
ar
X

iv
:2

20
1.

08
03

0v
3 

 [
m

at
h.

A
G

] 
 3

 A
pr

 2
02

3

p-ADIC SIMPSON CORRESPONDENCE VIA PRISMATIC CRYSTALS

YU MIN AND YUPENG WANG

Abstract. Let X be a smooth p-adic formal scheme over OK with adic generic fiber X . We obtain
a global equivalence between the category Vect((X)∆,O∆[

1
p
]) of rational Hodge–Tate crystals on the

absolute prismatic site (X)∆ and the category HIGnil
∗
(X) of enhanced Higgs bundles on X . Along

the way, we construct an inverse Simpson functor from HIGnil
∗
(X) to the category Vect(Xproét, ÔX)

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 Zp-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. [Wu21], [BS21],
[MW21a]). When X is smooth over OK , the ring of integers of a p-adic field K, there exists a
nice equivalence between the category of crystalline Zp-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 ÔK

, then the theory of prismatic crystals provides a q-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 Fp (cf.
[Og22]). In the arithmetic setting, Hodge–Tate crystals on the absolute prismatic site of OK can be

understood as certain semi-linear K̂-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)∆,O∆[

1
p
])

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 Xproét, 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

κ and C = K̂ 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)∆,O∆[

1
p
]) (resp. Vect((X)perf

∆
,O∆[

1
p
])) 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(Xproét, ÔX) denote the category of generalised representations

(i.e. locally finite free ÔX -modules) on Xproét (cf. Example 1.23) and HIGnil
∗ (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 HIGGK

(XC) denote the category of GK-Higgs bundles
on XC ; that is, Higgs bundles on XC together with compatible GK-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 OK with rigid
analytic generic fiber X. Then there exists an equivalence of categories

ρ : Vect((X)∆,O∆[
1

p
]) ≃ HIGnil

∗ (X),

which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities. Moreover, this equivalence fits into the following
commutative diagram of fully faithful functors:

(1.1) Vect((X)∆,O∆[
1
p
])

ρ

≃
//

Res
��

HIGnil
∗ (X)

F

��

FS

vv❧❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧

Vect((X)perf
∆

,O∆[
1
p
])

≃
// Vect(Xproét, ÔX)

≃
// HIGGK

(XC),

where Res is induced by inclusion of sites (X)perf
∆
⊂ (X)∆, 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

FS : HIGnil
∗ (X)→ Vect(Xproét, ÔX).

Remark 1.2. The relation between Hodge–Tate crystals and Higgs bundles is not new: indeed, if
one fix a transversal prism (A, I) 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, I))∆ 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, θH) over a smooth projective variety X may not induce a representation
of the fundamental group π1(X(C)) or a Gm-action on (H, θH). However, in the setting of Theorem
1.1, if a nilpotent Higgs bundle (H, θH) is enhanced, then it will induce a generalised representation
and a GK-action on its base-change to C, the field of p-adic complex numbers. We point out that
the naive base-change “(H, θH) ⊗K C” never carries the “induced GK-action” because Tate twists
appear in the definition of Higgs bundles and C does not contain p-adic analogue of 2πi.

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 FS 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 overOC . 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/ξ

2.

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 Qp-
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 ν : Xproét → XC,ét be

the natural projection of sites. For any generalised representation L ∈ Vect(Xproét, ÔX), if we put
ΘL := idL ⊗Θ, then the rule

L 7→ (H(L), θH(L)) := (ν∗(L ⊗ÔX
OC), ν∗(ΘL))

induces a rank-preserving equivalence from the category Vect(Xproét, ÔX) of generalised representa-
tions on Xproét to the category HIGGK

(XC) of GK-Higgs bundles on XC,ét, which preserves tensor
products and dualities. Moreover, the following assertions are true:

(1) For any i ≥ 1, the higher direct image Riν∗(L ⊗ÔX
OC) = 0.

(2) Let ΘH(L) := θH(L) ⊗ idOC + idH(L) ⊗Θ. Then there exists a natural isomorphism

(H⊗OXC
OC|XC

,ΘH(L))
∼=
−→ (L ⊗ÔX

OC,ΘL)|XC

of Higgs fields.
(3) Let (HIG(H(L), θH(L)) denote the Higgs complex induced by (H(L), θH(L)). Then there exists

a natural quasi-isomorphism

RΓ(XC,proét,L) ∼= RΓ(XC,ét, (HIG(H(L), θH(L)))

which is compatible with GK-actions. As a consequence, we get a quasi-isomorphism

RΓ(Xproét,L) ∼= RΓ(GK ,RΓ(XC,ét, (HIG(H(L), θH(L)))).

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

is compatible with pull-back along f . In other words, for any L ∈ Vect(Xproét, ÔX) with
corresponding (H, θH) ∈ HIGGK

(XC), we have

(H(f ∗L), θH(f∗L)) ∼= (f ∗H, f ∗θH).

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 RΓ(XC,proét,L) is concentrated in degree [0, 2d] and
RΓ(Xproét,L) is concentrated in degree [0, 2d+ 1].

(2) If moreover X is proper, then RΓ(XC,proét,L) is a perfect complex of C-representations of
GK and RΓ(Xproét,L) 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 ζp∞. 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 [Tsu18, 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 L coming from Qp-local systems L (i.e. L = ÔX ⊗Qp L),
Theorem 1.5 was proved by Liu–Zhu as [LZ17, Thm. 2.1] by using decompletion theory for certain

overconvergent period rings “B̃†”. 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(κ), the base-change along W(κ)→ Ainf

induces a lifting X̃ of XC := X ×W(κ) OC . So for a small generalised representations L, the work of
Abbes–Gros–Tsuji [AGT16] produces also a Higgs bundle over XC with GK-action. Theorem 1.5
should be compatible with theirs. Note that when X has semi-stable reduction X over W(κ) merely,
then the base-change of X to Ainf is not a lifting of XC as log schemes. Indeed, we do not know
whether a lifting of XC to Ainf (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 GK-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 OK . The key observation is that both Xproét (or Xv) and (X)perf

∆
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

L : Vect((X)perf
∆

,O∆[
1

p
])→ Vect(Xproét, ÔX),

which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities, such that for any rational Hodge–Tate crystal
M on (X)perf

∆
, we have a quasi-isomorphism

RΓ((X)perf
∆

,M) ∼= RΓ(Xproét,L(M)),

which is functorial in M.

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

RepGK
(C) ≃ Vect((OK)

perf

∆
,O∆[

1

p
])

between the category of semi-linear C-representations of GK and the category of rational Hodge–
Tate crystals on (OK)

perf

∆
. 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)perf
∆
⊂ (X)∆ induces a natural functor

Res : Vect((X)∆,O∆[
1

p
])→ Vect((X)perf

∆
,O∆[

1

p
]) ≃ Vect(Xproét, ÔX).

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 (S(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(Xproét, ÔX) is equivalent to the category

RepΓ(K/K)(R̂C,∞) of semi-linear R̂C,∞-representations of Γ(K/K) ∼= (⊕d
i=1Zpγi)⋊ GK (cf. Notation

2.19).
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Theorem 1.11. Keep notations as above and fix a framing of X.

(1) [Theorem 4.3] The evaluation at (S(R+), (E)) induces an equivalence of categories

ρ : Vect((R+)∆,O∆)→ HIGnil
∗ (R+) (resp. ρ : Vect((R+)∆,O∆[

1

p
])→ HIGnil

∗ (R)),

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

RΓ((R+)∆,M) ∼= HIG(H, θH , φH),

which is functorial in M.
(2) [Theorem 6.5] For any (H, θH , φH) ∈ HIGnil

∗ (R) corresponding the rational Hodge–Tate crystal

M with induced R̂C,∞-representation Res(M) of Γ(K/K), we have Res(M) = H⊗RR̂C,∞ such
that for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d, any g ∈ GK and any x ∈ H,

γi(x) = exp(−(ζp − 1)λθi)(x) and g(x) = (1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g))
−

φH
E′(π) (x).

Remark 1.12. Note that any Hodge–Tate crystal M ∈ Vect((R+)∆,O∆) can be naturally viewed as
a Hodge–Tate crystal on the relative prismatic site (R+/(S, (E)))∆. 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, θH) of ρ(M).

Remark 1.13. When OK = W(κ), 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 WCartHT

X → 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 WCartHT

X [1
p
]→ X[1

p
]

admits a global splitting.

Inspired by Theorem 1.11 (2), one can assign to each enhanced Higgs bundle (H, θH, φH) over X
(which is necessary to be affine) a GK-Higgs bundle over XC by letting g ∈ GK act via the cocycle

(1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g))
−

φH
E′(π) 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 §1.2.41.

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
ρ 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 ◦ ρ is independent of the choice of charts. But this is obvious now as all functors
except ρ 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 GK , by considering the cyclotomic extension, Sen constructed
an endomorphism ΘV , 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 [Shi18] and Petrov [Pet20] to higher dimensional rigid spaces: for any quasi-compact
smooth rigid space X over K and any GK-equivariant vector bundle E over XC,ét, they constructed
an OX -vector bundle over the ringed space X = (X,OX = OX⊗KKcyc) together with a Sen operator
satisfying certain properties. This construction is compatible with that of Sen and is functorial in E
(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 L over Xproét a Higgs bundle with a Sen operator (H(L), θH(L), φH(L)) over X . We

1There is another way to show the full faithfulness here; See Proposition 2.27 in
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2201.08030v1.pdf for details.

https://arxiv.org/pdf/2201.08030v1.pdf
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also call φH(L) the Sen operator of L and denote it by φL. After base change to XC , this will give rise
to an arithmetic Higgs bundle over XC (cf. Definition 7.14,7.15). In other words, there is a functor

D : Vect(Xproét, ÔX)→ HIGarith(XC)

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 GK (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, θH, φH) is an enhanced Higgs bundle over X .
Then (H⊗OX

OXC
,−(ζp−1)λθH,−

φH

E′(π)
) is an arithmetic Higgs bundle over XC , where λ is a certain

unit in OC . We denote the induced functor by F∞ : HIGnil
∗ (X)→ HIGarith(XC).

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 Hodge–Tate crystal on (X)∆ where
X = Spf(R+) is small, with induced enhanced Higgs bundle (H, θH, φH) and generalised representa-
tion L. Then the Sen operator φL of L is exactly − φH

E′(π)
.

Remark 1.17. Theorem 1.16 was conjectured by the authors [MW21b, Conjecture 1.8] and was
proved by Hui Gao [Gao22] by using ideas from [BC16] and the theory of (φ, τ)-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(κ) is
absolutely unramified extension of Zp, 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 : HIGnil

∗ (X)→ HIGGK
(XC) which will complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Now given Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.16 can be globalised. Let Fcyc denote the composition of

functors HIGnil
∗ (X) → Vect((X)∆,O∆[

1
p
]) → Vect(Xproét, ÔX)

D
−→ HIGarith(XC). This means there

is an equivalence of functors Fcyc ≃ F∞ : HIGnil
∗ (X) → HIGarith(XC). 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 F∞, then it comes from a generalised representation over Xproét.

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 ρ
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.
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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 κ. 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 π ∈ OK and denote its minimal
polynoimal over W(κ) by E(u). Then E(u) ∈ S := W(κ)[[u]].

Let {ζpn}n≥0 (resp. {π
1
pn }n≥0) be a compatible sequence {ζpn}n≥0 of primitive pn-th units (resp.

of pn-th roots of π) in K and let ǫ = (1, ζp, . . . ) (resp. π♭ = (π, π
1
p , . . . )) be the induced element in

C♭, the tilting of C. Let Kcyc := ∪n≥0K(ζpn) (resp. K∞ = ∪n≥0K(π
1
pn ), resp. Kcyc,∞ = Kcyc,∞)

with the p-adic completion K̂cyc (resp. K̂∞, resp. K̂cyc,∞) in C. Then K̂cyc, K̂∞ and K̂cyc,∞ are
all perfectoid fields. Let χ : GK → Gal(Kcyc/K) → Z×

p be the p-adic cyclotomic character and let

c : GK → Gal(Kcyc,∞/K) → Zp be the function such that for any g ∈ GK , g(π
♭) = ǫc(g)π♭. Let

t = log[ǫ] be the p-adic analogue of “2πi”.

Convention 1.19. In this paper, we always assume Kcyc ∩ K∞ = K. This is always the case for
p ≥ 3 and for p = 2 when K = K(ζ4) (cf. [Liu08, Lem. 5.1.2]). In general, for p = 2, the assumption
is satisfied for a suitable choice of π (cf. [Wang17, Lem. 2.1]). Under this assumption, we have

Gal(Kcyc,∞/K) ∼= Zpτ ⋊Gal(Kcyc/K),

where τ ∈ Gal(Kcyc,∞/Kcyc) such that τ(π♭) = ǫπ♭ (i.e. c(τ) = 1). Then for any γ ∈ Gal(Kcyc,∞/K∞) ∼=
Gal(Kcyc/K), we have γτγ−1 = τχ(γ). Moreover, one can identify Gal(Kcyc,∞/K) with an open sub-
group of {( a b

c d ) ∈ GL2(Zp) | c = 0, d = 1} via the homomorphism X : Gal(Kcyc,∞/K) → GL2(Zp)
sending each g ∈ Gal(Kcyc,∞/K) to X(g) =

(
χ(g) c(g)
0 1

)
.

Put Ainf = W(O♭
C) and ξ = [ǫ]−1

[ǫ]
1
p−1

. Then ξ is a generator of Fontaine’s map θ : Ainf → OC and

(Ainf , (ξ)) is a prism. We equip S with a δ-structure such that the induced Frobenius on S carries
u to up. Then (S, (E)) is also a prism and the morphism S → Ainf sending u to [π♭] defines a
morphism (S, (E))→ (Ainf , (ξ)) of prisms in (OK)∆.

Let Y, Y1, . . . , Yd be a free variable. For any n ≥ 0, we define
(
Y

n

)
:=

Y (Y − 1) · · · (Y − n+ 1)

n!

and

Y [n] =
Y [n]

n!
.

For any n = (n1, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd, we then define

(
Y

n

)
=

d∏

i=1

(
Yi

ni

)

and

Y n =
d∏

i=1

Y
[ni]
i .

Put 0 = (0, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Zd and for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d, put 1i = (0, . . . , 1, . . . , 0) with 1 appearing exactly
in the i-th component. For any m = (m1, . . . , md), n = (n1, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd, define

(
m+ n

n

)
=

d∏

i=1

(
mi + ni

ni

)

and

|n| = n1 + n2 + · · ·+ nd.

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 pi’s and degeneracy maps σi’s;
that is, pi is induced by the injection [n] → [n + 1] \ {i} and that σi is induced by the surjection
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[n + 1]→ [n] satisfying σ−1
i (i) = {i, i+ 1}. By a stratification with respect to S•, we mean a finite

projective S0-module together with an S1-linear isomorphism

ε : M ⊗S0,p0 S
1 ∼=
−→M ⊗S0,p1 S

1.

Sometimes, we also say ε is a stratification on M .

Let qi : S
0 → Sn denote the morphism induced by the inclusion [0]

07→i
−−→ [n] of simplices. We say

a stratification (M, ε) satisfies the cocycle condition, if the following assertions are true:

(1) p∗2(ε) ◦ p
∗
0(ε) = p∗1(ε) : M ⊗S0,q2 S

2 →M ⊗S0,q0 S
2.

(2) σ∗
0(ε) = idM : 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 l, we mean a finite projective R-module M of rank l
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 l. We say an R-representation M of G
is free, if M is finite free over R. We denote by RepG(R) the category of representations of G over
R and denote by Repfree

G (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 RΓ(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 RΓ(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 ∼= H ⋊G/H and hence
can use Hochschild–Serre spectral sequence freely.

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

✷ : X → Gd
m := Spa(K〈T±1

1 , . . . , T±1
d 〉,OK〈T

±1
1 , . . . , T±1

d 〉).

Note that toric charts always exists étale locally on X . Let X = Spf(R) be a smooth2 p-adic formal
scheme of dimension d over OK . We say it is small, if there exists a framing on X; that is, an étale
morphism

✷ : X→ Spf(OK〈T
±1
1 , . . . , T±1

d 〉).

Note that in this case, ✷ 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 [Bha16, Lem. 4.9]. By abuse of notations, we still denote by ✷ 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 C1 → C2 in C, it induces a canonical isomorphism

M(C1)⊗A(C1) A(C2)
∼=
−→M(C2)

of A(C2)-modules.

We denote by Vect(C,A) the category of A-crystals on C.

2In 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 ÔX -crystal on Xproét is exactly a generalised representa-

tion (i.e. a locally finite free ÔX-module) on Xproét. For this reason, by abuse of notations, we denote

by Vect(Xproét, ÔX) the category of generalised representation on Xproét. When X = Spf(OK), this
is exactly the category of continuous C-representations of GK .

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 OK . A Hodge–Tate crystal (resp.
a rational Hodge–Tate crystal) is an O∆-crystal (resp. O∆[

1
p
]) on (X)∆. The category of Hodge–

Tate crystals (resp. rational Hodge–Tate crystals) on (X)∆ is denoted by Vect((X)∆,O∆) (resp.

Vect((X)∆,O∆[
1
p
]). We will also consider the rational Hodge–Tate crystals (i.e. O∆[

1
p
]-crystals) on

the sub-site of perfect prism (X)perf
∆

and denote the corresponding category by Vect((X)perf
∆

,O∆[
1
p
]).

When X = Spf(R+) is small affine, we also denote Vect((X)∆,O∆) by Vect((R+)∆,O∆), and

similarly define Vect((R+)∆,O∆[
1
p
]) and Vect((R+)perf

∆
,O∆[

1
p
]).

1.5. Acknowledgement. The authors would like to thank Bhargav Bhatt, Ben Heuer, Ruochuan
Liu and Takeshi Tsuji for their interests and valuable comments on the early draft of this paper.
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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.



10

2. Recollection of the decompletion theory of Diao–Lan–Liu–Zhu

In this section, we recall the decompletion theory formulated in [DLLZ18] 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 {Ai}i∈I be a direct system of topological rings with a small filtered index category I, Â∞ be

a complete topological ring with compatible homomorphisms Ai → Â∞ such that the induced map

lim−→i
Ai → Â∞ has dense image, and Γ be a topological group acting continuously and compatibly

on Ai’s and Â∞.

Definition 2.1 ([DLLZ18, Def. A.1.2]). We call the triple ({Ai}i∈I , Â∞,Γ) a decompletion system
(resp. weak decompletion system) if the following two conditions hold:

(1) For any (resp. free) Â∞-representation L∞ of Γ, there exists some i ∈ I, some (resp. free)
Ai-representation of Γ, and some Γ-equivariant continuous Ai-linear morphism ιi : Li → L∞

which induces an isomorphism Li⊗Ai
Â∞

ιi⊗id
−−−→ L∞ of representations of Γ over Â∞. We call

such a pair (Li, ιi) a model of L∞ over Ai.
(2) For each model Li over Ai, there exists some i0 ≥ i such that for any i′ ≥ i0, the model

(Li′, ιi′) := (Li ⊗Ai
Ai′ , ιi ⊗ id) is good in the sense that ιi′ induces a quasi-isomorphism

RΓ(Γ, Li′)→ RΓ(Γ, L∞).

Remark 2.2 ([DLLZ18, Rem. A.1.3]). If ({Ai}i∈I , Â∞,Γ) is a (weak) decompletion system, then the

natural functor lim−→i
RepΓ(Ai)→ RepΓ(Â∞) (resp. lim−→i

Repfree
Γ (Ai)→ Repfree

Γ (Â∞)) is an equivalence

and for any two models (Li,1, ιi,1) and (Li,2, ιi,2) of L∞ over Ai, there exists some i′ ≥ i such that
(Li,1 ⊗Ai

Ai′ , ιi,1 ⊗ id) ∼= (Li,2 ⊗Ai
Ai′, ιi,2 ⊗ id).

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

triple ({Ai}i∈I , Â∞,Γ) 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 c ≥ 0, if for any cocycle
f ∈ Cs, there exists a cochain g ∈ Cs−1 satisfying |g| ≤ c|f | such that f = d(g).

Definition 2.3 ([DLLZ18, Def. A.1.6]). Let ({Ai}i∈I , Â∞,Γ) be a triple as above. Assume that Ai →

Â∞ are closed embeddings and that Γ is profinite. We say ({Ai}i∈I , Â∞,Γ) is weakly decompleting

if there exists a norm | · | on Â∞ making it a Banach ring (and hence making Ai’s Banach subrings)
and an inverse system {Γi}i∈I of closed normal subgroup converging to 1 such that the projection
Γ → Γ/Γi admits a continuous cross-section (which is not necessary a homomorphism) for each
i ∈ I, satisfying the following conditions:

(1) The action of Γ on Â∞ is isometric.

(2) For each i, the projection Â∞ → Â∞/Ai admits an isometric section of Banach Ai-modules.

(3) There exists some c > 0 such that the complex C(Γ•
i , Â∞/Ai) is uniformly strict exact with

respect to c, where we equip C(Γs
i , Â∞/Ai) with the supreme norm |f | := supγ∈Γs

i
|f(γ)| for

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 ({Ai}i∈I , Â∞,Γ) be a triple as above. Assume that Ai →

Â∞ are closed embeddings and that Γ is profinite. We say ({Ai}i∈I , Â∞,Γ) is stably decompleting if
the following conditions are true:

(1) Ai’s and Â∞ are stably uniform over a nonarchimedean field.
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(2) Each rational subset U of Spa(Ai, A
◦
i ) is stablized by some open normal subgroup ΓU of Γ;

and the pull-back of ({Aj}j≥i, Â∞,ΓU) 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 Γgeo = ⊕
d
i=1Zpγi, which is a finite free

Zp-module with basis γ1, . . . , γd. Let Γ := Γgeo ⋊ Gal(Kcyc/K) such that for any g ∈ Gal(Kcyc/K)

and any 1 ≤ i ≤ d, gγig
−1 = γ

χ(g)
i .

