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HYPERDERIVATIVES OF PERIODS AND QUASI-PERIODS
FOR ANDERSON ¢-MODULES

CHANGNINGPHAABI NAMOIJAM AND MATTHEW A. PAPANIKOLAS

ABSTRACT. We investigate periods, quasi-periods, logarithms, and quasi-logarithms of
Anderson t-modules, as well as their hyperderivatives. We develop a comprehensive
account of how these values can be obtained through rigid analytic trivializations of
abelian and A-finite t-modules. To do this we build on the exponentiation theorem
of Anderson and investigate quasi-periodic extensions of t-modules through Anderson
generating functions. By applying these results to prolongation t-modules of Maurischat,
we integrate hyperderivatives of these values together with previous work of Brownawell
and Denis in this framework.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivating problems from transcendence. Over the past decades, Drinfeld
modules and Anderson t-modules have provided an abundant supply of quantities of
interest in transcendental number theory over the rational function field K = F,(0)
in one variable over a finite field, where ¢ is the positive power of a prime number p.
Periods, quasi-periods, logarithms, and quasi-logarithms associated to t-modules defined
over the algebraic closure K of K give rise to questions about transcendence and algebraic
independence that were first systematically investigated by Yu [85]-[90].

For example, taking K., = F,(1/0)) to be the completion of K with respect to its
oo-adic absolute value |- | and K to be the completion of an algebraic closure of K,
the Carlitz period

(1.1.1) %::—«ﬂﬁﬂ“”f10=—¢”3_leK@«—m”@*U

i=1
is the fundamental period of the Carlitz module and lies within the separable closure of

K, within K. It was established by Wade [84] that 7 is transcendental over K. The
Anderson-Thakur power series

L - -1 - t X
(1.1.2) Q= (—0)" Y/ >H<1—ﬁ eT;

converges in the Tate algebra Ty C K[t] of power series that are regular on the closed

disk of radius |0| in K with respect to the Gauss norm || - ||g. It discernibly evaluates as
1
1.1.3 Qg = —=.
(113) o = —=

Furthermore, if we define Frobenius twisting for n € Z as the assignment f — f( :
K((t) — K((t)) given by > a;t' — > al t', then Q satisfies the difference equation

(1.1.4) QY = (t - 9)Q.

This difference equation furnishes € as the rigid analytic trivialization of the Carlitz
module (see §3.4)), and the evaluation (I.T.3]) manifests an early glimpse at the connections
between rigid analytic trivializations and periods of t-modules. '

Now one can consider the family of hyperdifferential operators @ : F,[0] — TF,[6]
defined T -linearly by &% (6") := (?) 6", where (;L) is the usual binomial coefficient but
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modulo p, and which extend uniquely to operators

O K5 — K5 >0,
In contrast to characteristic 0, we can apply these hyperdifferential operators to our
transcendental quantities themselves and ask in the case of the Carlitz module if

7, O (), R(F), ...

are algebraically related over K. Denis [30]-[32] showed that certain subsets of these
quantities are K-linearly independent, and later that the first p are algebraically inde-
pendent [33]. More recently Maurischat [58] proved that these values are in fact all
algebraically independent over K, using his construction of prolongations of tensor pow-
ers of the Carlitz module [55] and applying techniques of rigid analytic trivializations
from [2], [64].

Other investigations by Anderson, Brownawell, Chang, Denis, Thakur, Yu, and many
others have produced transcendence results on function field I-values [2], [14], [22], [23],
[77], [79], [80]; Drinfeld logarithms and quasi-logarithms [8]-[10], [20], [21], [28], [32], [34],
[64], [71], [85], [86], [88], [90]; zeta values and multiple zeta values [16]-[19], [24]-[26], [43],
[45], [54], [89], [90]; and of particular interest to the present paper, hyperderivatives of
Drinfeld logarithms and quasi-logarithms [10]-[13], [30]-[32], [55].

Question 1. For a t-module defined over K*, to what extent can one determine alge-
braic relations over K among hyperderivatives of its periods, quasi-periods, logarithms,
and quasi-logarithms with respect to 67

Brownawell and Denis [T0]-[13] first investigated this question in the case of logarithms
and quasi-logarithms of a Drinfeld module. If we let A := F,[t] be the polynomial ring in ¢
over [F, and take K[7] to be the ring of twisted polynomials in the ¢g-th power Frobenius
7 :2 — 2% on K, then we define a Drinfeld module to be the I ,-algebra homomorphism
¢ : A — K[7| determined by the value

by =0+b7+ - +b71", b #£0.

Its exponential series exp¢(z) € K[z] is F,-linear, entire, and surjective on K, and it
satisfies the functional equation

expy(a(f)z) = da(expy(2)), Va € A.

Its kernel is a free and finitely generated A-submodule A, of K of rank 7, and we choose
generators Aq,...,\.. Using the theory of biderivations (see §4.1I), one can construct
entire F -linear power series Fy(2),...,F,_1(2) € K[z] so that

Fi(0z) = 0F;(z) + exp(b(z)qi, 1<i<r—1,
and these form a maximal system of quasi-periodic functions for ¢. The quantities
Fi(\), 1<i<r—1,1<j<mn
comprise the quasi-periods of ¢, and moreover, there is an extension of t-modules,
0—=+G™' =+ X —¢—0,

which forms a quasi-periodic extension of ¢ (see §4.11 or [§], [37], [41], [88], for more
details). Of particular note is that the period lattice of X is generated by vectors whose
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coordinates consist of the periods and quasi-periods of ¢. More generally, if y € K, then
Fi(y) is a quasi-logarithm associated to y (see (EI1.14)).

When ¢ is defined over K3P, Brownawell and Denis defined for each n > 0 a t-module
Pr : A = Mat(,41) (KEP[7]) that sits in a short exact sequence,

0— Gl 55 ¢ =0,

with the following properties.

(i) Periods and logarithms of K5P-valued points on p,, are given in terms of the first n
hyperderivatives of periods, quasi-periods, logarithms, and quasi-logarithms of
K5P-valued points on ¢.

(ii) The operation of A on the power of G, in p, is not through scalar multiplication,
in contrast to any quasi-periodic extension, and as a result the Brownawell-Denis
t-module p,, is not isomorphic to any quasi-periodic extension of ¢.

As such, if ¢ is defined over K®P the quasi-periodic extensions of ¢ and the hyper-
derivative t-modules of Brownawell and Denis produce quantities that should not be
inherently algebraically related over K. This was confirmed for K-linear relations by
Brownawell [12] using Yu’s Theorem of the Sub-t-module [90].

For questions of algebraic independence, current methods revolve around techniques
in [2], [64], which require t-modules that have rigid analytic trivializations and so are
abelian in the sense of Anderson [I] or A-finite in the sense of [2], [49]. Unfortunately
quasi-periodic extensions and Brownawell-Denis t-modules are not well-suited for these
purposes because they are neither abelian nor A-finite. However, results in [20], [21],
employing work of Anderson (see [4I]) and Pellarin [69], demonstrate that the rigid
analytic trivialization of a Drinfeld module can be obtained through Anderson generating
functions and that the specialization of this matrix yields the full complement of its
periods and quasi-periods. Work in [I4] on special I'-values demonstrates also that quasi-
periods are incorporated in evaluations of rigid analytic trivializations of Sinha’s soliton
t-modules [77].

To be more precise, for our Drinfeld module ¢ defined over K and y € K, we define
the Anderson generating function G, by the infinite series,

o0 y .
(1.1.5) g, = Zexp¢(9n+l)t eT.
n=0

As a function of ¢, G, converges on the closed unit disk of K, and thus is in the Tate
algebra T of the closed unit disk. As an example, for the Carlitz module the Anderson-
Thakur function

1
t—0)0

turns out to be the Anderson generating function associated to 7. In general G, satisfies
several important properties (see §4.2)), and in particular,

(1.1.7) 0G, + b1G) + -+ 5,6\ =1G, + expy(y)
and

(1.1.8) Res;—0(G,) = —v.

(1.1.6) w =
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Furthermore, as observed by Pellarin [69] (see also [38], [41]), for each 1 <i < r —1 we
have the relation with the quasi-logarithms of y given by

(1.1.9) G(0) = Fi(y).
For the generators Aq, ..., A, of the period lattice of ¢, we form the r x r matrix with
entries in Ty,
1 1
ggl) ggr)
(1.1.10) T:=] : :
o) o

Using (LI7)—(LI9), the entries of the specialization Y|;—y consist of linear combinations
of the periods \; and quasi-periods F;();) over the field of definition of ¢ for 1 < ¢ < r—1
and 1 < j < r. Thus if ¢ is defined over K, then the K-span of the entries of Y=g is
the same as the K-span of the periods and quasi-periods of ¢. Likewise, for y € K, the
specialization

(GG

consists of K-linear combinations of y and the quasi-logarithms associated to y.

For a t-module ¢ : A — Mat,(K][7]) of dimension d (see §22lfor precise definitions), one
can associate two algebraic structures to it, called its t-motive My and dual-t-motive Ny.
The former is a left K[t, 7]-module, where K[t, 7] is the polynomial ring in ¢ and 7, subject
to the relation that 7f = f(7 for any f € K[t], and the latter is a left K¢, o]-module,
where K[, o] is likewise the polynomial ring in ¢t and o = 77! so that of = f("Vo. (See
§2.21-§2.3] for precise definitions of t-modules and ¢-motives.) The t-motive M is free
and finitely generated over K[7] of rank d, and likewise the dual t-motive N, is free and
finitely generated over K[o] of rank d. If M, is free and finitely generated over K[t], then
M and ¢ are said to be abelian; if Ny is free and finitely generated over K[t], then N
and ¢ are said to be A-finite. In the case that ¢ is A-finite, we can choose a K]t]-basis
ni,...,n, € Ny, which determines a matrix ® € Mat,(K[t]) with the property that

(1.1.11) on=on, n=(n,...,n)".
If we can find a matrix ¥ € GL,(T) so that
(1.1.12) Y = U,

where on the left we take Frobenius twists entry-wise, then ¢ is said to be rigid analytically
trivial. It was proved by Anderson (see [I]) that ¢ is rigid analytically trivial if and only if
¢ is uniformizable, i.e, the exponential function of ¢ is surjective. In [21] it was shown for
a Drinfeld module ¢ that the matrix T in (LTI0) is nearly a rigid analytic trivialization
(see (4.6.10)), which turns out to be a special case of a more general phenomenon for
t-modules by applying a theorem of Hartl and Juschka [49] (see Theorem A.4.9)).

Question 2. From the standpoint of transcendence theory, rigid analytic trivializations
are well-suited for the techniques of Frobenius difference equations investigated in [2],
[64]. For a general uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite --module ¢, how do we determine
explicit descriptions of periods, quasi-periods, logarithms, and quasi-logarithms in terms
of systems of Frobenius difference equations, and especially in terms of a rigid analytic
trivialization for ¢7
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As we have seen, this kind of description for Drinfeld modules is relatively straightfor-
ward, but as we discover the situation for general t-modules is more complicated. Our
results for periods and logarithms are governed by a fundamental exponentiation theorem
of Anderson (Theorem B.4.2)) as well as explicit descriptions of rigid analytic trivializa-
tions in terms of a general theory of Anderson generating functions that we develop. We
describe these investigations in more detail in the next two sections, and fully in §3-§4l
Questions for periods and logarithms were also investigated by Juschka [53], and results
on periods in these directions have been obtained by Maurischat [59]. A full account of
Anderson’s exponentiation theory was made recently by Hartl and Juschka [49].

Indeed there are subtle connections between the t-motive and dual t-motive of a t-
module that control these identities, particularly through Theorem of Hartl and
Juschka. Much can be proved for general abelian A-finite t-modules, and we obtain a
complete picture in the case that ¢ is almost strictly pure. If ¢ is defined by

¢y = doy + Bi7 4+ -+ Bytt, By € Maty(K),

where d¢; denotes simply the constant term in this expression, then ¢ is strictly pure if
det(By) # 0 and ¢ is almost strictly pure if the top coefficient of ¢;s is invertible for some
s > 1. Almost strictly pure t-modules are pure in the sense of [1] (see Remark [1.5.3]), and
they account for many t-modules of general interest, such as Drinfeld modules, tensor
powers of the Carlitz module, tensor products of Drinfeld modules, etc., and they are
automatically both abelian and A-finite. Denis [29] also showed that almost strictly
pure t-modules carry canonical height functions that serve as analogues of the Néron-
Tate height on abelian varieties.

Returning to the situation of Question [II we consider that positive answers to Ques-
tion 2 demonstrate that quasi-periods and quasi-logarithms that are defined using non-
abelian and non-A-finite quasi-periodic t-modules actually exist in the world of rigid
analytic trivializations of abelian and A-finite t-modules. Perhaps hyperderivatives of all
of these quantities, which also are found in the nonabelian and non-A-finite t-modules
of Brownawell and Denis, themselves also reside in the setting of rigid analytic trivial-
izations.

Question 3. For a general uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite t~-module defined over
K5 is it possible to identify the K-vector space spanned by the hyperderivatives with
respect to 6 of its periods, quasi-periods, logarithms, and quasi-logarithms in terms of
the rigid analytic trivialization of an abelian, A-finite, and uniformizable ¢t-module?

In §8lwe obtain a satisfactory answer to this question for all uniformizable, abelian, and
A-finite t-modules, which we recount in §I.4] below. Our investigations begin with the
prolongation t-modules of Maurischat [55], whose rigid analytic trivializations are given in
terms of hyperderivatives with respect to t of the functions comprising the rigid analytic
trivialization of the given t-module. We provide a complete description of the quasi-
periodic extensions of Maurischat’s prolongations, and there is considerable interplay
among the hyperderivatives of the constituent functions with respect to t evaluated at
t = 6 and hyperderivatives of the values themselves with respect to 6.

One memorandum is in order regarding the scope of this volume. Although we have so
far framed this work in terms of motivating problems from transcendental number theory,
the aims of this project have been primarily to develop a comprehensive foundation on
periods, quasi-periods, logarithms, and quasi-logarithms of Anderson ¢-modules, together
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with their hyperderivatives with respect to 6, in terms of abelian and A-finite t-modules.
Our vision has been focused on providing researchers explicit recipes for these values to
make them amenable to current transcendence techniques. To this end we address only
Questions 2] and B and aside from a passing result in Corollary [4.3.13] there are no new
transcendence results in this article. However, as a realization of this principle, in [60],
[61], the first author has built on these techniques to determine all K-algebraic relations
among hyperderivatives of periods, quasi-periods, logarithms, and quasi-logarithms of a
Drinfeld module defined over K.

In what follows we survey our findings toward Question 2in §I.2-§1.3] and the complete
investigations are contained in §3F-§4l In §1.4] we summarize the main results of §5] and
in particular obtain a positive answer to Question [3

1.2. Anderson’s exponentiation theorem. We establish some terminology, which we

review fully in §2.3] §3.1-§3.21 For a matrix C' € Matyy,(K((¢))) and n € Z, we define
C™ to be the matrix obtained by taking the n-th Frobenius twist of each entry of C. For

f=3ar € Kr], weset f*:= 3", ¢//" 0%, and as such the resulting map K[r] — K[o] is
an anti-isomorphism of rings. We denote its inverse also by ‘x.” We extend this definition
to a matrix B = (b;;) € Maty¢(K[7]) by setting B* := (b};)" € Matux(K[o]).
Let ¢ : A — Maty(K[r]) be an A-finite t-module. Taking Ny := Mat;q(K[o]), we
make N into a left K[¢, o]-module by setting
a-n:=ng, a€A neh.

The module N is the dual t-motive of ¢. For a vector n = > a;0" € Ny, we set

co(n) = al, exfn) = (Z aE”)T.

As ¢ is assumed to be A-finite, the dual t-motive N, contains a K[t]-basis ny, ..., n,
together with a matrix ® € Mat,(K]t]) representing multiplication by o, as in ([LIIT]).
The matrix ® together with the K-linear isomorphism ¢ : Maty . (K[t]) — N, defined by
h — h -n form a t-frame of ¢. Of particular utility are the identities for each a € A

(see Lemma B3.2.4]),

du(z0(t(@)) = 2oltla- @), ba(e1(e(a))) = 21(ela- @),
Anderson observed that there is a unique bounded K-linear map
(1.2.1) &+ (Mati,(To), || - lo) = (K%, |- |.0)

so that &|mat . (ki) = €0 © ¢ (see Lemma B.4T]), and we set & := £, 0. The following
result of Anderson is fundamental for our project (restated later as Theorem [3.4.2).

Theorem A (Anderson, see [49, Thm. 2.5.21]). Let ¢ : A — Maty(K[t]) be an A-
finite t-module with t-frame (v, ®). Fiz h € Mat,«,.(K[t]), and suppose there exists g €
Maty - (Tg) such that

g Vo —g=nh.
Then
Exp, (&(g + b)) = Eu(h).
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If ¢ has a rigid analytic trivialization ¥ € GL,(T) as in (ILII2), and hence ¢ is also
uniformizable, then in fact ¥ is invertible over Ty by [2, Prop. 4.4.12]. It follows from
the equation W(-1) = ®WV that if g is any row of ¥~!, then g-Y® — g = 0, and we find
that the period lattice Ay := ker Exp, satisfies

(122) A¢ = g() (MathT(A) . \If_l).

Indeed the right-hand containment follows from Theorem[A], and Anderson further proved
the opposite containment (see Theorem B.4.7)). In addition to providing a way to capture
elements of the period lattice of ¢ in terms of its rigid analytic trivialization, by finding
appropriate vectors g, h, one can use Theorem [Al to provide formulas for arbitrary
logarithms as well (see Remark B.Z.T10).

In order to apply Theorem [A] to obtain explicit formulas for periods and logarithms of
¢, there are two issues.

(i) For given y, a € K¢ with Expy(y) = a, we seek g, h as in Theorem [A]so that
E(g+ h) =y and & (h) = a. Of course by Theorem [Al the former equation
implies the latter.

(ii) We need formulas for the map &, for advantageous descriptions of & (g + h).

The first of these issues is addressed in the next section and in §4] using the theory of
Anderson generating functions. The second is resolved by Proposition B.5.7. Although
the conditions in Proposition B.5.7] initially appear restrictive, we show in Remark B.5.11]
that any t-module can be put in this desired form, perhaps after changes of bases over
Klo] and K[t] on Ny. If ¢ is in this form, then we find positive integers /1, . . ., £, that sum
to d (m represents the number of Jordan blocks in d¢; and the ¢;’s are their dimensions),
so that for g = (¢1,...,9,) € Maty,.(Ty),

5 q1)

atl(gl)
[

(123) Elg)=|

O (gm)

O} (gm)
Im -

Thus & is constructed through hyperderivatives of functions with respect to t, evaluated
at t = #. Moreover, since Theorem [A]l provides identities for periods and logarithms
of ¢ through &, we see that these quantities already involve hyperderivatives, though
with respect to ¢t and not yet with respect to #. This connection with hyperderivatives
does not occur for Drinfeld modules, as they are 1-dimensional. For tensor powers of
the Carlitz module, this phenomenon was already observed by Anderson and Thakur [3]
and was made explicit by Maurischat [55]. At the end of §3.5] we provide the explicit
descriptions of & for Drinfeld modules, tensor powers of the Carlitz module, and strictly
pure t-modules.
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1.3. The de Rham module and rigid analytic trivializations. The theory of
biderivations, quasi-periodic functions, and the de Rham isomorphism for Drinfeld mod-
ules was developed by Anderson, Deligne, Gekeler, and Yu (see [§], [37], [39], [41], [88]),
and later this theory was extended by Brownawell and the second author to general
t-modules [I4] and in a different construction by Hartl and Juschka [49, Thm. 2.5.51].

As opposed to Anderson’s exponentiation theorem from the previous section, which
centered on the dual t-motive of a t-module, the quasi-periodic theory associated to a
t-module is built instead from its t-motive. As for Drinfeld modules, the general theory
of quasi-periods and quasi-logarithms can be realized through the appropriate extension
of Anderson generating functions. Ultimately through a result of Hartl and Juschka
(Theorem [.4.9)), we unify the theories of rigid analytic trivializations and quasi-periodic
extensions of abelian and A-finite -modules.

We let ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]) be a uniformizable abelian t-module, and let M, be its
t-motive. Similar to the dual t-motive, we set My := Mat;4(K[7]), and we define the
operation of K[t] on M by setting

a-m:=m¢o, acA mecM,
A ¢-biderivation is an F,-linear function é : A — 7.M such that
éab = a(é’)éb + 5a¢b, ‘v’a, beA.

The K-vector space of biderivations is denoted Der(¢), and each ¢-biderivation is uniquely
determined by its value §; € Mat;4(K[7]7). If there exists u € Mat;yq(K[7]) so that
0; = ug; — Ou, then § is said to be an inner biderivation, and it is strictly inner if
u € Maty,q(K[7]7). We let 8™ denote the inner biderivation associated to this w. The
K-subspaces of inner and strictly inner biderivations are denoted Derj,(¢) 2 Derg(¢),
and moreover the quotient

Hba(6) =

is called the de Rham module of ¢. The de Rham module carries the structure of a
K[t]-module, and its dimension as a K-vector space is r. For more details, see §4.11

For each § € Der(¢), there is a unique F-linear power series Fs(2z) € K[z, ..., z4] so
that
(1.3.1) Fs(dg, - z) = a(0)Fs(z) + 6, Exp,(z), Vae€ A.

Much as for Drinfeld modules, using the theory in [14], one can construct quasi-periodic
extensions of ¢ whose exponential functions are given in terms of these quasi-periodic
functions. Quasi-periods of ¢ are the values Fg(A) for A € A, and more generally quasi-
logarithms are the values Fs(y) fory € K4 If § = § () is an inner biderivation as above,
then

(1.3.2) Fsw(z) = uExpy(2z) —du - 2,

and so quasi-periods and quasi-logarithms of inner biderivations are expressible simply
in terms of periods and logarithms of ¢ themselves.

As is the case for Drinfeld modules, quasi-periods and quasi-logarithms for ¢ can be
captured in terms of Anderson generating functions. For y € K we define G, € T¢ by
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setting

(1.3.3) Gy =Y Exp,((dg,) " 'y)t",
n=0

and also as for Drinfeld modules, they satisfy properties that extend (LI7)—(LI1.8]) (see
Propositions .27 and £.2.12). The extension of (I.I.9) requires some notation. For
matrices 3 = By + Bi7 + - - - + Bym" € Mat,,., (K[7]) and M € Mat,,,(T), we set

(1.3.4) (B| M) = BoM + BiMY + ... 4+ B,M® € Mat,,(T).
The extension of (LI.9) is that for & € Der(¢) and y € K¢
(1.3.5) (001 Gy)li=o = Fs(y).

See Proposition for more details. (A word about the utility of the (- | -) notation is
that the left-hand entry is often taken from m € M. For f € K[t], there is a need to
distinguish f-(m|G,) and (f-m|G,), which this notation provides but that ‘f-m(G,)’
leaves ambiguous. For example, see Corollary A.2.13])

We then define T € GL,(Ty) as in (L.II0) by choosing a K]t]-basis my, ..., m, of M
and an A-basis Ay, ..., A, of Ay, and then setting

(rma [Ga) - (Tma[Ga,)
(1.3.6) T := : :
(rme [ Gx) - (tTme[Ga)

As an element of GL,(Ty), its value at ¢t = € is non-zero, and Y|;—g is also the matrix rep-
resenting the de Rham map in the following corollary (restated later as Corollary A.3.14),
which then must be an isomorphism. This extends results of Gekeler [37] for Drinfeld
modules (see also [41]), and provides a specialized version of a related result in for Hodge-
Pink structures for t-modules due to Hartl and Juschka [49].

Corollary B (de Rham isomorphism). Let ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]) be a uniformizable
abelian t-module. The map

DR : Hly, (6) — Homa (Ag, K),
defined by DR([0]) = Fs|x,, is an isomorphism.

In the case of a Drinfeld module, the matrix T was used to determine a rigid analytic
trivialization for ¢, and we find this connection to hold more generally. If we assume that
¢ is uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite, then Hartl and Juschka construct another dual-
t-motive M) arising from the t-motive M, and they prove that there is an isomorphism
of dual-t-motives,

(1.3.7) §: My — N
See Theorem for complete details. If we let V' € GL,.(K[t]) denote the matrix
representing § with respect to the Kl[t]-basis of M} induced by my, ..., m, and some

fixed K[t]-basis n, ..., n, of Ny, then it follows that the matrix

(1.3.8) U= (TTV)"" € GL,.(Ty)
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is a rigid analytic trivialization for ¢ (see Proposition £4.15]). Furthermore, for o, y € K¢
with Exp,(y) = a, if we take

(1.3.9) g, = —((Tm1 1 Gy), ..., (T, | Qy>) -V € Maty«,(Ty)
then there exists h, € Mat . (K][t]) so that
g'g/_l)q) - gy = hcx~

The explicit description of h, can be found in Lemma Of particular interest is
that now g, and h, can serve as inputs for Theorem [Al We note that for y = A;, the
row vector gy is the negative of the j-th row of ¥~ =TTV,

With only a little extra effort, we can pay attention to the field of definition of the
t-module ¢ as well as its biderivations, quasi-periodic functions, and the isomorphism
¢ from ([L3.7). The above considerations then lead to the following theorem (which
synthesizes Corollary LZT7 and Theorem [.4.30).

Theorem C. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K|7]) be a uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite t-module
of rank r defined over K, and suppose we have chosen K[t]-bases {m,...,m,} and
{ny,...,n,} for M, i and N, i respectively. Then for the rigid analytic trivialization
U e GL,(Ty) for ¢ in (L3.9), the following hold.

(a) If gy, ...,g, € Maty,(Ty) are the rows of U=' = YTV, then letting \; = &o(g;)
for1 <j<r,
A¢:AA1+"+AA7"
(b) If 61,...,6, € Der(¢, K) represent a K -basis of Hhr (¢, K), then

Spang (Fs,(A;) : 1 < i, <) = Spang ((TT)|i=s) = Spang ((V™")|i=).
(c) Suppose that y € K and o € K are chosen so that Exp,(y) = a. Then

Span[?(L F51 (y)> s aFér (y)) = Span[?({l} U {F5(y) NS Der(¢a [_()})
= Spang ({1} U {g,li=a}),
where g, € Matyy,(Ty) is given as in (L3.9).

Unlike in the case of (LIJ)), parts (b) and (c) of this theorem do not necessarily
account for the K-span of all coordinates of logarithms and quasi-logarithms of ¢. In
dimensions > 1, the functional equation (L3.2)) for inner biderivations yields only those
coordinates of periods and logarithms that are tractable, i.e., those that lie at the bottom
of a Jordan block of d¢; when d¢; is in Jordan normal form. Thus our answer so far
to Question 2] is not yet complete. However, to settle this question and account for all
coordinates of periods and logarithms using these techniques, we apply this theory to
Maurischat’s prolongation t-modules, where these missing coordinates will appear. See
the next section and §5l for details.

One subtle and vexing point is that although Theorem [A] applies to the vectors g, and
R, it is not known a priori that &(g, +ha) = y. In particular in the theorem, it would
seem reasonable that £y(g;) = A;, but all we know for sure is that £(g,), . . ., &(g,) form
an A-basis of the period lattice. The reason for this inexactness is that for a general ¢-
module the definition of V' can be quite complicated. Already for Drinfeld modules, V'
arises somewhat mysteriously (see (L.6.8) and |21, p. 133}, [49, p. 111], [53] p. 97]). For
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almost strictly pure t-modules, the story has a satisfactory conclusion, and we provide
an explicit description of V' in Corollary £.5.201 Moreover, the following identities hold.

Proposition D. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]) be a uniformizable almost strictly pure t-
module. Let o, y € K be chosen so that Exp,(y) = a, and let g, and hq be given as

in (L3.9). Then

(a) 50(9;; +ha) =y,
(b) &1(hy) = .

We close out §41by giving precise accounts of these constructions and results for Drinfeld
modules, tensor powers of the Carlitz module, and strictly pure t-modules in §4.6. We
also work out an almost strictly pure example in detail to highlight some of the different
behaviors that can occur.

1.4. Hyperderivatives of fundamental quantities. In §5 we apply these previous
techniques on exponentiation, rigid analytic trivializations, and the de Rham module
to prolongation t-modules of Maurischat [55] so as to answer Question Bl We fix a
uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite t-module ¢ : A — Mat,(K*P[7]), defined by ¢; =
d¢, + BiT + -+ - + By’ For n > 0, the n-th prolongation of ¢ is the t-module

Pn¢ : A — Mat(,41)a(K™*P[7])

defined by
dg, 0 - 0

(1.4.1) Podhi= | 79 diag(Bo)r 4 -+ ding(Bo)r,
o L, 4

where diag(B;) is the block diagonal matrix with n + 1 copies of B; down the diagonal.
Maurischat obtains this t-module by considering extensions of both the t-motive and dual
t-motive of ¢ using higher derivations and hyperderivatives (see §5.2]). We have Py¢ = ¢,
and for each 0 < h < n, we have a natural exact sequence of t-modules,

0—P,p10 —Prop— Pro — 0.

The exponential function for P, ¢ is straightforward in that if z, ..., z, represent vectors
of variables for each of the n 4+ 1 blocks of P,¢, then

Z0 EXp¢(Z0)
Expp, | ¢ | = : ;
Zp Exp,(zn)

and thus P,¢ shares its exponential function with the direct sum ¢®". However, if T,
U € GL,(Ty) are the matrices given in §I.3| the former given in terms of Anderson
generating functions and the latter being a rigid analytic trivialization for ¢, then the
corresponding matrices for P,¢ are more interesting. Indeed Maurischat proved (see
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Theorem [(.2.3) that

Uoop(w) - oY)

0 v ’ :
\Ian¢ = dt,n—l—l[\I]] = )

: o} (V)

where &/ (W) is obtained by applying & entry-wise to ¥. Moreover, we find that

1 .
TPn¢ = dt’n+1[TT]T — 8t (T) T O 9
oY) -+ 0(Y) T

is the corresponding system of Anderson generating functions for P,¢ (see Proposi-
tion £.3.24). Thus both Up 4 and Tp, 4 are given in terms of hyperderivatives with
respect to t of Anderson generating functions on ¢.

On the other hand, the quantities in Question [l involve hyperderivatives with respect
to 0, and connecting these two worlds together requires careful analysis using the chain
rule for hyperderivatives. One particularly useful construction, inspired by Brownawell
and Denis [13] for Drinfeld modules, is that for any ¢-biderivation 8 € Der(¢, K) and
s > 1, there exists 6° € Der(¢, K) so that & and &° are in the same de Rham class
and that deg, d; > s. By taking s large enough so that ¢° > n, the hyperderivative
calculations simplify by the p-th power rule for hyperderivatives (see Proposition 2.4.3)),
as we can restrict to using only 9}, ...,95. We obtain the following result that equates

these two spaces of hyperderivatives with respect to ¢t and 0 for quantities arising from P,,¢
(restated as Theorem B.3.T]).

Theorem E. Let ¢ be a uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite Anderson t-module defined
over K°® of rank r and dimension d. Let y € (K5P)* satisfy Exp,(y) € (K*®)?, and

let {81,...,08,} represent a K-basis of Hig (¢, K) defined over K*P. Forn > 0, the
following hold.

(a) For the Anderson generating function G, € T? for ¢ associated to y, we have

spang (110U U{(6001 6,0} ) = svani (110 U ) } ).

u=0v=1 u=0v=1

(b) Moreover, if {A1,..., A} is an A-basis of Ay, then

Spange (dyn a7, ) = SpanK(LnJ U U es.00) }),

u=0v=1 /=1

where (v, ®, V) is a rigid analytic trivialization for ¢.

