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IRREDUCIBILITY IN GENERALIZED POWER SERIES

ANTONGIULIO FORNASIERO, NOA LAVI, SONIA L’ INNOCENTE,
AND VINCENZO MANTOVA

ABSTRACT. A classical tool in the study of real closed fields are the fields
K ((Q)) of generalized power series (i.e., formal sums with well-ordered support)
with coefficients in a field K of characteristic 0 and exponents in an ordered
abelian group G. In this paper we enlarge the family of ordinals « of non-
additively principal Cantor degree for which K ((R<%)) admits irreducibles of
order type a far beyond o = w? and o = w3 known prior to this work.

1. INTRODUCTION

Rings and fields of power series are classical tools in various areas, such as valu-
ation theory. Call generalised power series a formal sum b = Zv bytY where the
exponents vy vary in an ordered abelian group G, the coefficients b, are taken
from some field K, and its support {y € G : by # 0} is well-ordered, namely every
nonempty subset has a minimum. It is well known that the collection K((G)) of
such series forms a field, when equipped with the obvious operations of sum and
product [Hah07].

We are interested in the irreducible series in the subrings of the form K ((G=?)) or
Z + K((G<)). Such rings appear in different contexts; for instance, Z + R((G<?))
is always an integer part of the field R((G)), which in turn implies that every
real closed field admits an integer part [MR93]. Regarding irreducibility, the first
question was posed by Conway [Con76], who conjectured that the series 1+ tw
is irreducible in the ring of omnific integers, which can be written in the form
Z 4+ R((G<?)) (modulo some set-theoretic details which are irrelevant here).

Conway’s conjecture was proved by Berarducci [Ber00]. A crucial part of the
argument, first suggested by Gonshor [Gon86], is the reduction to the ring K ((R=Y)).
In this paper, we work exclusively in this ring. We refer the reader to [BKKOG,
LM24] for extensive considerations on how to use irreducibility in K ((R<?)) in
order to find irreducibles in rings of the form Z + K ((G<?)).

More irreducible series have been presented in the literature. Let the order type
ot(b) of a power series b € K ((R=?)) be the ordinal number representing the order
type of its support. Let J be the ideal of the series that are divisible by ¢7 for some
v € R<Y (such series cannot be factored into irreducibles, since t7 = t7t3 = ...).
Berarducci’s main result reads as follows.
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Theorem 1.1 ([Ber00, Thm. 10.5]). Ifb € K((R<°))\J (equivalently, b € K ((R=?))

not divisible by t¥ for any v < 0) has order type w*  for some ordinal o, then both
b and b+ 1 are irreducible.

Further irreducible series of order types w? and w?® were exhibited in [PS06] and
in [LM17]; in parallel, Pitteloud [Pit01] proved that for b of order type w, b and
b+ 1 are prime, answering a question of Gonshor.

We will show that, in an appropriate sense, most series are irreducible for a wide
class of order types, and give explicit examples of such series.

Definition 1.2. Let P, denote the set of all series b € K ((R<?)) such that ot(b) =
w® and the supremum of the support of b (also denoted by sup(b)) is 0. A series b
in P, is said to be principal.

For instance, Py = K \ {0}, and the series ) t~w is in Pp; on the other hand,
t~14+1and 1+ >on == are not principal since their order types are respectively 2
1
and w + 1, while > t~1~% is also not principal, this time because the supremum
of its support is —1.
By Berarducci’s analysis on principal series, all series in P, satisfy the following
properties: for all ordinals «, 3, 7,
(1) P, - Ps C Pygp ([Ber00, Cor. 9.9]);
(2) all divisors of b € P, are principal ([LM17, Cor. 4.6]);

2
(3) Ry :={b€ P, : b is reducible} © Uggfga Ps-P,CP,.
Here @, © denote Hessenberg’s natural (commutative) operations. Note that (1)
is equivalent to stating that ot(bc) = ot(b) ® ot(c) for all principal series b, ¢. One
can easily deduce that every principal b of order type w®” is irreducible: there are

no 8,7y # 0 such that 5 ® v =w®, so Ry, = 2.

Definition 1.3. We say that b = 37 b,1" € K((R=Y)) is random if one of the
following holds:

e cl(supp(b)) — {0} is a Q-linearly independent set;

e the tuple (b, : v € supp(b)) is algebraically independent over Q.

In the current work we prove the following:

Theorem 1.4. Let a be an ordinal of the following forms:

(1) a=wh + - +whn where By > B2 > B3 and B3 > -+ > B,.

(2) a=w +wh? + k where By > B2 and k € N.
If b € P, is random, then b is irreducible, and so is b+ r for any principal series v
of order type less than w®.

If « is of the form (2), then there are no principal series D1, ...,Pm, q1y-- - dm,

r such that b="3""" | piq; + r, where ot(r) < w® and for every 1 < i < m we have
1 < ot(p;) < ot(qi), ot(pig;) = w® (that is, p;q; € Ry).
Corollary 1.5. Let b in P,, where n € N. If b is random, then b is irreducible.

Corollary 1.6. Let o be as in Theorem 1.4(2). Then Spang(R,) is infinite co-
dimensional in Spang (P, ) as a K-vector space.

Remark 1.7. As a special case, we find irreducible principal series of order types w?

and w3, as in respectively [PS06] and [LM17].

