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T

7 — LRI B W T, Kummer BERIZEBERICEL TV Z e BHFEINTVS.
AR, /NBI-H 13 Kummer JE5EK% Galois REANTRHEAMT 2 Z e 2 HI 2 LT (¥) @mX
Kummer BEERZEFR L I, & p #EEITESRX Kummer EFE07 W5 HARKEE
PIRIBL7:. FHIZOMELR BEEMCRIR L. 2512, B 0 OERITRPTEOHEEXR
Kummer EMICOWTEE L. AFETIE, 2hs0BETHE LNV OrDEREHAN
T5.

LN

KF (resp. HKF, resp. QHKF, resp. HLF) & Kummer 85 (resp. X Kummer 3%, resp.
#EER Kummer &, resp. MATTRE) 25X FdD L 525, 22T, KF, HKF, QHKF (3/412B
TEHIMHETH 5.

i 7 — OV A, BRI RRIR D = & — )VEAREED 5 7T D ZRRIR O RS 3 & B
BETEEILTESLTHAS, 25 Grothendieck THIC X DIRE - 72, MW, ZARIEDHEFER L L
TUXHEEA L OARERKEAIEL Tna L B TELN, 1 LD E D Grothendieck FAHD
RO, B A2 2 p IR (cf. §0) &3 2 p RN EHICE D RSN, 51, AET
1%, KF 1K (cf. [5, Definition 1.5]) £ \95 Kummer Eid3iE 7 — V&I BT 2 1HTICOWTH
N &5 IR B A L 3 2RIk EN00H 3. eI, HpERIKF THBZ ki
R T 5 (cf. [5, Remark 1.5.4]). EZ, BiIc k> T, KF K LD 7 7 4 ¥ W FIRBUHFR I3 2
Grothendieck PHEMGFEH STV S (cf. [2]). BIETIE, KF KI3ET — VBT 2 BFER
LTHEHLTWS ZeRHfFINTW3. Z4UT X D, Grothendieck OFEE & D iEHICZ { DIRHEERRE
KELTHLTWSZDRbroTE. LL, L p#ERTRVWKF K2 RO 2 223463 LD
B TR, GEE, BIEXARBURICE T 2 KF HEOHESRMTE2 522 Z e B TE 5k LT/NEE-H
M2k b, HKF A8 X O QHKF RpEFR S 7z (cf. [8], EF 1.1). Th s DfRiE KF fAD variant
THH, KF % Galois RENIZKEO T L5 e 33 ATEAIN L BN, BEHIBWTEH
RHDEEZLNTWS. ZO—fle LT, HKF (KO 7R EA T 8% T o s, HIZE, k
PREKE T2 &, DIEHEDZ L ZATHRTH S & 57% k D Galois JERKIE HKF 12722 Z 2 A
HofTWwad., ZOHE LT, k LD+ abel 28K B Y IEOEEE n ZEEL, B p icxfL T, B
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D p" HERROERE R THRML TE LN IEKEKE HKF TH2 b s, £, REUE L I
D Galois LK K IZ2WT, K IZ&8¥EN 2 k DEREOARKILK K 1T LT K IZB813% kK Lok
K abel ERERD D IBHAERDER % 513, K I3 HKF TH 3 Z e dbhroTWna. & 512, HKF 1A,
QHKF &, KF 1K, 45 p (KD 4 DOWER OB OGS H 2 HEHL2ICR>sTW0S. LaL, —f#
2, % p R HKF Q3R 6720, Lz > T, 4 p RS QHKF 124k 227 w5 AR ED
U7z ZOMEZ [ KBVWTIRBENZDDTH L. EFXZOMEEL G EMTHRL 7.

