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p ¥ Hodge EBi#®IC DWW T
S (FORHEAR) (Takeshi Touji)

BERTIHETFD 2/3 Tp i Hodge EaDOBA% L72A, [T4 2BV T TII—EH
H2@RMEEN DT, ZITHBED /3 THNIEESLH L p B LO%EHKE
Bk p #étale cohomology #%H |2 potentially semi-stable HEHI27% 2 &\ 5 sEHEOD
AL OBRREZ ST 5. 2B pi Hodge R BMBIL VAR 2F b LR, £
7z crystalline, semi-stable, de Rham £ iZ2>W\T (Berys, Bst, Bpr PE#FE & DM
HLET) 5L CHD 72w AiE[Fol], [Fo2], [Fo3] 2 sttr St nTH 5. #0ltp #
Hodge #am IZB#E 9§ 2 ZZ IOV TR IZEEL . ’ - ’

BRBALOFESZEF L2840 Hodge B id, hhOBEEBIE L Fo T
ER DR WEEAMAZEIZ X B proper hypercovering # £ 52 L1280, BEAO L WES
WiEE STz ([De]) . pEFRLOBERFRAFHEILZ VA, ZRE DETV de Jong D
alteration [DJ] Zff-> T (HBRXILKIC L 5 base change % # L, hypercovering %4
RoO& & THNIL) semi-stable reduction #HOLHEKET (LY HBFIZIXIFLOD
base change b #79) T proper hypercovering * & 3 Z & H T &, L DOEBITHEKIC
hypercovering D& 553D p # Hodge i (Cs) WRE S NS, FHEOIEBIZIE, Cqy
DFEH ([H-Kal,[Ka3],[T3]) %:&— simplicial A PR L TV LEXDH B A%, £
DRétale hypercovering % £ 9 i (L HERR T 5 L EAH 5. 412 syntomic cohomol-
ogy N K U syntomic cohomology %> Hétale cohomology ~D & DRI, [T3]§3
DFED b [Fo-M] D log lREES HEEII» 27 (82, §3 BHB) . (%3 syntomic site
B LUV Z D crystalline cohomology & DEAfRIZ T TIZ C.Breuil 12 & WIFEEA T3
CERERLTBL[Br]. ) ®&IZ, & G.Faltings 7%, #£® almost étale L AN F ik
% semi-stable reduction DFA IR T H I LI2L D, Cy DREHB L 70—t
¥HRZERHRELTBLC ([Fa)) . '

K #FREPEERp > 0 DK TH 2 EHERMNEA L L, 20OBKIES Ok,
Rtk LB EE2RBETIWItRE W LEE, Z205H4K%Y K, Thobb
3. k, W, Ko @ Frobenius 2 § XTELiELE o THSHHT. S = Spec(Ok), n =
Spec(K), s = Spec(k) £ BE, FiEsI2fE) S LD log g% N, N O s ~Diifg %
LTHobDY. nilit N OBGTebbERLR logiEEt 52 5. LEkeid, (S,N)
£ ® smooth fine saturated log scheme (X, M) T, X #°S t proper, X @ special
fiber f?‘%&%tﬁ %.) D %%’X: 5. (XTI’ MT)) = (X, M)X(S’N)T], (Xs, Ms) = (X, M)X(S,N)
(s, L) £ BL. (BBEDEMIL (X, M) 5% (S, N) L universally saturated &\ o T,
(Xs, M) %% (s,L) L of Cartier type £V o THRLTHB. ) FlziE, S L proper
flat regular scheme X T# ® special fiber 7" X LOBEHERLIEAFTH 5 b DI,
special fiber I2#F 9 log ## M = Ox Nj.0% (j: X, — X) 252726 01%, Lo
HEZWT. CO®ETIE W LOR, scheme, log scheme 7 £ mod p™ reduction
HIRTT2ERFORTHLDT I LT 5.

§1 Crystalline cohomology & de Rham cohomology

9 ICHE, g ASESE L 72 (X, M) @ crystalline cohomology (L& - il cohomol-
ogy LIFRAL W) ([H], [H-Ka]) *H#IEET 5.

$T(s,L) — k B W, (] Teichimiiller representative) =43 Spec (W,) £
Dlog &z Wy (L) THLDT. FHIZW(L) = LTH5B. (X,M) D crystalline co-
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homology

(11) . Q®EI__anrys((X&Ms)/(Wn?WH(L)))

n

CREIN, Ko EOBRKTAZ MVERICZ S, LE I N HEIZ DT EELC. (X, M,)
D%t Frobenius & 0, DI L0 o- £ HTHAR ¢ (Frobeinus &\ 9) &35, ¥

72 DI, (W, Wa(L)) 280 W, L0 fiber F~OXF 51288 L T HPD-stratification
AR AL, ChED No = poN #&7:9 D0 K- AL BCERE (mon-
odromy £V13) E1B5. o HECRAETHEZ Lb, N BMETHE LA,

“]\/[5 DL _tZkEF&'%” ﬁ’%’iﬁi 5 O(XayMs)/("Vn’Wn(L)) @ ideal K(Xs,Ms)/(WmVVn(L))
¥ ARHTH O crystalline cohomology % Fiv» T, crystalline cohomology with proper
support DI bEHTES. M, PEELZ L ZEIDI=DITHB. X DS L orER KT
DEH d TH B L &1, trace §F Tr: D24 — Ko 7% >, pairing

(1.2) DI @k, D1 L p2 15 K,

hes=deiz % (Poincaré SUAHSEHE)  ([HL[TL)) .

