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Relative model completeness of henselian valued
fields with finite ramification and various value
groups

Anna De Mase*

Abstract

We investigate the model completeness of the theory of a mixed charac-
teristic henselian valued field with finite ramification relative to the residue
field and value group. We address the case in which the valued field has a
value group with finite spines, and the case in which the value group is el-
ementarily equivalent to the infinite lexicographic sum of Z with a minimal
positive element. In both cases, we find a one-sorted language in which the
theory of the valued field is model complete, if the theory of the residue field
is model complete in the language of rings.
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Introduction

Object of interest in research in the model theory of valued fields is identifying the
model theoretical properties that can be transferred from the value group and the
residue field to the valued field. The Ax-Kochen/Ershov (AKE) principle (The-
orem [3.3) obtained by Ax and Kochen in [4] and independently by Ershov in
[L1] has been the first transfer principle for henselian valued fields, stating that
two equicharacteristic zero henselian valued fields are elementary equivalent in the
three-sorted language £,7 of valued fields if and only if their residue fields and
value groups are elementarily equivalent in the language £;;,4 of rings and the
language £,,4 of ordered abelian groups, respectively. The same result was proved
for mixed characteristic (0, p) henselian valued fields, by Belair ([6, Corollary 5.2])
in the case of unramified valuations (when the valuation of p is minimal positive in
the value group) and perfect residue fields, and recently by Anscombe and Jahnke
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([2]) in the unramified mixed characteristic case and arbitrary residue field. Some
AKE-like principles have been given also for expansions of henselian valued fields.
In [3] M. Aschenbrenner, A. Chernikov, A. Gehret, and M. Ziegler provide an
Ax-Kochen/Ershov-like characterization for distal expansions of finitely ramified
henselian valued fields, where distality is a combinatorial property of the theory. In
the cases of pure unramified valued fields, if K; and K5 are two henselian valued
fields such that K; C K>, then the embedding of K into K5 is elementary if and
only if the embeddings of the residue fields and the value groups are elementary.
This implies that the theory of a henselian valued field K, either of equicharacter-
istic zero or unramified of mixed characteristic, is model complete relative to the
theories of the residue field and the value group. Notice that an AKE-like theorem
does not hold in the case of two mixed characteristic valued fields with finite ram-
ification (i.e. when the valuation of p is strictly greater than the minimal positive
element of the value group) not even in the case in which both valued fields have
the same ramification. Indeed, the theory of the residue field in £,;,4, the theory
of the value group in £,44, and a fixed ramification do not determine the theory of
the valued field in £, ¢ up to elementary equivalence (see [1, Example 2.3]). In the
latter paper ([[1]), in particular, the authors show that an AKE-like theorem holds
at the cost of considering further structure on the residue field. However, assum-
ing the model completeness of the residue field in the language of rings, results
on the relative model completeness of the theory of a fixed valued field hold. In-
deed, in [8]] Derakshan and Macintyre prove model completeness of the theory of
a henselian valued field with finite ramification and valued in a Z-group relative to
the residue field. In particular, they show the following

Theorem ( [[8, Theorem 1]). Let K be a henselian valued field of mixed charac-
teristic with finite ramification. Suppose the value group of K is a Z-group. If the
theory of the residue field of K is model complete in the language of rings, then
the theory of K is model complete in the language of rings.

Here we aim at generalizing their result to henselian mixed characteristic val-

ued fields with finite ramification and value groups which are not Z-groups. In
particular, we stress that these generalizations give relative model completeness of
the valued fields in one-sorted languages that are expansions of the language of
rings.
In the first section, we consider the case of a value group with finite spines, i.e. with
finitely or countably many definable convex subgroups (Theorem 4.4)). For this re-
sult, an analysis of the model theory of ordered abelian groups has been necessary,
referring in particular to [7] and [[13]. An analogous result has been obtained in the
case of a value group elementarily equivalent to the infinite lexicographic sum of
7 with a minimal positive element (Theorem [3.3)). In the last section, we provide
examples of henselian valued fields with the previous value groups, and these fields
are obtained as fields of power series with one, finitely many, or countably many
variables with their respective valuations.



