arXiv:2404.19603v1 [math.NT] 30 Apr 2024

LOG PRISMATIC F -CRYSTALS AND PURITY

HENG DU, TONG LIU, YONG SUK MOON, AND KOJI SHIMIZU

Abstract. Our goal is to study p-adic local systems on a rigid-analytic variety with semistable formal model. We prove that such a local system is semistable if and only if so are its restrictions to the points corresponding to the irreducible components of the special fiber. For this, the main body of the paper concerns analytic prismatic F -crystals on the absolute logarithmic prismatic site of a semistable p-adic log formal scheme. Analyzing Breuil–Kisin log prisms, we obtain a prismatic purity theorem and deduce the above purity theorem for semistable local systems.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Absolute logarithmic prismatic site 6 2.1. Definition of the absolute logarithmic prismatic site 6 2.2. Breuil–Kisin log prism and its self-products 9 2.3. Breuil–Kisin log prism in the CDVR case 13 2.4. Ring-theoretic techniques for purity 16 3. Analytic prismatic F -crystals, étale and crystalline realizations 19 3.1. Analytic prismatic F -crystals 19 3.2. Analytic prismatic F -crystals in the small affine case 20 3.3. Laurent F -crystals and étale realizations 23 3.4. Semistable Z_p-local systems 29 3.5. Crystalline realization 29 3.6. Association of étale and crystalline realizations 33 4. Semistable representations in the CDVR case 40 4.1. Classically semistable representations 40 4.2. Kisin descent data 42 5. Purity for logarithmic prismatic F -crystals 45 5.1. Statement and applications 45 5.2. Proof of Theorem 5.1 46 Appendix A. Complements on log formal schemes 50 Appendix B. Big absolute logarithmic crystalline site 51 B.1. Generalities 52 B.2. More on crystals and isocrystals 57 B.3. Log convergent site 59 Appendix C. Functoriality of absolute strict log prismatic sites 62 References 68

1. Introduction

Fix a prime p. Let K be a complete discrete valuation field of mixed characteristic (0, p) with perfect residue field k. Write O_K for the ring of integers and let π be a uniformizer.

In the study of p-adic Galois representations of K, Fontaine introduced the notion of crystalline, semistable, and de Rham representations. These classes are defined using period rings and reflect properties of Galois representations coming from geometry. For example, a deep result in p-adic 1

Hodge theory shows that a Galois representation arising as a p-adic étale cohomology of an algebraic variety over K is de Rham. Moreover, if the variety is smooth proper with good (resp. semistable) reduction, the resulting Galois representation is crystalline (resp. semistable).

If one is interested in a family of p-adic Galois representations parametrized by a variety over K, one is led to study p-adic representations of the étale fundamental group or p-adic étale local systems on the variety. Crystalline and de Rham local systems, as generalizations of crystalline and de Rham representations, have been well-studied: to name a few, see [Fal89, Fal02, Bri08, AI13, Sch13, TT19, LZ17].

We aim to study semistable representations in the relative setting: we work on a smooth adic space X over K with semistable reduction and consider semistable étale local systems on X . There have been several works to study semistable local systems [Fal89, Fal02, AI12, Tsu]. Here one needs to fix a p-adic formal scheme X over O_K whose generic fiber gives X and use log geometry to understand semistable periods in geometric families, and as a result, the definitions of semistable local systems in these works are much more involved than those of semistable representations or crystalline and de Rham local systems. In particular, it is generally difficult to check whether a given p-adic étale local system is semistable.

In this paper, we prove a purity theorem that relates semistable local systems with semistable Galois representations: for each irreducible component of X, the completed local ring at the generic point is a complete discrete valuation ring (CDVR for short) and defines a rank-1 point of X , which we call an X-Shilov point. Note that p-adic local systems on such a point correspond to p-adic Galois representations of the fraction field of the CDVR, and Fontaine’s formulation of semistable representations is developed in [Fon94, Mor14, Ohk13]. Here is our main result in a crude form.

Theorem 1.1 (Purity for semistable local systems). A p-adic local system on X is semistable if and only if its restriction to each X-Shilov point corresponds to a semistable Galois representation.

When X is smooth over O_K , this type of a purity theorem for crystalline local systems was first obtained by Tsuji in [Tsu]. Our approach is different from the aforementioned works: we employ logarithmic prismatic theory for a semistable p-adic formal scheme to study semistable local systems of the generic fiber and prove the purity theorem.

Logarithmic prismatic theory. Prismatic cohomology theory by Bhatt and Scholze [BS22] has brought new perspectives to integral p-adic cohomology theory. Here we focus on F -crystals on the absolute prismatic site and its logarithmic variant to study local systems.

For a bounded p-adic formal scheme X, the absolute prismatic site X� consists of bounded prisms (A, I) together with a map Spf(A/I) → X. Koshikawa [Kos22] develops logarithmic prismatic theory to apply to log formal schemes: a log prism consists of a bounded log prism (A, I) and a log structure M_{Spf A} on Spf A equipped with a so-called δ_{log}-structure. For a bounded p-adic log formal (X, M_X ) scheme with M_X fine and saturated, one can define the absolute (saturated) prismatic site (X, M_X )� consisting of log prisms over (X, M_X ) with saturated log structures, as well as the full subcategory (X, M_X )^{str}� of strict objects (see Definition 2.3); when M_X is trivial, (X, M_X )^{str}� coincides with X�.

Example 1.2 (Breuil–Kisin log prism). Suppose X = Spf R^0 with R^0 = O_K ⟨T_1, . . . , T_m, T^{±1}_{m+1}, . . . , T^{±1}_d ⟩/(T_1 · · · T_m − π). Let M_X be the log structure on X given by N^d → R^0, e_i → T_i for i = 1, . . . , d. Consider S := W (k)⟨T_1, . . . , T_m, T^{±1}_{m+1}, . . . , T^{±1}_d ⟩[[u]]/(T_1 · · · T_m − u) equipped with Frobenius via φ(T_i) = T^p_i . Let E(u) ∈ W (k)[u] be the monic irreducible polynomial for π. Then (S, (E(u))) ∈ X� with the structure map S/(E(u)) ∼= R^0. The prelog structure N^d → S, e_i → T_i, further gives rise to a log prism in (X, M_X )�, called the Breuil–Kisin log prism. The same construction works when X is small affine, namely, when X is affine and admits an étale map to Spf R_0. The Breuil–Kisin log prism will play a central role in our local study.

Prismatic F -crystals. The site (X, M_X )� admits a structure sheaf O� of rings together with a Frobenius endomorphism φ and an ideal sheaf I� by assigning A, φ_A, and I to each log prism (A, I, M_{Spf A}). These structures allow one to define various F -crystals on X� and relate them to Z_p-local systems on the generic fiber X_η.

A prismatic F -crystal is a pair (E, φ_E ) of a vector bundle E of O�-modules with an identification φ_E : (φ^∗E)[I^{−1}� ]^{∼=}−→ E[I^{−1}� ]. Let Vect^φ((X, M_X )�) denote the category of prismatic F -crystals. When X = Spf O_K with trivial log structure, Bhatt and Scholze [BS23] prove that this category is equivalent to the category Rep^{cris}_{Zp} (G_K ) of finite free Z_p-crystalline representations T of K (i.e., T [p^{−1}] being crystalline), and Du and Liu [DL23] prove a similar equivalence for the category Rep^{st}_{Zp} (G_K ) of finite free Z_p-semistable representations of K.

Theorem 1.3 ([BS23, DL23]). There are natural equivalence of categories:

(1) Vect^φ((Spf O_K )�)^{∼=}−→ Rep^{cris}_{Zp} (G_K );

(2) Vect^φ((Spf O_K , M_{Spf OK} )^{str}� )^{∼=}−→ Rep^{st}_{Zp} (G_K ), where M_{Spf OK} is given by O_K ∩ K^× → O_K .

We remark that Yao [Yao23] proves the equivalence between Rep^{st}_{Zp} (G_K ) and the category of prismatic F -crystals on a variant of (Spf O_K , M_{Spf OK} )^{str}� .

In the case where X is smooth over O_K , the category of prismatic F -crystals is not large enough to capture all the Z_p-crystalline local systems on X_η . The current authors [DLMS24] and Guo and Reinecke [GR24] introduced certain categories which contain the category of prismatic F -crystals in vector bundles on X, and proved that they are equivalent to the category of crystalline Z_p-local systems on the generic fiber of X.

Here we explain the formulation by [GR24]: Vect^{an,φ}(X�) denotes the category of analytic prismatic F -crystals (E, φ_E ) on X, where E assigns to each (A, I) ∈ X� a vector bundle E_A over Spec A ∖ V (p, I), and φ� gives an identification (φ^∗_AE_A)[I^{−1}]^{∼=}−→ E_A[I^{−1}]. Each prismatic F -crystal yields an analytic F -crystal by restricting the induced vector bundle on Spec A to Spec A ∖ V (p, I). We remark that completed prismatic F -crystals introduced in [DLMS24] consists of (E, φ) with E a sheaf of O�-modules satisfying the completed crystal property and certain finiteness conditions, and they correspond to effective analytic prismatic F -crystals.

Theorem 1.4 ([GR24], [DLMS24]). There is a natural equivalence of categories

Vect^{an,φ}(X�)^{∼=}−→ Loc^{cris}_{Zp} (X_η ).

By the above theorem, one can apply prismatic techniques to study crystalline local systems. In fact, when X is smooth over O_K , analytic prismatic F -crystals are governed, étale locally, by the evaluations over the Breuil–Kisin prism and its self-coproducts. This is an approach taken in [DLMS24], and as an application, [Moo22] gives a prismatic proof of the purity theorem for crystalline local systems in the smooth case.

Prismatic purity theorem. Motivated by the smooth case, this paper studies the category Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�) of analytic prismatic F -crystals in the semistable case. To state the prismatic purity theorem, let us recall another type of prismatic F -crystals: a Laurent F -crystal is a vector bundle E of O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p -modules equipped with a Frobenius isomorphism φ_E : φ^∗E^{∼=}−→ E. Let Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1} denote the category of Laurent F -crystals. By restricting a vector bundle on Spec A ∖ V (p, I) to Spec A[I^{−1}]^∧_p for each log prism (A, I, M_{Spf A}) gives the restriction functor Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�) → Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1}.

Bhatt and Scholze prove that the category of Laurent F -crystals is equivalent to the category of Z_p-local systems on X_η [BS23, Cor. 3.8] in the non-log case (i.e., when M_X is trivial):

Vect(X�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1 ∼=}−→ Loc_{Zp} (X_η ).

This equivalence continues to hold in the semistable case.

Theorem 1.5 ([KY23]). When (X, M_X ) is semistable, there is a natural equivalence of categories

Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1 ∼=}−→ Loc_{Zp} (X_η).

We remark that the above theorem is a special case of [KY23, Thm. 7.36] which gives an equivalence for any bounded fs p-adic log formal scheme, using the quasi-pro-Kummer-étale site of the log diamond of its generic fiber.

The étale realization functor T_X is defined as the composite of the functors

T_X : Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�) → Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1 ∼=}−→ Loc_{Zp} (X_η ),

which is fully faithful (Proposition 3.21). We say that a Laurent F -crystal extends to an analytic F -crystal if it lies in the essential image of the restriction functor from Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�).

We turn to the prismatic purity theorem. Assume that (X, M_X ) is semistable over O_K and let {ξ_1, . . . , ξ_m} ⊂ X be the set of the generic points of all the irreducible components of X. For each such point ξ_j , the completed local ring O^∧_{X,ξj} of the local ring O_{X,ξj} is a CDVR with π a uniformizer. Set Δ_j := Spf O^∧_{X,ξj} . The morphism f_j : Δ_j → X of p-adic formal schemes induces a morphism of topoi (f_j )� : Sh((Δ_j , M_{Δj} ) → Sh((X, M_X )�)�).

Theorem 1.6 (Purity for analytic prismatic F -crystals: Theorem 5.1). A Laurent F -crystal E on (X, M_X ) extends to an analytic prismatic F -crystal on (X, M_X ) if and only if its pullback (f_j )^{−1}� E extends to an analytic prismatic F -crystal on (Δ_j , M_{Δj} ) for each 1 ≤ j ≤ m.

The proof of Theorem 1.6 uses the techniques introduced in [DL23, DLMS24], involving local studies using the Breuil–Kisin log prism in Example 1.2 and its self-coproducts. More precisely, we use the observation that analytic prismatic F -crystals can be given (étale locally) by certain modules over the Breuil–Kisin log prism together with descent data in terms of its self-products, called Kisin descent data (Definition 3.7, Lemma 3.8).

To show the if-part of Theorem 1.6, we need intersection arguments to produce a Kisin descent data. With the notation as in Example 1.2, the simplest example of this argument is the equality S = m⋂ j=1 (S[E^{−1}]^∧_p ∩ S_j ),

where S_j is the Breuil–Kisin log prism for the CDVR (R^0_{(Tj )})^∧_p (see Lemma 2.24 for the precise formulation). With a more careful analysis, we are also able to prove a similar equality for the self-coproduct of the Breuil-Kisin log prism (Corollary‘2.26). For the proof of Theorem 1.6, we work on the intersections of modules with Frobenius over these rings to construct a Kisin descent data, and the Frobenius structure plays a crucial role (§5.2, especially, Proposition 5.14).

Semistable local systems. Let us return to the notion of semistable local systems and Theorem 1.1. We say that a Z_p-local system on a smooth adic space X over K with a semistable formal model X is prismatic X-semistable if it is in the essential image of the étale realization functor T_X : Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�) → Loc_{Zp} (X ).

Indeed, we also define the notion of prismatic Z_p-local systems on Spa(L, O_L) using the formal model Spf O_L when O_L is a CDVR with residue field admitting a finite p-basis. In this case, prismatic Z_p-local systems correspond to semistable Galois representations of L defined via the admissibility of the semistable period ring in [Fon94, Mor14, Ohk13]. The following generalizes Theorem 1.3(2):

Theorem 1.7 (Part of Theorem 4.1). A Z_p-local system on Spa(L, O_L) is prismatic semistable, namely, arises from an analytic prismatic F -crystal if and only if T [p^{−1}] is semistable, where T is the corresponding Z_p-Galois representation of L.

Combining the prismatic purity (Theorem 1.6) with Theorem 1.7 and the pullback functoriality of analytic prismatic F -crystals, one immediately sees that the notion of prismatic X-semistable local systems on X does not depend on the choice of a semistable formal model X (Corollary 5.5);

we simply call these local systems prismatic semistable. Moreover, Theorem 1.1 is an obvious consequence of Theorem 1.6, provided that semistable Z_p-local systems on X are interpreted as prismatic semistable local systems.

Let us now discuss other definitions of semistable local systems. Fix a semistable formal model X of X . As in the work of Faltings [Fal89], one can define a notion of semistable local systems on X in terms of association to (filtered) F -isocrystals on the crystalline site of the mod-p fiber (X_1, M_{X1} ) of (X, M_X ) (or its convergent site). Unfortunately, it is hard to find a detailed exposition of such a definition in the semistable case. We provide the minimum foundation of the absolute crystalline site and F -isocrystals on (X_1, M_{X1} ) in Appendix B and formulate the notion of association of a Z_p-local system on X with an F -isocrystal on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS} in Definition 3.40. The resulting class of Z_p-local systems coincides with that of prismatic semistable local systems:

Theorem 1.8 (Corollary 5.2). A Z_p-local system on X is prismatic semistable if and only if it is associated to an F -isocrystal on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}.

We define the crystalline realization functor D_{cris} sending an analytic prismatic F -crystal on (X, M_X ) to an F -isocrystal on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS} in § 3.5 (Corollary 3.32). Comparing the étale and crystalline realizations, we see that a prismatic semistable local system is associated to an F - isocrystal on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}. The converse direction in the above theorem is much harder to obtain, and we again resort to the prismatic purity theorem: we treat the CDVR case in Theorem 4.1 and deduce it from the CDVR case by Theorem 1.6.

In fact, Theorem 4.1 (including Theorem 1.7) becomes a powerful tool, as we have explained, when combined with the prismatic purity theorem. A main step of the proof is to construct Kisin descent data from Z_p-lattices of semistable representations. Such descent data are obtained from the log connections on Breuil–Kisin modules associated to semistable representations (§4.2).

Finally, yet another notion of semistable Z_p-local systems on X is given in [AI12] if the fixed semistable formal model X over O_K admits a lift along W [[u]] ↠ O_K , u → π. For the relation of prismatic semistability with this definition, see Remark 5.6.

Outline. Section 2 explains several preliminary facts on the absolute logarithmic prismatic site: the definition of the site is given in §2.1. Sections 2.2 and 2.3 concern the Breuil–Kisin log prism and its self-products in the small affine case and CDVR case respectively, and §2.4 provides some commutative algebraic facts which will be used in studying the purity results.

In Section 3, we study analytic prismatic F -crystals and their étale realizations and crystalline realizations. We define analytic prismatic F -crystals and related objects in §3.1, and study a local description in terms of Kisin descent data in §3.2. Laurent F -crystals and their relation to étale Z_p-local systems are explained in §3.3, where we define the étale realizations of analytic prismatic F -crystals and study first properties. In §3.4, the notion of prismatic semistable Z_p-local systems is defined. We construct the crystalline realizations of analytic prismatic F -crystals in §3.5. Section 3.6 studies the notion of association between étale Z_p-local systems and F -isocrystals on the absolute log crystalline site. In particular, we show that the étale and crystalline realizations of every analytic prismatic F -crystal are associated (Proposition 3.43 and Corollary 3.47).

Section 4 is devoted to proving Theorem 4.1 that states the equivalence among the various notions of semistable representations in the CDVR case. In §4.1, we consider the classical definition of semistable representations, and prove that if an étale Z_p-local system is associated to an F -isocrystal as in §3.6, then it is classically semistable. In §4.2, we show that every classically semistable étale Z_p-local system comes from an analytic prismatic F -crystal by constructing the corresponding Kisin descent datum.

Section 5 proves the purity for analytic prismatic F -crystals (Theorem 5.1). The statement and its corollaries are discussed in §5.1, and the proof is given in §5.2.

Some complements on log formal schemes and on the absolute log crystalline site are discussed in Appendices A and B respectively. In Appendix C, we explain the functoriality of the absolute strict logarithmic prismatic sites.

Notation and conventions. Throughout the paper, we fix a prime p and let k be a perfect field of characteristic p. Write W = W (k) and let K be a finite totally ramified extension of K_0 := W [p^{−1}]. Let e := [K : K_0] be the ramification index. Fix a uniformizer π of K and let E(u) ∈ W [u] denote the monic minimal polynomial of π. Fix an algebraic closure K of K and choose a nontrivial compatible system (ϵ_n)_{n≥0} of p-power roots of unity such that ϵ_0 = 1 and ϵ^p_{n+1} = ϵ_n. Write ϵ := (ϵ_n)_{n≥0} for the corresponding element in O^♭_K .

We use the standard conventions and terminology regarding p-adic log formal schemes, some of which are reviewed in Appendix A. When we work on the monoid N^d, we write e_i (1 ≤ i ≤ d) for the element (0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0) where 1 is in the i-th entry.

A semistable p-adic formal scheme over O_K refers to a p-adic formal scheme over O_K that is, étale locally, étale over an affine formal scheme of the form Spf R^0 with R^0 = O_K ⟨T_1, . . . , T_m, T^{±1}_{m+1}, . . . , T^{±1}_d ⟩/(T_1 · · · T_m − π). For a semistable p-adic formal scheme X over O_K , we always equip it with the log structure M_X given by the subsheaf associated to the subpresheaf O_{X,ét} ∩ (O_{X,ét}[p^{−1}])^× → O_{X,ét} (cf. [CK19, 1.6(2)]). Let X_n denote the scheme X ⊗_{Zp} Z_p/p^n equipped with the pullback log structure M_{Xn} of M_X .

We generally follow [BS23, Notation 3.1] for the convention on the generic fiber and Z_p-local systems: for a bounded p-adic formal scheme X, we let X_η denote the generic fiber, regarded as a locally spatial diamond. For a locally spatial diamond X , let Loc_{Zp} (X ) denote the category of Z_p-local systems on the quasi-pro-étale site of X . However, when X is a semistable p-adic formal scheme over O_K (or more generally, when X is a bounded p-adic formal scheme whose adic generic fiber is representable by a locally noetherian adic space over Spa(K, O_K )), we also write X_η for the adic generic fiber and let X_{η,proét} denote the pro-étale site in the sense of [Sch13, Sch16]. In this case, Loc_{Zp} (X_η) is naturally identified with the category of p-torsion free lisse ^Z_p-sheaves on X_{η,proét} in the sense of [Sch13, Def. 8.1] by [Sch13, Prop. 8.2], [MW23, Prop. 3.6, 3.7], and [Sch22, Lem. 15.6], and we simply call the objects Z_p-local systems on X_η or X_{η,proét}.

For a ring A, let Vect(A) := Vect(Spec(A)) denote the category of vector bundles over Spec(A). More generally, for an ideal J on A, write Vect(Spec(A) ∖ V (J)) for the category of vector bundles over Spec(A) ∖ V (J).

For a site C, write PSh(C) (resp. Sh(C)) for the category of presheaves (resp. sheaves) on C.

Acknowledgments. We thank Teruhisa Koshikawa for answering questions about absolute saturated and strict logarithmic prismatic sites. The first author was partially supported by National Key R&D Program of China No. 2023YFA1009703. The second author prepared this paper during his visit to the University of California, San Diego and the Institute for Advanced Study, and would like to thank both UCSD and IAS for their hospitality. He is supported by the Shiing-Shen Chern Membership during his stay at IAS. The third and the fourth authors were partially supported by AMS–Simons Travel Grant at the early stage of the project.

2. Absolute logarithmic prismatic site

2.1. Definition of the absolute logarithmic prismatic site. We work on log prisms and the logarithmic prismatic sites introduced in [Kos22, KY23]. The notions of δ_{log}-rings and δ_{log}-triples are introduced in Definition 2.2 and page 12 of loc. cit.: a (bounded) prelog prism is a δ_{log}-triple (A, I, M) where (A, I) is a (bounded) prism. A log prism (A, I, M_{Spf A}) consists of a bounded prism (A, I) and a log structure M_{Spf A} on (Spf A)_{ét} together with δ_{log}-structure that comes from some prelog prism of the form (A, I, M). Write M_{Spf(A/I)} for the log structure on Spf(A/I) obtained as the pullback of M_{Spf A}.

For a bounded prelog prism (A, I, M), we have the associated log prism (A, I, M)^a := (A, I, M^a_{Spf A}) (see Definition 3.3 and the following paragraph of loc. cit. for details).

Lemma 2.1. Let (A, I, M_{Spf A}) be a log prism with M_{Spf A} integral, and assume that M_{Spf(A/I)} admits a chart P → Γ(Spf(A/I), M_{Spf(A/I)}). Then the monoid homomorphism P_A := P ×_{Γ(Spf(A/I),MSpf(A/I) )} Γ(Spf A, M_{Spf A}) → Γ(Spf A, M_{Spf A}) is a chart, and the map (A, P_A) → (A/I, P ) is exact surjective with P_A → P a (1 + IA)-torsor of monoids. Moreover, the δ_{log}-structure δ_{log} : Γ(Spf A, M_{Spf A}) → A makes (A, I, P_A) a bounded prelog prism such that (A, I, P_A)^a ∼= (A, I, M_{Spf A}).

Note that a chart always exists for M_{Spf(A/I)} by the definition of a log prism.

Proof. By [Kos22, Lem. 3.8], (A, Γ(Spf A, M_{Spf A})) → (A/I, Γ(Spf(A/I), M_{Spf(A/I)})) is exact surjective, and the monoid map is a (1 + IA)-torsor. Now the lemma follows from the proof of [Kos22, Prop. 3.7]. □

Corollary 2.2. Let (A, I, M_{Spf A}) and (B, IB, M_{Spf B} ) be log prisms with integral log structures. Let f : (Spf(B/IB), M_{Spf(B/IB)}) → (Spf(A/I), M_{Spf(A/I)}) be a morphism of log formal schemes. Suppose that M_{Spf(A/I)} admits a chart P → Γ(Spf(A/I), M_{Spf(A/I)}) and that f lifts to a morphism f : (Spf B, IB, M_{Spf B} ) → (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) of log prisms.

(1) The monoid map

P_{B,f} := P ×_{Γ(Spf(B/IB),f} ∗_{MSpf (A/IA) )} Γ(Spf B, f^∗M_{Spf A}) → Γ(Spf B, f^∗M_{Spf A})

defines a chart for (Spf B, f^∗M_{Spf A}) and yields a log prism (B, IB, f^∗M_{Spf A}) equipped with the factorization of morphisms of log prisms

f : (Spf B, IB, M_{Spf B} ) → (Spf B, IB, f^∗M_{Spf A}) → (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}).

(2) Assume further that P is free. For another prism (A^′, I^′, M_{Spf A}′ ) with (A/I, M_{Spf A/I} ) ≃ (A^′/I^′, M_{Spf A}′_{/I} ′ ) and a morphism of log prisms f^′ : (Spf B, IB, M_{Spf B} ) → (Spf A^′, I^′, M_{Spf A}′ ) lifting f, the pullback log structures f^∗M_{Spf A} and f^{′∗}M_{Spf A}′ on Spf B coincide.

Proof. (1) Consider the natural monoid homomorphisms P_A → P_{B,f} → Γ(Spf B, f^∗M_{Spf A}) → B. Observe that both P_A and P_{B,f} are charts for f^∗M_{Spf A}. Since P_A → A admits the δ_{log}-structure and f is a morphism of log prisms, the second assertion also follows.

(2) Write f_1 = f, A_1 = A, f_2 = f^′, and A_2 = A^′. For i = 1, 2, we have the following commutative diagram of monoids P_{Ai} //

fflfflfflffl P_{B,fi} // fflfflfflffl B fflfflfflffl P P // B/IB. Since P is free, we can take a section s of P_{Ai} → P . Then f^∗M_{Spf Ai} is associated to the monoid map P → P_{Ai} → P_{B,fi} → B and it factors as P^{βi}−→ Γ(Spf B, M_{Spf B} ) → B. Since M_{Spf B} is integral, q : Γ(Spf B, M_{Spf B} ) → Γ(Spf(B/IB), M_{Spf(B/IB)}) is a (1 + IB)-torsor (see [Bei13, p.3, Ex. (iii)] or [Ogu18, Prop. IV.2.1.2.]). On the other hand, both q ∘ β_1 and q ∘ β_2 coincide with P → Γ(Spf(A/I), M_{Spf(A/I)}) → Γ(Spf(B/IB), M_{Spf(B/IB)}) induced by f. Hence β_1(x) and β_2(x) differ by an element in 1+IB ⊂ B^× for every x ∈ P , and we conclude that f^∗_1 M_{Spf A1} and f^∗_2 M_{Spf A2} are canonically identified. □

Let (X, M_X ) be a bounded fs p-adic log formal scheme.

Definition 2.3 (cf. [Kos22, Rem. 4.6], [KY23, Def. 7.34]). Let (X, M_X )� denote the absolute (saturated) prismatic site of (X, M_X ): an object is a diagram (Spf A, M_{Spf A}) ← (Spf(A/I), M_{Spf(A/I)}) → (X, M_X ), where (A, I, M_{Spf A}) is a log prism, M_{Spf A} is saturated, and (Spf(A/I), M_{Spf(A/I)}) → (X, M_X ) is a morphism of log formal schemes that admits a saturated chart étale locally (recall that M_{Spf(A/I)} denotes the pullback log structure from M_{Spf A}). To simplify the notation, we often write an object as (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}), or even as (A, I, M_{Spf A}) with the opposite arrows. Morphisms are the obvious commutative diagrams of the following form compatible with structures:

(2.1) (Spf A^′, M_{Spf A}′ ) f fflffl (Spf(A^′/I^′), M_{Spf(A}′_{/I} ′_)) ?˙ oo // f fflffl (X, M_X )

(Spf A, M_{Spf A}) (Spf(A/I), M_{Spf(A/I)}) ?˙ oo // (X, M_X ).

We equip (X, M_X )� with strict flat topology: a morphism f : (Spf A^′, I^′, M_{Spf A}′ ) → (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) is a cover if Spf A^′ → Spf A is a (p, I)-completely faithfully flat map of formal schemes and the induced map f^∗M_{Spf A} → M_{Spf A}′ is an isomorphism.

Write (X, M_X )^{str}� for the full subcategory of (X, M_X )� consisting of objects (A, I, M_{Spf A}) such that (Spf(A/I), M_{Spf(A/I)}) → (X, M_X ) is strict. We equip it with the induced topology. If the morphism in (2.1) is in (X, M_X )^{str}� , then f is strict; since all the log structures are integral, we conclude that f is also strict by Lemma 2.1 in this case. In particular, when M_X is trivial, (X, M_X )^{str}� agrees with the absolute prismatic site X� in [BS23, Def. 2.3].

Remark 2.4. Consider a diagram

(Spf A_1, I_1, M_{Spf A1} )^{f1}−→ (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A})^{f2}←− (Spf A_2, I_2, M_{Spf A2} )

in (X, M_X )� with f_2 being strict and (p, I)-completely flat. In this case, one can construct the fiber product explicitly as follows: let B denote the derived (p, I)-completion of A_1 ⊗^L_A A_2. By the proofs of [BS22, Lem. 3.7] and [DLMS24, Lem. 3.3], B agrees with the classical (p, I)-completion of A_1 ⊗_A A_2, and (B, IB) represents the pushout of the diagram (A_1, I_1) ← (A, I) → (A_2, I_2) of bounded prisms. We will show that (Spf B, IB) admits a log prism structure that represents the fiber product.

Take a chart P → Γ(Spf(A_1/I_1), M_{Spf(A1 /I1 )}). With the notation as in Lemma 2.1, P_{A1} gives a chart of M_{Spf A1} . The prelog structure P_{A1} → A_1 → B comes with a δ_{log}-ring structure induced from a prelog prism (A_1, I_1, P_{A1} ). Let (B, IB, M_{Spf B} ) := (B, IB, P_{A1} )^a be the associated log prism. Since M_{Spf A1} is integral, so is M_{Spf B} . Since f_2 is strict, we obtain a commutative diagram in (X, M_X )�:

(Spf B, IB, M_{Spf B} ) // fflffl (Spf A_2, I_2, M_{Spf A2} )

f_2 fflffl (Spf A_1, I_1, M_{Spf A1} )^{f1} // (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}).

It is now straightforward to see that (Spf B, IB, M_{Spf B} ) represents the fiber product of f_1 and f_2. If f_2 is a cover, then (Spf B, IB, M_{Spf B} ) → (Spf A_1, I_1, M_{Spf A1} ) is also a cover. If the underlying prism of each of the three log prisms is perfect, so is (Spf B, IB).

Remark 2.5. Assume that M_X admits a finite free chart étale locally (e.g. (X, M_X ) is semistable).

(1) For a log prism (A, I, M_{Spf A}) such that M_{Spf(A/I)} admits saturated chart étale locally, every morphism (Spf(A/I), M_{Spf(A/I)}) → (X, M_X ) admits a saturated chart étale locally by Lemma A.1, making (A, I, M_{Spf A}) an object of (X, M_X )�.

In particular, for every morphism f : (Y, M_Y ) → (X, M_X ) from another bounded fs p-adic log formal scheme Y , the association (Y, M_Y )� ∋ (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}, ι: Spf(A/I) → Y ) → (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}, f ∘ ι) ∈ (X, M_X )� is well-defined and gives a cocontinuous functor. Hence we obtain a morphism of topoi

f� = (f^{−1}� , f�_{,∗}): Sh((Y, M_Y )�) → Sh((X, M_X )�).

(2) Let (X, M_X )^{str,perf}� denote the full subcategory of (X, M_X )^{str}� consisting of (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) with (A, I) being perfect. The forgetful functor

ι: (X, M_X )^{str,perf}� → X^{perf}� : (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) → (Spf A, I)

is fully faithful and special cocontinuous by [MW22, Rem. 2.20]. In particular, it induces an equivalence Sh((X, M_X )^{str,perf}� )^{∼=}−→ Sh(X^{perf}� ) of topoi. In fact, if (X, M_X ) is semistable or the log formal spectrum of a CDVR (cf. §2.3), ι is indeed an equivalence by [MW22, Prop. 2.18]: for every perfect prism (A, I) ∈ X�, there is a unique log structure M_{Spf A} on Spf A so that (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) is inside (X, M_X )^{str}� .

2.2. Breuil–Kisin log prism and its self-products. This subsection collects some preliminary facts on the Breuil–Kisin log prisms, which play a central role in studying prismatic F -crystals in the small affine case.

For d ≥ m ≥ 1, set R^0 := O_K ⟨T_1, . . . , T_m, T^{±1}_{m+1}, . . . , T^{±1}_d ⟩/(T_1 · · · T_m − π), and consider the prelog structure N^d → R^0 sending e_i → T_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Let R be a connected O_K -algebra equipped with a p-adically completed étale map □: R^0 → R. We call a p-adic log formal scheme (X, M_X ) small affine with framing □ if it is an affine log formal scheme of the form (X, M_X ) = (Spf R, N^d → R^{0 □}−→ R)^a.

Let S_R0 := W (k)⟨T_1, . . . , T_m, T^{±1}_{m+1}, . . . , T^{±1}_d ⟩[[u]]/(T_1 · · · T_m − u). Note that S_R0 is (p, E(u))- adically complete and S_R0 /(E(u)) ∼= R^0. We equip S_R0 with the prelog structure N^d → S_R0 , e_i → T_i (1 ≤ i ≤ d) lifting the one on R^0. Since □ is p-adically completed étale, it lifts uniquely to a (p, E(u))-adically completed étale map □_S : S_R0 → S_{R,□}.

If there is no confusion, we simply write S for S_{R,□}.

Setting δ_{log}(e_i) = 0 and δ(T_j ) = 0 makes (S_R0 , δ, (E(u)), N^d, δ_{log}) a bounded prelog prism; we will also write it as (S_R0 , (E(u)), N^d) for short. By [Kos22, Lem. 2.13], (S, (E(u)), N^d → S_R0 → S) admits a bounded prelog prism structure.

Definition 2.6. The Breuil–Kisin log prism (Spf S, (E(u)), M_{Spf S}) (with respect to π and □) is the log prism associated to (S, (E(u)), N^d). It is an object of ((Spf R, N^d)^a)^{str}� via R ∼= S/(E(u)).

Lemma 2.7. The map φ_S : S → S is faithfully flat, and S is finite free over φ_S(S).

Proof. Since S is a p-torsion free p-adically complete Noetherian ring and S/(p) is regular with a finite p-basis, the proof of [DLMS24, Lem. 2.7] works. □

Lemma 2.8. Let (X, M_X ) = (Spf R, N^d)^a be small affine. Then (Spf S, (E(u)), M_{Spf S}) covers the final object of the topos associated to (X, M_X )�. In particular, the same conclusion holds for (X, M_X )^{str}� .

We note that the statement for (X, M_X )^{str}� is proved in [MW22, Lem. 3.16].

Proof. Let R_∞ be S[T^{1/p∞}_1 , . . . , T^{1/p∞}_d , u^{1/p∞} ]^⊗_SR, where ^⊗ denotes p-completed tensor product. Then R → R_∞ is a quasi-syntomic cover, since it is obtained as the p-completion of the colimit of extracting p-power roots. Let A be the u-completion of (S/(p))_{perf} and ξ := E([u^♭]) where u^♭ ∈ A^♭ is the element corresponding to u under A^{♭ ∼=}−→ A. We have R_∞ ∼= W (A^♭)/(ξ). Thus, R_∞ is a perfectoid ring by [BIM19, Lem. 3.6]. Write �_{R∞} := W ((R_∞)^♭) and let (�_{R∞} , I, N^d) be the prelog prism where N^d → �_{R∞} is given by e_i → [T^♭_i ] with T^♭_i ∈ R^♭_∞ defined by a fixed choice of compatible p-power roots of T_i in R_∞. The choice of T^♭_i defines a map of prelog prisms (S, (E), N^d) → (�_{R∞} , I, N^d).

We are going to show that (Spf �_{R∞} , I, N^d)^a covers the final object in each topos in the statement. Take any (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) ∈ (X, M_X )�. By the proof of Lemma A.1, we may further assume that the map (Spf(B/J), M_{Spf(B/J)}) → (X, M_X ) admits a saturated chart which fits into the following commutative diagram as in (A.1) N^d Γ(X, MX )

Q Γ(Spf(B/J), M_{Spf(B/J)}).

Consider the quasi-syntomic cover B/J → (B/J)^⊗_RR_∞. By [BS22, Prop. 7.11(1)], there exists a prism (C, JC) over X which covers (B, JB) such that the structure map R → C/JC factor through R → (B/J)^⊗_RR_∞. In particular, C/JC admits a map from R_∞, and [BS22, Lem. 4.8] implies it lifts to a map (�_{R∞} , I) → (C, JC) of prisms. Let (C, JC, M_{Spf C} ) be the log prism with the pullback log structure M_{Spf C} from (B, J, M_{Spf B} ). Then (B, J, M_{Spf B} ) → (C, JC, M_{Spf C} ) is a cover by definition. It remains to show that the map (�_{R∞} , I) → (C, JC) is refined to a map (�_{R∞} , I, N^d)^a → (C, JC, M_{Spf C} ) of log prisms. In the above commutative diagram of monoids, N^d (resp. Q) also defines a chart for the pullback log structure f^∗M_X (resp. M_{Spf(C/JC)}) on Spf R_∞ (resp. Spf(C/JC)). Let Q_C be the chart of M_{Spf C} as in Lemma 2.1. Since N^d is finite free, the map N^d → Q lifts to a map N^d → Q_C , which gives a map (�_{R∞} , I, N^d)^a → (C, JC, Q_C )^a of log prisms. This means that (Spf �_{R∞} , I, N^d)^a covers the final object. □

We next discuss the existence of the product with the Breuil–Kisin log prism inside (X, M_X )^{str}� .

Lemma 2.9. Keep the small affine assumption and let (A, I, M_{Spf A}) be any log prism in the opposite category (X, M_X )^{str,op}� . Then the coproduct (A, I, M_{Spf A})∐(S, (E(u)), M_{Spf S}) of (A, I, M_{Spf A}) and (S, (E(u)), M_{Spf S}) exists in (X, M_X )^{str,op}� , and the structure map

(A, I, M_{Spf A}) → (A, I, M_{Spf A}) ∐ (S, (E(u)), M_{Spf S})

is a cover.

