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1 Introduction

BT — VB, AF—LDTY—IVERENZDAX—LHGOWEEZ Y OFEER
e 205w U508 TY. GGEA K EEMAERE 2 DAREZ) AF—4 X O (#HY
BRRPOEE D) TX—IVHAR (X OBGRINEARRE) % m(X), K O#X Galois #f %
Gr, K ODEEFHEAD X @ base change DT X — )LHARE (X OBMAEEAR) 2 Ax
95y, TR

11— Ax —m(X)—=Gx ——>1

DPIFAEL, ZORIRT, TR—)VHARREISG & BV AGT > TTETVWE L FAET

ARTIHL DRDET —~OVEMEIE, TORMOEINER (15 RGBECHEL F
TH, ThTH oI EATHAWHEETT. RBUAIC D W TIEHME Galois BEo A #L
R (—ENZR) KOREE»S54E TS (Neukirch-WHDEH, cf. [NSW, Theorem 12.2.1,
Corollary 12.2.2]) Z&hHonNTH Y, FREAE LD -ZHELKIZOWTEAHE K
L O FERROFERPH SN TWE S (cf. [U, Theorem]). 7z, K viE<, #x Galois B
SO R BRT — NI (cf. §2, [Mod], [H1], [H2) 2 TE2 I 2, AREukIz
DWTIFEBR—ERKIZE D (cf. [H2, Theorem A]), —ZHBIEIRIZ DWW TIEARENIZIZA
HEIZED (of [U], %50 [Sa) TZOBAOT L TY XAMIRIGICES FEATOE
T) Mo TWET. — AT, Neukirch-P3HD RO B LU p ERFTRIZ L TiE
RO EDHISNTWE T (cf. [NSW, §7.5]) »%, EAH—KIZ X7 + L b
L—> 3 vV ERD p ERAHROHIT Galois FEO B (—EHR) KORBPLET D Z
EDWRINTED (cf. [Mol, Theorem 4.2]), & 512 Z DFERIE Victor Abrashkin KiZ &
v, FEEFEATA (cf. [Al, Theorem A], [A3, Theorem A]) (& SIZRIRKHEE 3 ML L
D ERTLRAA (cf. [A2, Theorems 5, 6])) IZHILRINTWET.
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7 — ROV F % $2I8 U 72 Grothendieck H & (%, &7 — VM7 3R/ L BREM
REETITO DL EEL TV &S TT (cf, eg, [SL]) A5, EROFERD, Wi
DT —~OEIZ B 2Rk % Il R (BRI, — MBS p ER (D% D Q, DERA L
KRR D 5EGA B BRA: B AR D ES AR AL R) o U BHAR IZ % 3% Grothendieck
TAE (cf. [Mo2, Theorem 4.12])) &, & DJE\WT 7 ADEREK LT T — ~)VEM DR
PITE 2 MREMEZ RBLTVWET. T I TARMTIE, —MORIRTE R AR i B
& (BAF, GMLF 21U £$ (cf. Definition 2.1)) D7 — N )VEAZEIZDOWTEHH U £ 7.
£7, §2Tld, GMLF O 7 4 )V b L — 3 VA E# Galois BED Ski4 e RE B %
W7 —~OVINZETT L £, X642, §3 Tk, GMLF Offixt Galois BEO RO HERELD 5
L, HLEOMEEZMREDLON, YOBREZTOREZLHE (H2WIEZDHSEZE) O
OUERANZHRK T ZDMZDOVWTIRE ET.

AR, TREUEBEGE L 2 O 2021) 128 2FEEOHHEO —E LD, ET—N
IVIRAREIZ B 1 2 B 72 FIER BOE DS IZ D W T ONEZ T IMA 726 DTT.

2 GMLF Q< DAEEDEZET —NIVHIETT

ZOHITIE, BRERREESCCHMERMAEARD (D7 VNV —Ya v AE) Mo
Galois 02 5 DRDRE 4 R REROHRT —_~NVINETIZOVWTH LU Y. (D7 1V b
L= a vy O—fEmizoWTid, [Sel], [Mu] 2 ZELZEW.)

