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OKUTSU SEQUENCES IN HENSELIAN VALUED FIELDS

ENRIC NART

Abstract. For (K, v) a Henselian valued field, let θ ∈ K with minimal polynomial F
over K. Okutsu sequences of θ have been defined only when the extension K(θ)/K is

defectless. In this paper, we extend this concept to arbitrary θ ∈ K and we show that
these objects are essentially equivalent to Okutsu frames of F and to Mac Lane-Vaquié
chains of the natural valuation on K[x] induced by θ.

Introduction

Let (K, v) be a Henselian valued field and let us still denote by v the unique extension
of v to some fixed algebraic closure K. Let vK = v(K∗) be the value group and Kv the
residue field of v over K. Note that Γ := vK is a divisible hull of vK.

Consider a finite simple field extension L/K. The ramification index e(L/K), inertia
degree f(L/K) and defect d(L/K) of this extension are three natural numbers linked by

[L : K] = e(L/K)f(L/K)d(L/K).

By a celebrated resut of Ostrowski, d(L/K) is a power of the residual characteristic p of
(K, v); that is, p = 1 if Kv has characteristic zero, and p = char(Kv) otherwise.

Let L = K(θ) for some θ ∈ K with minimal polynomial F over K. Such an F is said to
be a “generator” of L/K. Our leitmotif is the following relevant question.

Problem. Compute e(L/K), f(L/K), d(L/K), in terms of any given generator F of L/K.

This problem was solved by Mac Lane when v is discrete of rank one and L/K is separable
[10, 11]. It is well-known that d(L/K) = 1 in this classical situation. Seventy years later,
Vaquié extended Mac Lane’s theory to valued fields (K, v) of arbitrary rank [22].

MacLane realized that the link between (L/K, v) and F could be described in terms of
the following valuation on the polynomial ring:

vF : K[x] −→ Γ ∪ {∞}, g 7−→ vF (g) = v(g(θ)).

Since v−1
F (∞) = FK[x], the valuations vF and v (on L) determine one each other through

vF : K[x] −։ K[x]/(F )
∼−→ L

v−→ Γ ∪ {∞},
where the isomorphism K[x]/(F )

∼→ L is induced by x 7→ θ.
The set of all extensions of v to K[x] taking values inside Γ is partially ordered, with

respect to the following ordering:

(1) µ ≤ ν ⇐⇒ µ(f) ≤ ν(f) for all f ∈ K[x].

MacLane showed that vF can be constructed from v by applying a finite number of
augmentations of valuations on K[x] extending v:

(2) v
φ0,γ0−→ µ0

φ1,γ1−→ µ1 −→ · · · φr−1,γr−1−→ µr−1
F,∞−→ µr = vF ,

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 13A18 (12J10).
Key words and phrases. defect, Henselian field, Krasner’s constant, Mac Lane-Vaquié chain, main invari-
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where φ0, . . . , φr−1 ∈ K[x] are certain key polynomials and γ0, . . . , γr−1 ∈ vL ⊆ Γ. The
initial step v → µ0 is just a formal augmentation. The monic polynomial φ0 has degree one
and µ0 is determined by µ0(φ0) = γ0 and

(3) µ0

(

∑

0≤n
anφ

n
0

)

:= min
0≤n

{v(an) + nγ0} = min
0≤n

{µ0 (anφ
n
0 )}.

Similarly, given a valuation µ on K[x], a key polynomial φ for µ (cf. Definition 1.2) and
a value γ ∈ Γ such that γ > µ(φ), then the augmentation

µ
φ,γ−→ ν

is defined as follows in terms of φ-expansions. Every g ∈ K[x] can be written in a unique
way as g =

∑

0≤n anφ
n, for some an ∈ K[x] with deg(an) < deg(φ). Then, we define

(4) ν(g) := min
0≤n

{µ(an) + nγ} = min
0≤n

{ν (anφn)}.

In each augmentation µ → ν, we consider some relative ramification index e(µ → ν) and
inertia degree f(µ → ν). Under certain technical condition on the chain (2), one has

(5)
e(L/K) = e(v → µ0) · · · e(µr−2 → µr−1),
f(L/K) = f(µ0 → µ1) · · · f(µr−1 → µr).

The paper [1] presents an algorithm computing the chain (2) and the relative ramification
index and inertia degree of each augmentation.

This approach of Mac Lane was generalized by Vaquié to valuations of arbitrary rank.
In this general setting, it is necessary to consider a new type of limit augmentations.

A Mac Lane-Vaquié (MLV) chain of vF is a chain as in (2) made of a mixture of
ordinary augmentations (defined as in (4)) and limit augmentations. A certain technical
condition is imposed too, in order to ensure the validity of (5) and guarantee a certain
unicity property. The precise definitions can be found in Section 1.2.

Besides proving the existence of MLV chains, Vaquié showed that the defectless extensions
are precisely those where no limit augmentations appear [23]. More precisely, the defect
can be expressed as well as a product of relative defects:

d(L/K) = d(µ0 → µ1) · · · d(µr−1 → µr),

where d(µn → µn+1) = 1 if and only if the augmentation µn → µn+1 is ordinary. This
“defect formula” of Vaquié was extended in [16] to arbitrary (not necessarily Henselian)
valued fields (K, v).

Let us emphasize that it is an open problem to design an algorithm computing MLV
chains of a given vF and the relative data e(µn → µn+1), f(µn → µn+1), d(µn → µn+1)
of each augmentation. In [1], some algorithms are described solving this question in a few
particular cases that go beyond the classical discrete rank-one setting.

Okutsu sequences of algebraic elements were introduced by Okutsu for complete, dis-
crete, rank-one valued fields, as a tool to construct integral bases [18]. An Okutsu sequence
of a given θ ∈ K is a finite list of algebraic elements with increasing degree over K:

[α0, α1, . . . , αr−1, αr = θ], 1 = degK α0 < · · · < degK αr−1 < degK θ,

satisfying the following conditions for all β ∈ K and all 0 ≤ i < r:

• degK β < degK αi+1 =⇒ v(θ − β) ≤ v(θ − αi),
• degK β < degK αi =⇒ v(θ − β) < v(θ − αi).
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Roughly speaking, the αi are a kind of “better approximations” to θ in the v-adic topology,
according to their degree over K.

Under the form of distinguished chains of algebraic elements, these objects have been
developed by several authors, mainly in the Henselian case [19, 3, 4]. The equivalence
between Okutsu sequences and distinguished chains was established in [13] for defectless
extensions of Henselian valued fields of an arbitrary rank. For defect extensions, neither
Okutsu sequences nor distinguished chains exist.

Let Irr(K) be the set of all monic, irreducible polynomials in K[x]. The connection
between Okutsu’s and Mac Lane’s ideas was first detected in [9]. In the discrete rank-one
case, it was proved that Okutsu frames of a monic F ∈ Irr(K) are essentially the same
objects as MLV chains of vF . Consider the following weight function with respect to F :

w(g) := vF (g)/deg(g) ∈ Γ, for all g ∈ K[x] \K.

An Okutsu frame of F is a finite list of polynomials in Irr(K), with increasing degree:

[F0, F1, . . . , Fr−1, Fr = F ], 1 = deg(F0) < · · · < deg(Fr−1) < deg(F ),

satisfying the following conditions for all monic g ∈ K[x] and all 0 ≤ i < r:

• deg(g) < deg(Fi+1) =⇒ w(g) ≤ w(Fi),
• deg(g) < deg(Fi) =⇒ w(g) < w(Fi).

The main result of [9] states that the polynomials in an Okutsu frame of F are key
polynomials of a certain MLV chain of vF , and viceversa. This result was generalized in
[12] to defectless extensions of valued fields of arbitrary rank.

