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1 Introduction

BT —RVRMFE, AF—LDOIY—IVERENRZDOAX—LEHOME%Z X OREK
I 20%wmL 508 TT. (A K EERMNEGEPOAREZ) AF—4 X O (GEY
BRI OEE D) TR —IVHAREE (X OFGRIIEARE) % m(X), K Ofix Galois #%
Gr, K DDEEEFTLAD X O base change DT X — )VEARE (X ORMEEARE) 2 Ay
Y35y, LY

1 AX 7T1(X) GK 1

DPFAEL, ZOEKRT, TX—)VIARREIEGE & R AG>TTETVWELFERAXT.
ARG T U DR DET — VML, TORMOEOMNER (1 7)) BWEEITHED X
T, ThTHEFHCHEAHTHEWHETT. REUKIZ DWW TIEHMX Galois #E D [FHY
2 (—EWNL) KORE» 54U % (Neukirch-WHODEM, cf. [NSW, Theorem 12.2.1,
Corollary 12.2.2])) Z& Mo TED, ARAK LD - ZHELRIZ DOWTH AL K
L O FARRDFERPF SN TWET (cf. [U, Theorem]). 72, K 0i&<, #ixf Galois £fA
SIROEE % BET —~NILE (cf. §2, [Mod], [H1], [H2]) ZEILTE S Z &, REkIC
DWTIEHER—ERKIZL D (cf. [H2, Theorem A]), —ZHEBUKIZ D WTIEAREKIZIZN
HEIZED (cf. [U], 51T [Sa] TZEDHEITLD TNV TV XLAPIRIIZEZ NI N TV
) Mo TWwxd. —FHT, Neukirch-PH OB O B2 FHLUT p ERFHAR I LTI
DLW EDBRISNTWET (cf. [NSW, §7.5]) »%, BAH - KIZX O BT 1 L b
L—>a v aED p EREFMROMX Galois BEORAEIEX (—EWA) KOFABMPSEL S Z
ERRINTED (cf. [Mol, Theorem 4.2]), & 512 DfERIF Victor Abrashkin KiZ &
D, FEEEEAMK (cf. [Al, Theorem A], [A3, Theorem A]) (& SIZHIREIEE 3 LA L
DO ERFERAMA (cf. [A2, Theorems 5, 6])) IZH LRI NTWET.



T — ROV & BRIE U 72 Grothendieck H &1, &7 — L2 I3RAELBREN
BRETITS2BDEBELTWEEDTT (cf, eg., [SL]) 2%, EROFERX, BHHKIHhiR
DT —~OVMEIZBE S Bk~ AR (B2, —Mbs p R (D% 0 Q, DEKRAFIKL
KIKDFEMwAL LA BRAE KRR ORI BRI K)o e iR 1254 %5 Grothendieck
TR (cf. [Mo2, Theorem 4.12])) %, & DJ/AWT 7 ADIK L TET — N IVEMEDE
FTELMREMZ/RIBL TWET. £ I TARETIX, —MEORIRE R 7RI A E
K (LAF, GMLF &I E 9 (cf. Definition 2.1)) D@7 —N)LEMZIZOWTER U £ 7.
9, §2 Tl¥, GMLF ORI 7 1)L b L — a VA &H Galois #ED S k4 AR B2 H
w7 —)VIIZETT L E T, X512, §3 TIX, GMLF Ot Galois BED B DHEREALD 5
L, HOEOMEEZR DL DN, LOREZORZLHY (HDWEZOHDKZE) DR
OHERBUZHRK T 20DV TH L £ 7.

AR, TREEVBHBGRE T ORI 2021 (2B 2FEHEOEBEO %2 £, ET—N
VM BT B BRI e FIHCRIE DM FIZ OWTORNEEZM T IMAZHDTY.

2 GMLF D4 DAREDERT —NIVHETT

T, BRERREERE M EARD (D7 1V L —va VA E) Hu
Galois D & DIRDFE 2 M ABEDOHRERT — N )VIE I OWT@m U T, (k7 10 b
L—ya v O— Gz 20 TiE, [Sel], [Mu] % ZTEL7ZE\W.)