Let (R,R+) be an affinoid Tate algebra over K. For any n ≥ 1, let R+
n := R ⊗OK

OK(ζpn ),

Rn := R⊗KK(ζpn), and Γn := Γpn

geo⋊Gal(Kcyc/K(ζpn)). Put R̂
+
∞ := R+⊗̂OK

OKcyc R̂∞ := R⊗̂KKcyc.

Then Γ acts on Rn’s and R̂∞ compatibly and continuously via the quotient map Γ→ Gal(Kcyc/K).

Lemma 2.7. The triple ({Rn}n≥0, R̂∞,Γ) is stably decompleting.

Proof. By proceeding as in the proof of [DLLZ18, Prop. 2.1.1], we are reduced to showing that for

sufficiently large l and for any n ≥ 0, Hn(Γl, R̂
+
∞/R+

l ) is killed by p2. Note that by [BMS18, Lem.

7.3], one may compute RΓ(Γgeo, R̂
+
∞/R+

l ) by using Koszul complex K(γ1 − 1, . . . , γd − 1; R̂+
∞/R+

l ):

R̂+
∞/R+

l

(γ1−1,...,γd−1)
−−−−−−−−→ (R̂+

∞/R+
l )

d → · · · → R̂+
∞/R+

l .

Since Γgeo acts on R̂+
∞/R+

l trivially, RΓ(Γgeo, R̂
+
∞/R+

l ) is computed by K(0, . . . , 0; R̂+
∞/R+

l ). By
using Hochschild–Serre spectral sequence, in order to conclude our result, we have to show that

RΓ(Gal(Kcyc/K(ζpl)), R̂
+
∞/R+

l ) is killed by p2, which was confirmed in the proof of [DLLZ18, Prop.
2.1.1]. �

Theorem 2.8. The triple ({Rn}n≥0, R̂∞,Γ) is a decompletion system.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 2.6 together with Lemma 2.7. �

Remark 2.9. In [Shi18], Shimizu essentially showed that the triple ({Rn}n≥0, R̂∞,Γ) 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 R̂∞-representationM of Γ, the subgroup Γgeo acts onM quasi-unipotently.

Proof. By Theorem 2.8, there exists an n ≥ 1 and a representation N of Γ over Rn such that

M ∼= N ⊗Rn R̂∞. Since Γ′ := Γgeo⋊Gal(Kcyc/K(ζpn)) acts on Rn trivially. We see that N is a linear
representation of Γ′. Then the result follows from the same proof of [LZ17, Lem. 2.15]. �

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

any R̂∞-representation M of Γ unipotently in general. For example, we may assume M = RK̂cyc
e and

Γ = Zpγ ⋊Gal(Kcyc/K) such that γ acts e via the scalar ζpn for some fixed n ≥ 1 and Gal(Kcyc/K)
acts on e trivially. Then M ∈ RepΓ(RK̂cyc

) on which the Γgeo-action is not unipotent.

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 ✷. LetXK̂cyc
:= Spa(RK̂cyc

, R+

K̂cyc
) denote the base-change ofX alongK →֒ K̂cyc.

Notation 2.12. For any n ≥ 0, let R+
n := R+⊗̂OK〈T±1

1 ,...,T±1
d 〉,✷OK(ζpn )〈T

± 1
pn

1 , . . . , T
± 1

pn

d 〉, R+
∞ =

lim−→n
R+

n , and R̂+
∞ = (lim−→n

R+
n )

∧
p be the p-adic completion of R+

∞. Put Rn = R+
n [

1
p
] and R̂∞ := R̂+

∞[1
p
].

Then both of them are stably uniform adic Banach rings. Let Xn (resp. X∞) be the base-change
(resp. the perfectoid space corresponding to the base-change) of X along

Spa(K(ζpn)〈T
± 1

pn

1 , . . . , T
± 1

pn

d 〉,OK(ζpn)〈T
± 1

pn

1 , . . . , T
± 1

pn

d 〉)→ Gd
m
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(resp. Spa(K̂cyc〈T
± 1

p∞

1 , . . . , T
± 1

p∞

d 〉,OK̂cyc
〈T

± 1
p∞

1 , . . . , T
± 1

p∞

d 〉 → Gd
m).

Then Rn (resp. R̂∞) is the ring of regular functions on Xn (resp. X∞). For any n ≥ 0, the natural
map X∞ → Xn is a Galois cover with Galois group Γn. In particular, we denote Γ := Γ0. The map
X∞ → XK̂cyc

is also a Galois cover with Galois group

(2.1) Γgeo
∼= Zpγ1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Zpγd

where for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d and any n ≥ 0, γi(T
1
pn

j ) = ζ
δij
pn T

1
pn

j and δij denotes Kronecker’s delta.
Then for any n ≥ 0, we have an exact sequence

(2.2) 1→ Γpn

geo → Γn → Gal(Kcyc/K(ζpn))→ 1,

which splits and induces an isomrphism Γn
∼= Γpn

geo ⋊ Gal(Kcyc/K(ζpn)) such that for any g ∈

Gal(Kcyc/K(ζpn)) and any 1 ≤ i ≤ d, gγpn

i g−1 = γ
pnχ(g)
i .

Lemma 2.13. The triple ({Rn}n≥0, R̂∞,Γ) is stably decompleting.

Proof. It suffces to show that any ({Rn}n≥0, R̂∞,Γ) is weakly decompleting, as its pullbacks to
rational localizations of Xn satisfy the same assumptions. We remark that Γ → Γ/Γn 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, R̂∞ admits a Γ-equivariant decomposition

(2.3) R̂∞ =
⊕̂

(α1,...,αd)∈(N[
1
p
]∩[0,1))d

RK̂cyc,n
T

1
pn

α1

1 · · ·T
1
pn

αd

d ,

where RK̂cyc,n
= R+

K̂cyc,n
[1
p
] and R+

K̂cyc,n
= R+

n ⊗̂OK(ζpn )
OK̂cyc

, it suffices to check RK̂cyc,n
→ RK̂cyc,n

/Rn

admits an isometric section as Banach Rn-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

RΓ(Γn, R̂
+
∞/R+

n ) is killed by p2 for n≫ 0. Similar to decomposition (2.3), we see that

R̂+
∞/R+

n = R+

K̂cyc,n
/R+

n ⊕
⊕̂

06=(α1,...,αd)∈(N[
1
p
]∩[0,1))d

R+

K̂cyc,n
T

1
pn

α1

1 · · ·T
1
pn

αd

d .

By [BMS18, Lem. 7.3], RΓ(Γpn

geo, R
+

K̂cyc,n
T

1
pn

α1

1 · · ·RK̂cyc,n
T

1
pn

αd

d ) can be computed via the Koszul

complex K(γpn

1 − 1, . . . , γpn

d − 1;R+

K̂cyc,n
T

1
pn

α1

1 · · ·RK̂cyc,n
T

1
pn

αd

d ):

RK̂cyc,n
T

1
pn

α1

1 · · ·T
1
pn

αd

d

(γpn

1 −1,...,γpn

d −1)
−−−−−−−−−−→ (RK̂cyc,n

T
1
pn

α1

1 · · ·T
1
pn

αd

d )d → · · · → RK̂cyc,n
T

1
pn

α1

1 · · ·T
1
pn

αd

d .

Then for α 6= 0, we argue as in the proof of [Sch13, Lem. 6.18] to conclude that

RΓ(Γpn

geo, R
+

K̂cyc,n
T

1
pn

α1

1 · · ·RK̂cyc,n
T

1
pn

αd

d )

is concentrated in degree ≥ 1 and is annihilated by ζp− 1. Therefore RΓ(Γn, R
+

K̂cyc,n
T

1
pn

α1

1 · · ·T
1
pn

αd

d )

is also concentrated in degree ≥ 1 and is annihilated by ζp − 1 and hence so is

RΓ(Γn,
⊕̂

06=(α1,...,αd)∈(N[
1
p
]∩[0,1))d

R+

K̂cyc,n
T

1
pn

α1

1 · · ·T
1
pn

αd

d ).

To see RΓ(Γn, R
+

K̂cyc,n
/R+

n ) is killed by p2 for n ≫ 0, we are reduced to the proof of Lemma 2.7.

Finally, we conclude that RΓ(Γn, R̂
+
∞/R+

n ) is killed by p2 for n≫ 0 and then complete the proof. �

Theorem 2.14. The triple ({Rn}n≥0, R̂∞,Γ) is a decompletion system.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 2.6 together with Lemma 2.13. �

Notation 2.15. Let Repuni
Γ (RK̂cyc

) be the full subcategory of RepΓ(RK̂cyc
) of representations on

which Γgeo 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

Repuni
Γ (RK̂cyc

)→ RepΓ(R̂∞)

via base-change such that for any M ∈ Repuni
Γ (RK̂cyc

) with associated M∞ ∈ RepΓ(R̂∞), there exist

quasi-isomorphisms

RΓ(Γgeo,M)→ RΓ(Γgeo,M∞)

and

RΓ(Γ,M)→ RΓ(Γ,M∞).

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

Proof. Let M ∈ Repuni
Γ (RK̂cyc

) with M∞ = M ⊗R
K̂cyc

R̂∞. Using decomposition (2.3) for n = 0, we

obtain a Γ-equivariant decomposition

(2.4) M∞ =
⊕̂

(α1,...,αd)∈(N[
1
p
]∩[0,1))d

MT α1
1 · · ·T

αd

d .

Since Γgeo acts on M unipotently, if αi 6= 0 for some 1 ≤ i ≤ d, we deduce that γi − 1 acts on
MT α1

1 · · ·T
αd

d invertibly. Therefore, we see that

RΓ(Γgeo,
⊕̂

06=(α1,...,αd)∈(N[
1
p
]∩[0,1))d

MT α1
1 · · ·T

αd

d ) = 0,

which implies that the natural map

RΓ(Γgeo,M)→ RΓ(Γgeo,M∞)

is a quasi-isomorphism and hence so is

RΓ(Γ,M)→ RΓ(Γ,M∞).

In particular, we see the functor Repuni
Γ (RK̂cyc

)→ RepΓ(R̂∞) is fully faithful.

We have to check the essential surjectivity of the above functor. Fix an M∞ ∈ RepΓ(R̂∞). By
Theorem 2.14, it admits a good model Mn over Rn for some n≫ 0. Then the argument in proof of
[LZ17, Lem. 2.15] shows that Γgeo acts onMn and henceMK̂cyc,n

:= Mn⊗RnRK̂cyc,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 Γgeo acts on MK̂cyc,n
quasi-unipotently, we have a decomposition

MK̂cyc,n
= ⊕τMK̂cyc,n,τ

where τ ’s are finite characters of Γgeo and

MK̂cyc,n,τ
= {x ∈MK̂cyc,n

| (γ − τ(γ))m(x) = 0 for m≫ 0, ∀γ ∈ Γgeo}

denotes the corresponding generalised eigenspaces. Each MK̂cyc,n,τ
is finite projective over RK̂cyc

as

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

above decomposition divide pn. Then for each τ , there exists a T α1
1 · · ·T

αd

d ∈ RK̂cyc,n
on which Γgeo

acts via τ . Denote by M := MK̂cyc,n,1
the generalised eigenspace corresponding the trivial character.

Then M is stable by the action of Γ and the natural map M ⊗R
K̂cyc

RK̂cyc,n
→ MK̂cyc,n

is surjective

and hence an isomorphism. Then the essential surjectivity follows as

M ⊗R
K̂cyc

R̂∞
∼= MK̂cyc,n

⊗R
K̂cyc

R̂∞
∼= M∞

and Γgeo acts on M unipotently.
Finally, we complete the proof by noting that all constructions above are compatible with standard

étale localisations of X . �
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Remark 2.17. Proposition 2.10 shows that for any M ∈ RepΓ(RK̂cyc
), Γgeo acts quasi-unipotently

and Remark 2.11 shows that the inclusion Repuni
Γ (RK̂cyc

) →֒ RepΓ(RK̂cyc
) is not an equivalence. For

any M ∈ RepΓ(RK̂cyc
), we describe its image via the composition

✷
uni : RepΓ(RK̂cyc

)→ RepΓ(R̂∞)
≃
−→ Repuni

Γ (RK̂cyc
),

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

M = ⊕τMτ

where τ ’s are finite characters on Γgeo and Mτ is the corresponding generalised eigenspace as above.

Let T τ ∈ R̂∞ be of the form T α1
1 · · ·T

αd

d on which Γgeo acts via τ−1. Then

M ′ := ⊕τMτT
τ ⊂ M ⊗R

K̂cyc
R̂∞

such that Γgeo acts on Muni unipotently and that

M ′ ⊗R
K̂cyc

R̂∞ = M ⊗R
K̂cyc

R̂∞.

It is easy to see that Muni := M ′ is the image of M under ✷uni.

Remark 2.18. Theorem 2.14 and Proposition 2.16 were proved in [Tsu18, §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 K̂cyc, let RF,n (resp. R̂F,∞) denote

the base-change of RK̂cyc,n
(resp. R̂∞) along the inclusion K̂cyc → F . Let L/K be a Galois extension

containingKcyc inK and let Γ(L/K) be the Galois group of the coverXL̂,∞ = Spa(R̂L̂,∞, R̂L̂,∞)→ X .
Then we have

Γ(L/K) ∼= Γgeo ⋊Gal(L/K)

such that for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d and any g ∈ Gal(L/K), gγig
−1 = γ

χ(g)
i . Clearly, Γ(Kcyc/K) = Γ.

Remark 2.20. Note that for any Galois extension L/K containing Kcyc in K, Gal(L/Kcyc) is a
closed normal subgroup of Γ(L/K) with corresponding quotient group Γ ∼= Γ(L/K)/Gal(L/Kcyc).
Then by Faltings’ almost purity theorem, taking Gal(L/Kcyc)-invariants induces an equivalence of
categories

Rep∗
Γ(L/K)(RL̂) ≃ Rep∗

Γ(RK̂cyc
) (resp. RepΓ(L/K)(R̂L̂,∞) ≃ RepΓ(R̂∞))

for ∗ = ∅ or uni. Then Proposition 2.10 implies that for any M ∈ RepΓ(L/K)(RL̂), Γgeo acts on M
quasi-unipotently while Proposition 2.16 implies an equivalence of categories

Repuni
Γ(L/K)(RL̂) ≃ RepΓ(L/K)(R̂L̂,∞).

For these reasons, from now on, we will not distinguish the category Rep∗
Γ(L/K)(RL̂) (resp. RepΓ(L/K)(R̂L̂,∞))

with the category Rep∗
Γ(RK̂cyc

) (resp. RepΓ(R̂∞))), 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 ({RF,n}, R̂F,∞,Γgeo) is stably decompleting.

We leave its proof to readers as we will not use this lemma in this paper.

Theorem 2.22. The triple ({RF,n}, R̂F,∞,Γgeo) is a decompletion system.

Proof. Just combine Theorem 2.6 with Lemma 2.21. �

Remark 2.23. (1) Theorem 2.22 was proved essentially in [AGT16] and [Tsu18].

(2) Unlike Proposition 2.16, an R̂L,∞-representation of Γgeo may not admits a model over RL.
However, if M is small, which means that the Γgeo-action on M is “close” to the identity,
then it admits a good model over RL. See [AGT16, Chap. II.14], [Tsu18, §12] or [Wang21,
§3] for details.
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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
Xproét 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 Gr0OBdR of the de Rham period sheaf on Xproét in [Sch13,

§6], and was used to study Simpson correspondence in [LZ17]. It is a sheaf of ÔX-algebras on Xproét

with a universal Higgs field
Θ : OC→ OC⊗OX

Ω1
X(−1)

such that the induced Higgs complex HIG(OC,Θ) is an resolution of ÔX . As remarked in [LZ17,
Rem. 2.1], let

0→ ÔX → E → ÔX ⊗OX
Ω1

X(−1)→ 0

denote the Faltings’ extension (which can be found in [Sch13, Cor. 6.14] up to a Tate twist). Then

OC = lim−→
n

SymnE

with the translation morphisms sending each local section x1⊗· · ·⊗xn of SymnE to 1⊗x1⊗· · ·⊗xn

and the universal Higgs field Θ is induced by sending each local section x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn of SymnE to
the local section −

∑n
i=1 x1 ⊗ · · ·xi−1 ⊗ xi+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn ⊗ xi of Sym

n−1E ⊗OX
Ω1

X(−1)
3, where xi

denotes the image of xi under the projection E → ÔX ⊗OX
Ω1

X(−1). See [Hy89] for more details.

Definition 3.1. Let L/K be an algebraic Galois extension containing µp∞ with Galois group

Gal(L/K) and L̂ be the completion of L in C. By a Gal(L/K)-Higgs bundle of rank l on XL̂,ét, we

mean a Higgs bundle (H, θH) with θH nilpotent of rank l on XL̂,ét together with a Gal(L/K)-action
on H such that the morphism

H
θH−→ H⊗OX

Ω1
X(−1)

is Gal(L/K)-equivariant. We denote by HIGGal(L/K)(XL̂) the category of Gal(L/K)-Higgs bundles on

XL̂,ét. In particular, when L = K (and hence L̂ = C), we denote HIGGal(K/K)(X ̂K
) by HIGGK

(XC).

In particular, when X = Spa(R,R+) is smooth affinoid, one can define Gal(L/K)-Higgs modules
(H, θH) of rank l over RL̂ similarly and denote the category of those (H, θH) by HIGGal(L/K)(RL̂).

Remark 3.2. We claim that the nilpotency condition on θH in Definition 3.1 is not necessary. To
see this, we may assume X = Spa(R,R+) admits a toric chart and assume (H, θH) is induced by a
Gal(Kcyc/K)-Higgs module (H, θH) over RK̂cyc

. By Theorem 2.8, we may further assume (H, θH) is

defined over RK(ζpn ) for some n ≥ 0. Write ΘH =
∑d

i=1 θi ⊗
dlogTi

t
. Then for any x ∈ H and any

g ∈ Gal(Kcyc/K), we have

g(θH(x)) = g(

d∑

i=1

θi(x)⊗
dlogTi

t
) = χ(g)−1

d∑

i=1

g(θi(x))⊗
dlogTi

t

and that

θH(g(x)) =
d∑

i=1

θi(g(x))⊗
dlogTi

t
.

So we get gθig
−1 = χ(g)θi. Then the proof of [LZ17, Lem. 2.15] applies.

Then our main result can be stated as follows:

Theorem 3.3. Let ν : Xproét → XC,ét be the natural projection of sites. For any generalised

representation L ∈ Vect(Xproét, ÔX), if we put ΘL := idL ⊗Θ, then the rule

L 7→ (H(L), θH(L)) := (ν∗(L ⊗ÔX
OC), ν∗(ΘL))

induces a rank-preserving equivalence from the category Vect(Xproét, ÔX) of generalised representa-
tions on Xproét to the category HIGGK

(XC) of GK-Higgs bundles on XC,ét, which preserves tensor
products and dualities. Moreover, the following assertions are true:

3Our Higgs field Θ differs from that in [Hy89] by a sign but is compatible with Gr0∇ in [Sch13, §6].
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(1) For any i ≥ 1, the higher direct image Riν∗(L ⊗ÔX
OC) = 0.

(2) Let ΘH(L) := θH(L) ⊗ idOC + idH(L) ⊗Θ. Then there exists a natural isomorphism

(H⊗OXC
OC|XC

,ΘH(L))
∼=
−→ (L ⊗ÔX

OC,ΘL)|XC

of Higgs fields.
(3) Let (HIG(H(L), θH(L)) denote the Higgs complex induced by (H(L), θH(L)). Then there exists

a natural quasi-isomorphism

RΓ(XC,proét,L) ∼= RΓ(XC,ét, (HIG(H(L), θH(L)))

which is compatible with GK-actions. As a consequence, we get a quasi-isomorphism

RΓ(Xproét,L) ∼= RΓ(GK ,RΓ(XC,ét, (HIG(H(L), θH(L)))).

(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 L ∈ Vect(Xproét, ÔX)
with corresponding (H, θH) ∈ HIGGK

(XC), we have

(H(f ∗L), θH(f∗L)) ∼= (f ∗H, f ∗θH).

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

HIGGal(L/K)(XL̂)→ 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 GK by L̂ and Gal(L/K) respectively in the statement
of Theorem 3.3 and then conclude an equivalence of categories

Vect(Xproét, ÔX) ≃ HIGGal(L/K)(XL̂)

such that the corresponding assertions (1), (2) and (3) hold true, and are compatible with Theorem

3.3 via the base-change along L̂→ C.

Remark 3.5. By analytic-étale comparison (cf. [FvdP04, Prop. 8.2.3]), we may replace étale site
XC,ét by analytic site XC,an 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 [Tsu18, 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 = L⊗Z ÔX is induced by a Qp-local system on Xét, Theorem 3.3 reduces to [LZ17,
Thm 2.1] by studying decompletion theory for relative analogue of the overconvergent period

ring B̃†. Our proof is inspired of the work in [LZ17] 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 GK-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 RΓ(XC,proét,L) is concentrated in degree [0, 2d] and
RΓ(Xproét,L) is concentrated in degree [0, 2d+ 1].

(2) If moreover X is proper, then RΓ(XC,proét,L) is a perfect complex of C-representations of
GK and RΓ(Xproét,L) is a perfect complex of K-vector spaces.

Proof. It 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

RΓ(XC,proét,L) 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 RΓ(Xproét,L) is consentrated in degree [0, 2d + 1]. Due to Remark 3.4,

one may replace K̂cyc and Gal(Kcyc/K) instead of C and GK in Theorem 3.3 and deduce that
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RΓ(XK̂cyc,proét
,L) is concentrated in degree [0, 2d]. Then we conclude by using Theorem 3.3 (3) by

noting that Gal(Kcyc/K) is of cohomological dimension 1. �

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 XL̂,∞ induces an equivalence from the category Vect(Xproét, ÔX) to

the category RepΓ(L/K)(R̂L̂,∞) of representations of Γ(L/K) over R̂L̂,∞, which preserves tensor prod-

ucts and dualities. Moreover, for any L ∈ Vect(Xproét, ÔX), there exists a natural quasi-isomorphism

RΓ(Xproét,L) ≃ RΓ(Γ(L/K),L(XL̂,∞)).

