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WHEN IS THE RELATIVE FROBENIUS AN ISOMORPHISM?

RANKEYA DATTA AND NOAH OLANDER

ABSTRACT. A field extension L/K of characteristic p > 0 is formally étale if and only if the relative
Frobenius of L/K is an isomorphism. Inspired by this classical result, we explore whether the for-
mally étale property for a map R — S of Fp-algebras is characterized by isomorphism of the relative
Frobenius Fg,g. While Fs, g being an isomorphism implies R — S is formally étale, the converse
fails in the non-Noetherian setting. Thus, following Morrow, we introduce an enhancement of the
formally étale property that we call b-nil (bounded nil) formally étale, and we show that Fg g is an
isomorphism precisely when R — S is b-nil formally étale. The b-nil formally étale property is quite
different from the formally étale property. For instance, we show that any b-nil formally étale alge-
bra over an F-pure ring is reduced, whereas non-reduced formally étale algebras exist over F, by a
construction of Bhatt. We also show that the b-nil formally étale property neither implies nor is im-
plied by having a trivial cotangent complex. We explore when formally étale implies b-nil formally
étale in prime characteristic. The known cases arise mainly from the fact that a weakly étale map has
isomorphic relative Frobenius. We record two additional cases that may be of interest. The first is for
amap R — S of F-finite rings such that S has finitely presented absolute Frobenius. Secondly, we
show that any formally étale map of Noetherian rings of prime characteristic is b-nil formally étale.

1. INTRODUCTION

A ring homomorphism R — S is formally étale if for all pairs (A, I), where A is an R-algebra and
I C Ais an ideal such that I? = 0, and for all commutative diagrams of rings

A/l s

T

A+—R

where A — A/I is the canonical projection, there exists a unique R-algebra map f: S — A that
lifts f along A - A/I, i.e., f makes the triangles in the following diagram commute:

ATt s

]

A+——R.
Thus, a formally étale ring map is formally unramified (which is the condition that an R-algebra lift
of f is unique) and formally smooth (which is the condition that an R-algebra lift of f exists).

It is natural to first try and understand the formally étale property for a field extension L/K.
When char(K) = 0, L/K is formally étale if and only if L/K is separable algebraic. The situation
is more delicate when char(K) = p > 0. Indeed, while separable algebraic field extensions are
formally étale in any characteristic, if L and K are both perfect fields of characteristic p, then L/K
is always formally étale but it is not necessarily algebraic or separably generated. Nevertheless,
one has the following classical characterization.

Theorem 1.1. [Mat89, Theorem 26.7] Let L/K be an extension of fields of characteristic p > 0. The
following are equivalent:

(a) L/K is formally étale.
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(b) Any absolute p-basis of K is also an absolute p-basis of L.
(c) The canonical map K @gy» LV — L is an isomorphism.

The map K ®g» LP — L can be identified with the relative Frobenius of L/K. More generally,
if p: R — S is a homomorphism of Fj-algebras, then the relative Frobenius of ¢, denoted F, is the
unique ring map F.R ®r S — F.S such that the following diagram commutes:

R ¢ 5

FR\L lFR®RidS

FFER——— F,LR®Rg S
idp, g ®rQ

~
3'F,
~

F.¢

Here Fg (resp. Fs) is the absolute Frobenius (p-th power) endomorphism of R (resp. S), and F;R is
the ring R viewed as an R-module by restriction of scalars along Fr (and similarly for F.S).
Inspired by Theorem 1.1 one can ask the following natural question (c.f. [Bhal2b, Question 3.9]):

Question 1.2. If ¢: R — S is a map of F,-algebras, does F, being an isomorphism characterize ¢
being formally étale?

If F, is an isomorphism, then ¢ is formally étale; see Theorem 3.13 and Corollary 3.15 for an
elementary proof along the lines of the one given in [Mat89] for field extensions'. However, we
give an example of a formally étale map of semi-perfect rings (i.e. rings with surjective absolute
Frobenius) for which the relative Frobenius is not an isomorphism; see Examples 3.19 (b). This
raises the natural question of whether isomorphism of the relative Frobenius corresponds to a
lifting property stronger than the one used to define formally étale maps. Our main result is that
such a strengthening indeed exists, and we call the corresponding notion b-nil formally étale.

Theorem 1.3. (Theorem 3.13) Let ¢: R — S be a map of F,-algebras. The following are equivalent:
(a) @ is b-nil formally étale.
(b) The relative Frobenius F, is b-nil formally étale.
(c) The relative Frobenius Fy is b-nil formally smooth.
(d) The relative Frobenius F, is an isomorphism.

We learned of the b-nil formally étale property from notes by Morrow; see [Mor19, Project C].
The term “b-nil” is an abbreviation of bounded nil; see Definition 3.2. In prime characteristic p > 0,
R — S is b-nil formally étale precisely when for all pairs (A, I), where A is an R-algebraand I C A
is an ideal such that I!?! = 0, and for every solid commutative square

Tk/ T

A+——R,

there is a unique dashed arrow S — A that makes the triangles in the square commute. Here I!7!
is the ideal generated by the p-th powers of elements of I, or equivalently, the expansion of I along
the absolute Frobenius of A. The notions of b-nil formally unramified and b-nil formally smooth ring
maps are defined analogously. Note that the example of a formally étale map that does not have
isomorphic relative Frobenius (Examples 3.19 (b)) gives an example of a formally étale map that
is not b-nil formally étale.

1F§0 being an isomorphism at the level of rings does not imply the cotangent complex L, is trivial (Examples 3.19 (c)),
although H%(L,) = H (L) = 0 by formal étaleness [Sta, Tag 0DOM, Tag 08RB].
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To prove Theorem 1.3, we draw inspiration from the work of Gabber [Gab04]; see Lemma 3.8
and Proposition 3.9. In Proposition 3.9 we show that if R — S is a b-nil formally smooth map of
F,-algebras, then its relative Frobenius Fs is injective and F,S is a projective F,R ®g S-module. In
particular, Fg /g is flat. Consequently, we deduce that if R has universally injective absolute Frobe-
nius (i.e. Ris F-pure) and R — S is b-nil formally smooth, then S is reduced (Corollary 3.12 (a)).
This shows that any b-nil formally smooth algebra over a field of prime characteristic is geomet-
rically reduced (Corollary 3.12 (b)). These results are reminiscent of the well-known facts that
a formally smooth map of Noetherian rings is flat with geometrically regular fibers, and that in
characteristic p it has flat relative Frobenius (see Theorem 2.1). On the other hand, non-Noetherian
formally étale algebras over fields of prime characteristic need not be reduced by Bhatt’s example
of a non-reduced Fj-algebra with trivial cotangent complex [Bhal2a]. Hence this exhibits another
difference between the formally étale and b-nil formally étale properties. Our reducedness result
combined with Bhatt’s example also shows that the triviality of the cotangent complex of a map
of F,-algebras does not imply its b-nil formal étaleness, unlike the case for formally étale maps.
Furthermore, b-nil formally étale maps, like formally étale ones, need not have trivial cotangent
complex; see Examples 3.19 (c).

The divergence of the formally étale and b-nil formally étale properties naturally leads us to
examine situations where they agree in prime characteristic. Several positive results have long
been known, mainly because of the fact that the relative Frobenius of a weakly étale map of Fp-
algebras is an isomorphism; see Section 4 for more details. We record two additional cases that
may be of interest. The first of these is:

Theorem 1.4. (Theorem 4.1) Let ¢: R — S be a map of Fy-algebras. Assume both the following:

(i) Fr is of finite type (equivalently, Fg is finite), and
(ii) Fs is of finite presentation (equivalently, F.S is a finitely presented S-module).

Then g is formally étale if and only if F is an isomorphism, or equivalently, ¢ is b-nil formally étale.