As mentioned in §I.3] the quantities Fs,(y),...,Fs, (y) incorporate quasi-logarithms
related to strictly reduced ¢-biderivations as well as the K-span of the tractable coor-
dinates of y. Theorem [E] then addresses the hyperderivatives of these quantities with
respect to 6. However, a full answer to Question [3] should account for hyperderivatives
of the non-tractable coordinates as well. By analyzing the structure of Hiy(P,¢, K)
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and its associated quasi-periodic functions, we find, for n sufficiently large, that hy-
perderivatives of all coordinates can be obtained. The fundamental principle is that
non-tractable coordinates of ¢ can be explicitly related to tractable coordinates of P, ¢
once n is large enough. For tensor powers of the Carlitz module this was first observed
by Maurischat [55].

This result is broken down into two steps, the first for almost strictly pure t-modules
(Theorem [5.3.38]) and the second for general t-modules (Theorem [5.4.2T)). We combine
them together here, thus together with Theorem [El we obtain a complete answer to

Question Bl See also Corollary [£.3.37

Theorem F. Let ¢ be a uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite Anderson t-module defined
over K°® of rank r and dimension d. Let y € (K5)* satisfy Exp,(y) € (K*®)?, and

let 81, 38 my Y15+ -->Ym Tepresent a K-basis of Hig (6, K) defined over K5 so that
Y15 - -+ » Y Provide a basis of inner biderivations modulo strictly inner ones as in (G411).
Let j > 0, and choose n = 0 so that (d¢, — 014)" 7 = 0.

(a) Letting G, € T be the Anderson generating function for ¢ associated to y, we
have

Span (0)(y) < Spane ({1} U

ﬁ
|
3

=

{00 1@ (0 102G}
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{ag (Fs, (), 95 (F+, (y) }) ‘

(b) In particular, if X1, ..., A, denote an A-basis of Ay. Then for any A € Ay,

Spanz (35(A)) C Spang (dt,n+1[\1’¢]_l‘t:9> = SpanK(o LTJ O{@;‘ (ng()\g))}),

u=0v=1 /=1

IS
Il
=)
S
I
—_
-
Il

where Wy is a rigid analytic trivialization for ¢.

These identities can be simplified and refined further by considering quasi-periodic
functions on P, ¢ directly. For y € (K5P), if we let (y)o € (K5P)™+D4 be the block vec-
tor starting with y and with 0’s in its remaining entries, then we show (see Lemma [5.3.20])
that

g(y)o = (gy7 atl(gy)a SR a?(gy)) S Matlx(n+1)d(T0)'

Moreover, if dy,...,8, represent a K-basis of Hyg (¢, K) defined over K*P, then (see
Corollary [£.3.28)

Spanl?(lvgy|t=97 atl(gy)‘f:@v s 7atn(gy)‘t=9) = Span]? <{1} U U U {83 (F‘sv (y)) }) .
u=0v=1
Utilizing the trick of Brownawell and Denis, we fix s so that ¢° > n and replace d4,..., 9,
by 87, ...,d; chosen appropriately with the property that deg (87); > s. We then obtain
the following formula (see Corollary 5.4.30]): for 0 <u <nand 1 < v < r,
(1:4.2) 35 (Fay () = (CEN | G+ (D1 | 91Gy)) +++++ (@) | 2(G))) | -

t=60

where (52),@“} € Mat; «4(K*°P[7]) is obtained by applying the hyperdifferential operator Jy
to the coefficients of (8;);. This formula distills in a simple way the connections between
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hyperderivatives of quasi-logarithms with respect to # and hyperderivatives of Anderson
generating functions with respect to ¢.

These concerns are worked out in more detail for Drinfeld modules, tensor powers of
the Carlitz module, and strictly pure t-modules in §5.51
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discussions during the preparation of this manuscript. The authors further thank the
referee for several suggestions that improved the clarity of arguments and exposition.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. The following notation will be used throughout the paper:

F, = finite field with ¢ = p" elements, p a prime.

K = F,(#), the rational function field in # over F,.

K = F,((1/8)), the completion of K with respect to |- |_.

K = the completion of an algebraic closure of K.

K = the algebraic closure of K inside K.

A = F,[t], the polynomial ring in ¢ over F,, ¢ independent
from 6.

T = the Tate algebra of K[t] on the closed unit disk.

To = the Tate algebra of K[t] on the closed disk of radius
ol

Fsep = a separable algebraic closure of a field F'.

Mat, 5 (R) = for a ring R, the left R-module of m x n matrices.

Matd(R) = Matdxd(R).

R4 = Matgy1(R).

MT = the transpose of a matrix M.

diag, (M, ..., Ms) = for square matrices My, ..., M, whose dimensions sum
to d, the dxd block diagonal matrix with diagonal blocks
M, ..., M..

Span, (V) = for a subfield L C K and a set of vectors V' with entries

in K, the L-subspace of K spanned by the entries of
elements of V.

(m), = for m € Mat;(K[7]) and 0 < u < n, the row vec-
tor (0,...,0,m,0,...,0) € Maty(nt1)a(K[7]) where m
occupies entries du + 1 to du + d and all other entries
are (.

Let IF, be a finite field with ¢ elements, where ¢ is a power of a fixed prime p. Let K =
F,(0) be the rational function field in a single variable 6 over F,. We let K., = F,(1/6))
be the completion of K at its infinite place, and we let K denote the completion of an
algebraic closure of K. We let |- |_ denote the absolute value on K, normalized so that
0|, = ¢. Finally we let K denote the algebraic closure of K in K.

We let t be another variable independent from 6, and we let A = F [t] denote the
polynomial ring in ¢t. We fix the canonical Fj -algebra homomorphism A — K taking
t — 6, thus making K into an A-field (e.g., see [42] Ch. 3-4]). We let T be the Tate
algebra of rigid analytic functions on the closed unit disk of K,

T = {Z ait’ € K[t] « |as|, — 0},

and we let Ty denote the Tate algebra of functions converging on the disk of radius |6]__,

Ty = {Z a;it’ € K[t] : ¢* - la;| ., — 0}.

Furthermore, we let E C Ty C T denote the ring of entire power series that converge
on all of K and whose coefficients lie in a finite extension of K, and we let Ml be the
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fraction field of E, which is the field of meromorphic functions on K. For f = > a;t' € T,
we define the norm

[F1]:= sup [ai] -
(2

For f € Ty, we also define the norm
I£lo = sup (g faul.)-

For more background on rigid analytic functions and Tate algebras, see [36] §2].
For an integer n € Z, we define Frobenius twisting f ~ f™ : K((t)) — K((t)) by setting

for f =Y ait’ € K((t),
) = Za?nti.

Frobenius twisting is an automorphism of K((#)), and it induces automorphisms of K (t),

T, and E. For a matrix M = (m;;) with entries in K((#)), we define the twist M™
entrywise by setting (M™),; = mgL)
(MN)(") = M@ N@)

For an [Fj-subalgebra R C K, we let 7 : R — R denote the ¢g-th power Frobenius map,
and we let R[7] be the R-subalgebra of F,-linear endomorphisms generated by 7. As such
R]7] is the ring of twisted polynomials in 7 over R, subject to the relation, 7¢ = ¢?7 for
any ¢ € R. Moreover we let Mat,,x,(R)[7] = Mat,,«,(R[7]) denote the left R[r]-module
of m x n matrices with entries in R[7], which is also the same as the left R[7]-module of
polynomials in 7 with coefficients in Mat,,,x,,(R). In this way Mat,,(R)[7T] = Mat,,«,(R)[7]

forms a noncommutative ring subject to the relation,
™™™ = MYr, M € Mat,(R).

Moreover, the left R-module of column vectors R™ = Mat,, 1 (R) is then a left Mat,,(R)|[7]-
module by setting for 3 = By + By7 + - - - + B,7* € Mat,,(R)[r] and = € R",

. For matrices M, N of appropriate sizes, we have

We also set df := By. Similarly we can also form modules of power series in 7 with
matrix coefficients, Mat,,«,(R)[7], and as such Mat,,(R)[7] forms a twisted power series
ring.

Similarly if 7 : R — R is an automorphism, then we take o = 7~
the rings R[o] and Mat,,(R)[o], where

oM =MV, M € Mat,(R).

Likewise, for v = Cy + Cyo + - - - + Cyot € Mat,,(R)[o], we set dy := Cj.
We define

L'on R and we form

(-] ) : Maty,sn (K[7]) X Mat,xs(T) — Mat,«s(T)
by setting for B8 = By + By + - - - + Byt € Matn(K[7]) and M € Mat,,,.s(T),
(2.1.2) (B| M) := BOM+BIM(1)+...+B£M(Z)_

The pairing (- | -) is biadditive, K-linear in the left entry, and A-linear in the right entry.
For appropriately sized matrices it is associative in that

(2.1.3) (aB| f)=(a[{B]Ff))
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We note that if & € K", then (3 | x) = B(x) defined in (2I1.T]), but we will see that this
additional notation is helpful for distinguishing different operations of K[t] on ¢t-motives
and on T (e.g., see Corollary .2.T3)).

2.2. Anderson t-modules. Let R be an F,[f]-subalgebra of K. An Anderson t-module
over R is an [F;-algebra homomorphism

¢ : A — Maty(R[7])

such that if ¢; = By+ Bi7+- - -+ Byrt, B; € Maty(R), then d¢, = By = 01;+ N, where I,
is the d x d identity matrix and N is a nilpotent matrix. We say that d is the dimension
of ¢, and a Drinfeld module is a non-trivial Anderson t-module of dimension 1. The map
¢ is uniquely determined by its value ¢;. In this way ¢ defines an A-module structure
on R? by setting

axx =¢u(x), a€A x e R%.

A morphism of u : ¢ — 9 of t-modules is given by a matrix p € Mat.yq(R[7]), where d
is the dimension of ¢ and e is the dimension of 1, such that

(2.2.1) hg = Yo, Va € A.

Through an abuse of notation, we will let ¢(R) denote R? together with the A-module
structure induced by ¢, i.e., ¢(R) denotes the ‘R-valued points of ¢.” For general infor-
mation on t-modules, the reader is directed to Anderson’s original paper [I] or to other
expository sources [15], [42], [81].

When R = K, Anderson [I] showed that for a t-module ¢ as above, there exists a
unique power series Exp, = >, Ci7" € Maty(K)[7] so that Cy = I and that for any
a € A, Expy-do, = ¢, - Exp,. If we let z = (21,...,29)" € K[z1,...,24]% consist of
independent variables over K, then the exponential series of ¢,

(2.2.2) Expy(z) = Z Ciz® € K[z, . . ., 2d]"
i=0

defines an entire function Exp,, : K¢ — K. For any a € A, we have the identity of power
series,

Exp,(dg.z) = ¢a(Exp,(2)).

Remark 2.2.3. If ¢ is defined over a field L with K C L C K, then Exp,(z) €

L]z, .. .,zd]]d. Indeed this is due to Anderson [I, Prop. 2.1.4, Lem. 2.1.6] and noted
by Goss [42, Lem. 5.9.3]. Goss’s exposition in particular pays attention to the field
of definition of the matrices C;. It is important to point out that Anderson and Goss
consider the case that ¢ is defined over a finite extension L of K, but their arguments
work equally well for any field of definition L with K C L C K.

If the function Exp, : K? — K% is surjective, then ¢ is said to be uniformizable.
Drinfeld modules are always uniformizable, but a general t-module of dimension > 2
need not be. As formal power series, the inverse of Exp,(2) is the logarithm series of ¢,
Logy(2z) € K[z, .. .,zd]]d, which as a function on K¢ may have only a finite radius of
convergence. The kernel

(2.2.4) Ay = ker(Exp,) C K
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is a free, finitely generated, and discrete A-submodule through the action of d¢(A). The
A-module Ay is called the period lattice of ¢, and if ¢ is uniformizable, then we have an
isomorphism of A-modules given by K¢/Ay = ¢(K).

2.3. t-motives and dual t-motives. In this section we define Anderson t-motives and
dual t-motives. These objects have gone through many iterations since Anderson’s orig-
inal definition of t-motives in [I]. Our definitions are given precisely below, but for more
information on ¢-motives, the reader is directed to [15], [42, Ch. 5], [49]. For additional
information on dual t-motives, one can consult [2], where they were defined, and also
[15], [49].

We let L be a field with K € L C K. We define the ring L[t, 7] to be the ring of
polynomials in ¢ and 7, subject to the noncommuting relations,

tc=ct, tr=r7t, Tc=c't, VceEL.
Similarly, if L is perfect, we define the polynomial ring L[t, o] using the relations,
tc=ct, to=ot, oc=c"%, VYcelL.

Just as 7 plays the role of the ¢g-th power Frobenius endomorphism on L, ¢ represents
the inverse of 7, and in fact we can embed these rings compatibly as subrings of L[t, T, o],
in which o = 77!, Furthermore, for any f € L[t], it follows that

7f=fWr of = f Vo

We now fix an Anderson t-module ¢ : A — Maty(L[7]) over L. The t-motive M
associated to ¢ is defined as follows. We set M := Maty.4(L[7]) and give it the unique
structure of a left L[t, 7]-module: M, is already a left L[7]-module, and for L[t]-module
structure we set

(2.3.1) t-m:=meo;, VYVmeM,.

For any a € A and m € M,, it follows that a - m = m¢,. For any m € My, straightfor-
ward computation reveals that

(t—0)-m e My,

and so, when L is perfect, M, is a t-motive in the sense of [15], [42 Ch. 5]. Morphisms
of t-motives are simply morphisms of left L[t, 7]-modules. If 1 : ¢ — 1 is a morphism of
t-modules, then u induces a morphism of t-motives u' : My, — M, given by

(2.3.2) pl(m) = myp,

and in this way the functor from t-modules to t-motives is contravariant. The number
d = ranky ;) My is called the dimension of Mg. If My is free and finitely generated as a
left L[t]-module, then r = ranky My is called the rank of M. In this latter case, M,
is a t-motive in the sense of Anderson [1], and ¢ itself is called an abelian t-module.

We now assume that L is a perfect field. Before defining dual t-motives we recall
the anti-isomorphism * : L[r] — Lo|, as defined by Ore [42, §1.7], [63], [75]. For
f=3" et € Llr], we set
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One easily checks that this provides an isomorphism of [F,-vector spaces, and for f,
g € L[t| we have

(fo) =g f"
To extend the x-operation to matrices, we define * : Maty,(L[7]) — Matyxx(L[o]) in the
following way. If B = (b;;) € Matgx,(L[7]), then

* >k T >k
B = (bz’j) = (bjz‘)-
In this way if B € Matg,(L[7]) and C' € Matyy,,(L[7]), then one checks that
(BC)* =C*B".

We denote the inverse of * : Matgy,(L[T]) — Mat,xx(L[o]) also by * : Matyx(L[o]) —
Matg¢(L[7]), and trivially we have (B*)* = B for all B € Matyy,(L|[7]).

For our same ¢-module ¢ above, we now define its dual t-motive Ny. We set Ny =
Mat;yq(L[o]), and we give N, the structure of a left L[t,o]-module. The module N
clearly has the structure of a left L{o]-module, and we give it an L[t]-module structure
by setting for n € N,

(2.3.3) ten=ng:

Similar to the ¢-motive of ¢, we find that (£ — )Ny C 0Ny, and so Ny is a dual t-motive
in the sense of [2, §4]. Morphisms of dual t-motives are simply morphisms of left L[t, ol-
modules; and if y : ¢ — 9 is a morphism of t-modules, then we obtain a morphism
pt : Ny = Ny given by
p(n) = np”.

The functor from t-modules to dual t-motives is thus covariant. The dimension of N
is d = rankpj Ny. If N, is free and finitely generated as an L[t]-module, then r =
ranky N, is called the rank of Ny, and in this case N, and ¢ itself are said to be
A-finite.

If an Anderson t-module ¢ over L = K is uniformizable and My is abelian, then
Anderson [I, §2] showed that

rankgp) Mg = ranka Ay.
Likewise, if ¢ is uniformizable and Ny is A-finite, then Anderson showed (see [49, §2.5])
rankgpy Ny = ranka Ay.

Thus if ¢ is uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite, then all three of these quantities are
the same and are called the rank of ¢.

Remark 2.3.4. Up until now it was not known if an Anderson t-module is abelian
if and only if it is A-finite [49]. However, during the time this article has been under
consideration for publication, it has been announced by Maurischat [57] that this is indeed
the case. Taking Maurischat’s work into account, henceforth throughout the paper one
can replace ‘abelian and A-finite’ with simply ‘abelian.” We have chosen to keep the
terminology ‘abelian and A-finite’ for emphasis.

Prior to Maurischat’s work, the equivalence between abelian and A-finite was already
known for Drinfeld modules and for strictly pure and almost strictly pure Anderson t-
modules (see Hartl and Juschka [49] §2.5.2] and also §3.5, §4.5] of the present paper).



HYPERDERIVATIVES OF PERIODS AND QUASI-PERIODS 21

The notation M, and N, does not include the dependence on the base field L, but in
future sections, where we usually take L = K*P [ = K, or L = K, this dependence will
be clear from the context.

2.4. Hyperderivatives and hyperdifferential operators. For a field F, a transcen-
dental variable ¢ over F', and j > 0, we recall the F-linear map d; : F[¢] — F[0] defined
by setting 9;(0™) = (";) 6™~ where (";) € Z is the usual binomial coefficient. The map
65 is called the j-th hyperdifferential operator with respect to 0 or the j-th hyperderivative.
These operators satisfy several identities, notably the product rule

(2.4.1) 9 (fg) = Z 3y(1)35 " (9),
and composition rule
242 e = (7)o

The product rule induces the unique extension & : F(#) — F(6), in which case the rule

™) = ()™ is valid even for m < 0 (by taking as usual (_f) = (—1) (ZJ’;_I) for £ >
0). Similarly for any place v of F(6) there is a unique extension 9} : F(0)3P — F(0)3P.
See [27, §4], [IT, §7], [52, §2], [66, Ch. 2], for more details. There are other formulas for

hyperderivatives that we will use, summarized in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.4.3 (see Brownawell [I1| §7], [13, Lem. 2.1], Jeong [52, §2]). Let F be
a field, and let v be a place of F(0). The hyperdifferential operators with respect to 6,
0y F(0)3° — F(0)P, 7 > 0, satisfy the following.

v )

(a) For fi,....fs € F(8)5? and j > 0,

k1,..., ks=>0
k1++ks:]

(b) If the characteristic of F' is p > 0, then for f € F(0)5*, n >0, and j > 1,
o N Y A VS
oA (") = (95(/)) éfjn kp",
0 USSR
Definition 2.4.4. For f € F(6)5® and n > 1, we define the d-matriz with respect to 6,
do.n[f] € Mat,,(F(0)3P) to be the upper-triangular n x n matrix

foof) - o TS

o 0s(f) 5

dé),n[f] =
05 (f)

f

It is a straightforward consequence of the product rule (2.4.1]) that the map
don - F(0);® — Mat, (F(G’)f)ep)
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is an F-algebra homomorphism, and in particular dy,[g] - don[f] = do.n[gf]. We also set

0N (37
Oonlf) = dolf] |} | = a( p | e
1 ef

We see immediately that dg,[g] - Op.n[f] = Oonlgf]-

It will also be convenient to work with partial hyperderivatives, which for independent
variables 01, ...,0,, over F' are defined by F-linear maps

8, F(01,...00) = F(61,...,0,), j=0,

50 that o (0F) = (j)Q,T_j and, when £’ # k, &gk,(é’,’?) = 0. In this way %k oﬁg;, = 85;/ o
%k, and these operators extend in the natural way to completions and separable closures.
See [62, Ch. 2] for more details. We can also define d-matrices with respect to each

variable as in Definition 2.4.4] and in this case each dy, ,, is an F-algebra homomorphism.
For our purposes we will pay particular attention to the two-variable case,

8, 0 F(0,t) — F(0,t),

for independent variables 6 and t. For f(6,t) € F(0,t), we set fl.—o = f(0,6), and we
say that f is regular at t = 0 if f|,—g exists in F'(0). If f is regular at ¢ = 6, then we have
the standard identity

(2.4.5) Za Flimo - (t —0) € F(O)[t — 6].

The operators 9] extend in the natural way to T and Ty, and the operators Jj extend
to TN K3P[t] and Ty N KEP[t]. Functions f € Ty are regular at ¢ = 6 and also satisfy
245) (see [6l §1.2], [82, Cor. 2.7]). We state some additional rules we will use (see [66]
Ch. 2] for more general classes of identities). The first is a straightforward application of
Taylor series, but the second requires some clarification, though it is essentially a special
case of a multivariable chain rule.

Lemma 2.4.6 (cf. [66, §2.4]). Let f € Ty N KXP[t]. Then for j >0, the following hold.
J

() (),g =D (1) (0] =)

i=0
J

(b) 3 (fli=a) = Y (9" 0 0f))| s

=0

Proof. If we apply 65 to both sides of (2Z4.0), we obtain

Sl o (e

1=0 k=0
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Substituting ¢ = 6, the only non-zero terms occur when k = i, and we obtain (a). We
can then apply (a) to the right-hand side of the proposed identity in (b),
; ,
YDCRRTITS IS 95 S I A LTI
i=0 i=0 k=0
Applying (Z42) and reindexing the sum (i «— i + k), we obtain

DAL 3 Y eI (AR RCTLIN]

i=0 i=0 k=0
The inner sum on the right is 0 unless ¢ = 0, and (b) follows. O
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3. EXPONENTIATION AND RIGID ANALYTIC TRIVIALIZATIONS

We recall results on rigid analytic trivializations for abelian and A-finite t-modules
and review the exponentiation theorem of Anderson (Theorem [3.4.2]). Originally proved
by Anderson in unpublished work, Hartl and Juschka recorded accounts of Anderson’s
work in [49]. See also [17], §2], [40L §4], |46l §3.5]. In §3.5we then provide a way to render
Anderson’s theorem amenable to explicit calculation in Proposition B.5.7]

3.1. From dual t-motives to t-modules. Let L be an algebraically closed field with
K C L CK, and suppose ¢ : A — Maty(L[7]) is an A-finite t~-module with dual t-motive
Ny = Matiyq(L[o]) as in §.31 One advantage of dual t-motives is the facility of passing
back and forth from a ¢t-module to its dual ¢-motive.

For n = Zf:o a;o' € Ny with a; € Matyxq(L), we set

(3.1.1) co(n)=dn' =a], ei(n):= (Z a?) .

We note that g : Matyy4(L[o]) — L% is L-linear and that &; : Mat;wq(L[o]) — L% is
F,-linear. The following lemma is due to Anderson, and a proof can be found in [49] (see
also [53, Lem. 1.1.21-22]).

Lemma 3.1.2 (see Hartl-Juschka [49, Prop. 2.5.8]). Let ¢ : A — Maty(L[7]) be an
A-finite t-module, and let a € A.

(a) We have the following commutative diagram with exact rows:

0—>N¢ U(')>N¢ EO)Ld > 0

la() la() ld@z(')

0—>N¢ J(')>N¢ =0 >Ld > 0.

(b) We have the following commutative diagram with exact rows:

o—1)

O—>N¢( (.QN(b 61>Ld > 0

l“(') l“(') l@ba(‘)

0 —— N¢ (071)(}) ./\/¢ = > Ld > 0.

Remark 3.1.3. Lemma [B.1.2] shows that we have induced isomorphisms
Ny o Ny .
D Li L e L
€0 o, — Lie(¢)(L), & (0 — )N, — o(L),

where the first is L[t]-linear, and the second is A-linear. In particular we recover the
t-module ¢ from Ny via ;.

3.2. t-frames. Picking {n4,...,n,} to be an L[t]-basis of Ny, we let & € Mat,.(L[t]) be
the unique matrix such that

on=®n, n=(n,...,n)".

By convention we will say that m € Matgx1(N;) forms an L[t]-basis of Nj.
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We define the map
(3.2.1) v = Maty ., (L[t]) — N
by setting for a = (aq, ..., a;) € Mat . (L[t]),
a)=a-n=an;+- -+ aqmn,.

The pair (¢, ®) is called a t-frame for ¢. The following proposition is due to Anderson,
but for completeness we provide a direct proof (cf. [40, Lem. 4.4.2]).

Proposition 3.2.2. Given at-frame (1, ®) for the A-finite t-module ¢ : A — Maty(L[7]),
the following properties hold.

(a) det ® = c(t — 0)? for some c € L*.

(b) (e "V®) = ou(e) for all o € Matyy, (L[t]).

(¢) tftar) =t 1(ax) = v(a)@; for all o € Matyy..(L]t]).

Proof. Parts (b) and (c) follow directly from the definitions of « and the ¢- and o-actions
on Ny,. Recalling that A, = Matyyq(L[o]), part (b) then implies that

(3.2.3) oNy = 1(Maty ., (L[t]) - ®).

Since ¢ is an isomorphism of L[t]-modules by (c), it follows that the Fitting ideal of
Ny /oNyg over L[t] is generated by det ®. On the other hand, the definition of N, as a
dual t-motive implies that Ny/oNy is a d-dimensional L-vector space annihilated by a
power of ¢t — 6, and the result follows. O

One useful combination of Lemma [3.1.21 and Proposition [3.2.2] is the following lemma,
whose proof is immediate.

Lemma 3.2.4. Given a t-frame (v, ®) for the A-finite t-module ¢ : A — Maty(L[7]), we
have for all o € Maty . (L[t]) and a € A,

A6u (c0(t(a))) = o(e(a- @), du(a(e(@))) = a(ufa- o).

For an abelian ¢-module ¢, we make a companion construction to the ¢-frame as follows.
Let {my,...,m,} be an L]t]-basis of M, and take & € Mat,(L[t]) to be the unique
matrix so that

om = EDm, m=(my,...,m,)".
Also by convention we will say that m € Matgy;(M,) forms an L[t]-basis of M.
Likewise, let 7 : Matq«,(L[t]) = M, be defined by j(a) = a-m = aymy +- - -+ a,m,,
where a = (g, . .., a;). The following proposition is the companion to Proposition B:2.2]
with essentially the same proof.

Proposition 3.2.5. For an abelian t-module ¢ : A — Matq(L[7]), let j : Maty«,(L[t]) —
M, and ® € Mat,(L[t]) be defined as above. The following hold.

(a) det ® =c(t - 0)? for some c € L*.
(b) 3(aM®) = 75(a) for all o € Maty . (L[t]).
(c) J(tar) =t - 3(ax) = () for all o« € Matyy,(L]t]).
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3.3. Exponentiation via division towers. We now fix an A-finite t-module ¢ : A —
Maty(K[7]) of dimension d. We present here a construction of the exponential of ¢ via
t-division towers of points due to Anderson. The complete construction with proofs can
be found in [49, §2.5.3]. For similar constructions in the context of Drinfeld modules over
Tate algebras, see also [40], §4].

For X = (z;;) € Maty,«,(K), we set | X| := max(|x;;|_ ), making Mat,,,(K) into a
complete normed vector space.

Definition 3.3.1. For z € K? and a sequence {x,}22, in K%, consider the conditions
(a) ¢i(®ni1) = @, for all n > 0,

(b) ¢i(xo) =,

(c) imy, o0 |y |, = 0 with respect to |- |_.

If {x,}5°, satisfies (a) and (b), then it is called a t-division sequence above x, and if it
satisfies all three conditions, then it is called a convergent t-division sequence above .

Theorem 3.3.2 (Anderson; see [49, Thm. 2.5.20], cf. [40, Thm. 4.3.2]). Let ¢ : A —
Maty(K[7]) be an A-finite t-module, and let x € K. There is a bijection

G:{ucK®: Expy(u) = x} — {convergent t-division sequences above x},
defined by
Glu) = { Bxp, ((dg0) " (w)), Expy ((den) *(w)),..}.
Moreover, if {x,}5°, is a convergent t-division sequence above x, then with respect

lim (d¢,)" ', = u,
n—oo

and we have
Expy(u) =z, G(u)={z,};2.
Remark 3.3.3. Because it will be useful in §4l and elsewhere, we should say a few words

about why the map G in Theorem [3.3.2]is well-defined. Indeed if we write d¢, = 013+ N,
where N is a nilpotent matrix, then necessarily N¢ = 0. Thus

1 1 1 —1)d-1
(d¢t)_1:§<Id—§-N+§-N2_...+(ed)_l ‘Nd—l)‘

It follows that for n > 1,

[(dee) "], < max {6177 - [N},

& 0<j<d—1
and so |(d¢;)™"|,, — 0 as n — oco. Thus G(u) satisfies Definition B.3.1(c) as desired.

3.4. Exponentiation via Frobenius difference equations. Here we bring together
the information from the preceding parts of this section to present Anderson’s exponen-
tiation theorem, which explicitly connects the exponential map to solutions of Frobenius
difference equations and rigid analytic trivializations. Throughout this section we fix an
A-finite t-module ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]) with ¢-frame (¢, ®). We first observe the following
lemma.
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Lemma 3.4.1 (Anderson; see [49, Prop. 2.5.8], cf. [40, Rem. 4.4.4]). There ezists a
unique bounded K-linear map

&+ (Maty,(Tp), [| - lo) = (K% |- |.)
of normed vector spaces such that 50|Mat1w(K[t]) =gp0L.

For symmetry of notation, we furthermore let
51 =£101: MathT(K[t]) — Kd.

The following theorem is the main technique to express the exponentiation on ¢ in terms
of solutions of Frobenius difference equations in the Tate algebra T,.

Theorem 3.4.2 (Anderson, see [49, Thm. 2.5.21, Cor. 2.5.23], cf. [40, Thm. 4.4.6]). Let
¢+ A — Maty(K[7]) be an A-finite t-module with t-frame (v, ®). Fiz h € Mat;,(K[t]),
and suppose there exists g € Matyy,.(Ty) such that

g Vo —g=nh.
Then
Exp, (Eo(g +h)) = &i(h).

Remark 3.4.3. Anderson’s argument proceeds along the following lines. Suppose that
in Theorem we have g = Y 7 a;t' € Maty,(K[t]) with a; € Mat;,(K). For

n > 0, set
(@) n
S SIS e
i=n+1 =0

Taking

(=1) N (=1)
_ 7> s >n < t"+1< € Maty ., (K[t]),

b, :

we see that the entries of the first expression are guaranteed to have no denomina-
tors, whereas the second has entries that are Laurent polynomials in ¢, and thus b, €
Mat; ., (K[t]). Straightforward calculations using Lemma [B.1.2(b) and Proposition
imply that {e1(¢(b,))}5, is a convergent t-division sequence above €1(c(h)). Further-
more, additional calculations show that with respect to |- |_,

i (@60 240(b,)) = Jim (060" 200 (b,)) = Eu(g +B).
and thus by Theorem [3.3.2]
Exp,(€o(g + h)) = Ei(h).

For complete details see [49] Thm. 2.5.21, Cor. 2.5.23|, and for a similar construction
see [40, Thm. 4.4.6].

Remark 3.4.4. For g and h as in Theorem 3.4.2] we note that for a € A, using the
functional equation for Exp, and Lemma B.2.4, we have

Expy (dda - £o(g + h)) = Expy(Eo(alg + h))) = ¢u(&i(h)) = Ei(ah).
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Definition 3.4.5. Given a t-frame (¢, ®) for the A-finite t-module ¢, suppose ¥ €
GL,(T) satisfies
(3.4.6) oY = U,

Then we say that (¢, ®, V) is a rigid analytic trivialization of ¢. By [2 Prop. 3.1.3]
together with Proposition B.2.2(a), the entries of ¥ are in fact entire functions in E. Also
(det W)V = det @ - det U = ¢(t — 0)? - det ¥, for some ¢ € K*. Since det ¥ € T*,

det U = 6 - Q4
for v € K with v!79/7 = ¢ and 6 € F, where Q is defined in (LT2). But Q € T;, and
so furthermore ¥ € GL,.(Ty).

