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1 Introduction

Mg 7 — Va7 | &%, AR IZik R 5 Grothendieck FAH &, Z 1 IZ B 9 % 34 E % )
SN THSH:

Conjecture 1.1. FEK EERER DMK K EO TiERT —)V ] SRRV ORI, BEmIFEAR
B (V, ) ¥, 28 m(V, €) — m(Spec K, €)(= Gal(K*P/K)) I & D 521t EX B Th
55 (2T TERV OHEMKL, K5 13 K DA BATTH 5).

Grothendieck (& E7T — )V | ZIMEDEREZ G5 2T, SHICED £ THULRERIIAD
o TWRWDS, TV ASEEE D DI R R L IRICAF —LDHE, VR @7 —R)V] TH
52 k&, Z® Euler-Poincaré il y =2 — 29 —n DA TH D Z L HAETH A 5 Lk R T
W3 (ZZT,gldVOien»zary s MbY OFEE, n XY\ V ORI SO TH 5).
Z DEA: 7 il 72 3 AR A B AR & IR, K O 0 D& &, 21Uk V OB AR
(T7abb, K% K ORBEAG L U722 EDV Xgpec k Spec K D étale FEARE) 2N A[#T 220
ZLLlFAMETHS.

K O 0 D56, MHIFR 2 % Conjecture 1.1 1, FATEIFE ([6], [7]) T &0 K
M Q LEHRERD»D g=00%5E, KINNLEBEK ((11]) 12X b K 2Q EAERESK»D n #0
DLGEITE BRI S 7214, tﬁﬁﬂ:ﬁ % ([2]) 2 & b, Grothendieck HE D P %R 5
RD & 5 R CTIRRE Nl

Theorem 1.2 (cf. [2, Theorem A], [3, Theorem 1.3.4]). p 2%, K =% p #{k (Q, LAMR
A RS AR DRI FIAL7Z24K), G 2 K DM Galois &35, X, Y & K LR IR,
m(X), m(Y) & % OEGRIVEEARRE, Ax, Ay ZRMANEAR L §5. [somg(X,Y) & K [A%
X 5 Y 0%EE, Tsom@™ (m1 (X), m(Y)) &, Gx ~D44t & compatible &R w1 (X) 5 7y (V)
D Ay HEHORAELTE. 20L&, ARBER

Isomg(X,Y) — Isomout(m(X), m(Y))

FEBHNTH D,
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PLEE, BMKR K 2 EE L, 2 OMx) Galois Bf G EOFRIBZZ X TWE & WS ZEIKT I
) REIRETH - 7278, BHKIZ B]1I2BWVWT, K KOG ZEE LR THr ) 2Rk
THMOMEZEZEZ 25 Z  Z2RIBL, R UX [3] 128 WT, EIEEIREBUATH 2561213,
KD & 57 Tl Grothendieck YNNI T A Z & 2R U Tz

Theorem 1.3 (cf. [3, Corollary 1.3.5]). X (resp.Y) ZAREUK K (resp. L) £ BHHHTHHHR,
71(X) (resp. m1 (V) % Z OEGRAFEARE L T5. som(X,Y) ZAF—LDOME X 5 Y O&
%, Isom®" (71 (X), m(Y)) ZEIARBEOR 71 (X) = m(Y) O (V) EHOEA L T 5.
oL E, ARLGH

Isom(X, V) — Isom®" (7 (X), 7 (Y))

FERHTH S,

Z DEBDFEHDHE & 72 % D73 Neukirch-WH D EHE ([8, Theorem 12.2.1]) THB. £ T 5
», p ERHHE (Q, DA BRRILKR) (25 U T, Neukirch-iNH O EHLOFEM AL D VL7270
ZENRFIZEDH > THONTE D (cf. [8, Chapter VII, §5)), FFDFEIXHE R LW\, FDH
b, HAKIC & 0 MR R R R E %2 BV 255 I B BN AR R A s Tnd
DD, —f%IZ Theorem 1.3 D Tp EFFTEIR] DAL T 2 PEDIZREZA S LTV,

—/T, 2D T#txf p #h Grothendieck T8 13 H KOHEHR (cf. Theorem 4.4) (ZX D 73
fRAEDREER T DRI IRE S 4, & o IZ 2 REF O REER I T DL, E)ITROHKEE (cf.
Theorem 4.5) (2 & O GHFOAMORERIVHEDHEICRE S 1D, 22T, Q, DAMRIKILA
R K EOEA DS 272 IR X O K HHAOES X (K) BHARIZ K EO analytic
manifold DFFEZFFDZ LIZEH L, Serre iIZ K D EEI Nz i A Z =] (cf 28i) 2F R 5.
K DRFIRARDOTLO%E ¢ $T5L &, K ED 3> /37 b7 analytic manifold 134 BRIED (BH)
ROFEZANZES, T 5ICZDHROMABUEI mod (¢ — 1) TEELRBEVWIHKIZLD, TD
[ERDMEE mod (¢ — 1)) % analytic manifold D (K ED) i REEZLIERDTHS. 3<IZ
BB LS, X(K)D K LD i FER ig(X(K)) 20 TRIFE X(K) BETRNI &H
SADD, WIE VL2, ZOEKT, i AEREIX HHSOERE] WO ERLVHIE
kT g5\ EHRTH O, B ML T W] AR H 22 WS AV v b 23dH 5.

iAERE (W3 UDEAE & IXBRS 20— B EHERIZ 33 5 ) THEX p AR Grothendieck
TR AT S BT, KESHIT T2 ODOMEND 5:

(A) WS L O OB OHESEE D i AERDEHD & NREENE T TE L0 ?
(B) Wi DA LEA D i AERT DD ORI 7
ROFEMIIARD 1 DHOEEHT, (A) OMICHERITHENRMEE 5 2 5:

Theorem 1.4. K, X, g% LEFRRIZEDS. ¢#28L, m%ZEqg—1D 1 TRWVWIEDRNE L
T35, ZOLE RD5EMIEAMETHS:

(i) X(K) # 0.