Proof. We may assume that the prelog prism (A, I, M_A) is orientable so that I = (r) for some r ∈ A. Let B_0 = A[S_1, . . . , S_m][S^{±1}_{m+1}, . . . , S^{±1}_d ][v]/(S_1 · · · S_m − v) equipped with the δ-structure given by δ(S_i) = 0 = δ(v). Let (B_0, M_B ) be the associated prelog ring where M_B := M_A × N^d → B_0 is given by M_A → A → B_0 and e_i → S_i (1 ≤ i ≤ d). Consider the surjection (B_0, M_B ) → (A/I, M_{A/I} ) induced by S_i → T_i (so that v → π) and let J ⊂ B_0 be the kernel. Denote by (B, M_B ) the (p, I)-completed universal δ_{log}-ring over (A, M_A) generated by (B_0, M_B ). Then by [Kos22, Prop. 3.9], the prelog prismatic envelope (B^′, IB^′, M_B′ ) of (B, (JB)^∧_{(p,I)}, M_B) with exact surjection (B^′, IB^′, M_B′ ) → (B^′/IB^′, M_{A/I} ) exists, and it is bounded and (p, I)-completely flat over (A, I, M_A). Note that (B^′, IB^′, M_B′ )^a gives the log prismatic envelope by [Kos22, Prop. 3.7].

Note J/I = (S_1 − T_1, . . . , S_d − T_d) and E(v) ∈ J. Since r divides E(v) in B^′ and B^′ is (p, r)- complete, we have a natural map of prelog prisms (S, (E(u)), M_S) → (B^′, IB^′, M_B′ ) given by T_i → S_i (so that u → v), and this induces a map of the associated log prisms in (X, M_X )�. By the universal property of log prismatic envelope, (B^′, IB^′, M_B′ )^a is the coproduct of (A, I, M_{Spf A}) and (S, (E(u)), M_{Spf S}) in (X, M_X )^{op}� .

Finally, let us show that A → B^′ is (p, I)-completely faithfully flat by following [BL22, Prop. 2.4.9]. Take x ∈ Spec(A/(p, I)) ⊂ Spec A, and let k_1 be a perfect field containing κ(x). The map A → k_1 lifts uniquely to a map of δ-rings A → W (k_1), which gives a map of prisms (A, I) → (W (k_1), (p)). The associated log prism (W (k_1), (p), M_A → A → W (k_1))^a is an object of (X, M_X )^{op}� . On the other hand, since Spec(S/(p, E(u))) ≠ ∅, we have a map of commutative rings S/(p, E(u)) → k_1 after enlarging k_1 if necessary. Similarly, this induces a map (S, (E(u)), M_S)^a → (W (k_1), (p), M_S)^a in

(X, M_X )^{op}� . Since (W (k_1), (p)) is a perfect prism, we have (W (k_1), (p), M_A)^a = (W (k_1), (p), M_S)^a by [MW22, Lem. 2.17], and thus, we obtain a map (B^′, IB^′, M_B′ )^a → (W (k_1), (p), M_A)^a. The point in Spec(B^′/(p, I)B^′) given by B^′/(p, I)B^′ → W (k_1)/(p) = k_1 lifts x by construction, so A → B^′ is (p, I)-completely faithfully flat. □ For two framings □ and □^′ of R, let (S_{□,□}′ , (E), M_{□,□}′ ) be the coproduct of (S_{R,□}, (E), M_{Spf SR,□} ) and (S_{R,□}′ , (E), M_{Spf SR,□′} ) in (X, M_X )^{str,op}� . When the framing is fixed, we also write (S^{(i)}, (E), N^d)^a for the (i + 1)-st self-coproduct of (S, (E), N^d)^a in (X, M_X )^{str,op}� , where the prelog structure N^d → S^{(i)} is assumed to be given by N^d → S^{1st}−−→ S^{(i)}.

The proof of Lemma 2.9 describes the self-product of the Breuil–Kisin log prism explicitly: set B_0 = S[S_1, . . . , S_m][S^{±1}_{m+1}, . . . , S^{±1}_d ] as in the proof. Let B^{(1)} = S[[1 −^{Ti,2}_{Ti,1} ]]_{1≤i≤d}; this is identified with the (1 −^{S1}_{T1} , . . . , 1 −^{Sd}_{Td} )-completion of B_0[^{S1}_{T1} , . . . ,^{Sm}_{Tm} ] with T_{i,1} := T_i and T_{i,2} := S_i. Since the kernel of the surjection B^{(1)} → R is given by J^{(1)} := (E(u), 1 −^{Ti,2}_{Ti,1} )_{1≤i≤d}, we have

S^{(1)} = B^{(1)} { 1 − T1,2_{T1,1} E(u) , . . . , 1 −^{Td,2}_{Td,1} E(u) }_∧ δ . Set w_i :=^{1−} Ti,2 Ti,1 E(u) . For j = 1, 2, define the map p 1 j : S → B^{(1)} by T_i → T_{i,j} . Then p^1_j extends to the j-th projection map S → S^{(1)}. More generally for i ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ j ≤ i, write p^i_j : S → S^{(i)} for the j-th projection map.

Lemma 2.10. Let (X, M_X ) = (Spf R, N^d)^a be small affine. For two framings □ and □^′ of R, (S_{□,□}′ , (E), M_{□,□}′ ) represents the coproduct of S_{R,□} and S_{R,□}′ in (X, M_X )^{op}� . Similarly, when the framing is fixed, (S^{(i)}, (E), N^d)^a represents the (i + 1)-st self-coproduct of (S, (E), N^d)^a in (X, M_X )^{op}� for each i ≥ 1.

Proof. We only prove the first part of the statement in the lemma. The second part follows from a similar argument. Write S_1 for S_{R,□} and S_2 for S_{R,□}′ , and let q_i : (Spf S_{□,□}′ , (E), M_{□,□}′ ) → (Spf S_i, (E), M_{Spf Si} ) be the projection in (X, M_X )^{str}� . Take any (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) ∈ (X, M_X )� and a map f_i : (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) → (Spf S_i, (E), M_{Spf Si} ) for i = 1, 2. Since (Spf(S_1/E), M_{Spf(S1/E)}) ≃ (X, M_X ) ≃ (Spf(S_2/E), M_{Spf(S2/E)}) which admits a free chart, Corollary 2.2 implies that f^∗_1 M_{Spf S1} and f^∗_2 M_{Spf S2} define the same log structure on Spf A, which we denote by N_{Spf A}. Moreover, f_1 and f_2 can be written as f_i = f̃_i∘h with h: (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) → (Spf A, I, N_{Spf A}) and f̃_i : (Spf A, I, N_{Spf A}) → (Spf S_i, (E), M_{Spf Si} ) being strict. By the definition of (S_{□,□}′ , (E), M_{□,□}′ ), there exists a unique map b: (Spf A, I, N_{Spf A}) → (Spf S_{□,□}′ , (E), M_{□,□}′ ) such that b ∘ q_i = ~f_i for i = 1, 2. Thus, we have the following commutative diagram:

(Spf S_1, (E), M_{Spf S1} )

(Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) (Spf A, I, N_{Spf A}) (Spf S_{□,□}′ , (E), M_{□,□}′ )

(Spf S_2, (E), M_{Spf S2} ) hf_1 f_2 b~f_1 ~f_2 q_1 q_2

This implies that (S_{□,□}′ , (E), M_{□,□}′ ) is also the coproduct of (S_1, (E), M_{Spf S1} ) and (S_2, (E), M_{Spf S2} ) in (X, M_X )^{op}� . □

Recall that a prism (A, I) is called transversal if A/I is p-torsion free [BL22, Def. 2.1.3]; if (A, I) is transversal, then A is p-torsion free by [BL22, Rem. 2.1.7]. Lemma 2.11. For an orientable transversal prism (A, (d)), we have A[p^{−1}] ∩ A[d^{−1}] = A, and A[d^{−1}] is p-adically separated. Consequently, A[p^{−1}] ∩ A[d^{−1}]^∧_p = A.

Proof. The first statement follows from the injectivity of A/(d) → (A/(d))[p^{−1}]. Since A is classically p-complete, we deduce the second assertion from the first one. Finally, the map A[d^{−1}]/pA[d^{−1}] → A[d^{−1}]^∧_p /pA[d^{−1}]^∧_p is an isomorphism (cf. [DLMS24, Rem. 3.15(i)]), so the last statement follows. □ Corollary 2.12. The map p^i_j : S → S^{(i)} is classically faithfully flat for each i ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ j ≤ i. In particular, (S^{(i)}, (E)) is transversal for all i, S^{(i)}[E^{−1}] is p-adically separated, and S^{(i)}[p^{−1}] ∩ S^{(i)}[E^{−1}]^∧_p = S^{(i)}.

Proof. By inductively applying Lemma 2.9, we see that p^i_j : S → S^{(i)} is (p, E)-completely faithfully flat and thus classically faithfully flat by [Sta21, Tag 0912]. Hence each S^{(i)} is transversal, and the last statement follows from Lemma 2.11. □ Lemma 2.13. The ring S^{(1)}/(E) is classically p-complete, and S^{(1)}/(p) is classically E-complete. Proof. Consider the exact sequence (2.2) 0 → ES^{(1)} → S^{(1)} → S^{(1)}/(E) → 0. For each n ≥ 1, S^{(1)}/(E) is p^n-torsion free by Corollary 2.12, so the induced sequence 0 → ES^{(1)}/p^nES^{(1)} → S^{(1)}/(p^n) → S^{(1)}/(E, p^n) → 0 is exact. By [Sta21, Tag 03CA], the above exact sequence (2.2) remains exact after classical pcompletion. Since ES^{(1)} is a free S^{(1)}-module of rank 1, it is classically p-complete. Thus, S^{(1)}/(E) is classically p-complete. The statement for S^{(1)}/(p) follows similarly. □ Proposition 2.14. We have a natural isomorphism S^{(1)}/(E) ∼= R{w_1, . . . , w_d}^∧_{PD}, where the latter ring denotes the p-completed free PD-polynomial algebra over R in variables w_j ’s. Proof. This is [DL23, Prop. 2.2.8(2)]. For the convenience of the reader, we briefly recall the outline. Let B^{(1)}[w^{(0)}_1 , . . . , w^{(0)}_d ]_δ be the free δ-ring over B^{(1)} := S[[1 −^{Ti,2}_{Ti,1} ]]_{1≤i≤d} in variables w^{(0)}_j ’s. Set J = (δ^n(Ew^{(0)}_j ) − δ^n(1 −^{Tj,2}_{Tj,1} ))_{n≥0, 1≤j≤d} and consider S^{(1),nc} := B^{(1)}[w^{(0)}_1 , . . . , w^{(0)}_d ]_δ/J. One can check δ^n(1 −^{Tj,2}_{Tj,1} ) ≡ 0 (mod E) and thus δ^n(Ew^{(0)}_j ) ≡ 0 (mod E) in S^{(1),nc} for every n ≥ 0. Using [DL23, Lem. 2.2.5], one can define an isomorphism S^{(1),nc}/(E)^{∼=}−→ R[γ_n(w_j )]_{n≥0,1≤j≤d}, by inductively assigning the image of δ^n(w^{(0)}_j ) (see [DL23, Prop. 2.2.8(1)]). Note that S^{(1)} is naturally isomorphic to the classically (p, E)-completion of S^{(1),nc}. Since S^{(1)}/(E) is classically p-complete by Lemma 2.13, it is the p-adic completion of S^{(1),nc}/(E) and thus we obtain

S^{(1)}/(E) ∼= lim←− l S^{(1),nc}/(E, p^l) ∼= lim←− l R[γ_n(w_1), . . . , γ_n(w_d)]_{n≥0}/(p^l) = R{w_1, . . . , w_d}^∧_{PD}. □ Example 2.15. One can also consider the self-products of the Frobenius twist of the Breuil–Kisin log prism, which will be used in the crystalline realization functor in §3.5.

Consider (S, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a ∈ (X, M_X )� with the prelog structure φ^∗N^d given by N^d → S : e_i → T^p_i . Then φ: (S, (E), N^d)^a → (S, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a defines a cover by Lemma 2.7. Let φ^{(1)}_1 : (S^{(1)}, (E), N)^a → ( ~S^{(1)}, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a be the pushout of φ: (S, (E), N^d)^a → (S, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a along p_1 : (S, (E), N^d)^a → (S^{(1)}, (E), N)^a given by Remark 2.4, and consider

~p_2 : (S, (E), N^d)^{a p2}−→ (S^{(1)}, (E), N)^{a φ} (1) 1−−→ ( ~S^{(1)}, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a.

Write ( ~S^{(1)}, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a → (S^{[1]}, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a for the pushout of φ: (S, (E), N^d)^a → (S, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a along ~p_2. We summarize these constructions in the following commutative diagram with pushout squares:

(S, (E), N^d)^a

p_2 fflffl φ //

~p_2 yy

(S, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a

fflffl (S, (E), N^d)^a φ fflffl

p_1 //

(S^{(1)}, (E), N)^a

φ^{(1)}_1 fflffl (S, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a // ( ~S^{(1)}, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a // (S^{[1]}, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a.

Then (S^{[1]}, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a has two natural maps (S, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a → (S^{[1]}, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a, and one can check that it represents the self-coproduct (S, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a in both (X, M_X )^{str,op}� and (X, M_X )^{op}� using Lemma 2.10. Similarly, we construct the (i+1)-st self-coproduct of (S, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a in (X, M_X )^{op}� for each i ∈ N by induction, and denote it by (S^{[i]}, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a. Moreover, the projections are classically faithfully flat by Corollary 2.12.

2.3. Breuil–Kisin log prism in the CDVR case. We discuss analogous results of the previous section when R is a complete discrete valuation ring (CDVR) of mixed characteristic (0, p). Here we also describe certain filtrations on the relevant rings in Lemmas 2.20(3) and 2.23. These are key to comparing different definitions of semistable representations via Kisin descent data in the CDVR case in §4.2.

Let O_{L0} be a Cohen ring whose residue field has a finite p-basis given by the mod p reduction of {X_1, . . . , X_b} ⊂ O_{L0} . Write L_0 = O_{L0} [p^{−1}] and equip O_{L0} with the Frobenius φ: O_{L0} → O_{L0} given by φ(X_i) = X^p_i (see [BM90, Cor. 1.2.7(ii)]). Let L be a finite totally ramified extension of L_0 and write O_L for its ring of integers. Let π_L ∈ O_L be a uniformizer, and let E_L[u] ∈ O_{L0} [u] be a monic irreducible polynomial for π_L. When we study purity results in §2.4 and §5, we will restrict to the case where L_0 contains K_0, L = L_0 ⊗_{K0} K, and E_L(u) is given by E(u).

Consider Y = Spf(O_L) equipped with the log structure M_Y given by the prelog structure N → O_L : n → π^n_L. Denote by (Y, M_Y )� the absolute prismatic site of (Y, M_Y ) as in Definition 2.3. Let (S_L, (E_L(u)), M_{Spf(SL)}) ∈ (Y, M_Y )� be the Breuil–Kisin log prism where S_L = O_{L0} [[u]] with φ(u) = u^p and M_{Spf(SL)} given by the prelog structure N → S_L : n → u^n.

Remark 2.16. The analogues of Lemmas 2.8 and 2.9 hold for (S_L, (E_L), M_{Spf(SL )}): for the former, consider the p-completion S_∞ of S_L[X^{1/p∞}_1 , . . . , X^{1/p∞}_b , u^{1/p∞} ] ⊗_S R and argue as in the proof of Lemma 2.8; for the latter, use B_0 := A[S_0, S^{±1}_1 , . . . , S^{±1}_b ][v]/(S_0 − v) → A/I given by S_0 = v → π_L and S_i → X_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ b and follow the proof of Lemma 2.9.

Let (S^{(i)}_L , (E_L), N)^a denote the (i + 1)-st self-coproduct of (S_L, (E_L), N)^a in (Y, M_Y )^{str,op}� . As in §2.2, it also represents the (i + 1)-st self-coproduct in (Y, M_Y )^{str}� and has the following explicit description: let B_0 = S_L[S^{±1}_1 , . . . , S^{±1}_b ][v] as in the proof above. Let B^{(1)}_L = S_L[[1 −^{u2}_{u1} , 1 − X_{i,2} X_{i,1} ]]1≤i≤b, which is also the (1 − v u , 1 −^{S1}_{X1} , . . . , 1 −^{Sb}_{Xb} )-completion of B_0[^v_u ] via u_1 := u, u_2 := v,

X_{i,1} := X_i, X_{i,2} := S_i. The kernel J^{(1)}_L of the surjection B^{(1)}_L → O_L is given by (E_L(u_1), 1 −^{u2}_{u1} , 1 − X_{i,2} X_{i,1} )1≤i≤b, and we have

S^{(1)}_L = B^{(1)}_L { 1 −_{u2u} 1 E_L(u_1) , 1 −^{X1,2}_{X1,1} E_L(u_1) , . . . , 1 −^{Xb,2}_{Xb,1} E_L(u_1) }_∧ δ .

Set z_0 =^{1−} u2 u1 E_L(u_1) and zi = 1−^{X1,2}_{X1,1} E_L(u_1 ) for 1 ≤ i ≤ b, and write EL = EL(u1) for simplicity.

Lemma 2.17. The projection map p^i_j : S_L → S^{(i)}_L is classically faithfully flat for each i ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ j ≤ i. In particular, (S^{(i)}_L , (E_L)) is transversal for all i, and so S^{(i)}_L [E^{−1}_L ] is p-adically separated and S^{(i)}_L [p^{−1}] ∩ S^{(i)}_L [E^{−1}_L ]^∧_p = S^{(i)}_L .

Proof. This follows from the same argument as in the proof of Corollary 2.12. □ We write A^{(1)}_{L,max,log} := ( S_L

[ E_L(u_1) p , γ_n(z_0), . . . , γ_n(z_b) (n ≥ 0) ])_∧ p , considered as a subring of S_L[^1_p ]^∧_{EL} [[z_0, . . . , z_b]]. When the residue field of L is perfect, A^{(1)}_{L,max,log} is studied in [DL23, §2.3] (and denoted instead by A^{(2)}_{st,max}). Let O_{max} be the p-completion of S_Lsubalgebra S_L[^{EL}_p ] of S_L[p^{−1}], and c :=^{φ(EL)}_p ∈ O_{max}. By [DL23, Lem. 2.2.2], we have c^{−1} ∈ O_{max}. Note that any element in A^{(1)}_{L,max,log} can be written uniquely as ∑ (i_0 ,...,i_b )∈N^{b+1} a_{i0 ,...,ib} γ_{i0} (z_0) · · · γ_{ib} (z_b), a_{i0 ,...,ib} ∈ O_{max} with lim_{i0 +···+ib →∞} a_{i0 ,...,ib} = 0, where the last limit is taken with respect to p-adic topology.

Lemma 2.18. We have an injective ring map φ: A^{(1)}_{L,max,log} → A^{(1)}_{L,max,log} extending φ on S_L and satisfying

φ(z_0) =

1 − (^{u2}_{u1} )^p φ(E_L) and φ(z_i) =

1 − (^{Xi,2}_{Xi,1} )^p φ(E_L) (1 ≤ i ≤ b). Proof. Since z_0 = (1 − u_2/u_1)/E_L, we compute

φ(z_0) =

1 − (^{u2}_{u1} )^p φ(E_L) = p φ(E_L) E_L p 1 −^{u2}_{u1} E_L p−1∑ j=0 ( u_2 u_1 )_j = c^{−1} E_L p z_0 p−1∑ j=0 (1 − E_Lz_0)^j ,

and so φ(γ_n(z_0)) = γ_n(z_0)(c^{−1} E_L p p−1∑ j=0 (1 − E_Lz_0)^j )^n.

By the same computation, the last equality also holds with z_0 replaced by z_i (1 ≤ i ≤ b). It follows that φ on S_L extends to φ: A^{(1)}_{L,max,log} → A^{(1)}_{L,max,log}. One can also deduce the injectivity from that of φ on S_L. □ The map S_L → A^{(1)}_{L,max,log} naturally extends to a ring map ι: B^{(1)}_L = S_L[[1−^{u2}_{u1} , 1−^{Xi,2}_{Xi,1} ]]_{1≤i≤b} → A^{(1)}_{L,max,log} compatible with φ. Consider S^{(1),nc}_L = B^{(1)}_L [δ^n(z_0), . . . , δ^n(z_b)]_{n≥0} as in the proof of Proposition 2.14, and let α : S^{(1),nc}_L → S^{(1),nc}_L [p^{−1}] denote the natural map. Lemma 2.19. For each n ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ i ≤ b, there exists f_{ni}(X) ∈ S^{(1),nc}_L [X] such that

γ_n(z_i) = f_{ni} ( E_L p )

as elements of S^{(1),nc}_L [p^{−1}] via α. Furthermore, ι: B^{(1)}_L → A^{(1)}_{L,max,log} extends naturally to a ring map ι: S^{(1)}_L → A^{(1)}_{L,max,log} compatible with φ.

Proof. We check by induction that δ^n(E_Lz_i) ∈ (E_Lz_i)S_L for all n ≥ 1. By arguing as in the proof of [DL23, Lem. 2.2.6] and the paragraph after Rem. 2.2.7 in loc. cit., we obtain the first statement and a natural map ι^′ : S^{(1),nc}_L [p^{−1}] → A^{(1)}_{L,max,log}[p^{−1}] extending ι: B^{(1)}_L → A^{(1)}_{L,max,log} such that (ι^′ ∘ α)(S^{(1),nc}_L ) ⊂ A^{(1)}_{L,max,log}. Thus, we obtain a ring map ι: S^{(1),nc}_L → A^{(1)}_{L,max,log} given by ι^′ ∘ α.

Note that E_L = p ·^{EL}_p ∈ A^{(1)}_{L,max,log}, so ι is continuous with respect to the (p, E_L)-adic topology on S^{(1),nc}_L and p-adic topology on A^{(1)}_{L,max,log}. Since S^{(1)}_L is naturally isomorphic to the classical (p, E_L)-completion of S^{(1),nc}_L , this induces

ι: S^{(1)}_L → A^{(1)}_{L,max,log}, which is compatible with φ by construction. □

For any subring B ⊂ A^{(1)}_{L,max,log}[p^{−1}] and i ≥ 0, set

Fil^iB := B ∩ E_L(u_1)^iA^{(1)}_{L,max,log}[p^{−1}].

Proposition 2.20.

(1) We have a natural isomorphism

S^{(1)}_L /(E_L) ∼= O_L{z_0, . . . , z_b}^∧_{PD}.

(2) The map ι: S^{(1)}_L → A^{(1)}_{L,max,log} is injective.

(3) We have Fil^iS^{(1)}_L = E^i_LS^{(1)}_L (where S^{(1)}_L is a subring of A^{(1)}_{L,max,log}[p^{−1}] via ι).

Proposition 2.20 also implies that α : S^{(1),nc}_L → S^{(1),nc}_L [p^{−1}] is injective (cf. [DL23, §2.2]).

Proof. (1) The proof of Proposition 2.14 works with S^{(1),nc}_L in place of S^{(1),nc}.

(2) We have a natural isomorphism A^{(1)}_{L,max,log}[p^{−1}]/(E_L) ∼= O_L{z_0, . . . , z_b}^∧_{PD}[p^{−1}]. So ι: S^{(1)}_L → A^{(1)}_{L,max,log}[p^{−1}] induces the natural map

O_L{z_0, . . . , z_b}^∧_{PD} → O_L{z_0, . . . , z_b}^∧_{PD}[p^{−1}],

which is injective. Since A^{(1)}_{L,max,log}[p^{−1}] is E_L-torsion free and S^{(1)}_L is E_L-adically separated, ι is injective.

(3) This follows directly from (1). □

Next we introduce the ring S^{(1)}_L , which shows up when discussing the log crystalline site of O_L/(p). Recall E_Lz_0 = 1 −^{u2}_{u1} and E_Lz_i = 1 −^{Xi,2}_{Xi,1} (1 ≤ i ≤ b). Let

S_{L,1} := B^{(1)}_L [ γ_n(E_L), γ_n ( 1 − u_2 u_1 ) , γ_n ( 1 − X_{1,2} X_{1,1} ) , . . . , γ_n ( 1 − X_{b,2} X_{b,1} )] n≥0 ⊂ B^{(1)}_L [p^{−1}].

Note S_{L,1} ⊂ A^{(1)}_{L,max,log} since γ_n(1 −^{u2}_{u1} ) = γ_n(z_0)E^n_L and similarly for γ_n(1 −^{Xi,2}_{Xi,1} )’s. Since E_L, 1 −

u_2 u_1 , 1 − X_{1,2} X_{1,1} , . . . , 1 − X_{b,2} X_{b,1} form a regular sequence in B (1) L , S_{L,1} is the PD-envelope of B^{(1)}_L for J^{(1)}_L by [BS22, Cor. 2.39]. Write S^{(1)}_L for the classical p-completion of S_{L,1}, which has the δ-structure compatible with that on B^{(1)}_L by loc. cit.. As a subring of L_0[[u, 1 −^{u2}_{u1} , 1 −^{Xi,2}_{Xi,1} ]]_{1≤i≤b}, we have

S^{(1)}_L = { ∑ (i,i_0 ,...,i_b)∈N^{b+2} a_{i,i0,...,ib} γ_i(E_L)γ_{i0} ( 1 − u_2 u_1 ) γ_{i1} ( 1 − X_{1,2} X_{1,1} ) · · · γ_{ib} ( 1 − X_{b,2} X_{b,1} ) | | a_{i,i0 ,...,ib} ∈ B(1)_L , lim i+i_0 +···+i_b →∞ a_{i,i0 ,...,ib} = 0 (p-adically) } . Furthermore, the filtration on S^{(1)}_L as a subring of A^{(1)}_{L,max,log} is compatible with the PD-filtration on S^{(1)}_L , i.e., with the above description,

Fil^hS^{(1)}_L = {∑ a_{i,i0 ,...,ib+1} γ_i(E_L)γ_{i0} ( 1 − u_2 u_1 ) · · · γ_{ib} ( 1 − X_{b,2} X_{b,1} ) ∈ S^{(1)}_L | | i + i_0 + · · · + i_b ≥ h}.

Lemma 2.21. We have an embedding S^{(1)}_L^φ−→ S^{(1)}_L induced by φ.

Proof. Note c^{−1} ∈ S^{(1)}_L where c := φ(E_L)/p. Since S^{(1)}_L is a δ-ring, we have

φ(z_0) = c^{−1} φ(1 −^{u2}_{u1} ) p = c^{−1}

((1 −^u2_{u1} )p p + δ ( 1 − u_2 u_1 )) ∈ S^{(1)}_L

and φ(δ^n(z_0)) = δ^n(φ(z_0)) ∈ S^{(1)}_L for n ≥ 1. Similarly, φ(δ^n(z_i)) ∈ S^{(1)}_L for 1 ≤ i ≤ b and n ≥ 0. Thus, the Frobenius induces a map S^{(1)}_L^φ−→ S^{(1)}_L . This map is injective since φ: A^{(1)}_{L,max,log} → A^{(1)}_{L,max,log} is injective by Lemma 2.18. □

When p = 2, we consider auxiliary subrings ~S_L, ^S_L ⊂ A^{(1)}_{L,max,log} defined by

~S_L := S^{(1)}_L [[ E2_L 2 ]] = {∑ i≥0 a_i (E2_L 2 )_i | | ai ∈ S^{(1)}_L } and ^S_L := S^{(1)}_L [[ E4_L 2 ]] = {∑ i≥0 a_i (E4_L 2 )_i | | ai ∈ S^{(1)}_L } . Note that ~S_L and ^S_L are stable under φ on A^{(1)}_{L,max,log}.

Lemma 2.22. Assume p = 2. We have φ(A^{(1)}_{L,max,log}) ⊂ ~S_L and φ( ~S_L) ⊂ ^S_L. Furthermore, for each h ≥ 1,

Fil^h ~S_L = {∑ i≥h a_i E^i_L 2^{⌊ i}2^⌋ | | ai ∈ S^{(1)}_L } and Fil^h ^S_L = {∑ i≥h a_i E^i_L 2^{⌊ i}4^⌋ | | ai ∈ S^{(1)}_L } . Proof. Given Lemma 2.19, this follows from the same argument as in the proof of [DL23, Lem. 2.2.12]. □ The following fact on filtrations will be used in Proposition 4.6 in §4.2.

Lemma 2.23. Fix a positive integer r.

(1) Suppose p ≥ 3. There exists an integer h_0 > r such that for any h ≥ h_0 and x ∈ S^{(1)}_L [E^{−1}_L ] with E^r_Lx ∈ Fil^hS^{(1)}_L , we have φ(x) = v + w for some v ∈ S^{(1)}_L and w ∈ Fil^{h+1}S^{(1)}_L as elements in A^{(1)}_{L,max,log}.

(2) Suppose p = 2. The statement analogous to (1) with ^S_L in place of S^{(1)}_L holds.

Proof. Note that E^r_Lx = ∑ i≥h c_iγ_i(E_L) for some c_i ∈ S^{(1)}_L . So (1) follows from the same argument as in the proof of [DLMS24, Lem. 4.4]. Given Lemma 2.22, (2) follows from the same argument as in the proof of [DLMS24, Lem. 4.8]. □

2.4. Ring-theoretic techniques for purity. In this subsection, we assume X = Spf(R) is a small semistable formal scheme over Spf(O_K ) with a framing □: R^0 = O_K ⟨T_1, . . . , T_m, T^{±1}_{m+1}, . . . , T^{±1}_d ⟩/(T_1 · · · T_m − π) → R, as in §2.2. We call the generic points of |Spf R| = |Spec(R/π)| R-Shilov points. We want to study the relation between R and the completed local rings of R at Shilov points.

For any Shilov point x ∈ X, the completed local ring O^∧_{X,x} is a (p-adically) complete discrete valuation ring, and its residue field is the fraction field of the corresponding irreducible component of Spec(R/π). Since R is regular and thus normal, the adic generic fiber X_η of X is the affinoid adic space Spa(R[p^{−1}], R). The affinoid field (O^∧_{X,x}[p^{−1}], O^∧_{X,x}) gives a rank one point of X_η. The points arising in this way form the Shilov boundary of the K-affinoid R[p^{−1}] in the sense of [Ber90, p. 36], which justifies our terminology (see also [BH22, Def. 2.4]).

In fact, we want to impose a further assumption on the framing □ in this subsection and when we need explicit computations: by refining X by an étale covering and localizing R^0 accordingly, we may and do assume that □ induces a bijection on the sets of generic points of Spf R^0 and

X = Spf R. Under this assumption, the Shilov points are precisely {(T_1), . . . , (T_m)} ⊂ X (note also (π, T_j ) = (T_j )). For each j = 1, . . . , m, let O_{Lj} denote the p-adic completion of R_{(Tj )}. Choose a subring O_{L0,j} ⊂ O_{Lj} and a ring endomorphism φ on O_{L0,j} such that O_{L0,j} is a Cohen ring of O_{Lj} /(π) = Frac(R/(π, T_j )) with T_i ∈ O_{L0,j} (1 ≤ i ≤ d, i ≠ j) and such that φ is a lift of Frobenius on O_{L0,j} /(p) with φ(T_i) = T^p_i . We see O_{Lj} = O_{L0,j} [π] and the pair (O_{L0,j} , φ) satisfies the conditions at the beginning of Subsection 2.3. It also follows that R/(π) → ∏_m j=1 O_{Lj} /(π) is injective.

We are going to establish the ring-theoretic results for purity relating the constructions for R and O_{Lj} ’s. Recall that the framing □: R^0 → R uniquely lifts to a map

S_R0 = W (k)⟨T_1, . . . , T_m, T^{±1}_{m+1}, . . . , T^{±1}_d ⟩[[u]]/(T_1 · · · T_m − u) → S of δ_{log}-rings. Write O_E = S[E(u)^{−1}]^∧_p . For each j = 1, . . . , m, consider

S_{Lj} := O_{L0,j} [[u]] and O_{E,Lj} := S_{Lj} [E^{−1}]^∧_p .

The ring S_{Lj} gives a Breuil–Kisin log prism over O_{Lj} , and the map S_R0 → S_{Lj} given by T_j → u(T_1 · · · T_{j−1}T_{j+1} · · · T_m)^{−1}, u → u, and T_i → T_i (i ≠ j) lifts uniquely to S → S_{Lj} , which is injective, flat, and compatible with φ. Consider the intersection O_E ∩ S_{Lj} inside O_{E,Lj} . Then regarding this as a subring of O_E , we obtain a map

f : S → m⋂ j=1 (O_E ∩ S_{Lj} ).

For each Z-module A and each n ≥ 1, write A_n := A/p^nA. Lemma 2.24. The above map f : S → ⋂_m j=1(O_E ∩ S_{Lj} ) is an isomorphism. Furthermore, the induced map S_n → ⋂_m j=1(S_n[E^{−1}] ∩ S_{Lj ,n}) is also an isomorphism.

Proof. Consider the first statement. Write A = ⋂_m j=1(O_E ∩S_{Lj} ). The natural injective map S → O_E factors through f : S → A, so f is injective. Since S and A are classically p-complete, we need to show that the induced map S/pS → A/pA is surjective. Consider the composite g : S/pS −→ A/pA^h−→ m⋂ j=1 (O_E /pO_E ∩ S_{Lj} /pS_{Li} ). Since O_E is p-torsion free, the second map h is injective. So it suffices to show that the composite g is surjective. The induced map S/(p, E)S = R/pR → m∏ j=1 S_{Lj} /(p, E)S_{Lj} = m∏ j=1 O_{Lj} /pO_{Lj} , is injective since R/(π) → ∏_m j=1 O_{Lj} /(π) is injective. Thus, the map g is surjective. The second statement also follows from this. □

Lemma 2.25. The natural map

S^{(1)}/(p, E) → m∏ j=1 S^{(1)}_{Lj} /(p, E)

is injective.

Proof. We use the isomorphism S^{(1)}/(E) ∼= R{w_1, . . . , w_d}^∧_{PD} from Proposition 2.14, where w_i = 1 − T_{i,2}/T_{i,1} E . Furthermore, since u = T_1 · · · T_m in R, we deduce from Proposition 2.20 that

S^{(1)}_{Lj} /(E) ∼= O_{Lj} {w_1, . . . , w_d}^∧_{PD} for each j = 1, . . . , m. Thus, it suffices to show that the natural map R/(p){w_1, . . . , w_d}_{PD} → m∏ j=1 O_{Lj} /(p){w_1, . . . , w_d}_{PD} is injective, which follows from the injectivity of R/(p) → ∏_m j=1 O_{Lj} /(p). □

Note that ∏_m j=1 S^{(1)}_{Lj} /(p) is E-torsion free by Lemma 2.17, and S^{(1)}/(p) is classically E-complete by Lemma 2.13. So by Lemma 2.25, the map S^{(1)}/(p) → ∏_m j=1 S^{(1)}_{Lj} /(p) is injective. Since S_{Lj} [E^{−1}]^∧_p → S^{(1)}_{Lj} [E^{−1}]^∧_p is classically flat by [Sta21, Tag 0912], S^{(1)}_{Lj} [E^{−1}]^∧_p is p-torsion free. Thus, the map S^{(1)}[E^{−1}]^∧_p → ∏_m j=1 S^{(1)}_{Lj} [E^{−1}]^∧_p is injective.

Corollary 2.26. The following equality holds as subrings of ∏_m j=1 S^{(1)}_{Lj} [E^{−1}]^∧_p :

S^{(1)} = S^{(1)}[E^{−1}]^∧_p ∩ m∏ j=1 S^{(1)}_{Lj} .

Proof. It suffices to show that the natural map f^{(1)} : S^{(1)} → S^{(1)}[E^{−1}]^∧_p ∩ ∏_m j=1 S^{(1)}_{Lj} is surjective after modulo p, as both sides are classically p-complete. Consider

g^{(1)} : S^{(1)}/(p)^{f (1) mod p} −−−−−−−→ ( S^{(1)}[E^{−1}]^∧_p ∩ m∏ j=1 S^{(1)}_{Lj} ) /(p)^{h(1)}−−→ S^{(1)}[E^{−1}]/(p) ∩ m∏ j=1 S^{(1)}_{Lj} /(p).

Since ∏_m j=1 S^{(1)}_{Lj} [E^{−1}]^∧_p is p-torsion free, the second map h^{(1)} is injective. So the surjectivity of f^{(1)} mod p is reduced to the surjectivity of g^{(1)}, which follows from Lemma 2.25: take any x ∈ S^{(1)}[E^{−1}]/(p) and assume x ∈ S^{(1)}_{Lj} /(p) for each j. Also choose n ≥ 0 such that E^nx ∈ S^{(1)}/(p). If n ≥ 1, then the lemma gives E^{n−1}x ∈ S^{(1)}/(p). Repeating this completes the proof. □

The following general fact will be used later.

Lemma 2.27 ([DLMS24, Lem. 3.1]). Let A be a ring.

(1) Let M be a flat A-module, and N_1, N_2 submodules of an A-module N. Then as submodules of M ⊗_A N, we have M ⊗_A (N_1 ∩ N_2) = (M ⊗_A N_1) ∩ (M ⊗_A N_2).

(2) Let M be a finite projective A-module, and N an A-module. Let I be a (possibly infinite) index set. Suppose for each i ∈ I, we are given an A-submodule N_i of N. Then as submodules M ⊗_A N, we have M ⊗_A ( ⋂ i∈I N_i ) = ⋂ i∈I (M ⊗_A N_i). This lemma will be used in particular when we consider the following localization:

Notation 2.28. Define R to be the union of finite R-subalgebras R^′ inside a fixed algebraic closure of Frac R such that R^′[p^{−1}] is étale over R[p^{−1}]. Let P denote the set of minimal prime ideals of R containing p. For each P ∈ P, write p := R ∩ P. Then O_L(p) := (R_p)^∧ is a CDVR whose residue field has a p-basis given by {T_1, . . . , T_{j−1}, T_{j+1}, . . . T_d}, where the omitted T_j corresponds to p. Note that π is a uniformizer of O_L(p). Write L(p) := O_L(p)[p^{−1}].