1 Notations

In the model-theoretic analysis of a valued field, different languages have been
used according to which algebraic aspect one wants to investigate. The languages
that are usually considered are either one-sorted or multisorted. We commonly use
the following notations:

* T" for the value group;
* O for the valuation ring;
e M for the maximal ideal;

¢ k for the residue field;

(K,v), (K,O), (K,T,k), (K,k,T',v,res) (where v : K — T is the val-
uation and res : K — k the residue map), will denote the structure of a
valued field according to the different properties we intend to analyze.

We may use a subscript to specify the valuation or the field we are working with.
The language of valued fields is the three sorted language

Lot = (LRing: Loagr Lring, v, T€S),

where £ping = {+,:,0,1} is the language for the valued field sort, £,y =
{+,0, <} for the value group sort, £,;ny = {+,-,0,1} for the residue field sort,
and v, res are two function symbols interpreted respectively as the valuation v :
K — T" and the residue map res : K — k, where res(z) = 0 for all z ¢ Ok.
Throughout the paper, if £ is a language and M is an £-structure, with abuse of
notation, we will usually identify a predicate A € £ with its interpretation A
in M. We say that a valued field (K, k,T', v, res) is of equicharacteristic 0 (or
characteristic (0,0)) if char(K) = char(k) = 0. We say that it is of mixed
characteristic (or characteristic (0,p)) if char(K) = 0 and char(k) = p. The
equicharacteristic p case ((p, p)) will not be addressed in this paper. We say that a
valued field (K, v) is discrete if the order defined on its value group G is discrete,
i.e. G has a minimal positive element. We will often use the abbreviation “oag” in
referring to an ordered abelian group.

Let G,G’ be two arbitrary groups. We write G Cy, G’ if G is a finitely
generated subgroup of G'.

2 Ordered abelian groups with finite spines

The model theory of ordered abelian groups has been studied for the last 50 years.
Significant results have been achieved on (relative) quantifier elimination, first by
Schmitt in [20]], and more recently by Cluckers and Halupczok in [7]] with a differ-
ent though equivalent language. The case of oags with finite spines, or equivalently



oags with finite n-regular rank, has been considered by Halevi and Hasson in [13]],
by Dolich and Goodrick in [9] and by Farré in [12]]. In this section, we recall the
definition of oags with finite spines and give a language for model completeness.

Definition 2.1. Let G be an ordered abelian group. For each n € N, we recall the
following notions:

e fora € G\ nG, let H, be the largest convex subgroup of G such that
a ¢ Hy, + nG; set H, = 0if a € nG. Define S, :== G/~, where a ~ a
iff H, = H, and let s, : G — S, be the canonical projection. For
a = sp(a) € Sy, define H, = H,;

* forb € G, set HI; = UaeSn b T H,,, where the union over the empty set is
0. Define T;, :== G/~, where b ~ b/ iff H, = Hl’)/ and let t,, : G — T}, be

/

the canonical projection. For o = t,,(b) € T, define H,, := H,;

» for B €T, set F5+ = ﬂ_aesﬂ H,,, where the intersection over the empty
Hﬁ CHq
set is G. Here, 37 is viewed as an element of a copy of Ty, denoted by T, ;

* define a total preorder on |, oy Sn UT, UTS bya < o iff Ho C H .
For every n € N, the structure (S, UT,, UT,, <) is the n-spine of G.
We say that G has finite spines if | S, | is finite for each n € N.

Remark 2.2. If G has finite spines, then for every n € N the sorts T,,, T} do not
add any contribution in terms of new convex subgroups.

By [7, Lemma 2.1], all the H,, are definable in Loag and the ordered structure
(Sp, <) is interpretable in G for every n € N. Moreover, if G is a group with finite
spines, then

{Fa]a eSS, ne N}

are all the definable convex subgroups of G [13| Proposition 3.3]. In particular, G
has only finitely or countably many definable convex subgroups. From now on, we
fix an enumeration (H;);cz, I C N, of all the definable convex subgroups of G. By
convention Hy = {0}.