(ii) 2 X OHMK étale #H X' WHFIEL T, X'(K) # 0.

(iii) % X DA étale 8 X' BFEL T, ig(X'(K)) #0 mod (¢—1).
(iv) 2% X ODAMR étale 78 X' BFAEL T, ig(X'(K)) #0 mod m.
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(v) 2 X DA étale #E X' BWFEEL T, ix(X'(K)) = (p D) mod (¢ —1).

% 7z, Theorem 4.8 & ¥ Corollary 4.9 1 Z D EH D% 7 — NIV R IRFETH 5.
T oI, IROEHIIAFHD 2 DHDO EEH T, (B) ORI IZE N RIRE L2 52 5:

Theorem 1.5. i =1, 212 U, p; 2R, K; & Q,, DARIRIEKRIK, U; % K; Lo h#h
i, X; 2D SN2V Mb, g; 22 OFEE U, BIARFEORE o : 71 (U) = 71 (Us)
DEZLNTWVWE LTS (ZDLE AMTHRRDE LT, pr=pr=:1p, g1 =g =:g TH?).
p MFZET, *D g > 2T, X; ' log smooth reduction 2D & &,

iKl (Xl(Kl)) = iKQ(XQ(KQ)) mod 2.
728, log smooth reduction DEFHFIZDWTIE 3 Hiz I Nz,

Remark 1.6. X; %% log smooth reduction %2 Z & % {){€ 1 312 Theorem 1.5 ZFEHHT &
X, p BARBOLEIZ EOM (B) THEMNRMEE 5272221220, W (A) 2HET S
Theorem 1.4 (& %\ i Corollary 4.9) & &bET, T#i p AR Grothendieck TA AV E
Rz fiid 5.

IR, Ao ZidRR5. 2 fiTid, i (A) ONEZHR Y, i FAEEEZERL 21,
Theorem 1.4 23 <. 3T, Bl (B) DA%\, Theorem 1.5 DFEHH DR % 7&3‘*5
NOFMEITD. 4HITIE, AT X TONRZREL, TN 56 DT — VBN, 2
Theorem 1.5 ZFEHHd 5.

2 I AEELRER

ZOHiTIE, TifrZEE] 2EHKLE, J(K) (J 1 X @ Jacobian, J(K) 12D K AHL
DEE) DIFIEAELLTD X(K) OMHEIZFEH LT, ZEMD—DTdH 5 Theorem 1.4 % &
<. analytic manifold D& FEFIZB L TiZ, [10, Part II, Chapter I1I] Z &SI fv7z\.

i REER] PEHETEDHI L i{k@iﬁﬁki DIRFEE ND:

Theorem 2.1 (cf. [10, Part II, Chapter III, Appendix 2, Theorem 2]). K % FIRIKIH
RTH 2B &S W5elmBaf Ik e U, ¢ 2 2 DRIRED IO E T 5. X 2R B n ikt
(n € Z>p) THBHETHRNAY /N b K LD analytic manifold £ 2% & &, BLNAED
AS

(1) X ZHBMEDERDIELZF & 785,
(2) X Z2ERMEDIRDIELZMNCF VL &, ZOIRDOMELUL mod (¢ — 1) T—E L4 5.

Definition 2.2. Theorem 2.1 DRI T, (2) DERIZE D E F BEROMEE ix (X) € Z/(¢—1)Z
ZXDK EDAEBEIPR. £/, FESITHTLUTE, ix(0) =0 mod (¢—1) EHHT 5.

PAF, ZoffiTidp #F#H, K % Q, DHEBIRIEKIK, Ok &% DEHIR, ¢ % K ORIRED
DB E T 5. £7z, X 2 K LOEE DM S > TRATHNZHRKE L g (> 2) OBh#yith
s ZOLE X OKGFELAOES X(K) IFHRIZ (BE5) LIRGTEO AV NT NR K
= analytic manifold D % £FD.
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X @ Jacobian % J £ 3 5. X(K)#07%5, Py € X(K) #WM->TCHEHETSHILT, P
[(L(P—P)] ICXKOPHMDAAR G : X — JDEES. m € Zog WL, J D mi5EE%
my:J—=JETD X=X X ym, ] EEDDE, Xy 1E X D étale HETH 5.

J D K HHPROES J(K) & Abel HEOME L, (ELFT) g RocD A7 M K ED
analytic manifold DF§iti & £5 5 IRDFERFIMBFET 5 [10, Part 11, Chapter V, 7, Corollary
4]:

0— 0% — J(K)— G —0.

