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Abstract

We introduce the elementary class of linearly ordered groups, called growth order
groups, encompassing certain groups under composition of formal series (e.g. trans-
series) as well as certain groups GM of infinitely large germs at +1 of unary functions
definable in an o-minimal structure M. We study the algebraic structure of growth
order groups and give methods for constructing examples. We show that ifM expands
the real ordered field and germs in GM are levelled in the sense of Marker & Miller,
then GM is a growth order group.
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Introduction
Ordered groups of regular growth rates How do two quantities that grow regularly
toward infinity behave under composition? How to characterise the order of growth of such
magnitudes?

Hardy introduced [22] L-functions, which are real-valued functions obtained as com-
binations of the exponential function, the logarithm and semialgebraic functions. They
naturally form a differential ring under pointwise operations. More remarkably, Hardy
showed that any two such functions can always be compared on small enough neighbor-
hoods of +1. For instance the inequalities

exp(t)> tn> � � �> t2>n t> � � �> 2 t > t+n> � � �>t+1>t

hold on some positive half line (a;+1)�R. That is, the germs at +1 of L-functions are
linearly ordered. The theory of resolution of differential-algebraic equations and inequal-
ities, and indeed the whole first-order theory of fields of germs in the language of ordered
valued differential fields, are well understood [3, 4].

The functional theory of such quantities, however, is little known. If f ; g are two real-
valued functions and g eventually exceeds all constant functions, then the germ of f � g only
depends on that of f and that of g. This yields a law of composition of germs. Even short
and simple functional equations, involving germs of even regular commonplace functions...
turn out to be particularly difficult to analyse. Consider the simple inequality

f � g > g � f (1)

for two germs f ; g in a given ordered group of germs. When is it satisfied for germs of L-
functions? We will define a first-order theory of abstract ordered regular growth rates with
a composition law, that describes the solutions of (1) in said group. Valuation theory,
by discriminating between general orders of magnitude, can vastly simplify differential-
algebraic equations [1, 2, 24, 3]. There should be a functional, non-commutative valuation
theory on certain ordered groups that can likewise identify orders of growth of regular
growth rates, yield non-commutative asymptotic expansions of such growth rates and help
solving functional equations over them.

Before describing these ideas, let us see how the informal notion of regular growth rate
can be instantiated. The most concrete example of regular growth rates is that of elements
in Hardy fields [11], i.e. ordered differential fields of germs. If a Hardy field H is closed
under compositions, and if its subset H>R of germs that lie above all constant germs is
closed under functional inversion, then H>R is an ordered group which we would like to
understand.

Given an o-minimal structure M, the set M1 of germs at +1 of unary definable
functions inM is also linearly ordered by eventual comparison. Its subset GM of germs of
functions that tend to +1 at +1 is an ordered group for the induced ordering and the
composition of germs. WhereasM1 is model theoretically tame (providedM has definable
Skolem functions, it is an elementary extension of M, see Section 3.5), the group GM is
not interpretable in M in general, and the elementary properties of GM in the language
Log of ordered groups are not tame in general.
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Consider an ordered field K of generalised power series [21] over an ordered field of con-
stants C, whose set K>C of series lying above all constants is non-empty. In certain cases,
there is a composition law � :K�K>C¡!K such that (K>C ; �; <) is an ordered group.
Examples include fields formal Puiseux series, fields of grid-based transseries [26], the field
of logarithmic-exponential transseries [16], fields of hyperseries [5], and, conjecturally [6,
Conclusion, 1], Conway's field of surreal numbers [12]. The elementary properties of all
three types of ordered groups are not well studied.

These types of linearly ordered groups turn out to be related in at least two ways. First,
in some cases, such as when M is the ordered field of real numbers or the real ordered
exponential field [43], the ordered group GM is of the form H>R for a Hardy filed H, and it
can be embedded [16] into an ordered group of formal series, namely transseries [13, 17]. We
expect that this is always the case whenM expands the ordered field of real numbers, and
that existentially closed extensions of GM can be found among these groups of formal series.
However, constructing such embeddings is difficult, mainly because quantifier-free formulas
in Log already involve difficult functional equations and inequalities, some of which may or
may not have solutions (see Remark 1.6). Secondly, on the model theoretic side, groups of
the form H>R, GM and K>C share important first-order properties in Log. No systematic
study of this resemblance has been done yet, and this paper can be taken as a primer on that
question. We propose a first-order theory Tgog in Log whose models can be taken as abstract
ordered groups of regular growth rates. We will call them growth order groups. Simple
examples include all Abelian ordered groups, and, for instance, ordered groups of strictly
increasing affine maps on an ordered vector space. Despite their specificity, they appear
in natural contexts in the model theory of ordered algebraic structures. Remarkably, our
solution [5] to the problem of existence of an ordered group in which all positive elements
are conjugate is a growth order group.

Our goal is to convince the reader that Tgog is a sensible and practical theory of ordered
groups. We will show that models of Tgog comprise both groups of o-minimal germs, groups
of formal series and more abstract examples, and that Tgog is sufficiently strong to provide
insight on these groups that is not easily deducible from their concrete presentation. This
task entails studying the properties of growth order groups, proposing methods to construct
growth order groups, and showing that o-minimal germs and formal series do sometimes
yield growth order groups. We see our work as a mere introduction to growth order groups.
The reader will find several non-trivial but approachable questions (1-2-3-4-5), subject of
further research.

Outline of the paper In the first section, we state our conventions and notations for
ordered groups, that are taken linearly left-ordered and right-ordered. We state well-known
basic facts about such groups, taking from [30, 35, 19].

In Section 2, we state the three axioms GOG1�GOG3 for growth order groups,
starting with GOG1 and GOG2 (Section 2.1). Section 2.2 focuses on the existence of
a notion of non-commutative valuation on ordered groups satisfying GOG1. The cor-
responding linearly ordered value set is called the growth rank . We then define scaling
elements (Section 2.3). Those form scales along which elements in the group have asymp-
totic expansions as in valuation theory. After introducing the final axiom GOG3 for
growth order groups in Section 2.4, we show that the underlying group of a growth order
group is commutative transitive [18], that is:

Theorem 1. [Corollary 2.29] The centraliser of a non-trivial element in a growth order
group is Abelian.
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We finish by discussing the existence of asymptotic expansions in growth order groups,
and embeddings of growth order groups into groups of non-commutative formal series
(Section 2.6).

Section 3 gives methods for constructing growth order groups. We first see that certain
groups of formal series such as finitely nested hyperseries [5] are growth order groups.
Although growth order groups are not closed under direct products of ordered groups (Sec-
tion 3.1), we give conditions under which a lexicographically ordered semidirect product
of growth order groups is a growth order group, and give examples (Section 3.2). In the
other direction, we give conditions under which the quotient of a growth order group is a
growth order group (Section 3.3). This allows us to describe the structure of growth order
groups with finite growth rank (Section 3.4). Finally, we define the ordered groups GM of
germs in an o-minimal structure M and give examples where GM is, or is not a growth
order group (Section 3.5).

Section 4 is dedicated to the determination of a class of o-minimal expansions R of the
real ordered field such that that GR is a growth order group. We now state our main result.
Let R be an o-minimal expansion of the real ordered field. Given a real-valued germ g at
+1 and n2N, we write g[n] for the n-fold compositional iterate of g. With [32], we say
that R is levelled if for all positive elements f of the ordered group GR, there is an e2N
such that for all sufficiently large n2N, we have

¡16 log[n] � f ¡ log[n¡e]6 1:

This conditions means that the germ f can be made �close�, after sufficiently many com-
positions with log, to the germ of the iterate exp[e]. Most known o-minimal expansions of
R are levelled, including expansions of R by Gevrey functions and the exponential [42] (see
Corollary 4.39), and the Pfaffian closure of the real ordered field [41] (see Corollary 4.35).
In fact, no o-minimal expansion of R is known not to be levelled. The main theorem is as
follows.

Theorem 2. Let R be an o-minimal expansion of the real ordered field. If R is lev-
elled, then GR is a growth order group. Moreover, centralisers of non-trivial elements are
Archimedean.

Our method of proof relies heavily on the fact that the elementary extension R1 of
R is closed under derivation of germs, and that as an ordered valued differential field, it
is an H-field (see [1]). It applies to more general types of structures, and we introduce, in
Section 4.1, a first-order theory of H-fields K over an ordered field of constants C with a
composition law � :K�K>C¡!K and a compositional identity x2K>C, such that (K>C ;
�; x;<) is an ordered group. Those are called H-fields with composition and inversion. A
crucial feature of such fields is that they satisfy the axiom scheme of Taylor expansions
(HFC5). The field K has Taylor expansions if for all (a; b)2K �K>C and small enough

�, the value of a � (b+ �) is well approximated by truncated Taylor series
P

k<n
a(k) � b
k!

�k

where n 2N. Proving that the underlying H-field with composition of R1 has Taylor
expansions requires work as well as constraints onR. This is done, in the more general case
of Hardy fields, in Section 4.2. We say that a real-valued function f is transexponential if
the germ of f lies above exp[n] for each n2N. We show in particular that:

Theorem 3. [Corollary 4.18] Let R be an o-minimal expansion of an ordered field. Assume
that R has an elementary substructure R0 with underlying ordered field R and that R0

defines no transexponential function. Then R1 has Taylor expansions.
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Relying on Taylor expansions, we then derive conjugacy relations in H-fields with
composition and inversion (Section 4.3). We show how to derive the axioms of growth
order groups for K>C in special cases where the elements of K>C considered are close to
its compositional identity x (Section 4.4). In the case when C=R, this allows us to prove
a general result (Theorem 4.7) giving conditions under whichK>R is a growth order group.

Theorem 2 follows from applications of Theorem 4.7. The proof relies on Miller's first
dichotomy result [33] stating that either each germ in R1 is bounded by the germ of a
polynomial function, or R defines the exponential function. The polynomially bounded
and exponential cases are treated in Sections 4.5 and 4.6 respectively.

1 Ordered groups

1.1 Ordered groups

Definition 1.1. An ordered group is a group (G ; �; 1) together with a linear (i.e. total)
ordering < on G such that

8f ; g; h2 G ; g >h=) (f g > fh^ g f >h f): (1.1)

We write 6 for the large comparison relation corresponding to <, i.e. f 6 g() f <
g _ f = g. We have a first-order language of ordered groups Log := h�; 1; 6; Invi where
the unary function symbol Inv is interpreted as the inverse function g 7! g¡1. We write
Tog for the expected Log-theory of ordered groups. Homomorphisms should be under-
stood in the model theoretic sense: a homomorphism of ordered groups is a nondecreasing
group morphism, whereas an embedding , of ordered groups is a strictly increasing group
morphism.

Remark 1.2. An ordered group G can be seen as a group of automorphisms of a linearly
ordered set (X;<) ordered by universal pointwise comparison

'< �() (8x2X; ('(x)< �(x))):

Indeed, the action of G act on (G ;<) by translations on the left yields this representation.
This intuition will be particularly relevant for growth order groups, and we advise the
reader to see them as such.

Given an ordered group G, we write

G> := ff 2 G : f > 1g and G=/ := ff 2 G : f =/ 1g.

An ordered group (G ; �;1;<) is said Archimedean if for all f ; g2G=/ , there is an n2Z such
that fn> g. Recall Hölder's theorem:

Hölder's theorem. (see [19, Section IV.1, Theorem 1]) An ordered group is Archimedean
if and only if it embeds into (R;+;0;<). In particular, Archimedean linearly ordered groups
are Abelian.

If (H; �; 1) is a group and f ; g 2H, then we write

[f ; g] := f¡1 g¡1 f g:
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We define the centraliser of an g 2H as the subgroup

C(g) := fh2H : [g; h]= 1g= fh2H :h g= g hg:
For h2H, we have

C(h gh¡1)=h C(g)h¡1: (1.2)

1.2 Fractional powers
Let (G ; �; 1; <) be an ordered group. Let us make a few comments on fractional powers of
elements in G. The axioms for ordered groups imply that G is torsion-free, i.e. fn=1=)
f =1 for all f 2 G and n2Zn f0g.

Lemma 1.3. [35, Lemma 1.1] For all f ; g2G and n>0, we have [fn; g]=1=) [f ; g]=1.

Proof. Assume for contradiction that f g=/ g f . If f g < g f , then we claim that we have

fk g < fk¡1 g f < f g fk¡1< gfk

for all k > 1. Indeed this holds for k=2 since f2 g < f (g f)= (f g) f < gf2. Now let k > 1
with fk g < fk¡1 g f < f g fk¡1< gfk. So

fk+1 g < fk g f < (f g fk¡1) f = f g fk< gfk+1:

It follows by induction that fn g < g fn: a contradiction. Similarly, if g f < f g, then we
obtain the contradiction that g fn< fn g. We deduce that f g= g f . �

Corollary 1.4. [35, Corollary 1.2] Let f ; g2G and m;n2N> with fn gm= gm fn. Then
f g= g f.

Corollary 1.5. Let g 2 G. Let m; n2Z n f0g and f 2 G with fm= gn. Then f is unique
to satisfy this relation and we have [f ; g]= 1.

Proof. That f is unique follows from the fact that G is torsion-free. We have [f ; g] = 1
by Corollary 1.4. �

So given m; n 2Z n f0g and f 2 G, the element f /mn 2 C(f) is well-defined, whenever
there exists a g2G with fm= gn, as that unique g. The group G is divisible if f q is always
defined, i.e. if for all g 2G and m2N>, there is an f 2G with fm= g.

Remark 1.6. Contrary to the non-ordered case or the ordered Abelian case, an ordered
group need not embed into a divisible one [9]. We expect that growth order groups do
embed into divisible growth order groups, but this is largely beyond the scope of the paper.

2 Growth order groups
We now introduce growth order groups by defining a first-order theory Tgog�Tog thereof.

2.1 Growth axioms
Let (G ; �; 1; <) be an ordered group. Consider the following sentences in Log (after an
obvious rewriting).

GOG1. Given f ; g 2G> with f > g and g02C(g), there is an f02C(f) with f0> g0.
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GOG2. For f ; g 2 G>, with f > C(g), we have

f > C(g)=) f g > g f . (2.1)

If G satisfies GOG2, then we see by taking inverses and conjugating with g in GOG2
that for all f ; g 2 G, we have

(f < C(g)^ g > 1)=) g f > f g and (f > C(g)^ g < 1)=) f g < g f:

Any ordered Abelian group automatically satisfiesGOG1, and vacuously satisfiesGOG2.
We say that G has Archimedean centralisers if for each g 2 G=/ , the ordered group C(g) is
Archimedean (hence Abelian). We note the following elementary but important fact:

Proposition 2.1. Let G have Archimedean centralisers. Then G satisfies GOG1.

