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(Number theoretic applications of the theory of
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Abstract

We give a brief survey on number theoretic applications of the theory of perfectoid spaces
recently obtained by Peter Scholze and his collaborators. We explain basic strategies and some
ideas of the proofs of the weight-monodromy conjecture for complete intersections, comparison
theorems for torsion coefficients for rigid analytic varieties, and the construction of Galois
representations associated with regular algebraic cuspidal automorphic representations of GL,,
over totally real or CM fields as well as torsion cohomology classes of locally symmetric varieties.
In this paper, no new results are given, and most of the arguments explained are only briefly
sketched.

§1. BIUBHIC

perfectoid Z2[Hlifil% Peter Scholze K (1987-) 12 & D Allff - &/ S 172k Archimedes
[tk b T2 DM TH 5. perfectoid Z2EFRDEFRIICH D TAELRI Nz D
1%, 2011 4£ 3 HIZ Princeton HEMIZEAT (Institute for Advanced Study) Tfrbin
Galois REUCBIT 2 MFEERITE WTTH % LY. perfectoid 22[MTGwI%, IRAELEDIE
Archimedes JafTf LOREZ, FEROGEIWE S Z)ﬁﬁﬁé%ﬂ@@ﬂ’*ﬁ?% &ELTEA
I,

perfectoid ZZfliIC 1%, ZDEAERD» S5 HIZE S £ T, BEGH~DE S XZIIGH
DR A EFFRINTwS, HlZIX, Scholze IKHE (& HEFEMIEE) Ik BHEHRE LT,

1. EERXEERIT 2ES - £/ Fo I —FHEOMk ([65, §9])
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2. adic M DEIZNT 5 p i Hodge Paw D g HIAL ([67], [66, §3)).

3. GL,, DARIRBICRATNFZZM O mod p™ REa v T v Y —HIZFES Galois LD
L ([68])

BEVRH L, £, ARETIHIZEAERRNT S L TE D >7%D3, perfectoid 24w
DEBZ)IGHD—> L LT, Scholze & Weinstein 12X % p AJBREEOZRTEDEY 2 5 A 24
INDIGH (R L X)L D Rapoport-Zink Z2[EIC% % Faltings-Fargues [FI%) 23% %
([71]).

ZS DIGHBIKIZA DO—EBICHEE 72\, JILTlE Scholze IKPASDINFEHE B per-
fectoid Z2tlimZ IO T 5 X 9 172> TE 7, /EHEm~DIH ([39]), piE Langlands *f
IEORMIIINDIH (1)), 51 2%/ L AEOMGBOIH (53] % &b
5. G\E, A, pERIENA, piE LB, p B OELBRL L, K4 %o
WADISHBMIEIND LK) ICh b Lk,

AFEOHMWIZ, L L TiE, perfectoid Z2MGmDELGH~DIGHZ EFHT 5 Z &
ThoT, LoL, bLAALZALILIEFAHRRTH % (ZARI EEBHIDD 67D
EoTVDEED), FEHEDRIARICLD, FEITKL T, perfectoid Z2fi D IEHIIC
ONTEELRMFH L TEIEIFIFEAETE TRV LZEFENT 5, perfectoid %2
FEmIC AR CTHHTE TR VWEEFHEHL RIS 5. £/, S LEZEORIOHE
by DL RICEIRAL U CHIBH L 728525, IEL < hvd 2 IR 2 i iliddE g n <
LESZMEIb LW ERY), O T perfectoid ZZEFRDIGH S LT 3 FHA LI LT
BIELIUIFEWL EE S TRIO DD, ZNNE T FTEBIN2IETD 6 0,

Al Tld perfectoid Z2[R]DERPEAMWEIZEE Lk, [82], [65] HEZZHRL T
W ZE v, KL, AADWIRIARE T 5,

F. BHOME L, N Ts2EHOTRE (BXWIC) REtR b ol L?’:Fﬁiﬁ
%, (GEHT EEINTOTH, ZOIEREAEPHERTHICTE R, ) EBEZHEN
PRI TE 2R Z 5T 5 X ) I 7D T, 1EMERRGE « FRICDOWTI iﬁ
HXHIZH 7z > T2 E 72\, perfectoid 22w Z DICH 2 A& flmR 9 5 B 1%
o LEHEOEOWHRICH-oN D Z L2EID 5. perfectoid ZEEDEFHPIEAME I
DWVTUE, HIBK DML [82] B HAFE T DRI HIPN TV LD TSI 2 L L v
725 ')) Scholze KDim I ENH HMRXUNNDEUES H D, & THHRISE LTV

5. ZOFMWICEKRDH D5 NITIZ—iiz2#D %. perfectoid Z2[EEmICEId % Scholze FKKH
g i%%ﬁﬁ)ﬂﬂ[][m]’%% 7z, [33], [67], [63] bHDOETHML T/

S EHBEREEA2DOTIE VLY

§2. Perfectoid ZEFwD “fELVA”

perfectoid ZEfEMICIIMRA RIGHDIH 203, Z D “fnE ITIE—EDNRY =V BH
X915, £9H ’@‘3, perfectoid 22w, ZEHGmICHN A B AZLED “HRFR”
DELEZ IESLT AL L THEEL T3 L) TH 3,
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perfectoid ZZ[HEmDEAMIVFFEH & L T,
e Huber IZ Xk % adic ZER]DOM %2 HEEICE LTS Z &,
o NEMNTHRAERMEZ A7 37\, I Noether AW RTH S Z L,

o BB DI 2 perfectoid ZEfID ¥ —)L « A b &2 T 240 A — tilt & MFIXN
%5 — ZHEHOWNEICIEERH L T3 2 &

WEF SN 5, W, adic Ziid & TH RN HBE OB 2 HEHEIC L Tw 5225,
perfectoid 2%l % EH 9 2 HHEMER & L CTld# L Tw 5 (ftdIE Archimedes YFENTH
oA (B 218 [34]) %2 FEBERGR & L T perfectoid Z2filimz BT 52 L HTE 3
b Lswdd), £7, adic ZRDEMAPLY —)b - aFER L —ITOWTIE, Huber
HEICX D T TICHESL SN H 2006, 26 ZiEH LT perfectoid Z2fiim % It
MTE2L0I) AUy EbH5, Ll, I0sidd FTHEMMMIKTH-T, I
7213 2Bk T TH LR~ DIGHIF R AT I 5w,

perfectoid Z2[HlE, adic Z2[HD ) BRIRZ: (PPEANINZ) &b 2 AT THDTH > 7!

(perfectoid Z4[H ) C (adlc 22[H )

adic ZE[H]G 13 D TP LD i Bl T%b REGKMPRAGR B BN S & 9 72
(A ¥ —LRBRAF—2%E) 1, 1ZIETRTE iﬂ“(ti?

(Zf'r—lx) C (ﬂ%ﬁ%#—A) C (adic %FEE[).

LoL, FED L) REMROE ARSI, adic ZZEO—MGmTHkE 9 & LTw»
ENRIZINTET, BEDE LEDICEBHTELRONRLEATVRELIICHHRZS (H
ZAXPIAHER (D) 206 HARICE D 7HEERTEDEIC R 6 W 23D 3). FEEEICIEH 5
BMEHFHNPT W7 7 RICHIBLTUIZET 5 2 &b, HEEL 4 2 aliER — p ik Q,
DREAER DTN L 2 DEEEIR I & — 2 —DOFEL T, ZOREODHRAUZA X —2L1D
TR TEMACITEE D TR DO AZEZ D L ot BATH S, TH 0ok 7 ADZE
Fa‘?lc: 3D IZ JE Noether N2 b DO EFNTIZV 303, HEMOERLEZFF>Z £0%

BRI ERE 209 2 E X2 TENUE — ZUlFE LCIEAEBARZ ETIEH S
75)—;@’7%"0)13'\’ L EZIEFROBEERDEHTE 2560 H 5. adic iRz RO &
T 514 DI Archimedes MAEHTRM OIS — HhiR - 7 — OV ZRRIR - BN LR
KD pitt—2 LM, pERIEA DB, pilEfor 7RG, pilEfEsmi s — kv
T, SNHDIFATHABRIEDBL VLI TH 5.

& 2 AT, perfectoid 2%[E]I adlc IFEﬁ“C 35 50, KKOLEIEZ EAD X 9 ER
MzRi> 7 7 ATIFBES v, BEGHIGEFEBN S X 9 w22, j@fﬁd)f% &, perfectoid
ERICIE R SV, DFD,

(BEBERIICBRD H 2221 ) C (adic 22 ) D (perfectoid ZEfH] )
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7203, Z DT IXIZEA ER
(HEBGRIVICHRD & 222/ ) N (perfectoid 22 ) ~ (LA ERW).

adic Z2[E]%° p #E Hodge HFHZ Db D Z ML L T 2HMARZ R &, perfectoid 22t H
HIFBEIRD H 522 [ & 1T E AV d Litkw,

ZNTIE, &, perfectoid Z2MEmD M EGR O MBI LT 2 4UZ £ F TSN ZIG
MEFRODES 9 b, BEGRICE T 542 OARLERD MR OBER—DDOHD K I (I
By, Thbt,

o BUGHICE VW TERINL ML OAZER (P2 1XA4 7 7 VERE, RATE, A%y
A4 7V, Galois &8l, Hasse-Weil ¥ — 2B &) 13, HorMO%EROarEtny —
(B Z1E Galois aFERY—, EFFaFAERY—, T¥—)L - aFEQT -4 L)
ZHELTHBRING Z L% 0,

o HRRIZIX, ADAEREZDHDIN DY, ZD “MfR” 12 OHE « BRI N T
W EDBL, ZIH) VD AEED DRI 2 RIS 2 LB TI R, M
BUZINU 72 ad hoe R FETHERIYIZ Z L H L0,

o perfectoid Z2fam I A EIIZIE Noether N7t~ CdH D, BEGHICHN 2 HH 4
DAEED MR %MD HRICHE T 2l A %2 52 5, BEGRTIIAL R
D “RRER” 2P B LI IE S 006, Z721), perfectoid 2Bl DG HE D EHS
JE35 2 LIl D,

AERD I 1220 T, W OD OBl ZZEFTHIT 2.

L AFEHERICB WL, RBUED Z, IEK Koo /K DHERD A 77 VERED p-ifiir D
I VBB 2 HHEMRIR %, SEMEEER A = Z,[[Gal(K o /K)]] EOMBEE LTHEERT
%5, % ohEROAL TTVERLD S, ZOMRTH L A MBS ZRENHE
WMPBEENTODEEEZDL, LL, “Ko DATT7IVER 27V EZLTLH
D RIS, Bk E - T Koo DEERKE] p 7 — VIR KICEIR L TR
Z2OWHEEFERTHY, ZHUIBI» OEBELZFIETIEH 2D, £ ad hoc I
bRZ 2.

