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ON A COMPARISON BETWEEN DWORK AND RIGID
COHOMOLOGIES OF PROJECTIVE COMPLEMENTS

JUNYEONG PARK

Abstract. For homogeneous polynomials G1,...,Gk over a finite field, their
Dwork complex is defined by Adolphson and Sperber, based on Dwork’s theory.
In this article, we will construct an explicit cochain map from the Dwork
complex of Gi,...,Gi to the Monsky—Washnitzer complex associated with
some affine bundle over the complement P"\ X of the common zero X¢ of
G1,...,Gg, which computes the rigid cohomology of P"\ X¢. We verify that
this cochain map realizes the rigid cohomology of P"\ X¢ as a direct summand
of the Dwork cohomology of Gi,...,Gr. We also verify that the comparison
map is compatible with the Frobenius and the Dwork operator defined on
both complexes, respectively. Consequently, we extend Katz’s comparison
results in [19] for projective hypersurface complements to arbitrary projective
complements.

81. Introduction

Let X be an algebraic variety over a finite field F, of characteristic p > 0. The zeta
function of X is defined to be the following exponential sum:

N,
Z(X/Fy,t) :==exp Z?ts ,

s>0

where Ny is the number of [Fys-rational points of X. This function is known to be a rational
function in ¢ with coefficients in Z by Dwork [13]. For a projective hypersurface X, Dwork
expressed the zeta function of X as an alternating product of characteristic polynomials
of a suitably chosen representative of a Frobenius action in a series of articles [14]-[17],
following his proof of the rationality of zeta functions. Based on Dwork’s theory, Adolphson
and Sperber developed a cohomology theory and got an estimate for the zeta function when
X is a closed subvariety of A" x G?, in [1], and when X is a smooth projective complete
intersection in [4], [5].

On the other hand, Monsky and Washnitzer developed rather an intrinsic cohomology
theory in [29] when X is a smooth affine variety admitting a nice p-adic lift. Then Monsky
proved the Lefschetz fixed-point theorem in [25], [27] to express the zeta function of X
as an alternating product of characteristic polynomials of a Frobenius action on Monsky—
Washnitzer cohomology. Later, van der Put [32] removed the technical condition on X
assumed by Monsky and Washnitzer to make the theory work for every smooth affine
variety X over IF,. Berthelot [9] extended this theory to not necessarily affine varieties, and
the resulting theory is called rigid cohomology theory.
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2 J. PARK

Since Dwork cohomology and rigid cohomology compute the same important invariant,
one may ask whether there is a connection between the two theories. For smooth
hypersurfaces in projective spaces, Katz answered this question in [19]. It is strongly believed
that the corresponding comparison results hold for more general cases, but up to the best of
author’s knowledge, there is no written proof so the author hope that this article provides
a detailed proof for general cases with several equations.

Let us briefly explain the contents of [19]. Let k/Q, be a finite extension with the
valuation ring Ok. Given a homogeneous polynomial G € Og|x,...,z,] of degree d > 1,
consider a k-linear span of some monomials (cf. [19, p. 77]):

vd=1ug~+ -+ Up,

307+ = Z Gu,vx“y” c (’)k[x,y] (o = 0

(u,v) €Z§g+2

For a fixed constant 7 € k, there are differential operators on .#%+:

0 oG
oexp(vyG) = Tig—+YTip—,

Da:i = exp(_’ny) o 62’

o 0
D, = exp(—vyyG) Oyafy oexp(1yG) = Z/@ +7yG.

On the other hand, suppose that the hypersurface Xg C P! defined by G is smooth. If
H; C P} is the hyperplane defined by z; =0 for i =0,...,n, and Xg =Xg\(HoU---UH,,),
then, by [19, Th. 1.16], there is an exact sequence

0—— (Dy$0»+ + pri.z‘“) 20+ 5 g (X2) —— 0,
=0

where the local description of © is given in [19, Th. I]. Here, Hj denotes algebraic de Rham
cohomology. One way of getting a global description of © is using the complement of X¢.
Namely, denote T} := PP\ (HoU---U H,,) with local coordinates t; := x;/xo for i =1,...,n.
Then there is a k-linear map given by (cf. [19, p. 78])

—1)v=1 g dty dt
R Lo —— Hip (TP \ X2 wyo o, G2t dh o dh
ar (T \ X¢) vy w—1! G" t tn
inducing an exact sequence (cf. [19, p. 79])
n P .
0—— ) D, %7 0+ Hia (TP\ X%) ——0.

=0

Here, the map is defined via the inhomogeneous coordinates of Py \ Hy. One gets a
description in the homogeneous coordinates using the relation:

dt1 dt - daco dz; dacn
. - A AN AR
tl Z Z; xn

To relate Z and ©, we use the canonical exact sequence:

Res
Oéﬁpn/kéﬁpn/k(log)(g)*% Q% =1 —0,
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DWORK-RIGID COMPARISON FOR PROJECTIVE COMPLEMENTS 3

where Resg is the residue map uniquely characterized by the property

Resg <dé; /\w) =w.
Then, by [19, Th. 1.18], Resg o Z = ©. The remaining part of [19] is dedicated to compute
representatives of Frobenius actions. To achieve this, we need to develop a p-adic analytic
theory. Then © and & extend by continuity, and they are compatible with the Frobenius
actions in a suitable sense. Since we discuss the corresponding version of the p-adic analytic
theory in this article, we do not explain the remaining part of [19].

Monsky’s lecture note [26] gave a more detailed discussion of the algebraic version of
the Dwork complex in p-adic setting together with its relations with algebraic de Rham
cohomology and Monsky—Washnitzer cohomology. Then the complex algebraic analog of
Dwork theory together with the connection of de Rham cohomology has been studied.
Adolphson and Sperber dealt with the smooth complete intersections in affine varieties
in [3]. Dimca, Maaref, Sabbah, and Saito studied the singular subvarieties embedded
in smooth varieties in [12] using the theory of algebraic D-modules. These results were
again implemented in the rigid setting by Baldassarri and Berthelot for singular projective
hypersurfaces in [7] using the theory of arithmetic D-modules. On the other hand,
Bourgeois [11] directly constructed a quasi-isomorphism between the Dwork complex used
by Adolphson and Sperber in [1] and the complex of Monsky and Washnitzer in the smooth
affine setting.

The goal of this article is to construct an explicit comparison between the Dwork
cohomology of given homogeneous polynomials and the rigid cohomology of the complement
of their common zero in a projective space, together with Frobenius actions defined on both
sides. This generalizes the complement comparison result in [19] described above, but with
a different choice of cochain complexes. Note that if the given homogeneous polynomials
define a smooth complete intersection, then we can recover the essential information of the
rigid cohomology of the common zero. The more detailed exposition will be given in the
following two subsections.

As mentioned before, Adolphson and Sperber studied Dwork complexes in various
settings, and it seems that the Dwork complex which appears in this article resembles the
one in [5]. Our academic contribution is to find a correct version of the p-adic Dwork complex
which is appropriate to construct the desired comparison map, and give a systematic
treatment of getting a connection between the two theories via the Cayley trick! as the
author did in [31, 22] to study the period integrals in the complex geometric setting.

1.1 The idea and motivation

One remarkable observation so far is that the comparison becomes more transparent when
we consider the complement of the hypersurface X in the ambient projective space ]P’gq.
Moreover, we may extract information of H3,(X) from H3,(Pg \ X), where HY, denotes

rig
rigid cohomology. Indeed, if X CY is a codimension & closed embedding of smooth varieties

L The Cayley trick gives an isomorphism between the cohomology of the open complement in the projective
space and the cohomology of the hypersurface complement in a larger space. For the detail, see §2.
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4 J. PARK
over F,, then there is a commutative diagram with exact rows:

H;(,rig(y) H%’,rig(y) HH;\X,rig(Y\X) —

lz Jz lz

o HH(X) —— HY (V) ——— iy (VX)) ——— -
where the top row is a special case of the excision exact sequence [10, Prop. 2.5], and the
isomorphisms in the columns come from the Gysin isomorphism [23, §9.3]. Therefore, if
X&zC P{F‘q is a smooth projective complete intersection given by homogeneous polynomials

Gi,....G, €T ql®o,...,z,], then there is a long exact sequence, called the Gysin exact
sequence:

A — Hriig(]P)]?q) B Hﬁig(]p]?q \Xé)

J (1.1)

i—2k 7 n
I_Irig2 i (Xé) Hr;gl (]P)]Fq) e
which is a rigid cohomology analog of the excision exact sequence of algebraic de Rham
cohomology. As in the case of algebraic de Rham cohomology, this sequence induces an
isomorphism

HEFH PR\ Xg) —— Hp (X)),

rig prim

where H"-¥(X) is the primitive part of H', *(X5). Using the interpretation of the zeta

prim rig
function as the characteristic polynomial of the Frobenius action on the cohomology (see,

e.g., [18]), one can deduce that the zeta function of X can be written as

P(t)(_l)nflcfl
(1—t)(1—gqt)...(1 =g Ft)

and P(t) is completely determined by the Frobenius action on the primitive part. Hence,

Z(Xé/Fq?t) =

the computation of the cohomology of the projective complement has its own importance.
Once we decide to focus on the cohomology of the complement, we may forget about the
regularity of Xz C qu because qu \ Xz is always smooth, being an open subset of the
smooth space ]P’]}Lq.

On the other hand, the Dwork complex can be defined for any homogeneous polynomials
Gy,...,.Gy € Fylzo,...,2y], regardless of the regularity of their common zero Xz C ]P’gq.
Namely, taking the Teichmiiller lifts of the coefficients of each G;, we get homogeneous
polynomials G; defined over some finite extension k/Q, with degG; = degG; such that
the reduction of each G; becomes G;. Then, we define the Dwork complex associated with
G1,...,Gy to be the twisted de Rham complex of the form

(k{fv, Ay} ®kfe,y) Qe y) o B+ Rd(yy1 G+ +yyrGr) A —) ; (1.2)

where k{z,hy} is the Tate algebra over k (see Definition 4.8), and A,y € k* are some
parameters.
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Although the Dwork complex is defined for homogeneous polynomials, its cohomology
would depend only on their common zero locus. For example, when we are working with
one homogeneous polynomial G € F,[zo,...,zy], there are comparison theorems between
the Dwork cohomology of G and the rigid cohomology of ]P’]’FLq \ X&. In the existing results,
[19] and [7], they remove the hyperplane divisors in Pg, defined by o, ...,z to get an affine
open subset, where one can write down a comparison map, and then use the log de Rham
complex to recover the original situation. Consequently, their Dwork complexes are exactly
the ones defined by Adolphson and Sperber in [2, §2].