Finally, in [2] this equivalence has been extended to arbitrary extensions of valued fields
of arbitrary rank. For defect extensions, classical Okutsu frames defined as above do not
exist; thus, the definition of an Okutsu frame needs to be modified. For certain degrees,
individual polynomials must be replaced with infinite families of polynomials.

Now, let us sketch the content of the paper. In Section 1, we introduce the necessary
background on MLV chains and their connection with Okutsu frames. Most of the content
of this section is taken from [15] and [2].

In Section 2, we discuss the relationship between weights and distances of polynomials
in K[x], with respect to a fixed θ ∈ K. This material is crucial to prove our main result
in Section 3, where we introduce Okutsu sequences of an arbitrary θ ∈ K, not necessarily
defectless. In Theorem 3.4, we show that they are essentially equivalent to Okutsu frames
of the minimal polynomial of θ over K.

In Section 4, we review (and correct) the results of [13] on the comparison of the main
invariant δ(θ) and Krasner’s constant ω(θ), defined as follows

δ(θ) := δ(F ) = sup{v(θ − α) | α ∈ K, degK α < degK θ},
ω(θ) := ω(F ) = max{v(θ − θ′) | θ′ ∈ Z(F ), θ′ 6= θ},

where Z(F ) is the multiset of all roots of F in K, counting multiplicities. By Krasner’s
lemma, δ(θ) ≤ ω(θ), if θ is separable. It is well-known that δ(θ) = ω(θ) in the tame case
[21]. We give a short proof of this fact and we find an explicit formula for this invariant in
terms of the data supported by any MLV chain of vF (Corollary 4.7).

In Section 5, we display several rank-one examples, including some counterexamples to
[13, Thm. 3.4]. Some defect examples suggest that the presence of defect does not increase
the difference ω(θ)− δ(θ). This leads to the following conjecture.

Conjecture. For a rank-one Henselian (K, v), take L = K(θ) for some separable θ ∈ K.
If Lv/Kv is separable and e(L/K) is not divisible by char(Kv), then δ(θ) = ω(θ).
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1. Mac Lane-Vaquié chains and Okutsu frames

Recall that Γ := vK = vK ⊗Z Q is the divisible hull of vK. From now on, we shall write
Γ∞ instead of Γ ∪ {∞}.
1.1. Valuations on K[x]. A valuation onK[x], taking values in Γ, is a mapping µ : K[x] →
Γ∞, satisfying the following conditions for all f, g ∈ K[x]:

• µ(1) = 0, µ(0) = ∞,
• µ(fg) = µ(f) + µ(g),
• µ(f + g) ≥ min{µ(f), µ(g)}.

Let T (Γ) be the set of all valuations on K[x], taking values in Γ, and extending v. This
set has the structure of a tree (all intervals are totally ordered), with respect to the partial
ordering described in (1). The maximal elements in T (Γ) are said to be leaves of this tree.

For any µ ∈ T (Γ), the support of µ is the prime ideal

p := supp(µ) = µ−1(∞) ∈ Spec(K[x]).

Only the valuations with p = 0 can be extended to valuations on the field K(x). Actually,
every valuation µ induces in an obvious way a valuation µ̄ on the field of fractions of K[x]/p.
We denote by Γµ and kµ the value group and residue field of µ, which are defined as the
value group and residue field of µ̄, respectively.

Remark. For instance, if F ∈ Irr(K) is a generator of L/K, then the valuation vF has
support p = FK[x] and the valuation vF on K[x]/(F ) ≃ L can be identified with v. By
definition, we have ΓvF = vL and kvF = Lv.

Definition 1.1. We say that µ is residue-transcendental if p = 0 and kµ/Kv is tran-
scendental. In this case, the transcendence degree of kµ/Kv is equal to one.

The graded algebra of µ is the integral domain Gµ =
⊕

α∈Γµ
Pα(µ)/P+

α (µ), where

Pα(µ) = {f ∈ K[x] | µ(f) ≥ α} ⊇ P+
α (µ) = {f ∈ K[x] | µ(f) > α}.

Every f ∈ K[x] \ p has a homogeneous initial coefficient inµ f ∈ Gµ, defined as the image of

f in Pµ(f)/P+
µ(f).

Definition 1.2. Take a monic φ ∈ K[x] and let I(φ) be the principal ideal (inµ φ)Gµ. We
say that φ is µ-minimal if I(φ) contains no initial coefficient inµ f with deg(f) < deg(φ).
We say that φ is a key polynomial for µ if it is µ-minimal and I(φ) is a prime ideal.

Notation. Let KP(µ) be the set of all key polynomials for µ. If µ < ν in T (Γ), then we
denote by t(µ, ν) the set of all monic ϕ ∈ K[x] of minimal degree satisfying µ(ϕ) < ν(ϕ).

We have t(µ, ν) ⊆ KP(µ) ⊆ Irr(K).

Lemma 1.3. [22, Thm. 1.15] If µ < ν in T (Γ), then for all ϕ ∈ t(µ, ν), f ∈ K[x], we have

µ(f) < ν(f) ⇐⇒ inµ ϕ divides inµ f in Gµ.

Proposition 1.4. [14, Thm. 3.9] Let φ ∈ KP(µ). Then, µ(f)/deg(f) ≤ µ(φ)/deg(φ), for
all monic f ∈ K[x]. Equality holds if and only if f is µ-minimal.

The following criterion for the existence of key polynomials follows from [14, Thm 4.4]
and [15, Thm 2.3].

Theorem 1.5. For every µ ∈ T (Γ) the following conditions are equivalent.

(a) KP(µ) 6= ∅.
(b) µ is residue-transcendental.
(c) µ is not a leaf of T (Γ).
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Corollary 1.6. If p 6= 0, then KP(µ) = ∅ and µ is a leaf of T (Γ).

Proof. We have p = GK[x] for some monic, irreducible G ∈ K[x]. Since K[x]/p is
a field, for every f ∈ K[x] \ p there exists g ∈ K[x] such that fg ≡ 1 (mod p). Thus,
(inµ f)(inµ g) = inµ 1 in Gµ. Therefore, KP(µ) = ∅ because Gµ contains no homogeneous
prime elements. By Theorem 1.5, µ is a leaf in T (Γ). �

Definition 1.7. Let µ ∈ T (Γ) be residue-transcendental. We define the degree of µ as the
minimal degree of a key polynomial for µ. We denote it by deg(µ).

By Theorem 1.5, the residue-transcendental valuations admit augmentations in the tree
T (Γ). For our purposes, we consider only two specific types of augmentations.

Definition 1.8. For some µ ∈ T (Γ), take φ ∈ KP(µ) and γ ∈ Γ∞ such that γ > µ(φ). The
ordinary augmentation ν = [µ; φ, γ] is the valuation defined in (4).

If γ = ∞, then supp(ν) = φK[x] and ν is a leaf of T (Γ) by Corollary 1.6. If γ < ∞, then
φ becomes a key polynomial of minimal degree of ν [14, Cor. 7.3]. Thus, deg(ν) = deg(φ).

Let I be an infinite well-ordered set and A = (ρi)i∈I a family of valuations in T (Γ) such
that ρi < ρj whenever i < j in I.

We say that g ∈ K[x] is A-unstable if ρi(g) < ρj(g) whenever i < j in I. An A-unstable
polynomial of minimal degree is said to be a limit key polynomial for A. Let KP∞(A)
be the set of all limit key polynomials for A.

Definition 1.9. We say that A is a continuous family if all valuations ρi have the same
degree and KP∞(A) 6= ∅.

Take a continuous family A and φ ∈ KP∞(A). Let m = deg(φ). Every a ∈ K[x] with
deg(a) < m is necessarily A-stable; that is, there exists some i0 ∈ I such that

ρi(a) = ρj(a) for all j > i ≥ i0.

Let us denote this stable value by ρA(a).

