ ≤ ‖O‖‖P2 − P‖, (5.6.44)

‖Q2
k − Qk‖ ≤ (‖P2 − P‖‖O‖2)2k

‖O‖−2. (5.6.45)

We estimate P2− P in the following way:

P2 − P = P2− P−O2 + O (5.6.46)

= (P−O)(P + O− 1) + OP− PO (5.6.47)

= (P−O)(P + O− 1) + OP−O2 + O2 − PO (5.6.48)

= (P−O)(P + O− 1) + O(P−O) + (O− P)O (5.6.49)
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which implies that actually:

‖P2 − P‖ ≤ sup{‖(P−O)(P + O− 1)‖, ‖O(P−O)‖, ‖(O− P)O‖} (5.6.50)

≤ sup{‖(P−O)(P + O− 1)‖, ‖O‖‖(P −O)‖, ‖(O− P)‖‖O‖} (5.6.51)

< ‖O‖−3‖O‖ (5.6.52)

< ‖O‖−2 (5.6.53)

which by taking the limit gives rise to the desired matrix Q which proves the result. Indeed one

can consider the corresponding projection induced by Q from some free module over Bi, which

gives rise to the desired projective module over Bi whose base change to C gives the initially

chosen finite projective module over C since one can compute:

OQ + (1−O)(1− Q)− 1 = OQ−O2− Q2 +OQ (5.6.54)

= O(Q−O)− (Q−O)Q (5.6.55)

which implies that ‖OQ + (1−O)(1−Q)− 1‖ ≤ 1.

Remark 5.6.63. The bound for Qk −O is not the same as in [KL16, Lemma 5.6.8], we would

like to thank Professor Kedlaya for letting us know this correction.

Proposition 5.6.64. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Lemma 5.6.9]) With the corresponding notations

as above we have that the corresponding base change from the ring taking the form of Π̆
[s,r]
H,A to the ring

taking the form of Π̃
[s,r]
H,A establishes the corresponding equivalence on the corresponding categories of

Γ-modules.

Proof. This is a relative version of the corresponding result in [KL16, Lemma 5.6.9] we adapt

the corresponding argument here. Indeed the corresponding fully faithfulness comes from

the previous proposition the idea to prove the corresponding essential surjectivity comes from

writing the module M over the ring taking form of Π̃
[s,r]
H,A as the base change from ϕ−k(Π

[s,r]
H,A)

of a module M0 after the corresponding analog of [KL16, Lemma 5.6.8] as above. Then as

in [KL16, Lemma 5.6.9] we consider the corresponding norms on the corresponding M (the

corresponding differentials) and the base change of M0 (the corresponding differentials) which

could be controlled up to some constant which could be further modified to be zero by reducing

each time positive amount of constant from the constant represented by the difference of the

norms.
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Definition 5.6.65. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2]) Over the period rings ΠH,A or

Π̆H,A (which is denoted by △ in this definition) we define the corresponding (ϕa, Γ)-modules

over △ which are respectively projective to be the corresponding finite projective right Γ-

modules over △ with further assigned semilinear action of the operator ϕa with the isomor-

phism defined by using the Frobenius.

Definition 5.6.66. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2]) Over each rings△ = Πr
H,A, Π̆r

H,A

we define the corresponding projective (ϕa, Γ)-module over any △ to be the corresponding

finite projective right Γ-module M over △ with additionally endowed semilinear Frobenius

action from ϕa such that we have the isomorphism ϕa∗M
∼
→ M ⊗� where the ring � is one

△ = Π
r/p
H,A, Π̆

r/p
H,A.

Definition 5.6.67. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2]) Again as in [KL16, Definition

5.7.2], we define the corresponding projective (ϕa, Γ)-modules over ring Π
[s,r]
H,A or Π̆

[s,r]
H,A to be the

finite projective right Γ-modules (which will be denoted by M) over Π
[s,r]
H,A or Π̆

[s,r]
H,A respectively

additionally endowed with semilinear Frobenius action from ϕa with the following isomor-

phisms:

ϕa∗M⊗
Π

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
H,A

Π
[s,rp−ah]
H,A

∼
→ M⊗

Π
[s,r]
H,A

Π
[s,rp−ah]
H,A (5.6.56)

and

ϕa∗M⊗
Π̆

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
R,A

Π̆
[s,rp−ah]
R,A

∼
→ M⊗

Π̆
[s,r]
R,A

Π̆
[s,rp−ah]
R,A . (5.6.57)

Definition 5.6.68. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2])

Over the ring Πt
H,A or Π̆t

H,A we define a corresponding projective (ϕa, Γ) bundle to be a family

(MI)I of finite projective right Γ-modules over each Π̃I
H,A carrying the natural Frobenius action

coming from the operator ϕa such that for any two involved intervals having the relation I ⊂ J

we have:

MJ ⊗Π
J
H,A

ΠI
H,A

∼
→ MI

and

MJ ⊗Π̆
J
H,A

Π̆I
H,A

∼
→ MI

with the obvious cocycle condition. Here we have to propose condition on the intervals that

for each I = [s, r] involved we have s ≤ r/pah. We require the corresponding topological
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conditions as we did for the corresponding Frobenius bundles. one can take the corresponding

2-limit in the direct sense to define the corresponding objects over the full Robba rings.

Definition 5.6.69. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2]) Over the period rings Π̃H,A (which

is denoted by△ in this definition) we define the corresponding (ϕa, Γ)-modules over△ which

are respectively projective to be the corresponding finite projective right Γ-modules over △

with further assigned semilinear action of the operator ϕa with the isomorphism defined by

using the Frobenius.

Definition 5.6.70. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2]) Over each ring △ = Π̃r
H,A we

define the corresponding projective (ϕa, Γ)-module over any △ to be the corresponding finite

projective right Γ-module M over △ with additionally endowed semilinear Frobenius action

from ϕa such that we have the isomorphism ϕa∗M
∼
→ M⊗�where the ring� is one△ = Π̃

r/p
H,A.

Definition 5.6.71. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2]) Again as in [KL16, Definition

5.7.2], we define the corresponding projective (ϕa, Γ)-modules over ring Π̃
[s,r]
H,A to be the finite

projective right Γ-modules (which will be denoted by M) over Π̃
[s,r]
H,A additionally endowed with

semilinear Frobenius action from ϕa with the following isomorphisms:

ϕa∗M⊗
Π̃

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
H,A

Π̃
[s,rp−ah]
H,A

∼
→ M⊗

Π̃
[s,r]
H,A

Π̃
[s,rp−ah]
H,A . (5.6.58)

Definition 5.6.72. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2])

Over the ring Π̃t
H,A we define a corresponding projective (ϕa, Γ) bundle to be a family (MI)I of

finite projective right Γ-modules over each Π̃I
H,A carrying the natural Frobenius action coming

from the operator ϕa such that for any two involved intervals having the relation I ⊂ J we

have:

MJ ⊗Π̃
J
H,A

Π̃I
H,A

∼
→ MI

with the obvious cocycle condition. Here we have to propose condition on the intervals that

for each I = [s, r] involved we have s ≤ r/pah. We require the corresponding topological

conditions as we did for the corresponding Frobenius bundles. one can take the corresponding

2-limit in the direct sense to define the corresponding objects over the full Robba rings.

Conjecture 5.6.73. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Theorem 5.7.5]) We have now the following cate-

gories are equivalence for the corresponding radii 0 < s ≤ r ≤ r0 (with the further requirement as in

[KL16, Theorem 5.7.5] that s ∈ (0, r/q]):
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1. The category of all the finite projective sheaves over the ring Π̃Spa(H0,H+
0 ),A, carrying the ϕa-action;

2. The category of all the finite projective sheaves over the ring Π̃r
Spa(H0,H+

0 ),A, carrying the ϕa-action;

3. The category of all the finite projective sheaves over the ring Π̃
[s,r]
Spa(H0,H+

0 ),A
, carrying the ϕa-action;

4. The category of all the finite projective modules over the ring ΠH,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

5. The category of all the finite projective bundles over the ring ΠH,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

6. The category of all the finite projective modules over the ring Π̆H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

7. The category of all the finite projective bundles over the ring Π̆H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

8. The category of all the finite projective modules over the ring Π̆
[s,r]
H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

9. The category of all the finite projective modules over the ring Π̃H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

10. The category of all the finite projective bundles over the ring Π̃H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

11. The category of all the finite projective modules over the ring Π̃
[s,r]
H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action.

Proposition 5.6.74. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Theorem 5.7.5]) We have now the corresponding

equivalence among categories described as below:

1. The category of all the finite projective modules over the ring ΠH,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

2. The category of all the finite projective modules over the ring Π̆H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

3. The category of all the finite projective modules over the ring Π̃H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action.

Proof. These are proved exactly the same as [KL16, Theorem 5.7.5] by using our development.

5.6.7 Noncommutative Descent

Motivated by the corresponding comparison between the bundles and modules carrying the

corresponding action coming from the Frobenius and the group Γ we study some noncommuta-

tive descent, which takes the form which is more representation theoretic and topos theoretic.

Note that the corresponding localization and descent are very complicated issues within the

corresponding noncommutative geometry.

Here we study the corresponding noncommutative descent in the style coming from [KL15,

Section 1.3]. The corresponding story in our setting will be a noncommutative analog of [KL15,

Section 1.3]. Also we mention that [DLLZ1] has already considered some interesting general-

ization of [KL15, Section 1.3] along the other direction within the study of the corresponding

logarithmic spaces.
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Setting 5.6.75. (Noncommutaive Glueing) Consider the following noncommutative analog of

[KL15, Section 1.3]. First we have a square diagram taking the following form:

Π //////

������

Π2

�� ����
Π1 // //// Π12,

which expands to the corresponding short exact sequence:

0 // //// Π // //// Π1 ⊕Π2
∗−∗ ////// Π12 // //// 0

in the corresponding category of Π-modules. The corresponding datum consists also of three

right modules M1, M2, M12 over the corresponding rings Π1, Π2, Π12 respectively, with the cor-

responding base change isomorphisms from the module M1, M2 to the module M12. Take the

corresponding kernel we have the corresponding exact sequence:

0 ////// M ////// M1⊕M2 // //// M12.

We are going to call the corresponding datum in our situation to be coherent, pseudocoherent,

f inite, f initely presented, f inite projective if the corresponding modules involved are so over

the corresponding rings Π1, Π2, Π12, which is to say coherent, pseudocoherent, f inite, f initely presented,

f inite projective.

Lemma 5.6.76. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 1.3.8]) For finite datum defined in the corre-

sponding sense, suppose we further assume that the corresponding map M ⊗Π1 → M1 is surjective.

Then we have that the corresponding maps M ⊗Π2 → M2 and f1 − f2 : M1 ⊕ M2 → M12 are also

being surjective, and one can find a finite submodule of M such that the corresponding base change to

the R1 or R2 maps through surjective maps to the corresponding module M1 or M2 respectively.

Proof. The proof in our noncommutative setting is actually parallel to [KL15, Lemma 1.3.8].

To be more precise the map f1 − f2 : M1 ⊕ M2 → M12 is then surjective is just because we

can derive this from the corresponding surjectivity of M ⊗ Π1 → M1. The surjectivity of

M ⊗Π1 → M1 implies that the corresponding surjectivity of M ⊗ (Π1 ⊕Π2) → M12 which

factor through the corresponding desired map in our situation. Then after proving this one

can show the corresponding surjectivity of the map M ⊗Π2 → M2. Indeed suppose we start
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from some element m ∈ M2 then by taking the corresponding base change to Π12 we can have

corresponding elements m1 and m2 living in the image of the maps:

g1 : M⊗Π1 → M1, (5.6.59)

g2 : M⊗Π2 → M2, (5.6.60)

which gives the corresponding element f1(m1)− f2(m2) which is just the corresponding image

of the element m in Π12. Then look at the element (m2, m2 + m) in the direct sum, then one can

see that the image of the map in our mind will contain actually the element m2 and m + m2 at

the same times, which implies the result. Finally the last statement then follows from this.

Lemma 5.6.77. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 1.3.9]) For finitely projective datum, suppose

that we have the surjectivity of the map M⊗Π1 → M1. Then we have the kernel M is finitely presented

and we have the isomorphisms M⊗Π1 → M1 and M⊗Π2 → M2.

Proof. By applying the previous lemma one can have the chance to find a submodule M′ of M

which is finite which admits a covering from some finite free module G. Then set G1, G2, G12 to

be the corresponding base change of G to the corresponding rings Π1, Π2, Π12. Then we have

the following commutative diagram:

0

�� ����

0

�� ����

0

������
0 ////// F //////

������

F1 ⊕ F2

�� ����

////// F12

������
0 // //// G // ////

������

G1 ⊕ G2

�� ����

////// G12

������

//////

������

0

0 ////// M // //// M1 ⊕M2 //////

������

M12

�� ����

//////

������

0

0 0.
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Here the module F, F1, F2, F12 are the corresponding kernel of the corresponding maps in the

diagram, namely G → M, G1 → M1, G2 → M2, G12 → M12 respectively. Now for each

j = {1, 2} we have the corresponding exact sequence:

0 // //// Fj ⊗Πj
Π12 ////// G12 ////// M12 // //// 0

since the corresponding module Mj (j ∈ {1, 2}) is finite projective. We then have the situation

that Fj ⊗Πj
Π12

∼
→ F12 for each j ∈ {1, 2} and the corresponding modules F1, F2 are finitely

generated and projective. Now apply the previous lemma we have that F1 ⊕ F2 → F12 is then

surjective which gives the following commutative diagram:

0

�� ����

0

�� ����

0

������
0 ////// F //////

������

F1 ⊕ F2

�� ����

γ ////// F12

������

//////

������

0

0 // //// G // ////

������

G1 ⊕ G2

�� ����

β ////// G12

������

//////

������

0

0 ////// M // //// M1 ⊕M2
α //////

������

M12

�� ����

//////

������

0

0 0.

Then we claim that then the map G→ M is surjective. Indeed this is by direct diagram chasing.

First take any element in M1 ⊕ M2, which is denoted by (m1, m2) for which we assume that

(m1, m2) ∈ Kerα, then take any element in ( f1, f2) ∈ G1 ⊕ G2 lifting this element. Let f1 − f2

be the image of ( f1, f2) under β. By the commutativity of the diagram we have f1 − f2 dies in

M12, so we can find g12 ∈ F12 whose image in G12 is f1 − f2. Then take any element element

(g1, g2) in F1 ⊕ F2 which lifts f12. Then since the diagram is commutative we then have that

(g1, g2) takes image in G1 ⊕ G2 which must be living in same equivalence class with ( f1, f2)

with respect to G, so we have ( f1, f2) = (g1, g2)⊕ f where f ∈ G. But then we have f which

is an element in the kernel of β maps to (m1, m2) which finishes the proof of the claim. Then
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repeat this we can have the chance to derive the finiteness of the module F. Then to finish we

look at the corresponding commutative diagram:

Ker(G→ M)⊗Πi
//////

������

Gi

������

////// M⊗Πi

�� ����

//////

������

0

0 ////// Ker(Gi → Mi) // //// Gi
////// Mi

// //// 0,

which implies that the corresponding map from M⊗Πi to Mi is injective as well by five lemma

(note that the corresponding map Ker(G→ M)⊗Πi to Ker(Gi → Mi) is surjective). So we have

the corresponding desired isomorphisms.

The following is a similar noncommutative version of [DLLZ1, Lemma A.3]:

Lemma 5.6.78. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 1.3.9]) For finitely presented datum, suppose

that we have the surjectivity of the map M ⊗ Π1 → M1. And suppose we have the corresponding

additional requirement that Π1 → Π12 and Π2 → Π12 are now assumed to be flat. Then we have the

kernel M is finitely presented and we have the isomorphisms M⊗Π1 → M1 and M⊗Π2 → M2.

Proof. By applying the previous lemma one can have the chance to find a submodule M′ of M

which is finite which admits a covering from some finite free module G. Then set G1, G2, G12 to

be the corresponding base change of G to the corresponding rings Π1, Π2, Π12. Then we have
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the following commutative diagram:

0

�� ����

0

�� ����

0

������
0 ////// F //////

������

F1 ⊕ F2

�� ����

////// F12

������
0 // //// G // ////

������

G1 ⊕ G2

�� ����

////// G12

������

//////

������

0

0 ////// M // //// M1 ⊕M2 //////

������

M12

�� ����

//////

������

0

0 0.

Here the module F, F1, F2, F12 are the corresponding kernel of the corresponding maps in the

diagram, namely G → M, G1 → M1, G2 → M2, G12 → M12 respectively. Now for each

j = {1, 2} we have the corresponding exact sequence:

0 // //// Fj ⊗Πj
Π12 ////// G12 ////// M12 // //// 0

since we have the corresponding additional requirement that Π1 → Π12 and Π2 → Π12 are

now assumed to be flat. We then have the situation that Fj ⊗Πj
Π12

∼
→ F12 for each j ∈ {1, 2}.

The corresponding modules F1, F2 are finitely generated by assumption. Now applying the

previous lemma we have that F1 ⊕ F2 → F12 is then surjective which gives the following com-
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mutative diagram:

0

�� ����

0

�� ����

0

������
0 ////// F //////

������

F1 ⊕ F2

�� ����

γ ////// F12

������

//////

������

0

0 // //// G // ////

������

G1 ⊕ G2

�� ����

β
////// G12

������

//////

������

0

0 ////// M // //// M1 ⊕M2
α //////

������

M12

�� ����

//////

������

0

0 0.

Then we claim that then the map G→ M is surjective. Indeed this is by direct diagram chasing.

First take any element in M1 ⊕ M2, which is denoted by (m1, m2) for which we assume that

(m1, m2) ∈ Kerα, then take any element in ( f1, f2) ∈ G1 ⊕ G2 lifting this element. Let f1 − f2

be the image of ( f1, f2) under β. By the commutativity of the diagram we have f1 − f2 dies in

M12, so we can find g12 ∈ F12 whose image in G12 is f1 − f2. Then take any element element

(g1, g2) in F1 ⊕ F2 which lifts f12. Then since the diagram is commutative we then have that

(g1, g2) takes image in G1 ⊕ G2 which must be living in same equivalence class with ( f1, f2)

with respect to G, so we have ( f1, f2) = (g1, g2)⊕ f where f ∈ G. But then we have f which

is an element in the kernel of β maps to (m1, m2) which finishes the proof of the claim. Then

repeat this we can have the chance to derive the finiteness of the module F. Then to finish we

look at the corresponding commutative diagram:

Ker(G→ M)⊗Πi
// ////

������

Gi

������

////// M⊗Πi

�� ����

//////

������

0

0 ////// Ker(Gi → Mi) // //// Gi
////// Mi

// //// 0,

which implies that the corresponding map from M⊗Πi to Mi is injective as well by five lemma
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(note that the corresponding map Ker(G→ M)⊗Πi to Ker(Gi → Mi) is surjective). So we have

the corresponding desired isomorphisms.

Now we consider the corresponding Banach structures as well. In this case we consider the

following glueing process. First we have the following analog of [KL15, Lemma 2.7.1]:

Lemma 5.6.79. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 2.7.1]) Suppose we have the following two ho-

momorphism of Banach rings (which are not necessarily commutative in our situation):

f1 : Π1 → Γ (5.6.61)

f2 : Π2 → Γ (5.6.62)

such that they are bounded and we have the following sum map induced which is surjective in the strict

sense:

Π1 ⊕Π2 → Γ.

Then one can find some constant c with the fact that for any positive integer n ≥ 1, we have the

corresponding decomposition of any invertible matrix I ∈ Γn×n such that ‖I − 1‖ ≤ c in the following

form:

f1(I1) f2(I2) (5.6.63)

with invertible matrices I1, I2 living in Πn×n
1 and Πn×n

2 respectively.

Proof. Following [KL15, Lemma 2.7.1], we consider the corresponding lifting process. First by

the conditions of the lemma we have that one can lift I − 1 to a pair matrices A, B living in

GL(Π1) and GL(Π2) with the corresponding estimate on the entries:

‖Aij‖ ≤ c0‖(I − 1)ij‖‖Bij‖ ≤ c0‖(I − 1)ij‖

for some constant c0. Then consider the corresponding iteration process, namely from what we

have set I ′ to be f1(1− A)I f2(1− B) such that we have the corresponding estimate in the form

of ‖I ′ − 1‖ ≤ d‖I − 1‖2. Then to finish run the construction process above step by step, we will

be done.

Now in the following setting, we set all rings involved to be Banach:
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Setting 5.6.80. (Noncommutaive Glueing) Consider the following noncommutative analog of

[KL15, Section 1.3]. First we have a square diagram taking the following form which is com-

mutative:

Π //////

������

Π2

�� ����
Π1 // //// Π12,

which expands to the corresponding short exact sequence:

0 // //// Π // //// Π1 ⊕Π2
∗−∗ ////// Π12 // //// 0

in the corresponding category of Π-modules. The corresponding datum consists also of three

right modules M1, M2, M12 over the corresponding rings Π1, Π2, Π12 respectively, with the cor-

responding base change isomorphisms from the module M1, M2 to the module M12. Take the

corresponding kernel we have the corresponding exact sequence:

0 ////// M ////// M1⊕M2 // //// M12.

We are going to call the corresponding datum in our situation to be coherent, pseudocoherent,

f inite, f initely presented, f inite projective if the corresponding modules involved are so over

the corresponding rings Π1, Π2, Π12, which is to say coherent, pseudocoherent, f inite, f initely presented,

f inite projective, and we require that the corresponding exact sequence:

0 // //// Π // //// Π1 ⊕Π2
∗−∗ ////// Π12 // //// 0

is surjective in the strict sense, and we require that the map:

Π2 → Π12

has the image which is assumed in our situation to be dense.

Lemma 5.6.81. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 2.7.3]) Consider a finite glueing datum as above,

we then have the fact that M⊗Π1 → M1 and M⊗Π2 → M2 are surjective and the map M1⊕M2 →

M12 is also surjective.

Proof. This is a noncommutative version of [KL15, Lemma 2.7.3]. We just need to check that

in our situation the condition of lemma 5.6.76 holds. Now consider the bases of M1 and M2
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respectively:

e1, e2, ..., em, (5.6.64)

f1, f2, ..., fm. (5.6.65)

And we consider the corresponding expansion with respect to these bases after taking the im-

age under the maps s1 : M1 ⊗Π12 → M12 and s2 : M2 ⊗Π12 → M12:

s2( f j) = ∑
i

Iijs1(ei), s1( f j) = ∑
i

Jijs2( fi).

Then we have from the assumption on the dense image some matrix J′ such that I(J′− J) could

be satisfying the condition ‖I(J′ − J)‖ ≤ c where c is the constant in the previous lemma. Then

by using the previous lemma we have the following decomposition:

1 + I(J′ − J) = K1K−1
2

with K1 ∈ GL(Π1), K2 ∈ GL(Π2). Then we consider the element:

(aj, bj) := (∑
i

K1,ijei, ∑
i

(J′K2)ij fi).

We compute as in the following:

s1(aj)− s2(bj) = ∑
i

K1,ijs1(ei)−∑
i

J′K2,ijs2( fi)) (5.6.66)

= ∑
i

K1,ijs1(ei)− (I J′K2)ijs1(ei)) (5.6.67)

= ∑
i

((1− I J)K2)ijs1(ei)) (5.6.68)

= 0. (5.6.69)

Therefore the element we defined is now living in the kernel M. Consider just the first compo-

nent we can see that the map M⊗Π1 → M1 is now surjective.

Lemma 5.6.82. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 2.7.4]) For finitely projective datum, we then in

our situation have the surjectivity of the map M ⊗Π1 → M1. Then we have the kernel M is finitely

presented and we have the isomorphisms M⊗Π1 → M1 and M⊗Π2 → M2.

Proof. This is by the previous lemma and lemma 5.6.77.
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The following is a similar noncommutative version of [DLLZ1, Lemma A.7]:

Lemma 5.6.83. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL15, Lemma 2.7.4]) For finitely presented datum, we then in

our situation have the surjectivity of the map M ⊗ Π1 → M1. Furthermore suppose we are in the

situation where Π1 → Π12 and Π2 → Π12 are simultaneously assumed to be flat. Then we have the

kernel M is finitely presented and we have the isomorphisms M⊗Π1 → M1 and M⊗Π2 → M2.

Proof. See lemma above and lemma 5.6.78.

Definition 5.6.84. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2]) Over the period rings ΠH,A (which

is denoted by△ in this definition) we define the corresponding (ϕa, Γ)-modules over△ which

are pseudocoherent or fpd to be the corresponding pseudocoherent or fpd right Γ-modules

over △ with further assigned semilinear action of the operator ϕa with the isomorphism de-

fined by using the Frobenius. We also require that the modules are complete for the natural

topology involved in our situation and for any module over ΠH,A to be some base change of

some module over Πr
H,A (which will be defined in the following).

Definition 5.6.85. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2]) Over each ring △ = Πr
H,A we

define the corresponding pseudocoherent or fpd (ϕa, Γ)-module over any △ to be the corre-

sponding pseudocoherent or fpd right Γ-module M over △ with additionally endowed semi-

linear Frobenius action from ϕa such that we have the isomorphism ϕa∗M
∼
→ M⊗�where the

ring � is one △ = Π
r/p
H,A. Also as in [KL16, Definition 5.7.2] we assume that the module over

Πr
H,A is then complete for the natural topology and the corresponding base change to ΠI

H,A for

any interval which is assumed to be closed I ⊂ [0, r) gives rise to a module over ΠI
H,A with

specified conditions which will be specified below.

Definition 5.6.86. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2]) Again as in [KL16, Definition

5.7.2], we define the corresponding pseudocoherent and fpd (ϕa, Γ)-modules over ring Π
[s,r]
H,A to

be the pseudocoherent and fpd right Γ-modules (which will be denoted by M) over Π
[s,r]
H,A addi-

tionally endowed with semilinear Frobenius action from ϕa with the following isomorphisms:

ϕa∗M⊗
Π

[sp−ah,rp−ah]
H,A

Π
[s,rp−ah]
H,A

∼
→ M⊗

Π
[s,r]
H,A

Π
[s,rp−ah]
H,A . (5.6.70)

We now assume that the modules are complete with respect to the natural topology.

Definition 5.6.87. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL16, Definition 5.7.2])

Over the ring Πt
H,A we define a corresponding pseudocoherent and fpd (ϕa, Γ) bundle to be a
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family (MI)I of pseudocoherent and fpd right Γ-modules over each ΠI
H,A carrying the natural

Frobenius action coming from the operator ϕa such that for any two involved intervals having

the relation I ⊂ J we have:

MJ ⊗Π
J
H,A

ΠI
H,A

∼
→ MI

with the obvious cocycle condition. Here we have to propose condition on the intervals that

for each I = [s, r] involved we have s ≤ r/pah. We require the corresponding topological

conditions as above. one can take the corresponding 2-limit in the direct sense to define the

corresponding objects over the full Robba rings.

Remark 5.6.88. We have the obvious notion of coherent objects in the noetherian setting. Also

note that in the noetherian setting we do not have to worry about the corresponding completion

issue, which to say the finiteness is all enough. In our current situation and furthermore also

in the noetherian setting, by using the corresponding open mapping, one can also mimick the

proof in [BGR84, 3.7.3/2,3] to prove this by considering the corresponding presentation and

take the corresponding kernel.

Proposition 5.6.89. Keeping assumption 5.6.42 and under the assumption of conjecture 5.6.73, con-

sider the following categories:

1. The category of all the pseudocoherent bundles over the ring ΠH,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action;

2. The category of all the pseudocoherent modules over the ring Π
[s,r]
H,A, carrying the (ϕa, Γ)-action.

Then in our situation they are equivalent, if we have for any intervals permitted I ⊂ I ′ we have

ΠI′

H,A → ΠI
H,A is flat.

Proof. First note that we are working over noetherian rings. The functor from the category

of the Frobenius bundles to that of the Frobenius modules is just projection of the family of

Frobenius modules to the corresponding Frobenius module with respect to the specific interval.

In our our situation we have

0 // //// Π // //// Π1 ⊕Π2
∗−∗ ////// Π12 // //// 0

is exact in the strict sense due to the existence of Schauder basis, and we have the image of

Π2 → Π12 is dense as well in the same way. Therefore we can see that the corresponding

categories are equivalent since we can show the corresponding essential surjectivity by using

the Frobenius action and the glueing process established above to reach any closed interval

involved.
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This chapter is based on the following paper, where the author of this dissertation is the

main author:

• Tong, Xin. "Hodge-Iwasawa Theory II." arXiv preprint arXiv:2010.06093 (2020).
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Chapter 6

Analytic Geometry and

Hodge-Frobenius Structure
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6.1 Introduction

6.1.1 Higher Dimensional Analytic Geometry

Higher dimensional analytic geometry in the nonarchimedean setting and corresponding p-

adic analysis received very rapid development in the past decades, dated back to the last cen-

tury to some point. Its complex analog, which is to say the complex analysis in higher dimen-

sion of several variables or the study of complex analytic varieties could be dated back even

earlier. For instance searching for the automorphism groups of higher dimensional domains is

still attracting extensive attention. On the other hand in the p-adic setting, considering higher

dimensional analytic domains will be a very natural generalization (especially in the rigid an-

alytic geometry, or more general analytic geometry). However, the approaches do not gen-

eralize very smoothly to the higher dimension, even, one will immediately need to find new

approaches. This is actually already clear in the complex setting, for instance one may believe

that complex analysis of several variables over complex polydiscs is natural generalization of

one variable situation, for instance the Cauchy integration formula and maximal value issues.

However in the p-adic setting, this might be more complicated as discussed in the following.

The famous p-adic local monodromy theorem, proved by Tsuzuki in the unit-root setting,

and then proved by André-Kedlaya-Mebkhout [Ked04], [And1] and [Me] in the full general set-

ting, is already a very difficult theorem over one-dimensional p-adic annulus, which roughly

speaks that over such annulus, each finite locally free sheaf with connection and Frobenius (not

necessarily absolute) structure could be made simpler with respect to the connection structure.

For instance in the unit-root setting, the picture is even simpler, since then we only need to

consider Galois representations with finite monodromy which is to say potentially unramified

somewhat: we have an equivalence between the category of unit-root overconvergent isocrys-

tals and the one of all the potentially unramified étale Qp-local systems, over some space. Actu-

ally Kedlaya’s approach established in [Ked04] used very deep theorem on the slope filtration

over one-dimensional p-adic annulus to reduce to Tsuzuki’s approach.

To generalize to the higher dimensional situation, we have many ways to do so which are

encoded in the following projects. First one could consider the picture in the relative p-adic
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Hodge theory, for instance established in [KL15] and [KL16], or the multidimensional program

of [CKZ18] and [PZ19]. Also we would like to mention some relativization programs in [BC1],

[Ked10], [Liu1] where some attempt to generalize the slope filtration theorem and the local

monodromy theorem to the relative Frobenius situation had been successful. The applications

from [Ked04] to the rigid cohomology and isocrystals have already considered some sort of

multidimensional construction as in [Ked06],[Ked07],[Ked08],[Ked11],[Ked09],[Ked07]. How-

ever, one could still only get information deduced from the monodromy theorem or the slope

filtration theorem essentially from the one mentioned above. The theory of partial differential

equations have been regarded as non-trivial and significant generalization of the story relevant

above. To be more precise, these are reflected in the following work: [Xiao11], [Xiao12] and

[KX10], [Ked10], [Ked11], [Ked13].

That being all said, we will only focus on mixed-characteristic situation in this paper. Here

let us do some summarization in a uniform way on the known pictures which one might want

to follow being local or global, being étale or non-étale:

Setting 6.1.1. Mixed-characteristic local étale: Berger’s theorem for potentially semi-stable Ga-

lois representations [Ber1].

Setting 6.1.2. Mixed-characteristic local non-étale: Again Berger’s theorem for (ϕ, Γ)-modules.

Setting 6.1.3. Mixed-characteristic global étale: Relative p-adic Hodge theory after Faltings,

Andreatta, Iovita, Brinon, Scholze, Kedlaya, Liu and so on, in [Fal], [A1], [AI1], [AI2], [AB1],

[AB2], [AB3], [Sch1], [KL15] and [KL16].

Setting 6.1.4. Mixed-characteristic global non-étale: Relative p-adic Hodge theory in the style

of Kedlaya-Liu [KL15] and [KL16].

In this paper, we first consider the program of [CKZ18] and [PZ19], and we will work in the

generality of [KPX14]. The generalization itself is already interesting enough and actually we

need to address some fundamental issues around. The multidimensionalization we studied

here represents some similarity to the globalization and multidimensionalization mentioned

above in the relative p-adic Hodge theory and some globalization of the study of isocrystals in

the style of Kedlaya’s theorem on Shiho’s conjecture. Actually we consider slightly different
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actions within the module structures, which is to say that we will have multi-Frobenius actions,

multi-Lie group actions, multi-differentials.

6.1.2 Results and Applications

Here is our first main result, while the corresponding proof will be given in section 6.4.1:

Theorem 6.1.5. With the same assumptions as in assumption 6.4.1 as below, we set M to be the global

section of a locally free coherent sheaf of module over the sheaf of the Robba ring Πan,con,I,X(πKI
) over an

affinoid domain X attached to an affinoid algebra A in the rigid analytic geometry, carrying mutually

commuting actions of (ϕI , ΓKI
). Then we have the corresponding Herr complex C•ϕI ,ΓKI

(M) lives then

in the derived category D♭
perf(A), and we have that the corresponding complex C•ψI

(M) has all the

cohomology groups which are coadmissible over Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI
). Moreover when A = Qp, C•ψI

(M)

lives in D♭
perf(Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI

)).

Another motivation in our situation comes from the equivariant Iwasawa theory proposed

by Kedlaya-Pottharst in [KP1]. Here the idea will be working over more general distribution

algebra after Berthelot, Schneider and Teitelbaum in the following sense. The idea is from the

following observation. Now suppose G is a nice p-adic Lie group for instance as above we

considered the product of Zp or Z×p . Then we consider the corresponding distribution algebra

which we will use the notation Πan,∞,A(G) to denote this ring (note that here we have already

considered the even more general relative setting). Now consider L/K a p-adic Lie extension.

Then we have that one could consider the projection GK → G(L/K) to define the corresponding

Galois representation with coefficients in Πan,∞,A(G), which then gives rise to a (ϕ, ΓK)-module

over Πan,∞,A(G). Then we take the external tensor product of any (ϕ, Γ)-module M with this

p-adic Lie deformation DfmLie we will get a module M ⊠DfmLie which is actually (ϕ, Γ)-

module over Πan,∞,A(G). Then we are going to define the Herr complex of this module, which

will be called the G-equivariant Iwasawa cohomology. It is natural to investigate the funda-

mental properties of this cohomology which is over MaxA×MaxΠan,∞(G). For instance over

Z
×,d
p as above, we will have to study the cohomology of the big (ϕ, Γ)-module over the product

of the ring Πan,con,A(πK) and the ring Πan,∞(G). Therefore through the previous theorem we

have the following coherence over more general Fréchet-Stein algebras, while the correspond-

ing proof will be given in section 6.4.1:
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Theorem 6.1.6. Let X∞(G) be the quasi-Stein rigid analytic space attached to the p-adic Lie group

G := ΓKJ
for some set J possibly different from I as in setting 6.3.1. Let A be an affinoid algebra

over Qp. Suppose F is a locally free coherent sheaf over the sheaf of Robba ring Πan,con,I,X∞(G)⊗̂A(πKI
),

where we use the same notation to denote the global section and we assume that the global section is finite

projective, carrying mutually commuting actions of (ϕI , ΓKI
). Then we have that the cohomology groups

of the Herr complex C•ϕI ,ΓI
(F) are coadmissible over X∞(G)⊗̂A, and the corresponding cohomology

groups of Iwasawa complex C•ψI
(F) are coadmissible over Πan,∞,I,X∞(G)⊗̂A(ΓKI

). Moreover when A =

Qp, C•ψI
(F) lives in D♭

perf(Πan,∞,I,X∞(G)⊗̂A(ΓKI
)) and C•ϕI ,ΓI

(F) lives in D♭
perf(X∞(G)⊗̂A).

Remark 6.1.7. The two theorems are around commutative period rings. Actually we conjec-

tured that the corresponding analogs in the noncommutative setting should hold. In other

words not only we would expect that one can follow the ideas in this work to establish some

finiteness theorems when we have the coefficients that are noetherian noncommutative Banach

rings as those discussed in section 6.5.1, but also we should as well have some analogs of the

results on the (noncommutative) equivariant Iwasawa cohomology. For more detail, see con-

jecture 6.5.22, conjecture 6.5.23, conjecture 6.5.24.

It is actually not expected (due to some difficulty in high dimensional p-adic analysis) that

one could derive the finiteness or perfectness in some ambient derived categories by using ana-

logue of Kedlaya’s key ingredient to prove the theorem mentioned in setting 1.2 above, which

is to say there is no dévissage possibility transparent for us to use in order to reduce all the

proof in the non-étale setting to the main results of [CKZ18] and [PZ19], in the étale setting.

The coherence of the cohomology is significant in our theory, for instance if one would like to

study the global triangulation of (ϕ, Γ)-modules over any rigid analytic spaces, for more appli-

cation see the discussion below.

Now we discuss the applications of our results. The multidimensionalization represented in

the program of [PZ19] and [CKZ18] is aimed at some motivation from p-adic Local Langlands

program and relative Fukaya-Kato-Nakamura’s local Tamagawa number conjecture or the ε-

isomorphism conjecture. One could somehow regard the two conjectures as closely related to

each other to some extent. Roughly speaking we have the following conjecture:

Conjecture 6.1.8. (Nakamura [Nak2]) In the determinant category attached to any (ϕ, Γ)-modules

over relative Robba rings, for each such M there exists an isomorphism between the object 1 with the
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fundamental line attached to M. Moreover this isomorphism is compatible with algebraic functional

equation, duality and the de Rham isomorphism.

The program initiated in [PZ19] and [CKZ18] gives rise to some possible approach to this

conjecture, by first generalizing this to higher dimensional situation, and then consider some

sort of diagonal embedding in the group theoretic consideration. Again there should be a cor-

responding relative version of the conjectures of Pal-Zábrádi [PZ19].

Another application will be deformation theory and the variation of the triangulation prop-

erty represented already in the one-dimensional situation, see [KPX14]. As mentioned above,

local triangulation or global triangulation are significant properties in the study of Galois theo-

retic eigenvarieties. We should mention that actually our approach which is parallel to [KPX14]

is different from the one in [Liu1]. The latter used essentially some local spreading properties

of the slope filtrations, which is tested by considering the sensibility of the neighbourhood

around a good point on the slope filtrations. All of these are not directly expected in the con-

text of [KPX14] and the one we are considering in this paper. For the extended and detailed

exposition, see the corresponding section 6.4.2.

6.1.3 What’s Next

The framework we studied here is just some partial aspects of the whole story in the higher

dimensional analytic geometry. One can definitely study more general analytic geometry even

in the archimedean setting where one can search for more very typical multi-Hodge structures

such as those coming from the hyper-Kähler geometry. We have only worked over polydisks

and polyannuli in the strictly affinoid setting in regular rigid analytic geometry which we be-

lieve of course should be the most similar setting to the classical complex analysis of several

variables. But that being said, these restrictions are not necessary at all. One can obviously ask

how general the spaces which we could handle are. We certainly believe in some very general

sense that the spaces we could potentially handle are those allowing us to do the suitable p-adic

functional analysis and p-adic complex analysis of several variables.

The corresponding construction we established here targets directly at the noncommutative
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Tamagawa number conjectures. We should then follow [Nak1], [Nak2], [Zah1], [PZ19] to am-

plify our programs in our mind from the philosophy in [BF1], [BF2] and [FK]. And we should

believe that our approach could be also applied in many other contexts where [Kie1] and [KL]

will provide insights and applications, which certainly might not have to be Iwasawa theoretic.

Certainly in the context of [PZ19] one still has to investigate in more detail the corresponding

p-adic Hodge theoretic properties of objects studied in this paper, such as the corresponding

possible analogs of the main results in [Ked04], [And1], [Me] and [Ber1].

Notation Description (These are mainly starting participating in the discussion in

Chapter 2 in the commutative setting, while in Chapter 5 in the noncom-

mutative setting)

p A prime number which is > 2.

I A finite set.

Kα Finite extension of Qp for each α ∈ I, with chosen πK,α.

GKα The corresponding Galois group of Gal(Qp/Kα) for each α ∈ I.

ΓKα The corresponding Γ group of Kα for each α ∈ I.

sI , rI Multidimensional radii 0 < sI ≤ rI with coordinates which are rational

numbers.

A An affinoid algebra (which could be noncommutative).

ΠrI ,I Multidimensional convergent ring with respect to the radius rI .

Π[sI ,rI ],I Multidimensional analytic ring with respect to the radii in [sI , rI ].

Πan,rI ,I Multidimensional analytic ring with respect to the radius rI .

Πan,con,I Multidimensional Robba rings.

ΠrI ,I,A Multidimensional convergent ring with respect to the radius rI with coeffi-

cients in an affinoid algebra A.

Π[sI ,rI ],I,A Multidimensional analytic ring with respect to the radii in [sI , rI ] with coef-

ficients in an affinoid algebra A.

Πan,rI ,I,A Multidimensional analytic ring with respect to the radius rI with coefficients

in an affinoid algebra A.

Πan,con,I,A Multidimensional Robba rings with coefficients in an affinoid algebra A.
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(Cα, lα)α∈I Collections of pair (Cα, lα) each of which consists of a multiplicative topo-

logical group which is abelian with finite torsion part and free part isomor-

phic to Zp, and a continuous homomorphism from Cα to Qp for each α ∈ I.

Πan,rI ,I(CI) Multidimensional analytic ring with respect to the radius rI , with new vari-

ables from CI .

Πan,con,I(CI) Multidimensional Robba rings, with new variables from CI .

Πan,rI ,I,A(CI) Multidimensional analytic ring with respect to the radius rI with coefficients

in an affinoid algebra A, with new variables from CI .

Πan,con,I,A(CI) Multidimensional Robba rings with coefficients in an affinoid algebra A,

with new variables from CI .

Πan,∞,I(CI) Multidimensional analytic ring with respect to the radius rI , with new vari-

ables from CI .

Πan,∞,I,A(CI) Multidimensional analytic ring with respect to the radius rI with coefficients

in an affinoid algebra A, with new variables from CI .

Notation Description (These are mainly starting participating in the discussion in

Chapter 3 and 4 in the commutative setting, while in Chapter 5 in the

noncommutative setting)

Πan,rI ,I(πK,I) Multidimensional analytic ring with respect to the radius rI , with new

variables in πK,I .

Π[sI ,rI ],I(πK,I) Multidimensional analytic ring with respect to the radii in [sI , rI ], with

new variables in πK,I .

Πan,con,I(πK,I) Multidimensional Robba rings, with new variables in πK,I .

Πan,rI ,I,A(πK,I) Multidimensional analytic ring with respect to the radius rI with coeffi-

cients in an affinoid algebra A, with new variables in πK,I .

Π[sI ,rI ],I,A(πK,I) Multidimensional analytic ring with respect to the radii in [sI , rI ] with co-

efficients in an affinoid algebra A, with new variables in πK,I .

Πan,con,I,A(πK,I) Multidimensional Robba rings with coefficients in an affinoid algebra A,

with new variables in πK,I .
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Πan,∞,I(ΓK,I) Multidimensional analytic ring with respect to the radius rI , with new

variables from ΓK.

Πan,∞,I,A(ΓK,I) Multidimensional analytic ring with respect to the radius rI with coeffi-

cients in an affinoid algebra A, with new variables from ΓK.
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6.2 Fréchet Rings and Sheaves in the Commutative Ca se

6.2.1 Fréchet Objects

In this subsection we are going to define the main objects we are going to study ring theoret-

ically. Everything will be modeling the one-dimensional situation. As indicated in the title of

the section, we will consider Fréchet-Stein objects in the sense of [ST03]. We first proceed by

defining the following rings:

Definition 6.2.1. (After KPX [KPX14, Notation 2.1.1]) We consider the multi

radii as mentioned in the notation list, where 0 < sI ≤ rI are all rational numbers or ∞. Under

this assumption first let I is a finite set. Then we consider the multidimensional polynomial

rings generalizing the one-dimensional situation with variables T±1
1 , .., T±1

I which is to say the

ring:

Qp[T
±1
1 , .., T±1

I ].

Now we endow this rings with some specific Gauss valuations and norms as in the following

way for any multi radii tI > 0:

vtI
( f ) = vtI

(∑
nI

anI
TiI

I ) := inf
nI

{
vp(anI

) + ∑
α∈I

tαiα

}
,

‖ f‖tI
=

∥∥∥∥∥∑nI

anI
TiI

I

∥∥∥∥∥
tI

:= sup
nI

{
|anI
|p−∑α∈I tα iα/(p−1)

}
.

We are going to use the Gauss valuations and norms with respect to the multi-interval [sI , rI ]

in the following sense:

v[sI ,rI ]( f ) = v[sI ,rI ](∑
nI

anI
TiI

I ) := min
tα∈{sI ,rI}

{
vp(anI

) + ∑
α∈I

tαiα

}
,

‖ f‖[sI ,rI ]
=

∥∥∥∥∥∑nI

anI
TiI

I

∥∥∥∥∥
[sI ,rI ]

:= max
tα∈{sI ,rI}

∥∥∥∥∥∑nI

anI
TiI

I

∥∥∥∥∥
tα

.

The latter will give rise to the following definition:

Π[sI ,rI ],I

which is defined to the completion of the ring Qp[T
±1
1 , .., T±1

I ] with respect to the norms defined

above with respect to the multi-interval [sI , rI ]. For the polynomial rings:

Qp[T1, .., TI ]

368



we then instead define for some tI > 0:

vtI
( f ) = vtI

(∑
nI

anI
TiI

I ) := inf
nI

{
vp(anI

) + ∑
α∈I

tαiα

}
,

‖ f‖tI
=

∥∥∥∥∥∑nI

anI
TiI

I

∥∥∥∥∥
tI

:= sup
nI

{
|anI
|p−∑α∈I tα iα/(p−1)

}
.

This will then give rise to the rings corresponding to the closed polydiscs and open polydiscs:

Π[tI ,∞I ],I , Πan,∞I ,I :=
⋂

tI>0

Π[tI ,∞I ],I .

Then correspondingly we define the following analytic rings corresponding to the full polyan-

nuli:

Πan,rI ,I :=
⋂

0<sI≤rI

Π[sI ,rI ],I , Πan,con,I :=
⋃

rI>0

⋂

0<sI≤rI

Π[sI ,rI ],I .

Remark 6.2.2. One could actually define the rings by considering all the (rigid) analytic func-

tions over the corresponding open polydiscs, closed polydiscs, polyannuli and full polyannuli,

which will be more transparent.

Remark 6.2.3. Actually one could see that in the definition, one could find that especially in

the multi-interval situation, the rightmost radii could be mixed-type with respect to the infinity

which is to say that one could have a genuine proper subset of indexes where the rightmost

radii are exactly infinite. We will mainly focus on the situation where such proper subset does

not emerge in our discussion later, if not specified otherwise.

Now we consider the relative version of the definition as in the one dimensional situation

in [KPX14, Notation 2.1.1].

Definition 6.2.4. (After KPX [KPX14, Notation 2.1.1]) Let A be an affinoid algebra over Qp in

the sense of rigid analytic spaces. Then we are going to define the relative version of the rings

defined as above in the absolute situation:

Π[sI ,rI ],I,A,

as the analytic functions relative to A over the products:

MaxA× AI [sI , rI ], 0 < sI ≤ rI .
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Then we define:

Πan,rI ,I,A :=
⋂

0<sI≤rI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,A, Πan,con,I,A :=
⋃

rI>0

⋂

0<sI≤rI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,A.

Correspondingly almost in the parallel and similar way one could define the following ring of

analytic functions relative to the space A:

Π[sI ,∞I ],I,A, Πan,∞I ,I,A :=
⋂

sI>0

Π[sI ,∞I ],I,A.

Eventually we are going to work within the framework of Fréchet-Stein algebras over rigid

analytic spaces. Now we are going to consider the construction over the affinoid algebras. First

let rI,0 be a fixed radii (where we do not consider the situation that there is a finite proper set of

I where the radii approach the infinity). Then we consider a decreasing sequence of multi radii

{rI,n}n≥0 which is to say that for each α ∈ I, rα,n+1 ≤ rα,n, and when n = 0 the radii is the one

fixed above. And we require that for each α ∈ I, rα,1 < rα,0.

Remark 6.2.5. Actually this looks a little bit strange, but one could eventually choose in the

following way that for each n ≥ 1 one just set rα,n = rn for each α.

Then we consider the following result which in some non-trivial way generalizes the one

dimensional situation:

Proposition 6.2.6. For all n ≥ 1, the rings Π[rI,n,rI,0],I,A and Π[rI,n,∞I ],I,A are noetherian as Banach

A-algebras.

Proof. We are going to follow ideas in [PZ19] and [Ked19] to prove this. This will be some

application of a theorem due to Fulton in [Ful1]. We are going to show the statement in the

situation where A is just the field Qp, and leave the general situation to the reader. We are

going to only choose to prove the statement for the ring Π[rI,n,rI,0],I,A, and we leave the check for

the other ring to the readers. We are going to show that the ring Π[rI,n,rI,0],I,A is weakly complete

algebras over the corresponding adic completion of the ring Z [Tα, α ∈ I] with the ideal (p)

generated by the element p , and a theorem due to Fulton will imply that the ring Π[rI,n,rI,0],I,A

is actually noetherian.

Following Monsky-Washnitzer, we recall as in the following the basic definition of a ring R

being relatively weakly complete algebras over A. This means that for any element f ∈ R and

any degree d ≥ 0, one could find k elements t1, ..., tk and a polynomial pd with k-variables with
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the coefficients in (p)d, such that there exists a constant C > 0 with degpd ≤ C(d + 1) and with

that:

f = ∑
d≥0

pd(t1, ..., tk).

Therefore we are going to find some essential estimate over the degree of the polynomial with

respect to some given element f . To get start for any such given f and any given d in the

condition recalled as above, we consider a degree ∂d positive which is maximal in the sense

that f is inside T−∂d
I Zp/(p)d and the index is the maximal throughout all such indexes. Then

we are going to use the notation ∂I to denote the corresponding multi-index (which is possibly

not the same as −∂I
d). Now we take a constant c1 > 1 such that ‖ f‖[rI,n,rI,0]

≤ c1. Then we

compute:

c1 ≥ ‖ f‖[rI,n,rI,0]
≥ ‖ f‖rI,0

≥ |coeff∂I
( f )|p∂drα,0/(p−1) ∏

β∈I\{α}

p−rβ,0iβ/(p−1)

which gives rise to that for some c2 > 0:

|coeff∂I
( f )|p∂drα,0/(p−1) ≤ c2.

Then we compute as in the following:

|coeff∂I
( f )|p∂drα,0/(p−1) ≤ c2 (6.2.1)

logp|coeff∂I
( f )|+ ∂drα,0/(p− 1) ≤ logpc2 (6.2.2)

(1− d) + ∂drα,0/(p− 1) ≤ logpc2 (6.2.3)

∂drα,0 ≤ (p− 1)logpc2 + (d− 1)(p− 1) (6.2.4)

∂d ≤ (p− 1)logpc2/rα,0 + (d− 1)(p− 1)/rα,0 (6.2.5)

which gives rise to the desired estimate, which then further finishes the proof by considering

Fulton’s theorem in [Ful1] which says that the desired relative weakly complete algebra is now

noetherian.

Then we consider the following statement which sends us to the framework of [ST03],

which generalizes the one dimensional situation in [KPX14, Section 2.1]:

Proposition 6.2.7. For all n ≥ 1, the rings Πan,rI,0,I,A and Πan,∞I ,I,A are Fréchet-Stein in the sense of

[ST03].
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Proof. We keep the notations simple so we just consider the proof for the first ring and leave

the task for checking the second case to the reader. Now indeed, we first note that Π[rI,n,rI,0],I,A

is Fréchet algebra in the sense that it is the ring of the analytic functions over a union of the

relative annuli as in the following:

⋃

0<rI,n≤rI,0

MaxA× AI [rI,n, rI,0].

Furthermore we note that this is also the increasing union which is of the form of:

⋃

0<rI,n≤rI,0

MaxA× AI [rI,n, rI,0],

where MaxA× AI [rI,n , rI,0] ⊂ MaxA× AI [rI,n+1, rI,0]. The corresponding transition map over

the algebras then with respect to this increasing union is actually flat since it is étale by the

production construction and the base change properties. Finally the transition map is of topo-

logically dense image again by the product construction.

Before we proceed to study more in more detail on the representation and structure of the

algebras defined above, we first define the vector bundles over polyannuli generalizing the one

dimensional result in [KPX14, Definition 2.1.3]. We mimick the definition, which gives rise to

the following:

Definition 6.2.8. (After KPX [KPX14, Definition 2.1.3]) We define coherent

sheaves of modules and the global sections over the ring Πan,rI0 ,I,A in the following way. First

a coherent sheafM over the relative multidimensional Robba ring Πan,rI0 ,I,A is defined to be a

family (M[sI ,rI ])[sI ,rI ]⊂(0,rI,0] of modules of finite type over each relative Π[sI ,rI ],I,A satisfying the

following two conditions as in the more classical situation:

M[s′I ,r
′
I ]
⊗Π[s′

I
,r′

I
],I,A

Π[s′′I ,r′′I ],I,A
∼
→ M[s′′I ,r′′I ]

for any multi radii satisfying 0 < s′I ≤ s′′I ≤ r′′I ≤ r′I ≤ rI,0, with furthermore

(M[s′I ,r
′
I ]
⊗Π[s′I ,r′I ],I,A

Π[s′′I ,r′′I ],I,A)⊗Π[s′′I ,r′′I ],I,A
Π[s′′′I ,r′′′I ],I,A

∼
→ Π[s′′′I ,r′′′I ],I,A,

for any multi radii satisfying the following condition:

0 < s′I ≤ s′′I ≤ s′′′I ≤ r′′′I ≤ r′′I ≤ r′I ≤ rI,0.
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Then we define the corresponding global section of the coherent sheaf M, which is usually

denoted by M which is defined to be the following inverse limit:

M := lim
←−

sI→0+I

M[sI ,rI,0].

We are going to follow [KPX14, Definition 2.1.3] to call any module defined over Πan,rI0 ,I,A

coadmissible it comes from a global section of a coherent sheafM in the sense defined above.

Then we could collect the following properties form more general theory from [ST03] as in

[KPX14, Lemma 2.1.4] in the one dimensional situation.

Proposition 6.2.9. (After KPX [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.4]) We have the following properties for the

coherent sheaves defined above over the relative multi-dimensional Robba rings Πan,rI0 ,I,A:

I. For each multi radii 0 < sI ≤ rI ≤ rI,0 as above, we have that the global section M is dense in the

corresponding section M[sI ,rI ] where rI,0 is finite, where the statement is also true for M[1/TI ] for rI,0

infinite but with rI not;

II. For each multi radii 0 < sI ≤ rI ≤ rI,0 as above, we have the following comparison:

M⊗Πan,rI0
,I,A Π[sI ,rI ],I,A

∼
→ M[sI ,rI ];

III. For each multi radii 0 < sI ≤ rI,0 we have the following higher vanishing result:

R1 lim
←−

sI→0+
M[sI ,rI,0] = 0;

IV. The kernel or cokernel of a morphism between coadmissible modules over Πan,rI0 ,I,A is again coad-

missible;

V. Any finite presented module over Πan,rI0 ,I,A is coadmissible;

VI. Any submodule of finite type of any coadmissible Πan,rI0 ,I,A-module is again coadmissible;

VII. For each multi radii 0 < sI ≤ rI ≤ rI,0, and for the global section defined above, we have that

M⊗Πan,rI0
,I,A Π[sI ,rI ],I,A is flat over Π[sI ,rI ],I,A.

Proof. See [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.4] and [ST03]. Again let us mention that actually in this setting

initially we only have the corresponding results for rI fixed which could for instance be rI,0,

however this could be overcome by the same method as in the one dimensional situation in

[KPX14, Lemma 2.1.4].
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We then follow the ideas and approaches from [KPX14] to study further the structure the-

ory of the coherent sheaves defined above. The following is then a generalization of the corre-

sponding result in the one-dimensional situation in [KPX14, Corollary 2.1.5].

Lemma 6.2.10. (After KPX [KPX14, Corollary 2.1.5]) The rings Πan,rI0 ,I,A, and Πan,con,I,A are flat

over A as in [KPX14, Corollary 2.1.5].

Proof. We adapt the corresponding method of proof in [KPX14, Corollary 2.1.5] to prove this

generalization. Indeed one could then prove this by the same method of [KPX14, Corollary

2.1.5] since then by taking a suitable basis we will have Πan,rI0 ,I,Qp

≃
→ ⊕̂ηQpeη. Then one could

just finish as in [KPX14, Corollary 2.1.5].

Definition 6.2.11. (After KPX [KPX14, Definition 2.1.3])

Consider a coherent sheaf MrI,0 over Πan,rI0 ,I,A defined as above, then we are going to call this

sheaf a vector bundle if for each [sI , rI ] suitably located multi interval we have M[sI ,rI ] is flat

over Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,A.

This will give us a chance to consider the following result:

Proposition 6.2.12. (After KPX [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.6]) For any coherent sheaf MrI,0 over Πan,rI0 ,I,A

which admits a vector bundle structure in our situation, we then have that the global section M of it is

finitely projective if and only if it is finitely presented. (Actually one can even derive the correspond-

ing sufficient and necessary condition to be just being finitely generated by applying [KL16, Corollary

2.6.8]).

Proof. Basic representation theory tells us that the module involved is finitely projective if and

only if it is finitely presented and flat. Therefore back to our proposition one direction of the

implications is trivial, which is to say that we could now assume that the corresponding module

is finitely presented, and it suffices to show that it is flat. Therefore as in [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.6]

we consider the map I⊗Πan,rI0
,I,A M→ M for some finitely generated ideal I. Then we are going

to show that this is injective. First choose some presentation of M which is of type (m, n) over

the base ring Πan,rI0 ,I,A then translate this to the corresponding statement for the ideal I which

is to say Im → In. This actually gives us a chance to derive the statement that I ⊗Πan,rI0
,I,A M

is also coadmissible by the proposition 6.2.9. Now again by proposition 6.2.9 we have that it

suffices to show that:

I ⊗Πan,rI0
,I,A M→ M
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is injective over some base change to some Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,A. Then as in [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.6] one

could finish the proof since this is nothing but the following map:

(I ⊗Πan,rI0
,I,A Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,A)⊗M[sI ,rI ] → M[sI ,rI ]

which is injective by the flatness from [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.6].

We then have the following corollary which is a direct analog of the corresponding results

in [KPX14, Corollary 2.1.7]:

Corollary 6.2.13. Let A be an affinoid algebra which is reduced. Now consider a module M over the

Robba ring with respect to a specific radius rI , defined over Max(A)×An(0, rI ] and we assume that

for any maximal ideal mη of A the fiber Mmη has the same rank. Then we have that M is finite projective

if we further assume that M is finitely presented (as mentioned in the previous proposition one can even

assume that it is finitely generated).

Proof. This is a corollary of the previous proposition and the corresponding noetherian prop-

erty as in [KPX14, Corollary 2.1.7].

Before we study the relationship between the finiteness of the global sections and the co-

herent sheaves, we generalize the uniform finiteness in the one dimensional situation which is

established in [KPX14, Definition 2.1.9].

Definition 6.2.14. (After KPX [KPX14, Definition 2.1.9]) We first generalize the notion of ad-

missible covering in our setting, which is higher dimensional generalization of the situation

established in [KPX14, Definition 2.1.9]. For any covering {[sI , rI ]} of (0, rI,0], we are going to

specify those admissible coverings if the given covering admits refinement finite locally (and

each corresponding member in the covering has the corresponding interior part which is as-

sumed to be not empty with respect to each α ∈ I). Then it is very natural in our setting that

we have the corresponding notations of (m, n)-finitely presentedness and n-finitely generat-

edness for any m, n positive integers. Then based on these definitions we have the following

generalization of the corresponding uniform finiteness. First we are going to call a coherent

sheaf {MsI ,rI
}[sI ,rI ] over Πan,rI,0,I,A uniformly (m, n)-finitely presented if there exists an admis-

sible covering {[sI , rI ]} and a pair of positive integers (m, n) such that each module M[sI ,rI ]

defined over Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,A is (m, n)-finitely presented. Also we have the notion of uniformly n-

finitely generated for any positive integer n by defining that to mean under the existence of an
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admissible covering we have that each member M[sI ,rI ] in the family defined over Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,A is

n-finitely generated. Sometimes we are also going to use the notions of being uniformly finitely

generated and being uniformly finitely presented to mean the corresponding objects when the

corresponding uniform numbers of the generators are well-understood.

After defining these notions one could consider the following generalization of the corre-

sponding results in [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.10] specifically in the one-dimensional situation. Before

establishing this kind of generalization we first consider the following:

Lemma 6.2.15. (After KPX [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.10]) Consider now the following short exact se-

quence of coherent sheaves over Πan,rI,0,I,A:

0 //// (M1
[sI ,rI ]

){[sI ,rI ]}
//// (M[sI ,rI ]){[sI ,rI ]}

//// (M2
[sI ,rI ]

){[sI ,rI ]}
//// 0.

Then we have that if (M1
[sI ,rI ]

){[sI ,rI ]} and one of the rest two sheaves are uniformly finitely presented so

is the third, moreover we have that if (M[sI ,rI ]){[sI ,rI ]}, (M2
[sI ,rI ]

){[sI ,rI ]} are uniformly finitely presented

then the third one will be uniformly finitely generated.

Proof. See [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.10].

Lemma 6.2.16. (After KPX [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.11]) Let {M[sI ,rI ]} be a coherent sheaf over Πan,rI,0,I,A

with global section which we will denote it by M (with respect to an admissible covering in our context).

Suppose that we have a set of generators {e1, ..., en} which generates M[sI ,rI ] for each [sI , rI ] involved,

then we have that this set of generators will generate M as well.

Proof. As in the one dimensional situation (see [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.11]) one could prove this

by first exhibiting a map by using the given basis (Πan,rI,0,I,A)
n → M, then arguing that this

will give rise to the desired generating set by considering the corresponding projection which

is again a well-defined surjection and comparison under the assumption mentioned above.

Proposition 6.2.17. (After KPX [KPX14, Proposition 2.1.13]) Consider any arbitrary coherent sheaf

{M[sI ,rI ]} over Πan,rI,0,I,A with the global section M. Then we have the following corresponding state-

ments:

I. The coherent sheaf {M[sI ,rI ]} is uniformly finitely generated iff the global section M is finitely gener-

ated;
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II. The coherent sheaf {M[sI ,rI ]} is uniformly finitely generated iff the global section M is finitely pre-

sented;

III. The coherent sheaf {M[sI ,rI ]} is uniformly finitely presented vector bundle iff the global section M is

finite projective.

Proof. One could derive the the second and the third statements by using the lemma 6.2.15 and

proposition 6.2.12. Therefore it suffices for us to prove the first statement. Indeed one could see

that one direction in the statement is straightforward, therefore it suffices now to consider the

other direction. So now we assume that the coherent sheaf {M[sI ,rI ]} is uniformly finitely gen-

erated for some n for instance. Then we are going to show that one could find corresponding

generators for the global section M from the given uniform finitely generatedness.

Now by definition we consider an admissible covering taking the form of {[sI , rI ]}. In

[KPX14, Proposition 2.1.13] the corresponding argument goes by using special decomposition

of the covering in some refined way, mainly by reorganizing the initial admissible covering

into two single ones, where each of them will be made into the one consisting of those well-

established intervals with no overlap. In our setting, we need to use instead the corresponding

upgraded nice decomposition of the given admissible covering in our setting, which is exten-

sively discussed in [KL16, 2.6.14-2.6.17]. Namely as in [KL16, 2.6.14-2.6.17] there is a chance for

us to extract 2|I| families {{[sI,δi
, rI,δi

]}i=0,1,...}{1i},{2i},...,{Ni}, (N = 2|I|) of intervals, where there

is a chance to have the situation where for each such family the corresponding intervals in it

could be made to be disjoint in pairs. Then we are in the situation of [KL16, Proposition 2.6.17],

namely whenever we have a 2|I|-uniform covering, then the uniformly finiteness throughout

all the coverings involved will guarantee the corresponding finiteness of the corresponding

global section which proves the proposition. To be more precise we make the argument in

[KL16, Proposition 2.6.17] more precise in our setting. First we write the corresponding space

ΛI(0, rI,0]A into the following form:

ΛI(0, rI,0]A :=
⋃

α≥0

ΛI [sI,α , rI,0]A.

For ΛI [sI,−1, rI,0]A we choose that to be empty. Then for a chosen family {[sI,δi
, rI,δi

]}i=0,1,..., we

use the notation {[sI,γ , rI,γ]}Γ to denote this specific family where Γ is endowed with the cor-

responding well ordering as in [KL16, proposition 2.6.17]. Now we consider for each γ the

corresponding index α(γ) such that the intersection between ΛI [sI,α(γ), rI,0]A and ΛI [sI,γ, rI,γ]A
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is empty and meanwhile this index is the largest among all the candidates such that the in-

tersection like this is empty. Then we consider the corresponding subspace in the following

way:

Bγ := ΛI [sI,α(γ), rI,0]A ∪
⋃

γ′<γ,γ′∈Γ

ΛI [sI,γ, rI,γ]A.

Then we can see that one can find an element in the section O(Bγ) which by considering the

corresponding restriction gives rise to some element which represents an invertible of an ele-

ment which is topologically nilpotent over the section over ΛI [sI,γ, rI,γ]A but meanwhile van-

ishes over the section over Bγ. Then by the density of the global section one can see that one

can upgrade this element to be some element in O(ΛI(0, rI,0]A) which which represents an in-

vertible of an element which is topologically nilpotent over the section over ΛI [sI,γ, rI,γ]A but

meanwhile represents an element which is topologically nilpotent over the section over Bγ. We

denote this element by xγ. Now we can perform the corresponding iteration process in [KL16,

proposition 2.6.17] to generate the following families of elements in M:

..., (6.2.6)

eγ,1, ..., eγ,k, (6.2.7)

... (6.2.8)

whose limit will be the corresponding finite generating set of the global section. We first start

from a generating set of M[sI,γ,rI,γ] such e1, ..., ek, then we are considering will be the sequence

defined in the following way:

eγ,i := eγ,i + x
η
γei,

where η is sufficiently large integer. This process guarantee that we can have converging limit

set of generators. The generators actually generate the corresponding section M[sI,γ,rI,γ] since

in our situation we can control the corresponding difference between the restriction of our

produced set of elements and the actually generator over such section as in [KL16, proposition

2.6.17] and [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.12].

6.2.2 Further Discussion and Residue Pairings

We collect some further continuation of the discussion in the previous section before we con-

sider the residue pairings in our setting, these are higher dimensional generalization of the
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corresponding results in [KPX14].

Lemma 6.2.18. (After KPX [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.16]) Consider a morphism f : M → N of modules

over Πan,rI,0,I,A with kernel and cokernel of finite types. Suppose f : M→ N is injective over Πan,con,I,A.

Then f is injective over Πan,rI ,I,A for some radii rI ≤ rI,0. Furthermore if f : M→ N is surjective over

Πan,con,I,A, then f is surjective over Πan,rI ,I,A for some radii rI ≤ rI,0.

Proof. See the proof of [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.16] which is a reinterpretation of the properties of

being of finite type of the corresponding kernel and cokernel involved.

Proposition 6.2.19. (After KPX [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.18]) Suppose now that M is a module defined

over Πan,rI,0,I,A and is assumed to be finite over A. Then we have that there exists some multi radii

rI ≤ rI,0 such that the base change of M to Πan,rI ,I,A vanishes.

Proof. This is a higher dimensional generalization of the corresponding results in [KPX14,

Lemma 2.1.18]. The argument is parallel, we adapt the argument to our setting as in the follow-

ing. First we consider the situation where A is Artin, then it is easy to see that the proposition

is true. Then more generally we consider the copy A 〈TI〉 ⊂ Πan,rI,0,I,A, which allows us to go

back to the previous situation by taking the reduction. Note that we still satisfy the condition

since then the module is also finite over A 〈TI〉 since it is so over A. Then one could finish as in

the one dimensional situation, see [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.18].

Then we define the following higher dimensional analog of the differential Ω over the one

dimensional Robba ring relative to the ring A. This amounts to considering a higher dimen-

sional residue formula for a function with I variables.

Definition 6.2.20. (After KPX) We first generalize the definition of the differentials of the Robba

rings to higher dimensional situation. First consider our full Robba rings Πan,con,I,A, then we

are going to define the corresponding n-th differential of this ring relative to A as the following:

ΩΠan,con,I,A/A := ∧|I|Ω1
Πan,con,I,A/A

which is nothing but the |I|-th differential of the ring Πan,con,I,A with respect to the affinoid A.

Here the differentials are assumed to be the continuous ones.

Then for any element in the |I|-th differential we could define the corresponding residue of

this chosen element as in the following:
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Definition 6.2.21. (After KPX) For any f ∈ ΩΠan,con,I,A/A of the general form of f = ∑nI
an1 ,...,nI

Tn1
1 ...TnI

I ,

we define the residue of this differential of |I|-th order by the following formula:

res( f ) := res(∑
nI

an1 ,...,nI
Tn1

1 ...TnI
I ) := a−1.

Here the symbol 1 is defined to be the index of (1, ..., 1) in a uniform way.

Proposition 6.2.22. (After KPX [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.19]) The residue map defined above in our set-

ting is well-defined, and the differential module ΩΠan,con,I,A/A is free of rank one. We define the following

differential pairing over the relative differential module ΩΠan,con,I,A/A:

h : Πan,con,I,A ×Πan,con,I,A → A (6.2.9)

( f , g) 7→ res( f (TI)g(TI)dT1 ∧ ...∧ dTI). (6.2.10)

Then the pairing now induces the following canonical isomorphisms (where the topology depends on the

choices of the variables):

Homcon(Πan,con,I,A, A)
∼
→ Πan,con,I,A (6.2.11)

Homcon(Πan,con,I,A/ ∑
k

Πan,k,I,A, A)
∼
→ Πan,∞,I,A. (6.2.12)

(6.2.13)

Here the ring Πan,k,I,A is defined as

Πan,k,I,A :=
⋃

ri>0,i 6=k,rk=∞,k=1,...,|I|

Πan,rI ,I,A. (6.2.14)

Proof. As in the one dimensional situation, from the very definitions, one could derive that

the residue map is well-defined and the fact that the differential module is generated by dTI .

Consider our product construction and the descent process in the one dimensional situation

we have that one could then check the issue of well-definedness over the corresponding multi-

variate convergent rings E∆ in [CKZ18] and [PZ19]. Then for the first statement in the isomor-

phisms, first one could see that one direction (from right to left) which is induced directly from

the residue pairing. On the other hand, we consider the following map which is a generaliza-

tion of the one dimensional situation:

Homcon(Πan,con,I,A, A)→ Πan,con,I,A (6.2.15)

µI 7→∑
nI

µI(T
−1−nI
I )Tn1

1 ...TnI
I , (6.2.16)
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which is easy to see that this gives an inverse mapping by the definitions of the residue pair-

ings. For the second isomorphism, under our construction, see [Cre1, Proposition 5.5] and the

corresponding [Ked06, Lemma 8.5.1].

Then as below we are going to contact with the multi Lie groups structures which is a higher

dimensional generalization of the usual pictures in [KPX14, Definition 2.1.20]. To achieve so we

need to generalize the constructions in [KPX14, Definition 2.1.20] in the following sense:

Definition 6.2.23. (After KPX [KPX14, Definition 2.1.20]) Uniformizing the notations as in

our list of notations at the beginning, we use the notation (Cα, ℓα)α∈I to denote I pairs con-

sisting of I commutative topological groups with finite torsion parts and with the free part

uniformly isomorphic to Zp, and I morphism from ℓα : Cα → Qp for each α ∈ I. Then based

on these we consider the following generalization of the constructions in [KPX14, Definition

2.1.20]. First we are going to choose now for each α ∈ I a generator taking the form of cα

of the free part of the α-th topological group for all α ∈ I. Then we generalize the corre-

sponding definitions in the usual situation as in the following. First assume that we only have

torsion free topological groups in our setting for each α ∈ I. Then we will use the notations

Πan,rI ,I,A(CI), Π[sI ,rI ],I,A(CI) respectively to denote the corresponding higher dimensional pe-

riod rings defined above namely Πan,rI ,I,A, Π[sI ,rI ],I,A formally modified by considering the re-

placement of the variables with cα − 1 for each dimension α ∈ I. As in the usual situations in

this situation we do not have the issue of the dependence of the choices of the generators. Also

we know since by the corresponding one dimensional result we will have that

‖ f (..., (1 + Tα)
p − 1, ...)‖rI

= ‖ f (T1, ..., TI)‖...,prα,...

for each α ∈ I which implies that certainly for all the α ∈ I together. Therefore from this fact

we know that for each α ∈ I:

Πan,(...,prα,...),I,A(..., pCα, ...)⊗Zp[(...,pCα,...)] Zp[CI ]
∼
→ Πan,rI ,I,A(CI),

with

Πan,(...,p[sα,rα],...),I,A(..., pCα, ...)⊗Zp[(...,pCα,...)] Zp[CI ]
∼
→ Π[sI ,rI ],I,A(CI).

As in [KPX14, Definition 2.1.20] one could then consider more general situation where CI may

not be torsion free. In this case one considers simultaneously all small rI < 1 or all small sI
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when rI are all infinity, and any Dα a torsion free open subgroup of Cα for each α ∈ I, one has:

Πan,([C1 :D1]r1,...,[CI :DI ]rI),I,A(DI)⊗Zp[DI ] Zp[CI ]
∼
→ Πan,rI ,I,A(CI),

with

Πan,(...,[Cα:Dα][sα,rα],...),I,A(..., Dα, ...)⊗Zp[(...,Dα,...)] Zp[CI ]
∼
→ Π[sI ,rI ],I,A(CI).

Then we consider the situation for some general open subgroups D′I of the groups DI which

are torsion free then for each α ∈ I, and for each rα ≤ 1/♯Dtor, or for each sα ≤ 1/♯Dtor for rI

infinite, we define:

Πan,([D1:D′1]r1,...,[DI :D′I ]rI),I,A(D′I)⊗Zp[D′I ]
Zp[DI ]

∼
→ Πan,rI ,I,A(DI),

with

Πan,(...,[Dα:D′α][sα,rα],...),I,A(..., D′α, ...)⊗Zp[(...,D′α,...)] Zp[DI ]
∼
→ Π[sI ,rI ],I,A(DI).

As in the one dimensional situation everything is well-defined with respect to the choices in-

volved. Then based on this observation we start to consider the generalization of the differen-

tials defined above as in the following. In our situation we consider the differential ωℓI
which

is defined to be the wedge product ωℓ1 ∧ ...∧ ωℓI
, where each ωℓα

is defined as in the situation

in [KPX14, Definition 2.1.20]. Then we could then consider any element f ∈ ΩΠan,con,I,A(CI)/A,

and define:

res( f ) := a−1.

Then we define pairing as above in more general setting as:

h : Πan,con,I,A(CI)×Πan,con,I,A(CI)→ A (6.2.17)

( f , g) 7→ res( f gωℓI
). (6.2.18)

And we also have the following analog:

Homcon(Πan,con,I,A(CI), A)
∼
−→ Πan,con,I,A(CI). (6.2.19)
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6.3 Relative Frobenius Sheaves over Affinoids and Fré chet Rings

Now we introduce main objects in our study and our consideration. We first generalize the

setting in [KPX14] to the situation we have multi Hodge-Frobenius structure which is quite

natural since we consider already some higher dimensional spaces. Then we generalize every-

thing to the setting in [KP1], which is also very natural in the consideration of noncommuta-

tive Iwasawa theory in the style of [KP1]. The latter will be around the Iwasawa cohomology

of some p-adic Lie deformation of the usual (ϕ, Γ)-modules. Therefore in the second situation

we will consider the usual Hodge structure but we consider the p-adic Lie extension, for in-

stance one could consider the product of Z×p with some power of Z×p or Zp. This will be then

highly relative since we will work over some relative Robba rings or sheaves taking the form

of Πan,con,I,Πan,∞,A(G), where Πan,∞(G) for instance could be Berthelot’s A∞-algebra, namely the

distribution over G.

Setting 6.3.1. We will work over the ring Πan,∞,A(G) which is just the ring defined in the pre-

vious section which is abelian and which is the corresponding completed tensor product of

the corresponding rings. To be more precise we will consider the Frobenius modules over

Πan,con,I,Πan,∞,J,A(ΓKJ
). Note that here J could be different from I, but we assume that we have the

relation I ⊂ J, and for those Kα (α ∈ J\I) we have that Kα = Qp. Now set G be ΓKJ
(see the dis-

cussion below for the definitions). By considering the philosophy of Burns-Flach-Fukaya-Kato,

this is actually already some noncommutative type Hodge structures.

Remark 6.3.2. The noncommutative setting is considered in the 2017 thesis [Zah1].

Let KI be I finite extension of the p-adic number field Qp. Now for each α ∈ I, we consider

the cyclotomic field Kα(µp∞), which gives rise to the the extension Kα(µp∞)/Kα with the Galois

group G(Kα(µp∞)/Kα) which is just the corresponding ΓKα in our situation. Note that for each

Kα we have the associated cyclotomic character χα whose kernel will be denoted as usual by

HKα , for each α ∈ I. And for each α we will use the notation ẽKα,∞ to denote the ramification

indexes along the towers, namely for each α this is the quotient [Kα(µp∞) : Qp(µp∞)]/[kKα(µp∞) :

kKα ]. Then first step now is to add some Hodge-Frobenius structures over the period rings we

established in the previous section. To do so we consider the following situation:
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Definition 6.3.3. (After KPX [KPX14, Definition 2.2.2]) For each α ∈ I, we

choose suitable uniformizer πKα in our consideration. Then we are going to use the nota-

tion Πan,con,I,A(πKI
) to denote the corresponding period ring constructed from Πan,con,I,A just

by directly replacing the variables by the corresponding uniformizers as above. And simi-

larly for other period rings we use the corresponding notations taking the same form namely

Πan,con,I,A(πKI
), Πan,rI,0,I,A(πKI

), Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,A(πKI
). As in the one dimensional situation we con-

sider the situation where the radii are all sufficiently small. Then one could define the multiple

Frobenius actions from the multi Frobenius ϕI over each the ring mentioned above. For suit-

able radii rI we define a ϕI-module to be a finite projective Πan,rI ,I,A(πKI
)-module with the

requirement that for each α ∈ I we have ϕ∗α MrI

∼
→ M...,rα/p,... (after suitable base changes).

Then we define M := MrI
⊗Πan,rI ,I,A(πKI

) Πan,con,I,A(πKI
) to define a ϕI-module over the full

relative Robba ring in our situation. Furthermore we have the notion of ϕI-bundles in our situ-

ation which consists of a family of ϕI-modules {M[sI ,rI ]} where each module M[sI ,rI ] is defined

to be finite projective over Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,A(πKI
) satisfying the action formula taking the form of

ϕ∗αM[sI ,rI ]
∼
→ M...,[sα/p,rα/p],... (after suitable base changes). Furthermore for each α we have the

corresponding operator ϕα : M[sI ,rI ] → M...,[sα/p,rα/p],... and we have the corresponding operator

ψα which is defined to be p−1ϕ−1
α ◦ TraceM...,[sα/p,rα/p],.../ϕα(M[sI ,rI ]

). Certainly we have the corre-

sponding operator ψα over the global section MrI
. Note that here we require that the Hodge-

Frobenius structures are commutative in the sense that all the Frobenius are commuting with

each other, and they are semilinear.

So now based on the definitions above we can consider the corresponding objects over

the ring Πan,∞,A(G), which are actually complicated. The basic reason is that over the infinite

level we will lose some control of the corresponding finiteness, also very significantly we lose

the control of the behavior of the radius throughout the whole variation over the Stein space

attached to Πan,∞,A(G). Let X(Πan,∞,A(G)) be the corresponding Fréchet-Stein space attached

to the group G, which gives rise to the following represetation:

X(Πan,∞,A(G)) = lim
−→

k

X(Πan,∞,A(G))k, (6.3.1)

OX(Πan,∞,A(G)) = lim
←−

k

OX(Πan,∞,A(G))k
, (6.3.2)

Πan,∞,A(G) =: lim
←−

k

Πan,∞,A(G)k. (6.3.3)

384



Definition 6.3.4. Over � := Πan,con,I,Πan,∞,A(G)(πKI
), or

Πan,rI,0,I,Πan,∞,A(G)(πKI
), or Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,Πan,∞,A(G)(πKI

) as in the above (with the notations for the

radii as considered above) we have the notion of ϕI-modules over �. Be careful that we will

define a ϕI-module M over � to be the following projective limit:

M := lim
←−

k

Mk (6.3.4)

where Mk is a corresponding object over�k as defined above as a corresponding ϕI-module M

(finite projective) over �k. Here�k := Πan,con,I,Πan,∞,A(G)k
(πKI

), or

Πan,rI,0,I,Πan,∞,A(G)k
(πKI

), or Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,Πan,∞,A(G)k
(πKI

) respectively. One defines the ϕI-bundles

over

Πan,con,I,Πan,∞,A(G)(πKI
)

in the same fashion.

We also have the corresponding notions of families of the corresponding objects considered

above in the Fréchet-Stein situation.

Definition 6.3.5. Over � := Πan,con,I,X(Πan,∞,A(G))(πKI
), or Πan,rI,0,I,X(Πan,∞,A(G))(πKI

), or

Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,X(Πan,∞,A(G))(πKI
) as in the above (with the notations for the radii as considered above)

we have the notion of ϕI-modules over�. Be careful that we will define a ϕI-module M over�

to be the following the sheaf taking each quasi-compact Y ⊂ X(Πan,∞,A(G)) to M(Y) such that

this is a corresponding object over�Y as defined above as a corresponding ϕI-module M (finite

projective) over �Y. Here �Y := Πan,con,I,OX(Πan,∞,A(G))(Y)
(πKI

), or Πan,rI,0,I,OX(Πan,∞,A(G))(Y)
(πKI

), or

Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,OX(Πan,∞,A(G))(Y)
(πKI

) respectively. One defines the families of ϕI-bundles over Πan,con,I,X(Πan,∞,A(G))(πKI
)

in the same fashion. Here one can take the corresponding Y as some member in the filtration:

X(Πan,∞,A(G)) = lim
−→

k

X(Πan,∞,A(G))k.

Proposition 6.3.6. (After KPX [KPX14, Proposition 2.2.7]) We have that natural functor from fam-

ilies of ϕI-modules (in the sense of the previous definition without the finite condition on the global

section) over Πan,rI,0,I,Πan,∞,A(G)(πKI
) to the corresponding families of ϕI-bundles (in the sense of the

previous definition without the finite condition on the global section) is an equivalence. Here by a family

of ϕI-module we mean a ϕI-module over Πan,rI,0,I,X(Πan,∞,A(G))(πKI
), which is the same to a family of

ϕI-bundles over Πan,rI,0,I,Πan,∞,A(G)(πKI
).
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Proof. Here we need to consider the corresponding Fréchet sheaves as in the previous defini-

tion since in our situation the relative Robba rings are defined over some non-noetherian Stein

space. The statement is obviously true for each Mn as in the usual situation. First the faith-

fulness is straightforward, then for the surjectivity part, we only need to show that the global

section is finite projective, which is a directly consequence of proposition 6.5.19 as long as in our

situation one considers the simultaneous application of our multiple Frobenius to shift around

to vary through all the intervals.

Definition 6.3.7. (After KPX [KPX14, Definition 2.2.12]) Then we add the corresponding more

Lie group action in our setting, namely the multi semiliear ΓKI
-action. Again in this situation

we require that all the actions of the ΓKI
are commuting with each other and with all the semi-

linear Frobenius actions defined above. We define the corresponding (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over

Πan,rI,0,I,Πan,∞,A(G)(πKI
) to be finite projective module with mutually commuting semilinear ac-

tions of ϕI and ΓKI
. For the latter action we require that to be continuous.

The continuity condition here could be made more explicit, as in [KPX14, Proposition 2.2.14].

In our setting, we just need to generalize the result in [KPX14, Proposition 2.2.14] to multiple

actions from ΓKI
.

Lemma 6.3.8. (After KPX [KPX14, Proposition 2.2.14])

For suitable rI,0, consider MrI,0 a module (carrying a semilinear action of ΓKI
) of finite type over Πan,rI,0,I,Πan,∞,A(G)(πKI

)

with the generating set e1, ..., em (namely we look at a sheaf over Πan,rI,0,I,X(Πan,∞,A(G))(πKI
) with global

section finitely generated). We will follow [KPX14, Proposition 2.2.14] to differentiate the correspond-

ing Banach module norm |.|[sI ,rI,0] and the operator norm ‖.‖[sI ,rI,0]
when we consider the module over the

polydisc with respect to the corresponding multi-interval (and the corresponding member in the Fréchet

family). Then we have: I. The action of the group ΓKI
is continuous if and only if that for each γ ∈ ΓKI

and each element in the generating set we have limγ→1 γej = ej; The continuity of the action implies

that: II. limγ→1 ‖γ− 1‖[sI ,rI,0]
= 0 for any sI ; III. Whenever we have the subgroups (with the notations

in [KPX14, Proposition 2.2.14]) ΓnI
⊂ ΓKI

(∀nI ≥ 0), one can find separately gα,sI
with the fact that

∥∥(γ′nα
− 1)gα,sI

∥∥
[sI ,rI,0]

< p−1/(p−1) for each α ∈ I.

Proof. First we need to work over some affinoid domain with respect to the Fréchet-Stein al-

gebra in the coefficient, but this will be reduced to the corresponding affinoid situation. We

then follow the strategy of [KPX14, Proposition 2.2.14], where we just need to consider each

386



group in the product ΓKI
. The first statement could be derived in the same way as in [KPX14,

Proposition 2.2.14]. For the second statement therefore we assume the limit identity in I, then

prove the corresponding results on the identity in II. As in the proof in [KPX14, Proposition

2.2.14], for I and II, we reduce ourselves to the situation where the base field is Qp for each

Kα from the induction properties, and correspondingly we reduce us to the situation where

all the uniformizers πI are just same as a product taking the form of π I as considered in the

proof in [KPX14, Proposition 2.2.14]. First is the following observation on the Newton-Leibniz

style formula for each decomposition of elements with respect to given basis ∑ riei and for any

γ ∈ ΓKI
:

(γ− 1)(riei) = γ(ri)(γ− 1)(ei) + (γ− 1)riei.

It suffices to look at the corresponding last term. We then further reduce ourselves to the

situation where the module is just free of rank one over the base ring, which directly implies

it suffices to consider the element in the ring taking the general form of πn1
1 ...πnI

I . Since we

consider further the group element γα separately for each α ∈ I, the result follows from then

directly observation that γα(πβ) − πβ = f (πβ)((1 + πβ)
apk
− 1) as well as γα(π

−1
β ) − π−1

β =

f ′(πβ)((1+πβ)
apk
− 1) (α = β otherwise we have trivial action) where f ′ actually depends on k

but could be controlled by some g′ which does not depend. Then from this for each β, α one gets

the result. For the third statement we again argue by separately considering the corresponding

group Γα where α ∈ I. By first stage of reduction, we reduce ourselves to the situation where

the base fields are all Qp by induction and the uniformizer are all π for each α ∈ I. Since for

each α, as in [KPX14, Proposition 2.2.14] the Banach module norm |.|[sI ,rI,0] is invariant under

the action of Γnα for some nα. Note that this is based on the corresponding observation that:

γα(π
i1
1 ...πα...πiI

I )− πi1
1 ...πα...πiI

I = πi1
1 ... f (πα)((1 + πα)

apk
− 1)...πiI

I (6.3.5)

γα(π
i1
1 ...π−1

α ...πiI
I )− πi1

1 ...π−1
α ...πiI

I = πi1
1 ... f ′(πα)((1 + πα)

apk
− 1)...πiI

I , (6.3.6)

and note that |.|[sI ,rI,0](π
i1
1 ...((1 + πα)apk

− 1)...πiI
I ) ≤ |.|[sI ,rI,0](π

i1
1 ...πα...πiI

I ). Then we consider

the corresponding average which is invariant as in [KPX14, Proposition 2.2.14] for some n′α ≥

nα:

|.|−
[sI ,rI,0]

:=
1

[Γnα : Γ′nα
] ∑

γ̃α∈Γnα /Γ′nα

|.|[sI ,rI,0] ◦ γ̃α

which is equivalent to the original one:

C−1|.|−[sI ,rI,0]
≤ |.|[sI ,rI,0] ≤ C|.|−[sI ,rI,0]
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for some positive number C > 0. First for the average norm we have that by taking suitable n′α

one could get
∥∥∥γ′n′α

− 1
∥∥∥
−

[sI ,rI,0]
is small enough, then take the corresponding pn′α−nα-power of the

element γ′nα
− 1 one could further make this term smaller than p−1/(p−1) under the correspond-

ing operator norm, namely the term (γ′n′α − 1)pn′α−nα as in [KPX14, Proposition 2.2.14]. Then by

the inequality above between the original norms and the average ones, we have that by tak-

ing suitable power gsα one could make
∥∥(γ′nα

− 1)gsα
∥∥
[sI ,rI,0]

smaller than p−1/(p−1). To be more

precise by raising the power gnα one will have
∥∥(γ′nα

− 1)gsα
∥∥
[sI ,rI,0]

≤ C
∥∥(γ′nα

− 1)gsα
∥∥−
[sI ,rI,0]

≤

CCgsα
where Cgsα

could be made sufficiently small along this process.
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6.4 Der Endlichkeitssatz

6.4.1 Finiteness through p-adic Functional Analaysis

In this section we are going to study the cohomology of our relative Frobenius modules defined

in the previous sections. We start from a (ϕI , ΓI)-module over Πan,con,I,A(πKI
) as well a (ψI , ΓI)-

module over Πan,con,I,A(πKI
). We are going to use M to denote such a module. First we are

going to use the notation△I to denote the p-torsion part of ΓI in the product form, which will

be used in the definitions of the corresponding cohomologies as below.

Assumption 6.4.1. We choose to consider the story in which I consists of two elements. We

note that actually everything could be carried over to more general setting. We will then use

the notation {1, 2} to denote our set which indicates the corresponding Frobenius actions and

Lie group actions with respect to each index.

Definition 6.4.2. (After KPX [KPX14, 2.3]) For any (ϕI , ΓI)-module M over

Πan,con,I,A(πKI
) we define the complex C•ΓI

(M) of M to be the total complex of the following

complex through the induction:

[C•ΓI\{I}
(M)

ΓI // //// C•
ΓI\{I}(M)].

Then we define the corresponding double complex C•ϕI
C•ΓI

(M) again by taking the correspond-

ing totalization of the following complex through induction:

[C•ϕI\{I}
C•ΓI

(M)
ϕI ////// C•ϕI\{I}

C•ΓI
(M)].

Then we define the complex C•ϕI ,ΓI
(M) to be the totalization of the double complex defined

above, which is called the complex of a (ϕI , ΓI)-module M. Similarly we define the corre-

sponding complex C•ψI ,ΓI
(M) to be the totalization of the double complex define d in the same

way as above by replacing ϕI by then the operators ψI . For later comparison we also need the

corresponding ψI-cohomology, which is to say the complex C•ψI
(M) which could be defined by

the totalization of the following complex through induction:

[C•ψI\{I}
(M)

ψI ////// C•
ψI\{I}(M)].

One can actually compare the two total complexes defined above in the following way, as in

the situation where I is a singleton. First for the (ϕI , ΓI)-complex we have the following initial
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double complex:

0

������

0

������

0

�� ����
0 // //// M△I

(γ1−1,γ2−1)

������

(ϕ1−1,ϕ2−1) ////// M△I ⊕M△I

�� ����

(ϕ2−1)+(1−ϕ1) ////// M△I

�� ����

////// 0

0 // //// M△I ⊕M△I

(γ2−1)+(1−γ1)

������

////// M△I ⊕M△I ⊕M△I ⊕M△I

������

////// M△I ⊕M△I

�� ����

////// 0

0 // //// M△I

������

////// M△I ⊕M△I

�� ����

////// M△I

�� ����

////// 0

0 0 0.

Here we followed the corresponding convention as in [KPX14]. And then correspondingly we

have the following double complex for the corresponding (ψI , ΓI)-module:
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0

������

0

������

0

�� ����
0 // //// M△I

(γ1−1,γ2−1)

������

(ψ1−1,ψ2−1) ////// M△I ⊕M△I

�� ����

(ψ2−1)+(1−ψ1) ////// M△I

�� ����

////// 0

0 // //// M△I ⊕M△I

(γ2−1)+(1−γ1)

������

////// M△I ⊕M△I ⊕M△I ⊕M△I

������

////// M△I ⊕M△I

�� ����

////// 0

0 // //// M△I

������

////// M△I ⊕M△I

�� ����

////// M△I

�� ����

////// 0

0 0 0.

In our situation in order to relate the two double complexes we consider the corresponding

map induced from the following maps for the two first lines of two big complexes where one

complex is given as above, while the other is the following one:
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0

������

0

������

0

�� ����
0 // //// M△I

(γ1−1,γ2−1)

������

(ϕ1−1,ψ2−1)
////// M△I ⊕M△I

�� ����

(ψ2−1)+(1−ϕ1) ////// M△I

�� ����

////// 0

0 // //// M△I ⊕M△I

(γ2−1)+(1−γ1)

������

////// M△I ⊕M△I ⊕M△I ⊕M△I

������

////// M△I ⊕M△I

�� ����

////// 0

0 // //// M△I

������

////// M△I ⊕M△I

�� ����

////// M△I

�� ����

////// 0

0 0 0

(which is a direct generalization of the corresponding morphisms in one dimensional situ-

ation in [KPX14, Definition 2.3.3]):
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0 ////// M△I

Id

�� ����

(ϕ1−1,γ1−1) // //// M△I ⊕M△I

(−ψ1,Id)

������

(γ1−1)+(1−ϕ1) ////// M△I

−ψ1

�� ����

////// 0

0 ////// M△I
(ψ1−1,γ1−1) // //// M△I ⊕M△I

(γ1−1)+(1−ψ1) ////// M△I // //// 0.

We will denote the corresponding morphism in between the two total complex by:

Ψ1 : C•ϕ1,ψ2,Γ1,Γ2
(M) // //// C•ψ1,ψ2,Γ1,Γ2

(M).

Proposition 6.4.3. (After KPX [KPX14, Proposition 2.3.6,Lemma 3.1.2]) The morphism

Ψ′1 : C•ϕ1,Γ1
(M) ////// C•ψ1,Γ1

(M)

is a quasi-isomorphism. This will imply that Ψ1 is a quasi-isomorphism.

Proof. First the problem is now reduced to the checking of the injectivity of the morphism Ψ′1

defined above. Note now that the kernel of the above morphism is now just the corresponding

complex which consists of the invariance taking the form of M△I ,ψ1=0, so it suffices to prove

that the operator γ1 − 1 in our situation bas the corresponding property of being invertible.

Therefore we will follow the argument in [KPX14, Proposition 2.3.6], which will be just a direct

generalization of the corresponding one dimensional result in [KPX14, Proposition 2.3.6]. First

we consider the reduction of the proof to the situation where all the finite extensions KI over

Qp are all just the fields Qp, which could be checked through the induction. Then we assume

that we have a corresponding Πan,rI,0,I,A(π
I)-module M

△Qp
rI,0 and the corresponding invariance

M
△Qp ,ψ1=0
rI,0 . Then we consider the suitable multi integers nI ≥ 1 which gives rise to (for suitable

multi radii sI and rI smaller than the corresponding original multi radii rI,0) the corresponding

decomposition of the section

M
△Qp ,ψ1=0
rI,0 ⊗Πan,rI,0,I,A(π I) Πan,[sI/pnI ,rI /pnI ],I,A(π

I)

into the corresponding summation of the corresponding components taking the form of:

(1 + π1)
i1 ϕn1

1 ϕn2
2 M

△Qp

[sI ,rI ]
,
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for suitable integers i1 in our generalized situation. Then it now suffices to show that for

each nI , the action of the corresponding operators γnI
− 1 are invertible over each member

in the decomposition as above, which is to say the action of each γα − 1 is invertible over each

(1 + π1)ϕn1
1 M

△Qp

[sI ,rI ]
, which implies that the A[γnI

]-module structure could be promoted by con-

tinuation to the corresponding Πan,rI,0,I,A(ΓnI
)-module structure. Now we look at each member

in the decomposition as above, and do the standard computation as in [KPX14, Lemma 3.1.2]

as below (which is generalization since we are working with higher dimensional situation) for

each m in each member participating in the decomposition as above:

(γn1 − 1)(1 + π1)ϕn1
1 ϕn2

2 (m) (6.4.1)

= (γn1 − 1)(1 + π1)ϕn1
1 ϕn2

2 (m) (6.4.2)

= (1 + π1)
pn1+1

ϕn1
1 ϕn2

2 γn1(m)− (1 + π1)ϕn1
1 ϕn2

2 (m) (6.4.3)

= (1 + π1)((1 + π1)
pn1 ϕn1

1 ϕn2
2 γn1 − ϕn1

1 ϕn2
2 )(m) (6.4.4)

= (1 + π1)ϕn1
1 ((1 + π1)ϕn2

2 γn1 − ϕn2
2 )(m) (6.4.5)

= (1 + π1)ϕn1
1 ϕn2

2 π1(1 + (1 + π1)/π1(γn1 − 1))(m) (6.4.6)

which implies that the inverse could be taken to be:

[(1 + π1)ϕn1
1 ϕn2

2 π1(1 + (1 + π1)/π1(γn1 − 1))]−1(m) (6.4.7)

=
1

(1 + π1)ϕn1
1 ϕn2

2 π1
·

1
1 + (1 + π1)/π1(γn1 − 1)

m (6.4.8)

=
1

(1 + π1)ϕn1
1 ϕn2

2 π1
· ∑

k≥0
(−1)k((1 + π1)/π1(γn1 − 1))km. (6.4.9)

Now in the same fashion one can define the corresponding morphism:

Ψ2 : C•ϕ1,ϕ2,ΓI
(M) // //// C•ϕ1,ψ2,ΓI

(M)

Lemma 6.4.4. This morphism Ψ2 is also a quasi-isomorphism. Therefore by composition we have the

following quasi-isomorphism:

ΨI : C•ϕ1,ϕ2,ΓI
(M) ////// C•ψ1,ψ2,ΓI

(M).

Then now we are at the position to consider the finiteness of the corresponding involved

cohomologies. In our situation we consider the following derived categories:
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Definition 6.4.5. (After KPX [KPX14, Notation 4.1.2]) Now we consider the following derived

categories. The first one is the sub-derived category consisting of all the objects in D(A) which

are quasi-isomorphic to those bounded above complexes of finite projective modules over the

ring A. We denote this category (which is defined in the same way as in [KPX14, Notation

4.1.2]) by D−perf(A). Over the larger ring Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI
) we also have the sub-derived cate-

gory of D(Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI
)) consisting of all those objects in D(Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI

)) which are quasi-

isomorphic to those bounded above complexes of finite projective modules now over the ring

Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI
). We denote this by D−perf(Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI

)).

Then we will investigate the complexes attached to any finite projective (ϕI , ΓI)-module M

over Πan,con,I,A(πKI
):

C•ϕI ,ΓI
(M), C•ψI ,ΓI

(M), C•ψI
(M),

which are living inside the corresponding derived categories:

D(A), D(A), D(Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI
)).

Proposition 6.4.6. (After KPX [KPX14, Proposition 4.2.3]) Now for any multiplicative character

ηI of the group ΓKI
, we have the following isomorphism in the corresponding derived categories defined

above:

C•ψI
(M)⊗L Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI

)/mηΠan,∞,I,A(ΓKI
)
∼
−→ C•ψI ,ΓI

(M⊗Mη−1) (6.4.10)

∼
−→ C•ϕI ,ΓI

(M⊗Mη−1). (6.4.11)

Then we are going to study the finiteness of the cohomologies defined above in more details.

The methods in [KPX14] requires some deep results on the slope filtrations for modules over

the one-dimensional Robba rings, where allows [KPX14] to reduce the proof in some sense to

the étale situation. It looks like we have no chance to apply the ideas in [KPX14]. Here we

adopt the ideas in some development from Kedlaya-Liu in [KL]. To be more precise we are

going to apply some ideas in [KL] around the application of some p-adic functional analysis.

Proposition 6.4.7. With the notation and setting up as above we have h•(CψI
(M)) are coadmissible

over Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI
).

Proof. The original situation for A = Qp and M is étale is proved by [CKZ18] and [PZ19],

which is a direct consequence of Galois cohomologies. Here we adopt the Cartan-Serre method
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involving the completely continuous maps within the p-adic functional analysis. By simulta-

neous induction to the base cases for the field Qp from all KI , we can now assume that we

are considering the situation where all KI are Qp. Then for the complex C•ψI
(M), by definition

one could then regard this complex as the double complex taking the following form (after

considering the corresponding totalization):

M
ψ1−1 //////

ψ2−1

������

M

�� ����
M ////// M.

The boundedness of the complex could be observed from the definition and the correspond-

ing ideas in [KL, Theorem 3.3, Theorem 3.5]. For the finiteness we construct suitable completely

continuous maps comparing the corresponding quasi-isomorphic complexes for M as below.

First we consider some model MrI
over some Πan,rI,0,I,A(πKI

). Then as in [KL, Theorem 3.3,

Theorem 3.5] we could regard the corresponding complex for MrI
as equivalently the corre-

sponding complex over Πan,rI,0,I,Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI
)(πKI

). We are then reduced to considering the cor-

responding complex over Πan,rI0 ,I,Πan,[tI ,∞],I,A(ΓKI
)(πKI

) for some tI .

Then we consider the complex for some section over some multi interval taking the form of

[sI , rI ] which gives rise to the corresponding quasi-isomorphic complex now over

Πan,[sI ,rI0 ],I,Πan,[tI ,∞],I,A(ΓKI
)(πKI

)

which gives rise to the complex:

M[s1,r1]×[s2,r2]

ψ1−1 // ////

ψ2−1

������

M[ps1,r1]×[s2,r2]

�� ����
M[s1,r1]×[ps2,r2]

////// M[ps1,r1]×[ps2,r2].

Here the corresponding quasi-isomorphism among different boxes (e.g. multi intervals) is not

actually trivial. For the serious argument after the knowledge on the equivalence between
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the categories of ϕI-modules over the full Robba ring, ϕI-Frobenius bundles and ϕI-modules

over the Robba ring with respect to some single multi interval, which could be realized in our

context by using proposition 6.3.6 as in [KP1, Lemma 2.10], we refer to [KP1, Lemma 5.2] and

[KL16, Proposition 5.12, Theorem 5.7.11] for the corresponding comparison on the cohomology

groups.

To show that the cohomology groups do not change when we switch from a multi-interval

[s′1, r′1]× [s′2, r′2] to a multi-interval [s′′1 , r′′1 ]× [s′′2 , r′′2 ], we choose to look at an intermediate multi-

interval [s′′1 , r′′1 ]× [s′2, r′2] namely we consider the following in order rings over multi-intervals:

Πan,[s′1,r′1]×[s
′
2,r′2],I,Πan,[tI ,∞],I,A(ΓKI

)(πKI
) (6.4.12)

Πan,[s′′1 ,r′′1 ]×[s
′
2,r′2],I,Πan,[tI ,∞],I,A(ΓKI

)(πKI
) (6.4.13)

Πan,[s′′1 ,r′′1 ]×[s
′′
2 ,r′′2 ],I,Πan,[tI ,∞],I,A(ΓKI

)(πKI
) (6.4.14)

and compare the first two and the last two. To compare with respect to the first two multi-

intervals we first consider the ψ1-complex, the corresponding cohomology groups could be

regarded as the corresponding Yoneda extension groups over the corresponding twisted poly-

nomial ring in variable of ψ1 with coefficients in the Robba rings, which shows that the ψI-

cohomology groups do not change when we change the boxes. Then for the remaining com-

parison we argue in the parallel way.

To show that the cohomology groups do not change when we switch from Robba ring over

some fixed multi-radii r1 × r2 to some interval [s1, r1]× [s2, r2], we consider the corresponding

intermediate Robba ring:

⋂

s2>0

Πan,[s1,r1]×[s2,r2],I,Πan,[tI ,∞],I,A(ΓKI
)(πKI

) (6.4.15)

and then in order the following rings:

⋂

s1>0,s2>0

Πan,[s1,r1]×[s2,r2],I,Πan,[tI ,∞],I,A(ΓKI
)(πKI

), (6.4.16)

⋂

s2>0

Πan,[s1,r1]×[s2,r2],I,Πan,[tI ,∞],I,A(ΓKI
)(πKI

), (6.4.17)

Πan,[s1,r1]×[s2,r2],I,Πan,[tI ,∞],I,A(ΓKI
)(πKI

). (6.4.18)

Note that finite projective modules over these are equivalent when carrying the correspond-

ing ϕI-structure. To compare with respect to the first two situations, we first consider the
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ψ1-cohomology complex, then by using the corresponding Yoneda extension we have the cor-

responding ψ1-cohomology groups are the same, which implies further that the corresponding

ψI-cohomology groups are the same. Then for the remaining comparison we argue in the par-

allel way.

Then to finish, we choose two well-located multi intervals such that one embeds into an-

other (which exists trivially in our situation which is a little bit different from the situation in

[KL]):

0 // //// C•ψI\{I}
(M...,[s′I,r

′
I ]
)

ψI−1
// ////

������

C•ψI\{I}
(M...,[ps′I,r

′
I ]
) // ////

������

0

0 ////// C•ψI\{I}
(M...,[s′′I ,r′′I ]

)
ψI−1

////// C•ψI\{I}
(M...,[ps′′I ,r′′I ]

) // //// 0,

or more explicit:

M[s′1,r′1]×[s
′
2,r′2]

//////

������

M[ps′1,r′1]×[s
′
2,r′2]
⊕M[s′1,r′1]×[ps′2,r′2]

// ////

������

M[ps′1,r′1]×[ps′2,r′2]

�� ����
M[s′′1 ,r′′1 ]×[s

′′
2 ,r′′2 ]

////// M[ps′′1 ,r′′1 ]×[s
′′
2 ,r′′2 ]
⊕M[s′′1 ,r′′1 ]×[ps′′2 ,r′′2 ]

// //// M[ps′′1 ,r′′1 ]×[ps′′2 ,r′′2 ]
.

Here the corresponding maps between objects over different multi intervals are induced ex-

actly from the corresponding inclusion of multi intervals. Then by the fundamental lemma for

in [Kie1, Satz 5.2] and [KL, Lemma 1.10] on the continuous completely maps we get the corre-

sponding finiteness when we restrict to [tI , ∞], since the map according to the embeddings of

the multi intervals are quasi-isomorphisms. Then the corresponding cohomology groups could

be arranged to be a coherent sheaf over each section with respect to each such [tI , ∞], then the

coadmissibility follows.
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Proposition 6.4.8. Based on the previous proposition we have:

CψI
(M) ∈ D−perf(Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI

)),

for A = Qp.

Proof. We have the corresponding coadmissibility from the previous proposition, then we work

in the category of all the coadmissible modules over the ring Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI
). Then by apply-

ing the corresponding result [Zab1, Theorem 3.10] we can show that the complex is quasi-

isomorphic to a corresponding complex being finite projective at each degree in the follow-

ing. By base change to some Πan,[tI ,∞],I,A(ΓKI
) for some tI we have that any such complex

over Πan,[tI ,∞],I,A(ΓKI
) is quasi-isomorphic to a complex being finitely generated at each degree.

Therefore the corresponding original complex is quasi-isomorphic to a corresponding complex

being coadmissible at each degree. Then in fact at each degree this latter complex is also pro-

jective (in the category of all the coadmissible modules over Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI
)), since this will be

further equivalent to that each section over Πan,[tI ,∞],I,A(ΓKI
) is projective for some tI , which

is the case in our situation. Then we are done by [Zab1, Theorem 3.10] which implies that

coadmissible and projective modules are finitely generated.

We then give a direct proof on the finiteness of the cohomology of (ϕI , ΓI)-modules:

Proposition 6.4.9. With the notations above, we have that

C•ϕI ,ΓI
(M) ∈ D−perf(A), C•ψI ,ΓI

(M) ∈ D−perf(A).

Proof. This is proved in the étale setting in [PZ19] and [CKZ18] in the absolute situation. We

use the corresponding Cartan-Serre method to prove this in the following fashion, modeled on

the corresponding context of [KL]. By simultaneous induction to the base cases for the field Qp

from all KI , we can now assume that we are considering the situation where all KI are Qp. We

choose to prove the corresponding result for (ψI , ΓI)-modules. In our situation we look at the

corresponding continuous complexes coming from the corresponding ΓI-action, which gives

us the corresponding complex C•con(ΓKI
, M). Then the idea is to look at the following double

complex of the complex C•con(ΓKI
, M) (to be more precise we need to look at the corresponding
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totalization):

C•con(ΓKI
, M[s1,r1]×[s2,r2])

ψ1−1 // ////

ψ2−1

������

C•con(ΓKI
, M[ps1,r1]×[s2,r2])

�� ����
C•con(ΓKI

, M[s1,r1]×[ps2,r2])
////// C•con(ΓKI

, M[ps1,r1]×[ps2,r2]).

Here the corresponding quasi-isomorphism among different boxes (e.g. multi intervals) is not

actually trivial. For the serious argument after the knowledge on the equivalence between

the categories of ϕI-modules over the full Robba ring, ϕI-Frobenius bundles and ϕI-modules

over the Robba ring with respect to some single multi interval, which could be realized in our

context by using proposition 6.3.6 as in [KP1, Lemma 2.10], we refer to [KP1, Lemma 5.2] and

[KL16, Proposition 5.12, Theorem 5.7.11] for the corresponding comparison on the cohomology

groups.

To show that the cohomology groups do not change when we switch from a multi-interval

[s′1, r′1]× [s′2, r′2] to a multi-interval [s′′1 , r′′1 ]× [s′′2 , r′′2 ], we choose to look at an intermediate multi-

interval [s′′1 , r′′1 ]× [s′2, r′2] namely we consider the following in order rings over multi-intervals:

Πan,[s′1,r′1]×[s
′
2,r′2],I,A(πKI

) (6.4.19)

Πan,[s′′1 ,r′′1 ]×[s
′
2,r′2],I,A(πKI

) (6.4.20)

Πan,[s′′1 ,r′′1 ]×[s
′′
2 ,r′′2 ],I,A(πKI

) (6.4.21)

and compare the first two and the last two. To compare with respect to the first two multi-

intervals we first consider the ψ1-complex, the corresponding cohomology groups could be

regarded as the corresponding Yoneda extension groups over the corresponding twisted poly-

nomial ring in variable of ψ1 with coefficients in the Robba rings, which shows that the ψI-

cohomology groups do not change when we change the boxes. Then for the remaining com-

parison we argue in the parallel way.

To show that the cohomology groups do not change when we switch from Robba ring over

some fixed multi-radii r1 × r2 to some interval [s1, r1]× [s2, r2], we consider the corresponding
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intermediate Robba ring:

⋂

s2>0

Πan,[s1,r1]×[s2,r2],I,A(πKI
) (6.4.22)

and then in order the following rings:

⋂

s1>0,s2>0

Πan,[s1,r1]×[s2,r2],I,A(πKI
), (6.4.23)

⋂

s2>0

Πan,[s1,r1]×[s2,r2],I,A(πKI
), (6.4.24)

Πan,[s1,r1]×[s2,r2],I,A(πKI
). (6.4.25)

Note that finite projective modules over these are equivalent when carrying the correspond-

ing ϕI-structure. To compare with respect to the first two situations, we first consider the

ψ1-cohomology complex, then by using the corresponding Yoneda extension we have the cor-

responding ψ1-cohomology groups are the same, which implies further that the corresponding

ψI-cohomology groups are the same. Then for the remaining comparison we argue in the par-

allel way.

Then in order to apply the corresponding fundamental lemma namely [KL, Lemma 1.10],

we need to choose suitable internals in our multi setting where one embeds into the other which

gives rise to the following diagram:

0 ////// C•ψI\{I}
(C•con(ΓKI

, M...,[s′I,r
′
I ]
))

ψI−1
//////

������

C•ψI\{I}
(C•con(ΓKI

, M...,[ps′I,r
′
I ]
)) //////

������

0

0 ////// C•ψI\{I}
(C•con(ΓKI

, M...,[s′′I ,r′′I ]
))

ψI−1
////// C•ψI\{I}

(C•con(ΓKI
, M...,[ps′′I ,r′′I ]

)) // //// 0.
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To be more explicit this gives rise to the following diagram:

C•ΓI
(M[s′1,r′1 ]×[s

′
2,r′2 ]

) //////

������

C•ΓI
(M[ps′1,r′1 ]×[s

′
2,r′2 ]

)⊕ C•ΓI
(M[s′1,r′1 ]×[ps′2,r′2 ]

) //////

������

C•ΓI
(M[ps′1,r′1 ]×[ps′2,r′2 ]

)

�� ����
C•

ΓI
(M[s′′1 ,r′′1 ]×[s′′2 ,r′′2 ])

////// C•
ΓI
(M[ps′′1 ,r′′1 ]×[s′′2 ,r′′2 ])⊕ C•

ΓI
(M[s′′1 ,r′′1 ]×[ps′′2,r′′2 ])

// //// C•
ΓI
(M[ps′′1 ,r′′1 ]×[ps′′2,r′′2 ]).

Here the corresponding maps between objects over different multi intervals are induced ex-

actly from the corresponding inclusion of multi intervals. Then we consider the corresponding

fundamental lemma [Kie1, Satz 5.2] and [KL, Lemma 1.10] which implies the corresponding

finiteness. And by our basic construction the result follows.

Now we consider a finite projective (ϕI , ΓI)-module M over the ring

Πan,con,I,Πan,∞,A(G), namely we have:

M = lim
←−

k

Mk,

where each object Mk satisfies the corresponding framework in the above discussion.

Definition 6.4.10. (After KPX [KPX14, 2.3]) For any (ϕI , ΓI)-module M over

Πan,con,I,Πan,∞,A(G) we define the complex C•ΓI
(M) of M to be the total complex of the following

complex through the induction:

[C•ΓI\{I}
(M)

ΓI ////// C•
ΓI\{I}(M)].

Then we define the corresponding double complex C•ϕI
C•ΓI

(M) again by taking the correspond-

ing totalization of the following complex through induction:

[C•ϕI\{I}
C•ΓI

(M)
ϕI ////// C•ϕI\{I}

C•ΓI
(M)].

Then we define the complex C•ϕI ,ΓI
(M) to be the totalization of the double complex defined

above, which is called the complex of a (ϕI , ΓI)-module M. Similarly we define the corre-

sponding complex C•ψI ,ΓI
(M) to be the totalization of the double complex define d in the same

way as above by replacing ϕI by then the operators ψI . For later comparison we also need the
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corresponding ψI-cohomology, which is to say the complex C•ψI
(M) which could be defined by

the totalization of the following complex through induction:

[C•ψI\{I}
(M)

ψI ////// C•
ψI\{I}(M)].