The following theorem provides the fundamental connection between uniformizability
and rigid analytic trivializations, and it furnishes an explicit way to obtain the period
lattice A,. Part (a) is much in line with Anderson’s original criteria for uniformizability
in terms of t-motives (see [I, Thm. 4]), and we demonstrate in Remark B.4.8 how (b)
follows from the previous discussion.

Theorem 3.4.7 (Anderson; see [49, Cor. 2.5.23, Thm. 2.5.32|, cf. [40, Thm. 4.5.14]).
Let ¢ : A — Maty(K][7]) be an A-finite t-module defined over K.

(a) ¢ is uniformizable if and only if it has a rigid analytic trivialization.
(b) If (v, ®, W) is a rigid analytic trivialization of ¢, then

Ay = E(Maty»,(A) - 1) C K™
Remark 3.4.8. We sketch the proof of (b). By (B.40) we see that if g is a row of

U1 then g¢"Y® = g. Theorem then implies that Exp,(&(g)) = 0, and thus
Eo(g) € Ay. It then follows that

Eo(Matyy, (A) - 071 C Ay
To prove the opposite containment, we consider XA € A, and for n > 0 we set
An = (dey) "I
If v € .7 (Matyxq(K)) € Maty . (K[t]), then go(c(v)) = e1(¢(v)), so for each n > 0 we
can pick unique h,, € :7*(Mat;«4(K)) so that
go(t(hn)) = €1(u(hn)) = Expy(An).

Because |A,|,, — 0, it follows from Lemma [3.4.1] that ||h,|[ — 0, and so for n > 0,
|hy - || < ||ha| - [ P]] < 1. Taking such n > 0,

o0

(3.4.9) gn = (hy- W)U € Maty ., (Ty),

i=1
and we have g\ V@ — g,, = h,. Thus, by Theorem
EXp(j:(gO(gn + h’n)) = 81 (h’n) = Equﬁ(An)

Since |Eo(g,, + Pn)|, — 0 as n — oo, the fact that Expy is an isometric embedding on
sufficiently small open balls in K¢ (see [49, Lem. 2.5.4]) implies that for n > 0, we have
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Fixing such an N > 0, Remark 3.4.4] then implies
0 = Expy(A) = Expg(dgynen - Ay) = Expy (E(t"H (gy + b)) = e1(t(tV hy)).

But then Lemma [B.1.2(b) and Proposition B.2.2(b) imply there exists m € Mat; . (K]t])
such that

(NP hy) = (0 = 1) - u(m) = 1 (m YD — m),
and so tY*t hy = m(~Y® — m. Combining this with gg\Fl)(ID — gy = hy we see that
(tNHQN - m)(_l)q) - (tNHQN —m) =0,

and it follows that tNTlg, — m is in the A-linear span of the rows of U= by [2
Lem. 4.4.12]. Thus Ay C E(A - T71).

Remark 3.4.10. The argument in Remark [3.4.8 works just as well for A replaced by any
z € K% That is, if (1, ®, V) is a rigid analytic trivialization for ¢, then for any z € K¢,
it is possible to find g € Mat;,(Ty) and h € Mat, . (K[t]) so that g&="® — g = h and

Eo(g+h) =2, &(h)=Expy(z).

Thus if ¢ is rigid analytically trivial, then exponentiation of any point in K¢ is expressible
as in Theorem [3.4.2]

3.5. Calculation of & and examples. Fix an A-finite t-module ¢ : A — Maty(K[7])
as in the previous sections, and fix a t-frame (¢, ®) for ¢. Then Theorem makes
explicit calculation of & : Maty,,(Ts) — K¢ of special interest. To facilitate this it will
help to investigate the effects of changing bases over both K[t] and K[o] on the dual
t-motive Nj.

We let sq,...,sq denote the standard basis vectors in N, = Matixq(K[o]). For P €
GL4(KJo]), we produce a new K[o]-basis s1P, ..., sqP for N,. Now multiplication by ¢
on N, is represented by right multiplication by ¢;, and so with respect to our new
basis, multiplication by ¢ is represented by right multiplication by P¢; P~1. In this way,
changing the K[o]-basis of Nz amounts to changing the coordinates for ¢ to an isomorphic
t-module p : A — Maty(K|[7]) defined by

(3.5.1) pr=(P)" ¢y P

and notably pf = P¢;P~!. Naturally, P* : p — ¢ is a t-module isomorphism.
Likewise, if we let ey, ..., e, denote the standard basis vectors of Mat;,(K[¢]) and we
take nq,...,n, € N, to be the K[t]-basis of N used to define ¢ in (3.2.)), then

L(ei):ni, 1<Z<’T’

Picking another K[t]-basis n},...,n, of N, is equivalent to picking B € GL,(K[t]) so

that n’ = Bn, where n = (ny,...,n,)" and n’ = (n/,...,n/)T. The resulting ¢-frame
(//, ®') satisfies /(e;) = n) for each i, and
(3.5.2) ®' = BCVeB!

If ¥ is a rigid analytic trivialization for ®, then every rigid analytic trivialization W’
for @ has the form V' = B~ for some v € GL,(F,[t]). Thus we can arrange that

(3.5.3) v = BU.
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Changing K[t]-bases for N, does not affect the t-module ¢, its exponential Exp,, nor
its period lattice A, but it does affect how we use Theorem [3.4.2 to calculate them. We
note from (B.23)) that we have a well-defined map of K-vector spaces,

Mat; ., (K[t])

(3.5.4) E0OL: Mty (K[f]) - @ — K?
such that
co(v(e)) = (dny)T, 1<i<r
Furthermore,
dn, i
(3.5.5) (co(t(er)), . colu(e))) = [ : | = (dn)" € Maty(K),
dn,

and likewise

(3.5.6) (20(d (1)), - c0((er))) = (A(B-n))" € Matg, (K).

We now demonstrate how to calculate €y 0t and & when the K[t]- and K|[o]-bases of N,
are particularly convenient. We then show in Remark B.5.11] how to reduce to this case
for general ¢.

Proposition 3.5.7 (cf. [I7, Thm. 3.3.5]). Let ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]) be an A-finite t-
module with t-frame (v, ®). Suppose that the following conditions hold.
(i) There exists C' € GL,(K[t]) so that
(t—0)
D:=Cd=
(t—6)
is a diagonal matrixz. Furthermore, for some m with 1 < m < r, we have
Oyoo il >0, by =---=0.=0,and b, + -+ {,, = d.
(ii) For1 <i<m and 1< j </,
de((t—0)"" - &) = Styseitimji1-

Then for o = (au, ..., ) € Matyy,(Ty),
;' (an)

A7 (on)
at,ﬁ [al] (651
(3.5.8) Eolax) = : _

Ot [0 o &f’”_l(am)

O ()

Qm

t=60
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Proof. By Lemma [B.41] it suffices to show that e¢(c(cx)) satisfies (35.8) when a €
Maty - (K[t]). We observe that (3.5.4]) is unchanged if ® is replaced by C® for C €
GL,(K[t]), and so by (i),

Maty ., (K[¢]) _ Maty(K[t]) K[t] o K[t]
Mat ., (K[t]) - ®  Matyy (K[t]) - D (¢t — 0)2K][t] (t —60)K[t]
The m components on the right are generated by eq,...,e,,. For fixed i, 1 <17 < m, we

see from (2.4.5]) that
i = a;(0) + 0f (@i)|emo - (t = 0) + -+ + O (i)|mo - (£ = 0)"7" (mod (¢ —0)"),
and by (ii) we find
co(t(cies)) = (0, 0,007 ()]s - - -, OM () |imp, s(6),0,....,0)

where the non-zero entries are in places ¢; + -+ ¢;_1 +1to {1 +---+{;. Fori >m, (i)
and (3.5.4) imply that £¢(c(a;e;)) = 0. Thus, go(t(a)) = o(t(arer)) +- - - +eo(t(amen)),

and the result follows. O
Remark 3.5.9. Hypotheses (i) and (ii) in Proposition B.5.7 also imply that the matrix
d¢, is in Jordan normal form and consists of m Jordan blocks of size ¢1,...,¢,,. That is,
dy e, [0]
d.s,,[0]

Indeed by Lemma B1.2(a) and (ii), for 1 <i <mand 1 < j < ¢,
Sttt - (do) T = du(t - (t — 0) " 'ey)
=de(((t—0) +0(t—0)")e)
= 8¢ tetti—j + 080 4ot — g1
Likewise, when j = £;, we have sp 4.4 41 - (dd))T = 08p 4.1, , 1. The peculiar

ordering in (ii) is in part explained by the desire to put d¢; in Jordan normal form.

Remark 3.5.11. It remains now to demonstrate that any arbitrary A-finite t-module
¢ : A — Maty(K[7]) can be put in the form of Proposition B.5.7, at least after possibly
changing the bases of Ny over K[t] and K][o].

Since K[t] is a principal ideal domain, there are matrices B, C' € GL,(K][t]) so that

(t—0)
D:=CoB ' = :
(t—0)
as in the statement of Proposition B.5.7(i) (see [50, §3.7]). If we use B to change our
K[t]-basis on N, as in [3.5.2), then taking ® = B"Y®B~1 we see that
D=C(B"Y) o,

and so the t-frame (¢, ®’) satisfies (i). Without loss of generality we will assume that
this change of basis has been made and that (¢, ®) itself satisfies (i).

Now we will see that Proposition B.5.7](ii) can also be satisfied after making a change
of K[o]-basis for M, and in fact we need only make a change of coordinates over K. First
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we let n; = 1(e;) for 1 < i < r. We know already that diu(e;) = (go(c(e;)))T = 0 for
i >m by (i). Consider the d vectors in Mat;,q(K):

(3.5.12) dny, dng-(dor —01y), ..., dng-(def — 61,01,

dn,,, dn, - (dgF — 01,), ... dny, - (A7 — O1,)"
For 1 <i<m and 1 < j </;, ashort calculation reveals
du((t =0y - ;) = dn, - (dg — La)' ",
and since {(t —0)7'-e; : 1 <i<m, 1 <j <L} is aK-basis of the domain of

~ Mat . (K[t]) ~, N
" Maty . (K[t]) - @ oNy’

it follows that the vectors in (35.12) form a K-basis of NV,/oN,. Let P € GL4(K) be
the matrix whose rows are the vectors in ([3.5.12) ordered in the following way:

dny - (dgr — 01,)0

doy

dn, - (d@k - 91d)
dn1

dn,, - (dg} — OLy)tm !

dn,,

Now let p : A — Mat,(K][7]) be the change of coordinates on ¢ given in ([3.5.1]), keeping
in mind that since P € GL4(K), we have P* = PT. The t-frame ¢ : Mat;,,(K[t]) —
Maty xq(K[o]) for ¢ induces a t-frame ¢, : Maty ., (K[t]) = Mat;.q(K[o]) given by

L(a) = (a)P.
Indeed by B.5.1)),
(ta) = @) - 67 - P = 1)
Now since t,(e;) = n; - P~ for 1 <4 < m, from the definition of P we have
dey(e;) = Seytpa,-
More generally, for 1 < 7 < 4,
de, ((t =07 - e;) =dn; - P (dp; — 015)
=dn,; - P71 (Pd¢; P~ — 01,;)’*

j—1 .
=, P (7))o paeny P
k=0

= dn, . (dQS: — Hld)j_l . P_l

= StyHli—j+15
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where again the last equality follows from the definition of P. Thus we find that Propo-
sition B.5.7((ii) is satisfied for p. Moreover, as the argument above shows if the t-module
¢ is defined over a perfect field F, C L C K, then the basis n4,...,n, can be chosen to
lie in Mat . (L[o]).

Remark 3.5.13. In a similar fashion to Remark B.5.TT] if ¢ is also an abelian ¢-module,
then it is possible to change the K[t]-basis on the t-motive M, to a desired form. That
is, after possibly changing the K[r]-basis, we can find a K]t]-basis m;,...,m, € M, so
that if 7 : Maty ., (K[t]) — Mat;.q(K[r]) and & € Mat, (K[t]) are defined as in Proposi-
tion B.2.5] then the following conditions hold.

(i) There exists C' € GL,(K[t]) so that

(t—0)n
D=Cd=
(t—6)

is a diagonal matrix and /1, ..., /¢, are the same as in Proposition [3.5.7]
(ii) For 1 <i<mand 1 <j < ¥,

dj((t - e)j_l ’ ei) = S0l g+

The argument is almost exactly the same as the one in Remark B.5.11], and we omit it.
Likewise if ¢ is defined over a field F, C L C C (L not necessarily perfect), then the
basis my, ..., m, can be chosen in Maty,.(L[T]).

Example 3.5.14. Drinfeld modules. Let ¢ : A — K|[7] be a Drinfeld module of rank r,
defined by ¢; = 0+ b7+ -+ b, 7", with b, # 0. Then {1,0,...,0" "'} forms a K[t]-basis
of Ny = Klo] (cf. [15, §1.5.6], [21), §3.3], [42, Lem. 5.4.1]). We see that with respect to
this basis, multiplication by o on N, is represented by the companion matrix

0 1 R 0
o = : : :
0 0 e 1
(b= )/ b7V e b
Taking
bg_l) .. bf:q"‘l) bg—T)
c_ 1 ce 0 0
0 1 0
we see that

Co =diag,(t —0,1,...,1),

and so Proposition B.5.7 applies. Thus for a« = (ay,...,@.) € Maty«,.(Ty), we have
simply

(3.5.15) Eole) = an(6).
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Example 3.5.16. Carlitz tensor powers. For n > 1, we let ¢ : A — Mat,, (K[7]) be the
n-th Carlitz tensor power defined by

0 1 --- 0 0 -«- --- 0
S o+ T

o1 : :

0 ) T |

in [3, §1.4]. Then ¢ is uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite, and it has rank 1 and
dimension n. Taking Ny = Maty«,(K[o]), we find that s, = (0,...,0,1) generates N,
over KJt]. It follows that

08, = (t—0)"s,

(cf. [25], §5.2, p. 427], [42], §5.8], [66, §3.6]), and so & = (t — #)" € Mat, (K]t]). Proposi-
tion B.5.7 implies that for o € Ty,

o7~ ()
Eo(a) = Oy plal ‘t:@ - oF (a)

@ =0

Example 3.5.17. Strictly pure t-modules. Suppose that ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]) is a
t-module defined by

¢y =déy + Byt + -+ Byr',  B; € Maty(K), det By # 0.

We call ¢ a strictly pure t-module, and it is pure in the sense of Anderson [1, §1.9] (see
also Hartl and Juschka [49, §2.5.2, p. 112]). Then ¢ is abelian and A-finite (see by [,
Prop. 1.9.2], [49, Ex. 2.5.16(b)]), and for simplicity we assume that d¢, is in Jordan
normal form. As

((B)0) 6 = (B)0) AT + (B )0) (BEY) T+ Lo

it follows that {o7s; : 1 <i < d, 0 < j < {—1} is a K[t]-basis of NV, and in particular
¢ has rank r = ¢d. With respect to this basis, if we let v = (Bé_é))-r, then multiplication
by o is represented by

0 1, 0
3.5.18 o — :
( ) 0 0 1,
vty = def) —yHBUNT o (BT
If we let
(BT (BT
0
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then
tly—déT 0 --- 0
(3.5.19) Co = 0 If . 0
0 0 - 1,

Suppose Eow~that d¢, consists of m Jordan blocks of sizes_ Oy by, as in (B5I0). If

we take U, V € Maty(K) to be block diagonal matrices U = diag,(Us,...,Uy), V =
diag,(V4, ..., V), where

0 -+ 0 1 1 t—0 - (t—0)4!
-1 ... 0 t — @)1 1 t— )2

vt 0! :) , Vi= o0
0 —1 t—0 1

are both in GLy, (K[t]), then a straightforward calculation reveals

diag, ((t —0)",1,...,1)
V(tly — do ) U™ = ,
diag, ((t—0),1,...,1)

where we have used that
(t—0)%45t -1 ... 0
(3.5.20) Ul = P

It is possible to reorder the coordinates further so that the right-hand side is exactly in the
form of Proposition B.5.7|(i), but it will be easier to simply keep track of the entries with
non-trivial powers of t — 6. If we let U = diagr(ﬁ, ly,..., 1) and V = diag,(V, 1, ..., 1),
then combining the preceding equation with (3.5.19)), we find

VCooU! :diagr((t—9)41,1,...,1;...;(t—H)Zm,l,...,l;ld;...;ld).

In order to apply PropositionB.5.7, we need to change the K[t]-basis on NV, using U as the
change of basis matrix as in (3.5.2) to form a new t-frame (//, ). If &« = (ay, ..., ) €
Maty - (Tg) represents an element of Ty ®kpy N, with respect to this new basis, then
Proposition B.5.7 implies that

81‘/751 [al]

a 2 84 1
(3521) 807(“’(1)/)(@) = bt [ ‘ +1]

5t,zm[a£1+---+€m71+1] =0
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On the other hand if 8 = (f1,...,3,) € Maty,,(Ty) represents an element of Ty @k Ny
with respect to the original basis, then using (3.5.20) we instead find

Oty {i(t — e)fl—kﬁk}

k=1

(3.5.22) & ue)(B) = 50,(L',<1>')(5U_1) =

. :
at,fm |:Z(t - 9>£m_kﬁf1+m+5m1+k:|

k=1 t=0

We observe this identity explicitly in Example [£.6.19] especially in (4.6.26)—(4.6.28)).
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4. BIDERIVATIONS AND QUASI-PERIODIC EXTENSIONS

The theory of biderivations and quasi-periodic extensions for Drinfeld modules was
initiated by Anderson, Deligne, Gekeler, and Yu (see [37]-[39], [41], [88]). Yu [88] estab-
lished a rich transcendence theory revolving around quasi-periods of Drinfeld modules,
and Brownawell [8], [9], [12], further investigated these considerations toward various
linear independence results on quasi-periods and quasi-logarithms, using Yu’s Theorem
of the Sub-t-module [90]. Chang and the second author [20], [2I], extended these re-
sults to algebraic independence using techniques from [2], [64]. The theory of quasi-
periodic extensions and quasi-periodic functions was defined for abelian ¢-modules by
Brownawell and the second author [I4] in investigating geometric I'-values (see also Hartl
and Juschka [49, §2.5.7] for more general situations). For biderivations and quasi-periodic
function for Drinfeld modules over Tate algebras see [40].

Given that a quasi-periodic extension v is an extension in the category of t-modules
of an abelian t-module ¢ by a power of the additive group G,, i.e., we have

0—->G, —-¢v—¢—0,

it is necessarily the case that v is not itself abelian. Thus the considerations of §3l do
not immediately seem to apply. However, work of Anderson (see [41]), Pellarin [69], and
Chang and the second author [20], [2I], demonstrates that quasi-periods and quasi-
logarithms for Drinfeld modules do occur as specializations of rigid analytic trivial-
izations. This phenomenon also appears in [I4] for the abelian t-modules defined by
Sinha [77] for special I'-values.

One of our goals is to address Question [2in §I] and to demonstrate how quasi-periods
and quasi-logarithms for general abelian t-modules have an abelian theory themselves and
can be realized as specializations of analytic functions as in Theorems and B.4.7
Our main results are Corollary L4117 and Theorem [£.4.30] to which we anticipate that
the transcendence methods of [2], [64], can be applied, which is the subject of recent
work of the first author [60], [61]. We note first off that these results rely crucially on a
dual-t-motive isomorphism of Hartl and Juschka [49, Thm. 2.5.13] (see Theorem [1.4.9)).

4.1. Biderivations for t-modules and quasi-periodic functions. Fix an abelian
t-module ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]) of dimension d and rank r defined by

¢y = doy + Bi7 4 - - -+ By’ € Maty(K)[7],

where d¢y = 0I; + Ny with I; the d x d identity matrix and Ny a nilpotent matrix.
We define the exponential function Exp, and the t-motive Mg = Mat;,q(K[7]) for ¢
as in §2.21-§2.31 We recall some definitions and properties related to biderivations of t-
modules. For details the reader may refer to [14) §3], and in the case of Drinfeld modules
see [8], [37], [39), [41), [58]

Definition 4.1.1. A ¢-biderivation is an Fy-linear map 0 : A — M7 satisfying
dap = a(0)dy + buty

for all a, b € A. The biderivation 4 is uniquely determined by its value &, (see [14, §3.1]).
If ¢ is defined over a field L and §; € Maty«4(L[7]T), then we say & is defined over L.

We set
N == N (K) = {a € Maty4(K) : aNy = 0}
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Using that My = Maty.q(K[7]), let u € M, satisfy du € N. Then an inner biderivation
6™ is defined by

(4.1.2) 0™ = up, —a(@)u, VacA.

If uw € My, then the ¢-biderivation 6™ is said to be strictly inner.

The set of ¢-biderivations forms a K-vector space, which we denote by Der(¢). The
set of inner biderivations and the set of strictly inner biderivations are also K-vector
subspaces, which we denote by Derj,(¢) and Derg(¢) respectively. If p: ¢ — 9 is a
morphism of t-modules and & € Der(z)), then there is an induced K-linear map u' :
Der(v¢)) — Der(¢) given by

(1418)q = 8o, Vac€A,
and in particular the maps ¢! : Der(¢) — Der(¢) for a € A make Der(¢) into a left K|t]-
module. Thus Der( ) is a contravariant functor from the category of abelian t-modules
to the category of left K[t]-modules (see [I4, §3.5]). Furthermore, if 8™ is an inner
biderivation for 1, then ufd™® = §® is an inner biderivation for ¢, and it follows that
Der;, (- ) and Derg( - ) are subfunctors of Der( - ).
The de Rham module for ¢ is the left K[t]-module

Hpg(¢) = Der(¢)/ Derg(¢),

which defines a contravariant functor from abelian ¢-modules to finite K[t]-modules (see
Proposition EE1.3). We further set Derg(¢) = {6 : u € Ny} = {6™) € Dery(¢) : u €
Mat;,q(K)}, and H! (¢) := Der(¢)/ Deri,(¢), the strictly reduced ¢-biderivations.

As we are primarily interested in the analytic theory of quasi-periodic functions and
quasi-periods, for smoother exposition we have been using K as our base field. However,
the preceding discussion carries through for any base field L with K C L C K over which
¢ is defined (see [14, §3.1]), and L need not be algebraically closed. We let Der(¢, L) C
Der(¢) denote the L-vector space of ¢-biderivations that are defined over L, and likewise
we let Der, (¢, L), Hhg (¢, L) = Der(¢, L)/ Derg(¢, L), etc. denote corresponding spaces
defined over L. The following proposition due to Brownawell and the second author
summarizes fundamental relationships among these spaces.

Proposition 4.1.3 ([14, §3.1]). Let L be a field with K C L C K. Let ¢ : A —
Matq(L[7]) be an abelian t-module of dimension d and rank r. Let My ;, = Maty«q(L[7]
be the t-motive of ¢ over L. Then

(a) For each m € M 7 there is a unique 6., € Der(p, L) so that () = m, and
the map

M — 8 : My 7 = Maty«q(L[7]7) — Der(¢, L),

18 an isomorphism.
(b) Under the isomorphism in (a),

Deriy (¢, L) = (t — 0)(Matyxq(L[7]7) + N3 (L)), Derg(¢, L) = (¢t — 6) Matyq(L[7]7).
(¢) As L-vector spaces, we have
Deri, (¢, L) = Derg(¢, L) @ Derg(é, L), Hpgr(¢, L) = Derg(é, L) @ HL.(¢, L).

(d) We have dimy, Derg(¢), L) = d — rank Ny, dimy HL (¢, L) = r — d + rank N, and
dimy Hiyg (¢, L) = r.
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Remark 4.1.4. If L is perfect then TMy; = Mgy 7, but if not, My C My 7 =
Matyq(L[7]7). As only the latter object is an L-vector space, we need to use My T
in this context. When L is perfect we will use the notation 7.M ; without significant
confusion.

To each ¢-biderivation we can associate a unique quasi-periodic function, which is
characterized by the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1.5 ([14, Prop. 3.2.1]). For é € Der(¢) there is a unique F,-linear and
entire power series

Fs(z) = ZC" 20 ¢ K[z, ..., z4],

121

where ¢; € Maty,q(K) and z = (21,...,24)7, such that

(4.1.6) Fs(doa - z) = a(0)Fs(z) + 6. Exp,y(z), Vae A.
We note that (L6 implies immediately that the restriction

(4.1.7) Fsla, : Ay — K

is A-linear, where a € A operates on K by multiplication by a(6).

Definition 4.1.8. Fix an abelian t-module ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]), and let §1,...,d; be
¢-biderivations. Then the quasi-periodic extension of ¢ associated to 91, ..., 9, is the
t-module 1) : A — Mat gy« (K[7]) defined by

(4.1.9) Yy =

As such 9 is an extension of ¢ by G¥, and there is an exact sequence of t-modules,
0—=GF =y —¢—0.

The exponential function for ¢ is the entire function Exp,, : KF+d — KF4 with

-
(4.1.10) Exp,, <CZE) = (xl +Fs,(2),..., 2+ Fs,(2), Exp¢(z)T> :

where © = (21,...,2;)" € K¥. This formula readily implies that if ¢ is uniformizable,
then ¢ is uniformizable. The periods of ¢ are of the form (—Fs, (A),..., —Fs, (A), AT)T,

where A € Ay is a period of ¢. For § € Der(¢), we set
7]5()\) = F(;(}\) e K
to be the quasi-period with respect to § associated to the period X of ¢, and thus

(4.1.11) Ay = {(=18,(A), ..., =15, (A, AT)T - X € Ay}
If & € Derpy(¢), say 6 = 6™ foru € Mat; «q(K|[7]) with du € Nj), then by [14], Prop. 3.2.2]
(4.1.12) Fsw (2) = uExpy(z) —du - 2z,

and so for A € Ay,
(4.1.13) Ts(w) ()\) = —du - A
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In particular, if 6™ € Derg(¢), then for all A € Ay, we have 1z (A) = 0. A quick
calculation reveals that

(4.1.14) Log,, (;C) = (:cl — Fs,(Logy(2)), ...,z — Fs, (Log,(2)), L0g¢(z)T)T.

Thus for a biderivation 8, if y € K? satisfies Exp,(y) = z, then we say that Fs(y) is a
quasi-logarithm of z (associated to y).

If ¢ is defined over a field L with K C L C K, then by Remark we have
Exp,(z) € L[z, ..., z4]", and so the functional equation in (ZLG) sets up recursions on
coefficients that imply

F5(Z) € L[[Zl, ey Zd]].

Moreover the L-linear map
(4.1.15) 0 — Fs(z) : Der(¢, L) — Lz, ..., 2d]
is injective [14, p. 113].
Proposition 4.1.16. Let L be a field with K C L C K. Let ¢ : A — Maty(L[7]) be a
uniformizable abelian t-module of dimension d and rank r, and let s = d — rank N,. Let
81,...,0, € Der(¢, L) represent an L-basis of Hhg (¢, L) such that 81, ...,8, represent
an L-basis of the image of Dero(¢, L) in Hhz (¢, L) and 8441, ..., 8, represent an L-basis
of Hy (¢, L).

(a) For A € Ay, we have

(4.1.17) Span; (Fs, (N),...,Fs (X)) = Span, (Fs(\) : 6 € Der(¢, L))
= Spany, (Fs(X) : [6] € Hpg(¢, L));
(4.1.18) Span; (Fs, (A),...,Fs, (X)) = Span, (F5(X) : & € Derg(¢, L))
=N;(L)- A

(b) For an A-basis {A1,..., A} of Ay, we have
(4.1.19)  Spany (Fs,(A;) : 1 <14, j <7) = Span, (Fs(X) : 6 € Der(¢, L), X € Ay)
= Spany, (F5(X) : [8] € Hpp(¢, L), A € Ag);
(4.1.20)  Spany (Fs,(Aj): 1< <s,1<j<7)
= Spany, (Fs(X) : 6 € Derg(¢, L), A € Ay)
=Ny (L) - Ay.
Remark 4.1.21. In the case that d¢; is in Jordan normal form, then Né(L) -A4 comprises

the L-linear span of all of the tractable coordinates of periods in A, in the sense of [19]
Def. 3.3.1] or [67, §1] (or last coordinate logarithms in [89, §2]).

Proof of Proposition[f.1.16, For (AI1.17), since Fs(A) = 0 for any & € Dergy(¢) by
({.1.13)), it follows that
Span; (F5(A) : 6 € Der(¢, L)) = Span, (Fs(\) : [6] € Hhr(o, L)).

That these equal Span; (Fs,(X), ..., Fs. (X)) follows from the L-linearity of ([A.I1.15]). Sim-
ilarly, (£1.18)) follows from our choices of d1,...,ds and the definition of Derg(¢, L). Fi-
nally, since Fss, : Ag — K is A-linear by (£I1.7), the identities in (b) follow from (a). [
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If we take L = KZP, then the following lemma ensures that the periods and quasi-
periods of ¢ also have coordinates in K. In the case of Drinfeld modules, it was proved
by Denis [31], p. 6] (see also [11, Pf. of Cor. 2]), and our proof is similar.

Lemma 4.1.22. Suppose that ¢ : A — Maty(K3P[1]) is an abelian t-module defined
over K5 and that § is a ¢-biderivation also defined over K. For any x € K% such
that Expy(x) € (K5P)?, we have

x € (K5P)! Fs(x) € K2,

Proof. Let u = Exp,(x). Let L C K5P be a finite extension of K, that contains all of
the entries of coefficients of ¢, and §; as well as the entries of w. Then L is a complete
local field with respect to |-|. Also, as formal power series Exp,(z) € L[z, ..., za]%,

and also its inverse Logy(z) € L[z, .. .,z4]". Now as in Remark 333, we sce that
|(d¢y) x|, — 0 as n — oo, and so for n > 0, (d¢;) "x lies within the domain of
convergence of Log,(2z). Also, as in [49, Lem. 2.5.4], Exp,(z) is an isometric embedding
on a ball of sufficiently small radius, so we can assume that

[Exp, ((d) )|, = [(dor) 2| .
Because L is complete, it follows that Exp,((d¢,) ") € L?, and likewise

(d¢y) " = Log, (Exp, ((dey) "x)) € L

Thus, £ € LY, and since Fs(z) € L[z,...,z4], the completeness of L implies that
F(;(:c) € L. O

Definition 4.1.23. If 8y, ..., d;, represent K-linearly independent classes in H! (¢), we
say that the extension ¢ is a strictly quasi-periodic extension of ¢. The following result
will be useful for exchanging biderivations for ones in more convenient forms, while
maintaining the same vector spaces spanned by their quasi-periods and quasi-logarithms.

Proposition 4.1.24 ([14, Prop. 3.3.3]). Let 8y,...,8; and &', ..., 8}, be ¢-biderivations
representing classes in H. (¢). Then the corresponding quasi-periodic extensions v and 1’
are isomorphic as t-module extensions of ¢ by G* if and only if the biderivations generate
the same K-subspace of HL (¢).

4.2. Anderson generating functions. Originally defined by Anderson [I], §3.2] in the
context of uniformizability of t~-modules and rigid analytic trivializations, Anderson gen-
erating functions have proved to be a useful tool for investigating periods, quasi-periods,
L-series, motivic Galois groups, and more for Drinfeld modules and ¢-modules (e.g.,
see [3], [B], [20], [211, [35], [401, [41], [45], [47], [49], [59], [7Q], [72], [T7]). In this section we
investigate properties of Anderson generating functions for arbitrary t-modules, some of
which is inspired by computations of Green [44, §6], Pellarin [69, §4.2], and the second
author [66, §3.3].

Fix an Anderson t-module ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]), and let y € K% The Anderson
generating function for ¢ with respect to y is the vector of power series,

(4.2.1) Gy = > Expy((dg,) " 'y)t" € T

n=0
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A priori we have G, € K[t]?, but because |(dg;) ™" !|.. — 0 as n — co by Remark B:3.3]
we see that its components are in T. This first lemma shows that G, can be expressed
as the sum of convenient rational functions.