Proof. Let f ; g 2 G> with f > g and let g02 C(g). We have g¡n6 g06 gn for a certain
n2N, so fn is an element of C(f) with fn> gn> g0. �

Proposition 2.2. Let (I ; <) be a linearly ordered set, let (Gi)i2I be a family of ordered
groups satisfying GOG1 and GOG2, which is nondecreasing for the inclusion. Let G
denote the union of all Gi's. Then G satisfies GOG1 and GOG2.

Proof. Let f ; g 2G=/ with f > g and let g 02C(g). Given i2 I with f ; g; g 02 Gi, we find,
by GOG1 in Gi, an f 0 2 C(f) with f 0> g 0. So GOG1 holds for G. Let f ; g 2 G> with
f >C(g). Let i2 I with f ; g2Gi. We have C(g)\Gi�C(g), so f >C(g)\Gi. Thus GOG2
in Gi yields f g f¡1> g, whence GOG2 holds for G. �

Remark 2.3. Contrary to GOG1, the axiom GOG2 is not a symmetric condition: if an
ordered group (H; �; 1; <) satisfies GOG2, then the ordered group (H; �; 1; >) need not
satisfy GOG2.

2.2 Some non-commutative valuation theory
Throughout Sections 2.2 and Section 2.3, we fix an ordered group (G ; �; 1; <) satisfying
GOG1. Recall that (L;<) is a linearly ordered set, then a subset C �L is said convex if
for all c0; c12C and l2L, we have c0<l< c1=) l2C.

We now introduce an important binary relation 4 on G. For f ; g 2G, set

f 4 g() (9g0; g12C(g); (g06 f 6 g1)): (2.2)

So f 4 g if and only if f lies in the convex hull of C(g). Note that 14 g and that g41=)
g=1 for all g 2G.

Proposition 2.4. The relation 4 is a linear quasi-ordering on G.

Proof. Let f ; g; h2 G with f 4 g and g4 h. We may assume that f ; g; h=/ 1. So there
are g0; g12C(g) and h0; h12C(h) with

g06 f 6 g1 and h06 g6h1.

We may choose g0; h02G< and g1; h12G>. By GOG1, there are h2; h32C(h) with g16h3
and g0

¡16h2, whence g0>h2¡1. We thus have h2
¡16 f 6h3, i.e. f 4h. So 4 is transitive.

It is clearly reflexive.
We next prove that it is linear. Since C(f)= C(f¡1) for all f 2 G, we have

f 4 g() f¡14 g() f 4 g¡1() f¡14 g¡1
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for all f ; g 2 G. So it is enough to prove that for all f ; g 2 G>, we have f 4 g or g4 f .
Given such f ; g we have f 6 g, in which case f 4 g, or g6 f , in which case g4 f . �

We have an equivalence relation f � g() f 4 g^ g4 f on G or G=/ . Given f 2 G, we
write gr(f) for the equivalence class of f for �, called its growth rank and we write gr(G=/)
for the quotient set

gr(G=/)= G=/ /�= fgr(f) : f 2G=/g:

We write f � g if f 4 g and g�/ f .

Lemma 2.5. Let f ; g 2G with g=/ 1. We have g� f if and only if C(g)<max (f ; f¡1).

Proof. If f =/ 1, then this is immediate by definition of 4. Since one never has g � 1,
1> C(g), this yields the result. �

Lemma 2.6. For f ; g; h2 G, we have

f � g()h fh¡1�h g h¡1 and f � g()h fh¡1�hg h¡1:

Proof. We have

f � g () C(g)<max (f ; f¡1)
() h C(g)h¡1<hmax (f ; f¡1)h¡1 (since G is an ordered group)
() C(h gh¡1)<max (h fh¡1; h f¡1h¡1) (by (1.2))
() h fh¡1�h g h¡1:

The second equivalence follows from this one and Proposition 2.4. �

Proposition 2.7. For all g; h2 G, we have:

a) g¡1� g.

b) gh4 g or g h4h.
c) 16 g6h=) g4h.
d) g=/ 1=) 1� g.

Proof. a) The statement a) follows from the fact that g¡12C(g). Assume for contradic-
tion that gh� g and gh�h. In particular, we must have g;h=/ 1. By Lemma 2.5, we deduce
that g h > C(g) or that g h < C(g). So h> C(g) or h< C(g). But then jhj¡2< g h< jhj2,
which by Lemma 2.5 contradicts the fact that g h� h. This shows b). For c) we have
h¡16 g6h where h; h¡12C(h). Finally d) follows from the definition. �

Proposition 2.8. For g; h2G, we have

g�h=) g h�h g�h:

Proof. We have g h4 h by Proposition 2.7(b). Assume for contradiction that g h� h.
By Proposition 2.7(a), we have h= g¡1 (g h)4 g¡1� g� h, or h= g¡1 (g h)4 g h� h: a
contradiction. Thus g h�h. The proof of h g�h is symmetric. �

Remark 2.9. We do not have f g� g f in general. For instance, if R is the real ordered
exponential field, then the elements f = exp and g= log2 in the group GR satisfy f � g�
g � f .
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Given f 2G=/ , we write gr(f) for the equivalence class of f for � in G=/ . We call gr(f)
the growth rank of f .

Proposition 2.10. For f 2G=/ , the set gr(f)\ G> is convex.

Proof. Let g; h2G> with g; h� f and let j 2G with g6 j6h. We have g4 j and j4h
by Proposition 2.7(c). So f 4 j and j4 f by Proposition 2.4, whence j� f . �

We can thus define a linear ordering < on the quotient set gr(G) := G=/ /�, where for
g; h2 G=/ , we set

gr(g)< gr(h)() g�h() (gr(g)\ G>< gr(h)\ G>):

Definition 2.11. The growth rank of G is the linearly ordered set (gr(G);<).

Remark 2.12. In view of Proposition 2.7, the function gr is a valuation G=/ ¡! gr(G) in
the sense of [19, Section 4.4].

It is easy to see that G has growth rank 0 if and only if it is trivial, and that non-trivial
Abelian ordered groups have growth rank 1. The growth rank does not extend the notion
of principal rank of an ordered group [19].

Example 2.13. Let R denote the real ordered field, which is o-minimal. It will follow
from Theorem 2 that GR satisfies GOG1 and has Archimedean centralisers. Therefore,
the convex hull of C(g) for g 2GR is simply the convex hull of the set g[Z] of iterates of g
and its inverse. Definable functions inR are semialgebraic. In particularR is polynomially
bounded, so the growth rank gr(id2) of the square function is maximal in gr(G). We see
that the growth rank gr(2 id) is maximal in gr(GR) n fgr(id2)g, and that the function

fq 2Q : q < 1g ¡! gr(G) n fgr(id2); gr(2 id)g
q 7¡! gr(id+ idq)

is an isomorphism of ordered sets. In other words, the growth rank of GR is isomorphic to
the rational interval ((¡1; 1][f2g;<).

Lemma 2.14. For f ; g 2 G=/ with g� f, we have

f g f¡1� f:

Proof. Set � := f g f¡1: So C(�)= f C(g) f¡1. Since g� f , we have C(g)<max (f ; f¡1),
whence C(�)<max (f ; f¡1), i.e. �� f as claimed. �

Given g; h2G=/ , we write

g�h if and only if g h¡1� g:

Note that Proposition 2.8 gives

g�h=) g�h:

Lemma 2.15. For all g; h2G=/ , the following are equivalent:

a) g�h

b) gh¡1�h
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c) h g¡1� g
d) h� g.

Proof. The equivalences between a and b on the one hand, and c and d on the other
follow from Proposition 2.4. Let us show that a and d are equivalent. Assume that g�h.
Set � := h g¡1 and " := g h¡1, so the hypothesis that g� h gives "� g, whence "�h. We
deduce with Lemma 2.14 that �=h"h¡1�h, whence h� g. Switching g and h, we obtain
the converse implication h� g=) g�h. �

Corollary 2.16. For g; h2G=/ , we have g�h() g¡1�h¡1.

Lemma 2.17. The relation � is an equivalence relation on G=/ .

Proof. For all g 2 G=/ , we have have 1� g whence g� g. Lemma 2.15 implies that �
is symmetric. Let f ; g; h 2 G=/ with f � g and g� h. So f � g � h. We have f h¡1=
(f g¡1) (g h¡1) where (f g¡1); (g h¡1)� f so f h¡1� f by Proposition 2.7(b). So f � h,
which shows that � is transitive. �

Given a g2G=/ , we write go(g) for the equivalence class of g for � in G=/ . We call go(g)
the growth order of g.

Proposition 2.18. For g 2G=/ , the set go(g) is convex.

Proof. Let f ; h2G=/ with f� g�h and j 2G=/ with f 6 j6h. In view of Corollary 2.16,
we may assume that g > 1. Consider an s0 2 C(j g¡1). Suppose that j g¡1 > 1. Since
hg¡1> j g¡1, we find by GOG1 an h02C(hg¡1) with h0> s0. Now hg¡1� g so h0< g, so
s0< g. This shows that j g¡1� g, whence j� g in that case. Suppose now that j g¡16 1.
So 16 g j¡16 g f¡1. But g f¡1� g so the same arguments for g j¡1 show that s0< g,
whence j� g. So go(g) is convex. �

We can thus define a linear ordering l on the set go(G) := G=/ /� given by

go(f)l go(g)() f < g^ f � g:

We set go(1)= f1g and f1gl go(f) for all f 2G=/ . We also write f l g if go(f)l go(g).

Definition 2.19. We call the linearly ordered set (go(G);l) the growth order of G.

Lemma 2.20. For f ; g 2 G=/ and h2G, we have

f l g()h fh¡1lh g h¡1 and f � g()hfh¡1�h g h¡1:

Proof. Let us prove the second relation. We have

f � g () g f¡1� g
() h g f¡1h¡1�h g h¡1 (by Lemma 2.6)
() (h g h¡1) (h fh¡1)¡1�h g h¡1

() h fh¡1�h g h¡1:

The first relation then follows from the fact that conjugacy is strictly increasing and
bijective. �

Lemma 2.21. Let g; h2 G with g�h¡1 or g�h. Then [g; h]�h.
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Proof. First suppose that g�h¡1. Lemma 2.15 gives " :=h¡1 g�h. Note that g¡1�h,
so g¡1 "� g¡1, whence � := g¡1 " g�h. We have

[g; h]= g¡1 " h= � g¡1h

where � � h and g¡1 h � h by Lemma 2.15. We deduce with Proposition 2.7(b) that
[g; h]�h.

Suppose now that g�h. So � :=h¡1 g h�h. We have

[g; h] = g¡1h¡1 g h= g¡1 ��h

by Proposition 2.7(b). �

Remark 2.22. A notable distinction between our approach and other classical devel-
opments of valuation theory on arbitrary ordered groups [31, 19] is that it is first-order.
Defining f �� g() fZ<max (g; g¡1) yields a different theory which is insufficient to
study inequalities in ordered groups with non-Archimedean centralisers. Of course, if G
has Archimedean centralisers, then �� and � coincide.

2.3 Scaling elements
Recall that (G ; �; 1; <) denotes an ordered group satisfying GOG1.

Definition 2.23. We say that an element 𝓈2 G=/ is scaling if C(𝓈) is Abelian, and for
all f 2 G with f � 𝓈, there is a g 2C(𝓈)=/ with g� f.

The element g, when it exists, is unique in C(𝓈), and we denote it by C(𝓈)f. Indeed, for
h2 C(𝓈) n f1g, we have f (h g)¡1� h� f by Proposition 2.7(a,b), so h g does not satisfy
the conditions.

Definition 2.24. We say that G has scaling elements if for all �2 gr(G), there is an
𝓈2 � which is scaling.

Proposition 2.25. Let 𝓈2G=/ such that (C(𝓈); �;1;<) is isomorphic to (R;+;0;<). Then
𝓈 is scaling.

Proof. Let f 2G=/ with f�𝓈. If f 2C(𝓈), then we are done. Assume that f 2/ C(𝓈) and set

h := sup fg 2C(𝓈) : g6 f g:
For "2C(𝓈)\G>, we have

"¡1h; h "¡1<h<"h; h ":

We deduce that

C(𝓈)\G<<h¡1 f < C(𝓈)\G>: (2.3)

Assume for contradiction that h¡1 f < f . We have hf 2C(𝓈) so h� f � 𝓈. We deduce with
Proposition 2.7(a,b) that h¡1 f � f . Since hf 2 C(𝓈) and f 2/ C(𝓈), there are f0; f1 which
have the same sign, with f0<h¡1 f < f1. ByGOG1, there are g0; g12C(𝓈) which have the
same sign as well, with g0<h¡1 f < g1. This contradicts (2.3). We deduce that h¡1 f � f ,
i.e. h� f . �

Lemma 2.26. Assume that 𝓈2G=/ is scaling. Then for all f ; g2G=/ with f� g�𝓈, we have

[f ; g]� f:
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Proof. If f � g¡1, then this follows from Lemma 2.21. Assume that f � g¡1. Let 𝓉;
𝓊2C(𝓈)=/ with 𝓉� f and 𝓊� g. We have 𝓉�𝓊¡1 by Proposition 2.18, so Proposition 2.7(b)
implies that 𝓉 𝓊� 𝓉� 𝓈. Set

" := 𝓉¡1 g� 𝓈
� := j 𝓊¡1� 𝓈:

We have

[f ; g]= f¡1 g¡1 f g= "¡1 𝓉¡1𝓊¡1 �¡1 "𝓉 𝓊 �: (2.4)

Now �¡1 "� g by Proposition 2.7(b), so �¡1 " 𝓉 𝓊� 𝓉 𝓊, whence there is a �� 𝓉 𝓊 with
�¡1 " 𝓉 𝓊= 𝓉 𝓊 �. Recall that 𝓉 and 𝓊 commute, so can rewrite (2.4) as

[f ; g]= "¡1 � �

where "¡1; �; �� 𝓈. We deduce with Proposition 2.7(b) that [f ; g]� 𝓈, i.e. [f ; g]� f . �

Proposition 2.27. Assume that 𝓈2 G=/ is scaling. Then the centraliser of each f � 𝓈 is
commutative.