Instead of removing hyperplane divisors in P{F‘q, we use the Cayley trick to convert the
computation involving polynomials to the computation involving a hypersurface contained
in a larger space. With the above notation, the hypersurface is cut out by y1G1+ - -+ yx Gg
in a projective bundle P(£) — Py for a suitably chosen locally free Opz-module & of finite
rank, where y1,...,yx play the role of fiber coordinates. Consequently, we get the Dwork
complex as in (1.2) which resembles Adolphson and Sperber’s Dwork complex defined in
[5, §2]. The difference of our Dwork complex and the one in [5] comes from the different
choice of Dwork’s splitting functions (for a definition, see §5), which causes the different
choice of the lift of y1G1 + -+ yrGk € Fy[zo,...,7,] over the p-adic field. Since the lift of
Adolphson and Sperber, denoted by H in [5, eq. (2.10)], is a power series in y1,...,Yk, it
does not define a hyperplane in P(£). Hence, we cannot get the desired geometric object.
However, our lift y1G1 + -+ + yx Gy is linear in yq,...,y% so it indeed define a hypersurface
in P(£). Although the two Dwork complexes are different, their reductions on the finite
field are exactly the same so one may expect that both Dwork complexes have the same
cohomology. This is true when G, ..., G}, defines a smooth projective complete intersection
in qu (see Remark 4.13). Hence, the two Dwork complexes may be regarded as equivalent
at least for this case.

1.2 The main results
Let k/Q, be a finite extension with the valuation ring (O, my). Denote val, the p-adic

valuation such that val,(p) = 1. Given homogeneous polynomials G1,...,Gy € Ok[zo,...,Zy]
of positive degrees dy,...,d; not divisible by the uniformizer of O, we introduce formal
variables y1,...,yr corresponding to G71,...,G so that the polynomial

S(z,y) :=11G1+ -+ yr Gk € Ok[z,y]
defines a hypersurface in an affine space. Consider the twisted de Rham complex
(50D = 15

where A,y € Ok are regarded as parameters. Introduce gradings

deg, z; =1 1=0,...,n, deg,z;i:=0 ¢=0,...,n,
deg.y;:=—d; j=1,...,k, deg,y;:=1 j=1,...,k, (1.3)
deg.dx; =1 i1=0,...,n, deg,, dz;:=0 i=0,...,n, '
deg.dy; :=—d; j=1,...,k, deg, dy; =1 j=1,...,k,

so that S and dS become homogeneous of bidegree (deg,,deg,,) = (0,1) and the twisted de
Rham complex is graded with respect to deg.. Then the Dwork complex associated with
G1,...,Gy will be defined by
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(Q;’LaDh,'yS) = <k{l‘a h’y} ®k[m,y] Qﬂ;[x’y]/ﬂ@Dh,'yS) )

where k{x,hy} will be a version of the Tate algebra (see Remark 4.9).

On the other hand, denote C’j; = Op{z,y,57 1} the weak completion (see Definition 4.1
or [29, Th. 2.3]) of Ok[x,y,S7!], and
Q.C;/Ok

[ ] Py—
CL/(Opmy) " i+10)e
ﬂ My 3oct o,

120

the module of my-separated differentials. Then the above gradings extend to

( CL/(Or,my) Do k’d> ’

where d is the de Rham differential. With the valuation conditions on v and % for the
convergence (see Theorem 4.11), we have the following comparison map.

1
1 and val,h > 0, then there is a cochain map

THEOREM 1.1. Ifval,y <

ps (Qh’Dﬁﬁs)(degczo,degw>o) - (QC;/(@k7mk) Box k, d> (deg.=0,deg,,=0)

defined by the formula

| ¥y dz, dyg
Al Glol glal T R8I~ 18] S8

ps (@"y’dwa Adyg) == (1)1 (Jo] 4 |5] - 1)

together with the k-linearity. Here, u,v,c, 8 are multi-indexes with

(L’U::(L“OLO...xZn7 ‘u| =ug+ -+ Un,
v._ V1 Uk R
y =yt eyt o] :=v1 + -+ F v,

dxe =dxo, N Ndzy,, |af:=1
dyg ::dygl/\“'/\dygj, |5| =7

We will see later that the inclusion

< C;/(Olkymk) Bo. k’ d) (deg,.=0,deg,,=0) < (QC;/(Ok,mk) Bo. k’ d)

is a quasi-isomorphism, and the inclusion
[ ] °
( h’th"/S)(degC:O,degw>O) g (Qh,Dh,'yS)

induces a surjection of cohomology spaces with one-dimensional kernel generated by the
class [dS]. By Definition 4.6,

1 (01 0, o) i ().

where F, is the residue field of Ok, and S =y, Gy + -+ +yxGy € Fy[z,y] is the reduction of
S. Since Monsky—Washnitzer cohomology is canonically isomorphic to rigid cohomology for
smooth affine schemes, the pg in Theorem 1.1 is a comparison map from Dwork cohomology
to rigid cohomology.
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On the other hand, if X¢ C Py is the common zero of Gy,...,G}, then we will see in §2
that there is a canonical map

Spec k[z,y, 5 (deg.~0,deg, —0) — P} \ X&

inducing a quasi-isomorphism on rigid cohomology spaces. Moreover, by Corollary 4.7, the
Monsky—Washnitzer cohomology associated with the bidegree (0,0)-subalgebra above is
computed via the complex of my-adically separated forms of C;. The corresponding state-
ment for algebraic de Rham cohomology is Proposition 2.4. This is a direct generalization
of [26, Th. 9.2] which covers the case of projective hypersurface complement. With the
notations so far, we can say more about the comparison map pg.

THEOREM 1.2. pg induces an isomorphism

H' (Q}, Dnys) = Hyg' (P \ Xg) @ Hi, > (P"\ Xg)

for every i > 2. On the other hand,
HO (Q?.wDﬁ,’YS) :07 Hl (Q;’LaDh,’yS) =0.

The g¢-power map induces an endomorphism, called the Frobenius endomorphism on
F,[z,y]. This map lifts to endomorphisms

(I)q,S : (Q%aDh,'yS) — (Q%7Dhy’75)

Fr: (Q'

CL/(O,my) Bo. k’d) (Q.

CL/(Ox,my) Bo. k’d)

both act on the zero forms by sending z; and y; to its gth power ! and y?, respectively.
These endomorphisms admit retractions, that is, endomorphisms

Uo5: (90, Dpys) — (23, Dpys)

20, k, d> — ( 20, k, d>

: (QC;/(Ok,mk) CL /(O i)

such that ¥, so0®, ¢ and ¢ oFr are the identity maps, respectively. The detailed expositions
will be given in §5. Now, we have the following comparison of the endomorphisms above.

THEOREM 1.3. pg is compatible with the Frobenius and the Dwork operators defined on
the source and the target, respectively. More precisely, the diagrams

° Ps °
(Qh> Dh,’YS)(degCZO,degw >0) (QC;/(Ommk) Ko, k’ d)

qéq,sJ lFr

. Ps °
(QFu Dh,’YS)(degc=0,degw>0) (QCL/(Ok,mk) Ko, k, d)
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° Ps °
(Qh’Dh’ﬂys)(degczozdegw>0) - < C;/(Olkymk) Box k’d>

ql‘llqysl l"f’

° Ps °
(Qh’Dh’ﬂys)(degczozdegw>0) - ( C;/(Olkymk) ®Ok k’d>

are commutative.

REMARK 1.4. In Theorem 1.3, we dropped the subscript (deg. = 0,deg,, = 0) in the
target of ps because we are not sure that an arbitrary lift Fr of the g-power map preserves
the bidegree (0,0)-subcomplex. However, the particular choice such that

Fr:C:é%Cg (2i,y5) — (=, y])

and the ¢ coming from this choice are compatible with the bidegrees so we can recover the
subscript (deg, = 0,deg,, = 0) in Theorem 1.3. See §§5.1 and 5.2 for the details. We will
see in Theorem 4.5 that any lifts of the ¢g-power map define homotopic cochain maps so we
can always make such choices.

We have the following remark concerning formal deformation theory of the Dwork
operator, which is not covered in the rest of this article.

REMARK 1.5. Using the twisted de Rham complex in Theorem 1.1, we may directly con-
struct a DGBV (differential Gerstenhaber—Batalin—Vilkovisky) algebra with the isomorphic
underlying complex, as the authors of [20] did on the complex geometry setting, and we
may develop the formal deformation theory as in [31]. Theorem 1.3 enables us to apply this
type of formal deformation theory to the Dwork operator. For the detailed discussion in
the DGBV aspects of Dwork theory, see [21].

1.3 Outline of the article

In §2, we explain the Cayley trick. In particular, Proposition 2.4 gives a direct sum
decomposition of the algebraic de Rham complex of the affine cone and the corresponding
decomposition of the algebraic de Rham cohomology. This identification is used in the rest
of the article.

In §3, we explicitly write down a comparison map pg (Definition 3.1) in a corresponding
algebraic setting. The comparison for this algebraic pg will be given in Propositions 3.10
and 3.16.

After establishing the algebraic theory, we will define the required p-adic analytic
complexes in §4 and give a proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. In §4.1, we recall the basics on
Monsky—Washnitzer cohomology. In particular, Proposition 4.7 is the Monsky—Washnitzer
version of Proposition 2.4. This gives the target complex of the pg in Theorem 1.1. In §4.2,
we recall the basics on Dwork complexes and introduce the source complex of the pg in
Theorem 1.1. Now, the main results of §3 yield Theorem 4.11 which is the combination of
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

Finally, in §5, we will prove Theorem 1.3, following Katz’s proof in [19, §III] with some
appropriate changes. Namely, Propositions 5.2 and 5.3 together give Theorem 1.3.

The appendix A is an explanation of the computation of algebraic de Rham cohomology
via the cosimplicial algebra coming from Cech covering of affine open subsets which is in
the proof of Proposition 2.4. Up to the best of author’s knowledge, the suitable reference
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for this simplest case is not available in the literature so the appendix is added for this
article to be more self-contained.

§2. The Cayley trick

In this section, we give a detailed explanation of the Cayley trick and its consequences. We
begin with motivation. Let k be a field and X C i’ a smooth projective complete intersection
of codimension k. For a “reasonable” cohomology theory H® defined for quasiprojective
schemes over k, one may obtain the Gysin exact sequence of the following form:

e () —— HI(P)\ X)
lResX (21)

Hif2k+1(X) HiJrl(IP’]g)
The particular cases we consider are:

(1) k is a field of characteristic zero, and H® = H3y is algebraic de Rham
cohomology.
(2) k=T, is a finite field, and H® = H}

rig 18 Tigid cohomology.

