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ON THE COMPOSITUM OF WILDLY RAMIFIED EXTENSIONS
MANISH KUMAR

ABSTRACT. We compute the ramification filtration on wildly ramified p2-cyclic
extensions of local fields of characteristic p. The ramification filtration on the
compositum of two p-cyclic and p2-cyclic extensions are also computed. As an
application, some partial results towards Abhyankar’s Inertia conjecture has
been proved.

1. INTRODUCTION

The higher ramification filtration of a wildly ramified extension contains vital
information about the extension. For instance the degree of the different is encoded
in this data (Hilbert’s different formula). This in turn helps in computing genus of a
(wildly ramified) cover of a given curve. But computing these filtrations is a difficult
task even for cyclic Artin-Schrier-Witt extensions. For a cyclic extension of degree
p, the computation is not hard and can be found at many places (for instance see
[Sexl IV, 2, Exercise 5]). In this manuscript, we compute the ramification filtration
for p2-cyclic extension (Lemma [B.4]). We also compute the ramification filtration
for the compositum of two p-cyclic and p?-cyclic extensions in a large number of
cases (Proposition B3, B.5 B.6). The case of p3-cyclic extension already runs into
computationally intractable problem. These computations involve working with
the operations in the Witt ring.

For an algebraically closed field %k of characteristic p in [Hal], Harbater showed
that every Galois cover of the local field k((x)) with Galois group a p-group P
can be extended to a P-cover of ]P’}C branched only at x = 0. This was extended
by Katz to all finite Galois covers of k((r)) in [Kat]. A local p?-cyclic extension
of k((x)) is given by a Witt vector (agp,a1) € Wa(k((z))) of length two. And a
(Z/pZ)*-extension of k((z)) is given by the compositum of two distinct Artin-Schrier
extension of k((z)) corresponding to elements by, by € k((x)). As an application of
our local calculations, we compute the genus of any Harbater-Katz-Gabber cover of
P! associated to Galois extensions of degree p? in terms of valuations of a1, as, by, ba
(Theorem FT] {2).

Let G be a quasi-p group, i.e. a group generated by its Sylow-p subgroup, and
I < G be such that I = Z/nZ x P where P is a p-group whose conjugates generate
G and (n,p) = 1. Then Abhyankar’s Inertia conjecture asserts that there exist a
G-Galois cover X — ]P’}C branched only at oo such that the inertia group at a point
of X lying above oo is I. It is easy to see that inertia group at any ramified point
of a Galois cover of P} branched only at oo have the above mentioned property.
For a pair (G,I) as above, we will say (G, I) is realizable if Abhyankar’s Inertia
conjecture is true for (G, I). This conjecture is largely open though there are some
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results in support of the conjecture. For instance Harbater in [Hal] showed that if
(G, P) is realizable for a p-subgroup P of G and @ is a p-subgroup of G containing
P then (G, Q) is realizable. There are some results for specific Galois groups, for
instance, see [BP], [MP] and [Obul.

As an application to the computation of the ramification filtration of the com-
positum of local extensions, it is shown in Theorem 4] that if (G, I) is realizable
and P is a p-subgroup of G containing Is then (G x Z/pZ, Q) is also realizable
for some index p-subgroup @ of P X Z/pZ under the assumption that there is no
epimorphism from G to Z/pZ. Here I5 appears in the lower numbering ramifica-
tion filtration of I. Moreover if (G, T) is realizable and P is any p-subgroup of G
containing I with an epimorphism a : P — Z/p?Z then (G x Z/p*Z,Q) is realiz-
able where @ is an index p subgroup of P X7,z Z/p*7Z (Theorem [A.6). One of the
ingredient in the proof is the main result of [Kum)].

Acknowledgments. A part of this work was done while the author was at Uni-
versitat Duisburg-Essen, where he was supported by SFB/TR-45 grant.

2. RAMIFICATION FILTRATION AND ARTIN-SCHRIER-WITT THEORY

Let L/K be a Galois extension of local fields with Galois group G. Let vx and
vy, denote the valuation associated to K and L respectively, with the value group
Z. Let us define a decreasing filtration on G by

G, ={ceG:vs(cx—x)>i+1,VreS}
Note that G_; = G and G is the inertia subgroup. This filtration is called the
lower (numbering) ramification filtration. For every i, G; is a normal subgroup of
G. One extends this filtration to the real line as follows: for u € R,u > —1, let m be
the smallest integer such that m > u then G,, = G,,. Then the upper (numbering)
ramification filtration on G'is defined as G = Gy (,,) where ¥ is the inverse of the
Herbrand function ¢ given by
du
o) = [
0 [G . Gu]

Note that ¢ is bijective piece-wise linear function. Let G¥ = UG,

A number u > 0 (respectively I > 0) is called an upper jump (respectively lower
jump) of the ramification filtration of G if G* # G“T (respectively G; # G4. Let
U1, ..., u, be the upper jumps, li,...,l. be the lower jumps and s; = [G : G*] =
[G : Gi,]- Note that Gy is a p-group iff s7 =1, i.e. L/K is purely wildly ramified.