2. GIRAF, LERMDO X ¥ — L OBEELAZE L LT Hasse-Weil ¥ — 5 BB DH 5,
Hasse-Weil ¥ — B (LY — )L - aFx €0y — H(X ®F, Fy, Q) ~DAEMIY
Frobenius fEfZ W TEETE 2. Lo L, £ D85A, H(X o, F, Q) 3RE
»IFDaFER Y —HEHTH > T,

H'(X ®r, Fq,Q) = (lmH'(X ®p, F,Z/1"Z)) ®z, Q
DAAPIEL ., BEGRICBWTHIKRDOH 3 (iEarErY —I1F, aFf€ERY—0D—
BERCHARICIRZ 2 DD TiE 7, HERIIIES{LIZTEECThH 5 2% ([28], [46]), % ad
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hoc 122 4. (Scholze & Bhatt 1&, AF¥—AICAL T “Bl=g—)L - %A b 2
AL, ZhzllviiEars oy — OB ITOWIZEHiT> T 5 ([8]). Scholze
HEIC X % p it Hodge MmO ([67]) IS I N7z k) TH 5. perfectoid 24
it TR b N TR IC B 2 BT DS, A X — AGROFRICHEFLEL T35, )

3. piEfR K/Q, D7 — VLR AT LT, p™ S50 m Alp™] 13BHGmIC BT 2 A
IZTZERTH 5. FERICIE, %D A[p™] K D b ZDRI{Alp™]},, — p FIBREEL
V) ICHBRROREROIES T 5 2 E DB, Tate IIFE 1A = lim  Alp™](K)
PZOHMRV,A =T,A®z, Q, »5EZE % pitt Galois #H AL ETH S, p AIERREIC
IS 2 BEAEIO NI IE, BRL AL Ap™] TRIKD 77205 0 b %0 (B2
[75, Theorem 4]). & 2 A%, % A[p™] 3FEARAF — L7205, Z DOHRfR “lim Alp™]”
i BEOTERTIE) BEA X — A TRAEVDT, ZOVIE ad hoe 1074 6 X 3 % 13
72\>, (Scholze & Weinstein (%, p FIFREED Tate MMEECZ OE K% adic 22[H] &
L9 T &, Dieudonné BIFICOWTOMINAFEREZE TS ([71, 83]). A
IRUEZ R OEEICE E > TwTE, 29 LERIRICENET 2 2 LI3EEL Y, )

4. pERIER ORI, B DI {f,}n>1 (SR LT, Fourier f2%(+> Hecke
FED p Rtk 2 E%3 5. % ORIER f, i?‘ﬁ?’?ﬁﬂﬂ@gﬁ (b 5\ IFPRAIF
) & U CHERE 72 2 B2 Fo08, Z DR « Jim. fu7 WITENRD 2, 2 D1EY41k
D7-®IZ, Fourier f*f‘"’ﬂl@ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ/_ﬁﬂﬁ’\%rf‘&*ﬂ(& LVC%%’SL% D, Hecke BiD (—
RATIZ) §HmIR 2720, €227 —iift (&b —BIcIiTERZRE) oike
TOLOMPR (BRHERE - HFE) O SEHL Lo oYk 2 -7, BEX%
REZRO ATy —2i) T EH 5. TNOIFEMMICIZRYIZR S D723,
ad hoc ZFIEICH R 5,

5. RETEADZEMIC/EH T % Hecke fFHEZ R T 2 —D2D ik E LT, RIUEAD
ZEED L RV % BT 7 F R~ 7 7 — VB OEH 238 L T p ERBEFD
PR AR RB 2R L TERAS I A= oM E L THRET 2 L 09 0)75)2(6 % (9

2% [51]). WHLBEATICE VT, RBERIEEY 27—t (&) —BRICIZEN
LER) EoX7 MLVROYIEIPa et n Y —HHEMRTE 200, AblX, “E
P a7 —if o7 FLROYIKI® 2 & €0 L —HHOIFNIR” ([CEkRH 5 &S
2%, LL, “B¥a7—lf EoX7 bLVEOYIKR a &€ a2 —HHo bR
% “EY 27— OMEHR FoX7 Loyl arsEtny —8H LEZ LD
IWNEETH 5. ZDOHEARL ~VICRED T %5 Loz ad hoe B 7IEICHS 2 &
%\, [ARRDIREEIC 1, ENSREDRFTTH %5 Rapoport-Zink Z2[E] % W78 9
HERCHIEMT 5. L2 L, ad hoc % /53E1X0 D IZH> T T, Faltings-Fargues
FMD &9 IR L NV OBSRZ BT 2 2 EI3EEL W ([31], [71)).

perfectoid Z¢[fFm i, FERDBLENTIX ad hoc IZ L2k Z b o 7 “WrfR” %, HEE
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POHRICHD 2 EZTRBICT A Z G Z T d X H Iy, BEMWIcE TR,
(BEBGRIVICBRD & 2 22D “Mifl”) C (perfectoid %2 ) C (adic %2H))

EEZoNS,

perfectoid ZEfFICF V> TIE, JEH OREBCRMPEEGm I BN 5 HIRMED M, KK
DYGARI-I I\, Lo L, )7k adic ZEEROEDP T, HHEREE L b Rkfrn
BB T & 22 ICd %> T b (B 21 perfectoid 22 CIIMEIGHIEIEEIC % 5, =8 —
Ve arERY —OMEmLEHTES). bbAA, tilt L) EHED, perfectoid Z2[H I
THHBEEICHEZ 2 Z LI3RELFNTH S,

adhoct&?."

ljm L A
~Ts ANEBED HRIR” ~~~os | BB TR SR - E R

RGN e AL R
(fxDareEny—)

dic 22t - tilt
E&sihlo) “perfectm adic %20l - ti

perfectoid Z%[Ea

perfectoid Z2[Hlim D EEEGR~DIGH (BEIX])

Perfectoid ZGRD “FEWA” (X&)

ATV 7 1 (BERADEIT) £7, XA COIMEZEELT, Y0k ARZEMDOED X
A aAFRER Y —DWGRICET AMEE L CHRETEA202EET S, ZOATy
BREI EICE® R 206, RN T7 70 —F03H 2 b1 Tldzw,

ATw 7 2 (perfectoid b)) RIZ, HZEA T WALED “MIR” %2, “ZEOME” @ a3k
TRY—LRRT 5, “REOMER” (3 OB ML OHIEE CIEER 2 R e
ZELH DD, ZNUTHT25 D DD perfectoid 2 2 Z L ZAEHT 5, wbiL
“HR]D perfectoid b7 ZEEHT 2 A7 v 7 ChH 5. EMiICIZEZ TH—FDKRA ~
|

ATY7 3 (EEBADRE) BN TALED “MR” 2% “perfectoid 22D a €0
V=" LRIRTELS, WEWLWEITEZERT 2 ATy 7 ThH A, perfectoid 2EHIC
BHELLH S T 5 tilt 2> T, IEEBOGEICHEZEE L THRIRT 5 2 L2
%\,
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bHEAAZHUID ) R ZFHTH > T, EBEDOIHIEZ A RICHEITIE 20,
BAT Y TOEWAT « EXLD 7D IBMDFERPNEICL D 2 E DS, W DD
ISHBNZOWT, XEIDETRTWw L,

. BT perfectoid ZERFRDIEH & L TR I N TV AED L 1L, i
5O77u—F WAL LDIRENTVE L) THS, Ld>T, EXTWw5H
D3,

o ¥ —)L - atrEuRY—DEHE L HIREETHD,
o IEEDIC 5T IERRTF (£ 7 XIRVETTEE) T %

DS 5, BEGICIE, bbb AA, Y= arEuY PO aren Y —HH
BIZIE7VARZ N - aFEQY—RET T4y 7 - aFERY—RE) ICHTIMED H
203, Z0D k) %% perfectoid Z2tlamZ > TEB ICHRT A2 I LIZH LW L
N\, i, IEEECCARMIREDORIBEIZOWTIZ, perfectoid Z2fEliw% > TR T % Z
L W EEDbN S,

. BEGRICHN DS “RIRT 13D B AA T TR, Taylor-Wiles &% Euler
RICHIN 2 GHEMIR L, W2 BB pr,po, .. BT 2 AT LD TH B, BHED
22, ZDX) LMBRIZTBRNERRX TH S 2 & 2R T OIHiBhivIicHwsn 3
bDTH->T, ZNHFIIERMNAZEREIMHEEZOSNTVDE L) TH S,

§3. tilt DIGAGI — Perfectoid ZZRIGRLLAT

perfectoid ZZHERDIGHICE W THE 22 DIE, ML F->TH, HEmIEHEREH I N
TV EBELOMAMA — tilt — THA ). T I TR tilt DIGHD “BHL2DET
IV (toy model) & LT, RDOEHZHNT 5.

EE 3.1, pZ2FEE Q2plhEd s QIC1Dp XFEMRZTTURML 7
& Qp(p~) DHEXF Galois #E

Gal (Qp(ﬂp‘x’)/(@p(ﬂp“))
Dl p Sylow Fl7#EE, HHEI pHTH 5.

FHL 31 HEICIRZFNEIEDHAARI VL Lk vy, HHATFETIEZRWE
A9, TITIE, ZoOEE%E, perfectoid ZEERDE I ZHWTIEHL L 5. #ER 3
DI,

“ETHME U 7 ERRIERIRICE W TIE, HiR Galois BED p #4503
Bz HlIc il S %7
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EWVI)BIRTH S, TD &) %RBIRIL, perfectoid 22[lam % i 5 B 1C 3\ > THIZE IS
Bz,
ER 3.1 DFMDO KA ¥ HE, Q) @ pi5efiilL

K = QP(MP"O)/\

%3 perfectoid RIZ7% % 2 ETH B, Qp(pp=)/Qp I AFEEM TH % U ADMRK Galois
ERTH 2 5HHIZAETH S ).

. HE, ZOBHIZEVLTQpppx) EVIEZDIHDITIE, ZHIEERELE
BRIk, B2 Q, I p D p NFFERE TRTEIL 724k Q,(pt/P7) — Z#HF Kisin
DB ([50]) THEHET % Q, DIE Galois AR TH %5 — 2FE XA THEH 3.1 1ZFEE
ICHAZT 2. (Qp(p'/P™) @ piE5EfH DY perfectoid #RIC 7 2 T & % i 2 IFFEI I AR T
H5.)

SEEA.  Q,(up=) D piESEhiiftz K = Qu(up=)" &€& <. K 13 perfectoid 4 TH
2. ZD tilt K° 1385 p @ perfectoid RTH D, Zi s Dkt Galois HED I EEHER
e [FBIDFAES 5, BARIICIE,

K° = Frac ( m Ok /pOk) = (Fp((t))(tl/poo))A

TH 5 (82)). p LA Galois BEZEZ RV L EHDET,
Gal (Qp(p=)/Qp(pip=)) = Gal (K/K) = Gal (K*/K°)

2155 (K" IZIEEO perfectoid M2 DTREKTH 2405, K 13 K OIYEEAGA & 5%

L), SOEBICSE YT Gal (Qp(up=)/Qp(pp=)) Pl p Sylow FIHHTIERK Galois
FERCMIn T 5 K /K oWk %E Kb /L/K® £ 8. Artin-Schreier &%)

0 — Z/pZ iy y 0

ZH\WT Galois 2 ERY—%25HT A2 & T,
H?*(Gal(L/L),Z/pZ) =0

33005, Wl pHO—MGERE D, Gal(L/L) ZHHE p #E<TH 5% ([72, 1, §4.2, Proposition
24, Corollaire 2]). O

BT 200000 Ltk wdd, T2 TN LER 3.1 1213, §2 THBH L 72 perfectoid
2wz ) 720D 3 DD AT v 7 — WR~DEAT, perfectoid b, IEEEEANDRE —
Dl HNTw» 5,

B 3.1 OAEHZIRDIE->TE Z 9. GEHDORA v M,
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o tilt Z i > TIFER D perfectoid & K’ IS¢ 52 L L,

o ILEEDEIZEWTIX, Galois 2 FB Y —0Y Artin-Schreier 251 7% T “fifjHi
27 BHETTE A

T%ot K & K> ook m%%uﬁm@mnK_OCMMW_p>o%

, — DMl T D \ﬁg foCZ) EldZew). ZHUTHED & THIF DM Galois FE23
Hﬁﬁx‘f ETLEHEIAI, tilt W) T%%{/F@TIEEE%%? - HH3%%% %. Artin-Schreier
FHE Galois ahER Y —2GHRE T 2 REEZD, IFEBOMBIZ L FEL L.
tilt 12K D, ZN2EE 0 OMFIC “Bk” T& 5, TD LX) iz RN 2k
Z H[BEIC T % IF Archimedes MIEATRAM 2 DPEHA DS, perfectoid Z2RTFHTH 5.

HE. DHLAAEH 3.1 % tilt 2O TICAEHT 2 2 L TE 2, i BN E
DT, WIRDH 25H 1TEM 3.1 DEEOGEHZAA T W72 Z 72, Kummer HMiq
%%mf%ﬁ31%ﬁ%ti5&?%k,%%@&:%,Kﬁpmamm%ﬁ%éza

ZAEH T 2 D L BRI ZT) 2 &Ik B725 9.

