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Abstract. In this paper, we link the concept of tame field to the study of

graded rings and complete sequences of key polynomials. We review some

definitions and results on the theory of key polynomials and Mac Lane-Vaquié

chains which enable us to prove that a valued field (K, v) is tame if and only

if the Frobenius endomorphism on the associated graded ring is surjective

and every simple algebraic extension of K admits a finite complete sequence

of key polynomials. We present a criterion for (K, v) to be henselian and

defectless in terms of finite complete sequences of key polynomials. We also

make some considerations on purely inertial and purely ramified extensions

and their relations to properties of the associated graded ring and the module

of Kähler differentials.

1. Introduction

One of the main obstacles in the programs for solving the Local Uniformization

Problem in positive characteristic (which is the local version of resolution of sin-

gularities) is the defect (see [6] and [13]). The defect of an extension has been

vastly studied in the recent years (see [6], [13], [20] and [28]). Tame fields, defined

in Section 8, can be seen as a better environment to do Valuations Theory and to

achieve local uniformization. For instance, Knaf and Kuhlmann prove in [12] that

every valuation admits local uniformization in a separable extension of the function

field. The main tool used to achieve this result was the theory of tame fields. For

more on tame fields, the reader may see [15].

There are several research programs aiming to achieve local uniformization in

positive characteristic (see [11], [23] and [26]). One of these programs has key

polynomials as one of its main tools. This concept was developed by Mac Lane

in [16] and generalized by Vaquié in [27]. Recently, Novacoski and Spivakovsky

in [24] and Decaup, Mahboub and Spivakovsky in [7] introduced a new notion of

key polynomial. The structure of graded ring associated to a valuation is crucial

in the study of these polynomials, together with the so called complete sets of key

polynomials (for definitions see Sections 3 and 5).
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In this paper we present a link between the concept of tame field and the study

of graded rings and complete sequences of key polynomials. Connections between

tame fields and key polynomials were already studied for example in [8], where

complete sequences of key polynomials are constructed over tame fields. Here, we

propose a necessary and sufficient condition for a valued field to be tame in terms

of the mentioned objects.

One of the main results of this paper is the following. For a valued field (K, v),

denote by gr(K) its associated graded ring (see definition in Section 3). We say

that gr(K) is perfect if the Frobenius endomorphism on gr(K) is surjective (see

Section 6).

Main Result 1.1. (Theorem 8.7) Let (K, v) be a valued field. Then (K, v) is

a tame field if and only if gr(K) is perfect and every simple algebraic extension

(L | K, v) admits a finite complete sequence of key polynomials.

In order to prove this theorem, we need to study necessary and sufficient con-

ditions for a simple valued field extension to admit a finite complete sequence of

key polynomials. For a simple algebraic valued field extension (L | K, v), with

L = K(η), consider the induced valuation ν(f) := v(f(η)) on K[x]. Denote by Ψm
the set of all key polynomials of the same degree m. We will say that Ψm admits

a maximum (with respect to ν) if ν(Ψm) := {ν(Q) | Q ∈ Ψm} admits a maximal

element.

Main Result 1.2. (Proposition 5.9) Let (L | K, v) be a simple algebraic extension

and let ν be the induced valuation on K[x]. Then ν admits a finite complete sequence

of key polynomials if and only if for every m ≥ 1 either Ψm is empty or it admits

a maximum.

In particular, this means that ν admits a complete sequence without limit key

polynomials.

We will say that (L | K, v) is unibranched if the extension of v from K to L

is unique. Denoting by d(L | K, v) the defect of the extension (see definition in

Section 2), our other main result is the following.

Main Result 1.3. (Theorem 5.10) Let (L | K, v) be a simple algebraic extension

and let ν be the induced valuation on K[x]. Then ν admits a finite complete sequence

of key polynomials if and only if d(L | K, v) = 1 and (L | K, v) is unibranched.

The main reasoning used to prove Theorem 5.10 is that a finite complete sequence

of key polynomials gives us a Mac Lane-Vaquié chain of augmentations formed only

by ordinary augmentations (see definitions in Section 4). In one direction, we use

the multiplicative property of the relative ramification index and the relative inertial

degree in a chain of valuations to prove that [L : K] = (vL : vK)[Lv : Kv]. In the

other direction, we consider the chain of valuations given by the truncations νQ
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(see definition in Section 5), where Q is an element of a complete sequence Q for

ν. We use a formula for the defect to show that this chain of augmentations must

be finite and hence also Q is finite.

As a consequence of Theorem 5.10, we have Theorem 5.13. For a finite extension

(L | K, v), with L = K(a1, . . . , am), we write Kj = K(a1, . . . , aj), 1 ≤ j ≤ m and

consider the simple extension (Kj | Kj−1, v) (with K0 = K). Theorem 5.13 states

that (K, v) is defectless and henselian (see definitions in Section 2) if and only if

for every finite extension (L | K, v) each simple subextension (Kj | Kj−1, v) admits

a finite complete sequence of key polynomials.

We now describe the structure of this paper. In Section 2 we define valuations

and the defect of a finite extension of valued fields. Sections 3 and 4 consist of a

compilation of definitions and results (mostly from [19]) on Mac Lane-Vaquié key

polynomials, augmentations and Mac Lane-Vaquié chains of valuations. At the end

of Section 4 we present a formula from [20] that describes the defect of a simple

valued field extension in terms of the defect of each augmentation in an associated

chain of valuations.

Section 5 deals with (abstract) key polynomials (in the sense of [7] and [24])

and complete sequences. We give proofs for Proposition 5.9, Theorem 5.10 and

Theorem 5.13 mentioned above.

In Section 6 we study in more details the graded ring gr(OK) via the isomor-

phism with the semigroup ring Kv[tvK
≥0

]ϵ given by [1]. We focus on the Frobenius

endomorphism F on gr(OK). We prove that F is surjective if and only if vK is

p-divisible and Kv is perfect (Proposition 6.4). We will call gr(K) perfect when F

is surjective.

Section 7 is where we study what we call simply defectless fields (i.e. valued

fields for which every simple algebraic extension is defectless). We give an example

of a simply defectless field which is not defectless. We prove that if gr(K) is perfect

and (K, v) is simply defectless, then it is defectless (Theorem 7.3).

Theorem 8.7 mentioned above is proved in Section 8, where we define tame

fields and develop some initial properties of this valued fields. We also relate finite

complete sequences of key polynomials to the notion of algebraically maximal fields

(i.e. fields with no proper algebraic immediate extensions).

We highlight two properties which appear in Theorem 5.13 and Theorem 8.7.

(FCS1): every simple extension (L | K, v) admits a finite complete sequence of

key polynomials;

(FCS2): every finite extension (L | K, v) is such that each simple subextension

(Kj | Kj−1, v) admits a finite complete sequence of key polynomials.
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Suppose (K, v) is henselian and denote also by v the unique extension of the

valuation from K to a fixed algebraic closure K. At the end of Section 8, we will

have a diagram of implications as illustrated in Figure 1 bellow.

In Section 9 we make some considerations on purely inertial and purely ramified

extensions. We prove some relations between these extensions, gr(K) being perfect

and the corresponding module of Kähler differentials being trivial. This is related

to the studies developed recently in [4], [5] and [25] about deeply ramified fields. We

prove that if gr(K) is perfect, then purely inertial extensions and purely ramified

extensions have trivial corresponding module of Kähler differentials (Proposition

9.3 and Proposition 9.6).

We end this paper with an appendix where we prove some lemmas which detail

the construction of the example given in Section 7.

Figure 1. Diagram of implications when (K, v) is henselian.

Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank J. Novacoski and M.

Spivakovsky for the discussions, suggestions and the careful reading of this first

version of the paper.

2. Valuations and defect extensions

Definition 2.1. Take a commutative ring R with unity. A valuation on R is

a mapping ν : R −→ Γ∞ := Γ ∪ {∞} where Γ is a totally ordered abelian group

(and the extension of addition and order to ∞ is done in the natural way), with the

following properties:

(V1): ν(ab) = ν(a) + ν(b) for all a, b ∈ R.

(V2): ν(a+ b) ≥ min{ν(a), ν(b)} for all a, b ∈ R.

(V3): ν(1) = 0 and ν(0) = ∞.

Let ν : R −→ Γ∞ be a valuation. The set supp(ν) = {a ∈ R | ν(a) = ∞} is

called the support of ν. The value group of ν is the subgroup of Γ generated by

{ν(a) | a ∈ R \ supp(ν)} and is denoted by νR or Γν . A valuation ν is a Krull

valuation if supp(ν) = {0}. If ν is a Krull valuation, then R is a domain and we
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can extend ν to K = Quot(R) on the usual way. In this case, define the valuation

ring as OK := {a ∈ K | ν(a) ≥ 0}. The ring OK is a local ring with unique

maximal ideal mK = {a ∈ K | ν(a) > 0}. We define the residue field of ν to be

the field OK/mK and denote it by Kν. The image of a ∈ OK in Kν is denoted by

aν.

Let (K, v) ⊂ (L,w) be a valued field extension. We have that vK can be seen

as a subgroup of wL and Lw as a field extension Kv. We define

e(w/v) := (wL : vK) and f(w/v) := [Lw : Kv]

the ramification index and the inertia degree, respectively. If n = [L : K]

is finite, then both the ramification index and the inertia degree are finite and

e(w/v)f(w/v) ≤ n. In this situation, we can have only a finite number of exten-

sion of v from K to L. Denoting by w1, . . . , wr all these extensions, we have the

fundamental inequality (see [9])

r∑
i=1

e(wi/v)f(wi/v) ≤ [L : K].