Remark 2.1. A straight forward computation shows that if Gy is a p-group and
if we set lg = ug = 0 then for i > 1,
i i

=1l
U; = Z 3573 and li = Z(UJ — Uj_l)Sj

j=1 J j=1

Remark 2.2. Note that G; = G for some i > 0 iff G = G. Since ¢(v) < v,
G, = G*") 5 G¥. This explains the “if part”. The “only if” is true because for
v < i, ¢(v) = v and hence ¥(v) = v.

Lemma 2.3. Let L/K be a finite Galois extension of local fields with Galois group
G and H be a normal subgroup of G.



ON THE COMPOSITUM OF WILDLY RAMIFIED EXTENSIONS 3

(1) Let uy,...,u, be the upper jumps of G/H then uq,...,u, are also upper
Jumps of G.

(2) If H = G, for some i, and ly,...,l, are the lower jumps of H thenly,...,l,
are also lower jumps of G.

Proof. The statement (1) follows immediately from [Serl TV, 1, Proposition 14]
by noting that if GYTH/H C G*H/H then G"" C G“. The statement (2) is a
consequence of [Ser, IV, 1, Proposition 2]. O

Corollary 2.4. Let L/K and M/K be Galois extensions of local fields with the
upper jumps of their Galois groups U = {uq,...,un} and V = {v1,... vy} respec-
tively. Let N be the cardinality of the set UUV. If [LM : K] = p"™ then UUV is
the set of all the upper jumps of Gal(LM/K).

Proof. Let G = Gal(LM/K). Applying the above lemma with H as Gal(LM/L)
and Gal(LM /M) we see that all the elements of U UV are upper jumps of G. Since
[LM : K] =p", G can have at most N upper jumps. O

Let K be field of characteristic p > 0 and K its algebraic closure. Let W,,(K)
denote the Witt ring of length n. The ring operations of Witt rings are a little
complicated. For instance, let (ag, a1), (bo,b1) € Wa(K) then:

_ -1) ,_
(a0, a1) 4w (bo, b1) =(ao + bo, a1 + by — [af "bo + Maﬁ b2

1
P—1P—2) ps3 -1 p1
_ -1) ,_
(CL(),CLl) —w (bo,bl) = (ao — bo, ap — b1 — [— CLg lbo + (p 1 )ag Zb(% —

(2.1) (p— 1)!a bpil})
(=11

Definition 2.5. Let L/K be a field extension. We say an element o € L\ K is
an AS-element of L/K if o — a € K. Moreover if (K,vk) is a local field, L/K
is totally ramified and vk (aP — «) is coprime to p then « is said to be a reduced
AS-element and o — « to be a reduced element of K.

Definition 2.6. Let (ag,...,an—1) € W,(K). We will say that L/K is a field ex-

+

tension corresponding to (ag, . .., a,—1) if there exists (ag, ..., an—1) € W, (L) such
that (af),...,ab 1) —w (o, ...,an—1) = (ag,...,an—1) and L = K(ag,...,an_1).

Remark 2.7. Let L/K be a totally ramified extension of complete local fields
with perfect residue field. If « is an AS-element of L/K then there exist x € K
such that a — z is a reduced AS-element of L/K. In fact more generally, for any
(agy ..., an—1) € Wp(K) there exist (ay,...,a,_1) € Wyp(K) such that vk(a}) is
coprime to p for all ¢ and (ag,...,an—1) —w (a(,...,al,_1) = (zh, ..., 20 ) —y
(xoy...,Tn—1) for some (zg,...,2n_1) € Wp(K) ([Sch], [Thol Proposition 4.1]).
We shall say (ay, .. .,al,_;) is reduced.

Definition 2.8. Let L/K be a compositum of Artin-Schrier extensions. A subset
{a1,...,a,} € L\ K is an AS-generating set of L/K if a1, ..., a, are AS-elements
and L = k(aq,...,a,). Moreover the above set will be called an AS-basis if [L :
K] =p".
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Lemma 2.9. Let L = K(ai,...,ay) be a compositum of Artin-Schrier extensions,
where a; € K, f; = of —a; € K for all i and {aq,...,a,} is an AS-basis of

L/K. Let v € L be such that v? — v € K then v = a1cq + ... apay + x for some
ai,...,an €Fp andx € K.

Proof. Note that G = Gal(L/K) = (Z/pZ)". By Galois theory Gal(L/K(v))
is an index p subgroup of G. Let v(a1,...,an) = a1a1 + ... + apa, € L where
ai,...,an € Fp. Then y(as,...,an)?—v(a1,...,a,) € K. Moreover, as 1,aq,...an
are linearly independent over K, some a; # 0. So v(a1,...,a,) € L'\ K. Hence
Gal(L/K(v(ai,...,ay))) is an index p-subgroup of G if (a1,...,a,) # (0,...,0).
From Artin-Schrier theory, we know that for b1,...,b, € Fp,, K(y(a1,...,ayn)) =
K(y(bi, ... b)) iff

Y(ay, ... an)? —vy(a1,...,an) = c(y(b1,...,bp)? —y(b1,...,bp)) + 2P —x

for some ¢ € F, and z € K. Equivalently, aifi + ... + anfn = c(bifi + ... +
bnfn) + 2P — x. This is equivalent to 2? — x = (a1 — ¢b1)f1 + ... + (an — cbp) fn-
Since for each i, K(o;) and K(o |l < j < n,j # i) are linearly disjoint over
K, no nontrivial Fp-linear combination of fi,..., f, is of the form 2P — z. Hence
2P —x = (a1 —cb1) fi+.. .+ (an—cby) frn is equivalent to (aq,...,a,) = c(by,...,by).