E9NE, BET—ANIIHWETICOWTHBIZHZE T THMLTEEEL &5 (FHLL
IX, [Mod], [H1], [H2] % TEL X \). HE7 —~UINEL e Iz a2 LT, W
BT —NIVHETLAH O 7. FIIE, NREBSFAROHT Galois B & RIAREE A B
T —=RVNZETGT 5] L1, 2 DORBEBRAME K1, Ko & ZORIREE p1, p2 IZ2DWT,
(Gr, ~ Gk, 25 p1 =pol (772U Gg,, Gg, ETNETN K1, Ky OXtXf Galois #) &
WO REERT I ICHE ET (Gr, ~ G, DR YT, FiH OB # Y 70 Z % 7=
THRBPGFET DI L E2IRETI2HEGEHD £T). ZO5EE, p1 = p WEDEHTH
DR OVTIEHMEIZ L EHA. — /AT, NEERFEFROMNT Galois £ & BIAREEZ H
W7 —OVIIZE LS 5] &I, BEEBURAMR K Offixt Galois #f G 2 5B smMI R FimE
XD RIARTER pre 2RO 12H0 %3, 2081, FlxiE, G D7 —~)b
G 2 ZDRUNEIRE (DIA) THlo728t% G/ viEw 2y, RITEEKHRELY

log; (#(G%/ ™ J1- G3/*)) = 2
B THE—DFER L & U TRIRER pre RO SvE§ (of. [H1, Proposition 3.6]).
AR, HIRT — )V ITEOI A RE T H NUXAURER T — RVIE TS RET T A, BERT — )b
BNZEm U S NZEITTIZBWT, FOEFHZ FMNIZ AV ERITHE T — OV E 50 e X
NTWEEEHDRLDHY FHA.



DR OB WTIE, BRKDPERPOEPPEELRRA Y MZRDETOT, XDOLD
BERELTHEXT

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

K % BB A EAE 5. 202 &, K MLF (ie., “Mixed-characteristic
Local Field”) (resp. GMLF (i.e., “Generalized Mixed-characteristic Local Field”)) T
Hd ek, FIREVPERIKR (resp. 58K) THEHI L ZEWVD

LR, ZOMiTIE K %2 GMLF &L, 20O KIZHU, pg ZHRER, ex 20k
B (DFV g 2og(K*) =Z B3 Lz ED vk (px) PiE), K 2 K O
W, Gg % Galois #f Gal(K /K), & = {G%toers_, ZAWE 7 4V b L —Y 2 U ff&
Oifixt Galois #, I (resp. Px) % Gy OMEMHE (resp. BAWHE), xpy 1 Gx — L),
(resp. Xpu.n : Gk — (Z/p%Z)* (n € Zso)) % px EMHDTERE (resp. modpl M ¥
B, Gn € K (n€Zso) %1 DR p IR, kx 2 K ORRIK, Giy, & kg Ol
Calois B2 LEF. X512, K 2MLF TH5 & X0, fr 2HERRE kg : Forl dic
EHERRE K - Qp ] ELET.

AR TIX, GMLF offtixf Galois #f G, 2 WEDIE7 1V v L — a v fF &kt
Galois Bt 8 M52 6NTWVWBRINT, K OFRAX BAEREZHERT —~VINIZEILT 5 Z
LEFZEZET. £, BHRKRA VI THD K B MLF THE20ENZOWTIHE, Gg 75
BamICHET 2 Z e N TEET

Proposition 2.2 (cf. [Mu, Proposition 1.13])
KWGMLF ThdeE, KDXMLF THdHIZ e G WM ERERKTH S Z LIXH
HTH 5.

