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p-ADIC SIMPSON CORRESPONDENCE VIA PRISMATIC CRYSTALS
YU MIN AND YUPENG WANG

ABSTRACT. Let X be a smooth p-adic formal scheme over O with adic generic fiber X. We obtain
a global equivalence between the category Vect((X),, O A[%]) of rational Hodge—Tate crystals on the
absolute prismatic site (X)) and the category HIG™(X) of enhanced Higgs bundles on X. Along
the way, we construct an inverse Simpson functor from HIGEH(X ) to the category Vect(Xproct, @) Xx)

of generalised representations on X, which turns out to be fully faithful.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Overview. In their groundbreaking work [BS22], Bhatt and Scholze introduced the prismatic
cohomology, which is “motivic” in the sense that it can recover most existing p-adic cohomology
theories (e.g. crystalline cohomology, de Rham cohomology and étale cohomology). Recently, the
coefficient theory of the prismatic cohomology has caught a lot of attention. For example, one
can recover étale Z,-local systems on the generic fibers of bounded p-adic formal schemes X by
studying the Laurent F-crystals on the absolute prismatic site (X)) of X (cf. [Wu2l], [BS21],
[MW21a]). When X is smooth over O, the ring of integers of a p-adic field K, there exists a
nice equivalence between the category of crystalline Z,-local systems on its generic fiber and that
of (analytic) prismatic F-crystals on (X)) (cf. [ALB19], [BS21], [DL21], [DLMS22], [GR22]). If X
is smooth over O%, then the theory of prismatic crystals provides a ¢-deformation of local p-adic
Simpson correspondence (cf. [GLSQ20], [MT20], [GLSQ22], etc.).

In this paper, we will focus on the theory of Hodge—Tate prismatic crystal. Note that in the
geometric setting, Hodge-Tate crystals on the relative prismatic site can be locally understood as
certain Higgs bundles (cf. [Tian21]). This phenomenon also appears in characteristic p and one can
understand Hodge-Tate crystals as nilpotent Higgs bundles for “good” smooth scheme over F,, (cf.
[0g22]). In the arithmetic setting, Hodge—Tate crystals on the absolute prismatic site of Ok can be

understood as certain semi-linear K-representations of Gal(K /K) and closely related with classical
Sen theory (cf. [MW21b], [Gao22], [BL22a], [GMW22], [AHLB22], etc.).

Continuing our work [MW21b], we are going to combine the two aspects, i.e. the geometric side
and the arithmetic side, of Hodge-Tate crystals mentioned above. More precisely, for a smooth
p-adic formal scheme X over Ok with generic fiber X, we will study the category Vect((X),, 5&%])
of rational Hodge-Tate crystal on (X)) and investigate how the arithmetic part and the geometric
part interact with each other. In fact, we will establish a global equivalence between the category of

rational Hodge—Tate crystals and the category of enhanced Higgs bundles, which can be understood
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as a hybrid of Higgs bundles and (arithmatic) Sen operators. Along the way, we will obtain a fully
faithful functor from the category of enhanced Higgs bundles on X to the category of generalised
representations on X, which we call the inverse Simpson functor.

1.2. Main result. We freely use notations introduced in §1.4. In particular, K is a complete
discretely valued field of mixed characteristic (0, p) with ring of integers Ok and perfect residue field

x and C = K is a fixed p-complete algebraic closure of K.

1.2.1. Statement of main result. We first introduce some notions that will be considered in this
paper. Let Vect((X)y, OA[%]) (resp. Vect((%)zerf, OA[%])) be the category of rational Hodge-Tate
crystals on the absolute prismatic site (X)) (resp, the absolute prismatic site of perfect prisms)
of X (cf. Definition 1.24). Let Vect(Xpoet, Ox) denote the category of generalised representations

(i.e. locally finite free Ox-modules) on X, (cf. Example 1.23) and HIG"!(X) be the category of

enhanced Higgs bundles on X; that is, Higgs bundles defined on X with a Sen operator satisfying

certain conditions (cf. Definition 6.2). Let HIG¢, (X¢) denote the category of Gk-Higgs bundles

on X¢; that is, Higgs bundles on X together with compatible G g-actions (cf. Definition 3.1).
Then our main theorem is as follows.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 6.4). Assume X is a smooth p-adic formal scheme over O with rigid
analytic generic fiber X. Then there exists an equivalence of categories

— 1 .
p: Vect((X)p, Opl-]) ~ HIG!(X),
p
which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities. Moreover, this equivalence fits into the following
commutative diagram of fully faithful functors:
(1.1) Vect((X), Op3]) $ HIG!' ()

1
P ~

I e
Veet ()5, O [2]) —=—= Vect(Xproar, Ox) —— HIGe, (Xc),

perf

where Res is induced by inclusion of sites (X)}" C (X)p, F will be defined in Construction 6.13 and
all arrows with “~” are equivalences of categories. In particular, we obtain a fully faithful inverse
Simpson functor

Fg : HIGM(X) — Vect(Xproar, Ox ).

Remark 1.2. The relation between Hodge-Tate crystals and Higgs bundles is not new: indeed, if
one fix a transversal prism (A, /) and consider small affine formal scheme X = Spf(R) over A/I,
then there exists an equivalence between the category of topologically nilpotent Higgs bundles over
X and the category of Hodge-Tate crystals on the relative prismatic site (X/(A,1))p of X (cf.
[Tian21, Thm. 4.10]). Our improvement is that if we consider the absolute prismatic site of X and
rational Hodge—Tate crystals, then the Higgs bundles coming from rational Hodge—Tate crystals can
be equipped with an additional operator so that we can establish a global theory. We emphasize
that both inverting p and considering the absolute prismatic site are essential in our construction.

Remark 1.3. In the classical theory of Simpson correspondence over the field of complex numbers C,
a nilpotent Higgs bundle (H, 64) over a smooth projective variety X may not induce a representation
of the fundamental group 7 (X (C)) or a G,,-action on (H, #y). However, in the setting of Theorem
1.1, if a nilpotent Higgs bundle (#, 63) is enhanced, then it will induce a generalised representation
and a G-action on its base-change to C', the field of p-adic complex numbers. We point out that
the naive base-change “(H,03) @k C” never carries the “induced Gg-action” because Tate twists
appear in the definition of Higgs bundles and C' does not contain p-adic analogue of 2ms.

Remark 1.4. Theorem 1.1 sheds light on studying p-adic Simpson correspondence via prismatic
crystals. In p-adic Simpson correspondence, constructing representations from certain Higgs bundles
seems much harder than the other direction (for example, see [Xu22] for the curve case). Our inverse
Simpson functor Fg in Theorem 1.1 provides an example in this direction by working with enhanced
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Higgs bundles. Moreover, our method is also compatible with the works [Fal05],[AGT16],[Wang21]
when X is smooth over O¢. One can check in this case, locally the diagram in Theorem 1.1 can recover
Faltings’ local Simpson functor in [Fal05] and by using the period sheaf OC' in [Wang21] instead
of OC in Theorem 1.5, our approach can show that the local construction in [Tian21] glues if one
considers the categories of small Higgs bundles and small Hodge—Tate crystals and both categories

are equivalent to the category of small generalised representations under the liftable assumption of
X to Ainf/gz.

Next, we are going to explain our strategy of proving Theorem 1.1. We will first introduce the
key tools used in the globalisation process and then talk about the local constructions and complete
the strategy of the proof.

1.2.2. p-adic Simpson correspondence and Hodge—Tate crystals on perfect site. Similar to [Tian21],
we can get a local correspondence between Hodge—Tate crystals and Higgs bundles in the absolute
case. The main difficulty of getting a global one then lies in comparing local constructions. Our
strategy is to compare local data in a bigger category through a fully faithful functor. The key
ingredient is the p-adic Simpson correspondence.

Based on the previous work of Scholze [Sch12, Sch13], Liu-Zhu [LZ17] assigned to each étale Q,-
local system on a smooth rigid analytic space over K a nilpotent Higgs field by using decompletion
theory in [KL16] and got the rigidity of de Rham local systems. Their method also works in the
logarithmic case [DLLZ18]. We will work on their arenas and prove the following result, in which X
is not required to be a rigid generic fiber of a smooth p-adic formal scheme.

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem 3.3). Let X be a smooth rigid space over K and v : Xpost — Xcoer be

the natural projection of sites. For any generalised representation L € Vect(Xproet, Ox), if we put
O, :=id; ® O, then the rule

L= (H(L), 0n(c)) == (L ®5, OC),v.(Or))

induces a rank-preserving equivalence from the category Vect(Xppost, 6X) of generalised representa-
tions on Xppest to the category HlGg, (X¢) of Gk-Higgs bundles on Xc g, which preserves tensor
products and dualities. Moreover, the following assertions are true:

(1) For anyi > 1, the higher direct image R'v.(L ®5_OC) = 0.
(2) Let Oy ) = Opc) ® idoc + idy ) ® ©. Then there exists a natural isomorphism

(H @0y, OCixs,Onc)) — (L ®p, OC,07)x,

of Higgs fields.
(3) Let (HIG(H(L), 0y(z)) denote the Higgs complex induced by (H(L),0n(c)). Then there exists
a natural quasi-isomorphism

RI'(X ¢ prost, £) = RI( X e, (HIG(H(L), Opey))
which is compatible with G k-actions. As a consequence, we get a quasi-isomorphism
RI'(Xprost, £) = RI(G e, RI (X, (HIG(H(L), Orcy)))-

(4) Let X' — X be a smooth morphism of rigid space over K. Then the equivalence in (3)

1s compatible with pull-back along f. In other words, for any L € VeCt(Xproét,@\X) with
corresponding (H,0y) € HIGq, (Xc¢), we have

(H(fL), Oniser)) = (f*H, f7On).
An immediate corollary is the following.

Corollary 1.6 (Corollary 3.7). Let d be the dimension of X over K.
(1) Assume X is quasi-compact. Then RI(X¢ prost, £) s concentrated in degree [0,2d] and
RI'(Xproets £) is concentrated in degree [0,2d + 1].
(2) If moreover X is proper, then RI(Xc¢ proets £) is a perfect complex of C-representations of
Gk and RI'(Xproet, £) is a perfect complex of K -vector spaces.
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Remark 1.7. By almost étale descent, one can replace C' in Theorem 1.5 and Corollary 1.6 by its
any perfectoid sub-field containing (y~. By analytic-étale comparison, one can use the Zariski site
instead of étale site above.

Remark 1.8. (1) When X is affine, Theorem 1.5 was achieved by Tsuji [Tsul8, Thm. 15.2] by
choosing a certain integral model (with log structure) of X, which is not necessary in our approach.

(2) For generalised representations £ coming from Q,-local systems L (i.e. £ = Ox ®q, L),
Theorem 1.5 was proved by Liu—Zhu as [LZ17, Thm. 2.1] by using decompletion theory for certain
overconvergent period rings “B”. Our proof was inspired by theirs and works for any generalised
representations by using decompletion theory developed in [DLLZ18] (cf.§2).

(3) Note that when X admits a good reduction X over W(k), the base-change along W(k) — Ay
induces a lifting X of Xc = X Xw(x) Oc¢. So for a small generalised representations L, the work of
Abbes—Gros—Tsuji [AGT16] produces also a Higgs bundle over X with G g-action. Theorem 1.5
should be compatible with theirs. Note that when X has semi-stable reduction X over W (k) merely,
then the base-change of X to A, is not a lifting of X as log schemes. Indeed, we do not know
whether a lifting of X to Ayyr (as log scheme) exists except the curve case and the affine small case.
So it seems not easy to apply results in [AGT16] directly in this case.

(4) When X is either abeloid or X is curve and L is a line bundle, Theorem 1.5 can be also deduced
from [Heu22a] and [HMW22] by noting that HTlog in loc.cit. is Gg-equivariant. We thanks Ben
Heuer for pointing out this to us.

Before explaining how to apply Theorem 1.5, let us exhibit the relation between rational Hodge—
Tate crystals and generalised representations. We again assume X is a rigid generic fiber of a smooth
p-adic formal scheme over Of. The key observation is that both X,.¢ (or X,,) and (X)er have basis
consisting of perfectoid algebras. Using this, we can prove the following étale comparison theorem:

Theorem 1.9 (Theorem 5.1). There exists a natural equivalence of categories

A )
which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities, such that for any rational Hodge—Tate crystal
M on (%)er, we have a quasi-isomorphism

1 .
L: VeCt((%)perf OA[E]) — VeCt<Xproét7 OX)7

RI((X)R™, M) 2 RT(Xprogt, L(M)),

which 1s functorial in M.

Remark 1.10. When X = Spf(Og), Theorem 1.9 reduces to [MW21b, Thm. 1.6]; that is, there
exists an equivalence

Repg, (C) ~ Vect((OK)zerf,éﬁ[z—lj])

between the category of semi-linear C-representations of G and the category of rational Hodge—
Tate crystals on ((’)K)er. Similar result also holds true for de Rham crystals (cf. [GMW22]). We
will discuss this topic in higher dimensional case in a forthcoming paper with Hui Gao.

Due to Theorem 1.9, the inclusion of sites (X)zerf C (X)p induces a natural functor
Res : Vect((X)p, Opl=]) — Vect((%)zerf, Opl=]) = Vect(Xproat, Ox ).
p p
We will see that this functor is fully faithful (cf. Proposition 6.11) and then use it to compare local
constructions that we are going to explain right now.

1.2.3. Local constructions. Assume X = Spf(R™) is small affine. By (p-completely) faithfully flat
descent and [BS21, Prop. 2.7], one can study (rational) Hodge—Tate crystals in terms of stratifications
by choosing a certain cover (§(R™"), (E)) (depending on the choice of charts on R™) of final objects
of Shv((R*),). In this case, parts of Theorem 1.5 upgrade to the integral level and one can give an

explicit description of the functor Res. In this case, Vect(Xproct, @X) is equivalent to the category
Repr /i) (Fe,0) of semi-linear Re oo-representations of I(K/K) = (&L,Z,v) x Gk (cf. Notation
2.19).



Theorem 1.11. Keep notations as above and fix a framing of X.
(1) [Theorem 4.3] The evaluation at (S(R"), (F)) induces an equivalence of categories

_ . — 1 .
p: Vect((RT)p, 0p) — HIGP(RY) (resp. p: Vect((RY)p, Op[=]) — HIGI(R)),
p
which preserve ranks, tensor products and dualities, such that for any Hodge—Tate crystal
(resp. rational Hodge—Tate crystal) M with associated enhanced Higgs module over Rt (resp.
R), there exists a quasi-isomorphism

which is functorial in M.

(2) [Theorem 6.5] For any (H, 0y, ¢r) € HIGM™(R) corresponding the rational Hodge—Tate crystal
M with induced ﬁcm—representation Res(M) of T'(K/K), we have Res(M) = H®R§C,w such
that for any 1 <i <d, any g € Gk and any x € H,

(@) = exp(— (G — DA)(x) and gx) = (1+ 7B (x)(G, — DAclg) 77 ().

Remark 1.12. Note that any Hodge-Tate crystal Ml € Vect((R") ), O)) can be naturally viewed as
a Hodge-Tate crystal on the relative prismatic site (R*/(&, (£)))p. One can apply [Tian21, Thm.

4.10] to get a topologically nilpotent Higgs field over R, which turns out to be the underlying Higgs
field (H,0p) of p(M).

Remark 1.13. When Ok = W(k), the first part of Theorem 1.11 was also obtained by Bhatt-Lurie
[BL22b] by using the local splitting of the Hodge-Tate structure map WCarth — X. Up to now, it is
still a problem to achieve a global theory as their method needs a global “Frobenius endomorphism”
(cf. [BL22b, §9]), which is a very restrictive condition. However, our Theorem 1.1 suggests it is
reasonable to ask whether the “generic fiber” of the Hodge-Tate structure map WCarth[%] — X [%]
admits a global splitting.

Inspired by Theorem 1.11 (2), one can assign to each enhanced Higgs bundle (H, 03, ¢%) over X
(which is necessary to be affine) a Gx-Higgs bundle over X by letting g € Gk act via the cocycle

(14+7E (m)(¢ — 1))\c(g))7% and hence get the global functor F in Theorem 1.1. To prove F is
fully faithful (cf. Proposition 6.11), we need to relate prismatic theory to classical Sen theory, which
will be discussed in §1.2.4".

Now since everything can be described explicitly, one can check directly that Theorem 1.1 holds
true in the affine small case. In particular, Diagram (1.1) is commutative in this case. To complete the
proof of Theorem 1.1, we need to check that for rational Hodge—Tate crystals, the local equivalence
p in Theorem 1.11 (1) is independent of the choice of charts on R*. Since F is fully faithful, it is
enough to show F o p is independent of the choice of charts. But this is obvious now as all functors
except p in Diagram (1.1) are globally defined and Diagram (1.1) is commutative in affine case.

1.2.4. Sen operators. Finally, we explain how our work is related with Sen theory. Recall that for
any semi-linear C-representation V' of G, by considering the cyclotomic extension, Sen constructed
an endomorphism Oy, which is called Sen operator, defined over K satisfying certain properties.
His result was generalised by Berger—Colmez [BC16] to any extension of K whose Galois group is a
p-adic Lie group of arbitrary dimension and recently by Pan [Pan20] to the geometric setting. On
the other hand, still considering the cyclotomic extension, the method of Sen was also generalised
by Shimizu [Shil8] and Petrov [Pet20] to higher dimensional rigid spaces: for any quasi-compact
smooth rigid space X over K and any G g-equivariant vector bundle £ over Xc¢ ¢, they constructed
an Oy-vector bundle over the ringed space X = (X, Oy = Ox @k Ky.) together with a Sen operator
satisfying certain properties. This construction is compatible with that of Sen and is functorial in £
(see Proposition 7.2 for the explicit statement).

Now by Theorem 1.5 together with the above construction, we can assign to each generalised
representation £ over Xp..¢ a Higgs bundle with a Sen operator (H (L), Ox(z), dn(c)) over X. We

IThere is another way to show the full faithfulness here; See  Proposition 2.27 in
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2201.08030v1.pdf for details.
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also call ¢y(r) the Sen operator of £ and denote it by ¢.. After base change to X¢, this will give rise
to an arithmetic Higgs bundle over X¢ (cf. Definition 7.14,7.15). In other words, there is a functor

D : Vect(Xprost, 6){) — HIG™™(X()

which is closely related with the cyclotomic extension. Before moving on, we raise the following
question.

Question 1.14. Which arithmetic Higgs bundles come from generalised representations under the
functor D?

In fact, it is not clear to us how to describe the essential image of the functor D in general. When
X = Spf(Ok), Fontaine gave a complete answer to Question 1.14 after classifying all semi-linear
C-representations of G (cf. [Fon04, Thm. 2.14]) by working with a certain algebraic group. But
his method looks very difficult to be generalised to the higher dimensional case. We will give a
partial answer to this question provided by the theory of Hodge—Tate crystals at the end of this
subsection.

Now we move back to investigate the relation between prismatic theory and Sen theory. Note that
we have a local equivalence between rational Hodge—Tate crystals and enhanced Higgs bundles at
the moment. The latter can give rise to arithmetic Higgs bundles as follows.

Example 1.15 (Construction 7.22 (1)). Assume (H, 04, ¢3) is an enhanced Higgs bundle over X.
Then (H®oy, Ox,, —((p—1)\0, —%) is an arithmetic Higgs bundle over X, where A is a certain

unit in O¢. We denote the induced functor by Fo, : HIGM(X) — HIG™™(X().

Given a rational Hodge-Tate crystal, we now have two ways to construct arithmetic Higgs bundles
(locally): one is the cyclotomic way through the functor D, the other is the Kummer way via Example
1.15. It turns out that the two constructions coincide with each other.

Theorem 1.16 (Theorem 7.12, Hui Gao). Let M be a rational HodgeTate crystal on (X)) where
X = Spf(R™) is small, with induced enhanced Higgs bundle (H, 03, ¢3) and generalised representa-

tion L. Then the Sen operator ¢, of L is exactly —E‘?er).

Remark 1.17. Theorem 1.16 was conjectured by the authors [MW21h, Conjecture 1.8] and was
proved by Hui Gao [Gao22] by using ideas from [BC16] and the theory of (¢, 7)-modules. Gao
informed us that the method in [Gao22] also works in the higher dimensional case and explained the
proof to us. We thank Hui Gao for allowing us to include Theorem 1.16 here. When R = W(k) is
absolutely unramified extension of Z,, the result was also obtained in [BL22a, §3.8].

We will prove Theorem 1.16 by following the strategy of [Gao22|; that is, we will apply the
theory of locally analytic vectors of Berger—Colmez [BC16] to compare Sen operators obtained from
cyclotomic extension and Kummer extension. As a consequence, we also conclude the full faithfulness

of F : HIGM™(X) — HIG¢, (X¢) which will complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.
Now given Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.16 can be globalised. Let F.y. denote the composition of

functors HIG™(X) — Vect((%)A,ﬁﬁ[%]) — Vect(Xprost, 6X) 2, HIG™*(X (). This means there
is an equivalence of functors Fy. =~ Fo, : HIGM(X) — HIG™™(X(). As an application, we get a
partial answer to Question 1.14.

Theorem 1.18 (Corollary 7.24). If an arithmetic Higgs bundle is induced by an enhanced Higgs
bundle under the functor Fo, then it comes from a generalised representation over Xpros-

1.3. Organization. We review the decompletion theory of [DLLZ18] in §2 and use it to establish
the p-adic Simpson correspondence (i.e. Theorem 1.5) in §3. In §4, we construct the equivalence p
in Theorem 1.1 in the small affine case. In §5, we prove Theorem 1.9. The §6 is devoted to proving
Theorem 1.1 by leaving the full faithfulness of F to §7. Finally, we show that F is fully faithful by
using Sen theory in §7 and prove Theorem 1.18 as an application.



7

1.4. Conventions and Notations. Let K be a complete discretely valued field of mixed charac-
teristic (0, p) with ring of integers Ok and perfect residue field x. We fix an algebraic closure K of
K and let C denote the p-adic completion of K. For any Galois extension L/K in K, we denote
by Gal(L/K) the corresponding Galois group. We fix a uniformizer 7 € Ok and denote its minimal
polynoimal over W(x) by E(u). Then E(u) € & := W(k)[[u]].

Let {(pn n>0 (resp. {m%"}nzo) be a compatible sequence {(yn }n>o of primitive p”-th units (resp.
of p"-th roots of ) in K and let € = (1,¢,,...) (resp. ™ = (71',71'%, ...)) be the induced element in
C”°, the tilting of C. Let Keye = Up>0K () (resp. Koo = UnZOK(m%"), resp. Keyeoo = Keyeoo)
with the p-adic completion IA(CyC (resp. IA(OO, resp. IA(Cycvoo) in C'. Then IA(CyC, IA(OO and IA(Cycvoo are
all perfectoid fields. Let x : Gx — Gal(K/K) — Z) be the p-adic cyclotomic character and let

: Gg — Gal(Kiye oo/ K) — Z, be the function such that for any g € Gg, g(7°) = €97, Let
t = logle] be the p-adic analogue of “2mi”.