Case (2) is mentioned in the introduction (1.1) briefly. For (1), see [30, §3.1] for example.
In particular, in the cases (1) and (2) above,

H (X)=H(P,) for i#n—k 0<i<2(n—k)
by the weak Lefschetz property and Poincaré duality. Denote in this situation

H™ F(X) = ker ( H*(X) —— HHR(BR) ) .

prim
Then Resx induces an isomorphism:

Resy : H" P F=1(PP\ X) —— H"-F(X).

prim

Therefore, we may focus on the cohomology of the complement P \ X. Because we decided
to consider the complements, we may assume that X = Xg C P} is defined by any finite
set of homogeneous polynomials Gi,...,Gj € k[zo,...,x,] of positive degrees dy,...,dx,
respectively. The Cayley trick is a method of translating the computation of H® (PP \ X¢)
to a computation of the cohomology of the complement of a hypersurface living in a larger
space. This larger space is simply given by the projective bundle

P() := Projpg Syngpg E— P}

associated with a locally free Opr-module & := Opn(d1) @ --- @ Opp (dy). Another way of
describing P(€) comes from the toric geometry, via the geometric quotient:

(AF\0) x (A7 0)
G X Gy, ’

P(€) =
where the G,, X G,,-action is given by

(awB) : (y,LU) = (a_dlﬁylw .. 7a_dk6yk7ax07' .. ,O[I'n).
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Here, the new variables y1,...,yx correspond to Opr (d1),...,Opn (dk), and the action above
explains the gradings (1.3). Moreover, S :=y1G1+- - - +y G being of deg,. .S = 0 is equivalent
to saying that S is a (G, x 1)-invariant element. Hence, it defines a hypersurface Xg CP(£)
and

Speck[z,y, 5™ "] (deg, 0,deg, —0) = Specklz,y, S *Em = P(£)\ Xg
so that there is a commutative diagram:

Specklz,y, 571 —— (AF\0) x (AfT1\0)

J

P(£)\ Xg IP’(lE) (2.2)
d |
PP\ X P

Denote X¢, C Py the hypersurface cut out by G; so {Py \ X¢, }i=1,...x is an open covering

of Py \ X¢. Since &pr\ x, & OI??nk\}lG is a trivial bundle of rank k—1, ¢ is an Af~'-bundle.
v k i

In this setting, if an abstract cohomology theory H® satisfies the Kiinneth formula, and
H*(AF~') =k, then ¢ induces an isomorphism

" H* (PP \ Xg) —— H*(P(E)\ X5) , (2.3)

which is true for the cases (1) and (2) above. In this section, we focus on H®* = H3y over a
characteristic zero field k. Then ¢ in (2.3) induces an isomorphism

ot H3g (PR \ X)) —— H3R (P(E)\ X5s) .
Since P(€)\ X5 is affine with coordinate ring A := k[z,y, S~]®"*Cn  we have
Hig (Py\ Xo) = Hig (P(E)\ Xs) = H* (2 ., d),
where (925 ., d) is the algebraic de Rham complex of A.
NOTATION 2.1. In what follows, we denote
A :=Kk[z,y,5 ) (deg.=0,deg,=0)» B=Kk[z,4,5 Naeg, -0, Cs:=klz,y,57"]
so that A C B C (.

In the rest of this section, we will describe the algebraic de Rham cohomology of A using
the algebraic de Rham cohomology of Cg. Note that Spec A is smooth over k, being an
open subset of a smooth k-scheme P(£), and Spec B is smooth over k, being an open subset
of Pﬂlzfl X AHZH. Since A, B, and Cg are smooth over k, the inclusions A C B C Cs induces
embeddings

(Q;l/k,d)c—> <Q;3/k,d><—> (Qgs/k,d) .
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We will see in Proposition 2.4 that these induce split injections of cohomology spaces. Since
the de Rham differential preserves the bidegree (deg.,deg,,), the inclusion from Q% /i O
Qg Jk factors through

(2 d) > (O3 000) (92 pd

deg,.=0 >(degC:0,degw:O) ’

where the bidegree (0,0) part of (¢, O i 18 the k-linear span of differential forms

¥ dyg
S SIal

where u,v,, 8 are multi-indexes following convention (1.4) such that

y’
B ——dx, A\

Jul +i— (vidy + - +ody) = (dg, + -+~ +dg,) =0

This explains the gradings (1.3) in the introduction. Then each grading has the correspond-
ing Euler vector field:

Fuim oo+ 3 o = S+
i=0 - j
Zdegw x;) Tig~ +Zdegw y;) yja Zy] By

respectively. Denote
Oc :=(Ec, =), 0w :=(Ew,—)
the contraction with each Euler vector field.
LEMMA 2.2. 6. and 6, above have the following properties.

(1) 62=0, 62 =0, and 0,00, + 0,00, =0.
(2) 0. and 0, are derivations of the wedge product, that is, if o is a differential
£-form, then

0c(anB)=0.anB+ (1) and.p,
(A B) =0 B+ (—1) anb,p.
(3) For a homogeneous f and X € k, if we denote
Dy g = Ad+Xdf A\ —,
then for a homogeneous &,

(Dx.f0c+0:Dx 5)§ = (Adeg £+ (Adeg, f) f)¢,

(DAny’w + OwD)\’f)g = ()‘degwg_'_ ()‘degw f) f) ga
where the A € k is regarded as degree zero elements.
Proof. The results follow from direct computations. 0

There are several basic but important consequences of Lemma 2.2.
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LEMMA 2.3.  With the notations above, the following hold.

(1) All inclusions in the following commutative square are quasi-isomorphisms:

Qe ,d) SN (Q ,d)
( Cs/k (deg,=0,deg,,=0) Cs/k deg,=0

(Q&S/k’ d) deg,,=0 (Q.Cs/k’ d) )
(2) There are cochain maps induced from 0. and 0.,, respectively:

Oc: (Q&S/k’d)degczo 7 <Qé$/k’d) deg,=0 =1

— (20, 00) 1].

0, : (ngs o o

)dongo
(3) We can identify

934/]]& = ker@c ﬂkel‘aw g ( E’S/ﬂmd> (degc=07degw=0)

and there is a cochain map

00 (0, o — (90 0d) 2.

) (deg,=0,deg,,=0)

Moreover, the following relations hold:
() e (),

(Q:“/k’d) = ker. € ( ;g/k’d) deg,=0 S ( &S/k’d) (deg,=0,deg,,=0)

Proof. From Lemma 2.2(3), we get relations

(dec + ch)f = (degc é) &, (dew + de)f = (degw é) g

(1) If d¢ =0, then £ is in the image of d unless (deg, ¢, deg,, &) = (0,0) so (1) follows.

(2) The above relations also show that each § becomes a cochain map on the subcomplex
of homogeneous elements of degree zero.

(3) By Lemma 2.2(1), the image of 0.6, is contained in kerf.Nkerf,. The asserted
identifications follow from general theory of toric varieties (see, e.g., [8, Lem. 8.2]). 0

PROPOSITION 2.4. With the notations above, there is a decomposition of complexes

(920d),, = ( %/ﬂvd)@%A( bod)

and for every i € Z, an isomorphism

H'(Q% . d) = Hig (P(€)\ Xs) & Hig' (P(E)\ Xs).
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Consequently, there is an isomorphism for every i € Z:
H' (92, j0d) = Hin(P(6)\ Xs) © Hig (B(€)\ X5)®2 @ HIA (P(E) \ Xs).

Proof.  Each § € Qg,_ /i can be decomposed into

dS dsS
gzew (S/\g> +§/\9w£

SO we span Q;Js /K a8 follows:

O i = ker 0, + % Nker,,. (2.4)

If¢e QES /K is contained in the intersection of summands, that is,

Ee kerﬁwﬂ%/\keré?w,

then we may rewrite £ as
dsS
é.:?/\w, wekerﬁw.

Since 6,6 =0 and 6,w =0,
w =10, <Cg,9/\w> =0, =0.
Therefore, (2.4) becomes a direct sum decomposition:
Qbs/k =kerf, ® % Akerf,,.

Since the restriction of 6,, on the subspace of deg,, = 0 induces a cochain map by Lemma 2.3,
we get a direct sum as a complex:

. . dsS R
(ch/k7d)degw:0: ( B/k,d) @?/\ < B/]k’d) . (25)
To compute the direct summand, consider the open subsets for j =1,...,k

Uj :=P(E)\ (XsUXy,c,) =Spec(B))deg, =0,  Bj = Bl(y;G;) 5],

where X, g, is the zero locus of y;G;. These open subsets form an affine open covering of
P(€)\ Xs. On each Uj, there is a section of 6, given by

dljdcij/\_ : ( ?Jj/k’d) -l — (Q.Bj/kvd)degCZU .

They combine to give a section of the associated Cech-de Rham complex by Proposition A.6
and Example A.7. Since (Q;‘/k,d> =kerd. by Lemma 2.3, we obtain

HY Q% ), d) = Hig (P(E)\ Xs) & Hig' (P(E)\ Xs).

Now, the rest part of the proposition follows from combining the two observations
so far. 0
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83. Cayley trick and twisted de Rham complexes

In this section, we develop the algebraic de Rham version of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.
This section is a generalization of Monsky’s lecture note [26, Ch. 9]. We continue with
the notation of §2. For fixed A,y € k* which we regard as formal parameters, consider the
twisted de Rham complex over k[z, y:

(Qﬂ:[x,y]/kaDﬁﬁS) = (Qﬂ;[m,y]/k7hd+ hd(yS) A *)

equipped with the gradings as in (1.3). Then the corresponding comparison map is given
as follows.

DEFINITION 3.1. Define the map

ps (g1 Drs) — (e 5 0)

(deg,=0,deg,,>0) (deg,=0,deg,,=0)

by the formula
| ¥y dz, dyg
“ylvlSlol plal = plBly181 S8

ps (a"y"dza Adyg) = (—1)1"HIE (ju] 4[5 - 1)

together with the k-linearity.

Under this map, we will obtain comparison results Propositions 3.10 and 3.16. These
will be properly completed to give Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. We saw in Lemma 2.3 that the
target complex of pg in Definition 3.1 computes the algebraic de Rham cohomology of
Cs =k[z,y,571]. On the other hand, the following lemma explains the effect of taking the
subcomplex.

LEMMA 3.2. The inclusion

(Qﬂz[a:,y]/kah,wS) — (Q“;[xay]/k’Dh"ys>

deg,.=0

s a quasi-isomorphism. On the other hand, the inclusion

L] ( L]
(Qk[%y]/k’ Dh”s) (deg,=0,deg,, >0) (Q”‘[%y}/“" Dh’75> deg,=0
induces a surjection on cohomology spaces with one-dimensional kernel spanned by the class
of dS.