Proof. Note that we may regard generalised representations as ÔX -crystals on Xproét,aff,perf . Since
XL̂,∞ is a cover of X with Galois group Γ(L/K), it is a cover of the final object of Shv(Xproét). If

we denote the corresponding Čech nerve by X
•/X

L̂,∞
, then for any n ≥ 0, X

n/X

L̂,∞
is the self-product of

n+ 1 copies of XL̂,∞ over X and is isomorphic to

XL̂,∞ × Γ(L/K)n = Spa(C(Γ(L/K)n, R̂L̂,∞), C(Γ(L/K)n, R̂+

L̂,∞
))

as argued in the proof of [Sch13, Lem. 5.6], where C(Γ(L/K)n, R̂+

L̂,∞
) denotes the continuous func-

tions from Γ(L/K)n to R̂+

L̂,∞
. In particular, we have an isomorphism of cosimplicial rings

ÔX(X
•/X

L̂,∞
) ∼= C(Γ(L/K)•, R̂L̂,∞).

By [KL15, Thm. 9.2.15], we get an equivaelnce of categories

Vect(Xproét, ÔX) ≃ Strat(ÔX(X
•/X

L̂,∞
)) ≃ Strat(C(Γ(L/K)•, R̂L̂,∞))

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 [KL15, Thm. 9.2.15] again, we get isomorphisms

L(X
•/X

L̂,∞
) ∼= L(XL̂,∞)⊗R̂

L̂,∞
C(Γ(L/K)•, R̂L̂,∞) ∼= C(Γ(L/K)•,L(XL̂,∞)).

Since RΓ(Γ(L/K),L(XL̂,∞)) is computed by C(Γ(L/K)•,L(XL̂,∞)), we are reduced to showing that

RΓ(Xproét,L) can be computed by the Čech-Alexander complex L(X
•/X

L̂,∞
). However, this follows

from [LZ17, Prop. 2.3] together with the Čech-to-derived spectral sequence. �

According to Lemma 3.8, we may work with R̂∞-representations of Γ instead of generalised rep-
resentations on Xproét 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 Kcyc. There is an isomorphism of
sheaves

ÔX [Y1, . . . , Yd]|X
L̂,∞
→ OC|X

L̂,∞

on Xproét/XL̂,∞ such that for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d, Yi = t−1log( [Ti]♭

Ti
) and via this isomorphism the Higgs

field Θ =
∑d

i=1−
∂

∂Yi
⊗ dlogTi

t
. Moreover, the action of Γ(L/K) ∼= Γgeo ⋊ Gal(L/K) on Yi’s is

determined such that for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d and any g ∈ Gal(L/K), we have γi(Yj) = Yj + δij and
g(Yj) = χ(g)−1Yj.

Proof. Let Xi := Ti − [Ti]
♭ as in [Sch13, Prop. 6.10]. Then the desired isomorphism follows from

[Sch13, Cor. 6.15] by noting that Xi

ξ
and Yi differ from a unit in Gr0OBdR. The expression of Θ
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follows from the definition of the connection ∇ on OBdR
4. Finally, the Γ(L/K)-action on Yi’s can

be deduced similarly as in the proof of [Sch13, Lem. 6.17]. �

Notation 3.10. Let CL,∞ := OC(XL̂,∞) with induced Higgs field Θ. Then Lemma 3.9 provides a

Γ(L/K)-equivariant isomorphism of Higgs fields

ι : (R̂L̂,∞[Y1, . . . , Yd],
d∑

i=1

−
∂

∂Yi

⊗
dlogTi

t
)

∼=
−→ (CL,∞,Θ),

where the Γ-action on R̂L̂,∞[Y1, . . . , Yd] is determined as in Lemma 3.9. Then we obtain a Γ(L/K)-

equivariant inclusion of Higgs fields (RL̂[Y1, . . . , Yd],
∑d

i=1−
∂

∂Yi
⊗ dlogTi

t
) ⊂ (CL,∞,Θ) via ι.

Then the main result in this subsection is

Theorem 3.11. Keep notations as above.

(1) For any M∞ ∈ RepΓ(L/K)(R̂L̂,∞), let H(M∞) := (M∞ ⊗R̂
L̂,∞

CL,∞)Γgeo and θH(M∞) be the

restriction of ΘM∞
:= idM∞

⊗ Θ to H(M∞). Then (H(M∞), θH(M∞)) defines a Gal(L/K)-
Higgs modules over RL̂. Moreover, for any i ≥ 1, we have Hi(Γgeo,M∞ ⊗R̂

L̂,∞
CL,∞) = 0.

(2) For any (H, θH) ∈ HIGGal(L/K)(RL̂), let ΘH := θH ⊗ idCL,∞
+ idH ⊗Θ. Then M∞(H, θH) :=

(H ⊗R
L̂
CL,∞)ΘH=0 is an R̂L̂,∞-representation of Γ(L/K).

(3) The functor M∞ 7→ (H(M∞), θH(M∞)) induces an equivalence of categories

RepΓ(L/K)(R̂L̂,∞)→ HIGGal(L/K)(RL̂),

whose quasi-inverse is given by the functor (H, θH) 7→M∞(H, θH). The equivalence preserves
ranks, tensor products and dualities.

(4) For any M∞ ∈ RepΓ(L/K)(R̂L̂,∞) with the associated Gal(L/K)-Higgs module (H, θH) ∈
HIGGal(L/K)(RL̂). Then there exists a Γ(L/K)-equivariant isomorphism of Higgs fields

(H ⊗R
L̂
CL,∞,ΘH) ∼= (M∞ ⊗R̂

L̂,∞
CL,∞,ΘM∞

)

which induces an Gal(L/K)-equivariant quasi-isomorphism

RΓ(Γgeo,M∞) ∼= HIG(H, θH),

where HIG(H, θH) denotes the Higgs field induced by (H, θH). As a consequence, we have a
quasi-isomorphism

RΓ(Γ(L/K),M∞) ∼= RΓ(Gal(L/K),HIG(H, θH)).

(5) All results above are compatible with standard étale localisation of X.

Proof. (1) Let M be the representation of Γ(L/K) over RL̂ corresponding to L(XL̂,∞) in the sense

of Proposition 2.16 (and Remark 2.20). In other words, it satisfies the following conditions:

(a) M∞
∼= M ⊗R

L̂
R̂L̂,∞ as representations of Γ(L/K) over R̂L̂,∞.

(b) Γgeo acts on M unipotently and induces quasi-isomorphisms

Hi(Γgeo,M) ∼= Hi(Γgeo,L(XL̂,∞)).

In particular, we have
M ⊗R

L̂
CL,∞

∼= M∞ ⊗R̂
L̂,∞

CL,∞.

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 Γ(L/K)-equivariant inclusion

RL̂[Y1, . . . , Yd] ⊂ R̂L̂,∞[Y1, . . . , Yd] = OC(XL̂,∞).

4Roughly speaking, if we regard OBdR as OX ⊗K BdR, then ∇ is induced by that on OX via the scalar extension

K → BdR. See [Sch13, §6] for details. Using limn→+∞

γ
pn

i −1

pn (Yj) = δij , one deduce that the Higgs field is induced by

the action of Lie algebra Lie(Γgeo) of Γgeo on Yi’s. More precisely, it is indeed given by Θ =
∑d

i=1−logγi ⊗
logTi

t
.
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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

Hi(Γgeo,M ⊗R
L̂
RL̂[Y1, . . . , Yd]) ∼= Hi(Γgeo, (L⊗ÔX

OC)(XL̂,∞)).

Using condition (1) above together [LZ17, Lem. 2.10], it follows from Hochschild–Serre spectral
sequence that

Hi(Γgeo,M ⊗R
L̂
RL̂[Y1, . . . , Yd]) = 0

for any i ≥ 1, which settles the “moreover” part of (1).
Since γ−1

i − 1 acts on M nilpotently, for any x ∈M ,

d∏

i=1

γ−Yi
i x :=

∑

n1,...,nd≥0

(

d∏

i=1

(γ−1
i − 1)ni(x))

(
Y1

n1

)
· · ·

(
Yd

nd

)

is well-defined in M ⊗R
L̂
RL̂[Y1, . . . , Yd]. By chasing the proof of [LZ17, Lem. 2.10], we see that

(3.1) H(M∞) = H0(Γgeo,M ⊗R
L̂
RL̂[Y1, . . . , Yd]) =

d∏

i=1

γ−Yi
i (M) := {

d∏

i=0

γ−Yi
i x | x ∈M}

is a finite projective RL̂-module as desired. Using the expression of Θ in Lemma 3.9, we see that

(3.2) θH(M∞) =

d∑

i=1

logγi ⊗
dlogTi

t
.

Since for any g ∈ Gal(L/K), gγig
−1 = γ

χ(g)
i . We see that glogγig

−1 = χ(g)logγi. Therefore, we
obtain that (H(M∞), θH(M∞)) ∈ HIGGal(L/K)(RL̂).

(2) We write θH =
∑d

i=1 θi ⊗
dlogTi

t
with nilpotent RL̂-linear endomorphisms θi’s of H which

commute with each other such that for any g ∈ Gal(L/K), gθig
−1 = χ(g)θi. Note that for any

x ∈ H ⊗R
K̂cyc

R̂K̂cyc,∞
[Y1, . . . , Yd], it is uniquely written as

x =
∑

n=(n1,...,nd)∈Nd

hnY
[n1]
1 · · ·Y

[nd]
d

for finitely many hn’s in H⊗R
K̂cyc

R̂K̂cyc,∞
, where Y [n] denotes the polynomial Y n

n!
for all n ≥ 0. Using

the description of Θ in Lemma 3.9, we see that

ΘH(x) =
∑

n=(n1,...,nd)∈Nd

(θi(hn)Y
[n1]
1 · · ·Y

[nd]
d − hnY

[n1]
1 · · ·Y

[ni−1]
i · · ·Y

[nd]
d )⊗

dlogTi

t

=
∑

n=(n1,...,nd)∈Nd

(θi(hn)− hn+1i
)Y

[n1]
1 · · ·Y

[nd]
d ⊗

dlogTi

t
.

Therefore, we deduce that ΘH(x) = 0 if and only if for any n ∈ Nd and any 1 ≤ i ≤ d,

hn = θi(hn−1i
).

By iteration, we obtain that for any n = (n1, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd,

hn = θn1
1 · · · θ

nd

d (h0).

Since θi’s are nilpotent, we see that hn = 0 for |n| ≫ 0 and that

d∏

i=1

exp(θiYi)(h) :=
∑

n=(n1,...,nd)∈Nd

θn1
1 · · · θ

nd

d (h)Y
[n1]
1 · · ·Y

[nd]
d

is well defined for any h ∈ H ⊗R
K̂cyc

R̂K̂cyc,∞
. So we obtain that

(3.3) M∞(H, θH) =

d∏

i=1

exp(θiYi)(H ⊗R
K̂cyc

R̂K̂cyc,∞
) = {

d∏

i=1

exp(θiYi)(h) | h ∈ H ⊗R
K̂cyc

R̂K̂cyc,∞
},
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which is finite projective over R̂K̂cyc,∞
. By Lemma 3.9, the Γgeo-action on M is induced such that

for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d,

(3.4) γi = exp(θi)

Then for any g ∈ Gal(L/K), gγig
−1 = γ

χ(g)
i (as gθig

−1 = χ(g)θi). In other words, M∞(H, θH)

belongs to RepΓ(L/K)(R̂L̂,∞).

(3) Fix an M∞ ∈ RepΓ(L/K)(R̂L̂,∞) and let M be as in the proof of (1). Since Γgeo acts on M

unipotently, we see that
∏d

i=1 γ
−Yi
i is a well-defined isomorphism of M ⊗R

L̂
RL̂[Y1, . . . , Yd]. So we see

that

M ⊗R
L̂
RL̂[Y1, . . . , Yd] ∼= H(M∞)⊗R

L̂
RL̂[Y1, . . . , Yd]

and hence that

M∞ ⊗R̂
L̂,∞

R̂L̂,∞[Y1, . . . , Yd] ∼= H(M∞)⊗R
L̂
R̂L̂,∞[Y1, . . . , Yd].

Using (3.1) and (3.2), we see above two isomorphisms are compatible with both Higgs fields and
Γ(L/K)-actions. In particular, we see that M∞ = M∞(H(M∞), θH(M∞)).

Similarly, fix an (H, θH) ∈ HIGGal(L/K)(RL̂) and write θH =
∑d

i=1 θi ⊗
dlogTi

t
as in the proof of

(2). Since θi’s are nilpotent, we see that
∏d

i=1 exp(θiYi) is a well-defined isomorphism of H ⊗R
L̂

R̂L̂,∞[Y1, . . . , Yd]. So we get an isomorphism

H ⊗R
L̂
R̂L̂,∞[Y1, . . . , Yd] ∼= M∞(H, θH)⊗R̂

L̂,∞
R̂L̂,∞[Y1, . . . , Yd].

By (3.3) and (3.4), the above isomorphism is campatible with both Higgs fields and Γ(L/K)-actions.
So we deduce that (H(M∞(H, θH)), θH(M∞(H,θH ))) = (H, θH).

Therefore, we see functors defined in (1) and (2) induce a rank-preserving equivalence between

RepΓ(L/K)(R̂L̂,∞) and HIGGal(L/K)(RL̂). 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

RΓ(Γgeo,M∞) ≃ HIG(H, θH).

Since Higgs complex HIG(CL,∞,Θ) induced by (CL,∞,Θ) is a resolution of R̂L,∞, we get quasi-
isomorphisms

RΓ(Γgeo,M∞) ∼= RΓ(Γgeo,HIG(M∞ ⊗R̂
L̂,∞

CL,∞,ΘM∞
)) ∼= RΓ(Γgeo,HIG(H ⊗R

L̂
CL,∞,ΘH)).

By (1), for any i ≥ 1 and any j ≥ 0, we have

Hi(Γgeo, H ⊗R
L̂
CL,∞ ⊗R Ωj

R(−j)) = 0.

Using spectral sequence, we get a quasi-isomorphism

RΓ(Γgeo,HIG(H ⊗R
L̂
CL,∞,ΘH)) ≃ HIG(H, θH),

and hence that

RΓ(Γgeo,M∞) ≃ HIG(H, θH)

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. �

Remark 3.12. For any M∞ ∈ RepΓ(L/K)(R̂L̂,∞), let M ∈ Repuni
Γ(L/K)(RL̂) be as in the proof of

Theorem 3.11 (1). Then one can check that (M, θM :=
∑d

i=1 logγi ⊗
dlogTi

t
) with the restricted

Gal(L/K)-action gives rise to an object in HIGGal(L/K)(RL̂). Let (H(M∞), θH(M∞)) be as in (3.1)

and (3.2). It is easy to see that the map
∏d

i=1 γ
−Yi
i x 7→ x gives rise to an isomorphism

(H(M∞), θH(M∞)) ∼= (M, θM)

of objects in HIGGal(L/K)(RL̂). 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(Xproét, ÔX) ≃ HIGGal(L/K)(XL̂)

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

RΓ(Xproét,L) ∼= RΓ(Gal(L/K),RΓ(XL̂,ét,HIG(H, θH))).

Proof. The desired equivalence is induced by the composition

Vect(Xproét, ÔX)→ RepΓ(L/K)(R̂L̂,∞)→ HIGGal(L/K)(RL̂)
Γ(X

L̂
,−)

←−−−−− HIGGal(L/K)(XL̂,ét),

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 Γ(XL̂,−), which is an equivalence as X is affinoid. Finally, since
X is affinoid, we get

RΓ(XL̂,ét,HIG(H, θH)) ≃ HIG(H, θH),

where (H, θH) is the Gal(L/K)-Higgs module induced by (H, θH). So the desired quasi-isomorphism
follows from Lemma 3.8 combined with Theorem 3.11 (4). �

Remark 3.14. We will see in the next subsection (cf. Corollary 3.17) that the functor

Vect(Xproét, ÔX)→ HIGGal(L/K)(XL̂)

is actually induced by L 7→ (ν∗(L ⊗ÔX
OC), ν∗(ΘL)) 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 Riν∗(L ⊗ÔX

OC) is a vector bundle on XC,ét for i = 0 and vanishes for i ≥ 1.
Note that it is the sheafification of the presheaf

(Y ∈ XC,ét) 7→ Hi(Xproét/Y,L ⊗ÔX
OC).

By [LZ17, Cor. 2.6], we are reduced to showing that for any affinoid Y = Spa(R,R+) ∈ Xét admitting
a toric chart, H0(Xproét/YC ,L⊗ÔX

OC) is a finite projective RL̂-module, and that for any standard

étale localisation Z = Spa(S, S+)→ Y ,

(3.5) H0(Xproét/ZC,L ⊗ÔX
OC) = H0(Xproét/YC ,L ⊗ÔX

OC)⊗RC
SC

and for any i ≥ 1,

(3.6) Hi(Xproét/ZC,L⊗ÔX
OC) = 0.

We proceed as in [LZ17, §2.3].

Lemma 3.15. For any affinoid perfectoid U ∈ Xproét and for any i ≥ 1,

Hi(Xproét/U,L⊗ÔX
OC) = 0.

Proof. Since U is affinoid, the pro-étale site Uproét is coherent. In particular, taking cohomology
commutes with taking direct limits. Since OC = lim−→n

Symn
ÔX
E , the result follows from [LZ17, Prop.

2.3]. �

Lemma 3.16. For any i ≥ 0, there exists a natural isomorphism

Hi(Γgeo, (L⊗ÔX
OC)(YC,∞)) ≃ Hi(Xproét/YC ,L⊗ÔX

OC),

where YC,∞ is the analogue of XC,∞ for Y replacing X (cf. 2.12).

Proof. Lemma 3.15 together with Čech-to-derived spectral sequence implies that RΓ(Xproét/YC ,L⊗ÔX

OC) can be computed by Čech–Alexander complex (L ⊗ÔX
OC)(Y

•/YC

C,∞ ), where Y
n/YC

C,∞ denotes the
self product of n + 1 copies of YC,∞ over YC. By a similar argument in the proof of Lemma 3.8, we
see that

(L⊗ÔX
OC)(Y

•/YC

C,∞ ) ∼= C(Γ•
geo, (L ⊗ÔX

OC)(YC,∞)).

Then the result follows. �
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Now, by Theorem 3.3 (1) and (5), we conclude that H0(Xproét/YC ,L⊗ÔX
OC) is a finite projective

RC-module such that (3.5) and (3.6) hold true. This shows that the functor

Vect(X, ÔX)→ HIGGK
(XC)

sending each generalised representation L to

(H(L), θH(L)) := (ν∗(L ⊗ÔX
OC), ν∗(ΘL))

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(Xproét, ÔX)→ HIGGK
(XC)

introduced in Corollary 3.13 is independent of the choice of toric chart.

Proof. By Lemma 3.16, we see that H(L)(XC,∞) = H0(Γgeo, (L ⊗ÔX
OC)(XC,∞)). Then the result

follows from the construction of the functor in Corollary 3.13. �

Thanks to above corollary, we can show that the functor L 7→ (H(L), θH(L)) is indeed an equiva-
lence. For this purpose, we construct its quasi-inverse as follows:

Let {Xi → X}i∈I be an étale covering such that each Xi → X is standard étale. For any
(H, θH) ∈ HIGGK

(XC,ét), let (Hi, θHi
) be its restriction to Xi. Then we get canonical comparison

isomorphisms

ιij : (Hi, θHi
)|Xi×XXj

∼=
−→ (Hj, θHj

)|Xj×XXj
.

Let Li ∈ Vect(Xi,proét, ÔXi
) be the generalised representation on Xi,proét corresponding to (Hi, θHi

)
in the sense of Corollary 3.13. By Corollary 3.17, ιij ’s induce canonical isomorphisms of

Li|Xi×XXj

∼=
−→ Lj|Xi×XXj

.

So Li’s glue and achieve an L(H, θH) ∈ Vect(Xproét, ÔX). It is easy to check that the functor
(H, θH) 7→ L(H, θH) 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 L ∈ Vect(Xproét, ÔX) with associated (H, θH) ∈ HIGGK
(XC). By adjunction formula,

we get a morphism

(H⊗OXC
OC|XC

,ΘH)→ (L ⊗ÔX
L)|XC

,ΘL)

and have to check this is an isomorphism, which reduces to Theorem 3.11 (3) as the problem is local.

For (3), let L ∈ Vect(Xproét, ÔX) and (H, θH) ∈ HIGGK
(XC) be as above. By noting that the

universal Higgs field (OC,Θ) induces a quasi-isomorphism ÔX
≃
−→ HIG(OC,Θ), we get a quasi-

isomorphism

L ≃ HIG(L ⊗ÔX
OC,ΘL)

and hence quasi-isomorphisms

RΓ(XC,proét,L) ≃ RΓ(XC,proét,HIG(L⊗ÔX
OC,ΘL))

≃ RΓ(XC,ét,Rν∗(HIG(L ⊗ÔX
OC,ΘL)))

≃ RΓ(XC,ét, ν∗(HIG(L ⊗ÔX
OC,ΘL))) by (1)

≃ RΓ(XC,ét, ν∗(HIG(H⊗OX
OC,ΘH))) by (2)

≃ RΓ(XC,ét,HIG(H, θH)),

where the last quasi-isomorphism is deduced by noting that (ν∗(OC), ν∗(Θ)) ∼= (OX , 0).