Oags with finite spines admit quantifier elimination in a language that is sim-
pler than the language in which arbitrary oags admit elimination of quantifiers. In
particular, we recall the following proposition from [[13]] obtained by a reduction of
Cluckers-Halupczok language ([[7]) to the case of groups with finite spines.



Proposition 2.3 ( [13] Proposition 3.4]). Let G be an ordered abelian group with
finite spines and let { H;};c1 be an enumeration of the definable convex subgroups
of G for some finite or countable set of indeces I. Then the definable expansion of

G
(G,0,+,— <,z =g, y+jli, * Zp o, Y + Jli)jez, iel, men,
admits quantifier elimination, where

* j1; is j times a representative 1; € G of the minimal positive element of the
quotient G/ H; if it exists, 0 otherwise;

s forallz,y € G,x =g, y+ jl; ifand only if v — y — j1; € H;;

s forall x,y € G,x =y, u, y+ jl; if and only if there exists t € G such that
x—y—mt—jl; € H;.

We are now in a position to identify a language in which the theory of an oag
with finite spines G is model complete.

Proposition 2.4. Let G be an ordered abelian group with finite spines and let
{H;}icr be an enumeration of the definable convex subgroups. Then Th(G) is
model complete in the language £,,, = {0,+,—, <, (j1; + H;)ic1,j=0,1}, where

oag
71, is j times a representative 1; € G of the minimal positive element of the quo-

tient G/ H; if it exists, 0 otherwise.

Proof. From Proposition 2.3 we replace the relations x =g, y + j1; and =m,H,;
y + j1; by the predicates j1; + H;. Note that, for j = 0, H; is a predicate of the
language, and for j = 1, 1; + H; is a predicate for the minimal positive element of
the quotient if it exists. So, for any z,y € G and j € Z, we have z =g, y + j1; if
and only if x — y € j1; + H;, that is
r=g,y+jli<= 3z (z=c—-y ANz € jl;+ H,)
and
r=m,y+jli<=Vz (z€jly+H, —z—y—z€H,).
Moreover, we have x =, i, y+j1; if and only if z —y —mt € j1; + H; for some
t € G, that is
T = Y+ili= 3zt (z=0—y—mt Nz € jl; + H,)
and
T FEm y+ili= 3t (r—y—mte H;V
Vae—y—mte(1+4)+H;V
Ve—y—mte (2+5)L;+H; V...
Vx—y—mte(m—1+j)1;+ H,).



So the relations are existentially and universally definable, and the theory of G is
model complete in £,,, together with the predicates j1; + H;, where i € I and
j € Z.

Also, we note that

u € jl; + Hy < E|’I“1,...,’I“j€1i+Hi(u:’l“1—|—...+T’j)
and
u € jl; + Hy < Vrl,...,rj€1i+H,~, r1+...+7°j—u€Hi.

So, for each j € Z, the predicate j1; + H; is existentially and universally definable
using 1; + H; and H;. Hence, for every 7 € I, it suffices to add the predicates
j1; + H;forj =0,1to ang- |

In the case that the order of the group is discrete, we have the following result.

Lemma 2.5. Let T" be a discrete oag with finite spines, (H;);c; an enumeration
of its definable convex subgroups, and consider the language £,, = {0,+,—,<

, (J1i+Hy)ier,j=0,1} in which Th(I') is model complete. If A is its minimal convex
subgroup, then Th(I'/A) is model complete in £,

oag*

Proof. 1t suffices to note that (1; + HZ-)F/A = (1; + A) + HI' /A and Hir/A =
H ZF /A. Thus, I'/A is an oag with finite spines and is model complete in £%,, by

oag

Proposition 2.4 O

To prove the main result in the case of finite spines (Theorem , we need in
particular the following general result on elementary embeddings of saturated oags
with the smallest convex subgroup generated by the minimal positive element.