Proof. Let f � 𝓈 and let g; h2C(f). Assume for contradiction that [g;h]=/ 1. Then, since
[g; h]2C(f), we have [g; h]� f . This contradicts Lemma 2.26. �

2.4 Growth order groups
Given an ordered group (G ; �; 1; <), we consider the following axiomatic property

GOG3. G has scaling elements.

Note that this can be stated as a first-order sentence in the language of ordered groups.

Definition 2.28. We say that an ordered group (G ; �; 1;<) is a growth order group if
it satisfies GOG1, GOG2 and GOG3.

We write Tgog for the Log-theory Tog[ fGOG1;GOG2;GOG3g. As corollaries of
Proposition 2.27, we have:

Corollary 2.29. Growth order groups are CT-groups. That is, in all growth order groups,
the relation [f ; g] = 1 is transitive, or, equivalently, the centraliser of each non-trivial
element is Abelian.

Corollary 2.30. Any non-Abelian growth order group has trivial center.

Corollary 2.31. Any nilpotent growth order group is Abelian.

Note that ordered Abelian groups have scaling elements, hence are growth order groups.
Non-trivial ordered Abelian groups are exactly the growth order groups of growth rank 1.
We do not tackle the difficult problem of general extensions, or even HNN extensions of
growth order groups in this paper. A simple extension problem regards the existence of
centraliser extensions in relation to scaling elements in growth order groups.

Question 1. Centraliser extensions problem. Let G be a growth order group. Is there
an ordered group extension G��G that is a growth order group, such that each f 2 (G�)=/
is scaling and that we have C(𝓈)�G whenever 𝓈2 G is scaling in G?
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2.5 Centraliser relations

Proposition 2.32. Let 𝓈;𝓉2 G=/ be scaling. Let f 2 G with 𝓉� f 𝓈 f¡1. The function

� : C(𝓈) ¡! C(𝓉)
g 7¡! C(𝓉)fgf¡1

is an isomorphism of ordered groups.

Proof. We have C(𝓉) = f C(𝓈) f¡1 so f g f¡1 � 𝓉 for all g 2 C(𝓈), whence � is well-
defined. We next show that � is a morphism. Let g; h2C(𝓈). We have f g f¡1� f h f¡1
by Lemma 2.6. Let "; � with �(g)= " f g f¡1 and �(h)� f h f¡1 �, so "; �� f g f¡1.

�(g) �(h)= " f¡1 g h f¡1 � (2.5)

If gh=1, then �(g)�(h)= " �� f g f¡1. But �(g)�(h)2C(𝓉), so �(g)�(h)=1=�(gh).
Otherwise g h� 𝓉� g� h so f g f¡1� f g h f¡1. In view of (2.5), we have �(g) �(h)�
f¡1 g h f¡1, whence �(g) �(h) = �(g h). Thus � is a group morphism. For g 2 C(𝓈)>,
we have f g f¡1 > 1 and �(g)� f g f¡1, whence �(g)> 1. So � is strictly increasing.
Finally, let 𝓊2C(𝓉). We have 𝓊= f 𝓌 f¡1 for a certain 𝓌2C(f¡1 𝓉 f). We have 𝓌� 𝓈,
so since 𝓈 is scaling, we find a g2C(𝓈) with g�𝓌. Lemma 2.20 gives f g f¡1�𝓊, whence
�(g)= C(𝓉)fgf¡1=𝓊. This concludes the proof. �

Taking f =1 in the previous proposition, we obtain:

Corollary 2.33. Let 𝓈0;𝓈12G=/ be scaling with 𝓈0�𝓈1. There is a canonical isomorphism
'𝓈0;𝓈1 : (C(𝓈0); �; 1;<)¡! (C(𝓈1); �; 1; <).

Fix a �2 gr(G) and consider the set

C� := fgo(f) : gr(f)= �_ f =1g:

Recall that (C�;l) is linearly ordered. For all go(f); go(g)2C�, we set

go(f)+ go(g) := go(f g) if gr(f g)= �, and go(f)+ go(g) := go(1) otherwise.

Lemma 2.34. The structure (C�;+;go(1);l) is an ordered Abelian group. Moreover, given
a scaling element 𝓈 in G, the function '𝓈 : C(𝓈)¡!Cgr(𝓈) ; f 7! go(f) is an isomorphism.

Proof. The operation +:C��C�¡!C� is well-defined. For go(h)2C� where gr(h)= �, since
𝓈 is scaling, there is a unique f 2C(𝓈) with h� f , whence go(f)=go(h). So '𝓈 is surjective.
Let f ; g 2 C(𝓈). We have f g=1() f g� f() gr(f g)< �. So go(f g) = go(f) + go(g).
If 1< f , then 1l f , so go(1)l go(f). Altogether this shows that '𝓈 is an isomorphism
between the Log-structures (C(𝓈); �; 1; <) and (C�;+; go(1);l). In particular, the latter is
a an ordered Abelian group. �

We call the ordered family of linearly ordered Abelian groups (C�)�2gr(G) the skeleton
of G. If H is a growth order group and � : G ¡!H is an ordered group homomorphism,
then we have a well-defined nondecreasing map

�gr : gr(G)¡! gr(H) ; gr(g) 7¡! gr(�(g))

and for each �2 gr(G), an ordered group homomorphism

�� : C�¡!C�gr(�) ; go(f) 7! go(�(f)):
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One can see that the skeleton thus defines a functor from the category of growth order
groups to the category of families of linearly ordered Abelian groups indexed by linearly
ordered sets, with the expected morphisms. We say more on the general structure of growth
order group in the next subsection.

2.6 On the structure of growth order groups
Contrary to the theory of ordered Abelian groups, the theory Tog of all ordered groups does
not have a model completion. We do not know whether that is the case for Tgog, which we
do not think 89-axiomatisable. In fact, we do not know whether Tgog has the amalgamation
property.

Question 2. Amalgamation problem. Does Tgog have the amalgamation property?

Any ordered group is [28, Theorem 1] a quotient by a convex normal subgroup of an
ordered free group. However that description is far from being as precise and concrete as the
Hahn embedding theorem [21] (see [20, Theorem 4.C]) for Abelian ordered groups, which
construes them as lexicographically ordered groups of formal commutative series with real
coefficients. We expect that a similar description may exist for the theory of growth order
groups, as we next explain.

Let G be a growth order group, and let S be a set of unique scaling representatives in
each growth rank in G. For each 𝓈2S and c= go(g)2Cgr(𝓈)

=/ , we set 𝓈[c] := C(𝓈)g 2 G. We
also write 𝓈[0] := 1. Given f = f02G=/ , there are a unique 𝓈02S with 𝓈0� f and a unique
c02Cgr(f) with f0� 𝓈0

[c0]. Define

f1 := 𝓈[¡c0] f0: (2.6)

Reiterating the process for f1 if f1=/ 1 and continuing further, we obtain an `6!, a strictly
�-decreasing sequence (𝓈n)n<` in S and a sequence (cn)n<`2

Q
n<` Cgr(𝓈n) with

f � 𝓈0
[c0] 𝓈1

[c1] 𝓈2
[c2] � � � 𝓈n

[cn] � � �;

in the sense that f (𝓈0
[c0] 𝓈1

[c1] 𝓈2
[c2] � � � 𝓈n

[cn])¡1� 𝓈n whenever n < `. If `= !, then there
may exist several elements of G=/ with the same expansion as f (consider for instance an
ultrapower of G), so a full description of f entails extending this process inductively, and
making arbitrary choices. This points to the existence of an embedding of G into an ordered
group of formal non-commutative series

g0
[c0] g1

[c1] � � � g

[c
] � � �; 
 <� (2.7)

where � is an ordinal, the sequence (g
)
<�2 gr(G)� is strictly decreasing, and (c
)
<�2Q

<�Cg
. In other words, it is conceivable that there be a non-commutative version of the

Hahn embedding theorem for growth order groups.
The construction of such an ordered group (let alone embedding) seems difficult in

general, as defining the group operation on such non-commutative series requires additional
information. Moreover, several issues that are absent in the Abelian case appear here.

First, the choice in (2.6) of expanding f systematically on the right is arbitrary. One
could expand f on the left, or even alternate choices. Indeed, given an infinite limit ordinal
� and a function N :�¡!fleft; rightg, one may expand f on the side prescribed by N(
)
at each stage 
 <�. This induces a linear ordering on � which we call tree-like. How can
one describe series with tree-like support?
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Secondly, studying examples of groups of transseries shows that in certain cases,
extending G with transfinite expansions as in (2.7) forces the existence of growth ranks
that are not comparable to elements in G. More precisely, in certain cases, there are

series s := g0
[c0] g1

[c1] � � � g

[c
] � � � and elements g2 gr(G) such that the growth rank of s g s¡1

should lie in an unfilled cut in (gr(G);�). Thus an embedding theorem if it exists must
involve constraints on the skeleton of G.

Question 3. Embedding problem. Given a linearly ordered set (I ; <) and a family
(Ci)i2I of Abelian ordered groups, under what conditions can one define a group law �
on the set Hi2I Ci of functions f 2�i2I Ci with anti-well-ordered support supp f = fi2 I :
f(i)=/ 0Cig, ordered lexicographically, such that

� the ordered group (Hi2ICi;�;1;<) is a growth order group with growth rank (I ;<)
and skeleton (Ci)i2I, and

� for all growth order groups G with growth skeleton ' (Ci)i2I, there is an embedding
of ordered groups G ¡!Hi2ICi?

Our first step toward answering this question will be to show that certain naturally
occurring growth order groups are instances of such structures (Hi2I Ci; �; 1; <). This
will include groups of series in real powers xr of a variable x and real exponents (see [6,
Section 1.2.5]), logarithmic-exponential transseries [16], and finitely nested hyperseries
[5]. Before doing that, we study in a consecutive but independent article [7] transfinite
expansions in (unordered) groups, i.e. we propose an axiomatic framework for considering
linearly ordered transfinite products in groups, including products along tree-like orderings
(see [7, Sections 1.4 and 6.4]). It turns out that such a framework is consistent and gives
natural representations of transseries as transfinite compositions of simple transseries. We
will then construct the ordered groups (Hi2I Ci; �; 1; <), study their features as growth
order groups, and finally tackle the embedding problem.

3 Constructions of growth ordered groups
In this section, we give methods for constructing growth order groups, given growth order
groups with additional information. Let us start with a large example.

Example 3.1. We constructed [5] an ordered field of formal series L~ equipped with
a composition law � :L~ �L~ >R¡!L~ such that (L~ >R; �; <) is a growth order group [5,
Propositions 9.23 and 10.25] with Archimedean centralisers [5, Proposition 10.24]. These
properties of (L~ >R; �; <) are deduced from the fact [5, Theorem 10.16] that any two f ; g
positive elements of that group are conjugate.

3.1 Direct products not allowed
We consider the notable fact that the quality of growth order group is not preserved under
direct products in the following sense:

Proposition 3.2. Let G1; G2 be two non-trivial growth order groups, one of which is non-
Abelian. Let J be an ordering on the direct product G1�G2 such that the natural inclusions

G1¡!G1�G2 ; f 7! (f ; 1) and G2¡!G1�G2 ; g 7! (1; g)

are strictly increasing. Then (G1�G2; �; (1; 1);J) does not satisfy GOG2.
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Proof. Assume for contradiction that (G1 � G2; �; (1; 1); J) satisfies GOG2. We may
assume without loss of generality that G1 is not Abelian. Since G1 is a growth order group,
it must have rank at least 2. Let f ; g2 G1

=/ with f �/ g in G1. So (f ; 1)�/ (g; 1) in G1�G2.
Therefore, there exists an h2G2

=/ such that (f ;1)�/ (1; h) or (g;1)�/ (1; h). We may assume
without loss of generality that (f ;1)�/ (1;h), and we may choose both f and h to be strictly
positive. If (f ; 1)� (1; h), then GOG2 in G1�G2 gives the contradiction that

(1; h)= (f ; 1) (1; h) (f¡1; 1)> (1; h):

Otherwise (f ; 1)� (1; h), which gives the symmetric contradiction that (f ; 1)> (f ; 1). �

Since GOG2 is a universal statement, the ordered group (G1� G2; �; (1; 1);J) does
not embed into any growth order group. In particular, larger ordered Cartesian productsQ

i2IGi of families (Gi)i2I satisfying the Log-embedding conditions Gi ,¡!
Q

i2IGi for each
summand cannot be growth order groups.

We will next define orderings on certain Cartesian products G1� G2 which do yield
growth order groups, but the group structure on G1�G2 will not be the direct product.

3.2 Semidirect products
Let (G ; �;1;<) and (G;+; 0;<) be linearly ordered group. For clarity, we will use additive
denotation for G, but we do not assume that (G;+; 0) is Abelian. Let a morphism � : (G ;
�; 1)¡!Aut(G;+; 0) be given with the following properties:

MGA1. Each �(g); g 2G is strictly increasing.

MGA2. For f ; g 2G with f < g and a2G> we have �(f)(a)< �(g)(a).

So � is a strictly increasing group morphism between G and the partially ordered group
of Log-automorphisms of G, ordered by universal pointwise comparison of functions. For
(g; a)2G �G, we set

g � a := �(g)(a):

We consider the lexicographically ordered semidirect product G o�G, i.e. the Cartesian
product G �G equipped with the operation

8(f ; a); (g; b)2G �G; (f ; a) � (g; b) := (f g; (f � a)+ b);

and the lexicographic ordering

8(g; a); (h; b)2G �G; (g; a)< (h; b)() (g <h or (g=h and a<b)).

Proposition 3.3. The structure (Go�G; �; (1;0);<) is an ordered group, and the functions

G¡!G o�G;a 7! (1; a) and G ¡!G o�G; f 7! (f ; 0)

are embeddings.