Definition 1.10. Let A = (ρi)i∈I be a continuous family. Take φ ∈ KP∞(A) and γ ∈ Γ∞

such that γ > ρi(φ) for all i ∈ I. The limit augmentation ν = [A; φ, γ] is the valuation
in T (Γ) defined as follows on φ-expansions:

g =
∑

0≤n
anφ

n, deg(an) < deg(φ) =⇒ ν(g) = min
0≤n

{ρA(an) + nγ}.

If γ = ∞, then supp(ν) = φK[x] and ν is a leaf of T (Γ) by Corollary 1.6. If γ < ∞, then
φ becomes a key polynomial of minimal degree of ν [14, Cor. 7.13]. Thus, deg(ν) = deg(φ).

1.2. MLV chains. Let F ∈ K[x] be a generator of L/K. A celebrated theorem of Mac
Lane-Vaquié [22, 15] proves the existence of a finite chain of augmentations in T (Γ), with
end node vF :

(6) v
φ0,γ0−→ µ0

φ1,γ1−→ µ1
φ2,γ2−→ · · · −→ µr−1

F,∞−→ µr = vF ,

The formal augmentation v → µ0 was described in (3). It is easy to check that φ0 is a
key polynomial of µ0; thus, deg(µ0) = 1. Denote φr := F , γr := ∞. For 0 < i ≤ r, each
augmentation µi−1 → µi is of one of the following types:

Ordinary augmentation: µi = [µi−1; φi, γi], for some φi ∈ KP(µi−1).

Limit augmentation: µi = [Ai−1; φi, γi], for some φi ∈ KP∞(Ai−1), where Ai−1 is a
continuous family admitting µi−1 as its first valuation.
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By Theorem 1.5, the valuations µ0, . . . , µr−1 are residue-transcendental. Also,

mi := deg(µi) = deg(φi), µi(φi) = γi, 0 ≤ i ≤ r.

Definition. A chain of mixed augmentations as in (6) is said to be a Mac Lane–Vaquié
(MLV) chain of vF if it satisfies:

1 = m0 < · · · < mr = n and vF (φi) = γi for all 0 ≤ i < r.

Let us recall some intrinsic data of vF supported by every MLV chain of vF . For every
µ ∈ T (Γ), let κµ be the relative algebraic closure of Kv inside kµ. Also, let Γµ−1

:= vK.

Relative ramification indices and inertia degrees. For all 0 ≤ i < r, we define

ei :=
(

Γµi
: Γµi−1

)

, fi :=
[

κµi+1
: κµi

]

.

Relative defect. For all 0 ≤ i < r, we define

di :=

{

1, if µi → µi+1 is ordinary,

deg(φi+1)/deg(φi) if µi → µi+1 is limit.

Proposition 1.11. [22, 15]

(a) If µi → µi+1 is a limit augmentation, then ei = fi = 1.
(b) For all i ≥ 0 we have: mi+1 = eifidimi.
(c) e(L/K) = e0 · · · er−1, f(L/K) = f0 · · · fr−1, d(L/K) = d0 · · · dr−1.

Now, let us analyze some (non-intrinsic) elements in Γ associated to the MLV chain too.

Proposition 1.12. For every 0 < i ≤ r, the polynomial φi is µi−1-minimal.

Proof. If µi = [µi−1; φi, γi] is an ordinary augmentation, then φi is a key polynomial for
µi−1; hence, it is µi−1-minimal.

Suppose that µi = [Ai−1; φi, γi] is a limit augmentation. Let Ai−1 = (ρi)i∈I with µi−1 =
ρi0 , where i0 = min(I). Since φi is a limit key polynomial for Ai−1, it satisfies:

µi−1(φi) < ρi(φi) < vF (φi) for all i ∈ I, i > i0.

Take any ϕ ∈ t(µi−1, vF ). By Lemma 1.3, ϕ is a key polynomial for µi−1 and inµi−1
ϕ

divides inµi−1
φi in the graded algebra Gµi−1

. In particular, inµi−1
φi is not a unit and [16,

Cor. 5.3] shows that φi is µi−1-minimal. �

For every i ≥ 0, the Newton polygon Nµi,φi
(F ) is one-sided of slope γi [16, Thm. 5.2].

Thus, it is natural to say that γ0, . . . , γr−1 are the slopes of F , with respect to this particular
MLV chain of vF .

We may consider certain secondary slopes λ0, . . . , λr−1 ∈ Γ defined as follows:

λ0 := γ0, λi := γi − µi−1(φi) > 0 for all 0 < i < r.

The next identity was proven in [12], under the assumption that L/K was defectless.

Lemma 1.13. For all 0 ≤ i < r, we have
γi
mi

=
λ0

m0
+ · · ·+ λi

mi
.

Proof. This is obvious for i = 0. Suppose that i > 0. By Propositions 1.4 and 1.12,

γi−1

mi−1
=

µi−1(φi−1)

mi−1
=

µi−1(φi)

mi
=

γi − λi

mi
.

This proves the claimed identity by a recursive argument. �

The main advantage of MLV chains is that they support data intrinsically associated to
the valuation vF , like the sequence (mn)n≥0, the character “ordinary” or “limit” of each
augmentation step µi → µi+1 and the relative data ei, fi, di, of each step [15].
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In particular, all MLV chains of vF have the same length r. This common length is said
to be the depth of vF . We say that r is the depth of F as well.

These data are not intrinsically associated to the extension L/K. They depend on the
choice of the generator F . In Section 5, we shall see some examples of this dependence.

1.3. Okutsu frames. Let us fix some F ∈ Irr(K) of degree n > 1. Recall the weight
function (with respect to F ) that was defined in the Introduction:

w(g) := vF (g)/deg(g) ∈ Γ, for all g ∈ K[x] \K.

For m ∈ N, m > 1, denote

K[x]m := {g ∈ K[x] | g monic, 1 ≤ deg g < m} .
For every integer 1 < m ≤ n, consider the set

Wm = Wm(F ) := w (K[x]m) ⊆ Γ.

We say that a subset Φ ⊆ Irr(K) has a “common degree” if all polynomials in Φ have
the same degree. In this case, we denote this common degree by degΦ.

Definition 1.14. An Okutsu frame of F is a finite list

[Φ0,Φ1, . . . ,Φr−1,Φr = {F}]
of common-degree subsets of Irr(K), whose degrees grow strictly:

1 = m0 < m1 < · · · < mr = n, mℓ = degΦℓ, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r,

and the following fundamental property is satisfied for all 0 ≤ ℓ < r:

(OF0) For every g ∈ K[x]mℓ+1
, there exists φ ∈ Φℓ such that w(g) ≤ w(φ).

Moreover, the following additional properties are imposed, for all 0 ≤ ℓ < r:

(OF1) #Φℓ = 1 whenever max
(

Wmℓ+1

)

exists.

(OF2) If max
(

Wmℓ+1

)

does not exist, we assume that Φℓ is totally ordered with respect
to the action of w: φ < φ′ ⇐⇒ w(φ) < w(φ′).

(OF3) For all φ ∈ Φℓ, ϕ ∈ Φℓ+1, we have w(φ) < w(ϕ).

The following two theorems show that Okutsu frames of F and MLV chains of vF are
essentially equivalent objects.

Theorem 1.15. [2, Thm. 4.4] Let F ∈ Irr(K) and consider a MLV chain of vF :

v
φ0,γ0−→ µ0

φ1,γ1−→ µ1 −→ · · · φr−1,γr−1−→ µr−1
F,∞−→ µr = vF .

Then, [Φ0, . . . ,Φr−1,Φr = {F}] is an Okutsu frame of F , where for 0 ≤ ℓ < r, we consider
the following common-degree subsets of Irr(K):

• If µℓ → µℓ+1 is an ordinary augmentation, we take Φℓ = {φℓ}.
• If µℓ → µℓ+1 is a limit augmentation with respect to a continuous family Aℓ = (ρi)i∈Iℓ

of valuations, we take Φℓ = {χi | i ∈ Iℓ} with χi ∈ t(ρi, vF ).