Lemma 4.2.2. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]) be an Anderson t-module, and lety € K%. Then
recalling Expy(z) = 3,0 Ciz" in (Z22), we have the identity

(4.2.3) G,=% Ci((d@ . tId)—1>(i)y(i)7
i=0

which converges in T<.

Proof. Since Exp,(z) is entire, it follows that |C’i|(1)éqi — 0 as i — oo, and thus the
right-hand side of (£.2.3) has terms that go to 0 as ¢ — oo with respect to ||-|| on
T¢, and therefore the right-hand side converges in T¢. We then observe that because

|(d¢) ™|, — 0 as n — oo (Remark B:3.3),

-1

(4.2.4) (de — 11a) " = (dg) ™" (Ta — (dpe) ™'t) " = (dg) ™"y _(dep) "1™,
n=0

By substitution,

Zo( dey — 11,) 1) Zc<d¢t 1i o ntn)m )
= Z (Z ¢:((do)y)" )t",

which completes the proof once we justify interchanging the sum. This justification is
due to Green [44], Pf. of Prop. 6.3], whose proof transfers with only minor changes to our
setting. In particular his analysis shows that

Ci<(d¢t)_"_1y)(i)’ — 0, asmax(i,n) = oo,

which permits interchanging the double sum by [76] §2.1.2]. OJ
Remark 4.2.5. Because det(d¢; — t1) = (0 — t)¢, ¢ € K, it follows that the terms of
> “1\@
(@) g, =S (@) ((do— 1)) Ty
i=0

are regular on all of K. Furthermore, since |Ci|iéqi — 0, it follows that (Q(_l))d -G, € EY
and thus the entries of G, are meromorphic functions in M with possible poles only at

t=20, 601, 9q2 . Moreover, we find for each 7 > 1 that (]y € ’]l“gqi,l.

For meromorphic functions f = (f1,..., fa)7 € M? and x € K, we define

(4.2.6) Resi—(f) = (Resi—a(f1), - - Resi—o(f1)) -

The following proposition presents one of the crucial properties of Anderson generating
functions.
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Proposition 4.2.7. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]) be an Anderson t-module, and let y € K.
Then

Resi—9(Gy) = —v.
Proof. From (A23]), we see that
(4.2.8) Resi—g(Gy) = Resi—o((dgy — t1s) " 'y).

Before proceeding to the general case, we begin by assuming that d¢, is in Jordan normal
form as in (B.5.10). In that case,

dos, [0 — 1]
doy — tlg = ;
do,, [0 — 1]
and so
doe, [(6 — )]
(4.2.9) (depy — t1y) ' =
do g, [(6 — )]

Now for j > 0, we have 8 ((0 —t)~') = (=1)7(§ —t)~7~', and so the off-diagonal entries
of ([29) are either 0 or £1/(6 —t)=* for k > 2. Thus writing y = (y1,...,v4)", we have

T
(d¢t - tld)_ly = (Qy_lt + Rl(t)a B Qy—_dt + Rd(t)) )

where for each j,

Ri(t)eK-(t—0)2+ - +K-(t—0)
(See also Remark L2100 below.) Taking residues at t = § we see that Res;—(G,) = —y
from (A.2.5]).

Now if d¢; is not in Jordan normal form, we can choose a matrix Q € GL4(K) so that
the resulting t-module p : A — Maty(K[7]) defined by p; = Q~'¢;Q does have dp; in
Jordan normal form. Then

Resi—g (g, — t11)"'y) = Resi—((Q(dpr — tl)Q ™) 'y)
= Q- Resi—o((dp; — thy) - Q_ly)
=Q-(-Q'y),
where the last equality is the Jordan normal form case, and by (£2.8) we are done. [

Remark 4.2.10. When d¢, is in Jordan normal form as in (3.5.10), we expand some of
the details of the above proof for later use. For any ¢ > 1, a straightforward calculation
yields

1 1 1
6 G-op (i — 0)
_ t—40
d“[e—t] o1
t—0)2
( 1)

t—0
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For 1 < j < m, welet dj == {; +---+{;. Thus if we write y = (y1,...,94)' and
Gy = (g1,---,94)", then by (23] we have identities in K((t — 0)),

Y Y41 Ydiatd
(4.2.11) 9d;_1+1 = G—0% G- F 0 + O(1),
_ Ya; o Ya-r o Ydjat2
gdj71+2 - (t — e)gj_l (t — 9)(]._2 r—0 + 0(1)7
Yd,
= 1
9d; 0 +O(1),

where ‘O(1)” represents O((t — 6)°).

Another important property of Anderson generating functions is their compatibility
with the t-module structure of ¢. Recall the notation (3| f) from (2.1.2)).

Proposition 4.2.12. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]) be an Anderson t-module, and let y € K.
The following hold.

(a) For everya € A, (9o | Gy) = Gago-y-
(b) We have (¢; | Gy) = tGy + Exp,(y).
(¢) If X € Ay, then for every a € A, (pa | Gx) = a(t)Gx.

Proof. Each part follows from standard arguments (e.g., see [69, §4.2]). For part (a),

<¢a | gy) = Z ¢a (EXp¢((d¢t)_n_ly))tn = Z EXp¢((d¢t)_n_1d¢ay)tn'

n=0

Taking this same equation with a = t, after reindexing the sum we find

(00| Gy) =Y Expy((dgy) "y)t" = Expy(y) + Y Exp, ((dg) ™ 'y)t" ",

n=0
and (b) follows. Part (c) follows from successive applications of (b). O

For m € Mat;,4(K[7]) = M, and f € K]t], it would seem possible that (f-m|G,) <
f-(m|G,), but this is not usually the case. In the left expression we are multiplying
f against an element of the t-motive My, whereas on the right we are multiplying f
against a vector in T, and these actions may not produce the same results. However, the
above proposition allows us to determine the discrepancy.

Corollary 4.2.13. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]) be an Anderson t-module, and let y € K<.
Let m € Maty«q(K[7]), and suppose f =7 ,cit' € K[t].
(a) Then

s i—1

(f-m|G)=Ff-(m|G)+) > et -moy(Expy(y)).

i=1 j=0

(b) In particular, if X € Ay, then (f -m | Gx) = f - (m|Gx).
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Proof. By induction on Proposition [22.12(b), it follows that for ¢ > 0,
i1

(4.2.14) (D | Gy) = tigy + Z 1y (Exp¢(y)).

J=0

Uwﬂ%b{ﬁymw %>
7=0

s i-1
= Z ci<m t'Gy + Z T gy (Exp¢(y))>
i=0 J=0
s s i—1

et (m|Gy) + Y )t I mey (Expy(y)),

i=0 i=1 j=0

Thus,

and since the first term is f - (m | G,), we are done. O

4.3. The de Rham pairing. Using Anderson generating functions as defined in §4.2]
we form a pairing

(«,) s TMy x Ay — Ty
defined by
(@7, A) = (a7 [ Ga) = (a | G).
By Remark 25|, we see that (V). Gy € E4, and hence Q- G\ € E. Since Q € T}

by (L2, it follows that Q;l) has entries in Ty, and thus this pairing is well-defined. We
verify immediately that (-,-) is biadditive, and for any a € A, Corollary implies
that

(a-ar,A) = {(a-a7t|Gy) =a(t) - (ar|Gx).
Furthermore by direct calculation,
(a-ar,X) = (arde, A) = (a7 [ (¢ | Gr)), (a7,dg.) = (ar | Gag,r),
and so Proposition then implies that
(a-ar,A) = (ar,dp,N) = a(t)(aT, A),
making (-,-) A-bilinear. We check further that it is left K[¢]-linear in the left entry.

Now using the identification of Der(¢) = 7.M,, from Proposition L T.3(a), we have an
induced A-bilinear pairing

(4.3.1) (+,-) : Der(¢) x Ay — Ty.
given by
(4.3.2) (60, A) = (6| Gx).

Moreover, the identification Derg(¢) = (t — 6)7 M, implies that if ar = (¢t — )37, then
(a7, A) = ((t =0)BT,A) = (t = 0)(BT,A) = (t = 0)(BT | Gx)-

Therefore, we have an induced A-bilinear pairing
(4.3.3) )] b () x Ay = K,



46 C. NAMOIJAM AND M. A. PAPANIKOLAS

defined by
(4.3.4) [0,A] = (6, A)]i=0 = (6¢ | Gx) =0,

which we call the de Rham pairing. The connection with quasi-periods and quasi-
logarithms is the following, inspired by calculations of Anderson [41, §2.6], Gekeler [38]
Eq. (5.3)], and Pellarin [69, §4.2].

Proposition 4.3.5. For an abelian t-module ¢ : A — Maty(K|[7]) and ¢-biderivation
d € Der(¢), the following hold.
(a) For any y € K,
(0¢ | Gy)li=o = F5(y).
(b) In particular, for X € A, we have
[0, A] = (8¢ | Ga)li=0 = Fs(A) = ns(A).

Proof. Part (b) follows immediately from (a) and the definition of |- ,-]. For (a), consider
the series

Fs(z) = <5t

ZExp¢((dq5t)_”_1z)t"> € Tolz, - . ., 2"
n=0

Then
Fs(dgy - z) — tFs(z) = Y _ 8, (Exp,((dee) "2))t" = > 8i(Exp,((dgy) "2))t"
n=0 n=1
= 5t(EXp¢(Z)).
This last expression is an element of K[z, ..., zd]]d, and so specializing at ¢t = 6, we have
(436) f&(dgbt . Z)|t:9 — 9;5(Z)|t:9 = 6t EXp(z)(Z)
Now since §; € TM,, it follows that F5(z)|—g € K[z1,..., z4] is F,-linear and has no

linear terms. By (43.0), we see that Fs(z)|—¢ satisfies (L1.6) for a = t. Since this
identity determines Fs(z) uniquely [14, Pf. of Prop. 3.2.1], we have F5(2)|i=g = Fs5(2).
We are done after substituting z = y, since Fs(2)|,=y = (0: | Gy)- O

Now assume further that ¢ is uniformizable. Let {m,,...,m,} be a K[t|-basis of
My, and let {Aq,..., A} be an A-basis of Ay. With respect to these bases, the pairing
(+,-) : TMy x Ay — Ty is represented by the matrix in Mat, (Ty),

TmM, (Tmy | Gx,) -+ (tmq|Ga,)

(437) Y= < ' (gAl,...,gAT)> =

m, (rm, | Ga) oo (rmy | Ga)

From Proposition B:Z5, we can pick ® € Maty(K[t]) so that 7m = &m, where m =
(myq,...,m,)", and we obtain

(438) YUV = (m|[(Gx,...,Gr))
= (&7 tm | (Gnr- -, Gn)) = O Hrm | (G, ..., Gn,)) = 27T,
where in the third equality we have applied Corollary [4.2.13

Lemma 4.3.9. With notation as above, det T # 0.
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Proof. Each column 1 of T is a solution of the 7-difference equation (1) = EIS(l)w, and so
by standard difference algebra arguments, if the columns of T are linearly independent
over F,(t), then they are linearly independent over the fraction field L of T (cf. [64]
Lem. 3.3.7, 4.1.4]). Take ey, ..., e, to be the standard basis vectors in T" and suppose
we have ay,...,a, € A that produce a vanishing linear combination of columns, a;Te; +
--++a,Te, = 0. Letting A = dog, A1 + - - - + dog, A, we then have

(tm; |Gx) =0, Vi, 1<i<r.

Since Tmy, ..., ™m, form a K[t]-basis of M, and since (- | Gx) is K[t]-linear by Corol-
lary 2.13] it follows that for any o € T M, we have (a|Gy) = 0. If the i-th entry of Gx
is non-zero, then so is the i-th entry of ((0,...,0,7,0,...,0)|Gx), where the 7 is placed in
the i-th entry of the row vector on the left. Therefore, it must be that Gy = 0 identically.
By Proposition [4.2.7, we must have A = 0, which implies that a; = --- = a, = 0. O

Building on this lemma, we find that even more is true and that T € GL,.(Ty) (cf. [40]
Prop. 6.2.4], [64, Prop. 3.3.9]).

Proposition 4.3.10. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K|[7]) be a uniformizable abelian t-module of
rank r, and let T € Mat,(Ty) be defined as in (A37). Then T € GL,(Ty).

Proof. By ([@38), we see that T = &Y, and if we set © = YT, then © = QDT
Since ©® € Mat,(Ty), det©® # 0 by Lemma B39, and det(®T) = c(t — 6)¢ for some
¢ € K, the argument in the proof of [64, Prop. 3.3.9(c), pp. 140-141] exactly applies to
prove that

bdet© = Q7% BT =c €T
Since Q € T, we see that det T = det© € T, O

Let 81, ...,d, € Der(¢) be ¢-biderivations chosen so that (d;); = 7m; for each i. Then
by Proposition A3.5|(b),

F51(A1) e F51()‘T)
(4.3.11) Timp = : : :

Fs. (A1) -+ Fs.(A)

and T|;—p represents the de Rham pairing. (Since Hfyg(¢) = 7 M,/ (t —0)7 My, it follows
that dy,...,d, represent a K-basis of Hjg(¢).) Moreover, Proposition implies
immediately the following.

Proposition 4.3.12. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K|[7]) be a uniformizable abelian t-module of
rank v defined over K, and let my,...,m, € Maty,q(K[7]) be a K[t]-basis of M, .
Letting T € Mat,.(Ty) be defined as in (L3.7), we have

Spang (T|i—g) = Spang (Fs(X) : 6 € Der(¢, K), XA € Ay).

By Remark [LT.21] after a change of basis the entries of Y|,—y consist of tractable
periods of ¢ and strictly reduced quasi-periods of ¢. By applying Yu’s Theorem of the
Sub-t-module [90, Thm. 3.3], it is straightforward to adapt the proofs of [14, Thm. 5.2.1,
Cor. 5.2.2] to prove the following K-linear independence result in the case that ¢ is
simple, i.e., ¢ has no proper non-trivial sub-t-modules.
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Corollary 4.3.13. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K[]) be a uniformizable abelian t-module of rank r

defined over K, and assume further that ¢ is simple. Let my,...,m, € Maty,4(K|[7])
be a K[t]-basis of M i, and let T € Mat,(Ty) be defined as in [L3.T). Then

2
dimg (Spang (Y]i—p)) = %,

where s = [End(¢) : A].

We end this section on the de Rham isomorphism for uniformizable abelian t-modules,
which was proved by Gekeler [37, Thm. 5.14] in the case of Drinfeld modules, using the
theory of biderivations and quasi-periodic functions. Anderson gave a different proof
using rigid analytic trivializations and Anderson generating functions (see [41, §1.5]).
Our investigations provide a proof in the case of uniformizable abelian t-modules using a
combination of these methods (cf. [40, Thm. 5.3.3]). In the related context of Hodge-Pink
structures for t-modules, see also the intrinsically same result of Hartl and Juschka [49]
Thm. 2.5.51].

Corollary 4.3.14 (de Rham isomorphism). Let ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]) be a uniformizable
abelian t-module. The map

DR : Hp(¢) — Homp (A, K),
defined by DR([0]) = Fs|a,, is an isomorphism.

Proof. We recall from (L) that for § € Der(¢) the map Fsly, : Ay — K is A-linear.
Furthermore, for A € A,, Proposition [£.3.5(b) implies

DR([6]) = Fs(A) = [6, A].

Thus the matrix Y|;—p in (£3.I1]) represents DR with respect to our chosen bases. By
Proposition [4.3.10, we see that det(Y|;—9) # 0. O

4.4. Rigid analytic trivializations, quasi-periods, and quasi-logarithms. As in
previous sections we fix an abelian t-module ¢ : A — Maty(K|[7]). We saw in Theo-
rems and 3.4.7 that if ¢ is also A-finite, then Exp,(z) and Ay can be effectively
described and that A4 can be determined precisely if ¢ has a rigid analytic trivialization.
In this section we demonstrate how to use the construction of the matrix T € GL,(Ty) in
(#370) together with a theorem of Hartl and Juschka to create a rigid analytic trivializa-
tion (¢, @, W) for ¢. We then modify these constructions to develop tools for characterizing
the K-linear spans of tractable period coordinates, quasi-periods, and quasi-logarithms
for ¢.

We have seen in §2.3] that we can associate to ¢ both its t-motive M, and dual ¢-
motive Ny. Additionally there is a third object M}, defined by Hartl and Juschka [49,
Prop. 2.4.3] (see below), that is also a dual t-motive. Hartl and Juschka [49, Thm. 2.5.13]
proved that if ¢ is both abelian and A-finite, then through an intricately defined isomor-
phism,

M) 2N,

as dual t-motives (see Theorem [£.4.9). This isomorphism provides the key to expressing
quasi-periods and quasi-logarithms in terms of rigid analytic trivializations.
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Proposition 4.4.1 (Hartl-Juschka [49, Prop. 2.4.3, Thm. 2.5.13]). Let ¢ : A — Mat,(K]7])
be an abelian t-module with t-motive M. If we take M} := Homgp (T My, K[t] dt), then
we make M, into a left K[t, o]-module by setting

(4.4.2) (0-mw)(rm) = (u(r-Tm))"", pe M), rme M,

Moreover, under this definition /\/12 is an A-finite dual t-motive of dimension d and
rank r.

Remark 4.4.3. For clearer exposition we have mentioned that ./\/lf; is a dual t-motive

here, but the most efficient way of explaining its finite generation as an K[o]-module is
to use [49, Thm. 2.5.13], stated below as Theorem [£.4.9) which shows that it injects into
a finitely generated K|o]-module.

If m = (my,...,m,)" forms a K[{]-basis of M, then 7m = (tm,...,7m,)" is a K[t]-
basis of TMy, and we can take g = (g, ..., pt,)" with p; € M} to be the corresponding

dual basis. If ® € Mat,(K]t]) represents left multiplication by 7 on M with respect
to m, then

(4.4.4) 7orm =70m = dVrm,

and so @) represents left multiplication by 7 on 7M. From this we determine the
matrix representing left multiplication by o on Mj. For ¢, u € Mat;,,(K[t]), we can
take ¢ - p and u - Tm for arbitrary elements of M@ and 7 M, respectively. Then easily

(c-p)(u-™m) =u-c'dt,

and by definition of multiplication by ¢ on M/,

(o(c-p)(u-Tm) = (c- p)(r(u- Tm))(_l) = (c-p)(u®- CI)(I)Tm)(_l)
= (u(l)&;(l)CT)(_l) dt = ud(c)T dt = u(c(_l):I;T)T dt.
Thus o(c- p) = ¢=®Tp, and so
(4.4.5) op =0 p.

That is, o7 represents left multiplication by ¢ on ./\/lf; with respect to .

A natural question is whether ./\/lf; is related or even isomorphic to the dual t-motive
Ny. This question is answered by a theorem of Hartl and Juschka that constructs an
isomorphism between M and Ny in the case that ¢ is A-finite. Before stating their
theorem, we define a residue map on M@ Letting z = 1/t, there is an evident injection
of K[t]-modules,

(4.4.6) K+ M) — Homg ) (K((2)) @k Mg, K((2)) dz).

For p € Mj and 7m € K((2)) ®xjg My, if K(p)(tm) =3 ¢ 2" dz, we set

(4.4.7) Reseo (k(p)(Tm)) = c_1.

Also, as det @ e K((2))*, we note that the induced map

(4.4.8) 7 K((2) ®xpy TMy — K(2)) ®kpy M,

is an automorphism. Let s1,..., s, € Maty4(K[7]) be the standard K[r]|-basis of M.
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Theorem 4.4.9 (Hartl-Juschka [49, Thm. 2.5.13]). Let ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]) be an
abelian t-module with t-motive My and dual t-motive Ny. Define

fZ.A42 —9/V;
by
(4.4.10) EW) = — Z(Resm(n(v)(T_i_l : Tsj))) Lo,

: 1<j<d
120

Then the following hold.
(a) € is an injective morphism of left K[t, o]-modules.
(b) & is an isomorphism of left K[t, o|-modules if and only if ¢ is A-finite.

Remark 4.4.11. The map 7' used in (£ZI0) is the inverse of the isomorphism 7
given in (£.4.6). It is not immediately clear that the formula in (AL.4.10) is well-defined,
in that it is necessary to show that Res,(x(v)(77""! - 7s;)) = 0 for ¢ > 0. Hartl and
Juschka prove this by decomposing elements of M in terms of its associated z-isocrystals,
which behave like Dieudonné modules in this context (see also [78, §5]). Except for the
surjectivity in (b), the remaining assertions of the theorem follow in a straightforward
manner. The proof of surjectivity follows from a fairly elaborate diagram of isomorphisms
(see [49, Cor. 2.5.14]). We note that we have incorporated an extra negative sign when
compared to Hartl’s and Juschka’s formula, only for convenience so that the formulas
match up with those of [20], [21]. We consider examples in §4.0l

For the remainder of the section, we assume that ¢ : A — Maty(K]7]) is uniformiz-
able, abelian, and A-finite. We let m = (my,...,m,)7, n = (ny,...,n,)’, and
p=(py, ..., )" denote K[t]-bases of My, Ny, and M} respectively. Then

™M = ém, on=®n, opu= EIVDTp,.

We let {Aq,..., A} € A, be a fixed choice of A-basis of A,. For the isomorphism
£ : M)y — Ny defined in Theorem EA9, we let V' € GL,(K[t]) be given so that

(4.4.12) Ep) = (E(py),-- - €)=V
It follows that
(4.4.13) TV = Ve,

Letting T € GL,(Ty) be defined as in (£3.7) and Proposition I.3.10, we recall that
TED = 7! from (@3.8). We then see that

-1

(4.4.14) ((TTV)_1>(_1) - ((TT)<—1>V<—1>>‘1 _ (TT@T)—lV(-n)
- (YTve Y =a(YTV) 7,
and thus we have proved the following proposition.

Proposition 4.4.15. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]) be an abelian, A-finite, and uniformizable
t-module. With notation as above, if we let

(4.4.16) U= (TTV) " € GL.(Ty),
then WY = ®W, making U a rigid analytic trivialization for ®.
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As a companion to Proposition 312, we can combine Theorem 347 and Proposi-
tion [1.4.15]to obtain a more developed picture relating periods and quasi-periods to rigid
analytic trivializations of the dual t-motive as follows.

Corollary 4.4.17. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K|[7]) be a uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite
t-module of rank r defined over K, and suppose we have chosen K|[t]-bases m and n for

M¢>K and N & respectively. Then for the rigid analytic trivialization ¥ € GL,(Ty) for
¢ in Pmposztwnm the following hold.

(a) Ifgy,...,g, € Maty,,(Ty) are the rows of U=' =TTV, then letting A; := E(g;)
for1 <j<r,
A¢:AA1+"+AA7"

(b) If &1,...,6, € Der(¢, K) represent a K -basis of Hyg (¢, K), then
Spang (Fs, (X)) : 1 < 4,5 < r) = Spang ((Y")|=p) = Spang((¥™")|i=p).

Proof. As mentioned in the preceding paragraph, much of the proof follows directly from

Theorem [3.4.7] and Proposition 4 The first equality in (b) follows from (4311,
while the second follows from the facts that =1 = YTV and V € GL,(K]|t]). O

Remark 4.4.18. Part (a) of this corollary makes perfect sense if ¢ is simply defined
over K, but part (b) becomes trivial if the field of definition K is replaced by K.

This next construction is the extension of the one in [21], §4.2] to uniformizable, abelian,
and A-finite, --modules.

Lemma 4.4.19. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K|[7]) be a uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite t-
module. Let o, y € K% be chosen so that Exp,(y) = «, and write P = Z Ust' with
U; € Mat,.(K). If we let

(4.4.20) g, = —(tm| G-V € Mat; - (Ty),
h i—1
(4.4.21) ho = > E77(Um | ¢u())' -V € Matyy, (K[t]),
i=1 j=0
then
¢—g,=h

Proof. We note first that
N ho T
gy = ~(Bm|G,)T-v = (30 m | G,) v

gy>T V== zh:<ﬁz’m ’ (P | gy>>T -V,

where in the last equality we have applied (Z.1.3). We then apply Corollary EE2.13|(a):

(4.4.22) gy = — Z<Um tlgy+2t2 =i (ax )> -V

=0
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h h i—1
== (Om | 1G,) V=33 7 (Um | dula)) V.
=0

i=1 j=0
On the other hand,
(4.4.23) g\ e =—(m|G,)T - ViVe = —(m|G,) TV,

where the first equality follows from the definition of (- |-) and the second from (AZ4T3]).
Continuing this we see that

h h
— = T iTT T 7 i
gy 0= —(2(m|Gy) V== (tUi(m|Gy)) -V == (Um|tG,)"V,
i=0 1=0
and combining this with ([A4.2])) and ([£4.22) we are done. O

The key purpose of Lemma [£.4.19 is to manufacture vectors of functions to which
Theorem [3.4.2] can apply, as we see in the following calculations (cf. [20, §4.3], [21], §4-5],
[61, §4.1]).

Definition 4.4.24. When ¢ is both abelian and A-finite, Hartl and Juschka [49, Question
2.5.15] make the following construction. The definition of M/, = Homgp (7 M, K[t] dt)
in Proposition EEAT] and the isomorphism & : M} — N in Theorem provide a
perfect K[t]-bilinear pairing
{-,-}ZTM¢ XN¢ —)K[t]

defined by {ra,b} = £7'(b)(ra)/dt. We note that {7 - 7a,b} = {ra,ob}V) which
induces compatibility between the K[7] and K[o] actions. For K[t]-bases m for M, and
n for N and for u, w € Mat; .. (K[t]), we find by ([LZ4I2) that

(4.4.25) {urm,wn} = wV u’.
We can extend this pairing in the evident fashion to
{,-} - 7My x (T @k Ng) — T,

and we have the following proposition and corollary which connects this pairing to quasi-
logarithms and quasi-period respectively.

Remark 4.4.26. Hartl and Juschka pose the question of how to make this pairing explicit
for general abelian and A-finite t-modules, which amounts to explicitly identifying V', and
they demonstrate how to do this for Drinfeld modules and strictly pure ¢-modules [49,
Ex. 2.5.16] (for Drinfeld modules see also [21], §3.4]). In the next section we explore this
question in detail for almost strictly pure t-modules. In the proceeding proposition we
connect it to quasi-logarithms.

Proposition 4.4.27. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]) be a uniformizable, abelian and A-finite
t-module of rank r, and let m and n be K[t]-bases for M, and Ny respectively. Let
a, y € K be chosen so that Expy(y) = o, and let g, € Mat1,,(Ty) be given as in

Lemma [{.4.19
(a) For any & € Der(¢), if §; =u-mm, withu =Y, cit', ¢; € Maty,(K), then
s 1—1

Fs(y) = —{d:, g n}|i=0 + Z Z " rm | ¢ ().

i=1 j=0
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(b) In particular, taking 61, ...,6, € Der(¢) with (§;); = m; for 1 < j <r, so that
81,...,0, represents a K-basis of Hhg(¢), we have

Fs;(y) = —{(6;)t, gyn}i=o.
Proof. According to ([#£4.25) and the definition of g, in Lemma E.4.19,

s T
{6,.g,n} — {urm.g,n} = g,V-"uT = —(rm | G,)T -u” = —(Z et (rm | gy>) .
1=0

By Corollary B2.T3|(a) and by noting that the resulting terms on the right-hand side are
all 1 x 1 matrices, it follows that

s 1—1
(6,90} = —(u-mm | Gy) + > D et (rm | ¢u(a)).
i=1 j=0
Part (a) then follows upon evaluation at t = by Proposition £.3.5(a), and part (b) is
an immediate consequence of (a). O

Corollary 4.4.28. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]) be a uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite t-
module, and suppose that we have chosen K[t]-bases m and n for My and N respectively.
Let & € Der(¢) and let X € Ay, and let gy == —(tm | G\)T - V € Maty,(Ty). Then

{61579)\”} = _<6t ‘ g)\>7
and in particular,

{64, g n}i=0 = —Fs(A).
Remark 4.4.29. The notation in Corollary B.4.28 might suggest that &(g,) = A for
each A € Ay. And since gg\_l)q) = gy, it follows from Theorem .42 that £y(gy) € Ay.
However, to verify if it equals A exactly is a bit subtle. Likewise, Proposition [4.4.27l
together with Theorem [3.4.2] might indicate that (g, + ha) =y and & (ha) = a. We
prove these identities for almost strictly pure t-modules in §4.51 See Proposition 4.5.22]

Specializing now to the case that ¢ is defined over K, the constructions above yield

precise information about the K-span of quasi-logarithms for y with Exp,(y) € K¢ and
the evaluation g, |-

Theorem 4.4.30. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K|[7]) be a uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite
t-module defined over I, and let m and n be K|t]-bases for M, z and N, i respectively.

Let 6y,...,6, € Der(¢, K) represent a K-basis of Hhg(é, K). Finally, suppose that
y € K? and ov € K% are chosen so that Exp,(y) = a. Then
Span[?(]w F51 (y)> s aF5r (y)) = Span[?({]'} U {F5(y) 10 € Der(¢a [?)})
= Spang ({1} U {g,li~0}).
where g, € Mat,,(Ty) is given as in Lemma[4.{.79
Proof. For § = 5(”)_6 Derg(¢, K), where u € Matq(K|[7]7), it follows from (ZLI.12)
that Fs(y) = ua € K. This implies the first equality. On the other hand, using (4.4.25)

with Proposition EEZ27(b), we see that if €;,..., €, € Der(¢, K) are chosen so that for
each j we have (€;); = Tm;, then

_ 1T
Fej(y) - gyV ej }t:G'
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Since ¢ is defined over K, we have V € GL,(K[t]), and so
(4.4.31) Spang (Fe, (y), - Fe, () = Spang (g, li=o),

and the result follows by converting €, ..., €, to d1,...,d, in Hig(é, K). O

Remark 4.4.32. If d¢; is in Jordan normal form, then as we saw in Remark 4.1.27], it
follows from (LI.I2) that for an inner biderivation § defined over K, Fs(y) is a K-linear
combination of 1 and the tractable coordinates of y. Thus the K-vector space defined
in Theorem consists of the K-linear span of 1, the tractable coordinates of ¥y, and
the strictly reduced quasi-logarithms associated to y.

4.5. Periods and logarithms for almost strictly pure t-modules. Here we account
how to use rigid analytic trivializations (¢, ®, ¥) and Anderson generating functions to
explicitly construct periods and logarithms for a class of Anderson ¢t-modules we call
almost strictly pure t-modules. We let ¢ : A — Maty(K][7]) be a t-module defined over a
field L with K C L C K, with

(451) ¢t = d¢t + BT+ -+ BwTw, d¢t, B; € Matd(L).

Recall from Example B.5.17 that ¢ is strictly pure if B,, € GL4(L), and then in this case
¢ is pure, abelian, and A-finite. On the other hand, we will say that ¢ is almost strictly
pure if there is some s > 1 so that

(4.5.2) G = dopys + A7+ -+ Agr?,

with A, € GL,(L). Almost strictly pure t-modules are strictly pure as Anderson F,[t*]-
modules; and since K[t] is a free and finitely generated K[t*]-module, it follows that they
are also pure, abelian, and A-finite as Anderson t-modules. An almost strictly pure
t-module need not be uniformizable, but throughout this section we will assume this to
be true of ¢.

Remark 4.5.3. Goss [41, Rem. 2.2.3], [42] Rem. 5.5.5], alludes to the purity of ¢, but
for completeness we indicate the justification for this. We recall from our discussion in
Example B.5. 17 that ¢ is pure as Anderson F,[t*]-module of rank ¢d. From the definition
of purity [I, §1.9], [42, §5.5], this means that if we let My(t7°)) = My ks K(¢7?)),
equipped as a left K[¢t*, 7]-module with 7 acting diagonally, then there is a K[t~*]-lattice
W C My((t*)) such that

(4.5.4) 7AW = (t°)4W.