For each P ∈ P, fix a continuous ring map (R_P)^∧ → (O_{L(p)})^∧ which extends the map R_p → O_{L(p)}. Taking the product over P’s induces injective maps R^∧ → ∏ P∈P (R_P)^∧ → ∏ P∈P (O_{L(p)})^∧ and R^♭ → ∏ P∈P O^♭_{L(p)},

where A^♭ denotes the tilt lim←−_{x→xp} A/p.

Lemma 2.29. As subrings of ∏ P∈P W (L(p)^♭),

W (R^♭[(π^♭)^{−1}]) ∩ ∏ P∈P W (O^♭_{L(p)}) = A_{inf} (R).

Furthermore, we have

W (R^♭[(π^♭)^{−1}])[p^{−1}] ∩ ∏ P∈P W (O^♭_{L(p)})[p^{−1}] = A_{inf} (R)[p^{−1}].

Proof. This follows from the same argument as in the proof of [DLMS24, Lem. 3.32]. □

3. Analytic prismatic F -crystals, étale and crystalline realizations Let (X, M_X ) be a bounded p-adic log formal scheme such that M_X is integral. In this section, we introduce analytic prismatic F -crystals and Laurent F -crystals on (X, M_X )�. We then study étale and crystalline realizations in the semistable case and show that they are associated over the pro-étale site X_{η,proét} of the generic fiber.

3.1. Analytic prismatic F -crystals. When X is smooth, [DLMS24] and [GR24] introduced certain categories which contain the category of prismatic F -crystals in vector bundles on X, and proved that they are equivalent to the category of crystalline Z_p-local systems on the generic fiber of X. Here we introduce the category of analytic prismatic F -crystals in the logarithmic case, following [GR24]. In §3.2, we will use the Breuil–Kisin log prism and its products to give a local description of analytic prismatic F -crystals in the semistable case as in [DLMS24]. Definition 3.1. Let O� (resp. I�) be the structure sheaf (resp. the ideal sheaf of the Hodge–Tate divisor) on (X, M_X )� defined by associating to (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) the ring A (resp. the ideal I). Write Vect((X, M_X )�, O�) for the category of vector bundles on the ringed site ((X, M_X )�, O�) (see [BS23, Notation 2.1]).

Proposition 3.2. There is a natural equivalence of categories Vect((X, M_X )�, O�) ∼= lim (Spf A,I,M_{Spf A})∈(X,M_X )� Vect(A).

A similar assertion holds if Vect(−) is replaced by D_{perf} (−) and/or if O� is replaced by O�[p^{−1}]^∧_{I�} or O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p . Similarly, the assignment (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) → Vect(Spec A ∖ V (p, I)) (resp. Vect(Spec A ∖ V (I))) is a sheaf of categories for the strict flat topology.

Proof. By Remark 2.4, this follows from the same argument as in the proof of [BS23, Prop. 2.7]: for example, to see the first assertion, it suffices to check the assignment (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) → Vect(A) is a sheaf for the strict flat topology, which follows from the (p, I)-completely faithfully flat descent for vector bundles over prisms. The remaining assertions can be deduced from [Mat22, Thm. 5.8]. □

For any (A, I, M_{Spf A}) ∈ (X, M_X )�, the δ-structure on A induces the Frobenius φ_A on A, and φ_A acts on Spec(A) ∖ V (p, I). Definition 3.3.

(1) Write Vect^φ(A, I) for the category of pairs (M_A, φ_{MA} ) where M_A is a finite locally free A-module, and φ_{MA} is an isomorphism of A-modules φ_{MA} : φ^∗_A(M_A)[I^{−1}] ≃ M_A[I^{−1}].

(2) Define Vect^{an,φ}(A, I) to be the category of pairs (E_A, φ_{EA} ) where E_A is a vector bundle over Spec(A) ∖ V (p, I) and φ_{EA} is an isomorphism of vector bundles φ_{EA} : φ^∗_A(E_A)[I^{−1}] ≃ E_A[I^{−1}].

Such a pair (E_A, φ_{EA} ) is called effective if φ_{EA} comes from a morphism φ^∗_A(E_A) → E_A of vector bundles over Spec(A) ∖ V (p, I).

(3) A prismatic F -crystal over (X, M_X ) is a vector bundle E on ((X, M_X )�, O�) equipped with an identification φ_E : φ^∗(E)[I^{−1}� ] ∼= E[I^{−1}� ]. Write Vect^φ((X, M_X )�) for the category of prismatic F -crystals over (X, M_X ). Proposition 3.2 gives an identification Vect^φ((X, M_X )�) = lim (Spf A,I,M_{Spf A})∈(X,M_X )� Vect^φ(A, I).

(4) Define the category Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�) of analytic prismatic F -crystals over (X, M_X ) by Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�) := lim (Spf A,I,M_{Spf A})∈(X,M_X )� Vect^{an,φ}(A, I).

An analytic prismatic F -crystal is usually denoted by (E�, φ_{E�} ) or E�, and write (E�_{,A}, φ_{E�,A} ) for the associated object in Vect^{an,φ}(A, I) for short. We also set E�(A) := E�(A, I, M_{Spf A}) := H^0(Spec(A) ∖ V (p, I), E�_{,A}).

An analytic prismatic F -crystal (E�, φ_{E�} ) is called effective if (E�_{,A}, φ_{E�,A} ) is effective for each (A, I, M_{Spf A}) ∈ (X, M_X )�. Write Vect^{an,φ}_{eff} ((X, M_X )�) for the full subcategory of effective analytic prismatic F -crystals over (X, M_X ).

We have the restriction functor Vect^φ((X, M_X )�) → Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�). It follows from Proposition 3.2 that the assignment (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) → Vect^{an,φ}(A, I) is a sheaf of categories for strict flat topology.

Recall that for any prism (A, I), its Breuil–Kisin twist A{1} is defined in [BL22, §2.3, 2.5]. This yields an object O�{1} ∈ Vect^φ((X, M_X )�) whose underlying O�-module is invertible. For each n ∈ Z, write O�{n} := ( O�{1} )_{⊗n} . We have a canonical isomorphism φ^∗O�{n} ∼= I^{−n}� O�{n} by loc. cit.. For any E� ∈ Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�), we define E�{n} := E� ⊗_{O�} O�{n}.

Remark 3.4. All the definitions and results for (X, M_X )� in this subsection admit analogues for (X, M_X )^{str}� , which we use later: we will explain that the theories for (X, M_X )� and (X, M_X )^{str}� are equivalent in the semistable or CDVR case. See Remark 3.6.

3.2. Analytic prismatic F -crystals in the small affine case. In this subsection, we assume that

• (X, M_X ) is small affine as in §2.2, or • (X, M_X ) is the log formal spectrum of a CDVR as in §2.3.

Write (S, (E(u)), M_{Spf S}) for the associated Breuil–Kisin log prism. We will show that analytic prismatic F -crystals over (X, M_X ) in these cases can be described in terms of certain modules over the Breuil–Kisin log prism with descent data.

Consider the two projection maps p^1, p^1_2 : S → S^{(1)}. By the rigidity of maps of prisms [BS22, Lem. 3.5], p^1(E(u))S^{(1)} = p^1_2(E(u))S^{(1)}, and the projection maps p^1, p^1_2 : Spec(S^{(1)}) → Spec(S) restrict to p^1, p^1_2 : Spec(S^{(1)}) ∖ V (p, E) → Spec(S) ∖ V (p, E).

A similar assertion holds for the projection maps from the triple self-product.

Lemma 3.5. The evaluation on the diagram p^1, p^1_2 : (S, (E), M_{Spf(S)}) → (S^{(1)}, (E), M_{Spf(S}(1)_)) gives an equivalence of categories from Vect^φ((X, M_X )�) (resp. Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�)) to the following category:

• the objects are triples (E_S, φ_{ES} , g), where (E_S, φ_{ES} ) is an object in Vect^φ(S, E(u)) (resp.

Vect^{an,φ}(S, E(u))), and g : (p^1)^∗E_S ∼= (p^1_2)^∗E_S is an isomorphism of vector bundles over Spec(S^{(1)}) (resp. Spec(S^{(1)}) ∖ V (p, E)) that is compatible with the Frobenii (p^1)^∗φ_{ES} and (p^1_2)^∗φ_{ES} , and satisfies the cocycle condition over Spec(S^{(2)}) (resp. Spec(S^{(2)}) ∖ V (p, E));

• the morphisms are maps of vector bundles compatible with all the structures. Furthermore, a(n analytic) prismatic F -crystal is effective if and only if it corresponds to (E_S, φ_{ES} , g) with (E_S, φ_{ES} ) being effective.

The same results hold if (X, M_X )� is replaced by (X, M_X )^{str}� under Remark 3.4.

Proof. It is obvious that the evaluation defines a functor to the category in the statement. On the other hand, given a triple (E_S, φ_{ES} , g) in the category, Lemma 2.8 and [Mat22, Thm. 7.8] yield a(n analytic) prismatic F -crystal over (X, M_X ) which gives a quasi-inverse to the above functor. Thus, E� → (E_S, φ_{ES} , g) is an equivalence. The last statement follows similarly from Lemma 2.8 and [Mat22, Thm. 7.8]. □

Remark 3.6. An immediate consequence of this lemma is that the restriction functor

Vect^{(an,)φ}((X, M_X )�) → Vect^{(an,)φ}((X, M_X )^{str}� ).

is an equivalence. One can easily deduce from it that the same equivalence also holds in the semistable case. We also note that a similar equivalence holds without Frobenius structure. Hence in these cases, the two absolute prismatic sites yield the same theory.

Definition 3.7. Let DD_S := DD_{SR,□} denote the category of (integral) Kisin descent data: objects are triples (M, φ_M, f) where

• M is a torsion free finite S-module such that M[p^{−1}] (resp. M[E^{−1}]) is projective over S[p^{−1}] (resp. S[E^{−1}]), and M = M[p^{−1}] ∩ M[E^{−1}];

• φ_M : (φ^∗_SM)[E^{−1}] ∼= M[E^{−1}] is an isomorphism of S[E^{−1}]-modules; • f : S^{(1)} ⊗_p1_{,S} M^{∼=}−→ S^{(1)} ⊗_p1_{2 ,S} M is an isomorphism of S^{(1)}-modules that satisfies the cocycle condition over S^{(2)} and is compatible with Frobenii after inverting E.

Morphisms of DD_S are S-linear maps which are compatible with all the structures. Write DD^{vb}_S for the full subcategory of DD_S consisting of triples (M, φ_M, f) where M is a finite projective S-module.

Lemma 3.8. The restriction along U := Spec(S) ∖ V (p, E) → Spec S gives rise to an equivalence of categories DD_S^{∼=}−→ Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�),

and the quasi-inverse E� → (M, φ_M, f) satisfies M ∼= H^0(U, E�_{,S}). Similarly, we have DD^{vb}_S^{∼=}−→ Vect^φ((X, M_X )�). Moreover, the equivalences preserve effectivity.

Proof. We will only show the case for analytic prismatic F -crystals, as the prismatic F -crystal case is easier. By Lemma 3.5, it suffices to have a natural equivalence between DD_S and the category of objects (E_S, φ_{ES} , g) as in Lemma 3.5. For (M, φ_M, f) ∈ DD_S, its restriction to U yields such a triple, which defines a functor.

Now let (E_S, φ_{ES} , g) be a triple as in Lemma 3.5, and consider a S-module M = H^0(U, E_S). Let j : U → Spec S be the open immersion. Since (S, (E)) is a transversal prism and S is noetherian, j_∗E_S is a coherent sheaf over S and M = H^0(S, j_∗E_S) is a finitely generated S-module by [GR24, Lem. 5.8]. Furthermore, E_S is the pullback to U of the coherent sheaf on Spec S attached to M by [Sta21, Tag 0BK0]. In particular, M[p^{−1}] (resp. M[E^{−1}]) is projective over S[p^{−1}] (resp. S[E^{−1}]), and M = M[p^{−1}] ∩ M[E^{−1}].

Since φ: S → S is flat by Lemma 2.7, φ_{ES} induces an isomorphism φ_M : (φ^∗_SM)[E^{−1}] ∼= M[E^{−1}] of S[E^{−1}]-modules by Lemma 2.27. Similarly, since p^1, p^1_2 : S → S^{(1)} is flat by Corollary 2.12 and Lemma 2.17, f induces an isomorphism f : S^{(1)} ⊗_p1_{,S} M^{∼=}−→ S^{(1)} ⊗_p1_{2,S} M of S^{(1)}-modules that satisfies the cocycle condition over S^{(2)} and is compatible with Frobenii after inverting E (alternatively, use the flat base change [Sta21, Tag 02KH]). Thus, we obtain a functor to DD_S given by (E_S, φ_{ES} , g) → (M, φ_M, f). By construction, this is quasi-inverse to the above functor, which gives the desired equivalence.

The last statement on effectivity follows from the corresponding one in Lemma 3.5. □

Corollary 3.9. The restriction Vect^φ((X, M_X )�) → Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�) is fully faithful. When X = Spf O_L for a CDVR O_L, it is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. The first part follows from Lemma 3.8. For the second part, note that S is a regular local ring of dimension 2 when X = Spf O_L. So the global sections of any vector bundle over Spec S ∖ V (p, E) is a finite free S-module (see also [DLMS24, Rem. 3.18]). □

Remark 3.10.

(1) For any E� ∈ Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�), E�{n} is effective for n ≪ 0.

(2) We will show in Proposition 5.14 that for any finite S-module equipped with an isomorphism φ_M : (φ^∗M)[E^{−1}] ∼= M[E^{−1}] of S[E^{−1}]-modules, M[p^{−1}] is finite projective over S[p^{−1}].

(3) The first statement of Corollary 3.9 holds when X is semistable over O_K : by taking an étale cover, we can reduce it to the small affine case.

Finally, we discuss the localization set-up as in §2.4: assume that (X, M_X ) is small affine for X = Spf R equipped with a framing □: R^0 = O_K ⟨T_1, . . . , T_m, T^{±1}_{m+1}, . . . , T^{±1}_d ⟩/(T_1 · · · T_m − π) → R (m ≥ 1) such that Spf(R/πR) has precisely m irreducible components given by R/(π, T_j ) (j = 1, . . . , m). Let Spf(O_{Lj} ) → X be the Shilov point corresponding to R/(π, T_j ). We have maps of log prisms p^1, p^1_2 : (S, (E), M_{Spf S}) → (S^{(1)}, (E), M_{Spf S}(1) ) and (S, (E), M_{Spf S}) → (S_{Lj} , (E), M_{Spf SLj} ) in (X, M_X )^{op}� .

Lemma 3.11. For E� ∈ Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�), let (M, φ_M, f) ∈ DD_S be the corresponding Kisin descent datum given in Lemma 3.8 and set M := M[E^{−1}]^∧_p . The following properties hold:

(1) The natural map S^{(1)} ⊗_p1_{i ,S} M → S^{(1)}[E^{−1}]^∧_p ⊗_p1_{i ,S} M is injective for i = 1, 2.

(2) For each 1 ≤ j ≤ m, the space of global sections of E�(S_{Lj} , (E), M_{Spf SLj} ) is isomorphic to M_{Lj} := M ⊗_S S_{Lj} as S_{Lj} -modules, and M_{Lj} is free over S_{Lj} .

(3) Consider M ∩ M_{Lj} as an S-submodule of M ⊗_{S[E}−1_]∧_p S_{Lj} [E^{−1}]^∧_p . We have M = m⋂ j=1 (M ∩ M_{Lj} )

as submodules of M.

Proof. (1) The proof of [DLMS24, Lem. 3.24] also works here: p^1_i is flat and S^{(1)} → S^{(1)}[E^{−1}]^∧_p is injective by Corollary 2.12. Moreover, M[p^{−1}] is flat over S. Hence each of the two maps

S^{(1)} ⊗_p1_{i ,S} M → S^{(1)} ⊗_p1_{i ,S} M[p^{−1}] → S^{(1)}[E^{−1}]^∧_p ⊗_p1_{i ,S} M[p^{−1}]

is injective. Since the composite factors through S^{(1)} ⊗_p1_{i ,S} M → S^{(1)}[E^{−1}]^∧_p ⊗_p1_{i ,S} M, the latter is also injective.

(2) Since S → S_{Lj} is flat, the space of global sections of E�(S_{Lj} , (E), M_{Spf SLj} ) is isomorphic to M_{Lj} = M ⊗_S S_{Lj} by [Sta21, Tag 02KH] and the proof of Lemma 3.8. Moreover, we have

M_{Lj} [p^{−1}] ∩ M_{Lj} [E^{−1}] = (M[p^{−1}] ∩ M[E^{−1}]) ⊗_S S_{Lj} = M_{Lj} by Lemma 2.27(1). Since S_{Lj} is a regular local ring of dimension 2, M_{Lj} is free over S_{Lj} .

(3) It suffices to show ⋂_m j=1(M ∩ M_{Lj} ) ⊂ M. Since M[p^{−1}] is flat over S, we have m⋂ j=1 (M ∩ M_{Lj} )[p^{−1}] = M[p^{−1}] by Lemmas 2.24 and 2.27. Similarly, ⋂_m j=1(M ∩ M_{Lj} )[E^{−1}] = M[E^{−1}]. So m⋂ j=1 (M ∩ M_{Lj} ) ⊂ M[p^{−1}] ∩ M[E^{−1}] = M. □ 3.3. Laurent F -crystals and étale realizations. Let (X, M_X ) be a bounded fs p-adic log formal scheme. We recall the definition of Laurent F -crystals over the absolute logarithmic prismatic site and show that they are related to Z_p-local systems on the generic fiber X_η of X as in [BS23, §3] and [KY23, §7.5].

Definition 3.12. A Laurent F -crystal on (X, M_X )� consists of a pair (E , φ_E ) where E is a crystal in vector bundles on the ringed site ((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p ) and φ_E is an isomorphism φ_E : φ^∗E^{∼=}−→ E . Write Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1} for the category of Laurent F -crystals on (X, M_X )�. Similarly, we define the category Vect((X, M_X )^{str(,perf)}� , O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1} of Laurent F -crystals on the absolute (perfect) strict logarithmic prismatic site (X, M_X )^{str(,perf)}� .

Let Vect(A[I^{−1}]^∧_p )^{φ=1} denote the category of étale φ-modules over A[I^{−1}]^∧_p , i.e., pairs (M, φ_M) where M is a finite locally free A[I^{−1}]^∧_p -module, and φ_M : φ^∗M^{∼=}−→ M is an isomorphism of A[I^{−1}]^∧_p -modules.

Lemma 3.13. There is a natural equivalence Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1} ∼= lim (Spf A,I,M_{Spf A})∈(X,M_X )� Vect(A[I^{−1}]^∧_p )^{φ=1}.

A similar equivalence holds with (X, M_X )^{str}� or (X, M_X )^{str,perf}� in place of (X, M_X )�. Proof. This follows from the same argument as in the proof of [BS23, Prop. 2.7] based on [Mat22, Thm. 5.8]. □ Theorem 3.14 (Koshikawa–Yao, [Kos22, Thm. 6]). Let Loc_{Zp} ((X, M_X )_η ) denote the category of quasi-pro-Kummer-étale Z_p-local systems on the log diamond of its generic fiber. There is a natural equivalence of categories Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1} ∼= Loc_{Zp} ((X, M_X )_η ).

See [KY23, §7.5] for the precise definition of the target category. When the log structure is trivial, this is first proved by Bhatt and Scholze [BS23, Cor. 3.8].

Remark 3.15. For later use, let us collect results that can be deduced from [KY23, Thm. 7.36, Pf.], namely, the proof of [KY23, Thm. 6]. Firstly, the following objects form a basis B_X of the quasi-pro-Kummer-étale site (X, M_X )_{η,qpkét}:

(Spd(S, S^+), M_S )^a that is quasi-pro-Kummer-étale over (Spd(R[p^{−1}], R), P )^a for some Spf R ∈ X_{ét} and some sharp fs chart P on M_X |_{Spf R} with M_S = P_{Q≥0} defined as the colimit of P under x → x^m for all m ∈ N.

Note that here we assume P to be sharp: for a given fs chart P of (M_X )|_{Spf R}, the map P → P/P^× always admits a section by [Ogu18, Prop. I.1.3.5], so P and P/P^× (which is sharp) induce the same log structure. The pullback to the objects of B_X gives an equivalence: Loc_{Zp} ((X, M_X )_η )^{∼=}−→ lim

(Spd(S,S^+),M_S )^a ∈B_X

Loc_{Zp} ((Spd(S, S^+), M_S )^a).

As in [KY23, Def. 7.4], a chart of P_{Q≥0} of (Spd(S, S^+), M_S )^a ∈ B_X comes from a map P_{Q≥0} → S^+, which defines a log prism (W (S^{+,♭}), I, P_{Q≥0})^a ∈ (X, M_X )� where the prelog structure of W (S^{+,♭}) is given by P_{Q≥0}^{∼=}−→ P^♭_{Q≥0} → S^{+,♭ [·]}−→ W (S^{+,♭}). Here we define the tilt N^♭ of a monoid N as N^♭ = lim←−_{x→xp} N and use the fact that the natural projection P^♭_{Q≥0} → P_{Q≥0} is an isomorphic since P_{Q≥0} is uniquely divisible when P is sharp fs. With this notation, we have a pullback functor Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1} → lim_{(Spd(S,S}+_{),MS )}a_{∈BX} Vect(W (S^♭))^{φ=1}.

Finally, the equivalence in Theorem 3.14 comes with the following 2-commutative diagram, where each functor is an equivalence:

(3.1) Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1 ∼=} // ∼= fflffl

Loc_{Zp} ((X, M_X )_η ) ∼= fflffl lim (Spd(S,S^+),M_S )^a∈B_X

Vect(W (S^♭))^{φ=1 ∼=} // lim

(Spd(S,S^+),M_S )^a∈B_X

Loc_{Zp} ((Spd(S, S^+), M_S)^a).

Note that the bottom functor is induced from the equivalences Vect(W (S^♭))^{φ=1} ∼= Loc_{Zp} (Spd(S, S^+)) ∼= Loc_{Zp} ((Spd(S, S^+), M_S )^a), where the second equivalence follows from [KY23, Cor. 7.23].

When one works on the absolute strict prismatic site (X, M_X )^{str}� , the category of Laurent F - crystals corresponds to the category Loc_{Zp} (X_η) of (quasi-pro)-étale Z_p-local systems on the generic fiber X_η forgetting the log structure.

Theorem 3.16. Assume that M_X admits a free chart étale locally. There is a natural equivalence of categories Vect((X, M_X )^{str}� , O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1} ∼= Loc_{Zp} (X_η ).

Proof. We will obtain the desired equivalence as follows: Vect((X, M_X )^{str}� , O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1 ∼=}−→ Vect((X, M_X )^{str,perf}� , O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1}

(3.2) ∼= ←− Vect(X^{perf}� , O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1}

(3.3) ∼= Loc_{Zp} (X_η ).

(3.4) For (3.2), consider the equivalences in Lemma 3.13:

Vect((X, M_X )^{str}� , O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1} ∼= lim

(Spf A,I,M_{Spf A})∈(X,M_X )^{str}�

Vect(A[I^{−1}]^∧_p )^{φ=1} and Vect((X, M_X )^{str,perf}� , O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1} ∼= lim

(Spf A,I,M_{Spf A})∈(X,M_X )^{str,perf}�

Vect(A[I^{−1}]^∧_p )^{φ=1}.

So it suffices to compare the target categories. For (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) ∈ (X, M_X )^{str}� , let (A^′, I^′) denote the perfection of the prism (A, I). As in [MW22, Rem. 2.6], the pair (A^′, I^′) gives rise to a log prism (Spf A^′, I^′, M_{Spf A}′ ) with perfect underlying prism that is initial in the category of such log prisms over (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}). By the proof of [BS23, Cor. 3.7], the pullback Vect(A[I^{−1}]^∧_p )^{φ=1} → Vect(A^′[I^{′−1}]^∧_p )^{φ=1} is an equivalence of categories, which gives equivalence (3.2).

Equivalence (3.3) follows from Remark 2.5(2) (here we use the assumption on the existence of finite free charts) and Proposition 3.2, and (3.4) is obtained in the proof of [BS23, Cor. 3.7, 3.8]. □ Remark 3.17. Theorems 3.14 and 3.16 are compatible in the following sense: if M_X admits a free chart étale locally, we have the following 2-commutative diagram Vect((X, M_X )^{str}� , O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1} α fflffl

∼= 3.16

// Loc_{Zp} (X_η ) β fflffl Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1 ∼=}_{3.14} // Loc_{Zp} ((X, M_X )_η ), where α is induced by the pullback of Laurent F -crystals on the strict sites along the structure map Spf(A/I) → X in Proposition C.13(2) for each (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) ∈ (X, M_X )�, and β is defined via [KY23, Rem. 7.19] by considering the trivial log structure on X_η. To see this, combine Remark 3.15 and the explicit description in Proposition C.13(2).

Definition 3.18. For any log prism (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) ∈ (X, M_X )�, restricting vector bundles over Spec(A)∖V (p, I) to Spec(A)∖V (I) and then extending the scalar along A[I^{−1}] → A[I^{−1}]^∧_p defines a functor Vect^{an,φ}(A, I) → Vect(A[I^{−1}]^∧_p )^{φ=1}. By Lemma 3.13, we obtain the scalar extension functor

Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�) → Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1}.

We say that a Laurent F -crystal can be extended to an analytic prismatic F -crystal if it lies in the essential image of the above functor. For any analytic prismatic F -crystal E� over (X, M_X ), write E_{ét} for the associated Laurent F -crystal.

Definition 3.19 (Étale realization of analytic prismatic F -crystals). The étale realization functor is defined to be the composite

T = T_X : Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�) → Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1 ∼=}−→ Loc_{Zp} ((X, M_X )_η ),

where the second equivalence is given in Theorem 3.14. By abuse of notation, we will also use T to denote the equivalence functor defined in Theorem 3.14 and call it the étale realization functor for Laurent F -crystals. In our main examples (the semistable and CDVR cases), the induced log structure on X_η is trivial, so the target category becomes Loc_{Zp} (X_η ).

The following lemma explains the compatibility of étale realization with pullbacks.

Proposition 3.20. Let f : (X, M_X ) → (Y, M_Y ) be a morphism of p-adic fs log formal schemes such that M_Y admits a finite free chart étale locally, and let f_η : (X, M_X )_η → (Y, M_Y )_η be the induced map on the generic fibers (as log diamonds). Then the following is a 2-commutative diagram of categories:

Vect^{an,φ}((Y, M_Y )�) //

f^{−1}� fflffl

Vect((Y, M_Y )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1}

f^{−1}� fflffl

∼= // Loc_{Zp} ((Y, M_Y )_η ) f^{−1}_η fflffl Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�) // Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1 ∼=} // Loc_{Zp} ((X, M_X )_η).

Assuming in addition that M_X admits a free chart étale locally, a similar result holds with (Z, M_Z )� and Loc_{Zp} ((Z, M_Z )_η ) replaced by (Z, M_Z )^{str}� and Loc_{Zp} (Z_η ) for Z = X, Y .

In the theorem, we impose a condition on M_Y to guarantee that there exists a natural morphism of topoi f� = (f^{−1}� , f�_{,∗}) as in Remark 2.5, which could be replaced with the existence of such functoriality. Similarly, in the case of strict prismatic sites, we use Propositions C.5, C.13 and Definition C.14 for the pullback functors f^{−1}� .

Proof. The 2-commutativity of the first square directly follows from the definition. In the saturated case, to show the second square commutes, we use the notation and results in Remark 3.15. Consider the basis B_X of (X, M_X )_{η,qpkét} and take any (Spd(S, S^+), M_S )^a ∈ B_X . Since f : (X, M_X ) → (Y, M_Y ) is a morphism of p-adic fs log formal schemes and thus admits an fs chart étale locally, we may assume that, after passing to an étale cover if necessary, (S, S^+), M_S )^a satisfies the following property: there exists a commutative diagram

(Spf R, P )^a // fflffl (Spf R^′, Q) fflffl (X, M_X )^f // (Y, M_Y ), where the vertical maps are both étale and the top horizontal map comes with a chart Q → P of sharp fs monoids, such that M_S = P_{Q≥0} and (Spd(S, S^+), M_S )^a is quasi-pro-Kummer-étale over (Spd(R[p^{−1}], R), P )^a. Set M^′_S = Q_{Q≥0}.

The map Q → P yields an morphism (Spf W (S^{+,♭}), I, P^a_{Q≥0}) → (Spf W (S^{+,♭}), I, Q^a_{Q≥0}) of log prisms in (Y, M_Y )� and a morphism g : (Spd(S, S^+), M_S )^a → (Spd(S, S^+), M^′_S )^a of log diamonds over f_η : (X, M_X )_η → (Y, M_Y )_η. By Remark 3.15 and unwinding the definitions, the 2- commutativity of the second square in question is deduced from the natural 2-commutative diagram

Vect((Y, M_Y )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1}

f^{−1}� fflffl

// Vect(W (S^♭))^{φ=1 ∼=} // Loc_{Zp} ((Spd(S, S^+), M^′_S )^a) ∼= g−1 fflffl Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1} // Vect(W (S^♭))^{φ=1 ∼=} // Loc_{Zp} ((Spd(S, S^+), M_S )^a).

In the strict case, the 2-commutativity of the second square can be proven in a similar yet simpler manner. By the proof of Theorem 3.16, it is enough to show the 2-commutativity of

Vect(Y^{perf}� , O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1 ∼=} //

(f^{perf}� )^{−1} fflffl Loc_{Zp} (Y_η ) f^{−1}_η fflffl Vect(X^{perf}� , O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1 ∼=} // Loc_{Zp} (X_η).

For this, we can argue as in the saturated site case using the fact that the quasi-pro-étale site of the diamond generic fiber X_η admits a basis consisting of affinoid perfectoids Spd(S, S^+) that are quasi-pro-étale over X_η. □

Semistable and CDVR cases. In the remaining, we assume that (X, M_X ) is semistable or the log formal spectrum of a CDVR, and explain additional properties of Laurent F -crystals.

Proposition 3.21. The scalar extension functor

Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�) → Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1}

is fully faithful. In particular, if a Laurent F -crystal can be extended to an analytic prismatic F - crystal, then such an extension is unique. Moreover, extendability can be checked étale locally on (X, M_X ).

Proof. We only treat the semistable case as the CDVR case is essentially included in the proof below. The faithfulness follows from the construction. For the fullness, we can reduce the general case to the small affine case in §2.4 by taking an étale cover and using [Kos22, Rem. 4.2]. So we assume X = Spf R where R is small affine equipped with a p-completed étale map □: R^0 = O_K ⟨T_1, . . . , T_m, T^{±1}_{m+1}, . . . , T^{±1}_d ⟩/(T_1 · · · T_m − π) → R (m ≥ 1) such that Spf(R/πR) has precisely m irreducible components given by R/(π, T_j ) for j = 1, . . . , m. Let Spf(O_{Lj} ) → X be the corresponding Shilov points.

We adopt a localization argument in the proof of [DLMS24, Thm. 3.29(i)]. Let E�_{,1}, E�_{,2} ∈ Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�), and suppose we have a map h: E_{ét,1} → E_{ét,2} of Laurent F -crystals. For each i = 1, 2, let (M_i, φ_{Mi} , f_i) ∈ DD_S be the object corresponding to E�_{,i} via Lemma 3.8. Write M_i := M_i[E^{−1}]^∧_p . By Lemma 3.22 below, h induces a map h: M_1 → M_2 of étale φ-modules over O_E , which is compatible with the descent data

S^{(1)}[E^{−1}]^∧_p ⊗_p1_{,OE} M_i^{∼=}−→ S^{(1)}[E^{−1}]^∧_p ⊗_p1_{2,OE} M_i

induced from f_i. For each 1 ≤ j ≤ m, write M_{i,Lj} := M_i ⊗_S S_{Lj} and M_{i,Lj} := M_i ⊗_{OE} O_{E,Lj} . By Lemma 3.11(2) and [Gao20, Prop. 4.2.7], the map h ⊗_{OE} O_{E,Lj} : M_{1,Lj} → M_{2,Lj} is refined to a map g_j : M_{1,Lj} → M_{2,Lj} such that g_j ⊗_{SLj} O_{E,Lj} = h⊗_{OE} O_{E,Lj} . Then Lemma 3.11(3) induces a map g : M_1 → M_2 such that g ⊗_S O_E = h: M_1 → M_2. Note that g is compatible with the descent data f_i by Lemma 3.11(1). Hence, the fullness follows from Lemma 3.8.

The last assertion follows from the fully faithfulness and [Mat22, Thm. 7.8]. □

Lemma 3.22. Assume that (X, M_X ) is small affine as in §2.2 or the log formal spectrum of a CDVR as in §2.3. The evaluation on the diagram

p^1, p^1_2 : (S, (E), M_{Spf(S)}) → (S^{(1)}, (E), M_{Spf(S}(1)_))

gives an equivalence from Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1} to the category of triples (M, φ_M, f_{ét}) where (M, φ_M) ∈ Vect(S[E^{−1}]^∧_p )^{φ=1}, and

f_{ét} : S^{(1)}[E^{−1}]^∧_p ⊗_p1_{,OE} M^{∼=}→ S^{(1)}[E^{−1}]^∧_p ⊗_p1_{2,OE} M

is an isomorphism of S^{(1)}[E^{−1}]^∧_p -modules compatible with Frobenii and satisfying the cocycle condition over S^{(2)}[E^{−1}]^∧_p .

The same result holds if (X, M_X )� is replaced by (X, M_X )^{str}� .

Proof. This follows from Lemma 2.8 and [Mat22, Thm. 7.8] as in the proof of Lemma 3.5. □

Remark 3.23. As in Remark 3.6, the above lemma directly implies that the restriction functor Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1} → Vect((X, M_X )^{str}� , O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1}

is an equivalence, which also holds when (X, M_X ) is semistable.

Notation 3.24. Assume further (X, M_X ) = (Spf R, (N^d)^a): either (1) small affine as in §2.2, or (2) R = O_L is a CDVR as in §2.3.

Let R denote the union of finite R-subalgebras R^′ inside a fixed algebraic closure of Frac R such that R^′[p^{−1}] is étale over R[p^{−1}]. Set

G_R := Gal(R[p^{−1}]/R[p^{−1}]).

In the CDVR case, G_R is the absolute Galois group G_L of L = O_L[p^{−1}]. Let Rep_{Zp} (G_R) (resp. Rep_{Qp} (G_R)) denote the category of finite free Z_p-modules (resp. finite-dimensional Q_p-vector spaces) with continuous G_R-action. Note that Rep_{Zp} (G_R) (resp. Rep_{Qp} (G_R)) is equivalent to the category (resp. the Q-isogeny category) of Z_p-local systems on X_η (cf. [KL15, §1.4, 8.2, 8.4], [Sch22, §15]).

In the small affine (resp. CDVR) case, choose a compatible system (T_{i,n}) (resp. (X_{i,n})) of p-power roots of T_i (resp. X_i) in R for each i. This choice defines a unique W (k)-linear map S → A_{inf} (R) sending T_i to [(T_{i,n})] (resp. X_i to [(X_{i,n})]). The prelog structure on S induces a prelog structure on A_{inf} (R), giving a log prism (A_{inf} (R), (E), N^d)^a ∈ (X, M_X )^{str,op}� . In fact, the induced log structure on A_{inf} (R) is independent of the choice of p-power roots of coordinates by Remark 2.5. In particular, G_R acts on (A_{inf} (R), (E), N^d)^a as well as the Z_p-module E(A_{inf} (R))^{φE =1} := E((A_{inf} (R), (E), N^d)^a)^{φE =1} for any Laurent F -crystal (E, φ_E ) on (X, M_X )�.

Proposition 3.25. With the notation as above, the equivalence of categories

Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1 ∼=}−→ Loc_{Zp} (X_η )^{∼=}−→ Rep_{Zp} (G_R)

given by Theorem 3.14 sends a Laurent F -crystal (E, φ_E ) to the Z_p-module E(A_{inf} (R))^{φE =1} equipped with a continuous G_R-action.

Proof. Note first that the restriction functor Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1} → Vect((X, M_X )^{str}� , O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1} is an equivalence by Remark 3.23. We have a diagram

Vect((X, M_X )�, O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1} ∼= fflffl

∼= 3.14

// Loc_{Zp} (X_η )

Vect((X, M_X )^{str}� , O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1 ∼=} // Vect(X^{perf}� , O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p )^{φ=1} ∼= OO

where the bottom horizontal equivalence is given as in the proof of Theorem 3.16, so that its composite with the right vertical equivalence yields the equivalence in Theorem 3.16. The above diagram is 2-commutative by construction of the equivalences and Rem. 3.17. Now, since (Spf A_{inf} (R), (E)) ∈ X^{perf}� , the assertion follows from [MW21, Thm. 3.2] (one of the assumptions in ibid. is that X is smooth over O_K , but the proof only requires that X_η is smooth over K). □ Recall that ϵ = (ϵ_n)_{n≥0} ∈ O^♭_K is defined in Notation and conventions in §1. Write μ := [ϵ] − 1.

Lemma 3.26. Let X = Spf R be small affine with a framing as in §2.4. Let E� be an analytic prismatic F -crystal over (X, M_X ) and set V := T (E�)[p^{−1}]. There is a natural G_R-equivariant isomorphism E�_{,Ainf (R)}(Spec A_{inf} (R)[p^{−1}])[μ^{−1}] ∼= V ⊗_{Qp} A_{inf} (R)[p^{−1}, μ^{−1}] as A_{inf} (R)-modules. Here E�_{,Ainf (R)} denotes the associated vector bundle on Spec A_{inf} (R)∖V (p, E).

Proof. With the notation as in §3.2, let M = H^0(U, E�_{,S}) where U := Spec S ∖ V (p, E). Without loss of generality, we may assume that E�_{,S} is effective, and let r be a positive integer such that (M, φ_M) has E-height ≤ r. Consider the A_{inf} (R)-module M := M ⊗_S A_{inf} (R) with the induced tensor product Frobenius. Since M[p^{−1}] = E�_{,S}(Spec S[p^{−1}]), we have M[p^{−1}] ∼= E�_{,Ainf (R)}(Spec A_{inf} (R)[p^{−1}]) as A_{inf} (R)-modules compatibly with Frobenius (see the proof of Lemma 3.8). Furthermore, by Proposition 3.25 and the theory of étale φ-modules, we have a natural identification V = (M[p^{−1}] ⊗_{Ainf (R)} W (R^♭[(π^♭)^{−1}]))^{φ=1} and M[p^{−1}] ⊗_{Ainf (R)} W (R^♭[(π^♭)^{−1}])) = V ⊗_{Zp} W (R^♭[(π^♭)^{−1}]).