Examples 3.19 (b) shows that one cannot weaken the hypothesis of finite presentation on Fs
to finite type. The proof of Theorem 1.4 is similar to the classical proof that for a finitely pre-
sented ring map, isomorphism of the relative Frobenius characterizes the étale property [SGA77,
Exposé XV, n° 2, Proposition 2 ¢)]. Indeed, the hypotheses of Theorem 1.4 ensure that F,, is finitely
presented. Thus, if ¢ is formally étale, then F, is formally étale, i.e., it is étale. The usual reason-
ing that an étale radicial morphism of schemes is an open immersion then implies Spec(F,) is an
isomorphism of affine schemes, i.e., F is an isomorphism of rings.

Our final result is in the Noetherian setting.

Theorem 1.5. (Theorem 4.6) Let ¢: R — S be a map of Noetherian F,-algebras. The following are
equivalent:

(a) @ is formally étale.
(b) F, is an isomorphism.
(c) ¢ is b-nil formally étale.

Given Theorem 1.3 and the fact that b-nil formally étale implies formally étale, the main asser-
tion of Theorem 1.5 is that a formally étale map of Noetherian rings has isomorphic relative Frobe-
nius. We were unable to locate an elementary proof of this result in the literature, although it is
presumably well-known to experts. We note that in [L.url8a, Proposition 3.5.6], Lurie shows using
the machinery of [[L.ur18b] that if the [E,-cotangent complex of a map of Noetherian F,-algebras is
trivial, then the relative Frobenius is an isomorphism. By comparison, our proof uses classical facts
about formally smooth maps of Noetherian rings (see below). We also note that for Noetherian
F-finite rings, Theorem 1.5 (a) = (b) follows by Theorem 1.4, or by recent work of Fink [Fin25,
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Theorem 5.3]%. To prove the result outside the F-finite setting, the first ingredient we use, due to
Grothendieck [Gro64], is that a formally smooth map of Noetherian rings is flat with geometrically
regular fibers, i.e., a regular map. The second ingredient, due to Radu [Rad92] and André [And93],
is that a map of Noetherian rings of characteristic p is regular if and only if its relative Frobenius
is faithfully flat. Using these results, we first prove Theorem 1.5 (1) = (b) assuming R or S is
reduced (Proposition 4.5), and we then get the general case by a deformation argument. It would
be interesting to have a proof of Theorem 1.5 that uses just the Noetherian property to show that
formally étale maps are b-nil formally étale directly via the definitions of these notions. We have
been unsuccessful in finding an argument that works for arbitrary Noetherian rings. However,
when the Noetherian rings are additionally F-finite, see Proposition 4.9. Note that our argument
also shows that formally smooth implies b-nil formally smooth for maps of Noetherian F-finite
rings. In Section 3.1 we also examine the relationship between b-nil formally smooth maps in
prime characteristic and some enhancements of rings with flat absolute Frobenius that appear in
the theories of F-singularities and tight closure [HI94, Kat08, KL.Z09, Shal0, Shal2, DEST25]. We
also give several interesting examples of failure of (b-nil) formal smoothness/étaleness for regular
maps of noetherian local rings.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Fix a prime number p. For an F-algebra R we have the absolute Frobenius endomorphism of R
Fr: R = R
rerP

and its iterates Fy, for any integer e > 0. One often considers the target copy of R as an R-module
via restriction of scalars along Fg, in which case it is common to denote the resulting R-algebra

by F¢R (some authors choose )R or even R/7*). An F,-algebra R is F-pure if Fg is a universally
injective ring map, it is F-finite if Fy is finite, it is semi-perfect if Fr is surjective, and it is perfect if Fg
is an isomorphism.

If : R — S is a map of F,-algebras, then one also has a relative version of the e-th absolute
Frobenius called the e-th relative Frobenius, denoted Fg, which is the unique ring map F;R ®g S —
F;S that makes the following diagram commute:

R ¢

P;l

e e
P*RWF*R®RS

\,
JlF,
>
\/) 1:55

Flo

The ring F{R ®g S is often also denoted as S) (or 5 by some authors) and Fj is considered

as a ring homomorphism S(#) — S, i.e., one typically suppresses the F¢ notation. Note that the
R-algebra structure on S(P") is the F¢R-algebra structure. In this paper, we will switch between
dropping and using the F.’s when discussing the absolute/relative Frobenii. We hope this will
not cause any confusion for the reader.

One advantage of working with the relative Frobenius is that it commutes with base change
whereas the absolute Frobenius does not. Namely, if ¢: R — S and ¢: R — T are Fy-algebras,

%Fink studies the relative Frobenius of maps of animated F-algebras, and his proof that a formally étale map of classical
F-finite Noetherian F-algebras has isomorphic relative Frobenius appears to use this derived perspective.
4



then idr ®grF, can be identified with Fy; see [SGA77, Expose XV, n%2, Proposition 1 b)]. Another
advantage is that the relative Frobenius of a map of Noetherian F,-algebras controls the singular-
ities of the fibers of the map, as summarized in the result below.

Theorem 2.1. Let ¢: R — S be a map of Noetherian Fy-algebras. Then:
(a) @ is flat with geometrically regular fibers (i.e., ¢ is a regular map) if and only if F,, is faithfully flat.
(b) ¢ is flat with geometrically reduced fibers if and only if ¢ is flat and F,, is universally injective as a
map of R-modules (i.e. F,R-modules).
(c) If ¢ is formally smooth, then ¢ is a regular map. Hence Fy is a faithfully flat map of Noetherian
rings.
Proof. (a) is due to Radu [Rad92] and André [And93]. See also [MP25, Theorem 10.1] for an ac-
cessible proof of (a). (b) is due to Dumitrescu [Dum95]. The fact that a formally smooth map
of Noetherian rings is regular is a deep result of Grothendieck [Gro64, Oy, Corollaire 19.6.5,
Théoréme 19.7.1]. An alternate reference is [Sta, Tag 07NQ] (note formal smoothness with respect
to linear topologies is implied by formal smoothness [Sta, Tag 07EC]). The faithful flatness in the
last assertion of (c) follows from (a). Note S(P) is Noetherian as a result of the faithful flatness of
F, because the target S is Noetherian, and the property of being Noetherian satisfies faithfully flat
(in fact, even cyclically pure) descent. O

Remark 2.2. Another proof of Theorem 2.1 (c) is given in [BF25, Theorem 2.11] using deep rigidity
properties of the cotangent complex of a map of Noetherian rings due to Briggs-lyengar [BI23],
Avramov [Avr99] and André [And74].

3. CHARACTERIZING WHEN RELATIVE FROBENIUS IS AN ISOMORPHISM

For an ideal I of a ring A and an integer m > 0, we will use I to denote the ideal (f": f € I).

Example 3.1. Let R be a ring of prime characteristic p > 0 and I an ideal. For any integer e > 0, if
F¢ denotes the e-th iterate of the absolute Frobenius of R, then F¢(I)R = I[Pl

Definition 3.2. [Mor19, Project C] Anideal I of a ring A is nil of bounded index or bounded nil (abbrv.
b-nil) if there exists m > 0 such that I m] — .

Recall also that I C A is nilpotent if there is m > 0 so that I = 0, and [ is locally nilpotent if
every element of I is nilpotent.

Example 3.3. If [ is a nilpotent ideal of a ring A, then I is bounded nil because I} C I". A
bounded nil ideal is clearly locally nilpotent.

Definition 3.4. [Mor19, Project C] A ring map R — S is called b-nil formally smooth (resp. b-nil
formally unramified, resp. b-nil formally étale) ° if for every bounded nil ideal I of a ring A and every
solid commutative diagram

(3.4.1) T T

A+——R

of rings, there exists at least one (resp. at most one, resp. exactly one) dashed arrow making the
diagram commute.

Lemma 3.5. Let ¢: R — S be a ring map.