Proof. The lexicographic ordering is linear, so we need only show that Go�G is an ordered
group. Assume that (g; b)> (h;c). If g>h, then fg>gh and gf >hf , so (f ;a) �(g;b)>(f ;
a) � (h;c) and(g; b) � (f ;a)> (h; c) � (f ;a). Otherwise g=h and b>c, so f � b> f � c, whence

(f ; a) � (g; b)= (f h; f � b+ a)> (f h; f � c+ a)= (f ; a) � (h; c):

Likewise f � a+ b > f � a+ c so

(g; b) � (f ; a)= (h f ; f � a+ b)> (h f ; f � a+ c)= (h; c) � (f ; a):

This shows that G o�G is an ordered group. We have natural embeddings G¡!G o�G
and G ¡!G o�G given by a 7! (1; a) and g 7! (g; 0) respectively. �
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We consider the two further conditions on (G ; G):
MGA3. For all g 2G and b2G, for sufficiently large g 02C(g), there is a b02G with

g � b 0+ b= g 0 � b+ b 0:

MGA4. For all a2G, f 2G> and b2G>, we have

f � b> a+ b¡ a:
g � f 0 � ginv� f0= g 0 � f0 � g 0inv� f 0

Remark 3.4. Let (g; b)2 (Go�G)=/ . For (f ;a)2Go�G, we have (f ;a) � (g; b)=(g; b) � (f ;
a) if and only if

f g= g f and f � b+ a= g � a+ b:

The first condition means that f 2C(g). Now given h2C(g)> sufficiently large, byMGA3,
there is an a2G with g � a¡ a=h � b¡ b, hence (h; a)2C(g; b).

Remark 3.5. If G is Abelian, then MGA4 follows from MGA2.

Remark 3.6. The condition MGA4 implies in particular that each �(g) for g2G=/ is an
outer automorphism of G.

Proposition 3.7. If G and G are growth order groups, then so is (G o�G; �; (1; 0);<).

Proof. We first prove GOG1. Let (f ; a); (g; b) 2 G> with (f ; a)> (g; b), and let (g 0;
b 0)2C(g; b). Assume first that g=1, so b> 1. Assume for contradiction that g 0> 1. then
we have (g 0; g 0� b+ b0)=(g 0; b 0) � (1; b)=(1; b) � (g 0; b 0)=(g 0; b0+ b), so g 0� b= b 0+ b¡ b 0. But
this contradicts MGA4. If g 0< 1, then (f ; a)> (g 0; b 0). So we may assume that g 0=1. If
f > 1, then (f ; a)> (g 0; b 0). Otherwise, we must have f =1 and thus a> b. Now GOG1
in G gives an a02C(a) with a0>b 0, whence (1; a0)2C(1; a) and (1; a0)> (1; b0).

We now treat the case when g > 1. We have g 02C(g) where f > g, so by GOG1 in G
there is an f 02C(f) with f 0> g 0. In view of Remark 3.4, we may choose f 0 sufficiently large
so that f 0> g 0 and that there be an a02G with (f 0; a0)2C(f ;a). We have (f 0; a0)> (g 0; b0),
hence GOG1 holds in G o�G.

Let (g; b); (f ; a)2 G o�G with (f ; a)> C(g; b) and (g; b)> (1; 0). Assume that g=1,
so b> 0 and f > 1. We have

(f ; a) � (1; b) � (f ; a)¡1 = (f ; a) � (1; b) � (f¡1; f¡1 � (¡a))
= (1; f � (f¡1 � (¡a)+ b)+ a)
= (1; (¡a)+ f � b+ a):

If f = 1, then the condition (1; a)> C(1; b) amounts to a > C(b), so GOG2 in G gives
(¡a)+ b+ a> b. That is,

(f ; a) � (1; b) � (f ; a)¡1> (1; b):

If f >1, thenMGA4 gives (¡a)+ f �b+a>b, whence again (f ;a) � (1; b) � (f ;a)¡1> (1; b).
Assume now that g > 1. So we must have f > C(g), whence f g f¡1> g by GOG2 in

G. This implies that (f ; a) � (g; b) � (f ; a)¡1> (g; b). Therefore GOG2 is satisfied.
We now prove GOG3. Let (g; b)2G o�G with (g; b)=/ (1; 0) and let (f ; a)� (g; b). If

g=1, then we must have f =1 and a� b in G. Given a scaling 𝓈2O(G) with 𝓈� b, we see
that (1; 𝓈) is scaling in G o�G with (1; 𝓈)� (f ; a). If g=/ 1, then we must have f � g. Let
𝓉 2O(G) with 𝓉� g and let 𝓊 2 C(𝓉) with 𝓊� f . Then (𝓊; 1)� (f ; a) in G o�G, which
implies that (𝓉; 1) is scaling. So GOG3 holds in G o�G.
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This shows that G o�G is a growth order group. �

Example 3.8. Positive affine maps. Consider an ordered field (K;+; �; 0; 1;<) and an
ordered vector space (G;+;0;<; :) overK. We have an action � of (K>; �;<) on (G;+;0;<)
by scalar multiplication. In other words, we set

�(�)(a) :=� : a

for all �2K> and a2G. Then K>o�G is naturally isomorphic to the group of strictly
increasing affine functions K ¡!G ;x 7!� : x+ a for (�; a)2K>�G, under composition,
and where the ordering is given by

(x 7!� : x+ a)>x and if and only if � : b+ a>b for all sufficiently large b2G.

The axiomsMGA1 andMGA2 follow from the fact that (G;+;0;<; :) is an ordered vector
space over K. We write AffK

+(G) for the ordered group K>o�G given by Proposition 3.3.
Since (G;+; 0) is Abelian, the axiom MGA4 is satisfied. Finally, for all �; �02K>

with � > 1 and a 2G, we have �(�)(a)¡ a= �(� ¡ 1)(a) so �(�0)(b) = �(�)(a)¡ a for
b := �¡ 1

�0
: a2G. In particular, the axiom MGA3 holds. Therefore AffK

+(G) is a growth
order group.

3.3 Quotients
It is known (see [19, Section 1.4] or [30, �4 (1�2) p 260]) that given an ordered group
(G ; �; 1;<) and a normal and convex subgroup N P G, the relation

gN <hN() gN <hN (3.1)

makes (G/N; �;N ;<) an ordered group.

Lemma 3.9. [30, �4 (1) p 260] The quotient map G ¡!G/N is an ordered group homo-
morphism.

Moreover, the ordering on G is the only one which induces the orderings on G/N and
N , i.e. we have

G>= fg 2 G : (gN >N)_ (g 2N>)g: (3.2)

When the short exact sequence 0!N!G!G/N!0 splits, and given a complement
H of N in G, we have an ordered group isomorphism G ' G/N o�N for the morphism
� : G/N ¡!Aut(N) given by

8g 2G ; 8f 2N; �(gN)(f) :=h fh¡1

for the unique h2H \ gN , and where G/N o�N is lexicographically ordered.
We shall now adapt these ideas to the case of growth order groups. If we want that N

and G/N both be growth ordered groups, we have to impose further conditions on (G ;N).
This leads to the following definition:

Definition 3.10. Let G be a growth order group. A 4-initial subgroup of G is a non-empty
subset N �G with

8f 2N; 8g 2G ; g4 f =) g 2N:

That an 4-initial subgroup is indeed a subgroup follows from Proposition 2.7(a,b,d).
For the sequel of Section 3.3, we fix a growth order group (G ; �; 1;<) and a normal and 4-
initial subgroup N �G.
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Proposition 3.11. The ordered subgroup N is a growth order group which is convex in G.

Proof. That N is convex follows from Proposition 2.10. Let us show that N is a growth
order group. Let f ; g 2N> with f > g and let g 0 2 C(g) \N>. By GOG1 in G, there
is an f 02 C(f) with f 0> g 0. But f 0� f so f 02N , so GOG1 holds in N . The universal
sentence GOG2 trivially holds in N . Let gr(f)2 gr(N=/), and let 𝓈2O(G) with 𝓈� f . By
4-initiality of N , we have 𝓈2N , whence 𝓈2O(N). So N satisfies GOG3, hence N is a
growth order group. �

Proposition 3.12. Assume that the following holds

8f ; g 2G nN; [f ; g]2N =) f � g: (3.3)

Then G/N, with the ordering given by (3.1), is a growth order group.

Proof. Let f ; g 2 G with fN > gN >N . In particular f ; g 2 G> and f > g. Let g 0N 2
C(gN), so [g 0; g]2N . We have g 0� g by (3.3). By GOG1 in G, there is an f 02C(f) with
f 0> g 0, hence f 0N is larger than fN in G/N . We have [f 0; f ] = 12N so f 0N 2C(fN).
This shows that GOG1 holds in G/N .

We next derive GOG2. Let f ; g >N with (fN)� (gN). We have C(g)N �C(gN),
so fN > C(g)N , which is equivalent to f > C(g)N . In particular, we have f > C(g), so
f¡1� g¡1. By (3.3), we obtain [f¡1; g¡1] 2/ N . But [f¡1; g¡1]> 1 by GOG2 in G, so
[f¡1; g¡1]>N . That is, we have f g f¡1N > gN , whence GOG2 holds in G/N .

Finally, let g2G nN . Let 𝓈2O(G) with 𝓈� g, and let f 2G with (fN)� (gN) in G/N .
From (3.3), we deduce that there are g 0; g 002C(g) with g 06 f 6 g 00. This implies that f� g,
so there is a 𝓉2C(𝓈) with 𝓉� f . We have 𝓉N 2C(𝓈N) and (fN)(𝓉N)¡1=(f 𝓉¡1)N� fN .
We claim that C(𝓈N)=f𝓊N :𝓊2C(𝓈)g. Indeed, let g2G with gN 2C(𝓈N), so [g;𝓈]2N .
We have g� 𝓈 so there is a 𝓉2C(𝓈) with g� 𝓉. Writing � := 𝓉¡1 g, we have

[g; 𝓈]= �¡1 𝓉¡1 𝓈¡1 𝓉 � 𝓈= [�; 𝓈]2N:

Since ��𝓈, we deduce with (3.3) that �2N , so gN =𝓉N as claimed. The group subgroup
f𝓊N :𝓊2C(𝓈)g is Abelian, so this means that 𝓈N is scaling in G/N , whence G/N satisfies
GOG3. �

Given two linearly ordered sets (A;<) and (B;<), we write AqB for the disjoint union
A�f0gtB�f1g ordered so that A�f0g<B�f1g and that a 7! (a;0) and b 7! (b;1) are
ordered embeddings A¡!AqB and B¡!AqB respectively.

Proposition 3.13. Assume that (3.3) holds. We have an isomorphism of ordered sets

�: grG(G=/)¡! grN(N=/)q grG/N(G/N)

defined for g 2 G=/1 by �(gr(g)) := gr(gN) if g 2/ N and �(g)= grN(g) if g 2N.

Proof. We first show that � is well-defined. Let g; h2 G=/ with f � g. If g2/ N , then we
have g �N , and hN � g N by Lemma 3.9, whence �(grG(g)) is well defined. If g 2N ,
then h2N . Since N is 4-initial, it contains the centralisers of all its elements, so grN(g)=
grG(g)= grG(h)= grN(h), whence � is well-defined. It is clear that � is surjective.

Now let f ; g 2 G with f � g. We want to prove that �(grG(f))<�(grG(g)). If f 2/ N
and g2/ N , then gr(fN)< gr(gN) by Lemma 3.9. So �(grG(f))= grG/N(f)< grG/N(g)=
�(grG(g)). If f 2N and g2/ N , then f � g and �(grG(f))<�(grG(g)) by definition. If f ;
g 2N , then �(grG(f))= grN(f)< grN(g)=�(grG(g)). This concludes the proof. �
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Proposition 3.14. Assume that (3.3) holds. Assume further that N has a complement H
in G. Then the function

�H :H ¡! Aut(N)
gN 7¡! (f 7!h fh¡1):

satisfies MGA1�MGA4.

Proof. Recall that the natural isomorphismH¡!G/N preserves the ordering. We deduce
with Proposition 3.12 that H is a growth order group. That MGA1 is satisfied follows
from the fact that G is an ordered group.

For h1;h22H with h1<h2, and f 2N>, we have h1
¡1h2>N , whence h1

¡1h2� f , whence
(h1
¡1h2) f (h1

¡1h2)¡1>f byGOG2 in G. Therefore �H(h2)(f)>�H(h1)(f), henceMGA2
holds.

Consider a g= f h2NH. Recall that the sequence 0!N!G!G/N! 0 splits and
that we have a natural group isomorphism H o�HN ¡!G. Therefore

C(g) = ff 0h02NH : (h0h; �H(h0)(f) f 0)= (hh0; �H(h)(f 0) f)g
= ff 0h02N (H \C(h)) : �H(h0)(f) f 0= �H(h)(f 0) f g:

Let h02C(h). Then since g2>h, GOG1 in G yields an f 0h02C(g2)=C(g) with f 0h0>h0.
Choosing h0 sufficiently large, we may impose h0=h0, whence f 0h02C(g). We deduce that
MGA3 is satisfied.

Finally, let f 2N , h2H> and g 2N>. We have f¡1h�h� g, so GOG2 gives

(f¡1h) g (f¡1h)¡1> g;

whence �H(h)(g)> fg f¡1. So MGA4 holds as well. �

3.4 Growth order groups of finite growth rank
We fix a non-trivial growth order group G such that gr(G) has a maximal element gr(g),
and let 𝓈2S(G) with 𝓈� g. Let G�𝓈 denote the subset of elements g 2G with g� 𝓈.

Proposition 3.15. The set G�𝓈 is a normal and 4-initial subgroup of G. Moreover, for
all f ; g 2G with f ; g > G�𝓈, we have [f ; g]2G�𝓈=) f � g.

Proof. The set G�𝓈 contains 1 since n > 0. It is 4-initial by definition. Given f ; g 2 G
with f ; g > G�𝓈, we must have f � 𝓈� g. �

Proposition 3.16. The subgroup C(𝓈) is a complement of G�𝓈.

Proof. We have G�𝓈\N = f𝓉 2C(𝓈) :u� 𝓈g= f1g. For g 2 G, we either have g� 𝓈, and
then g 2 G�𝓈, or g� 𝓈, and then given 𝓉 2 C(𝓈) with 𝓉� g, we have g 𝓉¡1� 𝓈, whence
g=(g 𝓉¡1) 𝓉2G�ℴ C(𝓈). Thus C(𝓈) is a complement of G�𝓈. �

Thus the sequence 0!G�𝓈!G!G/G�𝓈!0 splits, so we have a natural isomorphism

G�𝓈o�C(𝓈) C(𝓈)¡!G:

If follows by induction that if gr(G)= fg1; : : : ; gng is finite with g1> � � �> gn, then G is an
iterated semidirect product

G ' (� � � (Cgno�n Cgn¡1)o�n¡2 � � �)o�1 Cgn: (3.4)
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This can be taken as a conclusion to our discussion in Section 2.6 in the case of finite growth
rank, i.e. a positive answer to Question 3 in that case. Note that (Z;+; 0; <) has no non-
trivial Log-automorphism. Therefore there is no growth order group of finite growth rank
n> 1 and skeleton of the form (Z; G2; : : : ; Gn).