72U, GIFAR Abel ETH 5. A p BOAMR Abel B G, &, M p L HNNZHELH
B Abel #f Gy BFIEL T G ~ G, x Gy £ FHIF 5. LDTERIID p-part & prime-to-p-part %
&oT

0— 0 — J(K)P — G, — 0,
0—=0—= JEWY =Gy —0

285, ZHITEY J(K) = J(K)P x J(K) ~ J(K)? x Gy £7%35.

Theorem 1.4 ZE < 72®(2, @z 3 DHET S GEHIZOWTI ] 22 I N\, K
PodElE, TAbel B J(K) OEHES X (K) XEABETIERWA, J(K) OBALITTO+F5/N
SIEETIED P EMATHEIPDEIBREENHFEZLTVWS] ZEE2RT:

Proposition 2.3 (cf. [5, Proposition 2.2.2]). K E® analytic manifold X (K) C J(K) ~
JKPXGu lZNU, netaREMDE, ERDa e Gy IZHULTX(K)N(p"(J(K)P)x{a})
22 F 7213 K ED 1IRITTDIRD p BEDIERFNZFRAEITH 5.

2 DHO@MEIE, m EEHRIZES J(K) 0&E X(K) OIBEHS D i FEED»S X, (K) D
I NERMPFIETEL L ERT:

Proposition 2.4 (cf. [5, Proposition 2.2.3]). m € Zx {2 LT
ix(Xm(K)) = ix(X(K) Nm(J(K))) x £J(K)[m] mod (g —1).
3OHDMEIE, X D JAD THEDRW] HDAALTHRH L Z L2 AT 5:

Proposition 2.5 (cf. [5, Proposition 2.3.1)). X(K) #0 &9%. J(K) =B, X(K) =5,
M = {0} x Gy C JIK)P x Gy ~ J(K) £BL. ZOLE, 5P e X(K)WFIELT,
S_P:—{Q-PeB|QeS) LiEhdeE,

(S—P)nM ={(0,0)}.
s ZHWT, Theorem 1.4 %7379 :

Proof of Theorem 1.4. (v) = (iv) = (iii) = (ii) = (i) FHHTH 3. (i) = (v) &
~Y.

Proposition 2.5 12& 0, 5 Py € X(K) WFELT, P [Z(P — P)] o &L 5D
RAj: X = JICELT,

J(K) ~ J(K)P x Gy > X(K) N ({0} x G,) = {0}

Y73 (22T, 0ld Abel B J(K) OHATIZHIET 35 TH 3).
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ZDeE, nxtnRE<LBE, X(K)Nnp*(J(K)) = X(K)N (p"(J(K)P) x {0}) &%
Y, Proposition 2.3 12X D, \J’LiKJ:@l(ﬁZle@ﬁk@p%fl@ﬂfé&%m FAER5. DD
ik(X(K)Np"(J(K))) = (p P#) mod (¢—1) TH5b. &I A, Proposition 2.4 12X D

i (Xpn (K)) = ix (X(K) N p"(J(K))) x $J(K)[p"]  mod (¢ —1)

THEDT, 4J(K)[p"| R p ETHB 2 LICHEET 58, (v) DRES. O

3 ABEHEADGalois{FAE i AL =

ZDHiITIE, Q) DABRIRIERE K EOMEA DD S 2 THRMIZ 83RO dh# X o
K HHROES X (K) O i A48 %, stable model @ special fiber DIEHwA S E LT 22 &
ZHfE Uiz BT 5. EHRKOHRE (cf. Theorem 4.10) (Z X D, stable model @ special
fiber IXBEARINTH 2720, TNDTENIXROEHSELD i AEEI M TH L Z 0
5 Z 5. Deligne-Mumford O EH (Theorem 3.1) 12 & 0, K DHEBRIX Galois HEAK L 23H 0 |
X1, := X Xgpec k Spec L 1213 stable model D —ZIZFA(ET 5. T I T, p W&EFRKT, L/K
DN LRI & N B 5E1T, ig(X(K)) mod 2 % stable model @ special fiber 2* &6 T
EHTLERT.

Theorem 3.1 (Deligne-Mumford (cf. [1, §10, Theorem 4.3])). S % 1 {Xjt Dedekind A F —
L, K(S) 22 DBBUAL 5. C % K(S) LOW S0 THFEH, DRI ERE 2 g > 2
Ot 5. ZDe &, S EARM?DIFEIHZ Dedekind A ¥ — 4 S (BBIKIE K(S")) 23
FELUT, Cksy = C Xgpeck(s) Spec K(S') 1% S” £ T stable model 2% 2. &7z, ZDO& &
Cr(sny P 8" L@ stable model XA ZFRNT —~ENTH L. 512 K(S') 1% K(S) LBk
ThdEoizeh5.

RUZR R B log smooth reduction DEFITEH DH D L 1FHR 25D, 9, Theorem 4.2] IZ &
D, ZTNSIIFAMEER5.

Definition 3.2. p 2 & U, K & Q, DERKIEARAEEL 5. X 2 K LOEE»DOWESH
TREATH 8 RE Z W g Eha (L7223 > TZ DR g 122 PAE) &35, Theorem 3.1 &0, &
% K OABRRIERA L DBFAEL T, X, := X Xgpec k Spec L 1% Of, E stable model 22 (O,
L OBEER). LEUTK EHIRIETHZEDMENSD L E, X iElog smooth reduction %
Rorwnd.