So we have shown that there are (p™ — 1)/(p — 1) many distinct p-cyclic in-
termediate extensions of the form K(v(a1,...,a,))/K of L/K. Also there are
(p™ — 1)/(p — 1) subgroups of index p in G. Hence by Galois theory K(vy) =
K(y(ai,...,a,)) for some a,...,a, not all zero. But this implies ¥ — v =
c(y(ar,...,an)? —y(a1,...,an)) + 2P — x for some ¢ € F, and x € K. Simpli-
fying, we obtain

(v = (cara1 + ... + canay,) — )P — (v — (carar + ... + canay,) — ) =0
Hence v = (ca1on + ... + canay) + x + d for some d € F),. O

Proposition 2.10. Let L/K and M/K be linearly disjoint Galois extensions with
Galois groups G1 and G4 respectively. Let v, w1 and we be the valuation associated
to K, L and M respectively with w1 and wa being extensions of v. Let Iy and
I be the decomposition subgroup of G1 and Go at wy and we respectively. The
decomposition subgroup of the compositum LM /K at a valuation w of LM which
extends wy and wo is the subgroup Iy x1 Is of G1 X Go where I = Gal(f/ N M/K)

Proof. Note that all fields in the above proposition can be viewed as subfields of
LM , the completion of LM along w. Moreover, the inclusion of LnMin L
(respectively M ) gives an epimorphism I;y — I (respectively Iy — I).

By [Kuml, Lemma 3.1] the decomposition subgroup of LM /K at w is isomorphic
to Gal(LM/K). But this is same as I; X 1 I since Gal(L/K) = I and Gal(M /K) =
L. O

3. LOCAL THEORY

Let K be a local field of characteristic p, R the associated valuation ring, v the
valuation and & the residue field. Note that a p-cyclic extension of K has only one
jump in the ramification filtration.

Lemma 3.1. Let L/K be a Galois extension of local fields. Let « € L be such
that o — a € K and v(a? — «) = —i is prime to p. Then i is an upper jump of
G = Gal(L/K).
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Proof. The inclusion K(a) C L induces an epimorphism G — G/H = G =
Gal(K («)/K) where H = Gal(L/K(«)). We know that the only upper jump of G
is ¢ ([Serl TV, 2, Exercise 5]). By Lemma [Z3] 4 is an upper jump of G as well. O

Lemma 3.2. Let L and M be totally ramified Galois extensions of K with Ga-
lois groups of exponent p. Suppose the upper numbering jumps {u1,...,u;} and
{v1,...,vm} of L/K and M /K respectively are all distinct, i.e., u; # v; for alli,j.
Then the first upper jump wy of LM /K is the minimum of uy and vi. Moreover
Gal(LM/K)*1* = Gal(L/K)“1T x Gal(M/K)*“1+.
Proof. Let G = Gal(L/K), H = Gal(M/K) and T' = Gal(LM/K). Without loss
of generality suppose u; < v;. Since G and H are p-groups G** = G = G, and
H" = H = H,,. By Lemma 23] T has an upper jump at u;. So w; < u;.
Suppose wy < wup, then there exist v € LM \ K such that v» — v € K and
v(y? —v) = —wy. Since wy is also the first lower jump of T', (p, w;) = 1. By Lemma
and Remark 27, v = aa + b3 + x for some o € L, B € M reduced AS element
wr.t. K, a,b € F, not both zero and z € K. By Lemma B, —v(a? — a) and
—v(BP — B) are equal to one of the upper jumps of G and H respectively. Since
the upper numbering jumps of G and H are distinct v(a? — ) # v(8P — 3). If
v(z) > 0 then v(aP —x) > 0 > min(v(a(a? — a)),v(b(BP — B))) otherwise v(zP — x)
is a multiple of p. So —w; = v(7v? —v) = min{v(a(a? —a)),v(b(8P — B))}. But this
implies w1 > uq, a contradiction! O

Proposition 3.3. Let L and M be distinct totally ramified Artin-Schrier extensions
of K corresponding to f and g respectively, where f,g € K are reduced. Let i be the
upper jump of L/K and j be the upper jump of M/K. The ramification filtration
on the Galois group G = Gal(LM/K) is given as follows:

(1) If i < j then the upper jumps are i and j with G = G = (Z/pZ)* and
G =7/pZ.

(2) LM/K is not totally ramified iff for some a € F, and x € K, f+ag+a? —
x € k. In this case, i = j, the inertia group is Z/pZ and the only upper
Jump 18 at i.