Proposition 2.6. Let I, I Ny -saturated discrete ordered abelian groups with min-
imal positive elements 1r and 1, respectively. Then

T = F/ - F/<1F>conv = F//<1F'>C(mv

Proof. Let A := (11)cony and A= (11 )conv- Letai, ..., a, € T'/A, then there
are by,...,b, € D'suchthata; = b; + Afori =1,...,n. Set A ={ay,...,a,}
and B = {by ...,b,}. Since I" < I and they are N;-saturated, then I =p I, ie.
there exists a back-and-forth system of partial elementary maps

I={f:C—D|CCT.DCyT BCC f(b)=bi}.

‘We want to show that
F/A=4T/A.

Consider

I'={falfel},



where fa : (C + A)JA —s (D + A')/A" is the map such that (fa)(c + A) =
fle)+A"

First of all, we show that this map is well defined. Notice that, since I' < I, then
every partial elementary map f € I we have f(1p) = 1. Thus, if c+ A =
d+ A € T'/A, then the following equivalences hold

c—deN — c—d=nlp < f(c—d) =nf(lp) < f(c)—f(d) e A,

which implies that fa € [ " is well defined. Thus, I’ is a back-and-forth system
of elementary maps among finitely generated substructures of I'/A and T" /A",
Indeed, if c+ A € I'/Aand ¢ ¢ (C + A)/A, there is

g el (C+A)/AU{c+A} — (D+A)/A U{glc)+ A},

where g € I is the extension of f to C'U{c} and thus ¢’ = ga. So I is a back and
forth system that fixes aq,...,a,, and so I'/A =4 F//A/. Since ay,...,a, have
been chosen arbitrarily, we have T'/A < T"/A".

]

Note that in the case of the latter proposition, the equivalence relation defined
by the quotient is not definable without parameters. Indeed, otherwise, the thesis
would have been immediate.

3 Preliminaries on Henselian valued fields

We recall the notion of coarsening, a commonly used reduction method for valued
fields. We refer to [10] and [22]]. Let K be a valued field with value group I'g,
valuation ring O, maximal ideal M, and residue field k. In this section, we
assume that the valued field K has mixed characteristic (0, p). We take the smallest
convex subgroup A of I'c containing v(p) and consider the quotient ' /A. By
the convexity of A, this is also an ordered abelian group with the order induced
by the order of I'ir. The field K carries a valuation which is the composition of
v with the canonical surjection 7 : I'x — ' /A. We denote this valuation
by o : K — T'x/A U {oco}, and we will refer to it as the coarse valuation
corresponding to v. The valuation ring associated to © is the set

{r e K|3§ € Av(z) > 6}
and its maximal ideal is
{r e K|V € Av(z) > 6},

which is contained in M g. We denote its residue field by K , and we call it the
core field of K with respect to the valuation v, using the notation of Prestel and
Roquette in [[17]]. Note that K has characteristic zero. We denote the valued field
(K,v,K,T'/A) by K. The core field has a valuation © over the value group A,



defined by v(x + M) = v(x). Its valuation ring is Ox /M ;- and its maximal
ideal is Mg/ M.
We thus have the following picture:

0]
T
K—2— 7 r/A
rés
res K v A
rés
k

Definition 3.1. Let (K, v, k,T") be a valued field of mixed characteristic (0, p). We
say that K has finite ramification e, if there is a natural number ¢ > 1 such that

e=|{yel:0<~<uvp)}

Lemma 3.2. [[I7, p. 27] The ramification index of the core field K with respect to
vg and that of the field K with respect to v are the same.

We recall the next result from [8]], in which the authors show that Julia Robin-
son’s formula ([19])
Fy(1 + pa® = y*),

which defines the valuation ring of the field of p-adic numbers Q, (p # 2), can be
used to define the valuation ring in a more general context.

Proposition 3.3. Let K be an henselian valued field of mixed characteristic (0, p)
and ramification index e. Let n > e be an integer coprime with p, then

* the valuation ring is existentially definable by the formula Jy(1+pa™ = y™);

* the maximal ideal is existentially definable by the formula Hy(l—k%m" =y"),
thus the valuation ring is universally definable.

The following lemma from [8]] was proved for henselian mixed characteristic
valued fields with the same finite ramification e > 1 and valued in a Z-group.
Here we recall the proof in the more general case of value groups with a minimal
positive element.