5T, EHIFKF e QHKF 0 OoREHEML TV S, 20D Z e BOH 5. hFE, &
B2 & 5T, HLF (cf. 3% 3.1) 1205 3 KF HOHED R X7z (cf. [7], £H 3.3). Zquckb, #
REDEHDIED HLF 13 KF TH Y, FIRKDOEE D 0 @ HLF & KF 1272 183202 e 25 & 2
o7, EHZZOMWED QHKF RIZB T 2B LU OWTERE L. BRI, 530 © HLF
23 QHKF 1272 D 5 2 WL 2h D “GHIL 2R T 5. AT, LELoBEOMETHE WD
DOFERENT 5.

K, AR THWBIEEE B L O, (A ZOMEDBRICOWTRIES .

B&EC:

e “PLF” & “positive-characteristic local field” (cf. §0),

e “MLFE” I% “mixed-characteristic local field” (cf. §0),

e “HLF” & “higher local field” (cf. E# 3.1),

e “PHLF” 1% “positive-characteristic higher local field” (cf. E# 3.2),

e “MHLEF” & “mixed-characteristic higher local field” (cf. E# 3.2),

e “PFHLEFE” I “positive-first-residue-characteristic higher local field” (cf. E# 3.2),
e “ZFHLF” I3 “zero-first-residue-characteristic higher local field” (cf. E# 3.2),
e “CDVEF” X “complete discrete valuation field”,

o “KF” & “Kummer-faithful” (cf. [5, Definition 1.5]),

o “QHKF” X “quasi-highly Kummer-faithful” (cf. % 1.1),

e “HKF” I% “highly Kummer-faithful” (cf. £ 1.1)

DIEFETH 5.
Frd:

K ZOMHEDBERICOVWTELDTBL. k2R T2, (K) B EMPKTHE2ILE2RT. 20O
LEEIINLT, ROMAD & 5 ik Z20WEOBFENH 5 (cf. §0, 1, 2, 3):

(PLF) —— (PHLF) —— (PFHLF) —— (HLF) —— (CDVF)

= =

(MLF) — (MHLF) (ZFHLF)



(% p 1) ——— (KF) «——_—— (MHLF)

m [S]H(*) /ﬁﬁ% 3.4)

772U, (%) T, k 135 380 © KF AL Galois ik % 2 ¥ #UET .

o
=111

S5 L HR

soik:
K E LT,

o ifixt Galois Bt % Gy,

o REPAER K,

perfection % kPt

1% char k,

k FoOBEMEAEIAZE k(t),

k(t) @ t #E5Em{t % k((t),

k EOZF—2 X ITH LT, R=RF 2> P X Xspeek Speck & X,
k %8 CDVF @ ¥ %, Z DRRIE% k,

o k DR OEBMIED L &, Witt Bz W (k)

eh<.

1x:
FHp LIEOER n LT,

e Q, 13 Qo p EFEHIL,
o Fpn (A8 p" DHRIE

BRT. HEFBp HFELT, Q, (resp. Fp((t) DHERIKILKMA & A7 {k% MLF (resp. PLF)
rWwi. Q, LOBERAEMKDESMAL FALZIKD Z %% p R WS, Q,(r) & Q, ® Tate U4
hERT.

KBS HxlE:
REEHIRE, K EDDHER 2 ORI AR X — 229 5.

G hng:
BEGHRZ PVEB V IEHLTW2 2 %, VY (resp. Vo) 13V @ GIT X B REERS (resp. R
AEER ) 2T



IA4—)LafxEO0D—:

Kk EORRBRAX—L4 X 2 RE L # chark LT, H(X, Q) 2 (=X —lakEny —
YT 5. B0, k AERIEEREOR 5T (e.g. kD CDVF), (LR —LakEn T —I3 (£ chark
BRE LTSS LIBT3, £ = chark DY XiE, p T X —LaRERT— WS, G) DTN
EDD Xy ODHCFRRHDGIERLICE - T, (i plEL X —NaRER Y —IT G DMEHT 5.