£1.3 X %S . smooth T M, EB% & i, DI i3 log Wt E 2 2\ QR HE(Xs/W)
=35, LHL X AS ksmooth Taw& &, —#iclog HBrErEZ 2 v crys-

talline cohomology 1 AHRKTEIZT & 7% &2\ . semi-stable reduction & HFOHET b

o DI DL S % By cohomology BT 5 Z &id, Cgy #—E & LT Fontaine-Jannsen
I D FEIR T, '

(Xp, M) ® de Rham cohomology % HY(X,,{, (log My)) TEHEL, V3L
DL, &E L. [DeI] L FBEDHERRIC L V), Hodge spectral sequence '

(14) - EPt = HY(X,, 0%, (log My)) = D’

HBIET % ([T3]4.7.9) . O spectral sequence & Y Djp O filtration Fil" D} g
(r € Z) (Hodge filtration &\*3) #EZ %. de Rham cohomology % crystalline
cohomology # AV TRD L HIZELZ LD TE S,

Db = Q@lim HZy ((Xn, Mn)/(Sns Nn)s O(X, M2 /(S Nn))
s U - U .
Fil'Dip = Q®lm HE (Xny M3)/(Sny Na)y I, 00y /(Sm Nn))-

M, FEBETRAOEEIAE b ORGP scheme ISHIET 5 Ox, @ ideal Kx,
% i\ C, de Rham cohomology with proper support H™(X,, Kx, Qx, (log My)) b
EHTE, ShE DLy, LB X, ORTEAVES TH B & &, Trace §f Tr: D . —
K %% - T, KO pairing 1¥5£&12% 5 (Poincaré BUAEH) ((T1) .

(1.6) | DY ®k DG - D . I K.



£ 1.7 (H-Kaj(5.1)) KDETT 2ikDD T, (X, M) 22T functorial T
cup g & W2 BAR L FEE '

Pr: K®K0 D1 _N_)D%R
oo, EbiZu€ Ok LT pry = pr o exp(log(u)N) & &7z,

7 1.8 cohomology with proper support IZ2WTH RO EENHE Y LD L Bbh
LN, S DFKHERTH 5.

HOWBIE pr X MHEITEBL L. 3 DI & DLy #0013 % cohomology DA
EATEH. BF T = 0" 1245 Spec (W, [T])J:O)log’fﬁi%% L(T) LEE T —
T CEHR SN D exact closed immersion (Sp,N,) < (Spec (W,[T]), L(T)) ® PD-
envelope % ip, r: (Sn, Np) = (B, Mg,) £ $5. E, ODEZER%Y Rg, 5%, Rg =
E_Illn Rg,, REQP = Qp ®z, R & B[L. R, 1 BAREYIC Rg, = W[T,Tne/'n! (n >
D) @w Wp &E2iF5. 7272 Le=[K : Kol £95.. T — 012& ) exact closed im-
mersion ig, o: (Spec (W, ) Wa(L)) — (En, MEg,) P"EFTE5A. & T, cohomology
D7

Q® lim HY, , (Xn, My)/(En, ME,,» = Q @ lim HY,,((X1, My)/(En, M, ))

n

E%ETZJ (X1, My) D#Ex} Frobenius & ) D™ OHCERE ¢ 2185, /D9
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(Sn, Np) 225 (Spec (W,[T]), L(T)) 218D W,, £® fiber FE~ DI DHIAAIZE LT HPD-

stratification DER B, TN LY No = ppN ALTHOERRBEZRL. T, 4
1B, 0, 1B, » WHETARERIZLY, 2 00EFE :

(1.9) D? &2 pe Px, pg o
%785 pro it Frobenius, monodromy & T 3.

## 1.10 ([H-Ka](5.2), [T3]§4.4) Frobenius & T#7% pry ® Ko- & E % section s
MR —D2FEL, & 51 s X monodromy operator & d T, ROFEE % FHES 5.

(1.11) | " Rp,, ®k, DI > D1

EEORE pr 12 Ko SEEZ pr, o5 O K- BELTH 5.