Proof. Since deg,dS = 0, the differential Dy, s = hd+ hd(S) A — is compatible with
deg, so the subcomplex is well-defined. Moreover, by Lemma 2.2(3), each £ € Qu:[x ul/k
homogeneous with respect to deg, satisfies the relation

(Dﬁ,’ysec + QCDE,’YS)E = (hdegcf) 5

so if Dy 5§ =0, then £ is in the image of Dy, s unless deg,§ = 0. Hence, the first inclusion
is a quasi-isomorphism.

Note that 1€ Qg ., is the only bidegree (deg,.,deg,,) = (0,0) element up to scalar
multiplication by k. Since

Dps(1) = hydS, Dy ~s(dS) =0,
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1€ QF, 1/ does not contribute to the cohomology and kills the class [dS]. On the other
hand, if deg,, f > 0, then the equation

Dpys(f) =hndS < df = (1 f)ydS

has no solutions in k[z,y]. Hence, [dS] defines a nontrivial class in the subcomplex with
(deg,. = 0,deg,, > 0). 0

REMARK 3.3. Since (—1)! is not a well-defined number, in order to extend pg to the
deg, = 0 complex, we have to choose the value manually. Since 1 is the only bidegree
(deg,,deg,,) = (0,0) element up to scalar multiplication by k, it suffices to consider pg(1)
only. For pg to be a cochain map, pg(1) must satisfy

ds

dps(1) = ps(Drqs(1)) = ps(hydS) = g

so ps(1) =logS. However, this is impossible in the polynomial ring, and even in the
corresponding overconvergent power series ring (Definition 4.1).

NoTATION 3.4. In what follows, we will often denote

Lo+ = (Qni[z,y}/@

as a Z-graded k-vector space so that

(g(?),Jr)’Dh,vS) - (Qﬂz[w:y}/k’Dh’""g)

Also, we will often abbreviate the subscripts

(deg.=0,deg,,>0)

(deg,=0,deg,,>0)

(0,0) := (deg, =0,deg,, =0), (0,4+) := (deg, =0,deg,, > 0)
to indicate the bidegree restrictions whenever it is clear from the context.
LEMMA 3.5. Properties of ps.

(1) ps is a k-linear cochain map.

(2) ps commutes with 0. and 0,,. Here, 0,, is regarded as a degree —1 map of
Z-graded k-vector spaces.

(3) If &1 and & are deg,,-homogeneous of positive degree, then

(degw 51 + degw 52 _ 1)'
(deg,, & —1)!(deg,, &2 — 1)
In particular, if € is deg,, -homogeneous of positive degree, then

(degw § - 1)'

ps(E1NE) =— 175 (&) A ps(E2)-

ps(7'5€) = (-1) ps(§)

for every integer © > 0.
Proof. The results follow from direct computation. 0
To describe the kernel of pg, we introduce the following auxiliary map:

DEFINITION 3.6. Define the map

€w,S ‘= Dhﬂsgw +9wDﬁ’»yS : (Qﬂ;[x,y]/k’Dh:’YS>  — (Q]l:[a:,y]/kDﬁ»’YS) .
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By Lemma 2.2, if ¢ is homogeneous with respect to deg,,, then

€w,s(§) = (hdeg,, §+hy5)E.

REMARK 3.7. This map corresponds to the one in [26, Lem. 9.1] which is defined via
the congruence condition on the degree of a defining hypersurface. However, we are working
reversely via the Cayley trick. In our context, [26, Lem. 9.1] becomes Definition 3.6, and
Monsky’s definition follows from Lemma 2.2.

REMARK 3.8. One may analogously consider €. g := Dp, s0.+0.Dp g, but this vanishes
on the subspace of deg, =0 by Lemma 2.2.

LEMMA 3.9. Properties of €, s.

(1) €w,s is a k-linear cochain map.
(2) €w,s s injective.
(3) €w,s restricts to the bidegree (deg, = 0,deg,, > 0)-subcomplez:

€w,S <-=%67+)7Dh,’ys) — (-iﬂ(.o’_;_),Dh,'yS) .

ey,

) s a deg,,-homogeneous element, then
(deg, &+i—1)

Proof. (1) €y g is k-linear by construction and is a cochain map by

o , ! .
7S =(-1) §mod €y 5L -

Dp ys€w,s = D y50uwDh s = (€w,5 — 0wDh~ys)Dhys = €w,5Dh s
(2) If ¢ is a nonzero deg, -homogeneous element, then
€w,s(§) = (hdeg,, & + Iy S)E

is nonzero by our choice of S.
(3) We proceed by induction on the power i. The case i = 1 follows immediately from
construction. If 7 > 1, then

(78)'¢ = (v8)(vS)" ¢
—(deg,, £ +i—1)(7S)" " '¢émod ew,S'g(t),Jr)

—(deg, E+i—1)-(=1)"! (deg, & +i—2)

(deg,, & —1)!
(deg, &+i—1)! R
(deg, €11 o0 s Lo

where the third line follows from induction hypothesis. O

!
fmod EwVSBE/ﬂ(.O’_i_)

(-1)°

ProproSITION 3.10. With notation 3./, there is an exact sequence of cochain complezes
€w,S pPs
0—— (.,zﬂ(;), +),DMS) Sws, (3(57 +),D;~ms) s, (Qgs /k,d> 0o 0
Consequently, there is an exact sequence

0— H (.z(;), o Dms) ANy (srcs e d) 0, i+ ($°

(0.4)’ Dﬁ:ﬁ) —0
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for every i € Z, and in particular,
HO (£, 1y: Dns ) =0, H' (L8 1), Drys ) = [dS].

Proof. Since the target of ps admits a k-basis

zty” dys
{ gt 4 N gar

|+ |al :’U1d1+"'+0kdk+dgl+"'+dlgﬂ}

which is in the image of pg, the surjectivity of ps follows. The injectivity of €, g follows
from Lemma 3.9. If £ € .,2”(6 4 is deg,,-homogeneous, then

(pso€w,s)(§) = ps((hdeg,, )§+hySE) =0

by Lemma 3.5. Hence, pg induces

Define the map of graded k-vector spaces

0.1

2 Qg )
7 ( “s/%/ 0,0y €w,s Ly )

by the formula

TV G 2 ol g1 —1 AP R
dzo N =(—1 Al SR dwo Nd

for |v|+|B| > 0 together with the k-linearity. From
St xty dyg
<sz gt 4% N gTar
1h| IH1Blylvl+IBl+i
(lo[+18[+i—=1)!
+ v+
_ (pyeletaia B
(l[+ 18] —1)!

_ (=" dys
_"< ghr 4 Asw)’

we see that o is well-defined. Note that this forces o(1) =vS. By construction, pgo is the
identity. Since cokere,, g is spanned over k by S'z%yVdz, Adys with i > 0 and |v|+|3| > 0,
and

— (—1)llHBI- Siatydag Adyg

z"y’droa Ndys mod €y, 5.2 1)

i(lw[+ 18l +i—1)!
(lo[+ 8] =1)!

is in the image of o, we conclude that o is surjective. Hence, pg and ¢ are mutually inverses.
Therefore, we achieve the desired exactness.

For the second part, take the cohomology long exact sequence. Since €,, g is homotopic to
zero by definition of €,, s and Lemma 3.9, we get the desired exact sequences. In particular,

VSt xty dre Adys = (—1)°

2"y dre Ndys mod €, 5.4 1)
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the long exact sequence begins with

0——H° (f('o’_‘_),Dﬁﬁs)

lo
H (£ Dnys ) =25 HO (2

o) = HY (L3 ) Dis)

JO
H' (L3, Dnss)
Hence, we get the desired vanishing and the § becomes an isomorphism
61 HO (08, 0 d) = H' (L3 1), Dins) -
Since SpecCs = Speck|r,y, S7!] is connected, the right-hand side is one-dimensional with

a basis [dS] coming from 3.2. 0

COROLLARY 3.11. The cohomology groups of the twisted de Rham complex

H (Qﬂ.g[ac,y]/k7th’YS)

are finite-dimensional k-vector spaces for every i € Z. In particular,

H (081, 1760 Drias ) =0, H' (011410 Drns ) = 0.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2, we may compute the cohomology of the twisted de Rham complex

by using (92”(5 +),D;-WS>. Hence, the results follow from Proposition 3.10 and the finiteness
of the algebraic de Rham cohomology of smooth k-algebras [28, Th. 3.1]. O

To describe the image of ps on the cohomology spaces, we introduce the following
auxiliary map.

DEFINITION 3.12. Define the k-linear map

i) — )
X < k[z,y]/k (deg,=0,deg,, >0) klz,y]/k (deg.=0,deg,,>0)
as follows: If £ is a deg,, &-homogeneous of positive degree, then denote
0, it deg,&=1,

Xe=q _(yp Lty it d 1
<+2+ +degw§—1 , i eg, &> 1,

and define x(§) := x¢ - € on deg,, £-homogeneous elements.

REMARK 3.13. This map corresponds to the one in [26, p. 110]. The additional grading
deg,, coming from the Cayley trick replaces the role of the congruence condition on the
degree of a defining hypersurface in Monsky’s definition.

LEMMA 3.14. As a cochain map, the following hold.

ds
ps© (xXDhs — Dh~sx) = < Aps.
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Proof. If ¢ is a deg,,-homogeneous element, then
(XDh,vs — DrysX)(€) = xehd€ + xasnehydS N — xehd§ — xehydS A€
__ M
 deg, ¢
because deg,, (dS A &) = deg,, £+ 1. By Lemma 3.5, this gives

dS A€

15}
(b5 © (XDnys = DiasX))(€) = = g Tzps(ASAE)

_ My (deg,§)!
degwé~ (degw 5 - 1)

as
=5 Aps(§)

!Ps(ds)/\Ps('f)

so the lemma follows. U

LeMMA 3.15. With Notations 2.1 and 3.4, the square

. ,d)
B/k deg,.=0

commutes up to homotopy where we use the identification coming from the decomposition
in Proposition 2.4.

Proof. Using Lemmas 3.5, 3.9, and 3.14, and Proposition 3.10, we get

dPSGwX + pSQwXDﬁ,'yS = pSDFL,'ySQwX + pSGwXDh,'yS
= ps(Dnys0w + 0wDp~s)X + psO(XDh,ys — Dpysx)
= ps€w,sX +0uwps(XDns — DnsX)

ds
=0 (S /\PS>
— _ﬁ/\g

where 0,,ps maps into Qfg/k by Lemma 2.3. 0

PROPOSITION 3.16. In the exact sequence as in Proposition 3.10 for i € Z:
3 . 3 ° J ) .
0— H' (L3 1) Dhs ) 25 H (92, o) =25 (L3, Dhns ) —0
ps and & above induce isomorphisms
6H1, (Q.B/]k’d) L)H’L-‘rl (o%?) +)7Dh,'yS> )

ps i H <,,§,”(B’+),Dms) ., %/\Hi_l( ;g/k,d> .
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Here, we use the identification of Proposition 2.4. Consequently, ps induces
H' (981, 170 Dys ) = Hig (B(E)\ Xo) @ HiG2(P(€)\ X5)
for every i > 2.