3Morrow uses the shorter term n-formally smooth (resp. unramified, resp. étale).
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(a) If @ is b-nil formally smooth (resp. unramified, resp. étale), then ¢ is formally smooth (resp. un-
ramified, resp. étale).

(b) A composition of b-nil formally smooth (resp. unramified, resp. étale) maps is b-nil formally smooth
(resp. unramified, resp. étale).

(c) A base change of a b-nil formally smooth (resp. unramified, resp. étale) map is b-nil formally smooth
(resp. unramified, resp. étale).

(d) If R = Sand S — T are ring maps and both R — S and the composition R — S — T are b-nil
formally étale, then sois S — T.

(e) A ring map R — S is b-nil formally smooth (resp. unramified, resp. étale) if and only if for all
surjective ring maps A — A/ 1 which can be factored

A=1lim, A, — - 2> A1 A — > A =A/I

in which each A,+1 — Ay is a surjective ring map whose kernel 1,11 is bounded nil and all solid
commutative diagrams (3.4.1), there exists at least one (resp. at most one, resp. exactly one) dashed
arrow S — A making the diagram (3.4.1) commute.

(f) If R — S is a map of Fy-algebras, then R — S is b-nil formally smooth (resp. unramified, resp.
étale) if and only if for all solid commutative diagrams (3.4.1) for pairs (A, 1) where A is an R-
algbera and 1 is an ideal of A such that IIP! = 0, there exists at least one (resp. at most one, resp.
exactly one) dashed arrow making the diagram commute.

(8) If ¢: R — S is a map of F-algebras that is b-nil formally étale, then the relative Frobenius Fy is
b-nil formally étale.

(h) If R is an Fy-algebra and ¥, — R is b-nil formally étale, then the absolute Frobenius Fr: R — R
of R is b-nil formally étale.

(i) If 9: R — S is smooth, then ¢ is b-nil formally smooth.

(j) If 9: R — S is weakly étale, then ¢ is b-nil formally étale.

(k) If ¢: R — S is étale, then ¢ is b-nil formally étale.

(D) If {Xy: « € A} is a family of indeterminates, then the polynomial extension R — R[X,: a € A]
is b-nil formally smooth.

(m) If W C R is multiplicative, then R — W~ 'R is b-nil formally étale.
(n) A filtered colimit of b-nil formally étale R-algebras is a b-nil formally étale R-algebra.

Proof. We prove (d), (f), (g), (h), (i), (j) and (k). The rest of the properties are standard checks. We
begin with (d). Consider a solid diagram

AJl +——

E

where I C A is a bounded nil ideal. Extending to the commutative diagram

»n—~

%

A/I+—T
T
A+——S

ol ]
A+——R
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by the b-nil formally étale property of R — S — T, there exist a unique dashed arrow T — A
such that the following diagram commutes:

Al +——

T
(3.5.1) A ‘g
al ]

A+—R.
Since the solid arrow S — A is the unique (because R — S is b-nil formally étale) one that makes

A/l

™

A+——S

S
A+—R

commute (here S — A/I is the composition S —+ T — A/I), pre-composing the dashed arrow
T — A with the map S — T must equal the solid arrow S — A by uniqueness, that is, the dashed
arrow T' — A makes the desired initial diagram

A/I<—/T

-
-
-
-
-
-
-

Ac— 5

commute. The uniqueness of T — A for the last diagram follows from the uniqueness of T — A
in (3.5.1).

(f)If I C Aisanidealin an F,-algebra such that there exists an integer m > 0 such that I [m] — 0,
then certainly we may take m = p® for some e > 0. Then use that A — A/ factors as

A=A/ o A1V o AT AT

in which each map is a quotient of an Fj-algebra by an ideal | satisfying | "] = 0 to get the desired
unique lift.
(g) Fp makes the following diagram commute:

Looking at the bottom triangle, F, ¢ is b-nil formally étale since it is just the map ¢ whileidr, g ®r¢
is b-nil formally étale by base change. Then F,, is b-nil formally étale by (d).

(h) follows from (g) because the relative Frobenius of F, — R can be identified with the absolute
Frobenius Fr of R because the absolute Frobenius of F), is just the identity map.

(i) If Aisan R-algebraand I C Aisanideal such that I is bounded nil, then I is locally nilpotent.
Thus, the pair (A, I) is Henselian by [Sta, Tag 0ALI]. A smooth map satisfies the lifting property
with respect to all Henselian pairs by [Sta, Tag 0OH74].
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The proof of (j) is similar to (i) courtesy [d]O24, Theorem 1]. Namely, a map R — S is weakly
étale if and only if it satisfies the unique lifting property for all Henselian pairs (A, I), where A is
an R-algebra. As above, bounded nil ideals are locally nilpotent, and hence give rise to Henselian
pairs.

Finally, (k) follows from (j) because an étale map is weakly étale by [Sta, Tag 092N]. O

Remark 3.6. The converse of Lemma 3.5 (h) holds as well, that is, if R is an Fj-algebra such that
the absolute Frobenius Fr of R is b-nil formally étale, then F, — R is b-nil formally étale. This
follows from Theorem 3.13 because Fr can be identified with the relative Frobenius of R/F,.

Lemma 3.7. Let ¢: R — S be a map of F-algebras. Let I C S(P) be the kernel of Fy. Then 1l = o.
Proof. Let x =} r; ®s; € I. Then F,(x) = Zrisf = 0and so
=Y "o =Y 10! =10 () _ns!) =0. O

Our next goal will be to show that for b-nil formally smooth maps ¢: R — S of F,-algebras, the
relative Frobenius F, gives S the structure of a projective S(P)-module (Proposition 3.9). We need
the following preparatory lemma.
Lemma 3.8. Let R be a ring of prime characteristic p > 0. Let S be an R-algebra. There is a map of
R-algebras S — S with the following properties:

(a) S" — S is surjective.

(b) The kernel ] of S' — S is bounded nil. In fact JP! = 0.
(c) In the commutative diagram

s'(p) M g/

(3.8.1)
s(p) % S

obtained from naturality of the relative Frobenius, the kernel of Fs: g is equal to the kernel of the left
vertical map S'(P) — S(P),

Proof. Let {fi}icr be a set of generators of S as an sy )-algebra and take
S =SPT:icn/(T' —(1®f):icl).

Let S’ — S be given by the relative Frobenius S() — S on S(P) and take T; + f;. Then S’ — S is
clearly surjective, so (a) holds. Consider the R-algebra S[T; : i € I|/(T/ — f;: i € I). Its relative
Frobenius is the map

S=SPT:ien/(TM-—(1@f):icl)=S[T:iecl]/(T' —firicl)
which is equal to Fs,z on S(?) and takes T; to TP = f;. This map has image contained in the
subring S C S[T; : i € I]/(T! — f;) and is identified with the surjection S’ — S. Thus, the kernel
Jof S’ — S is equal to the kernel of the relative Frobenius of S[T;] /(T — f;), and so, JI*! = 0 by
Lemma 3.7, proving (b). That leaves (c). Note that S (P) is an R-algebra via the map R — S(P) that
sends R 3 r — r ® 1. Thus, the relative Frobenius of R — S (P) can be identified with the map
S(7*) — 5 that sends S¥*) 5 r © s — r ® sP. We then have

S =W T ien)/(TF =@ f):iel)
and the relative Frobenius Fg/,g: S'P) — S’ of R — §' is the relative Frobenius S — sp) of

R — S on $(") and takes T; to T’ = 1® f;in §'. Thus, S» — ' (i.e. the top horizontal
8


https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/092N

map in (3.8.1)) has image contained in the subring S(P). On the other hand, the left vertical map
S'(") — SP) in (3.8.1) is the base change of S’ — S along the absolute Frobenius of R and hence
is equal to the relative Frobenius S — 5 of R — S on S*) and sends T; — 1® fi. Thus,
after restricting the co-domain of Fg//g: S'P) — S’ to S(P), the resulting map S'(P) — S(P) can then
be identified with the left vertical arrow in (3.8.1), so (c) follows. O

Proposition 3.9. Let ¢ : R — S be a b-nil formally smooth map of F,-algebras. Then:

(a) The relative Frobenius F, is injective.
(b) S is a projective S\P)-module via Fy.