Combining the above result with techniques from [LM24], we are also able to
produce irreducible series that are not principal, at least for certain order types.

Theorem 1.8. Let b € K((R=Y)) be such that sup(b) = 0 and ot(b) = mw® + f3,
where « is as in Theorem 1.4, m € N non-zero, and f < w®. If b is random, then
b is irreducible and so is b+ r for any r such that ot(r) < w® and sup(b+r) = 0.
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In Section 3 we define an independence relation which is a generalization of
randomness, and can substitute it in all of the above.

We conjecture that in fact all random series are irreducible, and more precisely,
we expect the following to hold.

Conjecture 1.9. Suppose that b € K((R=)) is random and sup(b) = 0. Then b
is irreducible and so is b+ 1 for any series v with ot(r) < wies®),

Here deg(b) is the maximum ordinal o such that w® < ot(b).

Conjecture 1.10. Spang(R.) is infinite co-dimensional in Spang (P,) as a K-
vector space for any o > 0.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We assume that the reader has familiarity with the class On of ordinal numbers
and the classical (non-commutative) operations on them, but we will give a minimal
account of Hessenberg’s commutative operations.

Recall that for all @ € On, there is a maximum S such that w” < « and a
unique 7 such that o = w? +~. By repeating the argument, we find a unique finite
sequence 1 > B2 > ... > B, > 0 of ordinals such that

(1) a=uwh . 4w

The expression on the right-hand side is called Cantor normal form of a. We let
B1 be the Cantor degree of «, denoted by deg(a).

Given @ = W 4+ w” + ... + W’ and f = Wt + W2 + 4 Wit in
Cantor normal form, let 7 be a permutation of the integers 1,...,n 4+ m such that
Yr(1) = -+ = Yn(ntm)- Lhen a @ (3 is defined to be Wi + ... +w¥ ), and ¢ ©
to be D <icnniicjcnim @7, Note that by definition w® © w? = w®8 for all
a,3 € On. Moreover, w? + - + Wl = W @ ... @ wh if (and only if) the left
hand side is in Cantor normal form. These are Hessenberg’s natural sum and
product.

We remark that in Cantor normal form, Hessenberg’s operations can be inter-
preted as sum and product for polynomials in the variables w®”, for « € On. We
summarise this consideration with the isomorphism

(On,®,0) = (N [w‘”o,wwl,...,wwa,...} ,+,~).

An ordinal is additively principal if it cannot be written as a sum of two
strictly smaller ordinals (equivalently, it is of the form w®) and multiplicatively
principal if it cannot be written as a product of two strictly smaller ordinals
(equivalently, it is of the form w*").

Definition 2.1 ([LM24, Def. 3.3.6]). Given b € K((R)), we call the sum
b=b1t" + - 4+ b,t™

the normal form of b when:

21 <o S Ty

b; is principal for all t =1,...,n;

ot(by) < -+ < ot(by);

x; +supp(b;) < 41 +supp(bipq) foralli=1,...,n— 1.

By [LM24, Prop. 3.3.7), every b € K ((R=<?)) has a unique normal form.
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Let J be the (proper) ideal of K((R=")) generated by the series of the form ¢*
for z < 0. Given b € K((R=")), the ordinal value of b ([Ber00, p. 558]) is

0 ifheJ,
vy(b) =<1 ifbe (J+K)\J,
min{ot(c) : ¢=b mod J+ K} otherwise.

The keystone of [Ber00] is that vy is a multiplicative semi-valuation.

Fact 2.2 ([Ber00, Lem. 5.5, Thm. 9.7]). For all b,c € K((R=")) we have:
o vy(b+c) <wvy(b)®vy(c);
e vy(bc) =vs(b) ®vs(c);
e vy(b) =0 if and only if b € J.

The values of v are all of the form w® ([Ber00, Rem. 5.3]), thus we add the fol-
lowing notation: let deg ;(b) denote the Cantor degree of v5(b), where by convention
we set deg ;(b) = —oo when b € J, and w=> = 0. Thus we have v;(b) = wis(®),
and we may rephrase the above properties as:

e deg;(b+ ¢) < max{deg;(b),deg;(c)};
e deg;(bc) = deg ;(b) @ deg ;(c);
e deg;(b) = —oo if and only if deg;(b) = —oc.

We note that to prove ot(bc) = ot(b) ® ot(c) for b, ¢ principal, it was stated with
no proof in [Ber00] that there are “few cancellation” in the product of two elements
of K((R=?)). We observe that not only the above is not required (and in fact not
used) in order to prove the multiplicativity of vy, it is neither true.

Ezample 2.3. Let S = {s1,82,...} be a strictly increasing sequence of Q-linearly
independent real numbers such that sup(S) = 0. Let us define two series b =
Yonent®™and ¢ =3 (=1)"t*". If m and n have different parities, the coefficient
of t¥m*sn in heis (—1)™+(—1)" = 1—1 = 0. Consider T' = {s,,+ 5, : m—n is odd},
then for every p € T we have p ¢ supp(bc), thus cancellations occurs on a set of
order type ot(T) = w?, which is the same as ot(b) ® ot(c).

The following notions are fundamental in our work.

Definition 2.4. Given b=}, b,t" € K((R=")) and v € R=’, we define:
e the truncation of b at v is b, == > b,t",
e the translated truncation of b at y is b7 == b,

z <~y

The equivalence class b7 + J is the germ of b at ~.