Proposition 6.4.11. With the notation and setting up as above we have h•(CψI
(M)) are coadmissible

over Πan,∞,A⊗̂Πan,∞(ΓKI
)(G).

Proof. By simultaneous induction to the base cases for the field Qp from all KI , we can now

assume that we are considering the situation where all KI are Qp. Then for the complex C•ψI
(M),

by definition one could then regard this complex as the double complex taking the following

form (after considering the corresponding totalization):

M
ψ1−1 //////

ψ2−1

������

M

�� ����
M ////// M.

The boundedness of the complex could be observed from the definition and the correspond-

ing ideas in [KL, Theorem 3.3, Theorem 3.5]. For the finiteness we construct suitable completely

continuous maps comparing the corresponding quasi-isomorphic complexes for M as below.

Write Πan,∞,A(G) as the following form:

Πan,∞,A(G) := lim
←−

k

Πan,∞,A(G)k,

as a Fréchet-Stein algebra. Then take some Πan,∞,A(G)k in the family with the correspond-

ing Mk. By our result above for Mk proposition 6.4.7 we have that h•(CψI
(Mk)) are coad-

missible over Πan,∞,Πan,∞,A(G)k
(ΓKI

). Therefore we have the the corresponding cohomology

groups h•(CψI
(M)) are actually coming from (the global sections of) some coherent sheaves

over Πan,∞,Πan,∞,A(G)(ΓKI
).

Proposition 6.4.12. Based on the previous proposition we have:

CψI
(M) ∈ D−perf(Πan,∞,A⊗̂Πan,∞(ΓKI

)(G)),

for A = Qp.
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Proof. We have the corresponding coadmissibility from the previous proposition, then we work

in the category of all the coadmissible modules over the ring Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI
). Then by apply-

ing the corresponding result [Zab1, Theorem 3.10] we can show that the complex is quasi-

isomorphic to a corresponding complex being finite projective at each degree in the following.

Set:

Πan,∞,A⊗̂Πan,∞(ΓKI
)(G) := lim

←−
k

Πan,∞,A⊗̂Πan,∞(ΓKI
)(G)k. (6.4.26)

By base change to some Πan,∞,A⊗̂Πan,∞(ΓKI
)(G)k for some k we have that any such complex

over Πan,∞,A⊗̂Πan,∞(ΓKI
)(G)k is quasi-isomorphic to a complex being finitely generated at each

degree. Therefore the corresponding original complex is quasi-isomorphic to a corresponding

complex being coadmissible at each degree. Then in fact at each degree this latter complex is

also projective (in the category of all the coadmissible modules over lim
←−k

Πan,∞,A⊗̂Πan,∞(ΓKI
)(G)k),

since this will be further equivalent to that each section over lim
←−k

Πan,∞,A⊗̂Πan,∞(ΓKI
)(G)k is pro-

jective for some k, which is the case in our situation. Then we are done by [Zab1, Theorem 3.10]

which implies that coadmissible and projective modules are finitely generated.

We then give a direct proof on the finiteness of the cohomology of (ϕI , ΓI)-modules:

Proposition 6.4.13. With the notations above, we have that

C•ϕI ,ΓI
(M) ∈ D−perf(Πan,∞,A(G)), C•ψI ,ΓI

(M) ∈ D−perf(Πan,∞,A(G)).

Here again we assume that the corresponding ring A is Qp.

Proof. We choose to prove the corresponding result for (ψI , ΓI)-modules. As above we only

have to consider the corresponding situation where KI are all Qp by induction in our current

context. Write Πan,∞,A(G) as the limit:

Πan,∞,A(G) = lim
←−

k

Πan,∞,A(G)k.

Working over the ring Πan,∞,A(G)k we have the corresponding finiteness by the result from

proposition 6.4.9, which will show that C•ψI ,ΓI
(M) are all coadmissible modules over lim

←−k
Πan,∞,A(G)k.

By base change to some Πan,∞,A(G)k for some k we have that any such complex over Πan,∞,A(G)k
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is quasi-isomorphic to a complex being finitely generated at each degree. Therefore the corre-

sponding original complex is quasi-isomorphic to a corresponding complex being coadmissible

at each degree. Then in fact at each degree this latter complex is also projective (in the category

of all the coadmissible modules over lim
←−k

Πan,∞,A(G)k), since this will be further equivalent to

that each section over lim
←−k

Πan,∞,A(G)k is projective for some k, which is the case in our situa-

tion. Then we are done by [Zab1, Theorem 3.10] which implies that coadmissible and projective

modules are finitely generated.

6.4.2 Application to Triangulation over Rigid Analytic Spaces

We are now going to establish some application of the finiteness of the corresponding com-

plexes with respect to the action (ϕI , ΓI). We will generalize the interesting globalization of the

triangulation established in [KPX14] to our generalized setting. This has its own interests since

it will be very natural to ask about the behavior of some triangulation in our context over the

corresponding interesting rigid families of the generalized Hodge structures.

Since we only proved the corresponding finiteness in the situation where the set I consists

of two elements, therefore in this section we are going to make the same assumption. Then we

consider the corresponding finite free rank one (ϕI , ΓI)-modules coming from the correspond-

ing algebraic characters from the product of ΓKI
, and moreover from the product of the groups

K×I . Actually in the one dimensional situation this consideration finishes the corresponding

construction of all the finite free rank one (ϕI , ΓI)-modules in a reasonably well-defined way.

We follow largely the corresponding notations in the one dimensional situation. We will as-

sume that over some strong (since we do not have a well-established classifications as men-

tioned above) pointwisely we have the corresponding strong triangulation (meaning that we

have the triangulations by using the parameters strictly coming from the corresponding con-

tinuous characters of the group Γ×KI
), then we would like to study the corresponding behavior

of the corresponding global triangulations. This means that in order to have some coherent

triangulations and spreading effect, one only needs to check things pointwisely.

Setting 6.4.14. In this section we are going to work over a general rigid analytic space X defined
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over suitable finite extension of L, where we assume that L is large enough with respect to the

fields KI generalizing the corresponding situation in [KPX14, Chapter 6].

We start from the following geometric setting:

Definition 6.4.15. (After KPX [KPX14, Definition 6.2.1]) First we are going to consider the cor-

responding sheaves Πan,con,I,X(πKI
) with respect to the analytic space X over L, which is de-

fined to be glueing the rings of analytic functions over each affinoid MaxA for the space X,

namely glueing the rings having the form of Πan,con,I,A(πKI
) with respect to this affinoid. Also

as in [KPX14, Definition 6.2.1] one can define the corresponding sheaf with respect to some spe-

cific radii which is to say the sheaves taking the form of Πan,rI ,I,X(πKI
). Then we define the cor-

responding (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over these two kinds of sheaves by considering the corresponding

families of finite locally free sheaves of modules over Πan,con,I,X(πKI
) or Πan,rI ,I,X(πKI

) in the

well-defined and compatible sense as in the one-dimensional situation in [KPX14, Definition

6.2.1].

Setting 6.4.16. We choose to now consider the following situation where all the fields KI are

assumed to be Qp. Therefore now the p-adic Lie groups we are considering take the following

form namely the product of Q×p .

Under this assumption namely where all the fields KI are Qp one could directly consider

the corresponding construction as generalized below from the one dimensional situation con-

sidered in [KPX14, Notation 6.2.2]:

Definition 6.4.17. (After KPX [KPX14, Notation 6.2.2]) Consider the product of the p-adic Lie

group Q×p which is to say ∏α∈I Q×p . We are going to define the corresponding free rank one

(ϕI , ΓI)-modules of the character types attached to any character taking the form of δI : ∏α∈I Q×p →

Γ(X,OX)
×, to be the free of rank one module Πan,con,I,X(πKI

)e such that we have for each α ∈ I,

the Frobenius ϕα acts via δI(pα) while the group Γα acts via δI(χα(γα)). Note that when we have

that the set I is a singleton the corresponding definition recovers the one defined in [KPX14,

Notation 6.2.2]. We will use the notation Πan,con,I,X(πKI
)(δI) to denote such free rank one object

in the general setting.

On the other hand actually we have no direct classification literally as in the one dimen-

sional situation on the free rank one objects at least up to this definition. Therefore we have
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to at this moment to fix our objects considered, which is to say that we will focus on all the

free rank one objects of character types as defined above, then to study the corresponding ge-

ometrization and the variation of the corresponding triangulation. We start from the following

basic definition which is a direct generalization of the corresponding one in the one dimen-

sional situation.

Definition 6.4.18. (After KPX [KPX14, Definition 6.3.1]) We define the triangulated (ϕI , ΓI)-

modules over the higher dimensional Robba rings over a rigid analytic space X taking the form

of Πan,con,I,X(πKI
). Such a module M is defined to be a usual (ϕI , ΓI)-module over Πan,con,I,X(πKI

)

carrying a triangulation with n-parameters δ1, ..., δn which are n characters (we will assume

that these are continuous ones) of the group ∏I Q×p with the values in the corresponding group

Γ(X,OX)
×, which means that we have the following filtration on M by the corresponding sub

(ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the sheaf Πan,con,I,X(πKI
):

0 = M0 ⊂ M1 ⊂ ... ⊂ Mn = M

where n is assumed in our situation to be the rank of M, moreover we have that the corre-

sponding each graded piece Mi/Mi−1 for i = 1, ..., n is a rank one (ϕI , ΓI)-module with the

corresponding parameter δi defined above with some twisted line bundle Li, i = 1, ..., n:

Mi/Mi−1
∼
−→ Πan,con,I,X(πKI

)(δi)⊗Li, i = 1, ..., n.

Definition 6.4.19. (After KPX [KPX14, Definition 6.3.1]) As in [KPX14, Definition 6.3.1] we

generalize the corresponding strictly triangulated modules to the higher dimensional situation

by defining them to be over X = Max(L) the triangulated modules as above in a manner of

building from each i-th filtration to the i + 1-th uniquely through the corresponding parame-

ters.

We are going to consider the corresponding integrated behavior of a dense subset of point-

wise triangulations. First recall that a subspace U is Zariski dense if for each member in an

admissible covering of the space X the space U is dense inside (see [KPX14, Chapter 6.3]).

Then we can now consider the corresponding densely pointwise strictly triangulated families:

Definition 6.4.20. (After KPX [KPX14, Definition 6.3.2]) We are going to call a (ϕI , ΓI)-module

over the sheaf Πan,con,I,X(πKI
) a densely pointwise strictly triangulated family if there exists a
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Zariski-dense subspace Xdpt inside X such that the corresponding the restriction to Xdpt of

the sheaf M is pointwise strictly triangulated in the sense defined above.

Lemma 6.4.21. (After KPX [KPX14, 6.3.3]) In our situation, we have the cohomology groups H•ϕI ,ΓI
(M)

are coherent sheaves over the rigid analytic space X for M any (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the Frobenius

sheaves Πan,con,I,X(πKI
) with the corresponding non-vanishing throughout the degrees in [0, 2I].

Proof. The proof of this result is parallel to the corresponding result in the one dimensional

situation, see [KPX14, 6.3.3]. Essentially one has this result as a direct consequence of the results

in the local setting in section 6.4.1.

We then consider our main results in this section, which is a direct generalization of the

results of [KPX14] (chapter 6) to the situation where we have higher dimensional Hodge-

Frobenius structure.

Proposition 6.4.22. (After KPX [KPX14, Theorem 6.3.9]) Suppose that we have a (ϕI , ΓI)-module

M over the ring Πan,con,I,X(πKI
), where we assume that this module is of rank k. Suppose that we have

a continuous character from the group ∏I Q×p into the group Γ(X,OX)
×. Suppose that there exists a

subset Xpdt ⊂ X over which we have that the cohomology group H0
ϕI ,ΓI

(M∨x (δx)) is of dimension one

(which is to say for each x ∈ Xpdt), with the further assumption that the image of the corresponding ring

Πan,con,I,X(πKI
) is saturated under this assumption (namely under the corresponding consideration of

the basis). Assume this subset is Zariski-dense. Assume now the space X is reduced, then one could

be able to find a morphism from another blow-up b : Y → X which is birational and proper and a

corresponding map f : b∗M→ Πan,con,I,X(πKI
)(δ)⊗OX

L (with some well-defined line bundle L as in

the situation of [KPX14, Theorem 6.3.9]).

Proof. Indeed, we can adapt the corresponding strategy of [KPX14, Theorem 6.3.9] to prove

this. First by taking the well-established (see [KPX14, Theorem 6.3.9] the geometry actually)

normalization we are reduced to assume that the space X is normal and connected, and con-

sequently the ranks of the corresponding coherent sheaves preserve. Then we consider the

corresponding local coherence of the corresponding cohomology complex C•ϕI ,ΓI
(M) (for all

α ∈ I), and the corresponding local base change results (namely the direct analog of the the-

orem 4.4.3 of [KPX14]), together with the 6.3.6 of [KPX14] we have the corresponding groups

H•ϕI ,ΓI
(M) are flat for • = 0 and having Tor dimension less than or equal to 1 above, after
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we replace M by some M0 which is the pullback of M∨(δ) along some f0 : Y0 → X which is

birational and proper. We then glue along the corresponding local construction above as in

[KPX14, Theorem 6.3.9]. The first task for us then will be the corresponding construction of

the morphism over this Y0 which will be later be promoted to be the desired Y by taking the

corresponding blow-up. The construction goes as in the following way which is modeled on

[KPX14, Theorem 6.3.9]. One first considers the corresponding subset Y′c1 ⊂ Y0 that consists

of all the points at which the corresponding forth term in the following exact sequence (by

considering the corresponding base change spectral sequence)

0 // //// H0
ϕI ,ΓI

(M0)⊗ κy
// //// H0

ϕI ,ΓI
(M0,y) ////// Tor1(H1

ϕI ,ΓI
(M0), κy) // //// 0.

vanishes in our situation. Note that this is dense and open in the Zariski topology. Over the

subset Y′1 the resulting exact sequence degenerates just to be:

0 // //// H0
ϕI ,ΓI

(M0)⊗ κy
// //// H0

ϕI ,ΓI
(M0,y) ////// Tor1(H1

ϕI ,ΓI
(M0), κy) // //// 0,

where the forth term does not vanish. Then we note that over the subset Y′c1 we have that

the corresponding resulting cohomology group H0
ϕI ,ΓI

(M0) is then of dimensional one, which

implies that by the topological property of the subspace it is coherent of rank one throughout

the whole space Y0. We then have the chance to extract the desired morphism in our situation

as below: the corresponding line bundle L is chosen to be the corresponding dual line bundle.

Then we have the result morphism Πan,con,I,X(πKI
)⊗L∨ → M0 and consequently we have the

corresponding desired morphism which is to say f ∗0 M→ Πan,con,I,X(πKI
)(δ)⊗L.

Then up to this point, one can then consider 6.3.6 of [KPX14] to extract the desired blow-up

Y → Y0 and define the desired data through the pullback along blow-up, which is to say the

corresponding L, f (see [KPX14, Theorem 6.3.9]).

Remark 6.4.23. The corresponding morphism established by the previous proposition is actu-

ally expected to satisfy the corresponding properties parallel to the corresponding situation in

[KPX14, Theorem 6.3.9, Corollary 6.3.10]. Namely in the context mentioned in the proof of the

previous proposition we are now at the position to (thanks to the previous proposition) conjec-

ture:

A. We have the corresponding subset Yc
1 ⊂ Y of all the points y where the corresponding
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map fy : My → Πan,con,I,κy(πKI
)(δy)⊗OX

Ly is surjective (as the original context of [KPX14] we

need to assume that the corresponding element generates the zero-th cohomology of M∨y (δy) as

well), is open and dense in the Zariski topology; B. The corresponding kernel Ker f is of rank

just k− 1.
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6.5 Noncommutative Coefficients

6.5.1 Frobenius Modules over Noncommutative Rings

We now consider the coefficient where A is a noetherian noncommutative Banach affinoid al-

gebra over Qp namely quotient of noncommutative Tate algebra with free variables. The finite-

ness even in the univariate situation with noncommutative coefficients is actually not known

in [Zah1] which is key ingredient in the noncommutative local p-adic Tamagawa number con-

jecture in [Zah1]. We make the corresponding discussion in our situation.

Example 6.5.1. A nontrivial example of such noetherian noncommutative Banach affinoid al-

gebra could be the corresponding noncommutative analog of the commutative Tate algebra T2

considered in [So1, Section 3]. To be more precise one considers first the corresponding twisted

polynomial ring Qp[X1, X2]′ such that X1X2 = aX2X1 for some nonzero element a ∈ Qp, then

takes the corresponding completion with respect to the Gauss norm ‖.‖ which is defined by:

‖∑
i1 ,i2

ai1 ,i2 Xi1
1 Xi2

2 ‖ := sup
i1,i2

{|ai1 ,i2 |p}.

Note that as in [So1, Proposition 3.1] the corresponding categories of finite left A-modules and

the correspnding Banach ones are actually equivalent, under the forgetful functor.

We then consider the families of the corresponding Frobenius modules with coefficients in

noncommutative affinoid algebra A considered as above.

Setting 6.5.2. For the Robba rings with respect to some closed interval [sI , rI ] ⊂ (0, ∞]|I| we de-

fined above namely Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,Qp
, we take the completed tensor product with the corresponding

ring A in this section to define the corresponding noncommutative version of the Robba rings.

We keep all the notations compatible with the ones in the commutative setting in the previous

discussion in the previous sections.

Definition 6.5.3. (After KPX [KPX14, Definition 2.2.2]) We keep all the notations (except the

coefficient A which is now noncommutative) compatible with the ones in the commutative set-

ting in the previous discussion in the previous sections. For each α ∈ I, we choose suitable

uniformizer πKα in our consideration. Then we are going to use the notation Πan,con,I,A(πKI
)

to denote the corresponding period ring constructed from Πan,con,I,A just by directly replac-

ing the variables by the corresponding uniformizers as above. And similarly for other pe-

riod rings we use the corresponding notations taking the same form namely Πan,con,I,A(πKI
),
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Πan,rI,0,I,A(πKI
), Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,A(πKI

). As in the one dimensional situation we consider the situa-

tion where the radii are all sufficiently small. Then one could define the multiple Frobenius

actions from the multi Frobenius ϕI over each the ring mentioned above. For suitable radii

rI we define a ϕI-module to be a finite projective left Πan,rI ,I,A(πKI
)-module with the require-

ment that for each α ∈ I we have ϕ∗αMrI

∼
→ M...,rα/p,... (after suitable base changes). Then

we define M := Πan,con,I,A(πKI
) ⊗Πan,rI ,I,A(πKI

) MrI
to define a ϕI-module over the full rela-

tive Robba ring in our situation. Furthermore we have the notion of ϕI-bundles in our situ-

ation which consists of a family of ϕI-modules {M[sI ,rI ]} where each module M[sI ,rI ] is defined

to be finite projective over Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,A(πKI
) satisfying the action formula taking the form of

ϕ∗αM[sI ,rI ]
∼
→ M...,[sα/p,rα/p],... (after suitable base changes). Furthermore for each α we have the

corresponding operator ϕα : M[sI ,rI ] → M...,[sα/p,rα/p],... and we have the corresponding operator

ψα which is defined to be p−1ϕ−1
α ◦ TraceM...,[sα/p,rα/p],.../ϕα(M[sI ,rI ]

). Certainly we have the corre-

sponding operator ψα over the global section MrI
. Note that here we require that the Hodge-

Frobenius structures are commutative in the sense that all the Frobenius are commuting with

each other, and they are semilinear.

Definition 6.5.4. (After KPX [KPX14, Definition 2.2.2]) We keep all the notations (except the

coefficient A which is now noncommutative) compatible with the ones in the commutative set-

ting in the previous discussion in the previous sections. For each α ∈ I, we choose suitable

uniformizer πKα in our consideration. Then we are going to use the notation Πan,con,I,A(πKI
) to

denote the corresponding period ring constructed from Πan,con,I,A just by directly replacing the

variables by the corresponding uniformizers as above. And similarly for other period rings we

use the corresponding notations taking the same form namely Πan,con,I,A(πKI
), Πan,rI,0,I,A(πKI

),

Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,A(πKI
). As in the one dimensional situation we consider the situation where the

radii are all sufficiently small. Then one could define the multiple Frobenius actions from the

multi Frobenius ϕI over each the ring mentioned above. For suitable radii rI we define a co-

herent ϕI-module to be a finitely presented left Πan,rI ,I,A(πKI
)-module with the requirement

that for each α ∈ I we have ϕ∗αMrI

∼
→ M...,rα/p,... (after suitable base changes). Then we define

M := Πan,con,I,A(πKI
) ⊗Πan,rI ,I,A(πKI

) MrI
to define a coherent ϕI-module over the full relative

Robba ring in our situation. Furthermore we have the notion of coherent ϕI-bundles in our sit-

uation which consists of a family of coherent ϕI-modules {M[sI ,rI ]} where each module M[sI ,rI ]

is defined to be finitely presented over Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,A(πKI
) satisfying the action formula taking the
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form of ϕ∗αM[sI ,rI ]
∼
→ M...,[sα/p,rα/p],... (after suitable base changes). Furthermore for each α we

have the corresponding operator ϕα : M[sI ,rI ] → M...,[sα/p,rα/p],... and we have the correspond-

ing operator ψα which is defined to be p−1 ϕ−1
α ◦ TraceM...,[sα/p,rα/p],.../ϕα(M[sI ,rI ]

). Certainly we have

the corresponding operator ψα over the global section MrI
. Note that here we require that the

Hodge-Frobenius structures are commutative in the sense that all the Frobenius are commuting

with each other, and they are semilinear.

Definition 6.5.5. (After KPX [KPX14, Definition 2.2.12]) Then we add the corresponding more

Lie group action in our setting, namely the multi semiliear ΓKI
-action. Again in this situation

we require that all the actions of the ΓKI
are commuting with each other and with all the semi-

linear Frobenius actions defined above. We define the corresponding (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over

Πan,rI,0,I,A(πKI
) to be finite projective module with mutually commuting semilinear actions of

ϕI and ΓKI
. For the latter action we require that to be continuous. We can also define the

corresponding actions for coherent Frobenius modules.

Definition 6.5.6. (After KPX [KPX14, 2.3]) For any (ϕI , ΓI)-module M over

Πan,con,I,A(πKI
) we define the complex C•ΓI

(M) of M to be the total complex of the following

complex through the induction:

[C•ΓI\{I}
(M)

ΓI ////// C•
ΓI\{I}(M)].

Then we define the corresponding double complex C•ϕI
C•ΓI

(M) again by taking the correspond-

ing totalization of the following complex through induction:

[C•ϕI\{I}
C•ΓI

(M)
ϕI ////// C•ϕI\{I}

C•ΓI
(M)].

Then we define the complex C•ϕI ,ΓI
(M) to be the totalization of the double complex defined

above, which is called the complex of a (ϕI , ΓI)-module M. Similarly we define the corre-

sponding complex C•ψI ,ΓI
(M) to be the totalization of the double complex define d in the same

way as above by replacing ϕI by then the operators ψI . For later comparison we also need the

corresponding ψI-cohomology, which is to say the complex C•ψI
(M) which could be defined by

the totalization of the following complex through induction:

[C•ψI\{I}
(M)

ψI ////// C•ψI\{I}(M)].

In order to proceed we now make the following assumption:
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Assumption 6.5.7. We assume that the ring A in our situation satisfies the following assump-

tion. For any closed interval [sI , rI ] we assume that the Robba ring Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,A is left and right

noetherian, namely noetherian in the noncommutative situation. In the following we will dis-

cuss some samples.

Example 6.5.8. First note we point out that the corresponding Tate algebra with several free

variables is actually not noetherian, even the corresponding polynomial rings with several free

variables are not noetherian at all. For instance in the situation where we have two variables,

as in [K1, Introduction] and [GW1, Exercise 1E] we know that the ring k[x, y]nc noncommuta-

tive polynomial ring contains specific corresponding ideal generated by xyk for each nonneg-

ative integer power k ≥ 0. Even in the commutative setting, suppose we have a commutative

noetherian Banach algebra B, it is also definitely not trivial that the affinoid algebra:

B{T1/a1, ..., Tm/am, b1/T1, ...bm/Tm}

is noetherian or not. Actually there does exist some counterexample which makes this not true

in general as one might not expect, as in [FGK, 8.3].

Example 6.5.9. One can actually produce another examplification of the

assumption 6.5.7, namely we consider the following situation. We look at the corresponding

(generalized version of) twisted polynomial rings in the sense of example 6.5.1 (see [So1, Sec-

tion 3]). For instance we take a such ring with three variables:

Qp[X1, X2, X3]
′ (6.5.1)

with:

XiXj = ai,jXjXi, i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3} (6.5.2)

such that a3,1 = a1,3 = 1, a3,2 = a2,3 = 1 and a2,1 = a1,2 6= 1. Then after taking the corresponding

completion under the Gauss norm we will have the corresponding noncommutative affinoid

which is noetherian and satisfies the corresponding assumption 6.5.7 by suitable rational local-

ization.

Now consider the corresponding rings in the style considered in [Zab1, Proposition 4.1]:

D[s,r](Zp, Qp), D[ρ1,ρ2](G, K)
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with G a pro-p group as in [Zab1, Chapter 4] (which is to say we will also assume G to be

uniform). The corresponding ring D[ρ1,ρ2](G, K) could be defined through suitable microlo-

calization with respect to some noncommutative polyannulus with respect to the radii ρ1, ρ2

which is direct noncommutative generalization of the usual Robba ring we considered in this

paper including obviously the corresponding multivariate ones. With the notation in [Zab1,

Proposition 4.1] namely for sufficiently large s, r, ρ1, ρ2 ∈ pQ and s, r, ρ1, ρ2 < 1 we have:

Theorem 6.5.10. (Zábrádi [Zab1, Proposition 4.1])

The noncommutative Robba rings D[ρ1,ρ2](G, K) is noetherian.

We now take the corresponding completed tensor product we have then:

D[s,r](Zp, Qp)⊗̂Qp
D[ρ1,ρ2](G, K)

which corresponds directly to our interested situation, namely the noncommutative deforma-

tion of the usual Robba ring in one variable.

Proposition 6.5.11. For suitable radii s, r, ρ1, ρ2 ∈ pQ such that s, r, ρ1, ρ2 < 1 and:

D[s,r](Zp, Qp), D[ρ1,ρ2](G, K)

are noetherian as in [Zab1, Proposition 4.1]. Then we have that the corresponding completed tensor

product

D[s,r](Zp, Qp)⊗̂Qp D[ρ1,ρ2](G, K)

is also noetherian.

Remark 6.5.12. Before the proof, let us mention that this actually provides a very typical exam-

ple for situation required in assumption 6.5.7.

Proof. One can follow the proof of [Zab1, Proposition 4.1] to do so by applying the criterion in

[LVO, Proposition I.7.1.2], namely we look at the the graded ring of

gr•‖.‖⊗

(
D[s,r](Zp, Qp)⊗̂Qp

D[ρ1,ρ2](G, K)
)

,

defined by using the bounds of the norm ‖.‖⊗, and if this is noetherian then we will have

by [LVO, Proposition I.7.1.2] that the ring D[s,r](Zp, Qp)⊗̂D[ρ1,ρ2](G, K) is also noetherian. It
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suffices to look at the corresponding graded ring of the dense subring of tensor product (see

[ST03, Lemma 4.3])

gr•‖.‖⊗

(
D[s,r](Zp, Qp)⊗Qp

D[ρ1,ρ2](G, K)
)

.

We do not have the corresponding isomorphism in mind to split the corresponding components

to get a product of two single graded rings but we have the corresponding surjective map (see

[LVO, I.6.13]):

gr•
(

D[s,r](Zp, Qp))⊗gr•Qp
gr•(D[ρ1,ρ2](G, K)

)
→ gr•‖.‖⊗

(
D[s,r](Zp, Qp)⊗Qp

D[ρ1,ρ2](G, K)
)

.

This is defined by:

σk(x)⊗ σl(y) 7→ σk+l(x⊗ y),

where the principal symbol σk(x) is defined to be x + Fk+D[s,r](Zp, Qp) if we we have x ∈

FkD[s,r](Zp, Qp)\Fk+D[s,r](Zp, Qp), in the corresponding algebraic microlocalization. The con-

struction for σl(y) and σk+l(x ⊗ y) is the same. Therefore we look at then the corresponding

product:

gr•
(

D[s,r](Zp, Qp)
)
⊗ gr•

(
D[ρ1,ρ2](G, K)

)

The corresponding elements of gr•
(

D[ρ1,ρ2](G, K)
)

are those Laurent polynomials over gr•K =

k[π2, π−1
2 ] with variables:

t1, ..., td

where ti = σ(bi)/πl
2. The corresponding elements of gr•

(
D[s,r](Zp, Qp)

)
are those Laurent

polynomials over gr•Qp = Fp[π1, π−1
1 ] with variable:

t = σ(b)/πk
1.

We followed the notations in [Zab1, Proposition 4.1], where b is the corresponding local coor-

dinate for D[s,r](Zp, Qp) while σ represents the corresponding principal symbol in the corre-

sponding nonarchimedean microlocalization, while we have that b1, ..., bd are local coordinates

for D[ρ1,ρ2](G, K). The idea is that this ring is actually noetherian then we have the ring

gr•
(

D[s,r](Zp, Qp)⊗ D[ρ1,ρ2](G, K)
)

is also noetherian. Then one can endow

D[s,r](Zp, Qp)⊗̂D[ρ1,ρ2](G, K)
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with the corresponding filtration which will imply that the ring

D[s,r](Zp, Qp)⊗̂D[ρ1,ρ2](G, K)

is noetherian as well by [LVO, Proposition I.7.1.2]. Indeed as in [Zab1, Proposition 4.1] what we

could do is to consider the corresponding projection to the corresponding Laurent polynomial

ring over k in the variables π2, t, t1, ..., td as in the proof of [Zab1, Proposition 4.1]:

Fp[π1, π−1
1 , t, t−1]⊗

Fp[π1,π−1
1 ] k[π2, π−1

2 , t1, t1t−1
2 , ..., t1t−1

d , t2t−1
1 , ..., tdt−1

1 ]

which is noetherian, then the corresponding ring

gr•
(

D[s,r](Zp, Qp))⊗gr•Qp
gr•(D[ρ1,ρ2](G, K)

)

is noetherian since one can then lift the generators for the corresponding projection of any ideal

through this construction as in the same way of [Zab1, Proposition 4.1].

Setting 6.5.13. Now under the corresponding noetherian assumption in assumption 6.5.7, we

actually have that the corresponding multivariate Robba ring Πan,rI,0,I,A is Fréchet-Stein in the

sense of [ST03, Chapter 3].

Definition 6.5.14. (After KPX [KPX14, Definition 2.1.3])

We define coherent sheaves of left modules and the global sections over the ring Πan,rI0 ,I,A in

the following way. First a coherent sheaf M over the relative multidimensional Robba ring

Πan,rI0 ,I,A is defined to be a family (M[sI ,rI ])[sI ,rI ]⊂(0,rI,0]of left modules of finite type over each

relative Π[sI ,rI ],I,A satisfying the following two conditions as in the more classical situation:

Π[s′′I ,r′′I ],I,A ⊗Π[s′I ,r′I ],I,A
M[s′I ,r

′
I ]
∼
→ M[s′′I ,r′′I ]

for any multi radii satisfying 0 < s′I ≤ s′′I ≤ r′′I ≤ r′I ≤ rI,0, with furthermore

Π[s′′′I ,r′′′I ],I,A ⊗Π[s′′I ,r′′I ],I,A
(Π[s′′I ,r′′I ],I,A ⊗Π[s′I ,r′I ],I,A

M[s′I ,r
′
I ]
)
∼
→ Π[s′′′I ,r′′′I ],I,A,

for any multi radii satisfying the following condition:

0 < s′I ≤ s′′I ≤ s′′′I ≤ r′′′I ≤ r′′I ≤ r′I ≤ rI,0.

Then we define the corresponding global section of the coherent sheaf M, which is usually

denoted by M which is defined to be the following inverse limit:

M := lim
←−

sI→0+I

M[sI ,rI,0].
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We are going to follow [KPX14, Definition 2.1.3] to call any module defined over Πan,rI0 ,I,A

coadmissible it comes from a global section of a coherent sheafM in the sense defined above.

Remark 6.5.15. Since we are in the framework of [ST03, Chapter 3], so now by [ST03, Chapter

3, Theorem] for rI,0 finite (namely for all α ∈ I the radius rα,0 is finite) we have that the corre-

sponding global section in the previous definition is dense in each member participating in the

coherent sheaf over some multi interval. We also have the same result for the situation where

rI,0 = ∞|I| after inverting the corresponding variables in the multivariate Robba rings as in the

commutative situation we considered in proposition 6.2.9. Also we have the higher vanishing

of the corresponding derived inverse limit on coherent sheaves in the sense defined above.

Definition 6.5.16. (After KPX [KPX14, Definition 2.1.9]) We first generalize the notion of ad-

missible covering in our setting, which is higher dimensional generalization of the situation

established in [KPX14, Definition 2.1.9]. For any covering {[sI , rI ]} of (0, rI,0], we are going to

specify those admissible coverings if the given covering admits refinement finite locally (and

each corresponding member in the covering has the corresponding interior part which is as-

sumed to be not empty with respect to each α ∈ I). Then it is very natural in our setting that

we have the corresponding notations of (m, n)-finitely presentedness and n-finitely generat-

edness for any m, n positive integers. Then based on these definitions we have the following

generalization of the corresponding uniform finiteness. First we are going to call a coherent

sheaf {MsI ,rI
}[sI ,rI ] over Πan,rI,0,I,A uniformly (m, n)-finitely presented if there exists an admis-

sible covering {[sI , rI ]} and a pair of positive integers (m, n) such that each module M[sI ,rI ]

defined over Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,A is (m, n)-finitely presented. Also we have the notion of uniformly n-

finitely generated for any positive integer n by defining that to mean under the existence of an

admissible covering we have that each member M[sI ,rI ] in the family defined over Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,A

is n-finitely generated.

Lemma 6.5.17. (After KPX [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.11]) Suppose that for a coherent sheaf {MsI ,rI
}[sI ,rI ]

defined above and for an admissible covering {[sI , rI ]} defined above in our noncommutative setting we

have that any module MsI ,rI
is finitely generated uniformly by finite many elements of global section.

Then the global section will be also finitely generated by these set of elements as well.

Proof. As in [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.11], we use the set of elements to present a map from the free

module generated by them to the global section, then after base change to each Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,A
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we do have that the map is corresponding presentation over Πan,[sI ,rI ],I,A, then this will give

rise to the corresponding presentation for the global section since we have the vanishing of the

derived inverse limit functor.

Lemma 6.5.18. (After KPX [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.12]) Let H be a noncommutative Banach ring, and

consider some finite module M over H generated by { f1, ..., fn} and any another set { f ′1, ..., f ′n} of

elements such that fi − f ′i could be made sufficiently small uniformly for each i = 1, ..., n. Then we have

that the set { f ′1, ..., f ′n} could also finitely generate the module M.

Proof. As in [KPX14, Lemma 2.1.12], one looks at the corresponding matrix Gi,j defined by

fi − f ′i = ∑k Gi,k fk. Then by using the open mapping theorem, one can control the norm of

each entry Gi,j to make them small enough below a uniform small bound, which makes the

corresponding matrix 1 + G invertible.

Proposition 6.5.19. (After KPX [KPX14, Proposition 2.1.13]) Assume now I consists of exactly

one index, consider any arbitrary coherent sheaf {M[sI ,rI ]} over Πan,rI,0,I,A with the global section M.

Then we have the following corresponding statements:

I. The coherent sheaf {M[sI ,rI ]} is uniformly finitely generated iff the global section M is finitely gener-

ated;

II. The coherent sheaf {M[sI ,rI ]} is uniformly finitely presented iff the global section M is finitely pre-

sented.

Proof. One could derive the the second statement by using the analog of lemma 6.2.15 (see [L,

Lemma 4.54]) and the first statement. Therefore it suffices for us to prove the first statement.

Indeed one could see that one direction in the statement is straightforward, therefore it suffices

now to consider the other direction. So now we assume that the coherent sheaf {M[sI ,rI ]} is

uniformly finitely generated for some n for instance. Then we are going to show that one

could find corresponding generators for the global section M from the given uniform finitely

generatedness.

Now by definition we consider an admissible covering taking the form of {[sI , rI ]}. In

[KPX14, Proposition 2.1.13] the corresponding argument goes by using special decomposition

of the covering in some refined way, mainly by reorganizing the initial admissible covering

into two single ones, where each of them will be made into the one consisting of those well-

established intervals with no overlap. We can also use instead the corresponding upgraded nice
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decomposition of the given admissible covering in our setting, which is extensively discussed

in [KL16, 2.6.14-2.6.17]. Namely as in [KL16, 2.6.14-2.6.17] there is a chance for us to extract

2|I| families {{[sI,δi
, rI,δi

]}i=0,1,...}{1i},{2i},...,{Ni}, (N = 2|I|) of intervals, where there is a chance to

have the situation where for each such family the corresponding intervals in it could be made

to be disjoint in pairs.

Then for a chosen family {[sI,δi
, rI,δi

]}i=0,1,..., we now for each i involved we consider the

corresponding generating set eδi,1, ..., eδi,n where i = 0, 1, ... and n ∈ {1, 2, ..., n}. Note that these

should be generated over the integral rings, which is not the case when we work with the

infinite radii. In the latter situation one should first invert TI then consider some large powers

which could eliminate the different denominators. Then by the previous results we know that

one could actually arrange these generators to be global sections by the density of the global

sections in the sections over any chosen interval. Now we consider the following step where

we for each j = 1, ..., n form the following sum with coefficients to be chosen:

ej :=
∞

∑
i=0

aδi ,jT
λI,δi ,j

I eδi ,j.

Note that in our situation actually I is a singleton, so we can actually regard δi as 2i.

To check the suitable convergence in this situation we consider the following estimate with

bounds given as below to be chosen from the conditions:

∀i′′ < δi − 1,
∥∥∥aδi ,jT

λI,δi ,j eδi ,j

∥∥∥
[sI,i′′ ,rI,i′′ ]

≤ p−i, (6.5.3)

∀i′ < i,
∥∥∥aδi ,jT

λI,δi ,j eδi ,j/(aδi′ ,jT
λI,δi′ ,j)

∥∥∥
[sI,δ

i′
,rI,δ

i′
]
≤ εδi′ ,j (6.5.4)

∀i′ < i,
∥∥∥aδi′ ,jT

λI,δ
i′

,j eδi′ ,j/(aδi ,jT
λI,δi ,j)

∥∥∥
[sI,δi

,rI,δi
]
≤ εδi ,j. (6.5.5)

As in the commutative situation in [KPX14, Proposition 2.1.13] in order to get the desired quan-

tity expressed in the estimate above we seek the following situation from what we presented

above:

∀i′′ < δi − 1,
∥∥∥aδi ,jT

λI,δi ,j eδi ,j

∥∥∥
[sI,i′′ ,rI,i′′ ]

≤ p−i, (6.5.6)

∀i′ < i,
∥∥∥aδi ,jT

λI,δi,j eδi ,j

∥∥∥
[sI,δ

i′
,rI,δ

i′
]
≤ εδi′ ,j

∥∥∥aδi′ ,jT
λI,δ

i′
,j
∥∥∥
[sI,δ

i′
,rI,δ

i′
]

(6.5.7)

∀i′ < i,
∥∥∥aδi′ ,jT

λI,δ
i′

,j eδi′ ,j

∥∥∥
[sI,δi

,rI,δi
]
≤ εδi,j

∥∥∥aδi ,jT
λI,δi,j

∥∥∥
[sI,δi

,rI,δi
]
. (6.5.8)
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Then what we can achieve up to now is to consider sufficiently large powers on the both sides in

order to make the inequalities hold, which is possible due to our initial choice on the intervals,

where the first statement could also be proved in the similar way (also see [KPX14, Proposition

2.1.13]). To be more precise, one chooses the corresponding coefficients and the powers of the

monomials by induction, where the initial coefficient for i = 0 is set to be 1 with order 0. Then

one enlarges the corresponding difference between the power of the monomials on the both

sides of the inequalities above while evaluating the first and second inequalities at the left most

radii and evaluating the last one at right most radii. Then actually this will prove the statement

since up to some powers the difference between eδi,j and ej will have sufficiently small norm,

which could give rise to suitable finitely generatedness through the lemma 6.5.18. Finally one

could then finish the whole proof in the odd situation in the same fashion.

Proposition 6.5.20. (After KPX [KPX14, Proposition 2.2.7])

In the situation where I consists of exactly one element. We have that natural functor from coherent

ϕI-modules (in the sense of the previous definition 6.5.4) over Πan,rI,0,I,A(πKI
) to the corresponding

coherent ϕI-bundles (in the sense of the previous definition 6.5.4) is an equivalence.

Proof. See proposition 6.3.6, by using the previous proposition.

Definition 6.5.21. (After KPX [KPX14, Notation 4.1.2]) Now we consider the following de-

rived categories. All modules will be assumed to be left. The first one is the sub-derived

category consisting of all the objects in Dleft(A) which are quasi-isomorphic to those bounded

above complexes of finite projective modules over the ring A. We denote this category (which

is defined in the same way as in [KPX14, Notation 4.1.2]) by D−perf,left(A). Over the larger

ring Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI
) we also have the sub-derived category of Dleft(Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI

)) consisting of

all those objects in Dleft(Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI
)) which are quasi-isomorphic to those bounded above

complexes of finite projective modules now over the ring Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI
). We denote this by

D−perf,left(Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI
)).

Then we will investigate the complexes attached to any finite projective or coherent (ϕI , ΓI)-

module M over Πan,con,I,A(πKI
):

C•ϕI ,ΓI
(M), C•ψI ,ΓI

(M), C•ψI
(M),
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which are living inside the corresponding derived categories:

Dleft(A), Dleft(A), Dleft(Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI
)).

Conjecture 6.5.22. With the notation and setting up as above we have h•(CψI
(M)) are coadmissible

over Πan,∞,I,A(ΓKI
).

Conjecture 6.5.23. With the notations above, we have that

C•ϕI ,ΓI
(M) ∈ D−perf,left(A), C•ψI ,ΓI

(M) ∈ D−perf,left(A).

Conjecture 6.5.24. Let A∞(H) be the Fréchet-Stein algebra attached to any compact p-adic Lie group

H which could be written as inverse limit of noncommutative noetherian Banach affinoid algebras over

Qp. Suppose F is a family of finite projective left modules over the Robba ring Πan,con,I,A∞(H)(πKI
),

where we use the same notation to denote the global section and we assume that the global section is

finite projective, carrying mutually commuting actions of (ϕI , ΓKI
). Then we have that C•ψI

(F) lives in

D♭
perf,left(Πan,∞,I,A∞(H)(ΓKI

)) and C•ϕI ,ΓI
(F) lives in D♭

perf,left(A∞(H)).

Remark 6.5.25. We conjecture that the corresponding Cartan-Serre approach holds in the non-

commutative setting as in [KL, Lemma1.10], which may possibly provide proof of the conjec-

tures above.

This chapter is based on the following paper, where the author of this dissertation is the

main author:

• Tong, Xin. "Analytic Geometry and Hodge-Frobenius Structure." arXiv preprint arXiv:2011.08358

(2020).
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Chapter 7

Analytic Geometry and

Hodge-Frobenius Structure Continued
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7.1 Introduction

7.1.1 Introduction and Summary

Generally speaking analytic geometry studies very general manifolds or varieties which are

locally related to analytic functions of several variables. In complex analytic geometry, the spe-

cial domains (like those classical domains) form a very important subject in the corresponding

understanding of higher dimensional analytic geometry and their application to other subjects

such as number theory. One definitely would like to understand the corresponding story in

nonarchimedean geometry, namely what are the corresponding significant special domains.

Another issue is that if we could have the chance to find the links with other geometries, such

as formal ones and pure algebraic geometry. In the study of analytic geometry, certainly not

only the analytic methods will be definitely applied, but also we have algebraic ones. Algebraic

ones certainly work well in some very significant cases, for instance those in the Stein cases in

classical complex geometry, quasi-Stein cases within the generality of Kedlaya-Liu [KL2] and

Fréchet-Stein cases after Schneider-Teitelbaum [ST].

While the corresponding nonarchimedean analytic geometry has its own very significant

geometric rights, many useful applications also exist extensively as well. For instance in [T1]

we followed [CKZ] and [PZ] to have investigated some relative cohomologies corresponding

to very specific multi Frobenius structures. The picture in [T1] was a very practical first step

towards more general pictures and more interesting pictures.

The tools in [T1] extend to our current paper since in more general framework of geometry

as in [KL1] and [KL2] the methods and ideas could be applied directly to our situation with pos-

sible suitable more detailization. For instance in our situation we could consider nonnoetherian

base rings. Note that this does not mean they are necessarily preperfectoid or perfect, since in

our situation we can consider some very interesting mixed-type Robba rings in very general

sense. For instance if we have two variables, we could have one living in some preperfectoid

part while the other one living in the some rigid analytic affinoid component. Note that we do

not have to maintain in the corresponding strictly analytic situation, especially if one would

like to work with Kedlaya’s reified adic spaces [Ked1].
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We will also consider the corresponding generalized B-pairs after Berger and Nakamura.

However for some deep study we could introduce some mixed-type Hodge structures. Namely

we could introduce (ϕ, Γ)-B-objects. For instance in the situation where we have two factors

we can defined the corresponding period rings:

BdR,Qp
⊗̂Qp

Πan,con,A, B+
dR,Qp

⊗̂Qp
Πan,con,A

with finite projective objects defined over them, carrying one partial action from the Galois

groups and carrying one partial action from the corresponding (ϕ, Γ) operators.

To make summary, we have:

A. Over really general Banach rings, we have defined many useful mixed type Robba rings by

perfection along some partial variables. In fact we also have defined some ∞-period rings fol-

lowing the recent work from Bambozzi-Kremnizer [BK]. The corresponding issue we encoun-

tered is certainly some common issue around sheafiness in adic geometry in some very general

classical sense. These directly will be expected to give the chance for one to compare Hodge

structures over multivariate imperfect Robba rings with the corresponding Hodge structures

over multivariate perfect Robba rings as those with accents .̆ and .̃ in [KL2], see sections from

2-3.

B. Over really general Banach rings, we defined many useful (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the mixed

type Robba rings by perfection along some partial variables. This directly gives the chance for

one to compare multivariate (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over partially imperfect Robba rings with the

corresponding multivariate (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over partially perfect Robba rings as those with

accents .̆ and .̃ in [KL2], see section 4.

C. Over really general Banach rings over Qp, we defined many useful mixed type big period

rings by taking product with Fontaine’s de Rham period ring along some partial variables. First

of all, we then immediately have the definition for some B′I-(ϕI , ΓI)-modules. Therefore relying

on these rings (although they are very interesting in their rights) proved the equivalence be-

tween multivariate B′I-pairs and multivariate (ϕI , ΓI)-modules generalizing Berger’s work and

431



[KP], see section 5.

D. In sections 6-8, we defined the corresponding B′I-(ϕI , ΓI)-cohomologies for B′I-(ϕI , ΓI)-modules,

and we promote the equivalence to some quasi-isomorphisms within the derived category

D♭(A), where A is the base Banach relative ring.

7.1.2 Comments on the Notation

Our notations on the corresponding multivariate mixed type big Hodge structures are inspired

by essentially some Langlands programs in ℓ-adic situation such as in [VL], namely the Drin-

feld’s Lemma. However the work [PZ] ad [CKZ] use ∆ which is inspired by essentially some

Langlands programs in p-adic situation such as that rooted in the work of Zábrádi and is re-

lated to reductive datum. We remind the readers that these are actually not the corresponding

intervals for the Robba rings in order to eliminate the corresponding possible confusion.

7.1.3 Future Study

The current geometric discussion covered in this paper is basically around the commutative

analytic geometry. We have not made it to add the corresponding discussion on the noncom-

mutative setting, but this will be pushed to our further study. Certainly the corresponding

noncommutative deformation will require some further well-established understanding on the

foundational issues, such as the corresponding noncommutative descent as in the commutative

situation from [KL1] and [KL2]. Definitely any good understanding on the noncommutative

settings of these sorts will be essential to the corresponding good understanding on noncom-

mutative analytic geometry and noncommutative Tamagawa number conjectures after [FK1],

[BF1] and [BF2].

Since our dreams will be really those where we can handle very general analytic spaces.

Certainly adic spaces need extensively restrictive requirement on the sheafiness of the Banach

rings. However this might be resolved completely by considering [BK] (or possibly equiva-

lently the work of Clausen-Scholze [CS]). We have already defined many interesting ∞-analytic

432



stacks and the ∞-Robba rings. We will study Kedlaya-Liu glueing on this level after [KL1] and

[KL2] in future work.

We have discussed the corresponding higher dimensional B-pairs by introducing the cor-

responding higher dimensional de Rham period rings. We certainly hope to amplify the cor-

responding discussion in more p-adic Hodge theoretic sense. However one could definitely

maintain in the world of (ϕI , ΓI)-modules in some very flexible way, literally after Berger [Ber2].

We believe that we have more rigidity in the current context. In fact, we should mention that

this higher dimensionalization of [Ber2] is literally motivated by the work [KL1] and [KL2], as

well as the work [CKZ] and [PZ].
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7.2 Big Robba Rings over Rigid Analytic Affinoids and Fréchet Ob-

jects in Mixed-characteristic Case

7.2.1 Big Robba Rings over Rigid Analytic Affinoids

We follow [T1] to give the thorough definition and discussion of those very big period rings

we will need in the further discussions in the following body of the paper, where we consider

as in [T1] a finite set I with some subset J. Our Robba rings in this paper will be depending on

the I and J simultaneously.

Definition 7.2.1. Let A be any affinoid algebra over Qp in rigid analytic geometry. We consider

the corresponding multi intervals [ωrI , ωsI ]. Recall we have the corresponding Robba rings

defined in [T1, Definition 2.4]:

Π[sI ,rI ],I,A

which is defined to be the corresponding affinoid:

A⊗̂Qp
Qp{ω

r1 /T1, ..., ωrI /TI , T1/ωs1 , ..., TI/ωsI}.

Then we have the corresponding rings:

Πan,rI ,I,A := lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,A.

with

Πan,con,I,A :=
⋃

rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,A.

However we will in this paper to consider some more complicated version of the rings. We will

use some partial Frobenius to perfectize partially the rings defined above. Therefore we will in

some more uniform way to denote the rings in the following different way:

Π[sI ,rI ],I,I,∅,A := Π[sI ,rI ],I,A (7.2.1)

Πan,rI ,I,I,∅,A := Πan,rI ,I,A (7.2.2)

Πan,con,I,I,∅,A := Πan,con,I,∅,A. (7.2.3)

Now we follow the idea in [Ked2, Definition 5.2.1] to define some extended version of the

rings. We will have the following rings to be:
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Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.2.4)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.2.5)

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.6)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.7)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.8)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A, (7.2.9)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

, (7.2.10)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A. (7.2.11)

and

Πan,rI ,I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.2.12)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.2.13)

Πan,rI ,I,J, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.14)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.15)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.16)

Πan,rI ,I,J, Ĩ\J,A, (7.2.17)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A, (7.2.18)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A. (7.2.19)

and
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Πan,con,I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.2.20)

Πan,con,I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.2.21)

Πan,con,I,J, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.22)

Πan,con,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.23)

Πan,con,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.24)

Π
an,con,I,J, Ĩ\J,A

, (7.2.25)

Π
an,con,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

, (7.2.26)

Π
an,con,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

. (7.2.27)

Definition 7.2.2. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 5.2.1]) We first define the correspond-

ing first group of the rings. The corresponding rings in groups as mentioned above are defined

by using the corresponding partial Frobenius ϕ1, ..., ϕI and the corresponding Fréchet comple-

tion. For the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A, this is defined by:

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A := lim
−→

nα≥0,α∈J
∏
α∈J

ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A. (7.2.28)

Note that for the corresponding rings getting involved in the corresponding definition above

we consider the corresponding various Fréchet norms for each tI > 0:

‖.‖∏α∈ J ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\ J,A,tI

Then we define the corresponding ring Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A, this is defined by the following Fréchet

completion process:

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A :=

(
lim
−→

nα≥0,α∈J
∏
α∈J

ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A

)∧

‖.‖
∏α∈ J ϕnα

α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\ J,A,tI
,tI∈[sI ,rI ]

. (7.2.29)

Then in the corresponding symmetric way we have the following definition:

Definition 7.2.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 5.2.1])

For the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A, this is defined by:

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A := lim
−→

nα≥0,α∈I\J

∏
α∈I\J

ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A. (7.2.30)
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Note that for the corresponding rings getting involved in the corresponding definition above

we consider the corresponding various Fréchet norms for each tI > 0:

‖.‖∏α∈I\ J ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\ J,A,tI

Then we define the corresponding ring Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A, this is defined by the following Fréchet

completion process:

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A :=


 lim

−→
nα≥0,α∈I\J

∏
α∈I\J

ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A



∧

‖.‖
∏α∈I ϕnα

α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\ J,A,tI
,tI∈[sI ,rI ]

. (7.2.31)

Then we do the following one:

Definition 7.2.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 5.2.1])

For the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, this is defined by:

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A := lim
−→

nα≥0,α∈I
∏
α∈I

ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A. (7.2.32)

Note that for the corresponding rings getting involved in the corresponding definition above

we consider the corresponding various Fréchet norms for each tI > 0:

‖.‖∏α∈I ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\ J,A,tI

Then we define the corresponding ring Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A, this is defined by the following Fréchet

completion process:

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A :=

(
lim
−→

nα≥0,α∈I
∏
α∈I

ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A

)∧

‖.‖
∏α∈I ϕnα

α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\ J,A,tI
,tI∈[sI ,rI ]

. (7.2.33)

Then we consider the following definition building on the definitions above:

Definition 7.2.5. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 5.2.1])

For the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, this is defined by:

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A := lim

−→
nα≥0,α∈I\J

∏
α∈I\J

ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A. (7.2.34)

For the ring Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A, this is defined by:

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

:= lim
−→

nα≥0,α∈J
∏
α∈J

ϕnα
α Π

[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A
. (7.2.35)
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Then we have the following definitions:

Definition 7.2.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 5.2.1])

Πan,rI ,I, J̆,I\J,A := lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.2.36)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃,I\J,A := lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.2.37)

Πan,rI ,I,J, ˘I\J,A := lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.38)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A := lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.39)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A := lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.40)

Πan,rI ,I,J, Ĩ\J,A := lim
←−

sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A, (7.2.41)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A := lim
←−

sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A, (7.2.42)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A := lim
←−

sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A. (7.2.43)

and

Πan,con,I, J̆,I\J,A := lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.2.44)

Πan,con,I, J̃,I\J,A := lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.2.45)

Πan,con,I,J, ˘I\J,A := lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.46)

Πan,con,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A := lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.47)

Πan,con,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A := lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.48)

Π
an,con,I,J, Ĩ\J,A

:= lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A

, (7.2.49)

Π
an,con,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

:= lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

, (7.2.50)

Πan,con,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A := lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A. (7.2.51)

(7.2.52)
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Setting 7.2.7. The corresponding construction we established above is also motivated from the

corresponding construction of multivariate Robba rings in [Ked2].

7.2.2 Fréchet Objects

Now we perform some of the corresponding construction parallel to the corresponding Fréchet-

Stein construction used originally in [KPX], which is essentially developed in [KL2, Section 2.6].

In effect, the corresponding construction was already used in [T1], although the paper behaves

as if we are not fully after [KL2]. The reason of such impression left for the readers is essen-

tially due to the fact that we are in the noetherian situation. Now we are not definitely in the

noetherian situation, but [KL2, Section 2.6] has already tackled this issue.

Setting 7.2.8. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 2.6.2]) Following [KL2, Definition 2.6.2] we

call a Banach uniform adic ring (R, R+) quasi-Stein if it could be written as the following in-

verse limit with the corresponding transition map of dense image for some inverse system {α}

of indexes:

(R, R+) := lim
←−

α

(Rα, R+
α ).

And we call the ring ind-Fréchet-Stein if it is further could be written the following injective-

projective limit:

(R, R+) := lim
−→

α′

lim
←−

α

(Rα,α′ , R+
α,α′).

After this axiomization we could now study the corresponding sheaves over these rings. In

what follow, we consider the corresponding radii living in the set of all the rational numbers.

Definition 7.2.9. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.1.3]) Over Πan,rI,0,I, J̆,I\J,A we define the corre-

sponding stably pseudocoherent sheaves to mean a collection of stably pseudocoherent mod-

ules (M[sI ,rI ]) over each Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A satisfying the corresponding compatibility condition and

the obvious cocycle condition with respect to the family of the corresponding multi-intervals

{[sI , rI ]}.

Definition 7.2.10. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.1.3]) Over Πan,rI,0,I, J̃,I\J,A we define the corre-

sponding stably pseudocoherent sheaves to mean a collection of stably pseudocoherent mod-

ules (M[sI ,rI ]) over each Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A satisfying the corresponding compatibility condition and
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the obvious cocycle condition with respect to the family of the corresponding multi-intervals

{[sI , rI ]}.

Definition 7.2.11. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.1.3]) Over Πan,rI,0,I,J, ˘I\J,A we define the corre-

sponding stably pseudocoherent sheaves to mean a collection of stably pseudocoherent mod-

ules (M[sI ,rI ]) over each Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A satisfying the corresponding compatibility condition and

the obvious cocycle condition with respect to the family of the corresponding multi-intervals

{[sI , rI ]}.

Definition 7.2.12. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.1.3]) Over Πan,rI,0,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A we define the corre-

sponding stably pseudocoherent sheaves to mean a collection of stably pseudocoherent mod-

ules (M[sI ,rI ]) over each Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A satisfying the corresponding compatibility condition and

the obvious cocycle condition with respect to the family of the corresponding multi-intervals

{[sI , rI ]}.

Definition 7.2.13. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.1.3]) Over Πan,rI,0,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A we define the corre-

sponding stably pseudocoherent sheaves to mean a collection of stably pseudocoherent mod-

ules (M[sI ,rI ]) over each Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A satisfying the corresponding compatibility condition and

the obvious cocycle condition with respect to the family of the corresponding multi-intervals

{[sI , rI ]}.

Definition 7.2.14. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.1.3]) Over Πan,rI,0,I,J, Ĩ\J,A we define the corre-

sponding stably pseudocoherent sheaves to mean a collection of stably pseudocoherent mod-

ules (M[sI ,rI ]) over each Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A satisfying the corresponding compatibility condition and

the obvious cocycle condition with respect to the family of the corresponding multi-intervals

{[sI , rI ]}.

Definition 7.2.15. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.1.3]) Over Πan,rI,0,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A we define the corre-

sponding stably pseudocoherent sheaves to mean a collection of stably pseudocoherent mod-

ules (M[sI ,rI ]) over each Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A satisfying the corresponding compatibility condition and

the obvious cocycle condition with respect to the family of the corresponding multi-intervals

{[sI , rI ]}.

Definition 7.2.16. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.1.3]) Over Π
an,rI,0,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

we define the corre-

sponding stably pseudocoherent sheaves to mean a collection of stably pseudocoherent mod-

ules (M[sI ,rI ]) over each Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A satisfying the corresponding compatibility condition and
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the obvious cocycle condition with respect to the family of the corresponding multi-intervals

{[sI , rI ]}.

Remark 7.2.17. There is some overlap and repeating on some objects within the eight cate-

gories. Therefore in the following we are going to then work with only 1st, 2nd, 4th, 5th, 8th

categories.

Proposition 7.2.18. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Corollary 2.6.8]) The corresponding pseudocoher-

ent finitely projective bundles over

Πan,rI,0,I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.2.53)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.2.54)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.55)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.56)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A (7.2.57)

defined as above have global sections which are finite projective if and only if the global sections are

finitely generated.

Proof. Just apply [KL2, Corollary 2.6.8].

Proposition 7.2.19. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17]) The corresponding pseudoco-

herent sheaves over

Πan,rI,0,I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.2.58)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.2.59)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.60)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.61)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A (7.2.62)

defined as above have global sections which are finitely generated as long as we have the uniform bound

on the rank of the bundles over quasi-compacts with respect to closed multi-intervals taking the general

form of [sI , rI ].

Proof. This is actually a direct consequence of [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17], where the space (0, rI,0]

admits 2|I|-uniform covering.
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Proposition 7.2.20.

(After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Corollary 2.6.8, Proposition 2.6.17]) The corresponding pseudocoher-

ent sheaves over

Πan,rI,0,I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.2.63)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.2.64)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.65)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.2.66)

Π
an,rI,0,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(7.2.67)

defined as above have global sections which are finite projective as long as we have the uniform bound

on the rank of the bundle over each quasi-compact with respect to each closed multi-interval [sI , rI ], and

we have that the sheaves admits section actually finite projective over each quasi-compact with respect to

each closed multi-interval [sI , rI ].

Proof. This is actually a direct corollary of the previous two propositions.
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7.3 Big Robba Rings over General Banach Affinoids and Fréchet Ob-

jects in Mixed-characteristic Case

7.3.1 Big Robba Rings over General Banach Affinoids

Since we have already considered the corresponding foundation from [KL2] on the quasi-Stein

nonnoetherian adic Banach uniform algebra over Qp, we hope then now study more general

p-adic analysis of several variables. Certainly as mentioned in [KPX] one could carry some

strongly noetherian coefficients, where everything is sheafy, but one might be very curious

about the situation where we do not have so strong condition on the noetherianness. Actually

we could then apply the derived analytic geometry in [BK].

Definition 7.3.1. Let A be any commutative Banach algebra over Qp. We consider the corre-

sponding multi intervals [ωrI , ωsI ]. We have the corresponding Robba rings defined as in [T1,

Definition 2.4]:

Π[sI ,rI ],I,A

which is defined to be the corresponding affinoid:

A⊗̂Qp
Qp{ω

r1 /T1, ..., ωrI /TI , T1/ωs1 , ..., TI/ωsI}.

Then we have the corresponding rings:

Πan,rI ,I,A := lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,A.

with

Πan,con,I,A :=
⋃

rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,A.

However we will in this paper to consider some more complicated version of the rings. We will

use some partial Frobenius to perfectize partially the rings defined above. Therefore we will in

some more uniform way to denote the rings in the following different way:

Π[sI ,rI ],I,I,∅,A := Π[sI ,rI ],I,A (7.3.1)

Πan,rI ,I,I,∅,A := Πan,rI ,I,A (7.3.2)

Πan,con,I,I,∅,A := Πan,con,I,∅,A. (7.3.3)
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Now we follow the idea in [Ked2, Definition 5.2.1] to define some extended version of the

rings. We will have the following rings to be:

Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A, ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J, ˘I\J, (7.3.4)

(7.3.5)

and

Πan,rI ,I,?,?′,A, ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J, ˘I\J, (7.3.6)

(7.3.7)

and

Πan,con,I,?,?′,A, ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J , ˘I\J. (7.3.8)

(7.3.9)

Definition 7.3.2. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 5.2.1]) We first define the correspond-

ing first group of the rings. The corresponding rings in groups as mentioned above are defined

by using the corresponding partial Frobenius ϕ1, ..., ϕI and the corresponding Fréchet comple-

tion. For the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A, this is defined by:

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A := lim
−→

nα≥0,α∈J
∏
α∈J

ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A. (7.3.10)

Note that for the corresponding rings getting involved in the corresponding definition above

we consider the corresponding various Fréchet norms for each tI > 0:

‖.‖∏α∈ J ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\ J,A,tI

Then we define the corresponding ring Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A, this is defined by the following Fréchet

completion process:

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A :=

(
lim
−→

nα≥0,α∈J
∏
α∈J

ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A

)∧

‖.‖
∏α∈ J ϕnα

α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\ J,A,tI
,tI∈[sI ,rI ]

. (7.3.11)
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Then in the corresponding symmetric way we have the following definition:

Definition 7.3.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 5.2.1])

For the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A, this is defined by:

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A := lim
−→

nα≥0,α∈I\J

∏
α∈I\J

ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A. (7.3.12)

Note that for the corresponding rings getting involved in the corresponding definition above

we consider the corresponding various Fréchet norms for each tI > 0:

‖.‖∏α∈I\ J ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\ J,A,tI

Then we define the corresponding ring Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A

, this is defined by the following Fréchet

completion process:

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A :=


 lim

−→
nα≥0,α∈I\J

∏
α∈I\J

ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A



∧

‖.‖
∏α∈I ϕ

nα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\ J,A,tI

,tI∈[sI ,rI ]

. (7.3.13)

Then we do the following one:

Definition 7.3.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 5.2.1])

For the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, this is defined by:

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A := lim
−→

nα≥0,α∈I
∏
α∈I

ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A. (7.3.14)

Note that for the corresponding rings getting involved in the corresponding definition above

we consider the corresponding various Fréchet norms for each tI > 0:

‖.‖∏α∈I ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\ J,A,tI

Then we define the corresponding ring Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

, this is defined by the following Fréchet

completion process:

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A :=

(
lim
−→

nα≥0,α∈I
∏
α∈I

ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A

)∧

‖.‖
∏α∈I ϕnα

α Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\ J,A,tI
,tI∈[sI ,rI ]

. (7.3.15)

Then we consider the following definition building on the definitions above:
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Definition 7.3.5. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 5.2.1])

For the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, this is defined by:

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A := lim
−→

nα≥0,α∈I\J

∏
α∈I\J

ϕnα
α Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A. (7.3.16)

For the ring Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A, this is defined by:

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

:= lim
−→

nα≥0,α∈J
∏
α∈J

ϕnα
α Π

[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A
. (7.3.17)

Then we have the following definitions:

Definition 7.3.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 5.2.1])

Πan,rI ,I,?,?′,A := lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A, ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J, ˘I\J, (7.3.18)

(7.3.19)

and

Πan,con,I,?,?′,A := lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A, ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J, ˘I\J. (7.3.20)

(7.3.21)

7.3.2 ∞-Robba Rings over General Banach Affinoids

We now apply the construction of [BK] to the rings defined in the previous section. Recall

from [BK], for any Banach adic algebra R over Qp we have the derived spectrum Spah(R) :=

Spah
Rat(R).
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Definition 7.3.7. Consider the following rings we defined in the previous section:

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.3.22)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.3.23)

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A, (7.3.24)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.3.25)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.3.26)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A

, (7.3.27)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A, (7.3.28)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A. (7.3.29)

We then take the corresponding derived spectrum from Bambozzi-Kremnizer to defined the

following ∞-analytic stacks:

SpahΠ[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.3.30)

SpahΠ[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.3.31)

SpahΠ[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A, (7.3.32)

SpahΠ[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.3.33)

SpahΠ[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.3.34)

SpahΠ
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A

, (7.3.35)

SpahΠ
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A, (7.3.36)

SpahΠ
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

. (7.3.37)
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Taking the global section we have the following ring spectra:

Πh
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.3.38)

Πh
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A

, (7.3.39)

Πh
[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A

, (7.3.40)

Πh
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A

, (7.3.41)

Πh
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A

, (7.3.42)

Πh

[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A
, (7.3.43)

Πh

[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A
, (7.3.44)

Πh

[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A
. (7.3.45)

Then we have the following definitions:

Definition 7.3.8. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 5.2.1])

Πh
an,rI ,I, J̆,I\J,A := lim

←−
sI

Πh
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.3.46)

Πh
an,rI ,I, J̃,I\J,A

:= lim
←−

sI

Πh
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A

, (7.3.47)

Πh
an,rI ,I,J, ˘I\J,A

:= lim
←−

sI

Πh
[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A

, (7.3.48)

Πh
an,rI ,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A

:= lim
←−

sI

Πh
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A

, (7.3.49)

Πh
an,rI ,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A

:= lim
←−

sI

Πh
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A

, (7.3.50)

Πh

an,rI ,I,J, Ĩ\J,A
:= lim
←−

sI

Πh

[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A
, (7.3.51)

Πh

an,rI ,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A
:= lim
←−

sI

Πh

[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A
, (7.3.52)

Πh

an,rI ,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A
:= lim
←−

sI

Πh

[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A
. (7.3.53)

and
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Πh
an,con,I, J̆,I\J,A := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Πh
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.3.54)

Πh
an,con,I, J̃,I\J,A

:= lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Πh
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A

, (7.3.55)

Πh
an,con,I,J, ˘I\J,A

:= lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Πh
[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A

, (7.3.56)

Πh
an,con,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A

:= lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Πh
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A

, (7.3.57)

Πh
an,con,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A

:= lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Πh
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A

, (7.3.58)

Πh

an,con,I,J, Ĩ\J,A
:= lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Πh

[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A
, (7.3.59)

Πh

an,con,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A
:= lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Πh

[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A
, (7.3.60)

Πh

an,con,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A
:= lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Πh

[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A
. (7.3.61)

(7.3.62)

7.3.3 Fréchet Objects in the Sheafy Situation

Assumption 7.3.9. Assume the followings are sheafy adic Banach uniform algebra over Qp:

Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A, ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J, ˘I\J. (7.3.63)

In what follow, we consider the corresponding radii living in the set of all the rational

numbers.

Definition 7.3.10. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.1.3]) Over Πan,rI,0,I, J̆,I\J,A we define the corre-

sponding stably pseudocoherent sheaves to mean a collection of stably pseudocoherent mod-

ules (M[sI ,rI ]) over each Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A satisfying the corresponding compatibility condition and

the obvious cocycle condition with respect to the family of the corresponding multi-intervals

{[sI , rI ]}.

Definition 7.3.11. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.1.3]) Over Πan,rI,0,I, J̃,I\J,A we define the corre-

sponding stably pseudocoherent sheaves to mean a collection of stably pseudocoherent mod-

ules (M[sI ,rI ]) over each Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A satisfying the corresponding compatibility condition and
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the obvious cocycle condition with respect to the family of the corresponding multi-intervals

{[sI , rI ]}.

Definition 7.3.12. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.1.3]) Over Πan,rI,0,I,J, ˘I\J,A we define the corre-

sponding stably pseudocoherent sheaves to mean a collection of stably pseudocoherent mod-

ules (M[sI ,rI ]) over each Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A satisfying the corresponding compatibility condition and

the obvious cocycle condition with respect to the family of the corresponding multi-intervals

{[sI , rI ]}.

Definition 7.3.13. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.1.3]) Over Πan,rI,0,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A we define the corre-

sponding stably pseudocoherent sheaves to mean a collection of stably pseudocoherent mod-

ules (M[sI ,rI ]) over each Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A satisfying the corresponding compatibility condition and

the obvious cocycle condition with respect to the family of the corresponding multi-intervals

{[sI , rI ]}.

Definition 7.3.14. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.1.3]) Over Πan,rI,0,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A we define the corre-

sponding stably pseudocoherent sheaves to mean a collection of stably pseudocoherent mod-

ules (M[sI ,rI ]) over each Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A satisfying the corresponding compatibility condition and

the obvious cocycle condition with respect to the family of the corresponding multi-intervals

{[sI , rI ]}.

Definition 7.3.15. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.1.3]) Over Πan,rI,0,I,J, Ĩ\J,A we define the corre-

sponding stably pseudocoherent sheaves to mean a collection of stably pseudocoherent mod-

ules (M[sI ,rI ]) over each Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A satisfying the corresponding compatibility condition and

the obvious cocycle condition with respect to the family of the corresponding multi-intervals

{[sI , rI ]}.

Definition 7.3.16. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.1.3]) Over Πan,rI,0,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A we define the corre-

sponding stably pseudocoherent sheaves to mean a collection of stably pseudocoherent mod-

ules (M[sI ,rI ]) over each Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A satisfying the corresponding compatibility condition and

the obvious cocycle condition with respect to the family of the corresponding multi-intervals

{[sI , rI ]}.

Definition 7.3.17. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.1.3]) Over Π
an,rI,0,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

we define the corre-

sponding stably pseudocoherent sheaves to mean a collection of stably pseudocoherent mod-

ules (M[sI ,rI ]) over each Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A satisfying the corresponding compatibility condition and
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the obvious cocycle condition with respect to the family of the corresponding multi-intervals

{[sI , rI ]}.

Remark 7.3.18. There is some overlap and repeating on some objects within the eight cate-

gories. Therefore in the following we are going to then work with only 1st, 2nd, 4th, 5th, 8th

categories.

Proposition 7.3.19. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Corollary 2.6.8]) The corresponding pseudocoher-

ent finitely projective bundles over

Πan,rI,0,I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.3.64)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.3.65)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.3.66)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.3.67)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A (7.3.68)

defined as above have global sections which are finite projective if and only if the global sections are

finitely generated.

Proof. Just apply [KL2, Corollary 2.6.8].

Proposition 7.3.20. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17]) The corresponding pseudoco-

herent sheaves over

Πan,rI,0,I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.3.69)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.3.70)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.3.71)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.3.72)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A (7.3.73)

defined as above have global sections which are finitely generated as long as we have the uniform bound

on the rank of the bundles over quasi-compacts with respect to closed multi-intervals taking the general

form of [sI , rI ].

Proof. This is actually a direct consequence of [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17], where the space (0, rI,0]

admits 2|I|-uniform covering.
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Proposition 7.3.21.

(After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Corollary 2.6.8, Proposition 2.6.17]) The corresponding pseudocoherent

sheaves over

Πan,rI,0,I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.3.74)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.3.75)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.3.76)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.3.77)

Π
an,rI,0,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(7.3.78)

defined as above have global sections which are finite projective as long as we have the uniform bound

on the rank of the bundle over each quasi-compact with respect to each closed multi-interval [sI , rI ], and

we have that the sheaves admits section actually finite projective over each quasi-compact with respect to

each closed multi-interval [sI , rI ].

Proof. This is actually a direct corollary of the previous two propositions.
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7.4 Cyclotomic Multivariate (ϕI , ΓI)-Modules over Rigid Analytic Affi-

noids in Mixed-characteristic Case

7.4.1 Fundamental Definitions

In the situation where A is a rigid analytic affinoid over Qp. Recall from [T1], suppose we have

|I| finite extensions of Qp, where we denote them as K1, ..., KI . Then we have the corresponding

uniformizers πK1 , ..., πKI
, the corresponding Frobenius operators ϕ1, ..., ϕI and the correspond-

ing groups ΓK1 , ..., ΓKI
. Recall from [T1], by adding the corresponding variables from πK1 , ..., πKI

and ΓK1 , ..., ΓKI
we have the following rings:

Π[sI ,rI ],I,I,∅,A(πKI
) := Π[sI ,rI ],I,A(πKI

) (7.4.1)

Πan,rI ,I,I,∅,A(πKI
) := Πan,rI ,I,A(πKI

) (7.4.2)

Πan,con,I,I,∅,A(πKI
) := Πan,con,I,∅,A(πKI

) (7.4.3)

and

Π[sI ,rI ],I,I,∅,A(ΓKI
) := Π[sI ,rI ],I,A(ΓKI

) (7.4.4)

Πan,rI ,I,I,∅,A(ΓKI
) := Πan,rI ,I,A(ΓKI

) (7.4.5)

Πan,con,I,I,∅,A(ΓKI
) := Πan,con,I,∅,A(ΓKI

). (7.4.6)

Definition 7.4.1. By taking the direct base change we have the following rings in mixed-characteristic

situation:

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.7)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.8)

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.9)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.10)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.11)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
), (7.4.12)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.13)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
). (7.4.14)
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By taking the direct base change we have the following rings in mixed-characteristic situation:

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.4.15)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.4.16)

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.4.17)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.4.18)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.4.19)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(ΓKI

), (7.4.20)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

(ΓKI
), (7.4.21)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(ΓKI

). (7.4.22)

Definition 7.4.2. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 5.2.1])

Πan,rI ,I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.23)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.24)

Πan,rI ,I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.25)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.26)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.27)

Πan,rI ,I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.28)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.29)

Π
an,rI ,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
). (7.4.30)

and
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Πan,con,I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.31)

Πan,con,I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.32)

Πan,con,I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.33)

Πan,con,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.34)

Πan,con,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.35)

Πan,con,I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.36)

Π
an,con,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
), (7.4.37)

Π
an,con,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
). (7.4.38)

(7.4.39)

Definition 7.4.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 5.2.1])

Πan,rI ,I, J̆,I\J,A(ΓKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.4.40)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃,I\J,A(ΓKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.4.41)

Πan,rI ,I,J, ˘I\J,A(ΓKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.4.42)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(ΓKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.4.43)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(ΓKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.4.44)

Π
an,rI ,I,J, Ĩ\J,A

(ΓKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A

(ΓKI
), (7.4.45)

Π
an,rI ,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

(ΓKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

(ΓKI
), (7.4.46)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(ΓKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(ΓKI

). (7.4.47)

and
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Πan,con,I, J̆,I\J,A(ΓKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.4.48)

Πan,con,I, J̃,I\J,A(ΓKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.4.49)

Πan,con,I,J, ˘I\J,A(ΓKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.4.50)

Πan,con,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(ΓKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.4.51)

Πan,con,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(ΓKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.4.52)

Πan,con,I,J, Ĩ\J,A(ΓKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(ΓKI

), (7.4.53)

Πan,con,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(ΓKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(ΓKI

), (7.4.54)

Πan,con,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(ΓKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(ΓKI

). (7.4.55)

Now we consider the corresponding definition of the (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the correspond-

ing period rings defined above.

Setting 7.4.4. For the corresponding ϕI-modules over the rings:

Πan,rI ,I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.56)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.57)

Πan,rI ,I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.58)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.59)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.60)

Π
an,rI ,I,J, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
), (7.4.61)

Π
an,rI ,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
), (7.4.62)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

) (7.4.63)

we assume we have the sufficiently small radius as in [KPX, Definition 2.2.6]. We will keep this

assumption in all similar situation involving the corresponding ϕI-modules.
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Definition 7.4.5. (After KPX [KPX, Definition 2.2.6]) We define in the following way the cor-

responding ϕI-modules over the following period rings:

Πan,con,I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.64)

Πan,con,I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.65)

Πan,con,I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.66)

Πan,con,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.67)

Πan,con,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.68)

Πan,con,I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.69)

Πan,con,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.70)

Πan,con,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

). (7.4.71)

These are the corresponding base change of the corresponding ϕI-modules coming from the

the ones over the following rings:

Πan,rI ,I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.72)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.73)

Πan,rI ,I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.74)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.75)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.76)

Πan,rI ,I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.77)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.78)

Π
an,rI ,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
). (7.4.79)

For this latter group of period rings, we define a corresponding pseudocoherent or finite pro-

jective ϕI-module to be a corresponding pseudocoherent or finite projective module M over
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this latter group of period rings carrying the corresponding semilinear partial Frobenius action

coming from each Frobenius operator ϕα, α ∈ I such that for each α we have

ϕ∗αM⊗Πan,{...,rα/p,...},I,∗,∗,A(πKI
)Πan,{...,rα/p,...},I,∗,∗,A(πKI

) (7.4.80)

∼
−→ M⊗Πan,{...,rα ,...},I,∗,∗,A(πKI

) Πan,{...,rα/p,...},I,∗,∗,A(πKI
). (7.4.81)

And we assume that altogether the partial Frobenius operators are commuting with each other.

We assume all the modules involved are complete for the natural topology (mainly in the pseu-

docoherent situation) whose base changes to the following rings:

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.82)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.83)

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.84)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.85)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.86)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.87)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.88)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) (7.4.89)

give rise to the corresponding ϕI-modules defined over these rings which defined in the follow-

ing way. We define a corresponding pseudocoherent or finite projective ϕI-module over:

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.90)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.91)

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.92)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.93)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.94)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.95)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.96)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

) (7.4.97)

to be a corresponding stably-pseudocoherent or finite projective module M over this latter

group of period rings carrying the corresponding semilinear partial Frobenius action coming
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from each Frobenius operator ϕα, α ∈ I such that for each α we have

ϕ∗αM⊗Πan,...,[sα /p,rα/p],...,I,∗,∗,A(πKI
)Πan,...,[sα,rα/p],...,I,∗,∗,A(πKI

) (7.4.98)

∼
−→ M⊗Πan,...,[sα ,rα ],...,I,∗,∗,A(πKI

) Πan,...,[sα,rα/p],...,I,∗,∗,A(πKI
). (7.4.99)

And we assume that altogether the partial Frobenius operators are commuting with each other.

We assume all the modules involved are complete for the natural topology (mainly in the pseu-

docoherent situation).

Finally we define the pseudocoherent or finite projective ϕI-modules over the correspond-

ing period rings:

Πan,con,I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.100)

Πan,con,I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.101)

Πan,con,I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.102)

Πan,con,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.103)

Πan,con,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.104)

Π
an,con,I,J, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
), (7.4.105)

Πan,con,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.106)

Πan,con,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

−→
rI

lim
←−

sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

) (7.4.107)
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to be the corresponding base changes of some ϕI-modules over the rings:

Πan,rI ,I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.108)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.109)

Πan,rI ,I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.110)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.111)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.112)

Πan,rI ,I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.113)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.114)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.115)

with the corresponding requirement that they are basically complete with respect to the natural

topology and the partial Frobenius operators are commuting with each other.

Definition 7.4.6. (After KPX [KPX, Definition 2.2.6]) Then we define a corresponding pseudo-

coherent or finite projective ϕI-sheaf F over one of the following period rings:

Πan,rI,0,I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.116)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.117)

Πan,rI,0,I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.118)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.119)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.120)

Π
an,rI,0,I,J, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
), (7.4.121)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.122)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

) (7.4.123)
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to be the corresponding compatible family of the ϕI-modules over any one Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A(πKI
) of

the following rings:

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.124)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.125)

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.126)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.127)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.4.128)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.129)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.4.130)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

) (7.4.131)

satisfying the corresponding restriction requirement and the corresponding cocycle condition

as in [KPX, Definition 2.2.6], such that [sI , rI ] ⊂ (0, rI,0].

Definition 7.4.7. (After KPX [KPX, Definition 2.2.12]) As in [KPX, Definition 2.2.12] we im-

pose the corresponding ΓI-structure by adding the corresponding semilinear continuous ac-

tion of ΓI on the modules induced from that on the period rings, which are assumed to be

commuting with the action from ϕI .

7.4.2 The Comparison Theorems

Now we establish some results on the comparison on the corresponding ϕI-modules we de-

fined above.

Theorem 7.4.8. (After KPX [KPX, Proposition 2.2.7]) Consider the following categories:

1. The category of all the finite projective ϕI-modules over the ring Πan,rI,0,I,?,?,A(πKI
);

2. The category of all the finite projective ϕI-sheaves over the ring Πan,rI,0,I,?,?,A(πKI
).

Then we have that the two categories are equivalent.

Proof. The base change gives rise to the corresponding fully faithful functor from the first cat-

egory to the second one, while to show the corresponding essential surjectivity, consider the

corresponding multi-interval [r1,0/p, r1,0]× ...× [rI,0/p, rI,0] and use the corresponding Frobe-
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nius to reach all the corresponding intervals taking the general form of:

[r1,0/pk1 , r1,0/pk1−1]× ...× [rI,0/pkI , rI,0/pkI−1], kα = 1, 2, ..., ∀α ∈ I. (7.4.132)

This forms a 2|I|-uniform covering of the whole space. And the corresponding uniform finite-

ness of the modules over each

[r1,0/pk1 , r1,0/pk1−1]× ...× [rI,0/pkI , rI,0/pkI−1], kα = 1, 2, ..., ∀α ∈ I. (7.4.133)

could be achieved by using the corresponding partial Frobenius actions. Then we are done by

applying proposition 7.2.20.

Theorem 7.4.9. (After KPX [KPX, Proposition 2.2.7]) Consider the following categories:

1. The category of all the pseudocoherent ϕI-modules over the ring Πan,rI,0,I,?,?,A(πKI
);

2. The category of all the pseudocoherent ϕI-sheaves over the ring Πan,rI,0,I,?,?,A(πKI
).

Then we have that the two categories are equivalent.

Proof. The base change gives rise to the corresponding fully faithful functor from the first cat-

egory to the second one, while to show the corresponding essential surjectivity, consider the

corresponding multi-interval [r1,0/p, r1,0]× ...× [rI,0/p, rI,0] and use the corresponding Frobe-

nius to reach all the corresponding intervals taking the general form of:

[r1,0/pk1 , r1,0/pk1−1]× ...× [rI,0/pkI , rI,0/pkI−1], kα = 1, 2, ..., ∀α ∈ I. (7.4.134)

This forms a 2|I|-uniform covering of the whole space. And the corresponding uniform finite-

ness of the modules over each

[r1,0/pk1 , r1,0/pk1−1]× ...× [rI,0/pkI , rI,0/pkI−1], kα = 1, 2, ..., ∀α ∈ I. (7.4.135)

could be achieved by using the corresponding partial Frobenius actions. Then we are done by

applying proposition 7.2.19. Then one choose finite free covering to promote the finiteness to

pseudocoherence as in [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1, Lemma 5.4.11].

We now consider the corresponding vertical comparison for I = {1, 2}:

Theorem 7.4.10. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 5.7.5]) Consider the following categories:

1.The category of all the finite projective (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A(πKI
);

2.The category of all the finite projective (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
);
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3.The category of all the finite projective (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the ring Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
).

Then we have that these categories are equivalent. Here 0 < sα < rα < ∞ for any α ∈ I.

This is the consequence of the following theorem:

Theorem 7.4.11. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 5.7.5]) Consider the following categories:

1.The category of all the finite projective (ϕ2, Γ2)-modules over the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I,1,I\J,A(πKI
);

2.The category of all the finite projective (ϕ2, Γ2)-modules over the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I,1, ˘I\J,A(πKI
);

3.The category of all the finite projective (ϕ2, Γ2)-modules over the ring Π
[sI ,rI ],I,1, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

).

Then we have that these categories are equivalent. Here 0 < sα < rα < ∞ for any α ∈ I.

Proof. In this situation this is just the corresponding relative comparison for finite projective

(ϕ, Γ) modules, which is [KP, Theorem 4.4].

We now consider the corresponding vertical comparison in the following context for I =

{1, 2}:

Theorem 7.4.12. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 5.7.5]) Consider the following categories:

1.The category of all the pseudocoherent (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A(πKI
);

2.The category of all the pseudocoherent (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
);

3.The category of all the pseudocoherent (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the ring Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

).

Then we have that these categories are equivalent. Here 0 < sα < rα < ∞ for any α ∈ I.

This is the consequence of the following theorem:

Theorem 7.4.13. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 5.7.5]) Consider the following categories:

1.The category of all the pseudocoherent (ϕ2, Γ2)-modules over the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I,1,I\J,A(πKI
);

2.The category of all the pseudocoherent (ϕ2, Γ2)-modules over the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I,1, ˘I\J,A(πKI
);

3.The category of all the pseudocoherent (ϕ2, Γ2)-modules over the ring Π
[sI ,rI ],I,1, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

).

Then we have that these categories are equivalent. Here 0 < sα < rα < ∞ for any α ∈ I.

Proof. In this situation this is just the corresponding relative comparison for finite projective

(ϕ, Γ) modules, which is [T2, Proposition 5.44, Proposition 5.51].

Corollary 7.4.14. Assume I = {1, 2}. Consider the following categories:

1.The category of all the pseudocoherent (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A(πKI
);

2.The category of all the pseudocoherent (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
);
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3.The category of all the pseudocoherent (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the ring Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
).

Then we have that these categories are equivalent. Here 0 < sα ≤ rα/p < ∞ for any α ∈ I.

Consider the following categories:

1.The category of all the finite projective (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A(πKI
);

2.The category of all the finite projective (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the ring Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
);

3.The category of all the finite projective (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the ring Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

).

Then we have that these categories are equivalent. Here 0 < sα ≤ rα/p < ∞ for any α ∈ I.
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7.5 BI-Pairs and Intermediate Objects in Rigid Family

7.5.1 Mixed-type Hodge Structures

Now we work with the corresponding B-pairs and some mixed-type objects as in [Ber1] and

[Nak1].

Definition 7.5.1. Define B+
dR,I := Cp[[t1, ..., tI ]], and define

BdR,I := Cp[[t1, ..., tI ]][t
−1
1 , ..., t−1

I ], and similarly we have the obvious higher dimensional ana-

log Be,I of the corresponding period ring Be.

.

Then after Bloch-Kato [BK1] we have the following fundamental sequence:

Proposition 7.5.2. We have the higher dimensional generalization of the corresponding Bloch-Kato

fundamental sequence:

0 // //// Qp
// //// Be,I

⊕
B+

dR,I
// //// BdR,I

////// 0

induced by the corresponding short exact sequence:

0 // //// Qp
////// Be,I

⊕
Cp[[t1, ..., tI ]] ////// Cp[[t1, ..., tI ]][t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I ] ////// 0.

Setting 7.5.3. In what follows, we assume that the corresponding A to be a rigid affinoid in

rigid analytic geometry over Qp.

Definition 7.5.4. We now consider the following rings:

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A, (7.5.1)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.5.2)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.5.3)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A, (7.5.4)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.5.5)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.5.6)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A
, (7.5.7)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A, (7.5.8)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A
(7.5.9)
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with

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.10)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.11)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.12)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.13)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.14)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.15)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.16)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A
[t−1

1 , ..., t−1
I′ ], (7.5.17)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.18)

with

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A, (7.5.19)

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.5.20)

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.5.21)

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A, (7.5.22)

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.5.23)

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.5.24)

Be,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A

, (7.5.25)

Be,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A, (7.5.26)

Be,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A (7.5.27)

with
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lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A, (7.5.28)

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.5.29)

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.5.30)

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A, (7.5.31)

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.5.32)

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.5.33)

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A, (7.5.34)

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A, (7.5.35)

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A
(7.5.36)

with
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lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.37)

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.38)

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.39)

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.40)

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.41)

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.42)

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.43)

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.44)

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A
[t−1

1 , ..., t−1
I′ ], (7.5.45)

with
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lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A, (7.5.46)

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.5.47)

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.5.48)

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A, (7.5.49)

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.5.50)

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.5.51)

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A, (7.5.52)

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A, (7.5.53)

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(7.5.54)

with
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lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A, (7.5.55)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.5.56)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.5.57)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A, (7.5.58)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.5.59)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.5.60)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A, (7.5.61)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A, (7.5.62)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A
(7.5.63)

with
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lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.64)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.65)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.66)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.67)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.68)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.69)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.70)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.5.71)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A
[t−1

1 , ..., t−1
I′ ], (7.5.72)

with
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lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A, (7.5.73)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.5.74)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.5.75)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A, (7.5.76)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.5.77)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.5.78)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A

, (7.5.79)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

, (7.5.80)

lim
−→

rI

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A. (7.5.81)

Now we combine the construction in the following coherent way following [Ber1, Section

2], [Nak1, Definition 2.2] and [KPX, Definition 2.2.6].

Definition 7.5.5. We define a BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-module over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A)

to be a triplet of finite projective modules:

(Me, MdR, M+
dR) (7.5.82)

over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A)

such that we have glueing datum along :

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A → B+

dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ]← Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A. (7.5.83)
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And this carry the corresponding relative Galois action of:

GalQp,1× ...×GalQp,I′ (7.5.84)

on the multi de Rham period rings which is semilinear. And we have that the three modules

involved are relative (ϕI , ΓI)-modules relative to

B+
dR,I′ , BdR,I′ , Be,I′ . (7.5.85)

Definition 7.5.6. We define a pseudocoherent BI′ -(ϕI , ΓI)-module over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A)

to be a triplet of stably-pseudocoherent modules:

(Me, MdR, M+
dR) (7.5.86)

over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A)

such that this is glueing datum along :

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A → B+

dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ]← Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A. (7.5.87)

And this carry the corresponding relative Galois action of:

GalQp,1× ...×GalQp,I′ (7.5.88)

on the multi de Rham period rings which is semilinear. And we have that the three modules

involved are relative pseudocoherent (ϕI , ΓI)-modules relative to

B+
dR,I′ , BdR,I′ , Be,I′ . (7.5.89)

Definition 7.5.7. We define a BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-module over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,J,I\J,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A)

to be a triplet of finite projective modules:

(Me, MdR, M+
dR) (7.5.90)

over
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(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A)

such that this is glueing datum along :

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A → B+

dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ]← Be,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A. (7.5.91)

And this carry the corresponding relative Galois action of:

GalQp,1× ...×GalQp,I′ (7.5.92)

on the multi de Rham period rings which is semilinear. And we have that the three modules

involved are relative (ϕI , ΓI)-modules relative to

B+
dR,I′ , BdR,I′ , Be,I′ . (7.5.93)

Definition 7.5.8. We define a pseudocoherent BI′ -(ϕI , ΓI)-module over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,J,I\J,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A)

to be a triplet of stably pseudocoherent modules:

(Me, MdR, M+
dR) (7.5.94)

over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A)

such that this is glueing datum along :

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A → B+

dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ]← Be,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A. (7.5.95)

And this carry the corresponding relative Galois action of:

GalQp,1× ...×GalQp,I′ (7.5.96)

on the multi de Rham period rings which is semilinear. And we have that the three modules

involved are relative pseudocoherent (ϕI , ΓI)-modules relative to

B+
dR,I′ , BdR,I′ , Be,I′ . (7.5.97)
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7.5.2 Fundamental Comparison on the Mixed-Type Objects

Proposition 7.5.9. (After Berger [Ber1, Théorème A]) Let I ′ be a set consisting of two elements and

I is empty, then we have that the category of all the BI′-(ϕI , ΓI) modules over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A)

is equivalent to the category of all the (ϕI′ , ΓI′)-modules in the finite projective setting.

Proof. One has the result after the following two propositions.

We first consider the following comparison:

Proposition 7.5.10. Let I ′ = {1, 2} be a set consisting of two elements and I is empty, then we have

that the category of all the BI′-(ϕI , ΓI) modules over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A)

is equivalent to the category of all the B{1}-(ϕ{2}, Γ{2}) modules.

Proof. This will be the corresponding consequence of the following. Let I ′ = {1, 2} be a set

consisting of two elements and I is empty, then we have that the category of all the BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)

modules over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A, B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A)

is equivalent to the category of all the B{1}-(ϕ{2}, Γ{2}) modules over the corresponding per-

fected rings with .̃ accent. However this could be proved as in [KP, Theorem 2.18] as long as

one works with mod tk, k ∈ Z coefficients (also see the corresponding proof of [T3, Proposition

3.8]). To be more precise first we consider the corresponding base change of any BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)

module over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A
, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

[t−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

)

to BdR,{1}, which then by the strategy above could be associated a B{1}-(ϕ{2}, Γ{2}) module over

the corresponding perfected rings with .̃ accent (see [KP, Theorem 2.18], [T3, Proposition 3.8]).

As in [KP, Theorem 2.18] we will have the situation where the category of all the BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)

modules over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A, B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A)
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is equivalent to the category of all the B{1}-(ϕ{2}, Γ{2}) modules over the corresponding per-

fected rings with .̃ accent. However by the proof of [KP, Theorem 4.4] we further have the

situation where the category of all the BI′-(ϕI , ΓI) modules over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A
, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

[t−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

)

is equivalent to the category of all the B{1}-(ϕ{2}, Γ{2}) modules over the corresponding per-

fected rings with no accent.

Proposition 7.5.11. Let I = {1, 2} be a set consisting of two elements and I ′ is empty, then we have

that the category of all the BI′-(ϕI , ΓI) modules over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A)

is equivalent to the category of all the B{1}-(ϕ{2}, Γ{2}) modules.

Proof. This will be the corresponding consequence of the following. Let I = {1, 2} be a set

consisting of two elements and I ′ is empty, then we have that the category of all the BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)

modules over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A
, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

[t−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

)

is equivalent to the category of all the B{1}-(ϕ{2}, Γ{2}) modules over the corresponding per-

fected rings with .̃ accent. However this is proved in [KP, Theorem 2.18] as in the proof of the

previous proposition.

Now we combine the construction in the following coherent way following [Ber1, Section

2], [Nak1, Definition 2.2] and [KPX, Definition 2.2.6].

Definition 7.5.12. We define a BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-bundle over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,J,I\J,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A)

to be a compatible family (with respect to the Robba rings) of triplets of finite projective mod-

ules:

(Me, MdR, M+
dR) (7.5.98)

over
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(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A)

such that this is glueing datum along :

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A → B+

dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ]← Be,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A. (7.5.99)

And this carry the corresponding relative Galois action of:

GalQp,1× ...×GalQp,I′ (7.5.100)

on the multi de Rham period rings which is semilinear. And we have that the three modules

involved are relative (ϕI , ΓI)-bundles relative to

B+
dR,I′ , BdR,I′ , Be,I′ . (7.5.101)

Definition 7.5.13. We define a pseudocoherent BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-bundle over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,J,I\J,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A)

to be a compatible family of triplets of stably pseudocoherent modules:

(Me, MdR, M+
dR) (7.5.102)

over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A)

such that this is glueing datum along :

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A → B+

dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ]← Be,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A. (7.5.103)

And this carry the corresponding relative Galois action of:

GalQp,1× ...×GalQp,I′ (7.5.104)

on the multi de Rham period rings which is semilinear. And we have that the three modules

involved are relative pseudocoherent (ϕI , ΓI)-bundles relative to

B+
dR,I′ , BdR,I′ , Be,I′ . (7.5.105)

Proposition 7.5.14. (After KPX [KPX, Proposition 2.2.7]) The category of all the finite projective

BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-bundle over
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(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A)

is equivalent to the category of all the finite projective BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-modules over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A).

Proof. Without considering the corresponding Galois actions for the BI′-pair components we

could prove this as in the relative situation carrying just A-coefficient. To be more precise, the

base change gives rise to the corresponding fully faithful functor from the first category to the

second one, while to show the corresponding essential surjectivity, consider the corresponding

multi-interval [r1,0/p, r1,0]× ...× [rI,0/p, rI,0] and use the corresponding Frobenius to reach all

the corresponding intervals taking the general form of:

[r1,0/pk1 , r1,0/pk1−1]× ...× [rI,0/pkI , rI,0/pkI−1], kα = 1, 2, ..., ∀α ∈ I. (7.5.106)

This forms a 2|I|-uniform covering of the whole space. And the corresponding uniform finite-

ness of the modules over each

[r1,0/pk1 , r1,0/pk1−1]× ...× [rI,0/pkI , rI,0/pkI−1], kα = 1, 2, ..., ∀α ∈ I. (7.5.107)

could be achieved by using the corresponding partial Frobenius actions. Then we are done by

applying proposition 7.2.20.

Proposition 7.5.15. (After KPX [KPX, Proposition 2.2.7]) The category of all the pseudocoherent

BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-bundle over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A)

is equivalent to the category of all the pseudocoherent BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-modules over

(B+
dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A, B+

dR,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t′−1

I ], Be,I′⊗̂Πan,rI ,I,∗,∗,A).

Proof. Without considering the corresponding Galois actions for the BI′-pair components we

could prove this as in the relative situation carrying just A-coefficient. To be more precise, the

base change gives rise to the corresponding fully faithful functor from the first category to the

second one, while to show the corresponding essential surjectivity, consider the corresponding

multi-interval [r1,0/p, r1,0]× ...× [rI,0/p, rI,0] and use the corresponding Frobenius to reach all

the corresponding intervals taking the general form of:

[r1,0/pk1 , r1,0/pk1−1]× ...× [rI,0/pkI , rI,0/pkI−1], kα = 1, 2, ..., ∀α ∈ I. (7.5.108)
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This forms a 2|I|-uniform covering of the whole space. And the corresponding uniform finite-

ness of the modules over each

[r1,0/pk1 , r1,0/pk1−1]× ...× [rI,0/pkI , rI,0/pkI−1], kα = 1, 2, ..., ∀α ∈ I. (7.5.109)

could be achieved by using the corresponding partial Frobenius actions. Then we are done by

applying proposition 7.2.19.
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7.6 Cohomologies of Cyclotomic Multivariate (ϕI , ΓI)-Modules over

Rigid Analytic Affinoids in Mixed-characteristic Case

Now we define the corresponding cohomologies of the multivariate (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the

following groups of rings:

Πan,rI ,I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.1)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.2)

Πan,rI ,I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.3)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.4)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.5)

Πan,rI ,I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.6.6)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.6.7)

Π
an,rI ,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
). (7.6.8)

and

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.6.9)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.6.10)

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.6.11)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.6.12)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(ΓKI
), (7.6.13)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(ΓKI

), (7.6.14)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(ΓKI

), (7.6.15)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(ΓKI

). (7.6.16)
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Definition 7.6.1. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.3.3]) We define by induction the correspond-

ing ϕI-complex C•ϕI
of a corresponding (ϕI , ΓI)-module M over

Πan,rI ,I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.17)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.18)

Πan,rI ,I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.19)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.20)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.21)

Πan,rI ,I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.6.22)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.6.23)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

) (7.6.24)

to be the corresponding totalization of the following complex:

0 ////// C•ϕI\|I |
(M...,r|I |)

ϕ|I |−1
////// C•ϕI\|I |

(M...,r|I |/p) ////// 0

as long as C•ϕI\|I |
(M) is constructed. We define by induction the corresponding ϕI-complex

C•ϕI
(M) of a corresponding (ϕI , ΓI)-module M over

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.25)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.26)

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.27)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.28)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.29)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.6.30)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
), (7.6.31)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

) (7.6.32)

to be the corresponding totalization of the following complex:

0 ////// C•ϕI\|I |
(M...,[s|I |,r|I |])

ϕ|I |−1
// //// C•ϕI\|I |

(M...,[s|I |,r|I |/p]) // //// 0
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as long as C•ϕI\|I |
(M) is constructed. Here we assume 0 < sα ≤ rα/p for each α ∈ I.

Definition 7.6.2. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.3.3]) We define by induction the correspond-

ing ψI-complex C•ψI
of a corresponding (ϕI , ΓI)-module M over

Πan,rI ,I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.33)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.34)

Πan,rI ,I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI

), (7.6.35)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.36)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.37)

Πan,rI ,I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.6.38)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.6.39)

Π
an,rI ,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) (7.6.40)

to be the corresponding totalization of the following complex:

0 ////// C•ψI\|I |
(M...,r|I |)

ψ|I |−1
// //// C•ψI\|I |

(M...,pr|I |)
// //// 0

as long as C•ψI\|I |
(M) is constructed. We define by induction the corresponding ψI-complex

C•ψI
(M) of a corresponding (ϕI , ΓI)-module M over

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.41)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.42)

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.43)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.44)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.45)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
), (7.6.46)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.6.47)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) (7.6.48)
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to be the corresponding totalization of the following complex:

0 // //// C•ψI\|I |
(M...,[s|I |,r|I |])

ψ|I |−1
// //// C•ψI\|I |

(M...,[ps|I |,r|I |])
////// 0

as long as C•ψI\|I |
(M) is constructed. Here we assume 0 < sα ≤ rα/p for each α ∈ I.

Definition 7.6.3. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.3.3]) We define by induction the correspond-

ing ΓI-complex C•ΓI
of a corresponding (ϕI , ΓI)-module M over

Πan,rI ,I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.49)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.50)

Πan,rI ,I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.51)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.52)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.53)

Πan,rI ,I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.6.54)

Π
an,rI ,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
), (7.6.55)

Π
an,rI ,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) (7.6.56)

to be the corresponding totalization of the following complex:

0 ////// C•ΓI\|I |
(M)

γ|I |−1
////// C•ΓI\|I |

(M) ////// 0

as long as C•ΓI\|I |
(M) is constructed. We define by induction the corresponding ΓI-complex
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C•ΓI
(M) of a corresponding (ϕI , ΓI)-module M over

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.57)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.58)

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.59)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.60)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.61)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
), (7.6.62)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.6.63)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

) (7.6.64)

to be the corresponding totalization of the following complex:

0 ////// C•ΓI\|I |
(M)

γ|I |−1
////// C•ΓI\|I |

(M) ////// 0

as long as C•ΓI\|I |
(M) is constructed. Here we assume 0 < sα ≤ rα/p for each α ∈ I.

Definition 7.6.4. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.3.3]) For any (ϕI , ΓI)-module M over

Πan,rI ,I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.65)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.66)

Πan,rI ,I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.67)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.68)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.69)

Π
an,rI ,I,J, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
), (7.6.70)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.6.71)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

) (7.6.72)

we define the corresponding complex C•ϕI ,ΓI
(M) to be the corresponding totalization of C•ϕI

C•ΓI
(M).
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For any (ϕI , ΓI)-module M over

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.73)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.74)

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.75)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.76)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.77)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.6.78)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.6.79)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

) (7.6.80)

we define the corresponding complex C•ϕI ,ΓI
(M) to be the corresponding totalization of C•ϕI

C•ΓI
(M).

Here we assume 0 < sα ≤ rα/p for each α ∈ I.

Definition 7.6.5. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.3.3]) For any (ψI , ΓI)-module M over

Πan,rI ,I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.81)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.82)

Πan,rI ,I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.83)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.84)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.85)

Πan,rI ,I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.6.86)

Πan,rI ,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.6.87)

Πan,rI ,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

) (7.6.88)

we define the corresponding complex C•ψI ,ΓI
(M) to be the corresponding totalization of C•ψI

C•ΓI
(M).
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For any (ϕI , ΓI)-module M over

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.89)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.90)

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.91)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.92)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.6.93)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.6.94)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
), (7.6.95)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

) (7.6.96)

we define the corresponding complex C•ψI ,ΓI
(M) to be the corresponding totalization of C•ψI

C•ΓI
(M).

Here we assume 0 < sα ≤ rα/p for each α ∈ I.
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7.7 Cohomologies of BI-pairs and Mixed-Type Objects over Rigid

Analytic Affinoids in Mixed-characterist ic Case

7.7.1 Partial (ϕI , ΓI)-Cohomology and Partial (ψI , ΓI) -Cohomol ogy

Now we define the corresponding cohomologies of the multivariate (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the

following two groups of rings:

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A, ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J, ˘I\J (7.7.1)

(7.7.2)

with

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J, ˘I\J, (7.7.3)

(7.7.4)

with

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A, ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J , ˘I\J, (7.7.5)

(7.7.6)

and

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A, ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J , ˘I\J (7.7.7)

with

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J, ˘I\J (7.7.8)

with

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A, ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J, ˘I\J. (7.7.9)
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Definition 7.7.1. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.3.3]) We define by induction the correspond-

ing ϕI-complex C•ϕI
of a corresponding BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-module M over the first three groups of

rings to be the corresponding totalization of the following complex:

0 ////// C•ϕI\|I |
(M...,r|I |)

ϕ|I |−1
////// C•ϕI\|I |

(M...,r|I |/p) ////// 0

as long as C•ϕI\|I |
(M) is constructed. We define by induction the corresponding ϕI-complex

C•ϕI
(M) of a corresponding BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-module M over the second three groups of rings to be

the corresponding totalization of the following complex:

0 ////// C•ϕI\|I |
(M...,[s|I |,r|I |])

ϕ|I |−1
// //// C•ϕI\|I |

(M...,[s|I |,r|I |/p]) // //// 0

as long as C•ϕI\|I |
(M) is constructed. Here we assume 0 < sα ≤ rα/p for each α ∈ I.

Definition 7.7.2. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.3.3]) We define by induction the correspond-

ing ψI-complex C•ψI
of a corresponding BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-module M over the first three groups of

rings to be the corresponding totalization of the following complex:

0 // //// C•ψI\|I |
(M...,r|I |)

ψ|I |−1
// //// C•ψI\|I |

(M...,pr|I |)
// //// 0

as long as C•ψI\|I |
(M) is constructed. We define by induction the corresponding ψI-complex

C•ψI
(M) of a corresponding BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-module M over the second three groups of rings to be

the corresponding totalization of the following complex:

0 ////// C•ψI\|I |
(M...,[s|I |,r|I |])

ψ|I |−1
// //// C•ψI\|I |

(M...,[ps|I |,r|I |])
////// 0

as long as C•ψI\|I |
(M) is constructed. Here we assume 0 < sα ≤ rα/p for each α ∈ I.

Definition 7.7.3. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.3.3]) We define by induction the correspond-

ing ΓI-complex C•ΓI
of a corresponding BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-module M over the first three groups of

rings to be the corresponding totalization of the following complex:

0 // //// C•ΓI\|I |
(M)

γ|I |−1
////// C•ΓI\|I |

(M) ////// 0

as long as C•ΓI\|I |
(M) is constructed. We define by induction the corresponding ΓI-complex

C•ΓI
(M) of a corresponding BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-module M over the second three groups of rings to be

the corresponding totalization of the following complex:

0 ////// C•ΓI\|I |
(M)

γ|I |−1
////// C•ΓI\|I |

(M) ////// 0

as long as C•ΓI\|I |
(M) is constructed. Here we assume 0 < sα ≤ rα/p for each α ∈ I.
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Definition 7.7.4. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.3.3])

For any BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-module M over the first three groups of rings we define the corresponding

complex C•ϕI ,ΓI
(M) to be the corresponding totalization of C•ϕI

C•ΓI
(M). For any (ϕI , ΓI)-module

M over the second three groups of rings we define the corresponding complex C•ϕI ,ΓI
(M) to be

the corresponding totalization of C•ϕI
C•ΓI

(M). Here we assume 0 < sα ≤ rα/p for each α ∈ I.

Definition 7.7.5. (After KPX, [KPX, Definition 2.3.3])

For any BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-module M over the first three groups of rings we define the correspond-

ing complex C•ψI ,ΓI
(M) to be the corresponding totalization of C•ψI

C•ΓI
(M). For any BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-

module M over the second three groups of rings we define the corresponding complex C•ψI ,ΓI
(M)

to be the corresponding totalization of C•ψI
C•ΓI

(M). Here we assume 0 < sα ≤ rα/p for each

α ∈ I.

7.7.2 Partial BI ′-Cohomology

We now define the corresponding partial BI′-cohomology in the situation

Definition 7.7.6. (After Nakamura, [Nak1, Appendix 5]) For any

BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-module M over

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A, ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J, ˘I\J, (7.7.10)

(7.7.11)

with

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J, ˘I\J, (7.7.12)

(7.7.13)

with

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A, ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J , ˘I\J, (7.7.14)

(7.7.15)
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and

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A, (7.7.16)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.7.17)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.7.18)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A, (7.7.19)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.7.20)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.7.21)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A, (7.7.22)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A
, (7.7.23)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A (7.7.24)

with

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.7.25)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.7.26)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.7.27)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.7.28)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.7.29)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.7.30)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A
[t−1

1 , ..., t−1
I′ ], (7.7.31)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.7.32)

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π

[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A[t
−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], (7.7.33)

with
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Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J,I\J,A, (7.7.34)

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A, (7.7.35)

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A, (7.7.36)

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A, (7.7.37)

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A, (7.7.38)

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A, (7.7.39)

Be,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A, (7.7.40)

Be,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A, (7.7.41)

Be,I′⊗̂Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(7.7.42)

we define the corresponding BI′-complex C•BI ′
(M) to be

0 ////// ∗1 × ∗2
?−?′ // //// ∗3 ////// 0,

where

∗1 := C•(GalQp,1 × ...×GalQp,I′ , M+
dR), (7.7.43)

∗2 := C•(GalQp,1× ...×GalQp,I′ , Me), (7.7.44)

∗3 := C•(GalQp,1 × ...×GalQp,I′ , MdR). (7.7.45)

Definition 7.7.7. Now we consider any BI′-(ϕI , ΓI)-module M over

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A, ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J, ˘I\J (7.7.46)

(7.7.47)

with

lim
←−

sI

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J, ˘I\J, (7.7.48)

(7.7.49)
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with

lim
←−

sI

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A, ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J , ˘I\J, (7.7.50)

(7.7.51)

and

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A, ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J , ˘I\J (7.7.52)

with

B+
dR,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A[t

−1
1 , ..., t−1

I′ ], ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J, ˘I\J (7.7.53)

with

Be,I′⊗̂Π[sI ,rI ],I,?,?′,A, ? = J, J̃, J̆, ?′ = I\J, Ĩ\J, ˘I\J (7.7.54)

Then we can define the corresponding C•BI ′ ,ϕI ,ΓI
-cohomology complex by taking the corre-

sponding totalization of the corresponding double complex C•BI ′
C•ϕI ,ΓI

(M).
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7.8 The Results on the Cohomologies

7.8.1 Comparisons for C•ϕI ,ΓI
, C•ψI ,ΓI

, C•ψI

We now consider the following categories for A a rigid affinoid over Qp:

A. The corresponding category of all the (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the corresponding rings carry-

ing the corresponding cohomologies C•(ϕI ,ΓI)
, C•(ψI ,ΓI)

, C•ψI
(for sufficiently small rI,0):

Πan,rI,0,I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI,0],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.8.1)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI,0],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.8.2)

Πan,rI,0,I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI,0],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.8.3)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI,0],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.8.4)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π[sI ,rI,0],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.8.5)

Π
an,rI,0,I,J, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI,0],I,J, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
), (7.8.6)

Π
an,rI,0,I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI,0],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
), (7.8.7)

Πan,rI,0,I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
sI

Π
[sI ,rI,0],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

). (7.8.8)

B. The corresponding category of all the (ϕI , ΓI)-modules over the corresponding rings carry-

ing the corresponding cohomologies C•(ϕI ,ΓI)
, C•(ψI ,ΓI)

, C•ψI
(where 0 < sα ≤ rα/p ≤ rα,0 for each

α ∈ I):
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Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.8.9)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.8.10)

Π[sI ,rI ],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.8.11)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.8.12)

Π[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.8.13)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I,J, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
), (7.8.14)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.8.15)

Π
[sI ,rI ],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
). (7.8.16)

Theorem 7.8.1. Let I be a set of two elements. Let M be some object over

Πan,rI,0,I,∗,∗,A(πKI
) in the corresponding category A and let M[sI ,rI ] be the corrresponding (under the

horizontal equivalence of the categories for the rings of the same type) object over Π[sI ,rI ],I,∗,∗,A(πKI
) in

the category B. Then we have the following quasi-isomorphisms:

C•ϕI ,ΓI
(M)

∼
→ C•ϕI ,ΓI

(M[sI ,rI ]), (7.8.17)

C•ψI ,ΓI
(M)

∼
→ C•ψI ,ΓI

(M[sI ,rI ]), (7.8.18)

C•ψI
(M)

∼
→ C•ψI

(M[sI ,rI ]), (7.8.19)

(7.8.20)

in the bounded derived category of A-modules D♭(A).

Proof. The proof relies on the following intermediate (ϕI , ΓI)-modules. Let I = {1, 2}, we now
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defined the following rings:

Πan,r1,0,[s2,r2],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
s1

Π[s1,r1,0]×[s2,r2],I, J̆,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.8.21)

Πan,r1,0,[s2,r2],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
s1

Π[s1,r1,0]×[s2,r2],I, J̃,I\J,A(πKI
), (7.8.22)

Πan,r1,0,[s2,r2],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
s1

Π[s1,r1,0]×[s2,r2],I,J, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.8.23)

Πan,r1,0,[s2,r2],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
s1

Π[s1,r1,0]×[s2,r2],I, J̆, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.8.24)

Πan,r1,0,[s2,r2],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
s1

Π[s1,r1,0]×[s2,r2],I, J̃, ˘I\J,A(πKI
), (7.8.25)

Πan,r1,0,[s2,r2],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI
) := lim

←−
s1

Π
[s1,r1,0]×[s2,r2],I,J, Ĩ\J,A(πKI

), (7.8.26)

Π
an,r1,0,[s2,r2],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) := lim

←−
s1

Π
[s1,r1,0]×[s2,r2],I, J̆, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
), (7.8.27)

Π
an,r1,0,[s2,r2],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
) := lim

←−
s1

Π
[s1,r1,0]×[s2,r2],I, J̃, Ĩ\J,A

(πKI
). (7.8.28)

This category serves as a corresponding intermediate category which factors through the corre-

sponding original equivalence on the categories involved. From A to this category we have the

equivalence on the cohomology groups by considering the (ϕ2, Γ2)-module structure, then by

regarding the corresponding (ϕ2, Γ2)-cohomology groups as Yoneda extension groups we have

the isomorphism on (ϕ2, Γ2)-cohomology groups which further shows the equivalence on the

full cohomology groups. Similarly one compares this category with the category B to finish.

