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FIELDS WITH ANALYTIC STRUCTURE

R. CLUCKERS! AND L. LIPSHITZ?

ABSTRACT. We present a unifying theory of fields with certain classes of an-
alytic functions, called fields with analytic structure. Both real closed fields
and Henselian valued fields are considered. For real closed fields with analytic
structure, o-minimality is shown. For Henselian valued fields, both the model
theory and the analytic theory are developed. We give a list of examples
that comprises, to our knowledge, all principal, previously studied, analytic
structures on Henselian valued fields, as well as new ones. The b-minimality
is shown, as well as other properties useful for motivic integration on valued
fields. The paper is reminiscent of [Denef, van den Dries, p-adic and real
subanalytic sets. Ann. of Math. (2) 128 (1988) 79-138], of [Cohen, Paul J.
Decision procedures for real and p-adic fields. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 22
(1969) 131-151], and of [Fresnel, van der Put, Rigid analytic geometry and its
applications. Progress in Mathematics, 218 Birkhauser (2004)], and unifies
work by van den Dries, Haskell, Macintyre, Macpherson, Marker, Robinson,
and the authors.

1. INTRODUCTION

We begin with some background. Let A be a Noetherian ring, ¢t € A and assume
that A is t-adically complete. The notion of a valued field with analytic A-structure
was introduced by van den Dries in [vdD]. The principal example is A = Z[[t]],
and the corresponding “analytic functions” are the strictly convergent power series
over A (i.e. the elements of T, (Z[[t]]) = {>_ a,&”: a, — 0 t-adically as |v| — co}.)
The natural homomorphisms Z[[t]] — Qp,t — p, and Z[[t]] — F,((t)), Z — Z/pZ
give homomorphisms of T, (Z[[1]]) to Ta(Qp) = Qp(€) and Tu(Fy((1))) = Fp(()(E),
the rings of strictly convergent power series over Q, and F,((t)) respectively, and
thus the fields Q,, F,,((¢)) and ultraproducts of these fields are all structures in
a natural way for the valued field language with function symbols for the ele-
ments of (J,, Trn(Z[[t]). This formalism was used by van den Dries to establish
an analytic analogue of the algebraic quantifier elimination theorem of and

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 32P05, 32B05, 32B20, 03C10, 28B10,
03C64, 14P15; Secondary 32C30, 03C98, 03C60, 28E99.

Key words and phrases. Henselian valued fields, o-minimality, b-minimality, subanalytic func-
tions, cell decomposition, analytic structure, separated power series.

1 Supported as a postdoctoral fellow by the Fund for Scientific Research - Flanders (Bel-
gium) (F.W.0.) and partially by The European Commission - Marie Curie European Individual
Fellowship with contract number HPMF CT 2005-007121 during the preparation of this paper.

2 Supported in part by NSF grant DMS-0401175.

1.2 The authors acknowledge stimulating conversations with Zach Robinson on some of the
subject matter of this paper and thank the University of Leuven and Purdue University for support
and hospitality. The research has partially benefitted from the project ANR-06-BLAN-0183.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/0908.2376v1

2 CLUCKERS AND LIPSHITZ

also an analytic version of the Ax-Kochen Principle (when A is a discrete valu-

ation ring), namely, if I/ is a nonprincipal ultrafilter on the set of primes then
(I1,Q,) /U = (IL,F,((¢)))/U, in this analytic language.

In [DHM] results about p-adic subanalytic sets were established by studying
nonstandard models of the theory of @, in the language with symbols for the
elements of J,, 7,(Qp), the strictly convergent power series over Q,. This can
be thought of as an investigation of fields with analytic Z,-structure, i.e. taking
A=17Z,, t=p.

In [DMMI1] it was observed that if K is a maximally complete, non-archimedean
real closed field with divisible value group, and if f is an element of R[[¢]] with radius
of convergence > 1, then f extends naturally to an “analytic” function I — K,
where I = {# € K: —1 < z < 1}. Hence if A is the ring of real power series
with radius of convergence > 1 then K has analytic A-structure i.e. this extension
preserves all the algebraic properties of the ring A. The real quantifier elimination
of [DD] works in this context implying that K is elementarily equivalent to the
subanalytic structure on R and hence o-minimal. See [DMM?2] and [DMM3] for
extensions.

Some of the results of [LR1] also fit into this context. If K C K’ are complete
(rank one) valued fields, then the separated power series S, ,,(E, K) define analytic
functions on (K'°)™ x (K'*°)" and (Kg;,)™ x (K37)", where K, is the algebraic
closure of K, and furthermore K7, has quantifier elimination in the corresponding
separated K-analytic language. In [LR2] similar results were established for certain
subrings of the Sy, ,, namely the elements of S, ,(F, K) that are existentially
definable over T, ,(K), and this was used to establish quantifier simplification
for K7, in the corresponding strictly convergent (or affinoid) analytic language

(i.e. the language with function symbols for the elements of (J,,, T (K)).

In [LR3] the notion of analytic Z[[t]]-structure of [vdD] was extended to the sepa-
rated context and this was used to establish various uniformity results on quantifier
elimination, smooth stratification, Lojasiewicz inequalities and topological closure
for rigid semianalytic and subanalytic sets for algebraically closed valued fields.
The notion of analytic J,, . Sm.n(F, K)-structure was also extended to nonstan-
dard models.

m,n

In [CLRI1], sections 1 and 2, an, in some ways, more general framework than
that of [vdD] for studying Henselian valued fields with analytic structure in analytic
Denef-Pas languages was given, and used to prove a fairly general Cell Decompo-
sition Theorem which was applied to certain questions in motivic integration. It
required an analysis of terms and definable functions in one variable. This frame-
work for Henselian valued fields with analytic structure has been further developed
and applied in [Cel], [Ce2] and [Ce3].

In [LR4] quantifier elimination and o-minimality for the field K = |J, R((t/™))
of real Puiseux series (or its completion K ) in an analytic language with function
symbols for t-adically “overconvergent” power series (for example X, (n + 1)lt"a"
which converges on the disc {z: ||lz|| < ||t~2]|}, and hence is t-adically overconver-
gent on K°) was established. These power series define analytic functions I — K
but do not live in any o-minimal expansion of R (see [HP]). In [CLR2| these results
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were extended to larger classes of “analytic” functions on more nonstandard real
closed fields. These results also required analyses of terms and definable functions
in one variable.

All the above mentioned work involved the study of (usually) nonstandard fields
(either Henselian or real closed) in a language with function symbols for a (fre-
quently standard, but sometimes nonstandard) family of analytic functions. Re-
sults are established for the nonstandard fields using algebraic properties of the
ring of “functions” in the language (for example parametrized Weierstrass Prepa-
ration and Division, a Strong Noetherian Property and sometimes compactness.)
In this paper we endeavor to give a sufficiently general framework for fields with
analytic structure to unify the above-mentioned work and hopefully to facilitate
further applications.

In Section 2lwe briefly review some facts about maximally complete valued fields.
In Section [3 we give the basic definitions and properties of (ordered) fields with
real analytic structure. In Section [ we give the definitions and basic properties
of Henselian fields with separated analytic structure. Basic for model-theoretic
results (such as cell-decomposition, o-minimality) is an understanding of functions
of one variable defined in an arbitrary model. The basic results on functions of one
variable in the separated case are presented in Section[Bl These results also extend
the classical affinoid results when K is algebraically closed and complete (and of rank
1) to the non-algebraically closed and the quasi-affinoid cases. The corresponding
results on functions of one variable in the real closed case are in [CLR2], section
3. In Section 6 we generalize the cell decompositions of [CLRI1] to Henselian fields
with analytic structure and also establish “preservation of balls” and a Jacobian
property for these structures, which are useful for change of variables formulas for
integrals.

Another axiomatic approach to analytic structures, close to the one in [DHM],
is given by Scanlon in [ScanICM] where he also studies liftings of the Frobenius.

Notation. For K a valued field, write K° for its valuation ring with maximal ideal
K°°, K its residue field and K for its algebraic closure. Usually K is Henselian
and then Ky, carries a unique valuation extending that of K. We denote the
(multiplicative) norm on K by | - |.

2. MaxiMALLY COMPLETE FIELDS

In this section we recall some of the properties of maximally complete valued
fields, also called Malcev-Neumann fields. See [Kap], [Po] and the references therein.
In the equicharacteristic case, the maximally complete field K with residue field K
and value group I' (most often written additively, sometimes multiplicatively) is

K((1) ={> agt?: ay € K, I CT well ordered}
gel
In the mixed characteristic case (see [Po]) we let k be a perfect field of characteristic

p, R a complete discrete valuation ring of characteristic zero with R =k and let
E C R be a set of multiplicative representatives of k in R (i.e. E contains 0 and
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one element from each nonzero equivalence class of R = R/R° where R° is the
maximal ideal of R). Choose an embedding of Z < I". The maximally complete
field of mixed characteristic is constructed in [Po]. Tt is

R((I) ={> _agt?: ay € E, I CT well ordered}.
gel
(The “coeflicients” a4 are added and multiplied according the addition and multi-

plication in R, using the fact that each element of R has a unique representation
of the form }°  ya4t?, a4 € E.)

In both the equicharacteristic and the mixed characteristic cases we can write
an arbitrary element of K((I')) or R((I')) as a = Xgeraqt? where the sum is over
all of ', but we require that I, = {g: ag # 0} be a well ordered subset of I. We
call I, the support of a, denoted supp(a).

The (multiplicative) norm |- | on R((I')) is [} <y agt?| = t% where go is the
smallest g € I with a4 # 0.

3. REAL CLOSED FIELDS WITH ANALYTIC STRUCTURE

As we mentioned in the introduction, non-archimedean real closed fields with
various analytic structures were considered in [DMMI],[DMM2],[DMM3], [LR4]
and [CLR2]. In this section we establish a general framework for fields with real
analytic structure.

3.1. Definitions. Let A, ,,n € N, @ € R, @ > 0 be the ring of real power series
in (&1,...,&,) (i.e. elements of R[[¢1,...,&,]]) with radius of convergence > «, and
let T' be an ordered abelian group.

In analogy with the notation of Section 2] we define

Apo((D) == { > fot?: fy € Ano and I C T well ordered}.
gel

Clearly Ao.o((T')) =R((I")) C Ap,o((I')). Note that R((I")) inherits a natural order
from the order on R and on I'. If T is divisible, then R((T")) is real closed. We shall
denote the absolute value arising from this order by | - |, and denote the norm on
R((T)) by || - || to distinguish it from | - |. This norm extends to the gauss-norm on
Ap,a((I)), also denoted || -|[, defined by || 3 <, fot?|| = t9° where go is the smallest
g € I with f; # 0. We call f,, the top slice of f, and call f regular in &, of degree
s at a point ¢ in [—a, a]™ if fj is regular in the classical sense in &, of degree s at
the point ¢°, the closest element of R™ to c.

Definition 3.1.1 (Real Weierstrass system). Let B = {Bpo: n €N, a € R} be
a family of R-algebras satisfying

R[&1,...,&n] € Bro C Ano((T))
for each n and a. We call the family B a real Weierstrass system if the following

conditions (a) and (b) are satisfied:

(a) (i) Ifm <m' and o < a then By, o C By o and Bg,o = Bo,o. (We allow
the possibility that By := By, is a proper R-subalgebra of R((T")).)
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(i) If f € Bygn,a and f =30 f. (&, ..., &u)n" where n = (§mit, -, Eman),
then the Tu € B

(ili) If f € Bpma, a € (—a, )" NR™, and r € Ry, then f(r - (£ + a)) belongs
to B, with 0 := min((a — a)/r, (o + a)/r), and where f(r - (£ + a)) is
considered naturally as an element of A, s((T')).

(iv) If f € B, then af € B, o for some a in By satisfying ||af|| =1 with || - ||
the gauss-norm on A, ,((T")).

(b) Weierstrass Division: If f € B,, o with || f|| = 1 is regular in &, of degree s at 0,
there is a § > 0,6 € R such that if g € B, o, then there are unique @) € B,, 5 and
Ro(&'), -+ Re-1(&) € Bn-1,5, with [|Q]], || Ri]| < [lgl, such that

g=Qf + Ro(&) + Ri(&)&n + ...+ Re—1 (€)™

Definition 3.1.2. If a real Weierstrass system B := {B,o:n € N, a € R;}
satisfies in addition the following condition (c), then call B a strong, real Weierstrass
system.

(C) If f(€77717772) € Bn+2,a there are f1(€77715773)5f2(€77727773) and Q(fﬂ?lﬂhﬂh) €
B,,43,o such that

F(Em,m2) = f1(§,m1,m3) +n2f2(&,m2,m3) + Q - (m1m2 — 13)-

Remark 3.1.3 (Weierstrass Preparation). Suppose that the family B = {B,, o} is a
real Weierstrass system. If f € B, o, with || f|] = 1 is regular in &, of degree s at 0,
then there is a 6 € R, § > 0, such that we can write uniquely

F= 16+ Mg+ + AU
where:

Ai,...,As,€ B,_15, and U € B,, 5 is a unit,

[Axll,- -, [[As[l IU] < 1 and

[AL(O)],.-., [ 4s(0)[| < 1 and [U(0)]| = 1.

This can be seen by taking g = £ in axiom (b) and using the case s = 0 to see
that if ||Q] = 1 and @ is regular of degree 0 at 0, then @ is a unit. (The special
case n = s = 0 shows that if a € By, |la|| = 1, then a is a unit in By, and hence,
using (a)(iv), that By is a subfield of R((T")).)

Remark 3.1.4. (i) Condition (¢) of Definition is used in the proof of o-
minimality (see Theorem B43l) This condition does not follow from the other
conditions, as can be seen in Example B.3[(7) below. However, every real Weier-
strass system can be extended to a strong real Weierstrass system since the Weier-
strass system {4, ((T"))} is strong, see Example B3] (6). To prove o—minimality
for real closed fields with (not necessarily strong) analytic structure it is sufficient
to prove o—minimality for real closed fields with strong analytic structure. The
proof of o-minimality for real closed fields with strong analytic structure is given
in [CLR2], Section 3, where Condition (c) is used (implicitly), roughly speaking to
write f(z,1) = g(z) + Lh(1).

(i) Weierstrass Division guarantees that if f € B, , and & divides f as an
element of A((T")) (i.e. f(&1,--+,&-1,0,&41,...,&,) = 0) then there is a § > 0 and

an element g € By, 5 such that f = &;g. It is not the case that if f € A,, , has no
zero in the (real) polydisc [—a, @)™, then f is a unit in By, . To see this consider
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f=1+2%¢ B; 1. The units in B, , are the functions that have no zeros in the
complez polydisc {z € C: |z| < }", for some o < 5 € R. However, if f € B, o
and fo, the top slice of f has no zero in [—«, a]™ then [—a, a]™ can be covered by
finitely many (smaller) polydiscs on each of which fj is a unit. It then follows from
conditions (a) and (b) of Definition BTl that f is a unit in the rings B,, s on each
of these smaller polydiscs. If f € B, o, and fy is not 0 at 0, then f is regular of
degree 0 at 0, and hence by Weierstrass Division, a unit. In other words, if f € By,
satisfies fo(0) # 0 then f is a unit in B, 5 for some § € R.

(iii) It follows from Condition (a)(ii) of Definition Bl that if f € Byyipn, and
f:Z‘U,f’U.(§17"'7§m)/]7M7 then

Z 7#(517 v 7§m)77# € Bern,a-

i >d for
1=1,---,n

(iv) The proofs in [CLR2], Section 2 (in particular of Theorem 2.5), with very minor
modifications, show that the rings B, o = A, o((T')) satisfy conditions (a) and (b)
of Definition BIIl Condition (c) is immediate. We shall refer to this Weierstrass
System as A((T")) and call it the full Weierstrass system based on T'. It is the largest
Weierstrass system corresponding to I'. The axioms allow us to “evaluate” elements
of 4, »((T')) at arguments a € By N [—a,a]™. By axiom (a)(iii) it is sufficient to
consider the case a® = 0, i.e. a = (a1, - ,a,) with the a; all infinitesimal (i.e.
|la;|l < 1.) Then, by Weierstrass Division,

f=bt) Qi (& —a)

for a unique b € R((I")), since &; —a; is regular of degree one in &; at 0. Let J C I" be
well ordered and satisfy J + J = J and supp(f), supp(a;) C J. Then an induction
on J shows that b=3__; fy(a)t?, where fy(§) = >, ag€” and fg(a) =, aga”.
A similar argument allows us to “compose” elements of A((T')). More precisely, if
f € B and g1, ..., 9m € By with (g;)0(0) = a;, where (g;)o is the top slice of
9i, |ai] < o, and ||g;|]| <1 for i =1,...,m, then there is a 8 € R, 8 > 0 such that

f(gl(g)a s 7gm(§)) s in Bm-ﬂ'

(v) By (iii) A((T)) is also closed under the taking of natural derivatives in A((T)).
More precisely, taking m = 1 for notational convenience, composing f € B o with
x — x4y, writing f(z +y) = folz) + fi(z)y + ... and defining f’ as f1, by
construction one sees that f’ is in Bj s, for some 0 < § < a, giving a derivation
B1s — Bj,s which extends the natural derivation on A4, ;.

(vi) Since all the above mentioned data are unique in A((T")), and by the axioms
exist in any Weierstrass system B contained in A((T')), they are also unique in B.

3.2. The Strong Noetherian Property. We prove a Strong Noetherian Prop-
erty (Theorem B.22)) for real Weierstrass systems, closely following [CLR2] Lemma
2.9 and Theorem 2.10. Since this is a fundamental property, and the ideas of the
proof are used again in section [£.2] we give complete proofs. We write By, , :=

{f € Bma: Ifl <1}
The following Lemma is used to prove Theorem [3.2.2]
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Lemma 3.2.1. Let B = {B, o} be a real Weierstrass system and let f(&,n) =
Zu Tu(f)n” € Brin,a- Then the 7# € Bpm.a, by Definition [311l(a)(ii). There is
an integer d € N, a constant B € R, 0 < 8 < «, and g, € B}, ,,, 5 for |u| < d, such
that, considering f € Bp1n,3;

F=Y" T.&gu&m).

|pl<d

Proof. By Property (a)(iv) of Definition BTl we may assume that ||f|| =
Choose a v such that [|f, || = 1. Making an R-linear change of variables (al-

lowed by Remark B.1.4]), and shrinking « if necessary, we may assume that 71,0 is
regular in &,, at 0 of degree s, say. Write ¢’ for (&1,...,&m—1). By Weierstrass
Division there is a 8 > 0 and there are Q(&,n) € Byy4n,g and

R(&n) = Ro(€',n) + -+ + Re1(&,m)&0 " € Brgn—1,6[6m]
such that
(&) =1,,©Q(n) + R(En).

By induction on m, we may write

Ro= > Rou(§)gu(& m),
|ul<d
for some d € N, some 8 > 0 and g,(¢',n) € By, 5. Writing R =}, R, (&)n”
observe that each R, is an By, g-linear combination of the f, since, taking the

coefficient of 7 on both sides of the equation f(&,n) = f,,(§)Q(&,n) + R(&,n), we
have

f,=71,Q,+R
Consider
F=FnQ= D Ru©gu(€,n) =t Sibm+Sabm”+- -+ Ser& !
|pul<d
= fm[Sl + S2§m + -+ 55—15;_2]
=: &m - S, say,
where the S; € Bfn+n—1,ﬁ- Again, observe that each S, is an Bfnﬁ—linear combi-

nation of the f,,. Complete the proof by induction on s, working with S instead of
f. O

Theorem 3.2.2 (Strong Noetherian Property). Let B = {B, o} be a real Weier-
strass system and let f(&,m) =3, 7#( " € Butn,a- Then the 7# € Bm.o and
there is an integer d € N, a constant B8 >0, 8 €R and units U,(&,n) € By
for |u| < d, such that, considering f € Bmin,s,

F=Y T n"Uu&m),

pned

where J is a subset of {0,1,...,d}™.

m+n,f3
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Proof. Tt is sufficient to show that there are an integer d, a set J C {0,1,...,d}",
and g, € By, ., 5 such that

m—+n,
(3.1) F=Y T n"gu&m),

ned
since then, rearranging the sum if necessary, we may assume that each g, is of the

form 1+ h,, where h, € (n)Bg, +n,p- Shrinking (3 if necessary will guarantee that

the g, are units. But then it is in fact sufficient to prove (B for f replaced by
=> F.on
pel;
for each I; in a finite partition {I;} of N™ and to show that fr, is in By,4n 3.

By Lemma [B.2.1] there is an integer d € N, a constant § € R, 0 < 8 < « and
g € By, for |u| < d, such that,

m+n,S3
F=Y" T.&gu&m).
|ul<d
Rearranging, we may assume for v, u € {1,...,d}" that (g,), equals 1 if 4 = v and

that it equals 0 otherwise.

Focus on fr, (§,n), defined as above by
fr&m =" T8

nel
with
L:={1,...,d}"U{p| pu; >d for all i}
and note that

(32) fh 5 77 Z f gu I 5 77)

|u|<d

with g, 1, (&, 1) € By, .5 defined by the corresponding sum
Iurn (&) =D Gy

vel;

The gu,1r, and fr, are in By |, 5. This follows from the axioms and induction on

n. (See Remark BT.41)

It is now clear that g, 1, is of the form n*(1 + h,) where hy, € (n)B;, ., 5-

One now completes the proof by noting that f — fr, is a finite sum of terms of
the form fr, for j > 0 and {I;}; a finite partition of N and where each f;, is in
B, 1, 5 is of the form ntq(&,m') where 1’ is (M1, ..., Mi—1,Mit1,---,7Mn) and ¢ is in
Roiin—1- These terms can be handled by induction on n. 0

Definition 3.2.3. Let B = {B,, o} be a real Weierstrass system. Let K be an
ordered field containing By as an ordered subfield. For each n € N, a € R, a >
1 let 0, be an R-algebra homomorphism from B, , to the ring of K valued
functions on [—1,1]", compatible with the inclusions B, o C B, g for 8 < «, and
respecting the translation conditions of Definition B.I1l(a)(iii). Write o, for the

induced homomorphism on (J,,~ Bn,o. Suppose that the maps o, satisfy
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(i) oy is the inclusion By C K
(ii) om(&) is the i-th coordinate function on (K°)™, i=1,...,m, and
(iii) o1 extends oy, where we identify in the obvious way functions on (K°)™
with functions on (K°)™*! that do not depend on the last coordinate.

Then we call the family o := {0y} a real analytic B-structure on K.

3.3. Examples of real analytic structures. (1) Take I' = {0} and B, , =
Ana(({0})) = Ay . Then by the observations in [DMMI] every complete or max-
imally complete real closed valued field containing R has analytic B-structure. In
particular, R has analytic B—structure, so R with the subanalytic structure studied
in [DD] is covered by our definitions.