§2 Syntomic cohomology

syntomic cohomology i1, crystalline cohomology, de Rham cohomology & étale
cohomology % ffifi-§ 5 cohomology & LT, Fontaine-Messing 1= & W BEA S h7=b D

T& s ([Fo-M]) . %5 id log HEA 2 Wi ED S | proper smooth 7 scheme (2% L

T syntomic cohomology # FEFEL TV AH, T I Tid log & X DPA R ER 5.

f:(T,Mr) — (S,Ms) % fine log schemes ®4t & 3 5. f @ underlying schemes
D5t flat T, f A% log scheme ® &K T locally complete intersection T 5 (T4
b, X Létale BFTHYIZ (S, Ms) L smooth integral % fine log scheme (Y, My) ~®
exact closed immersion ¢, underlying schemes |23 V> T regular immersion {272 -
TWB LI RLDOVHETS) L& 4 fid syntomic THH v ([Ka3j(2.5)) . ¥
72, RS HIZRD 2 &M% L'Cb\ZaE%ﬁ Z Tid, f 33 syntomic TH 5B &
I LT A, ' ‘
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(2.1) f @ underlying schemes D4§7* locally quasi-finite T 5.

(2.2) #[FE (f*Ms)8 — MEP O cokernel #* torsion T#H 5.

syntomic 3 & Uk# syntomic 24TI3 £ Eh, GlE L PEERICEHL AL T
%. $# syntomic 241 X 2% F\ T, fine log scheme (S, Mg) ® big syntomic
site (S, Ms)syn B £ U small syntomic site (S, Ms)syn ZEF Y 5. fine log schemes
DY f: (8", Mg) — (S, Ms) \= & BELHE VT, IEEET foyn. : (S, Ms)Syn —
(S, MS)§YN’ fsyn* . (S MS')syn (S MS)syn’ i) cl: U%@left a.d_]OlntS fSYN’ fsyn

%‘f?,—.}-ﬁ, fSYN TS T, TH fsyN = (fSYN*, fSYN) iZ topos DY 25 2 5D,
o DHIETEEDPE ) B3 b\, Zhid, small syntomic site Tid fiber *ﬂﬁ‘——ﬂ’“
LiTTf LWz EICEET 3. L Lads, 3% syntomic #E L AV T (S, Ms)syn
% M. Artin OERT® topology ([A]I(0.1)) & &%, £ & BIERER (S, Ms)syn —
(S, Mg)syn 13 topology @&t & 722 1) ([A]IL(4.5)) , 1 2 iX Leray spectral sequence 7*
FHET 5 ([A](4.10)(4.11))

SE2.3 (S, Ms)syn LOB FIH LT, 20 (8, Mg)oyn ~OHIH S F LHETEC
&, RPD canonical %2 FEINH 5. - , =

Hq((sv MS)SYN’f) = Hq((Sa MS)symf)

i, HORALBEF o (S, Ms)syn — (S, MS)SYN M. Artin O EBRT topology
DHTH U L Wexact THBEZ EDNLANA

anE 2.4 (cf. [Fo—M]IIIl.Q) z. (S’,Msr) — (S, Mg) % under]ying schemes D5 7°
nilimmersion T& % exact closed immersion &£ § % & &, igyn, 3TETH 5.

ZHIZROFEEL HE .
W8 2.5 (A LOGKBELEKETS. 0L EEED syntomic (resp. % syn-

tomic) 7z (S, Ms:)-fine log scheme (T', M) &, T' tétale BATHIIZ syntomic (resp.
$%2& syntomic) 7z (S, Mg)-fine log scheme (T, Mr) ~DFH LTz #HD. .

8T, W, L fine log scheme (Y, My) TY %W, Lk locally of finite type TH 5
bDEEZ L. RCALRTYS L9 12, crystalline topos #* b étale topos ~DHF

(2.6) U(Y,My)/W, * ((Ya M}’)/Wn);ys — Yey

2 & BHERE B & U2 @ PD-ideal @ r-th divided power @ derived direct image i3,
Y Létale RATHIZAD L) 12T 5 ([Be]V Th.2.3.2, [Ka2)(64)) . Y Létale FAT
8912 W,, E smooth 7% fine log scheme (Z, Mz) ~® closed immersion i : (Y, My) <
(Z,Mz) % &Y, 0 PD-envelope % (D, Mp), (’)D ® PD- 1deal ’i’ Jp &£&< &, canon-
ical Zz[FE

27)  Rugaryywaed o yw, 2751 ®0, (logMz) (r € 2)

Hdps. ZIT, r FAOKIZ IS, JE RERER, Oy, yw,, Op £FEDT
L¥h. (B (Y, My) 5 W, Lsmooth ZBiE, (Z,Mz) E LCHAEEREN, A
i 05,0y (log My) 127% 5. SZC oy, WA r BEOEZRL TR OEIZ0 &5
WTHLNABEERDLT. ) TOEREAVSE, RO L 12 LT Rlugy aryyyw, 7
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(r > 0,q > 1) 1355 syntomic RATIIZIZHAA Z AR b, 3 (Z,Mz) &L
T, Spec (W,[N9]) i2 N¢ — W, [N CTlog #Ex \h/-b D e s, (FHHH 1 T
0D NIDTER e, L L, ZOT(Z,Mz) TORFE LT TEL L, QL (log(Mz)) &
dlog(e;) 1 <i<d)EKELTH 07 LOBBENETHS. NI O p" EEZEIPHEDL
a4t v: (2, Mz) — (Z,Mz) 13%% syntomic EETH Y, v LT 251 R L

v Q% (log Mz) — Q% (log Mz) (g >1)

X0 &%b. o TR syntomic B v D (Y, My) ~DFIERLZ w: (Y, My:) —
(Y, My) E52E, wicHT 25 2REL

* [r] (r]
w Rq“(Y,My)/Wn*J(;',MY)/Wn - un(Y'vMY’)/Wn*J(Y My)/Wh (r=0)

ZEAB. E72, (Y, My) 7 W, tsyntomic TH s & &it, JI J T]/JT“] W, k
flat 122 %. ThONHEER LV RBS B TOREERDLE D Tk 5.