This chapter is based on the following paper, where the author of this dissertation is the

main author:

• Tong, Xin. "Analytic Geometry and Hodge-Frobenius Structure Continued." arXiv preprint

arXiv:2012.07336 (2020).
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Chapter 8

Category and Cohomology of

Hodge-Iwasawa Modules
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8.1 Introduction

8.1.1 The Main Scope of the Discussion

The corresponding Hodge-Iwasawa theory was studied in our papers [XT1] and [XT2]. We in

the corresponding deformed setting discussed the corresponding relative p-adic Hodge the-

ory after [KP], [KL1] and [KL2]. We call the theory partially Iwasawa in the corresponding

sense that the corresponding deformation will reflect the corresponding Iwasawa theoretic in-

formation which was observed as in [KP]. On the Hodge-theoretic side, the corresponding

cohomology in the deformed setting will also reflect the corresponding towers related to quo-

tients (even nonabelian) of fundamental groups.

Therefore in our current consideration in this paper, we apply all we have developed to the

corresponding categories and the corresponding cohomologies. For instance, very interesting

application would be the corresponding pro-étale cohomology of general local systems over

some smooth proper rigid analytic spaces as in [KL3]. Definitely we expect more applications

in the corresponding Iwasawa theoretic consideration.

The other interesting things we would like to pursue in the application of our previously

developed theory is the corresponding categorical and K-theoretic study on the correspond-

ing (ϕ, Γ)-modules over very relative Robba rings. The corresponding categories should form

some well-established abelian ones which could further have more derived enrichment (carry-

ing some six functors).

The second goal of this paper is also to consider the Hodge-Structure on more general

spaces. Although we will not systematically consider some general framework, since it will

impossible to handle very general adic spaces. To be more general than the corresponding

rigid analytic spaces, we are going to consider the corresponding spaces admitting atlas of the

so-called k∆ affinoid spaces as in [TC] and [DFN], where ∆ is some valuation group larger than

|k×|.

We briefly mention now the corresponding structures of the paper. In the second section we
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are going to study the corresponding Hodge-Iwasawa modules over logarithmic towers which

generalizes for instance in the mixed-characteristic case the corresponding consideration in

[KL2, Chapter 7]. Then in the third section we study after that the corresponding categories

and cohomologies of the corresponding Hodge-Iwasawa modules involved. Then we are go-

ing to study the corresponding cohomology of more general analytic spaces. In fourth section

we considere the Hodge-Iwasawa module over rigid analytic spaces, k∆-analytic spaces and

we contact the corresponding arithmetic Riemann-Hilbert correspondence after [LZ]. The fifth

section is for the corresponding equivariant Iwasawa theory of de Rham (ϕ, Γ)-modules which

is a equivariant version of the corresponding Iwasawa theory in [Nakamura1]. In such context,

we still emphasize the corresponding geometrization aspect along [KP] on the reconstruction

effect of the corresponding Iwasawa deformation in different contexts. Note that the story is

equivariant and relative inspired by Nakamura [Nakamura3], Kedlaya-Pottharst [KP], as well

as some further motivation from [BF1], [BF2] and [FK].

8.1.2 Results Involved

We searched many interesting directions in this paper to apply the Hodge-Iwasawa considera-

tion in [XT1] and [XT2]. We present in some form in this current introduction part of this paper

some results along the main body of this paper below. First motivation comes from directly

following [KL2] where the relative p-adic Hodge theory is essentially applied in the corre-

sponding context of rigid analytic spaces in the strictly situation. [KL2] proved many very

deep results around the corresponding categories of pseudocoherent relative (ϕ, Γ)-modules,

namely [KL2] proved that these are abelian categories although working in Banach categories

does cause essential difficulties. In our situation we seek the same goal when we deform the

corresponding Frobenius modules in arithmetic family. In the context and notation in proposi-

tion 8.4.3 we have:

Proposition 8.1.1. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Theorem 8.10.6]) Working over period ring Π̃X,A,

we have the corresponding category of (ϕa, Γ)-modules is abelian, which is basically compatible with

the corresponding category of all the sheaves of modules over Π̃X,A when one would like to form the

corresponding kernels and cokernels. A is assumed to be sousperfectoid as those considered in [KH].

Then following Temkin’s notes [DFN, Part I Chapter I] we consider the corresponding ana-
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lytic spaces which could admit an atlas consisting of all the k∆-affinoids namely those quotients

of k∆ strictly rational localizations of Tate algebras. Over such space X:

Proposition 8.1.2. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Theorem 8.10.6]) Working over period ring Π̃X,A,

we have the corresponding category of (ϕa, Γ)-modules is abelian, which is basically compatible with

the corresponding category of all the sheaves of modules over Π̃X,A when one would like to form the

corresponding kernel and cokernel. Here A is Qp.

Proposition 8.1.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Theorem 8.10.6]) Working over period ring Π̃X,A,

we have the corresponding category of (ϕa, Γ)-modules is abelian, which is basically compatible with

the corresponding category of all the sheaves of modules over Π̃X,A when one would like to form the

corresponding kernel and cokernel. Here X is assumed to be smooth. A is assumed to be sousperfectoid

as those considered in [KH].

Then we consider arithmetic family version of Higgs bundles after [LZ] where a version of

Riemann-Hilbert correspondence in the arithmetic setting is achieved. The idea in our situa-

tion will be definitely the corresponding version of such correspondence for general A-relative

(ϕ, Γ)-modules M in the ’geometric’ setting. We also consider the corresponding equivalent

version of B-pairs in the A-relative setting after [KL2]. With the notation in later discussion

(see proposition 8.4.50 and proposition 8.4.44) we have for a de Rham A-relative (ϕ, Γ)-module

M or equivalently a de Rham A-relative B-pair M:

Proposition 8.1.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL3, below Definition 10.10]) Over a general rigid ana-

lyic space X, consider a de Rham A-relative (ϕ, Γ)-modules M or equivalently a de Rham A-relative B-

pair M. We then have that the corresponding each higher de Rham derived cohomology group Di
dR(M)

for each i ≥ 0 is coherent sheaf over X. The projectivity could achieved if we assume that X is smooth.

A is assumed to be sousperfectoid as those considered in [KH].

Proposition 8.1.5. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL3, below Definition 10.10]) Over a general rigid ana-

lyic space X, consider a de Rham A-relative (ϕ, Γ)-modules M or equivalently a de Rham A-relative B-

pair M. We then have that the corresponding each higher de Rham derived cohomology group Ei
dR(M)

for each i ≥ 0 is coherent sheaf over X. The projectivity could achieved if we assume that X is smooth.

A is assumed to be sousperfectoid as those considered in [KH].
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The other corresponding application we want to search for while again along some idea

proposed in [KP] applications in equivariant Iwasawa theory. We choose to consider equivari-

ant version of the Iwasawa theory of de Rham (ϕ, Γ)-module M.

Remark 8.1.6. We believe (while motivated by [KP]) our idea should eventually produce more

than cyclotomic consideration by deforming Berger’s (ϕ,∇, Γ)-modules over pro-étale site

which could absorb the Γ-action (which could be reconstructed through the Iwasawa defor-

mation).

Definition 8.1.7.

(After Perrin-Riou and Nakamura, [Nakamura1, Definition 3.7]) With the notation in section 8.5.1

especially the corresponding abelian Fréchet-Stein space we are working on, we have the fol-

lowing derived big Perrin-Riou-Nakamura Exponential map:

ExpΠ∞(Γ′),•
F (M),m : R•Γsheaf(lim←−F(ΘBer,dif(M))p)→ R•Γsheaf(lim←−F(M)p),

which is corresponding to the one for (ϕ, Γ)-modules:

ExpΠ∞(Γ′),•
M,m : R•Γϕ,Γ(lim←−ΘBer,dif(M)p)→ R•Γϕ,Γ(lim←−Mp).

We actually conjectured that the corresponding this equivariant

Perrin-Riou-Nakamura map in algebraic way produces the equivariant p-adic L-functions (in

some not necessarily explicit way) which relate directly to the corresponding characteristic ide-

als. See section 8.5.2.

8.1.3 Future Study

There are many interesting possible extensions of the current paper. We would like to study

more in the future, although here we mainly emphasize the corresponding Iwasawa theoretic

aspects. The first scope of topics we would like to study further is the relative p-adic Hodge

theory in rigid family and the arithmetic Riemann-Hilbert correspondence in rigid family for

B-pairs after [LZ], [TT] and [Shi], along the corresponding foundation we established here.

The second scope of the topics we would like to study in the future is to extend the corre-

sponding discussion to more general analytic spaces. In fact here we do not go beyond [KL2,
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Chapter 8], although we touched the corresponding k∆-analytic spaces as those considered in

Temkin’s lecture notes [DFN, Part I Chapter I]. Namely we still restrict ourselves to the corre-

sponding varieties covered by strictly or non-strictly affinoids.

The Iwasawa consideration we considered here is actually also worthwhile to be amplified

and to be noncommutativized. Certainly we want to study noncommutative deformation of

the sheaves in the future not only in all kinds of Iwasawa theories, but also we would like to

study the noncommutative deformation of the corresponding the relative p-adic Hodge theory

in rigid family and the arithmetic Riemann-Hilbert correspondence in rigid family for B-pairs

after [LZ], [TT] and [Shi] in the sense of many existing noncommutative geometric contexts.

504



8.2 Logarithmic Hodge-Iwasawa Structures in Mixed-Characteristic

Case

8.2.1 Γ-Modules over Ramified Towers

Setting 8.2.1. Let E be Qp. We use the corresponding π to denote the corresponding uni-

formizer in a uniform notation. Let A be an affinoid algebra over the corresponding field E in

our current situation defined through some strict quotient from the corresponding Tate alge-

bras.

We first consider the corresponding standard ones for (P, P+) a perfectoid adic Banach

uniform pair over OE, containing the perfectoid field Qp(ζp∞)∧.

Setting 8.2.2. In the mixed characteristic situation, we consider the setting in the following

fashion:

H0 = P{x1/t1, ..., xk/tk, t1/y1, ..., tℓ/yℓ}, (8.2.1)

H+
0 = P+{x1/t1, ..., xk/tk, t1/y1, ..., tℓ/yℓ}, (8.2.2)

Hn = P{(x1/t1)
1/pn

, ..., (xk/tk)
1/pn

, (t1/y1)
1/pn

, ..., (tℓ/yℓ)
1/pn
}, (8.2.3)

n = 0, 1, ..., 0 < k ≤ ℓ. (8.2.4)

And here the corresponding quantities xi, yj, i = 1, ..., k, j = 1, ..., ℓ could be allowed to be real

numbers.

Lemma 8.2.3. (Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 7.3.3]) The corresponding standard ramified toric towers

defined as above are weakly decompleting.

Proof. See [KL2, Lemma 7.3.3].

The corresponding tower is not finite étale, so the corresponding machinery in [KL2, Chap-

ter 5] needs to be modified, which is already done in the corresponding context in [KL2, Chap-

ter 7]. As in [KL2, Chapter 7, Section 3, Section 4] one can also consider direct semilinear

Γ-action and define the corresponding Γ-modules to be certain ones carrying such semilinear

action.

When we in some situations have the corresponding topological group Γ (just as in the

corresponding logarithmic setting we are considering here) we can simply consider the corre-

sponding definition as in [KL2, Definition 7.3.5]:
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Definition 8.2.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 7.3.5]) In our current situation, we con-

sider the corresponding action of the corresponding group Γ in our situation, namely the ℓ-fold

product of the corresponding additive group Zp on the corresponding period rings taking the

form of ∗H,A. We now define the corresponding Γ-modules in the finite projective, pseudo-

coherent or fpd setting to the corresponding modules over the corresponding period rings as

above carrying the corresponding action coming from the group Γ which is assumed to as in

[KL2, Definition 7.3.5] particularly semilinear.

Remark 8.2.5. Again the deformation only happens over the rings in mixed-characteristic sit-

uation.

Proposition 8.2.6. (Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 7.3.6]) Let Γn := pnΓ for n ≥ 0, then we have

in our situation the corresponding result that the corresponding complex C•(Γn, ϕ−1RH/RH) is strict

exact.

Proof. See [KL2, Lemma 7.3.6].

Proposition 8.2.7. (Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.6.4]) Let Γn := pnΓ for n ≥ 0, then we have in

our situation the corresponding result that the corresponding complex C•(Γn, RH/RH) is strict exact.

Proof. See [KL2, Lemma 5.6.4].

Lemma 8.2.8. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 5.6.5]) We need to fix some suitable r0 > 0 as

in [KL2, Corollary 5.6.5] and for the corresponding radii s, r in (0, r0] we will have the corresponding

complexes C•(Γn, ϕ−1Π
int,r/p
H /Π

int,r
H )A and C•(Γn, Π̃

int,r
H /Π

int,r
H )A are strict exact. Moreover we have

that the corresponding complexes

C•(Γn, ϕ−1Π
[s/p,r/p]
H /Π

[s,r]
H )A and C•(Γn, Π̃

[s/p,r/p]
H /Π

[s,r]
H )A are then in our situation strict exact as

well.

Proof. See [KL2, Corollary 5.6.5].

Lemma 8.2.9. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.6.6]) Let M be a Γ-module defined over the pe-

riod rings involved below. Then one can find a sufficiently large integer ℓ∗ ≥ 0 such that we have that
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for any ℓ ≥ ℓ∗, the following complexes are correspondingly strict exact:

M⊗RH
C•(Γn, ϕ−ℓ−1RH/ϕ−ℓRH), M⊗RH

C•(Γn, RH/ϕ−ℓRH), (8.2.5)

M⊗
Π

int,r
H,A

C•(Γn, ϕ−(ℓ+1)Π
int,r/pℓ+1

H /ϕ−ℓΠ
int,r/pℓ

H )A, M⊗
Π

int,r
H

C•(Γn, Π̃
int,r
H /ϕ−ℓΠ

int,r/pℓ

H )A (8.2.6)

M⊗ΠH,A C•(Γn, ϕ−(ℓ+1)Π
[s/pℓ+1,r/pℓ+1]
H /ϕ−ℓΠ

[s/pℓ,r/pℓ]
H )A, (8.2.7)

M⊗
Π

int,r
H

C•(Γn, Π̃H/ϕ−ℓΠ
[s/pℓ,r/pℓ]
H )A. (8.2.8)

Proof. This is the corresponding corollary of proposition 8.2.6, proposition 8.2.7 and lemma 8.2.8,

along the corresponding argument in [KL2, Lemma 5.6.6].

Theorem 8.2.10. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.6.9]) The corresponding base change func-

tor from the ring R̆H to R̃H is in our situation an equivalence between the corresponding Γ-modules.

The corresponding base change functor from the ring Π̆int
H,A to Π̃int

H,A is in our situation an equivalence

between the corresponding Γ-modules. The corresponding base change functor from the ring Π̆H,A to

Π̃H,A is in our situation an equivalence between the corresponding Γ-modules.

Proof. We briefly mention the corresponding argument since this is just analog of the corre-

sponding argument for the proof of the corresponding result [KL2, Lemma 5.6.9]. The corre-

sponding fully faithfulness comes from the section 8.2.1. Then we apply the corresponding

[KL2, Lemma 5.6.8] to descend the corresponding modules over the bigger rings with accent ∗̃

to the base rings after some Frobenius action. Then the corresponding differentials on the orig-

inal modules over the bigger rings could be made have norms just a small quantity twist away

from the corresponding differentials on the corresponding base changes from the correspond-

ing base rings after Frobenius twists. Then to finish we apply the corresponding to modify this

quantity to finish the proof as in [KL2, Lemma 5.6.9].

For the relative logarithmic toric towers, we consider the corresponding following mixed

characteristic situation. We consider the following tower (H, H+):

H0 = Qp{x1/t1, ..., xk/tk, t1/y1, ..., tℓ/yℓ}, (8.2.9)

H+
0 = H◦0 , (8.2.10)

Hn = Qp(ζpn){(x1/t1)
1/pn

, ..., (xk/tk)
1/pn

, (t1/y1)
1/pn

, ..., (tk/yk)
1/pn
}, n = 0, 1, .... (8.2.11)

The corresponding parameters xi, yi are in pQ, and ℓ ≥ k ≥ 0. The corresponding tower is

again not Galois. Again when we in some situations have the corresponding topological group
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Γ (just as in the corresponding logarithmic setting we are considering here) we can simply

consider the corresponding definition as in [KL2, Definition 7.3.5]:

Definition 8.2.11. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 7.3.5]) In our current situation, we con-

sider the corresponding action of the corresponding group Γ in our situation, namely the

semidirect product taking the form of Z×p ⋉ Zℓ
p on the corresponding period rings taking the

form of ∗H,A. We now define the corresponding Γ-modules in the finite projective, pseudo-

coherent or fpd setting to the corresponding modules over the corresponding period rings as

above carrying the corresponding action coming from the group Γ which is assumed to as in

[KL2, Definition 7.3.5] particularly semilinear.

Proposition 8.2.12. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 7.3.6]) Let Γn := pnΓ for n ≥ 0, then we

have in our situation the corresponding result that the corresponding complex C•(Γn, ϕ−1RH/RH) is

strict exact.

Proof. See proposition 8.2.6.

Proposition 8.2.13. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.6.4]) Let Γn := pnΓ for n ≥ 0, then we

have in our situation the corresponding result that the corresponding complex C•(Γn, RH/RH) is strict

exact.

Proof. See proposition 8.2.7.

Lemma 8.2.14. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 5.6.5]) We need to fix some suitable r0 > 0 as

in [KL2, Corollary 5.6.5] and for the corresponding radii s, r in (0, r0] we will have the corresponding

complexes C•(Γn, ϕ−1Π
int,r/p
H /Π

int,r
H )A and C•(Γn, Π̃

int,r
H /Π

int,r
H )A are strict exact. Moreover we have

that the corresponding complexes

C•(Γn, ϕ−1Π
[s/p,r/p]
H /Π

[s,r]
H )A and C•(Γn, Π̃

[s/p,r/p]
H /Π

[s,r]
H )A are then in our situation strict exact as

well.

Proof. See lemma 8.2.8.

Lemma 8.2.15. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.6.6]) Let M be a Γ-module defined over the pe-

riod rings involved below. Then one can find a sufficiently large integer ℓ∗ ≥ 0 such that we have that
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for any ℓ ≥ ℓ∗, the following complexes are correspondingly strict exact:

M⊗RH
C•(Γn, ϕ−ℓ−1RH/ϕ−ℓRH), M⊗RH

C•(Γn, RH/ϕ−ℓRH), (8.2.12)

M⊗
Π

int,r
H,A

C•(Γn, ϕ−(ℓ+1)Π
int,r/pℓ+1

H /ϕ−ℓΠ
int,r/pℓ

H )A, M⊗
Π

int,r
H

C•(Γn, Π̃
int,r
H /ϕ−ℓΠ

int,r/pℓ

H )A

(8.2.13)

M⊗ΠH,A C•(Γn, ϕ−(ℓ+1)Π
[s/pℓ+1,r/pℓ+1]
H /ϕ−ℓΠ

[s/pℓ,r/pℓ]
H )A, (8.2.14)

M⊗
Π

int,r
H

C•(Γn, Π̃H/ϕ−ℓΠ
[s/pℓ,r/pℓ]
H )A. (8.2.15)

Proof. See lemma 8.2.9.

Theorem 8.2.16. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.6.9]) The corresponding base change functor

from the ring R̆H to R̃H is in our situation an equivalence between the corresponding Γ-modules. The

corresponding base change functor from the ring Π̆int
H,A to Π̃int

H,A is in our situation an equivalence be-

tween the corresponding Γ-modules. The corresponding base change functor from the ring Π̆H,A to

Π̃H,A is in our situation an equivalence between the corresponding Γ-modules.

Proof. See theorem 8.2.10.

Remark 8.2.17. The corresponding statements for the mixed characteristic version of the rela-

tive log towers are established in [KL2, Chapter 7.3, Chapter 7.4] without touching the corre-

sponding large coefficient A here, therefore for more detailed discussion see [KL2, Chapter 7.3,

Chapter 7.4]. We should mention that the corresponding [KL2, Chapter 7.3, Chapter 7.4] tar-

get at the corresponding finite projective objects, essentially in the generality above we should

come across essentially similar difficulties to possible ones in [KL2] when one would like to

consider the pseudocoherent sheaves. Things in our current section are basically the comple-

mentary discussion to the discussion we made in [XT2] for the unramified towers.

8.2.2 (ϕ, Γ)-Modules

Now we study the corresponding Γ-modules carrying further Frobenius action, but we will

again mainly focus on the corresponding finite projective objects (see remark 8.2.17), which is

parallel to the corresponding consideration in [KL2]. First recall the following definition:
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Setting 8.2.18. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 7.5.3]) We will consider the correspond-

ing Kummer étale topology and the corresponding pro-Kummer étale topology considered in

[KL2, Definition 7.5.3]. Let (H, H+) be either the standard ramified toric tower or the relative

ramified toric tower we considered as obave. Here we recall that a covering of the adic space

Spa(H0, H+
0 ) is called étale if it is so after considering the corresponding pullback along for

some integer v ≥ 0 the map T1 7→ T
p−v

1 , ..., Tℓ 7→ T
p−v

ℓ . And we recall that a covering of the adic

space Spa(H0, H+
0 ) is called finite étale if it is so after considering the corresponding pullback

along for some integer v ≥ 0 the map T1 7→ T
p−v

1 , ..., Tℓ 7→ T
p−v

ℓ . And we recall that a cover-

ing of the adic space Spa(H0, H+
0 ) is called faithfully finite étale if it is so after considering the

corresponding pullback along for some integer v ≥ 0 the map T1 7→ T
p−v

1 , ..., Tℓ 7→ T
p−v

ℓ .

Definition 8.2.19. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 5.7.2]) Consider the corresponding frame-

work in the previous subsection. Consider the corresponding period rings in our situation

(with the corresponding notations in [XT1] and [XT2]):

Ωint
H,A, Ω̆int

H,A, Ω̂int
H,A, Ω̃int

H,A, (8.2.16)

Πint
H,A, Π̆int

H,A, Π̂int
H,A, Π̃int

H,A, (8.2.17)

Πbd
H,A, Π̆bd

H,A, Π̂bd
H,A, Π̃bd

H,A, (8.2.18)

ΠH,A, Π̆H,A, Π̃H,A, (8.2.19)

we have the corresponding notions of finite projective or pseudocoherent or finite projective di-

mension Γ-modules, where we can then add the corresponding semilinear actions as in [KL2,

Definition 5.7.2] to define the corresponding (ϕ, Γ)-modules satisfying the corresponding con-

dition on the corresponding Frobenius pullbacks. Then furthermore we can define the same

objects for those rings having some radius r > 0 of interval [s, r] ∈ (0, ∞) as in [KL2, Defini-

tion 5.7.2], again satisfying the corresponding Frobenius pullback condition taking the general

form:

ϕ∗∆⊗
∗

r/p
H,A
∗

r/p
H,A

∼
→ ∆⊗ ∗

r/p
H,A, (8.2.20)

ϕ∗∆⊗
∗
[s/p,r/p]
H,A

∗
[s,r/p]
H,A

∼
→ ∆⊗

∗
[s,r]
H,A
∗
[s,r/p]
H,A . (8.2.21)

Proposition 8.2.20. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 5.7.4]) Consider the following period rings
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in the rational setting:

ΩH, Ω̆H, Ω̂H, Ω̃H, (8.2.22)

Πbd
H , Π̆bd

H , Π̂bd
H , Π̃bd

H , (8.2.23)

ΠH, Π̆H, Π̃H. (8.2.24)

Then the corresponding rational finite projective modules over these rings carrying the corresponding

(ϕ, Γ)-structures. For the deformed we look at the corresponding rings in the following:

ΠH,A, Π̆H,A, Π̃H,A. (8.2.25)

Then we have the corresponding parallel results as well.

Proof. See [KL2, Theorem 5.7.4].

Remark 8.2.21. One can certainly compare the corresponding (ϕ, Γ)-modules above with the

corresponding Frobenius sheaves over the Kummer pro-étale topology in setting 8.2.18 as in

[KL2] by adding additional effective conditions on the objects.
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8.3 Hodge-Iwasawa Modules

8.3.1 The Categories of Hodge-Iwasawa Modules

We recall the corresponding Hodge-Iwasawa modules we defined in the previous papers [XT1]

and [XT2]. We use our notations in [XT2] for the corresponding tower and the corresponding

period rings.

Setting 8.3.1. We use the notation (H, H+) to denote the corresponding tower in our situation.

Here we assume that (H, H+) is finite étale, noetherian, weakly-decompleting, decompleting,

Galois with the Galois topological group Γ. We also then follow the corresponding setting of

[KL2, Hypothesis 3.1.1]. And fix some a > 0 positive integer.

Setting 8.3.2. Recall that we have the corresponding period rings in the following, defined in

[KL1] and [KL2]:

Ω̃int
H , Ω̃H, Π̃

int,r
H , Π̃int

H , Π̃
bd,r
H , Π̃bd

H , Π̃r
H, Π̃I

H, Π̃∞
H, Π̃H

form the corresponding group of perfect period rings along the tower (H, H+), here r > 0 is

some radius while I corresponds to some closed interval. Then as in [KL2, Definition 5.2.1]

we have various imperfection of the corresponding rings listed above. We mainly need the

corresponding Robba rings in the following fashion:

Π̆r
H, Π̆I

H, Π̆∞
H , Π̆H,

and

Πr
H, ΠI

H, Π∞
H , ΠH.

Setting 8.3.3. The Hodge-Iwasawa modules we considered and studied are basically over the

corresponding deformed version of the corresponding period rings we recalled above over

some affinoid algebra A over the base field E as in [XT2]:

Π̆r
H,A, Π̆I

H,A, Π̆∞
H,A, Π̆H,A,

and

Πr
H,A, ΠI

H,A, Π∞
H,A, ΠH,A,

and

Π̃r
H,A, Π̃I

H,A, Π̃∞
H,A, Π̃H,A.
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Recall that we have the following corresponding key categories involved in our study

([XT2]). First we consider the corresponding finite projective objects for any suitable s, r such

that 0 ≤ s ≤ r/pah (for any A such that the corresponding rings building the correspond-

ing Fargues-Fontaine curve namely the perfect Robba rings with respect to some intervals are

sheafy as adic rings):

A. Look at the corresponding space Spa(H0, H+
0 ) which is the corresponding base of the tower,

then we have the corresponding category of all the Frobenius sheaves over the pro-étale site

of this space over the sheaf of ring Π̃Spa(H0,H+
0 )proét,A. Here the Frobenius will be chosen in our

situation to be ϕa;

B. We look at the same space as in the previous item, and we look at the corresponding category

of the Frobenius bundles over the corresponding sheaf of ring Π̃Spa(H0,H+
0 )proét,A;

C. We look at the same base space and then the corresponding sheaf of ring Π̃
[s,r]
Spa(H0,H+

0 )proét,A
for

s ≤ r/pah, we then have the category of the corresponding finite projective Frobenius modules

over the period rings in this setting;

D. We then have the corresponding finite projective modules over the period ring Π̃H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

E. We then have the corresponding finite projective bundles over the period ring Π̃H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

F. We then have the corresponding finite projective modules over the period ring Π̃
[s,r]
H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ), 0 ≤ s ≤ r/pah;

G. We then have the corresponding finite projective modules over the period ring ΠH,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

H. We then have the corresponding finite projective bundles over the period ring ΠH,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

I. We then have the corresponding finite projective modules over the period ring Π
[s,r]
H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ), 0 ≤ s ≤ r/pah;

J. We then have the corresponding finite projective modules over the period ring Π̆H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

K. We then have the corresponding finite projective bundles over the period ring Π̆H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

L. We then have the corresponding finite projective modules over the period ring Π̆
[s,r]
H,A, carry-
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ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ), 0 ≤ s ≤ r/pah;

M. We have the corresponding adic version of the corresponding Fargues-Fontaine curve FF
H
′
∞,A.

And we can consider the corresponding category of Γ-equivariant quasi-coherent locally free

sheaves over this adic version of Fargues-Fontaine curve, and we assume the corresponding Γ-

equivariant action to be semilinear and continuous over each Γ-equivariant affinoid subspace.

Remark 8.3.4. One has to be careful when one would like to define the objects in A, B, C which

could be compared to the other objects. One needs to consider the corresponding locally finite

projective objects instead of locally finite free objects.

Then we have:

Proposition 8.3.5.

(See [XT2, Proposition 5.44], after Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 5.7.4]) The categories described above

are equivalent to each other.

Then we consider the corresponding pseudocoherent objects, where we further assume that

the corresponding ring RH is now F-(finite projective) (for any A such that the corresponding

rings building the corresponding Fargues-Fontaine curve namely the perfect Robba rings with

respect to some intervals are sheafy as adic rings).

A. Look at the corresponding space Spa(H0, H+
0 ) which is the corresponding base of the tower,

then we have the corresponding category of all the Frobenius sheaves over the pro-étale site

of this space over the sheaf of ring Π̃Spa(H0,H+
0 )proét,A. Here the Frobenius will be chosen in our

situation to be ϕa;

B. We look at the same space as in the previous item, and we look at the corresponding category

of the Frobenius bundles over the corresponding sheaf of ring Π̃Spa(H0,H+
0 )proét,A;

C. We look at the same base space and then the corresponding sheaf of ring Π̃
[s,r]
Spa(H0,H+

0 )proét,A
for

s ≤ r/pah, we then have the category of the corresponding pseudocoherent Frobenius modules

over the period rings in this setting;

D. We then have the corresponding pseudocoherent modules over the period ring Π̃H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

E. We then have the corresponding pseudocoherent bundles over the period ring Π̃H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

F. We then have the corresponding pseudocoherent modules over the period ring Π̃
[s,r]
H,A, carry-
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ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ), 0 ≤ s ≤ r/pah;

G. We then have the corresponding pseudocoherent modules over the period ring ΠH,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

H. We then have the corresponding pseudocoherent bundles over the period ring ΠH,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

I. We then have the corresponding pseudocoherent modules over the period ring Π
[s,r]
H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ), 0 ≤ s ≤ r/pah;

J. We then have the corresponding pseudocoherent modules over the period ring Π̆H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

K. We then have the corresponding pseudocoherent bundles over the period ring Π̆H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

L. We then have the corresponding pseudocoherent modules over the period ring Π̆
[s,r]
H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ), 0 ≤ s ≤ r/pah;

M. We have the corresponding adic version of the corresponding Fargues-Fontaine curve FF
H
′
∞,A.

And we can consider the corresponding category of pseudocoherent sheaves over this adic ver-

sion of Fargues-Fontaine curve.

Remark 8.3.6. One has to be careful when one would like to define the objects in A, B, C which

could be compared to the other objects. One needs to consider the corresponding locally pseu-

docoherent objects instead of locally pseudocoherent objects. Moreover in this current setting

locally we have to impose p-adic functional analytic conditions on the pseudocoherent objects

when one would like to do the localization in different topologies.

Then we have:

Proposition 8.3.7.

(See [XT2, Proposition 5.51], after Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 5.9.4]) The categories described above

are equivalent to each other.

Proposition 8.3.8. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 5.9.4]) The categories above are abelian.

Proof. By our assumption the corresponding ring Π̆
[s,r]
H,A is coherent.

At least in the corresponding finite projective situation, we also have some comparison on

the corresponding objects in the logarithmic setting:
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Proposition 8.3.9. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.4.11]) Let (H, H+) be the one of the corre-

sponding logarithmic towers we encountered in the previous section, we then have the following cate-

gories are basically equivalent:

A. Look at the corresponding space Spa(H0, H+
0 ) which is the corresponding base of the tower, then we

have the corresponding category of all the Frobenius sheaves over the pro-étale site of this space over the

sheaf of ring Π̃Spa(H0,H+
0 )prokét,A. Here the Frobenius will be chosen in our situation to be ϕa;

B. We look at the same space as in the previous item, and we look at the corresponding category of the

Frobenius bundles over the corresponding sheaf of ring Π̃Spa(H0,H+
0 )prokét,A;

C. We look at the same base space and then the corresponding sheaf of ring Π̃
[s,r]
Spa(H0,H+

0 )prokét,A
for

s ≤ r/pah, we then have the category of the corresponding finite projective Frobenius modules over

the period rings in this setting.

Proof. This is because the corresponding log perfectoid affinoids form a basis of the correspond-

ing pro-Kummer étale site (see the corresponding development in [DLLZ2, Chapter 5.3]).

Proposition 8.3.10. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 5.7.4]) Let (H, H+) be the one of the cor-

responding logarithmic towers we encountered in the previous section. Then we have the following

categories of Hodge-Iwasawa modules are equivalent:

D. We then have the corresponding finite projective modules over the period ring Π̃H,A, carrying the

corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

E. We then have the corresponding finite projective bundles over the period ring Π̃H,A, carrying the

corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

F. We then have the corresponding finite projective modules over the period ring Π̃
[s,r]
H,A, carrying the

corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ), 0 ≤ s ≤ r/pah;

G. We then have the corresponding finite projective modules over the period ring ΠH,A, carrying the

corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

H. We then have the corresponding finite projective bundles over the period ring ΠH,A, carrying the

corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

I. We then have the corresponding finite projective modules over the period ring Π
[s,r]
H,A, carrying the

corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ), 0 ≤ s ≤ r/pah;

J. We then have the corresponding finite projective modules over the period ring Π̆H,A, carrying the

corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);
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K. We then have the corresponding finite projective bundles over the period ring Π̆H,A, carrying the

corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

L. We then have the corresponding finite projective modules over the period ring Π̆
[s,r]
H,A, carrying the

corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ), 0 ≤ s ≤ r/pah.

Proof. The vertical comparison along changing the corresponding ring with respect to the ac-

cents was established in proposition 8.2.20. Then to compare the corresponding objects in the

remaining cases see [KL2, Theorem 5.7.4] and [XT2, Proposition 5.44].

In Iwaswa theory, the corresponding aspects of Hodge-Iwasawa theory will usually hap-

pen over some Fréchet-Stein algebras. Here we will use some geometric language which is

different from the situation we considered in our previous work. We now first consider the

corresponding commutative setting. We use the notation X to denote a general Stein space:

X :=
⋃

n

Xn

regarded as a general quasi-Stein adic space in the corresponding context of [KL2, Chapter 2.6].

Then we have the corresponding sheaf will be organized in the following sense:

OX := lim
←−

n

OXn . (8.3.1)

Therefore we will correspondingly consider the period rings over the corresponding spaces

taking the form of X as above. We assume each OXn satisfies the corresponding assumption as

that for the ring A as discussed above.

Definition 8.3.11. For any ring R (commutative) which could be written as the corresponding

inverse system lim
←−n

Rn. We call the projective system of modules over R as a projective system

{Mn}n of all modules Mn over Rn for each n ≥ 0.

A. Look at the corresponding space Spa(H0, H+
0 ) which is the corresponding base of the tower,

then we have the corresponding category of all the projective systems of the Frobenius sheaves

over the pro-étale site of this space over the sheaf of ring Π̃Spa(H0,H+
0 )proét,lim←−n

OXn
. Here the Frobe-

nius will be chosen in our situation to be ϕa;

B. We look at the same space as in the previous item, and we look at the corresponding cate-

gory of all the projective systems of the Frobenius bundles over the corresponding sheaf of ring
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Π̃Spa(H0,H+
0 )proét,lim←−n

OXn
;

C. We look at the same base space and then the corresponding sheaf of ring

Π̃
[s,r]
Spa(H0,H+

0 )proét,lim←−n
OXn

for s ≤ r/pah , we then have the category of the projective systems of

corresponding finite projective Frobenius modules over the period rings in this setting;

D. We then have the corresponding projective systems of finite projective modules over the

period ring Π̃H,lim
←−n

OXn
, carrying the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

E. We then have the corresponding projective systems of finite projective bundles over the pe-

riod ring Π̃H,lim
←−n

OXn
, carrying the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

F. We then have the corresponding projective systems of finite projective modules over the pe-

riod ring Π̃
[s,r]
H,lim
←−n

OXn
, carrying the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

G. We then have the corresponding projective systems of finite projective modules over the

period ring ΠH,lim
←−n

OXn
, carrying the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

H. We then have the corresponding projective systems of finite projective bundles over the pe-

riod ring ΠH,lim
←−n

OXn
, carrying the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

I. We then have the corresponding projective systems of finite projective modules over the pe-

riod ring Π
[s,r]
H,lim
←−n

OXn
, carrying the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

J. We then have the corresponding projective systems of finite projective modules over the pe-

riod ring Π̆H,lim
←−n

OXn
, carrying the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

K. We then have the corresponding projective systems of finite projective bundles over the pe-

riod ring Π̆H,lim
←−n

OXn
, carrying the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

L. We then have the corresponding projective systems of finite projective modules over the pe-

riod ring Π̆
[s,r]
H,lim
←−n

OXn
, carrying the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

M. We have the corresponding adic version of the corresponding Fargues-Fontaine curve FF
H
′
∞,lim
←−n

OXn
.

And we can consider the corresponding category of the projective systems of Γ-equivariant

quasi-coherent locally free sheaves over this adic version of Fargues-Fontaine curve, and we

assume the corresponding Γ-equivariant action to be semilinear and continuous over each Γ-

equivariant affinoid subspace.

Then we have:

Proposition 8.3.12.

(See [XT2, Theorem 4.11], after Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 5.7.4]) The categories described above
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are equivalent to each other.

For the pseudocoherent setting we have the following categories:

A. Look at the corresponding space Spa(H0, H+
0 ) which is the corresponding base of the tower,

then we have the corresponding category of all the projective systems of the pseudocoherent

Frobenius sheaves over the pro-étale site of this space over the sheaf of ring Π̃Spa(H0,H+
0 )proét,lim←−n

OXn
.

Here the Frobenius will be chosen in our situation to be ϕa;

B. We look at the same space as in the previous item, and we look at the corresponding category

of all the projective systems of the pseudocoherent Frobenius bundles over the corresponding

sheaf of ring Π̃Spa(H0,H+
0 )proét,lim←−n

OXn
;

C. We look at the same base space and then the corresponding sheaf of ring

Π̃
[s,r]
Spa(H0,H+

0 )proét,lim←−n
OXn

for s ≤ r/pah , we then have the category of the projective systems of

corresponding pseudocoherent Frobenius modules over the period rings in this setting;

D. We then have the corresponding projective systems of pseudocoherent modules over the

period ring Π̃H,lim
←−n

OXn
, carrying the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

E. We then have the corresponding projective systems of pseudocoherent bundles over the pe-

riod ring Π̃H,lim
←−n

OXn
, carrying the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

F. We then have the corresponding projective systems of pseudocoherent modules over the pe-

riod ring Π̃
[s,r]
H,lim
←−n

OXn
, carrying the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

G. We then have the corresponding projective systems of pseudocoherent modules over the

period ring ΠH,lim
←−n

OXn
, carrying the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

H. We then have the corresponding projective systems of pseudocoherent bundles over the pe-

riod ring ΠH,lim
←−n

OXn
, carrying the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

I. We then have the corresponding projective systems of pseudocoherent modules over the pe-

riod ring Π
[s,r]
H,lim
←−n

OXn
, carrying the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

J. We then have the corresponding projective systems of pseudocoherent modules over the pe-

riod ring Π̆H,lim
←−n

OXn
, carrying the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

K. We then have the corresponding projective systems of pseudocoherent bundles over the pe-

riod ring Π̆H,lim
←−n

OXn
, carrying the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

L. We then have the corresponding projective systems of pseudocoherent modules over the pe-

riod ring Π̆
[s,r]
H,lim
←−n

OXn
, carrying the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

M. We have the corresponding adic version of the corresponding Fargues-Fontaine curve FF
H
′
∞,lim
←−n

OXn
.
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And we can consider the corresponding category of the projective systems of Γ-equivariant

pseudocoherent sheaves over this adic version of Fargues-Fontaine curve, and we assume the

corresponding Γ-equivariant action to be semilinear and continuous over each Γ-equivariant

affinoid subspace.

Then we have:

Proposition 8.3.13.

(See [XT2, Theorem 4.11], after Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 5.9.6]) The categories described above

are equivalent to each other. And they are actually abelian.

8.3.2 The Cohomologies of Hodge-Iwasawa Modules

We then define the corresponding Herr style cohomology in our current deformed setting for

the corresponding. Note that the corresponding cohomology over the corresponding Fréchet-

Stein algebras are very important in the study of Iwasawa conjectures and the corresponding

p-adic Tamagawa number conjectures.

First keep the following setting:

Setting 8.3.14. We use the notation (H, H+) to denote the corresponding tower in our situation.

Here we assume that (H, H+) is finite étale, noetherian, weakly-decompleting, decompleting,

Galois with the Galois topological group Γ. We also then follow the corresponding setting of

[KL2, Hypothesis 3.1.1]. And fix some a > 0 positive integer.

A. Look at the corresponding space Spa(H0, H+
0 ) which is the corresponding base of the tower,

then we have the corresponding category of all the Frobenius sheaves over the pro-étale site

of this space over the sheaf of ring Π̃Spa(H0,H+
0 )proét,A. Here the Frobenius will be chosen in our

situation to be ϕa;

Definition 8.3.15. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 4.4.4]) For the category in the above

(and the corresponding setting in pseudocoherent situation) we define the corresponding com-

plex C•ϕ(M) of any objectM as the corresponding hypercomplex of the following complex for
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just the Frobenius operator:

0 //////M
ϕa−1 //////M ////// 0.

B. We look at the same space as in the previous item, and we look at the corresponding category

of the Frobenius bundles over the corresponding sheaf of ring Π̃Spa(H0,H+
0 )proét,A;

C. We look at the same base space and then the corresponding sheaf of ring Π̃
[s,r]
Spa(H0,H+

0 )proét,A
for

s ≤ r/pah, we then have the category of the corresponding finite projective Frobenius modules

over the period rings in this setting;

Definition 8.3.16. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 4.4.4]) For the three categories in the

above (and the corresponding setting in pseudocoherent situation) we define the correspond-

ing complex C•ϕ(M) of any objectM as the corresponding hypercomplex of the following com-

plex for just the Frobenius operator:

0 //////M //////M⊗
Π̃

[s,r]

Spa(H0,H+
0 )proét,A

Π̃
[s,r/pah]

Spa(H0,H+
0 )proét,A

////// 0.

D. We then have the corresponding finite projective modules over the period ring Π̃H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

E. We then have the corresponding finite projective bundles over the period ring Π̃H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

F. We then have the corresponding finite projective modules over the period ring Π̃
[s,r]
H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

G. We then have the corresponding finite projective modules over the period ring ΠH,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

H. We then have the corresponding finite projective bundles over the period ring ΠH,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

I. We then have the corresponding finite projective modules over the period ring Π
[s,r]
H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

J. We then have the corresponding finite projective modules over the period ring Π̆H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

K. We then have the corresponding finite projective bundles over the period ring Π̆H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);
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L. We then have the corresponding finite projective modules over the period ring Π̆
[s,r]
H,A, carry-

ing the corresponding action coming from (ϕa, Γ);

Definition 8.3.17. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 5.7.9]) For the categories (except for

the corresponding bundles) in the above (and the corresponding setting in pseudocoherent

situation) we define the corresponding complex C•ϕ,Γ(M) of any objectM as the corresponding

totalization of the following complex:

0 ////// C•Γ(M)
ϕa−1 ////// C•Γ(M) // //// 0.

or

0 ////// C•Γ(M)
ϕa−1// //// C•Γ(M)⊗ ∆ ////// 0,

respectively for different situations in the above where ∆ ∈ {Π̆
[s,r/pah]
H,A , Π

[s,r/pah]
H,A , Π̃

[s,r/pah]
H,A }.

M. We have the corresponding adic version of the corresponding Fargues-Fontaine curve FF
H
′
∞,A.

And we can consider the corresponding category of Γ-equivariant quasi-coherent locally free

sheaves over this adic version of Fargues-Fontaine curve (with the deformation from the alge-

bra A), and we assume the corresponding Γ-equivariant action to be semilinear and continuous

over each Γ-equivariant affinoid subspace.

Definition 8.3.18. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2]) For the categories in the above we define the

corresponding complex C•Γ(M) of any object M as the corresponding hypercomplex of the

complex C•Γ(M). In pseudocoherent situation, we have the parallel definition.

Remark 8.3.19. Although we will not basically repeat the corresponding construction of the

cohomology as above, but all the definitions on the corresponding cohomologies could be

translated to the corresponding construction for the corresponding logarithmic setting and the

corresponding Fréchet-Stein context we considered seriously above.

Based on the corresponding comparison theorem above we can actually consider the cor-

responding comparison between the corresponding cohomologies. The corresponding state-

ments will take the following forms:

Proposition 8.3.20. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Theorem 5.7.10]) Suppose we have a corresponding

finite projective module M over ΠH,A carrying the corresponding action of (ϕa, Γ), and we use the
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notation M̆ and M̃ to be the corresponding base change of M from the original base ring to the ring

being one of Π̆H,A and Π̃H,A respectively. Then we have the following three complexes are mutually

quasi-isomorphic:

C•ϕ,Γ(M), C•ϕ,Γ(M̆), C•ϕ,Γ(M̃). (8.3.2)

Proposition 8.3.21. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Theorem 5.7.10]) Suppose we have a corresponding

finite projective moduleM over ΠH,lim
←−n

OXn
carrying the corresponding action of (ϕa, Γ), and we use

the notation M̆ and M̃ to be the corresponding base change ofM from the original base ring to the ring

being one of Π̆H,lim
←−n

OXn
and Π̃H,lim

←−n
OXn

respectively. Then we have the following three complexes are

mutually quasi-isomorphic:

C•ϕ,Γ(M), C•ϕ,Γ(M̆), C•ϕ,Γ(M̃). (8.3.3)

As in [KL2] starting from a corresponding finite projective module carrying the correspond-

ing (ϕa, Γ)-structure, one can compare the corresponding cohomologies of modules over the

full Robba rings with those of those modules over some Robba rings with respect to some

intervals.

Proposition 8.3.22. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Theorem 5.7.11]) DescendM

which is a finite projective module over ΠH,A carrying the action of (ϕa, Γ) to the corresponding Robba

ring Π
r0
H,A for some specific positive radius r0 > 0. Then as in the previous proposition we consider the

corresponding base change of the moduleM to the corresponding Robba rings Π̆
[s,r]
H,A for 0 < s ≤ r ≤ r0

with that s ≤ r/pah , and to the corresponding Robba rings Π̃
[s,r]
H,A. We denote these two modules by M̆

and M̃. Then for sufficiently large integer m ≥ 0 suppose we consider the following three complexes:

0 ////// C•Γ(M̆[s,r])
ϕa−1////// C•Γ(M̆[s,r/pah]) ////// 0,

0 ////// C•Γ(M̃[s,r])
ϕa−1////// C•Γ(M̃[s,r/pah]) ////// 0,

0 ////// ϕ−amC•Γ(M[s/pahm,r/pahm])
ϕa−1////// ϕ−amC•Γ(M[s/pahm,r/pah(m+1)])

////// 0.

Then we have that these three complexes and the corresponding complex C•ϕ,Γ(M) are quasi-isomorphic

to each other.

Proof. See [KL2, Theorem 5.7.11].
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Remark 8.3.23. We want to mention here that actually the corresponding context should work

in general for the tower which is finite étale but not actually Galois. Although in our previous

work [XT2] we only considered the corresponding towers which are required to be Galois with

respect to some Galois topological group Γ.
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8.4 Applications to General Analytic Spaces

8.4.1 Contact with Rigid Analytic Spaces

We now consider the corresponding context of more global geometric objects, over smooth

proper rigid analytic spaces. We certainly will consider very general coefficients namely the

corresponding affinoid algebras in the same framework. The two considerations happen to

carry the same context coming from the corresponding rigid analytic spaces, but more strictly

speaking they will interact in certain situations such as when we look at some nonabelian quo-

tient of the profinite fundamental groups.

We basically consider the following context, where X will be a corresponding smooth proper

rigid analytic space over some analytic field K. Here we assume that the corresponding ana-

lytic field K is containing the p-adic number field Qp. The affinoid algebra A over Qp in the

following discussion is assumed to be sousperfectoid as those considered in [KH]. Then we

can consider the following category.

Definition 8.4.1. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 8.10.1]) We use the corresponding nota-

tion D
pseudo,Π̃[s,r]

X,A
(0 < s ≤ r/pa) to denote the corresponding category of all the pseudocoherent

Π̃
[s,r]
X,A sheaves, which is regarded as a subcategory of the corresponding category of all the cor-

responding sheaves over Π̃
[s,r]
X,A, in the corresponding pro-étale topology.

Also we have the following category of all the (ϕa, Γ) over the space X as in the above:

Definition 8.4.2. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 8.10.5]) We use the corresponding no-

tation Dpseudo,ϕa,Π̃X,A
to denote the corresponding category of all the pseudocoherent Π̃X,A

sheaves carrying the corresponding Frobenius operator ϕa, which is regarded as a subcategory

of the corresponding category of all the corresponding sheaves over Π̃X,A, in the corresponding

pro-étale topology.

Proposition 8.4.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Theorem 8.10.6]) The corresponding category Dpseudo,ϕa,Π̃X,A

is abelian, where the corresponding kernels and cokernels are compatible with the corresponding category

of all the sheaves of Π̃X,A-modules over the corresponding pro-étale site.

Proof. Locally the corresponding object in this category will be ϕa-sheaf in the corresponding

category Dpseudo,ϕa,Π̃X0,A
where X0 is a smooth affinoid subspace. We then deduce the corre-

sponding Γ-action will be realized by the corresponding Galois group of the corresponding
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toric tower. Then by the comparison we established in the above, we can have the chance to di-

rectly compare this to the corresponding (ϕa, Γ)-module over the ring Π̆H,A for some restricted

tower H, which implies the corresponding result since this ring is coherent.

8.4.2 Contact with k∆-Analytic Spaces

In this section we are going to consider the corresponding k∆-analytic space in the sense of

[DFN, Part I Chapter I]. The corresponding ∆ was denoted by H in [DFN, Part I Chapter I],

namely a commutative multiplication group satisfying the corresponding relation:

|k×| ⊂ H ⊂ R×+.

Here for k we assume that this is an analytic field of characteristic 0. Then we are going to use

the notation ∆ to denote a corresponding commutative multiplicative group such that we have

the following:

|k×| ⊂ ∆ ⊂ R×+.

Recall from [DFN, Part I Chapter I.3] we have the corresponding notation of k∆-affinoid al-

gebras and k∆-affinoid spaces. These are basically the corresponding non-strictly generalization

of the corresponding strictly affinoid algebras and the corresponding spectrum. For instance

the corresponding k∆-affinoid algebras are defined to be those taking the corresponding form

coming form the admissible quotient from some algebra taking the form of:

k{T1/x1, ..., Td/xd}

for xi ∈ ∆ and i = 1, ..., d. Then we have the corresponding notion from this of the affinoid

spaces from some suitable geometric point of view, we will use the language of adic spaces as

in [KL2]. So we define:

Definition 8.4.4. (After Temkin, [DFN, Part I Chapter I.3]) We define the corresponding k∆-

affinoid spaces as the corresponding adic space associated some k∆-affinoid algebra R. Note

that this is endowed with the structure sheaf OSpa(R,R+).

Then as in [DFN, Part I Chapter I] we can define the corresponding general k∆-analytic

spaces as in the following:
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Definition 8.4.5. (After Temkin, [DFN, Part I Chapter I.3]) We define a general k∆-analytic space

to be an adic space X which could be covered by an atlas forming by the corresponding k∆-

analytic affinoid spaces.

We would like to study the corresponding properties of the corresponding sheaves over

a general k∆-analytic space X as in [KL2]. And certainly eventually we contact with the cor-

responding Hodge-Iwasawa theory. But we would like to further make some further more

detailed discussion around the current generalized context.

Remark 8.4.6. We should mention that we reproduce many key arguments following [KL2,

Chapter 8] in the following presentation of the parallel results to [KL2, Chapter 8]. However, if

one really wants to work with some larger base field (by taking the valuation group even up to

R×+), then one should be able to simplified many arguments below.

Remark 8.4.7. The corresponding desingularization result from Temkin (as in the context of

[KL2, Remark 8.1.2]) in our situation namely we can desingularize a corresponding k∆-affinoid

algebra A by the corresponding excellence of this algebra as in [DFN, Part I Chapter I Fact

3.1.2.1]. Namely in the category of schemes we can choose a map with smooth domain Y →

SpecA which will have the corresponding analytification in the categories of all the k∆-affinoid

algebras, again with smooth domain.

Then we consider the corresponding correspondence with the Ax-Sen-Tate style result in

our context by using the corresponding pro-étale site. So we use the notation fproét to denote

the corresponding morphism fproét : Xproét → X.

Proposition 8.4.8. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Theorem 8.2.3]) Suppose we have that the k∆-analytic

space X is seminormal. Then we have the corresponding isomorphism OX
∼
→ fproét,∗ÔX . On the other

hand this isomorphism will also imply that the corresponding space X is essentially seminormal.

Proof. We follow the proof of [KL2, Theorem 8.2.3], which proves the smooth situation first and

then proves the corresponding general cases by considering the corresponding desingulariza-

tion. If k is perfectoid and the space X is smooth and affinoid, which as in [KL2, Theorem 8.2.3]

could be directly proved by relating to the corresponding restricted toric towers, then the corre-

sponding result follows from [KL2, Theorem 8.2.3]. Then to remove the corresponding current

assumption on the prefectoidness we just consider the corresponding prefectoidization k1 of k
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and the corresponding uniform completion of k2 := k1⊗k k1, and we consider the base changes

of X (affinoid) to the corresponding k1 and k2 to form the following short exact sequence:

0 // //// X ////// X ⊗ k1 ////// X ⊗ k2.

Then as in [KL2, Theorem 8.2.3] one further reduces to the corresponding situation around the

fields. Finally to consider the general space X we consider the corresponding desingulariza-

tion as in remark 8.4.7 to consider some smooth space Y which maps under h say to X, then

by considering the corresponding pullbacks of perfectoid subdomain one can basically up to

such desingularization compare to have the desired isomorphism by the smooth case as above.

After this one considers the fact that seminormality implies that we have the isomorphism

OX
∼
→ h∗OY, which finishes the proof in this case. Then conversely if we have the correspond-

ing isomorphism in the statement of the proposition, then we choose the corresponding semi-

normalization Xseminor of X which then finishes the corresponding proof as in [KL2, Theorem

8.2.3].

Proposition 8.4.9. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Corollary 8.2.4]) When we consider the correspond-

ing vector bundle V over X which is assumed to be seminormal, we will have then the corresponding

isomorphism:

V
∼
−→ fproét,∗ f ∗proétV.

Proof. From the previous proposition.

Proposition 8.4.10. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Lemma 8.2.7]) Let X be seminormal, and consider

any coherent subsheaf of any locally finite free OX-module V, which is denoted by W. We then have the

following identity:

W = fproét,∗Image( f ∗proétW → f ∗proétV).

Proof. As in [KL2, Lemma 8.2.7], we basically realize the corresponding coherent subsheaf as

the kernel of a map taking the form of V → V ′. Then we have that:

0 // //// Image( f ∗proétW → f ∗proétV) // //// f ∗proétV
// //// f ∗proétV

′.

is exact sequence. Then the previous proposition directly show the corresponding identity after

taking the corresponding pushforward along the canonical morphism for the corresponding

pro-étale site of X.
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Proposition 8.4.11. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Lemma 8.2.8]) Now we consider the following cor-

respondence. Consider a corresponding locally finite free OX-module V over X which is assumed to be

seminormal, and also consider the corresponding locally finite free OX-sheaf f ∗proétV. Then the corre-

sponding functor W → Image( f ∗proétW → f ∗proétV) will establish an equivalence between the coherent

subsheaves of V and the coherent subsheaves of its pullbacks.

Proof. One can finish the proof as in the proof of [KL2, Lemma 8.2.8]. To recall the argument,

we briefly present the proof for the readers. The corresponding fully faithfulness comes from

the previous proposition. For the essential surjectivity as in [KL2, Lemma 8.2.8] we first con-

sider the corresponding smooth case, which could be then reduced to the [KL2, Lemma 8.2.6]

by relating to the corresponding restricted toric tower. In general the argument is by consider-

ing any decreasing sequence of ideal of OX whose pullback will basically contain some given

ideal B in ÔX . We denote this sequence by {Ai}i. Then for each Ai choose some finite free Ci

which maps to Ai, and one can basically consider the corresponding inverse image of B in the

pullback of Ci which could be denoted by Bi, which corresponds to by the previous smooth

case a coherent subsheaf of the Ci. Now considering further pushforwarding this into ÔX we

will have Bi+1. Now we have if Ai+1 = Ai for some i ≥ 1 then we have that B = Bi. However

this will eventually be the case by the corresponding noetherian property.

Proposition 8.4.12. (After Kedlaya-Liu)

([KL2, Proposition 8.2.9, Corollary 8.2.10, Corollary 8.2.11]) A. When we have that X is seminor-

mal, we will have that the corresponding functor f ∗proét establishes embedding from the category of co-

herent sheaves over OX to the category of pseudocoherent sheaves over ÔX , which is fully faithful and

exact. B. And for any coherent sheaf F over any analytic k∆-space, then the tensoring with F will then

establish a functor on the category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over ÔX which is an endofunctor,

here X could be allowed to be more general by considering the corresponding seminormalization. C.

Over X which is again assumed to be seminormal, then we have the injective map f ∗proét fproét,∗V →֒ V

from any locally finite free sheaf V over ÔX.

Proof. See [KL2, Proposition 8.2.9, Corollary 8.2.10, Corollary 8.2.11].

Then building on the basic facts from [KL2, Lemma 8.2.12, Corollary 8.2.15] on the corre-

sponding restricted toric towers, we can now study the corresponding categories of the corre-

spondingOX-sheaves.
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Setting 8.4.13. We now assume we are working over X = Spa(L, L+) which is seminormal and

affinoid. And consider (H•, H+
• ) which is assumed to be a perfectoid and finite étale tower

over the base X. Take any ideal l ⊂ L we can form the corresponding quotient L := L/JL and

Ω := H∞/JH∞.

We first have the following:

Proposition 8.4.14. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Lemma 8.3.3]) The map L→ H∞ is faithfully flat.

Proof. See [KL2, Lemma 8.3.3].

Proposition 8.4.15. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Lemma 8.3.4]) Γ-modules over the quotient Ω sat-

isfy the following property. The finitely generatedness of any M of such corresponding modules as such

could be promoted to be finite projective one if one works over Ωe with Me, where e exists as an element

in L which is not mapped to zero divisors in the quotients L and Ω.

Proof. The corresponding proof is basically parallel to [KL2]. To achieve so we consider the

corresponding construction as in the following. First we consider the corresponding minimal

ideals of L containing the prescribed ideal l. Then for each of such ideal p (finitely many)

we look at the Fitting ideal Fittk no contained in this prime (for minimized such k), choose any

element in Fittk− p, then this will do the job that the corresponding base change of M to (L/l)ep

will be finite projective the reasonable quotient. Then to integrate all the information along all

such minimal primes we consider for each pair p 6= q and choose any element ep 6=q. Finally just

put e to be ∑p ep ∏p 6=q ep 6=q.

The following will be crucial in the understanding of the corresponding category of all the

ÔX-sheaves over some k∆-analytic space X.

Proposition 8.4.16. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Proposition 8.3.5]) Suppose over the ring H∞, we

have a finite module which is carrying additionally the structure of Γ-module. Denote this by M. Then

this is automatically pseudocoherent and more importantly étale-stably pseudocoherent.

Proof. This is a nontrivial result around the Γ-modules. We recall the argument in [KL2, Propo-

sition 8.3.5] in the following, which will prove our result in our current generalized context.

First the ideal is using the corresponding noetherian reduction along some prescribed ideal

l ⊂ L. As in [KL2, Proposition 8.3.5] we reduce ourselves to the situation where L is reduced
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and connected. To perform the argument, one first chooses some element e ∈ L as in the pre-

vious proposition such that the statement of the previous proposition hold. Then consider all

the corresponding e-torsions over L which is denoted by C. After applying the corresponding

induction hypothesis we have for M/C that the corresponding M/C/eM/C is then pseudoco-

herent (not known to be strictly or so on). And consider the fact that (M/C)e = Me and M/C[e]

is trivial, we have then as in [KL2, Proposition 8.3.5, Lemma 1.5.8] that MC is then pseudoco-

herent (again not known to be strictly or so on). But then this implies the torsion part is then

finitely generated, which is killed by some power of e up to some power h for instance. Then

repeat considering using the corresponding induction hypothesis we can show that the whole

module M is then pseudocoherent (again not known to be strictly or so on) by considering the

quotient ex−1C/exC for x = 0, ..., h. Then to consider the corresponding strictly pseudocoher-

ence, we play with then the kernel along some finite free cover of M, which is assumed to be

linear over the ring L. Then consider kernel and complete the kernel, then apply the corre-

sponding previous paragraph to show that the quotient of M by this kernel is pseudocoherent,

which by [KL2, Corollary 1.2.11] shows that this kernel is actually complete initially, which

shows that the corresponding strictly pseudocoherent (not known to be étale-stably pseudoco-

herent). To finish relate the étale map out of the period ring to some step in the tower, which

shows by the previous argument above we are done.

We now choose to consider the corresponding parallel discussion as above but for the Robba

ring taking the form of Π̃H and the corresponding related Robba rings. The order of our dis-

cussion is different from [KL2], where we will study the corresponding categories of pseudo-

coherent sheaves over ÔX and Π̃X together after we finish more concrete local study. Consider

at this moment X which is affinoid defined over a perfectoid field k, and consider (H•, H+
• ) a

finite étale perfectoid tower as in [KL2].

Proposition 8.4.17. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Lemma 8.7.3]) Consider the ring Π̃
[s,r]
H and consider

any Γ-stable nonzero ideal of this ring. Then we have that this is basically containing some nonzero

element in Π̃H.

Proof. Since over a corresponding restricted toric tower this is just the same as in the proof

of [KL2, Lemma 8.7.3] we will not repeat it. And then one can follow the strategy to tackle

more general situation by looking at the corresponding Π̃
[s,r]
X -sheaf of module associated to the
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quotient of Π̃
[s,r]
H by the ideal given. Then by applying the previous case one can finish the

proof.

Proposition 8.4.18. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Corollary 8.7.4]) Consider the ring Π̃
[s,r]
H and con-

sider any Γ-module which is now assumed to be finite generated over this ring. Then we can find an

element such that inverting this element over the base ring the module will be finite projective.

Proof. See [KL2, Corollary 8.7.4].

Proposition 8.4.19. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Proposition 8.8.9]) Under the same condition as in

[KL2, Proposition 8.8.9], consider the ring Π̃
[s,r]
H and consider an element t which is coprime to all the

images of tθ (see [KL2, Proposition 8.8.9] for the definition of this element) under all the powers of the

Frobenius. By modulo this element any nontrivial ideal of this ring, suppose we have that this ideal will

be same under the two corresponding base change to Π̃
[s,r]
H1 . Then we have that this is just a trivial ideal.

Proof. See [KL2, Proposition 8.8.9].

Proposition 8.4.20. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Corollary 8.8.10]) Under the same condition as in

[KL2, Corollary 8.8.10], consider the ring Π̃
[s,r]
H and consider an element t which is coprime to all the

images of tθ (see [KL2, Corollary 8.8.10] for the definition of this element) under all the powers of the

Frobenius. Then by considering taking the corresponding quotient by this element we will have the

chance to promote finitely generatedness to finite projectivity. Now to be more precise suppose over the

quotient over Π̃
[s,r]
H by this element we have a module which is contained in a finitely generated one and

which carries an action from Γ, then we have that actually this is projective.

Proof. See [KL2, Corollary 8.8.10].

Proposition 8.4.21. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Proposition 8.9.2]) Suppose over the ring Π̃
[s,r]
H

for some 0 < s ≤ r, we have a finite module which is carrying additionally the structure of Γ-module.

Denote this by M. Then this is automatically pseudocoherent and more importantly étale-stably pseu-

docoherent.

Proof. See [KL2, Proposition 8.9.2]. This is actually just parallel to proposition 8.4.16 by using

decomposition of t to supercede the corresponding role of the element e.

After these technical discussion we can now consider the corresponding categories of the

corresponding pseudocoherent sheaves over the ring ÔX and Π̃
[s,r]
X for 0 < s ≤ r. Here now

532



X will be then a general k∆-analytic space. The affinoid algebra A over Qp in the following

discussion is assumed to be sousperfectoid as those considered in [KH].

Definition 8.4.22. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 8.4.1]) We use the corresponding no-

tation Dpseudo,ÔX
to denote the corresponding category of all the pseudocoherent ÔX sheaves

over X (certainly under the corresponding pro-étale site), which is regarded as a subcategory

of the corresponding category of all the corresponding sheaves over ÔX, in the corresponding

pro-étale topology.

Proposition 8.4.23. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Theorem 8.4.3]) The corresponding category Dpseudo,ÔX

is abelian, where the corresponding kernels and cokernels are compatible with the corresponding category

of all the sheaves of ÔX-modules over the corresponding pro-étale site.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the corresponding properties in proposition 8.4.16.

Definition 8.4.24. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 8.10.1]) We use the corresponding no-

tation D
pseudo,Π̃[s,r]

X,A
(0 < s ≤ r/pa) to denote the corresponding category of all the pseudocoher-

ent Π̃
[s,r]
X,A sheaves, which is regarded as a subcategory of the corresponding category of all the

corresponding sheaves over Π̃
[s,r]
X,A, in the corresponding pro-étale topology.

Also we have the following category of all the (ϕa, Γ) over the space X as in the above:

Definition 8.4.25. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Definition 8.10.5]) We use the corresponding no-

tation Dpseudo,ϕa,Π̃X,A
to denote the corresponding category of all the pseudocoherent Π̃X,A

sheaves carrying the corresponding Frobenius operator ϕa, which is regarded as a subcategory

of the corresponding category of all the corresponding sheaves over Π̃X,A, in the corresponding

pro-étale topology.

Proposition 8.4.26. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Theorem 8.10.2]) The corresponding category D
pseudo,Π̃[s,r]

X,A

is abelian, where the corresponding kernels and cokernels are compatible with the corresponding category

of all the sheaves of Π̃
[s,r]
X,A-modules over the corresponding pro-étale site. Here A is just Qp.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the corresponding properties in proposition 8.4.21.

Proposition 8.4.27. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Theorem 8.10.6]) The corresponding category Dpseudo,ϕa,Π̃X,A

is abelian, where the corresponding kernels and cokernels are compatible with the corresponding category

of all the sheaves of Π̃X,A-modules over the corresponding pro-étale site. Here A is just Qp.

533



Proof. See the previous proposition.

Proposition 8.4.28. (After Kedlaya-Liu, [KL2, Theorem 8.10.6])

When X is smooth. The corresponding category Dpseudo,ϕa,Π̃X,A
is abelian, where the corresponding

kernels and cokernels are compatible with the corresponding category of all the sheaves of Π̃X,A-modules

over the corresponding pro-étale site.

Proof. See proposition 8.4.3.

8.4.3 Contact with Arithmetic Riemann-Hilbert Correspondence

We now consider the corresponding setting where the base field is finite extension of Fp((t))

or Qp. The affinoid algebra A over Fp((t)) or Qp in the following discussion is assumed to be

sousperfectoid as those considered in [KH]. And we consider the corresponding setting above

on the corresponding Robba rings.

We would like to take this chance to develop a little bit on the corresponding Hodge-

Iwasawa B-pairs in our context. This was considered by [KP] with some restriction in the

representation theoretic context. Since we would like to discuss the corresponding some tower

where the internal structure is a little bit complicated to handle (although this is definitely

doable). Note that one might want also to have the chance to consider more general tower

contacting with the corresponding Iwasawa theory such as the Lubin-Tate as proposed in [KP].

Definition 8.4.29. (After Kedlaya-Pottharst [KP, Definition 2.17]) Now we first consider more

general rigid analytic spaces. Let X be a rigid analytic space over a finite extension E of Qp or

Fp((t)). Now we consider the corresponding sheaves BdR,X,A, Be,X,A and B+
dR,X,A which are

defined in the following way. For each of the corresponding perfectoid subdomain Y of the

space X in our situation the corresponding rings BdR,X,A(Y), Be,X,A(Y) and B+
dR,X,A(Y) are

defined as in the following. So the corresponding map YA → ProjPX,A(Y) will by consider-

ing the corresponding zero locus define a closed subscheme in the corresponding deformed

schematic Fargues-Fontaine curve by A. Here in more detail this is just the corresponding map

YA → ProjPY♭,A. Then we consider the corresponding open complement subspace by removing

this subscheme, whose coordinate ring will be the ring Be,X,A(Y), then we take the correspond-

ing completion of the corresponding deformed schematic Fargues-Fontaine curve along the
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corresponding closed subscheme to define the corresponding space whose coordinate ring is

B+
dR,X,A(Y), finally taking the corresponding space corresponding to the fiber product of the

open affine subscheme and this completion we can take the corresponding coordinate ring

which is denoted by BdR,X,A(Y). Then we take the corresponding graded rings we can define

the sheaves B+
HT,X,A and BHT,X,A as in [KL2, Definition 8.6.5].

Definition 8.4.30.

(After Tan-Tong, Shimizu [TT, Section 2.1], [Shi, Section 2]) In the very parallel way one can

consider the corresponding cristalline period sheaves (by taking the corresponding completion

in the corresponding de Rham periods above) B+
cris,X,A and Bcris,X,A as in [TT, Section 2.1]. In

the very parallel way one can consider the corresponding semistable period sheaves B+
st,X,A

and Bst,X,A as in [Shi, Section 2].

Then we have the following generalization of Bloch-Kato [BK1] and Nakamura’s [Nakamura1]

fundamental sequences in rigid family:

Lemma 8.4.31. We then have the corresponding Bloch-Kato fundamental sequence which is defined by

the following short exact sequence:

0 ////// Be,X,A
⋂

B+
dR,X,A

// //// Be,X,A
⊕

B+
dR,X,A

////// Be,X,A
⋃

B+
dR,X,A

// //// 0.

Proof. This comes from the corresponding construction directly, for instance see [KL2, Defini-

tion 4.8.2].

Definition 8.4.32.

(After Scholze, Kedlaya-Liu [Sch1, Definition 6.8], [KL2, Definition 8.6.5])

Now we first consider more general rigid analytic spaces. Let X be a rigid analytic space over

a finite extension E of Qp or Fp((t)). Now we consider the corresponding sheaves OBdR,X,A,

OBe,X,A and OB+
dR,X,A which are defined in the following way. OB+

dR,X,A is the sheafication of

the following presheaf. For any perfectoid subdomain taking the form of (Pi)i as rings we con-

sider the corresponding product P+
i ⊗W(κE) W(P♭+), then take the corresponding ̟-adic com-

pletion and invert the corresponding ϕ. Then we consider the corresponding completion along

the ring Pi and the kernel of the map θ. Then taking the limit throughout all i we can define

the corresponding ring OB+
dR,X,A((Pi)i). Then by considering the base change to B+

dR,X,A, one

can define the corresponding ring OB+
dR,X,A. Then by considering the base change to BdR,X,A,
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one can define the corresponding ring OBdR,X,A. Then similarly one can define OBe,X,A. Then

taking the corresponding graded pieces we haveOBHT,X,A andOB+
HT,X,A as in [KL2, Definition

8.6.5].

Definition 8.4.33.

(After Tan-Tong, Shimizu [TT, Section 2.1], [Shi, Section 2]) In the very parallel way one can

consider the corresponding cristalline period sheaves (by taking the corresponding completion

in the corresponding de Rham periods above) OB+
cris,X,A and OBcris,X,A as in [TT, Section 2.1].

In the very parallel way one can consider the corresponding semistable period sheavesOB+
st,X,A

and OBst,X,A as in [Shi, Section 2].

Then we have the following generalization of Bloch-Kato [BK1] and Nakamura’s [Nakamura1]

fundamental sequences in rigid family:

Lemma 8.4.34. For X smooth, we then have the corresponding Bloch-Kato fundamental sequence which

is defined by the following short exact sequence:

0 // //// OBe,X,A
⋂
OB+

dR,X,A
// //// OBe,X,A

⊕
OB+

dR,X,A
////// OBe,X,A

⋃
OB+

dR,X,A
// //// 0.

Proof. In the situation where X is smooth, we do have the corresponding explicit expression for

the pro-étale sheaves, for instance for OB+
dR,X,A and OBdR,X,A one could follow [Sch1, Propo-

sition 6.10] to have the chance to find the corresponding expressions which represents these

rings as formal power series over the rings B+
dR,X,A and BdR,X,A. For the ringOBe,X,A one could

make the parallel argument we will not repeat this again.

Then we can discuss the corresponding B-pairs:

Definition 8.4.35. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL1, Definition 9.3.11])

We now define a B-pair over the corresponding triplet (BdR,X,A, Be,X,A, B+
dR,X,A) is a triplet

(MdR,X,A, Me,X,A, M+
dR,X,A) which are the corresponding finite projective objects over the corre-

sponding rings involved above, such that that we have the following isomorphisms:

MdR,X,A
∼
−→M+

dR,X,A ⊗B+
dR,X,A

BdR,X,A
∼
−→M+

e,X,A ⊗Be,X,A BdR,X,A.

Similarly as in [KL1, Definition 9.4.4] we can define the corresponding cohomology of the B-

pairs by considering the hypercohomology of the following sequence:

0 ////// Me,X,A
⊕

M+
dR,X,A

////// MdR,X,A
// //// 0,
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which is given by subtraction from the first coordinate by the second coordinate in the first

non-zero term in this sequence.

Remark 8.4.36. The finite projective objects mean those ones which are locally finite projective.

Since we are carrying the corresponding coefficient A which is essentially some nontrivial de-

formation, therefore locally on the space X we have to further glue along A in order to really

consider the corresponding finite projective objects which are interesting enough in our devel-

opment.

Then we can discuss the correspondingOB-pairs:

Definition 8.4.37. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL1, Definition 9.3.11])

We now define a OB-pair over the corresponding triplet (OBdR,X,A,OBe,X,A,OB+
dR,X,A) is a

triplet (MdR,X,A, Me,X,A, M+
dR,X,A) which are the corresponding finite projective objects over

the corresponding rings involved above, such that that we have the following isomorphisms:

MdR,X,A
∼
−→M+

dR,X,A ⊗OB+
dR,X,A

OBdR,X,A
∼
−→M+

e,X,A ⊗OBe,X,A OBdR,X,A.

Similarly as in [KL1, Definition 9.4.4] we can define the corresponding cohomology of the B-

pairs by considering the hypercohomology of the following sequence:

0 ////// Me,X,A
⊕

M+
dR,X,A

////// MdR,X,A // //// 0,

which is given by subtraction from the first coordinate by the second coordinate in the first

non-zero term in this sequence.

We now construct the corresponding deformed geometrization of the corresponding Bloch-

Kato exponentials. To do that we consider the following derived functors which are inspired

by [LZ, Theorem 1.5] which could be also dated back to Nakamura’s work [Nakamura2, 2.1] in

the nonderived situation:

Definition 8.4.38. For any B-pair we set the corresponding derived de Rham functor D•dR and

derived Hodge-Tate functor D•HT on the B-pairs as in the following. For any B-pair we set the

corresponding derived cristalline functor D•cris and derived semistable functor D•st on the B-

pairs as in the following. Consider a B-pair (MdR,X,A, Me,X,A, M+
dR,X,A) we have the following

functors:

D•dR(MdR,X,A) := R• fproét,∗MdR,X,A ⊗BdR,X,A OBdR,X,A,
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and

D•HT(MdR,X,A) := R• fproét,∗MdR,X,A ⊗BdR,X,A OBHT,X,A

and

D•cris(MdR,X,A) := R• fproét,∗MdR,X,A ⊗BdR,X,A OBcris,X,A

and

D•st(MdR,X,A) := R• fproét,∗MdR,X,A ⊗BdR,X,A OBst,X,A.

We call that the B-pair de Rham if we have the following isomorphism:

f ∗proét( fproét,∗MdR,X,A ⊗BdR,X,A OBdR,X,A)⊗OBdR,X,A
∼
→MdR,X,A ⊗BdR,X,A OBdR,X,A,

and we call this Hodge-Tate if we have the corresponding similar isomorphism. We will use the

corresponding notation D to denote the corresponding functor on the derived category level.

And we call that the B-pair cristalline if we have the corresponding isomorphism:

f ∗proét( fproét,∗MdR,X,A ⊗OBcris,X,A)⊗OBcris,X,A
∼
→MdR,X,A ⊗BdR,X,A OBcris,X,A.

And we call that the B-pair semi-stable if we have the corresponding isomorphism:

f ∗proét( fproét,∗MdR,X,A ⊗OBst,X,A)⊗OBst,X,A
∼
→MdR,X,A ⊗BdR,X,A OBst,X,A.

Now we address some issues around the corresponding finiteness of the construction get-

ting involved as in the above. First when the space X is smooth and proper over the corre-

sponding base fields, in the situation where A is just Qp we have in this case fproét,*MdR,X,A⊗BdR,X,A

OBdR,X,A of any B-pair is coherent sheaf over OX, which is the consequence of [KL2, Theorem

8.6.2 (a)]. And moreover in this case since the corresponding space is smooth as noted in [KL3,

Definition 10.10] we have that the corresponding existence of the connection ∇ which will en-

sure the corresponding coherent sheaves are also projective modules. We now first consider

the situation where we have the ring A not just Qp in more general situation. Certainly to

study the corresponding B-pairs it will be basically convenient to relate to the corresponding

(ϕ, Γ)-modules as in the earlier work from Kedlaya-Liu and Nakamura. To do so we can first

consider the following higher dimensional generalization of [KP, Theorem 2.18]:

Remark 8.4.39. Note that at this moment here we assume that the corresponding base fields

are of 0 characteristic.
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Proposition 8.4.40. (After Kedlaya-Pottharst [KP, Theorem 2.18]) We look at the two groups of

objects. In the first consideration we look at the corresponding finite locally free sheaves over the corre-

sponding A-deformed version of the schematic Fargues-Fontaine curves attache to any local perfectoid

chart for some ring R. In the other second consideration we look at the corresponding A-deformed ver-

sion of the corresponding B-pairs defined above but after taking the corresponding section over some

perfectoid domain associated to some ring R. Then we have the corresponding equivalence between the

corresponding categories respecting the two groups of objects.

Proof. As in [KP, Theorem 2.18] this is by Beauville-Laszlo descent.

Remark 8.4.41. Then we could basically translate the corresponding results on the cohomology

of B-pairs to those on the corresponding cohomology of the vector bundles over the Fargues-

Fontaine curves and further more to those on that of the Frobenius modules over the pro-

étale site. Then we have that this will be further related to (ϕ, Γ)-modules over the imperfect

Robba rings with respect to the corresponding base spaces. So we move on to consider the

corresponding (ϕ, Γ)-modules over the corresponding pro-étale site.

Following Nakamura one can further generalize the corresponding Bloch-Kato long exact

sequence which provides the corresponding exponentials:

Definition 8.4.42. (After Bloch-Kato-Nakamura) For X smooth, consider any (ϕ, Γ)-module

M over the pro-étale sheaf Π̃∞
X,A we then take the corresponding pro-étale invariance, namely

we consider the following two functor with the one DdR:

D•O(M) := R• fproét,∗(M⊗
Π̃∞

X,A
(OBe,X,A

⋂
OB+

dR,X,A)),

D•⊕(M) := R• fproét,∗(M⊗
Π̃∞

X,A
(OBe,X,A

⊕
OB+

dR,X,A),

as well as the corresponding definitions on the derived category level:

D•O(M) := R• fproét,∗(M⊗
Π̃∞

X,A
(OBe,X,A

⋂
OB+

dR,X,A)),

D•⊕(M) := R• fproét,∗(M⊗
Π̃∞

X,A
(OBe,X,A

⊕
OB+

dR,X,A),

Taking the corresponding complexes induced and considering the corresponding mapping

cone we have the following distinguished triangle in D(OX⊗̂Qp
A) (the derived category of all

the OX⊗̂Qp
A-modules):

C•O(M) ////// C•⊕(M) // //// C•dR(M) // //// C•O(M)[1].
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Consider the corresponding degree 0 and 1 we will have geometric and arithmetic family ver-

sion of the corresponding Bloch-Kato-Nakamura exponential map:

h0(C•dR(M))→ h1(C•O(M)),

as the map of sheaves over OX⊗̂Qp
A. Here we assume that the corresponding B-pairs getting

involved are de Rham.

Definition 8.4.43. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 8.6.5]) For any ϕ-module M over the

sheaf of ring Π̃∞
X,A we set the corresponding derived de Rham functor D•dR and derived Hodge-

Tate functor D•HT on the ϕ-modules M over the sheaf of ring Π̃∞
X,A as in the following. For any

ϕ-module M over the sheaf of ring Π̃∞
X,A we set the corresponding derived cristalline functor

D•cris and derived semistable functor D•st on the ϕ-modules M over the sheaf of ring Π̃∞
X,A as

in the following. Consider a ϕ-module M over the sheaf of ring Π̃∞
X,A we have the following

functors:

D•dR(M) := R• fproét,∗M⊗Π̃∞
X,A
OBdR,X,A,

and

D•HT(M) := R• fproét,∗M⊗Π̃∞
X,A
OBHT,X,A

and

D•cris(M) := R• fproét,∗M⊗Π̃∞
X,A
OBcris,X,A,

and

D•st(M) := R• fproét,∗M⊗Π̃∞
X,A
OBst,X,A.

We call that the B-pair de Rham if we have the following isomorphism:

f ∗proét( fproét,∗M⊗Π̃∞
X,A
OBdR,X,A)⊗OBdR,X,A

∼
→ M⊗

Π̃∞
X,A
OBdR,X,A,

and we call this Hodge-Tate if we have the corresponding similar isomorphism. We will use the

corresponding notation D to denote the corresponding functor on the derived category level.

And we define the corresponding properties of being cristalline and semistable in the same

parallel way.

Proposition 8.4.44. For general rigid analytic space X (note that at this moment we are in the 0 char-

acteristic situation), the corresponding cohomology Di
dR(M) is coherent sheaf over X for each i. In the

situation where the space is smooth we have the further projectivity.
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Proof. This is a relative version of the result of [KL3, below Definition 10.10]. Namely we con-

sider the corresponding resolution of singularities and reduce to the corresponding smooth

case. In the corresponding smooth case we further reduce to the corresponding case for the

base of a corresponding toric tower in the restricted sense. Then we relate to pseudocoherent

Γ-modules over H∞⊗̂A in our context, which further relates to the the corresponding pseudo-

coherent Γ-modules over Π̃A and then over H∞⊗̂A. Then we descend to some finite level ring

Hk⊗̂A for some k. Then we need to consider as in [KL2, Corollary 5.9.5] that the corresponding

p.f. descent will allow us to realize the corresponding Γ-cohomology as the abstract one by us-

ing the higher period rings. Then this will realize the corresponding finiteness. The projectivity

follows from the existence of the connection.

Proposition 8.4.45. For general rigid analytic space X (note that at this moment we are in the 0 char-

acteristic situation), the corresponding cohomology Di
cris(M), Di

st(M) are coherent sheaves over X for

each i. In the situation where the space is smooth we have the further projectivity.

Proof. See the proof in the previous proposition.

Corollary 8.4.46. The corresponding sheaf

fproét,∗MdR,X,A ⊗BdR,X,A OBdR,X,A

over OX⊗̂A is basically a coherent sheaf. When we have that the corresponding space X is smooth we

could further have the corresponding projectivity in our context.

Remark 8.4.47. The construction above is generalization of [KL2, Definition 8.6.5], which is

different slightly from [LZ, Section 3.2]. But we can also push things down to the étale site

along gproét : Xproét → Xét.

Definition 8.4.48. For any B-pair we set the corresponding derived de Rham functor E•dR and

derived Hodge-Tate functor E•HT on the B-pairs as in the following. For any B-pair we set the

corresponding derived cristalline functor E•cris and derived semistable functor E•st on the B-

pairs as in the following. Consider a B-pair (MdR,X,A, Me,X,A, M+
dR,X,A) we have the following

functors:

E•dR(MdR,X,A) := R•gproét,∗MdR,X,A ⊗BdR,X,A OBdR,X,A,

and

E•HT(MdR,X,A) := R•gproét,∗MdR,X,A ⊗BdR,X,A OBHT,X,A
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and

E•cris(MdR,X,A) := R•gproét,∗MdR,X,A ⊗BdR,X,A OBcris,X,A

and

E•st(MdR,X,A) := R•gproét,∗MdR,X,A ⊗BdR,X,A OBst,X,A.

We call that the B-pair de Rham if we have the following isomorphism:

g∗proét(gproét,∗MdR,X,A ⊗BdR,X,A OBdR,X,A)⊗OBdR,X,A
∼
→MdR,X,A ⊗BdR,X,A OBdR,X,A,

and we call this Hodge-Tate if we have the corresponding similar isomorphism. We will use the

corresponding notation E to denote the corresponding functor on the derived category level.

And we call that the B-pair cristalline if we have the corresponding isomorphism:

g∗proét(gproét,∗MdR,X,A ⊗OBcris,X,A)⊗OBcris,X,A
∼
→MdR,X,A ⊗BdR,X,A OBcris,X,A.

And we call that the B-pair semi-stable if we have the corresponding isomorphism:

g∗proét(gproét,∗MdR,X,A ⊗OBst,X,A)⊗OBst,X,A
∼
→MdR,X,A ⊗BdR,X,A OBst,X,A.

Definition 8.4.49. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 8.6.5]) For any ϕ-module M over the

sheaf of ring Π̃∞
X,A we set the corresponding derived de Rham functor E•dR and derived Hodge-

Tate functor E•HT on the ϕ-modules M over the sheaf of ring Π̃∞
X,A as in the following. For any

ϕ-module M over the sheaf of ring Π̃∞
X,A we set the corresponding derived cristalline functor

E•cris and derived semistable functor E•st on the ϕ-modules M over the sheaf of ring Π̃∞
X,A as

in the following. Consider a ϕ-module M over the sheaf of ring Π̃∞
X,A we have the following

functors:

E•dR(M) := R•gproét,∗M⊗Π̃∞
X,A
OBdR,X,A,

and

E•HT(M) := R•gproét,∗M⊗Π̃∞
X,A
OBHT,X,A

and

E•cris(M) := R•gproét,∗M⊗Π̃∞
X,A
OBcris,X,A,

and

E•st(M) := R•gproét,∗M⊗Π̃∞
X,A
OBst,X,A.
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We call that the B-pair de Rham if we have the following isomorphism:

g∗proét(gproét,∗M⊗Π̃∞
X,A
OBdR,X,A)⊗OBdR,X,A

∼
→ M⊗

Π̃∞
X,A
OBdR,X,A,

and we call this Hodge-Tate if we have the corresponding similar isomorphism. We will use the

corresponding notation E to denote the corresponding functor on the derived category level.

And we define the corresponding properties of being cristalline and semistable in the same

parallel way.

Proposition 8.4.50. For general rigid analytic space X (note that at this moment we are in the 0 char-

acteristic situation), the corresponding cohomology Ei
dR(M) for each i is a coherent sheaf over X. In the

situation where the space is smooth we have the further projectivity.

Proof. One looks at the following composition:

Xproét → Xét → Xan. (8.4.1)

We call the second functor fét,an. In effect, the second one realizes the corresponding equiv-

alence between the category of all the coherent OXét-modules and the category of all the co-

herent OXan-modules. We have that fproét,∗ = fét,an,∗gproét,∗. Then the result follows from the

corresponding proposition 8.4.44.

Proposition 8.4.51. For general rigid analytic space X (note that at this moment we are in the 0 charac-

teristic situation), the corresponding cohomology Ei
cris(M), Ei

st(M) for each i are coherent sheaves over

X. In the situation where the space is smooth we have the further projectivity.

Proof. See the previous proposition.

Corollary 8.4.52. The corresponding sheaf

gproét,∗MdR,X,A ⊗BdR,X,A OBdR,X,A

over OX⊗̂A is basically a coherent sheaf. When we have that the corresponding space X is smooth we

could further have the corresponding projectivity in our context.

Now we consider the corresponding reconstruction process as in the philosophy of [KP].
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Setting 8.4.53. Namely we take the space X to be smooth, and we take the corresponding A to

be some local chart of some abelian Fréchet-Stein algebra A∞ (but the local quasi-compacts are

assumed to be within our sousperfectoid requirement). Take a B-pair M now over OBdR,X,A∞

namely let us require the corresponding finiteness and projectivity at the infinite level, as a

family of B-pair over OBdR,X,An
for all n.

Proposition 8.4.54. Let X be the space attached to E{T1, ..., Tn}, and define the functor D•dR as above

for a family M in the previous setting over OBdR,X,A∞
. Then we have that D•dR consists of coadmissible

and finite projective modules over OX⊗̂A∞ where A∞ is assumed to come from a p-adic Lie group

as in [Z1, Theorem 3.10] (but the local quasi-compacts are assumed to be within our sousperfectoid

requirement).

Proof. Our result above for An for each n = 0, 1, ... shows the coadmissibility. The finite pro-

jectivity follows from the existence of the connection ∇X and a theorem due to Zábŕadi [Z1,

Theorem 3.10].

Conjecture 8.4.55. If the space X is seminormal, then we have the same result.

Remark 8.4.56. This would reconstruct, generalize and geometrize the corresponding Berger

and Fourquaux’s Lubin-Tate Iwasawa construction [BerFou]. And in the corresponding cyclo-

tomic situation this also provides the corresponding generalization and geometrization of the

corresponding construction after Nakamura [Nakamura1].
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8.5 Applications to Equivariant Iwasawa Theory

8.5.1 Equivariant Big Perrin-Riou-Nakamura Exponential Maps

Now we establish the corresponding equivariant version of Nakamura’s de Rham Iwasawa

theory [Nakamura1] of (ϕ, Γ)-modules over the Robba ring in the corresponding cyclotomic

situation. The idea and basic philosophy come from the corresponding reconstruction process

observed by the work of [KPX] and [KP], namely the corresponding Fontaine’s original con-

struction using ψ-operator of the corresponding Iwasawa cohomology of (ϕ, Γ)-modules could

be reconstructed by using the corresponding Iwasawa analytic deformation and even Frobe-

nius sheaves in the style of Kedlaya-Liu [KL1] and [KL2] over the pro-étale sites after Scholze.

In our previous work in [T1], we partially looked at some sort of generalized version of

the picture above (although [T1] is really and essentially aimed at the corresponding direction

after [PZ1] and [CKZ]), namely instead of just deforming the corresponding (ϕ, Γ)-modules

by some Iwasawa deformation over Π∞(Γ) which is the corresponding Fréchet-Stein algebra

attached to the group Γ, we look at more general Iwasawa deformation over Π∞(Γ)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)

namely we could look at a suitable Fréchet-Stein algebra attached to the group Γ× Γ′ such that

we have that it could be written as family of affinoid algebras in rigid analytic geometry. The

corresponding (ϕ, Γ) cohomology of such modules could be regarded as the corresponding

genuine Γ′-equivariant Iwasawa cohomology.

Definitely we work in the philosophy of the corresponding Burns-Flach-Fukaya-Kato’s grand

picture on the so-called noncommutative Tamagawa number conjectures as in [BF1], [BF2] and

[FK]. Nakamura’s original Iwasawa theory on the (ϕ, Γ)-modules happens over the tower

of Iwasawa tower. Namely the corresponding big Perrin-Riou-Nakamura exponential maps

should be related to the corresponding characteristic ideals of the (ϕ, Γ)-cohomology of the

corresponding Iwasawa deformation of any de Rham (ϕ, Γ)-module in some very precise way.

One should regard our generalization as climbing even higher in some equivariant way. Namely

the corresponding big Perrin-Riou-Nakamura exponential maps should be related to the cor-

responding characteristic ideals of the (ϕ, Γ)-cohomology of the corresponding higher dimen-

sional equivariant deformation of any de Rham (ϕ, Γ)-module in some very precise way.
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We now follow [Nakamura1] to establish the equivariant version of corresponding big

(dual-)exponential maps after Perrin-Riou-Nakamura. This happens at the infinite level of the

corresponding generalized admissible abelian tower in our setting, which generalizes the cor-

responding setting considered in [Nakamura1].

Setting 8.5.1. We consider an abelian p-adic Lie group Γ′ such that the Fréchet-Stein algebra

Π∞(Γ′) in the sense of [ST1] could be written as a family of affinoid algebras Π∞(Γ′)k, k = 0, 1, ...

in the sense of rigid analytic geometry:

Π∞(Γ′)
∼
−→ lim
←−

k

Π∞(Γ′)k.

If we use the notation X to denote the Fréchet-Stein space attached to the algebra Π∞(Γ′) which

could be written as:

X
∼
−→ lim
−→

k

Xk :

with:

OX
∼
−→ lim
←−

k

OXk
:

Now we start to consider the corresponding relative Robba rings where our Iwasawa theory

happens:

Definition 8.5.2. Many definitions of the Robba rings are actually compatible with [Nakamura1],

the only difference is that we will deform over some general algebras. We use the notations

Πr
an,con,K and Πan,con,K to denote the corresponding Robba rings as in [Nakamura1, Section 2.1].

Now we consider the corresponding Robba rings

Πr
an,con,K,Π∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)

and Πan,con,K,Π∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′) in the relative sense:

Πr
an,con,K,Π∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)

:= Πr
an,con,K⊗̂Π∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′), (8.5.1)

Πan,con,K,Π∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′) := Πan,con,K⊗̂Π∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′). (8.5.2)

(8.5.3)

One also has the corresponding definitions for Robba rings with respect to some interval [s, r].

And be very careful that in our current development the corresponding Robba ring Π?
an,con,K is

the ring B?
rig,K where ? =, r, [s, r], instead of the ring Π?

an,con(πK) considered in [KPX, Definition

2.2.2].
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Setting 8.5.3. Our motivic objects are still usual (ϕ, Γ)-modules over the Robba ring Πan,con,K.

Namely we consider those modules finite locally free over this big non-noetherian ring carrying

commuting semilinear action from the ϕ and Γ.

Remark 8.5.4. The ideas we presented here actually are initiated in [KP]. One replaces the

corresponding p-adic Lie group Γ by a pro-étale site, and considers the deformation of the

sheaves (both the corresponding motivic objects and the corresponding Berger’s p-adic differ-

ential equations attached in whatever reasonable context like Lubin-Tate setting or some else)

by the corresponding Iwasawa deformations, and then considers the corresponding big expo-

nential maps by using the connections and their duals.

To study Iwasawa theory we look at those geometric (ϕ, Γ)-modules, namely those geo-

metric ones in the sense of p-adic Hodge theory after Berger’s celebrated thesis. We do not go

beyond [Nakamura1] on this, but we would like to recall the basic construction on the corre-

sponding p-adic differential equation attached to a de Rham (ϕ, Γ)-module M.

Setting 8.5.5. Recall the basic definition of the corresponding p-adic differential equation at-

tache to a de Rham (ϕ, Γ)-module M after Berger. As in [Nakamura1, Section 3.2] (we will use

some different notations from [Nakamura1, Section 3.2]), we consider the following construc-

tions. Let M be a (ϕ, Γ)-module M over Πan,con,K. In our situation we work with at least de

Rham ones in the sense of Berger’s celebrated paper [Ber1]. Then we have the corresponding

relation for any integer k ≥ l′ for some l′(K, M) ≥ 0 fixed which is assumed to be sufficiently

large depending on K, M:

Fdif,k(M)
∼
−→ FdR,K(M)⊗ Kk((t)) (8.5.4)

with the corresponding lattice FdR,K(M)⊗ Kk[[t]] inside with reasonable rank. Then we have

the corresponding continuous differential:

Ω̂Πan,con,K/Kur
0
= Ω̂Πan,con,K dT.

The corresponding differential equation in the sense of Berger is the following construction

which is denoted by Ndif(M), we will denote this by ΘBer,dif(M) which is actually defined in

the following way. Recall as in [Nakamura1, Theorem 3.5] by [Ber1, 5.10] and [Ber2, 3.2.3], first

we have ΘBer,dif,k(M) which is defined to be the subset of all the elements in M(k)[1/t] such
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that the corresponding image of them under each map ι′k for all k′ ≥ k lives in FdR,K(M) ⊗

K′k[[t]]. Recall from [Nakamura1, Section 3.2] we have then the corresponding set ΘBer,dif(M) =

lim
−→k

ΘBer,dif,k(M) which could be endowed with furthermore the structure of (ϕ, Γ)-module

over the Robba ring Πan,con,K. And furthermore we have the corresponding properties that

d0(ΘBer,dif(M)) ⊂ tΘBer,dif(M) where the differential operator d0 is defined to be log(γ)
log(χ(γ)) living

in in our notation Π∞(ΓK).

Therefore recall from [Nakamura1, Section 3.2] then we can define the connection ∂ := 1
t d0

mapping the corresponding differential (ϕ, Γ)-module considered above to itself. The differ-

ential structures and the corresponding Frobenius structures and the corresponding Lie group

action structures are compatible in the following sense:

∂ϕ− pϕ∂ = 0, (8.5.5)

∂γ− χ(γ)γ∂ = 0, (8.5.6)

and:

ϕ(dT)− pdT = 0, (8.5.7)

γ(dT)− χ(γ)dT = 0. (8.5.8)

Lemma 8.5.6. Now we set di := d0− i for i ≥ 0 integer, we have for any m-th (m ≥ 0) Hodge filtration

of M (which is assumed to be de Rham) which gives the full module:

dm−1dm−2dm−3...d1d0(ΘBer,dif(M)) ⊂ M.

Proof. This is just [Nakamura1, Lemma 3.6].

We now define the corresponding equivariant big exponential map after Perrin-Riou-Nakamura.

Assumption 8.5.7. Now we assume that there is a quotient GK → Γ′ in our situation among all

the other requirements as above.

Definition 8.5.8. Take any sufficiently large m ≥ 0 as in the previous lemma. First we con-

sider the differential equation ΘBer,dif(M) attached to M which is assumed to be de Rham. We

consider the Γ′-deformation of M over the algebra Π∞(Γ′). This happens by considering the

corresponding quotient GK → Γ′ which defines a corresponding Galois representation with
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value in Π∞(Γ′), which by corresponding embedding fully faithful gives rise to a correspond-

ing (ϕ, Γ)-module over the relative Robba ring Πan,con,K⊗̂Π∞(Γ′). Denote this by DfmΓ′ which

could be written as the projective limit of the families {DfmΓ′,p}p≥0 over Πan,con,K⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)p for

all p ≥ 0. Then we consider the product DfmΓ′,p⊗̂M then take the corresponding projective

limit over all p ≥ 0. Then we consider the following definition which is an equivariant version

of [Nakamura1, Definition 3.7]:

ExpΠ∞(Γ′)
M,m : (lim

←−
DfmΓ′,p⊗̂ΘBer,dif(M))ψ=1 → (lim

←−
DfmΓ′,p⊗̂M)ψ=1

which is just defined by extension of dm−1dm−2dm−3...d1d0. This is now Π∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)-linear

instead of just Π∞(ΓK). And the corresponding (ϕ, Γ)-modules here could be basically ge-

ometrized by the corresponding Hodge-Iwasawa construction above. We consider the corre-

sponding family of vector bundle lim
←−
F(M)p and lim

←−
F(ΘBer,dif(M))p over the corresponding

adic version of Fargues-Fontaine curve deformed by Π∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′). We have now that the

geometrized big exponential map by taking the corresponding sheaf cohomology:

ExpΠ∞(Γ′)
F ,m : R1Γsheaf(lim←−F(ΘBer,dif(M))p)→ R1Γsheaf(lim←−F(M)p),

and the corresponding derived version:

ExpΠ∞(Γ′),•
F ,m : R•Γsheaf(lim←−F(ΘBer,dif(M))p)→ R•Γsheaf(lim←−F(M)p).

8.5.2 Characteristic Ideal Sheaves

Now we follow the corresponding idea in [Nakamura1] to consider the corresponding charac-

teristic ideal and the corresponding determinant of a given derived maps with respect to the

corresponding equivariant Iwasawa cohomology. For this we consider the corresponding map

defined above, and we look at the corresponding equivariant Iwasawa cohomology, i.e. the

corresponding more general commutative deformation in our current context.

First in our situation we make the following assumption:
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Assumption 8.5.9. We now assume that the corresponding deformation happens over Krull

noetherian rings. This could basically allow us to define the corresponding characteristic ideal

over the sheaf Π∞(ΓK)⊗̂XΠ∞(Γ′) of any torsion module M, which we will denote it by charΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂XΠ∞(Γ′)
(M)

which is again a sheaf of module over Π∞(ΓK)⊗̂XΠ∞(Γ′).

In the current generalized context, following Nakamura [Nakamura1, Section 3.4] we de-

fine the corresponding determinant of a general map f : M → N of coadmissible modules

over the sheaf Π∞(ΓK)⊗̂XΠ∞(Γ′). First as above we have the corresponding characteristic ideals

charΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂XΠ∞(Γ′)
(Mtorsion) and charΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂XΠ∞(Γ′)

(Ntorsion). Then quotienting out the corre-

sponding torsion part we have:

f : M/Mtorsion → N/Ntorsion . (8.5.9)

We will regard this as a corresponding map on the sheaves over the the space Π∞(ΓK)⊗̂XΠ∞(Γ′),

then for any Y = Sp(Π∞(Γ′)p) quasicompact of XΠ∞(Γ′) we consider the corresponding ring

Π∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)p, then we have the notion of determinant of f which we will denote it by

detΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)p
( f ). We then organize this construction to get the determinant sheaf detΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂XΠ∞(Γ′)

( f ).

Then now we define the determinant of f as:

detΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂XΠ∞(Γ′)
( f ) (8.5.10)

:= detΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂XΠ∞(Γ′)
( f )charΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂XΠ∞(Γ′)

(Mtorsion)charΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂XΠ∞(Γ′)
(Ntorsion)

−1. (8.5.11)

On the corresponding derived level we consider after [Nakamura1, Section 3.4] the follow-

ing construction for the big exponential map:

ExpΠ∞(Γ′),•
F ,m : R•Γsheaf(lim←−F(ΘBer,dif(M))p)→ R•Γsheaf(lim←−F(M)p).

For each p we consider the localized map:

Exp
Π∞(Γ′)p,•
F ,m : R•Γsheaf(F(ΘBer,dif(M))p)→ R•Γsheaf(F(M)p).

Then what we can do is to define the corresponding determinant of the this by:

detΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)p
(Exp

Π∞(Γ′)p,•
F ,m ) := (8.5.12)

detΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)p
(R1Γsheaf(F(ΘBer,dif(M))p)→ R1Γsheaf(F(M)p))· (8.5.13)

detΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)p
(R2Γsheaf(F(ΘBer,dif(M))p)→ R2Γsheaf(F(M)p))

−1.

(8.5.14)
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Then we can organize this to be the corresponding determinant sheaf:

detΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)(Exp
XΠ∞(Γ′),•
F ,m ) (8.5.15)

= detΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)(R1Γsheaf(F({ΘBer,dif(M))p}p)→ R1Γsheaf({F(M)p}p))· (8.5.16)

detΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)(R2Γsheaf(F({ΘBer,dif(M))p}p)→ R2Γsheaf({F(M)p}p))
−1 (8.5.17)

= detΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)(R1Γsheaf(F({ΘBer,dif(M))p}p)→ R1Γsheaf({F(M)p}p))· (8.5.18)

charΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)(R2Γsheaf(F({ΘBer,dif(M))p}p))
−1· (8.5.19)

charΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)(R2Γsheaf({F(M)p}p)). (8.5.20)

The following conjecture reads that in our current situation we have the corresponding

equivariant Iwasawa main conjecture. But we will only consider the situation where K = Qp

and the corresponding full admissible p-adic Lie extension after [LZ1] namely we consider

K∞ = Qur
p (µp∞). We first recall Nakamura’s result in [Nakamura1]:

Theorem 8.5.10. (Nakamura’s Iwasawa Main Conjecture) In our current notations, let Γ′ be triv-

ial. Consider a de Rham (ϕ, Γ) module M over the usual Robba ring. We assume that this module has

rank g with g Hodge-Tate weights a1, ...ag. Then we have the following formula linking the determinant

of the Perrin-Riou-Nakamura big exponential map and the characteristic ideals in the equivariant way:

∏
i

g−ai−1

∏
bi

∇ai+bi
(8.5.21)

= detΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)(R1Γsheaf(F({ΘBer,dif(M))p}p)→ R1Γsheaf({F(M)p}p))· (8.5.22)

charΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)(R2Γsheaf(F({ΘBer,dif(M))p}p))
−1· (8.5.23)

charΠ∞(ΓK)⊗̂Π∞(Γ′)(R2Γsheaf({F(M)p}p)). (8.5.24)

Then in this situation:

Conjecture 8.5.11. (Equivariant Iwasawa Main Conjecture, after Nakamura)

Consider a de Rham (ϕ, Γ) module M over the usual Robba ring. We assume that this module has rank g

with g Hodge-Tate weights a1, ...ag. Then we conjecture we have the corresponding analog of the formula

linking the determinant of the Perrin-Riou-Nakamura big exponential map and the characteristic ideals

in the equivariant way.
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Remark 8.5.12. This is also inspired by the work of [LVZ] and [LZ1], while we work in the gen-

erality after [Nakamura1]. Although we have not mentioned explicitly but we definitely con-

jecture that one has the parallel statement for Lubin-Tate differential equations after [BerFou]

in the equivariant setting.

This chapter is based on the following paper, where the author of this dissertation is the

main author:

• Tong, Xin. "Category and Cohomology of Hodge-Iwasawa Modules." arXiv preprint arXiv:2012.07308

(2020).
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Chapter 9

Period Rings with Big Coefficients and

Applications I
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9.1 Introduction

9.1.1 Some Motivation of Big Coefficients

We initiate our development on the corresponding period rings with big coefficients and appli-

cation, with the corresponding motivation partially coming from our Hodge-Iwasawa theory

(see [T1], [T2]), although we do not want to restrict ourselves to Hodge-Iwasawa theory. In our

previous work [T1], [T2] and actually also [T3], we developed very carefully the corresponding

deformation of various type of relative p-adic Hodge structures over rigid analytic spaces. It

is not necessary to just consider things over rigid analytic spaces namely those analytic spaces

which admit atlas made up of strictly affinoids. We first want to mention that one could have

the chance to generalize this.

One of our target here is the corresponding adic space coefficient consideration, which is

natural if one looks at the corresponding context of [CKZ] or [PZ], where one has some multi-

variate Robba rings which admit multi partial Frobenius actions. For instance when we have

two variables taking quotient by one partial Frobenius will basically give us some adic space

coefficients. The remaining Frobenius gives rise to some relative Frobenius Hodge structures.

The corresponding [CKZ] actually proposed that one can also even consider the prod-

uct version of the corresponding context of [KL1] and [KL2], which is our second goal here.

We want to systematically consider deforming the Frobenius modules structures of [KL1] and

[KL2] after our work [T1] and [T2]. We focus on the translating the corresponding results in

[T1] and [T2] to the corresponding context in the current adic space consideration, again after

[KL1], [KL2] as well. We hope to work in full generality, namely over perfectoid uniform adic

Banach coefficients and those adic space coefficients forming from the quotient of the perfec-

toid uniform adic Banach ones.

In the situation where we have the corresponding Kedlaya-Liu’s perfect Robba rings with

general coefficients in some Banach rings, one might have to impose some of the corresponding

sheafiness condition. But we would like to use the ∞-Huber spectrum given by [BK] to tackle

this from some other derived perspective where we do have the corresponding derived sheafi-
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ness. Definitely this is very complicated to manipulate, but we initiate some of the discussion

though not complete at all. We hope we could come back to this systematically later at some

point.

Finally we revisit the corresponding noncommutative Hodge-Iwasawa theory we initiated

in the corresponding papers [T1] and [T2]. We use some observation coming from Kedlaya to

tackle the corresponding noncommutative descent for finite projective datum.

9.1.2 Results

In this section we make some summary on our main results covered in the main body of our

current paper:

1. The first scope of the discussion is around some perfectoid or preperfectoid deformation

of essentially the Frobenius modules and the corresponding quasi-coherent sheaves over the

deformed version of the adic Fargues-Fontaine curves by perfectoids or preperfectoids. In theo-

rem 9.3.16, we consider the comparison between the following objects (with the corresponding

notations in theorem 9.3.16):

A. The pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic relative Fargues-Fontaine curve YFF,R,A where A

is a perfectoid adic Banach uniform algebra over E, here we consider étale topology;

B. The pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic relative Fargues-Fontaine curve YFF,R,A where A

is a perfectoid adic Banach uniform algebra over E, here we consider pro-étale topology;

C. The pseudocoherent modules over the relative A-coefficient Robba ring Π̃R,A, carring the

Frobenius action, where A is a perfectoid adic Banach uniform algebra over E;

D. The pseudocoherent modules over the relative A-coefficient Robba ring Π̃∞
R,A, carring the

Frobenius action, where A is a perfectoid adic Banach uniform algebra over E;

E. The pseudocoherent bundles over the relative A-coefficient Robba ring Π̃R,A, carring the

Frobenius action, where A is a perfectoid adic Banach uniform algebra over E;

F. The pseudocoherent bundles over the relative A-coefficient Robba ring Π̃
[s,r]
R,A, carring the

Frobenius action, where A is a perfectoid adic Banach uniform algebra over E, 0 < s ≤ r/pah.
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Theorem 9.1.1. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) The categories mentioned above are equiv-

alent to each other. (See theorem 9.3.16.)

Now for an adic space D in the pro-étale topology which could be covered by perfectoid

subdomains over E, we have the following categories (objects defined over D are actually com-

patible families):

A. The pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic relative Fargues-Fontaine curve YFF,R,D, here we

consider étale topology;

B. The pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic relative Fargues-Fontaine curve YFF,R,D, here we

consider pro-étale topology;

C. The pseudocoherent modules over the relative D-coefficient Robba ring Π̃R,D, carring the

Frobenius action;

D. The pseudocoherent modules over the relative D-coefficient Robba ring Π̃∞
R,D, carring the

Frobenius action;

E. The pseudocoherent bundles over the relative D-coefficient Robba ring Π̃R,D, carring the

Frobenius action;

F. The pseudocoherent bundles over the relative D-coefficient Robba ring Π̃
[s,r]
R,D, carring the

Frobenius action, 0 < s ≤ r/pah.

Theorem 9.1.2. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) The categories mentioned above are equiv-

alent to each other. (See theorem 9.3.15.)

We then apply to the corresponding construction to the corresponding Fargues-Fontaine

curve YFF,R we have the following categories:

A. The pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic relative Fargues-Fontaine curve YFF,R,YFF,R , here

we consider étale topology;

B. The pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic relative Fargues-Fontaine curve YFF,R,YFF,R , here

we consider pro-étale topology;

C. The pseudocoherent modules over the relative YFF,R-coefficient Robba ring Π̃R,YFF,R , carring

the Frobenius action;

D. The pseudocoherent modules over the relative YFF,R-coefficient Robba ring Π̃∞
R,YFF,R

, carring
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the Frobenius action;

E. The pseudocoherent bundles over the relative YFF,R-coefficient Robba ring Π̃R,YFF,R , carring

the Frobenius action;

F. The pseudocoherent bundles over the relative YFF,R-coefficient Robba ring Π̃
[s,r]
R,YFF,R

, carring

the Frobenius action, 0 < s ≤ r/pah .

Theorem 9.1.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) The categories mentioned above are equiv-

alent to each other. (See corollary 9.3.17.)

2. For general Banach objects, we believe the corresponding picture will still be very inter-

esting and have more potential applications. At least the relative analytic geometry (over the

period rings) will be very interesting. That being said, the corresponding study of such relative

geometry is really not that easy. The first difficulty will be essentially the sheafiness. Bambozzi-

Kremnizer established some derived sheafiness when we replace the Huber’s spectrum with

the derived ones in [BK]. For any Banach ring S we have (with the notation in the section 9.4)

the ∞-analytic space Spah(S). We then apply to our period rings with general Banach coeffi-

cient A we have the corresponding ∞-period rings. And we then look at the following cate-

gories (with the notation in the section 9.4):

A. The corresponding f -projective Frobenius ϕa-bundles over the ∞-Robba ring Π̃h
R,A, here A

is arbitrary Banach adic uniform algebra over Qp;

B. The corresponding f -projective Frobenius ϕa-modules over the ∞-Robba ring Π̃
[s,r],h
R,A , here

0 < s ≤ r/pah.

Theorem 9.1.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) The categories mentioned above are equiv-

alent to each other. (See theorem 9.4.12.)

3. We revisit the corresponding noncommutative descent which was initiated in [T2]. We

will noncommutativize some argument due to Kedlaya on the corresponding Kiehl’s glueing

properties without the noetherian assumption. This means that we could actually descent the

corresponding finite projective modules in the corresponding noncommutative setting.
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Proposition 9.1.5. The descent for finite projective bimodules over noncommutative Banach rings holds

under the conditions in [KL1, Definition 2.7.3 (a),(b)]. (See proposition 9.5.12.)

Then we apply this to p-adic Hodge theory, we look at the following categories:

A. The corresponding finite projective Frobenius ϕa-bundles over the Robba ring Π̃R,A, here A

is arbitrary Banach algebra over Qp;

B. The corresponding finite projective Frobenius ϕa-modules over the Robba ring Π̃
[s,r]
R,A, here

0 < s ≤ r/pah.

Proposition 9.1.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) The categories mentioned above are

equivalent to each other. (See proposition 9.5.13.)

9.1.3 Convention and Notation

We make some convention here. When we say an ∞-analytic stack, we will mean a ∞-sheaf

fibered over the corresponding category of all the seminormed commutative monoids satis-

fying the condition and framework in [BBBK]. Please note the difference between a derived

analytic stack, an ∞-analytic stack and a stack, fibered over category of seminormed commu-

tative monoids, as in [BBBK].

9.1.4 Remarks on Future Work

We will consider more general ∞-glueing in the style of Kedlaya-Liu [KL2] after the foun-

dations we have applied from [BK] (or possibly equivalently work of Clausen-Scholze [CS])

whenever one would study more general quasi-coherent sheaves over some sheaves of Banach

O-algebras over reasonable sites essentially encoded in our current work.

We have not considered the corresponding imperfect setting of the corresponding period

rings with really big coefficients along the corresponding style and fashions we established in

[T1] and [T2] in the context of reasonable towers in [KL1] and [KL2]. We would like to study

the corresponding commutative and noncommutative setting in future work along these tow-
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ers going upside and down. There will be some consequences for some specific analytic spaces.