(2) TakeI' =Q and for all @ > 0 let B,, o := B,, :=

{ Z t7ipi(€): pi(€) € R[] and v; — edeg(p;) — oo for some £ > 0}
7i€Q

C Apn.o((Q)) (in other words, the t-adically overconvergent power series, K((&)),

=

where K is the completion of the field of real Puiseux series). Then we are in
the context of considering the field K with the rings of t-adically overconvergent
power series. This is the case considered in [LR4]. Observe that in this example

R((I) ¢ K.

(3) If in the context of (2) we take B' = {B,, .}, with B, , 1= B}, :=

{ Z tipi(€): pi(€) € R¢] and v; — edeg(p;) — oo for some £ > 0,m € N}
Vi €Z] 5]

we may consider the field of real Puiseux series (rather than its completion) with
real analytic B’-structure. Hence this is an example of a field with real analytic
structure that is not complete.

(4) TakeI' = Q and let

Bua={D_t"f.(&): fr. € Ana, Q3 v — o}

C Apn.o((Q)). Then we are in the context of Section 2 of [CLR2|] where we considered
the completion of the field of Puiseux series with real analytic B-structure. If we
take

B . ={ Z [ (6): fys € Ana,vi — 00, for some m € N}
Vi€Z[ ;]

and B' := {B,, .}, then the field of real Puiseux series has analytic B’-structure.
(5) Take I' = Q™ with Q™ ordered lexicographically, and

Bp.o = {Zta fe(&): fg € Apa, I C Q™ well ordered}.
g€l
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Then we are in the context of Section 4 of [CLR2|. Note that even for n = 1 there
are more functions in this analytic structure than the one of example (4).

(6) (cf. Remark BIA4l) Take I' arbitrary and By o = A, o((T')). Then
A((T")) := {Bn,o} is a strong real Weierstrass system. The proofs of [CLR2] Section
2, with very minor modifications, show that this family is a strong real Weierstrass
system and that R((I")) has real analytic A((T"))-structure. We call this the full
real analytic R((T"))-structure.

(7) If we take I' = {0} and B, , the ring of algebraic power series with radius of
convergence > «, then the B, , satisfy conditions (a) and (b) of Definition B.I.]
but not condition (c). Indeed, if f =3 aijning and f; and fo are as in condition
(c), then f1(0,m3) = > aun} is the “diagonal” of f. Take

f=(1—dm) 2(1—4m)"% € Ay

for @ < 1/4. Then f is algebraic, but the diagonal of f is >, (2;)217;;, which is the
elliptic integral 2 fog ——32 __ and not algebraic. (Cf. [DIJ.)

\/1—16m3sin?t

3.4. Model theoretic results.

Definition 3.4.1. Let B := {B, .} be a real Weierstrass system. Define the
language L5 to be the language of ordered fields, (+,—, =1, <), together with
symbols for all elements of B, ,, for all n and o > 1.

Remark 3.4.2. Let B := {B, o} be a real Weierstrass system and o a real analytic
B-structure on a field K. Then for each & with 1 > a > 0, and each f € B,, o, f
yields a unique definable function (given by a term) from, for example, [—a/2, a/2]
to K, by rescaling as in axiom (a).

Theorem 3.4.3 (Quantifier Elimination and o-minimality). Let K be a real closed
field with a real analytic B-structure for some real Weierstrass system B. Then K
has quantifier elimination in the language Lg (with the natural interpretation) and
is o-minimal in Lg.

Proof. The proof of the quantifier elimination for £z is a minor modification of
the last section of [DD]; see [DMM1], [CLR2], [LR4] for similar such modifications.
By this quantifier elimination, the natural theory of real closed fields with real
analytic B-structure is complete in the language L£5. Hence, it is enough to prove
o-minimality for an expansion of one model. We prove o-minimality of K := R((G))
in the language Lp with G the divisible closure of I' and where we take B, , :=
An.o((@)) to form our real Weierstrass system B’, cf. Example33(6). Since By, o C
By, , for each n, a, it is enough to prove that K is o-minimal in £5/. Now one can
analyze definable functions in one variable (using annuli and the fact that B’ is
strong) exactly as in [CLR2], Section 3, yielding o-minimality as in [CLR2]. The
strongness assumption (Definition BI.2) is used implicitly in [CLR2|] Section 3.
(This analysis is similar to, but simpler than the one given in section [B below for
the separated case, since one is much closer to the algebraically closed case.) (I
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4. HENSELIAN FIELDS WITH ANALYTIC STRUCTURE

In this section we present a general theory of (Henselian) fields with analytic
structure, generalizing the presentations in [vdD|, [DHM], [LR3] and [CLR1]. We
distinguish between separated analytic structures and strictly convergent analytic
structures. In section[LIlwe present the definitions of separated Weierstrass systems
and Henselian fields with separated analytic structure. In section 2] we discuss the
strong noetherian property for separated Weierstrass systems, and in section [4.3]
we define strictly convergent Weierstrass systems and fields with strictly convergent
analytic structure. In section .4l we give examples of Henselian fields with analytic
structure. In section we develop properties of Henselian fields with analytic
structure. In section B we will analyze one variable terms (functions) of the theory
of Henselian fields with separated analytic structure.

In this whole section, let A be a commutative ring with unit with a fixed proper
ideal I of A, where proper means I # A. (Hence, I = 0 is allowed.) Write A° :=1T
and A := A/I.

4.1. Henselian fields with separated analytic structure. We consider poly-
nomial rings and power series rings in two kinds of variables, written & and p;,
which play different roles. Roughly speaking, we think of the & as varying over the
valuation ring (or the closed unit disc) K° of a valued field K, and the variables p;
as varying over the maximal ideal (or the open unit disc) K°° of K°. We use the
terminology “separated” in analogy to the rings of separated power series whose
theory was developed in [LLI], [B], [LL2], and especially [LR1]. Let A and I & A
be as at the beginning of section [l

A first instance where these variables play a different roles is:

Definition 4.1.1 (Regular). Let f be a power series in A[[1,...,&m, P1,- - -, Pnll,
and let J be the ideal

J = {Z au&tp” € AllE, pl] s ap, € 1}
"%
of A[[¢, p]], where A and I are as at the beginning of section @l

(i) f is called regular in &, of degree d when f is congruent in A[[{, p]] to a monic
polynomial in &, of degree d, modulo the ideal By C A[[¢, p]], with

By :=J+ (p)A[[S, pll-

(ii) f is called regular in p,, of degree d when f is congruent in A[[¢, p]] to p¢, modulo
the ideal By C A[[¢, p]], with

B2 =J+ (pla <o Pn—1, p7dz+1)A[[§a p]]
Definition 4.1.2 ((A4,I)-System). Let m < m’ and n < n’ be natural numbers,

and g = (515' "7§m)a é.l = (517" 'ag’m’)v 51/ = (€m+17" -7§m’)7 P = (pla' .- apn)v
o= (p1,- s pn),and p”" = (pn+1,. .., pns) be variables. A system A = {A,, 1 }m,nen
of A-algebras A,, ,, satisfying, for all m <m’ and n <n/,

(i) Aoo =4,
(ii) A C Al plls
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(iil) Amn[S",p"] C Amr i,

(iv) the image (A, n)  of Ay, under the residue map ~: A[[€, p]] — A[[¢, p]] is
a subring of A[¢][[p]], and B

(v) if f € Ay, say f= ZW fw,(g,p)(g”)“(p”)”, then the f,, are in Ay, p,

is called a separated (A, I)-system.

Definition 4.1.3 (Pre-Weierstrass system). Let A = { Ay, n}m.nen be a separated
(A, I)-system. Then A is called a separated pre- Weierstrass system when the two
usual Weierstrass Division Theorems hold in the A, ,, namely, for f,g € A, »:

(a)If f isregular in &, of degree d, then there exist uniquely determined elements
q € A and 7 € Apy_1 p[&m] of degree at most d — 1 such that g = qf + r.

(b) If f is regular in p,, of degree d, then there exist uniquely determined elements
q € App and r € Ay, —1pn] of degree at most d — 1 such that g = qf +r.

Sometimes A is said to be over (A, I) to specify that A is a separated (A, )-
system.

In fact, since we allow A to be quite general, we need to be able to work locally,
using rings of fractions:

Definition 4.1.4 (Rings of fractions). Let A = { Ay, 5 }m,nen be a separated (4, I)-
system. Inductively define the concept that an A-algebra C'is a ring of A-fractions
with proper ideal C° and with rings Cy, n of separated power series over C' by

(i) The ring A is a ring of A-fractions with ideal A° = I and with rings of separated
power series the A,, ,, from the system A.

(ii) If B is a ring of A-fractions and d in B satisfies C° # C, with
C := B/dB,
C° := B°/dB,

then C' is a ring of A-fractions with proper ideal C° and C,, ,, := By n/dBm n-

(iii) If B is a ring of A-fractions and ¢, d in B satisfy C° # C with
C = B(%) = Bio/(d: — c),
C° = (B°)B(3)
then C is a ring of A-fractions with proper ideal C° and Cy, 1, := Bt1,0/(dé1 — ).

(iv) If B is a ring of A-fractions and ¢, d in B satisfy C° # C, with
c
E]]s := Bo,1/(dp1 — ¢),

C°:= (B, p1)Bo1/(dp1 — ),
and (B°, p1) the ideal generated by B° and p;, then C is a ring of A-fractions with
proper ideal C° and Cy, p, := B nt1/(dp1 — ¢).

In all cases define Cy, , as (C°, p)Chn-

c=p
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Definition 4.1.5 (Weierstrass system). Let A be a separated pre-Weierstrass sys-
tem. Call A a separated Weierstrass system if it satisfies (c¢) below for any ring C
of A-fractions.

(c) If f = ZW, Cué&tp” is in Cp, n with the ¢,, € C, then there is a finite set
J C N™*" and for each (u,v) € J there is a g, € Cy, ,, such that

f= 3 w0+ guw).

(n,v)ed

Sometimes A is said to be over (A, I) to specify that A is a separated (A, )-
system.

Definition 4.1.6 (Analytic structure). Let A = {A,, ,} be a separated Weierstrass
system, and let K be a valued field. A separated analytic A-structure on K is a
collection of homomorphisms {0, n }m nen, such that, for each m,n > 0, o, is a
homomorphism from A,, , to the ring of K° valued functions on (K°)™ x (K°°)"
and such that:

(1) I oph(i),

(2) om.n(&) = the i-th coordinate function on (K°)™ x (K°°)*, i =1,...,m
and o, n(p;) = the (m + j)-th coordinate function on (K°)™ x (K°°)"
j=1,...,n, and

(3) omnt1 extends o, ,, where we identify in the obvious way functions on
(K°)™ x (K°°)™ with functions on (K°)™ x (K°°)"*! that do not depend
on the last coordinate, and op,1,, extends oy, , similarly.

3

)

We have given the basic definitions of this section. A reader who wants to skip
the proofs and the analysis of analytic structures can proceed directly with the
examples in section 4 with section 5] and with the (model theoretic) results
of section [ having as well a look at section Bl In section 3] we give the basic
definitions of strictly convergent analytic structures, which are simpler but less
powerful.

Remark 4.1.7 (Units). If A = {Amnn}tmnen is a separated pre-Weierstrass system
and f = 1+g € Ay, with g € A}, then f is regular of degree 0 and, by
Weierstrass Division, f is a unit in A,, ,. Moreover, f € A,, ,, is a unit if and only
if f is of the form ¢ + g for some unit ¢ € A and some g € Ay, ,,. Indeed, since f
is a unit there exists h in A,, , such that fh =1, hence, fﬁ =1in ,ZL with™as in
Definition (iv). Hence, f is a unit in /Nlm_,n, hence f is a unit in A[z][[p]] and

Fis in A+ pAla[[o]]

Remark 4.1.8 (Noetherianness). (i) If I is a finitely generated ideal, then, in Defini-
tion L.IT] one has that B1 = (I, p)A[[&, p]] and Bz = (I, p1, - ., pu—1, o ") A[[E, p]]-

(ii) While we did not require A to be Noetherian, (see 4(7) for an example)
it follows from (c) of Definition that if A is a separated Weierstrass system
and f = ZWJ au € p” € Ap n then the ideal of A generated by the a, is finitely
generated.

(iii) We refer to condition (c) of Definition {15l as a Strong Noetherian Property
as it implies that all the coefficients of f can be written as linear combinations of
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finitely many, and if the coeflicient is “small”, the corresponding coeflicients of the
linear combination are also small. Example 4] (7) below shows that this does not
require the ring A to be Noetherian. Similarly, we refer to Theorem as a
Strong Noetherian Property, even though it does not imply that the rings A, ,, are
Noetherian.

As usual, Weierstrass preparation is a consequence of Weierstrass Division.

Remark 4.1.9 (Weierstrass Preparation). Let the family {A,,,} be a separated
Weierstrass system. With the notation of Definition [£.1.3] we obtain the following
for f in Ay, pn:

(1) If f is regular in &, of degree d, then there exist: a unique unit u of A,, ,
and a unique monic polynomial P € A,,_1 ,,[&m] of degree d such that f =u- P.

(i) If f is regular in p, of degree d, then there exist: a unique unit v of A, ,
and a unique monic polynomial P € A,, ,_1[pn] of degree d such that f = u - P; in
addition, P is regular in p, of degree d.

This can be seen, by dividing ¢, (respectively, pl) by f € Ayn, as in [LRI],
Corollary 2.3.3.

For F' a valued fleld and f = 3" ¢ & p” in F[[€, pl], the gauss-norm of f is
written ||f|| and defined as sup,,, |c,,| if this supremum exists in |F| and is not
defined otherwise.

Remark 4.1.10 (Gauss-norm). In the case that A = F° and I = F°° with F a
valued field, condition (c¢) of Definition guarantees that the gauss-norm on
Ay, p is defined and moreover, if f € A, , is nonzero then there is ¢ € F' such that
cf € Ampn and |lcf]] = 1. Conversely, in this case (A = F°, I = F°°) if the Ay,
satisfy definitions and I3 and for every 0 # f € A, there is an element
¢ € F such that cf € A,,, and |[cf|| = 1, then condition (c¢) of Definition
follows from conditions (a), (b) and Definition This fact (which we do not
use) can be proved along the lines of the proof of Theorem E.2.TH

Remark 4.1.11. (i) As in the real case, it follows by Weierstrass Division that if ¢;
(respectively p;) divides f € A, in A[[E, p]], then &; (respectively p;) divides f in
Amon-
(ii) As in the real case, if f =3} T (& p) (&N (P")" € Apr s and
L= {(u,v): i >d,v; >d, for all 4,5},
then
fi= D0 Ful&n)E) (")

(/’Lvu) €h
is an element of A,,/ ,-. Similarly, for each ¢, j and ¢,

Y. TwEnE) (") and Y T &€ (")
p,v with p;=¢ v with v;=¢

are elements of A,/ ,». By part (i) above, we can divide these series by §f (respec-
tively, pﬁ.)
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(iii) Weierstrass Division guarantees that the rings A,, ,, are closed under Weier-
strass changes of variables among the & and among the p;, but not in general under
changes of variables that mix the & and the p;.

In section we will consider a variant of separated Weierstrass systems, by
requiring some additional conditions. We will term these “strong separated Weier-
strass systems”.

Lemma 4.1.12. If A is a (strong) separated Weierstrass system, and C is a ring
of A-fractions, then the family {Cp n} is a separated (C,C°)-system which is a
(strong) separated Weierstrass system (cf. section[50 for “strong”).

Proof. Since axiom (c) for {C,, ,} follows at once from (c) for A and from (v) of
Definition 1.2 only axioms (a) and (b) for the C,, , need proof, which we do by

C

induction on the definition of C. Suppose that C'is A(§) and f € Cy, , is regular
in &, of degree s. Then

f=&, + P& + -+ Fymod (I, p,c—1d).

Let F' € Cpyg1, satisfy f = F mod (¢ — nd). It may be that F' is not regular in
&m of degree s. However, using the condition (A1) C A[¢, n][[p] of Definition
12 we see that there is a finite sum Zle (c — nd)b;£5FH such that, taking G =
F - Zle (c — nd)b;&5T we have f = G mod (I, p,c — nd) and G regular in &, of
degree s. The other case is similar. g

4.2. The Strong Noetherian property for separated Weierstrass systems.
Axiom (c) of Definition is a kind of Noetherian property. In order to fully
exploit it towards quantifier elimination, we have to work locally using the rings
of fractions, defined in the previous subsection, and Laurent rings, defined below.
The aim of this subsection is Theorem [£.2.T5 which uses the full strength of the
formalisms of section 1] and of this section. (See also Remark [Z2.16])

In this subsection, A is a separated Weierstrass system, as always over (A4, ).

First we elaborate some more on rings of A-fractions.

Definition 4.2.1 (Defining formula). Let C' be a ring of A-fractions. Call an
expression a defining formula for C' when it can inductively be obtained by the
following steps

(i) The expression (1 = 1) is a defining formula for A.
(ii) In case (ii) of Definition LT if ¢ is a defining formula for B, then
ep A (d=0)
is a defining formula for C.
(iii) In case (iii) of Definition {14l if ¢p is a defining formula for B, then
v A(lel <|d]) A (d #0)

is a defining formula for C.
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(iv) In case (iv) of Definition LTA4 if pp is a defining formula for B, then
e A (lc| <[d]) A(c#0)
is a defining formula for C.

Definition 4.2.2 (System of rings of fractions). Let A be a separated (A,I)-
system. If C is a ring of A-fractions and ¢,d € C, then let D, 4(C) be the set of
rings of fractions among C/dC, C(5), C[[]], if this set is nonempty and let D, 4(C)
be {C'} otherwise. Define the concept of a system of rings of A-fractions inductively
as follows. F = {A} is a system of rings of A-fractions. If Fy is a system of rings
of A-fractions and C € Fy, ¢,d € C, then

F = (Fo\{C}HUD.q(C)
is a system of rings of A-fractions.

Definition 4.2.3. Let V be the theory of the valuation rings of valued fields in
the language of valued rings. For any commutative ring C' with unit and with fixed
proper ideal C° (that is, C° # C), define

V(C) =V U{la] <1:aeC}U{b|<1:be C°}.

Lemma-Definition 4.2.4. With the notation from Definition [{.2.3 and with a
system F of rings of A-fractions, it follows that

VA ¢o
CeF
and
VA E N\ (ee hecr).

CAC'EF
If moreover A is a separated Weierstrass system and o is a separated analytic A-
structure on K, then there is exactly one C' € F such that K° = ¢ under the
interpretation provided by o. We call such ¢c compatible with . We call a ring
of A-fractions C' compatible with o when it has a defining formula that is compatible
with o.

Proof. This holds by the definitions. O

Next we generalize the notion of rings of A-fractions to that of Laurent rings.
This notion will mainly be used for Theorem [£.2.T7]

Definition 4.2.5 (Laurent rings). Let C be a ring of A-fractions. Inductively
define the concept that a C,, ,-algebra C’ is a Laurent ring over Cy, ,, with proper
ideal C'° as follows.

(i) Chm,n is a Laurent ring over Cy, , with proper ideal CY, ,, (cf. Definition [L.14).

m,n

(ii) Let J be an ideal of Cryyrmimyn. If B = Cpparnen/J is a Laurent ring over
Com, if f € Copyringn, and if C'° # C', with
1

C' = B<?> = CrgyM41,04+N/(J qmanmt1 f — 1),

C'° = (C°+ (p1,--- 7pn+N))Cm+M+l,n+N/(J7 Emim1f — 1),
then C is a Laurent ring over C,, ,, with proper ideal C'°.
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(iii) Let J be an ideal of Crpprn+n. If B = Cpyprongn/J is a Laurent ring over
Comm, if f € Copyringn, and if C'° # C', with

C" = B([flls = Cotrtntn+1/ (T, pogns1 = ),
C" = (C°+ (p1,- -, Pt N+1))Crs MmN 41/ (, pngnt1 — ),
then C” is a Laurent ring over Cy, , with proper ideal C’°.

Definition 4.2.6. Let C be a ring of A-fractions. For any Laurent ring C’ over
Cynn there exists an ideal J of some Chyim Niyn such that C' = Cprom Nyn/J-
Define then

’
Omlﬂl = OM+m+m17N+n+n1/JCM+m+m1,N+n+n1
and

(C’:‘ruﬂn)o = (Co; (pla e 7PN+n+n1))Cvlm,n1'

The following is the analogue for Laurent rings of Lemma A1.721 We will not
need it. The proof is similar to that of Lemma [L.1.T2

Lemma 4.2.7. If A is a (strong) separated Weierstrass system, and B is a Laurent
ring over Cy, ., for some ring of A-fractions C, then the family { By, »} is a (strong)
separated Weierstrass system over (B, B°) (cf. section for the definition of
“strong” ).

Definition 4.2.8 (Defining formula). Let C' be a ring of A-fractions. Call an
expression a defining formula for B, with B a Laurent ring over C,, ,,, when it can
inductively be obtained by the following steps

(i) the expression (1 = 1) is a defining formula for Cy, .
(ii) In case (ii) of Definition .25 if pc- is a defining formula of C’, then
por A(IfI 2 1)
is a defining formula for B := C’(%).
(iii) In case (iii) of Definition LZHl if p¢- is a defining formula of C’, then
por NI f] < 1)
is a defining formula for B := C'[[f]]s.

Definition 4.2.9 (Covering family). Let C be a ring of A-fractions. Note that the
theory V(C) is well defined by Definition [£.2.3 and Lemma We call a finite
family F of Laurent rings over C,, ,, a covering family if

V) \/ ¢s.
BeF

The family is a disjointly covering family if in addition —(pp A ¢p/) is a theorem
of V(C) for all B+# B’ € F.

By construction, we have the following:

Lemma 4.2.10. Let o be a separated analytic A—structure on K and let C be a
ring of A-fractions compatible with o. Any defining formula ¢p of any Laurent
ring B over Cp, », defines in a natural way a subset X, of (K°)™ x (K°°)", which
may be empty. Moreover, for any covering family F of Laurent rings B over Cy, p
with formulas pg, the union of the sets X, equals (K°)™ x (K°°)™.
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Definition 4.2.11 (Units). Let C be a Laurent ring over A,,,. (Any Laurent
ring over a ring of A-fractions is a Laurent ring over some A, ,,.) We call f € C a
C-unit if

V(C),pc - |fI = 1.

We recall the following definition from [LL2|] section 3.12, which is used in several
proofs.

Definition 4.2.12 (Preregular). Let C' be a Laurent ring over A, , and, using
the notation of Definition T2 let f = >° , . (§")*(p")” € Crr—m,p—n where
the ¢, € C. We call f preregular in (£, p") of degree (wo,v0) if cugw, = 1 and
v € (Cr/—mnr—n)° for all v lexicographically < vo and for all (u,rp) with p
lexicographically > pg.

Remark 4.2.13. If f is preregular of degree (po,0) then a Weierstrass change of

variables among the &,i = m + 1,...,m’ will make f regular in . Similarly, if
f is preregular of degree (0,19) then a Weierstrass change of variables among the
pi.j=n+1,...,n will make f regular in p,.