For (4), let L ∈ Vect(Xproét, ÔX) and (H, θH) ∈ HIGGK
(XC) be as above. Since there exists a

natural morphism (f ∗OCX , f
∗ΘX)→ (OCX′,ΘX′) of Higgs fields (by taking graded pieces of [Sch13,
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Prop. 8.5] after inverting t), we get isomorphisms

(f ∗H⊗OX′
C

OC|X′
C
,Θf∗H)

∼=(f ∗H⊗OX′
C

OC|X′
C
, f ∗ΘH) (as f ∗ΘH = Θf∗H)

→(f ∗L ⊗ÔX′
OC|X′

C
, f ∗ΘL) (by (2) via base-change along f ∗OCX → OCX′)

∼=(f ∗L ⊗ÔX′
OC|X′

C
,Θf∗L) (as f ∗ΘL = Θf∗L).

By taking kernels of Higgs fields, we see that

f ∗L ∼= L(f ∗H, f ∗θH).

By applying νX′,∗ : X
′
proét → X ′

C,ét to (f ∗H⊗OX′
C

OC|X′
C
,Θf∗H) ∼= (f ∗L ⊗ÔX′

OC|X′
C
,Θf∗L), we get

(H(f ∗L), θH(f∗L)) ∼= (f ∗H, f ∗θH).

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

✷ := OK〈T
±1
1 , . . . , T±1

d 〉 → R+

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+)perf
∆

the sub-site of all perfect

prisms, and denote by (R+/(S, (E)))∆ the relative prismatic site with the base prism (S, (E)). Let
R+

C be the base-change of R+ along OK → OC .
To state our main result, we make the following definition:

Definition 4.1. By an enhanced Higgs module of rank l over R+, we mean a triple (H, θH , φH) such
that

(1) H is a finite projective module over R+ of rank l and θH : H → H ⊗R+ Ω̂1
R+/OK

{−1} defines

a nilpotent Higgs field on H . We denote by HIG(H, θH) the induced Higgs complex.
(2) φH ∈ EndR+(H) such that

(a) limn→+∞

∏n−1
i=0 (φH + iE ′(π)) = 0 with respect to the p-adic topology on H , and that

(b) [φH , θH ] = −E
′(π)θH ; that is, φH induces an endomorphism of HIG(H, θH) as follows:

(4.1) H
θH
//

φH

��

H ⊗R+ Ω̂1
R+/OK

{−1}

φH+E′(π)idH

��

// · · · // H ⊗R+ Ω̂d
R+/OK

{−d}

φH+dE′(π)idH
��

H
θH
// H ⊗R+ Ω̂1

R+/OK
{−1} // · · · // H ⊗R+ Ω̂d

R+/OK
{−d}.

We denote by HIG(H, θH , φH) the total complex of (4.1). In other words, HIG(H, θH , φH) is
the fibre of HIG(H, θH):

HIG(H, θH , φH) = fib(HIG(H, θH)
φH−→ HIG(H, θH).

We denote by HIGnil
∗ (R+) the category of enhanced Higgs modules over R+. One can similarly define

the category HIGnil
∗ (R) of enhanced Higgs modules over R by replacing R+ and Ω̂i

R+/OK
by R and

Ωi
R/K respectively in the above sentences.

Remark 4.2. In Definition 4.1, the nilpotency condition on θH is not necessary. In fact, if we write
θH =

∑d
i=1 θi ⊗

dlogTi

E(u)
, then the condition [φH , θH ] = −E

′(π)θH amounts to that for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d,

[φH , θi] = −E
′(π)θi. So the Lie sub-algebra g of EndR+(H) generated by φH and θi’s is solvable with

[g, g] generated by θi’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 fixed framing
� induces an equivalence of categories

ρ� : Vect((R+)∆,O∆)→ HIGnil
∗ (R+) (resp. ρ� : Vect((R+)∆,O∆[

1

p
])→ HIGnil

∗ (R)),

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

RΓ((R+)∆,M) ∼= HIG(H, θH , φH),

which is functorial in M.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 4.23 and Proposition 4.26 proved below. �

Remark 4.4. Since (S(R+), (E)) depends on the framing onR+, the equivalence Vect((R+)∆,O∆)→

HIGnil
∗ (R+) also depends on the given framing. However, we will see in Corollary 6.15 that after

inverting p, the equivalence Vect((R+)∆,O∆[
1
p
])→ HIGnil

∗ (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 OK = W(κ) 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((R+)∆,O∆)→ Vect((R+/(S, (E)))∆,O∆)
induced by restriction along the inclusion (R+/(S, (E)))∆ ⊂ (R+)∆. By abuse of notations, for each

M ∈ Vect((R+)∆,O∆) (with associated enhanced Higgs module (H, θH , φH)), 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)))∆,O∆) via the
equivalences in [Tian21, Thm. 4.10] is exactly (H, θH) and there exists a quasi-isomoprhism

RΓ((R+/(S, (E)))∆,M) = HIG(H, θH).

Remark 4.6. The equivalence Vect((R+)∆,O∆) → HIGnil
∗ (R+) 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 O∆-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 θH and R-linear endomorphism φH 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 S〈T±1〉 be the (p, E)-adic completion of S[T±1] which is endowed with a
δ-structure over S such that δ(Ti) = 0 for all i. Then (S〈T±1〉, (E)) is a prism. By étaleness of ✷, it
induces a smooth liftingS(R+) ofR+ overS and a (p, E)-adically étale morphismS〈T±1〉 → S(R+).
By [BS22, Lem. 2.18], there exists a unique δ-structure on S(R+) which is compatible with the one
on S〈T±1〉 and makes (S(R+), (E)) a prism in (R+)∆. One can similarly define (Ainf〈T

±1〉, (ξ)) and
(Ainf(R

+), (ξ)) with δ-structures compatible with those on (S〈T±1〉, (E)) and (S(R+), (E)) via the
morphism S→ Ainf such that Ainf(R

+) is a lifting of R+
C over Ainf . Let

R̂+
C,∞ := R+

C⊗̂OC〈T±1
1 ,...,T±1

d 〉OC〈T
± 1

p∞

1 , . . . , T
± 1

p∞

d 〉.

It is a perfectoid ring over R with the induced perfect prism (Ainf(R̂
+
C,∞), (ξ)) in the sense of [BS22,

Thm. 3.10], which is the perfection of (Ainf(R
+), (ξ)). We also adapt notations in 2.12 and Notation

2.19.
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Remark 4.8. Note that for any étale localisation ι : R+ → S+, there exists a unique morphism
of prisms (S(R+), (E)) → (S(S+), (E)) lifting ι, 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+)∆,O∆) be
a Hodge–Tate crystal with corresponding enhanced Higgs module (H, θH , φH). Then the enhanced
Higgs module associated to the restriction of M to (S+)∆ is exactly (H⊗R+ S+, θH⊗ idS+ , φH⊗ idS+)
and there exists a quasi-isomorphism

RΓ((S+)∆,M) ∼= HIG(H, θH , φH)⊗R+ S+.

Lemma 4.9. (1) Both (S(R+), (E)), (Ainf(R
+), (ξ)) and (Ainf(R̂

+
C,∞), (ξ)) are covers of the final

object of the topos Shv((R+)∆). As a consequence, these prisms are also covers of the final
object of Shv((R+/(S, (E)))∆).

(2) The (Ainf(R̂
+
C,∞), (ξ)) is a cover of the final object of the topos Shv((R+)perf

∆
).

Proof. Since there exist morphisms of prisms (S(R+), (E)) → (Ainf(R
+), (ξ)) → (Ainf(R̂

+
C,∞), (ξ)).

So it is enough to show (Ainf(R̂
+
C,∞), (ξ)) cover the final objects of both Shv((R+)∆) and Shv((R+)perf

∆
).

For the first topos, let (A, I) be any bounded prism in (R+)∆. Then A/I⊗̂R+R̂+
C,∞ 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+R̂+
C,∞. In particular, B/I is an R̂+

C,∞-algebra.

Since R̂+
C,∞ is perfectoid, by deformation theory, we get a morphism (Ainf(R̂

+
C,∞), (ξ))→ (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)]. �

Notation 4.10. Let (S(R+)•, (E)) (resp. (S(R+)•geo, (E)), resp. (Ainf(R̂
+
C,∞)•, (E))) be the Čech

nerve of S(R+) (resp. S(R+), resp, Ainf(R̂
+
C,∞)) in (R+)∆ (resp. (R+/(S, (E)))∆, resp. (R+)perf

∆
).

Here, E denotes E(u0); that is, the corresponding E(u) of the first component in each degree of the
Čech nerves.

Lemma 4.11. We have isomorphisms of cosimplicial rings (with obvious degeneracy morphisms pi
and face morphisms σi):

(1) S(R+)• = S(R+)⊗̂(•+1){u0−ui

E(u0)
,
T1,0−T1,i

E(u0)T1,0
, . . . ,

Td,0−Td,i

E(u0)Td,0
| 1 ≤ i ≤ •}∧δ , where for any n ≥ 0,

S(R+)⊗̂(n+1) denotes the (p, E)-complete tensor product of n+1 copies of S(R+) over W(κ)
and for any 0 ≤ i ≤ n, ui, T1,i, . . . , Td,i denote the corresponding u, T1, . . . , Td of the (i + 1)-
factor.

(2) S(R+)•geo = S(R+)⊗̂S(•+1){
T1,0−T1,i

E(u0)T1,0
, . . . ,

Td,0−Td,i

E(u0)Td,0
| 1 ≤ i ≤ •}∧δ , where for any n ≥ 0,

S(R+)⊗̂S(n+1) denotes the (p, E)-complete tensor product of n + 1 copies of S(R+) over
S with T1,i’s as above.

(3) O∆[
1
p
](Ainf(R̂

+
C,∞)•) = C(Γ(K/K)•, R̂C,∞), where for any n ≥ 0, C(Γ(K/K)•, R̂C,∞) denotes

the ring of continuous functions from Γ(K/K)n to R̂+
C,∞ (cf. §1.4).

Proof. (1) For any n ≥ 0, (S(R+)n, (E)) is the initial object of the category of prisms in (R)∆
which are the targets of n+1 arrows from (S(R+), (E)). Note that for any prism (A, I) in the such

category, there exists a unique morphism S(R+)⊗̂(n+1) → A such that the reductions of ui’s and
Ts,i’s modulo I are π and Ts respectively for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n and any 1 ≤ s ≤ d. So it suffices to show

that S(R+)⊗̂(n+1){u0−ui

E(u0)
,
T1,0−T1,i

E(u0)T1,0
, . . . ,

Td,0−Td,i

E(u0)Td,0
| 1 ≤ i ≤ •}∧(p,E) 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, Ainf(R̂
+
C,∞)n/(E) is the initial object of

the category of perfectoid algebras over R+ which are the targets of n + 1 arrows from R̂+
C,∞.

Note that, for any perfectoid ring S in the such category, there exists n + 1 morphisms of perfec-

toid spaces Spa(S[1
p
], S[1

p
]◦) to XC,∞ = Spa(R̂C,∞, R̂+

C,∞) over X = Spa(R,R+). So we see that
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(Ainf(R̂
+
C,∞)n/(E))[1

p
] is the ring of regular functions on the (n + 1)-folds self-product of XC,∞ over

X , which turns out to be C(Γ(K/K)n, R̂C,∞) as shown in the proof of Lemma 3.8. �

Remark 4.12. Keep notations as in the proof of 4.11 (3). Then one can show that Ainf(R̂
+
C,∞)n/(E)

is almost isomorphic to C(Γ(K/K)n, R̂+
C,∞) with respect to mC in the sense of [Sch12, §4]. More

precisely, we can show that the kernel and cokernel of the canonical morphism

ιn : Ainf(R̂
+
C,∞)n/(E)→ C(Γ(K/K)n, R̂+

C,∞)

are both killed by mC . Indeed, since ιn 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 Xi := u0−ui

E(u0)
and Ys,i =

Ts,0−Ts,i

E(u0)Ts,0
for any 1 ≤ s ≤ d and any i ≥ 1. We

identify u0 and Ts,0’s of the reduction of first factor of S(R)•geo (resp. S(R+)•) with Ts’s of S(R+).

(1) We have isomorphisms of cosimplicial rings:

O∆(S(R+)•geo)
∼= R+{Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ •}∧pd

and

O∆[
1

p
](S(R+)•geo)

∼= R{Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ •}∧pd,

where R+{Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ •}∧pd is the p-adic completion of the free polynomial ring
over R+ generated by the reductions of Ys,i’s modulo E with 1 ≤ i ≤ • and

R{Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ •}∧pd = R+{Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ •}∧pd[
1

p
]

such that the face maps are given by

(4.2) pi(Ys,j) =





Ys,j+1 − Ys,j, i = 0
Ys,j+1, i ≤ j
Ys,j, i > j;

while the degeneracy maps are given by

(4.3) σi(Ys,j) =





0, i = 0, j = 1
Ys,j−1, i < j, (i, j) 6= (0, 1)
Ys,j, i ≥ j.

(2) We have isomorphisms of cosimplicial rings:

O∆(S(R+)•geo)
∼= R+{Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ •}∧pd

and

O∆[
1

p
](S(R+)•geo)

∼= R{Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ •}∧pd,

where R+{Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ •}∧pd is the p-adic completion of the free polynomial ring
over R+ generated by the reductions of Xi’s and Ys,i’s modulo E with 1 ≤ i ≤ • and

R{Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ •}∧pd = R+{Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ •}∧pd[
1

p
]

such that the face maps are given by

pi(Xj) =





(Xj+1 −X1)(1− E ′(π)X1)
−1, i = 0

Xj+1, i ≤ j
Xj, i > j;

pi(Ys,j) =





(Ys,j+1 − Ys,1)(1− E ′(π)X1)
−1, i = 0

Ys,j+1, i ≤ j
Ys,j, i > j;

(4.4)
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while the degeneracy maps are given by

σi(Xj) =





0, i = 0, j = 1
Xj−1, i < j, (i, j) 6= (0, 1)
Xj , i ≥ j;

σi(Ys,j) =





0, i = 0, j = 1
Ys,j−1, i < j, (i, j) 6= (0, 1)
Ys,j, i ≥ j.

(4.5)

Proof. We only need to show the O∆ case while the O∆[
1
p
] case follows from inverting p.

(1) This is [Tian21, Cor. 4.5].
(2) For any n ≥ 0, since δ(ui) = 0 for any 0 ≤ i ≤ n, the desired isomorphism

O∆(S(R+)•) ∼= R+{Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ •}∧pd

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 pi’s and σi’s
directly (cf. Convention 1.20) while the only difficulty appears in checking (4.4) for p0. We show the
details as follows:

Since p0(ui) = ui+1 and p0(Ts,i) = Ts,i+1, we see that

p0(Xj) =
u1 − uj+1

E(u1)
= (Xj+1 −X1)

E(u0)

E(u1)

and that

p0(Ys,j) =
Ts,1 − Ts,j+1

E(u1)Ts,1
= (Ys,j+1 − Ys,j)

E(u0)Ts,0

E(u1)Ts,1
.

Then the desired formulae can be obtained by noting that

Ts,0

Ts,1

= (1−E(u0)Ys,1) ≡ 1 mod E

and that

E(u0)

E(u1)
= (1−

E(u0)−E(u1)

E(u0)
)−1

= (1−

degE∑

i≥1

E(i)(u1)(u0 − u1)
i

i!E(u0)
)−1 (by Taylar’s expansion)

≡ (1−E ′(π)X1)
−1 mod E (as u0 − u1 = E(u0)X1).

(4.6)

�

Example 4.14. Let R+ = OK and hence d = 0 in Proposiition 4.13. Let S• be the underlying
cosimplicial ring of Čech nerve of (S, (E)) ∈ (OK)∆. Then we have

O∆(S
•, (E)) = OK{X1, . . . , X•}

∧

with face and degeneracy maps given by (4.4) and (4.5) (for Xi’s), respectively.

Corollary 4.15. Let K (resp. Kg, resp. Ka) be the kernel of σ0 : O∆(S(R+)1, (E))→ O∆(S(R+), (E))

(resp. σ0 : O∆(S(R+)1geo), (E))→ O∆(S(R+), (E)), resp. σ0 : O∆(S
1, (E))→ O∆(S, (E))). Then

(1) K is the closed pd-ideal generated by {X
[n0]
1 Y

[n1]
1,1 · · ·Y

[nd]
d,1 | n0 + · · ·+ nd ≥ 1}. In particular,

by letting d = 0, we see that Ka is the closed pd-ideal generated by {X
[n]
1 | n ≥ 1}.

(2) Kg is the closed pd-ideal generated by {Y
[n1]
1,1 · · ·Y

[nd]
d,1 | n1 + · · ·+ nd ≥ 1}.

(3) For any r ≥ 1, let K[r] (resp. K
[r]
g , resp. K

[r]
a ) be the r-th closed pd-power of K (resp. Kg,

resp. Ka). Then the obvious morphisms S• → S(R+)• → S(R+)•geo (induce a morphism
ideals Ka → K → Kg and then) induce a short exact sequence R+-modules:

(4.7) 0 // Ka/K
[2]
a ⊗OK

R+ // K/K[2] // Kg/K
2
g

// 0
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Similar results hold true for replacing O∆ by O∆[
1
p
] after inverting p.

Proof. It suffices to consider the O∆ case as the O∆[
1
p
] case follows from the flat base-change “−⊗Zp

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

{X
[n0]
1 Y

[n1]
1,1 · · ·Y

[nd]
d,1 | n0 + · · ·+ n1 ≥ 1}

is contained in K. So σ0 : O∆(S(R+)1) → O∆(S(R+)) = R+ factors through the quotient
S(R+)1/J . It is enough to show that S(R+)1/J ∼= R+, which can be easily deduced as follows:

Let J0 be the ideal of the pd-polynomial ring R+[X1, Y1,1, . . . , Yd,1]pd over R+ generated by
X1, Y1,1, . . . , Yd,1. By taking (p, E)-adic completion along the exact sequence

0→ J0 → R+[X1, Y1,1, . . . , Yd,1]pd → R+ → 0,

we get the desired isomorphism O∆(S(R+)1)/J ∼= R+ by noting that all rings involved are (p, E)-
torsion free and R+ is itself (p, E)-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[r] (resp. K
[r]
g , resp. K

[r]
a ) is the closed ideal

generated by

{X
[n0]
1 Y

[n1]
1,1 · · ·Y

[nd]
d,1 | n0 + · · ·+ n1 ≥ r} (resp. {Y

[n1]
1,1 · · ·Y

[nd]
d,1 | n1 + · · ·+ n1 ≥ r}, resp. {X

[n]
1 | n ≥ r}).

So, we deduce that

K/K[2] ∼= R+ ·X1 ⊕⊕
d
i=1R

+ · Yi (resp. Kg/K
[2]
g
∼= ⊕d

i=1R
+ · Yi, resp. Ka/K

[2]
a
∼= OK ·X1),

which implies the desired exact sequence immediately. �

Remark 4.16. Consider O∆ in Corollary 4.15. By identifying X1 with du
E(u)

, we see that

Ka/K
[2]
a
∼= Ω̂1

S/W(κ){−1} ⊗S OK
∼= OK ·

du

E(u)
.

By the definition of Ys,i’s, we see that

Kg/K
[2]
g
∼= Ω̂1

R+/OK
{−1}

by identidying Ys,i with
dlogTi

E(u)
, where Ω̂1

R+/OK
denotes the module of continuous differentials and

{−1} denotes the Breuil–Kisin twist. In particular, the exact sequence splits (non-canonically) and
induces an isomorphism

(4.8) K/K[2] ∼= Ka/K
[2]
a ⊗OK

R+ ⊕Kg/K
[2]
g
∼= R+ ·

du

E(u)
⊕ Ω̂1

R+/OK
{−1}.

A similar remark applies to O∆[
1
p
].

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 ′(π).

Convention 4.18. Let A?,• be the cosimplicial ring R?{Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ •} for ? ∈ {∅,+}
with face and degeneracy morphisms given by (4.4) and (4.5), respectively. By Proposition 4.13, we
have

A• ∼= O∆[
1

p
](S(R+)•, (E))

and

A+,• ∼= O∆(S(R+)•, (E)).

Let Strat(A?,•) denote the category of stratifications with respect to A?,• satisfying the cocycle
condition (cf. Convention 1.20). Note that A?,0 = R?.

We start with the following lemma:
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Lemma 4.19. There exists a canonical equivalence from Vect((R+)∆,O∆) (resp. Vect((R
+)∆,O∆[

1
p
]))

to Strat(A?,•) for ? = + (resp. ? = ∅) by evaluating (rational) Hodge–Tate crystals along the cosim-
plicial prism (S(R+)•, (E)).

Proof. By Lemma 4.9, (S(R+), (E)) is a cover of final object of Shv((R+)∆). So the result follows
from [BS21, Prop. 2.7]. �

Therefore, in order to establish the desired equivalence in Theorem 4.3, it suffices to construct an
equivalence between the categories S(A?,•) and HIGnil

∗ (R?).
Let (H, ε) ∈ Strat(A?,•) be any fixed stratification satisfying the cocycle condition. By Proposition

4.13, via the embedding H
x 7→x⊗1
−−−−→ H ⊗R?,p0 A

?,1, there exists a collection {φi,n}i≥0,n∈Nd of R?-linear
endomorphisms of H such that for any x ∈ H ,

ε(x) =
∑

i≥0,n∈Nd

φi,n(x)X
[i]
1 Y

[n]
1 .

Note that in order to make ε well-defined, we require

lim
i+|n|→+∞

φi,n = 0

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

p∗2(ε) ◦ p
∗
0(ε)(x)

=p∗2(ε)(
∑

j≥0,n∈Nd

φj,n(x)(1− aX1)
−j−|n|(X2 −X1)

[j](Y 2 − Y 1)
[n])

=
∑

i,j≥0,l,n∈Nd

φi,l(φj,n(x))(1− aX1)
−j−|n|X

[i]
1 (X2 −X1)

[j]Y
[l]
1 (Y 2 − Y 1)

[n]

=
∑

i,j,k≥0,l,m,n∈Nd

φi,l(φj+k,m+n(x))(1− aX1)
−j−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|X

[i]
1 X

[j]
1 X

[k]
2 Y

[l]
1 Y

[m]
1 Y

[n]
2

=
∑

i,j,k≥0,l,m,n∈Nd

φi,l(φj+k,m+n(x))(1− aX1)
−j−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X

[i+j]
1 Y

[l+m]
1 X

[k]
2 Y

[n]
2 ,

(4.9)

that

(4.10) p∗1(ε)(x) =
∑

k≥0,n∈Nd

φk,n(x)X
[k]
2 Y

[n]
2 ,

and that

(4.11) σ∗
0(ε)(x) = φ0,0(x).