Lemma 3.4. Let (K1,01) and (K2, O2) be henselian valued fields of mixed char-
acteristic (0,p), such that K1 C Ks. If they have the same ramification index
0 < e < o0, then

OK2 NK;= OKl-



Proof. Note that since both valued fields have a finite ramification index, their
value groups have a minimal element 1. For ¢ = 1, 2, the maximal ideal is

Mg, ={r e K: xep_l € Ok, }.
Indeed, since v(p) = e,

x € M, if and only if v(z°p™!) = ev(z) — e = e(v(z) — 1) > 0,

and so if and only if 2°p~! € Og,. From this observation and the fact that the

valuation rings Og, and Ok, are definable by the same existential formula (it
depends only on e and p), we deduce that the maximal ideals Mg, and Mg, are
both defined by the existential formula 3y (1 + p(z°p~1)" = y"). It follows that
Ok, C Og, N K. For the other inclusion suppose that there exists an element
B € Ok,NKjand B ¢ O,. Then we have 57! € Og,, hence 37! € Ok,, so
is a unit in Of,. Since 3 ¢ Og,, we have that 371 € M, hence 371 € My,
and so we get a contradiction. U

From the previous lemma, we get that (K1,01) C (K3, 02) is an extension
of valued field. Hence, there is a natural inclusion of the residue field (resp. value
group) of K into the residue field (resp. value group) of K.

3.1 AKE transfer principle

We recall the well-known transfer principle due to Ax and Kochen [5] for equichar-
acteristic henselian valued fields.

Theorem 3.5 (Ax-Kochen, Ershov). Let K1, Ko be two equicharacteristic 0 henselian
valued fields in the language £, . Then

* Ki=¢,, Kyifandonly if I'y =¢,,, o and k1 =g, ko;

ring

* Suppose K; ggvf Ks. Then K1 X Ks if and only if T'; = Loaq 'y and
kl jﬂm’ny kj2"

In [18} Appendix A] Rideau gives a useful analysis of relative quantifier elim-
ination and recalls the notion of resplendent relative quantifier elimination, that is
a relative elimination of quantifiers that is preserved when considering an enrich-
ment of the language for some sorts. Applying this argument to valued fields, we
recall the following result which states that the Ax-Kochen/Ershov principle works
resplendently.

Theorem 3.6. Let K* = (K, I}, k};) and L* = (L,I'} , k} ) be henselian valued
fields of equicharacterisic 0 in £y, = (Lring, £5ag: £rings v 7ES), Where £5, is
an expansion of £oqg and £, g is an expansion of Lring Then

» K*=L"ifand only if k}, = k7 and '}, =T'}.

o If K* C L* then K* X L* ifand only if k}, < k} and I'}. < T'].



3.2 Complete valued fields

The crucial step in the proof of our main result (Theorem E.4)) is to show, un-
der some conditions, an elementary embedding in the language of rings of two
henselian valued fields K7 and K». Thus, without loss of generality, we can as-
sume K, K5 to be N;-saturated. Indeed, consider their ultrapowers [ ], K and
[1, K2 over anon-principal ultrafilter D. We have that if [ [, K1 <[], K> then,
since both K} and K are elementary embedded into the respective ultrapowers,
we have also K7 < K5. In order to work in a saturated context, we recall the notion
of pseudo completeness for a valued field, introduced by Ostrowski and Kaplansky
in [[16[] and [[15]], respectively. This notion plays a key role in the study of maximal
valued fields, i.e. valued fields with no immediate extensions.

Definition 3.7. Ler (K, v) be a valued field. A sequence (cq)ac), indexed by some
limit ordinal ), is pseudo-Cauchy if there is cg < X such that for all oy < o/ <
ax <o’ <\

v(car — Cax) > V(Cax — Co)-
Definition 3.8. Ler (K, v) be a valued field, (cy)acy a pseudo-Cauchy sequence
and ¢ € K. Then (cq)ac) pseudo converges to c, if there is 0 < oy < A such that
Sorevery ag < o < o < )\,

v(ec —cqr) > v(c—cy).
In this case we say that c is a pseudo-limit (PL) of (¢a)ae-

Definition 3.9. A valued field is A-pseudo complete if all pseudo-Cauchy sequences
(¢ca)aex have a pseudo-limit in K.