T, BRT—ANIWETICOWTHBICAZETTHMLUTEEE L LS (FLL
X, [Mod], [H1], [H2] 2 Z8<7Z3\W). HET -~ VREILENIZ e sB&e LT, W
BT —NIETLEH D £9. HIZIEX, NEEBRAMROMNT Galois 4> & RIS 2 B
T =V 5] L, 2 DOREEFEME Ky, Ky &2 DOFREE p1, p2 2DV,
[Gg, ~ Gk, 5 p; =p2) (72720 Gg,, Gg, 3TN Th K, Ky OHtxf Galois #) &
WO MBEERTILIZHEN ET (Gk, ~ Gr, DRDODIZ, TH OB Y] 2 501 % W 7=
THERBPGHET LI L2 NETIHBELHDET). ZOGHE, pp =p PEDERTH
SOV TIERMEIZ L EHA. — AT, NEEHRFRAKROMN Galois #E2> & BIAREHEZ #
HT — VNI 51 L, IREEREAME K Ot Galois #f G o BEmiRFiH S
ZE D RIRER p EFEMOT AL IZHE0ET. ZOBAIR, IR, G DT =~
b G 22 DR UNEIEE (DA THloz8t% G/ v sy, RATEKHREY,

log (2(G"" /1 G¢*) > 2
W2 THE—DEH I & UTHRE pr PRI 5N ET (cf. [H1, Proposition 3.6]).
WAR, BURET — OV ETEASTHE T B NIEHOR T — ROV LA T RET T AY, WE T — b

WNZER U o N2t B\WT, £ OFEM & FEIC RAVUTFHEBRIZ R T — OV R e i e X
NTWBEEHL DRI HY FHA.



UFOEmIZBEWTIE, FREVPERPGPVPEELRKRS VMRV ETOT, KDL
REHELTHBEET

Definition 2.1 (cf. [Mu, Definition 1.12])

K ZREHEMSRMEAE 75, Zor &, K 2 MLF (ie., “Mixed-characteristic
Local Field”) (resp. GMLF (i.e., “Generalized Mixed-characteristic Local Field”)) T
HaLiE, FRKPERK (resp. EEKR) THBHI L%EWVD

DAF, ZOHiTid K % GMLF 2 U, Z0O K (ZXU, pr ZRREE, ex %Mkl 5 E4E
W (DFV v 2 og(KX) =Z 25l Ui ED vk (pk) OIE), K %2 K ORELH
@, G &k Galois #f Gal(K/K), &k = {G%}ver,_, ZRWT 1V b =Y a U fFE
Oifix; Galois #, Ik (resp. Pr) % Gg OMEWERE (resp. BAOWHE), xp, : Gx — L),
(resp. Xpx.n : Gk = (Z/pkZ)* (n € Zso)) % pr HEMIHEEE (resp. modp} M8
BD, Gn € K (n€Zso) % 1 DM pi TR, kg & K ORIRIK, Gr & ke OHixd
Galois #f& LE9. 5I2, K AWMLF THD & 1T, frx ZIRRE kg : Fp ], di
EHLRITEK : Qp ] ELET.

LR TlX, GMLF O#fixf Galois & Gr, HD2WIERBE 7 « v b L — a v AFEHuxt
Galois Bf G BE 2 ONTWAIRIMT, K ORRZ R AL EZHERT —~)VINIZETT S Z
LEEZEZET. £7, EELRKA VU NTHS K HBMLF THERENIDWTH, G 75
BERIICHIET D Z e TEET

Proposition 2.2 (cf. [Mu, Proposition 1.13])
K »®GMLF ThsbeE, KB MLF THbDZr e G WHMHWERERTH S Z LIXFA
ETH5.