DIF, ZofiTtldp 288, K % Q, DAMRKILKIK, X 2 K LEAG DS THEMP
VLS 7 W R & 97 5. Theorem 3.1 £ 0, K OHRIX Galois L KK L 23H 0, X =
X Xgpec k Spec L 13 stable model X 2% 2. O, O 2 ZNEN K, L DFELEE, My, My, &
ZTOWKATT IV, k= Ok /M, kr, = Op/Mp ZRIREKETE. BEZRSIEX L 2B Y720AR
SR RARIZEL D D2 2 C, %kL(kL) (ZZT, Xk, = X Xspeco,, Specky, THY, :ka(kL) e
Dk BHEOES) DT RTOREE D split THELINET S, =8k & T5. £/, 0L D
uniformizer 7 2 & 5. G = Gal(L/K) & U, I C G gt 5.

X(K) (resp. X(L)) & X @ K (resp. L) HHERDOES, X(Or) 2 X D O FEROEE LT
. T, Xy (k) DRD D5, by, Lo R OOEEE X0 (kL), @O TRVEDDE
a%x %Ezde(kL) &35, KT, Xy, (kL) = X0 (k) U %I,;Ede(kL) 5.
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stable model ® — =M (Theorem 3.1) IZ& VD, 2N S DEHITIE G WMEHAT 5D, ZDAE
% X(L)E DXSIERT. HRARE X(0) — X (L), p: X(Or) — Xy, (k) DFET DD,
X130, LEERDT, EEEDMMEHEE? S, MIFITERHNTHL. £/2, TNS5OHIFXG
FAZTH5. X(K)=X(L)" TH2ZLIZHEETH L, ROABHNR2E5:

X(L) < X(Op) —"> Xy, ()

]

X(K) ~—— %(01)¢ — x4, (k1,)C

ERED P e X, (k)G 12 LT, p~'(P) ~D G DI BARIZEE T
pr: X =X Xgpeck SpecL — X ZH L § 5.

pr

X X
| o ]
Spec L —— Spec K

Homspec 1,(Spec L, X1) — Homspec x(Spec L, X), ¢, — pr o ¢, = ¢ FEHHNTH 5.
v € GIZRHUT, v W8T % SpecL O Spec K FOHCARM %2 Y 245, ZDLE, ¢ €
Homgpec x(Spec L, X) 126325 v € GDIEMA%EZ v ¢ = poy TEDD. RHY
Homspec 1,(Spec L, X1,) — Homgpec x (Spec L, X) 7% G AIZIZ72 % & 512 Homgpee .(Spec L,
X)) IZh GaEHZIE2L T8, v ¢ = (v -9)L THENS, v ¢p I FIRDOKIA % Az
TEHEHEDTH5:

v
Spec L X% o x, P Ty
NGRS
Spec L —— Spec K

DED, ¢ =(idx x7 ) ogLoy TH2.
k(P)(~ kL) % PIZBI2RRELT DL, RO XS RN H 5.

Spec (@x p ®o, L) — Spec @x,p <— Speck(P)

R

X X7 X Xk,
N L
Spec K Spec L Spec Oy, Spec kr,

Case 1: P € Xi (k)0 OBH. Z0LE, O p~ OL[[T] TH Y,

p H(P) ~ Homgpec 0, (Spec Or,, Spec Ox, p)
~ Hom@L((’)%’p, OL) >~ HomOL(@gp, OL) ~ ,’IRL.

2L, RBEORES T s € M ISHUT, f(T) =245 f.: Ox p~ OL[[T]] = O &5t
EB5.
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x € My ~ ,O_l(P) A SIS B HomOL(@%,P7OL) D% f, 2L, 2D f, »ofEohd
HomSpecL(SpeCLa XL) D% O 95, vyeG C:;(E“_/, Yy = (ldX X f’?_l) o ¢y Ory/VC“af)o
R, (v £)(T) = Aoyt T)) THB,

— 5T, Ox. p ~ O[[T]] 11X G DRD & S IT/EHT 5:

G ~ Oxp
. j

G ~ O
2FD, /Y €eGlacOrCOxplLTIEY a=+(a)(Op C LO7TELUTDIEM) TH
5. if:,TGOLHTH 2@x7p0:§(ﬂ‘bfli, a; € Oy, ZHWT ’}//-T:ZaiTi cEIFTSH. LA

1=0
T T EBEIZA(T) & HEL.
Z DRI a; 1I2DWT, IRDIEK D AL D:

Lemma 3.3 (cf. [5, Lemma 3.3.2]). E®Da; € O IZBELT, a0 € My D a1 € Of THS.

LOBRTY =7 TBHE, (v f)(T) = 2 f, Zm R
k0, p—l(P)%_»imLtlﬁl*?ﬁbf:éﬁ%ﬁf,xemL@yeG@f’Fﬁﬁ "L Bk [)(r) LB b,
Zvaz ) &85,

Case 2: P € %nzde(k:L)G DHE. ZDLE Hbr c Loy BWFILELT, @x7p ~ O[S,
TN/(ST —7") THS. NNTI, S, T € OL[[S, T|] ® O[S, T|]/(ST — n") iIZB 1 b #
28, T eEL.