We need to show that the above equality descends to that over A_{inf} (R)[p^{−1}, μ^{−1}] as in the statement of the lemma.

We follow a similar argument as in the proof of [DLMS24, Thm. 3.29(i)] using the localization in the end of Section 2.4. As in Notation 2.28, for each P ∈ P, consider the map R → O_{L(p)} and a choice of map R[p^{−1}] → L(p). Then E�|_{(Spf OL(p) ,MSpf OL(p) )�} is an analytic prismatic F -crystal over (Spf O_{L(p)}, M_{Spf OL(p)} ). By Corollary 3.9, this extends uniquely to a prismatic F -crystal over (Spf O_{L(p)}, M_{Spf OL(p)} ), which we denote by E�|_{OL(p)} abusing notation. For the étale realization T (E�|_{OL(p)} ) of E�|_{OL(p)} , we have T (E�|_{OL(p)} )[p^{−1}] = V |_{GL(p)} as Q_p-representations of G_{L(p)} by Proposition 3.20. Write M_p := H^0(Spec(A_{inf} (O_{L(p)})), (E�|_{OL(p)} )_{Ainf (OL(p) )}), which is a finite free module over A_{inf} (O_{L(p)}). Note M[p^{−1}] ⊗_{Ainf (R)} A_{inf} (O_{L(p)}) = M_p[p^{−1}].

By the same argument as in the proof of [DLMS24, Thm. 3.29(i)], we deduce

M_p ⊂ T (E�|_{OL(p)} ) ⊗_{Zp} A_{inf} (O_{L(p)}) ⊂ 1 μ^r M_p

as A_{inf} (O_{L(p)})-modules. Thus, by Lemmas 2.27(2) and 2.29, we obtain M[p^{−1}, μ^{−1}] ∼= V ⊗_{Qp} A_{inf} (R)[p^{−1}, μ^{−1}]. □

3.4. Semistable Z_p-local systems. In this subsection, we assume that (X, M_X ) is semistable or the log formal spectrum of a CDVR.

Definition 3.27. The étale realization functor T_X for analytic prismatic F -crystals is fully faithful by Proposition 3.21. A Z_p-local system over X_η is said to be ((X-)prismatic) semistable if it is in the essential image of T_X .

When X_η is an affinoid, an affine semistable formal model is unique if it exists.

Remark 3.28. By Proposition 3.20, prismatic semistable Z_p-local systems are stable under pullbacks. Furthermore, the following results will be proved in this paper:

(1) When a rigid-analytic variety X over K admits two semistable models X and X^′ over O_K , a Z_p-local system on X is X-semistable if and only if it is X^′-semistable (Corollary 5.5).

(2) A Z_p-local system on X_η is prismatic semistable if and only if it is associated to an F - isocrystal on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS} as in Definition 3.40 (Corollary 5.2).

(3) In the CDVR case where X = Spf O_L, prismatic semistable Z_p-local systems correspond to lattices in semistable Q_p-representations of G_L (Theorem 4.1).

(4) Prismatic semistable Z_p-local systems are de Rham: when (X, M_X ) is semistable, this is Corollary 3.47. In the CDVR case, it follows from Theorem 4.1.

3.5. Crystalline realization. In this subsection, we assume that (X, M_X ) is semistable or the log formal spectrum of a CDVR. Set (X_1, M_{X1} ) := (X, M_X )⊗_{Zp} Z_p/p and let (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS} denote the absolute logarithmic crystalline site of (X_1, M_{X1} ) introduced in Definition B.6. We will attach to an analytic prismatic F -crystal on X an F -isocrystal on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}: first, we give a construction in the small affine case and then show that this local construction glues and globalizes. Since Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�)^{∼=}−→ Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )^{str}� ) under our assumption on X by Remark 3.6, we work on the strict prismatic site (X, M_X )^{str}� below.

Small affine case. Assume that (X, M_X ) = (Spf(R), N^d)^a is small affine with a framing □ as in the beginning of §2.2. The framing defines the Breuil–Kisin log prism (S_{R,□}, (E), M_{Spf S}).

We define S_{R,□} to be the p-adic completion of the log PD-envelope of S_{R,□} with respect to the kernel of the exact surjection S_{R,□} → R/p (see Example B.25). Set D_X := Spf(S_{R,□}) and write M_{DX} for the log structure on D_X induced from the prelog structure N^d with e_i → T_i. Then the exact closed immersion X_1 → D_X is a log PD-thickening, and (X_1, D_X , M_{DX} ) defines an ind-object lim−→_n(X_1, Spec(S_{R,□}/p^n)) of (X_1, M_{X1} )^{aff}_{CRIS}.

Lemma 3.29. The pair (X_1, D_X , M_{DX} ) is a weakly final ind-object in (X_1, M_{X1} )^{aff}_{CRIS}.

Proof. This follows from Lemma B.24 and Example B.25. □

For each i ∈ N, let (X_1, Spf S^{(i)}_{R,□}, M_{Spf S}(i)_{R,□} ) be the (i + 1)-st self-product of (X_1, D_X , M_{DX} ) as

an ind-object of (X_1, M_{X1} )^{aff}_{CRIS} (see Lemma B.3 and the paragraph before Lemma B.24).

By [BS22, Cor. 2.39], we have S_{R,□} ≃ S_{R,□}{φ(E)/p}^∧_δ , where {−}_δ denotes adjoining elements as δ-ring. This gives a well-defined map φ: (S_{R,□}, (E)) → (S_{R,□}, (p)). The pullback of the prelog structure on S_{R,□} defines a prelog structure φ^∗N^d on S_{R,□}, and we obtain (S_{R,□}, (p), φ^∗N^d)^a ∈ (X, M_X )^{op}� . Similarly, a prelog structure φ^∗N^d → S_{R,□} −→ S^{(i)}_{R,□} defines (S^{(i)}_{R,□}, (p), φ^∗N^d)^a ∈ (X, M_X )^{op}� with a map

φ: (S^{(i)}_{R,□}, (E), N^d)^a → (S^{(i)}_{R,□}, (p), φ^∗N^d)^a,

and the induced log structure is independent of the choice of the projection S_{R,□} −→ S^{(i)}_{R,□}. We remark that the δ-structures of S_{R,□} and S^{(i)}_{R,□} depends on the choice of □ while the underlying ring structure of S_{R,□} and the induced log structure on Spf(S_{R,□}) are independent of the choice of □.

Construction 3.30. Keep the small affine assumption and the notation as above. Let (E�, φ_{E�} ) be an analytic prismatic F -crystal over (X, M_X )�. Let (M, φ_M, f) be the object in DD_{SR,□} associated to (E�, φ_{E�} ) by Lemma 3.8. For each n ≥ 1, set M_n := S_{R,□} ⊗_{φ,SR,□} M/p^nM. Via the map φ: S^{(i)}_{R,□} → S^{(i)}_{R,□} for i = 1, 2, the isomorphism

f : S^{(1)}_{R,□} ⊗_p1_{,SR,□} M^{∼=}−→ S^{(1)}_{R,□} ⊗_p1_{2,SR,□} M

induces an isomorphism η_n : S^{(1)}_{R,□} ⊗_p1_{,SR,□} M_n^{∼=}−→ S^{(1)}_{R,□} ⊗_p1_{2 ,SR,□} M_n for each n, satisfying the cocycle condition on S^{(2)}_{R,□}. By Proposition B.28, the pair (M, η) := lim←−_n(M_n, η_n) corresponds to a finitely generated quasi-coherent crystal E_{cris,SR,□} ∈ CR((X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}). We have an isomorphism M[p^{−1}] ∼= S_{R,□}[p^{−1}] ⊗_{φ,SR,□[p}−1_] M[p^{−1}] of finite projective S_{R,□}[p^{−1}]-modules (see [DLMS24, Lem. 3.24(iv)]). Furthermore, φ_M induces a Frobenius

φ_M : φ^∗M[p^{−1}]^{∼=}→ M[p^{−1}] compatible with η. This yields an F -isocrystal on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}.

Globalization. To go beyond the small affine case, we glue E_{cris,R,□} to obtain a crystal on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}. For this, we need to show that E_{R,□} is independent of the choice of framing □.

Lemma 3.31. For two framings □ and □^′ of R, there is a canonical identification E_{cris,R,□} ∼= E_{cris,R,□}′ of crystals on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}, which is compatible with the Frobenii on the associated F -isocrystals.

Proof. Let (S_{□,□}′ , (E), M_{□,□}′ ) be the coproduct (S_{R,□}, (E), M_{Spf SR,□} ) ∐ (S_{R,□}′ , (E), M_{Spf SR,□′} ) in (X, M_X )^{str,op}� , given by Lemma 2.9. Let S_{□,□}′ denote the ring corresponding to the product of ind-objects Spf S_{R,□} and Spf S_{R,□}′ in (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}; the product is represented by an affine p-adic log PD-formal scheme by Lemma B.3(1). By construction, (S_{□,□}′ , (p), M_{Spf S□,□′} ) ∈ (X, M_X )^{str,op}� , and we have a commutative diagram S_{R,□ pr□} // S_{□,□}′ S_{R,□}′ pr_□′ oo

S_{R,□} φ OO

pr_□ // S_{□,□′} OO

S_{R,□}′ . φ OO

pr_□′ oo Thus, we obtain a canonical isomorphism pr^∗_□E_{cris,SR,□} ∼= pr^∗_□′ E_{cris,SR,□}′ of S_{□,□}′ -modules.

By considering the self-product of S_{□,□}′ (resp. S_{□,□}′ ) in the absolute log prismatic site (resp. absolute log crystalline site) and arguing similarly, we see that the identification is upgraded to the identification of the pullbacks of the pairs (E_{cris,SR,□} , η) and (E_{cris,SR,□′} , η). By Proposition B.28, we obtain a canonical identification E_{cris,R,□} ∼= E_{cris,R,□}′ of crystals on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}. This is compatible with the Frobenii on the associated isocrystals, since all the relevant maps above are compatible with Frobenii. □

Corollary 3.32 (Crystalline realization of analytic prismatic F -crystals). Let (X, M_X ) be a semistable p-adic formal scheme over O_K . For (E�, φ_{E�} ) ∈ Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�), there exists a unique finitely generated quasi-coherent crystal E_{cris} on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS} such that for each small affine open Spf R of X with framing □, the restriction of E_{cris} to ((Spf R)_1, M_{(Spf R)1} )_{CRIS} coincides with E_{cris,R,□}.

Moreover, E_{cris} gives rise to an F -isocrystal (E_{cris,Q}, φ_{Ecris,Q} ) on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS} such that

(3.5) E�((S^{(i)}_{R,□}, (p), φ^∗N^d)^a) ∼= E_{cris,Q}(X_1, Spf S^{(i)}_{R,□}, M_{Spf S}(i)_{R,□} ) for each i ≥ 0, and the assignment E� → E_{cris,Q} defines a functor D_{cris} : Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�) → Vect^φ_Q((X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}).

We call D_{cris} the crystalline realization functor.

Proof. For the first statement, take a p-completely étale covering {f_λ : X_λ → X}_{λ∈Λ} such that each X_λ is small affine with framing □_λ. Construction 3.30 gives a finitely generated quasicoherent crystal E_{cris,□λ} on (X_{λ,1}, M_{Xλ,1} )_{CRIS}. By applying Lemma 3.31 to an affine open covering of X_{λλ}′ := X_λ ×_X X_λ′ , we see that there is a canonical identification of the pullbacks E_{cris,□λ} |_{Xλλ′,1} ∼= E_{cris,□λ′} |_{Xλλ′ ,1} on (X_{λλ}′_{,1}, M_{Xλλ′,1} )_{CRIS} that satisfies the cocycle condition over (X_{λλ}′_λ′′_{,1}, M_{Xλλ′λ′′ ,1} )_{CRIS} for X_{λλ}′_λ′′ := X_λ ×_X X_λ′ ×_X X_λ′′ (λ, λ^′, λ^{′′} ∈ Λ). Since étale descent holds for quasi-coherent crystals, we obtain the desired crystal E_{cris} on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}. The remaining statements follow from Construction 3.30 and [DLMS24, Lem. 3.24(iv)]. □

Crystalline realization in terms of (X_1, M_{X1} )^{str}� . In the rest of this subsection, we will give another description of the crystalline realization functor similar to [BS23, Ex. 4.7, Const. 4.12] and [GR24, Const. 3.9, Thm. 6.4]: let i_X : (X_1, M_{X1} ) → (X, M_X ) denote the exact closed immersion. We will explain that the restriction Vect^{an,φ}((X_1, M_{X1} )�) → Vect^{an,φ}((X_1, M_{X1} )^{str}� ) is an equivalence, and there is a fully faithful functor Vect^{an,φ}((X_1, M_{X1} )^{(str)}� ) −→ Vect^φ_Q((X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}) which fits into the following 2-commutative diagram:

(3.6) Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )^{(str)}� )

D_{cris} **TTTTTT

TTTT

TTTT TT i^{−1}_{X,}� // Vect^{an,φ}((X_1, M_{X1} )^{(str)} � ) ¨˙ D_{cris,X1} fflffl Vect^φ_Q((X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}).

Note that every prism (A, I, M_{Spf A}) in (X_1, M_{X1} )� is crystalline, i.e., I = (p), and vector bundles over Spec A ∖ V (p, I) correspond to finite projective A[p^{−1}]-modules.

First assume that X = Spf R is small affine. Set S := S_{R,□} and S^{(i)} := S^{(i)}_{R,□}, and keep the notation at the beginning of this subsection.

Lemma 3.33. For each i ≥ 0, the (i+1)-st self-coproducts of (S, (p), φ^∗N^d)^a in (X_1, M_{X1} )^{str,op}� and (X_1, M_{X1} )^{op}� exist and coincide. Denote the common log prism by (S^{[i]}, (p), φ^∗N^d)^a. Then all the projections are p-complete faithfully flat. Moreover, the map (S^{[i]}, (p), φ^∗N^d)^a → (S^{(i)}, (p), φ^∗N^d)^a induced by the universal property of (S^{[i]}, (p), φ^∗N^d)^a is an isomorphism.

Proof. In Example 2.15, for each i ≥ 0, we constructed the (i+1)-st self-coproduct (S^{[i]}, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a of (S, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a inside (X, M_X )^{str,op}� , which also represents the (i + 1)-st self-coproduct in (X, M_X )^{op}� . We claim S^{[i]} ≃ S^{[i]}{φ(E)/p}^∧_δ . Once the claim is proved, [BS22, Prop. 3.13(3)] shows S^{[i]}{φ(E)/p}^∧_δ ≃ S^{[i]} ^⊗^L_SS{φ(E)/p}^∧_δ . By Example 2.15, S^{[i]} ^⊗^L_SS{φ(E)/p}^∧_δ^{∼=}−→ S^{[i]} ^⊗_SS{φ(E)/p}^∧_δ , and the projections are p-completely faithfully flat.

To see the claim, observe that the self-coproducts of (S, (p), φ^∗N^d)^a in (X_1, M_{X1} )^{(str,)op}� and (X, M_X )^{(str,)op}

� agree and that the map (S, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d) → (S, (p), φ^∗N^d) is initial among all maps (S, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d) → (A, I, M_{Spf A}) with I = (p). This implies S^{[i]} ≃ S^{[i]}{φ(E)/p}^∧_δ by the universal property of (S^{[i]}, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a.

To show that the induced map S^{[i]} → S^{(i)} is an isomorphism, we will construct its inverse. For simplicity, we only deal with the case i = 1. By the claim and [BS22, Cor. 2.39], S^{[1]} is the p-adic completion of PD-envelope of S^{[1]} with respect to the ideal generated by E(u ⊗ 1), which is Z_p-flat. By the construction of S^{[1]}, we have (T^p_j ⊗ 1)/(1 ⊗ T^p_j ) ∈ (S^{[1]})^× for all 1 ≤ j ≤ d. It follows that the two prelog structures N^d → S^{[1]} defined by e_j → T_j ⊗ 1 and e_j → 1 ⊗ T_j induce the same log structure N_{Spf S}[1] . Let I be the p-adic closure of the PD-ideal of S^{[1]} generated by p and (E(u ⊗ 1)). Then (Spf(S^{[1]}/I), Spf S^{[1]}, N_{Spf S}[1] ) defines an ind-object in (X_1, M_{X1} )^{aff}_{CRIS}, which admits two maps from (X_1, D_X , M_{DX} ) where D_X = Spf S. By the universal property, these give a map S^{(1)} → S^{[1]}, which can be checked to be the inverse of S^{[1]} → S^{(1)}. □

Lemma 3.34. The log prism (S, (p), φ^∗N^d)^a covers the final object in Sh((X_1, M_{X1} )�) and Sh((X_1, M_{X1} )^{str}� ).

Proof. Observe that, for every prism (C, (φ(E)), φ^∗ N^d)^a that is strict over (S, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a and every (B, (p), M_{Spf B} ) ∈ (X_1, M_{X1} )^{op}� , any map (C, (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a → (B, (p), M_{Spf B} ) in (X, M_X )^{op}� uniquely factors as (C, (φ(E)), φ^∗ N^d)^a → (C{φ(E)/p}^∧_δ , (p), φ^∗N^d)^a → (B, (p), M_{Spf B} ).

To see this, use the rigidity of distinguished elements [BS22, Lem. 2.24].

Let (�_{R∞} , I, N^d) be the perfectoid prelog prism over (S, (E), N^d) constructed in Lemma 2.8, and write �_{R∞/p} := �_{R∞} {φ(E)/p}^∧_δ . Then S → �_{R∞} induces a map (S, (p), φ^∗N^d)^a → (�_{R∞/p}, (p), φ^∗N^d)^a via the identification of S with S{φ(E)/p}^∧_δ . It is enough to show (�_{R∞/p}, (p), φ^∗N^d)^a covers the final object in Sh((X_1, M_{X1} )�).

Take any (A, (p), M_{Spf A}) ∈ (X_1, M_{X1} )^{op}� . By Lemma 2.8, there exists a cover f : (A, (p), M_{Spf A}) → (P, (p), M_{Spf P} ) whose target admits a map from (�_{R∞} , (E), N^d)^a. Consider the following commutative diagram

(�_{R∞} , (E), N^d)^a (P, (p), M_{Spf P} ) (A, (p), M_{Spf A}),

(�_{R∞} , (φ(E)), φ^∗N^d)^a (B, (p), M_{Spf B} )

(�_{R∞/p}, (p), φ^∗N^d)^a φ fg

where (B, (p), M_{Spf B} ) is defined so that the left upper corner is a pushout diagram, and the dotted arrow from (�_{R∞/p}, (p), φ^∗N^d)^a is given by the above observation. Since both φ and f are covers, so is g. Hence (�_{R∞/p}, (p), φ^∗N^d)^a covers the final object in Sh((X_1, M_{X1} )�). □

Let DD_{S[p}−1_] denote the category consisting of triples (M, φ_M, f_M) where M is a finitely projective S[p^{−1}]-module, φ_M : φ^∗M → M is an S[p^{−1}]-linear isomorphism, and f_M : S^{(1)}[p^{−1}] ⊗_p1_{,S[p}−1_] M^{∼=}−→ S^{(1)}[p^{−1}] ⊗_p1_{2 ,S[p}−1_] M is a descent isomorphism of M over S^{(1)}[p^{−1}] that is φ-equivariant and satisfies the cocycle condition over S^{(2)}[p^{−1}].

Every object of DD_{S[p}−1_] admits a finitely generated p-adically complete S-lattice stable under the descent isomorphism.

Lemma 3.35. For every (M, φ_M, f_M) ∈ DD_{S[p}−1_], there exists a finitely generated p-adically complete S-submodule M^+ ⊂ M such that M^+[p^{−1}] = M and f_M restricts to an HPD-stratification on M^+. Via Proposition B.28, this construction defines a fully faithful functor F : DD_{S[p}−1_] → Vect^φ_Q((X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}).

Proof. For the first assertion, since M is finite projective over S[p^{−1}], there is a p-adically complete S-submodule ~M^+ ⊂ M such that ~M^+[p^{−1}] = M. The two projection S → S^{(1)} are p-completely faithfully flat by Lemma 3.33, and S^{(2)} is the self-fiber product of S^{(1)} over S by either Remark 2.4 or the proof of Lemma B.3. Then by [Dri22, Prop. 2.8 and Cor. 2.5] and there proofs, one can find an S-submodule M^+ ⊂ ~M^+ with additional property that M^+ is stable under the descent isomorphism and finitely generated over S (see also [BG98, Lem. 3.4]).

By Proposition B.28, such an S-submodule M^+ defines a coherent crystal F_M+ on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}, and the associated isocrystal F_M+_{,Q} is independent of the choice of M^+ and equipped with the

Frobenius structure. Note that F_M+_{,Q} is finite locally free by Lemma B.20 and is functorial in (M, φ_M, f_M) ∈ DD_{S[p}−1_]. Since (M, φ_M, f_M) can be recovered from the F -isocrystal F_M+_{,Q} by evaluating on the diagram (X_1, Spf S, M_{Spf S} ) → (X_1, Spf S^{(1)}, M_{Spf S}(1) ) ← (X_1, Spf S, M_{Spf S} ), the second assertion follows. □

Proposition 3.36. Keep the assumption and notation as above.

(1) Evaluating on the diagram (S, (p), φ^∗N)^a → (S^{(1)}, (p), φ^∗N)^a ← (S, (p), φ^∗N)^a defines a commutative diagram Vect^{an,φ}((X_1, M_{X1} )�) // ∼= **UUU

UUUUU

UUUU

UUUUU

Vect^{an,φ}((X_1, M_{X1} )^{str}� ) ∼= fflffl DD_{S[p}−1_],

where the evaluation functors are equivalences. In particular, the horizontal restriction functor is also an equivalence.

(2) The functors in (1) and Lemma 3.35 define a fully faithful functor

D_{cris,X1} : Vect^{an,φ}((X_1, M_{X1} )^{(str)}� )^{∼=}−→ DD_{S[p}−1_] → Vect^φ_Q((X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}),

and D_{cris} is identified with D_{cris,X1} ∘ i^{−1}� .

Proof. (1) follows from Lemmas 3.33 and 3.34 (cf. proof of Lemma 3.5).

For (2), take (E�, φ_{E�} ) ∈ Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )�). Since i: (X_1, M_{X1} ) → (X, M_X ) is strict, we have (i^{−1}� E�)((S, (p), φ^∗N)^a) = E�((S, (p), φ^∗N)^a).

The compatibility follows from this and the isomorphism (3.5). □

Arguing as in Remark 3.6 and Lemma 3.31, we obtain the global results: Proposition 3.37. If (X, M_X ) is semistable, then there is a fully faithful functor

D_{cris,X1} : Vect^{an,φ}((X_1, M_{X1} )�)^{∼=}−→ Vect^{an,φ}((X_1, M_{X1} )^{str}� ) → Vect^φ_Q((X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}), which makes the diagram (3.6) 2-commutative.

3.6. Association of étale and crystalline realizations. Keep the notation as before and assume that (X, M_X ) is semistable or the log formal spectrum of a CDVR. To an analytic prismatic F -crystal (E�, φ_{E�} ) on (X, M_X ), we have attached

• a Z_p-étale local system T_X (E�, φ_{Ecris ,Q}) on X_η (Definition 3.19), and • an F -isocrystal D_{cris}(E�, φ_{E�} ) = (E_{cris,Q}, φ_{Ecris ,Q}) on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS} (Corollary 3.32).

We will show that these étale and crystalline realizations are associated over the crystalline period ring. This notion of association for Q_p-local systems on X_η originates from the work of Faltings [Fal89, V.f)]. Here we use the pro-étale site X_{η,proét} of the adic generic fiber X_η in [Sch13] to define the association.

Let Perfd/X_{η,proét} denote the full subcategory of X_{η,proét} consisting of affinoid perfectoids that contain all p-power roots of unity. We equip Perfd/X_{η,proét} with the induced topology. Then the inclusion induces an equivalence of topoi Sh(X_{η,proét})^{∼=}−→ Sh(Perfd/X_{η,proét}). Let A_{cris} , B^+_{cris} , and B_{cris} denote the crystalline period sheaves on X_{η,proét} introduced in [TT19, §2A]. See below for a description of B_{cris} over Perfd/X_{η,proét}.

Construction 3.38. For U ∈ Perfd/X_{η,proét}, let ^U = Spa(A, A^+) denote the associated affinoid perfectoid. It comes with a morphism Spf A^+ → X of p-adic formal schemes, so equip Spf A^+ with the pullback log structure M_{Spf A}+ from M_X . Since A^+ is (integral) perfectoid, the surjection θ : A_{inf} (A^+) := W ((A^+)^♭) → A^+ gives a perfect prism over X, which in turn yields a log prism (Spf A_{inf} (A^+), Ker θ, M_{Spf Ainf (A}+_)) ∈ (X, M_X )� by Remark 2.5(2).

Let A_{cris}(A^+) denote the p-adically completed (log) PD-envelope of the exact surjection θ. Set B^+_{cris}(A^+) := A_{cris}(A^+)[p^{−1}] and B_{cris}(A^+) := B^+_{cris}(A^+)[t^{−1}] with t := log[ϵ] ∈ A_{cris}(A^+). We obtain an ind-object (Spec(A^+/p), Spf(A_{cris}(A^+)), M_{Spf(Acris(A}+_{))}) in (X_1, M_{X1} )^{aff}_{CRIS}. We also have a map A_{cris}(A^+) → A_{cris} (U), which induces an isomorphism B_{cris}(A^+)^{∼=}−→ B_{cris} (U) by [TT19, Cor. 2.8(2)].

Construction 3.39. For a finite locally free isocrystal E_Q on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}, we define a sheaf E_Q(B^+_{cris} ) of B^+_{cris} -modules on X_{η,proét} by E_Q(B^+_{cris} )(U) := E_Q(A_{cris}(A^+)) ⊗_B+_{cris (A}+_) B^+_{cris} (U)

where U ∈ Perfd/X_{η,proét} is associated to the affinoid perfectoid Spa(A, A^+) and E_Q(A_{cris}(A^+)) denotes the evaluation of E_Q on the ind-object (Spec(A^+/p), Spf(A_{cris}(A^+)), M_{Spf(Acris(A}+_{))}) (see Construction B.17), which is a finite projective B^+_{cris}(A^+)-module. Since B^+_{cris} is a sheaf, it follows from the isocrystal property and the finite projectivity that E_Q(B^+_{cris} ) satisfies the sheaf condition on Perfd/X_{η,proét}. Finally, we define E_Q(B_{cris} ) := E_Q(B^+_{cris} ) ⊗_B+_{cris} B_{cris} ,

which is a sheaf of B_{cris} -modules on X_{η,proét}. If E_Q is an F -isocrystal, then E_Q(B_{cris} ) is equipped with the induced Frobenius F .

Definition 3.40 (cf. [GR24, Def. 2.31]). Let L be a Z_p-local system on X_{η,proét} and let (E_Q, φ_{EQ} ) be an F -isocrystal on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}. We say that L and (E_Q, φ_{EQ} ) are associated if there exists an isomorphism α_{cris,L,EQ} : E_Q(B_{cris} )^{∼=}−→ L ⊗_{Zp} B_{cris} as sheaves of B_{cris} -modules on X_{η,proét} such that α_{cris,L,EQ} is compatible with Frobenii.

Remark 3.41.

(1) By Remark B.23, the category of F -isocrystals on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS} is equivalent to the category of F -isocrystal on (X_k, M_{Xk} )_{CRIS}, where X_k is the reduced special fiber of X. In particular, Definition 3.40 is equivalent to that L is associated with an F -isocrystal over (X_k, M_{Xk} ).

(2) Unlike the work of Faltings [Fal89], we do not require E_Q to be a filtered F -isocrystal. See Proposition 3.46 for the discussion on filtrations.

Remark 3.42. Suppose that (X, M_X ) = (Spf(R), N^d)^a is small and follow Notation 3.24.

(1) Let T denote the continuous Z_p-representation of G_R corresponding to L. Then Definition 3.40 of T and E_Q being associated is equivalent to the following: there is an isomorphism α_{cris} : E_Q(B_{cris} )(Spa(R[p^{−1}], R))^{∼=}−→ T ⊗_{Zp} B_{cris}(R) compatible with φ and G_R-actions.

(2) When the F -isocrystal E_Q arises as E_Q = E_{cris,Q} := D_{cris}(E�) from an analytic prismatic F -crystal E� on (X, M_X ) via the crystalline realization functor, one can describe the G_Raction on E_Q(B_{cris} )(Spa(R[p^{−1}], R)) as follows: for any map S → A_{inf} (R) defined as in Notation 3.24, it induces a map (S_R, (p), φ^∗N^d)^a → (A_{cris}(R), (p), φ^∗N^d)^a. The isomorphism (3.5) for i = 0 in Corollary 3.32 extends to a φ-equivariant isomorphism E�((A_{cris}(R), (p), φ^∗N^d)^a) ≃ E_{cris,Q}(A_{cris}(R))) of B^+_{cris}(R)-modules. Moreover, using the universal property of S^{(1)}_R and the cocycle condition of the isomorphism (3.5) for i = 1, one can check that this isomorphism is also G_R-equivariant. The base change of the isomorphism along B^+_{cris}(R) → B_{cris}(R) gives a G_R-equivariant description of E_Q(B_{cris} )(Spa(R[p^{−1}], R)). For later use, we note that there is a natural isomorphism E�((A_{cris}(R), (p), φ^∗N^d)^a) ≃ E�((A_{inf} (R), (E), N^d)^a)[p^{−1}] ⊗_{Ainf (R)[p}−1_{],φ} B^+_{cris}(R)

by applying the crystal property of E� to (A_{inf} (R), (E), N^d)^{a φ}−→ (A_{cris}(R), (p), φ^∗N^d)^a.

Proposition 3.43. For an analytic prismatic F -crystal E� over (X, M_X ), its étale realization T (E�) (Definition 3.19) and its crystalline realization E_{cris,Q} := D_{cris}(E�) (Corollary 3.32) are associated in the sense of Definition 3.40.

Proof. Let {Spf(R_λ)}_{λ∈Λ} be a p-complete étale cover of X consisting of affine formal schemes Spf(R_λ) such that each (Spf(R_λ), M_X |_{Spf(Rλ)}) is a small affine log formal scheme as in § 2.2. We may further assume that each R_λ admits a framing as in § 2.4. Let U_λ denote the object of Perfd/X_{η,proét} corresponding to Spa((R_λ)^∧_p )[p^{−1}], (R_λ)^∧_p )). By Remark 3.42(2), there is a G_{Rλ} - equivariant isomorphism E�((A_{cris}((R_λ)^∧_p ), (p), φ^∗N^d)^a) ∼= E_{cris,Q}(A_{cris}((R_λ)^∧_p )

of B^+_{cris}((R_λ)^∧_p )-modules compatible with φ for each λ. On the other hand, taking the base change of the isomorphism in Lemma 3.26 along the map (A_{inf} (R_λ), Ker θ)^φ→ (A_{cris}((R_λ)^∧_p ), (p)) gives a G_{Rλ} and Frobenius equivariant isomorphism

E�((A_{cris}((R_λ)^∧_p ), (p), φ^∗N^d)^a) ⊗_{Acris((Rλ)}∧_{p )} B_{cris}((R_λ)^∧_p ) ∼= T (E�) ⊗_{Zp} B_{cris}((R_λ)^∧_p ).

Thus, we obtain a canonical φ-equivariant isomorphism E_{cris,Q}(B_{cris} )|_{Uλ} ∼= T (E�) ⊗_{Zp} B_{cris} |_{Uλ} .

Note that {U_λ}_{λ∈Λ} defines a cover of X_η in X_{η,proét}. It follows directly from the construction of the above isomorphisms for U_λ’s that they descend to an isomorphism E_{cris,Q}(B_{cris} ) ∼= T (E�) ⊗_{Zp} B_{cris} of sheaves of B_{cris} -modules on X_{η,proét} compatible with φ. □

In the rest of this section, we explain Remark 3.41(2) on why we do not impose any condition on filtrations in Definition 3.40. In the CDVR case, we will show in the next section that Definition 3.40 is equivalent to the classical semistability (Theorem 4.1). Hence from now on we assume that (X, M_X ) is semistable. Recall that de Rham period sheaves B^+_{dR} , B_{dR} , OB^+_{dR} and OB_{dR} on X_{η,proét} are defined in [Sch13, Def. 6.1, 6.8] and come with filtrations. We also set B^{+,n}_{dR} = B^+_{dR} /(Ker θ)^{n+1} so that B^+_{dR} = lim←−_n B^{+,n}_{dR} .

Construction 3.44. Let ((E_Q, φ_{EQ} ), (E, ∇_E, Fil^• E)) be a filtered F -isocrystal on (X, M_X ) as in Definition B.37: (E_Q, φ_{EQ} ) is an F -isocrystal on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}; (E, ∇_E) is the associated vector bundle with integrable connection on X_η by Remark B.36; Fil^• E is a Z-indexed decreasing separated and exhaustive filtration of O_{Xη} -submodules of E satisfying the Griffiths transversality such that Fil^iE/Fil^{i+1}E is locally free over O_{Xη} for each i.

For B ∈ {B^+_{dR} , B^{+,n}_{dR} , B_{dR} }, consider the sheaf

E_Q(B ) := E_Q(B^+_{cris} ) ⊗_B+_{cris} B

on X_{η,proét}. We are going to define a filtration on E_Q(B_{dR} ) as follows.

First consider the small affine case (X, M_X ) = (Spf R, N^d)^a with framing □: R^0 = O_K ⟨T_1, . . . , T_m, T^{±1}_{m+1}, . . . , T^{±1}_d ⟩/(T_1 · · · T_m − π) → R as in §2.2. Let U ∈ Perfd/X_{η,proét} with the associated affinoid perfectoid ^U = Spa(A, A^+), and suppose that A^+ admits compatible systems T^♭_i of p-power roots of T_i for each i = 1, . . . , d. Note that π^♭ := T^♭_1 · · · T^♭_m gives a compatible system of p-power roots of π in A^+. We write B^+_{dR}(A^+) for B^+_{dR}(A^+) defined in [Sch13, p.49], which is isomorphic to B^+_{dR} (U) by [Sch13, Thm. 6.5(ii)]. We write B^{+,n}_{dR} (A^+) = B^+_{dR}(A^+)/(Ker θ)^{n+1}; note B^+_{dR}(A^+)^{∼=}−→ lim←−_n B^{+,n}_{dR} (A^+) and the elements [π^♭] and [T^♭_i ] (1 ≤ i ≤ m) are invertible in these rings as π is invertible and [π^♭]/π − 1 ∈ Ker θ. In the discussion below, we will also use the notation in Example B.25 and Remark B.36, including ~R, S = S_□, S^{(1)}, and R^{(1),n}.

For a choice of 1 ≤ j ≤ m, consider the K-algebra maps

s_n := s_{□,j,n} : R[p^{−1}] → B^{+,n}_{dR} (A^+) and s := s_{□,j} := lim←− n s_{□,j,n} : R[p^{−1}] → B^+_{dR}(A^+)

given by T_i → [T^♭_i ] for i ≠ j and T_j → π([T^♭_1 ] · · · [T^♭_{j−1}][T^♭_{j+1}] · · · [T^♭_m])^{−1}. Note that these maps exist and are unique: s_n|_R0 exists and takes values in some open bounded subring of B^{+,n}_{dR} (A^+) (equipped with p-adic topology), and thus it uniquely extends to R and R[p^{−1}]. Moreover, the composite R[p^{−1}]^s−→ B_{dR}(A^+)^θ−→ A is the structure map R[p^{−1}] → A.

Write E_R for the finite projective R[p^{−1}]-module corresponding to E. We will construct isomorphisms of B^+_{dR}(A^+)-modules

E_Q(B^{+,n}_{dR} )(U)^{αs,n}−−−→_{∼=} E_R ⊗_{R[p}−1_{],s} B^{+,n}_{dR} (A^+) and E_Q(B^+_{dR} )(U)^{αs}−→_{∼=} E_R ⊗_{R[p}−1_{],s} B^+_{dR}(A^+).

It is enough to construct α_{s,n}, and for this, consider the following diagram

S^{pS,1} // fflffl S^{(1)} f fflffl S p_{S,2} oo fflffl A_{cris}(A^+) // B^{+,n}_{dR} (A^+) R[p^{−1}]. soo Here the first and third vertical maps are induced by □, and there is a unique map f that makes the diagram commutative: since π, [π^♭], s(T_j ), and [T^♭_j ] are all invertible in B^{+,n}_{dR} (A^+), the two maps ~R → S ⇒ B^{+,n}_{dR} (A+) yields uniquely to a map ~R(1) → B^{+,n}_{dR} (A+), which further extends to a map S^{(1),nc} → B^{+,n}_{dR} (A^+) with values in some open and bounded subring as the image of ~I^{(1)} is nilpotent in B^{+,n}_{dR} (A^+). This further extends to f. Now the isomorphism α_{s,n} is defined to be the base change of the HPD-stratification on E_Q(S) along f by Remark B.36.

Equip E_Q(B^+_{dR} )(U) with the tensor product filtration ∑ a+b=• Fil a(E_R)⊗_{R[p}−1_{],s} Fil^bB^+_{dR}(A^+) via α_s. We claim that the filtration is independent of the choice of □ and j: to see this, take another Kalgebra homomorphism s^′ := s_□′_{,j}′ : R[p^{−1}] → B^+_{dR}(A^+). Since the log structure on Spf R is given by (R[p^{−1}]^×) ∩ R, it is straightforward to see that s and s^′ yield maps g^n : R^{(1),n}[p^{−1}] → B^{+,n}_{dR} (A^+) and g := lim←−_n g^n : R^{(1)}[p^{−1}]^∧ := lim←−_n R^{(1),n}[p^{−1}] → B^+_{dR}(A^+) making the following diagrams commutative:

R[p^{−1}]^p n 1 // s_n %%KK KKK KKK KK R^{(1),n}[p^{−1}] g^n fflffl R[p^{−1}]

p^n_2oo

s^′_n yysss sss sss s

B^{+,n}_{dR} (A^+) and R[p^{−1}]^{p1} // s %%KK KKK KKK KK R^{(1)}[p^{−1}]^∧ g fflffl R[p^{−1}]

p_2oo

s^′ yysss sss sss s

B^+_{dR}(A^+).