Proof. (a) Inductively build a sequence of R-algebra maps
s = A1 A= - = Ap=S

where each A1 — A, satisfies conditions (a)-(c) of Lemma 3.8. Since R — S is b-nil formally
smooth, if A = lim, A, then there is a map S — A of R-algebras which is a right inverse of
A — Ao = S (Lemma 3.5 (e)). We can think of the map S — A as a commutative diagram of maps

AB Az A1 Ao =S

in the category of R-algebras. Base changing along the absolute Frobenius of R, we obtain a similar

system where every term is replaced by its Frobenius twist, and hence a map S(") — lim,, A,(f)

which is right inverse to lim, Aﬁf ) A(()p) = 5(P) and fits into a diagram of R-algebras

S —— limyA, —— S

TP ¢ T TF ¢
S” 5 1im, AP — s
where the horizontal arrows compose to the identity and the middle vertical arrow is given
component-wise by relative Frobenius. It suffices to show the middle vertical arrow is injective.
If (x)n>0 € lim, Aszp ) is an element which maps to zero, that is Fy ,r(x,) = 0 for all n, then by
condition (c) of Lemma 3.8 we see that x,,_1 = 0 for all n > 1 and so (x,),>0 = 0, as needed.

(b) Let {f;}ic; be a set of generators of S as an S(P)-algebra. Consider the ring map A =
SWT:i e I]/(T) —(1® fi):i € I) — S which is F, on SV and sends T; — f;. This is a sur-
jection of R-algebras with bounded nilpotent kernel, as shown in the proof of Lemma 3.8. Since
R — S is b-nil formally smooth, there is an R-algebra map g : S — A such that the composition
S — A — Sis the identity.

Claim 3.10. The diagram

S ids

T / %Fq’

A=SPTi:ie)/(TF —(1®fi):i€l) «—— S

commutes.



The top triangle commutes by construction so the claim says that g : S — A is actually a map
of S(P)-algebras where S is an S(P)-algebra via Fy. By the universal property of the tensor product
it suffices to show that the composition g o Fs is equal to the composition S — S(P) — A where
S — S is Fr ®g ids. We have that im(g o Fs) is contained in the subring of A? C A, and thus
im(g o Fs) c S(P). We may then view go Fs asamap h : S — S() and since A — S is equal
to F, on the subring S (P), we see that Fy o h = Fs by the fact that the top triangle in the diagram
commutes. However, Fr ®g ids: S — S(P) also satisfies that its post-composition with Fy is equal
to Fs. Since F,, is injective by (a), we get h = Fr ®g ids, and hence, go Fs = S — S — A. The
claim follows.

But now we see that S is a direct summand as an S(P)-module of the free S(*)-module A, proving
the result. 0

Remark 3.11. If ¢: R — S is a map of F,-algebras such that F,, is b-nil formally smooth”, then it

is also the case that S is a projective S(P)-module. The proof in this case is shorter, so we provide
it because we will use this fact in the proof of Theorem 4.6. As in the proof of Proposition 3.9, let

{f:}ic1 be a set of generators of S as an S(P)-algebra. Then1® f; € S(P) maps to f! via F,. Consider
the commutative square

S ids S

I [

SWT:ie /(T —(A®f;):i€l) «— SW

where the ring map SWV)[T;: i € I]/(T/ — (1® f;): i € I) — Sis F, on S) and sends T; — f;. We
have seen this map has bounded nil kernel (see the proof of Lemma 3.8 (b)). Now, since F,, is b-nil
formally étale there exists a unique ringmap S — S [T;: i € I]/(TF — (1® f;): i € I) making the
above diagram commute. In particular, we see that S is a direct summand of the free S(P)-module
SWT;:ieI/(T) — (1® f;): i € I), which proves the claim.

Corollary 3.12. Let ¢: R — S be a nil-formally smooth map of F,-algebras.

(a) If the absolute Frobenius of R is universally injective (i.e. R is F-pure), then S is reduced.
(b) If R is a field, then S is geometrically reduced over R.

Proof. (a) By Proposition 3.9, the relative Frobenius F,, is injective. Since Fg is universally injective,
50 is Fr ®r ids. Then Fs = F, o (Fr ®gidg) is injective, and hence, S is reduced.

(b) Since the property of being b-nil formally smooth is preserved under arbitrary base change,
it suffices to show that if R is a field and R — S is b-nil formally smooth, then S is reduced. But
this follows from (a) because fields have universally injective absolute Frobenius. 0

Theorem 3.13. Let ¢: R — S be a map of F-algebras. The following are equivalent.
(a) @ is b-nil formally étale.
(b) The relative Frobenius F, is b-nil formally étale.
(c) The relative Frobenius Fy is b-nil formally smooth.
(d) The relative Frobenius F, is an isomorphism.

The proof of (d) = (a) in the above theorem relies on the following lifting lemma, which we

prove first.

4We will see in Theorem 4.6 that this implies F, is an isomorphism.
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Lemma 3.14. Suppose we are given a commutative diagram of rings of prime characteristic p > 0

T

+—R

A/l g
A

in which 1P} = 0. Then:
(a) There is a ring map S\P) — A which makes the diagram

commute.
(b) Given maps g,h : S — A which both make the diagram

A/l +—— S

171

A+—R

commute, we have g o F, = h o F,,.

Proof. For (a), by the universal property of the tensor product, giving a ring map S#) — A making
the diagram commute is equivalent to giving an R-algebra map ¢ : S — A such that ¢(s) =
f(s)? (mod]I) for all s € S. But note that F4 : A — A factors through amap k : A/I — A since
1P} = 0. Thus we may define ¢ := k o f and check that this works.

For (b), showing that g o F, = h o F, is equivalent to showing ¢ o Fs = h o Fs by the universal
property of the tensor product. This is true because for s € S we have g(s) — h(s) € I and so
g(s?) —h(sP) = (g(s) — h(s))? = 0since P! = 0. O

Proof of Theorem 3.13. The implication (a) == (b) is part (g) of Lemma 3.5. We now establish (d)
= (a). By Lemma 3.5 (f) it suffices to show that for any commutative diagram

A/l s

P

——R
where I C A is an ideal such that IlP! = 0, there exists a unique R-algebra lift f:S = Aof f
along A — A/I. For existence, let a : S(*Y) — A be the ring map found in (a) of Lemma 3.14. Then
aoky ! works. For uniqueness, if g, h are two R-algebra lifts of f along A — A/I, then by (b) of
Lemma 3.14, we have g o F, = h o F, hence ¢ = h as F,, is surjective.

Clearly (b) = (c). It remains to show (c) = (d). So assume ¢: R — S has b-nil formally
smooth relative Frobenius F,. We know that S is a projective S(P)-module via F, by Remark 3.11,
and F, is a universal homeomorphism on spectra. Also, for any ring map S(P) — k where k is a
perfect field, the base change k — S ®(,) k of F,, to k is b-nil formally smooth (Lemma 3.5(c)) and
Spec(S ®g,) k) is a one point space. By Corollary 3.12, we conclude that S ®g,) k is a field since
it is reduced, and it is a purely inseparable (algebraic) extension of k by the fact that F, is purely

inseparable. Since k is perfect we deduce that k — S ®¢(,) k is an isomorphism.
11



Now the result is formal. We have a ring map B — C such that C is projective as a B-module
and for every map B — k where k is perfect, the base change k — C ®p k is an isomorphism. We
claim that it follows that B — C is an isomorphism. Indeed, we may assume B is a local ring, in
which case C is a free B-module [Sta, Tag 0593] and we see that C is in fact free of rank one by
base changing to the algebraic closure of the residue field of B. Then B — C is a map of free rank
one B-modules which induces an isomorphism after base change to the algebraic closure of the
residue field of B, and so B — C is an isomorphism. O

Since b-nil formally étale maps are formally étale (Lemma 3.5 (a)), we then recover:

Corollary 3.15. Let ¢: R — S be a homomorphism of rings of prime characteristic p > 0. If F, is an
isomorphism, then ¢ is formally étale.