A valued field (K, v) is said to be henselian if for every algebraic extension L

of K there exists only one extension of v from K to L. Fix an algebraic closure K

of K and an extension v of v to K. Take the separable closure Ksep of K in K and

consider Kh the fixed field of Gd := {σ ∈ Gal(Ksep | K) | v ◦ σ = v}. Taking the

restriction vh = v|Kh , the valued field (Kh, vh) is a henselization of (K, v), that

is, a henselian field which is contained in every other henselian field that extends

(K, v). All henselizations of (K, v) are isomorphic.

Let (K, v) ⊂ (L,w) be a valued field extension. Take henselizations Kh and Lh

of K and L inside K = L. We define the defect of the extension w/v as

d(w/v) =
[Lh : Kh]

e(w/v)f(w/v)
.

If we call also by v the valuation on L extending v on K, then we will write the

extension as (L | K, v) and denote the defect of the extension by d(L | K, v).

Take w1, . . . , wr all extensions of v to L. We have the following equality (see

[9]):

[L : K] =

r∑
i=1

e(wi/v)f(wi/v)d(wi/v).

If the extension w is unique, then

d(w/v) =
[L : K]

e(w/v)f(w/v)
and n = efd.

We say that w/v is a defect extension if d(w/v) > 1 and a defectless extension

if d(w/v) = 1. The valued field (K, v) is called defectless if every finite valued field

extension of K is a defectless extension.
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3. Graded rings and Mac Lane-Vaquié key polynomials

Let ν be a valuation on a integral domain R. For each γ ∈ ν(R), we consider

the abelian groups

Pγ = {a ∈ R | ν(a) ≥ γ} and P+
γ = {a ∈ R | ν(a) > γ}.

Definition 3.1. The graded ring associated to ν is defined by

grν(R) :=
⊕

γ∈ν(R)

Pγ/P+
γ .

The sum on grν(R) is defined coordinatewise and the product is given by ex-

tending the product of homogeneous elements, which is described by(
a+ P+

ν(a)

)
·
(
b+ P+

ν(b)

)
:=
(
ab+ P+

ν(a)+ν(b)

)
.

For a ̸∈ supp(ν), we denote by inν(a) := a+P+
ν(a) the image of a in Pν(a)/P+

ν(a) ⊆
Gν . If a ∈ supp(ν), then we define inν(a) = 0. The next lemma follows from the

definitions above.

Lemma 3.2. Let a, b ∈ R. We have the following.

(1) grν(R) is an integral domain.

(2) inν(a) · inν(b) = inν(ab).

(3) inν(a) = inν(b) if and only if ν(a− b) > ν(a) = ν(b).

(4) If ν(a) = ν(b) ≤ ν(a+ b), then inν(a+ b) = inν(a) + inν(b).

We focus on valuations on the polynomial ring K[x]. Let νi and νj be valuations

on K[x] with commum value group such that νi(f) ≤ νj(f) for all f ∈ K[x]

(denoted by νi < νj). Let Pγ(K[x], νi) = {f ∈ K[x] | νi(f) ≥ γ} (analogously we

define Pγ(K[x], νj),P+
γ (K[x], νi) and P+

γ (K[x], νj)). We have the inclusions

Pγ(K[x], νi) ⊆ Pγ(K[x], νj) and P+
γ (K[x], νi) ⊆ P+

γ (K[x], νj)

for any γ ∈ νi(K[x]) ⊆ νj(K[x]). For simplicity, denote grνi(K[x]) = Gνi . We

consider the following map:

ϕij : Gνi −→ Gνj(1)

inνi(f) 7−→

{
inνj (f) if νi(f) = νj(f)

0 if νi(f) < νj(f),

and we extend this map naturally for an arbitrary element. This map is well-defined

[2, Corollary 5.5] and, by construction, it is a homomorphism of graded rings.

Take f, g ∈ K[x]. We say that f is ν-equivalent to g (denoted by f ∼ν g) if

inν(f) = inν(g). We say that g ν-divides f (denoted by g |ν f) if there exists

h ∈ K[x] such that f ∼ν g · h. The polynomial f is ν-irreducible if f |ν g · h
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implies f |ν g or f |ν h (i.e. inν(f)Gν is a non-zero prime ideal). We say that f is

ν-minimal if f |ν h implies deg(h) ≥ deg(f) for every h ∈ K[x].

Definition 3.3. A monic polynomial Q ∈ K[x] is a Mac Lane-Vaquié (MLV)

key polynomial for ν if it is ν-irreducible and ν-minimal.

Denote by KP(ν) the set of all MLV key polynomials for ν. For all ϕ ∈ KP(ν)

we write

[ϕ]ν := {φ ∈ KP(ν) | ϕ ∼ν φ}.

All polynomials in [ϕ]ν have the same degree. If KP(ν) ̸= ∅, then we define

deg(ν) := min{deg(ϕ) | ϕ ∈ KP(ν)}.

If supp(ν) = fK[x] for some irreducible polynomial f , then we define deg(ν) :=

deg(f).

For each f ∈ K[x] and ϕ a non-constant polynomial there exist uniquely deter-

mined polynomials f0, . . . , fr ∈ K[x] with deg(fi) < deg(ϕ) for every k, 0 ≤ k ≤ r,

such that f = f0+ f1ϕ+ . . .+ frϕ
r. We call this expression the ϕ-expansion of f .

If ϕ ∈ KP(ν), then by [18, Proposition 2.3] the ν-minimality of ϕ is equivalent to

ν(f) = min
0≤k≤r

{ν(fkϕk)}.

4. Augmentations and Mac Lane-Vaquié chains

The content of this section was mostly taken from [19].

4.1. Ordinary augmentations. Let µ be a valuation on K[x] and ϕ be a Mac

Lane-Vaquié key polynomial for µ. Let Λ be a totally ordered group such that

Γµ ⊂ Λ and γ ∈ Λ∞ such that γ > µ(ϕ). For f ∈ K[x], write the ϕ-expansion

f = f0 + f1ϕ+ . . .+ frϕ
r.

Definition 4.1. The valuation

ν(f) := min
0≤k≤r

{µ(fk) + kγ}

is called an ordinary augmentation of µ. We denote it by ν = [µ;ϕ, γ].

See [16, Theorem 4.4] or [22, Theorem 5.1] for a proof that ν defined above is

indeed a valuation. We have the following properties [19, Proposition 2.1].

• µ < ν, i.e., µ(f) ≤ ν(f) for every f ∈ K[x] and there exists h ∈ K[x] such

that µ(h) < ν(h).

• If γ < ∞, then ϕ is a MLV key polynomial for ν of minimal degree. In

particular deg(ν) = deg(ϕ).
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4.2. Depth zero valuations. Take a ∈ K and γ ∈ Λ∞ ⊃ Γv. The map µ = ωa,γ ,

defined as

µ

 ∑
0≤k≤r

ak(x− a)k

 := min
0≤k≤r

{v(ak) + kγ},

is called a depth zero valuation. If γ <∞, then x− a is a MLV key polynomial

for µ and deg(µ) = 1 (see [19] for more details).

4.3. Continuous families of valuations and MLV limit key polynomials.

Take µ a non-maximal valuation on K[x] and Λ ⊃ Γµ. We say that a family

A = (ρi)i∈A of valuations on K[x] is a continuous family of augmentations of

µ of stable degree m if

• A is a totally ordered set without maximal element and i 7→ ρi is an iso-

morphism of totally ordered sets;

• ρi = [µ;χi, βi] where βi ∈ Λ, βi > µ(χi) and βi < βj for i < j;

• all MLV key polynomials χi ∈ KP(µ) have the same degree deg(A) := m,

called the stable degree of A;

• for all i < j, χj is a MLV key polynomial for ρi, χi ≁ρi χj and

ρj = [ρi;χj , βj ].

A polynomial f ∈ K[x] is said to be A-stable if there is i0 ∈ A such that

ρi(f) = ρi0(f) for all i ≥ i0. We denote this stable value by ρA(f) := ρi0(f). Let

m∞ be the minimal degree of an A-unstable polynomial. If all polynomials are

A-stable, then we set m∞ = ∞. We say that A is essential if deg(A) < m∞ <∞.

Definition 4.2. A monic polynomial ϕ ∈ K[x] is a MLV limit key polynomial

for A if it is A-unstable and has the smallest degree among A-unstable polynomials.

We denote by KP∞(A) the set of MLV limit key polynomials for A. Take

ϕ ∈ KP∞(A) and γ ∈ Λ∞ such that γ > ρi(ϕ) for all i ∈ A. For f ∈ K[x], write

the ϕ-expansion f = f0 + f1ϕ+ . . .+ frϕ
r.

Definition 4.3. The valuation

ν(f) = min
0≤k≤r

{ρA(fk) + kγ},

is called a limit augmentation of A. We denote it by ν = [A;ϕ, γ].

See [22, Theorem 5.16] or [27, Proposition 1.22] for a proof that ν defined above

is indeed a valuation such that ρi < ν for all i ∈ A. If γ < ∞, then ϕ ∈ KP∞(A)

is a MLV key polynomial for ν = [A;ϕ, γ] and deg(ν) = deg(ϕ).