1 HKF{&& QHKF fDERCHE

EE 1.1 (8, Definition 2.6)). k Ik L, pr ¥ chark B, 2O, kISHLT, XO&HEE
EZ25:
()i EED k OHBIIEK ki, TED ky LOEBE» DM O RERIK X, L £ pp BHTTIER

DFB I LT, HI (X, Qpr)) g = 0 BHD Lo, 7L, HE Gy, 5 5.
(i) EED 0 < i <2dim X LT, &M (1)i0 2H72T L E, kD pre-QHKF TH2 L\ 5.
(il) i #r ZALTHEED i, r LT, &b (1), AT EE, k2 pre-HKF THH V5.
(i) k D7ERDD pre-QHKF TH2 & % k2 QHKF TH3 2\ 5.
(iv) kD35ee»D pre-HKF TH 5 % kD HKF THs W\ 5.

Poincaré At & D,

(H' (X, Qe(r)) i) = (H (X7, Qe(r)) T = H2(X7, Qu(d — )T

BRD IO IR T 5. 2L, ()Y BRHEERL, d ¥ dim X LBV, EESS, BHHIIK

DHEEDNES -

e HKF 72 51X QHKF T %.
e HKF (resp. QHKF) K052 2758877 14K1d HKF (resp. QHKF) T 5.
e HKF (resp. QHKF) (AOHRKILAIA D HKF (resp. QHKF) TH 2.

HKF k¥ QHKF {£i% KF KO variant ¥ L TEZR SNz, [5] & [8] BV T, KF K, HKF 1k,
QHKF &, % p #AD 4 DOMZOBFRLH 2REH S 2027 o TW0a. BRI, [5] TS p
HEARD KF TH 3 Z 2 AUREN, [8] TIHEE 0 © KF K Ed Galois ik ICH L Tld QHKF % 5
WBKF TH2ZeIRENTVWS. X511, MLFIZ HKF X2 h§hnwz e dbhroTnd. XoT,
% p ERIZ QHKE 20?7 WS BEIZHATH 205, 24U [8] KBWTRIBX iz, Z ORI Rk
THICHD, EFIFE T ROMEERFHL 72

i 1.2. K 21Kk LOBRAERIK, X 2 K EOBE»DOES2RERIK, ( # chark ZH2E LT
5. ZDEE, kDR (1)ir BATELE,

H' (X%, Qu(r)) ey =0

NI AIRYASR



AR 1.3, ZoMMELD, MBICEHART 2Kk Loz k- arEny -t pfELX—LakE
02— DOAREERT & RAEET ORI T 2 TiRiE, 2T k EOARAERKOI I RITHK L THRD
ALD.

#axt Galois BHIAAD perfection & o THEDL LR WZ 26, HKF ¥ QHKF M£I2Bi3 %K
OWEEEL Z D TE %!

i 1.4. HKF (resp. QHKF) LOFERAMIAD perfection i& HKF (resp. QHKF) T 5.

COMELY, 4 piEfhs QHKF T 3 Z & S 31213 MLF # QHKF T® 3 Z ¥ #5tE
THTHZILBDRD.

2 MLF @ QHKF 1%

Jannsen I3V =4 b - E/ FpI—FHr p#Ev A b -/ FuI-FTHEIRDILDOZ & BRE
352, MLF Lo (& —akrkEn Y —DBEEHICX 2L r0EI p o X —LakE
1Y —oifnf Galois #HC X 2 RNEF T DI EZEEIITO 2N TELI %2 [4 KTBWURLZ.
IS 20D FTHEDPKD DO LIRET % &, Jannsen IZ & % FEAER, [4, Corollary 4.3, 5.2] Z{# 5
&, MLF 28 QHKF T» % &\ FIRIFWMD LD Z e h3baroTW5b (cf. [8, Proposition
2.11]). ZOHITIE, 2 2O FROBIZREET & d MLF @ QHKF A7) 2 Z L 2N 3 5.

IR, ZofiTld k% MLF £721EPLF £ 35%. ZDk X,

o p % k DRIFIKDIELL,
o I & k DIEMEEE,
o % p LB BFE

35, X518, X &k LOBEBEPOWEL2RERAL L, d% X ORILL T 5.