Remark 3.4. OL[[S, T)]/(ST — ") ®rLiZ® U, [EHIE] X [S? (vesp. T%) DFEEL (i > 1))
1Z well-defined TZR\WA%, mod M Tl well-defined TH 5. £7z, OL][S, T]]/( —7")IZH
WTCIE ST =a" LW BEBRAR B 206, (FED F € OL[[S, T)]/(ST — =") i%

F=ap+ Z(ai,lsi +a; 2T") (ag, aij € O, i>1,j=1,2)
i=1

DI —EIZET 5.

Case 1 LIABRIZ, v € Gl ac O C Oz p it LTIy -a=~(a) D50, C LD
T UTHET 5. %72, S, T € OL[[S, T|]/(ST — 7") ~ Ox, p XK L TIE

S ag (a1 aiz2) (S
/ _ 5 5
a)= ()G (7)

DI —EMIZEIT L. Z Z T, ag, by, ai, 5, bi,j e O (Z >1,5 =1, 2) Thb. LFTIX
v S, - T ZHITA(S), o(T) L b EHL.
DRI DNWT, IRPE D SLD:

Lemma 3.5 (cf. [5, Lemma 3.3.4]). ED agp, by, ai j, bij € Oy, (Z >1,7=1, 2) 2B LT,
ag, bp €M) TH Y, T SITIROWNT D — LD L D:
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(i) ai, 1, b172 S O; i) aj, 2, bi71 € DJTTL (Z > 1).
(ii) ai, 2, b171 S O; nD a;, 1, bi72 S Qﬁz (Z > 1).
Definition 3.6. P € Xj°%(ky)% (2 U, [ Ox p ~ O[[S, T|)/(ST — =") &3 5.

Ve HL, 7(;) ( ) (“” 2)( )

L&EL. ZDag, by, aij, bi,; € Op (i > 1, j—l 2) 73, Lemma 3.5 @ (i) 273 & & 4/ I
2o (ETHEELE) AEIZELT P ET () BTH3 L\, (i) 23 2 & (1) BTh 5
MARESN

Remark 3.7. Definition 3.6 ® P € X3°% (k)¢ & A% Ox.p ~ O[S, T))/(ST — =") =¥
T2 € GORIL FHROED FITHKS 2\ (G2 DWW TIE [5, Remark 3.3.6] 25X
72\

ML EDiE#wTIE, X A log smooth reduction 2D Z & ZKE L TWRW., ZTZT, HAHTX
MY log smooth reduction ZH¢DZ & ZRE L, L/K 2B Galois kR TH 2 L HI12e b, K
D LIZE T 2 BRARAFBIEREE K, K OBEIRE O & U, [L: K™ =€, [K": K| = f
EBEL (e plEHEWIZETH D). ZOrE KW 10FE e #REZEGL. 72, Op O
uniformizer 7 £ UT, L = K"Y(7) 72 mgu = 7 2 Ogw @ uniformizer £ 72 % H D % 0L
N5, 5612, I = Gal(L/KY) FARKEFETH Y, ZOEBILE o 6T 5. HARLEH
G — Gal(K“/K) ~ Gal(kp /k) I2BWT, 5 7€ GMWFIELT, T ITEVEKINE G D
TR (1) DBDY Gal(ky/k) KL 72 5. 7 DALEUZ f DIEECT, eof £ B < (eo 1 e DFIEX
T, FHIZpEHAWIHETHD).

# P e Xy, (kp)? U, p7Y(P) D GAERHAD i ALREENFT L2 HIET. FtH
EBRBITT B0, Ox p ~O G ODIEFAEMARIGA 5 XS Ox p~ Of[[T))(X7=
ZOL[[S, TN)/(ST — 7)) 25, PATFIZZOEZ RS D, GEHDFEMIZ DWW T [5] 22
EX 2%

PP e X0 (k)9 ITOVWTHE R B:

Theorem 3.8 (cf. [5, Theorem 3.4.2]). P € X (k)" (XL, 25 T € Ox p PMFIEL T,
Ox. p ~ OL[[T]] 2

{O’l(T) =wT,

1
T HT) = -7

275, ZIT,weO0f 310 (FHMEIFRSZV) e BIRTHY, ue OFf TH5.
Sketch of Proof. P € %zT(kL)G LA Oy, p ~ OL[[T]] ZAEBITH > CTEET 5. T ORI
T' TH->T, EHEB M, DIET, T D (1LIKD) RN OF DITETHB LR T € O[T %
BiE, Op EOMERR OL[[T]] — OL[[T)], T — T' & OL[[T)) DECHAMZED . Ox p ~

OL[[T)] LEWESTZ T, GOdD T ~DEMAPHEIZRD XS T 2MONZALI L%
FAB.

Step 1: a; € Op ZWT o 1(T) = ZaiTi &L L, Lemma 3.3 &Y ag € My, a1 € Of
i=0

THbB. 2T, MDyeGLvelgTHLT, (77T) DT ORE) = [[v 7 V(an)
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mod My, A D LD (cf. [5, Lemma 3.4.1]) DT, o ¢(T) = TITIHEET 5 &, H o U D(ay) =
j=1

1 mod My, 2435, o BFEMHOTTHE05, af =1 mod M, &5, L7zho>T,

JRIBH EIER O R2WNW1 D e Tl w € KW BHFHELTa = w mod My &5, T I T,

T =) w e U NT) DB L, T T I OL[[T]) OHCAMEED, o(T') = wT’ &
j=1

A
Step 2: Step 112k Y, 07N T)=wT THZLLTE. [ = (o) G DIEHIBARETH )
5, e LEWIZEREBHE me{0,1, -, e- 1} DPFHELCoIr =7 lom 5. ¥z,