LEDoT, G W TF—RZMNEZ25NTWBEAIZIE, K 7 MLF Th20hE0db
MoTWAHREDE U TiERZEDTI VI IR 9. TNDOEHZTIIR, K » MLF
DFEITIE G, K BT UH MLF THRWEAIZIE G 2Bt HWETF -2 L TW
S

pr DT
Case 1. K " MLF Th %55
CDBEIT DO WTIHEEIZ R T — VT OEIIZ B W TR WX U 7.
Case 2. K %9 LH MLF TRWEE
G NWEZHLNTVWBLTNE, pr ik P = | GY° #al 1 RECH B & 570Dk

e€R~o

Bl UTHREOIT SN ET ([Mu, Proposition 3.6])) 7%, Gxg DANEZSNTWSHEE
CHERD KSR DOIT 2 ZeATEET (ZOHFIIMNARS ATHEML TO20n7
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HDTT) :
K 78 MLF T\ (L7235 T G PAMHMAEREK TRV 5Ea2FE A £, BIA R
GEeFEHIZHL, GOEKAIFEE G() L UET. | =px DA, [MT, Theorem A
0, Gx OEBOBEMEE H (23U, H(l) i& very elastic (FI#ARHEE G 2% very elastic
i, G u*ﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁlﬁiﬁkf 732 <, AR ORI RE O KA BRAE BB E RS 488 3 B#E
WIRZZ2%2 WD) TY. RIZ, | #£px PHEEREZET. K21 DK FEREHRML
THERIKE L 2L, ﬂfﬁ?‘éﬁ'ﬁ*lﬁj\ﬁ GL C Gk 2% X, Gr(l ) 73 very elastic TRWIZ &
ERLEL LS. AARERR [L(1) - Go(l) O&%E J, 352, Jp 1k Gu(l) OETER
HAEET, HOMTAMMNARERTT (IL(1) 27 THEILITER). &IZA0, LiX
% @ uniformizer @ | IR ZRINL THESNS X HI4E) KEHLRE2RL EFTH1S, Jp
WHEHAMHTH Y, Gr(l) » very elastic THRWIZ &A1 £9. LAEICEY, pg id Gk
DIEEOBRAHE H (23 LT H() »° very elastic £ 72 5Mf—DFEH I & U TREDIT SN
9.

ex, Gr(,,) CGr (AU dk, fx (K7 MLF O56)) O

Case 1. K  MLF TH %4

dic = log,,, (t(Giﬁ/““/pK : G;‘?/t“)) ~1,
fic =log,, (14 8((G*/oryrk)),

(7272 L (GP/torypic) 1% Gab/tor D pr-Sylow HOREZ L Z0) L HET —OVINIZETE

N, LidoTeg = C)lc— & U THIN D IR e DMELI N ET (cf. [H1, Proposition
K
3.6]). 51T, Gg DT =)L GE2 DR UNESEEE Gibtor b 55 & &, RFHERK X

D, K21 OFKpx BiREEL I Y, Gaor DN pr THEIDYINS Z L IZFET
T, Ukedi=T, B (EBD 828 Gr,, ) C Gk &, Gk OBBARTH-T, TOT —
NUAEDR U NEBAREDNE D pr TEHOEINZEDDSH, HE—DDMALEDL LT
HHIongd.
Case 2. K »"#»3° LH MLF TRAWES

B NEZL6NTWRL LT, ex 2L ET.

L% K DA Galoisfhk&e 352 E, & 26 Gal(L/K) D AN ERIET L b —
v a v {Gal(L/K)u}uer. , WEEDET. o€ Gal(L/K) IZHL,

) (o) = 0, (EFED u e R 12X LT o & Gal(L/K).,),
GalLFOYT) ™ sup{u € Rs_1 |0 € Gal(L/K)u}, (% 0Afh),

ti’&)ij— (sGal L/[()(ld) oo tff@ﬂibi?)
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ROMEIL G 5 e ZEITCTH7-DDHL 0D F7 ¢

Proposition 2.3 (MW, Theorems 1, 2, 3])
L/K % px REKEHLKRT, BAOBILKRTHD L5, 0% Gal(L/K) DEBILE T L &,

PKEK
5Ga o) < ;
Gal(L/K) () L}K_IJ

(727U |z] To 2@ABLWVWRRKOEEEZRT) PRVLD. FSVPRILTLEILE, K
A1 DE p FREEGH, 2D L = K(a) (27U alk XPX — § € K[X] DRET,
BeEK* vg(B)€pxZ) TH2ZLIIFAMETH 2.

oI, KWK pr RIREEEX2WVWEE, sqaw/k)(0) € pkZ TH 5.