Ui T, Gg EWIDT—EANEZ 56N TWAEEIZIX, K 2 MLF TH 23 0E03dH
MoTWVWEEDE L TiEmE2EDTINWI IR £9. UToHEHRTIIMA, K A MLF
DEGEIZIE G, K% 3T ULHE MLF TRWEHIZIE B 202V T —X22 LTV
7.

pr DIETT
Case 1. K " MLF T %1%858
ZOHBEIT DWW TIEBRIZ HiE 7 — ~OVINETCO S B W TRV E U 7-.
Case 2. K #"s9 L$H MLF TRWES
G BEASNTVWE LTI, px i P = | GYF° 2l LRFCH 5 & 5 i~ DF

e€R>o

B UTREOUSNnET ([Mu, Proposition 3.6]) #, Gx ODANEZ 5NTWDEEH
ZHRDE IR OT 2 2N TE XS (ZOFRFENFRTATHEBL TWzZwik



HDOTY) :

K 73 MLF T7Z\» (L7235 T G PRHARERTZWY) HGae2FE A £, BIARE
GYLFEHIIHRL, GOERKRAlIIEE GI) L UET. | =pxg OHEE, [MT, Theorem A]
£V, Gk DILEDOHEBZHE H (2K U, H(l) 1% very elastic (FIAREE G 2% very elastic
LiF, G PMHMARER T, LR OB #E O AR A BRAE P ERE D #E Y H B
ZIRBZ %W ) T, RIZ, | £px DEEEFEAET. KIZ1 ORI FREZRML
T REZE L 2L, NIST B G C G #F A, Gr(l) # very elastic TZH\W\WIZ &
ERLEL LS. ARRERE I,(0) — GL(l) D&E Jp, L 55Y, Jy 1k Gy () OHTE
HOEET, BSOS ICAMNAERERTYT (IL(1) 27 THE I LIZER). &IZ50, LIk
% ® uniformizer ® [ IR ZFHIMUL THESND [ KR (BN KEEKRZREL X 3T015, J;
FIEEMTH D, GL(l) A very elastic THRWIZ e bhb 9. LAEIZKD, pi iE Gk
DEEDORIEAHE H 12U T H(1) 28 very elastic £ 22— DFEK I & LTRHEDOT o
£7.

€K GK(CPK) C Gxg (VW dg, frx (K 23 MLF ©Oi54)) O1ET
Case 1. K ® MLF T® %154
FIRER pre X2 LI NTWETOT, BfEERE D, £, dg & fk D°

di = log,, (H(G2/* px - G5/*)) — 1,
fr = log,, (1 +4((G*P/tor)Pi)),

(772U (GP/tor)Plic) 12 GA/™F 0 pyc-Sylow HEAEHZ X B7) & BT — AV IZ T X
N, U7=oTeg = i—K & UTHON D IFEE e EILINE T (cf. [H1, Proposition
3.6]). ¥oiZ, Gk 0)71—(‘/\“}1/1'[: G DR UNENEEE Gibtor L § 5 L &, FATERR &
D, K2 10K px #REGLZ L&, Gibtor QMY pr THEID YN D Z LIXFRMHET
9. U7D3-o T, B (IER) EoRE GK(ﬁpK) CGi %, Gg DFHAETH>T, TDT —
RUALD R U NEBFEEDNED p TEIVUINDEDDS B, 7277—D2DMWALREDE LT
Koo Ed.
Case 2. K "'49 L$ MLF TAWES

S NEZLNTVWSL L LT, ex 28T LET.

L% K OARXGaloishkedT5LE, & 16 Gal(L/K) D NI ERIET7 )V b L —
Y a v {Gal(L/K)u}uer._, PEXYVET. o€ Gal(L/K) IZHL,

. (o) = 0, (FEEDueRs 1 IZHULTo ¢ Gal(L/K)y),
Gal(L/KA7T = sup{u € R>_1|o € Gal(L/K)y}, (% DAth),

(\f_ﬁ&bij— (SGal(L/K)(id) = 00 K%"J%bij—)



ROGEIX S D5 e Z2HTTH7DDHPEL LD 9 ¢

Proposition 2.3 (MW, Theorems 1, 2, 3])
L/K % pg XEEHLKT, BABIERKTHD LT 5. 0% Gal(L/K) DEBILLTDH L &,

pKeKJ
pr— 1]

sgal(n/K)(0) < {

(72720 |z] Cox ZBARVERRKOBEEZRT) PEHDLD. FFVRITEILE, K
21 DEM p BHEEH, 20 L= K(o) (7L a ik XP< — 3 € K[X] DRT,
BeK*, ve(f) & prl) TH3ZLIZAMTHS.

