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Abstract. In this article, we introduce the logarithmic de Rham stack of a
pair (X, D), for X a smooth variety X over a field k of positive characteristic p,

and D a strict normal crossings divisor on X. Using this stack, we prove a new
version of logarithmic Cartier descent, and a new logarithmic non-abelian Hodge
theorem for curves, both stated using a certain logarithmic Frobenius twist.
Our logarithmic non-abelian Hodge theorem implies an earlier logarithmic
non-abelian Hodge theorem of de Cataldo-Zhang [14].
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‘It’s about a certain machine,’ I
said, getting right to the point.

Pinball, 1973 , Haruki Murakami

1. Introduction

Fix a prime p. For k a field of characteristic p, and X a smooth variety over k with
a strict normal crossings divisor D, we will introduce a stack XdR(logD), which
we dub the logarithmic de Rham stack of (X,D). The definition is straightforward;
setting Θ = A1/Gm, if D has n components, then we can encode the divisor D as a
certain smooth morphism cD : X → Θn (this will be explained in Section 5).

Definition 1.1. The logarithmic de Rham stack XdR(logD) of (X,D) is the relative
de Rham stack (X/Θn)dR of X over Θn. The notion of a de Rham stack relative to
a general base will be made precise in Section 2.

Remark 1.2. de Rham stacks in characteristic 0 were first defined by Simpson
[33], as a way to ‘geometrize’ algebraic de Rham cohomology. Since then, Drinfeld
[16] and Bhatt-Lurie [8] have made mixed and positive characteristic analogues of
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Simpson’s de Rham stack. Our definition will borrow heavily from the machinery of
Bhargav-Mathew-Vologodsky-Zhang [9].

Remark 1.3. The idea of making logarithmic constructions by working over A1/Gm
is due to Olsson; see Olsson’s [30] and [31] for some examples especially relevant to
our applications.

Remark 1.4. Analogously to the usual de Rham stack, we will prove in Section 5
that

Qcoh(XdR(logD)) ≃ Connψp nilp(X,D),
where by Conn(X,D) we mean the category of pairs (E ,∇ : E → E ⊗ Ω1

X(logD)),
where E ∈ Qcoh(X) and ∇ is a flat connection whose p-curvature is nilpotent.

Remark 1.5 (A sheared logarithmic de Rham stack). In Remark 1.4, it is inconve-
nient for some applications to need to restrict to connections with p-curvature zero.
To eliminate this problem, we will also define a sheared variant of XdR(logD), which
we define by X d̂R(logD). The theory of sheared de Rham stacks will be reviewed in
Section 2, but the key difference is that

Qcoh(X d̂R(logD)) ≃ Conn(X,D),

where now we have the category of all flat connections ∇ : E → E ⊗ Ω1
X(logD),

with no restriction on p-curvature.

Many connections which arise in practice have logarithmic poles; thus, for any
theorem about the category Conn(X) (meaning flat connections on X with no
poles), it is often essential to have a corresponding theorem about Conn(X,D).

The purpose of the logarithmic de Rham stack is to allow one to easily transmute
the proof of a theorem about Conn(X) to a proof of a theorem about Conn(X,D).
The point is that, since the logarithmic de Rham stack is defined in almost exactly
the same way as the usual de Rham stack (X/k)dR, most arguments involving the
de Rham stack will not care about if the base is Spec(k) or if it is (A1/Gm)n.

To persuade the reader of this point, we show how two interesting theorems –
Cartier descent, and Groechenig’s [20] non-abelian Hodge theorem for curves – can
be proven in the logarithmic setting in nearly exactly the same way as they are
proven in the non-logarithmic setting. Besides just suggesting proofs, in both cases
the logarithmic de Rham stack also suggests what the statement should be.

We now overview these two applications.

1.1. Logarithmic Cartier descent.

Definition 1.6. We write X ′ for the Frobenius twist of X relative to k.

In characteristic 0, one can reconstruct a linear ODE from its local system of
solutions. Cartier found an analogue to this in positive characteristic; the starting
point is that, instead of a local system, solutions to a linear ODE on in characteristic
p naturally live over the Frobenius twist (this is more or less the observation that
xp has derivative 0 in characteristic p), allowing us to define a functor

Sol : Conn(X)→ Qcoh(X ′),

sending a vector bundle with flat connection (V,∇) on X to its quasicoherent sheaf
of solutions on the Frobenius twist X ′.
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Remark 1.7. Geometrically, this fact that solutions live on X ′ is related to the
fact that (X/k)dR admits a natural morphsim to X ′. In Section 3, we will similarly
construct a certain natural morphism

XdR(logD)→ (X/Θn)(1),

where by (X/Θn)(1) we mean the Frobenius twist of X relative to Θn.

Remark 1.8. This relative Frobenius twist (X/Θn)(1) appearing in Remark 1.7 is
a certain root stack. More precisely, (X/Θn)(1) is the (p, p, ..., p)-multiroot stack of
X ′ along each component of D′. In Section 5, we will review multiroot stacks.

The analogue of the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence, reconstructing an ODE
from its local system of solutions, then becomes the following.

Theorem 1.9 (Cartier descent, Theorem 5.1 of [22]). The functor

Sol : Conn(X)→ Qcoh(X ′)

restricts to an equivalence of categories

Conn(X)ψp=0 ↪→ Conn(X) Sol−−→ Qcoh(X ′)

gives an equivalence of categories between Qcoh(X ′) and the category of flat connec-
tions on X with p-curvature 0.

As suggested by Remark 1.7, using the logarithmic de Rham stack suggests
that, in the logarithmic setting, solutions to an ODE naturally live on this stacky
Frobenius twist (X/Θn)(1). We now give an example illustrating this in a concrete
situation.

Example 1.10. Let X = A1 = Spec k[x]. For each a ∈ {0, 1, ..., p − 1}, we can
define a connection

∇a : OX → Ω1
X ,∇a = d− a

x
dx.

In this case, X ′ = Spec k[xp], and the solutions to ∇a are the k[xp]-module
Sola := xa · k[xp]. In particular, as k[xp]-modules, the Sola are all isomorphic.

This prevents a naive version of Cartier descent (Theorem 1.9) from holding
in the logarithmic setting, as the connections ∇a are all distinct – and all have
p-curvature zero – yet have isomorphic sheaves of solutions.

However, if we view the solutions as sheaves on the Frobenius twist (X/Θ)(1),
then the situation improves. A quasicoherent sheaf on (X/Θ)(1) consists of a k[xp]-
module, together with a p-step filtration obeying certain properties (see ). In this
situation, the p-step filtration on Sola is given by

F p = xa+p ·k[xp] ⊆ · · ·F a+1 = xa+p ·k[xp] ⊆ F a = xa ·k[xp] ⊆ · · · ⊆ F 0 = xa ·k[xp].

In other words, F i consists of all solutions to ∇a which are divisible by xi. Note
that these filtrations allow us to distinguish the modules Sola; and so, while a naive
version of Cartier descent fails in the logarithmic situation, we might hope that if
we replace X ′ by (X/Θn)(1) in Theorem 1.9, we can salvage Cartier descent.

The phenomenon of Example 1.10 generalizes, and we will prove in Section 3
that one always has the following form of logarithmic Cartier descent.
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Theorem 1.11 (Logarithmic Cartier descent). There is a morphism ν : XdR(logD)→
(X/Θn)(1) (which we will explicitly construct in Section 3) such that

ν∗ : Qcoh((X/Θn)(1))→ Qcoh(XdR(logD))
is fully faithful, and has essential image those logarithmic connections of p-curvature
zero.

Remark 1.12. Implicit in the statement of Theorem 1.11 is that there is a notion
of p-curvature of logarithmic connections; we will define a notion of p-curvature for
any relative de Rham stack in Section 3.

Remark 1.13. In practice, one can formally manipulate quasicoherent sheaves on
(X/Θn)(1) without needing to think too hard about the implicit filtrations (called
parabolic structures). We hope this is apparent in our proof of logarithmic Cartier
descent, which is completely formal, and never needs to explicitly track parabolic
structures. Our proof of logarithmic non-abelian Hodge theory also never needs to
explicitly use parabolic structures, except for when we deduce de Cataldo-Zhang’s
[14] non-abelian Hodge theorem from ours.

Remark 1.14. The stack (X/Θn)(1) appears also in the work of Esnault-Groechenig
[19] (see their Lemma 3.16). Esnault-Groechenig’s [19] was a large inspiration for
this project, as the author was trying to understand the constructions of that paper
in terms of de Rham stacks.

Remark 1.15. While the stack (X/Θn)(1) does not appear explicitly in Hablicsek’s
[21], Hablicsek does essentially work with quasicoherent sheaves on this stack (in
the guise of parabolic bundles – see Borne [12] for the relationship). Encountering
Hablicsek’s work gave the author confidence that de Rham stacks relative to Θn

should behave analogously to de Rham stacks over Spec(k).

1.2. Logarithmic non-abelian Hodge theory. In characteristic 0, Simpson and
others established the non-abelian Hodge theorem, which relates a moduli space of
vector bundles with connection on a Riemann surface to the moduli space of Higgs
fields on that same surface. Inspired by this characteristic 0 story, Groechenig [20]
found a wonderful characteristic p variant.

In the characteristic 0 story, the curves are defined over C, yet the comparison of
moduli spaces is only real analytic. Similarly, Groechenig’s [20] non-abelian Hodge
theorem involves a Frobenius twist. Using the Frobenius twist (X/Θn)(1) suggested
by the logarithmic de Rham stack also allows us to prove a logarithmic non-abelian
Hodge theorem for curves using almost verbatim the same argument that Groechenig
[20] used in the non-logarithmic setting. More precisely, when dimX = 1, we have
the following.

Let MDol :=MDol((X/Θn)(1), r) denote the moduli stack of rank r Higgs fields
on (X/Θn)(1). This moduli stack admits a natural Hitchin morphism

h :MDol((X/Θn)(1), r)→ A(1) :=
r⊕
i=1

H0((X/Θn)(1), ω⊗i
(X/Θn)(1)).

Similarly, let MdR := MdR(X,D, r) denote the moduli stack of pairs (E ,∇),
where E is a rank r vector bundle on X and ∇ : E → E ⊗Ω1

X(logD) is a connection.
In characteristic p, there is a natural linear invariant of a connection, called the p-
curvature. The p-curvature will be a certain linear map ψp : E → E ⊗F ∗

XΩ1
X(logD).
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Though naturally the characteristic polynomial of such a map has coefficients in
A :=

⊕r
i=1 H

0(X,F ∗
X(Ω1

X(logD)⊗i)), Laszlo-Pauly [24] (though see also Zhang
[13]) proved the wonderful result that the p-curvature of a connection always has
a charateristic polynomial whose coefficients lie in a subspace of A isomorphic to
A(1). In this way, Laszlo-Pauly [24] allow us to define a de Rham Hitchin morphism

hdR :MdR(X,D, r)→ A(1).

Remark 1.16. We give a definition of p-curvature in terms of de Rham stacks,
which allows us to give a new construction of hdR, by viewing ψp as a morphism of
quasicoherent sheaves on X d̂R(logD). See Section 4.2 for more information.

Theorem 1.17 (Our Theorem 6.29). There is a group scheme P over A(1) acting
naturally on MDol, and a P-torsor S such that

S ×P MDol ≃MdR

as A(1)-stacks.

Remark 1.18. In particular, the fibers of h :MDol → A(1) and hdR :MdR → A(1)

over any point of A(1) are (non-canonically!) isomorphic.

de Cataldo-Zhang [14] have a different logarithmic non-abelian Hodge theorem;
we are able to deduce theirs from ours. The key differences between our theorems is
that

(1) de Cataldo-Zhang do not use this stacky Frobenius twist (X/Θn)(1) in
defining their Dolbeault side, and instead only use X ′,

(2) de Cataldo-Zhang have a slightly different Hitchin base, remembering not
just the spectral data of p-curvature, but also the spectral data of the residue
of a connection.

One may understand our difference in approaches as follows. Naively, one might
hope to compare MdR(X,D, r) and MDol(X ′, D′, r). Unfortunately, the fiber of
MdR(X,D, r) over a point a ∈ A(1) is in general much larger than the fiber of
MDol(X ′, D′, r) over a. To fix this, our Theorem 1.17 makes the Dolbeault side bigger
by replacing X ′ with the stacky Frobenius twist (X/Θn)(1). However, one could
instead fix this by making the fibers on the de Rham side smaller; de Cataldo-Zhang
[14] accomplish this by enlarging the Hitchin base.

To deduce de Cataldo-Zhang’s non-abelian Hodge theorem from ours, we track
carefully how the residue of a connection is related to parabolic structures (as a
parabolic structure is the difference between a sheaf on X ′ and a sheaf on (X/Θn)(1)).

1.2.1. Relation to work of Li-Sun. Li-Sun [25] explore a version of logarithmic
non-abelian Hodge theory for curves in positive characteristic using parahoric
structures, more closely analogous to the characteristic 0 story. The author is
presently unaware of any direct relationship between our Theorem 1.17 and their
results. While quasicoherent sheaves on root stacks (such as (X/Θn)(1)) are often
called sheaves with parabolic structure, it seems the parahoric structures used are
of a very different nature than the parabolic structures considered here. Indeed,
their parahoric structures depend heavily on the group used, whereas our parabolic
structures are always just p-step filtrations.
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1.3. Weight filtrations. The logarithmic de Rham stack X d̂R(logD) naturally
lives over (A1/Gm)n, since it is defined as the relative de Rham stack of a morphism
over (A1/Gm)n. Thus, the cohomology of any quasicoherent sheaf on X d̂R(logD)
is naturally equipped with a Zn-indexed filtration. We will identify this filtration
with Deligne’s pole-order filtration (so, the filtered piece Fa1,...,an

measures the
cohomology coming from differential forms which have a pole of order at most ai
along the ith component of D). This relates to recent work of Annala-Pstragowski
[2] on weight filtrations on de Rham cohomology in positive characteristic. More
precisely, if U = X \D, then Annala-Pstragowski [2] define a Z-indexed filtration
on Hq

dR(U), and show it can be computed in terms of the pole-order filtration.
As Annala-Pstragowski prove that this weight filtration is independent of the

choice of compactification of U, it is interesting to ask the following question.

Question 1.19. Let U be a smooth variety over k. Is there some stack UdR,reg,
depending only on U, such that

(1) Qcoh(UdR,reg) ≃ Conn(U)reg, the category of connections on U with regular
singularities at infinity;

(2) and UdR,reg admits a morphism UdR,reg → A1/Gm, such that the induced
filtration on Hq

dR(U) is just the weight filtration of Annala-Pstragowski [2]?

Remark 1.20. As a smooth curve has a unique compactification, logarithmic de
Rham stacks provide a positive answer to Question 1.19 for dimU = 1.

1.4. Organization of this paper. In Section 2, we will define XdR(logD) and
X d̂R(logD) more formally, by reviewing the theory of (sheared) de Rham stacks
and then defining relative de Rham stacks. Afterwards, we will study p-curvature
and Cartier descent of relative de Rham stacks more closely in Section 3. Then, we
turn towards non-abelian Hodge theory. Section 4 sets up the theory of Hitchin
morphisms in some genearlity, to prepare for our discussion of non-abelian Hodge
theory. In Section 5, we explain what the results of Section 3 and Section 2 specialize
to in the case of logarithmic de Rham stacks. After this prepatory work, we finally
state and prove our logarithmic non-abelian Hodge theorem in Section 6.

In the appendix, we review some work of Niels Borne on quasicoherent sheavse
on root stacks, which will be used in studying Qcoh((X/Θn)(1)).

1.5. Acknowledgements. The author thanks Bhargav Bhatt for many very useful
discussions on this work, and for suggesting the author use these techniques to
re-prove de Cataldo-Zhang’s [14] logarithmic non-abelian Hodge theorem.

In addition, the author is grateful to Niven Achenjang for explaining aspects of
his work [1]; to Zachary Berens, Kenta Suzuki and Gleb Terentiuk for discussions
about relative de Rham stacks over BGm; to Niels Borne for communications about
[12]; to Sanath Devalapurkar for communications about p-curvature; to Longke
Tang and Qixiang Wang for simplifying the construction of Section 3.1.2; and to
Mingjia Zhang for discussions on sheared de Rham stacks.

2. The relative de Rham stack and its sheared variant

In this purely expository section, we recall a few results on de Rham stacks and
sheared de Rham stacks. This is done mostly because the results we need about
sheared de Rham stacks are not yet in the literature, but nothing in this section
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should be viewed as original; all arguments we make in this section essentially
appear in Bhatt’s notes [7] (which themselves are based on the related works [17] of
Drinfeld and [8] of Bhatt-Lurie). We hope this section can be useful to a reader less
familiar with the theory of de Rham stacks.

Warning 2.1. To reiterate, no results in this section are original; all come from
Bhatt-Mathew-Vologodsky-Zhang’s forthcoming work [9], Drinfeld’s [18] and [17],
and Bhatt-Lurie’s [8]. We recall these results in part because [9] has not yet appeared
and in part to make it easier for the reader to know what we are citing.

2.1. The ring stacks GdR
a and Gd̂R

a .

Remark 2.2 (Motivational remark). In characteristic 0, Simpson [33] defines the
de Rham stack of a scheme X ∈ SchC by

(2.3) XSimpson-dR(A) := X(Ared).

Simpson makes this definition for the following reason: XSimpson-dR is a stack
whose coherent cohomology is the algebraic de Rham cohomology of X, and whose
quasicoherent sheaves are precisely quasicoherent DX/C-modules. This allows one
to reason about de Rham cohomology and D-modules using the machinery of
algebraic geometry. In characteristic p, we will use a very similar formula, but
instead of replacing a ring A by its quotienet Ared = A/ nil(A), we will quotient
by elements admitting a system of divided powers; this is related to the difference
between the infinitesimal and crystalline sites. One can think of Simpson’s de Rham
stack as geometrizing the infinitesimal site, the characteristic p de Rham stack as
geometrizing the crystalline site, and the sheared de Rham stack as geometrizing
the nilpotent crystalline site.

Unfortunately, while being nilpotent is a property of an element, a divided power
structure is data. This means that, even to handle de Rham stacks of schemes, one
needs to use (1-truncated) animated rings (also called ring groupoids).

Analogously to Simpson’s formula (2.3), the de Rham and sheared de Rham
stacks are defined by transmutation of certain ring stacks. That is, for X an Fp-stack,
we will see that

XdR(A) = X(GdR
a (A)), X d̂R(A) = X(Gd̂R

a (A)),

for certain ring stacks GdR
a and Gd̂R

a . The purpose of this section is to define these
ring stacks.