Also we could basically contact the corresponding ∞-context as well by considering the corre-

sponding sheaves of ∞-Banach algebras over some interesting pro-étale site over adic spaces.
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9.2 Period Rings with Coefficients in General Adic Spa ces

9.2.1 Period Rings with Coefficients in General Banach Adic Rin gs

Setting 9.2.1. We now consider the corresponding Kedlaya-Liu’s period sheaves with the big

coefficients in general adic spaces. We will consider those adic spaces which could be written as

the corresponding quotients of the corresponding affinoid (pre-)perfectoid spaces. To be more

precise we look at the following rings, we first consider some finite multi-intervals [sI , rI ] (with

real bounds) with 0 ≤ sα ≤ rα < ∞ for each α ∈ I and we consider the corresponding base field

E which is complete nonarchimedian discrete valued carrying some Banach norm, taking the

form of Qp or Fp((t)) with the uniform notation π for chosen uniformizer. We then consider

over E the corresponding E-strictly affinoids:

E{s1/T1, s2/T2, ..., sn/Tn, T1/r1, ..., Tn/rn} (9.2.1)

and we have the corresponding Fréchet rings:

lim
←−

rα→1,∀α∈I

E{s1/T1, s2/T2, ..., sn/Tn, T1/r1, ..., Tn/rn} (9.2.2)

with the corresponding ind-Fréchet rings:

lim
−→

sα→0+s,∀α∈I

lim
←−

rα→1,∀α∈I

E{s1/T1, s2/T2, ..., sn/Tn, T1/r1, ..., Tn/rn}. (9.2.3)

We then consider the following:

A[sI ,rI ] (9.2.4)

= E(π1/p∞

){(s1/T1)
1/p∞

, (s2/T2)
1/p∞

, ..., (sn/Tn)
1/p∞

, (T1/r1)
1/p∞

, ..., (Tn/rn)
1/p∞

}∧, (9.2.5)

A+
[sI ,rI ]

(9.2.6)

= O[π1/p∞

]{(s1/T1)
1/p∞

, (s2/T2)
1/p∞

, ..., (sn/Tn)
1/p∞

, (T1/r1)
1/p∞

, ..., (Tn/rn)
1/p∞

}∧. (9.2.7)
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And we also consider the corresponding Fréchet ones:

AsI
= (9.2.8)

lim
←−

rα→1,∀α∈I

E(π1/p∞

){(s1/T1)
1/p∞

, (s2/T2)
1/p∞

, ..., (sn/Tn)
1/p∞

, (T1/r1)
1/p∞

, ..., (Tn/rn)
1/p∞

}∧,

(9.2.9)

A+
rI
= (9.2.10)

lim
←−

rα→1,∀α∈I

O[π1/p∞

]{(s1/T1)
1/p∞

, (s2/T2)
1/p∞

, ..., (sn/Tn)
1/p∞

, (T1/r1)
1/p∞

, ..., (Tn/rn)
1/p∞

}∧.

(9.2.11)

Setting 9.2.2. We use the corresponding notations as in the following to denote the correspond-

ing preperfectoid ones:

A′[sI ,rI ]
= E{(s1/T1)

1/p∞

, (s2/T2)
1/p∞

, ..., (sn/Tn)
1/p∞

, (T1/r1)
1/p∞

, ..., (Tn/rn)
1/p∞

}∧, (9.2.12)

A
′+
[sI ,rI ]

= O{(s1/T1)
1/p∞

, (s2/T2)
1/p∞

, ..., (sn/Tn)
1/p∞

, (T1/r1)
1/p∞

, ..., (Tn/rn)
1/p∞

}∧. (9.2.13)

And we also consider the corresponding Fréchet ones:

A′sI
= lim

←−
rα→1,∀α∈I

E{(s1/T1)
1/p∞

, (s2/T2)
1/p∞

, ..., (sn/Tn)
1/p∞

, (T1/r1)
1/p∞

, ..., (Tn/rn)
1/p∞

}∧,

(9.2.14)

A
′+
rI

= lim
←−

rα→1,∀α∈I

O{(s1/T1)
1/p∞

, (s2/T2)
1/p∞

, ..., (sn/Tn)
1/p∞

, (T1/r1)
1/p∞

, ..., (Tn/rn)
1/p∞

}∧.

(9.2.15)

Then we consider the corresponding context of [T2, Chapter 1], where with trivial coeffi-

cients we just consider the same context after [KL2]. First we have the corresponding consid-

eration, let F be the corresponding field which is a complete discrete valued nnonarchimedean

field with uniformizer π with normalized Banach norm ‖.‖F such the corresponding evalua-

tion on π is just p−1, and we assume the residue field of F is just Fph for some integer h > 0.

Now we define the following big Robba rings:

Definition 9.2.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.1.1]) We let A be a perfectoid adic uni-

form Banach algebra over E with integral subring OA over OE. Recall from the corresponding

context in [KL1] we have the corresponding period rings in the relative setting. We follow the

corresponding notations we used in [T2, Section 2.1] for those corresponding period rings. We
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first have for a pair (R, R+) where R is a uniform perfect adic Banach ring over the assumed

base OF. Then we take the corresponding generalized Witt vectors taking the form of WOE
(R),

which is just the ring Ω̃int
R , and by inverting the corresponding uniformizer we have the ring

Ω̃R, then by taking the completed product with A we have Ω̃R,A. Now for some r > 0 we

consider the ring Π̃
int,r
R which is the completion of WOE

(R+)[[R]] (note that this is actually just

WOE
(R+)[[x], x ∈ R]) by the norm ‖.‖αr defined by:

‖.‖αr(∑
n≥0

πn[rn]) = sup
n≥0
{p−nα(rn)

r}. (9.2.16)

Then we have the product Π̃
bd,r
R,A defined as the completion under the product norm ‖.‖αr ⊗‖.‖A

of the corresponding ring Π̃
bd,r
R ⊗E A, which could be also defined from the corresponding

integral Robba rings defined above. Then we define the corresponding Robba ring for some

interval I ⊂ (0, ∞) with coefficient in the perfectoid ring A denoted by Π̃I
R,A as the following

complete tensor product:

Π̃I
R⊗̂E A

under the the corresponding tensor product norm ‖.‖αr ⊗‖.‖A. Then we set Π̃r
R,A as lim

←−s→0
Π̃

[s,r]
R,A,

and then we define Π̃R,A as lim
−→r→∞

Π̃
[s,r]
R,A, and we define Π̃∞

R,A as lim
←−r→∞

Π̃r
R,A. And we also

have the corresponding full integral Robba ring and the corresponding full bounded Robba

ring by taking the corresponding union through all r > 0.

One can even consider the corresponding coefficients in the corresponding Banach adic

uniform algebra over the base field.

Definition 9.2.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.1.1]) We let B be an adic uniform Ba-

nach algebra over E with integral subring OB over OE. Recall from the corresponding context

in [KL1] we have the corresponding period rings in the relative setting. We follow the cor-

responding notations we used in [T2, Section 2.1] for those corresponding period rings. We

first have for a pair (R, R+) where R is a uniform perfect adic Banach ring over the assumed

base OF. Then we take the corresponding generalized Witt vectors taking the form of WOE
(R),

which is just the ring Ω̃int
R , and by inverting the corresponding uniformizer we have the ring

Ω̃R, then by taking the completed product with B we have Ω̃R,B. Now for some r > 0 we con-

sider the ring Π̃
int,r
R which is the completion of WOE

(R+)[[r] : r ∈ R] by the norm ‖.‖αr defined
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by:

‖.‖αr(∑
n≥0

πn[rn]) = sup
n≥0
{p−nα(rn)

r}. (9.2.17)

Then we have the product Π̃
bd,r
R,B defined as the completion under the product norm ‖.‖αr ⊗‖.‖B

of the corresponding ring Π̃
bd,r
R ⊗E B, which could be also defined from the corresponding

integral Robba rings defined above. Then we define the corresponding Robba ring for some

interval I ⊂ (0, ∞) with coefficient in the perfectoid ring B denoted by Π̃I
R,B as the following

complete tensor product:

Π̃I
R⊗̂EB

under the the corresponding tensor product norm ‖.‖αr ⊗‖.‖B. Then we set Π̃r
R,B as lim

←−s→0
Π̃

[s,r]
R,B ,

and then we define Π̃R,B as lim
−→r→∞

Π̃
[s,r]
R,B , and we define Π̃∞

R,B as lim
←−r→∞

Π̃r
R,B. And we also have

the corresponding full integral Robba ring and the corresponding full bounded Robba ring by

taking the corresponding union through all r > 0.

In some situation we also need the corresponding preperfectoid coefficients for instance the

local chart coming from the adic Fargues-Fontaine curves:

Definition 9.2.5. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.1.1]) We let A be a preperfectoid adic

uniform Banach algebra over E with integral subringOA overOE. Recall from the correspond-

ing context in [KL1] we have the corresponding period rings in the relative setting. We follow

the corresponding notations we used in [T2, Section 2.1] for those corresponding period rings.

We first have for a pair (R, R+) where R is a uniform perfect adic Banach ring over the assumed

base OF. Then we take the corresponding generalized Witt vectors taking the form of WOE
(R),

which is just the ring Ω̃int
R , and by inverting the corresponding uniformizer we have the ring

Ω̃R, then by taking the completed product with A we have Ω̃R,A. Now for some r > 0 we con-

sider the ring Π̃
int,r
R which is the completion of WOE

(R+)[[r] : r ∈ R] by the norm ‖.‖αr defined

by:

‖.‖αr(∑
n≥0

πn[rn]) = sup
n≥0
{p−nα(rn)

r}. (9.2.18)

Then we have the product Π̃
bd,r
R,A defined as the completion under the product norm ‖.‖αr ⊗‖.‖A

of the corresponding ring Π̃
bd,r
R ⊗E A, which could be also defined from the corresponding

integral Robba rings defined above. Then we define the corresponding Robba ring for some
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interval I ⊂ (0, ∞) with coefficient in the perfectoid ring A denoted by Π̃I
R,A as the following

complete tensor product:

Π̃I
R⊗̂E A

under the the corresponding tensor product norm ‖.‖αr ⊗‖.‖A. Then we set Π̃r
R,A as lim

←−s→0
Π̃

[s,r]
R,A,

and then we define Π̃R,A as lim
−→r→∞

Π̃
[s,r]
R,A, and we define Π̃∞

R,A as lim
←−r→∞

Π̃r
R,A. And we also

have the corresponding full integral Robba ring and the corresponding full bounded Robba

ring by taking the corresponding union through all r > 0.

In the previous situation where we have the more explicit representation of the correspond-

ing perfectoid coefficients we can basically consider more explicit construction:

Definition 9.2.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.1.1]) We let A be a perfectoid adic uni-

form Banach algebra over E with integral subring OA over OE taking the form of one of the

rings A[sI ,rI ]. Recall from the corresponding context in [KL1] we have the corresponding period

rings in the relative setting. We follow the corresponding notations we used in [T2, Section 2.1]

for those corresponding period rings. We first have for a pair (R, R+) where R is a uniform

perfect adic Banach ring over the assumed base OF. Then we take the corresponding general-

ized Witt vectors taking the form of WOE
(R), which is just the ring Ω̃int

R , and by inverting the

corresponding uniformizer we have the ring Ω̃R, then by taking the completed product with

A we have Ω̃R,A. Now for some r > 0 we consider the ring Π̃
int,r
R,A which is the completion of

WOE
(R+)[[r] : r ∈ R]⊗OA by the norm ‖.‖αr,A defined by:

‖.‖αr( ∑
n,i1,...,ik,j1,...,jk∈Z[1/p]≥0

πn[rn](s1/T1)
i1 ...(sk/Tk)

ik(T1/r1)
j1 ...(Tk/rk)

jk) (9.2.19)

= sup
n≥0
{p−nα(rn)

r}. (9.2.20)

Then we have the product Π̃
bd,r
R,A defined as the completion under the product norm ‖.‖αr ⊗‖.‖A

of the corresponding ring Π̃
bd,r
R ⊗E A, which could be also defined from the corresponding

integral Robba rings defined above. Then we define the corresponding Robba ring for some

interval I ⊂ (0, ∞) with coefficient in the perfectoid ring A denoted by Π̃I
R,A as the following

complete tensor product:

Π̃I
R⊗̂EE(π1/p∞

){(s1/T1)
1/p∞

, (s2/T2)
1/p∞

, ..., (sn/Tn)
1/p∞

, (T1/r1)
1/p∞

, ..., (Tn/rn)
1/p∞

}∧
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under the the corresponding tensor product norm ‖.‖αr ⊗‖.‖A. Then we set Π̃r
R,A as lim

←−s→0
Π̃

[s,r]
R,A,

and then we define Π̃R,A as lim
−→r→∞

Π̃
[s,r]
R,A, and we define Π̃∞

R,A as lim
←−r→∞

Π̃r
R,A. And we also

have the corresponding full integral Robba ring and the corresponding full bounded Robba

ring by taking the corresponding union through all r > 0.

9.2.2 Properties

As in our work [T2] and [KL2], we can discuss some of the key properties of the corresponding

period rings defined above.

Setting 9.2.7. We will mainly consider the corresponding coefficients in

E(π1/p∞

){(s1/T1)
1/p∞

, (s2/T2)1/p∞

, ..., (sn/Tn)1/p∞

, (T1/r1)
1/p∞

, ..., (Tn/rn)1/p∞

}∧

and their Banach uniform adic strict quotient through the following strict morphism:

A[sI ,rI ] → A[sI ,rI ] → 0.

Also we consider the corresponding preperfectoid setting:

E{(s1/T1)
1/p∞

, (s2/T2)1/p∞

, ..., (sn/Tn)1/p∞

, (T1/r1)
1/p∞

, ..., (Tn/rn)1/p∞

}∧

and their Banach uniform adic strict quotient through the following strict morphism:

A′[sI ,rI ]
→ A′

[sI ,rI ]
→ 0.

Proposition 9.2.8. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL1, Lemma 5.2.6])

Under the corresponding definitions and the corresponding notations in our context we have the follow-

ing identification:

Π̃
int,s
R,A[sI ,rI ]

⋂
Π̃

[s,r]
R,A[sI ,rI ]

= Π̃
int,r
R,A[sI ,rI ]

(9.2.21)

Π̃
int,s
R,A[sI ,rI ]

⋂
Π̃

[s,r]
R,A[sI ,rI ]

= Π̃
int,r
R,A[sI ,rI ]

. (9.2.22)

Proof. For the first corresponding identity above we perform the corresponding argument as

in [KL2, Lemma 5.2.6] and [T2]. First consider now arbitrary element h in the corresponding

intersection on the left. Then we use a corresponding sequence of elements in the bounded

Robba ring to approximate the corresponding element h above, say h1, h2, .... This will mean
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that for any k we could find some sufficiently large number Pk such that the following holds for

any t ∈ [s, r] and for any i ≥ Pk:

‖.‖αt,A[sI ,rI ]
(h− hi) ≤ p−k. (9.2.23)

Then we are going to consider the corresponding decomposition of each element hi in the fol-

lowing way:

hi = ∑
n∈Z[1/p],i1,...,ik,j1 ,...,jk∈Z[1/p]≥0

πn[hi,n](s1/T1)
i1 ...(sk/Tk)

ik(T1/r1)
j1 ...(Tk/rk)

jk . (9.2.24)

Then we consider the corresponding integral part of this decomposition namely we consider:

gi = ∑
n∈Z[1/p]≥0,i1,...,ik,j1 ,...,jk∈Z[1/p]≥0

πn[hi,n](s1/T1)
i1 ...(sk/Tk)

ik(T1/r1)
j1 ...(Tk/rk)

jk . (9.2.25)

Now since we have that the elements involved are also living in the integral rings we have then

that in the expression of hi we have:

‖.‖αs ,A[sI ,rI ]
(πn[hi,n](s1/T1)

i1 ...(sk/Tk)
ik(T1/r1)

j1 ...(Tk/rk)
jk) ≤ p−k, ∀n < 0. (9.2.26)

Then we have:

α(hi,n) ≤ p−(k−n)/s. (9.2.27)

Then we have:

‖.‖αr ,A[sI ,rI ]
(h− gi) ≤ p−n p−(i−n)r/s.

This will prove the corresponding results since we can now use the corresponding elements in

the integral Robba rings to approximate.

For the corresponding second corresponding identity we consider the corresponding strictness

of the quotient in the original formation of the rings. Now take any element h in the quotient,

then lift this to h. For the first corresponding identity above we perform the corresponding

argument as in [KL2, Lemma 5.2.6] and [T2]. First consider now arbitrary element h in the

corresponding intersection on the left. Then we use a corresponding sequence of elements in

the bounded Robba ring to approximate the corresponding element h above, say h1, h2, .... This

will mean that for any k we could find some sufficiently large number Pk such that the following

holds for any t ∈ [s, r] and for any i ≥ Pk:

‖.‖αt,A[sI ,rI ]
(h− hi) ≤ p−k. (9.2.28)
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Then we are going to consider the corresponding decomposition of each element hi in the fol-

lowing way:

hi = ∑
n∈Z[1/p],i1,...,ik,j1 ,...,jk∈Z[1/p]≥0

πn[hi,n](s1/T1)
i1 ...(sk/Tk)

ik(T1/r1)
j1 ...(Tk/rk)

jk . (9.2.29)

Then we consider the corresponding integral part of this decomposition namely we consider:

gi = ∑
n∈Z[1/p]≥0,i1,...,ik,j1 ,...,jk∈Z[1/p]≥0

πn[hi,n](s1/T1)
i1 ...(sk/Tk)

ik(T1/r1)
j1 ...(Tk/rk)

jk . (9.2.30)

Now since we have that the elements involved are also living in the integral rings we have then

that in the expression of hi we have:

‖.‖αs ,A[sI ,rI ]
(πn[hi,n](s1/T1)

i1 ...(sk/Tk)
ik(T1/r1)

j1 ...(Tk/rk)
jk) ≤ p−k, ∀n < 0. (9.2.31)

Then we have:

α(hi,n) ≤ p−(k−n)/s. (9.2.32)

Then we have:

‖.‖αr ,A[sI ,rI ]
(h− gi) ≤ p−n p−(i−n)r/s.

This will prove the corresponding results since we can now use the corresponding elements in

the integral Robba rings to approximate. Then we have that:

‖.‖αr,A[sI ,rI ]
(h− gi) ≤ p−n p−(i−n)r/s, (9.2.33)

which shows the corresponding approximating process in the strict quotient.

Proposition 9.2.9. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL1, Lemma 5.2.6]) Under the corresponding definitions

and the corresponding notations in our context we have the following identification:

Π̃
int,s
R,A′

[sI ,rI ]

⋂
Π̃

[s,r]
R,A′

[sI ,rI ]
= Π̃

int,r
R,A′

[sI ,rI ]
(9.2.34)

Π̃
int,s
R,A[sI ,rI ]

⋂
Π̃

[s,r]
R,A′

[sI ,rI ]

= Π̃
int,r
R,A′

[sI ,rI ]

. (9.2.35)

Proof. For the first corresponding identity above we perform the corresponding argument as

in [KL2, Lemma 5.2.6] and [T2]. First consider now arbitrary element h in the corresponding

intersection on the left. Then we use a corresponding sequence of elements in the bounded
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Robba ring to approximate the corresponding element h above, say h1, h2, .... This will mean

that for any k we could find some sufficiently large number Pk such that the following holds for

any t ∈ [s, r] and for any i ≥ Pk:

‖.‖αt,A′
[sI ,rI ]

(h− hi) ≤ p−k. (9.2.36)

Then we are going to consider the corresponding decomposition of each element hi in the fol-

lowing way:

hi = ∑
n∈Z,i1,...,ik,j1,...,jk∈Z[1/p]≥0

πn[hi,n](s1/T1)
i1 ...(sk/Tk)

ik(T1/r1)
j1 ...(Tk/rk)

jk . (9.2.37)

Then we consider the corresponding integral part of this decomposition namely we consider:

gi = ∑
n∈Z≥0,i1,...,ik,j1 ,...,jk∈Z[1/p]≥0

πn[hi,n](s1/T1)
i1 ...(sk/Tk)

ik(T1/r1)
j1 ...(Tk/rk)

jk . (9.2.38)

Now since we have that the elements involved are also living in the integral rings we have then

that in the expression of hi we have:

‖.‖αs ,A′
[sI ,rI ]

(πn[hi,n](s1/T1)
i1 ...(sk/Tk)

ik(T1/r1)
j1 ...(Tk/rk)

jk) ≤ p−k, ∀n < 0. (9.2.39)

Then we have:

α(hi,n) ≤ p−(k−n)/s. (9.2.40)

Then we have:

‖.‖αr ,A′
[sI ,rI ]

(h− gi) ≤ p−n p−(i−n)r/s.

This will prove the corresponding results since we can now use the corresponding elements in

the integral Robba rings to approximate.

For the corresponding second corresponding identity we consider the corresponding strictness

of the quotient in the original formation of the rings. Now take any element h in the quotient,

then lift this to h. For the first corresponding identity above we perform the corresponding

argument as in [KL2, Lemma 5.2.6] and [T2]. First consider now arbitrary element h in the

corresponding intersection on the left. Then we use a corresponding sequence of elements in

the bounded Robba ring to approximate the corresponding element h above, say h1, h2, .... This

will mean that for any k we could find some sufficiently large number Pk such that the following

holds for any t ∈ [s, r] and for any i ≥ Pk:

‖.‖αt,A′
[sI ,rI ]

(h− hi) ≤ p−k. (9.2.41)

572



Then we are going to consider the corresponding decomposition of each element hi in the fol-

lowing way:

hi = ∑
n∈Z,i1,...,ik,j1,...,jk∈Z[1/p]≥0

πn[hi,n](s1/T1)
i1 ...(sk/Tk)

ik(T1/r1)
j1 ...(Tk/rk)

jk . (9.2.42)

Then we consider the corresponding integral part of this decomposition namely we consider:

gi = ∑
n∈Z≥0,i1,...,ik,j1 ,...,jk∈Z[1/p]≥0

πn[hi,n](s1/T1)
i1 ...(sk/Tk)

ik(T1/r1)
j1 ...(Tk/rk)

jk . (9.2.43)

Now since we have that the elements involved are also living in the integral rings we have then

that in the expression of hi we have:

‖.‖αs ,A′
[sI ,rI ]

(πn[hi,n](s1/T1)
i1 ...(sk/Tk)

ik(T1/r1)
j1 ...(Tk/rk)

jk) ≤ p−k, ∀n < 0. (9.2.44)

Then we have:

α(hi,n) ≤ p−(k−n)/s. (9.2.45)

Then we have:

‖.‖αr ,A′
[sI ,rI ]

(h− gi) ≤ p−n p−(i−n)r/s.

This will prove the corresponding results since we can now use the corresponding elements in

the integral Robba rings to approximate. Then we have that:

‖.‖
αr,A′

[sI ,rI ]
(h− gi) ≤ p−n p−(i−n)r/s, (9.2.46)

which shows the corresponding approximating process in the strict quotient.

Proposition 9.2.10. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL1, Lemma 5.2.7])

We consider the Robba ring over some closed interval Π̃
[s,r]
R,A[sI ,rI ]

we have the following decomposition for

each element x in this ring into the following way:

x = y + z

where y ∈ πnΠ̃
int,r
R,A[sI ,rI ]

and z ∈ Π̃
[s,r′]
R,A[sI ,rI ]

for each r′ ≥ r, and here n > 0 lives in Z[1/p]. With this

decomposition we have the following estimate:

‖.‖αt ,A[sI ,rI ]
(z) ≤ p(1−n)(1−t/r)‖.‖αr,A[sI ,rI ]

(x)t/r. (9.2.47)

573



And we consider the Robba ring over some closed interval Π̃
[s,r]
R,A[sI ,rI ]

we have the following decomposition

for each element x in this ring into the following way:

x = y + z

where y ∈ pnΠ̃
int,r
R,A[sI ,rI ]

and z ∈ Π̃
[s,r′]
R,A[sI ,rI ]

for each r′ ≥ r, and here n > 0 lives in Z[1/p]. With this

decomposition we have the following estimate:

‖.‖αt ,A[sI ,rI ]
(z) ≤ p(1−n)(1−t/r)‖.‖αr,A[sI ,rI ]

(x)t/r. (9.2.48)

Proof. For the first part, we first consider any element r in the bounded Robba ring. Each

such element admits the corresponding expansion by the linear combination of the Teichmüller

elements, each term takes the corresponding form as πl[rl ] summing up from some negative

integer. Then the corresponding decomposition just reads:

y = ∑
l≥n,i1,...,ik,j1,...,jk∈Z[1/p]≥0

πl[rl ](s1/T1)
i1 ...(sk/Tk)

ik(T1/r1)
j1 ...(Tk/rk)

jk , (9.2.49)

z = r− y. (9.2.50)

Then in this case we have the corresponding desired estimate:

‖.‖αt ,A[sI ,rI ]
(πl [rl](s1/T1)

i1 ...(sk/Tk)
ik(T1/r1)

j1 ...(Tk/rk)
jk) (9.2.51)

≤ p(1−n)(1−t/r)‖.‖αr ,A[sI ,rI ]
(πl [rl](s1/T1)

i1 ...(sk/Tk)
ik(T1/r1)

j1 ...(Tk/rk)
jk)t/r. (9.2.52)

Then we choose a corresponding sequence of the corresponding elements in the bounded

Robba ring to approximate any chosen arbitrary element in Π̃
[s,r]
R,A[sI ,rI ]

such that we have:

‖.‖αt ,A[sI ,rI ]
(r− r0 − ...− ri) ≤ p−1−i‖.‖αt ,A[sI ,rI ]

(r), ∀t ∈ [s, r].

Then apply the corresponding construction in the previous situation to each ri we have that

there is a corresponding decomposition:

ri = yi + zi

with the corresponding desired extracted sum ∑i yi which converges to the desired element y.

While for zi we consider the corresponding estimate as in the following:

‖.‖αt ,A[sI ,rI ]
(zi) ≤ p(1−n)(1−t/r)‖.‖αr ,A[sI ,rI ]

(ri)
t/r (9.2.53)

≤ p−i p(1−n)(1−t/r)‖.‖αr,A[sI ,rI ]
(ri)

t/r, (9.2.54)
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which shows the corresponding sum ∑i zi converges to desired element z in the corresponding

union of all the Robba rings Π̃
[s,r′]
R,A[sI ,rI ]

for all r′ ≥ r. Then for the second statement we just

perform as before to look at the corresponding lifting of elements through the corresponding

strict quotient morphism.

Proposition 9.2.11. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL1, Lemma 5.2.7])

We consider the Robba ring over some closed interval Π̃
[s,r]
R,A′

[sI ,rI ]
we have the following decomposition for

each element x in this ring into the following way:

x = y + z

where y ∈ πnΠ̃
int,r
R,A′

[sI ,rI ]
and z ∈ Π̃

[s,r′]
R,A′

[sI ,rI ]
for each r′ ≥ r, and here n > 0 is some arbitrary given

integer. With this decomposition we have the following estimate:

‖.‖αt ,A′
[sI ,rI ]

(z) ≤ p(1−n)(1−t/r)‖.‖αr,A′
[sI ,rI ]

(x)t/r. (9.2.55)

And we consider the Robba ring over some closed interval Π̃
[s,r]
R,A′

[sI ,rI ]

we have the following decomposition

for each element x in this ring into the following way:

x = y + z

where y ∈ pnΠ̃
int,r
R,A′

[sI ,rI ]

and z ∈ Π̃
[s,r′]
R,A′

[sI ,rI ]

for each r′ ≥ r, and here n > 0 lives in Z. With this

decomposition we have the following estimate:

‖.‖
αt ,A′

[sI ,rI ]
(z) ≤ p(1−n)(1−t/r)‖.‖

αr,A′
[sI ,rI ]

(x)t/r. (9.2.56)

Proof. For the first part, we first consider any element r in the bounded Robba ring. Each

such element admits the corresponding expansion by the linear combination of the Teichmüller

elements, each term takes the corresponding form as πl[rl ] summing up from some negative

integer. Then the corresponding decomposition just reads:

y = ∑
l≥n,i1,...,ik,j1,...,jk∈Z[1/p]≥0

πl[rl ](s1/T1)
i1 ...(sk/Tk)

ik(T1/r1)
j1 ...(Tk/rk)

jk , (9.2.57)

z = r− y. (9.2.58)
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Then in this case we have the corresponding desired estimate:

‖.‖αt ,A′
[sI ,rI ]

(πl [rl](s1/T1)
i1 ...(sk/Tk)

ik(T1/r1)
j1 ...(Tk/rk)

jk) (9.2.59)

≤ p(1−n)(1−t/r)‖.‖αr ,A′
[sI ,rI ]

(πl [rl](s1/T1)
i1 ...(sk/Tk)

ik(T1/r1)
j1 ...(Tk/rk)

jk)t/r. (9.2.60)

Then we choose a corresponding sequence of the corresponding elements in the bounded

Robba ring to approximate any chosen arbitrary element in Π̃
[s,r]
R,A′

[sI ,rI ]
such that we have:

‖.‖αt ,A′
[sI ,rI ]

(r− r0 − ...− ri) ≤ p−1−i‖.‖αt ,A′
[sI ,rI ]

(r), ∀t ∈ [s, r].

Then apply the corresponding construction in the previous situation to each ri we have that

there is a corresponding decomposition:

ri = yi + zi

with the corresponding desired extracted sum ∑i yi which converges to the desired element y.

While for zi we consider the corresponding estimate as in the following:

‖.‖αt ,A′
[sI ,rI ]

(zi) ≤ p(1−n)(1−t/r)‖.‖αr ,A′
[sI ,rI ]

(ri)
t/r (9.2.61)

≤ p−i p(1−n)(1−t/r)‖.‖αr,A′
[sI ,rI ]

(ri)
t/r, (9.2.62)

which shows the corresponding sum ∑i zi converges to desired element z in the corresponding

union of all the Robba rings Π̃
[s,r′]
R,A′

[sI ,rI ]
for all r′ ≥ r. Then for the second statement we just

perform as before to look at the corresponding lifting of elements through the corresponding

strict quotient morphism.

Proposition 9.2.12. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL1, Lemma 5.2.10]) We could have the following result

in our new context around the corresponding period rings with respect to two intervals [s1, r1], [s2, r2]

such that we have:

0 < s1 ≤ s2 ≤ r1 ≤ r2. (9.2.63)

To be more precise in our current situation, we have:

Π̃
[s1,r1]
R,A[sI ,rI ]

⋂
Π̃

[s2,r2]
R,A[sI ,rI ]

= Π̃
int,r
R,A[s1,r2]

(9.2.64)

and

Π̃
[s1,r1]

R,A[sI ,rI ]

⋂
Π̃

[s2,r2]

R,A[sI ,rI ]
= Π̃

int,r
R,A[sI ,rI ]

. (9.2.65)
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Proof. See the proof of [KL1, Lemma 5.2.10].

Proposition 9.2.13. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL1, Lemma 5.2.10]) We could have the following result

in our new context around the corresponding period rings with respect to two intervals [s1, r1], [s2, r2]

such that we have:

0 < s1 ≤ s2 ≤ r1 ≤ r2. (9.2.66)

To be more precise in our current situation, we have:

Π̃
[s1,r1]
R,A′

[sI ,rI ]

⋂
Π̃

[s2,r2]
R,A′

[sI ,rI ]
= Π̃

int,r
R,A′

[s1,r2]
(9.2.67)

and

Π̃
[s1,r1]

R,A′
[sI ,rI ]

⋂
Π̃

[s2,r2]

R,A′
[sI ,rI ]

= Π̃
int,r
R,A′

[sI ,rI ]

. (9.2.68)

Proof. See the proof of the previous proposition.
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9.3 Period Rings and Sheaves with coefficient in Adic Spaces

9.3.1 Fundamental Settings

Scholze’s diamonds [Sch1] are very general adic stacks where the category is big and conve-

nient enough to include the corresponding perfectoid spaces and the corresponding seminor-

mal rigid analytic spaces. The two spaces happen to be our main interests at the same time.

However, we do not actually use the language of diamonds.

Now we use the notation D to denote a general adic space over E in the sense of [KL1]

and [KL2]. Then we define the following period rings with coefficient in D by using the corre-

sponding Banach algebra structures over E.

Definition 9.3.1. We now consider the following sheaves in adic topology, étale topology and

pro-étale topology (which are indeed not just presheaves by using the corresponding Schauder

basis):

Π̃R,D, Π̃∞
R,D, Π̃I

R,D, Π̃r
R,D (9.3.1)

which assign each affinoid subdomain or perfectoid subdomain Spa(A, A+) of D to the follow-

ing rings:

Π̃R,A, Π̃∞
R,A, Π̃I

R,A, Π̃r
R,A. (9.3.2)

To define Frobenius modules over D we first define the following local picture:

Definition 9.3.2. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.4]) We define the corresponding ϕa-

modules over the corresponding period rings above, which we could use some uniform nota-

tion △?, ? = ∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R,B to denote these. We define any ϕa-module over the period

rings with index ∅ above to be a finitely generated projective module over △? carrying semi-

linear action from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that ϕa∗M
∼
→ M. We define any ϕa-module

over the period rings with index r above to be a finitely generated projective module over△?

carrying semilinear action from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that ϕa∗M
∼
→ M⊗△rp−ah

. We

define any ϕa-module over the period rings with index [s, r] above to be a finitely generated

projective module over△? carrying semilinear action from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that

ϕa∗M⊗
△[sp−ha,rp−ha] △

[s,rp−ha] ∼→ M⊗△[s,rp−ha]. For a corresponding object over△∅, we assume

the module is the base change from some module over△r0 for some r0 > 0.
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Definition 9.3.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.4]) We define the corresponding pseu-

docoherent ϕa-modules over the corresponding period rings above, which we could use some

uniform notation△?, ? = ∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R,B to denote these. We define any pseudocoherent

ϕa-module over the period rings with index above to be a pseudocoherent module over △?

carrying semilinear action from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that ϕa∗M
∼
→ M. We define

any pseudocoherent ϕa-module over the period rings with index r above to be a pseudoco-

herent module over △? carrying semilinear action from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that

ϕa∗M
∼
→ M ⊗△rp−ah

. We define any pseudocoherent ϕa-module over the period rings with

index [s, r] above to be a pseudocoherent module over△? carrying semilinear action from the

Frobenius operator ϕa such that ϕa∗M⊗
△[sp−ha,rp−ha]△

[s,rp−ha] ∼→ M⊗△[s,rp−ha]. For a correspond-

ing object over△∅, we assume the module is the base change from some module over△r0 for

some r0 > 0. As in [KL2, Definition 4.4.4] we impose the corresponding topological condition

on the corresponding modules by imposing that all the modules are complete with respect to

the corresponding natural topology, and over the Robba rings with respect to some specific

interval we assume that the corresponding modules are étale-stably pseudocoherent. And we

assume the corresponding stability with respect to the base change as in [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]

for modules over△r0 ,△∞.

Definition 9.3.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.6]) We now define the correspond-

ing ϕa-bundles over the corresponding period rings above, which we could use some uniform

notation△?
∗,B, ? = ∅, r, ∗ = R to denote these. We define a ϕa-bundle over△?

∗,B, ? = ∅, r to be a

compatible family of finitely generated projective ϕa-modules over△?
∗,B, ? = [s′, r′] for suitable

[s′, r′] (namely contained in (0, r] if we are looking at the ring△r
∗,B) satisfying the corresponding

restriction compatibility and cocycle condition.

Definition 9.3.5. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.6]) We now define the correspond-

ing pseudocoherent ϕa-bundles over the corresponding period rings above, which we could

use some uniform notation△?
∗,B, ? = ∅, r, ∗ = R to denote these. We define a pseudocoherent

ϕa-bundle over △?
∗,B, ? = ∅, r to be a compatible family of étale-stably pseudocoherent ϕa-

modules over△?
∗,B, ? = [s′, r′] for suitable [s′, r′] (namely contained in (0, r] if we are looking at

the ring△r
∗,B) satisfying the corresponding restriction compatibility and cocycle condition.

Remark 9.3.6. The p-adic functional analytic property we imposed on the algebraic pseudo-

coherent modules could be also translated to adic topology, which is the corresponding stably
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pseudocoherent one. This is very important whenever one works with the corresponding ana-

lytic topology instead of the corresponding pro-étale topology.

Then we define things over the adic spaces.

Definition 9.3.7. In adic topology, we define the ϕa-module over any

△?, ? = ∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R,D to be a compatible family of ϕa-modules over△?, ? = ∅, I, r, ∞,△ =

Π̃R,A for each affinoid subdomain Spa(A, A+) of D.

Definition 9.3.8. In adic topology, we define a pseudocoherent ϕa-module over any △?, ? =

∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R,D to be a compatible family of pseudocoherent ϕa-modules over △?, ? =

∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R,A for each affinoid subdomain Spa(A, A+) of D.

Definition 9.3.9. In adic topology, we define the ϕa-bundle over any

△?, ? = ∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R,D to be a compatible family of ϕa-bundles over△?, ? = ∅, I, r, ∞,△ =

Π̃R,A for each affinoid subdomain Spa(A, A+) of D.

Definition 9.3.10. In adic topology, we define a pseudocoherent ϕa-bundle over any △?, ? =

∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R,D to be a compatible family of pseudocoherent ϕa-bundles over △?, ? =

∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R,A for each affinoid subdomain Spa(A, A+) of D.

Definition 9.3.11. In pro-étale topology, we define the ϕa-module over any△?, ? = ∅, I, r, ∞,△ =

Π̃R,D to be a compatible family of ϕa-modules over △?, ? = ∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R,A for each per-

fectoid subdomain Spa(A, A+) of D.

Definition 9.3.12. In pro-étale topology, we define a pseudocoherent ϕa-module over any△?, ? =

∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R,D to be a compatible family of pseudocoherent ϕa-modules over △?, ? =

∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R,A for each perfectoid subdomain Spa(A, A+) of D.

Definition 9.3.13. In pro-étale topology, we define the ϕa-bundle over any△?, ? = ∅, I, r, ∞,△ =

Π̃R,D to be a compatible family of ϕa-bundles over △?, ? = ∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R,A for each per-

fectoid subdomain Spa(A, A+) of D.

Definition 9.3.14. In pro-étale topology, we define a pseudocoherent ϕa-bundle over any△?, ? =

∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R,D to be a compatible family of pseudocoherent ϕa-bundles over △?, ? =

∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R,A for each perfectoid subdomain Spa(A, A+) of D.

580



9.3.2 Fundamental Comparisons

Theorem 9.3.15. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Consider the following categories:

1. The corresponding category of all the sheaves of pseudocoherent Oétale-modules over the adic Fargues-

Fontaine curve YFF,R,D in the corresponding étale topology;

2. The corresponding category of all the sheaves of pseudocoherent Opro-étale-modules over the adic

Fargues-Fontaine curve YFF,R,D in the corresponding pro-étale topology;

3. The corresponding category of all the pseudocoherent bundles over the period ring Π̃R,D, carrying the

corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa;

4. The corresponding category of all the pseudocoherent modules over the period ring Π̃∞
R,D, carrying the

corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa;

5. The corresponding category of all the pseudocoherent modules over the period ring Π̃R,D, carrying the

corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa;

6. The corresponding category of all the finitely generated projective modules over the period ring Π̃
[s,r]
R,D,

carrying the corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa, where 0 < s ≤ r/pah.

Then we have that they are equivalent.

This could be proved by the following theorem which is also considered in [T2] in the cor-

responding Hodge-Iwasawa theory:

Theorem 9.3.16. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Consider the following categories (A

is a perfectoid algebra corresponding to some local chart of D in the previous theorem):

1. The corresponding category of all the sheaves of pseudocoherent Oétale-modules over the adic Fargues-

Fontaine curve YFF,R,A in the corresponding étale topology;

2. The corresponding category of all the sheaves of pseudocoherent Opro-étale-modules over the adic

Fargues-Fontaine curve YFF,R,A in the corresponding pro-étale topology;

3. The corresponding category of all the pseudocoherent bundles over the period ring Π̃R,A, carrying the

corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa;

4. The corresponding category of all the pseudocoherent modules over the period ring Π̃∞
R,A, carrying the

corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa;

5. The corresponding category of all the pseudocoherent modules over the period ring Π̃R,A, carrying the

corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa (note that here we assume that the module descends

to some module carrying Frobenius over Π̃r
R,A for some radius r0 > 0, which further base changes to
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some module carrying Frobenius over Π̃
[s,r]
R,A for some interval [s, r] which is assumed to be étale-stably

pseudocoherent);

6. The corresponding category of all the finitely generated projective modules over the period ring Π̃
[s,r]
R,A,

carrying the corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa, where 0 < s ≤ r/pah.

Then we have that they are equivalent.

Proof. The proof is parallel to [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]. From 1,2 to 3, the corresponding results fol-

low from [KL2, Theorem 4.4.3] due to the natural sheafiness since we are working over perfec-

toid spaces. Then to glue a bundle to get a module over the Robba ring over the corresponding

Robba ring Π̃∞
R,A, we use the corresponding reified adic space Spra(Π̃[sp−kah,rp−kah]

R,A , Π̃
[sp−kah,rp−kah],Gr
R,A )

to cover the corresponding whole spaces, and use the corresponding Frobenius pullback to

basically control the corresponding finiteness of the corresponding sections over each mem-

ber in this covering, then we can derive the result from [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17]. The same

strategy allows us to go from 3 to 4,5. The corresponding equivalence between 3 and 6 could

be proved by the following argument. First from 3 to 6 we just take the corresponding pro-

jection. Then back we consider the corresponding Frobenius to control finiteness over each

Spra(Π̃[sp−kah,rp−kah]
R,A , Π̃

[sp−kah,rp−kah],Gr
R,A ) for any k ≥ 0, then glueing over any arbitrary interval by

using the sheafiness of the period rings. One also checks the corresponding pseudocoherence

as in [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1].

Corollary 9.3.17. We have the following categories are equivalent predicted in [CKZ] partially and im-

plicitly (here R′ is a perfect algebra with the same type as that of R but needs not to be the same as R):

1. The corresponding category of all the sheaves of pseudocoherent Oétale-modules over the adic Fargues-

Fontaine curve YFF,R,YFF,R′
in the corresponding étale topology;

2. The corresponding category of all the sheaves of pseudocoherent Opro-étale-modules over the adic

Fargues-Fontaine curve YFF,R,YFF,R′
in the corresponding pro-étale topology;

3. The corresponding category of all the pseudocoherent bundles over the period ring Π̃R,YFF,R′
, carrying

the corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa;

4. The corresponding category of all the pseudocoherent modules over the period ring Π̃∞
R,YFF,R′

, carrying

the corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa;

5. The corresponding category of all the pseudocoherent modules over the period ring Π̃R,YFF,R′
, carrying

the corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa;
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6. The corresponding category of all the finitely generated projective modules over the period ring

Π̃
[s,r]
R,YFF,R′

, carrying the corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa, where 0 < s ≤ r/pah.

For some application one could consider the corresponding preperfectoid coefficients:

Theorem 9.3.18. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Consider the following categories (A

is a preperfectoid algebra over E):

1. The corresponding category of all the sheaves of pseudocoherent Oétale-modules over the adic Fargues-

Fontaine curve YFF,R,A in the corresponding étale topology;

2. The corresponding category of all the sheaves of pseudocoherent Opro-étale-modules over the adic

Fargues-Fontaine curve YFF,R,A in the corresponding pro-étale topology;

3. The corresponding category of all the pseudocoherent bundles over the period ring Π̃R,A, carrying the

corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa;

4. The corresponding category of all the pseudocoherent modules over the period ring Π̃∞
R,A, carrying the

corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa;

5. The corresponding category of all the pseudocoherent modules over the period ring Π̃R,A, carrying

the corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa (note that here we assume that the module de-

scends to some module carrying Frobenius over Π̃r
R,A for some radius r > 0, which further base changes

to some module carrying Frobenius over Π̃
[s,r]
R,A for some interval [s, r] which is assumed to be étale-stably

pseudocoherent);

6. The corresponding category of all the finitely generated projective modules over the period ring Π̃
[s,r]
R,A,

carrying the corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa, where 0 < s ≤ r/pah.

Then we have that they are equivalent.

Proof. The proof is parallel to [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]. From 1,2 to 3, the corresponding results fol-

low from [KL2, Theorem 4.4.3] due to the natural sheafiness since we are working over preper-

fectoid spaces. Then to glue a bundle to get a module over the Robba ring over the correspond-

ing Robba ring Π̃∞
R,A, we use the corresponding reified adic space Spra(Π̃[sp−kah,rp−kah]

R,A , Π̃
[sp−kah,rp−kah],Gr
R,A )

to cover the corresponding whole spaces, and use the corresponding Frobenius pullback to

basically control the corresponding finiteness of the corresponding sections over each mem-

ber in this covering, then we can derive the result from [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17]. The same

strategy allows us to go from 3 to 4,5. The corresponding equivalence between 3 and 6 could

be proved by the following argument. First from 3 to 6 we just take the corresponding pro-

jection. Then back we consider the corresponding Frobenius to control finiteness over each
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Spra(Π̃[sp−kah,rp−kah]
R,A , Π̃

[sp−kah,rp−kah],Gr
R,A ) for any k ≥ 0, then glueing over any arbitrary interval by

using the sheafiness of the period rings. One also checks the corresponding pseudocoherence

as in [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1].

Definition 9.3.19. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.4]) We define the corresponding ϕa-

ϕ
′a-modules over the corresponding period rings, which we could use some uniform notation

△?⊗̂△?′ , ?, ?′ = ∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R to denote these. We define any ϕa-ϕ
′a-module over the

period rings with index ∅ above to be a finitely generated projective module over△?⊗̂△?′ car-

rying semilinear action from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that ϕa∗M
∼
→ M where ϕa comes

from the first factor, and carrying semilinear action from the Frobenius operator ϕ
′a such that

ϕ
′a∗M

∼
→ M where ϕ

′a comes from the second factor, and we assume that this module descends

to some△r⊗̂△r′ for 0 < r, r′ < ∞. We define any ϕa-ϕ
′a-module over the period rings with in-

dex r1, r2 above to be a finitely generated projective module over△?⊗̂△?′ carrying semilinear

action from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that ϕa∗M
∼
→ M ⊗△r1 p−ah

⊗̂△?′ , carrying semilin-

ear action from the Frobenius operator ϕ
′a such that ϕ

′a∗M
∼
→ M ⊗△?⊗̂△r2 p−ah

. We define

any ϕa-ϕ
′a-module over the period rings with index [s1, r1], [s2, r2] above to be a finitely gener-

ated projective module over △?⊗̂△?′ carrying semilinear action from the Frobenius operator

ϕa such that ϕa∗M⊗
△[s1p−ha,r1 p−ha]⊗̂△?′ △

[s1,r1 p−ha]⊗̂△?′ ∼→ M⊗△[s1,r1 p−ha]⊗̂△?′ , carrying semilin-

ear action from the Frobenius operator ϕ
′a such that ϕ

′a∗M⊗
△?⊗̂△[s2 p−ha,r2 p−ha] △

?⊗̂△[s2,r2 p−ha] ∼→

M ⊗△?⊗̂△[s2,r2 p−ha]. For a corresponding object over △∅⊗̂△∅, we assume the module is the

base change from some module over△r0⊗̂△r′0 for some r0, r′0 > 0, as mentioned above.

Definition 9.3.20. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.4]) We define the corresponding pseu-

docoherent ϕa-ϕ
′a-modules over the corresponding period rings above, which we could use

some uniform notation △?⊗̂△?′ , ?, ?′ = ∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R to denote these. We define any

pseudocoherent ϕa-ϕ
′a-module over the period rings with index ∅ above to be a pseudoco-

herent module over △?⊗̂△?′ carrying semilinear action from the Frobenius operator ϕa such

that ϕa∗M
∼
→ M where ϕa comes from the first factor, and carrying semilinear action from

the Frobenius operator ϕ
′a such that ϕ

′a∗M
∼
→ M where ϕ

′a comes from the second factor,

and we assume that this module descends to some △r⊗̂△r′ for 0 < r, r′ < ∞. We define

any pseudocoherent ϕa-ϕ
′a-module over the period rings with index r1, r2 above to be a pseu-
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docoherent module over △?⊗̂△?′ carrying semilinear action from the Frobenius operator ϕa

such that ϕa∗M
∼
→ M ⊗△r1 p−ah

⊗̂△?′ , carrying semilinear action from the Frobenius operator

ϕ
′a such that ϕ

′a∗M
∼
→ M ⊗△?⊗̂△r2 p−ah

. We define any pseudocoherent ϕa-ϕ
′a-module over

the period rings with index [s1, r1], [s2, r2] above to be a pseudocoherent module over△?⊗̂△?′

carrying semilinear action from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that ϕa∗M ⊗
△[s1p−ha,r1 p−ha]⊗̂△?′

△[s1,r1 p−ha]⊗̂△?′ ∼→ M⊗△[s1,r1 p−ha]⊗̂△?′ , carrying semilinear action from the Frobenius opera-

tor ϕ
′a such that ϕ

′a∗M ⊗
△?⊗̂△[s2 p−ha,r2 p−ha] △

?⊗̂△[s2,r2 p−ha] ∼→ M ⊗△?⊗̂△[s2,r2 p−ha]. For a corre-

sponding object over △∅⊗̂△∅, we assume the module is the base change from some module

over △r0⊗̂△r′0 for some r0, r′0 > 0. As in [KL2, Definition 4.4.4] we impose the correspond-

ing topological condition on the corresponding modules by imposing that all the modules are

complete with respect to the corresponding natural topology, and over the Robba rings with

respect to some specific multi-interval we assume that the corresponding modules are étale-

stably pseudocoherent.

Theorem 9.3.21. We have the following categories are equivalent predicted in [CKZ]:

1. The corresponding category of all the sheaves of pseudocoherent Oétale-modules over the adic Fargues-

Fontaine curve YFF,R,YFF,R in the corresponding étale topology;

2. The corresponding category of all the sheaves of pseudocoherent Opro-étale-modules over the adic

Fargues-Fontaine curve YFF,R,YFF,R in the corresponding pro-étale topology;

3. The corresponding category of all the pseudocoherent modules over the period ring Π̃
[s,r]
R ⊗̂Π̃

[s′,r′]
R ,

carrying the corresponding partial Frobenius action from the operators ϕa and ϕ
′a from the first R and

the second R respectively, here we assume that 0 < s ≤ r/pah < ∞ and 0 < s′ ≤ r′/pah < ∞ (which

are certainly assumed to be étale-stably pseudocoherent).

Proof. From 1,2 to 3, we consider the corresponding projection to the subspace with respect to

the first factor namely:

Spa(Π̃[s,r]
R,YFF,R

, Π̃
[s,r],+
R,YFF,R

)/ϕZ. (9.3.3)

By the quasi-compactness of YFF,R we have that for some fixed nice [s, r] the pseudocoherent

O-modules could be regarded in some equivalent way as pseudocoherent Π̃
[s,r]
R,YFF,R

-modules

carrying the partial Frobenius action from ϕa (namely the corresponding finiteness is preserved

during this functor). Then consider the preperfectoid coefficients in Π̃
[s,r]
R we have that this
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category could be further related to the one of all the pseudocoherent Π̃
[s,r]
R ⊗̂Π̃

[s′,r′]
R -modules

carrying the partial Frobenius action from ϕa and the partial Frobenius action from ϕ
′a. We

then start from any object in 3, we then use the corresponding reified adic space:

Spra(Π̃[sp−kha,rp−kha]
R ⊗̂Π̃

[s′p−k′ha,r′p−k′ha]
R , (Π̃[sp−kha,rp−kha]

R ⊗̂Π̃
[s′p−k′ha,r′p−k′ha]
R )Gr) (9.3.4)

to cover the corresponding spaces showing the corresponding essential surjectivity of the func-

tor from 1 to 3. Again we need to apply [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17] to obtain the finiteness around

the global section.
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9.4 Sheafiness and ∞-Period Rings and Sheaves

9.4.1 The ∞-Period Rings and Sheaves

Here we would like to mention something related to the corresponding sheafiness of the Robba

rings in our context. Namely when we discuss the corresponding modules over period rings

with big coefficients we might come across the issues around the sheafiness. However recent

work [BK] could let us get around the issue by just considering the ∞-adic space (Spah(S),Oder
Spah(S)

)

attached a Banach algebra S, which is just an ∞-analytic stack.

Following [BK, Introduction] we define the following ∞-analytic space which are the corre-

sponding coverings of the ∞-version of Fargues-Fontaine curves as those considered in [KL1],

[KL2] and [T2]. Here we drop the corresponding sheafiness condition on the ring Π̃
[s,r]
R,A for any

closed subinterval of (0, ∞). Then we define:

X∞
FF,R,A := lim

−→
0<s≤r<∞

Spah(Π̃
[s,r]
R,A)

which carries a corresponding derived sheaves of ∞-rings, namely we have ringed ∞-adic

space:

( lim
−→

0<s≤r<∞

Spah(Π̃
[s,r]
R,A), lim

←−
0<s≤r<∞

Oder
Spah(Π̃

[s,r]
R,A)

). (9.4.1)

Remark 9.4.1. In [BK], there are two different notions of the corresponding ∞-Huber spectra at-

tached to Banach algebras. We choose to focus on (Spah
Rat(S),O

der
Spah

Rat(S)
) as our (Spah(S),Oder

Spah(S)
)

in this section. Recall the corresponding Tate acyclicity in this case still holds for derived stan-

dard rational localization.

Setting 9.4.2. Note (!) that in our current section we are going to use the notation A to denote

any commutative Banach uniform adic algebra over Qp.

Definition 9.4.3. We define the corresponding ∞ deformed Fargues-Fontaine curves in general

notation Y∞
FF,R,A to be the corresponding quotient of the space by the Z-power of the Frobenius

operator which acts through the corresponding affinoids on the algebraic level.

The presheaf of ∞-rings lim
←−0<s≤r<∞

Oder
Spah(Π̃

[s,r]
R,A)

are general limit of the corresponding sheaves

Oder
Spah(Π̃

[s,r]
R,A)

, which provides upgrading of the discussion in [T2]. So now we consider similarly

as above the following ∞-adic spaces:
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SpahΠ̃R,A, SpahΠ̃∞
R,A, SpahΠ̃I

R,A, SpahΠ̃r
R,A. (9.4.2)

Then take the corresponding global section we have the following ∞-period rings:

Π̃h
R,A, Π̃

∞,h
R,A, Π̃

I,h
R,A, Π̃

r,h
R,A. (9.4.3)

Definition 9.4.4. We define the corresponding Frobenius (on the ∞-rings) as in the correspond-

ing non-derived situation through the corresponding affinoids on the algebraic level.

Definition 9.4.5. (After Lurie [Lu1, Corollary 7.2.2.9,Definition 7.2.2.10]) For general projec-

tive with finiteness condition we look at the following definition following [Lu1, Corollary

7.2.2.9]. We will use the notion a f -projective module over a ∞-algebra S to mean a projective

object M in the corresponding ∞-category of all the S-modules such that we have π0M is finite

projective over π0S.

Definition 9.4.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.4]) We define the corresponding ϕa-

modules over the corresponding ∞-period rings above, which we could use some uniform

notation △?,h, ? = ∅, I, r, ∞ to denote these. We define any ϕa-module over the ∞-period

rings with index ∅ above to be a f -projective module over △?,h carrying semilinear action

from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that ϕa∗M
∼
→ M. We define any ϕa-module over the

derived period rings with index r above to be a f -projective module over △?,h carrying semi-

linear action from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that ϕa∗M
∼
→ M ⊗△rp−ah,h. We define any

ϕa-module over the ∞-period rings with index [s, r] above to be a f -projective module over

△?,h carrying semilinear action from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that ϕa∗M⊗△[s,rp−ha],h ∼→

M⊗
△[sp−ha,rp−ha],h △

[s,rp−ha],h. Here△ = Π̃R,A. For a corresponding object over△∅,h, we assume

the module is the base changes from some module over△r0,h for some r0 > 0.

Remark 9.4.7. We believe that one can discuss more general objects such as the corresponding

coherent sheaves after [Lu1] and [Lu2], but at this moment let us just focus on the derived

vector bundles.

Definition 9.4.8. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.6]) We now define the correspond-

ing ϕa-bundles over the corresponding ∞-period rings above, which we could use some uni-

form notation△?,h
∗,A, ? = ∅, I, r, ∞, ∗ = R to denote these. We define a ϕa-bundle over△?,h

∗,A, ? =
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∅, r to be a compatible family of f -projective ϕa-modules over △?,h
∗,A, ? = [s′, r′] for suitable

[s′, r′] (namely contained in (0, r]) satisfying the corresponding restriction compatibility and

cocycle condition.

9.4.2 Some Results on the ∞-Descent

Conjecture 9.4.9. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Consider the following categories:

1. The corresponding category of all the bundles over the homotopical period ring Π̃h
R,A, carrying the

corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa;

2. The corresponding category of all the f -projective modules over the homotopical period ring Π̃
∞,h
R,A,

carrying the corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa;

3. The corresponding category of all the f -projective modules over the homotopical period ring Π̃
[s,r],h
R,A ,

carrying the corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa, where 0 < s ≤ r/pah.

Then we have that they are equivalent.

In the corresponding sheafy case, we do have some good comparison:

Theorem 9.4.10. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) In the situation where the Robba ring

Π̃
[s,r]
R,A for any closed interval [s, r] is stably uniform. Consider the following categories:

1. The corresponding category of all the bundles over the homotopical period ring Π̃h
R,A, carrying the

corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa;

2. The corresponding category of all the f -projective modules over the homotopical period ring Π̃
∞,h
R,A,

carrying the corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa;

3. The corresponding category of all the f -projective modules over the homotopical period ring Π̃
[s,r],h
R,A ,

carrying the corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa, where 0 < s ≤ r/pah. Then we have

that they are equivalent.

Proof. This amounts to the corresponding statement for modules over classical rings. The proof

is parallel to [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]. Then to glue a bundle to get a module over the Robba

ring over the corresponding Robba ring Π̃∞
R,A, we use the corresponding reified adic space

Spra(Π̃[sp−kah,rp−kah]
R,A , Π̃

[sp−kah,rp−kah],Gr
R,A ) to cover the corresponding whole spaces, and use the cor-

responding Frobenius pullback to basically control the corresponding finiteness of the corre-

sponding sections over each member in this covering, then we can derive the result from [KL2,

Proposition 2.6.17, Corollary 2.6.10]. This will show the equivalence between 1 and 2. Then the
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functor from 1 to 3 is just the corresponding projection. On the other hand the functor from 3 to

1, we use the corresponding Frobenius to reach any interval taking the form of [sp−nha, rp−nha]

for any n ∈ Z, then we still have to consider the corresponding extraction of a single module

from two over some overlapped such specific intervals coming from the Frobenius. However

this is achievable since for π0 of the corresponding two modules we are done through [KL1,

Theorem 1.3.9].

Remark 9.4.11. The stably-uniform condition here relates directly to the construction of [BK].

Theorem 9.4.12. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Consider the following categories:

1. The corresponding category of all the bundles over the homotopical period ring Π̃h
R,A, carrying the

corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa, such that the corresponding underlying modules

are plat (here we assume that the modules are f -projective);

2. The corresponding category of all the f -projective modules over the homotopical period ring Π̃
[s,r],h
R,A ,

carrying the corresponding Frobenius action from the operator ϕa, where 0 < s ≤ r/pah, such that the

corresponding underlying modules are plat.

Then we have that they are equivalent.

Proof. Due to the fact that the ∞-presheaf Oder
Spah(Π̃I,h

R,A)
is a ∞-sheaf, the proof reduces to [KL2,

Theorem 4.6.1] which we also performed in [T2, Section 4.2]. To compare, the functor from 1

to 2 is just the corresponding projection. On the other hand the functor from 2 to 1, we use

the corresponding Frobenius to reach any interval taking the form of [sp−nha, rp−nha] for any

n ∈ Z, then we still have to consider the corresponding extraction of a single module from

two over some overlapped such specific intervals coming from the Frobenius. However this is

achievable since for π0 of the corresponding two modules we are done through [KL1, Theorem

1.3.9].

Remark 9.4.13. Professor Kedlaya has informed us that the condition on the spectrum in [KL1,

Theorem 1.3.9 (b)] could be removed (see our amplification in section 9.5 below namely propo-

sition 9.5.11). This made us believe above holds. We want to mention here that since as men-

tioned in [BK] the authors of [BK] believe there is deep relationship between [BK] and Clausen-

Scholze’s work [CS]. Therefore we believe there is deep relationship between ours and the

possible ones after Clausen-Scholze [CS].
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9.5 Noncommutative Descent Revisit

9.5.1 Big Noncommutative Coefficients

We now also consider the corresponding more general noncommutative Banach coefficients

as in our previous work [T2], which is targeted at the corresponding K-theory of the general

Robba rings.

Setting 9.5.1. Note (!) that in our current section we are going to use the notation B to denote

any Banach algebra over E.

Definition 9.5.2. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.1.1]) We let B be a Banach algebra over

E with integral subring OB over OE. Recall from the corresponding context in [KL1] we have

the corresponding period rings in the relative setting. We follow the corresponding notations

we used in [T2, Section 2.1] for those corresponding period rings. We first have for a pair

(R, R+) where R is a uniform perfect adic Banach ring over the assumed base OF. Then we

take the corresponding generalized Witt vectors taking the form of WOE
(R), which is just the

ring Ω̃int
R , and by inverting the corresponding uniformizer we have the ring Ω̃R, then by taking

the completed product with B we have Ω̃R,B. Now for some r > 0 we consider the ring Π̃
int,r
R

which is the completion of WOE
(R+)[[r] : r ∈ R] by the norm ‖.‖αr defined by:

‖.‖αr(∑
n≥0

πn[rn]) = sup
n≥0
{p−nα(rn)

r}. (9.5.1)

Then we have the product Π̃
bd,r
R,B defined as the completion under the product norm ‖.‖αr ⊗‖.‖B

of the corresponding ring Π̃
bd,r
R ⊗Qp

B, which could be also defined from the corresponding

integral Robba rings defined above. Then we define the corresponding Robba ring for some

interval I ⊂ (0, ∞) with coefficient in the perfectoid ring B denoted by Π̃I
R,B as the following

complete tensor product:

Π̃I
R⊗̂Qp

B

under the the corresponding tensor product norm ‖.‖αr ⊗‖.‖B. Then we set Π̃r
R,B as lim

←−s→0
Π̃

[s,r]
R,B ,

and then we define Π̃R,B as lim
−→r→∞

Π̃
[s,r]
R,B , and we define Π̃∞

R,B as lim
←−r→∞

Π̃r
R,B. And we also have

the corresponding full integral Robba ring and the corresponding full bounded Robba ring by

taking the corresponding union through all r > 0.

We first define the corresponding right Frobenius modules and bundles:
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Definition 9.5.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.4]) We define the corresponding right

ϕa-modules over the corresponding period rings above, which we could use some uniform no-

tation △?, ? = ∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R,B to denote these. We define any right ϕa-module over the

period rings with index above to be a finitely generated projective right module over △? car-

rying semilinear action from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that ϕa∗M
∼
→ M. We define any

right ϕa-module over the period rings with index r above to be a finitely generated projec-

tive right module over△? carrying semilinear action from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that

ϕa∗M
∼
→ M ⊗△rp−ah

. We define any right ϕa-module over the period rings with index [s, r]

above to be a finitely generated projective right module over △? carrying semilinear action

from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that ϕa∗M ⊗
△[sp−ha,rp−ha] △

[s,rp−ha] ∼→ M ⊗△[s,rp−ha]. For a

corresponding object over △∅, we assume the module is the base changes from some module

over△r0 for some r0.

Definition 9.5.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.6]) We now define the correspond-

ing right ϕa-bundles over the corresponding period rings above, which we could use some

uniform notation △?
∗,B, ? = ∅, I, r, ∞, ∗ = R to denote these. We define a right ϕa-bundle over

△?
∗,B, ? = ∅, r to be a compatible family of finitely generated projective right ϕa-modules over

△?
∗,B, ? = [s′, r′] for suitable [s′, r′] (namely contained in (0, r]) satisfying the corresponding

restriction compatibility and cocycle condition.

We first define the corresponding left Frobenius modules and bundles:

Definition 9.5.5. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.4]) We define the corresponding left

ϕa-modules over the corresponding period rings above, which we could use some uniform

notation △?, ? = ∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R,B to denote these. We define any left ϕa-module over

the period rings with index above to be a finitely generated projective left module over △?

carrying semilinear action from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that ϕa∗M
∼
→ M. We define any

left ϕa-module over the period rings with index r above to be a finitely generated projective left

module over△? carrying semilinear action from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that ϕa∗M
∼
→

△rp−ah
⊗M. We define any left ϕa-module over the period rings with index [s, r] above to be a

finitely generated projective left module over△? carrying semilinear action from the Frobenius

operator ϕa such that△[s,rp−ha] ⊗
△[sp−ha,rp−ha] ϕa∗M

∼
→ △[s,rp−ha] ⊗M. For a corresponding object

over △∅, we assume the module is the base changes from some module over △r0 for some

r0 > 0.
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Definition 9.5.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.6]) We now define the correspond-

ing left ϕa-bundles over the corresponding period rings above, which we could use some uni-

form notation △?
∗,B, ? = ∅, I, r, ∞, ∗ = R to denote these. We define a left ϕa-bundle over

△?
∗,B, ? = ∅, r to be a compatible family of finitely generated projective left ϕa-modules over

△?
∗,B, ? = [s′, r′] for suitable [s′, r′] (namely contained in (0, r]) satisfying the corresponding

restriction compatibility and cocycle condition.

We first define the corresponding Frobenius bimodules and bibundles:

Definition 9.5.7. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.4]) We define the corresponding ϕa-

bimodules over the corresponding period rings above, which we could use some uniform no-

tation△?, ? = ∅, I, r, ∞,△ = Π̃R,B to denote these. We define any ϕa-bimodule over the period

rings with index above to be a finitely generated projective bimodule over△? carrying semi-

linear action from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that ϕa∗M
∼
→ M. We define any ϕa-bimodule

over the period rings with index r above to be a finitely generated projective bimodule over

△? carrying semilinear action from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that ϕa∗M
∼
→ △rp−ah

⊗M

and ϕa∗M
∼
→ M ⊗ △rp−ah

. We define any ϕa-bimodule over the period rings with index

[s, r] above to be a finitely generated projective bimodule over △? carrying semilinear action

from the Frobenius operator ϕa such that △[s,rp−ha] ⊗
△[sp−ha,rp−ha] ϕa∗M

∼
→ △[s,rp−ha] ⊗ M and

ϕa∗M⊗
△[sp−ha,rp−ha] △

[s,rp−ha] ∼→ M⊗△[s,rp−ha]. For a corresponding object over△∅, we assume

the module is the base changes from some module over△r0 for some r0 > 0.

Definition 9.5.8. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.6]) We now define the correspond-

ing ϕa-bibundles over the corresponding period rings above, which we could use some uniform

notation△?
∗,B, ? = ∅, I, r, ∞, ∗ = R to denote these. We define a ϕa-bibundle over△?

∗,B, ? = ∅, r

to be a compatible family of finitely generated projective ϕa-bimodules over △?
∗,B, ? = [s′, r′]

for suitable [s′, r′] (namely contained in (0, r]) satisfying the corresponding restriction compati-

bility and cocycle condition.

9.5.2 Glueing Noncommutative Vector Bundles

The following is what we achieved in the corresponding paper [T2, Lemma 6.82]:
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Proposition 9.5.9. Consider the following exact sequence of Banach algebras satisfying the correspond-

ing conditions in [KL1, Definition 2.7.3 (a),(b)]:

0→ Π→ Π1
⊕

Π2 → Π12 → 0. (9.5.2)

And consider the corresponding right glueing datum (M1, M2, M12) over the corresponding rings above,

and we assume that the glueing datum is right finite projective. Then we have that the corresponding

kernel M of

M1
⊕

M2 → M12 (9.5.3)

as right module over Π is finitely presented, with the corresponding isomorphisms:

M⊗Π1
∼
→ M1, (9.5.4)

M⊗Π2
∼
→ M2. (9.5.5)

Proof. This is essentially proved in [T2, Lemma 6.82].

By considering the parallel argument one has the following:

Proposition 9.5.10. Consider the following exact sequence of Banach algebras satisfying the corre-

sponding conditions in [KL1, Definition 2.7.3 (a),(b)]:

0→ Π→ Π1
⊕

Π2 → Π12 → 0. (9.5.6)

And consider the corresponding left glueing datum (M1, M2, M12) over the corresponding rings above,

and we assume that the glueing datum is left finite projective. Then we have that the corresponding

kernel M of

M1
⊕

M2 → M12 (9.5.7)

as left module over Π is finitely presented, with the corresponding isomorphisms:

M⊗Π1
∼
→ M1, (9.5.8)

M⊗Π2
∼
→ M2. (9.5.9)

Then we consider the corresponding bimodules, and by relying on some argument essen-

tially due to Kedlaya we have the following:
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Proposition 9.5.11. (Kedlaya) Assume now the Banach algebras are commutative. Consider the

following exact sequence of Banach algebras satisfying the corresponding conditions in [KL1, Definition

2.7.3 (a),(b)]:

0→ Π→ Π1
⊕

Π2 → Π12 → 0. (9.5.10)

And consider the corresponding glueing datum (M1, M2, M12) over the corresponding rings above, and

we assume that the glueing datum is finite projective. Then we have that the corresponding kernel M of

M1
⊕

M2 → M12 (9.5.11)

as module over Π is finite projective, with the corresponding isomorphisms:

M⊗Π1
∼
→ M1, (9.5.12)

M⊗Π2
∼
→ M2. (9.5.13)

Proof. This proof is due to Kedlaya. The corresponding finitely presentedness is given in [KL1,

Theorem 1.3.9(a)], note here that we are under the conditions (a), (b) in [KL1, Definition 2.7.3

(a),(b)]. To promote the corresponding property to that being finite projective. We look at the

corresponding diagram coming from the desired presentation:

B //////

������

B1⊕ B2 //////

������

B12

������
A //////

������

A1⊕ A2 // ////

������

A12

������
M // //// M1 ⊕M2 // //// M12.

Now we look at the sets:

Hom(M1, B1), Hom(M2, B2) (9.5.14)

which actually are also modules over the corresponding base rings. By [KL1, Theorem 1.3.9(a)]

we can basically apply the construction to

Hom(M1, B1), Hom(M2, B2), Hom(M12, B12) (9.5.15)
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which relates directly to a glueing square, which gives rise to the surjective morphism:

Hom(M1, B1)⊕Hom(M2, B2)→ Hom(M12, B12). (9.5.16)

Then we choose the corresponding splittings s1, s2 for M1 and M2 respectively. Then map

them to Hom(M12, B12). Then we have there is an element s ∈ Hom(M12, B12) such that

f1,12(s1)− f2,12(s2) = s. Then choose the corresponding preimage s′1 + s′2 of s in Hom(M1, B1)⊕

Hom(M2, B2) through:

Hom(M1, B1)⊕Hom(M2, B2)→ Hom(M12, B12). (9.5.17)

This makes the corresponding correct modification to the corresponding splitting s1 + s2 to

make sure that s′′1 + s′′2 lives in the kernel of

Hom(M1, B1)⊕Hom(M2, B2)→ Hom(M12, B12). (9.5.18)

Then this gives rise to a corresponding splitting for M.

Proposition 9.5.12. (After Kedlaya) Consider the following exact sequence of Banach algebras satis-

fying the corresponding conditions in [KL1, Definition 2.7.3 (a),(b)]:

0→ Π→ Π1
⊕

Π2 → Π12 → 0. (9.5.19)

And consider the corresponding glueing datum (M1, M2, M12) over the corresponding rings above, and

we assume that the glueing datum is finite projective. Then we have that the corresponding kernel M of

M1
⊕

M2 → M12 (9.5.20)

as bimodule over Π is finite projective, with the corresponding isomorphisms:

M⊗Π1
∼
→ M1, (9.5.21)

M⊗Π2
∼
→ M2. (9.5.22)

Proof. The left module and the right module structures have already given us the correspond-

ing finitely presentedness. To promote the corresponding property to that being finite projec-
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tive. We look at the corresponding diagram coming from the desired presentation:

B //////

������

B1⊕ B2 //////

������

B12

������
A //////

������

A1⊕ A2 // ////

������

A12

������
M // //// M1 ⊕M2 // //// M12.

Now we look at the sets:

Hom(M1, B1), Hom(M2, B2) (9.5.23)

which actually are also left modules. By the left glueing process we consider before we can

basically apply the construction to

Hom(M1, B1), Hom(M2, B2), Hom(M12, B12) (9.5.24)

which relates directly to a glueing square, which gives rise to the surjective morphism:

Hom(M1, B1)⊕Hom(M2, B2)→ Hom(M12, B12). (9.5.25)

This is again as left module consideration. Then we choose the corresponding splittings s1, s2

for M1 and M2 respectively. Then map them to Hom(M12, B12). Then we have there is an

element s ∈ Hom(M12, B12) such that f1,12(s1)− f2,12(s2) = s. Then choose the corresponding

preimage s′1 + s′2 of s in Hom(M1, B1)⊕Hom(M2, B2) through:

Hom(M1, B1)⊕Hom(M2, B2)→ Hom(M12, B12). (9.5.26)

This makes the corresponding correct modification to the corresponding splitting s1 + s2 to

make sure that s′′1 + s′′2 lives in the kernel of

Hom(M1, B1)⊕Hom(M2, B2)→ Hom(M12, B12). (9.5.27)
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Then this gives rise to a corresponding splitting for M as left module. Then on the other hand,

we look at the corresponding diagram coming from the desired presentation:

B // ////

������

B1⊕ B2 //////

������

B12

������
A //////

������

A1⊕ A2 // ////

������

A12

������
M // //// M1 ⊕M2 // //// M12.

Now we look at the sets:

Hom(M1, B1), Hom(M2, B2) (9.5.28)

which actually are also right modules. By the right glueing process we consider before we can

basically apply the construction to

Hom(M1, B1), Hom(M2, B2), Hom(M12, B12) (9.5.29)

which relates directly to a glueing square, which gives rise to the surjective morphism:

Hom(M1, B1)⊕Hom(M2, B2)→ Hom(M12, B12). (9.5.30)

This is again as right module consideration. Then we choose the corresponding splittings s1, s2

for M1 and M2 respectively. Then map them to Hom(M12, B12). Then we have there is an

element s ∈ Hom(M12, B12) such that f1,12(s1)− f2,12(s2) = s. Then choose the corresponding

preimage s′1 + s′2 of s in Hom(M1, B1)⊕Hom(M2, B2) through:

Hom(M1, B1)⊕Hom(M2, B2)→ Hom(M12, B12). (9.5.31)

This makes the corresponding correct modification to the corresponding splitting s1 + s2 to

make sure that s′′1 + s′′2 lives in the kernel of

Hom(M1, B1)⊕Hom(M2, B2)→ Hom(M12, B12). (9.5.32)

Then this gives rise to a corresponding splitting for M as right module as well.
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Apply the corresponding general results developed above we have the following result for

glueing finite projective Frobenius modules.

Proposition 9.5.13. Consider the following two categories. The first category is the corresponding finite

projective ϕa-bibundles over the corresponding period ring Π̃R,B. And the corresponding second finite

projective ϕa-bimodules over the period ring Π̃
[s,r]
R,B such that we have 0 < s ≤ rp−ha. Then we have that

the corresponding involved categories are actually equivalent to each other.

Proof. The functor from the first category to the second one realizing this equivalence is just the

corresponding projection. To show that for any bimodule over Π̃
[s,r]
R,B we have the corresponding

essential surjectivity we lift the corresponding bimodule up to achieve a family of bimodules

with the same rank by applying the corresponding Frobenius with respect to different intervals

taking the form of [sp−akh, rp−akh]. Then for general interval we are free to glue finite projective

modules by applying proposition 9.5.12.

This chapter is based on the following paper, where the author of this dissertation is the

main author:

• Tong, Xin. "Period Rings with Big Coefficients and Applications I." arXiv preprint arXiv:2012.07338

(2020).
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Chapter 10

Period Rings with Big Coefficients and

Applications II
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10.1 Introduction

10.1.1 Noncommutative Topological Pseudocoherence after Illusie-Kedlaya-Liu

In our previous work on noncommutative deformation of period rings and application [T1],

[T2] and [T3], we considered many useful deformation of the sheaves from many deep con-

structions coming from Kedlaya-Liu. The corresponding local pictures in both commutative

setting and noncommutative setting were carefully developed.

The globalization of the picture will happen both in the corresponding coefficients and in

the corresponding underlying spaces. Both of them require very deep descent results, although

in the commutative setting one do not have to modify much from [KL1] and [KL2]. However

in the noncommutative setting, things will be very complicated. Since if one would like to

really consider the corresponding localization with respect to the noncommutative coefficient

Banach algebra, one has to study the corresponding noncommutative toposes. This will be re-

ally complicated since the corresponding topological issues are really hard to manipulate on

the level of toposes. That being said, with respect to some of the corresponding application in

mind, we could actually do some extension of Kedlaya-Liu glueing to noncommutative setting

by keeping track of the noncommutative spatial information in the following sense.

Over Qp or Fp((t)), in our application in mind we consider the corresponding deformation

of period rings in various context and the corresponding period sheaves over certain sites. One

could deal with such very big Banach sheaves by considering the corresponding localization

concentrated at the corresponding commutative part but release the corresponding deforma-

tion components. This will basically be slightly different from Kedlaya-Liu’s original extension

to Banach context [KL2] from Illusie’s original notion of pseudocoherence in [SGAVI]. What is

happening is that we will have some stability notion which is only sensible to the commutative

spatial part. To be more precise when we consider the product of a commutative Banach adic

algebra A with a noncommutative Banach algebra B, we will consider just the corresponding

stability with respect to the corresponding rational localization from A (not at all for B). There-

fore when we sheafify the modules with such stability we will have a sheaf locally attached to

modules with such stability in the same fashion.
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In some of the applications one might want to consider the corresponding deformations

by more general coefficients, for instance in noncommutative Iwasawa theory one might want

to consider the corresponding noncommutative Iwasawa algebras. Therefore in such situation

one could deform the structure sheaves by some pro-Banach algebras, motivated by Burns-

Flach-Fukaya-Kato [BF1], [BF2] and [FK1]. On the other hand suppose one considers deforma-

tions by some limit of Fréchet rings such as the corresponding ring Be in the theory of Bergers

B-pairs in [Ber1] and the corresponding various types of Robba rings with respect to some ra-

dius r > 0 or nothing (namely the full Robba rings) in [KL1] and [KL2]. Carrying these LF

algebras one can consider some types of mixed-type of Hodge-structures along the work of

[CKZ], [PZ] and [Ked1] in more general sense or in the original context.

In this paper, we will also consider the following discussion. First we would like to tackle

the corresponding integral aspects of the corresponding story, especially when we have the

adic spaces which are not Tate but just analytic (since we are dealing with spaces over Zp) in

the sense of [Ked2]. Certainly we will carry some large coefficients. We will expect that this

will have the potential application to integral p-adic Hodge theory such as in [BMS] and [BS].

That being said, the corresponding descent in this paper will definitely have its own interests.

We work in detail out the corresponding descent of the corresponding pseudocoherent sheaves

with some stability carrying the corresponding large coefficients in the corresponding uniform

analytic Huber pair situation, while we also translated several results to the corresponding uni-

form analytic adic Banach rings after [KL2].

10.1.2 Main Results

The corresponding notions of stably-pseudocoherence is generalized to noncommutative de-

formed setting from [KL2]. Over affinoids we realized the following theorems around taking

global section of pseudocoherent sheaves. Namely with the corresponding notations in theo-

rem 10.2.15:

Theorem 10.1.1. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.5]) In analytic topology, taking the global

section will realize an equivalence between the category of pseudocoherent O⊗̂B-sheaves and the cate-
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gory of B-stably-pseudocoherent O(X)⊗̂B modules. Here X is an adic affinoid Spa(A, A+).

In further application, one can also establish the desired parallel results in the étale topol-

ogy. Namely with the corresponding notations in theorem 10.2.23:

Theorem 10.1.2. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.14]) In étale topology, taking the global

section will realize an equivalence between the category of pseudocoherent Oét⊗̂B-sheaves and the cate-

gory of B-étale-stably-pseudocoherent Oét(X)⊗̂B modules. Here X is an adic affinoid Spa(A, A+).

As we mentioned one could also consider more general deformation such as the corre-

sponding. The first scope of the consideration could be made in order to include the context

of pro-Banach families associated to some p-adic rational Iwasawa algebra with Banach coeffi-

cients B[[G]] attached to some p-adic Lie group G. Namely with the corresponding notations

in theorem 10.3.15:

Theorem 10.1.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.5]) In analytic topology, taking the global

section will realize an equivalence between the category of pseudocoherent O⊗̂B[[G]]-sheaves and the

category of B[[G]]-stably-pseudocoherent O(X)⊗̂B[[G]] modules. Here X is an adic affinoid Spa(A, A+),

and here all the modules are pro-systems over Qp[[G]].

In further application, one can also establish the desired parallel results in the étale topol-

ogy. Namely with the corresponding notations in theorem 10.3.23:

Theorem 10.1.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.14]) In étale topology, taking the global

section will realize an equivalence between the category of pseudocoherent Oét⊗̂B[[G]]-sheaves and the

category of B[[G]]-étale-stably-pseudocoherent Oét(X)⊗̂B[[G]] modules. Here X is an adic affinoid

Spa(A, A+), and here all the modules are pro-systems over Qp[[G]].

One can also even consider the limit of Fréchet coefficients with some further application to

some equivariant sheaves over adic Fargues-Fontaine curves. Namely with the corresponding

notations in theorem 10.4.15:

Theorem 10.1.5. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.5]) In analytic topology, taking the global

section will realize an equivalence between the category of pseudocoherent O⊗̂B-sheaves and the cate-

gory of B-stably-pseudocoherent O(X)⊗̂B modules. Here X is an adic affinoid Spa(A, A+), and here

B is injective limit of Banach algebras lim
−→h

Bh.
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In further application, one can also establish the desired parallel results in the étale topol-

ogy. Namely with the corresponding notations in theorem 10.4.23:

Theorem 10.1.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.14]) In étale topology, taking the global

section will realize an equivalence between the category of pseudocoherent Oét⊗̂B-sheaves and the cate-

gory of B-étale-stably-pseudocoherent Oét(X)⊗̂B modules. Here X is an adic affinoid Spa(A, A+), and

here B is injective limit of Banach algebras lim
−→h

Bh.

One can also consider the corresponding families of affinoids in some coherent way for

the commutative parts, namely this is the notion of quasi-Stein spaces from [KL2, Chapter

2.6]. Then with the corresponding notations in theorem 10.2.32, theorem 10.3.32 and theo-

rem 10.4.32:

Theorem 10.1.7. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17]) Carrying Banach, pro-Banach or

limit of Fréchet coefficient B one could have the finiteness of the global sections of B-stably-pseudocoherent

sheaves over some quasi-Stein space X as long as one has m-uniform covering as in [KL2, Proposition

2.6.17].

The application will be encoded in our last chapter, where we focused on finding relation-

ship between the corresponding Frobenius equivariant sheaves over Fargues-Fontaine space:

⋃
Spa(Π̃[r1,r2]

R , Π̃
[r1,r2],+
R ) (10.1.1)

and the corresponding Frobenius equivariant modules over the global sections:

Π̃
[r1,r2]
R , ∀0 < s < r. (10.1.2)

in glueing fashion. The sheaves and modules here carrying some big Banach coefficients (non-

commutative). And we also considered some very interesting pro-Banach situation and LF

situation, see theorem 10.7.29 and theorem 10.7.30.

10.1.3 Further Consideration

One thing we have observed (although have not written so) is that suppose we apply our re-

sults to some locally noetherian spaces, then we will have no stability issue, and we will have
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not just pseudoflatness but even more. Instead, this will immediately mean that we are going

to be more algebraic throughout. The corresponding story is very interesting in the situation of

rigid analytic spaces.

The discussion in the previous paragraph in fact implies that in the noetherian situation,

one should be able to extend the discussion around ∞-glueing along the style of Kedlaya-Liu

by applying Bambozzi-Kremnizer spectrum [BK1] and Clausen-Scholze space [CS] to the cor-

responding coherent sheaves which are interesting to us where the corresponding highly non-

trivial stability and nonflatness issues in [KL2] disappear. Again note that we are still carrying

some large coefficients.
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10.2 Foundations on Noncommutative Descent for Adic Spectra in

Banach Case

10.2.1 Noncommutative Pseudocoherence in Analytic Topology

We now establish some foundations in the noncommutative setting on glueing noncommuta-

tive pseudocoherent modules after [KL2, Chapter 2]. But we remind the readers that we will

fix the base space:

Setting 10.2.1. Consider a corresponding sheafy Banach adic uniform algebra (A, A+) over Qp

or Fp((t)), we consider the base space Spa(A, A+) as in [KL2, Chapter 2]. And now we will

consider a further noncommutative Banach algebra (B, B+) over Qp or Fp((t)).

Definition 10.2.2. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.4.1]) For any left A⊗̂B-module M,

we call it m-B-stably pseudocoherent if we have that it is m-B-pseudocoherent, complete for

the natural topology and for any morphism A → A′ which is the corresponding rational lo-

calization, the base change of M to A′⊗̂B is complete for the natural topology as the corre-

sponding left A′⊗̂B-module. As in [KL2, Definition 2.4.1] we call that the corresponding left

A⊗̂B-module M just B-stably pseudocoherent if we have that it is simply just ∞-B-stably pseu-

docoherent.

Remark 10.2.3. Throughout the whole paper, it is obvious we need to use the corresponding

noncommutative version of the corresponding pseudocoherent modules on the algebraic level

due to Illusie along the development of Grothendieck’s SGAVI [SGAVI], but the main difference

is just that we consider the corresponding modules with action happening on one side.

Since our spaces are commutative, so the rational localization is not flat which is exactly the

same situation as in [KL1] and [KL2], therefore in our situation we need to define something

weaker than the corresponding flatness which will be sufficient for us to apply in the following

development:

Definition 10.2.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.4.4]) For any Banach left A⊗̂B-module

M, we call it is m-B-pseudoflat if for any right A⊗̂B-module M′ m-B-stably pseudocoherent we

have TorA⊗̂B
1 (M′, M) = 0. For any Banach right A⊗̂B-module M, we call it is m-B-pseudoflat if

for any left A⊗̂B-module M′ m-B-stably pseudocoherent we have TorA⊗̂B
1 (M, M′) = 0.
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Definition 10.2.5. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.4.6]) We consider the corresponding

notion of the corresponding pro-projective module. We define over A the corresponding B-pro-

projective module M to be a corresponding left A⊗̂B-module such that one could find a filtered

sequence of projectors such that in the sense of taking the prolimit we have the corresponding

projector will converge to any chosen element in M. Here we assume the module is complete

with respect to natural topology, and we assume the projectors are A⊗̂B-linear and we assume

that the corresponding image of the projectors are modules which are also finitely generated

and projective.

Lemma 10.2.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.4.7]) Suppose we have over the space Spa(A, A+)

a corresponding B-pro-projective left module M. And suppose that we have a 2-B-pseudocoherent right

module C over A. And we assume that C is complete with respect to the natural topology. Then we have

that the corresponding product C⊗A⊗̂B M is then complete under the corresponding natural topology.

And moreover we have that in our situation:

TorA⊗̂B
1 (C, M) = 0.

Proof. This will be just a noncommutative version of the corresponding [KL2, Lemma 2.4.7].

We adapt the corresponding argument in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.7] to our situation. What we are

going to consider in this case is then first consider the following presentation:

M′ ////// (A⊗̂B)k ////// M // //// 0,

where the left module M′ is finitely presented. Then we consider the following commutative

diagram:

C⊗A⊗̂B M′ //////

������

C⊗A⊗̂B (A⊗̂B)k //////

������

C⊗A⊗̂B M //////

������

0,

0 // //// C⊗̂A⊗̂B M′ ////// C⊗̂A⊗̂B(A⊗̂B)k ////// C⊗̂A⊗̂B M ////// 0.

The first row is exact as in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.7], and we have the corresponding second row is

also exact since we have that by hypothesis the corresponding module M is B-pro-projective.

Then as in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.7] the results follow.
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Proposition 10.2.7. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 2.4.8]) Over the space

Spa(A, A+), we have any B-pro-projective left module is 2-B-pseudoflat.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the previous lemma.

Lemma 10.2.8. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 2.4.9]) Keep the notation above, suppose we are

working over the adic space Spa(A, A+). Suppose now the left A⊗̂B-module is finitely generated, then

we have that the following natural maps:

A{T}⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M→ M{T}, (10.2.1)

A{T, T−1}⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M→ M{T, T−1} (10.2.2)

are surjective. Suppose now the left A⊗̂B-module is finitely presented, then we have that the following

natural maps:

A{T}⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M→ M{T}, (10.2.3)

A{T, T−1}⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M→ M{T, T−1} (10.2.4)

are bijective. Here all the modules are assumed to be compete with respect to the natural topology in our

context.

Proof. This is the corresponding consequence of the previous lemma.

Proposition 10.2.9. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.4.12]) We keep the corresponding nota-

tions in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10]. Then in our current sense we have that the corresponding morphism

A→ B2 is then 2-B-pseudoflat.

Proof. The corresponding proof could be made parallel to the corresponding proof of [KL2,

Lemma 2.4.12]. We need to keep track the corresponding coefficient B in our current context.

To be more precise we consider the following commutative diagram from the corresponding

chosen exact sequence (which is just the analog of the corresponding one in [KL2, Lemma

2.4.12], namely as below we choose arbitrary short exact sequence with P as a left A⊗̂B-module

which is 2-B-stably pseudocoherent):

0 // //// M // //// N ////// P ////// 0,
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which then induces the following corresponding big commutative diagram:

0

������

0

������

,

0 ////// A{T}⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M //////

1− f T

�� ����

A{T}⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B N // ////

1− f T

�� ����

A{T}⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B P // ////

1− f T

�� ����

0,

0 ////// A{T}⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M //////

������

A{T}⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B N // ////

������

A{T}⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B P // ////

������

0,

0 ?////// B2⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M //////

������

B2⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B N // ////

������

B2⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B P // ////

������

0,

0 0 0

with the notations in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10] where we actually have the corresponding exactness

along the horizontal direction at the corner around B2⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M marked with ?, by diagram

chasing.

Proposition 10.2.10. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.4.13]) We keep the corresponding nota-

tions in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10]. Then in our current sense we have that the corresponding morphism

A → B1 is then 2-B-pseudoflat. And in our current sense we have that the corresponding morphism

A→ B12 is then 2-B-pseudoflat.

Proof. The statement for A → B12 could be proved by consider the composition A → B2 →

B12 where the 2-B-pseudoflatness could be proved as in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.13] by inverting the

corresponding variables. For A → B1, the corresponding proof could be made parallel to the
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corresponding proof of [KL2, Lemma 2.4.13]. To be more precise we consider the following

commutative diagram from the corresponding chosen exact sequence (which is just the analog

of the corresponding one in [KL2, Remark 2.4.5], namely as below we choose arbitrary short

exact sequence with P as a left A⊗̂B-module which is 2-B-stably pseudocoherent):

0 // //// M // //// N ////// P ////// 0,

which then induces the following corresponding big commutative diagram:

0

������

0

�� ����

,

0 // //// M // ////

������

N // ////

������

P //////

������

0,

0
?////// (B1⊗̂B

⊕
B2⊗̂B)⊗A⊗̂B M // ////

������

(B1⊗̂B
⊕

B2⊗̂B)⊗A⊗̂B N //////

������

(B1⊗̂B
⊕

B2⊗̂B)⊗A⊗̂B P //////

������

0,

0 ////// B12⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M //////

������

B12⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B N //////

������

B12⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B P //////

������

0,

0 0 0

with the notations in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10] where we actually have the corresponding exactness

along the horizontal direction at the corner around M ⊗A⊗̂B (B1⊗̂B
⊕

B2⊗̂B) marked with ?,

by diagram chasing.

After these foundational results, as in [KL2] we have the following proposition which is
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the corresponding noncommutative generalization of the corresponding result established in

[KL2, Theorem 2.4.15].

Proposition 10.2.11. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.4.15]) In our current context we have

that for any rational localization Spa(A′, A
′,+)→ Spa(A, A+) we have that along this base change the

corresponding B-stably pseudocoherence is preserved.

Then we have the corresponding Tate’s acyclicity in the noncommutative deformed setting:

Theorem 10.2.12. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.1]) Now suppose we have in our cor-

responding setting 10.2.1 a corresponding B-stably pseudocoherent module M. Then we consider the

corresponding assignment such that for any U ⊂ Spa(A, A+) we define M̃(U) as in the following:

M̃(U) := lim
←−

Spa(S,S+)⊂U,rational

S⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M. (10.2.5)

Then we have that for any B which is a rational covering of U = Spa(S, S+) ⊂ Spa(A, A+) (certainly

this U is also assumed to be rational) we have that the vanishing of the following two cohomology groups:

Hi(U, M̃), Ȟi(U : B, M̃) (10.2.6)

for any i > 0. When concentrating at the degree zero we have:

H0(U, M̃) = S⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M, Ȟ0(U : B, M̃) = S⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M. (10.2.7)

Proof. By [KL1, Propositions 2.4.20-2.4.21], we could then finish proof as in [KL2, Theorem

2.5.1] by using our previous proposition 10.2.11 and proposition 10.2.10 as above.

We now consider the corresponding noncommutative deformed version of Kiehl’s glueing

properties for stably pseudocoherent modules after [KL2]:

Definition 10.2.13. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.5.3]) Consider in our context (over

Spa(A, A+)) the corresponding sheaves O⊗̂B, we will then define the corresponding pseudo-

coherent sheaves over Spa(A, A+) to be those locally defined by attaching stably-pseudocoherent

modules over the section.

Lemma 10.2.14. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.5.4]) Consider the corresponding notations in

[KL2, Lemma 2.4.10], we have the corresponding morphism A→ B1
⊕

B2. Then we have that this mor-

phism is an descent morphism effective for the corresponding B-stably pseodocoherent Banach modules.
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Proof. This is a B-relative version of the [KL2, Lemma 2.5.4]. We adapt the corresponding proof

to our situation. First consider the corresponding notations on the commutative adic space

Spa(A, A+) as in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10]. And we have a coving {U1, U2}. Then consider a

descent datum for this cover of B-stably pseudocoherent sheaves. By theorem 10.2.12 we could

realize this as a corresponding pseudocoherent sheaf over O⊗̂B. We denote this byM. Then

by (the proof of) [T2, Lemma 6.82], we have that this is finitely generated and we have the

corresponding vanishing of Ȟi(Spa(A, A+),B;M) for i > 0. Then by theorem 10.2.12 again

we have that the vanishing of Hi(Uj;M) for j ∈ {1, 2}, i > 0. Then as in [KL2, Lemma 2.5.4] we

have the corresponding vanishing of Hi(Spa(A, A+);M) for i > 0. Then as in [KL2, Lemma

2.5.4] we choose a corresponding covering of some finite free object F and take its kernel K

which is actually pseudocoherent by the corresponding proposition 10.2.11. Then forming the

following diagram:

0 ////// (Bp⊗̂B)⊗K(Spa(A, A+)) //////

������

(Bp⊗̂B)⊗F (Spa(A, A+)) // ////

������

(Bp⊗̂B)⊗M(Spa(A, A+)) // ////

������

0,

0 ////// K(Up)
// //// F (Up)

////// M(Up)
// //// 0,

where we have p = 1, 2. The first row is exact by B-pseudoflatness as in proposition 10.2.11

and the second is row is exact as well by theorem 10.2.12. The middle vertical arrow is an

isomorphism while the rightmost vertical arrow is surjective and the leftmost vertical arrow is

surjective. The surjectivity just here comes from actually [T2, Lemma 6.82]. This will imply that

the rightmost vertical arrow is injective as well. Then we have the corresponding isomorphism

M
∼
→ ˜M(Spa(A, A+)). Then we consider the following diagram:

(C⊗̂B)⊗K(Spa(A, A+)) // ////

������

(C⊗̂B)⊗ F (Spa(A, A+)) // ////

������

(C⊗̂B)⊗M(Spa(A, A+)) // ////

������

0,

0 ////// K(Spa(C, C+)) ////// F (Spa(C, C+)) ////// M(Spa(C, C+)) ////// 0,
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C is any rational localization of A. Here the first row is exact by B-pseudoflatness and the

second is row is exact as well. The middle vertical arrow is an isomorphism while the rightmost

vertical arrow is surjective as in [KL2, Lemma 2.5.4]. Then we apply the same argument to the

leftmost vertical arrow (with a new diagram), we will have the corresponding surjectivity of

this leftmost vertical arrow. This will imply that the rightmost vertical arrow is injective as

well. Then we have the corresponding isomorphism for the rightmost vertical arrow.

Theorem 10.2.15. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.5]) Taking global section will realize the

equivalence between the following two categories: A. The category of all the pseudocoherent O⊗̂B-

sheaves; B. The category of all the B-stably pseudocoherent modules over A⊗̂B.

Proof. See [KL2, Theorem 2.5.5]. We need to still apply [KL1, Proposition 2.4.20], as long as one

considers instead in our situation proposition 10.5.13 and theorem 10.2.12.

10.2.2 Noncommutative Pseudocoherence in Étale Topology

We consider the extension of the corresponding discussion in the previous subsection to the

étale topology. At this moment we consider the following same context on the geometric level

as in [KL2]:

Setting 10.2.16. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Hypothesis 2.5.8]) As in the previous subsection we

consider now the corresponding geometric setting namely an adic space Spa(A, A+) where A

is assumed to be sheafy. Then we consider B as above. And we consider the corresponding

étale site Spa(A, A+)ét. And by keeping the corresponding setting in the geometry as in [KL2,

Hypothesis 2.5.8], we assume that there is a stable basis B containing the space Spa(A, A+)

itself.

Definition 10.2.17. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.5.9]) For any left A⊗̂B-module M,

we call it m-B-étale stably pseudocoherent with respect to B if we have that it is m-B-pseudocoherent,

complete for the natural topology and for any rational localization A → A′, the base change

of M to A′⊗̂B is complete for the natural topology as the corresponding left A′⊗̂B-module.

As in [KL2, Definition 2.4.1] we call that the corresponding left A⊗̂B-module M just B-stably

pseudocoherent if we have that it is simply just ∞-B-stably pseudocoherent.

616



Definition 10.2.18. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Below Definition 2.5.9]) For any Banach left A⊗̂B-

module M, we call it m-B-étale-pseudoflat if for any right A⊗̂B-module M′ m-B-étale-stably

pseudocoherent we have TorA⊗̂B
1 (M′, M) = 0. For any Banach right A⊗̂B-module M, we call

it is m-B-étale-pseudoflat if for any left A⊗̂B-module M′ m-B-étale-stably pseudocoherent we

have TorA⊗̂B
1 (M, M′) = 0.

The following proposition holds in our current setting.

Proposition 10.2.19. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.5.10]) One can actually find another ba-

sis C in B such that any morphism in C could be 2-B-étale-pseudoflat with respect to either C or B.

Proof. We follow the proof of [KL2, Lemma 2.5.10] in our current B-relative situation, however

not that much needs to be adapted by relying on the proof of [KL2, Lemma 2.5.10]. To be more

precise the corresponding selection of the new basis C comes from including all the morphisms

made up of some composition of rational localization and the corresponding finite étale ones.

For these we have shown above the corresponding 2-B-étale pseudoflatness. Then the rest

will be pure geometric for the analytic spaces which are just the same as the situation of [KL2,

Lemma 2.5.10], therefore we just omit the corresponding argument, see [KL2, Lemma 2.5.10].

Then we have the corresponding Tate’s acyclicity in the noncommutative deformed setting

in étale topology (here fix C as above):

Theorem 10.2.20. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.11]) Now suppose we have in our cor-

responding setting 10.2.1 a corresponding B-étale-stably pseudocoherent module M. Then we consider

the corresponding assignment such that for any U ⊂ Spa(A, A+) we define M̃(U) as in the following:

M̃(U) := lim
←−

Spa(S,S+)⊂U,∈C

S⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M. (10.2.8)

Then we have that for any B which is a covering of U = Spa(S, S+) ⊂ Spa(A, A+) (certainly this U

is also assumed to be in C, and we assume this covering is formed by using the corresponding members

in C) we have that the vanishing of the following two cohomology groups:

Hi(U, M̃), Ȟi(U,B, M̃) (10.2.9)

for any i > 0. When concentrating at the degree zero we have:

H0(U, M̃) = S⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M, Ȟ0(U,B, M̃) = S⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M. (10.2.10)
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Proof. By [KL1, Proposition 8.2.21], we could then finish proof as in [KL2, Theorem 2.5.11] by

using our previous proposition 10.2.19 and the corresponding faithfully flat descent as in the

situation of [KL2, Theorem 2.5.11].

We now consider the corresponding noncommutative deformed version of Kiehl’s glueing

property for stably pseudocoherent modules after [KL2, Definition 2.5.12]:

Definition 10.2.21. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.5.12]) Consider in our context (over

Spa(A, A+)ét) the corresponding sheaves OSpa(A,A+)ét
⊗̂B, we will then define the correspond-

ing pseudocoherent sheaves over Spa(A, A+)ét to be those locally defined by attaching étale-

stably-pseudocoherent modules over the section.

Lemma 10.2.22. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.5.13]) Consider the corresponding notations

in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10], we have the corresponding morphism A → B1
⊕

B2. Then we have that this

morphism is an descent morphism effective for the corresponding B-étale-stably pseodocoherent Banach

modules.

Proof. This is a B-relative version of the [KL2, Lemma 2.5.13]. We adapt the corresponding

proof to our situation. First consider the corresponding notations on the commutative adic

space Spa(A, A+) as in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10]. And we have a coving {U1, U2}. Then consider a

descent datum for this cover of B-étale-stably pseudocoherent sheaves. By theorem 10.2.20 we

could realize this as a corresponding pseudocoherent sheaf overOét⊗̂B. We denote this byM.

Then by consider the corresponding results in the rational localization situation above we have

that the vanishing of Hi(Uj;M) for j ∈ {1, 2}, i > 0. And note that we have the corresponding

equality on the degree zero namely Hi
ét(Uj;M) = Hi(Uj;M) for just i which is zero. Then as

in [KL2, Lemma 2.5.13] we have the corresponding vanishing of Hi(Spa(A, A+);M) for i > 0.

Namely this is due to the fact that the covering is already one in the analytic topology. Then as

in [KL2, Lemma 2.5.13] we choose a corresponding covering of some finite free object F and

take its kernel K which gives rise to the corresponding exact sequence:

0 // //// K(Spa(A, A+)) ////// F (Spa(A, A+)) // //// M(Spa(A, A+)) ////// 0,

where we have p = 1, 2. We have already the corresponding stably-pseudocoherence of the

global section. As in [KL2, Lemma 2.5.13] we only need to show that it is stable under étale

morphism. Then we consider the following diagram:
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(C⊗̂B)⊗K(Spa(A, A+)) // ////

������

(C⊗̂B)⊗ F (Spa(A, A+)) // ////

������

(C⊗̂B)⊗M(Spa(A, A+)) // ////

������

0,

0 ////// K(Spa(C, C+)) ////// F (Spa(C, C+)) ////// M(Spa(C, C+)) ////// 0,

A → C is some member in C. Here the first row is exact by B-étale-pseudoflatness and the

second is row is exact as well. The middle vertical arrow is an isomorphism while the rightmost

vertical arrow is surjective as in [KL2, Lemma 2.5.13]. Then we apply the same argument to

the leftmost vertical arrow (with a new diagram), we will have the corresponding surjectivity

of this leftmost vertical arrow. This will imply that the rightmost vertical arrow is injective as

well. Then we have the corresponding isomorphism for the rightmost vertical arrow.

Theorem 10.2.23. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.14]) Taking global section will realize

the equivalence between the following two categories: A. The category of all the pseudocoherentOSpa(A,A+)ét
⊗̂B-

sheaves; B. The category of all the B-étale-stably pseudocoherent modules over A⊗̂B.

Proof. See [KL2, Theorem 2.5.14]. We need to still apply [KL1, Theorem 8.2.22], as long as one

considers instead in our situation, and [SP, Tag 03OD].

10.2.3 Noncommutative Deformation over Quasi-Stein Spaces

In this subsection we consider the corresponding noncommutative deformation over the cor-

responding context in [KL2, Chapter 2.6].

Setting 10.2.24. Let X be a corresponding quasi-Stein adic space over Qp or Fp((t)) in the sense

of [KL2, Definition 2.6.2]. Recall that what is happening is that X could be written as the corre-

sponding direct limit of affinoids X := lim
−→i

Xi.

Lemma 10.2.25. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.6.3]) We now consider the corresponding rings

Ai := OXi
for all i = 0, 1, ..., and in our current situation we consider the corresponding rings Ai⊗̂B
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(over Qp or Fp((t))) for all i = 0, 1, .... And in our situation we consider the corresponding mod-

ules Mi over Ai⊗̂B for all i = 0, 1, ... with the same requirement as in [KL2, Lemma 2.6.3] (namely

those complete with respect to the natural topology). Suppose that we have bounded surjective map from

fi : Ai⊗̂B⊗Ai+1⊗̂B Mi+1 → Mi, i = 0, 1, .... Then we have first the density of the corresponding im-

age of lim
←−i

Mi in each Mi for any i = 0, 1, 2, .... And we have as well the corresponding vanishing of

R1 lim
←−i

Mi.

Proof. This is the B-relative version of the result in [KL2, Lemma 2.6.3]. For the first statement

we just choose sequence of Banach norms on all the corresponding modules for all i = 0, 1, ...

such that we have ‖ fi(xi+1)‖i ≤ 1/2‖xi+1‖i+1 for any xi+1 ∈ Mi+1. Then for any xi ∈ Mi

and any δ > 0, we now consider for any j ≥ 1 the corresponding xi+j such that we have

‖xi+j− fi+j+1(xi+j+1)‖i+j ≤ δ. Then the sequence xi+j+k, k = 0, 1, ... will converge to some well-

defined yi+j with in our situation the corresponding yi = fi(yi+1). We then have ‖xi − yi‖i ≤ δ.

This will prove the first statement. For the second statement as in [KL2, Lemma 2.6.3] we form

the product M0 × M1 × M2 × ... and the consider the induced map F from Mi+1 → Mi, and

consider the corresponding cokernel of the map 1− F since this is just the corresponding limit

we are considering. Then to show that the cokernel is zero we just look at the corresponding

cokernel of the corresponding map on the corresponding completed direct summand which

will project to the original one. But then we will have ‖ fi(v)‖i ≤ 1/2‖v‖i , which produces an

inverse to 1− F which will basically finish the proof for the second statement.

Proposition 10.2.26. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.6.4]) In the same situation as above, sup-

pose we have that the corresponding modules Mi are basically B-stably pseudocoherent over the rings

Ai⊗̂B for all i = 0, 1, .... Now we consider the situation where fi : Ai⊗̂B ⊗Ai+1⊗̂B Mi+1 → Mi is

an isomorphism. Then the conclusion in our situation is then that the corresponding projection from

lim
←−

Mi to Mi for each i = 0, 1, 2, ... is an isomorphism.

Proof. This is a B-relative version of the [KL2, Lemma 2.6.4]. We adapt the argument to our

situation as in the following. First we choose some finite free covering T of the limit M such

that we have for each i the corresponding map Ti → Mi is surjective. Then we consider the

index j ≥ i and set the kernel of the map from Tj to Mj to be Sj. By the direct analog of [KL2,

Lemma 2.5.6] we have that Ai⊗̂B ⊗ Sj → Si realizes the isomorphism, and we have that the

corresponding surjectivity of the corresponding map from lim
←−i

Si projecting to the Si. Then one
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could finish the proof by 5-lemma to the following commutative diagram as in [KL2, Lemma

2.6.4]:
(Ai⊗̂B)⊗ lim

←−i
Si

// ////

������

(Ai⊗̂B)⊗ lim
←−i

Fi
//////

������

(Ai⊗̂B)⊗ lim
←−i

Mi
// ////

������

0,

0 // //// Si
// //// Fi

// //// Mi
// //// 0.

Proposition 10.2.27. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5]) For any

quasi-compact adic affinoid space of X which is denoted by Y, we have that the mapM(X) → M(Y)

is surjective for any B-stably pseudocoherent sheafM over the sheaf OX⊗̂B.

Proof. This is just the corresponding corollary of the previous proposition.

Proposition 10.2.28. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5]) We have that the stalkMx is gen-

erated over the stalk OX,x for any x ∈ X by M(X), for any B-stably pseudocoherent sheafM over the

sheaf OX⊗̂B.

Proof. This is just the corresponding corollary of the proposition before the previous proposi-

tion.

Proposition 10.2.29. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5]) For any

quasi-compact adic affinoid space of X which is denoted by Y, we have that the corresponding vanishing

of the corresponding sheaf cohomology groups Hk(X,M) of M for higher k > 0, for any B-stably

pseudocoherent sheafM over the sheaf OX⊗̂B.

Proof. We follow the idea of the proof of [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5] by comparing this to the corre-

sponding Čech cohomology with some covering X = {X1, ..., XN, ...}:

H̆k(X,X = {X1, ..., XN, ...};M) = Hk(X,M), (10.2.11)

H̆k(Xi,X = {X1, ..., Xi};M) = Hk(Xi,M) = 0, k ≥ 1. (10.2.12)
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Here we have applied the corresponding [SP, Tag 01EW]. Now we consider the situation where

k > 1:

H̆k−1(Xj+1,X = {X1, ..., Xj+1};M)→ H̆k−1(Xj,X = {X1, ..., Xj};M)→ 0, (10.2.13)

which induces the following isomorphism by [Kie1, 2.6 Hilfssatz]:

lim
←−
j→∞

H̆k−1(Xj,X = {X1, ..., Xj};M)
∼
→ H̆k(X,X = {X1, ..., XN, ...};M). (10.2.14)

Then we have the corresponding results for the index k > 1. For k = 1, one can as in [KL2,

Theorem 2.6.5] relate this to the corresponding R1 lim
←−i

, which will finishes the proof in the same

fashion.

Corollary 10.2.30. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 2.6.6]) The corresponding functor from the

corresponding B-deformed pseudocoherent sheaves over X to the corresponding B-stably by taking the

corresponding global section is an exact functor.

Corollary 10.2.31. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 2.6.8]) Consider a particularOX⊗̂B-pseudocoherent

sheafM which is finite locally free throughout the whole space X. Then we have that the global section

M(X) as OX(X)⊗̂B left module admits the corresponding structures of finite projective structure if

and only if we have the corresponding global section is finitely generated.

Proof. As in [KL2, Corollary 2.6.8] one could find some global splitting through the local split-

tings.

We now consider the following B-relative analog of [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17]:

Theorem 10.2.32. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17]) Consider the following two state-

ments for a particular OX⊗̂B-pseudocoherent sheafM. First is that one can find finite many generators

(the number is up to some uniform fixed integer n ≥ 0) for each section ofM(Xi) for each i = 1, 2, ....

The second statement is that the global sectionM(X) is just finitely generated. Then in our situation

the two statement is equivalent if we have that the corresponding space X admits an m-uniform covering

in the exact same sense of [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17].
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Proof. One direction is obvious, the other direct could be proved in the same way as in [KL2,

Proposition 2.6.17] where essentially the information on X does not change at all. Namely as in

[KL2, Proposition 2.6.17] we could basically consider one single subcovering {Yu}u∈U indexed

by U of the covering which is m-uniform. For any u ∈ U we consider the smallest i such that

Xi
⋂

Yu, and we denote this by i(u) ≥ 0. Then we form:

Vu := Xi(u)

⋃

v∈U,v≤u

Yv. (10.2.15)

Then as in [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17] we can find some xu, u ∈ U (which are denoted by the

general form of xi in [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17]) in the global section of OX(X) such that it

restricts to some topologically nilpotent onto the space Vu and it restricts to some inverse of

some topologically nilpotent to Yu. Then we can build up a corresponding generating set for

the global section by the following approximation process just as in [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17].

To be more precise what we have consider is to modify the corresponding generator for each Yu

(for instance let them be denoted by y1, ..., yu) to be yu,1, ..., yu,n (n is the corresponding uniform

integer in the statement of the theorem) for all u ∈ U. It is achieved through induction, when

we have yu,1, ..., yu,n then we will set that to be 0 otherwise in the situation where there exists

some predecessor u′ of u in the corresponding set U we then set this to be yu′,1, ..., yu′,n. And we

set as in [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17]:

yu,j := yu−1,j + xc
uyu

by lifting the corresponding power c to be as large as possible. This will guarantee the conver-

gence of:

lim
u→∞
{yu,1, ..., yu,n}, (10.2.16)

which gives the set of the corresponding global generators desired.
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10.3 Foundations on Noncommutative Descent for Adic Spectra in

Pro-Banach Case

10.3.1 Noncommutative Pseudocoherence in Analytic Topology

We now establish some foundations in the noncommutative setting on glueing noncommuta-

tive pseudocoherent modules after [KL2, Chapter 2]. However the corresponding difference

we will make here from the previous section is that we will consider some further Iwasawa

deformation similar to the sense of Fukaya-Kato’s adic rings. We first consider the simpler sit-

uation where we will deform over B[[G]] where B as before comes from the following beginning

setting up and G is a given p-adic Lie group:

Setting 10.3.1. Consider a corresponding sheafy Banach adic uniform algebra (A, A+) over Qp,

we consider the base space Spa(A, A+). And now we will consider a further noncommutative

Banach algebra (B, B+) over Qp.

Setting 10.3.2. In what follow when we mean a module M over A⊗̂B[[G]] we will mean a pro-

system {ME}E⊂G of left module over A⊗̂B[[G]]. And the corresponding definition of pseudo-

coherence is also defined on the adic system {ME}E⊂G namely for each member in the system.

We abuse the notation a bit when we write the notation [[G]]/E which will really mean that

Qp[[G/E]]. Here we have considered a corresponding representation of the algebra B[[G]] by

lim
←−E

B[[G/E]].

Definition 10.3.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.4.1]) For any left

A⊗̂B[[G]]-module M, we call it m-B[[G]]-stably pseudocoherent if we have that it is m-B[[G]]-

pseudocoherent, complete for the natural topology and for any morphism A → A′ which is

the corresponding rational localization, the base change of M to A′⊗̂B[[G]] is complete for

the natural topology as the corresponding left A′⊗̂B[[G]]-module (namely each member in

the family is still remained to be complete after the corresponding rational localization). As

in [KL2, Definition 2.4.1] we call that the corresponding left A⊗̂B[[G]]-module M just B[[G]]-

stably pseudocoherent if we have that it is simply just ∞-B[[G]]-stably pseudocoherent.

Since our spaces are commutative, so the rational localization is not flat, therefore in our

situation we need to define something weaker than the corresponding flatness which will be

sufficient for us to apply in the following development:
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Definition 10.3.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.4.4]) For any Banach left A⊗̂B[[G]]-

module M, we call it is m-B[[G]]-pseudoflat if for any right A⊗̂B[[G]]-module M′ m-B[[G]]-

stably pseudocoherent we have TorA⊗̂B[[G]]
1 (M′, M) = 0 (namely

{TorA⊗̂B[[G]]/E
1 (M′E, ME)}E⊂G = {0}E⊂G). For any Banach right A⊗̂B[[G]]-module M, we call it

is m-B[[G]]-pseudoflat if for any left A⊗̂B[[G]]-module M′ m-B[[G]]-stably pseudocoherent we

have

TorA⊗̂B[[G]]
1 (M, M′) = 0.