Definition 2.5. Let b € K((R=?))\ J. The J-critical point of b, denoted by
crity(b), is the minimal v € supp(b) such that for every v < 6 < 0 we have
’Uj(b‘é) < UJ(b).

We note that if b € P, then crit;(b) = min(supp(d)).

Remark 2.6. One should not confuse this with the notion of critical point crit(b),
which is the minimum ~ € R=% such that v;(b?) is maximum possible [Ber00, Def.
10.2]. For example for b= 3" £l Y neN £ 4 Y oneN 727751, we have
that v;(b) = w = vy (bl~') = v;(bl=2), and one can verify that crit(b) = —2 and
CI‘itJ(b) =-1.

Given b € K((R=?)) with v;(b) > 1, we know that v;(b) has the form w? for
some ordinal 8 > 0. From the Cantor normal form of § it follows that v;(b) can be

written uniquely as a product we 'w“’gn, where 81 > (2 > ... > B,. We define
([Ber00, Def. 6.4)):
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(1) v5(b) = w*" = the principal value of b,

(2) v(b) = W™ .. w®” ™" = the residual value of b.
For instance, if v;(b) = w?, then v%(b) = w and v (b) = w?. Note that v;(b) =
v (b)vY(b). For the sake of readability, we introduce the following notation to
remove the base w.

(1) deg?y(b) i= ",

(2) degly(b) =w + -+ w-t,
We have deg ;(b) = deg’;(b) 4+ deg’ (b). Note that deg’;(b) is additively principal:
the ordinals strictly less than deg’ (b) are closed under addition.

Definition 2.7. Let b € K((R=)). We say that v € cl(supp(b)) — {0} is a big
point of b if deg;(b17) > deg’;(b) and y > crit;(b). The set of all big points of b is
denoted by Big(b).

More generally, let Big®(b) denote all the numbers v € cl(supp(b)) — {0} such
that deg;(bl7) > o and v > crit ;(b).

We say that v € cl(supp(b)) —{0} is a residual point of b if deg ;(b7) = deg’; (b).
The set of all these point Res(b) was defined in [Ber00, Def. 6.6] (where it is called
X (b)).

Remark 2.8. By construction, the big points of a series must accumulate to 0.
Moreover, they are accumulation points of cl(supp(b)) as soon as deg’;(b) > 0.

It turns out that translated truncations behave like a sort of ‘generalised coeffi-
cients’, as they satisfy the following equation.

Proposition 2.9 ([Ber00, Lem. 7.5(2)]). For all a,b € K((R=?)) and v € R=° we
have:
(ab)" = Z al®pl® mod J (convolution formula).
S+e=v

And one further more may obtain a kind of a Leibniz rule.

Proposition 2.10 ([Ber00, Lem. 7.7]). Let b,c € K((R=Y)) such that degh(b) <
degh(c). Then for every v sufficiently close to 0 we have (bc)lY = blVe + Vb + 7
where deg ;(r) < deg’;(b) ® deg ;(c) < deg;(be).

Definition 2.11. For every a we let J, = {b € K((R=?)) : deg,;(b) < a}. J, is
a K-vector space, and for a additively principal also a ring, which would allow the
use of J,-linear combinations in our proofs.

In this work we also make use of the degree valuation, in order to prove irredu-
cibility results for non-principal elements.

Definition 2.12 ([LM24, p. 5]). Given b € K((R=?)) with b # 0, let the degree
of b, denoted by deg(b), be the Cantor degree of ot(b). We also let deg(0) := —o0.

For instance, t=V2 4+ ¢=1 41 has degree 0, while » g Tl 4 Y neN ¢
has degree 1 because its order type is w + w, and Z(m,n)EN DD has degree
2, as its order type is w?. In [LM24] it is proved by the 3rd and the 4th authors
that the degree is an multiplicative valuation in the following sense:

Fact 2.13 ([LM24, Thm. D]). For all non-zero b, c € K((R<?)),
(1) deg(b+ ¢) < max{deg(b),deg(c)} (ultrametric inequality);
(2) deg(bc) = deg(b) @ deg(c) (multiplicativity);
(3) deg(b) = —oco if and only if b = 0.

This makes the degree is quite similar to deg;, but in a sense more precise:
deg(b) = —oo only when b = 0, whereas deg ;(b) = —oo for all b € J.
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Remark 2.14. Note that by construction v;(b) < ot(b), thus deg;(b) < deg(b).

The above inequality is often strict, and not just for series b € J, for instance

b= Z e 4 Zt—#l

(n,m)eN? neN

has degree 2 while deg ;(b) = 1.

We also remark that all well ordered subsets of R are countable, thus ot, vy,
deg; and deg all take values below wi, the first uncountable ordinal. One can
easily verify that all values below w; are in the images of ot, deg ;, deg (but not v
which is always of the form w®).

Definition 2.15. For v € {deg,deg;} let rv,(b) = rv,(c) if and only if v(b — ¢) <
v(b) or b = ¢, and let RV, be the quotient of K ((R<Y)) by this equivalence relation.
For the sake of notation, we write rv;, RV for respectively rvgeg ,, RVdeg, -

For both v as above, RV, is the union over @ < wy of the quotients RV, := {b:
v(b) < a}/{c:v(b) < a}. In particular, each RV is naturally a K-vector space,
RVYNRV? = {rv,(0)} for & # 8, and notably RVS = Jai1/Ja.