2.1.1. Reminder on quasi-ideals. Drinfeld developed a very convenient way to model
1-truncated ring stacks, called quasi-ideals; see section 3.1 of [16], or the short
article [17], for the full story, but for the reader’s convenience we will recall a few of
Drinfeld’s results.

Definition 2.4. A quasi-ideal in a ring R is a pair (I, d) where I is an R-module
and d : I → R is an R-linear map obeying d(x) · y = d(y) · x for all x, y ∈ I.

A sheaf of quasi-ideals on a sheaf of rings R (for us, R will be a sheaf of rings on
SchFp

with the fpqc topology, but one can make this definition on any Grothendieck
site) is a sheaf of R-modules I together with an R-linear map d : I → R such that,
for every test object T, the map d(T ) : I(T ) → R(T ) is a quasi-ideal on the ring
R(T ).
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For any quasi-ideal d : I → R, Drinfeld constructs a 1-truncated animated
R-algebra which he calls

Cone(I → R).
See section 3 of [17] for the construction; one should think of it as a suitably derived
version of R/I.

Remark 2.5. The underlying 1-truncated animated R-module of Cone(I → R)
has a very succint definition:

Cone(I → R) := τ≤1 cofib(I → R),

where we take the cofiber in the category of R-modules; see [17]’s remark just before
section 3.4.8.

In an ∞-categorical context, the cofiber I → R is a little more natural, and the
truncation can make the cone seem a little confusing to work with. We will explain
that, for our examples of interest, the truncation is not truly needed.

Drinfeld’s construction is functorial in the quasi-ideal, and hence if d : I → R
is a sheaf of quasi-ideals on SchFp (with the flat topoplogy), then one can define a
functor

T 7→ Cone(I(T )→ R(T ))
from SchFp

to the category of animated rings. The fpqc sheafification of this
functor is denoted by Cone(I → R), and is an animated ring stack on SchFp

. As
Cone(I(T )→ R(T )) is an R(T )-algebra, we can also treat Cone(I → R) as a sheaf
of R-algebras.

Remark 2.6 (Sheafified cones are still 1-truncated). Sheafification is a left exact
functor, and so by proposition 5.5.6.16 of Lurie’s [28], it takes 1-truncated objects to
1-truncated objects; thus cone(I → R) will still be a sheaf of 1-truncated animated
rings.

One might be worried about set-theoretic subtleties implicit in fpqc sheafification;
fortunately, we can give an explicit construction of the sheafification as a quotient
stack.

We will start by explaining how to define cone(I → R) as an fpqc stack of
R-modules.

Lemma 2.7. Let [R/I] denote the quotient stack; explicitly, we can define [R/I]
as the stack of groupoids defined by setting [R/I](T ) to be the groupoid of pairs
(F , φ : F → R|T ), where F is an fpqc I|T -torsor on T and φ is I|T -equivariant. In
particular, [R/I] is 1-truncated.

Then [R/I] is an fpqc sheafification of the presheaf of anima defined by

T 7→ Cone(I(T )→ R(T )).

Proof. By Remark 2.5, the object Cone(I(T ) → R(T )), considered as an anima,
is nothing but the 1-truncation of cofib(I(T )→ R(T )). The sheafification of T 7→
cofib(I(T )→ R(T )) is by definition the sheaf cofib(I → R), and so the sheafification
of

T 7→ τ≤1(cofib(I(T )→ R(T )))
is τ≤1 cofib(I → R) ≃ [R/I], as desired. □



LOGARITHMIC DE RHAM STACKS AND NON-ABELIAN HODGE THEORY 9

However, we defined Cone(I → R) to be a sheaf of animated rings, not a sheaf
of anima. Fortunately, the fpqc sheafification of rings we use exists because ring
stacks are equivalent to ring objects in the category of stacks, and so we can sheafify
the ring structure morphisms (addition, multiplication, etc.) on the presheaf

T 7→ Cone(I(T )→ R(T ))
to get a ring structure on [R/I].

2.1.2. The quasi-ideals G#
a and G#,∧

a . As explained in Remark 2.2, to define the de
Rham stack in positive characteristic, we will want to keep track of divided power
structures on elements of Fp-algebras. We now introduce a sheaf which does this.

Definition 2.8 (Systems of divided powers). Let Ga = SpecFp[t],G#
a = SpecFp[t, t2/2!, t3/3!, ...].

We will subsequently write Fp ⟨t⟩ to denote Fp[t, t2/2!, ...].
Let A be an Fp-algebra. A system of divided powers for a ∈ A is a sequence of

γn ∈ A so that γ0 = 1, γ1 = a, and

γn · γm =
(
n+m

n

)
· γn+m

for all n,m ≥ 0. It’s easy to check that divided power structures on a ∈ A are in
natural bijection with Fp-algebra homomorphisms Fp ⟨t⟩ → A sending t to a. Thus
G#
a (A) is the set of pairs (a, γ• where a ∈ A and γ• is a system of divided powers

for a.

For the sheared de Rham stack, we will need a variant of G#
a keeping track of

nilpotent divided powers. One should think of the difference between the following
definition and the previous one as being the difference between the crystalline site
and the nilpotent crystalline site.

Definition 2.9 (Systems of nilpotent divided powers). Set G#,∧
a := Spf Fp ⟨t⟩∧ ,

where we let Fp ⟨t⟩∧ denote the topological ring of all formal power series of the
form

∞∑
n=0

an ·
tn

n!
with an ∈ Fp, and the topology is given by the metric

d(f(t), g(t)) = p−ν(f(t)−g(t)),

where ν(f(t)) is defined to be the smallest n so that the tn/n! coefficient in f(t) is
nonzero.

Concretely, G#,∧
a (A) can be identified with the set of all pairs (a, γ•) of a ∈ A

and γ• a system of divided powers for a ∈ A such that γN = 0 for all N ≫ 0.

Remark 2.10. One can make analogous definitions in mixed characteristic, but we
will not need those notions in this paper.

The morphisms
G#
a → Ga

and
G#,∧
a → Ga

(corresponding to forgetting the divided power structure) are both quasi-ideals in
the sense of Drinfeld.
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Definition 2.11. We define

GdR
a := Cone(G#

a → Ga),

Gd̂R
a := Cone(G#,∧

a → Ga),

where we use Cone in the sense of Section 2.1.1. In particular, GdR
a and Gd̂R

a are
fpqc stacks of 1-truncated animated rings on SchFp

.

The definition of Cone in Section 2.1.1 was a little subtle because it involved
sheafification. We now explore how one can make these two ring stacks a bit more
concrete.

2.1.3. Witt vectors and G#
a . We start by explaining some simplifications one can

do to GdR
a , stemming from the relationship between G#

a and Witt vectors. These
results all come from [8] and [16], and our presentation follows section 2.6 of Bhatt’s
[7].

Remark 2.12. We omit most of the proofs in this section because the proofs in
the sheared case are entirely analogous, and we feel it is more valuable to prove the
sheared versions since these non-sheared results are already very well-documented
in the literature.

Definition 2.13. We define W the ring scheme of Witt vectors, sending an Fp-
algebra A to the ring W (A) of p-typical Witt vectors.

Lemma 2.14. Let R : W → Ga be the 0th ghost map; in this way, we can view
Ga (and hence G#

a ) as a sheaf of W -modules. Let F : W →W be the Frobenius on
Witt vectors. There is a short exact sequence of sheaves of W -modules

0→ G#
a →W

F−→ F∗W → 0.

In other words, F is faithfully flat and there is a W -linear equivalence G#
a ≃W.

Proof. See [16] lemma 3.2.6, or [7] lemma 2.6.1. The argument is not very involved,
though: F being faithfully flat is clear since W ≃

∏
i≥0 A1

Fp
as an Fp-scheme. To

check that the kernel of Frobenius can be identified with G#
a , one does a simple

computation to check that (a0, a1, ...) ∈W (A) lies in the kernel of Frobenius if and
only if the an are, up to units, a system of divided powers on a0 (more precisely, an
will be a divided power ap

n

0 /(pn)!, up to units). □

Corollary 2.15. For A any Fp-algebra, the complex RΓflat(Spec(A),G#
a ) is con-

centrated in degrees 0 and 1. Moreover, for A semiperfect, this complex is quasi-
isomorphic to G#

a (A)[0].

Remark 2.16. As pointed out by Bhatt (see footnote 22 in [7], at the bottom
of page 28), this shows that the subtleties implicit in fpqc cohomology of G#

a do
not matter: the notion of H0 and H1 are always meaningful (global sections and
torsors), and the higher cohomologies, which a priori might depend on a cutoff
cardinal, always vanish.

Proof. By Lemma 2.14, it suffices to prove that RΓflat(Spec(A),W ) is concentrated
in degree 0 (even the semiperfectness claim follows from this, since for A semiperfect
the Frobenius W (A)→W (A) is surjective).
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Write W =
∏
i≥0 Ga (which is true as an equality of abelian sheaves). Then

RΓ(Spec(A),W ) ≃ RΓ
(

Spec(A), lim←−
n

n∏
i=1

Ga

)
≃ R lim←−

n

RΓ(Spec(A), (Ga)⊕n)

≃ R lim←−
n

A⊕n

≃W (A),

since the transition maps Wn(A)→Wn−1(A) of truncated Witt vectors are clearly
surjective, and so the Mittag-Leffler condition ensures we have no R1 lim . We
conclude. □

Corollary 2.17. For any Fp-algebra A, there is a (functorial in A) equivalence

GdR
a (A) ≃ RΓflat(Spec(A),GdR

a ).

When A is semiperfect, we even have

(2.18) GdR
a (A) ≃ cofib(G#

a (A)→ A).

Proof. By Lemma 2.7, we have GdR
a (A) ≃ [Ga/G#

a ](A), where the right hand side
is the 1-truncated quotient stack. But because of Corollary 2.15, this 1-truncated
quotient stack is actually equal to cofib(G#

a → Ga) (the cofiber taken in the category
of fpqc sheaves; since it is equal to the quotient stack [Ga/G#

a ] by Corollary 2.15,
the set theoretic issues implicit in its definition are irrelevant). Thus

GdR
a (A) ≃ [Ga/G#

a ](A) ≃ RΓflat(Spec(A),GdR
a ).

The last equality is because

cofib(G#
a → Ga)(A) = RΓflat(Spec(A),GdR

a ),

essentially by definition.
Moreover, because GdR

a ≃ cofib(G#
a → Ga), we have an exact triangle

G#
a → Ga → GdR

a

of sheaves of Ga-modules. Taking flat cohomology and using Corollary 2.15, for A
semiperfect we get an exact triangle

G#
a (A)→ A→ RΓflat(Spec(A),GdR

a ),

of A-modules, which implies (2.18). □

As the semiperfect Fp-algebras form a basis for the flat topology (see [10] propo-
sition 4.31 for an even more general statement), it often suffices to check properties
of GdR

a just on semiperfect Fp-algebras; thus the formula (2.18) allows us to prove
properties of GdR

a without needing to worry about the sheafification used in its
definition.

We end with one more useful fact about GdR
a , expressing it in terms of Witt

vectors. This allows us to compute its homotopy groups, which will be useful later.
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Proposition 2.19. View GdR
a as a W -module via the composition W R−→ Ga → GdR

a ,
where recall R : W → Ga is the 0th ghost component. There is a natural equivalence
of W -modules

Gd̂R
a ≃ cone(F∗W

p−→ F∗W ).
Proof. This is proven in exactly the same way as the sheared version of this statement,
which is our Proposition 2.28. Alternatively, see Corollary 2.6.8 of [7]. □

Corollary 2.20. As fpqc sheaves of W -modules, we have
π0(GdR

a ) = F∗Ga, π1(GdR
a ) = F∗G#

a .

Warning 2.21. In contrast to the other results of this section, in this corollary it
is crucial that we are working over Fp. This is because at some point in the proof
we will use that FV = V F, which of course only holds when we take Witt vectors
of rings of characteristic p.
Proof. As with Proposition 2.19, below we will prove the sheared version of this,
which has exactly the same proof; we remark that [7] includes this as Corollary
2.6.11. □

It is incredibly desirable to have sheared variants of (2.18) and Corollary 2.20.
To this end, we introduce the sheared Witt vectors.

2.1.4. Sheared Witt vectors and G#,∧
a . Our first goal is to give a variant of Lemma 2.14

involving G#,∧
a . As G#,∧

a classifies divided powers which are eventually zero, it is
natural to introduce the following ideal of W.
Definition 2.22. For any Fp-algebra A, we define W ′(A) ⊆ W (A) the ideal
consisting of all sequences (a0, a1, a2, ...) ∈W (A) such that an = 0 for all n≫ 0.
Lemma 2.23 (Drinfeld). The equivalence W [F ] ≃ G#

a induces to an equivalence
W ′[F ] ≃ G#,∧

a .

Proof. See Drinfeld [18], lemma 3.2.5 for full details, but we give a sketch. When we
constructed the equivalence W [F ] ≃ G#

a in Lemma 2.14, we stated that (a0, a1, ...) ∈
W belongs to W [F ] if and only if the an form a system of divided powers (up to
minor technicalities). A system of divided powers belongs to G#,∧

a if and only if the
powers are eventually zero, we see that this equivalence identifies G#,∧

a with W ′[F ],
as desired. □

Unfortunately, it is not yet immediate to prove an analogue of Corollary 2.15
for G#,∧

a . The trouble is that it’s not clear that, for A semiperfect, the map
W ′(A) → W ′(A) is surjective. So we introduce another ideal, for which this
surjectivity is apparent.

Definition 2.24. We define Ŵ (A) ⊆W ′(A) the ideal consisting of all sequences
(a0, a1, ...) ∈W (A) such that an = 0 for all n≫ 0, and so that each ai is nilpotent.

Lemma 2.25 (Drinfeld). The canonical inclusion Ŵ [F ] ↪→W ′[F ] is an equivalence,
and so Lemma 2.23 gives Ŵ [F ] ≃ G#,∧

a .

Proof. By Lemma 2.23, the Witt components of any element of W ′[F ] admit
divided powers; but any element of a characteristic p ring admitting divided powers
is automatically nilpotent, and so the inclusion Ŵ [F ] ↪→ W ′[F ] is an equality, as
desired. □
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Corollary 2.26. For A any semiperfect Fp-algebra, the complex RΓflat(Spec(A),G#,∧
a )

is quasi-isomorphic to G#,∧
a (A)[0].

Proof. Observe that Ŵ is stable under F (this is easiest to see using ghost com-
ponents). We claim first that if A is semiperfect, then F : Ŵ (A) → Ŵ (A) is
surjective; this is easy to check by hand, since given a = (a0, a1, ..., an, 0, 0, ...) ∈
Ŵ (A), by semiperfectness of A we can find bi ∈ A with bpi = ai, and then
b = (b0, b1, ..., bn, 0, 0, ...) ∈ Ŵ (A) has F (b) = a.

By Lemma 2.25, it thus suffices to prove that RΓflat(Spec(A),W ′) is concentrated
in degree 0 to get both of our claims, since we have a short exact sequence

(2.27) 0→ G#,∧
a → Ŵ

F−→ Ŵ → 0

of fpqc sheaves, with F : Ŵ (A)→ Ŵ (A) surjective for A.
Thus to get our result, it suffices to prove that Spec(A) is Ŵ -acyclic in the fpqc

topology. As an abelian sheaf, we may write Ŵ = lim−→n

∏n
i=0 Ĝa, since every element

of Ŵ (A) can be represented as a finite tuple of nilpotents.
In remark 2.2.18 of [7], Bhatt uses the short exact sequence

0→ Ĝa → Ga → Ga,perf → 0

of fppf sheaves (where Ga,perf(R) := Rperf is the colimit perfection) to prove that

RΓfppf(Spec(A), Ĝa) = cofib(A→ Aperf)[−1].

For A semiperfect, the map A→ Aperf is surjective, and so the above cohomology
is just Ĝa(A). Note that Ga is a quasicoherent sheaf and hence has no higher
cohomology; Ga,perf , being a filtered colimit of quasicoherent sheaves (namely copies
of Ga), is still quasicoherent and hence the higher fpqc cohomology of Ga,perf on
Spec(A) vanishes; thus we deduce RΓfpqc(Spec(A), Ĝa) = cofib(A→ Aperf)[−1] as
well.

Therefore

RΓfpqc(Spec(A), Ŵ ) ≃ RΓfpqc

(
Spec(A), lim−→

n

n∏
i=0

Ĝa

)
≃ lim−→

n

A⊕(n+1)

≃ Ŵ (A).

In particular, for a semiperfect Fp-algebra, we have RΓfpqc(Spec(A), Ŵ ) = Ŵ (A).
We conclude that

RΓfpqc(Spec(A),G#,∧
a ) = G#,∧

a (A)[0],

as desired. □

Corollary 2.26 furnishes a sheared version of the incredibly powerful (2.18). We
next introduce the sheared Witt vectors, and use them to compute the homotopy
groups of Gd̂R

a . The idea is to introduce an fpqc sheaf of rings sW , analogous to the
Witt vectors, so that Gd̂R

a ≃ F∗
sW/p.
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Set Qn := W/Ŵ [Fn], where we take the quotient in the category of fpqc sheaves.
Drinfeld then defines

sW := lim←−
n

Qn,

where the transition maps Qn+1 → Qn are given by Frobenius. There is a natural
map sW → Q0 = W. Composing with the map W → Ga sending a Witt vector to
its 0th ghost component, we get a natural map R : sW → Ga.

This definition has a number of nice properties. Firstly, sW naturally has a
Frobenius F : sW → sW and Verschiebung Ṽ : F∗(sW )→ sW, which have exactly
the same properties as the usual Frobenius and Verschiebung on W do; see [18] for
extensive discussion of these points, particularly Drinfeld’s sections 1.4 and 3.2. In
particular, Drinfeld proves

(1) Ṽ (x) · y = Ṽ (x · F (y)) (see 3.2.4 of [18]),
(2) FṼ = Ṽ F = p (see [9]),
(3) F : sW → sW is faithfully flat, and sW [F ] = Ŵ [F ] (Lemma 3.2.5 of [18])
(4) Ṽ : F∗

sW → sW is injective, and im Ṽ = ker(R : sW → Ga) (Lemma 3.2.5
of [18]),

(5) moreover, R : sW → Ga is surjective (Lemma 3.2.5 of [18]).

Proposition 2.28. There is a natural quasi-isomorphism of animated W -algebras

Gd̂R
a ≃ Cone(F∗

sW
p−→ F∗

sW ) =: F∗
sW/p.