X, PLF 0580 Y =4 b - &/ FrI—-FHREFHEICI > TRRIN TV S (cf. [3]) o,
PLF i pre-QHKF T® %. B DGE T, BXTOGERHEYIZIREDD LT, VA b - £/
FEI—FHIZEELVWI RO TVEY, ~RICIIRBRTD 2. Lo T, BIFEHOLEEZEZ 5
ZEDARENTH 3.

IR, vzA4 b/ FnI—FHepHEY=zAf -/ FuI—FHOBIZIFIRELZL. Z0D
BEDIR— N aRERY —DAREHTDFHEICOWT, Jannsen I & % 2 DDFGEREHENT 5:

EIE 2.1 ([4, Theorem 4.2]). RDFERDK D 3LD:

(1) HY (X7, Qo)'* 13E7% Gy RHTH D, ZDEX1E [max(0,2i — 2d), min(2i,2d + 2)] K& F
ns.
(ii) H (X%, Qo) W3E% G, RETH D, ZOEXIE [max(—2, 2i — 2d), min(2¢, 2d)] ITEEN5.

L7edo T, r ¢ [max(0,i — d), min(i,d + 1)) LT, H(Xz, Qe(r))* = 0 2355 H 2D,

IR, ZoOHiTIid k%2 MLF &3 5.



EIE 2.2 ([4, Theorem 5.3]). r ¢ [max(0,7 — d), min(i, d)] & LT,
H' (X5, Qp(r)“* =0
DD YLD,

FROFEMERTIE MLF Loz X —nakEny —ORAFEMITOHEEEL 2 X TERL.
%3, ##13 Rapoport—Zink O = 4 b« A7 FLRH (cf. [9]) ZHWVZ Z 2k D, EFH 210
FikEHRD T (BIEBOBERIEZ NI IV L ICERT 3):

EIE 2.3. ROFRDHLD 1LDO:
(1) H (X7, Qo)'x 13iR% Gy RELTH D, ZOHEIE

{[max(O, 2i — 2d), max(0, min(2i — 1,2d — 1))] if i # 2d,

{2d} if i = 2d,
IEENS.
(i) H (X%, Qo)1 FE% Gy RBITHD, ZOEZIZ
{0} if i =0,
[min(2d, max(1,2i — 2d + 1)), min(2i,2d)] if i #0,
IHENS.

L7zt oC, i #2d & r ¢ [max(0,i — d), 3 max(0, min(2i — 1,2d — 1))] iZ# LT,
H'(Xg, Qe(r))“* =0
DD LD, 2T, i £ 0N LT, HY( Xy, Q) =0 2D IZD.

p EDLGEITDOWTIE, Mokrane D p v = 4 F + AXRZ FVRF (cf. [6]) ZHWT, log 7V A
XY YAKRERY —DEIWZDVWTHRSL Z LD, EH 2.2 DFRZEDT:

T 2.4. i #2d ¥ r ¢ [max(0,i — d), 3 max(0,min(2i — 1,2d — 1))] 2L T,
H' (X7, Qy(r)) % =0
MDD, LI, i £ 0 LT, HY (X%, Qp)a, = 0 A D10,
M EoFEHEOMRE (fid 1.4, EH 2.3, 2.4) kb, RoOfbiwzis5:

FIE 2.5. % p#ERIT QHKF TH 5.

3 HLF ICxX9 % QHKF 1%

L p D QHKF TH2Z 22L& D, QHKF KD 2 7 R KF KD 7 7 2 ¥ 5 2R WEIRIC
B ehbhrd. XoT, QHKF ¥ KF HIZ COBEEBHELL TWah, 2\W0WS Z 2 IZBELED 5.