Proposition 2.3 &0, Gx OFHAHE H TH-> T, ROLXMZ2HLZTEODIH (7272
—D0) WAZHDIE K IZ 1 DFEM px FRERMUZBRIIGU £7 ¢

H 3458 pre OIERIEAHRE H' T, spyyp (o) € pxZ (o & H/H' (~ Z/pxZ) D
LRTT) LD DERD.

ZDEMERT-T Gk DD S B, 1277—D2DBKGEHED% Hy (: GK(CPK)) L,
s =max{sy, g (on) | H C Hold88 px DIEBBIHEDRE, op & Ho/H OHERIT }
CEDDE, HUY Proposition 2.3 £ b

s(px — 1)
Pk
ﬁ’?\%“%hij— €K(<p) = (IK : IK(Cp)) CK (Z (IK : IK mHo) . 6?[() 7’3:0)’6, LJ\J:T eK ))7(
[0 Gk, CGK WS POHEITLINE L7 (cf. [Mu, Proposition 2.4]).

CK () =

M fefioET
Case 1. K #* MLF TH 355

pr HEMEBIEE xp,  Gr — L), ZHET —~VINZHEIET 5120, & n € Zog 12X U
TZ/pLZ(1) ® G ML U TORESEE (HET —~VINIZ) EioThid+a T3,
Tate duality & 0, Gx WMEEM 2 Z/pLZ(1) CAMTHZZ e H*(Gx, M) ~Z/pt7Z
552 L AAMTT (cf. [Mol, §1)).
Case 2. K #'#¥ LH MLF THRWES

Z D84 1E Tate duality F 2T, BIRET G NOHET —NUVWIZHEILTED O
1% modpyx MR Xpp 1 : Gx — (Z/pkZ)* DATY. KT, Gg it LTO
Z|pkZ(1) = py,, ORBSEZBETCLET.
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L=K((p,) b UET (Lo#EimLy, MG, C G BLUOZDOHIKT 1V ML —
ay B, kB NOHFRT —NVIIZEITSEI N FET). Kummer Blnh 5 AR IZE
% G MBEOAM o : LX)/(L¥)Px 53 HY Gy, ppy) EZ, X 51 Gy HIEED A
0 : pp — ZJpxZ & —28 b, THEZKIGT 2 G MBEORE o : HYGL, pp) —
HY (G, Z/pkZ) = Hom(GY /pk - G, L/pkZ) #F 2 &, Wi == OF /(OF)Px C
L* (LX), W = (p(Wr)) € Hom(G /pxc - G2, Z/picZ) LEDET (HAEEW I3
0 DELD FITH S 7200 T L ATHERD.

ZorE, AWML f € Hom(G2 /pk - G3°, Z/pZ) W IZBT 522 &, RO
PHERETY :

FAEDD LD pg KKENEAE L 558 %,

PKeErL
pr — 1

sgair/0)(0) <

(7272 o & Gal(L'/L) DERTE) A8 L.
I B POYETEDIRMETTOT, Wik B OHERT —UIZELINET
U72h - T,

M = {1 € G3*/pk - G3P | HED f € Wizt LT f(7) =0} C G2 /p - G2P
b O oI NET.

—7iT, Gg IMEED5E2F]
1 —— OF /(07K —— L* /(L*)N ——> L/pZ—>0,
(7 —=RAVEEDERFIE UT) DET DT, KDL D7 G ORI EONE T :
0 — Hom(Z/pkZ, pip, ) —= Hom(L* /(L*)P%, pp, ) — Hom(Wy,, iy, ) —= 0.