Corollary 3.16. Let L/ K be an extension of fields. Then:

(a) L/K is formally étale if and only if L/ K is b-nil formally étale.
(b) The following are equivalent:
(i) L/K is b-nil formally smooth.
(ii) L/K is formally smooth.
(iii) L is geometrically reduced over K (i.e. it is a separable K-algebra).

Proof. When char(K) = 0, L/K being formally étale is equivalent to L/K being separable alge-
braic, hence ind-étale, hence ind-b-nil formally étale. But a filtered colimit of b-nil formally étale
algebras is b-nil formally étale. In addition, any extension of fields of characteristic 0 is sepa-
rably generated, and hence, it is the composition of a purely transcendental extension which is
b-nil formally smooth by Lemma 3.5 (since it is a localization of a polynomial extension) and a
separable algebraic extension which is b-nil formally étale by the previous discussion. Thus, any
extension of characteristic 0 fields is b-nil formally smooth since this property is preserved under
composition.

From now on we assume char(K) = p > 0. The formally étale property for field extensions is
equivalent to the relative Frobenius being an isomorphism by Theorem 1.1. Thus, (a) follows by
Theorem 3.13.

For (b), clearly (b|i) = (blii). In addition, the equivalence of (blii) and (b|iii) is classical; see
[Mat89, Theorem 26.9]. It remains to show (bliii) = (bli). Let L be a geometrically reduced
field extension of K and let B C L be a p-basis over K. Then B is algebraically independent over
K and L/K(B) is formally étale by [Mat89, Theorem 26.8]. Since purely transcendental extensions
are b-nil formally smooth and formally étale field extensions are b-nil formally étale, we then get
L/K is b-nil formally smooth by composition. O

Another interesting consequence is for b-nil formally smooth maps to semi-perfect rings.

Corollary 3.17. Let ¢: R — S be a b-nil formally smooth map of F,-algebras where S is semi-perfect.
Then ¢ is b-nil formally étale.

Proof. Since S is semi-perfect, the relative Frobenius F,, is surjective, and since ¢ is b-nil formally
smooth, F, is injective by Proposition 3.9. O

Corollary 3.18. If ¢: R — S is a map of perfect Fy-algebras, then ¢ is b-nil formally étale.
Proof. Indeed, the relative Frobenius of a map of perfect F,-algebras is an isomorphism. O

Examples 3.19. We give some examples of formally étale ring maps that are not b-nil formally
étale and also an example of a b-nil formally étale map with non-trivial cotangent complex. We
fix a prime p > 0 and only consider algebras over F, in this example.
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(a)

(©

(a)
(b)

The first one is [Bhal2a]. Following a suggestion by Gabber, Bhatt constructs a non-reduced
Fp-algebra R such that the cotangent complex Lg/r, ~ 0, and hence, F, — R is formally
étale. However, F, — R cannot be b-nil formally étale since R is not reduced (Corol-
lary 3.12).

The next example is inspired by [Sta, 060H], which corrects [Gro67, 0, 19.10.3(a)]. Suppose
I is an ideal of a ring R such that I = I?. Then [Sta, 060H] shows that R — R/ is always
formally étale. For example, if R is a non-Noetherian valuation domain of rank 1 and I is
the maximal ideal of R, then I = I2, and so, R — R/ is formally étale but not flat. Now
suppose R is a ring of prime characteristic p > 0. Then the relative Frobenius of R — R/I

can be identified with the surjection R/IlP) — R/I with kernel I/IP). Then R — R/I
will not be b-nil formally étale by Theorem 3.13 if I # IPl. In other words, we need to
construct a ring R of prime characteristic p > 0 and an idempotent ideal I of R such that

1P} £ 1. Note that such an I must necessarily be non-finitely generated. Let {x,: n € N}
be indeterminates and consider the ring

R:=Fylxy:ne N/ (xh, Xy — Xp11%042: n € N).

Let X, be the image of x, in R and consider the ideal I = (¥,: n € N) of R. Since X;; =
Xni1- Xni2 € I2, it follows that I = I2. However, [P} = 0, so I!?! # I. We can also make an
example with R semi-perfect and hence F-finite by taking

R := Fp[x}l/pw: n €N/ (xh, xy — xy41X002: 1 €N).

and [ = (X;: n € N).

The following example was suggested to us by Bhatt. Let I be an ideal of a ring R such that
1M = I. Then R - R /1 is b-nil formally étale. Indeed, the relative Frobenius R/I [Pl
R/T of R — R/I is then just the identity. One can now construct a b-nil formally étale
ring map with non-trivial cotangent complex. Let (V,m, k) be a perfect valuation ring of
characteristic p > 0 of rank 1. Let t € m be a non-zero element, that is, t is a pseudo-
uniformizer. Then m = (tl/ Pw), and so, m?! = m. In particular, m? = m as well. This shows
that Vp := V/(t) — « is b-nil formally étale by the above discussion. We claim Ly, is not
trivial. Our first claim is that L,y ~ 0. If V,, := V/(t}/7"), then x = colim,en V/(t1/7"),
and so, L,y = colim,en Ly, /v by [Sta, Tag 0859]. Since /P is a regular element of V,
Ly, v =~ (£/7")/(t*/P")[1] by [Sta, Tag 08S]]. Thus, H"*(L,,y) = 0 for all n < —2. But
H(Ly,v) = Qv = 0 (since V. — x) and H '(L,,y) = m/m? = 0 by [Sta, Tag 08RA],
proving our claim. Now using the canonical distinguished triangle ([Sta, Tag 08QX])

Lyy/v @Y, & = Leyv = Leyvy = Lyyyv @ «[1]
and the fact that Ly, = (t)/(#?)[1] ([Sta, Tag 08S]]), we see that L, /y, # 0.

3.1. Connections with some enhancements of flat absolute Frobenius. We end this section with
a discussion of how the b-nil formal smoothness property interacts with certain enhancements of
Fy-algebras with flat absolute Frobenius. These notions were studied for modules over arbitrary
rings by Ohm-Rush [OR72] and Raynaud-Gruson [RG71], and were perhaps first utilized in the
study of singularities in prime characteristic commutative algebra by Hochster-Huneke [HI194]
(see also [Kat08, KI.Z09, Shal0, Shal2, HJ21, DET25, DEST25]). We state the main result, which
generalizes [DEST25, Proposition 3.2.7].

Proposition 3.20. Let R — S be a map of F,-algebras that is b-nil formally smooth.

If R is Frobenius Ohm-Rush trace, then S is Frobenius Ohm-Rush trace.

If R is F-intersection flat, then S is F-intersection flat.
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Remark 3.21. A ring R of characteristic p is Frobenius Ohm-Rush trace (resp. F-intersection flat) if
F(R is an Ohm-Rush trace (resp. F-intersection flat) R-module. The definitions of Ohm-Rush trace
and intersection flat modules may be found in [DET25, HJ21]. Note that by [RG71, Part II, Propo-
sition 2.3.4], R is Frobenius Ohm-Rush trace if and only if F.R is a flat and strictly Mittag-Leffler
R-module. Also, R is F-intersection flat if and only if F.R is a flat and Mittag-Leffler R-module
[DET25, Theorem 4.3.1]. Since strictly Mittag-Leffler modules are Mittag-Leffler, (Frobenius) Ohm-
Rush trace implies (F)-intersection flat. A projective module over an arbitrary ring is Ohm-Rush
trace [OR72] (see also [DET25, Lemma 4.1.5]), and hence is intersection flat.