51T, K WM pr RIRZEGE2VWEE, scaw/k)(0) €pkL TH5.

Proposition 2.3 & 0, G DS EE H TH->T, ROFKMZ2W-ZTHLDODIH (7272
—20) MRZREDIX K121 DEE pr TRBZIRIMU 7KL ET -

H Cijﬂé‘;& PK DIEMFAER T RE H' T, SH/H/(O') S pKZ (o 1% H/Hl (2 Z/pKZ) D
BIL) LD DERD.

COREEWET Gy OMBHBO > B, 77 DOMARSEDE Hy (= Gree,, ) & L,
s =max{sy, g (op) | H C Hol3#58 px ODIEMFATDHRE, op & Ho/H DHERIT }
LEDH DL, HUY Proposition 2.3 & Y

s(prx — 1)

Pk
PRONET. ex(e,) = Ik  Ix(,) ex (= (Ix : Ix N Hy) - ex) DT, BLET e B
[0} GK(CpK) CGg W& oI nE U7z (cf. [Mu, Proposition 2.4]).

€K () =

EREiLE2L T
Case 1. K " MLF T® %355

pr MR xpy 1 Gx — L), ZHRET —~IVIIZEITT T 5121, & n € Lo XL
TZ/PEL() O Gk Mt L TORBEEZ (HET — Vi) #Eodsnid 9T,
Tate duality & 0, Gy NEEM 23 Z/pLZ(1) (CFAETH B & H*(Gk, M) ~Z/p%7
TdhdIZEWRAMTT (cf. [Mol, §1)).
Case 2. K »'i6d LH MLF TRWES

Z D6 iE Tate duality 1F 23, BRFAT G HHRET —NIVIZEILTE S0
i mod pic FIAHEIE v, 1 - G — (Z/prZ)* DHTT. UFTH, Gx ML LT
Z/prZ(1) >~ p,, OFRBEZELCL £,




L=K(p,) LT (LML, HA#EGL C G BEIFLDRET 4V L —
Yay BB DHOHERT — ’\JI/E’J B nFEd). Kummer A & UM 12 €
¥2 G MEEORA ¢ : L/(LX)P< 5 HYGL, ) 2 %, 512 G MEED FR
0 : ppe = Z/pxZ & —2, bV, THNIZHIRT S G MEEOREL o : HY(GL, pp,) —
HY(Gp, Z/pkZ) = Hom(G2" /pk - G, Z)pxZ) 2 FEZ £F. Wi := OF /(OF)PK C
LXJ(LX)PR, W= (p(Wr)) C Hom(GY /pk - G, Z/pKZ) EEDE T (RakE W 13
O DELY FITH S N Z &Iz,

ZorE, EAMLT f € Hom(G2 /pk - G52, Z/pZ) "W Z@T 5 Z &k, RD%
T FETY -

FONEDD LD pr KKFEAIERE L T2 %,

PKEL
pr — 1’

sgal(r'/L)(0) <
(772U o & Gal(L' /L) DHERTT) AH D L.

TN G SHETEBRMETTOT, Wik 6 25 ¥ET — LI ETI N E T
L7455,

M :={r €G3 /pr - G3* | EBD f e W Iz LT f(r) =0} € G /pk - G3P
b Gx POETINET.