Therefore, we have

Lemma 4.20. For any stratification (H, ε) with respect to A?,•, if we write

ε(x) =
∑

i≥0,n∈Nd

φi,n(x)X
[i]
1 Y

[n]
1

for any x ∈ H with φi,n → 0 as i+ |n| → +∞, then (H, ε) satisfies the cocycle condition if and only
if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) φ0,0 = idH , and
(2) For any k ≥ 0, n ∈ Nd and for any x ∈ H, we have

φk,n(x) =
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi,l(φj+k,m+n(x))(1− aX)−j−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j]Y [l+m].

Notation 4.21. For any (H, ε) ∈ Strat(A?,•) with φi,n’s as above. Define φH = φ1,0. For any
1 ≤ i ≤ d, put θi = φ0,1i

and for ? = + (resp. ∅), define

θH : H → H ⊗R+ Ω̂1
R+/OK

{−1} (resp. θH : H → H ⊗R Ω1
R/K{−1})
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by θH =
∑d

i=1 θi ⊗
dlogTi

E(u)
.

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

Lemma 4.22. Let φi,n’s be endomorphisms of H with φ0,0 = idH . Let φH , θH and θi’s be as in
Notation 4.21. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) For any k ≥ 0, n ∈ Nd and for any x ∈ H, we have

(4.12)

φk,n(x) =
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi,l(φj+k,m+n(x))(1− aX)−j−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j]Y [l+m].

(2) For any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d, we have [φH , θi] = −aθi and [θi, θj ] = 0 such that for any k ≥ 0 and
n ∈ Nd,

(4.13) φk,n(x) =
d∏

s=1

θni
i ·

k−1∏

i=0

(φH + ia)(x) =
k−1∏

i=0

(φH + (i+ |n|)a) ·
d∏

i=1

θni
i (x).

Moreover, if one of the above conditions is satisfied, then θi’s are nilpotent and

lim
k+|n|→+∞

φk,n = 0⇔ lim
k→+∞

k−1∏

i=0

(φH + ia) = 0.

Proof. First, we assume (1) holds true for any k ≥ 0 and any n ∈ Nd and then verify (2) as follows:
By letting Y = 0 in both sides of (4.12), we get

φk,n(x) =
∑

i,j≥0

φi,0(φj+k,n(x))(1 − aX)−j−k−|n|(−1)j
(
i+ j

i

)
X [i+j].

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

(k + |n|)aφk,n(x)− φ1+k,n(x) + φ1,0(φk,n(x)) = 0,

which implies by iteration that for any k ≥ 0 and n ∈ Nd,

(4.14) φk,n(x) = (φ1,0 + (k − 1 + |n|)a)φk−1,n(x) =

k−1∏

i=0

(φH + (i+ |n|)a)φ0,n(x).

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

φk,n(x) =
∑

l,m,∈Nd

φ0,l(φk,m+n(x))(−1)
|m|

(
l +m

l

)
Y [l+m].

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

φ0,1i
(φk,n(x))− φk,1i+n(x) = 0.

In particular, by letting k = 0 and n = 1− i+ 1j in the above formula, we see that

θiθj = φ0,1i+1j
= θjθi.

In other words, θi’s commute with each other. Also, by iteration (for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d) that for any
k ≥ 0 and n ∈ Nd,

(4.15) φk,n(x) = φ0,1i
(φk,n−1i

(x)) =
d∏

i=1

θni
i (φk,0(x)).

Now, (4.13) follows from (4.14) and (4.15). In particular, by letting k = 1 and n = 1i, we see that
[φH , θi] = −aθi as desired.

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

(†) =∂X(
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi,l(φj+k,m+n(x))(1− aX)−j−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j]Y [l+m])

=
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

(j + k + |m|+ |n|)aφi,l(φj+k,m+n(x))

· (1− aX)−j−k−1−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j]Y [l+m]

+
∑

i,j≥0,i+j≥1,l,m,∈Nd

φi,l(φj+k,m+n(x))(1− aX)−j−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j−1]Y [l+m],

then we have to show that (†) = 0. Note that

{(i, j) | i, j ≥ 0, i+ j ≥ 1} = {(i, j) | i, j − 1 ≥ 0} ∪ {(i, 0) | i ≥ 1}.

We have

(†) =
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

(j + k + |m|+ |n|)aφi,l(φj+k,m+n(x))

· (1− aX)−j−1−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j]Y [l+m]

−
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi,l(φj+1+k,m+n(x))(1− aX)−j−1−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j + 1

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j]Y [l+m]

+
∑

i≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi+1,l(φk,m+n(x))(1 − aX)−k−|m|−|n|(−1)|m|

(
l +m

l

)
X [i]Y [l+m].

By (4.13), we can use φj+1+k,m+n(x)− φH(φj+k,m+n(x)) instead of (j + k + |m|+ |n|)a(φj+k,m+n(x))
in above formula and conclude that

(†) =
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

−φi,l(φH(φj+k,m+n(x)))(1− aX)−j−1−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j]Y [l+m]

−
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi,l(φj+1+k,m+n(x))(1− aX)−j−1−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i− 1

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j]Y [l+m]

+
∑

i≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi+1,l(φk,m+n(x))(1 − aX)−k−|m|−|n|(−1)|m|

(
l +m

l

)
X [i]Y [l+m].
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By (4.13) again, we can use φi+1,l(φj+k,m+n(x))− iaφi,l(φj+k,m+n(x)) instead of φi,l(φH(φj+k,m+n(x)))
in above formula and obtain that

(†) =
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

iaφi,l(φj+k,m+n(x))(1 − aX)−j−1−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j]Y [l+m]

−
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi+1,l(φj+k,m+n(x))(1− aX)−j−1−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j]Y [l+m]

−
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi,l(φj+1+k,m+n(x))(1− aX)−j−1−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i− 1

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j]Y [l+m]

+
∑

i≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi+1,l(φk,m+n(x))(1 − aX)−k−|m|−|n|(−1)|m|

(
l +m

l

)
X [i]Y [l+m]

=
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

aXφi,l(φj+k,m+n(x))(1− aX)−j−1−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i− 1 + j

i− 1

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i−1+j]Y [l+m]

−
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi+1,l(φj+k,m+n(x))(1− aX)−j−1−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j]Y [l+m]

−
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi,l(φj+1+k,m+n(x))(1− aX)−j−1−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i− 1

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j]Y [l+m]

+
∑

i≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi+1,l(φk,m+n(x))(1 − aX)−k−|m|−|n|(−1)|m|

(
l +m

l

)
X [i]Y [l+m],

where we use i
(
i+j
i

)
X [i+j] = X

(
i−1+j
i−1

)
X [i−1+j] to get the second equality. In the most right hand side

of the above formula, replacing i−1 by i in the first and third summands and using
(
j−1
−1

)
=

(
j
−1

)
= 0,

we see that

(†) =
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

aXφi+1,l(φj+k,m+n(x))(1− aX)−j−1−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j]Y [l+m]

−
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi+1,l(φj+k,m+n(x))(1− aX)−j−1−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j]Y [l+m]

−
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi+1,l(φj+1+k,m+n(x))(1− aX)−j−1−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ 1 + j

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+1+j]Y [l+m]

+
∑

i≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi+1,l(φk,m+n(x))(1 − aX)−k−|m|−|n|(−1)|m|

(
l +m

l

)
X [i]Y [l+m]

=−
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi+1,l(φj+k,m+n(x))(1− aX)−j−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j]Y [l+m]

−
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi+1,l(φj+1+k,m+n(x))(1− aX)−j−1−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ 1 + j

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+1+j]Y [l+m]

+
∑

i≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi+1,l(φk,m+n(x))(1 − aX)−k−|m|−|n|(−1)|m|

(
l +m

l

)
X [i]Y [l+m].
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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

(†) =−
∑

i,j≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi+1,l(φj+k,m+n(x))(1− aX)−j−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j]Y [l+m]

+
∑

i≥0,j≥1,l,m,∈Nd

φi+1,l(φj+k,m+n(x))(1− aX)−j−k−|m|−|n|(−1)j+|m|

(
i+ j

i

)(
l +m

l

)
X [i+j]Y [l+m]

+
∑

i≥0,l,m,∈Nd

φi+1,l(φk,m+n(x))(1 − aX)−k−|m|−|n|(−1)|m|

(
l +m

l

)
X [i]Y [l+m]

=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 ∈ Nd, we have

(4.16) φk,n(x) =
∑

l,m,∈Nd

φ0,l(φk,m+n(x))(−1)
|m|

(
l +m

l

)
Y [l+m].

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

(4.17) φ0,n(x) =
∑

l,m,∈Nd

φ0,l(φ0,m+n(x))(−1)
|m|

(
l +m

l

)
Y [l+m].

To do so, it suffices to show that for free variables Z1, . . . , Zd,

∑

n∈Nd

φ0,n(x)Z
[n] =

∑

l,m,n∈Nd

φ0,l(φ0,m+n(x))(−1)
|m|

(
l +m

l

)
Y [l+m]Z [n].

Since θi’s commute with each other and φ0,n =
∏d

i=1 θ
ni
i by (4.13), we see that

∑

n∈Nd

φ0,n(x)Z
[n] = exp(

d∑

i=1

θiZi)(x)

and that
∑

l,m,n∈Nd

φ0,l(φ0,m+n(x))(−1)
|m|

(
l +m

l

)
Y [l+m]Z [n]

=
∑

l,m,n∈Nd

d∏

i=1

θli+mi+ni
i (x)(−1)|m|Y [l]Y [m]Z [n]

=
∑

l∈Nd

d∏

i=1

θlii Y
[l]

∑

m∈Nd

d∏

i=1

θmi
i (−Y )[m]

∑

n∈Nd

d∏

i=1

θni
i (x)Z [n]

=exp(

d∑

i=1

θiYi)(x) exp(−
d∑

i=1

θiYi) exp(

d∑

i=1

θiZi)(x)

= exp(

d∑

i=1

θiZi)(x).

Therefore, the special case (4.17) holds true. In particular, replacing x by φk,0(x) in (4.17), we get

(4.18) φ0,n(φk,0(x)) =
∑

l,m,∈Nd

φ0,l(φ0,m+n(φk,0(x)))(−1)
|m|

(
l +m

l

)
Y [l+m].

By using (4.13), especially φ0,n(φk,0(x)) = φk,n(x), 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 θi’s follows
from the same argument use in Remark 4.2. Since φk,n = φ0,n ◦ φk,0 for any (k, n) ∈ N × Nd, we
conclude from the nilpotency of θi’s that

lim
k+|n|→+∞

φk,n = 0⇔ lim
k→+∞

k−1∏

i=0

(φH + ia) = 0.

�

Proposition 4.23. The evaluation at (S(R+), (E)) induces equivalences

Vect((R+)∆,O∆)→ Strat(A+,•)→ HIGnil
∗ (R+) (resp. Vect((R+)∆,O∆[

1

p
])→ Strat(A•)→ HIGnil

∗ (R))

of categories, which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities. Moreover, for anyM ∈ Vect((R+)∆,O∆)

(resp. Vect((R+)∆,O∆[
1
p
])) with the corresponding stratification (H, ε) ∈ Strat(A?,•) for ? = + (resp.

∅), let φH , θH and θi’s be as in Notation 4.21 and then we have

(1) the enhanced Higgs module induced by M is (H, θH , φH), and
(2) the stratification ε on H is determined such that for any x ∈ H,

ε(x) = exp(

d∑

i=1

θiY1)(1− aX1)
−

φH
a (x) :=

∑

k≥0,n∈Nd

d∏

i=1

θni
i (

k−1∏

j=0

(φH + jE ′(π))(x))X
[k]
1 Y

[n]
1

= (1− aX1)
−

φH
a

d∏

i=1

exp((1− aX1)
−1θiY1)(x) :=

∑

k≥0,n∈Nd

k−1∏

j=0

(φH + (j + |n|)E ′(π))(

d∏

i=1

θni
i (x))X

[k]
1 Y

[n]
1

(4.19)

Proof. The “moreover” part of Lemma 4.22 shows that (H, θH , φH) 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. �

Remark 4.24. We give an intrinsic construction of (H, θH , φH) from a stratification (H, ε) ∈
Strat(A?,•) for ? = + (resp. ∅) as follows:

Let K,Kg and Ka be as in Corollary 4.15 (and Remark 4.16). Noticing that σ∗
0(ε) = idH , we

deduce that for any x ∈ H ,
ε(x)− idH(x) ∈ H ⊗R?,p1 A

1 · K.

Modulo K[2], we get an R?-linear morphism

(ε− idH) : H → H ⊗R? K/K[2].

Let θ : H → H ⊗R+ Ω̂1
R+/OK

{−1} (resp, θ : H → H ⊗R Ω1
R/K{−1}) be the R?-linear morphism

induced by the projection K/K[2] → Kg/K
[2]
g in Corollary 4.15 (3). Using the decomposition (4.8),

we see that (ε− idH) is of the form

(φ, θ) : H → H ⊕H ⊗R+ Ω̂1
R+/OK

{−1} (resp. (φ, θ) : H → H ⊕H ⊗R Ω1
R/K{−1}).

By (4.19), we see that φ = φH and θ = θH .

Example 4.25 (Breuil–Kisin Twist). Let O∆{n} := I
n

∆
/In+1

∆
for any n ∈ Z, which is known as the

n-th Breuil–Kisin twist of O∆. Then we see that

O∆{n}(S(R+), (E)) = R+ · E(u)n.

Note that by Taylar’s expansion, we have

p0(E(u0)
n) = E(u1)

n = E(u0 − E(u0)X1)
n ≡ (1−E ′(u0)X1)

nE(u0)
n mod E(u0)

n+1.

By chasing constructions above, we see that the enhanced Higgs bundle associated to O∆{n} is
(R+, 0,−nE ′(π)idH). In general, for any (rational) Hodge–Tate crystal M on (R+)∆ with the as-
sociated enhanced Higgs module (H, θH , φH), the enhanced Higgs module induced by M{n} :=
M⊗O

∆
O∆{n} is (H, θH , φH − nE ′(π)idH).
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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, θH , φH), there exists a quasi-isomorphism

RΓ((R+)∆,M) ≃ HIG(H, θH , φH).

Remark 4.27. Note that one can understand RΓ((R+/(S, (E)))∆) as a perfect complex of (ra-
tional) Hodge–Tate crystals on (OK)∆ in the sense of [BL22a]. We may compute RΓ((R+)∆,M)
via “RΓ((OK)∆,RΓ((R

+/(S, (E)))∆,M))”. Recall that RΓ((R/(S, (E)))∆,M) can be computed
via HIG(H, θH) (cf. [Tian21, Thm. 4.10]) and that for any (rational) Hodge–Tate crystal M over
(OK)∆ with the induced “enhanced Higgs module” (H, φH), RΓ((OK)∆,M) can be computed by the

complex [H
φH−→ H ] (cf. [MW21b, Thm. 3.20]). So it is reasonable for the existence of the desired

quasi-isomorphism between RΓ((R+)∆,M) and HIG(H, θH , φH). 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 ′(π) as in Convention 4.17. We first show that
one can compute RΓ((R+)∆,M) via Čech–Alexander method.

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

. For

any (rational) Hodge–Tate crystal M on C and for any U = (A, I) ∈ C, we have Hi(C/U ,M) = 0 for
any i ≥ 1.

Proof. For any V = (B, IB) ∈ (R)∆ which is a cover of U in C, we denote by (B•, IB•) the Čech 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, I)⊗A/I B
•/IB•.

Since V is a cover of U , by (p, I)-adically faithfully flat descent, we see that Hi(M(B•, IB•)) = 0 for
any i ≥ 0. So the lemma follows from the Čech-to-derived spectral sequence. �

Now, we still keep the assumption on the smallness of R+.

Lemma 4.29. For any (rational) Hodge–Tate crystal M on (R+)∆, there exists a quasi-isomorphism

RΓ((R+)∆,M) ∼= M(S(R+)•, (E)).

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

Construction 4.30. Let M be a (rational) Hodge–Tate crystal on (R+)∆ with induced enhanced
Higgs complex (H, θH , φH). Then there exists a canonical isomorphism

H ⊗R?,q0 A
?,• ∼= M(S(R+)•, (E)).

By virtues of Proposition 4.13 (2), we may write

H ⊗R?,q0 A
?,• = H{Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ •}∧pd.

B• = R+{Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ •}∧pd.

We regard A?,m as a Bm-algebra via identifying Ys,i’s
5. Let Ω̂q

Bm be the module of continuous q-forms
of Bm over OK . By Proposition 4.13, for any n ≥ 0, we have

R+{Xi, Ys,j | 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ m}∧pd⊗̂BmΩ̂q
Bm
∼= Ω̂q

R+{Xi,Ys,j |1≤i≤n,1≤j≤m}∧pd/R
+{Xi|1≤i≤n}∧pd

.

For any m,n, q ≥ 0, define

Cn,m{−q} := H{Xi, Y1,j, . . . , Yd,j | 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ m}∧pd⊗̂A+,mΩ̂q
A+,m{−q}.

We then define a structure of “Higgs complex of bicosimplicial objects” on C•,•{−•} as follows:

5We 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 p1i : C
n,•{−•} → Cn+1,•{−•} such that it acts via (1− aX1)

−1

on E(u)6 for i = 0 and the identity for i ≥ 1, acts via (4.4) on Xk’s, acts on Ys,j’s via the

scalar (1−aX1)
−1 for i = 0 and as the identity for i ≥ 1, and acts on x ∈ H via (1−aX1)

−
φH
a

for i = 0 and via idH for i ≥ 1.
(2) For any 0 ≤ i ≤ n, define σ1

i : Cn+1,•{−•} → Cn,•{−•} such that it acts trivially on E(u),
acts via (4.5) on Xi’s and acts on Ys,j’s and x ∈ H as the identity.

(3) For any 0 ≤ j ≤ m + 1, define p2j : C•,m{−•} → C•,m+1{−•} such that it acts trivially on

E(u), acts via the identity on Xi’s, via (4.2) on Ys,k’s, and acts on x ∈ H via exp(
∑d

i=1 θiYi,1)
for i = 0 and via the identity for i ≥ 1.

(4) For any 0 ≤ j ≤ m, define σ2
j : C•,m+1{−•} → C•,m{−•} such that it acts trivially on E(u),

Xi’s and x ∈ H , and acts via (4.3) on Ys,k’s.
(5) For any q ≥ 0, define d•,•q : C•,•{−q} → C•,•{−q − 1} such that for any x ∈ H{Xi, Ys,j | 1 ≤

i ≤ •, 1 ≤ j ≤ •}∧pd and ω ∈ Ω̂q
B•{−q}, it carries x⊗ω to θH(x)∧ω+x⊗dω, where θH extends

to H{Xi, Ys,j | 1 ≤ i ≤ •, 1 ≤ j ≤ •}∧pd by linear extension and d : Ω̂q
B•{−q} → Ω̂q+1

B• {−q−1}
is defined in the paragraph after [Tian21, Lem. 4.13] (which is denoted by dR in loc.cit.).

Then we have the following lemma:

Lemma 4.31. The (C•,•{−•}, p1i , σ
1
i , p

2
i , σ

2
i , d

•,•
q ) defines a complex of bicosimplicial R?-modules. In

other words, for any q ≥ 0, (C•,•{−q}, p1i , σ
1
i , p

2
i , σ

2
i , ) is a bicomsimplicial R?-module and d•,•q :

C•,•{−q} → C•,•{−q − 1} preserves bicomsimplicial structures such that d•,•q+1 ◦ d
•,•
q = 0.

Proof. By [Tian21, Lem. 4.14], we see that for any n, q ≥ 0, (Cn,•{−q}, p2i , σ
2
i ) defines a cosimplicial

R?-module such that {dn,•q : Cn,•{−q} → Cn,•{−q− 1}}q≥0 is a complex of cosimplicial R?-modules.

Next, we show that for any m, q ≥ 0, (C•,m{−q}, p1i , σ
1
i ) also defines a cosimplicial R?-module such

that {d•,mq : C•,m{−q} → C•,m{−q − 1}}q≥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•,m{−q}, p1i , σ
1
i ) defines a

cosimplicial R?-module for q = 0. But in this case, (C•,m{−0}, p1i , σ
1
i ) is the comsimplicial R?-module

induced by evaluating M at the fibre product (S(R+)mgeo, (E))×(S,(E)) (S
n, (E))7 of (S(R+)mgeo, (E))

and (Sn, (E)) over the first factor of the latter, where (Sn, (E)) is defined in Example 4.14. To show
the second criterion, we have to check that d•,mq preserves cosimplicial structures. We only show that

it commutes with p10 as the rest is much easier and can be deduced in a similar way. Now, for any

x ∈ H and ω ∈ Ω̂q
R+{Xi,Ys,j |1≤i≤n,1≤j≤m}∧pd/R

+{Xi|1≤i≤n}∧pd
{−q}, we see that

p10(d
n,m
q (x⊗ ω)) = p10(

d∑

i=1

θi(x)⊗
dlogTi

E(u)
∧ ω + x⊗ dω)

=
d∑

i=1

(1− aX1)
−

φH
a

−1θi(x)⊗
dlogTi

E(u)
∧ p10(ω) + (1− aX1)

−
φH
a (x)⊗ p10(dω),

where the second equality follows as p10(E(u)) = (1 − aX1)E(u) (cf. Example 4.25). On the other
hand, we have

dn,mq (p10(x⊗ ω)) = dn,mq ((1− aX1)
−

φH
a (x)⊗ p10(ω))

=
d∑

i=1

θi((1− aX1)
−

φH
a (x))⊗

dlogTi

E(u)
∧ p10(ω) + (1− aX1)

−
φH
a (x)⊗ dp10(ω).