Proposition 3.17. Let G be a growth order group of finite growth rank n > 0 and let
𝓈2O(G)> with gr(𝓈)=min gr(G=/). If C(𝓈) is Archimedean, then n6 2.

Proof. Assume for contradiction that n>2. Then, using the previous decomposition n¡3
times, we may assume that n= 3 and let 𝓈1; 𝓈22O(G)> with 𝓈� 𝓈1� 𝓈2. The previous
construction gives G 'G1o�C(𝓈2) C(𝓈2) where

G1= C(𝓈)o�C(𝓈1) C(𝓈1):

Set � := �C(𝓈2)(𝓈2)2Aut(G1). For g2G1, the conjugation by g induces a strictly increasing
automorphism �g of C(𝓈). Since C(𝓈) is Archimedean, its group of strictly increasing auto-
morphisms is Archimedean [23] (see [34, Theorem 1.5.1]). Since (𝓈; 1)� (1; 𝓈1) in G1, we
have �(𝓈; 1)� �(1; 𝓈1), whence �(𝓈; 1)� (𝓈; 1). But then �(𝓈; 1) 2 C(𝓈)� f1g as well.
By MGA4, we have �(𝓈; 1)>�gn(𝓈; 1) for all n 2N, so �(𝓈; 1) is an infinite element of
C(𝓈)�f1g: a contradiction. �

In particular, there is no growth order group whose growth rank is 3 and whose growth
skeleton is (R;R;R). Nonetheless, let us construct a growth order group of growth rank 3.

Let G be the subgroup of (T>R;�; x;<) generated by xR
>
and e(logx)

R>

. For r; s2R>,

we have (e(logx)
s
)inv=e(logx)

s¡1

, and

e(logx)
s �xr � e(logx)s

¡1

=xr
s
;

so G has growth rank 2. One can see that we have a natural isomorphism 	 from the semi-
direct product of (R>; �; 1;<) with itself to G, for the operation

8r; s2R>; s � r := rs;

The automorphism is given by 	(r; s)=xr � e(logx)s=er(logx)
s
.

Let G denote the subgroup of (T;+; <) of those log-exp transseries f such that each

m2 supp f satisfies m> e(logx)
R>

. Let g 2 G< and consider a transmonomial m2G. Then
[5, Theorem 7.30] implies that m� g is a monomial. We have m� g > e(logx)R

>

by definition,
so m � g 2G, and we can define a morphism

� : G ¡! Aut(G)
g 7¡! (f 7! f � g):

We will show that the axioms MGA1�MGA4 are satisfied for (G ;G; �).
Recall that each �(g) extends into an isomorphism of ordered rings T¡!T, whence

in particular it is a strictly increasing automorphism of (G;+). In particular MGA1
holds. Every positive element f of G is positive infinite, so each G ¡!G; g 7! f � g is
strictly increasing. This shows that MGA2 holds. The axiom MGA4 is automatically
satisfied since (G;+) is Abelian. Consider a g2G=/ and an f 2G, take a g12C(g) and set
h := f � g1¡ f . So the relation

y � g+ f = f � g1+ y

of MGA3 can be written as the difference equation

y � g=h+ y: (3.5)
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Replacing (3.5) with y � ginv= (¡h � ginv) + y, we may assume that g < 1. For all trans-
monomialsm inG, we havem� g<m because g<x, som� g�m. Thus by [25, Theorem 6.2]
(see also [5, Proposition 1.25]), the equation (3.5) has a solution

y=¡h¡h � g¡h � g � g¡h � g � g � g¡ � � �

in G. In particular, MGA3 is satisfied. We thus have a growth order group Go� G of
growth rank

gr(Go�G)' gr(G)q gr(G)' 1q 2' 3:

3.5 O-minimal germs
LetM=(M;:::) be a first-order structure in a language L. Assume thatM has definable
Skolem functions (allowing parameters). This is the case for instance if M is an o-minimal
expansion of an ordered group in a language expanding Log. Indeed, any o-minimal ordered
group it is Abelian and divisible [37]. One can definably and uniformly pick an element in
each non-empty interval in M , using affine rational combinations of its bounds.

Let n> 0 and let p be a complete n-type inM over M such that each finite subset of
p is realised in M. Let p(M) := f'(Mn) : '2 pg be the corresponding ultrafilter on the
Boolean algebra of definable subsets of Mn. Consider the set Fn of functions Mn¡!M
that are definable in M with parameters, and the set Mp of germs at p

[f ]p := fg 2Fn :9X 2 p(M) : f and g coincide on Xg

of such functions. If R is a relation symbol of arity k 2N in the corresponding language
(including as special cases function symbols and constant symbols), then R can be inter-
preted onMp as the well-defined subset

f([f1]; : : : ; [fk])2Fnk :9X 2 p(M); 8m2Mn;M�R[f1(m); : : : ; fn(m)]g:

Then it is a folklore result that Mp is an elementary extension of M, hence also an o-
minimal structure, for the natural inclusion 	 :M¡!Mp sending m02M to the germ
of the constant function m 7!m0. We include a proof based on a version of the �o±
ultraproduct theorem, for completion:

Lemma 3.18. For all LM-formulas '(v1; : : : ; vk) and all f1; : : : ; fk2Fn, we have

Mp� '([f1]; : : : ; [fk]) if and only if fm2Mn :M� '(f1(m); : : : ; fp(m))g2 p(M).

Proof. We prove this by induction on the complexity of formulas. If ' is atomic, then
this follows from the interpretation of non-logical symbols of L. Recall that any LM-
formula is universally equivalent to an LM-formula without conjunction symbol or universal
quantifier. Therefore it suffices to show the inductive step for negations, conjunctions and
existential quantifications of smaller complexity formulas.

Suppose that that '= 9vk (v0; : : : ; vk). For f 2Fn, define

Xf := fm2Mn :M�  (f1(m); : : : ; fk(m); f(m))g:

Also write X = fm2M :M�9vk (f1(m); : : : ; fk(m); vk)g.

Mp� '([f1]; : : : ; [fp]) () there is an f 2Fn withMp�  ([f1]; : : : ; [fp]; [f ])
() there is an f 2Fn with Xf 2 p(M) (induction hyp.)

If Xf 2 p(M) for some f 2Fn, then since X contains Xf , we have X 2 p(M).
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Conversely, assume thatX 2 p(M). Let &(v0;:::; vk) be a formula obtained from defining
formulas for f1; : : : ; fn such that for all (m;m0)2Mn�M , the statement &(m;m0) holds if
and only if  (f1(m); : : : ; fk(m);m0) holds. Recall thatM has definable Skolem functions.
Thus there is a g2Fn such thatM� &(m; g(m)), whenceM�  (f1(m); : : : ; fp(m); g(m))
for all m2X. This shows that X �Xg. It follows that Xg 2 p(M), as desired.

Suppose that '=: . Since p is complete and the set

fm2Mn :M�  (f1(m); : : : ; fk(m))g

or its complement lies in p(M). We conclude by the induction hypothesis at  .
Finally if '=  1 ^  2, then we use the induction hypothesis at  and the fact that

p(M) is closed under binary intersections and taking supersets. The statement follows by
induction. �

Corollary 3.19. The natural inclusion 	 :M¡!Mp is an elementary embedding.

Proof. Let '(v1; : : : ; vk) be an LM-formula and let m1; : : : ;mk2M . Write

X := fm2Mn :M� '(	(m1)(m); : : : ;	(mk)(m))g
= fm2Mn :M� '(m1; : : : ;mk)g:

We haveM� '(m1; :: : ;mk) if and only if X=Mn if and only if X=/ ?. SinceMn2 p(M)
whereas ?2/ p(M), we deduce with Lemma 3.18, that we have M� '(m1; : : : ;mk) if and
only if Mp� '(	(m1); : : : ;	(mk)). �

Assume now that L contains a binary relation symbol < and that M=(M;<; : : : ) is
o-minimal. Consider the set p0 of formulas m<v0, in one free variable v0, where m ranges
in M . Write p1 for the set of consequences inM of elements of p0. For any L-formula '
with free variable v0, the definable set '(M)�M or its complement (:')(M) must be
unbounded. SinceM is o-minimal, one of them must contain a  (M) for  2 p0. Therefore
'2 p1 or :' 2 p1, so p1 is a complete 1-type over M called the type at infinity. The
germ [f ] at p of an f 2Fn is simply its germ at +1. We writeM1 :=Mp1. The ordering
onM1 is given by [f0]< [f1]() f0(m)< f1(m) for all sufficiently large m2M .

Recall by the monotonicity theorem [14, Chapter 3, (1.2)] for o-minimal structures that
for any definable function f :M ¡!M , there are finitely many open intervals I = (a; b)
of M (where a; b2M [ f�1g) and points fag in M such that f is constant or strictly
monotonous on each interval or point. In particular, only one such interval contains a
neighbourhood of +1, so the germ of f is the germ of a constant or strictly monotonous
function.

Note that a germ [f ] lies above each m 2M under the embedding M¡!M1 if
and only if f tends to +1 at +1. We define GM as the subset of M1 of germs [f ]
with [f ]>M . A germ in GM cannot be constant or strictly decreasing, so it is strictly
increasing. We write id for the identity function on M , so [id]2 GM.

Since M is o-minimal, for any [f ]; [g] 2F1, there is r 2R such that f(r;+1) is a
neighbourhood of +1. We may choose r so that f(r;+1) = (f(r);+1), and thus f
induces a strictly increasing bijection between two neighbourhoods of +1. Thus the germ
of f � g lies in GM. Since this germ does not depend on f ; g we may define [f ]� [g] := [f � g].
Note that [f ] � [id] = [id] � [f ] = [f ]. Writing f inv for the inverse of f : (r;+1)¡! (f(r);
+1), we see that [f inv] only depends on [f ], and we have [f ] � [f inv] = [f inv] � [f ] = [id].
Thus (GM;�; [id]) is a group. Consider the ordering on GM induced from that onM1. It a
left-ordering because the germs are strictly increasing. It is a right-ordering by definition.
So (GM; �; [id];<) is an ordered group.
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This raises the naive question: is GM always growth order group? The answer is neg-
ative. Indeed, it is known [8, Theorem 8] that given any linearly ordered group (G ; �;1;<),
the structure M := (G ; <; (tg)g2G) where each tg for g 2 G is the unary function G ¡!G ;
h 7! g h eliminates quantifiers and has a universal axiomatisation. In particular, it is o-
minimal, and g 7! [tg] is an isomorphism between (G ; �; 1; <) and (GM; �; [id]; <). If G is
not a growth order group, then neither is GM. We may still ask:

Question 4. O-minimal problem. In the case when M is an expansion of the real
ordered field, is GM a growth order group?

We will leave this question open in the paper, but we will answer it in the positive in
a particular case in the next section. We finish this section with a positive answer to the
naive question in the case when M is a pure ordered group:

Example 3.20. Let M :=(G;+;0;<) be a non-trivial o-minimal ordered group. This is a
divisible, Abelian ordered group [37]. It follows that it has Skolem functions (in each non-
empty interval in G, one can uniformly and definably pick an affine rational combination of
the bounds which lies in the interval). Recall [38] that the Log-theory Tdaog of non-trivial
divisible Abelian ordered group is complete and has quantifier elimination in Log. Note that
Tdoag has universal axiomatisation in the extended language Ldoag := h�;1;<; Inv; (�q)q2Qi
where each unary function symbol �q; q 2Q is interpreted as the scalar multiplication
x 7! q : x. This implies that the germ at +1 of each definable function G¡!G is that of
a unary term in Ldoag. So each germ is the germ of some function

G¡!G ;x 7! q : x+ y

where q 2Q and y 2G are fixed. In other words, the ordered group GM is isomorphic to
the growth order group AffQ

+(G) of Example 3.8.

4 H-fields with composition

We recall (see [1, 2]) that an H-field is an ordered valued field (K;+;�; 0; 1; <;O) with
valuation ring O and maximal ideal thereof ℴ, equipped with a derivation @ :K¡!K such
that the two following conditions are satisfied:

HF1. 8a2O;9c2Ker(@); a¡ c2ℴ:

HF2. 8a2K;a>Ker(@)=) @(a)> 0.

We usually denote the kernel Ker(@) by C. This is a subfield of K called the field of
constants. If C is isomorphic to R, then the condition HF1 is automatically satisfied,
taking c as the supremum in C of the set fb 2C : b6 ag. We write K>C for the set of
elements of K with a>c for all c2C.

In accordance with the Landau notations in real analysis, we write O(a) and ℴ(a)
respectively for the sets Oa=f�a :�2Og and ℴa=f"a :"2ℴg. So O(1)=O and ℴ(1)=ℴ.

For a2K�, we write

ay := a0

a
2K:

Note that (a b)y= ay+ by and (c a)y= ay for all b2K� and c2C�. We have the following
important valuative inequality of [1, Lemma 1.1]:

8a; b2ℴ; b 02ℴ(ay): (4.1)
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4.1 H-fields with composition

We now expand H-fields with a composition law.

Definition 4.1. An H-field with composition (over C=Ker(@)) is an H-field (K;+;
�; 0; 1; <;O; @) with a fixed x2K>C with x0=1, equipped with a binary operation

� :K �K>C¡!K

satisfying the following conditions:

HFC1. For all b 2K>C, the function K ¡!K ; a 7! a � b is a C-linear morphism of
ordered rings.

HFC2. For all a; b; d2K with b; d2K>C, we have a� (b � d)= (a� b) � d.

HFC3. For all a2K>C, the function K>C¡!K>C ; b 7! a� b is strictly increasing.

HFC4. For all a2K and b2K>C, we have

a�x = a

x� b = b:

HFC5. Let a;�2K and b2K>C with �2ℴ(a) and (ay�b)�2ℴ. For all n2N, we have

a� (b+ �)¡
X
k<n

a(k) � b
k!

�k2ℴ((a(n) � b) �n);

where a(k) denotes the k-th derivative of a.