Proof. Suppose that & € Qni?;ly] /k is a Dp s-closed form. If we take

w = byps€ = psbhué,

then w € QiB/k and

dw = db,ps§ = 0upsDp 5§ =0.

Since w is in the image of pg, it represents a class in Hi(Q]'B/k,d). Now, 6,¢ is a lift of w
along pg and, since Dy 5§ = 0, we have

Dh,'ysewg = (Dh,*ysaw + Hth,'yS)g = ew,S(g)-

Therefore, by the construction of connecting map 46,
dw] = [6;}5175,75%5] = [¢]

so ¢ restricted to H"'(Qg/k,d) is surjective.
On the other hand, pg defines an injection into Hi_l(Q;B/k,d) by Proposition 3.10 and
Lemma 3.15. If £ € Hi_l(Qg/k,d), then there is £ € Hi(Q;B/k,d) with

-~ /dS
55:5<5A5>

by the surjectivity of § observed above. Hence,
>~ dSs 7 .
éig/\gepSH <°§€(07+)5Dﬁ,'y5)

but this implies E: 0 by Lemma 3.15. Hence, pg is surjective as well, that is, it is an
isomorphism. By the identification of Proposition 2.4, this implies that § is an isomorphism
as well. The last assertion follows from Proposition 2.4 together with Lemma 3.2. O

84. p-adic cohomology and Cayley trick

In this section, we will prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, by constructing p-adic models of the
complexes studied in §2 and §3, respectively. From now on, k will be a finite extension of
Qp with the valuation ring (O, my) and the residue field F,. Also, we keep the notation
in §2 and §3, but we assume that Gi,...,Gj belong to Ok[zo,...,z,] and their reductions
G1,...,Gy are nonzero in Fylzg,...,z,)].

4.1 Monsky—Washnitzer cohomology

In this subsection, we briefly review the theory of Monsky—Washnitzer cohomology,
which gives a p-adic model of algebraic de Rham cohomology studied in §2. Using this,
we translate Proposition 2.4 into Monsky—Washnitzer setting and get the corresponding
results in Proposition 4.7.
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DEFINITION 4.1. Denote the ring of overconvergent power series over Oy by

: there is r > 1 such that
Ocltr, . ota}T =4 D7 cut” € Oglfta,. .. ta] lim e, =0

5% Uu|—roo
uEZZg [u

Then a weakly complete finitely generated algebra over Ok is a homomorphic image of some
overconvergent power series ring.

PrROPOSITION 4.2. Ok{tl,...,tm}T satisfies Weierstrass’ preparation and division.
Consequently,

(1) Ox{ts,...,tn}" is Noetherian, and
(2) the inclusion Oglty,...,t,] C Ox{t1,...,t,}" is flat.

Proof. This is [32, Prop. 2.2]. 0
DEFINITION 4.3. Given an Og-algebra A, denote

Q° Q°

° o A/Ok ~im Qo 1&1 A/Olk
A/(Op,my) o - A/O Mlcoe )
o (w2t 0, o Ao 2% 0,

A>0
which is called the my-separated (or my-continuous) differentials on A.

DEFINITION 4.4. Given an (usually smooth) F,-algebra A, a w.c.f.g. Og-algebra A is
called a [lift if A is flat over Oy and A/mA = A,

THEOREM 4.5. Given a smooth F,-algebra A, there is always a lift A of A. Moreover,
the following hold.

(1) Every lift of A is isomorphic to A as an Og-algebra.
(2) Let B be a smooth F,-algebra with a lift B. If g: A— B is an F,-algebra map,
then there is an Ok-algebra map ¢ : A — B such that

 mod my = .
(3) If p,0b: A — C are two maps into a w.c.f.qg. Ox-algebra such that
 mod my = v mod my,
then the induced maps
w1 Q;x/(ok,mk) Qo k — QE‘/(Ok,mk) ®o, k
are homotopic.

Proof. This is [32, Th. 2.4.4]. 0

DEFINITION 4.6. Let A be a smooth F,-algebra. Define
Hli/IW(Z/k) = H' (Q;X/((’)k,mk) X0y kvd) )

where A is any lift of A given by Theorem 4.5.
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Return to the situation of §2, but with the assumption that Gi,...,G belong to
Ok[zo,...,xy,] and their reductions Gy, ...,Gy in Fy[xo,...,z,] are nonzero. As we observed
in §2, there is an isomorphism

¢ H, (P \ Xg) —— H3 (P(E) \ X)
coming from (2.3). Following Notations 2.1 and 3.4, we denote
Oy = Ok[x,y,S_l](o’o), Op = Ok[x,y,S_l]dengo, Ocy = Oklz,y,57].
Then the w.c.f.g. Og-algebra

_ Ow{z,y,t}1
T It o U 0T
Ci=0{x,y, 5} t5—1)
satisfies
Cl o Fylxy,t] 1
S ~ q[ Yy ]:Fq[x,y,s ]

m,CL (1S —1)
Moreover, its subalgebras
A= (O 0.0, B:=(CL)deg, 0
are still w.c.f.g. Og-algebras such that

At - —1 A Bf —1
mkAT = ]Fq[aj7ya5 ](0,0) = OA7 W

Hence, A, BT, and C’; compute the Monsky—Washnitzer of O 4, Op, and O¢, respectively:
for R=A, B, or Cg,

Hir (On/K) 2 H* (0, m,) @0 o)

PrOPOSITION 4.7. With the notations above, there is a decomposition of complexes

( 5;/(ok,mk>7d> deg,—=0 (Q%f/wk,mk)vd) ® % A ( Bt /(ok,mkpd)

and for every i € Z, an isomorphism

Hipw (Op/k) 2 Hyi, (P(€)\ X3) @ Hyy ' (P(E)\ Xg).

rig
Consequently, there is an isomorphism for every i € Z:

Hyyw (Ocy [k) = Hys, (P(E) \ X35) @ Hyy, ' (P(E) \ X5)¥% @ H (P(E) \ Xg).
Proof. Note that QL. is generated over Cg by dxg,...,Tn,dy1,...,dyr and
C5 /(O my)
similarly for Q}af/(ok my) and Q,laﬁ/(ok my (cf. [29, Th. 4.5]). Since 6. and 6, in §2 acts
only on dz and dy, the proof of Proposition 2.4 works for overconvergent algebras to give

the desired decomposition:

( é;/(ommk)’d) deg,, =0 - ( .BT/(Ok,mk)’d) ® % A ( J.BT/((’)k,mk)’d) :

To get the second assertion, consider the affine weak formal scheme (P(€)\ Xg)' in the
sense of [24, Def. 15], that is, the topological space P(£)\ Xg endowed with the structure
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sheaf associated with At. Then the open subsets for j =1,...,k

U, :=P&)\ (Xguxy@) ~ Spec(Op, Jacg.—0, O, = Op[(y;G;) 18]

give a covering {U;}jzl,“_7k of (P(£)\ Xs)! by principal open subsets associated with the
w.c.f.g. Og-algebras (B;)degczo where B]T = OLJ_. From the vanishing of higher cohomology
[24, Th. 14] of finitely generated modules on affine weak formal schemes, we deduce that the
Cech-de Rham complexes of my-separated differentials compute the Monsky—Washnitzer
cohomology of the corresponding reduction. On the other hand, the section of 8. on each UJT,

ldGi/\_:( .

d71‘ G; U;/(Ok,mk) Qo k7d> [_1] —_— (

B! /(Ocmy) DO k, d> deg, =0
as in the proof of Proposition 2.4 still works. Since restriction to a principal open subset is
given by tensoring with weakly completed principal localizations (cf. [24, p. 4]), the Cech—de
Rham cosimplicial algebra for my-separated differentials is 0-coskeletal as in algebraic de
Rham case (Example A.7). Hence, we obtain

H (0310, my B0,k d) 2 5, (P(E)\ Xg) & HY (P(€)\ X).

rig
Now, the rest part of the proposition follows from combining the two observations so far.[]

4.2 Dwork cohomology

In this subsection, we introduce the Dwork complex associated with Gjy,..., Gy, which
gives a p-adic model of twisted de Rham complexes studied in §3. Then, we extend the
ps in Definition 3.1 to the Dwork complex in Proposition 4.11, which proves Theorems 1.1
and 1.2.

DEFINITION 4.8. Denote

. Ok[Zl,-..,ZN]
(’)k{zl,...,zN} = lim
gmﬂg\JrlOk[zl,...,zN]

the ring of restricted power series over Ok (in N variables), and
k{zla--'azN} = k®ok Ok{zl7"'azN}
the Tate algebra over k (in N variables).

REMARK 4.9. Tate algebra can be written as

k{z1,...,2n} = E a2z’ €Kk[[z1,...,2n]] | lm a, =0
|w]—o0
wezgg
Hence, given an N-tuple € = (€1,...,€en) of positive real numbers, we denote
k{e'z1,...,en 2N} = Z awz?’ €K[[z1,...,2n]] | lim a,€eY =0
|w|—o00
wezgg
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We sometimes use notation k{e~'z}. In terms of rigid geometry, this algebra corresponds
to the closed polydisk of radius e. If € = |¢| for some ¢ € k®V, then

k{c 'z} = Z awe™ 2% €k[[2] | lim =0p =k{c 'z},
|w|— o0
welgé\f
where k{c™1z} is the Tate algebra with respect to the variables cl_lzl, .. .,c&lzN.

Denote N :=n+k+1, and denote for i € k with val,2 >0
C(h):= ay oh 2t y? € k €, lim au,,=0
() Z@N , v’ ekllell | lim
(u,v)EZZO
so that C'(h) = k{z,hy}. Then the twisted de Rham complex of the form
(Q%aDh,vS) = (C(h) Ok[z,y] Qﬂz[x,y}/]kaﬁ,’YS)

will be called the Dwork complex associated with Gi,...,Gk, or to Gi,...,Gj. The
gradings (1.3) is valid on our Dwork complex.

NoTATION 4.10. We will often denote
i 0,4) 7= C(0) @) L(o,4)
as a Z-graded k-vector space so that
(gh.,(o,+)7Dh,’YS> - (Qf.i’Dh:’YS)(degczo,degw>0) :
Now, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 follow from the following theorem.