The precise definition of W can be obtained by using the argument in [41, Ex. 2.2.2],
[42, Cor. 5.5.4]. Now

M((t71) = My @xpg K(171) = My((t7°) @k K(E),

and we let W’ := W ®gp-«) K[t7']. It follows that W’ is a K[¢t~']-lattice in My((¢t™1)).
Furthermore, (4.5.4]) implies that

(4.5.5) AW = W
and so ¢ is pure of weight s/¢ by [1, §1.9], |42, §5.5].
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Remark 4.5.6. The class of almost strictly pure t~-modules contains many ¢t-modules
of common interest, including Drinfeld modules, tensor powers of the Carlitz module
(see [3, Prop. 1.6.1] or [66, §3.5]), and tensor products of Drinfeld modules (through
formulas in [48] §2]). The prolongation t-modules of Maurischat [55] for an almost strictly
pure t-module are themselves almost strictly pure (see Theorem [5.2.9]). The methods
in this section and later can also be applied to iterated extensions of almost strictly
pure t-modules, such as the t-modules associated to multiple zeta values and multiple
polylogarithms [16]-[19], [25], [46].

As noted above, rankgs(Ny) = ¢d as in Example B.5.17, and so

ld
r= rankK[t] (N¢) = rankK[t] (M¢) = ;>

which in particular agrees with (L5.5). We can assume that ¢ > w in (£5.]) and (£5.2)),
because by taking a high enough multiple of s this inequality is assured. We will also use
the conventions that By = d¢; and for i <0 or¢>w, B; =0. Fort >0 and 1 < j <d,
we set ' .

My =18 €My, myy ;=08 €Ny
In this way, m' = (m/,...,m),)" and n’ := (n},...,n),)" are K[t*|-bases for M, and
N respectively (cf. Examples B.5.17 and [.6.19). If we fix K[t]-bases
(4.5.7) m=(my,....m.)" € (My)", n=(ni,....,n.)" €N,
then there are unique matrices X, Y € Matiyx,(K[t]) so that
(4.5.8) m' =Xm, n' =Yn.

Now we let = (pty,...,p,)" € (M})" be the dual K[t]-basis of 7m. The definition of
X then implies

py(tmy) - py(Tmyy) N
(4.5.9) : : = (x®)" dt.
M (Tmll) o oy (Tm2d>

Recalling x from (4.4.0]), we see that we have a commuting diagram

M(/; = HomK[t] (TM¢, K[t] dt) #) HOII]K((Z)) (K((Z)) ®K[t] TM¢, K((Z)) dz)

l /

(./\/lg)’ = Homgyps) (T M, K[t] dt) LN Homp .+ (K((z)) Rk TMs, K((2)) dz),

where the vertical arrows are inclusions and ' is the natural embedding indicated. We
note that (M})" is a free K[t]-module of rank rs = £d and that we can choose a K[t]-basis
Ky, -5 Mgy so that for 1 < 4,5 < 4d, we have pj(tm)) = d;;. It follows from (L.5.9) that
(4.5.10) p= (X0

If we consider the map & : M) — Ny in (AZAI0), we note that we can further define
£ (M}) — Ny by setting

(4.5.11) £ = — Z(Resm(m/(l/)(T_i‘l . Tsj)))lgjgd o

120
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It is straightforward to check from the commutative square above and the definitions of
¢ and ¢’ that for v € M we have {'(v) = {(v).

Proposition 4.5.12. As an element of Matyaxq(K|o]), we have
(4 L
gl(l'l’/> = Z(BH-l yoee H_Z > : 0-27
&' (1yq) 20

and so
g(u') =B,
where
By By -+ By By
Bé_l) B?(,_l) Blg—l)
(4.5.13) B := : :

B( e+2) B(—'e+2)
B( e+1) ‘

Proof. We recall the convention that B; = 0 for ¢ > w in (L5J)). We adopt fur-
ther the convention that if o, f € Mat,x,(K(2)), then a = p + O(z™) indicates
that each entry satisfies a;; = B;; + O(2™). For v € Homgps(T My, K[t] dt) and o €
Maty, ., (TMy), we set y(a) € Mat, ., (K[t] dt) so that (y(«));; = (v(a;)) (and similarly
for HomK((zs)) (K((Z)) QK[ TM¢, K((Z)) dZ))

We first note that similar to Example B.5.17 as elements of (7My)? we have from
(@500 that (recall £ > w)
(4.5.14) (tlg — dey) - s = (B, ..., By) - ™m/,
where s = (sy,...,84)". From this it follows that
(4.5.15) s = ((tIy — d¢y) "B, ..., (tls — dgy) "' By) - m’ € Mat g1 (K (2)) ®xpg TMy).

For i > 0, we claim that as an element of (K((2)) ®x 7My)?, we have
(4.5.16) s = (ZBZ(J:; +0(2%),.. ZBZ(_M + 0(22)> -Tm/,

where we have used (£4.8) to invert 7.
Let ¢« = 0 and suppose that

dexl [9]
J = )
dg.s,, 0]
where (1,...,0,, > 0 and ¢; + --- 4+ {,, = d, is the Jordan normal form of d¢;. If
Q € GL4(K) such that d¢; = QJQ ! then we see that
(4.5.17) (thy — dgy) ' = Q 'ty — 1) 'Q,

where

do., [t — 0]
tly—J =
do.z,, [t — 0].
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Using that z = 1/¢, this implies that

¥4
o {ﬁ]

(tly =)' =

z
deém[ _92]

85(1—&) T (1=02)"

for any constant matrices Cy, Cy € Mat,.(K),

Moreover, since for 7 > 0,

2
Cl . d97e {m] . Cg = zC’ng + 0(22).
It then follows from (£.5.15]) and ([f.5.17) that
(4.5.18) 718 = (2B1 + O(2%),..., 2B, + O(z%)) - i/,

which concludes the ¢ = 0 case of (£.5.10]).
Now suppose that ¢ > 1, and suppose that we have shown

-l g = (,ZBZ-(_ZJrl + 0(2?),. zBZ( iié +0(2%) - Tm/.
Then
s = (zBi(_i) +O(2%), .. zBZ Lo+ 0(E) -7
= (B +0(z%)s + (zB§+1 +0(2))7s
+-+ (ZBZ 1)+z+0( ) s.
Substituting in the ¢ = 0 case from (£5.I8), we obtain
s = (ZBZ-(_i) +0(2*) ((2B1 + O(22))78 + -+ - + (2B, + O(2*))7's)
+ (2B + O(2) s+ (2B, + O() 7 s
= (zBZ(;i) +O0(*) s+ + (zBi(j)Jrz + O(2? )) g 1 (zBZH +O(z ))7‘ s,

where we have used that the first collection of terms in the first equality ultimately

contains only O(2?) terms and the final BZ-(J:? can be added on because in fact By, = 0
as i > 1. Then (L.5.16]) follows and the claim is proved.
For 1 < k < /d and 7 > 0, we then consider the 1 x d vector,

(Resw (W (i) (7))
= Reswe (i (1) (7 78)T) )
= Res.o(W(up) ((:BSY + 0(2), .., 2BS) + 0(2) )rm)
— Res,_ 0( () ((zBGY + 0(2))rs + -+ + (:BSD + 0(z2))T€s)T)).
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We claim that it follows from this calculation that

(4.5.19) R:= (Resoo (K (i) (77 TSj))) 1<k<td

1<j<d
(i) =\ "
= <Bi+1 I Bi+1 > € Matédxd(K)-
Indeed from the preceding calculation, we have the (k, j)-entry,

Ryj = Res.—o </</(u§€)(row j of (ZBZ(;? +0(2%),.. ., zBZ.(J:Z) + 0(22))7'm’)>

= Res.— (((j, k)-entry of (zBZ-(j), o zBZ(;;))) <_%))’

22

and (£5.19) follows. Combining (£5.11]) and (£5TI9) the formula for &'(y’) in the state-

ment of the proposition is immediate. O]

Continuing with the notation in (L.5.7)-(.5.13), we demonstrate how to choose V' €
GL,(K[t]) as in (£412) so that {(p) = Vn. We fix &, & € Mat, (K[t]) so that 7m = ¢m,
on=®n, and op = dTp.

Corollary 4.5.20. We continue with the notation above.

(a) We have £(pu) = Vn, where
V = (X"TBTY € GL,(K[t]).
(b) Furthermore, N
Ve =0TV = XTCTY,

where
tly—dg, 0 - 0 0
-1 -1 -1
A
(4.5.21) C = 0 By ™ - By
. _Zé . )
o BIY

Proof. For (a), we calculate
) = &) = (X)) = (X)) = (XO)TBT' = (XO)TBTYn,

where in the second equality we have used (4.5.10), in the fourth Proposition [£.5.12 and
in the last (£5.8). Because ¢ is a K[t]-isomorphism from Theorem it follows that
V = (XMTBTY and a fortiori that this matrix is invertible over K[t].

Using (£5.14), a short calculation reveals that Brm’ = Cm/, and from (L5.8) it
follows that BXM®m = CXm, and thus

BXWé = CX.

Similarly we obtain (BY)Ton' = CTn/, and from this we see (BCD)TY("Ndn = CTYn
so that

(BENYTYEDe = 0Ty,
Therefore using part (a),

VEDe = XT(BENTY (Do = XTOTY =" (XW)TBTY = o™V,
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Of course the first equality in (b) is ({4.I3]), but we recover it here as well. O

We now demonstrate how to use Anderson generating functions together with An-
derson’s Theorem to produce identities of exponentials, logarithms, and quasi-
logarithms of arbitrary points on our almost strictly pure t~-module ¢. We give a proof
for the general case below, and an alternate proof with some restrictions in §4.6. The
previous constructions and notations from this section remain in force.

Proposition 4.5.22. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]) be a uniformizable almost strictly pure

t-module. Let o, y € K¢ be chosen so that Expy(y) = a, and let g, and hq, be given as
in Lemma[f.4.19. Then

(a) 50(gy +hao) =y,
(b) &1(ha) = .

Proof. Suppose that f,, is a sequence in Mat, ., (K[t]) converging to f € Maty..(Ty). For
each n, Proposition B2.2(b) implies «(f,®) = ou(f1), and so

(e000)(f,®) =0.

Since f,, — f in Matyy,(Ty) it follows for such a sequence that

(4.5.23) E(fP) =0.
Now by Lemma combined with (£.4.23]), we have
(4.5.24) Eo(gy + ha) = =& ((m | G,)T - VD),

and using (4.5.23) together with Lemma and Remark [£.2.5]
= —&(dm | G,)T - V)
= —&((am | (g — 1)~ - y)" - VD).
Recalling ([L5.8) where m’ = Xm, write X = Y . X;t' with X; € Maty,(K), and
then multiply in M, to find
X -m= ZXimgbti € Matygyq(K[7])

=0

= dm/=d(X-m) =) X;dmdg, € Matsca(K).
i=0
On the other hand, by direct multiplication

Xdm = ZXZ dm ti € Matgdxd(K[t]).
=0
Combining these together and using Corollary EE5.20(b), we find

—(dm | (dgy — 1) -y) - VEVD = yT (1, — dgf) - dmTXTCTY

=y (tly —de¢;)™? ((dm’)T + Z(tild —do)) dm' X[ ) cmy,
=0
and so
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(4.5.25) &(g, + ha) = & (yT (t1y — Aoy )‘1(dm')TCTY)

+ & (’yT (t1q — dﬁth)_l Z(tild —d¢)) dmT” XZ-TCTY) .
i=0

The latter term is 0, as D ==y (tI;—d¢] )™t > (t'I;—dg/) dmT X1 € Maty (K[t]),
and

E(DCTY) = £o(t(DCTY)) = eo(DCTY R) = £o(DCTR!) = 24 (D (t1y— d¢j)s) —0.

Here in the fourth equality we used ([£5.21) and the fact that n’ = (s,0s,...,071s)T,

and the final equality follows from the dual t-motivic version of ([E5.14). At last we note

that (dm/)TCTYn = (dm/)TC™n' = (t1; — d¢;)s (mod oNy), and so from (B5.F),
&o(gy + ha) = €0 (yTs) =,

which proves (a). Part (b) follows then from Theorem B.4.2and Lemma [£.4.19 However,
for completeness we give a direct proof From Corollary £.2.13|(a), we have

CX{m|Gy) = C{Xm|Gy) Zzt THOX(m | ¢y (e)),

=1 5=0
=(CXm|G,) — (Ig 8) (Xm |« ZZ# SICX (m | ¢y ()
=1 7=0
v i—1
=(CXm|Gy) — (,0,...,0)" = 3" N "¢ 10X (m | ¢u (@),
i=1 j=0

where in the last equality we have used that Xm = m/. Similarly, using B from (£.5.13),

v i—1
BXU(rm | Gy) = (BXWrm | G,) = 3% 17 BX (rm | du(a).
i=1 j=0
Letting E and F' denote the final double sums in these two identities, then using them
together with Corollary and (£4.23)), we have

(4.5.26) ho=g,"®—g,
= —(m|G)TXTCTY + (rm | G,)"(XW)TBTY
= (a",0,...,0)Y —(CXm | G,)"Y + ETY + (BXWrm |G,)"Y — FTY.
Now by Corollary we find
(BXYrm | G,)TY = (YTBXDdm |G,)T = (VTdm |G,)T = (CXm |G,)TY.
Since Yn = n’, we see that

(%

o(F'Yn) =o(Fn’) ZZ# iim | ¢y (a)) X (BED)Ton/

i=1 7=0

v i—1
=33 7 (m| ¢u(a)X]CTn/ = ETYn.

i=1 j=0



HYPERDERIVATIVES OF PERIODS AND QUASI-PERIODS 61

Combining these last identities with ([A.5.26)) to calculate t(hy) = hon and using that &
is trivial on (0 — 1)N,, we find that & (ha) = €1(t(ha)) = . O

4.6. Examples. We now turn to explicit calculations by fixing an almost strictly pure
t-module ¢ : A — Mat,(K[r]), maintaining the same notation as in §&5 Then later in
the section we consider further specialized cases to demonstrate how various results in
§4] are realized for common classes of t-modules.

So far we have not imposed any restrictions on the K[t]-bases m and n, but to facilitate
calculations with logarithms and quasi-logarithms, we assume that n is chosen as in the
statement of Proposition B.5.7] and that m is chosen as in Remark 3.5.13] In particular,
if welet d; ;=01 +---+¥; for 1 <7< m, then

(4.6.1) m; =s; (mod 7My) ny = 8qg,  (mod oNy),
my = 844+1 (mod TM,) ny =8y, (mod oNy),
My, = Sq, 41 (mod 7 M) Ny, = Sq,,  (mod oNy).

We also have n,, = s4 (mod oNy), and if we let dy := 0, then my = sg,41 (mod 7M,).
We then write X and Y from (45.8) as

X' Y’
(462) X = (X//) s Y = <Y//) )
where X', Y’ € Matg.,(K[t]) and X", Y" € Maty_1)4x,(K[t]). By the conditions of
Proposition B.5.7 Remark B.5.13 and (4.6.1]), we find

1 (t—0)"
t—0 :
; -y
(t—0)a—t 1
X' = * |, Y = *
1 (t—6)m—"
t—0 :
: -y
(t —@g)bm—1 1

Furthermore these choices of bases imply that for 1 < j < m, the j-th columns of X” and
Y" are both divisible by (t—6)%. The following lemma is central for future computations.

Lemma 4.6.3. For the choices of Klt]-bases for My and Ny in [@GT), the upper-left
m x m block of VEV® = dTV s
(t—0)
(ofu-or)).
(t _ e)ém
where k and j refer to the (k, j)-entry.
Remark 4.6.4. We can specify more about the entries of V(-Dd = TV as follows.

The conditions of Proposition 3.5.7 say that the row space of ® over K[t] is the same
as the row space of the diagonal matrix D in the proposition. As the row spaces of
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VD and @ are the same, it follows that for 1 < j < m, the j-th column is divisible by
(t—0)%. Using the conditions in Remark B.5.13 it similarly follows from analyzing ®TV
that its j-th row is divisible by (t — 0)%. However, within the upper-left m x m block,
the conditions of the lemma are in general stronger.

Proof of Lemma [£.6-3 We let C" € Mat(y_1)4x(e—1)a(K) be chosen so that in (Z5.21]),

tId - d(b 0
C — ( t C//) .
Then by Corollary E5.20(b),

(4.6.5) V(_l)q) _ ((X/)T, (X//)T) (ﬂd —Od(ﬁ;r (C(/]/)T> (}}//://,)
_ (X/)T(ﬂd _ quI)Yz ‘|‘ (X”)T(C”)TY”.

A straightforward calculation using the explicit descriptions of X’ and Y’ above yields

that
(t—0)n

(X (tly — do) )Y = | (t— )

* *

On the other hand, as noted above for 1 < j < m, the j-th columns of X” and Y are
divisible by (t—0)%. It follows that each entry in the j-th column of (C”)TY" is divisible
by (t —6)%. Likewise, we see that for 1 < k < m, the (k, j)-entry of (X”)T(C")TY" is
divisible by (t—#)%*%. These two calculations together with the sum in (6.5 complete
the proof. O

Alternate proof of Proposition [[.5.29, Letting o, y € K% be chosen so that Expy(y) = e,
we verify Proposition [1.5.22] directly from Lemma [4.6.3] having first chosen bases m and

n as in (LGT). By (£524), we see that

(4.6.6) Eo(gy + ha) = —50<(dm (dey — 1) y)T ) V(—l)q)>'
From the choice of basis m in (£.6.1]), we see that
S1

Sd1+1

dm = | sq4,, .11 | € Mat,4(F,),
0

0
where 0 = (0,...,0) € Maty«4(F,). Recalling the calculations of Remark L2100, if we
write
N
Y= (yLZl? s Yol Ylkey - - 7y£m,£m) )
then
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(dm - (dgy — t1) ™" - y)"

Y1, Yeu 00 Y1,bm Yl b
B 4 L. R L (R
<t -0 (t—0)n t—60 (t —0)tm )
We now combine this with (£.6.6]), and using Proposition B.5.7] to calculate &, together
with Lemma B.6.3] we see that (g, + ha) = y as desired. O

Example 4.6.7. Drinfeld modules. Here we recover identities for Drinfeld modules
in [20], §3-4], [21], §3-4] (see also [49, Ex. 2.5.16] and [69] §4.2]). We let ¢ : A — K][7] be a
Drinfeld module of rank r, defined by ¢, = 0+by7+- - -+b,7", with b, # 0, and we continue
with the notation in Example B.5.14l Moreover, we let m = (1,7,...,77 )T € (My)"
and n = (1,0,...,0")T € (M,)" be K[t]-bases, for which multiplication by 7 and o are
represented by

0 1 C. 0

b — : : .. :

0 0 Ce 1
(t - ‘9)/67‘ _bl/bT e _br—l/br

and
0 1 e 0
o= 5 : - :
0 0 .. 1
(b= )0 b7V e b

respectively. The matrices X, Y € Mat,(K[t]) in (£58) are both simply the identity
matrix I, and so by (AL.5.13) and Corollary [£.5.20] we have

b, bg_n b£:7i+2) B
by bé—l) T
(4.6.8) V= :
by bV
b,
and
t—6 0 - 0 0
0 bé—l) bi:vfrz) B
(4.6.9) Ve =Ty = 0 BV o ol ,
0 K

which exhibits the form in Lemma[L.6.3l One should compare the formula for V' with [21]
p. 133], 49, Eq. (2.5.11)] and the one for V-V ® with [49, Eq. (2.5.12)].

We fix an A-basis Ay,..., A, of A,. Applying Proposition 4.4.15] we see that we can
pick a rigid analytic trivialization ¥ € GL,(Ty) of ¢ so that

1 r
ggl) o Q§ 1>

(4.6.10) =0TV = -V,

) - gl
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which matches with [21, Eq. (3.4.6)].
Let y, a € K satisfy Expy(y) = a. Then by Lemma together with Proposi-
tion 212

(4.6.11) g,=—(G\",....¢") v

= ((t —0)G, +a, b VGW 4 pDGeD bﬁ"‘*”ggl)).

Using the formula for ® above with Lemma 4.4.19,

0 --- 0 1 T
(4.6.12) h, — : : el v
b, - 0) \rt
@
=(0,...,0,— ) -V
(7 77br)
:(aa07"'70)a

and we note that these formulas for g, and h, also agree with [2I, p. 136]. We verify
directly from Example B.5.14] Proposition 212, and (LG.I1)) that

80 (gy + ha) =Y, 51 (ha) = 50 (h'a) = Q,

which agrees with Proposition
As we know from Gekeler [37] (see also [§]), we can find dg, 01,...,d,—1 € Der(¢)
representing a K-basis of the de Rham module Hhg (¢), where

(50)t:¢t_9:b17'—|—...+br7_r7
and for 1 <i<r—1,
(5), = .

Thus Dery(¢) = Kdy and H.(¢) = K[6;] & - - DK[d,_1] C Hhr(@). For 1 < j <r—1, it
is evident from Proposition that

Fs(y) = gz(/j) ‘t:&'
Furthermore, (8o); = (b1, ...,b.) - 7m, and by Propositions and 427
F50 (y) — (blgl(ll) 4.4 brg?ST)) }t:G — ((t _ H)gy + a) ‘t:@ =a—y,

as expected by ([LII2). In this way, we can verify Corollary B.4.17 and Theorem 430}
by direct evaluation in the case of Drinfeld modules defined over K.

Example 4.6.13. Carlitz tensor powers. Forn > 1, we let ¢ : A — Mat,, (K[7]) be the n-
th tensor power of the Carlitz module and continue with the notation in Example
The t-motive M, is rank 1 over K[t] and is generated by m = s; = (1,0,...,0) €
Mat; ., (K[7]), and likewise the dual t-motive is generated by n = s, = (0,...,0,1) €
Mat; ., (K[o]). It is readily apparent that

d=b=(>t—0", V=1
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Recall the functions € T, and w € T* from (LI.2]) and (II.G) respectively. It follows
that ¥ = (—1)"Q" is a rigid analytic trivialization for ¢ and that

(=1) 0~ (") i=o

(4.6.14) = &((-1)"2™) = (_1)nalé9—")lt:9

=n

™

generates Ay as an A-module. Letting

gH = (’Vla v 7771)—'— € Td>
it follows from Proposition [£.4.15] and the fact that V' =1 that
_1)n "
(71 1Gn) = = L = ooy
From Proposition [1.2.12] we see that

(t - 9)71 — 72

(4.6.15) tGn — (& | Gn) = =0,

(=) -1 =M
(t=0)m—n'"
and so for 1 <i < n,

v = (=1)"(t — 0)'w"
Moreover, these identities coincide with the ones in [3| §2.5].

Taking y, o € K? that satisfy Exp,(y) = o, we let G, =: (g1,...,9,)" € T% and we
see from Lemma [4.4.19] that

g, = —(m81]Gy) = —gt".

If = (v,..., )7, then since ® = (¢ — )", Lemma EZ.19 implies that

n i—1

o= S (), e

i=1 j=0
n i—1 n i ]
_ q\n—i n—igi—1—j j—k
>3 ()9 Y (k>e -
=1 7=0 k=0
where the final inner sum is by induction on the first coordinate of ¢;; (). By rearranging
the sum and using the binomial expansion for (t —0)"/(t — )1 = (t — )" ~*~1 we find
that
ho=a,+({t—0)a, 1+ -+ (t—0)""a.
By the calculations in Example[3.5.16] we see that & (hs) = a as predicted. Furthermore,
by Proposition £.2.12 we have tG, — (¢: | Gy) + a = 0, and similar to (4.6.15) we have

-
((t - ‘9)91 — 92 + a1y ..n, (t - H)Qn—l — On + Qn—1, (t - e)gn - ggl) + an) =0.

It follows that for 2 <7 < n,

(4.6.16) G=0t—0"g+o 1+ (t—yo+-+(t—0) 20,
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and moreover that
(46.17) gyt ha=—0" +an+(t —0an i+ + (t—6)" " ay = —(t — 6)"g..
By Example B.5.16]
N
Eo((t=0)"g) = (97 (4= 0)"1).... 0} (= 0)"q1). (¢ — )51 )
and for 1 < i < n, we see from (L2.17]) that

(4.6.18) N ((t—0)q)|,_, = —us
It then follows that

)

t=0

80 (gy + ha) =, 51 (ha) = 80 (ha) = Q,
where for the second equality we use that deg, h,, < n in Example B.5.76, and which
agrees with Proposition £.5.22]
Now H} i (¢) = Derg(¢) is 1-dimensional over K, and since N*(¢) = Ks,, it is gener-
ated by & := 8" so that
d, = (1,0,...,0) = 7s;.
In this way if Exp,(y) = a as above, then by Proposition 1.4.27, (£6.17), and (4.6.18),

1 n
Fé(y) = _gy|t:0 = g§ )‘t:(g = Qp — (t - 9) gl}t:& = 0p — Yn,

as expected by (LI.TI2).

Example 4.6.19. Strictly pure t-modules. We let ¢ : A — Maty(K|7]) be a uniformiz-
able strictly pure t-module defined by

¢y =doy + BiT+ -+ Byr’,  det(By) #0,

which has dimension d and rank r = /d, and we continue with the notation of Ex-
ample B5.T17 In many respects strictly pure t-modules behave like a block version of
Drinfeld modules in Example 6.7, but with a few twists. We let

m = (s :1<i<d, 0<j<l—1)T € (M,),
no=(07s:1<i<d,0<j<l—1)" €N,

be K][t]-bases of My and Ny respectively. Multiplication by o on N, is represented by
the matrix ® € Mat,(K[¢]) in (8.5I8), and multiplication by 7 on M, is represented by

0 I; 0
(4.6.20) b= : : :
0 0 I,

B, Yty —d¢y) —B;'By -+ —B;'B,,

Since X and Y in (A5.8) are by definition both the identity matrix, it follows from
Corollary that
-1\ T —0++2)\ T —0+1N\T
BL (B (BT (5)
By (33 ) (Be )
(4.6.21) V= : : :
—INT
BL, (B7Y)
B}
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and
tly — do) 0 e 0 0
—1\T —04+2)\ T —L+1)\ T
N 0 (B (BT (BT
(4.6.22) VEVo=3TV = o (BY" - (BIY) ,
o (B
both of which coincide with [49, Ex. 2.5.16(b)].
Fixing an A-basis Ay,..., A, € A, also determines Anderson generating functions

Gx,»---,Gx, € T4 and by Proposition L4.15 we have a rigid analytic trivialization ¥ €
GL,(Ty) of ¢ with

(G (@

(4.6.23) =TTV = V.

@ - (@)

which is simply a block matrix version of (L6.10).
Letting y, a € K7 satisfy Expy(y) = «, it follows from Proposition EZT2 and
Lemma [4.4.19 that

(4621) g, =—((9"",. . (@) v
T - 1) 1\ T
- —(((ﬂd —dp)Gy +a)' (BSVGW 4 BTG
(—€+1) T
L (BEGT.
Moreover, Lemma combined with (£.6.20]) implies that

0 -~ 0 s
(4.6.25) h, — : : el v
By' - 0) \rlls

:(O,...,O,B[1a>T~V
= (a',0,...0),

and it is straightforward to verify, using (3.5.18)), Proposition 212 Lemma 419 and
(#622)), that

gy tha= gé‘l)é.

Now if G, = (g1,...,94)" € T¢, then we see that

(T — dén)Gy) "
= ((t - e)gl — g2, (t - 9)92 — 93, (t - 9)9517 (t - ‘9)9614-1 — G642, -, (t - 9)g£m>7
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and applying (3.5.22)), it follows that
8@51 [(t - 9)6191] ‘t:O

(4.6.26) Eo(gy+ha) =—| O [(t=0)g4,_ 1], |
Ot 0, [(t - e)zmgdmflﬂ} ‘t:@

where we recall d; from ([A6.1]). For each 1 < j < m and 0 < i < ¢; — 1, it follows from

@ZII) that

(4627) af]_l((t - e)ejgdjfl-i-l) ‘t:@ - _ydj—l'i‘l"
Thus by (£.6.26),
(4.6.28) &o(gy +ha) = v,

as expected. Similarly, using [3.5.22) and ([£6.25) and taking o =: (v, ..., aq)T,

4y
O |30 - 0)"
i=1 =0
€1 (ha) = E(ha) = ; —a
Zm
8t7gm [Z(t — H)Z’"_iozdmﬁi}
i=1 t=0

For quasi-periods and quasi-logarithms, we assume that ¢ is defined over I?_ for sim-
plicity. If we consider the de Rham module Hjy (¢, K) = Derg(¢, K) & H. (¢, K), then

Dery(¢, K) = Ké6Gw) @ ... ¢ K§dm)
and for 1 < j < m,
(6(de))t =8¢, B1T+ -+ deBng.
We note that if we define §; ; € Der(¢, K) by
(6:5), =87, 1<i<d 1<j<{,
then

Hir(¢, K) = @5 K[6:,].
1<i<d
1<g<e

Moreover, if we define v, € Der(¢, K) so that
(vi), = s:Ber", 1<i<d,
then taking By = (b ),

d
v = Z birO e
=1

and in particular

1<i<d i¢{d1,...dm}
1<j<b—1 "
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For y € K¢ a € I?d, and G, = (g1,...,94)" € T? as above, it is clear from Proposi-
tion [4.3.5] that for all 7, 7,

(4.6.29) Fou, () = 0”| _y

By Proposition 4212 (tI; — d¢.)Gy — Blgz(}’ — = ngg) + a = 0, and so for quasi-
logarithms associated to =4, ..., 74, this identity together with Proposition 4.3.5 implies

Fy (y)

: - ng?(f) }tzﬁ
Fwd(y)
= ((tla = d¢y)Gy + @ — BiG — - = B, G V)|, _,
F51,1 (y> F51,ef1(y)
= ((t14 — d4)Gy) li—o + 0 — By : — o =By, :
F5d,1(y) F5d,ef1(y)

From this we see that for 1 <7 < d,
F (y) c Span[?((t - e)gi|t=9> F51,1 (y), ceey F5d,ef1 (y)) ifi€e {dla SRR dm}>
i Spang (((t — 0)gi — gi+1)|i=0, Fs,,(¥).--- . Fs,, ,(y)) otherwise.
By considering the expression for g,, in ([£.6.24), we see that
Spang ({1} U {Fs(y) : [0] € Hpr(¢)})
= Spang ({1} U{Fs,,(y) : 1 <i<d, 1 <j<L—-1}U{F, (y),....,F,(¥)})
= Spanz ({1} U {gyli=0}),
which is the conclusion of Theorem in this case. Furthermore, in the case that

i = d; for some 1 < j < m, we have that (¢t —0)g;|;—o = —y;. On the other hand, if i # d;
for any 1 < j < m, then by (@211,

((t —0)gi — 9i+1) ‘t:e = Res;—y (gi _ gflg)

t
Thus for our uniformizable strictly pure t-module ¢, if we let
—Yi if i € {dl,...,dm},
r_ '
YT =g = Resico [ 2L otherwise,
t—0
then

(4.6.30) Spang ({1} U{Fs(y) : [d] € Hpr(¢)})
= Spang(l,yi, Y Fe (), .- ,F5d#1(y)).

Example 4.6.31. An almost strictly pure t-module. In this section we investigate an
almost strictly pure t-module that is not strictly pure. In general, the structure of such
t-modules is more difficult to characterize explicitly. Tensor powers of the Carlitz module
provide well-behaved examples, but as indicated in Corollary and Lemma £.6.3]
there can be much variation depending on the presentation of the matrices X and Y

in (4.6.2).
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Let ¢ : A — Maty(K]7]) be the t-module defined by

wm () )

We calculate that

(6% 26\ | (614641 2 L 07 +0) 2, (1 2) 5
(4.6.33) ¢t2—(0 92)+( 09 + 0 9‘1+9+1)T+<2 1 )7 o )7

= Ag + AT + Ay + A3,

and since Aj is invertible, we see that the induced map ¢ : F [t?] — Maty(K][7]) is a
strictly pure ‘t>-module.” As a t*>-module, it has rank 6 = 2 - 3 (and dimension 2). Thus

rankK[t} (M¢) = rankK[t] (N¢) = 3,

and ¢ is pure of weight 2 in the sense of [1, §1.10] (and weight —2 in the sense of [49]
Def. 2.5.27]). We do not know whether or not ¢ is uniformizable.