For any monic polynomial φ ∈ K[x], the truncation of vF by φ is the following function
vF,φ, defined on the set K[x] in terms of φ-expansions:

g =
∑

0≤s

asφ
s, deg(as) < deg(φ) =⇒ vF,φ(g) := min

0≤s
{vF (asφs)}.

This function is not necessarily a valuation on K[x] [7].



8 NART

Theorem 1.16. [2, Thm. 4.5] Let [Φ0, . . . ,Φr−1,Φr = {F}] be an Okutsu frame of F ∈
Irr(K). For all 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r, choose an arbitrary φℓ ∈ Φℓ and denote γℓ = vF (φℓ). Then, the
truncation of vF by φℓ is a valuation µℓ fitting into a MLV chain of vF :

v
φ0,γ0−→ µ0

φ1,γ1−→ µ1 −→ · · · φr−1,γr−1−→ µr−1
F,∞−→ µr = vF .

If Φℓ = {φℓ}, then µℓ+1 = [µℓ; φℓ+1, γℓ+1] is an ordinary augmentation.
If Φℓ = {χi | i ∈ Jℓ}, then µℓ+1 = [Aℓ; φℓ+1, γℓ+1] is a limit augmentation with respect to

the essential continuous family Aℓ = {µℓ} ∪ (ρi)i∈Iℓ, where ρi = [µℓ; χi, vF (χi)] and Iℓ ⊆ Jℓ
contains the indices i such that vF (χi) > γℓ.

Corollary 1.17. Let [Φ0, . . . ,Φr−1,Φr = {F}] be an Okutsu frame of F ∈ Irr(K). Then:

(1) depth(F ) = r.
(2) 1 = m0 | m1 | · · · | mr−1 | deg(F ).
(3) F is defectless if and only if #Φℓ = 1 for all 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r.
(4) The set Φ0 ∪ · · · ∪Φr−1 ∪ {F} is a complete set of abstract key polynomials for vF .

Proof. Items (1), (2) and (3) follow from the results in Section 1.2.
Item (4) was proved in [2, Thm. 4.8]. �

For the definition of complete sets of abstract key polynomials, see [7] and [17].

2. Weight and distance of polynomials

For any α ∈ K we denote by IrrK(α) ∈ Irr(K) its minimal polynomial over K. We fix,
once and for all, some θ ∈ K and denote n := degK θ > 1, F := IrrK(θ).

Definition 2.1. For all monic f ∈ K[x], we define its distance of f to θ as:

d(f) := max {v(θ − α) | α ∈ Z(f)} ∈ Γ∞.

Clearly, the weight

w(f) = vF (f)/deg(f) = v(f(θ))/deg(f)

is simply the average of the values v(θ − α) for α running in the multiset Z(f). Thus,

w(f) ≤ d(f) for all f ∈ K[x].

The following observation is trivial.

Lemma 2.2. If f = f1 · · · ft is a product of monic polynomials in K[x], then:

w(f) ≤ max{w(fi) | 1 ≤ i ≤ t}, d(f) = max{d(fi) | 1 ≤ i ≤ t}.
For all f ∈ Irr(K), let ǫ(f) := v(β) be the common value of all β ∈ Z(f). Clearly,

ǫ(f) ≤ ω(f), where ω(f) is Krasner’s constant, defined in the Introduction.

Lemma 2.3. Let f ∈ Irr(K) be inseparable of degree m and take any ρ ∈ Γ. By taking
π ∈ K∗ with v(π) sufficiently large, the separable polynomial fsep := f + πx has degree m
and, for a proper ordering of the roots of f and fsep

Z(f) = {β1, . . . , βm}, Z(fsep) = {α1, . . . , αm},
we have v(βi − αi) > ρ, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Proof. Since f is inseparable, we have m > 1 and deg fsep = m. Since f is irreducible,
we have f ′ = 0, so that f ′

sep = π 6= 0 and fsep is separable.
Denote ǫ := ǫ(f), ω := ω(f), for simplicity. We may assume that ρ ≥ ω ≥ ǫ.
Take any π ∈ K with v(π) > mρ− ǫ. The Newton polygon Nv,x(f) has only one side of

slope −ǫ and end points (0,mǫ), (m, 0). Since v(π) > (m− 1)ǫ, the polynomial fsep has the
same Newton polygon: Nv,x(f) = Nv,x(fsep).
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Nv,x(f) = Nv,x(fsep)
mǫ

(m− 1)ǫ

v(π)

m10

Thus, v(α) = ǫ for all α ∈ Z(fsep) as well. Now, for any α ∈ Z(fsep), the inequality
∑

β∈Z(f)
v(β − α) = v(f(α)) = v(πα) > mρ,

implies the existence of some β ∈ Z(f) such that v(β − α) > ρ. Since ρ ≥ ω, for every
β′ ∈ Z(f), β′ 6= β, we have v(β′ − α) = v(β′ − β) ≤ ω. Thus, α is “very close” to a unique
root β of f (disregarding multiplicities). Applying this argument to all roots of fsep, we see
that v(βi − αi) > ρ, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m, for an opportune ordering of Z(f) and Z(fsep). �

Let us emphasize that fsep need not be irreducible. For instance, suppose that f is purely
inseparable and let L be the separable extension of K obtained by adjoining all roots of
fsep. Then, f is still irreducible over L[x], while fsep splits completely.

The following result is an immediate consequence of Lemma 2.3.

Corollary 2.4. Let β ∈ K and take ρ ∈ Γ. There exists a separable α ∈ K such that

degK α ≤ degK β and v(β − α) > ρ.

Corollary 2.5. Let f ∈ K[x] be a monic polynomial such that f(θ) 6= 0. Then, there exists
a separable monic polynomial fsep ∈ K[x] such that

deg f = deg fsep, w(f) = w(fsep) and d(f) = d(fsep).

Proof. If f is separable, we may take fsep = f .
Suppose that f is inseparable and irreducible of degree m. Take ρ ∈ Γ such that ρ ≥

max{ω(f), d(f)}. Let fsep = f + πx, with π ∈ K∗ satisfying

v(π) > mρ− ǫ(f) and v(π) > v(f(θ))− v(θ).

Since v(πθ) > v(f(θ)), we have v(f(θ)) = v(fsep(θ)), so that w(f) = w(fsep). As shown
in the proof of Lemma 2.3, for an opportune ordering of the multiset Z(f) = {β1, . . . , βm}
and the set Z(fsep) = {α1, . . . , αm}, we have

v(βi − αi) > ρ ≥ d(f) ≥ v(θ − βi), for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

This implies v(θ − βi) = v(θ − αi) for all i, so that d(f) = d(fsep).
Finally, suppose that f = φ1 · · ·φt is a product of monic irreducible polynomials in K[x].

For each irreducible factor φ of f , take a separable φsep of the same degree such that
w(φ) = w(φsep) and d(φ) = d(φsep), as indicated above. Let fsep be the product of all φsep.
Clearly, deg f = deg fsep.

Since deg φ = degφsep, we have v(φ(θ)) = v(φsep(θ)) for all φ; hence, v(f(θ)) = v(fsep(θ))
and w(f) = w(fsep). Also,

d(f) = max
φ|f

{d(φ)} = max
φ|f

{d(φsep)} = d(fsep).

This ends the proof. �
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Notation. For m ∈ N, m > 1, denote

K[x]sepm := {g ∈ K[x] | g monic, separable, 1 ≤ deg g < m} .
Irr(K)sepm := {g ∈ Irr(K) | g separable, 1 ≤ deg g < m} .