THEOREM 4.11. If val,y <

1
1 and val,h > 0, then the ps in Definition 5.1 extends

continuously to p-adic analytic complexes, that is, there is a commutative square

ps

(9%(6’” ’ Dh’ys) - (Qas/k’ d) :0,0)

° Ps .
(‘Z o+ D "‘”S) 7 (ch/wk,mk) ®Okk’d> 0,0)
Moreover, the extended ps induces an isomorphism
ps: H (5, Dy ys) —— Hi (P Xg) @ Hi (P Xg)

for every i > 2. On the other hand,

H° (95, Dpys) =0, H'(Qp,Dpqs) =0.
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Proof. To extend pg, we need to check the overconvergence of the expression. To see
this, it suffices to show that there is some r > 1 such that

Blvl—lal—18]
lim (valp ((\v[—i—\m —1)!M) — (Ju] +2|v| +|5])logp7") = 00.

|[v]—o0
From the degree condition, we have
|u| + ’Oé‘ =wv1dy + -+ vpdg +d51 +--- +dgj < (|U| +]€)dmax.

Since |a| <n+1 and |B| < k are bounded by constants, we may ignore them so roughly
|u| ~ |v|dmax for large |u|. On the other hand, we have

Blvl—lal—18]
vty (el 181~ DV ) =l 200+ 3 log,

v|+|8]—1
> PEEPIZE o 0]+ )+

+ (Jv] = o] = |B])val,h — (o] + | B])val,y — (Ju] +2|v| + | 5])log,, 7.

Consequently, it suffices to take r such that

0 <log,r <

1 1
+ val,h — val .
2+dmax <p_1 P p'7>
Next, since €, g acts only on dxy,...,dz,,dyi,...,dyy, it extends to Dwork complexes.
Then, we get a commutative diagram

€w,S

. ° Ps °
00— <$(07+),Dh,75') ("%0,—4—)7Dﬁ7’75) R (QCs/]k’d> (0,0) —0

. €w,S . Ps .
0 (L0 Pras) =5 (L0 Dravs) 2 (U0, my 0514 on

where the top row is exact by Proposition 3.10. Since the polynomial complexes are dense
and the maps are all mg-adically continuous, the bottom row is exact as well. Since the
relation in Lemma 3.9 holds on fh’ (0,4) by continuity, €, s becomes the zero map on the
Dwork cohomology. Therefore, we get an exact sequence

0— H (z,;’w’ o

Dinys ) 25 Hipy (O /k) = HHY (£ 1) Diiys) —0
together with (since Ocy =F,[x,y,S™!] is geometrically connected)

HO (,zﬂ;; (O,ﬂ,Dms) —0, H (zf;(o’ﬂ,pms) —k-[dS].
Moreover, since Lemma 3.2 applies to the inclusions

(3’57(0’+)’Dh’75)(—> (Q;VDEKYS) — (Q%,Dﬁ,'yS) ;

deg,.=0
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we get the desired vanishing of H' (2}, Dy, ,s). On the other hand, we have

1 1
val,, 1—|—§+---+% > —log,m

for every positive integer m so psx, pDp~sx, and pgf,x in Lemmas 3.14 and 3.15,

all converge as maps from .2 (0,+) tO Q k. Therefore, the argument as in

L]
CL/(On,my) Bo.
Proposition 3.16 works in p-adic setting to give isomorphisms

§: Hipy (Op/k) — Hit1 (.,%,;7(07 +),DMS)

ps: H" ("S/ﬂﬁ.,(o,—&-th,’YS) — < /\HMV%/ (OB/k) :

Here, we use the identification of Proposition 4.7. Then pg induces an isomorphism

pst HU(Qf, Dnys) —— Hip, ' (P"\ Xg) @ Hyp * (P X)

for every 7 > 2. Note that here we use the canonical isomorphism

Hg (P"\ Xg) = Hypw (P*\ Xg)

rig

which exists because P(£) \ X5 is smooth affine. Finally, there is an isomorphism

" Hy, (Pp, \ Xg) —— H, (P(E)\ X3)

as we have observed in (2.3). Therefore, the proposition follows. O
The following corollary is a generalization of Monsky’s remark in [26, p. 115].

COROLLARY 4.12.  With the assumptions in Proposition /.11, if Xz C qu is a smooth
complete intersection, then the inclusion

(Qﬂ:[z,y]/k7 Dﬁ,'yS) — (Q}.ia Dﬁ,’yS)

1S a quasi-isomorphism.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2, it suffices to show that the inclusion

("g“%ﬂr)’th’Ys)(—} (gf;(o,Jr)’DmS)

is a quasi-isomorphism. By Propositions 3.16 and 4.11 together with its proof, this follows
if we show that the inclusion

(srcs /k,d><—> (Q

CL/(O,my) Bo. k’d)

is a quasi-isomorphism. Since X is smooth and proper,

Hip(Xa) = Hei(Xg) = HiWy(XG)

cris rig
and these isomorphisms are compatible with the Gysin sequences for Hip and Hp,,
we conclude that the above inclusion of algebraic de Rham complexes coming from
Oklx,y, 571 — C; is a quasi-isomorphism. U
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REMARK 4.13. The condition on « given in Proposition 4.11:

1
0<val,y < —
_Vapfy_p_l

guarantees that
C(hy) :=k{zo,...,xn, iyy1,...,Ayyr}
is a subring of C'(h). Then
%y = C(hy) Qk|z,y] Qn:[m,y}/k

is an C'(hy)-submodule of Q3. Arguing as in the proof of Proposition 4.11, we see that all
inclusions

(Qﬂ;[x,y]/thv’YS) - (QE'WD?L’YS) C (Q%7DFL,’YS)

are quasi-isomorphisms. On the other hand, C' (A7) admits a filtration

FeC(hy) := Z o (h) P 2%y? € O(R) | G0 € 7O

(u,v)EZ%év

which induces a ring isomorphism

~ Oclz,y}  F°C(y)
Fylz,y] = 7Ox{z,y} - F1C(hy)’

The filtration on C'(hy) extends to

?.i'y = C(hf)/) ®Ik[a:,y] Q]l:{[z,y]/]k

given as follows:
FeQp = @ @ (W) FeC(hy)dza, A+ ANdzo, Adyg, A+ Ndyg,.
i+i=m0<a;<---<a; <n
1<B1<<B; <k

Then the above ring isomorphism extends to the isomorphism

FoQs _
2 ~ °
(Flﬂ%v’Dh”s> (9%, apse, 57 =)

where we denote S € F,[z,y] the reduction of S. By this observation, we may apply [5,

Prop. A.2] to lift a basis for the cohomology of (Q];.q[m vl /Fq,dg/\—> to get a basis for
the cohomology of (QF,Ds s) whenever the cohomology over the residue field is finite-
dimensional. For the detailed computation over the residue field when Gy, ...,G} define a

smooth projective complete intersection, see [4].

85. Operators on p-adic analytic cohomologies

In this section, we will give more precise statement of Theorem 1.3 together with its
detailed proof. This section is a generalization of [19, §III]. We begin with reviewing some
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necessary constructions. For each ¢ > 1, the equation
TN '

t+—+—5+-+—=0
p P p

has a solution ~; with
1
o
For each choice of ~;, the corresponding Dwork’s splitting functions is defined to be

it)? i) i)
0, (t) := exp <Vit+w}7)+w]92)+"’+M).

val,y; =

i
Each 6; has integral coefficients and converges for
val,t > L (i—i—l—i—l) .
p—1 pt! p—1
In this section, we will take v = so that v*~! = —p and

PP
i ) = exp(yt —t").
p

01(t) = exp <vt+

If ¢ = p®, then
1

exp(yt —t9) = 01 (£)01 (") ---0(t*" )

converges for

val,t > P
In this section, we denote for a nonzero F € O[z,y] by C} = Op{z,y, F~1}7, the
corresponding weakly complete finitely generated algebra over O. Still we mainly consider
S :=y1G1+4 -+ yrGr, where each G; is not divisible by the uniformizer © € my, in which
case, we denote pg the cochain map as in Proposition 4.11. The following lemma is an
analog of [19, Lem. 2.13].

LEMMA 5.1. Let S,T € Ok[x,y] be homogeneous with respect to deg,,. If S and T are of
deg,, =1, and S—T =0 mod 7, then

° pPs °
(80,69 Prvs) = (10, my B0 Ko

eXP(WS’YT)l Jz

(%

h,(0,+)7Dﬁ7’vT> ’

pT (Q;J;/(Ok,m]k) ©o k’d>

18 commutative.
Proof. Note that if S—T =0 mod 7, then
1 1 B Z (S—1)™

T [/ S—-T\ gm+l
T S<1_SST) P
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converges in C’; SO Cg = C’} are canonically identified. Then the commutativity follows
from direct computation:

pr (exp(yS —T)z" (hy)dzo ANdyg) = pr Z %(S —T)"x"(hy)’dxo Ndygs

m>0
(S—T)m Alvlzty? da,, dys
' ymTm  ~llTl plal " BlBlIy181TIA]

_ _ _ m x| v d
— (_1)lol+IBI-1 Y | =B8]\ (S—=T\" nlz"y" dxq s
- Udaad 1)'Z< m T ) il mel " R BITIA

ZL 1) (o - o] + (8] —
S0 m!

m>0
S —1\ I8l glelgu y? dxg dy
— (_1)lvIHIBl-1 1) v B
(=1) (o[ +15] 1)'(” T ) TITIT ol " HIBTSIBITTA]
T|v|+|ﬁ| alvleuyv de d
fol+161-1 Y’ dg ys
=(=1) (ol +181= 1)} Srrmar S Rrgmr frel WAL T8
Rzt da,, dyg

= (=1 o] + 18] - 1)

= ps (" (hy)"dzo Ndyg).

SISl Rlal ™ RIBIAIBTSIA]

5.1 The Frobenius operator
Denote Fr the endomorphism on Cj; lifting the gth power endomorphism over the residue
field such that

Fr:CJ;HCg (i,y5) —— (=, y]) -
This map is injective and extends to a cochain map

(Qéf/wk,mk)’d) - <Qﬁr<c;>/<ok,mk>’d) '

Note that the above Fr sends the bidegree (¢, w)-subspace to the bidegree (gc, qw)-subspace.
Hence, our Fr restricts to the bidegree (0,0)-subcomplex:
(QCL/«ok my)’ d) (0,0) (QFr<o;>/<ok,mk)’d) (0,0)
On the other hand, denote

o, : C(h) — C(h) S auhatyt e T ag Ry,
(u,v)GZgBON (11,,1))627O

then ®, satisfies

0 0
Zi?%o@q = q@CIOZZ‘aiZi.