Proof. We will use the properties of Ṽ , F mentioned above. There is a commutative
diagram

G#,∧
a G#,∧

a ⊕ F∗
sW F∗

sW

Ga sW F∗
sW.

(can,V ) p

R

F

Here, the map can : G#,∧
a → sW is the one furnishing the identification

G#,∧
a ≃ sW [F ].

Each column is a quasi-ideal (because Ṽ (x) ·y = Ṽ (x ·F (y))), and the two squarse
are morphisms of pairs of a ring with a quasi-ideal. Thus the left square induces a
map

(2.29) cone(G#,∧
a ⊕ F∗

sW → sW )→ Gd̂R
a .

As R : sW → Ga is surjective, the map (2.29) is surjective. As im Ṽ = ker(R),
we deduce (2.29) is also injective (as every element of R−1(G#,∧

a ) belongs to the
image of G#,∧

a ⊕ F∗
sW → sW ), and hence

cone(G#,∧
a ⊕ F∗

sW → sW ) ≃ Gd̂R
a .

Similarly, the right square induces a map
cone(G#,∧

a ⊕ F∗
sW →W )→ F∗

sW/p,

which is also an equivalence: surjectivity is because F is already surjective, and
injectivity is as G#,∧

a → sW has image Ŵ [F ] = sW [F ].
Composing these two equivalences, we conclude. □
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Corollary 2.30. As sheaves of sW -modules, we have

π0(Gd̂R
a ) = F∗Ga, π1(Gd̂R

a ) = F∗G#,∧
a .

Proof. By Proposition 2.28, we have Gd̂R
a ≃ F∗

sW/p.
We may write p = Ṽ F. Thus

π0(F∗
sW/p) = F∗

sW/F∗(V sW )) ≃ F∗(sW/V sW ).
But the short exact sequence (3.13) of Drinfeld’s [18] identifies sW/V sW ≃ Ga, and
so

π0(Gd̂R
a ) = F∗Ga,

as desired.
For π1, we have

π1(F∗
sW/p) = F∗ ker(p : sW → sW ).

But p = Ṽ F with Ṽ injective and F surjective, so
ker(p) = ker(F : sW → sW ) = sW [F ] = Ŵ [F ] = G#,∧

a ,

and so we conclude. □

We have now finally checked the main technical properties of GdR
a and Gd̂R

a which
we shall use in this note.

2.2. Defining de Rham stacks. We can now define the de Rham stack.

Definition 2.31. Let X be an Fp-stack. We define XdR and X d̂R by transmutation
from the ring stacks GdR

a and Gd̂R
a , as

XdR(A) := X(GdR
a (A)),

X d̂R(A) := X(Gd̂R
a (A)).

Note that formation of the (sheared) de Rham stack is functorial, and commutes
with all derived limits. Morever, the natural maps Ga → Gd̂R

a → GdR
a (coming from

the natural maps of Ga-quasi-ideals 0→ G#,∧
a → G#

a ) induce maps

(2.32) X → XdR → X d̂R.

Definition 2.33. For f : X → S a morphism of Fp-stacks, we define S-stacks
(X/S)dR := XdR ×SdR S,

(X/S)d̂R := X d̂R ×
Sd̂R

S.

Remark 2.34. In principle, one can also define these stacks by transmutation
relative to the base S, but the theory of transmutation over an arbitrary base seems
quite delicate, and so we have chosen not to develop it as this more direct definition
suffices for our applications. The author thanks Bhargav Bhatt for observing that
this transmutation-free definition would lead to a more efficient presentation.

We can make a relative version of the morphisms (2.32).
Construction 2.1. Fix f : X → S a morphism of Fp-stacks. We define

πX/S : X → (X/S)dR

the morphism of S-stacks induced by the commutative diagram
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X XdR

S SdR.

πX

f fdR

πS

To check commutativity, take x : Spec(A) → X an A-point of X. Then πX(x) ∈
XdR(A) = X(GdR

a (A)) arises as the composition

Spec(GdR
a (A)) can−−→ Spec(A) x−→ X.

Applying fdR gives us the point fdR(πX(x)) ∈ SdR(A) = S(GdR
a (A)) defined by

the composition

(2.35) Spec(GdR
a (A)) can−−→ Spec(A) x−→ X

f−→ S.

In contrast, πS(f(x)) ∈ S(GdR
a (A)) is formed as the composition

Spec(GdR
a (A)) can−−→ Spec(A) f(x)−−−→ S,

which is evidently equivalent to (2.35).
Similarly, we may construct a morphism

πX/S,∧ : X → (X/S)d̂R.

We now prove a few results about (X/S)dR and (X/S)d̂R which allow us to more
easily prove statements about de Rham stacks via descent.

2.2.1. Change of base for relative de Rham stacks.

Proposition 2.36. Let f : X → S be a morphism of Fp-stacks, and g : S′ → S a
base change. Define X ′ := X ×S S′, recalling that to us all stacks are derived, and
so this fiber product is really a derived fiber product. Then the diagrams

(X ′/S′)dR (X/S)dR

S′ S
g

and

(X ′/S′)d̂R (X/S)d̂R

S′ S
g

are Cartesian diagrams of derived stacks.

Proof. The proof for the de Rham and sheared de Rham stacks are identical, so
we only state the proof for the sheared version. As formation of sheared de Rham
stacks commutes with derived limits, the diagram

(X ′)d̂R X d̂R

(S′)d̂R Sd̂R
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is derived Cartesian. Hence

(X ′/S′)d̂R ≃ (X ′)d̂R ×
(S′)d̂R

S′

≃ (X d̂R ×
Sd̂R

(S′)d̂R)×
(S′)d̂R

S′

≃ X d̂R ×
Sd̂R

S′,

as desired. □

Proposition 2.36 allows us to check many properties of relative de Rham stacks
after performing passing to a flat cover of the base. Sometimes it is useful to also
pass to a flat cover of the source; our next section will explain how to do this.

2.2.2. Flatness of πX/S and πX/S,∧.

Proposition 2.37. Assume that f : X → S is a smooth morphism of Fp-stacks,
and that S admits a flat cover by a scheme. Then the morphisms

πX/S : X → (X/S)dR, πX/S,∧ : X → (X/S)d̂R

are surjective in the fpqc topology. Moreover, if f : X → S is etale, then πX/S and
πX/S,∧ are both equivalences.

Proof. By Proposition 2.36 and the assumption that S admits a flat cover by a
scheme, we can assume without loss of generality that actually S is an affine scheme,
S = Spec(k) (for k some Fp-algebra).

In this case, it is the case that (X/k)dR and (X/k)d̂R are defined by transmutation
of GdR

a,k and Gd̂R
a,k, the k-algebra stacks defined as the restrictions of GdR

a ,Gd̂R
a to the

category of k-algebras.
Now, let A be a semiperfect k-algebra. By Proposition 2.28, we have

Gd̂R
a (A) = Cone(G#,∧

a (A)→ A).

It follows that the canonical map A → Gd̂R
a (A) is surjective, and has nilpotent

kernel (since any element of A admitting divided powers is automatically nilpotent
of order at most p).

Deformation theory (in derived algebraic geometry) tells us that, since X →
Spec(k) is smooth, and A→ Gd̂R

a (A) is surjective on π0 with nilpotent kernel, the
morphism X(A) → X(Gd̂R

a (A)) of anima is surjective on π0. As the semiperfect
k-algebras form a basis for the flat topology, this immediately implies πX/S,∧ is
surjective in the fpqc topology. When f is furthermore etale, deformation theory
furthermore gives us that X(A) → X(Gd̂R

a (A)) is an equivalence of anima; thus
X(A) → XdR(A) is an equivalence for all semiperfect A, and hence πX/S is an
equivalence of stacks.

The exact same argument works for (X/S)dR, so we conclude. □

Proposition 2.38. Fix an Fp-stack S. If j : U → X is an etale morphism of
S-stacks, and X admits a flat cover by a scheme, then
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U (U/S)d̂R

X (X/S)d̂R

j jd̂R

is Cartesian. In particular, by Proposition 2.37, if X → S is smooth, then the map
jd̂R is etale as well.

The same statements holds for the non-sheared de Rham stacks.

Proof. The same argument will hold for sheared and non-sheared de Rham stacks,
so we just prove it for sheared de Rham stacks. By Proposition 2.36, we have

(U/S)d̂R ×
(X/S)d̂R

X = (U/X)d̂R.

Since X admits a flat cover by a scheme, Proposition 2.37 applies and so we deduce
that πU/X : U → (U/X)d̂R is an equivalence, so we conclude. □

2.3. The gerbe property. In characteristic p, despite the abstract seeming defini-
tions, the de Rham stack and the sheared de Rham stack are actually quite concrete
geometric objects; the purpose of this section is to describe their geometry. This
can be viewed as a stacky form of Bezrukavnikov’s observation that, in positive
characteristic, the ring of differential operators is an Azumaya algebra (see [6]).

Fix f : X → S a smooth, representable morphism of stacks.

Warning 2.39. We remind the reader that to us, representable always means
representable by schemes.

We write X(1) for the relative Frobenius twist of X over S, defined as the fiber
product

X(1) X

S S,
FS

where FS : S → S is the absolute Frobenius.
We now give a relative version of proposition 2.7.1 in [7].

Notation 2.40. For a stack X, and a vector bundle E on X, we define
V(E) := SpecX Sym•

OX
(E∨).

Construction 2.2. We construct morphisms of S-stacks

νX/S : (X/S)dR → X(1),

νX/S,∧ : (X/S)d̂R → X(1).

We start by defining
νX : XdR → X

by transmutation of the natural map
GdR
a → π0(GdR

a ) = F∗Ga.

In particular,
νX ◦ πX = FX
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since the composition is just the transmutation of
Ga → GdR

a → π0(GdR
a ) = F∗Ga.

As νX , πX are both defined by transmutation, we automatically find that the diagram

X XdR X

S SdR S

πX

f fdR

νX

f

πS νS

commutes.
Recall that (X/S)dR is defined as the fiber product

(X/S)dR XdR

S SdR,

π′
S

s fdR

πS

It follows that
FS ◦ s = νSπS ◦ s = νS ◦ (fdR ◦ πS′) = fνXπS′ .

Thus s : (X/S)dR → S and νXπS′ : (X/S)dR → X define a morphism

νX/S : (X/S)dR → X(1).

Adding hats everywhere (or precomposing with the natural map (X/S)d̂R →
(X/S)dR) gives us a similar morphism

νX/S,∧ : (X/S)d̂R → X(1).

Moreover, the composition νX/S ◦ πX/S : X → X(1) is the relative Frobenius
FX/S , and ditto with the sheared version; this is immediate from the formula
νXπX = FX .

In order to prove the gerbe property by descent, the following proposition will be
useful.

Proposition 2.41. Let f : X → S morphism of Fp-stacks, and g : S′ → S the base
change. Set X ′ = X ×S S′. Then, the diagram

(X ′/S′)d̂R (X/S)d̂R

(X ′)(1) X(1).

νX′/S′,∧ νX/S,∧

Proof. Immediate from combining Proposition 2.36 with the fact that formation of
relative Frobenius twists is compatible with base change. □

Remark 2.42. A forthcoming work of Gleb Terentiuk will give a more general,
and much stronger, version of this gerbe property. Because of this, we only prove
a somewhat weaker statement, assuming restrictive hypotheses which will suffice
for our applications to logarithmic geometry. In showing the pseudotorsor claim,
Terentiuk only needs to assume the morphism X → S is lci, not smooth. And, while
we only show non-emptiness flat locally, Terentiuk will show non-emptiness locally
for the quasi-synotomic topology.
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Theorem 2.43 (The de Rham stack is a gerbe). Recall that we assumed X/S
is smooth and representable (which, to us, means representable by schemes). In
particular, the cotangent complex LX(1)/S is actually a vector bundle on X(1).

The morphism νX/S : (X/S)dR → X(1) of Construction 2.2 is a BV(L∨
X(1)/S

)#-

torsor in the flat topology. Similarly, the morphism νX/S,∧ : (X/S)d̂R → X(1) is a
BV(L∨

X(1)/S
)#,∧-torsor in the flat topolgoy.

In fact, both of these torsors are split after pullback along the relative Frobenius
FX/S : X → X(1).

Proof. Of course being a torsor can be checked flat locally on X(1), and hence flat
locally on S. Using Proposition 2.41, we may therefore assume S = Spec(k) is an
affine scheme. By representability of f , we may now assume that X is a scheme
as well. In this generality, with S an affine scheme, Bhatt’s [7] proposition 2.7.1
literally applies. However, as this result is very important for us, and as [7] is a
little sparse on details, we will give the full proof.

We can understand the fibers of (X/S)dR → X(1) using deformation theory. Fix
a morphism of Fp-schemes Spec(A)→ S, and let x : Spec(A)→ X(1) be an A-point
of X(1), and let y : Spec(F∗A)→ X be the corresponding point of X. An A-point
of (X/S)dR lifting x is then the same as a map

x̄ : SpecGdR
a (A)→ X

lifting y. In other words, the A-points of the fiber of (X/S)dR → X(1) is equivalent
to the fiber of

X(GdR
a (A))→ X(F∗A)

above y.
Deformation theory tells us that this fiber will either be empty, or a torsor under

HomF∗A(y∗LX/S , F∗BG#
a (A)) = y∗L∨

X/S ⊗F∗A F∗BG#
a (A)

= x∗L∨
X(1)/S ⊗A BG#

a (A)

We conclude that (X/S)dR → X(1) is a pseudogerbe. The same argument works for
the sheared de Rham stack (X/S)d̂R once we write Gd̂R

a as a square-zero extension.
As any 1-truncated animated ring is a square-zero extension of its π0 by its π1[1], it
suffices to compute the π0, π1 of Gd̂R

a , but this was done in Corollary 2.30.
Next, we must prove non-emptiness locally in the flat topology; the proof will

be exactly the same for both (X/S)dR and (X/S)d̂R, so we just give the proof for
(X/S)d̂R. As X → X(1) is a cover in the flat topology, it suffices to show that the
morphism (X/S)d̂R ×X(1) X → X admits a section.

Constructing such a section is equivalent to giving a map X → (X/S)d̂R together
with a homotopy between the composition X → (X/S)d̂R → X(1) and the relative
Frobenius FX/S : X → X(1). But we already have such a morphism: earlier, we
constructed a map πX/S,∧ : X → (X/S)d̂R by transmutation of the natural map

Ga,S → Gd̂R
a,S .
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We constructed νX/S,∧ : (X/S)d̂R → X(1) as the transmutation of Gd̂R
a,S → F∗Ga,S .

Thus νX/S,∧◦πX/S,∧ : X → X(1) is obtained by transmutation from the composition
Ga,S → Gd̂R

a,S → F∗Ga,S . But this composition is just the natural map Ga,S →
F∗Ga,S , whose transmutation is nothing but the relative Frobenius. □

Notation 2.44. In the proof of Theorem 2.43, we constructed an explicit splitting
of (X/S)d̂R×X(1) X → X, being induced from πX/S,∧ : X → (X/S)d̂R. We will now
call this the canonical splitting of (X/S)d̂R ×X(1) X → X.

The canonical splitting induces a particular isomorphism

α : (X/S)d̂R ×X(1) X ≃ BV(F ∗
X/STX(1)/S)#,∧.

In our discussion of p-curvature, we will use this particular isomorphism α.

2.4. Relation to the classical notion of D-modules. Fix f : X → S a smooth,
representable morphism of algebraic Fp-stacks. We now show that quasicoherent
sheaves on (X/S)d̂R recover the classical notion of DX/S-modules.

2.4.1. The algebra DX/S. We start by defining a (non-commutative!) quasicoherent
OX -algebra DX/S . As f is smooth and representable, its cotangent complex is
just the vector bundle Ω1

X/S . In particular, we can define the tangent bundle
TX/S := Hom(Ω1

X/S ,OX).
This TX/S has the structure of a Lie algebroid; that is, there is a natural action

TX/S ⊕OX → OX
of TX/S on functions (defined by sending (∂, f) to ∂(df), viewing ∂ as a map
Ω1
X/S → OX), and a natural Lie bracket

TX/S ⊕ TX/S → TX/S
defined by [∂, ∂′](ω) = ∂(∂′(ω))− ∂′(∂(ω)).

Note that the action TX/S ⊕OX → OX is not OX -bilinear, and likewise the Lie
bracket is not OX -bilinear; instead both obey suitable Leibniz rules.

We can then define DX/S to be the universal enveloping algebra of this Lie
algebroid.
Definition 2.45. We let DX/S be the quasicoherent OX -algebra defined such that,
for any morphism φ : Spec(A) → X, the pullback φ∗(DX/S) is the associative
A-algebra generated by the free A-module φ∗(TX/S), subject to the relations that

∂ · ∂′ − ∂′ · ∂ = [∂, ∂′],
∂ · a− a · ∂ = ∂(a),

where in the first relation we mean to take the bracket of ∂, ∂′ (the Lie bracket on
TX/S pulls back to a pairing on φ∗(TX/S)) and in the second relation by ∂(a) we
mean the element of A obtained by acting ∂ on a.

Example 2.46. Consider the smooth morphism f : pt → BGm. By considering
the Cartesian diagram

Gm pt

pt BGm,
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one can compute that Tpt /BGm
= k · t∂t. That is, Tpt /BGm

is free of dimension 1,
with a generator we call t∂t. The action

Tpt /BGm
⊕Opt → Opt

is the zero map, since d : Opt → Ω1
pt /BGm

is the zero map.
Thus Dpt /BGm

= k[t∂t]. In particular, the pullback of Dpt /BGm
to Gm is just

the commutative algebra k[t±1, t∂t], which is not the same as the non-commutative
algebra DGm/ pt. This failure of base change is because the pullback of

Tpt /BGm
⊕Opt → Opt

to Gm is the zero map
TGm/ pt ⊕OGm

→ OGm
,

and not the natural action of TGm/ pt on OGm .

We can describe modules over DX/S concretely.

Lemma 2.47. Let E ∈ Dqc(X). Then DX/S-module structures on E are equivalent
to giving maps

∇ : E → E ⊗ Ω1
X/S

in the category of fppf sheaves on X, such that
∇(f · s) = f∇(s) + s⊗ df,

and such that ∇ is flat: the composition

E ∇−→ E ⊗ Ω1
X/S

∇⊗idΩ1
X/S−−−−−−−→ E ⊗ Ω1

X/S ⊗ Ω1
X/S

idE ⊗ can−−−−−−→ E ⊗ Ω2
X/S

vanishes.