As K[t*]-modules, M has the basis m' = (m/,...,m§)" with

= (Ta O)>

= (O> T2)>

mll = (LO)’ ml2 = (O> 1)a m

my=(0,7), m;=(r"0), m

W~

o~

and likewise Ny has the basis n’ = (n},...,ng)" given by

n; = (1,0), ny=1(0,1), n;=(0,0),

(

One checks that {m/), m}, 7m/} and {n}, n},on,} form K[t]-bases of M, and N re-
spectively, but they are not in the form of (£.6.1]) (in this example m = 1 and ¢; = d = 2,
but m/, ¢ 7M, and similarly for n). We let

my = 'rn,/1 = (170)’ moy = —(t — H)m/l + m/2 = (—T, —7'2)7 mg = m/3 = (7', O)v

0, 1)> ng = _(t - 9)')?,/2 + nll = (_0_2’ _U)a nsz = nil = (Oa U)a

)

and we check that m = (my, my, m3)T and n = (ny, ny, n3)" form K[t]-bases of M, and

N respectively that conform to (L.6.1]). With respect to these bases, we have 7m = dm
and on = ®n, where

_ 0 0 1
P = (t —0)? t—0 —t+07—1
t—00t—0)2 t—0)(t—01)+1 —t+07+1
and
0 0 1
o = (t—0)? t—0 —t+ 6 -1

(t—0)2(t — 0D) (£ —0)(t—0CD) 41—t 46D 41
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For the matrices X and Y in (£58) and (£6.2)), we find

1 0 0

t—0 1 0

0 0 1

X = (t — 0)? t—0 -1

(t—0)2t—01) (t—0)(t—09)+1 —t+61+1
0 —1 -1
and

t—0 1 0
1 0 0
B (t —0)? t—0 -1
Y= 0 0 1
0 -1 —-1

(t—0)2(t—0Y) (t—0)(t—0"Y)+1 —t+60D+1
The matrix BT from ([5.13) is

OO~ OO
OO OO
OO O OO
OO OO OO
OO OO OO
OO OO OO

and so Corollary implies that
V= (xW)'BTY
2t—01—-0)((t—0)(t—0)+1)+1 (2t—601—-0)(t—07)+1 —(t—07)
= (2t —01—0)(t—0)+ 1 2t — 01— 0 -1
—(t—0) -1 0

We should remark that in the previous examples considered in this section the matrix V'
has entries in K, but examples like this one demonstrate the necessity for entries in K[t].

Also the matrix C7 in (L5.21)) is

cocooco | o
corRroOoOoO
cocoocooo
cocoocooo
cococoocoo o

and so from Corollary
(4.6.34) VEDe =TV = XTCTY

t—021+(t—-0)?2 (t—-0)7> —(t—-0)7?
= (t—0)3 (t—0)2-1 —(t-0) |,
—(t—6)? —(t—0) 1
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which matches the expectations from Lemma [1.6.3] and Remark [1.6.4l If we take y =
(y1,12)", a = (a1, 02)" € K* with Exp,(y) = o, and we let G, = (g1, 92)" € T?, then by
Lemma A.6.3]

gy +ha =gV = —(m | G,)T - VP

(1,0)
- _< (—1,—72%) | (91)> VDo
(7.0) -
Z—QVﬂP—ﬁaéw-W”Q
By Proposition B.5.7 and (4.6.34), we see

E0(gy + ha) = =Dz |t = 0)*(1+ (= 0)) = (1" + 987 (¢ — )" = 9"t = 0)%).

but in evaluating these functions and their derivative at ¢ = 6, the extra powers of ¢t — ¢
cause much of the expression to vanish. Finally using (£2.11]) we have

Y2 Y1
— — — ]_
N= =y —g HOW:

and after a quick calculation the above expression simplifies as

go(gy _I_ hOL) = y

as anticipated.
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5. HYPERDERIVATIVES OF PERIODS, QUASI-PERIODS,
LOGARITHMS, AND QUASI-LOGARITHMS

In this section we investigate hyperderivatives of periods, quasi-periods, logarithms
and quasi-logarithms of uniformizable abelian and A-finite Anderson t-modules defined
over K3 or K*P and we explore solutions to Question [3l in §Il Hyperdifferential op-
erators have become increasingly important tools for understanding the arithmetic of
function fields (e.g., see [4], [6], [7], [O-[13], [17], [27], [30]-[33], [51], [52], [55], [56],
[58]-61], [65], [66], [68], [73], [T4], [82], [83]). Given a Drinfeld module over K5, Brow-
nawell and Denis [I1], [I3], constructed t-modules whose exponential functions comprise
hyperderivatives of the exponential function and quasi-periodic functions of the original
t-module. These investigations grew out of earlier constructions of Denis for the Carlitz
module [30]-[33]. Most importantly, logarithms of the Brownawell-Denis ¢t-modules are
themselves hyperderivatives, with respect to @, of logarithms and quasi-logarithms of the
underlying Drinfeld module.

However, the Brownwell-Denis t-modules are not abelian or A-finite, and neither are
they quasi-periodic extensions of ¢. Thus these t-modules somewhat mysteriously occupy
a state in which the machinery of §3-§4] does not readily apply.

Ultimately our main tools will be the prolongations of t-modules defined by Mau-
rischat [55]. It turns out that quasi-periodic extensions of Maurischat’s prolongations
have periods that are expressible in terms of hyperderivatives of logarithms and quasi-
logarithms of the underlying ¢-module. Among other properties that are well-suited to
working with the hyperderivatives in question, prolongation ¢-modules of abelian and
A-finite Anderson t-modules are themselves abelian and A-finite, and so the techniques
of the previous sections will be a central part of our investigations.

In the next section we review the Brownawell-Denis theory for comparison to our sub-
sequent results. We will see that the information about logarithms and quasi-logarithms
contained in Brownawell-Denis modules can be interpreted in terms of the quasi-periodic
extensions of Maurischat’s prolongations. One additional consideration is that the Brown-
awell-Denis theory is inherently defined by taking derivatives with respect to 8, whereas
Maurischat’s prolongations are defined through hyperderivatives with respect to t. One
goal of our investigations is to clarify how these two sides are expressly linked (see The-

orem [5.3.1], Corollary 5.3.37, and Theorems [5.3.35] and [5.4.21]).

5.1. Hyperderivative t-modules of Brownawell and Denis. We review the t-mod-
ules of Brownawell and Denis [13] and their exponential functions, which are constructed
from hyperderivatives of the exponential series and quasi-periodic functions of a Drinfeld
module. Throughout we fix a Drinfeld module ¢ : A — K5%P[r] of rank r defined by

Gr=0+mT+ -+ KT,

such that , # 0, and we let exp, : K — K be its exponential function.
To simplify notation, for g = >, ;2" € K5 ((2)) and j > 0, we write

(5.1.1) A ED P ACHER

i
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where we consider z to be an independent variable from . Similarly for v = . ;7" €
K=[7], we set vl = S 0P7 We extend this to all j € Z by setting gl = 0 and
vl =0 for j < 0.

Brownawell’s and Denis’ main construction is the following. Fixing n > 1, for 1 <
i,k <n+1, weset

Dli k)= T ()1 € K],

=0
We then define a t-module p,, : A — Mat,, 11 (K5P[7]) by setting
D[1,1] -+ D[l,n+1]
(5.1.2) (Pn)e = : :
Din+1,1] --- Dn+1,n+1]

After some short calculations, we find that (p,),; has the following upper-triangular form:

0 1 o ... In]
0 S O ()T
5.1.3 ) = REEEERE o
( ) (P )t / . ?}
0 -
0

where the general sum appears in row n — ¢ + 1 and column n — k + 1. We note that
we have reordered the coordinates from Brownawell’s and Denis’ original construction so
that (p,): is upper-triangular (cf. [13, §2]).

Remark 5.1.4. From this definition, we see that p, is an iterated extension of ¢ by the
trivial Drinfeld module G,. However, since d(p,); is a full Jordan block of size n + 1, we
see that p, is not isomorphic to any quasi-periodic extension of ¢ as in (4.1.9).

Taking expy(z) = S epz?" € K5[r], the following fundamental result provides the
exponential function of p,,.

Theorem 5.1.5 (Brownawell-Denis [13, Cor. 2.2]). For n > 1, the unique exponential
function for p, is given by

n n—h h
expl(y) + X 3" F(en)2d

qhkgn

h

[i] | i~k q
Exp, (z) = expg (y) + q%:@' b (cn)z :

exply (y) + 21
exp¢(y)

where z = (2, ..., 21,Y) .
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As a result of this theorem, we can quickly analyze the period lattice A, of p,. Indeed
A=A\, A, A)T €A, then

Ae Ny A=—expll(N),

and more generally for 1 <7 < n,

(5.1.6) Ni=—expl(A) = > 9 (el

qhkgi

ki
Thus each ); is inductively and uniquely determined by A € Ay, and so A, has rank r as
an A-module. These calculations simplify greatly, and we find in the following corollary
that in fact \; = 9j(\). Moreover, the above considerations can be extended to the
following result on hyperderivatives of logarithms due to Brownawell and Denis.

Corollary 5.1.7 (Brownawell-Denis [13, Pf. of Thm. 4.2]). Let a, y € K5 be chosen
so that expy(y) = a. Then forn > 1,

% () % (a)

Exp, : = :
1 () 0y ()

Y o)

In particular, the period lattice A,, of py, satisfies
9 (\)
A, = - aen
" ey ’
A

Proof. Let y = (95(y),...,06(y),y)" and a = (v, ..., a1, )T € (KEP)"*1 be given so
that Exp, (y) = a. Then by Theorem B.1.3] for 1 <i < n,

o = expz} (y) + Z aé_qhk(ch)(ag(y))qh

qhk<i

=expl(y) + Y " (en)df F(y™"),

qhk<i

where the second equality is an application of the p-th power rule for hyperderivatives
(see Proposition 2.4.3(b)). We note that in these sums, k is implicitly at least 1, and
so 1 < ¢"k in all cases. We choose hg so that ¢ < i < ¢"*! and then continuing the
calculation, while using again the p-th power rule, we have

ho
a; = expl) (y) + Z(aé(chth) - 8§(Ch)th) = Oy (expy(y)) = ().

This proves the first part of the corollary, and the second part follows from the uniqueness
imparted by (G.1.6) on the coefficients of the period in A,, whose last entry is a given
A€ Ay O
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Brownawell’s and Denis’ constructions further extend to hyperderivatives of quasi-
periodic functions and quasi-logarithms. For the remainder of the section, we fix ¢-
biderivations 4y, ..., d, € Der(¢, K3P), and again fixing n > 1, we assume that for each
j, we have deg (d;); > n. Brownawell and Denis [13, Thm. 2.3] define a ¢t-module
Pn t A = Mat (i) e41) (KEP[7]) by setting

(61"
dG,n+1 [9]

(618) (= (5ol

do nt1[0] (51.) (1]

0 (Pn)i

Similar to p,, the t-module p,, is not abelian or A-finite, and as an extension of p,,, it is not
quasi-periodic. However, its exponential map possesses particularly useful properties for
hyperdifferentiation with respect to 6. For each j with 1 < j </, we let F;(z) := F5,(2).

Theorem 5.1.9 (Brownawell-Denis [13, Thm. 2.3]). Forn > 1, the unique exponential
function for p, is given by

FLn} (y) + Ton

F?](y) + T
Fo(y) + 240

€T .
Expg, <z> | F) + 2

F[ll} (y) + 211
Fi(y) +z10

Exppn(z)
where © = (Tppy ..o T00, s Timy -, T10)" and 2= (zn,...,21,Y) .

Remark 5.1.10. We note that the definition of p, in (L8] is slightly different from
what is given in [I3] Thm. 2.3], where more of the entries of the column coming from
biderivations are 0. We believe that this is a simple typographical error, as later in the
paper the authors reduce to the case that their biderivations do behave in the way that is
presented there. Especially one should compare with [11], p. 50-1], where the construction
aligns with what is in Theorem
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As in Corollary B.I17, we obtain the following result on hyperderivatives of quasi-
logarithms, also implicit in [I3, Thm. 4.2].

Corollary 5.1.11 (Brownawell-Denis [13, Thm. 4.2]). Let o, y € KXP be chosen so that
expy(y) = a. Then forn > 1,

—05 (Fe(y))

—O}(Fu(y) 0
—Fy(y) .

~0 (F(v) ;
Rl BN B
~}(F\(0) |

A3 (y)
y

Proof. The proof is essentially immediate from Corollary 5.7l The key identity is that,
by our choice that deg,(d;); > n for each j, it follows that for 1 < ¢ < n we have

0h(F;(y)) = F?](y) for each j. O

5.2. Prolongations of t-motives, dual t-motives, and Anderson t-modules. In
this section, we briefly review the prolongations of t-motives, dual t-motives, and An-
derson t-modules due to Maurischat [55]. We then apply the constructions of §3-§4l to
these new t-modules to find connections with hyperderivatives of periods, logarithms,
quasi-periods, and quasi-logarithms.

Definition 5.2.1. For a left K[t, 7]-module M and n > 0, the n-th prolongation of ./\/l is
the left K[t, 7]-module P, M which is generated by the symbols D;m, for i =0, 1, .
and m € M, subject to the relations

) (m1+m2) Dml—l—Dm2,

(a
(b) Di(a-m) =3, ,._;0i(a)- Diym,
(c) ™(a - Dym) = a™ D;(7*m),

for all m, m;, my € M and a € K[t].
Definition 5.2.2. For a left K[t, o]-module N and n > 0, the n-th prolongation of/\/ is

the left K[t, o]-module P, N which is generated by the symbols D;h, for i =0, 1,.
and h € N, subject to the relations

) Di(hy + hy) = D;hy + D;hs,

(a
( ) ( )_Zzl—‘,-zQ 1821( ) Dizh’
(c) o*(a- D;h) = a"M Dy(a"h),

for all h, hy, hy € N and a € K[t].
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Although we use the same notation ‘D;m’ and ‘D;h’ in both types of prolongations,
the reader should be able to distinguish them by the context. The primary result on
prolongations of t-motives and dual t-motives is due to Maurischat.

Theorem 5.2.3 (Maurischat [55, Thm. 3.4, Thm. 3.6, Prop. 4.2]).

(a) If M is a t-motive, then the n-th prolongation P, M 1is also a t-motive for all
n = 0. If M s abelian, then so is P, M. Moreover, if M is rigid analytically
trivial as a t-motive, in the sense of Anderson [1l, §2.3], then so is P, M.

(b) If N is an A-finite dual t-motive, then the n-th prolongation P, N is also an
A -finite dual t-motive for all n > 0.

(c) If n=(n4,...,n,)" is a K[t]-basis of N and ® € Mat,.(K|[t]) is the unique matriz
such that on = dn, then

D,n = (D,n",D,.n",..., Dyn")T € (P, NV,

with Din = (Diny, ..., Dm,)" € (P, N)" for each i, forms a K[t]-basis of P, N,
and

oD,n = d; 1P| - D,n.

Moreover, if N is rigid analytically trivial with rigid analytic trivialization ¥,
i.e., WY = ®U, then P, N is also rigid analytically trivial with rigid analytic
trivialization dy 41 [V].

Remark 5.2.4. If m = (my,...,m,)" is a K[t]-basis of an abelian t-motive M, then
(5.2.5) D,m = (Dom", Dym”,... . D,m")T € M+,

where D;m ::~(Dim1, ..., Dim,)T € M" for each i, forms a K|[t]-basis of P, M. More-
over, if Tm = ®m, then

) 0 0
(5.2.6) rD,m = @1(:15) E) 0 . D,m.
@) o o) @
Similarly, if s = (sy,...,84)" is a K[r]-basis of a t-motive M, then
(5:2.7) Dys = (Dys", Dis™, ., D,s")T € (P,

with D;s == (D;s1, ..., D;84)" € M for each 4, forms a K[r]-basis of P, M.

Definition 5.2.8. Letting ¢ be an Anderson t-module of dimension d and M, its cor-
responding t-motive, we then define the n-th prolongation P,¢ of ¢ to be the Anderson
t-module associated to the n-th prolongation P, My of M,.

Theorem 5.2.9 (Maurischat [55, Thm. 5.2]). Let ¢ : A — Mat,(K[7]) be an Anderson
t-module of dimension d such that

¢ = dey + Bim + -+ Byr".
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Then the n-th prolongation P,¢ of ¢ is of dimension (n+ 1)d and is given by

déy, 0 - 0
(Po) = | M + diag(Bi)r + - - - + diag(Bo) 7,
: .. .. 0
0 - —I; dé

where for each i, diag(B;) = diag,;1)q(Bi, - - -, Bi).

Proof. For the convenience of the reader, we include a brief proof. Let {si,...,s4s} C
Mati xq4(K[7]) be a K[r]-basis of the t-motive My, and let s := (sy,...,84)T. Then by

[23T)) we have
t-s=(t-s1,...,t-84)" = (816r,...,840:)" = ¢ € Maty(K[7]).

Using Definition 5.2.1lc), we identify P, My with Mat(n11)¢(K[7]), and by (5.2.7) it
follows that under this identification

D,s = (Dos",...,D,s")T, D;s" = (D;si,...,D;s4),

comprise the standard basis vectors of Matyy (n41)a(K[7]). By Definition B.2ZT(b), for
1<i<n, 1< <d, we have

t- D()(Sj) = Do(t . Sj) = D0(3j¢t)

and
t-Di(s;) = Di(t - s5) — Di—1(s;) = Di(8;¢:) — Di-1(8;).

Using Definition 5.2.T)(c) and writing in matrix form, we obtain

d 0 - 0
t-Dys—| 1 € Mat oy a(K[r)),
: 0
0 -~ &
from which the desired formula for (P,,¢), follows. O

Remark 5.2.10. If ¢ is strictly pure (resp. almost strictly pure), then Theorem [.2.0]
implies immediately that P, ¢ is also strictly pure (resp. almost strictly pure).

Given a t-module ¢, its n-th prolongation P,¢ is the Anderson t-module associated to
the t-motive P, My, as outlined in Theorem One might ask how P,¢ is related
to the prolongation dual t-motive P, ;. Luckily, as we see in the following proposition,
these constructions are compatible and commute: that is, the (dual) t-motive of the
prolongation of a t-module is the same as the prolongation of its associated (dual) ¢-
motive.

Proposition 5.2.11. Let ¢ : A — Mat,(K[r]) be an Anderson t-module, and let M
and Ny be its associated t-motive and dual t-motive. For n > 0, the following hold.
(a) Mpn¢ = Pn./\/l¢.
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Proof. Part (a) is immediate from the construction of P,¢ and Theorem 520 Part (b)
follows from the argument in Theorem [(£.2.9 in reverse order. Indeed as in that proof, if
we let 8 := (s1,...,84)7, with s; € Mat;,4(K[o]) the j-th standard basis vector, then

(5.2.12) D,s=(D,s',...,Dys")T
can be identified with the standard basis vectors of P, Ny = Maty (n+1)4(K[o]). Likewise
for 1 <7< n, 1< j<dand by the definition of PnN¢, we have
t-Di(s;) = Di(t - s;) — Di—1(s;) = Di(s;¢;) — Di-1(s;)
and
t- Do(s;) = Do(t - sj) = Do(s;¢;)-
But then using Definition 5.2.2)(c) and writing in matrix form, we find

G L 0
o . .
t-D,s= € Mat(n41)a(K[o]),
T
0 -~ 0 ¢
and it follows that the t-module associated to P, Ny is P,¢. O

For an Anderson t-module ¢ and associated t-motive M, the O-th prolongation FyM,,
is naturally isomorphic to M, via the map Dym — m. Additionally, as is shown in [55]
Rem. 3.2], for 0 < h < n we have an exact sequence of t-motives,

(5.2.13) 0— PpMy 5 PoMy 25 Py My, — 0,
where for m € M,
D;,_,_1m if i > h,
Di -
pr(Dam) {0 if i < h.

In the context of the K[t]- and K][r]-bases of P, M, in (5.2.5) and (5.2.7), we see that
P Mg injects as the first h 4 1 blocks of P, M and that pr is the projection onto the
last n — h blocks of P,, M. This induces an exact sequence of ¢-modules,

(5.2.14) 0= Pon16 2 Pod 5 Prop — 0,

and relative to the description of P,, in Theorem (5.2.9] pr* injects P,_j,_1¢ into the final
n — h blocks of P,,¢ and " projects onto the first A 4+ 1 blocks of P,,¢.

Remark 5.2.15. We now turn to the exponential function of P, ¢, which turns out to be
relatively straightforward. Indeed the exponential function for P,¢ is exactly the same
as the exponential function for ¢tV and so P,,¢ and ¢®*t1 share the same period
lattice Ag“. However, this does not violate the faithfulness of the functor ¢ — Ay, as

proved by Anderson [I, Cor. 2.12.2], because the A-module structures on Ap,_, and AZH
are different.

Proposition 5.2.16. The unique exponential function of P, ¢ is given by
Expd)(zo)

EXan¢(z) = :
Expd)(zn)
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where z = (2{,...,2))7 with each z; € K¢. In particular, Ap,, =

+1
2] AL

Proof. If we let E(z) := (Expy(zo)T, ..., Expy(2,)")", then it is a straightforward con-
sequence of the functional equation Expy(d¢,z) = ¢; Exp,(z) that

E(d(Pn¢)tz) = (Pn(b)tE(z)'
Thus E(z) = Expp,4(2). O

For an A-finite t-module ¢ : A — Maty(K[7]), we fix a K[t]-basis n = (n,...,n,)"
of N with corresponding ¢-frame (14, ®). Then as in Theorem [(5.2.3(c),

D,n:=(D,n",D,_n", ..., Din")T

is a K[t]-basis of P,,N;, and we have the associated t-frame (tp, 4, dini1[®P]), where tp, 4 :
Mat1  (n41y- (K[t]) = PpNy is defined in the following way. For a = (e, .. ., ), where

each o, = (a0, ..., 0un) € Matyy(ny1)(K[t]), we have
(5.2.17) 1o ZZ% Dyum;.
u=0 i=1

If we identify P, Ny with Mat;(n+1)a(K[o]), then for each h € N, = Mat;,4(K[o]) and
each 0 < j < n,

(5.2.18) D;(h) = (0,...,0,h,0,....0) € Maty (ns1a(K[o]),

where h appears in block n — j + 1. Using this identification, we can extend gp o tp,4 to
Eo,p, - Matyy(ny1)r(To) — K®+Dd a5 in §3.21 Moreover, we have the following relationship
between & p, 4 and &4 for ¢.

Proposition 5.2.19. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K[r]) be an A-finite t-module with t-frame
(tg, ®). Then for o = (e, ..., 0r,) € Matiy(ni1)r(To), we have

(5.2.20) Eopno(c i N )vag(au))T)T.

Remark 5.2.21. To ease notation, for the right-hand side of (5.2.20]) we use the canonical
embeddings of Mat;,4(K) into Ny = Maty«q(K[o]) and Mat;ynt1)a(K) into P, N, =
Matix(n+1)a(K[o]), which enables us to apply D; to elements in Matq(K) for each
0 < j < n and obtain elements in Mat; . (,11)q(K).

Proof of Proposition[5.2.19. By Lemma[3.4.T]it suffices to show that eo(tp,4(cx)) satisfies
the desired identity when o € Maty(n41) (K[t]). By (G:2ZIT), we have

T

(5222) Lpn¢(a) = Z(O&QJ : Dnn, + Qg - Dn_lni + -+ Qi - Don,)
1=1

We note that Definition £.2.2(b) implies that for any o € K[t], h € Ny, and j > 0,
J

(5.2.23) a-Dj(h) = (~1)"D;_(5} () - h).

v=0
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Indeed, by Definition B.2.2(b),

Jj ik
=D,(a-h)— Z Z(—l)ng_k_g (8¢(9F () - k), (induction hypothesis)
=Dj(a-h)— Z (—1)v* <Z) D;_,(0/(a) - h), (v k+Y)
v=1 k=1

and (5.2.23)) follows as the inner sum is (—1)"*!. Now for u = 0,...,n, (5.223) then

implies

(5.2.24) Zau Dy = ifz)n a—o((=1)"0] (ovuq) - i)
=1 i=1 v=0

. 2_:Dn_u_v(%((—l)vaf(au)))'

By the embeddings in Remark 5221, we have o(D;(h)) = D;(go(h)T)T for each h €
Matyxq(K[o]). Combining this with (5.2.22)) and (5.2.24)), we find

n n—u . T T
€00 tps(@) =Y Y Dy v(foo%(( 1)'9; (ev,,)) ) :
u=0 v=0
as desired. 0
Remark 5.2.25. Using the calculations in the proof of Proposition 5219, we obtain
the following similar result for a = (e, ..., @) € Maty 1) (K[t]):
n n—u . T T
Erpo(a ZZDn u— v<51¢ (— )at(au)) ) )
u=0 v=0

where the map & p, 4 on the left-hand side corresponds to the one in §3.4] for P, N, and
the one on the right-hand side corresponds to the one for Nj.

For m € Mat;«4(K[7]) and 0 < u < n, set
(5.2.26) (m), = (0,...,0,m,0,...,0) € Matyn+1a(K[7]),

where m occupies entries du+ 1 through du+ d and all other entries are 0. The following
proposition exhibits an L-basis for the de Rham module Hyy (P,,¢, L), which is recursively
built out of lower level prolongations using (5.2.13).

Proposition 5.2.27. Let ¢ : A — Maty(L[r]) be an abelian Anderson t-module of
dimension d and rank r defined over a field L with K C L C K, and suppose {d1,...,6,}
represents an L-basis of HIIDR(QS, L). For0 < u<nandl < v < r define §,, €
Der(P, ¢, L) by setting

(Ouw)t = ((04)¢)u € Matyx(n1)a(L[7]T) = P My 7.
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Then
n
U{éu,la teey 5u,r}
u=0

represents an L-basis of Hhg (P, L).
Proof. We note from Proposition [A.1.3] that

Hpr (P9, L) = Der(P,¢, L)/ Derg(P,¢, L) = P, My 7/(t — )P, My T,
and so (5.2.13]) induces an exact sequence on de Rham modules for 0 < h < n —1,

(5.2.28) 0 — HLx(Prod, L) 25 HLp (Pog, L) 225 HL L (Pron_1¢, L) — 0,

where pr, is induced by

(pr.(9)): == pr(dy).
It follows that an L-basis of Hhs(P,¢, L) is obtained from the union of an L-basis of
1.(HL g (Pro, L)) and a preimage of an L-basis of Hig (P,_1_4¢, L) under pr,.

We now proceed by induction on n. When n = 0, there is nothing to prove as PoMg 1,
is naturally isomorphic to M, . When n = 1, we take h = 0 in (5.2.28)), and we find for
1<v <,

Z*(év) = 50,1» pr*(él,v) = 51)-
Thus, {80, 81, }"_; consists of the union of an L-basis of 4, (Hpg(Po¢, L) and a preimage
of an L-basis of Hpjr(Py¢, L) under pr,, and the result follows.

The general induction step is similar. Suppose that the result is true for the n — 1
case, and let h = 0 in (5.2.28)). Then for 1 < u < n, 1 < v < r, the induction hypothesis
implies

Z*(év) - 50,1» pr*(éu,v) = 5u—1,v-

<n.1<v<r Tepresents an L-basis of Hyg (P,¢, L). O

Xy XU

Therefore, {44, }o<u
Remark 5.2.29. A word of caution is warranted here. For 1 < u < n, the L-linear map
[0,] = (8] - Hpr(9, L) — Hpr(Pug, L)

defined in Proposition 5227 does not arise from well-defined L-linear maps Derq (¢, L) —
Dery(P,¢, L) or H. (¢, L) — HL.(P,¢, L). Indeed even if §, is an inner biderivation for
¢, then é,,, need not be inner for P,,¢. One reason is that this assignment is not induced
by a t-module morphism. When u = 0, the map does preserve these subspaces, as it is
induced by the morphism P,¢ — ¢ which projects onto the first block.

5.3. Hyperderivatives of logarithms and quasi-logarithms via prolongations.
In this section, we study how hyperderivatives of entries of periods, quasi-periods, loga-
rithms and quasi-logarithms of abelian and A-finite Anderson t-modules can be obtained
as the entries of the period matrix and other solutions of Frobenius difference equa-
tions attached to prolongations [55]. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K®P[r]) be an abelian and
A-finite Anderson t-module of dimension d and rank r defined over K*P. We note that
if y € (K5P)?, then Exp,(y) € (K5P)?, as the coefficients of Exp, and the entries of y
all lie in a finite separable extension of K., which is necessarily complete. In particular,
if we take the Anderson generating function G, € T¢ as in (£2.]), we have

G, € (KP[t])" N,
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and thus for any j > 0, we can find hyperderivatives &/ (G,) and 9}(G,). Recall further
from Lemma ET.22 that if y € K? satisfies Exp,(y) € (K5P)?, then

y € (KXP) Fs(y) € KX, V4§ € Der(¢).

We will make use of this throughout so that we can take hyperderivatives with respect
to 0 of all of these quantities associated to ¢. The first main theorem of this section is
the following. It shows that the K-linear span of hyperderivatives with respect to  of all
quasi-logarithms of o associated to y, together with 1, is the same as the K-linear span
of prescribed combinations of hyperderivatives with respect to t of Anderson generating
functions, evaluated at t = 6, together with 1.

Theorem 5.3.1. Let ¢ be a uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite Anderson t-module
defined over K% of rank r and dimension d. Let y € (K5P)? satisfy Expy(y) € (Ksep)d,
and let {81, ...,8,} represent a K-basis of Hhg (¢, K) defined over K*P. Forn > 0, the
following hold.

(a) For the Anderson generating function G, € T? for ¢ associated to y, we have

spang (110U U100 101Gy} ) = spang (1170 U U{a a0} ).

u=0v=1 u=0v=1

(b) Moreover, if {A1,..., A} is an A-basis of Ay, then

Spange (dona[¥]71],_, ) = SpanK(LnJ U {05 (Fs.00) }),

u=0v=1 /=1
where (1, ®, V) is a rigid analytic trivialization for ¢.

Remark 5.3.2. As we see in Proposition LT.T6] and Theorem (see Remarks ET1.2T]
and [L4.32), if d¢, is in Jordan normal form, then the values in the above theorem account
for all derivatives with respect to 6 (up to the n-th derivative) of tractable coordinates
of y and strictly reduced quasi-logarithms associated to y. The reader may wonder if it
is possible to also account for the non-tractable coordinates of . This will be the subject
of the second main theorem of this section (Theorem [5.3.37]), in the case of almost strictly
pure t-modules; and for general t-modules in the next section (Theorem [5.4.2T]).

To prove Theorem [5.3.1] we require some preliminary results. The following lemma,
inspired by a result of Brownawell and Denis [13, Lem. 5.1], shows that for any s €

N, every class in the de Rham module Hjj, (¢, K*P) has a representative §° such that
deg.(87) > s.

Lemma 5.3.3 (cf. [13, Lem. 5.1]). For every 6 € Der(¢, K°P) and s € N, there is
0° € Der(¢, K5%P) such that (a) deg,.(d;) = s, and (b) § and 6° are in the same class in
Hin(0, 7).

Proof. Suppose we have 1 < ¢ < s so that

0, = Z bjTj = Z(bj’l’ ey bj,d)Tj S M¢7Ksep7—7 b, 7A 0.