Convention 1.19. In this paper, we always assume K, N Ko = K. This is always the case for
p > 3 and for p = 2 when K = K((4) (cf. [Liu08, Lem. 5.1.2]). In general, for p = 2, the assumption
is satisfied for a suitable choice of 7 (cf. [Wangl7, Lem. 2.1]). Under this assumption, we have

Gal(Keye, 0o/ K) = ZyT x Gal(K oy /K),

where 7 € Gal( CyCC>O/Kcyc) such that 7(7”) = e’ (i.e. ¢(7) = 1). Then for any v € Gal(Kye 00/ Koo) =
Gal(Ky./K), we have 7y~ = 7X0)_ Moreover, one can identify Gal(Kyco/K) with an open sub-
group of {(¢%) € GLy(Z,) | ¢ = 0,d = 1} via the homomorphism X : Gal(Kcye o/ K) — GLa(Z))
sending each g € Gal(K ye00/K) to X(g) (xl9) <ta)),

Put Ay = W(O2) and € = [9=1 " Then ¢ is a generator of Fontaine’s map 6 : Ay — O¢ and

€] P 71
(Aint, (§)) is a prism. We equip é with a d-structure such that the induced Frobenius on & carries
u to u?. Then (&, (E)) is also a prism and the morphism & — Aj, sending u to [7°] defines a
morphism (&, (£)) — (Aint, (§)) of prisms in (Og)p.
Let Y,Yi,..., Y, be a free variable. For any n > 0, we define

(Y) _Y(Y -1 (Y —n+1)

n n!

and
y[nl

vl = —
n!

.,nq) € N? we then define
<Y) - II <YZ)
n N ; n;
- 1=1

d
yn — H Y;[ni]_
1=1

Put 0 = (0,0,...,0) € Z% and for any 1 <i <d, put 1, = (0,...,1,...,0) with 1 appearing exactly
in the i-th component. For any m = (my,...,mg),n = (n1,...,ng) € N¢, define

() 1)

In| =n1+ns+-- +na

For any n = (nq, ..

and

and

We will also use the language of stratifications to study certain vector bundles on sites.

Convention 1.20. Let S°® be a cosimplicial ring with face maps p;’s and degeneracy maps o;’s;
that is, p; is induced by the injection [n] — [n + 1] \ {¢} and that o; is induced by the surjection
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[n + 1] — [n] satisfying o; ' (i) = {4,i + 1}. By a stratification with respect to S®, we mean a finite
projective S%-module together with an S!-linear isomorphism

g M®So7p0 Sl i) M®So7p1 Sl.

Sometimes, we also say ¢ is a stratification on M.
Let ¢; : S — S™ denote the morphism induced by the inclusion [0] RaiN [n] of simplices. We say
a stratification (M, ¢) satisfies the cocycle condition, if the following assertions are true:
(1) p5(e) o py(e) = Pi(e) : M ®go 4y 5% = M @504, 5%,
(2) of(e) =1idp : M — M.
We denote by Strat(S®) the category of stratifications with respect to S*® satisfying the cocycle
condition.

We also consider representations of several topological groups over certain topological rings.

Convention 1.21. Let R be a topological ring with a continuous action of a topological group
G. By a representation of G over R of rank [, we mean a finite projective R-module M of rank [
together with a semi-linear continuous action of G; that is, for any r € R, m € M and g € G,

g(rm) = g(r)g(m).
Sometimes, we also call M an R-representation of G of rank [. We say an R-representation M of GG
is free, if M is finite free over R. We denote by Rep.(R) the category of representations of G over

R and denote by Repféee(R) the full subcategory of free representations.

Assume G acts on R trivially and that M is an topological R module equipped with a continuous
action of G. We denote by RI'(G, M) the continuous group cohomology of M, which is computed
by the complex C(G*®, M). Here and from now on, we always denote by C(G, M) the group of
continuous functions from G to M. For any closed normal subgroup H < G with quotient group
G/H, in general, there is no Hochschild spectral sequence for RI'(G, M). However, if G — G/H
admits a continuous cross-section (which is not necessary an homomorphism), then Hochschild—Serre
spectral sequence holds true (See the proof of [Ked16, Lem 3.3], [Laz65, Chap. V (3.2), pp. 193] for
more details). In this paper, we always deal with the case for H open or G =2 H x G/H and hence
can use Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence freely.

Let X = Spa(R, RT) be a smooth affinoid space of dimension d over K. By a toric chart on X,
we mean an étale morphism

O:X — G = Spa(K(T{, ..., T, O (TF, ... TFY).

Note that toric charts always exists étale locally on X. Let X = Spf(R) be a smooth? p-adic formal
scheme of dimension d over Og. We say it is small, if there exists a framing on X; that is, an étale
morphism
O: X — Spf(Ox (T, ..., T:Y).

Note that in this case, O induces a toric chart on the rigid generic fibre of X. Clearly, framings always
exist étale locally on X. However, it is worth pointing out that framings even exist Zariski locally
on X by [Bhal6, Lem. 4.9]. By abuse of notations, we still denote by O the induced morphism on
the rings of coordinates.

We call an étale morphism of rigid spaces standard étale, if it is a composition of rational locali-
sations and finite étale morphisms.

Convention 1.22. Let C be a site and A be a sheaf of rings on C. By an A-crystal on C, we mean
a sheaf M of A-modules such that

(1) For any object C' € C, M(C) is a a finite projective A(C')-module of rank r.
(2) For any arrow C; — C5 in C, it induces a canonical isomorphism

M(C1) @aey) A(Ch) = M(Cy)
of A(Cy)-modules.
We denote by Vect(C, A) the category of A-crystals on C.

%In this paper, smooth p-adic formal schemes are always assumed to be separated and of topologically finite type.
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Example 1.23. By [KL16, Thm. 3.5.8], a @X—Crystal on X4 is exactly a generalised representa-
tion (i.e. alocally finite free Ox-module) on X ,.¢. For this reason, by abuse of notations, we denote

by Vect(Xprost, @X) the category of generalised representation on Xps. When X = Spf(Ok), this
is exactly the category of continuous C-representations of G .

The main object we will study in this paper is (rational) Hodge-Tate crystals.

Definition 1.24. Let X be a smooth p-adic formal scheme over Ox. A Hodge-Tate crystal (resp.
a rational Hodge-Tate crystal) is an Op-crystal (resp. OA[%]) on (X)). The category of Hodge-
Tate crystals (resp. rational Hodge-Tate crystals) on (X)) is denoted by Vect((X)yp,Op) (resp.

Vect((X) A,@N%]). We will also consider the rational Hodge-Tate crystals (i.e. 5A[%]—crystals) on
perf

the sub-site of perfect prism (X);* and denote the corresponding category by Vect((%)zerf, 6&%”
When X = Spf(R") is small affine, we also denote Vect((X))p,Op) by Vect((R"),,0p), and
similarly define Vect((R*)p, Op[;]) and Vect((R’L)IZAerf, Opl3D)-

1
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paper. The work was finished when the first author stayed in Morningside Center of Mathematics as
a postdoc and both authors thank the institute for providing the opportunity to cooperation. The
first author was supported by China Postdoctoral Science Foundation E1900503.
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2. RECOLLECTION OF THE DECOMPLETION THEORY OF Di1iAO-LAN-LIU-ZHU

In this section, we recall the decompletion theory formulated in [DLLZI18] and provide some
examples, which will be used in the next sections.

2.1. Decompletion systems in [DLLZ18, Appendix A]. We give a quick review of decompletion
theory developed in [DLLZ18, Appendix A] in this subsection.

Let {A;}ier be a direct system of topological rings with a small filtered index category I, 121\00 be
a complete topological ring with compatible homomorphisms A; — EOO such that the induced map
ligli A — //1\00 has dense image, and I'" be a topological group acting continuously and compatibly

on A;’s and A.

Definition 2.1 ([DLLZ18, Def. A.1.2]). We call the triple ({A;}icr, Ase,T) a decompletion system
(resp. weak decompletion system) if the following two conditions hold:

(1) For any (resp. free) A,-representation Lo, of T', there exists some i € I, some (resp. free)
A;-representation of I', and some I'-equivariant continuous A;-linear morphism ¢; : L; — Lo
which induces an isomorphism L; ® 4, A\OO L@, L, of representations of I' over A\OO. We call
such a pair (L;, ¢;) a model of L., over A;.

(2) For each model L; over A;, there exists some iy > i such that for any i’ > iy, the model
(Li, 1) = (L; ®4, Ay, 1; ®1d) is good in the sense that ¢y induces a quasi-isomorphism
RINT, Ly) — RI(T, Ly).

Remark 2.2 ([DLLZ18, Rem. A.1.3)). If ({A; }ier, A, T) is a (weak) decompletion system, then the
natural functor lim, Repr(A;) — Repr(As) (resp. limy, Repi®®(A;) — Repi®®(Ay,)) is an equivalence
and for any two models (L; 1, ;1) and (L;2,t;2) of Lo over A;, there exists some ¢ > ¢ such that

(Lig @4, Ay tin ®@1d) = (Lo @4, Ai,y Lo ®id).

The main results in [DLLZ18, Appendix A] give some sufficient conditions to clarify whether a

triple ({4;}ic1, As, T) is a (weak) decompletion system. Recall a complex (C*,d) of Banach modules
over a Banach ring A is called uniformly strict exact with respect to some ¢ > 0, if for any cocycle
f € C*, there exists a cochain g € C*~! satisfying |g| < ¢|f| such that f = d(g).

Definition 2.3 ([DLLZ18, Def. A.1.6]). Let ({4;}icr, Ao, T') be a triple as above. Assume that 4; —
A, are closed embeddings and that I" is profinite. We say ({4, }ier, EOO, ') is weakly decompleting
if there exists a norm |- | on Ay making it a Banach ring (and hence making A;’s Banach subrings)
and an inverse system {I';};c; of closed normal subgroup converging to 1 such that the projection
' —» I'/T; admits a continuous cross-section (which is not necessary a homomorphism) for each
1 € I, satisfying the following conditions:

(1) The action of I on ;1\00 is isometric.

(2) For each i, the projection Ay — As /A; admits an isometric section of Banach A;-modules.

(3) There exists some ¢ > 0 such that the complex C(I'¢, As /A;) is uniformly strict exact with

f(y)| for

respect to ¢, where we equip C(I'%, Ay /A;) with the supreme norm |f| := sup,cr-
each s.

Then the first main result in [DLLZ18, Appendix A] is
Theorem 2.4 ([DLLZ18, Thm. A.1.8]). A weakly decompleting triple is a weak decompletion system.

Recall a Banach ring A is stably uniform if it is either the underlying ring of a stably uniform
Huber pair in the sense of [SW20, Def. 5.2.4] or a stably uniform adic Banach ring in the sense of
[KL15, Rem. 2.8.5] over a nonarchimedean field.

Definition 2.5 ([DLLZ18, Def. A.1.9]). Let ({4;}icr, Ao, I') be a triple as above. Assume that 4; —

A are closed embeddings and that I' is profinite. We say ({A;}ier, A\Oo, ') is stably decompleting if
the following conditions are true:

(1) A;’s and 121\00 are stably uniform over a nonarchimedean field.
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(2) Each rational subset U of Spa(A;, A7) is stablized by some open normal subgroup I'yy of T
and the pull-back of ({A;};>i, A, ['v) to each such U is weakly decompleting.

Then the second main result in [DLLZ18, Appendix] is
Theorem 2.6 ([DLLZ18, Thm. A.1.10]). A stably decompleting triple is a decompletion system.

We give some examples in the next subsection.
2.2. Examples of decompletion system.

2.2.1. Generalised arithmetic tower. Assume d > 0 and define I'y, = EB?ZIZP%-, which is a finite free
Z,-module with basis v1,...,74. Let I' := I'yeo % Gal(Kcy/K) such that for any g € Gal(Ky/K)
and any 1 <i <d, gyig~ ! = %X(g),

Let (R, R") be an affinoid Tate algebra over K. For any n > 1, let R} = R ®o, Ox(c,n)
R, = R®x K (), and T, := T2 3 Gal(Keye/ K (Gn))- Put RE := RT®0, Ok, Roo := R g Keye.

geo

Then I' acts on R,,’s and ﬁoo compatibly and continuously via the quotient map I' = Gal(Ky./K).

Lemma 2.7. The triple ({ Ry }n>o0, R, T) is stably decompleting.

Proof. By proceeding as in the proof of [DLLZI18, Prop. 2.1.1], we are reduced to showing that for
sufficiently large [ and for any n > 0, H*(T;, R%/R;") is killed by p?. Note that by [BMS18, Lem.
7.3], one may compute RI'(T'geo, RE/R;") by using Koszul complex K(y; — 1,...,74 — 1; RL/R):

Since I'ye, acts on li%jo/RlJr trivially, RF(Tgeo,ﬁjo/Rf) is computed by K(0,...,0; }/%jo/RfL) By
using Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence, in order to conclude our result, we have to show that
RT(Gal(Keye/K (), RL/R]) is killed by p?, which was confirmed in the proof of [DLLZ18, Prop.
2.1.1]. O

Theorem 2.8. The triple ({Rn}nzo,ﬁoo,l") is a decompletion system.
Proof. This follows from Theorem 2.6 together with Lemma 2.7. U

Remark 2.9. In [Shil8], Shimizu essentially showed that the triple ({R,}ns0, Roo,I') is a weak
decompletion system by using the formalism of Tate—Sen theory developed in [BC08]. When d = 0,
the result was first proved by Sen in [Sen80].

Proposition 2.10. For any ﬁw—representation M of ', the subgroup I'seo acts on M quasi-unipotently.

Proof. By Theorem 2.8, there exists an n > 1 and a representation N of I' over R, such that
M = N ®g, Ro. Since I := [y, X Gal(Keye/ K ((pn)) acts on R, trivially. We see that N is a linear
representation of IV. Then the result follows from the same proof of [LLZ17, Lem. 2.15]. O

Remark 2.11. Proposition 2.10 is optimal in the sense that one can not expect that 'y, acts on

any ﬁoo-representation M of T unipotently in general. For example, we may assume M = R Reye and
I' = Zyy x Gal(K.y./K) such that v acts e via the scalar (,» for some fixed n > 1 and Gal(Key./K)
acts on e trivially. Then M € Repp(Rz ) on which the I'yeo-action is not unipotent.

cyc

2.2.2. Toric tower. Let X = Spa(R, R") be a smooth affinoid space of dimension d over K which

admits a toric chart O. Let Xz T Spa(Rz o R;E( ) denote the base-change of X along K — K.
cyc cyc cyc

1
Notation 2.12. For any n > 0, let R := R+®OK<Tlil _____ 729,00k G0 (T ,...,T:"">, R =
limy R, and RY = (limp R})} be the p-adic completion of R} . Put R, = R:[%] and Ra = ﬁ:o[%]
Then both of them are stably uniform adic Banach rings. Let X,, (resp. X ) be the base-change
(resp. the perfectoid space corresponding to the base-change) of X along

+-1 +-1 +-1 ipin

Spa(K (G ) (T ™ Ty ™) Oy (T ™o T, 7)) = G,
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to5% +50

* 500 + 500 ; v
v Ty ), O (T T ) = Gy,

(resp. Spau(l?cyc(T1 ?
Then R, (resp. ﬁoo) is the ring of regular functions on X,, (resp. X ). For any n > 0, the natural
map X, — X, is a Galois cover with Galois group I',,. In particular, we denote I' := I'y. The map
X = X Reye is also a Galois cover with Galois group

(2.1) Pgeo = Zpy1 @ - -+ © Lpa

B o
where for any 1 < 4,5 < d and any n > 0, (7T ") = Qgﬁf TP and ¢;; denotes Kronecker’s delta.
Then for any n > 0, we have an exact sequence

(2.2) 1—=T2 — T, — Gal(Kye/K((m)) — 1,

geo

which splits and induces an isomrphism T, = T2 x Gal(Kcye/K((y)) such that for any g €

geo

Gal(Keye/ K (Gr)) and any 1 <i <d, g7 g1 =47 .
Lemma 2.13. The triple ({Rn}nso0, Roo, ) is stably decompleting.

Proof. Tt suffces to show that any ({Rn}nzo,ﬁw,l“) is weakly decompleting, as its pullbacks to
rational localizations of X, satisfy the same assumptions. We remark that I' — I'/T", admits a
continuous cross-section as the target is finite.

The condition (1) of Definition 2.3 is satisfied trivially. For condition (2), by noting that for any
n >0, R)o admits a I'-equivariant decomposition

~ iy 14 1,
2. = T SR S T
(2:3) Heo @(ah---,ad)e(N[ }0[0,1))‘1RKCYC’" ! d ’

1
p

+ 1 +

where Rz = RT =l and R-
Keye,n RKCyCyn[p] Keye,n

admits an isometric section as Banach R,-modules, which can be verified as in the proof of [LZ17,
Prop. A.2.1.1].
It remains to check condition (3) of Definition 2.3. For this purpose, it is enough to show that

RI(T,,, RY /R}) is killed by p? for n>> 0. Similar to decomposition (2.3), we see that

- R:{@Omcpmoﬁcyc’ it suffices to check Rg_ . — Rp /Ry,

Kcyc,n

. _ L L
RL/Ry =Ry /B, @ @Q #al,___,ad)e(N[%mOJ))dngmnT;n LT,
By [BMS1S, Lem. 7.3], Rr(rggo,Rj?cycmTﬁal... R}A{Cwadﬁad) can be computed via the Koszul
complex K(”yfn —1,... ,fygn —1; R;%CycmTﬁm .. 'Rf(cyc,n dﬁo‘d):
RIA{CY“"T;%M . 'po%ad (an—l,---7v§"—1)> (Rf(cyc,nTlpinal o 'poi"ad)d — = Rz?cycmTf%"al .. .sz%no‘d.

Then for a # 0, we argue as in the proof of [Sch13, Lem. 6.18] to conclude that

1

iO! —,
RO(TL, R TP Re T

€0’
g Kcyc,n

LOé LO{
is concentrated in degree > 1 and is annihilated by {, — 1. Therefore RI'(T',, R;i( v iy ST d)
cyc,T

is also concentrated in degree > 1 and is annihilated by ¢, — 1 and hence so is

o 1
+ P
RE (T, @Q#(oq,...,ad)G(N[%]ﬂ[O,l))dRI?CyCv"Tl

/R}) is killed by p? for n > 0, we are reduced to the proof of Lemma 2.7.

1...Tdﬁo‘d)_

To see RI(T,,, R%

Kcyc,”

Finally, we conclude that RI'(T',,, E;Lo /R;}) is killed by p? for n > 0 and then complete the proof. [
Theorem 2.14. The triple ({Rn}nzo,ﬁoo,l") is a decompletion system.
Proof. This follows from Theorem 2.6 together with Lemma 2.13. U

Notation 2.15. Let Rep%ni(Rf(Cyc) be the full subcategory of RepF(Rf(Cyc) of representations on
which T'ge, acts unipotently. ‘ ‘
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The following result is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.14.
Proposition 2.16. There exists an equivalence of categories
Repi™ (R ) — Repp(Ry)

via base-change such that for any M € Rep“m(Rf(Cyc) with associated My, € Repp(ﬁw), there exist
quasi-isomorphisms

RF(FgeO, M) — RF(Fgeo, M)
and
RI(T', M) — RI'(T', M).

The equivalence is compatible with the standard étale localisation of X .

Proof. Let M € Repum(RAcy ) with Moo = M ®p_. R.. Using decomposition (2.3) for n = 0, we

obtain a I'-equivariant decomposition

—

2.4 My, = MT® ... T,
(24) @(al,...,ad>e<N[an[o,1>>d ! d

Since I'ge, acts on M unipotently, if a; # 0 for some 1 < ¢ < d, we deduce that 7; — 1 acts on
MTyt - - T3 invertibly. Therefore, we see that

—_

a1 .« e e ad —
R,F(Fg607 @Q;ﬁ(al,...,ad)E(N[%]ﬂ[OJ))dMTl Td ) 07

which implies that the natural map
RI'(Tgeo, M) — RI'(Dgeo, Moo)
is a quasi-isomorphism and hence so is
RIT, M) — RI(T', M,).

In particular, we see the functor Repum(Rf(Cyc) — Repp(ﬁoo) is fully faithful.

We have to check the essential surjectivity of the above functor. Fix an M, € Repp(ﬁoo). By
Theorem 2.14, it admits a good model M,, over R,, for some n > 0. Then the argument in proof of
[LZ17, Lem. 2.15] shows that I'ye, acts on M,, and hence Mf(cyc,n =M, ®rg, Rf(cyc,n quasi-unipotently.
Now, the arguments in the paragraph below [LZ17, Lem. 2.15] applies. But for the convenience of
reader, we repeat the details as follows:

Since I'ge, acts on M Reyern quasi-unipotently, we have a decomposition

Ml’gcy(”n = @TMI?Can’T

where 7’s are finite characters of I'ye, and

={zeMz_ .| (v—7()"(x) =0for m>0,¥y € Ly}

Keye,m,T

denotes the corresponding generalised eigenspaces. Each Mp enr is finite projective over Rz Reye 88
Mg e
above decomp051t10n divide p". Then for each 7, there exists a 77" --- T3 € Rg , on which I'ge
acts via 7. Denote by M := M Reye, , the generalised eigenspace correspondmg the tr1v1al character.

Then M is stable by the action of F and the natural map M ®r_ Rg = — Mg is surjective
cyc cycs Cy07

is. After enlarging n if necessary, we may assume the orders of all characters appearing in the

and hence an isomorphism. Then the essential surjectivity follows as

M R~ RSoo = Mf(cymn QR RSoo = Moo

Kcyc Kcyc

and I'ge, acts on M unipotently.
Finally, we complete the proof by noting that all constructions above are compatible with standard
étale localisations of X. O
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Remark 2.17. Proposition 2.10 shows that for any M & RepF(Rf(Cyc), ['yeo acts quasi-unipotently
and Remark 2.11 shows that the inclusion Repum(Rf(Cyc) — Repp(Rj ) is not an equivalence. For
any M € RepF(RKCYC), we describe its image via the composition

Duni . RepF<RI?Cyc) — Repp(R ) _> Repum(Rl’gcyc),

where the first arrow is induced by base-change, as follows:
Since I'ge, acts on M quasi-unipotently, M admits a decomposition

M = @, M,

where 7's are finite characters on I'ye, and M, is the corresponding generalised eigenspace as above.
Let T7 € Ry, be of the form 77" --- T4 on which [y, acts via 7-!. Then

~

M = @TMTIT cM ®R1? R
cyc
such that I'ye, acts on M uni ynipotently and that
. ~ ~
M & Re.. Ro=M® Re.. R.
It is easy to see that M™ := M’ is the image of M under OU™,

Remark 2.18. Theorem 2.14 and Proposition 2.16 were proved in [Tsul8, §14] by working with a
suitable integral model (with some certain log structure) of X.