Proof. To give a DX/S-action, one just needs to say how the generators act and
then check the relations; the map ∇ encodes maps ∇∂ : E → E for each ∂ ∈ TX/S ,
and the Leibniz rule and flatness condition are equivalent to the relations imposed
on DX/S . □

Remark 2.48. It follos that DX/S-modules admit a symmetric monoidal structure,
defined by the usual formula

∇⊗∇′ := id⊗∇′ +∇⊗ id .

2.4.2. The comparison theorem.

Theorem 2.49. Let f : X → S be a smooth representable morphism of Fp-stacks.
The functor

Dqc((X/S)d̂R)→ Dqc(X)

obtained by ∗-pullback along πX/S,∧ : X → (X/S)d̂R factors through the forgetful
functor Modqc(DX/S)→ Dqc(X) (where Modqc(DX/S) denotes the ∞-category of
quasicoherent DX/S-modules), and the induced functor

Dqc((X/S)d̂R)→ Modqc(DX/S)
is an equivalence.

Moreover, this equivalence is symmetric monoidal for the usual ⊗-structure on
Dqc((X/S)d̂R), and the ⊗-structure of Remark 2.48 on Modqc(DX/S).
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Proof. This is done in [9]. □

For later use, we record the following observation.

Remark 2.50. When X ′ → S′ is a smooth morphism of schemes, there is a natural
inclusion

0→ TX′/S′ ↪→ DX′/S′ ,

which takes the Lie bracket of vector fields to the commutator in the algebra DX′/S′ .
As these inclusions are compatible with base change, we can glue them to define a
map

0→ TX/S → DX/S
for our smooth, representable morphism f : X → S.

We warn that this morphism is OX -linear only when we treat DX/S as a right
OX -module.

2.4.3. Describing ν∗ classically. In Theorem 2.43, we produced a morphism

νX/S,∧ : (X/S)d̂R → X(1).

We now describe the resulting functor

ν∗
X/S,∧ : Dqc(X(1))→ Dqc((X/S)d̂R) ≃ Modqc(DX/S)

concretely.

Proposition 2.51. The functor

ν∗
X/S,∧ : Dqc(X(1))→ Modqc(DX/S)

sends E ′ ∈ Dqc(X(1)) to the pair (E ,∇) where E := F ∗
X/SE

′ and the connection ∇
obeys the following: for any scheme T and map T → S, the pullback of (E ,∇) to
(XT /T )d̂R is given by (ET ,∇T ) where ET = F ∗

XT /T
(E ′
T ) (for E ′

T the pullback of E ′

to (XT /T )(1)) and
∇T (f · F−1

XT /T
(s)) = df ⊗ F−1

XT /T
(s).

Proof. This claim can be checked etale locally, so we may assume S = Spec(k) is
an affine scheme and X = Adk. In that case, the relative Frobenius twist X(1) is an
affine scheme, and in particular Dqc(X(1)) is generated under colimits by OX(1) .

In the statement of the proposition, we defined some functor F : Dqc(X(1))→
Modqc(DX/S), which sends E ′ to the explicitly described connection F (E ′) := (E ,∇).
This functor F is symmetric monoidal (by explicit computation) and cocontinuous
(since F ∗

X/S is cocontinuous, and because the connection ∇ is defined via a tensor
product and ⊗ is compatible with colimits; alternatively, one can explicitly write
down a right adjoint to F, which we do in Section 2.5).

Thus ν∗
X/S,∧ and F are two cocontinuous ⊗-functors, implying they are equivalent

since Dqc(X(1)) is generated under colimits by OX(1) , the unit of ⊗. This generation
is because X(1) is an affine scheme in our situation, as we reduced at the start to
considering X = Adk. □
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2.4.4. The Azumaya algebra property. The fact that (X/S)dR is a gerbe over X(1) is
closely related to an observation of Bezrukavnikov [5], that in the classical situation
FX/S,∗DX/S is always an Azumaya algebra over its center, which can be identified
with OV(Ω1

X(1)/S

.

Unfortunately, Bezrukavnikov’s amazing Azumaya algebra property is not always
true for stacks.
Example 2.52. Consider the canonical morphism pt→ BGm. Using the Cartesian
diagram

Gm pt

pt BGm,

and that DGm/ pt = k[t±1, ∂t], we deduce via descent that Dpt /BGm
= k[t∂t].

In particular, k[t∂t] is a commutative algebra, and so Fpt /BGm,∗(k[t∂t]) will be a
certain commutative algebra on Bµp, and in particular have center much too large
for the claim about the center being the cotangent bundle to hold.
Remark 2.53. This phenomenon is possible essentially because DX/S is defined
via a certain Lie algebroid, and Lie algebroids do not pullback well (because of the
anchor map). This prevents us from checking this Azumaya algebra property by a
descent argument, and so the fact that the Azumaya algebra holds for Gm → pt
does not imply anything about the case of pt→ BGm.
Remark 2.54. Another way of understanding this failure is to note that the usual
proof of the Azumaya property essentially goes by choosing etale coordinates, and
then checking using those etale coordinates. But unfortunately, pt is too small and
so we can’t reduce to an easier to check case.
2.5. The solutions functor. As alluded to in the proof of Proposition 2.51, we
can use the explicit description of Proposition 2.51 to write down an explicit formula
for the adjoint to ν∗

X/S,∧, which we call the solutions functor. This solutions functor
will play a crucial role in our study of Cartier descent later.

2.5.1. Technical point: representability of FX/S. We start with a useful lemma about
the relative Frobenius.
Lemma 2.55. Let f : X → S be a smooth, representable morphism of Fp-stacks,
such that S admits a flat cover by a scheme.

Then the relative Frobenius FX/S : X → X(1) is representable and qcqs; in fact,
it is even finite. Moreover, FX/S is faithfully flat.
Proof. First, we prove representability by algebraic spaces. As S has an fppf cover
by a scheme, we can base change and assume S is a scheme – it suffices to check
representability after such a base change because representability by algberaic spaces
can be checked fppf locally on the base; see tag 04ZP of the Stacks Project [3].

And in the situation where S is a scheme, representability of X allows us to
deduce that X is a scheme, and so FX/S : X → X(1) is just a morphism of schemes,
meaning of course it is representable by algebraic spaces. For smooth morphisms,
the relative Frobenius is known to be finite and faithfully flat (see tag 0FW2 of the
Stacks Project [3]); as these properties can also be checked after fppf base change,
we deduce that FX/S is representable by algebraic spacse, finite, and faithfully flat.
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To conclude, we just need to prove that the relative Frobenius is representable by
schemes. Take T a scheme, and T → X(1) a morphism. Then X ×X(1) T → T is a
finite morphism of algebraic spaces; by tag 03XX in the Stacks Project [3], it follows
that X ×X(1) T is automatically a scheme; in particular, FX/S is representable by
schemes, as desired. □

Remark 2.56. The purpose of Lemma 2.55 is that, now that we know FX/S is
representable and qcqs, the (derived) pushforward FX/S,∗ of fppf sheaves on X to
fppf sheaves on S will send quasicoherent sheaves to quasicoherent sheaves.

This might seem pointless to check, since if FX/S,∗ doesn’t send quasicoherents
to quasicoherents we could just take the right adjoint to F ∗

X/S . However, because
we are going to be pushforward things like connections ∇ : E → E ⊗Ω1

X/S which are
not OX -linear, it is vital to know that this is just the usual pushforward of sheaves.

2.5.2. Constructing solutions.

Construction 2.3 (The solutions functor). We construct a functor

SolX/S : Modqc(DX/S)→ Dqc(X(1)).
If X/S is clear from context, we will sometimes just refer to SolX/S as Sol or SolX .

Let (E ,∇) ∈ Modqc(DX/S). We can pushforward the connection

∇ : E → E ⊗ Ω1
X/S

along FX/S , to get a morphism

FX/S,∗∇ : FX/S,∗E → FX/S,∗(E ⊗ Ω1
X/S).

Here, we take the pushforward just at the level of fppf sheaves on X. However,
despite the fact that ∇ was not OX -linear, the Leibniz rule implies FX/S,∗∇ is
OX(1)-linear; thus FX/S,∗(∇) is a morphism in Dqc(X(1)) (see Lemma 2.55).

We then define
SolX/S(E ,∇) := fib(FX/S,∗(∇)).

Proposition 2.57. The functor SolX/S is right adjoint to ν∗
X/S,∧. Moreover, the

unit
id→ SolX/S ◦ν∗

X/S,∧
of the adjunction is an equivalence, and thus ν∗

X/S,∧ is fully faithful.

Proof. The adjunction can be understood more or less explicitly. Let (E ,∇) ∈
Mod(DX/S), and F ∈ Dqc(X(1)). Then Map

(X/S)d̂R
(ν∗
X/S,∧F , (E ,∇)) is equivalent

to the subanima of MapX(F ∗
X/SF , E) spanned by the maps φ : F ∗

X/SF → E for
which the diagram

F ∗
X/SF E

F ∗
X/SF ⊗ Ω1

X/S E ⊗ Ω1
X/S

φ

∇′ ∇
φ⊗idΩ1

X/S

commutes.
Writing F ∗

X/SF = F−1
X/SF ⊗F−1

X/S
O

X(1)
OX , we have

∇′(s⊗ f) = s′ ⊗ df.
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By adjunction, a morphism φ : F ∗
X/SF → E is equivalent to giving a morphism

ψ : F → FX/S,∗E , and φ,ψ are related by the formula
φ(s⊗ f) = fψ(s).

Thus asking that φ is compatible with the connections is equivalent to demanding
that

f∇(ψ(s)) + ψ(s)⊗ df = ψ(s)⊗ df
for all f ∈ OX , s ∈ F . Of course, this is equivalent to demanding that ∇(ψ(s)) = 0
for all s, or equivalently that ψ factors through Sol(E ,∇). □

Remark 2.58. As Proposition 2.57 tells us

ν∗
X/S,∧ : Dqc(X(1))→ Dqc((X/S)d̂R)

is fully faithful, it is natural to ask for its essential image. This is answered by
Cartier descent, the subject of our Section 3.2.

3. On p-curvature of relative de Rham stack

In Remark 2.58, we noted that

ν∗
X/S,∧ : Dqc(X(1))→ Dqc((X/S)d̂R)

was fully faithful, and asked for its essential image. We now describe this essential
image via p-curvature. We start by defining p-curvature and introducing some basic
properties, and then prove Cartier descent, which asserts that the essential image of
ν∗
X/S,∧ is precisely those DX/S-modules with p-curvature zero.

3.1. Definition of p-curvature. Fix f : X → S a smooth, representable morphism
of Fp-stacks. Using Theorem 2.43, we can define a certain linear invariant of objects
of Dqc((X/S)d̂R).

3.1.1. The construction of p-curvature. Pullback along the relative Frobenius FX/S
gives a ⊗-functor
(3.1)
Dqc((X/S)d̂R)→ Dqc(F ∗

X/S(X/S)d̂R) ≃ Dqc(BV(F ∗
XTX/S)#,∧) ≃ Dqc(V(F ∗

XΩ1
X/S)),

where the first equivalence above is from Notation 2.44, and the second equivalence
is Cartier duality.

Warning 3.2. For the resulting composition to be symmetric monoidal, we need
to ensure Dqc(V(F ∗

XΩ1
X/S)) is given its convolution symmetric monoidal structure,

not its usual symmetric monoidal structure.

Notation 3.3. We let

ψp : Dqc((X/S)d̂R)→ Dqc(V(F ∗
XΩ1

X/S))

denote the composition (3.1).

It is often useful to think of a quasicoherent sheaf on V(F ∗
XΩ1

X/S) as being the data
of a quasicoherent sheaf F on X together with a linear map θ : F → F ⊗ F ∗

XΩ1
X/S

obeying θ ∧ θ = 0. From this perspective, it is useful to ask: given a quasicoherent
DX/S-module E , what is the quasicoherent sheaf on X associated to ψp(E)? The
following diagram explains it is just E itself.
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Proposition 3.4. The triangle

Dqc((X/S)d̂R) Dqc(V(F ∗
XLX/S))

Dqc(X)

ψp

is commutative, where the left morphism is ∗-pullback along X → (X/S)d̂R, and
the right morphism is restriction of scalars (that is, pushforward along the affine
morphism V(F ∗

XLX/S)→ X).

Proof. Recall that νX/S,∧◦πX/S,∧ = FX/S . The pair of maps πX/S,∧ : X → (X/S)d̂R

and id : X → X therefore induce a map

α : X → F ∗
X/S(X/S)d̂R,

where by F ∗
X/S we mean the base change

F ∗
X/S(X/S)d̂R (X/S)d̂R

X X(1).

νX/S,∧

FX/S

Thus we have a commutative triangle

Dqc((X/S)d̂R) Dqc(F ∗
X/S(X/S)d̂R)

Dqc(X)

F∗
X/S

π∗

α∗

The Cartier duality equivalence

Dqc(F ∗
X/S(X/S)d̂R) ≃ Dqc(V(F ∗

XLX/S))

is well-known to be compatible with ∗-pullback to X on the left with restriction of
scalars on the right; thus the above commutative triangle implies the triangle of the
proposition statement commutes. □

For computations, it is very helpful to know that p-curvature makes sense at the
level of abelian categories.

Proposition 3.5. The p-curvature functor ψp is t-exact for the usual t-structure
on Dqc((X/S)d̂R) and the torsion t-structure on Dqc(V(F ∗

XLX/S)).

Proof. We defined ψp as a composition of functors; each of these functors is t-exact,
as

(1) the first functor Dqc((X/S)d̂R)→ Dqc(F ∗
X/S(X/S)d̂R) is t-exact since FX/S

is flat;
(2) the equivalence Dqc(F ∗

X/S(X/S)d̂R) = Dqc(BV(F ∗
XL∨

X/S)#,∧) is induced by
an isomorphism of stacks, and hence it is t-exact;
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(3) the equivalence Dqc(BV(F ∗
XL∨

X/S)#,∧) = Dqc(V(F ∗
XLX/S) is known to be

t-exact for the torsion t-structure on the right and the standard t-structure
on the left.

Hence the composition is t-exact. □

3.1.2. Treating p-curvature as a morphism. Let (E ,∇) ∈ Dqc((X/S)d̂R). Then the
p-curvature of (E ,∇) can be viewed as a morphism

ψp : E → E ⊗ F ∗
X/SΩ1

X(1)/S

of quasicoherenet sheaves on X. The functor π∗
X/S,∧ : Dqc((X/S)d̂R)→ Dqc(X) is

faithful (though not full); so, we may ask: does ψp come from a morphism

(E ,∇)→ (E ,∇)⊗ ν∗
X/S,∧Ω1

X(1)/S

on (X/S)d̂R? And the answer is fortunately yes. TODO: FIX THIS FAITHFUL

Remark 3.6. The author first learned this from Ogus’ [29]. We will give a slightly
different proof of this fact, communicated to the author by Longke Tang and Qixiang
Wang. Tang-Wang’s argument is more in line with the techniques of this paper than
Ogus’, so we include this proof despite the result already being known. The author
thanks Tang and Wang for finding this argument and for allowing us to include it
in this paper.

The relative Frobenius FX/S : X → X(1) factors through (X/S)d̂R. The pullback
of the gerbe (X/S)d̂R → X(1) to (X/S)d̂R is split (as a gerbe pulled back to its
total space is already split); hence we get a commutative diagram

BV(F ∗TX(1)/S)#,∧ BV(ν∗TX(1)/S)#,∧) (X/S)d̂R

X (X/S)d̂R X(1)

ν

π ν

in which all squares are Cartesian.
Pulling back (E ,∇) to BV(ν∗TX(1)/S)#,∧) and applying Cartier duality, we get a

map

(E ,∇)→ (E ,∇)⊗ ν∗Ω1
X(1)/S .

This morphism will pullback along π∗ to the usual p-curvature E → E ⊗ F ∗Ω1
X(1)/S

because of compatibility of Cartier duality with base change.

Notation 3.7. Given E d̂R ∈ Dqc((X/S)d̂R), we will write

ψp(E d̂R) : E d̂R → E d̂R ⊗ ν∗
X/S,∧Ω1

X(1)/S

for the morphism constructed in this section, uniquely characterized by the property
that π∗

X/S,∧(ψp(E d̂R)) is the p-curvature E → E ⊗ F ∗
X/SΩ1

X(1)/S
.
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3.2. Relative Cartier descent. Fix f : X → S a smooth, representable morphism
of algebraic Fp-stacks. Assume S admits an fppf cover U → S, where U is a scheme.

In this section, we will prove a relative version of Cartier descent, finally allowing
us to characterize the essential image of ν∗

X/S,∧ in terms of p-curvature.

Construction 3.1. Let (E ,∇) ∈ Dqc((X/S)d̂R). Then the (ν∗, Sol) adjunction
gives us a counit map

ϵ : ν∗ Sol(E ,∇)→ (E ,∇).
Applying π∗, we get a map
(3.8) F ∗

X/S Sol(E ,∇)→ E .

Theorem 3.9 (Relative Cartier descent). The functor

ν∗
X/S,∧ : Dqc(X(1))→ Dqc((X/S)d̂R)

is fully faithful. Moreover, for an object (E ,∇) ∈ Dqc((X/S)d̂R), the following are
equivalent:

(1) (E ,∇) lies in the essential image of ν∗
X/S,∧,

(2) the map F ∗
X/S Sol(E ,∇)→ E constructed in Construction 3.1 is an equiva-

lence,
(3) the p-curvature morphism ψp(E ,∇) : E → E ⊗ ν∗

X/SΩ1
X(1)/S

is the zero
morphism.

Proof. Proposition 2.57 already tells us about the fully faithfulness, so we just need
to identify its essential image.

For an object (E ,∇) ∈ Dqc((X/S)d̂R), we have that (E ,∇) belongs to the essential
image of ν∗

X/S,∧ if and only if the co-unit

ϵ : ν∗
X/S,∧(SolX/S(E ,∇))→ (E ,∇)

is an equivalence.
As π : X → (X/S)d̂R is a flat cover, by flat descent we have that ϵ is an

equivalence if and only if π∗(ϵ) is an equivalence. But π∗(ϵ) is exactly the morphism
(3.8), and so conditions 1 and 2 are equivalent.

We now show condition 1 implies condition 3; that is, we check every ν∗F has
p-curvature zero. Recall that p-curvature is defined using the Cartesian diagram

(3.10)
BV(F ∗

XTX/S) (X/S)d̂R

X X(1).

F ′

ν′ ν

F

It follows from the commutativity of (3.10) that

(3.11) F
′,∗(ν∗F) = ν

′,∗(F ∗F).
Using Cartier duality, we can describe objects ofDqc(BV(F ∗

XTX/S)) ≃ Dqc(V(F ∗
XΩ1

X/S))
as pairs (E ′, θ : E ′ → E ′ ⊗ F ∗

XΩ1
X/S) where θ ∧ θ = 0.