The pullback along g of the infinitesimal log stratification η_{inf} : p^∗_1E_R^{∼=}−→ p^∗_2E_R on E_R corresponding to (E, ∇_E) defines the canonical B^+_{dR}(A^+)-linear isomorphism

η_{s,s}′ : E_R ⊗_{R[p}−1_{],s} B^+_{dR}(A^+)^{∼=}−→ E_R ⊗_{R[p}−1_{],s}′ B^+_{dR}(A^+).

Furthermore, we can check η_{s,s}′′ = η_s′_{,s}′′ ∘ η_{s,s}′ for another s^{′′} by considering the cocycle condition of η_{inf} over lim←−_n R^{(2),n}[p^{−1}]. We also note α_s′ = η_{s,s}′ ∘ α_s: for this, consider the following noncommutative diagram S = S_□ // fflffl A_{cris}(A^+) can fflffl S_□′ oo

fflffl R[p^{−1}]^s // B^+_{dR}(A^+) R[p^{−1}].

s^′oo

Using the diagram S_□^{pr□}−−→ S_{□,□}′^{pr□′}←−−− S_□′ as in the proof of Lemma 3.31 and repeating a similar argument as above, Example B.25, and Remark B.36, we can verify α_s′ = η_{s,s}′ ∘ α_s.

Now, to see the independence of the filtration on E_Q(B^+_{dR} )(U), it is enough to show that η_s′_{,s} = η^{−1}_s′_{,s} is a map of filtered modules: applying the same argument to η_{s,s}′ will imply that they are filtered isomorphisms. To see that η_s′_{,s} preserves the filtrations, we compute η_s′_{,s}(e ⊗ 1) for a section e ∈ E_R. For this, fix a local coordinate (x_2, . . . , x_d) of R (e.g. the one coming from □), and write ∇_i := ∇_{E,∂/∂xi} ∈ End(E_R). With the convention (B.1), a standard computation gives

η_s′_{,s}(e ⊗ 1) = ∑ (n_2,...,n_d)∈N^{d−1} (∇^{n2}_2 ∘ · · · ∘ ∇^{nd}_d )(e) n_2! · · · n_d!

⊗ (s^′(x_2) − s(x_2))^{n2} · · · (s^′(x_d) − s(x_d))^{nd} .

Since s^′(x_i) − s(x_i) ∈ Ker θ = Fil^1 B^+_{dR}(A^+), we deduce from the Griffiths transversality of ∇ that η_s′_{,s} is a filtered map.

For a general semistable p-adic formal scheme X, we can glue local constructions as above to obtain a filtration on E_Q(B^+_{dR} ). Finally, we equip E_Q(B_{dR} ) = E_Q(B^+_{dR} ) ⊗_B+_{dR} B_{dR} with the tensor product filtration.

In what follows, O_{Xη} and E are also regarded as sheaves on X_{η,proét} via the pullback along the projection X_{η,proét} → X_{an}.

Proposition 3.45. Let E_Q be an F -isocrystal on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}, and write (E, ∇_E) for the induced vector bundle with integrable connection on X_η given by Remark B.36. Let ⋆ ∈ {+, ∅}.

(1) There is a natural isomorphism

(E ⊗_{OXη} OB^⋆_{dR} , ∇_E ⊗ id + id ⊗ ∇_{OB}⋆_{dR} ) ∼= (E_Q(B^⋆_{dR} ) ⊗_B⋆_{dR} OB^⋆_{dR} , id ⊗ ∇_{OB}⋆_{dR} )

of OB^⋆_{dR} -vector bundles with connections.

(2) Suppose that (E, ∇_E) is equipped with a Griffiths-transversal filtration and let Fil^•E_Q(B^⋆_{dR} ) be the induced filtration on E_Q(B^⋆_{dR} ) as in Construction 3.44. Then the tensor product filtrations Fil^•E ⊗_{OXη} Fil^•OB^⋆_{dR} and Fil^•E_Q(B^⋆_{dR} ) ⊗_B⋆_{dR} Fil^•OB^⋆_{dR} agree under the isomorphism E ⊗_{OXη} OB^⋆_{dR} ∼= E_Q(B^⋆_{dR} ) ⊗_B⋆_{dR} OB^⋆_{dR} in (1).

Proof. We follow a similar argument as in the proof of [GR24, Prop. 2.36]. It suffices to treat the OB^+_{dR} -case.

First consider the small affine case (X, M_X ) = (Spf R, N^d)^a with a framing □: R^0 → R and use the notation in Construction 3.44. Take any U ∈ Perfd/X_{η,proét} with the associated affinoid perfectoid ^U = Spa(A, A^+) such that A^+ admits compatible systems T^♭_i of p-power roots of T_i for each i = 1, . . . , d. Write U = lim←−_λ Spa(A_λ, A^+_λ ) so that A^+ is the completed direct limit of A^+_λ . Set OB^+_{dR}(A^+) := OB^+_{dR} (U) and consider the ring

OB^{(1)+}_{dR} (A^+) := lim−→ λ lim←− n (A^+_λ ^⊗_{OK} A^+_λ ^⊗_{W (k)}A_{inf} (A^+))[p^{−1}]/(Ker θ_λ)^{n+1},

where ^⊗ denotes the p-completed tensor product and θ_λ is the natural surjection to A. By an argument similar to [Sch16, (3)], we see that lim←−_n(A^+_λ ^⊗_{OK} A^+_λ ^⊗_{W (k)}A_{inf} (A^+))[p^{−1}]/(Ker θ_λ)^{n+1} →

OB^{(1)+}_{dR} (A^+) is an isomorphism for a sufficiently large λ, and we obtain a commutative diagram

R^{(1)}[p^{−1}]^{∧ h(1)} // OB^{(1)+}_{dR} (A^+) B^+_{dR}(A^+)[[Z_{2,1}, . . . , Z_{d,1}, Z_{2,2}, . . . , Z_{d,2}]]

∼=oo

R[p^{−1}]^h //

p_1 OO p_2

OO_{ph,1} 88ppp ppp ppp pp ph,2 88pp ppp ppp ppp OB^+_{dR}(A^+)

q_1 OO q_2 OO

B^+_{dR}(A^+)[[Z_2, . . . , Z_d]]

q^′_1 OO q^′_2 OO ∼= oo

B^+_{dR}(A^+), u OO 44hhhh hhhhh hhhhh hhhhh

where h and h^{(1)} are the canonical structure maps (note (R ^⊗_{OK} R)[p^{−1}]^{∼=}−→ R^{(1)}[p^{−1}]), the horizontal isomorphisms are B^+_{dR}(A^+)-algebra isomorphisms given by Z_i → T_i ⊗ 1 − 1 ⊗ [T^♭_i ], Z_{i,1} → T_i ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1 − 1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ [T^♭_i ], Z_{i,2} → 1 ⊗ T_i ⊗ 1 − 1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ [T^♭_i ], and the vertical and diagonal maps are the obvious ones. We also set u^{(1)} := q_1 ∘ u = q_2 ∘ u.

Write (E_R, η_{inf} : p^∗_1E_R^{∼=}−→ p^∗_2E_R) for the finite projective R[p^{−1}]-module together with infinitesimal (log) stratification corresponding to (E, ∇_E). By construction, (E ⊗_{OXη} OB^+_{dR} )(U) = E_R ⊗_{R[p}−1_{],h} OB^+_{dR}(A^+), and ∇_E ⊗ id + id ⊗ ∇_{OB}+_{dR} corresponds to an infinitesimal stratification

h^{(1),∗}η_{inf} : q^∗_1 (E ⊗_{OXη} OB^+_{dR} )(U) ∼= p^∗_{h,1}E_R^{∼=}−→ p^∗_{h,2}E_R ∼= q^∗_2 (E ⊗_{OXη} OB^+_{dR} )(U).

To see this, observe that I_{dR}/I^2_{dR}, where I_{dR} := Ker(OB^{(1)+}_{dR} (A^+) → OB^+_{dR}(A^+)), is canonically identified with Ω_{Xη /K} (X_η) ⊗_{R[p}−1_] OB^+_{dR}(A^+) and recall the formula (B.1).

Consider the map s = s_{□,j} : R[p^{−1}] → B^+_{dR}(A^+) in Construction 3.44. The argument therein gives an isomorphism α_s : E_Q(B^+_{dR} )(U)^{∼=}−→ E_R ⊗_{R[p}−1_{],s} B^+_{dR}(A^+), which in turn yields the identification (E_Q(B^+_{dR} ) ⊗_B+_{dR} OB^+_{dR} )(U) ∼= E_R ⊗_{R[p}−1_{],s} OB^+_{dR}(A^+). With this identification, the connection id_{EQ(B}+_{dR )}⊗∇_{OB}+_{dR} corresponds to the infinitesimal stratification (u^{(1)}∘g)^∗η_{inf} , where g : R^{(1)}[p^{−1}]^∧ → B^+_{dR}(A^+) is the map characterized by g ∘ p_1 = s = g ∘ p_2.

Now, to show (1) and (2) in the small affine case, consider a commutative diagram of the form

R[p^{−1}]^{p1} //

h &&LL LLL LLL LL R^{(1)}[p^{−1}]^∧ H fflffl R[p^{−1}]

p_2oo

u∘s xxrrr rrr rrr r

OB^+_{dR}(A^+).

The existence of such a diagram is proved as in Construction 3.44, and this gives an OB^+_{dR}(A^+)-linear isomorphism H^∗η_{inf} : (E ⊗_{OXη} OB^+_{dR} )(U)^{∼=}−→ (E_Q(B^+_{dR} ) ⊗_B+_{dR} OB^+_{dR} )(U).

Moreover, the cocycle condition for η_{inf} implies (u^{(1)} ∘ s)^∗η_{inf} ∘ q^∗_1 H^∗η_{inf} = q^∗_2 H^∗η_{inf} ∘ h^{(1),∗}η_{inf} . This is equivalent to the desired isomorphism of OB_{dR} -vector bundles with connections in (1) in this case. For (2), we need to show that H^∗η_{inf} and (H^∗η_{inf} )^{−1} are maps of filtered modules, which follows from the Griffiths transversality as in the second to last paragraph of Construction 3.44 by using the local coordinates Z_2, . . . , Z_d of OB^+_{dR}(A^+).

To show the general case, we need to compare the local constructions for two framings □ and □^′, which is routine and left as an exercise to the reader. □

Consider the projection ν : X_{η,proét} → X_{η,ét}. For a Z_p-local system L on X_{η,proét}, we set (D_{dR}(L), ∇_{DdR (L)}, Fil^• D_{dR}(L)) := ν_∗(L ⊗_{Zp} OB_{dR} , id_L ⊗ ∇_{OBdR} , L ⊗_{Zp} Fil^• OB_{dR} ).

By [LZ17, Thm. 3.9], this is a filtered vector bundle with integrable connection on X_η satisfying the Griffiths transversality (here and below, we identify the category of vector bundles on X_{η,ét} and the category of vector bundles on X_η via [Sch13, Prop. 9.2(i)]); L is de Rham if and only if rank_{Zp} L = rank_{OXη} D_{dR}(L), in which case the counit map for (ν^∗, ν_∗) yields a filtered isomorphism of OB_{dR} -vector bundles with integrable connections (D_{dR}(L), ∇_{DdR (L)}, Fil^• D_{dR}(L)) ⊗_{OXη,ét} OB_{dR}^{αdR,L}−−−→_{∼=} (L ⊗_{Zp} OB_{dR} , id_L ⊗ ∇_{OBdR} , L ⊗_{Zp} Fil^• OB_{dR} ),

where the domain is equipped with the tensor product connection and filtration. Proposition 3.46. Let L be a Z_p-local system on X_{η,proét}, and assume that it is associated with an F -isocrystal (E_Q, φ_{EQ} ) on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS} via α_{cris,L,EQ} : E_Q(B_{cris} )^{∼=}−→ L ⊗_{Zp} B_{cris} .

(1) The isomorphism α_{cris,L,EQ} induces an isomorphism

(E, ∇_E)^{∼=}−→ (D_{dR}(L), ∇_{DdR (L)}) of vector bundles with connections on X_η . Moreover, L is de Rham, and the triple (L ⊗_{Zp} B_{dR} , L ⊗_{Zp} Fil^• B_{dR} ) gives a filtered F -isocrystal structure on (E_Q, φ_{EQ} ) such that α_{cris,L,EQ} ⊗_{Bcris} B_{dR} : (E_Q(B_{dR} ), Fil^• E_Q(B_{dR} )) ∼= (L ⊗_{Zp} B_{dR} , L ⊗_{Zp} Fil^• B_{dR} ) is a filtered isomorphism on X_{η,proét}.

(2) If (E, ∇_E, Fil^• E) is a filtered F -isocrystal structure on (E_Q, φ_{EQ} ) such that α_{cris,L,EQ} ⊗_{Bcris} B_{dR} is a filtered isomorphism, then the isomorphism in (1) becomes a filtered isomorphism

(E, ∇_E, Fil^• E)^{∼=}−→ (D_{dR}(L), ∇_{DdR (L)}, Fil^• D_{dR}(L)).

In particular, such a filtration Fil^• E on E is unique and given by Fil^• D_{dR}(L). (3) In the situation of (2), α_{cris,L,EQ} induces an isomorphism L[p^{−1} ] ∼= Ker ( E_Q(B_{cris} )^{φ=1} → Fil^0(E ⊗_{OXη} OB_{dR} )^{∇=0} ) . Proof. (1) By Proposition 3.45(1), α_{cris,L,EQ} ⊗_{Bcris} OB_{dR} gives an isomorphism

α_{OBdR} : (E ⊗_{OXη} OB_{dR} , ∇_E ⊗ id + id ⊗ ∇_{OBdR} )^{∼=}−→ (L ⊗_{Zp} OB_{dR} , id ⊗ ∇_{OBdR} ) of OB_{dR} -vector bundles with connections. It follows from the projection formula and ν_∗OB_{dR} = O_{Xη,ét} [Sch13, Cor. 6.19] that the pushforward ν_∗ of the above isomorphism gives an isomorphism

α_E : (E, ∇_E)^{∼=}−→ (D_{dR}(L), ∇_{DdR (L)}) of vector bundles with connections on X_η. In particular, rank_{Zp} L = rank_{OXη} D_{dR}(L), and thus L is de Rham. Now consider the isomorphisms of OB_{dR} -vector bundles with integrable connections

(E ⊗_{OXη} OB_{dR} , ∇_E ⊗ id + id ⊗ ∇_{OBdR} )

α_E⊗OB_{dR} ∼=

fflffl^{∼=} α_{OBdR} ,,YYYYYY

YYYYYYY

YYYYYYY

YYYYYY

∼= // (E_Q(B_{dR} ) ⊗_{BdR} OB_{dR} , id ⊗ ∇_{OBdR} )

α_{cris,L,EQ}⊗_{Bcris} OB_{dR} ∼= fflffl (D_{dR}(L) ⊗_{OXη} OB_{dR} , ∇_{DdR(L)} ⊗ id + id ⊗ ∇_{OBdR} )^{αdR,L}_{∼=} // (L ⊗_{Zp} OB_{dR} , id_L ⊗ ∇_{OBdR} ),

where the top horizontal isomorphism is given by Proposition 3.45(1). By construction, this diagram is commutative. Equip E and E_Q(B_{dR} ) with the filtrations induced from Fil^• D_{dR}(L). Then the horizontal maps and α_E ⊗ OB_{dR} in the above commutative diagram are filtered isomorphisms (use Proposition 3.45(2) for the top horizontal map). Hence so is α_{cris,L,EQ} ⊗_{Bcris} OB_{dR} . By taking the horizontal sections, we conclude that α_{cris,L,EQ} ⊗_{Bcris} B_{dR} is a filtered isomorphism on X_{η,proét}.

(2) By the assumption and Proposition 3.45(2), the tensor product filtrations on E ⊗_{OXη} OB_{dR} and L ⊗_{Zp} OB_{dR} coincide under the above isomorphism α_{OBdR} . Using the projection formula and the isomorphisms O_{Xη ,ét}^{∼=}−→ ν_∗ Fil^0 OB_{dR}^{∼=}−→ OB_{dR} and ν_∗ Fil^n OB_{dR} = 0 (n ≥ 1), we see that the map Fil^n E → ν_∗ Fil^n(E ⊗_{OXη} OB_{dR} ) is an isomorphism for each n ∈ Z, which gives the first assertion. The second assertion is obvious.

(3) The assumption and Proposition 3.45 give natural isomorphisms Ker ( E_Q(B_{cris} )^{φ=1} → Fil^0(E ⊗_{OXη} OB_{dR} )^{∇=0} ) ∼ = Ker ( (L ⊗_{Zp} B_{cris} )^{φ=1} → Fil^0(L ⊗_{Zp} OB_{dR} )^{∇=0} ) ∼= L ⊗_{Zp} Ker(B^{φ=1}_{cris} → Fil^0(OB_{dR} )^{∇=0})

∼= L ⊗_{Zp} Ker(B^{φ=1}_{cris} → Fil^0 B_{dR} )= L ⊗_{Zp} Q_p = L[p^{−1} ],

where the last isomorphism follows from the fundamental exact sequence in p-adic Hodge theory (cf. [Bri08, Prop. 6.2.24], [GR24, Lem. 2.22(ii)]). □

Corollary 3.47. Prismatic semistable Z_p-local systems are de Rham. More precisely, for every analytic prismatic F -crystal E� on a semistable p-adic log formal scheme (X, M_X ) over O_K , (1) the Z_p-local system T_X (E�) and the F -isocrystal D_{cris}(E�) are associated; (2) T_X (E�) is de Rham and (D_{cris}(E�), D_{dR}(T_X (E�))) is a filtered F -isocrystal on (X, M_X ).

Proof. (1) is Proposition 3.43, and (2) follows from (1) and Proposition 3.46(1). Recall that a Z_p-local system is called prismatic semistable if it is in the essential image of T_X . □

4. Semistable representations in the CDVR case

In this section, we compare the three different notions of semistable representations in the CDVR case. Together with the purity result in the next section (Theorem 5.1), Theorem 4.1 below will imply that the notion of prismatic semistability in Definition 3.27 agrees with that of being associated in Definition 3.40 for (Corollary 5.2) for Z_p-local systems on the generic fiber of a semistable p-adic log formal scheme.

Let O_{L0} be a Cohen ring whose residue field has a finite p-basis given by {X_1, . . . , X_b}, and write L_0 = O_{L0} [p^{−1}]. We equip O_{L0} with the Frobenius φ: O_{L0} → O_{L0} given by φ(X_i) = X^p_i . Let ^Ω_{OL0} denote the p-adic completion of the Kähler differentials Ω_{OL0 /Z}: note ^Ω_{OL0} ∼= ⨁_b i=1 O_{L0} · d log X_i.

Let L be a finite totally ramified extension of L_0. Fix a uniformizer π_L ∈ O_L, and let E_L[u] ∈ O_{L0} [u] be the monic minimal polynomial for π_L. Set G_L := Gal(L/L). Let Y = Spf(O_L) and equip it with the log structure M_Y associated to the prelog structure N → O_L : n → π^n_L.

In [Mor14], the notion of semistable representations of G_L is given within Fontaine’s framework of admissibility using the period ring OB_{st}, which we recall in §4.1. The following is the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4.1. Let L be a Z_p-local system on the generic fiber Y_η . The following properties are equivalent:

(1) L is semistable in the sense of Definition 3.27;

(2) L is associated to an F -isocrystal on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS} as in Definition 3.40; (3) the Q_p-representation of G_L associated with L is classically semistable (i.e., OB_{st}-admissible).

In particular, the étale realization functor induces an equivalence between the category of prismatic F -crystals on (Spf O_L, M_{Spf OL} )� and the category of lattices in classically semistable representations of G_L.

Proof. Proposition 3.43 shows that (1) implies (2). The implications (2) =⇒ (3) and (3) =⇒ (1) will be given in Propositions 4.2 and 4.8, respectively. □

4.1. Classically semistable representations. We first recall the construction of period rings. They are given in [Bri06] and [Mor14], but we follow the notation of [Sch13].

Let A_{inf} := A_{inf} (O_L); it comes with the surjection θ : A_{inf} → O^∧_L := (O_L)^∧_p . Define B^+_{dR} to be the Ker(θ[p^{−1}])-adic completion of A_{inf} [p^{−1}]. Write OA_{inf} for the (p, Ker θ_L)-adic completion of O_L ⊗_{Zp} A_{inf} , where θ_L : O_L ⊗_{Zp} A_{inf} → O^∧_L. Then θ_L extends to θ_L[p^{−1}]: OA_{inf} [p^{−1}] → O^∧_L[p^{−1}]. Define OB^+_{dR} to be the Ker(θ_L[p^{−1}])-adic completion of OA_{inf} [p^{−1}]. We have t := log[ϵ] ∈ B^+_{dR} ⊂ OB^+_{dR}. Define the de Rham period ring by OB_{dR} := OB^+_{dR}[t^{−1}], which is equipped with a natural G_L-action and decreasing filtration.

For the semistable period ring, consider the O_{L0} -linear extension θ_{L0} : O_{L0} ⊗_{Zp} A_{inf} → O^∧_L of θ, and write OA_{cris} for the p-adically completed PD-envelope of O_{L0} ⊗_{Zp} A_{inf} with respect to Ker θ_{L0} . The natural map OA_{cris} → OB^+_{dR} is injective. Define OB^+_{cris} := OA_{st}[p^{−1}] and OB_{cris} := OB^+_{cris}[t^{−1}] (note t ∈ OA_{cris}). Choose a compatible system p^♭ = (p, p^{1p} , . . .) ∈ O^♭_L of p-power roots of p. Then log([p^♭]/p) ∈ B^+_{dR} is transcendental over OB_{cris}. We define the semistable period ring by OB_{st} := OB_{cris}[log([p^♭]/p)] ⊂ OB_{dR}; it is a polynomial ring over OB_{cris} in log([p^♭]/p) and is equipped with a natural Frobenius and G_L-action extending those on O_{L0} ⊗_{Zp} A_{inf} and satisfying φ(log([p^♭]/p)) = p log([p^♭]/p). Furthermore, the map L ⊗_{L0} OB_{st} → OB_{dR} is injective and compatible with G_L-actions.

Let π^♭_L = (π_{L,0}, π_{L,1}, . . .) (resp. X^♭_i = (X_{i,0}, X_{i,1}, . . .) for i = 1, . . . , b) be the element in O^♭_L given by choosing a compatible system of p-power roots of π_L (resp. X_i). We consider two φ-equivariant embeddings λ_1, λ_2 : L_0 → OB_{st} given by λ_1(X_i) = X_i and λ_2(X_i) = [X^♭_i ]. We have an A_{inf} -linear topologically quasi-nilpotent integrable connection

∇: OB_{st} → OB_{st} ⊗_{λ1,OL0} ^Ω_{OL0}

which is compatible with the universal derivation O_{L0} → ^Ω_{OL0} via λ_1. Let N_u : OB_{st} → OB_{st} be the OB_{cris}-linear derivation given by N_u(log([p^♭]/p)) = 1.

For any finite-dimensional Q_p-representation V of G_L, let

D_{st}(V ) := (OB_{st} ⊗_{Qp} V )^{GL} .

It is equipped with an L_0-semilinear Frobenius φ: D_{st}(V ) → D_{st}(V ), an integrable connection

∇: D_{st}(V ) → D_{st}(V ) ⊗_{OL0} ^Ω_{OL0} , and a derivation N_u : D_{st}(V ) → D_{st}(V ) induced from those on OB_{st}. Furthermore, the embedding L ⊗_{L0} OB_{st} → OB_{dR} induces a decreasing filtration on L ⊗_{L0} D_{st}(V ). By [Mor14], D_{st}(V ) is a finite-dimensional L_0-vector space with dim_{L0} D_{st}(V ) ≤ dim_{Qp} (V ), and the equality holds if and only if the natural map OB_{st} ⊗_{λ1 ,L0} D_{st}(V ) → OB_{st} ⊗_{Qp} V is an isomorphism. We say that V is classically semistable if dim_{L0} D_{st}(V ) = dim_{Qp} (V ).

Consider the φ-compatible embedding S_L → A_{cris}(O_L) given by u → [π^♭_L] and X_i → [X^♭_i ]. Write N_u : S_L → S_L for the O_{L0} -linear derivation given by N_u(u) = u^1, and let ∇: S_L → S_L ⊗_{OL0} ^Ω_{OL0} be the integrable connection given by the universal derivation on O_{L0} , which commutes with N_u.

Proposition 4.2. Let T be a finite free Z_p-representation of G_L, and denote by L the corresponding Z_p-local system on Y_η . Suppose L is associated with an F -isocrystal (E_Q, φ_{EQ} ) on (Y_1, M_{Y1} )_{CRIS} as in Definition 3.40. Then V = T [p^{−1}] is classically semistable, namely, dim_{L0} D_{st}(V ) = dim_{Qp} V .

Proof. Consider the evaluation D := E_Q(S_L) on the ind-object (Y_1, Spf S_L, M_{Spf SL} ), which is a finite projective S_L[p^{−1}]-module equipped with Frobenius φ_D and quasi-nilpotent integrable log connection ∇: D → D ⊗_{SL} ω^1_{(Z,MZ )/Zp} = D · d log u ⊕ b⨁ i=1 D · d log X_i as in Corollary B.29, where Z = Spf O_{L0} ⟨u⟩ with log structure induced from N ∋ 1 → u. Let N_u : D → D (resp. N_{Xi} : D → D for each i = 1, . . . , b) be the derivation given by ∇ composed with the projection to the factor of d log u (resp. d log X_i). Write ∂_{Xi} : D → D for the derivation ∂_{Xi} = X^{−1}_i N_{Xi} .

Let q : S_L → O_{L0} be the projection given by u → 0, and let D := D ⊗_{SL[p}−1_{],q} L_0 equipped with the induced φ, N_u, and N_{Xi} -actions. Since 1 ⊗ φ_D : S_L ⊗_{φ,SL} D → D is an isomorphism, so is the induced map 1 ⊗ φ_D : L_0 ⊗_{φ,L0} D → D. We have N_uφ = pφN_u and N_{Xi} φ = pφN_{Xi} , so N_u and N_{Xi} on D are nilpotent.

1This is different from the convention Nu(u) = −u in [Bre97], but it does not affect anything up to signs.

We first claim that there exists a unique φ-compatible section s: D → D, and such section is compatible with N_u and N_{Xi} ’s. We follow [Kis06, Lem. 1.2.6, Pf.] and [Kim15, Lem. 3.14]: choose a finitely generated S_L-submodule M ⊂ D such that M [p^{−1}] = D, and let M := q(M ) ⊂ D. Then M is an O_{L0} -lattice of D such that M[p^{−1}] = D. Take m_1, m_2 ∈ N such that φ_D (M ) ⊂ p^{−m1} M and (1 ⊗ φ_D)^{−1}(M) ⊂ p^{−m2} (O_{L0} ⊗_{φ,OL0} M) ⊂ L_0 ⊗_{φ,L0} D. Choose any O_{L0} -linear section s_0 : M → M of q. For each n ≥ 0, write φ^{∗n}s_0 := 1 ⊗_φn_{,OL0} s_0 : O_{L0} ⊗_φn_{,OL0} D → S_L ⊗_φn_{,SL} D and

h_{n+1} := (1 ⊗ φ^{n+1}_D ) ∘ (φ^{∗n+1}s_0) ∘ (1 ⊗ φ_D)^{−n−1} − (1 ⊗ φ^n_D ) ∘ (φ^{∗n}s_0) ∘ (1 ⊗ φ_D)^{−n}.

Then h_{n+1}(M) ⊂ p^{−m(n+1)}u^{pn} (M ) where m = m_1+m_2. Since the p-adic norm |p^{−m(n+1)}(⌊p^n/e_L⌋!)|_p where e_L := [L : L_0] goes to 0 as n → ∞, the map s: D → D given by s := s_0 + ∑_∞ n=0 h_n is welldefined. By construction, s is compatible with φ. The induced map 1 ⊗ s: S_L[p^{−1}] ⊗_L D → D is a map of finite projective S_L[p^{−1}]-modules of the same rank. So as in [Moo24, Lem. 4.19, Pf.], we see that 1 ⊗ s is an isomorphism. Furthermore, by a similar argument as in [Kim15, Lem. 3.14, Pf.], s is the unique φ-compatible section and is compatible with N_u and N_{Xi} ’s.

Since E_Q is an isocrystal, we have E_Q(A_{cris}(O_L)) ∼= A_{cris}(O_L) ⊗_{SL} D, and G_L-action on the left hand side is given via this identification by

(4.1) g(a ⊗ x) = g(a) ∑ (j_0 ,...,j_b )∈N^{b+1} γ_{j0} ( log g([π^♭_L]) [π^♭_L] )^b∏ i=1 γ_{ji} ( log g([X^♭_i ]) [X^♭_i ] ) · N^{j0}_u N^{j1}_{X1} · · · N^{jb}_{Xb} (x)

for g ∈ G_L, a ∈ A_{cris}(O_L) and x ∈ D. For any x ∈ s(D), set

x := ∑ (j_0 ,...,j_b )∈N^{b+1} γ_{j0} ( − log

[π^♭_L] π_L )^b∏ i=1 γ_{ji} ( − log

[X^♭_i ] X_i ) · N^{j0}_u N^{j1}_{X1} · · · N^{jb}_{Xb} (x). Note that only finitely many terms in the above sum are non-zero since N_u and N_{Xi} ’s are nilpotent on s(D), and so x is a well-defined element in OB_{st}(O_L) ⊗_{SL} D. We have λ_2(a) · x = λ_1(a) · x ∈ OB_{st}(O_L) ⊗_{SL} D for any a ∈ L_0.

Now, consider the L_0-vector space D := {x | x ∈ s(D)}. Since s is injective, dim_{L0} D = dim_{L0} D. Furthermore, since the G_L-action is given by Equation (4.1), a similar computation as in [Liu07, §7.2] shows that g(x) = x for any g ∈ G_L and x ∈ D. Consider the G_L-equivariant isomorphism

OB_{st}(O_L) ⊗_{SL} D ∼= OB_{st}(O_L) ⊗_{Qp} V

obtained from A_{cris}(O_L)⊗_{SL} D ∼= A_{cris}(O_L)⊗_{Zp} V by the base change along A_{cris}(O_L) → OB_{st}(O_L). We then have D ⊂ (OB_{st}(O_L) ⊗_{Qp} V )^{GL} ,

so dim_{L0} D_{st}(V ) ≥ dim_{L0} D = dim_{Qp} V . □

Remark 4.3. The log crystalline site (Y_1, M_{triv})_{CRIS} for the trivial log structure M_{triv} agrees with the usual big absolute crystalline site on Y_1. With the notation as in the proof of Proposition 4.2, every F -isocrystal on (Y_1, M_{triv})_{CRIS} defines an F -isocrystal on (Y_1, M_{Y1} )_{CRIS} such that the associated N_u : D → D is the zero map. In particular, if L is associated with an F -isocrystal on (Y_1, M_{triv})_{CRIS} in Proposition 4.2, then V is classically crystalline, namely, OB_{cris}-admissible.

4.2. Kisin descent data. Let T be a finite free Z_p-representation of G_L such that V := T [p^{−1}] is classically semistable. In this subsection, we show that the Laurent F -crystal on (Y, M_Y )� corresponding to T extends to a prismatic F -crystal, and so it is semistable in the sense of Definition 3.27. We follow [DLMS24, §4] with suitable modifications.

Let (S_L, (E_L), M_{Spf SL} ) (resp. (S_L, (p), M_{Spf SL} )) be the Breuil–Kisin prism (resp. Breuil prism) in (Y, M_Y )� as before. With fixed choices π^♭_L = (π_{L,0}, π_{L,1}, . . .) and X^♭_i = (X_{i,0}, X_{i,1}, . . .) of p-power roots, let ~L_∞ := ⋃ n≥0 L(π_{L,n}, X_{1,n}, . . . , X_{b,n}) ⊂ L and G_{~L∞} := Gal(L/~L_∞). Write O_{E,L} := S_L[u^{−1}]^∧_p . The φ-equivariant embedding S_L → W (O^♭_L) given by u → [π^♭_L] and X_i → [X^♭_i ] extends uniquely to O_{E,L} → W (L^♭). Let ^O^{ur}_{E,L} ⊂ W (L^♭) be the p-adic completion of the ring of integers of the maximal unramified extension of O_{E,L}[p^{−1}] inside W (L^♭)[p^{−1}].

Without loss of generality, we may assume that the Hodge-Tate weights of T [p^{−1}] lie in [0, r] for some integer r ≥ 1. By [Gao20, Thm. 3.2.3, Lem. 4.2.9] (see [Moo24, §4.3]), we can naturally associate to T an S_L-module M satisfying the following properties:

• M is finite free over S_L;

• M is equipped with a φ-semilinear endomorphism φ_M : M → M with E_L-height ≤ r; • Set M := O_{L0} ⊗_{φ,OL0} M/uM equipped with the induced tensor-product Frobenius. We have a natural isomorphism of L_0-modules M[p^{−1}] ∼= D_{st}(V ) compatible with Frobenii;

• M ⊗_{SL} O_{E,L} is the étale φ-module over O_{E,L} such that ((M ⊗_{SL} O_{E,L}) ⊗_{OE,L} ^O^{ur}_{E,L})^{φ=1} = T |_{G ~L∞} . Consider M := S_L ⊗_{φ,SL} M equipped with the tensor product Frobenius. The projection q : S_L ↠ O_{L0} given by u → 0 induces the projection q : M ↠ M compatible with φ. By [DLMS24, Lem. 4.2], q admits a unique φ-compatible section s: M[p^{−1}] → M [p^{−1}], and 1 ⊗ s: S_L[p^{−1}] ⊗_{L0} M[p^{−1}] → M [p^{−1}] is an isomorphism. Set D := S_L[p^{−1}] ⊗_{L0} M[p^{−1}] ∼= S_L[p^{−1}] ⊗_{L0} D_{st}(V ).

Then φ, N_u, and ∇ on D_{st}(V ) naturally extend to D by the tensor product of corresponding structures on S_L. We remark that [DLMS24, §4.3] studies the crystalline case, in which we have an extra condition that N_u = 0 on D_{st}(V ), so N_u on D in loc. cit. is defined as N_u = N_{u,SL} + 1.

For each integer i ≥ 0, let Fil^iS_L be the PD-filtration of S_L. Define a decreasing filtration on D by setting Fil^0D = D and inductively for i ≥ 1 Fil^iD = {x ∈ D | N_u(x) ∈ Fil^{i−1}D, q_{πL} (x) ∈ Fil^i(L ⊗_{L0} D_{st}(V ))} where q_π : D → L ⊗_{L0} D_{st}(V ) is the projection induced by u → π_L. The following fact is shown in [Moo24].

Lemma 4.4 ([Moo24, Lem. 4.2]). The connection ∇ on D satisfies Griffiths transversality:

∇(Fil^{i+1}D) ⊂ Fil^iD ⊗_{OL0} ^Ω_{OL0} .

Using the φ-compatible isomorphism D ∼= M [p^{−1}], we consider another decreasing filtration on D given by F^iM [p^{−1}] = {x ∈ M [p^{−1}] | (1 ⊗ φ_M)(x) ∈ Fil^iS_L[p^{−1}] ⊗_{SL} M}.

Lemma 4.5. Fil^iD = F^iM [p^{−1}].

Proof. As in [DLMS24, Lem. 4.15, Pf.], we can reduce the general case to the perfect residue case, which is treated in [Liu08, Cor. 3.2.3, Pf.]. □

Now we construct the Kisin descent datum associated with T : for i = 1, . . . , b, let N_{Xi} : D → D be the derivation given as the composite ∇: D^∇−→ D ⊗_{OL0} ^Ω_{OL0} = b⨁ i=1 D · d log X_i^{pri}−−→ D.

Define f_{SL} : S^{(1)}_L ⊗_p1_{,SL} D → S^{(1)}_L ⊗_p1_{2,SL} D by

(4.2) f_{SL} (x) = ∑ (j_0 ,...,j_b)∈N^{b+1} γ_{j0} ( log p^1_2(u) p^1(u) )^n∏ i=1 γ_{ji} ( log p^1_2(X_i) p^1(X_i) ) · N^{j0}_u N^{j1}_{X1} · · · N^{jb}_{Xb} (x). Here the sum converges since N_u and N_{Xi} ’s are nilpotent on D_{st}(V ). By a standard computation, f_{SL} is a φ-compatible isomorphism of S^{(1)}_L [p^{−1}]-modules satisfying the cocycle condition over S^{(2)}_L [p^{−1}]. Furthermore, f_{SL} is compatible with filtrations by Lemma 4.4. Proposition 4.6. There exists a unique isomorphism f : S^{(1)}_L [p^{−1}] ⊗_p1_{,SL} M^{∼=}→ S^{(1)}_L [p^{−1}] ⊗_p1_{2,SL} M

of S^{(1)}_L -modules satisfying the cocycle condition over S^{(2)}_L such that id_S(1)_L ⊗_{φ,S}(1)_L f = f_{SL} .

Proof. Given Lemmas 2.20(3), 2.23 and 4.5, this follows from the same argument as in the proof of [DLMS24, Lem. 4.5, Prop. 4.6, 4.9]. □ Let (M, φ_M, f_{ét}) be the triple associated with the G_L-representation T via Theorem 3.14 and Lemma 3.22. Note that O_{E,L} ⊗_{SL} M ∼= M as étale φ-modules over O_{E,L} since ((M⊗_{SL} O_{E,L})⊗_{OE,L} ^Our_{E,L})φ=1 = T |_{G ~L∞} . So f_{ét} corresponds to a S^{(1)}_L -linear isomorphism

f_{ét} : S^{(1)}_L [E^{−1}_L ]^∧_p ⊗_p1_{,SL} M^{∼=}→ S^{(1)}_L [E^{−1}_L ]^∧_p ⊗_p1_{2,SL} M

compatible with Frobenii and satisfying the cocycle condition over S^{(2)}_L [E^{−1}_L ]^∧_p .