Proof of Proposition 3.20. Both the Ohm-Rush trace and intersection flat properties for ring maps
are preserved under arbitrary base change; see [DET25, Proposition 4.1.9] for the former and
[DET25, Theorem 4.3.1] for the latter. Thus, if R is Frobenius Ohm-Rush trace (resp. F-intersection
flat), then S() is an Ohm-Rush trace (resp. intersection flat) S-module by base change. By Propo-
sition 3.9 (b) and the fact that projective modules are Ohm-Rush trace, F.S is an Ohm-Rush trace
thus an intersection flat S(*)-module. Since the Ohm-Rush trace and intersection flat properties
are preserved under compositions of rings maps (see [DET25, Lemma 4.1.7] and [H]21, Proposi-
tion 5.7(a)]), it follows that if R is Frobenius Ohm-Rush trace (resp. F-intersection flat), then the
absolute Frobenius of S, which is the composition S — s — F, S, is Ohm-Rush trace (resp.
intersection flat), i.e., S is Frobenius Ohm-Rush trace (resp. F-intersection flat). O

Corollary 3.22. Let R be a ring of prime characteristic p > 0 such that F.R is a projective R-module (for
e.g., if R is a localization of a polynomial ring over a field, or an F-finite reqular ring). If R — S is a b-nil
formally smooth ring map, then S is Frobenius Ohm-Rush trace. In fact, F.S is a projective S-module.

Proof. By hypothesis, R is Frobenius Ohm-Rush trace. Thus, S is Frobenius Ohm-Rush trace by
Proposition 3.20. In fact, S() is a projective S-module by base change. By hypothesis and Propo-
sition 3.9 (b), F,S is a projective S(P)-module. Since S — S(P) — F,S is the absolute Frobenius of
S, we get E.S is a projective S-module. O

Example 3.23. In the previous results, the key point is that for a b-nil formally smooth map R — S
of F-algebras, the relative Frobenius Fs,r makes F.S a projective S (r)-module. We now give an
example to show that this projectivity property can fail easily even when Fg, is faithfully flat.
Let k be a field of characteristic p > 0 such that [k!/7: k] = co. Let t be an indeterminate and
consider the local ring R := k[t](;). Let R denote the t-adic completion of R. Then R — R is a
regular map of Noetherian rings, hence Fy  is faithfully flat (Theorem 2.1 (a)). Also, R — Ris

formally smooth in the tR-adic topology [Sta, Tag 07NQ]. However, F.R is not a projective R(?)-
module. Consequently, R — R is not b-nil formally smooth by Proposition 3.9 (b). Indeed, since
F.R is a free R-module, by base change R(P) is R-free. Thus, if F.R is a projective, and hence a free,
R(P-module (note R® is local), then F.R would be a free R-module. The rank of F, R over R must
be infinite because k, being a homomorphic image of R, would be F-finite otherwise. But F,R is a
tR-adically complete R-module, and a non-finitely generated free R-module cannot be tR-adically
complete by the next lemma. A similar argument shows that k — R is not b-nil formally smooth.

Lemma 3.24. Let (A, m, k) be a Noetherian complete local ring of Krull dimension > 1. Then a free
A-module of infinite rank is never m-adically complete.

Proof. For an A-module M, we let M denote the m-adic completion of M. Let I be an infinite set

and | C I be a countable infinite subset. Then we get a split exact sequence 0 — A®/ — AP —
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AP — 0, s0 we get a commutative diagram of short exact sequences

0 A®J APy AN
0 A%] ASL m — 0.

Since free A-modules are m-adically separated, if A®! — A®!is an isomorphism, thensois A%/ —

AT by the snake lemma. Thus, replacing I by J, it suffices to that A®N is not m-adically complete.
Since dim(A) > 1, for all n € N there exists x, € m" \ m"*!. Now consider the sequence (), C
AN, where y, = (xo,...,%4,0,0,...,0,...). Then (y,), is Cauchy in the m-adic topology on A®N
but thereisno « € A®N such that (i, — ), is a null sequence in the m-adic topology, showing that
APN cannot be m-adically complete. Indeed, if « = (ag,43,...), then choose an integer M >> 0
such that for all n > M, a, = 0. Since xp; € mM\ mM*! foralln > M, y, —a ¢ mMTL(A®N), O

Remark 3.25. Let R = k[t]) and R = k[t], for a non-F-finite field of characteristic p > 0 as
in Example 3.23. Note that R — R is also not formally smooth. Indeed, this follows because
Oz /R 18 Not a projective R-module, see [Sta, Tag 031]]. Assume for contradiction that (5 /R 18 R-
projective, and hence, R-free. Since the formation of Q) commutes with base change, we have
Qﬁ/Ri@R k = Q§®Rk/k = 0, and so, QE/R = 0. Thus, it is enough to show tklat Qﬁ/R # 0, that is,
R — R is not formally unramified. We will show the localization R[1/t] — R[1/t] is not formally
unramified. Note R[1/t] = k(t) and R[1/t] = k((t)), and now recall that a field extension L/K of
characteristic p > 0is formally unramified if and only if L/K has an empty p-basis [Sta, Tag 07P2],
that is, L/K is formally unramified if and only if L = KLP = K[L?] = LP[K]. But for L = k((t))
and K = k(t), KL? # L precisely because k is not F-finite. Indeed, one can show that the set L' C L
of Laurent series )~y a;t' such that [k (a_n,a_n41,...) : kP] < oo is a subfield of L containing
both k[T] and L?, and therefore KL? C L’. Since [k : k¥] = o0, we have KL C L' C L as needed.

We next show that the non-F-finite field assumption in Example 3.23 is essential. The following
result (at least parts of it) is probably well-known to experts but we include a proof here for the
reader’s convenience. Related observations were made by the first author and Remy van Dobben
de Bruyn and also by the first author and Linquan Ma (both works are unpublished). See also
Remarks 3.28 (b) for related results obtained by Seydi [Sey80].

Proposition 3.26. Let (R, m,«) be a Noetherian local ring of prime characteristic p > 0. Assume x is
F-finite. Then:
(a) Fg,p is surjective.
(b) The following are equivalent:
(i) Ris F-finite.
(ii) Risa G-ring.
(iii) R — R is b-nil formally étale.
(iv) Fg g is injective.

Thus, Proposition 3.26 implies that if k is an F-finite field, then k[t],) — k[t] is b-nil formally
étale, unlike Example 3.23.

Remark 3.27. For any Noetherian local ring (R, m, k), the ring map R — Ris formally étale for
the mR-adic topology, see the proof of [Sta, Tag 07ED]. However, if Q C R, it is extremely rare
for R — R to be formally smooth, let alone formally étale. For example, let R = Q|[t];). Then

QO g @ k& = 0since the module of Kéhler differentials is compatible with base change and R — R
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induces an isomorphism of residue fields. However Qg [1/t] = Qgq((+)),q(r) Which is an infinite-
dimensional vector space over Q((t)) since Q(())/Q(t) is an extension of fields of characteristic
zero with infinite transcendence degree. Therefore, ()3, is not free and therefore not projective,

so R — R is not formally smooth by [Sta, Tag 031]] hence also not b-nil formally smooth.