In this description, we have

F
′,∗(ν∗F) = (F ∗F , π∗(ψp(ν∗F)))
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(by definition of the p-curvature morphism) and

ν
′,∗(F ∗F) = (F ∗F , 0).

Thus (3.11) tells us π∗(ψp(ν∗F)) = 0, which since π is a flat cover implies ψp(ν∗F) =
0. In particular, condition 1 implies condition 3.

Finally, we prove condition 3 implies condition 2; this is the hardest part of the
argument. Assume condition 3 holds; we will show ϵ is an equivalence. As being an
equivalence can be checked on cohomology sheaves, it suffices to prove this assuming
that (E ,∇) ∈ Dqc((X/S)d̂R)♡.

Moreover, as being an equivalence can be checked after flat descent, we can assume
S = Spec k is an affine scheme and X = Adk. In this case, classical Cartier descent
(see Theorem 5.1 of [22]) shows that our ψp = 0 assumption implies condition 2
holds, as desired. □

4. Hitchin-type morphisms

We now turn our attention towards non-abelian Hodge theory. To state our
result, we will need some Hitchin morphisms; we now give some general setup in
which one can define Hitchin morphisms, since we will use it twice below.

4.1. Generalities. Fixk be a field of characteristic p and X an algebraic k-stack
with X → Spec(k) proper, with ω a line bundle on X. In this situation, we can
define a Hitchin morphism as follows.

Let L = SpecX Sym•(ω∨) denote the total space of ω. Write π : L→ X for the
canonical map.

Notation 4.1. We say a twisted linear endomorphism φ : E → E ⊗ ω is integrable
if the map

φ ∧ φ : E φ−→ E ⊗ ω φ⊗id−−−→ E ⊗ ω2 → E ⊗ ∧2(ω)

vanishes.

4.1.1. The tautological section. There is a natural inclusion

ω∨ → Sym•(ω∨) = π∗OL,

which by adjunction gives us a map

π∗(ω∨)→ OL

of quasicoherent sheaves on L. The dual of this map is a map OL → π∗(ω), or in
other words a global section λ of π∗(ω).

Definition 4.2. The tautological section of π∗(ω) is the section λ just described.

4.1.2. The characteristic polynomial of an ω-twisted endomorphism.

Definition 4.3. We let M(X,n, ω) denote the k-stack whose groupoid of T -points
is the groupoid of pairs (E, θ), where E is a rank n vector bundle on X ×k T and
θ : E → E ⊗ p∗

X(ω) is a linear map, for pX : X ×k T → X the projection.

Notation 4.4. For T → Spec(k) a k-scheme, we will write ωT := p∗
X(ω).
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Remark 4.5. In a moment, we will use that there is a natural inclusion
(4.6) H0(X,ω) ↪→ H0(L, π∗(ω)).

Indeed, adjunction gives us a map ω → π∗π
∗ω, and taking global sections of this

morphism gives us exactly (4.6). Since π is faithfully flat, the morphism ω → π∗π
∗ω

is always injective, and hence (4.6) is injective.

Construction 4.1 (Characteristic polynomials). Consider a k-scheme T, and a
T -point (E, θ) ofM(X,n, ω). We will now define the characteristic polynomial of θ.

Let πT : LT → XT be the canonical map. Then π∗
T (E) is a rank n vector bundle

on LT , carrying a twisted-linear endomorphism
π∗
T (θ) : π∗

T (E)→ π∗
T (E)⊗ π∗

T (ωT ).
Set

p(λ) := det(λ · idπ∗
T

(E)−π∗
T (θ)) ∈ π∗

T (ω⊗n
T ).

This will be a monic polynomial in λ, of the form
p(λ) = λn + a1λ

n−1 + · · ·+ an,

where apriori we have ai ∈ H0(LT , π∗
T (ω⊗i

T )). However (see Remark 4.5) there is a
natural injection

H0(XT , ω
⊗i
T ) ↪→ H0(LT , π∗

T (ω⊗i
T )),

and we have a miracle: the ai actually belong to this subspace H0(XT , ω
⊗i
T ) subspace.

This claim can be checked using local coordinates, where it follows immediately
after choosing a chart in which ω is the trivial line bundle.

Proposition 4.7. Let (E, θ) be a T -point of M(X,n, ω), with characteristic poly-
nomial

p(λ) = λn + a1λ
n−1 + · · ·+ an.

Set Ya ⊆ LT the closed subscheme cut out by p(λ) = 0. The integrability condition
on θ allows us to descend (E, θ) to a coherent sheaf E′ on LT ; then E′ is the
pushforward of some coherent sheaf on Ya.

Proof. Scheme-theoretic support can be checked locally, where it follows form the
Cayley-Hamilton theorem. □

The closed subschemes Ya arising in Proposition 4.7 are called spectral varieties.

Definition 4.8. A T -family of spectral spectral varieties for (X,ω) is a closed
subscheme of V(ωT ) defined by

λn + an−1λ
n−1 + · · ·+ a0 = 0,

where λ is the tautological 1-form on V(ωT ), ai ∈ H0(XT , ω
⊗i
T ), and we form the

above sum in π∗
T (ω⊗n

T ), thought of as a line bundle on V(ωT ).

4.1.3. Finally, the Hitchin morphism.

Definition 4.9. The Hitchin base H(X,n, ω) is the k-space whose set of T -points
is the k-vector space

n⊕
i=1

H0(XT , ω
⊗i
T ),

where ωT = p∗
X(ω) for pX : XT → T the projection.

In particular,H(X,n, ω) is represented by the k-scheme
⊕n

i=1 Spec Sym•
k(H0(X,ω⊗i)∨).



32 MICHAEL BARZ

We then define the Hitchin morphism to be the map of k-stacks
h :M(X,n, ω)→ H(X,n, ω)

which sends a T -family of Higgs fields to the coefficients of the corresponding
characteristic polynomial (see Construction 4.1).

4.1.4. The BNR correspondence. We now prove a variant of the Beauville-Narasimhan-
Ramanan (BNR) correspondence for stacky curves, which we will use in our study of
logarithmic non-abelian Hodge theory. Beauville-Narasimhan-Ramanan [4] proved
the first version of the BNR correspondence for smooth spectral curves, and Schaub
[32] later generalized their work to arbitrary special curves. Our treatment follows
Schaub [32].

So, we now will now specialize to the case where X is a multi-root stack over
a smooth connected curve C. We let ρ : X → C be the map to the course moduli
space.

We now make a definition of torsion-free rank 1 sheaf which applies to spectral
curves of such an X.

Definition 4.10. Let X̃ be a multi-root stack over a curve C̃, with ρ̃ : X̃ → C̃ the
corresponding coarse moduli. We say that F ∈ Qcoh(X̃) is torsion-free of rank 1 if
G := ρ̃∗F is a coherent sheaf on C̃ which is torsion-free of rank 1 in the sense of
Schaub [32]; we recall that to Schaub, G is

(1) torsion-free if the map G → G⊗Q(OC̃) (for Q(OC̃) the total ring of fractions
of OC̃) is injective, and

(2) rank 1 if for every generic point ηi of C̃, we have ℓ(Gηi) = ℓ(OC̃,ηi
), where

ℓ(−) is is used to indicate the length of an OC̃,ηi
-module.

Example 4.11. If C̃ = Spec k[x, t2], then there are two torsion-free coherent sheaves
of rank 1:

(1) the sheaf OC̃ itself;
(2) the coherent sheaf associated to the k[x, t2]-module M := k[x]⊕ k[x], where

t acts as t · (f(x), g(x)) = (0, f(x)).
It’s clear that OC̃ is torsion-free of rank 1. For the second example, the torsion-

freeness is clear, and the rank 1 condition is because C̃ has a unique generic point η
corresponding to the minimal prime (t), and

ℓ(OC̃,η) = ℓ((k[x, t]/(t2))(t)) = 2.
As M(t) is a 2-dimensional k(x)-vector space, we deduce it has length 2 as well,

and hence we get our rank 1 condition.
Proposition 4.12 (The BNR correspondence). Assume X is a multi-root stack
over a smooth connected curve C.

Let T be a k-scheme, and fix a T -point point a ∈ H(X,n, ω)(T ). Let Ya ⊆ V(ωT )
denote the spectral curve corresponding to a.

Set G(T ) the groupoid of quasicoherent sheaves on Ya. Define a map
(4.13) M(X,n, ω)(T )→ G(T )
of groupoids by sending (E , θ) to the corresponding coherent sheaf on Ya.

Then the map (4.13) is a fully faithful. Moreover, for π : Ya ↪→ V(ωT ) → XT

the canonical map, the essential image of (4.13) consists exactly of those F ∈ G(T )
which are torsion free of rank 1.
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Proof. The full faithfulness is immediate from the fact that the category of effective
descent data for V(ωT )→ XT emebds fully faithfully into the category of quasico-
herent sheaves on V(ωT ), and so it suffices to check the claim about the essential
image.

Now, we characterize the essential image. Suppose F ∈ G(T ) is torsion free of
rank 1. Then, as π is finite flat of rank n, we deduce that E := π∗F is a rank n vector
bundle E on XT , using that XT is just a multi-root stack over the corresponding
spectral curve for C and applying Schaub [32] Lemma 2.2 (in the same way Schaub
[32] applies it to deduce his proposition 2.1).

Moreover, E has a natural Higgs field structure: just let θ : E → E ⊗ ωT be the
morphism obtained by remembering that F has a natural action of Sym•

OXT
(ω∨
T ),

which will automatically be integrable. Moreover, because F is a torsion free (as
it is a line bundle!) on Ya, we deduce that θ has characteristic polynomial a. We
remark that without this torsion free condition, we could only deduce that θ obeyed
a, not necessarily that the characteristic polynomial of θ was a. In particular, F is
the image of (E , θ) under (4.13). The converse, that every object of the essential
image if torsion free of rank 1, is similar, so we conclude. □

Example 4.14. Under the BNR correspondence, the two sheaves of Example 4.11
correspond to the two possible isomorphism classes of a nilpotent endomorphism of

the rank 2 vector bundle on A1: the zero map, or the map
(

0 1
0 0

)
.

4.1.5. Functoriality of Hitchin morphisms. When comparing our logarithmic non-
abelian Hodge theorem to de Catalado-Zhang’s [14], it will be useful to have the
following result.

Construction 4.2 (Functoriality of Hitchin morphisms). Let f : Y → X be a
morphism of Fp-schemes, and ωX a line bundle on X. Then f induces a natural
commutative diagram

M(X,n, ωX) M(Y, n, f∗ωX)

H(X,n, ωX) H(Y, n, f∗ωX),

M(f)

hY

H(f)

whereM(f) is the map sending a T -point (ET , θT ) ∈M(X,n, ωX)(T ) to (f∗ET , f∗θT ) ∈
M(Y, n, f∗ωX)(T ), and H(f) is the morphism of Hitchin bases induced by the nat-
ural maps

H0(X,ω⊗i
X )→ H0(Y, f∗ω⊗i

X )
coming from taking global sections of the adjunction map

ω⊗i
X → f∗f

∗ω⊗i
X .

4.2. On the characteristic polynomial of p-curvature. We now explain how
to treat the characteristic polynomial of p-curvature.

Remark 4.15. Using de Rham stacks give us some advantage here; indeed, in the
usual story of characteristic polynomials of p-curvature (see Laszlo-Pauly [24], and
also Zhang [13]), one views the p-curvature as a F ∗Ω1

X/S-twisted linear endomor-
phism on X; this makes it non-obvious that the Hitchin base for p-curvature is
correct, and indeed one has to prove a theorem asserting some specialness property
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of p-curvature. In our de Rham stack approach, as we shall see, we need no theorems:
just definitions.

Fix f : X → S smooth, representable of relative dimension 1. Set ω :=
ν∗
X/S,∧Ω1

X(1)/S
. By Proposition 2.57, the unit(

Ω1
X(1)/S

)⊗i
→ Sol(ω⊗i)

of the (ν∗, Sol) adjunction is an equivalence for every i ≥ 0. Taking global sections,
we deduce that

H0(X(1), ω⊗i
X(1)/S

) ≃ H0(X(1), Sol(ω⊗i)).
But by adjunction,

H0(X(1), Sol(ω⊗i)) = Hom(OX(1) , Sol(ω⊗i))
= Hom((OX , d), ω⊗i)

= H0((X/S)d̂R, ω⊗i).
Therefore

(4.16) H0((X/S)d̂R, ω⊗i) = H0(X(1), (Ω1
X(1)/S)⊗i).

Thus the Hitchin base for ω on (X/S)d̂R is exactly the same as the Hitchin base
for Ω1

X(1)/S
on X(1).

5. Logarithmic de Rham stacks

We now introduce logarithmic de Rham stacks; the main reason we took care
to develop the theory of de Rham stacks over a general base was so that we could
define logarithmic de Rham stacks by working relatively to (A1/Gm)n. We start
by explaining Olsson’s [31] (very nice!) observation that one can do logarithmic
geometry by working relatively to (A1/Gm)n, and then define logarithmic de Rham
stacks.

Throughout this section, we fix a base field k of characteristic p.

Notation 5.1. Throughout this section, put Θ := A1/Gm, thought of as a k-stack
(so here A1 means Spec k[t], and Gm means Spec k[x, x−1]).

5.1. Recollections on Olsson’s approach to logarithmic geometry.

Warning 5.2. None of the results in this section are original, and all are essentially
due to Olsson [31]; we recall them here merely for the reader’s convenience. In
preparing this section, the author also found the works of Borne [11], [12], Esnault-
Groechenig [19] and Laaroussi [23] very helpful.

Let X be a smooth k-scheme, and D a strict normal crossings divisor on X.
Olsson [31] observed that the logarithmic Kahler differentials Ω1

X/k(logD) could be
written as the Kahler differentials of X relative to an appropriate power of Θ. We
now explain this perspective; first, we recall how a divisor can be encoded via a
map to Θ.

Proposition 5.3. Let X be a k-scheme. Then morphisms X → A1/Gm are in
bijection with pairs (L, i : L → OX) where L is a line bundle on X and i is a
morphism of line bundles.



LOGARITHMIC DE RHAM STACKS AND NON-ABELIAN HODGE THEORY 35

Proof. See [30], example 5.13. □

We can now make precise our earlier statement about logarithmic Kahler differ-
entials.

Theorem 5.4 (Olsson). Let X be a smooth k-scheme, and D a simple normal
crossings divisor on X, with n components D1, ..., Dn. Let cDi

: X → Θ denote the
morphism associated to OX(−Di) ↪→ OX . Put cD : X → Θn the product of the cDi .

Then cD is a smooth, representable morphism, and the relative Kahler differ-
entials Ω1

X/Θn are canonically isomorphic to the logarithmic Kahler differentials
Ω1
X/k(logD). Moreover, Ω1

Di/BGm
= φ∗

iΩ1
X(logD), for φi : Di ↪→ X the inclusion.

Proof. We include this statement and proof for the reader’s convenience, but the
ideas are all due to Olsson [30], [31], and we claim no originality here.

To start we explain why cD is representable; for this it suffices to prove each cDi

is representable.
The fiber product A1 ×A1/Gm

X is just the frame bundle of the line bundle
OX(−Di), and in particular is a scheme. As representability by algebraic spaces
can be checked etale locally (see [3], tag 04ZP), we deduce that cDi

: X → Θ is
representable by algebraic spaces. Checking an algebraic space is a scheme can be
done Zariski locally, so we can now assume X is affine. Then cD : X → A1/Gm is
an affine morphism of stacks (because affineness can be checked after a flat cover,
and the pullback X ×A1/Gm

A1 is just the frame bundle of the line bundle OX(−D),
which will be affine whenever X is affine). It follows that, when X is affine, cD
is affine; hence cD is representable by algebraic spaces and affine, implying it is
representable by schemes.

Thus cD is a smooth, representable morphism. Now, we compute its relative
Kahler differentials. To start, we recall that there is a natural map

d : OX → Ω1
X/k ↪→ Ω1

X/k(logD)
of sheaves on X.

We claim that this d is actually a derivation relative to Θn, and that the induced
map

ΩX/Θn → Ω1
X/k(logD)

is an isomorphism of quasicoherent sheaves on X.
Both the property of being a derivation, and the property of a morphism being an

equivalence, can be checked locally. Thus we can assume X = An+m and cD : X → Θ
is the map classifying the divisor x1 · · ·xn = 0 in Spec k[x1, ..., xn, y1, ..., ym]. In this
case, we have a Cartesian diagram

An+m × Spec k[t±1
1 , ..., t±1

n ] An+m

An Θn,

c′
D

cD

and c′
D has relative differentials Ω1

cD′ generated by the symbols dxi, dyi, dt
±1
i ,

together with the relations
tidxi + xidti = 0.

In particular, t−1
i dti behaves as dxi/xi; hence Ω1

X/k(logD) pulls back to Ω1
cD′ .

As Ω1
X/Θn also pulls back to Ω1

cD′ by compatibility of Kahler differentials with
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base change, we conclude. The claims about Ω1
D/BGm

now follow easily from
compatibility of Kahler differentials with base change along the n natural maps
BGm → Θn (on factor i, embed BGm ↪→ Θ as the closed point; on the other factors,
view BGm = pt× · · · × pt×BGm × pt× · · · × pt, and map pt ↪→ Θ as the open
point). □

Notation 5.5. The morphism fi : BGm → Θn constructed in the proof of Theo-
rem 5.4 as the map

(Spec k)i−1 ×BGm × (Spec k)n−i → Θn

will arise often in the sequel.

5.1.1. Root stacks and Frobenius twists. We will need to use Frobenius twists relative
to (A1/Gm)n in our work below; already the relative Frobenius twist appears in our
Cartier descent theorem Theorem 3.9, and it will also appear in our statement of
the logarithmic non-abelian Hodge theorem. Thus in this section, we describe such
relative Frobenius twists concretely. They will end up being a multiroot stack over
the usual Frobenius twist.

Definition 5.6 (Multiroot stacks). Let

f : X → (A1/Gm)n

be a morphism of k-stacks. The (r1, ..., rn)-multiroot stack of f is defined as the
fiber product

Xr1,...,rn X

(A1/Gm)n (A1/Gm)n,

f

([r1],[r2],...,[rn])

where [r] : A1/Gm → A1/Gm is the morphism induced by the map t 7→ tr.