Consider the language Lhfc expanding the language of ordered valued differential fields
with a constant symbol x and a function symbol � of arity 2. We interpret x on K as
expected and extend � to K �K by setting a � b := 0 if b 2/ K>C. Thus K is an Lhfc-
structure, and the class of H-fields with composition is elementary in Lhfc.

The axioms HFC1�HFC4 imply that (K>C ; �; x;<) is an ordered monoid, and that
it acts by automorphism on the ordered valued field (K;+; �;0; 1;<;O). In order to avoid
confusion between compositions and products in K, given an a2K>C and an n2N, we
write a[n] for the n-fold iterate of a (i.e. its n-th power in the monoid K>C). If a has an
inverse in K>C, then we denote it by ainv and we set

a[¡n] := (ainv)[n]=(a[n])inv:

Example 4.2. Let C be an ordered field. Let C(x) be a purely transcendental simple
extension, ordered so that x>C. So a P 2C[x] is positive if its coefficient of highest degree
in x is positive, and the sign of a P

Q
2C(x) is the product of the signs of P and Q in C[x].

Write O for the convex hull of C in C(x), which is the set of fractions with non-positive
degree.

We have a standard derivation @ :C(x)¡!C(x) with respect to x, which is determined
by C =Ker(@) and @(x) = 1, and for which (C(x);+; �; 0; 1; @;O; <) is an H-field. For
P 2C(x) and Q 2C(x)>C, since Q lies above each pole of P , the compositum P � Q is
well-defined. It is easy to see that HFC1�HFC4 are satisfied. As for HFC5, it can be
stated as scheme of elementary statements in the language of ordered fields and proved in
Crc(x) where Crc is a real closure of C, since it is valid in R(x) by Taylor's theorem. As
a set of universal statements, it then follows in the substructure C(x).
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The set (C(x)>C ; �) is not a group. Indeed, there is no inverse of x2 in C(x)>C, since
we have a degree morphism deg : (C(x)>C ;�; x)¡! (N; �;1) and 2=deg(x2) has no inverse
in (N; �; 1). Note that each H-field with composition over C contains C(x) as an Lhfc-
substructure.

Example 4.3. Consider the field T of grid-based transseries [17, 24]. We have a derivation
and composition law [26] on T such that it is an H-field with field of constants R and that
HFC1,HFC2,HFC4 andHFC5 are satisfied. As forHFC3, it follows from the inclusion
of T in the field of finitely nested hyperseries of [5], where it holds. By [26, Section 5.4],
this field has inversion.

We will see other, more analytic examples in the next section (see Corollary 4.17). We
now state a few simple consequences of the axioms.

Remark 4.4. If "2ℴ, then "02ℴ((x¡1)y)=ℴ(x¡1) by (4.1). In particular "02ℴ, so the
derivation on K is small as per [3, p 7].

As an ordered field, an H-field has a field topology for which (¡"; "); " 2K> is a
fundamental system of neighbourhoods of 0. We understand limits in that sense.

Lemma 4.5. Let K be an H-field with composition. For a2K and b2K>C, we have

a0 � b= lim
�!0
�=/ 0

a� (b+ �)¡ a� b
�

;

where the limit is defined in the

Proof. Let �2K with sufficiently large absolute value, so that �2ℴ(b) and (ay � b) �2ℴ.
By HFC5 for n=1, we have a � (b+ �)¡ a� b¡ (a0 � b) � 2ℴ((a00 � b) �2), so��������a� (b+ �)¡ a � b�

¡ (a0 � b) �
��������< j(a00 � b) � j

letting � tend to 0, we obtain the desired result. �

Lemma 4.6. Let K be an H-field with composition. Let a2K and b2K>C. We have

(a� b)0=(a0 � b) b 0:

Proof. We have

(a � b)0 = lim
�!0
�=/ 0

(a� b) � (x+ �)¡ a� b
�

= lim
�!0
�=/ 0

a� (b+(b � (x+ �)¡ b))¡ a� b
�

:

By HFC5 for (b;x; �), choosing � small enough, the element b� (x+ �)¡ b2 b 0 �+O(b 00 �2)
can be taken arbitrarily small. In turn, applying HFC5 for (a; b; b� (x+ �)¡ b) we obtain

a � (b+(b� (x+ �)¡ b))¡ a� b¡ (a0 � b) b 0 � 2O((a0 � b) b 00 �2)

provided � is sufficiently small. We thus have

a� (b+(b� (x+ �)¡ b))¡ a � b
�

2O((a0 � b) b00 �):
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It follows that

lim
�!0
�=/ 0

a� (b+(b� (x+ �)¡ b))¡ a� b
�

=(a0 � b) b 0: �

We say thatK is an H-field with composition and inversion if furthermore (K>C ;�;x) is
a group. Then in view of HFC1�HFC4, the structure (K>C ;�; x;<) is an ordered group.
We will show that under certain conditions, it is a growth order group. More precisely,
consider the following condition on an ordered pair (G0; G1) of subsets of an H-field with
composition and inversion K:

(?). The set G0 is a normal convex subgroup of K>C containing x+C, the set G1 is
a complement G1 of G0 in K>C which is a growth order group with Archimedean
centralisers, and the set

fa� (ainv+1) :a2G1g
is cofinal in G0.

We will derive Theorem 2 as a consequence of the following theorem.

Theorem 4.7. Let (K;+; �; 0; 1; @;O;<; �; x) be an H-field over R with composition and
inversion suppose we are given (G0; G1) as in (?). Then (K>R; �; x;<) is a growth order
group with Archimedean centralisers. Moreover, the subgroup G0 is a growth order group,
and it is 4-initial in K>R.

This will be proved in Section 4.4 below.

4.2 Taylor approximations in Hardy fields
Let C<1 denote the set of all germs [f ] at +1 of real-valued functions f defined on
positive half-lines (a;+1); a 2R in R such that for all k 2N, there is a positive half-
line on which f is k-times differentiable. We identify constants with the germs of the
corresponding constant functions. Then C<1 is an R-algebra under pointwise sum and
product. Moreover, it is equipped with a partial R-algebra ordering given by [f ]< [g]()
f(t)< g(t) for all sufficiently large t2R. It is a differential ring under derivation of germs

[f ]0 := [f 0]

whenever f : (a;+1)¡!R is differentiable. Finally, if [g]>R in C<1, i.e. if g tends to
+1 at +1, then for all [f ]2C<1 where f � g is defined on a positive half-line, the germ
[f � g] only depends on [f ] and [g]. We set [f ] � [g] := [f � g].

We will identify germs with given representatives, trying not to confuse the reader in
the process. Given a germ g 2C<1, we write

ℴ(g) := ff 2C<1 : 8r 2R>; jf j<r jg jg
O(g) := ff 2C<1 : 9r 2R; jf j<r jg jg, and
�(g) := ff 2C<1 : f 2O(g)^ g 2O(f)g:

We simply write ℴ;O and � for ℴ(1);O(1) and �(1) respectively.
We recall that a Hardy field is a subfield of C<1 which is also a subalgebra, i.e. which

contains all constant germs. The induced ordering on such fields is linear [11, 2 p 107].

Definition 4.8. A Hardy field with composition is a Hardy field H which is closed
under composition of germs. We say that it has inversion if H>R is closed under inversion.
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Example 4.9. If R is an o-minimal expansion of the real ordered field, then R1 is a
Hardy field [14, Section 7.1] with composition and inversion.

Example 4.10. Boshernitzan's field E defined as the intersection of all �-maximal Hardy
fields is a Hardy field with composition [10]. It is unknown whether it has inversion.

We will show that certain Hardy fields with composition and inversion are H-fields
with composition and inversion. This mainly entails deriving the Taylor axiom HFC5 in
those fields. If H is a Hardy field, then O(1)\H is a valuation ring on H for which it is
an H-field. The notations above are coherent with the notations introduced for H-fields.
Moreover, we have

8f ; g 2H; ((f 2ℴ(g)^ g2/ �(1))=) f 02ℴ(g 0)); (4.2)

and the derivation on H is small, i.e.

ℴ 0�ℴ: (4.3)

See [3, Proposition 9.1.9] for proofs. Toward proving HFC5, let us derive a mean value
theorem for Hardy fields with composition and inversion.

Lemma 4.11. Let H be a Hardy field with composition and inversion and let f 2H and
g; h2H> with g <h. There is a c2H with g < c<h and f �h¡ f � g=(h¡ g) f 0 � c.

Proof. Assume first that f 02R. So f is the germ of an affine function f = a id+ b, and
we have f �h¡ f � g=(h¡ g)a=(h¡ g) f 0 � c where c := g+h

2
2 (g; h).

Assume now that f 0 2/ R. So f 0 is the germ of a strictly monotonous function. Let
t2R be large enough so that h(s)> g(s) for all s> t, that f is differentiable on [t;+1)
and that f 0 is strictly monotonous on [t; +1). The mean value theorem for f gives
f(h(t))¡ f(g(t)) = (h(t)¡ g(t)) f 0(ct) for a certain ct 2 (g(t); h(t)). Since f 0 is strictly
monotonous on [t;+1), the number ct is unique, and we have a function t 7!ct whose germ
c satisfies c2 (g; h) and f �h¡ f � g=(h¡ g) f 0 � c.

Note that f 0 � c= f �h¡ f � g
h¡ g

2H. Our hypothesis that f 02/R implies that the function

f 0 induces a bijection ' : (t0;+1)¡! (t1; t2) for some t0> t and t1; t22R[ f�1g with
t1<t2. By considering translations, homotheties and inversions if necessary, we may assume
that t2=+1, so c= 'inv� f � h¡ f � g

h¡ g
, lies in H. �

Lemma 4.12. For all f 2H>R with f y2O(id¡1), we have (f 0)y2O(id¡1).

Proof. We have f 0 x2O(f) where f 2/ �(1), so (f 00 id+ f 0)2O(f 0) by (4.2). We recall
that O is a valuation ring on H. Since f 02O(f 0), we must have f 00 id2O(f 0), i.e. (f 0)y2
O(id¡1). �

Lemma 4.13. For all f 2H>R with f y2/ O(id¡1), we have (f 0)y2O(f y).

Proof. By [40, Theorem 2], there is a Hardy field H� containing H and which is closed
under composition on the left of strictly positive germs with the germ log of the natural
logarithm. Note that f y= (log � f)0. We have id¡12ℴ(f y) in H� i.e. log 02ℴ((log � f)0).
So (4.2) gives log2ℴ(log � f). This means that N log< log � f , so idN< f . In particular
id22ℴ(f) so (4.2) yields 2 id2ℴ(f 0), whence 2< f 00 by HF2.

Now ¡ f 0

f2
= (f¡1)0 2 ℴ by (4.3), which means that f 0 2 ℴ(f2). We deduce with [1,

Lemma 1.4] that (f 0)y< (f2)y= 2 f y. Since f 00> 0 and f 0> 0, we have (f 0)y> 0, so this
entails that (f 0)y2O(f y). �
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Proposition 4.14. Let H be a Hardy field with composition. Then H satisfies HFC5 if
and only if for all f ; g 2H>R and � 2ℴ(g) with (f y � g) � 2ℴ, we have

f � (g+ �)2�(f � g): (4.4)

Proof. The relation in (4.4) is equivalent to HFC5 at n= 0. So assuming that (4.4)
holds, it suffices to show that HFC5 holds at all n> 0. Let f 2H and let g; � be as in
the statement with respect to f . We first claim that

8n2N; (f (n+1) � g) �n+12ℴ((f (n) � g) �n): (4.5)

Indeed, for n= 0, this follows directly from (4.4). Let n2N such that (4.5) holds at n.
Suppose that (f (n))y 2O(id¡1). Then (f (n+1))y 2O(id¡1) by Lemma 4.12, so f (n+2) 2
O(id¡1 f (n+1)), so

(f (n+2) � g) �n+22 �
g
O((f (n+1) � g) �n+1):

But � 2 ℴ(g) so (f (n+2) � g) �n+2 2 ℴ((f (n+1) � g) �n+1) as claimed. Suppose now that
(f (n))y 2/ O(id¡1). Then Lemma 4.13 gives (f (n+1))y 2 O((f (n))y) so ((f (n+1))y � g) � 2
O(((f (n))y � g) �)�ℴ by the induction hypothesis. Therefore

(f (n+2) � g) � �n+12ℴ((f (n+1) � g) �n+1):

We conclude by induction that (4.5) holds.
Let us now derive HFC5 at a given n> 0. Assume that � is positive. Let r0; r12R>

and let t02R be large enough so that f is Cn+1 on [t0;+1), that � is positive on [t0;+1),
and that f (n+1) is monotonous on g(t0;+1). By (4.4) for f (n+1), we may also assume that

r0 jf (n+1)(g(t))j6 jf (n+1)(g(t)+ �(t))j6 r1 jf (n+1)(g(t))j

for all t2 (t0;+1). By Taylor's theorem, for t > t0, the integral

I(t) :=
Z
g(t)

g(t)+�(t)(g(t)+ �(t)¡ s)n
n!

f (n+1)(s) ds

satisfies

f(g(t)+ �(t))=
X
k=0

n
f (k)(g(t))

k!
�(t)k+ I(t):

Now

jI(t)j6
Z
g(t)

g(t)+�(t)(g(t)+ �(t)¡ s)n
n!

r1 jf (n+1)(g(t))j ds=
jf (n+1)(g(t))j

(n+1)!
�(t)n+1:

Thus HFC5 at n follows from (4.5). The case when �6 0 is similar. This concludes the
proof. �

Proposition 4.15. Let H be a Hardy field with composition and inversion. Assume that
there is no germ f 2H with f > exp[n] for all n2N. Then H satisfies HFC5.

Proof. By [40, Theorem 2], there is a Hardy field H� containing H and which is closed
under exp and log. We will partly inside H� so that we may compare our germs f 2H
with elements of the form exp[n]; n 2 Z. Let f ; g 2 H>R and � 2 H with v� > vg and
v((f y � g) �)> 0. Let c2C<1 with

f � (g+ �)¡ f � g= � f 0 � c (4.6)
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as in Lemma 4.11. We will show that f � (g+ �)2�(f � g) by distinguishing two cases.