Using this, we may extend ®, to the cochain map as follows:

Sy pr (27, Dpo) — (23, Dro) fdro Ndys — @,4(f)dzd, Adyj
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with the k-linearity. We may write
q.pp (fdra Adys) = Po(£)g*led dza AgPlyf dys

1
= Y (I)q(xayﬁf)qmldxa/\qlﬁldyﬁa

Tala

where we extend convention (1.4) to monomials:
Ta ' =Tay - -Ta;, dry :=dro, N...Ndxy,,
Ys = Ypy - YB, dys :=dyg, N...Ndyg,.
For S :=4y1G1+ - +yrGi as before, define
®q,5 1 (0, Diys) — (0, Dnys)

by the formal identity

O, 5 :=exp (—%S(:r, hy)) 0 ®, pr oexp (%S(x, hy)) ,
which converges because we can rewrite

®, 5 = exp(VFr(S) —vS) o @ pr
k
= <H exp (VyiFr, G — vyl G) exp (vy!GI — 'yini)) oDy pn
i=1

and the final expression converges. Since we may formally write

Dy 5 = exp (—%S(m, ﬁy)) o Dppoexp (%S(aj, hy))

®, 5 is still a cochain map. Now, we may compare Fr and ®, 5 via pgs.

PROPOSITION 5.2. There is a commutative diagram

. Ps °
("g m(o.4) P h"”) (Qc;/wk,mk) Box k’d>

q@q,sl J/Fr

. Ps °
<$h’(0’+)’Dh’Fys> <QC§/(Ok,mk) Bo. k’d> ’

Proof. We will follow Katz’s computation in the proof of [19, Th. 2.14] and [19, Th. 2.8].
Since the Frobenius on Fy[x,y] can be decomposed into

() ®rq1 1®rg (1)
— —

IEd‘q [x] ®1Fq Fq[y] IFqq [x](q) ®]Fq IEd‘q [y] IFq [x](q) ®Fq ]Fq [y](q)

[ [

Fylo.y = Fyl, 4],

where the superscript (g) on each ring means that I, acts by ¢th power. Denote the lifting
of each factor by

Fr,:CL ——CL Fr,:CL—— CL.
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We abuse notation to denote FrgS :=y1G] + -+ +yiG}. Then there is a diagram

[ ] ps [ ]
(‘Z m(o.4) D h“) (QC;/(OK,mk) Bo. k’d)

° D PFra S Q. k d
( 57(0’4_)7 h,'yFrIS) ? Frms/(ok:mk) ®OL@ 9

exp(vFry S—vFrgS) ll

° pFrGS °
( B, (0,+) DE’WFTGS) (QCEer/(Ok,mk) wo.k, d)

qexp('yFryFrgSf'yS)o@ZJPLL1 lFry

[ ] p [ ]
(gh’(0’+)7Dh”yS> (QC;/(Ommk) Ok k, d) ’

where in the second and the third rows, we set deg.y; := —qd;. The top square is
commutative because

(Frpops) (2 y"dxo ANdyp)

_ (_1\lvl+IBl-1 —1)! zy" dra dys
(-1 (Jv]+18] = 1)!Fry (7'”'5” NG
U,V |Ot| q_ld d
fol+16]-1 TY 4 %o 9o U5
=(-1) e o Y A T HIAIA 1Al Fr,, S1A]

= PFr, S (q'a‘wi_lx“y”dxa A dyﬁ)
= (pFrwS o (I);Pn?) (xy’dxo Ndyg) .
The middle square is commutative by Lemma 5.1. For the bottom square, we first compute

(Fl"y © pFrGS) (l'uyvdxa A dyﬂ)

= (—1)PHBI=L (jy] + 18] — 1) P, <7U:;ri5|v| ;lfﬂ hwwviniG&m)
o 181
= (=) ol + 18] - )’Y\U|Fr g ZTaCTAhl/B':'/@'yFryéfS'ﬁ"
If we write
exp(yt? —t) = Z amt™,
m>0
then

ps (qexp('yFryFrgS vS)®Y e (z"y"dzo /\dy/_;))

=pPs|q Z Amy - Qmy, (y1G1)m1 o (yka)mk:x’uyquxa /\qlﬁlygildyﬁ;
meZgg
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m w, q|v| 18] q_ld
1)lml+alol+alsl-1 oy @™yt dee 47'Ys dys
=q ) a (Imi +glol + 4181 = D!y ~aholgant flal  HAT<BTGalA]

mezZk
m o [v]+|B] lv|+]8]
- 1)Imitalvl+alsi—1 oy @™y FryFrgS
=q¢ ) a (1l +alel +al61 = ! e e
'm,EZeB’C
_ oyt dee  dys
x Fry ('y|’U|FrGS|U| hlel A h|5ﬂy|5|FrGS|ﬁ|> ’
Hence, the commutativity follows if we show that
1 (yG)™
q Z Dlmlralel+alB1=1 (1| 4 glv| +¢| 8] —1)! STl
meZ?’S

(5.1)
yalvl+alBl galvi+alBl

‘U|+\5‘Fr FrGS|U\+|/3|

= (=) (o] 48] - 1)!

To do this, consider

_ Fr Fer'tq
. qw—1 Y _
f(t) :=t""texp (qlSq )

;)atd Gt
w—1 1T
tq He ( ,yq 1Sq S >
_ 4quw—1 (y:Gi)™"t™ _ (yG)mt|m|+qw—1
=t4 H Z U =g = Z am S

i=1m> Dk
i=1m2>0 mezzo

and

0
o(t) =3 (1) L

Note that ¢ satisfies

90 = > an(=1)"H 7 (jm| +qw—1)!

Dk
eZzo

(yG)™
Slml

Moreover, ¢ is by definition a formal solution of the differential equation

dg

=f

: p—1 :
which converges for val,t > 1 oa Since the only solution of
p— pq

dg

“Z_0
A

1
is a constant multiple of exp(—t) which converges only for val,t > 19 is the unique
power series solution. On the other hand, there is a solution of the form

Fr, FrgS - t4
q Y —
h(t?)exp < R ) .
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After substituting and dividing by the exponential, we get

d (ql:‘ryFrgS-tq_1

q _ q -1 qy — quw—1
W)+ Zh(t) + (g >h(t) pret,

which is equivalent to

gkryFrgS

d
tTh(t?) +t—h(t?) =,
g R £ h(E)
By change of variables, it is equivalent to

gFr FrgS d

Y th(t) + gt h(t) =t".

Hence, we may write

—1
pyq—lgq d ,},q—lsq w1
=(1+=———+— I ——
h(?) <+FryFrngt qFr,FrgS

with the condition

qu gqw
BNV ES WO R S S A
(0) = (1) = 1)

Therefore, since g(0) = h(0) by the observation so far,

3 G)m B ,quSqw
m(—1)mI+aw=1 WO e gy ST
S (=D e qu— U = (1) e
mezg’g
Substituting w = |v| +|B|, we get equality (5.1), and the proof is completed. U

5.2 The Dwork operator
Since Fr(C’;) - Cj; is a finite locally free ring extension of integral domains, there is a
cochain map

Tr: (Q'

Cg/(ok,mk)’d> - (Q.

Fr(C;)/(Ok,mk)’d)
as in [32, Prop. 3.1]. Denote v the composite

v (Q.C;/wk,mk)’d) — <Q;ﬂr<c;>/<ok,mk>’d) = (Q.cwok,mk)’d)

that is, the unique map satisfying Fro = Tr. By the description of [32, Prop. 3.1], Tr on
the differential forms fits into the commutative diagram

° ° i ~ ° t
081 /(Orm) 0%t /(0 me Bt K (Cs) P 1)/ (0 Drrer) K (Cs)

1 T
TIJ J( ®Fr(C;) r

K(Fr(C})),

QFT(C;)/(Olkymk) QFT(C;)/(O[kvmk) ®F‘r(Cg)
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where the isomorphism comes from the inclusion {2

Pl /(Oum) S ot /(00myyr 20 T
<CS ) — K(Fr(C S)) is the usual trace map for fields extends of finite degree. This gives
description of :

dq dyj

dzl ] dy?;
xd” 1 q 1 q|a| q|5|
_ dr, dy
1 a  YYp
= ( ( 1q1>>¢MAQW’

where, following (1.4), we denote
xd dzd

=dxd Ao Ndzd
q

_ .4 q._ .4 q
=Ys, " Ys, dyﬂ .fdyﬁl/\-'-/\dyﬁj.

q .= pq ..
rd =zl

By our choice of Fr in §5.1, Fr*

sends the bidegree (gc,qw)-subspace to the bidegree
(c,w)-subspace. Hence, the corresponding Tr restricts to the bidegree (0,0)-subcomplex
and hence, our v restricts to the bidegree (0,0)-subcomplex

v (gléé/(okmm)’d)(op> <S2;T/(Okm%) d)<00)'

On the other hand, denote

W, : C(h) — C(h) >

v u,,v v u,,v
(o h 2y s E gu gl zy?,
(u,0)€2LY

(u0)ezE
then W, satisfies

0 0
87214 = qzig oV,.

(2

Using this, we may extend ¥, to the cochain map analogously to ®, pn

W, 02

n+k+1
‘Ijquu? : (Q;i’Dﬁ,O) - (ngDﬁ,O)

fdxo Ndyg —

dz @
v (xayﬁf) |a‘ q‘gﬁ‘?'

adp

For S :=4y1G1+ -+ yrGi as before, define

Vo5 (23, Dnys) — (O, Diys)
by the formal identity

U, s :=exp (—%S(az,hy)) oW, pr 0eXp (%S(m,hy)) ,
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which converges because we can rewrite

\Ilq,S = ‘Ijq,lP’u? OeXp(’}/S - IVFI‘(S))

k
=W, pro (H exp (vyiGi — vy G} ) exp (vyi GF — vy FrmGi)>

i=1

and the final expression converges. Hence, ¥, 5 is still a cochain map by the same reason
as in §5.1. Now, we may compare 9 and ¥, g via pg.