. tilt OFZTARIZHT L Vb DT AR, B RA 2k Archimedes P
2 2 MEm L, IV EITE” (close local field) DEEwHS “/ )L A7 (field of norms)
OMEEE U ORIMIICAI S T %, s, R AIER], p i Galois 3, p iR
BED LB 2 E~DIGHDF 6 1T 5 ([26], [48], [32], [87]).

§4. EERXZKREICHISBES - E/FOZ—FH

perfectoid ZZMERD M DIEHHZIGHE & LT, TBREXELHRIKIINT2EHS - €
J Fa S —PHEOMRIZETF 5%, Scholze HY, EX - €/ Fu I —FROMERD
perfectoid 22z B AT 2 YYD TH - 72 LB T % ([66, §1]).

B - £/ Fa 3 —FHIZJE Archimedes Rk EOHRMOREL kGO L5 —
Ve AFRERY—IINTETFHTH S, —HT 5L perfectoid ZEZRIFRDHFRE TlE e\, 2
U HBH 57 perfectoid ZEMFHAIGHTETL 9 Z & 13, perfectoid 22l
HFDLIZRL T3

§4.1. EX-E/RKOZ—FE

¥, BES -/ FuI—TFHOFREZEHT 2. p2FE N, K Z2FREHD p D
JE Archimedes A L §5 (K 13 Q, £73 F,((t)) DHRXKIERTH %), (& p L2
BHFEE L, HFEE
1:Q, = C
ZEET 2 (CIREEEE). K 0fREEF, LBFE, ¢ldpdX*XThs., HAZGH
fe2gt Gal(KP /K) — Gal(F,/F,) D% Ix LB (Ix 2 K OWEEHE V), X
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D& I B BRINND %

1 > Ik » Gal(K**?/K) —— Gal(F,/F,) —— 1

Frob, € Gal(F,/F,) &%) Frobenius 7t & 5. Z4Ud, z €F, I L, Frob,(r)=
xt/a "Cﬁﬁ?h%ﬂj“(@k) Gal(F,/F,) DA ERIGTH 5.
X% K LOBEFEPOWO D RAXT—LETE, COLE, (EXZF—)L-aFERY —

HY (X @ K", Q,)

FEBROT Q, MEEMITH D, K Okt Galois #f Gal(K®P/K) 2t /EH T 5. 1§
WRE I OFFNC X 2EES HY(X @k K5P,Q,)'x 1Z1% Gal(F,/F,) X HARI/ER T
5706, ZOEMICEIY % Frob, DEIGENREZ 6N S,

1970 ﬁil’fﬁ Z, Deligne 1, =% —) - atrEnY—¢ Hodge Mim & DL, I
Befrl - BEGRICE T 24 O P (FRIC Grothendieck D€ F— 7 Blu<> L B D AT
= (ﬂ%ﬂé@ MRDNLE) DFEEE) ZBE 2T, XROFPRZHEML 7.

F 4.1 (EHX - €/ FrI—P/H([22]). o € Q % Ig-HEBD H(X oK
K5 Q)5 ~® Frob, DEHOEGE T2, ZOLE, F%ERX

‘L(a)‘ < ¢
DIRNLT B (22T | IFEBEMMEZ R T).

H. X @ Hasse-Weil ¥ — 4% B%x

1
1—aqgs

EWVWIHTEDOBEORZRETEHEIT 5006, T 4.1 13 Hasse-Weil ¥'— % 5D Ja A 1D
MPREMOMEOIMEZ 525, T 4.1 3IRBEMKEPEF— 700 EL 5L —FH
- LEABOWE 22T %5 LT RUZTFHETH 5.

., PRHALIDOIOHEELNN=Vav LT, (EZY—)L s aFkERY—IC “E
74N FL—=vay? b “2/)PFuI— 740 F—vay? LIEENLEAT7 4L
FL—2avzE&LT, ZNOD “REDTN ZRVT—HTr2LwI)FoTHLD
%QMLM&%)%L?ﬁ4lﬁ#%%ﬂﬁbﬁf@,memﬂﬂﬁ%KMmmﬁ'
REHABOEDLZLETT7 4N L=y a VEHOEBEERO PHLELN LD 5 ([25
Théoreme 1.8.4] DiEHZ ), P 4.1 O FRDMEOAH 1 70 K X %%Lﬂ:
%)

. BEDLE A, P 4113 X OXoudd 3 YL EDYaE—MICIERERTH 5.
T 41 OHELWVE Z A1, K DX Galois #f Gal(K5P/K) KT % 2 D DREREE
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F — &MY Frobenius JC & (MR — OABERERZTRLTVWE L IAILHD L)
WY, ok RBRIEZZY—L s arsEal—D—RE1 o1, PRI TIR
VW, P4 YL s arER Y —ICBINBEGHIER — e LTZNL, L
BB DMREMNE LT D “HICRZ 3" X Ih3DED — 2R LETPHTH S,

. X DEEER O FORBEGE» DB RETL X 2 28A1Z, =¥ —)L -2
FeOY—0 (HEHE IO 2 RGHINT 2) KAHEMD 6 Eh 0 5 [F 1Y

H'(X ®9xg K*P,Q,) & H'(X®o, F;, Q)

DH 5, TEWRE [k OEHIZEBICZY, P/ 4113 F, LOBEED»DWHES R AF— L
DIY =)L+ AREU Y =D Frob, DIFHDOMBEICHIE S5, T4, X DEHEEH
%5613 Deligne 25 “Weil I” IZE W TR L T 2% ([23]). R TR WEAG R F—24
DEFAEIE “Well I 12X 3 ([25]). AVFL—> avZHWT “Weil I7 125 T 52 &
LTED ([21]). &8, Zo0HEAE, TR 41 OFLERIEREL 3.

. K=F,((t) TH->TX2F, LEEXE 1 O LEZIN TV 25481, T
T 4.1 13 Deligne 12X D “Weil IT” OH TR ST % ([25], [49]). Deligne 12 X %3k
W BEEUA D RIS T35 (BIER ol - L BB MTEE %2 &) 23w s,
ZORERIF “Well IT? ICBWTHEZE Nz a s En Y —im0ifeil (MiaEI 28/ 0
J& DB D Hiflith2oE Lefschetz P& &) OHMEL be>7. XD —MRIC K D3I
DEESL, “Well II” IZiE 5 2 &P 4.1 23§25 2 £5TE % ([80], [45]).

. i <2086%i>2dimX —2D5GE, ALY L —ay LEERYIN 2 H
W 2 RIGDEAIIHE L T Rapoport-Zink DEI A7 M LRI ZHW5 Z & TPHM
4.1 ZAtd 5 2 L TE S ([21], [9], [62]). F7, i =1 DA, Picard-Lefschetz
EIR, 7 —NVEERKED Néron €T VOWEZHWTIAEHT 2 2 L b TE % ([89)).

H. X DRERERE 2 1Z CM M LERS N, (XY —)L-aFERY — H(X®K
K*? Q) 5 E F % Galois RELDMABIRIUCHE S Galois ZRELDEM (DJRHATES) T
284, RAT - KK Langlands XIGOREAMEZ 2 2 & TP 4.1 2EEHATHE %
a5 (78], [12]). (%8, [78] DL, 2= VEDENSHEKDLLEE T
DRFR7 7AN—DIH —)L - arERY—%, HELREDOZY—)L - akEuy—%
HOTEET 22 LiIck b, EBOEI AT VRS (% p DI D Hecke B
DIFHTHREL 726 D) O Ey iMLDSFEH S 1, PR 4.1 8805, ) £72, (i Galois
REOWHRIE (B 213 [5) 22 2 LT, MHRBERESKRED 7 7 A% IAT 5
ZEBHTED. BIZAIEH D 7 7 AD Calabi-Yau ZAkME (F1 2 1F [4]) 120 L CREHT %
EVTES, LL, TDX)RIGTIETHKAS Galois Z#8li3 Hodge-Tate DE I 23 %7
% (§6 TiBR 2% “IERIMREAY” R RRERBICHINT 2) BELH 206, KA 257 7 A1F
VIR ING, &iElE, ZOXK) BITHNOBREMEDIGH & L Tix, Patrikis &
Taylor 1T X % PER 724G [58, Corollary B] 23&% 5.
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§4.2. Perfectoid ZE@ENES - €/ RO —FEADICH

Scholze 13, perfectoid HEEEROSHE LT, ES -/ FrI—7/# (PH4.1)
TRLEIXGRE DG E LD IO L 2R LT,

EIE 4.2 ([65, Theorem 9.6]). K/Q, ZHBRILKE T 5.
X cP¥
ZHODRTBERXEHKEKET S, ZOLE, X ITWNT 3P 4.1 DAL T 5.

EFABRDITIET, X D3 MTﬁ%#&F—U/7y%% RE SRk
éﬁéﬂ (set theoretic complete intersection) DA HFEHTE 5. “Héﬁéﬂ” i, 28
ERY TN Ciiﬁbl?ﬁﬂﬁ%‘?gﬁb)ﬁﬁ%&ﬁi%%ﬁé\ﬁ7 TATH B, BIEFEBOGEOTM 4.1
W, DX %HBBERNT 7 ADRBERE T SN DRPIOTDI L TH .
Z DFEHTEOWH S b E > T, @B 42 3EZ2F-> Gz o,

SEEA. TAE 4.1 O TERIZEURE [x OEHIC X 2 EIEER D~ D Frob, DIEMICE S
25DTHINS, K ZRFRRENPERTH 2 X 95 REBILKD p EsEfl K/ ICiE S
Z TRt oTh s, HEE,

H{(X ox K,Q,)'* ¢ H(X 9x K',Q,)'x’

THBH5, bLABICOLTIM 4.1 BRAZTHURE, EHITOWTHRILT 3.

EH 3.1 #5HIC, tit FHOWTEEROBAIRE L GEHT 2 252 X9,
K21 ®p XRFFRE TRTRMNL 720D p R E K = K(up)" LB (K =
K@YP )N EBWTH kW), K'/K ORIRRBUIERTH D, Gal(K'/K') C Gal(K/K)
T%%.gém,ﬁhmib,K7&UWY®%ﬂ(thﬁuﬁ@?%%.

LaL, BEZznEEEMTELRY, X I3 K FOABBRMAX—LTHEDH,
X @ K' c PN, 1289 adic 221X perfectoid 22Tl 7\, L3> T, X @ K' D
tilt “(X @x K')*” &2 2% LIFTERW,

22T, ROEIH) % (RPANLNE) BBNOBITEHELZIT). X 9 K/ CPY, I
P9 adic 2%

(X @k K')™ < (PR.)™

LB, oL, HEHEEE pET IS
ooy ran] e ol s al s ak]
IZPI9 2 SRR “lim (P%,)ad” ¥, RDOEKT perfectoid ZE[H & AT LN TE %:

perfectoid ZZ[H] Y &, adic ZZOH Y — (PX)2 OHERTH > T, E2EMH
@%@5@&W—Hm\@%ﬁﬂbﬂﬁ5@f%b EEDycY ITHLT, y
0){%%0)%%{2!&0)%%*7@# 5 y DRIRENDGEBWE B2 RO,
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Y ~ lim(Pg)™
)

£# < ([65, Definition 7.14]), TDEE, Y ODLF—)L - KRR, (PY )DLy —)L -
R R DGR & [ 7 % ([65, Theorem 7.17]).

ETC, Y I perfectoid ERITH 2005, ZDtit Y? 2EZ 5L TEL, 2Dk
& (K'Y fiicd

. ad
Yb”k&@&w)
©

LI ENHHTE S, GEHDORA v ME, PN o BEBERIC X S 20nilagbt
T =21k 2F*—FDRD EOLETHRINGEZ L TH S, FAROMEIZ =) v
SIRATOLTRETH 5. )

RIZ, X CPYBREELXTHL I e2Mv5b, X OEESEXOREZ p iR
+ﬁﬁﬁ?%ib@tM@@%%%ﬁﬁ%%@ZCP&WT%ofﬁ?%&k?%@
DIFIEDTRE S ([65, §9]):

Z 13 Fy LOMBBRED 1 o LERSH, 5 —)b - arEny —DOHgH

U HN (X @k K, Q) — H'(Z @y (K'), Q)

ThH-oT, tilt 1T X BN Galois HED[EIHY

Gal (K7/K') = Gal ((K")/(K')’)

EMNLT 2 b DDBHET 5.