3% 3% syntomic # & % A>T big crystalline site ((Y, My)/Wn)Sryssyn © T
HE (FRE25 OWEZHAWT) , §E .

(2.8) Uy, My)/wa,sYN ¢ ((Ys My )/Wa)Crys,syn — (Y, My )syn;

C((Y', My+), Uy, my)yw, synsF) = T((Y', My ) /Wy)crys,syn, F),
F((YI’ My+) — (T, Mr), U(*YyMY)/Wn,SYNg) = r((Y,’MY’)7g)

MWEHTE, J([;/],My)/vv,, (r > 0) OEXNEZREEH2 5. £72, (¥, My) 3 W, E syn-

tomic TH 5 & & Ci, U(Y,My)/Wn,SYN*J[T]7 U(Y,MY)/WR,SYN*J[T]Y/J[T*'I] (7‘ > 0) D
small syntomic site (Y, My )syn “OHIBRIZ W, L flat &£ %2 5.

 étale i E (log étale TiZ72\) % FHWTEE L7 big crystalline site % ((Y, My )/W)crys
ki< &, b9 L flat site & étale site IZ2B1F 5 quasi- coherent sheaf @ cohomology
:ti@niEEﬁ ERBIZL T, B8 7% topos D&

(2-9) Q: ((Y, MY)/Wn)ERYS,SYN B ((Y, MY)/Wn)ERYs
ZBLT, Ry oy e = sy, £ B S EBHE. E72 B topos DYt

(2.10) Py myywa (Y, My ) /Wa)Srys — (Y, My)/Wa)gys

DWEIZBT Dy Mty ) wow WEETHS (cf. [Be]lll Prop. 4.1.4) . TN L X Y HIZHE
Pvmy): (Y, My )5, — Ya W2 LT

(211)  Rpeyayye (Upviaty ) wa syne I DI, My )syn) = Rugy,aryy w0

ERB I ENSHE. (D (2.7) OEBLTH5.)
&TEELE (X, M) - (S,N)~NEZ ). (X, M) ®mod p" reduction (Xn, My)
OB A B LT, (Xa, My)syn LOB Ovs, g (r e 7) %

O35 = Uy, M)/ W SYNeO (X Ma) [ Wa
(2.12) U | y N

,[f], - U(_Xn,an)/“/n:SYN*J([;}n,]\/fn)/“/n



G2 L, 115 0 small syntomic site (Xn, Mp)syn ~OBIESF L EETH.
F((U’ ]V[U)aorczrys) = HO(((U, MU)/Wn)crymO) = HO(((UIaMUx)/Wn)crysv 0)

7275, O%YS i3 Frobenius HTO#ERE ¢ 272, O, JE (m < n) © (X, My)syn,
(Xp, Mp)syn ~“ONEELE LB TELS (HE 2.5 1JER) . E&RLD, BHm<nil
%t L canonical % [@ !

(213)  HY((Xn My)sym J5) 2 HI((Xmy M) [ Wen)erys: T a1y yw)

AHb, Bir =00k X, Zhid Frobenius E | THB. 7 (Xn, M) 3 W, L
syntomic TH 5 20, g, gk / g+ (r > 0) i small syntomic site Tix W, .k flat
<hy, BRzs I @22 - I HARE LS.

#E 2.14 EBEHOLSr<p-1 LT <P(J1[1T]) C pro;:llrys.‘

T, BH > 0 LT pll € printiP=11Z, L2 T LB HEHAITHED .
%3 2.15 (cf. [Fo-MJIII1.1 Lemma) ¥#n > r > 0 LT, (" - 90)(177[:]) )
o,

SR CEELRHERETL I s CHBETERVWHETH 5.
LL#% small syntomic site ETEZ 5. B m >r >0l LT

(2.16) T = (o € T p(z) € O

EBLE, BB > L, 2 0L, IS QLML (s> 1) 3 s DENFILLDLT,
$7-W, Fflat Thad. COBE I LB JSIT QLML = IS ThE. EI,
BE214 L0, 0<r<p—10Bi, J<> =J L n, ERAB @, IS — OGS
RROTRERTEEL, 1 — @0 JS™ — O O kernel % 5], £ BK.