7= € Ker(G — Gal(K™/K)) = (0) TH 205, H2HBnec{0,1, -, e— 1} BFHELT
=275,

%, O @ uniformizer m %, Oguw D& 5 uniformizer mu D e TARD 1 DTH 5 & S IZHI-
TWHDT, 1DFEMR e T € KW HPFHELCo () =(nehkd. iz, wldldDe
FRTHENS, D5 puec{0, 1, e 1} PWHEELTH=w R c=nat LT 5L
o ey=wTle B, 77Hc) =uc (ue OF) £ BX.

eoffl 7]
IDLE AdeOfn BDE LT, T = Z ()

j=0

DHARAMEED D LDIZTES. 5T, 20T WL, o 1 (T) =T, 71 T") = 1<
u

bH5. O

T dT) TR U, T T 5 Op[[T]]

C

INEMANT P e Xy (kp) 12/ LT p 1 (P)° = PN P) D i REENFHETE %

Corollary 3.9 (cf. [5, Corollary 3.4.3]). p' : X(OL)¢ — X, (kr)® ZX L, X5 (k)Y C
p(X(OL)%) THD. THIZ, &P e X (k) W/ LT p 1 (P) & K LD 1 RILOEIZ [
TH5. Bz, ig(pf ' (P)=1 mod (¢—1)Tdh 3.
Sketch of Proof. P € X5 (k)% Z4ERIZY 5. Theorem 3.8 £V, WA Ox p ~ OL[[T]] %,
o~UT) = WT, +=Y(T) = %T LB ES NG, pI(P) ~ My D G REREL LT,
g = K (7272 U, ¢ 1 Theorem 3.8 DFEAHD Step 2 T& 2725 D, 7k 1& K D uniformizer)
C
DE, p Y (P) = p~ 1 (P)¢ ~ Okgxg TH B I EWREN5. O
IROFEHIE P € X7°%(kp ) 1259 % Theorem 3.8 DL TH 5:

Theorem 3.10 (cf. [5, Theorem 3.5.2]). P € X3°%(kr) ZERICH > CHET S. ZD P
WZBL T,

() oo, r i () MO E 55 S, T€Oxp&u,u€Of BFHELT, Ox p~
OL[[S, TN|/(ST — =") 2>

071(5) = u1.9, 7'71(5) = uo S,
—1/.r —1(r
oy = Ty ey = T

47



(ii) ot (I) Eg, 1A% (H) Moy g’, pﬁ‘%i‘%i&f%%ﬂi, H5 S, T e @x,p et us, Uq € O;
DEIEL T, Ox p~ OL[[S, T))/(ST — 7") 2

o7 1(9) = u3S, 771S) = wyT,
—1(.r
o1y = T i YT) = upls.

7TT
(i) o' AN WO L E, $5 S, T € Ox. p & us, ug € OF BMFHELT, Oz p ~ O][S,
T)|/(ST — ") 7D

o 1(S) = usT, 7 HS) = ugS,
—1/.r =1/
o) = T s ey = T,
T

ZZC, iAo EE =, () EOLEE T =10 2T 5.

ZHUTk Y, P e Xiode(k)C It LTH p I (P)E = 7 I(P) D i FERD D BREFFT
&5
Corollary 3.11 (cf. [5, Corollary 3.5.4]). p W&HBHTHNIX, [FED P € %Ezde(kL)G Iz
U, ig(p '(P)) = 0%72132 mod (¢—1) TH5. FZZDLZ, 2/(¢g—1) THH,
ik(P H(P)=0 mod2TH5.

Corollary 3.9 & Corollary 3.11 225, IR 72725 1ZHES
Corollary 3.12. p A& FEHDO L |

iK(X(K)) = %2 (kr)¢  mod 2.

4 BT —N)LRM IS

Z DHITIE, BGRIEEAREIZ B3 2 ¥4l 2 1T o 721%, Theorem 1.4 D& T — )Ll A IR
%R, X 512 Theorem 1.5 Z/R7 .

p 2 F, K % Q, DEMRIHILKIK, K %2 DREBAE, Gk % K Oifix Galois#fE §5. U %
K EO1F S 2 CRATANIZHAS 2O R ERER, X 2 2D on7ma 7 Mue 95, S = X\U
CED, n=45(K), g% X DFERELTEL,290+n—-2>0Thb. £72, Ky & U DEBUR,
Ky 220 EAa L7 5.

Uz := U Xspec k Spec K DM E ZERITID, 2O U IZBIT2H8b L5, 2D
EE, UTFDOL D LEIARIEDOBRZR TR D 5:

1= mUg, &) - m((U, & = G — 1. (4.1)

7r1(U €) & U DEGRINEARE, 11 (Ux, €) % U ORMIEARE L IER. 205 ORIt LT
[ RO I S AT 1 € DERL D IR S WD T, BUR TS AT 1 DBl CHEEL, 7
%Hﬂrﬁ‘é”k m(U), m(Ug) DESITHLZ L b H 3.
Ky OREFERT U ERARIERBOD 5B, RO ED% Ky 95, (4.1) (IZBWTHLT
IRE U T SpecKy — U %, 5725D) IZU FOZELRHE HRIZFA—HTE %:
1 — Gal(Ky /Ky - K) — Gal(Ky /Ky) — Gal(Ky - K/Ky) (~ Gg) — 1.