>t >t
If we let U := by((dy)® — 01;)~'7¢ € Maty,q(K>P)7¢, then (EILZ) implies that 6@ is
a strictly inner ¢-biderivation, and one verifies that

EEU) = b,7* + higher degree terms in 7.



HYPERDERIVATIVES OF PERIODS AND QUASI-PERIODS 85
Thus if we set 671 := & — §U) then
deg, (6,7") > ¢+ 1.

As 6 ¢ Derg (¢, K>P), it follows that 67! and & are in the same class in Hig (¢, K3P).
Proceeding by induction on ¢ we are done. O

Remark 5.3.4. If we let 6° € Der(¢, K*P) be the biderivation obtained in the proof of
Lemma [5.3.3] then Proposition EET.3(b) implies that

s—1
(5.3.5) 8 =6+ (t—0)-a;r,
j=¢

for some a; € Mat;q (K"P). From the functional equation (LIG) for quasi-periodic
functions, it is straightforward to verify that the first non-zero term of F4s(2) has degree
at least ¢4°¢-(%)) in each of the variables zy, ..., 2zq4. Since &5 — &, = Zj;é(t —0)-a;77 €
Derg (¢, K5P), we see from (£I1.I2) that

Fs_s(z) = Fsu)(2) = iaj (EXp(z)(Z))(j)-

Thus as vectors of power series in K*P[z, ..., zd]]d, we have
s—1

(5.3.6) Fs(z) = Fg(2) + > a;(Exp,(2))”,
j=t

which will drive much of the proof of Theorem [5.3.11

We now fix n > 0, and consider the n-th prolongation P,¢ of ¢. Similar to (5.2.20)),
for x € K¢ and 0 < u < n we set

0
x| e K(n-‘rl)d
0

0
where @ occupies entries du+1 through du+d and all other entries are 0. Let {Aq,..., A}

be an A-basis of the period lattice A,. By Proposition 5.2.T6l and the form of d(P,¢); in
Theorem [(.2.9, we see that an A-basis of Ap,, is

(5.3.7) {A)u|1<v<r, 0<u<n}.
By @21, for y € K¢ the Anderson generating function for P,,¢ with respect to (y), is

(5.3.8) Gy = > Exp, ((d(Pne)) ™' (y)u)t".
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Suppose that

dg.¢, 0]
(5.3.9) J = ( ) ,
dg.s,,[0]

where ¢1,..., ¢, > 0 and ¢; + --- + {,, = d, is the Jordan normal form of d¢;. We
pick Q € GLy4(K®P) such that d¢; = QJQ~!. Note that for h € Z and ¢ > 1 we have
dp o[0)" = dg¢[0"] and thus, we obtain

do.¢, [6"]
do; =QJI"Q™' =Q ( ) Q.
do.r,,[0"]

We observe that in Theorem [5.2.9 the subdiagonal d x d blocks of d(P,p); are —I; =
—Q04(J)Q ! and that 0 = (—1)°Qa5(J)Q " for ¢ > 2, that is,

dey
—Qo(1)Q~! doy
(=1)?Qo;(NQ~" —Qa;(NQ~" dey
d(P,¢), = 5 -

(—1)"Qa% (3)Q! QAN dg,

By the product rule of hyperderivatives we have for 0 < u < n,

> QA IMQTHQEIMQTY - (QIy(IMQT) = Qap(IMQT
Vl,.-ey Uy 20
V1t Fuu=u

Thus for h € Z we obtain

dg}
QNG g
(—1)?Qa(IMQ™" —Qo;(IMQ" dep
(A(Puo)) = |
(—1)"Qap (JM)Q-! L —QaMIMQt dgh
Note that for i, w > 0, we have (—1)i9y(6~*~1) = (“/")¢=*~'~". Moreover, since

dp o[0)" = dg ¢[0"], a short calculation using (5.3.9) shows that

o = () (dwlwwli] - [ewli]) = (")
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Then for y € K? we can use Proposition 5216 to see that the Anderson generating
function of P, ¢ associated to (y),, is

0
0
Z_:O EXP¢(d¢t_w_1y)tw

20 (wtl(iz;u)) Exp¢(d¢;w—1—(n—u)y)tw
0
0
20 EXP¢(d¢t_w_1y)tw
S

> By (o "y (5))r

X Expy(dey) ()

w u

Thus we have proved the following proposition.

Proposition 5.3.10. Fory € K%, let G, € T? be the Anderson generating function for
¢ with respect toy. Then for 0 < u < n,

0
Cw.=| 9y € T+,
0} (Gy)

" (Gy)
where G, occupies entries du + 1 through du + d.

Proof of Theorem[5.31. Let m = (my,...,m,)" be a K*P[t]-basis of M gcsen, Which
then extends to a K[t]-basis of M, . Letting {d1,...,8,} represent a K-basis of
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Hiz (¢, K) defined over K% Proposition shows that
U{8ui, - 80} = Hig (P, K)

represents a K-basis of Hhg (P,¢, K). By assumption (and LemmaET.22for that matter)
y € (K*)? and we set (y)o == (y7,0,...,0)T € (KP)"+1d By Proposition [5.3.10,

n T
(5.3.11) Gy = (Gy,0/(Gy) ..., 01 (Gy)")

Suppose that n = qu_l + « for some s € N, 0 < w < ¢ and 0 < a < ¢ '. That is,
s = [log,(n)] +1if n > 1 and s = 1 otherwise. Then for 1 < v < r, let §; be taken as

in Lemma[B.3.3l For 0 <u <n and 1 <v < r define §; , € Der(P,¢, K) by setting
(05.0)t = ((5i)t)u € P, M, T,

as in Proposition 5.2.27 Since {87, ..., 87} represents a K-basis of Hi (¢, I?_), by Propo-
sition we obtain that (J!_ 0{6u 1, ..., 0,,.} is a K-basis of HDR( n®, K). Then by
Proposition £.3.5(a) and Theorem E.Z.30 we see that

(5:312) W= Spanze (1} U { (e | 80, - € € Der(Pr. ) })

- SpanK({l} oUUfu@n ®<y>o>\t29})-

u=0v=1

By Proposition and (5.3.11)),
(5.3.13) (05,0 | Byyo) = ((02): 1 9(Gy)) = 0 ({(83): 1 Gy))
and therefore,

g w=spang ({110 U{ (601 0@ o} ).

u=0v=1
We claim that

(5.3.15) W = Spang <{1} U CJ U{&g(ggj)}t:é)) })

u=0j5>s

< nand j > s, Lemma [ZZ.6(b) implies

First, for 0 < u
(5.3.16)  B(GD],_)= > oo (Y],

ultus=u
U1 U2 U (4) U j
- Z 8 (8 (gy (j )‘t 0 at (gy) ’ ‘t:@ - 8t (gz(/]))‘t:(a’
Ul+u2=u

where the second and the fourth equalities hold since Frobenius twisting commutes with
differentiation with respect to ¢, and the third equality follows from Proposition 2.43|(b)
(where we need that j > s). For 1 < v < r fixed, if we suppose (8]); = > .. b7/ €
M, %7, then

(5.3.17) ((82)e | Gy)li=o = > _0;GY|,_, = Fa3(w),

jzs

jzs
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where the second equality (which we save for later in the proof) follows from Proposi-
tion L35l(a). Now for 0 < w < n and 1 < v < r, it follows that

@0 = o (e | 0,))|

j=s

=D (95)] .

(by (6.3.13))

=0

j>s
- Z b0 (G9],_,) (by (5:310)).
j=s

Thus by (5.3.14]), we see that the left-hand side of (5.3.13]) is contained in the right.
To show the reverse containment,‘ for 0 <u<n,j>s and 1 <1 < d, we choose
€ € Der(P,¢, K) so that €, = (s;77),, where as usual s; is the i-th standard basis vector

on Matxq(K[7]). Then by (5.3.11) and (5.3.16),
(€| By 81+ 01 (9)) | iy = 517 069 =y)-
and hence (5.3.15]) holds.

With this in hand we further claim that

(5.3.18) W = Spang ({1} U U U{ )i | 1 (Gy))], })
= Spang (‘{1} U O O{@;‘(Fﬁ(y))}).

u=0v=1

Mizo =

Indeed (5315 and (5317) imply immediately that the right-hand side (of the second
equality) is contained in the left. For the opposite containment, fix j > s. Given

1 <i<d,let w;; € Der(¢, K) be chosen so that (ww; ;); = s;77. By Proposition 3.5(a),
Fo, (y) = (@i)e | Gy)li=o = 8,65 |, and so (5.3.16) implies
(5319) R (GD],_) = (G| y = (@10 |G- - (a1 9G]y
= (O (Far, (). - 05 (Fry ()
Thus (5.3.18) holds by (5.3.15).

We now turn to our original biderivations d1,...,d,. By the same arguments as used

for (5.3.12) and (5.3.14]), we obtain

63:20) W =Spz({1} U { e | @l & DetPc, )

— Spany ({1} U U U{ )e | 01 (Gy)) | - })

u=0v=1

By (5:36), we have 93 (Fs: (y)) = 94 (Fs(y)) — 04 (3721 a;(Expy(y))). Since Exp,(y) €
(K*P)% and since each a; € Matyy4(K*P) by Remark [5.3.4] it follows that

spang (110U U{a8s. )} ) = Spang (100 U {osemn} ) = w.

u=0v=1 u=0v=1
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where the last equality is simply (5.3.I8)). Part (a) of the theorem then follows from
(53220).

To prove part (b), note that Up 4 = d; ,+1[¥] by Theorem [£.2:3(c). Then by combining
Corollary . ATT(b) with (5318) and (5.3.20)), and taking y = A, for 1 < £ < r, we have

Spang <dt,n+1[\ll]_l‘t:€) = SpanK<O O O{&;‘(thg ()\g))})

u=0v=1 /=1

By (£.3.6]), we see that Fs:(A;) = Fs,(A¢), and part (b) follows. O

Remark 5.3.21. In [13], Brownawell and Denis encountered a similar situation in prov-
ing K-linear independence of hyperderviatives of quasi-periods and quasi-logarithms with
respect to 6 for Drinfeld modules. Our proof of Theorem .31 was inspired by their ar-
guments and discussion in [I3] §5].

The main principle behind Theorem [5.3.11is to use Corollary £.4.17 and Theorem
to analyze K-linear spans of quasi-periods and quasi-logarithms in aggregate and to
identify these spaces as the K-linear spans of both the values of hyperderivatives of
Anderson generating functions G,, with respect to t at t = 6 as well as the hyperderivatives
of quasi-logarithms with respect to 6. As mentioned in Remark [5.3.2] this theorem only
immediately accounts for hyperderivatives of tractable coordinates of a given period
or logarithm. It is a natural question to ask how non-tractable coordinates and their
hyperderivatives fit into this framework. After some preliminary results to reflect on
the findings in §4.3-§4.5] we show in Theorem that these coordinates and their
hyperderivatives appear in the same spaces as in Theorem [5.3.T], though with perhaps an
increased value of n.

We continue with our previous situation with (i) a uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite
t-module ¢ : A — Maty(K*P[r]), (ii) K[t]-bases m € (M )" of the t-motive M,
of ¢ and n € (N )" of its dual ¢-motive, both of which are defined over K*P, and (iii)
a rigid analytic trivialization (i4, @4, V) as in Definition We refer back to the
notation of §5.2 regarding the t-motive P, M, z and dual ¢-motive PN, .5 associated to
the prolongation P,¢ via Proposition 5.2.11l In particular we recall

D,s = (Dos",...,D,s")", D;s" = (D;s,...,D;sq),
from (5.2.7)), which comprise the standard basis vectors of P,, M SR = Matlx(n+1)d(K [7]).
We recall from (.2.3]) that D,m is a K[t]-basis of P, M, 7 defined over K*®, where
D,m = (Dom™, Dym",... D,m")T" ¢ (M(M?) ().
Given an A-basis Ay, ..., A, of Ay, recall from (5.3.7) that
A= (0,...,0,AT,0,...,0)", 0<v<n, 1<v<r

form an A-basis of Ap,s. By Proposition b.3.10, the Anderson generating function of
P.¢ associated to (A,), is

(5.3.22) Gia. = (0,...,0,G1 0 (Gx,)T, ..., (Gx,)T) " € T,

where Gy, is the Anderson generating function for ¢ with respect to A,, and QL occupies
entries du + 1 through du + d.
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We now calculate the representing matrix Yp, 4 € GL,(Ty) as in (£37) for the pairing

(+,-) : Der(Pn¢) x Ap,y — Ty as in ([A31). By using (5.322) and (B220), a short

calculation shows that for 0 < ¢, u <n and 1 < v < r, we have the equality in T}:
TD;my

< TD;’ITLT

Using the fact that differentiation with respect to ¢ and Frobenius twisting commute, it

follows from (A3.7) that
8f_u(gz\u)> = : : =0,7"(Ty).

< rm, 0" ((rmy | Ga) o O ((rme | Ga,))

From this we obtain Tp 4 in terms of T4 by observing,

0 if i < u,

Tm,
6 = ,
()w)u> < ‘ 8;—u(g)w)> if i >u

Tm,

0, "((rma|Gay)) o+ O ((Tma | Ga,))

(5323) Tpn¢ = <7‘1~)nm (@()\1 ®(>\r ey 6()\1)717 ey Qj()\r)n)>
Y, 0 - 0
_ 9 (Ty) Ty '
L
p(Ty) - 9 (Ty) Ty
- dt,n+1[T;]T.

Furthermore, we return to the topics of §4.4] and recall the matrix Vs € GL.(K][t]) from
([EZT2) giving the isomorphism M} — N in Theorem Since Wp, 4 = dini1[Vy)
by Theorem (.2.3((c), it follows from Proposition [ and (m that

Up,p = dipnia[V] ' dy n+1[TT] = dyna[V]H(T3, )7

Combining this calculation with Theorem [£.4.9 and Proposition [£.4.T5], we have obtained
the following.

Proposition 5.3.24. Let ¢ : A — Maty(KP[7]) be a uniformizable, abelian, and A-
finite t-module. Continuing with the notation above, the following hold.
(a) Tp,s = densa[T5]T.
(b) Vb,p = dinia[Ve]-
We can now investigate how the theory of prolongations fits into the solutions of
associated Frobenius difference equations, as in Lemma [4.4.T9]

Lemma 5.3.25. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K*P[7]) be a uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite
t-module. Let o, y € K¢ be chosen so that Exp,(y) = a. Let g, and hq be chosen as
in Lemma [{.4.19 For 1 < { < n, we let Q5(y)e be the Anderson generating function of

P,¢ associated to (y), = (0,...,0,4,0,...,0)T € K"*V4 Then applying Lemma[]4.19
to P,,¢ with associated functzons I(y), and (o)., we find

(5.3.26) 9w, = (0,...,0,9,.0;(g,),-..,0/"(g,)) € Matix(ns1)r(To),
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and
(5.3.27) Doy, = (0,...,0,ha, 0} (Ra), .-, 07 “(ha)) € Matyx i) (K[H]).
Proof. By Proposition [5.3.10, we have
. T

Qj(y)l = (Oa R Oa g;ll" atl(gy)Ta R 8t Z(gy)T) .

Since Vp, s = dint1[Vy), it follows from this equation and Lemma that
0wy = —(TDam | By, )T - Vo, g
= —(0,...,0,(rm [ Gy)T, 0, ((rm | Gy))T, ..., ((rm | Gy)T)) - dy i [Vi).

Thus, using the product rule for hyperderivatives, we obtain

i

N 0 ((rm | Gy) - A (V) = 0i((rm | G,)T - V),

=0

from which (5.3.28)) follows. Lemma then implies that gg)le)ébpnd) — 0w) = D,

Since ®p, s = dint1[Py), we obtain (5.3.27) by a similar calculation using the product
rule. O]

Combining Theorem 4230 with (53.18) and (5.3.20)), we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 5.3.28. Continuing with the notations of Theorem [5.3.1 and Lemmal5.3.23,
we have

Span (11} Ug,,) = Spane ({1} U O{a@“(mfy))}).

u=0v=1

Recalling the identification of P, Ny with Mat1 y (,41)¢(K[o]) from (5.218)), the following
corollary is a consequence of Proposition £.2.19] and Lemma [5.3.25l Recall also the
notation D;(h) from (5.2.18) and the embeddings from Remark [5.2.21]

Corollary 5.3.29. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K*P[7]) be a uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite
t-module. Continuing with the notations of Proposition [5.2.19 and Lemma [5.3.25, we
have

T T
€O7Pn¢ (g(y)l + h(a)e) = D"—(Z—l) (50,¢(gy + h’a)) = (07 B a07 €O7¢(gy + ha), Oa ceey O) )
where E4(g, + ha) occupies entries dl + 1 through df + d.

Proof. For any v = (g, . . ., ) € Matyp(41)(T) as in Proposition 5.2T9, rearranging
the order of summation we have

n n—u

(53300 S Ducucu(Eosl(-1)° 0 (@))T

u=0 v=0
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Note that by Lemma 5328, we have g(,), + b, = (a0, ..., ), where ag = -+ =

ay_o =0 and for £ —1 < 7 <n we have a; = @_(Z_l)(gy + he). Thus for 0 <u</l—2
we have

u

(5.3.31) D (=1)"0) (ctu—w) = 0,

w=0

for u = ¢ — 1 we have

-1
(5.3.32) D (1) 0 (Cty—w) = .
w=0
For ¢ < u < n we have
U u—(Z—l)
(5.3.33) S (1) 0 () = > (—1)"0F (Qtumw)
w=0 w=0
u—(£—1)
= Y 0 (g, + ha)
w=0
u—(£-1)
wlt— =1\ ju—(e—
= > o (T o Vg,
w=0 w
where the first equality follows from ag = --- = ay_9 = 0 and the third from the

composition rule (24.2). Since alternating sums of binomial coefficients are 0, we see

that (5.3.33)) is equal to 0. Combining (5:3.30)-(5.3:33), we obtain
n U ™\ T
Z Dn—u <(90 <Z(_1)w0§” (atu_J_w (gy + hcx))) ) = Dn—(é—l) (50,¢(9y + h,a)> .

u=~—1 w=0

The result then follows from Proposition [£.2.19 and (5.3.30). O

Remark 5.3.34. By Lemma [(5.3.25, we have h), = (aw, ..., ), where o = -+ =
ay_o =0 and for j € {{—1,...,n} we have a; = 8g_(£_1)(ha). Then, by using Re-
mark and the calculations in the proof of Corollary [5.3.29] we obtain the following
similar result:

T T
gl,anﬁ(b(a)g) = Dn—((—l) (gl,qﬁ(ha)) = (07 cee 707 gl,qﬁ(ha)u 07 CI) 0) )

where the map & p, 4 on the left-hand side corresponds to the one in §3.4] for Pn./\f¢ and

1,4 in the first and second equality corresponds to the one for A, and in the second

equality & 4(he) occupies entries df + 1 through d¢ + d.

As mentioned in Remark [5.3.2] the following theorem is a companion to Theorem [(5.3.1]
to account for non-tractable coordinates of periods and logarithms, as well as their hy-
perderivatives with respect to 6. As such, we should note that the right-hand spaces in
both parts (a) and (b) are the same as those in Theorem [5.3.1] though we must choose n
appropriately. When d¢; is in Jordan normal form, the proof shows that we can be more
precise, and this is stated as Corollary [5.3.37
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Theorem 5.3.35. Let ¢ be a uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite Anderson t-module
defined over K°® of rank r and dimension d. Lety € (K5P)* satisfy Expy(y) € (K°P)4,
and let {81, ...,8,} represent a K -basis of Hhr (¢, K) defined over K. Let j > 0, and
choose n > 0 so that (d¢; — 014)" 7 = 0.

(a) If ¢ is almost strictly pure, then

span (0)(v) < Spanre (110 U U{a5 (.0 } ).
u=0v=1
(b) For all ¢, i.e., not necessarily almost strictly pure, let Ay, ..., A, denote an A-
basis of Ay. Then for any A € Ay,

Spany (8;()\)) C Spang <dt,n+1[\If¢]_1‘t:9> = SpanK(o LTJ 0{85‘ (Fgu(Ag))}),

u=0v=1/=1

where Uy is a rigid analytic trivialization for ¢.

Remark 5.3.36. If d¢; — 01; = 0, then we can allow j = n = 0. However, in this case all
coordinates of periods and logarithms are tractable, and the theorem does not contain
additional information beyond Theorem .31l

Corollary 5.3.37. Continuing with the notation of Theorem[2.3.38, we assume that ¢ is
almost strictly pure and that it satisfies the conditions of Proposition[3.5.7. For{y, ..., {y,
as in the statement of Proposition[3.5.7 and for 1 <i < m, let d; == 0, +--- + {;. If we
write y = (y1,...,ya)", then for 1 <i<m, 7>0, and 0 < k < 4; — 1,
. k+j7 r
o3t € Spang ({1} u U U{os (. ) } ).
u=0v=1

Remark 5.3.38. In the next section we show that the condition in Theorem [5.3.33 and
Corollary (.3.37] that ¢ be almost strictly pure can be removed, and so the conclusions
hold for any uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite --module. See Theorem [5.4.21] for more
details. In the proof below the almost strictly pure condition centers around the use
of Proposition [£.5.22] and one may expect this proposition to hold in generality also,
though as yet we have been unable to verify it.

Proof of Theorem [5.3.35. Suppose ¢ satisfies the conditions of Proposition B.5.7, whose
notations we adopt here. Furthermore, assume that ¢ is almost strictly pure, and assume
without loss of generality that we have chosen our K[t]-basis m, ..., m, of M 6K SO
that (8,); = 7m, for each v. Letting g, + ha = (81,...,5:) € Mat;,,(Ty), we combine
Proposition [3.5.7, Lemma [1.4.T9, and Proposition [4.5.22] to find

(5.3.39) y = Eos(gy + ha)

-
= <afl_1(/81)7 R atl(ﬁl>7ﬁlv cee 7at£m_1(ﬁm)7 ) 8t1(ﬁm)7 5m) ‘
By the definitions of g,,, hq in Lemma fL.4.19] it follows that for each i, k,

=6

(5:8.40) ot < svany (10U U o @} )

u=0v=1
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Thus if y = (y1,...,94)", then as long as we take n > ¢; — 1 for each 4, it follows that

(5.3.41) {y1, . ya} C Spang ({1} y U U{ )i 97 (Gy))] - 9})

= Spang ({1} U Q @{83 (Fév(y))}),

where the equality is of course from Theorem (3.1l Fixing such an n, it then follows
from the composition rule (2.4.2)) that for j > 0,

i), it < span (110 U Ufor e} )

u=0v=1

Part (a) then follows by reassigning n <— n + j. We note that Corollary (£.3.37 follows
from (5.3.40) by paying closer attention to the particular coordinates in (£.3.39).

We now prove part (b) in the case that ¢ satisfies the conditions of Proposition B.5.7]
and in particular we no longer assume that ¢ is almost strictly pure. Assume that
n > {; —1 for each i. By Theorem [3.4.7(b) and Proposition [3.5.7] we see that for A € Ay.

(5.3.42) Spang(A) C Spang (dt,n+1 [T) ™" }t:(g)

- SpanK(o U O{&g (Féu(Ag))}),

u=0v=1 /=1

where again the second equality is from Theorem [5.31l The rest of part (b) follows in a
similar fashion to the end of part (a).

We turn to the general case where ¢ may not satisfy the conditions of Proposition B.5.7
Let J be the Jordan normal form of d¢; as in (5:3.9), and suppose that Q € GL4(K>P)
is such that d¢, = QJQ~!. Then if we set

= Q_1¢aQ7 a€A,

we obtain an isomorphism of t-modules Q : p — ¢ (as in the definition of morphism of
t-modules satisfying (2.2.1))), and dp, = J. We can assume as in Remark B.5.11] that a
K|[t]-basis for N, o defined over K™% has been chosen so that p satisfies the conditions
of Proposition B.5.7 Through the isomorphism of dual ¢-motives,

QT : NPJ? — Nd)’[? (n — nQT),
the image of the K[t]-basis of NV, ¢ is a K [t]-basis of N g, for which (®,,¥,) = (®y, ).

Furthermore, there is the identity of exponentials,
Exp,(z) = QEpr(Q_lz).

Now by the isomorphism Q' : Der(¢) — Der(p) defined by (Q'd), = §,Q for all a € A,
we let €,...,€. € Der(p) be chosen so that €, = Q'd, for each v. This induces the
identity of quasi-periodic functions,

(5.3.43) Fys,(Qz) =F,c (2), 1<v<r



96 C. NAMOIJAM AND M. A. PAPANIKOLAS

Using (5.3.41) for p and Q 'y together with (5.3.43)), we see that

Spang(y) = Spang(Q~'y) C Spang <{1} U o O{aé‘(Fp@(Q_ly))}),

u=0v=1

= spang ({110 U {2 (P ) })

u=0v=1

Just as in the initial case, by taking derivatives with respect to § we arrive at part (a) in
general. The general case of (b) follows in a similar manner, and we omit the details. O

5.4. Quasi-periodic extensions of prolongations of t-modules. In §5.3we saw how
hyperderivatives with respect to 6 of logarithms and quasi-logarithms associated to a t-
module ¢ are captured in terms of hyperderivatives with respect to ¢ of coordinates of
Anderson generating functions of ¢ evaluated at ¢ = 6. Moreover, these quantities also
appear in terms of specializations at ¢ = 6 of Anderson generating functions of prolon-
gations P,¢. To close the circle, in this section we investigate quasi-periodic extensions
of P,,¢ themselves to demonstrate how they are related to all coordinates of logarithms
and quasi-logarithms of ¢, and their hyperderivatives with respect to 6.

Our first goal is to determine a beneficial K-basis of Hig (P,¢, K) defined over K5,
which we will use to construct a strictly quasi-periodic extension of P, ¢ whose exponential
function consists of hyperderivatives with respect to 6 of the exponential series and quasi-
periodic functions of P,,¢, in a manner inspired by the situation of Brownawell and Denis
in §5.11 After some preliminary calculations we exhibit this basis in Proposition (5.4.141

We start by examining hyperderivatives with respect to 6 of quasi-periodic functions
in a general way. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K5P[7]) be an abelian t-module of dimension d and
rank r defined over K5P. Let 2z :== (21,...,24)" (previously we have been using ‘z’ instead
of ‘z,” but in what follows we will need ‘z’ to denote a larger vector of variables). We
consider all z-variables to be independent variables from 6 and t over F,. As in (5.1.1]),
for G(2) = > 120(9n1, - - Gna) - PARIES Zhgo(gngh +-- -+gh7dzgh) € K*P[zy, ..., z4], we
set for j € Z,

GU(z) = 0(G(2) = D (Ahlgn)l ++ -+ Bhgna)2l).

Notably for j < 0 we have GUl(z) = 0.
Let § € Der(¢, K*P) be a ¢-biderivation with deg, (d;) = s > 1, and write

6t - Z bjTj = Z(bj,b BRI bj,d)Tj S M(b’KSCpT.

jzs j=s

Let Fs(2) = Y0y an- 2™ = Zh>1(ah,1th +-- -+ah,dzgh) € K5P[z, ..., z4] be the quasi-
periodic function associated to . From the functional equation ([LI.6) for quasi-periodic
functions, it is straightforward to verify that the first non-zero term of Fs(z) has degree

at least ¢° in each of the variables z1,.. ., z4, and thus Fs(z) = >,. an - 2" Now fix i
with 0 < i < ¢°. Then Proposition 2.4.3(b) implies that
(5.4.1) 9(Fs(deez)) = Op(an(dgr)™) =" Oh(an)(dey)" = Fil(d¢,z2).

h>s h>s
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Furthermore, if Exp,(z) = Y50, Crhz™ € K[z, .. ., z4]%, then Proposition ZZ3(b)
again implies

(5.4.2) 04(8(Expy(2) ZZ@G (Cp) D) - 2 (H)

j=s h=0

=SS OO ) = 6 (Bxp (2).

j=s h=0

By applying 9 to both sides of the functional equation ([LI1.6), it follows from (5.4
and (5.4.2)) that

(5.4.3) FU(dgz) = OFY(2) + Fi V() + 6, (Expy(2)).

In the preceding identities we have taken the variables 21, ..., z;4 to be independent from 6
and to have all derivatives be 0. On the other hand, if we take y = (yi,...,yq)" € (K5P)%,
then the derivatives of each y; with respect to # may not vanish. However, if we assume
that 0 < i < ¢*, then as above Proposition (b) implies

(5.4.4) % (Fs(y) = > Flan) - y™ = Fi(y),
h>s

much as in the proof of Corollary 5. 1.11] due to Brownawell and Denis. This last identity
will be useful toward the end of this section.

We now fix n > 1, we let 8 € Der(P,¢, K*P), and we investigate the functional
equation ([LI6) of the quasi-periodic function Fg associated to §. Recall from (5.2.20))
that for m € Mat;4(K[7]) and 0 < u < n, we set

(m), = (0,...,0,m,0,...,0) € Maty(n1)a(K[7]),
where m occupies entries du + 1 through du + d. Note that by the identification
P M, 5T = Mat;  (n+1)a(K[7])7, we can write
0: = (po)o+ (p1)1+ -+ (Pa)n = (Po, P1s - - - Pn),

where each p; € Matyq(K5P[r])7. For each 0 < u < n, we set variables z, =
(Zuty---s2ua)" and take

z:=(z,.. .zT)T.

Moreover, setting K*P[zo, ..., z,] == K*P[201, ..., 20d,- -+ Zn1s - - -, 2nd], then Fgs(z) €
K®P[zq, ..., 2,] is the quasi-periodic function of P,¢ associated to d. Note that we can
also write

Fs(z) = Fo(zo) + Fi(z1) + - + Fu(2zn),

where each Fj(z;) € K*P[z;1,...,z;4]. From the functional equation Fs(d(P,¢):z) =
0Fs(z) + 6:(Exp,,(2z)) and Proposition [5.2.16, we see that

Fo(d¢t20) —F1(20)+F1(d¢t21) —F2(21)+' : '+Fn_1(d¢t2n_1) —F (zn—1> F (d(ﬁtzn)
= 0Fo(20) + -+ + 0Fn(zn) + po(Expy(20)) + - - - + pn(Expy(2n))-
Thus for 0 <j<n—1,

(5.4.5) Fi(doiz;) — 0F(z;) = Fja(z;) + pi(Expy(2;)),
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and

(5.4.6) Fo(dgiz,) — 0F,(zn) = pn(EXp(z)(zn))'

Since p, € Maty«q(K*P[7])T, it represents a ¢-biderivation by Proposition LT3 and so
by (B4.0), F,.(2) is the quasi-periodic function of ¢ associated to this ¢-biderivation.

Let s = [log,(n)|+1 (ifn > 1), and let 0 € Der(¢, K*®) be chosen so that deg, (6;) > s
For 0 < u < n, consider & € Der(P, ¢, K*P) defined by

(5.4.7) 8 = (61[“})0 + (51[“‘”)1 o (8
= (o0 801 0,6,,0,...,0) € Maty s na(K[r]7).
From (5.4.3)-(5.4.6]) we see that
(5.48) Fs(z) = (FI)+ (B 1), -+ (), + (7)) ()
= (FM Fk N RS0, ...,O)(z)
= Fgu]( 0) + F[u Yiz) + -+ F[ Nzul1) + Fs(z0) € K*[z0, .. ., 2],

and thus Fs(z) is the sum of hyperderivatives of Fs(z) with respect to 6.

Now we determine a specific K-basis of Hiyg (P,,¢, K) defined over K*°P and find repre-
sentatives that are of the form in (5.4.7)). Then the corresponding quasi-periodic functions
will be of the form in (5.4.8). By Proposition L.1.24] a strictly quasi-periodic extension
(recall Definition EET.23)) of P,,¢ using the associated basis of HL (Pn¢, K) is isomorphic
to the strictly quasi-periodic extension determined by any other K-basis of H. (P, ¢, K).