Corollary 2.6. Let m ∈ N, 1 < m ≤ n. Then, d (Irr(K)sepm ) = d (K[x]m) and w (Irr(K)sepm )
is cofinal in w (K[x]m).

Proof. By Corollary 2.5, we have

d (K[x]sepm ) = d (K[x]m) , w (K[x]sepm ) = w (K[x]m) .

By Lemma 2.2, d (Irr(K)sepm ) = d (K[x]sepm ) and w (Irr(K)sepm ) is cofinal in w (K[x]sepm ). �

The following result is inspired in [13, Thm. 2.3].

Proposition 2.7. Let f, g ∈ K[x] be monic, irreducible and separable polynomials. Then,
d(f) ≤ d(g) if and only if w(f) ≤ w(g).

Proof. Clearly, for any f ∈ K[x] we have

d(f) = ∞ ⇐⇒ f(θ) = 0 ⇐⇒ w(f) = ∞.

Thus, the case in which f(θ)g(θ) = 0 is trivial. Let us assume f(θ)g(θ) 6= 0.
Let ρ = max{d(f), d(g)}. By Corollary 2.4, there exists a separable θsep ∈ K such that

v(θ − θsep) > ρ. This implies

v(θ − α) = v(θsep − α), v(θ − β) = v(θsep − β), ∀α ∈ Z(f), ∀β ∈ Z(g).

Hence, we may assume that θ is separable. Let L ⊃ K be a finite Galois extension containing
θ and all roots of f and g. Let G = Gal(L/K). Choose α ∈ Z(f), β ∈ Z(g) such that
v(θ − α) = d(f), v(θ − β) = d(g). For all σ ∈ G we have

(7) v(θ − σ(θ)) ≥ min{v(θ − σ(α)), v(σ(α) − σ(θ))} = v(θ − σ(α)),

and similarly, v(θ − σ(θ)) ≥ v(θ − σ(β)).
Suppose that d(f) ≤ d(g); that is, v(θ − α) ≤ v(θ − β). We claim that

(8) v(θ − σ(α)) ≤ v(θ − σ(β)) for all σ ∈ G.

Indeed, if v(θ − σ(β)) = d(g), this follows from v(θ − σ(α)) ≤ d(f) ≤ d(g). On the other
hand, if v(θ − σ(β)) < d(g), then (8) follows from (7). Indeed,

v(θ − σ(α)) ≤ v(θ − σ(θ)) = min{v(θ − σ(β)), v(σ(β) − σ(θ))} = v(θ − σ(β)),

because v(θ − σ(β)) < d(g) = v(β − θ) = v(σ(β) − σ(θ)).
Since f and g are irreducible, G acts transitively on each of their sets of roots. Hence,

we may deduce from (8), the desired inequality w(f) ≤ w(g) as follows:

(9)
#G

deg f
v(f(θ)) =

∑

σ∈G

v(θ − σ(α)) ≤
∑

σ∈G

v(θ − σ(β)) =
#G

deg g
v(g(θ)).

Conversely, suppose w(f) ≤ w(g). We want to deduce that v(θ−α) ≤ v(θ−β). Suppose
that v(θ − α) > v(θ − β). Then, the above argument shows that (9) would hold, but
exchanging the role of f and g. Moreover, the inequality

∑

σ∈G

v(θ − σ(β)) ≤
∑

σ∈G

v(θ − σ(α))

would be strict because it is strict for σ = 1. This would imply w(g) < w(f), against our
assumption. �
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3. Okutsu sequences

We keep dealing with some fixed θ ∈ K of degree n > 1 over K and minimal polynomial
F := IrrK(θ). For every integer 1 < m ≤ n, consider the set

Vm = Vm(θ) :=
{

v(θ − β) | β ∈ K, degK β < m
}

⊆ Γ.

We say that a subset A ⊆ K has a “common degree” if all its elements have the same
degree over K. In this case, we shall denote this common degree by degK A.

Definition 3.1. An Okutsu sequence of θ is a finite list

[A0, A1, . . . , Ar−1, Ar = {θ}]
of common-degree subsets of K whose degrees grow strictly:

1 = m0 < m1 < · · · < mr = n, mℓ = degK Aℓ, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r,

and the following fundamental property is satisfied for all 0 ≤ ℓ < r:

(OS0) For all β ∈ K with degK β < mℓ+1, we have v(θ−β) ≤ v(θ−α) for some α ∈ Aℓ.

Moreover, the following additional properties are imposed, for all 0 ≤ ℓ < r:

(OS1) #Aℓ = 1 whenever max
(

Vmℓ+1

)

exists.

(OS2) If max
(

Vmℓ+1

)

does not exist, we assume that Aℓ is totally ordered with respect
to the following ordering: α < α′ ⇐⇒ v(θ − α) < v(θ − α′).

(OS3) For all α ∈ Aℓ, γ ∈ Aℓ+1, we have v(θ − α) < v(θ − γ).

Lemma 3.2. Let [A0, A1, . . . , Ar−1, Ar = {θ}] be an Okutsu sequence of θ of length r > 1.
For any α ∈ Ar−1 the list [A0, A1, . . . , Ar−2, {α}] is an Okutsu sequence of α.

Proof. Since r > 1, we have α 6∈ K. In order to prove the lemma, it suffices to show
that for every β ∈ K such that degK β < degK α, we have v(α−β) = v(θ−β). This follows
from the conditions (OS0) and (OS3). Indeed, there exists α′ ∈ Ar−2 such that

v(θ − β) ≤ v(θ − α′) < v(θ − α).

Hence, v(α− β) = v(θ − β). �

It is easy to check the existence of Okutsu sequences for all θ ∈ K. Take A of minimal
common degree m with the property that the family (v(θ − α))α∈A is cofinal in Vn. Then,
consider A = Ar−1 and m = mr−1. We may take then α ∈ A such that v(θ − a) > v(θ− β)
for all β ∈ K with degK β < degK α and iterate the argument with α.

The following observation is an immediate consequence of Corollary 2.4.

Lemma 3.3. Every θ ∈ K admits Okutsu sequences [A0, A1, . . . , Ar−1, Ar = {θ}] such that
all elements in A0 ∪ · · · ∪Ar−1 are separable over K.

Our aim in this section is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.4. Let θ ∈ K and F = IrrK(θ). Let [A0, A1, . . . , Ar−1, Ar = {θ}] be an Okutsu
sequence of θ and consider the subsets

Φℓ = {IrrK(α) | α ∈ Aℓ} , 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r.

Then, [Φ0, . . . ,Φr−1,Φr = {F}] is an Okutsu frame of F .
Conversely, let [Φ0, . . . ,Φr−1,Φr = {F}] be an Okutsu frame of F . For each 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r,

if Φℓ = (φi)i∈Iℓ, then take Aℓ = (αi)i∈Iℓ, where αi ∈ Z(φi) is chosen so that

v(θ − αi) = d(φi) for all i ∈ Iℓ.

Then, [A0, A1, . . . , Ar−1, Ar = {θ}] is an Okutsu sequence of θ.
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Notation. Given a subset S ⊆ Γ and ρ ∈ Γ, we write S < ρ to indicate that ρ is greater
than all elements in S.

The proof of Theorem 3.4 relies in the next two lemmas.

Lemma 3.5. Let m ∈ N, φ ∈ Irr(K) such that 1 ≤ deg φ < m ≤ n. Then, the following
conditions are equivalent:

(i) d(φ) = max(Vm) and φ has minimal degree with this property.
(ii) w(φ) = max(Wm) and φ has minimal degree with this property.

Proof. We claim that it suffices to prove the lemma under the assumption that φ is
irreducible and separable over K. Indeed, by Corollary 2.5, there exists a separable monic
φsep ∈ K[x] such that degφsep = deg φ, d(φsep) = d(φ) and w(φsep) = w(φ).