For a continuous family of augmentations A = (ρi)i∈A with µ = ρi0 where

i0 = min(A), we say that A is based on µ if deg(µ) = deg(A). We will write

µ→ ν to describe an augmentation. In this case, either

ν = [µ;ϕ, γ], ϕ ∈ KP(µ), γ > µ(ϕ) or
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ν = [A;ϕ, γ], ϕ ∈ KP∞(A), γ > ρi(ϕ) for all i ∈ A,

with A based on µ.

4.4. Mac Lane-Vaquié Chains. Let

(2) µ0
ϕ1,γ1−→ µ1

ϕ2,γ2−→ · · · −→ µt−1
ϕt,γt−→ µt · · ·

be a finite or countably infinite chain of augmented valuations where each µt+1 is

of one of the following types:

• Ordinary augmentation: µt+1 = [µt; ϕt+1, γt+1] for some ϕt+1 ∈ KP(µt).

• Limit augmentation: µt+1 = [A; ϕt+1, γt+1] for some ϕt+1 ∈ KP∞(A),

where A is an essential continuous family of augmentations of µt.

By [19, p.13] we have γt = µt(ϕt) < γt+1 and ϕt is a key polynomial for µt of

minimal degree.

Let µ and ν be valuations on K[x] such that µ < ν. Define

Φµ,ν := {ϕ ∈ K[x] | ϕ monic with minimal degree such that µ(ϕ) < ν(ϕ)}.

We call Φµ,ν the tangent direction of µ determined by ν. By [19, Corollary

2.5] and [27, Theorem 1.15], every ϕ ∈ Φµ,ν is a MLV key polynomial for µ and

Φµ,ν = [ϕ]µ. Denote by deg(Φµ,ν) the common degree of the polynomials in Φµ,ν .

This set has also the following properties (see [19]):

• for any ϕ ∈ Φρ,µ we have ρ < [ρ;ϕ, µ(ϕ)] ≤ µ;

• for valuations ρ < µ < ν, we have Φρ,µ = Φρ,ν ;

• in (2), we have deg(µt) = deg(ϕt) | deg(Φµt,µt+1).

If A is a continuous family of limit augmentations of µ, then we denote Φµ,A :=

Φµ,ρi = [χi]µ. This set does not depend on i. By [19], for a chain of valuations as

in (2) we have

Φµt,µt+1
=

{
[ϕt+1]µt

, if µt → µt+1 is ordinary,

Φµt,A = [χi]µt
, if µt → µt+1 is limit,

and

deg(Φµt,µt+1
) =

{
deg(ϕt+1), if µt → µt+1 is ordinary,

deg(A), if µt → µt+1 is limit.

Definition 4.4. A finite or countably infinite chain of augmentations as in (2) is

a Mac Lane-Vaquié (MLV) chain if every augmentation step satisfies:

• If µt → µt+1 is ordinary, then deg(µt) < deg(Φµt,µt+1).

• If µt → µt+1 is limit, then deg(µt) = deg(Φµt,µt+1
) and ϕt ̸∈ Φµt,µt+1

.

A Mac Lane-Vaquié chain is complete if the valuation µ0 has depth zero.

Remark 4.5. A MLV chain can be composed by a mix of ordinary and limit aug-

mentation. Moreover, since we consider chains as in (2), if µt → µt+1 is limit,

then the continuous family of augmentations associated to µt is essential, i.e., the
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degree deg(ϕt+1) of the limit key polynomial is strictly greater than the stable de-

gree deg(A). That is, if µt → µt+1 is either ordinary or limit augmentation, then

deg(µt) = deg(ϕt) < deg(ϕt+1) = deg(µt+1) [19, p. 14].

Theorem 4.6. [19, Theorem 4.3] Every valuation ν on K[x] falls in one of the

following cases.

(1) It is the last valuation of a complete finite Mac Lane-Vaquié chain:

µ0
ϕ1,γ1−→ µ1

ϕ2,γ2−→ · · · −→ µr−1
ϕr,γr−→ µr = ν.

(2) It is the stable limit of a continuous family A = (ρi)i∈A of augmentations

of some valuation µr which falls in case 1:

µ0
ϕ1,γ1−→ µ1

ϕ2,γ2−→ · · · −→ µr−1
ϕr,γr−→ µr

(ρi)i∈A−→ ρA = ν,

such that the class Φµr,ν has degree deg(µr) and ϕr ̸∈ Φµr,ν .

(3) It is the stable limit of a complete infinite Mac Lane-Vaquié chain:

µ0
ϕ1,γ1−→ µ1

ϕ2,γ2−→ · · · −→ µt−1
ϕt,γt−→ µt −→ · · ·

By [19, Lemma 4.5], ν falls in Case (1) of Theorem 4.6 above if and only if

KP(ν) ̸= ∅ or supp(ν) ̸= (0).

Take

µ0
ϕ1,γ1−→ µ1

ϕ2,γ2−→ · · · −→ µt−1
ϕt,γt−→ µt · · ·

a Mac Lane-Vaquié chain of lenght r ∈ N∞. Let us fix the following notations and

highlight some properties.

• mt = deg(µt) = deg(ϕt). If µt → µt+1 is ordinary, then

mt+1 = deg(Φµt,µt+1).

• et = (Γµt
: Γµt−1

).

• ∆t = ∆µt
, the subring of zero grade elements of Gµt

,

• κt = κ(µt), the algebraic closure of Kv in ∆t.

• ft = [κt+1 : κt] = deg(Φµt,ν)/(etmt) [19, Lemma 5.2].

Consider vt = [µt;ϕt,∞] on K[x] for each t ≥ 0. We have Γvt =

{µt−1(h) | h ̸= 0 and deg(h) < deg(ϕt)} = Γµt−1
and K[x]vt = κt [18, Propo-

sitions 2.12 and 3.6]. Also

e(vt/v) = e0 · · · et−1 and f(vt/v) = f0 · · · ft−1.

4.5. The defect formula. We will end this section with a formula that allows

us to calculate the defect of a finite valued field extension by using a chain of

augmentations.

We start with a lemma from which we will derive the notion of defect of a

augmentation.
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Lemma 4.7. [20, Lemma 6.1] Let µ → ν be an augmentation. Let Φµ,ν be the

corresponding tangent direction. For Q ∈ Φµ,ν set ρQ = [µ;Q, ν(Q)]. Let ϕ ∈ K[x]

be either a MLV key polynomial of minimal degree of ν or supp(ν) = ϕK[x]. Then

the positive integer

d = min{degρQ(ϕ) | Q ∈ Φµ,ν}
is independent of the choice of ϕ. Moreover, the set of all Q ∈ Φµ,ν such that

degρQ(ϕ) = d is cofinal in Φµ,ν .

Definition 4.8. The stable value d is called the defect of the augmentation. We

denote it by d(µ→ ν).

Some properties of this notion of defect are listed in the lemma below.

Lemma 4.9. [20, Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4]

(1) If µ→ ν is an ordinary augmentation, then d(µ→ ν) = 1.

(2) Suppose (K, v) henselian. For all augmentations µ→ ν we have

d(µ→ ν) = deg(ν)/deg(Φµ,ν).

In particular, if µ→ ν is a limit augmentation, then

d(µ→ ν) = deg(ν)/ deg(µ).

Remark 4.10. Suppose (K, v) henselian. If µ → ν is a limit augmentation

which comes from an essential continuous family based on µ, then d(µ → ν) =

deg(ν)/ deg(µ) > 1. Hence, for a MLV chain, µt → µt+1 is ordinary if and only if

d(µt → µt+1) = 1.

We say that an augmentation µ → ν is proper when the class Φµ,ν is proper,

that is, when there exists φ ∈ KP(µ) such that φ ≁µ ϕ for some ϕ ∈ Φµ,ν . A chain

of augmentation is said to be proper if all of its augmentations are proper. By [19],

all MLV chains are proper.

The next results state a formula for the defect of a finite simple field extension

in terms of the defect of augmentations.

Theorem 4.11. [20, Theorem 6.14] Let w be an extension of v to a finite simple

extension L | K. Let µ be the valuation on K[x] induced by w. For any proper

chain of augmentation ending on µ we have

d(w/v) = d(µ0 → µ1) · · · d(µr → µ).

Corollary 4.12. [20, Corollary 6.16] Suppose that (K, v) is henselian. Let w be an

extension of v to a finite simple extension L | K. Let µ be the valuation on K[x]

induced by w. For any proper chain of augmentation ending on µ we have

d(w/v) =
∏
t∈J

deg(µt+1)

deg(µt)

where J contains all indeces t such that µt → µt+1 is a limit augmentation.
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Remark 4.13. The above corollary is a version of [19, Corollary 6.1], where we

note that it is not necessary to suppose (K, v) henselian. It is sufficient to suppose

that the extension w of v is unique. A similar result can be found in [29, Corollary

2.10].

5. Complete sequences of key polynomials

5.1. Key polynomials. Fix a valuation ν on K[x], the ring of polynomials in one

indeterminate over the field K. Our definition of key polynomial relates to the ones

in [24] and [10]. Fix an algebraic closure K for K and fix a valuation ν on K[x]

such that ν|K[x] = ν.

Let f ∈ K[x] be a non-zero polynomial.

• If deg(f) > 0, set

δ(f) := max{ν(x− a) | a ∈ K and f(a) = 0}.

• If deg(f) = 0, set δ(f) = −∞.

Remark 5.1. According to [21], δ(f) does not depend on the choice of the algebraic

closure K or the extension ν of ν.