By noting that d commutes with p10, we are reducing to show that for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d,

(1− aX1)
−

φH
a

−1θi(x) = θi((1− aX1)
−

φH
a (x)).

But this follows from (4.13) directly.

6Here, we view E(u) as a basis of the Breuil–Kisin twist R?{1}. See Example 4.25.
7The existence of the fibre product (S(R+)mgeo, (E))×(S,(E)) (S

n, (E)) can be deduced by checking that its under-

lying δ-ring is S(R+)mgeo⊗̂SSn.
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It remains to show for each q ≥ 0, (C•,•{−q}, p1i , σ
1
i , p

2
i , σ

2
i ) is a bicosimplicial R?-module. In other

words, we need to show p1i ’s and σ1
i ’s commute with p2i ’s and σ2

i ’s. We only show p10 commutes with
p20’s as the rest can be checked similarly. For any x ∈ H , we have

p10(p
2
0(x)) = p10(exp(

d∑

i=1

θiYi,1)x)

= (1− aX1)
−

φH
a (exp(

d∑

i=1

(1− aX1)
−1θiYi,1)x)

= exp(
d∑

i=1

θiYi,1)((1− aX1)
−

φH
a (x)) (by (4.19))

= p20(p
1
0(x)).

For any k ≥ 1, we have that

p10(p
2
0(Xk)) = p10(Xk) = (Xk+1 −X1)(1− aX1)

−1 = p20(p
1
0(Xk)),

and that for any 1 ≤ s ≤ d,

p10(p
2
0(Ys,k)) = p10(Ys,k+1 − Ys,1) = (Ys,k+1 − Ys,1)(1− aX1)

−1 = p20(Ys,k(1− aX1)
−1) = p20(p

1
0(Ys,k)),

as desired. The proof is complete. �

The (C•,•{−•}, p1i , σ
1
i , p

2
i , σ

2
i ) is related with M(S(R)•, (E)) in the following sense:

Lemma 4.32. Let (C•,•, p1i , σ
1
i , p

2
i , σ

2
i ) denote the bisimplicial R?-module of the restriction of the

complex (C•,•{−•}, p1i , σ
1
i , p

2
i , σ

2
i , d

•,•
q ) at q = 0. Let (D•, pDi , σ

D
i ) be the diagonal of this bicom-

simplicial object (cf. [Wei04, §8.5]). Then we have an isomorphism of cosimplicial R?-modules
D• = M(S(R+), (E)).

Proof. We identify M(S(R+), (E)) with H{Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ •}∧pd as in Construction 4.30

and denote the induced face and degeneracy morphisms by pHi ’s and σH
i ’s. Then by definition of

C•,•, we see that for any n ≥ 0,

Dn = Cn,n = H{Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n}∧pd.

For any f(Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n)x ∈ Dn, we have that

pD0 (f(Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n)x)

=p10(p
2
0(f(Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n)x))

=p10(f(Xi, Y1,i+1 − Y1,1, . . . , Yd,i+1 − Yd,1 | 1 ≤ i ≤ n) exp(

d∑

k=1

θkYk)x)

=f((Xi+1 −X1)(1− aX1)
−1, (Y1,i+1 − Y1,1)(1− aX1)

−1, . . . , (Yd,i+1 − Yd,1)(1− aX1)
−1 | 1 ≤ i ≤ n)

· (1− aX1)
−

φH
a exp(

d∑

k=1

(1− aX1)
−1θkYk)x

=pH0 (f(Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n)x) (by (4.19))
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and that for any 1 ≤ k ≤ n+ 1,

pDk (f(Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n)x)

=p1k(p
2
k(f(Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n)x))

=p1k(f(Xi, Y1,j, . . . , Yd,j | 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ n+ 1, j 6= k) exp(

d∑

l=1

θlYl,1)x)

=f(Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n + 1, i 6= k) exp(
d∑

l=1

θlYl,1)x

=pHk (f(Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n)x).

Similarly, for any f(Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n+ 1)x ∈ Dn, we have that

σD
0 (f(Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n + 1)x)

=σ1
0(σ

2
0(f(Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n+ 1)x))

=σ1
0(f(Xi, 0, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n)x)

=f(0, Xi, 0, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n)x

=σH
0 (f(Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n + 1)x),

and that for any 1 ≤ k ≤ n, after letting X ′
i (resp. Y

′
s,i) be Xi (resp. Ys,i) for 1 ≤ i ≤ k and be Xi−1

(resp. Ys,i−1) for k + 1 ≤ i ≤ n+ 1,

σD
k (f(Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n + 1)x)

=σ1
k(σ

2
k(f(Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n+ 1)x))

=σ1
0(f(Xi, Y

′
1,i, . . . , Y

′
d,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n+ 1)x)

=f(X ′
i, Y

′
1,i, . . . , Y

′
d,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n + 1)x

=σH
k (f(Xi, Y1,i, . . . , Yd,i | 1 ≤ i ≤ n + 1)x).

These imply the desired isomorphism of simplicial R?-modules and hence complete the proof. �

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. [GM02, Appendix]). �

Lemma 4.34. Let Tot(C•,•{−•}) (resp. Tot(C•,0{−•})) be the total complex of

(C•,•{−•}, p1i , σ
1
i , p

2
i , σ

2
i , d

•,•
q ) (resp. (C•,0{−•}, p1i , σ

1
i , d

•,0
q )).

Then the natural inclusions C•,• →֒ C•,•{−•} ←֓ C•,0{−•} induce quasi-isomorphisms

Tot(C•,•) ≃ Tot(C•,•{−•}) ≃ Tot(C•,0{−•}).

Proof. LetS• be as in Example 4.14. Note that [Tian21, Lem. 4.13] gives rise to a quasi-isomorphism

C0,0{−•} ≃ Tot(C0,•{−•}).

By Construction 4.30, for any n ≥ 0, we get an isomorphism of complexes of simplicial R?-morphisms

C0,•{−•}⊗̂OK
Sn/(E) ∼= Cn,•{−•}.

Define T n,• := Tot(Cn,•{−•}) for all n. Then using faithful flatness of OK → Sn/(E), we get
quasi-isomorphisms

Cn,0{−•} ≃ Tot(Cn,•{−•}) = T n,0

for all n. By Lemma 4.31, we see that {Cn,0 ≃ T n,0}n≥0 is compatible with p1i ’s and σ1
i ’s. So we

deduce that
Tot(C•,0{−•}) ≃ Tot(T •,•) = Tot(C•,•{−•})
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as desired.
On the other hand, by [BdJ11, Lem. 2.17], for any q ≥ 1, C0,•{−q} is homotopic to zero and

hence so is Cn,•{−q} for each n ≥ 0. So we get a quasi-isomorphism

Cn,• ≃ T n,•

for each n, which is compatible with p1i ’s and σ1
i ’s, again following from Lemma 4.31. Therefore, we

obtain a quasi-isomorphism

Tot(C•,•) ≃ Tot(T •,•) = Tot(C•,•{−•})

as desired. The proof is complete. �

Construction 4.35. Let F (X, Y ) := (1−aX)−
Y
a −1

X
= X +

∑
n≥1

∏n
i=1(Y + ia)X [n+1]. Then for any

q ≥ 0, as limn→+∞

∏n−1
i=0 (φH + ia) = 0, we see that F (X, φH + qa) is well-defined such that the

following diagram

H ⊗R+ Ω̂1
R+/OK

{−q}
φH+qa

// H ⊗R+ Ω̂1
R+/OK

{−q}

F (X1,φH+qa)

��

C0,0{−q}
p10−p11

// C1,0{−q}

commutes and hence we get a morphism of complexes

ρq : [H ⊗R+ Ω̂1
R+/OK

{−q} → H ⊗R+ Ω̂1
R+/OK

{−q}]→ C•,0{−q}.

Since [φH , θH ] = −aθH , we see that ρ• induces a morphism of complexes

ρ : HIG(H, θH , φH)→ Tot(C•,0{−•}).

Lemma 4.36. The morphism ρ in Construction 4.35 is a quasi-isomorphism.

Proof. Use spectral sequence for bicomplexes, we are reduced to showing that each ρq is a quasi-
isomorphism. But this follows from [MW21b, Thm. 3.20] (by replacing OK there by R?). �

Now, we are prepared to prove Proposition 4.26:

Proof of Proposition 4.26: This follows from quasi-isomorphisms

RΓ((R+)∆,M) ≃M(S(R+)•, (E)) (by Lemma 4.29)

≃ Tot(C•,•) (by Corollary 4.33)

≃ Tot(C•,0{−•}) (by Lemma 4.34)

≃ HIG(H, θH , φH) (by Lemma 4.36).

Then we can conclude by noting that all constructions above are functorial in M. �
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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

L : Vect((X)perf
∆

,O∆[
1

p
])→ Vect(Xproét, ÔX),

which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities, such that for any rational Hodge–Tate crystal
M on (X)perf

∆
, we have a quasi-isomorphism

RΓ((X)perf
∆

,M) ∼= RΓ(Xproét,L(M)),

which is functorial in M.

Remark 5.2. By [KL16, Thm 3.5.8 and Cor. 3.5.9], one may replace Xproét by Xv in Theorem 5.1.

Now, we focus on the proof of Theorem 5.1. We first construct the desired equivalence. Let
Xv,aff ,perf 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(Xproét, ÔX) ≃ Vect(Xv,aff ,perf ,OX).

We then construct the desired functor L as follows.

Construction 5.3. For any U = Spa(S, S+) ∈ Xv,aff ,perf , we can assign it to a unique perfect prism

AU := (Ainf(S
+),Ker(θ : Ainf(S

+) → S+)) ∈ (X)perf
∆

by using [BS22, Thm. 3.10]. Via this functor,

we have

ÔX(U) = S = O∆[
1

p
](AU),

and then get a natural functor

L : Vect((X)perf
∆

,O∆[
1

p
])→ Vect(Xv,aff ,perf ,OX)

such that for any M ∈ Vect((X)perf
∆

,O∆[
1
p
]) and for any affinoid perfectoid space U ∈ Xproét, we have

L(M)(U) = M(AU).

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−1 of L.

Construction 5.4. For any A = (A, I) ∈ (X)perf
∆

, we can assign it to an affinoid perfectoid space

UA over X by setting

UA := Spa((A/I)[
1

p
], (A/I)[

1

p
]+)

by using [BS22, Thm. 3.10] again, where (A/I)[1
p
]+ denotes the p-adic completion of the integral

closure of A/I in (A/I)[1
p
]. Via this functor, we have

OX(UA) = (A/I)[
1

p
] = O∆[

1

p
](A),

and then get a natural functor

L−1 : Vect(Xv,aff ,perf ,OX)→ Vect((X)perf
∆

,O∆[
1

p
])

such that for any L ∈ Vect(Xv,aff ,perf ,OX) and for any perfect prism A ∈ (X)perf
∆

, we have

L−1(L)(A) = L(UA).

It is easy to see that L−1 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 OC 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 7→ AU and A 7→ UA 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))

O+
X(U)→ O+

X(UAU
)

and

O∆(A)→ O∆(AUA
).

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

RΓ((X)perf
∆

,M) ≃ RΓ(Xproét,L(M)).

To do so, let us fix an étale covering {Xi = Spf(R+
i ) → X}i∈I of small affine Xi’s. Let Ai :=

(Ainf(R̂
+
i,C,∞), (ξ)) be as in Construction 4.7 with Xi,C,∞ = Spa(R̂i,C,∞, R̂+

i,C,∞). Then {Xi,C,∞ →
X}i∈I is a pro-étale covering of X . We claim that {Ai}i∈I forms a cover of the final object of

Shv((X)perf
∆

).

Indeed, for any (A, I) ∈ (X)perf
∆

, using the separatedness of X, we see that Spf(A/I)×XXi is affine

and thus denote the corresponding ring of regular functions by Ai. Then Spf(Ai) → Spf(A/I) is
an étale morphism. In particular, by Elkik’s algebraization theorem and [CS19, Corollay 2.1.6], Ai

is a perfectoid ring. By deformation theory, Ai admits a unique lifting Ai over A. Then [BS22,
Lem. 2.18] shows that there exists a unique δ-structure on Ai which is compatible with the one

on A such that (Ai, IAi) is a perfect prism in (Xi)
perf

∆
. As there exist finitely many i’s such that

{(A, I)→ (Ai, IAi)} forms a cover of (A, I), the claim now follows from Lemma 4.9 (2).
Note that Ai corresponds to Xi,C,∞ via the functors in Construction 5.3 and Construction 5.4.

Lemma 5.7. For any finite subset J = {j1, . . . , jr} ⊂ I, the fibre product AJ = Aj1 × · · · × Ajr

exists in (X)perf
∆

such that

Xj1,C,∞ ×X · · · ×X Xjr,C,∞ = UAJ
.

Proof. Note that AJ should be the initial object of the category of prisms B = (B, J) ∈ (X)perf
∆

together with morphisms Aj → B for all j ∈ J . For any such a prism B, the structure morphism
Spf(B/J) → X then factors through XJ → X, where XJ = Spf(R+

J ) = Xj1 ×X · · · ×X Xjr (as X is

separated). Put R̂+
j,C,∞,J := R̂+

j,C,∞⊗̂R+
j
R+

J . Then it is perfectoid (which plays the role of “R̂+
C,∞” for

R+
J instead of R+

j with respect to the induced framing from R+
i ) and hence induces a perfect prism

Aj,J := (Aj,J , IAj,J) ∈ (R+
J )

perf

∆
by [BS22, Thm. 3.10]. By construction, the given morphism Ai → B

has to factor over Aj → Aj,J for each j ∈ J . To conclude, it is enough to show the fibre product

Aj1,J × · · · × Ajr,J exists in (R+
J )

perf

∆
as it is exactly AJ as desired. Using [BS22, Thm. 3.10], it is

enough to show that the category of perfectoid rings over

S+ := R̂+
j1,C,∞,J⊗̂R+

J
· · · ⊗̂R+

J
R̂+

jr,C,∞,J

has an initial object S+
J , which follows from [BS22, Cor. 7.3] as S+ is quasi-regular semi-perfectoid.

So we conclude the existence of AJ . Moreover, by constructions above, UAJ
= Spa(SJ [

1
p
], SJ [

1
p
]+)

is the initial object of the category of perfectoid spaces Y over X which admits a fixed morphism
Y → XJ,C,∞ for any j ∈ J . This shows that UAJ

= Xj1,C,∞ ×X · · · ×X Xjr,C,∞ as desired. �

Thanks to Lemma 5.7 above, for any M ∈ Vect((X)perf
∆

,O∆[
1
p
]), by Construction 5.3 and Con-

struction 5.4, we have the same Čech complex

Č•({Ai}i∈I ,M) = Č•({Xi,C,∞}i∈I ,L(M)).



42

By Lemma 4.28 and [LZ17, Prop. 2.3], using Čech-to-derived spectral sequence, we get a quasi-
isomorphism

RΓ((X)perf
∆

,M) ≃ RΓ(Xproét,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 ✷ (cf. §1.4). Then one
can give a direct proof of Theorem 5.1 as follows:

Keep notations in Construction 4.7 and let XC,∞ = Spa(R̂C,∞, R̂+
C,∞). Then XC,∞ ∈ Xproét is

affinoid perfectoid and is a Galois cover of X with Galois group Γ(K/K) (cf. Notation 2.19). Note

that AXC,∞
= (Ainf(R̂

+
C,∞), (ξ)), which is a cover of the final object of Shv((X)perf

∆
), following from

Lemma 4.9 (2). Let X
•+1/X
C,∞ (resp. A•+1

XC,∞
) be the induced Čech nerve of XC,∞ (resp. AXC,∞

). Then

the proof of Lemma 3.8 combined with Lemma 4.11 (3) shows that

ÔX(X
•+1/X
C,∞ ) = C(Γ(K/K)•, R̂C,∞) = O∆(A

•+1
XC,∞

).

Note that [BS21, Prop. 2.7] also applies to (X)perf
∆

. We obtain a natural equivalence

Vect((X)perf
∆

,O∆[
1

p
]) ≃ Strat(C(Γ(K/K), R̂C,∞)) ≃ RepΓ(K/K)(R̂C,∞).

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 Čech-to-derived spectral sequence, for any rational Hodge–Tate crystal M on

(X)perf
∆

with induced R̂+
C,∞-representation M of Γ(K/K), we have quasi-isomorphism

ι✷ : RΓ((X)perf
∆

,M) ≃ RΓ(Γ(K/K),M) ≃ RΓ(Xproét,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 ι✷ is actually independent of the

choice of the framing ✷ on X. Indeed, let ✷1 and ✷2 be two framings on X with corresponding X✷1
C,∞

and X✷2
C,∞, respectively. Let Ui,j be the fibre products of (i + 1) copies of X✷1

C,∞ and (j + 1) copies
of X✷2

C,∞ over X . Then each Ui,j is affinoid perfectoid over X and then we get an isomorphism of
bicomsimplicial R-modules

M(AU•,•)
∼= L(M)(U•,•).

By noting that U•,0 (resp. U0,•) is the Čech nerve associated to X✷1
C,∞ (resp. X✷2

C,∞), we have a natural
commutative diagram

M(A•+1/X

X
✷1
C,∞

)

��

// M(AU•,•)

��

M(A•+1/X

X
✷2
C,∞

)oo

��

L(M)(U•,0) // L(M)(U•,•) L(M)(U0,•).oo

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 ι✷1 and ι✷2 on totalizations). Therefore, we get a natural comparison between ι✷1 and
ι✷2 .

6. Inverse Simpson functor for enhanced Higgs bundles

We still work with smooth p-adic formal schemes over OK in this section.
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Notation 6.1. Let λ be the image of ξ
E([π♭])

under the surjection θ : Ainf → OC . Clearly, λ belongs

to OK̂cyc,∞
and is indeed a unit. For any g ∈ GK , we see that

g(λ) =θ(g(
[ǫ]− 1

E([π♭])([ǫ
1
p ]− 1)

))

=θ(
[ǫ]χ(g) − 1

[ǫ]− 1

[ǫ
1
p ]− 1

[ǫ
1
p ]χ(g) − 1

ξ

E([π]♭)

E([π]♭)

E([ǫ]c(g)[π]♭)
)

=χ(g)
ζp − 1

ζ
χ(g)
p − 1

λθ(
E([π♭])

E([π]♭) + E ′([π♭])[π♭]([ǫ]c(g) − 1)
)

=χ(g)
ζp − 1

ζ
χ(g)
p − 1

λ(1 + πE ′(π)θ(
[ǫ]c(g) − 1

[ǫ]− 1

[ǫ]− 1

E([π♭])
))−1

=χ(g)
ζp − 1

ζ
χ(g)
p − 1

λ(1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g)))−1,

(6.1)

where c : GK → Zp is defined by g(π♭) = ǫc(g)π♭ as in §1.4.

Definition 6.2. By an enhanced Higgs bundle of rank l on Xét, we mean a triple (H, θH, φH)
consisting of

(1) a locally finite free OX-module H of rank l on X together with a nilpotent Higgs field θH on
H; denote by HIG(H, θH) the induced Higgs complex of (H, θH);

(2) an OX[
1
p
]-linear endomorphism φH of φH satisfying

(a) limn→+∞

∏n−1
i=0 (φH + iE ′(π)) = 0 for the p-adic topology,

(b) [φH, θH] = −E
′(π)θH; that is, φH makes the following diagram

(6.2) H
θH

//

φH

��

H ⊗OX
Ω̂1

X{−1}

φH+E′(π)idH

��

// · · · // H⊗OX
Ω̂d

X{−d}

φH+dE′(π)idH

��

H
θH

// H⊗OX
Ω̂1

OX
{−1} // · · · // H⊗OX

Ω̂d
X{−d}

commute. We denote by HIG(H, θH, φH) the total complex of the bicomplex (6.2) and
hence

HIG(H, θH, φH) = fib(HIG(H, θH)
φH−→ HIG(H, θH)).

We denote by HIGnil
∗ (X) the category of enhanced Higgs bundles on Xét. One can similarly define

the category HIGnil
∗ (X) of enhanced Higgs bundles on Xét.

Remark 6.3. The nilpotency of θH 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

ρ : Vect((X)∆,O∆[
1

p
]) ≃ HIGnil

∗ (X),

which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities. Moreover, this equivalence fits into the following
commutative diagram of functors:

(6.3) Vect((X)∆,O∆[
1
p
])

ρ
//

Res
��

HIGnil
∗ (X)

F

��

FS

vv❧❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧
❧

Vect((X)perf
∆

,O∆[
1
p
])

≃
// Vect(Xproét, ÔX)

≃
// HIGGK

(XC),

where Res is induced by inclusion of sites (X)perf
∆
⊂ (X)∆, F will be defined in Construction 6.13.

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

FS : HIGnil
∗ (X)→ Vect(Xproét, ÔX)

defined as the composite of the functor F and the equivalence HIGGK
(XC)

≃
−→ Vect(Xproét, ÔX).

The equivalence ρ : Vect((X)∆,O∆[
1
p
]) ≃ HIGnil

∗ (X) in Theorem 6.4 has been established when

X = Spf(R+) is small affine and upgrades 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
ρ� : Vect((R+)∆,O∆[

1
p
]) ≃ HIGnil

∗ (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

Vect((X)perf
∆

,O∆[
1

p
]) ≃ RepΓ(K/K)(R̂C,∞) ≃ Vect(Xproét, ÔX).

Recall we also have the equivalence

ρ� : Vect((R+)∆,O∆[
1

p
]) ≃ HIGnil

∗ (R).

The purpose in this subsection is to give an explicit description of Res as a functor

V : HIGnil
∗ (R)→ RepΓ(K/K)(R̂C,∞),

and then describe F by using the local Simpson correspondence i.e. Theorem 3.11.