Proposition 4.7. As maps of S^{(1)}_L [E^{−1}_L ]^∧_p [p^{−1}]-modules, we have f_{ét}[p^{−1}] = id_S(1)_{L [E}−1_{L ]∧p [p−1]} ⊗_S(1)_{L [p−1]} f.

Proof. We follow [DLMS24, Prop. 4.33, Pf.]. By [DLMS24, Prop. 4.34], there exists a S_L-submodule N ⊂ M stable under φ_M such that N is free over S_L of E_L-height ≤ r satisfying N[p^{−1}] = M[p^{−1}] and f induces an isomorphism of S^{(1)}_L -modules

f : S^{(1)}_L ⊗_p1_{,SL} N^{∼=}→ S^{(1)}_L ⊗_p1_{2,SL} N.

So N := O_{E,L} ⊗_{SL} N is a finite free étale φ-module over O_{E,L}, and f induces an isomorphism

f : S^{(1)}_L [E^{−1}_L ]^∧_p ⊗_p1_{,OE,L} N^{∼=}→ S^{(1)}_L [E^{−1}_L ]^∧_p ⊗_p1_{2,OE,L} N

compatible with Frobenii and satisfying the cocycle condition over S^{(2)}_L [E^{−1}_L ]^∧_p . By Theorem 3.14 and Lemma 3.22, this corresponds to a finite free Z_p-representation T^′ of G_L, and T^′ is determined by the G_L-action on W (O^♭_L[(π^♭_L)^{−1}]) ⊗_{OE,L} N . Furthermore, since N has a finite E_L-height, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.26 leads to the identification A_{inf} (O_L)[p^{−1}, μ^{−1}] ⊗_{SL} N = A_{inf} (O_L)[p^{−1}, μ^{−1}] ⊗_{Qp} T^′[p^{−1}].

Here, the map S_L → A_{inf} (O_L) is given by u → [π^♭_L] and X_i → [X^♭_i ]. It suffices to show that T^′[p^{−1}] = V as representations of G_L.

Consider the map of log prisms (S_L, (p), M_{Spf(SL)}) → (A_{cris}(O_L), (p), M_{Spf(Acris (OL))}) in (Y, M_Y )� given by u → [π^♭_L] and X_i → [X^♭_i ] as in §4.1. Note that D = S_L[p^{−1}] ⊗_{φ,SL} M. By the construction of the descent datum f from f_{SL} in Equation (4.2), the G_L-action on A_{cris}(O_L))[p^{−1}] ⊗_{φ,SL} N = A_{cris}(O_L)) ⊗_{SL} D is given by Equation (4.1). On the other hand, by [Moo24, §4.1], we have a natural G_L-equivariant isomorphism V ∼= Fil^0(A_{cris}(O_L)) ⊗_{SL} D)^{φ=1} where the right hand side is equipped with the G_L-action via Equation (4.1). Note that the relevant functors in [Moo24] are contravariant, and it is straightforward to check that the result also hold for the covariant version by the same argument. Thus, we have T^′[p^{−1}] = V as representations of G_L. □ Proposition 4.8. The Laurent F -crystal on (Y, M_Y )� corresponding to T via Theorem 3.14 extends to a prismatic F -crystal.

Proof. We have S^{(1)}_L [p^{−1}] ∩ S^{(1)}_L [E^{−1}_L ]^∧_p = S^{(1)}_L by Lemma 2.17. So by Proposition 4.7, we obtain from f and f_{ét} a S^{(1)}_L -linear isomorphism

S^{(1)}_L ⊗_p1_{,SL} M^{∼=}→ S^{(1)}_L ⊗_p1_{2,SL} M

compatible with Frobenii and satisfying the cocycle condition over S^{(2)}_L . By Lemma 3.8, this gives a prismatic F -crystal extending the Laurent F -crystal associated with T . □

5. Purity for logarithmic prismatic F -crystals

5.1. Statement and applications. Let (X, M_X ) be a semistable p-adic log formal scheme over O_K . Let {ξ_1, . . . , ξ_m} ⊂ X be the set of the generic points of all the irreducible components of X. For each such point ξ_j , the p-adic completion O^∧_{X,ξj} of the local ring O_{X,ξj} is a complete discrete valuation ring with π a uniformizer. Set Δ_j := Spf O^∧_{X,ξj} and equip it with the pullback log structure M_{Δj} from M_X . Note that M_{Δj} is associated to the prelog structure N ∋ 1 → π ∈ O^∧_{X,ξj} . The morphism f_j : (Δ_j , M_{Δj} ) → (X, M_X ) induces a morphism of topoi (f_j )� : Sh(X, M_X )� → Sh(Δ_j , M_{Δj} )�.

In this section, we prove the following purity result:

Theorem 5.1 (Prismatic purity). A Laurent F -crystal E on (X, M_X )� extends to an analytic prismatic F -crystal on (X, M_X ) if and only if (f_j )^{−1}� E extends to an analytic prismatic F -crystal on (Δ_j , M_{Δj} ) for each 1 ≤ j ≤ m.

Let us first explain the applications; the if-part of the purity theorem is proved in the next subsection.

Corollary 5.2. Let L be a Z_p-local system on X_η. Then L is semistable in the sense of Definition 3.27 if and only if it is associated to an F -isocrystal on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS} as in Definition 3.40.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.43, Theorems 4.1 and 5.1. □

In fact, the above conditions are also equivalent to being semistable point-wise on X_η and thus independent of the choice of the semistable model X. To explain this, let us recall the following definition in [BH22].

Definition 5.3 ([BH22, Def. 2.5]). Let X be an adic space that is topologically of finite type over K. A rank-1 point x ∈ X is called weakly Shilov if there is an open affinoid subset Spa(A, A^∘) ⊂ X containing x such that the image of x under the specialization map sp_A∘ : |Spa(A, A^∘)| → |Spec((A^∘/πA^∘)_{red})| is a generic point.

Remark 5.4. For any affine open U = Spf(R) of X containing ξ_j as in the beginning of this section, the map Δ_j → U defines a continuous valuation of R[p^{−1}]. Moreover, by [BH22, Prop. 2.2], this valuation defines the unique rank-1 point of Spa(R[p^{−1}], R) mapping to ξ_j under sp_R. The rank-1 points of X_η corresponding to {ξ_1, . . . , ξ_m} are called X-Shilov points.

Corollary 5.5. Let X be a semistable formal scheme, and let L be a Z_p-local system on X_η . Then the following properties are equivalent:

(1) L is semistable in the sense of Definition 3.27;

(2) x^∗L is a semistable representation of G_{κ(x)} for all rank-1 points x of X_η ; (3) x^∗L is a semistable representation of G_{κ(x)} for all rank-1 weakly Shilov points x of X_η ; (4) x^∗L is a semistable representation of G_{κ(x)} for all X-Shilov points x of X_η .

In particular, L being semistable is independent of the choice of semistable integral models X.

Proof. The implications (2) =⇒ (3) =⇒ (4) are obvious. By Proposition 3.20 and Theorem 4.1, (1) implies (2). Finally, (1) follows from (4) by Theorems 4.1 and 5.1. □

Remark 5.6. Suppose that (X, M_X ) is small affine and write X = Spf R. By fixing a lift ~R of R over W [[u]], Andreatta and Iovita construct the period ring B^{cris}_{log} ( ~R) and define the notion of semistable representations of G_R via B^{cris}_{log} ( ~R)-admissibility, that is, representations that satisfy the equivalent conditions in [AI12, Prop. 3.60]. For a Z_p-local system L on X_η that is semistable in the sense of Definition 3.27, then by (1) in Remark 3.42 and the fact that there is a G_R-equivariant map from B_{cris}(R) to B^{cris}_{log} ( ~R), L is B^{cris}_{log} ( ~R)-admissible. Conversely, if L is B^{cris}_{log} ( ~R)-admissible, then its pullback at every X-Shilov point is semistable (we remark that [AI12, Prop. 3.62(i)] and its proof contain an error, but an analogue of Theorem 4.1 holds for their B^{cris}_{log} ( ~R)-admissibility). It follows from Corollary 5.5 that L is semistable in the sense of Definition 3.27.

5.2. Proof of Theorem 5.1. To prove the if-part of Theorem 5.1, we may assume that (X, M_X ) = (Spf R, M_{Spf R}) is small affine by Proposition 3.21. Furthermore, we may assume that R admits a framing □: R^0 = O_K ⟨T_1, . . . , T_m, T^{±1}_{m+1}, . . . , T^{±1}_d ⟩/(T_1 · · · T_m − π) → R, which induces a bijection between the Shilov points. For each j = 1, . . . , m, let R → O_{Lj} be the map corresponding to the Shilov point x_j of X_η as in § 2.4.

Let (E , φ_E ) be a Laurent F -crystal on (X, M_X )�, and let (M, φ_M, f_{ét}) be the triple corresponding to (E , φ_E ) by Lemma 3.22. For each 1 ≤ j ≤ m, suppose that the pullback E_j of E along Spf O_{Lj} → Spf R extends to a prismatic F -crystal E�_{,Lj} on (Spf O_{Lj} , M_{Spf OLj} )�. We are going to show that E extends to an analytic prismatic F -crystal on (X, M_X )� by constructing a Kisin descent datum (M, φ_M, f) in Definition 3.7.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that each E�_{,Lj} is effective. Let

(M_{Lj} , φ_{MLj} , f_{Lj} ) ∈ DD^{vb}_{SLj}

be the Kisin descent datum corresponding to E�_{,Lj} via Lemma 3.8. Note that

S_{Lj} [E^{−1}]^∧_p ⊗_{SLj} M_{Lj} = S_{Lj} [E^{−1}]^∧_p ⊗_{OE} M compatibly with Frobenii, and id_S(1)_{Lj [E−1]∧p} ⊗_S(1)_{[E}−1_]∧_p f_{ét} = id_S(1)_{Lj [E−1]∧p} ⊗_S(1)_{Lj} f_{Lj} as maps of

S^{(1)}_{Lj} [E^{−1}]^∧_p -modules. Choose a positive integer r such that M_{Lj} has E-height ≤ r for all j = 1, . . . , m. Consider the S-module M := m⋂ j=1 (M ∩ M_{Lj} )

equipped with the induced Frobenius endomorphism φ_M. Note that M is p-adically complete since M and M_{Lj} are p-adically complete.

Proposition 5.7. The S-module M with Frobenius has E-height ≤ r.

Proof. The map 1 ⊗ φ: φ^∗M → M is injective since 1 ⊗ φ: φ^∗M → M is an isomorphism. Let z ∈ M. There exists a unique element w ∈ φ^∗M ∼= S ⊗_{φ,S} M such that (1 ⊗ φ)(w) = E(u)^rz. For each 1 ≤ j ≤ m, since M_{Lj} has E-height ≤ r, there exists a unique element w_j ∈ S_{Lj} ⊗_{φ,SLj} M_{Lj} such that (1 ⊗ φ)(w_j ) = E(u)^rz.

Note that S/pS has a p-basis given by {T_1, . . . , T_d}, which also gives a p-basis for S_{Lj} /pS_{Lj} . Thus, we have a natural isomorphism S_{Lj} ⊗_{φ,SLj} M_{Lj} ∼= S ⊗_{φ,S} M_{Lj} . Since φ: S → S is flat, we have w = w_j and w ∈ S ⊗_{φ,S} m⋂ j=1 (M ∩ M_{Lj} ) = φ^∗M

by uniqueness and Lemma 2.27(1). □

For each n ≥ 1, set S_n := S/p^nS, S_{Lj ,n} := S_{Lj} /p^nS_{Lj} , M_n := M/p^nM, and M_{Lj ,n} := M_{Lj} /p^nM_{Lj} . Consider the S_n-module

M_{(n)} := m⋂ j=1 (M_n ∩ M_{Lj ,n}) equipped with the induced φ.

Lemma 5.8. The module M_{(n)} is finitely generated over S_n.

Proof. Let l be the Z_p-rank of L. Then M_n is projective over S_n[u^{−1}] of rank l, so there exists a non-zero divisor g ∈ S_n such that M_n[g^{−1}] is free of rank l over S_n[u^{−1}][g^{−1}]. Choose a basis {e_1, . . . , e_l} of M_n[g^{−1}] over S_n[u^{−1}][g^{−1}] such that the S_n-submodule N of M_n[g^{−1}] generated by e_1, . . . , e_l satisfies M_n ⊂ N[u^{−1}] as S_n[u^{−1}]-modules. It suffices to show M_{(n)} ⊂^1_{(ug)h} · N as S_n-modules for some h ∈ N.

For 1 ≤ j ≤ m, let {f_{j1}, . . . , f_{jl}} be a basis of M_{Lj ,n} over S_{Lj ,n}. Then (e_1, . . . , e_l)^t = A_j · (f_{j1}, . . . , f_{jl})^t for some invertible matrix A_j with entries in S_{Lj ,n}[u^{−1}][g^{−1}]. Let x = b_1e_1 + · · · + b_le_l ∈ N[u^{−1}] with b_1, . . . , b_l ∈ S_n[u^{−1}]. We have x ∈ M_{Lj ,n} if and only if (b_1, . . . , b_l) = (c_{j1}, . . . , c_{jl})A^{−1}_j for some c_{j1}, . . . , c_{jl} ∈ S_{Lj ,n}. Thus, by Lemma 2.24, m⋂ j=1 (N[u^{−1}] ∩ M_{Lj ,n}) ⊂ 1 (ug)^h · N as S_n-modules for any integer h such that (ug)^hA^{−1}_j has entries in S_{Lj ,n}. □ Proposition 5.9. The S-module M is finitely generated and satisfies M[p^{−1}] ∩ M[E^{−1}]^∧_p = M.

Proof. Consider the first statement. Since M is p-adically complete, it suffices to show that M/pM is finitely generated over S. For 1 ≤ j ≤ m, we have pM ∩ M_{Lj} ⊂ p(M_{Lj} [u^{−1}]^∧_p ) ∩ M_{Lj} = pM_{Lj} , since p(S_{Lj} [u^{−1}]^∧_p ) ∩ S_{Lj} = pS_{Lj} and M_{Lj} is flat over S_{Lj} . Thus, pM ∩ M = m⋂ j=1 (pM ∩ M_{Lj} ) = m⋂ j=1 (pM ∩ pM_{Lj} ) = pM, where the last equality follows from the fact that M_{Lj} [u^{−1}]^∧_p is p-torsion free. So the natural map M/pM → M/pM is injective. This map factors through the natural map M/pM → ⋂_m j=1(M/pM) ∩ (M_{Lj} /pM_{Lj} ), which therefore is injective. Thus, M is finitely generated over S by Lemma 5.8.

For the second statement, note M[p^{−1}] ∩ M[E^{−1}] ⊂ M[p^{−1}] ∩ M[E^{−1}] = M and M[p^{−1}] ∩ M[E^{−1}] ⊂ M_{Lj} [p^{−1}] ∩ M_{Lj} [E^{−1}] = M_{Lj} for each j = 1, . . . , m. Hence,

M[p^{−1}] ∩ M[E^{−1}] ⊂ m⋂ j=1 (M ∩ M_{Lj} ) = M.

By [DLMS24, Rem. 3.15(i)], this implies M[p^{−1}] ∩ M[E^{−1}]^∧_p = M. □ Lemma 5.10. The natural map M → lim←−_n M_{(n)} is an isomorphism.

Proof. Similarly as in the proof of Proposition 5.9, we see that the map M/p^nM → M_{(n)} is injective for each n ≥ 1. Thus, the assertion follows from the same argument as in [DLMS24, Lem. 4.22, Pf.]. □ Lemma 5.11. We have natural isomorphisms O_E ⊗_S M_{(n)} ∼= M_n and S_{Lj} ⊗_S M_{(n)} ∼= M_{Lj ,n} for j = 1, . . . , m. Furthermore, M_{(n)} has E-height ≤ r. Proof. The first isomorphism is given by

O_E ⊗_S M_{(n)} ∼= M_{(n)}[u^{−1}] ∼= m⋂ i=1 (M_n ∩ M_{Li,n}[u^{−1}]) = M_n.

For the second isomorphism, note that u = T_1 · · · T_m is invertible in S_{Li} ⊗_S S_{Lj} /(p^n) if i ≠ j. So for any i = 2, . . . , m, we have natural isomorphisms S_{L1} ⊗_S M_{Li,n} ∼= (S_{L1} ⊗_S S_{Li} ) ⊗_S M_n ∼= S_{Li} ⊗_S M_{L1,n}.

Since S → S_{L1} is flat and M_{L1} is free over S_{L1} , we deduce

S_{L1} ⊗_S M_{(n)} ∼= m⋂ i=1 (S_n[u^{−1}] ∩ S_{Li,n}) ⊗_{Sn} M_{L1,n} ∼= M_{L1,n}

by Lemmas 2.24 and 2.27(1). A similar argument yields the second isomorphism for any 1 ≤ j ≤ m.

Lastly, M_{(n)} has E-height ≤ r essentially by the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 5.7. □ Let A_n denote the set of S-submodules N of M_{(n)} which are stable under φ, have E-height ≤ r, and satisfy N[u^{−1}] = M_n. Consider M^∘_{(n)} := ⋂ N∈A_n N ⊂ M_{(n)}.

For any positive integers n^′ > n, let q_n′_{,n} : M_{(n}′_) → M_{(n)} denote the restriction of the reductionmodulo-p^n map M_n′ → M_n.

Lemma 5.12. We have M^∘_{(n)} ∈ A_n and M^∘_{(n)} ⊂ q_{n+1,n}(M^∘_{(n+1)}).

Proof. This follows from the same argument as in [DLMS24, Lem. 4.25, Pf.]. □ Proposition 5.13. The natural maps O_E ⊗_S M → M and S_{Lj} ⊗_S M → M_{Lj} for 1 ≤ j ≤ m are isomorphisms.

Proof. Given Lemma 5.12 and Proposition 5.7, this follows from essentially the same argument as in the proof of [DLMS24, Prop. 4.26]. □ Proposition 5.14. The module M[p^{−1}] is projective over S[p^{−1}].

Proof. Note that S is a regular ring. Let n ⊂ S be any maximal ideal. We have p ∈ n ∖ n^2, and u = T_1 · · · T_m ∈ n. Denote by S^∧_n the n-adic completion of S_n and equip M_n := S^∧_n ⊗_S M with the tensor product Frobenius. By the same argument as in the last two paragraphs of [DLMS24, Prop. 4.13, Pf.], it suffices to show that M_n[p^{−1}] is projective over S^∧_n [p^{−1}].

Suppose first that there exists precisely one i ∈ {1, . . . , m} such that T_i ∈ n. Then u /∈ n^2, and {p, u} can be extended to a minimal set of generators of n. So S^∧_n ∼= W (κ_n)[[s_1, . . . , s_{d−1}]][[u]] for some s_1, . . . , s_{d−1} ∈ n and a finite extension κ_n of k. The Frobenius endomorphism on S naturally extends to that on S^∧_n , and W (κ_n) ⊂ S^∧_n ∼= W (κ_n)[[s_1, . . . , s_{d−1}]][[u]] is stable under φ_S∧_n by the universal property of p-typical Witt vectors. Furthermore, we can choose s_1, . . . , s_{d−1} such that W (κ_n)[[s_1, . . . , s_{d−1}]] ⊂ W (κ_n)[[s_1, . . . , s_{d−1}]][[u]] is stable under φ_S∧_n : first prove this directly for S_R0 by writing S^∧_n of the form (W (k)⟨T_1, . . . , T^{±1}_d ⟩[[T_i]])^∧_n′ and then use the fact that S_R0 → S is an étale map of the same dimension d + 1. By Proposition 5.7 and [DLMS24, Lem. 4.11, 4.12], M_n[p^{−1}] is projective over S^∧_n [p^{−1}].

Next we deal with the remaining case. Without loss of generality, we may assume T_1, . . . , T_a ∈ n and T_{a+1}, . . . , T_m /∈ n for some 2 ≤ a ≤ m. Then T_1, . . . , T_a ∈ n ∖ n^2, and {p, T_1, . . . , T_a} can be extended to a minimal set of generators of n. Thus, S^∧_n ∼= W (κ_n)[[s_1, . . . , s_{d−a}]][[T_1, . . . , T_a]] for some s_1, . . . , s_{d−a} ∈ n and a finite extension κ_n of k. Similarly as above, W (κ_n) ⊂ S^∧_n ∼= W (κ_n)[[s_1, . . . , s_{d−a}]][[T_1, . . . , T_a]] is stable under φ_S∧_n , and we can choose s_1, . . . s_{d−a} such that W (κ_n)[[s_1, . . . , s_{d−a}]] ⊂ W (κ_n)[[s_1, . . . , s_{d−a}]][[T_1, . . . , T_a]] is stable under φ_S∧_n . By [DLMS24, Lem. 4.11], we may assume that φ_S∧_n (s_i) has zero constant term for each i = 1, . . . , d − a.

Let J be the non-zero Fitting ideal of M_n of the smallest index, and suppose JS^∧_n [p^{−1}] ≠ S^∧_n [p^{−1}]. Since Fitting ideals are compatible under base change, Proposition 5.7 gives (5.1) JS^∧_n [E(u)^{−1}] = φ_S∧_n (J)S^∧_n [E(u)^{−1}], and so (5.2) (S^∧_n /J)[E(u)^{−1}] = (S^∧_n /φ_S∧_n (J))[E(u)^{−1}].

Write K_1 = W (κ_n)[p^{−1}] and let |·| denote the p-adic norm with |p| = p^{−1}. Consider the rigid analytic open unit ball B in coordinates (s_1, . . . , s_{d−a}, T_1, . . . , T_a): the set of K_1-valued points of B is given by {(s_1, . . . , s_{d−a}, T_1, . . . , T_a) ∈ K_1^d | 0 ≤ |s_1|, . . . , |s_{d−a}|, |T_1|, . . . , |T_a| < 1}. We have a natural map S^∧_n [p^{−1}] → O_B (B) whose image is dense, and a functorial bijection between the set of maximal ideals of S^∧_n [p^{−1}] and the points of B by [DJ95, Lem. 7.1.9]. The Frobenius φ_S∧_n on S^∧_n induces an endomorphism on B. Set V_{|π|} := {(x_1, . . . , x_{d−a}, y_1, . . . , y_a) ∈ R^d | 0 ≤ x_i, y_j < 1, y_1 · · · y_a = |π|}. Consider the K_1-valued points in Spec(S^∧_n [p^{−1}]/J), and let Z = {(|s_1|, . . . , |s_{d−a}|, |T_1|, . . . , |T_a|)} be the set of corresponding d-tuple norms. Write Z^′ := {(|s_1|, . . . , |s_{d−a}|, |T_1|, . . . , |T_a|) ∈ R^d | 0 ≤ |s_i|, |T_j | < 1, (|φ_S∧_n (s_i)|, |T_j |^p) ∈ Z}. By (5.2), we have Z − V_{|π|} = Z^′ − V_{|π|}. Furthermore, for s_i, s^′_i ∈ K (1 ≤ i ≤ d − a) with 0 ≤ |s_i|, |s^′_i| < 1 and φ_S∧_n (s_i) = s^′_i, we have max 1≤i≤d−a {|s^′_i|} ≤ max 1≤i≤d−a {|s_i|^p, p^{−1}|s_i|} since φ_S∧_n (s_i) has zero constant term.

Now, observe |u| = |T_1 · · · T_a| since |T_i| = 1 for any a+1 ≤ i ≤ m. Thus, using Z −V_{|π|} = Z^′ −V_{|π|} and the above inequality, we deduce from the same argument as in [DLMS24, Lem. 4.12, Pf.] that Z contains a point with |T_1 · · · T_a| < |π| and thus (0, . . . , 0) ∈ Z, i.e., JS^∧_n [p^{−1}] ⊂ (s_1, . . . , s_{d−a}, T_1, . . . , T_a)S^∧_n [p^{−1}].

We claim JS^∧_n [p^{−1}] ⊂ IS^∧_n [p^{−1}] for I = (s_1, . . . , s_{d−a}). To see this, consider the φ-equivariant projection S^∧_n → S_1 := S^∧_n /I ∼= W (κ_n)[[T_1, . . . , T_a]], and let J_1 ⊂ S_1 be the image of J. Note J_1S_1[p^{−1}] ⊂ (T_1, . . . , T_a)S_1[p^{−1}]. By (5.1), we have E(u)^sJ_1S_1[p^{−1}] ⊂ (T^p_1 , . . . , T^p_a )S_1[p^{−1}] for some s ≥ 0. Since S_1[p^{−1}]/(T^p_1 , . . . , T^p_a ) is E(u)-torsion free, we obtain J_1S_1[p^{−1}] ⊂ (T^p_1 , . . . , T^p_a )S_1[p^{−1}].

By repeating a similar argument, we deduce J_1S_1[p^{−1}] ⊂ (T^{pm}_1 , . . . , T^{pm}_a )S_1[p^{−1}] for each m ≥ 1. Since S_1[p^{−1}] is (T_1, . . . , T_a)-adically separated, we get J_1 = (0), i.e., JS^∧_n [p^{−1}] ⊂ IS^∧_n [p^{−1}].

Finally, consider the φ-equivariant map W (κ_n)[[T_1, . . . , T_a]] → W (κ^′)[[T_1]] = W (κ^′)[[u]] where κ^′ := Frac(κ_n[[T_2, . . . , T_a]])^{perf} , induced by the natural map κ_n[[T_2, . . . , T_a]] → κ^′ (note a ≥ 2). This induces a φ-equivariant map S^∧_n → S^′ := W (κ^′)[[s_1, . . . , s_{d−a}]][[u]]. Note JS^′[p^{−1}] ≠ 0, S^′[p^{−1}]. Since JS^′[p^{−1}] is a Fitting ideal of S^′[p^{−1}] ⊗_S∧_n M_n, this contradicts the proof of [DLMS24, Lem. 4.12] applied to S^′. □

Now, by the Beauville–Laszlo theorem and Propositions 5.9, 5.13 and 5.14,M[E^{−1}] is projective over S[E^{−1}]. Furthermore, by a similar argument as in [DLMS24, Lem. 4.10, Pf.] using Corollary 2.26 and Proposition 5.9, we obtain from f_{ét} and f_{Lj} ’s an isomorphism of S^{(1)}-modules

f : S^{(1)} ⊗_p1_{,S} M^{∼=}−→ S^{(1)} ⊗_p1_{2,S} M

compatible with Frobenii and satisfying the cocycle condition over S^{(2)}. Hence, (M, φ_M, f) ∈ DD_S, which by Lemma 3.8 gives an analytic prismatic F -crystal over (X, M_X )� extending E . This completes the proof of Theorem 5.1.

Appendix A. Complements on log formal schemes

We follow [FK18, Chap. I] for generalities on formal schemes. Let X be an adic formal scheme of finite type: it is a formal scheme that is Zariski locally written of the form Spf A for a complete topological ring A with I-adic topology for a finitely generated ideal I ⊂ A. For simplicity, we assume that X admits an ideal of definition I of finite type. For n ≥ 1, let X_n denote the scheme (|X|, O_X /I^nO_X ). So X = lim−→_n X_n in the category of formal schemes.

The formal scheme X admits the small étale site X_{ét} and the morphism of sites i_n : X_{n,ét} → X_{ét} (which is an equivalence). Write the structure sheaf O_{Xét} (resp. O_{Xn ,ét}) for O_X (resp. O_{Xn} ) by abuse of notation. By [FK18, Lem. I.6.2.11], O_X^{∼=}−→ lim←−_n i_{n,∗}O_{Xn} .

For the convenience of the reader, we recall several definitions about log formal schemes. See [Kat89, Ogu18] for log schemes and [Shi00, §2] for p-adic log formal schemes.

Let M_X be a log structure on X. A chart of M_X is a monoid homomorphism M → Γ(X, M_X ) which induces an isomorphism M^{a ∼=}−→ M_X , where M is the constant sheaf of monoids on X_{ét} defined by M and M^a is the associated log structure (cf. [Shi00, Def. 2.1.2]); for a property P of monoids, if M satisfies P , we say that the chart satisfies P . We say that M_X is quasi-coherent (resp. coherent) if it admits a chart (resp. a finitely generated chart) étale locally.

Recall that a monoid Q is called integral if q, q^′, q^{′′} ∈ Q and q + q^′ = q + q^{′′} implies q^′ = q^{′′}; Q is saturated if it is integral and if q ∈ Q^{gp} with nq ∈ Q for some n ≥ 1 implies q ∈ Q, where Q^{gp} denotes the group associated to Q. A log structure M_X on X is called integral (resp. saturated) if it is a sheaf of integral (resp. saturated) monoids, or equivalently, M_{X,x} is integral (resp. saturated) for every geometric point x (by a formal scheme version of [Ogu18, Prop. II.2.1.3]). We say that M_X is fine if it is integral and coherent; M_X is called fs if it is fine and saturated. Note that M_X is fine (resp. fs) if and only if it admits a fine (resp. fs) chart étale locally (cf. [Ogu18, Cor. II.2.3.6]).

A chart of a morphism of log formal schemes f : (X^′, M_X ′ ) → (X, M_X ) is a monoid homomorphism θ : Q → Q^′ together with a commutative diagram

(A.1) Q^{′ β′} // Γ(X^′, M_X ′ )

Q^β // θ OO

Γ(X, M_X ), f^♭ OO

where the horizontal maps are charts. A chart exists étale locally if M_X and M_X ′ are both coherent (cf. [Ogu18, Prop. II.2.4.2]). When Q and Q^′ are both saturated (resp. fine, resp. fs), we call the chart (A.1) saturated (resp. fine, resp. fs), which appears in Definition 2.3.

Lemma A.1. Let f : (X^′, M_X ′ ) → (X, M_X ) be a morphism of p-adic log formal schemes. Assume that M_X admits a finite free chart étale locally and M_X ′ admits a saturated chart étale locally. Then f admits a saturated chart of the form (A.1) with Q being finite free étale locally.

Proof. Since the assertion is of étale local nature, we may assume by shrinking X and X^′ that there exist charts β : Q → Γ(X, M_X ) and α : P → Γ(X^′, M_X ′ ) such that Q is finite free with basis e_1, . . . , e_d for some d ≥ 0 and such that P is saturated. Consider f^♭(β(e_i)) ∈ Γ(X^′, M_X ′ ). By localizing X^′ (around each geometric point), we may further assume that for each i, there exist q^′_i ∈ P and u^′_i ∈ Γ(X^′, O^×_X ′ ) such that f^♭(β(e_i)) = α(q^′_i)u^′_i in Γ(X^′, M_X ′ ). Observe that β^′ : Q^′ := P ⊕ Γ(X^′, O^×_X ′ ) → Γ(X^′, M_X ′ ) is a saturated chart of M^′_X . Define a monoid homomorphism θ : Q → Q^′ by θ(e_i) = (q^′_i, u^′_i). Now the triple (θ, β, β^′) forms a commutative diagram of the form (A.1) and gives a saturated chart for f. □

Proposition A.2. Let M_X be a log structure on X and write M_{Xn} for the log structure on X_n attached to the prelog structure i^{−1}_n M_X → O_{Xn} . The maps M_X → lim←− n i_{n,∗}M_{Xn} and Γ(X, M_X ) → lim←− n Γ(X_n, M_{Xn} )

are isomorphisms.

Proof. Consider the short exact sequence of monoid sheaves

1 → O^×_X → M_X → M_X → 1 and 1 → O^×_{Xn} → M_{Xn} → M_{Xn} → 1,

where M_X := M_X /O^×_X and M_{Xn} := M_{Xn} /O^×_{Xn} . By (a formal scheme version of) [Ogu18, Rem. III.1.1.6], we have M_{Xn} = i^{−1}_n (M_X ). So we obtain a short exact sequence 1 → i_{n,∗}O^×_{Xn} → i_{n,∗}M_{Xn} → i_{n,∗}i^{−1}_n (M_X ) → 1 with i_{n,∗}i^{−1}_n (M_X ) = M_X . Taking the inverse limit yields a commutative diagram with exact rows:

1 // O^×_X // fflffl M_X //

fflffl

M_X // 1.

1 // lim←− i_{n,∗}O^×_{Xn} // lim←− i_{n,∗}M_{Xn} // M_X Since O^×_X^{∼=}−→ lim←− i_{n,∗}O^×_{Xn} , we conclude M_X^{∼=}−→ lim←−_n i_{n,∗}M_{Xn} . The second assertion follows from the first by taking the global sections. □

Lemma A.3. Let X^′ be an adic formal schemes of finite ideal type and p: X^′ → X a quasi-compact adically faithfully flat morphism. Set q : X^{′′} := X^′ ×_X X^′ → X. Let M_X be an integral log structure that admits a chart Zariski locally and let M_X ′ (resp. M_X ′′ ) denote the pullback log structure on X^′ (resp. X^{′′}). Then the diagram of sheaves of monoids M_X → p_∗M_X ′ ⇒ q_∗M_X ′′ is exact.

Proof. Set X^′_n := X^′ ×_X X_n and X^{′′}_n := X^{′′} ×_X X_n. Then they are schemes and X^{′′}_n is identified with X^′_n ×_{Xn} X^′_n. By assumption, the induced map p_n : X^′_n → X_n is quasi-compact faithfully flat. By [Ogu18, Prop. II.1.1.8.3, Lem. III.1.4.2], M_{Xn} → p_{n,∗}M_X ′_n ⇒ q_{n,∗}M_X ′′_n is exact where M_{Yn} denotes the pullback log structure of M_Y on Y_n and q_n denotes the induced map X^{′′}_n → X_n. Now the lemma follows from Lemma A.2. □

Appendix B. Big absolute logarithmic crystalline site

This appendix explains the definition of the absolute logarithmic crystalline site used in our work. Kato [Kat89, §5, 6] introduces the logarithmic crystalline theory for fine log schemes, and Beilinson [Bei13, §1] discusses a generalization of Kato’s theory to the case of integral quasi-coherent log schemes. We closely follow Beilinson’s formulation but work on the big absolute logarithmic crystalline site.

In this appendix, we always consider the trivial log structure on Z_p and Z_p/p^n.

B.1. Generalities. Let (Y, M_Y ) be a log scheme over Z_p such that p^{n0} O_Y = 0 for some n_0 ≥ 1 and M_Y is integral and quasi-coherent. In the following, n denotes an integer with n ≥ n_0.

Definition B.1. Define the big absolute logarithmic crystalline site

((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS}

as follows:

• an object is a tuple (U, T, M_T , f, i, γ) where f : U → Y is a morphism of schemes, (T, M_T ) is a Z_p/p^n-scheme with an integral and quasi-coherent log structure in which p is nilpotent, i is an exact closed immersion (U, M_U := f^∗M_Y ) → (T, M_T ), and γ is a PD-structure on the ideal of O_T defining U compatible with the standard PD-structure on the ideal (p) of Z_p/p^n. Such a tuple is called affine if T (hence U) is affine;

• a morphism from (U, T, M_T , i, γ) to (U^′, T^′, M_T ′ , i^′, γ^′) is a pair of morphisms of log schemes g_T : (T, M_T ) → (T^′, M_T ′ ) and g_U : (U, M_U ) → (U^′, M_U ′ ) such that g_T ∘i = i^′∘g_U , f = f^′ ∘g_U , and g_T is compatible with the PD-structures γ, γ^′. Note that g_T is strict since g_U is strict and all the log structures are integral. Such a morphism is called Cartesian if the diagram U Ø ¨_i // g_U fflffl T g_T fflffl U^′ Ø

¨_i′ // T^′ is Cartesian, and it is called étale if g_T and g_U are étale as morphisms of underlying schemes;

• a cover is a family of étale Cartesian morphisms that is jointly surjective. By Lemma B.3(2) below, ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS} is a site. To simplify the notation, we often write (U, T ) or (U, T, M_T ) for (U, T, M_T , i, γ). Write J_T for the nil ideal sheaf of T that defines U.

Let ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))^{aff}_{CRIS} ⊂ ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS} denote the full subcategory of affine objects with induced topology. By Lemma B.3(2), it is also a site. The inclusion is a special cocontinuous functor in the sense of [Sta21, Tag 03CG] and thus induces an equivalence of topoi

Sh(((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))^{aff}_{CRIS})^{∼=}−→ Sh(((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS}).

Remark B.2. Assume that M_Y is fine. Then for every (U, T ) ∈ ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS}, (T, M_T ) is a fine log scheme. In fact, since (U, M_U ) → (T, M_T ) is an exact closed immersion with M_T integral, it is a log thickening in the sense of [Ogu18, Def. IV.2.1.1]. Since M_U is the pullback of M_Y and thus fine, we conclude that M_T is also fine by [Ogu18, Prop. IV.2.1.3.1].

Lemma B.3.

(1) The category ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS} has non-empty finite products. If Y is affine, then the non-empty finite products of affine objects are also affine.

(2) For a diagram (U_1, T_1) → (V, Q) ← (U_2, T_2) in ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS}, the fiber product exists. Moreover, the fiber product is an affine object if T_1, T_2, and Q are all affine.

Proof. (1) For the existence of finite products, the argument (a) in [Bei13, 1.5, Prop.] works^2: take (U_j , T_j ) ∈ ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS} (j = 1, 2). We set U := U_1 ×_Y U_2 equipped with the pullback log structure along U → Y . Let (T, M_T ) denote the product (T_1, M_{T1} ) × (T_2, M_{T2} ) in the category of integral and quasi-coherent log schemes. Let (T^′, M_T ′ , J_T ′ , γ) denote the log PDenvelope of the immersion U → T as in [Bei13, 1.3, Thm.]. It is easy to see that the morphism (T^′, M_T ′ ) → (T_j , M_{Tj} ) is a PD-morphism. Hence we can check that (U, T^′) represents the product of (U_1, T_1) and (U_2, T_2) in ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS}. Moreover, if Y , U_1, and U_2 are all affine, so is U. Hence (U, T^′) is an affine object in this case.

(2) Set W = U_1 ×_V U_2; this is a Y -scheme. Consider the diagonal embedding

i_T : (W, M_Y |_W ) → (T, M_T ) := (T_1, M_{T1} ) ×_{(Q,MQ)} (T_2, M_{T2} ),

2In our case, the base Spec(Zp/pn) has the trivial log structure, and thus our proof is slightly shorter.

where the fiber product in the latter is taken in the category of integral and quasi-coherent log schemes. In fact, T = T_1 ×_Q T_2 and i_T is exact closed immersion since the map (T_j , M_{Tj} ) → (Q, M_Q) is strict. Let (T^′, M_T ′ ) denote the PD-envelope of i_T . Then the morphism T^′ → T_j is a PDmorphism, and (W, T^′) represents the desired fiber product. When T_1, T_2, and Q are all affine, so is W . Hence (W, T^′) is an affine object. □

Definition B.4. For (U, T ) ∈ ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS}, set O_{Y /(Zp/p}n_)(U, T ) = Γ(T, O_T ) and J_{Y /(Zp/p}n_)(U, T ) = Γ(T, J_T ).