(3) If i = j and LM/K is totally ramified then there are two cases. If | =
—v(f +ag+aP —x) < i for some a € F, and x € K then ! > 1 and the
upper jumps are | and i with G!' = G = (Z/pZ)* and G* = Z/pZ. Other
wise there is only one upper jump at i and G* = G = (Z/pZ)?.

Proof. Let o, 3 € K be such that o? — o = f and B” — 8 = g. Since the upper
jump of L/K is i, v(f) = —i. Similarly, v(g) = —j.

Note that (1) follows from Lemma [B] and Corollary 241

For (2) note that if f + ag + 2P —z € k for some a € F, and € K then
K(a+af)/K is an unramified extension of K. Hence LM /K is not totally ramified.
Conversely, if LM /K is not totally ramified then there exist v € LM \ K such that
yP — v € k, since Gal(LM/K) = (Z/pZ)? and K is a local field of characteristic
p. Now by Lemma 29 v = aa + b3 + = for some z € K and a,b € F,. So
Y—vy=ala? —a)+b(fP —B)+aP —x €k. Hence af +bg+aP —xz € k. Iff a #0
then dividing by a we get f + a'g + 2P — 2’ € k for some o’ € F, and 2’ € K.
Otherwise vy = b8+ = ¢ K, so b # 0. Hence v(7? — ) = v(bg + 2P — ) < 0. This
contradicts 7P — v € k. The rest of (2) follows.

For (3) note that if i = j and [ = —v(f + ag + 2P — x) < i for some a € F), and
x € K then | > 1. This is because if [ = 0 then LM /K will not be totally ramified.
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Let h = f +ag+ 2P — x and 7 be such that v» — v = h then LM = LK (). So we
are reduced to (1). Hence the upper jumps are ! and i.

Finally in the remaining scenario, if v € LM is such that /» — v € K and
(v(+? = 7v),p) = 1 then in view of Lemma 29, v(+? — v) = —i. Hence by [Kuml
Proposition 2.7] the first upper jump for LM /K is i. But the highest upper jump
for LM/K is the maximum of upper jumps for L/K and M /K. Hence the only
upper jump is . (|

3.1. p?-cyclic extensions. We will now consider p?-cyclic extensions and their
compositum. We begin by calculating the ramification filtration of a totally ramified
p?-cyclic extension of a local field K of characteristic p with algebraically closed
residue field k. The valuation associated to K will be denoted by vg.

Lemma 3.4. Let L/K be a p*-cyclic totally ramified extension. Then there exist a
Witt vector (ag,a1) € Wa(L) such that (af,a}) —uw (ap,a1) = (o, n) € Wa(K) is
reduced and L = K (ag,a1). Let n; = —vi(a;). The jumps in the lower ramification
filtration of L/ K are ng,no(p>—p+1) if n1 < nop otherwise it is ng, p(n1 —ng) +no.

Proof. The first statement follows from Artin-Schrier-Witt theory and Remark 2.7
So ng and ny are coprime to p. Let  be a local parameter of K. Note that af —ag =
ag = upzr~ "™ for some unit ug in the valuation ring R of K. Let M = K(ag) be
the intermediate p-cyclic extension. Note that vpr(x) = p and wvpr(ag) = —no.
Let a = a(l)/ "0y = a~Ll. Note that as the residue field is algebraically closed, by
Hensel’s lemma, y € M. Using the formula (ZT)) for subtraction in the Witt ring,

we note that
2
(3.1) a? —a; = oy —al """+ terms of higher valuation

If ny < no(p—1) then var(a) — a1) = —no(p* — p+1). So the jumps in the lower
ramification filtration are ng, no(p? — p+1) because the lower ramification filtration
behaves well with subgroups and the only jump in the lower ramification filtration
of M/K and L/M are ng and ng(p? — p + 1) respectively.
Now suppose that ny > ng(p — 1). In this case we shall modify a; to @i, so that
al —a; € M and vy (@} — @q) is prime to p. Note that
2" = ug(ah — ap) !
xno _ uo(anop _ ang)fl
10— yﬂop(l _ ypno—no)—luo
2= g0 = ) T ()

Using the above and noting that av; = u;27™ for some unit u; € K, we can simplify
equation ([B1) to obtain

(3.2) al—ay = uyfmp(l—yp"“*"“)_% —y~noPFmop=no 4 Yigher valuation terms
Here u € K is a unit. We claim the following;:
Claim. uy_"lp(l _ yzmo—no)% — (Coy—nlp + cly—mp-i-z) + +C2y—"1p+2p + .. ) +

(boy(mo—m)P=m0 t higher valuation terms), where ¢; and by are in the coefficient
field k with ¢g and by nonzero.