Definition 5.2. A monic polynomial Q ∈ K[x] is a (abstract) key polynomial

of level δ(Q) if, for every f ∈ K[x],

δ(f) ≥ δ(Q) =⇒ deg(f) ≥ deg(Q).

Let q ∈ K[x] be a non-constant polynomial and ν a valuation on K[x]. For a

given f ∈ K[x], denote by f0, . . . , fr the coefficients of the q-expansion of f . The

map

νq(f) := min
0≤k≤r

{ν(fkqk)},

is called the truncation of ν at q. This map is not always a valuation, as we can

see in [24, Example 2.4]. If Q is a key polynomial, then νQ is a valuation on K[x]

[21, Proposition 2.6] and Q ∈ KP(µQ) [22, Corollary 4.7].

In the following lemmas, we state some properties of key polynomials and trun-

cations.

Lemma 5.3. [24, Proposition 2.10] Let Q,Q′ ∈ K[x] be key polynomials for ν. We

have the following.

(1) If deg(Q) < deg(Q′), then δ(Q) < δ(Q′).

(2) If δ(Q) < δ(Q′), then νQ(Q
′) < ν(Q′).

(3) If deg(Q) = deg(Q′), then

ν(Q) < ν(Q′) ⇐⇒ νQ(Q
′) < ν(Q′) ⇐⇒ δ(Q) < δ(Q′).

Lemma 5.4. [22, Corollaries 3.9 and 3.10] Let Q,Q′ ∈ K[x] be key polynomials

such that δ(Q) ≤ δ(Q′).

(1) We have νQ′(Q) = ν(Q).
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(2) For every f ∈ K[x], we have νQ(f) ≤ νQ′(f). In particular, if δ(Q) = δ(Q′)

then νQ = νQ′ .

For a key polynomial Q we consider the following set:

Ψ(Q) := {f ∈ K[x] | f is monic with minimal degree such that νQ(f) < ν(f)}.

In the language of Section 4, we have Ψ(Q) = ΦνQ,ν , the tangent direction of νQ
determined by ν.

Lemma 5.5. [24, Lemma 2.11] If Q is a key polynomial, then every Q′ ∈ Ψ(Q) is

also a key polynomial. Moreover, δ(Q) < δ(Q′).

5.2. Complete sequences of key polynomials.

Definition 5.6. A set Q ⊂ K[x] is called a complete set for ν if for every

f ∈ K[x] \ {0} there exists q ∈ Q such that

deg(q) ≤ deg(f) and ν(f) = νq(f).

A set Q = {Qi}i∈I is said a sequence of key polynomials if every element

Qi is a key polynomial, the set I is well ordered and the map i → Qi is order

preserving (with respect to δ). A sequence of key polynomials Q = {Qi}i∈I is a

complete sequence of key polynomials if the set Q is a complete set for ν.

According to [24, Theorem 1.1], every valuation ν on K[x] admits a complete

sequence Q of key polynomials. Moreover, the next proposition gives us more

details about Q.

Proposition 5.7. [22, Corollary 6.5] Let ν be a valuation on K[x], set ν0 := ν|K .

Then there exists a family

F = {(νQ, Q, ν(Q))}Q∈Q

such that for every f ∈ K[x], there exists Q ∈ Q such that ν(f) = νQ′(f) for every

Q′ ∈ Q with ϵ(Q) ≤ ϵ(Q′) (in particular, Q is complete). The set Q can be chosen

as

Q =

N⋃
i=1

Ii,

where N ∈ N ∪ {∞}, with the following properties.

(1) Q admits a smallest element Q0 (with respect to ϵ) of the form x−a ∈ K[x]

and

νQ0
= [ν0; νQ0

(Q0) = ν(Q0)].

(2) For every i, 1 ≤ i < N , we can write Ii = Ai ∪Bi where
• Bi = {Qi,1, . . . , Qi,ni

} for some ni ∈ N such that

νQi,j+1
= [νQi,j

; νQi,j+1
(Qi,j+1) = ν(Qi,j+1)]

for every j, 1 ≤ j < ni, and

deg(Qi,1) < deg(Qi,2) < · · · < deg(Qi,ni
);
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• Ai = {νQ}Q∈Ai
is an essential continuous family of augmentations

based on Qi,ni with deg(Q) > deg(Qi,ni) for every Q ∈ Ai.

(3) For every i, 1 < i < N , Ii admits a first element Q which is a MLV-limit

key polynomial for Ai−1.

(4) If N <∞, then IN = AN ∪BN with

• AN and BN as in (3), or

• AN = ∅ and BN = {QN,1, . . . , QN,L−1} for some L ∈ N ∪ {∞} such

that

νQi,j+1 = [νQi,j ; νQi,j+1(Qi,j+1) = ν(Qi,j+1)]

for every j, 1 ≤ j < L (if BN is finite, consider L = |BN |+ 1).

Remark 5.8. In the language of [19], from the family F we can construct a Mac

Lane-Vaquié chain ending in ν.

5.3. Finite complete sequences of key polynomials. Let (L | K, v) be a simple

algebraic extension and take η a generator for L | K. Let ν be the valuation on

K[x] defined by η and v: for f ∈ K[x], we define

(3) ν(f) := v(f(η)).

Take g the minimal polynomial of η over K with degree n. Since ν(g) = ∞,

we have also δ(g) = ∞ and supp(ν) = (g). Hence g is a key polynomial for ν (if

deg(f) < deg(g), then f ̸∈ supp(ν), that is, δ(f) < ∞). Moreover, there is no key

polynomial of degree greater than n (since a key polynomial of degree greater than

n must have δ greater than δ(g) = ∞, what does not happen).

We denote by Ψm the set of all key polynomials for ν of degree m ≥ 1. We will

say that Ψm admits a maximum (with respect to ν) if ν(Ψm) := {ν(Q) | Q ∈ Ψm}
admits a maximal element.

The following proposition is a first step in order to prove one of our main results.

It says that a finite complete sequence of key polynomials exists if and only if there

are no limit key polynomials for ν (in the sense of [24]). In the sequence, we prove

two of our main results.

Proposition 5.9. Let (L | K, v) be a simple algebraic extension and let ν be the

valuation on K[x] defined in (3). Then ν admits a finite complete sequence of key

polynomials if and only if for every m ≥ 1 either Ψm is empty or it admits a

maximum.

Proof. Suppose that for every m either Ψm is empty or it admits a maximum. For

each m such that Ψm ̸= ∅, choose one Qm of maximal value. Let Q be the set of

these maximal elements Qm. We will show that Q is a finite complete sequence of

key polynomials.
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Take f ∈ K[x] any monic polynomial. If deg(f) ≥ n, then via the g-expansion

of f we have

ν(f) = ν(f0 + f1g + . . .+ fsg
s) = ν(f0) = νg(f)

because ν(g) = ∞.

Suppose deg(f) < n. Let m be the biggest integer such that Ψm ̸= ∅ and

m ≤ deg(f). Take Qm ∈ Q the chosen element of maximal value of Ψm. Let us

prove that νQm
(f) = ν(f). Indeed, if νQm

(f) < ν(f), then take any h ∈ Ψ(Qm),

which is a key polynomial (Lemma 5.5). We must have m ≤ deg(h) ≤ deg(f). If

m < deg(h), then we contradict the choice of m. If m = deg(h), then by Lemma

5.5 and Lemma 5.3 (3) we conclude that ν(Qm̃) < ν(h), a contradiction. Hence

νQm̃
(f) = ν(f).

Therefore, Q is complete. It is finite since Ψm = ∅ for every i > n.

For the converse, let Q = {Q1, . . . , Qr} be a finite complete sequence of key

polynomials. Takem and suppose Ψm ̸= ∅. Take Q ∈ Ψm. Hence, there exists Qi ∈
Q such that deg(Qi) ≤ m and νQi

(Q) = ν(Q). Let us see that Qi ∈ Ψm. Indeed,

if deg(Qi) < m = deg(Q), then δ(Qi) < δ(Q) and this implies that νQi(Q) < ν(Q)

(Lemma 5.3), a contradiction.

Consider Qĩ ∈ Q such that

δ(Qĩ) = max
1≤i≤r

{δ(Qi) | Qi ∈ Ψm}.

We will prove that Qĩ is an element with maximal value in Ψm. Suppose there is

Q ∈ Ψm such that ν(Qĩ) < ν(Q). However, we know that there exists Qj ∈ Q such

that deg(Qj) ≤ m and νQj
(Q) = ν(Q). By the same reasoning above, we have

Qj ∈ Ψm. By Lemma 5.3 (3), ν(Qĩ) < ν(Q) implies δ(Qĩ) < δ(Qj), contradicting

the choice of Qĩ. Therefore, Ψm has a maximum. □

We will call the valued field extension (L | K, v) unibranched if v admits a

unique extension from K to L.

Theorem 5.10. Let (L | K, v) be a simple algebraic extension and let ν be the

valuation on K[x] defined in (3). Then ν admits a finite complete sequence of key

polynomials if and only if d(L | K, v) = 1 and (L | K, v) is unibranched.