Lemma 6.5. For any (H, θH , φH) ∈ HIGnil
∗ (R) with induced R̂C,∞-representation V := V(H, θH , φH)

of Γ(K/K), we have V = H ⊗R R̂C,∞ such that for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d, any g ∈ GK and any x ∈ H,

γi(x) = exp(−(ζp − 1)λθi)(x) and g(x) = (1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g))
−

φH
E′(π) (x).

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, θH , φH) and V with respect toA• and C(Γ(K/K)•, R̂C,∞),
respectively. Note that the natural map

Strat(A•)→ Strat(C(Γ(K/K)•, R̂C,∞))

is induced by the morphism of cosimplicial rings S(R)• → Ainf(R̂
+
C,∞)•. By Lemma 4.11 (3) and

Proposition 4.13, we have to determine the functions in C(Γ(K/K), R̂C,∞) induced byX1, Y1,1, . . . , Yd,1.

Lemma 6.6. For any n = (n1, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd, any 1 ≤ s ≤ d, and any g ∈ GK, as functions in

C(Γ(K/K), R̂C,∞), we have

X1(γ
n1
1 · · · γ

nd

d g) = −π(ζp − 1)λc(g)

and that
Ys,1(γ

n1
1 · · · γ

nd

d g) = −ns(ζp − 1)λ.

Proof. Recall X1 = u0−u1

E(u0)
and Ys,1 =

Ts,1−Ts,0

E(u0)Ts,0
. By the proof of Lemma 4.11 (3), as functions in

C(Γ(K/K),Ainf(R̂
+
C,∞)), u0 (resp. Ts,0) is the constant function with the value [π♭] and u1 (resp.

Ts,1) the evaluation function on Γ(K/K) at [π♭] (resp. [T ♭
s ]), where T ♭

s = (Ts, T
1
p
s , . . . ) ∈ R̂+♭

C,∞.
Therefore, we conclude that

X1(γ
n1
1 · · · γ

nd

d g) = θ(
[π♭](1− [ǫ]c(g))

E([π♭])
) = −π(ζp − 1)λc(g)

and that

Ys,1(γ
n1
1 · · · γ

nd

d g) = θ(
[T ♭

s ](1− [ǫ]ns)

E([π♭])[T ♭
s ]

) = −ns(ζp − 1)λ.
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as desired. �

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 ,

(6.4) γn1
1 · · · γ

nd

d g(x) = exp(
d∑

i=1

−ni(ζp − 1)λθi)(1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g))
−

φH
E′(π) (x).

This completes the proof. �

Remark 6.7. Since θH and φH are both defined over R, we see that HC := H ⊗R RC is itself stable
under the action of Γ(K/K). Noting that γi acts on HC unipotently, we see that HC is the RC-
representation in Repuni

Γ(K/K)
(RC) associated to V(H, θH , φH) 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 : HIGnil
∗ (R)→ HIGGK

(RC) as the composition

HIGnil
∗ (R)

V
−→ RepΓ(K/K)(R̂C,∞)

Theorem 3.11
−−−−−−−→ HIGGK

(RC).

In particular, it makes the Diagram 6.3 commute.

Lemma 6.9. For any (H, θH , φH) ∈ HIGnil
∗ (R), we have

F(H, θH , φH) = (H ⊗R RC ,−(ζp − 1)λθH)

with the GK-action such that for any x ∈ H and any g ∈ GK ,

g(x) = (1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g))
−

φH
E′(π) (x).

Proof. This follows from Remark 3.12 and Remark 6.7 immediately. �

Remark 6.10. Note that λ ∈ OK̂cyc,∞
. Thanks to Remark 2.20 and Remark 3.4, one can use L̂ and

Gal(L/K) instead of C and GK in Lemma 6.5, Remark 6.7 and Lemma 6.9 for any Galois extension
L/K in K containing Kcyc,∞.

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 K̂cyc,∞ and Γ(Kcyc,∞/K) instead of C and Γ(K/K) in the following arguments.
For simplicity, we put L = Kcyc,∞.

Let HL̂ ∈ RepΓ(L/K)(RL̂) be as in Remark 6.7. By Proposition 2.16, if we put V = V(H, θH , φH),
then we have a quasi-isomorphism

RΓ(Γ(L/K), HL̂) ≃ RΓ(Γ(L/K), V ).

We claim that Γ(L/K) ∼= Γgeo ⋊ Gal(L/K) satisfied Axiom (1)-(4) of Tate–Sen theory for RL̂

formulated in [Por22, §5.1]. Indeed, since Γgeo acts on RL̂ trivially, we only need to check Gal(L/K)
satisfies desired axioms. Note that R+ is a topologically freeOK-module by lifting κ-basis of R+/πR+

over κ. By equipping RL̂ with the supreme norm induced by the corresponding OK-basis of R
+, we

are reduced to checking that the desired axioms are satisfied for L̂, which reduces to the example
below [Por22, Cor. 5.3]. In particular, by [Por22, Cor. 5.3], we get quasi-isomorphisms

RΓ(Γ(L/K), HL̂) ≃ RΓ(Γ(L/K), H la
L̂
) ≃ RΓ(Lie(Γ(L/K)), H la

L̂
)Γ(L/K),

where H la
L̂

denotes the locally analytic vectors in HL̂ with respect to the action of Γ(L/K), which

turns out to be H ⊗R Rla
L̂
as Γ(L/K) acts on H analytically (cf. (6.4)).

So we are reduced to showing that

(6.5) HφH=0,θ1=···=θd=0 = H0(Lie(Γ(L/K)), H ⊗R Rla
L̂
)Γ(L/K).
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Recall Γ(L/K) ∼= (Zpγ1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Zpγd ⊕ Zpτ) ⋊ Γ(Kcyc/K) and let γ be a topological generator of
Gal(Kcyc/K(ζp)). Let ∇i (resp. ∇τ , resp. ∇γ) be the operator in Lie(Γ(L/K)) corresponding to
logγi (resp. logτ , resp. logγ). Then we have

Lie(Γ(L/K)) ∼= ⊕d
i=1Qp∇i ⊕Qp∇τ ⊕Qp∇γ

such that ∇i’s and ∇τ commute with each other and [∇γ,∇∗] = ∇∗ for ∗ ∈ {1, . . . , d, τ}. Note that

λ ∈ L̂la ⊂ Rla
L̂
by (6.1). It is easy to see that

∇τ (λ) = −πE
′(π)(ζp − 1)λ2 and ∇γ(λ) = λ.

We claim that
HφH=0,θ1=···=θd=0 ⊂ H0(Lie(Γ(L/K)), H ⊗R Rla

L̂
)Γ(L/K).

Indeed, by (6.4), the claim is an immediate consequence of that for any x ∈ H ,

−πλ(ζp − 1)φH(x) = lim
m→+∞

τ p
m
− 1

pm
(x)

and

−λ(ζp − 1)θi(x) = lim
m→+∞

γpm

i − 1

pm
(x).

Moreover, the above argument shows that for x ∈ H , we have

∇i(x) = −λ(ζp − 1)θi,

∇τ (x) = −πλ(ζp − 1)φH ;

∇γ(x) = 0.

It remains to prove that

((H ⊗R Rla
L̂
)∇1=···=∇d=0,∇τ=∇γ=0)Γ(L/K) ⊂ HφH=0,θ1=···=θd=0.

For this, we have to apply some results in §7 (whose proofs certainly do not rely on this proposition).
Let ∇Sen be the operator in the proof of Theorem 7.11. Then we have

((H ⊗R Rla
L̂
)∇1=···=∇d=0,∇τ=∇γ=0)Γ(L/K) ⊂ ((H ⊗R Rla

L̂
)∇1=···=∇d=0,∇Sen=0)Γ(L/K).

The right hand side is equal to

((H ⊗R Rla
L̂
)θ1=···=θd=0,φH=0)Gal(L/K) = (((H ⊗R Rla

L̂
)θ1=···=θd=0,φH=0)Gal(L/K∞))Gal(L/Kcyc)

= ((H ⊗R RK∞
)θ1=···=θd=0,φH=0)Gal(L/Kcyc)

= (Hθ1=···=θd=0,φH=0 ⊗R RK∞
)Gal(L/Kcyc)

where the second equality is due to R
la,Gal(L/K∞)=1

L̂
= RK∞

by Proposition 7.8 and the third equality
is due to that R→ RK∞

is faithfully flat.
Write (Hθ1=···=θd=0,φH=0⊗RRK∞

)Gal(L/Kcyc) as ∪m(H
θ1=···=θd=0,φH=0⊗RRK(πm))

Gal(K(πm,ζpm)/K(ζpm )).
For each m, we see that

(Hθ1=···=θd=0,φH=0 ⊗R RK(πm,ζpm))
Gal(K(πm,ζpm)/K(ζpm )) = Hθ1=···=θd=0,φH=0 ⊗R RK(ζpm)

by Galois descent. Then

(Hθ1=···=θd=0,φH=0⊗RRK(πm))
Gal(K(πm,ζpm)/K(ζpm )) = Hθ1=···=θd=0,φH=0⊗RRK(πm)∩H

θ1=···=θd=0,φH=0⊗RRK(ζpm )

which is exactly Hθ1=···=θd=0,φH=0. Hence we obtain that

((H ⊗R Rla
L̂
)∇1=···=∇d=0,∇Sen=0)Γ(L/K) = Hθ1=···=θd=0,φH=0.

So we are done.
�

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 OK with generic fiber X . For
any enhanced Higgs bundle (H, θH , φH) ∈ HIGnil

∗ (X), define F(H, θH , φH) ∈ HIGGK
(XC) as follows:

(1) The underlying Higgs bundle on XC,ét is (H⊗OX
OXC

,−(ζp − 1)λθH).
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(2) For any local section x of H and for any g ∈ GK , we have

(6.6) g(x) = (1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g))
−

φH
E′(π) (x).

Proposition 6.14. The functor F : HIGnil
∗ (X)→ HIGGK

(XC) 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⊗OX

OXC
and the Higgs field −(ζp − 1)λθH is GK-equivariant.

For any g1, g2 ∈ GK and any local section x, we have

g1(g2(x)) =g1((1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g2))
−

φH
E′(π) (x))

=(1 + πE ′(π)(ζχ(g1)p − 1)g1(λ)c(g2))
−

φH
E′(π) (g1(x)) (as φH is defined over H)

=(1 + χ(g1)c(g2)
πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λ

1 + E ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g1)
)
−

φH
E′(π) (g1(x)) (by (6.1))

=((1 + χ(g1)c(g2)
πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λ

1 + E ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g1)
)(1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g1)))

−
φH

E′(π) (x)

=(1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)(λc(g1) + χ(g1)c(g2)))
−

φH
E′(π) (x)

=(1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)c(g1g2))
−

φH
E′(π) (x)

=(g1g2)(x).

So (6.6) is a well-defined GK-action on F(H, θH, φH).
It remains to check that −(ζp − 1)λθH is GK-equivariant. For any g ∈ GK and any local section

x, if we write θH(x) =
∑d

i=1 θi(x)⊗
dlogTi

t
, then we have

g(−(ζp − 1)λθH(x))

=− (ζχ(g)p − 1)g(λ)g(

d∑

i=1

θi(x)⊗
dlogTi

t
)

=− χ(g)−1(ζχ(g)p − 1)g(λ)

d∑

i=1

g(θi(x))⊗
dlogTi

t

=− χ(g)−1(ζχ(g)p − 1)g(λ)
d∑

i=1

(1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g))
−

φH
E′(π) (θi(x))⊗

dlogTi

t

=− (ζp − 1)λ(1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g))−1
d∑

i=1

(1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g))
−

φH
E′(π) (θi(x))⊗

dlogTi

t
(by (6.1))

=− (ζp − 1)λ

d∑

i=1

(1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g))
−

φH
E′(π)

−1
(θi(x))⊗

dlogTi

t

and that

− (ζp − 1)λθH(g(x))

=− (ζp − 1)λθH((1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g))
−

φH
E′(π) (x))

=− (ζp − 1)λ

d∑

i=1

θi((1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g))
−

φH
E′(π) (x))⊗

dlogTi

t
.

Since [φH, θH] = −E
′(π)θH (and hence [φH, θi] = −E

′(π)θi for all i), by (4.13), we see that

(1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g))
−

φH
E′(π)

−1
(θi(x)) = θi((1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λc(g))

−
φH

E′(π) (x)),

which shows that −(ζp−1)λθH is compatible with GK-action. So we conclude that F is well-defined.
By its construction, we see that F preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities.
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It remains show that F is fully faithful. It suffices to show that there is an isomorphism

H0(X,HIG(H, θH, φH)) ∼= H0(XC ,HIG(F(H, θH, φH)))
GK ,

where HIG(F(H, θH, φH)) = HIG(H⊗OX
OXC

,−(ζp− 1)λθH) denotes the Higgs complex induced by
F(H, θH, φH).

Let {Xi → X}i∈I be a covering of X by small affines Xi = Spf(R+
i ) and for any i, j ∈ I, let

Xij = Xi ×X Xj = Spf(R+
ij). Let Xi be the generic fibers of Xi and Xi,C be its base-change to C.

Similarly define Xij and Xij,C. By noting that

H0(X,HIG(H, θH, φH)) = Ker(
∏

i∈I

H0(Xi,HIG(H, θH, φH)|Xi
)→

∏

i,j∈I

H0(Xij ,HIG(H, θH, φH))|Xij
)

and that

H0(XC ,HIG(F(H, θH, φH)))
GK

=Ker(
∏

i∈I

H0(Xi,C ,HIG(F(H, θH, φH))|Xi,C
)GK )→

∏

i,j∈I

H0(Xij,C,HIG(F(H, θH, φH))|Xij,C
)GK ,

we are reduced to showing that for ∗ = i or ij,

H0(X∗,HIG(H, θH, φH)|X∗
) ∼= H0(X∗,C ,HIG(F(H, θH, φH))|X∗,C

)GK .

Then Proposition 6.11 applies (as each X∗ is small affine). We are done. �

Corollary 6.15. Assume X = Spf(R+) is small affine. Then the equivalence

Vect((R+)∆,O∆[
1

p
]) ≃ HIGnil

∗ (R)

constructed in Theorem 4.3 is independent of the framing on X.

Proof. Let ρ1 and ρ2 be equivalences from Vect((R+)∆,O∆[
1
p
]) to HIGnil

∗ (R) corresponding to the

framings ✷1 and ✷2 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

F ◦ ρ1 = F ◦ ρ2,

which coincides with the composition

Vect((R+)∆,O∆[
1

p
])

Res
−−→ Vect((R+)perf

∆
,O∆[

1

p
])

≃
−→ Vect(Xproét, ÔX)

≃
−→ HIGGK

(XC),

where X = Spa(R,R+) denotes the generic fiber of X. We denote this composition by T. It 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+)∆,O∆[
1
p
]),

we have

Hom(M,M) = Hom(T(M),T(M)) = Hom(F(ρ1(M)),F(ρ2(M))) = Hom(ρ1(M), ρ2(M)).

So the identity idM provides a canonical isomorphism between ρ1(M) and ρ2(M). We win. �

6.2. Proof of Theorem 6.4. Now, we are going to prove Theorem 6.4 by noting that both
Vect((X)∆,O∆[

1
p
]) and HIGnil

∗ (X) are indeed étale stacks.

We fix a covering {Xi → X}i∈I of X by small affine Xi = Spf(R+
i ) and let Xij = Xi×XXj = Spf(R+

ij)

for all i, j ∈ I. For any M ∈ Vect((Xi)∆,O∆[
1
p
]), denote by Mi its restriction to (Xi)∆ for any i ∈ I.

Then we get canonical isomorphisms ιij : Mi|(Xij)∆

∼=
−→Mj|(Xij)∆

satisfying the cocycle condition.

Now applying Theorem 4.3, eachMi induces an enhanced Higgs bundle (Hi, θHi
, φHi

) in HIGnil
∗ (Xi).

By Corollary 6.15, the isomorphisms ιij ’s induce isomorphisms

ρij : (Hi, θHi
, φHi

)|Xij

∼=
−→ (Hj , θHj

, φHj
)|Xij

satisfying the cocycle condition. Therefore, we get an enhanced Higgs bundle (H, θH, φH) ∈ HIGnil
∗ (X)

whose restriction to Xi coincides with (Hi, θHi
, φHi

). This induces a functor

ρ : Vect((X)∆,O∆[
1

p
])→ HIGnil

∗ (X).
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Conversely, we can similarly assign each enhanced Higgs bundle (H, θH, φH) ∈ HIGnil
∗ (X) to a

rational Hodge–Tate crystal M ∈ Vect((X)∆,O∆[
1
p
]) and hence get a functor

ρ−1 : HIGnil
∗ (X)→ Vect((X)∆,O∆[

1

p
]).

By Theorem 4.3, we see from the construction above that ρ and ρ−1 are the quasi-inverse of each
other.

Finally, let T : Vect((X)∆,O∆[
1
p
])→ HIGGK

(XC) be the composition

Vect((X)∆,O∆[
1

p
])

Res
−−→ Vect((X)perf

∆
,O∆[

1

p
])

≃
−→ Vect(Xproét, ÔX)

≃
−→ HIGGK

(XC).

Since F ◦ ρ = T after restricting to Xi’s and Xij’s, we have F(ρ(Mi)) = T(Mi) and F(ρ(ιij)) = T(ιij)
for all i, j ∈ I. Hence the diagram (6.3) commutes as desired.

Remark 6.16. If we start with a smooth p-adic formal scheme X over OC , 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

O∆-lattices which are “close” to O
l

∆ for some l ≥ 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 OK . Given a rational Hodge–
Tate crystal M ∈ Vect((R+)∆,O∆[

1
p
]), there is an associated enhanced Higgs bundle (H, θH , φH) by

Proposition 4.23. The goal of this section is to prove that the linear operator φH 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 R+ = 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(Kcyc/K)(Kcyc)→ RepGal(Kcyc/K)(K̂cyc)(≃ RepGK
(C))

which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities. Using this, he constructed a faithful functor
from RepGK

(C) to Mod∗(C), the category of pairs (V, φV ) consisting of a finite dimensional C-space
V and an endomorphism φV ∈ EndC(V ) such that for any V ∈ RepGK

(C) with the corresponding
pair (W,φW ), there exists a GK-equivariant isomorphism

RΓ(GK , V )⊗K C ≃ [W
φW−−→ W ].

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

representation in RepGal(Kcyc/K)(K̂cyc) and denote by V0 the corresponding Kcyc-representation of
Gal(Kcyc/K). Then φV is the unique endomorphism of V0 such that for any v ∈ V0, there exists an
open subgroup Hv0 of Gal(Kcyc/K) such that for any γ ∈ Hv0 ,

(7.1) γ(v0) = exp(φV logχ(γ))(v0).

Note that Gal(Kcyc/K) is a p-adic Lie group. It is easy to see that V0 = V la, the subspace of
V consisting of locally analytic vectors with respect to the action of Gal(Kcyc/K). Then φV is the
generator of the Lie algebra of Gal(Kcyc/K). See [BC16] for more discussions.

The result of Sen can be generalised to the geometric case. Assume X = Spa(R,R+) is smooth
over K and admits a toric chart. In [Shi18], Shimizu showed that for any V ∈ Repfree

Gal(Kcyc/K)(RK̂cyc
)

with associated V0 ∈ lim−→n
Repfree

Gal(Kcyc/K)(RK(ζpn)) (cf. Theorem 2.8 and Remark 2.2), there exists a

unique endomorphism φV of V0 such that (7.1) is still true for any v0 ∈ V0 and some open subgroup
Hv0 ⊂ Gal(Kcyc/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 Kcyc). Note that there exists an obvious way to assign each vector bundle
on X (with a continuous Gal(Kcyc/K)-action) to a vector bundle on XK̂cyc

(with a continuous

Gal(Kcyc/K)-action.). Let VectGal(Kcyc/K)(X ) denote the category of vector bundles on X with
continuous Gal(Kcyc/K)-actions.

Proposition 7.2 ([Pet20, Prop. 3.2]). There exists an equivalence of categories

VectGal(Kcyc/K)(X ) ≃ VectGal(Kcyc/K)(XK̂cyc
)

which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities. Here VectGal(Kcyc/K)(XK̂cyc
) denotes the cat-

egory of vector bundles on XK̂cyc
with continuous Gal(Kcyc/K)-actions. Moreover, for any E ∈

VectGal(Kcyc/K)(X ), there exists a unique endomorphism φE of E such that for any affinoid U =
Spa(R,R+) ⊂ X and for any section x ∈ E(U), there exists an open subgroup Hx ⊂ Gal(Kcyc/K)
such that for any γ ∈ Hx,

(7.2) γ(x) = exp(φE logχ(γ))(x).
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Now let’s assume X = Spa(R,R+) admits a toric chart over Spa(K,OK). Following Sen’s strategy,
Shimizu uses finite vectors (i.e. vectors whose Gal(Kcyc/K)-orbit is a finite set) to construct the
decompletion of representations in Repfree

Gal(Kcyc/K)(RK̂cyc
). We are now going to show finite vectors

coincide with locally analytic vectors in this case.

Theorem 7.3. For any finite free RK̂cyc
-representation W of Gal(Kcyc/K), we have W fin = W la,

where W fin denotes the subset of W consisting of elements whose Gal(Kcyc/K)-orbit is finite while
W la 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 = K̂cyc. It is easy to see RKcyc ⊂ Rla
K̂cyc

. For the other direction, let Rn : RK̂cyc
→ RK(ζpn) be the

normalised Tate trace such that for any x ∈ RK̂cyc
, limn→+∞Rn(x) = x. Suppose x ∈ R

Gal(Kcyc/K)-la

K̂cyc

is Gal(Kcyc/K(ζpm))-analytic for some m. Then for any k ≥ 1, we have that Rm+k(x) is also
Gal(Kcyc/K(ζpm))-analytic and fixed by Gal(Kcyc/K(ζpm+k)). Therefore Rm+k(x) is also fixed by
Gal(Kcyc/K(ζpm)). This shows x = limk→+∞Rm+k(x) is in RK(ζpm ).