PRrOPOSITION 5.3. There is a commutative diagram

° Ps .
(L 04 Drs) =2 (20, my B 1)

q_lq!q,sl Jf/’

° Ps °
(gh’(o"") ’ Dh"ys) (QC;/(OLum]k) Dok, d) '

Proof. We will follow Katz’s trick in the proof of [19, Th. 2.15]. We may decompose
1 =1, 01, as in the case of Fr = Fr, oFr,. Hence, there is a diagram

(L 0.4y Dias) —2— (9

CL/(Or,my) Bo. k’d)

qil\I’Z,Pﬂ? oexp(yS—~FryFrgS) lwy

° pFrGS °
(Zi 0.4 Prapeas) = (Qc* </(Oums) ®Okk’d>

Frgo

exp(vyFrg S—~Fr,;S) 2

° PFry S °
<$h’(0’+) ’ Dh”YFrIS) (ch‘rggs/(okvmk) ®Ok k’ d>

Y pn
(IalPk 1/}::

. Ps °
(gh’(0’+),ths> — (Q

21 0my B0rk).

where in the second and the third rows, we set deg.y; = —qd;. The bottom square is
commutative because

(% © pFrzS) (xuyvdflja A dyﬁ)
_ (_qylolHBl- 1) vy’ dre dys
(=1) ([l + 18] = 1ltbe (’}/l”lFI‘xSU Rl h|5\f}/|5|FrmS|/3|
v _ _ ¥ dx s yY dy
:(_1)\ [+18] 1(\1}]+\5\—1)!Frwl <T1“x (xg—1>) A B

h\a|q|a| fy|”|S‘U‘ h|ﬁ|fy|ﬁ|5‘m
=os (12 (1 (557) ) o)

dz,,

1
= ps <FI‘;1 (Trw (ajamu)) Tal /\yvdy5>
q

. B
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«

_ qn+1 u dﬁa Y
= (pS o \112711;,“?) (x%y’dx Ndyg) .
The middle square is commutative by Lemma 5.1. For the top square, we first compute

(¢yops) (z"y"dra Adyp)

_ (_1ylol+IBl-1 Y z'y" dig dyp
(=1) (o +15] 1)'¢y(7v5|v| il "\ FIBT BT gTA]

— (—1)lvIHIBI-1 el Y’ ridr,  dys
(-1) (lo]+18] =)', (Try <yg_1’y|”|+|ﬂ|5|”|+|ﬁ|)> ARRYFI

1 v zhdx d
— (—1)lvI+IBI-1 Y Bl ey YpY o Ys
(-1) (lv]+18] 1).yﬁFry <Try (fylwmslvﬂm el pEg

k v u d
— (_1)|v\+|5|—1(|v‘ _’_|5| _1)|q\1,g< YpyY ) AT o A Ys
Yp

A lI+IBlSlol+1B] Rl RlBlglBl"
If we write

exp(yt —~t?) = Zb ",

m>0

then, denoting eg :=ep, +---+ep, where j = [3| and eg, is the B;th standard basis for ALY

1
PFraS <q\PZ’Pﬂ? (exp(yS —~Fr FrgS)z y dra A dy5)>

1 m, U, v
= PFreS a‘llgy]pﬂ? Z b (yG) "z "y dzo A dyp
mGZe;g
14 dy
= PFreS . —wy Z b (yG) " ypy’ | ' dza A qTﬁ[T
7 \mez
1 qk mogm—v—eg, . u dyﬁ
= PFragS | — Z bgm—v— egly G Patdra N 1B
qYs mez® q

mauam—v—eg pU gy d
Iml 1 B 'y G X «a Yp

Dk
6270

yﬁq

Hence, the commutativity follows if we show that

(-1 )|v|+|ﬂ| 1(|U|+w_1) ( ysy"’ )x“d:ﬂa/\ dyg

lol+1BISlvl+18] ) plal BBl glBl
qum—v—EB (52)
E 1)lmi=1 e -
bflm v— eB ) (‘m’ 1) 'y|m|Fr(;S|m| .

mEZEBk
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For this, consider the space of power series in ¢ with the “usual” growth condition

fm €k[z,y]

L= f:metm val,(fm) > bm+c

m>0
for some fixed b > 0 and ¢ € R, depending on each f, and denote L° :=tL. Define

0
t—:L——L° Uyt [ —— L
ot a

in the usual way so that
0 0
PYtot— = gt— o P¥:t,
A T T

Now, define for f,g € k[z,y],

it o — ) it J— )t
vy, =exp(—vygt)o WY Loexp(yft), U=

Dy :=exp(—vft) Otaat oexp(yft) = tgt +ft

so that there is a commutative diagram

Sl
Q@
e

exp(—’yFeri—‘,—WSt)‘/

(LO,DFTGS)a

(LovDF‘r(;S)
where each (L, Dy) is regarded as a two term complex. On L°/D;L°, we have
(V)" = —m(y )T = e = (<1) M mlt.

At this point, we use the growth condition on L°. The differential equation

P
t— tP=t
N +7f

with the condition P € tk[z,y][[t]] has a unique power series solution
1 —exp(=7f)
vf

However, this does not belong to L° by the growth condition. Hence, ¢ # 0 in L°/D;L° so
it is a free k[z,y]-module of rank 1 with basis {t}. For £ € k[x,y],

P=

ACELT DOV CTORDE:

m>0

—upt [ 230 () um e '

m>0 =0
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so we deduce that
WU (D (1)) =Dy (945(1)) = 4Dy (1) + aDy (w)

for some w € LY. Hence, \IIZ’; on LY/D;L is merely

LO/D;L0 —— LO/D;L0 &t — qUU(E)L.
Therefore,
y ((_pylel+i8I-1 oy ysyt
Rt <( b (Wl 181 = Dt mrargmorear ) ¢
1 _ Ypy"
— St [ (_1)lvl+IBlI-1 —1) B
q\I/qu<( 1) (v]+151 1)'7U+|55|u|+5t>
| v
=, Yas ks (yaytt191)
1
= g\llg’t (exp(ySt—'yFryFertq)yﬁy”tMHﬁ')
“Lgrt| ST b(yGymyayreimie s
9 mezﬂ;g
:1 Z qu_v_eﬁyme_”_eBtlml
melglg
1 _ yme—'U—EB
== > bgmves (1) (Im] = )t
Im|Fy o Slml
1 e yImiFrg
that is, (5.2) holds, and the proof is completed. U

8A Remarks on algebraic de Rham cohomology
DEFINITION A.1. Given a map of schemes X — S, define its (relative) de Rham
cohomology to be

Hi (X/S) := H" (RD(X,2%/5))
where Q5 /s is the algebraic de Rham complex.

LEMMA A.2. Given a map of affine schemes X — S, if A=1(5,0g), X =T'(X,0x),
and A — B the corresponding ring map, then

RI(X, Q% /s) = Q%/a
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in D(A), the derived category of A. Consequently,
Hig (X/S) = H"(Qp)4.4d),
where d is the usual de Rham differential.

Proof. Since QF /s is quasicoherent Ox-module and X is affine,

0(X,00 ), if ¢g=0
HY(X, 0, )= ix/s) ’
(X, 2%)s) {0, if ¢>0.

In other words, Q% /s is a bounded below complex of I'( X, —)-acyclic objects so the canonical
map

Q;B/A —— F(X,Q;US) — RI'(X, QB(/S)
is an isomorphism. [

REMARK A.3. To show the second assertion of Lemma A.2, one may argue with the
Cech spectral sequence for a chosen covering U of X:

ERY = 17 (Tot (€U, H(Q%s)) ) ) = HIFI(X,0% ),
where H9(Q%, / ) is the presheaf associate with U, a complex of abelian groups
Hq(U,Qg(/S) %Hq(U,Q}X/S) — e

and Tot takes the total complex of a double complex. For this, one may even use the covering
{Idx : X — X} to get the desired vanishing because X is affine.

In computing algebraic de Rham cohomology of affine schemes, one may rely on
cosimplicial de Rham algebras. For this, we introduce some terminologies on (co-)simplicial
objects. Let A be the simplex category and % a finitely bicomplete category, that is, ¥ has
finite limits and finite colimits. For n € N, denote A<,, the full subcategory of A consisting
of [0],...,[n] and the obvious inclusion

in: Acpy—— A
Since € has finite limits and finite colimits, there are adjoint pairs
s
7]
in! lr in*
A% ]
given as in [6, V. 7.1]. Using these, we introduce the following terminologies.

DEFINITION A.4. Let A be the simplex category.

(1) The nth truncation is

tr, 1= 0% s [AP,G] —— [A;pn,%} .
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(2) The nth skeleton is
sky, 1= in1i) : [AP, €] —— [AP,F].
(3) The nth coskeleton is
cosky, :=ip.ik i [AP,C] —— [A°P, 7).

A simplicial object X in % is said to be n-skeletal (resp. n-coskeletal) if X is isomorphic to
its nth skeleton (resp. nth coskeleton).

In our context, we will only work with O-coskeletal simplicial objects. Namely, given a
map of schemes X — S, that is, an object in Sch/g, the category of S-schemes, we may
regard it as a constant simplicial object in Sch/g. Since Sch /g has finite limits, we may take
its Oth coskeleton, which will be given by

A°P —— Sch g n—— X xgX xg---xgX (n+1 times),

where the ith boundary map forgets ith factor and the ith degeneracy map duplicates the
1th factor, counted from 0. When X — S is a map of affine schemes corresponding to a ring
map A — B, the above simplicial object defines a cosimplicial A-algebra:

(BJA)* : A —— CAlg 4 MF——=B®aB®a---®4B (n+1 times).

If, furthermore, A — B is a k-algebra map over a ground ring k, then we may take the de
Rham complex degreewisely to get a cosimplicial de Rham algebra:

° . >0 .
Q05 aye i A —— CDGAS [n] —— Q5 Ay i

LEMMA A.5. If A— B is an étale k-algebra map, then the associated cosimplicial de
Rham algebra QEB/A)./k is 0-coskeletal (in the opposite category).

Proof. Recall that for n > 0,
(B/A)n =BRsB®s---Q4 B (Tl-l-l times)
so A — (B/A)™ remains étale for every n > 0. Hence, the exact sequence
00— (B/A)" @y e — Yppay e = Hppayna —0

together with Q%B/A)R/A = 0 shows that

Qg ayn e = (B/A)" @4 Q) py
This, together with the flatness of A — (B/A)", gives
Qg aye e = (B/A)* @4
so the assertion follows. []
ProPOSITION A.6. Letk be a ring. If A — B is a faithfully flat étale k-algebra, then

Qe — Upjaye i

1s a 0-coskeletal cosimplicial resolution.
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Proof. Being a 0-coskeletal object follows immediately from Lemma A.5. Being a
cosimplicial resolution means that the given map induces a quasi-isomorphism of cochain
complexes:

i — Tot (c“(z;B Laye /k) ,

where C* takes the unnormalized complex (see, e.g., [33, Def. 8.2.1]) in the cosimplicial
direction, and Tot takes its total complex. In fact, the total complex will be a Cech-de
Rham complex of 2% /k with respect to the covering {Spec B — Spec A} which is surjective
as A — B is faithfully flat. Therefore, the total complex computes the algebraic de Rham
cohomology of A over k, and the above map becomes the augmentation map. 0

EXAMPLE A.7. Given an affine scheme X and a finite affine open covering {U;};c of
X, the induced map

U::HUi—>X
el

is a faithfully flat étale map of affine schemes. Here, the finiteness of I is necessary for
the coproduct to be affine. Then the total complex induced from the cosimplicial de Rham
algebra QZU /X)e K will be the Cech-de Rham complex with respect to the Zariski cover
{Ui}ier of X. However, being 0-coskeletal cosimplicial objects, maps of such de Rham
algebras are determined at the level of Oth truncation:

HQ'UI_ i

iel
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