Proof. Suppose d(L | K, v) = 1 and (L | K, v) unibranched. Consider the Mac

Lane-Vaquié chain ending in ν given by F = {(νQ, Q, ν(Q))}Q∈Q from Propo-

sition 5.7. Corollary 4.12 shows us that we cannot have limit augmentations in

F (because in a Mac Lane-Vaquié chain, a limit augmentation µt → µt+1 sat-

isfies d(µt → µt+1) = deg(µt+1)/ deg(µt) > 1). That is, N = 1 in Proposi-

tion 5.7. This means that the complete set Q from Proposition 5.7 is such that

Q = I1 = B1 = {Q1,1, . . . , Q1,n1} for some n1 ∈ N. Hence, Q is a finite complete

sequence of key polynomials.
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For the converse, consider g the minimal polynomial of η over K. Suppose ν

admits a finite complete sequence of key polynomials, that is, for all m either Ψm =

∅ or it admits a maximum. Consider n0 < n1 < . . . < nr = deg(g) the indexes such

that Ψnt ̸= ∅ and Ψm = ∅ for all nt < m < nt+1, where t ∈ {0, . . . , r − 1}. Denote

by Qnt
a chosen element of Ψnt

, where Qnr
= g. Then we have the following chain

of augmentation

µ0 → µ1 → · · · → µr = ν

where µt = νQnt
. This is a finite depth Mac Lane-Vaquié chain and every augmen-

tation is ordinary. Indeed, by Lemma 5.3 (2) we have µt+1(Qnt+1) < ν(Qnt+1) and,

since Ψm = ∅ for nt < m < nt+1, we conclude that Qnt+1
∈ Ψ(Qnt

). By Theorem

6.1 of [22], µt+1 = [µt;Qnt+1
, ν(Qnt+1

)]. Since deg(Φµt+1,ν) = deg(Qnt+1
) = mt

(because all augmentations are ordinary) and deg(µt) = deg(Qnt), it follows that

we have a Mac Lane-Vaquié chain.

Since mr = deg(Qnr ) = deg(g), the properties listed at the end of Subsection

4.4 lead us to conclude that

f(L | K, v) = f(ν/v)

=

r−1∏
t=0

ft

=

r−1∏
t=0

deg(Φµt,µt+1
)

etmt

=
mr

er−1mr−1
· · · m1

e0m0

=
mr

er−1 · · · e0

=
deg(g)

e(L | K, v)
.

By the fundamental inequality, we must have d(L | K, v) = 1 and (L | K, v)
unibranched. □

Remark 5.11. In (3), we see that the definition of ν depends on the chosen gen-

erator η for the simple extension. However, since d(L | K, v) and the property of

being unibranched do not depend on η, we conclude that the existence of a finite

complete sequence of key polynomials also does not depend on the choice of the

generator of the extension.

The next theorem will give us a characterization of henselian defectless fields in

terms of finite complete sequences of key polynomials. We will need the following

lemma.

Lemma 5.12. We have (K, v) henselian if and only if for every simple field ex-

tension L | K we have (L | K, v) unibranched.
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Proof. One direction follows from the definition of a henselian valued field. For the

other implication, take µ1 and µ2 extensions of v toK. For each a ∈ K, consider the

restrictions (K(a), µ1) and (K(a), µ2) where µi = µi|K(a). By hypothesis, µ1 = µ2

in K(a), hence µ1(a) = µ2(a) for every a ∈ K. It follows that the extension of v

from K to K is unique, that is, (K, v) is henselian. □

For a finite extension (L | K, v), with L = K(a1, . . . , am), we write Kj =

K(a1, . . . , aj), 1 ≤ j ≤ m and consider the simple extension (Kj | Kj−1, v) (with

K0 = K). We will say that (Kj | Kj−1, v) admits a finite complete sequence of key

polynomials if the valuation νj induced by (Kj | Kj−1, v) on the polynomial ring

Kj−1[x] admits a finite complete sequence of key polynomials. By Remark 5.11,

this property does not depend on the choice of the generators a1, . . . , am.

Theorem 5.13. We have (K, v) henselian defectless if and only if for every fi-

nite extension (L | K, v) each simple subextension (Kj | Kj−1, v) admits a finite

complete sequence of key polynomials.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 5.10, Lemma 5.12 and the fact that for a finite

extension (L | K, v) we have

d(L | K, v) =
m∏
j=1

d(Kj | Kj−1, v).

□

6. The graded ring gr(OK)

6.1. The graded ring viewed as a semigroup ring. Let (K, v) be a valued

field and OK ⊆ K the valuation ring associated to v. Consider vK≥0 the subgroup

of vK generated by v(OK \ {0}). Take

gr(OK) :=
⊕

γ∈vK≥0

Pγ/P+
γ .

In [1] it is proved that gr(OK) is isomorphic to the semigroup ring Kv[tvK
≥0

],

that is, the set of finite formal sums
n∑
i=1

bivt
γi , with aiv ∈ Kv and γi ∈ vK≥0 for each i = 1, . . . , n

where
n∑
i=1

biv · tγi +
n∑
i=1

b
′

iv · tγi =
n∑
i=1

(bi + b
′

i)v · tγi

and, in general, the product is not given by the usual multiplication but by the

one defined as follows. A choice function on vK≥0 is any map ϵ : vK≥0 → OK

such that v(ϵ(γ)) = γ for every γ ∈ vK≥0 (i.e. ϵ is a right inverse of v). We only

consider choice functions with ϵ(0) = 1. For each choice function, we define the

twisting

ϵ : vK≥0 × vK≥0 → Kv
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ϵ(γ, γ′) :=

(
ϵ(γ)ϵ(γ′)

ϵ(γ + γ′)

)
v.

The map

×ϵ : Kv[tvK
≥0

]×Kv[tvK
≥0

] → Kv[tvK
≥0

]

(a, b) 7→ a×ϵ b
where we set tγ ×ϵ tγ

′
:= ϵ(γ, γ′) · tγ+γ′

and extend it to Kv[tvK
≥0

] in the natural

way. This map satisfies the multiplication axioms and turns Kv[tvK
≥0

] into a

commutative ring. This multiplication is called twisted multiplication induced

by ϵ and we denote the ring by Kv[tvK
≥0

]ϵ.

Remark 6.1. For a, b ∈ OK , by the definition of the twisted multiplication we have

tv(ab) = tv(a)+v(b) =

(
ϵ(v(a) + v(b))

ϵ(v(a))ϵ(v(b))

)
v · tv(a) ×ϵ tv(b).

Proposition 6.2. [1, Theorem 1.1]

gr(OK) ∼= Kv[tvK
≥0

]ϵ

through the isomorphism

inv(a)
ψ7−→
(

a

ϵ(v(a))

)
v · tv(a).

In the following subsection we give a direct application of the above isomorphism.

6.2. Frobenius endomorphism on gr(OK). For a ring R with charR = p > 0,

the Frobenius endomorphism on R is the map given by a 7→ ap. Suppose

charKv = p > 0 and consider the Frobenius endomorphisms F and F on gr(OK)

and Kv[tvK
≥0

]ϵ respectively.

Lemma 6.3. The diagram

gr(OK) gr(OK)

Kv[tvK
≥0

]ϵ Kv[tvK
≥0

]ϵ

F

ψ ψ

F

is commutative. Hence, F is surjective if and only if F is surjective.

Proof. We have

ψ(F (inv(a))) = ψ((inv(a))
p) = ψ(inv(a

p))

=

(
ap

ϵ(v(ap))

)
v · tv(a

p)

=

(
ap

ϵ(v(ap))

ϵ(v(ap))

ϵ(v(a))p

)
v · tv(a) ×ϵ · · · ×ϵ tv(a)

=

(
ap

ϵ(v(a))p

)
v ·
(
tv(a)

)p
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and

F (ψ(inv(a))) = F

((
a

ϵ(v(a))

)
v · tv(a)

)
=

((
a

ϵ(v(a))

)
v · tv(a)

)p
=

((
a

ϵ(v(a))

)
v

)p (
tv(a)

)p
=

(
ap

ϵ(v(a))p

)
v ·
(
tv(a)

)p
.

Therefore the diagram commutes and hence F is surjective if and only if F is

surjective. □

The following result will say that the surjectiveness of the Frobenius endomor-

phism F on gr(OK) can be checked by looking at the valued group and the residue

field of (K, v).

Proposition 6.4. Suppose charKv = p > 0. Then F is surjective if and only if

vK≥0 is p-divisible (hence vK is p-divisible) and Kv is perfect.

Proof. Suppose F is surjective, that is, F is surjective. We first prove that vK≥0

is p-divisible. For v(a) ∈ vK≥0, since F is surjective we have

tv(a) =

(
n∑
i=1

biv · tv(ai)
)p

=

n∑
i=1

bpi v
ϵ(v(api )

ϵ(v(ai))p
· tpv(ai)

for some b1v, . . . , bnv ∈ Kv and a1, . . . , an ∈ OK . Since the elements tγ , with

γ ∈ vK≥0, are linearly independent, we must have tv(a) = tpv(aj) for one and only

one index j, 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Hence, v(a) = pv(aj) and therefore vK≥0 is p-divisible.

Now we see that vK is p-divisible. If v(a) < 0, then −v(a) > 0. Since vK≥0 is p-

divisible, there exists v(a′) ≥ 0 such that −v(a) = pv(a′), that is, v(a) = p(−v(a′)).
Thus, vK is also p-divisible.

Let us prove that Kv is perfect. The restriction F |Kv is an endomorphism on

Kv since (av)p ∈ Kv for every av ∈ Kv. We know that

av =

(
n∑
i=1

biv · tv(ai)
)p

=

n∑
i=1

bpi v
ϵ(v(api ))

ϵ(v(ai))p
v · tpv(ai) ∈ Kv

for some b1v, . . . , bnv ∈ Kv and a1, . . . , an ∈ OK , because F is surjective. Hence,

for one and only one index j we have

av = av · t0 = bpjv
ϵ(v(apj ))

ϵ(v(aj))p
v · tpv(aj).