Definition 10.3.5. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.4.6]) We consider the corresponding

notion of the corresponding pro-projective modules. We define over A the corresponding

B[[G]]-pro-projective module M to be a corresponding left A⊗̂B[[G]]-module such that one

could find a filtered sequence of projectors such that in the sense of taking the prolimit we

have the corresponding projector will converge to any chosen element in M. Here we assume

the module is complete with respect to natural topology, and we assume the projectors are

A⊗̂B[[G]]-linear and we assume that the corresponding image of the projectors are modules

which are also finitely generated and projective.

Lemma 10.3.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.4.7]) Suppose we have over the space Spa(A, A+)

a corresponding B[[G]]-pro-projective left module M. And suppose that we have a 2-B[[G]]-pseudoflat

right module C over A. And here we assume that C is complete. Then we have that the corresponding

product C⊗A⊗̂B[[G]]M is then complete under the corresponding natural topology. And moreover we

have that in our situation:

TorA⊗̂B[[G]]
1 (C, M) = 0.

Proof. This will be just a noncommutative version of the corresponding [KL2, Lemma 2.4.7].

We adapt the corresponding argument in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.7] to our situation. We just consider

each member in the families for the adic modules. What we are going to consider in this case

is then first to consider the following presentation:

M′ // //// (A⊗̂B[[G]]/E)k ////// M // //// 0,

where the left module M′ is finitely presented. Then we consider the following commutative
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diagram:

C⊗A⊗̂B[[G]]/E M′ //////

������

C⊗A⊗̂B[[G]]/E (A⊗̂B[[G]]/E)k //////

������

C⊗A⊗̂B[[G]]/E M //////

������

0,

0 // //// C⊗̂A⊗̂B[[G]]/EM′ ////// C⊗̂A⊗̂B[[G]]/E(A⊗̂B[[G]]/E)k ////// C⊗̂A⊗̂B[[G]]/EM ////// 0.

The first row is exact as in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.7], and we have the corresponding second row

is also exact since we have that by hypothesis the corresponding module M is [[G]]/E-pro-

projective. Then as in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.7] the results follow.

Proposition 10.3.7. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 2.4.8]) Over the space

Spa(A, A+), we have any B[[G]]-pro-projective left module is 2-B[[G]]-pseudoflat.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the previous lemma.

Lemma 10.3.8. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 2.4.9]) Keep the notation above, suppose we are

working over the adic space Spa(A, A+). Suppose now the left A⊗̂B[[G]]-module is finitely generated

(again note that we are talking about a family of objects over the corresponding quotients), then we have

that the following natural maps:

A{T}⊗̂B[[G]]⊗A⊗̂B[[G]] M→ M{T}, (10.3.1)

A{T, T−1}⊗̂B[[G]]⊗A⊗̂B[[G]] M→ M{T, T−1} (10.3.2)

are surjective. Suppose now the left A⊗̂B-module is finitely presented, then we have that the following

natural maps:

A{T}⊗̂B[[G]]⊗A⊗̂B[[G]] M→ M{T}, (10.3.3)

A{T, T−1}⊗̂B[[G]]⊗A⊗̂B[[G]] M→ M{T, T−1} (10.3.4)

are bijective. All modules here are assumed to be complete.

Proof. This is the corresponding consequence of the previous lemma.

Proposition 10.3.9. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.4.12]) We keep the corresponding nota-

tions in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10]. Then in our current sense we have that the corresponding morphism

A→ B2 is then 2-B[[G]]-pseudoflat.
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Proof. The corresponding proof could be made parallel to the corresponding proof of [KL2,

Lemma 2.4.12]. To be more precise we consider the following commutative diagram from the

corresponding chosen exact sequence (which is just the analog of the corresponding one in

[KL2, Lemma 2.4.12], namely as below we choose arbitrary short exact sequence with P as a

left A⊗̂B[[G]]/E-module which is 2-B[[G]]/E-stably pseudocoherent):

0 ////// M // //// N ////// P ////// 0,

which then induces the following corresponding big commutative diagram:

0

������

0

������

,

0 ////// A{T}⊗̂B[[G]]/E⊗A⊗̂B[[G]]/E M //////

1− f T

�� ����

A{T}⊗̂B[[G]]/E⊗A⊗̂B[[G]]/E N //////

1− f T

�� ����

A{T}⊗̂B[[G]]/E⊗A⊗̂B[[G]]/E P // ////

1− f T

�� ����

0,

0 ////// A{T}⊗̂B[[G]]/E⊗A⊗̂B[[G]]/E M //////

������

A{T}⊗̂B[[G]]/E⊗A⊗̂B[[G]]/E N //////

������

A{T}⊗̂B[[G]]/E⊗A⊗̂B[[G]]/E P // ////

������

0,

0
?////// B2⊗̂B[[G]]/E⊗A⊗̂B[[G]]/E M // ////

������

B2⊗̂B[[G]]/E⊗A⊗̂B[[G]]/E N //////

������

B2⊗̂B[[G]]/E⊗A⊗̂B[[G]]/E P // ////

������

0,

0 0 0

with the notations in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10] where we actually have the corresponding exactness
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along the horizontal direction at the corner around M⊗A⊗̂B[[G]]/E B2⊗̂B[[G]]/E marked with ?,

by diagram chasing.

Proposition 10.3.10. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.4.13]) We keep the corresponding nota-

tions in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10]. Then in our current sense we have that the corresponding morphism

A → B1 is then 2-B[[G]]-pseudoflat. And in our current sense we have that the corresponding mor-

phism A→ B1,2 is then 2-B[[G]]-pseudoflat.

Proof. The statement for A→ B1,2 could be proved by consider the composition A→ B2 → B12

where the 2-B[[G]]-pseudoflatness could be proved as in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.13] by inverting the

corresponding variable. For A → B1, the corresponding proof could be made parallel to the

corresponding proof of [KL2, Lemma 2.4.13]. To be more precise we consider the following

commutative diagram from the corresponding chosen exact sequence (which is just the analog

of the corresponding one in [KL2, Remark 2.4.5], namely as below we choose arbitrary short

exact sequence with P as a left A⊗̂B[[G]]/E-module which is 2-B[[G]]/E-stably pseudocoher-

ent):

0 // //// M // //// N ////// P ////// 0,
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which then induces the following corresponding big commutative diagram:

0

������

0

������

,

0 // //// M //////

������

N //////

������

P //////

������

0,

0
?// //// (B1⊗̂

B[[G]]
E

⊕
B2⊗̂

B[[G]]
E )⊗M // ////

������

(B1⊗̂
B[[G]]

E

⊕
B2⊗̂

B[[G]]
E )⊗ N //////

������

(B1⊗̂
B[[G]]

E

⊕
B2⊗̂

B[[G]]
E )⊗ P // ////

������

0,

0 // //// B12⊗̂
B[[G]]

E ⊗M // ////

������

B12⊗̂
B[[G]]

E ⊗ N //////

������

B12⊗̂
B[[G]]

E ⊗ P //////

������

0,

0 0 0

with the notations in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10] where we actually have the corresponding exactness

along the horizontal direction at the corner around

M⊗A⊗̂B[[G]]/E (B1⊗̂B[[G]]/E
⊕

B2⊗̂B[[G]]/E)

marked with ?, by diagram chasing.

After these foundational results as in [KL2] we have the following proposition which is the

corresponding noncommutative generalization of the corresponding result established in [KL2,

Theorem 2.4.15].
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Proposition 10.3.11. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.4.15]) In our current context we have

that for any rational localization Spa(A′, A
′,+)→ Spa(A, A+) we have that along this base change the

corresponding B[[G]]-stably pseudocoherence is preserved.

Then we have the corresponding Tate’s acyclicity in the noncommutative deformed setting:

Theorem 10.3.12. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.1]) Now suppose we have in our corre-

sponding setting 10.2.1 a corresponding B[[G]]-stably pseudocoherent module M. Then we consider the

corresponding assignment such that for any U ⊂ Spa(A, A+) we define M̃(U) as in the following:

M̃(U) := lim
←−

Spa(S,S+)⊂U,rational

S⊗̂B[[G]]⊗A⊗̂B[[G]] M. (10.3.5)

Then we have that for any B which is a rational covering of U = Spa(S, S+) ⊂ Spa(A, A+) (certainly

this U is also assumed to be rational) we have that the vanishing of the following two cohomology groups:

Hi(U, M̃), Ȟi(U : B, M̃) (10.3.6)

for any i > 0. When concentrating at the degree zero we have:

H0(U, M̃) = S⊗̂B[[G]]⊗A⊗̂B[[G]] M, Ȟ0(U : B, M̃) = S⊗̂B[[G]]⊗A⊗̂B[[G]] M. (10.3.7)

Proof. By [KL1, Propositions 2.4.20-2.4.21], we could then finish proof as in [KL2, Theorem

2.5.1] by using our previous proposition 10.3.11 and proposition 10.3.10 as above.

We now consider the corresponding noncommutative deformed version of Kiehl’s glueing

properties for stably pseudocoherent modules after [KL2]:

Definition 10.3.13. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.5.3]) Consider in our context (over

Spa(A, A+)) the corresponding sheavesO⊗̂B[[G]], we will then define the corresponding pseu-

docoherent sheaves over Spa(A, A+) to be those locally defined by attaching stably-pseudocoherent

modules over the section.

Lemma 10.3.14. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.5.4]) Consider the corresponding notations in

[KL2, Lemma 2.4.10], we have the corresponding morphism A → B1
⊕

B2. Then we have that this

morphism is an descent morphism effective for the corresponding B[[G]]-stably pseodocoherent Banach

modules.
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Proof. This is a B[[G]]-relative version of the [KL2, Lemma 2.5.4]. We adapt the corresponding

proof to our situation. First consider the corresponding notations on the commutative adic

space Spa(A, A+) as in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10]. And we have a coving {U1, U2}. Then consider

a descent datum for this cover of B[[G]]-stably pseudocoherent sheaves. By theorem 10.3.12

we could realize this as a corresponding pseudocoherent sheaf over O⊗̂B[[G]]. We denote this

byM. Then by (the proof of) [T2, Lemma 6.82], we have that this is finitely generated and we

have the corresponding vanishing of Ȟi(Spa(A, A+),B;M) for i > 0. Then by theorem 10.3.12

again we have that the vanishing of Hi(Uj;M) for j ∈ {1, 2}, i > 0. Then as in [KL2, Lemma

2.5.4] we have the corresponding vanishing of Hi(Spa(A, A+);M) for i > 0. Then as in [KL2,

Lemma 2.5.4] we choose a corresponding covering of some finite free object F and take its

kernel K which is actually pseudocoherent by the corresponding proposition 10.3.11. Then

forming the following diagram:

0 ////// (Bp⊗̂B[[G]]/E)⊗K(Spa(A, A+)) // ////

������

(Bp⊗̂B[[G]]/E)⊗F (Spa(A, A+)) //////

������

(Bp⊗̂B[[G]]/E)⊗M(Spa(A, A+)) //////

������

0,

0 ////// K(Up)
// //// F (Up)

////// M(Up)
////// 0,

where we have p = 1, 2. The first row is exact by B[[G]]/E-pseudoflatness as in proposi-

tion 10.2.11 and the second is row is exact as well by theorem 10.2.12. The middle vertical ar-

row is an isomorphism while the rightmost vertical arrow is surjective and the leftmost vertical

arrow is surjective. The surjectivity just here comes from actually [T2, Lemma 6.82]. This will

imply that the rightmost vertical arrow is injective as well. Then we have the corresponding

isomorphismM ∼
→ ˜M(Spa(A, A+)). Then we consider the following diagram:

(C⊗̂B[[G]]/E)⊗K(Spa(A, A+)) //////

������

(C⊗̂B[[G]]/E)⊗F (Spa(A, A+)) //////

������

(C⊗̂B[[G]]/E)⊗M(Spa(A, A+)) // ////

������

0,

0 ////// K(Spa(C, C+)) ////// F (Spa(C, C+)) ////// M(Spa(C, C+)) // //// 0,
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C is any rational localization of A. Here the first row is exact by B[[G]]/E-pseudoflatness and

the second is row is exact as well. The middle vertical arrow is an isomorphism while the right-

most vertical arrow is surjective as in [KL2, Lemma 2.5.4]. Then we apply the same argument

to the leftmost vertical arrow (with a new diagram), we will have the corresponding surjectiv-

ity of this leftmost vertical arrow. This will imply that the rightmost vertical arrow is injective

as well. Then we have the corresponding isomorphism for the rightmost vertical arrow.

Theorem 10.3.15. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.5]) Taking global section will realize the

equivalence between the following two categories: A. The category of all the pseudocoherent O⊗̂B[[G]]-

sheaves; B. The category of all the B[[G]]-stably pseudocoherent modules over A⊗̂B[[G]].

Proof. See [KL2, Theorem 2.5.5]. We need to still apply [KL1, Proposition 2.4.20], as long as one

considers instead in our situation lemma 10.3.14 and theorem 10.3.12.

10.3.2 Noncommutative Pseudocoherence in Étale Topology

We consider the extension of the corresponding discussion in the previous subsection to the

étale topology. At this moment we consider the following same context on the geometric level

as in [KL2]:

Setting 10.3.16. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Hypothesis 2.5.8]) As in the previous subsection we

consider now the corresponding geometric setting namely an adic space Spa(A, A+) where A

is assumed to be sheafy. Then we consider B[[G]] as above. And we consider the corresponding

étale site Spa(A, A+)ét. And by keeping the corresponding setting in the geometry as in [KL2,

Hypothesis 2.5.8], we assume that there is a stable basis B containing the space Spa(A, A+)

itself.

Definition 10.3.17. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.5.9]) For any left

A⊗̂B[[G]]-module M, we call it m-B[[G]]-étale stably pseudocoherent with respect to B if we

have that it is m-B[[G]]-pseudocoherent, complete for the natural topology and for any rational

localization A → A′, the base change of M to A′⊗̂B[[G]] is complete for the natural topology

as the corresponding left A′⊗̂B[[G]]-module. As in [KL2, Definition 2.4.1] we call that the

corresponding left A⊗̂B[[G]]-module M just B[[G]]-stably pseudocoherent if we have that it is

simply just ∞-B[[G]]-stably pseudocoherent.
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Definition 10.3.18. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Below Definition 2.5.9]) For any Banach left A⊗̂B[[G]]-

module M, we call it is m-B[[G]]-étale-pseudoflat if for any right A⊗̂B[[G]]-module M′ m-

B[[G]]-étale-stably pseudocoherent we have TorA⊗̂B[[G]]
1 (M′, M) = 0. For any Banach right

A⊗̂B[[G]]-module M, we call it is m-B[[G]]-étale-pseudoflat if for any left A⊗̂B[[G]]-module

M′ m-B[[G]]-étale-stably pseudocoherent we have

TorA⊗̂B[[G]]
1 (M, M′) = 0.

The following proposition holds in our current setting.

Proposition 10.3.19. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.5.10]) One can actually find another ba-

sis C in B such that any morphism in C could be 2-B[[G]]-étale-pseudoflat with respect to either C or

B.

Proof. We follow the proof of [KL2, Lemma 2.5.10] in our current B[[G]]-relative situation, how-

ever not that much needs to proof by relying on the proof of [KL2, Lemma 2.5.10]. To be more

precise the corresponding selection of the new basis C comes from including all the morphism

made up of some composition of rational localization and the corresponding finite étale ones.

For these we have shown above the corresponding 2-B[[G]]-étale pseudoflatness. Then the

rest will be pure geometric for the analytic spaces which are just the same as the situation of

[KL2, Lemma 2.5.10], therefore we just omit the corresponding argument, see [KL2, Lemma

2.5.10].

Then we have the corresponding Tate’s acyclicity in the noncommutative deformed setting

in étale topology (here fix C as above):

Theorem 10.3.20. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.11]) Now suppose we have in our cor-

responding setting 10.3.1 a corresponding B[[G]]-étale-stably pseudocoherent module M. Then we con-

sider the corresponding assignment such that for any U ⊂ Spa(A, A+) we define M̃(U) as in the

following:

M̃(U) := lim
←−

Spa(S,S+)⊂U,∈C

S⊗̂B[[G]]⊗A⊗̂B[[G]] M. (10.3.8)

Then we have that for any B which is a covering of U = Spa(S, S+) ⊂ Spa(A, A+) (certainly this U

is also assumed to be in C, and we assume this covering is formed by using the corresponding members
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in C) we have that the vanishing of the following two cohomology groups:

Hi(U, M̃), Ȟi(U : B, M̃) (10.3.9)

for any i > 0. When concentrating at the degree zero we have:

H0(U, M̃) = S⊗̂B[[G]]⊗A⊗̂B[[G]] M, Ȟ0(U : B, M̃) = S⊗̂B[[G]]⊗A⊗̂B[[G]] M. (10.3.10)

Proof. By [KL1, Proposition 8.2.21], we could then finish proof as in [KL2, Theorem 2.5.11] by

using our previous proposition 10.3.19 and the corresponding faithfully flat descent as in the

situation of [KL2, Theorem 2.5.11].

We now consider the corresponding noncommutative deformed version of Kiehl’s glueing

properties for stably pseudocoherent modules after [KL2]:

Definition 10.3.21. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.5.12]) Consider in our context (over

Spa(A, A+)ét) the corresponding sheaves OSpa(A,A+)ét
⊗̂B[[G]], we will then define the corre-

sponding pseudocoherent sheaves over Spa(A, A+)ét to be those locally defined by attaching

étale-stably-pseudocoherent modules over the section.

Lemma 10.3.22. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.5.13]) Consider the corresponding notations

in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10], we have the corresponding morphism A → B1
⊕

B2. Then we have that this

morphism is an descent morphism effective for the corresponding B[[G]]-étale-stably pseodocoherent

Banach modules.

Proof. This is a B[[G]]-relative version of the [KL2, Lemma 2.5.13]. We adapt the corresponding

proof to our situation. First consider the corresponding notations on the commutative adic

space Spa(A, A+) as in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10]. And we have a coving {U1, U2}. Then consider a

descent datum for this cover of B[[G]]-étale-stably pseudocoherent sheaves. By theorem 10.2.20

we could realize this as a corresponding pseudocoherent sheaf over O⊗̂B[[G]]. We denote this

byM. Then by consider the corresponding results in the rational localization situation above

we have that the vanishing of Hi(Uj;M) for j ∈ {1, 2}, i > 0. Then as in [KL2, Lemma 2.5.13]

we have the corresponding vanishing of Hi(Spa(A, A+);M) for i > 0. Then as in [KL2, Lemma

2.5.13] we choose a corresponding covering of some finite free object F and take its kernel K

which gives rise to the corresponding exact sequence:

0 ////// K(Spa(A, A+)) ////// F (Spa(A, A+)) // //// M(Spa(A, A+)) ////// 0,
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where we have p = 1, 2. We have already the corresponding stably-pseudocoherence of the

global section. As in [KL2, Lemma 2.5.13] we only need to show that it is stable under étale

morphism. Then we consider the following diagram:

(C⊗̂B[[G]]/E)⊗K(Spa(A, A+)) // ////

������

(C⊗̂B[[G]]/E)⊗F (Spa(A, A+)) //////

������

(C⊗̂B[[G]]/E)⊗M(Spa(A, A+)) // ////

������

0,

0 ////// K(Spa(C, C+)) ////// F (Spa(C, C+)) ////// M(Spa(C, C+)) // //// 0,

A → C is some member in C. Here the first row is exact by B[[G]]/E-étale-pseudoflatness

and the second is row is exact as well. The middle vertical arrow is an isomorphism while

the rightmost vertical arrow is surjective as in [KL2, Lemma 2.5.13]. Then we apply the same

argument to the leftmost vertical arrow (with a new diagram), we will have the corresponding

surjectivity of this leftmost vertical arrow. This will imply that the rightmost vertical arrow

is injective as well. Then we have the corresponding isomorphism for the rightmost vertical

arrow.

Theorem 10.3.23. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.14]) Taking global section will realize

the equivalence between the following two categories: A. The category of all the pseudocoherentOSpa(A,A+)ét
⊗̂B[[G]]-

sheaves; B. The category of all the B[[G]]-étale-stably pseudocoherent modules over A⊗̂B[[G]].

Proof. See [KL2, Theorem 2.5.14]. We need to still apply [KL1, Theorem 8.2.22], as long as one

considers instead in our situation, and [SP, Tag 03OD].

10.3.3 Noncommutative Deformation over Quasi-Stein Spaces

In this subsection we consider the corresponding noncommutative deformation over the cor-

responding context in [KL2, Chapter 2.6].

Setting 10.3.24. Let X be a corresponding quasi-Stein adic space over Qp in the sense of [KL2,

Definition 2.6.2]. Recall that what is happening is that X could be written as the corresponding

direct limit of affinoids X := lim
−→i

Xi.
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Lemma 10.3.25. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.6.3]) We now consider the corresponding rings

Ai := OXi
for all i = 0, 1, ..., and in our current situation we consider the corresponding rings

Ai⊗̂B[[G]] (over Qp) for all i = 0, 1, .... And in our situation we consider the corresponding mod-

ules Mi over Ai⊗̂B[[G]] for all i = 0, 1, ... with the same requirement as in [KL2, Lemma 2.6.3] (namely

those complete with respect to the natural topology). Suppose that we have bounded surjective map from

fi : Ai⊗̂B[[G]]⊗Ai+1⊗̂B[[G]] Mi+1 → Mi, i = 0, 1, .... Then we have first the density of the correspond-

ing image of lim
←−i

Mi in each Mi for any i = 0, 1, 2, .... And we have as well the corresponding vanishing

of R1 lim
←−i

Mi.

Proof. This is the B[[G]]-relative version of the result in [KL2, Lemma 2.6.3]. One needs to

consider the corresponding truncation through some specific open subgroup E. Then see

lemma 10.2.25.

Proposition 10.3.26. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.6.4]) In the same situation as above, sup-

pose we have that the corresponding modules Mi are basically B[[G]]-stably pseudocoherent over the

rings Ai for all i = 0, 1, .... Now we consider the situation where fi : Ai⊗̂B[[G]]⊗Ai+1⊗̂B[[G]] Mi+1 →

Mi is an isomorphism. Then the conclusion in our situation is then that the corresponding projection

from lim
←−

Mi to Mi for each i = 0, 1, 2, ... is an isomorphism.

Proof. This is a B[[G]]-relative version of the [KL2, Lemma 2.6.4]. We adapt the argument to our

situation as in the following. First we choose some finite free covering T of the limit M such

that we have for each i the corresponding map Ti → Mi is surjective. Then we consider the

index j ≥ i and set the kernel of the map from Tj to Mj to be Sj. By the direct analog of [KL2,

Lemma 2.5.6] we have that Ai⊗̂B[[G]]/E ⊗ Sj → Si realizes the isomorphism, and we have

that the corresponding surjectivity of the corresponding map from lim
←−i

Si projecting to the Si.

Then one could finish the proof by 5-lemma to the following commutative diagram as in [KL2,

Lemma 2.6.4]:

(Ai⊗̂B[[G]]/E)⊗ lim
←−i

Si
//////

������

(Ai⊗̂B[[G]]/E)⊗ lim
←−i

Fi
// ////

������

(Ai⊗̂B[[G]]/E)⊗ lim
←−i

Mi
// ////

������

0,

0 // //// Si
// //// Fi

// //// Mi
// //// 0.
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Proposition 10.3.27. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5]) For any

quasi-compact adic affinoid space of X which is denoted by Y, we have that the mapM(X) → M(Y)

is surjective for any B[[G]]-stably pseudocoherent sheafM over the sheaf OX⊗̂B[[G]].

Proof. This is just the corresponding corollary of the previous proposition.

Proposition 10.3.28. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5]) We have that the stalkMx is finitely

generated over the stalk OX,x for any x ∈ X by M(X), for any B[[G]]-stably pseudocoherent sheafM

over the sheaf OX⊗̂B[[G]].

Proof. This is just the corresponding corollary of the proposition before the previous proposi-

tion.

Proposition 10.3.29. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5]) For any

quasi-compact adic affinoid space of X which is denoted by Y, we have that the corresponding vanishing

of the corresponding sheaf cohomology groups Hk(X,M) ofM for higher k > 0, for any B[[G]]-stably

pseudocoherent sheafM over the sheaf OX⊗̂B[[G]].

Proof. See the proof of proposition 10.2.29. Again in our situation we only have to work over

some quotient.

Corollary 10.3.30. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 2.6.6]) The corresponding functor from the

corresponding B[[G]]-deformed pseudocoherent sheaves over X to the corresponding B[[G]]-stably by

taking the corresponding global section is an exact functor.

Corollary 10.3.31. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 2.6.8]) Consider a particular OX⊗̂B[[G]]-

pseudocoherent sheaf M which is finite locally free throughout the whole space X. Then we have that

the global section M(X) as OX(X)⊗̂B[[G]] left module admits the corresponding structures of finite

projective structure if and only if we have the corresponding global section is finitely generated.

Proof. As in [KL2, Corollary 2.6.8] one could find some global splitting through the local split-

tings.

We now consider the following B[[G]]-relative analog of [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17]:
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Theorem 10.3.32. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17]) Consider the following two state-

ments for a particular OX⊗̂B[[G]]-pseudocoherent sheafM. First is that one can find finite many gen-

erators (the number is up to some uniform fixed integer n ≥ 0) for each section of M(Xi) for each

i = 1, 2, .... The second statement is that the global section M(X) is just finitely generated. Then

in our situation the two statement is equivalent if we have that the corresponding space X admits a

m-uniformed covering in the exact same sense of [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17].

Proof. See the proof of theorem 10.2.32.
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10.4 Foundations on Noncommutative Descent for Adic Spectra in

Limit of Fréchet Case

10.4.1 Noncommutative Pseudocoherence in Analytic Topology

We now establish some foundations in the noncommutative setting on glueing noncommuta-

tive pseudocoherent modules after [KL2, Chapter 2]. But we remind the readers that we will

fix the base space:

Setting 10.4.1. Consider a corresponding sheafy Banach adic uniform algebra (A, A+) over

Qp or Fp((t)), we consider the base space Spa(A, A+). And now we will consider a further

noncommutative Banach algebra (B, B+) over Qp or Fp((t)) which could be written as the

following injective limit:

B = lim
−→

h

Bh,

where each Bh is Banach (or more general Fréchet although we do not consider such generality).

Example 10.4.2. There are many interesting models in our current context, for instance the

period ring Be as considered by Berger in [Ber1] and the corresponding Robba rings in the full

setting as in [KL2] (note that the latter is really indeed ind-Fréchet).

Definition 10.4.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.4.1]) For any left A⊗̂B-module M,

we call it m-B-stably pseudocoherent if we have that it is m-B-pseudocoherent, complete for

the natural topology and for any morphism A → A′ which is the corresponding rational lo-

calization, the base change of M to A′⊗̂B is complete for the natural LF topology as the cor-

responding left A′⊗̂B-module. As in [KL2, Definition 2.4.1] we call that the corresponding

left A⊗̂B-module M just B-stably pseudocoherent if we have that it is simply just ∞-B-stably

pseudocoherent.

Definition 10.4.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.4.4]) For any Banach left A⊗̂B-module

M, we call it is m-B-pseudoflat if for any right A⊗̂B-module M′ m-B-stably pseudocoherent we

have TorA⊗̂B
1 (M′, M) = 0. For any Banach right A⊗̂B-module M, we call it is m-B-pseudoflat if

for any left A⊗̂B-module M′ m-B-stably pseudocoherent we have TorA⊗̂B
1 (M, M′) = 0.

Definition 10.4.5. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.4.6]) We consider the corresponding

notion of the corresponding pro-projective module. We define over A the corresponding B-pro-

projective module M to be a corresponding left A⊗̂B-module such that one could find a filtered
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sequence of projectors such that in the sense of taking the prolimit we have the corresponding

projector will converge to any chosen element in M. Here we assume the module is complete

with respect to natural topology, and we assume the projectors are A⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh-linear and we

assume that the corresponding image of the projectors are modules which are also finitely

generated and projective.

Lemma 10.4.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.4.7]) Suppose we have over the space Spa(A, A+)

a corresponding B-pro-projective left module M. And suppose that we have a 2-B-pseudoflat right mod-

ule C over A. And we assume that C is complete for the LF topology. Then we have that the correspond-

ing product C⊗A⊗̂BM is then complete under the corresponding natural topology. And moreover we

have that in our situation:

TorA⊗̂B
1 (C, M) = 0.

Proof. This will be just a noncommutative and LF version of the corresponding [KL2, Lemma

2.4.7]. We adapt the corresponding argument in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.7] to our situation. What we

are going to consider in this case is then first consider the following presentation:

M′ ////// (A⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh)
k ////// M // //// 0,

where the left module M′ is finitely presented. Then we consider the following commutative

diagram:

C⊗A⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh
M′ //////

������

C⊗A⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh
(A⊗̂ lim

−→h
Bh)

k //////

������

C⊗A⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh
M // ////

������

0,

0 ////// C⊗̂A⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh
M′ ////// C⊗̂A⊗̂B(A⊗̂ lim

−→h
Bh)

k // //// C⊗̂A⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh
M ////// 0.

The first row is exact as in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.7], and we have the corresponding second row is

also exact since we have that by hypothesis the corresponding module M is B-pro-projective.

Then as in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.7] the results follow.

Proposition 10.4.7. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 2.4.8]) Over the space

Spa(A, A+), we have any B-pro-projective left module is 2-B-pseudoflat.
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Proof. This is a direct consequence of the previous lemma.

Lemma 10.4.8. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 2.4.9]) Keep the notation above, suppose we are

working over the adic space Spa(A, A+). Suppose now the left A⊗̂B-module is finitely generated, then

we have that the following natural maps:

A{T}⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M→ M{T}, (10.4.1)

A{T, T−1}⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M→ M{T, T−1} (10.4.2)

are surjective. Suppose now the left A⊗̂B-module is finitely presented, then we have that the following

natural maps:

A{T}⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M→ M{T}, (10.4.3)

A{T, T−1}⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M→ M{T, T−1} (10.4.4)

are bijective. Here all the modules are assumed to be complete for the LF topology.

Proof. This is the corresponding consequence of the previous lemma.

Proposition 10.4.9. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.4.12]) We keep the corresponding nota-

tions in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10]. Then in our current sense we have that the corresponding morphism

A→ B2 is then 2-B-pseudoflat.

Proof. The corresponding proof could be made parallel to the corresponding proof of [KL2,

Lemma 2.4.12]. To be more precise we consider the following commutative diagram from the

corresponding chosen exact sequence (which is just the analog of the corresponding one in

[KL2, Lemma 2.4.12], namely as below we choose arbitrary short exact sequence with P as a

left A⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh-module which is 2-lim
−→h

Bh-stably pseudocoherent):

0 // //// M // //// N ////// P ////// 0,
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which then induces the following corresponding big commutative diagram:

0

������

0

������

,

0 ////// A{T}⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh ⊗A⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh
M // ////

1− f T

�� ����

A{T}⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh ⊗A⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh
N //////

1− f T

�� ����

A{T}⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh ⊗A⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh
P //////

1− f T

�� ����

0,

0 ////// A{T}⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh ⊗A⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh
M // ////

������

A{T}⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh ⊗A⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh
N //////

������

A{T}⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh ⊗A⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh
P //////

������

0,

0
?////// B2⊗̂ lim

−→h
Bh ⊗A⊗̂ lim

−→h
Bh

M //////

������

B2⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh ⊗A⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh
N //////

������

B2⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh ⊗A⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh
P //////

������

0,

0 0 0

with the notations in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10] where we actually have the corresponding exactness

along the horizontal direction at the corner around M ⊗A⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh
B2⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh marked with ?,

by diagram chasing.

Proposition 10.4.10. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.4.13]) We keep the corresponding nota-

tions in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10]. Then in our current sense we have that the corresponding morphism

A → B1 is then 2-B-pseudoflat. And in our current sense we have that the corresponding morphism

A→ B1,2 is then 2-B-pseudoflat.

Proof. The statement for A → B1,2 could be proved by consider the composition A → B2 →

B12 where the 2-B-pseudoflatness could be proved as in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.13] by inverting the

corresponding variable. For A → B1, the corresponding proof could be made parallel to the

corresponding proof of [KL2, Lemma 2.4.13]. To be more precise we consider the following

commutative diagram from the corresponding chosen exact sequence (which is just the analog
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of the corresponding one in [KL2, Remark 2.4.5], namely as below we choose arbitrary short

exact sequence with P as a left A⊗̂B-module which is 2-B-stably pseudocoherent):

0 // //// M // //// N ////// P ////// 0,

which then induces the following corresponding big commutative diagram:

0

������

0

�� ����

,

0 ////// M //////

������

N //////

������

P //////

������

0,

0
?////// (B1⊗̂B∞

⊕
B2⊗̂B∞)⊗A⊗̂B∞

M //////

������

(B1⊗̂B∞
⊕

B2⊗̂B∞)⊗A⊗̂B∞
N //////

������

(B1⊗̂B∞
⊕

B2⊗̂B∞)⊗A⊗̂B∞
P // ////

������

0,

0 ////// B12⊗̂B∞ ⊗A⊗̂B∞
M // ////

������

B12⊗̂B∞ ⊗A⊗̂B∞
N // ////

������

B12⊗̂B∞ ⊗A⊗̂B∞
P // ////

������

0,

0 0 0

with the notations in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10] where we actually have the corresponding exactness

along the horizontal direction at the corner around

M⊗A⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh
(B1⊗̂ lim

−→h
Bh
⊕

B2⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh)

marked with ?, by diagram chasing. Here B∞ := lim
−→h

Bh.

After these foundational results as in [KL2] we have the following proposition which is the
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corresponding noncommutative LF generalization of the corresponding result established in

[KL2, Theorem 2.4.15].

Proposition 10.4.11. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.4.15]) In our current context we have

that for any rational localization Spa(A′, A
′,+)→ Spa(A, A+) we have that along this base change the

corresponding B-stably pseudocoherence is preserved.

Then we have the corresponding Tate’s acyclicity in the noncommutative deformed setting:

Theorem 10.4.12. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.1]) Now suppose we have in our cor-

responding setting 10.4.1 a corresponding B-stably pseudocoherent module M. Then we consider the

corresponding assignment such that for any U ⊂ Spa(A, A+) we define M̃(U) as in the following:

M̃(U) := lim
←−

Spa(S,S+)⊂U,rational

S⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M. (10.4.5)

Then we have that for any B which is a rational covering of U = Spa(S, S+) ⊂ Spa(A, A+) (certainly

this U is also assumed to be rational) we have that the vanishing of the following two cohomology groups:

Hi(U, M̃), Ȟi(U : B, M̃) (10.4.6)

for any i > 0. When concentrating at the degree zero we have:

H0(U, M̃) = S⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M, Ȟ0(U : B, M̃) = S⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M. (10.4.7)

Proof. By [KL1, Propositions 2.4.20-2.4.21], we could then finish proof as in [KL2, Theorem

2.5.1] by using our previous proposition 10.4.11 and proposition 10.4.10 as above.

We now consider the corresponding noncommutative LF deformed version of Kiehl’s glue-

ing properties for stably pseudocoherent modules after [KL2]:

Definition 10.4.13. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.5.3]) Consider in our context (over

Spa(A, A+)) the corresponding sheaves O⊗̂B, we will then define the corresponding pseudo-

coherent sheaves over Spa(A, A+) to be those locally defined by attaching stably-pseudocoherent

modules over the section.

Lemma 10.4.14. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.5.4]) Consider the corresponding notations in

[KL2, Lemma 2.4.10], we have the corresponding morphism A→ B1
⊕

B2. Then we have that this mor-

phism is an descent morphism effective for the corresponding B-stably pseodocoherent Banach modules.
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Proof. See the proof of proposition 10.5.13.

Theorem 10.4.15. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.5]) Taking global section will realize the

equivalence between the following two categories: A. The category of all the pseudocoherent O⊗̂B-

sheaves; B. The category of all the B-stably pseudocoherent modules over A⊗̂B.

Proof. See [KL2, Theorem 2.5.5]. We need to still apply [KL1, Proposition 2.4.20], as long as one

considers instead in our situation lemma 10.4.14 and theorem 10.4.12.

10.4.2 Noncommutative Pseudocoherence in Étale Topology

We consider the extension of the corresponding discussion in the previous subsection to the

étale topology. At this moment we consider the following same context on the geometric level

as in [KL2]:

Setting 10.4.16. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Hypothesis 2.5.8]) As in the previous subsection we

consider now the corresponding geometric setting namely an adic space Spa(A, A+) where A

is assumed to be sheafy. Then we consider B := lim
−→h

Bh as above. And we consider the corre-

sponding étale site Spa(A, A+)ét. And by keeping the corresponding setting in the geometry

as in [KL2, Hypothesis 2.5.8], we assume that there is a stable basis B containing the space

Spa(A, A+) itself.

Definition 10.4.17. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.5.9]) For any left A⊗̂B-module M,

we call it m-B-étale stably pseudocoherent with respect to B if we have that it is m-B-pseudocoherent,

complete for the natural topology and for any rational localization A → A′, the base change

of M to A′⊗̂B is complete for the natural LF topology as the corresponding left A′⊗̂B-module.

As in [KL2, Definition 2.4.1] we call that the corresponding left A⊗̂B-module M just B-stably

pseudocoherent if we have that it is simply just ∞-B-stably pseudocoherent.

Definition 10.4.18. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Below Definition 2.5.9]) For any Banach left A⊗̂B-

module M, we call it is m-B-étale-pseudoflat if for any right A⊗̂B-module M′ m-B-étale-stably

pseudocoherent we have TorA⊗̂B
1 (M′, M) = 0. For any Banach right A⊗̂B-module M, we call

it is m-B-étale-pseudoflat if for any left A⊗̂B-module M′ m-B-étale-stably pseudocoherent we

have TorA⊗̂B
1 (M, M′) = 0.
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The following proposition holds in our current setting.

Proposition 10.4.19. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.5.10]) One can actually find another ba-

sis C in B such that any morphism in C could be 2-B-étale-pseudoflat with respect to either C or B.

Proof. We follow the proof of [KL2, Lemma 2.5.10] in our current B-relative situation, however

not that much needs to proof by relying on the proof of [KL2, Lemma 2.5.10]. To be more precise

the corresponding selection of the new basis C comes from including all the morphism made

up of some composition of rational localization and the corresponding finite étale ones. For

these we have shown above the corresponding 2-B-étale pseudoflatness. Then the rest will be

pure geometric for the analytic spaces which are just the same as the situation of [KL2, Lemma

2.5.10], therefore we just omit the corresponding argument, see [KL2, Lemma 2.5.10].

Then we have the corresponding Tate’s acyclicity in the noncommutative deformed setting

in étale topology (here fix C as above):

Theorem 10.4.20. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.11]) Now suppose we

have in our corresponding setting 10.4.1 a corresponding B-étale-stably pseudocoherent module M.

Then we consider the corresponding assignment such that for any U ⊂ Spa(A, A+) we define M̃(U)

as in the following:

M̃(U) := lim
←−

Spa(S,S+)⊂U,∈C

S⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M. (10.4.8)

Then we have that for any B which is a covering of U = Spa(S, S+) ⊂ Spa(A, A+) (certainly this U

is also assumed to be in C, and we assume this covering is formed by using the corresponding members

in C) we have that the vanishing of the following two cohomology groups:

Hi(U, M̃), Ȟi(U : B, M̃) (10.4.9)

for any i > 0. When concentrating at the degree zero we have:

H0(U, M̃) = S⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M, Ȟ0(U : B, M̃) = S⊗̂B⊗A⊗̂B M. (10.4.10)

Proof. By [KL1, Proposition 8.2.21], we could then finish proof as in [KL2, Theorem 2.5.11] by

using our previous proposition 10.4.19 and the corresponding faithfully flat descent as in the

situation of [KL2, Theorem 2.5.11].
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We now consider the corresponding noncommutative LF deformed version of Kiehl’s glue-

ing properties for stably pseudocoherent modules after [KL2]:

Definition 10.4.21. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.5.12]) Consider in our context (over

Spa(A, A+)ét) the corresponding sheaves OSpa(A,A+)ét
⊗̂B, we will then define the correspond-

ing pseudocoherent sheaves over Spa(A, A+)ét to be those locally defined by attaching étale-

stably-pseudocoherent modules over the section.

Lemma 10.4.22. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.5.13]) Consider the corresponding notations

in [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10], we have the corresponding morphism A → B1
⊕

B2. Then we have that this

morphism is an descent morphism effective for the corresponding B-étale-stably pseodocoherent Banach

modules.

Proof. See the proof of lemma 10.2.22.

Theorem 10.4.23. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.14]) Taking global section will realize

the equivalence between the following two categories: A. The category of all the pseudocoherentOSpa(A,A+)ét
⊗̂B-

sheaves; B. The category of all the B-étale-stably pseudocoherent modules over A⊗̂B.

Proof. See [KL2, Theorem 2.5.14]. We need to still apply [KL1, Theorem 8.2.22], as long as one

considers instead in our situation, and [SP, Tag 03OD].

10.4.3 Noncommutative Deformation over Quasi-Stein Spaces

In this subsection we consider the corresponding noncommutative deformation over the cor-

responding context in [KL2, Chapter 2.6].

Setting 10.4.24. Let X be a corresponding quasi-Stein adic space over Qp or Fp((t)) in the

sense of [KL2, Definition 2.6.2]. Recall that what is happening is that X could be written as the

corresponding direct limit of affinoids X := lim
−→i

Xi.

Lemma 10.4.25. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.6.3]) We now consider the corresponding rings

Ai := OXi
for all i = 0, 1, ..., and in our current situation we consider the corresponding rings Ai⊗̂B

(over Qp or Fp((t))) for all i = 0, 1, .... And in our situation we consider the corresponding modules
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Mi over Ai⊗̂B for all i = 0, 1, ... with the same requirement as in [KL2, Lemma 2.6.3] (namely those

complete with respect to the natural topology which is LF topology in our current situation). Suppose

that we have bounded surjective map from fi : Ai⊗̂B⊗Ai+1⊗̂B Mi+1 → Mi, i = 0, 1, .... Then we have

first the density of the corresponding image of lim
←−i

Mi in each Mi for any i = 0, 1, 2, .... And we have as

well the corresponding vanishing of R1 lim
←−i

Mi.

Proof. This is the lim
−→h

Bh-relative version of the result in [KL2, Lemma 2.6.3]. We need to then

use the corresponding family of Banach norms parametrized by the index h. For the first

statement we just choose sequence of Banach norms on all the corresponding modules for all

i = 0, 1, ... and h such that we have ‖ fi(xi+1)‖
h
i ≤ 1/2‖xi+1‖

h
i+1 for any xi+1 ∈ Mi+1. Then

for any xi ∈ Mi and any δ > 0, we now consider for any j ≥ 1 and ∀h the corresponding

xi+j such that we have ‖xi+j − fi+j+1(xi+j+1)‖
h
i+j ≤ δ. Then the sequence xi+j+k, k = 0, 1, ...

will converge to some well-defined yi+j with in our situation the corresponding yi = fi(yi+1).

We then have ‖xi − yi‖
h
i ≤ δ. This will prove the first statement. For the second statement

as in [KL2, Lemma 2.6.3] we form the product M0 × M1 × M2 × ... and the consider the in-

duced map F from Mi+1 → Mi, and consider the corresponding cokernel of the map 1 − F

since this is just the corresponding limit we are considering. Then to show that the cokernel is

zero we just look at the corresponding cokernel of the corresponding map on the correspond-

ing completed direct summand which will project to the original one. But then we will have

‖ fi(v)‖
h
i ≤ 1/2‖v‖h

i , which produces an inverse to 1− F which will basically finish the proof

for the second statement.

Proposition 10.4.26. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.6.4]) In the same situation as above, sup-

pose we have that the corresponding modules Mi are basically B-stably pseudocoherent over the rings

Ai for all i = 0, 1, .... Now we consider the situation where fi : Ai⊗̂B⊗Ai+1⊗̂B Mi+1 → Mi is an iso-

morphism. Then the conclusion in our situation is then that the corresponding projection from lim
←−

Mi

to Mi for each i = 0, 1, 2, ....

Proof. This is a lim
−→h

Bh-relative version of the [KL2, Lemma 2.6.4]. We adapt the argument to

our situation as in the following. First we choose some finite free covering T of the limit M

such that we have for each i the corresponding map Ti → Mi is surjective. Then we consider

the index j ≥ i and set the kernel of the map from Tj to Mj to be Sj. By the direct analog of

[KL2, Lemma 2.5.6] we have that Ai⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh⊗ Sj → Si realizes the isomorphism, and we have
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that the corresponding surjectivity of the corresponding map from lim
←−i

Si projecting to the Si.

Then one could finish the proof by 5-lemma to the following commutative diagram as in [KL2,

Lemma 2.6.4]:

(Ai⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh)⊗ lim
←−i

Si
// ////

������

(Ai⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh)⊗ lim
←−i

Fi
//////

������

(Ai⊗̂ lim
−→h

Bh)⊗ lim
←−i

Mi
//////

������

0,

0 // //// Si
// //// Fi

// //// Mi
////// 0.

Proposition 10.4.27. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5]) For any

quasi-compact adic affinoid space of X which is denoted by Y, we have that the mapM(X) → M(Y)

is surjective for any B-stably pseudocoherent sheafM over the sheaf OX⊗̂B.

Proof. This is just the corresponding corollary of the previous proposition.

Proposition 10.4.28. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5]) We have that the stalkMx is finitely

generated over the stalk OX,x for any x ∈ X by M(X), for any B-stably pseudocoherent sheafM over

the sheaf OX⊗̂B.

Proof. This is just the corresponding corollary of the proposition before the previous proposi-

tion.

Proposition 10.4.29. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5]) For any

quasi-compact adic affinoid space of X which is denoted by Y, we have that the corresponding vanishing

of the corresponding sheaf cohomology groups Hk(X,M) of M for higher k > 0, for any B-stably

pseudocoherent sheafM over the sheaf OX⊗̂B.

Proof. See the proof of proposition 10.2.29.

Corollary 10.4.30. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 2.6.6]) The corresponding functor from the

corresponding B-deformed pseudocoherent sheaves over X to the corresponding B-stably by taking the

corresponding global section is an exact functor.

649



Corollary 10.4.31. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 2.6.8]) Consider a particularOX⊗̂B-pseudocoherent

sheafM which is finite locally free throughout the whole space X. Then we have that the global section

M(X) as OX(X)⊗̂B left module admits the corresponding structures of finite projective structure if

and only if we have the corresponding global section is finitely generated.

Proof. As in [KL2, Corollary 2.6.8] one could find some global splitting through the local split-

tings.

We now consider the following B-relative analog of [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17]:

Theorem 10.4.32. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17]) Consider the following two state-

ments for a particular OX⊗̂B-pseudocoherent sheafM. First is that one can find finite many generators

(the number is up to some uniform fixed integer n ≥ 0) for each section ofM(Xi) for each i = 1, 2, ....

The second statement is that the global sectionM(X) is just finitely generated. Then in our situation the

two statement is equivalent if we have that the corresponding space X admits a m-uniformed covering

in the exact same sense of [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17].

Proof. See theorem 10.2.32.
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10.5 Descent over Analytic Huber Pairs over Zp

10.5.1 Noncommutative Deformation over Analytic Huber Pairs in the Analytic

Topology

We now study the corresponding glueing of stably pseudocoherent sheaves after our previous

work [T3]. However since we currently are working in the corresponding framework of [Ked2],

we will consider the corresponding analytic Huber pair in [Ked2].

Setting 10.5.1. Now we consider the corresponding Huber pair taking the general form of

(A, A+) as in [Ked2, Definition 1.1.2], namely it is uniform analytic. We now assume we are

going to work over some base (V, V+) = (Zp, Zp). And we will assume that we have another

topological ring Z which is assumed to satisfy the following condition: for any exact sequence

of uniform analytic Huber rings

0 ////// Γ1 ////// Γ2 ////// Γ3 // //// 0,

we have that the following is alway exact:

0 ////// Γ1⊗̂Z ////// Γ2⊗̂Z ////// Γ3⊗̂Z ////// 0.

This is achieved for instance when we have that the map C→ Z splits in the category of all the

topological modules.

Setting 10.5.2. We will maintain the corresponding assumption in [Ked2, Hypothesis 1.7.1].

To be more precise we will have a map (A, A+) → (B, B+) which is a corresponding rational

localization. And recall the corresponding complex in [Ked2]:

0 // //// B // //// B
{

f
g

}⊕
B
{

g
f

}
////// B
{

f
g , g

f

}
////// 0.

Setting 10.5.3. We will need to consider the corresponding nice rational localizations in the

sense of [Ked2, Definition 1.9.1] where such localizations are defined to be those composites

of the corresponding rational localizations in the Laurent or the balanced situation. For the

topological modules, we will always assume that the modules are left modules.

Definition 10.5.4. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Definition 1.9.1]) Over A, we define a correspond-

ing Z-stably-pseudocoherent module M to be a pseudocoherent module M over A⊗̂Z which
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is complete with respect to the natural topology. And for any rational localization A → A′

with respect to A, the completeness still holds. Similar we can define the corresponding m-Z-

stably-pseudocoherent modules in the similar way where we just consider the corresponding

m-pseudocoherent modules on the algebraic level. Over A, we define a corresponding Z-nice-

stably-pseudocoherent module M to be a pseudocoherent module M over A⊗̂Z which is com-

plete with respect to the natural topology. And for any nice rational localization A → A′ with

respect to A, the completeness still holds. Similar we can define the corresponding m-Z-nice-

stably-pseudocoherent modules in the similar way where we just consider the corresponding

m-pseudocoherent modules on the algebraic level.

Lemma 10.5.5. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.3]) Now assume that we are in the corresponding

assumption of [Ked2, 1.7.1]. Also consider the corresponding complex in [Ked2, 1.6.15.1]:

0 ////// B // //// B
{

f
g

}⊕
B
{

g
f

}
////// B
{

f
g , g

f

}
////// 0.

And we assume now that this is exact. Now take g to be 1− f or 1. Here the corresponding elements

f , g come from B. Now over B⊗̂Z suppose we have a module M which is assumed now to be finitely

presented and complete with respect to the natural topology over B⊗̂Z. Then we have that the group

Tor1(B⊗̂Z
{

g
f

}
, M) is zero.

Proof. This is a Z-relative version of the corresponding [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.3]. We briefly re-

call the argument being adapted in our situation. As in [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.3] we can reduce

ourselves to the situation where g is just 1. Then regard the corresponding ring B⊗̂Z
{

g
f

}
as

B⊗̂Z {T} /(1− f T). Then we consider the corresponding in the ring B⊗̂Z[[T]] the formal in-

verse of 1− f T namely the series 1 + f T + f 2T2 + .... This will force multiplication by this

element to be injective. This just finishes the proof as in [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.3].

Lemma 10.5.6. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.4]) Now assume that we are in the corresponding

assumption of [Ked2, 1.7.1]. Also consider the corresponding complex in [Ked2, 1.6.15.1]:

0 ////// B // //// B
{

f
g

}⊕
B
{

g
f

}
////// B
{

f
g , g

f

}
////// 0.

And we assume now that this is exact. Now take g to be 1− f or 1. Here the corresponding element f , g

come from B. Now over B⊗̂Z suppose we have a module M which is assumed now to be finitely pre-

sented and complete with respect to the natural topology over B⊗̂Z, and furthermore the corresponding
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completeness is stable under any corresponding nice rational localization B→ C. Then we have that the

group Tor1(B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
, M) is zero and the group Tor1(B⊗̂Z

{
f
g , g

f

}
, M) is zero as well.

Proof. Choose a corresponding presentation for M taking the form of:

0 ////// X1 // //// X2 // //// M ////// 0.

Here the module X2 is a finite free left module. Then we have by the previous lemma the

following exact sequence:

0 // //// B⊗̂Z
{

g
f

}
⊗B⊗̂Z X1 // //// B⊗̂Z

{
g
f

}
⊗B⊗̂Z X2 ////// B⊗̂Z

{
g
f

}
⊗B⊗̂Z M // //// 0.

Now apply the previous lemma again as in the proof of [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.4] we have the

following exact sequence:

0 ////// B⊗̂Z
{

f
g , g

f

}
⊗B⊗̂Z X1

// //// B⊗̂Z
{

f
g , g

f

}
⊗B⊗̂Z X2 // //// B⊗̂Z

{
f
g , g

f

}
⊗B⊗̂Z M ////// 0.

Then to tackle the situation for f
g , we just further take the tensor product with the correspond-

ing sequence as in the following:

0 // //// B⊗̂Z // //// B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}⊕
B⊗̂Z

{
g
f

}
////// B⊗̂Z

{
f
g , g

f

}
////// 0.

Then we have the following corollary which is the corresponding analog of [Ked2, Corollary

1.9.5]:

Corollary 10.5.7. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Corollary 1.9.5]) Working over a uniform analytic Huber

pair (A, A+) which is sheafy, suppose we consider a finitely generated A⊗̂Z module complete with

respect to the natural topology. Then we have that for any nice rational localization A → B in the

sense of [Ked2, Definition 1.9.1] then tensoring with the corresponding Z we have the vanishing of

Tor1(B, M).

Proof. By the previous lemmas.

Corollary 10.5.8. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Corollary 1.9.6]) Working over a uniform analytic Huber

pair (A, A+) which is sheafy, suppose we consider a nice Z-stably pseudocoherent left A⊗̂Z module M.

Then we have that for any rational localization A→ B and any rational localization from B to C in the

nice setting as in [Ked2, Definition 1.9.1]. We have that base change along the map B → C (note that

this is assumed to be nice) will preserve the corresponding stably pseudocoherence for M.
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Lemma 10.5.9. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.7]) Now assume that we are in the corresponding

assumption of [Ked2, 1.7.1]. Also consider the corresponding complex in [Ked2, 1.6.15.1]:

0 ////// B // //// B
{

f
g

}⊕
B
{

g
f

}
////// B
{

f
g , g

f

}
////// 0.

And we assume now that this is exact. Now take g to be 1− f or 1. Here the corresponding element

f , g come from B. Now over B⊗̂Z suppose we have a module M which is assumed now to be finitely

presented and complete with respect to the natural topology over B⊗̂Z, and furthermore the correspond-

ing completeness is stable under any corresponding nice rational localization B → C. Then we have

that over then B⊗̂Z in our situation tensoring with M will preserve the corresponding exactness of the

following:

0 ////// B⊗̂Z // //// B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}⊕
B⊗̂Z

{
g
f

}
////// B⊗̂Z

{
f
g , g

f

}
////// 0.

Proof. See [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.7].

Theorem 10.5.10. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Corollary 1.9.8]) Working over a uniform analytic Huber

pair (A, A+) which is sheafy, suppose we consider a Z-nice-stably pseudocoherent left A⊗̂Z module M.

Then we have that the presheaf M̃ associated to the M sheafified along the ring A only is acyclic.

Proof. See [Ked2, Corollary 1.9.8].

Now we establish the corresponding analogs of the corresponding results in [Ked2] which

are needed in the corresponding descent of pseudocoherent sheaves.

Lemma 10.5.11. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.9]) Again as in [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.9] we sup-

pose we are in the situation of 1.7.1 of [Ked2] for the adic rings. Now one can actually find a neighbour-

hood around 0 of the corresponding ring B⊗̂Z
{

f
g , g

f

}
. Then one can find a corresponding decomposition

for any invertible matrix M where M− 1 takes coefficients in this neighbourhood into M1M2 where in-

vertible M1 takes coefficients in B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
and invertible M2 takes coefficients in B⊗̂Z

{
g
f

}
.

Proof. See [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.9].

Lemma 10.5.12. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.10]) Again as in [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.10] we sup-

pose we are in the situation of 1.7.1 of [Ked2] for the adic rings. Now for a glueing datum M1, M2, M12
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over the rings respectively B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
, B⊗̂Z

{
g
f

}
, B⊗̂Z

{
f
g , g

f

}
. We assume that they are finitely gen-

erated. We recall this means that we have:

f1 : B⊗̂Z

{
f

g
,

g

f

}
⊗

B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

} M1
∼
→ M12, (10.5.1)

f2 : B⊗̂Z

{
f

g
,

g

f

}
⊗

B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

} M2
∼
→ M12. (10.5.2)

Then we have that the corresponding strictly surjectivity of the map M1
⊕

M2 → M12 given by

f1(x1)− f2(x2). And we have that the corresponding equalizer M will satisfy that B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
⊗B⊗̂Z

M→ M1, B⊗̂Z
{

g
f

}
⊗B⊗̂Z M→ M2 are strictly surjective.

Proof. This is a Z-relative version of the corresponding result in [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.10]. We

adapt the corresponding argument there to our situation. Choose basis of M1 namely e1, ..., en,

and choose basis of M2 namely h1, ..., hn. Now we set the corresponding matrix of the cor-

responding f2(wi) under the basis e1, ..., en to be P while we set the corresponding matrix of

the corresponding f1(vi) under the basis h1, ..., hn to be Q. Then what is happening is that we

can apply the previous lemma to our current situation to extract a neighbourhood such that

P( f−kQ′ − Q) (for some sufficiently k) takes the value in this neighbourhood and we have

that the matrix P( f−kQ′ − Q) + 1 will be decomposed into K1K−1
2 with the corresponding

conditions on the entries as in the previous lemma. Then what we could do is as in [Ked2,

Lemma 1.9.10] to consider the setting (x1, x2) := (∑ f kX1ijei, ∑ Q′X2ijhi) which gives rise to that

f1(x1)− f2(x2) = 0 by our construction. Then as in [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.10] the corresponding

result in the first statement will follow once one considers as well [Ked2, Lemma 1.8.1]. Then

for the second statement, we consider application of the first statement as in [Ked2, Lemma

1.9.10]. Briefly recalling, we consider the second part of statement (while the first part could

be derived in the same fashion). To be more precise we consider any element m2 ∈ M2 then

send by f2 to M12, we will have by the first statement some y1 ∈ M1, y2 ∈ M2 such that

f1(y1)− f2(y2) = f2(m2). This will gives (y1, y2 + m2) lives in the equalizer, which will proves

the result as in [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.10].

Proposition 10.5.13. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.11]) Consider the same situation of the

previous lemma. And assume that the corresponding [Ked2, 1.6.15.1] is exact. And we assume that the

corresponding modules M1, M2, M12 are Z-stably pseudocoherent over the rings respectively B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
,
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B⊗̂Z
{

g
f

}
, B⊗̂Z

{
f
g , g

f

}
. Then we have that actually the corresponding equalizer M is just pseudoco-

herent in our current situation.

Proof. This is a Z-relative version of [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.11]. We adapt the corresponding argu-

ment to our situation. First we consider corresponding modules M1, M2, M12, and choose finite

free modules L1, L2, L12 as in [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.11] over B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
, B⊗̂Z

{
g
f

}
, B⊗̂Z

{
f
g , g

f

}
,

then we can form the corresponding commutative diagram:

0

�� ����

0

�� ����

0

������
0 ////// F //////

������

F1
⊕

F2 // ////

������

F12
? //////

������

0

0 ////// L // ////

������

L1
⊕

L2 // ////

������

L12 //////

������

0

0 ////// M // ////

?

������

M1
⊕

M2 //////

������

M12 // ////

������

0

0 0 0

where two arrows marked by ? are not a priori known to be exist to make the correspond-

ing parts of the sequences exact. Here the left vertical arrows come from taking snake lemma

(recall that one first chooses a corresponding finite free module L mapping to M which will

base change to the corresponding module L1, L2, L12, then F will be taken as in [Ked2, Lemma

1.9.11] to be the corresponding equalizer of the corresponding horizontal map, the idea is that

the map L → M is just a map which is not a priori known to be surjective while eventually

this is indeed the case). The corresponding modules F1, F2, F12 are the corresponding kernels

of the corresponding coverings by finite free modules. Then what is happening is that the cor-

responding first horizontal complex is actually within the same situation we are considering,
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therefore the previous lemma implies that the ?-marked arrows exists and make the sequences

exact. We then consider the following commutative diagram:

B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
⊗ F // ////

������

B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
⊗ L // ////

������

B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
⊗M // ////

������

0.

0 ////// F1 ////// L1 // //// M1 // //// 0.

What we know is that the corresponding middle vertical arrow is isomorphism, while the left

and right ones are surjective, which implies the right most one is an isomorphism. We then

consider the following commutative diagram:

B⊗̂Z
{

g
f

}
⊗ F // ////

������

B⊗̂Z
{

g
f

}
⊗ L // ////

������

B⊗̂Z
{

g
f

}
⊗M //////

������

0.

0 ////// F2 ////// L2 // //// M2 // //// 0.

What we know is that the corresponding middle vertical arrow is isomorphism, while the left

and right ones are surjective, which implies the right most one is an isomorphism. Finally to

show that the module M is pseudocoherent we consider the corresponding induction on the

number of the finite projective modules participated in the resolution. k = 1 will be obvious,

while in general the induction step will achieved from k to k + 1 by considering as in [Ked2,

Lemma 1.9.11] the module F and apply the corresponding construction in the same fashion.

Proposition 10.5.14. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.13]) Take the corresponding assumption in

[Ked2, 1.7.1] and furthermore assume the sheafiness of A. Suppose we have that all the modules con-

sidered are Z-stably complete with respect to nice rational localization. Then consider C1 the category

of all such modules which are assumed to be pseudocoherent over B⊗̂Z
{

f
g , g

f

}
. Then consider C2 the

category of all such modules which are assumed to be pseudocoherent over B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
. Then consider C3

the category of all such modules which are assumed to be pseudocoherent over B⊗̂Z
{

g
f

}
. Then consider

C4 the category of all such modules which are assumed to be pseudocoherent over B⊗̂Z. Then we have a

corresponding equalizer functor:

C2×C1 C3 → C (10.5.3)

which is exact and fully faithful, and we have well-established inverse.
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Proof. See [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.13].

Proposition 10.5.15. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.16]) Take the corresponding assumption in

[Ked2, 1.7.1] and furthermore assume the sheafiness of A. Suppose we have that all the modules con-

sidered are Z-stably complete with respect to nice rational localization. Let C be the category of such

Z-nice-stably pseudocoherent modules over A and let C′ be the category of such Z-nice-stably pseudo-

coherent sheaves over X. If we consider the corresponding functor taking the form of the corresponding

sheafification of M̃ with respect to the corresponding nice rational subspaces. Then we have that in fact

this realizes an exact equivalence between C and C′.

Proof. See [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.16].

Proposition 10.5.16. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.17]) Take the corresponding assumption in

[Ked2, 1.7.1] and furthermore assume the sheafiness of A. Suppose we have that all the modules con-

sidered are Z-stably complete with respect to nice rational localization. Let C be the category of such

Z-nice-stably pseudocoherent modules over A and let C′ be the category of such Z-nice-stably pseudo-

coherent modules over B. Then we have that in fact this realizes an exact functor from C to C′.

Proof. See [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.17].

Proposition 10.5.17. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Corollary 1.9.18]) Take the corresponding assumption

in [Ked2, 1.7.1] and furthermore assume the sheafiness of A. Let C be the category of such Z-stably

pseudocoherent modules over A and let C′ be the category of such Z-nice-stably pseudocoherent modules

over A. Then we have that in fact this realizes an equality from C →֒ C′.

Proof. See [Ked2, Corollary 1.9.18].

Theorem 10.5.18.

(After Kedlaya [Ked2, Theorem 1.4.14, Theorem 1.4.16, Theorem 1.4.18])

Take the corresponding assumption in [Ked2, 1.7.1] and furthermore assume the sheafiness of A. Then: I.

We have the corresponding stability under rational localization for Z-stably pseudocoherent modules. II.

We have the corresponding acyclicity of the corresponding presheaf M̃ attached to any Z-stably pseudo-

coherent module. III. We have the corresponding glueing of the corresponding Z-stably pseudocoherent

modules as in [Ked2, Theorem 1.4.18].
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Proof. This is a very parallel Z-relative analog of [Ked2, Theorem 1.4.14, Theorem 1.4.16, Theo-

rem 1.4.18], we refer the readers to the proof of [Ked2, Theorem 1.4.14, Theorem 1.4.16, Theo-

rem 1.4.18]. See [Ked2, After Corollary 1.9.18, the proof of Theorem 1.4.14, the proof of Theorem

1.4.16, the proof of Theorem 1.4.18].
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10.6 Descent over Adic Banach Rings over Zp

10.6.1 Noncommutative Deformation over Adic Banach Rings in the Analytic Topol-

ogy

We now study the corresponding glueing of stably pseudocoherent sheaves after our previous

work [T3]. We now translate the corresponding discussion to the context which is more related

to [KL2] over adic Banach rings. One can see that these are really parallel to the discussion over

analytic Huber pair.

Setting 10.6.1. Now we consider the corresponding adic Banach ring taking the general form

of (A, A+), namely it is uniform analytic. We now assume we are going to work over some base

(V, V+) = (Zp, Zp). And we will assume that we have another Banach ring Z over V which

is assumed to satisfy the following condition: for any exact sequence of uniform analytic adic

Banach rings

0 ////// Γ1 ////// Γ2 ////// Γ3 // //// 0,

we have that the following is alway exact:

0 ////// Γ1⊗̂Z ////// Γ2⊗̂Z ////// Γ3⊗̂Z ////// 0.

This is achieved for instance when we have that the map C→ Z splits in the category of all the

Banach modules.

Setting 10.6.2. We will maintain the corresponding assumption in [Ked2, Hypothesis 1.7.1].

To be more precise we will have a map (A, A+) → (B, B+) which is a corresponding rational

localization. And recall the corresponding complex in [Ked2]:

0 // //// B // //// B
{

f
g

}⊕
B
{

g
f

}
////// B
{

f
g , g

f

}
////// 0.

Setting 10.6.3. We will need to consider the corresponding nice rational localizations in the

sense of [Ked2, Definition 1.9.1] where such localizations are defined to be those composites

of the corresponding rational localizations in the Laurent or the balanced situation. For the

topological modules, we will always assume that the modules are left modules.

Definition 10.6.4. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Definition 1.9.1]) Over A, we define a correspond-

ing Z-stably-pseudocoherent module M to be a pseudocoherent module M over A⊗̂Z which
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is complete with respect to the natural topology. And for any rational localization A → A′

with respect to A, the completeness still holds. Similar we can define the corresponding m-Z-

stably-pseudocoherent modules in the similar way where we just consider the corresponding

m-pseudocoherent modules on the algebraic level. Over A, we define a corresponding Z-nice-

stably-pseudocoherent module M to be a pseudocoherent module M over A⊗̂Z which is com-

plete with respect to the natural topology. And for any nice rational localization A → A′ with

respect to A, the completeness still holds. Similar we can define the corresponding m-Z-nice-

stably-pseudocoherent modules in the similar way where we just consider the corresponding

m-pseudocoherent modules on the algebraic level.

Lemma 10.6.5. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.3]) Now assume that we are in the corresponding

assumption of [Ked2, 1.7.1]. Also consider the corresponding complex in [Ked2, 1.6.15.1]:

0 ////// B // //// B
{

f
g

}⊕
B
{

g
f

}
////// B
{

f
g , g

f

}
////// 0.

And we assume now that this is exact. Now take g to be 1− f or 1. Here the corresponding element

f , g come from B. Now over B⊗̂Z suppose we have a module M which is assumed now to be finitely

presented and complete with respect to the natural topology over B⊗̂Z. Then we have that the group

Tor1(B⊗̂Z
{

g
f

}
, M) is zero.

Proof. See lemma 10.5.5.

Lemma 10.6.6. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.4]) Now assume that we are in the corresponding

parallel assumption of [Ked2, 1.7.1]. Also consider the corresponding complex in [Ked2, 1.6.15.1]:

0 ////// B // //// B
{

f
g

}⊕
B
{

g
f

}
////// B
{

f
g , g

f

}
////// 0.

And we assume now that this is exact. Now take g to be 1− f or 1. Here the corresponding element f , g

come from B. Now over B⊗̂Z suppose we have a module M which is assumed now to be finitely pre-

sented and complete with respect to the natural topology over B⊗̂Z, and furthermore the corresponding

completeness is stable under any corresponding nice rational localization B→ C. Then we have that the

group Tor1(B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
, M) is zero and the group Tor1(B⊗̂Z

{
f
g , g

f

}
, M) is zero as well.

Proof. See lemma 10.5.6.

Then we have the following corollary which is the corresponding analog of [Ked2, Corollary

1.9.5]:
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Corollary 10.6.7. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Corollary 1.9.5]) Working over a uniform analytic adic

Banach ring (A, A+) which is sheafy, suppose we consider a finitely generated A⊗̂Z module complete

with respect to the natural topology. Then we have that for any nice rational localization A → B in

the sense of [Ked2, Definition 1.9.1] then tensoring with the corresponding Z we have the vanishing of

Tor1(B, M).

Proof. By the previous lemmas.

Corollary 10.6.8. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Corollary 1.9.6]) Working over a uniform analytic adic

Banach ring (A, A+) which is sheafy, suppose we consider a nice Z-stably pseudocoherent left A⊗̂Z

module M. Then we have that for any rational localization A→ B and any rational localization from B

to C in the nice setting as in [Ked2, Definition 1.9.1]. We have that base change along the map B → C

(note that this is assumed to be nice) will preserve the corresponding stably pseudocoherence for M.

Lemma 10.6.9. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.7]) Now assume that we are in the corresponding

parallel assumption of [Ked2, 1.7.1]. Also consider the corresponding complex in [Ked2, 1.6.15.1]:

0 // //// B // //// B
{

f
g

}⊕
B
{

g
f

}
////// B
{

f
g , g

f

}
////// 0.

And we assume now that this is exact. Now take g to be 1− f or 1. Here the corresponding element

f , g come from B. Now over B⊗̂Z suppose we have a module M which is assumed now to be finitely

presented and complete with respect to the natural topology over B⊗̂Z, and furthermore the correspond-

ing completeness is stable under any corresponding nice rational localization B → C. Then we have

that over then B⊗̂Z in our situation tensoring with M will preserve the corresponding exactness of the

following:

0 ////// B⊗̂Z // //// B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}⊕
B⊗̂Z

{
g
f

}
////// B⊗̂Z

{
f
g , g

f

}
////// 0.

Proof. See [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.7].

Theorem 10.6.10. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Corollary 1.9.8]) Working over a uniform analytic adic

Banach ring (A, A+) which is sheafy, suppose we consider a Z-nice-stably pseudocoherent left A⊗̂Z

module M. Then we have that the presheaf M̃ associated to the M sheafified along the ring A only is

acyclic.

Proof. See [Ked2, Corollary 1.9.8].
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Now we establish the corresponding analogs of the corresponding results in [Ked2] which

are needed in the corresponding descent of pseudocoherent sheaves.

Lemma 10.6.11. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.9]) Again as in [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.9] we sup-

pose we are in the parallel situation of 1.7.1 of [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.9] for the adic Banach rings. Now take

a sufficiently small constant δ > 0. Then one can find a corresponding decomposition for any invertible

matrix M where M− 1 takes norm ‖M− 1‖ ≤ δ into M1M2 where invertible M1 takes coefficients in

B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
and invertible M2 takes coefficients in B⊗̂Z

{
g
f

}
.

Proof. See [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.9].

Lemma 10.6.12. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.10]) Again as in [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.10] we sup-

pose we are in the parallel situation of 1.7.1 of [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.10] for the adic Banach rings. Now

for a glueing datum M1, M2, M12 over the rings respectively B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
, B⊗̂Z

{
g
f

}
, B⊗̂Z

{
f
g , g

f

}
. We

assume that they are finitely generated. We recall this means that we have:

f1 : B⊗̂Z

{
f

g
,

g

f

}
⊗

B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

} M1
∼
→ M12, (10.6.1)

f2 : B⊗̂Z

{
f

g
,

g

f

}
⊗

B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

} M2
∼
→ M12. (10.6.2)

Then we have that the corresponding strictly surjectivity of the map M1
⊕

M2 → M12 given by

f1(x1)− f2(x2). And we have that the corresponding equalizer M will satisfy that B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
⊗B⊗̂Z

M→ M1, B⊗̂Z
{

g
f

}
⊗B⊗̂Z M→ M2 are strictly surjective.

Proof. See lemma 10.5.12.

Proposition 10.6.13. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.11]) Consider the same situation of the pre-

vious lemma. And assume that the corresponding [Ked2, 1.6.15.1] is exact. And we assume that the cor-

responding modules M1, M2, M12 are Z-stably pseudocoherent over the rings respectively B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
,

B⊗̂Z
{

g
f

}
, B⊗̂Z

{
f
g , g

f

}
. Then we have that actually the corresponding equalizer M is just pseudoco-

herent in our current situation.

Proof. This is a Z-relative version of [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.11]. We adapt the corresponding argu-

ment to our situation. First we consider corresponding modules M1, M2, M12, and choose finite
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free modules L1, L2, L12 as in [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.11] over B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
, B⊗̂Z

{
g
f

}
, B⊗̂Z

{
f
g , g

f

}
,

then we can form the corresponding commutative diagram:

0

�� ����

0

�� ����

0

������
0 ////// F //////

������

F1
⊕

F2 // ////

������

F12
? //////

������

0

0 ////// L // ////

������

L1
⊕

L2 // ////

������

L12 //////

������

0

0 ////// M // ////

?

������

M1
⊕

M2 //////

������

M12 // ////

������

0

0 0 0

where two arrows marked by ? are not a priori known to be exist to make the correspond-

ing parts of the sequences exact. Here the left vertical arrows come from taking snake lemma

(recall that one first chooses a corresponding finite free module L mapping to M which will

base change to the corresponding module L1, L2, L12, then F will be taken as in [Ked2, Lemma

1.9.11] to be the corresponding equalizer of the corresponding horizontal map, the idea is that

the map L → M is just a map which is not a priori known to be surjective while eventually

this is indeed the case). The corresponding modules F1, F2, F12 are the corresponding kernels

of the corresponding coverings by finite free modules. Then what is happening is that the cor-

responding first horizontal complex is actually within the same situation we are considering,

therefore the previous lemma implies that the ?-marked arrows exists and make the sequences
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exact. We then consider the following commutative diagram:

B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
⊗ F // ////

������

B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
⊗ L // ////

������

B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
⊗M // ////

������

0.

0 ////// F1 ////// L1 // //// M1 // //// 0.

What we know is that the corresponding middle vertical arrow is isomorphism, while the left

and right ones are surjective, which implies the right most one is an isomorphism. We then

consider the following commutative diagram:

B⊗̂Z
{

g
f

}
⊗ F // ////

������

B⊗̂Z
{

g
f

}
⊗ L // ////

������

B⊗̂Z
{

g
f

}
⊗M //////

������

0.

0 ////// F2 ////// L2 // //// M2 // //// 0.

What we know is that the corresponding middle vertical arrow is isomorphism, while the left

and right ones are surjective, which implies the right most one is an isomorphism. Finally to

show that the module M is pseudocoherent we consider the corresponding induction on the

number of the finite projective modules participated in the resolution. k = 1 will be obvious,

while in general the induction step will achieved from k to k + 1 by considering as in [Ked2,

Lemma 1.9.11] the module F and apply the corresponding construction in the same fashion.

Proposition 10.6.14. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.13]) Take the corresponding parallel as-

sumption in [Ked2, 1.7.1] and furthermore assume the sheafiness of A. Suppose we have that all the

modules considered are Z-stably complete with respect to nice rational localization. Then consider C1

the category of all such modules which are assumed to be pseudocoherent over B⊗̂Z
{

f
g , g

f

}
. Then con-

sider C2 the category of all such modules which are assumed to be pseudocoherent over B⊗̂Z
{

f
g

}
. Then

consider C3 the category of all such modules which are assumed to be pseudocoherent over B⊗̂Z
{

g
f

}
.

Then consider C4 the category of all such modules which are assumed to be pseudocoherent over B⊗̂Z.

Then we have a corresponding equalizer functor:

C2×C1 C3 → C (10.6.3)

which is exact and fully faithful, and we have well-established inverse.

Proof. See [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.13].
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Proposition 10.6.15. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.16]) Take the corresponding parallel as-

sumption in [Ked2, 1.7.1] and furthermore assume the sheafiness of the adic Banach A. Suppose we

have that all the modules considered are Z-stably complete with respect to nice rational localization. Let

C be the category of such Z-nice-stably pseudocoherent modules over A and let C′ be the category of

such Z-nice-stably pseudocoherent sheaves over X. If we consider the corresponding functor taking the

form of the corresponding sheafification of M̃ with respect to the corresponding nice rational subspaces.

Then we have that in fact this realizes an exact equivalence between C and C′.

Proof. See [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.16].

Proposition 10.6.16. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.17]) Take the corresponding parallel as-

sumption in [Ked2, 1.7.1] and furthermore assume the sheafiness of the adic Banach ring A. Suppose

we have that all the modules considered are Z-stably complete with respect to nice rational localization.

Let C be the category of such Z-nice-stably pseudocoherent modules over A and let C′ be the category

of such Z-nice-stably pseudocoherent modules over B. Then we have that in fact this realizes an exact

functor from C to C′.

Proof. See [Ked2, Lemma 1.9.17].

Proposition 10.6.17. (After Kedlaya [Ked2, Corollary 1.9.18]) Take the corresponding parallel as-

sumption in [Ked2, 1.7.1] and furthermore assume the sheafiness of the adic Banach ring A. Let C be the

category of such Z-stably pseudocoherent modules over A and let C′ be the category of such Z-nice-stably

pseudocoherent modules over A. Then we have that in fact this realizes an equality from C ⊂ C′.

Proof. See [Ked2, Corollary 1.9.18].

Theorem 10.6.18.

(After Kedlaya [Ked2, Theorem 1.4.14, Theorem 1.4.16, Theorem 1.4.18])

Take the corresponding parallel assumption in [Ked2, 1.7.1] and furthermore assume the sheafiness of

the adic Baanch ring A. Then: I. we have the corresponding stability under rational localization for Z-

stably pseudocoherent modules. II. We have the corresponding acyclicity of the corresponding presheaf

M̃ attached to any Z-stably pseudocoherent module. III. We have the corresponding glueing result as in

[Ked2, Theorem 1.4.18].
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Proof. This is a very parallel Z-relative analog of [Ked2, Theorem 1.4.14, Theorem 1.4.16, Theo-

rem 1.4.18], we refer the readers to the proof of [Ked2, Theorem 1.4.14, Theorem 1.4.16, Theo-

rem 1.4.18]. See [Ked2, After Corollary 1.9.18, the proof of Theorem 1.4.14, the proof of Theorem

1.4.16, the proof of Theorem 1.4.18].

10.6.2 Noncommutative Deformation over Quasi-Stein Spaces

We now consider the corresponding analytic quasi-Stein spaces over Zp, Z will be an adic

Banach ring as above:

Setting 10.6.19. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.6.2]) Fix an adic Banach space X over

Zp which is assumed to be an injective limit of analytic adic affinoids X = lim
−→i

Xi, where

we assume that the corresponding transition map OXi+1 → OXi
takes dense images for all

i = 1, 2, ....

Lemma 10.6.20. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.6.3]) We now consider the corresponding rings

Hi := OXi
for all i = 0, 1, ..., and in our current situation we consider the corresponding rings

Hi⊗̂Z (over Zp) for all i = 0, 1, .... And in our situation we consider the corresponding modules

Mi over Hi⊗̂Z for all i = 0, 1, ... with the same requirement as in [KL2, Lemma 2.6.3] (namely those

complete with respect to the natural topology). Suppose that we have bounded surjective map from

fi : Hi⊗̂Z ⊗Hi+1⊗̂Z Mi+1 → Mi, i = 0, 1, .... Then we have first the density of the corresponding im-

age of lim
←−i

Mi in each Mi for any i = 0, 1, 2, .... And we have as well the corresponding vanishing of

R1 lim
←−i

Mi.

Proof. This is the Z-relative version of the result in [KL2, Lemma 2.6.3]. For the first statement

we just choose sequence of Banach norms on all the corresponding modules for all i = 0, 1, ...

such that we have ‖ fi(xi+1)‖i ≤ 1/2‖xi+1‖i+1 for any xi+1 ∈ Mi+1. Then for any xi ∈ Mi

and any δ > 0, we now consider for any j ≥ 1 the corresponding xi+j such that we have

‖xi+j− fi+j+1(xi+j+1)‖i+j ≤ δ. Then the sequence xi+j+k, k = 0, 1, ... will converge to some well-

defined yi+j with in our situation the corresponding yi = fi(yi+1). We then have ‖xi − yi‖i ≤ δ.

This will prove the first statement. For the second statement as in [KL2, Lemma 2.6.3] we form

the product M0 × M1 × M2 × ... and the consider the induced map F from Mi+1 → Mi, and

consider the corresponding cokernel of the map 1− F since this is just the corresponding limit
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we are considering. Then to show that the cokernel is zero we just look at the corresponding

cokernel of the corresponding map on the corresponding completed direct summand which

will project to the original one. But then we will have ‖ fi(v)‖i ≤ 1/2‖v‖i , which produces an

inverse to 1− F which will basically finish the proof for the second statement.

Proposition 10.6.21. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.6.4]) In the same situation as above, sup-

pose we have that the corresponding modules Mi are basically Z-stably pseudocoherent over the rings

Hi⊗̂Z for all i = 0, 1, .... Now we consider the situation where fi : Hi⊗̂Z ⊗Hi+1⊗̂Z Mi+1 → Mi is

an isomorphism. Then the conclusion in our situation is then that the corresponding projection from

lim
←−

Mi to Mi for each i = 0, 1, 2, ... is an isomorphism.

Proof. This is a Z-relative and analytic version of the [KL2, Lemma 2.6.4]. We adapt the argu-

ment to our situation as in the following. First we choose some finite free covering T of the

limit M such that we have for each i the corresponding map Ti → Mi is surjective. Then we

consider the index j ≥ i and set the kernel of the map from Tj to Mj to be Sj. By the direct

analog of [KL2, Lemma 2.5.6] we have that Hi⊗̂Z⊗ Sj → Si realizes the isomorphism, and we

have that the corresponding surjectivity of the corresponding map from lim
←−i

Si projecting to

the Si. Then one could finish the proof by 5-lemma to the following commutative diagram as

in [KL2, Lemma 2.6.4]:

(Hi⊗̂Z)⊗ lim
←−i

Si
//////

������

(Hi⊗̂Z)⊗ lim
←−i

Fi
// ////

������

(Hi⊗̂Z)⊗ lim
←−i

Mi
//////

������

0,

0 // //// Si
// //// Fi

// //// Mi
// //// 0.

Proposition 10.6.22. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5]) For any

quasi-compact adic affinoid space of X which is denoted by Y, we have that the mapM(X) → M(Y)

is surjective for any Z-stably pseudocoherent sheafM over the sheaf OX⊗̂Z.

Proof. This is just the corresponding corollary of the previous proposition.
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Proposition 10.6.23. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5]) We have that the stalkMx is gen-

erated over the stalk OX,x for any x ∈ X by M(X), for any Z-stably pseudocoherent sheafM over the

sheaf OX⊗̂Z.

Proof. This is just the corresponding corollary of the proposition before the previous proposi-

tion.

Proposition 10.6.24. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5]) For any

quasi-compact adic affinoid space of X which is denoted by Y, we have that the corresponding vanishing

of the corresponding sheaf cohomology groups Hk(X,M) of M for higher k > 0, for any Z-stably

pseudocoherent sheafM over the sheaf OX⊗̂Z.

Proof. We follow the idea of the proof of [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5] by comparing this to the corre-

sponding Čech cohomology with some covering X = {X1, ..., XN, ...}:

H̆k(X,X = {X1, ..., XN, ...};M) = Hk(X,M), (10.6.4)

H̆k(Xi,X = {X1, ..., Xi};M) = Hk(Xi,M) = 0, k ≥ 1. (10.6.5)

Here we have applied the corresponding [SP, Tag 01EW]. Now we consider the situation where

k > 1:

H̆k−1(Xj+1,X = {X1, ..., Xj+1};M)→ H̆k−1(Xj,X = {X1, ..., Xj};M)→ 0, (10.6.6)

which induces the following isomorphism by [Kie1, 2.6 Hilfssatz]:

lim
←−
j→∞

H̆k−1(Xj,X = {X1, ..., Xj};M)
∼
→ H̆k(X,X = {X1, ..., XN, ...};M). (10.6.7)

Then we have the corresponding results for the index k > 1. For k = 1, one can as in [KL2,

Theorem 2.6.5] relate this to the corresponding R1 lim
←−i

, which will finishes the proof in the same

fashion.

Corollary 10.6.25. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 2.6.6]) The corresponding functor from the

corresponding Z-deformed pseudocoherent sheaves over X to the corresponding Z-stably by taking the

corresponding global section is an exact functor.
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Corollary 10.6.26. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 2.6.8]) Consider a particularOX⊗̂Z-pseudocoherent

sheafM which is finite locally free throughout the whole space X. Then we have that the global section

M(X) as OX(X)⊗̂Z left module admits the corresponding structures of finite projective structure if

and only if we have the corresponding global section is finitely generated.

Proof. As in [KL2, Corollary 2.6.8] one could find some global splitting through the local split-

tings.

We now consider the following Z-relative and analytic analog of [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17]:

Theorem 10.6.27. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17]) Consider the following two state-

ments for a particular OX⊗̂Z-pseudocoherent sheafM. First is that one can find finite many generators

(the number is up to some uniform fixed integer n ≥ 0) for each section ofM(Xi) for each i = 1, 2, ....

The second statement is that the global sectionM(X) is just finitely generated. Then in our situation

the two statement is equivalent if we have that the corresponding space X admits an m-uniform covering

in the exact same sense of [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17].

Proof. One direction is obvious, the other direct could be proved in the same way as in [KL2,

Proposition 2.6.17] where essentially the information on X does not change at all. Namely as in

[KL2, Proposition 2.6.17] we could basically consider one single subcovering {Yu}u∈U indexed

by U of the covering which is m-uniform. For any u ∈ U we consider the smallest i such that

Xi
⋂

Yu, and we denote this by i(u) ≥ 0. Then we form:

Vu := Xi(u)

⋃

v∈U,v≤u

Yv. (10.6.8)

Then as in [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17] we can find some xu, u ∈ U (which are denoted by the

general form of xi in [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17]) in the section OX(Vu) such that it restricts to

some 0 onto the space Vu and it restricts to some element a1 such that we have:

a1b1 + ... + akbk = 1 (10.6.9)

where b1, ..., bk are the corresponding topologically nilpotent elements to Yu. By the correspond-

ing density of the corresponding global section OX(X) in OX(Vu) we could find some xi (with
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the same notation) in the global sectionOX(X) such that it restricts to some topologically nilpo-

tent element onto the space Vu and it restricts to some element a′1 such that we have:

a′1b′1 + ... + a′kb′k = 1 (10.6.10)

where b1, ..., bk are the corresponding topologically nilpotent elements to Yu, by simultaneously

approximating the corresponding the coefficient a1, ..., ak and b1, ..., bk to achieve a′1, ..., a′k and

b′1, ..., b′k such that we have:

a′1b′1 + ... + a′kb′k = 1. (10.6.11)

Then we can build up a corresponding generating set for the global section by the following

approximation process just as in [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17]. To be more precise what we have

consider is to modify the corresponding generator for each Yu (for instance let them be denoted

by y1, ..., yu) to be yu,1, ..., yu,n (n is the corresponding uniform integer in the statement of the

theorem) for all u ∈ U. It is achieved through induction, when we have yu,1, ..., yu,n then we

will set that to be 0 otherwise in the situation where there exists some predecessor u′ of u in

the corresponding set U we then set this to be yu′,1, ..., yu′,n. And we set as in [KL2, Proposition

2.6.17]:

yu,j := yu−1,j + xc
uyu

by lifting the corresponding power c to be as large as possible. This will guarantee the conver-

gence of:

lim
u→∞
{yu,1, ..., yu,n}, (10.6.12)

which gives the set of the corresponding global generators desired.
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10.7 Extensions and Applications

10.7.1 Deforming the (∞, 1)-Sheaves over Bambozzi-Kremnizer ∞-Analytic Spaces

Here we follow [BK1] to extend our discussion above partially to the corresponding ∞-analytic

space attached to a Banach adic uniform algebra A (required to be commutative) over Fp((t))

or Qp and we consider furthermore a Banach algebra B over Fp((t)) or Qp.

Remark 10.7.1. We should definitely mention that one can apply the corresponding foundation

from Clausen-Scholze [CS] to do this, namely the corresponding animated objects. But we will

only apply the corresponding foundation in [BK1].

First we have the following ∞-version of Tate-Čech acyclicity in our context:

Proposition 10.7.2. (After Bambozzi-Kremnizer [BK1, Theorem 4.15]) The following totalization

is strictly exact:

Tot(0 // //// Ah⊗̂B // //// ∏i Ai⊗̂B ////// ∏i,j Ai⊗̂B⊗̂
L

Aj⊗̂B ////// ...)

for any homotopy Zariski covering {SpecAi → SpecAh}i∈I in the sense of [BK1, Theorem 4.15]. Here

we have already attached the corresponding homotopical ring Ah to A.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the corresponding result in [BK1, Theorem 4.15].

Along this idea one can then build up a sheaf of ∞-Banach ring over Bambozzi-Kremnizer’s

spectrum Spah(A), which we will denote it by OSpah(A),B. Namely we have defined a new ∞-

ringed space (Spah(A),OSpah(A),B).

Definition 10.7.3. (After Lurie [Lu1, Definition 2.9.1.1]) We will call a finite projective module

spectrum M over the ring Ah⊗̂B finite locally free, namely it will be basically sit in some finite

coproduct of copies of Ah⊗̂B as a direct summand. Note that one can obviously construct a

retract from some finite free module spectrum to such object, which is surjective namely with

respect to the homotopy group π0.

As in [Lu2, Proposition 7.2.4.20], we have that finite locally free sheaves are actually flat and

pseudocoherent in the strong ∞-sense. This will cause the following to be true:
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Proposition 10.7.4. The following totalization is strictly exact:

Tot(0 // //// M ////// ∏i Ai⊗̂B⊗̂
L

M // //// ∏i,j(Ai⊗̂B⊗̂
L

Aj⊗̂B)⊗̂
L

M // //// ...)

for any homotopy Zariski covering {SpecAi → SpecAh}i∈I in the sense of [BK1, Theorem 2.15, Theo-

rem 4.15].

Theorem 10.7.5. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL1, Theorem 2.7.7]) Carrying the corresponding coefficient

in noncommutative Banach ring B, we have that ∞-descent for locally free finitely generated module

spectra with respect to simple Laurent covering.

Proof. Certainly along the idea of [KL1, Theorem 2.7.7] one can actually try to consider the

corresponding glueing of finite projective objects, but this will basically involve a derived or

∞ version of [KL1, Proposition 2.4.20]. Instead we consider the following restricted situation

which is also considered restrictively in [T3, Section 5]. First we consider the corresponding

glueing datum along A, namely suppose we have the corresponding short exact sequence of

Banach adic uniform algebra over Qp:

0 // //// Π // //// Π1
⊕

Π2 ////// Π12 // //// 0,

which is assumed to satisfy conditions (a) and (b) of [KL1, Definition 2.7.3], namely this is

strictly exact and the map Π1 → Π12 is of image that is dense. Now we consider the Bambozzi-

Kremnizer spaces and rings:

Spah(Π), Spah(Π1), Spah(Π2), Spah(Π12), (10.7.1)

Πh, Πh
1, Πh

2, Πh
12. (10.7.2)

Now consider the following finite locally free bimodule spectra forming the corresponding

glueing datum:

M1, M2, M12 (10.7.3)

over:

Πh
1⊗̂B, Πh

2⊗̂B, Πh
12⊗̂B. (10.7.4)

Then we can regard these as certain sheaves of bimodules:

M1,M2,M12 (10.7.5)
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over the ∞-sheaves:

OΠh
1
⊗̂B,OΠh

2
⊗̂B,OΠh

12
⊗̂B. (10.7.6)

Then we can have the chance to take the global section along the space Spah(Π) which gives

rise to a certain module spectrum M over Πh. However the corresponding π0(M) will then be

finite projective over π0(Π) by [T3, Proposition 5.12]. This finishes the corresponding glueing

of vector bundle process in this specific situation.

Remark 10.7.6. Again one can apply the whole machinery from [CS] to achieve this, as long as

one would like to work with noncommutative analogs of the animated rings.

Now we consider Qp[[G]]-adic objects in the situation over Qp. First we have the following

∞-version of Tate-Čech acyclicity in our context:

Proposition 10.7.7. (After Bambozzi-Kremnizer [BK1, Theorem 4.15]) The following totalization

is strictly exact:

Tot(0 // //// Ah⊗̂B[[G]]/E // ////
∏i Ai⊗̂B[[G]]/E //////

∏i,j Ai⊗̂B[[G]]/E⊗̂
L

Aj⊗̂B[[G]]/E // //// ...),

for any E ⊂ G, and for any homotopy Zariski covering {SpecAi → SpecAh}i∈I in the sense of [BK1,

Theorem 2.15, Theorem 4.15]. Here we have already attached the corresponding homotopical ring Ah to

A.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the corresponding result in [BK1, Theorem 4.15].

Along this idea one can then build up a sheaf of ∞-Banach ring over Bambozzi-Kremnizer’s

spectrum Spah(A), which we will denote it by OSpah(A),B[[G]]. Namely we have defined a new

∞-ringed space (Spah(A),OSpah(A),B[[G]]).

Definition 10.7.8. (After Lurie [Lu1, Definition 2.9.1.1]) We will call a finite projective module

spectrum M over the ring Ah⊗̂B[[G]] finite locally free, namely it will be basically sit in some

finite coproduct of copies of Ah⊗̂B[[G]] as a direct summand. Note that one can obviously

construct a retract from some finite free module spectrum to such object.

As in [Lu2, Proposition 7.2.4.20], we have that finite locally free sheaves are actually flat and

pseudocoherent in the strong ∞-sense. This will cause the following to be true:
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Proposition 10.7.9. The following totalization is strictly exact:

Tot(0 ////// M // ////
∏i Ai⊗̂B[[G]]/E⊗̂

L
M // ////

∏i,j (Ai⊗̂B[[G]]/E⊗L Aj⊗̂B[[G]]/E)⊗L M // //// ...)

for any homotopy Zariski covering {SpecAi → SpecAh}i∈I in the sense of [BK1, Theorem 4.15, Theo-

rem 2.15].

Now we consider the LF deformation, namely here B could be written as lim
−→h

Bh. First we

have the following ∞-version of Tate-Čech acyclicity in our context:

Proposition 10.7.10. (After Bambozzi-Kremnizer [BK1, Theorem 4.15]) The following totaliza-

tion is strictly exact:

Tot(0 ////// Ah⊗̂B // //// ∏i Ai⊗̂B ////// ∏i,j Ai⊗̂B⊗̂
L

Aj⊗̂B ////// ...)

for any homotopy Zariski covering {SpecAi → SpecAh}i∈I in the sense of [BK1, Theorem 4.15]. Here

we have already attached the corresponding homotopical ring Ah to A.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the corresponding result in [BK1, Theorem 4.15].

Along this idea one can then build up a sheaf of ∞-Banach ring over Bambozzi-Kremnizer’s

spectrum Spah(A), which we will denote it by OSpah(A),B. Namely we have defined a new ∞-

ringed space (Spah(A),OSpah(A),B).

Definition 10.7.11. (After Lurie [Lu1, Definition 2.9.1.1]) We will call a finite projective mod-

ule spectrum M over the ring Ah⊗̂B finite locally free, namely it will be basically sit in some

finite coproduct of copies of Ah⊗̂B as a direct summand. Note that one can obviously construct

a retract from some finite free module spectrum to such object.

As in [Lu2, Proposition 7.2.4.20], we have that finite locally free sheaves are actually flat and

pseudocoherent in the strong ∞-sense. This will cause the following to be true:

Proposition 10.7.12. The following totalization is strictly exact:

Tot(0 ////// M ////// ∏i Ai⊗̂B⊗̂
L

M // //// ∏i,j(Ai⊗̂B⊗̂
L

Aj⊗̂B)⊗̂
L

M // //// ...)

for any homotopy Zariski covering {SpecAi → SpecAh}i∈I in the sense of [BK1, Theorem 2.15, Theo-

rem 4.15].
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Theorem 10.7.13. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL1, Theorem 2.7.7]) Carrying the corresponding coeffi-

cient in the noncommutative Limit of Fréchet B, we have that ∞-descent for locally free finitely generated

module spectra with respect to simple Laurent covering.

Proof. Along the discussion in the Banach situation, we can also make the parallel discussion

in the corresponding limit of Fréchet situation (LF). Certainly along the idea of [KL1, Theorem

2.7.7] one can actually try to consider the corresponding glueing of finite projective objects,

but this will basically involve a derived or ∞ version of [KL1, Proposition 2.4.20]. Instead we

consider the following restricted situation which is also considered restrictively in [T3, Section

5]. First we consider the corresponding glueing datum along A, namely suppose we have the

corresponding short exact sequence of Banach adic uniform algebra over Qp:

0 // //// Π // //// Π1
⊕

Π2 ////// Π12 // //// 0,

which is assumed to satisfy conditions (a) and (b) of [KL1, Definition 2.7.3], namely this is

strictly exact and the map Π1 → Π12 is of image that is dense. Now we consider the Bambozzi-

Kremnizer spaces and rings:

Spah(Π), Spah(Π1), Spah(Π2), Spah(Π12), (10.7.7)

Πh, Πh
1, Πh

2, Πh
12. (10.7.8)

Now consider the following finite locally free bimodule spectra forming the corresponding

glueing datum:

M1, M2, M12 (10.7.9)

over:

Πh
1⊗̂ lim
−→

h

Bh, Πh
2⊗̂ lim
−→

h

Bh, Πh
12⊗̂ lim
−→

h

Bh. (10.7.10)

Then we can regard these as certain sheaves of bimodules:

M1,M2,M12 (10.7.11)

over the ∞-sheaves:

OΠh
1
⊗̂ lim
−→

h

Bh,OΠh
2
⊗̂ lim
−→

h

Bh,OΠh
12
⊗̂ lim
−→

h

Bh. (10.7.12)
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Then we can have the chance to take the global section along the space Spah(Π) which gives

rise to a certain module spectrum M over Πh. However the corresponding π0(M) will then be

finite projective over π0(Π) by [T3, Proposition 5.12]. This finishes the corresponding glueing

of vector bundle process in this specific situation.

Remark 10.7.14. Again one can apply the whole machinery from [CS] to achieve this, as long

as one would like to work with noncommutative analogs of the animated rings.

The above discussion could be made to be more general by looking at some derived ra-

tional localization A → D of A as in [BK1] which we will denote by D ∈ ∞ − Comm. For

instance one can just take D to be some derived rational localization taking the form such as

A
〈

a0
a0

, ..., ak
a0

〉h
(and consider the glueing over SpecA

〈
a0
a0

, ..., ak
a0

〉h
∈ ∞ − Commop). We now

assume the following assumption:

Assumption 10.7.15. Without any sheafiness condition on the ring A in the corresponding

classical sense, we assume the following totolization is strictly exact:

Tot(0 // //// D⊗̂B // //// ∏i Di⊗̂B ////// ∏i,j Di⊗̂B⊗̂
L

Dj⊗̂B ////// ...)

for any homotopy Zariski covering {SpecDi → SpecD}i∈I in the sense of [BK1, Theorem 4.15].

Here recall the notation SpecD means the corresponding object in ∞−Commop. Here B is just

assumed to be Banach.

Remark 10.7.16. By the corresponding Dold-Kan correspondence we could regard D as an

(∞, 1)-commutative object in the corresponding category of all the simplicial semi-normed

monoids, namely an E∞-ring which carries the corresponding simplicial Banach structures.

However then the corresponding ring D⊗̂B will then be a product of an E∞-ring with a dis-

crete (in the sense of [Lu2, Chapter 7.2]) E1-ring (or if you wish a discrete A∞-ring).

Definition 10.7.17. (After Lurie [Lu1, Definition 2.9.1.1]) We will call a finite projective mod-

ule spectrum M over the ring D⊗̂B finite locally free, namely it will be basically sit in some

finite coproduct of copies of D⊗̂B as a direct summand. Note that one can obviously construct

a retract from some finite free module spectrum to such object, which is surjective namely with

respect to the homotopy group π0.
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Definition 10.7.18. (After Lurie [Lu1, Definition 2.9.1.1]) We will call a sheaf M over the ∞-

ringed Grothendieck site:

(SpecD,OSpecD⊗̂B, {SpecD

〈
f0

fi
, ...,

fd

fi

〉h

}i=0,...,d) (10.7.13)

locally finite free if it is locally (over some derived rational subset SpecDi ∈ ∞− Commop and

Di := D
〈

f0
fi

, ..., fd

fi

〉h
, i = 1, ..., d) sitting in some coproduct of finite many copies of Di⊗̂B as a

direct summand.

As in [Lu2, Proposition 7.2.4.20], we have that finite locally free sheaves are actually flat and

pseudocoherent in the strong ∞-sense. This will cause the following to be true:

Proposition 10.7.19. The following totalization is strictly exact:

Tot(0 // //// M // //// ∏i Di⊗̂B⊗̂
L

M // //// ∏i,j(Di⊗̂B⊗̂
L

Dj⊗̂B)⊗̂
L

M ////// ...)

for any homotopy Zariski covering {SpecDi → SpecD}i∈I in the sense of [BK1, Theorem 2.15, Theorem

4.15].

Now we take a corresponding fiber sequence (under the corresponding Dold-Kan corre-

spondence one can also consider the corresponding distinguished triangles

D // //// ∏i=1,2 Di
// //// D1⊗̂

L
D2 // //// D[1],

for the corresponding associated complexes):

D // //// ∏i=1,2 Di
// //// D12,

and assume that the following:

0 // //// π0D // //// π0D1
⊕

π0D2 ////// π0D12 ////// 0

to satisfy [KL1, Definition 2.7.3, condition (a), (b)]. Then we have the effective ∞-descentness

of the corresponding morphism D⊗̂B→ D1⊗̂B⊕ D2⊗̂B.

Theorem 10.7.20. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL1, Theorem 2.7.7]) Carrying the corresponding coeffi-

cient in noncommutative Banach ring B, we have that ∞-descent for locally free finitely generated mod-

ule spectra with respect to binary covering on the corresponding π0 in the situation described above.
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Proof. Certainly along the idea of [KL1, Theorem 2.7.7] one can actually try to consider the

corresponding glueing of finite projective objects in more general setting, but this will basically

involve a derived or ∞ version of [KL1, Proposition 2.4.20]. Instead we consider the following

restricted situation which is also considered restrictively in [T3, Section 5]. First we consider

the corresponding glueing datum along π0D, namely suppose we have the corresponding short

exact sequence of Banach adic uniform algebra over Qp:

0 // //// π0D // //// π0D1
⊕

π0D2 ////// π0D12 ////// 0

which is assumed to satisfy conditions (a) and (b) of [KL1, Definition 2.7.3], namely this is

strictly exact and the map Π1 → Π12 is of image that is dense. Now consider the following

finite locally free bimodule spectra forming the corresponding glueing datum:

M1, M2, M12 (10.7.14)

over:

D1⊗̂B, D2⊗̂B, D12⊗̂B. (10.7.15)

Then we can regard these as certain sheaves of bimodules:

M1,M2,M12 (10.7.16)

over the ∞-sheaves:

OSpecD1⊗̂B,OSpecD2⊗̂B,OSpecD12⊗̂B. (10.7.17)

Then we can have the chance to take the global section along the space SpecD which gives

rise to a certain module spectrum M over D. However the corresponding π0(M) will then be

finite projective over π0(Π) by [T3, Proposition 5.12]. This finishes the corresponding glueing

of vector bundle process in this specific situation.

10.7.2 Application to Equivariant Sheaves over Adic Fargues-Font aine Curves

We now apply our study to the first specific situation around the corresponding mixed-type

Hodge structures inspired essentially by the work [CKZ], [PZ] and [Ked1], which is also con-

sidered in [T3]. Let us first describe the corresponding situation:
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Setting 10.7.21. We will use the notations in [T1], [T2] and [T3]. We now consider the corre-

sponding Fargues-Fontaine curves as our target to relativization. We will use the correspond-

ing FFR to denote the adic Fargues-Fontaine curve in our current situation (as in [KL2, Theorem

4.6.1]) which is defined to be the corresponding suitable quotient of the following adic space:

⋃

0<r1<r2

Spa(Π̃[r1,r2]
R , Π̃

[r1,r2],+
R ). (10.7.18)

Here R is specified perfectoid Banach uniform algebra over Fph .

Assumption 10.7.22. In this section we assume that the corresponding base field will be just of

mixed-characteristic.

In our current framework we look at the following deformation:

Setting 10.7.23. Over Qp we consider the any Galois perfectoid tower (H•, H+
• ) (in the sense of

[KL2, Definition 5.1.1]) with Galois group GalH := Gal(H0/H0), and we use the notation H̃∞

to denote the corresponding perfectoid top level of the tower in mixed-characteristic situation,

and we consider the corresponding ring H∞ as its tilt. Now we consider the period rings

B+
dR,H∞

, BdR,H∞
and Be,H∞

(as constructed in [KL2, Definition 8.6.5]).

We now try to be more specific, where we just consider the situation where the ring H̃∞

is just the ring Cp. We now consider some Banach algebra B over Qp as before. Now what is

happening is then we consider the following ringed space:

(FFR,OFFR
⊗̂B⊗̂B+

dR,H∞
,OFFR

⊗̂B⊗̂BdR,H∞
,OFFR

⊗̂B⊗̂Be,H∞
). (10.7.19)

Now we encode Berger’s B-pair in some relativization after Kedlaya-Liu ([KL1, Definition

9.3.11] and [KL2, Definition 4.8.2]) and Kedlaya-Pottharst ([KP, Definition 2.17]):

Definition 10.7.24. We now define a pseudocoherent FFR-B-GalH sheaf to be a triplet (M+
dR, MdR, Me)

of B⊗̂?-stably pseudocoherent sheaves such that the form a corresponding descent triplet with

respect to the following diagram by natural base change:

OFFR
⊗̂B⊗̂B+

dR,H∞
−→ OFFR

⊗̂B⊗̂BdR,H∞
←− OFFR

⊗̂B⊗̂Be,H∞
, (10.7.20)

where ? = B+
dR,H∞

, BdR,H∞
, Be,H∞

. For the rings:

OFFR
⊗̂B⊗̂Be,H∞

(10.7.21)
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the corresponding definition of pseudocoherent sheaves are defined to be locally associated to

the B⊗̂Be,H∞
-stably pseudocoherent modules in the ind-Fréchet topology, namely the complete-

ness with respect to the ind-Fréchet topology is then stable under the corresponding rational

localization concentrated at the part for FFR. And we assume that the corresponding sheaves

admit GalH-equivariant action in the semilinear fashion.

In the étale topology we consider the following ringed space:

(FFR,OFFR,ét⊗̂B⊗̂B+
dR,H∞

,OFFR,ét⊗̂B⊗̂BdR,H∞
,OFFR,ét⊗̂B⊗̂Be,H∞

). (10.7.22)

Now we encode Berger’s B-pair in some relativization after Kedlaya-Liu ([KL1, Definition

9.3.11] and [KL2, Definition 4.8.2]) and Kedlaya-Pottharst ([KP, Definition 2.17]):

Definition 10.7.25. We now define a pseudocoherent FFR-B-GalH sheaf to be a triplet (M+
dR, MdR, Me)

of B⊗̂?-étale-stably pseudocoherent sheaves such that these form a corresponding descent

triplet with respect to the following diagram by natural base change:

OFFR,ét⊗̂B⊗̂B+
dR,H∞

−→ OFFR,ét⊗̂B⊗̂BdR,H∞
←− OFFR,ét⊗̂B⊗̂Be,H∞

, (10.7.23)

where ? = B+
dR,H∞

, BdR,H∞
, Be,H∞

. For the rings:

OFFR,ét⊗̂B⊗̂Be,H∞
(10.7.24)

the corresponding definition of pseudocoherent sheaves are defined to be locally associated

to the B⊗̂Be,H∞
-étale-stably pseudocoherent modules in the ind-Fréchet topology, namely the

completeness with respect to the ind-Fréchet topology is then stable under the corresponding

étale morphisms concentrated at the part for FFR. And we assume that the corresponding

sheaves admit GalH-equivariant action in the semilinear fashion.

Definition 10.7.26. We now define a projective FFR-B-GalH sheaf to be a triplet

(M+
dR, MdR, Me) of locally finite projective sheaves such that these form a corresponding de-

scent triplet with respect to the following diagram by natural base change:

OFFR
⊗̂B⊗̂B+

dR,H∞
−→ OFFR

⊗̂B⊗̂BdR,H∞
←− OFFR

⊗̂B⊗̂Be,H∞
, (10.7.25)

where ? = B+
dR,H∞

, BdR,H∞
, Be,H∞

. For the rings:

OFFR
⊗̂B⊗̂Be,H∞

(10.7.26)
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the corresponding definition of projective sheaves are defined to be locally associated to the

finite projective modules in the ind-Fréchet topology, namely the completeness with respect

to the ind-Fréchet topology is then stable under the corresponding rational localization con-

centrated at the part for FFR. And we assume that the corresponding sheaves admit GalH-

equivariant action in the semilinear fashion.

In the étale topology we consider the following ringed space:

(FFR,OFFR,ét⊗̂B⊗̂B+
dR,H∞

,OFFR,ét⊗̂B⊗̂BdR,H∞
,OFFR,ét⊗̂B⊗̂Be,H∞

). (10.7.27)

Now we encode Berger’s B-pair in some relativization after Kedlaya-Liu ([KL1, Definition

9.3.11] and [KL2, Definition 4.8.2]) and Kedlaya-Pottharst ([KP, Definition 2.17]):

Definition 10.7.27. We now define a projective FFR-B-GalH sheaf to be a triplet

(M+
dR, MdR, Me) of locally finite projective sheaves such that these form a corresponding de-

scent triplet with respect to the following diagram by natural base change:

OFFR,ét⊗̂B⊗̂B+
dR,H∞

−→ OFFR,ét⊗̂B⊗̂BdR,H∞
←− OFFR,ét⊗̂B⊗̂Be,H∞

, (10.7.28)

where ? = B+
dR,H∞

, BdR,H∞
, Be,H∞

. For the rings:

OFFR,ét⊗̂B⊗̂Be,H∞
(10.7.29)

the corresponding definition of projective sheaves are defined to be locally associated to the

finite projective modules in the ind-Fréchet topology, namely the completeness with respect to

the ind-Fréchet topology is then stable under the corresponding étale morphisms concentrated

at the part for FFR. And we assume that the corresponding sheaves admit GalH-equivariant

action in the semilinear fashion.

Remark 10.7.28. One can basically define the same B-GalH-sheaves over any adic Banach affi-

noid algebra or space in the same fashion which we will not repeat again.

We now prove the following theorems:

Theorem 10.7.29. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Consider the following categories:

I. The category of all the projective FFR-B-GalH sheaves over the site:

(FFR,OFFR
⊗̂B⊗̂B+

dR,H∞
,OFFR

⊗̂B⊗̂BdR,H∞
,OFFR

⊗̂B⊗̂Be,H∞
). (10.7.30)
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II. The category of all the compatible families (with locally glueability and local cocycle condition) of all

the projective {Spa(Π̃[s,r]
R , Π̃

[s,r],+
R )}{[s,r]}-B-GalH sheaves over the sites:

(Spa(Π̃[s,r]
R , Π̃

[s,r],+
R ),O

Spa(Π̃[s,r]
R ,Π̃[s,r],+

R )
⊗̂B⊗̂B+

dR,H∞
, (10.7.31)

O
Spa(Π̃[s,r]

R ,Π̃[s,r],+
R )
⊗̂B⊗̂BdR,H∞

,O
Spa(Π̃[s,r]

R ,Π̃[s,r],+
R )
⊗̂B⊗̂Be,H∞

), (10.7.32)

for any [s, r] ⊂ (0, ∞), carrying the corresponding semilinear action of the Frobenius coming from just

the Robba ring part.

III. The category of all the compatible families (with locally glueability and local cocycle condition) of all

the projective {Π̃
[s,r]
R }{[s,r]}-B-GalH modules over the rings:

(O
Spa(Π̃[s,r]

R ,Π̃[s,r],+
R )
⊗̂B⊗̂B+

dR,H∞
, (10.7.33)

O
Spa(Π̃[s,r]

R ,Π̃[s,r],+
R )
⊗̂B⊗̂BdR,H∞

, (10.7.34)

O
Spa(Π̃[s,r]

R ,Π̃[s,r],+
R )
⊗̂B⊗̂Be,H∞

)|
Spa(Π̃[s,r]

R ,Π̃[s,r],+
R )

, (10.7.35)

for any [s, r] ⊂ (0, ∞), carrying the corresponding semilinear action of the Frobenius coming from just

the Robba ring part.

IV. The category of all the projective Π̃∞
R -B-GalH modules over the rings:

(OSpa(Π̃∞
R ,Π̃∞,+

R )⊗̂B⊗̂B+
dR,H∞

, (10.7.36)

OSpa(Π̃∞
R ,Π̃∞,+

R )⊗̂B⊗̂BdR,H∞
, (10.7.37)

OSpa(Π̃∞
R ,Π̃∞,+

R )⊗̂B⊗̂Be,H∞
)|Spa(Π̃∞

R ,Π̃∞,+
R ), (10.7.38)

carrying the corresponding semilinear action of the Frobenius coming from just the Robba ring part.

Then we have the corresponding categories above are equivalent.

Proof. The corresponding families of sheaves with respect to the intervals, the families of mod-

ules with respect to the intervals and the sheaves over FFR could be related equivalently through

the functor taking the corresponding local global section, by applying theorem 10.4.15 and the-

orem 10.3.15. The corresponding families of sheaves with respect to the intervals, the families

of modules with respect to the intervals and the modules over Π̃∞
R could be related equivalently

through the functor taking the corresponding local projective limit global section, by applying

theorem 10.4.32 and theorem 10.3.32 and by considering the corresponding Frobenius pullback

to control the rank throughout.
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Theorem 10.7.30. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Consider the following categories:

I. The category of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over the site:

(FFR,OFFR,ét⊗̂B). (10.7.39)

II. The category of all the compatible families (with locally glueability and local cocycle condition) of all

the pseudocoherent {Spa(Π̃[s,r]
R , Π̃

[s,r],+
R )}{[s,r]} sheaves over the sites:

(Spa(Π̃[s,r]
R , Π̃

[s,r],+
R ),O

Spa(Π̃[s,r]
R ,Π̃[s,r],+

R ),ét
⊗̂B), (10.7.40)

for any [s, r] ⊂ (0, ∞), carrying the corresponding semilinear action of the Frobenius coming from just

the Robba ring part.

III. The category of all the compatible families (with locally glueability and local cocycle condition) of all

the stably-pseudocoherent {Π̃
[s,r]
R }{[s,r]} modules over the rings:

O
Spa(Π̃[s,r]

R ,Π̃[s,r],+
R ),ét

⊗̂B|
Spa(Π̃[s,r]

R ,Π̃[s,r],+
R )

, (10.7.41)

for any [s, r] ⊂ (0, ∞), carrying the corresponding semilinear action of the Frobenius coming from just

the Robba ring part.