By Lemma 2.2, we have d(φsep) = d(η), w(φsep) ≤ w(ξ), for some irreducible factors η, ξ
of φsep in K[x]. Now, deg η < deg φsep contradicts (i), while deg ξ < deg φsep contradicts
(ii). Thus, if either (i) or (ii) hold, then φsep is irreducible. This ends the proof of our claim.

Let us assume that φ is irreducible and separable. Since d(K[x]m) is cofinal in Vm, the
conditions (i) and (ii) can be rewritten as:

(i) d(g) ≤ d(φ) for all g ∈ K[x]m, d(g) < d(φ) for all g ∈ K[x]deg φ.
(ii) w(g) ≤ w(φ) for all g ∈ K[x]m, w(g) < w(φ) for all g ∈ K[x]deg φ.

By Corollary 2.6, we can assume that g is irreducible and separable too. Then, the
equivalence between (i) and (ii) follows from Proposition 2.7. �

Lemma 3.6. Let m ∈ N and Φ ⊆ Irr(K) be a common-degree family such that 1 ≤ degΦ <
m ≤ n. Then, the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) The set d (Φ) is cofinal in Vm and d (K[x]deg Φ) < d(φ) for some φ ∈ Φ.
(ii) The set w (Φ) is cofinal in Wm and w (K[x]deg Φ) < w(φ) for some φ ∈ Φ.

Proof. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.5, we can assume that all φ ∈ Φ are
separable. Then, by completely analogous arguments, the result follows from Corollary 2.6
and Proposition 2.7. �

Proof of Theorem 3.4. Take B0 := {θ}, n0 := n, and Λ0 := {F}. If Vn admits a maximal
element, then we take α ∈ K with degK α minimal such that v(θ−α) = max(Vn). Consider

B1 = {α}, n1 = degK α; Λ1 = {φ}, φ = IrrK(α).

By Lemma 3.5, w(φ) = max(Wn) and φ has minimal degree among all monic polynomials
with this property.

If Vn has no maximal element, we take a common-degree family B1 = (αi)i∈I such that
the values v(θ − αi) are cofinal in Vn and degK B1 is minimal among all common-degree
families with this property. Consider

n1 = degK B1; Λ1 = (φi)i∈I , φi = IrrK(αi) for all i ∈ I.

By Lemma 3.6, w(Λ1) is cofinal inWn and deg Λ1 = n1 is minimal among all common-degree
families with this property.

A similar procedure with the sets Vn1
and Wn1

leads to similar common-degree sets B2,
Λ2 of degree n2 < n1. The iteration of this procedure ends with some Br, Λr of degree one.
Then, obviously the list [A0, . . . , Ar−1, Ar = {θ}] obtained by reversing the ordering:

Ai := Br−i, mi := nr−i for all 0 ≤ i ≤ r,

is an Okutsu sequence of θ. By Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6, the list [Φ0, . . . ,Φr−,Φr = {F}] where
Φi := Λr−i for all i, is an Okutsu frame of F . This ends the proof of Theorem 3.4. �

The following remark is a direct consequence of Theorems 1.15, 1.16 and 3.4.
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Corollary 3.7. The length of every Okutsu sequence [A0 . . . , Ar] of θ is equal to the depth
of F . Moreover, the set Ai is a one-element set if and only if the augmentation µi → µi+1

is ordinary in every MLV chain of vF .

4. Main invariant and Krasner’s constant

Definition 4.1. A separable and defectless extension L/K is said to be tame if Lv/Kv is
separable and e(L/K) is not divisible by char(Kv).

Let Ks be the separable closure of K in K. The ramification subgroup of Gal(Ks/K)
is defined as follows:

Gram = {σ ∈ Gal(Ks/K) | v(σ(c) − c) > v(c), ∀ c ∈ (Ks)∗} .
Its fixed field Kram = (Ks)G

ram

is called the ramification field of the extension Ks/K.
This field is the unique maximal tame extension of K in K. More precisely, for every
algebraic extension L/K, the subfield

Ltame := L ∩Kram

is the unique maximal tame subextension of L/K.

Let θ ∈ Ks and F = IrrK(θ). We saw in the Introduction that

δ(θ) ≤ ω(θ),

where δ(θ) is the main invariant of θ and ω(θ) is its Krasner’s constant. If K(θ)/K is tame,
then δ(θ) = ω(θ) [21], and there are several formulas computing δ(θ) in terms of different
invariants [5, 6, 20].

In this Section, we focus our attention on an apparently stronger result from [13] which,
unfortunately, is false.

False statement. [13, Thm. 3.4] Let [α0, . . . , αr−1, θ] be an Okutsu sequence of a separable
and defectless θ ∈ K. If K(αr−1)/K is tame, then δ(θ) = ω(θ).

We shall reproduce the ideas of [13], obtaining a short proof of the equality δ(θ) = ω(θ)
in the tame case. Also, we shall save from [13] a nice computation of δ(θ) in terms of the
secondary slopes of any MLV chain of vF .

Throught this Section, θ ∈ K will be assumed to be separable and defectless over K. By
Theorem 3.4 and Corollary 1.17, we may fix a classical Okutsu sequence

[α0, α1, . . . , αr−1, αr = θ],

of degrees 1 = m0 | m1 | · · · | mr−1 | mr = n. We denote

δ−1 := −∞ < δ0 := v(θ − α0) < · · · < δr−1 := v(θ − αr−1) < δr := ∞.

Note that δr−1 = δ(θ). By Lemma 3.3, we may assume that α0, . . . , αr−1 are separable over
K. By Lemma 3.2, all αi are defectless.

The next (crucial) result is inspired in the original ideas of Okutsu [9, 18].

Proposition 4.2. For some index 0 ≤ i ≤ r, let M/K be a finite Galois extension con-
taining K(θ, αi). Let G = Gal(M/K) and consider the subgroups

Hi = {σ ∈ G | v(θ − σ(θ)) > δi−1)} ⊇ H i = {σ ∈ G | v(θ − σ(θ)) ≥ δi}.

Let MHi ⊂ MHi ⊂ M be the respective fixed fields. Then,

K(αi)
tame ⊆ MHi ⊆ MHi ⊆ K(θ) ∩K(αi).
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Proof. In order to see that MHi ⊂ K(θ) ∩ K(αi), it suffices to show that all σ ∈ G
fixing θ or αi belong to H i. If σ(θ) = θ, then obviously σ ∈ H i. If σ(αi) = αi, then

v(σ(θ)− αi) = v(σ(θ)− σ(αi)) = v(θ − αi) = δi.

Hence, σ ∈ H i, because v(θ − σ(θ)) ≥ min{v(θ − αi), v(αi − σ(θ))} = δi.
Finally let us prove that K(αi)

tame ⊂ MHi . We must prove that

(10) Hi ⊆ {σ ∈ G | v(σ(c) − c) > v(c), ∀c ∈ K(αi)
∗}.

If i = 0, then α0 ∈ K and (10) is obvious. If i > 0, then every c ∈ K(αi)
∗ can be written as

c = g(αi) for some g ∈ K[x] with deg(g) < mi. Write g = a
∏

ξ∈Z(g)(x − ξ). For all σ ∈ G

we have

(11)
σ(c)

c
=

g(σ(αi))

g(αi)
=

∏

ξ

σ(αi)− ξ

αi − ξ
=

∏

ξ

(

1 +
σ(αi)− αi

αi − ξ

)

.

If σ ∈ Hi, then v (σ(θ)− θ) > δi−1, so that

v (σ(αi)− αi) ≥ min {v (σ(αi)− σ(θ)) , v (σ(θ)− θ) , v (θ − αi)} > δi−1.