C DERF DFEEHICIZ, Huber IZ X % adic ZEED T —)b - a KT QT —if ([42]) 2
505, K2, Rigid T2ERIOKRICNT 2 a2 F€ v Y —EifiEER ([43, Theorem 3.6
(a)]) BEETH 2, —~HEMTFLRVTERICHRAZ22, -0 YRR S 2
FZ1E, o O Z Db D IIEHEN SR OMAGDLETHD, LKW, TIHLT,
RS OR K FORBEKEX oy —) - arEny =, EEHOE (K EofR
BEME Z Dy —0 - arEnd—ohiclloiznsg,

T, “Well II? 12k D, P 4113 Z 1L TELT % ([25]). tilt (< & 2 #oxt
Galois D RT3 Frobenius JToP MR & M2 T 5 2 &35 tilt DRERIED S 30>
206, PRAIIZXICHLTORILT S L. O

. HI-E®/ Fo I—FRICE (NE) 29 X80 artny —z2 v TER
KT N=YavbHEETS ([56]). LorL, ZYARZIL - arERTY—ITDOWTI tilt
CEEHE T2 2 EDH LW EBbIS 2 L5, perfectoid 22wz TR T %
ERHELZ)TH S,



268 e #758
§5. pif Hodge BHRADILH

pif Hodge #imi%, piEA LB L TEE2MWEDELZ 2 aFEuy — %28
CHETH L, FRlcoy—n - areEud—nkHk “MHR Zatend—LE, de
Rham 2 FEQ =27 Y RF )L arERY—0D K9 % SEHERED - o 72 a
FeuY —Zifi Sz “p i Hodge Miw” LA Z L%\, 4 H T p it Hodge B
I DOWVTIIRA 27 Ta—FRAIo N TS, AX—205EDEMN L% (Bl 21E
[81], [30], [6]) Ti&, BEDXEREZHLIDD, FNFL— a2l TRV TWEE
TV (B Z N ZEE T RN EINE S 0T T V) 2R L T, WEEED BARR
BEMREZIT) 2 L%,

Scholze 1%, perfectoid Z#[EEmDIGH & LT, adic 22BN X L T p i Hodge BHimD
el A (de Rham FRESFIARY) ZGEBH L 72 ([67], [66, §3]). Scholze DJ5ikI3¥EE TV %
G p ERFTRAIN 2D DTH B, FLY L — a MBI fiban, X
¥—LDALOT, XD —#IZ, Rigid ATZRHDEH 2D S D RBEICOWTHEHA]
BETHEEVIMRLDH L, BEICIZOEAAREL R 20, AEHOREIEE C> %
R de Rham HHEFEIZL O W HAVEEHISE W22 Lt ([85], [11]).

§5.1. Scholze OLBFAE (BAAFIREF, BDIZT)

HAZEHICT 279, de Rham HIKFAMO—SFHOBRREETH 2 “F, J& oD K
B Zifdnd 5.

HRER & LT Q, DIEPHE D p iESefiift. C = (@p)/\ z & %, Cl% perfectoid T
b%. X % Spa(C,0¢) L% adic ZME TS, X2 XDIY—L - FA FETD
([42]). X& LD Ox, 0% %, =5 — L4

U =Spa(A, AT) — X

WXL T
Ox(U) = A, OF(U)= A"

EEDD, Ox 2 X LOIRHIBIBDOE L Rz &%, “fE23 1 AT ThH 25 L) LD %
THAED OF C Ox TH B, L% X¢p LD F, MBIl %2 B2 HELFTRERE (constructible
sheaf) £ 9%, ZD X)L ZhLAIRE F, J& (constructible F,-sheaf) &>,

Scholze 13 adic Z2[H] X LORRAEEF, L ICXL, =¥ —)L - arEny—0f
REZR L7z Z2LTC, ¥ —)-arEny—%2iEEoareny—Lt “almost 127
FEONDT B EBL A2 GE L 72,

EHE 5.1 ([67, Theorem 5.1], [66, Theorem 3.13]).

1. H (Xg, L) BARXITEF, #IERETH S, i > 2dimX %5, H (Xg, L) =0T
b5,
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2. almost [F]7Y
H'(Xe, L) @p, Oc/p o H'(Xet, L @r, O%/p)

DHIET 5. (2, 1 almost %K T ([82]). )

H. OEH 51 1E, X DEA»OWE ST, LYRITEROEAE [67] TIEHI L
7o, ¥7, Rigid BATZRRICN g 2R R ABEERE ([9], [79]) 25 2 & T, “HodY
DIREENT ZEDTES ([66, §3]). UL, I “EHE" OREEZNHTZ LIET
v (RBIDH 5).

I 5.1 (2) OMAIZ R Z2FEEO 2R ETr Y —ThH 2 2 LICFEH I N, fijifin
aRER Y —iEEmIC X D, 51 OFRE Z/p"Z R RICH L TORTIEDLTE
5. EBEZ/pmZ AU TEM 5.1 Z2@HL, m BT 255 EMRAE £ D, p 2 AL¥IC
T52ET, EA»S I pELy—)L s arERY —

(@Hi(Xét, L[p" L) @z,/pmz, OC/pm> ®o. C = H'(Xer, Qp) ®q, €

m

PROND, £, AT 225 BTy —b - FA b Xpoa ZHCIEHHRICED,
ZEpURCYES

(@Hi(xéta O}t’/pm)> ®(’)c C= Hi(Xpro-ém é\;r() ®OC C

- Hi(Xpro—ém 6X)
=~ (B H(X,0%)(-t)

s+t=1

BFoNns, 2IHLT, WbWws “Hodge-Tate 77" DSEEHI L5 (LAY 7% p AIBREE
DEAE [75] ZBH). 22T, 0L BRIZY—1 - ¥4 F LOETH - T,

5}'} = @O}/pm, 6)( = @X ®OCO
TEF I NS ([67, Definition 4.1]). X 51cH 9P L##T 2 2 £ T, de Rham il
AT 22 L b TED:

AIRRIERA K/Q, FERINIEG DO 6 5% adic ZEH X ICXTL, Gal(K/K)
DR E W72 5 A

H'((Xo ®K K)st, Qp) ®g, Bar = Hig(Xo) ®k Bar

DFET % ([67, Corollary 1.8], [69, Theorem 11.8]).
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X bh—fkic, adic ZEMDEER f: X — YV 123 % de Rham KRB D IFHTE 3,
(REMHIZX [67], [66, §3] 5. )

1. Hodge-de Rham A7 FLRIIDBILHIEHITE % ([67, Corollary 1.8], [69,
Theorem 11.9]). Scholze D FEIHl p MR D D DT, RBULTE v adic
2NN L CHEHARECTH 5. HELK C LA LR D, Hodge-de Rham A7

FVRFN DB DEEHIC BT “Kihler” &\ o5& I3AETH 5, C LTl Hodge-de
Rham A7 FVRFIDBLL 2\ (Kdhler Th\») HELREIH SN TV 2 (H#S
ik WX 5 ([37, p. 444])). Scholze DEH DG E LT, ZD X I BLHR AL adic
DT L W C L300 5,

§5.2. Adic ZHODEITY—IL - Y1 b

ER 5.1 OFEHICIZEIZ Y —)L - A |k (pro-étale site) DSV 61 5, Bz —
Ve A L OIEERERIIBKT 225, BEXZXRDLIHRbDOTH D (IEMERERIT [67,
Definition 3.9] Z£#).

W OMREFE & L COREAZ —RILL T2y —H b EDLHDNLY —
VeHA b THoRl 2Bz, 5 —)L - YA P2 S 5IERL T, adic 2R D
CNIOE Yl

Ww—U-—>X

THoT, U— XPILY—IUEHT, Vi — U DPERZY - VLEFDOEHER E 2> TWw
5E)%bDLEDHDN, BlZY—)L P A b Xpos THE, RINV, — U — X
WXL, 22RO S AR lim | [V)| 25222 ENTES, JEZ2 DL )L THE L 7o
TW3HD% ‘Bl —LHE LEDDI LT, V1 boEE AN,

E ORERZHAC IO L) LRI RERPEET 2 & 2210, il E LT
adic ZZfimz R L7 2 L DR H 5, dINZ% Rigid B0 X 9 % “FEPE
(admissible covering)” ZZE L 2RO /EIL Y —) « YA FZEAT 5D, His ) KE
ThH2.

Mg =L A b Xppoer DRNRV), — U — X TH>T, V) = Spa(4y, A))
EETH2bDREZD,

AN
Rt = (@Ai) , R:=R" ®0, C
A

EEL (ON F pittsEfifk). #H (R, RT) 2% perfectoid A L %% & &, LPIIEAALT
Wb Lkl

“V\ — U — X 1% perfectoid Z£[t]TdH 5~



PERFECTOID 2[Rl D EEH G~ DIGH 271

£EE 9 2 EITT 5 ([67, Definition 4.3 (i)]). 2D & &,
Spa(R, R") € Xproct

EbFEL.
ROt IZ perfectoid 24w % adic ZEMNIGH T 208 TH 5, nE, ZDfmE
2 X 2NE 50 LIRS B WHE ORI T % (Colmez 12X %),

fniE 5.2 ([67, Proposition 4.8], [20]). X Z &t Noether HJ7% Spa(C,O¢) LD
adic £ & 4%, ZDEE, X XY — AAHIZ O WTRENIZ perfectoid 24[E]TH
5. TbL, Xpoa DRV, — U — X TH->T perfectoid Z2HE]TH % b D3,
X ORIy — WAMHORE % 727,

firE 5.2 OIEMIFEMINTH b, FFHIIFFHTE R\, 22 TiERZofR0D, mE
52DV LZ )P E W) FHAEFHHT S, By —ILHCRPINICE 2 5 BRI,

PERED p Tk I A 57

EWVIOBERTE NS, ME 5.2 DFRIZ, ZOFERZ LA LAY IR L TRiigiEZ &
D, piESELZ £ 5 2 & T perfectoid fREDME L5, L) T ETHS. perfectoid
REDOB — C(T/P™ TPy e — e ATICETIE, G852 ARG TR
250 Ltk

w7 p it Hodge Bl I, pEMIBRICHIR T 24 OMREIE D012, “JE
DR H R ZH\ T ad hoc ZFIHEZITHI 2 VB o7, 2Dk, LD “H
RIEHEY OISR EER D DICR 2 28 b %0 o7, adic 24 X IR L CEl= % —
W A Xproot ZEATBHIRIE, 29 L7 piABIROGEZ, IWAWEHER%
AWz Z ek, BOLUVTEBEFEHETECLEIZLTHS, HlAIE, §5.1 THHA
L7

0% = lim O /p™

13 Xproct FOETH D (Xproew LD “JEBOERINAREER” TldZwl),
IZ =P AL X LDOFF ZRIZS =V« A b Xprosr IKHIERLTH 2k
oY —32ML %\ ([67, Corollary 3.17]). Thbb,

Hi(Xét, F) = Hi(Xpro—é‘m ‘F)

DD D ((FOBIERLZR LGS THORL), Xproe 1, p ERIBROGHHETEE
55X, X 2) FXMLBRLAEDDTH S, Xpross THOVBZ EITKD, LD
DML K 251300 T, BRL-BILLTFREICKR S,

§5.3. T 5.1 QIADAE

EHL 5.1 OFIOJEH 2 BT 5. MR THEIC T 2 BN R 2 AT 0 Y —HD
HWAIC LD, LOE, WITROBE (X8 — LRI ESIE & R 28E) 1oRe 45
b % (66, §3.2)).
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ETCHRMEIEICE D L, EH 5.1 OIFHIZRDAT Y ST ons,

A7 7 1 ([67, Lemma 4.12])
EZEDT 7 4/ A F perfectoid Z2[H U = Spa(R, RT) € Xproet ISR L, almost [AH

almost HIRAL Oc/p MEE i =0

H'(U, Ler, 0% /p) =, { ,
0 1> 0.
ZNT,
ZOFRE, BRIV —AEEU — U ZWS 2 L TLPEBEOLAIIRE I N
%5, EEIEDOEGAZ, 774 /74 F perfectoid ZEROMEEO LY —)L « aFERY —
D almost Z%ilH (almost HIRERH) 2 H\ TR I 45 ([65, Proposition 7.13]).