Case 1: f 2O((log)p) in H� for a certain p2N>. Then f y2O
�

1

id log

�
whence

f 02O
�

f

id log

�
. Recall that �2ℴ(g). So there is a k2N such that given s2R> and

sufficiently large t > 1, we have (1¡ s) g(t)<c(t)(1+ s), and

jf 0(c(t))j6 kmax (f(g(t)+ �(t)); f(g(t)))
(1¡ s) g(t) log(g(t)) :

Since � 2ℴ(g) we get j�(t)j
g(t)

<
1¡ s
k

for sufficiently large t > 1. We deduce that

j�(t) f 0(c(t))j6 max (f(g(t)+ �(t)); f(g(t)))
log(g(t))

:

for sufficiently large t > 1. Since log � g2/ O, we deduce that � f 0 � c2ℴ(f � (g+ �))
or � f 0 � c2ℴ(f � g). In particular f � (g+ �)2�(f � g), hence the result.

Case 2: logN�O(f) in H�. Our assumption on H implies that there are an n2N

and a p 2N with exp[n¡2] 2 O(f) and f 2 O((exp[n¡1])p) in H�. We prove by
induction on k6n that for all h2H� with h>R and p2N with p> 0, we have

(exp[k¡2]2O(h)^ h2O((exp[k¡1])p)=)h � (g+ �)2�(h � g)): (4.7)

Note that for k < n, p 2 N> and h 2 (H�)>R with exp[k¡2] 2 O(h) and h 2
O((exp[k¡1])p) we have h2O(f) so hy2O(f y), so

(hy � g) � 2ℴ(1): (4.8)

Thus if k=0, then (4.7) follows from Case 1.
Let k < n such that the (4.7) holds at k. Let h 2 (H�)>R and p 2N> with

exp[k¡1]2O(h) and h2O((exp[k])p). We again write

h � (g+ �)¡h� g= � h0 � d

where d lies strictly between g and g+ �. It suffices to show that � h0 � c2ℴ(h� g)
or that � h0 � c2ℴ(h0 � (g+ �)). Note that h0 � c2O(h0 � g) or h0 � c2O(h0 � (g+ �))
by monotonicity of h0. If h0 � c2O(h0 � g), then (4.8) yields the result. So we may
assume that h0�c2O(h0�(g+�)). We have h2O((exp[n])p), so log�h2O(exp[n¡1]),
so

hy2O((exp[n¡1])0)�ℴ((exp[n¡1])2):

The induction hypothesis at n ¡ 1 for hy yields hy � (g + �) 2�(hy � g), whence
(hy � (g+ �)) � 2ℴ, whence (h0 � c) � 2ℴ(h � (g+ �)) as desired. By induction, the
statement (4.7) holds for k=n, whence in particular f � (g+ �)2�(f � g).

We conclude with Proposition 4.14 that H satisfies HFC5. �

Remark 4.16. We expect that this result can be extended to certain Hardy fields with
composition containing transexponential germs. In particular, if Padgett's Hardy field with
composition [36] turns out to have inversion, we expect it will satisfy HFC5.

Question 5. Taylor expansion problem. Do all Hardy fields with composition sat-
isfy HFC5?
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Corollary 4.17. Let H be a Hardy field with composition and inversion. Assume that there
is no germ f 2H with f > exp[n] for all n2N. Then H is an H-field with composition and
inversion.

Proof. We set x := id2H. We already know that H is an H-field with x0=1. The mono-
tonicity of germs in H yields HFC3, whereas HFC1, HFC2 and HFC4 are immediate.
Finally, HFC5 follows from Proposition 4.15. �

Corollary 4.18. Let R be an o-minimal expansion of the real ordered field in a first-
order language L. Assume that each f 2R1 lies below a germ exp[k]; k 2N in (C<1; <).
Let R�= (R�; : : : ) be an elementary extension of R. Consider the ordered field R1� with
its canonical [14] derivation @, with the convex hull O� of R� as a valuation ring, and
composition of germs. Then R1� is an H-field with composition and inversion.

Proof. The result holds, by Corollary 4.17, for R� =R. The structure (R1� ; @) is a
differential field by [14, Chapter 7, (1.3)]. Each element h of the valuation ring of R1� is
the germ of a definable bounded monotonous function on R�, so by o-minimality of R�, it
has a limit c2R�. We have h¡ c2ℴ� by definition, so HF1 holds. If h2R1� lies above
R�, then by the monotonicity theorem h must be the germ of a strictly increasing function.
We deduce with [14, Chapter 7, (2.5), Lemma 1] that h0>0. So HF2 holds and R1� is an
H-field. Except for HFC1 which refers to Ker(@) =R�, all statements in Definition 4.1
can be turned, after specialisation of the universally quantified variables, into sentences in
L. Since they hold for R1, they hold for R1� . The existence of compositional inverses for
elements in GR� has already been established. This leaves the axiom HFC1 to justify, but
that follows immediately from the definition of R�. �

4.3 Conjugacy in H-fields with composition and inversion
We fix an H-field with composition and inversion (K;+; �;0;1;O;<;@;�; x) over R and we
write G for the group K>R under composition.

Lemma 4.19. Let g= x+ 1+ " where "2ℴ and " > 0. Then C(g) is Archimedean and
each h2C(g) has the form h=x+ r+ � for an r 2R and a � 2ℴ.

Proof. For n2Z, we claim that (g[n]¡ (x+ n))2ℴ. Indeed this holds for n=0. Given
n2Z such that g[n]=x+n+ "n where "n2ℴ, we have

g[n+1]=x+n+ "n+1+ " � (x+n+ "n)=x+(n+1)+ "n+1

where "n+1 :="� (x+n+"n)2ℴ. So we have the result for all n2N by induction. Consider
the germ "¡1 := g[¡1]¡x+1. We have

g � (x¡ 1+ "¡1)=x+ "¡1+ " � (x¡ 1+ "¡1)=x

where "� (x¡1+"¡1)2ℴ, so we must have "¡12ℴ, and we can use the same arguments as
in the case n>0, to show by induction that (g[n]¡ (x+n))2ℴ for all n2¡N. We deduce
in particular that C(g) is cofinal with respect to x+R.

Now let h2C(g) and assume for contradiction that � :=h¡x tends to +1 at +1. In
particular � is the germ of a strictly increasing function, and h>x. We have

x+ �+1+ " �h= g �h=h� g=x+1+ "+ � � g:
So

�+ " �h= "+ � � g: (4.9)
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From "2ℴ and " > 0, we deduce that " is the germ of a strictly decreasing function, so
"�h<", whereas � � g >�. This contradicts (4.9). So h=x+ r+ � for a certain r2R and
a certain �2ℴ. Combining these two results, we also deduce that C(g) is Archimedean. �

Lemma 4.20. Let f ; g 2 G> with f >x+R, and assume that g=x+1+ " for a certain
"2ℴ with "> 0. Then

f � g > g � f:

Proof. Recall that K is an H-field, so f ¡x>R entails that (f ¡x)0> 0, whence f 0> 1.
We distinguish three cases.

Assume that f ¡x2ℴ(x). So f =x+ � where the germ � satisfies � >R. We have

f � g¡ g � f = x+1+ "+ � � (x+1+ ")¡x¡ �¡ 1¡ "� (x+ �)
= (� � (x+1+ ")¡ �)+ ("¡ " � (x+ �)):

Now � � (x+1+ ")¡ � > 0 because � >R and x+1+ ">x, and "¡ "� (x+ �)> 0 because
"2K>\ℴ, "> 0 and x+ � >x. So f � g > g � f in that case.

Assume now that f 2�(x). Then let r 2R with f ¡ r x2ℴ(x). So r must be strictly
larger than 1. Write � := f ¡ r x, so � 2ℴ(x). This time, we have

f � g¡ g � f = r x+ r+ r "+ � � (x+1+ ")¡ r x¡ �¡ 1¡ " � (x+ �)
= (r¡ 1)+ (� � (x+1+ ")¡ �)+ (r "¡ "� (x+ �)):

As in the previous case, the term "¡ "� (x+ �) is strictly positive. We deduce since r > 1
that r "¡ "� (x+ �)>0. Since r¡1>0, it suffices to show that � � (x+1+")¡ �2ℴ. This
is immediate if �2O. Indeed then we find byHF1 an r02R and a �2ℴ with �=r0+ �. Thus

� � (x+1+ ")¡ � 2�(�� (x+1+ ")¡ �;

whence � � (x+1+ ")¡ � 2ℴ.
Assume that �2/ O. Recall that � 2ℴ(x), so in view of (4.2), we have � 02ℴ. Therefore

� 0 (1+ ")2ℴ. By HFC5, we have

� � (x+1+ ")¡ �¡ � 0 (1+ ")2ℴ(� 0 (1+ ")):

Since � 0 (1+ ")2ℴ, we must have � � (x+1+ ")¡ � 2ℴ as claimed.
We finally treat the remaining case when /f x>R. We have f >xR>, so f inv<R> x.

Since f inv>R, we deduce with HF2 that 0< (f inv)0<R>, i.e. (f inv)02ℴ. It suffices to
show that

ginv� f inv< f inv� ginv:

Now ginv=x¡ 1¡ � for a certain � 2ℴ\K>, and (f inv)y= (f inv)0

f inv
2ℴ. Since (f inv)y 12ℴ,

the axiom HFC5 gives

f inv� (x¡ 1¡ �)2 f inv¡ (f inv)0(1+ �)+ℴ((f inv)0):

Therefore f inv� ginv¡ f inv2ℴ. We have

ginv� f inv¡ f inv=(x¡ 1¡ �) � f inv¡ f inv=¡1¡ � � f inv2¡1+ℴ;

so ginv� f inv¡ f inv< f inv� ginv¡ f inv, whence ginv� f inv< f inv� ginv as desired. �

Lemma 4.21. For all � 2O(x¡2), there is an h2K such that h0¡ � 2ℴ(�)\K>.
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Proof. In view of [40, Theorem 1], it suffices to show that x¡22ℴ(f y) for all f 2ℴ n f0g.
Let f 2ℴ n f0g. By (4.1), we have g 02ℴ(f y) for all g 2ℴ. In particular (x¡1)0=¡x¡22
ℴ(f), hence the result. �

Lemma 4.22. Let g 2 G> be of the form g=x+ � where � 2K>\O(x¡2). There are an
h2G and an "2ℴ with "> 0 and h � g �hinv=x+1+ ".

Proof. By Lemma 4.21, the condition on � implies that there is an h2K such that the
germ � :=h0¡ �¡1 satisfies �2ℴ(�¡1) and �>0. Since �2K>\ℴ, we have h2G. We have
� �hinv2ℴ(h) because � 2O whereas h2/ O is not. Finally, we have

� hy2�
�
�
h �

�
and

1
h
2ℴ;

so � hy2ℴ. By Proposition 4.15, we have the Taylor approximation

h� g �hinv = h � (hinv+ � �hinv)

= x+(h0 �hinv) (� �hinv)+ 1
2
(h00 �hinv) (� �hinv)2+ �1

where �12ℴ((h00 �hinv) (� �hinv)2). Note that

(h0 �hinv) (� �hinv) = (1+ � �) �hinv=1+(� �) �hinv

where (� �) �hinv is positive.

We have h00=
�
1

�

�0
> 0 since 1

�
>R, so h00 �2> 0, so 1

2
(h00 �hinv) (� �hinv)2> 0 whence

" := (� �) �hinv+ 1
2
(h00 �hinv) (� �hinv)2+ �1> 0:

We have h� g �hinv=x+1+ " as desired. �

4.4 Ordered groups in H-fields with composition and inversion
We now prove Theorem 4.7. Let (K; +; �; 0; 1; @; O; <; �; x), G0 and G1 be as in the
statement of Theorem 4.7. Consider the projections �0 :K>R¡!G0 and �1 :K>R¡!G1
with �0�1= IdK>R.

Lemma 4.23. Each non-trivial g 2K>R has an Archimedean centraliser.

Lemma 4.24. For all g 2G0>, there are a '2G1 and an "2K>\ℴ such that

' � g � 'inv=x+1+ ":

Proof. Let '2 G1 such that '>x3+C and g6 ' � ('inv+1). So 'inv� g � '6x+1, so
x6 '[¡3] � g � '[3]6 '[¡2] � ('[2]+1). Note that '>x+C, so '0> 1 by HF2. We have

('inv)y � '= ('inv)0 � '
'inv� ' = 1

'0x
2ℴ(1):

So HFC5 applies to ('inv; '; 1) and yields 'inv� ('+1)¡x¡ ('inv)0 � '2ℴ(('inv)0 � '),
whence

'inv� ('+1)¡x2O
�
1
'0

�
:

But ' > x3+ C so '0> 3 x2, so � := 'inv � ('+ 1)¡ x lies in O(x¡2). We deduce that
Lemma 4.22 applies and yields the result. �

H-fields with composition 33



Lemma 4.25. For g 2 G0
=/ , we have C(g)�G0.

Proof. We may assume that g>x. Let '2G1 with 'inv� g�'=x+1+" for an "2K>\ℴ.
We have C(g) = ' � C(x+1+ ") � 'inv, so it suffices to show that C(x+1+ ")�G0. This
follows from Lemma 4.19 and the fact that G0 is a convex subgroup of K>R. �

We will use the identity

8g 2G0; C(g)= C(g)\G0

without mention in the sequel of this subsection.

Corollary 4.26. The subgroup G0�K>R is 4-initial in K>R.

Proposition 4.27. The group K>R has Archimedean centralisers.

Proof. Let g2K>R with g>x. If g2G0, then as we have seen we have C(g)'C(x+1+")
for an "2K>\ℴ, whence C(g) is Archimedean by Lemma 4.19.

If g2/ G0, then we must have g>G0 by convexity. For f ;h2K>R, we have [f ;h]=1=)
[�1(f); �1(h)]=�1(1)=1, so the morphism �1 �C(g) :C(g)¡!G1 ranges in C(�1(g))\G1. It
is nondecreasing by (3.2). For h2Ker(�1)\C(g)= G0\C(g), since g2/ G0, we cannot have
h2 G0

=/ by Lemma 4.25. Therefore �1 � C(g) is an embedding of ordered groups C(g)¡!
C(�1(g))\G1. We deduce since its codomain is Archimedean that C(g) is Archimedean. �

Corollary 4.28. The axiom GOG1 holds in G0 and in K>R.

Proof. For K>R this follows from Propositions 4.27 and 2.1. For G0, this follows from
Lemma 4.25 and Propositions 4.27 and 2.1. �

Lemma 4.29. The axiom GOG2 holds in G0 and in K>R.