Thus, pv(aj) = 0 (which implies v(aj) = 0) and av = bpjv
ϵ(v(apj ))

ϵ(v(aj))p
v. Since ϵ(v(aj)) =

ϵ(0) = 1, we conclude that
ϵ(v(apj ))

ϵ(v(aj))p
v = 1v and then

av = bpjv = (bjv)
p.
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For the converse, suppose vK≥0 p-divisible and Kv perfect. It is enough to prove

that an element of the form bv · tv(a) is a p-power. Since vK≥0 is p-divisible, there

exists a′ ∈ OK such that v(a) = pv(a′). Since Kv is perfect, there exists b′v ∈ Kv

such that
ϵ(v(a′p))

ϵ(v(a′))p
vbv = (b′v)p.

Hence,

(b′v · tv(a
′))p = (b′v)p(tv(a

′))p

=
ϵ(v(a′p))

ϵ(v(a′))p
v bv

ϵ(v(a′))p

ϵ(v(a′p))
v · tpv(a

′)

= bv · tv(a).

Therefore, F is surjective, then F is also surjective. □

We will say that a ring R with positive characteristic is perfect if the Frobenius

endomorphism is surjective. We note that gr(OK) is perfect if and only if gr(K) is

perfect. Also, if K is perfect, then gr(K) is perfect.

7. Simply defectless valued fields

We will call a valued field (K, v) simply defectless if all simple algebraic ex-

tensions of K are defectless. The next corollary follows directly from Theorem

5.10.

Corollary 7.1. We have (K, v) simply defectless and henselian if and only if every

simple field extension of K admits a finite complete sequence of key polynomials.

Every defectless field is simply defectless. but the converse is not true in general.

This fact is illustrated in the following example provided by M. Spivakovsky, based

on an example from F.K. Schmidt.

Example 7.2. Let p be a prime number and t, ci, i ∈ N be independent variables.

Let k = Fp
(
cp

−∞

1 , cp
−∞

2 , . . .
)
. Let s =

∞∑
i=1

cit
i ∈ k [[t]] \ k [[tp]]. This is a transcen-

dental power series (see the proof in the Appendix). Let K = k ⟨tp, sp⟩ ⊂ k ((tp))

denote the henselization of k (tp, sp) endowed with the t-adic valuation inherited

from k ((tp)). We will show that (K, v) is simply defectless, but not defectless.

First we see that (K, v) is not defectless. Indeed, the extension (k ⟨t, s⟩|K, v) has
degree p2. We have an isomorphism of residue fields, both of which are isomorphic

to k, and an extension pZ ↪→ Z of value groups of index p. Hence d(k ⟨t, s⟩ |K, v) =
p.

However, (K, v) is simply defectless. Consider a simple algebraic extension

(L|K, v) with L = K(x). After taking some auxiliary fields extensions (first the

separable closure L′ of K in L, then a finite Galois extension of K containing L′

and at last the fixed field of Aut(L/K)), we can assume that (L|K, v) is purely
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inseparable. Let e denote the smallest positive integer such that y := xp
e ∈ K. We

may also assume that K admits no purely inseparable simple defect extensions of

degree strictly less than pe. Let K ′ := K (xp), whose value group is vK ′ = 1
pe−2Z.

Then the extension (K ′|K, v) is defectless and L|K ′ has degree p.

We have xp
e−1

/∈ K. Since k[[tp]]
⋂
k⟨t, s⟩ = K (see Lemma 10.5 in the Appen-

dix), this implies that xp
e−1

/∈ k [[tp]], then

xp /∈ k
[[
t

1

pe−3

]]
.

Hence, we can write

xp =

N−1∑
i=A

ait
i

pe−2 + aN t
N

pe−2 +

∞∑
i=N+1

ait
i

pe−2

for some A ∈ Z and N ∈ A + N such that p | i for all A ≤ i ≤ N − 1 with ai ̸= 0

and p ∤ N . Then z =
∑N−1
i=A ait

i

pe−2 is such that v(xp − z) ̸∈ pvK ′. We have

L = K ′(x) = K ′
(
(xp)

1
p

)
= K ′

(
(xp − z)

1
p

)
.

This implies that

[vL : vK ′] = p = [L : K ′]

since pv((xp − z)
1
p ) = v(xp − z) = N

pe−2 ∈ vK ′. This proves that (L |K ′, v ) is

defectless and hence (L |K, v ) is defectless.

Next, we will see that if gr(K) is perfect, then we have the converse.

Theorem 7.3. Suppose (K, v) henselian. If (K, v) is simply defectless and gr(K)

is perfect, then (K, v) is a defectless field.

Proof. Suppose (L | K, v) is a finite defect extension. We will show that there exists

a simple algebraic extension ofK which is not defectless. TakeN the normal closure

of L | K. Then (N | K, v) is also a finite defect extension. Take G = AutK(N) and

consider the fixed field KG, which is a purely inseparable extension of K.

We note that since gr(K) is perfect, we have (KG | K, v) immediate. Indeed,

Kv ⊂ KGv is also purely inseparable and vKG/vK is a p-group. Since Kv is

perfect and vK is p-divisible, it follows that Kv = KGv and vK = vKG.

If K = KG, since K = KG ⊂ N is separable and finite, then (N | K, v) is a

simple defect extension and we are done. If KG ̸= K, take a ∈ KG\K and consider

the simple extension K ⊂ K(a) ⊂ KG. This is also an immediate extension, hence

d(K(a) | K, v) = [K(a) : K] > 1. □

8. Tame fields

8.1. Tame fields and gr(K). A unibranched extension (L | K, v) is called tame

if every finite subextension E | K of L | K satisfies the following conditions.
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(TE1): (vE : vK) is not divisible by charKv.

(TE2): Ev | Kv is a separable extension.

(TE3): (E | K, v) is defectless.

Definition 8.1. A valued field (K, v) is called a tame field if it is henselian and

its algebraic closure with the unique extension of the valuation is a tame extension.

All henselian valued fields with charKv = 0 are tame [15, p. 14]. Then we will

focus on valued fields with positive residue characteristic.

The following proof appears partially in [15, Theorem 3.2].

Lemma 8.2. Let (K, v) be a henselian valued field with charKv = p > 0. Take K

an algebraic closure of K. We have the following.

(1) (K | K, v) satisfies (TE1) if and only if vK is p-divisible.

(2) (K | K, v) satisfies (TE2) if and only if Kv is perfect.

Proof.

(1) Suppose vK is not p-divisible and take a ∈ K such that v(a) ̸= 0 and it

is not p-divisible. Take b ∈ K a root of f(x) = xp − a ∈ K[x], that is,

bp = a. Consider the finite extension K(b) and (K(b) | K, v). We have the

following.

• We have (vK(b) : vK) ≥ p. Indeed, since v(a) = v(bp) = pv(b), we

see that v(b) ̸∈ vK because v(a) is not p-divisible. Hence, v(b) + vK

is non zero and has order p in vK(b)/vK. Since [K(b) : K] is finite, it

follows that vK(b)/vK is of finite order. Thus, p divides (vK(b) : vK)

and (vK(b) : vK) ≥ p.

• p = [K(b) : K] ≥ (vK(b) : vK) due to the fundamental inequality.

Therefore, p = (vK(b) : vK) and (K | K, v) does not satisfies (TE1).

Now suppose that vK is p-divisible and that (K | K, v) does not satisfies

(TE1). Take a finite extension E | K such that (vE : vK) is divisible by p.

Hence, there exists a non-zero element γ+ vK ∈ vE/vK such that γ ̸∈ vK

and pγ ∈ vK. That is, pγ = δ for some δ ∈ vK. Since vK is p-divisible,

there exists δ′ ∈ vK such that δ = pδ′. Therefore, pγ = δ = pδ′, which

implies p(γ − δ′) = 0. Since vE is torsion free, we must have γ = δ ∈ vK,

a contradiction. Hence, (K | K, v) satisfies (TE1).

(2) Suppose, aiming for a contradiction, that Kv is not perfect. Let av ∈ Kv,

v(a) = 0, be such that av does not have a p-root. Take b ∈ K a root of

f(x) = xp − a ∈ K[x], that is, bp = a. Considering f(x) = xp − av ∈
Kv[x], we see that bv ̸= 0v is a root of this polynomial. Since f(x) has no

root in Kv, because av is not a p-root, it follows that f(x) is irreducible.

That is, f(x) is the minimal polynomial of bv over Kv. Since the formal

derivative of f(x) is pxp−1 = 0, we conclude that bv is not separable over

Kv, contradicting (TE2).
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For the converse, we note that the field Kv being perfect is equivalent to

every finite extension of Kv being separable. In particular, we have (TE2).

□

The next corollary follows immediately.

Corollary 8.3. Let (K, v) be a henselian defectless valued field with charKv =

p > 0. Then (K, v) is a tame field if and only if gr(K) is perfect.

8.2. Tame fields and finite complete sequences of key polynomials.

During this and the next section we suppose charKv = p > 0. Our second main

result is a way of characterizing tame fields in terms of graded rings and complete

sequences of key polynomials. We start with that following corollary. Remember

that for a finite extension L = K(a1, . . . , am), we write Kj = K(a1, . . . , aj) where

1 ≤ j ≤ m.