Notation 2.19. For any p-adically complete field F' containing I?Cyc, let Rp,, (resp. EFOO) denote
the base-change of R (resp. Ru) along the inclusion Keye — F. Let L/K be a Galois extension
containing K.y in K and let I'(L/K) be the Galois group of the cover Xfoo = Spa(RL o ﬁzm) — X.
Then we have

I'(L/K) = T'geo @ Gal(L/K)
such that for any 1 <i < d and any g € Gal(L/K), gvig~' = %X(g) Clearly, ['(K¢yo/K) =T

Remark 2.20. Note that for any Galois extension L/K containing K. in K, Gal(L/K.) is a
closed normal subgroup of I'(L/K) with corresponding quotient group I' = I'(L/K)/Gal(L/Ky.).
Then by Faltings’ almost purity theorem, taking Gal(L/K.y.)-invariants induces an equivalence of
categories
Repr/i)(Rz) ~ Repr(Ry ) (resp. Repr(y ) (Rz ) ~ Repr(Rw))
for * = () or uni. Then Proposition 2.10 implies that for any M € Repp /) (Rz), Lgeo acts on M
quasi-unipotently while Proposition 2.16 implies an equivalence of categories
Repiy me)(Rz) = RepF(L/K)(R o)

~

For these reasons, from now on, we will not distinguish the category Repr;, k) (Rz) (resp. Repr,/x)(Rz

with the category Repp(Rg,_ ) (resp. Repp(Rs))), where % = ) or uni.
A similar but much easier argument for the proof of Lemma 2.13 also shows the following.
Lemma 2.21. The triple ({Rpn}, ﬁFm, [geo) is stably decompleting.
We leave its proof to readers as we will not use this lemma in this paper.
Theorem 2.22. The triple ({Rpn}, ﬁFm, [geo) is a decompletion system.
Proof. Just combine Theorem 2.6 with Lemma 2.21. O

Remark 2.23. (1) Theorem 2.22 was proved essentially in [AGT16] and [Tsul8].

(2) Unlike Proposition 2.16, an ﬁL,Oo-representation of I'geo may not admits a model over Ry.
However, if M is small, which means that the I'ge-action on M is “close” to the identity,
then it admits a good model over Ry. See [AGT16, Chap. I1.14], [Tsul8, §12] or [Wang21,
§3] for details.

o)
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3. A p-ADIC SIMPSON CORRESPONDENCE FOR RIGID ANALYTIC VARIETIES OVER K

In this section, we construct a p-adic Simpson correspondence for generalised representations on
Xprogt for rigid analytic varieties X of dimension d over K by working on the arenas of [LZ17] and
[DLLZ18]. The main ingredient is a period sheaf OC which was firstly studied in [Hy89] in the local
case, was defined as the graded piece Gr’OBgr of the de Rham period sheaf on Xprogt in [Sch13,

§6], and was used to study Simpson correspondence in [LZ17]. It is a sheaf of Ox-algebras on X o
with a universal Higgs field
0:0C — OC ®p, Q%(-1)
such that the induced Higgs complex HIG(OC, ©) is an resolution of Ox. As remarked in [LZ17,
Rem. 2.1], let
0— Ox =& — Ox ®o, Qx(—1) =0
denote the Faltings’ extension (which can be found in [Sch13, Cor. 6.14] up to a Tate twist). Then
OC = lim Sym"&

with the translation morphisms sending each local section 71 ® - - -®x,, of Sym"€ to 1R 11 ® - Rz,
and the universal Higgs field © is induced by sending each local section 7 ® - - - ® z, of Sym"E& to
the local section — ) " |21 ® -+ i1 @ Tip1 Q@ -+ Q@ T, @ T; of Sym" '€ ®p, Q% (—1)%, where 7;
denotes the image of x; under the projection & — Ox Roy Q% (—1). See [Hy89] for more details.

Definition 3.1. Let L/K be an algebraic Galois extension containing p,~ with Galois group
Gal(L/K) and L be the completion of L in C. By a Gal(L/K)-Higgs bundle of rank | on Xz ., we
mean a Higgs bundle (#, 63) with 63 nilpotent of rank [ on X7 . together with a Gal(L/K)-action
on H such that the morphism
H 2% H @0, Q(-1)

is Gal(L/ K )-equivariant. We denote by HIGqay(1/x)(X7) the category of Gal(L/K)-Higgs bundles on
X7 ¢ In particular, when L = K (and hence L = C), we denote HIG g%/ k) (X5) by HIGe, (Xo).

In particular, when X = Spa(R, R") is smooth affinoid, one can define Gal(L/K)-Higgs modules
(H,0m) of rank | over Rz similarly and denote the category of those (H,0y) by HIGga(r k) (R7)-

Remark 3.2. We claim that the nilpotency condition on 64 in Definition 3.1 is not necessary. To
see this, we may assume X = Spa(R, R") admits a toric chart and assume (H, 6%) is induced by a
Gal(Kye/ K)-Higgs module (H,0y) over R . By Theorem 2.8, we may further assume (H,6p) is

defined over Rk, for some n > 0. Write Oy = Z?:l 0; ® %. Then for any x € H and any
g € Gal(Ky/K), we have

d d

90u(2)) = 93 1) & TE) = () D gl64ta))  TE
and that B ) -
(o)) = S 0ulgla) & T

i=1
So we get g0;g7! = x(g)0;. Then the proof of [LZ17, Lem. 2.15] applies.

Then our main result can be stated as follows:

Theorem 3.3. Let v : Xpoee — Xcew be the natural projection of sites. For any generalised
representation £ € Vect(Xproet, Ox), if we put Op :=id, ® O, then the rule

L~ (H(‘C)aeﬂ(ﬁ)) = (V*(‘C ®6X OC), V*(@ﬁ))
induces a rank-preserving equivalence from the category Vect(Xppost, 6X) of generalised representa-

tions on Xyt to the category HlGg, (X¢) of Gk-Higgs bundles on Xc g, which preserves tensor
products and dualities. Moreover, the following assertions are true:

30ur Higgs field © differs from that in [Hy89] by a sign but is compatible with Gr°V in [Sch13, §6].
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(1) For any i > 1, the higher direct image R'v. (L ® 5 _OC) = 0.
(2) Let Oy ) = Opc) ® idoc + idy o) ® ©. Then there exists a natural isomorphism

(H @0y, OCix,, Onic)) = (L @, OC,07)x,

of Higgs fields.
(3) Let (HIG(H(L), On(z)) denote the Higgs complex induced by (H(L), O c)). Then there exists
a natural quasi-isomorphism

RI'(X¢ prost, £) = RI (X e, (HIG(H(L), Oey))
which is compatible with G k-actions. As a consequence, we get a quasi-isomorphism
RP(Xproéta 'C) = RP(GKa RP(XC,éta (HIG(H(‘C)7 QH(E))))

(4) Let X' — X be a smooth morphism of rigid analytic varieties over K. Then the equivalence

in (3) is compatible with pull-back along f. In other words, for any £ € Vect(Xproer, Ox)
with corresponding (H,0y) € HIGg,. (X¢), we have

(H(fL), Onisory)) = (f*H, f7O0n).

Remark 3.4. Let L/K be a Galois extension of K in K containing K. By Faltings” almost purity
theorem (and almost étale descent), the scalar extension

HIGGal(L/K) (XE) — HIGGK (XC)

is indeed an equivalence of categories whose quasi-inverse is induced by taking Gal(K /L)-invariants.

For the same reason, one can replace C' and G by L and Gal(L/K) respectively in the statement
of Theorem 3.3 and then conclude an equivalence of categories

Vect(Xproét, 6){) ~ HIGGal(L/K) (XZ)

such that the corresponding assertions (1), (2) and (3) hold true, and are compatible with Theorem
3.3 via the base-change along L. — C.

Remark 3.5. By analytic-étale comparison (cf. [FvdP04, Prop. 8.2.3]), we may replace étale site
Xce by analytic site X¢ a, in the statement of Theorem 3.3 such that all results still hold true. The
same remark also applies to Remark 3.4.

Remark 3.6. (1) When X is affine, Theorem 3.3 was also achieved by Tsuji [Tsul8, Thm 15.2]
by choosing a certain integral model of X (and considering a certain log structure on the
chosen model), which is not necessary in our approach.

(2) When £ =L ®z (5)( is induced by a Q,-local system on X¢;, Theorem 3.3 reduces to [LZ17,
Thm 2.1] by studying decompletion theory for relative analogue of the overconvergent period
ring BT. Our proof is inspired of the work in [LLZ17] and improve theirs to any generalised
representations by using decompletion theory in the previous section.

(3) Theorem 3.3 can be also deduced from [Heu22a] when X is a curve and [HMW22] when X
is abeloid by noticing that the morphism “HTlog” in loc.cit. is G g-equivariant.

Before moving on, let us give a immediate corollary of Theorem 3.3.

Corollary 3.7. Let d be the dimension of X over K.

(1) Assume X is quasi-compact. Then RI'(Xeprost, £) is concentrated in degree [0,2d] and
RN Xprost, £) is concentrated in degree [0,2d + 1].

(2) If moreover X is proper, then RI'(Xc¢ proet, L£) is a perfect complex of C-representations of
Gk and RT'(Xproet, £) is a perfect complex of K -vector spaces.

Proof. 1t suffices to prove Item (1) as Item (2) follows from the properness of X.

Since X is quasi-compact and locally noetherian, it is a noetherian space. Then we obtain that
RIN(X¢ proet; £) is concentrated in degree [0, 2d] by combining Remark 3.5 with Grothendieck’s van-
ishing theorem [Gro57, Thm 3.6.5].

It remains to show that RI'(Xpeet, £) is consentrated in degree [0,2d + 1]. Due to Remark 3.4,

one may replace [A(Cyc and Gal(Ky/K) instead of C and Gk in Theorem 3.3 and deduce that
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RF(XI?CyC,proét’
noting that Gal(K.y./K) is of cohomological dimension 1. O

L) is concentrated in degree [0,2d]. Then we conclude by using Theorem 3.3 (3) by

3.1. A local version of Theorem 3.3. This subsection is devoted to a local version of Theorem
3.3. More precisely, we assume X = Spa(R, R") is smooth affinoid of dimension d over K, which
admits a toric chart, and keep the notations in Notation 2.12 and Notation 2.19.

The following lemma is well-known:

Lemma 3.8. The evaluation at X7 _ induces an equivalence from the category Vect(Xproet, 6X) to

~

the category Repr(, i) (R7 o) of representations of I'(L/K) over R+ _, which preserves tensor prod-

L,00’

ucts and dualities. Moreover, for any L € Vect(Xproet, 6X), there exists a natural quasi-isomorphism

RE(Xprost, £) ~ RO(D(L/K), £(X7))-

Proof. Note that we may regard generalised representations as 6X-crystals on Xprost aff,perf- DINCE
X7 . is a cover of X with Galois group I'(L/K), it is a cover of the final object of Shv(Xpyeet). If
é/o)i, then for any n > 0, Xg/of is the self-product of
n + 1 copies of X7 _ over X and is isomorphic to 7

we denote the corresponding Cech nerve by X

X o x D(L/K)" = Spa(C(T(L/K)", Ry ), C(T(L/K)", RE )

as argued in the proof of [Sch13, Lem. 5.6], where C'(T'(L/K)", ﬁ%oo) denotes the continuous func-

tions from I'(L/K)" to ﬁ%oo In particular, we have an isomorphism of cosimplicial rings

Ox(XY¥) = O(N(L/K)*, R; ).

L,oco

By [KL15, Thm. 9.2.15], we get an equivaelnce of categories
Vect (Xproet, Ox ) ~ Strat(Ox ( é/o)i)) ~ Strat(C(F(L/K)',ﬁE’OO))
Then the desired equivalence follows from the Galois descent. It follows from the standard linear

algebra that the equivalence above preserves tensor products and dualities.
It remains to prove the “moreover” part. Using [KL.15, Thm. 9.2.15] again, we get isomorphisms

L,00

LX) 2 £(Xp ) 8, C(N(L/K)", Ry ) = C(N(L/K), £(XE,).

Since RI(I'(L/K), L(X7 ) is computed by C(I'(L/K)*, L(X7 ), we are reduced to showing that

L,00

RI'(Xprost; £) can be computed by the Cech-Alexander complex E(X%/;i). However, this follows
from [LLZ17, Prop. 2.3] together with the Cech-to-derived spectral sequence. O

According to Lemma 3.8, we may work with ﬁoo—representations of I instead of generalised rep-
resentations on Xp.¢ in this subsection. We also need the following local description of OC.

Lemma 3.9. Let L/K be a Galois extension in K containing Kcye. There is an isomorphism of
sheaves

@XD/h . ’Yd]‘XZ,oo — OC|X£,OO
on Xproet/ X7, o such that for any 1 <i <d, Y; = t’llog(%) and via this isomorphism the Higgs
field © = Zle -2 ® %. Moreover, the action of I'(L/K) = T'geo % Gal(L/K) on Y;’s is
determined such that for any 1 < 4,5 < d and any g € Gal(L/K), we have v;(Y;) = Y; + §;; and

9(Y;) = x(9)7Y;.

Proof. Let X; := T; — [T;]" as in [Sch13, Prop. 6.10]. Then the desired isomorphism follows from
[Sch13, Cor. 6.15] by noting that X? and Y; differ from a unit in Gr’OBgr. The expression of ©
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follows from the definition of the connection V on OBgr*. Finally, the I'(L/K)-action on Y;’s can
be deduced similarly as in the proof of [Sch13, Lem. 6.17]. O

Notation 3.10. Let C o := OC(Xz ) with induced Higgs field ©. Then Lemma 3.9 provides a
['(L/K)-equivariant isomorphism of Higgs fields

d
= 8 le E o
R I ) e e R (AO))
i=1 v

where the I'-action on ﬁim[Yh ..., Yy] is determined as in Lemma 3.9. Then we obtain a I'(L/K)-

equivariant inclusion of Higgs fields (Rz[Y1, ..., Ya], 30, -2 ® dogls ) © (C,00, ©) via .

Then the main result in this subsection is

Theorem 3.11. Keep notations as above.

(1) For any My, € RepF(L/K)(ﬁzm), let H(My) := (My On, CLoo)# and Og,.) be the
restriction of Oy, = idy., ® © to H(My). Then (H(Mu),0u(i..)) defines a Gal(L/K)-
Higgs modules over Ry. Moreover, for any i > 1, we have Hi(l"geo, My ®p. Cro) =0.

L ,00

(2) For any (H, HH) € HIGGal(L/K)<RZ); let O =0 & idCL,oo +idy ® ©. Then MOO<H, HH) =
(H ®@r. OLoo)?"=" is an Ry -representation of T(L/K).

(3) The functor My — (H(Mx), On(n..)) induces an equivalence of categories

~

whose quasi-inverse is given by the functor (H,0p) — My (H,0y). The equivalence preserves
ranks, tensor products and dualities.

~

(4) For any M« € Repr( (R ,,) with the associated Gal(L/K)-Higgs module (H,0y) €
HIGga(z/x)(Rz). Then there exists a I'(L/K)-equivariant isomorphism of Higgs fields

(H ®R; CLoo, On) = (Mw Df; CLoos On,.)
which induces an Gal(L/K)-equivariant quasi-isomorphism
RI(Tgeo, M) = HIG(H, 0y),
where HIG(H, 0y) denotes the Higgs field induced by (H,0y). As a consequence, we have a
quasi-isomorphism
RI(T(L/K), M) = RI(Gal(L/K), HIG(H, 0y)).
(5) All results above are compatible with standard étale localisation of X .

Proof. (1) Let M be the representation of I'(L/K) over R; corresponding to £(X; . ) in the sense
of Proposition 2.16 (and Remark 2.20). In other words, it satisfies the following conditions:

(a) Moo = M ®p_ ﬁzm as representations of I'(L/K) over Ei,oo-

(b) I'geo acts on M unipotently and induces quasi-isomorphisms

H' (Dgeo, M) 2= H'(Tgeo, L(X7, . )-

In particular, we have
M ®p. Cpoc = My ®r. CL o

Using this to replace [LZ17, Prop. 2.8], we may conclude by the argument in the paragraph below
[LZ17, Prop. 2.10]. But for the further use, we provide more details here.
Consider the I'(L/K)-equivariant inclusion

Rp[Yi,...,Yd C Ry [V1,....Yd = OC(X; ).

4R0ugh1y speaking, if we regard OBgr as Ox ®k Bgg, then V is induced by that on Ox via the scalar extension

K — Bggr. See [Sch13, §6] for details. Using lim,,— 1o l‘17—71(}/]) = 0;5, one deduce that the Higgs field is induced by
logT;
=R

o
the action of Lie algebra Lie(I'geo) of I'geo 0n Y;’s. More precisely, it is indeed given by © = 2?21 —logy; ®
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Then by condition (2) and the argument in the paragraph after [Sch13, Lem. 6.17], for any i > 0,
we get an isomorphism

H'(Cygeo, M ®p; Rp[V1,...,Ya]) = H(Tgeo, (£ ®5, OC) (X7 ,))-

Using condition (1) above together [LZ17, Lem. 2.10], it follows from Hochschild-Serre spectral
sequence that
H'(Tyeo, M @ Ry[V3,...,Ya]) = 0

for any 7 > 1, which settles the “moreover” part of (1).
Since ;' — 1 acts on M nilpotently, for any z € M,

f[lv;”ix = X et -vre() ()

is well-defined in M ®p_ Rz[Y1,. .., Yal. By chasing the proof of [LLZ17, Lem. 2.10], we see that

(31)  H(My) = BTy M @, B, Yal) = [0 00 o= {07 | = € 1)

i=1

is a finite projective Rz-module as desired. Using the expression of © in Lemma 3.9, we see that
dlo T

Since for any g € Gal(L/K), gyig~* = ,le(g). We see that glogv;g~! = x(g)logy;. Therefore, we
obtain that (H(Moo), HH(MOO)> S HIGGal (L/K) (Rz).

(2) We write g = Z?:1 0; ® % with nilpotent Rz-linear endomorphisms 6;’s of H which
commute with each other such that for any g € Gal(L/K), gf;g~' = x(g)0;. Note that for any
v € H®g, ﬁl?cyc’oo[Yl, ..., Yy, it is uniquely written as

T = Z h@Y1[nl] . _Yd[nd]

for finitely many h,’s in H ®p_ ﬁbf(cyc ~» Where Y™ denotes the polynomial % for all n > 0. Using

cyc

the description of © in Lemma 3.9, we see that

i— dlogT;
On(r) = Z <‘9i(hn)Y1[m] e 'Yd[nd} — th1[n1] .. -Yi[nl 1., .Yd["d}) X %
n=(n1,...,nq)EN?
B Z (0 (hn) — hﬂﬂi)yl[ . .Yd[ a Tg

Therefore, we deduce that ©(z) = 0 if and only if for any n € N¢ and any 1 <i <d,
hn, = 0i(hn-1,).
By iteration, we obtain that for any n = (ni,...,ns) € N4,
hn = 07" -+ - 03 (ho).
Since 6;’s are nilpotent, we see that h, = 0 for |n| > 0 and that

d

[Texo@ym = 35 ooy v

i=1 n=(n1,...,ng)EN?

is well defined for any h € H ®p_ R . So we obtain that

Keye,00

(3.3) Muo(H,0n) = ] [ exp(6:Y:)(H Org.,

i=1

C

AKCyC _ {H exp(0;Y;)(h) | h € H ®Rf<cy ﬁf{cyc,oo}’
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which is finite projective over ﬁf{cyc By Lemma 3.9, the I'geo-action on M is induced such that

for any 1 <1 < d,
(3.4) Yi = exp(;)
Then for any g € Gal(L/K), gvig~' = %X(g) (as gfig™' = x(g9)0:;). In other words, M. (H,0x)

belongs to RepF(L/K)(ﬁz’oo).

(3) Fix an M, € RepF(L/K)(ﬁim) and let M be as in the proof of (1). Since Iy, acts on M
unipotently, we see that Hle ;Y is a well-defined isomorphism of M ® r: Rz[Y1,...,Ya]. So we see
that

,O0

M®RE RZD/D s 7Y;l] = H(MOO) ®Rf RZD/D s 7Y;l]
and hence that

~ ~

Moo ®Ei,oo szoo[yrl, e ,Yd] = H(MOO) ®RZ RE’OO[YL e ,Yd].
Using (3.1) and (3.2), we see above two isomorphisms are compatible with both Higgs fields and
I'(L/K)-actions. In particular, we see that M., = M (H(Mx), Om..))-
Similarly, fix an (H,0y) € HIGga/k)(R;) and write 0y = 2?21 0; ® % as in the proof of
(2). Since 6;’s are nilpotent, we see that Hle exp(0;Y;) is a well-defined isomorphism of H ®p_
EE oY1, ..., Yy]. So we get an isomorphism

H ®RZ RZ,OO[Yia e -7Yd] = MOO(H7 QH) ®§Zoo Rz,oo[}/h e -7Yd]'

By (3.3) and (3.4), the above isomorphism is campatible with both Higgs fields and I'(L/K)-actions.
So we deduce that (H(Moo(H,0x)), Ouve(m,0m))) = (H,0m).

Therefore, we see functors defined in (1) and (2) induce a rank-preserving equivalence between
Reprr,, K)(Eipo) and HIGga(z/k)(Rz). By standard linear algebra, we see above constructions are
compatible with tensor products and dualities, which completes the proof of (3).

(4) The first part has been established in (3). To complete the proof, we are reduced to showing

that
RI'(Fgeo, Moo) ~ HIG(H, 0y).

Since Higgs complex HIG(CL o, ©) induced by (Cp ., 0) is a resolution of ELOO, we get quasi-
isomorphisms

RIN([geo, M) = RI'(Dgeo, HIG(M ®§Z Cloos On.)) = RI(Lygeo, HIG(H QR ClL,:Om)).
By (1), for any ¢ > 1 and any j > 0, we have
Hi<Fge07 H ®RZ CYL,oo ®R Q§%<_.7>> = 0.
Using spectral sequence, we get a quasi-isomorphism
RP(FgeO, HIG(H ®RZ CL,007 @H)) ~ HIG(H, QH),
and hence that
RF(Fgeo, M) ~ HIG(H,0g)

as desired. This completes the proof of (4).
(5) Since the equivalence in Proposition 2.16 is compatible with standard étale localisation, this
follows by noting all constructions above are compatible with standard étale localisation. O

~

Remark 3.12. For any My, € Repp, k) (Rz ), let M € Rep%?iL/K)(RE) be as in the proof of
Theorem 3.11 (1). Then one can check that (M,68y = ¢ logy;, ® %) with the restricted
Gal(L/K)-action gives rise to an object in HIGqaz/x)(Rz). Let (H(Mx), Or(n..)) be as in (3.1)
and (3.2). It is easy to see that the map [, 7 "« — & gives rise to an isomorphism

(H(Mso), Ori(v)) = (M, 0ar)

of objects in HIGqai(z/x)(R;z). This phenomenon was discovered in [LZ17, Lem. 2.11].
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Corollary 3.13. Keep notations as above. There exists an equivalence of categories
Vect(Xprost 6){) ~ HIGqaz/ k) (X7)

such that for any generalised representation £ on Xpesr with associated Gal(L/K)-Higgs bundle
(H, 03), there exists a quasi-isomorphism

RI(X o, £) = RT(Cal(L/K), RU(X o, HIG(H, 030)).