—_—

JS7 —5— prOgs
(2-17) l ITHPT‘H

JSr> s Ogs,
HRE2.15 L ), ROTEEF2H5.
(2.18) 0 — ST —s JS> 2 oevs 0

7=, I omirs S0 @ ) JET Ly ST omiE ST eSS — SIS AENNR .
&5 2.4 £ Y cohomology HI((Xm, Mm)syn, S5) (m>n+r)idmaDEPHITL
RV DT, IS N E B HI((X, M)yn, ST) EEL. £72, SO n (BT 25
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BME & 572 b 0% HI(X, M)gyn, Sg ) Z0 Qp@z, & & 2725 0% HI(X, M)syn, Sp,)

L#, Zhb %k (X, M) ®syntomic cohomology & If-5. Jirl JSTZAIDWTHE



BICERT 5. EERDPS HI((X, M)ayn, J§7) 13 HI(X, M)eyn, J§)) ERBTHY,
B> T R L HER |

Hq((X,M),S(ap) — HI((X, —M)syn,Jgj)‘P=pr ~ HI (X, M)W, J[T])E:“pr

crys

Hd 5,

®i%12, K/K OFBSERKIEK K’ ~0 (X, M) DEZER (X', M') O syntomic
site (X2, M2 )syn ORMBRE (X, My )syn LEC &, KIET 2 topos TlASHEAER
12720 (SGA4VI8) , & (XL, M}))syn LB ST, I £ 0 (X, Mp)syn L0 ST,
W pse s s, o L E AR HM(X, M)syn, ST) 2 EDEHEND.

§3 Syntomic cohomology &étale cohomology

syntomic cohomology & étale cohomology DRAFRIZDOWTHRL ). W L fine
log schemes D 417%, $£2& syntomic #*2 generic 12 (log) étale TH % & &, synotmic-
étale TdH B &\ . syntomic-étale #HE % A>T (X, M) ® small syntomic-étale site
(X, M)syn-¢t & EFT 5.

(X, M) @ p-adic completion ()?, ]T/[\) WX LTh, XKD & 9 2 small syntomic-étale
site VEFTE 5. 7, integral % log HEDHERIZI LD L £ 9 Z < locally noether-
ian formal scheme ~¥i5RT &, log scheme ® formal completion b HRIZEHR T &
HIERERLTBL. f:(5,Mg) — (6,Ms) % underlying formal schemes 7*
Spf (W) L locally of finite type 7% fine log formal schemes DE D4 LT 5. fO
% mod p" reduction 7% syntomic TH 5 & &, f i35 syntomic TH B &\ ).
étale, smooth, syntomic b FE#kIZEFET 5. 7, f AT Létale BB (G, Ms)
E smooth 7 fine log formal affine scheme (), My) ~® exact closed immersion T
ROGEHEHRTTIDELDEL X, fid generic (Zétale THDHEW). £ A2 YPD
BRI % G2 E&ET Hideal L THL &, BRLER

(3.1) Ko ®w I/I* = Ko ®w (2, Qg (log(My /Ms)))

HMEETH 5. generic IZétale 2 5L AL, fine log formal schemes @B T base change

WELTHLETWwA., & &IERIE FAB f 7453 syntomic 7D generic (Zétale 72 & &
f 1¥ syntomic-étale TH 5 & 5€# L, syntomic-étale ¥ & % FH > T syntomic-étale site
()?,]/\Z)Syn_ét TERTDH. ROHELD, exact closed immersion i,: (X, M,) —
(X, M) 1SR LT, EEBTF i synet (X, M)gyn — (X, M) e WEETHS. L12
AoT, 5T 0 (X, ]/\/T)syn_ét TONEZLFE LS TEC Z &3 hid, syntomic coho-
mology & S] @ syntomic-étale cohomology & —E ¥ 5.

iz 3.2 (cf. [Fo-M|III4.1 Prop.) (6,Ms) % Spf(W) L locally of finite type %2
fine log formal scheme, (Sy, Ms, ) % €® mod p™ reduction £ 55 & &, (S,, Ms,)
_3%3% syntomic 2 {EE D fine log scheme (Y, My, ) 1%, (Yn, My, ) L35 syntomic
R (6,Mg) LD syntomic-étale 7 fine log formal scheme (ZFH L35,

it 3.3 k3 syntomic DEFRTEME (2.2) 2RTT L, TORBEEK ) IR0 ES S
Ebhs.
%12 integral étale #; & % Fi\> T small integral étale site (X, Mp)int-¢t % EFET

69
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3. T3 ERD LS % topos DIRERAH 5.
(R, M), 2= (X, M),

jsyn—ét
syn-ét syn-ét (*XTI? M )mt ét

(3.4) | lﬁ l” lpn

Xo=Xg —2—  Xg L Xz
i PERRN B EMSHIEB T 3.

syn-ét

& 3.5 (cf. [Fo-MJIII4.3 Prop.) (X, M) LDEED syntomic-étale fine log for-
mal scheme (9, My) 13, P Létale FATEYICD S (X, M) L O syntomic-étale fine log
scheme ® p-adic formal completion & (X, M ) LTRZETHS.

MELY iy, o F (LB (¥, My) — lim F((Y', My')) DRILTHS (cf. [Fo-M]44) .
72720, (Y, My) & (X, M) £® “+5 "‘/J\é tc”syntomlc étale ﬁne log affine scheme %
£D, (Y, My:) 3 FTHE :

- (YA, Mys) — (', My)

!