AT7v 7 2 ([67, Lemma 5.6])
FEL CIEFRHL wds, YLz Rz 774 /4 FRESGV C X ITHL,

H'(Vey, L@p, OF/p) =2, 0 (i >dimV)

TH->T, I, VICHEILEENS (strictly contained) HEIHITFTHEEG V! C V ITH
L CTHIRE A
H'(Vgy, L &g, OF /p) — H'(V4, L®s, OF,/p)

DIRDS almost HIRAR Oc MEFTH 2 Z & 2T,
COFRDGEHIEERD LI Ifrbns, £3, VICBRLZEMS (22 TEFHL T
ReH) 25 2 8T, Galois #EAYZO™ X TH BHEIT Y — Vi

Vv —V

TdH T, VS perfectoid 22T 72 b DA ENS (i 5.2 HZ), Cartan-Leray %
X7 PVRAEHGTY O afseny—2 A

Gal(V/V) = zgmX

DAFERY—TiHHET 3, 23mX DarEn Y LRIt dimX £4%2 2 LR A Vb
TH5, (ZD&) Likimd p i Hodge HEmICE W THBN R L DTH 5, [75] ITE W
T, TTIRMERDEENIHNTH S, [30] &M, )

BEDOBD (almost 72) HRMWEDIEHICIE, 77«4 /7 4 FREDBEABIARITIIEE (58
A EHZEOMWE) 2 v 2 (FHHIZAKT %),

AT7v 7 3 ([67, Lemma 5.9])
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7744 FRESICX2HE X =,V TH->T, EV, 32T v 7 2 DFEM%
AlTbDE LS. ZhzHwT,

almost HIRAK Oc/p MEE 0<i<2dim X

H' (X, L®r, 0% /p) =,
' X 0 i>2dim X

ZRT., TOATy BT, X DPEETHS I ELRENTH 5,

A7 7 4 ([67, Theorem 5.1])
CDtilt 2 C° LB, Fm €O THOT O /1 =0c/p L22bD%E LD,
Xprost LD OF 1237 3 tilt %
6)+@ = I&H O}/p, @Xb = @;r(b Qo c’
TP
TEDNUL, @;—(b/ﬂ' = O}/p ED, INED, Xoos LDEDRS (Artin-Schreier
%9)

(5.1) 0 —— Z/ple —— Oy 224 Oy, ——— 0

DL I LD (o1& Frobenius B, T8 —)L - ¥4 b tilt FfEZHW5 2 LT, Z0
FINDEREDGEHTE Z), LEDT VY ILEE LS ET

0 L s Lo, Oxy — L &g, Oxs — 0

BELNS.

ATv 73 TRLE

H'(X¢, Ler, 0% /p) 2 H' (Xproet: L ®r, O%/p)
? almost HIRERMEL D, H (Xproct, LOr, O ) IFHRKIG C $F22RITH D, Frobe-
nius G & Wi 9 2 A
Hi(Xpro—ét7 L ®Fp @Xb) = (Cb)r

DFET % ([67, Lemma 2.12]. 22U “almost D HK T £ TH W) REFEHT

52).
PhaELns L,

H'(Xet, L) = H (X pro-ct, L)
= Hi(Xpro-éta L ®r, @Xb)¢:1
A ((Cb)r)wzl
=T,
E> TEDAERESG NS, EHM 5.1 (2) D almost A S [FRRICGEHTE 5.
EHL 5.1 OFEHZIRDIE->TE Z 9. R4 v M,
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o Xprost ICEWT, X DIFATINIC perfectoid ZE[H & ALE 5 T L &,
® X,rost 111 Artin-Schreier RD5E2RS (5.1) WK TE, ZhzHlvwTatrtn
Y—DEtREZITH) 2 L

Tholz, (AYE, THDIHIHFATE TRV R AL ¥ FMIRILD 5 D7228. )

S OBEEVIZRE S EE 2D, GEHO NS, EH 3.1 LT A T 7IckED
WTWBEF RS, Xpoe ICBWT, perfectoid Z2[HAY adic 22D “good cover” ([11,
I, 85],[85]) ZHATCWBHLEEZLILLTELDLD LA,

§6. Galois RIEDERK

§6.1. RERKRICHS Galois KR

Hi i £ TIZH N7 perfectoid Z2lEmDIBHABIE, FEATHIH %\ 3 a K €1 ¥ —imhy
HDTH->T, BMiMNEBEDOBHWSDTH-7, X h KN ARBREGH~DIGH & LT,
Scholze 1ZPRIIFHUAE S Galois B %2 FEK L 72,

DIFClk e #FEHE L, AR, Q,=C ZEET 3.

EE 6.1 ([68, Theorem 1.0.4, Corollary 5.4.2]). n >2 &9 5, F ZidZR%dk
7 CMERE L, 7% GL,(Ap) DIEAMUEII ZRGIIRIIEI E §2, 2oL E, 7
WZHED (i Galois EBIDHAET 5.

I 2 CIFRBIRBUCAE ) 0 Galois RELD IEMEZR ERITBM T 2 (IEMER EIRIZ [68,
Corollary 5.4.2] Z2ZH), KRMHEICE ) &, FHEREE

p: Gal(F/F) — GL,(Qy)
TH->T, LHEBDELN
L(s,m)=L(s+ (n—1)/2,p)

BHRETHD (BIHIVLIEMEICE ) &, BEAETRTOER v ICHNLT, vIZBIT3)E
FTRFDERXBR D O b D) BEET 5 E W) T L TH S,
ERE 6.1 1%, (EMOER ([73, 1T, 2.3))

(ﬁﬁﬂ’ﬂi@ﬁﬁ 1 XuRH p: Gal(F/F) — @; )
(1;% ({‘E%(H,‘J Hecke 612 7 A;/FX — Cx )

DA TH 5. GL, /F DRI Langlands Wit ([68, Conjecture 1.0.1], [19], [77],
[14])

(B 2 AR B o2 Cal(F/F) — GL,(Q)))
¥ (GL,(Ap) OREIIHIIZEE)
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XL, BEAIS N Tw RS —RINAKIRO—DTH 5.,

PREERBLCHE 9 0 Galois RBLZ, L BBO BT b4 L Bfifgett: 2 & 7
TIEDBHIFRFIN TS, Lo L, [68] THIKRI L p IR LT, 206 DFEMABTAX
THEHI N T 2Tk, Iz, pld ¢ 2# DY) 2% KT “de Rham” THD —
ZDEEpIT REY THBEV) — ZEPHIREINTLED, Zo%&MtIErEHE
PO T WIEGAIX X 2R S LT, [68] TR S 7z p IS LT, 4o Ol
N2 DD THL 2 Lk, SHROBEELAHETDH 5.

FiE, EH 6.1 A% Scholze IZ X DAEHI N 54 LHEGIC, FAROEMD Harris-Lan-
Taylor-Thorne (2 X > TREHI S 1T 72 ([38)).

Scholze 12 & %A $ Harris-Lan-Taylor-Thorne 12 & 2iEH S, ERZERIADE R D
aFRED Y =D Hecke TEHDEHE &, REATEADZER]~D Hecke 1EH DRI ED[H]
D mod p™ TOAFZSG M > LITOWTHKLL T, FRIIC XD Galois BLZ KT %
EWV)FEHIMITW S, Lo LEAHE IE R E < 272 5. Harris-Lan-Taylor-Thorne 2%
ORI B 2 FRBGRAT - Bamifl O Tk — ENLIRE D@ ST (ordinary locus) D 2
7 MEeZzoareErY— (Rigid a5€ERY—%E) — 20250126 L, Scholze
D FiiE % perfectoid 22l % ARE I H > 2 BRI « p EMRHTRMN 72D D TH 5, Bk
#\» 2 EIZ, Scholze DIRICE W TIE, ENEAD 2 /37 MMULOBIF O FH 7 %]
PR I X 1Z EEETIE R, BRL VVOENSHEED mod p™ ¥ arEn Y —IC
B9 2 IN#E%Z, “MRFR” 12—5%UZ T L T perfectoid Z¢[Elim%z 2% Z & TAIET 5 DT
H 5. BAMIIE, Scholze HEIZ X % HELFET (D mod p™ REBDEGH) &, #BihT 2
Hodge-Tate FIHEAR DI ARE N 568l 2 K77

. GL,(Ap) ORIIERBLDS “IEHIMREIY” &1 “regular algebraic” OHIERTH
% (IEfEICIE “regular C-algebraic” TH 5 ([14])). T#ud, HEBELGmICEIT 5 “IEH]
(holomorphic)” & 3574 2G0T, HEI N\, HID2 DLEDIEA] (holomorphic)
g, GLy(Ag) DIEHIREH (regular algebraic) Z PREIZELZ X)G S &
5ZLENTES, LarlL, S 1 D&%, REBUNZDIERIRER Tl 22 WEREIR B
XIEY 5,

H. GL,(Ar) DRFERIIEDLL, BV TH > THIERMRE & I1ZBR S Zwvd»
5, EH 6.1 TRARWT —ABLEEET 5. RBUNGREER D 7 7 21335 LIAKR
THY, REBEHRE (LK) RIHESF—7) Dy —)L - arERY —ICEHIN M
] Galois REUKIGT 2 RAMBERIZ TR CHEL EPRFIN TV S, fl2F, 'S
1 ®OIEH] (holomorphic) Z#EFRATE UG T 2 fREIEBIS, Laplace fEHIZE DA fE
23 1/4 O Maass BEIZFUN)G S 2 REIRBUIARBIV 2R Tld v, Q Lo
Rt g > 2 DT —NVERED G EE 2 Galois #BlUZ, GLa,(Ag) DREII7ZHSIERIREL
FCIE R WERIIERBICHIET 2 E PRI TV S (Wb 2 “HEMHROREIEFE” o
ERICT — VS REERR)., 2 OFHD Q Lo 7 —~VUViiaE O5E D IERT (holomorphic)
72 Siegel IREEXZ w7 @R {Lix, [88, §8, Example 2] TH-Z b7z, 7, REMW
ZEONERIAREI Tl 2 WIR BRI FE D Galois RELORELICEE T 2 RO DGR, [35]
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S GFHIIZIE [27) TH B).

§6.2. HCHMHRIEE - BRER

ST, TIN5V DDA T Y ZICa T TEM 6.1 OAEHO fi#t %2 T 5. Gt
HOMERIZEHETH D, INFTICHI L CRMENCALEMRHHICZR T LE)I 2 L %
BEONT S, (AT y FTLICiREZE T2 X951 L7z, DToOFELZ R L TES
AIZET, BEERICH 2> TVl E R, )

£, EH 6.1 OERITOWTHEHICHEET 2 ([19), [77], [14] &), EH 6.1 D
Rl G & 3 Mak DamosnTwnk, F=0Q, n=2D5A80EH 6.1 25, 27—
MR A - S ALy —)L - arEnY —2HVWTIHENS Z L, LK{A5
LT\ % (Eichler, R AER, Deligne). HEZNELZDRERE L TIE, XD KXIRbDN
b5,

EE 6.2 ([4, Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2], [17]).  fRIUREL 7 2% “H DBy 7
TR B EH 6.1 DKL T B,

COEMIE, RERIGRORIT ORGFR FEAME - ZEBANL L) 12, ENERE
(Frlcu(l,n—1) x U0,n) x --- x U(0,n) MOENLHKE) Oy —)L - arERY—0D
RIERREHAaGOE 5 2 LTINS, HONN A REIRBLOE £ IZEMN 2 DT
BUET D, RA VM, BT BI, REEBGR ®@¢®F%(Wb@%Lm@wh%$
M) ZHV2 2 ETENSREDOZY —L - ar TR Y —ICEHTE 2548138 6.1 13
Mo Twr, Lw)IETh3,

FiE, HOB AR OFIIE, ENSRIEDZY —)L - aRE0 Y —(CHE]
TEBRVDLDDBFET D720, §ERBl (pseudo-representation) DTk ([86], [76], [16])
I & D Galois REDEEN I N T AEAIFETE L0T, KERMEIZR W
([17]). 22T, FEERBLL X, RDOK) RFRZIEYULL TEHT 272D IcHV 6 N5 5
ETh 5.