Proof. The desired equivalence is induced by the composition

S = F(XAvf)
VeCt(Xproét, Ox) — RepF(L/K)(Rf,oo) — HIGGal(L/K)(RZ) (—L HIGGal(L/K)(Xﬂét)a

where the first two arrows are induced by Lemma 3.8 and Theorem 3.11 (3) while the last arrow is
induced by taking global sections I'(X7, —), which is an equivalence as X is affinoid. Finally, since
X is affinoid, we get

RI(X7 o, HIG(H, 03)) ~ HIG(H, 0p ),
where (H,0p) is the Gal(L/K)-Higgs module induced by (H, 63). So the desired quasi-isomorphism
follows from Lemma 3.8 combined with Theorem 3.11 (4). O

Remark 3.14. We will see in the next subsection (cf. Corollary 3.17) that the functor
Vect(Xproét, @X> — HIGGal(L/K) (Xz)

is actually induced by £ — (1.(L£ ®a,  OC),v(Of)) as stated in Theorem 3.3. So it does NOT
depend on the choice of toric chart on X. So one can glue the local constructions together to get a
global equivalence.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 3.3. In this subsection, we focus on the proof of Theorem 3.3.
We first show that Riv, (L b, OC) is a vector bundle on X4 for i = 0 and vanishes for i > 1.
Note that it is the sheafification of the presheaf

(Y € Xeer) = H (Xproat /Y, L @5, OC).
By [LZ17, Cor. 2.6], we are reduced to showing that for any affinoid Y = Spa(R, R") € X admitting

a toric chart, H(X 06/ Ye, £ Rb, OC) is a finite projective Rz-module, and that for any standard
étale localisation Z = Spa(S,S*) — Y,

(3.5) H(Xproet/Ze, £ @5, OC) = H'(Xpwost /Yo, £ 85, OC) @p,. Sc
and for any 7 > 1,
(3.6) H (X proet/ Zc, L @5, OC) = 0.

We proceed as in [LZ17, §2.3].

Lemma 3.15. For any affinoid perfectoid U € X6, and for any i > 1,
H (Xproer /U, L ®5, OC) = 0.

Proof. Since U is affinoid, the pro-étale site Uy is coherent. In particular, taking cohomology
commutes with taking direct limits. Since OC = hgln Sym"@xé' , the result follows from [L.Z17, Prop.

2.3]. O
Lemma 3.16. For any i > 0, there exists a natural isomorphism

H'(Tgeo, (£ @5, OC)(Yero)) ~ H (Xprost /Yo, £ @5, OC),
where Ye oo is the analogue of X¢ oo forY replacing X (cf. 2.12).

Proof. Lemma 3.15 together with Cech-to-derived spectral sequence implies that RT'(X proét/ Yo, L&g,

OC) can be computed by Cech-Alexander complex (£ ®a, OC)(Ye v/ YC) where Y/ / ¢ denotes the
self product of n + 1 copies of Y¢ o over Yo. By a similar argument in the proof of Lemma 3.8, we
see that

(£ @6, OC)YSLE) = Ol (£ 85, OC)(You)):
Then the result follows. l
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Now, by Theorem 3.3 (1) and (5), we conclude that H( X es/ Yo, L&g  OC) is a finite projective
Rc-module such that (3.5) and (3.6) hold true. This shows that the functor

Vect(X, Ox) — HIGq, (X¢)
sending each generalised representation £ to
(H(‘C)a Q'H(ﬁ)) = (V*(‘C ®6X OC)? V*(@ﬁ))

is a well-defined rank-preserving functor such that Theorem 3.3 (1) is true. Moreover, we also deduce
that

Corollary 3.17. Assume X admits a toric chart. Then the functor Vect(Xproet @X) — HIGq, (X¢)
introduced in Corollary 3.13 1s independent of the choice of toric chart.

Proof. By Lemma 3.16, we see that H(L)(Xc o) = H(Tgeo, (£ ®5, OC)(X¢,00)). Then the result
follows from the construction of the functor in Corollary 3.13. U

Thanks to above corollary, we can show that the functor £ +— (H(L), 0x(c)) is indeed an equiva-
lence. For this purpose, we construct its quasi-inverse as follows:

Let {X; — X}ier be an étale covering such that each X; — X is standard étale. For any
(H,0y) € HIGq, (Xca), let (Hi,0y,) be its restriction to X;. Then we get canonical comparison
isomorphisms

vij o (Hiy 03)1xxxx; — (Hjs 020) 1,550 X; -

Let £; € Vect(X; procts @Xz) be the generalised representation on X; e corresponding to (#;, 6;)
in the sense of Corollary 3.13. By Corollary 3.17, ¢;;’s induce canonical isomorphisms of

— EjIXiXXXj .

L.

il 5% x X

So L;’s glue and achieve an L(H,04) € VeCt(XprOét76X). It is easy to check that the functor
(H,03) — L(H,0y) is the desired quasi-inverse. By Theorem 3.11 (3), the above constructions
preserve tensor products and dualities.

To complete the proof of Theorem 3.3, it remains to verify items (2), (3) and (4).

For (2), let £ € Vect(Xproct, Ox) with associated (7, 6y) € HIG¢, (X¢). By adjunction formula,
we get a morphism

(H Qox,, OCixc, O) — (£ R ‘C)|Xcv ©¢)
and have to check this is an 1somorphlsm which reduces to Theorem 3.11 (3) as the problem is local.

For (3), let £ € Vect( proet,OX) and (H,0y) € HIGGK(XC) be as above. By noting that the

universal Higgs field (OC, ©) induces a quasi-isomorphism Ox = HIG(OC, ©), we get a quasi-
isomorphism

L ~HIG(L ®s, OC,0O,)
and hence quasi-isomorphisms

RE (X progs £) = RD(Xe proat, HIG(L @5, OC, O))

RI (X4, Rr.(HIG(L @6, OC,O;)))

RD (X, v (HIG(L @5 OC,0,))) by (1)
RT (X, v+ (HIG(H ®0, OC,03))) by (2)
~ RI'(Xc.a, HIG(H, 03,)),

12

12

12

where the last quasi-isomorphism is deduced by noting that (v, (OC), v, (©)) = (Ox,0).
For (4), let £ € Vect(Xproat, Ox) and (H,0y) € HIGq, (X¢) be as above. Since there exists a
natural morphism (f*OCyx, f*©x) — (OCx/, © /) of Higgs fields (by taking graded pieces of [Sch13,
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Prop. 8.5] after inverting t), we get isomorphisms
=(fH oy, OCixg, [On)  (as [On = Op)
—(f*L ®5., OCx, f*©,) (by (2) via base-change along f*OCx — OCx)
%(f*ﬁ ®6X’ OC‘X/C, @f*ﬁ) (as f*@g = @f*ﬁ).
By taking kernels of Higgs fields, we see that
[TL= LR, [ ).
By applying vx: . : X/ o — X&,ét to (f*H ®0X,C (’)(C‘ch, Opy) = (f*L ®@X, (’)(C‘ch, Or), we get

p
(H(f*L), Onipecy) = (f*H, [70n).
Then Item (4) follows.
Therefore, we complete the proof of Theorem 3.3.

4. LOCAL DESCRIPTION OF HODGE—TATE CRYSTALS

In this section, we study the category of (rational) Hodge-Tate crystals on (X)) for X = Spf(R™)

small affine with a fixed chart
O:=Ox{T, ..., T - RT

as defined in §1.4 and denote by X = Spa(R, R") the rigid generic fibre of X. For the sake of
simplicity, we denote the prismatic site (X)) by (R"), denote by (R*)er the sub-site of all perfect
prisms, and denote by (R*/(&, (E))), the relative prismatic site with the base prism (&, (E)). Let
R, be the base-change of R along Ox — Oc¢.

To state our main result, we make the following definition:

Definition 4.1. By an enhanced Higgs module of rank [ over R, we mean a triple (H, 0y, ¢) such
that
(1) H is a finite projective module over R* of rank [ and 0y : H — H Qg+ ﬁ}%/oK{—l} defines
a nilpotent Higgs field on H. We denote by HIG(H, 0y ) the induced Higgs complex.
(2) ¢p € Endg+(H) such that
(a) limy,— 400 H?:_Ol(ng +iE'(m)) = 0 with respect to the p-adic topology on H, and that
(b) [¢u,0u] = —E'(7)0y; that is, ¢ induces an endomorphism of HIG(H, 0y ) as follows:

[% -~ ~
(4.1) H—"H ®@p+ Qpy jo, {1} =+ — H @p+ Qs o, {0}
$H ¢H+El(7l')idHl ¢>H+dE/(7r)idHl

0 ~ ~
H QHH ®R+ Q}%+/0K{_1} —_— ... H ®R+ QdR+/OK{_d}

We denote by HIG(H, 0y, ¢pr) the total complex of (4.1). In other words, HIG(H, 0y, ¢5) is
the fibre of HIG(H, 0p):

HIG(H, 0y, ¢5) = Bb(HIG(H, 05) 2% HIG(H, 0).

We denote by HIG™(R*) the category of enhanced Higgs modules over R*. One can similarly define

the category HIG™(R) of enhanced Higgs modules over R by replacing Rt and Qéﬁ 0k by R and

QL K respectively in the above sentences.

Remark 4.2. In Definition 4.1, the nilpotency condition on 6y is not necessary. In fact, if we write
O = Z?Zl 0; @ dg’(%i, then the condition [¢p,0y| = —FE'(7)0y amounts to that for any 1 < i < d,
(6, 0;] = —E'(m)0;. So the Lie sub-algebra g of Endg+(H) generated by ¢y and 6;’s is solvable with
g, g] generated by 6;’s. Then the desired nilpotency follows from standard Lie theory (cf. [Hum72,

§3.3 Cor. A]) via embedding R* into Frac(R"), the fractional field of R™.

In this subsection, we want to prove the following result.
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Theorem 4.3. The evaluation at the Breuil-Kisin prism (S(R"), (E)) attached to the fized framing
[ induces an equivalence of categories

— . — 1 .
po : Vect((RT)p, Op) — HIGP(RY) (resp. po : Vect((RT) ), Opl=]) — HIGY(R)),
p
which preserve ranks, tensor products and dualities, such that for any Hodge—Tate crystal (resp.
rational Hodge—Tate crystal) M with associated enhanced Higgs module over R (resp. R), there
exists a quasi-isomorphism

which 1s functorial in M.
Proof. This follows from Proposition 4.23 and Proposition 4.26 proved below. U

Remark 4.4. Since (6(R*), (E)) depends on the framing on R*, the equivalence Vect((R),, Op) —
HIG™(R*) also depends on the given framing. However, we will see in Corollary 6.15 that after
inverting p, the equivalence Vect((R™*), @A[%]) — HIG™(R) is indeed independent of the choice of
framing by using p-adic Simpson correspondence studied in the previous section. So there is a global
theory on the rational level (cf. Theorem 6.4). When Ox = W(k) is unramified, Theorem 4.3 was
also obtained by Bhatt—Lurie in [BL22b] in a stacky way by regarding the prismatization of X as a
classifying space of some certain group scheme. However, up to now, it is still a problem to achieve
a global theory as their method need a global “Frobenius endomorphism” of X. See [BL22b, §9] for
details.

Remark 4.5. Note that there exists an obvious functor Vect((RT)p, Op) — Vect((RT/(S, (E)))p, Op)
induced by restriction along the inclusion (R*/(&, (E)))p C (R*)). By abuse of notations, for each
M € Vect((R*))p,0p) (with associated enhanced Higgs module (H,60p,¢p)), we also deonte by
M its image under the above functor. Using Proposition 4.13 below, it is easy to see that the in-
duced topologically nilpotent Higgs module associated to M € Vect((R"/(S, (E)))p, Op) via the
equivalences in [Tian21, Thm. 4.10] is exactly (H,6y) and there exists a quasi-isomoprhism

RI((R*/(S, (E)))y, M) = HIG(H, ;7).

Remark 4.6. The equivalence Vect((R*),, Op) — HIGY!(RT) in Theorem 4.3 still holds true in
a more general setting: Indeed, one can define quasi-coherent Hodge-Tate crystal as a sheaf M
of @A—modules on (R), with p-complete evaluations satisfying Convention 1.22 (2) for p-complete
tensor products and define quasi-coherent enhanced Higgs modules as p-complete R-modules H
with Higgs fields #y and R-linear endomorphism ¢y satisfying Definition 4.1 (2). Then the same
proof of Theorem 4.3 also yields an equivalence between the category of quasi-coherent Hodge—Tate
crystals and the category quasi-coherent enhanced Higgs modules by using (p-completely) faithfully
flat descent for general (p-complete) modules (rather than finite projective ones).

We will prove Theorem 4.3 by estblishing the desired equivalence and then comparing cohomologies
separately in sequels.

4.1. Preliminaries.

Construction 4.7. Let G(T*') be the (p, F)-adic completion of G[T*!] which is endowed with a
§-structure over & such that 6(7;) = 0 for all i. Then (&(T*'), (E)) is a prism. By étaleness of O, it
induces a smooth lifting G(R*) of R* over & and a (p, E)-adically étale morphism & (T*!) — G(R™).
By [BS22, Lem. 2.18], there exists a unique d-structure on &(R™) which is compatible with the one
on &(T*") and makes (&(R¥), (E)) a prism in (R*),. One can similarly define (Aj(T*"), (€)) and
(Ape(RY), (€)) with é-structures compatible with those on (&(T*'), (E)) and (&(R"), (E)) via the
morphism & — Ay such that Aye(RY) is a lifting of Rf, over Ay, Let

~ ~ +-1 +-5
+ . Pt p>° p>°
RE o = RES o pinyOc{Ty 7 T 77),

.....

It is a perfectoid ring over R with the induced perfect prism (Ainf(ﬁaoo), (€)) in the sense of [BS22,
Thm. 3.10], which is the perfection of (A (R"), (£)). We also adapt notations in 2.12 and Notation
2.19.
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Remark 4.8. Note that for any étale localisation ¢ : R — ST, there exists a unique morphism
of prisms (6(RT), (F)) — (&(ST), (F)) lifting ¢, following from Lemma [BS22, Lem. 2.18]. Using
this, we deduce from the constructions in this section that the equivalence and quasi-isomorphism
in Theorem 4.3 are compatible with étale localisations. More precisely, let M € Vect((R™),,0p) be
a Hodge-Tate crystal with corresponding enhanced Higgs module (H, 0y, ¢). Then the enhanced
Higgs module associated to the restriction of M to (S*), is exactly (H ®@p+ ST, 0p ®idg+, ¢y @idg+)
and there exists a quasi-isomorphism

RI((51) 0, M) 2 HIG(H, 0, ) @+ ST

Lemma 4.9. (1) Both (6(R"),(E)), (Ant(R"),(&)) and (Amf(ﬁgoo) (&)) are covers of the final
object of the topos Shv((R")p). As a consequence, these prisms are also covers of the final
object of Shv((R*/(6, (E))) )

(2) The (Ainf(ﬁaoo), (€)) is a cover of the final object of the topos Shv((R*)zerf).

Proof. Since there exist morphisms of prisms (S(R"), (E)) — (Ams(RT), (§)) — (Ainf(ﬁ—g«po), (€)).
So it is enough to show (Ainf(ﬁaoo), (€)) cover the final objects of both Shv((R*),) and Shv((RJr)zerf).

For the first topos, let (A, I) be any bounded prism in (R*),. Then A/I®R+§—C|—'7oo is a quasi-
syntomic cover of A/I. By [BS22, Prop. 7.11 (1)], there exists a cover (B,IB) of (A,I) such
that A/I — B/IB factors through A/I — A/I®R+§aoo- In particular, B/I is an ﬁam-algebra.
Since ﬁgm is perfectoid, by deformation theory, we get a morphism (Ainf(ﬁaoo), (&)) = (B,IB) as
desired.

For the second topos, we conclude from a similar argument as above by using [BS22, Prop. 7.11
(2)] instead of [BS22, Prop. 7.11 (1)]. O

Notation 4.10. Let (&(R")*, (E)) (resp. (6(R")s.,, (E)), resp. (Ainf(ﬁaoo)‘, (E))) be the Cech
nerve of §(R"') (resp. S(R™), resp, Ainf(ﬁg,oo)) in (R*)) (resp. (R"/(S,(E)))p, resp. (Rﬂzerf).
Here, E' denotes E(up); that is, the corresponding E(u) of the first component in each degree of the

Cech nerves.

Lemma 4.11. We have isomorphisms of cosimplicial rings (with obvious degeneracy morphisms p;
and face morphisms o;):

(1) S(RT)* = 6(R+) ®(e+1) fuo—u; Tio—Tii  Tao—Ta,

E(uo)’ E(uo)T1,0’ " "7 E(uo)Ta,0 1 <@ < o}5, where for any n 2 0,
S(RT)®™HY denotes the (p, E)-complete tensor product of n+ 1 copies of S(RT) over W (k)
and for any 0 < i <n, w;,Th,,...,Ty; denote the corresponding u,Th, ..., Ty of the (i + 1)-
factor.

R (e Th,0—T1,i T, Ty
(2) S(R")g, = S(RT)eltl) El(io)T;O,...,E‘zso Tjo | 1 < i < e}f, where for any n > 0,

S(RT)®( ) denotes the (p, E)-complete tensor product of n + 1 copies of &(R") over
S with Ty ;’s as above.

(3) @A[%](Ainf(Raw)‘) = C(T(K/K)*, Rc,s0), where for anyn >0, C(I'(K/K)®, Ros) denotes
the ring of continuous functions from I'(K/K)" to EJCCOO (cf. §1.4).

Proof. (1) For any n > 0, (6(R")",(F)) is the initial object of the category of prisms in (R)
which are the targets of n + 1 arrows from (&(R2F), (E)). Note that for any prism (A, I) in the such
category, there exists a unique morphism G(R*T)®*1) — A such that the reductions of w;’s and
Ts's modulo I are 7 and T} respectively for all 0 <7 < n and any 1 < s <d. So it suffices to show
that &(R*)S(r+) ) {so—u o % ,g"és;;‘j; | 1 <i < e}, p is well-defined, which follows from
[BS22, Prop. 3.13].

(2) This follows from a similar argument used in (1). Also see [Tian21, §3.3].

(3) By virtues of [BS22, Thm. 3.10], for any n > 0, Ay(RS)"/(E) is the initial object of
the category of perfectoid algebras over RT which are the targets of n + 1 arrows from EJCCOO

Note that, for any perfectoid ring S in the such category, there exists n + 1 morphisms of perfec-
toid spaces Spa(S[%],S[%]o) to Xcoo = Spa(Reee; RE L) over X = Spa(R, R*). So we see that
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(Ainf(ﬁgpo)n/(E))[%] is the ring of regular functions on the (n + 1)-folds self-product of X¢ o over
X, which turns out to be C(I'(K /K)™, ﬁcm) as shown in the proof of Lemma 3.8. O

Remark 4.12. Keep notations as in the proof of 4.11 (3). Then one can show that Ainf(ﬁaoo)"/(E)

is almost isomorphic to C(I'(K /K )",ﬁgw) with respect to me in the sense of [Sch12, §4]. More
precisely, we can show that the kernel and cokernel of the canonical morphism

b Ai(RE)"/(E) = C(D(K/K)", RE.)

are both killed by m¢. Indeed, since ¢, becomes isomorphic after inverting p, we can conclude by
using the structure theorem of perfectoid rings (cf. [Bha, Prop. 3.2]).

Proposition 4.13. Let X; := % and Y ,; = g(%%; forany 1 < s < d and any i > 1. We

identify uo and Tsp's of the reduction of first factor of &(R)s., (resp. &(R")®) with T,’s of &(R™).

(1) We have isomorphisms of cosimplicial rings:

ONS(RM)s) = RHY 1y, ..., Yy | 1 <i < o}

geo
and
OA[];KG(RJr);eO) = R{KJ? SRR Yd,i | 1<i< .}Qda

where RY{Y1;,...,Yy; | 1 <i < Q}Qd is the p-adic completion of the free polynomaial ring
over RT generated by the reductions of Ys;’s modulo E with 1 <1i < e and

1
R{}/l,ia .. '7Y;l,i | ]- S 'L S .}I/J\d — R+{}/1,i7 .. '7Yd,i | 1 S Z S .}Qd[_]

p
such that the face maps are given by
Yogu1— Yey, =0
(4.2) pi(Ysy) = Ysji, 1<
Ysjo 1>

while the degeneracy maps are given by

0, 1=0,7=1
(43) Uz‘(sz,j) = Y's,jfla 1< .j7 (Zaj) # <07 1)
}/S,ja [ Z j

(2) We have isomorphisms of cosimplicial rings:

6&(6(}%4_). ) = R+{Xi7}/1,i7 .. '7Yd,i | 1 S [ S .}1/3\(;1

geo

and

—_

6&[_]<6<R+). ) = R{le YrLl'v sy Yd,i | 1 < i < .}l/o\dv

geo

]

where RT{X;,Y14,...,Yq: |1 <i< Q}Qd 1s the p-adic completion of the free polynomial ring
over RT generated by the reductions of X;’s and Ys;’s modulo E with 1 < i < e and

1
R{Xi, Y14 ..., Yq; | 1<i <o}y = RH{X;, Vi,,..., Y |1 < i < o}y[-]
p

such that the face maps are given by

(Xj1 = X)) (1= E'(m)X,)™, =0

pi(X;) = Xjr1, 1<)

X, 1> 7;

(4.4) / T J
(Yo — Y1) 1= E'(m)Xy)™, i=0
pi(Ys; ) = Yjv, 1<)

Yojo 1> 7;
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while the degeneracy maps are given by
0, i=0,j=1
Ui<Xj) = Xj—h 1< j) (Zvj) 7& (07 1)

X 1> 7
(4.5) ’ =
0, 1=0,7=1
O-i<sz,j) = }/s,j—la 1< j) (Zvj) 7& (07 ]-)
}/S,ja [ Z j

Proof. We only need to show the O case while the 6&[%] case follows from inverting p.
(1) This is [Tian21, Cor. 4.5].
(2) For any n > 0, since 6(u;) = 0 for any 0 < i < n, the desired isomorphism

6&(6(}%4_).) = R+{Xi7}/1,i7 cee 7Y;l7i | 1 S l S .}I/J\d

follows from the same calculations in the proof of [Tian21, Prop. 4.3 and Cor. 4.5]. It remains to
check that (4.4) and (4.5) hold true. Almost all formulae follow from the definitions of p;’s and o;’s
directly (cf. Convention 1.20) while the only difficulty appears in checking (4.4) for pg. We show the
details as follows:

Since po(u;) = w1 and po(Ts,;) = Tsi11, we see that

U — Ujy1 E(u)
X)=—"-=(X1 - X
pO( ]) E<u1) ( Jj+1 1)E<u1)
and that (40)
Ts1—Ts i1 E(uo)Ts 0
Y,.) = 5 TSI Y,ii1— Yy
po( 7]) E(ul)TSJ ( J+1 7J)E(u1)TS71
Then the desired formulae can be obtained by noting that
T
0 (1—E(up)Ys1) =1 mod E
Ts,l
and that
E(uo) (1- E(uo) — E(Ul))_1
E(u) E(uo)
deg E ; ;
E® — )t
(4.6) =(1- Z (1’2'12?((12?0) ) )~'  (by Taylar’s expansion)

i>1
=(1-F(mX,)™" modE (asuy—u; = E(up)X).
U
Example 4.14. Let R* = Ok and hence d = 0 in Proposiition 4.13. Let &°* be the underlying
cosimplicial ring of Cech nerve of (&, (E)) € (Ok)p. Then we have
Op(6°%,(E)) = Ox{Xy, ..., Xo}"
with face and degeneracy maps given by (4.4) and (4.5) (for X;’s), respectively.