By the minimality of mi, we have v(θ − ξ) ≤ δi−1 for every ξ ∈ Z(g). Hence,

v(αi − ξ) = min {v(αi − θ), v(θ − ξ)} = v(θ − ξ) ≤ δi−1,

and this implies v((σ(αi) − αi)/(αi − ξ)) > 0. By (11), we deduce v

(

σ(c)

c
− 1

)

> 0, and

this proves (10). �

Corollary 4.3. If for some 0 ≤ i ≤ r the element αi is tame, then Hi = H i. In particular,
if θ is tame, then δ(θ) = ω(θ).

Proof. If αi is tame, then all inclusions in the chain

K(αi) = K(αi)
tame ⊆ MHi ⊆ MHi ⊆ K(αi)

must be equalities. By Galois theory, we have Hi = H i. For i = r, we have αr = θ and
δr = ∞. The equality Hr = Hr implies δ(θ) = ω(θ). �

Corollary 4.4. If θ is tame, then α0, . . . , αr−1 are tame and

(12) K = K(α0) ⊆ K(α1) ⊆ · · · ⊆ K(αr−1) ⊆ K(θ).

Proof. Denote Ki = K(αi) for all 0 < i < r. By [13, Lem. 2.9], the Okutsu sequence
of θ is a distinguished chain. In the terminology of [3], the “fundamental principle” states
that we have two chains of inclusions:

vK ⊆ vK1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ vKr−1 ⊆ vL, Kv ⊆ (K1)v ⊆ · · · ⊆ (Kr−1)v ⊆ Lv.

If θ is tame, then all extensions (Ki)v/Kv are separable and all ramification indices e(Ki/K)
are not divisible by char(Kv). Therefore, α0, . . . , αr−1 are tame. The chain of inclusions
(12) follows from Proposition 4.2. �

In the next result, we denote by
{

δt00 , . . . , δ
tr−1

r−1

}

the multiset whose underlying set is

{δ0, . . . , δr−1} and each element δi appears with multiplicity ti.

Theorem 4.5. If θ ∈ K is tame, then the following multisets of cardinality n− 1 coincide:
{

v
(

θ − θ′
)

| θ′ ∈ Z(F ), θ′ 6= θ
}

=
{

δt00 , . . . , δ
tr−1

r−1

}

,

where ti = (n/mi)− (n/mi+1) for all 0 ≤ i < r.
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Proof. Let M/K be a finite Galois extension of K containing K(θ) and let G =
Gal(M/K). By Corollaries 4.3 and 4.4, the subgroups of G defined in Proposition 4.2
satisfy Hi = H i for all 0 ≤ i ≤ r. Therefore, {δ0, . . . , δr−1} is the underlying set of the
multiset {v (θ − σ(θ)) | σ ∈ G, σ(θ) 6= θ}. It remains to find a concrete formula for the
multiplicity ti of each value δi. To this end, consider the chain of subgroups

G = H0 ⊃ H1 ⊃ · · · ⊃ Hr−1 ⊃ Hr = Gal(M/K(θ)).

The corresponding chain of fixed fields is K = K(α0) ⊆ · · · ⊆ K(αr−1) ⊆ K(θ) = L.
The natural action of G on Z(F ) induces a bijection:

G/Hr −→ Z(F ), σ 7−→ σ(θ).

which restricts to bijections:

Hi/Hr −→ Zi(F ) :=
{

θ′ ∈ Z(F ) | v
(

θ − θ′
)

≥ δi
}

.

Hence, the multiplicity ti = #Zi(F )−#Zi+1(F ) is equal to:

ti = #Hi/Hr −#Hi+1/Hr = [L : K(αi)]− [L : K(αi+1)] = (n/mi)− (n/mi+1).

This ends the proof. �

We may deduce from Theorem 4.5 a nice relationship between weights and distances of
the minimal polynomials φi = IrrK(αi), for all 0 ≤ i < r.

Corollary 4.6. Suppose that θ is tame. Then,

d(φi)− d(φi−1) = mi (w(φi)−w(φi−1)) for all 0 < i < r.

Proof. Let us fix some index 0 < i < r. By Lemma 3.2, [α0, . . . , αi] is an Okutsu
sequence of αi. On the other hand, αi is tame by Corollary 4.4. Theorem 4.5, applied to
αi, yields the following equality of multisets:

{

v
(

α− α′
)

| α′ ∈ Z(φi), α′ 6= α
}

=
{

δ
ti,0
0 , . . . , δ

ti,i−1

i−1

}

,

where ti,j = (mi/mj) − (mi/mj+1) for all 0 ≤ j < i. Now, for every α′ ∈ Z(φi), α
′ 6= α,

we have v(α− α′) ≤ δi−1 < δi = v(θ − α). Hence,

v(θ − α′) = min{v(θ − α), v(α − α′)} = v(α− α′).

We deduce a formula for w(φi):

miw(φi) =
∑

α′∈Z(φi)

v(θ − α′) = δi +
∑

α′ 6=α

v(α− α′) = ti,0δ0 + · · ·+ ti,i−1δi−1 + δi.

For the weight of φi−1 we have an analogous formula, so that

miw(φi−1) =
mi

mi−1
mi−1w(φi−1) =

mi

mi−1
(ti−1,0δ0 + · · · + ti−1,i−2δi−2 + δi−1) .

Straightforward computation shows that

mi (w(φi)− w(φi−1)) = δi − δi−1.

This ends the proof, because d(φi) = δi for all i, by the definition of an Okutsu sequence. �

We end this section with an explicit formula for the main invariant δ(θ) in terms of the
discrete invariants attached to a MLV chain of the valuation vF .

By Theorems 1.15, 1.16 and 3.4, the valuation vF admits an MLV chain

v
φ0,γ0−→ µ0

φ1,γ1−→ µ1
φ2,γ2−→ · · · φr−1,γr−1−→ µr−1

F,∞−→ µr = vF
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where γi = µi(φi) = v(φi(θ)) for all i. Since F is defectless, all augmentations are ordinary.
Recall the secondary slopes introduced in Section 1.2:

λ0 := γ0, λi := γi − µi−1(φi), 0 < i ≤ r.

Corollary 4.7. If θ is tame, then δi = λ0 + · · ·+ λi, for all 0 ≤ i < r.

Proof. For i = 0, we have φ0 = x− α0 and

λ0 = γ0 = v(φ0(θ)) = v(θ − α0) = δ0.

Hence, the claimed equality is equivalent to

(13) δi − δi−1 = λi = γi − µi−1(φi).

Now, γi = vF (φi) = miw(φi). Also, since φi−1 and φi are both key polynomials for µi−1,
Proposition 1.4 shows that

µi−1(φi) =
mi

mi−1
µi−1(φi−1) =

mi

mi−1
γi−1 =

mi

mi−1
vF (φi−1) = miw(φi−1).

Thus, λi = mi (w(φi)− w(φi−1)) and the equality (13) follows from Corollary 4.6. �

5. Appendix: some examples

In this Section, we display several examples illustrating the equivalence between Okutsu
sequences of θ and MLV chains of vF . We address the following questions too:

• The computation of the relative invariants and the dependence of these data on the
choice of the generator F of a fixed extensions L/K.

• The failure (or not) of the equality δ(θ) = ω(θ).

In order to compute Krasner’s constant, we shall use the technique of the ramification
polygon [8]. If L = K(θ) and F = IrrK(θ), we may consider the polynomial

RF :=
1

θn
F (θx+ θ) ∈ L[x].

If F has roots θ, θ2, . . . , θn, then RF has roots (θ− θ2)/θ, . . . (θ− θn)/θ, besides the obvious
root 0. Therefore, the slopes of the Newton polygon of RF determine all values v(θ − θi)
and their multiplicities.

5.1. Defectless examples.

Example A1. Let K be the diadic field Q2, equipped with the 2-adic valuation v = ord2.
Consider the monic, irreducible polynomial

F = (x2 − 2)2 + 4x = x4 − 2x2 + 4x+ 4.