These presheaves are indeed sheaves on ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS}.

Remark B.5. Let ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{cris} ⊂ ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS} denote the full subcategory consisting of objects (U, T ) such that U is étale over Y . Then it is easy to check that non-empty finite inverse limits exist in ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{cris} and agree with those in ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS}. Hence ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{cris} becomes a site and admits a morphism of topoi r_{Y /(Zp/p}n_) : Sh(((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{cris}) → Sh(((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS}).

Similar to the crystalline case in [Ber74, III.4.1.3], one can also define another morphism of topoi p_{Y /(Zp/p}n_) : Sh(((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS}) → Sh(((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{cris}) such that p^∗_{Y /(Zp/p}n_) = r_{Y /(Zp/p}n_{),!}, p_{Y /(Zp/p}n_{),∗} = r^∗_{Y /(Zp/p}n_), and p^!_{Y /(Zp/p}n_) = r_{Y /(Zp /p}n_{),∗}. Definition B.6. Define the big absolute logarithmic crystalline site (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS} := ((Y, M_Y )/Z_p)_{CRIS} to be the colimit over n of the sites ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS} (see [Sta21, Tag 0EXI] and [Bei13, 1.12]): an object of (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS} is an object of ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS} for some n ≥ n_0. It has the structure sheaf O_{Y /Zp} and an ideal sheaf J_{Y /Zp} defined in an obvious way. Similarly, we define (Y, M_Y )^{aff}_{CRIS} when Y is affine.

Big absolute logarithmic crystalline sites enjoy natural functoriality (cf. [Ber74, III.4.2]): let f : (Y^′, M_Y ′ ) → (Y, M_Y ) be a morphism of integral and quasi-coherent log schemes (over Z_p/p^{n0} for some n_0).

Definition B.7. An f-PD morphism from (U^′, T^′, M_T ′ , i^′, γ^′) ∈ (Y^′, M_Y ′ )_{CRIS} to (U, T, M_T , i, γ) ∈ (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS} consists of a commutative diagram

(Y^′, M_Y ′ ) f fflffl (U^′, M_U ′ := g^{′∗}M_Y ′ )

g^′oo

h_U ′_{,U} fflffl

Ø ¨ i^′ // (T_′, M_{T ′} ) h_T ′_{,T} fflffl (Y, M_Y ) (U, M_U := g^∗M_Y ) g oo Ø ¨^i // (T, M_T ),

where g_U ′_{,U} and g_T ′_{,T} are morphisms of log schemes such that g_T ′_{,T} is compatible with the PDstructures γ, γ^′. For (U, T ) ∈ (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}, the presheaf f^∗(U, T ) on (Y^′, M_Y ′ )_{CRIS} defined by ( f^∗(U, T ) ) (U^′, T^′) := Hom_{f -PD} ( (U^′, T^′), (U, T ) ) is a sheaf of sets.

Construction B.8. Keep the notation as above. For (U^′, T^′) ∈ (Y^′, M_Y ′ )_{CRIS}, let M_{(T} ′_{,f )} be the étale sheaf of monoids on T^′ defined as the fiber product (f ∘ g^′)^∗M_Y ×_{MU ′} M_T ′ appearing in the diagram M_{(T} ′_{,f )} // fflffl M_T ′ fflffl

// O_{T ′}

fflffl (f ∘ g^′)^∗M_Y // M_U ′ // O_U ′ under the equivalence T^′_{ét}^{∼=}−→ U^′_{ét} of étale sites. The pair (T, M_{(T} ′_{,f )}) is an integral and quasicoherent log scheme with exact closed immersion i^′ : (U^′, (f ∘ g^′)^∗M_Y ) → (T^′, M_{(T} ′_{,f )}) and defines an object (U^′, T^′, i^′, M_{(T} ′_{,f )}, γ^′) ∈ (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}.

The following lemma is also easy to verify.

Lemma B.9. The f-PD morphism (U^′, T^′, i^′, M_T ′ , γ^′) → (U^′, T^′, i^′, M_{(T} ′_{,f )}, γ^′) is an initial object in the category of f-PD morphisms from (U^′, T^′).

Proposition B.10. There exists a unique morphism of topoi

f_{CRIS} = (f^∗_{CRIS}, f_{CRIS,∗}): Sh((Y^′, M_Y ′ )_{CRIS}) → Sh((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS})

such that (f^∗_{CRIS}F)(U^′, T^′, i^′, M_T ′ , γ^′) = F(U^′, T^′, i^′, M_{(T} ′_{,f )}, γ^′).

Proof. Set C = (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}, C^′ = (Y^′, M_Y ′ )_{CRIS}, and φ(U, T ) = f^∗(U, T ). By applying [BO78, Prop. 5.7] to this triple, we obtain the adjoint pair

f_{CRIS} = (f^∗_{CRIS}, f_{CRIS,∗}): PSh((Y^′, M_Y ′ )_{CRIS}) → PSh((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS})

given by f_{CRIS,∗}(F^′)(U, T ) := Hom(f^∗(U, T ), F^′) and f^∗_{CRIS}(F)(U^′, T^′) = lim−→_{(U,T )} F(U, T ) where (U, T ) runs over the category of f-PD morphisms from (U^′, T^′). It is easy to check that f_{CRIS,∗} sends a sheaf to a sheaf. By Lemma B.9, we see

f^∗_{CRIS}(F)(U^′, T^′, i^′, M_T ′ , γ^′) = F(U^′, T^′, i^′, M_{(T} ′_{,f )}, γ^′).

Hence f^∗_{CRIS} also sends a sheaf to a sheaf and commutes with finite limits, making f_{CRIS} the desired morphism of topoi. The uniqueness follows from the formula for f^∗_{CRIS} and the adjoint property. □

Note f^∗_{CRIS}O_{Y /Zp} = O_Y ′_{/Zp} . Hence the inverse image functor for the morphism of ringed topoi (Sh((Y^′, M_Y ′ )_{CRIS}), O_Y ′_{/Zp} ) → (Sh((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}), O_{Y /Zp} ) is computed by the same formula as above. This remark will be used implicitly when we consider the inverse image of crystals and isocrystals.

Example B.11. Assume that (Y, M_Y ) is a log scheme over F_p. Then it admits the absolute Frobenius morphism F = (F_Y , F_{MY} ): (Y, M_Y ) → (Y, M_Y ) where F_Y is the absolute p-th Frobenius on the scheme Y and, F_{MY} is the multiplication-by-p map. Hence we obtain a morphism of topoi F_{CRIS} : Sh((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}) → Sh((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}).

We now turn to isocrystals on the absolute logarithmic crystalline site. Analogous results in different set-ups are discussed in [Kat89, §6], [Bei13, §1.7], [Ogu90, §7], [Shi02, §4.3], and [Dri22]. For our purpose, we work on locally finite free objects in the isogeny category of finitely generated quasi-coherent crystals.

Definition B.12 (cf. [Dri22, §3.2]). A coherent crystal on (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS} is a sheaf F of O_{Y /Zp} - modules such that

(1) for each (U, T ) ∈ (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}, the induced Zariski sheaf F_T on T is a finitely generated quasi-coherent O_T -module, and such that (2) for each morphism g : (U^′, T^′) → (U, T ) in (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}, the induced map

g^∗F_T := O_T ′ ⊗_g−1_{OT} F_T → F_T ′

is an isomorphism.

We write CR((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}) for the category of coherent crystals on (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}. Note that giving a coherent crystal on (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS} is equivalent to giving a sheaf of O_{Y /Zp} -modules on (Y, M_Y )^{aff}_{CRIS} satisfying the same conditions (1) and (2) for objects (Y, M_Y )^{aff}_{CRIS}. It is also straightforward to see that the association Y → CR((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}) is a stack in the étale topology.

Definition B.13. Define the category CR_Q((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}) of isocrystals on (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS} to be the isogeny category of CR((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}). Namely, objects are coherent crystals on (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}; for such F ∈ CR((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}), we write F_Q for the corresponding object in CR_Q((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}). Morphisms are defined as

Mor_{CRQ((Y,MY )CRIS)}(F_Q, F^′_Q) := Mor_{CR((Y,MY )CRIS)}(F, F^′) ⊗_Z Q.

Remark B.14. Set Y_1 := Y ⊗_{Zp} Z_p/p and equip it with the induced log structure M_{Y1} from M_Y . Then the inverse image functor along Y_1 → Y gives equivalences of categories

CR((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS})^{∼=}−→ CR((Y_1, M_{Y1} )_{CRIS}) and CR_Q((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS})^{∼=}−→ CR_Q((Y_1, M_{Y1} )_{CRIS}).

The first equivalence is proved by a similar argument to [Ber74, Thm. IV.1.4.1]: the quasi-inverse functor is given by sending F_1 ∈ CR((Y_1, M_{Y1} )_{CRIS}) to the crystal (U, T ) ∈ (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS} → F_1(U_1, T ). The second equivalence follows from the first. Combining this with F^∗_{Y1 ,CRIS} for Y_1 in Example B.11, one obtains the Frobenius pullback F^∗_{CRIS} = F^∗_{Y,CRIS} on CR((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}) and CR_Q((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}).

We consider the evaluation of crystals and isocrystals at a more general p-adic log formal scheme: let T be a p-adic formal scheme and set T_n := T ⊗_{Zp} Z_p/p^n for n ≥ 1.

Definition B.15 (cf. [Dri22, §2.3, 3.6]). A quasi-coherent O_T -module is a sheaf F of O_T -modules on the Zariski site of T such that F_n := F/p^nF is a quasi-coherent O_{Tn} -module for each n ≥ 1 and such that the natural map F → lim←−_n F_n is an isomorphism. We say that a quasi-coherent O_T - module F is finitely generated if each F_n is finitely generated. Let QCoh(T ) denote the category of quasi-coherent O_T -modules and write QCoh^{fin}(T ) for the full subcategory consisting of finitely generated objects.

Let QCoh_Q(T ) (resp. QCoh^{fin}_Q (T )) denote the isogeny category of QCoh(T ) (resp. QCoh^{fin}(T )). An object of QCoh_Q(T ) can and will be regarded as a sheaf of O_T [p^{−1}]-modules on T where O_T [p^{−1}] := O_T ⊗_Z Q. We also call objects of QCoh^{fin}_Q (T ) isocoherent sheaves on T .

Remark B.16. A (finitely generated) quasi-coherent O_T -module in our sense corresponds to an adically quasi-coherent sheaf (of finite type) in the sense of [FK18, Def. I.3.1.3]. The category of finitely generated O_T -modules on the Zariski site of T is equivalent to the one on the small étale site of T (similarly defined), and thus we do not distinguish them (cf. [FK18, Prop. I.6.2.11]). When T = Spf A is affine, the global section functor defines an equivalence of categories between the category of (finitely generated) quasi-coherent O_T -modules and that of p-adically complete (finitely generated) A-modules by [FK18, Thm. I.3.2.8]. Note that in both categories, morphisms are automatically continuous.

Construction B.17. Assume that T is equipped with a p-adic log PD-formal scheme structure (T, M_T , J_T ) such that M_T is integral and quasi-coherent. Set (T , M_T ) := (V (J_T ), M_T |_T ) and write (T_n, M_{Tn} , J_{Tn} ) for the base change of (T, M_T , J_T ) to Z_p/p^n.

Consider the big absolute logarithmic crystalline site (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS} as before and let f : (T , M_T ) → (Y, M_Y ) be a morphism of log schemes such that M_T ∼= f^∗M_Y . Then (T , T_n, M_{Tn} ) ∈ (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}. By abuse of notation, we regard (T , T, M_T ) as an ind-object lim−→_n(T , T_n, M_{Tn} ) of (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS} and say that T is a p-adic log PD-formal scheme in (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}.

For F ∈ CR((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}), F_{Tn} is a finitely generated quasi-coherent O_{Tn} -module with F_{Tn+1} ⊗ Z_p/p^n ∼= F_{Tn} . Hence F_T := lim←−_n F_n ∈ QCoh^{fin}(T ) with F/p^nF ∼= F_n by [FK18, Prop. I.3.4.1].

For F_Q ∈ CR_Q((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}), define a sheaf F_{Q,T} of O_T [p^{−1}]-modules on T by F_{Q,T} := F_T ⊗_{OT} O_T [p^{−1}]; this is independent of the choice of a representative F of F_Q. We also set F(T ) := F_T (T ) and F_Q(T ) := F_{Q,T} (T ). If T = Spf A is affine, we often write F_Q(A) for F_Q(T ).

Moreover, this construction is functorial: suppose there is another p-adic integral quasi-coherent log PD-formal scheme (T^′, M_T ′ , J_T ′ ) together with a morphism g : (T^′, M_T ′ , J_T ′ ) → (T, M_T , J_T ). Then the natural morphism lim←−_n(O_T ′_n ⊗_g−1_{n OTn} g^{−1}_n F_{Tn} ) → F_T ′ is an isomorphism by the crystal property of F, where g_n denotes the induced map T^′_n → T_n. In particular, if T = Spf A and T^′ = Spf B are affine, we have (F(T )^⊗_AB) ⊗_B B[p^{−1}]^{∼=}−→ F(T^′) ⊗_B B[p^{−1}] = F_Q(T^′), where ^⊗ denotes p-adically completed tensor product.

We use the above construction to define a notion of finite locally free isocrystals, which works well for our purpose.

Definition B.18. An isocrystal F_Q on (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS} is said to be finite locally free if for every p-adic log PD-formal scheme T in ((Y, M_Y )/Z_p)_{CRIS} such that T = Spf A is affine and flat over Z_p, F_Q(T ) is a finite projective A[p^{−1}]-module.

Remark B.19.

(1) Let F_Q be a finite locally free isocrystal on (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}. Then for every morphism T^′ = Spf B → T = Spf A between affine Z_p-flat p-adic log PD-formal schemes in (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}, we have an isomorphism F_Q(T ) ⊗_A B^{∼=}−→ F_Q(T^′) by Lemma B.20 below.

(2) Finite local freeness is of étale local nature: let {Y_i → Y } be an étale cover. Then an isocrystal F_Q on (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS} is finite locally free if and only if F_Q|_{Yi} is finite locally free on (Y_i, (M_Y )|_{Yi} )_{CRIS} for every i. This follows from Lemma B.21 below.

Lemma B.20. Let A → B be a map of p-adically complete rings with A p-torsion free and let M be a finitely generated p-adically complete A-module. If M[p^{−1}] is a finite projective A[p^{−1}]-module, then the map M[p^{−1}] ⊗_A B → (M ^⊗_AB) ⊗_B B[p^{−1}] is an isomorphism. In particular, the latter module is finite projective over B[p^{−1}].

Proof. The proof of [DLMS24, Lem. 3.24(iv)] works in the current setup with obvious modification (without assuming that A is noetherian nor M is p-torsion free). □

Lemma B.21 ([Dri22, Lem. 2.12]). Let A → B be a p-adically complete faithfully flat map between p-adically complete Z_p-flat rings. Let M be a finitely generated p-adically complete A-module and set M_B := M ^⊗_AB. If M_B [p^{−1}] is finite projective over B[p^{−1}], then M[p^{−1}] is finite projective over A[p^{−1}].

Proof. Choose a presentation 0 → N → A^{⊕m} → M → 0 of M; note that N is a p-adically complete p-torsion free A-module. Since A/p^n → B/p^n is faithfully flat, applying −^⊗_AB to this exact sequence gives an exact sequence of B-modules 0 → N ^⊗_AB → B^{⊕m} → M_B → 0. It also follows that N ^⊗_AB is p-adically complete and p-torsion free. After inverting p, the resulting exact sequence 0 → (N ^⊗_AB)[p^{−1}] → B[p^{−1}]^{⊕m} → M_B [p^{−1}] → 0 splits since M_B[p^{−1}] is projective. In particular, (N ^⊗_AB)[p^{−1}] is finite projective. Hence there is a p-adically complete finitely generated B-submodule N^′_B of (N ^⊗_AB)[p^{−1}] with N^′_B[p^{−1}] = (N ^⊗_AB)[p^{−1}]. By [Dri22, Prop. 2.7], we see that N[p^{−1}] is finite generated over A[p^{−1}] and obtain a finite presentation A[p^{−1}]^{⊕n φ}−→ A[p^{−1}]^{⊕m} → M[p^{−1}] → 0 of M[p^{−1}], whose base change to B[p^{−1}] gives the corresponding presentation B[p^{−1}]^{⊕n φB}−−→ B[p^{−1}]^{⊕m} → M_B [p^{−1}] → 0 of the finite projective module M_B [p^{−1}]. Finally, we conclude that M[p^{−1}] is finite projective over A[p^{−1}] by [Dri22, Cor. 2.6]. □

Definition B.22. An F -isocrystal on (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS} is a pair (F_Q, φ_{FQ} ) where F_Q is a finite locally free isocrystal on (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS} arising from a coherent crystal and φ_{FQ} : F^∗_{CRIS}F_Q^{∼=}−→ F_Q is an isomorphism of isocrystals (see the above remark for F^∗_{CRIS}). Write Vect^φ_Q((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}) for the category of F -isocrystals over (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}.

Remark B.23. Assume that (Y, M_Y ) is a quasi-compact log scheme over F_p, and let i: (Y_0, M_{Y0} ) → (Y, M_Y ) be an exact closed immersion defined by a nilpotent ideal sheaf. Then the restriction i^∗_{CRIS} : CR_Q((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}) → CR_Q((Y_0, M_{Y0} )_{CRIS}) is not an equivalence in general. However, it gives an equivalence for F -isocrystals by Dwork’s trick: choose N ≫ 0 such the N-th iterated Frobenius F^N_Y on Y factor through Y_0. Namely, there is a morphism ρ: (Y, M_Y ) → (Y_0, M_{Y0} ) such that F^N_Y = i ∘ ρ and F^N_{Y0} = ρ ∘ i. Hence we obtain the commutative diagram

CR_Q((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS})^F N,∗ Y,CRIS //

i^∗_{CRIS} fflffl CR_Q((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS})

i^∗_{CRIS} fflffl CR_Q((Y_0, M_{Y0} )_{CRIS})^F N,∗ Y0,CRIS//

ρ^∗_{CRIS}

44jjj jjjj jjjj jjjjj

CR_Q((Y_0, M_{Y0} )_{CRIS}).

In particular, given an F -isocrystal (F_Q, φ_{FQ} ) on (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}, we have an isomorphism

φ^N_{FQ} := φ_{FQ} ∘ (F^∗_{Y,CRIS}φ_{FQ} ) ∘ · · · ∘ (F^{N−1,∗}_{Y,CRIS}φ_{FQ} ): ρ^∗_{CRIS}i^∗_{CRIS}(F_Q, φ_{FQ} )^{∼=}−→ (F_Q, φ_{FQ} )

of F -isocrystals. This shows that i^∗_{CRIS} : Vect^φ_Q((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}) → Vect^φ_Q((Y_0, M_{Y0} )_{CRIS}) is fully faithful. The essential surjectivity is proved similarly since the finite local freeness is preserved under ρ^∗_{CRIS} by Construction B.8.

B.2. More on crystals and isocrystals. We describe crystals and isocrystals on Y when (Y, M_Y ) is embedded into a log smooth p-adic formal scheme: let k be a perfect field of characteristic p. Set W := W (k) and W_n := W_n(k) for n ∈ N. We always equip these rings with the trivial log structure. Assume that (Y, M_Y ) is a log scheme over W_n and M_Y is fine.

Let (Z, M_Z ) be a p-adic fine log formal scheme that is log smooth over W , namely, the morphism of log schemes (Z_n, M_{Zn} ) := (Z, M_Z ) ×_W W_n → (Spec W_n, M_{Spec Wn} ) is smooth for every n. Since M_{Spec Wn} is trivial, (Z_n, M_{Zn} ) → (Spec W_n, M_{Spec Wn} ) is integral, and thus the underlying morphism of schemes is flat by [Kat89, Cor. 4.5]. We let ω^1_{(Z,MZ )/Zp} := lim←− n ω^1_{(Zn,MZn )/(Spec(Zp/p}n_{),MSpec(Zp /pn))} denote the sheaf of formal log differentials (see [Shi00, Def. 2.1.14(2)]) and define ω^1_{(Z,MZ )/W} similarly. Since k is perfect, the maps (Z, M_Z ) → (Spf W, M_{Spf W} ) → (Spf Z_p, M_{Spf Zp} ) induce an isomorphism ω^1_{(Z,MZ )/Zp}^{∼=}−→ ω^1_{(Z,MZ )/W} .

Suppose that there is a closed immersion (Y, M_Y ) → (Z, M_Z ). For i ≥ 1, let (Z^{(i)}, M_Z(i) ) be the (i + 1)-st self-product of (Z, M_Z ) in the category of p-adic fine log formal schemes. Let (D, M_D) := (D_{(Y,MY )}(Z, M_Z ), M_D)

denote the p-adically completed log PD-envelope as in [Kat89, Def. 5.4]. Similarly, let (D^{(i)}, M_D(i) ) denote the p-adically completed log PD-envelope attached to the closed immersion (Y, M_Y ) → (Z^{(i)}, M_Z(i) ). As in Construction B.17, set D_n := D ⊗_{Zp} Z_p/p^n and D^{(i)}n := D^{(i)} ⊗_{Zp} Z_p/p^n. It is straightforward to see (Y, D_n, M_{Dn} ), (Y, D^{(i)}n , M_D(i)_n ) ∈ (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS} and (Y, D^{(i)}n , M_D(i)_n ) represents (i + 1)-st self-product of (Y, D_n, M_{Dn} ) in (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}. We also regard (Y, D) as an ind-object lim−→_n(Y, D_n) of (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}.

Lemma B.24. With the notation as above, for any (U, T ) ∈ (Y, M_Y )^{aff}_{CRIS}, there is a morphism (U, T ) → (Y, D) in (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}. More generally, for any affine p-adic log PD-formal scheme T in (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS} as in Construction B.17, there is a morphism (T , T ) → (Y, D) of ind-objects in (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}.

Proof. For the first statement, write T = Spec A and U = Spec(A/I) with I a PD-ideal of A. Note that p is nilpotent in A and thus I is nilpotent. Since the map Z → Spf W is a log smooth morphism of p-adic fine log formal schemes, the map Spec(A/I) → Y → Z lifts to a map Spec A → Z compatible with log structures by [Ogu18, Prop. IV.3.1.4.2]. Finally, the universal property of log PD-envelope induces a morphism (U, T ) = (Spec(A/I), Spec A) → (Y, D). In general, if T is an affine p-adic log formal scheme in (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}, the above log smoothness allows one to obtain morphisms (T , T_n) → (Y, D) compatibly when varying n, which yields a morphism (T , T ) → (Y, D). □

Example B.25 (Small affine case). Consider a p-adically completed étale map □: R^0 := O_K ⟨T_1, . . . , T_m, T^{±1}_{m+1}, . . . , T^{±1}_d ⟩/(T_1 · · · T_m − π) → R together with the prelog structure N^d → R^0 → R sending e_i → T_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Set (X, M_X ) = (Spf R, N^d)^a and let (Y, M_Y ) := (X_1, M_{X1} ) denote the log scheme associated to the mod p fiber.

The map R^0 → R lifts uniquely to a p-adically completed étale morphism ~R^0 := W (k)⟨T_1, . . . , T_m, T^{±1}_{m+1}, . . . , T^{±1}_d ⟩ → ~R. We set Z := Spf ~R and equip it with log structure M_Z attached to N^d → ~R : e_i → T_i. Then (Y, M_Y ) → (Z, M_Z ) satisfies the assumptions of this subsection.

Let S denote the p-adic completion of the (log) PD-envelope of ~R with respect to the kernel of the exact surjection ~R → R/p; then D is identified with Spf S. Furthermore, with the notation of Section 2.2, the obvious map ~R^0 → S_R0 extends to a map ~R → S_{R,□}, which identifies S with the p-adic completion of the log PD-envelope of S_{R,□} with respect to the kernel of the exact surjection S_{R,□} → R/p. One can also check that the W (k)-algebra endomorphism φ_{~R0} on ~R^0 given by T_i → T^p_i uniquely extends to φ_S : S → S, giving a lift of Frobenius on S/p.

For D^{(i)}, observe that the exactification of the closed immersion (Y, M_Y ) → (Z^{(i)}, M_Z(i) ) is affine, which we write Spf ~R^{(i)}. Set ~I^{(i)} := Ker( ~R^{(i)} ↠ R) and let S^{(i),nc} denote the PD-envelope of ~R^{(i)} with respect to (p, ~I^{(i)}). Define S^{(i)} to the p-adic completion of S^{(i),nc}. By construction, D^{(i)} is given by Spf S^{(i)}. The endomorphism φ_{~R0} also yields a lift of Frobenius φ_S(i) on S^{(i)}.

Let us also discuss the relation with objects in Appendix B.3: let (X^{(1)}, M_X (1) ) denote the exactification of the closed immersion (X, M_X ) → (X, M_X ) ×_{(Spf OK ,Mcan )} (X, M_X ) as a p-adic log formal scheme. For each n ≥ 1, let (X^{(1),n}, M_X (1),n ) denote the n-th infinitesimal neighborhood of (X, M_X ) in (X^{(1)}, M_X (1) ). In this case, X^{(1)} and X^{(1),n} are all affine. So we write X^{(1)} = Spf R^{(1)} and X^{(1),n} = Spf R^{(1),n}: more concretely, R^{(1),n} = R^{(1)}/(I^{(1)})^{n+1} for I^{(1)} := Ker(R^{(1)} ↠ R). Consider the two maps S → R ⇒ R^{(1)} → R^{(1),n}. Since the induced two log structures on X^{(1),n} from D coincide, we obtain a map ~R^{(1)} → R^{(1),n}, which maps Ĩ^{(1)} to I^{(1)}. This yields a map S^{(1),nc} → R^{(1),n}[p^{−1}] and further extends to S^{(1)} → R^{(1),n}[p^{−1}] because I^{(1)} is nilpotent in R^{(1),n}[p^{−1}]. We remark that when n = 1, the map S^{(1)} → R^{(1),n}[p^{−1}] factors as S^{(1)} → R^{(1),1} ⊂ R^{(1),1}[p^{−1}] since (I^{(1)})^2 = 0 in R^{(1),1}; for a general n, if we take m ≥ 1 such that p^m ≥ n + 1, then the composite

S^{(1) φ} m S(1)

−−−→ S^{(1)} → R^{(1),n}[p^{−1}] factors through R^{(1),n}.

Let us go back to the general set-up and keep the notation before Lemma B.24.

Definition B.26 (cf. [Shi00, Def. 4.3.1]). Write p_i : D^{(1)} → D (i = 1, 2) for the j-th projection. An HPD-stratification on an O_D-module M on D_{ét} is an isomorphism^3

η : p^∗_1M^{∼=}−→ p^∗_2M

on D^{(1)}_{ét} that satisfies the cocycle condition on D^{(2)}_{ét} . Note that the cocycle condition implies that the pullback of η along the diagonal D → D^{(1)} is id_M; see Remark B.27 below.

3The standard convention in the literature is p∗ 2M^{∼=}−→ p^∗_1M, but we use the opposite convention.

Remark B.27. Let us spell out the conditions in the definition of HPD-stratifications. Consider the following projection and diagonal maps of p-adic fine log schemes induced by the universality:

p_{12}, p_{13}, p_{23} : D^{(2)} → D^{(1)}, q_1, q_2, q_3 : D^{(2)} → D, Δ^{(2)} : D → D^{(2)}, and Δ: D → D^{(1)}.

Then the condition on the isomorphism η : p^∗_1M^{∼=}−→ p^∗_2M is

p^∗_{13}η = p^∗_{23}η ∘ p^∗_{12}η under the identifications (that are unique up to a unique isomorphism) p^∗_{12}p^∗_1M ∼= q^∗_1 M ∼= p^∗_{13}p^∗_1M, and so on. Note that pulling back p^∗_{13}η = p^∗_{23}η ∘ p^∗_{12}η along Δ^{(2)} yields Δ^∗η = Δ^∗η ∘ Δ^∗η. Since Δ^∗η is an isomorphism as η is, we conclude Δ^∗η = id_M.

Finally, we review the notion of log connections. The map d: O_Z → ω^1_{(Z,MZ )/Zp} extends to d: O_D → O_D ⊗_{OZ} ω^1_{(Z,MZ )/Zp} (e.g., by a log analogue of [BO78, Cor. 6.3, Exer. 6.4] using [Kat89, Prop. 6.5]). Recall that a log connection on a quasi-coherent O_D-module M is an additive map ∇: M → M ⊗_{OZ} ω^1_{(Z,MZ )/Zp} = M ⊗_{OD} (O_D ⊗_{OZ} ω^1_{(Z,MZ )/Zp} ) on D_{ét} such that ∇(ae) = a∇(e) + e ⊗ da for a ∈ O_Z and e ∈ M. We call ∇ integrable if the composite M^∇−→ M ⊗_{OZ} ω^1_{(Z,MZ )/Zp}^∇−→ M ⊗_{OZ} ω^2_{(Z,MZ )/Zp} is zero. We say that an integrable log connection ∇ on D_{ét} is quasi-nilpotent if the pullback of (M, ∇) to D_{n,ét} is quasi-nilpotent in the sense of [Kat89, Thm. 6.2(iii)] and [Ogu94, p. 19] for each n.

Proposition B.28. With the notation as above, the following categories are equivalent:

(1) the category CR((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}) of coherent crystals on (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS};

(2) the category of finitely generated quasi-coherent O_D-modules together with HPD-stratifications; (3) the category of finitely generated quasi-coherent O_D-modules M on D_{ét} together with a quasi-nilpotent integrable log connection ∇: M → M ⊗_{OZ} ω^1_{(Z,MZ )/Zp} . Recall that coherent crystals mean finitely generated quasi-coherent crystals.

Proof. This is essentially proved in [Kat89, Thm. 6.2]. The differences are (i) we work on the absolute big logarithmic crystalline site; (ii) our base is Z_p; (iii) we work only on quasi-coherent crystals. However, note that for every (U, T ) ∈ (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}, (T, M_T ) is a fine log scheme by the assumption on M_Y and Remark B.2. It follows from the proof of [Kat89, Thm. 6.2] and Lemma B.24 that the analogous equivalence of categories holds for ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS} and the closed immersion of log schemes (Y, M_Y ) → (Z_n, M_{Zn} ) (with the log PD-envelope D_n) for each n. Since (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS} is the colimit of ((Y, M_Y )/(Z_p/p^n))_{CRIS}, the desired equivalence follows. □

By passing to isogeny, the category coherent isocrystals on (Y, M_Y )_{CRIS} is equivalent to the isogeny category of (2) or (3) in the above proposition.

Corollary B.29. The equivalence in Proposition B.28 gives rise to a fully faithful functor from the category CR_Q((Y, M_Y )_{CRIS}) of isocrystals to the category of isocoherent sheaves M on D_{ét} together with an integrable log connection ∇: M → M ⊗_{OZ} ω^1_{(Z,MZ )/Zp} .

B.3. Log convergent site. When we work on a semistable p-adic log formal scheme (X, M_X ), we associate to an F -isocrystal on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS} a vector bundle with integral connection on the generic fiber X_η. This is best explained by introducing log convergent sites. The convergent site was introduced by Ogus in [Ogu84, Ogu90], and its logarithmic counterpart was developed by Shiho in [Shi00, Shi02].

Let V be a CDVR of mixed characteristic (0, p) with perfect residue field k. Later we consider V = W (k) or O_K . In this subsection, all the p-adic log formal V -schemes are assumed to be topologically of finite type over V , in particular, noetherian. For such a (T, M_T ), set T_0 := (T ⊗_V k)_{red} (resp. T_1 := (T ⊗_V V/p)) and equip it with the pullback log structure M_{T0} (resp. M_{T1} ) from M_T .

Let (Y, M_Y ) → (Σ, M_Σ) be a morphism of fine p-adic log formal V -schemes.

Definition B.30. Define the log convergent site

((Y, M_Y )/(Σ, M_Σ))_{conv}

as follows:

• an enlargement of (Y, M_Y ) over (Σ, M_Σ) is a triple (T, M_T , f) where (T, M_T ) is a fine p-adic log formal V -scheme over (Σ, M_Σ) and f : (T_0, M_{T0} ) → (Y, M_Y ) is a morphism of log formal V -schemes over (Σ, M_Σ);

• the log convergent site ((Y, M_Y )/(Σ, M_Σ))_{conv} consists of enlargements of (Y, M_Y ) over (Σ, M_Σ) with the obvious notion of morphisms. We often denote an enlargement (T, M_T , f) by T . A cover over (T, M_T , f) is a family of morphisms that are jointly surjective and strict étale over (T, M_T ).

The assignment T → Γ(T, O_T ) (resp. T → Γ(T, O_T )⊗_ZQ) defines a sheaf on ((Y, M_Y )/(Σ, M_Σ))_{conv}, for which we write O_{Y /Σ} (resp. K_{Y /Σ}).

When Σ = Spf V , we also write ((Y, M_Y )/(V, M_{Spf V} ))_{conv} for ((Y, M_Y )/(Spf V, M_{Spf V} ))_{conv}.

Definition B.31. An isocrystal on ((Y, M_Y )/(Σ, M_Σ))_{conv} is a sheaf E of finite locally free K_{Y /Σ}- modules such that for any morphism g : (T^′, M_T ′ ) → (T, M_T ) in ((Y, M_Y )/(Σ, M_Σ))_{conv}, the map g^∗E_T → E_T ′ is an isomorphism.

Remark B.32.

(1) If (Y^′, M^′_Y ) → (Y, M_Y ) is an exact closed immersion of fine p-adic log formal V -schemes whose underlying morphism of topological spaces is a homeomorphism, then the canonical functor ((Y^′, M_Y ′ )/(Σ, M_Σ))_{conv} → ((Y, M_Y )/(Σ, M_Σ))_{conv} is an equivalence of categories [Shi00, Rem. 5.1.3].

(2) The log convergent site enjoys the obvious functoriality for (Y, M_Y ) → (Σ, M_Σ) and the category of convergent isocrystals satisfies the étale descent: see [Shi00, Rem. 5.1.5, 5,1,7].

(3) The above definition of the log convergent site follows [Shi00, Def. 5.1.1], and a different definition is given in [Shi02, Def. 2.1.1]. See [Shi02, Rem. 2.1.2, Prop. 2.1.7] for the comparison of the two notions.

Semistable formal schemes. Assume that Σ = Spf O_K is equipped with the canonical log structure M_{can} := (O_K ∖ {0})^a. Let (X, M_X ) be a semistable p-adic log formal scheme over O_K . Write X_η for the adic generic fiber of X, and identify the category of finite locally free isocoherent sheaves on X with that of vector bundles on X_η. Set ω^1_{X/OK} := ω^1_{(X,MX )/(Spf OK ,Mcan )}.

Proposition B.33. There is a natural functor from the category of isocrystals on the log convergent site ((X, M_X )/(O_K , M_{can}))_{conv} to the category of vector bundles with integrable connection on X_η.

Proof. This follows from [Shi00, Thm. 3.2.15, p. 624]: let (X^{(1)}, M_X (1) ) denote the exactification of the closed immersion (X, M_X ) → (X, M_X ) ×_{(Spf OK ,Mcan )} (X, M_X ) as a p-adic log formal scheme. For each n ≥ 1, let (X^{(1),n}, M_X (1),n ) denote the n-th infinitesimal neighborhood of (X, M_X ) in (X^{(1)}, M_X (1) ), and write p^n_i : (X^{(1),n}, M_X (1),n ) → (X, M_X ) (i = 1, 2) for the projections. Then the log scheme ((X^{(1),n})_0, M_{(X} (1),n_{)0} ) is identified with (X_0, M_{X0} ), and (X^{(1),n}, M_X (1),n ) defines an object of ((X, M_X )/(O_K , M_{can}))_{conv}.

Let E be an isocrystal on ((X, M_X )/(O_K , M_{can}))_{conv}. Evaluation on (X, M_X ) gives the isocoherent sheaf E_X on X, which is regarded as a vector bundle on X_η. We then have an infinitesimal log stratification on E_X (which is called a formal log stratification in [Shi00, Def. 3.2.10]), namely, the isomorphisms η^n_{inf} : p^{n,∗}_1 E_X ∼= E_X (1),n ∼= p^{n,∗}_2 E_X satisfying the compatibility and cocycle conditions. Under the identification ω^1_{X/OK} [p^{−1}] = Ω^1_{Xη /K} , this is equivalent to an integrable connection ∇: E_X → E_X ⊗_{Xη} Ω^1_{Xη /K} by [Shi00, Thm. 3.2.15]. □

Remark B.34. With the notation as in the proof of Proposition B.33, let I denote the ideal of definition of X in X^{(1)}. Let B^{(1),n} → X^{(1)} be the admissible blow-up of X^{(1)} along pO_X (1) +

I^{n+1} and define T^{(1),n} ⊂ B^{(1),n} to be the maximal open p-adic formal subscheme on which (pO_X (1) + I^{n+1})O_T (1),n = pO_T (1),n . We equip T^{(1),n} with the pullback log structure M_T (1),n along T^{(1),n} → X^{(1)} and write p^n_{T,i} : (T^{(1),n}, M_T (1),n ) → (X, M_X ) (i = 1, 2) for the projections. Then (T^{(1),n}, M_T (1),n ) defines an object of ((X, M_X )/(O_K , M_{can}))_{conv}, and the category of isocrystals on ((X, M_X )/(O_K , M_{can}))_{conv} is equivalent to the category of finite locally free isocoherent sheaves E_X on X together with compatible families of isomorphisms p^{n,∗}_{T,1}E_X ∼= p^{n,∗}_{T,2}E_X satisfying the compatibility and cocycle conditions (called convergent log stratifications): see [Shi00, pp. 626-631]. The projection p^n_i : (X^{(1),n}, M_X (1),n ) → (X, M_X ) factors through p^n_{T,i} and the infinitesimal log stratification on E_X in the above proof is the pullback of the convergent log stratification on E_X corresponding to E. One can express this in terms of a convergence condition of the resulting integrable connection ∇ on E_X .