-(ﬁ(&ﬁ@%mﬁﬁwﬂ&mplb FIELT, DUTD 2 DDO5M%2 A1,

6.1 13 w1 L TED 32D,

— B 6.1 D3 m IR L TR T .

— m; D Hecke .ﬁfﬁo) i — 00 IZET BB, 7 @ Hecke HIAMEIC ¢ EEIH T

5. (1:Q,=C ;bﬂmmﬁmfwlﬁﬁ%@gwmaﬁﬁﬁ.)
TATTIZHMTH S,

b L, REEBDI {m;}i>1 TH>T, 245D Hecke BHHEDHND w D Hecke
HRNZHEKR CTORIOEL T, ZOI0RKE 7 I2fE ) (i Galois BBk 57
%9
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EVIHIZETHD, ZD “LHrRZIER Z21IE4LT 2005ERBTH 5.,

D &)z, REERD Hecke EAHMED G F Z HVT Galois #BLZ KT 2 & \»
I Tk, SHTREENZLDOTH 5. MHREEADOGEIE S LofTbiiTnik,
(B2 LY [74], [27], [40] DWFEICHS. )

§6.3. BEFMIMHEEOIKREOY—

§6.2 CHHH L7 X 91, @ 6.1 TIE 7 PHCIHIN TR WESMEE RS, b
L, HOBRMWTR WX S & ERIREI» DR Z) REIRE 7 XL, “ric i
PAHTIEW” X9 & BN RBIRBLOY] {7;}i>1 DMEETIUIITEIZER T 2725
. Lal, —MRIZIEZD X ) BINDEEIZHIRFTE kv, HOEW TR W iRERE 2
H COBON Y 2 (RISRBL D S CIERIT 2 DIZ IR H 5

CITHO IV IT R, 7 BHOBRTRLTY,

“BflreaV IZhblzbHD”

FHOWNNTH A9, (BIDPLIEMICE) &, 7V IE 7 ORERIZEE UL 7%
bDTH5B. FHCMEDBEIE, 610 FOEEEERTHLVRIZNERDH 2. X

Tw3, =20 & L TiX GL, x GL, 2*5 GLa, ~“DWFEE (Eisenstein fE) 23
H 5 ([63]). TITIE, Scholze 12726 ->T, b 94 LE) RBHE

o Resr/g SPay, F D3 FEZRBE DG
| Respt o U(n,n) F 25 CM D84 (FF 1 F ORRRKRIBIZHI )

~NDBYFEEZFZZ XD (Spy, PITHIDKE Z1F 2n x 2n, Res 1 Weil filfRTH 5. Z
D &) B G ZESBHIE, BihT 5 X912, GPoENLREDPEETE 20256
TH%5. ) RespigGL, 13 G D K Levi Wit & %0,

(ResF/Q GLn)(AQ> = GLn (AF)

DIRMEBL 1 226, G(Ag) DIRMBTINDBEYFEEZHZEZ 5 ENTES, I, “H
Mrer IZHbbD” DIEKTH 5,

ST, 73 GL,(Ap) DIERRBIN 2 REANRERBIZ O T, ZDEE0 R D DR
857 2 HE1 Y —M (cohomological) TH % ([19], [84], [14]). L73>T, 7 (DIFEE
0b) 1E, Weil HIBR Resp/q GL,, DJRATRFRZ[H

X' = GL,(F)\GLy(Ap)/(Usx x U)

DERBMERRIFERY —ICHFE TS, (22T, Uy C GL,(F ®¢g R) IFHHA 3 >3
7 FEREE Rog THMSNTRE, U C GL,(App) 1T/ S B2 v %7 FERTHET
H5. ) n D Hecke FIHEDFZ (system of Hecke eigenvalues) (%, X' O at€
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7Y =~ Hecke (EHOREEMEDOFRE LTHRIHTES, Ldi>T, X" 0akEn
P—EPRE LI, LaL, (FBRET=20B8%2KE) XS 3RELHEIC I
ROV, RBCEM - BEnMOFENEHATE 20 L) WEE»H 5.

—Ji, G DRz

X9 = G(Q)\Glhg)/(Tu x U)

IEBWEZ RO Z EDAISNT WS, (Uy 1 modulo T ¥ 87 + 7 G(R) DEAE
FEETH ST, G(R)/Us » Hermite MO ARFEOEMN & %22 5D, U C G(Ag.f)
ENS BB a v %7 PEEECTH ST, U L LB RERKTHZT2bD%2 LS, )
£7, Q LORZHENDELDIAA
G — Sp29
Td 5T Hermite NIFHIROMIE & MVLT 5 b DVHAET 2 DT ([24, §1.3], [64]), XT
i% Hodge BIOENSERIFIC 2. ENERRFO G & D, XE 3R LEgshr

HERT I R IS REIRIC 2 5 2 & b B ([24]).
GL, QRFNFZER X7 & G OENSIkE XE OBIfRIX, RO LI AbDOTH

%, Xg 1213 Borel-Serre 2 v 287 MEEWHEN 2 HIR 7 a2 v 87 MEDMFEET 5 ([10]):

GEPS X o XOPS,
U U U

BEGE GO FAE P E—AfAOTHED AFER Y —EA—HTES, 2L, —
I ngBS IRBERE TR C AR OELRIL” (real manifold with corners)

2% %, ZDEFRIE G OEBWRE T REO BTG U 72 0l 2 K5 o:

G,BS G _ P
xZP\xeg = [ x5
PCG, P#£G

P & LT Respyq GL, ICHIGT 2 RO HEZ LU, FE—7 AR
XE — Xyt
BRoNS, IneHeTtarseEny—2iHET5IL7T, “Hllrer IZHLEHD”
(BY755E) 25 Borel-Serre 2 v 37 MEDERDaFxER Y —
i (GBS
H'(XZPO\XE, F)

WCHG T2 EDGEHTE S, (F i3 m ORET»OEX 5 RTRTH S, )
O XIHIZLT, MEE SRZEE Xg @ Borel-Serre 2287 ML Xg’BS 1z %

L, 208 XZTPH\XE @ asEn Y —~0 Hecke (EHOREICEHS NS, LoL,

YR 2L Xg BEREEHIETH 23, %D Borel-Serre a2 237 b Xg’BS IRES
AT WD, BARDaFREQ S —OBEERNITIZ I INEE 2 2 L 23% s,
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§6.4. IEFR®D® mod p™ FEIAKEOAY—

Scholze %, HBEMNEHRIEDERD mod p™ R aFER Y —IZOVWT, XD LXIH 7%
B REZEHZIAL 72,

EIE 6.3 ([68, Corollary 5.2.6]). pZHFE, m>1 &7 5. Borel-Serre 2 /%7
MUEDEIRD Z/pmZ Fa A 'y —

H'(XZPI\XE, Z/p™7)

D (p DHD) Hecke IEHDHEIHEDRIZ, G(Ag) DRFIEADZER D Hecke fEH D
BEMEDZD mod p™ & L THEBHTE 3,

I EH 61 IBHT 2551, EERBOLGIZT TR, Z/p"Z-Ri% (R
RIREL m DR & E £ 20T F 2% 2,1 F%2 &> T2 56 mod p™ L7
D) ZRBETLaRERY—bEZL0ERH L. plcBIT a7 Mg HEE+
FINS LT ETRBDPELEOLAICRETE DT, EM 6.3 OTRIZEBURE
DEAIGEH L TEEICH b+ THh % ([68, 5.4]).

Z 2T, Borel-Serre 287 MUoERO arEn Y —I12lE, H 5D Eisenstein
W (“EMlrorV 1ZH7-2bD” &) bHFLET S, Lo 7T, &8 6.3 1k

“SERlO a R Y — 2% 57 % Eisenstein D Hecke [EHGHEIZ,
R D Hecke [EHAfEHE mod p™ THFTH 5”7

EWIH)FREZETL, DX RERIE, A ELBHARERICN LTl < X D ifgE
INTHY, HEEHLELIEHEZROZ LR Mo nTw2 ([61], [54)).
%@63@ﬁmﬁﬁu%nm&8ie&m.—ﬂm,ﬂwxgmygizmmawi
9 7% mod p™ R AT R Y =X, HFHWAEEEA» S 1k ewE S hareny —
ERKBICEEFN TV IS TH S, HEROMTIL,

“EEAED mod p™ BRE AR E O Y —HHIZHEEE A S5 KRB DY

EVWITPHIZHL L) THD (HIAIX (7], [15] 25K).

SHET, R/ O mod p™ 2 a €0 Y — %2 RMIVITHIFET 2 Tk,
ZFEAERISNT Wk o, EH 6.3 DX ) BNk RBHMKOM T EORET
BINTOADLEFERIZAS 20D, wiiulie Xk, T©H 6.3 SR OMEEIER - (AR
DOBBGRIMN RIS KR E B E 2 52 DR TH 5 2 LIFHIEV R WA 9, ([68] DERE
2%, “On Galois representations...” Tlt7: { “On torsion...” &> T3 Z LIZHEHZ
nizwv, )

§6.5. T 6.3 = TE 6.1

CITREM63IDNOTEH 6.1 BED L) ICEINE0ZHIT 5, EBRICEIHZE
DD L 25D, HAWIZIK, ZoHr I IEENLEROEAENQRTH 5,
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p=0EtBL BHE63 XD, Em>11cxl, “EHRlrorY IH2HD” (Y
) & mod (™ THIAZ Hecke FIHMHD R 2R G(Ag) DRIEIIREIEIL T, D
DRI NG,

BIETIX, G(Ag) DRIEMRIERBL I IS LT, THISE) £ Galois RILDHERK
INT3, &), HEFZEHBEORIEBOTEER ([1], [55]) &b, XD X
I REIRDGEEHTE 20256 TH % (1IEMEZR TR IZ [68, Theorem 5.1.2] 2 ZH):

o IEHHny,...,n. >1 & Glyy,, (Ap) DRRIIEE 1, TH-T, ReHT b DIEE
5,
— FORHEOBAE 440y = 2041 (F 55 CM HOBIEIE 01 +- - +n, = 20)
— i 1Z GLay, (Ar) O H OS2 RERINEBLICH 5.
— ITIZPES ¢ Galois ZEHE, mq, ..., 7 IZFE9 £ Galois ZHLOBENTH 5.
B m > LIS L TIL, IS/ (i Galois #BIDAET 6005, EEEBIZMW5 2L
T, “ERl @Y 1B b D7 1TfED 20+ 1KTE (F 25 CM ROBIAE 20 KIT) D
(i Galois REIBHIRTE 5, I6Ib IV Likmzed5E — “/\H’U‘f’k 1B” (divide and

conquer) IZ& D — ZOHD 5 7 IZfE) n RITD L Galois #IZYI ) T2 &3 TE
% ([68, 5.3]).