Remark 5.7. Quasicoherent sheaves on multiroot stacks can be described concretely
using the language of parabolic bundles, due to Borne [11], [12]. We describe this
perspective in more detail in (appendix omitted in this draft), as this language can
be very useful for giving concrete examples. Though, while parabolic bundles are
often useful for explicit computations, the author finds in practice it is convenient
to try working abstractly with the category of quasicoherent sheaves on a root stack,
and delay the translation to parabolic bundles as much as possible.

Frobenius twists relative to Θn are just multiroot stacks over the usual Frobenius
twists.

Remark 5.8. The same lemma also appears as Lemma 3.16 of Esnault-Groechenig’s
[19]; though we reproduce the short proof for the reader’s benefit.

Proposition 5.9. Let X be a smooth k-scheme and D a simple normal crossings
divisor on X with n components; let cD : X → Θn be the associated morphism
(see Theorem 5.4). Set X ′ := (X/k)(1), D′ = (D/k)(1) the Frobenius twists of X,D
relative to k.

Then the relative Frobenius twist (X/Θn)(1) is isomorphic to the (p, p, ..., p)-
multiroot stack of X ′ along the divisors D′

1, D
′
2, ..., D

′
n.
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Proof. We will now be a bit more specific about our base fields; recalling that Θ
was defined to live over k, we will now write

Θk = A1
k/Gm,k.

Then Θk = A1
Fp
/Gm,Fp

×Spec(Fp) Spec(k) = ΘFp
× Spec(k).

The absolute Frobenius of ΘFp
is just the pth power map ΘFp

[p]−→ ΘFp
. Hence we

have a Cartesian diagram

(X/Θn
k )(1) X ′ X

(ΘFp
× Spec(k))n (ΘFp

× Spec(k))n (ΘFp
× Spec(k))n.

cD′ cD

([p]×idk)n (idΘFp
× Frobk)

Thus (X/Θn
k )(1) can also be computed as the fiber product of X ′ over ([p], ..., [p]) :

Θn
k → Θk

n, which is by definition the (p, p, ..., p)-mutliroot stack of X ′ along the
D′

1, ..., D
′
n. □

5.2. Logarithmic de Rham stacks. Let k be a field of characteristic p, X a
smooth k-scheme, and D a strict normal crossings divisor on X with n components
D1, ..., Dn. Set X ′ the Frobenius twist of X relative to k, and X(1) the Frobenius
twist of cD : X → Θn. We will keep this setup throughout the rest of this section.

Definition 5.10. In this situation, we define the logarithmic de Rham stack of
(X,D) to be the relative de Rham stack

XdR(logD) := (X/Θn)dR.

Similarly, we define the sheared logarithmic de Rham stack of (X,D) to be the
sheared relative de Rham stack

X d̂R(logD) := (X/Θn)d̂R.

In the rest of this section, we will make explicit the general results of Section 2
in the special case of logarithmic de Rham stacks, for the benefit of the reader.

We start by relating quasicoherent sheaves on XdR(logD) with connections
having logarithmic poles.

Theorem 5.11 (Quasicoherent sheaves on logarithmic de Rham stacks). The
category Dqc(X d̂R(logD)) is canonically equivalent to the category of pairs (E ,∇)
with E ∈ Dqc(X) and

∇ : E → E ⊗ Ω1
X(logD)

a logarithmic connection on E .

Proof. Theorem 2.49 describes Dqc(X d̂R(logD)) in terms of DX/Θn -modules; com-
bining the concrete description of D-modules given in Lemma 2.47 with Olsson’s
description of Ω1

X/Θn from Theorem 5.4, we conclude. □

Definition 5.12. We define DX(logD) := DX/Θn .
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5.3. The log Azumaya property. We now explain an Azumaya algebra property
of logarithmic differential operators. This was first observed by a wonderful paper
of Hablicsek [21], in the language of parabolic sheaves (which by Borne [12] are
equivalent to quasicoherent sheaves on root stacks).

We take (X,D) as above.

Theorem 5.13 (Azumaya property of logarithmic differential operators). The
pushforward FX/S,∗DX(logD) has center OV(ω

X(1)/S
), and is in fact Azumaya over

its center.

Proof. This is the main theorem of Hablicsek’s [21], though in the language of
parabolic bundles; by Borne [12], though, our statement is equivalent. □

5.4. Residues. We now explain how residues of logarithmic connections can be
geometrized using (pt /BGm)d̂R.

5.4.1. On (pt /BGm)d̂R.

Remark 5.14. The author is grateful to Sanath Devalapurkar for helpful correspon-
dence on the material of this section. In particular, Devalapurkar explained to the
author the relationship between Artin-Schreier and p-curvature (see Lemma 5.27).

We start by computing the sheared relative de Rham stack (pt /BGm)d̂R explicitly.
Some general lemmata will aid in this task.

Lemma 5.15. Let G be a finite type, affine commutative group scheme over Spec k.
Then

(BG)dR ≃ B(GdR)
and

(BG)d̂R ≃ B(Gd̂R).

Remark 5.16. Here, by BG, we mean the classifying stack of flat G-gerbes.

Remark 5.17. Thanks to this lemma, we will often write BGdR instead of B(GdR)
or (BG)dR, since now no confusion can arise.

Proof. The key point is that formation of both de Rham and sheared de Rham
stacks preserve quasi-syntomic covers.

The diagram

G Spec(k)

Spec(k) BG

is Cartesian even in the world of derived stacks; thus applying dR, we find that

GdR Spec(k)

Spec(k) (BG)dR
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is Cartesian (since formation of de Rham stacks commutes with derived limits).
In characteristic 0, finite type group schemes are smooth; in positive characteristic,

finite type group schemes are quasi-syntomic. Thus G→ Spec(k) is a quasisynotomic
surjection; hence Spec(k) → BG is a quasisyntomic surjection. As formation of
dR preserves quasisynotomic covers, we deduce that Spec(k)→ (BG)dR is still a
quasi-syntomic cover. Hence we have a surjection pt→ (BG)dR whose fiber is GdR;
this is exactly the data needed to identify B(GdR) ≃ (BG)dR, so we conclude. The
same argument works for d̂R. □

Corollary 5.18. We have
GdR
m = cone(G#

m → Gm),

Gd̂R
m = cone(G#,∧

m → Gm),
BGdR

m = cone(BG#
m → BGm),

BGd̂R
m = cone(BG#,∧

m → BGm).
Moreover, under these canonical identifications, the morphisms

BGm → BGdR
m → BGd̂R

m

become the canonical maps
BGm → cone(BG#

m → BGm)→ cone(BG#,∧
m → BGm).

Proof. The first two claims follow immediately from the definition of (sheared) de
Rham stacks; the other claims then follow from Lemma 5.15. □

Corollary 5.19. We have
(pt /BGm)dR ≃ BG#

m,

and
(pt /BGm)d̂R ≃ BG#,∧

m .

Proof. By definition, (pt /BGm)dR is defined as the fiber product

(pt /BGm)dR ptdR

BGm BGdR
m .

As ptdR = pt and BGm → BGdR
m is just the canonical map BGm → cone(BG#

m →
BGm), we conclude. The sheared version is proven identically. □

Remark 5.20. In particular, by Cartier duality, quasicoherent sheaves on (pt /BGm)d̂R

are just the same as k-vector spaces endowed with an endomorphism; this is exactly
in line with the computation Dpt /BGm

≃ k[x∂x] of Example 2.52.

Definition 5.21. Let V ∇ ∈ Dqc((pt /BGm)d̂R). The residue of V ∇ is endomorphism
res : V → V of the k-vector space V underlying V ∇ obtained by looking at the
action of x∂x ∈ Dpt /BGm

on V.

Remark 5.22. It follows from Corollary 5.19 that a quasicoherent sheaf on
(pt /BGm)d̂R is equivalent to a pair (V, res) of a vector space and a residue.
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We also spell out the p-curvature for pt→ BGm. The relative Frobenius twist
of pt over BGm is Bµp. As LBµp/BGm

≃ OBµp (computed for instance by pulling
back along pt→ BGm to get Gm/µp ≃ Gm), we find that (pt /BGm)d̂R → Bµp is
a G#,∧

a -gerbe. This is exactly what we’d expect: (pt /BGm)d̂R = BG#,∧
m , and the

map
BG#,∧

m → Bµp

is induced by the group homomorphism G#,∧
m → µp, which is surjective with kernel

G#,∧
a according to the following lemma.

Lemma 5.23. There is a short exact sequence of commutative affine group schemes

(5.24) 0→ G#,∧
a → G#,∧

m → µp → 0.

Moreover, G#,∧
m → µp admits a section at the level of schemes.

Warning 5.25. The sequence (5.24) is not split as a short exact sequence of group
schemes! We only construct a scheme-theoretic section; it will not respect the group
laws. In fact, no section can be a group homomorphism, because the Cartier dual
to (5.24) is the Artin-Schreier sequence

0→ Z/p→ Ga → Ga → 0,

which famously is not split.

Remark 5.26. Sanath Devalapurkar, in a private communication to the author,
explained that the non-sheared version of (5.24) splits group theoretically, and hence
(pt /BGm)dR → Bµp is the trivial gerbe. We will not need this in this paper, so we
do not include it.

Proof. For an Fp-algebra A, we have

µp(A) = {a ∈ A | ap = 1},

G#,∧
m (A) = {(a, γ•) | a ∈ A×, γ• is a system of nilpotent divided powers for 1− a},

G#,∧
a (A) = {(a, γ•) | a ∈ A, γ• is a system of nilpotent divided powers for a}.

For surjectivity, just note that if ap = 1, then 1−a admits the system of nilpotent
divided powers

γn(1− a) :=
{

(1−a)n

n! n < p,

0 n ≥ p.
In fact, this defines a function

s(A) : µp(A)→ G#,∧
m (A)

which is clearly functorial in A, and hence gives us a scheme-theoretic section
s : µp → G#,∧

m of G#,∧
m → µp.

The kernel of G#,∧
m → µp is then given by all the systems of divided powers for

0 ∈ A.
These are equivalent to giving elements γn ∈ A so that

γ0 = 1, γ1 = 0,

γn · γm = (n+m)!
n!m! γn+m.



LOGARITHMIC DE RHAM STACKS AND NON-ABELIAN HODGE THEORY 41

It’s easy to see these conditions imply γn = 0 for all n < p. Hence if p ∤ n, the
second condition let’s us write

n!
i!(n− i)!γn = γn−i · γi = 0

for i the remainder of n when divided by p. Note that n!/(i!(n− i)!) is an integer
not divisible by p, and hence γn = 0 as well.

However, the γpn have no reason to be zero. They are just elements of A obeying
γp·0 = 1,

γpn · γpm = (pn+ pm)!
(pn)!(pm)! γp(n+m) = (n+m)!

n!m! γp(n+m).

The last equality is from Lucas’ theorem.
Hence giving the γn are equivalent to giving some γp ∈ A together with any

PD structure on γp. This is exactly the data of an element of G#
a (A), and so we

conclude. □

The Artin-Schreier sequence appearing in Warning 5.25 allows us to compute
p-curvature in terms of residue.

Lemma 5.27. Let (V, res) be a quasicoherent sheaf on (pt /BGm)d̂R. Then the
p-curvature morphism

ψp : V → V ⊗ F ∗ΩBµp/BGm
= V

is just the endomorphism
ψp = resp− res .

Proof. Recall that p-curvature is defined in terms of the Cartesian diagram

(pt /BGm)d̂R ×Bµp pt (pt /BGm)d̂R

pt Bµp.

As (pt /BGm)d̂R = BG#,∧
m , we find from Lemma 5.23 that the fiber product is just

BG#,∧
a , with the map BG#,∧

a → BG#,∧
m in the above Cartesian diagram being the

one induced by the inclusion G#,∧
a → G#,∧

m .
As in Warning 5.25, after applying Cartier duality this inclusion becomes the

Artin-Schreier cover; as ψp and residue are both defined in terms of Cartier duality,
we deduce that ψp is the image of res under Artin-Schreier, and hence ψp = resp− res,
as desired. □

5.4.2. Relation to residue of logarithmic connections.

Theorem 5.28. Let X be a smooth curve over an algebraically closed field k,
and D a reduced effective divisor in X with n components D1, ..., Dn ∈ X(k). Let
cD : X → (A1/Gm)n be the resulting morphism.

For each i, let φi : BGm → (A1/Gm)n be the morphism induced as the product of
n− 1 copies of the open immersion Spec(k) ↪→ A1/Gm with one copy of the closed
immersion BGm ↪→ A1/Gm, with this one closed immersion being on the ith factor.
Then the diagram
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pt X

BGm (A1/Gm)n

Di

cD

φi

is Cartesian, and the resulting morphism

φd̂R
i : (pt /BGm)d̂R → (X/Θn)d̂R

is such that φd̂R,∗
i : Dqc((X/Θn)d̂R) → Dqc((pt /BGm)d̂R) sends the logarithmic

connection
∇ : E → E ⊗ Ω1

X(logD)
to (E|Di , resi), where

resi : E|Di

∇−→ E|Di
⊗ Ω1

X(logD)|Di

idE ⊗ res−−−−−→ E|Di
,

for res : Ω1
X(logD)|Di → ODi Poincare’s residue map (sending dx/x to 1, for x a

local coordinate at Di).
Remark 5.29. The map resi : E|Di

→ E|Di
is automatically ODi

-linear since ∇ is
k-linear and ODi = k; this automatic linearity of the restriction of ∇ is unique to
dimension 1, and makes residues especially easy to geometrize for curves.
Proof. The Cartesian diagram is immediate; the claim about restriction is because
in general, ∗-pullbacks of morphisms between relative de Rham stacks coming from
Cartesian diagrams are commuted via restrictions. □

5.4.3. Residue and Cartier descent. Take some V ∈ Qcoh(X(1)). It’s pullback
ν∗V ∈ Qcoh(XdR(logD)) is some vector bundle with logarithmic connection; and
in particular, along each component Di of D, we can form the residue of ν∗V along
Di.

Is there an easy way to read off this residue directly from V? The answer is,
fortunately, yes; it will turn out, as we shall see, that the parabolic structure of V
encodes the residue of ν∗V.

Each inclusion Di ↪→ X gives rise to a commutative diagram
(pt /BGm)dR XdR(logD)

Bµp X(1)

of relative de Rham stacks. As the residue is obtained by pulling back along
(pt /BGm)dR → XdR(logD), using this commutative diagram we see that the
residue of ν∗V can be computed by first pulling back V to Bµp.

Proposition 5.30. Let V ∈ Qcoh(X(1)). Then ν∗V has residue zero along each Di

if and only if V has trivial parabolic structure (that is, V lies in the essential image
of π∗ : Qcoh(X ′)→ Qcoh(X(1))).
Proof. This is proven essentially by staring at the commutative diagram

XdR(logD) XdR

X(1) X ′.

π′

ν ν′

π
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Indeed, ν∗V has zero residue along each Di if and only if it is a usual connection
(that is, doesn’t have any logarithmic poles) if and only if it lies in the essential
image of (π′)∗ : Qcoh(XdR)→ Qcoh(XdR(logD)).

Thus, the commuativity of our diagram immediately implies that if V has trivial
parabolic structure, then ν∗V has residue zero along each Di. And conversely, if ν∗V
has residue zero, then we can write ν∗V = (π′)∗(E ,∇); but ∇ will have p-curvature
zero since ν∗V does, and so by Cartier descent we deduce (E ,∇) = (ν′)∗(V ′) for
some V ′. Thus

ν∗V ≃ ν∗(π∗V ′),
which by fully faithfulness of ν∗ implies V ≃ π∗V ′, as desired. □

6. Logarithmic non-abelian Hodge theory

We now prove our logarithmic non-abelian Hodge theorem for curves in positive
characteristic. We begin by fixing our setup.

Fix k an algebraically closed field of positive characteristic p, and X a smooth
proper curve over k. TakeD a reduced effective divisor, with componentsD1, ..., Dn ∈
X(k) (so these Di are just distinct points).

We set S := (A1
k/Gm,k)n, and let f : X → S be the morphism classifying D (see

Theorem 5.4).
We write X(1) for the Frobenius twist of X relative to S, and X ′ for the Frobenius

twist of X relative to k. Recall from Proposition 5.9 that X(1) is the (p, p, ..., p)-
multiroot stack of X ′, along the points D′

1, ..., D
′
n.

We also fix a positive integer r; this will be the rank of the vector bundles we
consider.

6.1. Stating the etale local equivalence. The non-abelian Hodge theorem
concerns two moduli stacks: a moduli stack of vector bundles with connection, and
a moduli stack of Higgs fields. We now introduce both.

6.1.1. The de Rham side. In our situation, ν∗
X/S,∧Ω1

X(1)/S
is a line bundle on

(X/S)d̂R. Applying Section 4.1 to the k-stack (X/S)d̂R and the line bundle ν∗
X/S,∧Ω1

X(1)/S
,

we get a Hitchin morphism

(6.1) h :M((X/S)d̂R, r, ν∗
X/S,∧Ω1

X(1)/S)→ H((X/S)d̂R, r, ν∗
X/S,∧Ω1

X(1)/S).

Thanks to (4.16), the Hitchin base of (6.1) is actually the same as the Hitchin
base H(X(1), r,Ω1

X(1)/S
). We will now, following Groechenig, label this Hitchin base

as
A(1) := H(X(1), r,Ω1

X(1)/S).

The moduli stack M((X/S)d̂R, r, ν∗
X/S,∧Ω1

X(1)/S
) is still a little big, though. We

define MdR(X/S) the moduli stack of rank r vector bundles on (X/S)d̂R. By
Section 3.1.2, taking p-curvature of a vector bundle with flat connection gives us a
natural morphism of stacks

ψp :MdR(X/S)→M((X/S)d̂R, r, ν∗
X/S,∧Ω1

X(1)/S)

We define
hdR :MdR(X/S)→ A(1)

to be the composition h ◦ ψp.
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Remark 6.2. A T -point of MdR(X/S) is, by definition, a rank r vector bundle on

(X/S)d̂R ×k T.
We can rewrite this in a convenient way. As k is a field, T → Spec(k) is automatically
flat; hence ST := S ×k T is a flat S-scheme, and so the Cartesian diagram

XT X

ST S

is Cartesian even in the derived sense; as formation of de Rham stacks commutes
with derived limits, we deduce that (XT )d̂R ≃ X d̂R ×

Sd̂R
(ST )d̂R. Thus

(XT /ST )d̂R := (XT )d̂R ×
(ST )d̂R

ST

≃ (X d̂R ×
Sd̂R

(ST )d̂R)×
(ST )d̂R

ST

≃ X d̂R ×
Sd̂R

(S ×k T )

≃ (X d̂R ×
Sd̂R

S)×k T

≃ (X/S)d̂R ×k T.

Thus T -points of MdR(X/S) are just the rank n vector bundles on (XT /ST )d̂R.