The next is a well-known fact.
Fact 3.10. An X;-saturated valued field is w-pseudo complete.

Let K be a mixed characteristic valued field and consider the valued fields &
and K obtained by coarsening with their respective valuations (Section [3). We
have the following

Lemma 3.11. Let ) be any ordinal. If K is A\-pseudo complete then K and K with
the respective valuations are \-pseudo complete.

Proof. The valuation over K is given by the composition of v and the projection
map 7w : I' — T'/A. Since 7 preserves the order and the valued fields have the
same domain K, then pseudo-Cauchy sequences and pseudo-limits are preserved.
Thus K is A-pseudo complete. Now, let (24 + Mg )qa<n be a pseudo-Cauchy
sequence of elements in K , where M is the maximal ideal of K with respect to
the valuation v. Then for g < v < a < pu < A,

10)(.%'” + My — (aca —I—MK)) < ?3(1‘04 + My — (.%'M —I—MK)) <~
0(xy — xa + Mg) < 0(xq — ) + Mg) <=

(T, — xa) < V(Ta — xp),

10



thus (x4 + Mk )a<) is pseudo-Cauchy in (f(, ) if and only if (z4)a<) is pseudo-
Cauchy in (K,v). In the same way, it is easy to prove that c¢ is a pseudo-limit
for (zo)a<x in (K, v) if and only if ¢ + My is a pseudo-limit for the respective
sequence in (K, ). This proves that if (K,v) is A-pseudo complete then the core
field (K ,0) is A-pseudo complete. O

Remark 3.12. Note that, since K has value group isomorphic to Z, it is actually
Cauchy complete.

For complete valued fields the following characterization holds ([21, Sec 5,
Theorem 4]).

Theorem 3.13. Let K be a complete valued field of mixed characteristic (0, p) with
value group isomorphic to 7, and let e be its ramification index. Then K is a finite
extension of W (k), that is the fraction field of the Witt ring over k. In particular,
K = W(k)(m), where 7 is a root of an Eisenstein polynomial over W (k), i.e. a
polynomial

€+ ae12" N+ -+ a1w + ag € W(k)[2]

such that for all i € {0,... e — 1}, pla; and p* | ay, i.e. ag has minimal positive
valuation.

Conversely, a root of such a polynomial, defines a totally ramified extension of
W (k) of degree e, and that root is an element with minimal positive valuation in

K.

4 A one-sorted language for model completeness in the
case of value group with finite spines

In the proof of Theorem 4.4l we will use the Ax-Kochen/Ershov principle (Theorem
[3.3) and in particular its property of resplendence (Theorem [3.6). We shall work
with two languages £, and £7% that expand the usual language of valued fields
£, respectively on the group sort and on the field sort. To understand the relation
between these two languages, we give the following

Lemma 4.1. Consider £;,,

the language of valued fields

= Loag U {jli + H;}icr,j=0,1 and the expansion of

* *
vf — ('Qringy ’Qoag? £Tiﬂg7 v, 7"68).

Let (K,T'* k,v,res) be an Szf—structure. Define predicates A; j, for i € I and
7 =0,1, in the sort K, such that

Al ={a € K|v(a) € j1; + Hi},
and consider the language

ok *
of = ( T’ing?’QOag?’ST’ing?UvTes)v

*

where Srmg = Lring U {Ai;}ier,j=0,1. Then Szf and 22’} are bi-interpretable.

11



Proof. 1t follows from the definition of the languages. O

In particular, we will use that the languages £, J; and 2:’} preserve substructures
and elementary extensions. We note that the bi-interpretability of the languages has
the following consequences.