Proof of Proposition 3.26. (a) It is well-known that one can identify F; , with the canonical map
associated with the completion of R() at its finitely generated maximal ideal F,m ® R. Then the
assumption that x is F-finite implies R is F-finite by Cohen'’s structure theorem and consequently,
Fg g is finite. Let I := ker(Fg ). Thus, we have a finite extension R /I — F,R which is also

identified as the map associated with the completion of R(P) /I at its maximal ideal (note I is the
intersection of the powers of F,m ®g R since Fg g is the completion map of R() at its maximal
ideal F,m ®g R). Now, F.R is Noetherian and the property of being Noetherian descends along
finite extensions by a theorem of Mollier (see [RG71 Part II, Corollaire 1.2.5]). Then RW /I is
Noetherian. But if A is a Noetherian local ring and Adis the completion with respect to the maximal
ideal, then A — A is finite if and only if it is an isomorphism (finiteness implies A — A is a finite
free unramified extension which induces an isomorphism of residue fields, and so, A — A must
be free of rank 1, that is, it is an isomorphism). Thus, R(?) /I = F,R, so Fy g is surjective.

We now prove the equivalent assertions of (b). We have (b|i) = b|11 ) because Noetherian F-
finite rings are excellent by [Kun76]. We have (bii) = (bliii) because a G-ring has faithfully flat,
and hence, injective Fy ,, by Theorem 2.1 (a). Since Fy , is surjective by (a), it is an isomorphism,
and so, R — R is b-nil formally étale by Theorem 3.13.

(bliii) implies Fg 1 is an isomorphism by Theorem 3.13, hence we get (b|iv). For (b[iv) = (bli),
injectivity of F 1mp11es R() is a submodule of the finitely generated R-module F.R, so R is

a finitely generated R-module. Then F.R is a finitely generated R-module by descent [Sta, Tag
08XD]. O

Remarks 3.28.

(a) Non-F-finite regular noetherian local rings with F-finite residue fields can be constructed
using arc valuations, even in the function field of P%p. See for instance [DS18]. For any such
ring Fy 1. is surjective but not injective.

(b) An analog of Proposition 3.26 (b) was obtained for the formally étale property by [Sey80,
Proposition 3.3] using an argument via Kédhler differentials (thus, it is different in spirit to
the proof above). Note that one can use Seydi’s result and Theorem 4.6 to also deduce parts
of Proposition 3.26 (b). Our goal in Proposition 3.26 was to illustrate that R — R can be b-
nil formally étale in geometric situations in prime characteristic, namely when R is F-finite.
However, Seydi has stronger results about F-finiteness itself. For instance, he shows that
just (R, m, k) being a Nagata Noetherian local ring with F-finite residue field « is equivalent
to the F-finiteness/excellence of R [Sey80, Corollaire 1.1.2].

(c) Let (R, m, k) be a Noetherian local ring. Although R — Ris formally étale in many geo-
metric situations in prime characteristic (Proposition 3.26), this map is rarely weakly étale.
Indeed, let (R", m") denote the Henselization of (R, m). Note, m" = mR". We have canoni-
cal faithfully flat local maps R — R” and R" — R such that the composition R — R" — R
is the canonical map associated with completion (this follows by the universal property of
Henselization and the fact that R is Henselian). Since (R”, m") is a Henselian pair, if R — R

is weakly étale, then by [d]O24, Theorem 1], there exists a unique map R — R" such that
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the following diagram commutes:

R" +——R.
Using the universal property of Henselizations and completions, it follows that R — R" is
the inverse of R" — R, thatis, R" — R is an isomorphism. But R" is rarely isomorphic to R
for a non-complete Noetherian local ring R. For example, take R = Fp[t](;). Then R= F,[t]
is uncountable. However, R" is countable (its fraction field is an algebraic extension of

F,(t), which is countable), so it cannot be isomorphic to R. Note in this case F pltl) — Fpltl
is b-nil formally étale by Proposition 3.26.

4. SOME CASES WHERE FORMALLY ETALE IMPLIES ISOMORPHIC RELATIVE FROBENIUS

Let ¢: R — S be a map of F,-algebras. We have seen in the previous section that if the relative
Frobenius F, is an isomorphism, then ¢ is formally étale (in fact, ¢ satisfies the stronger property
of being b-nil formally étale). Conversely, if ¢: R — S is formally étale, then F,, is known to be an
isomorphism in the following cases (in increasing levels of generality):

(1) ¢ is of finite presentation, i.e., ¢ is étale; see [SGA77, Exposé XV, n%2, Proposition 2 c)].

(2) ¢is a filtered colimit of étale maps, i.e., ¢ is ind-étale; see (3) below and [Sta, Tag 092N].

(3) ¢ is weakly étale, i.e., ¢ and the induced multiplication map S ®g S — S are both flat; see [Sta,
Tag OF6W]. Alternatively, one can use Theorem 3.13 because a weakly étale ring map is b-nil
formally étale by [d]O24, Theorem 1]. Indeed, a weakly étale ring map satisfies the unique
lifting property with respect to all Henselian pairs (A, I), and if I is a bounded nil ideal of A,
then (A, I) is a Henselian pair by [Sta, Tag 0ALI].

In this section, we prove some cases of formally étale maps with isomorphic relative Frobe-
nius that do not follow from the above ones. Our first result is about maps of rings with finite

Frobenius, i.e., F-finite rings.

Theorem 4.1. Let ¢: R — S be a formally étale map of rings of prime characteristic p > 0 such that

(i) the absolute Frobenius Fy is of finite type (equivalently, Fr is finite), and
(ii) the absolute Frobenius Fs is of finite presentation (equivalently, F.S is a finitely presented S-module).

Then Fy is an isomorphism.
Proof. Using the diagram
R ? S

FR\L J{FR®Rid5

FFR—— F,LR®RS
idp,Rr ®r@

™~
3lF,
~

F.p

we see that since F.¢ = F, o (idr,r ®¢) is formally étale and idr g @¢ is formally étale by base

change, F, is formally étale as well (the proof is very similar to that of Lemma 3.5 (g)). In addition,

Fs =Fyo (Fr ®r ids) is of finite presentation and Fr ®r ids is of finite type by base change. Then

F, is of finite presentation by [Sta, Tag 00F4 (4)]. Thus, F, is étale. Since Spec(F,) is a universal

homeomorphism, it is universally injective. Thus, Spec(F,) is an open immersion by [Sta, Tag

025G], and hence an isomorphism of affine schemes, that is, F, is an isomorphism of rings. O
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Remark 4.2. Examples 3.19 (b) shows that in Theorem 4.1 one cannot relax the assumption Fs is
of finite presentation to Fs is of finite type.

Our final main result is about formally étale maps of Noetherian rings; see Theorem 4.6. The
proof builds on the following observations.

Lemma 4.3. Let R < S be an extension of rings such that S C Q(R), the total ring of fractions of R.

Suppose that for all principal ideals I of R, ISN R = I (for e.g., if R < S is universally injective or
faithfully flat). Then R = S.

Proof. Since S C Q(R), every element x € S can be expressed as fraction a/b where a,b € R
and b is a non-zerodivisor. Since a = xb in S, we then get (aR)S = aS C bS = (bR)S, and so,
aR = (aR)SNR C (bR)SN R = bR. Hence, b|a, and so, x = a/b € R. O

Lemma 4.4. Let L/K be a formally unramified extension of fields of characteristic p > 0 such that L C
K C L. Then L = K.

Proof. By assumption, the compositum KL? = K. If ©is a p-basis of L/K, then L = KLF(X) = K(X)
and )} /k is an L-vector space with a basis in bijection with X; see for instance [Sta, Tag 07P2]. Since
L/K is formally unramified, Q; ;x = 0, and so, £ = @. Then L = K(X) = K. O

Proposition 4.5. Let ¢: R — S be a formally étale map of Noetherian rings of prime characteristic p > 0.
Suppose R or S is reduced. Then F, is an isomorphism.