Moreover, for b, ¢ principal, we have deg(b— ¢) < deg(b) = deg ;(b) if and only if
deg;(b—c) < deg;(b). This means that rv; and rvqes agree on the principal series.
On the other hand, by definition of deg, for every b there is a principal ¢ such that
rvy(b) = rvy(c): in this case we simply write rv(b). Therefore, each RV embeds
into RVfi‘eg as K-vector space and coincides with the image of the principal series
under the quotient map. However, RVg,, is much richer, for instance RVY =
while RVgeg =~ K[R=], the space of the series with finite support. Thanks to RV geg
and its properties proved in [LM24] we are able to find irreducible elements of
degree o which are not principal, as we shall see in the following sections.

3. HEREDITARY vy

Given by,...,b, with deg;(b1) = deg;(b;) for every i = 1,...,n, we give the
following definition by induction on deg; (b1). The series by, ...,b, are said to be
hereditarily rv;-independent, written Q(by,...,by,), if:

(1) (rvy(bi))1<i<n are K-linearly independent;
(2) when deg;(b1) # degh(b1), there exists some § < 0 such that for all «
with deg’;(b1) < a < degy(b1), for all y1,1,..., %1, Yn,mn) = 0 with

deg_](bpi'j) =« and v; j # i, whenever j # j', we have

[v1,1 [V1,m(1) [Yr,m(n)
Qb ..., by bl by ).

Note that the above definition is obviously well founded.

By [LM24, Prop. 5.5.1], we know that every b has a maximal divisor in K[R<]
(the series with finite support), which is unique up to a multiplication by an ele-
ment in K. Clearly, for every b there is a unique maximal divisor d such that the
coefficient of t*"P(4) is 1, denoted by p(b).

The following allows us to obtain irreducibility for non-principal elements using
irreducibility results for principal elements.

Lemma 3.1. Let b € K((R=?)) such that sup(b) = 0. Suppose b =", btV +r
where b; € Pyegpy for 1 <i <m, 1 < ... <y and deg(r) < deg(b). Suppose also
that {rv(b1),...,vv(bm)} are linearly independent. Then p(b) = 1.

Proof. By [LM24, Prop. 5.3.1] we have that if {C;}icr is a base for RVS then for
every B € RVg,, we have that B = ¢;C; where ¢; € K [R<] and ¢; # 0 for finitely
many ¢ € I. As {rv(b1),...,rv(by)} is a part of a base of RVJ then by the algorithm
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described in [LM24, Rem. 5.4.7] we have that "™ = ged(t",...,¢") is a maximal
divisor of finite support of rv(b), hence p(rv(b)) = t7. Asrv(p(b)) = p(b) it follows
that p(b) divides rv(b), hence by maximality it divides also p(rv(b)). As sup(b) = 0,
p(b) must be a unit. O

We are now ready to prove irreducibility for non-principal series:

Proposition 3.2. Let o be such that for every ¢ € P, with Q(c) we have that ¢,
rv(c) are irreducible. Let b= Y_1", bjt"" + 1 where by, ..., by € Po, 1 < ... < Vm
and ot(r) < w®. If Q(b1,...,bym) holds then b is irreducible.

Proof. By Lemma 3.1 we know that p(b) = 1, as {rv(b1),...,rv(by)} are linearly

independent. By [LM24, Lem. 7.1.1] it is enough to prove that p(rrvv((bg))

Let B = rtvw(i) and suppose that AC' = B. Then there exist some a, ¢, b’ such that
rv(a) = A, rv(t') = B, rv(c) = C and ac = b'. Then ac = d mod J for some d € P,
such that rv(d) = rv(b,,) (equivalently, rv;(ac) = rv;(by,)). As rv(d) is irreducible,
this implies that, without loss of generality, a € J+ K. Let a = Z;l a;t% 4+ ag be
the normal form of a, then ag € K*. As p(B) = 1 then also p(A) = 1. Hence, we
must have also deg ;(a;) = 0 for every 1 < i < s. Hence a € K[R<], and therefore

a € K. Hence, B is irreducible. [l

is irreducible.

Remark 3.3. In the proof above we used only Axiom 1 — linear independence in
RV ;. In the next section where we use induction arguments we will make heavy
use of Axiom 2.

We say that by, ..., b, € K((RSY)) are mutually random if one of the following
holds:
o cl(supp(b;)) Ncl(supp(b;)) = {0} for every 1 <i# j <m and
U, cl(supp(b;)) — {0} is Q-linearly independent set.
o (biy :1<i <m,yesupp(b;)) is algebraically independent over Q.
We show now that by, ..., b, mutually random implies Q(by, ..., bm).
1 < i <,y € supp(by))

Proposition 3.4. Let by,...,b, be such that (b;., :
is algebraically independent over Q. Suppose that deg;(b;) a > 1 for every
1<i<n. Thenrvy(b1),...,vvy(by,) are linearly independent.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that we have kq,...k, € K not all zero such that
Yo kibi = r € Ju. If we replace each coefficient b;, with 0 for v € supp(r), we
find wy, ..., u, all with the same support [J;—, supp(b;) \ supp(r) of order type w®
and such that Y. | k;u; = 0. Moreover, the coefficients of ui, ..., u, satisfy the
same algebraic independence assumption as for by, ..., b,. Let v1,...79, € supp(uy).
We define A € M« (K) such that for every 1 < ¢,j < n we have A, j] = uj,,
and let 7 = [k1,...,k,] # 0. Then we have A = 0 and hence det(A) = 0. Hence,
the elements of A are not algebraically independent, a contradiction. [