As in the proof of Theorem [(£.3.35] we let J denote the Jordan normal form of d¢;
from (53.9), and we let Q € GL4(K*P) be chosen so that d¢, = QJQ™. We let
di =0+ -+ {; for 1 <i < m, and note that d,, = d. Using the definition of Né from
§4.1, we see that {sq,Q ", ..., 54, Q '} is a K-basis of N defined over K*P. Moreover,
according to Theorem [5.2.9] we have

T
~I; N,
~I; Ny
and so we check directly that the rank of Np, 4 is (n+1)d — " min(n+1,/;) and that
a K-basis of NI%n ¢ defined over K*? is given by

m min(n,l;—1)
(5.4.9) U U {(sdi—wQ_l)O +o ot (8q,Q7Y),_ + (sdiQ_l)w}

m min(n,l;—1)

- U U {(sdi—wQ_la"->sdi—lQ_la8diQ_laO>'"70)}'
Ifn>4¢;,—1 for each 1<i<m, then the rank of Np 4 is nd.
By Proposition A.1.3], we have
dimz H. (¢, K) =7 —d +rank Ny = r —m,
dimg Derg(¢, K) =m, Derg(¢, K) = (t —0) - Né(l_().
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By our calculations above, for 1 < ¢ < m, we define the inner ¢-biderivation ~; over K*P
by setting

(5.4.10) (yi)e = (t—0) - 84, Q" = 84,Q "¢y — 054, Q™" € Maty,q(K[7])7.

Therefore, if {01,...,0,_,,} is a K-basis of H. (¢, K) defined over K*P, then by Propo-
sition LT3[(d) we see that

(5.4.11) Hip(¢, K) =K0] @@ K0, w@Kn| @ & K[y

v~

HL (6,F) Dero(6,)
Now for 1 <i¢<m and 0 < w < {; — 1, we define €,,; € Dero(P, ¢, K5P) by
(5.4.12) (€)=t —=0)" (s4—wQ " ..., 84,21Q7",84,Q7",0,...,0)
€ Matlx(n-i—l)d([?[T])Ta
and we see from (5.4.9) that

m n(n,@i—l)
(5.4.13) Dery(P,¢, K @ @ Key,;.
w=0

i=1

We continue with the preceding calculations to prove the following proposition to con-
struct a specific K-basis of Hj, (P,¢, K).

Proposition 5.4.14. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K5P[1]) be an abelian Anderson t-module of
rank v, and let {81, .., 0r_m,V1,-- s Ym} be a K-basis of Hhg (¢, K) defined over K5,
chosen as in (LAII). Fizn > 0. For0 < u<nandl < v <r—m define §,, €
Der(P,¢, K) by setting

(Ouw)e = ((00)¢)u-
For1<i<m and 0 <w < min(n,¢; — 1), define €,; € Der(P,¢, K) by setting
(€wi)t == (t—16)- (sdi_wQ_l, o 84,1Q71, 8,.Q70, ., O).
If {; < n, then for each {; < e < n define ~y,,; € Der(Pnp, K) by setting
(Vei), = ((V)e)e-
Then in the decomposition Hyg (P,é, K) = HL(P,¢, K) @ Derg(P,¢, K), we have

(5.4.15) HL (P, K) = K6, DD Kl
u=0 v=1 1=1 e={;
and
min(n,l;—1)

(5.4.16) Dero(ans,z?):@ B Klewd
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Proof. For 1 < < m and 0 < e < n, we extend the definition of v, ; € Der(P,9, K) by
setting (v,,): = ((%) )e (for all e, not just those in the range ¢; < e < n). If we apply
Proposition to the de Rham basis in (5.4.11]), then we see that

(5.417) (UUut}o {Om(u o) } {UU )

u=0 v=1 i=1 e={;
;i <n

represents a K-basis of Hi,(P,¢, K). Now for 1 < i < m and 0 < w < min(n, £; — 1),
we use Theorem [5.2.91to calculate in Mp 4 and ﬁnd

(5.4.18) (€wi)e = (t—0) - (84,—wQ ", ..., 84-1Q ", 54,Q7",0,...,0)
= (84,—wQ ' 0r — 084, Q" — St,—(w-1)Q ",
Sdi—lQ_1¢t - Hsdi—lQ_l - SdiQ_lv SdiQ_1¢t - HSdiQ_l, 07 R 0)
w—1
=) (=0 80-w-»Q " = st @w-r1yQ "), + ((t—0) - 54,Q7"),,

=0

<.

where in the final terms the quantities ‘(t — 6) - Sq,_ (-5 Q™",’ etc., are calculated in
M, i and embedded in Mp ;. Now (B.4I0) and (B.412) together imply that when
0 < j <w—1 we have the calculatlon in Mz,

(t=0) - Sa—w-pHQ " = St—(w-(+1)Q" € Matixa(K|7]7).
By Proposition LI.3(a), we can thus choose 3, ; € Der(¢, K) so that
(5.4.19) (Bu)t = (t = 0) - Sa,—(w-H Q™" = 84, (w—(i+1)Q
and naturally by (5.4.17]),
[Buj) € K01 @+ ® K[6—m] ® K[y1] @ -+ - ® K[m)-

Now by defining 3,, ; € Der(P,¢, K) by (8, ;)t = ((Bu,j)¢);, We see that 3, ; lies within
the natural image of Der(P;¢, K) coming from (5.213)). Therefore, Proposition
implies that in Hyy (P,¢, K),

j r—m
(5.4.20) B, € DD K. @@@K%Z
u=0 v=1 i=1 e=0

Pulling all of this information together, we see that for 1 < i < m and 0 < w <
min(n, ¢; — 1), it follows from (5.4.18) together with (.4.10) that

w—1 w—1
(ew,i)t = (( sd Q + '710 z)t + Z(/@w,j)t-
]20 =0

Therefore (5.Z20) implies that in Hbg (P,¢, K),

—_

w— m

[€wi] € [Vu,i] @ @ v] ® @ K[, i

i=1 e

g

Il
=)
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Taking w = 0, we see that €y; = v, ; for each i. Letting w = 1, we have

[€1.] € [71,4] @ [60,0] © @RVOZ (Y14l + ] R[éov]@@ﬁ[eol]
and so
@K 90,0 @(K[’YOZ] D K[’Yl,i]) = K0, @(K[EO i] ® Klei )

lr—m m min(n,{;—1)
EBI? wv@EB EB K,

m mm(n@—l —1lr—m

Combining this with (5.417), we see that

{owbm}{GMU*@w}{QQVH}

u=0 v=1

represents a K-basis of Hy, (P,¢, K) as desired, and the rest of the proposition follows

from (B.413]). O

We recall that in Theorem [5.3.35](a) we required the t-module in question to be almost
strictly pure. It turns out that this condition can be removed by using elements of the
proof of Proposition (414, and so the conclusion of Theorem [(.3.35(a) holds for all
uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite t-modules.

Theorem 5.4.21. Let ¢ be a uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite Anderson t-module
defined over K°® of rank r and dimension d. Lety € (K5P)? satisfy Expy(y) € (K°P)¢,
and let {01, ..., 6r_m, Y15+ - Ym} be chosen to be the K -basis of Hy, (¢, K) defined over
K5 qs in (BATII). Let G, € T? be the Anderson generating function for ¢ associated
toy. Finally, let 7 >0, and choose n > 0 so that (d¢; — 013)" 7 = 0. Then

span (0)(v) € Spang (110 U U U001 02@D e (00 100G) ., )

O{ e“(FaAy%@e“(wy))}).

Remark 5.4.22. Taken together, Theorem [5.3.1] Theorem [5.3.35] Corollary 5.3.37] and
Theorem [B.4.21] can be viewed as answering Question [l and the questions raised at
the beginning of §5l We see in these cases that hyperderivatives with respect to 6 of
logarithms and quasi-logarithms of a t-module ¢ arise as specializations of solutions of
Frobenius difference equations associated to Maurischat’s prolongation t-modules of ¢.
Thus the quantities obtained through the Brownawell-Denis hyperderivative t-modules
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from §5.1], especially in Corollaries 5.1.7] and [E.I.11] do arise from abelian and A-finite
Anderson t-modules.

Proof of Theorem [5.4.21. We continue with the notation from previous parts of this sec-
tion. As before the equality of the second two sets is Theorem [(.3.1l Now writing
y = (y1,...,94)7, as in the proof of Theorem we can use the condition on n and j
to reduce the argument to showing that

(5.4.23) {y1,...,yay C

span ({1} U U U6 100y (G | oG} )

u=0 v=1 i=1
For any zo,...,z, € K let z := (2],...,2])T € K" and write Exp,(z,) = @, for
each 0 < u < n. Then Expp ,(z) = (:COT,. ,2))T = 2 € K"+ by Proposition 5.2.106
Therefore, for 1 <7< m and 0 < w < ¢; — 1, it follows from ([AI1.I2) and (5.412) (and

recalling Proposition d30(a)), that
<(6w7i)t ‘ 6. >‘t o = Fe,.(2)

= 84,0 Q! (To — 20) + 84— (w-1)Q (1 — 21) + -+ + 84,Q 7 (Tw — 2Zu)-
Now consider (y)o = (y',0,...,0)7 K("H , and write Expy(y) = a. The previous
formula then implies that Fe, ,((4)0) = $4,-0Q ' (ax — y), and therefore,
Ell 1, 1((y> ) <(€é1—171)t | ®(y)0>
Feo,l((’y)o) ((€01)e ] By),)
Fe,, 1.((%)o) ((€r-12)1 | By)o)
5.4.24 —a-Q- : —a-Q- :
N (D B i R (CH AT IS
Fe, .((%)o) ((%—Lm)t | By),)
Fe,..((¥)o) ((€0m)e | Syo)  / lia

Now recall the definitions of the biderivations v;, 8, ; € Der(¢, K) from (IBEIII) and
(54.19). By Proposition (.3.101 and (5.4.18)), it follows that for each 1 < i < m and
1 <w<¥l; —1 we have

(5.4.25) ((€w)t | By,
= <§;<(t —0) - 84,-Q" = 84,--)Q " | 3§U_j(gy)>>
- +{((t=0)-54,Q7" | 8(Gy))],_p
i (Buaw—)e 197 (Gy))) |1y + ((0)e 1 07 (Gy)) oo,

Jj=1

t=0
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and for w =0,
(5.4.26) ((€04)t | Byyopl,y = ((t=0) - 34,Q7" | Gy)|,p = ((3)e | Gy)li=o-
Hence for 1 <i<mand 0 < w < ¢; — 1, it follows from (B.41T]) that

(1wt @)l < Spane (U U U160 192000y (G100 0} )
u=0 v=1 i=1
and combining this with (5.4.24)) we obtain (5.4.23]). O

In order to determine representatives of classes in Hi, (P,¢, K) of the form (547,
we refine representatives of the K-basis of HLy(P,¢, K) in Proposition E.4.14 in the
following way. We continue with 01,...,8,_m, 71, .-, ¥m € Der(¢, K*P) as in (G.4TIT]).
Let s = [log,(n)] +1 (if n > 1), and for each 1 < v <7 —m, 1 < i < m, let &5,
v; € Der(¢, K*P) be given as in Lemma [5.3.3] That is, 65 and 77 are in the same de
Rham classes over K as &, and 7; respectively, and deg_((6?);), deg. ((73):) = s

For 0 <u<nand 1 <v<r—m, we define ¥,, € Der(P,,¢, K5P) by setting

(5427) (Tgu,v)t = Z((éi)z[fu_ﬂ)] S Matlx(n+l)d(Ksep[T]T)>

§=0
and for 1 <i < m and 0 < e < n, we define k. ; € Der(P,,¢, K°P) by setting
(5.4.28) (Kei)e =D (()F7"), € Matyxgupnya K*[7]7).

3=0
For the short term we consider only k. ; for ¢; < e < n (if ; < n), but it will be convenient
to refer to all k., at the end of the section in Corollary £.4.36l Each 9, and k.; is in
the form of (5.4.7), and moreover the following holds.

Lemma 5.4.29. Let n > 0. With notation as above in (5.4.27) and (5.4.28),

(U)o {0 0

u=0 v=1

represents a K -basis of HL (P,¢, K).

Proof. We proceed by induction on n. If n = 0, the proof is done once we recall that
8%,...,05_ represent a K-basis of H (¢, K), as §, and ° represent the same de Rham
class for ¢. We then assume n > 1 and follow a similar argument to the one for Propo-
sition (.2.27. In particular we appeal to the exact sequence (B.228)) with h = n — 1,

namely
0 = Hhg (P10, K) 2 Hhp (P, K) 2% Hip (¢, K) — 0.
As in this previous proof, a K-basis of the middle term is obtained from the union of the

image of K-basis of the left under 4, with the preimage of a K-basis of the right under
pr,. We observe that for appropriate choices of indices (recall also €,,; from (5.4.18)),

pr.([D.,]) = {([)551 if u=n,

if u <n,
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anwD:{W]#e=m

0 if e <n,

pr,([€w]) = {[%’] %f w=n,

0 if w<n.

For each fixed 4, we have two mutually exclusive cases: either ¢; < n and then [k, ;| —

[vi]; or €; > n and then [€,,;] — [7:]. Therefore,
U {0} U U {Kn} U U {€ni}
v=l Zzzzén 57;:>n

projects via pr, to a K-basis of Hi (¢, K). By induction we find that

{OU{%}}U{UO{% }u{gy . }

u=0 v=1 w=01:i=1

represents a K-basis of Hy, (P,¢, K), and the result follows from Proposition [.2.14] and
in particular (5.2.16). O

We now use this basis to analyze the associated strictly quasi-periodic extension of P, ¢
and to determine simplified expressions for its quasi-periods and quasi-logarithms. Con-
sidering the K-basis of H! (¢, K) in Lemma [E.2.29, we obtain quasi-periodic functions
Fy,,(2) and F,;_,(z) as in (5.4.8). Notably for 0 u<nand 0 <v<r—m

(5.4.30) waanguw+Fg”un+~n+m4%x
and for 1 <i<mand ¢; <e < n (if {; <n),
(5.4.31) F,. (2)=F(z0) + F U (z0) 4+ Fas(20).

Moreover, we let ¢, : A — Matg, (K*P[7]) be the strictly quasi-periodic extension of
P, ¢ with respect to the biderivations

{Tgn,la sy 790,1; sy 19n,7’—m> s aﬁo,r—m;
. . se
Knlye s Boy 153 Bnmy -« - s K',gm’m} C Dery(P, 0, K*P),
which as in (£1.9) is a t-module of dimension

d, = (n+1)(r+d—m)+ Y max(n— £ +1,0).
i=1

We note that if n > ¢; — 1 for each ¢, then this simplifies to
d, =nd+ (n+1)r.
We see from (LI1.10) that for

U= (U015 Unds-sU0r—my-- s Unrems Vi ds--sUnlyeesUlnmy-sUnm) s
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its exponential function has the form

u

T
Ve 1 + an,l (Z), - Unm + Ffwm,m(z)’ EXand)(z)T) .

Pulling this all together we obtain the following proposition that identifies quasi-loga-
rithms on the prolongation P, ¢ with hyperderivatives with respect to 6 of quasi-loga-
rithms on the original ¢-module ¢ itself. As such we may view this proposition as an
extension of Corollary 5.1.11] of Brownawell and Denis.

Proposition 5.4.32. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K*P[r]) be a uniformizable abelian t-module
of rank r. We let n > 0, and continuing with the notations of Lemma [5.4.29, we let
n © A — Matg, (K°P[7]) be the associated strictly quasi-periodic extension of P,¢. Let
y = (yd,...,yn)" € (K)"*D? be chosen so that Expy(y,) = o, € (K5P)? for each
0<u<n. Then

_Fﬂn,’u (y) - ZZ:O ag)(Féf; (yn—w))
—Fy,,(y) —Fss(y1) — 05(Fss (yo))
—Fy,.(y) —Fs;(yo) 0
Bxpy, | —F., (y) | =EPu | =30 0 (o) | =] 0
: : (8 7))
—F,, () — O (F s (Yy—) a’
Yo Yo
Y, Y,

Proof. For 0 <u <nand 1< v <r—m, we need to verify that

u

(5.4.33) Zﬁ Fss (Yuuw))-

By (5.4.30), it suffices to check for 0 < w < w that

a@ (Fés (yu—w)) - F[w](yu w)
but since deg, (65); > s, this has been shown in (B.44). For 1 < i < m and ¢; < e < n,
the desired identity for Fn( ) follows similarly. O

Remark 5.4.34. What we notice from Proposition [5.4.32] is that quasi-logarithms as-
sociated to strictly reduced biderivations on P,¢ can be identified with hyperderiva-
tives with respect to 6 of quasi-logarithms associated to strictly reduced and some inner
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biderivations on ¢ itself. Also these strictly reduced quasi-logarithms on P,¢ are directly
constructed from quantities appearing in Theorems [5.3.1] and 52211

In [20], [21], Chang and the second author obtained results on algebraic independence
of logarithms and quasi-logarithms of a single Drinfeld module by constructing an ap-
propriate t-motive that was an extension of the trivial t-motive by the ¢-motive of the
Drinfeld module and then by calculating the dimension of its motivic Galois group so as
to apply results of [2], [64]. One can imagine, using Proposition [5.4.32 together with The-
orems (.31l and £.4.2]], that a similar strategy could be used to determine the algebraic
independence of hyperderivatives with respect to 6 of logarithms and quasi-logarithms on
a general abelian, A-finite, and uniformizable t-module. This strategy has been carried
out successfully by Maurischat [55], [58], for hyperderivatives of the Carlitz period and
by the first author [60], [61], for hyperderivatives of logarithms and quasi-logarithms of
a Drinfeld module.

To these ends we can use Proposition £.4.32] to capture hyperderivatives of logarithms
and quasi-logarithms of ¢ in a more simplified way, as we find in the following corollary.

Corollary 5.4.35. Let ¢ : A — Maty(K°P[7]) be a uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite
t-module of rank r, and let y € (K5P)? be chosen so that Expy(y) = o € (K*®)?. For

n >0, let ¢, : A — Matg, (K*P[7]) be the associated strictly quasi-periodic extension of
P.¢ arising from Lemma[5.4.29. Then

Expy,. =05 (Fs(y) | =

oo o

0
For y € (K3P)4, this corollary is derived by simply substituting
(Y)o = (’yT,O, .. .,0)T c (Kigp)(n-i-l)d

into Proposition (.4.32] but we can also return to the theory of Anderson generating
functions for P,¢ and make aspects of Theorem [5.3.1] more explicit.
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Corollary 5.4.36. Let ¢: A — Matd(Ksep[ ]) be a uniformizable, abelian, and A-finite
t-module of rank r, and let y € (K5P)®. Let n > 0 and set s = |log,(n)] +1 if n > 1 and
s = 0 otherwise. Select d1,...,0;—m, Y1,---,Ym € Der(¢, K*P) as in (L4ATIT), together
with corresponding 65 and ¢ as in Lemmal5.3.3 Then the following hold.

(a) For0O<u<nandl <v<r—m,

0 (Fsy () = (@ 9y> (@ DHGy)) + o (020 | 91(G)))
(b) For1<i<m and 0 <e<n,

3 (Fr ) = ((CDF | Gu) +(GDE T [ 0HG)) + -+ () | G))) | .

Remark 5.4.37. Combining this corollary with (5.4.24)-(5.4.26), we obtain explicit
descriptions of hyperderivatives of quasi-logarithms on ¢ with respect to 6 of all repre-
sentatives of Hhy (¢, K) in terms of hyperderivatives with respect to ¢ of the associated
Anderson generating functions of ¢.

Proof of Corollary[5.4.56 Letting 0 < v < nand 1 < v < r —m, define ¥,,, k.; €
Dery(P,¢, K5P) as in (5.4.27) and (5.4.28). By Proposmon ( ) and (5.4.33)), we

have
((0u)e | €o),_y = Fon, (W)o) = 95 (Fs; ().
and by Proposition 53101 and (5:4.27]), it follows that

(B | So) = (87 | Gy) + (8 0 (Gy) + -+ ((80): | 91(G)).
This proves part (a). Part (b) follows from a similar computation using (5.4.28]). O

=6

5.5. Examples.

Example 5.5.1. Drinfeld modules. Let ¢ : A — K*P[r] be a Drinfeld module defined
by
Gr=0+b0iT+ - +07",
such that b, # 0. Since b, # 0, it follows that Hi, (6, K) can be identified with the
K-vector space with {m € M, %7 | deg, m < r}. Moreover, since Ny = 0, a basis of
Hlg (¢, K) is given by {41, ...,6,}, where (6;), = ¢, —0 and (0;), =79 for j=2,...,7.
Then since Fs,(2) = Expy(z) — 2z by (£L1I2), we see from Theorem B.3.T(b) that
Spang(dmﬂ[\lf(z,]_l‘t:e) = Spang (95 (N), 9 (Fs,(N) | 0<u<n, 2<j<r, AeNy).

Let y € K such that Exp,(y) = o € K*P, and so by Lemma BT.22, y € K. Let
G, be the Anderson generating function of ¢ with respect to y. Then, as we saw in
Example [£.6.7, by Corollary [£.2.13] we obtain

((01)e | Gy) = (t = 0)Gy + a,
and for 2 <7< r

(07):1G,) = G~V

We let n > 0, and consider the prolongation anb, Wthh is a t-module of dimension n—+1.
By Theorem [5.31(a) and Corollary we see that

Spangz ({1} U g0 }t:@) = Spang <{1} U U U{ﬁtu ((t - H)Qy) ‘t:G’ 9y (gz(/j_l)) ‘t:@})

u=0j=2
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_ Spang<{1} U U U{au O (Fs, (y ))}).

u=0 j=2
Moreover, (5.4.24)-(5.4.28)) also imply
y = —((€01)]| Sy)li=o = = (t = 0] Gy)|img = a = ((01)¢ | Gy) li=0-

Finally, if 1, is the strictly quasi-periodic extension of P, ¢ defined in §5.4 then Proposi-
tion [5.4.32 determines its period lattice Ay, . In particular for A = (Mg, ..., \,)T € Ap,g =
(Ag)", we have the general form for the corresponding lattice element of £(X) € Ay, , and
by Corollary B.A35]if we take (A)g = (X, 0,...,0)T € Ap, 4, we have a simplified expression
for €((N\)o):

=2 e 89( ~(An—w)) —n(F.(\)
— 2 o 85”(FT(Au_w)) —a;(ﬁT(A))
—F-(Ao)

O (Frei(V))
~ T B (E () -

E(N) = . E((N)o) = 89( 7=1(A))
=D 089( -1 (Aumw)) —For1(A)

Iy (\)
_FTrfl()\O)

> w1 95 (An—w) Ip(N)
: A
Ao + 891 (A) + 83()\0) 0
A 0

Example 5.5.2. Carlitz tensor powers. We continue with the considerations of Exam-
ple[ | and let ¢ : A — Maty(K>P[7]) be the d-th tensor power of the Carlitz module
deﬁned by

6 1 --- 0 0 ««+ - 0

O = R [ T.
| : :
0 1 «vr o 0

The t-module ¢ has rank 1 and Hbg (¢, K) = Derg(¢, K). Using the definition of Né
from §4.I1 we see that s; generates N é and is defined over K*P. It follows that, if we
take & € Derg(¢) to be defined by d; := s40, — 0sq = (t — 6)s4, then § represents a
K-basis of Hyg (¢, K) = Derg(¢, K) = (t — §)N.

We recall from Example 613 that ¥ = (—1)?Q¢ is a rigid analytic trivialization of
¢, and we let I1 = &)((—1)?Q27%) be the generator of its period lattice as in (E6.14).
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Since F5(z) = sq(Expy(2z) — z) by @II2), we have Fs(II) = —7%. It thus follows from
Theorem (E.3.T|(b) that

Spang (dini1 [(—1)dQ_d]_1‘t:9) = Spang (9 (s4(11)) : 0 < u < n)
= Spang (9(7%) : 0 < u < n).
These identities for tensor powers of the Carlitz module were observed by Maurischat [55]
§8], but what we note further is that the quantities in Theorem B.3.Ti(b) consist of the
K-span of hyperderivatives of the d-th power of the Carlitz period with respect to 6, as
shown in [58].
Now let y € K? be chosen so that Exp,(y) = a € (K*P)% and by Lemma we

have y € (K5)?. Let G, be the Anderson generating function of ¢ with respect to y.
By Corollary B.2.13] as in Example £.6.13] we have

(8¢ ] Gy) = (t — 0)8aGy + sa(av),
and

Fs(y) = sa(la —y).
Thus Theorem [5.3.T)(a) and Corollary imply

Spang({l} U g(y)o ‘t:9> = Spang ({1} U Q{@Z‘((t - e)sdgy) ‘t:&})

= Spang ({1} U 85 (ya) : 0 < u < n),

where y = (y1,...,94)". Assume that n > d — 1. Then it follows from (5.4.24)—(5.4.26)
that
((€a-1.0)¢ | By),) 9 ((rs1]Gy))

= o — . .
Y (€1 | By) ol ({711 Gy))
((€0.a)i | Byy) / 11y (rs1]Gy) o
Moreover, if 9, is the strictly quasi-periodic extension of P, ¢, then by Proposition
its period lattice is

( ZZ:O sd(ag) ()‘n—w)) )

-~

: T
Ay = S | L 5008 Aarrw)) | | A= (A00- 2 A0) " € Apg = (Ag)"

w=0

>0 8a(0F (Aa-w))
A

\ Vs

In particular, if Ag = (A7,0,...,0)T € Ap_4 where X = (Ay,..., )7 € Ay or if TTy =
(IT7,0,...,0)T, then Corollary implies

% (M) o (7)
2o | e
A0 1_IO

are periods in Ay, .
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Example 5.5.3. Strictly pure t-modules. Recall notation and results on strictly pure
t-modules from Examples B.5.17 and Let ¢ : A — Maty(K*P[7]) be a t-module
defined by

¢y = dgy + Bim + -+ Bytt,  B; € Maty(K*P), det B, # 0,
where d¢, = 01; + Ny is in Jordan normal form, i.e.,

dg.e, (0]
(5.5.4) doy =
dg.s,,[0]

with ¢; +- (., = d. Since det B, # 0, much like for Drinfeld modules it follows that
H}z (¢, K) can be identified canonically with

(5.5.5) Hig (0, K) = {(my,...,mg) € Maty»q(K[7]7) : deg, m; < {, 1 <i < d}.
Recalling dj, := ¢ + - -+ + ¢}, with d,, = d, the definition of Nl from §4.1] implies that
{8a,,..,8a,} is a basis of N defined over K*®. For 1 <i < d and 1 < j < ¢, we define

(51'7]' S Der(gb Ksep) by
(6i,j)t = SiTj, 1 < j £ — 1

and
8,7t iti4dy,. .. dn,
(62‘,Z)t = .
Si¢py —0s; = (t —0) - s; otherwise.
It follows that {d;; : 1 <i < d, 1 < j < ¢} represents a K-basis of Hhg (¢, K). Note

that (L1.12) implies
Fs,, (2) = 84, (Expy(z) — 2).
For n > 0, Theorem BE.3.T(b) implies

n d £
Spang (i1 [Vo]7,_,) = SpanK(U UU{oFs,,(N) - X € A¢}>,

u=01i=1j=1

and we note that Fs, ,(A) = —sg, - A for 1 < k < m thus producing the tractable
coordinates of A.
Fix y € K% such that Exp,(y) = a € (K5P)4, and so by Lemma we have
€ (K®)?. Let G, be the Anderson generating function of ¢ with respect to y. By
Theorem [(.3.Tl(a) and Corollary we obtain

(5.5.6)  Spang ({1} Ugwy|,_,) = SpanK<{1}UUUU{ )i | (G|, })

u=01i=1j=1
n d ¥
= spane ({00 U UUL@ s, )} ).
u=0i=1j=1
However, we can be more precise. For 1 < k < m we note that

((Ba)e | Gy) = (1 = 0) - 84, - Gy + 84, - v,



HYPERDERIVATIVES OF PERIODS AND QUASI-PERIODS 111

and so if G, = (g1,...,94)" €T and y = (y1,...,ya)", @ = (a1, ..., aq) € K%, it follows
from Proposition 2.7 that

Fou oY) = ((8a.0)i | Gy)li=o = —ya, + .-
For the other cases, which are attached to strictly reduced biderivations, we have
Fo,,(4) = ((805) | Gy)limo = 8:G|,_, = 97 (0).

Finally, choose n > 0 so that n > — 1 for all 1 <k < m. For 1 <k < m, we recall
vk € Der(¢, K) from (IBED) defined by

(Ye)e = (t = 0) - 84,Q" = (t—0) - 84, = (8a.0)s,

where the second equality follows from d¢; being in Jordan normal form (Q = I;) and
the third from the definition of 84, ». For 0 < w < £, — 1, we calculate ((€,x)¢ | S (y),) =0

as in (0.424). By (5.4.20), we see as above that
(5.5.7) (o)t | Bgpo) |,y = (W)t | Gy)lio = va, —
For 1 < j < w < /¢, — 1, the calculation in (Iﬂﬂ) leads us to 1nvest1gate

<(t - 9) " Sdp—j — Sdy—(j—1) ‘ 8;”_](gy)>
= (((t = 0) - sap—j — Satp—(-1) | Gy))
= 81:0_j((t - 9) *Sdp—j gy + 8 —j O — Sap—( gy)

where this last equality follows from Corollary m and furthermore,

(t = 0)8a—j - 0 (Gy) + 84,5 - 0177 (Gy) = Sy - 07 (Gy) i j < w.

Likewise,

_ {(t — 0)8u,—w - Gy + St @ — Say—wi1 - Gy if j = w,

((t=0) 54, | 0(Gy)) = (t = 0)s4, - 0" (Gy) + 84, - O~ (Gy)-
Furthermore, for 0 < j, 5 < w, the proof of Proposition £.2.7 and (£2.11]) yield

(558) Sdy—j g’y = 9dp—j = Zydk h Ty O( )
where O(1) represents O((t — 6)°) in K((t — 0)). Therefore,

- —1 e
(5.5.9) Sq_; - 0" (Gy) = Zydk ( ol )(t—e)h 1wt 4 O(1),

and so for 1 < j < w—1,
(5.5.10) (t = 0)Sa,—j - 0 (Gy) + Sap—j - O 771 (Gy) — Sa—ju1 - 0 (Gy)

:—;i;m—h«h;i;l)+<zz:;::1>><t—e>h—w

+ Z Yay—h ( } j) (t—0)""+0(1)
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Similarly,

(5.5.11) (t— 0)sa, - 0(Gy) + 54, - 0" (Gy)
. (CD + (w_—ll)) (t—6)" +0(1) = 0(1),
and finally,

(5512) (t — Q)Sdk_w . gy + Sdj—w * & — Sq, —w+1 ° gy = Odp—w — Ydj,—w + O(l)

Now this O(1) constant seems to render this last identity meaningless, but it turns out
that each of the O(1) quantities in (B.5.8)-(E.512) is actually O((t — #)'). Indeed for
1 < w < ¢ — 1, combining the calculations above with (5.£24]) and (5.4.25)), we have

Ady—w — Ydp—w
= ((€wr)t | B g

w—1
= Z<(t — )8 - 07 (Gy) + 84— - O TN (Gy) — Sap—jia - 82”_j(9y))
=1

t=60

+ ((t = 0)sa, - 0°(Gy) + 8a, - 01 (Gy))| 1y
+ ((t = 0)8d,—w Gy + Sdp—w " O — Sgy—wi1" gy) }tzﬁ'

Thus this identity together with (5.5.7)) provides a complete description of the coordinates
of y and « in terms of derivatives of Anderson generating functions with respect to t.

Remark 5.5.13. It would be interesting to have similar descriptions for these findings
for almost strictly pure t-modules, but as indicated in Example 6.3 their behavior can
be more subtle and complicated.
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