T, Y’ 12 affine, g i3étale, g ® Z/pZ 1ZEEL, g* My & My ThHAHdDeES. ZI T,

Y3 Y O p-adic henselization, My & My OFBRTH 5B, (Y, My) #Fid filtered

category %72'9"7)"'9 FEIC MWEZEI 2B EHbrsb. T OEENRER
B ROBER

%% 3.6 (cf. [Fo-M]JIII4.4 Prop.) (X, M)syn.st LOMBOBOEY S, (X, M)syn-ét
romEDR g) (X'r]a'M'r])int-ét rtom#EOR H XU o: G — isyn-ét*j:yn-étH' N3
HOBTENOBEE F v (i% 0 0 F Jiyn-enFr tyne(adf)) RERETHS.

B r > 0123 L Z/p"Z{r} := (Zp(r)(p®a!) " )®Z/P"Z (727l aidr & p-1T
Elo7:/) LB Ly(r) OBBEDND Z/p"Z{r} OFEEEZ/p"Z{r}  L/p"L{s} —
BJp B +s) BB END. (X, M) 00 £O S & (X M), £0 1.2/ 2{r)
R BHET (X, M) e LOBE S, ERDOL S IZBET 5. (7272 L fine log scheme
(S, Ms) O log tErEH EBA % S0 2 TB#BS scheme & —#&1Z Siv £ FE, j1 % topos
DFE (Xiriv)z — Xy Mp)ipee 55, ) @fE3.6 LZDOEDEREL 0 et g
%" (Y, N) € (X, M)syn-t V=5 L5

(3.7) St ((Yrs My,.,,) — Z/0"Z{r}(Yls,)

2B Z L. Y = Spec(B), Y = Spec(Bh) £, BD Wippm] £ LT rue,
[T3]§1.5 ® & 512, ERIR Bl DRATFIBILKIZBIT 5 B" & normalization Br %

syn et

triv
£, Acrys(BP), 0: Acrys(BF) — B C BF 2T 5. Yh = Spec(Bh) L BE&, %
0112 BF, NBP — BRI log #iE NP #5253, T5&, 0 ((Yhyir Nopir)) =
Fil" Aceys(BP) /D", <T>((Y’1n+r,N ntr)) = Fill Aceys(BR) /p™ T (cf. [T3]ALS) ,
ROZEFHH 5 ([T3)A3.26, A3.33) . o |
3.8) 0— Z/p"Z{r}(mav) — FZlTAcryS(Bh)/p g cryS(E—E)/‘PnA — 0.

1%5E Wlnpn] € B &0 Z/p"Z{r}(BPuiv) = Z/p"Z{r}(Bl,) 05, Th k) kD2
$(3.7) 2185, & 5128 (3.7) A FEHEE L TTIRT, HEo TS IS b REHRE AR S B
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W 3.9 C K TM, EWRZL S, AREY i, Rp,S, — Rp, ST .

SEWIE[Fo-MITIT 6.2 & Fhk. K5 & A7 & 22 WA, jL.Z/p"L{r} % Z/p"T %O
CRBOIER T XV, B Lo T LSS NS, MEL O AEEE LIED b
L8

(3.10) RppiraSh = Rp.S;, — i RjewsZ/p " Z{r}

MERINSD. (pn+7': (*.’ n+ran+r);;rn - (Xn-}-r)g;.: (Xs);; E¥5.)

K/K OEBRRESIEAR K ~OEER (X, M) CBELTER 528128 h (X, M):
Hm (X', M) 2 LT, My BRORED b & TREROH

(311) Rﬁn-{-r‘s’; - Zét*Rjét*Z/an{r}

#1835 (G:Xs— X, 7: X — Y,‘ Dpgr: (7n+r,Mn+r);;,n — (—X—n)éNt = (X9)g &
B<LL)

EIHE 3.12 (cf. [Kal, [Ku], [T3]) BHO<g<rZHL,p ¢ r DATELLEHN
PHEEL, TRTO I LT (3.11) L DEPNLH

(3.13) R yruSp — 16 R 6. Z/p"Z{r}
® kernel, cokernel 7 pN THZ 5.

X %% semi-stable reduction ¥ ¥4 13, symbol (I I TIEREL727%) L OW#HE
XZREE, HEIE[TY) LIZIZACERICL DEEHTE 5.

% 3.14 E¥0< q<riIxL, proper base chénge theorem & (3.11) X BHN 5
ROERIIFEEITH 5.