The following lemma is needed in the proof of Theorem[A.2.T5l The proofs of this
lemma and Theorem [£2.T7] are similar to the proofs of Lemma [B.2.1] and Theorem
322 with some additional complications.

Lemma 4.2.14. Let {A,, .} be a separated Weierstrass system and, using the
notation of Definition [{.1.2, let

£ =T €00 €N (") € Anr
8%

where the TW(f,p) € Ay,.n. There is a system F of rings of A-fractions, and for
each A’ € F there is a finite, disjointly covering family of Laurent rings C over
Al s such that for each C there is a finite set Jo, and C-units uc,,, and functions

9cuv € Cry—mr—n for (p,v) € Jo such that
f = Z TWUCWQCW
(n,v)€dc
as an element of Cpyr—m.n/—n.-
In the case that A is a valuation ring with mazximal ideal A° we can take F =

{A}. In the case that m = 0 or n = 0 we can take the family of Laurent rings
corresponding to A" € F to be just {A}, ,}.

Proof. Let f be as above, say (using the notation of Definition LT.2)
F =Y @@ (o)
W'
with the @,/,» € A. Then by condition (c) (Definition LI.5) we have that
f = Z a,u.'l/’ (g/),u.’ (p/)y/(l 4 g‘u/ﬁy/)
(wv)ed

with the g,/ € A for some finite J ¢ N™+7" Hence, splitting into finitely

m’,n’

many cases corresponding to a system F of rings of A-fractions, and considering
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each A’ € F separately, we may assume that @y =1 and that f is preregular in
(&', p") of degree (ug, ). (In the case that A is a valuation ring, there is no need
to split up into cases to find, and “factor out”, the “dominant” coefficient 6%1’6')
Let puf = (pg, o) and v = (v, o) and write

F=Y" Fu&o)E) (")
(k,v)

with the TWJ € Ay Then f
writing

Love 18 Dreregular in (&, p) of degree (ug,vy) and,

Tuouo = ZTMQV()VN (5)(p)u”7

!

we see that 7#01’01’6' (&) is preregular in £ of degree .

If m =0 or n = 0, a Weierstrass change of variables among the p; (respectively
the &;) will make f uove Tegular in p, (respectively &,,,) and no “splitting up” into
Laurent rings is needed before doing Weierstrass division by f,, ., (below). In the
general case, consider the two Laurent rings C1 and Cs defined by the conditions
#| < 1and |f #| > 1, respectively.

|fu01/01/ MooV

w0

On C1, using A to denote the new variable (of the second kind, i.e. a “p” variable)
Juovorr — A = 0. After a Weierstrass change of variables among &1, -« -, §m, We may
assume that 7#0,/0,// — A s regular in &, of degree s, say. Then, in (C1)m/—m,n/ —n

we have that
f = Ro(év 5//7 P p//v )\) + §MR1 (éa 5”7 P p”a A) +e gvsnilefl(éa 5”7 P p//v )‘)a

where £ := (&1, ,&m—1). We now complete the proof in this case by induction
on s and induction on (m,n), ordered lexicographically, as in the proof of Lemma
B21 ((m,n) has been reduced to (m — 1,n+1).)

On Cy, using 7 for the new variable, 1 f —1=0. After a Weierstrass change

Hovov'!

of variables among &1, - - - , &, 1, We may assume that 7 f —1is regular in n of

Hovov'! s
degree s1, say. Considering nf and 7f.,.,, after replacing the coefficient 7 f povory
of p”0 by 1, 777#0,/0 is preregular in p of degree . After a Weierstrass change of
variables among p1, - - , pm, We may assume that nzuow) is regular in p,, of clegree
s2, say. Doing Weierstrass division twice, once by nf,, ,,,~» —1 and once by nf , .,
we have in (C2)ms—m n/—n that
N =Q nfp + > Rij (&€ 50" o,
1<s1,j<S2

where p = (p1, -+ , pn—1). One again completes the proof by induction on s1s2 and
on (m,n), ordered lexicographically, as in the proof of Lemma B2l ((m,n) has
been reduced to (m,n —1).) O

We continue to use the notation of Definition [4.1.2]

Theorem 4.2.15 (The Strong Noetherian Property for separated Weierstrass sys-
tems). Let {Am n} be a separated Weierstrass system and let

£ =Tl E) (0") € A

v
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where the 7#1,(5,;)) € Ayn. There is a finite system F of rings of A-fractions,
and for each A’ € F there is a finite, disjointly covering family of Laurent rings C
over A, ., for each C there is a finite set Jo and C-units uc,,, € C and functions
hep € Cpy i —n for (1, v) € Jo such that

F=> Tul&nE)" (") ucum(l + how)

(n,v)€dc

as an element of Cryr—pmn/—n.-

When A is a valuation ring we can take the system F = {A}. Ifm=0o0rn=0
we can take the family of Laurent rings corresponding to A" € F to be just {A;, .}
Hence, in the case that A is a valuation ring and mn = 0 no (nontrivial) rings of
A-fractions or Laurent rings are needed.

Proof. By Lemma [£.2.174] we may assume we have written

f = Z THVUCHV]’LCMU
(n,v)€dc
with the hcpw € Cryr . As in the proof of Theorem[B.2.2] choosing d large enough,
writing k for m’ — m 4+ n’ — n, and taking
Lo={1,...,d}* U{(n,v) | pi > d,v; >d for all i, 5},
we have that

T D W (I (S L

(nv)en

= Y Ful@V 0 w1+ o),
(p,v)€{1,...,d}*
where the gc, € (€7, Cpr ) Crms . Since each gcy, mod (Cp ) is a polyno-
mial in ¢’ (cf. Definition LT.2)), further increasing d, we may assume that each
9cuv € (Crmy nr)°. The proof is now completed exactly as in the proof of Theorem
322 by induction on m' — m +n’ — n. O

Remark 4.2.16. In many examples, for example when A is Noetherian and complete
in its I-adic topology and A,, ., := A(&)[[p]] (cf. [CLRI], section 2), or A, =
Spon(E, K) (cf. [LR1]) we do not have to break up into pieces using rings of .A-
fractions and Laurent rings, and the following stronger statement is true (using the
notation of Definition E.1.2):

Let f € Ay and write f =30, F,., (€ p)(€")*(p")" , where the f,, €
Ap.n. There is a finite set J C Nm' =m+n'=n and units of the form 1 + Guv
with g, € A, such that

m’,n’’

(4.1) F= 3 TuEn)E) (0" 1+ gu).

(n,v)ed

The Strong Noetherian Properties of Definition and Theorem follow
immediately from this property. Our treatment would be a less general but also
simpler were we to take this condition as an axiom replacing the weaker axiom (c)
of Definition We would then not have to prove Theorem
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4.3. Strictly convergent analytic structures. We consider polynomial rings
and power series rings in one kind of variables, written &;, usually variants of Tate
rings, hence the terminology “strictly convergent”. In the separated case of the
previous two subsections the p variables (varying over K°°) were used to witness
strict inequalities. Furthermore, the second Weierstrass division axiom (Definition
MI3Ib)) enforced some additional completeness on the ring A, on rings of A-
fractions, and on fields K with analytic A-structure. In the strictly convergent case
we will allow two possibilities which we distinguish by use of a designated element
m of A:

(i) m # 1 and in the interpretations given by fields K with analytic A-structure,
7 is interpreted as a prime element of K°, i.e. o(w) is an element of smallest
positive order (see Definition I3.6(i)), and (ii) that the strictly convergent analytic
structure is the strictly convergent part of a separated analytic structure and 7= = 1.
Except for this complication we follow the development of the previous two sections
fairly closely.

Case (ii) is treated in Definition 3.0(ii). We first focus on case (i). Let A and
I be as in the beginning of sectiondl Let 7w be a fixed element of A.

Definition 4.3.1 (System). A system A = {A,, }men of A-algebras A,,, satisfying,
for all m < m':

(i) Ao =

(11) A C A[[é.la s 7§’m]]a

lll) [€m+1a e ,gm/] C Amla

iv) the image (A,,) ~of A,, under the residue map ~: A[[&1,...,&n]] —

Afler, ..., & is Af€], and -
(v) If fe Ay, say f= Z# fu(g)(fﬂ)“, then the f, are in A,

(
(

is called a strictly convergent (A, I)-system.

Definition 4.3.2 (Regular). Let A = {A,,}men be a strictly convergent (A, I)
system. A power series f in A,, is called regular in &, of degree d when f is
congruent in A[[¢]], modulo the ideal {3, a,&" : ay € I}, to a monic polynomial
in &, of degree d.

Definition 4.3.3 (Pre-Weierstrass system). Let A = {A,, }men be a strictly con-
vergent (A, I)-system. Then A is called a strictly convergent pre-Weierstrass sys-
tem when the usual Weierstrass Division Theorem holds in the A,,, namely, for

f,9€ Am

(a) if f is regular in &, of degree d, then there exist uniquely determined elements
q€ Ay, and r € A,y 1[&m] of degree at most d — 1 such that g = ¢f + .

In fact, as in the separated case, we need to be able to work locally, using rings
of fractions:

Definition 4.3.4 (Rings of fractions). Let A = {4,,}men be a strictly convergent
(A, I)-system. Inductively define the concept that C is a ring of A-fractions with
ideal C° and rings of strictly convergent functions C,,, m > 0 as follows:

(i) The ring A is a ring of A-fractions, with ideal I = A° and rings of strictly
convergent functions the A,,
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(ii) If B is a ring of A-fractions and d € B satisfies C° # C, with

C := B/dB,

C°:=B°-C,
then C is a ring of A-fractions, with ideal C° and strictly convergent functions
Cp = B, /dBp,.
(iii) If B is a ring of A-fractions and ¢,d € B satisfy C° # C, with

c

C .= B<E> = Bl/(dfl — C),

C°:=B°-C,
then C' is a ring of A-fractions with ideal C° and strictly convergent functions
Cn = Bm+1/(d§1 - C)'
(iv) If B is a ring of A-fractions and ¢,d € B satisfy C° # C, with

Ci=B(==)=Bi/(d-7& o),

C°:=B°-C,
then C is a ring of A-fractions with ideal C° and strictly convergent functions
Cpm = Bpi1/(m-d-& — o).

Note that part (iv) above differs from the definition we made in the separated
case; the notation B(-%;) for the ring is reminiscent of the inequality ¢ < d which
in our case (namely 7 # 1) is equivalent to ¢ < 7 - d.

Definition 4.3.5 (Weierstrass system). Let A be a strictly convergent pre-Weierstrass
system. Call A a strictly convergent Weierstrass system if it satisfies (c) below for
every ring C of A-fractions.

(c) If f=3_,¢,8" is in Cy, with the ¢, € C, then there is a finite set J C N™ and
for u € J there is g, € C;, such that

[= ZEH§“(1 + gu)-

pnedJ
Definition 4.3.6 (Analytic structure).

(i) (w # 1) Let A = {A,,} be a strictly convergent Weierstrass system, and let K
be a valued field. A strictly convergent analytic A-structure on K is a collection
of homomorphisms {0, }men, such that, for each m > 0, o,,, is a homomorphism
from A,, to the ring of K°-valued functions on (K°)™ satisfying:

(1) I Coy'(K°°) and op(n) is a prime element of K°,

(2) om (&) = the i-th coordinate function on (K°)™, i=1,...,m, and

(3) om+1 extends o, where we identify in the obvious way functions on (K°)™
with functions on (K°)™*! that do not depend on the last coordinate.

(ii) (r =1) Let A= {A,,»} be a separated Weierstrass system and K a field with
separated analytic A-structure o = {0y, n}. We will define the strictly convergent
analytic structure & on K associated to o. Note that o induces morphisms oc,, ,
from C,, o to the ring of K° valued functions on (K°)™, for C any ring of A-fractions
which is compatible with o (cf. Definitions A.T.4, E2.4). Then & is defined as the
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collection of homomorphisms o¢,, , for all m > 0 and all rings C of A-fractions
which are compatible with o.

In (ii) of Definition B.3.6] the analytic structure does not come from a strictly
convergent (A, I)-system, but from a richer system of the rings Cy, ¢ for many C.
However, for the separated analytic structure ¢’ with ¢’ as in Definition E.5.6] &'
contains no more data than the collection of the maps o7, . With a slight abuse of
terminology we will also denote in this case the collection of the maps 0;,170 by &’
and call ¢’ strictly convergent analytic structure on K associated to o’.

In this paper we focus on case (i), (7w # 1), of Definition 3.6} studying case (ii)
is much more subtle and will require new techniques.

Definition 4.3.7 (Defining formula). Let C' be a ring of A-fractions (Definition
[E34). Call an expression a defining formula for C when it can inductively be
obtained by the following steps

(i) The expression (1 = 1) is a defining formula for A.
(ii) In case (ii) of Definition 34 if ¢ is a defining formula for B, then
v A (d=0)
is a defining formula for C.
(iii) In case (iii) of Definition I.34] if ¢p is a defining formula for B, then
wp A (|| < |d]) A (d # 0)
is a defining formula for C.
(iv) In case (iv) of Definition L34 if pp is a defining formula for B, then
pB A (lc] < |m-dl) A (c#0)
is a defining formula for C.

Definition 4.3.8 (System of rings of fractions). Let A = {A,,}men be a strictly
convergent (A, I')-system. If C is a ring of A-fractions and ¢, d € C, then let D, 4(C)
be the set of rings of fractions among C/dC, C(%),C(-L) if this set is nonempty
and let D, 4(C) be {C} otherwise. Define the concept of a system of rings of A-
fractions inductively as follows. F = {A} is a system of rings of A-fractions. If Fy
is a system of rings of A-fractions, and C € Fy, 0 # ¢,0 # d € C, then

F = (Fo\{C}HUD.q(C)
is a system of rings of A-fractions.

Remark 4.3.9. Let V' be the theory of the valuation rings of valued fields with
prime element 7, and let A be a strictly convergent (A, I')-system and F a system
of rings of A-fractions. Let

VI(A):=V' U{la| <1:a€ A U{b| < |n|:be A°}.
Then

V(A F\ eo
ceF
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and
VAE N\ leo Ao
C#C'eF
Hence, if o is a strictly convergent analytic A-structure on the field K, there will

be exactly one C' € F such that K° = ¢¢ under the interpretation provided by o.
As in the separated case, we call such C' compatible with o.

In the strictly convergent case ™ # 1 we do not need Laurent rings in the formu-
lation of the Strong Noetherian Property.

Theorem 4.3.10 (The Strictly Convergent Strong Noetherian Property, m # 1).
Let { A} be a strictly convergent Weierstrass system, letm <m’, & = (&1,...,&m), & =

(fl,...,fm/), f” = (€m+17'-'7§m’) cmd
F=2 TuOE")" € A
n

where the fu(f) € A,,. There is a (finite) system F of rings of A-fractions, such
for each C € F there is a finite set Jo and functions h,, € C;,, for p € Jo such that

F= T.OE)" 1 +hy)

neJe

as an element of C,.
Proof. This is proved similarly to the special case n = 0 of Theorem [4.2.T7] ([l

4.4. Examples of analytic structures. (1) Definition generalizes the no-
tions of analytic structures in [vdD|] and [CLRI1]. Even more, if A is noetherian,
complete and separated in its I-adic topology, and we take A,, , := A(£)[[p]], then
the conditions (a)-(c) of Definition T3] are satisfied; (c) is immediate and (a) and
(b) are shown in [CLRI]. (Only the sub-case I =0 is not taken care of in [CLRI],
but can be treated similarly). (In [CLRI] only the case C = A is treated, but the
general case also follows easily from the Strong Noetherian Property of [CLRI].
Indeed, the stronger property of Remark [.2.T6l is satisfied in this example.)

(2) Definitions and generalize the notion of analytic structure in
[IDHM], since that is a special instance of the analytic structure of [vdD] and [CLRI].
To recall, take F' = Qp, T;, = Zy(§) and S = {5}, or equivalently take A =
Zyp,I = pZy, t = p and A = {A, 0}, where Ay, 0 = Z,(§). In [DHM], p-adically
closed fields with strictly convergent S-structure are studied, in particular, these

fields turn out to be elementarily equivalent to Q, with subanalytic structure.

(3) Definitions and generalize the notion of analytic structure (im-
plicit) in [LRI] - let K be a complete, rank one valued field and take S}, , =
Spmon(E,K), § = {S}, .} as defined in [LRI], Definition 2.1.1. If K’ is any com-
plete field containing K (or an algebraic extension of such a field) then K’ has
separated analytic S-structure, with ¢ defined naturally by the inclusion K C K.
If K* is a (non-standard) model of the theory of K’ in the valued field language
with function symbols for the elements of S then K* has separated analytic S-
structure, as shown in [LR3]. We also showed in [LR3|] that if K’ is a maximally
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complete field extending K then K’ has a separated analytic S-structure. (Similar
statements hold for strictly convergent analytic S-structure).

In [LR2] we established that certain subrings &, , of the S5, . namely the
elements f of Sy, ,,(E, K) such that f and all its (Hasse) derivatives are existentially
definable over T, ,(K), form a separated Weierstrass system. This was used in
that paper to prove a quantifier simplification theorem ([LR2] Corollary 4.5) for
K}, in the language with function symbols for the elements of |J, 7,,(K). That
quantifier simplification theorem (and extensions) thus follow from Theorem 5.1

below.

(4) We give another example which does not fall under the scope of previous
papers. Let F' be a fixed maximally complete field with value group I' (see Section
above.) In the equicharacteristic case let E be a copy of the residue field in F'
and in the mixed characteristic case let E be a set of multiplicative representatives
of F' as in Section[2l For a ring B C F° let By = BN E, and define

B(&) == {> 9py(€): 1 € B,py(&) € Bol¢] and I C T is well ordered }.
gel

Let B be the family of subrings B of F° satisfying F C B and supp(B) well ordered.
Take S5, ,(B) = Upeg BE)Ilpl] and Sy n(B) == F @po Sy, ,,(B). Then we call
Sm.n(B) the full ring of separated power series over F' and T,,,(B) := Sp,,0(B) the full
ring of strictly convergent power series over F. The elements of Sy, »(B) naturally
define functions (£ )™ x (Fgf)" — Faig, Where Fy  is the algebraic closure of
F, or its maximal completion, cf. [LR3|, section 5. The family S := {5y, ,,(B)} is
a strong Weierstrass system, yielding a separated analytic S-structure on F', or on
Fg. Indeed, most of the structure theorems that hold for the Tate rings in the
classical affinoid case ([BGR]) or the rings of separated power series in the quasi-
affinoid case (JLR1]) will also hold for these rings, providing a basis for affinoid or
quasi-affinoid algebra and geometry over maximally complete fields.

(5) See Theorem 5.7 and Theorem [5.TT] below for further natural examples
obtained by extending analytic structures by putting in constants from a model,
resp. by going to algebraic extensions of a model. (“Model” meaning here field with
analytic structure.)

(6) The case of trivially valued field F' does not fall under the scope of the previ-
ously mentioned papers (as far as we know), but might be interesting for the study
of tame analytic integrals (generalizing [D3], [Pasl]). When F is a trivially valued
field, the family { By, »} with B, , = F[{][[p]] is a strong separated Weierstrass sys-
tem, since F[€][[p]] equals F[[p]]{§), the p-adically strictly convergent power series
in £ over F[[p]], cf. [LR1] or [CLR1]. The conditions of Definition are imme-
diate, as are the Weierstrass Division Theorems, (a) and (b) (see [LRI].) By, pn is
Noetherian since a power series ring over a Noetherian ring is Noetherian. Property
(c) is satisfied since F'[¢][[p]] is the “full” power series ring. A field K with analytic
{Bymn,n }-structure need not be trivially valued.

(7) (An example where A is neither Noetherian, nor a valuation ring.) Let L
be a field and A; := Lxy, -+, 2], I; == (21, @) A; and A=, Ai, 1 =, L1,
Then A, ==, Ai(§)[[p]] is a (strong) separated Weierstrass system, though A is
neither noetherian, nor a valuation ring.
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(8) A simple compactness type argument shows that there is a strong Weierstrass
system A" = {A;, ,} with all the A7, . C Z[[t]](§)[[p]] countable. This example is
not covered by the treatments of the previous papers.

(9) We construct a separated Weierstrass system which is not strong (i.e. not
satisfying Definition 5.6.1]) (Cf. Example[3.3(7)). Let By, ,, be the algebraic closure
of Q[¢,p] in Q[¢][[p]] (cf. Example (6).) Then the family {B,,} is a separated
Weierstrass system. Namely, the conditions of Definition [.1.2] are easy, Weierstrass
Division (axioms (a) and (b)) can be done with algebraic data, and condition (c)
follows from axioms (a) and (b) in this case with F' = Q by a proof similar to the
proof of Theorem However, the family {B;, ,} does not satisfy condition
E6.ILv), as can be seen as follows. Let f(&1,&2) be an algebraic power series whose
diagonal is not algebraic (see for example B.3(7)). If

F(pé1, p€2) = fi1(p,&1) + fa(p, &2) mod (§162 — 1),
then
£1(0,p) + £2(0,p) = 9(p*),

where ¢ is the diagonal of f, and where p is a single variable. But g(p?) is not
algebraic.

(10) Let K be a complete valued field, and let K({)) be the ring of overcon-
vergent power series over K (i.e. the elements of K (&) with radius of convergence
> 1.) Let B be a family of quasi-noetherian subrings of K° as in Definition 2.1.1
of [LRI]. For v > 1 let

B[ = {Zaw(f)“(p)”r k€ N(|pu| >k —

@yl <77 or [v] > (v = 1)lul) |
< BEI)

be the subring of ~-overconvergent power series with coefficients from B. Define

Se, (B, K) = | ) B

BeB
1<y

Then S := {S}, ,(E, K)°"*"} is a separated Weierstrass system, and K has sep-
arated analytic S°*"-structure and strictly convergent analytic { K ((£))}-structure
(Definition 3:0](ii)). Hence some of the results of [ fit into our context. We leave
the verification that S°"¢" is a (strong) separated Weierstrass system to the reader.
This construction can be extended in various nonstandard directions, for example,
to maximally complete fields (cf. example (4) above.)

(11) If Ais a (strong) Weierstrass system, and J C A is an ideal (with (I, J) C A
proper), then A/J := {A; n/JAmn} is also a (strong) Weierstrass system, with
(A/J)° = (1,J)/J. The conditions in Definition and Definition are
immediate, as are the conditions of Definition B.6.1] if A is strong. The con-
ditions of (Weierstrass Division) are not quite immediate as we may have
f € Apn/JAn , regular in &, (rvespectively p,) of degree s, and f = F mod
JAmn, F € Apn without F being regular in &, (respectively p,) of degree s.
However, as in the proof of Lemma .T.12, we can modify F to find a G € A, p
with f = G and G regular in &, (respectively p,) of degree s.
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(12) Further important examples are provided by Definition .5.0] (see Theorem
457) and Theorem [£5.11]

(13) Every Henselian valued field carries an (algebraic) analytic structure all
the functions of which are definable, see section Hence the (algebraic) theory
of Henselian valued fields is included in our formalism of (Henselian) fields with
analytic structure.