IV. The category of all the stably-pseudocoherent Π̃∞
R modules over the rings:

OSpa(Π̃∞
R ,Π̃∞,+

R ),ét⊗̂B|Spa(Π̃∞
R ,Π̃∞,+

R ), (10.7.42)

carrying the corresponding semilinear action of the Frobenius coming from just the Robba ring part.

Then we have the corresponding categories above are equivalent.

Proof. The corresponding families of sheaves with respect to the intervals, the families of mod-

ules with respect to the intervals and the sheaves over FFR could be related equivalently through

the functor taking the corresponding local global section, by applying theorem 10.2.23. The cor-

responding families of sheaves with respect to the intervals, the families of modules with re-

spect to the intervals and the modules over Π̃∞
R could be related equivalently through the func-

tor taking the corresponding local projective limit global section, by applying theorem 10.2.32

and by considering the corresponding Frobenius pullback to control the rank throughout.

This chapter is based on the following paper, where the author of this dissertation is the

main author:
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• Tong, Xin. "Period Rings with Big Coefficients and Application II." arXiv preprint arXiv:2101.03748

(2021).
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Chapter 11

Period Rings with Big Coefficients and

Applications III

691



11.1 Introduction

11.1.1 Introduction and Main Results

In our previous work on the corresponding period rings with big coefficients and applications,

we essentially studied many very general deformations of the corresponding pseudocoherent

sheaves over adic Banach rings in the sense of [KL1] and [KL2]. We studied the corresponding

glueing in the fashion of [KL1] and [KL2] carrying sufficiently large coefficients. Although we

have some conditions on both the corresponding adic spaces we are considering and the corre-

sponding coefficients, but the descent results on their own are already general enough to tackle

some specific situations in the Hodge-Iwasawa theoretic consideration and noncommutative

analytic geometry such as in [TX3] and [TX4].

First in our current scope of discussion we will first consider the corresponding extension

of our paper [TX2] to the corresponding pro-étale topology setting. In the Tate setting, this

will follow the corresponding unrelative situation in [KL2] while in the analytic situation the

corresponding will following the corresponding unrelative situation in [Ked1] (in the context

of section 11.2 and section 11.3):

Theorem 11.1.1. (See proposition 11.2.10, proposition 11.3.17) Over sheafy Tate adic Banach rings

or analytic Huber rings, the corresponding descent of stably pseudocoherent modules (with respect to the

underlying spaces) carrying the corresponding noncommutative coefficients holds over étale sites and

pro-étale sites. Here for pro-étale sites we will consider only perfectoid rings.

We then consider some application to the corresponding ’complete’ noetherian situation

(this will mean that we consider the noetherian deformation of noetherian rings) in the context

of section 11.6:

Theorem 11.1.2. (See proposition 11.6.9) Over noetherian sheafy Tate adic Banach rings, the cor-

responding descent of finitely presented modules (with respect to the underlying spaces) carrying the

corresponding noncommutative coefficients (such that the products of rings are noetherian as well) holds

over étale sites.

We also discussed the corresponding possible application to the descent in certain cases

over the corresponding ∞-analytic stacks after Bambozzi-Ben-Bassat-Kremnizer [BBBK] and
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Bambozzi-Kremnizer [BK], where the latter is really more related to the adic geometry we con-

sidered after [KL1] and [KL2]. Our approach certainly is definitely parallel to [KL1] and [KL2],

which is not actually parallel to more ∞-method considered by Ben-Bassat-Kremnizer in [BBK].

11.1.2 Future Work

We expect more interesting applications. For instance partial noetherian spaces could admit

some desired descent carrying general noncommutative coefficients (certainly not need to be

noetherian coefficients), such as different types of eigenvarieties or Shimura varieties.
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11.2 Descent over Analytic Adic Banach Rings in the Rational Set-

ting

11.2.1 Noncommutative Functional-Analytic Pseudocoherence ov er Pro-Étale Topol-

ogy

Now we consider the corresponding discussion of the corresponding glueing deformed pseu-

docoherent sheaves over étale topology which generalize the corresponding discussion in [Ked1].

Setting 11.2.1. Let (W, W+) be Tate adic Banach uniform ring which is defined over Qp. And

we assume that the ring V over Qp is a Banach ring over the Qp. Assume that the ring W is

sheafy.

Remark 11.2.2. The corresponding glueing of the corresponding pseudocoherent sheaves over

the corresponding pro-étale site does not need the corresponding notions on the corresponding

stability beyond the corresponding étale-stably pseudocoherence.

Lemma 11.2.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Proposition 3.4.3]) Suppose that we are taking (W, W+)

to be Fontaine perfectoid (note that we are considering the corresponding context of Tate adic Banach situ-

ation). Then we have that over the corresponding étale site, the corresponding group Hi(Spa(W, W+)pét,O⊗̂V)

vanishes for each i > 0, while we have that the corresponding group H0(Spa(W, W+)pét,O⊗̂V) is just

isomorphic W⊗̂V.

Proof. See [KL2, Proposition 3.4.3], where the corresponding [KL2, Corollary 3.3.20] applies.

Now we proceed to consider the corresponding pro-étale topology. First we recall the

following result from [KL2, Lemma 3.4.4] which does hold in our situation since we did not

change much on the corresponding underlying adic spaces.

Lemma 11.2.4. (Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 3.4.4]) Consider the ring W as above which is further-

more assumed to be Fontaine perfectoid in the sense of [KL2, Definition 3.3.1], and consider any direct

system of faithfully finite étale morphisms as:

W0 // //// W1 ////// W2 // //// ...,
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where A0 is just the corresponding base A. Then the corresponding completion of the infinite level could

be decomposed as:

W0 ⊕
⊕̂∞

k=0
Wk/Wk−1. (11.2.1)

As in [KL2, Lemma 3.4.4] we endow the corresponding completion mentioned above with the corre-

sponding seminorm spectral. And for the corresponding quotient we endow with the corresponding

quotient norm.

Then we consider the corresponding deformation by the ring V over Qp:

Lemma 11.2.5. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 3.4.4]) Consider the ring A as above which is

furthermore assumed to be Fontaine perfectoid in the sense of [KL2, Definition 3.3.1], and consider any

direct system of faithfully finite étale morphisms as:

W0,V // //// W1,V ////// W2,V ////// ...,

where W0 is just the corresponding base W. Then the corresponding completion of the infinite level could

be decomposed as:

W0,V ⊕
⊕̂∞

k=0
Wk,V /Wk−1,V . (11.2.2)

Corollary 11.2.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 3.4.5]) Starting with an adic Banach ring

which is as in [KL2, Corollary 3.4.5] assumed to be Fontaine perfectoid in the sense of [KL2, Definition

3.3.1]. And as in the previous two lemmas we consider an admissible infinite direct system:

W0,V // //// W1,V ////// W2,V ////// ...,

whose infinite level will be assumed to take the corresponding spectral seminorm as in the [KL2, Corollary

3.4.5]. Then carrying the corresponding coefficient V, we have in such situation the corresponding 2-

pseudoflatness of the corresponding embedding map:

W0,V →W∞,V . (11.2.3)

Here W∞,V denotes the corresponding completion of the limit lim
−→k→∞

Wk,V .

Proof. See [KL2, Corollary 3.4.5].
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Now recall that from [KL2] since we do not have to modify the corresponding underlying

spatial context, so we will also only have to consider the corresponding stability with respect

to étale topology even although we are considering the corresponding profinite étale site in

our current section. We first generalize the corresponding Tate acyclicity in [KL2] to the corre-

sponding V-relative situation in our current situation:

Remark 11.2.7. In the following we only consider the corresponding perfectoid ring W.

Proposition 11.2.8. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 3.4.6]) Now we consider the correspond-

ing pro-étale site of X which we denote it by Xpét. We assume we have a stable basis H of the correspond-

ing perfectoid subdomains for this profinite étale site where each morphism therein will be étale pseud-

oflat. We consider as in [KL2, Theorem 3.4.6] a corresponding module over W⊗̂V which is assumed to

be étale-stably pseudocoherent. Then consider the corresponding presheaf G̃ attached to this étale-stably

pseudocoherent module with respect to in our situation the corresponding chosen well-defined basis H,

we have that the corresponding sheaf over some element Y ∈ H (that is to say over OYpét
⊗̂V) is acyclic

and is acyclic with respect to some Čeck covering coming from elements in H.

Proof. The corresponding proof could be made as in the corresponding nonrelative setting as

in [KL2, Theorem 3.4.6]. As in [KL2, Theorem 3.4.6] the corresponding first step is to check the

statement is true with respect to some specific basis consisting of all the perfectoid subdomains

which are faithfully finite étale over some specific perfectoid subdomain Y (along towers). Then

the corresponding statement could be reduced to those with respect to covering which is simple

Laurent rational and the corresponding covering in the sense of the previous corollary. Then

actually in this first scope of consideration, the statement holds by previous corollary and [TX2,

Theorem 2.12]. Then in general for some general Y we consider the corresponding covering of

Y consisting of elements satisfying the previous situation, then apply the previous argument to

the corresponding basis in current situation satisfying the previous situation Then we consider

the corresponding sheafification of the following chosen short exact sequence:

0 // //// G′′ ////// G′ ////// G // //// 0,

with G′ finite projective. Then the idea is to consider the corresponding diagram factoring

through the corresponding pro-étale sheafification of this short exact sequence down to the

corresponding étale site. Then the five lemma will finish the corresponding proof as one con-
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siders the following commutative diagram:

G′′VY
// ////

������

G′VY
// ////

������

GVY
// ////

������

0,

0 ////// Γ(Yét, G̃′′) ////// Γ(Yét, G̃′) ////// Γ(Yét, G̃) // //// 0.

Here the corresponding ring VY is the adic Banach ring such that Y = Spa(VY, V+
Y ).

Definition 11.2.9. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 3.4.7]) Consider the pro-étale site of X

attached to the adic Banach ring (W, W+). We will define a sheaf of module G over Ôpét⊗̂V to

be V-pseudocoherent if locally we can define this as a sheaf attached to a V-étale-stably pseu-

docoherent module. As in [KL2, Definition 3.4.7], we do not have to consider the corresponding

notion of V-profinite-étale-stably pseudocoherent module.

Proposition 11.2.10. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 3.4.8]) Taking the corresponding global

section will realize the corresponding equivalence between the following two categories. The first one

is the corresponding one of all the V-pseudocoherent sheaves over Ôpét⊗̂V, while the second one is the

corresponding one of all the V-étale-stably pseudocoherent modules over W⊗̂V.

Proof. As in [KL2, Theorem 3.4.8], the corresponding [KL1, Proposition 9.2.6] applies in the way

that the corresponding conditions of [KL1, Proposition 9.2.6] hold in our current situation.

Obviously we have the following analog of [KL2, Corollary 3.4.9]:

Corollary 11.2.11. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 3.4.9]) The following two categories are

equivalent. The first is the corresponding category of all V-pseudocoherent sheaves over Ôpét⊗̂V. The

second is the corresponding category of all V-pseudocoherent sheaves over Oét⊗̂V. The corresponding

functor is the corresponding pullback along the corresponding morphism of sites Xpét → Xét.
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11.3 Descent over Analytic Huber Rings in the Integral Setting

11.3.1 Noncommutative Topological Pseudocoherence over Étale Topology

Now we consider the corresponding discussion of the corresponding glueing deformed pseu-

docoherent sheaves over étale topology which generalize the corresponding discussion in [Ked1].

And we will consider the corresponding situation as assumed in the following setting:

Setting 11.3.1. Let (W, W+) be analytic Huber uniform pair which is defined over Zp. And

we assume that the ring V over Zp is a topological ring (complete) and splitting over the Zp.

We now fix a corresponding stable basis H for the corresponding étale site of the adic space

Spa(W, W+), locally consisting of the corresponding compositions of rational localizations and

the corresponding finite étale morphisms. And as in [Ked1, Hypothesis 1.10.3] we need to

assume that the corresponding basis is made up of the corresponding adic spectrum of sheafy

rings. Assume the corresponding sheafiness of the Huber ring W.

Definition 11.3.2. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.5.9]) We define a V-étale stably pseu-

docoherent module over the corresponding Huber ring W with respect to the corresponding

basis H chosen above for the corresponding étale site of the analytic adic space X. We define

a module over W⊗̂V is a V-étale stably pseudocoherent module if it is algebraically pseudo-

coherent (namely formed by the corresponding possibly infinite length resolution of finitely

generated and projective modules) and at least complete with respect to the corresponding

natural topology and also required to be also complete with respect to the natural topology

along some base change with respect to any morphism in H.

Definition 11.3.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.5.9]) Along the previous definition

we have the corresponding notion of V-étale-pseudoflat left (or right respectively) modules

with respect to the corresponding chosen basis H. A such module is defined to be a topological

module G over W⊗̂V complete with respect to the natural topology and for any right (or left

respectively) V-étale stably pseudocoherent module, they will jointly give the Tor1 vanishing.

Lemma 11.3.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.5.10]) One could find another basis H′ which

is in our situation contained in the corresponding original basis H such that any morphism in H could

be V-étale-pseudoflat with respect H′ or just H itself.
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Proof. The derivation of such new basis is actually along the same way as in [KL2, Lemma

2.5.10] since the corresponding compositions of rational localizations and the finite étales are

actually satisfying the corresponding conditions in the statement by [TX2, Theorem 2.12] over

the analytic topology. In general one just show any general morphism will also decompose

in the same way, which one can proves certainly as in [KL2, Lemma 2.5.10], where one in-

stead consider in the current context the corresponding basis spreading result in [Ked1, Lemma

1.10.4].

Proposition 11.3.5. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.11]) Consider the site Xét and consider

the basis H. Take any V-étale stably pseudocoherent module M over W⊗̂V. Consider the corresponding

presheaf by taking the inverse limit throughout all the corresponding base change along morphisms in

H. Then we have the corresponding acyclicity of the presheaf over any element in H and any covering

of this element by elements in H.

Proof. As in [KL2, Theorem 2.5.11] apply the corresponding [KL1, Proposition 8.2.21].

Proposition 11.3.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.5.13]) The corresponding glueing of V-

étale-stably pseudocoherent modules holds in this current situation over W along binary morphisms

(namely along binary rational decomposition).

Proof. We adapt the argument of [KL2, Lemma 2.5.13] to our current situation. Take the corre-

sponding map to be W → W1
⊕

W2, and we denote the two spaces associated W1 and W2 by Y1

and Y2. Establish a corresponding descent datum of V-étale-stably pseudocoherent modules

along this decomposition of Spa(W, W+). One can realize this by acyclicity a sheaf G over the

whole space Spa(W, W+) Then we have for each k = 1, 2 that the corresponding identification

of H0(Yk,ét, G) with H0(Yk, G) and the vanishing of the i-th cohomology for higher i. By the

corresponding results we have in the corresponding rational localization situation we vanish-

ing of the corresponding Hi(Spa(W, W+), G), i ≥ 1. Now consider a finite free covering C of G

and take the kernel K to form the corresponding exact sequence:

0 ////// K ////// C // //// G // //// 0,

which will give rise to the following short exact sequence:

0 ////// K(Spa(W, W+)) // //// C(Spa(W, W+)) ////// G(Spa(W, W+)) ////// 0.
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To finish we have also to show the corresponding resulting global section is actually V-étale-

stably pseudocoherent. For this, we refer the readers to [TX2, Lemma 2.22].

Proposition 11.3.7. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.14]) Taking the corresponding global

section will realize the equivalence between the following two categories. The first is the one of all the

corresponding V-pseudocoherent sheaves over Oét⊗̂V. The second is the one of all the corresponding

V-étale-stably pseudocoherent modules.

Proof. This is by considering and applying the corresponding [Ked1, Lemma 1.10.4] in our

current context. The refinement comes from the acyclicity, the transitivity is straightforward,

the corresponding binary rational localization situation is the previous proposition, while the

corresponding last condition will basically comes from the corresponding f.p. descent [SGAI,

Chapitre VIII].

11.3.2 Noncommutative Topological Pseudocoherence over Pro-Étale Topology

Setting 11.3.8. Let (W, W+) be analytic Huber ring which is defined over Zp. And we assume

that the ring V over Zp is a complete topological ring over the Zp which is completely exact.

Assume that the ring W is sheafy. We assume p is a topologically nilpotent element.

Remark 11.3.9. The corresponding glueing of the corresponding pseudocoherent sheaves over

the corresponding pro-étale site does not need the corresponding notions on the corresponding

stability beyond the corresponding étale-stably pseudocoherence.

Lemma 11.3.10. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Proposition 3.4.3]) Suppose that we are taking (W, W+)

to be perfectoid now in the sense of [Ked1, Definition 2.1.1] (note that we are considering the correspond-

ing context of analytic Huber pair situation). Then we have that over the corresponding étale site, the

corresponding group Hi(Spa(W, W+)pét,O⊗̂V) vanishes for each i > 0, while we have that the corre-

sponding group

H0(Spa(W, W+)pét,O⊗̂V) is just isomorphic W⊗̂V.

Proof. See [KL2, Proposition 3.4.3].
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Now we proceed to consider the corresponding pro-étale topology. First we recall the

following result from [KL2, Lemma 3.4.4] which does hold in our situation since we did not

change much on the corresponding underlying adic spaces.

Lemma 11.3.11. (Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 3.4.4]) Consider the ring W as above which is further-

more assumed to be perfectoid in the sense of instead [Ked1, Definition 2.1.1], and consider any direct

system of faithfully finite étale morphisms as:

W0 // //// W1 ////// W2 // //// ...,

where A0 is just the corresponding base A. Then the corresponding completion of the infinite level could

be decomposed as:

W0 ⊕
⊕̂∞

k=0
Wk/Wk−1. (11.3.1)

As in [KL2, Lemma 3.4.4] we endow the corresponding completion mentioned above with the corre-

sponding seminorm spectral. And for the corresponding quotient we endow with the corresponding

quotient norm.

Then we consider the corresponding deformation by the ring V over Zp:

Lemma 11.3.12. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 3.4.4]) Consider the ring A as above which is

furthermore assumed to be perfectoid in the sense of [Ked1, Definition 2.1.1], and consider any direct

system of faithfully finite étale morphisms as:

W0,V // //// W1,V ////// W2,V ////// ...,

where W0 is just the corresponding base W. Then the corresponding completion of the infinite level could

be decomposed as:

W0,V ⊕
⊕̂∞

k=0
Wk,V /Wk−1,V . (11.3.2)

Corollary 11.3.13. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 3.4.5]) Starting with an analytic Huber

ring which is as in [KL2, Corollary 3.4.5] assumed to be perfectoid in the sense of [Ked1, Definition

2.1.1]. And as in the previous two lemmas we consider an admissible infinite direct system:

W0,V ////// W1,V ////// W2,V ////// ...,
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whose infinite level will be assumed to take the corresponding spectral seminorm as in the [KL2, Corollary

3.4.5]. Then carrying the corresponding coefficient V, we have in such situation the corresponding 2-

pseudoflatness of the corresponding embedding map:

W0,V →W∞,V . (11.3.3)

Here W∞,V denotes the corresponding completion of the limit lim
−→k→∞

Wk,V .

Proof. See [KL2, Corollary 3.4.5].

Now recall that from [KL2] since we do not have to modify the corresponding underlying

spatial context, so we will also only have to consider the corresponding stability with respect

to étale topology even although we are considering the corresponding profinite étale site in

our current section. We first generalize the corresponding Tate acyclicity in [KL2] to the corre-

sponding V-relative situation in our current situation:

Remark 11.3.14. In the following we only consider the corresponding perfectoid ring W.

Proposition 11.3.15. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 3.4.6]) Now we consider the correspond-

ing pro-étale site of X which we denote it by Xpét. Then we assume we have a stable basis H of the cor-

responding perfectoid subdomains for this profinite étale site where each morphism therein will be étale

pseudoflat. Then we consider as in [KL2, Theorem 3.4.6] a corresponding module over W⊗̂V which is

assumed to be étale-stably pseudocoherent. Then consider the corresponding presheaf G̃ attached to this

étale-stably pseudocoherent with respect to in our situation the corresponding chosen well-defined basis

H, we have that the corresponding sheaf over some element Y ∈ H (that is to say over OYpét
⊗̂V) is

acyclic and is acyclic with respect to some Čeck covering coming from elements in H.

Proof. See proposition 11.2.8.

Definition 11.3.16. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 3.4.7]) Consider the pro-étale site of X

attached to the adic Banach ring (W, W+). We will define a sheaf of module G over Ôpét⊗̂V to

be V-pseudocoherent if locally we can define this as a sheaf attached to a V-étale-stably pseu-

docoherent module. As in [KL2, Definition 3.4.7], we do not have to consider the corresponding

notion of V-profinite-étale-stably pseudocoherent module.

Proposition 11.3.17. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 3.4.8]) Taking the corresponding global

section will realize the corresponding equivalence between the following two categories. The first one
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is the corresponding one of all the V-pseudocoherent sheaves over Ôpét⊗̂V, while the second one is the

corresponding one of all the V-étale-stably pseudocoherent module over W⊗̂V.

Proof. As in [KL2, Theorem 3.4.8], the corresponding analog of [KL1, Proposition 9.2.6] applies

in the way that the corresponding conditions of the analog of [KL1, Proposition 9.2.6] hold in

our current situation. Also see [Ked1, Theorem 2.9.9, Remark 2.9.10 and Lemma 1.10.4].

Obviously we have the following analog of [KL2, Corollary 3.4.9]:

Corollary 11.3.18. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 3.4.9]) The following two categories are

equivalent. The first is the corresponding category of all V-pseudocoherent sheaves over Ôpét⊗̂V. The

second is the corresponding category of all V-pseudocoherent sheaves over Oét⊗̂V. The corresponding

functor is the corresponding pullback along the corresponding morphism of sites Xpét → Xét.
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11.4 Descent in General Setting for Analytic Huber Pai rs

We now consider the situation where there is no condition on the base (except that we will as-

sume certainly the corresponding sheafiness). We will discuss along [Ked1] the corresponding

descent in analytic and étale topology, as well as the corresponding quasi-Stein spaces. The

current situation will not assume we are working over Zp.

Remark 11.4.1. The corresponding discussion in this section and in the following section is

actually an exercise proposed by Kedlaya included in [Ked1], where the corresponding étale

situation essentially is proposed by Kedlaya in [Ked1, Discussion after Lemma 1.10.4] while

we give the corresponding exposition in both étale and pro-étale situations closely after [KL1]

and [KL2].

11.4.1 Étale Topology

Setting 11.4.2. Let (W, W+) be analytic Huber uniform pair. We now fix a corresponding stable

basis H for the corresponding étale site of the adic space Spa(W, W+), locally consisting of the

corresponding compositions of rational localizations and the corresponding finite étale mor-

phisms. And as in [Ked1, Hypothesis 1.10.3] we need to assume that the corresponding basis

is made up of the corresponding adic spectrum of sheafy rings. Assume the corresponding

sheafiness of the Huber ring W.

Remark 11.4.3. One should treat our discussion in this section as essentially some detailization

of some exercise predicted in [Ked1].

Definition 11.4.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.5.9]) We define the étale stably pseu-

docoherent module over the corresponding Huber ring W with respect to the corresponding

basis H chosen above for the corresponding étale site of the analytic adic space X. We define

a module over W to be an étale stably pseudocoherent module if it is algebraically pseudo-

coherent (namely formed by the corresponding possibly infinite length resolution of finitely

generated and projective modules) and at least complete with respect to the corresponding

natural topology and also required to be also complete with respect to the natural topology

along some base change with respect to any morphism in H.

Definition 11.4.5. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.5.9]) Along the previous definition

we have the corresponding notion of étale-pseudoflat left (or right respectively) modules with
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respect to the corresponding chosen basis H. A such module is defined to be a topological

module G over W complete with respect to the natural topology and for any right (or left

respectively) étale stably pseudocoherent module, they will jointly give the Tor1 vanishing.

Remark 11.4.6. Although in this definition we considered the corresponding left or right mod-

ules, but essentially speaking this is no different from the usual situation since we are in the

corresponding essential site theoretic situation.

Lemma 11.4.7. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.5.10]) One could find another basis H′ which

is in our situation contained in the corresponding original basis H such that any morphism in H could

be étale-pseudoflat with respect H′ or just H itself.

Proof. The derivation of such new basis is actually along the same way as in [KL2, Lemma

2.5.10] since the corresponding compositions of rational localizations and the finite étales are

actually satisfying the corresponding conditions in the statement by [TX2, Theorem 2.12] over

the analytic topology. In general one just show any general morphism will also decompose

in the same way, which one can proves certainly as in [KL2, Lemma 2.5.10], where one in-

stead consider in the current context the corresponding basis spreading result in [Ked1, Lemma

1.10.4].

Proposition 11.4.8. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.11]) Consider the site Xét and consider

the basis H. Take any étale stably pseudocoherent module M over W. Consider the corresponding

presheaf by taking the inverse limit throughout all the corresponding base change along morphisms in

H. Then we have the corresponding acyclicity of the presheaf over any element in H and any covering

of this element by elements in H.

Proof. As in [KL2, Theorem 2.5.11] apply the corresponding [KL1, Proposition 8.2.21].

Proposition 11.4.9. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.5.13]) The corresponding glueing of étale-

stably pseudocoherent modules holds in this current situation over W along binary morphisms (namely

along binary rational decomposition).

Proof. We adapt the argument of [KL2, Lemma 2.5.13] to our current situation. Take the corre-

sponding map to be W → W1
⊕

W2, and we denote the two spaces associated W1 and W2 by Y1

and Y2. Establish a corresponding descent datum of V-étale-stably pseudocoherent modules
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along this decomposition of Spa(W, W+). One can realize this by acyclicity a sheaf G over the

whole space Spa(W, W+) Then we have for each k = 1, 2 that the corresponding identifica-

tion of H0(Yk,ét, G) with H0(Yk, G) and the vanishing of the i-th cohomology for higher i. By

the corresponding results we have in the corresponding rational localization situation we have

vanishing of the corresponding Hi(Spa(W, W+), G), i ≥ 1. Now consider a finite free covering

C of G and take the kernel K to form the corresponding exact sequence:

0 // //// K ////// C // //// G // //// 0,

which will give rise to the following short exact sequence:

0 ////// K(Spa(W, W+)) // //// C(Spa(W, W+)) ////// G(Spa(W, W+)) ////// 0.

To finish we have also to show the corresponding resulting global section is actually étale-stably

pseudocoherent. For this, we refer the readers to [TX2, Lemma 2.22].

Proposition 11.4.10.

(Kedlaya [Ked1, Below Lemma 1.10.4])

(After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.14]) Taking the corresponding global section will realize the

equivalence between the following two categories. The first is the one of all the corresponding pseudo-

coherent sheaves over Oét. The second is the one of all the corresponding étale-stably pseudocoherent

modules.

Proof. This is by considering and applying the corresponding [Ked1, Lemma 1.10.4] in our

current context. The refinement comes from the acyclicity, the transitivity is straightforward,

the corresponding binary rational localization situation is the previous proposition, while the

corresponding last condition will basically come from the corresponding f.p. descent [SGAI,

Chapitre VIII].

11.4.2 Pro-étale Topology

Setting 11.4.11. Let (W, W+) be an analytic Huber ring. Assume that the ring W is sheafy. We

assume p is a topologically nilpotent element.
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Remark 11.4.12. Although it seems that the current discussion is basically outside the cor-

responding deformed setting, but the foundation here may be generalized to the deformed

setting by taking the corresponding completed tensor product over F1 as in [BBBK].

Remark 11.4.13. The corresponding glueing of the corresponding pseudocoherent sheaves

over the corresponding pro-étale site does not need the corresponding notions on the corre-

sponding stability beyond the corresponding étale-stably pseudocoherence.

Lemma 11.4.14. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Proposition 3.4.3]) Suppose that we are taking (W, W+)

to be perfectoid now in the sense of [Ked1, Definition 2.1.1] (note that we are considering the correspond-

ing context of analytic Huber pair situation). Then we have that over the corresponding étale site, the

corresponding group Hi(Spa(W, W+)pét,O) vanishes for each i > 0, while we have that the corre-

sponding group H0(Spa(W, W+)pét,O) is just isomorphic to W.

Proof. See [KL2, Proposition 3.4.3].

Now we proceed to consider the corresponding pro-étale topology. First we recall the

following result from [KL2, Lemma 3.4.4] which does hold in our situation since we did not

change much on the corresponding underlying adic spaces.

Lemma 11.4.15. (Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 3.4.4]) Consider the ring W as above which is further-

more assumed to be perfectoid in the sense of instead [Ked1, Definition 2.1.1], and consider any direct

system of faithfully finite étale morphisms as:

W0 // //// W1 ////// W2 // //// ...,

where W0 is just the corresponding base W. Then the corresponding completion of the infinite level could

be decomposed as:

W0 ⊕
⊕̂∞

k=0
Wk/Wk−1. (11.4.1)

As in [KL2, Lemma 3.4.4] we endow the corresponding completion mentioned above with the corre-

sponding seminorm spectral. And for the corresponding quotient we endow with the corresponding

quotient norm.
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Corollary 11.4.16. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 3.4.5]) Starting with an analytic Huber

ring which is as in [KL2, Corollary 3.4.5] assumed to be perfectoid in the sense of [Ked1, Definition

2.1.1]. And as in the previous two lemmas we consider an admissible infinite direct system:

W0 ////// W1 ////// W2 // //// ...,

whose infinite level will be assumed to take the corresponding spectral seminorm as in the [KL2, Corol-

lary 3.4.5]. Then we have in such situation the corresponding 2-pseudoflatness of the corresponding

embedding map:

W0 →W∞. (11.4.2)

Here W∞ denotes the corresponding completion of the limit lim
−→k→∞

Wk.

Proof. See [KL2, Corollary 3.4.5].

Now recall that from [KL2] since we do not have to modify the corresponding underlying

spatial context, so we will also only have to consider the corresponding stability with respect

to étale topology even although we are considering the corresponding profinite étale site in

our current section. We first generalize the corresponding Tate acyclicity in [KL2] to the corre-

sponding our current situation.

Remark 11.4.17. In the following we only consider the base spaces which are perfectoid.

Proposition 11.4.18. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 3.4.6]) Now we consider the correspond-

ing pro-étale site of X which we denote it by Xpét. Then we assume we have a stable basis H of the

corresponding perfectoid subdomains for this profinite étale site where each morphism therein will be

étale pseudoflat. Then we consider as in [KL2, Theorem 3.4.6] a corresponding module over W which is

assumed to be étale-stably pseudocoherent. Then consider the corresponding presheaf G̃ attached to this

étale-stably pseudocoherent with respect to in our situation the corresponding chosen well-defined basis

H, we have that the corresponding sheaf over some element Y ∈ H (that is to say over OYpét
) is acyclic

and is acyclic with respect to some Čeck covering coming from elements in H.

Proof. See proposition 11.2.8.
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Definition 11.4.19. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 3.4.7]) Consider the pro-étale site of

X attached to the analytic Huber pair (W, W+). We will define a sheaf of module G over Ôpét

to be pseudocoherent if locally we can define this as a sheaf attached to an étale-stably pseudo-

coherent module. As in [KL2, Definition 3.4.7], we do not have to consider the corresponding

notion of profinite-étale-stably pseudocoherent modules.

Proposition 11.4.20.

(Kedlaya [Ked1, Section 3.8], after Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 3.4.8]) Taking the correspond-

ing global section will realize the corresponding equivalence between the following two categories. The

first one is the corresponding one of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over Ôpét, while the second one is the

corresponding one of all the étale-stably pseudocoherent modules over W.

Proof. As in [KL2, Theorem 3.4.8], the corresponding analog of [KL1, Proposition 9.2.6] applies

in the way that the corresponding conditions of the analog of [KL1, Proposition 9.2.6] hold in

our current situation. Also see [Ked1, Theorem 2.9.9, Remark 2.9.10 and Lemma 1.10.4].

Obviously we have the following analog of [KL2, Corollary 3.4.9]:

Corollary 11.4.21. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 3.4.9]) The following two categories are

equivalent. The first is the corresponding category of all pseudocoherent sheaves over Ôpét. The sec-

ond is the corresponding category of all pseudocoherent sheaves over Oét. The corresponding functor is

the corresponding pullback along the corresponding morphism of sites Xpét → Xét.

709



11.5 Descent in General Setting for Analytic Adic Banach Rings

We now translate the results in previous section to the corresponding analytic adic Banach

context. Again everything is essentially as proposed in [Ked1, Below Lemma 1.10.4, also see

Section 3.8].

11.5.1 Étale Topology

Setting 11.5.1. Let (W, W+) be analytic adic Banach ring. We now fix a corresponding stable

basis H for the corresponding étale site of the adic space Spa(W, W+), locally consisting of the

corresponding compositions of rational localizations and the corresponding finite étale mor-

phisms. And as in [Ked1, Hypothesis 1.10.3] we need to assume that the corresponding basis

is made up of the corresponding adic spectrum of sheafy rings. Assume the corresponding

sheafiness of the Huber ring W.

Definition 11.5.2. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.5.9]) We define the étale-stably pseu-

docoherent module over the corresponding adic Banach W with respect to the corresponding

basis H chosen above for the corresponding étale site of the analytic adic space X. We define

a module over W to be an étale stably pseudocoherent module if it is algebraically pseudo-

coherent (namely formed by the corresponding possibly infinite length resolution of finitely

generated and projective modules) and at least complete with respect to the corresponding

natural topology and also required to be also complete with respect to the natural topology

along some base change with respect to any morphism in H.

Definition 11.5.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 2.5.9]) Along the previous definition

we have the corresponding notion of étale-pseudoflat left (or right respectively) modules with

respect to the corresponding chosen basis H. A such module is defined to be a topological

module G over W complete with respect to the natural topology and for any right (or left

respectively) étale stably pseudocoherent module, they will jointly give the Tor1 vanishing.

Lemma 11.5.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.5.10]) One could find another basis H′ which

is in our situation contained in the corresponding original basis H such that any morphism in H could

be étale-pseudoflat with respect H′ or just H itself.

Proof. See lemma 11.4.7.
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Proposition 11.5.5. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.11]) In our current analytic adic Ba-

nach situation, consider the site Xét and consider the basis H. Take any étale stably pseudocoherent

module M over W. Consider the corresponding presheaf by taking the inverse limit throughout all the

corresponding base change along morphisms in H. Then we have the corresponding acyclicity of the

presheaf over any element in H and any covering of this element by elements in H.

Proof. As in [KL2, Theorem 2.5.11] apply the corresponding [KL1, Proposition 8.2.21].

Proposition 11.5.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.5.13]) In our current analytic adic Banach

situation, the corresponding glueing of étale-stably pseudocoherent modules holds in this current situa-

tion over W along binary morphisms (namely along binary rational decomposition).

Proof. We adapt the argument of [KL2, Lemma 2.5.13] to our current situation over analytic

adic Banach rings. Take the corresponding map to be W → W1
⊕

W2, and we denote the

two spaces associated W1 and W2 by Y1 and Y2. Establish a corresponding descent datum of

V-étale-stably pseudocoherent modules along this decomposition of Spa(W, W+). One can

realize this by acyclicity a sheaf G over the whole space Spa(W, W+) Then we have for each

k = 1, 2 that the corresponding identification of H0(Yk,ét, G) with H0(Yk, G) and the vanishing

of the i-th cohomology for higher i. By the corresponding results we have in the corresponding

rational localization situation we vanishing of the corresponding Hi(Spa(W, W+), G), i ≥ 1.

Now consider a finite free covering C of G and take the kernel K to form the corresponding

exact sequence:

0 ////// K ////// C // //// G // //// 0,

which will give rise to the following short exact sequence:

0 ////// K(Spa(W, W+)) // //// C(Spa(W, W+)) ////// G(Spa(W, W+)) ////// 0.

To finish we have also to show the corresponding resulting global section is actually étale-stably

pseudocoherent. For this, we refer the readers to [TX2, Lemma 2.22].

Proposition 11.5.7. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.5.14]) In our current analytic adic Ba-

nach situation, taking the corresponding global section will realize the equivalence between the following

two categories. The first is the one of all the corresponding pseudocoherent sheaves over Oét. The second

is the one of all the corresponding étale-stably pseudocoherent modules.

711



Proof. This is by considering and applying the corresponding [Ked1, Lemma 1.10.4] in our

current context. The refinement comes from the acyclicity, the transitivity is straightforward,

the corresponding binary rational localization situation is the previous proposition, while the

corresponding last condition will basically comes from the corresponding f.p. descent [SGAI,

Chapitre VIII].

11.5.2 Pro-étale Topology

Setting 11.5.8. Let (W, W+) be an analytic perfectoid adic Banach ring. Assume that the ring

W is sheafy. We assume p is a topologically nilpotent element.

Remark 11.5.9. As in the corresponding analytic Huber ring situation, the corresponding glue-

ing of the corresponding pseudocoherent sheaves over the corresponding pro-étale site does

not need the corresponding notions on the corresponding stability beyond the corresponding

étale-stably pseudocoherence.

We translate the corresponding notions of perfectoid rings to the current context from

[Ked1, Definition 2.1.1]:

Definition 11.5.10. (Kedlaya [Ked1, Definition 2.1.1]) Consider a general analytic adic Banach

ring (W, W+), we will call it perfectoid if there exists a definition ideal d ⊂ W+ such that dp

contains p and we have the corresponding Frobenius map from W+/d to W+/dp is required to

be surjective.

Lemma 11.5.11. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Proposition 3.4.3]) Suppose that we are taking (W, W+)

to be perfectoid now in the sense of definition 11.5.10 (note that we are considering the corresponding

context of analytic adic Banach situation). Then we have that over the corresponding étale site, the corre-

sponding group Hi(Spa(W, W+)pét,O) vanishes for each i > 0, while we have that the corresponding

group H0(Spa(W, W+)pét,O) is just isomorphic W.

Proof. See [KL2, Proposition 3.4.3].

Now we proceed to consider the corresponding pro-étale topology. First we recall the fol-

lowing result from [KL2, Lemma 3.4.4].
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Lemma 11.5.12. (Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 3.4.4]) Consider the ring W as above which is further-

more assumed to be perfectoid in the sense of instead definition 11.5.10, and consider any direct system

of faithfully finite étale morphisms as:

W0 ////// W1 ////// W2 // //// ...,

where W0 is just the corresponding base W. Then the corresponding completion of the infinite level could

be decomposed as:

W0 ⊕
⊕̂∞

k=0
Wk/Wk−1. (11.5.1)

As in [KL2, Lemma 3.4.4] we endow the corresponding completion mentioned above with the corre-

sponding seminorm spectral. And for the corresponding quotient we endow with the corresponding

quotient norm.

Corollary 11.5.13. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 3.4.5]) Starting with an analytic adic Ba-

nach ring which is as in [KL2, Corollary 3.4.5] assumed to be perfectoid in the sense of definition 11.5.10.

And as in the previous two lemmas we consider an admissible infinite direct system:

W0 ////// W1 ////// W2 // //// ...,

whose infinite level will be assumed to take the corresponding spectral seminorm as in the [KL2, Corol-

lary 3.4.5]. Then we have in such situation the corresponding 2-pseudoflatness of the corresponding

embedding map:

W0 →W∞. (11.5.2)

Here W∞ denotes the corresponding completion of the limit lim
−→k→∞

Wk.

Proof. See [KL2, Corollary 3.4.5].

Now recall that from [KL2] since we do not have modified the corresponding underlying

spatial context, so we will also only have to consider the corresponding stability with respect

to étale topology even although we are considering the corresponding profinite étale site in

our current section. We first generalize the corresponding Tate acyclicity in [KL2] to the corre-

sponding our current situation:
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Proposition 11.5.14. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 3.4.6]) Now we consider the correspond-

ing pro-étale site of X which we denote it by Xpét. Then we assume we have a stable basis H of the

corresponding perfectoid subdomains for this profinite étale site where each morphism therein will be

étale pseudoflat. Then we consider as in [KL2, Theorem 3.4.6] a corresponding module over W which is

assumed to be étale-stably pseudocoherent. Then consider the corresponding presheaf G̃ attached to this

étale-stably pseudocoherent with respect to in our situation the corresponding chosen well-defined basis

H, we have that the corresponding sheaf over some element Y ∈ H (that is to say over OYpét
) is acyclic

and is acyclic with respect to some Čeck covering coming from elements in H.

Proof. See proposition 11.2.8.

Definition 11.5.15. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 3.4.7]) Consider the pro-étale site of

X attached to the adic Banach ring (W, W+). We will define a sheaf of module G over Ôpét to

be pseudocoherent if locally we can define this as a sheaf attached to an étale-stably pseudo-

coherent module. As in [KL2, Definition 3.4.7], we do not have to consider the corresponding

notion of profinite-étale-stably pseudocoherent module.

Proposition 11.5.16. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 3.4.8]) Taking the corresponding global

section will realize the corresponding equivalence between the following two categories. The first one

is the corresponding one of all the pseudocoherent sheaves over Ôpét, while the second one is the corre-

sponding one of all the étale-stably pseudocoherent modules over W.

Proof. As in [KL2, Theorem 3.4.8], the corresponding analog of [KL1, Proposition 9.2.6] applies

in the way that the corresponding conditions of the analog of [KL1, Proposition 9.2.6] hold

in our current situation. Also see [Ked1, Theorem 2.9.9, Remark 2.9.10 and Lemma 1.10.4].

Certainly in this situation we need to translate the corresponding statemens in [Ked1, Theorem

2.9.9, Remark 2.9.10 and Lemma 1.10.4] to the corresponding adic Banach setting.

Obviously we have the following analog of [KL2, Corollary 3.4.9]:

Corollary 11.5.17. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 3.4.9]) The following two categories are

equivalent. The first is the corresponding category of all pseudocoherent sheaves over Ôpét. The sec-

ond is the corresponding category of all pseudocoherent sheaves over Oét. The corresponding functor is

the corresponding pullback along the corresponding morphism of sites Xpét → Xét.
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11.5.3 Quasi-Stein Spaces

We now generalize our discussion in [TX2] around pseudocoherent sheaves over quasi-Stein

spaces to the general base situation without the corresponding restrictive assumption that we

are working over Zp.

Setting 11.5.18. Assume that we are working over some quasi-Stein space X which could be

written as the corresponding direct limit of analytic adic Banach affinoids: X := lim
−→i

Xi such

that Xi could be written as the corresponding analytic affinoid Spa(Wi, W+
i ).

Lemma 11.5.19. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 2.6.3]) Consider a compatible family of Banach

modules over the projective system OXi
(Xi). Suppose that the corresponding transition map pi :

OXi
(Xi)⊗̂OXi+1

(Xi+1)Mi+1 → Mi is surjective. Then we have: I. The corresponding global section

of M throughout the limit O(X) = lim
←−i
OXi

(Xi) is dense in each section Mi for any i ≥ 0; II. The

corresponding vanishing of R1 lim
←−i→∞

holds in our situation. (Parallel statement in analytic Huber

ring situation holds as well.)

Proof. This is basically the general version of the corresponding result in [KL2, Lemma 2.6.3].

One could prove this in the same way.

Lemma 11.5.20. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 2.6.4]) Consider a compatible family of Ba-

nach modules over the projective system OXi
(Xi). Suppose that each member in the family is stably-

pseudocoherent. And suppose that the corresponding transition map pi : OXi
(Xi)⊗̂OXi+1

(Xi+1)Mi+1 →

Mi is strictly isomorphism. Then we have in our situation the corresponding projection from the global

section M = lim
←−i

Mi to each Mi (for each i ≥ 0) is then isomorphism in our current situation as in

[KL2, Corollary 2.6.4]. (Parallel statement in analytic Huber ring situation holds as well.)

Proof. This is basically the general version of the corresponding result in [KL2, Corollary 2.6.4].

One could prove this in the same way.

Proposition 11.5.21. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5]) With the corresponding notations

as above, we have that the global section of any pseudocoherent sheaf M over X will be dense in the

section over any quasicompact. (Parallel statement in analytic Huber ring situation holds as well.)

Proof. See [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5].
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Proposition 11.5.22. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5]) With the corresponding notations

as above, we have that the global section of any pseudocoherent sheaf M over X will finitely generate

each fiber Mx over OX,x for any x ∈ X. (Parallel statement in analytic Huber ring situation holds as

well.)

Proof. See [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5].

Proposition 11.5.23. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5]) With the corresponding notations

as above, we have that the corresponding sheaf cohomology of any pseudocoherent sheaf M over X admits

vanishing for degree bigger than 0. (Parallel statement in analytic Huber ring situation holds as well.)

Proof. See [KL2, Theorem 2.6.5].

Proposition 11.5.24. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 2.6.6]) For any pseudocoherent sheaf M

over the space X, we have in our current situation that the exact functor from the corresponding category

of all the pseudocoherent sheaves to the corresponding one of all the corresponding OX(X)-modules

through the corresponding taking the global section. (Parallel statement in analytic Huber ring situation

holds as well.)

Proposition 11.5.25. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 2.6.8]) For any pseudocoherent sheaf M

admitting a structure of vector bundles over the space X, we have in our current situation that the

corresponding sufficient and necessary condition for the global section to be finite projective is exactly

that the global section of M is finitely generated. (Parallel statement in analytic Huber ring situation

holds as well.)

Proof. See [KL2, Corollary 2.6.8], it is straightforward to exact a global splitting from the local

ones over quasi-compacts.

Proposition 11.5.26. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Proposition 2.6.17]) Assume that the space X is

basically m-uniform in the sense of [KL2]. Then we have the corresponding finiteness of the global section

is equivalent to to the corresponding uniform finiteness through out all Xi, i = 0, 1, 2, .... (Parallel

statement in analytic Huber ring situation holds as well.)

Proof. See the proof given in [TX2, Theorem 6.27].
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11.6 Applications

11.6.1 Application to Noetherian Cases

The corresponding noetherian situation is expected to be in some sense better than just being

pseudoflat with respect to the corresponding rational localization.

Setting 11.6.1. We now work with the corresponding analytic adic Banach rings over Qp or

Fp((t)) as the corresponding base spaces. The deformation will happen along some Banach

ring over Qp or Fp((t)). And moreover we have to assume that the corresponding noetheri-

anness preserves under the corresponding deformation over some ring V. Namely we have

to assume that W⊗̂∗V is always noetherian, for instance this could be achieved when we have

that V over Qp comes from truncations of distribution algebra over some p-adic Lie groups by

considering some further p-adic microlocal analysis.

Lemma 11.6.2. With the notations in the [KL2, Lemma 2.4.10], we have that the corresponding mor-

phisms W⊗̂V → B1⊗̂V, W⊗̂V → B2⊗̂V and W⊗̂V → B12⊗̂V are 2-pseudoflat. And furthermore

in our current context they are actually flat.

Proof. In our current situation, the corresponding 2-pseudoflatness is achieved since this is al-

ready true in the corresponding more general situation. However for finite presented modules

(we do not have to consider the topological issues since we are in the noetherian situation) this

is already flat which implies for finitely generated modules (we do not have to consider the

topological issues since we are in the noetherian situation) this is already flat as well. Then for

any module which could be written as injective limit of finite ones, the result holds.

Corollary 11.6.3. The corresponding rational localization with respect to the adic Banach ring (W, W+)

is flat (namely for all the corresponding finitely presented module over W⊗̂V).

Proposition 11.6.4. Then we consider the corresponding presheafification of any finitely generated mod-

ule M over W⊗̂V, to be more precise over Spa(W, W+) we will define the corresponding presheaf M̃ by

taking the inverse limit of the base changes of M throughout all the rational localizations of W. Then we

have that the Tate glueing property holds in our current situation for such presheaf M̃.

Proof. This reduces to the previous lemma by using [KL1, Proposition 2.4.20, Proposition 2.4.21].
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The corresponding glueing finitely generated modules is also achieved in current noethe-

rian situation. First we consider the corresponding result:

Proposition 11.6.5. The descent along the morphism W → B1
⊕

B2 is effective as long as one focuses

on the category of all the finitely presented modules over W⊗̂V.

Proof. This is the corresponding noetherian implication of the corresponding result in [TX2,

Lemma 2.14].

Proposition 11.6.6. The corresponding functor of taking the corresponding global section will give

rise to the corresponding equivalence between the corresponding V-coherent sheaves and the V finitely

presented modules.

Proof. This is also the corresponding noetherian implication of the corresponding result in

[TX2, Theorem 2.15].

Then fixing a stable basis H for the étale site of the space Spa(W, W+), then we have the

results over the étale site as well:

Proposition 11.6.7. We consider the corresponding presheafification of any finitely generated module

M over W⊗̂V, to be more precise over Spa(W, W+) we will define the corresponding presheaf M̃ by

taking the inverse limit of the base changes of M throughout all the member in the basis H. Then we

have that the Tate glueing property holds in our current situation for such presheaf M̃.

Proposition 11.6.8. The descent (in the étale topology) along the morphism W → B1
⊕

B2 is effective

as long as one focuses on the category of all the finitely presented modules over W⊗̂V.

Proof. This is the corresponding noetherian implication of the corresponding result in [TX2,

Lemma 2.22].

Proposition 11.6.9. The corresponding functor (in the étale topology) of taking the corresponding global

section will give rise to the corresponding equivalence between the corresponding V-coherent sheaves and

the V finitely presented modules.

Proof. This is also the corresponding noetherian implication of the corresponding result in

[TX2, Theorem 2.23].
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11.6.2 Application to Descent over Noncommutative ∞-Analytic Prestacks after

Bambozzi-Ben-Bassat-Kremnizer

We now contact with the corresponding derived analytic spaces from [BBBK]. Recall that

we have the categories Simp(Indm(BanSetsE)) and Simp(Ind(BanSetsE)) of the corresponding

simplicial sets in the corresponding inductive category of Banach sets over E = Qp, Fp((t)).

Theorem 11.6.10. (Bambozzi-Ben-Bassat-Kremnizer) The categories

Simp(Indm(BanSetsE)) and Simp(Ind(BanSetsE)) admit symmetric monoidal model categorical struc-

ture.

Therefore based on this nice structure [BBBK] defined the corresponding ∞-categories of

E∞-rings:

sComm(Simp(Indm(BanSetsE))) (11.6.1)

sComm(Simp(Ind(BanSetsE))). (11.6.2)

We now consider the corresponding some object A which is a corresponding ∞-locally con-

vex ring in the categories above and we consider the corresponding object in the corresponding

opposite category we call that SpecA. And we consider the corresponding homotopy Zariski

topology, which allows us to talk about the corresponding ∞-analytic stacks.

Now recall that a connective E1-ring is called noetherian if we have that π0(A) is noetherian

and πn(A) is basically finitely generated over π0(A).

Remark 11.6.11. The corresponding Koszul simplicial Banach ring considered in [BK] is actu-

ally concentrated in the nonpositive degrees1, in the cohomological convention, namely H−n(.) =

0 for n < 0. But as in any abstract homotopy theory we consider the corresponding conven-

tional transformation:

πn := H−n, n ≥ 0. (11.6.3)

Now we consider an ∞-analytic stack X as considered in [BBBK]. And we consider the

corresponding ringed site attached to X under the corresponding homotopy Zariski topology,

denoted by (X,OX).

1Thanks for Federico Bambozzi for reminding us of this.
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Example 11.6.12. The examples which are very interesting to us are the corresponding ∞-

Huber spectra constructed from any Banach rings over E from [BK] by using Koszul complex.

The corresponding classical sheafiness issue could be really forgotten.

Now we consider the corresponding E1-ring A in the corresponding categories

Simp(Indm(BanSetsE)) and Simp(Ind(BanSetsE)). We make the following assumption:

Assumption 11.6.13. We assume that all the ring objects below are noetherian, as E1-rings.

Suppose now we have four E1 Banach rings A, A1, A2, A12
2 in Simp(Indm(BanSetsE)) and

Simp(Ind(BanSetsE)) respectively. And we assume that we have the following short strictly

exact sequence in the sense of a glueing square:

0 ////// π0(A) // //// π0(A1)⊕ π0(A2) // //// π0(A12) ////// 0,

and we assume that the image of π0(Ai) in π0(A12) is dense for each i = 1, 2. And we assume

the corresponding morphism π0(Ai) → π0(A12) is flat for i = 1, 2. And we assume that

A, A1, A2, A12 form the corresponding derived glueing sequence.

Example 11.6.14. One can construct the following example. First consider any glueing se-

quence of Banach rings (not required to be sheafy or commutative) over Qp:

0 // //// Π ////// Π1 ⊕Π2 // //// Π12 // //// 0.

This is very natural in the corresponding situation for example where we deform from a corre-

sponding nice short exact sequence of commutative sheafy rings of the same type, but in any

rate we do not require the corresponding commutativity or the correponding sheafyness. Then

take any derived global section of some Spah(R) from [BK], denoted by Rh. Over Qp, we have

the following short strictly exact sequence:

0 // //// Π⊗̂Qp
π0(Rh) // //// Π1⊗̂Qp

π0(Rh)⊕Π2⊗̂Qp
π0(Rh) // //// Π12⊗̂Qp

π0(Rh) // //// 0,

but since the corresponding ring Π, Π1, Π2, Π12 will actually realize the situation where Π∗⊗̂π0(Rh)
∼
→

π0(Π∗⊗̂
L

Rh), we will have the desired situation as long as restrict to now the noetherian situ-

ation.

2Namely all the homotopy groups have to be Banach instead of Bornological or ind-Banach.
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Conjecture 11.6.15. The map A → ∏i=1,2 Ai is an effective descent morphism with respect to the

finitely presented left module spectra (meaning we have finitely presented π0).

Proposition 11.6.16. The operation of taking equalizer along the corresponding map ∏i=1,2 Ai → A12

preserves the property of being finitely presented.

Proof. The situation where we deform from the corresponding E∞ by some noncommutative

deformation could be implied by [TX2, Lemma 2.14]. While in general this follows from [TX4,

Lemma 6.83]. Note that we achieve the finiteness for each πn(M) just by application of the

results we know in the classical deformed situation, which is because the connecting homo-

morphism vanishes on each level.

What could happen in the commutative setting is actually also interesting. We have the

following example in mind:

Example 11.6.17. Consider the context of the previous example, but assume that all the rings

involved are Banach commutative. First we consider over Qp:

0 // //// Π ////// Π1 ⊕Π2 // //// Π12 // //// 0,

a strictly exact sequence of sheafy rings. We now deform this along some spectrum Spah(R)

in [BK] which will produce a very interesting situation where we can actually obtain desired

situation for the descent of finitely presented module spectra. And note that in commutative

setting we could also have more geometric contexts to rely on as in [BK] and [BBBK]. This may

have contact with the corresponding derived Galois deformation theory of [GV] for instance

by considering the corresponding simplicial pro-Artin rings.

Remark 11.6.18. The corresponding machinery from [CS] should definitely reflect similar things

here even in the E1-ring context. Also we would like to mention in the commutative setting

that actually the descent for certain quasi-coherent modules are also considered extensively in

[BBK]. Strikingly the ideas in [BBK] (although developed in a quite commutative setting) come

from partially work from Kontsevich-Rosenberg [KR] namely essentially the noncommutative

descent. Our feeling is that definitely the descent for certain quasi-coherent modules in [BBBK]

could be established to noncommutative setting in some form both in the archimedean and

nonarchimedean situations.
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This chapter is based on the following paper, where the author of this dissertation is the

main author:

• Tong, Xin. "Period Rings with Big Coefficients and Applications III." arXiv preprint arXiv:arXiv:2102.10692(2021).
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Chapter 12

Topics on Geometric and

Representation Theoretic Aspects of

Period Rings I
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12.1 Introduction

12.1.1 General Perfectoids and Preperfectoids

Our previous work on Hodge-Iwasawa theory aimed at the corresponding deformation of the

corresponding Hodge structure after [KL1] and [KL2]. The corresponding application in our

mind targets the corresponding noncommutative Iwasawa theory and the corresponding p-

adic local systems with general Banach coefficients. The corresponding background of the

foundations on the analytic geometry comes from essentially [KL1] where Banach analog of

Fontaine’s perfectoid spaces in the Tate case was defined and studied extensively.

The corresponding analytic Huber analog of the main results of [KL1] was initiated in

[Ked1] where the analytic Huber analog of perfectoids are defined, and the analytic Huber

analog of the corresponding perfectoid correspondence is established and the corresponding

descent for vector bundles and stably-pseudocoherent sheaves is established in the analytic

topology.

In our current development of the corresponding Hodge-Iwasawa theory we consider the

corresponding generality at least parallel to [Ked1]. We now consider the corresponding an-

alytic analog of our previous consideration which generalized the corresponding [KL1] and

[KL2] to the corresponding big coefficient situation. Without deformation in our sense [KL1]

and [KL2] have already considered the corresponding free of trivial norm cases in certain con-

text and considerations.

Certainly inverting p takes back us to the Tate situation, but what we know is that this is

at least not included in our previous consideration, since the relative Robba rings are not the

same (even in our current situation many are still Tate as their owns). So we have to basically

establish the corresponding parallel theory, in order to treat the situation where the base spaces

or rings are not Tate. And more importantly the integral Robba rings are not Tate, which needs

to be discussed in order to apply to the situation where the base spaces or rings are not Tate.

With the corresponding notations in Chapter 5, we have:
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Theorem 12.1.1. Over A-relative preperfectoid Robba rings Π̃?,R,A

(? =, r, ∞, [r1, r2], {[s, r]}, 0 < r1 ≤ r2/phk) constructed over analytic base (R, R+), we have the

equivalence among the categories of the Frobenius étale-stably-pseudocoherent modules, which could be

further compared in equivalence to the the pseudocoherent sheaves over adic Fargues-Fontaine curves in

both étale and pro-étale topology.

This is basically the corresponding commutative version where we encode the correspond-

ing ring A into the corresponding Huber spectrum in [KL1] and [KL2]. The corresponding

noncommutative version is also true but we have to do this slightly different by deforming the

structure sheaves. With the corresponding notations again in Chapter 5, we have:

Theorem 12.1.2. Over B-relative preperfectoid Robba rings Π̃?,R,B

(? =, r, ∞, [r1, r2], {[s, r]}, 0 < r1 ≤ r2/phk) constructed over analytic base (R, R+), we have the

equivalence among the categories of the Frobenius B-étale-stably-pseudocoherent modules, which could

be further compared in equivalence to the the B-pseudocoherent sheaves over adic Fargues-Fontaine

curves in étale topology.

Our ultimate consideration will after [GR], where (R, R+) is not necessarily always as-

sumed to be analytic, especially in the integral setting this is quite general. With the corre-

sponding notations again in Chapter 6, we have:

Theorem 12.1.3. Over A-relative preperfectoid Robba rings Π̃?,R,A (? = [r1, r2], {[s, r]}, 0 < r1 ≤

r2/phk) constructed over analytic base (R, R+), we have the equivalence of the categories of the Frobe-

nius étale-stably-pseudocoherent modules, which could be further compared in equivalence to the the

pseudocoherent sheaves over adic Fargues-Fontaine curves in the étale or pro-étale topology.

Theorem 12.1.4. Over B-relative preperfectoid Robba rings Π̃?,R,B (? = [r1, r2], {[s, r]}, 0 < r1 ≤

r2/phk) constructed over analytic base (R, R+), we have the equivalence of the categories of the Frobe-

nius B-stably-pseudocoherent modules.

12.1.2 Some Consideration in the Future

More thorough applications of [Lu2] will be expected in our study on the corresponding de-

rived algebraic geometry of the corresponding period rings1. We only touched this to some

1The original motivation comes from the study of the algebraic pseudocoherent sheaves over algebraic Fargues-

Fontaine curves originally in [KL2], and also in [XT1] and [XT2] where the corresponding functional analytic infor-
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very transparent extent which will be somehow reflecting some further consideration along

the corresponding applications in our mind.

New robust developments from Clausen-Scholze [CS], Bambozzi-Kremnizer [BK] and Bambozzi-

Ben-Bassat-Kremnizer [BBBK] may shed lights on the derived Galois (possibly in more general

setting for fundamental groups) deformation theory (and some unobstructed crystalline sub-

stacks) such as in [GV] and possibly (we conjecture) the corresponding possible theory of some

derived eigenvarieties and derived Selmer varieties in Kim’s nonabelian Chabauty. We hope to

give more hard thorough study and understanding around this. Especially in our situation we

will come across many technical issues where these new developments could help.

mation around locally convex vector spaces (after Bourbaki) is not considered.
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12.2 Period Rings in General Setting with General Coefficients

In this section we start by defining Kedlaya-Liu’s style period rings with coefficients in Tate

adic Banach rings which are of finite type.

Setting 12.2.1. We consider the corresponding setting up which is as in the following. First

we consider a field E which is analytic nonarchimedean with normalized norm such that the

corresponding uniformizer πE is of norm 1/p. And we assume that the corresponding residue

field of the field E takes the form of Fph . Then we fix a corresponding uniform adic Banach al-

gebra (R, R+) over Fph which is not required to be contain topological nilpotent unit. However

we need to assume that that this is analytic in the sense of [KL1] and [Ked1, Definition 1.1.2].

We recall that this means the set of the corresponding topological nilpotents generates the unit

ideal. And let A be a general rigid analytic affinoid over Qp or over Fp((t)).

Then in this generality we define our large coefficient Robba rings following Kedlaya-Liu

in the Tate algebra situation namely we have A = Qp{X1, ..., Xd} or

A = Fp((t)){X1, ..., Xd}:

Definition 12.2.2. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.1.1]) Now consider the following con-

structions. First we consider the corresponding Witt vectors coming from the corresponding

adic ring (R, R+). First we consider the corresponding generalized Witt vectors with respect

to (R, R+) with the corresponding coefficients in the Tate algebra with the general notation

W(R+)[[R]]. The general form of any element in such deformed ring could be written as

∑i≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0 πi[yi]X
i1
1 ...Xid

d . Then we take the corresponding completion with respect to the

following norm for some radius t > 0:

‖.‖t,A( ∑
i≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0

πi[yi]X
i1
1 ...Xid

d ) := max
i≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0

p−i‖.‖R(yi) (12.2.1)

which will give us the corresponding ring Π̃int,t,R,A such that we could put furthermore that:

Π̃int,R,A :=
⋃

t>0

Π̃int,t,R,A. (12.2.2)

Then as in [KL2, Definition 4.1.1], we now put the ring Π̃bd,t,R,A := Π̃int,t,R,A[1/π] and we set:

Π̃bd,R,A :=
⋃

t>0

Π̃bd,t,R,A. (12.2.3)
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The corresponding Robba rings with respect to some intervals and some radius could be de-

fined in the same way as in [KL2, Definition 4.1.1]. To be more precise we consider the comple-

tion of the corresponding ring W(R+)[[R]][1/π] with respect to the following norm for some

t > 0 where t lives in some prescribed interval I = [s, r]:

‖.‖t,A( ∑
i,i1≥0,...,id≥0

πi[yi]X
i1
1 ...Xid

d ) := max
i≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0

p−i‖.‖R(yi). (12.2.4)

This process will produce the corresponding Robba rings with respect to the given interval

I = [s, r]. Now for particular sorts of intervals (0, r] we will have the corresponding Robba ring

Π̃r,R,A and we will have the corresponding Robba ring Π̃∞,R,A if the corresponding interval is

taken to be (0, ∞). Then in our situation we could just take the corresponding union throughout

all the radius r > 0 to define the corresponding full Robba ring taking the notation of Π̃R,A.

Remark 12.2.3. The corresponding Robba rings Π̃bd,R,A, Π̃R,A, Π̃I,R,A, Π̃r,R,A, Π̃∞,R,A are actu-

ally themselves Tate adic Banach rings. However in many further application the non-Tateness

of the ring R will cause some reason for us to do the corresponding modification, which is

considered on this level in fact in [KL1] in the context therein.

Definition 12.2.4. Then for any general affinoid algebra A over the corresponding base ana-

lytic field, we just take the corresponding quotients of the corresponding rings defined in the

previous definition over some Tate algebras in rigid analytic geometry, with the same notations

though A now is more general. Note that one can actually show that the definition does not

depend on the corresponding choice of the corresponding presentations over A.

Remark 12.2.5. Again in this situation more generally, the corresponding Robba rings Π̃bd,R,A,

Π̃R,A, Π̃I,R,A, Π̃r,R,A, Π̃∞,R,A are actually themselves Tate adic Banach rings.

Note that we can also as in the situation of [KL2] and [XT2] consider the corresponding the

corresponding property checking of the corresponding period rings defined aboave. We collect

the corresponding statements here while the the proof could be found in [XT2]:

Lemma 12.2.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.2.6]) For any two radii 0 < r1 < r2 we have

the corresponding equality:

Π̃int,r2,R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

⋂
Π̃[r1,r2],R,Qp{T1,...,Td} = Π̃int,r1,R,Qp{T1,...,Td}. (12.2.5)

Proof. See [KL2, Lemma 5.2.6] and [XT2, Proposition 2.13].
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Lemma 12.2.7. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.2.6]) For any two radii 0 < r1 < r2 we have

the corresponding equality:

Π̃int,r2,R,Fp((t)){T1,...,Td}

⋂
Π̃[r1,r2],R,Fp((t)){T1,...,Td} = Π̃int,r1,R,Fp((t)){T1,...,Td}. (12.2.6)

Proof. See [KL2, Lemma 5.2.6] and [XT2, Proposition 2.13].

Lemma 12.2.8. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.2.6]) For general affinoid A as above (over Qp

or Fp((t))) and for any two radii 0 < r1 < r2 we have the corresponding equality:

Π̃int,r2,R,A
⋂

Π̃[r1,r2],R,A = Π̃int,r1,R,A. (12.2.7)

Proof. See [KL2, Lemma 5.2.6] and [XT2, Proposition 2.14].

Lemma 12.2.9. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.2.10]) For any four radii 0 < r1 < r2 < r3 <

r4 we have the corresponding equality:

Π̃[r1,r3],R,Qp{T1,...,Td}

⋂
Π̃[r2,r4],R,Qp{T1,...,Td} = Π̃[r1,r4],R,Qp{T1,...,Td}. (12.2.8)

Proof. See [KL2, Lemma 5.2.10] and [XT2, Proposition 2.16].

Lemma 12.2.10. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.2.10]) For any four radii 0 < r1 < r2 < r3 <

r4 we have the corresponding equality:

Π̃[r1,r3],R,Fp((t)){T1,...,Td}

⋂
Π̃[r2,r4],R,Fp((t)){T1,...,Td} = Π̃[r1,r4],R,Fp((t)){T1,...,Td}. (12.2.9)

Proof. See [KL2, Lemma 5.2.10] and [XT2, Proposition 2.16].

Lemma 12.2.11. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.2.10]) For any four radii 0 < r1 < r2 < r3 <

r4 we have the corresponding equality:

Π̃[r1,r3],R,A

⋂
Π̃[r2,r4],R,A = Π̃[r1,r4],R,A. (12.2.10)

Proof. See [KL2, Lemma 5.2.10] and [XT2, Proposition 2.17].
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12.3 The Frobenius Modules and Frobenius Sheaves over the Period

Rings

We now consider the corresponding Frobenius actions and the corresponding action reflected

on the corresponding Hodge-Iwasawa modules over general analytic R. As in the Tate situation

we consider the corresponding ’arithmetic’ Frobenius as well.

Setting 12.3.1. We are going to use the corresponding notation F to denote the corresponding

relative Frobenius induced from the corresponding ph-power absolute Frobenius from R. This

would mean that when we consider the corresponding Frobenius up to higher order.

Furthermore in our situation we have the corresponding sheaves of period rings (carrying

the coefficient A) over Spa(R, R+) in the corresponding pro-étale site:

Π̃bd,Spa(R,R+)proét,A, Π̃Spa(R,R+)proét,A, Π̃I,Spa(R,R+)proét,A, Π̃r,Spa(R,R+)proét,A, Π̃∞,Spa(R,R+)proét,A (12.3.1)

which we will also briefly write as:

Π̃bd,∗,A, Π̃∗,A, Π̃I,∗,A, Π̃r,∗,A, Π̃∞,∗,A (12.3.2)

when the corresponding topology is basically clear to the readers (one can also consider other

kinds of topology in the same fashion such as the corresponding étale situation in our current

context).

Definition 12.3.2. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.4]) The corresponding Frobenius mod-

ules over the corresponding period sheaves will be defined to be finite projective modules car-

rying the semilinear action from Fk (where we allow some power k > 0) with some pullback

isomorphic requirement which could be defined in the following way. Over the rings without

intervals or radius this will mean that we have Fk∗M
∼
→ M. While over the corresponding

Robba rings with radius r > 0 this will mean that we have Fk∗M⊗∗
r/phk
∗r/phk

∼
→ M⊗∗r ∗r/phk .

While over the corresponding Robba rings with interval [r1, r2] this will mean that we have

Fk∗M⊗∗
[r1/phk,r2/phk]

∗[r1,r2/phk]
∼
→ M⊗∗[r1,r2 ]

∗[r1 ,r2/phk]. Over the corresponding Robba rings with-

out any intervals or radii we assume that they are base change from some modules over the

corresponding Robba rings with some radii.

Definition 12.3.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.4]) The corresponding pseudoco-

herent or fpd Frobenius modules over the corresponding period sheaves will be defined to
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be pseudocoherent or fpd modules carrying the semilinear action from Fk (where we allow

some power k > 0) with some pullback isomorphic requirement which could be defined in

the following way. Over the rings without intervals or radius this will mean that we have

Fk∗M
∼
→ M. While over the corresponding Robba rings with radius r > 0 this will mean that

we have Fk∗M ⊗∗
r/phk
∗r/phk

∼
→ M ⊗∗r ∗r/phk . While over the corresponding Robba rings with

interval [r1, r2] this will mean that we have Fk∗M⊗∗
[r1/phk,r2/phk]

∗[r1,r2/phk]
∼
→ M⊗∗[r1,r2 ]

∗[r1,r2/phk].

Over the corresponding Robba rings without any intervals or radii we assume that they are

base changes from some modules over the corresponding Robba rings with some radii. And

then all the modules are required to be complete with respect to the natural topology over

any perfectoid subdomain within the corresponding pro-étale topology, and the corresponding

modules over the corresponding Robba rings with respect to some radius r > 0 will basically

be required to be base change to any étale-stably pseudocoherent (over any specific chosen per-

fectoid subdomain) modules (note that this will include the corresponding glueing along the

space A with respect to the corresponding implicit étale topology induced over A).

Then as in [KL2, Definition 4.4.4] we consider the corresponding Frobenius modules over

the period rings instead of period sheaves (and we do not either put topological conditions,

which will be added later in specific consideration):

Definition 12.3.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.4]) The corresponding Frobenius mod-

ules over the corresponding period rings will be defined to be finite projective modules carry-

ing the semilinear action from Fk (where we allow some power k > 0) with some pullback

isomorphic requirement which could be defined in the following way. Over the rings without

intervals or radius this will mean that we have Fk∗M
∼
→ M. While over the corresponding

Robba rings with radius r > 0 this will mean that we have Fk∗M⊗∗
r/phk
∗r/phk

∼
→ M⊗∗r ∗r/phk .

While over the corresponding Robba rings with interval [r1, r2] this will mean that we have

Fk∗M⊗∗
[r1/phk,r2/phk]

∗[r1,r2/phk]
∼
→ M⊗∗[r1,r2 ]

∗[r1 ,r2/phk]. Over the corresponding Robba rings with-

out any intervals or radii we assume that they are base change from some modules over the

corresponding Robba rings with some radii.

Remark 12.3.5. As in [KL2, Definition 4.4.4] we did not out any topological conditions on the

ring theoretic and algebraic representation theoretic objects defined above, but this will be def-
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initely more precise in later development. Certainly this is more relevant with respect to the

following definition.

Definition 12.3.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.4]) The corresponding pseudoco-

herent or fpd Frobenius modules over the corresponding period rings will be defined to be

pseudocoherent or fpd modules carrying the semilinear action from Fk (where we allow some

power k > 0) with some pullback isomorphic requirement which could be defined in the fol-

lowing way. Over the rings without intervals or radius this will mean that we have Fk∗M
∼
→ M.

While over the corresponding Robba rings with radius r > 0 this will mean that we have

Fk∗M ⊗∗
r/phk
∗r/phk

∼
→ M ⊗∗r ∗r/phk . While over the corresponding Robba rings with interval

[r1, r2] this will mean that we have Fk∗M⊗∗
[r1/phk,r2/phk]

∗[r1,r2/phk]
∼
→ M⊗∗[r1,r2 ]

∗[r1,r2/phk]. Over the

corresponding Robba rings without any intervals or radii we assume that they are base change

from some modules over the corresponding Robba rings with some radii.

Then we define over our current analytic base the corresponding pseudocoherent and fpd

sheaves carrying the corresponding Frobenius modules.

Definition 12.3.7. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.6]) Over the Robba rings with re-

spect to the corresponding all finite intervals contained in (0, ∞), we consider a family (M[s,r])[s,r]

of finite projective modules with respect to the corresponding intervals. Then we call this fam-

ily a finite projective Fk-bundle over Π̃R,A if each member in the family is assumed to be a

corresponding finite projective Fk-modules.

Definition 12.3.8. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.4.6]) Over the Robba rings with re-

spect to the corresponding all finite intervals contained in (0, ∞), we consider a family (M[s,r])[s,r]

of fpd or pseudocoherent modules with respect to the corresponding intervals. Then we call

this family a fpd or pseudocoherent Fk-sheaf over Π̃R,A if each member in the family is assumed

to be a corresponding stably or étale-stably fpd or pseudocoherent Fk-modules.

Proposition 12.3.9. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 4.4.8]) Any pseudocoherent Fk-modules over

the corresponding period rings above admits a surjective morphism from some finite projective Fk-

modules over the same types of period rings.

Proof. This is the corresponding relative and analytic version of the corresponding [KL2, Lemma

4.4.8]. The proof is parallel, see [KL2, Lemma 4.4.8].
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12.4 Comparison in the Étale Setting

We now consider the corresponding parallel consideration to [KL2, Section 4.5]. Essentially

in our current context, this is really the corresponding purely analytic setting especially when

we do not have the chance to invert π. Certainly we will also consider the corresponding de-

formed setting. The corresponding space we are going to work on is just the corresponding

perfectoid spaces (in the corresponding analytic situation) taking the corresponding general

form of Spa(R, R+), and consider any topological ring Z and the corresponding sheaf Z. We

will consider the corresponding finite projective, pseudocoherent and finite projective dimen-

sion local systems of Z-modules. Note that again in this analytic setting the corresponding

definitions of such modules are locally of the corresponding same types. This means in par-

ticular in the situation of finite projective situation the corresponding definition is locally the

finite projective sheaves of modules over Z instead of the corresponding naive locally finite

free ones especially in our large coefficient situation.

Lemma 12.4.1. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 4.5.3]) The corresponding taking element to the

corresponding element after the action of the corresponding operator F− 1 will be to realize the following

exact sequences as in [KL2, Lemma 4.5.3]:

0 ////// OEk
////// Ω̃int,R ////// Ω̃int,R ////// 0,

0 ////// Ek
////// Ω̃R

// //// Ω̃R
////// 0,

0 ////// OEk
////// Π̃int,R ////// Π̃int,R ////// 0,

0 ////// Ek
////// Π̃R

// //// Π̃R
////// 0.

Proof. See [KL2, Lemma 4.5.3].

Proposition 12.4.2. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 4.5.4]) We have the corresponding strictly

pseudocoherence of any corresponding finitely presented modules over Ω̃int,R or Π̃int,R. Therefore we do

not have to consider the corresponding topological issue and the stability issue further in this certain

special situation.
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Proof. See [KL2, Lemma 4.5.4].

The following result is then achievable:

Proposition 12.4.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.5.7]) Consider the following categories.

The first one is the corresponding category of all the finite projective or pseudocoherent OEk
-local sys-

tems. The second one is the corresponding category of all the finite projective or stably-pseudocoherent

Fk-Ω̃int,R-modules. The third one is the corresponding category of all the finite projective or stably-

pseudocoherent Fk-Π̃int,R-modules. The fourth one is the corresponding category of all the finite pro-

jective or stably-pseudocoherent Fk-Ω̃int,∗-sheaves. The last one is the corresponding category of all the

finite projective or stably-pseudocoherent Fk-Π̃int,∗-sheaves. Here we consider the corresponding ana-

lytic topology.

Then we have that these categories are actually equivalent. Similar parallel statement could then be

made to fpd objects.

Remark 12.4.4. The corresponding stably-pseudocoherent indication in the previous proposi-

tion is actually not serious as in [KL2, Lemma 4.5.7], the reason is that by the previous propo-

sition, everything is already complete with respect to the natural topology.

Proof. This is just the corresponding analytic analog of the corresponding result in [KL2, Lemma

4.5.7]. We just briefly mention the corresponding functors which realize the corresponding

equivalence. The corresponding one from the first category to the corresponding sheaves is

naturally just the corresponding base change. The corresponding functor from the sheaves

to the corresponding modules is naturally the corresponding global section functor after the

corresponding foundation in [Ked1, Theorem 1.4.2, Theorem 1.4.18].

Remark 12.4.5. Since we touched the corresponding foundations in [Ked1, Theorem 1.4.2, The-

orem 1.4.18] on the corresponding glueing of the vector bundles and the corresponding stably-

pseudocoherent modules in the situation of analytic topology. However the corresponding

descent in the étale, pro-étale and v-topology situations are actually parallel to the correspond-

ing [KL2, Theorem 2.5.5, Theorem 2.5.14, Theorem 3.4.8, Theorem 3.5.8], which will basically

upgrade naturally this proposition to the étale, pro-étale and v-topology situations, although

we have not established the chance to present.

Now carrying the corresponding coefficient A we could have at least the corresponding

fully faithfulness.
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Proposition 12.4.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.5.7]) Consider the following categories.

The first one is the corresponding category of all the finite projective or pseudocoherent OEk,A-local sys-

tems. The second one is the corresponding category of all the finite projective or stably-pseudocoherent

Fk-Ω̃int,R,A-modules. The third one is the corresponding category of all the finite projective or stably-

pseudocoherent Fk-Π̃int,R,A-modules. The fourth one is the corresponding category of all the finite pro-

jective or stably-pseudocoherent Fk-Ω̃int,∗,A-sheaves. The last one is the corresponding category of all

the finite projective or stably-pseudocoherent Fk-Π̃int,∗,A-sheaves. Here we consider the corresponding

analytic topology.

Then we have that the first category could be embedded fully faithfully into the rest four categories

and the corresponding modules could be compared to the sheaves under equivalences of the correspond-

ing categories as long as we assume the corresponding sousperfectoidness of the ring A which preserves

the corresponding exactness of the exact sequences:

0 // //// OEk
////// Ω̃int,R ////// Ω̃int,R ////// 0,

0 ////// Ek
////// Ω̃R

// //// Ω̃R
////// 0,

0 ////// OEk
////// Π̃int,R ////// Π̃int,R ////// 0,

0 ////// Ek
////// Π̃R

// //// Π̃R
////// 0.

Similar statement could be mede to the corresponding fpd objects.

Proof. See [KL2, Theorem 4.5.7].
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12.5 Comparison in the Non-Étale Setting

We now consider the corresponding analog of the corresponding [KL2, Chapter 4.6] over Spa(R, R+)

as above which is just assumed to be analytic.

Remark 12.5.1. As we mentioned before, the corresponding analyticity of the ring R will still

not deduce from the analyticity of the corresponding rational Robba rings and sheaves.

Theorem 12.5.2. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Assume the corresponding Robba rings

with respect to closed intervals are sheafy. Consider the corresponding categories in the following:

A. The corresponding category of all the corresponding étale-stably-pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic

Fargues-Fontaine curve (associated to {Π̃I,R,A}{I⊂(0,∞)}) in the corresponding étale topology;

B. The corresponding category of all the corresponding étale-stably-pseudocoherent Fk-sheaves over fam-

ilies of Robba rings {Π̃I,R,A}{I⊂(0,∞)};

C. The corresponding category of all the corresponding étale-stably-pseudocoherent modules over any

Robba rings Π̃I,R,A such that the interval I = [r1, r2] satisfies that 0 ≤ r1 ≤ r2/phk;

D. The corresponding category of all the corresponding pseudocoherent modules over any Robba rings

Π̃R,A, but admitting models of strictly-pseudocoherent Fk-modules over some Π̃r,R,A for some radius

r > 0 whose base changes to some Π̃[r1,r2],R,A will produce corresponding Fk-modules which are étale-

stably-pseudocoherent;

E. The corresponding category of all the corresponding strictly-pseudocoherent Fk-modules over some

Π̃∞,R,A whose base changes to some Π̃[r1,r2],R,A will provide corresponding Fk-modules which are étale-

stably-pseudocoherent;

F. The corresponding category of all the corresponding étale-stably-pseudocoherent sheaves over the adic

Fargues-Fontaine curve (associated to {Π̃I,R,A}{I⊂(0,∞)}) in the corresponding pro-étale topology.

Then we have that they are actually equivalent.

Proof. This is just parallel [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1], see [XT2, Theorem 4.11].

Theorem 12.5.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Assume A is sousperfectoid. Consider

the corresponding categories of sheaves over Spa(R, R+)pét in the following:

A. The corresponding category of all the corresponding étale-stably-pseudocoherent modules over any

Robba rings Π̃I,∗,A such that the interval I = [r1, r2] satisfies that 0 ≤ r1 ≤ r2/phk;

B. The corresponding category of all the corresponding pseudocoherent modules over any Robba rings
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Π̃∗,A, but admit models of strictly-pseudocoherent Fk-modules over some Π̃r,∗,A for some radius r > 0

whose base changes to some Π̃[r1,r2],R,A will provide corresponding Fk-modules which are étale-stably-

pseudocoherent;

C. The corresponding category of all the corresponding étale-strictly-pseudocoherent Fk-modules over

some Π̃∞,∗,A whose base changes to some Π̃[r1,r2],∗,A will provide corresponding Fk-modules which are

étale-stably-pseudocoherent.

Then we have that they are actually equivalent.

Proof. This is parallel to [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]The proof is the same as the one where ∗ is just a

ring R. See [XT2, Theorem 4.11].

Theorem 12.5.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 4.6.2]) The corresponding analogs of the pre-

vious two theorems hold in the corresponding finite projective setting. Here we assume that A is in the

same hypotheses as above.

Proof. See [KL2, Corollary 4.6.2].

Now we drop the corresponding condition on the sheafiness on A by using the correspond-

ing derived spectrum Spah(A) from [BK] where we have the corresponding ∞-sheaf OSpah(A),

we now apply the corresponding construction to the Robba rings (in the rational setting over

Qp) ∗R,A and denote the corresponding derived version by ∗h
R,A. Here A is assumed to be just

Banach over Qp or Fp((t)), which is certainly in a very general situation.

Remark 12.5.5. One can apply the corresponding results of [CS] to achieve so as well, which

we believe will be robust as well.

Theorem 12.5.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Take a derived rational localization of

Π̃I1
⋃

I2 ,R,A, which we denote it by Π̃
h,∗
I1
⋃

I2 ,R,A, where we choose two overlapped closed intervals I1 and

I2. Now take the corresponding base changes of this localization along:

Π̃I1
⋃

I2,R,A → Π̃I1 ,R,A, (12.5.1)

Π̃I1
⋃

I2,R,A → Π̃I2 ,R,A, (12.5.2)

which we will denote by Π̃
h,∗
I1,R,A and Π̃

h,∗
I2,R,A. Consider the corresponding categories in the following:

A. The corresponding product of the category of all the corresponding finite projective Fk-modules over

the Robba ring Π̃
h,∗
I1 ,R,A and the the category of all the corresponding finite projective Fk-modules over
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the Robba ring Π̃
h,∗
I2,R,A, over the category of all the corresponding finite projective Fk-modules over

Π̃
h,∗
I1,R,A⊗̂

L
Π̃

h,∗
I2,R,A;

B. The corresponding category of all the corresponding finite projective modules over the Robba ring

Π̃
h,∗
I1
⋃

I2 ,R,A.

Then we have that they are actually equivalent.

Proof. We consider a pair of overlapped intervals I1 = [r1, r2], I2 = [s1, s2], and we have the

corresponding ∞-Robba rings which form the desired situation, where we have the sequence

which is basically exact up to higher homotopy:

Π̃
h,∗
I1
⋃

I2,R,A
//////// Π̃h,∗

I1,R,A
⊕

Π̃
h,∗
I2 ,R,A

//////// Π̃h,∗
I1,R,A⊗̂

L
Π̃

h,∗
I2,R,A.

Now we consider the corresponding two finite projective module spectra (which admit retracts

from finite free module spectra as in [Lu1, Proposition 7.2.2.7]) M1, M2, M12 over the rings in

the middle and the rightmost positions, and assume that they form a corresponding glueing

datum. Then we consider the corresponding presentation diagram for the module spectra:

F // ////

������

F1
⊕

F2

�� ����

////// F12

������
G // ////

������

G1
⊕

G2

r1⊕r2

�� ����

////// G12

r12

�� ����
M // //// M1

⊕
M2 // //// M12

by just taking the corresponding fibers, here G, G1, G2, G12 are the finite free modules and we

have the corresponding retracts r1, r2, r12, but note that the corresponding map r1 ⊕ r2 might
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not be a priori a retract. However consider the following commutative diagram:

0

�� ����

0

������
π0F // ////

������

π0F1
⊕

π0F2

������

////// π0F12

������
π0G //////

������

π0G1
⊕

π0G2

π0(r1)⊕π0(r2)

������

////// π0G12

r12

������

////// 0

π0M // //// π0M1
⊕

π0M2

�� ����

////// π0M12

�� ����

////// 0

0 0.

We then consider the corresponding the argument of Kedlaya as in [XT3, Proposition 5.11]

which gives us modification on sections π0s1 and π0s2 of π0r1 and π0r2 respectively such that

we have (with the same notations) the new π0s1 and π0s2 give the corresponding new lifts s1

and s2 whose coproduct actually restricts to M which produce a section for M for the map

G → M, which proves the desired finite projectivity on M. From A to B we just take the

corresponding projection while going back we consider the corresponding binary glueing to

tackle the corresponding interval which cannot be reached by taking Frobenius translations

but could be covered by two ones reachable by taking Frobenius translations. The lifts could

be also modified by directly on the derived level.

In [GV], Galatius and Venkatesh considered some derived Galois deformation theory. Now

we make some discussion around this point by using the corresponding simplicial Banach

rings (over Qp or over Fp((t))) in [BK], namely we use the notation Ah to denote any local
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charts 2 coming from the corresponding Bambozzi-Kremnizer spectrum in [BK] attached to

some Banach algebra over (over Qp or over Fp((t))). Over the analytic field specified we take

the corresponding completed tensor products the period rings involved with Ah, which we

will denote by ∗R,Ah . Then we have the following similar results as above:

Conjecture 12.5.7. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Consider the corresponding cate-

gories in the following:

A. The corresponding category of all the corresponding locally finite free sheaves over the adic Fargues-

Fontaine curve (associated to {Π̃I,R,Ah}{I⊂(0,∞)}) in the corresponding homotopy Zariski topology from

[BK] and [BBBK] induced by Koszul derived rational localization;

B. The corresponding category of all the corresponding finite projective Fk-sheaves over families of Robba

rings {Π̃I,R,Ah}{I⊂(0,∞)};

C. The corresponding category of all the corresponding finite projective modules over any Robba rings

Π̃I,R,Ah such that the interval I = [r1, r2] satisfies that 0 ≤ r1 ≤ r2/phk.

Then we have that they are actually equivalent.

Remark 12.5.8. This conjecture and the one we made in the same fashion later namely conjec-

ture 12.6.9 could be formulated by using Clausen-Scholze analytic spaces in [CS], which is in a

different geometric setting, but we will believe the picture is quite similar. In fact once one re-

places the geometric context we considered in order to use the context of [CS], then this will be

a direct consequence of the corresponding general descent result ([CS, Theorem 14.9, Remark

14.10]) in the corresponding nonderived (but possibly highly nonsheafy) situation, which in-

cludes the corresponding descending of the corresponding general perfect complex as well.

Remark 12.5.9. One can apply the corresponding results of [CS] to achieve so as well, which

we believe will be robust as well.

Theorem 12.5.10. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Consider the corresponding cate-

gories in the following:

A. The corresponding category of all the corresponding finite projective Fk-sheaves over families of Robba

2Even one can take the more general simplicial Banach rings as in [BBBK], especially one would like to focus on

the corresponding analytification of derived Galois deformation rings as in [GV], at least our feeling is that [BBBK]

will allow one to take the corresponding derived adic generic fiber to produce some desired simplicial Banach rings

to tackle derived Galois deformation problems in [GV].
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rings {Π̃I,R,Ah}{I⊂(0,∞)};

B. The corresponding category of all the corresponding finite projective modules over any Robba rings

Π̃I,R,Ah such that the interval I = [r1, r2] satisfies that 0 ≤ r1 ≤ r2/phk.

Then we have that they are actually equivalent.

Proof. Note that in our situation we do have the following nice short exact sequences:

0 // //// πkΠ̃I1
⋃

I2,R,Ah
// //// πkΠ̃I1 ,R,Ah

⊕
πkΠ̃I2,R,Ah

////// πkΠ̃I1
⋂

I2,R,Ah
// //// 0, k = 0, 1, ....

We consider a pair of overlapped intervals I1 = [r1, r2], I2 = [s1, s2], and we have the cor-

responding ∞-Robba rings which form a corresponding glueing sequence in the sense [KL1,

Definition 2.7.3]:

0 // //// π0Π̃I1
⋃

I2 ,R,Ah
////// π0Π̃I1 ,R,Ah

⊕
π0Π̃I2,R,Ah

////// π0Π̃I1
⋂

I2,R,Ah
////// 0.

Now we consider the corresponding two finite projective module spectra (which admit

retracts from finite free module spectra as in [Lu1, Proposition 7.2.2.7]) M1, M2, M12 over the

rings in the middle and the rightmost position, and assume that they form a corresponding

glueing datum. Then we consider the corresponding presentation diagram for the module

spectra:

F // ////

������

F1
⊕

F2

�� ����

////// F12

������
G // ////

������

G1
⊕

G2

r1⊕r2

�� ����

////// G12

r12

�� ����
M // //// M1

⊕
M2 // //// M12

by just taking the corresponding fibers, here G, G1, G2, G12 are the finite free modules and we

have the corresponding retracts r1, r2, r12, but note that the corresponding map r1 ⊕ r2 might

not be a priori a retract. However consider the following commutative diagram (which admits
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more exactness than in the previous theorem):

0

������

0

�� ����
π0F //////

������

π0F1
⊕

π0F2

�� ����

////// π0F12

�� ����
0 ////// π0G //////

������

π0G1
⊕

π0G2

π0(r1)⊕π0(r2)

�� ����

////// π0G12

r12

������

////// 0

0 // //// π0M ////// π0M1
⊕

π0M2

�� ����

////// π0M12

�� ����

////// 0

0 0.

We then consider the corresponding the argument of Kedlaya as in [XT3, Proposition 5.11]

which gives us modification on sections π0s1 and π0s2 of π0r1 and π0r2 respectively such that

we have (with the same notations) the new π0s1 and π0s2 give the corresponding new lifts s1

and s2 whose coproduct actually restricts to M which produce a section for M for the map

G → M, which proves the desired finite projectivity on M. From A to B we just take the

corresponding projection while going back we consider the corresponding binary glueing to

tackle the corresponding interval which cannot be reached by taking Frobenius translations

but could be covered by two ones reachable by taking Frobenius translations. The lifts could be

also modified by directly on the derived level. Or one can just show the flatness on the derived

level directly by using derived Tor, which will directly proves that M is finite projective as a

module spectrum.

Now we even drop the hypothesis (by using the corresponding techniques in [XT3] and

[XT4]) on the commutativity on A, namely now A could be allowed to be strictly quotient

coming from the free Tate algebras Qp 〈Z1, ..., Zd〉 and Fp((t)) 〈Z1, ..., Zd〉, which we will use
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some different notation B to denote this. Note certainly that A is some special case of such B,

therefore now we are going to indeed generalize the discussion above to the noncommutative

setting.

Remark 12.5.11. One can definitely consider more general coefficients in the Banach setting,

but for Hodge-Iwasawa theory, we prefer to locate our discussion in the area where we could

get the interesting rings by taking admissible and strictly quotient from free Tate algebras over

analytic field, which certainly includes the corresponding situation of rigid analytic affinoids.

Setting 12.5.12. By the work [XT3] and [XT4] we can freely translate between the language

of B-stably-pseudocoherent sheaves over analytic or étale topology and étale setting and the

corresponding B-stably pseudocoherent modules or B-étale stably pseudocoherent modules,

which makes the discussion in our context possible. What was happening indeed when we are

in the corresponding sheafy tensor product situation is that one can direct read off such result

in the next theorem by using the descent for the pseudocoherent modules with desired stability

in [KL2] and [Ked1].

Theorem 12.5.13. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Assume the corresponding Robba rings

with respect to closed intervals are sheafy. Consider the corresponding categories in the following (all

modules are left):

A. The corresponding category of all the corresponding B-étale-stably-pseudocoherent

sheaves over the adic Fargues-Fontaine curve (associated to {Π̃I,R,B}{I⊂(0,∞)}) in the corresponding

étale topology;

B. The corresponding category of all the corresponding B-étale-stably-pseudocoherent Fk-sheaves over

families of Robba rings {Π̃I,R,B}{I⊂(0,∞)};

C. The corresponding category of all the corresponding B-étale-stably-pseudocoherent modules over any

Robba rings Π̃I,R,B such that the interval I = [r1, r2] satisfies that 0 ≤ r1 ≤ r2/phk;

D. The corresponding category of all the corresponding B-pseudocoherent modules over any Robba rings

Π̃R,B, but admit models of B-strictly-pseudocoherent Fk-modules over some Π̃r,R,B for some radius r > 0

whose base changes to some Π̃[r1,r2],R,B will provide corresponding Fk-modules which are B-étale-stably-

pseudocoherent;

E. The corresponding category of all the corresponding B-strictly-pseudocoherent Fk-modules over some

Π̃∞,R,B whose base changes to some Π̃[r1,r2],R,B will provide corresponding Fk-modules which are B-étale-

745



stably-pseudocoherent.

Then we have that they are actually equivalent.

Proof. This is just parallel [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1], see [XT2, Theorem 4.11]. The corresponding

modules could be regarded as sheaves over the deformed sites as in our previous work [XT3]

and [XT4].

Theorem 12.5.14. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Consider the corresponding categories

of sheaves over Spa(R, R+)ét in the following (all the modules are left over the corresponding rings):

A. The corresponding category of all the corresponding B-étale-stably-pseudocoherent modules over any

Robba rings Π̃I,∗,B such that the interval I = [r1, r2] satisfies that 0 ≤ r1 ≤ r2/phk;

B. The corresponding category of all the corresponding B-pseudocoherent modules over any Robba rings

Π̃∗,B, but admit models of B-strictly-pseudocoherent Fk-modules over some Π̃r,∗,B for some radius r > 0

whose base changes to some Π̃[r1,r2],R,B will provide corresponding Fk-modules which are B-étale-stably-

pseudocoherent;

C. The corresponding category of all the corresponding B-strictly-pseudocoherent Fk-modules over some

Π̃∞,∗,B whose base changes to some Π̃[r1,r2],∗,B will provide corresponding Fk-modules which are B-étale-

stably-pseudocoherent.

Then we have that they are actually equivalent.

Proof. This is parallel to [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]The proof is the same as the one where ∗ is just a

ring R. See [XT2, Theorem 4.11].

Theorem 12.5.15. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Corollary 4.6.2]) The corresponding analogs of the

previous two theorems hold in the corresponding finite projective setting (one has to consider the bi-

modules). Here we assume that B is in the same hypotheses as above.

Proof. See [KL2, Corollary 4.6.2] and [XT3, Proposition 5.12].
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12.6 Discussion on the Generality of Gabber-Ramero

12.6.1 General Period Rings

We can encode now the corresponding discussion in the previous section actually, but we

choose to separately discuss the corresponding results in detail here. Certainly many results in

[KL1] and [KL2], and [XT1], [XT2], [XT3] and [XT4] rely on the corresponding topologically

nilpotent units and systems of topologically nilpotents. Therefore we will discuss the cor-

responding admissible and reasonable generalization after [KL1], [KL2], [XT1], [XT2], [XT3],

[XT4] and [GR].

Setting 12.6.1. Drop the condition on the analyticity on (R, R+) and we switch to the corre-

sponding notation (S, S+).

After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Definition 4.1.1], we consider the following constructions. First we

consider the corresponding Witt vectors coming from the corresponding adic ring (S, S+). First

we consider the corresponding generalized Witt vectors with respect to (S, S+) with the cor-

responding coefficients in the Tate algebra with the general notation W(S+)[[S]]. The general

form of any element in such deformed ring could be written as ∑i≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0 πi[yi]X
i1
1 ...Xid

d .

Then we take the corresponding completion with respect to the following norm for some ra-

dius t > 0:

‖.‖t,A( ∑
i≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0

πi[yi]X
i1
1 ...Xid

d ) := max
i≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0

p−i‖.‖S(yi) (12.6.1)

which will give us the corresponding ring Π̃int,t,S,A such that we could put furthermore that:

Π̃int,S,A :=
⋃

t>0

Π̃int,t,S,A. (12.6.2)

Then as in [KL2, Definition 4.1.1], we now put the ring Π̃bd,t,S,A := Π̃int,t,S,A[1/π] and we set:

Π̃bd,S,A :=
⋃

t>0

Π̃bd,t,S,A. (12.6.3)

The corresponding Robba rings with respect to some intervals and some radius could be de-

fined in the same way as in [KL2, Definition 4.1.1]. To be more precise we consider the comple-

tion of the corresponding ring W(S+)[[S]][1/π] with respect to the following norm for some
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t > 0 where t lives in some prescribed interval I = [s, r]:

‖.‖t,A( ∑
i,i1≥0,...,id≥0

πi[yi]X
i1
1 ...Xid

d ) := max
i≥0,i1≥0,...,id≥0

p−i‖.‖S(yi). (12.6.4)

This process will produce the corresponding Robba rings with respect to the given interval

I = [s, r]. Now for particular sorts of intervals (0, r] we will have the corresponding Robba ring

Π̃r,S,A and we will have the corresponding Robba ring Π̃∞,S,A if the corresponding interval is

taken to be (0, ∞). Then in our situation we could just take the corresponding union throughout

all the radius r > 0 to define the corresponding full Robba ring taking the notation of Π̃S,A.

The corresponding Robba rings Π̃bd,S,A, Π̃S,A, Π̃I,S,A, Π̃r,S,A, Π̃∞,S,A are actually themselves

Tate adic Banach rings. However in many further application the non-Tateness of the ring S

will cause some reason for us to do the corresponding modification.

Then for any general affinoid algebra A over the corresponding base analytic field, we just

take the corresponding quotients of the corresponding rings defined in the previous definition

over some Tate algebras in rigid analytic geometry, with the same notations though A now

is more general. Note that one can actually show that the definition does not depend on the

corresponding choice of the corresponding presentations over A.

Again in this situation more generally, the corresponding Robba rings Π̃bd,S,A, Π̃S,A, Π̃I,S,A,

Π̃r,S,A, Π̃∞,S,A are actually themselves Tate adic Banach rings.

Lemma 12.6.2. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.2.6]) For any two radii 0 < r1 < r2 we have

the corresponding equality:

Π̃int,r2,S,Qp{T1,...,Td}

⋂
Π̃[r1,r2],S,Qp{T1,...,Td} = Π̃int,r1,S,Qp{T1,...,Td}. (12.6.5)

Proof. See [KL2, Lemma 5.2.6] and [XT2, Proposition 2.13].

Lemma 12.6.3. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.2.6]) For any two radii 0 < r1 < r2 we have

the corresponding equality:

Π̃int,r2,S,Fp((t)){T1,...,Td}

⋂
Π̃[r1,r2],S,Fp((t)){T1,...,Td} = Π̃int,r1,S,Fp((t)){T1,...,Td}. (12.6.6)

Proof. See [KL2, Lemma 5.2.6] and [XT2, Proposition 2.13].

Lemma 12.6.4. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.2.6]) For general affinoid A as above (over Qp

or Fp((t))) and for any two radii 0 < r1 < r2 we have the corresponding equality:

Π̃int,r2,S,A
⋂

Π̃[r1,r2],S,A = Π̃int,r1,S,A. (12.6.7)
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Proof. See [KL2, Lemma 5.2.6] and [XT2, Proposition 2.14].

Lemma 12.6.5. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.2.10]) For any four radii 0 < r1 < r2 < r3 <

r4 we have the corresponding equality:

Π̃[r1,r3],S,Qp{T1,...,Td}

⋂
Π̃[r2,r4],S,Qp{T1,...,Td} = Π̃[r1,r4],S,Qp{T1,...,Td}. (12.6.8)

Proof. See [KL2, Lemma 5.2.10] and [XT2, Proposition 2.16].

Lemma 12.6.6. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.2.10]) For any four radii 0 < r1 < r2 < r3 <

r4 we have the corresponding equality:

Π̃[r1,r3],S,Fp((t)){T1,...,Td}

⋂
Π̃[r2,r4],S,Fp((t)){T1,...,Td} = Π̃[r1,r4],S,Fp((t)){T1,...,Td}. (12.6.9)

Proof. See [KL2, Lemma 5.2.10] and [XT2, Proposition 2.16].

Lemma 12.6.7. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Lemma 5.2.10]) For any four radii 0 < r1 < r2 < r3 <

r4 we have the corresponding equality:

Π̃[r1,r3],S,A

⋂
Π̃[r2,r4],S,A = Π̃[r1,r4],S,A. (12.6.10)

Proof. See [KL2, Lemma 5.2.10] and [XT2, Proposition 2.17].

Definition 12.6.8. All the Frobenius finite projective, pseudocoherent and fpd modules under

Fk could be defined in the exact same way as in section 12.3. We will not repeat the correspond-

ing definition, but note that we change the notation for R to be just S.

Conjecture 12.6.9. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Consider the corresponding cate-

gories in the following:

A. The corresponding category of all the corresponding locally finite free sheaves over the adic Fargues-

Fontaine curve (associated to {Π̃I,S,Ah}{I⊂(0,∞)}) in the corresponding homotopy Zariski topology from

[BK] and [BBBK] induced by Koszul derived rational localization;

B. The corresponding category of all the corresponding finite projective Fk-sheaves over families of Robba

rings {Π̃I,S,Ah}{I⊂(0,∞)};

C. The corresponding category of all the corresponding finite projective modules over any Robba rings

Π̃I,S,Ah such that the interval I = [r1, r2] satisfies that 0 ≤ r1 ≤ r2/phk.

Then we have that they are actually equivalent.
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Remark 12.6.10. One can apply the corresponding results of [CS] to achieve so as well, which

we believe will be robust as well.

Theorem 12.6.11. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Consider the corresponding categories

in the following:

A. The corresponding category of all the corresponding finite projective Fk-sheaves over families of Robba

rings {Π̃I,S,Ah}{I⊂(0,∞)};

B. The corresponding category of all the corresponding finite projective modules over any Robba rings

Π̃I,S,Ah such that the interval I = [r1, r2] satisfies that 0 ≤ r1 ≤ r2/phk.

Then we have that they are actually equivalent.

Proof. As in the situation in the analytic setting we consider the following argument which will

show the desired result. In our situation we do have the following nice short exact sequences:

0 ////// πkΠ̃I1
⋃

I2 ,S,Ah
////// πkΠ̃I1,S,Ah

⊕
πkΠ̃I2,S,Ah

////// πkΠ̃I1
⋂

I2 ,S,Ah
////// 0, k = 0, 1, ....

We consider a pair of overlapped intervals I1 = [r1, r2], I2 = [s1, s2], and we have the cor-

responding ∞-Robba rings which form a corresponding glueing sequence in the sense [KL1,

Definition 2.7.3]:

0 ////// π0Π̃I1
⋃

I2,S,Ah
////// π0Π̃I1,S,Ah

⊕
π0Π̃I2,S,Ah

////// π0Π̃I1
⋂

I2,S,Ah
////// 0.

Now we consider the corresponding two finite projective module spectra (which admits

retracts from finite free module spectra as in [Lu1, Proposition 7.2.2.7]) M1, M2, M12 over the

rings in the middle and the rightmost position, and assume that they form a corresponding

glueing datum. Then we consider the corresponding presentation diagram for the module

spectra:

L //////

������

L1
⊕

L2

�� ����

////// L12

������
N //////

������

N1
⊕

N2

r1⊕r2

�� ����

////// N12

r12

�� ����
M // //// M1

⊕
M2 // //// M12
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by just taking the corresponding fibers, here N, N1, N2, N12 are the finite free modules and we

have the corresponding retracts r1, r2, r12, but note that the corresponding map r1 ⊕ r2 might

not be a priori a retract. However consider the following commutative diagram:

0

�� ����

0

�� ����
π0F //////

������

π0F1
⊕

π0F2

�� ����

////// π0F12

�� ����
0 ////// π0G //////

������

π0G1
⊕

π0G2

π0(r1)⊕π0(r2)

�� ����

////// π0G12

r12

������

////// 0

0 // //// π0M ////// π0M1
⊕

π0M2

�� ����

////// π0M12

�� ����

////// 0

0 0.

We then consider the corresponding the argument of Kedlaya as in [XT3, Proposition 5.11]

which gives us modification on sections π0s1 and π0s2 of π0r1 and π0r2 respectively such that

we have (with the same notations) the new π0s1 and π0s2 give the coresponding new lifts s1

and s2 whose coproduct actually restricts to M which produce a section for M for the map

N → M, which proves the desired finite projectivity on M. From A to B we just take the

corresponding projection while going back we consider the corresponding binary glueing to

tackle the corresponding interval which cannot be reached by taking Frobenius translations

but could be covered by two ones reachable by taking Frobenius translations. One can actually

derive this on the derived level directly by taking the corresponding lift of the difference of the

base changes of s1 and s2 to the right in Ext0(M12, L12) to Ext0(M1
⊕

M2, L1
⊕

L2) to modify

the corresponding sections s1 and s2 in order to restrict to M, which proves the result by the

argument of Kedlaya as in [XT3, Proposition 5.11].
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Now again we even drop the hypothesis (by using the corresponding techniques in [XT3]

and [XT4]) on the commutativity on A, namely now A could be allowed to be strictly quotient

coming from the free Tate algebras Qp 〈Z1, ..., Zd〉 and Fp((t)) 〈Z1, ..., Zd〉, which we will use

some different notation B to denote this. Note certainly that A is some special case of such B,

therefore now we are going to indeed generalize the discussion above to the noncommutative

setting.

Theorem 12.6.12. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Assume the corresponding Robba rings

with respect to closed intervals are sheafy. Consider the corresponding categories in the following (all

modules are left):

A. The corresponding category of all the corresponding finite locally projective sheaves over the adic

Fargues-Fontaine curve (associated to {Π̃I,S,B}{I⊂(0,∞)}) in the corresponding étale topology;

B. The corresponding category of all the corresponding finite projective Fk-sheaves over families of Robba

rings {Π̃I,S,B}{I⊂(0,∞)};

C. The corresponding category of all the corresponding finite projective modules over any Robba rings

Π̃I,S,B such that the interval I = [r1, r2] satisfies that 0 ≤ r1 ≤ r2/phk.

Then we have that they are actually equivalent.

Proof. This is just parallel [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1], see [XT2, Theorem 4.11]. The corresponding

modules could be regarded as sheaves over the deformed sites as in our previous work [XT3]

and [XT4].

Theorem 12.6.13. (After Kedlaya-Liu [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1]) Consider the corresponding categories

of sheaves over Spa(S, S+)ét in the following (all the modules are bimodules over the corresponding

rings):

A. The corresponding category of all the corresponding finite projective Fk-sheaves over families of Robba

rings {Π̃I,∗,B}{I⊂(0,∞)};

B. The corresponding category of all the corresponding finite projective modules over any Robba rings

Π̃I,∗,B such that the interval I = [r1, r2] satisfies that 0 ≤ r1 ≤ r2/phk;

Then we have that they are actually equivalent.

Proof. Note that in this situation the corresponding space is not even analytic adic space, but

the Robba rings over some certain perfectoid domains are analytic. This is parallel to [KL2,
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Theorem 4.6.1]The proof is the same as the one where ∗ is just a ring R. See [XT2, Theorem

4.11].

12.6.2 Derived Algebraic Geometry of ∞-Period Rings

We now consider the contact with the corresponding algebraic sheaves over the corresponding

schemes associated to the corresponding period rings in [KL1], [KL2] as in [XT1], [XT2], [XT3],

[XT4] along [KL1].

Remark 12.6.14. Certainly we are now dropping the corresponding topology and functional

analyticity. This is motivated by the corresponding discussion on the algebraic quasi-coherent

sheaves over schematic Fargues-Fontaine curves in [KL2].

Setting 12.6.15. A is assumed to be now general Banach (commutative at this moment) over

the base analytic field, and keep R as in the situation before in this section (in the most general

setting we considered so far). Now we apply the whole machinery in [Lu1] to the correspond-

ing ∞-Bambozzi-Kremnizer rings ∗h
R,A attached to the period rings ∗R,A carrying A. Then we

regard ∗h
R,A as a corresponding E1-ring in [Lu1] 3.

Proposition 12.6.16. The corresponding category of all the perfect, almost perfect (after [Lu1, Section

7.2.4], namely pseudocoherent) Fk-equivariant sheaves over the families of ∞-Robba étale ∞-Deligne-

Mumford toposes (SpecΠ̃h
I,R,A,O){I⊂(0,∞)} (as in [Lu2, Chapter 1.4]) is equivalent to the category of

all the perfect, almost perfect (after [Lu1, Section 7.2.4], namely pseudocoherent) Fk-equivariant sheaves

over some ∞-Robba étale ∞-Deligne-Mumford topos (SpecΠ̃h
I,R,A,O) (as in [Lu2, Chapter 1.4]) where

I = [r1, r2] (0 < r1 ≤ r2/phk). Here we need to assume the corresponding conjecture 12.6.21 holds.

Proof. This is actually quite transparent that we just take the corresponding Frobenius transla-

tion to compare the corresponding sheaves.

Proposition 12.6.17. The corresponding category of all the locally finite free (after [Lu1, Section 7.2.2,

7.2.4], namely pseudocoherent and flat) Fk-equivariant sheaves over the families of ∞-Robba étale ∞-

Deligne-Mumford toposes (SpecΠ̃h
I,R,A,O){I⊂(0,∞)} (as in [Lu2, Chapter 1.4]) is equivalent to the cat-

egory of all the locally finite free (after [Lu1, Section 7.2.2, 7.2.4], namely pseudocoherent and flat)

Fk-equivariant sheaves over some ∞-Robba étale ∞-Deligne-Mumford topos (SpecΠ̃h
I,R,A,O) (as in

[Lu2, Chapter 1.4]) where I = [r1, r2] (0 < r1 ≤ r2/phk).
3Note that the original convention of [BK] is cohomological and vanishing in positive degree.
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Proof. This is again actually quite transparent that we just take the corresponding Frobenius

translation to compare the corresponding sheaves.

Example 12.6.18. Everything will be certainly more interesting when we maintain in the corre-

sponding noetherian situation, where we do have the corresponding derived analytic consid-

eration. But since our current goal is to study the corresponding derived algebraic geometry

carrying relative p-adic Hodge structure we will not explicitly mention the corresponding an-

alytic context.

Similarly as what we did in the corresponding derived analytic geometry above, we con-

sider the corresponding contact with [GV] in the derived algebraic geometric setting. We keep

the notation as above. Then we have the following results with the same arguments as in the

above on derived deformation of Hodge structures (note that this is more related to the non-

derived situation):

Proposition 12.6.19. The corresponding category of all the perfect, almost perfect (after [Lu1, Section

7.2.4], namely pseudocoherent) Fk-equivariant sheaves over the families of ∞-Robba étale ∞-Deligne-

Mumford toposes (SpecΠ̃I,R,Ah ,O){I⊂(0,∞)} (as in [Lu2, Chapter 1.4]) is equivalent to the category of

all the perfect, almost perfect (after [Lu1, Section 7.2.4], namely pseudocoherent) Fk-equivariant sheaves

over some ∞-Robba étale ∞-Deligne-Mumford topos (SpecΠ̃I,R,Ah ,O) (as in [Lu2, Chapter 1.4]) where

I = [r1, r2] (0 < r1 ≤ r2/phk). Here we need to assume the corresponding conjecture 12.6.21 holds.

Proposition 12.6.20. The corresponding category of all the locally finite free (after [Lu1, Section 7.2.2,

7.2.4], namely pseudocoherent and flat) Fk-equivariant sheaves over the families of ∞-Robba étale ∞-

Deligne-Mumford toposes (SpecΠ̃I,R,Ah ,O){I⊂(0,∞)} (as in [Lu2, Chapter 1.4]) is equivalent to the

category of all the locally finite free (after [Lu1, Section 7.2.2, 7.2.4], namely pseudocoherent and flat)

Fk-equivariant sheaves over some ∞-Robba étale ∞-Deligne-Mumford topos (SpecΠ̃I,R,Ah ,O) (as in

[Lu2, Chapter 1.4]) where I = [r1, r2] (0 < r1 ≤ r2/phk).

The following is expected to hold in full generality.

Conjecture 12.6.21. In the two settings in this subsection above, we conjecture that the corresponding

descent holds (along binary rational coverings) for perfect, almost perfect and finite projective modules

(which will allow us to compare sheaves and the global sections) in the noetherian situation.
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Remark 12.6.22. In fact we believe that this is a direct consequence (in the Huber ring setting)

after we apply the results of [CS, Theorem 14.9, Remark 14.10] since we are in the noetherian

setting.

Remark 12.6.23. The corresponding descent could happen when we have the noetherianness,

where the corresponding rational localization is actually automatically flat, which will imply

that one can certainly glue coherent sheaves in our situation, see [KL1, Theorem 1.3.9]. Beyond

the corresponding noetherianness it might be not safe to conjecture so. One can also use [CS]

to tackle this in the corresponding context of even general ∞-quasi-coherent sheaves, and be-

yond the corresponding noetherian situation purely algebraic definition will be very hard to

control (where we think we have to definitely replace the purely algebraic consideration with

the corresponding consideration in [CS] or [BK]).

This chapter is based on the following paper, where the author of this dissertation is the

main author:

• Tong, Xin. "Topics on Geometric and Representation Theoretic Aspects of Period Rings I."

arXiv preprint arXiv:2102.10693 (2021).
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Chapter 13

Topologization and Functional

Analytification I: Intrinsic Morphisms

of Commutative Algebras
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13.1 Introduction

13.1.1 Main Consideration

Scholze’s diamond [Sch2] is actually very general notion beyond the corresponding perfec-

toid spaces, partially because it contains the corresponding diamantine spaces after Hansen-

Kedlaya [HK]. This point of view certainly gives the motivation for this notion from Hansen-

Kedlaya. Therefore one could regard to some extent diamantine spaces as giving some (maybe

better to say more ring theoretic) analogs of the corresponding Scholze’s diamonds [Sch2] [FS],

moreover they behave as if they are perfectoid spaces [Sch3], [KL1], [KL2], [Ked1] and [GR].

Similar discussion could be made to sousperfectoid space, which should be more ’perfectoid’

generalization.