Now we come to the general case. By the description of the Galois action in Proposition 7.2, it
is easy to see that W fin ⊂ W la. For the converse direction, let’s choose a basis {e1, · · · , ed} of W

fin.
Then W la = ⊕d

i=1R
la
K̂cyc
· ei = ⊕

d
i=1RKcyc · ei = W fin by [BC16, Prop. 2.3]. �

Under the equivalence Repfree
Gal(Kcyc/K)(RK̂cyc

) ≃ Repfree
Gal(Kcyc,∞/K)(RK̂cyc,∞

), we interpret the decom-

pletion result in [Shi18], [Pet20] in terms of locally analytic vectors.

Theorem 7.4. Let W ∈ Repfree
R

K̂cyc,∞
(Gal(Kcyc,∞/K)). Define

DSen,Kcyc(W ) := (WGal(Kcyc,∞/Kcyc))γ-la,

where by γ-la, we simply mean the Gal(Kcyc/K)-locally analytic vectors. Then DSen,Kcyc(W ) is a
finite free RKcyc-module such that DSen,Kcyc(W ) ⊗RKcyc

RK̂cyc,∞
= W . Moreover there is a linear

operator
∇γ : DSen,Kcyc(W )→ DSen,Kcyc(W )

which is called the Sen operator and can be defined as log(g)
log(χ(g))

for g ∈ Gal(Kcyc,∞/K∞) ∼= Gal(Kcyc/K)

which is 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 Km := K(π
1

pm , ζpm) and Ĝm := Gal(Kcyc,∞/Km) for any m ≥ 0. In

particular, put Ĝ = Gal(Kcyc,∞/K)

(2) Given any Qp-Banach representation W of Ĝ, let

W τ -la,γpm=1 := WGal(Kcyc,∞/Kcyc)-la ∩WGal(Kcyc,∞/K∞(ζpm ))=1

for any m ≥ 0, where τ ∈ Gal(Kcyc,∞/Kcyc) is described as in Convention 1.19.

Construction 7.6 ([BC16, §4.4]).

(1) Since c : GK → Zp represents a cocycle in H1(GK , C(1)) = {0}, there exists α ∈ C such that

c(g) = g(α)χ(g)− α. This shows g(α) = α
χ(g)

+ c(g)
χ(g)

and in particular α ∈ K̂Ĝ−la
cyc,∞.

(2) Similarly as in the beginning of [BC16, §4.2], for any n ≥ 0, let αn ∈ Kcyc,∞ such that
‖α− αn‖ ≤ p−n. Then there exists some r(n)≫ 0 such that if m ≥ r(n), then ‖α− αn‖Ĝ =

‖α−αn‖ ≤ p−n and α−αn ∈ K̂Ĝm-la
cyc,∞ . We may suppose {r(n)}n≥0 is an increasing sequence.

Definition 7.7 ([BC16, §4.4], [Gao22, Def. 3.2.6]). Let (H, ‖ · ‖) be a Qp-Banach algebra such that
‖ · ‖ is sub-multiplicative and let W ⊂ H is a Qp-subalgebra. For any n ≥ 0, let W{{T}}n denote
the vector space consisting of

∑
k≥0 akT

k with ak ∈ W and pnkak → 0 when k → +∞.

Proposition 7.8. (1) RĜ-la
K̂cyc,∞

= ∪nRKr(n)
{{α− αn}}n.
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(2) R
Ĝ-la,∇γ=0

K̂cyc,∞
= R⊗K Kcyc,∞ = RKcyc,∞.

(3) Rτ -la,γpm=1

K̂cyc,∞
= R⊗K K∞(ζpm) = RK∞(ζpm ).

Proof. (1) The proof is essentially the same as [BC16, Prop. 4.12]. We now recall the proof therein.
Suppose x ∈ (RK̂cyc,∞

)Gn-an. For i ≥ 0, we let

yi =
∑

k≥0

(−1)k(α− αm)
k∇

k+i
τ (x)

(k + i)!

(
k + i

k

)
,

where ∇τ = log(τp
k
)

pk
for k ≫ 0. Then by similar arguments in the proof of [BC16, Thm. 4.2], there

exists m ≥ n such that yi ∈ RGm-an

K̂cyc,∞
for all i and x =

∑
i≥0 yi(α − αm)

i in (RK̂cyc,∞
)Gm-an. By

Construction 7.6, we see that ∇τ (α − αm) = 1. From this, we deduce that ∇τ (yi) = 0 and hence
that τ p

m
(yi) = yi. So yi ∈ (R ̂Km(ζp∞)

)Gal(Km(ζp∞)/Km)-an = RKm. We are done.

(2) We obtain from Construction 7.6 that ∇γ(α − αn) = −1. Therefore, for any n ≥ 0, we have
(RKr(n)

{{α− αn}})
∇γ=0 = RKr(n)

. Then Item (2) follows from Item (1) immediately.

(3) This follows from Item (2) by taking γpm-invariants. �

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

Theorem 7.9. Let W ∈ Repfree
R

K̂cyc,∞
(Ĝ) of rank d and let

DSen,K∞
(W ) := W τ -la,γ=1.

Then DSen,K∞
(W ) is a finite projective RK∞

-module of rank d. Moreover, there are identifications

DSen,K∞
(W )⊗RK∞

RĜ-la
K̂cyc,∞

= W Ĝ-la = DSen,Kcyc(W )⊗RKcyc
RĜ-la

K̂cyc,∞
.

Proof. By [GMW22, Lem. 8.5], we see that W Ĝ-la is a finite free (RK̂cyc,∞
)Ĝ-la-module with

W Ĝ-la ⊗
RĜ-la

K̂cyc,∞

RK̂cyc,∞

∼= W.

Furthermore, by [GMW22, Prop. 8.9], we see that W Ĝ-la,∇γ=0 is a finite free RKcyc,∞-module with

W Ĝ-la,∇γ=0 ⊗RKcyc,∞
RĜ-la

K̂cyc,∞

∼= W Ĝ-la.

Note that W Ĝ-la,∇γ=0 admits a Gal(Kcyc,∞/K∞)-action. As Gal(Kcyc,∞/K∞) is topologically

finitely generated, we can find a finite free RKm-module Wm of rank d with a Gal(Km/K(π
1

pm ))-

action for some m≫ 0, such that Wm ⊗RKm
RKcyc,∞

∼= W Ĝ-la,∇γ=0 is a Gal(Kcyc,∞/K∞)-equivariant
isomorphism. Now by Galois descent, we get a finite projective R

K(π
1

pm )
-module W γ=1

m such that

W γ=1
m ⊗R

K(π
1

pm )

RKm
∼= Wm.

We claim that the finite projective RK∞
-module W γ=1

m ⊗R
K(π

1
pm )

RK∞
is exactly DSen,K∞

(W ). To

see this, we first show that W τ -la = W γ=1
m ⊗R

K(π
1

pm )

Rτ -la
K̂cyc,∞

. Note that W Ĝ-la,∇γ=0 is contained in

W τ -la. Then by [BC16, Prop. 2.3], we have

W τ -la = W Ĝ-la,∇γ=0 ⊗RKcyc,∞
Rτ -la

K̂cyc,∞
= W γ=1

m ⊗R
K(π

1
pm )

Rτ -la
K̂cyc,∞

.

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

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 Ĝ-locally analytic representation W , there are two Lie algebra
differential operators:

(a) ∇γ := log(g)
log(χ(g))

for g ∈ Gal(Kcyc,∞/K∞) close enough to 1. (See also Theorem 7.4.)
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(b) ∇τ := log(τp
n
)

pn
for n≫ 0. (See also the proof of Proposition 7.8 (1).)

(2) Let λ̃ :=
∏

n≥0 ϕ
n(E([π♭]])

E(0)
) ∈ B+

cris.
8 Then we can define t := t

pλ̃
which turns out to be in Ainf .

(3) Define N∇ : RĜ-la
K̂cyc,∞

→ RĜ-la
K̂cyc,∞

by setting N∇ := 1
pθ(t)
∇τ . Recall we always have K∞∩Kcyc =

K (cf. Convention 1.19). By [Gao22, Lem. 3.2.1], θ(t) ∈ K̂Ĝ-la
cyc,∞ is non-zero and hence the

operator N∇ is well-defined.

Let W ∈ Repfree
R

K̂cyc,∞
(Ĝ). Then DSen,K∞

(W ) consists of locally analytic vectors of W and we have

the following operator

N∇ : DSen,K∞
(W )→ W Ĝ-la.

Theorem 7.11. Let W ∈ Repfree
R

L̂
(Ĝ). Then there is an RK∞

-linear operator

1

θ(uλ̃′)
N∇ : DSen,K∞

(W )→ DSen,K∞
(W )

where λ̃′ is the u-derivative of λ̃. After extending RK̂cyc,∞
-linearly, the operator 1

θ(uλ̃′)
N∇ : W → W

is exactly the Sen operator in Theorem 7.4.

Proof. Note that for any g ∈ Gal(Kcyc,∞/K∞), g(t) = χ(g)t and gτg−1 = τχ(g). We see that N∇

commutes with the action of Gal(Kcyc,∞/K∞). So N∇ : DSen,K∞
(W )→ DSen,K∞

(W ) is well-defined.
By [Gao22, Cor. 3.2.4] and Proposition 7.8, we see that the operator ∇Sen := 1

θ(uλ̃′)
N∇ +∇γ acts

RĜ-la
K̂cyc,∞

-linearly on W Ĝ-la. Since ∇γ kills DSen,K∞
(W ), the operator ∇Sen is equal to 1

θ(uλ̃′)
N∇ on

W Ĝ-la = DSen,K∞
(W )⊗RK∞

RĜ-la
K̂cyc,∞

. Similarly, as N∇ kills DSen,Kcyc(W ), the operator ∇Sen is equal

to ∇γ on W Ĝ-la = DSen,Kcyc(W )⊗RKcyc
RĜ-la

K̂cyc,∞
. So we are done. �

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 RK̂cyc,∞
-representations of Ĝ coming from

enhanced Higgs modules in HIGnil
∗ (R) in the sense of Construction 6.8 and Remark 6.10.

Theorem 7.12 (Hui Gao). Let F : HIGnil
∗ (R)→ HIGĜ(RK̂cyc,∞

) be the functor defined in Construc-

tion 6.8 (together with Remark 6.10). For any (H, θH , φH) ∈ HIGnil
∗ (R), let W := F(H, θH , φH) be

the underlying RK̂cyc,∞
-representations of Ĝ. Assume furthermore that H is finite free over R. Then

(1) DSen,K∞
(W ) = H ⊗R RK∞

.

(2) The operator −φH

E′(π)
is exactly the operator 1

θ(uλ̃′)
N∇ on DSen,K∞

(W ) after extending linearly

to RK∞
. Moreover, −φH

E′(π)
is the Sen operator of W .

Proof. (1) By the Galois action described in Lemma 6.9, we see that H ⊂ DSen,K∞
(W ). By [BC16,

Prop. 2.3], we see that W τ -la = H ⊗R Rτ -la
K̂cyc,∞

. Since W γ=1 = H ⊗R Rγ=1

K̂cyc,∞
, we get that

DSen,K∞
(W ) = (H ⊗R Rτ -la

K̂cyc,∞
) ∩ (H ⊗R Rγ=1

K̂cyc,∞
) = H ⊗R (Rτ -la,γ=1

K̂cyc,∞
) = H ⊗R RK∞

,

where the last equality follows from Proposition 7.8 (3).
(2) By Lemma 6.9, we see that ∇τ acts on DSen,K∞

(W ) via

lim
n→+∞

τ p
n
− 1

pn
= lim

n→+∞

1

pn
((1 + πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λpn)

−
φH

E′(π) − 1)

= lim
n→+∞

∑

k≥1

k−1∏

i=0

(φH + iE ′(π))
(−π(ζp − 1)λ)kp(k−1)n

k!

= −π(ζp − 1)λφH.

8Note that λ̃ is denoted by λ in [Gao22, Def. 2.2.2]. To distinguish it from the λ := θ( ξ

E([π♭])
) defined in this paper,

we denote it by λ̃.
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Therefore, we deduce that

1

θ(uλ̃′)
N∇ =

1

pθ(uλ̃′t)
∇τ =

πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λ

pθ(uλ̃′t)
(−

φH

E ′(π)
).

To conclude Item (2), we are reduced to showing that

πE ′(π)(ζp − 1)λ

pθ(uλ̃′t)
= 1,

which follows exactly from the calculations in the proof of [Gao22, Thm. 4.3.3 (2)]. �

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)[1
p
] i.e. in the unramified case, Bhatt and Lurie has proved a similar result in

[BL22a]. More precisely, by using the prism (W (k)[[p̃]], (p̃)) (corresponding to the cyclotomic case),
which is the F×

p -invariants of the q-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 q-de
Rham prism, its F×

p -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 l on X , we mean a triple (E , θE , φE)
satisfying

(1) (E , θE) is a Higgs bundle bundle on X (see Notation 7.1); in other words, E is a vector bundle
on X and θE : E → E ⊗OX

Ω1
X/K(−1) is a Higgs field on E (i.e. θE is OX -linear such that

θE ∧ θE = 0);
(2) φE is anOX -linear endormophism of E satisfying [φE , θE ] = −θE ; that is, the following diagram

E
θE
//

φE

��

E ⊗OX
Ω1

X/K(−1)

φE−idE
��

// · · · // E ⊗OX
Ωd

X/K(−d)

φE−didE
��

E
θE
// E ⊗OX

Ω1
X/K(−1)

// · · · // E ⊗OX
Ωd

X/K(−d)

is commutative. We denote its total complex by HIG(E , θE , φE).

Let HIGarith(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 Kcyc. By an arithmetic
Higgs bundle of rank l on XL̂, we mean a triple (H, θH, φH) satisfying

(1) (H, θH) is a Higgs bundle on XL̂;
(2) φH is an OX

L̂
-linear endormophism of H satisfying [φH, θH] = −θH; that is, the following

diagram

H
θH
//

φH

��

H⊗OX
Ω1

X/K(−1)

φH−idH
��

// · · · // H⊗OX
Ωd

X/K(−d)

φH−didH
��

H
θH
// H⊗OX

Ω1
X/K(−1)

// · · · // H⊗OX
Ωd

X/K(−d)

is commutative. We denote its total complex by HIG(H, θH, φH).

Let HIGarith(XL̂) be the category of arithmetic Higgs bundles on XL̂.

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)(XK̂cyc
),

which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities. Here, HIGGal(Kcyc/K)(X,OOX
) denotes

the category of Higgs bundles on X equipped with continuous Gal(Kcyc/K)-actions with are
compatible with Higgs fields.

(2) For any extension L of K containing Kcyc, there is a faithful functor

HIGGal(Kcyc/K)(X,OX )→ HIGarith(X,OX ).

(3) There is faithful functors

HIGarith(X,OX )→ HIGarith(XL̂).

Proof. (1) This follows from Proposition 7.2 directly.
(2) For any (H, θH) ∈ HIGGal(Kcyc/K)(X,OX ), let (E , θE , φE) ∈ HIGarith(X,OX ) such that (E , θE) =

(H, θH) and that φE is the unique operator determined by (7.2). Then the functor sending (H, θH) to
(E , θE , φE) 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

(EθE=0)Gal(Kcyc/K) ⊂ EθE=0,φE=0,

where (E, θE , φE) denotes the global section of (E , θE , φE) on X , which also inherits a Gal(Kcyc/K)-
action from (H, θH). However, for any x ∈ (EθE=0)Gal(Kcyc/K), by (7.2), we have

φE(x) = lim
γ→1

γ(x)− x

logχ(γ)
= 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, θH , φH), the global
section of (H, θH, φH) ∈ HIGarith(X,OX ) on X , has H finite free over R ⊗K Kcyc. So we need to
show that

HθH=0,φH=0 ⊂ (H ⊗R RL̂)
θH=0,φH=0.

This follows from the faithful flatness of R→ RL̂. �

Now, we give a relative version of classical Sen theory.

Corollary 7.17. There exists a faithful functor

D : Vect(Xproét, ÔX)→ HIGarith(XC)

from the category of generalised representations on Xproét to the category of arithmetic Higgs bundles
on XC , which preserves ranks, tensor products and dualities.

Proof. Just combine Theorem 6.4 (for replacing C and GK by K̂cyc and Gal(Kcyc/K)) with Corollary
7.16. �

Remark 7.18. WhenX = Spa(K,OK), we see that Vect(Xproét, ÔX) = RepGK
(C) is the category of

C-representations of GK and that HIGarith(XC) = Mod∗(C) is the category of pairs (V, φV ) consisting
of finite dimensional C-spaces together with endomorphisms φV of V . Then the functor in Corollary
7.17 coincides with the classical functor

D : RepGK
(C)→ Mod∗(C)

introduced in [Sen80]. Note that even in this case, the above functor is not fully faithful.

Recall that for any V ∈ RepGK
(C), the underlying C-space of D(V ) is V and the induced Sen

operator φV is indeed defined over K (cf. [Sen80, Thm. 5]) by using matrix theory and hence D
upgrades to a functor from RepGK

(C) to Mod∗(K), the category of pairs (V, φV ) consisting of finite
dimensional K-spaces together with endomorphisms φV of V . So the following question appears
naturally.
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Question 7.19. For a generalised representation L ∈ Vect(Xproét, ÔX) with the induced arithmetic
Higgs bundle D(L) over XC , is D(L) always defined over X itself?

On the other hand, not any pairs (V, φV ) in Mod∗(C) with φV defined over K comes from a
C-representation V of GK (cf. [Sen80, Thm. 7]). So one may also ask

Question 7.20. Is any arithmetic Higgs bundle (H, θH, φH) over XC of the form D(L) for some

generalised representation L ∈ Vect(Xproét, ÔX)?

Remark 7.21. When X = Spf(OK), 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 Xproét. 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 Qp-local systems (cf. [Shi18]).

We are going to give partial answers of the above two questions in sequels.

Construction 7.22. For any enhanced Higgs bundle (H, θH, φH) ∈ HIGnil
∗ (X), define

(1) the Kummer case: F∞(H, θH, φH) = (H⊗OX
OXC

,−(ζp−1)λθH,−
φH

E′(π)
) ∈ HIGarith(XC), and

(2) the cyclotomic case: Fcyc(H, θH, φH) ∈ HIGarith(XC) as the image under the composition of

HIGnil
∗ (X)

FS−→ Vect(Xproét, ÔX)
D
−→ HIGarith(XC),

where FS is the inverse Simpson functor and D is defined in Corollary 7.17.

Then we get two functors
F∞,Fcyc : HIG

nil
∗ (X)→ HIGarith(XC).

Let F be as in Construction 6.13. Then we see that Fcyc coincides with the composition

HIGnil
∗ (X)

F
−→ HIGGK

(XC)
Corollary 7.16
−−−−−−−−→ HIGarith(XC).

Theorem 7.23. There is an equivalence of functors F∞ ≃ Fcyc.

Proof. Fix an (H, θH, φH) ∈ HIGnil
∗ (X). By Construction 6.13, we see that the underlying Higgs

bundles of F∞(H, θH, φH) ∈ HIGnil
∗ (X) and F∆(H, θH, φH) ∈ HIGnil

∗ (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 GK-vector bundle of F(H, θH, φH) ∈ HIGnil

∗ (X) is exactly − φH

E′(π)
. By the uniqueness

criterion of Sen operator in Proposition 7.2, we may assume X = Spf(R+) is small affine such that
(H, θH, φH) is induced by an enhanced Higgs module (H, θH , φH) over R with H finite free. Then
the result follows from Theorem 7.12. �

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) ∈
HIGarith(XC). If L belongs to the essential image of the functor

Vect((X)∆,O∆[
1

p
])

Res
−−→ Vect((X)perf

∆
,O∆[

1

p
])

≃
−→ Vect(Xproét, ÔX),

then D(L) is defined over X.
(2) Let (E , θE , φE) 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 L ∈ Vect(Xproét, ÔX)
such that D(L) ∼= (E , θE , φE).

Proof. (1) Assume L is associated to Res(M) for some M ∈ Vect((X)∆,O∆[
1
p
]) via the equivalence

in Theorem 5.1. By Theorem 7.23, we see that D(L) ∼= Fcyc(ρ(M)) is defined over X , where ρ is the
equivalence defined in Theorem 6.4.

(2) Assume (E , θE , φE) = F∞(H, θH, φH) for some enhance Higgs bundle (H, θH, φH) ∈ HIGnil
∗ (X).

Let M ∈ Vect((X)∆,O∆[
1
p
]) such that ρ(M) = (H, θH, φH). Let L be the generalised representation

on Xproét corresponding to Res(M) via the equivalence in Theorem 5.1. Then by Theorem 7.23, we
see that (E , θE , φE) ∼= D(L) as desired. �
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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 OK with rigid generic fiber X as
before.

Let L be a generalised representation on Xproét Note that for any classical point x ∈ X , Lx is a

k̂(x)-representation of Gal(k(x)/k(x)), where k(x) denotes the residue field of x. Let φx be the Sen
operator of Lx.

Assume L is induced from some rational Hodge–Tate crystal M ∈ Vect((X)∆,O∆[
1
p
]). Then by

Theorem 7.23, we see from Definition 6.2 (2) that φx is topologically nilpotent in the sense that

lim
n→+∞

E ′(π)n
n−1∏

i=0

(φV − i) = 0.

Therefore, Lx is a nearly Hodge–Tate representation of Gal(k(x)/k(x)) over k̂(x) in the sense of
[Gao22].

However, assume that for any classical point x ∈ X , Lx is nearly Hodge–Tate (or even Hodge–
Tate). We do not know whether L is induced from a rational Hodge–Tate crystal on (X)∆.
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[BC16] L. Berger and P. Colmez: Théorie de Sen et vecteurs localement analytiques, Ann. Sci. École Norm.Sup. 49
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