Proof of the claim. Since vy (y) = 1, by Cohen Structure theorem, M = k((y)). It
is clear from the left hand side of the equation that the leading term is coy ="' for
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some nonzero ¢y in the coefficient field k. So it is enough to show that the smallest
N such that the coefficient of yV is nonzero and (N,p) = 1 is (ng — n1)p — no.
Taking derivative with respect to y of the left hand side, we get

dd duy—nlp(l — yp’ﬂ()_"lo)"ll/’ﬂ() + nluy_"lp(l — ypno—no)%*lypno—no—l
Y Y

Since v € K is a unit in R, vp(du/dy) > wvp(dx/dy). Moreover, z = yP(1 —

1

1
yProTm0) "oy " implies that

(LHS) =

eor + ez +eax® + .. = yP(1 — yp"(’*”“)_n_lo
for some eg, e1, ... in k with ey # 0. Differentiating the above equation with respect
to y we get,
dx 2 no—no\———1 pno—no—1
d—(eo +2e1x + 3eqz” +...) = —yP(1 — yProTn0) T no Ty ProT RO
Y
So UM(Z—;) =png—no+p—1. So vM(d%(LHS)) = (ng —n1)p —ng — 1. This shows
that N = (ng —n1)p — no. O
Let a; = a1 — c(l)/py_"1 - c}/py_"l"rl - = c,ll{)py_"l"’"o. Then from (3.2) and

the claim it follows that
al —a; = c(l)/pgf"1 + boy(mo—n)P=no _ y=mop®$nop—no 4 terms of higher valuation

Also note that @) —a; € M and M(a;) = M(a1) = L.
Now if no(p — 1) < n1 < ngp then vy (@} —ar) = —no(p? —p+1). So the jumps
in the lower ramification filtration in this case as well are ng,no(p*> — p + 1).
Finally if ny > nop then p(ng—ni) —no < —no(p?> —p+1) and p(ng —ny1) —ng <
—ni. So vpyr(al —ay) = p(nop — n1) — no and the jumps in the lower ramification
filtration are ng, p(n1 — no) + no- O

Let L/K and M/K be distinct totally ramified p?-cyclic extension of K cor-
responding to the reduced Witt vectors (ap, 1) and (8o, 1) in Wa(K). We will
compute the ramification filtration of the compositum LM /K in some cases.

Proposition 3.5. Suppose L and M are linearly disjoint over K. Let the upper
gumps of L/K and M/K be ug,u; and vy, vy respectively. Let the upper jumps of
G = Gal(LM/K) be wo,wn,.... The following holds:

(1)

(o, 1) = {( v (o), —v(ao)(p — 1)), if vk (a1) > vi(ag)p
7 (—vr (ao), vr (a1)), otherwise.

(v0,v1) = (—vK (Bo), —vr (Bo)(p— 1)), if vk(B1) = vk (Bo)p
7 (=vr (Bo),vi (B1)), otherwise.

(2) If up # vo then wo = min(ug, vg). Moreover if ug,u1,vo,v1 are all distinct
then these are the four upper jumps of G.

(8) Suppose ug = vo. If there exist c € F, and x € K such that | = —vk (g +
cBo + xP — x) < ug then wo =1 otherwise wo = ug. Moreover, if uy # vy
then 1, ug,u1,v1 are the only upper jumps of G in the first case and wy =
ug, u1, vy are the only upper jumps of G with GV = (Z/pZ)? in the latter
case.



8 MANISH KUMAR

Proof. Statement (1) is a direct consequence of Lemma [ and Remark 211 With-
out loss of generality, we may assume ug < vp.

Note that G = Gal(L/K)x Gal(M/K). Let H; and Hs be the p-cyclic subgroups
of Gal(L/K) and Gal(M/K) respectively. Let (ag,a1) € Wa(L) and (bg,b1) €
Ws(M) be such that (af), a) —w (a0, a1) = (a0, 1) and (bf), bY) — (bo, b1) = (Bo, B1)-
Note that L1 = K(ag) and M2 = K (by).

If g # vp then the upper jumps of Gal(K (ag, bo)/K) = G/(Hy x Hs) are ug, vg
by Proposition[3.3l By Lemma.3] ug is an upper jump of G which implies wg < ug.
Also since g is the first upper jump of G/(H; x Hy) and (G/(H; x Hy))"ot # 1,
we have

GuO(Hl X HQ) =G and
Hl X H2 g Gu0+(H1 X HQ) g_ G.
Since wy is the first upper jump of G, by [Ser, IV, 2, Corollary 3] G/G*°* is a
group of exponent p. But G = (Z/p?Z)? so G D Hy x Hy. If wy < ug then
GWoT > G¥. But this implies G¥**T = G which contradicts that wg is an upper
jump of G. So wy = ug. The moreover part of the statement (2) follows from
Corollary 2.4

For statement (3), we note that by Proposition[33] the upper jumps of G/(Hj x
Hy) = Gal(K(ag,bo)/K) are l,ug if there exist ¢ € F, and « € K such that
I = —vk(ag + cBo + 2P — ) < ug. So by Lemma 23 I, up, u1,v; are upper jumps
of G. Also since the upper jumps of G/(H; x Hs) are I, ug, we are in the previous
setup. Hence wg = [ and moreover if u; # vy then [, ug, u1,v1 are all distinct. So
by Corollary 2.4] these are all the upper jumps of G.