Ky 2BlI3 U, X 0BHaz2ZnFhU, X T5. X510, X OFS0ES% X e B<.
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Definition 4.1 (cf. [11, §2]). 7 € XN U, T DOERE D; % Dy = {y € m(U) |7(Z) = &}
TEDS.

UTNTIE, AR CmU) ITHL, HITHIRT 2 U O#EEZ Uy, KD Uy [T 5%
Flaz Ky eEL. 20L&, Uy ld Ky LW S 2 TR A Wi ch 5. X
O, Ky ORIRKZE kyy & U, g i=thy £ T 5. Uy DIFBODRIA VNI MbE: Xy EFE,
Sy = Xy \Uy EED, ny = 1S4(K), gy % Xyy DFEHEL T 5.

Definition 4.2 (cf. [11, Definition 2.3]). G C Gk ZHEBIHE, o : G — Gk ZHRLEAEE
B, pr:m(U) » Gx ZERBREHETE. £/, HCm((U) ZBRRAHEL T 5.

(i)
S(G) :={s € Homeont (G, m1(U)) |pros =1},
Su(G) :=={s e S(G)|s(G) C H}.

Z3 5 DIt % section & .

(ii) s € Sy(G) VJHTH B L1F, H5 7 € XIWEFMELT, s(G) C Dy L7528 % 0D,
Sy (G) D section DD 5, BMNTH L6 DDEGE Sy (G)e™ & HE, S 1) (G)ee™
ZHIZ S(G)seom &L

DIRTR, i=1, 2108 U, p 23R8 K; & Qp, DHRIKIEKE, K; & 2 OREHDLL TS,
IOl Ok, & K; DR, k & K, DFIRIKE L, ¢ =tk £95. U; % K; LOWES»
TR RS ORI EEAR, X; Z 2D o a v s Meed 5. S, = X, \U; LED,
n; .= ﬁSZ(K), g; % Xi 0)@%(}:’9“6

X5, MR CTEHAARBEORE o m((U) = m((Uz) REA6NTVWE LTS ZDLE,
[3, Lemma 1.3.9] £V g1 = go TH Y, [3, Lemma 1.3.8] £ v, BIAREFEOHE ok : Gk, = Gk,
PEAEL T, IRIZAHTH 5

71 (U1) ——= m1(Uz)

prli im (4.2)
GK1 = GK2

oK

Proposition 4.3 (cf. [3, Proposition 1.2.1]). ElIARHEORM ay : Gk, = Gk, 5251
TWd e &, LR Y ZD:

(i) pr=p2 TH5. MFTlEp=p =po £H<.
(i) ag 1& Gk, Gk, DEEROBI ORI I, = Ik, 2FET 5.

(iii) [K1:Qp] = [K2:Qp], [k1 : Fp] = [ko : Fp] THB. KT, Ky, Ko D Q, LD IAEHUI
—H9 5.

ZOMBEIZED, pr=p, 1 =@ THO, AFTIEINSZENENHIT p, g L HEL.
MOEHIZ X0, #ix b Grothendieck FARIX, 73 fEEOREGRIVETCOMEICIRE I N 5!
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Theorem 4.4 (cf. [4, Corollary 2.9]). BIEREEDOFEE o : 71 (Ur) = 711 (Uz) 1IZ22WTC, 71 (Uy)
DI X, DEOARIETHE L L, ZD ol £ 5 X' DEOARIETHS 2
EMFAMEIZIR > TWAHET D, ZDLE aldRMNTHS. DX, —HINRAF—LDFE
Uy S Uy 25 (KO EREZIZ U, S Uy 2 5) Bl ERII N,

X 52, IRDEMIZ X b D EEEOREERIE T ORI, BHE A OB RO RZRIHE DRI
IFE I Nb:

Theorem 4.5 (cf. [11, Corollary 2.10]). z; € ECI N5, T DRERENDINIG 25 — Dy, (ZH
WThod. 7z, £ G C Gk, 1T LU, S(G;)g™ C §(G;) IFIRD LS IZREDT 5
ns:

51 € S(G1)EO™ = 5,(Gy) &AL (U;) DILEEDBIEARE HAH U T, (X, (Le) # 0.

T, Li=K Thb.
T HIT, AR (4.2) MR EHEZLTWD LT 5:
RO ARE G C G, LERD 51 € S(Gh) ITH LT,

51 € S(G1)5™ <= aosi0ag! € S(ax(G1))*™.

ZOrE m(U) DHEBATD X, OEONMIETHZ I L, ZD o lT £ BEH X" O
MONREETH B L IXFAETH 5.