Proof. Since formally étale maps are formally smooth and both R and S are Noetherian, ¢ is a
flat map with geometrically regular fibers and F, is a faithfully flat map of Noetherian rings by
Theorem 2.1(c). Note that this implies that if R is reduced, then so is S by [Sta, Tag 0C21]. Hence,
it suffices to show the theorem assuming only that S is reduced.

As we have seen in the proof of Theorem 4.1, F,, is also formally étale. We claim that this implies
F, is an isomorphism. Let im(F,) := R[S?]. By the injectivity of F,, it is enough to show R[S?] = S.
We have a faithfully flat formally étale and purely inseparable map of reduced Noetherian rings
R[SP] — S. By Lemma 4.3, it suffices to show that the total ring of fractions Q(R[S?]) equals
the total ring of fractions Q(S). Let py,...,pn € Spec(S) be the distinct minimal primes and let
q; = R[SP] Np;. Note qy, ..., q, are the distinct minimal primes of R[S”] (one can use that Spec(F,)
is a homeomorphism to see this). Since Q(R[S?]) = [Ti.; R[SP]q, and Q(S) = T2, Sy, ([Sta, Tag
02LX]), it suffices to show that the extension of fields R[S*],, < Sy, is an isomorphism for all i.
Now, R[S, — Sy, is a formally étale extension of fields by base change of the formally étale
map R[S”] — S and a further localization. Moreover, (S,,)? C R[SP],, since the composition
S — R[SP] — § is the absolute Frobenius on S (the first map raises every element to the p-th
power). Thus, we have a formally étale (hence formally unramified) extension of fields Sy, / R[S7],
such that (S, )P C R[SP],,. Then R[SP],, = S, by Lemma 4.4. O

As a consequence of the previous proposition, we now get unconditionally that:

Theorem 4.6. Let ¢: R — S be a map of Noetherian rings of prime characteristic p > 0. The following
are equivalent:

(a) @ is formally étale.

(b) Fy is an isomorphism.

(c) ¢ is b-nil formally étale.

Proof. By Theorem 3.13 and Corollary 3.15, it suffices to show (a) = (b). As in the proof of

Proposition 4.5, we see that ¢ is a regular map. If I is the nilradical of R, then I is a nilpotent

ideal since R is Noetherian. By base change, the induced map ¢: R,.q — S/IS is formally étale

and regular. Note that this implies S/ IS is reduced by [Sta, Tag 0C21] again, and so, IS must be
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the nilradical of S (since certainly IS is contained in the nilradical). Thus, we have a co-cartersian
square

R—" s

I

Rred Pre d> Sred/

where @4 is a formally étale map of reduced Noetherian rings. Hence, Proposition 4.5 implies
that F, , is an isomorphism. However, the formation of relative Frobenius commutes with base
change. Thus, idr , ®rF, = F,,,, thatis, after killing a nilpotent ideal of R, the map F,, ,, induced
by the R-algebra map F,, becomes surjective. Then by the nilpotent version of Nakayama’s lemma
[Sta, Tag 00DV (11)], F, is surjective. But F, is faithfully flat since R — S is a regular map of
Noetherian rings, and so, F, is injective. O

Remark 4.7. Since a formally étale map of Noetherian rings is automatically flat (Theorem 2.1 (c)),
Theorem 4.6 shows that a formally étale map of Noetherian F,-algebras is relatively perfect in the
sense of [Fin25, Definition 3.1] (see [Fin25, Remark 3.4]), thereby improving [Fin25, Theorem 5.3].

It would be very nice to have a direct proof of the implication (a) = (c) in Theorem 4.6 using
the fact that a locally nilpotent ideal in a Noetherian ring is nilpotent, and without using the deep
results of Grothendieck, Radu, André. However, we have been unsuccessful so far except in the
case that R, S are both F-finite: Suppose R — S is a formally smooth (resp. étale) map of F-finite
Fp-algebras such that S is Noetherian, and suppose we are given a solid commutative diagram
(3.4.1) in which IP! = 0. Let B = im(S — A/I) and B’ be the inverse image of B along A — A/I.
Then B’ — B is surjective and ker(B' — B) = B’ NI also satisfies ker(B’ — B)/Pl = 0. Note that
any liftt S — Aof S — A/I along A — A/I must factor via B’. Thus, one sees by replacing A/
with B and A with B’ that to show there is a (resp. is a unique) dashed arrow S — A we may
assume A/I is Noetherian and F-finite and S — A/I is surjective. Then one further reduces to
the case where A is Noetherian by the following lemma.

Lemma 4.8. Let A be an F-algebra for some prime number p > 0 and I C A an ideal such that 1 "] = 0.
Assume that A/ 1 is Noetherian and F-finite. Then for any finite collection of ring maps ¢; : R; — A,i =
1,...,n where each R; is an ¥ ,-algebra which is F-finite, there is a subring A" C A such that

(a) A'is Noetherian.

(b) The composition A’ — A — A/ is surjective.

(c) Forall i, the image of R; — A is contained in A’.

(d) If]:=A'NI=ker(A" - A/I), then JW =0, and so, J is nilpotent.

Proof. For each i, let {r;;} be a finite set of generators of R; as an algebra over Rl. Letay,..., an be
lifts to A of generators of A/I as an algebra over its subring of p*"-powers. Consider the subring

A = Ap[i"z‘]', ak] C A.
Then by choice of the ;; and a; we see that (b) and (c) hold. Finally, since I V] = 0, we see that F, A
is an A/I-algebra, and A’ is the A/I-subalgebra generated by the finitely many elements r;;, ay,
hence (a) holds. Finally, by the injectivity of A’ < A and the fact that I/"! = 0, we get JI*! = 0.
Then ] is nilpotent, i.e., [" = 0 for some n > 0, because ] is finitely generated. This shows (d). O

In other words, we have a direct demonstration of the following:

Proposition 4.9. Let ¢: R — S be a map of F-finite F,-algebras. Suppose S is Noetherian. Then:

(a) @ is b-nil formally smooth if and only if ¢ is formally smooth.
19


https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/00DV

(b) @ is b-nil formally étale if and only if ¢ is formally étale.

Proof. Again, the non-trivial assertions in both cases is that formally smooth (resp. étale) implies
b-nil formally smooth (resp. étale). The discussion above clearly implies that formally smooth
implies b-nil formally smooth in our setting.

To see that formally étale implies b-nil formally étale we have to establish the uniqueness of the
lift S — A given a commutative diagram

A/T<l s

T

A+—R

such that I/l = 0. Assume fi, f,: S — A are R-algebra lifts of f along A — A/I. We may
assume S — A/l is surjective and so A/I is Noetherian and F-finite by the discussion in the
paragraph preceding Lemma 4.8. Then apply that Lemma to the three maps R — A, fi: S — A
and f,: S — A to construct a Noetherian R-subalgebra A’ C A such that all these maps have
image contained in A’, and the restriction of A — A/I to A’ is surjective and still has a nilpotent
ideal J of A" such that fi, f, both have images contained in A’, A’/] is a subring of A/I and f has
image A’/ ], and Tuhe induced maps fj, f;: S — A’ obtained by restricting the codomain of f, f>
lift S - A/I = A’/]. By formal étaleness, f| = f3, and so, f1 = f>. O

Remark 4.10. We finish by recording a result for animated Noetherian F,-algebras that was ex-
plained to us by Bhatt and that may be of interest to readers. The result is due to Lurie. Namely,
let A — B be a map of Noetherian animated F,-algebras. Then A — B is formally étale if and
only if the relative Frobenius Fg, 4 is an isomorphism. Indeed, the variant for the E.-cotangent
complex for Noetherian E«-rings follows from [Lurl8a, Proposition 3.5.5, Proposition 3.5.6], and
[Lurl8b, Remark 25.3.3.7, Proposition 25.3.4.2] then imply that the animated /algebraic cotangent
complex vanishes if and only if the [E., one does.
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