Corollary 4.15. Let K (resp. Ky, resp. Ko) be the kernel of oo ?A(G(R+)1, (B)) — O)\(S(RY), (E))
(resp. 00 : Op(S(RM)keo), (E)) = Op(S(RY), (E)), resp. o : Op(S*,(E)) = Op(6,(E))). Then

geo

(1) K is the closed pd-ideal generated by {Xl["O]Yl[ﬁﬂ - -Yd[ﬁd} | ng + -+ +nqg > 1}. In particular,
by letting d = 0, we see that IC, is the closed pd-ideal generated by {Xl["] |n>1}.

(2) K, is the closed pd-ideal generated by {Yl[ﬁﬂ - -Yd[ﬁd} | g+ +ng > 1}

(3) For any r > 1, let K"l (resp. ICLT], resp. ICLT]) be the r-th closed pd-power of IC (resp. K,
resp. K,). Then the obvious morphisms &* — S(RT)* — &(R™)S,, (induce a morphism

geo

ideals K, — K — Ky and then) induce a short exact sequence RT-modules:

(4.7) 0 — Ko/KE @0, R — K/KE — K, /K2 — 0
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Similar results hold true for replacing 5& by 5&%] after inverting p.

Proof. 1t suffices to consider the O case as the 5&%] case follows from the flat base-change “— ®z,

@p?? .
(1) By Proposition 4.13 (2), especially (4.5), we see that the closed ideal J generated by

vy fng b > 1)

is contained in K. So g9 : Op(S(RM)') — Op(S(R')) = R* factors through the quotient
S(RT)'/J. Tt is enough to show that S(RT)!/J = RT, which can be easily deduced as follows:

Let Jo be the ideal of the pd-polynomial ring R*[Xy,Y11,...,Y41]pa over RT generated by
X1,Y11,...,Yy1. By taking (p, E)-adic completion along the exact sequence

0— jo — RJF[Xl,YLl, .. '7Yd,1]pd — RJr — O,

we get the desired isomorphism Oy (S(RT)')/J = RT by noting that all rings involved are (p, E)-
torsion free and R™ is itself (p, F)-complete.
(2) This follows from the same argument used in the proof of (1).

(3) By (1) and (2), we see that for any r > 1, K" (resp. K resp. IC([IT]) is the closed ideal
generated by

{Xl["O]Yl[ﬁﬂ . -Yd[ﬁd} | ng+ -+ +mny >r} (resp. {Yl[ﬁl] - nd] | ny+---+mny >r}, resp. {Xl["] |n>r}).
So, we deduce that

K/KPI = R - Xy @ @l RY-Y; (resp. Ky/KP = @ | RY Vi, resp. Ko/KP = Ok - X1),
which implies the desired exact sequence immediately. O
Remark 4.16. Consider O ) in Corollary 4.15. By identifying X; with ( 7, We see that

du
a/’CQ] QG/W { ].} ®G OK OK E(u)

By the definition of Y ;’s, we see that
Ko/ KP = Qe jo, {1}

dlogT;
E(u)
{—1} denotes the Breuil-Kisin twist. In particular, the exact sequence splits (non-canonically) and

induces an isomorphism

by identidying Y, with where Q1 R+ /0, denotes the module of continuous differentials and

du
(4.8) K/K? = K, /K2 @0, RT ®K,/KP = R () Ozt jor {—1}-

A similar remark applies to @A[%].

4.2. Hodge—Tate crystals as enhanced Higgs modules. Now, we establish the desired equiv-
alence in Theorem 4.3.

Convention 4.17. For simplicity, we put a = E’(r).

Convention 4.18. Let A™* be the cosimplicial ring R*{X;,Yy,,..., Yy | 1 <i < e} for ? € {0, +}
with face and degeneracy morphisms given by (4.4) and (4.5), respectively. By Proposition 4.13, we
have

A @A[})wmr, (E))
and
AT =0, (S(RY) ().

Let Strat(A”*) denote the category of stratifications with respect to A”* satisfying the cocycle
condition (cf. Convention 1.20). Note that A" = R”.

We start with the following lemma:
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Lemma 4.19. There exists a canonical equivalence from Vect((R™)p, Op) (resp. Vect((RT)y, @A[%]))
to Strat(A"®) for 7 =+ (resp. ? = 0) by evaluating (rational) Hodge—Tate crystals along the cosim-
plicial prism (&(R")*, (E)).

Proof. By Lemma 4.9, (6(R"), (E)) is a cover of final object of Shv((R"),). So the result follows
from [BS21, Prop. 2.7]. O

Therefore, in order to establish the desired equivalence in Theorem 4.3, it suffices to construct an
equivalence between the categories &(A”*) and HIG™ (R?).
Let (H,¢) € Strat(A”*) be any fixed stratification satisfying the cocycle condition. By Proposition

4.13, via the embedding H 2220l @ R?.po AT, there exists a collection {¢; }isonene of R'-linear

endomorphisms of H such that for any = € H,
a)= Y (@) XY
i>0,ncNd
Note that in order to make ¢ well-defined, we require

i+|n|—>+oc0

with respect to the p-adic topology on H. By (4.4) and (4.5), we see that
(4.9)

p3(€) o py(e)(x)
=p3()( Y bym(@)(1—aXy) T, - X))V, - YR

j>0,neNd

= Y bl (1 - aXa) XX - XU, - v

1,j>0,l,neN?
= Y urrama(n) (1 — aXy) il (g Py by

i,3,k>0,l,m,neN?

, A i\ /] L
= Y Gl ax) e (T (1 iy

[ l
i,5,k>0,l,m,neN?

that

(4.10) piE)@) = > drale) X5,
k>0,neNd

and that

(4.11) 03(e)(x) = dog().

Therefore, we have

Lemma 4.20. For any stratification (H,¢) with respect to A»®, if we write
e(x)= Y. Ginla) XY
i>0,neNd

for any x € H with ¢;,, — 0 as i+ |n| — 400, then (H, ) satisfies the cocycle condition if and only
if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) ¢07Q = 1dH7 and
(2) For any k > 0,n € N and for any x € H, we have

gbk@(x) — Z ¢i,1(¢j+k,m+g($))(1 _ aX)—j—k—\m\—lnl(_l)jJrlm\ <Z +J) <£+lm)X[i+j}Z[£+m]_
1,§>0,1,m,eN? !

Notation 4.21. For any (H,e) € Strat(A"®) with ¢;,’s as above. Define ¢y = ¢1. For any
1 <i<d,put §; = ¢y, and for 7 = + (resp. ()), define

O - H— HQp+ Q}%+/0K{_1} (resp. Oy : H — H ®p Q}Q/K{—l})



30

The following lemma is the key ingredient to establish the desired equivalence.

Lemma 4.22. Let ¢;,,’s be endomorphisms of H with ¢og = idy. Let ¢u, 0y and 6;’s be as in
Notation 4.21. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) For any k > 0,n € N? and for any x € H, we have

Gale) = GG ()1 = X)) () eyt

]
4,j>0,0,m,eN?

(2) For any 1 <i,j <d, we have [¢py,0;] = —ab; and [6;,0;] = 0 such that for any k > 0 and

n € N?,

k—1 k—1

(4.13) IFWH@WWU T(én + G+ nl)a) H%
=0 =0

Moreover, if one of the above conditions is satisfied, then 0;’s are mlpotent and

k—1
lim  ¢p, =0« lim (¢ +ia) = 0.
k+|n]—+o0 k—+o00

i=

Proof. First, we assume (1) holds true for any & > 0 and any n € N¢ and then verify (2) as follows:
By letting Y = 0 in both sides of (4.12), we get

Prn(T) = Z Gi0(Pjrkn(x))(1 — aX)fj*k*m‘(_l)j <Z Jfj)X[iJrﬂ_

720 !
Compare the coefficients of X in both sides of the above formula and then we get

(k + |n)adrn(z) = Grekn(x) + dro(dra()) =0,

which implies by iteration that for any & > 0 and n € N¢,
k—1

(4.14) k() = (D10 + (k= 1+ |n)a)dr-ra(x) = [ [(@n + (i + [n)a)don(2).

i=0
By letting X = 0 in both sides of (4.12), we get

l
Gz Z $0,1(Pkmn(x))(— )m( zm)xwm}_

l,m,eNd

Compare the coefficients of Y; in both sides of the above formula and then we get

$0.1,(Pkn(T)) — Pt 1nlx) = 0.

In particular, by letting k =0 and n =1 —4 + 1, in the above formula, we see that
9i9j = ¢Ovli+lj = HJHZ

In other words, 6;’s commute with each other. Also, by iteration (for all 1 < i < d) that for any
k>0 and n € N,

d
(4.15) Ora(2) = G0, (Srn-1, (@) = [ [ 07" (dr0()).

i=1
Now, (4.13) follows from (4.14) and (4.15). In particular, by letting £ = 1 and n = 1,, we see that
[bH,0;] = —ab; as desired.

Now assume (2) is true. By noting that the constant term of the right hand side of (4.12) is

exactly ¢pn(x), we are reduced to showing that the right hand side of (4.12) is independent of X
and Y.
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First, we show that the right hand side of (4.12) is independent of X. In other words, if we put

0 =05 Y Gulbysamenl))(1 - aX) bt gy (1) (1 2) eyt

1

i,j>0,l,m,eN?
= Z (7 +k+|m| + |n])adii(jtrmin (7))
i,5>0,l,m,eN?
o sevd ket ml—fnlyitml (P E T (LY iy )
(1 - aX) (1) Xli+ly
i l =

b GulGmmen(a)(1 - aX) gyt () (1) iyt

1,7>0,i+5>1,l,m,eN? !
then we have to show that (t) = 0. Note that
{Gg) 14,5 >0,i+5>1} ={(i,5) [ 4,7 —1>0}U{(4,0) | i > 1}.

We have

=D (+k+|ml+n)adi(dirmen(z))

4,§>0,1,m,EN?
(1 - ax)—j—l—k—\ml—m\(_1)j+|m| (Z +9) (l —:m)X[Hj]X[Hm]
t 14
. . 74+ 1 l L

D D s e e ] (AR | QU P

i,j>0,1,m,EN¢ t L

l .

£ Gus(Brmen(@)(1 - aX) bl gy (—*lm)xmxwl.

i>0,l,m,eN? -

LAXALZ]

By (4~13)a we call use ¢j+1+k,m+n(x) - ¢H(¢j+k7m+n(fp)) instead of (] +k+ |m| + |ﬁ|)a(¢j+k,m—i—n($))
in above formula and conclude that

B= 5 ~0un(Ormrmen(o))(1 — aX) bt (T (1) iy e

i,5>0,1,m, N i l
| AN
= Y GulGemmna(@)(1 - aX) gyl (1) () ety o
1,§>0,l,m,EN? t = L

+ Z ¢i+1,l(¢k,m+n(l‘))(1—aX)_k_m|_"(_1)m( l

i>0,l,m,eN?

T

K

N————"
a
<
T
5
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By (4.13) again, we can use ¢i1,1(@j+k,m+n(T)) = 100i1(Gj4k,m+n(x)) instead of ¢y 1((n (D 1km+n(T)))
in above formula and obtain that

()

+m
i,j>0,,m,eN?

) X li+7] Y [I4m]

Gis11(Djkmin () (1 — aX) 71k Imi=lnl(_q)tim| <Z tj) (éi
,j>0,L,m,eN¢ l

2.

4,j>0,1,m,eNd

Z 101,15+ kmrn()) (1 — aX) 7Rzl () (Z J;j) (L

o~

S

) x [i+7] Y [l4m]

N el ()| G P
Y frtiOrmenfa))(1 — aX) ey (1

- —) xli Y [l+m)
>0,l,m,eNd l

i,j>0,0,m,eN?

Z X 65 kmen())(1 — aX )9k lmilnl ()i mi (z _

| R
© Y o)1 - ax) gy (TET) () ety
1,§>0,l,m,EN4 ¢ (4
| o
— Y GulGrrekmen(®))(1 — aX) IRl (g (? i {) ( ' m)xwwwm
1,§>0,l,m,EN4 t—= (4

LAXALZ]

where we use Z(ZJ;] )X+ = X (Z;ir] )X =171 to get the second equality. In the most right hand side
of the above formula, replacing i —1 by ¢ in the first and third summands and using (jjll) = ( fl) =0,
we see that

()

‘ , LA\ /] .
S X0 pnmenle)(1 - aX) gy (T () ey o
,§>0,1,m, €N i l
, ‘ AN\ (/] o
© Y o)1 - ax) gy (TET) () ety
1,§>0,l,m,EN4 ¢ (4
© Y om0 - aX) 7 (T () sy
- o 7
1,§>0,l,m,EN4 L
—k—|m|—|n m £+m ) m
bY dnmealo(1 - ax) gy (1) iy e
i>0,l,m,eN9 -
. . ) ] l o
S Gus@penamenle))(1 — aX) gy () () ety
i,§>0,L,m,eN¢ t L
(Dot (@) (1 — aX) i1k lml—tal_qyg+ml (0T TN (LMY ity )
+1LI\Yj+1+k,m+n i I
1,§>0,l,m,EN? L

i>0,l,m,eN?

bY bretinmenla)(1 - aX) gy (1) iyt
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Finally, replacing j + 1 by j in the second term of the most right hand side of above formula, we see
that

M== % Grlbmmealo)1 - ax) i (T (1) ey e

7
i,j>0,,m,eN?

b () - ) () (12 ey

7
i>0,j>1,1,m,eN4

L+ ) X [y lim]

le~

+ Z ¢i+1,£<¢k,m+ﬂ<l’))(1 — aX)*k*|m\*|n|(_1>|m| (

i>0,l,m,ENd

PLELALT)

=0

as desired, which shows that the right hand side of (4.12) is independent of X. In particular, to
deduce (4.12), it is enough to show that for any k& > 0 and any n € N¢, we have

(416) rale) = 3 onlnmanl)-1) (1 i,

I,m,eN?

We consider a special case for £ = 0 in (4.16). In other words, we want to show that for any
n € N,

(4.17) don(x Z $0.1(P0 i (1)) (— )Iml(lzm)x[ﬁm]_

L,m,eNd
To do so, it suffices to show that for free variables 71, ..., Zy,
S o028 = X dnslonmenta)(-1 ()i
neNd 1,m,neN4 -

07 by (4.13), we see that

i=1"1

> pou(x) 2 = exp( Zez

neNd

Since 0;’s commute with each other and ¢y, = H

and that

L,m,neNd
Z H gltmitni(g)(—1)mly Uy lml 7l
l,m,neNd =1
d d d

— Z H giiz[ﬂ Z H Gfi(—l)[ﬂ} Z H gim(x)z[n}

leNd i=1 meNd i=1 neNd i=1

d d
= exp( Z 0:Y;)(z) exp(— Y _0:;Y:) exp(D_ 0;Z;)(x)
i=1 i=1

= eXp(Z 0:7;)(x)

Therefore, the special case (4.17) holds true. In particular, replacing = by ¢ o(x) in (4.17), we get

(4.18) a0 = 3 dnildnmaalonolon) (-1 ()

L,m,eNd

By using (4.13), especially ¢g,(dr.0(x)) = ¢rn(z), we see that (4.18) is exactly (4.16) as desired. So
we conclude that (2) implies (1).
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To complete the proof, it remains to show the “moreover” part. The nilpotency of 6;’s follows
from the same argument use in Remark 4.2. Since ¢y, = ¢, © ¢ro for any (k,n) € N x N? we
conclude from the nilpotency of 6;’s that

k—1
lim ¢, =0« lim (¢ + ia) = 0.

k+|n|—+o0 k—+o00
=0

Proposition 4.23. The evaluation at (S(R"), (E)) induces equivalences
Vect((RT)p, Op) — Strat(AT*) — HIGM (R") (resp. Vect((R1), OA[Z—)]) — Strat(A®*) — HIG™(R))

of categories, which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities. Moreover, for any M € Vect((R™)p, Op)
(resp. Vect((R*)p, OA[ 1)) with the corresponding stratification (H, e) € Strat(A"®) for ? = + (resp.
0), let ¢, 0 and 0;’s be as in Notation 4.21 and then we have

(1) the enhanced Higgs module induced by M is (H,0y, ¢g), and
(2) the stratification € on H is determined such that for any v € H,

(4.19)
d k—1
e(@) = exp(Y_ 01— aXy) F (@)= Y H@’“ [[(6n + 5B (m)(@) X Hyt
=1 k>0neNd2 1 7=0
d
¢ : n
= (1—aX) "« JJexp((1 - aX )70V (@) = Y H (6u + ( + |n) E'(n >><He?z<x>>X{’ﬂxP
i=1 k>0,neNd j=0 1=1

Proof. The “moreover” part of Lemma 4.22 shows that (H, 0, ¢5) is an enhanced Higgs module over
R’. Then the proposition follows from Lemma 4.19 and Lemma 4.22 immediately as all constructions
involved preserve ranks, tensor products and dualities. O

Remark 4.24. We give an intrinsic construction of (H,0y,¢y) from a stratification (H,e) €
Strat(A"®) for ? = + (resp. @) as follows:
Let K, C, and K, be as in Corollary 4.15 (and Remark 4.16). Noticing that of(e) = idy, we
deduce that for any = € H,
e(x) —idp(z) € H ®pzp, A+ K.

Modulo K, we get an R’-linear morphism
(e —idy) : H —» H @x K/KP
Let 0 : H - H ®p+ QR+/O {~1} (vesp, 0 : H — H ®g Qi {—1}) be the R’-linear morphism
induced by the projection /K2 — ICg/ng in Corollary 4.15 (3). Using the decomposition (4.8),
we see that (¢ —idg) is of the form
(6,0): H— H& H @p+ Qhe o, {1} (resp. (,0) : H — H® H®p Qg {-1}).
By (4.19), we see that ¢ = ¢y and 0 = 0.
Example 4.25 (Breuil-Kisin Twist). Let O){n} := ) /IZJrl for any n € Z, which is known as the
n-th Breuil-Kisin twist of O). Then we see that
Op{n}(&(RT),(E)) = R* - E(u)".
Note that by Taylar’s expansion, we have
po(E(uo)™) = E(u1)" = E(up — E(ug)X1)™ = (1 — E'(ug) X1)"E(up)” mod E(ug)™*.
By chasing constructions above, we see that the enhanced Higgs bundle associated to 6A{n} is
(R*,0, —nE'(m)idy). In general, for any (rational) Hodge-Tate crystal M on (R"), with the as-

sociated enhanced Higgs module (H,0p, ¢m), the enhanced Higgs module induced by M{n} :=
M ®6A OA{H} is (H, HH, (bH — nE,<7T)1dH)
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4.3. Prismatic cohomology vs Higgs cohomology: Local case. Now, we want to show the
following result:

Proposition 4.26. For any (rational) Hodge—Tate crystal M on (R*)) with associated enhanced
Higgs module (H, 0, ¢x), there exists a quasi-isomorphism

Remark 4.27. Note that one can understand RI'((R*/(&,(£))))) as a perfect complex of (ra-
tional) Hodge-Tate crystals on (Og)) in the sense of [BL22a). We may compute RI'((R*) ), M)
via “RI'((Ok)p, RT((RY/(6, (E)))p.M))”. Recall that RI'((R/(S, (E£)))p. M) can be computed
via HIG(H,0p) (cf. [Tian21, Thm. 4.10]) and that for any (rational) Hodge-Tate crystal M over
(Ok)p with the induced “enhanced Higgs module” (H, ¢5), RI'((Ok)p, M) can be computed by the

complex [H SNy | (cf. [MW21b, Thm. 3.20]). So it is reasonable for the existence of the desired
quasi-isomorphism between RI'((R*), M) and HIG(H, 0y, ¢p). Indeed, we will show Proposition
4.26 by combining calculations in [Tian21] with [MW21b] together.

For the sake of simplicity, we still assume a = E'(7) as in Convention 4.17. We first show that
one can compute RI'((R"),,M) via Cech-Alexander method.

Lemma 4.28. Let X be any bounded p-adic formal scheme and let C be either (X)) or (%)zerf. For

any (rational) Hodge—Tate crystal M on C and for any U = (A, I) € C, we have H(C/U,M) = 0 for
any v > 1.

Proof. For any V = (B, IB) € (R)) which is a cover of i in C, we denote by (B*, IB*) the Cech nerve
induced by V. Since M is a (rational) Hodge-Tate crystal on C, we have a canonical isomorphism
of comsimplicial B*-modules

M(B*, IB*) = M(A, 1) ®4,; B*/IB".

Since V is a cover of U, by (p, I)-adically faithfully flat descent, we see that H{(M(B*,IB*)) = 0 for
any ¢ > 0. So the lemma follows from the Cech-to-derived spectral sequence. O

Now, we still keep the assumption on the smallness of R™.
Lemma 4.29. For any (rational) Hodge—Tate crystal Ml on (R*) ), there exists a quasi-isomorphism
RI((RT)p, M) = M(&(RT)*, (E)).

Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.9 together with Lemma 4.28 by using Cech-to-derived spectral
sequence. ]

Construction 4.30. Let M be a (rational) Hodge-Tate crystal on (R*), with induced enhanced
Higgs complex (H, 0y, ¢p). Then there exists a canonical isomorphism

H ®pe 4y AT = M(S(RY)*, (E)).
By virtues of Proposition 4.13 (2), we may write
H@prgo A" = H{X;,Y1;,.... Yo |1 <i < @}
B* = RJF{}/LZ', N -de,i | 1 S ) S .};)\d.

We regard A™™ as a B™-algebra via identifying Y, ;’s”. Let ﬁqu be the module of continuous g-forms
of B™ over Ok. By Proposition 4.13, for any n > 0, we have

+ > > A iy A ~J Fa
R {Xza Ys,j | 1 S 1 S n, 1 S J S m}pd®Bqu m = Q;]?+{Xi,ys,j\1Si§n,1ﬁjﬁm}f,d/3+{xi|1§l§n}$d'
For any m,n,q > 0, define

Cn’m{—Q} = H{XZ, Ylyj’ e 7Yd,j ‘ 1 S 7 S n, 1 S j S m}gd(@AﬁmﬁZ%m{—Q}.