HiFR B O 2 OB O EHLEEG D i LEEN S SREE (L7208 > THiARD [RIBH) 2350 T
&% Z & (Theorem 4.8, Corollary 4.9) Z/R3 72T, ffid% 2 DHET 5:

Lemma 4.6 (cf. [11, Theorem 2.8, Remark 2.11]). G, C G; C Gk, ZHEn#EE 5. 2D
bl g’, S; € S(Gz) &:;F,H/,

silar € S(G})F™ <= 5; € S(G;)E*™.
Lemma 4.7 (cf. [5, Lemma 4.2.7]). ® 508 H; C m(U;) BFIEL T, gy, > 2 8785,

PAEC Theorem 1.4 D& 7 — R)VEMINEKTH 5 & Z A5 DIROEH (AT ZDR) 2mT
MM T & 72

Theorem 4.8. ® 2 AHE Ho C m(U1) & qpy — 1 D 1 TRWIEDKE m BFIEL T,
H C Ho72b m(Uy) DAEZ DB H KL,

ik )5 (X1) 2 (K1) %))

WD DES D, DL E EREDORIMIE Gi1 C Gk, LEED 51 € S(G1) TN LT,

(K)o (X2)a() (K2)az))) mod m

s1€ S(G1)F™ <= aosioay € S(ag(Gr))sm.

Proof. FAMAEEGL C Gk, & 51 € S(Gh) ZERITHLS.
Lemma 4.7 & 0, m(Ur) OBEDEE Hy C Ho T, ggyy > 2722 BDOWMHET 2 (ZD L,
3, Lemma 1.3.9] £V, goz) = g3y, = 2 TH D). G == pry(s1(G1) N Hy) 1& G, DEAERY
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BET, 51(G)) C My THB. Ly = KO0, Ly = Kp"*

71 (Ur) DAEZ DB HE H XL,

L85 RELY, H CHy%%D

i(r1 )2 (XD (KD))) = i(k5) o 30y (X2)a(3) (K2)a(zg))  mod m
TH 505, Theorem 1.4 £V, 51(G)) CH C H| 75 m(Ur) DEZEDOBEBIRE H IZX L,
(XD)u(L1) # 0 <= (X2)am)(L2) # 0.
£oT, soi=aosioay € S(ax(Gr)) 95 &, Theorem 4.5 & 0,
sila; € S(GE™ = salay () € Sla(Gy))s™.
U725 T, Lemma 4.6 £ 0,
51 € S(G1)E™ = 55 € S(ag(Gy))Eo™.
O

Corollary 4.9. » 2B HE Ho C m1(Ur) & gy — 1 D 1 TEHRWKIE m BFEL T, H C Ho
725 m(Uy) DEZE DR HE H IZH U,

ik ) (XD (1)) = iry),0 3) (X2)a(20) (K2)a(z)))  mod m

WEOMDOL TS, ZDLE, o Z—BNAAF—LDEM U, 3 Uy 25 (&9 EREICIZ
U S U, »5) Bl &IN5,

Proof. Theorem 4.4, 45, 4.8 X0 HHHTH 5. O

Wiz, 3 HiDEEH % FH\W T, Theorem 1.5 Z/R3. IROEHIZ L D, stable model @ special
fiber iﬁn HTHh5:

Theorem 4.10 (cf. [3, Theorem 2.7]). g; > 2725 X; %, Ok, LD stable model X; Z D
L35, (X, =% X Spec O, Speck; LEDHD. ZD & E, MIAREDOFRE m (X;) = m1(X2)
FIROBEIERBED AR (4.3) L AF — L DN (4.4) 23FET 5.

m(X1) ——=m1(X2)

|

Gre, Gr,
(X1)k, — (X2)k,

]

Spec k1 —— Spec ko

Z DX IR DEGR TEFHTH 5:

i=3ICH LTS X;, K; REZFMRIZED, X35 O, LD stable model X3 2HiD &9 5.
2, 1<i<j<3ITHL, u%@%wniam7MX0$meﬁﬁ%%t?5.:meﬁ
FEO XS IZAF—L DR fij ( l)kz = (3€ )k kj HEHEETSH. DL E, a3 =0 BH
X fi3 = fazo fa TH 5.

o1



Zh & Corollary 3.12 % F\»T Theorem 1.5 % /R7:

Proof of Theorem 1.5. [3, Lemma 1.3.9] £ 0, R o : 71 (U1) = 71 (Us) 2> SIRD AR XA
"oNDZLITHERT 5:
m(U1) ——m1(Ua)

L

7T1(X1) L>7T1(Xv2)

L

GKl = GKQ

’Ui’/:Eck D, ﬁgﬁ{kgﬂ[ﬁu&ﬂ{i\jﬁ Ll/Kl ﬁ’ﬁjﬁ:‘bf, (Xl)L1 = X1 XSpecKl Spec L1 ﬂi L1 0)%%
$82 O, L0 stable model X; 5. 2D & ¥, Ly == K" Y1) 13 K, o IRIKEIS ek
KIET, (X2)L, = X2 XSpec Ky Spec Lo 1& Ly DFERER Or, LD stable model Xy ZHfD (cf.
[5, Remark 4.3.4]). Ly, Ly DEIREEZ ZNEN Ky, kr, £ T 5.

Theorem 4.10 & 0, BIAEBREORE 71 (X1) = m1(Xo) IFRO KR %2 FET 5.

m((X1)L,) —— m((X2)L,)

7T1(X1)

7T1(X2)

Gk, = Gk,

Gal(Ll/Kl) s Gal(LQ/KQ)

X 52 Theorem 4.10 & 0, iFE X N5 fiber DEALE | Z Z AD Galois BED/EFHHIRD
FO XA Z 729

(X1)ky, (X2)ky,
9 5
Gal (L1/K,) —= Gal(Ly/K>)
& 2T, Corollary 3.12 & O E5RHBHES . O

$5 3Rk
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