Using Dwork’s trick, we now construct a canonical functor from the category Vect^φ_Q((X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}) of F -isocrystals on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS} to the category of isocrystals on ((X, M_X )/(O_K , M_{can}))_{conv}. Let (T, M_T , f) ∈ ((X, M_X )/(O_K , M_{can}))_{conv} be an enlargement. Write i_T : T_0 → T_1 for the natural inclusion. For m_T ≫ 0, there exists a unique map ρ^{(mT )}_T : T_1 → T_0 such that i_T ∘ ρ^{(mT )}_T = F^{mT}_{T1} and ρ^{(mT )}_T ∘ i_T = F^{mT}_{T0} . Set f^{(mT )}_T := f ∘ ρ^{(mT )}_T : (T_1, M_{T1} ) → (X_1, M_{X1} ) ⊂ (X, M_X ). Note f^{(mT +1)}

T = f^{(mT )}_T ∘ F_{T1} = F_{X1} ∘ f^{(mT )}_T . Consider (T, M_T ) as an ind-object in (T_1, M_{T1} )_{CRIS}. Then Construction B.8 gives an ind-object (T, M_{(T,f} (m_T )_{T )}) in (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}.

Proposition B.35. There is a canonical functor from Vect^φ_Q((X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}) to the category of isocrystals on ((X, M_X )/(O_K , M_{can}))_{conv}.

Proof. Let (E_Q, φ_{EQ} : F^∗_{X1 ,CRIS}E_Q^{∼=}−→ E_Q) be an F -isocrystal on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}. For each (T, M_T , f) ∈ ((X, M_X )/(O_K , M_{can}))_{conv}, consider the evaluation E_Q(T, M_{(T,f} (m_T )_{T )}). By Proposition B.10, we have the canonical isomorphisms

E_Q(T, M_{(T,f} (m_T )_{T )}) = (f^{(mT ),∗}_{T,CRIS}E_Q)(T, M_T )^{φEQ}←−−−_{∼=} (f^{(mT ),∗}_{T,CRIS}F^∗_{X1 ,CRIS}E_Q)(T, M_T ) = E_Q(T, M_{(T,f} (m_T +1)_{T )}).

We set E_Q(T, M_T , f) := E_Q(T, M_{(T,f} (m_T )_{T )}). By the above identification, it is well-defined and independent of the choice of m_T . By construction, this assignment is compatible with morphisms of enlargements in (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}. Since E is finite locally free and T is noetherian, we easily see that (T, M_T , f) → E(T, M_T , f) defines an isocrystal on ((X, M_X )/(O_K , M_{can}))_{conv}. □

Remark B.36. By Propositions B.33 and B.35, there is a functor from Vect^φ_Q((X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}) to the category of vector bundles with integrable connection on X_η. We give a more explicit description.

With the notation as in the proof of Proposition B.33, the map X → X^{(1),1} is a closed immersion with the same underlying topological space, and ω^1_{X/OK} is identified with Ker(O_X (1),1 ↠ O_X ) (cf. [Shi00, Prop. 3.2.5]). Moreover, the exact closed immersions

(X_1, M_{X1} ) → (X, M_X ) and (X_1, M_{X1} ) → (X^{(1),1}, M_X (1),1 )

admit the canonical PD-structure on their defining ideals (by [BO78, Ex. 3.2.4] for the latter) and yield ind-objects of (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}, which we still write (X, M_X ) and (X^{(1),1}, M_X (1),1 ) by abuse of notation.

Let (E_Q, φ_{EQ} ) be an F -isocrystal on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS}, and write (E, ∇_E) for the associated vector bundle with an integrable connection on X_η. Then ∇_E : E → E ⊗_{OX} ω^1_{X/OK} ⊂ p^{1,∗}_1 E is given as

(B.1) ∇(e) = (η^1_{inf} )^{−1}(1 ⊗ e) − e ⊗ 1.

With the notation as in Construction B.17, the proof of Proposition B.35 provides the canonical identifications

E ∼= E_{Q,X} and η^1_{inf} : p^{1,∗}_1 E ∼= p^{1,∗}_1 E_{Q,X} ∼= E_{Q,X} (1),1 ∼= p^{1,∗}_2 E_{Q,X} ∼= p^{1,∗}_2 E.

More precisely, the first identification is given as E ∼= F^{m,∗}_{X1 ,CRIS}E_{Q,X}^φ m EQ −−−→ E_{Q,X} for some m such that F^m_{X1} : X_1 → X_1 factors as X_1 → X_0 → X_1, and the second identification is given similarly.

We also explain how to obtain the isomorphisms η^n_{inf} : p^{n,∗}_1 E_X ∼= E_X (1),n ∼= p^{n,∗}_2 E_X for n ≥ 2. For this, we assume that X = Spf R is small affine and use the notation in Example B.25; we have the following commutative diagram

R[p^{−1}]^p n 1 // R^{(1),n}[p^{−1}] R[p^{−1}]

p^n_2oo

S[p^{−1}]^{pS,1} // f OO

S^{(1)}[p^{−1}] f^{(1),n} OO

S[p^{−1}]. p_{S,2} oo f OO

By Proposition B.28, (E_Q, φ_{EQ} ) defines a finite projective S[p^{−1}]-module, an S[p^{−1}]-linear isomorphism φ_M : φ^∗_S M → M, and S^{(1)}[p^{−1}]-linear isomorphism η_M : p^∗_{S,1}M^{∼=}−→ p^∗_{S,2}M. Pullback along the diagram gives a finite projective R[p^{−1}]-module f^∗M together with an isomorphism f^{(1),n,∗}η_M : p^{n,∗}_1 f^∗M^{∼=}−→ p^{n,∗}_2 f^∗M. The previous paragraph shows that the isocoherent sheaf on X corresponding to f^∗M is identified with E. Unwinding the construction and using φ_M and the last sentence of Example B.25, one can check that f^{(1),n,∗}η_M yields η^n_{inf} .

Finally, let us give a definition of filtered F -isocrystals on (X, M_X ), which is suitable for our paper:

Definition B.37. A filtered F -isocrystal on a semistable p-adic formal log scheme (X, M_X ) over O_K is a pair ((E_Q, φ_{EQ} ), (E, ∇, Fil^• E)) where

• (E_Q, φ_{EQ} ) is an F -isocrystal on (X_1, M_{X1} )_{CRIS} (Definition B.22);

• (E, ∇) is the vector bundle with integral connection on X_η attached to (E_Q, φ_{EQ} ) (Remark B.36);

• Fil^• E is a Z-indexed decreasing separated and exhaustive filtration of O_{Xη} -submodules of E satisfying the Griffiths transversality such that Fil^iE/Fil^{i+1}E is locally free over O_{Xη} for each i.

Appendix C. Functoriality of absolute strict log prismatic sites

We discuss the functoriality of the absolute strict log prismatic sites. Let f : (X, M_X ) → (Y, M_Y ) be a morphism of p-adic log formal schemes. We will discuss a morphism of topoi

f� = (f^{−1}� , f�_{,∗}): Sh((X, M_X )^{str}� ) → Sh((Y, M_Y )^{str}� ).

If f is strict, we have a fully faithful cocontinuous functor (X, M_X )^{str}� → (Y, M_Y )^{str}� , which yields f�. Below we will construct f� when M_Y is fine (Proposition C.5).

An f-prismatic morphism (or an f-� morphism for short) from (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) ∈ (X, M_X )^{str}� to (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) ∈ (Y, M_Y )^{str}� is a morphism g : (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) → (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) of log prisms that is compatible with f, namely, makes the following induced diagram commutative: (X, M_X ) f fflffl (Spf(B/J), M_{Spf(B/J)}) oo g fflffl

Ø ¨ // (Spf B, M_{Spf B} ) g fflffl (Y, M_Y ) (Spf(A/I), M_{Spf(A/I)}) oo Ø ¨ // (Spf A, M_{Spf A}).

Lemma C.1. Let g : (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) → (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) be an f-prismatic morphism and let h: (Spf A^′, IA^′, M_{Spf A}′ ) → (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) be a (p, I)-completely flat morphism in (Y, M_Y )^{str}� .

Consider the category of commutative diagrams of the form

(Spf B^′, JB^′, M_{Spf B}′ ) g^′ fflffl

h^′ // (Spf B, J, M Spf B ) g fflffl (Spf A^′, IA^′, M_{Spf A}′ )^h // (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}),

where (Spf B^′, JB^′, M_{Spf B}′ ) ∈ (X, M_X )^{str}� , h^′ is a morphism in (X, M_X )^{str}� , and g^′ is an f-prismatic morphism, together with the obvious notion of morphisms. Then the category has a final object.

Proof. This follows from an argument similar to the one in Remark 2.4: let B^′ denote the classical (p, I)-completion of B ⊗_A A^′. Then (B^′, IB^′) represents the pushout of the diagram (B, J) ← (A, I) → (A^′, IA^′) of bounded prisms. Since h: (Spf A^′, M_{Spf A}′ ) → (Spf A, M_{Spf A}) is strict, one can check that Spf(B^′/JB^′) → Spf B^′ is upgraded to a log prism in (X, M_X )^{str}� and gives a final object of the category. □

Lemma C.2. For (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) ∈ (Y, M_Y )^{str}� , the presheaf f^{−1}(Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) on (X, M_X )^{str}� defined by

(X, M_X )^{str}� ∋ (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) → Mor_{f -}� ( (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ), (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) ) is a sheaf of sets.

We often write f^{−1}h_A for f^{−1}(Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) if there is no confusion. When f = id, the lemma claims that the site (X, M_X )^{str}� is subcanonical.

Proof. Since affine formal schemes are quasi-compact, every cover in (X, M_X )^{str}� is refined by a finite cover. Moreover, every finite disjoint union exists in (X, M_X )^{str}� . Hence it suffices to check the sheaf condition for a single cover: take a (p, J)-completely faithfully flat morphism (Spf B^′, JB^′, M_{Spf B}′ ) → (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) in (X, M_X )^{str}� . By Remark 2.4, the self-fiber product of (Spf B^′, JB^′, M_{Spf B}′ ) over (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) is representable by a log prism (Spf B^{′′}, JB^{′′}, M_{Spf B}′′ ) where B^{′′} is the classical (p, J)-completion of B^′ ⊗_B B^′. Let p_1, p_2 : (Spf B^{′′}, JB^{′′}, M_{Spf B}′′ ) → (Spf B^′, JB^′, M_{Spf B}′ ) be the projections.

Take an f-prismatic morphism g^′ : (Spf B^′, JB^′, M_{Spf B}′ ) → (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) with g^′∘p_1 = g^′∘p_2. By [BS22, Cor. 3.12] and its proof, the self-fiber product of the prism (Spf B^′, JB^′) over (Spf B, J) is represented by (Spf B^{′′}, JB^{′′}) and g^′ descends uniquely to a morphism of prisms g : (Spf B, J) → (Spf A, I). By Lemma A.3, the monoid sheaf morphism g^{′−1}M_{Spf A} → M_{Spf B}′ descends uniquely to a morphism g^{−1}M_{Spf A} → M_{Spf B} and thus defines a morphism of log schemes g : (Spf B, M_{Spf B} ) → (Spf A, M_{Spf A}). Now it is easy to check that g is compatible with f and δ_{log}-structure and yields a morphism of log prisms from (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) to (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}). □

By [BO78, Prop. 5.7], there exists a unique pair of functors f�_{,∗} : PSh((X, M_X )^{str}� ) → PSh((Y, M_Y )^{str}� ) and f^•� : PSh((Y, M_Y )^{str}� ) → PSh((X, M_X )^{str}� ) such that f^•�h_A agrees with f^{−1}h_A in Lemma C.2 and such that f^•� is left adjoint to f�_{,∗}. In fact, the proof of loc. cit. gives explicit definitions of f�_{,∗} and f^•�: for F ∈ PSh((X, M_X )^{str}� ) and (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) ∈ (Y, M_Y )^{str}� , we have

(f�_{,∗}F)(Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) = Hom_{PSh((X,MX )}str_{� )}(f^{−1}h_A, F).

For G ∈ PSh((Y, M_Y )^{str}� ) and (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) ∈ (X, M_X )^{str}� , we have

(f^•�G)(Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) = lim−→

(Spf B,J,M_{Spf B} )→(Spf A,I,M_{Spf A}) G(Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}), where the colimit is taken over all the f-prismatic morphisms from (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ). Lemma C.3. If F is a sheaf on (X, M_X )^{str}� , then f�_{,∗}F is a sheaf on (Y, M_Y )^{str}� . Proof. This is almost formal: we can argue as in the proof of [BO78, Prop. 5.8.2] by using Lemma C.1. □ Definition C.4. For a sheaf G on (Y, M_Y )^{str}� , let f^{−1}� G denote the sheafification of f^•�G. Then f^{−1}� : Sh((Y, M_Y )^{str}� ) → Sh((X, M_X )^{str}� ) is left adjoint to f�_{,∗}

Proposition C.5. Assume that M_Y is fine. Then the functor f^{−1} : Sh((Y, M_Y )^{str}� ) → Sh((X, M_X )^{str}� ) commutes with finite limits. Hence the pair f� := (f^{−1}� , f�_{,∗}): Sh((X, M_X )^{str}� ) → Sh((Y, M_Y )^{str}� ) is a morphism of topoi.

The prismatic pullback f^{−1}� preserves crystals (Proposition C.13). To prove Proposition C.5, we will introduce a variant (f^•�)^′G of f^•�G involving a colimit over a better-behaved index category C^{op}_B . This requires several preparations, and the proof is given after Definition C.10.

Assume that M_Y admits an integral chart P → Γ(Y, M_Y ). For every (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) ∈ (X, M_X )^{str}� , let M^P_{Spf(B/J)} and M^P_{Spf B} denote the log structures on Spf(B/J) and Spf B associated to the monoid homomorphisms P → Γ(Y, M_Y ) → Γ(X, M_X ) → Γ(Spf(B/J), M_{Spf(B/J)}) → B/J and P ×_{Γ(Spf(B/J),MSpf(B/J) )} Γ(Spf B, M_{Spf B} ) → Γ(Spf B, M_{Spf B} ) → B, respectively. Note that these log structures are integral.

Lemma C.6. The induced map (Spf(B/J), M^P_{Spf(B/J)}) → (Spf B, M^P_{Spf B} ) is an exact closed immersion. Moreover, the δ_{log}-structure on Γ(Spf B, M_{Spf B} ) defines a δ-log structure on P ×_{Γ(Spf(B/J),MSpf (B/J))} Γ(Spf B, M_{Spf B} ) and makes (Spf B, J, M^P_{Spf B} ) a log prism in (Y, M_Y )^{str}� . Finally, the natural map (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) → (Spf B, J, M^P_{Spf B} ) is an f-prismatic morphism.

Proof. The argument in the first paragraph of [Kos22, Prop. 3.7] works: as in the proof of [Kos22, Lem. 3.8], we see that Γ(Spf B, M_{Spf B} ) → Γ(Spf(B/J), M_{Spf(B/J)}) is exact surjective. Hence so is P ×_{Γ(Spf(B/J),MSpf(B/J) )} Γ(Spf B, M_{Spf B} ) → P . The remaining assertions are straightforward. □ Definition C.7. A fine f-chart of (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) ∈ (X, M_X )^{str}� consists of an étale morphism U → Y , a fine chart P → Γ(U, M_Y ), and a morphism g : Spf(B/J) → U such that the following diagram is commutative: Spf(B/J)^g // fflffl U fflffl X^f // Y.

In this case, g gives rise to a morphism (Spf(B/J), M_{Spf(B/J)}) → (U, M_Y |_U ) of log formal schemes. Moreover, the above construction yields a log prism in (Y, M_Y )^{str}� , which we denote by (Spf B, J, M^P_{Spf B} ) (or (Spf B, J, M^{(U,P,g)}_{Spf B} ) if we emphasize U and g).

We write (X, M_X )^{str,f -chart} � for the full subcategory of (X, M^X )^{str}� consisting of objects that admit fine f-charts. Note that if M_Y is fine, every object of (X, M_X )^{str}� admits a fine f-chart étale locally (cf. [Kos22, Rem. 4.2]).

Define the category Chart_{MY} as follows:

(1) an object consists of (U_λ, P_λ)_{λ∈Λ} where {U_λ → Y } is a cover in Y_{ét} and P_λ → Γ(U_λ, M_Y ) is a fine chart;

(2) a morphism from (U_λ, P_λ)_{λ∈Λ} to (V^′_λ, Q^′_λ)_λ′_{∈Λ}′ is a map ϕ: Λ → Λ^′ together with a morphism U_λ → V_{ϕ(λ)} in Y_{ét} and a monoid homomorphism Q_{ϕ(λ)} → P_λ for each λ ∈ Λ such that the diagram Q_{ϕ(λ)} fflffl

// Γ(V_{ϕ(λ)}, M_Y )

fflffl P_λ // Γ(U_λ, M_Y ) is commutative. Note that {U_λ → Y } is a refinement of the étale cover {V_λ′ → Y }.

Lemma C.8. If M_Y is fine, then the opposite category Chart^{op}_{MY} is filtered. Proof. This follows from arguments similar to those in the proof of [Ogu18, Cor. II.2.2.2, II.2.3.6]. □ Let (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) ∈ (X, M_X )^{str}� . Define the category C_B as follows:

(1) an object is (Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M_{Spf Bλ} , P_λ)_{λ∈Λ} where {(Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M_{Spf Bλ} ) → (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} )} is an étale cover of log prisms in (X, M_X )^{str}� and P_λ → Γ(U_λ, M_Y ) is a fine f-chart for (Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M_{Spf Bλ} );

(2) a morphism from (Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M_{Spf Bλ} , P_λ)_{λ∈Λ} to (Spf C_λ′ , JC_λ′ , M_{Spf Cλ′} , Q_λ′ )_λ′_{∈Λ}′ is a map ϕ: Λ → Λ^′ together with a morphism (Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M_{Spf Bλ} ) → (Spf C_{ϕ(λ)}, JC_{ϕ(λ)}, M_{Spf Cϕ(λ)} ) in (X, M_X )^{str}� , a morphism U_λ → V_{ϕ(λ)} in Y_{ét}, and a monoid homomorphism Q_{ϕ(λ)} → P_λ such that the diagrams

Spf(B_λ/JB_λ) fflffl

// U_λ

fflffl Spf(C_{ϕ(λ)}/JC_{ϕ(λ)}) // V_{ϕ(λ)} and Q_{ϕ(λ)} fflffl

// Γ(V_{ϕ(λ)}, M_Y )

fflffl P_λ // Γ(U_λ, M_Y )

are commutative for each λ ∈ Λ.

Lemma C.9. If M_Y is fine, then the opposite category C^{op}_B is filtered.

Proof. This follows from Lemma C.8 and the fact that the category of objects étale over (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) is equivalent to the category of affine p-adic formal schemes that are étale over Spf(B/J) (see [Kos22, Rem. 4.2]). □

For (Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M_{Spf Bλ} , P_λ)_{λ∈Λ} ∈ C_B and for each λ ∈ Λ, we have a log prism (Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M^{Pλ}_{Spf Bλ} ) in (Y, M_Y )^{str}� by Lemma C.6.

Definition C.10. For G ∈ Sh((Y, M_Y )^{str}� ), we define Ȟ^0((Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M_{Spf Bλ} , P_λ)_{λ∈Λ}, G) as follows: choose (Spf B_{(λ,λ}′_), JB_{(λ,λ}′_), M_{Spf B(λ,λ′ )} , P_{(λ,λ}′_))_{(λ,λ}′_{)∈Λ}2 ∈ C_B such that

• (Spf B_{(λ,λ}′_), JB_{(λ,λ}′_), M_{Spf B(λ,λ′ )} ) is an étale cover of the fiber product (Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M_{Spf Bλ} ) ×_{(Spf B,J,MSpf B )} (Spf B_λ′ , JB_λ′ , M_{Spf Bλ′} ) (equivalently, Spf(B_{(λ,λ}′_)/JB_{(λ,λ}′_)) is an étale cover of Spf(B_λ/JB_λ)×_{Spf(B/J)}Spf(B_λ′ /JB_λ′ )), and • for each pair (λ, λ^′), there exists a monoid homomorphism P_λ ⊕ P_λ′ → P_{(λ,λ}′_) for which the projections pr_1, pr_2 : Λ^2 → Λ define morphisms from (Spf B_{(λ,λ}′_), JB_{(λ,λ}′_), M_{Spf B(λ,λ′ )} , P_{(λ,λ}′_))_{(λ,λ}′_{)∈Λ}2 to (Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M_{Spf Bλ} , P_λ) and (Spf B_λ′ , JB_λ′ , M_{Spf Bλ′} , P_λ′ ).

Here the existence of such an object is proved in a way similar to Lemma C.9. We set Ȟ^0((Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M_{Spf Bλ} , P_λ)_{λ∈Λ}, G) := { (s_λ)_Λ ∈ ∏ λ∈Λ G(Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M^{Pλ}_{Spf Bλ} ) | | s_λ|_{Spf B(λ,λ′)} = s_{λ′} |_{Spf B(λ,λ′ )} ∀(λ, λ^′) ∈ Λ^2},

where s_λ|_{Spf B(λ,λ′ )} denotes the restriction of s_λ to G(Spf B_{(λ,λ}′_), JB_{(λ,λ}′_), M^{P(λ,λ′ )}_{Spf B(λ,λ′ )} ). Since G is a sheaf on (Y, M_Y )^{str}� , it is not difficult to see that the condition s_λ|_{Spf B(λ,λ′ )} = s_λ′ |_{Spf B(λ,λ′)} is independent of the choice of (Spf B_{(λ,λ}′_), JB_{(λ,λ}′_), M_{Spf B(λ,λ′ )} , P_{(λ,λ}′_))_Λ2 and Ȟ^0((Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M_{Spf Bλ} , P_λ)_{λ∈Λ}, G) is well-defined. Moreover, Ȟ^0(−, G) defines a covariant functor from C^{op}_B .

We are now ready to prove that f^{−1}� commutes with finite limits.

Proof of Proposition C.5. We first recall the standard construction of the sheafification functor. Let (·)^+ : PSh((X, M_X )^{str}� ) → PSh((X, M_X )^{str}� ) be the functor together with a natural transformation id_{PSh((X,MX )}str_{� )} → (·)^+ as in [Sta21, Tag 00W4]: for F ∈ PSh((X, M_X )^{str}� ), F^+ is defined by the 0th Čech cohomology of F. Then the sheafification functor is given by F → F^{++}. Moreover the sheafification commutes with finite limits by [Sta21, Tag 00WJ].

Define a functor (f^•�)^′ : Sh((Y, M_Y )^{str}� ) → PSh((X, M_X )^{str}� ) by

((f^•�)^′G)(Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) = lim−→

(Spf B_λ,JB_λ ,M_{Spf Bλ} ,P_λ)_Λ∈C^{op}_B

Ȟ^0((Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M_{Spf Bλ} , P_λ)_Λ, G).

Observe that (f^•�)^′ commutes with finite limits by Lemma C.9 and [Sta21, Tags 002W, 00W2].

Regard f^•� : PSh((Y, M_Y )^{str}� ) → PSh((X, M_X )^{str}� ) as a functor from Sh((Y, M_Y )^{str}� ). For every fprismatic morphism (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) → (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}), one can find (Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M_{Spf Bλ} , P_λ)_{λ∈Λ} ∈ C_B with commutative diagrams of log prisms

(Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M_{Spf Bλ} ) // fflffl (Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M^{Pλ}_{Spf Bλ} ) h_λ fflffl (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) // (Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}).

The restriction along h_λ yields a well-defined natural transformation f^•� → (f^•�)^′, which in turn induces an isomorphism (f^•�)^{+ ∼=}−→ ((f^•�)^′)^+. Hence f^{−1}� = ((f^•�)^′)^{++} commutes with finite limits. □ Remark C.11. Assume that M_X is fine. It is straightforward to check that the above construction also gives a morphism of topoi f^{perf}� := (f^{perf,−1} � , f^{perf}�,∗ ): Sh((X, M^X )^{str,perf}� ) → Sh((Y, M^Y )^{str,perf}� ) such that (f^{perf}�_{,∗} F)(Spf A, I, M_{Spf A}) = Hom_{PSh((X,MX )}str,perf_{� )}(f^{−1}h_A, F).

Assume further that both M_X and M_Y admit a free chart étale locally. Then Remark 2.5(2) gives Sh((X, M_X )^{str,perf}� ) ∼= Sh(X^{perf}� ) and Sh((Y, M_Y )^{perf}� ) ∼= Sh(Y^{perf}� ). Under these identifications, f^{perf}� agrees with the morphism of topoi Sh(X^{perf}� ) → Sh(Y^{perf}� ) induced from the cocontinuous functor

X^{perf}� → Y^{perf}� : (Spf A, I, Spf(A/I) → X) → (Spf A, I, Spf(A/I) → X → Y ).

This follows from the above description of f^{perf}� .

The pullback f^{−1}� preserves various notions of crystals.

Lemma C.12. Assume that M_Y is fine. The inclusion (X, M_X )^{str,f -chart}� → (X, M_X )^{str}� induces an equivalence of categories lim (Spf B,J,M_{Spf B} )∈(X,M_X )^{str}�

Vect(B)^{∼=}−→ lim

(Spf B,J,M_{Spf B} )∈(X,M_X )^{str,f -chart} � Vect(B)

A similar statement holds if Vect(B) is replaced with the following categories:

Vect(Spec B ∖ V (p, J)), Vect(Spec B ∖ V (J)), Vect^φ(B, J), or Vect^{an,φ}(B, J). Proof. The assertion follows from the fact that each of the above categories enjoys strict flat descent (see Proposition 3.2). □

Proposition C.13. Assume that M_Y is fine.

(1) We have

f^{−1}� O� = O�, f^{−1}� O�[p^{−1}]^∧_{I�} = O�[p^{−1}]^∧_{I�} , and f^{−1}� O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p = O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p .

(2) Via the identification in (1), f^{−1}� induces

f^{−1}� : Vect((Y, M_Y )^{str}� , O�) → Vect((X, M_X )^{str}� , O�).

Moreover, if (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) ∈ (X, M_X )^{str}� admits a coherent f-chart (U, P, g), then

(f^{−1}� G)(Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) ∼= G(Spf B, J, M^{(U,P,g)}_{Spf B} ) ∈ Vect(B).

A similar assertion holds if Vect is replaced with Vect^φ or O� is replaced with O�[p^{−1}]^∧_{I�} or O�[I^{−1}� ]^∧_p .

Proof. We use the notation as in the proof of Proposition C.5.

(1) We show f^{−1}� O� = O�. If G = O�, then we have functorial identifications Ȟ^0((Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M_{Spf Bλ} , P_λ)_Λ, G) = B = O�(Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ),

where the first equality follows from the (p, J)-completely faithfully flat descent for vector bundles over prisms. Hence we obtain (f^•�)^′G = O� and thus f^{−1}� O� = O�. The other two cases are deduced similarly from strict flat descent (see the proof of Proposition 3.2).

(2) Assume that (Spf B, J, M_{Spf B} ) ∈ (X, M_X )^{str}� admits a coherent f-chart (U, P, g) and G ∈ Vect((Y, M_Y )^{str}� , O�). Then an argument similar to (1) shows lim−→ C^{op}_B

Ȟ^0((Spf B_λ, JB_λ, M_{Spf Bλ} , P_λ)_Λ, G) = G�(Spf B, J, M^{(U,P,g)}_{Spf B} ).

By Proposition 3.2 and Lemma C.12, we obtain the assertions for vector bundles in O�-modules. The other cases are proved similarly. □

Definition C.14. Assume that M_Y is fine. Define the pullback functor of analytic prismatic F - crystals f^{−1}� : Vect^{an,φ}((Y, M_Y )^{str}� ) → Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )^{str}� ) by associating to (E�, φ_{E�} ) ( (E�, φ_{E�} )(Spf B, J, M^{(U,P,g)}_{Spf B} ) ) ∈ lim←− (Spf B,J,M_{Spf B} ) ∈(X,M_X )^{str,f -chart} � Vect^{an,φ}(B, J) = Vect^{an,φ}((X, M_X )^{str}� ).

Here the last identification follows from Lemma C.12, and the well-definedness of the functor can be shown as in the proof of Proposition C.13.

References

[AI12] Fabrizio Andreatta and Adrian Iovita, Semistable sheaves and comparison isomorphisms in the semistable case, Rend. Semin. Mat. Univ. Padova 138 (2012), 131–285.

[AI13] , Comparison isomorphisms for smooth formal schemes, J. Inst. Math. Jussieu 12 (2013), no. 1, 77–151. MR 3001736 [Bei13] A. Beilinson, On the crystalline period map, Camb. J. Math. 1 (2013), no. 1, 1–51. MR 3272051 [Ber74] Pierre Berthelot, Cohomologie cristalline des schémas de caractéristique p > 0, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 407, Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1974. MR 0384804 [Ber90] Vladimir G. Berkovich, Spectral theory and analytic geometry over non-Archimedean fields, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, vol. 33, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1990. MR 1070709 [BG98] Siegfried Bosch and Ulrich Görtz, Coherent modules and their descent on relative rigid spaces, J. Reine Angew. Math. 495 (1998), 119–134 (English).

[BH22] Bhargav Bhatt and David Hansen, The six functors for Zariski-constructible sheaves in rigid geometry, Compos. Math. 158 (2022), no. 2, 437–482.

[BIM19] Bhargav Bhatt, Srikanth Iyengar, and Linquan Ma, Regular rings and perfect(oid) algebras, Comm. Algebra 47 (2019), no. 6, 2367–2383.

[BL22] Bhargav Bhatt and Jacob Lurie, Absolute prismatic cohomology, 2022, preprint, arXiv:2201.06120. [BM90] Pierre Berthelot and William Messing, Théorie de Dieudonné cristalline. III: Théorèmes d’équivalence et de pleine fidélité. (Dieudonné crystalline theory. III: Theorems of equivalence and of full-faithfullness theorems), The Grothendieck Festschrift, Vol. I, Progr. Math., vol. 86, Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 1990, pp. 173–247 (French).

[BO78] Pierre Berthelot and Arthur Ogus, Notes on crystalline cohomology, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ; University of Tokyo Press, Tokyo, 1978. MR 491705 [Bre97] Christophe Breuil, Représentations p-adiques semi-stables et transversalité de Griffiths, Math. Ann. 307 (1997), 191–224.

[Bri06] Olivier Brinon, Représentations cristallines dans le cas d’un corps résiduel imparfait, Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 56(4) (2006), 919–999.

[Bri08] , Représentations p-adiques cristallines et de de Rham dans le cas relatif, Mém. Soc. Math. Fr. 112 (2008), vi+159.

[BS22] Bhargav Bhatt and Peter Scholze, Prisms and prismatic cohomology, Ann. of Math. (2) 196 (2022), 1135–1275.

[BS23] , Prismatic F -crystals and crystalline Galois representations, Camb. J. Math. 11 (2023), no. 2, 507–562. MR 4600546 [CK19] Kestutis Cesnavicius and Teruhisa Koshikawa, The A_{inf}-cohomology in the semistable case, Compos. Math. 155 (2019), 2039–2128.

[DJ95] Aise Johan De Jong, Crystalline Dieudonné module theory via formal and rigid geometry, Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. 82 (1995), 5–96.

[DL23] Heng Du and Tong Liu, A prismatic approach to (φ, Ĝ)-modules and F -crystals, 2023, To appear in J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), arXiv:2107.12240v3.

[DLMS24] Heng Du, Tong Liu, Yong Suk Moon, and Koji Shimizu, Completed prismatic F -crystals and crystalline Z_p-local systems, Compos. Math. 160 (2024), 1101–1166.

[Dri22] Vladimir Drinfeld, A stacky approach to crystals, Dialogues between physics and mathematics. C. N. Yang at 100, Cham: Springer, 2022, p. 19–47 (English).

[Fal89] Gerd Faltings, Crystalline cohomology and p-adic Galois-representations, Algebraic analysis, geometry, and number theory: proceedings of the JAMI inaugural conference, held at Baltimore, MD, USA, May 16-19, 1988, Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1989, pp. 25–80 (English).

[Fal02] , Almost étale extensions, Astérisque (2002), no. 279, 185–270, Cohomologies p-adiques et applications arithmétiques, II. MR 1922831 [FK18] Kazuhiro Fujiwara and Fumiharu Kato, Foundations of rigid geometry. I, EMS Monographs in Mathematics, European Mathematical Society (EMS), Zürich, 2018. MR 3752648 [Fon94] Jean-Marc Fontaine, Représentations l-adiques potentiellement semi-stables, Astérisque 223 (1994), 321– 347.

[Gao20] Hui Gao, Integral p-adic Hodge theory in the imperfect residue field case, 2020, preprint, arXiv:2007.06879v2.

[GR24] Haoyang Guo and Emanuel Reinecke, A prismatic approach to crystalline local systems, Invent. Math. 236 (2024), 17–164.

[Kat89] Kazuya Kato, Logarithmic structures of Fontaine-Illusie, Algebraic analysis, geometry, and number theory (Baltimore, MD, 1988), Johns Hopkins Univ. Press, Baltimore, MD, 1989, pp. 191–224. MR 1463703 [Kim15] Wansu Kim, The relative Breuil-Kisin classification of p-divisible groups and finite flat group schemes, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN (2015), 8152–8232.

[Kis06] Mark Kisin, Crystalline representations and F -crystals, Algebraic geometry and number theory (Boston), Progr. Math., vol. 253, Birkhäuser, 2006, pp. 459–496.

[KL15] Kiran Kedlaya and Ruochuan Liu, Relative p-adic Hodge theory: Foundations, Astérisque (2015), no. 371, 239.

[Kos22] Teruhisa Koshikawa, Logarithmic prismatic cohomology I, 2022, preprint, arXiv:2007.14037. [KY23] Teruhisa Koshikawa and Zijian Yao, Logarithmic prismatic cohomology II, 2023, preprint, arXiv:2306.00364.

[Liu07] Tong Liu, Torsion p-adic Galois representations and a conjecture of Fontaine, Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér. 40 (2007), 633–674.

[Liu08] , On lattices in semi-stable representations: a proof of a conjecture of Breuil, Compos. Math. 144 (2008), 61–88.

[LZ17] Ruochuan Liu and Xinwen Zhu, Rigidity and a Riemann-Hilbert correspondence for p-adic local systems, Invent. Math. 207 (2017), 291–343.

[Mat22] Akhil Mathew, Faithfully flat descent of almost perfect complexes in rigid geometry, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 226 (2022), no. 5, Paper No. 106938, 31. MR 4332074 [Moo22] Yong Suk Moon, Note on purity of crystalline local systems, 2022, preprint, arXiv:2210.07368. [Moo24] Yong Suk Moon, Strongly divisible lattices and crystalline cohomology in the imperfect residue field case, Selecta Math. (N.S.) 30 (2024).

[Mor14] Kazuma Morita, Crystalline and semi-stable representations in the imperfect residue field case, Asian J. Math. 18 (2014), no. 1, 143–158 (English).

[MW21] Yu Min and Yupeng Wang, Relative (φ, Γ)-modules and prismatic F -crystals, 2021, preprint, arXiv:2110.06076v2.

[MW22] , Hodge–Tate crystals on the logarithmic prismatic sites of semi–stable formal schemes, 2022, preprint, arXiv:2205.08895v1.

[MW23] Lucas Mann and Annette Werner, Local systems on diamonds and p-adic vector bundles, Int. Math. Res. Not. 2023 (2023), no. 15, 12785–12850 (English).

[Ogu84] Authur Ogus, F-isocrystals and de Rham cohomology. II-convergent isocrystals, Duke Math. J. 51 (1984), 765–850.

[Ogu90] Arthur Ogus, The convergent topos in characteristic p, The Grothendieck Festschrift, Vol. III, Progr. Math., vol. 88, Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 1990, pp. 133–162. MR 1106913 [Ogu94] , F -crystals, Griffiths transversality, and the Hodge decomposition, Astérisque (1994), no. 221, ii+183. MR 1280543 [Ogu18] , Lectures on logarithmic algebraic geometry, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, vol. 178, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2018. MR 3838359 [Ohk13] Shun Ohkubo, The p-adic monodromy theorem in the imperfect residue field case, Algebra Number Theory 7 (2013), no. 8, 1977–2037. MR 3134041 [Sch13] Peter Scholze, p-adic Hodge theory for rigid-analytic varieties, Forum Math. Pi 1 (2013), e1, 77. [Sch16] , p-adic Hodge theory for rigid-analytic varieties—corrigendum, Forum Math. Pi 4 (2016), e6, 4. MR 3535697 [Sch22] Peter Scholze, Etale cohomology of diamonds, 2022, preprint, arXiv:1709.07343. [Shi00] Atsushi Shiho, Crystalline fundamental groups. I. Isocrystals on log crystalline site and log convergent site, J. Math. Sci. Univ. Tokyo 7 (2000), no. 4, 509–656. MR 1800845 [Shi02] , Crystalline fundamental groups. II. Log convergent cohomology and rigid cohomology, J. Math. Sci. Univ. Tokyo 9 (2002), no. 1, 1–163. MR 1889223 [Sta21] The Stacks project authors, The stacks project, https://stacks.math.columbia.edu, 2021. [Tsu] Takeshi Tsuji, Crystalline sheaves and filtered convergent F -isocrystals on log schemes, preprint. [TT19] Fucheng Tan and Jilong Tong, Crystalline comparison isomorphisms in p-adic Hodge theory: the absolutely unramified case, Algebra Number Theory 13 (2019), no. 7, 1509–1581. MR 4009670 [Yao23] Zijian Yao, Z_p-lattices in semistable Galois representations, 2023, preprint, arXiv:2308.15468.

Yau Mathematical Sciences Center, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China Email address: hengdu@mail.tsinghua.edu.cn

Department of Mathematics, Purdue University, 150 N. University Street, West Lafayette, IN 47907, U.S.A.

Email address: tongliu@purdue.edu

Beijing Institute of Mathematical Sciences and Applications, Beijing 101408, China Email address: ysmoon@bimsa.cn

Yau Mathematical Sciences Center, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China; Beijing Institute of Mathematical Sciences and Applications, Beijing 101408, China

Email address: shimizu@tsinghua.edu.cn