Remark 4.2. Let
’Cl - (Kla Iv{a kl, U1, 7"681),

Ko = (K2,13, k2, v2,7e82)
be two £} p-Structures and
,Cl == (Kf,I’l,kzl,vl,resl),
Ko = (K3,T2, k2,v2,7es2)
the corresponding 2:’}-structures. Then
KiCer, K2 = K Cers KCa.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that the thesis holds considering the restrictions of the
languages to the first two sorts and the function symbol defined between them, that
is

(K1, I, 01) Ceypr (K2,T3,v2) <= (K{,T'1,u1) Ce

K,T*

e (K3.Tam).
[K* 1

First note that (K7,T},v1) Cg, . (K2,T'%,v9) if and only if
[K,F*
Ky Ce,,,, K2, T7 Cer,, I'5 and V21, = v1. Analogously for (K7,T1,v1) and
(K35,T2,v2).
Thus, suppose that

[k 1

Clearly, if 'y Zg,,, T'> then Ty Qg;aq I's, and so we have

(Kla:[v{,vl) ,¢_£vf* (KQ,FS’/U2)‘

K, r*

Thus, suppose K; ¢ s K3 with AZK]T #* AZKE N K{ forsome ¢ € [ and j €
{0,1}. This means that there is x € K7 such that v (z) € j1; + H; and va(x) ¢
71; + H;. This happens if and only if

(j1; + H)'T # (j1; + H)"™2 N5/ H;,

since v is an extension of vy to K. Thus I'} Qg;ag '} and so K4 gg*f ICo.
O

12



Corollary 4.3. Let K1, K3 be £, postructures such that K1 C ICo. Then
Ky =g, Ko = K1 e IC2

Proof. Suppose K1 < e, Ko. Then by Remark [4.2] I’Cvl - E; in Sf)? and suppose

for a contraddiction that I’Cvl A ,’C\; Then there exists an 2;?—formula 5(90) =
Jyyp(z, y) with ¢ quantifier free and a € K UT'; U k; such that

K1 ¢(a) and K3 I ¢(a).

By the bi-interpretability of the languages (Lemmal4.1)), there exists an £; ;-formula
¢and b € K9 UI'5 U ky such that

,Cl ): (b(a) and ICQ b’é qﬁ(a)

We can now give the proof of the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4.4. Let K be an Henselian valued field of mixed characteristic (0, p),
finite ramification e > 1, residue field k and value group U with finite spines. Let
(H;)ier be an enumeration of the definable convex subgroups of T'. If the theory of
the residue field is model complete in the language of rings, then the theory of K
is model complete in the language £y, - = {0,4,1,-, A; j } where (A; j)icr,j—0,1
are predicates such that

AZKJ ={a € K|v(a) € jl; + H;}.

Proof. We follow the structure of the proof of Theorem 1 in [§]]. We start working
with the three sorted language S;? = (Lhin - Loag, Lring, v, res) that expands the
language £, on the field sort, with the language £%,, , defined in the statement.
Let

(K1,T'1, Ky, 01, rest),

(K2,T9, ko, v2,re89)

be two models of Th(K) in £} such that Ky C K as expanded fields in £3;, .,
and with 'y, T'y and kp, ko their value groups and residue fields, respectively. We
want to show that K71 < K5 in Sﬁmg. By Section[3.2] we may assume K7, K> to
be N, -saturated. Lemma[3.4]ensures that that (K7, v1) C (K2, v9) is an embedding

of valued fields, thus
(K1, Ty, ko1, resy) Cers (Ko, Do, ko, v, 7esg).

By Remark this is an embedding also in £}, Iz thus I'y and I'y are models of
Th(T') in £,, such that 'y C T'. Since Th(T') is model complete in £, by

Proposition the embedding is elementary. For both valued fields, we consider
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the coarse valuation and the resulting decomposition (see Section [3). Thus we
have the two equicharacteristic zero valued fields KZ- = (K;,v;), 1 = 1,2, valued
on I';/A and with residue fields the core fields K, i = 1,2, on which a mixed
characteristic valuation v; is defined with values on A and residue fields k;,7 = 1,2
respectively. Note that, by Lemma 2.0l I’y < 'y implies I'1 /A < T'y/A. So, if
also K 1 = [%2, then by the resplendent AKE principle for equicharacteristic zero
henselian valued fields (Theorem [3.6), we have that K 1 =X K 21in £ Iz Remark (4.3
implies that if Ky < Ky in £} ,, then K; < Ky in £3%. Thus K1 < Ky in £, as
expanded rings and since the valuation is existentially and universally definable by
Proposition 3.3} their embedding is elementary in £}, o as valued fields. This will
conclude the proof. Thus, it remains to show that K 1 = IO(Q, assuming k1 = kg in
Sring-