Corollary 8.4. Let (K, v) be a valued field. Then (K, v) is a tame field if and only

if gr(K) is perfect and for every finite extension (L | K, v) each simple subextension

(Kj | Kj−1, v) admits a finite complete sequence of key polynomials.

Proof. By Proposition 6.4 and Lemma 8.2, we see that (TE1) and (TE2) together

are equivalent to gr(K) perfect. By Theorem 5.13, (K, v) henselian and satisfying

(TE3) is equivalent to for every finite extension (L | K, v) each simple subextension

(Kj | Kj−1, v) admits a finite complete sequence of key polynomials. □

Remark 8.5. Every tame field is perfect [15, Lemma 3.1]. If we add in Theorem

8.7 the hypothesis that K is perfect, then we can state that (K, v) is tame if and only

if gr(K) is perfect and every simple extension (L | K, v) admits a finite complete

sequence of key polynomials. What we will see next is that we do not need to assume

that K is perfect to achieve this result.

Let us give names for the properties appearing in Corollary 8.4 and Remark 8.5

above.

(FCS1): every simple extension (L | K, v) admits a finite complete sequence of

key polynomials;

(FCS2): every finite extension (L | K, v) is such that each simple subextension

(Kj | Kj−1, v) admits a finite complete sequence of key polynomials.

We always have that (FCS2) implies (FCS1). The next corollary states a converse

for this implication.

Corollary 8.6. Suppose that gr(K) is perfect. Then (FCS1) and (FCS2) are

equivalent.

Proof. We only need to prove the converse. It follows from Theorem 5.13 and

Theorem 7.3, since (FCS1) is equivalent to (K, v) being henselian and simply de-

fectless. □
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Finally, we can prove our other main result.

Theorem 8.7. Let (K, v) be a valued field. Then (K, v) is a tame field if and only

if gr(K) is perfect and (K, v) satisfies (FCS1).

Proof. It follows from Corollaries 8.4 and 8.6. □

8.3. Algebraically maximal fields. A valued field extension (L | K, v) is said

to be immediate if vL = vK and Lv = Kv. A valued field (K, v) is called al-

gebraically maximal if it does not admit proper immediate algebraic extensions.

Every henselian defectless field is algebraically maximal, but the converse does not

hold in general [15, p.13]. In [15], we find the following result closely related to our

Theorem 8.7.

Proposition 8.8. [15, Theorem 3.2] A henselian valued field (K, v) is tame if and

only if it is algebraically maximal, vK is p-divisible and Kv is perfect.

In fact, the property of being algebraically maximal is related to (FCS1), as we

see in the following proposition. Remember that v is a fixed extension of v from K

to a fixed algebraic closure K. We will make use of a result from [3].

Lemma 8.9. [3, Theorem 1.1] A henselian valued field (K, v) is algebraically max-

imal if and only if the set v(η−K) := {v(η−a) | a ∈ K} has a maximum for every

η ∈ K \K.

Proposition 8.10. If (K, v) satisfies (FCS1), then it is algebraically maximal.

Proof. By Proposition 5.9 and Theorem 5.10, (FCS1) implies that every simple

extension L = K(η) is such that the set v(η −K) = ν(x −K) = ν(Ψ1) admits a

maximum. Then we apply the above lemma.

□

Remark 8.11. We can also prove Proposition 8.10 using the fact that (FCS1) is

equivalent to (K, v) being henselian and simply defectless (Corollary 7.1). By the

contrapositive, suppose (L | K, v) is a proper immediate algebraic extension. Take

any η ∈ L \K and consider the simple algebraic extension (K(η) | K, v). It is also

a proper immediate extension. Since (K, v) is henselian, it is a defect extension.

Hence, (K, v) is not simply defectless.

When (K, v) is henselian, we have the diagram of implications as illustrated in

Figure 1 at the Introduction.

If gr(K) is perfect, then from Proposition 8.8 and our Theorem 8.7 we conclude

that (FCS1) and algebraically maximal are equivalent properties. In the next corol-

lary we compile other equivalences, proved or stated in this paper, which are valid

when gr(K) is perfect.

Corollary 8.12. Suppose (K, v) henselian and gr(K) perfect. The following

properties are equivalents.
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(i) (K, v) is defectless.

(ii) (K, v) is simply defectless.

(iii) (K, v) satisfies (FCS1).

(iv) (K, v) satisfies (FCS2).

(v) (K, v) is tame.

(vi) (K, v) is algebraically maximal.

(vii) (K, v) is such that v(η −K) has a maximum for every η ∈ K \K.

9. Purely inertial and purely ramified extensions

In this last section we see how the property of gr(K) being perfect (or more gen-

erally how Kv perfect and vK p-divisible) interacts with the definitions of purely

ramified and purely inertial extension, together with the module of Kähler differ-

entials associated to such extensions. In this sense, we give increments for some

results of [25].

Definition 9.1. Let (L | K, v) be a simple algebraic extension of valued fields. We

say that:

(i): (L | K, v) is purely ramified if vL/vK is cyclic and [L : K] = (vL : vK).

(ii): (L | K, v) is purely inertial if Lv/Kv is simple and [L : K] = [Lv : Kv].

If (L | K, v) is purely inertial, take η ∈ OL such that Lv = Kv(ηv). If (L | K, v)
is purely ramified, take η ∈ L such that vL = vK[v(η)]. In both cases, one can

show that L = K(η). Moreover, the set Q = {x} is a complete set for the induced

valuation ν on K[x] [25, Proposition 5.8].

Let Ω = ΩOL/OK
be the module of Kähler differentials for the extension

OL/OK (see [17] for a construction of this module). The study of this module has

shown itself to be crucial to the understanding of the so called deeply ramified fields

and their relations to the defect (see [4] and [5]).

Suppose (L | K, v) purely inertial. We see in [25, Lemma 6.3 and Proposition

6.4] that OL = OK [η] and

Ω ∼=
OL

(g′(η))
,

where L = K(η) and g is the minimal polynomial of η over K.

Lemma 9.2. [25, Corollary 6.5] If (L | K, v) is purely inertial, then Ω = (0) if and

only if Lv | Kv is separable.

Proof. From the identification above, Ω = (0) if and only if v(g′(η)) = 0. Take

η ∈ OL such that Lv = Kv(ηv). It follows that L = K(η). Let h(y) ∈ Kv[y] be

the minimal polynomial of ηv over Kv. Then v(g′(η)) = 0 if and only if
dh

dy
̸= 0,

which is equivalent to ηv being separable over Kv. □

The following proposition already appears in [4, Theorem 4.3] and follows directly

from Lemma 9.2 above.
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Proposition 9.3. If Kv is perfect, then every purely inertial extension of K is

such that Ω = (0).

Proof. IfKv is perfect, then all algebraic extensions ofKv are separable. Therefore,

if (L | K, v) is purely inertial, then Lv | Kv is a simple algebraic extension, thus

separable. By the Lemma 9.2, we have Ω = (0). □

Suppose now (L | K, v) purely ramified. Take η such that v(η) generates vL over

vK. Then L = K(η). Consider the set v(η −K). Hence γ = v(η) is the maximum

of v(η −K) (since v(η − a) = ν(x− a) = νx(x− a) ≤ ν(x) = v(η)).

Assume γ > 0. Let ∆ denote the greatest isolated1 subgroup of vL such that

∆ < γ. Let g = a0 + a1x+ . . .+ xn be the minimal polynomial of η over K.

Lemma 9.4. [25, Proposition 6.13] Suppose (L | K, v) purely ramified.

(i): If
(
vL
∆

)
>0

contains a minimal element, then Ω ̸= (0).

(ii): If
(
vL
∆

)
>0

does not contain a minimal element, then Ω = (0) if and only if

there is l, 1 ≤ l ≤ n, such that

v(l) + v(al)− (n− l)γ ∈ ∆.

Consider the following condition.

(DRvg): whenever Γ1 ⊊ Γ2 are convex subgroups of vK, then Γ2/Γ1 is not iso-

morphic to Z.

Lemma 9.5. If vK is p-divisible, then (DRvg) is satisfied.

Proof. Take γ ∈ Γ2 \ Γ1, without lost of generality γ ≥ 0. Then γ = pδ for some

δ ∈ vK≥0. We must have 0 ≤ δ < γ. Hence, by the convexity δ ∈ Γ2. Also, δ ̸∈ Γ1

since in this case γ + Γ1 = pδ + Γ1 = Γ1 and then we would have γ ∈ Γ1, which is

not the case.

By the induced order, Γ1 < δ + Γ1 < γ + Γ1. By repeating this process we

construct a strictly decreasing sequence of positive elements in Γ2/Γ1. Therefore,

Γ2/Γ1 ̸∼= Z. □

Using the above lemmas, we can deduce a result similar to Proposition 9.3 for

purely ramified extensions.

Proposition 9.6. If vK is p-divisible (or more generally if (DRvg) is satisfied),

then every purely ramified extension of K is such that Ω = (0).

Proof. By Lemma 9.5, since vK is p-divisible, then (DRvg) is satisfied. We first see

that if we have (DRvg) then
(
vL
∆

)
>0

does not contain a minimal element. Indeed,

suppose γm + ∆ > 0 minimal element of
(
vL
∆

)
>0

. Since γm ̸∈ ∆, it follows that

kγm ̸∈ ∆ for every k ∈ Z∗. Take σ ∈ vL such that kγm+∆ < σ+∆ < (k+1)γm+∆ .