— /T, Gy MEEO5E425]

1 —0p/(Op )P —— L*/(L*)P* —— L/pxZ —=0,

I (7 —_RVBEDSERFIE LT HATEDT, KD XS % G MBEORLEF MBS NET

0 —= Hom(Z/pKZ, jip, ) —= Hom(L* /(L*)P¥, i, ) —= Hom(W, pip,) —=0

X 512, Pontryagin duality 2 I \WWT ¢ o & F 2 EEWN R G MMEE OB
Hom (L* /(LX)PX, pip,.) = G2 /pg-Ga> 23 0, Z OREIZ & 0 #58E Hom (Z/pr Z, i, ) C
Hom(L* /(L*)PX | pp, ) (& M C G2 /pre - G IZHIELET. 2F b0, G MEELLTD
[ Hom(Z/prZ, pipy) (= tpg) — M BB Y, M % S 55 HIE T — VI T X
NBDT, py, OEBEIECINE L (cf. [Mu, Proposition 2.8]).

GMLF O#xt 382 e %O mod px FAHERE (R K 25 1 O px TR Z2 &L
BV IER) OHERT —~VINETGIC LD, »EEORKZ GMLF (25 LTk K OF
BUED G KO kg ORIBEPSTERIHEESNETH, THIZDWTIE [Mu, Theorems
3.9, 3.10] & ZE < X



3 GMLF DO#axd Galois B¥ & &~ DEE % R DERE

BIEIZERAZED, REKRIZB W TIEE DM Galois BED> S (RO RIBIEA HLEH T — N
Iz E NS (cf. [H2, Theorem A]) O T, ZO¥E{E%E MLF ¥ GMLF TH X %D
HR7&Z & TY. UL, fdfFEe U AN Galois ## 2 Fib, »ofke UTIHFEE
T\ MLF O OFESMOoNTWE I OT, MYGHMEREEZEZEX2LENDHY 7.
MLF O43I7 4V b L —3 a U EHi Galois #2594 % Neukirch-PN H O € B OB LLAY
kY iz> (cf. [Mol, Theorem 4.2]) Z &5, MLF 721 GMLF O3k ~7 ¢ )L b L —
v a VAT EHER Galois BfD & DRDHET — ~OVINETTIEHD 0 5 ZHERED 1 DTT N,
BRI TR THREMR 2 Z & (cf. [Mu, Theorems 3.9, 3.10]) L2EATH 6T, (#EY)
BREDNTH) EHARTHL0E 5 NEEZFITIZOND FHA.

— /T, WigE7 — NV ETIE, EENLREREIVW OPRsNTHWET. Z0#&
ENZHWTH Neukirch-WHOEHOBELUXZ D X £ TEHBILES, 2 DD MLF £721%
GMLF Difixt Galois REQEIDOHERIIZ, ASHDEEZERD I L 2 EGE T SHENDH Y X
$. RigHFEWZ MLF O30 7 1)L b L — 3 U fFE#kh Galois A2 %9 % Neukirch-
WHOEHOHELUIRRMIT T A, MIZbRcmRENEZONET. ZOHTIE, BEF
DIGET —OVHIFER (WFns MLE 2§53 0) 20w D0 Lz LT, Tho0
GMLF ~® G#Eb)7) fRRO RN 26w U £ 9.

FTIR, i =1, 2128 L, K; % GMLF, K, % K; ORE8A K, 050k, G, % K,
Dt Galois #f Gal(K;/K;), Ik, & K; DWEYERE, p; & K; ORIREE, xk, : Gk, — L),
% p BHRHEEREE LR,

“REEARD” HMixf Galois #EOBOMERBIE LT, RO LS50 %2FZ£T (cf. [Muy,
Definition 1.8], [Mo3, Definitions 3.1, (iv) and 3.6, (iii)], [H3, Definition 1.3, (i)]) :

Definition 3.1
(o GKl —)GKZ % (@ﬁt) MR L 5.

(i) « 78 RF-preserving (i.e., “Ramification Filtration preserving”) T® 5 &1, a A’
([Mu, Definition 1.8] DEIKT) A7 1V FL—=2a v E2EDI %20V,

(ii) « A of HT-type (i.e., “Hodge-Tate type”) TH 2 &%, p; = py T, 2D K;Q %z («
L T) Nk G, MBEE B U b DAY, (KM G, IEEE LT) Ky ICAMTH
5ZrEWNWD,

(iii) « A% of CHT-type (i.e., “Cyclotomic Hodge-Tate type”) TH 3 &%, a »'of HT-
type T, 2D xkg, = XK, Q@ WK DD I L%V,

(iv) « »% HT-preserving (i.e., “Hodge-Tate preserving”) T®H 5 &%, L&D Hodge-



Tate &8l ¢ : G, = GL,(Q,) T L, ¢oa: Gk, — GL,(Q,) »* Hodge-Tate T
HBHILEND.