X 51z, Pontryagin duality % W T ¢ 7 5 & £ 2 AR 72 G MEE O R
Hom (L* /(L*)PX, p1,,.) — G /pre-G3 3% 0, Z OFBEIZ & 0 #58E Hom(Z/prZ, iy, ) C
Hom (L* /(L*)PE | iy, ) W& M C G3P/pre - GEP IZHIIEL £ S, D%, Gr ML LTO
8 Hom(Z/prZ, fipg) (= ppe) — M BB D, M & S 75 W7 — ROV IT X
N5DT, p,, ORBBEMETCINE L (cf. [Mu, Proposition 2.8)).

GMLF O#Ex 73 485 e e K mod pi FHHEEE (K2 K 28 1 DA pr Ttz &L
B WS EH) OHERT —VINETIZE D, HEEORRL GMLF 2R LTI K OF
BUMEDY O RO kg OFEBEP SHERICPREINETH, T2V TIE [Mu, Theorems
3.9, 3.10] & ZE< 72 X0,



3 GMLF DOi#@xd Galois #F &4~ DIEE =R D ERE

BBz 0, RBUKIZ B W TIEZ Ot Galois BED> & KD [FIBIEEAY IR 7 — R
Wz TEE NS (cf. [H2, Theorem A]) DT, DM % MLF ¥ GMLF TH X 5 Di%
HRRZ e TT. UL, fMfHREe U TR M Galois B2 D, »oke UTIdEE
T\ MLF OMOFERMONTWETOT, HULHEREE2EZ 2 HENDHD £7.
MLF D47 4V b L — a Ui EHisd Galois #1249 % Neukirch-PH O & B O FEAEL D
0D (cf. [Mol, Theorem 4.2]) Z&» 5, MLF 721X GMLF OZIK7 1 )V b L —
v a VA E M Galois BED 5 DRDHIRERT — ROV TCIEH D 5 ZEHRED 1 DT,
Bl 5T THRE 72 2 & (cf. [Mu, Theorems 3.9, 3.10) LASEXTH 59, (Y]

BREDRTEH) EBARKTH DY D DEEHITITON EHA.

—HT, BOET —~VREETIE, BENBHRINOPHohTwET. Z0%
EIWZBWTH Neukirch-WHOEHEOBELUTZ O £ £ TIHELET, 2 20 MLF F721%
GMLF 0ifix Galois QO DMERBLIZ, MOHIDEBEERD I L 2 EiE T HLEVDH Y X
. EizeFENWE MLF O 7 1V L — 3 UfFE s Galois #1253 % Neukirch-
NHOEHROHELIIRRHTT A, MIZHHELRRENBTAONET. ZOHTIE, BEF
DORGET —NIVHFER (WIFhE MLF 26 3550) 2022 L7z ET, Thoso
GMLF ~o (#EY)7e) Bk O TRENE % 5 U i?‘

BRI, i =1, 2126, K, % GMLF, K, % K, OREHA K, 054651k, Gk, % K;
Dkt Galois £ Gal(K;/K;), Ik, % K; OMEYERE, p; % K; ORIREE, xk, : Gk, — L},
% p EHOEEE UET.

“REE AR DY M) Galois BEDMOMERBLL LT, ROX 5 HEDEEZXET (cf. [Mu
Definition 1.8], [Mo3, Definitions 3.1, (iv) and 3.6, (iii)], [H3, Definition 1.3, (i)]) :

Definition 3.1
a:Gg, — Gk, & (likiZ) ¥R E T2,

(i) a ¥ RF-preserving (i.e., “Ramification Filtration preserving”) T#®2 &1, a»’
([Mu, Definition 1.8] DFEKRT) K7 1V L —2a v &2EDIEEWND.

(ii) « %% of HT-type (i.e., “Hodge-Tate type”) T3 &%, p; = p2 T, 2D Ki % («
BWLT) LM G, MIBEE 275 U726 0F, Kk G, MBEE LT) Ky KA TH
5%\,

(iii) a % of CHT-type (i.e., “Cyclotomic Hodge-Tate type”) TH 2 &Ik, a A% of HT-
type T, D XK, = XK, 0 a BIERD LD L E WD,

(iv) o #* HT-preserving (i.e., “Hodge-Tate preserving”) T# % &1, (LD Hodge-
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Tate £Bl ¢ : G, — GL,(Q,) 2K L, ¢poa: Gk, — GL,(Q,) »* Hodge-Tate T
HBILENI.