In examples (1) and (2) of strictly convergent analytic structures (w # 1), the
strictly convergent analytic structure gives the same family of analytic functions
as a natural separated analytic structure. Hence, all results on separated analytic
structures apply. We don’t know any example where this is not the case. We will
for this reason from section Bl on focus on separated analytic structures.

4.5. Properties of analytic structures. In this subsection we develop some of
the basic properties of separated and strictly convergent analytic structures.

Remark 4.5.1. If K is trivially valued (i.e. K°° = (0)) then I C kerop and the
analytic structure collapses to the usual algebraic structure given by polynomials.
See Example [44[11). The domain of the p variables is {0} if K°° = (0).

Remark 4.5.2. Considering A,, , C A[[¢, p]], we do not know a priori that “com-
position” or “substitution” by elements of Ay for &-variables and elements of
(Ap,n)° for p-variables in the rings A, , makes sense. However, Properties (a)
and (b) (Weierstrass Division) of Definition {.I.3] (or Property (a) of Definition
[33) allow us to define composition in these rings. For example, dividing f(&1) by
§1—9(&) gives f(&1) = Q- (§1—g(&2)) +(&2) and we can define f(g(£2)) to be h(&2).
Definition ET.3] (or Definition f23.3)) guarantees that this actually is composition on
the “top slice”. In all the standard examples (Examples [@4]) composition defined in
this way actually is power series composition. In a field with analytic structure (i.e.
after applying o) this “defined” composition becomes actual composition. In the

above example, o(f(§1)) = a(Q)(&1 — a(9(&2))) + o(h(&2)), s0 a(h) = o (f) 0 o (g).

Proposition 4.5.3. Analytic A-structures preserve composition. More precisely,
f A={Ann} and f € Amn, 01,...,0m € AMN, B1,y---,0n € (AM.N)°, then
g9:= f(a, B) is in Ay,n and o(g) = (o(f))(o(a),o(B)).

Proof. As in [CLRI1], Proposition 2.8, and the above remark, this follows from
Weierstrass Division. ([

Proposition 4.5.4. In a nontrivially valued field with analytic A-structure, the
image of a power series is the zero function if and only if the image of each of its
coefficients is zero. More precisely, for K a nontrivially valued field,

(i) Let o be a separated analytic A-structure on K. Then

ker oy pn = {Z au & p" € Apn i au,, €kerogol.
In%

Furthermore, with the notation of Definition[{.1.2(v), if f(&',p") =32, TW (& p)(ENH(p")
and a € (K°)™, b e (K°°)", then we have that the function

(K°)™ =™ 5 (K"~ = K° : (¢,d) v 0pnr () (a, ¢, b, d)
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is the zero function exactly when O'mﬁn(Tw,)(a, b) =0 for all p,v.
(ii) (w #£ 1) Let o be a strictly convergent analytic A-structure on K. Then

ker oy, = {Z a &t € A, ay € kerop}.
o

Furthermore, with the notation of Definition [{.3.1|(v), if f(&') = >, 7#(5)(5”)“
and a € (K°)™, then the function

(KO)™ =™ = K°: ¢ omi (f)(a,c)

is the zero function exactly when oy, (f,)(a) =0 for all p.

Proof. This follows easily from the Strong Noetherian Property and Weierstrass
Preparation. Case (i) in the case that K is nontrivially valued is given in detail in
[CLR1] Proposition 2.10. O

Remark 4.5.5. Proposition .5.4] does not always hold when K is trivially valued.
Namely, in case (i), the function o(p;) is the zero function. In case (ii), if K is a
finite field there is a nonzero monic polynomial p(&;) € A; such that o(p) is the
zero function. There is no problem in the construction of Remark E.5.8 however.

When considering a particular field K with analytic A-structure, it is no loss
of generality to assume that kerog o = (0) (See Example [L4(11)). Indeed we can
replace A by A/kerogo to get an equivalent analytic structure on K with this
property. In the case that ker og o = (0) we may consider Ag o = A to be a subring
of K°. It is convenient to extend the Weierstrass system by suitably adjoining the
elements of K to A:

Definition 4.5.6 (Extension of parameters). (i) Let A = {4,,,} be a separated
Weierstrass system and let K be a nontrivially valued valued field with analytic
A-structure {0y, }. Assume that ker g g = (0), so we may consider A as a subring
of K° and A, , as a subring of K°[[¢, p]]. With the notation of Definition LT 2(v)
and with M =m/ —m, N =n' —n, if f = EWJTW({,p)({”)“(p”)”, a € (K°)™
and b € (K°°)", we write f(a,&”,b, p") for the power series

> Tma(Fu) @ 0) (€N (p")" in K°[[€", p"]).

v
Then by Proposition 5.4 the function

(P x (K*)Y =5 K° ¢ (e.d) > (o) (a . bod)

only depends on the power series f(a,&”,b, p”) and we denote this function by

Ug\/I,N(f(av 5”7 b7 pll))
Define the subring Ap v (K) of K°[[¢”, p"]] by
AM,N(K) = U {f(avé-”ubv p”): f S Am’,n’u a € (Ko)m7 be (Koo)n}u
m,neN
and define
.A(K) = {AM,N(K)}M,N-
Then, oy  is a homomorphism from Ay n(K) to the ring of functions (K°)™ x
(K°°)N — K°, for each M, N.
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(ii)(m # 1) Let A = {A,} be a strictly convergent Weierstrass system and as-
sume that K has analytic A-structure {o,,} and that kerog = (0) so A = Ay C
K°. With the notation of Definition 31l (v) and with M = m' —m, if f =
> F.(9)(E")" and a € (K°)™, define the power series f(a,£") as 2. 0m (F)(a)(E"m e
K°[[¢"]]. Then by Proposition 5.4 the function o, (f(a,&”)) defined by

(KOYM 5 K° e o (f)(a,c)
only depends on the power series f(a,&”). Define
Au(E) = | JA{f(@.&"): f€Anim, ae (K°)}

meN
c K"
AK) = {Am(K)}

Then ¢’ is a homomorphism from Ay (K) to the ring of functions (K°)™ — K°.

‘We have

Theorem 4.5.7. (i) Let K and A be as in Definition [{.5.0|(i). Then A(K) is a
separated Weierstrass system over (K°, K°°) and K has separated analytic A(K)-
structure via the homomorphisms {os n}-

The family {Ano(K)} is a strictly convergent Weierstrass system and {c}; o}
provides K with a strictly convergent analytic structure as described in Definition
[{=3-6(ii). (No rings of K°-fractions are needed as K° is a valuation ring.) If A is
a strong Weierstrass system, so is A(K).

(11) Let K and A be as in Definition[f.5.6|(it). Then A(K) is a strictly convergent
Weierstrass system and K has strictly convergent analytic A(K)-structure via the
homomorphisms {o'y,;}. If A is a strong Weierstrass system, so is A(K).

Proof. The various properties for A(K) follow using the Weierstrass Division The-
orem and the Strong Noetherian Property and the corresponding properties for A.
(The case when A, , = A(&)[[p]], with A noetherian and complete in its I-adic
topology is given in [CLR1], Lemma-Definition 2.12.) O

Remark 4.5.8 (More general constants). Let K and A be as in Definition 5.6(i),
and use its notation. For K’ any subfield of K, one can define

AN (K i= | (@€ 0,0"): [ € Ao, a € (K™, b e (K°)").
m,neN

Similarly as in Theorem 5.7 if K has analytic A-structure, then it has analytic
A(K') structure.

We restate the special case m = 0 or n = 0 of the Strong Noetherian Property
(Theorem [2.17) for A(K), that we will need in Section

Corollary 4.5.9. Let A= {A,,,} be a separated Weierstrass system and let non-
trivially valued field K have separated analytic A-structure o with ker(og o) = (0).
If f€ Apimnsn(K) and m =0 or n =0, we can write

f= > Ful&nE)" ") 1+ guw)

(n,v)ed
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NM+N s q finite set.

where the g, € Ay prnyn and J C
We restate some results from [CLRI] whose proofs extend without difficulty to
our current more general setting.

Proposition 4.5.10. (Proposition 2.17 of [CLR1])

(i) Let A be a separated Weierstrass system and let K be a valued field with separated
analytic A-structure; then K° is a Henselian valuation ring.

(ii)(w # 1) Let A be a strictly convergent Weierstrass system and let K be a wval-
ued field with strictly convergent analytic A-structure. Then K° is a Henselian
valuation ring.

The following theorem permits us to work over any algebraic extension of the
domain of an analytic A-structure. Its proof is the same as that of Theorem 2.18
of [CLRI].

Theorem 4.5.11. Let K be a valued field and let K’ be an algebraic extension of
K.

(i) Let A be a separated Weierstrass system. Suppose that K has a separated
analytic A-structure o = {omn}t. Then there is a unique extension of o to a
separated analytic A-structure 7 on K'.

(i1) (m £ 1)] Let A be a strictly convergent Weierstrass system. Suppose that K
has a strictly convergent analytic A-structure and that o(m) remains prime in (K')°.
Then there is a unique extension of o to a strictly convergent analytic A-structure
T on K'.

Remark 4.5.12. (i) Let C be a ring of A-fractions. Let o be a separated analytic
A-structure on K and let B be a Laurent ring over C,, ,, with defining formula ¢p.
Then the formula ¢p defines in a natural way a subset U, of (Kg,)™ x (Kgp)"
by Theorem@. 511l If the set U, is nonempty, then it is called a Laurent subdomain
in the terminology of [BGRI, Definition 7.2.3.2, and it is called a K, -subdomain
in the terminology of [LRI|, Definition 5.3.3. Moreover, B defines in a natural
way a ring of (analytic) functions on Uy, via 0. We will not study these rings of

functions in detail.

(ii) Let o be a separated analytic A-structure on K and C' a ring of A-fractions
which is compatible with o. Let B be a Laurent ring over C,, , with a defining
formula ¢p. Then Uy, as in (i) is nonempty if and only if pp can be obtained
inductively as in Definition such that for each step of type (ii) there exists
xin (Kg, )™M x (Ko )" with |o(f)(x)] > 1 and for each step of type (ii)
there exists z in (Kg,)" M x (Kgp )N with [o(f)(x)] < 1. We will not use this

property.

Remark 4.5.13. The conclusion of Proposition [L.5.10(ii), and hence also the con-
clusions of Theorem EL5TT(ii), can be false without the assumption that ord(K°°)
has minimal element ord(cg(b)). To see this consider A,, = T, (C,), the strictly
convergent power series of gauss-norm < 1 over C,, the completion of the alge-
braic closure of Q,. Let C; be a nonprincipal ultrapower of C,, and let b € C;,

satisfy 1 — 1 < |b] < 1 for all n € N. Let K be the smallest substructure
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of C containing b and closed under +,-,(-)~! and all the functions of J,, Am.
Then, by definition, K has analytic {A,,}-structure in the sense that the ele-
ments of A,, define functions on K in a natural way. Let pé C K°° be the
ideal in K° generated by {p% :n € N}. One can see by induction on terms that
K°/p=K° = {% : f,9 € F,[b] and g(0) # 0}. Here F, is the algebraic closure of
the p-element field. K° is not Henselian - consider f(z) = 1 — z — bz?, which is
regular in x of degree 1 but has no zero in K°. Indeed it has no zero in Ko/p% K°.

Definition 4.5.14. Let A = {A,,,} be a separated or strictly convergent Weier-
strass system. Let £ = (0,1,+,-,71,7| - |) be the language of valued fields (the
symbol = denotes multiplication on the value group.) Let £4 be £ augmented with
function symbols for the elements of |, ,, Am.n. We call £ 4 the language of valued
fields with analytic A-structure. Let K be a valued field with analytic A-structure.
Interpret f € A, as o(f) : (K°)™ x (K°°)" — K°, extended by zero outside its
domain, so K becomes an L 4-structure.

The following theorem extends [LL2] Theorem 3.8.2, [LR2] Theorem 4.2 and
[LR3|] Theorem 4.2.

Theorem 4.5.15. (Quantifier Elimination.) Let K be an algebraically closed val-
ued field with separated analytic A-structure. Let L4 be as above. Then K admits
elimination of quantifiers in L 4.

Proof. The proofs of the above cited theorems, which are based on Weierstrass

Division and the Strong Noetherian Property, work with very minor modifications.
O

Note that Theorem does not impose any condition on the characteristic
of K. (In fact, everything up to the end of section [lis for all characteristics.) In
section [6] Theorem [6.3.7] we will give a quantifier elimination statement in the case
that K has characteristic zero but is not necessarily algebraically closed.

4.6. The algebraic case. In this subsection we show that every Henselian field
carries a definable (algebraic) analytic structure, so our theory of Henselian fields
with analytic structure contains the first order theory of Henselian fields as a special
case. Along the way we establish some results about algebraic strictly convergent
and separated power series over a discretely valued Henselian field that may be of
independent interest. The results of this section are not used in the rest of the
paper.

Let R be a field or an excellent Henselian discrete valuation ring, with prime p.
Let £ = (&1,...,&m). Let R denote the p-adic completion of R and IAE<§> the ring
of strictly convergent power series in £ with coefficients from R. Let R(&)a1g denote
the algebraic closure of R[¢] in R(¢), i.e. all the elements of R(¢) that are algebraic
over R[¢]. (The condition of excellence for R is the same as assuming that R is
separable over R, i.e. if y1,...,y, € R then the field extension Q(R[y1,---,yn))

over (R) has a separating transcendence base. Here Q(A) denotes the quotient
field of A.)
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Theorem 4.6.1. (Artin Approzimation for R({)aig) Let n = (n1,...,mn), and let
Fi(&,m) € R[&,n] fori = 1,...,d be a finite set of polynomials, and let ¢ € N
and T(€) € (RE)M satisfy Fy(€,7(€)) = 0 for i = 1,....d. Then there exist
TE) € (R(€uy)™ satisfying FiE, 7€) = O for i = 1,...,d and 7(€) = 7(¢)
mod p¢. Moreover, there are (1,...,Gy € R(E)arg such that R[E,7,C1,-..,Cn] is a
Henselian extension of R[], i.e. the Jacobian of this extension is a unit — there are
G; € R[¢,n,(], j=1,...,N +n such that (8778()(77’ Z) is a unit.

Proof. The proof is the same as that of [Ar] in the local case, except that one uses
the strictly convergent Weierstrass Preparation and Division Theorems instead of
the local versions. For an elementary exposition of the Néron desingularization see
IDL2] section 3. (Alternatively, one could follow the slightly different proof given
in [Ba].) O

The quasi-affinoid or separated case is more complicated. First we introduce
some notation. Let & = (&1,...,&m), n = (M,---snm)s p = (p1,-.-,pn) and X =
Ay AN)-

S (R) = R(E)[[]]
and Sy, ,(R)aig is the algebraic closure of R[¢, p] in ann(ﬁ)
)™ x (Eo2 )™, where F

Definition 4.6.2. An algebraic Laurent domain (in (F? oty

alg
is the quotient field of R or R) is a domain defined inductively by a sequence of
inequalities of the form |p;(£)|0;1 where each p; is a polynomial with ||p;|| = 1
and each O; € {>,<}. For algebraic Laurent domains ¢ we define the rlng of

R-analytic functions O #(U) on U inductively as follows. If Oz(U) = (R R)/I
and p(&) is a polynomial with ||p|| =1 and
U = uUn{&p):p@l=1}
u' = UN{(&p): p(E)l <1}
then
Oﬁ(u/) = 731/+1,n ( )/(va(g)gm '+1 — 1)
O%(Z/{/) = (paplv"'vpn )OR(L{/)
OrU") = Spuwa(R)/(T,p(&) = purs1)
O%(u”) = (pa PLs--- 7pn’+1)0§(u”)'

For U an algebraic Laurent domain we define the ring of algebraic functions Or(U)aig
to be the algebraic closure of R[¢, p] in Op(U), and

OrU)ag = OrU)arg N OFU).
A finite family {U;} of algebraic Laurent domains is called covering if |J,U; =
(Fag)™ > (F)™
Theorem 4.6.3. (Artin approzimation for Sy, |, (R)aig) Let F;(§,n,p, ) € R§,n, p, M|
fori = 1,....d, let ¢ € N and suppose that 7(§,p) € (S;, (R RNM, X, p) €
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(p, ) (S (RN satisfy

Fi(& p.71(&p), A€, ) =0
fori=1,...,d. Then there is a finite covering family {U;}, i =1, ..., e of algebraic
Laurent domains and for each i there are

19 p) € (OrUs)ag)™
A& p) € (O%Us)arg)™

such that
79(¢,p) = 1 p) mod (p,p)°
@ &p) = X(l) (& p) mod (p,p)° and
Fj(gvpvﬁ(z)u)‘(l)) =0 fO'l"jzl,...,d.
Moreover, for each i there are Z(i) = (Nfi), e, Ng)) € (OrUs)arg)t and g =

(5§i),...,5(Li,)) € (O%(Ui)alg)y such that OR(Mi)alg[ﬁ,X,Z, o] is a Henselian ex-
tension of Or(Ui)aig, i.e. the Jacobian of the extension is a unit — there are
Gy € RIEMAC0l, =1, M+ N+ L+ L such that (585 ) (7,C,,5) is
a unit.

Proof. The proof, including the Néron p—desingularization, is the same as in the
affinoid case, except for the following complication. As in the affinoid case we
reduce to the situation (using the notation of [Ar]) that

F(gvpvﬁax) =0
and
where ¢ is the determinant of a suitable minor of the Jacobian matrix. It may
not be possible to make ¢ regular by permissible changes of variables among the ¢;
and among the p;. However, § will be preregular (see Definition .2.12)) of degree
(10, 10), say. Writing

3(Ep) = 38,60
we break up into two algebraic Laurent dgmains as follows:
(i) Uy defined by [8,, (&) > 1i.e. dyéms1 —1 =0, and
(ii) Uy defined by [d,,(&)| < 1i.e. dyy — pnt1 = 0.

Case (i). After Weierstrass changes of variables among the &; and among the p;,
we may assume that 8,,&,,+1 — 1 is regular in &,,,1 of degree s say, and that &, 116
is regular in p,,. We are thus reduced to seeking solutions in Og (U1 )i (Which is a
finite Sy, ,,(R)aig—algebra) with 4 regular in p, and we proceed as in the affinoid,
or local cases by induction on n. The reduction from a finite Sy, ,,_1(R)ay-algebra
to Sy, —1(R)aiy is immediate as in [Ax].

Case (ii) After a Weierstrass change of variables among the &;, we may assume
that 0,, — pny1 is regular in &,,. Hence we are reduced to the case of a finite
algebra over Sp, ;1,1 1(R)aig, and hence to the case of S;, 1, 1(R)ay, and the
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proof follows by induction on the pairs (m,n) ordered lexicographically. The case
m = 0 is like the affinoid case — § can be made regular in p, by a Weierstrass
change of variables among the p;. (I

Remark 4.6.4. The condition on the Jacobian in Theorem (and Theorem
M6.0) shows that all the algebraic power series (i.e. power series in O%(U)aqq for
U a Laurent domain) define functions on any Henselian field containing R that are
existentially definable in the language of Henselian fields.

Theorem 4.6.5. Sp, | (R)aly satisfies the two Weierstrass Preparation and Divi-
sion Theorems (Definition [{.1.3). In other words, if f,g € Sy, ,,(R)aig and f is
reqular (in &y, or py), then the associated Weierstrass data are algebraic.

Proof. First we prove that the data associated with Weierstrass Preparation ap-
plied to a regular algebraic power series are algebraic. Let f(§,p) € Sy, ,,(R)aig
be regular in &, of degree s say. (The case that f is regular in p,, is similar.)
Let ¢ = (&1,...,&m—1). Then there is an F(&,p,Y) € RI, p, Y]\ {0} such that
F(& p, (& p)) =0. We may assume that F(&,p,0) # 0. Let

f(§7 p) = U(é-?p)[gfn + AS—l(glvp)gfn_l + -+ AO(glvp)]

with the A4; € Sﬁl_lm(ﬁ) and U € Sﬁln(ﬁ) Let the &, ; be the zeros of &, +
As 1(&,p)E5 L + -+ + Ap(¢, p) in the algebraic closure of the quotient field of
S,Onn(ﬁ) Then the Em,j all satisfy F({’,Emyj,p, 0) = 0, and hence are algebraic.
The A;(£', p) are symmetric functions of the &, ; and hence also are algebraic, i.e.
in S5, ,(R)ag- It follows immediately that U (¢, p) is also algebraic.

Next we show that the Weierstrass data associated with Weierstrass Division
of an algebraic power series by a Weierstrass polynomial in &, are algebraic. Let
g € Sron,n(R)algu and f = grsn + As—l(glvp)gs_l + o+ AO(glup) =: W with the
Aj € 8p, 1, (R)arg.- We have that

s—1
9(&p) = Q& p) - W+ i€, )&,

=0
with the 7;(¢', p) € S%,_1 . (R).

Assume first that W is irreducible and separable and let Zmﬁj, j=1,...,sbethe
zeros of W in the algebraic closure of the quotient field of S,"nn(ﬁ) Since g(¢, p) is
algebraic, so is g(¢&, &

m.j» p) for each j. Then we have for j =1,...,s that

|
_

S

9 Eip) =S il p)En .

K2

Il
=]

Considering these as equations in the unknowns r;, we see that the coefficient matrix
is nonsingular, and hence that the r; are algebraic.

In the non-irreducible case, we do Weierstrass Division successively by the irre-
ducible factors of W, observing that they will also be regular in &,,.

Finally, we must consider the case that W is irreducible, but not separable, i.e.
that W is a polynomial in £2,, where p is the characteristic of R, say W (¢, &m, p) =
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Wi((&,€8,,p). We proceed by induction on the degree of W. W; has degree

2 =5’ < s and is regular of degree s". Write

p—1
9=">_9i(€, &0 )i
=0

The g; € Sy, ,,(R)aig and hence by induction there are r;; € Sy, ,(R)aiy such
that

s'—1

9i(€n,p) = Q& p)Wr(E m, ) + Y i i (€, p)-

§=0
Replacing n by &P, we see that

p—1
9 &mrp) = D al€,Eh,p)E
=0
p—l ) p—1s'—1 o
(3 Qi€ & n)h) - W+ 3 rasl€, BT
=0

i=0 j=1

From Theorem [.6.5] and Remark [£.6.4] we have

Corollary 4.6.6. If K is Henselian and R C K° is either a field or an excellent
discrete valuation ring, then

(1) {Sm.n(R)aigtm.n is a separated Weierstrass system.

(ii) The elements of Sy, ,,(R)aig define analytic functions (K°)™ x (K°°)" — K°.
Indeed, these functions are existentially definable uniformly in K. Hence K has a
natural analytic {Sy, ,,(R)aig}m n—structure.

(iii) Taking R = Q, Zglg the algebraic p—adic integers, and IF, the p—element field,
gives prime (i.e. smallest) analytic structures on all Henselian fields, depending
only on the characteristic and residue characteristic of the field.