Hansen-Kedlaya [HK] have given the definition of naive étale morphisms among any Tate

Huber pairs namely these are locally composites of the rational localizations and finite étale

morphisms (very importantly with strongly sheafy domains and targets). This is because one

definitely believes that correct notion of étale morphism should admit such admissible decom-

position and factorization. However what should be the correct intrinsic one has not been given

in full detail yet. In the significant strongly sheafy situation, we are going to try to answer this

question as proposed in [Ked1, Appendix 5]. In this paper, we try to study the corresponding

properties of the corresponding naive étale morphisms along the ideas of [Ked1, Appendix 5]

and [HK]. The goal is to accurately characterize the corresponding naive étale morphisms in

some intrinsic way.

Sheafiness plays a very crucial role in the discussion above. However suppose we do not

have to worry about the sheafiness at all (in fact in some sense we really do not have to worry

about this at all by the work of Clausen-Scholze [CS] and Bambozzi-Kremnizer [BK]), then one

might want to believe that the robust definitions could be made even more robust. Therefore we

investigate the corresponding morphisms of the corresponding ring objects where sheafiness

could be replaced by ∞-sheafiness (namely sheafiness up to higher homotopy) after [BBBK] and

[BK]. One should be able to consider Clausen-Scholze’s foundation [CS] as well, however we

will mainly focus on the ∞-locally convex objects in [BBBK] and [BK], as in the corresponding
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schematic situation in [Lu1], [Lu2], [TV1] and [TV2]. We consider the corresponding interesting

approaches through the corresponding formal and PD completions just as in the ∞-schematic

situation in [R] which is very related to the corresponding Drinfeld’s stacky construction [Dr1]

and [Dr2] by using the Čech-Alexander complex on the corresponding crystalline cohomology

and prismatic cohomology.

The current list of definitions will be established for discrete E∞-ring objects and E∞-ring

objects in suitable locally convex ∞-categories after after Bambozzi-Ben-Bassat-Kremnizer [BBBK]:

D1. Localized intrinsic étale morphisms of open mapping Huber rings;

D2. Localized intrinsic étale morphisms of open mapping adic Banach rings;

D3. Localized intrinsic lisse morphisms of open mapping Huber rings;

D4. Localized intrinsic lisse morphisms of open mapping adic Banach rings;

D5. Localized intrinsic non-ramifié morphisms of open mapping Huber rings;

D6. Localized intrinsic non-ramifié morphisms of open mapping adic Banach rings;

∞1. De Rham intrinsic étale-like morphisms of ∞-analytic functors;

∞2. De Rham intrinsic lisse-like morphisms of ∞-analytic functors;

∞3. De Rham intrinsic non-ramifié-like morphisms of ∞-analytic functors;

∞4. PD (crystalline) intrinsic étale-like morphisms of ∞-analytic functors;

∞5. PD (crystalline) intrinsic lisse-like morphisms of ∞-analytic functors;

∞6. PD (crystalline) intrinsic non-ramifié-like morphisms of ∞-analytic functors.

Certainly for general locally convex spaces producing nice ring structures we really have

to be very precise and accurate in any sorts of characterization. However we have not unfor-

tunately achieve this due to some very subtle issues, mainly coming from the corresponding

issues in very general functional analytification. That being otherwise all said, we still actu-

ally could literally talk about the desired definitions for simplicial noetherian Banach rings in

certain situations.
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13.1.2 Further Consideration

Our ultimate goal is certainly to study the corresponding geometric sites (étale, pro-étale, crys-

talline and prismatic [SGAIV],[Gro1],[Sch1],[Sch2],[Sch3],[KL1],[KL2],

[Ked1],[BS],[Dr1],[Dr2]) and the corresponding cohomologies (étale, pro-étale, crystalline and

prismatic) for really general ∞-analytic spaces (possibly also noncommutative analogs of those

in [KR1]) over F1 and try to apply to the locally noetherian situations, the strongly noethe-

rian situations (such as in [G1], [GL]), the strongly sheafy situations under the foundation of

∞-locally convex spaces (as in [HK], [KL1] and more general situations), although our very

beginning corresponding motivation for this article is an attempt to answer some questions in

[Ked1, Appendix A5].
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13.2 Affinoid Morphisms of Huber Rings

We start with the discussion on the corresponding intrinsic definition of étale morphisms.

Setting 13.2.1. We start with an analytic uniform Huber pair (A, A+). And we will consider

the category of all such rings. We assume the corresponding completeness for the Huber pairs.

Definition 13.2.2. (Hansen-Kedlaya [HK, Definition 5.1]) We call a map of Huber rings (A, A+)→

(B, B+) naive étale after [HK, Definition 5.1] if it admit a factorization into rational localiza-

tions and finite étale morphisms. Here we assume (A, A+) is strong sheafy and we assume

that (B, B+) is strongly sheafy. 1

Definition 13.2.3. (Kedlaya [Ked1, Definition A5.2]) Recall from [Ked1, Definition A5.2], we

have the corresponding affinoid morphism from any strongly sheafy Huber ring A, namely a

morphism A→ B, such that B admits some surjective covering from A 〈T1, ..., Td〉 and through

this map we have that B is a stably-pseudocoherent sheaf over A 〈T1, ..., Td〉 and the correspond-

ing ring B is assumed to be sheafy 2.

The belief (as proposed in [Ked1, Problem A5.3, Problem A5.4]) is that somehow the cor-

responding affinoid morphisms in the definition should be directly used in the corresponding

definitions of lisse morphisms and unramified morphisms, as well as certainly the étale mor-

phisms. To investigate this kind of idea, we are going to first investigate the corresponding

naive étale morphisms along this idea.

Lemma 13.2.4. Let f1 : Γ1 → Γ2 and f2 : Γ2 → Γ3 be two affinoid morphisms, then the composition

f2 ◦ f1 is also affinoid.

Proof. Straightforward.
1Certainly one needs to be careful since we are now considering more general context than [HK] without assum-

ing the corresponding Tateness.
2Cetainly one needs to be more careful since this is also slightly different from the original definition [Ked1,

Definition A5.2], thanks Professor Kedlaya for telling me this should be better. We want to mention that this is a

quite subtle point around the sheafiness (see [Ked1, Theorem 1.4.20]), the point here is that we do not know the

kernel of an affinoid morphism is closed or not, if it is closed then we could keep the knowledge that B being

stably-pseudocoherent is equivalent to B being sheafy. However if this is not closed, then we do not have this sort

of equivalence to our knowledge.
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Lemma 13.2.5. (Kedlaya) For any standard binary rational localization of A with respect to f , g ∈ A,

suppose we know that there are two surjective morphisms:

s1 : A

〈
f

g

〉
〈T1, ..., Tn〉 → B

〈
f

g

〉
, (13.2.1)

s2 : A

〈
g

f

〉
〈T1, ..., Tn〉 → B

〈
g

f

〉
. (13.2.2)

Then we have that there is a surjective morphism:

s : A 〈T1, ..., Tn′〉 → B. (13.2.3)

Proof. The following argument is due to Kedlaya 1, we work out it for the convenience of the

readers. First, we have the following short exact sequence:

0 // //// B ////// B
〈

f
g

〉⊕
B
〈

g
f

〉
////// B
〈

f
g , g

f

〉
// //// 0.

Take any b ∈ B, and use the notation (b1, b2) for the image in the middle. By the surjectivity of

the maps s1, s2 we have that there exist some element a1 ∈ A
〈

f
g

〉
〈T1, ..., Tn〉 and some element

a2 ∈ A
〈

f
g

〉
〈T1, ..., Tn〉 such that we have:

s1(a1) = b1, (13.2.4)

s2(a2) = b2. (13.2.5)

With more explicit expression we have the following:

s1( ∑
i1,...,in

∑
i

ai,i1,...,in

1 uiTi1
1 ...Tin

n ) = ∑
i

bi
1ui, (13.2.6)

s2( ∑
i1,...,in

∑
i

ai,i1,...,in
2 viTi1

1 ...Tin
n ) = ∑

i

bi
2vi, (13.2.7)

under the corresponding presentations up to liftings:

B

〈
f

g

〉
= B 〈u〉 /(gu− f ), (13.2.8)

B

〈
g

f

〉
= B 〈v〉 /( f v− g). (13.2.9)

(13.2.10)

111Thanks Professor Kedlaya for mentioning the similarity of this to the corresponding locality of morphisms of

finite type as in Grothendieck’s EGA I and II.
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Then to finish we only have to take some finite sum in the summation to make approxima-

tion. We first claim that such finite sum approximation and modification will not change the

corresponding surjectivity of the map s1 and s2. Namely for each k = 1, 2 the map sk will

maintain surjective once we modify the image of T1, ..., Tn infinitesimally around some neigh-

bourhood U of 0, in other words it will maintain to be surjective even if we set sk(T1), ..., sk(Tn)

to be x1, ..., xn whenever x1 − sk(T1), ..., xn − sk(Tn) lives in the neighbourhood U, and more-

over we have that the corresponding modification could be assumed to take Ti to xi with

i = 1, ..., n. By open mapping, we have that the corresponding lifts of the corresponding

differences x1 − sk(T1), ..., xn − sk(Tn) could be made to be living in some arbitrarily chosen

neighbourhood V of 0. Then we only have to consider the following map factoring through the

corresponding map sk:

h : Ak 〈T1, ..., Tn〉 → Ak 〈T1, ..., Tn〉 (13.2.11)

Ti 7→ Ti + lifts of xi − sk(Tk) (13.2.12)

where A1 is the ring A
〈

f
g

〉
while we have A2 is the ring A

〈
g
f

〉
, which basically proves the

claim. Then this will indicate that one can find some joint finite subset T := {T1, ..., Tn′} for

B
〈

f
g

〉
and B

〈
f
g

〉
such that the modified

s1 : A

〈
f

g

〉
〈T1, ..., Tn′〉 → B

〈
f

g

〉
, (13.2.13)

s2 : A

〈
g

f

〉
〈T1, ..., Tn′〉 → B

〈
g

f

〉
, (13.2.14)

are basically surjective and they fit into the following commutative diagram:

0 ////// A
〈

T1 , ..., Tn′
〉

������

////// A
〈

f
g

〉 〈
T1 , ..., Tn′

〉⊕
A
〈

g
f

〉 〈
T1, ..., Tn′

〉

�� ����

////// A
〈

f
g , g

f

〉 〈
T1 , ..., Tn′

〉

������

////// 0

0 ////// B // //// B
〈

f
g

〉⊕
B
〈

g
f

〉 // //// B
〈

f
g , g

f

〉 ////// 0,

where the middle and the rightmost vertical arrows are surjective. Then claim is then that the

left vertical one is also surjective. The kernels K1 ⊕ K2 in the middle is mapped surjectively to

the kernel K12 of the rightmost vertical map. So the snake lemma will force the cokernel of the

left vertical arrow to be zero which shows the corresponding exactness at the corresponding
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location ? in the following commutative diagram:

0

�� ����

0

�� ����

0

������
0 ////// K

�� ����

////// K1
⊕

K2

�� ����

////// K12

������

//////

0 ////// A
〈

T1 , ..., Tn′
〉

�� ����

////// A
〈

f
g

〉 〈
T1 , ..., Tn′

〉⊕
A
〈

g
f

〉 〈
T1 , ..., Tn′

〉

�� ����

////// A
〈

f
g , g

f

〉 〈
T1 , ..., Tn′

〉

������

////// 0

0 ////// B

?

������

////// B
〈

f
g

〉⊕
B
〈

g
f

〉

�� ����

////// B
〈

f
g , g

f

〉

������

////// 0

0 0 0

where K1, K2, K12 are pseudocoherent, which implies that the corresponding module K is also

pseudocoherent.

Proposition 13.2.6. Any naive étale morphism is affinoid.

Proof. First let f : (A, A+) → (B, B+) be any naive étale morphism. Then locally this is ba-

sically composition of the corresponding rational localizations and finite étale maps. Locally

rational localizations involved are actually affinoid, and locally the corresponding finite étale

maps from strongly sheafy rings will have strongly sheafy target, which will imply that locally

finite étale maps are affinoid. Then this could be globalized to force the global map f to be

affinoid. The properties of factoring through a surjection globally could be proved by glueing

local ones through lemma 13.3.6, by considering [KL1, Proposition 2.4.20]. And globally the

corresponding ring B is stably-pseudocoherent over A 〈T1, ..., Tn〉 for some n since this is a local

property.
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Therefore we have proved that the corresponding étale maps in the corresponding naive

sense is actually affinoid in the above sense. Therefore it is now natural to try to find the

corresponding properties which may completely characterize the corresponding naive étale

morphisms which are affinoid.

Certainly we may have the corresponding conjectures that all the naive étale morphisms

will satisfy the corresponding properties of algebraically étale ones (such as in [EGAIV4, Chapitre

17], [SP, Tag 00U1]). We now discuss the corresponding completed cotangent complex after

Huber [Hu1, 1.6.2]. Recall for our current B the corresponding completed differential Ω1
B/A,topo

(see [Hu1, 1.6.2] for the construction for any f -adic rings in the noetherian setting). Therefore

we consider the corresponding topological naive cotangent complex:

τ≤1LB/A,topo (13.2.15)

for any naive étale map f : (A, A+) → (B, B+). We now discuss the construction without the

corresponding strongly noetherian requirement in our current situation. First we know that B

is of topologically finite type over A:

B = A 〈X1, ..., Xn〉T1,...,Tn
/I. (13.2.16)

Then we could first define the topological free differentials:

Ω1 := A 〈X1, ..., Xn〉T1,...,Tn
dX1 + ... + A 〈X1, ..., Xn〉T1,...,Tn

dXn. (13.2.17)

Then we have:

Ω1
B/A,topo := Ω1/(I

⋃
d(I))Ω1. (13.2.18)

Here everything is assumed to be basically complete with respect to the corresponding

natural topology. Namely we need to take the corresponding completion always with respect

to the corresponding induced topology. Certainly here Ω1 is already complete due to the fact

that it is finitely projective. Recall that a map f : Γ1 → Γ2 is called étale in the scheme theory

if the naive cotangent complex (truncated and could be regarded as an ∞-module spectrum) is

quasi-isomorphic to zero. The corresponding underlying complex reads:

[I/I2 ////// Ω1
Γ2/Γ1,topo].
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In the situation where we consider A → B is affinoid, the corresponding ideal I is actually

stably-pseudocoherent over A 〈X1, ..., Xn〉. It is peudocoherent by the corresponding two out

of three property. The stability holds locally, so we have the case. And if the morphism if

furthermore naive étale then we have I/I2 is also stably-pseudocoherent, see lemma 13.4.8.

Remark 13.2.7. Note that we are considering the very general and complicated non-noetherian

situation, modules will need to be endowed with the natural topology and complete, although

finite projective modules are complete automatically. This will have nontrivial things to do

with the corresponding definition of Ω1
B/A,topo.

One can actually generalize the corresponding full cotangent complexes and derived de

Rham complexes to this topological context following [III1], [III2] and [B1]. First for the cor-

responding topological cotangent complex we consider the following definition (note that we

have to assume the corresponding topologically finite type condition). We start with the corre-

sponding algebraic ones for Bh = A[X1, ..., Xn]T1,...,Tn/I, under the topologization we have the

corresponding derived cotangent complex:

LBh/A,alg, (13.2.19)

by taking the usual algebraic one. Then we take the corresponding completion with respect to

the corresponding topologization which gives rise to the following topological one:

LB/A,topo. (13.2.20)

We define the corresponding de Rham complex in the following parallel way. What is

happen is that consider the presentation Bh = A[X1, ..., Xn]T1,...,Tn/I which gives rise to the

corresponding algebraic de Rham complex:

0 ////// Bh // //// Ω1
Bh/A,alg

////// Ω2
Bh/A,alg

////// ... ////// Ω•
Bh/A,alg

// //// ...,

which will give rise to the corresponding topological one if we take the corresponding comple-

tion induced from the subset T1, ..., Tn:

0 // //// B // //// Ω1
Bh/A,topo

////// Ω2
Bh/A,topo

////// ... // //// Ω•
Bh/A,topo

////// ....

From our construction for Ω1
Bh/A,topo, one can actually define:

Ω
•,f
Bh/A,topo :=

⊕

i1,...,i•∈{1,...,n}

A 〈X1, ..., Xn〉T1,...,Tn
dXi1 ∧ dXi2 ∧ ...∧ dXi• (13.2.21)
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and then define:

Ω•B/A,topo :=


 ⊕

i1,...,i•∈{1,...,n}

A 〈X1, ..., Xn〉T1,...,Tn
dXi1 ∧ dXi2 ∧ ...∧ dXi•


 / (13.2.22)


(I

⋃
dI
⋃

d• I)
⊕

i1,...,i•∈{1,...,n}

A 〈X1, ..., Xn〉T1,...,Tn
dXi1 ∧ dXi2 ∧ ...∧ dXi•


 , (13.2.23)

after taking suitable completion when needed 1.

111As in [B1] and [GL] where one takes the corresponding derived p-completion out from the algebraic cotangent

complex and the corresponding derived algebraic de Rham complex.
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13.3 Affinoid Morphisms of Banach Rings

We now consider the parallel situation of Banach rings.

Setting 13.3.1. We start with a uniform adic Banach ring (A, A+) in the general sense of [KL1]

and [KL2] (without assumption on the topologically nilpotent units being existing, but we

assume this is open mapping). And we will consider the category of all such rings. We assume

the corresponding completeness as well.

Definition 13.3.2. (Hansen-Kedlaya [HK, Definition 5.1]) We call a map of adic Banach rings

(A, A+) → (B, B+) naive étale after [HK, Definition 5.1] if it admit a factorization into rational

localizations and finite étale morphisms. Here we assume (A, A+) is strong sheafy and we

assume that (B, B+) is sheafy.

Remark 13.3.3. Certainly this is in more general situation than the corresponding context of

[HK].

Definition 13.3.4. (Kedlaya [Ked1, Definition A5.2]) Recall from [Ked1, Definition A5.2], we

have the corresponding affinoid morphism from any strongly sheafy adic Banach ring A, namely

a morphism A → B, such that B admits some surjective covering from A 〈T1, ..., Td〉 and

through this map we have that B is a stably-pseudocoherent sheaf over A 〈T1, ..., Td〉 and we

assume that (B, B+) is strongly sheafy.

Remark 13.3.5. Of course the corresponding foundation is not the same but parallel to such

situation we are considering now, however it is definitely reasonable and parallel to follow

[Ked1, Appendix A5] to give the definition here.

The belief (as proposed in [Ked1, Problem A5.3, Problem A5.4]) is that somehow the cor-

responding affinoid morphisms in the definition should be directly used in the corresponding

definitions of lisse morphisms and unramified morphisms, as well as certainly the étale mor-

phisms. To investigate this kind of idea, we are going to first investigate the corresponding

naive étale morphisms along this idea.

Lemma 13.3.6. (Kedlaya) For any standard binary rational localization of A with respect to f , g ∈ A,
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suppose we know that there are two surjective morphisms:

s1 : A

〈
f

g

〉
〈T1, ..., Tn〉 → B

〈
f

g

〉
, (13.3.1)

s2 : A

〈
g

f

〉
〈T1, ..., Tn〉 → B

〈
g

f

〉
. (13.3.2)

Then we have that there is a surjective morphism:

s : A 〈T1, ..., Tn′〉 → B. (13.3.3)

Proof. The following argument is due to Kedlaya, we work out it for the convenience of the

readers. And this is the corresponding Banach analog of corresponding parallel result in the

Huber ring situation. First, we have the following short exact sequence:

0 ////// B ////// B
〈

f
g

〉⊕
B
〈

g
f

〉
////// B
〈

f
g , g

f

〉
// //// 0.

Take any b ∈ B, and use the notation (b1, b2) for the image in the middle. By the surjectivity of

the maps s1, s2 we have that there exist some element a1 ∈ A
〈

f
g

〉
〈T1, ..., Tn〉 and some element

a2 ∈ A
〈

f
g

〉
〈T1, ..., Tn〉 such that we have:

s1(a1) = b1, (13.3.4)

s2(a2) = b2. (13.3.5)

With more explicit expression we have the following:

s1( ∑
i1,...,in

∑
i

ai,i1,...,in

1 uiTi1
1 ...Tin

n ) = ∑
i

bi
1ui, (13.3.6)

s2( ∑
i1,...,in

∑
i

ai,i1,...,in
2 viTi1

1 ...Tin
n ) = ∑

i

bi
2vi, (13.3.7)

under the corresponding presentations up to liftings:

B

〈
f

g

〉
= B 〈u〉 /(gu− f ), (13.3.8)

B

〈
g

f

〉
= B 〈v〉 /( f v− g). (13.3.9)

(13.3.10)

Then to finish we only have to take some finite sum in the summation to make approximation.

We first claim that such finite sum approximation and modification will not change the corre-

sponding surjectivity of the map s1 and s2. Namely for each k = 1, 2 the map sk will maintain
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surjective once we modify the image of T1, ..., Tn infinitesimally around some neighbourhood

U of 0, in other words it will maintain to be surjective even if we set sk(T1), ..., sk(Tn) to be

x1, ..., xn whenever ‖x1 − sk(T1)‖ ≤ δ, ..., ‖xn − sk(Tn)‖ ≤ δ for some prescribed constant δ < 1

and moreover we have that the corresponding modification could be assumed to take Ti to xi

with i = 1, ..., n. By open mapping in this current context, we have that the corresponding lifts

of the corresponding differences x1 − sk(T1), ..., xn − sk(Tn) could be made to be living in some

arbitrarily chosen neighbourhood V of 0 namely, we can find lifts y1, ..., yn of these differences

such that

‖y1‖ < 1, ..., ‖yn‖ < 1. (13.3.11)

Then we only have to consider the following map factors through the corresponding map sk:

h : Ak 〈T1, ..., Tn〉 → Ak 〈T1, ..., Tn〉 (13.3.12)

Ti 7→ Ti + lifts of xi − sk(Tk) (13.3.13)

where A1 is the ring A
〈

f
g

〉
while we have A2 is the ring A

〈
g
f

〉
, which basically proves the

claim. Then this will indicate that one can find some joint finite subset T := {T1, ..., Tn′} for

B
〈

f
g

〉
and B

〈
f
g

〉
such that the modified

s1 : A

〈
f

g

〉
〈T1, ..., Tn′〉 → B

〈
f

g

〉
, (13.3.14)

s2 : A

〈
g

f

〉
〈T1, ..., Tn′〉 → B

〈
g

f

〉
, (13.3.15)

are basically surjective and they fit into the following commutative diagram:

0 ////// A
〈

T1 , ..., Tn′
〉

������

////// A
〈

f
g

〉 〈
T1 , ..., Tn′

〉⊕
A
〈

g
f

〉 〈
T1, ..., Tn′

〉

�� ����

////// A
〈

f
g , g

f

〉 〈
T1 , ..., Tn′

〉

������

////// 0

0 ////// B // //// B
〈

f
g

〉⊕
B
〈

g
f

〉 // //// B
〈

f
g , g

f

〉 ////// 0,

where the middle and the rightmost vertical arrows are surjective. Then claim is then that the

left vertical one is also surjective. The kernels K1 ⊕ K2 in the middle is mapped surjectively to

the kernel K12 of the rightmost vertical map. So the snake lemma will force the cokernel of the

left vertical arrow to be zero which shows the corresponding exactness at the corresponding
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location ? in the following commutative diagram:

0

�� ����

0

�� ����

0

������
0 ////// K

�� ����

////// K1
⊕

K2

�� ����

////// K12

������

//////

0 ////// A
〈

T1 , ..., Tn′
〉

�� ����

////// A
〈

f
g

〉 〈
T1 , ..., Tn′

〉⊕
A
〈

g
f

〉 〈
T1 , ..., Tn′

〉

�� ����

////// A
〈

f
g , g

f

〉 〈
T1 , ..., Tn′

〉

������

////// 0

0 ////// B

?

������

////// B
〈

f
g

〉⊕
B
〈

g
f

〉

�� ����

////// B
〈

f
g , g

f

〉

������

////// 0

0 0 0

where K1, K2, K12 are pseudocoherent, which implies that the corresponding module K is also

pseudocoherent.

Lemma 13.3.7. Let f1 : Γ1 → Γ2 and f2 : Γ2 → Γ3 be two affinoid morphisms, then the composition

f2 ◦ f1 is also affinoid.

Proof. Straightforward.

Proposition 13.3.8. Any naive étale morphism is affinoid.

Proof. See proposition 13.3.8.

Therefore as in the corresponding Huber pair situation, we have proved that the corre-

sponding étale maps in the corresponding naive sense is actually affinoid in the above sense.

Therefore it is now natural to try to find the corresponding properties which may completely

characterize the corresponding naive étale morphisms which are affinoid.

773



Certainly we may have the corresponding conjectures that all the naive étale morphisms

will satisfy the corresponding properties of algebraically étale ones (such as in [EGAIV4, Chapitre

17], [SP, Tag 00U1]). We now discuss the corresponding Banach completed cotangent complex

after Huber [Hu1, 1.6.2]. Recall for our current B the corresponding completed differential

Ω1
B/A,topo (see [Hu1, 1.6.2] for the construction for any f -adic rings). Certainly in the context

of adic Banach rings we have the parallel completed version of the differentials by taking Ba-

nach completion, which is in some trival way the current situation. Therefore we consider the

corresponding topological naive cotangent complex:

τ≤1LB/A,topo (13.3.16)

for any naive étale map f : (A, A+) → (B, B+). We consider the construction without the

corresponding strongly noetherian requirement in our current situation. First we know that B

is of topologically finite type over A:

B = A 〈X1, ..., Xn〉T1,...,Tn
/I. (13.3.17)

Then we could first define the Banach free differentials:

Ω1 := A 〈X1, ..., Xn〉T1,...,Tn
dX1 + ... + A 〈X1, ..., Xn〉T1,...,Tn

dXn. (13.3.18)

Then we have:

Ω1
B/A,topo := Ω1/(I

⋃
d(I))Ω1. (13.3.19)

Here everything is assumed to be basically complete with respect to the corresponding

natural topology. Namely we need to take the corresponding completion always with respect

to the corresponding induced norms. Certainly here Ω1 is already complete due to the fact that

it is finitely projective. Recall that a map f : Γ1 → Γ2 is called étale in the scheme theory if

the naive cotangent complex (truncated and could be regarded as an ∞-module spectrum) is

quasi-isomorphic to zero. The corresponding underlying complex reads:

[I/I2 // //// Ω1
Γ2/Γ1,topo].

In the situation where we consider A → B is affinoid, the corresponding ideal I is actually

stably-pseudocoherent over A 〈T1, ..., Tn〉. It is peudocoherent by the corresponding two out

of three property. The stability holds locally, so we have the case. And if the morphism if

furthermore naive étale then we have I/I2 is also stably-pseudocoherent, see lemma 13.4.8.
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Remark 13.3.9. Note that we are considering the very general and complicated non-noetherian

situation, modules will need to be endowed with the natural topology coming from the Banach

structures on the Banach rings and complete, although in this situation as well finite projective

modules are complete automatically. This will have nontrivial things to do with the corre-

sponding definition of Ω1
B/A,topo.

In the Banach world, one can actually generalize the corresponding full cotangent com-

plexes and de Rham complex to this context. First for the corresponding topological cotangent

complex we consider the following definition (note that we have to assume the correspond-

ing topologically finite type condition). We start with the corresponding algebraic ones for

Bh = A[X1, ..., Xn]T1,...,Tn/I, under the topologization we have the corresponding derived cotan-

gent complex:

LBh/A,alg, (13.3.20)

by taking the usual algebraic one. Then we take the corresponding completion with respect to

the corresponding topologization which gives rise to the following topological one:

LB/A,topo. (13.3.21)

We define the corresponding de Rham complex in the following way parallely. What is

happen is that consider the presentation Bh = A[X1, ..., Xn]T1,...,Tn/I which gives rise to the

corresponding algebraic de Rham complex:

0 ////// Bh // //// Ω1
Bh/A,alg

////// Ω2
Bh/A,alg

////// ... ////// Ω•
Bh/A,alg

// //// ...,

which will give rise to the corresponding topological one if we take the corresponding comple-

tion under (‖.‖, Ban) induced from the subset T1, ..., Tn:

0 ////// Bh
‖.‖,Ban

// //// Ω1
Bh/A,alg,‖.‖,Ban

////// Ω2
Bh/A,alg,‖.‖,Ban

// //// ... ////// Ω•
Bh/A,alg,‖.‖,Ban

////// ,

0 ////// B // //// Ω1
Bh/A,topo

////// Ω2
Bh/A,topo

////// ... ////// Ω•
Bh/A,topo

////// .

From our construction for Ω1
Bh/A,topo, one can actually define:

Ω
•,f
Bh/A,topo :=

⊕

i1,...,i•∈{1,...,n}

A 〈X1, ..., Xn〉T1,...,Tn
dXi1 ∧ dXi2 ∧ ...∧ dXi• (13.3.22)
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and then define:

Ω•B/A,topo :=


 ⊕

i1,...,i•∈{1,...,n}

A 〈X1, ..., Xn〉T1,...,Tn
dXi1 ∧ dXi2 ∧ ...∧ dXi•


 / (13.3.23)


(I

⋃
dI
⋃

d• I)
⊕

i1,...,i•∈{1,...,n}

A 〈X1, ..., Xn〉T1,...,Tn
dXi1 ∧ dXi2 ∧ ...∧ dXi•


 , (13.3.24)

after taking suitable completion under Banach norms when needed. One can also follow the

construction in [III1], [III2], [B1] and [GL] to first consider the corresponding polynomial reso-

lution P• for B, then consider the corresponding algebraic derived de Rham complex Ω∗P•/A,alg,

then take the corresponding Banach completion to produce the corresponding topological one

Ω∗P•/A,topo. Then as in [III1], [III2], [GL] and [B1] around analytic derived p-adic de Rham com-

plex we can take the corresponding suitable derived filtered completion to get the complex

Ω̂•B/A,topo (certainly we need to consider Banach version of some filtered derived category of

simplicial Banach rings). In the pro-étale site theoretic setting for rigid spaces (namely the cor-

responding p-complete context) this recovers the corresponding construction in [GL]. Recall

in [GL] the corresponding analytic derived p-adic de Rham complex is constructed by first

define the integral version Ω•B0/A0,topo, and then take the colimit throughout all such rings of

definition, and invert p, and then take the filtered completion.

Remark 13.3.10. Certainly after this previous discussion we can construct the corresponding

Banach derived de Rham complex, Banach cotangent complex and Banach André-Quillen ho-

mology for any morphism A → B of Banach rings admissible in our situation. Recall from

[III1], [III2], [B1] we have the corresponding algebraic p-adic derived cotangent complex:

Ω1
A[B]•/A ⊗A[B]• B (13.3.25)

where A[B]• is just the corresponding standard cofibrant replacement (in the topology theoretic

language) of B/A. Then we take the corresponding derived completion 3 under the induced

norm to achieve the corresponding topological one:

LB/A,topo := (Ω1
A[B]•/A ⊗A[B]• B)∧‖.‖. (13.3.26)

3The derived completion in our Banach situation is the derived Banach completion which for instance could hap-

pen by using the ’completion’ functor from Simp(Ind(NormSets)) to Simp(Ind(BanachSets)) literally in [BBBK].
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We have the corresponding algebraic p-adic derived de Rham complex:

Ω•A[B]•/A (13.3.27)

where A[B]• is just the corresponding standard cofibrant replacement (in the topology theoretic

language) of B/A. Then we take the corresponding completion under the induced norm to

achieve the corresponding topological one:

dRB/A,topo := (Ω•A[B]•/A)
∧
‖.‖, (13.3.28)

carrying certain filtration Fil∗dRB/A,topo
, which allows one take the corresponding filtered comple-

tion to achieve the corresponding final object:

dR∧B/A,topo := (Ω•A[B]•/A)
∧
‖.‖,Fil∗dRB/A,topo

. (13.3.29)
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13.4 Naive Étale Morphisms and Intrinsic Étale Morphisms

As discussed above we now study the corresponding properties of naive étale morphisms aim-

ing at the corresponding characterization of the corresponding correct definitions of intrinsic

étale morphisms. We now assume the corresponding analyticity of the adic rings.

Lemma 13.4.1. Let f : (A, A+) → (B, B+) be any rational localization map. Then we have that B is

of topologically finite type.

Proof. Straightforward.

Lemma 13.4.2. Let f : (A, A+) → (B, B+) be any rational localization map. Then we have that B is

affinoid over A in the sense definition 13.3.4.

Proof. See the proof of proposition 13.3.8.

Lemma 13.4.3. Let f : (A, A+)→ (B, B+) be any rational localization map. Then we have

τ≤1LB/A,topo (13.4.1)

is quasi-isomorphic to zero.

Proof. It suffices to reduce to standard binary localization such as simple Laurent or balanced

localization, where we give a proof in the case of simple Laurent one:

A→ A{T}/(T − f ) (13.4.2)

for some f ∈ A. Then we have that actually the corresponding topological cotangent complex

will be the corresponding completion of the corresponding algebraic ones (see [Hu1, Proposi-

tion 1.6.3]). The corresponding quasi-isomorphism could be defined directly. One just consid-

ers the following algebraic differential map:

I = (T − f )→ A[T]/(T − f )dT (13.4.3)

(13.4.4)

which is actually surjective since for any:

∑
i≥0

aiT
i + g(T)(T − f )dT ∈ A[T]/(T − f )dT (13.4.5)
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one takes the corresponding integration of:

∫ T

f
∑
i≥0

aiT
i + g(T)(T − f )dT (13.4.6)

=
∫ T

f
∑
i≥0

aiT
i + (∑

i≥0
giT

i)(T − f )dT (13.4.7)

=
∫ T

f
∑
i≥0

aiT
i +

∫ T

f
(∑

i≥0
giT

i)(T − f )dT (13.4.8)

=
∫ T

f
∑
i≥0

aiT
i +

∫ T

f
∑
i≥0

giT
i+1 − f

∫ T

f
∑
i≥0

giT
i (13.4.9)

= ∑
i≥0

ai
1

i + 1
Ti+1|Tf + ∑

i≥0
gi

1
i + 2

Ti+2|Tf − f ∑
i≥0

gi
1

i + 1
Ti+1|Tf (13.4.10)

= (∗)(T − f ), (13.4.11)

where we only have finite sums here since we are considering the corresponding topologized

polynomial. For this algebraic map, we have that kernel is (T − f )2, for instance consider:

d((T − f )h(T)) = 0, (13.4.12)

we will have:

h(T) + (T − f )h′(T)dT = 0, (13.4.13)

which implies that the image of (T − f )h(T) lives in the corresponding quotient A[T]/(T −

f )dT. Therefore we have that the topologized (not complete yet) cotangent complex:

[(T − f )/(T − f )2 // //// A[T]/(T − f )dT],

which is quasi-isomorphic to zero. Then we take the corresponding completion with respect to

the corresponding topology induced from A we have the desired result.

Lemma 13.4.4. Let f : (A, A+) → (B, B+) be any finite étale map. Then we have that B is of

topologically finite type.

Proof. Since we have that B is affinoid over A by proposition 13.3.8.

Lemma 13.4.5. Let f : (A, A+) → (B, B+) be any finite étale map. Then we have that B is affinoid

over A in the sense definition 13.3.4.
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Proof. See the proof of proposition 13.3.8.

Lemma 13.4.6. Let f : (A, A+)→ (B, B+) be any finite étale map. Then we have

τ≤1LB/A,topo (13.4.14)

is quasi-isomorphic to zero.

Proof. This is basically nontrivial due to the fact that we are discussing the corresponding topo-

logical cotangent complex. However, one takes the corresponding finite presentation B =

A[T1, ..., Tn]/( f1, ..., fp) (note that in fact that we have that B is finite over A) since we are con-

sidering a finite étale map, which will realize the corresponding desired algebraic cotangent

complex:

[I/I2 // //// Ω1
B/A].

For the topological situation we have that B = A{T1, ..., Tn}/( f1, ..., fp) by taking the corre-

sponding completion. Again note that this means that actually the corresponding A-algebra B

is still finite over A (since that is the very assumption). Therefore we could have the chance to

right B as just ⊕i Aei this is basically inducing the same differential module
⊕

j(
⊕

i Aei)dTj in

both the corresponding topological setting and the algebraic setting. Then one could get the

corresponding desired topological cotangent complex which is quasi-isomorphic to zero.

Then we consider the corresponding local composition:

Lemma 13.4.7. Let f : (A, A+) → (B, B+) be any naive étale map. Then we have that B is of

topologically finite type.

Proof. Since we have that B is affinoid over A by proposition 13.3.8.

Lemma 13.4.8. Let f : (A, A+)→ (B, B+) be any naive étale morphism. Then we have

τ≤1LB/A,topo (13.4.15)

is quasi-isomorphic to zero locally with respect to the corresponding rational localization.

Proof. Locally we have that any naive étale morphism takes the corresponding truncated cotan-

gent complex to be trivialized, by the corresponding composition properties of the cotangent

complex [SP, Tag 08PN].
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In order to globalize the picture one has to work harder. First we have the following:

Proposition 13.4.9. Let f : (A, A+) → (B, B+) be any naive étale morphism. Then f is affinoid, of

topologically finite type.

Proof. This is by proposition 13.3.8 for the affinoidness, which implies the corresponding sec-

ond property.

Definition 13.4.10. We now define localized 4 intrinsic étale morphism to be a morphism f :

(A, A+) → (B, B+) which is affinoid with strongly sheafy target, and locally (with respect to

the rational localization) the corresponding truncated topological cotangent complex is quasi-

isomorphic to zero.

We now consider the corresponding intrinsic étale morphisms of the corresponding special

adic spaces after [HK, Section 4, Section 7 and Section 11]:

Setting 13.4.11. We now consider the three special adic spaces after [HK, Section 4, Section

7 and Section 11], they are the corresponding strongly sheafy adic spaces, the corresponding

sousperfectoid adic spaces and the corresponding diamantine adic spaces. We will use the

notations T, S, D to denote them in general respectively.

The corresponding categories of strongly sheafy adic spaces, sousperfectoid spaces and

diamantine adic spaces are nice enough since at least we have well-defined notion of naive

étale morphisms (which is certainly the correct one) and furthermore well-defined étale sites.

Definition 13.4.12. For strongly sheafy adic spaces, a morphism T1 → T2 is called localized

intrinsic étale if locally on T1 this is localized intrinsic étale, namely for any neighbourhood U ⊂

T1 we have that the morphism (OT2(U
′),O+

T2
(U′)) → (OT1(U),O+

T1
(U)) is localized intrinsic

étale.

Definition 13.4.13. For sousperfectoid adic spaces, a morphism S1 → S2 is called localized

intrinsic étale if locally on S1 this is localized intrinsic étale, namely for any neighbourhood U ⊂

S1 we have that the morphism (OS2(U
′),O+

S2
(U′)) → (OS1(U),O+

S1
(U)) is localized intrinsic

étale.

4However this could actually be globalized easily.
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Definition 13.4.14. For diamantine adic spaces, a morphism D1 → D2 is called localized intrin-

sic étale if locally on D1 this is localized intrinsic étale, namely for any neighbourhood U ⊂ D1

we have that the morphism (OD2(U
′),O+

D2
(U′)) → (OD1(U),O+

D1
(U)) is localized intrinsic

étale.
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13.5 Properties

We now study the corresponding properties of the corresponding localized intrinsic étale mor-

phisms, following [EGAIV4, Chapitre 17] and [Hu1, Especially Section 1.6, Section 1.7]. We

now assume the corresponding analyticity of the adic rings.

Conjecture 13.5.1. Any localized intrinsic étale morphism of strongly sheafy adic spaces is locally a

composition of rational localization and finite étale morphism.

Here is the special situation.

Proposition 13.5.2. As in [Hu1, Section 1.6, Section 1.7], namely in the strongly noetherian situation

we have the conjecture holds.

Proof. This is because in that setting our definition in the intrinsic setting coincides with the

more algebraic one in [Hu1, Section 1.6, Section 1.7]. And note that in this setting the affinoid-

ness of the morphism reduces to just being admitting surjections from Tate algebra over the

source.

If this is true then we have:

Corollary 13.5.3. Any localized intrinsic étale morphism of sousperfectoid adic spaces is locally a com-

position of rational localization and finite étale morphism. Any localized intrinsic étale morphism of

diamantine adic spaces is locally a composition of rational localization and finite étale morphism.

Proposition 13.5.4. Compositions of localized intrinsic étale morphisms of strongly sheafy adic spaces

are again localized intrinsic étale morphism.

Proof. Locally it is the corresponding compositions of topologically finite type morphism, and

locally it is the corresponding compositions of the corresponding affinoid morphisms, and lo-

cally it is the corresponding compositions of morphisms giving rise to the quasi-isomorphic to

zero truncated cotangent complex.

Corollary 13.5.5. Compositions of localized intrinsic étale morphisms of sousperfectoid adic spaces

are again localized intrinsic étale morphism. Compositions of localized intrinsic étale morphisms of

diamantine adic spaces are again localized intrinsic étale morphism.
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Proposition 13.5.6. The localized intrinsic étaleness of any morphism T1 → T2 of strongly sheafy adic

rings is preserved under the base change along any morphism of T3 → T2.

Proof. The base change of any morphism of topologically finite type is again of topologically

finite type. The affinoidness of morphism is also preserved under any base change morphism.

Finally for the cotangent complex locally, we definitely have the corresponding result as well.

Proposition 13.5.7. The étale property of a morphism between strongly sheafy rings could be detected

locally at each point.

Proof. Straightforward.

We now consider some functoriality issue in our current situation. Now we consider the

corresponding localized intrinsic étale morphisms under the construction of Witt vectors. Now

let:

A→ B (13.5.1)

be a general morphism in positive characteristic. Therefore we can take the corresponding Witt

vector construction:

W(A♭)→W(B♭), (13.5.2)

where we assume that A♭ → B♭ is localized intrinsic étale. Here we take the completion if

needed along the corresponding Fontainisation.

Proposition 13.5.8. The map

W(A♭)→W(B♭), (13.5.3)

is affinoid if the kernel is closed 1.

Proof. We only need to check this locally, locally we have that there is a lifting:

W(A♭){T1, ...} →W(B♭)→ 0 (13.5.4)

111This is again due to the very subtle point around the sheafiness such as in [Ked1, Theorem 1.4.20].
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from the corresponding surjection:

A♭{T1, ...} → B♭ → 0. (13.5.5)

And what we have is that this map on the Witt vector level is also realizing the target as a

stably-pseudocoherent module over the source since we have that the target is sheafy ([Ked1,

Theorem 1.4.20]).

Proposition 13.5.9. Same holds for the construction of integral Robba ring R̃r
∗ and Robba ring R̃

[s,r]
∗

with respect to closed intervals as in [KL1, Definition 5.1.1] and [KL2, Definition 4.1.1].
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13.6 Étale-Like Morphisms of ∞-Banach Rings and the ∞-Analytic

Stacks

13.6.1 Approach through De Rham Stacks

We now extend the corresponding discussion to the E∞ objects in [BBBK, Remark 3.16] by using

the ideas as in [R]. Recall from [BBBK, Theorem 3.14] we have the corresponding categories

SimpIndm(BanSetsH) and SimpInd(BanSetsH) which are the corresponding categories of the

corresponding simplicial sets over the corresponding inductive categories of the corresponding

Banach sets over some Banach ring H 5.

Theorem 13.6.1. (Bambozzi-Ben-Bassat-Kremnizer) The corresponding categories

SimpIndm(BanSetsH) and SimpInd(BanSetsH) admit symmetric monoidal model categorical struc-

ture. Same holds for SimpIndm(NrSetsH) and SimpInd(NrSetsH).

Corollary 13.6.2.

The corresponding categories SimpIndm(BanSetsH) and SimpInd(BanSetsH) admit presentations as

(∞, 1)-categories. Same holds for

SimpIndm(NrSetsH)

and

SimpInd(NrSetsH).

Then recall from [BBBK, Remark 3.16] we have the corresponding ring objects in the ∞-

categories above:

sComm(SimpIndm(BanSetsH)), (13.6.1)

sComm(SimpInd(BanSetsH)). (13.6.2)

and

sComm(SimpIndm(NrSetsH)), (13.6.3)

sComm(SimpInd(NrSetsH)). (13.6.4)

5It is safer to assume the open mapping properties on homotopy groups.
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Now we use general notation A to denote any object in these categories, regarding as a

general E∞-ring. We consider the general morphism A → B in the first two categories in the

following discussion.

Definition 13.6.3. For any general morphism A → B, we call this affinoid if we have that that

π0(B) is affinoid over π0(A), namely we have that there is a surjection map π0(A) 〈X1, ..., Xd〉 →

π0(B). And moreover we assume that π0(B)⊗π0(A) πn(A)
∼
→ πn(B), for any n.

Remark 13.6.4. Kedlaya’s theorem [Ked1, Theorem 1.4.20] is actually expected to hold in more

general setting, at least in the situation where the definition of the affinoid morphisms could be

made independent from the corresponding stably-pseudocoherence for open mapping rings

(note that we are working over analytic fields). However in the previous definition, we have

been not really exact. To be really accurate in the characterization of some desired notion of

the affinoidness we think that one has to add certain ∞-sheafiness (which certainly holds in

[BK]). To be more precise for any general morphism A → B in [BK] (namely in current sit-

uation one considers the corresponding Banach algebras over the analytic fields in our situa-

tion), we call this affinoid if we have that that π0(B) is affinoid over π0(A), namely we have

that there is a surjection map π0(A) 〈X1, ..., Xd〉 → π0(B). And moreover we assume that

π0(B) ⊗π0(A) πn(A)
∼
→ πn(B), for any n. In this situation we have the nice sheafiness (up to

higher homotopy). Again similar discussion could be made in the context of [CS]. Note that

[Ked1, Theorem 1.4.20] literally says that the sheafiness is equivalent (in some nice sense but in

more flexible derived sense) to the stably-pseudocoherence.

Definition 13.6.5. For any general morphism A → B, we call this localized intrinsic étale if

we have that that π0(B) is localized intrinsic étale over π0(A), namely we have that there

is a surjection map π0(A) 〈X1, ..., Xd〉 → π0(B) and we have that locally the corresponding

truncated topological cotangent complex is basically quasi-isomorphic to zero. And moreover

we assume that π0(B)⊗π0(A) πn(A)
∼
→ πn(B), for any n.

We now use the corresponding X = SpecA to denote the corresponding ∞-stack in the

opposite categories with respect to the ring A. We now define the corresponding de Rham

stack attached to X as in [R, Remark 1.2]:
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Definition 13.6.6. We now define:

XdR(R) := lim
−→

I

X(π0(R)/I) (13.6.5)

for any R in

sComm(SimpIndm(BanSetsH)), (13.6.6)

sComm(SimpInd(BanSetsH)). (13.6.7)

And the injective limit is taking throughout all nilpotent ideals of π0(R).

Remark 13.6.7. As in [R, Definition 1.1, Remark 1.2], one can actually define the corresponding

de Rham and crystalline spaces for any functor from

sComm(SimpIndm(BanSetsH))) and sComm(SimpInd(BanSetsH))) to sSets. This means we

do not have to consider (∞, 1)-sheaves satisfying certain ∞-descent conditions.

Definition 13.6.8. The corresponding formal completion of any morphism X = SpecB → Y =

SpecA:

YX,dR (13.6.8)

is defined to be:

YX,dR(R) := lim
−→

I

X(π0(R)/I)×Y(π0(R)/I) Y(R), (13.6.9)

for any R in

sComm(SimpIndm(BanSetsQp
)), (13.6.10)

sComm(SimpInd(BanSetsQp
)). (13.6.11)

And the injective limit is taking throughout all nilpotent ideals of π0(R).

Remark 13.6.9. Certainly it is actually not clear how really we should deal with the corre-

sponding ideals here, namely we are not for sure if we need to consider closed ideals. But

for simplicial noetherian rings we really have some nice definitions, which will certainly be

tangential to the corresponding Huber’s original consideration.
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Definition 13.6.10. We now define the corresponding de Rham intrinsic étale morphism to be

an affinoid morphism X = SpecB→ Y = SpecA which satisfies the condition:

π0(X(R))
∼
→ π0(YX,dR(R)), (13.6.12)

for any E∞-object R.

Proposition 13.6.11. Compositions of de Rham intrinsic étale morphisms are again PD intrinsic étale

morphisms.

Proof. This is formal.

13.6.2 Approach through Crystalline Stack and PD-morphisms

We now use the corresponding X = SpecA to denote the corresponding ∞-stack in the oppo-

site categories with respect to the ring A. We now define the corresponding crystalline stack

attached to X as in [R, Definition 1.1]:

Definition 13.6.12. We now define:

Xcrys(R) := lim
−→
I,γ

X(π0(R)/I) (13.6.13)

for any R in

sComm(SimpIndm(BanSetsH)), (13.6.14)

sComm(SimpInd(BanSetsH)). (13.6.15)

And the injective limit is taking throughout all nilpotent ideals of π0(R) and the corresponding

PD-structures.

Definition 13.6.13. The corresponding PD completion of any morphism X = SpecB → Y =

SpecA:

YX,crys (13.6.16)

is defined to be:

YX,crys(R) := lim
−→
I,γ

X(π0(R)/I)⊗Y(π0(R)/I) Y(R), (13.6.17)
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for any R in

sComm(SimpIndm(BanSetsH)), (13.6.18)

sComm(SimpInd(BanSetsH)). (13.6.19)

And the injective limit is taking throughout all nilpotent ideals of π0(R) and all the correspond-

ing PD structures.

Remark 13.6.14. Certainly it is actually not clear how really we should deal with the corre-

sponding ideals here and the corresponding PD structures, namely we are not for sure if we

need to consider closed ideals. But for simplicial noetherian rings we really have some nice

definitions, which will certainly be tangential to the corresponding Huber’s original consider-

ation.

Definition 13.6.15. We now define the corresponding PD intrinsic étale morphism to be an

affinoid morphism X = SpecB→ Y = SpecA which satisfies the condition:

π0(X(R))
∼
→ π0(YX,crys(R)), (13.6.20)

for any E∞-object R.

Proposition 13.6.16. We have that any de Rham intrinsic étale morphism is a PD intrinsic étale mor-

phism.

Proof. This is formal.

Proposition 13.6.17. Compositions of PD intrinsic étale morphisms are again PD intrinsic étale mor-

phisms.

Proof. This is formal.
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13.7 Lisse-Like and Non-Ramifié-Like Morphisms of ∞-Banach Rings

and the ∞-Analytic Stacks

13.7.1 Approach through De Rham Stacks

We now define the corresponding lisse-like morphisms along the idea in the previous section:

Definition 13.7.1. For any general morphism A → B, we call this localized intrinsic lisse if we

have that that π0(B) is localized intrinsic lisse over π0(A), namely we have that there is a sur-

jection map π0(A) 〈X1, ..., Xd〉 → π0(B) and we have that locally the corresponding truncated

topological cotangent complex is basically quasi-isomorphic to Ωπ0(B)/π0(A)[0]. And moreover

we assume that π0(B)⊗π0(A) πn(A)
∼
→ πn(B), for any n.

Definition 13.7.2. We now define the corresponding de Rham intrinsic lisse morphism to be an

affinoid morphism X = SpecB→ Y = SpecA which satisfies the condition:

π0(X(R))→ π0(YX,dR(R)) (13.7.1)

being surjective, for any E∞-object R.

Definition 13.7.3. For any general morphism A→ B, we call this localized intrinsic non-ramifié

if we have that that π0(B) is localized intrinsic non-ramifié over π0(A), namely we have that

there is a surjection map π0(A) 〈X1, ..., Xd〉 → π0(B) and we have that locally the correspond-

ing truncated topological cotangent complex is basically quasi-isomorphic to Ωπ0(B)/π0(A)[0]

which vanishes as well. And moreover we assume that π0(B)⊗π0(A) πn(A)
∼
→ πn(B), for any

n.

13.7.2 Approach through Crystalline Stack and PD-morphisms

Definition 13.7.4. We now define the corresponding PD intrinsic lisse morphism to be an affi-

noid morphism X = SpecB→ Y = SpecA which satisfies the condition:

π0(X(R))→ π0(YX,crys(R)) (13.7.2)

being surjective, for any E∞-object R6.

6For non-ramifié situation one considers injectivity.
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Proposition 13.7.5. We have that any de Rham intrinsic lisse morphism is a PD intrinsic lisse mor-

phism.
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13.8 Perfectization and Fontainisation of ∞-Analytic Stacks Situa-

tion

13.8.1 Perfectization, Fontainisation and Crystalline Stacks

Now we consider the corresponding perfectoidization of ∞-analytic stacks after [R] and [Dr1]

in the situation where H is assumed to be of characteristic p.

Definition 13.8.1. For any object in ∞− Fun(sCommSimpInd(BanH), sSets), denoted by X, we

define the corresponding perfectization X1/p∞

of X to be the corresponding functor such that

for any R ∈ sCommSimpInd(BanH) we have that X1/p∞

(R) := X(R♭) where we define the

corresponding tilting Fontainisation R♭ of R to be the corresponding derived completion of:

lim
←−
{... Fro
−→ R

Fro
−→ R

Fro
−→ R}. (13.8.1)

In the situation of the corresponding monomorphically inductive Banach sets, we have the

parallel definition:

Definition 13.8.2. For any object in ∞− Fun(sCommSimpIndm(BanSetsH), sSets), denoted by

X, we define the corresponding perfectization X1/p∞

of X to be the corresponding functor such

that for any ring R ∈ sCommSimpIndm(BanSetsH) we have that X1/p∞

(R) := X(R♭) where we

define the corresponding tilting Fontainisation R♭ of R to be the corresponding derived comple-

tion of:

lim
←−
{... Fro
−→ R

Fro
−→ R

Fro
−→ R}. (13.8.2)

Remark 13.8.3. This is very general notion beyond the corresponding (∞, 1)-sheaves satisfying

certain descent with respect to the derived rational localizations or more general homotopy

Zariski topology as in [BK] and [BBBK].

Now we follow [R, Proposition 5.3] and [Dr1, Section 1.1] to give the following discussion

around the corresponding Witt crystalline Stack:

Definition 13.8.4. We define the corresponding Witt Crystalline Stack XW of any X over H/Fp

in

∞− Fun(sCommSimpInd(BanH), sSets)
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or

∞− Fun(sCommSimpIndm(BanH), sSets)

to be the functor (W(π0(X)♭)π0(X),crys)
∧
p . And we define the corresponding pre-crystals to be

sheaves of O-modules over this functors when we have that X is an ∞-analytic stack with

reasonable topology.

Example 13.8.5. For instance if we have that X = Spah(R) coming from the corresponding

Bambozzi-Kremnizer spectrum of any Banach ring over Fp((t)) as constructed in [BK]. Then

we have that the corresponding functor is (W(π0(X)♭)π0(X),crys)
∧
p is now admitting structures

coming from the corresponding homotopy Zariski topology from X.

Example 13.8.6. For instance if we have that X = Spec(Fp[[t]]) coming from the correspond-

ing object in the opposite category of Fp[[t]]. Then we have that the corresponding functor

is (W(π0(X)♭)π0(X),crys)
∧
p is now admitting structures coming from the corresponding homo-

topy Zariski topology from X, is just the same as the corresponding one in the algebraic setting

constructed in [R, Proposition 5.3] and [Dr1, Section 1.1].

13.8.2 Perfectization, Fontainisation and Robba Stacks

Now we contact [KL1] and [KL2] to look at the corresponding Robba Stacks. Now take any X

to be any ∞-analytic stack which admits structures of simplicial complete Bornological rings or

ind-Fréchet structures, namely we have the corresponding complete bornological topology or

ind-Fréchet topology on π0(X). We work over H/Fp as well.

Example 13.8.7. For instance we take that X = Spah(R) coming from the corresponding Bambozzi-

Kremnizer spectrum of any Banach ring over Fp((t)) as constructed in [BK].

Definition 13.8.8. For any ∞-analytic stack X as above, we consider the corresponding Witt

vector functor Wn(π0(X)♭) and then consider

lim
−→n→∞

Wn(π0(X)♭),

namely W(π0(X)♭), then we consider the ring W(π0(X)♭)[1/p]. Then we can take the corre-

sponding completion with respect to the Gauss norm ‖.‖π0(X),[s,r] coming from the correspond-

ing norm on π0(X) with respect to some interval [s, r] ∈ (0, ∞) as in [KL2, Definition 4.1.1]:

Π̃(X)[s,r] := (W(π0(X)♭)[1/p])∧‖.‖π0(X),[s,r],Fré. (13.8.3)
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Then following [KL2, Definition 4.1.1] we consider the following:

Π̃(X)r := lim
←−
s>0

(W(π0(X)♭)[1/p])∧‖.‖π0(X),[s,r],Fré (13.8.4)

and

Π̃(X) := lim
−→
r>0

lim
←−
s>0

(W(π0(X)♭)[1/p])∧‖.‖π0(X),[s,r],Fré. (13.8.5)

We call these Robba stacks.

Example 13.8.9. In the situation where X is some ∞-analytic stack carrying the corresponding

sheaves of simplicial Banach rings (namely not in general bornological or ind-Fréchet) we have

that the finite projective modules over the three Robba stacks (for by enough intervals) carry-

ing semilinear Frobenius action which realizes the corresponding isomorphisms by Frobenius

pullbacks are equivalent. In the noetherian setting we have the same holds for locally finite

presented sheaves as well. This is the main results of [KL2, Theorem 4.6.1].

This chapter is based on the following paper, where the author of this dissertation is the

main author:

• Tong, Xin. "Topologization and Functional Analytification I: Intrinsic Morphisms of Commu-

tative Algebras." arXiv preprint arXiv:2102.10766 (2021).
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Chapter 14

Topologization and Functional

Analytification II: ∞-Categorical

Motivic Constructions for Homotopical

Contexts
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14.1 Introduction

In our previous paper [XT1] on the intrinsic morphisms of the corresponding topological,

bornological and ind-Fréchet rings, we discussed some generalization of the corresponding

contexts of [Huber1] and [Huber2], along two directions. One is along some answer to a ques-

tion of Kedlaya in [Ked1, Appendix 5] namely the corresponding affinoid morphisms, and the

other is along some stacky understanding of these such as in [Dr1], [Dr2], [R].

Under some certain foundation, [Pau1] actually studied many parallel considerations of

our project. The parallel considerations are the corresponding ind-Banach analytic spaces, the

corresponding étale and pro-étale sites of ind-Banach analytic spaces, the corresponding de

Rham stacks of such analytic spaces, global de Rham cohomology and comparison over ind-

Banach spaces, and algebraic derived de Rham complex over the corresponding ind-Banach

spaces. And the corresponding descent over the corresponding derived ind-Banach spaces.

We will consider the corresponding topologization and functional analytification of the coho-

mology theories (topological derived de Rham after [B1], [Bei], [GL], [Ill1], [Ill2] topological

logarithmic derived de Rham after Gabber such as in [B1] and [O], certainly functional analyti-

fication construction after [KL1] and [KL2] and etc). We would like to mention that our project

is also largely inspired by the corresponding development in [CS1], [CS2], [FS], [Sch2] where

the corresponding v-stacky consideration is extensively developed. Note that v-stacks are very

significant analytic spaces, especially in the corresponding geometrization of local Langlands

correspondence in [FS], where complicated derived categories are constructed through deep

foundations in [Sch2] and [CS1], [CS2] on condensed sets. One certainly believes that the cor-

responding foundations by using normed sets in [BBBK], [BBK], [BBM], [BK] and [KKM] will

also have potential applications to certainly motivic and functorial constructions in analytic

geometry which are parallel to those given in [M] by using the foundation from [CS1], [CS2].

Note that the programs in [B1], [BMS] and [BS1] have already indicated that working with the

corresponding correct simplicial spaces in the analytic setting is not only a pure generalization

but also a very significant point around even the non simplicial analytic spaces especially in

the corresponding singular situations.

Then we follow [An1], [An2], [B1], [Bei], [BS1], [G1], [GL], [Ill1], [Ill2], [Qui] to extend the

802



corresponding discussion to certainly spaces, we mainly have focused on the corresponding

rigid analytic spaces, pseudorigid spaces in some explicit way. And we then extend the corre-

sponding discussion to the corresponding derived setting. The corresponding derived setting

is literally following [An1], [An2], [B1], [B2], [Bei], [BMS], [BS1], [G1], [GL], [Ill1], [Ill2], [Qui]

and the corresponding derived logarithmic setting is literally following [B1], [Ko1] and [O]1.

We promote the construction from Bhatt, Illusie, Guo, Morrow, Scholze, Gabber [B1], [G1],

[Ill1], [Ill2], [BMS] [O] in the context of topological derived de Rham complexes and topo-

logical derived logarithmic de Rham complexes, the construction from Nicolaus-Scholze [NS]

in the context of derived THH, TP and TC on the level of E1-rings , the construction from

Kedlaya-Liu in the context of the derived Robba rings and derived Frobenius sheaves [KL1]

and [KL2], the construction from Bhatt-Scholze, Koshikawa and in the context of derived pris-

matic cohomology and derived logarithmic prismatic cohomology [BS1] and [Ko1] to the level

of ∞-categorical functional analytic level after Lurie [Lu1], [Lu2] in the stable ∞-cateogory of

derived J-complete simplicial commutative algebras, Bambozzi-Ben-Bassat-Kremnizer [BBBK],

Ben-Bassat-Mukherjee [BBM], Bambozzi-Kremnizer [BK], Clausen-Scholze [CS1] [CS2] and

Kelly-Kremnizer-Mukherjee [KKM] in the stable ∞-cateogory of simplicial functional analytic

commutative algebras.

Furthermore we promote the construction from Bhatt, Illusie, Guo, Morrow, Scholze, Gab-

ber [B1], [G1], [Ill1], [Ill2], [BMS2] [O] in the context of topological derived de Rham complexes

and topological derived logarithmic de Rham complexes, the construction from Nicolaus-Scholze

[NS] in the context of derived THH, TP and TC on the level of E1-rings, the construction from

Kedlaya-Liu in the context of the derived Robba rings and derived Frobenius sheaves [KL1]

and [KL2], the construction from Bhatt-Scholze, Koshikawa and in the context of derived pris-

matic cohomology and derived logarithmic prismatic cohomology [BS1] and [Ko1] not only to

the level of ∞-categorical functional analytic level after [Lu1], [Lu2], but also to the correspond-

ing (∞, 1)-ringed toposes level after Lurie [Lu1], [Lu2] in the ∞-category of ∞-ringed toposes,

Bambozzi-Ben-Bassat-Kremnizer [BBBK], Ben-Bassat-Mukherjee [BBM], Bambozzi-Kremnizer

[BK], Clausen-Scholze [CS1] [CS2] and Kelly-Kremnizer-Mukherjee [KKM] in the stable ∞-

1The corresponding [Ko1] has already mentioned the corresponding derived logarithmic prismatic cohomology.
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cateogory of ∞-functional analytic ringed toposes.

We then work in the noncommutative setting after [Kon1], [Ta], [KR1] and [KR2], with some

philosophy rooted in some noncommtative motives and the corresponding nonabelian appli-

cations in noncommutative analytic geometry in the derived sense, and the noncommutative

analogues of the corresponding Riemann hypothesis and the corresponding Tamagawa num-

ber conjectures, and so on. The issue is certainly that the usual Frobenius map looks somehow

strange, which reminds us of the fact that actually we need to consider really large objects such

as the corresponding Topological Hochschild Homologies and the corresponding nearby ob-

jects, in order to define the corresponding analogues of the corresponding prismatic cohomol-

ogy through THH and nearby objects, the corresponding noncommutative ’perfectoidizations’.

Here we choose to consider [NS] in order to apply the constructions to certain ∞-rings, which

we will call them Fukaya-Kato analytifications from [FK] as a noncommutative analog of the

constructions in [BBM].

We first consider the following list of motivic constructions in this paper which we hope to

establish in very general topological and Banach setting, where one can actually believe that

the constructions are somehow parallel and in some sense equivalent even on the ∞-categorical

level2:

Setting 14.1.1.

A. Derived Topological de Rham complexes and Derived Topological Logarithmic de Rham

complexes of simplicial derived I-complete rings and over pro-étale site, after [B1], [B2], [Bei],

[BMS], [BS1], [G1], [GL], [Ill1], [Ill2], [O];

B.OBdR-sheaves andOBdR,log-sheaves over general analytic adic spaces3 after [DLLZ2], [Sch2];

C. ϕ-C̃X-sheaves, relative B-pairs over general analytic adic spaces after [KL1] and [KL2];

D. Derived Prismatic Cohomology and Derived Logarithmic Prismatic Cohomology, after [BS1],

[Ko1].

2We are actually talking about the spaces which might not be smooth.
3These are not necessarily p-adic Tate. But as long as p is topological nilpotent we do have a basis consisting of

perfectoid subdomains as in [Ked1, Theorem 2.9.9, Remark 2.9.10].
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Remark 14.1.2. One could also consider the corresponding derived I-complete version4 of the

corresponding left Kan extended THH and HH E1-ring spectra of derived I-topological E1-

ring spectra as in [NS] and [KKM]. In certain situation, this should be able to be compared to

the constructions above.

4In fact we are taking derived I-completion of the spectra instead of the I-completion of the spectra in ∞-category

as in [Lu2, Chapter 7.3].
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14.2 Preliminary

14.2.1 The Rings in Algebraic Topology

We consider some very general topological rings. We will consider the corresponding Huber’s

adic rings, namely we allow the corresponding rings to contain some adic open subrings which

have then the corresponding linear topology. And we consider more general simplicial topo-

logical rings which are more general adic in some derived sense.

Setting 14.2.1. We consider the corresponding category C∞,E∞
of all the E∞ rings5. We then

consider the corresponding category C∞,E∞,rat,I of all the E∞ rings which have subrings being

derived I-adically complete6, where I is finite generating set coming from elements in π0. And

we have the smaller category C∞,E∞,int,I of all the all the E∞ rings being derived I-adically

complete.

Example 14.2.2. We have many interesting ring spectra from classical algebraic topology. One

can further takes the corresponding derived p-completion to achieve many interesting objects7.

For more discussion see [MP, Chapter 5-13] and [N].

Example 14.2.3. As also discussed in [MP, Chapter 14-19] on the level of just model categories

or more general construction in [Lu1, Chapter 1.3] one considers the stable homotopy category

D(R) of some ring spectra, namely the corresponding ∞-enhancement of the corresponding

classical triangulated categories. One considers the corresponding derived complete objects in

this ∞-category, then one will have some interesting E∞-spectra.

Example 14.2.4. We then have the example that is the corresponding rigid analytic affinoids in

[Ta, Definition 4.1]. They have open subrings which are actually derived p-adically complete.

Example 14.2.5. We then have the example that is the corresponding pseudorigid analytic affi-

noids as in [Bel1, Definition 3.1], [Bel2] and [L, Definition 4.1]. They have open subrings which

are actually derived t-adically complete for some specific pseudouniformizer t.
5These are the corresponding ring objects in the algebraic topology, see [Lu1, Chapter 7]. So we want to consider

the corresponding interesting objects in classical algebraic topology such as in [MP] and [N].
6In fact we are taking derived I-completion of the spectra instead of the I-completion of the spectra in ∞-category

as in [Lu2, Chapter 7.3].
7In fact we are taking derived I-completion of the spectra instead of the I-completion of the spectra in ∞-category

as in [Lu2, Chapter 7.3]. This should be different in more general setting from the consideration in algebraic topol-

ogy and more general ∞-category theory.
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Example 14.2.6. We now fix a bounded morphism of simplicial adic rings A → B over A∗

where A∗ contains a corresponding ring of definition A∗0 which is complete with respect to the

(p, I)-topology and we assume that A is adic and we assume that (A∗0, I) is a prism in [BS1]

namely we at least require that the corresponding δ-structure on the corresponding ring will

induce the map ϕ(.) := .p + pδ(.) such that we have the situation where p ∈ (I, ϕ(I)). For A or

B respectively we assume this contains a subring A0 or B0 (over A∗0) respectively such that we

have A0 or B0 respectively is derived complete with respect to the corresponding derived (p, I)-

topology and we assume that B = B0[1/ f , f ∈ I] (same for A). All the adic rings are assumed

to be open mapping. We use the notation d to denote a corresponding primitive element as in

[BS1, Section 2.3] for A∗.

We also consider the corresponding simplicial prelog rings as in [B1, Chapter 6], and also

consider the corresponding application of such algebraic derived constructions to some de-

rived I-adic rings carrying the corresponding prelog structures such as in [DLLZ1, Chapter

2].

Setting 14.2.7. We consider the corresponding category C∞,E∞,prelog of all the E∞ rings carrying

the corresponding prelog structures. We then consider the corresponding category C∞,E∞,rat,I,prelog

of all the E∞ rings carrying prelog structures which have subrings being derived I-adically

complete8, where I is finite generating set coming from elements in π0. And we have the

smaller category C∞,E∞,int,I,prelog of all the all the E∞ rings carrying prelog structures being de-

rived I-adically complete.

Example 14.2.8. The first example is the corresponding rigid analytic affinoids in [Ta, Definition

4.1]. They have open subrings which are actually derived p-adically complete. Then one adds

the corresponding prelog structures from [DLLZ1, Chapter 2].

Example 14.2.9. The second example is the corresponding pseudorigid analytic affinoids as

in [Bel1, Definition 3.1], [Bel2] and [L, Definition 4.1]. They have open subrings which are

actually derived t-adically complete for some specific pseudouniformizer t. Then one adds the

corresponding prelog structures from [DLLZ1, Chapter 2].

8In fact again we are taking derived I-completion of the spectra instead of the I-completion of the spectra in

∞-category as in [Lu2, Chapter 7.3].
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Example 14.2.10. We now fix a bounded morphism of logarithmic simplicial adic rings (A, M)→

(B, N) over A∗ where A∗ contains a corresponding ring of definition A∗0 which is complete

with respect to the (p, I)-topology and we assume that A is adic and we assume that (A∗0, I)

is a prism namely we at least require that the corresponding δ-structure on the corresponding

ring will induce the map ϕ(.) := .p + pδ(.) such that we have the situation where p ∈ (I, ϕ(I)).

For (A, M) or (B, N0) respectively we assume this contains a subring (A0, M0) or (B0, N0) (over

A∗0) respectively such that we have (A0, M0) or (B0, N0) respectively is derived complete with

respect to the corresponding derived (p, I)-topology and we assume that B = B0[1/ f , f ∈ I]

(same for A). All the adic rings are assumed to be open mapping. We use the notation d to

denote a corresponding primitive element as in [BS1, Section 2.3] for A∗.
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14.3 Notations on ∞-Categories of ∞-Rings

Notation Description

C∞,E∞
(∞, 1)-category of E∞ rings.

C∞,E∞,rat,I (∞, 1)-category of E∞ rings in the

sense that the rings contain some

derived rings rationally.

C∞,E∞,int,I (∞, 1)-category of E∞ rings which

are derived adic rings.

C∞,E∞,prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ logarithmic

rings.

C∞,E∞,rat,I,prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ logarithmic

rings in the sense that the rings con-

tain some derived rings rationally.

C∞,E∞,int,I,prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ logarithmic

rings which are derived adic rings.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormR) (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-seminormed

modules over R.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormR) (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

seminormed modules over R.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormR) (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-normed mod-

ules over R.
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ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormR) (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

normed modules over R.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanR) (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-Banach mod-

ules over R.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanR) (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

Banach modules over R.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormF1) (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-seminormed

sets over F1.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormF1) (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

seminormed sets over F1.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormF1) (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-normed sets

over F1.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormF1) (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

normed sets over F1.
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ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanF1) (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-Banach sets

over F1.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanF1) (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

Banach sets over F1.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormR)
prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-seminormed

modules over R carrying the corre-

sponding logarithmic structures.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormR)
prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

seminormed modules over R carry-

ing the corresponding logarithmic

structures.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormR)
prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-normed mod-

ules over R carrying the corre-

sponding logarithmic structures.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormR)
prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

normed modules over R carry-

ing the corresponding logarithmic

structures.
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ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanR)
prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-Banach mod-

ules over R carrying the corre-

sponding logarithmic structures.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanR)
prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

Banach modules over R carry-

ing the corresponding logarithmic

structures.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormF1)
prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-seminormed

sets over F1 carrying the corre-

sponding logarithmic structures.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormF1)
prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

seminormed sets over F1 carry-

ing the corresponding logarithmic

structures.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormF1)
prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-normed sets

over F1 carrying the corresponding

logarithmic structures.
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ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormF1)
prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

normed sets over F1 carrying the

corresponding logarithmic struc-

tures.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanF1)
prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-Banach sets

over F1 carrying the corresponding

logarithmic structures.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanF1)
prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

Banach sets over F1 carrying the

corresponding logarithmic struc-

tures.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormR)
� (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-seminormed

modules over R, generated by

the corresponding formal series

rings over R. Here � denotes

smoothformalseriesclosure.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormR)
� (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

seminormed modules over R, gen-

erated by the corresponding formal

series rings over R.
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ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormR)
� (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-normed mod-

ules over R, generated by the cor-

responding formal series rings over

R, generated by the corresponding

formal series rings over R.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormR)
� (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

normed modules over R, generated

by the corresponding formal series

rings over R.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanR)
� (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-Banach mod-

ules over R, generated by the cor-

responding formal series rings over

R.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanR)
� (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

Banach modules over R, generated

by the corresponding formal series

rings over R.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormF1)
� (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-seminormed

sets over F1, generated by the cor-

responding formal series rings over

F1.
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ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormF1)
� (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

seminormed sets over F1, gener-

ated by the corresponding formal

series rings over F1.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormF1)
� (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-normed sets

over F1, generated by the corre-

sponding formal series rings over

F1.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormF1)
� (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

normed sets over F1, generated

by the corresponding formal series

rings over F1.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanF1)
� (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-Banach sets

over F1, generated by the corre-

sponding formal series rings over

F1.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanF1)
� (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

Banach sets over F1, generated

by the corresponding formal series

rings over F1.
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ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormR)
�,prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-seminormed

modules over R carrying the cor-

responding logarithmic structures,

generated by the corresponding

formal series rings over R.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormR)
�,prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

seminormed modules over R carry-

ing the corresponding logarithmic

structures, generated by the corre-

sponding formal series rings over

R.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormR)
�,prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-normed mod-

ules over R carrying the corre-

sponding logarithmic structures,

generated by the corresponding

formal series rings over R.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormR)
�,prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

normed modules over R carry-

ing the corresponding logarithmic

structures, generated by the corre-

sponding formal series rings over

R.
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ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanR)
�,prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-Banach mod-

ules over R carrying the corre-

sponding logarithmic structures,

generated by the corresponding

formal series rings over R.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanR)
�,prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

Banach modules over R carry-

ing the corresponding logarithmic

structures, generated by the corre-

sponding formal series rings over

R.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormF1)
�,prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-seminormed

sets over F1 carrying the cor-

responding logarithmic structures,

generated by the corresponding

formal series rings over F1.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormF1)
�,prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

seminormed sets over F1 carry-

ing the corresponding logarithmic

structures, generated by the corre-

sponding formal series rings over

F1.
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ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormF1)
�,prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-normed sets

over F1 carrying the correspond-

ing logarithmic structures, gener-

ated by the corresponding formal

series rings over F1.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormF1)
�,prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

normed sets over F1 carrying the

corresponding logarithmic struc-

tures, generated by the correspond-

ing formal series rings over F1.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanF1)
�,prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ ind-Banach sets

over F1 carrying the correspond-

ing logarithmic structures, gener-

ated by the corresponding formal

series rings over F1.

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanF1)
�,prelog (∞, 1)-category of E∞ commuta-

tive algebra objects in the (∞, 1)-

category of E∞ monomorphic ind-

Banach sets over F1 carrying the

corresponding logarithmic struc-

tures, generated by the correspond-

ing formal series rings over F1.

Remark 14.3.1. The generating process above is by adding all the colimits in the homotopy
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sense which are assumed to be sifted. R will be Banach and carrying the corresponding p-adic

topology.
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14.4 Notations on ∞-Categories of Commutative ∞-Ringed Toposes

We change the notations for ∞-ringed toposes slightly, therefore let us start from the rings.

Rings:

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedR): (∞, 1)-category of sim-

plicial commutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of colimit completion of seminormed

modules over a general Banach ring R, generated by the corresponding power series rings by

taking colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedR): (∞, 1)-category of sim-

plicial commutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of monomorphic colimit completion of

seminormed modules over a general Banach ring R, generated by the corresponding power

series rings by taking colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedR): (∞, 1)-category of simpli-

cial commutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of colimit completion of normed modules

over a general Banach ring R, generated by the corresponding power series rings by taking

colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedR): (∞, 1)-category of sim-

plicial commutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of monomorphic colimit completion of

normed modules over a general Banach ring R, generated by the corresponding power series

rings by taking colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachR): (∞, 1)-category of simpli-

cial commutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of colimit completion of Banach modules

over a general Banach ring R, generated by the corresponding power series rings by taking

colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachR): (∞, 1)-category of simpli-

cial commutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of monomorphic colimit completion of Ba-

nach modules over a general Banach ring R, generated by the corresponding power series rings

by taking colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedF1): (∞, 1)-category of sim-
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plicial commutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of colimit completion of seminormed sets

over a general Banach ring F1, generated by the corresponding power series rings by taking

colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedF1): (∞, 1)-category of sim-

plicial commutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of monomorphic colimit completion of

seminormed sets over a general Banach ring F1, generated by the corresponding power series

rings by taking colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedF1): (∞, 1)-category of simpli-

cial commutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of colimit completion of normed sets over a

general Banach ring F1, generated by the corresponding power series rings by taking colimits

in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedF1): (∞, 1)-category of sim-

plicial commutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of monomorphic colimit completion of

normed sets over a general Banach ring F1, generated by the corresponding power series rings

by taking colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachF1): (∞, 1)-category of simpli-

cial commutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of colimit completion of Banach sets over a

general Banach ring F1, generated by the corresponding power series rings by taking colimits

in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachF1): (∞, 1)-category of simpli-

cial commutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of monomorphic colimit completion of Ba-

nach sets over a general Banach ring F1, generated by the corresponding power series rings by

taking colimits in the homotopical sense.

Prestacks:

∞−PrestackCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-presheaves

into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞−PrestackCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-presheaves

into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck
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topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞−PrestackCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-presheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞ − PrestackCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-presheaves

into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞−PrestackCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-presheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞−PrestackCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-presheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

Stacks:

∞− StackCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞− StackCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞− StackCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into ∞-

groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck topol-

ogy, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞− StackCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into ∞-

groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck topol-

ogy, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞ − StackCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into ∞-

groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck topol-

ogy, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

822



∞− StackCommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into ∞-

groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck topol-

ogy, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

Ringed Toposes:

∞−Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

∞ − Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves

into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

∞ − Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into ∞-

groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck topol-

ogy, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1. And

we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

∞ − Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.
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Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism:

∞-sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O.

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism:

∞-sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O.

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism:

∞-sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O.

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism:

∞-sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O.

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism:

∞-sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O.

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism:

∞-sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O.
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Remark 14.4.1. In p-adic Hodge theory, one usually will need to construct presheaves M out

of from the ∞-ring object O. Also one can define the corresponding pre-∞-ringed Toposes, we

will not continue provide the corresponding group of notations in the parallel way.

∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over Ringed Toposes ♯ = Seminormed, Normed, Banach:

Ind♯Quasicoherent
∞−Toposes

ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

: Colimits com-

pletion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-sheaves into ∞-

groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck topol-

ogy, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1. And

we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

: Colimits com-

pletion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-sheaves into ∞-

groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck topol-

ogy, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1. And

we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormed?)
opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

: Colimits com-

pletion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-sheaves into ∞-

groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck topol-

ogy, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1. And

we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

: Colimits com-

pletion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-sheaves into ∞-

groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck topol-

ogy, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1. And

we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanach?)
opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

: Colimits com-

pletion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-sheaves into ∞-

groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck topol-

ogy, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1. And

we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.
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Ind♯Quasicoherent
∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanach?)
opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

: Colimits com-

pletion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-sheaves into ∞-

groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck topol-

ogy, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1. And

we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
Indsmoothformalseriesclosure

∞−Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

:

Colimits completion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-

sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O. The difference is that we consider the corresponding O living in the colimit

completion closure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

:

Colimits completion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-

sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O. The difference is that we consider the corresponding O living in the colimit

completion closure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
Indsmoothformalseriesclosure

∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

:

Colimits completion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-

sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O. The difference is that we consider the corresponding O living in the colimit

completion closure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

:

Colimits completion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-

sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding
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Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O. The difference is that we consider the corresponding O living in the colimit

completion closure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
Indsmoothformalseriesclosure

∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanach?)
opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

:

Colimits completion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-

sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O. The difference is that we consider the corresponding O living in the colimit

completion closure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanach?)
opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

:

Colimits completion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-

sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O. The difference is that we consider the corresponding O living in the colimit

completion closure.
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14.5 Notations on ∞-Categories of Noncommutative ∞-Ringed Toposes

We change the notations for ∞-ringed noncommutative toposes slightly, therefore let us

start from the rings. The corresponding generators we will choose in order to take the corre-

sponding homotopy colimit completion and the corresponding homotopy limit completion are

Fukaya-Kato rings in [FK]:

R 〈Z1, ..., Zn〉 , n ≥ 1, (14.5.1)

R [[Z1, ..., Zn]], n ≥ 1, (14.5.2)

with Z1, ..., Zn are noncommuting free variables. This would be the specific completions of the

polynomials:

R [Z1, ..., Zn] , n ≥ 1. (14.5.3)

(14.5.4)

The corresponding analogs of analytification functors from Ben-Bassat-Mukherjee [BBM, Sec-

tion 4.2] are given in the following. First we consider the ∞-category of E1-rings from [Lu2,

Proposition 7.1.4.18, as well as the discussion above Proposition 7.1.4.18 on page 1225] which

we denote it by NoncommutativeE1,Simplicial, then we consider the corresponding category of

all the polynomial rings with free variables over R, which we denote it by Polynomialfree
R , then

we have the corresponding fully faithful embedding:

Polynomialfree
R → NoncommutativeE1,Simplicial. (14.5.5)

Then take the corresponding completion for each:

R [Z1, ..., Zn] , n ≥ 1, (14.5.6)

(14.5.7)

we have the Fukaya-Kato adic ring:

R 〈Z1, ..., Zn〉 , n ≥ 1, (14.5.8)

R [[Z1, ..., Zn]], n ≥ 1. (14.5.9)
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As in [BBM, Section 4.2], this will give the process what we call smooth formal series analytifi-

cation by taking into account the corresponding homotopy colimit completion:

IndsmoothformalseriesclosurePolynomialfree
R → Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedR),

(14.5.10)

IndsmoothformalseriesclosurePolynomialfree
R → Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedR),

(14.5.11)

IndsmoothformalseriesclosurePolynomialfree
R → Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachR).

(14.5.12)

(14.5.13)

Remark 14.5.1. The left actually spans all the E1-algebra in our setting by regarding the free

variable polynomials as tensor algebras over R as explained in [Lu1, Proposition 7.1.4.18, as

well as the discussion above Proposition 7.1.4.18 on page 1225] in analogy of [Lu1, Proposition

7.1.4.20, as well as the discussion above Proposition 7.1.4.20] in the commutative situation.
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Noncommutative Rings:

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedR): (∞, 1)-category of

simplicial noncommutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of colimit completion of semi-

normed modules over a general Banach ring R, generated by the corresponding power series

rings by taking colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedR): (∞, 1)-category of

simplicial noncommutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of monomorphic colimit comple-

tion of seminormed modules over a general Banach ring R, generated by the corresponding

power series rings by taking colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedR): (∞, 1)-category of sim-

plicial noncommutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of colimit completion of normed

modules over a general Banach ring R, generated by the corresponding power series rings

by taking colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedR): (∞, 1)-category of sim-

plicial noncommutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of monomorphic colimit completion

of normed modules over a general Banach ring R, generated by the corresponding power series

rings by taking colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachR): (∞, 1)-category of sim-

plicial noncommutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of colimit completion of Banach mod-

ules over a general Banach ring R, generated by the corresponding power series rings by taking

colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachR): (∞, 1)-category of sim-

plicial noncommutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of monomorphic colimit completion

of Banach modules over a general Banach ring R, generated by the corresponding power series

rings by taking colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedF1): (∞, 1)-category of

simplicial noncommutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of colimit completion of semi-

normed sets over a general Banach ring F1, generated by the corresponding power series rings

by taking colimits in the homotopical sense.
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IndsmoothformalseriesclosureNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedF1): (∞, 1)-category

of simplicial noncommutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of monomorphic colimit com-

pletion of seminormed sets over a general Banach ring F1, generated by the corresponding

power series rings by taking colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedF1): (∞, 1)-category of sim-

plicial noncommutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of colimit completion of normed sets

over a general Banach ring F1, generated by the corresponding power series rings by taking

colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedF1): (∞, 1)-category of sim-

plicial noncommutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of monomorphic colimit completion

of normed sets over a general Banach ring F1, generated by the corresponding power series

rings by taking colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachF1): (∞, 1)-category of sim-

plicial noncommutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of colimit completion of Banach sets

over a general Banach ring F1, generated by the corresponding power series rings by taking

colimits in the homotopical sense.

IndsmoothformalseriesclosureNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachF1): (∞, 1)-category of sim-

plicial noncommutative algebra objects in the ∞-category of monomorphic colimit completion

of Banach sets over a general Banach ring F1, generated by the corresponding power series

rings by taking colimits in the homotopical sense.

Prestacks:

∞−PrestackNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-presheaves

into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞−PrestackNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-presheaves

into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞−PrestackNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-presheaves

into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck
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topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞−PrestackNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-presheaves

into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞−PrestackNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-presheaves

into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞−PrestackNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-presheaves

into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

Stacks:

∞− StackNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞ − StackNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves

into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞ − StackNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞− StackNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞ − StackNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

∞− StackNoncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.
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The following is a noncommutative analog of [BBBK, Definition 5.6]:

Definition 14.5.2. Here a homotopy epimorphism is defined to be such a morphism A → B

such that B⊗ABopp → B reflects isomorphism in the homotopy category.

Ringed Toposes:

∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves

into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves

into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism: ∞-sheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

833



Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism:

∞-sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O.

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism:

∞-sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O.

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism:

∞-sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O.

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism:

∞-sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O.

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism:

∞-sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O.

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism:

∞-sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O.
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∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over Ringed Toposes ♯ = Seminormed, Normed, Banach:

Ind♯Quasicoherent
∞−Toposes

ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

: Colimits com-

pletion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-sheaves into ∞-

groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck topol-

ogy, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1. And

we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
∞−Toposes

ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormed?)
opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

: Colimits

completion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-sheaves into

∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck

topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1.

And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
∞−Toposes

ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

: Colimits com-

pletion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-sheaves into ∞-

groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck topol-

ogy, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1. And

we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
∞−Toposes

ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

: Colimits com-

pletion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-sheaves into ∞-

groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck topol-

ogy, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1. And

we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
∞−Toposes

ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanach?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanach?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

: Colimits com-

pletion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-sheaves into ∞-

groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck topol-

ogy, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1. And

we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
∞−Toposes

ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanach?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanach?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

: Colimits com-

pletion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-sheaves into ∞-

groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding Grothendieck topol-
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ogy, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimorphisms. ? = R, F1. And

we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes

ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

:

Colimits completion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-

sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O. The difference is that we consider the corresponding O living in the colimit

completion closure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes

ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormed?)
opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

:

Colimits completion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-

sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O. The difference is that we consider the corresponding O living in the colimit

completion closure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes

ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

:

Colimits completion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-

sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O. The difference is that we consider the corresponding O living in the colimit

completion closure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes

ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormed?)
opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

:

Colimits completion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-

sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O. The difference is that we consider the corresponding O living in the colimit
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completion closure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes

ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanach?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanach?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

:

Colimits completion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-

sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O. The difference is that we consider the corresponding O living in the colimit

completion closure.

Ind♯Quasicoherent
Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes

ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanach?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanach?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

:

Colimits completion of ∞-Quasicoherent Sheaves of Functional Analytic Modules over ∞-

sheaves into ∞-groupoid over corresponding opposite category carrying the corresponding

Grothendieck topology, and we will mainly consider the corresponding homotopy epimor-

phisms. ? = R, F1. And we assume the stack carries ∞-ringed toposes structure by specializing

a ring object O. The difference is that we consider the corresponding O living in the colimit

completion closure.

Let us explain slightly what is happening here, the base ∞-rings are noncommutative in

certain sense, which is not the same as in the foundation of [BBK], [BBM], [KKM], [BK]. Cer-

tainly for instance one considers the corresponding ∞-category Simpicial(IndBanachF1), then

takes the corresponding fibrations over the corresponding noncommutative rings to achieve

so.
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14.6 Topological André-Quillen Homology and Topological Derived

de Rham Complexes

14.6.1 Derived p-Complete Derived de Rham Complex

We now first discuss the corresponding Banach version of André-Quillen Homology and the

corresponding Banach version of Derived de Rham complex parallel to [An1, Chapitre 3],

[An2], [B1, Chapter 2, Chapter 8], [Bei, Chapter 1], [G1, Chapter 5], [GL, Chapter 3, Chap-

ter 4], [Ill1, Chapitre II, Chapitre III], [Ill2, Chapitre VIII], [Qui, Section 4]. We would like to

start from the corresponding context of [GL, Chapter 3, Chapter 4], and represent the construc-

tion for the convenience of the readers. We start from the corresponding construction of the

algebraic p-adic derived de Rham complex for a map A → B of p-complete rings. This is the

corresponding derived differential complex attached to the polynomial resolution of B:

A[A[B]]..., (14.6.1)

which is now denoted by KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,,alg := KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

−/A,,alg (B) after

taking the corresponding left Kan extension which will be the same for all the following con-

structions 9. The corresponding cotangent complex associated is defined to be just:

LB/A,alg := deRham1
A[B]degreenumber/A,,alg⊗A[B]degreenumber B. (14.6.2)

The corresponding algebraic André-Quillen homologies are defined to be:

Hdegreenumber,AQ,alg := πdegreenumber(LB/A,alg). (14.6.3)

The corresponding topological André-Quillen complex is actually the completed version of

the corresponding algebraic ones above by considering the corresponding certain p-completion

over the simplicial module structure.

Then we consider the corresponding derived algebraic de Rham complex which is just de-

fined to be:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,alg , KanLeftFil∗

deRhamdegreenumber
B/A,alg

. (14.6.4)

9We have already considered the corresponding left Kan extension to all the rings which are not concentrated at

degree zero after [BMS, Example 5.11, Example 5.12], which is also discussed in [B2, Lecture 7].
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We then take the corresponding Banach completion and we denote that by:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo , KanLeftFil∗

deRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo

. (14.6.5)

Then we need to take the corresponding Hodge-Filtered completion by using the corre-

sponding filtration associated as above:

KanLeft
̂deRham

degreenumber
B/A,topo , KanLeftFil∗

̂deRham
degreenumber
B/A,topo

. (14.6.6)

This is basically the corresponding analytic and complete version the corresponding alge-

braic de Rham complex. Furthermore we allow large coefficients with rigid affinoid algebra Z

over Qp. Therefore we take the corresponding completed tensor product in the following.

Definition 14.6.1. We define the following Z deformed version of the corresponding complete

version of the corresponding André-Quillen homology and the corresponding complete ver-

sion of the corresponding derived de Rham complex. We start from the corresponding con-

struction of the algebraic p-adic derived de Rham complex for a map A→ B. Fix a pair of ring

of definitions A0, B0 in A, B respectively. Then this is the corresponding derived differential

complex attached to the polynomial resolution of B0:

A0[A0[B0]]..., (14.6.7)

which is now denoted by KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,alg . The corresponding cotangent complex

associated is defined to be just:

LB0/A0,alg := deRham1
A0[B0]degreenumber/A0,alg ⊗A0[B0]degreenumber B0. (14.6.8)

The corresponding algebraic André-Quillen homologies are defined to be:

Hdegreenumber,AQ,alg := πdegreenumber(LB0/A0,alg). (14.6.9)

The corresponding topological André-Quillen complex is actually the complete version of the

corresponding algebraic ones above by considering the corresponding derived p-completion

over the simplicial module structure:

LB0/A0,topo := R lim
←−

k

Kospk

(
(deRham1

A0[B0]degreenumber/A0,alg ⊗A0[B0]degreenumber B0)
)

. (14.6.10)
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Taking the product with OZ we have the corresponding integral version of the topological

André-Quillen complex:

LB0/A0,topo,Z := LB0/A0,topo⊗̂ZpOZ (14.6.11)

Then we consider the corresponding derived algebraic de Rham complex which is just defined

to be:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,alg , KanLeftFil∗deRham1

B0/A0,alg
. (14.6.12)

We then take the corresponding derived p-completion and we denote that by:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,topo := R lim

←−
k

Kospk

(
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,alg , KanLeftFil∗
deRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,alg

)
,

(14.6.13)

KanLeftFil∗
deRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,topo
:= R lim

←−
k

Kospk

(
KanLeftFil∗

deRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,alg

)
.

(14.6.14)

Before considering the corresponding integral version we just consider the corresponding prod-

uct of these E∞-rings with OZ to get:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,topo,Z := KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,topo ⊗̂
L

Zp
OZ, (14.6.15)

KanLeftFil∗
deRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,topo ,Z
:= KanLeftFil∗

deRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,topo

⊗̂
L

Zp
OZ. (14.6.16)

Then we consider the following construction for the map A→ B by putting:

LB0/A0,topo,Z := ColimA0→B0LB0/A0,topo,Z[1/p], (14.6.17)

Hdegreenumber,AQ,topo,Z := πdegreenumber(LB/A,topo,Z), (14.6.18)

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo,Z := ColimA0→B0KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,topo,Z [1/p], (14.6.19)

KanLeftFil∗
deRhamdegreenumber

B/A,topo ,Z
:= ColimA0→B0KanLeftFil∗deRham1

B0/A0,topo,Z[1/p]. (14.6.20)

Then we need to take the corresponding Hodge-Filtered completion by using the correspond-

ing filtration associated as above to achieve the corresponding Hodge-complete objects in the

corresponding filtered ∞-categories:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo,Hodge,Z, KanLeftFil∗

deRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo,Hodge ,Z

. (14.6.21)
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Definition 14.6.2. We define the corresponding finite projective filtered crystals to be the corre-

sponding finite projective module spectra over the topological filtered E∞-ring KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo,Z

with the corresponding induced filtrations.

Definition 14.6.3. We define the corresponding almost perfect 10 filtered crystals to be the corre-

sponding almost perfect module spectra over the topological filtered E∞-ring KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo,Z

with the corresponding induced filtrations.

The following is derived from the main Poincaré Lemma from [GL, Theorem 1.2] in the non-

deformed situation. Consider a corresponding smooth rigid analytic space X over k/Qp (where

k is a corresponding unramified analytic field which is discretely-valued and the corresponding

residue field is finite). Then we have the following:

10This is the corresponding derived version of pseudocoherence from [Lu1], [Lu2].
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Proposition 14.6.4. Consider the corresponding projective map g : Xpro-étale → Xét and the the projective map f : Xpro-étale → X. Then we have

the following two strictly exact long exact sequences 11:

0 // ////// KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

k[Ô]degreenumber/k,topo,Z

∂ // ////// KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber /X,topo,Z

∂//////// KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber /X,topo,Z
⊗ f−1deRham1

X,topo

∂ //////// ...,

and
0 //////// KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

k[Ô]degreenumber /k,topo,Z

∂ //////// KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber /Xét ,topo,Z

∂// ////// KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber /X,topo,Z
⊗ f−1deRham1

Xét ,topo

∂ // ////// ....

Proof. This is actually a direct consequence [GL, Theorem 1.2].

Proposition 14.6.5. Consider the corresponding projective map g : Xpro-étale → Xét and the the projective map f : Xpro-étale → X. Let M be a

corresponding Z-projective differential crystal spectrum. Then we have the following two strictly exact long exact sequences 12:

M⊗L(0 //////// deRhamdegreenumber

k[Ô]degreenumber /k,topo,Z

∂ //////// deRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber/X,topo,Z

∂// ////// deRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber/X,topo,Z
⊗ f−1deRham1

X,topo

∂ // ////// ...),

and
M⊗L(0 // ////// deRhamdegreenumber

k[Ô]degreenumber /k,topo,Z

∂ //////// deRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber/Xét ,topo,Z

∂//////// deRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber/X,topo,Z
⊗ f−1deRham1

Xét ,topo

∂ // ////// ...).

Proof. This is actually a direct consequence of the previous proposition due to the corresponding flatness.

11We should have the corresponding naturality taking into the following form:

0 //////// KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

k[Ô]degreenumber/k,topo,Z

��������

∂ // ////// KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber/X,topo,Z

��������

∂ //////// KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber/X,topo,Z
⊗ f−1deRham1

X,topo

��������

∂ ////////

0 //////// KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

k[Ô]degreenumber/k,topo,Z

∂ //////// KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber/Xét,topo,Z

∂//////// KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber/X,topo,Z
⊗ f−1deRham1

Xét ,topo
∂ //////// .

12Here we drop the notation KanLeft.
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14.6.2 Analytic André-Quillen Homology and Analytic Derived de Rham complex

of Pseudorigid Spaces

We now consider the analytic André-Quillen Homology and analytic Derived de Rham com-

plex of pseudorigid space, which are very crucial in some development in [Bel1] in the arith-

metic family. Therefore we just investigate the corresponding picture in the corresponding

geometric family.

Setting 14.6.6. We consider now a corresponding morphism taking the corresponding form of

A → B where A is going to be a pseudorigid affinoid algebra over Zp, and B is going to be

a perfectoid chart of A in the corresponding pro-étale site of the pseudorigid affinoid space

attached to A. As in [Bel1, Definition 3.1, and below Definition 3.1] in our situation A is of

topologically finite type overOK[[t]]
〈

πa/tb
〉
[1/t], where K is a discrete valued field containing

Qp and (a, b) = 1 13.

From [Bel1, Definition 3.1, and below Definition 3.1] we have the following:

Lemma 14.6.7. We have the following statements:

A. A as above is Tate, complete over OK;

B. The ring A has a ring of definition A0 which is of OK-formally finite type;

C. The ring A0 is of topologically finite type over OK[[t]]
〈

πa/tb
〉
.

Proof. It is very easy to see that the corresponding results hold in our current situation over

OK.

As in the corresponding construction in the rigid situation in the previous section following

[An1, Chapitre 3], [An2], [B1, Chapter 2, Chapter 8], [Bei, Chapter 1], [G1, Chapter 5], [GL,

Chapter 3, Chapter 4], [Ill1, Chapitre II, Chapitre III], [Ill2, Chapitre VIII], [Qui, Section 4] we

give the following definitions. First we consider the following new setting:

Setting 14.6.8. Now as in the above notion we will consider a general map of rings A→ B over

OK[[t]]
〈

πa/tb
〉
[1/t] where we have the corresponding map of the associated ring of definitions

A0 → B0 over OK[[t]]
〈

πa/tb
〉

such that A0, B0 are basically I-adic (where OK[[t]]
〈

πa/tb
〉

is I-

adic).

13Certainly one can also consider the characteristic p situation.

843



Definition 14.6.9. We start from the corresponding construction of the algebraic p-adic derived

de Rham complex for a map A→ B. Fix a pair of ring of definitions A0, B0 in A, B respectively.

Then this is the corresponding derived differential complex attached to the polynomial resolu-

tion of B0:

A0[A0[B0]]..., (14.6.22)

which is now denoted by KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,alg after taking the corresponding left Kan

extension. The corresponding cotangent complex associated is defined to be just:

LB0/A0,alg := deRham1
A0[B0]degreenumber/A0,alg ⊗A0[B0]degreenumber B0. (14.6.23)

The corresponding algebraic André-Quillen homologies are defined to be:

Hdegreenumber,AQ,alg := πdegreenumber(LB0/A0,alg). (14.6.24)

The corresponding topological André-Quillen complex is actually the complete version of the

corresponding algebraic ones above by considering the corresponding derived I-completion

over the simplicial module structure:

LB0/A0,topo := R lim
←−

I

KosI

(
(deRham1

A0[B0]degreenumber/A0,alg ⊗A0[B0]degreenumber B0)
)

. (14.6.25)

Then we consider the corresponding derived algebraic de Rham complex which is just defined

to be:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,alg , KanLeftFil∗KanLeftdeRham1

B0/A0,alg
. (14.6.26)

We then take the corresponding derived I-completion and we denote that by:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,topo := R lim

←−
I

KosI

(
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,alg , KanLeftFil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,alg

)
,

(14.6.27)

Fil∗
deRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,topo
:= R lim

←−
I

KosI

(
KanLeftFil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,alg

)
.

(14.6.28)
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Then we consider the following construction for the map A→ B by putting:

LB0/A0,topo := ColimA0→B0LB0/A0,topo[1/t], (14.6.29)

Hdegreenumber,AQ,topo := πdegreenumber(LB/A,topo), (14.6.30)

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo := ColimA0→B0KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,topo [1/t], (14.6.31)

KanLeftFil∗
deRhamdegreenumber

B/A,topo
:= ColimA0→B0Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,topo

[1/t]. (14.6.32)

Then we need to take the corresponding Hodge-Filtered completion by using the correspond-

ing filtration associated as above to achieve the corresponding Hodge-complete objects in the

corresponding filtered ∞-categories:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo,Hodge, Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo,Hodge

. (14.6.33)

Definition 14.6.10. We define the corresponding finite projective filtered crystals to be the cor-

responding finite projective module spectra over the topological filtered E∞-ring KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo

with the corresponding induced filtrations.

Definition 14.6.11. We define the corresponding almost perfect 14 filtered crystals to be the cor-

responding almost perfect module spectra over the topological filtered E∞-ring KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo

with the corresponding induced filtrations.

We now consider the corresponding large coefficient local systems over pseudorigid spaces

where Z now is a topological algebra over Zp
15.

Definition 14.6.12. We define the following Z deformed version of the corresponding com-

plete version of the corresponding André-Quillen homology and the corresponding complete

version of the corresponding derived de Rham complex. We start from the corresponding con-

struction of the algebraic p-adic derived de Rham complex for a map A→ B. Fix a pair of ring

of definitions A0, B0 in A, B respectively. Then this is the corresponding derived differential

complex attached to the polynomial resolution of B0:

A0[A0[B0]]..., (14.6.34)

14This is the corresponding derived version of pseudocoherence from [Lu1], [Lu2].
15It is better to assume that it is basically completely flat.

845



which is now denoted by deRhamdegreenumber
A0[B0]degreenumber/A0,alg

. The corresponding cotangent complex

associated is defined to be just:

LB0/A0,alg := deRham1
A0[B0]degreenumber/A0,alg ⊗A0[B0]degreenumber B0. (14.6.35)

The corresponding algebraic André-Quillen homologies are defined to be:

Hdegreenumber,AQ,alg := πdegreenumber(LB0/A0,alg). (14.6.36)

The corresponding topological André-Quillen complex is actually the complete version of the

corresponding algebraic ones above by considering the corresponding derived I-completion

over the simplicial module structure:

LB0/A0,topo := R lim
←−

k

KosI

(
(deRham1

A0[B0]degreenumber/A0,alg ⊗A0[B0]degreenumber B0)
)

. (14.6.37)

Taking the product with Z we have the corresponding integral version of the topological André-

Quillen complex16:

LB0/A0,topo,Z := LB0/A0,topo⊗
L
Zp

Z (14.6.38)

Then we consider the corresponding derived algebraic de Rham complex which is just defined

to be:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,alg , Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,alg

. (14.6.39)

We then take the corresponding derived I-completion and we denote that by:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,topo := R lim

←−
k

KosI

(
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,alg , Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,alg

)
,

(14.6.40)

KanLeftFil∗
deRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,topo
:= R lim

←−
k

KosI

(
KanLeftFil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,alg

)
.

(14.6.41)

Before considering the corresponding integral version we just consider the corresponding prod-

uct of these E∞-rings with Z to get17:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,topo,Z := KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,topo ⊗L
Zp

Z, (14.6.42)

KanLeftFil∗
deRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,topo ,Z
:= Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,topo

⊗L
Zp

Z. (14.6.43)

16Here we did not take the corresponding derived completion, but in some situation this is achievable.
17Here again we did not take the corresponding derived completion, but in some situation this is achievable, for

instance when the ring Z is endowed with derived J-complete topology.
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Then we consider the following construction for the map A→ B by putting:

LB0/A0,topo,Z := ColimA0→B0LB0/A0,topo,Z[1/t], (14.6.44)

Hdegreenumber,AQ,topo,Z := πdegreenumber(LB/A,topo,Z), (14.6.45)

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo,Z := ColimA0→B0KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,topo,Z [1/t], (14.6.46)

KanLeftFil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B/A,topo ,Z
:= ColimA0→B0KanLeftFil∗KanLeftdeRham1

B0/A0,topo,Z[1/t]. (14.6.47)

Then we need to take the corresponding Hodge-Filtered completion by using the correspond-

ing filtration associated as above to achieve the corresponding Hodge-complete objects in the

corresponding filtered ∞-categories:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo,Hodge,Z, KanLeftFil∗KanLeftdeRham1

B/A,topo,Hodge ,Z. (14.6.48)

Example 14.6.13. Now we construct the corresponding pseudorigid analog of the correspond-

ing example in [GL, Example 4.7]. Now we consider the corresponding the map:

Zp[[u]]

〈
pa

ub

〉
[1/u]

〈
X±1 , X±2 , ..., X±d

〉
−→ Zp[[u]]

〈
pa

ub

〉
[1/u]

〈
X
±/p∞

1 , X
±/p∞

2 , ..., X
±/p∞

d

〉

(14.6.49)

which could be written as:

Zp[[u]]

〈
pa

ub

〉
[1/u]

〈
X±1 , X±2 , ..., X±d

〉
−→ (14.6.50)

Zp[[u]]

〈
pa

ub

〉
[1/u]

〈
X±1 , X±2 , ..., X±d

〉 〈
Y
±/p∞

1 , Y
±/p∞

2 , ..., Y
±/p∞

d

〉
/(Xi −Yi, i = 1, ..., d).

(14.6.51)

So in our situation the corresponding Hodge complete topological derived de Rham complex

will be just:

Zp[[u]]

〈
pa

ub

〉
[1/u]

〈
Y
±/p∞

1 , Y
±/p∞

2 , ..., Y
±/p∞

d

〉
[[Z1, ..., Zd, Zi = Xi −Yi, i = 1, ..., d]]. (14.6.52)

We now follow the corresponding previous works [B1, Chapter 2, Chapter 8], [Bei, Chapter

1], [G1, Chapter 5], [GL, Chapter 3, Chapter 4], [Ill1], [Ill2, Chapitre VIII] to study the corre-

sponding functoriality for some triple A→ B→ C where we have first in the algebraic setting

the following result. Here we first consider more general setting where we will consider those

rings over OK[[t]]
〈

πa

tb

〉
which is t-adically complete.
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Proposition 14.6.14. The corresponding functoriality for the corresponding algebraic derived de Rham

complex holds in our situation for the corresponding integral adic rings A, B, C in the context of this

section, namely we have the following corresponding commutative diagram:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,alg

//////

������

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,alg

�� ����

B ////// KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,alg .

Proof. See [GL, Lemma 3.3].

Proposition 14.6.15. The corresponding functoriality for the corresponding algebraic derived de Rham

complex holds in our situation for the corresponding integral adic rings A, B, C in the context of this

section, namely we have the following corresponding commutative diagram:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo,Hodge

//////

������

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo,Hodge

�� ����

B ////// KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo,Hodge.

Proof. Just take the corresponding derived I-completion of the diagram in the previous propo-

sition.

The following conjectures are literally inspired by the rigid analytic situation in [GL, Theo-

rem 1.2]. We use the notation ∗ to denote the ringOK[[t]]
〈

πa/tb
〉
[1/t]. We assume the spaces in

the following two conjectures are smooth pseudo-rigid analytic spaces overOK[[t]]
〈

πa/tb
〉
[1/t].
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Conjecture 14.6.16. The construction in this section could be carried over the pro-étale sites 18. Consider the corresponding projective map

g : Xpro-étale → Xét and the the projective map f : Xpro-étale → X. Then we have the following two strictly exact long exact sequences 19:

0 // ////// deRhamdegreenumber

∗[Ô]degreenumber /∗,topo,Z

∂ // ////// deRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber/X,topo,Z

∂//////// deRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber /X,topo,Z
⊗ f−1deRham1

X,topo

∂ // ////// ...,

and
0 //////// deRhamdegreenumber

∗[Ô]degreenumber/∗,topo,Z

∂ // ////// deRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber/Xét ,topo,Z

∂//////// deRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber /X,topo,Z
⊗ f−1deRham1

Xét ,topo

∂ // ////// ....

Conjecture 14.6.17. Consider the corresponding projective map g : Xpro-étale → Xét and the the projective map f : Xpro-étale → X. Let M be a

corresponding Z-projective differential crystal spectrum. Then we have the following two strictly exact long exact sequences:

M⊗L (0 //////// deRhamdegreenumber

Ok [Ô]
degreenumber /Ok,topo,Z

∂ //////// deRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber /X,topo,Z

∂// ////// deRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber/X,topo,Z
⊗ f−1deRham1

X,topo

∂ // ////// ...),

and
M⊗L (0 // ////// deRhamdegreenumber

Ok [Ô]
degreenumber /Ok,topo,Z

∂ // ////// deRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber /Xét ,topo,Z

∂// ////// deRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber/X,topo,Z
⊗ f−1deRham1

Xét ,topo

∂ // ////// ...).

18For more on the foundations here for the pro-étale sites see [Ked1, Theorem 2.9.9, Remark 2.9.10]
19We should have the corresponding naturality taking into the following form:

0 // ////// deRhamdegreenumber

∗[Ô]degreenumber/∗,topo,Z

�� ������

∂ // ////// deRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber/X,topo,Z

��������

∂ //////// deRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber/X,topo,Z
⊗ f−1deRham1

X,topo

�� ������

∂ //////// ...

0 //////// deRhamdegreenumber

∗[Ô]degreenumber/∗,topo,Z

∂ //////// deRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber/Xét,topo,Z

∂// ////// deRhamdegreenumber

X[Ô]degreenumber/X,topo,Z
⊗ f−1deRham1

Xét ,topo
∂ // ////// ....
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14.6.3 Derived (p, I)-Complete Derived de Rham complex of Derived Adic Rings

The corresponding construction of the derived de Rham complex could be defined for gen-

eral derived spaces. Along our discussion in the situations of rigid analytic spaces and the

corresponding pseudorigid spaces we now focus on the corresponding derived adic rings.

Setting 14.6.18. We now fix a bounded morphism of simplicial adic rings A→ B over A∗where

A∗ contains a corresponding ring of definition A∗0 which is derived complete with respect to

the (p, I)-topology and we assume that A is adic and we assume that (A∗0, I) is a prism in [BS1]

namely we at least require that the corresponding δ-structure on the corresponding ring will

induce the map ϕ(.) := .p + pδ(.) such that we have the situation where p ∈ (I, ϕ(I)). For A or

B respectively we assume this contains a subring A0 or B0 (over A∗0) respectively such that we

have A0 or B0 respectively is derived complete with respect to the corresponding derived (p, I)-

topology and we assume that B = B0[1/ f , f ∈ I] (same for A). All the adic rings are assumed

to be open mapping. We use the notation d to denote a corresponding primitive element as in

[BS1, Section 2.3] for A∗. We are going to assume that p is a topologically nilpotent element.

As in the corresponding construction in the rigid and pseudocoherent situation in the pre-

vious section following [An1, Chapitre 3], [An2], [B1, Chapter 2, Chapter 8], [Bei, Chapter 1],

[G1, Chapter 5], [GL, Chapter 3, Chapter 4], [Ill1, Chapitre II, Chapitre III], [Ill2, Chapitre VIII],

[Qui, Section 4], we have the following:

Definition 14.6.19. We start from the corresponding construction of the algebraic p-adic de-

rived de Rham complex for a map A → B. Fix a pair of ring of definitions A0, B0 in A, B

respectively. Then this is the corresponding left Kan extended derived differential complex

attached to B0/A0 which is now denoted by KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,alg

20 from the correspond-

ing (p, I)-complete commutative rings. The corresponding cotangent complex associated is

defined to be just:

LB0/A0,alg := deRham1
P

degreenumber
B0

/A0,alg
⊗

P
degreenumber
B0

B0. (14.6.53)

The corresponding algebraic André-Quillen homologies are defined to be:

Hdegreenumber,AQ,alg := πdegreenumber(LB0/A0,alg). (14.6.54)

20Namely over A0 we take the suitable corresponding left Kan extension, then apply to B0.
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The corresponding topological André-Quillen complex is actually the complete version of the

corresponding algebraic ones above by considering the corresponding derived (p, I)-completion

over the simplicial module structure:

LB0/A0,topo := R lim
←−

Kos(p,I)

(
(deRham1

P
degreenumber
B0

/A0,alg
⊗

P
degreenumber
B0

B0)

)
. (14.6.55)

Then we consider the corresponding derived algebraic de Rham complex which is just defined

to be:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
−/A0,alg (B0), Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,alg

. (14.6.56)

We then take the corresponding derived (p, I)-completion and we denote that by:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,topo := R lim

←−
Kos(p,I)

(
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,alg , Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,alg

)
,

(14.6.57)

KanLeftFil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,topo
:= R lim

←−
Kos(p,I)

(
Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,alg

)
.

(14.6.58)

Then in the situation that all the rings are classical adic rings we consider the following con-

struction for the map A→ B by putting:

LB/A,topo := ColimA0→B0LB0/A0,topo[1/(d)], (14.6.59)

Hdegreenumber,AQ,topo := πdegreenumber(LB/A,topo), (14.6.60)

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo := ColimA0→B0KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,topo [1/(d)], (14.6.61)

KanLeftFil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B/A,topo
:= ColimA0→B0Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,topo

[1/(d)]. (14.6.62)

Then we need to take the corresponding Hodge-Filtered completion by using the correspond-

ing filtration associated as above to achieve the corresponding Hodge-complete objects in the

corresponding filtered ∞-categories:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo,Hodge, Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo,Hodge

. (14.6.63)

Definition 14.6.20. We define the corresponding finite projective filtered crystals to be the cor-

responding finite projective module spectra over the topological filtered E∞-ring KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo

with the corresponding induced filtrations.
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Definition 14.6.21. We define the corresponding almost perfect 21 filtered crystals to be the cor-

responding almost perfect module spectra over the topological filtered E∞-ring KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo

with the corresponding induced filtrations.

We now consider the corresponding large coefficient local systems over pseudorigid spaces

where Z now is a simplicial topological algebra over Zp
22.