(V) a BBMMTH D L1, o BHEDIAR Ky — K THoT, Ko & K1 12527310
MOFEINDEZLE WD,

(vi) « % inertially open TH 3 &1, a(lk,) ¥ Ik, DFHAEETHD I L% \WVD.

BH & 20z, HEREL o 238N 7 51X RF-preserving 52 of CHT-type T» b, of CHT-
type 72 51X of HT-type 7> HT-preserving T3 . & 512, MLF (2L Ti%, X2Ho5h
TWVWEd

Theorem 3.2
Ky, Kb i MLF Thde L, a: Gk, = Gg, ZHERB L T 5.

(1) o 3FEEL7» D RF-preserving 7 5 3 TH 5 (cf. [Mol, Theorem 4.2]).

(2) a DFAYERELTHD of CHT-type 72 5 (XBTHTH 5 (cf. [Mo3, Theorem 3.5,
Ol

(3) a AFHYEERELTHD HT-preserving 72 5 XM TH 5 (cf. [H3, Theorem)).

(723, Theorem 3.2 @ (1) (2B L Tl&, HHFHUERILRR S RBMR D SES IZHENE S (cf.
[A1l, Theorem A], [A3, Theorem AJ).)

Theorem 3.2 DWTNDFERIZEWTEH, Hodge-Tate REUCEHT 2 H L HENEE L 72
ZDTTN, TNEIRARD7-DIZ 8% U £ 3 (cf. [Se2, III, §A.3~§A.5], [Mo3, Definition
3.1]) =

Definition 3.3
K % GMLF b L/, PK, GK, IK %ﬁﬁﬁﬁt@%&:i&)é

(i) AZRMAET —VEE, p, p G — A ZERERM L T5. HOFWIEEH C Ik
PEIEL T plg & plg =BT B L&, p& p idinertially equivalent TH 3 &\
W, p=p 2EL.

(i) £ % px ERFAT, 2TDQ,, LOEN K IZEENIbDE TS, HDIAA
0:E— K %EEL, ng % E ® uniformizer £ §5%. 20O &, ¥AM x, ., &

b 7
Xo,nw : Gk = G — Op x g — Of — Of

(72720, AO¥ERTIX o BFEET 25D, 2 DHOMAEMIIF[AEKR L g 12
Lo TEXZAM, 3 OHDOHERMMIIHNY, 4 DHOMERAMIIWHE L LI L TEHEX
LNBHD) TEDD. Xo np D inertial equivalence class I mp OELD JFIZH S 72
WDT, Xonp ZHIZx, LELZLEHD.



XA Theorem 3.2 D& ERZGE T 5 LTHE L La@mET, GMLF ~O#REZE X 5 L
THHETY :

Proposition 3.4 (cf. [Se2, III, §A.5, Corollary|, [Mo3, Proposition 3.2])

K, E % Definition 3.3 A2 v, K % K ORKEA K 0546, p: Gx — EX %
L T2, V, 2 G % (pERELT) EEHSETESNG G MEEL T2, Zok
%, pH Hodge-Tate THBIZ ¥, ATRHROVIIDZ LIZAMETH S :

p= H X5, (ne € Z).
oc€Emb(E, K)
(727U Emb(E, K) 1& Q,, LOMOAHE < K BT HEATHS.) T5II0L X
RG] NiED A

Vo ®q,,. K ~ @ K(ney),
oc€Emb(E, K)

(7272U “(ny)” 135 no-Tate 120 ) PEET 5.

AR TIE, Theorem 3.2 ® (1)~(3) % K1, Ko 7 GMLF T®» 55412 GEYIZREET)
LRTEDDE DD EMRETL £ 7.