In the case where no such ¢ and z exist, again by Proposition[3.3] the only upper
jump of G/(Hy X H3) is ug. So (G/(Hy x Hs))*ot =1 and (G/(H; x Hy))% =
G/H; x Hs. But this is equivalent to G*t C H; x Hy and G (H; x Hy) = G.
Again G¥F D H; x Hy and if wy < ug then G¥F > G% which would imply
GYot = @G contradicting that wg is an upper jump. Hence wy = ug. Also G¥°F
has index at most p? in G. Moreover u; and v; are both greater than wy and they
are upper jumps of G. Hence GV = H; x H, is exactly of index p? and uo, u1, v1
are the only upper jumps of G. O

Proposition 3.6. Suppose L and M are not linearly disjoint over K. Then LN M
is a p-cyclic extension of K and G = Gal(LM/K) = Z/p*Z x Z/pZ. Let ug,u; and
vo, v1 be the upper jumps of L/K and M/K respectively. The following holds:
(1) LN M = K(ap) = K(bo) and ug = vg is the upper jump of Gal(LN M/K).
(2) If uy # vy then ug,uy, vy are the upper jumps of G.
(3) If uy = v1, suppose cg = cfo and vi (o — ¢B1) is different from —ug and
—uy for some nonzero ¢ € Fy,, then the upper jumps of G are ug,u1 =
vy, —vk (a1 — ¢f1).

Proof. Note that G = Gal(LM/K) = Gal(L/K) X gai(Lomyx Gal(M/K) = Z/p*Zx
Z/pZ. Since L and M are distinct and not linearly disjoint, L N M /K is a p-cyclic
extension. Note that K (ag) and K (bg) are the unique p-cyclic subextensions of K
contained in L and M respectively. So LN M = K(ag) = K(by) and ug = vp.
Moreover the only upper jump of K(ag)/K is ug. This proves (1).

For (2), we note that wg,u1,v1 are upper jumps of G by Lemma Since
uy # v1, ug, u1,v1 are all distinct. So by Corollary 2.4l ug, u1, v, are the only upper
jumps of G.
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Finally for (3), let (af), al)—w (a0, a1) = (a0, a1) and (b5, b)) — 1 (bo, b1) = (Bo, B1)-
Since ap = ¢y for some c € F,,, we obtain that ag = cby + d for some d € F,,. Since
(d5,d}) —w (do,d1) = (0,0) for do,d; € F,, we can modify (bg, b1) if necessary to
further assume that d = 0, i.e., ag = cby. By the subtraction formula 2.1 of Witt
vectors, we note that

1 (P—1) pp-2 P-Dp—-2)...2 ,
aff—alzal—l—[—ag@ )a0+Tag(p )a,g——F 23(]9—1) agaig 1]
1 (P—1), pp—2 P-1(P=2).-.2
= an -+ e[ 06" oy + BT 5. 1) %]

1 P-1pp—2)...2

=O¢1—Cﬁ1+0(61+[—bg(” Yoo + ...+ 53 o) bhve )

= Q1 — Cﬁl =+ C(bzl) — bl)

Hence we obtain that (a1 — ¢b1)? — (a1 — ¢b1) = a1 — ¢B1. So K(ay — ¢b1)/K
is a p-cyclic extension of K. Therefore by Lemma Bl —vg (a3 — ¢f1) is an upper
jump of G. The hypothesis that —vk (a1 — ¢f1) is different from ug and uy implies
that the only upper jumps of G are ug, u; and —vg(ay — ¢f1) (Corollary 24). O

4. GLOBAL APPLICATIONS

For a p-cyclic cover X — P. branched at one point, the genus of X is easy to
compute and has a well known formula. Any such cover is given by an Artin-Schrier
extension ZP — Z — f where f € k[xz] is a polynomial of degree r coprime to p. The
genus of X is (p — 1)(r — 1)/2. This is calculated using Hilbert’s different for-
mula, Riemann-Hurwitz formula and explicitly determining the higher ramification
filtration at the totally ramified point of X above oco.

We can now carry out this computation for Galois covers of P! of degree p?
branched only at one point with the aid of Proposition and Lemma 3.4l From
now on the base field k is also assumed to be algebraically closed.

Theorem 4.1. Let ® : X — PL be a (Z/pZ)*-cover of P! branched only at co.
At the point x = oo, after passing to completion, this cover induces a (Z/pZ)?*-
Galois extension of local fields L/k((z™')) where L = QF(@X7@—1(OO)). Let ap, 1 €
k((z71)) be such that L is the compositum of distinct Artin-Schrier extensions
ZP — 7 —ag and ZP — Z — a1 and n; = —v(w;) are coprime to p for i = 0,1.
Here v is the valuation of of the local field k((z~1')). Then the genus of X is
%[(nl—1)p2—(n1—n0)p—n0+1] ifng <ny. Ifng =ny and —v(ao+aas+y?—y) >
no for all a € F, and y € k((z™1)) then the genus is [(no — 1)p? — ng + 1]. If
no =mn1 and for some a € F, and y € k((z™')), ny = —v(ao + aas + y? —y) < ng

then the genus is %[(né —1)p* — (no — ng)p — ng + 1.