5. SUBDOMAINS OF K°

alg AND THEIR RINGS OF SEPARATED ANALYTIC FUNCTIONS

In this section, we develop the basis of a theory of analytic functions on a K-
annulus (an irreducible K-domain in K, in the terminology of [LR1]), when K
carries a separated analytic A(K)-structure. Here A = {4, »} is a (fixed) sepa-
rated Weierstrass system and K is a field with separated analytic A-structure. We
assume in this section that ker(ogo) = (0) and hence that K has analytic A(K)-
structure, cf. Definition f.5.6] Theorem [£5.71 Our main result is that any analytic
function on any K-annulus equals a unit times a rational function, cf. Theorem
From this it follows that if 7 is a term in the language of valued fields with
analytic A(K)-structure, then there is a cover of Kg, by finitely many K-annuli
on each of which 7 is a rational function times a strong unit, cf. Theorem
This is what is needed for most model-theoretic applications. In section we
prove some stronger results under stronger assumptions.
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The results in this section extend some the results of [CLR1], Section 3, as well
as some of those of [DHM]|. They also extend the classical results of [FP], Section
2.2, to the quasi-affinoid and the non-algebraically closed cases. An alternative
definition of analytic structures is given in [ScanICM] where a statement similar to
Theorem (5.3 is an axiom (more or less instead of our axiom (c) which seems to
us more readily verifiable for the examples in section F.4]).

We present a more complete theory than the minimum needed for the above-
mentioned result about terms. The reader interested only in that application should
consult Remark for the shortest path to that result. The complications in
the proofs are a consequence of the lack of completeness — completeness is a key
ingredient of the proofs in the classical (affinoid) algebraically closed case. It is
also a key ingredient in the development of affinoid algebra and geometry ([BGR])
and quasi-affinoid algebra and geometry ([LRI]). In section we assume a weak
consequence of completeness (that holds in most of the standard examples) give
somewhat easier proofs, and also establish a second “Mittag-Leffler” type theorem
(Theorem [£6.5)

In this whole section, A is a separated Weierstrass system and any separated
analytic A-structure o is assumed to satisfy ker(og0) = (0). Hence, if K has ana-
lytic A-structure, then it has analytic A(K)-structure, cf. Definition [£.5.6] Theorem
457

With some care, all results and definitions in this section and section [0l can be
adapted to the case of strictly convergent Weierstrass systems (7w # 1), where one
uses the maximal algebraic unramified extension in place of K4, see [CLRI].

5.1. Definitions and Notation.
Definition 5.1.1 (K-annulus). Let K be a Henselian valued field.

(a) A K-annulus formula is a formula ¢ of the form

L
po(z)[Dogo A /\ &i0ilpi()),
i=1

where the p; € K°[z] are monic and irreducible, the &; € /|K \ {0}| and the
0, € {<,<}. Define 0; by {00;,0;} = {<, <}. We require further that the sets

Hi:={z € Kug : [pi(2)[Tiei}, i =1,..., L,
be disjoint and contained in {z € Ka4 : |[po(z)|Togo}-
(b) The corresponding K -annulus is
Uy = {0 € Kuty: 9()}

(If K1 D Kayg is a field then ¢ also defines a subset of K;. We shall also refer to
this as U, and also call it a K-annulus. No confusion will result.) The K-holes
of ¢, sometimes called the holes of U, are the sets H;. A K-annulus of the form
{z € Ky : |po(z)|0oeo} is called a K—disc or just a disc.

(c) A K-annulus formula ¢ and the K-annulus U, are called linear if the p; are
all linear and the ¢; € |K|\ {0}.
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(d) A K-annulus fomula ¢ and the K-annulus U, are called closed (resp. open)
if all the OJ; are < (resp. <).

(e) A K-annulus formula is called good if the p; are of lowest possible degrees
among all K-annulus formulas defining the same K-annulus.

Instead of requiring in a) that the p; be irreducible and allowing the &; €
| K\ {0}], we could require that the ¢; € |K \ {0}| and allow the p; to be powers
of irreducible monic polynomials.

We shall often let & denote an element of |K \ {0}| or an element of K of that
size, which will be clear from the context.

Lemma 5.1.2. Let K be Henselian.

(i) Let p € Klx] be irreducible and let O € {<,<}. Then for every § €
VIEK\ {0} there is an ¢ € /|K \{0}| such that for every x € Kayg,
Ip(z)| Ce if, and only if, for some zero a of p, |z — | 00.

(ii) A K-annulus is a unique finite union of isomophic (and linear) K q14-annuli.
If K = Kqig4 then all K-annulus formulas are linear.

(ili) Any two K-discs (cf. Definition[BI1(b)) Us and Us are either disjoint or
one is contained in the other.

(iv) For any two K-annuli Uy and Us, if Uy NUs # @ then Uy NUsz is a K-
annulus.

(v) The complement of a K-annulus U (i.e. Kg,
K -annuli.

(vi) Every set of the form

\U) is a finite union of

U= {x € Kyt lpo(@)|Doco A N & Di|pi(x)|}

=1

with the p; irreducible and the e; € \/|K \ {0}| is described by a K -annulus
formula.

(vil) Ewvery K-annulus is described by a good K -annulus formula.

(viii) If for a finite collection of K-annulus formulas ¢; the K-annuli U,, cover
K3, then for any K' O K the corresponding K'-annuli cover K™ (cf. Def-

inition [ 11)(b)).

Proof. Exercise (or see [CLR1], Lemma 3.2.) O

Definition 5.1.3 (Rings of analytic functions). Let K have separated analytic .A-
structure, and let ¢ be a K-annulus formula as in Definition (1] (a). Define the
corresponding generalized rings of fractions over K°, resp. K, by

Ok (¢) == Ami1.0(K)/(pe(x) — aoz0, pi* (z)21 — an, ..., p* (x)zr —ar),

and
Ol (p) == K @xo Ok (),

where a; € K°, |a;| = Efi, m+4n = L+1,{z0,...,2r}istheset {&a, ..., &my1,01,- -+, Pn}

and z is & and z; is a £ or p variable depending, respectively, on whether [J; is <
or <. By Weierstrass Division, each f € O} (o) defines a function U, — K, via
the analytic structure on Kg4 given by Theorem 5111 Denote this function by
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f7. Let O%(p) be the image of O}((gp) under f — f7 and call O%(y) the ring of
analytic functions on Uk (¢).

Clearly, f maps U, N K’ into K’ for any field K C K’ C Kgq4, cf. Theorem
4511

The mapping f — f¢ is obviously a surjective K—algebra homomorphism. We
do not know if it is always injective, though we do prove it is for some annuli of
particularly simple forms (Lemmas and (377 and Corollary B310). We show
in section 0.6l (Theorem [5.6.3)) that under the stronger assumption that K has strong
separated analytic structure, this homomorphism is injective for all K—annuli.

Definition 5.1.4 (Units). Let f? be a unit in O%(¢). Suppose that there is some
¢ € N and ¢ € K such that |(f7(x))| = |c| for all z € U,,. Suppose also that there
exists a nonzero polynomial P(¢) € K[¢] such that P ((2(fo(x)")™) = 0 for all
z € Uy, where ™ : K§ ) — IN{alg is the natural projection to the residue field. Then
we call f a strong unit. We call f a very strong unit if moreover |f(z)| = 1 and

(f(x))~ =1 for all z € U,. We call f € Ol (p) a (very) strong unit if f7 is.

Ezxamples 5.1.5.
(i) If f € Ok(p), f =14 g with

9 € (Ams1,a(K))°/ (i (x) — aoz0, p1' (2)21 — ar, ..., " (2)z — az),

then f is a unit by Remark 417 and since K has analytic A(K)-structure. Hence,
in this case f is a very strong unit.

(i) Let ¢ be the K-annulus formula |z| < 1, and U, = Kgp, be the corresponding
open disc. Then Ok (¢) = Ap,1, as expected. Namely, by definition, Ok (p) =
A11(K)/(x — p1), with = a &-variable. But since = — p; is regular in x of degree 1
(cf. Definition LI1.1[(i)), for any ¢ in A; 1 there exist unique ¢ € A1 1 and r € Ag1
such that g = g(z — p1) +r. This shows that there is a well defined surjective map
from Ok (¢) to Ag 1, namely sending the class of g to the class of r, with inverse

just the projection from Ag 1 to Ok (y).

(iii) Let ¢ be the K-annulus formula |z| < 1, and U, = K7, be the corresponding
closed disc. Then clearly Ok (¢) = A1 0.

(iv) An example of a strong unit which is not a constant plus a small function goes
as follows. Let K = R. The annulus formula |z2 + 1| < 1 gives a K-annulus I on
which the identity function z — x is a strong unit. The K—disc U consists of two
open K;4—discs centered at ¢ and —i. For details, see [CLRI].

Notation. With the notation from Definition 51,3 in particular, p = (p1,. .., pn),
we define

©)° = (K, p)Ok(p)
©)° = Okl(p)
Ok(p)° = Ok(p).
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2
We will use the suggestive notation f =" ay(x)(%)”o (5 El;)gl > -(pn?#)”"
to denote the image of f = > a,(&1)z0 25 217" -2 € Apgin in O}((ga) or
O% (#)-
We need to study the rings of functions on annuli of some particularly simple
forms.

Definition 5.1.6.

(i) A linear K-annulus of the form
{z € Kauyq4 : |z — ao Ssand/\|3:—ai| > ¢}
i=0
for some € € /|K \ {0}, ¢ <1, and a; € K° is called thin. A general K-annulus

U is called thin if each each of the linear K,j4-annuli U; corresponding to U as in
Lemma [5.1.2] (ii) is a thin linear K44-annulus.

(ii) A K-annulus U of the form
{z € Kayg &1 <|p(z)| <o},

where p € K|z] is irreducible is called a Laurent annulus. We call a Laurent
K-annulus U simple if each of the linear K4-annuli U; corresponding to U as
in Lemma (ii) is a Laurent K,4-annulus. A linear Laurent annulus is thus
necessarily simple.

(iii) If the linear K-annulus

n
{z € Ky : |z — ao gaand/\|x—ai| >e}
i=0

is thin and &’ < e < &”, and U, U" are defined by

n

U = {ze€Kyy:|z—aol <eand|z—agl >e'} and/\ |z —a;| > e}
i=1
n
U" = {z€Kuy:|z—ag| <" and/\ |z — a;| > €},
i=0

we callU’, U" almost thin. A general K-annulus U is called almost thin if each each
of the linear Kg-annuli ¢; corresponding to U as in Lemma [5.1.2] (ii) is an almost
thin linear K, 4-annulus. We denote the corresponding thin annuli (obtained by
replacing &’ and &” in the above definitions by ¢) by U, and U]’ respectively.

(iv) We call two K—annuli adjacent if their union is a K—annulus. We say that two
K-—annuli overlap if their intersection is nonempty.

(v) We call a finite cover {U;} of U by annuli U; rigid if for each i, j there is a finite
sequence U; = U;,,- -+ ,U;,, = U; from the cover such that foreach { =1,--- ,m—1
we have that U;, and U;,,, overlap.

241
Remark 5.1.7.
(i) An open K-annulus with only one K-hole is Laurent, by Lemma [F.T.2(i).
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(ii) An almost thin annulus is a thin annulus (/) that has been “thickened” either
in its hole around ao (U’) or in its “hole at co” (U").

The two types of almost thin annuli are equivalent for many purposes. The proof
of the following lemma is a simple calculation.

Lemma 5.1.8. The two types of almost thin linear annuli (U', U" ) in the definition,
and their rings of functions (OU"),OU")), are related by the change of variables

y=(r—a)" "l
Lemma 5.1.9. Let R(z) € K(x) and € € +/|K|\ {0}, let O € {<,<}, and let
U:={re K, |R()Oe}.

There are finitely many K-annuli U;, © = 1,...,L and a finite set S C K2, such

alg’

that U \ S = (UiLzl U;) \ S and for each i there is an f; € O (Uy) such that

R(x)|un\s = filuns-

Proof. We may assume that R(z) = 2™ [[:_, pi(z)™, where the p; € K°[z] are
monic, irreducible and mutually prime and the n; € Z. The lemma is proved in
[CLR1], Lemma 3.16. O

5.2. Results from [BGR]. In this subsection we summarize some of the results of
[BGR] that apply without change in our context. Only fairly special cases of these
results are actually used (for example in the proof of Proposition [5.3.2)

Observe that a K-annulus is not always a Kgg-annulus. However, by Lemma
5.2 (i), a K-annulus is the disjoint union of a finite set of K,4-annuli (and the
corresponding rings of functions are related as in Proposition [5.3.111) These linear
K 41g—annuli are isomorphic via automorphisms of K,y over K. We are thus led to
consider more general domains.

The following is used in Definition (22 (iii) and afterwards in Section

Definition 5.2.1 (Residue norm). With the notation from Definition T3 for
f € Ok(p),

Il <1

means that there exists g € Ap11,0(K) whose class in Ok (p) is f and such that
llgll < 1, with || - || the gauss-norm (see just above Remark E.TI0). This usage
extends naturally to the case (Definition 522l below) that ¢ is a domain formula.

Definition 5.2.2. We define the concepts of a domain formula p, the correspond-
ing domain U,, generalized ring of K°-fractions Ok (p), generalized ring of K-
fractions (9}((30) and ring of analytic functions O% (U) inductively as follows.

(i) The formula ¢: = A" (|&] < 1) A AL (lpil < 1) is a domain formula. The
corresponding domain is (K, )™ x (Kgp,)", its generalized ring of K °-fractions is

A (K), its generalized ring of K-fractions is Af, ,(K) := K ®xo Apmn(K).
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(i) Ifp, U,, Ok (p) and OL () are a domain formula and the corresponding domain

and generalized ring of fractions, and f1,..., far, ¢1,..-,9n8, B € (’)}{(go) generate
the unit ideal, then

M N
¢ =0 NSl < ) A /\ ARSI
i=1 i=1

is a domain formula. The corresponding domain is

{z ely: /\Ifz )| < [h(z and/\Igz )< ()]}

and if Og () = Amn(K )/I then
Ok (¢') = Amsmnn(K)/T,

where
=, fr—mh,...,f; —nmh, g1 — 11h,...,gn — TND).

(iii) We define the corresponding generalized ring of (K-valued) fractions O}((gp) on
U, by
Ol (¢) == K @xo Ok ().
This is consistent with the notation Af, ,(K) = K Qo Amn(K) from (i). We
define
Ok (9)° = {f € Ox(p) : | fll < 13,
and
Ok () := (K, p)Ok ()",
where Ok (@) = Amn(K)/I and p = (p1,- - , pn)-

(iv) The corresponding ring of functions O% () is the image of Ok () in the ring of
functions U, — K14 under the mapping provided by the analytic A(Kq4)-structure
on Kalg-

(v) We call a domain closed if all its defining inequalities are weak (i.e. <) and we
call a domain open if all its defining inequalities are strict (i.e. <). In the case that
U is closed its ring of K°-fractions is of the form A,, ¢/I and in the case it is open
its ring of K-fractions is of the form Ag /1.

The following definition generalizes the notion of domains, and will only be used
in the proofs later on in section No confusion should result with the notation
of Definition £.2.2]

Definition 5.2.3. If J is an ideal in AT oK), define
V( ) = {((I b) ( alg)m x ( alg) fa(a’ b) - 0 for all f € J} and

ol (J) := Af, o(K)/J. The elements of OT(J) define functions on V(J) = Kayg
via ¢ in a natural way, and we denote this ring of functions by O%(J).

Remark 5.2.4. (i) If ¢ is a K-annulus formula and F' is an algebraic extension of K,
then ¢ is a F-domain formula, even though ¢ may not be an F—annulus formula.

(ii) Many of the results for domains, of [BGR] in the affinoid case, and of [LRI]
in the quasi-affinoid case, hold also in the more general setting of Henselian fields
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with analytic structure, often with (slightly) modified proofs. To check exactly how
proofs must be modified would be a cumbersome task. For example Proposition
B30T (ii) below would follow from the analogue of [BGR] Lemma 7.2.2.8 in the
affinoid case. But the proof of that Lemma in [BGR] uses much of that book.
We will give a self-contained treatment, though we will quote some theorems from
[BGR] when the proofs apply without modification.

(iii) From the Strong Noetherian Property we see that Af, ,(K)° = Apn(K)
and Af, (K)*° = Apn(K)°. It is easy to see that for f € Af, ,(K) we have
f e Al (K)° if and only if |[f7(a,b)] < 1 for all (a,b) € (Kog)™ % (Kgp)™s
which is the case if, and only if, || f|] < 1, and that f € A, ,(K)°° if, and only if,
|£7(a,b)| < 1 for all (a,b) € (Kg;,)™ x (Kgp,)", which is the case if, and only if,
f € (K, p)Aman(K)°.

From Theorem [.5.7 we know that the rings A, o(K) and Ao ,(K) have Weier-
strass Preparation, are closed under Weierstrass changes of variables, and (from
the Strong Noetherian Property) have the property that for any 0 # f € Ay, 0(K)
(or Agpn(K)), there is an a € K such that af € A, o(K) (or Agn(K)) satisfies
laf]] = 1 and is preregular (and hence after a Weierstrass change of variables,
regular) of some degree.

Proposition 5.2.5. The Riickert Theory of [BGR] sections 5.2.5 and 5.2.6 applies
to the rings AIn,O(K) and to the rings A(];,n(K)- Hence these rings are Noetherian,
factorial and normal (integrally closed in their fields of fractions.)

Proof. The proofs of [BGR] apply. O

From the strong Noetherian Property and Weierstrass Preparation we have (cf.
[BGR] Corollary 6.1.2.2)

Proposition 5.2.6. (Normalization) (i) Let J be an ideal in Aimo. There is a
nonnegative integer d and a finite monomorphism

Al o(K) < Al () /.

(i) Let J be an ideal in Ag,n- There is a monnegative integer d and a finite
monomorphism
Aj a(K) = AL (K)/J

As in [BGR] section 7.1.2 we obtain
Proposition 5.2.7. The rings A;fnﬂo(K) and Agﬂn(K) satisfy the Nullstellensatz.

There is a one-to-one correspondence between the mazimal ideals OfAIn,O (resp. A(T),n)

and the orbits of (Kg,,)™ (resp. (Kgp)") under the Galois group of Kaig over K.

Remark 5.2.8 (Norms). Let J be an ideal in Af, ,,(K). Then the elements of A}, ,,/.J
define functions on V(J) = {z € (K3;,)™ < (Kg;)": f(z) =0 for all f € J}. Since
the proof of [LL2] or [LR2] (see also [LR3], Theorem 5.2) shows that Ky, admits
quantifier elimination in the language with function symbols for the elements of
S =Unn Aj, ., we see that the supremum seminorm on V(J), || - [lsup is well

defined and takes values in |Kqq| (Where || f|lsup for f € Af, ,/J is defined as the



FIELDS WITH ANALYTIC STRUCTURE 43

supremum over all z in V(J) of the |f(z)|). If Af, , /J is reduced then | - [[sup is a
norm. The residue norm || - || ; on A, ,,/J is well defined in the standard examples
(where ||f||; is defined as the infimum of the gauss-norms of all representatives of
fin Ajnn) We don’t know if our assumption on S are sufficient to guarantee that
residue norms are always defined and, if J is reduced, equivalent to the supremum
norm. However, the notation of Definition [(.2.1] always makes sense, even if the
residue norm is not defined. Clearly, for f € Ajnﬁn, the supremum norm of f equals
the gauss-norm of f.

Remark 5.2.9. Normalization fails in general for ideals J C Af, ,,(K) whenm,n > 0
(cf. [LRI1] Example 2.3.5.) It is likely that the standard properties (the Nullstel-
lensatz, unique factorization, etc.) could be established for these rings by adapting
the proofs of [LRI]. This could be quite nontrivial to carry out and is not needed
for the results of this paper.

Definition 5.2.10. With the notation from Definition (£.2.3] we shall call f €
O'(J)(= Al,../J) power bounded if |f7(x)| < 1 for all z € V(J) and we shall
call f topologically nilpotent if |f7(x)| < 1 for all z € V(J). We shall say that
f €OtV (J)) is strongly power bounded if f satisfies

fr=A "t Al 4+ A,
where for each i there is an a; € A, ,(K) such that a; € A; + J, with A; in
Ajn)n(K). We say that f is strongly topologically nilpotent if the a; € Ay, (K)° =

(K°°, p)Ap, n(K). We call f (strongly) power bounded or (strongly) topologically
nilpotent if f is.

Remark 5.2.11. Observe that f € Ainn(K) is power bounded if and only if f €
Apn(K) and f is topologically nilpotent if and only if f € A, ,(K)°. Since we
allow K to have rank > 1, it is possible that there are o, 8 € K with 1 < || and
|a™| < |B] for all n € N. By our definition « is not power bounded.

We have

Proposition 5.2.12. ([BGR| Proposition 3.8.1.7) Let ®: B — A be an integral
torsion free K -algebra monomorphism between two K-algebras A and B, where B
is an integrally closed integral domain. Then one has

(@) |flsup = max |b1|ié; for f € A where

fr+@O) " 4+ @(by) =0
is the (unique) integral equation of minimal degree for f over ®(B).

(b) In the case that B = Ain)o, or B = Ag_’n, if f is power bounded, then f is strongly
power bounded and if f is topologically nilpotent, then f is strongly topologically
nilpotent.

Proposition 5.2.13. Let ¢ be a domain formula and let f1,..., far,g1,-.-,9n, B €
O}( (p) and suppose that h is a unit in O}((ga), each % is strongly power bounded and
each 4 is strongly topologically nilpotent. Let ¢ = @ A /\Z]\i1 |fil < |hIA /\;V:1 lg;] <
|B]. Then Ol (1) = Ol (¢).
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Proof. [BGR] Proposition 6.1.4.3 or [LR1] Proposition 5.3.2. O

From Propositions[(.2.5], 5.2.6, 5.2.12 and 5.2.13] we have the following Corollary.
In Corollary 5214 we prove a similar result for all K—annuli.

Corollary 5.2.14. If ¢ is an open or a closed domain formula then Ok (p) =
Ok (U,) - i.e. Ox(p) depends only on the domain U, and not on the particular
description .

Remark 5.2.15. In case 2 of the proof of Proposition we shall use annuli or
discs of radius > 1 and their associated rings. To give an example of such a disc,
if @ € K, |a| > 1, the annulus formula ¢ := (Jz| < |a|]) A (g1 < |p1(z)|) defines the
annulus U, = {x € Kqy: ()} and generalized ring of fractions

Okte) = {#(5 ) € Ao}

ay

Here |a;| = £]* € |K|. Tt is clear that
Ok (p) = Ok(e1 < Ip1(w)]) = Of(J| < L Ae1 < Ipi(2)])

by p1 — &. In this example ¢ is an open annulus formula, U, is open and Propo-
sitions [5.2.5] 5.2.6] 5.2.7 [5.2.12 and Corollary [5.2.14] apply to the rings (’)}< (p) and
O% ().