Theorem 3.2 (1) OHLERIZDWT

[Mol] iz# 1+ % Theorem 3.2 (1) DFEIZH W TIE, Proposition 3.4 % fifi 2 2RI EKF
LRABEDIHMEERT K O (Gx MEEL LTO) REFEMET L b L—Yay
I E#ixt Galois A SEITLTWEY. —/4T, HIHiCH D L 512, GMLF 23 LT
modpx FIARRELAMETETETEST, K OREELEATETVARVNDT, $TRIN
S0 E HIETHRENRH D £S5 TT.

—7 T, RF-preserving R¥EFEIZDWT, KARINTVWET :

Proposition 3.5 (cf. [Mu, Proposition 2.15, Remark 2.19])
K; % MLF, K, % GMLF & U, RF-preserving ¥ o : Gy, — Gk, BFHET DL
RETSH., 0L E, Kyl MLF TH Y, o FHHHERE LS.

ZH & Theorem 3.2 (1) O HHBHUER ALK (cf. [A1l, Theorem A], [A3, Theorem A])
& 0, Theorem 3.2 (1) (XU [Al, Theorem A], [A3, Theorem A]) @ 1 DDHLERE L
T, X/FoNET !

Theorem 3.6

K; % MLF, Ky %# GMLF ¢ U, a:Gg, — Gk, Z¥#FA# L § 5. o » RF-preserving
O IERMANTH B.
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Theorem 3.2 (2) OHLFRIZDWT

Proposition 3.4 »* GMLF Ot Galois #£® Hodge-Tate &I &, MLF @ GMLF ~®
HOAADBEBRELRTEEDTH LU E, Ky, Ky % GMLF & U7z & &2 of CHT-type
BHERM o G, — G, TUHAKRO MM % Z O Proposition  AWTRT Z & I3#L %
5 (B0 VEATR ERBINZB S OBFRLAEONRTES) TT. BIRTHELNTWS
BREBRD DI, @WEEEALET. K; (1=1,2) KNL, F* % K; TO Q,, Ok
WA, F 2 FY 0 K, ©o (k) BA, Gr, % F; Offixf Galois & LEd. 2ok
%, F BEARKDF,, LEIKTHS LS 7% GMLF T3 .

ROEMIL, BE, swXz¥fPTd :

Theorem 3.7
Ky, Ky %# GMLF & U, a:Gg, = Gg, % inertially open »* of CHT-type 7 #[FE &
5. Z0rE, ROWUHEHAPELET D :

GKl —a> GK2

Co

(6]
Grp, — Gp,

ZZT, Mz IZARRAEER E;, - K; (i=1,2) DHFETIEDTHD. &5
12, & XHEE P ORMKTH S,

(TMRERHGR & T DD 2021] 2B SFEEDHEHTIE, TS5ICaPEHTHL LN
REZEENTWE LD, ZOREIIIT I EATEET.)
INMSEBIZ, RO K S 7% Theorem 3.2 (2) DHERAF SN E T ¢

Corollary 3.8
K1, Ko X GMLF T, ZOHRAVPER ERBTHELT5. ZoeE, R o
Gk, — Gk, ¥ inertially open 222 of CHT-type T®H 572 6 XM TH 5.

Theorem 3.2 (3) DHLGRIZDWT

Theorem 3.2 (3) (2 & D, MLF Oifixf Galois #EDH D FAXER LAY HT-preserving T
52 eRMNTH D LITFAMET, K2 HT-preserving T&H 1L of CHT-type (U 7z
NoTINSD 2 %ML HEME) TF. —HT, O Theorem 3.2 (2) DR T U720 &
F#kIZ, Proposition 3.4 %5 HETik, —MD GMLF Okl Galois #£0 [#] D e [F &Y
@ HT-preserving M 5 ¥R Z N HAD MM 28 Z L ZR#EETH L L b k.
%7z, HT-preserving & of CHT-type OFMEMEEBURTIIRETWERTA (MR, HDiL




T2 WATREME S H D 7). 272U, HEEA D inertially open ¢ HT-preserving 7 #E & %
a:Gr, — G, I2WTHE, Theorem 3.7 & BBOBEEA D 11D = & & RT3 KA
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