§6.6. AYNNY FBFE mod p” REIAKREOAIY—ADIFE

EHL 6.3 1XRPTRFZERI D Borel-Serre 2 v 287 MU &\ 9 FREXSERIA T2 22
M (%R OFELRAE) O mod p” R FER Y —ICHTIHDHDT, ZOFEETRE
Pz v, XD &) RffigEERIC X D, ENSKRED 237 FEME mod p™ 7
Farteuy—ItlT 2 FRICHEIEL I LDTE S,

Wl 6.4 TRTDOWT, ERLHRE XE Darv 7 PAME mod p™ R
Batreny—
H{(XE, Z/p"Z)
D Hecke {EFHDEHEDZDY G(Ag) DRRETEADZEM D Hecke FHDEEED R
®D mod p™ & L THEHTES406, EH 6.3 DL,
SEER. Z/pmZAR%a dEn Y — 1Y 3 R4l
i m (A G,BS m
— HC(Xg, Z/p™Z) — > H (Xﬁ , Z/p™Z)
—— H(XZP\XE, 2/pm2) —— HIY(XE, Z/pmL) ——
205, WE5H jg’BS XA E FE—FERDT ngBS DaAFERY—E XS DaAKE
Y —LFE—-HTE%:

H' (X?BS, Z/p"Z) = H'(XE, Z/p"Z).
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2N DERIS Hecke (EFI LWL 2705, ENSHADOarERY— H (XS, Z/p™Z)
L, av Ry baftEastny— HI(XE, Z/p™L) ~O Hecke fEHICO W TER 6.3
DERHR S NIUE, SROaRERY — HI(XTP\XE, Z2/pmZ) IS L THmE N
%. Poincaré JOEH L D, a7 FEMNZaFERT —ITHT 2 TIRD (TXXTD
IZ2WTC) T NUE T TH S, O

avRrzraftgareny— (XS, Z/p"L) BEGREMOMRDOALRTSH 2
(Z DEEITIE Borel-Serre 2 37 MUED X 9 REEHRE TR OAHZEMZ RS HT
DEIZ R0, RESEHEAED mod p B a ST 0 —DFRIZREER 2 E 1%L, Ih
THEPHEHIC R 572 LIZ ETHFE AR VDED, T 6.3 2 HGEusk o R oRE I
HITHIEIRTE.,

§6.7. HEIRLNILDENSERE - Hodge-Tate FHAEMR

§6.6 X TOMIMIC LD, EH 6.3 DIMDT DI, ENEIRE XE Da v 7k
éﬁ%mmpm%ﬁ:m%ny—ﬂgg%mem«@Hmmﬁﬁ%,G%@@%ﬁ
RO ZER D Hecke fEH EFERDITIUT I T EX300 5, ik, Thbb,

“mod p™ A FE R Y —HFH L RFEADHED mod p™ TOEF”

DOWKFETH 2, ZDL) RMEITHL TETFERMNIToNRNI EHL DD,
Scholze 1%, perfectoid 22[fliw % fELCIEHT 5 2 & ¢, Tz L7z, FEBRIC Scholze
DEEHL 72D, XD X)) HFEIRTH 5:

fﬁuggmw%)«@Hm@Wm@Eﬁﬁ@%@,pmgw%%:yﬂ7k%
SRR TN ESLTBIEIRED pIBIBLLE S EFBZEICLD),
G(Ag) DRFIEADZER~D Hecke fEHDIEEEDZD mod p™ & L THELT
5.

(29 L7 “plcBIT B L XNVOAENE IZRNERDO G ORI & Btz HRGER
ThHH, ZNHEIFELVLDTIER Y, )
Scholze 12 &k BEEHHDO XA~ b

o MERL ~)LDENLEIADS, perfectoid 22t & A2 2 & &

o HERL X)L DENLIRAE LICERE IS Hodge-Tate G EHREZ W25 Z T, 2
FER Y —DHMARNZLEFE (Cech a3 ERY =2 X % almost &2FHHE) 23HHEIC A 2
Zt

ThHb. ARLXNVDENLSERED mod pm RBarEu Y —I13H L S TEBMMT S
N, L2L, pltB8F3L )z EAEA BT “9BIB” %2 & 5 L, ENZRED
perfectoid Z2[H & \» 9 “HiffiefiE” 2RO 2 L0300 D, ZDarEn Y —)NilH 6
LD TH5, AHOMTH B Hodge-Tate FIMIGGIZ, HRL )L DENLHE LT
ERINDIEBHRTHY, ARLIVICIFTED TR p ERITNERTH 5.
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WEEVCOPYATS. £7, GAgy) PRV X7 NEAREU £ LT, pilay
EZNLANDERICTIPNTEHD%Z L 5!

U=U, xU? C GlAgy)=G(Q,) x G(AL ;).

p OHDBAI YRS FEARET? & LT, FNERbDE - OEATHET S, picE
BB Ry VEOREU, 2 EAEANS LTwoktEDay 7 FEMNE mod
™ REa R E R Y — DIRIEIR %

H(Z/p"Z) = @Hé(Xgpxﬁp, Z/p"Z)
Up
EBL. ERNSREE Xg I21%, Borel-Serre 2> 37 MU EEHIIZ, “fr/ha v 87 b
(& %\ 13 “Baily-Borel- il a v 87 (ME”) EWREN S 2287 MUDSEAET 5 ([29],
[52]):

.G, min G G,min
T XZ o X2
I U o

fiha v o7 MM Xg NS T AR €2 Nl Xg N3 ORI 2 D A B AT
PFoRIC B T HAIC BN S RES RS, iy, GE5& 5™ 13kE b E—f
flice ¢ X2 RN E RO, X0 O ke Y —OIEOIIEHETSH
%, W, fhoa vy MLOBERO AL TIFET 2 2 223% vk ) Th 5. (EN
GikkOfcDar 7 M ZzoareEn Y —D K (K2 Zucker PH) 122V Tk
[36] ZZ&:H. )

Q, DIREEHELD p HE5EffiLE C £ B L. Mhar 7 ML ngmin % C Lo
Befk e e L, ZauctkE) adic 2% (XZ™) LB, REHEAND Q LOMDIAHA

G — Spy,

T®H> T, Hermite NIREIROMEIE L M2 2 b D2—DMET 5 (24, §1.3], [64]). Flay,
% Spy, DIREIRIEE T 5. TDDL, 29 ZOtIPZAER Q2 ITIRR(LZMNIEAZ 1 SEE
L, QY & N2 2ET% g ROGH 2B D 7% REBE k2 Flyy &%, Plicker
B IA B

ﬁEQQ%ng, N = (zgg> —1
IC& D Floy 13 Q, LOMENNRBLHAEL LS, {s)}icn
5. Flayg \fE) adic £z F50 LB E,

29}, J|=g & AR &

.....

ﬁﬁgg,J =1{(sy) € ffﬂgg ] sg| < sy (V' C{1,....2g}, |J'|=g)}

EBL. FB,CFEET T4 A FREATH S, RO L) LEMEIE SN

T = U T3,

JC{1,...,2g}, |J|=g
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Bl 6.5. F =QDHEIE, RNXHAOHDIAA L L THEGEGREZ LS ENBTE
5. 52 g=1D54 (£ 27 —RO%G) 13, Fl =P, (HFIER) THD,

y@?{u ={z¢ (P}@p)ad | |2 <1},
9@?{2} = {z € (IP’}@p)ad ‘ |z| > 1} U {oo}

LB, (B )M = Fa%, UFEL, &, HMERE RGO K0 L M <

2,{2}
9 &) EETH S,

Scholze 1%, adic Z2[H] (Xg’min)ad DESEMERAY perfectoid Z2[E] & A 5 2 & Zilk
L 7. F7z, SHEMIRICE VT, Hodge-Tate AIAGMR & WX p MEMRHTINEAR (adic
2B DH) Z2HE L 72, IEMEICE 9 &, Scholze 3REHH L 72D (X, Siegel € 2 7 —% 1k
DA (G = Spy, DY) TH 5. G H “Hodge B” DENSHEZED 235413,
$%d%915—a%%®@¢nyﬂﬁ%mwﬁfxgm“@%%%zéza@,ﬁﬂ@
FIRZFEHT 2 2 L3 TE S (FEL < 13 [70, Corollary 5.1] ZZH).

EHE 6.6 ([68, Theorem 4.1.1], [70, Theorem 4.1]). G = Sp,, £ T 5.
1. perfectoid %2 X 2™ ThH - T,

G,min . G, min\ad
X c’:) ~ ]_1[“ X =7 a

Up

AT OOWREET S, HXplcB I 2503 %7 MESEE(U = U, x UP &
BFOREEDOU,) 2AIL LTk & SOMEHIREZET. (“v 1KV TIEERH
4.2 DIWE S, )

2. Hodge-Tate FAIMIGAR & W-IXI 5 adic Z2RID 5
mar: X2t — T

ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%.CM@J@XﬁmeﬁL?@gK%WmL,WmﬁiG@%)®WmKCW)
THETH S, oI, EED J C{l,...,29} (|J] = g) IR L, B
Wﬁ%(ﬂ’@‘;,])
¥7 7 4 /A I perfectoid 2227 5,
FEP 6.6 1% Scholze DX ([68]) PELTH D, ZDALHZMEHT 5 2 LIFFED
RN Z@EPCH A 5, 74 7 7 IZHHE R BRER I EAl  D 7203, FEHH O BARTHIMES 13

ABAST0E, HBELEONLIFA Y FDI)BEDWL D% KEHEICHNT 5 2 & T,
THEMO7EE T, (RO H 258 1E [68] ICHRIK L TwAZE RV, )
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e ([68, Theorem 3.2.36]) %79, p AIBRBEDEEHE3HE (canonical subgroup) OB
(68, Theorem 3.2.15]) 12X D, Siegel € 2 7 —LRAEDHMIED ) & “AFEHERE”
anti-canonical tower) & FEIE % 523 perfectoid Z2[EIC 7% 5 2 & 2”9, (IEMEIC
I, gl “AEH b oo B & LT, KEERD I/ L EDER
(strict neighborhood) %% perfectoid 2¢fIC7% % Z & 2T, ) ZDFiR%Z, Riemann
DR R FRZEEH (Riemann’s Hebbarkeitssatz) @ perfectoid Z2£[#fR (Scholze H &
&%) ZHWT, EEER D a2 87 MUDBEFITIER § 5, (BHEGRTREDOBER D p
HERREAANDIGHIZ X CHISnTw 3 ([41]). BFNZE p ERETE XD MERICE VT
BN R D EEHER (RIS L IREN D) ZH 2 DICK L, Scholze D5k,
PEHER (FEE D BORIL) 2 Hvs 2 USRS H 2, SFHAZHHIHAT 2 &, plckiT
LAROVEIGE R EAEANIT S Z & TR NS ENSRIEDREL, “Frobenius HARITIUT
WGy &, ZRDINDTERTICIT NS (BIZIEEY 2 7 —HFRDEFE X (p) — Xo(1)
#EZX). TDH L, “Frobenius BRI HaBSMEHEETH 5. MEEET
WikRfR 2 & 2 Z L iE, ENERRAEIIH LT “PEED pm Ffle EAEAMITIMZ 57
ZLITHY T 505, perfectoid GO NS L WIHEHATH S, )

(
(
(
c

e ([68, Lemma 3.3.4]) XIZ, Siegel €Y 2 7 —%MRIEDNE (27 MLOEIR %
Br\v>728897) 128 \WC, Hodge-Tate FBIEMRIRZEMICHEE T RE G |myr| ZH
T %, HOLRLTIE, 7—VEHAED Hodge-Tate 7 4 )L b L—2 a ¥ ZRWIG
IV LEBHRTHY, MRITEHEL < kv, &8, ZORRTIEEGRER |rar| 2R S
NTWRBETT, B apr BRI N TOARW I EITHER.

e ([68, Corollary 3.3.12]) BYR |ryr| IC & 211 &% Hadd o MR (D HEDIERF)
IZ GSpy, (Qp) ZIEASE TV 2 & T, HRL LD Siegel £ 2 7 —FhkfED 4
D3, av 7 MLOBER S E DT perfectoid Z2fICR 2 Z & 2RT. KA ¥ Mg,
H2774 /4 FHEAD “perfectoid ZEHTH 27 &) HHD, GSp,,(Q,) DIF
T2 ZETH5, MoRFZTIUX, KEMEED aE—% plcEl} 5 Hecke
TEHZFET ‘WD b T ” 2 ET, Siegel €Y 2 7 —%HRIED 2% LT 5.
OO, pERIERXZ U EHEZETH ) AHbE T L) BLRLAD
e (91 2143 [13], [47)) 29ifh & S €2 DTH D, Scholze 12 X 2L DETH 5.

e ([68, Corollary 3.3.13]) FA2IZ, |mpr| DHEK & R U2 9 —FEfT\>, Hodge-Tate
JIHEAR e %2, SIS adic Z2RIDHE L TR T 5.