5.3. General K-annuli, part 1. In this subsection we prove some preliminary
results about K—annuli.

Proposition 5.3.1. Let

L
¢ == Ipo(x)[Togo A J\ &slpi(@)],
i=1
be a good annulus formula and suppose that P(x) € K°[z] is monic and irreducible
and that a € Uk () is a zero of P(x). Let f € (’)}{(cp) and suppose that f7(a) = 0.
Then there is a g € Ok((p) such that f(r) = P(x) - g(z), i.e. P(x) divides f(x) in
O ().

Proof. We may suppose that

Fe ;by(x)(po(a:? )Vo (pl(a;)gl )”1 » ,(ﬁ)un

where the b, (x) are of degrees < fydeg(po). Let Qo € K°[z] be the minimal poly-

£
nomial of %ﬁa), and let @Q; be the minimal polynomial of

Lo

a;

7
p;" (c
Then each @Q); is regular in the appropriate sense for a variable corresponding to the
inequality [J;, and by Weierstrass Division

),forizl,---,n.

f(x) = R(x) + g0 'QO(Z%?ED) +igi : Qi(pi(c;i)ei)
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where R(z) is a rational function in K (x) whose denominator is a product of powers
of the p;(z),i = 1,--- ,n. Let R(z) = r(x) mod P(x) where r(z) € K[z] has degree
< deg(P) and note that

Lo

Qo (po(l’)

o ) =0 mod P(x)

and, for i = 1,--- ,n, that

ai

Ql(m> =0 mod P(z)
in O}((gp). Thus we have written
f(@) =r(z) +g(x) - P(x)
where g(z) € (9}((30) and deg(r) < deg(P). Then r(a) = 0 and hence r(z) =0. O
Proposition 5.3.2. If ¢ and ¢ are K-annulus formulas and U, C Uy, then
Of () € Ok (o).
Proof. Let

¢ = po(@)oco A N e0ipi(x)

=1
1/} - OEO/\AED'LP’L

/Z'
P
By Corollary [3] it is enough to show: if [Jj is < then ;’0 is strongly power
/l'

bounded in Ok(g@); if 0 is < then 2o~ is strongly topologically nilpotent in ol 1 ()

’

if 0 is < then o i strongly power bounded in Ol (¢); and if [T} is < then - is

/Efi i
b; p;

strongly topologically nilpotent in (’)}< (¢). We will check some of these cases and
leave the rest to the reader.

Case 1. Oy is <. Consider ¢g := |po(z)| < 9. Then O}((gpo) = A;O/(pg‘) (&) —
aomi). (Here |al®| = .) Since po(&) € K°[z] is monic and |ag| < 1, Ol (o)
is a finite extension of ALO (in the variable 1) and hence p{(&;1) is integral over

7\ el
AJ{ o- If O¢ is < then (pg# is power bounded and hence, by Proposition 5.2.12
’ 0

strongly power bounded in Ol (o) € Ol (0); and if [} is < then (p('(;_/)’-’o is topolog-
0

ically nilpotent and hence, by Proposition 5.2.12] strongly topologically nilpotent

in (’)}((goo) C O}((go). The result follows from Corollary 5.2.13

Case 2. [y is < and the “K-hole” H} = {x: |p/1($)ﬁ/16/1} is contained in the
“K-hole” H1 = {x: |p1(xz) < e€i}. Let a € K, 1 < |a| and consider the annulus
formula (cf. Remark B.210) @1 = (Jz| < |a]) A (61 < |p1(x)]). Then, using that

/ll

Remark, O (p1) € OL () and ¢, is open. Hence by Proposition 27 %~ is a
unit in (’)}( (¢1) and thus also in (’)}(( ).

;,},1 € (9}(( 1), which is topologlcally
1
nilpotent, is strongly topologically nilpotent by Proposition [5.2.12
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The other cases are similar. O

From Proposition [5.3.2] we have

Corollary 5.3.3. If ¢ is a K-annulus formula then Ok((p) depends only on the
underlying K-annulus U, and not on the particular presentation. If @, v are two

K -annulus formulas and U, C Uy, then O}( (Uy) C O}( U,).

The following Proposition is a special case of Corollary [5.3.3] The proof in the
linear case is direct and does not use Proposition[£.3.2, so we include it as a concrete
example.

Proposition 5.3.4. For a linear annulus formula ¢, o} () depends only on Uy,
and not on the particular description .

Proof. If o is another center of the disc {x: |2 — ag|doeo} then *=20 = 2=90 4

%00 4nd % 00‘0 <1ifOyis <, and a" 20 < 1if Oy is <. Similarly for a hole

€
{z: 101z — o}, if & is another center then we have

€1 €1 €1 O[&—O[l -1
= = (1- )
r—a) (z—o)+(ma—a)) z—m x— o
If O; is < then |} — a1| < &1 and if Op is < then |af — aq| <e7. O

The following Lemma is a small extension of [CLRI|, Lemma 3.11.

Lemma 5.3.5. Fvery K-annulus is a finite union of

(i) thin K-annuli with good descriptions of the form

po(x)| < o Aeo < [po(a)| A J\ & < |pi()
i=2
(ii) Simple Laurent K-annuli (c¢f. Definition [51.0) (with good descriptions of
the form |po(x)| < €0 Ae1 < |pi(x)]), and
(iii) Open K-discs (with good descriptions of the form |po(z)| < £¢.)

Next we prove Mittag-Leffler type decompositions for K—annuli of some special
types, namely discs (Lemma [53.6]) and thin annuli (Lemma [B.3.7]).

Lemma 5.3.6. Let U be a K—disc and let 0 # f € O}((Z/{). Then there is a unique
monic polynomial P(z) € K[z] and strong unit E € (9}( (U) such that f = P(z)-E.
In particular, the mapping f — f7 in injective.

Proof. The case of a linear K—disc is immediate by Weierstrass Preparation, since
in that case f =} a;(*Z%)" with the a; constants.

For U an arbitrary K—disc we write by Weierstrass Division
_ L (Dp) )
F= 3 a5

where the a; have degrees < deg(p(x)) and hence are either zero or strong units on
U. Considering f on each of the K,;4,—discs into which ¢/ decomposes, we see that
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1 fllsup = max;{||a;|lsup}- Hence f — f is injective and from the linear case we

see that f? has only finitely many zeros. The result now follows from Proposition
(3Tl and the Nullstellensatz[B.2.7l A unit on a disc is necessarily a strong unit. [

Lemma 5.3.7. If U, is a thin K-annulus described by a good K -annulus formula
¢ = |po(x)| < g0 Aeo < |po(x)| A J\ & < |pi(@)]
i=2

and 0 # f € (’)}{(Z/IS(,), there is a monic P(x) € K|[z] all of whose zeros lie in Uy, a
strong unit E € O (U,) and integers n; such that

(1) f = Pla)- [ o)™ - &
Furthermore, this representation is unique. The mapping f — f? is injective.

Proof. Write

Y po@)i(a_o)j(i)”’

f ;a””@( g0 / \po(z)/ \p
where v/ = (va,...,v,) is a multi-index and (%)”l = ()72 (32). (We are
implicitly assuming that e; € |K| — {0}. The general case, with ¢; > 1 is only
notationally more cumbersome. We are also abusing notation by using ¢; for both
an element of |K| and an element of K of that size.) Let p(z) = [ pi(),
e:=[[i_,& and N := """ | n;, where n; is the degree of p;(z). (We are taking
p1(x) = po(x) and 1 = .)

Observe that U, is also defined by the condition |p(x)| = € and that p(z) € K°[z]
is monic. (Outside the K—disc {x : |po(z)| < €0} we have |p(x)| > ¢ and in the holes
of U, we have |p(z)| < €.) Hence, by Proposition [0.3.2] (in fact a small extension
to the case that 1 is presented by |p(x)| = €) we have that

N @)Z(L)J,
y ZJ: a0 e / \p(a)
Dividing > aijgéﬁ{ by p(x) —e&o, which is regular in = of degree N, we may assume
that the a;;(x) all have degrees < N.

This representation is far from canonical because of the terms (@)%ﬁ)ﬂ .
If our Weierstrass system were strong (cf. Section B.6]) we could work with the
canonical representation f = fi(x, 2) + % fa(z, %), with coefficients of degrees less
than N. The proof is much easier in this case — see Remark below. In the
absence of the strongness assumption, we proceed as follows to get a canonical
representation. We have

f= Zaij(:t)féﬁf modulo (& — p(x), &1p(x) — €).

Doing Weierstrass division by £p&; — 1 in the variables £, and £ — &; (i.e. writing
n =& — &, 50 & =0+ & and & — 1 = € + &n — 1, which is regular in & of
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degree 2) we obtain

f=2 bi@)(& — €)'+ &) al@) (& - &)

3

modulo (e§y —p(z), &1p(x) — 0, £0&1 — 1), where the b; and ¢; have degrees less than
N. Next we observe that for representations of this form

”f”sup = maxi,{”bi”suw ”CiHsup}a

and that || - ||sup is a multiplicative norm. From the Strong Noetherian Property
there are only finitely many “biggest” terms. Consider |bi(x)(@ - ﬁ)ﬂ and
le; (x)@(@ - ﬁ)ﬂ for z “just” outside the outer edge of U, and “just” inside
the holes in U, and the fact that the degrees of the b;, c; are < IV, to see that there

cannot be any cancellation among “biggest” terms. This proves injectivity.

By the Strong Noetherian Property and Corollary [£.5.9] we can write

f= Zbi(:r)(@ - L)i(l + i) + plz) Zci(x)(@ - L)i(l +9:)

i<s € p(fl;) £ i<s 9 p(x)
where the g;, g; € O%(U).
Let

e Tt (- ) B (2

i<s p(l’ i<s p(l’)

Then ||f(z) — R(2)||sup < | Rllsup = ||.f|lsup, and hence, except on finitely many
discs L{J’- contained in U (around the zeros of R) we have for x € U (i.e. for all
x e U\ U;Uj) that |f(z) — R(z)| < |f(z)| = [R(@)| = [[fllsup = [[R]|sup- Clearly,
f7 is not identically zero on any of these discs Z/IJ'». Hence, by Lemma [5.3.0] f? has
only finitely many zeros in these discs. Hence, f has only finitely many zeros and by
Proposition 53] we may divide by a suitable polynomial P(z) € K[z] and reduce
to the case that f has no zeros and hence, by the Nullstellensatz (Proposition (5271
is a unit. Since a unit on a disc is a strong unit, we see that now | f(z)| = || f||sup for
all z € Y. Hence R is also a unit, and we have that f = R-FE for E a unit in O (U).
Since |f(z) — R(z)| < |f(z)| for all z € U, E is a strong unit. Note that R(z) is a
rational function with denominator of the form []p;(2)™:. The numerator has no
zeros in U, since f is a unit. Let Q(x) be an irreducible factor of the numerator.
If one of (and hence all of) the zeros of @ lies outside the disc {x : |po(x)| < &0},
@ is a strong unit on Y. If one of (and hence all of) the zeros of @ lies inside the
hole {z : |p;(z)| < &;}, then by iterated use of the following Lemma[5.3.8] there is a
strong unit £’ and an ¢ € N such that Q(x) = (p;(z))* - E, and this completes the
proof of existence. Uniqueness follows from the observation that P is determined
by the zeros of f and that [], p;"* is a strong unit only when n; = 0 for all 4. d

Lemma 5.3.8. Let [p(z)| < € be a good description of a K~disc H, and let P(z) €
K°[x] have all its zeros in H. Then there is a strong unit E on the annulus U =
{z: |p(x)| = e} such that P(z) = p(x)-q(x) - E for some q(x) € K[x] of degree less
than that of P(x). Indeed, the conclusion is true on the whole annulus U" = {x :
p(z)] > e}
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Proof. 1t is sufficient to consider P irreducible. By Euclidean division

P(z) = p(x) - q(2) + r(2),
where degree r(z) < degree p(x). Hence either r(z) = 0 or r(x) is a strong unit on
H. H is also described by |P(z)| < ¢’ < ¢, since degP(z) > degp(z). Let o be a
zero of p(z). Then e > ¢’ > |P(a)| = |r()]. S0 ||7||sups, < €', where || - || sup,, is the

supremum norm on #. Hence also ||7||sup, < €', where || - || sup, is the supremum
norm on . Hence E := % is a strong unit on U, i.e.
Px) = [P(x)—r(@)]E

= p(z)g(z)E.

Since the final conclusion of the Lemma is not used, we leave its proof to the
reader. O

Remark 5.3.9. As remarked in the proof of Lemma 537 the proof is simpler when
the Weierstrass system is strong. In that case we have that f = fi(z, £)+ £ fa(z, %)
Multiplying by s suitable power of %, dividing by a strong unit (and using the Strong
Noetherian Property), we may assume that f is regular in %, of degree s, say. Hence,
by Weierstrass Preparation, multiplying by a strong unit E, we are reduced to the
case that E - p®- f = fi(x,2). This case is the same as that of a disc, handled in
Lemma

We do not use the following
Corollary 5.3.10. We showed above that when U is thin, and when U is a K —disc,
the mapping f — f° for f € OU) is injective. The similar result, with a similar
proof, also holds for simple Laurent annuli.

We include the following Proposition and its Corollary for completeness - we do
not use it except in the proof of Theorem [5.6.51 The slightly weaker version of that
theorem in which f is replaced by f? does not require Proposition E.3.111

Proposition 5.3.11. Let ¢ be a K-annulus formula, and let F' be an algebraic
extension of K over which all the polynomials in ¢ split and containing the a; (as
above ai' =¢;). Then

(1) Ok((p) — Ok((p) ®K F is a faithfully flat extension.
N
(ii) O (p) @K F ~ @ OL(U;) where the U; are the linear Ky annuli which
i=1
make up U, (see Lemma 5.2(ii)).

Proof. Since A, »(F) is an integral extension of A, ,(K), (i) is immediate. Part
(ii) follows by induction and rescaling from the following Lemma. O

Lemma 5.3.12. Let g = [[;_,(x — «;) € Flz] and assume for all i, j that |a;] = 1,
la; —aj| =1 if i # j and that on Uy, |g(x)|0e, where either O is < and e < 1 or
Ois < and e < 1. Then in O}(gﬁ) (indeed in O;,(gao))

n

9(&) —ez = [[(& — ai — )

i=1
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where h; € A3 o or Af ; (according as O is < or <).

Proof. As above z; = @ is strongly power bounded (resp. topologically nilpo-

tent). Consider the case that O is <. The other case is similar. Let H be a new
type 1 variable. By Taylor’s theorem we have
/ 9"(e1) , o
(g—ez1)(an+eH) = glan)—ez1+4g (a1)eH + T(EH) +-
g" ()
2!
gll(al)

elzr + ¢ (an)H + T eH? + -]

= ez +¢(aq)eH + (eH)* +---

observe that |g’(a1)| = 1, hence by Weierstrass Preparation there is an A € Op(¢g)
such that

(9 —ez1)(an +eH) = g'(en)[H — A]Q.
Then oy + €A is the required zero of g — e2;. O

5.4. Linear K—annuli. In this subsection we prove some basic results (in par-
ticular Proposition B4H) for linear K—annuli. In subsequent subsections we will
extend several of these results to general K—annuli. The following lemma, which is
a special case of Lemma [5.3.6] is immediate by Weierstrass Preparation.

Lemma 5.4.1. Let U be a linear K—disc and let f(x) € OUL). There is a poly-
nomial P(x) € K(xz] all of whose zeros lie in U and a strong unit E € OU) such
that

The case of a linear Laurent annulus is a little more complicated.

Lemma 5.4.2. Let U be a linear Laurent K-annulus described by an annulus
formula &1 < |z — a| < &o and let 0 # f(x) € OU). There is a monic polynomial
P(z) all of whose zeros lie in U, an n € N and a strong unit E € O(U) such that

f=Px)(x—a)"E.

Proof. Asin the proof of LemmalB:37] doing Weierstrass division by z—a—eq(£2),

€0
we may assume that
T—a\i/ & )j
— Qi
f Z U( €0 ) (.I—Oé
i,

where the a;; are of degree < 1, i.e. constants. Such a representation is again far

: _ - —a)2 2
from canonical — for example we could have f = (££)(*2%)(;2;) — (*=%)°(325)%
which is actually the zero function.

As in the proof of Lemma (.37 (using the relation ppp1 — = = 0 instead of
&1 — 1 = 0) we can write

T —« €1 \!' T-—« T —« €1 \*

i

where the b;, ¢; are constants.
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Using the Strong Noetherian Property, Theorem E.2.T5 and Corollary 1.5.9) we
see that there are only finitely many biggest b; and ¢;. Among the biggest terms let
those of lowest degrees in the two sums be b;(£=2 — =) and ¢; =% (2= — £0)J,

0 r—« 1200} (200} r—«
Of course, one may be missing. If i > j + 1, after dividing by b;, f is regular in
r—« r—«

—= of degree i. Similarly, if i < j + 1, after dividing by ¢;, f is regular in *—=
0 €0
of degree j + 1. If i = j + 1, after dividing by b;, f is regular in =~ of degree i.

Hence we may assume that f is regular in either % or -1, Assume that [ is

r—a’

regular in % The other case is similar. By Weierstrass Preparation (multiplying
by a strong unit) we may assume that f is actually a polynomial in %, of degree
s, say. Hence f - (2%)7° = g(;=5), and a second use of Weierstrass Preparation

completes the proof. O

For linear almost thin annuli we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4.3. Let U be an almost thin linear K -annulus with annulus formula
either

n
|x—a0|§5’/\/\|x—ai|26
i=0
where &' > ¢, the |a;| > € and |a; — aj| =€ for i # j, or

n n
|z — ao| 25/\/\|:E—ai| Ss’/\/\|:1c—ai|2£’
i=0 i=1
where &' > ¢, the |a;| > &' and |a; — a;| = & fori# j. Let f € OY(U) with f7 # 0.
There is an " with € < " < &' such that, denoting by U" the almost thin annulus
defined, respectively, by the annulus formula

N
|z — ao| §6”/\/\|x—ai| > e,
i=0
or

n n
|z — ao 26”/\/\|x—ai| §£’/\/\|:E—ai| >¢
i=0 i=1
there is a monic polynomial P(x) all of whose zeros lie in the corresponding thin
annulus U}' = U, (Definition [ 1.0(ii)) integers n; and a strong unit E € OT(U")
such that

n

fg|1/{” — P(IE) . H(I _ ai)m . E°.
i=0
The polynomial P, the integers n; and the strong unit E are unique.

Proof. By Lemma [5.1.8 the two cases are equivalent, so we need only consider the
first case. Then the annulus U is also defined by the formula

p(@)] = " A fp(x)] < ()"

where
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Hence, by Propositions [5.2.12 and 5.2.13] or 5.3.2] and Weierstrass division, we can

write
-3 3 e () (5 )
o' () Gy)
i=0 j,k>0 )" p(z)
where the a;jk € K°. Rescaling, we may assume that ¢/ = 1, so

T) = i > aijkwi(p(iﬂ))j(gnH)k

i=0 5,k>0 p(z)

where the a;;; € K°. As in the proof of Lemma [5.3.7 using the relations

En—i—l

p(ﬂﬁ)'mzf

(ie. & & ="t n=¢& +& and €2 — & — e" ™ = 0) we have

n+1

n. o ) entlyj n_o En+1 j
0 = 5SS+ 22) a3+ )
i=0 j=0 =0 j=0 p
_ ixi[ia»»(p(x) L )j +p(x)§jb~(p(x) 4 Ew)j]
202 P@) 20 e
= lehl(x)
=0
say. Without loss of generality we may assume || f|| = 1, i.e. max{|a;;|, |b;;]|} = 1.
Case (i): some h;, with |h;| = 1 is regular in p(x), and hence also in 2. Then

f(z) is regular in x and by Weierstrass Preparation we can write
f=U- {xS+A1xS*1+---+AS]

where each A; is a power series in % and U is a (strong) unit. Hence, by
Euclidean division by p(z) we are reduced to the case that

n+1
=Y > e (55)
=0 j=0
There are finitely many terms that are biggest in the supremum norm on Uy, the
corresponding thin annulus defined by
n
|x — aopl ga/\/\|:1c—ai| >e.
i=0
These occur for j < L, say. Since these terms are all of different degrees (i—(n+1)j),
0<i<mn,0<j <L, there can be no cancellation in supremum norm, and exactly
one of these terms will be biggest on an annulus U* defined by "' < |p(z)| <
()" for some e < €” < 1. Hence, shrinking £” if necessary, we may assume (i)
that f(z) = R(z) + g(x) where R(z) is a rational function whose denominator is a
power of p(z), and (ii) that R(x) has all its zeros 3; in U, and (iii) that outside the
open discs of radius € around the §; we have |R(z)| > |g(x)|. Applying Proposition
(31 we may further assume that f is a has no zeros in U” and hence is a strong
unit on every disc contained in &”. Then R(x)is a unit and f-R~! =14+ R 1.gis



FIELDS WITH ANALYTIC STRUCTURE 53

a strong unit and the proof of existence is complete in this case. Uniqueness follows
exactly as in the proof of Lemma 537 using Lemma [5.3.8

Case (ii): no h; with ||h;]] = 1 is regular in p(x). Hence, as in the proof of

i@) . Then the “biggest” terms in the supremum
n+41

norm on U; are all of the form aijxi(‘;(—z))j with 0 <47 <mand 0 < j <L for some
L € N and |a;;| = 1. Indeed,

Lemma[5.37 all are “regular” in

sremtNd k i (n+1)k
' (Zg ) () s, = lal el el

and hence none of the terms with £ > 0 can be biggest. We now complete the
argument as in case (i). O

Lemma 5.4.4. Let U be a (necessarily linear) Kqqg—annulus. Then either U is
thin, or there is a finite rigid (Definition [5.1.6]) cover of U by Kag-discs, almost
thin Kqg—annuli and open Laurent Kqig—annuli U;. Indeed, we can ensure that if
each almost thin annulus

n
/
- = R =
|z —ap| <€ /\/\|3: a;| > e
i=0

where &' > €, the |a;| > € and |a; — aj| =€ for i # j, or

n n
e —agl e A \lr—al <A N\lz—al =<
i=0 i=1
where &' > ¢, the |a;| > &’ and |a; — a;| = ¢’ for i # j in the cover is replaced by a

“thinner” annulus
N

|z — ao| SE"/\/\|x—ai| >,
i=0
or
n n
|z — ao 25”/\/\|x—ai| Ss’/\/\|x—ai| >

i=0 i=1
respectively, for any e” with e < &’ < &', the resulting annuli still form a rigid cover
of U.

Proof. The proof is an easy induction on the number of holes in U. (]

Next we prove the Mittag-Lefller decomposition for analytic functions on K4~
annuli.