Hence, 0+∆ < σ−kγm+∆ < γm+∆, contradicting γm being the minimal element

1Isolated here means that, for all x ∈ vL, either x ∈ ∆ or kx ̸∈ ∆ for every k ∈ Z∗.
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of
(
vL
∆

)
>0

. Then, we define the isomorphism ϕ :
(
vL
∆

)
→ Z by ϕ(kγm + ∆) = k,

contradicting (DRvg).

Hence, to see that Ω = (0) it is sufficient to prove that v(l)+v(al)− (n− l)γ ∈ ∆

for some l, 1 ≤ l ≤ n (by the Lemma above). Suppose, aiming for a contradiction,

that p | n = [L : K] = (vL : vK). Then, for every σ ∈ vL we have nσ = ξ ∈ vK and

ξ = pξ′ for some ξ′ ∈ vK. Since n = pn′ we have pn′σ = pξ′, that is, p(n′σ−ξ′) = 0.

This implies n′σ = ξ′, contradicting the order of vL/vK being n > n′. Then, p ∤ n.
Therefore, if we take l = n we conclude that v(n)+v(an)−(n−n)γ = 0+v(1)+0γ =

0 ∈ ∆. Hence, Ω = (0). □

Corollary 9.7. If gr(K) is perfect, then every purely ramified extension and every

purely inertial extension of K is such that Ω = (0).

10. Appendix: Details of Example 7.2

Let us remember the setting of Example 7.2. Let p be a prime number and

t, ci, i ∈ N be independent variables. Let k = Fp
(
cp

−∞

1 , cp
−∞

2 , . . .
)
. Let s =

∞∑
i=1

cit
i ∈ k [[t]] \ k [[tp]]. Let K = k ⟨tp, sp⟩ ⊂ k ((tp)) denote the henselization of

k (tp, sp) endowed with the t-adic valuation inherited from k ((tp)).

For a positive integer i, let

s0i =

i∑
j=1

cjt
j ,

si =

∞∑
j=i+1

cjt
j and

c(i) = (cj)j∈{1,...i}.

Let S and T be independent variables. For i ∈ N, let ∂Si denote the i-th Hasse

derivative with respect to S and similarly for ∂Ti.

Lemma 10.1. Let f be a non-zero element of k(T )[S].

(1) We have f(t, s(t)) ̸= 0.

(2) There exists l0 ∈ N>0 such that for all l ≥ l0 we have vf(s, t) = vf(t, s0l);

moreover, the element invf(t, s0l) ∈ grvk((t)) is independent of l ≥ l0.

Proof. Let d = degS f . We proceed by induction on d, the case d = 0 being trivial.

Assume that d > 0 and that the Lemma holds for polynomials of degree less than

or equal to d− 1, in particular, for all of ∂Sif with i ∈ N>0.

Fix l0 sufficiently large so that the conclusion of the Lemma holds with f replaced

by ∂Sif for all i ∈ {1, . . . , d}. This means that for all i ∈ {1, . . . , d} and all l ≥ l0
we have

inv(∂Sif(t, s)) = inv(∂Sif(t, s0l));
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in particular,

v(∂Sif(t, s)) = v(∂Sif(t, s0l)).

By Taylor’s formula, for every l ∈ N>0 we have

(4) f(t, s) = f(t, s0l) +

d∑
i=1

∂Sif(t, s0l)s
i
l.

Increasing l0, if necessary, we may assume, in addition, that inv (∂Sif(t, s0l)) is

defined already over Fp
(
c(l0)

)
.

Let i0 = min {i ∈ {1, . . . , d} | ∂Sif ̸= 0}. Write inv(∂Si0f(s0l)) as

inv(∂Si0f(s0l)) = at̄q ∈ Fp
(
c(l0)

)
[t̄] ⊂ grvk((t))

for suitable q ∈ Z and a ∈ Fp
(
c(l0)

)
, where t = inv(t). Then the right hand side

of (4), viewed as a power series in t with coefficients in Fp(c), contains the term

aci0l+1t
q+i0(l+1) that cannot be canceled by any other term in the sum (since the cj

were chosen to be algebraically independent over Fp). This proves (1).

To prove (2), note that all the terms in the sum

f(t, s0l) +

d∑
i=1

∂Sif(t, s0l)s
i
l,

except, possibly, for f(t, s0l), have values that are strictly increasing to infinity

with l. Since v(f(t, s)) is a natural number independent of l, after increasing l0
once again, if necessary, we obtain both (1) and (2) of the Lemma. □

Corollary 10.2. The series s is transcendental over k(t).

Lemma 10.3. Consider an element f = a
b ∈ k(T, S), where a, b ∈ K[T, S] satisfy

a(t, s)b(t, s) ̸= 0. Then the conclusions of Lemma 10.1 hold for f .

Proof. This follows by applying Lemma 10.1 separately to the polynomials a and

b. □

Lemma 10.4. We have k[[tp]]
⋂
k(t, s) = k(tp, sp).

Proof. The inclusion ⊃ is clear. To prove the other inclusion, take an element

f ∈ k(t, s) \ k(tp, sp).

We will prove that f /∈ k[[tp]]. Indeed, there exists

(5) F =
a

b
∈ k(T, S) \ k(T p, Sp),

where a, b ∈ k[T, S], a(t, s)b(t, s) ̸= 0 and F (t, s) = f .

By (5), the elements ∂T1F and ∂S1F cannot be simultaneously 0. First, assume

that

(6) ∂S1F ̸= 0.
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Take l ∈ N sufficiently large so that inv∂S1F is defined over Fp
(
c(l)
)
(such an l

exists by Lemma 10.3). Write inv∂S1F as

inv∂S1F = at̄q ∈ grvk((t))

for suitable q ∈ Z and a ∈ Fp
(
c(l)
)
. Increasing l, if necessary, we may further

assume that

(7) p ∤ l + 1 + q.

By Taylor’s formula, we have

(8) f = F (t, s0l) +

∞∑
i=1

∂SiF (t, s0l)s
i
l,

where the infinite sum is understood as a power series in t (for l ≥ 2 this sum

converges in the t-adic topology). The right hand side of (8), viewed as a power

series in t with coefficients in Fp(c), contains the term acl+1t
q+l+1 that cannot be

canceled by any other term in the sum (since the cj were chosen to be algebraically

independent over Fp). In view of (7), we obtain f /∈ k[[tp]]. This completes the

proof when assuming (6).

Next, assume that

(9) ∂T1F ̸= 0.

We can write t =
∞∑
i=1

dis
i, with each di ∈ Fp(c) and {di}i≥1 algebraically inde-

pendent over Fp. Thus, interchanging the elements t and s does not change the

problem. This completes the proof. □

Lemma 10.5. We have k[[tp]]
⋂
k⟨t, s⟩ = K.

Proof. Again, the inclusion ⊃ is clear. To prove the opposite inclusion, note that

the henselization of a rank one valued field L coincides with the separable algebraic

closure of L inside the completion of L. Let K ′ = k[[tp]]
⋂
k⟨t, s⟩ and assume that

(10) K ′ ⫌ K,

aiming for contradiction. Since K ′ ̸= k⟨t, s⟩ (for example, we have t /∈ K ′) and

[k⟨t, s⟩ : K] = p2, (10) implies that [k⟨t, s⟩ : K ′] = p. Then there exists a finite

separable (hence simple) subextension K ′′ = k(tp, sp)(y) ⊂ K such that

(11) [(k[[tp]] ∩ k(t, s, y)) : K ′′] = p.

Let F = k[[tp]] ∩ k(t, s, y).

Claim. We have [(F ∩ k(t, s)) : k(tp, sp)] = p.

The Claim implies that

k[[tp]] ∩ k(t, s) = k[[tp]] ∩ (k(t, s, y) ∩ k(t, s)) = F ∩ k(t, s) ⫌ k(tp, sp),

contradicting Lemma 10.4. It remains to prove the Claim.
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Proof of Claim. Let L be the smallest normal extension of k(tp, sp), containing K ′′

(we are not saying that L is contained in k((t))). Then the compositum L.F is

a Galois extension of F . By (11), the extension L.F |k(tp, sp) can be seen as the

composition of the separable extension k(tp, sp) ↪→ L with the purely inseparable

extension L ↪→ L.F of degree p. Since (L.F )|k(tp, sp) is normal, we can consider

the fixed field Linsep of the automorphism group

Aut((L.F )/k(tp, sp)) = Aut((L.F )/((L.F ) ∩ k(t, s)));

Linsep is a purely inseparable extension of k(tp, sp) of degree p. In this way, the

extension (L.F )|k(tp, sp) can be expressed as a composition of a purely inseparable

extension Linsep|k(tp, sp) of degree p with a separable extension (L.F )|Linsep. We

have natural isomorphisms of the automorphism groups:

Gal((L.k)(t, s)/k(t, s)) ∼= Aut((L.F )/((L.F ) ∩ k(t, s))) ∼= Gal(L/k(tp, sp)).

Hence the fixed field Linsep of Aut((L.F )/((L.F )∩k(t, s))) is contained in the fixed

field k(t, s) of Gal(L.k(t, s)/k(t, s)):

Linsep ⊂ k(t, s).

This proves that (L.F ) ∩ k(t, s) is a purely inseparable extension of k(tp, sp) of

degree p. Finally, F ∩ k(t, s) = (L.F ) ∩ k(t, s), which completes the proof of Claim

and, with it, of Lemma 10.5. □
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[29] M. Vaquié, Famille admise associée à une valuation de K[x], in: Singularités franco-
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