We then define a structure of “Higgs complex of bicosimplicial objects” on C**{—e} as follows:

SWe warn that the induced morphism B® — A”* does not preserve the cosimplicial structures.
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(1) For any 0 <i < n+ 1, define p} : C™*{—e} — C"T1*{—e} such that it acts via (1 — aX;)™!
on E(u)® for i = 0 and the identity for ¢ > 1, acts via (4.4) on X}’s, acts on Yj ;s via the
scalar (1—aX;)™! for : = 0 and as the identity for i > 1, and acts on z € H via (l—aXl)_¢TH
for + = 0 and via idg for ¢ > 1.

(2) For any 0 < i < n, define o} : C""1*{—e} — C™*{—e} such that it acts trivially on E(u),
acts via (4.5) on X;’s and acts on Y; ;’s and x € H as the identity.

(3) For any 0 < j < m + 1, define p5 : C*"{—e} — C*™!'{—e} such that it acts trivially on
E(u), acts via the identity on X;’s, via (4.2) on Y, 4’s, and acts on € H via exp(30_, 6;Y;1)
for ¢ = 0 and via the identity for i > 1.

(4) For any 0 < j < m, define o7 : C*"*'{—e} — C*"{—e} such that it acts trivially on E(u),
X;’s and x € H, and acts via (4.3) on Yy ;'s.

(5) For any ¢ > 0, define d3* : C’:'{—q} — C**{—q — 1} such that for any v € H{X;, Y, ;|1 <
i<e 1<j< e}l andw € QF{—q}, it carries z@w to Oy (r) Aw+r®dw, where 0 extends
to H{X;,Y,; |1 <i<e1<j< e}, by linear extension and d : 0% {—q} = Q5 —¢—1}
is defined in the paragraph after [Tian21, Lem. 4.13] (which is denoted by dg in loc.cit.).

Then we have the following lemma:

Lemma 4.31. The (C**{—e},p! o} p? o2, ds®) defines a complex of bicosimplicial R’ -modules. In
other words, for any q > 0, (C**{—q},p}, 0}, p?,07,) is a bicomsimplicial R'-module and d3* :
C**{—q} — C**{—q — 1} preserves bicomsimplicial structures such that d>}, o dy® = 0.

Proof. By [Tian21, Lem. 4.14], we see that for any n,q > 0, (C™*{—q}, p?, 0?) defines a cosimplicial
R’-module such that {d»* : C™*{—q} — C™*{—q — 1}}4>0 is a complex of cosimplicial R’-modules.

Next, we show that for any m, q > 0, (C*™{—q}, p}, o}) also defines a cosimplicial R’-module such
that {d3™ : C*"{—q} = C*™{—q — 1}}4>0 is a complex of cosimplicial R’-modules. It is easy to
check the first criterion. Using Example 4.25, we only need to check that (C*™{—q}, p}, o}) defines a
cosimplicial R*-module for ¢ = 0. But in this case, (C*™{—0}, p}, o}) is the comsimplicial R’-module
induced by evaluating M at the fibre product (6(R+)geo, (E)) (&5 (6", (E))" of ((RM)1,, (E))
and (6", (E)) over the first factor of the latter, where (&", (E)) is defined in Example 4.14. To show
the second criterion, we have to check that d2"™ preserves cosimplicial structures. We only show that
it commutes With po as the rest is much easier and can be deduced in a similar way. Now, for any

d
dlogT;
1/ nm 1 ' i
po(dy (‘”®W))—Po(zez($)® Ew) Aw+2® dw)

i=1

d
Z (1—aXy) ’7’1«9 () ® déo(gui)} A pp(w) + (1 — aXl)*¢TH(x) ® pp(dw),

where the second equality follows as p}(E(u)) = (1 — aX;)E(u) (cf. Example 4.25). On the other
hand, we have

dy™ (ph( ® w)) = (1 — aXy) ™+ (2) © ph(w))
= 01— aX0) () © TEE Aphe) + (1 - aX0) ¥ () © i)

=1

By noting that d commutes with pg, we are reducing to show that for any 1 <7 < d,

(1—aX)™ " 10(2) = 6:((1 — a X))~ o (2)).
But this follows from (4.13) directly.

%Here, we view E(u) as a basis of the Breuil-Kisin twist R’{1}. See Example 4.25.
"The existence of the fibre product (S(RT)go: (B)) X(s,(E)) (6", (E)) can be deduced by checking that its under-

lying é-ring is (‘5(R+)géo®g G



37

It remains to show for each ¢ > 0, (C**{—q}, p}, o}, p?,?) is a bicosimplicial R’-module. In other
words, we need to show p}’s and o}’s commute with p?’s and o?’s. We only show pj commutes with
p?’s as the rest can be checked similarly. For any = € H, we have

po(pi(x)) = pé(exp(z 0;Y;1)z)
d
=(1— aXl)_TH(eXp(Z(l —aX,)7'0,Y; 1))

For any k& > 1, we have that

Po(po(Xk)) = po(Xi) = (X1 — X1)(1 — aX1) ™ = pi(po( X)),

and that for any 1 < s < d,

po(Po(Yor)) = Po(Yorsr — Yar) = (Yaprr — You)(1 — aX1) ™ = pj(Yor(1 — aX1) ™) = pi(po(Ya),

as desired. The proof is complete. U

The (C**{—e},p}, o}, p?,0?) is related with M(S(R)*, (F)) in the following sense:

Lemma 4.32. Let (C**,p}, 0}, p? 02) denote the bisimplicial R*-module of the restriction of the

i

complex (C**{—e},pl o} p? 0?,d>*) at ¢ = 0. Let (D*,pP,0F) be the diagonal of this bicom-

i Yq
simplicial object (cf. [Wei04, §8.5]). Then we have an isomorphism of cosimplicial R’ -modules
D* =M(S(R"), (E)).

Proof. We identify M(&(R), (E)) with H{X;,Y1,,...,Ys; | 1 <4 < e}); as in Construction 4.30
and denote the induced face and degeneracy morphisms by p’s and of’s. Then by definition of
C**, we see that for any n > 0,

Dt =0C"" = H{Xh}/l,ia .. .,dei | 1< < n};\d

For any f(X;, Y14, ...,Ya: |1 <i<n)x € D" we have that

PO (f(XiYig .. Yo | 1< i< n)x)
=pe (e (f(Xs, Yigy o, Yas | 1 < i < n)z))

d
=po(f(Xi, Yiipr = Yoo Yagpn — Yau [ 1 <d <n)exp(d_ 04Yi))
k=1
=f((Xip1 = X)L = aX) ™, (Yoo = Vi1 —aX0) ™o (Yaun — Yo )(L—aXy) 7' [1<i < n)
d
(1= aXl)J)TH eXp(Z(l —aX,) 0
k=1

=p (f( X5, Y1 Yo |1 <i<n)z) (by (4.19))
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and that for any 1 <k <n+1,
PP (f(Xis Y., Yai | 1 <i < n)x)
=ph (PR (F (X3, Vi, ..., Yai | 1 <i < n)x))

d
=ph(F(Xi, Y1 Yoy | 1<i<n 1 <j <n+1j#k)exp(d_0Yi1))
=1
d
:f(Xiayi,ia s 7Y;l7i | 1 S { S n—+ 172 7é k:) eXp(Z 01%71)1'
=1

:pkH(f(XiaYLia LY | 1< <n)x).
Similarly, for any f(X;, Y14,...,Ya: |1 <i<n+1)xr € D", we have that
o8 (F(Xi,Yig .. Yai | 1< i <n+1)z)
=05 (o5 (f(Xi, Yigy .., Yo, | 1 <i<n+1)z))
=00 (f(X:,0,Y1,,..., Yy | 1 <i<n)z)
=f(0,X;,0,Y14,...,. Yo |1 <i<n)x
=0 (f(Xs, Y14, Yai | 1 <i<n+1)a),

and that for any 1 < k < n, after letting Xj (resp. Y;;) be X; (resp. Y,;) for 1 <7 <k and be X;_;
(resp. Ys;o1) for k+1<i<n+1,

o (f(Xi,Yigy oo Yai | 1<i<n+1)7)
=01 (07 (f(Xi, Y1, Yo, | 1 <i<n+1)1))
=0o(f( X5, Y], ..., Y |1 <i<n+1)z)
=f(Xi, Y. Y, [ 1<i<n+1)x
=0l (f(Xi, Y14, Yo, | 1 <i<n+1)x).
These imply the desired isomorphism of simplicial R’-modules and hence complete the proof. U

Corollary 4.33. Let Tot(C*®) denote be the total complex induced by the bi-cosimplicial R*-module
C**. Then we have a quasi-isomorphism

M(S(R™)*, (E)) ~ Tot(C**).

Proof. This is well-known as the cosimplicial Eilenberg—Zilber theorem and the shuffle coproduct
formula (cf. [GMO02, Appendix]). O

Lemma 4.34. Let Tot(C**{—e}) (resp. Tot(C*{—e})) be the total complex of
(C**{—e}.pi, oy, pi, 07, dy*) (resp. (C*O{—e},pi, 07, d3")).
Then the natural inclusions C** < C**{—e} «> C*%{—e} induce quasi-isomorphisms
Tot(C**) ~ Tot(C**{—e}) ~ Tot(C**{—e}).
Proof. Let G°® be as in Example 4.14. Note that [Tian21, Lem. 4.13] gives rise to a quasi-isomorphism
CO e} ~ Tot(C**{—e}).
By Construction 4.30, for any n > 0, we get an isomorphism of complexes of simplicial R’-morphisms
CO*{—0}R0, &"/(E) = C™*{—e}.
Define T™* := Tot(C™*{—e}) for all n. Then using faithful flatness of Ox — &"/(E), we get
quasi-isomorphisms
C™{ e} ~ Tot(C™*{—e}) = T™"
for all n. By Lemma 4.31, we see that {C™" ~ T™°} -, is compatible with p}’s and o}’s. So we

deduce that
Tot(C’"O{—o}) ~ Tot(T**) = Tot(C**{—e})
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as desired.

On the other hand, by [BdJ11, Lem. 2.17], for any ¢ > 1, C%*{—q} is homotopic to zero and
hence so is C™*{—q} for each n > 0. So we get a quasi-isomorphism

O™ ~ T
for each n, which is compatible with p;’s and ¢}’s, again following from Lemma 4.31. Therefore, we
obtain a quasi-isomorphism
Tot(C**) ~ Tot(T**) = Tot(C**{—e})

as desired. The proof is complete. O

_Y
Construction 4.35. Let F(X,Y) := % = X + 3o [T (Y +ia) X" Then for any

qg > 0, as lim, H?:_Ol(ng +ia) = 0, we see that F(X, ¢y + qa) is well-defined such that the
following diagram

~ dH-+qa ~
H®p+ Qe o, {—a} ——= H @p+ Qe 0, {—4}
H J/F(Xl,¢>H+qa)
0,0 Po—Pi 1,0
C{—q} CY{—q}

commutes and hence we get a morphism of complexes
po i [H @ Qe jo, {—a} = H @p+ Qe jo, {—a}] = C**{—q}.
Since [¢g, 0] = —afy, we see that p, induces a morphism of complexes
p: HIG(H, 0, ¢rr) — Tot(C**{—e}).
Lemma 4.36. The morphism p in Construction 4.35 is a quasi-isomorphism.

Proof. Use spectral sequence for bicomplexes, we are reduced to showing that each p, is a quasi-
isomorphism. But this follows from [MW21b, Thm. 3.20] (by replacing Ok there by R7). O

Now, we are prepared to prove Proposition 4.26:
Proof of Proposition 4.26: This follows from quasi-isomorphisms
RI((R™)p, M) ~ M(S(R")*,(E)) (by Lemma 4.29)
~ Tot(C**) (by Corollary 4.33)
~ Tot(C*%{—e}) (by Lemma 4.34)
~ HIG(H, 0y, ¢r) (by Lemma 4.36).

Then we can conclude by noting that all constructions above are functorial in M. U
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5. HODGE-TATE CRYSTALS AS GENERALISED REPRESENTATIONS

In this section, we work with smooth p-adic formal schemes over Ok with rigid analytic generic
fiber X to prove the following result.

Theorem 5.1. There exists a natural equivalence of categories

1 .
L: Vect((%)zerf, OA[E]) — Vect(Xprost, Ox),

which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities, such that for any rational Hodge—Tate crystal

M on (%)zerf, we have a quasi-isomorphism

RI((X)3™, M) 2 RT(Xprog, L(M)),

which is functorial in M.
Remark 5.2. By [KL16, Thm 3.5.8 and Cor. 3.5.9], one may replace Xp0¢t by X, in Theorem 5.1.

Now, we focus on the proof of Theorem 5.1. We first construct the desired equivalence. Let
Xy afipert be the site of affinoid perfectoid spaces over X with the v-topology. By [KL16, Thm.
3.5.8], we have an equivalence of categories

Vect (Xprost, @X) ~ Vect (X, aft perts Ox)-
We then construct the desired functor L as follows.

Construction 5.3. For any U = Spa(S, ST) € X, aff per, We can assign it to a unique perfect prism

Ay = (Aine(ST), Ker(0 : Ajps(ST) — ST)) € (%)Zerf by using [BS22, Thm. 3.10]. Via this functor,

we have

~ — 1
Ox(U) =85 = OA[];](AU),
and then get a natural functor

ert 7y ]'
L : Vect((%)5, Onl]) = Veeh(Xoatt port, Ox)
such that for any M € Vect((%)zerf, @] A[%D and for any affinoid perfectoid space U € Xpoet, we have
LM)(U) = M(Ap).
Note that by [KL16, Thm 3.5.8], the presheaf L(M) is indeed a sheaf.

To see L is an equivalence, we have to construct the quasi-inverse L~! of L.

Construction 5.4. For any A = (A4,]) € (%)er, we can assign it to an affinoid perfectoid space
U4 over X by setting

Uy = Spa<<A/f>[}91, <A/I>[}31+>

by using [BS22, Thm. 3.10] again, where (A/I)[%]ﬂL denotes the p-adic completion of the integral

closure of A/I in (A/I)[%] Via this functor, we have
1 — .1
Ox(Ua) = (A/DZ] = OalZI(A),
and then get a natural functor
ert 1
L7 Vect(Xy aft pert, Ox) — Vect((X) ) L OA[];])

perf

such that for any £ € Vect(X, aft pert, Ox) and for any perfect prism A € (X) A We have
L7HL)(A) = L(Ua).

It is easy to see that L~! is the quasi-inverse of L as desired.
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Remark 5.5. A similar construction of L also appeared in the work of Morrow—Tsuji [MT20]. In
loc.cit., they worked with smooth formal schemes X over O¢ and established an equivalence between
the category of prismatic crystals and the category of relative Breuil-Kisin—Fargues modules on
Xproét-

Remark 5.6. The functors U — Ay and A — Uy in Construction 5.3 and Construction 5.4 are
not the quasi-inverse of each other. In fact, we have almost isomorphisms (with respect to the ideal

(p))
Ox(U) = 0% (Uay)
and
6&(.;4) — 5A(AUA)-

In order to complete the proof of Theorem 5.1, it remains to show that

RI((X)5", M) = R (X, L(M).

To do so, let us fix an étale covering {X; = Spf(R;) — X}ics of small affine X;’s. Let A; :=
(Ainf(R+ ), (£)) be as in Construction 4.7 with X, 0o = Spa(RLC,OO,R;’LCvOO). Then {X;co0 —

1,C,00
X }ier is a pro-étale covering of X. We claim that {A4;};c; forms a cover of the final object of
Shv ((X))™).
Indeed, for any (A, I) € (%)zerf, using the separatedness of X, we see that Spf(A/I) xx X; is affine

and thus denote the corresponding ring of regular functions by A;. Then Spf(A;) — Spf(A/I) is
an étale morphism. In particular, by Elkik’s algebraization theorem and [CS19, Corollay 2.1.6], 4;
is a perfectoid ring. By deformation theory, A; admits a unique lifting A; over A. Then [BS22,
Lem. 2.18] shows that there exists a unique d-structure on A; which is compatible with the one
on A such that (A;,[4;) is a perfect prism in (%i)zerf. As there exist finitely many 4’s such that
{(A,I) = (A;, IA;)} forms a cover of (A, I), the claim now follows from Lemma 4.9 (2).

Note that A; corresponds to X; ¢~ via the functors in Construction 5.3 and Construction 5.4.

Lemma 5.7. For any finite subset J = {j1,...,jr-} C I, the fibre product Ay = A;; x --- x Aj,
exists in (%)Z’rf such that

le,C,oo Xx " Xx Xjr,C,oo = UAJ-

Proof. Note that A, should be the initial object of the category of prisms B = (B,J) € (%)er
together with morphisms A; — B for all j € J. For any such a prism B, the structure morphism
Spf(B/J) — X then factors through X; — X, where X; = Spf(R}) = X, xx -+ xx X i (as X is
® R+R Then it is perfectoid (which plays the role of “RJr ” for

R} instead of R;r with respect to the induced framing from R;") and hence induces a perfect prism

A; = (A,,.1A,)) € (R})er by [BS22, Thm. 3.10]. By construction, the given morphism A; — B
has to factor over A; — A, ; for each j € J. To conclude, it is enough to show the fibre product
Aj g x - x Aj g exists in (Rj)zerf as it is exactly A; as desired. Using [BS22, Thm. 3.10], it is

enough to show that the category of perfectoid rings over

separated). Put R]Coo IE R],Coo

~

+ ._ pt S LA Dt
ST = R 000 Ort Ori B 0o

has an initial object ST, which follows from [BS22, Cor. 7.3] as ST is quasi-regular semi-perfectoid.
So we conclude the existence of A;. Moreover, by constructions above, Uy, = Spa(SJ[%], SJ[%]+)
is the initial object of the category of perfectoid spaces Y over X which admits a fixed morphism
Y = X0 for any j € J. This shows that Ua, = Xj, coo Xx -+ Xx X, ¢.00 @s desired. O

Thanks to Lemma 5.7 above, for any M € Vect((%)zerf,ﬁﬁ[%]), by Construction 5.3 and Con-
struction 5.4, we have the same Cech complex

C'({Ai}ie[, M) - C.<{Xi,C,OO}i€I7 L<M))
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By Lemma 4.28 and [LZ17, Prop. 2.3|, using Cech-to-derived spectral sequence, we get a quasi-
isomorphism
RT((%)5", M) ~ RI'(Xprost, L(M))

as desired, which completes the proof of Theorem 5.1.

Example 5.8. Assume X = Spf(R") is small with respect to the framing O (cf. §1.4). Then one
can give a direct proof of Theorem 5.1 as follows:

Keep notations in Construction 4.7 and let X¢ o = Spa(ﬁcvoo,ﬁaoo). Then X¢ o € Xprogt is
affinoid perfectoid and is a Galois cover of X with Galois group I'(K/K) (cf. Notation 2.19). Note

that Ax. = (Ainf(ﬁaoo), (€)), which is a cover of the final object of Shv((%)zerf), following from

Lemma 4.9 (2). Let X;roi/ X (resp. AL ) be the induced Cech nerve of X oo (resp. Ax,_. ). Then
the proof of Lemma 3.8 combined with Lemma 4.11 (3) shows that
Ox(Xe™) = CN(E/K)", Roo) = Op(ASLL)

XC,oo

Note that [BS21, Prop. 2.7] also applies to (%)zerf. We obtain a natural equivalence

erf 77 1 7 D D
Vect((%)7, (’)A[]—?]) ~ Strat(C(I'(K/K), Rews)) ~ Repp, i) (Reyo)-
Then we show that L is an equivalence by applying Lemma 3.8. Clearly, the above construction
preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities.

By Lemma 4.28 and Cech-to-derived spectral sequence, for any rational Hodge—Tate crystal M on
(X)er with induced R{, -representation M of I'(K/K), we have quasi-isomorphism

1o RD((X)5", M) ~ RT(I(K/K), M) ~ RT(Xprose, L(M)),
where the second quasi-isomorphism follows from Lemma 3.8 again. We complete the proof.

At the end of this example, we show that the quasi-isomorphism (g is actually independent of the
choice of the framing O on X. Indeed, let O; and Oy be two framings on X with corresponding Xg}oo
and ngoo, respectively. Let U;; be the fibre products of (i + 1) copies of Xg,loo and (7 + 1) copies
of ngoo over X. Then each U, ; is affinoid perfectoid over X and then we get an isomorphism of
bicomsimplicial R-modules

M(Ap,.) = LM)(U..).

By noting that U, o (resp. Up,) is the Cech nerve associated to X' (resp. X% ), we have a natural
commutative diagram

M(ASL/™) — M(Ap, ) = M(ATEY)

XC,oo XC,oo

l | |

LM)(Us0) = L(M)(Us o) <= L(M)(Up,e)-

Thanks to [LZ17, Prop. 2.3] and Lemma 4.28, all horizontal arrows induce quasi-isomorphisms of
corresponding total complexes and hence so is the middle vertical arrow (as the left and the right
arrows induce g, and (g, on totalizations). Therefore, we get a natural comparison between ¢, and

lo,.

6. INVERSE SIMPSON FUNCTOR FOR ENHANCED HIGGS BUNDLES

We still work with smooth p-adic formal schemes over O in this section.
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Notation 6.1. Let A be the image of ﬁ under the surjection 6 : Ay — O¢. Clearly, A belongs
to Of(cyc _ and is indeed a unit. For any g € G, we see that
[ -1
o)
E([@])([er] = 1)
9 -1 fe] -1 & E(x])

g(A) =0(y(

=T e 1 BT B

6 ) o B

o1 oo B T Bl 1)
Nt SR e A
—X0) AL+ TE ()G~ Daelo))

where ¢ : Gxg — Z, is defined by g(7°) = @7 as in §1.4.

Definition 6.2. By an enhanced Higgs bundle of rank | on X, we mean a triple (H, 03, dx)
consisting of

(1) a locally finite free Ox-module ‘H of rank [ on X together with a nilpotent Higgs field 64 on
H; denote by HIG(H, 63) the induced Higgs complex of (H,0);

(2) an Ox[%]—linear endomorphism ¢y, of ¢y satisfying
(a) 1im, 400 [ 11y (¢ +iE'()) = 0 for the p-adic topology,
(b) [¢n,0y] = —E'(7)0; that is, ¢z makes the following diagram

7] ~ ~
(6'2) ,H_H>H®(’)ae le{_l} _>_>H®(’)ae Q?E{_d}
457-{[ d’?—LJFE/(”)idH\L ¢H+dE/(7T)idH\L

0 ~ ~
H = H ®(’)a€ Q%’)x{_l} —-—=H ®(93€ Q?E{_d}

commute. We denote by HIG(H, 03, ¢3,) the total complex of the bicomplex (6.2) and
hence

HIG(H, Oy, d3) = fib(HIG(H, 03,) 2% HIG(H, Ox)).
We denote by HIGEH(%) the category of enhanced Higgs bundles on X¢. One can similarly define
the category HIG™(X) of enhanced Higgs bundles on Xg.
Remark 6.3. The nilpotency of 3 is not necessary in Definition (cf. Remark 4.2).