6.1.2. The Dolbeault side. The Dolbeault side is, fortunately, much quicker to define:
we put

MDol(X(1)) :=M(X(1), r,Ω1
X(1)/S).

Applying Section 4.1 in this situation gives us a Hitchin morphism
hDol :MDol(X(1))→ A(1).

6.1.3. The equivalence statement. We can now state the first form of our non-abelian
Hodge theorem.

Theorem 6.3 (Logarithmic non-abelian Hodge theory). There is an etale cover
U → A(1) such that, after base changing to U , there is an isomorphism of U-stacks

MdR(X/S)×A(1) U ≃MDol(X(1))×A(1) U .

Actually, Theorem 6.3 will follow from a slightly more precise statement; but to
make this more precise comparison, we first need to introduce the stack of splittings
of the Azumaya algebra FX/S,∗DX/S . In fact, most of the proof of Theorem 6.3 is
really just getting in to a position where the objects of the precise statement are
defined; once they are, proving the more precise statement is simple.

Remark 6.4. Our proof of Theorem 6.3 is basically identical to Groechenig’s
[20] proof in the non-logarithmic setting. We view this as an advantage to our
approach, as it reveals that, when phrased appropriately, Groechenig’s proof also
covers logarithmic non-abelian Hodge theory; more generally, it seems that most
arguments involving de Rham stacks should work in the relative case without much
additional input, allowing one to use Olsson’s ideas to get logarithmic versions of
results.
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6.2. The stack of splittings. We will now study the stack of splittings of the
Azumaya algebra FX/S,∗DX/S .

6.2.1. Splittings on spectral curves.
Notation 6.5. Let T be a k-scheme, and a : T → A(1) a T -point of the Hitchin
base. We will denote by C(1)

T the spectral curve associated to a (see Proposition 4.7).
Let D := FX/S,∗DX/S be the Azumaya algebra of differential operators (see

Section 5.3), thought of as an algebra on V(ωX(1)/S). We write Da := (p∗D)|
C

(1)
T

where p : V(ωX(1)/S)×k T → V(ωX(1)/S) is the canonical projection. Note that DT
is then an Azumaya algebra on C

(1)
T .

Definition 6.6. We define a A(1)-stack S, called the stack of splittings, as the
functor sending T → A(1) to relative splittings of the Azumaya algebra FX/S,∗DX/S
over the T -family of spectral curves C(1)

T ; that is, the groupoid of T -points of S is the
groupoid of pairs (E , φ) where E is a vector bundle on C(1)

T and φ : End(E)→ Da is
an isomorphism (see Notation 6.5 for the meaning of Da).
Remark 6.7. We will show that S is a stack for the fppf topology, and in fact an
algebraic stack, in Corollary 6.24.
Definition 6.8. We let P denote the A(1)-stack whose functor of points sends
T → A(1) to the groupoid of line bundles on C

(1)
T .

Remark 6.9. This P is of course the relative Picard stack of the universal spectral
curve over A(1).

Lemma 6.10. The functor P is an algebraic stack (and in particular is a stack;
that is, its functor of points obeys fppf descent).
Proof. This P is the relative Picard stack of the universal spectral curve on the
scheme A(1) (see Remark 6.9); this universal spectral curve is an algebraic stack (as
it is a root stack over a scheme), and so Lieblich’s [26] Lemma 2.3.2 implies P is an
algebraic stack. □

There is a natural action of P on S: if L is a line bundle on C(1)
T and (E , φ) ∈ S(T ),

then there is a canonical equivalence c : End(E ⊗ L) ≃ End(E), so we can define
L· (E , φ) := (E ⊗L, φ◦c) ∈ S(T ). We now prove that this action makes S a P-torsor.

First we check simple transitivity.
Lemma 6.11. The action of P(T ) on S(T ) is simply transitive for any T → A(1).

Proof. Take (E , φ) and (E ′, φ′) two T -points of S. Put L := HomDa
(E , E ′), using

φ,φ′ to turn E , E ′ into Da-modules. As E , E ′ are two simple algebras over an
Azumaya algebra, by the general theory of Azumaya algebras we deduce that L is a
line bundle and that

E ⊗ L ≃ E ′

as Da-modules. This proves the transitivity.
If L ∈ Pic(C(1)

T ) has (E , φ) · L ≃ (E , φ), then in particular E ⊗ L ≃ E , so taking
determinants we deduce that det(E)⊗ L ≃ det(E), and thus L ≃ O. This gives us
that the action has trivial stabilizers. □

The non-emptiness of S is more subtle. We start by proving a non-emptiness
claim when testing on k-points of A(1), and then extend.
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6.2.2. Tsen’s theorem for root stacks.

Lemma 6.12. The morphism V(Ω1
X(1)/S

)→ V(Ω1
X′/S) induced by the map X(1) →

X ′ witnesses V(TX(1)/S) as the (p, p, ..., p)-multiroot stack of V(Ω1
X′/S) along the

divisors (π−1(D′
1), ..., π−1(D′

n)), for π : V(Ω1
X′/S)→ X ′ the canonical map and D′

i

the Frobenius twists of the Di (that is, D′
i is the image of Di under the relative

Frobenius).

Proof. Let cD′ : X ′ → S = (A1/Gm)n be the morphism classifying the divisor
D′ = D′

1 + · · ·+D′
n.

Then V(Ω1
X(1)/S

) = V(Ω1
X′/S) ×X′ X(1), by compatibility of relative Kahler

differentials with pullback. As X(1) = (X ′, cD′)×S (S, ([p], ..., [p])), we deduce that
V(Ω1

X(1)/S) = V(Ω1
X′/S)×S (S, ([p], ..., [p]),

and so our claim follows immediately from the definition of root stacks. □

Corollary 6.13. Every spectral curve (see Definition 4.8) for (X(1),Ω1
X(1)/S

) is a
([p], ..., [p])−multiroot stack of a spectral curve for (X ′,Ω1

X′/k(logD′)).

Proof. Set ω′ = Ω1
X′/k(logD′), ω(1) = Ω1

X(1)/S
. Let our spectral curve C(1) for

(X(1),Ω1
X(1)/S

) be cut out by

(λ(1))n + a
(1)
n−1(λ(1))n−1 + · · ·+ a

(1)
0 = 0,

where a(1)
i ∈ H0(X(1), (ω(1))⊗i). Recall the morphism

αi : H0(X(1), (ω(1))⊗i)→ H0(X ′, (ω′)⊗i)

of (4.6). Set a′
i := αi(a(1)

i ).
As the diagram

V(ω(1)) V(ω′)

X(1) X ′

S S
[p]

has all squares Cartesian, our spectral curve C(1) is the base change along V(ω(1))→
V(ω′) of the spectral curve C ′ cut out by

(λ′)n + a′
n−1(λ′)n−1 + · · ·+ a′

0 = 0.
In particular, the diagram

C(1) C ′

S S
([p],··· ,[p])

is Cartesian. Our claim now follows from the definition of multiroot stacks. □

We now recall a result of Achenjang [1].
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Lemma 6.14. Let Y be a tame algebraic stack over k, with coarse moduli space
c : Y → Y. Assume all stabilizers of k-points of Y are groups of the form µn (with n
allowed to depend on the geometric point) and that c is an isomorphism over some
nonempty open subscheme U ⊆ Y.

Let D′ be an effective Cartier divisor in Y. Let Ym be the mth root stack of Y
along c∗(D′).

Assume also that dimY = 1. If H2(Y,Gm) = 0, then H2(Ym,Gm) = 0.

Proof.
(6.15) H2(Y,Gm)→ H2(Ym,Gm)→ H1(D′,Z/mZ).

As dimY = 1, the divisor D′ is a disjoint union of geometric points; hence
H1(D′,Z/mZ) = 0. By assumption, H2(Y,Gm) = 0. Thus (6.15) becomes an
exact sequence

0→ H2(Ym,Gm)→ 0,
and we conclude our desired vanishing. □

Theorem 6.16 (Tsen’s theorem for stacky spectral curves, apres Achenjang).
Every spectral curve C(1) of (X(1),Ω1

X(1)/S
) has H2(C(1),Gm) = 0. In particular,

Br(C(1)) = 0, so every Azumaya algebra on C(1) is split.

Warning 6.17. In our proof of this theorem, we cite Theorem 3.21 of Groechenig
[20]. Achenjang pointed out to the author that Theorem 3.21 of Groechenig [20] has
a minor error, and Groechenig must include a generic schemeyness assumption for
that theorem to be true. However, we will only apply that Theorem 3.21 to situations
where we have this assumption, so this error will not impact our application.

Proof. By Theorem 3.21 of Groechenig [20] (though see Warning 6.17), this theorem
is true for the spectral curves C ′ of (X ′,Ω1

X′/k(logD′)), because those spectral
curves are (possibly singular!) schemes.

By Corollary 6.13, our spectral curve C(1) is a multiroot stack over some spectral
curve C ′. By repeated application of Lemma 6.14, we deduce that the vanishing of
H2(−,Gm) for C ′ implies the same for C(1), and hence conclude. □

Theorem 6.16 allows us to split the Azumaya algebra Da for a : Spec(k)→ A(1)

any k-point of our Hitchin base. To upgrade this non-emptiness of S on k-points to
a proof that S is a P-torsor, we will show that S → A(1) is smooth.

he proof of this smoothness will occupy the rest of this section. To begin, we
check S is an algebraic stack; this is actually easiest to do by giving an alternative
description of S. This alternative description will also be useful in our proof of the
non-abelian Hodge theorem.

6.2.3. Intermezzo: a de Rham BNR correspondence. We now give an analgoue of
the BNR correspondence (which allows us to describe MDol using spectral curves)
on the de Rham side. Our result is a logarithmic version of Groechenig’s [20]
Proposition 3.15.

We start with a linear algebra lemma.

Lemma 6.18. Let Y be a scheme over a base T, smooth of relative dimension d,
and let FY/T : Y → Y ′ be the relative Frobenius. Fix a line bundle L on Y ′, and let

θ : E → E ⊗ F ∗L
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be a linear morphism on Y, for E a vector bundle on Y. If θ has characteristic
polynomial a, then F∗(θ) : F∗E → F∗E ⊗ L has characteristic polynomial apd

.

Proof. The characteristic polynomial is local on Y, so we may assume T = Spec(A), Y =
AdT ,L = OY ′ , E = OrY . Write Y = SpecA[y1, ..., yd]. Let θij be the entries of the
r × r matrix representing θ in the e1, ..., er basis of OrY .

Write
θij =

∑
(f1,...,fd),0≤fi<p

yf1
1 · · · y

fd

d θ
f1,...,fd

ij ,

where θ(f1,...,fd)
ij ∈ A[yp1 , ..., y

p
d]. Write θf1,...,fd the r × r matrix with coefficients

θf1,...,fd

ij .

The pushforward F∗OrY is the trivial bundle of rank pdr on Y ′. We can represent
F∗(θ) as a pd × pd block matrix, where each block is size r × r, and the blocks
are indexed by pairs ((f1, ..., fd), (f ′

1, ..., f
′
d)) of multi-indices 0 ≤ fi ≤ p− 1. This

matrix is written in the basis yf1
1 · · · y

fd

d ei of F∗OrY . Thus the r× r block with index
((f1, ..., fd), (f ′

1, ..., f
′
d)) is just θf1,...,fd .

Hence F∗(θ) is just a pd × pd block matrix, each block is θ; the claim now follows
immediately from the definition of characteristic polynomials. □

Lemma 6.19. Let E be a torsionfree coherent sheaf on X(1) together with a
FX/S,∗DX/S-module structure. Then there is a unique quasicoherent DX/S-module
F on X such that FX/S,∗F ≃ E .

Proof. Let FX/k : X → X ′ denote the usual relative-to-k Frobenius on X. Forgetting
the parabolic structures on E and FX/S,∗DX/S , we find that E can be thought of
as a quasicoherent sheaf on X ′ with a FX/k,∗DX(logD)-module structure. As
FX/k is a universal homeomorphism, the functors F−1

X/k and FX/k,∗ furnish inverse
equivalences between Sh(X) and Sh(X ′). Setting F = F−1

X/kE , we find that F has a
F−1
X/kFX/k,∗DX(logD) = DX(logD)-module structure. In particular, F is a sheaf of
OX -modules; moreover, by compatibility of relative Frobenius with open immersions,
we deduce that F is quasicoherent on X.

Thus we have FX/k,∗F ≃ E as FX/k,∗DX(logD)-modules on X ′. To upgrade
this to a statement on X(1), we will argue that for any torsionfree coherent
FX/k,∗DX(logD)-module E on X ′, there is a unique way of giving E parabolic
structures compatible with the D-algebra action (in the sense that there is a unique
FX/S,∗DX/S-module on X(1) which gives E when you forget parabolic structures).

And indeed, consider a point P ∈ D. Choose a uniformizer x of P in X. A
parabolic structure for E at P is a p-step filtration

xpE = F p ⊆ F p−1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ F 0 = E .
The filtration is trivial away from P, so it suffices to define it only in a small enough
neighborhood of P where the local coordinate x makes sense.

If this filtration is compatible with the DX/S-module structure, then x must act
as degree 1. Thus

F i ⊆ xiF 0 = xiE .
Moreover, take some s ∈ F i. Then xp−is ∈ F p = xpE , so we can write xp−is = xpt

for some t ∈ E . As E is torsion free, this implies s = xit, so xiE ⊆ F i. We deduce
that xiE = F i, so our filtration is forced to be the filtration by order of divisibility by
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x. In particular, there is a unique way to put a parabolic structure on E compatible
with the D-module structure, as desired. □

Proposition 6.20 (The de Rham BNR correspondence, apres Groechenig). Fix a
k-scheme T, and a : T → A(1) a T -point of the Hitchin base. Thinking of a as a
degree r characteristic polynomial, we write ap for the corresponding polynomial of
degree pr, and we write C(1)

ap for the degree pr spectral curve associated to ap.
The following three groupoids are canonically equivalent:
(1) the groupoid h−1

dR(a),
(2) the groupoid G1 of torsion free, rank 1 coherent sheaves on C

(1)
ap with a

Dap-module structure,
(3) the groupoid G2 of torsion free, rank p coherent sheaves on C

(1)
a with a

Da-module structure.

Remark 6.21 (Comparison to de Cataldo-Zhang [14]). de Cataldo-Zhang ([14]
Lemma 4.1) prove a very similar theorem, but without using these stacky spectral
curves. The relationship between our two theorems is explained by the following
remark: if F is a torsion free coherent sheaf on C ′

a (the non-stacky spectral curve)
with a Da-module structure, then there is a unique way to endow F with a parabolic
structure compatible with the Da-module structure. Indeed, this is more or less
the argument given to prove Lemma 6.19, which will be a crucial ingredient in our
proof.

Proof. Put π : C(1)
a → X

(1)
T the projection map, which is finite flat of degree r.

Given F ∈ G2, we can form π∗F , which will be a vector bundle on X
(1)
T of rank

pr carrying a Higgs field of characteristic polynomial ap and an action of F∗DXT /ST
.

Descending to the cotangent bundle, analogously to Proposition 4.12 we can produce
a torsion free, rank 1 coherent sheaf on C

(1)
ap with a Dap-module structure. In this

way, essentially the same argument as Proposition 4.12 shows G1 ≃ G2.
To conclude, we give an equivalence h−1

dR(a) ≃ G2. Given (E ,∇) ∈ h−1
dR(a), the

Frobenius pushforward F∗E will be a vector bundle on X
(1)
T of rank pr carrying an

action of F∗DXT /ST
.

Moreover, the p-curvature ψp : E → E ⊗ F ∗ω
X

(1)
T
/ST

gives us a morphism

F∗(ψp) : F∗E → F∗E ⊗ ωX(1)
T
/ST

.

Equivalently, this F∗ψp encodes the action of Z(F∗DXT /ST
on F∗E . By Lemma 6.18,

the characteristic polynomial of F∗(ψp), so by Proposition 4.12 we can descend E to
a torsion free rank 1 coherent sheaf on C(1)

ap with a Dap -module structure. Thus we
have produced a fully faithful functor

h−1
dR(a)→ G1.

For essential surjectivity, take F ∈ G1. Let π′ : C(1)
ap → X

(1)
T be the projection

map, which is finite flat of degree pr. Thus π′
∗F is a rank pr vector bundle on X(1)

T ,
carrying the structure of a F∗DXT /ST

-module with p-curvature having characteristic
polynomial ap. By Lemma 6.19, we can choose E a rank r vector bundle on XT

such that F∗E ≃ π′
∗F , and moreover such that E has a DX/S-module structure

making F∗E ≃ π′
∗F an equivalence of FXT /ST ,∗DXT /ST

-modules. This E will then
have p-curvature with characteristic polynomial a (as whatever its characteristic
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polynomial b is, we will have bp = ap, which implies b = a as b, a are polynomials
with coefficients in an Fp-vector space). This shows the essential surjectivity, so we
conclude. □

We can now redescribe S.

Definition 6.22. We write Mreg
dR for the stack of connections having regular p-

curvature: that is, those connections whose corresponding torsion free rank p coherent
sheaf under Proposition 6.20 is a rank p vector bundle.

Lemma 6.23 (Splittings and regular connections). There is an equivalence S ≃
Mreg

dR over A(1).

Proof. By definition, a splitting of Da is a pair of a rank p vector bundle V on C(1)
ap

together with an isomorphism End(V) ≃ Da. But such an identification is identical
to a Da-module structure on V and so we conclude. □

Corollary 6.24. S is an algebraic stack over A(1).

Proof. As MdR,Mreg
dR are both known to be algebraic stacks, this follows from

Lemma 6.23. □

6.2.4. Smoothness of S → A(1). Now that we know S is an algebraic stack, we can
prove smoothness; this will make it much easier to show S is a P-torsor.

We need one preliminary lemma.

Lemma 6.25. Let i : Y ↪→ Y ′ be a square zero extension of algebraic stacks of
dimension 1, and A an Azumaya algebra on Y ′. Any splitting of i∗A can be extended
to a splitting of A on Y ′.

Proof. There is a natural injection Br(Y ′) ↪→ H2(Y ′,Gm) for any algebraic stack
(see Remark 2.19 of [1]).