Definition 14.6.22. We define the following Z deformed version of the corresponding com-

plete version of the corresponding André-Quillen homology and the corresponding complete

version of the corresponding derived de Rham complex. We start from the corresponding con-

struction of the algebraic p-adic derived de Rham complex for a map A → B. Fix a pair of

ring of definitions A0, B0 in A, B respectively. Then this is the corresponding left Kan extended

derived differential complex attached to B0 from the corresponding derived (p, I)-complete

commutative rings which is now denoted by KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,alg . The corresponding

cotangent complex associated is defined to be just:

LB0/A0,alg := deRham1
P

degreenumber
B0

/A0,alg
⊗

P
degreenumber
B0

B0. (14.6.64)

The corresponding algebraic André-Quillen homologies are defined to be:

Hdegreenumber,AQ,alg := πdegreenumber(LB0/A0,alg). (14.6.65)

The corresponding topological André-Quillen complex is actually the complete version of the

corresponding algebraic ones above by considering the corresponding derived (p, I)-completion

over the simplicial module structure:

LB0/A0,topo := R lim
←−

Kos(p,I)

(
(deRham1

P
degreenumber
B0

/A0,alg
⊗

P
degreenumber
B0

B0)

)
. (14.6.66)

Taking the product with Z we have the corresponding integral version of the topological André-

Quillen complex:

LB0/A0,topo,Z := LB0/A0,topo⊗
L
Zp

Z (14.6.67)

Then we consider the corresponding derived algebraic de Rham complex which is just defined

to be:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,alg , Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,alg

. (14.6.68)

21This is the corresponding derived version of pseudocoherence from [Lu1], [Lu2].
22It is better to assume that it is basically derived completely flat.
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We then take the corresponding derived (p, I)-completion and we denote that by:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,topo := R lim

←−
k

Kos(p,I)

(
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,alg , Fil∗
deRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,alg

)
,

(14.6.69)

Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,topo
:= R lim

←−
k

(
Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,alg

)
.

(14.6.70)

Before considering the corresponding integral version we just consider the corresponding prod-

uct of these E∞-rings with Z to get:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,topo,Z := KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,topo ⊗L
Zp

Z, (14.6.71)

Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,topo ,Z
:= Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,topo

⊗L
Zp

Z. (14.6.72)

When we have that the corresponding ring Z is also derived (p, I)-topologized and commuta-

tive, then we can further take the correspding derived (p, I)-completion to achieve the corre-

sponding derived completed version:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,topo,Z := KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,topo ⊗̂
L

Zp
Z, (14.6.73)

Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,topo ,Z
:= Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,topo

⊗̂
L

Zp
Z. (14.6.74)

Then in the situation that all the rings are classical adic rings we consider the following con-

struction for the map A→ B by putting:

LB/A,topo,Z := ColimA0→B0LB0/A0,topo,Z[1/(d)], (14.6.75)

Hdegreenumber,AQ,topo,Z := πdegreenumber(LB/A,topo,Z), (14.6.76)

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo,Z := ColimA0→B0KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B0/A0,topo,Z [1/(d)], (14.6.77)

Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

B/A,topo ,Z
:= ColimA0→B0Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B0/A0,topo ,Z

[1/(d)]. (14.6.78)

Then we need to take the corresponding Hodge-Filtered completion by using the correspond-

ing filtration associated as above to achieve the corresponding Hodge-complete objects in the

corresponding filtered ∞-categories:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo,Hodge,Z, Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,topo,Hodge ,Z

. (14.6.79)
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14.7 Topological Logarithmic Derived De Rham Complexes

14.7.1 Logarithmic Setting for Rigid Analytic Spaces

In this section we are now going to follow Gabber’s construction as in [O, Chapter 8] and the

extension by [B1, Chapter 5, Chapter 6, Chapter 7] to consider the corresponding construction

of the topological complete logarithmic cotangent complexes and the corresponding topolog-

ical logarithmic derived de Rham complex following the corresponding construction for rigid

spaces. Certainly the corresponding construction will also follow closely the corresponding

[An1, Chapitre 3], [An2], [B1, Chapter 2, Chapter 8], [Bei, Chapter 1], [G1, Chapter 5], [GL,

Chapter 3, Chapter 4], [Ill1, Chapitre II, Chapitre III], [Ill2, Chapitre VIII], [Qui, Section 4] as if

we do not have the corresponding log structures, in particular the geometry context underly-

ing is just as in [GL, Chapter 3, Chapter 4]. For the geometric foundation of log adic spaces,

see [DLLZ1]. We start from the corresponding construction of the algebraic p-adic logarithmic

derived de Rham complex for a map (A, M) → (B, N) of p-complete rings carrying the cor-

responding log structures, here we use the corresponding notation (∗, ?), ∗ = A, B to denote

the corresponding admissible log rings where ? represents the corresponding monoids in the

consideration. This is the corresponding derived differential complex attached to the canonical

resolution (which we will denote it by the same notation as in the non logarithmic setting) of

(B, N):

(A, M)[(B, N)]degreenumber, (14.7.1)

which is now denoted by KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),alg := KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

−/(A,M),alg ((B, N))

after taking the left Kan extension as in [B1, Chapter 6] and applying to the ring (B, N). The

corresponding cotangent complex associated is defined to be just:

L(B,N)/(A,M),alg := KanLeftdeRham1
(A,M)[(B,N)]degreenumber/(A,M),alg⊗(A,M)[(B,N)]degreenumber (B, N).

(14.7.2)

The corresponding algebraic André-Quillen homologies are defined to be:

Hdegreenumber,AQ,alg := πdegreenumber(L(B,N)/(A,M),alg). (14.7.3)

The corresponding topological André-Quillen complex is actually the complete version of

the corresponding algebraic ones above by considering the corresponding certain p-completion

over the simplicial module structure.

854



Then we consider the corresponding derived algebraic de Rham complex which is just de-

fined to be:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),alg, Fil∗KanLeftdeRham1

(B,N)/(A,M),alg
. (14.7.4)

We then take the corresponding Banach completion and we denote that by:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo, Fil∗KanLeftdeRham1

(B,N)/(A,M),topo
. (14.7.5)

Then we need to take the corresponding Hodge-Filtered completion by using the corre-

sponding filtration associated as above:

KanLeft ̂deRham
degreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo, Fil∗

KanLeft ̂deRham
1
(B,N)/(A,M),topo

. (14.7.6)

This is basically the corresponding analytic and complete version the corresponding alge-

braic log de Rham complex. Furthermore we allow large coefficients with rigid affinoid algebra

Z over Qp. Therefore we take the corresponding completed tensor product in the following.

Definition 14.7.1. We define the following Z deformed version of the corresponding com-

plete version of the corresponding logarithmic André-Quillen homology and the correspond-

ing complete version of the corresponding logarithmic derived de Rham complex. We start

from the corresponding construction of the algebraic p-adic logarithmic derived de Rham

complex for a map (A, M) → (B, N). Fix a pair of ring of definitions (A0, M0), (B0, N0) in

(A, M), (B, N) respectively. Then this is the corresponding derived differential complex at-

tached to the canonical resolution of (B0, N0):

(A0, M0)[(B0, N0)]
degreenumber, (14.7.7)

which is now denoted by KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(A0,M0)[(B0,N0)]degreenumber/(A0,M0),alg

after taking the cor-

responding left Kan extension as in [B1, Chapter 6]. The corresponding cotangent complex

associated is defined to be just:

LB0/(A0,M0),alg := KanLeftdeRham1
(A0,M0)[B0,N0]degreenumber/(A0,M0),alg⊗(A0,M0)[B0,N0]degreenumber (B0, N0).

(14.7.8)

The corresponding algebraic logarithmic André-Quillen homologies are defined to be:

Hdegreenumber,AQ,alg,log := πdegreenumber(L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg). (14.7.9)
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The corresponding topological logarithmic André-Quillen complex is actually the complete

version of the corresponding algebraic ones above by considering the corresponding derived

p-completion over the simplicial module structure:

L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo (14.7.10)

:= R lim
←−

k

Kospk

(
(KanLeftdeRham1

(A0,M0)[(B0,N0)]degreenumber/(A0,M0),alg⊗(A0,N0)[(B0,N0)]degreenumber (B0, N0))
)

.

(14.7.11)

Taking the product with OZ we have the corresponding integral version of the topological

logarithmic André-Quillen complex:

L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo,Z := L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo⊗̂ZpOZ (14.7.12)

Then we consider the corresponding derived algebraic de Rham complex which is just defined

to be:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg, Fil∗KanLeftdeRham1

(B0,N0)/(A0,M0 ),alg
. (14.7.13)

We then take the corresponding derived p-completion and we denote that by:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo (14.7.14)

:= R lim
←−

k

Kospk

(
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg, Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),alg

)
, (14.7.15)

Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),topo
:= R lim

←−
k

Kospk

(
Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0 ),alg

)
. (14.7.16)

Before considering the corresponding integral version we just consider the corresponding prod-

uct of these E∞-rings with OZ to get:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo,Z := KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo⊗̂
L

Zp
OZ, (14.7.17)

Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),topo,Z
:= Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),topo

⊗̂
L

Zp
OZ. (14.7.18)

Then we consider the following construction for the map (A, M)→ (B, N) by putting:
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L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo,Z := Colim(A0,M0)→(B0,N0)L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo,Z[1/p], (14.7.19)

Hdegreenumber,AQ,topo,Z := πdegreenumber(L(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Z), (14.7.20)

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Z := Colim(A0,M0)→(B0,N0)KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo,Z[1/p],

(14.7.21)

Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Z
:= ColimFil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),topo,Z

[1/p]. (14.7.22)

Then we need to take the corresponding Hodge-Filtered completion by using the correspond-

ing filtration associated as above to achieve the corresponding Hodge-complete objects in the

corresponding filtered ∞-categories:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Hodge,Z, Fil∗KanLeftdeRham1

(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Hodge,Z. (14.7.23)

Definition 14.7.2. We define the corresponding finite projective filtered crystals to be the corre-

sponding finite projective module spectra over the topological filtered E∞-ring KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Z

with the corresponding induced filtrations.

Definition 14.7.3. We define the corresponding almost perfect 23 filtered crystals to be the corre-

sponding almost perfect module spectra over the topological filtered E∞-ring KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,N),topo,Z

with the corresponding induced filtrations.

The following is inspired by the main Poincaré Lemma from [GL, Theorem 1.2] in the non-

deformed situation. Consider a corresponding smooth log rigid analytic space X over k/Qp

(where k is a corresponding unramified analytic field which is discretely-valued and the corre-

sponding residue field is finite). Then we have the following:

Conjecture 14.7.4. Consider the corresponding projective map g : XKummer-pro-étale → XKummer-ét and

the the projective map f : XKummer-pro-étale → X. Then we have the logarithmic versions of the strictly

exact long exact sequences as in the Poincaré lemma in the rigid analytic situation.

23This is the corresponding derived version of pseudocoherence from [Lu1], [Lu2].
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14.7.2 Logarithmic Setting for Pseudorigid Spaces

We now consider the analytic logarithmic André-Quillen Homology and analytic logarithmic

Derived de Rham complex of pseudorigid space, which are very crucial in some development

in [Bel1] in the arithmetic family. Therefore we just investigate the corresponding picture in the

corresponding geometric family.

Setting 14.7.5. We consider now a corresponding morphism taking the corresponding form

of (A, M) → (B, N) where (A, M) is going to be a log pseudorigid affinoid algebra over Zp

(where we consider the corresponding foundation in [DLLZ1, Chapter 2] for the corresponding

log adic rings), and (B, N) is going to be a Kummer perfectoid chart of A in the corresponding

Kummer pro-étale site of the log pseudorigid affinoid space attached to A (where we consider

the corresponding foundation in [DLLZ1, Chapter 5] for the corresponding Kummer pro-étale

sites). As in [Bel1, Definition 3.1, and below Definition 3.1] in our situation A is of topologi-

cally finite type overOK[[t]]
〈

πa/tb
〉
[1/t], where K is a discrete valued field containing Qp and

(a, b) = 1 24.

From [Bel1, Definition 3.1, and below Definition 3.1] we have the following:

Lemma 14.7.6. We have the following statements:

A. A as above is Tate, complete over OK;

B. The ring A has a ring of definition A0 which is of OK-formally finite type;

C. The ring A0 is of topologically finite type over OK[[t]]
〈

πa/tb
〉
.

Proof. Since we did not change the corresponding assumption on the corresponding ring theo-

retic consideration.

As in the corresponding construction in the rigid situation in the previous section following

[An1, Chapitre 3], [An2], [B1, Chapter 5, Chapter 6, Chapter 7], [Bei, Chapter 1], [G1, Chapter

5], [GL, Chapter 3, Chapter 4], [Ill1, Chapitre II, Chapitre III], [Ill2, Chapitre VIII], [O, Chapter

8], [Qui, Section 4]. We keep now the following setting:

Setting 14.7.7. Now as in the above notion we will consider a general map of logarithmic

rings (A, M) → (B, N) over OK[[t]]
〈

πa/tb
〉
[1/t] where we have the corresponding map of

24Certainly one can also consider the characteristic p situation.
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the associated ring of definitions (A0, M0)→ (B0, N0) over OK[[t]]
〈

πa/tb
〉

such that A0, B0 are

basically I-adic (where OK[[t]]
〈

πa/tb
〉

is I-adic).

Definition 14.7.8. We start from the corresponding construction of the algebraic p-adic log

derived de Rham complex for a map (A, M) → (B, N). Fix a pair of ring of definitions

(A0, M0), (B0, N0) in (A, M), (B, N) respectively. Then this is the corresponding derived dif-

ferential complex attached to the canonical resolution of (B0, N0):

(A0, M0)[(B0, N0)]
degreenumber, (14.7.24)

which is now denoted by KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg. This is after taking the left Kan ex-

tension as in [B1, Chapter 6]. The corresponding logarithmic cotangent complex associated is

defined to be just:

L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg := KanLeftdeRham1
(A0,M0)[(B0,N0)]degreenumber/(A0,M0),alg⊗(A0,M0)[(B0,N0)]degreenumber (B0, N0).

(14.7.25)

The corresponding algebraic logarithmic André-Quillen homologies are defined to be:

Hdegreenumber,AQ,alg := πdegreenumber(L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg). (14.7.26)

The corresponding topological logarithmic André-Quillen complex is actually the complete

version of the corresponding algebraic ones above by considering the corresponding derived

I-completion over the simplicial module structure:

L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo (14.7.27)

:= R lim
←−

I

KosI

(
(KanLeftdeRham1

(A0,M0)[(B0,N0)]degreenumber/(A0,M0),alg ⊗(A0,M0)[(B0,N0)]degreenumber (B0, N0))
)

.

(14.7.28)

Then we consider the corresponding logarithmic derived algebraic de Rham complex which is

just defined to be:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg, Fil∗KanLeftdeRham1

(B0,N0)/(A0,M0 ),alg
. (14.7.29)
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We then take the corresponding derived I-completion and we denote that by:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo := (14.7.30)

R lim
←−

I

KosI

(
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(A0,M0)[(B0,N0)]degreenumber/(A0,M0),alg
, Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),alg

)
,

(14.7.31)

Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),topo
:= R lim

←−
I

KosI

(
Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),alg

)
. (14.7.32)

Then we consider the following construction for the map (A, M)→ (B, N) by putting:

L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo := Colim(A0,M0)→(B0,N0)L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo[1/t], (14.7.33)

Hdegreenumber,AQ,topo := πdegreenumber(L(B,M)/(A,M),topo), (14.7.34)

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo := Colim(A0,M0)→(B0,N0)KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo[1/t],

(14.7.35)

Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B,N)/(A,M),topo
:= Colim(A0,M0)→(B0,N0)Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),topo

[1/t]. (14.7.36)

Then we need to take the corresponding Hodge-Filtered completion by using the correspond-

ing filtration associated as above to achieve the corresponding Hodge-complete objects in the

corresponding filtered ∞-categories:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Hodge, Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Hodge

. (14.7.37)

Definition 14.7.9. We define the corresponding finite projective filtered crystals to be the corre-

sponding finite projective module spectra over the topological filtered E∞-ring KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo

with the corresponding induced filtrations.

Definition 14.7.10. We define the corresponding almost perfect 25 filtered crystals to be the cor-

responding almost perfect module spectra over the topological filtered E∞-ring KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo

with the corresponding induced filtrations.

We now consider the corresponding large coefficient local systems over logarithmic pseu-

dorigid spaces where Z now is a topological algebra over Zp
26.

25This is the corresponding derived version of pseudocoherence from [Lu1], [Lu2].
26It is better to assume that it is basically completely flat.
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Definition 14.7.11. We define the following Z deformed version of the corresponding com-

plete version of the corresponding logarithmic André-Quillen homology and the correspond-

ing complete version of the corresponding logarithmic derived de Rham complex. We start

from the corresponding construction of the logarithmic algebraic p-adic derived de Rham

complex for a map (A, M) → (B, N). Fix a pair of ring of definitions (A0, M0), (B0, N0) in

(A, M), (B, N) respectively. Then this is the corresponding derived differential complex at-

tached to the canonical resolution of (B0, N0):

(A0, M0)[(B0, N0)]
degreenumber, (14.7.38)

which is now denoted by KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg. The corresponding logarithmic cotan-

gent complex associated is defined to be just:

L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg := KanLeftdeRham1
(A0,M0)[(B0,N0)]degreenumber/(A0,M0),alg⊗(A0,M0)[(B0,N0)]degreenumber (B0, N0).

(14.7.39)

The corresponding algebraic logarithmic André-Quillen homologies are defined to be:

Hdegreenumber,AQ,alg := πdegreenumber(L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg). (14.7.40)

The corresponding topological logarithmic André-Quillen complex is actually the complete

version of the corresponding algebraic ones above by considering the corresponding derived

I-completion over the simplicial module structure:

L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo (14.7.41)

:= R lim
←−

k

KosI

(
(KanLeftdeRham1

(A0,M0)[(B0,N0)]degreenumber/(A0,M0),alg ⊗(A0,M0)[(B0,N0)]degreenumber (B0, N0))
)

.

(14.7.42)

Taking the product with Z we have the corresponding integral version of the topological loga-

rithmic version of the corresponding André-Quillen complex:

L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo,Z := L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo⊗ZpOZ (14.7.43)

Then we consider the corresponding logarithmic derived algebraic de Rham complex which is

just defined to be:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg, Fil∗KanLeftdeRham1

(B0,N0)/(A0,M0 ),alg
. (14.7.44)
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We then take the corresponding derived I-completion and we denote that by:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo := (14.7.45)

R lim
←−

k

KosI

(
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg, Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),alg

)
, (14.7.46)

Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),topo
:= R lim

←−
k

KosI

(
Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),alg

)
. (14.7.47)

Before considering the corresponding integral version we just consider the corresponding prod-

uct of these E∞-rings with Z to get:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo,Z := KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo⊗
L
Zp

Z, (14.7.48)

Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0)/(A0,M0 ),topo,Z
:= Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),topo

⊗L
Zp

Z. (14.7.49)

Then we consider the following construction for the map (A, M)→ (B, N) by putting:

L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo,Z := Colim(A0,M0)→(B0,N0)L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo,Z[1/t], (14.7.50)

Hdegreenumber,AQ,topo,Z := πdegreenumber(L(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Z), (14.7.51)

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Z := Colim(A0,M0)→(B0,N0)KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo,Z[1/t],

(14.7.52)

Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Z
:= Colim(A0,M0)→(B0,N0)Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),topo,Z

[1/t].

(14.7.53)

Then we need to take the corresponding Hodge-Filtered completion by using the correspond-

ing filtration associated as above to achieve the corresponding Hodge-complete objects in the

corresponding filtered ∞-categories:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Hodge,Z, Fil∗KanLeftdeRham1

(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Hodge,Z. (14.7.54)

Example 14.7.12. Now we construct the corresponding pseudorigid analog of the correspond-

ing example in [GL, Example 4.7]. Now we consider the corresponding the map:

Zp[[u]]

〈
pa

ub

〉
[1/u]

〈
X±1 , X±2 , ..., X±d , Xd+1, ..., Xe

〉
(14.7.55)

−→ Zp[[u]]

〈
pa

ub

〉
[1/u]

〈
X
±/p∞

1 , X
±/p∞

2 , ..., X
±/p∞

d , X
1/p∞

d+1 , ..., X
1/p∞

e

〉
(14.7.56)

862



which could be written as:

Zp[[u]]

〈
pa

ub

〉
[1/u]

〈
X±1 , X±2 , ..., X±d , Xd+1, ..., Xe

〉
−→ (14.7.57)

Zp[[u]]

〈
pa

ub

〉
[1/u]

〈
X±1 , X±2 , ..., X±d , Xd+1, ..., Xe

〉 〈
Y
±/p∞

1 , ..., Y
±/p∞

d , Y
1/p∞

d+1 , ..., Y
1/p∞

e

〉
(14.7.58)

/(Xi −Yi, i = 1, ..., e). (14.7.59)

So in our situation the corresponding Hodge complete topological derived de Rham complex

will be just:

Zp[[u]]

〈
pa

ub

〉
[1/u]

〈
Y
±/p∞

1 , Y
±/p∞

2 , ..., Y
±/p∞

d , Y
1/p∞

d+1 , ..., Y
1/p∞

e

〉
(14.7.60)

[[Z1, ..., Ze, Zi = Xi −Yi, i = 1, ..., e]]. (14.7.61)

The following conjectures are literally inspired by the rigid analytic situation in [GL, Theo-

rem 1.2]. We assume the spaces are smooth.

Conjecture 14.7.13. After the whole foundation of [DLLZ1] and [Ked1, Theorem 2.9.9, Remark 2.9.10],

the construction in this section could be carried over the corresponding certain Kummer-pro-étale sites

where logarithmic perfectoid subdomains form a corresponding basis of neighbourhood of the topology.

Based on this conjecture one can conjecture the following:

Conjecture 14.7.14. Consider the corresponding projective map g : XKummer-pro-étale → XKummer-ét and

the the projective map f : XKummer-pro-étale → X. Then we have the log versions of the strictly exact

Poincaré long exact sequences as in the pseudorigid analytic situation.

and

Conjecture 14.7.15. Consider the corresponding projective map g : XKummer-pro-étale → XKummer-ét and

the the projective map f : XKummer-pro-étale → X. Let M be a corresponding Z-projective differential crys-

tal spectrum. Then we have the logarithmic versions of the strictly exact Poincaré long exact sequences

for M as in the pseudorigid analytic siatution.
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14.7.3 Derived (p, I)-Complete Logarithmic Derived de Rham complex

The corresponding construction of the derived de Rham complex could be defined for general

derived spaces. Along our discussion in the situations of rigid analytic spaces and the cor-

responding pseudorigid spaces we now focus on the corresponding derived rings. And we

consider the corresponding logarithmic setting.

Setting 14.7.16. We now fix a bounded morphism of log simplicial topological rings (A, M)→

(B, N) over A∗ where A∗ contains a corresponding ring of definition A∗0 which is derived com-

plete with respect to the (p, I)-topology and we assume that (A, M) is adic in the sense to be

defined just below and we assume that (A∗0, I) is a prism namely we at least require that the

corresponding δ-structure on the corresponding ring will induce the map ϕ(.) := .p + pδ(.)

such that we have the situation where p ∈ (I, ϕ(I)). For (A, M) or (B, N) respectively we as-

sume this contains a subring (A0, M) or (B0, N0) (over A∗0) respectively such that we have A0 or

B0 respectively is derived complete with respect to the corresponding derived (p, I)-topology

and we assume that B = B0[1/ f , f ∈ I] (same for A) 27. All the adic rings are assumed to be

open mapping. We use the notation d to denote a corresponding primitive element as in [BS1,

Section 2.3] for A∗. We are going to assume that p is a topologically nilpotent element.

As in the corresponding non-logarithmic situation following [B1, Chapter 6]28 we first con-

sider the category Algprelog,smooth,A∗0
of all the smooth prelog algebras over A∗0 and take the cor-

responding left Kan extension to the corresponding ∞-category Alg∞,prelog,A∗0
of all the prelog

simplicial A∗0-algebras. Then we may take the corresponding derived (p, I)-completion to get

completed objects. Finally we could basically apply this to the relatively more specific rings in

the previous setting. These are basically parallel to the situations where we work over Zp and

the pseudorigid disc29.

Remark 14.7.17. The corresponding idea behind this is certainly inspired by [LL] for instance

where the authors compared the corresponding prismatic cohomology of some suitable ring

R over A∗0/I for instance and the corresponding derived de Rham cohomology canonically

27One can also invert p to consider the rationality with respect to p as in the rigid analytic situation.
28Here the corresponding left Kan extension happens along the embedding of the free prelog rings to the ∞-

category of simplicial prelog rings. See [B1, Chapter 6] for the construction.
29Certainly we could work in more general setting over any derived J-complete ring, such as in the situation

where we do not require that the ring A∗0 is a prism.
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attached to the corresponding morphism, and the corresponding Hodge filtration is compared

to the Nygaard filtration.

As in the corresponding construction in the rigid and pseudocoherent situation in the pre-

vious section following [An1, Chapitre 3], [An2], [B1, Chapter 5, Chapter 6, Chapter 7], [Bei,

Chapter 1], [G1, Chapter 5], [GL, Chapter 3, Chapter 4], [Ill1, Chapitre II, Chapitre III], [Ill2,

Chapitre VIII], [O, Chapter 8], [Qui, Section 4] we give the following definition.

Definition 14.7.18. We start from the corresponding construction of the algebraic p-adic loga-

rithmic derived de Rham complex for a map (A, M)→ (B, N). Fix a pair of ring of definitions

(A0, M0), (B0, N0) in (A, M), (B, N) respectively. Then this is the corresponding derived differ-

ential complex attached to the cofibrant replacement of (B0, N0):

P
degreenumber
(B0,N0)

, (14.7.62)

which is now denoted by KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg after taking the corresponding left

Kan extension as in [B1, Chapter 6]. The corresponding logarithmic cotangent complex associ-

ated is defined to be just:

L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg := KanLeftdeRham1
P

degreenumber
(B0,N0 )

/(A0,M0),alg
⊗

P
degreenumber
(B0,N0 )

(B0, N0). (14.7.63)

The corresponding logarithmic algebraic André-Quillen homologies are defined to be:

Hdegreenumber,AQ,alg := πdegreenumber(L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg). (14.7.64)

The corresponding topological André-Quillen complex is actually the complete version of the

corresponding algebraic ones above by considering the corresponding derived (p, I)-completion

over the simplicial module structure:

L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo := R lim
←−

Kos(p,I)

(
(KanLeftdeRham1

P
degreenumber
(B0,N0 )

/(A0,M0),alg
⊗

P
degreenumber
(B0,N0 )

(B0, N0))

)
.

(14.7.65)

Then we consider the corresponding derived algebraic de Rham complex which is just defined

to be:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg, Fil∗KanLeftdeRham1

(B0,N0)/(A0,M0 ),alg
. (14.7.66)
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We then take the corresponding derived (p, I)-completion and we denote that by:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo (14.7.67)

:= R lim
←−

Kos(p,I)

(
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg, Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),alg

)
,

(14.7.68)

Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),topo
:= R lim

←−
Kos(p,I)

(
Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),alg

)
. (14.7.69)

Then in the situation that all the rings are classical logarithmic adic rings we consider the fol-

lowing construction for the map A→ B by putting:

L(B,N)/(A,M),topo := Colim(A0,M0)→(B0,N0)L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo[1/(d)],

(14.7.70)

Hdegreenumber,AQ,topo := πdegreenumber(L(B,N)/(A,M),topo),

(14.7.71)

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo := Colim(A0,M0)→(B0,N0)KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo[1/(d)],

(14.7.72)

Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B,N)/(A,M),topo
:= Colim(A0,M0)→(B0,N0)Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),topo

[1/(d)].

(14.7.73)

Then we need to take the corresponding Hodge-Filtered completion by using the correspond-

ing filtration associated as above to achieve the corresponding Hodge-complete objects in the

corresponding filtered ∞-categories:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Hodge, Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Hodge

. (14.7.74)

Definition 14.7.19. We define the corresponding finite projective filtered crystals to be the cor-

responding finite projective module spectra over the topological filtered E∞-ring KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo

with the corresponding induced filtrations.

Definition 14.7.20. We define the corresponding almost perfect 30 filtered crystals to be the cor-

responding almost perfect module spectra over the topological filtered E∞-ring KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo

with the corresponding induced filtrations.

30This is the corresponding derived version of pseudocoherence from [Lu1], [Lu2].
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We now consider the corresponding large coefficient local systems over pseudorigid spaces

where Z now is a simplicial topological algebra over Zp
31.

Definition 14.7.21. We define the following Z deformed version of the corresponding com-

plete version of the corresponding logarithmic André-Quillen homology and the correspond-

ing complete version of the corresponding logarithmic derived de Rham complex. We start

from the corresponding construction of the logarithmic algebraic derived de Rham complex

for a map (A, M)→ (B, N). Fix a pair of ring of definitions (A0, M0), (B0, N0) in (A, M), (B, N)

respectively. Then this is the corresponding derived differential complex attached to the canon-

ical resolution of (B0, N0):

(A0, M0)[(B0, N0)]
degreenumber, (14.7.75)

which is now denoted by KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg. The corresponding logarithmic cotan-

gent complex associated is defined to be just:

L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg (14.7.76)

:= KanLeftdeRham1
(A0,M0)[(B0,N0)]degreenumber/(A0,M0),alg⊗(A0,M0)[(B0,N0)]degreenumber (B0, N0).

(14.7.77)

The corresponding algebraic logarithmic André-Quillen homologies are defined to be:

Hdegreenumber,AQ,alg := πdegreenumber(L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg). (14.7.78)

The corresponding topological logarithmic André-Quillen complex is actually the complete

version of the corresponding algebraic ones above by considering the corresponding derived

(p, I)-completion over the simplicial module structure:

L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo (14.7.79)

:= R lim
←−

k

Kos(p,I)

(
(KanLeftdeRham1

(A0,M0)[(B0,N0)]degreenumber/(A0,M0),alg⊗(A0,M0)[(B0,N0)]degreenumber (B0, N0))
)

.

(14.7.80)

Taking the product with Z we have the corresponding integral version of the topological loga-

rithmic version of the corresponding André-Quillen complex:

L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo,Z := L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo⊗Zp Z (14.7.81)

31It is better to assume that it is basically derived completely flat.
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Then we consider the corresponding logarithmic derived algebraic de Rham complex which is

just defined to be:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg, Fil∗KanLeftdeRham1

(B0,N0)/(A0,M0 ),alg
. (14.7.82)

We then take the corresponding derived (p, I)-completion and we denote that by:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo := (14.7.83)

R lim
←−

k

Kos(p,I)

(
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),alg, Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),alg

)
,

(14.7.84)

Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),topo
:= R lim

←−
k

Kos(p,I)

(
Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),alg

)
. (14.7.85)

Before considering the corresponding integral version we just consider the corresponding prod-

uct of these E∞-rings with Z to get:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo,Z := KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo⊗
L
Zp

Z, (14.7.86)

Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),topo,Z
:= Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),topo

⊗L
Zp

Z. (14.7.87)

When we have that the corresponding ring Z is also derived (p, I)-topologized and commuta-

tive, then we can further take the correspding derived (p, I)-completion to achieve the corre-

sponding derived completed version:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo,Z := KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo⊗̂
L

Zp
Z, (14.7.88)

Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),topo,Z
:= Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),topo

⊗̂
L

Zp
Z. (14.7.89)

Then in the situation that all the rings are classical logarithmic adic rings we consider the fol-

lowing construction for the map (A, M)→ (B, N) by putting:

L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo,Z := Colim(A0,M0)→(B0,N0)L(B0,N0)/(A0,M0),topo,Z[1/(p, I)], (14.7.90)

Hdegreenumber,AQ,topo,Z := πdegreenumber(L(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Z), (14.7.91)

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Z := Colim(A0,M0)→(B0,N0)KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B,N)/(A0,M0),topo,Z[1/(p, I)],

(14.7.92)

Fil∗
KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber

(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Z
:= Colim(A0,M0)→(B0,N0)Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B0,N0 )/(A0,M0),topo,Z

[1/(p, I)].

(14.7.93)
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Then we need to take the corresponding Hodge-Filtered completion by using the correspond-

ing filtration associated as above to achieve the corresponding Hodge-complete objects in the

corresponding filtered ∞-categories:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Hodge,Z, Fil∗

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
(B,N)/(A,M),topo,Hodge,Z

. (14.7.94)

869



14.8 Robba Sheaves and Frobenius Sheaves

14.8.1 Pseudorigid Relative Toric Tower

In this section we discuss the corresponding Robba sheaves of [KL1] and [KL2] over general

spaces. Here we consider the corresponding discussion for the pseudorigid situation which

is certainly following the corresponding treatment in [KL2, Chapter 8]. But we do not really

understand if the corresponding generality could be achieved at this moment. So one definitely

has to be very careful in the corresponding analysis 32. These kinds of spaces are actually

different from the rigid analytic space, although the theories are really related to each other,

such as in [Bel1], [Bel2] and [L]. Following the ideas in the rigid situation in [KL2], we consider

the towers in the smooth situation in the following:

Setting 14.8.1. We consider the following towers as in [KL2, Chapter 5]. First we let A0 be the

ring OK[[u]]
〈

πa

ub

〉
[1/u]

〈
T±1 , ..., T±d

〉
and we put A+

0 to be the ring

OK[[u]]
〈

πa

ub

〉
.
〈

T±1 , ..., T±d
〉
. And for the higher level we have the following rings:

(An, A+
n ) (14.8.1)

:= (OK(π
1/pn

)[[u]]

〈
πa

ub

〉
[1/u](u±1/pn

)
〈

T
±1/pn

1 , ..., T
±1/pn

d

〉
, (14.8.2)

OK(π
1/pn

)[[u]]

〈
πa

ub

〉
[u1/pn

]
〈

T
±1/pn

1 , ..., T
±1/pn

d

〉
), (14.8.3)

which implies that we have:

A0 ////// A1 ////// ... // //// An
////// ..., ∀n ≥ 0.

Proposition 14.8.2. The tower above is finite étale.

Proof. Note that the corresponding pseudorigid space is actually formally of finite type over

OK namely we have that the ring at the zeroth level is just

OK[[u, S1, ..., Sd]][1/u]
〈

V±1 , ..., V±e
〉
.

32Pseudorigid spaces are actually along our generalization in our mind, which are the first kinds of spaces we

would like to study in our project before considering more general topological or functional analytic spaces, namely

those general spaces whose structure sheaves of simplicial rings carry topologies or norms such as in [BBBK] and

[CS2].
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Therefore the corresponding tower under this sort of presentation will give:

(An, A+
n ) (14.8.4)

:= (OK[π
1/pn

][[u1/pn
, S

1/pn

1 , ..., S
1/pn

d ]][1/u1/pn
]
〈

V
±1/pn

1 , ..., V
±1/pn

e

〉
, (14.8.5)

OK[π
1/pn

][[u1/pn
, S

1/pn

1 , ..., S
1/pn

d ]]
〈

V
±1/pn

1 , ..., V
±1/pn

e

〉
). (14.8.6)

This is certainly a finite étale tower.

Proposition 14.8.3. The tower above is perfectoid.

Proof. Note that the corresponding pseudorigid space is actually formally of finite type over

OK namely we have that the ring at the zeroth level is just

OK[[u, S1, ..., Sd]][1/u]
〈

V±1 , ..., V±e
〉
.

Therefore the corresponding tower under this sort of presentation will give:

(An, A+
n ) (14.8.7)

:= (OK[π
1/pn

][[u1/pn
, S

1/pn

1 , ..., S
1/pn

d ]][1/u1/pn
]
〈

V
±1/pn

1 , ..., V
±1/pn

e

〉
, (14.8.8)

OK[π
1/pn

][[u1/pn
, S

1/pn

1 , ..., S
1/pn

d ]]
〈

V
±1/pn

1 , ..., V
±1/pn

e

〉
). (14.8.9)

The corresponding ∞-level is just:

A∞ (14.8.10)

:= OK[π
1/p∞

][[u1/p∞

, S
1/p∞

1 , ..., S
1/p∞

d ]][1/u1/p∞

]
〈

V
±1/p∞

1 , ..., V
±1/p∞

e

〉∧
, (14.8.11)

A+
∞ (14.8.12)

:= OK[π
1/p∞

][[u1/p∞

, S
1/p∞

1 , ..., S
1/p∞

d ]]
〈

V
±1/p∞

1 , ..., V
±1/p∞

e

〉∧
. (14.8.13)

These are certainly the corresponding perfectoid rings in the sense of [KL2, Definition 3.3.1],

also see [KL2, Lemma 3.3.28]33.

Remark 14.8.4. Here the corresponding rings are regarded as the corresponding topological

rings instead of Banach rings, but we can certainly consider the corresponding Banach ring

structure induced from the linear topology namely really the ∞-level of this tower is Fontaine

perfectoid adic Banach ring which is Tate in the sense of [KL2, Definition 3.1.1].
33As in [KL2, Lemma 3.3.28] one takes the original pseudouniformizer, and goes to a suitably high level to achieve

some root u′ of the function Xpn
− Xu− u, and evetually the corresponding element u′p will divide p.
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Proposition 14.8.5. The tower is weakly decompleting.

Proof. We give the proof where K = Qp, which is certainly carried over to more general situa-

tion. The corresponding tower is actually weakly decompleting once one considers the corre-

sponding presentation as above for the corresponding ring of definition:

A∞ (14.8.14)

:= OK[π
1/p∞

][[u1/p∞

, S
1/p∞

1 , ..., S
1/p∞

d ]][1/u1/p∞

]
〈

V
±1/p∞

1 , ..., V
±1/p∞

e

〉∧
, (14.8.15)

A+
∞ (14.8.16)

:= OK[π
1/p∞

][[u1/p∞

, S
1/p∞

1 , ..., S
1/p∞

d ]]
〈

V
±1/p∞

1 , ..., V
±1/p∞

e

〉∧
. (14.8.17)

This transfers to the positive characteristic situation under tilting:

R∞ (14.8.18)

:= kK[π
1/p∞

][[u1/p∞

, S
1/p∞

1 , ..., S
1/p∞

d ]][1/u1/p∞

]
〈

V
±1/p∞

1 , ..., V
±1/p∞

e

〉∧
, (14.8.19)

R+
∞ (14.8.20)

:= kK[π
1/p∞

][[u1/p∞

, S
1/p∞

1 , ..., S
1/p∞

d ]]
〈

V
±1/p∞

1 , ..., V
±1/p∞

e

〉∧
. (14.8.21)

Then one can finish as in [KL2, Lemma 7.1.2] by comparing this with R(Hdegreenumber,H
+
degreenumber)

.
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14.8.2 Pseudorigid Logarithmic Relative Toric Tower

Setting 14.8.6. We consider the following towers as in [KL2, Chapter 5]. First we let A0 be the

ring OK[[u]]
〈

πa

ub

〉
[1/u]

〈
T±1 , ..., T±d , T−d+1, ..., T−f

〉
and we put A+

0 to be the ring

OK[[u]]

〈
πa

ub

〉
.
〈

T±1 , ..., T±d , T−d+1, ..., T−f

〉
. (14.8.22)

And for the higher level we have the following rings:

(An, A+
n ) (14.8.23)

:= (OK(π
1/pn

)[[u]]

〈
πa

ub

〉
[1/u](u±1/pn

)
〈

T
±1/pn

1 , ..., T
±1/pn

d , T
−1/pn

d+1 , ..., T
−1/pn

f

〉
, (14.8.24)

OK(π
1/pn

)[[u]]

〈
πa

ub

〉
[u1/pn

]
〈

T
±1/pn

1 , ..., T
±1/pn

d , T
−1/pn

d+1 , ..., T
−1/pn

f

〉
), (14.8.25)

which implies that we have:

A0 ////// A1 ////// ... // //// An
////// ..., ∀n ≥ 0.

Proposition 14.8.7. The tower above is finite étale.

Proof. Note that the corresponding pseudorigid space is actually formally of finite type over

OK namely we have that the ring at the zeroth level is just

OK[[u, S1, ..., Sd]][1/u]
〈

V±1 , ..., V±e
〉
.

Therefore the corresponding tower under this sort of presentation will give:

(An, A+
n ) (14.8.26)

:= (OK[π
1/pn

][[u1/pn
, S

1/pn

1 , ..., S
1/pn

d ]][1/u1/pn
]
〈

V
±1/pn

1 , ..., V
±1/pn

e , T
−1/pn

e+1 , ..., T
−1/pn

f

〉
,

(14.8.27)

OK[π
1/pn

][[u1/pn
, S

1/pn

1 , ..., S
1/pn

d ]]
〈

V
±1/pn

1 , ..., V
±1/pn

e , T
−1/pn

d+1 , ..., T
−1/pn

f

〉
). (14.8.28)

This is certainly a finite étale tower.

Proposition 14.8.8. The tower above is perfectoid.

Proof. Note that the corresponding pseudorigid space is actually formally of finite type over

OK namely we have that the ring at the zeroth level is just

OK[[u, S1, ..., Sd]][1/u]
〈

V±1 , ..., V±e
〉
.
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Therefore the corresponding tower under this sort of presentation will give:

(An, A+
n ) (14.8.29)

:= (OK[π
1/pn

][[u1/pn
, S

1/pn

1 , ..., S
1/pn

d ]][1/u1/pn
]
〈

V
±1/pn

1 , ..., V
±1/pn

e , T
−1/pn

e+1 , ..., T
−1/pn

f

〉
,

(14.8.30)

OK[π
1/pn

][[u1/pn
, S

1/pn

1 , ..., S
1/pn

d ]]
〈

V
±1/pn

1 , ..., V
±1/pn

e , T
−1/pn

e+1 , ..., T
−1/pn

f

〉
). (14.8.31)

The corresponding ∞-level is just:

A∞ := (14.8.32)

OK[π
1/p∞

][[u1/p∞

, S
1/p∞

1 , ..., S
1/p∞

d ]][1/u1/p∞

]
〈

V
±1/p∞

1 , ..., V
±1/p∞

e , T
−1/p∞

e+1 , ..., T
−1/p∞

f

〉∧
,

(14.8.33)

A+
∞ (14.8.34)

:= OK[π
1/p∞

][[u1/p∞

, S
1/p∞

1 , ..., S
1/p∞

d ]]
〈

V
±1/p∞

1 , ..., V
±1/p∞

e , T
−1/p∞

e+1 , ..., T
−1/p∞

f

〉∧
. (14.8.35)

These are certainly the corresponding perfectoid rings in the sense of [KL2, Definition 3.3.1],

also see [KL2, Lemma 3.3.28]34.

Remark 14.8.9. Here the corresponding rings are regarded as the corresponding topological

rings instead of Banach rings, but we can certainly consider the corresponding Banach ring

structure induced from the linear topology namely really the ∞-level of this tower is Fontaine

perfectoid adic Banach ring which is Tate in the sense of [KL2, Definition 3.1.1].

Proposition 14.8.10. The tower is weakly decompleting.

Proof. We give the proof where K = Qp, which is certainly carried over to more general situa-

tion. The corresponding tower is actually weakly decompleting once one considers the corre-

34As in [KL2, Lemma 3.3.28] one takes the original pseudouniformizer, and goes to a suitably high level to achieve

some root u′ of the function Xpn
− Xu− u, and evetually the corresponding element u′p will divide p.
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sponding presentation as above for the corresponding ring of definition:

A∞ := (14.8.36)

OK[π
1/p∞

][[u1/p∞

, S
1/p∞

1 , ..., S
1/p∞

d ]][1/u1/p∞

]
〈

V
±1/p∞

1 , ..., V
±1/p∞

e , T
−1/p∞

e+1 , ..., T
−1/p∞

f

〉∧
,

(14.8.37)

A+
∞ (14.8.38)

:= OK[π
1/p∞

][[u1/p∞

, S
1/p∞

1 , ..., S
1/p∞

d ]]
〈

V
±1/p∞

1 , ..., V
±1/p∞

e , T
−1/p∞

e+1 , ..., T
−1/p∞

f

〉∧
. (14.8.39)

This transfers to the positive characteristic situation under tilting:

R∞ := (14.8.40)

kK [π
1/p∞

][[u1/p∞

, S
1/p∞

1 , ..., S
1/p∞

d ]][1/u1/p∞

]
〈

V
±1/p∞

1 , ..., V
±1/p∞

e , T
−1/p∞

e+1 , ..., T
−1/p∞

f

〉∧
,

(14.8.41)

R+
∞ (14.8.42)

:= kK[π
1/p∞

][[u1/p∞

, S
1/p∞

1 , ..., S
1/p∞

d ]]
〈

V
±1/p∞

1 , ..., V
±1/p∞

e , T
−1/p∞

e+1 , ..., T
−1/p∞

f

〉∧
. (14.8.43)

Then one can finish as in [KL2, Lemma 7.1.2] by comparing this with R(Hdegreenumber,H
+
degreenumber)

.
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14.8.3 Robba Sheaves over Pseudorigid Spaces

Now we consider Kedlaya-Liu’s Robba sheaves, which are also some motivic and functorial

construction. Our space is actually regarded over Zp, but note that the corresponding pseu-

dorigid affinoid could be defined over arbitrary integral ring OK of some analytic field K. Let

X be a pseudorigid space over OK, but we regard this as a corresponding Tate adic space over

Zp. Now we consider the corresponding pro-étale site of X which we denote it as Xproét.

Definition 14.8.11. We now apply the corresponding definitions of the Robba rings in [KL2,

Definition 4.1.1] with E therein being just Qp to any perfectoid subdomain (P∞, P+
∞ ) of Xproét.

For each such perfectoid, we promote it to be a Banach ring (P∞, P+
∞ , ‖.‖∞), then we have the

corresponding construction of the Robba rings in [KL2, Definition 4.1.1] (we use the notation

Π to represent the notationR):

Π̃
[s,r]
(P∞,P+

∞ ,‖.‖∞)
, (14.8.44)

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r]
(P∞,P+

∞ ,‖.‖∞)
, (14.8.45)

lim
−→

r

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r]
(P∞,P+

∞ ,‖.‖∞)
. (14.8.46)

Then one just organizes these to be certain presheaves over the site Xproét:

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, (14.8.47)

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, (14.8.48)

lim
−→

r

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét. (14.8.49)

However the corresponding construction is not canonical since the promotion to Banach rings

locally is not functorial. But we do have the situation that they are actually sheaves due to the

fact that we can regard them as sheaves over some preperfectoid spaces under the correspond-

ing tilting of the total spaces, where we use the same notation to denote the sheaves.

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, (14.8.50)

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, (14.8.51)

lim
−→

r

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét. (14.8.52)
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The corresponding total spaces are defined as:

Spectrumadictotal(Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, Π̃

[s,r],+
X,proét), (14.8.53)

Spectrumadictotal(lim←−
s

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, lim

←−
s

Π̃
[s,r],+
X,proét), (14.8.54)

Spectrumadictotal(lim−→
r

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, lim

−→
r

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r],+
X,proét). (14.8.55)

Definition 14.8.12. As in [KL2, Chapter 4.3 and Chapter 8], consider the corresponding total

space:

Spectrumadictotal(Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, Π̃

[s,r],+
X,proét). (14.8.56)

We define the corresponding ϕ-sheaves (where ϕ is Frobenius lifting from p-th power Frobe-

nius coming from the characteristic p rings encoded in the construction recalled above from

[KL2]) to be sheaves locally attached to étale-stably pseudocoherent sheaves carrying the cor-

responding semilinear Frobenius morphisms realizing the isomorphisms under pullback. Then

over

Spectrumadictotal(lim←−
s

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, lim

←−
s

Π̃
[s,r],+
X,proét) (14.8.57)

we define the similar pseudocoherent sheaves (complete with respect to the natural topology)

locally base change to some sheaves in the previous kind. Finally we define the similar pseu-

docoherent sheaves (complete with respect to the natural topology) over

Spectrumadictotal(lim−→
r

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, lim

−→
r

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r],+
X,proét), (14.8.58)

locally base change to some sheaves in the previous kind35.

35Here it is certainly not expect to be the case where we could have uniform radius r > 0.
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14.8.4 Robba Sheaves over (p, I)-Adic Spaces

Now we consider Kedlaya-Liu’s Robba sheaves over more general adic spaces, which is also

some motivic and functorial construction. Let X be a Tate adic space over Zp where p is as-

sumed to be topologically nilpotent. Now we consider the corresponding pro-étale site of X

which we denote it as Xproét.

Definition 14.8.13. We now apply the corresponding definitions of the Robba rings in [KL2,

Definition 4.1.1] with E therein being just Qp to any perfectoid subdomain (P∞, P+
∞ ) of Xproét.

For each such perfectoid, we promote it to be a Banach ring (P∞, P+
∞ , ‖.‖∞), then we have the

corresponding construction of the Robba rings in [KL2, Definition 4.1.1] (we use the notation

Π to represent the notationR):

Π̃
[s,r]
(P∞,P+

∞ ,‖.‖∞)
, (14.8.59)

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r]
(P∞,P+

∞ ,‖.‖∞)
, (14.8.60)

lim
−→

r

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r]
(P∞,P+

∞ ,‖.‖∞)
. (14.8.61)

Then one just organizes these to be certain presheaves over the site Xproét:

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, (14.8.62)

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, (14.8.63)

lim
−→

r

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét. (14.8.64)

However the corresponding construction is not canonical since the promotion to Banach rings

locally is not functorial. But we do have the situation that they are actually sheaves due to the

fact that we can regard them as sheaves over some preperfectoid spaces under the correspond-

ing tilting of the total spaces, where we use the same notation to denote the sheaves.

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, (14.8.65)

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, (14.8.66)

lim
−→

r

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét. (14.8.67)
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The corresponding total spaces are defined as:

Spectrumadictotal(Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, Π̃

[s,r],+
X,proét), (14.8.68)

Spectrumadictotal(lim←−
s

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, lim

←−
s

Π̃
[s,r],+
X,proét), (14.8.69)

Spectrumadictotal(lim−→
r

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, lim

−→
r

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r],+
X,proét). (14.8.70)

Definition 14.8.14. As in [KL2, Chapter 4.3 and Chapter 8], consider the corresponding total

space:

Spectrumadictotal(Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, Π̃

[s,r],+
X,proét). (14.8.71)

We define the corresponding ϕ-sheaves (where ϕ is Frobenius lifting from p-th power Frobe-

nius coming from the characteristic p rings encoded in the construction recalled above from

[KL2]) to be sheaves locally attached to étale-stably pseudocoherent sheaves carrying the cor-

responding semilinear Frobenius morphism realizing the isomorphism under pullback. Then

over

Spectrumadictotal(lim←−
s

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, lim

←−
s

Π̃
[s,r],+
X,proét) (14.8.72)

we define the similar pseudocoherent sheaves (complete with respect to the natural topology)

locally base change to some sheaves in the previous kind. Finally we define the similar pseu-

docoherent sheaves (complete with respect to the natural topology) over

Spectrumadictotal(lim−→
r

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r]
X,proét, lim

−→
r

lim
←−

s

Π̃
[s,r],+
X,proét), (14.8.73)

locally base change to some sheaves in the previous kind36.

Remark 14.8.15. The corresponding sheaves of the full Robba rings are well-defined since one

could regard them as structure sheaves of some total spaces.

36Here it is certainly not expected to be the case where we could have uniform radius r > 0.
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14.9 Derived I-Complete THH and HH of Derived I-Complete Rings

14.9.1 Derived I-Complete Objects

The corresponding THH and HH of derived I-complete rings are topological constructions

which are very closely related to the corresponding relative p-adic motives. And certain de-

rived I-complete versions are also relevant in some highly nontrivial way. We make some

discussion closely after [BMS, Section 2.2, Section 2.3], [BS1] and [NS, Chapter 3]. We now

consider the following rings:

Setting 14.9.1. We consider the derived I-complete E1-rings. For instance one can consider

some derived I-complete E1-rings relative to the corresponding integral pseudorigid disc. In

the following I will be some two sided ideal in the π0 of the base spectrum R. We regard all

the ring spectra as being in the ∞-category of all ring spectra over R and in the derived ∞-

category D(R) of all the module spectra over R. We regard all the derived I-complete ring

spectra as being in the ∞-category of all derived I-complete ring spectra over R and in the

derived ∞-category DI(R) of all the derived I-complete module spectra over R. We assume

that I is central in the noncommutative setting.

Definition 14.9.2. For any such ring R which is assumed to be E∞, we will use the correspond-

ing notations LTHH(R) and LHH(R) to denote the corresponding left Kan extended THH

or the corresponding HH functor from [NS, Chapter 3]. And we will use the corresponding

notations LTHH(R)I and LHH(R)I to denote the corresponding left Kan extended THH or

the corresponding HH functor after taking the corresponding derived I-completion as in [NS,

Chapter 3].

Definition 14.9.3. For any such ring R which is assumed to be E1, we will use the correspond-

ing notations THH(R) and HH(R) to denote the corresponding THH or the corresponding

HH functor from [NS, Chapter 3]. And we will use the corresponding notations THH(R)I and

HH(R)I to denote the corresponding THH or the corresponding HH functor after taking the

corresponding derived I-completion as in [NS, Chapter 3] and [BS1, Chapter 1 Notation].

Example 14.9.4. For instance one considers the adic rings in [FK, Section 1.4], one takes such

a ring R which is complete with respect to a corresponding two sided finitely generated ideal

I, then the corresponding construction above namely LTHH(R)I and LHH(R)I will also be
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basically topological versions of the spectra in [ELS, Definition 1.3, Definition 1.4] in the corre-

sponding derived nonocommutative deformation theory.

As in [ELS, Chapter 5] and more generally, one has the corresponding noncommutative ver-

sion of the corresponding relative Kähler differential complexes deRhamdegreenumber
noncommutative,B/A. For

instance if we have the corresponding map A → B of adic rings in [FK, Section 1.4] we could

then take the corresponding derived I-completion from deRhamdegreenumber
noncommutative,B/A to achieve the

corresponding topological version deRhamdegreenumber
noncommutative,B/A,topo.

Remark 14.9.5. As mentioned in the introduction, the corresponding topological derived I-adic

version of the corresponding LTHH and LHH spectra should be interesting to study, as over

a quasisyntomic site of a quasisyntomic ring Q, [BMS, Proposition 5.15] shows that the corre-

sponding sheaf π0HC−(−/Q)p will be closely related to the corresponding p-adic complete

and Hodge-complete derived de Rham sheaf over the same site after taking the correspond-

ing unfolding through the quasiregular semiperfectoids. We do not know if this relation could

hold in some sense if we consider derived I-adic rings, but one might want to believe that in

the situations we considered before the story should be in some sense easier to be established.
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14.10 Functional Analytic André-Quillen Homology and Topologi-

cal Derived de Rham Complexes

14.10.1 The Construction from Kelly-Kremnizer-Mukherjee

We now work in the corresponding foundations from [BBBK], [BBK], [BBM], [BK] and [KKM],

namely what we are going to consider will be literally the following (∞, 1)-categories and the

associated constructions with some fixed Banach ring R or F1
37:

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormR), (14.10.1)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormR), (14.10.2)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormR), (14.10.3)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormR), (14.10.4)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanR), (14.10.5)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanR), (14.10.6)

with

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormF1), (14.10.7)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormF1), (14.10.8)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormF1), (14.10.9)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormF1), (14.10.10)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanF1), (14.10.11)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanF1). (14.10.12)

We then use the notation X to denote any of these. We now first discuss the corresponding

topological version of André-Quillen Homology and the corresponding topological version of

Derived de Rham complex parallel to [An1, Chapitre 3], [An2], [B1, Chapter 2, Chapter 8], [Bei,

Chapter 1], [G1, Chapter 5], [GL, Chapter 3, Chapter 4], [Ill1, Chapitre II, Chapitre III], [Ill2,

Chapitre VIII], [Qui, Section 4]. We would like to start from the corresponding context of [KKM,

Section 5.2.1, Definition 5.5, Proposition 5.6, Definition 5.8, Definition 5.9]38, and represent the

37At this moment we do not work over more general rings such as Z, but this is crucial in the corresponding

globalization. That being said, working over F1 is in some sense more general even than these situations.
38Also see [Ra, Definition 4.4.7, Construction 4.4.10, Theorem 5.3.6, Definition 5.2.4, Corollary 5.3.9].
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construction for the convenience of the readers 39. Namely as in [KKM, Section 5.2.1, Definition

5.5, Proposition 5.6] we consider the corresponding cotangent complex associated to any pair

object

(A, B) ∈ X ×XA

is defined to be (as in [KKM, Section 5.2.1, Definition 5.5, Proposition 5.6]) just:

LB/A,KKM := deRham1
A[B]degreenumber/A,KKM ⊗A[B]degreenumber B. (14.10.13)

The corresponding topological André-Quillen homologies (as in [KKM, Section 5.2.1, Defini-

tion 5.5, Proposition 5.6]) are defined to be:

Hdegreenumber,AQ,KKM := πdegreenumber(LB/A,KKM). (14.10.14)

We then as in the definition [KKM, Definition 5.8, Definition 5.9, Section 5.2.1] have the corre-

sponding different kinds of (∞, 1)-rings of de Rham complexes and we denote that by:

KanLeftdeRhamdegreenumber
B/A,functionalanalytic,KKM, KanLeftFil∗

deRhamdegreenumber
B/A,functionalanalytic,KKM

. (14.10.15)

Then we need to take the corresponding Hodge-Filtered completion by using the correspond-

ing filtration associated as above:

KanLeft ̂deRham
degreenumber
B/A,functionalanalytic,KKM, KanLeftFil∗

̂deRham
degreenumber
B/A,functionalanalytic,KKM

. (14.10.16)

39Here we just present the homotopical contexts in Kelly-Kremnizer-Mukherjee for the general (∞, 1)-categories

as above.
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14.11 Functional Analytic Derived Prismatic Cohomology and Func-

tional Analytic Derived Perfectoidizations

14.11.1 General Constructions

Lurie’s book [Lu3, Section 5.5.8] illustrates in a very general way the corresponding construc-

tions on how we could extend in a certain (∞, n)-category the corresponding nonabelian de-

rived functor from a smaller class of generators in some discrete sense to a large (∞, n)-categorical

closure by considering enough colimits being sifted. Therefore in our situation by using the

foundation in [BBBK], [BBK], [BBM], [BK] and [KKM] one can define and extend from Tate

series rings, Stein series rings, formal series rings and dagger series rings (as those in [BBM,

Section 4.2]) into very large (∞, 1)-categories in the following sense:

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormR), (14.11.1)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormR), (14.11.2)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormR), (14.11.3)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormR), (14.11.4)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanR), (14.11.5)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanR), (14.11.6)

with

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormF1), (14.11.7)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormF1), (14.11.8)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormF1), (14.11.9)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormF1), (14.11.10)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanF1), (14.11.11)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanF1). (14.11.12)

Definition 14.11.1. Since we are going to consider Bhatt-Scholze’s derived prismatic functors

[BS1, Construction 7.6], so we take the formal series over a general prism (A, I) (assume this

to be bounded) such that A/I is also Banach. Then we consider the corresponding formal

series ring over A/I, then take the correponsding projection resolution compactly generated
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closure of them to get the sub (∞, 1)-categories of above (∞, 1)-categories, which we are going

to denote them as:

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.13)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.14)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.15)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.16)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.17)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.18)

as in [BBM, Section 4.2] on the corresponding analytification defined from extension from for-

mal series rings.

Consequently one applies this idea directly to Bhatt-Scholze’s prismatic construction [BS1],

one directly gets the corresponding functional analytic (∞, 1)-categorical prismatic cohomolo-

gies.

885



14.11.2 ∞-Categorical Functional Analytic Prismatic Cohomologies and ∞-Categorical

Functional Analytic Preperfectoidizations

Definition 14.11.2. One can actually define the derived prismatic cohomologies through de-

rived topological Hochschild cohomologies, derived topological period cohomologies and de-

rived topological cyclic cohomologies as in [BMS, Section 2.2, Section 2.3], [BS1, Theorem 1.13]:

KanLeftTHH, KanLeftTP, KanLeftTC, (14.11.19)

886



on the following (∞, 1)-compactly generated closures of the corresponding polynomials40 given

over A/I with a chosen prism (A, I)41:

40Definitely, we need to put certain norms over in some relatively canonical way, as in [BBM, Section 4.2] one

can basically consider rigid ones and dagger ones, and so on. We restrict to the formal one. This means that we

are going to consider the corresponding p-adic topology only such as the norm over A/I 〈T1, ..., Tn〉, while rigid

analytic situation is usually over a field such as in [G2] over BdR 〈T1, ..., Tn〉 for instance. One can then in the same

way define the corresponding:

KanLeftTHH, KanLeftTP, KanLeftTC, (14.11.20)

over

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormBdR)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.21)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormBdR)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.22)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormBdR)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.23)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormBdR)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.24)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanBdR)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.25)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanBdR)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.26)

by

KanLeftTHHfunctionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) := (14.11.27)

(homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(BdR−Module)

KanLeftTHHfunctionalanalytic,KKM(Oi))BBM,formalanalytification,

(14.11.28)

KanLeftTPfunctionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) := (14.11.29)

(homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory

∞
(BdR−Module)

KanLeftTPfunctionalanalytic,KKM(Oi))BBM,formalanalytification,

(14.11.30)

KanLeftTCfunctionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) := (14.11.31)

(homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(BdR−Module)

KanLeftTCfunctionalanalytic,KKM(Oi))BBM,formalanalytification,

(14.11.32)

where each Oi is given as some BdR 〈T1, ..., Tn〉. See [G2], [G1].
41In all the following, we assume this prism to be bounded and satisfy that A/I is Banach.
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ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.33)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.34)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.35)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.36)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.37)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure. (14.11.38)

We call the corresponding functors are derived functional analytic Hochschild cohomologies,

derived functional analytic period cohomologies and derived functional analytic cyclic coho-

mologies, which we are going to denote them as in the following:

KanLeftTHHfunctionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) := (14.11.39)

(homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeftTHHfunctionalanalytic,KKM(Oi) (14.11.40)

)BBM,formalanalytification, (14.11.41)

KanLeftTPfunctionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) := (14.11.42)

(homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeftTPfunctionalanalytic,KKM(Oi) (14.11.43)

)BBM,formalanalytification, (14.11.44)

KanLeftTCfunctionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) := (14.11.45)

(homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeftTCfunctionalanalytic,KKM(Oi) (14.11.46)

)BBM,formalanalytification, (14.11.47)

by writing any object O as the corresponding colimit

homotopycolimit
i sifted

Oi.

These are quite large (∞, 1)-commutative ring objects in the corresponding (∞, 1)-categories

for R = A/I:
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ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormR), (14.11.48)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormR), (14.11.49)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormR), (14.11.50)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormR), (14.11.51)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanR), (14.11.52)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanR), (14.11.53)

after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring objects in the ∞-derived

category of all A-modules from formal series rings over A, into:

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormF1)A, (14.11.54)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormF1)A, (14.11.55)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormF1)A, (14.11.56)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormF1)A, (14.11.57)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanF1)A, (14.11.58)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanF1)A. (14.11.59)

Remark 14.11.3. One should actually do this in a more coherent way as in [Ra], [NS], [KKM], by

applying directly the corresponding construction to objects in the corresponding (∞, 1)-objects

above, even the corresponding A∞-objects. The constructions here are the corresponding func-

tional analytic counterpart of the corresponding condensed constructions in [M] after [CS1]

and [CS2].

Definition 14.11.4. Then we can in the same fashion consider the corresponding derived pris-

matic complexes [BS1, Construction 7.6]42 for the commutative algebras as in the above (for a

42One just applies [BS1, Construction 7.6] and then takes the left Kan extensions.
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given prism (A, I)):

KanLeft∆?/A, (14.11.60)

by the regular corresponding left Kan extension techniques on the following (∞, 1)-compactly

generated closures of the corresponding polynomials given over A/I with a chosen prism

(A, I):

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.61)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.62)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.63)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.64)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.65)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure. (14.11.66)

We call the corresponding functors functional analytic derived prismatic complexes which we

are going to denote that as in the following:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification. (14.11.67)

This would mean the following definition:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) (14.11.68)

:= ((homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM(Oi))
∧

(14.11.69)

)BBM,formalanalytification (14.11.70)

43by writing any object O as the corresponding colimit

homotopycolimit
i sifted

Oi.

43Before the Ben-Bassat-Mukherjee p-adic formal analytification we take the corresponding derived (p, I)-

completion.
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These are quite large (∞, 1)-commutative ring objects in the corresponding (∞, 1)-categories

for R = A/I:

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormR), (14.11.71)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormR), (14.11.72)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormR), (14.11.73)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormR), (14.11.74)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanR), (14.11.75)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanR), (14.11.76)

(14.11.77)

after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring objects in the ∞-derived

category of all A-modules from formal series rings over A, into:

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormF1)A, (14.11.78)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormF1)A, (14.11.79)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormF1)A, (14.11.80)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormF1)A, (14.11.81)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanF1)A, (14.11.82)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanF1)A. (14.11.83)

Then as in [BS1, Definition 8.2] we consider the corresponding perfectoidization in this

analytic setting.

Definition 14.11.5. Let (A, I) be a perfectoid prism, and we consider any E∞-ring O in the
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following

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.84)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.85)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.86)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.87)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.11.88)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure. (14.11.89)

Then consider the derived prismatic object:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O). (14.11.90)

Then as in [BS1, Definition 8.2] we have the following preperfectoidization:

(O)preperfectoidization (14.11.91)

:= Colimit(KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O)→ (14.11.92)

Fro∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) (14.11.93)

→ Fro∗Fro∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O)→ ...)BBM,formalanalytification,

(14.11.94)

after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring object in the ∞-derived

category of all A-modules from formal series rings over A. Then we define the corresponding

perfectoidization:

(O)perfectoidization (14.11.95)

:= Colimit(KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) −→ (14.11.96)

Fro∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) (14.11.97)

−→ Fro∗Fro∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) −→ ...)BBM,formalanalytification × A/I.

(14.11.98)

Furthermore one can take derived (p, I)-completion to achieve the derived (p, I)-completed
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versions:

Opreperfectoidization,derivedcomplete := (Opreperfectoidization)∧, (14.11.99)

Operfectoidization,derivedcomplete := Opreperfectoidization,derivedcomplete × A/I. (14.11.100)

(14.11.101)

These are large (∞, 1)-commutative algebra objects in the corresponding categories as in the

above, attached to also large (∞, 1)-commutative algebra objects. When we apply this to the

corresponding sub-(∞, 1)-categories of Banach perfectoid objects in [BMS2], [GR], [KL1], [KL2],

[Ked1], [Sch3], we will recover the corresponding distinguished elemental deformation pro-

cesses defined in [BMS2], [GR], [KL1], [KL2], [Ked1], [Sch3].

Remark 14.11.6. One can then define such ringO to be preperfectoid if we have the equivalence:

Opreperfectoidization ∼
−→ O. (14.11.102)

One can then define such ring O to be perfectoid if we have the equivalence:

Opreperfectoidization × A/I
∼
−→ O. (14.11.103)
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14.12 Functional Analytic Derived Logarithmic Prismatic Cohomol-

ogy and Functional Analytic Derived Logarithmic Perfectoidiza-

tions

14.12.1 Functional Analytic Derived Logarithmic Prismatic Cohomology

We now extend the previous functional analytic discussion to logarithmic context, which is

related to the logarithmic context for instance in [O, Chapter 8], [B1, Chapter 5, Chapter 6,

Chapter 7] and [Ko1].

Definition 14.12.1. We define the logarithmic version of the (∞, 1)-categories we considered in

the previous section (let (B, ∗) be any Banach logarithmic ring or F1):

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormB)
prelog, (14.12.1)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormB)
prelog, (14.12.2)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormB)
prelog, (14.12.3)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormB)
prelog, (14.12.4)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanB)
prelog, (14.12.5)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanB)
prelog, (14.12.6)

where the prelog object means a morphism M →? where M is in the following categories of

(∞, 1)-monoid objects:

ObjectE∞monoid,Simplicial(IndSNormB), (14.12.7)

ObjectE∞monoid,Simplicial(IndmSNormB), (14.12.8)

ObjectE∞monoid,Simplicial(IndNormB), (14.12.9)

ObjectE∞monoid,Simplicial(IndmNormB), (14.12.10)

ObjectE∞monoid,Simplicial(IndBanB), (14.12.11)

ObjectE∞monoid,Simplicial(IndmBanB), (14.12.12)

(14.12.13)

with ? being commutative algebra object in the previous section.
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Assumption 14.12.2. We are going to consider the possible colimits in the (∞, 1)-categories:

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormB)
prelog, (14.12.14)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormB)
prelog, (14.12.15)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormB)
prelog, (14.12.16)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormB)
prelog, (14.12.17)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanB)
prelog, (14.12.18)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanB)
prelog, (14.12.19)

which means essentially that all the construction will only apply to the objectM → O which

could be written as the colimit of logarithmic formal series rings over (B, ∗):

homotopycolimit
i sifted

(Mi → Oi)

in certain large enough ∞-category:

ObjectSimplicial(IndSets)×ObjectSimplicial(IndSets). (14.12.20)

(14.12.21)

We conjecture the corresponding homotopy colimits exist throughout in order to drop this

technical assumption. The resulting ∞-categories are denoted to be:

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormB)
smoothformalseriesclosure,prelog, (14.12.22)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormB)
smoothformalseriesclosure,prelog, (14.12.23)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormB)
smoothformalseriesclosure,prelog, (14.12.24)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormB)
smoothformalseriesclosure,prelog, (14.12.25)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanB)
smoothformalseriesclosure,prelog, (14.12.26)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanB)
smoothformalseriesclosure,prelog. (14.12.27)

Namely one considers all the logarithmic formal series rings, and then takes in

ObjectSimplicial(IndSets)×ObjectSimplicial(IndSets) (14.12.28)

the closure by colimits.
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Definition 14.12.3. Then we can in the same fashion consider the corresponding derived pris-

matic complexes [BS1, Construction 7.6], [Ko1, Definition 4.1]44 for the commutative algebras

as in the above (for a given log prism (A, I, M)):

KanLeft∆?/A, (14.12.29)

by the regular corresponding left Kan extension techniques on the following (∞, 1)-compactly

generated closures of the corresponding polynomials given over A/I with a chosen log prism

(A, I, M):

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure,prelog, (14.12.30)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure,prelog, (14.12.31)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure,prelog, (14.12.32)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure,prelog, (14.12.33)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure,prelog, (14.12.34)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure,prelog. (14.12.35)

We call the corresponding functors functional analytic derived logarithmic prismatic com-

plexes which we are going to denote that as in the following:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,logarithmic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification. (14.12.36)

This would mean the following definition45:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,logarithmic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) (14.12.37)

:= ((homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,logarithmic,KKM

(14.12.38)

(Oi))
∧ (14.12.39)

)BBM,formalanalytification (14.12.40)

44One just applies [BS1, Construction 7.6], [Ko1, Definition 4.1] and then takes the left Kan extensions. We note

that the derived logarithmic prismatic cohomologies are considered in [Ko1, Just above Notation in Section 1].
45Before the Ben-Bassat-Mukherjee p-adic formal analytification we take the corresponding derived (p, I)-

completion.
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by writing any object O as the corresponding colimit

homotopycolimit
i sifted

Oi.

These are quite large (∞, 1)-commutative ring objects in the corresponding (∞, 1)-categories

for (R = A/I, ∗):

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormR)
prelog, (14.12.41)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormR)
prelog, (14.12.42)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormR)
prelog, (14.12.43)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormR)
prelog, (14.12.44)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanR)
prelog, (14.12.45)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanR)
prelog, (14.12.46)

(14.12.47)

after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring objects in the ∞-derived

category of all A-modules from formal series rings over A.
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14.12.2 Functional Analytic Derived Logarithmic Perfectoidizations

Then as in [BS1, Definition 8.2] we consider the corresponding perfectoidization in this analytic

setting.

Definition 14.12.4. Let (A, I, M) be a perfectoid logarithmic prism as in [Ko1, Definition 3.3],

and we consider any E∞-ring O in the following

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure,prelog, (14.12.48)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure,prelog, (14.12.49)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure,prelog, (14.12.50)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure,prelog, (14.12.51)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure,prelog, (14.12.52)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure,prelog. (14.12.53)

Then consider the derived prismatic object:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,logarithmic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) (14.12.54)

:= ((homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,logarithmic,KKM

(14.12.55)

(Oi))
∧ (14.12.56)

)BBM,formalanalytification. (14.12.57)

Then as in [BS1, Definition 8.2] we have the following preperfectoidization:

(O)preperfectoidization (14.12.58)

:= Colimit(KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,logarithmic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) −→ (14.12.59)

Fro∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,logarithmic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) (14.12.60)

−→ Fro∗Fro∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,logarithmic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) −→ ...

(14.12.61)

)BBM,formalanalytification. (14.12.62)
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46Then we define the corresponding perfectoidization:

(O)perfectoidization (14.12.70)

:= Colimit(KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,logarithmic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) −→ (14.12.71)

Fro∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,logarithmic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) (14.12.72)

−→ Fro∗Fro∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,logarithmic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) −→ (14.12.73)

...)BBM,formalanalytification × A/I. (14.12.74)

Furthermore one can take derived (p, I)-completion to achieve the derived (p, I)-completed

versions:

Opreperfectoidization,derivedcomplete := (Opreperfectoidization)∧, (14.12.75)

Operfectoidization,derivedcomplete := Opreperfectoidization,derivedcomplete × A/I. (14.12.76)

(14.12.77)

These are large (∞, 1)-commutative algebra objects in the corresponding categories as in the

above, attached to also large (∞, 1)-commutative algebra objects. When we apply this to the

corresponding sub-(∞, 1)-categories of Banach perfectoid objects in [BMS2], [DLLZ1], [DLLZ2],

[GR], [KL1], [KL2], [Ked1], [Sch3] we will recover the corresponding distinguished elemen-

tal deformation processes defined in [BMS2], [DLLZ1], [DLLZ2], [GR], [KL1], [KL2], [Ked1],

[Sch3].

46Again after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2], which is

defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring objects in the ∞-derived category of all A-modules

from formal series rings over A, into:

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormR)
prelog, (14.12.63)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormR)
prelog, (14.12.64)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormR)
prelog, (14.12.65)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormR)
prelog, (14.12.66)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanR)
prelog, (14.12.67)

ObjectE∞commutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanR)
prelog. (14.12.68)

(14.12.69)
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Remark 14.12.5. One can then define such ring O to be logarithmicpreperfectoid if we have the

equivalence:

Opreperfectoidization ∼
−→ O. (14.12.78)

One can then define such ring O to be logarithmicperfectoid if we have the equivalence:

Opreperfectoidization × A/I
∼
−→ O. (14.12.79)
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14.13 Functional Analytic Derived Prismatic Complexes for (∞, 1)-

Analytic Stacks and the Preperfectoidizations

14.13.1 Functional Analytic Derived Prismatic Complexes for (∞, 1)-Analytic Stacks

We now promote the construction in the previous sections to the corresponding (∞, 1)-ringed

toposes level after Lurie [Lu1], [Lu2] and [Lu3] in the ∞-category of ∞-ringed toposes, Bambozzi-

Ben-Bassat-Kremnizer [BBBK], Ben-Bassat-Mukherjee [BBM], Bambozzi-Kremnizer [BK], Clausen-

Scholze [CS1] [CS2] and Kelly-Kremnizer-Mukherjee [KKM] in the ∞-cateogory of ∞-functional

analytic ringed toposes.

Now we consider the following ∞-categories of the corresponding ∞-analytic ringed toposes

from Bambozzi-Ben-Bassat-Kremnizer [BBBK]:
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∞− Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.1)

∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.2)

∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.3)

∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.4)

∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.5)

∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.6)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.7)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.8)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.9)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.10)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.11)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.12)

(14.13.13)
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Example 14.13.1. (Preadic nonsheafy spaces and their colimits) The main example we would

like consider comes from [BK] where one constructs the corresponding derived adic space

(SpectrumadicBK(R),OSpectrumadicBK(R)) by using derived rational localization to reach some ∞-

toposes carrying essentially ∞-sheaf of rings, from any Banach ring R47. Then we apply this

to the corresponding situation below. Let (A, I) be a corresponding prism from Bhatt-Scholze,

with the assumption that A/I is Banach. Then what we do is consider all the formal series

rings over A/I then take the colimit completion in the homotopy sense, by embedding them

through SpectrumadicBK into the ∞-toposes ringed. For instance for any such formal ring F,

one could regard this as a inductive system of Banach rings:

F = homotopycolimit
i

Fi, (14.13.14)

where we set:

(SpectrumadicBK(F),O) := homotopylimit
i

(SpectrumadicBK(Fi),OSpectrumadicBK(Fi)).

(14.13.15)

The resulting ∞-stacks generated are interesting to study.

Definition 14.13.2. One can actually define the derived prismatic cohomology presheaves through

derived topological Hochschild cohomology presheaves, derived topological period cohomol-

ogy presheaves and derived topological cyclic cohomology presheaves as in [BMS, Section 2.2,

Section 2.3], [BS1, Theorem 1.13]:

KanLeftTHH, KanLeftTP, KanLeftTC, (14.13.16)

on the following (∞, 1)-compactly generated closures of the corresponding polynomials48 given

47With some key essential assumptions but that is not so serious once one considers some foundation from Ked-

laya in [Ked2] on reified adic spaces as mentioned in the last section of [BK].
48Definitely, we need to put certain norms over in some relatively canonical way, as in [BBM, Section 4.2] one can

basically consider rigid ones and dagger ones, and so on. We restrict to the formal one.
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over A/I with a chosen prism (A, I)49:

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)
opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.17)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.18)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.19)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)
opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.20)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.21)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.22)

We call the corresponding functors are derived functional analytic Hochschild cohomology

presheaves, derived functional analytic period cohomology presheaves and derived functional

analytic cyclic cohomology presheaves, which we are going to denote these presheaves as in

49In all the following, we assume this prism to be bounded and satisfy that A/I is Banach.
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the following for any ∞-ringed topos (X,O) = homotopycolimit
i

(Xi,Oi):

KanLeftTHHfunctionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) := (14.13.23)

(homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeftTHHfunctionalanalytic,KKM(Oi) (14.13.24)

)BBM,formalanalytification, (14.13.25)

KanLeftTPfunctionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) := (14.13.26)

(homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeftTPfunctionalanalytic,KKM(Oi) (14.13.27)

)BBM,formalanalytification, (14.13.28)

KanLeftTCfunctionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) := (14.13.29)

(homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeftTCfunctionalanalytic,KKM(Oi) (14.13.30)

)BBM,formalanalytification, (14.13.31)

by writing any object O as the corresponding colimit

homotopycolimit
i sifted

Oi := homotopycolimit
i sifted

OSpectrumadicBK(Formalseriesringi)
.

These are quite large (∞, 1)-commutative ring objects in the corresponding (∞, 1)-categories

for ? = A/I over (X,O):
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Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.32)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.33)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.34)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.35)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanach?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.36)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanach?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

,

(14.13.37)

(14.13.38)

after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring objects in the ∞-derived

category of all A-modules from formal series rings over A.

Definition 14.13.3. Then we can in the same fashion consider the corresponding derived pris-

matic complex presheaves [BS1, Construction 7.6]50 for the commutative algebras as in the

above (for a given prism (A, I)):

KanLeft∆?/A, (14.13.39)

50One just applies [BS1, Construction 7.6] and then takes the left Kan extensions.
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by the regular corresponding left Kan extension techniques on the following (∞, 1)-compactly

generated closures of the corresponding polynomials given over A/I with a chosen prism

(A, I):

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.40)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)
opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.41)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.42)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.43)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.44)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.45)

We call the corresponding functors functional analytic derived prismatic complex presheaves

which we are going to denote that as in the following:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification. (14.13.46)

This would mean the following definition51:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) (14.13.47)

:= ((homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM(Oi))
∧

(14.13.48)

)BBM,formalanalytification (14.13.49)

51Before the Ben-Bassat-Mukherjee p-adic formal analytification we take the corresponding derived (p, I)-

completion.
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by writing any object O as the corresponding colimit52

homotopycolimit
i sifted

Oi.

These are quite large (∞, 1)-commutative ring objects in the corresponding (∞, 1)-categories

for R = A/I:

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.53)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.54)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.55)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.56)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanachR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanachR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.57)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanachR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanachR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

,

(14.13.58)

(14.13.59)

52Here we remind the readers of the corresponding foundation here, namely the presheaf Oi in fact takes the

value in Koszul complex taking the following form:

KoszulcomplexA/I〈X1,...,Xl〉〈T1,...,Tm〉
(a1 − T1b1, ..., am − Tmbm) (14.13.50)

= A/I 〈X1, ..., Xl〉 〈T1, ..., Tm〉 /L(a1 − T1b1, ..., am − Tmbm). (14.13.51)

This is actually derived p-complete since each homotopy group is derived p-complete (from the corresponding

Banach structure from A/I 〈X1, ..., Xl〉 induced from the p-adic topology). Namely the definition of the presheaf:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM(Oi) (14.13.52)

is directly the application of the derived prismatic functor from [BS1, Construction 7.6].
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after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring objects in the ∞-derived

category of all A-modules from formal series rings over A.
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14.13.2 Functional Analytic Derived Preperfectoidizations for (∞, 1)-Analytic Stacks

Then as in [BS1, Definition 8.2] we consider the corresponding perfectoidization in this analytic

setting.

Definition 14.13.4. Let (A, I) be a perfectoid prism, and we consider any E∞-ring O in the

following

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.60)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)
opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.61)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.62)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.63)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.64)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.65)

Then consider the derived prismatic object:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O). (14.13.66)

Then as in [BS1, Definition 8.2] we have the following preperfectoidization:

(O)preperfectoidization (14.13.67)

:= Colimit(KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O)→ (14.13.68)

Fro∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) (14.13.69)

→ Fro∗Fro∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O)→ ...)BBM,formalanalytification,

(14.13.70)
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after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring object in the ∞-derived

category of all A-modules from formal series rings over A. Then we define the corresponding

perfectoidization:

(O)perfectoidization (14.13.71)

:= Colimit(KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) −→ (14.13.72)

Fro∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) (14.13.73)

−→ Fro∗Fro∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) −→ ...)BBM,formalanalytification × A/I.

(14.13.74)

Furthermore one can take derived (p, I)-completion to achieve the derived (p, I)-completed

versions:

Opreperfectoidization,derivedcomplete := (Opreperfectoidization)∧, (14.13.75)

Operfectoidization,derivedcomplete := Opreperfectoidization,derivedcomplete × A/I. (14.13.76)

(14.13.77)

These are large (∞, 1)-commutative algebra objects in the corresponding categories as in the

above, attached to also large (∞, 1)-commutative algebra objects. When we apply this to the

corresponding sub-(∞, 1)-categories of Banach perfectoid objects in [BMS2], [GR], [KL1], [KL2],

[Ked1], [Sch3], we will recover the corresponding distinguished elemental deformation pro-

cesses defined in [BMS2], [GR], [KL1], [KL2], [Ked1], [Sch3].
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The ∞-presheaves in this section in the ∞-category:

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞−Toposes

ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.78)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.79)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.80)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.81)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanachR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanachR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.82)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanachR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanachR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

,

(14.13.83)

(14.13.84)

are expected to be ∞-sheaves as long as one considers in the admissible situations the corre-

sponding Čech ∞-descent for general seminormed modules as in [KKM, Section 9.3] and [BBK]

such as Bambozzi-Kremnizer spaces in [BK]. Therefore we have:

Proposition 14.13.5. The motivic complex ∞-presheaf

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O), (14.13.85)

(14.13.86)
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as well as the corresponding Hodge-Tate ∞-presheaf as in [BS1]53:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O)
HodgeTate (14.13.87)

:= KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O)× A/I (14.13.88)

= ((homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM(Oi))
∧

(14.13.89)

)BBM,formalanalytification (14.13.90)

and the preperfectoidization ∞-presheaves:

(O)preperfectoidization, (14.13.91)

(O)perfectoidization, (14.13.92)

(O)preperfectoidization,derivedcompleted, (14.13.93)

(O)perfectoidization,derivedcompleted (14.13.94)

are ∞-sheaves over Bambozzi-Kremnizer topos

(SpectrumadicBK(F),O), (14.13.95)

attached to any colimit of formal series rings F over A/I in [BK].

Remark 14.13.6. One can then define such ringO to be preperfectoid if we have the equivalence:

Opreperfectoidization ∼
−→ O. (14.13.96)

One can then define such ring O to be perfectoid if we have the equivalence:

Opreperfectoidization × A/I
∼
−→ O. (14.13.97)

53Before the Ben-Bassat-Mukherjee p-adic formal analytification we take the corresponding derived (p, I)-

completion.
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14.13.3 Functional Analytic Derived de Rham Complexes for (∞, 1)-Analytic Stacks

and de Rham Preperfectoidizations

As in [LL] we have the comparison between the derived prismatic cohomology and the cor-

responding derived de Rham cohomology in some very well-defined way which respects the

corresponding filtrations, we can then in our situation take the corresponding definition of

some derived de Rham complex as the one side of the comparison from [LL]54. To be more

precise after [An1, Chapitre 3], [An2], [B1, Chapter 2, Chapter 8], [Bei, Chapter 1], [G1, Chapter

5], [GL, Chapter 3, Chapter 4], [Ill1, Chapitre II, Chapitre III], [Ill2, Chapitre VIII], [Qui, Section

4], and [BMS2, Example 5.11, Example 5.12] we define the corresponding:

Definition 14.13.7. Then we can in the same fashion consider the corresponding derived de

Rham complex presheaves for the commutative algebras as in the above (for a given prism

(A, I)):

KanLeftdeRham?/A, (14.13.98)

55by the regular corresponding left Kan extension techniques on the following (∞, 1)-compactly

generated closures of the corresponding polynomials given over A/I with a chosen prism

(A, I):

54Our goal here is actually study the corresponding derived de Rham period rings and the corresponding appli-

cations in p-adic Hodge theory extending work of [DLLZ1], [DLLZ2], [Sch2] in the motivation from [GL], when

applyting the construction to derived p-adic formal stacks and derived logarithmic p-adic formal stacks.
55After taking derived p-completion.
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Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.99)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.100)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.101)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.102)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.103)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.104)

We call the corresponding functors functional analytic derived de Rham complex presheaves

which we are going to denote that as in the following:

KanLeftdeRham?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification. (14.13.105)

This would mean the following definition56:

KanLeftdeRham?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) (14.13.106)

:= ((homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeftdeRham?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM

(14.13.107)

(Oi))
∧ (14.13.108)

)BBM,formalanalytification (14.13.109)

by writing any object O as the corresponding colimit

homotopycolimit
i sifted

Oi.

56Before the Ben-Bassat-Mukherjee p-adic formal analytification we take the corresponding derived (p, I)-

completion.
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These are quite large (∞, 1)-commutative ring objects in the corresponding (∞, 1)-categories

for R = A/I:

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.110)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.111)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.112)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.113)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanachR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanachR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.114)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanachR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanachR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

,

(14.13.115)

(14.13.116)

after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring objects in the ∞-derived

category of all A-modules from formal series rings over A.

Now we apply this construction to any A/I formal scheme (X,OX). But in order to use pris-

matic technology to reach the corresponding period derived de Rham sheaves, we need to

consider more, this would be some definition for ’perfectoidizations’:

Definition 14.13.8. Let (A, I) be a perfectoid prism, and we consider any E∞-ring O in the
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following

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.117)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.118)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.119)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.120)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)
opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.121)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.122)

Then consider the derived prismatic object:

KanLeftdeRham?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O). (14.13.123)

Then as in [BS1, Definition 8.2] we have the following de Rham preperfectoidization:

(O)deRham,preperfectoidization (14.13.124)

:= Colimit(KanLeftdeRham?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O)→ (14.13.125)

Fro∗KanLeftdeRham?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) (14.13.126)

→ Fro∗Fro∗KanLeftdeRham?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O)→ ... (14.13.127)

)BBM,formalanalytification, (14.13.128)

after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring object in the ∞-derived

category of all A/I-modules from formal series rings over A/I. Furthermore one can take

derived (p, I)-completion to achieve the derived (p, I)-completed versions.
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14.13.4 Functional Analytic Derived Prismatic Complexes for Inductive (∞, 1)-Analytic

Stacks

We now promote the construction in the previous sections to the corresponding inductive

systems of (∞, 1)-ringed toposes level after Lurie [Lu1], [Lu2] and [Lu3] in the ∞-category

of ∞-ringed toposes, Bambozzi-Ben-Bassat-Kremnizer [BBBK], Ben-Bassat-Mukherjee [BBM],

Bambozzi-Kremnizer [BK], Clausen-Scholze [CS1] [CS2] and Kelly-Kremnizer-Mukherjee [KKM]

in the ∞-cateogory of ∞-functional analytic ringed toposes.

Now we consider the following ∞-categories of the corresponding ∞-analytic ringed toposes

from Bambozzi-Ben-Bassat-Kremnizer [BBBK]:
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∞− Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.129)

∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.130)

∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.131)

∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.132)

∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.133)

∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.134)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.135)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.136)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.137)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.138)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.139)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.140)

(14.13.141)
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Definition 14.13.9. One can actually define the derived prismatic cohomology presheaves through

derived topological Hochschild cohomology presheaves, derived topological period cohomol-

ogy presheaves and derived topological cyclic cohomology presheaves as in [BMS, Section 2.2,

Section 2.3], [BS1, Theorem 1.13]:

KanLeftTHH, KanLeftTP, KanLeftTC, (14.13.142)

on the following (∞, 1)-compactly generated closures of the corresponding polynomials57 given

over A/I with a chosen prism (A, I)58:

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.143)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.144)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.145)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.146)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.147)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.148)

We call the corresponding functors are derived functional analytic Hochschild cohomology

presheaves, derived functional analytic period cohomology presheaves and derived functional

analytic cyclic cohomology presheaves, which we are going to denote these presheaves as in

57Definitely, we need to put certain norms over in some relatively canonical way, as in [BBM, Section 4.2] one can

basically consider rigid ones and dagger ones, and so on. We restrict to the formal one.
58In all the following, we assume this prism to be bounded and satisfy that A/I is Banach.
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the following for any ∞-ringed topos (X,O) = homotopycolimit
i

(Xi,Oi):

KanLeftTHHfunctionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) := (14.13.149)

(homotopylimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeftTHHfunctionalanalytic,KKM(Oi) (14.13.150)

)BBM,formalanalytification, (14.13.151)

KanLeftTPfunctionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) := (14.13.152)

(homotopylimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeftTPfunctionalanalytic,KKM(Oi) (14.13.153)

)BBM,formalanalytification, (14.13.154)

KanLeftTCfunctionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) := (14.13.155)

(homotopylimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeftTCfunctionalanalytic,KKM(Oi) (14.13.156)

)BBM,formalanalytification, (14.13.157)

by writing any object O as the corresponding limit59

homotopylimit
i sifted

Oi := homotopylimit
i sifted

OSpectrumadicBK(Formalseriesringi)
.

These are quite large (∞, 1)-commutative ring objects in the corresponding (∞, 1)-categories

for ? = A/I over (X,O):

59Note that we are working with ind-∞-ringed ∞-stacks.
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Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.158)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.159)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.160)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormed?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormed?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.161)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanach?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.162)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanach?)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanach?)
opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

,

(14.13.163)

(14.13.164)

after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring objects in the ∞-derived

category of all A-modules from formal series rings over A.

Definition 14.13.10. Then we can in the same fashion consider the corresponding derived pris-

matic complex presheaves [BS1, Construction 7.6]60 for the commutative algebras as in the

above (for a given prism (A, I)):

KanLeft∆?/A, (14.13.165)

60One just applies [BS1, Construction 7.6] and then takes the left Kan extensions.
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by the regular corresponding left Kan extension techniques on the following (∞, 1)-compactly

generated closures of the corresponding polynomials given over A/I with a chosen prism

(A, I):

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.166)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)
opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.167)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.168)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.169)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.170)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.171)

We call the corresponding functors functional analytic derived prismatic complex presheaves

which we are going to denote that as in the following:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification. (14.13.172)

This would mean the following definition61:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) (14.13.173)

:= ((homotopylimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM(Oi))
∧

(14.13.174)

)BBM,formalanalytification (14.13.175)

61Before the Ben-Bassat-Mukherjee p-adic formal analytification we take the corresponding derived (p, I)-

completion.
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by writing any object O as the corresponding limit62

homotopylimit
i sifted

Oi.

These are quite large (∞, 1)-commutative ring objects in the corresponding (∞, 1)-categories

for R = A/I:

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.179)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.180)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.181)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.182)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanachR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanachR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.183)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanachR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanachR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

,

(14.13.184)

(14.13.185)

62Here we remind the readers of the corresponding foundation here, namely the presheaf Oi in fact takes the

value in Koszul complex taking the following form:

KoszulcomplexA/I〈X1,...,Xl〉〈T1,...,Tm〉
(a1 − T1b1, ..., am − Tmbm) (14.13.176)

= A/I 〈X1, ..., Xl〉 〈T1, ..., Tm〉 /L(a1 − T1b1, ..., am − Tmbm). (14.13.177)

This is actually derived p-complete since each homotopy group is derived p-complete (from the corresponding

Banach structure from A/I 〈X1, ..., Xl〉 induced from the p-adic topology). Namely the definition of the presheaf:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM(Oi) (14.13.178)

is directly the application of the derived prismatic functor from [BS1, Construction 7.6].
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after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring objects in the ∞-derived

category of all A-modules from formal series rings over A.
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14.13.5 Functional Analytic Derived Preperfectoidizations for Inductive (∞, 1)-Analytic

Stacks

Then as in [BS1, Definition 8.2] we consider the corresponding perfectoidization in this analytic

setting.

Definition 14.13.11. Let (A, I) be a perfectoid prism, and we consider any E∞-ring O in the

following

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.186)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.187)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.188)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.189)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.190)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.191)

Then consider the derived prismatic object:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O). (14.13.192)

Then as in [BS1, Definition 8.2] we have the following preperfectoidization:

(O)preperfectoidization (14.13.193)

:= Colimit(KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O)→ (14.13.194)

Fro∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) (14.13.195)

→ Fro∗Fro∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O)→ ...)BBM,formalanalytification,

(14.13.196)
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after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring object in the ∞-derived

category of all A-modules from formal series rings over A. Then we define the corresponding

perfectoidization:

(O)perfectoidization (14.13.197)

:= Colimit(KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) −→ (14.13.198)

Fro∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) (14.13.199)

−→ Fro∗Fro∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) −→ ...)BBM,formalanalytification × A/I.

(14.13.200)

Furthermore one can take derived (p, I)-completion to achieve the derived (p, I)-completed

versions:

Opreperfectoidization,derivedcomplete := (Opreperfectoidization)∧, (14.13.201)

Operfectoidization,derivedcomplete := Opreperfectoidization,derivedcomplete × A/I. (14.13.202)

(14.13.203)

These are large (∞, 1)-commutative algebra objects in the corresponding categories as in the

above, attached to also large (∞, 1)-commutative algebra objects. When we apply this to the

corresponding sub-(∞, 1)-categories of Banach perfectoid objects in [BMS2], [GR], [KL1], [KL2],

[Ked1], [Sch3], we will recover the corresponding distinguished elemental deformation pro-

cesses defined in [BMS2], [GR], [KL1], [KL2], [Ked1], [Sch3].

Remark 14.13.12. One can then define such ringO to be preperfectoid if we have the equivalence:

Opreperfectoidization ∼
−→ O. (14.13.204)

One can then define such ring O to be perfectoid if we have the equivalence:

Opreperfectoidization × A/I
∼
−→ O. (14.13.205)
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14.13.6 Functional Analytic Derived de Rham Complexes for Inductive (∞, 1)-Analytic

Stacks and de Rham Preperfectoidizations

As in [LL] we have the comparison between the derived prismatic cohomology and the cor-

responding derived de Rham cohomology in some very well-defined way which respects the

corresponding filtrations, we can then in our situation take the corresponding definition of

some derived de Rham complex as the one side of the comparison from [LL]63. To be more

precise after [An1, Chapitre 3], [An2], [B1, Chapter 2, Chapter 8], [Bei, Chapter 1], [G1, Chapter

5], [GL, Chapter 3, Chapter 4], [Ill1, Chapitre II, Chapitre III], [Ill2, Chapitre VIII], [Qui, Section

4], and [BMS2, Example 5.11, Example 5.12] we define the corresponding:

Definition 14.13.13. Then we can in the same fashion consider the corresponding derived de

Rham complex presheaves for the commutative algebras as in the above (for a given prism

(A, I)):

KanLeftdeRham?/A, (14.13.206)

64by the regular corresponding left Kan extension techniques on the following (∞, 1)-compactly

generated closures of the corresponding polynomials given over A/I with a chosen prism

(A, I):

63Our goal here is actually study the corresponding derived de Rham period rings and the corresponding appli-

cations in p-adic Hodge theory extending work of [DLLZ1], [DLLZ2], [Sch2] in the motivation from [GL], when

applyting the construction to derived p-adic formal stacks and derived logarithmic p-adic formal stacks.
64After taking derived p-completion.
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Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.207)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.208)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.209)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.210)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.211)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.212)

We call the corresponding functors functional analytic derived de Rham complex presheaves

which we are going to denote that as in the following:

KanLeftdeRham?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification. (14.13.213)

This would mean the following definition65:

KanLeftdeRham?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) (14.13.214)

:= ((homotopylimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeftdeRham?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM

(14.13.215)

(Oi))
∧ (14.13.216)

)BBM,formalanalytification (14.13.217)

by writing any object O as the corresponding colimit

homotopylimit
i sifted

Oi.

65Before the Ben-Bassat-Mukherjee p-adic formal analytification we take the corresponding derived (p, I)-

completion.
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These are quite large (∞, 1)-commutative ring objects in the corresponding (∞, 1)-categories

for R = A/I:

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.218)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.219)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.220)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞−Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormedR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormedR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.221)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanachR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanachR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.13.222)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanachR)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanachR)opposite,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

,

(14.13.223)

(14.13.224)

after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring objects in the ∞-derived

category of all A-modules from formal series rings over A.

Now we apply this construction to any A/I formal scheme (X,OX). But in order to use pris-

matic technology to reach the corresponding period derived de Rham sheaves, we need to

consider more, this would be some definition for ’perfectoidizations’:

Definition 14.13.14. Let (A, I) be a perfectoid prism, and we consider any E∞-ring O in the
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following

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.225)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.226)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.227)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.228)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)
opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.229)

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞− Toposes

ringed,Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)

Commutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.13.230)

Then consider the derived prismatic object:

KanLeftdeRham?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O). (14.13.231)

Then as in [BS1, Definition 8.2] we have the following de Rham preperfectoidization:

(O)deRham,preperfectoidization (14.13.232)

:= Colimit(KanLeftdeRham?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O)→ (14.13.233)

Fro∗KanLeftdeRham?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O) (14.13.234)

→ Fro∗Fro∗KanLeftdeRham?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification(O)→ ... (14.13.235)

)BBM,formalanalytification, (14.13.236)

after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring object in the ∞-derived

category of all A/I-modules from formal series rings over A/I. Furthermore one can take

derived (p, I)-completion to achieve the derived (p, I)-completed versions.
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14.14 Functional Analytic Noncommutative Motives, Noncommuta-

tive Primatic Cohomologies and the Preperfectoidizations

We now work in the noncommutative setting after [Kon1], [Ta], [KR1] and [KR2], with some

philosophy rooted in some noncommtative motives and the corresponding nonabelian appli-

cations in noncommutative analytic geometry in the derived sense, and the noncommutative

analogs of the corresponding Riemann hypothesis and the corresponding Tamagawa number

conjectures. The issue is certainly that the usual Frobenius map looks strange, which tells us

of the fact that actually we need to consider really large objects such as the corresponding

Topological Hochschild Homologies and the corresponding nearby objects. Here we choose to

consider [NS] in order to apply the constructions to certain ∞-rings, which we will call them

Fukaya-Kato analytifications from [FK].

Now we consider the following ∞-categories of the corresponding ∞-analytic ringed toposes

from Bambozzi-Ben-Bassat-Kremnizer [BBBK] in some paralle way:
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∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.1)

∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.2)

∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.3)

∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.4)

∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.5)

∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.6)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormed?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.7)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormed?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.8)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormed?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.9)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormed?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.10)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanach?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.11)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanach?)opposite ,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.12)

(14.14.13)
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Starting from the ∞-rings, we have:

Definition 14.14.1. One can actually define the derived prismatic cohomologies through de-

rived topological Hochschild cohomologies, derived topological period cohomologies and de-

rived topological cyclic cohomologies as in [BMS, Section 2.2, Section 2.3], [BS1, Theorem 1.13]:

KanLeftTHHnoncommutative, KanLeftTPnoncommutative, KanLeftTCnoncommutative, (14.14.14)

66on the following (∞, 1)-compactly generated closures of the corresponding polynomials67

given over A/I with a chosen prism (A, I)68:

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.14.15)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.14.16)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.14.17)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.14.18)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.14.19)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure. (14.14.20)

We call the corresponding functors are derived functional analytic Hochschild cohomologies,

derived functional analytic period cohomologies and derived functional analytic cyclic coho-

66One has the corresponding p-completed versions as well.
67Definitely, we need to put certain norms over in some relatively canonical way, as in [BBM, Section 4.2] one can

basically consider rigid ones and dagger ones, and so on. In this noncommutative setting we do not actually need to

fix the type of the analytification, as in commutative setting since we are going to apply directly construction from

Bhatt-Scholze and Koshikawa [BS1] and [Ko1], though the derived characterization of the prismatic cohomology

might not need to be restricted to the corresponding p-adic formal scheme situations.
68In all the following, we assume this prism to be bounded and satisfy that A/I is Banach.
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mologies, which we are going to denote them as in the following:

KanLeftTHHnoncommutative
functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O) := (14.14.21)

(homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeftTHHnoncommutative
functionalanalytic,KKM(Oi) (14.14.22)

)BBM,formalanalytification,nc, (14.14.23)

KanLeftTPnoncommutative
functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O) := (14.14.24)

(homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeftTPnoncommutative
functionalanalytic,KKM(Oi) (14.14.25)

)BBM,formalanalytification,nc, (14.14.26)

KanLeftTCnoncommutative
functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O) := (14.14.27)

(homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeftTCnoncommutative
functionalanalytic,KKM(Oi) (14.14.28)

)BBM,formalanalytification,nc, (14.14.29)

by writing any object O as the corresponding colimit

homotopycolimit
i sifted

Oi.

These are quite large (∞, 1)-commutative ring objects in the corresponding (∞, 1)-categories

for R = A/I:

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormR), (14.14.30)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormR), (14.14.31)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormR), (14.14.32)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormR), (14.14.33)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanR), (14.14.34)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanR), (14.14.35)

after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring objects in the ∞-derived
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category of all A-modules from formal series rings over A, into:

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormF1)A, (14.14.36)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormF1)A, (14.14.37)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormF1)A, (14.14.38)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormF1)A, (14.14.39)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanF1)A, (14.14.40)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanF1)A. (14.14.41)

Definition 14.14.2. Then we can in the same fashion consider the corresponding derived pris-

matic complexes [BS1, Construction 7.6]69 for the commutative algebras as in the above (for a

given prism (A, I)):

KanLeft∆?/A := KanLeftTPnoncommutative,pcomplete(?/A), (14.14.42)

by the regular corresponding left Kan extension techniques on the following (∞, 1)-compactly

generated closures of the corresponding polynomials given over A/I with a chosen prism

(A, I):

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.14.43)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.14.44)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.14.45)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.14.46)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.14.47)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure. (14.14.48)

We call the corresponding functors functional analytic derived prismatic complexes which we

69One just applies [BS1, Construction 7.6] and then takes the left Kan extensions.
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are going to denote that as in the following:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc (14.14.49)

:= KanLeftTPnoncommutative,pcomplete(?/A)functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc.

(14.14.50)

This would mean the following definition70:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O) (14.14.51)

:= ((homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM(Oi))
∧

(14.14.52)

)BBM,formalanalytification,nc (14.14.53)

= ((homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeftTPnoncommutative,pcomplete (14.14.54)

(?/A)functionalanalytic,KKM(Oi))
∧)BBM,formalanalytification,nc (14.14.55)

(14.14.56)

by writing any object O as the corresponding colimit

homotopycolimit
i sifted

Oi.

These are quite large (∞, 1)-commutative ring objects in the corresponding (∞, 1)-categories

for R = A/I:

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormR), (14.14.57)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormR), (14.14.58)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormR), (14.14.59)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormR), (14.14.60)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanR), (14.14.61)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanR), (14.14.62)

(14.14.63)

70Before the Ben-Bassat-Mukherjee p-adic formal analytification we take the corresponding p-completion.
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after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring objects in the ∞-derived

category of all A-modules from formal series rings over A, into:

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormF1)A, (14.14.64)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormF1)A, (14.14.65)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormF1)A, (14.14.66)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormF1)A, (14.14.67)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanF1)A, (14.14.68)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanF1)A. (14.14.69)

Then as in [BS1, Definition 8.2] we consider the corresponding ’perfectoidization’ in this

analytic setting.

Definition 14.14.3. Let (A, I) be a perfectoid prism, and we consider any E∞-ring O in the

following

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndSNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.14.70)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmSNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.14.71)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.14.72)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmNormA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.14.73)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndBanA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure, (14.14.74)

ObjectE∞Noncommutativealgebra,Simplicial(IndmBanA/I)
smoothformalseriesclosure. (14.14.75)

Then consider the derived prismatic object:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O) (14.14.76)

:= KanLeftTPnoncommutative,pcomplete(?/A)functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O).

(14.14.77)
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Then as in [BS1, Definition 8.2] we have the following ’preperfectoidization’:

(O)preperfectoidization (14.14.78)

:= Colimit(KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O)→ (14.14.79)

φ∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O) (14.14.80)

→ φ∗φ∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O)→ ...)BBM,formalanalytification,nc,

(14.14.81)

after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring object in the ∞-derived

category of all A-modules from formal series rings over A. Then we define the corresponding

’perfectoidization’:

(O)perfectoidization (14.14.82)

:= Colimit(KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O) −→ (14.14.83)

φ∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O) (14.14.84)

−→ φ∗φ∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O) −→ ... (14.14.85)

)BBM,formalanalytification,nc × A/I. (14.14.86)

Furthermore one can take derived (p, I)-completion to achieve the derived (p, I)-completed

versions:

Opreperfectoidization,derivedcomplete := (Opreperfectoidization)∧, (14.14.87)

Operfectoidization,derivedcomplete := Opreperfectoidization,derivedcomplete × A/I. (14.14.88)

(14.14.89)

These are large (∞, 1)-noncommutative algebra objects in the corresponding categories as in

the above, attached to also large (∞, 1)-noncommutative algebra objects. When we apply this

to the corresponding sub-(∞, 1)-categories of Banach perfectoid objects as in [BMS2], [GR],

[KL1], [KL2], [Ked1], [Sch3], we will recover the corresponding noncommutative analogues

of the distinguished elemental deformation processes defined in [BMS2], [GR], [KL1], [KL2],

[Ked1], [Sch3].
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Remark 14.14.4. One can then define such ringO to be preperfectoid if we have the equivalence:

Opreperfectoidization ∼
−→ O. (14.14.90)

One can then define such ring O to be perfectoid if we have the equivalence:

Opreperfectoidization × A/I
∼
−→ O. (14.14.91)

Definition 14.14.5. One can actually define the derived prismatic cohomology presheaves through

derived topological Hochschild cohomology presheaves, derived topological period cohomol-

ogy presheaves and derived topological cyclic cohomology presheaves as in [BMS, Section 2.2,

Section 2.3], [BS1, Theorem 1.13]:

KanLeftTHHnoncommutative, KanLeftTPnoncommutative, KanLeftTCnoncommutative, (14.14.92)

on the following (∞, 1)-compactly generated closures of the corresponding polynomials71 given

71Definitely, we need to put certain norms over in some relatively canonical way, as in [BBM, Section 4.2] one

can basically consider rigid ones and dagger ones, and so on. Again in this noncommutative setting we do not

actually need to fix the type of the analytification, as in commutative setting since we are going to apply directly

construction from Bhatt-Scholze and Koshikawa [BS1] and [Ko1], though the derived characterization of the pris-

matic cohomology might not need to be restricted to the corresponding p-adic formal scheme situations.
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over A/I with a chosen prism (A, I)72:

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)
opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.93)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.94)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.95)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)
opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.96)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.97)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.98)

We call the corresponding functors are derived functional analytic Hochschild cohomology

presheaves, derived functional analytic period cohomology presheaves and derived functional

analytic cyclic cohomology presheaves, which we are going to denote these presheaves as in

72In all the following, we assume this prism to be bounded and satisfy that A/I is Banach.
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the following for any ∞-ringed topos (X,O) = homotopycolimit
i

(Xi,Oi):

KanLeftTHHnoncommutative
functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O) := (14.14.99)

(homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeftTHHnoncommutative
functionalanalytic,KKM(Oi)

(14.14.100)

)BBM,formalanalytification,nc, (14.14.101)

KanLeftTPnoncommutative
functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O) := (14.14.102)

(homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeftTPnoncommutative
functionalanalytic,KKM(Oi) (14.14.103)

)BBM,formalanalytification,nc, (14.14.104)

KanLeftTCnoncommutative
functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O) := (14.14.105)

(homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeftTCnoncommutative
functionalanalytic,KKM(Oi) (14.14.106)

)BBM,formalanalytification,nc, (14.14.107)

by writing any object O as the corresponding colimit73

homotopycolimit
i sifted

Oi.

These are quite large (∞, 1)-commutative ring objects in the corresponding (∞, 1)-categories

for ? = A/I over (X,O):

73Here we assume that in the following the presheaves Oi are taking values in the derived p-completed E1-

algebras over A/I, which then are generated by those p-adic formal series ring A/I 〈Z1, ..., Zn〉, n = 1, 2, ... by the

corresponding derived colimit completion with free variables Z1, ..., Zn, n = 1, 2, ....
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Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormed?)
opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.14.108)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞−Toposes

ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormed?)
opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.14.109)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure
∞−Toposes

ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormed?)
opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.14.110)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormed?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormed?)
opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.14.111)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanach?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanach?)
opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.14.112)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanach?)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanach?)
opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

,

(14.14.113)

(14.14.114)

after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring objects in the ∞-derived

category of all A-modules from formal series rings over A.

Assumption 14.14.6. (Technical Assumption) Here we assume that in the following the presheaves

Oi are taking values in the derived p-completed E1-algebras over A/I, which then are gener-

ated by those p-adic formal series ring A/I 〈Z1, ..., Zn〉, n = 1, 2, ... by the corresponding de-

rived colimit completion with free variables Z1, ..., Zn, n = 1, 2, .... However this assumption

does not really matter so significantly in this noncommutative situation since we are just taking

the direct definition through TP.
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Definition 14.14.7. Then we can in the same fashion consider the corresponding derived non-

commutative prismatic complex presheaves [BS1, Construction 7.6]74 for the commutative al-

gebras as in the above (for a given prism (A, I)):

KanLeft∆?/A := KanLeftTPnoncommutative,pcomplete(?/A), (14.14.115)

75by the regular corresponding left Kan extension techniques on the following (∞, 1)-compactly

generated closures of the corresponding polynomials given over A/I with a chosen prism

(A, I):

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.116)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.117)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.118)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.119)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.120)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.121)

We call the corresponding functors functional analytic derived prismatic complex presheaves

74One just applies [BS1, Construction 7.6] and then takes the left Kan extensions.
75The motivation for this definition comes from the corresponding commutative picture, namely the correspond-

ing topological characterization of the corresponding prismatic cohomology and the corresponding completed ver-

sion by using the corresponding Nygaard filtrations. See [BS1, Theorem 1.13].
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which we are going to denote that as in the following:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc (14.14.122)

:= KanLeftTPnoncommutative,pcomplete(?/A)functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc.

(14.14.123)

This would mean the following definition76:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O) (14.14.124)

:= ((homotopycolimit
i sifted,derivedcategory∞(A/I−Module)

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM(Oi))
∧

(14.14.125)

)BBM,formalanalytification,nc (14.14.126)

by writing any object O as the corresponding colimit

homotopycolimit
i sifted

Oi.

These are quite large (∞, 1)-commutative ring objects in the corresponding (∞, 1)-categories

76Before the Ben-Bassat-Mukherjee p-adic formal analytification we take the corresponding p-completion.
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for R = A/I:

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormedR)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndSeminormedR)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.14.127)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormedR)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmSeminormedR)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.14.128)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormedR)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndNormedR)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.14.129)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormedR)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmNormedR)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.14.130)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanachR)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndBanachR)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

.

(14.14.131)

Ind♯Quasicoherentpresheaf

Indsmoothformalseriesclosure∞−Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanachR)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial (IndmBanachR)opposite ,Grotopology,homotopyepimorphism

,

(14.14.132)

(14.14.133)

after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring objects in the ∞-derived

category of all A-modules from formal series rings over A.

Then as in [BS1, Definition 8.2] we consider the corresponding noncommutative perfec-

toidization in this analytic setting.

Definition 14.14.8. Let (A, I) be a perfectoid prism, and we consider any E∞-ring O in the
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following

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndSeminormedA/I)
opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.134)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmSeminormedA/I)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.135)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndNormedA/I)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.136)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmNormedA/I)
opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.137)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndBanachA/I)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.138)

Projsmoothformalseriesclosure∞− Toposes
ringed,Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)

Noncommutativealgebrasimplicial(IndmBanachA/I)opposite,Grothendiecktopology,homotopyepimorphism.

(14.14.139)

Then consider the derived prismatic object:

KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O). (14.14.140)

Then as in [BS1, Definition 8.2] we have the following preperfectoidization:

(O)preperfectoidization (14.14.141)

:= Colimit(KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O)→ (14.14.142)

φ∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O) (14.14.143)

→ φ∗φ∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O)→ ...)BBM,formalanalytification,nc,

(14.14.144)

after taking the formal series ring left Kan extension analytification from [BBM, Section 4.2],

which is defined by taking the left Kan extension to all the (∞, 1)-ring object in the ∞-derived

category of all A-modules from formal series rings over A. Then we define the corresponding
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perfectoidization:

(O)perfectoidization (14.14.145)

:= Colimit(KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O) −→ (14.14.146)

φ∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O) (14.14.147)

−→ φ∗φ∗KanLeft∆?/A,functionalanalytic,KKM,BBM,formalanalytification,nc(O) −→ ...)BBM,formalanalytification,nc × A/I.

(14.14.148)

Furthermore one can take derived (p, I)-completion to achieve the derived (p, I)-completed

versions:

Opreperfectoidization,derivedcomplete := (Opreperfectoidization)∧, (14.14.149)

Operfectoidization,derivedcomplete := Opreperfectoidization,derivedcomplete × A/I. (14.14.150)

(14.14.151)

These are large (∞, 1)-commutative algebra objects in the corresponding categories as in the

above, attached to also large (∞, 1)-commutative algebra objects. When we apply this to

the corresponding sub-(∞, 1)-categories of Banach perfectoid objects in [BMS2], [GR], [KL1],

[KL2], [Ked1], [Sch3], we will have the corresponding noncommutative analogues of the dis-

tinguished elemental deformation processes defined in [BMS2], [GR], [KL1], [KL2], [Ked1],

[Sch3].

Remark 14.14.9. One can then define such ringO to be preperfectoid if we have the equivalence:

Opreperfectoidization ∼
−→ O. (14.14.152)

One can then define such ring O to be perfectoid if we have the equivalence:

Opreperfectoidization × A/I
∼
−→ O. (14.14.153)
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