This section is devoted to proving the following theorem.

Theorem 6.4. Assume X is a smooth p-adic formal scheme over Ok with rigid analytic generic
fiber X. Then there exists an equivalence of categories

— 1 .
p: Vect((X)p, Opl=]) ~ HIG!(X),
p
which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities. Moreover, this equivalence fits into the following
commutative diagram of functors:

(6.3) Vect((X)p, Opl2]) e HIG(X)

1
p

lR % ‘/F
Vect ()5, O [1]) === Vect(Xproar, Ox) —— HIGe, (Xc),

where Res is induced by inclusion of sites (%)zerf C (X)p, F will be defined in Construction 6.15.
All arrows in Diagram 6.3 are fully faithful functors while the bottows arrows are given in Theorem
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5.1 and Theorem 3.3. In particular, we obtain the fully faithful inverse Simpson functor
Fg : HIG™ (X)) — Vect(Xproer, Ox)
defined as the composite of the functor F and the equivalence HIGg, (X¢) = Vect(Xproct, Ox).
The equivalence p : Vect((X)p, Op[2]) = HIGM(X) in Theorem 6.4 has been established when

1

X = Spf(R") is small affine and upgprades to the integral level in this case (cf. Theorem 4.3).
However, the constructions there depend on the choice of framing on R™ and look difficult to
glue together. The problem can be solved by showing that both F and Res are fully faithful
making Diagram (6.3) commute locally. Then by some standard argument, the local equivalence
po Vect((R*)A,éﬁ[i]) ~ HIG"!(R) in Theorem 4.3 is independent of the choice of framing and

hence glue to a global equivalence. We will follow this strategy in sequels.

6.1. Local version of Theorem 6.4 and the construction of F. In this subsection, we assume
X = Spf(R*) is small affine and keep notations in Notation 2.19. Then by Example 5.8 and Lemma
3.8, we have equivalences of categories

A 9

Recall we also have the equivalence

erf 74 1 D A
Vect((X)) ' OA[E]) = Repr(?/K)(RC,oo) =~ Vect(Xprost, Ox).

— 1 .
po = Vect((R), Oﬁ[ﬁ]) ~ HIG"!(R).
The purpose in this subsection is to give an explicit description of Res as a functor
V : HIGM(R) — Reppz s (Rooo),
and then describe F by using the local Simpson correspondence i.e. Theorem 3.11.

Lemma 6.5. For any (H, 0y, o) € HIG™(R) with induced ﬁcm—representation V :=V(H,0u,on)

~

of T(K/K), we have V = H @p Rc o such that for any 1 <i <d, any g € Gk and any v € H,

__®H_
7i(x) = exp(=(¢p — DAG;)(x) and g(x) = (1 +7E'(7) (G — 1)Ac(g)) =™ (z).
Proof. Let A® be the cosimplicial ring in Convention 4.18. By Lemma 4.19 and Example 5.8, it suf-
fices to compare stratifications induced by (H, 0y, ¢5r) and V with respect to A® and C(I'(K/K)®, Ro.o),
respectively. Note that the natural map
Strat(A*) — Strat(C(T'(K/K)*, Rese))

is induced by the morphism of cosimplicial rings S(R)* — Ainf(ﬁaoo)’. By Lemma 4.11 (3) and
Proposition 4.13, we have to determine the functions in C(I'(K /K), ﬁc,oo) induced by X1,Y11,...,Yq;1.
Lemma 6.6. For any n = (ny,...,nq) € N any 1 < s < d, and any g € Gk, as functions in
C(I(K/K), Ro.s), we have

Xi( - gg) = =7(G — DAc(g)
and that

Yoa(0 --g"9) = —ns(G — DA

Proof. Recall X; = qg’(:;)l and Y, = ﬁ;gﬁjg By the proof of Lemma 4.11 (3), as functions in

C(F(F/K),Ainf(§g7m)), ug (vesp. T,p) is the constant function with the value [7°] and u; (resp.

T,1) the evaluation function on I'(K/K) at [7°] (vesp. [T7]), where T° = (T,,T¢,...) € ﬁgboo
Therefore, we conclude that

D1 — [
Xi(m'tvytg) = 9([ ](;X[WIE]]) )) = —7(¢ — 1)Ac(g)

and that
(7)1 = [e]™)

S

E([m[T?]

S

Yo (- vg%g) = 6( ) = —ns(G — 1A
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as desired. O

Now, we continue the proof of Proposition 6.5. By Proposition 4.23, especially (4.19), we deduced
from Lemma 6.6 that for any x € H,

d

(6.4) Pt antg(e) = exp(Y | —ni(G — DA (1 + 7B (7)(¢, — DAc(g)) 71 (),

i=1

This completes the proof. O

Remark 6.7. Since 0y and ¢ are both defined over R, we see that He := H Qg Rc is itself stable
under the action of I'(K/K). Noting that ~; acts on Hc unipotently, we see that Hc is the Re-
representation in Rep?r(“? y K)(RC) associated to V(H, 0y, ¢y) under the equivalence in Proposition

2.16 (and Remark 2.20).
Now we can describe the functor F in the case for X = Spf(R™).
Construction 6.8. Define F : HIG™(R) — HIG¢, (R¢) as the composition

Theorem 3.11

HIG(R) ~ Reprz, ) (Re.cc)
In particular, it makes the Diagram 6.3 commute.
Lemma 6.9. For any (H,0y, ¢y) € HIG™(R), we have
F(H,0u,¢n) = (H ®r Re, —(( — 1)A\0n)
with the Gi-action such that for any x € H and any g € Gy,
g(a) = (14 TE ()(G — DAelg) =0 (2),
Proof. This follows from Remark 3.12 and Remark 6.7 immediately. O

HIG, (Rc).

Remark 6.10. Note that A € (’)A . Thanks to Remark 2.20 and Remark 3.4, one can use L and
Gal(L/K) instead of C' and G in “Lemma 6. 5, Remark 6.7 and Lemma 6.9 for any Galois extension
L/K in K containing Ky oo-

Proposition 6.11. The functors F, V and Res are both fully faithful.

Proof. We only need to show V is fully faithful. Granting this, we get the full faithfulness of F
by Theorem 3.11 and then the full faithfulness of Res as Diagram (6.3) commutes in this case.
Moreover, by étale descent, we can further assume H is finite free over R. Thanks to Remark 6.10,
we may work with I/(\'Cyc,oo and I'(Keye, 00/ K) instead of C' and ['(K/K) in the following arguments.
For simplicity, we put L = Ky oo-

Let H; € RepF(L/K)(R ) be as in Remark 6.7. By Proposition 2.16, if we put V' = V(H, 0y, o),
then we have a quasi-isomorphism

RI(I(L/K), Hz) ~ RO(I(L/K), V).

We claim that I'(L/K) =2 Iy, x Gal(L/K) satisfied Axiom (1)-(4) of Tate-Sen theory for R;
formulated in [Por22, §5.1]. Indeed, since I'ye, acts on Rz trivially, we only need to check Gal(L/K)
satisfies desired axioms. Note that R™ is a topologically free Ox-module by lifting x-basis of Rt /7R
over k. By equipping R; with the supreme norm induced by the corresponding Og-basis of R, we

are reduced to checking that the desired axioms are satisfied for E, which reduces to the example
below [Por22; Cor. 5.3]. In particular, by [Por22, Cor. 5.3], we get quasi-isomorphisms
RI(I(L/K), Hp) ~ RO(D(L/K), H') ~ RI(Lie(I'(L/ K)), H)' /%),

where HIZa denotes the locally analytic vectors in H; with respect to the action of I'(L/K), which
turns out to be H ®p le‘ as ['(L/K) acts on H analytically (cf. (6.4)).
So we are reduced to showing that

(6.5) Hou=001=-=0=0 _ HO(Lio(D(L/K)), H ®p R%)F(L/K).
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Recall I'(L/K) = (Zyyy & -+ @ Zyyqg © Z,y7) ¥ I'(Key/K) and let v be a topological generator of
Gal(K.y./K((p)). Let V,; (resp. V., resp. V,) be the operator in Lie(I'(L/K)) corresponding to
log; (resp. logr, resp. logy). Then we have

Lie(T(L/K)) = &L,Q,V; & Q,V. & Q,V,
such that V;’s and V, commute with each other and [V, V,] =V, for x € {1,...,d, 7}. Note that
Ne Lk c le‘ by (6.1). It is easy to see that

V.(\) = —7E'(7)({, — 1)A\* and V,()\) = A.

We claim that
Hon=00==0a=0 ¢ H(Lie(I'(L/K)), H ®p RE)""/5).

Indeed, by (6.4), the claim is an immediate consequence of that for any =z € H,

MG — Dénle) = lm T——L)

m—+oo  p™M

and

—A¢ —1)0;(z) = lim

m—+oo P

Moreover, the above argument shows that for x € H, we have
Vi(z) = =A((, — 1)b,,
Vi(z) = —mA(Gp — 1)¢n;
V,(z) = 0.
It remains to prove that
(H @x Rlza)Vl:---:Vd:O,VT:Vﬂ,:O)F(L/K) C [ Pr=001=-=04=0_
or this, we have to apply some results in whose proofs certainly do not rely on this proposition).
For thi h 1 Its in §7 (wh f; inly d | hi iti
Let Vgen be the operator in the proof of Theorem 7.11. Then we have
((H Dn R%)vlz...zvd:O,VT:VW:O)F(L/K) C ((H Qr R%)Vlz---:vd:O,Vsen:O)F(L/K).
The right hand side is equal to
((H Qr Rlza)m:...:@d:O,m{:O)Gal(L/K) — (((H Qg R%)el:"'=9d=07¢H=0>Ga1(L/Koo))Gal(L/KcyC)
— ((H QR RK )«91:---:Gd:0,¢>H:O)Gal(L/KcyC)
_ (Hglz...zgdzo,(bH:o QR RKw)Gal(L/KCyC)
where the second equality is due to R?’Gal(L/ Koo)=1 Ry, by Proposition 7.8 and the third equality
is due to that R — Rk, is faithfully flat.

Write (HO="=0a=0.01=0 g p R} )Gal(L/Keve) a5 U, (HO="=0a=00u=0 g RK(Wm))Gal(K(wm,Cpm)/K((pm)).
For each m, we see that

(O =00m00=0 o R
by Galois descent. Then
(HGl:"':Gd:0’¢H:O®RRK(nm))Gal(K(W’"’C”m)/K(C"m)) = H(’l:"':Gdzo’d’H:O@RRK(m)ﬂH91:"':Gdzo’d’H:O@RRK(Cpm)

which is exactly H%==04=091=0_ Hence we obtain that

((H QR lefli)Vl=---=Vd=0,Vsen=0>F(L/K) _ HGl:"':ed:07¢H=0.

7rWL7Cpm)

So we are done.

U

Remark 6.12. The idea of using the cohomology of Lie algebra to prove the above proposition is
due to Hui Gao.

Construction 6.13. Assume X is a smooth p-adic formal scheme over O with generic fiber X. For

any enhanced Higgs bundle (H, 0y, ¢5) € HICM™(X), define F(H, 0, o) € HIGq,. (X¢) as follows:
(1) The underlying Higgs bundle on X¢ ¢ is (H o, Oxpy —(p — 1)A0x).
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(2) For any local section x of H and for any g € Gk, we have

(6.6) g(x) = (1+ 7B (7)(G, — DAc(g) =0 (x).

Proposition 6.14. The functor F : HIG™(X) — HICq,. (X¢) is a well-defined fully faithful functor,
which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities.

Proof. We first show that F is well-defined. More precisely, we have to check that (6.6) induces a
Gk-action on H ®p, Ox, and the Higgs field —({, — 1)\0y is G g-equivariant.
For any g1, go € G and any local section z, we have

91(02(2)) =91 (1 + 7B (m)(G — DAc(ge)) F1 (2)
=(1+7E' (7 )(C X1 — 1)g1(N)e(ga))” ) (g1(x)) (as ¢y is defined over H)

(

(

TE(m) (G- DA

1+ E'(m) (G — )Ac(gl)) @ (gi(z)) (by (6.1))

TE(m)(G — DA , e
1+ B(m)(C, — DAelg ))(1 +7E (1)(( — D)Ac(g1))) B (x)

(
=(1+ 7B (m)(G, — D) (elg) + x(a1)e(g2))) P (2)
)

=(1+ x(g1)c(g2)

/\\_/

=((1+ x(g1)c(g2)

—(1+ 7B (7)(G, — 1)elgrgn) 7 ()

=(9192) (7).

So (6.6) is a well-defined G'k-action on F(H, 0y, ¢y).
It remains to check that —((, — 1)\0y is Gg-equivariant. For any g € G and any local section

x, if we write Oy (z) = Zle 0;(r) ® @, then we have

9(=(G = DA ()

— (G~ g o) @ T
d
—— ()G = D) Y g0i)) & FE
“1/ x(9) ’ / — A dlogT;
=~ ()G = D) Y1+ TE ()G — DA() T (00 &
’ 1 d , _ P legTi

=~ (G = DA+ 7B (m)(G — DAclg)) ™ D201+ 7B ()G — DAcle)) T (0i(0)) & =

d . ooT,
=~ (G DAY+ B )G — DAo)) T () T

and that
~ (G = DMulg(2))
== (G = DM((1 4+ B (7)(G, ~ DAelg) 7 (a)
d ) -
—— (= AL A1+ 7E )G~ DAcle)) 7 (@) & TE

Since [¢y, 0] = —E'(m)0y (and hence [¢y, 0;] = —E'(n)6; for all i), by (4.13), we see that

(14 7B (1)(G — DAe(g)) 715 (6:()) = 6:(1 + 7E'(7)(G — DAe(g)) 709 (),

which shows that —((, —1)\0y is compatible with G g-action. So we conclude that F is well-defined.
By its construction, we see that F preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities.

(by (6.1))
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It remains show that F is fully faithful. It suffices to show that there is an isomorphism
HO<X7 HIG(Hu 97‘[7 (b?'l)) = HO<XC7 HIG(F<H7 97‘[7 ¢H)))GK7

where HIG(F(H, 0y, ¢%)) = HIG(H ®0, Ox., —((, — 1)\0y) denotes the Higgs complex induced by
F<H7 97{7 (bH)

Let {X; — X}ics be a covering of X by small affines X; = Spf(R;") and for any i,j € I, let
Xij = Xixx X; = Spf(R;;). Let X; be the generic fibers of X; and X, ¢ be its base-change to C.
Similarly define X;; and X;; . By noting that

HO(X, HIG(H, 0y, ) = Ker(] [ HO(Xi, HIG(H, 03, é30) x,) — [ [ HO(Xe, HIG(H, 03, d10)) x,,)
iel ijel
and that
HY(Xe, HIG(F (M, 030, ¢2))) "
:Ker(H H° (Xi,Cv HIG(F(H, 04, ¢H))|Xi,c>GK) - H HO<Xij,Cv HIG(F(H, b3, ¢7—[))|Xz’j,c)GK7
iel ijel
we are reduced to showing that for x« = ¢ or 77,
H (X, HIG(H, O3, éa0) x.) = H(Xo 0, HIG(F (K, O3, dn0)) . o) 7"
Then Proposition 6.11 applies (as each X, is small affine). We are done. O

Corollary 6.15. Assume X = Spf(R+) 1s small affine. Then the equivalence
Vect((R7)p, OA[Z_)]) ~ HIG}"(R)
constructed in Theorem 4.3 is independent of the framing on X.

Proof. Let p; and ps be equivalences from Vect((R™) A,@M%D to HIG™(R) corresponding to the
framings O; and Oy on R in the sense of Theorem 4.3. Note that in this case, Theorem 6.4 holds
true and in particular, the diagram (6.3) commutes. So we see that
Fo p1 = Fo P2,
which coincides with the composition
7Y 1 es erft 7~ ]- ~ A~ ~
VeCt((RJr)Aa OA[_]) R_> VeCt((R+)Z f7 OA[_]) — VeCt(Xproéta OX) — HIGG’K(XC)a
p p
where X = Spa(R, R") denotes the generic fiber of X. We denote this composition by T. Tt is clearly
independent of the choice of framings on R*.

By Proposition 6.11, both F and T are fully faithful. Therefore, for any M € Vect((R"),, 5A[%]),
we have
Hom (M, M) = Hom(T(M), T(M)) = Hom(F(p; (M)), F(p,(M))) = Hom(p; (M), p5(M)).
So the identity idy provides a canonical isomorphism between p; (M) and po(M). We win. O

6.2. Proof of Theorem 6.4. Now, we are going to prove Theorem 6.4 by noting that both
Vect((%)A,@A[%]) and HIG™(X) are indeed étale stacks.
We fix a covering {X; — X}ies of X by small affine X; = Spf(R]") and let X;; = X; xxX; = Spf(R}))
for all 4,7 € I. For any M € Vect((%i)ﬁ,éﬁ[%]), denote by M its restriction to (X;), for any i € 1.
i‘(}:ij)A — Mj‘(xij)A
Now applying Theorem 4.3, each M; induces an enhanced Higgs bundle (H;, 03, , ¢y, ) in HIGM(X;).
By Corollary 6.15, the isomorphisms ¢;;’s induce isomorphisms

Pz] : (HiaeHiagb'Hi)\XU i (HjaeHja¢Hj)\Xij

satisfying the cocycle condition. Therefore, we get an enhanced Higgs bundle (H, 6, ¢4) € HIG™ (X)
whose restriction to X; coincides with (H;, 0%;,, ¢%,). This induces a functor

Then we get canonical isomorphisms ¢;; : M satisfying the cocycle condition.

p: Vect((%)A,@A[%]) — HIGM(X).
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Conversely, we can similarly assign each enhanced Higgs bundle (H, 04, ¢%) € HIGM(X) to a
rational Hodge-Tate crystal Ml € Vect((X)p,Op[;]) and hence get a functor

1
p
1
~]).
D
By Theorem 4.3, we see from the construction above that p and p~! are the quasi-inverse of each

other.
Finally, let T : Vect((X)p, Opl2]) — HIGg, (Xc) be the composition

1
p

p~ ! HIGM(X) — Vect((X)p, Opl

—~ 1 es erf 7/ 1 ~ A ~
Vect( ()5, Opl]) 5 Vect(X)3" Oyl ) S Vet (X, Ox) = HIG, (Xc).
Since F o p = T after restricting to X;’s and X;;’s, we have F(p(M;)) = T(M;) and F(p(s;;)) = T(;)
for all 4,5 € I. Hence the diagram (6.3) commutes as desired.

Remark 6.16. If we start with a smooth p-adic formal scheme X over O¢, under some deformation
condition on X, Theorem 6.4 also holds true for “small Hodge-Tate crystals” and “small Higgs
bundles”, by using the overconvergent period sheaf OC' constructed in [Wang21] to replace OC.
Here, “small Hodge-Tate” crystals should be understood as rational Hodge—Tate crystals admitting
6A-lattices which are “close” to 6% for some [ > 0. Similar remark apply to “small Higgs bundles”.

A similar but much more stronger result is also obtained by Tsuji and we appreciate him for telling
us this.
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7. THE SEN OPERATOR

Let X = Spf(R™) be a small smooth p-adic formal scheme over Q. Given a rational Hodge—
Tate crystal M € Vect((R+)A,@A[%]), there is an associated enhanced Higgs bundle (H, 0y, ¢5) by
Proposition 4.23. The goal of this section is to prove that the linear operator ¢y is essentially the
classical Sen operator in the cyclotomic case (after extending scalar). This result has been used in
§6 to prove a global version of Proposition 4.23 in the p-inverted case and construct a global inverse
Simpson functor at the same time.

When Rt = Ok, the coincidence of the operators is our [MW21b, Conjecture 1.4], which is proved
later in [Gao22]. The basic idea to show this compatibility here is due to Hui Gao and was used in
his previous work [Gao22] using the theory of locally analytic vectors in [BC16]. Hui Gao explained
to us that his strategy also works in the relative case. The results in §7.2 are due to Gao, and we
thank him for allowing us to include them here. For the basics of the theory of locally analytic
vectors, we refer to [BC16, Section 2] and [Gao22, Section 2].

7.1. Sen theory in the cyclotomic case. Recall that in [Sen80], Sen established equivalences of
the following categories

RePGal(koye/ i) (Keye) = RePaar(iye /) (Keye) (=2 Repe, (C))
which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities. Using this, he constructed a faithful functor
from Repg, (C') to Mod,(C'), the category of pairs (V, ¢y) consisting of a finite dimensional C-space
V' and an endomorphism ¢y € End¢ (V) such that for any V' € Repg, (C) with the corresponding
pair (W, ¢y ), there exists a G g-equivariant isomorphism

RI(Gy,V) @k C ~ [W 2% W,

We briefly review the construction of Sen. For any V' € Repg, (C), one can regard it as a

~

representation in Repga k.. /K)(Kcyc) and denote by Vj the corresponding K. .-representation of
Gal(K.y./K). Then ¢y is the unique endomorphism of V4 such that for any v € 1}, there exists an
open subgroup H,, of Gal(K.y./K) such that for any v € H,,

(7.1) Y(vo) = exp(@vlogx(v))(vo).

Note that Gal(K./K) is a p-adic Lie group. It is easy to see that V; = V2 the subspace of
V' consisting of locally analytic vectors with respect to the action of Gal(Kcy./K). Then ¢y is the
generator of the Lie algebra of Gal(Ky./K). See [BC16] for more discussions.

The result of Sen can be generalised to the geometric case. Assume X = Spa(R, R*") is smooth
free

over K and admits a toric chart. In [Shil8], Shimizu showed that for any V' € Repéay(x,,./r)(Rz.,.)

with associated Vp € lim Repfé‘?j( Keye/K) (BK(¢,n)) (cf. Theorem 2.8 and Remark 2.2), there exists a
unique endomorphism ¢y of V4 such that (7.1) is still true for any vy € Vj and some open subgroup
H,, C Gal(K../K). His result was generalised to any smooth quasi-compact rigid analytic spaces
X over K by Petrov in [Pet20]. Let us fix some notations.

Notation 7.1. For any smooth quasi-compact rigid analytic space X over K, let X be the ringed
space (X, X = Ox ®k Ky). Note that there exists an obvious way to assign each vector bundle
on X (with a continuous Gal(Ky./K)-action) to a vector bundle on Xz (with a continuous

Gal( K.y /K)-action.). Let Vectqaik.,./k)(X) denote the category of vector bundles on X with
continuous Gal(K.y./K)-actions.