Corollary 3.5. If (b, : 1 <i < m,y € supp(b;)) is algebraically independent over
Q, and deg;(b;) = deg;(b1) for every 2 < i <n, then Q(b1,...,b,) holds.
Proposition 3.6. If deg;(b1) = deg;(b;) > 0 for 2 < ¢ < n, cl(supp(b;)) N

cl(supp(b;)) = {0} for every 1 <i# j <m and |J,; cl(supp(b;)) — {0} is Q-linearly
independent set, then Q(b1,.,b,) holds.

Proof. For simplicity assume b1,...,b, € Pyeg,(b,)- Since the closures of the
supports have pairwise intersection {0}, the supports are pairwise disjoint, so
rvy(b1),...,1v(by) must be K-linearly independent, proving Axiom 1.

Suppose deg;(b1) # deg’ (b1). Let
S = {71,17 s 7’71,m(1)7 BRI (775 BRI a’Yn,m(n)}
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as in Axiom 2, and suppose by contradiction that there are
kl,la ceey kl,m(l)a ceey kn,la ceey kn,m(n) EK

not all zero such that b= """, Z;":(;) kiﬁjbpi”‘ € Jdeg, (br)-

By comparing the ordinal values, there are i, j and § < 0 such that ¢ is in
supp(bpi’j), but not in supp(b). For § to cancel, there must be (i, j') # (i,7) such
that § € supp(bpi/’j/). But then § —v;; = 0 = ' — 7y 5 for some § € supp(b;)
and A € supp(by). If ¢ = ¢/, then v;; # v j; if ¢ # ¢/, since the closure of
the supports are disjoint, then Big(b;) N Big(bi) = @, hence again v; ; # vir ;.
Therefore, {8, 8, vi,j,vir,j } is not linearly independent, a contradiction. O

Note that in the above proof, we may further require § to be isolated within
the set U], cl(supp(b‘i%’j)), since the isolated points themselves have order type
v J(b‘l’h’j ), thus most of them must cancel out. In particular, we can find 3, 8’ isol-
ated. Moreover, recall that each 7, ; is in Big(b;), thus when deg ;(b1) # deg’; (b1),
that is deg’;(b1) > 0, it is a limit point.

As the contradiction above arises from the equality v; ; —vi7,;» = 8 — ', we may
weaken the condition and allow dependence between either the isolated points or the
big points. In particular, to verify Axiom 2 it suffices to test the independence on
the points of supp(b;) only, rather than all of cl(supp(b;)). Likewise, for Axiom 1,
it is sufficient to check that the supports of the b;’s pairwise intersect only on
accumulation points, or alternatively that the b;’s do not have big points in common,
again pairwise. Let Lim(b) be the set of all accumulation points in cl(supp(b)).

Corollary 3.7. Suppose that deg;(b1) = deg;(b;) > 0 for 2 <i < n and:

o (supp(b;) \ Lim(b;)) N (supp(b;) \ Lim(b;)) =@ for 1 <i# j <mn;

o Ui, supp(b;) \Lim(b;) is Q-linearly independent over Spang(UJ;—, Big(b:)).
Then Q(b1,.,by) holds.

Corollary 3.8. If deg;(b1) = deg;(b;) > 0 for 2 <i<n and:

e Big(b;) N Big(b;) = {0} for every 1 <i# j <n;

o Ui_, Big(b;) is Q-linearly independent over Spang (|J;—, supp(b;)\ Lim(b;)).
Then Q(b1,.,by) holds.

4. IRREDUCIBLE PRINCIPAL ELEMENTS

We obtain our results using induction on the Cantor normal form of « for ele-
ments of ordinal value w®.

Definition 4.1. We let A, be the K-vector space generated by J, and all the
elements of the form bc where b, ¢ are principal not in K and deg;(bc) = a; in
other words, A, = J, + Spang (Ry).

Remark 4.2. As observed in the introduction, if « is additively principal, then
R, = &, hence A, = J,.

We define the following property for a < ws.

(*)q For every n € Nand by,...,b, € P, such that Q(b1,...,b,) holds we have
that by,...,b, are K-linearly independent over A,.
Note in particular that if the above property holds, then b1,...,b, are irreducile.
We shall verify that (), implies (%)qo4p for certain choices of 3, and thus prove
that the property holds for many ordinals. First, we observe the following easy base
case.

Proposition 4.3. (x),s is true for every (.
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Proof. When o = w?, the condition Q(by, . .., b,) only states that rv(by), ..., 1rv(b,)
are linearly independent, which means exactly that bq,..., b, are linearly independ-
ent over J, = Ag,. O

4.1. The successor case.
Proposition 4.4. () = (*)a+t1-

Corollary 4.5. Let o = w” +n where n € N.
o For every b € P, with Q(b) we have that b, rv(b) are irreducible and cannot
be represented as a sum of reducible elements in RVY.
o 1rv(Ay) has infinite co-dimension as a K -vector subspace of RV5.