Proof. Let f ; g 2K>R with f ; g> x. Suppose first that g 2 G0 and f > C(g). We may
assume by Lemma 4.24 that g=x+1+ " for an "2K>\ℴ. We must have f >x+R by
Lemma 4.19, whence f � g > g � f by Lemma 4.20. Applying this for f 2 G0, we see that
GOG2 holds in G0.

Suppose now that f > C(g). If g 2 G0, then the arguments above apply and yield
f � g > g � f . If not, we have �1(g)>x since G0 is a convex subgroup of K>R. Recall that
C(�1(g)) \ G1 is Archimedean, so �1(g)[N] is cofinal in it. We have �1(f)> �1(C(g))�
�1(g[N])=�1(g)[N], so �1(f)> C(�1(g))\G1. Thus GOG2 in G1 yields

�1(f � g)= �1(f) ��1(g)>�1(g) ��1(f)=�1(g � f):

Since G0 is convex, in view of (3.2), it follows that f � g > g � f . This proves GOG2 in
K>R. �

Lemma 4.30. The ordered groups K>R and G0 are scaling.

Proof. We first treat the case of G0. Let g 2K>R with g >x. Suppose first that g 2 G0.
Let '2 G1 with 'inv� g � '=x+1+ " for some "2K>\ℴ. By Lemma 4.19, the element
x+ 1 is scaling in K>R with x+ 1� 'inv � g � ' in K>R. The conjugation by ' is an
automorphism of (G0; �; x;<), so the element 𝓈 := ' � ('inv+1)2 G0 is scaling in G0 with
𝓈� g. In particular, the ordered group G0 is scaling. By Lemma 4.25, we also obtain that
𝓈 is also scaling in K>R with 𝓈� g in K>R.
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Now suppose that g 2/ G0, whence g > G0 by convexity. Let 𝓉 2 G1 be scaling in G1
with 𝓉� �1(g) in G1. Since C(�1(g))\G1 is Archimedean, we have �1(g)[¡n]6 𝓉6�1(g)[n]
for some n2N, so g[¡n¡1]6 𝓉6 g[n+1], whence 𝓉� g in K>R. We claim that 𝓉 is scaling
in K>R. Indeed let f 2K>R with f � g. By Proposition 4.27, we have g[¡n]6 f 6 g[n]

for some n2N, so �1(g[¡n])6 �1(f)6 �1(g[n]), whence �1(f)� 𝓉 in G1. Let 𝓊2C(𝓉)\ G1
with �1(f) 𝓊¡1� �1(f) in G1. Since G1 has Archimedean centralisers, this means that
(�1(f)𝓊¡1)[Z]<�1(f), i.e. �1((f 𝓊¡1)[Z])<�1(f), whence (f 𝓊¡1)[Z]<f . We deduce with
Proposition 4.27 that f�𝓊 in K>R. This shows that 𝓉 is scaling in K>R. Therefore K>R

is scaling. �

This concludes the proof of Theorem 4.7. Note by Proposition 3.14 that the projection
K>R¡!K>R/G0 satisfies the conditions MGA1�MGA4.

4.5 Application in the polynomially bounded case
Let us prove a subcase Theorem 2. Let R be an o-minimal expansion of the real ordered
field, and consider the corresponding H-field R1 and ordered group GR. We recall an
important dichotomy for the asymptotic growth of germs in R1:

Miller's dichotomy. [33] If there is an f 2R1 with f > xn for all n 2N, then the
exponential function is definable in R, i.e. exp2R1.

If the exponential is not definable then R is said polynomially bounded . Let us first work
on that smaller side of the dichotomy, that is, suppose that R is polynomially bounded.
Let E denote the set of real numbers r such that the germ idr of the r-power function is
in R1. Let F denote the set of real numbers c such that the germ c id of the c-homothety
function is in R1. It is easy to see that E and F are subfields of R. By [33, Proposition],
for each f 2R1, there is a unique (rf ; cf)2E �F such that

f ¡ cf idrf 2ℴ(f):

If f >R, then we must have rf > 0 and cf > 0. Note that for r 2E and c2F>, we have
cr id= idr � (c id /1 r)2R1, so cr2F>. Therefore F> is an ordered vector space over E, and
thus we have a growth order group AffE(F>) as in Example 3.8. We set

G1 :=F> idE
>
:

Note that

(r�; c�) : GR ¡! AffE(F>)
f 7¡! (rf ; cf)

is a homomorphism of ordered groups which restricts to an isomorphism G1¡!AffE(F>).
Therefore G1'AffE(F>) is a growth order group. Let G0 denote the kernel of (r�; c�). So
G0 is a normal subgroup of GR and G1 is a complement of G0 in GR.

Proposition 4.31. The ordered pair (G0; G1) satisfies (?) for GR.

Proof. We recall that O is a valuation ring on R1 with maximal ideal ℴ, so G0=fg2GR :
g¡x2ℴ(id)g. We see that G0 is a convex subgroup of GR which contains id+1.

The centraliser of (1;c) in AffE(F>) where c2F>nf1g is f1g�F>'F>. In Example 3.8,
we saw that given r 2E> with r =/ 1 and c 2 F>, for all q 2E>, there is a unique c0 2
F> such that (q; c0) and (r; c) commute. Thus the projection on the first variable is
an isomorphism of ordered groups between the centraliser of (r; c) and E>. Note that
E> and F both embed into the Archimedean ordered group (R>; �; 1; <)' (R;+; 0; <),
so they are Archimedean. Therefore G1 has Archimedean centralisers.
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It remains to show that the set L= ff � (f inv+ 1) : f 2 G1g is cofinal in G0. Let g=
x+ � 2G0, so � 2 o(id). We have �¡ c xr2 o(�) for a certain (r; c)2E�F . The condition
� 2 o(id) implies that r < 1, so we find an n2N with 2n¡ 1

2n
>r. Note that

id2
n � (id2¡n+1)2 id+2n id

2n¡1
2n +ℴ(id

2n¡1
2n ):

Therefore id2
n � (id2¡n+ 1)> g. This implies that L is cofinal in G0 and concludes the

proof. �

Since R is polynomially bounded, it defines no germ f with f > exp[n] for all n2N.
We deduce with Corollary 4.17 that R1 is an H-field with composition and inversion.
Applying Theorem 4.7, we obtain:

Corollary 4.32. Let R be a polynomially bounded o-minimal expansion of the real ordered
field. Then GR is a growth order group with Archimedean centralisers.

4.6 Application in the exponential case
In order to deal with the exponential case, we introduce a notion of H-field with an expo-
nential function. We will also give additional applications of Theorem 4.7.

Definition 4.33. An exponential H-field is an H-field (K;+; �; 0; 1; <;O; @) over R
together with an isomorphism log : (K>; �;1;<)¡! (K;+;0;<), whose reciprocal is denoted
exp, such that

log(1+ℴ)=ℴ (4.10)

and

8a2K�; ay=(log a)0: (4.11)

Thus (K;+; �;0;1;<;exp) is an ordered exponential field as per [29]. We fix an exponen-
tial H-field K. Consider a Hardy field with composition H containing log and a morphism
of ordered valued differential fields � :H¡!K. For all f 2H>, we have �(f)> 0 and

(log�(f))0= �(f)0

�(f)
= �(f 0)
�(f)

=�(f
0

f
)=�((log � f)0)=�(log � f)0

by (4.11). So log�(f)¡�(log � f)2R.
We claim that

8a2K>R;8� 2ℴ(a); log(a+ �)¡ log(s)2ℴ: (4.12)

Indeed, we have log(a+�)= log(a(1+�a¡1))= log(a)+ log(1+�a¡1) where log(1+�a¡1)2
ℴ by (4.10). An easy induction gives

log[k]�(f)¡�(log[k] � f)2ℴ (4.13)

for all f 2H>R and k > 1.

Proposition 4.34. Let H be a Hardy field with composition and inversion containing exp
and assume that there exists an embedding of ordered valued differential fields �:H¡!K.
Assume that for all a2K>R, there is an e2Z such that for all sufficiently large k 2N,
we have

log[k](a)¡ exp[e¡k](�(id))2ℴ: (4.14)

Then H>R is a growth order group with Archimedean centralisers.
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Proof. We will write ℴK :=ℴ(1)�K and ℴH :=ℴ(1)�H. Set x :=�(id)2K. Consider the
subgroup G1 :=exp[Z] of H>R. This is a growth order group with Archimedean centralisers,
since it is Abelian and Archimedean. Let G0 denote the subset of H>R of elements g with
g[Z]< exp. This is a convex subgroup of H>R containing id+R. We claim that (G0; G1)
satisfies (?). Let us first show that G1 is a complement of G0. The intersection G1\ G0 is
trivial by definition.

Let f 2 H with f > id. By (4.13) and (4.14), we find an e 2 Z such that for large
enough k > 1, the element log[k](�(f )) ¡ log[k](exp[e](x)) lies in ℴK. We claim that
g := f � exp[¡`(�(f))] 2 G0. By (4.13), given k > 1 large enough, we have �(log[k] � f)¡
�(exp[e¡k](id))2ℴK, whence log[k]� f ¡exp[e¡k](id)2ℴH. It follows that log[k]� f �exp[k]¡
exp[e]2ℴH, so

log[k] � g � exp[k]¡ id2ℴH:

But then log[k]� g �exp[k]6 id+1 so g[n]< exp[k]� (id+n)� log[k]6 exp[k]�exp� log[k]= exp
for all n2N, i.e. g 2 G0. So G1 is a complement of G0.

Given f 2G1 and g2G0, we have (f � g � f inv)[N]= f � g[N] � f inv< f � exp � f inv= exp.
So f � G0 � f inv� G0. It follows in view of the relation H>R= G0 G1 that G0 is a normal
subgroup of H>R.

Finally, assume for contradiction that there is a g 2G0 with g > exp[k] � (log[k]+1) for
all k > 1. By (4.13), for each k > 1, we have a �k2ℴK with log[k]�(g)+ �k> log[k](x)+1.
In particular log[k]�(g)> log[k](x) + 1

2
for all k > 1, so �(g)> exp[k](log[k](x) + 1

2
) for all

k > 1. Now let e02Z and k0> 1 with log[k0](�(g))¡ exp[e
0¡k0](x)2ℴK. We have

log[k0](x)+ 1
4
< exp[e

0¡k0](x);

so e0 must be strictly positive. The relation (4.13) gives �(log[k0](g)¡ exp[e
0¡k0])2ℴK, so

log[k0](g)¡ exp[e
0¡k0]2ℴH. In particular log[k0](g)¡ exp[e

0¡k0]>¡1, thus

g[2] = exp[k0](log[k0](g)) � exp[k0](log[k0](g))
> exp[k0] � (id¡ 1) � (exp[e0¡k0]) � exp[k0] � (id¡ 1) � (exp[e0¡k0])
> exp[k0] � ((id¡ 1) � (exp[e0]) � (id¡ 1) � (exp[e0])) � exp[¡k0]:

We have

(id¡ 1) � (exp[e0]) � (id¡ 1) � (exp[e0])=h � (exp[2e0])

where h := (id¡1)� ((exp[e0])� (id¡1)� (exp[¡e0])). Now h2G0 by our previous arguments,
so h> log, so g[2]> exp[k0] � h � (exp[2e0]) � exp[¡k0]> exp[e

0]. Since e0> 0, this contradicts
the assumption that g 2 G0, and thus concludes out proof that ff � (f inv+1) : f 2 G1g is
cofinal in G0. Therefore (?) holds for (G0; G1). We deduce with Theorem 4.7 that H>R is
a growth order group with Archimedean centralisers. �

Corollary 4.35. Let R denote the Pfaffian closure of the real ordered field of [41]. The
ordered group GR is a growth order group with Archimedean centralisers.

Proof. The field TLE of logarithmic-exponential transseries is an exponential H-field (see
[16, 3]). By [32, Claim, p 248], the property (4.14) is satisfied in TLE. Finally, we have
an embedding of ordered valued differential fields [4, Corollary 7.3.4] of R1 into TLE. So
Proposition 4.34 applies and yields the result. �

Similarly, we have:
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Corollary 4.36. Let H be a Hardy field with composition and inversion. Assume that H is
a transserial Hardy field as per [27]. Then H>R is a growth order group with Archimedean
centralisers.

Corollary 4.37. Let Tg denote the H-field with composition of grid-based transseries of
Example 4.3. Then Tg

>R is a growth order group with Archimedean centralisers.

Let us finally complete our proof of Theorem 2 by treating the exponential case. Let
R be a levelled expansion of the real ordered field and assume that R is not polynomially
bounded. We have exp2GR by Miller's dichotomy. This yields an isomorphism of ordered
groups

log :R1> ¡! R1
f 7¡! log � f:

We claim that (R1; log) is an exponential H-field. Indeed for g 2ℴ and sufficiently large
t 2R, we have jg(t)j< 1, whence log(1 + jg(t)j)6 jg(t)j. This implies that log(1 + ℴ)�
ℴ. Similarly, one shows that exp(ℴ)� 1 + ℴ, so (4.10) holds. The identity (4.11) holds
since log 0= 1

id. This proves our claim.
We next claim that R1 satisfies (4.14). Indeed, given a2GR, there are an e2Z and a

k02N such that

¡16 log[k0](a)¡ exp[e¡k0](�(id))6 1:

We deduce with (4.13) that log[k](a)¡ exp[e¡k](�(id))2ℴ whenever k >k0. We can thus
apply Proposition 4.34 for the identity embedding of R1 into itself, and obtain:

Corollary 4.38. Let R be a levelled o-minimal expansion of the real ordered field that is
not polynomially bounded. Then GR is a growth order group with Archimedean centralisers.

Theorem 2 follows from Corollaries 4.32 and 4.38.

Corollary 4.39. Let R be the o-minimal expansion of the real ordered field by Tougeron's
class of Gevrey functions of [42]. Then GR is a growth order group with Archimedean
centralisers.

Proof. The structure R is an expansion by the exponential function of a polynomially
bounded structure. As a consequence of [42, Proposition 10.9], the field R1 embeds as
an ordered exponential field into the exponential H-field TLE of logarithmic-exponential
transseries. By [15, Corollary 2.8], the structure TLE is an elementary extension of Rexp.
We have seen that it satisfies (4.14). It follows that R1 is levelled. �

Remark 4.40. We believe Proposition 4.34 also applies to groups GR where R is an
expansion by the exponential function of the real ordered field with generalised quasiana-
lytic classes [39]. A proof of this by Rolin, Servi and Speissegger should appear soon.
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