(v) a BB TH D 21X, a WHOIAA Ky — K] TH->T, Ko & K1 I252FTHD
MOFEINLEI LRV,

(vi) « A% inertially open TH 2 &%, a(lk,) ?’ [k, DHBAEHTH LI L E2 VD,

FH S hz, HEREL o D3I 72 51X RF-preserving 7*2 of CHT-type T» 0, of CHT-
type 72 51X of HT-type #*> HT-preserving T9. X 512, MLF (2L TiX, XABF 5 h
TWVWE9d:

Theorem 3.2
Kl, K> T MLF TohsEL, a: GK1 —)GKz %@Iﬁ‘lﬁgtjé

(1) o FEBAD RF-preserving 7 5 13%MHMTH S (cf. [Mol, Theorem 4.2]).

(2) a PHAEFREIT A D of CHT-type 72 S IXEMIAITH 5 (cf. [Mo3, Theorem 3.5,
(H)]-

(3) o MFHYEFELTA*D HT-preserving 72 & X&) TH 5 (cf. [H3, Theorem]).

(73, Theorem 3.2 @ (1) (ZFHL TiE, HPFAERBIRD RBLR» S EBIZHN KT (cf.
[A1l, Theorem A], [A3, Theorem A]).)

Theorem 3.2 DWTNDFEFIZEBWTH, Hodge-Tate REUZEHT 5 5 HENEHE L A
DTN, TNERRD7-DIZ A% U £ (cf. [Se2, III, §A.3~§A.5], [Mo3, Definition
3.1)) :

Definition 3.3
K %= GMLF & U, PK, GK, % ZHTHT & FRRIZED 5.

(i) A ZAMAHT —~UEE, p,p : Gg — A ZiEGREREE T, HL0HMIHE H C Ik
DIFELT plg & p/lg =BT 5L E, p & p X inertially equivalent TH 5 &\
W, p=p EL.

(i) E % px #RFET, 2TD Q,, LOEEP K IZE&ENDEDLT 5. HOAA
o:FE— K%EEL, 7 % E O uniformizer £ 45, ZO& &, WA, . %

) b y/ X X
Xonp : Gk = G% = Op x5 - Op = Op

(72720, BYIDHERR L o DFET S50, 2 DHOHERBIZFERRE mp 12
FoTEZDMAE, 3 OHDOHERRIINK, 4 DHOMERBM I HE L5 L THA
LNEHD) TEDD. Xo.xp D inertial equivalence class i& g DHLD HITHK S 7
VDT, Yory BEI Yo LELZLEBS.



K73 Theorem 3.2 D& EiRZGEHT 5 ETH L 2 5 m@E T, GMLF ~NOfLik%z=% 2 % E
THLHEETT :

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

K, E % Definition 3.3 LBz & 0, K # K ORKEAA K O, p: Gx — EX %
BiRELT5. V, 2 G % (pZiBLT) EIFHZIETHELOND G Bt $5. Zok
%, p 7/ Hodge-Tate THSZ 2 &, URPEV DI LIZAMTH S :

H Xoe, (ny €7Z).

c€Emb(E, K)

p

(272U Emb(E, K) 13 Qp LOWDIAAE — K BRTELETHD.) IHIZIDLE,
K[Gg] IR )

Vp ®q,, K~ @ K(ny),
c€Emb(E, K)

(7272U “(ny)” 135 ny-Tate 29 ) PMFET 5.

PARTI, Theorem 3.2 ® (1)~(3) 7 K;, Ko 7 GMLF Th» 25412 GEYIZRERT)
PERTE DN D hEMETL 7.