Proposition 7.2 ([Pet20, Prop. 3.2]). There exists an equivalence of categories
VeCtGal(KcyC/K) (X) ~ VeCtGal(KCyc/K) <Xf(cyc)

which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities. Here Vectgal(KCyC/K)(Xf(cyc) denotes the cat-
egory of vector bundles on X with continuous Gal(Keye/K)-actions. Moreover, for any € €

VectGal(Koye k) (X)), there exists ya unique endomorphism ¢g of € such that for any affinoid U =
Spa(R, Rt) C X and for any section x € E(U), there exists an open subgroup H, C Gal(K.y./K)
such that for any v € H,,

(7.2) v(x) = exp(¢elogx (7)) ().
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Now let’s assume X = Spa(R, R") admits a toric chart over Spa(K, O). Following Sen’s strategy,
Shimizu uses finite vectors (i.e. vectors whose Gal(Ky./K)-orbit is a finite set) to construct the
decompletion of representations in Repfé‘;?( Keye/ K)(Rf(cyc)' We are now going to show finite vectors
coincide with locally analytic vectors in this case.

Theorem 7.3. For any finite free Ry -representation W of Gal(Keye/K), we have Win = W'a

where Wi denotes the subset of W consisting of elements whose Gal(Kcy./K)-orbit is finite while
W' denotes the subset consisting of locally analytic vectors in the sense of [BC16].

Proof. The proof is similar to that of [BC16, Thm. 3.2]. We first deal with the trivial case, i.e.
W = Ky It is easy to see Rk, C Rll% . For the other direction, let R, : Rl?cyc — RK(Cpn) be the
normalised Tate trace such that for any = € R Reye: lim,, 1 R,(z) = x. Suppose = € R?(al(Kcyc/ K-l
is Gal(Kcyc/K((pm))-analytic for some m. Then for any & > 1, we have that R,,x(z) is also
Gal( Ky /K ((ym))-analytic and fixed by Gal(Kcye/K((ym+r)). Therefore R, () is also fixed by
Gal(Keye/ K (Cpm)). This shows z = limy,, oo Rppir () s in Rie(cm)-

Now we come to the general case. By the description of the Galois action in Proposition 7.2, it

is easy to see that Win C W', For the converse direction, let’s choose a basis {e;, - ,eq} of Wi,
Then W' = @LR?{ ce; = ®L | Rk, - e, = W™ by [BC16, Prop. 2.3]. O

Under the equivalence Repféﬁ( Keye/ ) (RRy.) = Repféﬁ( Keyerno/K) (B .. ): We interpret the decom-
pletion result in [Shil8], [Pet20] in terms of locally analytic vectors.

Theorem 7.4. Let W € Rep%ef‘(3 (Gal(Keye,oo/K)). Define

cyc,00
Do (W) i= (W E e /o)yl

where by v-la, we simply mean the Gal(Kcy./K)-locally analytic vectors. Then Dgen .,.(W) is a
finite free R, .-module such that Dsen k...(W) DRy Rl?cyc,oo = W. Moreover there is a linear
operator

v'y : l)Sen,KcyC (W) — DSen,KcyC<W)

which is called the Sen operator and can be defined as lolgo(g;é’;)) for g € Gal(Kcyeoo/ Koo) = Gal(Keye i)
which 1s close enough to 1.

7.2. Sen theory in the Kummer case. Following the strategy of [Gao22], we now give a Sen
theory with respect to the Kummer tower, which turns out to be closely related to the prismatic
theory.

Notation 7.5. (1) Let K,,, := K(ﬂﬁ,cpm) and G, := Gal(Keyeoo/Kp) for any m > 0. In
particular, put G = Gal(K ye 00/ K)
(2) Given any Q,-Banach representation W of G, let

WT—la,'ypmzl — WGal(Kcyc,oo/Kcyc)‘la N WGal(Kcyc,w/Koo(Cpm))zl
for any m > 0, where 7 € Gal(Kcyc 00/ Keye) is described as in Convention 1.19.

Construction 7.6 ([BC16, §4.4]).
(1) Since ¢ : G — Z, represents a cocycle in H' (G, C(1)) = {0}, there exists a € C such that
c(g9) = g(a)x(g) — o This shows g(a) = 25 + ;((Z)) and in particular a € I?g,j;
(2) Similarly as in the beginning of [BC16, §4.2], for any n > 0, let o, € Kcyeo such that
|l — a,|| < p~". Then there exists some r(n) > 0 such that if m > r(n), then |ja — o, [|g =

o

oo — || <p™and o — a, € I?g,’g;g We may suppose {7(n)},>0 is an increasing sequence.

Definition 7.7 ([BC16, §4.4], [Gao22, Def. 3.2.6]). Let (H, || -||) be a Q,-Banach algebra such that
|| - || is sub-multiplicative and let W C H is a Q,-subalgebra. For any n > 0, let W{{T'}}, denote
the vector space consisting of Ekzo a,T* with a, € W and p"*a;, — 0 when k — +o00.
Proposition 7.8. (1) Rf?‘la = Un Rk, {{ — an} }n

cyc,00
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G-1a,V,=0
(2) =~ 7 =R QK Kcyc,oo = RKcyc,oo'

cyc,00

cyc,00

Proof. (1) The proof is essentially the same as [BC16, Prop. 4.12]. We now recall the proof therein.
Suppose z € (Rz )G”‘an. For i > 0, we let

k LVEY () (k+1i
n=30Ha - T (1)

k>0

where V., = log(T ) for k> 0. Then by similar arguments in the proof of [BC16, Thm. 4.2], there
exists m > n such that y; € R?{m M for all ¢ and o = Y, yila — @)’ In n (Rg )E&m-an - By
cyc,00 — cyc,00

Construction 7.6, we see that V(o — a,,) = 1. From this, we deduce that V,(y;) = 0 and hence

that 77" (y;) = y;. So y; € (RK/(C\OO))G‘?‘I(KW(CP )/Km)-an — R We are done.

(2) We obtain from Construction 7.6 that V,(a — «a,,) = —1. Therefore, for any n > 0, we have
(R, {{a = an}})V"=" = Rk, . Then Item (2) follows from Item (1) immediately.

(3) This follows from Item (2) by taking 7" -invariants. O

We are now ready to study the Sen theory in the Kummer case.

Theorem 7.9. Let W € Repfree (@) of rank d and let

Dsen i, (W) := WTHa=L

Then Dsen k.. (W) is a finite projective Rk, -module of rank d. Moreover, there are identifications

DSGH,KOO <W) ®RK00 RIG/;_la = Wé_la = DSeI’l,KcyC (W) ®RKcyC Rq_la

cyc,o0 Kcyc,oo

Proof. By [GMW22, Lem. 8.5], we see that W is a finite free (R, m)é‘la—module with

Wé—la ®qua R~

Kcyc,oo

=W

Kcyc,o00

Furthermore, by [GMW22, Prop. 8.9], we see that WG1a.V2=0 is o finite free Ry, .-module with

Wéav,=0 o RGIa o~ ppGla

Kcyc,00 Kcyc,oo

Note that WaY+=0 admits a Galf Keye oo/ Koo)-action.  As Gal(Kcye oo/ Kos) is topologically
finitely generated, we can find a finite free Rg,,-module W,, of rank d with a Gal(K,,/K (m%m))-

action for some m > 0, such that W,, ®pg, R, . = ~ P Ga V=0 ig 4 Gal(K, eye,00/ Koo )-equivariant
isomorphism. Now by Galois descent, we get a finite projective R -module W= such that

W%Zl KRR . Rk, = W,.

1
K(mp™

K(xP™)
We claim that the finite projective Ry_-module W)= ®r | Rk is exactly Dgen . (W). To
K(xP™) X
see this, we first show that W™ = Wp='®r _ R%™ . Note that W'»¥2=0 is contained in
K(w_m) Cyc oo

W72 Then by [BC16, Prop. 2.3], we have
WT—la — WGA—la,V—YZO Qr Rt:la — W’yzl QR R™ la

Kcyc,00 Kcyc,oo m K( p%) Kcyc e’}
™

Now, the claim follows from Proposition 7.8 (3) after taking -invariants. We win.
U

Similar to the cyclotomic case, there is also a linear operator in the Kummer case. Before we
move on, we recall some constructions in [Gao22].

Construction 7.10. (1) For any G—locally analytic representation W, there are two Lie algebra
differential operators

(a) V, = lolgoa for g € Gal(K ye,00/Koo) close enough to 1. (See also Theorem 7.4.)
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(b) V, := bg ) for n > 0. (See also the proof of Proposition 7.8 (1).)

(2) Let A := Hn>0 © (Eg( )”)) € BY..® Then we can define t := p;\ which turns out to be in Ajy.
(3) Define Ny : RG la RG la by setting Ny := p@(t V.. Recall we always have Ko, N Ky =

K (cf. Convention 1.19). By [Gao22, Lem. 3.2.1], 6(t) € Kgclaoo is non-zero and hence the
operator Ny is well-defined.

Let W € Repﬁree (G). Then Dge, k.. (W) consists of locally analytic vectors of W and we have

Kcyc,00

the following operator )
NV DSen Koo (W) — WG_la.
Theorem 7.11. Let W € Repfree(é). Then there is an Ry, -linear operator
1
O(uN)

where X is the u-derivative of \. After extending Rf(cycoo-lmearly, the operator

NV : DSen,Koo(W> — DSen,Koo<W)

G(A’Nv W —->Ww

s exactly the Sen operator in Theorem 7.4.
Proof. Note that for any g € Gal(Keye oo/ Koo), 9(t) = x(g)t and grg™t = 7X9). We see that Ny

commutes with the action of Gal(Kcyc oo/ Koo). S0 Ny @ Dgen koo (W) = Dgen k. (W) is well-defined.
By [Gao22, Cor. 3.2.4] and Proposition 7.8, we see that the operator Vg, := va + V, acts

RG la" _linearly on WG&a, Since V., kills Dgen k.. (W), the operator Vg, is equal to e /\,)
Cycoo

Wela — = Dsenkoe W) @Ry, Rf;(‘la . Similarly, as Ny kills Dgey, k., (W), the operator Ve, is equal
to V., on Wéla = Dsen,Keye (W) @Ry, R%la . So we are done. O

cyc,00

——Ny on

Now we come back to the prismatic theory and show how it is related to the Sen operator.
Let X = Spf(R") be a small smooth p-adic formal scheme over Ok with the adic generic fiber
X = Spa(R,R"). We will apply the above results to Rf(cycoo—representations of G coming from

enhanced Higgs modules in HIG™!(R) in the sense of Construction 6.8 and Remark 6.10.

Theorem 7.12 (Hui Gao). Let F : HIG™(R) — HIGq (R, ) be the functor defined in Construc-
tion 6.8 (together with Remark 6.10). For any (H,0y,¢y) € HIGM(R), let W := F(H, 0y, ¢5) be
the underlying Rl?cyc _-representations of G. Assume furthermore that H is finite free over R. Then

(1) DSenKoo<W> H@R RKoo'

The operator + —21 s ezactly the operator ——Ny on Dgen i after extending linearly
B () 0(u ,\) oo
to Rk . Moreover, E,Q(SH is the Sen operator of W.

Proof. (1) By the Galois action described in Lemma 6.9, we see that H C Dgen . (W). By [BC16,
Prop. 2.3], we see that W& = H ®p RZ la Since W= = H ®p Rz ' we get that

CYC [e's} cyc oo

Dsen (W) = (H @R RE® )N(H@p R )= H®p (RE™"") = H®p Ric..,

cyc oo Cyc oo

where the last equality follows from Proposition 7.8 (3).
(2) By Lemma 6.9, we see that V. acts on Dge, i (W) via

n

tim T = (1 B () (G~ D) - 1)

1m = im — m m — =

n—-+o0 pr n—+oo p" P P

k-1 K, (k—1)n
_ 1 el (—=7(¢G — DA)p
—nggloo;ill(%ﬂE (7)) o
= —7(¢, — 1)A\¢p.
8Note that A is denoted by A in [Gao22, Def. 2.2.2]. To distinguish it from the A := 9( ] ) defined in this paper,

we denote it by A
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Therefore, we deduce that

#Nv — % = WE/(”)(Q% - 1))\(_ ou )
O(uN) pO(uN't) pO(uN't) E'(m)
To conclude Item (2), we are reduced to showing that
7TE’(7T)(§§ — 1A 1
po(uN't) ’
which follows exactly from the calculations in the proof of [Gao22, Thm. 4.3.3 (2)]. u

Remark 7.13. As we have mentioned in the beginning of this section, when R = K, Theorem 7.12
is conjectured in [MW21b] and proved by Hui Gao in [Gao22]. The method to prove Theorem 7.12

is a generalisation of Gao’s work [Gao22].
When R = W(k)[%] i.e. in the unramified case, Bhatt and Lurie has proved a similar result in

[BL22a]. More precisely, by using the prism (W (k)[[p]], (p)) (corresponding to the cyclotomic case),
which is the [F X-invariants of the g-de Rham prism, instead of the Breuil-Kisin prism (W (k)[[u]], (u—
p)) (corresponding to the Kummer case), they proved that the linear operator associated with a
Hodge-Tate crystal is exactly the classical Sen operator in the cyclotomic case. Unlike the g¢-de
Rham prism, its F-invariants behaves quite similarly to the Breuil-Kisin prism. It will be very
interesting to figure out whether such a prism exists in the ramified and geometric case.

7.3. Arithmetic Higgs bundles. In this subsection, let’s assume X is a smooth quasi-compact
p-adic formal scheme over Ok with adic generic fiber X. Let X be the ringed space introduced in
Notation 7.1.

Definition 7.14. By an arithmetic Higgs bundle of rank [ on X, we mean a triple (&, 0g, ¢¢)
satisfying
(1) (&,0¢) is a Higgs bundle bundle on X (see Notation 7.1); in other words, £ is a vector bundle
on X and Og : &€ — € R, Qﬁf/K(—l) is a Higgs field on £ (i.e. f¢ is Ox-linear such that
Os N\ O = 0);
(2) ¢e is an Oy-linear endormophism of & satisfying [pe, O] = —6g; that is, the following diagram

0

or: [ pe—idg l pe—didg l

0
£ £ E®o, Q;/K(—l) — ... > EQoy le(/K(—d)

is commutative. We denote its total complex by HIG(E, O¢, ¢¢).
Let HIG™™ (X, Ox) be the category of arithmetic Higgs bundles on X.
Similarly, we have the following definition.

Definition 7.15. Let L/K be any Galois extension of K in K containing K... By an arithmetic
Higgs bundle of rank [ on X7, we mean a triple (H, 0y, ¢5) satisfying

1) (H,0%) is a Higgs bundle on X+;
L
(2) ¢ is an Ox_-linear endormophism of H satisfying [¢4, 0] = —0y; that is, the following
diagram

%
oy [ 3y —idy l ¢ —didy l
%

is commutative. We denote its total complex by HIG(H, 03, ¢3,).
Let HIG™™ (X ;) be the category of arithmetic Higgs bundles on X;.

The following result follows from Proposition 7.2 directly.
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Corollary 7.16. Assume X is a quasi-compact smooth rigid analytic space over K.

(1) There exists an equivalence of categories
HIGGal(KCyC/K) (X, OX) = HIGGal(Kcyc/K) (Xl?cyc)v

which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities. Here, H1Gga(k.,./x) (X, Qo) denotes
the category of Higgs bundles on X equipped with continuous Gal(K.y./K)-actions with are
compatible with Higgs fields.

(2) For any extension L of K containing K.y., there is a faithful functor

HIG Gai(i.ye /) (X, Ox) — HIG*™ (X, Oy).
(3) There is faithful functors
HIG™™ (X, Ox) — HIG™™(X73).
Proof. (1) This follows from Proposition 7.2 directly. .
(2) For any (H, 0y) € HIGga(k.,./x) (X, Ox), let (€, 0¢, ¢g) € HIG™ (X, Ox) such that (€, 0g) =
(H, 03) and that ¢¢ is the unique operator determined by (7.2). Then the functor sending (H, 63,) to

(€,0¢, d¢) is well-defined. We claim it is faithful. For this purpose, we may assume X = Spa(R, R")
is affinoid and are reduced to showing that

(EGE:0>G31(KCYC/K) C EGE:07¢E:0’

where (E, g, ¢r) denotes the global section of (€, 8¢, ¢g) on X, which also inherits a Gal(Key./K)-
action from (H, 0y). However, for any x € (E?#=0)Gal(Keye/K) by (7.2), we have

V() —a

P = Togx ()

=0,

which is exactly what we want.

(3) We do have the desired functors by considering corresponding scalar extensions. To see the
faithfulness, we may assume X = Spa(R, R") admits a toric chart such that (H, 0y, ¢y), the global
section of (H, 0, dy) € HIG™™(X,Oy) on X, has H finite free over R ®g Keye. So we need to
show that

HO#=001=0  (H ®p RE)GH:0’¢H:0.
This follows from the faithful flatness of R — R;. U

Now, we give a relative version of classical Sen theory.

Corollary 7.17. There exists a faithful functor
D : Vect (Xproet, Ox ) — HIGH ™ (X()
from the category of generalised representations on Xpee to the category of arithmetic Higgs bundles

on X¢, which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities.

Proof. Just combine Theorem 6.4 (for replacing C' and Gk by I?Cyc and Gal(K.y./K)) with Corollary
7.16. ]

Remark 7.18. When X = Spa(K, Ok), we see that Vect( X proct, Ox) = Repg,. (C) is the category of
C-representations of G'x and that HIG**(X ) = Mod,(C) is the category of pairs (V, ¢y) consisting
of finite dimensional C-spaces together with endomorphisms ¢y of V. Then the functor in Corollary
7.17 coincides with the classical functor

D : Repg,. (C) — Mod,(C)
introduced in [Sen80]. Note that even in this case, the above functor is not fully faithful.

Recall that for any V' € Repg, (C), the underlying C-space of D(V') is V' and the induced Sen
operator ¢y is indeed defined over K (cf. [Sen80, Thm. 5]) by using matrix theory and hence D
upgrades to a functor from Repg, (C) to Mod, (K), the category of pairs (V, ¢y ) consisting of finite
dimensional K-spaces together with endomorphisms ¢y of V. So the following question appears
naturally.
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Question 7.19. For a generalised representation £ € Vect(Xproct, O x) with the induced arithmetic
Higgs bundle D(L) over X, is D(£) always defined over X itself?

On the other hand, not any pairs (V,¢y) in Mod.(C) with ¢y defined over K comes from a
C-representation V' of G (cf. [Sen80, Thm. 7]). So one may also ask

Question 7.20. Is any arithmetic Higgs bundle (H, 0y, ¢3) over X of the form D(L) for some
generalised representation £ € Vect(Xproet, Ox)?

Remark 7.21. When X = Spf(Of), Question 7.20 was solved by Fontaine [Fon04] after classifying
all C-representations of Gk, using the representation theory of certain algebraic group over K. His
method looks difficult to generalised to the relative case. For example, even for small affine X, we
do not have a classification of generalised representations on Xp.s. We even do not know whether
the Hodge—Tate weights of a generalised representation at each classical point is constant, unless the
generalised representations comes from Q,-local systems (cf. [Shilg]).

We are going to give partial answers of the above two questions in sequels.

Construction 7.22. For any enhanced Higgs bundle (H, 0y, ¢5) € HIG™!(X), define
(1) the Kummer case: Foo(H, Oy, dn) = (H R0, Oxp, — (¢ — 1) A0y, —%) € HIG™™(X¢), and
(2) the cyclotomic case: Feye(H, O3, ¢3) € HIG™™ (X () as the image under the composition of

HIGY (X)) 255 Vect(Xprost, Ox ) — HIG™ (X (),
where Fg is the inverse Simpson functor and D is defined in Corollary 7.17.
Then we get two functors
Foo, Feye : HIGM (X)) — HIG™™(X().
Let F be as in Construction 6.13. Then we see that Fy. coincides with the composition

Corollary 7.16
_—

HIG™(X) % HIGe, (Xc) HIG™™ (Xc).

Theorem 7.23. There is an equivalence of functors Foo ~ Fyc.

Proof. Fix an (H, 0y, ¢3) € HIG™(X). By Construction 6.13, we see that the underlying Higgs
bundles of Foo (H, 03, o) € HIG?(X) and Fy(H, 0y, ¢») € HIGM(X) are same. So we are reduced
to comparing the corresponding Sen operators. In other words, we have to show the Sen operator of
the underlying G-vector bundle of F(H, 0y, ¢5) € HIG™(X) is exactly — E‘%’E’;) By the uniqueness
criterion of Sen operator in Proposition 7.2, we may assume X = Spf(R™) is small affine such that
(H, 03, ¢ ) is induced by an enhanced Higgs module (H, 0y, ¢y) over R with H finite free. Then
the result follows from Theorem 7.12. U

Corollary 7.24. Let X be a quasi-compact formal scheme over Ok with rigid generic fiber X.

(1) Let L be a generalised representation with the corresponding arithmetic Higgs bundle D(L) €
HIG™™ (X ). If L belongs to the essential image of the functor

A 1 es erf 7A 1 ~ A
Vet (%), Op[]) = Vect ()F, Op[7) = Veet(Xpmon, Ox),
then D(L) is defined over X.
(2) Let (€,0¢, ¢¢) be an arithmetic Higgs bundle over Xc¢. If it is enhanced in the sense that it lies

in the essential image of F, then there is a generalised representation £ € Vect(Xproet, @X)

such that D(L) = (€, 0¢, ¢g).

Proof. (1) Assume L is associated to Res(M) for some M € Vect((%)A,@A[%]) via the equivalence
in Theorem 5.1. By Theorem 7.23, we see that D(L) = Fyc(p(M)) is defined over X, where p is the
equivalence defined in Theorem 6.4.

(2) Assume (€, 0¢, ) = Foo(H, 03, ¢3) for some enhance Higgs bundle (H, 64, ¢5) € HIG(X).

Let M € Vect((%)ﬁ,éﬁ[%]) such that p(M) = (H, 04, ¢#). Let L be the generalised representation
on Xy corresponding to Res(M) via the equivalence in Theorem 5.1. Then by Theorem 7.23, we
see that (€, 0g, pg) = D(L) as desired. O
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Note that Corollary 7.24 answers Question 7.19 and Question 7.20 partially.

Remark 7.25. Let X be a quasi-compact formal scheme over O with rigid generic fiber X as
before.
Let £ be a generalised representation on X, Note that for any classical point z € X, £, is a

—

k(x)-representation of Gal(k(z)/k(x)), where k(x) denotes the residue field of x. Let ¢, be the Sen
operator of L.

Assume £ is induced from some rational Hodge-Tate crystal M € Vect((X) A,@N%D. Then by
Theorem 7.23, we see from Definition 6.2 (2) that ¢, is topologically nilpotent in the sense that

n—1
lim E'(r)" — i) =0,
lim E'(m) i]l«bv i) =0

—

Therefore, £, is a nearly Hodge-Tate representation of Gal(k(x)/k(x)) over k(z) in the sense of
[Gao22].

However, assume that for any classical point z € X, £, is nearly Hodge-Tate (or even Hodge—
Tate). We do not know whether £ is induced from a rational Hodge-Tate crystal on (X),.
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