. Hodge-Tate MG myr 238 TH 5. EHL 6.6 1FEY 27 —HifRDOLGEH TS
ARHERTH 5. MR L )V DOENSIRAE LI, 2o X9 LflillZ p BRI G A3
Ed2ZLI3ESTHY, SBRORLZICHBES NS, (BRLNVICBITT 52 &
T p ERHTIVRNE 2B 5 &\ ) BIRTIE, AEERER IR AL (explicit
reciprocity law) IZHiEVH Lz, ) ST TREFHHIT S 2 EIETE RV, 7 &
PR L )L @ Rapoport-Zink Z2[H]? Faltings-Fargues [FH ([31], [71]) & bFEWEIRDH
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%. 7:72 L, Faltings-Fargues [AMl & 574D, myp (ZENSEGEDO2E (2287 MHMLD
BRSO ET) TEZEI N TV S, Rapoport-Zink 22[HIC & % p #E—E LG ([60]) Tl
WA TOLRVLFEES AN—L T3 L W) FIRT, myr BEIREHERTH 5.

§6.8. TH 6.3 OEADAE
EB 6.3 DR DS Z2BINT 5, ~FTE AL, mod pm FHaFERY —%,
flicDarERY =D (almost) FMREIZ > THDZEM L DR IF TV T, R&NIC
REBARDZEEE SR T2 L TH 3.

ATv 71— LBRFERDIGE
fiha o7 MMLoEs Xg’min\Xg DHEZMEIR & LT, perfectoid ZZE]D L X)L
SHIR Z C XM RED DI ENCTED, BIRZ DA TTVEE T C Oyomm EBE,

DL % ’
It =InoO7

XG min

EBL KEHEICE 212, T oUW R L )L 0 EN A EoRsERicn L, 71
DUIWTHEZDH B “p Rzl S DITHRIGT 5,
ER SR XS Lo ARARRINR 2/pm2 Ofiha v 37 M XG min D FEILE

G W(Z/p™ )

(N U CH AR (EBE 5.1) 2@ 5. HFICOWTA Lz 52 LT, p DI
Hecke fER &M 23 % Oc MEED almost [HIH

HYZ/p"Z) @z/pmz Oc/p™ =0 H'((X2")a, T /™)

DI T E % (|68, Theorem 4.2.1]).
29 L Chi#El, ﬁﬁﬁ&v&zb@,h\$i%ﬁ{zt XM T [pn AR ET B TS — )
arEn Y —~D Hecke 1EFH DRTE ‘Jﬁi‘%é‘ﬂ%.

ATvY 7T 2 — Hodge-Tate FEIE&RDIEHH
X% Hodge-Tate AMAEMR mgr DICHTH 2, EH 6.6 &0, HREDT 7 4 / A
F perfectoid Z2fJiC & % w8

Xz?"l}min = U WHT(G\@S 7)
JC{1,..., 2g}, |J|=g
Do ND, ZOREEIX p DD Hecke TEHITRZNS Z DY, mar DWERD 57D %
Cech atERY—Z2HWCTIZY—)L s arETRY—

H(X52"™) e, TF /™)
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% almost IZEHHE T2, 7714 /A I perfectoid ZZHDEHRX 2 FE B Y —% (almost ()
HWABZEZHWDE ZET, I, K7 74 /4 F perfectoid 22[H_L DRIk UM o 24

H (mgp(F639.0), T /p™)

D p DID Hecke (EHIDRTEICIIE S5, (AR L D mpp (F62 ) 213 ThL,
2o OIEHIY bEET 20D 503, AN O XAk 2 O TEMT 5, )

. ZopoiEEE, 774 /4 F perfectoid 22w (F653 ;) 73, MERL X
IV DB LR Xfo’omin ? “finite good cover” ([11, 1, §5], [85]) ZH5-ATWB LEZ S Z
EHTELZDS LAY, XWM BRI 0 X9 A WIS 2O LD, Zoak
TR Y —HNHHARETH 5 2 L DIRILTH 5. p ERITEA DB AAES 2 i & H B
LT3 bz,

ATvYv 7 3 — B Hasse FEEDIHA

ZDARAT Y 7 TlE, 774 /A4 F perfectoid Z[H] Fﬁ%(ﬁﬁgij) oKW DR,
HIRL XL DENLEEOERE T VDOGRIE L T,

DIFDOFEFELZH NS

e ([68, Theorem 4.1.1 (i)]) 77 4 / A I perfectoid Z=[#] wﬁ%(ﬁeggﬂ,) X, ARV X
NDERNEEREDT 7 4 7 4 FHEGOU KR E L TEHIT 3.

e ([68, Theorem 4.1.1 (v)]) MELERIE LOERK 09532(1) @ Hodge-Tate J&HIE £
mur IS X BRI, ENLHAE LD Hodge H w (VIKISE S 1 O IERIREEZ
L BHEME) ERBTH S,

p BT BRI Y MRABEU, 2 1S < L2, ENSRE XD ol
FAXE, X Lo Hodge Hw YN 5% 9 £ L 22 T, BRSNS 5 A
7 B _E o KIS BT o> 22 ]

H°(X\(s=0),Z"/p™)
7%, (5 I3MERRE EORERERK Oz (1) DYIMIZ, mgr THERT I EITK
DRSS, 51 p DD Hecke M TRE RN TH 5. 5 %k Hasse FZHR (fake
Hasse invariant) &\»9. )
ZDZEMIE T DRI % EAE AN T o 7 )k eR
lim  HO(X, W* @I /p™)
k, n—35®n

ICHFEL VDS, ToREREICOWT, BAAF—L4 X EOEEEE O KIZUIW O 22
H (%, w* @I /p™)
D p DD Hecke fEMDOREICHRE S5, 220 HO (X, wF @ 1 /p™) FARL ~)L

DENLRAE LD mod p™ REHADZEM & ALK S, 9 LTHEIR, itz
G D HREOMEICIRE SN 5.
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W, 2O OHERIZ, mod p T 1 IZA M % Eisenstein M2z #) % Z & T
MREER DGR ZHER T % L v ) i 2RIy 5 (Bl 21F [27, §6.9]. EN%
BRiE L d Y 72 Hasse AZRIZD W TUE [68, Lemma 3.2.5], [41], [35] 7% & &),
Eisenstein #E D D 12t Hasse AEE — Z OREICIE Hodge-Tate FIHEARDIH >
55 — ZHW3 E W) BT, Scholze D IEIZEBR « p EMREITINTH 5.,

ATY7 4 — mod p" FEEXDEEH 0 NDHFE LT

BBED AT v 713 H N REE M TH 5. Hodge Hw WEELEMRKRTHD Z &
2 ([29, V, Theorem 2.5]). 2D AT v 7 Difkaml PRI O RECEMIAIZE TIX
XSHIGNTHbDTH S,

wIFBEZDT, TOKRELEIIHLT

H' (X, " ®ZI") =0
L%, AR ¥ — 4 x Lo ORI

0 —— ozt 2 Wbt — WwERIT/pm — 0

PR RoEedl & D,
(6.1) H(X, " @IT) ®z, Z/p™ = H°(X, w" ®I"/p™)

#2185, FH (6.1) 1%, ARL NVOENLEE LD mod p™ REEAD, B 0 DR

RIERICRD 32 2 L2 BT 5. WM (6.1) 252 LT, TNE TOMEm CTHEL

L 7eif 4 e 22BN D p DI D Hecke fEFDEGIED F23, RETERDZER-I~D Hecke fF

HOBEEMDRD mod p™ & LTHHTES Z LN, EH 6.3 25 IHI NS,
BB TH-7D, 29 LTEM 6.1 DREHNERT 5.

I M EhoiER» 5 bah 5 k)i, EH 6312815 G(Ag) DREERDL X
V(pleB I BB Y MEAREU,) NS, ¥, ZOES kI FORE .
U, ® k % BRI RKD 3 (B 2 I EEICEHIITT 2) 2 & ZIERICEKZE CECH
%9, Lal, 20701213, Emo@hIicBinsfiic o p EETIRER — Hodge-Tate
GG 2z TR S L 55 Hasse AER - BTV (BAAX—24) E —
DWW TOERNEER (POREREL L) 2182058 3H D, —HfATIIVrRwnX )i
Bbis, RTAHZERO mod p™ f8a FEw Y —DW%lE, @E (ordinary) fRAE
KROMEHE ([40], [41]) D X I IR nwiEs 9,

§6.9. BFAIFZERO® mod p FEIAKREOY —

Scholze 1%, EH 6.3 DFEHH &£ FERD 75T, mod p™ R#a H €1 ¥ — D HEIKIR
BT AEBEMSIFHL TWw 5,
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EHE 6.7 ([68, Corollary 4.2.2]).  EN LA XE ORBE R L L TOXIT%E d
EBL. i>d%b,
HAZ/p"Z) =0
DIE D 3D,

R 6.7 DFIRPAIZ, FEFRZAEM (FFIC Hermite MFRAEIR) DRMIEGICE T 20
BOER (1 213 [84, Theorem 8.1]) & MK T 2 LRIV A 9.
Hi(Z,)p™Z) D5

H(Z,p) := lim H(Z/p™Z)

m

358t 2 A€\ 2 — (completed cohomology) & WXL S, LRETERD p gD
a1 3 1 B HAN RN RTH % ([15]). EB 6.7 22558 L a F €0 Y —DHIREHE
DIEDN, [15] DFHED ) ED L DRI NS,

F 72, 6.1 OIEHOWEET, ROEHEMPFEHIN TS Z EIFFEHICET 5.

EHE 6.8 ([68, Corollary 5.4.3]). pZFEH, n>2Lt7T 5, FzdEZEUALE I3
CM k&L,
XG' = GLA(F)\GL,(Ar)/(Us x U)

% Resp/q GL, DJRAFTNFZEMET 5, X5 @ mod p R artny —
Hi(X§™ F,)
O Hecke fEHDBEHEDRICH L, Z1UIfED mod p Galois i
p: Gal(F/F) — GL,(F))
WIES 5,
EH 6.8 DRFFETANE L A,

o (n=27TF PREDLEZIRE) WPTHZER X5 3RS KK TR VDT,
ZoarEuy—2REFM - BEmdilo FIECEBEME T 5 2 LI TET,

e mod p R AR TR —FHDOTITIE, GL,(Ap) DEREIEID 5K DHKEIC
HFIET 5

ICHBIH 5, Resp/gSpy, (¥ Resp+ /g U(n,n)) DENERAEDTROarERY —%
A5 LT, Galois Z8lp B TZ5 2L TH S,

JRFT N FRZERI O mod p R a2 AT v Y —JHE Galois BHDOBIRIZOWTIX, Bl
FEITHD { Grunewald ¥ Ash IZ X 2 FHEDBH > 7228 ([2], [3]), FERVARMLICIZZ L
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Pol-kIIThb. 51, Scholze ICXk 2EH 6.8 1%, Sl FFMRICIZERNLT S5 XN
T “mod p KI Langlands )" ~OEEL—HE KB4 9.

B

adic ZZ[HGH+> perfectoid Z2RGm I 03 2 FHF OBfR - AL, SBhiEE TV vy P
Oy — ) arERY— (20114F 11 A, 5ARH) LfEES Tp Rt 20 €
Y a7 A BRI 2D (2013 4E 5 H, 5URE) ICB W TEHEDEANL Z LT
EALEGENTOE T, LR chd ), LElOMAELDO ML TH D “FE—
O CERBOHE) I L £9. £7, perfectoid Z2RGmDHEMES, Rigid &fil¥:, €22
7 — IR DT EIT DV T WA WA & ZHUR W I 72 IR B A (T-HERBE) (G L
7. WS TRENEEEGHE & 2 ORI 1B ZEEEHOBES Z HG A DR &
Atk a Xy P24l vicipd OBk, ROE#ET 2 L4k, BEOBME -
BEIDPAREENT L E o E 2L BHILET.
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