AR, A & D, HLF 1S3 5 KF Wosiige s h, 2 0HE»s 2SN (f. [7). ZOHTIE, 20
QHKF Mol ¥ LT HKF 1253 2 QHKF HIc oW TER LR E N T 5.

EE 3.1 (cf. [1, §1.1). KD K = K, K" ... K} KOPHFEELT, £0<i<n—11xL
T, K™ % CDVF, K° Gk, K = K 247232 & KZ2n Xt HLF 205, ZOL &,
K" (resp. K°) % K O first (resp. last) residue field £\ 5. X512, B2 n HEELT, n
Xt HLF & 72 %5fKk% HLF £\ 5.

CDVF (k,v;,) I8 LT,

a; € k, infug(a;) > —oo, lim wvi(a;) = —1—00}

Jj—r+oo

+oo
def ;
F{TH =S Y a1
j=—00
LED D, K{TY OB vpgry & vpgry (X a;77) < min vy (ay) TED 3.
HLF 358 TE % 2 e ARISNTWS:

T 3.2 (cf. [1, §1.1), DMEH). K # n JUtHLF ¢ Lp & char K ¥ 35, ZOr %, K 3RD
WINLEFEITH 5

(i) Fo(Th)) -+~ (T0)), 7272 L g 1& K @ last residue field Dfifie 3 %.
() KT D - {To )}, 27 L k1 Q, DEEKIEAT S 3.
(iii) {1} LT (Tons1) - (Tn=1), 7272l n >3, 1 <m <n-—2, k¥ Q, DERKILK
TH5.
(iv) B(TV) - (Taer)), 72721 0> 2, k 1% Q, OBERIIERTH 3.

HLF k 23EH 3.2 D (i) (resp. (ii), resp. (i) 724 (ii), resp. (iii) ¥7i& (iv)) LA TH 2 &
% k % PHLF (resp. MHLF, resp. PFHLF, resp. ZFHLF) &\»5. HKF iZx{3 % KF i
DNWT, ROEHEPH O TV S:

EIE 3.3 ([7, Theorem 3.8]). PFHLF & pre-KF T® %. & <12, MHLF I3 KF TH»%. 7272 L,
pre-KF £ 1& KF OEHRPHIER L WS RAFZKNZHDTH 5.

5, BREDOEEAH 0D CDVF X KF i b BRnz e dH o5 TWS (cf. [7, Remark
3.9]). £ <IT, ZFHLF i3 KF TR7ZW\WZ ICERT 5. FHITTH 3.3 © QHKF oLl 2 &%
L, MHLF % ZFHLF % QHKF 12720 5 % “GEH” 23R L7z, $hbb, ROMEHE D LD:

BE34. KZHLF 2L, X # K LD 1 XtOFEE» OB O0REMIKL TE. 2D &, i #2,
r ¢ [max(0,i—1), $ max(0,2i — 1)] L EREDHEK ( # char K (¢ = char K D& b &) 15t
L,

H' (X7, Qu(r)?* =0

DI DALD. eI, i A0 INLT, H(X%, Qo)a, =0 23D LD,

ZOMEDFEADBIET, H72 ) —BRRIRIIC BT 2 p L X -l akEn Y —offtnf Galois



BHIC K 2 REE T DIERIC DWW T ORISR 21572, KITFLiA T 2 &I [4, Theorem 5.3] REH 2.4 O
LR TH 5

FI 3.5. k% CDVF 2 U, k1352202 p & chark >0 232, X # k F0 d REOEH» O
SEORERIKLTE. COLE, i#2dk r¢ [max(0,i—d), § max(0,min(2i — 1,2d — 1))] X

LT, |
H' (X7, @p(r) " =0

D AIRVASR

COEMD “FREPTEETHZ” LVIRERFLT LHBREL IR RV L ICHERT S (cf. IE
B 1.3). iz, k2 MHLF 0 & %,

QU - {Tor B} € WEL(T1) -+ (Ta-1)P)[1/p)

72D T, EM DG & FERD Z L 23 D L.
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