Let Z(F ) = {θ, θ2, θ3, θ4} and L = K(θ). We can obtain an MLV chain of vF as follows:

v
x, 1/2−→ µ0

φ, 5/4−→ µ1
F,∞−→ vF ,

where φ = x2 − 2 and both augmentations are ordinary. Hence, F is defectless and has
depth two, with relative invariants:

e0 = 2, f0 = 1; e1 = 2, f1 = 1 =⇒ e(L/K) = 4, f(L/K) = 1.

The corresponding Okutsu sequence is

[α0 = 0, α1 =
√
2, α2 = θ], m1 = 2.

Let us compute the main invariant. In the MLV chain we read that

δ0 = v(θ) = vF (x) = 1/2, vF (φ) = 5/4, δ2 = vF (F ) = ∞.
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At least one of the values v(θ +
√
2), v(θ −

√
2) is smaller than 3/2 = v(2

√
2), because

5/4 = v(θ2 − 2) = v(θ +
√
2) + v(θ −

√
2).

Since θ +
√
2 = θ −

√
2 + 2

√
2, we deduce that

δ(θ) = δ1 = v(θ −
√
2) = v(θ +

√
2) = 5/8.

Since e(L/K) = 4, we have
√
2 6∈ L, so that K(α1) 6⊆ L. Thus, the chain in (12) no longer

holds beyond the tame case.
The ramification polygon of F is one-sided of slope -1/6. Hence, for i = 2, 3, 4 we have

v ((θ − θi)/θ) = 1/6 and v(θ − θi) =
1

6
+

1

2
=

2

3
.

Therefore, ω(θ) = 2/3 > δ(θ).

Example A2. In the same field L of Example A1, let us choose an Eisenstein generator.
For instance, the element η := (θ2 − 2)/2 satisfies η2 = −θ and

G := IrrK(η) = x4 − 2x− 2.

This new generator G of the previous extension L/K has depth one and vG admits the
following MLV, consisting of a single ordinary augmentation:

v
x, 1/4−→ µ0

G,∞−→ vG, e0 = 4, f0 = 1.

The corresponding Okutsu sequence is [α0 = 0, α1 = η].
Thus, the main invariant of η is δ(η) = δ0 = 1/4. The ramification polygon of G is

one-sided of slope -1/12. Hence, for i = 2, 3, 4 we have

v ((η − ηi)/η) = 1/12 and v(η − ηi) =
1

12
+

1

4
=

1

3
,

Therefore, ω(η) = 1/3 > δ(η).
Since α0 ∈ K, this separable and defectless η is a counterexample to [13, Thm. 3.4].

Example B. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0. Let t, y be
indeterminates and consider K = k(t)((y)), equipped with the y-adic valuation v = ordy.
Let M be the maximal ideal of the valuation ring. Take

F = xp − yp−1x− t ∈ K[x].

Let L = K(θ) for some θ ∈ Z(F ). This polynomial F is irreducible and f(L/K) = p,
because F ≡ xp − t (mod M) is irreducible modulo M. In particular, Lv/Kv is purely
inseparable.

A MLV chain of vF and the corresponding Okutsu sequence would be:

v
x, 0−→ µ0

F,∞−→ vF , [α0 = 0, α1 = θ],

where the unique augmentation is ordinary. The main invariant of θ is δ(θ) = δ0 = 0.
Since Z(F ) = θ + yFp, we see that Krasner’s constant of θ is ω(θ) = 1 > δ(θ).
On the other hand, this example is another counterexample to [13, Thm. 3.4].
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5.2. Defect examples. Let k be an algebraically closed field of odd characteristic p. For
an indeterminate y, consider the field k((yQ)) of power series in y with rational exponents.
The support of a power series is the following set:

s =
∑

q∈Q
aqy

q =⇒ supp (s) = {q ∈ Q | aq 6= 0} ⊆ Q.

The Hahn field H ⊂ k((yQ)) consists of all power series with well-ordered support. It is an
algebraically closed field. The valuation v = ordy on k(y) admits a unique extension to H,
defined by v(s) := min(supp(s)). Clearly,

vH = Q and Hv = k.

Let K be be the perfect hull of k((y)) in H. That is,

K =
⋃

n∈N
k((y1/p

n

)).

Let K ⊆ H be the algebraic closure of K in H. Any finite subextension K ⊆ L ⊆ K with
[L : K] = pm is necessarily immediate, with d(L/K) = pm.

Example C. Consider the Artin-Schreier polynomial

F = xp − x− y−1 ∈ K[x].

We can exhibit a concrete root α of F in H, namely

α =

∞
∑

i=1

y−1/pi ∈ H, v(α) = −1/p.

Clearly, α 6∈ K because the denominators of the exponents of y are unbounded. Since
Z(F ) = α+Fp, we see that F is irreducible in K[x] and Krasner’s constant of α is ω(α) = 0.

Consider the partial sums of the series defining α:

αm :=
m
∑

i=1

y−1/pi ∈ K, for all m ∈ N.

An Okutsu sequence of α could be, for instance:
[

A0 = {αm}m∈N , A1 = {α}
]

.

Thus, α has depth one and a MLV chain of vF would consist of a single limit augmentation.
The main invariant of α is

δ(α) = sup{v(α − αm) | m ∈ N)} = 0 = ω(α).

Example D1. Let L = K(α, y1/2), which has degree 2p over K, with e(L/K) = 2 and

d(L/K) = p. Take θ = y1/2α as a generator of L. The minimal polynomial of θ over K is:

F =
(

xp − y(p−1)/2x
)2

− yp−2.

An Okutsu sequence of θ is
[

A0 = {0}, A1 =
{

y1/2αm

}

m∈N
, A2 = {θ}

]

, m1 = 2.

Thus, F has depth two and the MLV chains of vF will have an ordinary augmentation,
followed by a limit augmentation. The main invariant of θ is:

δ(θ) = sup
{

v
(

θ − y1/2αm

)

| m ∈ N

}

= 1/2.
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It is easy to check that the roots of F are:

Z(F ) = y1/2 (α+ Fp) ∪−y1/2 (α+ Fp) .

Hence, ω(θ) = 1/2 = δ(θ).

Example D2. For the same field L = K(α, y1/2) of the previous example, take η = α+y1/2

as a generator over K. The minimal polynomial of η over K is:

G =
(

xp − x− y−1
)2 − y

(

y(p−1)/2 − 1
)2

.

An Okutsu sequence of θ is
[

A0 = {αm}m∈N , A1 = {α}, A2 = {θ}
]

, m1 = p.

Thus, G has depth two and the MLV chains of vG will have a limit augmentation, followed
by an ordinary augmentation. The main invariant of η is: δ(η) = v (η − α) = 1/2.

The roots of G are: Z(G) = α+ Fp ± y1/2, so that ω(η) = 1/2 = δ(η).

Example E. For the same α ∈ Z(xp − x− y−1) of the previous examples, take

θ :=

∞
∑

i=1

(

y−1α
)1/pi ∈ H.

Since θ satisfies θp − θ = y−1α, its minimal polynomial over K is

F = (xp − x)p − y1−p (xp − x)− y−1−p

The extension L = K(θ) has [L : K] = d(L/K) = p2. An Okutsu sequence of θ is
[

A0 =
{

(y−1αm)1/p
}

m∈N
, A1 =

{

m
∑

i=1

(

y−1α
)1/pi

}

m∈N

, A2 = {θ}
]

, m1 = p.

Thus, F has depth two and the MLV chains of vF will have two consecutive limit augmen-
tations. The δ-invariants of the sequence are:

δ0 = −1/p, δ1 = δ(θ) = 0.

Since Z(F ) = θ + Fp + Fpα, we have ω(θ) = 0 as well.
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