Remark 4.6. A special case would be o = n.

Proof of Corollary 4.5. We show by induction that (), holds for every a = w” +
n. The induction base is o = w?, thus Proposition 4.3. The induction step is
Proposition 4.4. Hence, for ever b € P, where a = w® + n with Q(b), we have
b¢ A, and for every r € J, we have b —r ¢ A,, hence b, rv(b) are irreducible. O

Proof of Proposition 4.4. The successor stage is rather simple, because there are no
ordinals between o and o + 1.

Suppose by contradiction that there are by,...,b, € Pyy1 and A1,..., A, € K*
such that b = > ; \;b; € Aqy1. Note that by the assumption Q(b1,...,b,),
we have b € P,yq1. Write b = > pyq; + r where deg;(g;) > deg;(pi) > 0,
deg;(pigi) = a+1 and r € Jo41. For every v € Res(b) we have by Proposition 2.10

m
bh = Zp‘zqu —|— ql’ypi mod Ja.
i=1
If p‘i'y ¢ J + K, then in fact ppqi € A,. Hence, after rearranging the indices, we
may write b7 = Zlep‘i'yqi mod A, where pp € J+ K for i < ¢ < m. Hence,
{bl7: v € Res(b)} is in the K-linear span of {qi,...,q} U A, and since Res(b) is
infinite, there must be a non-trivial K-linear dependence over A,.

Pick some 61,...,0r € K* and v1,...,7 € Res(b) arbitrarily close to 0 such that
Zle §;bl € A,. Expanding the definition of b, we find that the tuple (b‘ﬂ)}é;éi
is linearly dependent over A,. Recall that deg_](blj’”) < a, and if the inequality is
strict, then blj’” € A,. Thus the subtuple of the series of ordinal value w® is also

linearly dependent over A,. On the other hand, since Q(b1,...,b,) holds, we also
know that

QU : deg, (b)) = ),
as soon as 71, . ..,k are sufficiently close to 0, which contradicts (x)q. (|

4.2. The case w* 4 w2.
Proposition 4.7. (x)ye1 4wes holds for all ap > .

We wish to proceed as in the proof of Proposition 4.4, but we now face new
obstacles. Let us retrace the proof. Suppose b = Z?:l Aib; € A, for some )\;
not all zero. Write b = > 1" pig; + r with deg;(p;) = w®, deg;(¢:;) = w2,
deg;(r) < w® +w*2. If we now consider bl7 for some arbitrary v € Res(b), we may
have deg;(r1") > deg’; (b) = w*.

To overcome this issue, we find a large T' C Res(b), namely ot(T') = v/ (b) = w*"?
and sup(I") = 0, on which we have deg;(r!?) < deg’;(b) = w°*.

Lemma 4.8. For every principal series ¢ and ordinal 3,
w” - ot({y : deg, () = B}) < vs(e).
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Proof. Let ¢, B as in the assumptions and enumerate {7y : deg;(cl?) > B} as {v; :
i < a}. By construction,

ot(supp(c) N [yi,%i+1)) > deg (1) > w?.

It follows by [Ber00, Lem. 4.7] that
vs(c) = ot(c) > ot(supp(c) N [70,0)) > w? - a. O

It follows at once that for some § < 0 sufficiently small, Big®"" (r) N [6,0] has
order type strictly smaller that w*"* | while ot(Res(b)) = w*"* and sup(Res(b)) = 0
by [Ber00, Lem. 6.8]. Therefore, I' = Res(b) \ Big®"” (r) has order type w“"* and
sup(I") = 0. By construction, for v € I' we have deg;(r7) < w®:.

We may now apply Proposition 2.10 and deduce that for every v € T' close
enough to 0 we have

m
b = pr%' +q"p; mod Jye.
i=1

For every 1 < i < m we have pp, qp € Jye1. Now Jer is an integral domain, thus
the series b7 for v € T lie in a finitely generated J,,«;-module. It follows that for
some k < 2m + 1 there exist some 1, ...0, € Jyo1 not all zero and ~v1,...,7 € T
close enough to 0 such that Zle 817 € Jer. To conclude, we need to improve
the coefficients d; so that they lie in K.

Lemma 4.9. Let ¢, d, e be series such that deg;(c) < deg;(e) and deg;(d) <
degh(e). Then deg;(cd) < deg;(e).

Proof. By looking at the Cantor Normal form of deg;(e), we observe that there is
an ordinal € > 0 such that deg;(c) < deg’;(e) + € and e < deg;(e). Since deg’;(e) is
additively principal,

deg s (cd) < degjj(e) & € © deg;(d) < degj(e) & degj(e) = deg,(e). O

Lemma 4.10. Let ¢, d be series such that deg;(d) < deglj(c). Then for every ~
close enough to 0 we have (cd)l" = cd’ mod Jdeg, (c)-

Proof. For every crity(c) < v < 0 we have deg;(cl") < deg,(c), while for every
crity(d) < § < 0 we also have deg(d!®) < degh(c), thus by Lemma 4.9 we have
deg;(d°cl") < deg;(c). Hence, for every ~ sufficiently close to 0 Proposition 2.9
implies that

(cd)"’ =cd”  mod Jdeg, (c)- O

We now can show that one can find a linear combination with coefficients in K
rather than just in J,e; .