Proof. By Riemann-Hurwitz formula the genus of X is 1[p?(—2) + deg(R) + 2],
where R is the ramification divisor. By Hilbert’s different formula and the fact
that there is only one ramified point in X, deg(R) = X;>0(|L;| — 1), where I; are
the lower filtration of the inertia group at the ramified point of X.
Proposition[3.3 gives the upper ramification filtration on the inertia group. Using
Remark 211 we obtain the lower ramification filtration. The result follows from a
straight forward arithmetic calculation. Let us perform this calculation in the

case ng < ni. The upper jumps in this case are ng and n;. So the lower jumps
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are ng and (n1 — no)p + ng by Remark 211 So by Hilbert’s different formula
deg(R) = (no+1)(p*— 1)+ (n1 —ng)p(p—1). So the genus of X is £[—2p? +nop? +
p? —ng — 1 +n1p? — nip — nep? + nop + 2]. Simplify the expression to obtain the
result. (I

Theorem 4.2. Let ® : X — PL be a (Z/p*Z)-cover of P! branched only at co.
At the point x = oo, after passing to completion, this cover induces a (Z/pZ)?-
Galois extension of local fields L/k((xz~1)) where L = QF(@X@A(OO)). Let o, a1 €
k((xz~1)) be such that L is the Artin-Schrier-Witt extension corresponding to the
Witt vector (g, 1) and n; = —v(ay) are coprime to p for i = 1,2. Here v is the
valuation of the local field k((z~')). Then the genus of X is $[no(p —1)(p* + 1) —
p* +1] if n1 < pno and 3[(n1 — 1)p? — (n1 — ng)p — ng + 1] otherwise.

Proof. The proof is the same as above. The only difference is that Proposition [3.4]
is used instead of Proposition O

4.1. Applications to Abhyankar’s Inertia conjecture. Let G be quasi-p group
and I < G be a subgroup. Recall that we say (G, I) is realizable if there exist a
G-Galois cover X — P! branched only at one point co and the inertia group at a
point of X above oo is 1.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose (G, 1) is realizable and let P be a p-group then
(1) (G x P,I x P) is realizable.
(2) (G,Q) is realizable where Q is any p-subgroup of G containing I if there
is mo epimorphism from G to any nontrivial quotient of I5.

Proof. Since (G, I) is realizable, there exist a G-cover X — P! branched only at co
and the inertia group at a point r € X above oo is the subgroup I. This implies
that the Galois group of the field extension QF(Ox )/ QF(Op1 o) is I. Since
there are infinitely many linearly disjoint P-extension of QF(@plm) [Hall, there
exist a P-extension L/ QF(Op1 o) linearly disjoint from QF(Ox..)/ QF(Op1 o).
Let Y — P! be the Harbater-Katz-Gabber P-cover Y — P! associated to the
P-extension L/ QF(@plm). Note that Y — P! is linearly disjoint to the cover
X — Pl Letting U to be the normalization of X xp1 Y we note that U — P!
is a G x P cover branched only at co. Moreover, the linear disjointness of L and
QF(Ox ) over QF(Op1 o) implies that Gal(L QF (Ox.,)/ QF(Op1 o)) = I x P. By
[Kuml, Lemma 3.1], the inertia group at the point (r,00) of the cover U — P! is
I xP.

The second statement is a consequence of [Kuml, Theorem 3.7] and [Ha2| Theo-
rem 2. O

Theorem 4.4. Suppose there is no epimorphism from G — Z/pZ. If (G,P) is
realizable where P < G is a p-group then there exist an index p-subgroup Q of
P x Z/pZ such that (G x Z/pZ,Q) is realizable.

Proof. Since (G, P) is realizable, there exist a G-cover X — PL branched only at
x = oo and the inertia group at a point r € X above oo is the subgroup P. So the
Galois group of the field extension QF(Ox )/ QF(Op1 o) is P. Let L = QF(Ox )
and K = QF(Op1 ) = k((z71)).

Let P, be an index p (normal) subgroup of P. Then L' is an Artin-Schrier
extension of K. Let a € L be a reduced AS-element such that L™' = K(a) and



ON THE COMPOSITUM OF WILDLY RAMIFIED EXTENSIONS 11

B = aP —a. Note that 8 = cpa™+cn_12” ' +...ciz+co+c_1z7 1 +... for some n
coprime to p, ¢p,Cn_1,... € k and ¢, # 0. Let 8’ = 8 + cx for some nonzero ¢ € k
such that ZP — Z — 3’ is an irreducible polynomial in L[Z]. Let o/ € L be such
that o/? — o’ = 8. Then L and K (') are linearly disjoint over K. Let Y — P! be
the p-cyclic Harbater-Katz-Gabber cover associated to the extension of local fields
K(a)/K and coy be the point lying above z = co. Note that the covers Y — PL
and X — P! are linearly disjoint because k(Y )K = K(a') and k(X)K = L.