Theorem 3.2 (1) DHLIRIZDWT

[Mol] (281} % Theorem 3.2 (1) DFEIHIZ B W TIX, Proposition 3.4 % {# 2 2 RIZHf
LABED IR LT K O (G MEFL LTO) AEFEAET 1L L —Y 3y
T &t Galois B 6L TWET. — /T, AiffiliCdH D & 512, GMLF ZH L TiE
modpyx MAEELPELTETES T, K ORBELELTETWRENOT, £TIIh
5Dt HIET R ENH VLS TY.

—7} 7T, RF-preserving Z2¥EFBIZDWT, RKARINTWVWET :

Proposition 3.5 (cf. [Mu, Proposition 2.15, Remark 2.19])
K; % MLF, K; % GMLF & U, RF-preserving 2¥F# o : Gx, — Gk, 7T D L
RETSH. ZDeE, Kol MLF THY, o FHEHFFEEREL LS.

Z e Theorem 3.2 (1) O HHFH¥ERBR (cf. [Al, Theorem A], [A3, Theorem A])
2k D, Theorem 3.2 (1) (XU [Al, Theorem A], [A3, Theorem A]) @ 1 DDHLERE L
T, Rb/jonxd :

Theorem 3.6
K, % MLF, Ky % GMLF & U, «a: Gk, — Gg, Z¥EFRAB L $ 5. o »° RF-preserving
5O I XEMNTH 5.



Theorem 3.2 (2) DHLIRIZDWT

Proposition 3.4 2% GMLF O#ixf Galois #® Hodge-Tate &I &, MLF ® GMLF ~®
HWDIAADHEBREGLRTHEDTHSLE, Ky, Ky % GMLF & U7z & Z1Z of CHT-type
IRHEEH o : Gk, — Gk, TNEKROEMEE Z D Proposition 2 FHWTRT Z & I3#L %
5 (TWVEWREAHKR EREZRBaOERLUMEONRIZS) TY. BRTHELATWS
ERERND IO, ABEEALET. K, (1=1,2) 2L, FM* % K; TO Q,, O
BEA, F & F 0 K, ©0 (K B4, Gp, % F, O Galois BEX LEF. 2ok
&, F, BEIRGENF, EREBTHS X S57% GMLF TT.

ROEHIZ, BUE, WXz TY

Theorem 3.7
Ki, Ky %# GMLF & U, a:Gg, — Gk, % inertially open 7 of CHT-type 7% ¥R HY &
T5. ZOLE, ROWBHALEFLET S :

«
GK1 — GK2

L

o
GFI > GFz

ZZT, MAEORNIIARLEUEERE, > K, (i=1,2) DHFETLIHDTHS. X5
2, o IXBEERE P ORMANTHS.

(TRERESGR & T DR 2021 (2B 2EFEDHBETIE, 5612 a BWHEFNTHE LN
IREEABNTWEULED, TOREFATIEATEET.)
INMOHEBIZ, KD K S7% Theorem 3.2 (2) DHLEEPHONE T -

Corollary 3.8

Ky, Ko i GMLF T, ZORRENPZEERERBNTHLLT5. 20L&, EFRE o :
Gk, = G, " inertially open 222 of CHT-type T®H %72 6 LK TH 5.

Theorem 3.2 (3) DHLIRIZDWT

Theorem 3.2 (3) (2 & b, MLF Dffixt Galois # D [H D ¥R #LAY HT-preserving T &
52 EMNTH D Z L IZFAMET, R HT-preserving T X of CHT-type (L 7=
BoTINGD25M4EFME) TF. —HT, E® Theorem 3.2 (2) DHERTHM L 7ZD &
[#kIZ, Proposition 3.4 Zf# 5 58 TiX, —f%®D GMLF O#fixt Galois #f D [ o #E [ £
@ HT-preserving M o ¥R B Z N EHADOEMMEZES T ZN#ETH L L Wb X 7.
% 7z, HT-preserving & of CHT-type D RMEMEEBURTIERETWEEA (HR, KD 7
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