Lemma 4.11. Let cy,...,c¢ ¢ J be series such that deg;(c;) = deg;(c1) for every
1<i</{, andlet eq,...,60 € Jdegs(cl). Then there exist some p1,...,ue € K not
all zero and g arbitrarily close to 0 such that

Y [v0 ¢
(Z Ei0i> = Z,uici mod Jyeg , (e1)-
=1

i=1

Proof. Let S = Ule supp(g;), and let 79 € S be an isolated point arbitrarily close

to 0. Let 1, ..., ie be the coefficients €1, . . ., €44, respectively. Since vy is isolated,

we have ELW = u; mod J; note in particular at least one such coefficient is not
zero. Finally, by Lemma 4.10 we have (Zle gici)0 = Zle pici mod Jaeg  (c1)s
O

as required.
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Using Lemma 4.11, we obtain some g arbitrarily close to 0 and pq,...,ur € K
not all zero such that

k |’YO k
<Z (Szb'}/l) = Z ‘Ltzb‘% mod Jwal .
i=1 =1

Note that moreover b7 = 3" X; bljw, where deg ;(b17") = deg’;(b). It now remains

to give a bound on dng(blj-’Yi).

Lemma 4.12. Letcy,...,co such that Q(ci,. .., ce) holds. Suppose ki, ... ks € K*
and let ¢ = Zle kic;. Then for every v € Res(c) close enough to 0 we have
dng(cL’Y) <deg(c) foralli=1,...,¢.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that there exists such ~ for which, after reordering

the b;’s, deg_](bll’y) =...= dng(bD) > deg’;(b) and deg_](bp) < dng(b‘l'y) for
i >s. Thendeg; (3.7, kb)) < deg (b1), hence rv(b}"), ..., rv(bY) are not lincarly
independent, which contradicts Q(b‘lv, e blsv). O

Since we may pick the v;’s to be arbitrarily close to 0, we can ensure thanks to
Lemma 4.12 that dng(bljw) < deg’;(b) for every 1 <4 <k, 1 < j < n. For each

J> let vi1,. .., %jm(;) be an enumeration of the exponents v; such that ’U(b‘j%) =

deg’;(b). Observe that each +; must appear at least once, as otherwise deg ;(bl7?) <
deg’;(b), contradicting the fact that +; in Res(b). In particular, 3, m(j) > n > 1.

However, we have Q(b‘l'“’l, . ,b‘lw’m(l), e bl;y"’l, . ,b‘,?"’m(")), thus the b‘j'”'k’s
cannot be K-linearly independent over J,«;, a contradiction. Uprop. 4.7

Combining with Proposition 4.4 and with Proposition 3.2 we obtain:

Corollary 4.13. Let a = w® + w*? + k where a; > ag and k € N.

o For every b € P, with Q(b), we have that b, rv(b) are irreducible and cannot
be represented as a sum of reducible elements in RVS.

o 1v(Ay) has an infinite co-dimension as a vector space in RV.

o Let b =" btV +r where sup(b) = 0, b1,...,bym € Po, deg(r) < a. If
Qb1 ..., b)), then b is irreducible.

The above includes the conclusions of Theorems 1.4, 1.8 for the ordinals of the
form a = w* + w* + k.

4.3. The case w*' + w*? 4+ w*. We show now that we may deduce irreducibility
by a different induction on the Cantor normal form of a. Unlike the previous cases,
in this induction we do not obtain (), but irreducibility only.

As a result, we shall prove irreducibility for many series in P, for a = 3w + 1
but not for & = 3w + 2. In fact, 3w + 2 is now the smallest « for which we do not
know whether there exists any irreducible element in P,.

We start by proving a crucial lemma for the inductive step:

Lemma 4.14. Suppose deg’(q) > deg’ (p) > 1. Then for every y close enough to
0 we have (pq)I" = pl7g mod Jaegr, (pg)-

Proof. Suppose deg;(pq) = Z?:l w® where a; > a;41 for 1 <i <n—1. We have
that

deg;(p) =Y _w™, degs(q) =Y w™

i€A i€EB
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where AUB = {1,...,n} and AN B = @. By assumption, we must have n € A
and deg’ (p) = w* < deg’(q) = w**, where £ < n. We arrange the enumeration so
that apq1 < ag. Moreover, deg’;(pg) = > 11 w®

For every « close enough to 0 we have

degsla) = | T W) e
i€B\{¢}
where € < w®. It follows that
¢

deg ;( ql'yp Zw be< Zwo‘i < deg’;(pq). O
£l i=1

We now apply the above statement in two slightly different settings. First, we
show an inductive step on the Cantor Normal Form of «, under the assumption
that the new term is strictly smaller than all the previous ones.

Proposition 4.15. Let a = w** +... 4w be such that for every b € P, with Q(b)
we have that b, rv(b) are irreducible. Then for every b principal with Q(b) such that
deg;(b) = o + w* ' where oy, > apt1 > 0 we have that b, 1v(b) are irreducible.

Proof. Pick b principal with Q(b) and deg;(b) = o+ w*+1. Suppose by contradic-
tion that b = pq + r where p and ¢ are not in J + K and deg;(r) < deg;(b). After
possibly swapping p and ¢, we may assume that deg’(q) > deg’(p), and so that
deg” (p) = w*+1 > 1. Here deg;(b) = a.