Let U be the normalization of X Xp1 Y. Then U is smooth and irreducible.
The cover U — PL is a G x Z/pZ cover branched only at z = oo. Moreover by
[Kuml Lemma 3.1] the inertia group and the ramification filtration at the point
r’ = (r,00y) € U is given by the extension of local fields L(a/)/K. So the inertia
group is I = P x Z/pZ. Set v = o’ —a € L(a’). Then 4 — v = cz. Since
K(v) € L(), there is an induced epimorphism on the Galois groups ¢ : I — Z/pZ.
Let Q = ker(¢) then Q is an index p subgroup of P x Z/pZ and L(a/)? = K(v).

We note that k(z)(y) and k(U) are linearly disjoint over k(x). To prove this,
let us assume the contrary. Then k(z)(y) C k(U) = k(X)k(Y) which induces an
epimorphism on Galois groups ¢ : GxZ/pZ — Z/pZ. By assumption ¢|q is not sur-
jective and hence trivial. Hence G = ker(¢) and by Galois theory (k(X)k(Y))¢ =
k(x)(y). But this implies k(Y") = k(x)(y) and hence K (o) = K (7), a contradiction.

Let V — PL be the p-cyclic cover corresponding to the extension k(z)(7y)/k(x)
and W be the normalization of U xp1 V. Let coy € V be the point lying above
x = oo and " = (r',00y). By [Kuml Proposition 3.5], the inertia group of the
cover W — V at r” is Q. Since k(U) and k(V') are linearly disjoint over k(zx),
we get that W is connected and Gal(k(W)/k(V)) = Gal(k(U)/k(z)) = G x Z/pZ.
Moreover, W — V is branched only at ooy . Finally, since V is isomorphic to P!,
we get that (G x Z/pZ, Q) is realizable. O

Corollary 4.5. Suppose (G, 1) is realizable and P < G be any p-group containing
I>. Also assume that there is no epimorphism from G to Z/pZ. Then there exist
an index p-subgroup Q of P X Z/pZ such that (G x Z/pZ,Q) is realizable.

Proof. Tt follows from Theorem 4.3l and Theorem [4.4] O

Theorem 4.6. Suppose (G, P) is realizable, there is no epimorphism from G —
Z/pZ and P has a p*-cyclic quotient a : P — Z/p*Z. Then there exist an index p
subgroup Q of P Xz,,7 Z/p*Z such that (G x Z/p*Z, Q) is realizable.

Proof. As in the previous proof, there exist a G-cover X — P! branched only at
oo and the inertia group at a point r € X above co is the subgroup P. The Galois
group of the field extension L/K is P where L = QF(Ox,,) and K = QF (Op1 o) =
k((z71')). Let P, = ker(a). Then L™ is an Artin-Schrier-Witt extension of K
corresponding to a reduced Witt vector of length two. Let (ag, 1) € Wa(L) be
such that (af,af) — (ao,a1) = (Bo,f1) € Wa(K) and LP' = K(ag,a1). Let
B1 = B1 + cx for some nonzero ¢ € k such that the Artin-Schrier-Witt extension
of K corresponding to the Witt vector (8o, 3]) is a Z/p>Z extension of K different
from K (ap,a;). Let o) be such that (af, o) — (o, o)) = (Bo, B}) then K (ap, o)
and K (ap, o)) are linearly disjoint over K (ap). Let Y — P! be the Harbater-Katz-
Gabber cover associated to the local fields extension K (g, a})/K. So k(Y)K =
K(ag, af).
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Since there is no epimorphism from G — Z/pZ, the extensions k(Y)/k(x) and
k(X)/k(z) are linearly disjoint. To see this, let M = k(X) N k(Y) and suppose
k(z) € M. Then M/k(z) is either p-cyclic or p?-cyclic. In either case, we get an
epimorphism from G — Z/pZ contradicting the hypothesis.

Letting U to be the normalization of X Xp1 Y we note that U is smooth and
irreducible. The cover U — PL is a G x Z/p?Z cover branched only at oo and
the inertia group and the ramification filtration at ' = (r,ooy) € U is given
by the extension of local fields LK (ag,a})/K. Hence the inertia group is I =
P %37 Z/p*Z. By Proposition BG(3) —vk (81 — 1) = 1 is an upper jump of 1.
Moreover, letting o = a3 — /), we note that a? —a = 1 —f] € K and a ¢ K. Let Q
be the index p subgroup of I given by Gal(K (ag, a1, ) )/K()). Note that K («a)/K
is a p-cyclic extension with the lower jump at 1. So the Harbater-Katz-Gabber cover
V — P associated to this extension has the property that V is isomorphic to P*.
As in the above proof k(U) and k(V) are linearly disjoint over k(z). Let W be
the normalization of U Xp1 V' then W is smooth and irreducible. Again we apply
[Kuml Proposition 3.5] to conclude that (G x Z/p?*Z, Q) is realizable. O

Corollary 4.7. Suppose (G,I) is realizable. Let P be any p-subgroup containing
Iy and assume that P has a p*-cyclic quotient a : P — Z/p*Z. Also assume that
there is no epimorphism from G to Z/pZ. Then there exist an index p subgroup Q
of P X,y Z/p*Z such that (G x Z/p*Z,Q) is realizable.
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