(3.15) Hq((jfj\/?)symsép) — H§(Xn, Qp(r))

§4 Syntomic cohomology & crystalline cohomology

X2, syntomoic cohomology & crystalline cohomology D & DBfRIZDOWVTDHOX
X 9. %3 syntomoic cohomology DEFK L 1, FEiEEZHRD, X IOV T funcotrial
= BHR 5 '
(4.1) HY(X, M)syn, S§,) — Heeys (X, M)/ W, JTHEP

crys

Wb ZIZTHD

crys

(X, M)/W, JI) 13 peggicix

. . m -t y [7‘}
E{_n(h_n)lﬂcrys((/\;m]\/l;z)/vvn"](X;L,A'[,’l)/ian))
‘n K’

CEETS. HELK EK/K OFRKBMERZED, (5, N) % K’ OBKRO
Spec (= closed point 2*5EE 5 log % 52 72b D& LT, (X', M) = (X, M)x(s,n)
(8',N)&¥5. E7o, iRFED Qp 13 QpRz, 2L o2bDEERDLY. DTHTLS
(X, M) % (S,N) D25\ 57 crystalline cohomology b FkIZERT 5.



Bitys: B B U By » (§,N) @ crystalline cohomology & Flv>7-f##R, 5
L 0 (X, M) O crystalline cohomology (2% 3 % Kiinneth formula 7°# & 7% 5. i 5l
ROTHREARX A H o722 £ B L TBL.

4@ B+

(SnaN'n,) —__) (En7ME ) (___ (Spec (W ) W ( ))

(4.2) \E l -

Spec (W,)

SHE 43 (1) (T3)51.6) ¥ 07 BOKRAEROBALFL

1R

Bc-:';ys crys((g —N)/W)Qp
U

U
FerBc_:’;ys = H(?rys((s’ N)/Wr J[T])Qp

s, FOREILX S ICEFEE T Frobenius % f£2.

(2) ([T3]§4.6) (1) DEELL crystalline cohomology @ functoriality & &N %
HR R EERE]

Fil' B, JFil° BL , — H (5, F)/(8, V), J1/T¥)g, (s >7>0)
RREETHY, HoTHERBRR2 LI LIZL T, ROFEEZES
Bl_i)_R = hm Hcrys(( 7—N_)/(S7 N)7 O/J[s])Qp

U U
Fil'Bfp = lim Hrys((S N)/(S,N), Jirl/ gt

(3) ([Ka3]§3) # 07 EOIEM, Frobenius 3 & U monodromy % &> B2 IRFIEL
By, = Hy (S, N)/(E, ME))N™P

crys

M@ 5. I 2T N-nilp iZ monodromy N HMEFI/EAT ATD &Tiﬁ SHEERDT.
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12, (1) DFEE & crystalline cohomology @ functoriality % Fi\» CTHil% B -algebra

crys
LahT e s, LORENE By ARTHS. (B, Mg) 3 K OFTr DR HIZdo
TWhZ EIEER)

(4) ([T3]§4.6) (2), (3) PFAE B & U functoriality & %frnéﬁﬁﬂﬂ B — By
EET 7 ISR T A2EDRAARE BT 5.

#HE 4.4 (1) ([Ka3|§4, [T3]4.5.4) functoriality 8L U cupEE AV THOLNLE
EE]

I{é)rys((§ ny /[n)/(E'm]\/IEn)) ®R£:n ngys((Xn’]\/[ )/(Em-ZVIEn))

— HI, ((Xnaﬁn)‘/(Em MEg,))

crys

ERBETH 5.



(2) ([T3]§4.7) v 4.3(2) DFEEL L crystalline cohomology @ funcoriality, cup
BEzHCTH LN L ERR '

By @k Dhy — lim H,\o (X, M)/(S, N), 0/ T¥)q,

S

BEETH), BICROFEEZE L.

Fil"(Bfp ® Dpg) — lim HL (X, M)/(S,N), J1]T¥)q,.

REEBBIITADIC

B, = HY,\o((5,N)/(E, Mg))q, (C.Breuil i),
D i= H,yo(X,71)/(E, Mi))a,,

crys
-D-;I)R = liLanrys((Y7 —M)/(‘S’? N)7 O/J[S])Qp7
Fil"Dpg := lim HE (X, M)/(S,N), JT1/JE)g, .

s

EBL. THLLED20DGEBLIUHEELIO LDV ROTRKNE155.
HO(X, M) oy, 55,)

la)
Hyo(5,3)/W, WG~ Fit'Dpn = Fil'(Bfy ®x Dip)
N N
(D*)e=pT =0 -  Dpp = Bir ®k Dig

! T@3)(1) /

(B @, PP N0
it (r®Pn
(Bst ®K0 Dq)<p=p1‘,N=0

EO—ETFTOLAEOREIIMHE433) LAHELIOPHBLNEbDOTHL. ZD&
LT, ROAOTHOERA LWL 25§55,

(45)  HY((X,M)syn, Sh,) — Fil"(Bip ®k D) N (B @k, DI)N=0¢=F

§5 Cs; — Fontaine-Jannsen O F1RMN3EEA

F3.14 LERE (4.5) &0, r>qDL & O TEHOER LWL T 5 ERE
(51)  HE(XyQp(r)) — Fil (Bfg ®k Dhg) N (Bf ®k, DYN=0¢=7"
2185, Qp(—7) C By 2005, TOERB LY By~ 2T, A7 HOIEH, Frobe-
nius, monodromy, B L O, m 2 ST 2HEDIAA 1 : Bsy — Bpr WKL TT v VIVFE
2 & old Lo filtration & W R