Proposition 5.4.5. Let U be a Kqg—annulus and let {U;} be the rigid cover of U
provided by Lemmal5.4.4) Let f € U and assume that for each i we have the unique
representation of f7 |y, provided by Lemmas[5.4.1|[5.4.2 and[5.4.3 Then, if f° # 0,
f? has a unique representation of the form

n

f7=P(x)- H(:E —a;)" - E°

i=0
where P is a monic polynomial all of whose zeros lie in U, the a; are (preselected)
centers of the holes in U, the n; € Z and E € O(U) is a strong unit.



54 CLUCKERS AND LIPSHITZ

Proof. We paste together the representations provided by Lemmas 5411 [5.4.2] and
B43 for f7|y,. Consider the case that U is an almost thin annulus with annulus
formula

n n
|z — ao| 25/\/\|:E—ai| Ss'/\/\|:1c—ai|2£’
i=0 i=1
and Us is a Laurent annulus with annulus formula
e <|lzr—al<é
and that e; < ¢ < &/, so that Uy and Uy overlap. We may assume by Lemma [5.3.§
that @ = ap and that f? has no zeros in the annulus € < |z — ag| < €’. Let
n
fluw = Pi@)-[J(@—a)™ - EY
i=0
[, = Pox)-(z—a0)™ - E3.
Then all the zeros of P, lie in the hole |z — ag| < € of Uy and by the uniqueness
of the representations and Lemma [5.3.8 we have that ng — m = degP, and Pz (x) -
(x — ap)™ ™™ is a strong unit on U;. Hence
n
7l = Pi(@) - Pa(a) - (@ — ao)™ - [J (& = @)™ - EY.
i=1
The other cases are similar. ([l

5.5. General K—annuli, part 2. Now let &/ be a (not necessarily linear) K-
annulus, defined by a K-annulus formula ¢, let & = | JU; be the decomposition of
U into (linear) Ky —annuli, and let f € Ox(p). After we have (arbitrarily) chosen
a center oy for each hole in U; corresponding to the inequality ;00;|p;(z)|, say a
zero of p; in that hole, by Proposition [5.4.5] the function f7, if it is nonzero, has a
(unique) representation on each U;

Flu; = Py() - [ [ (@ = agga) ™o - B
ik
Here P; € F[z] is monic with zeros only in U; and E; is a strong unit in Op(U;).
F' is an algebraic extension of K containing the a;;y..

Note that for £ # j the function P - sz(:v — )™ s a strong unit on U;.
Take R := [[;[P;-I]; s (x — @viji)"9*]. Then f- R~ is a strong unit on each U; and
hence a strong unit on U,. Thus we have the decomposition
(5:2) f7=P@)- ] (= — ay)"+ - B,

2,5,k
where P € F[z] is monic and has zeros only in U,,, and the o, are “centers” of the

F-holes in Y. Considering automorphisms of K4, over K that permute the zeros
of p; we see that n;jr = njju.

By Proposition [0.3.1] we see that P € K|[z].

If K is of equicharacteristic zero, we may assume that each p; occurring in the
definition of U, has only one zero in each disc or hole. Indeed, taking the p; of
lowest possbile degree (i.e. taking a good description of U,,) will ensure that, for
if p has m > 1 zeros in each of its holes, say a1, ..., a, in one of the holes, then
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8= %(al + ...+ ;) is also in that hole and the minimal polynomial of 8 will
have lower degree than p. Hence in equicharacteristic zero we have in fact written

f":P-Hpi”-E"

where P € K|z] is monic and has all its zeros in U, the n; € Z and FE is a strong
unit. The uniqueness of this representation follows from uniqueness in the linear
case. Hence we have proved Theorem in the equicharacteristic zero case. To
obtain the similar result in the general (non-equicharacteristic-zero) case will take
a little more work.

Definition 5.5.1. Let U, be an annulus and let f € OU,,).

(i) We say that the thin annulus Uy surrounds the hole H; = {z: |p;(z)| < &} in
U, if H; is a hole of Uy, and Uy C U,,.

(ii) We say that the thin annulus Uy surrounds the hole H} = {x: |pi(z)| < &;}

in Uy, if Uy = {z: |pi(xz)| = 0} C Uy, &; < 6 and f has no zeros in the annulus
{z:&; < |pi(z)| < 0} and no other hole of U, is contained in the hole of Uy.

(iii) We say that the Laurent annulus Uy surrounds the hole H} = {z: |p;(x)| < &;}
inU, if Uy ={x: &; < |pi(x)] <} CU,, &; < and f has no zeros in the annulus
{: e <Ipix)] < 6}

It is clear if U, is a K-annulus that for each of the holes of U, there is a thin K-
annulus surrounding that hole, and if the hole is of the form H} = {z: |p;(z)| < &;}
there is a Laurent annulus surrounding that hole in ¢/,. We will complete the proof
of Theorem by comparing the representations we have obtained above for f
on U, but over F (equation [(.2) with the representations we have from Lemma
B3 for f on these thin annuli surrounding the holes of U,,.

Theorem 5.5.2. (Mittag-Leffler Decomposition.) Let
v = [po(2)|Togo A /\ &i0ipi(x)|
i=1

be a good K-annulus formula and let f € Ok((p). Then, if f7 # 0, there exist
a monic polynomial P(x) with zeros only in U,, integers n; and a strong unit
E € Ol(p) such that

(5.3) f7=P)-[[pil@)m - E°.
i=1
P, E and the n; are uniquely determined by f (and ¢).

Proof. We already observed that P € K[z]. We have to show that
[I@ - i) - B2
igk

can be written in the form

_Hpi(fv)m (E").
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Hence, we need to see, in the notation of equation 5.2} that n;;i is a multiple of the
number of zeros that p; has in each hole in each ;. But this follows by comparing
the representation [5.2] with the representations (5.1) that come (via Lemma [5.3.7)
from the thin annuli surrounding the holes as in Definition (5.1l Finally, observe
that if p; has £ zeros o = f1,---, B¢ in a hole, then (z — )’ = Hi:l (x — Bg)- F
for some strong unit E’.

Uniqueness of the representation follows from the observations that P(z) is
determined by the zeros of f and that []]_, pi(z)™ is a strong unit only when
n; = 0 for all . O

The following Theorem is what we need for model-theoretic applications.

Theorem 5.5.3. Let K be a valued field with separated analytic A-structure, and let
L (k) be the language of valued fields, (0,1, +, -, ()7L 1), augmented with function
symbols for all the elements of U, ,, Amn(K). (We extend functions f € A n(K)
by zero outside (K°)™ x (KOO)”.)y Let © be one variable, and let T(x) be a term
of La(x)- There is a finite set S C K¢, and a finite cover of K3, by K-annuli
U; such that for each i there is rational function R; € K(z) and a strong unit
E; € Ol (U;) with

Tluns = Ri - E lu\s
i.e. T and R - E; define the same function on U; \ S. Observe that K4 also has
analytic A(K)-structure (Theorem [[-5.11), T is also a term of L (x,,,) and hence
defines a function K3, — Kaig.
Proof. This is proved by induction on terms (cf. [CLRI1] Theorem 5.1.) First
consider

T(‘T) = f(Tl (‘T)v T 7Tm+n($))a
where f € Ay, (K). Then, by induction, we may assume that we have restricted
to a K-annulus U, and that there are rational functions R; and strong units E; €
(’)}{ (U) such that for each j

Tilu = Rj - E |u.

(We ignore the finite set S.) By Lemma we can cover U with finitely many
K-annuli Y] such that on each U] for each 1 < j < m, |R;(z)E;(z)| < 1 for all
x € Ul or |Rj(x)E;(x)| > 1 for all z € U/; and for each m +1 < i < m + n,
|Rj(x)E;(x)] < 1forall x € U] or |R;(xz)E;(x)| > 1 for all x € U]. Then on each U]
there is an f} € (9}( (U]) that defines the same function as 7, and the result follows
from Theorem and induction.

Next consider 7(z) = :;Ei;

R; - Eilyns for i =1,2. Then 7(z)[yns = R1 - Ry ' - By - Ey .

. As above we may assume that on U we have 7;],)\ s =

The case 7(x) = 71(z) - T2(x) is similar.

Finally consider 7(z) = 7i(x) + 72(z) on an annulus . Breaking into sub-
annuli it is sufficient to consider the case that |71 (z)| > |m2(x)]| for all x € U. Write
7 =7 (1+ 22). Since |71 (x)| > |m2(z)| for all x € U, it follows from Theorem (.5.2]
that if 71 is not identically zero, then 22 € O(U). Hence, also 1+ 22 € O(U), and

1
the result follows from the previous case. O
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Remark 5.5.4. With the notation from Remark 5.8 Theorem also holds for
A(K')-terms, in which case the rational functions can be taken over K’ and the
annuli are K’-annuli.

Remark 5.5.5. The following statement (A Piecewise Mittag-Leffler Theorem) which
is weaker than Theorem [5.5.2] suffices for the application Theorem [5.5.3]

Let U be a K-annulus, f € OL(Z/{). There is a finite cover of U by (thin and
Laurent) K-annuli and open K-discs U; such that for each i there are polynomials
P, € K[xz], integers n;; and strong units E; € (9}( (U;) such that

n;
Flus = P [ [ piy  EY
j=1

where the p;; are the polynomials occurring in a good description of U;.

The proof is easier than that of the full Mittag-Leffler Theorem (Theorem [£.5.2)).
It is easy to see that there is a cover (not necessarily rigid) of & by thin and Laurent
annuli and discs. The thin annuli are handled by Lemma (.37l Linear Laurent
annuli can be handled using the canonical representation

T —« g1 \?* T —« T —« g1 \*
SE (22
f(:E) ;(L( €0 LL‘—Oz) +( €0 ); €0 r—«
where the a;,b; € K°. The result for Laurent K—annuli then follows as in the proof

of Theorem [5.5.2] by comparing representations on thin K—annuli surrounding the
holes. Discs are handled in Lemma [5.3.6l

5.6. Strong Weierstrass systems. By imposing extra axioms on the Weierstrass
system, we can obtain stronger results than those of the previous section, and
also prove some of the results of the previous section more easily and in a more
elementary way. We do not need these results for the model-theoretic applications
in Section [] but we present them here for completeness. Most of the examples of
Weierstrass systems given in 4] satisfy these additional axioms.

Definition 5.6.1. We call a separated Weierstrass system {A,, ,} a strong sepa-
rated Weierstrass system if it satisfies the following five conditions:

(1) If f(§7 m,n2, p) S Am+2,n7 there are f1(§7 m, Clu C27 p)7 f2(§7 n2, Clu C27 p) and
Q(§7 m,n2, Cl 3 C27 p) € Am+4,n such that

f(§777177725p):f1(§77715<17C27p) + f2(557725<15<27p)+
+ Q- (mm2—Gm — Gn2)

(11) If f(gapa )\17)‘2) S Am,n+27 there are fl(gapa )\177_177—2)7 f2(§7p7 )‘277—177_2)
and Q(&, p, M, A2, T1, T2) € Ay nta such that

F&p A, A2) = fil&p A, m2)  + fa(§ps Aoy, T2) +
+ Q'()\1>\2—7‘1>\1—7‘2/\2).

(111) If f(gvnla 12 Al) S Am+1,n+17 there are fl(é., m, Chp’ 7'1)7 f2(§, <17P7 )\1, 7-1)
and Q(&,m1,C1, P, A1, 71) € Amy2nt2 such that

f(fﬂ?lapa/\l):f1(§77717C17P77'1) + fQ(é.aClvpv)\laTl)_F
+ Q- (mA —7mm — QA1)
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(iv) If f(&m1,m2,p) € Amtan, there are f1(§,m1,m3,p), f2(€,12,73, p) and
Q(&,m1,m2,m3, p) € Am3.n such that

f(§777177727p):f1(§7n177737p) + 772][2(5777277737P)+
+ Q- (mn2 —n3)-

(v) If f(&p,A1,22) € Apnye, there are f1(€,p, A1, A3), f2(&, p, A2, A3) and
Q(§7 P, )‘17 )\27 )\3) € Am,n+3 such that

f(gﬂpu)‘la)@):fl(gﬂpu)‘la)\?)) + )\2f2(§7p7)‘27)\3)+
+ Q- (MA2— A3).

We call a strictly convergent Weierstrass system {A,,} a strong strictly conver-
gent Weierstrass system if it satisfies properties (i) and (iv) with n = 0.

Remark 5.6.2. The conditions of Definition [.6.1] ensure that we can perform the
formal operations on the power series in A,,,, that are needed in this subsection.
For example, parts (iv) and (v) allow us to write f(X, X 1) = f1(X) + fo(X ).
Other parts will be used (suppressing extraneous variables) to allow us to use
a relation of the form XY = aX + bY, where a and b are constants, to write
f(X,Y) = f1(X) + f2(Y). This is what we need for partial fractions expansions.
These conditions are not automatically satisfied for Weierstrass systems, see Ex-
ample [L4(9), though they are satisfied by most of the natural examples (and are a
consequence of completeness).

For the rest of this subsection we assume that the field K has strong separated
analytic A-structure, and hence strong separated analytic A(K)-structure, coming
from a strong separated Weierstrass system A = {4, n}.

We will first reprove the basic Mittag-Leffler decomposition for linear annuli
(Theorem[(.6.3]) We give this proof in the “strong” case as it is much simpler than
the proof given above when A is not necessarily strong.

Let ¢ be a linear K-annulus formula, and let f € (’)}((go) . Then

= S () () ()

(Recall the slight abuse of notation about ¢ above Lemmal5.1.21) Doing Weierstrass
Division by @ — ap — £0(*72%) we may assume that the a, are constants (i.e. of
degree 0). Next we observe that we can write

fzfo(fﬂ—oéo)-i-f(xgl e, )

b)
— o1 T — Qy

To see this, notice that by Weierstrass Division by « — ag — go[*Z + “ %] we
can write

f= g(
and using Definition [.6.1iiv) (see Remark [5.6.2)), we can write g as

r — €9 En €1 €1 En
g1 ; y Ty + g2 Ty )
€0 Tr — Q2 T — Op Tr — Qa7 T — (1 T — Oy

Tr — €1 En )
o x—aq’ ‘T — ap,




FIELDS WITH ANALYTIC STRUCTURE 59

and we may proceed by induction. Finally we use the observation that for i # j
E; €j A 4 B

T — 0 T — Oy r —&; T —E&j5
where A = 222- and B = ;222-. We have |a1 —as| > [e1], [e2], and if at least one

of the holes is open (i.e. defined by a strict inequality) then |aq — aza| > |e1], ez
Now Definition E6.1] parts (i)-(iii) (see Remark B.6.2) allow us to carry out the
partial fractions expansion term by term to write

=R A e (),

Qn
By convention we put the constant term in fy, so fi(c0) = -+ = fn(c0) = 0. The
uniqueness of this expansion is then proved exactly as in [FP] Proposition 2.2.6.
This establishes the first part of the following

Theorem 5.6.3. (Mittag-Leffler Theorem for linear annuli) Let ¢ be a linear K-
annulus formula, and let f € O}((ga). Then

(1) there is a unique fo € (9}((|;v — a|0ogo), and unique f; € (’)}{(aiDﬂx — )
without constant terms, such that

f=fo+ e+ fus

(i) if f # 0 there is a unique rational function R of the form P(z) ], (x — ;)™
where P(x) is a monic polynomial all of whose zeros are in U, and the n; € Z, and
a unique strong unit E € OL (p) such that

f=R-E.

Proof. (cf. [DHM].) We must prove part (ii). By part (i) we may assume that

+Zflx_a

i=1

ffo

or more precisely that

= folzo) + Z fi(z;) modulo (z — g — €020, -+, 2n(T — ) — €p)
i=1
where each z; is either a £ or a p variable, and

E QOJZOv fi(2i) E :aw 2 -

First we prove existence.

We proceed by induction on n, the number of nonzero f;, i > 1. If n = 0,
applying the Strong Noetherian Property and multiplying by a constant, we may
assume that fy is regular. Hence, after multiplying by a strong unit we may assume
that fy is a polynomial. In the case that n > 0, by using the Strong Noetherian
Property and after multiplying by a constant, we may assume that f is regular
in z; of degree N say for some i > 0. If 4 = 0, we may assume after multiplying
by a strong unit that fy is a polynomial. Rewrite fy as a polynomial in ””;f”

and multiply by (== 0‘1) N to reduce to the case that fy is 0. Hence we need only
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consider the case ¢ > 0. Apply Weierstrass Preparation to multiply by a strong unit
and reduce to the case that f is a polynomial of degree N, say in —=—. Multiplying

by (%)N (or z; V) and using part (i) reduces n. Hence we have ertten f in the

form
n
5 T - e
i=1

where F is a strong unit.

Next we show that if P(z) is irreducible and has no zeros in the disc {z: |z —
ap|Toeo} then P(z) is a strong unit. We may make a change of variable so that
ap = 0 and g9 = 1. We may assume that P(z) = @, 2™ + @pp_12™ 14, ,ag. If
0o is < then all the zeros of P(z) are > 1 and hence |ag| > |a;| for i =1,--- ,m.
Thus ay ' P(x) is a very strong unit (Definition [F.1.4)), as it is regular of degree 0.
If Op is < then all the zeros of P(z) are > 1 and, since |z| < 1 (i.e. is a p variable)
we again see that ag 1P(gc) is a very strong unit. Next we observe (cf. Proposition
B34 that if P is irreducible and has one of (and hence all of) its zeros in the hole
{z : |z — a;|0;e:}, and P has degree ¢, then P - (z — a;)~* is a strong unit. Finally,
to prove uniqueness we must see that the only time that an expression of the form
P(z) - [T, (x — a;)™ with all zeros of P lying in U, is a strong unit is when P(z)
is a constant and n; = 0 for all i. We may assume that ag = 0, g = 1. Again
considering the two cases Uy is < and Uy is < separately, this is clear.

O

The following is an immediate consequence of the Mittag-Leffler Theorem for
linear annuli, Theorem [(.6.3]
Corollary 5.6.4. If U is a linear K-annulus then (’)}{(7/{) is a principal tdeal
domain and O} (U) ~ O%(U).

Proof. Using the notation of Theorem (.63 exactly as in [FP] Proposition 2.2.6,
one has that ||f||sup = max; ||fi||sup; and ||fz|| = ||fz||sup U

The full Mittag-Leffler Theorem in the strong case is:
Theorem 5.6.5. If ¢ is a good K-annulus formula and f € (9}((30) Then:

(i) there are unique

(5.4) fo =27 aoj(:t)(pos(:) Y with degree a;; < degree po
(5.5) fi =307 ai(@)( e ) with degree a;; < degree p;
such that

f=f+hH+...+ fn
(This type of decomposition can fail to exist if the Weierstrass system is not strong,
for example, in the structure described in[{-4] (9) above).

(i) there is a unique representation of the form

x) - sz(:t)" - B,
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where P(x) is a monic polynomial all of whose zeros are in U,, the n; € Z, and
E ¢ Ok(gﬁ) is a strong unit.

Proof. As observed in Corollary[5.6.4] from the representation in (i) it follows easily
that the mapping f +— f7 is injective. Then (11) follows from the linear case (The-
orem [£.6.3) exactly as in the proof Theorem [£.5.2] by considering thin or Laurent
annuli surrounding the holes. Recall (Remark [5.3.9]) that the proof of Lemma [5.3.7]
is much easier in the strong case.

We outline the proof of (i). If H; is a hole of the form |p;(z)| < &; in Uk (), then
considering f on a Laurent annulus Uf; = {z € K4 : €; < |pi(x)| < §;} surrounding

this hole, gives
=Y () (45

(x)
with the bz (z) of degrees < the degree of p;(z), which, using Definition 5.6.1] and
the relation £ &t — 5+, can be rewritten as

=S () + Do)

Take fi := 3" ai;(2)(55) -

If H; is a hole of the form |p;(x)| < &; in Uk (), consider a thin K-annulus U;
surrounding H;. On U; f has a representation

S
S

=S (*20) (75) i)

Use a relation of the form

pi(z) pj(z) pi(x) * B(w)m

where the degree of B is less than the degree of p;, the degree of A is less than the
degree of p; and A and B have supremum norm < 1 on U;, to separate the terms

ity from — ( - Use the relation (* (lz))(pis(f)) = ity and

£ S(m) Then we have written

= A(z)

f=Tfit+yg
)j with the degrees of the a;; less than the degree of p;,

where f; =Y a;;(x )(

k v’
and g = Y agy (,T)(pa(l 2) (ﬁ) , where v/ = (v1,...V—1,Vi41,...,Vn). Use a
thin or Laurent annulus at the “outer” edge of U to obtain fy.

Finally, considering f — (fo+ f1+-- -+ fn) on the linear K,;;,—annuli into which
U decomposes over K4, using part (i) of Theorem [5.6.3] we see that ||f — (fo +
fi+ -+ fu)llsup = 0. The result now follows from Proposition [E.3.T1Ii). O

Corollary 5.6.6. If U is a K-annulus then O}{(Z/{) is a principal ideal domain
and O} (U) ~ O% U).
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6. CELL DECOMPOSITION

In this section, a cell decomposition, as a consequence of b-minimality, is obtained
for analytic structures on Henselian valued fields of section [, see Remark
The history of cell decomposition for Henselian fields goes back to Cohen [Co| and
Denef [DI], [D2] for the algebraic case, generalized by Pas [Pasl], [Pas2] to more
general Henselian fields, and by the authors to analytic expansions [C], [CLRI],
suited for p-adic integration. The definitions of cells and cell decomposition have
been simplified in [CL] and put in an axiomatic framework in [CLb]. In [CL], cell
decomposition is used to define motivic integrals; historically, cell decomposition
has been used to calculate many types of p-adic integrals [D1], [Pas]]. In this section
we generalize the cell decomposition of [CLRI] to the generality of this paper, using
the axiomatic formulation of [CLb]. We also establish “preservation of balls” and
the “Jacobian property” for these structures, notions useful for change of variables
formulas for integrals. In this section we shall use the additively written order ord
as well as the multiplicative norm | - |.

6.1. The semialgebraic language. Let Hen be the collection of all Henselian
valued fields of characteristic zero (hence mixed characteristic and equicharacteristic
zero fields are included).

For K in Hen, write K° for the valuation ring, I'x for the value group, ord :
K* — Tk for the (additively written) valuation, My or K°° for the maximal ideal

of K°, and K for the residue field.
For any integer n > 0, write
v, KX — KX /1 +nMg

for the natural group morphism, with nMy = {nm | m € Mk}, and extend it to
a map rv, : K = (K*/14+nMg) U {0} by sending zero to zero. Write RV,,, or
RV, (K), for (K*/1+nMg)U{0} for integers n > 0. Write also ord for the natural
maps ord : K* /1 +nMg — T'x. We sometimes abbreviate rv; to rv and RV; to
RV. Note that in equicharacteristic zero the RV,, all are the same as RV;.

The sorts RV and RV,, are called auxiliary. The valued field sort is the main
sort. There are no other sorts. We write Val for the valued field sort.

Definition 6.1.1. Let Ly, be the language of rings (4, —,-,0,1) for the valued
field sort, together with function symbols rv, for all n > 0, and the inclusion
language as defined below on the auxiliary sorts.