Thus it suffices to prove that the map i∗ : H2(Y ′,Gm)→ H2(Y,Gm) is injective.
Fortunately for us, this basically follows from an argument of Groechenig (specifically,
the bottom of page 17 of [20]). Let Y be cut out by the quasicoherent sheaf of ideals
I with I2 = 0. Then there is a short exact sequence

0→ I exp−−→ O×
Y′ → i∗O×

Y → 0,

where exp : I → O×
Y′ is defined by exp(f) = 1 + f ; this is a homomorphism since

I2 = 0.
Thus the injectivity of H2(Y ′,Gm)→ H2(Y,Gm) is immediate from the fact that

H2(Y ′, I) = 0, which is true by our dimension assumption as I is quasicoherent. □

Proposition 6.26. The morphisms P → A(1) and S → A(1) are both smooth (but
not representable!).

Proof. This is proven for P in tag 0DPK of the Stacks project [3] under a few more
assumptions; however, the argument given in the Stacks project still works for us
in light of our Lemma 6.25 and the fact that S,P are still algebraic stacks in our
situation. □

Finally, we may conclude.

Theorem 6.27. The action of P on S makes S into an etale P-torsor.
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Proof. By Lemma 6.11, we only need show non-emptiness etale locally on A(1).
But Proposition 6.26 shows S → A(1) is smooth, and Theorem 6.16 implies it is
surjective; so etale locally on A(1), the map S → A(1) admits a section. □

Remark 6.28. In de Cataldo-Zhang [14], the exact same stack S appears (though
they call it H). However, they are not able to prove a torsor property for S,
essentially because they don’t use stacky spectral curves. As explained in Lopez [27],
a stacky curve in general has a larger Picard group than its coarse moduli space. de
Cataldo-Zhang [14] only work with the coarse moduli spaces of our spectral curves,
and hence their Picard groups are smaller, and so the action of their Picard groups
on S is not transitive. We will revisit this point in more detail in Section 6.4 and
Section 6.5.

6.3. The more precise comparison. Now that we understand S, we can state a
more precise version of Theorem 6.3.

Construction 6.1 (Action of P on MDol(X(1))). Fix T a k-scheme and a : T →
A(1) a morphism. A T -point of P is, by definition, a line bundle L on C

(1)
a ; and a

T -point of MDol(X(1)) is, by the BNR correspondence Proposition 4.12, equivalent
to a torsion free rank 1 coherent sheaf F on C(1)

a . The tensor product L⊗ F is still
a torsion free rank 1 coherent sheaf on C

(1)
a , and hence by Proposition 4.12 is a

T -point of MDol(X(1)). In this way, we get an action of P on MDol(X(1)).

We will now seek to prove the following more precise variant of Theorem 6.3.

Theorem 6.29. There is an equivalence of A(1)-stacks

S ×P MDol(X(1)) ≃MdR(X).

Before proving Theorem 6.29, we explain why it implies Theorem 6.3.

Proof of Theorem 6.3. By Theorem 6.27, S is an etale P-torsor. Hence after some
etale cover U → A(1) we have SU ≃ PU , and so after pulling back to U, Theorem 6.29
becomes

MDol(X(1))×A(1) U ≃ SU ×PU (MDol(X(1))×A(1) U) ≃MdR(X)×A(1) U,

as desired. □

To prove Theorem 6.3, we will follow the strategy of Groechenig [20] in the
non-logarithmic case. Thus we first prove a P-equivariant analogue of Theorem 6.3,
and then take a quotient.

Lemma 6.30 (Logarithmic version of Groechenig [20] Theorem 3.29). There is an
isomorphism

(6.31) φ : S ×A(1) MDol ≃ S ×A(1) MdR

of A(1)-stacks.

Proof. Let T be a test scheme, equipped with a map a : T → A(1). The T -points of
S ×A(1) MDol form the groupoid of triples (V, φ : End(V) ≃ Da,L), where (V, φ) is
a splitting of the Azumaya algebra Da on the spectral curve C(1)

a , and L is a rank 1
torsion free coherent sheaf on C

(1)
a .



52 MICHAEL BARZ

By Proposition 6.20, the groupoid of T -points of S ×A(1) MdR is the groupoid of
triples (V, φ : End(V) ≃ Da, E), where (V, φ) is a splitting of Da and E is a torsion
free, rank p coherent sheaf on C

(1)
a together with a Da-module structure.

Define
φ(T )(V, φ,L) = (V, φ,L ⊗ V).

Note that L ⊗ V is torsionfree of rank p, and has a natural action of End(V),
which thanks to φ furnishes a Da-module structure on E ⊗ V. This is how we view
(V, φ,L ⊗ V) as a T -point of S ×A(1) MdR.

To see essential surjectivity of φ(T ), take some a T -point (V, φ, E) on the de Rham
side. Then L := HomDa

(V, E) will be torsion free of rank 1, and the evaluation map
L ⊗ V → E is an euqivalence. The full faithfulness of φ(T ) is similar, and so we
conclude. □

6.3.1. The proof of Theorem 6.29. To conclude our proof of Theorem 6.29, we will
essentially quotient the equivalence (6.31) by P. This strategy is slightly different
than Groechenig’s [20] original approach, and is essentially identical to the non-
logarithmic argument made by de Cataldo-Groechenig-Zhang [15] in their Section
4.2.

First, observe that P has natural actions on both sides of (6.31): multiplication
by T ∈ P(T ) can be defined to

(1) send (V, φ,L) to (V ⊗ T , φ,L ⊗ T −1),
(2) send (V, φ, E) to (E ⊗ T , φ, E).

With these actions, the isomorphism φ of Lemma 6.30 is P-equivariant. Hence,
quotienting by P, it induces an isomorphism of stacks

S ×P MDol ≃ (S/P)×A(1) MdR.

As S is a P-torsor, the quotient S/P ≃ A(1), and hence we deduce Theorem 6.29.

6.4. de Cataldo-Zhang’s Hitchin base. In the rest of this section, we will explain
how to use our logarithmic non-abelian Hodge theorem to prove de Cataldo-Zhang’s
[14] logarithmic non-abelian Hodge theorem.

To start, we of course must state their theorem. This requires us to introduce a
new Hitchin base. In the logarithmic setting, besides p-curvature, the de Rham side
has another linear invariant: the residue of a connection.

By Theorem 5.28, each Pi ∈ D gives us a map

(pt /BGm)d̂R P d̂R
i−−−→ X d̂R(logD),

pullback along which realizes residue. Applying Construction 4.2 to these morphisms,
we produce a map

A(1) →
∏
Pi∈D

Ar,

where we view Ar as the Hitchin base on the point. There are similarly natural
maps

hi :MdR(X)→ Ar

for each Pi ∈ D, sending a connection to the characteristic polynomial of its residue
at Pi. By Lemma 5.27, the characteristic polynomial of the residue at Pi, and
the characteristic polynomial of ψp at Pi, are tightly related. This inspired de
Cataldo-Zhang [14] to introduce the following modification of the Hitchin base.
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Definition 6.32 (de Cataldo-Zhang’s [14] Hitchin base). Following de Cataldo-
Zhang [14], we let AdCZ denote the fiber product

AdCZ A(1)

∏
Pi∈D Ar

∏
Pi∈D Ar,AS

where the map AS is just the map applying Artin-Schreier to each component.

Remark 6.33. As mentioned above, Lemma 5.27 implies that the maps hdR and
hi give rise to a map

hdCZ :MdR(X, r)→ AdCZ,

which we call de Cataldo-Zhang’s Hitchin morphism.

The stack of splittings S still appears in de Cataldo-Zhang’s logarithmic non-
abelian Hodge theorem. However, they use a smaller Picard group.

Definition 6.34. We let PdCZ denote the A(1)-stack whose functor of points sends
a : T → A(1) to the groupoid of line bundles on C ′

a, which recall is the non-stacky
spectral curve obtained as the coarse moduli space of our stacky spectral curve C(1)

a .

Remark 6.35. There is a natural inclusion PdCZ ↪→ P, but in general the stacky
spectral curve C(1)

a can have many more line bundles than C ′
a; see for instance

Theorem 1.1 of Lopez’s [27].

de Cataldo-Zhang also use a smaller Dolbeault side than we do.

Definition 6.36. We let MdCZ
Dol ↪→MDol denote the A(1)-stack whose groupoid of

T -points is the full subgroupoid of MDol(T ) spanned by those torsion-free rank 1
coherent sheaves on C

(1)
T which have trivial parabolic structure (that is, are pulled

back from C ′
T ).

Finally, we can state de Cataldo-Zhang’s theorem.

Remark 6.37. Identifying S ≃ Mreg
dR as in Lemma 6.23 and using de Cataldo-

Zhang’s Hitchin morphism MdR
hdCZ−−−→ AdCZ, we can view S as a AdCZ-stack.

Theorem 6.38 (de Cataldo-Zhang [14]). Let M̃dCZ
Dol denote the base change of

MdCZ
Dol from an A(1)-stack to a AdCZ-stack. Then there is a natural morphism of

AdCZ-stacks
S ×PdCZ ˜MdCZ

Dol →MdR,

which is an isomorphism over the open subscheme of AdCZ where S → AdCZ is
nonempty.

To deduce Theorem 6.38 from our results boils down to understanding how
parabolic structures and residues interrelate. We now explore this.

6.5. Residues and parabolic structures. Our strategy for showing Theorem 6.38
will be to prove that PdCZ ↪→ P can alternatively be characterized as the sub-
groupoid of line bundles which fix the residue of a connection. Once we have this
characterization, deducing Theorem 6.38 from our Theorem 6.29 will be formal.

Fix a T -point a : T → A(1) of the Hitchin base, for T a k-scheme. Let ∇ : E →
E ⊗Ω1

XT /ST
be a logarithmic connection on a rank r vector bundle E on XT , whose
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p-curvature ψp has characteristic polynomial a. The de Rham BNR correspondence
associates to this ∇ a torsion free rank p coherent sheaf F on C(1)

a , together with a
Da-module structure.

Proposition 6.39. Let L ∈ P(a) be a line bundle on C
(1)
a . The following are

equivalent:
(1) L has trivial parabolic structure;
(2) for any such connection (E ,∇), F and L⊗F correspond to DXT /ST

-modules
with the same residue at every point;

(3) for one connection (E ,∇) as above, F and L ⊗ F correspond to DXT /ST
-

modules with the same residue at every point.

Proof. It’s easier to prove this if we think about how L acts on (E ,∇) directly,
instead of juggling these intermediaries F . For this, just note that a line bundle L
on C

(1)
a will pushforward to a rank r vector bundle V on X(1) under the finite flat

degree r map C(1)
a → X(1). Then L⊗F is the de Rham BNR partner of E ⊗F ∗

X/SV,
with its natural tensor product connection.

By Proposition 5.30, the residue of the natural connection on F ∗
X/SV is zero if

and only if V has trivial parabolic structure. In a tensor product of connections,
the residue is res⊗ id + id⊗ res′, and thus we deduce immediately that our three
conditions are equivalent. □

6.5.1. Deducing de Cataldo-Zhang’s theorem.

Proof of Theorem 6.38. Fix some E ∈ Sa.
For any (E ′,L′) ∈ (S ×P MDol)a, by transitivity of P on S, we can find some

L so that (E ′,L′) ≃ (E ,L) in the groupoid (S×PMDol)(a). By Proposition 6.39,
because E and E ⊗L have the same spectral data, we deduce L has trivial parabolic
structure.

Thus the map

(6.40) (S × ˜PdCZ ˜MdCZ
Dol )(a)→ (S ×P MDol)(a)

is essentially surjective, since we can represent every object of the target groupoid
via a pair (E ,L) where L has trivial parabolic structure.

It is also fully faithful, because if (E ,L), (E ′,L′) are two objects of the source
category (so, L,L′ both have trivial parabolic structure), then morphisms

(E ,L)→ (E ′,L′)
are equivalent to giving a triple consisitng of

(1) a line bundle V on C
(1)
a ,

(2) an isomorphism E ⊗ V ≃ E ′ of Da-modules, and
(3) an isomorphism V∨ ⊗ L ≃ L′.

In the source category, morphisms are the same but the line bundle V is required
to have trivial parabolic structure. But again by Proposition 6.39, an ismomorphism
E ⊗ V ≃ E ′ existing implies V has trivial parabolic structure. □

References
[1] Niven Achenjang. On brauer groups of tame stacks. 2025.
[2] Toni Annala and Piotr Pstrągowski. A note on weight filtrations at the characteristic. https:

//arxiv.org/abs/2502.19626, 2025. arXiv:2502.19626 [math.KT].

https://arxiv.org/abs/2502.19626
https://arxiv.org/abs/2502.19626


LOGARITHMIC DE RHAM STACKS AND NON-ABELIAN HODGE THEORY 55

[3] The Stacks Project Authors. The Stacks Project. 2025. Version as of 2025-10-21.
[4] A. Beauville, M. S. Narasimhan, and S. Ramanan. Spectral curves and the generalised theta

divisor. Journal für die reine und angewandte Mathematik, 398:169–179, 1989.
[5] Roman Bezrukavnikov, Ivan Mirković, and Dmitriy Rumynin. Localization of modules for a

semisimple lie algebra in prime characteristic. arXiv preprint arXiv:math/0205144, 2002. Last
revised: Oct. 13 2006.

[6] Roman Bezrukavnikov, Ivan Mirković, and Dmitriy Rumynin. Localization of mod-
ules for a semisimple lie algebra in prime characteristic. Annals of Mathemat-
ics, 167(3):945–991, 2008. available at https://annals.math.princeton.edu/wp-content/
uploads/annals-v167-n3-p05.pdf.

[7] Bhargav Bhatt. Prismatic f -gauges. https://www.math.ias.edu/~bhatt/teaching/
mat549f22/lectures.pdf, 2022. Accessed: October 15th, 2025.

[8] Bhargav Bhatt and Jacob Lurie. The prismatization of p-adic formal schemes, 2022. Version
v1.

[9] Bhargav Bhatt, Akhil Mathew, Vadim Vologodsky, and Mingjia Zhang. Sheared witt vectors,
2025. Work in progress.

[10] Bhargav Bhatt, Matthew Morrow, and Peter Scholze. Topological hochschild homology and
integral p-adic hodge theory. Publications Mathématiques de l’IHÉS, 129:199–310, 2019.

[11] Niels Borne. Fibrés paraboliques et champ des racines. arXiv:math/0604458, 2006.
[12] Niels Borne. Sur les représentations du groupe fondamental d’une variété privée d’un diviseur

à croisements normaux simples. arXiv:0704.1236v2 [math], 2008. Submitted 10 Apr 2007;
revised 15 Feb 2008 (v2).

[13] M. A. de Cataldo and A. Fernandez Herrero. Factorization of the p-curvature morphism
(appendix to “geometry of the logarithmic hodge moduli space”). Journal of the London
Mathematical Society, 2024. Appendix to “Geometry of the logarithmic Hodge moduli space”.

[14] Mark Andrea de Cataldo and Siqing Zhang. Logarithmic non-abelian hodge theory for curves
in prime characteristic, 2025. Version v1.

[15] Mark Andrea A. de Cataldo, Michael Groechenig, and Siqing Zhang. The de rham stack and
the variety of very good splittings of a curve. arXiv preprint, 2022. To appear in *Mathematical
Research Letters* (MRL), Vol. 31, No. 5 (2024), pp. 1353–1389.

[16] Vladimir Drinfeld. Prismatization, 2020. Version v7, revised 30 April 2024.
[17] Vladimir Drinfeld. On a notion of ring groupoid, 2021. Version v1.
[18] Vladimir Drinfeld. Ring stacks conjecturally related to the stacks btG,µ

n , 2025.
[19] Hélène Esnault and Michael Groechenig. Cristallinity of rigid flat connections revisited. arXiv

preprint, arXiv:2309.15949, 2023.
[20] Michael Groechenig. Moduli of flat connections in positive characteristic. Math. Res. Lett.,

23(4):989–1047, 2016.
[21] Márton Hablicsek. Hodge theorem for the logarithmic de rham complex via derived inter-

sections. Research in the Mathematical Sciences, 7(1):24, 2020. Published 03 August 2020,
article 24.

[22] Nicholas M. Katz. Nilpotent connections and the monodromy theorem: applications of a
result of turrittin. Publications Mathématiques de l’Institut des Hautes Études Scientifiques,
39:175–232, 1970.

[23] Abdessamad Laaroussi. Connexions paraboliques et champ des racines. PhD thesis, Université
de Lille, 2022. Thesis available online.

[24] Yves Laszlo and Christian Pauly. On the hitchin morphism in positive characteristic. Interna-
tional Mathematics Research Notices, 2001(3):129–143, 2001.

[25] Mao Li and Hao Sun. Tame parahoric nonabelian hodge correspondence in positive character-
istic over algebraic curves, 2024.

[26] Max Lieblich. Remarks on the stack of coherent algebras. International Mathematics Research
Notices, 2006.

[27] Rose Lopez. Picard groups of stacky curves. arXiv preprint, arXiv:2306.08227, 2023. Submitted
14 June 2023.

[28] Jacob Lurie. Higher Topos Theory, volume 170 of Annals of Mathematics Studies. Prince-
ton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 2009. Available at https://www.math.ias.edu/~lurie/
papers/HTT.pdf.

[29] Arthur Ogus. Higgs cohomology, p-curvature, and the cartier isomorphism. Compositio
Mathematica, 121(3):265–294, 2000.

https://annals.math.princeton.edu/wp-content/uploads/annals-v167-n3-p05.pdf
https://annals.math.princeton.edu/wp-content/uploads/annals-v167-n3-p05.pdf
https://www.math.ias.edu/~bhatt/teaching/mat549f22/lectures.pdf
https://www.math.ias.edu/~bhatt/teaching/mat549f22/lectures.pdf
https://www.math.ias.edu/~lurie/papers/HTT.pdf
https://www.math.ias.edu/~lurie/papers/HTT.pdf


56 MICHAEL BARZ

[30] Martin Olsson. Logarithmic geometry and algebraic stacks. Annales Scientifiques de l’École
Normale Supérieure, 36(5):747–791, 2003.

[31] Martin Olsson. Crystalline cohomology of algebraic stacks and hyodo–kato cohomology.
Astérisque, 316, 2007.

[32] Daniel Schaub. Courbes spectrales et compactifications de jacobiennes. Mathematische
Zeitschrift, 227(2):295–312, 1998.

[33] Carlos Simpson. Homotopy over the complex numbers and generalized de rham cohomology.
In M. Maruyama, editor, Moduli of Vector Bundles (Taniguchi Symposium December 1994),
volume 189 of Lecture Notes in Pure and Applied Mathematics, pages 229–263. Dekker, New
York, 1996. Toulouse preprint no. 50, April 1995.


	1. Introduction
	2. The relative de Rham stack and its sheared variant
	3. On p-curvature of relative de Rham stack
	4. Hitchin-type morphisms
	5. Logarithmic de Rham stacks
	6. Logarithmic non-abelian Hodge theory
	References