Let I' = Res(b) \ Big®(r). Note that by Lemma 4.8, " has order type w®n+!
and sup(I') = 0. By Lemma 4.14, for every v € T' close enough to 0 we have
b7 = plYg + r, where deg,(r,) < a.

If deg ;(¢) < a, for any v as above, pl7 is not J+ K, thus rv(bl?) is not irreducible.
By the assumption on a, Q(bl7) does not hold, a contradiction against Q(b).

Therefore, deg;(¢) = «. It follows that for every v € I' close enough to
0 we have deg;(pl") = 0. Let 1 # 72 € I be two such exponents. Then
plepl — plphe = pher, - — plip, o As deg;(ry, ), deg,(ry,) < deg,(q), we
have deg;(p!"2r,, — pl"ir,,) < a. Hence, rv;(pl72bl1) — rv;(pl1bl2) = 0, hence
Q(bl7r, bl72) does not hold, another contradiction against Q(b). O

We then prove a very similar conclusion when the Cantor Normal form has length
three, but without the assumption that the last term is strictly smaller than the
previous ones. We do this with a preliminary lemma.

Proposition 4.16. Suppose b = pq + r where deg ;(q) = deg’;(b) > deg;(p) > 0
and deg;(r) < deg;(b). Then there exist 1 # 2 € Res(b) arbitrarily close to 0
and ki, ky € K not both 0 such that kib* + kxbl2 € Ageq (o).

Proof. Let T' = (Res(b) — Bigdesi () (r)), which, as observed in the proof of Proposi-
tion 4.15, is infinite with supremum 0. Note moreover that deg;(p) = deg’;(b), thus
in particular deg;(p) < deg’(q).

If deg ;(p) < deg’ (g), then as in the proof of Proposition 4.15 for every v1 # 2 €
T" close enough to 0 there exist ki, ke € K> such that kbl koblr2 € Jdeg,(q) ©
Adeg, (q)-

Otherwise, deg ;(p) = degh(q). For every v € T close enough to 0, we have b7 =
pq + ¢p + 1,y where deg;(r,) < deg(b) and deg;(p17) < deg;(p) = deghi(q). In
particular, deg;(pl7r.) < deg;(q) by Lemma 4.9. Therefore, for every y; # 7o € T
close enough to 0 we have

p\vzblw rplve — (qmpm [v2 Ivl)

-p —q"p")p mod Jyeg ,(q)-
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As deg;(p) = degh(b), then by Lemma 4.11 there exist ki, ks € K not both 0
and ~ arbitrarily close to 0 such that

(ph2phr — phiph2)lr = gphn 4 ko2 mod Jacs, (a)-
If deg ; (k10! + kobl72) < deg;(g) then we are done. Otherwise, we have

deg,;(((¢"p"2 = g2pI)p)17) = deg, (q).
When + is sufficiently small, for every ¢ € cl(supp(p)) with v < e < 0 we have

deg; (¢ > — ¢p")77%) < deg;(q), deg; (') < deg,(p) = degh(q),

with the former implied by Lemma 4.9. By a further application of Lemma 4.9,
deg ; (gl plr — glzphyr=¢ple) < deg;(q). By Proposition 2.9,

((thphz _ qmp'“)p)h — (q|’Y1p|72 _ q|72pW1)|’Yp mod Jdeg‘](q)’
which implies that

deg, ((¢Mph2 — ¢"2pl™)17p) = deg, (q).
As 0 < deg;(p) < deg;(q) we obtain that

(thphz _ q\V2p|’Yl)Wp € Adeg, ()
and hence kb7 + kobl72 € Adeg,(q) as required. O

Corollary 4.17. Let a = w™ 4+ w* 4+ w™ where a1 > as > a3. Let b € P, such
that Q(b). Then b, rv(b) are irreducible.

Proof. For as > a3 > 0 the conclusion follows from Propositions 4.7, 4.15; for
as = 0, from Corollary 4.13. Therefore, we may assume that ag = ag > 0.
Suppose by contradiction that b = pg + r where deg;(r) < deg;(b) and 0 <
deg;(p) < deg;(q). Let T' = (Res(b) — Bigd°es®(r)). If deg” (p) # deg’(q), then
by Lemma 4.14 for every v € I' close enough to 0 we have blv = pl7g + T Or
b = pg + r,, where deg;(r,) < deg’;(b), and we continue as in the proof of
Proposition 4.15. Otherwise, as = ag and deg;(¢) = w* + w* = deg’(b). By
Lemma 4.16 there exist 71 # 2 € Res(b) close enough to 0 and k1, ke € K not
both 0 such that kb 4 kobl72 € Agar yyes. As Q(bI71,5172) holds this contradicts
(*)wal +w2 - O

Combining with Proposition 4.15 we obtain:

Corollary 4.18. Let a = 2?21 w® where a; > ag > a3 and g > ... > «y. Let
b principal such that deg;(b) = o and Q(b). Then b, rv(b) are irreducible.

By Proposition 3.2, we obtain the following:

Corollary 4.19. Let a = Z?:l w where oy > as > a3 and az > ... > «,. Let

b=>"", bit"i + 1 where sup(b) =0, b1, ..., by, € Py, deg(r) < a. If Q(b1,...,by)

then b is irreducible.

This concludes the proofs of Theorems 1.4, 1.8.
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