(5-2) By ®q, Hgt(X'ﬁ'y Qp) — Bst ®k, D1
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RA. L, r > q ORDFIZL 6T, £/ X 1220V T functorial THEMHEE & 7]
WeHbZehbrbd, Heid(5.2) WAEILLRE I L2 REITTHFTHS. étale co-
homology & crystalline cohomology % & % IZ Poincaré duality * %5, 72 DX
»—3 35 (Lefschez principle, étale cohomology & singular cohomology ® HLE5E
BrHWT, (BFREELD) Hodge B IIFETS) I Lhb, X, »° geometrically
connected TdRTLN & &, LOEREN g = 2d DK 0 2% 6LHNWIEZRT L
RESNA. (B2, filtration DO FE % # < 72012, 512, Hodge coho-
mology (Zxt9 % Serre duality 2 AV 2 LEVH 5. ) q=2d DRFEOEEIL, KO line
bundle @ 1st Chern class & (5.2) ® compatiblity & & T OV#s 285 ([Fo-M]III6.3,
[T3]4.10.3) |2 & DALz,

%H 5.3 X £ line bundlel IS4 LT, #FR (5.2) Tg = 2 L BLbOUE, t®
(cq(LI1Xn) @t 1@ chr(L]Xy) ICET. ZIT, ¢t 1d Qy(l) ® 0 THWEEDTT
THhh. '

i* 5.4 _LO#&EL splitting principle (& ), #RE (5.2) i¥, X EDOEED vector
bundle ® Chern class & W[#72 2 & 25h 0 5.

§6 EEIBDIIRAD RS .

n £ ® proper scheme (349 S L proper scheme 2DV 5556 GkHDER) |
w5 S £ proper scheme X 7*5 26N Twa L LTLw. EHmzEET S
& de Jong @ alteration ([DJ]) &1, S ZBELULAFRKILKTE E2 2 hiE (poten-
tially semi-stable RI IC %22 DPDAEZ TWENLBENTHHELZY) , mEHET
truncate & L7z X @ proper hypercovering X — X C, £ X" (v = 0,1,--- ,m)
H% % semi-stable scheme % base change L7:FTH B DML BH. & XY IZ sep-
cial fiber (21 log #iE MY 2 Ah B &, Th 5 i m FH T truncate & 172 simpli-
cial fine log scheme (X', M) %% L, ZO&EHS (XY, MY) \[ZIXRIOEE THRTE
7oA T& 5. £ ¥étale cohomology @ cohomological descent 12 & 1), V9 :=
H{ (X7, Qp) 1, ¢ < mDE & HEL (X, Qp) £ =T 5. MIGT 5 crystalline coho-
mology D? (¢ < m) &, topos ((X;, M;)/(Wn, Wn(L)))erys & AV TEL L FFRIZES
T 5. TNHPHERRIC Ko- ZZMIC7% 5 2 & i3 spectral sequence # IV THESIZbN 5.
Frobenius ¢, monodromy N bEHTE 5. UWTFTH O 7EEO/ER L Ti#7% By- FE

(6.1) By ®Q, Vi By K, D1 (q < m)
FEET B LART. (SOREPS, £AOF DT RERSE DI & AETZO K,
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EDRFTAVIOQ, LORTE—FHTHI L, L7zh> T V2 semi-stable REHTH

BT ENGFND.) |
I3 DT (X, M) I topos BICHIETE T, (Xp)e L&

(6.2) R§ﬁ+r*5’1’; — (ig)" R(jer )« Z/p"Z{r}

2155, BHI2ZEMST (XY, M) \SHEATAHE, COFDOHI (<)% Lo/dD
® kernel, cokernel @ exponent T n I L T—HRIZBIZ 6N 5. Lizd > THAD
cohomology % & - T proper base change %~ &, [F#!

63)  HUX M )gn Sh,) = HE(X7, Q) 2 VI (r2 g0 <m)

%13 %. cohomology D? (¢ < r) % ((X,,, M;,)/(En, ME,))crys ’S:FFI\/"@I EERRIC
EFTHE, HE 110 LT OHFAICH Y LD, EBE section DFFFEIX[H-Ka](2.24) %



mmphclal OBAWLIEHTH 2 LIZFEE SN, Thi[T2] @ syntomic site & F V727

i % log scheme IR T AT LT AT LICE > CHEATE S, AN A Z LI, K
/‘ TLOMRICESIIRESIND, £/, @ 4.4(1) b simplicial DFHE IR Y L.
UEEDO<g<r,q<mIIRLTH

crys

(04) V72 HU((X 3 )y, Sy ) — Hi(X 1)/, DG 72

. (D )cp_-p ,N=0 o (B ®RE DQ)(p:pr’Nzo Pl (Bs-}g ®K0 D)w;—_pTyNzo

18, TR (6.1) DEPSENOHEZES. AETHLIILIImEKREL (EoT
base change b #ERE#: D ES) LT o 2i&BR T, spectral sequence # VT Cy 12
R S TIHAT 5. }
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