Let Tgen be the theory of all fields in Hen in the language Lyen-

We will sometimes write K to denote both a model of Tien and the (universe of
the) valued field sort of that model.

6.1.2. The inclusion language on the RV,. Let K be in Hen. For a; € RV,,(K),
i=1,...,n, and for f,g polynomials over Z in n variables, we let the expression

flay,... an)
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correspond to the set
fla) = {z € K | (By € K")(f(y) = 2 A ron, () = ar)}.
By an inclusion

(6.1) fla) C g(a)

of such expressions, we shall mean the inclusion of the corresponding sets.

The inclusion language Lgry on the sorts RV, n > 0, consists of the three
symbols +, -, C, interpreted as the relations explained in (G.IJ). (There are no terms
in this language, only relations of the form f(x) C g(z), for f and g polynomials
in z1,...,x, formed with 4+ and -, with the x; variables of the sorts RV,,, for some
integers n; > 0.

Remark 6.1.3.

(i) For an alternative (but essentially equivalent) language on the auxiliary sorts,
see [BK] and [Scan].

(ii) Note that ord(x) < ord(y) is valued field quantifier free definable using rv, for
example, by rv(z) = rv(z + y).
Definition 6.1.4. By an open, resp. closed, ball in a valued field K is meant a set
of the form
{z € K | ord(x — b) > ord(a)}, resp. {z € K | ord(x — b) > ord(a)},
with b € K, a € K*. By a point is meant a singleton.
Remark 6.1.5. For any n > 0, any nonzero £ € RV,,, and any h € K, the set
(6.2) X ={zeK|rv(z—h)=¢}
is an open ball of the form
{z € K |ord(z —b) > a}

for any b € X and a = ord(n(b— h)). Often, none of the points b is definable (over
a certain set of parameters) while h and £ are definable. This is the advantage of
the description (6.2 of the open ball X.

The following is a consequence of Hensel’s Lemma, see also [Co|, [D2], [Pas]],
[Pas2].

Lemma 6.1.6. Let K be in Hen. Let

m
)= ay'

i=0
be a polynomial in y with coefficients in K, let n > 0 an integer, and let xo # 0 be
in RV,,(K). Suppose that there exist ip > 0 and x € K with
(6.3) rv, (z) = x9, and, ord(a;,z*) is minimal among the ord(a;x"),
in the sense that _ _

Ogignm ord(a;x") = ord(a;,z™),

and such that
(6.4) ord(f(x)) > ord(n®a;,z™)
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and

(6.5) ord(f'(x)) < ord(na,z™1).
Then there exists a unique b € K with

(6.6) f(b) =0 and rv,(b) = xo.

Proof. The case that the a; lie in the valuation ring K° and that a;, and = are
units in K° follows from Hensel’s lemma. The general case follows after changing
coordinates. See [Pasl], Lemma 3.5, or [Pas2] for explicit change of variables. [

Definition 6.1.7 (Henselian functions). Let K be in Hen. For each integers m > 0,
n > 0, define the function

B s K™ X RV, (K) — K

as the function sending the tuple (ag, . .., am, xo) with nonzero xq to b if there exist
ip and x that satisfy the conditions ([@3), (64), and (EH) of Lemma and
where b is the unique element satisfying ([6.0)), and sending (ag, - . ., @m, o) to 0 in
all other cases.

Define Lye,™ as the union of the language Lyen together with all the function
symbols Ay, . The functions hy, , are similar to those in [CLRIJ.

6.2. The analytic languages. Let A = {A,, ,,} be a separated Weierstrass sys-
tem, as defined in section @ Define Lyen, 4 as the language Lyen together with
function symbols for all the elements of J,,, ,, Am,n, With the field inverse (-)~"' on
the valued field sort extended by 0~! = 0, and together with the induced language
on the sorts RV,,. The analytic function symbols are interpreted as zero outside
their natural domains of products of the valuation ring and the maximal ideal. On
their natural domains, they are interpreted via an analytic A-structure.

Let Ttien, 4 be the Lyen, 4-theory of all Henselian valued fields in Hen with ana-
lytic A-structure.

Likewise, one can give definitions of analytic languages and analytic theories
arising from strictly convergent Weierstrass systems and strictly convergent analytic
structures with 7 # 1, as defined in section 4.3] and Definition (i). We will
not treat this separately.

6.3. b-minimality. To obtain cell decomposition, the criterion of b-minimality of
[CLY] is used. From b-minimality many properties, like cell decomposition, dimen-
sion theory, etc., follow immediately, see [CLb]. In this paper we need only prove
b-minimality, because cell decomposition follows by [CLb|, see Remark [6.3.17

First we recall the definitions for b-minimality.

By an expansion of a theory 7 in a language £ is meant a theory 7' in a
language expanding £ such that 77 contains 7. By definable is meant definable with
parameters, unless we specify the parameters, for example by saying A-definable.
A definable set is called auziliary if it is a subset of a finite Cartesian product of
(the universes of) auxiliary sorts.
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Definition 6.3.1 (b-minimality for expansions of Ten). Call an expansion of Tiien
b-minimal when the following three conditions are satisfied for every model K, any
set of parameters A (the elements of A can belong to any of the sorts), for all
A-definable subsets X and Y of (the valued field) K, and for every A-definable
function F': X —» Y,

(b1) there exists an A-definable function f: X — S with S auxiliary such that
for each s € f(X) the fiber f~1(s) is a point or an open ball;

(b2) if g is a definable function from an auxiliary set to a ball, then g is not
surjective;

(b3) there exists an A-definable function f: X — S with S auxiliary such that
for every s in S the restriction Fj;-1(, is either injective or constant.

Call f asin (bl) a b-map on X. (The f and S of (bl) and (b3) are allowed to be
different.)

Definition 6.3.2 (Centers for expansions of Tgen ). Say that a b-minimal expansion
of Tgen has centers when, in (bl) of Definition [6.3.1] one can choose f such that
moreover there exist n > 0 and an A-definable function

h: f(X)=> K

such that for each s € f(X) with f~1(s) a ball, there exists a (necessarily unique
and nonzero) £ such that

F7Hs) = {z € K [ rva(x — h(s)) = €}
Following [CLbl, call h a B,,-center of f.
Remark 6.3.3. The definition of centers should be compared with Remark

Definition 6.3.4 (Preservation of all balls for expansions of Tien). Say that a
b-minimal expansion of Tye, preserves all balls when for every F' as in Definition
631 f: X — S can be taken as in (b3) such that moreover for each s € S and for
each open ball Z with

Zc f7H(s),

F(Z) is either an open ball or a point.

A function on an open subset of a valued field is called C'* when it is continuously
differentiable in the sense of Cauchy’s €, §-definition.

Definition 6.3.5. Let F': By — Bs be a bijection between open balls By, Bs C K,
with K a Henselian valued field. Say that F has the Jacobian property if the
following conditions a) to ¢) hold

a) F is C! on By; write JacF for 0F/0x : By — K
b) rv(JacF) is constant on By; write rv(JacF) = a;

c) for all z,y € By with x # y, one has
ord(a) + ord(z — y) = ord(F(x) — F(y)).

The Jacobian property of the following definition is useful for change of variables
formulas, for example for p-adic or motivic integrals.
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Definition 6.3.6. Say that an expansion 7 of Tgen has the Jacobian property if
and only if the following holds in any model K of 7 and any set A of parameters:

For any A-definable bijection
F:XCK—=YCK
there exists a A-definable b-map
f:X—=S

such that for each s € f(X) such that f~1(s) is a ball, the restriction of F' to f~(s)
has the Jacobian property.

The main results of this section are the following two theorems:

Theorem 6.3.7 (b-minimality, Char(K) = 0). Let A = {A,,n} be a separated
Weierstrass system, as defined in section[4} The theory Taen, 4 eliminates valued
field quantifiers, is b-minimal with centers and preserves all balls. Moreover, Tien, A
has the Jacobian property.

Define ﬁl*{en) 4 as the language Lyen, 4 together with all the functions hy, .

Theorem 6.3.8 (Term structure, Char(K) = 0). Let K be a Tien, aA-model. Let
X C K" be definable and let f : X — K be a Luen, A(A)-definable function for some
set of parameters A. Then there exists a Luen, A(A)-definable function g : X — S
with S auxiliary such that

(6.7) f(@) = t(z,9(x))

for each x € X and where t is a L, 4(A)-term.

The rest of section [6.3]is devoted to the proofs of these theorems. We begin with
five lemma’s, for K in Hen. We will abuse notation and write f for f° when f is
in some OL()

Lemma 6.3.9 (Char(K) = 0). Let B be the open ball Kj,. Note that B is a

K-annulus. Let g be in O}((B). Suppose that |g'(z)| = 1 for all x € K°° and that
g(0) = 0. Then there exists an integer ng such that the mapping x — g(x) is a
bi-analytic isometry between ngK°° and itself.

Proof. Let ¢ € K be such that ||¢’|| = |1/¢|. Since cg’ lives in Ay 1(K), it is regular
of some degree, hence, by Weierstrass Preparation for Ay 1(K), cg’ equals a monic
polynomial p over K° times a very strong unit F in Ag1(K), for well chosen c.
Suppose that ¢ is infinitesimal (in the sense that |c¢| < |n| for all integers n > 0).
Let K’ be the fraction field of the quotient of K° by the ideal J consisting of the
infinitesimals in K°. By example (11) in section 4] K’ has analytic A(K)/J—
structure. Let py, resp. E; be the image of p, resp. E, in Ag1/JAp1. Then E;
is a very strong unit, hence has no zeros, and p; is a monic polynomial. Thus
psEy is nonzero in Ag1/JAp1 but it has infinitely many zeros in K;lg, hence
ps has infinitely many zeros in K l’llq, which is a contradiction. Hence, ¢ is not
infinitesimal and there exists an integer ng > 0 such that |¢| > |ng|. Let ¢ be the
image of p in Og(noKSy). Then g is a strong unit of constant size |¢(z)| > |no|

alg
for x € ngK2p, by definition of Ox (noK ;) and by Remark I Hence, if |ng| is

alg? alg
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small enough (we can always make ny more divisible if needed), then the image h
of g in Ok (noKyy,) is regular of degree 1. (Indeed, automatically h/| Al is regular
of some degree «, and then one can replace ng by a-ng.) (Regularity of h of degree
1 means that h(ngp) is regular of degree 1 in Ay 1(K).) It then follows for such ng
that h : nnglog — nnglog and also h : ngK°° — ngK°° are isometries. (I

Remark 6.3.10. Suppose that there is n > 0 such that rv,(¢’) = 1 on B, then we
can choose ng in Lemma [6.3.9 such that moreover

Ton (T —y) = rvn(g(r) — 9(y))

for all x # y in ngK°°. This is stronger than saying that z — g(x) is an isometry
between ngK°° and itself. This property also follows from the regularity of degree
1 of h at the end of the proof of Lemma [6.3.9]

Lemma 6.3.11 (Char(K) = 0). Fiz elements b; in K for i = 0,...,m, fix an
integer n > 0, and x in K. Let B be the Cartesian product

m

H(bl + nzbiKoo),

i=0
where b; +n?b; K°° = {0} whenever b; = 0. Then the map
F:B— K:aw hyn(a,ro,(z))

is given by some f in OT(B).

Proof. If F is constantly zero on B there is nothing to prove. In the other case, F’
is nowhere zero on B, by the definition of A, ,. Suppose thus that F' is nowhere
zero on B. First suppose that the b; lie in K°, that b;, is a unit and that ordx = 0,

where i in {1,...,m} is such that ordb;, is minimal among the ordb; in the sense
that
min ordb; = ordb;,
0<i<m
Define
g()‘lup07"'7pm . anlpl—"b n)\l_‘r)l
0=1

in Agm42(K), where A; runs over K°° and p over (K°°)™"!. Since b;, and x are
units, since F' is nonzero, by conditions (64) and (G.3]), and by the definition of
Bm.n, one has for all (A1, p) € (Ko7, )™ that

ord(g(\1, p)) > ord(n?)

and that
ord(g' (A1, p)) < ord(n),

with ¢’ the derivative of g w.r.t. A\;. Rewrite

g\, p) Zh



68 CLUCKERS AND LIPSHITZ
Then, by Taylor’s Theorem, |h1(p)| > |n| for all p € K77, thus hi(p)~! comes from
an element of A$7m+1(K) and hi(p)~!- g is regular of degree 1 in A1 in Ag mi2(K).
Hence, by Weierstrass preparation for Ag ,,4+2(K) one has that

9 =EX1, p)(A1 + h(p)),

with h(p) in Agm+1(K), E a unit in Agms2(K), and with Ay + h(p) regular of
degree 1 in A1. So, by Weierstrass Division one can compose g and —h. Thus, in
this case, one can take —h(p) for f. In the general case, one can perform a change
of variables as in the proof of Lemma to reduce to the above special case, by
using that the rings O(-) are closed under meaningful composition.

O

Lemma 6.3.12 (Char(K) = 0). Let n > 0 be an integer. Let B be the open ball
Kgp,- Note that B is a K-annulus. Let E in O}((B) be a strong unit, cf. Definition
[5-17 Then one has that rv,(E?)(x) only depends on rv,(z) when x varies over

oo
Kaop,-

Proof. The unit E in O} (B) = Ag1(K) @ K is automatically of the form

E(p1) = c+ p1g(p1)
for some ¢ € K and g € Ol (B) such that |¢| > |g|, cf. Remark EI.Z. Now
suppose that z1,z2 € Kgj, with rUn(21) = rug(22). Then 21 = (14 na)zs for some
a € Kgp,. It is enough to treat the case ¢ =1 (after dividing by ¢). Then
E(z1) = 14 (1+na)zeg((1+ na)xs)

= 14 (1+na)zag(z2) + nahy

= 14 zag(x2) + nahs

= (14 @29(22))(1 + naha(1 + z29(x2)) ™)

= E(x2)(1 +naho(1+ z29(x2))™h),
with hy and hs in K°, by Taylor expansion of g((1 4+ na)zz) around z3. Now we

are done since nahs(1 + xog(w)) ™t lies in nK°°. O

Remark 6.3.13. The algebraic analogue of Lemma[6.3.14] namely, with Ty, instead
of Titen, 4 and Lpen(A) instead of Lyen, 4(A), follows from [CLb|, Lemma 7.2.11
and Proposition 7.2.4, or from Theorems 7.2.6 and 7.2.9 of [CLDJ.

Lemma 6.3.14 (Char(K) = 0). Let K be a Tien, a-model, let n > 0 be an integer,
and let fi(y) be Luen, A(A)-valued field terms in the K-variable y fori=1... k,
with A a set of parameters. Then:

(i) There exists a Lyen, A(A)-definable b-map (cf. Definition [6.31])

A K— S
with By, -center
c: MK)—= K
such that for each i
U, O f;

is a component function of A (that is, X composed with a coordinate projec-
tion gives rup(fi)).
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(ii) One can ensure that the image of X is defined by an Lyen, A(A)-formula
without valued field quantifiers and that c is given by an Eﬁen’A(A)—term.

Proof. We may suppose that A C K, since Lyen, 4(A)-valued field terms can not
involve auxiliary constants. Let K’ be the valued subfield of K which given by all
Liten, A(A)-valued field terms. The field K’ clearly has analytic A-structure. Then
K has analytic A(K')-structure by Remark[L.5.8 extending the A-structure. Since
the Then, 4(A)-valued field terms are the same as the Tgen, 4(x7)-valued field terms,
we may suppose that A(K’) = A and that A is empty.

Apply Theorem[5.5.3land Remark[5.5.4to each of the f;, yielding a finite number
of polynomials over K’, rational functions over K’ and strong units. Write p, for the
polynomials (including the denominators and numerators of the rational functions).
Now by Remark [6.3.13] applied to the polynomials py, Remark[5.5.4] and by Lemma
[.3.12) and since on the auxiliary sorts lies the full induced language, there exist
functions A and ¢ as desired. O

The next lemma is only needed for the ball preservation property statement of
Theorem [6.3.7 it is not needed to prove b-minimality and we use b-minimality once
in the proof.

Lemma 6.3.15 (Char(K) = 0). Let t(z,u) be a Li,, 4(A)-valued field term in the
valued field variable x, with u a fized tuple of elements of A of auziliary sorts. Let
n > 0 be an integer. Then there exists a b-map f : K — S for some auziliary S such
that for each ball B of the form f~'(s) the restriction of the function x s t(x,u)
to B lies in O}((B).

Proof. We give a proof by induction on the complexity of the term ¢. Suppose that
terms t;(z,u), i = 0,...,m with m > 0 have a b-map f; : K — S, as in the lemma.
Define f as

f:K—>HSi::cl—> (fi(2))s-

Then, since O}((B) is a ring for any ball B and since the intersection of two open
balls is either empty or an open ball, the lemma is satisfied for this f when t is
the term t; + to and likewise for the product ¢; - to. Finally we treat the term
himn(tos .- tm,u1), for n > 0. By b-minimality and a compactness argument (see,
for example, the section on cell decomposition in [CLb]), we may suppose that the
rv,2 (t;(z,u)) are constant on each fiber f~1(s). Apply Lemma and the fact
that the rings O(B)'(K) are closed under (meaningful) composition to see that this
f is as desired. The term (-)~! is a special case of the functions h,, , (see the proof
of Theorem [6:3:8)) so the lemma is proved. O

Proof of Theorem [6.3.77 Write L for Lien, 4. Although valued field quantifier elim-
ination can be proven for £ in the same way as it is historically done for many of
the examples in section 4, we give a slightly different proof. So, let us first prove
elimination of valued field quantifiers. Let K be a Tren, 4-model. Let ¢(&, z, w) be
a valued-field-quantifier-free £-formula with auxiliary variables £ running over say
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S, valued field variables x running over K™ and one valued field variable w. We
have to prove that there exists a valued field quantifier free formula 6 such that

{(&2) | K | Fwp(§,z,w)} = {(§2) | K = 0(§ )}

Let 7; be the valued field terms occurring in ¢. By rewriting ¢, we may suppose
that these terms only occur in the form rv,(7;) for some n. By Lemma [63.14 and
by compactness, there exists a definable function

A:Sx K™ 58« §x K™

with S” auxiliary such that the rv,(7;) are component functions of A (that is, A
composed with a coordinate projection gives rv,(7;)) and such that the image of A
is given by a valued field quantifier free formula. But then it is easy to construct
6, by quantifying over S’. This proves the quantifier elimination statement.

Next we prove (bl) and the property about centers. Let X C K be a L(A)-
definable set, given by a valued-field-quantifier-free £(A)-formula p(z). Let the f;
be all the valued field terms appearing in . Lemma [6.3.T4 applied to the f; implies
(b1) and the property about centers.

Property (b2) follows from the quantifier elimination statement. Namely, con-
sider a valued field quantifier free formula ¢ in one valued field variable = and
auxiliary variables £ running over S, giving the graph of a surjection from an auxil-
iary set S to a ball. Let 7;(x) be the nonzero valued field terms appearing in ¢. We
may suppose that they all appear in the form rv, (7;(x)) for finitely many i, since
7i(z) = 0 is equivalent to v, (7 (x)) = 0. Since ¢ associates to any £ a unique z,
it follows that x satisfies [[, 7;(z) = 0. Since we may suppose that the 7; are not
identically zero, (b2) follows.

For (b3) one uses Lemma 2.4.4 in section 2 of [CLD]; property (x) there is clear
by looking at quantifier free formulas in two valued field variables which give a
definable function, as for (b2). Such a formula ¢ has nonzero valued field terms
7i(x,y) in the valued field variables  and y. We may again suppose that they only
appear in the form rv, (7;(z,y)) for finitely many n. Since ¢ describes a graph of
a function = — y, this graph must lie in [[, 7 = 0. Now it is clear that either the
image is finite, or some fiber is finite. This proves (x) of [CLb] and thus (b3).

The b-minimality is proven.

Next we will show that preservation of all balls (in correspondence with the
Jacobian) is a consequence of Theorem [63.8 Lemmas (3.9 and E3T5 and a

compactness argument.

Let F: X C K — K be A-definable for some A. By Theorem [6.3.8 there exists
a Lien, A(A)-definable function g : X — S with S auxiliary such that

(6.8) f(z) = t(z, g(z))

for each » € X and where ¢ is a Lf;,, 4(A)-term. By b-minimality with centers, we
may suppose that g is a b-map which has a B,,,-center ¢ for some ng. By Lemma
6.3.15 we may suppose that on each ball B of the form g~!(s) the restriction of
x — f(z) to B isin O}( (B). By b-minimal cell decomposition, we may moreover
suppose that rv, (f/(x)) is constant on each such B. Fix a ball B of the form g—1(s),
say, of size aup, namely of the form {z | ord(x — b) > ap} for some b. Then there
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exists by Lemma [6.3.9 an integer np such that the restriction of af to any ball of
size ap + ord(npg), contained in B, is an isometry, with a any element of the same
size as 1/f’ on B. By compactness, there exists a single integer n which can serve
for all numbers np for all such B. One can easily refine g such that ¢ becomes a
Biy.mo-center, in a way such that each ball g~!(s) is replaced by a union of balls of
size ord(n) smaller than g~!(s). The Jacobian property then follows. O

Remark 6.3.16. Remark together with the above proof can be used to get a
stronger Jacobian property than the one given in Definition Namely, given
n > 0, the function f in Definition can be taken such that for each s € f(X)
such that f~!(s) is a ball, the restriction of F to f~1(s) has the Jacobian property
and moreover, for all s € f(X) and all z,y € f~1(s),

a(s)ron(z —y) = roa(F(z) = F(y))
where rv,JacF is constant on f~!(s) and a(s) := rv,JacF(f~!(s)). This property
is a local form of the monotonicity property of [Schikh], section 86.

Proof of Theorem [623.8 This proof is similar to that of Theorem 7.2.9 of [CLb]
and follows from b-minimality with centers and Lemma Note that it is
enough to work piecewise. Namely, with the functions h; ; one can make terms
which are characteristic functions of rv(1), rv(2), and so on, so, and hence one
can always paste together a finite number of terms on finitely many disjoint pieces.
For example, to obtain the characteristic function of ¥ C X as a term, define
g(x) € RV as ru(l) when z € Y and as rv(0) else, and let ¢(x, &) be the term
h11(1,—1,€). Note that also the valued field inverse can be given by a term, using
h11(1,—y,rv(1/y)). See [CLR1| for more detail.

By Lemma[6:3. T4 and compactness as in the proof of Theorem 7.2.9 of [CLb|, and
with b-minimal terminology of [CLb]|, section 3 and 6 about cell decompositions,
it follows that a cell decomposition theorem holds where all the centers are given
by Liten, 4(A)-terms. Partitioning the graph of f into such cells yields the desired
piecewise terms. ([l

Remark 6.3.17. Cell decomposition (as well as other properties) for Ten, 4 DOW
follows immediately from [CLb|] and the b-minimality of Tgen, 4 established in The-
orem [0.5.7]
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