Since K and K5 are N;-saturated, by Lemma[3.10/they are w-pseudo complete
and by Lemma [3.11] also the coarse fields K 1 and K2 and the core fields K 1, 10(2
are w-pseudo complete. In particular, the core fields are actually Cauchy complete,
since their value groups are canonically isomorphic to Z. Also, by Remark 3.2] we
know that the core field has ramification index e. Theorem [3.13] gives a character-
ization of complete fields with fixed ramification in terms of finite extensions of
the field of fractions of a Witt ring. Indeed, we have K1 = W (k;)(r) for some
7 € K, with minimal positive valuation and which is a root of a polynomial

E(x) = 2%+ ce_12° 1 + -+ c12 + o
that is Eisenstein over W (k). Thus,
c € MW(kl)
and

€0 € My (ky) \ Mip(r,)-

First claim. The polynomial E(z) is Eisenstein also over W(ky) and Ky =
W (ke)(m).
Proof of the first claim. First note that, if val is the valuation over W (k;), then

¢; € My (x,) if and only if c{p~" € Oy r,).
Indeed,
val(cEp~t) = ewval(c;) — val(p) = eval(c;) — e = e(val(c;) — 1);
and that having co € Myy,) \ M‘%V(kl) is equivalent to say that
C(e]pil S OW(kl)

and
Caep € OW(lcl)

14



Indeed, the latter means that val(cy) < 1, so from both one has val(cy) = 1. Now,
note that W (k1) and W (k) as valued fields are unramified and p is an element
with minimal positive valuation in both W (k1) and W (k2). Then by Proposition
[3.3] their valuation rings are defined by the same existential formula, so we have
that
c; € MW(kg)
and
0 € My (ky) \ My (ry)-

Thus, E(z) is an Eisenstein polynomial also on W (k2) and 7 is a root, so it is
an element of Io(g with the minimal positive valuation. Therefore, the extension
W (ko)(7) has dimension e over W (ks), which is a subfield of Ky of the same
dimension and 7 € K. Hence, Ko = W (k2)().

Second claim. It remains to show that the embedding of W (k;) into W (kz) is
elementary, from which we deduce that also

Ky = W(k)(r) — W (ks)(r) = Ky

is elementary.

Proof of the second claim. Assume ki = ky. Then W (k;) and W (ky) are un-
ramified henselian valued fields with value group Z and residue fields k1 and ko,
respectively. Thus, by Theorem[3.5] we have W (k1) < W (ks). It remains to show
that K1 < K5. We can interpret W (k;)(r) inside W (k;) (for i = 1,2) as follows.
We identify W (k;)(mw) with W (k;)€. On the e-tuples we define addition as the
usual addition on vector spaces. Knowing that £(x) is the minimal polynomial of
m over W (K;) we can compute the multiplication by 7 into W (K;) (7). Thus, an
e X e-matrix M is determined and it depends on the coefficients cg, ..., ce—1 of
E(z). We can define a multiplication over W (k;)¢ as follows

Y1
(21, 2e) X (Y155 ye) = (w11 + w2 My + -+ 2 M) |
Ye
where I, is the identity e X e-matrix. Thus, we obtain that Io(l < f(g, and the
theorem is proved. U
Notice that in the proof we use the Witt rings over the residue fields without
the hypothesis of perfectness. Indeed, we have the following

Remark 4.5. Let k be a field. If Th(k) is model complete in £,iyg, then k is
perfect.

Proof. If char(k) = 0 the assert is obvious. Let char(k) = p where p > 1is a
prime and consider the field k'/? = k(a'/? : a € k). Then

fokP— k

z = P

15



is an isomorphism of fields. Thus, k'/? |= Th(k), and in particular, k C k'/P as
Lring-structures. Thus, for a € k, we have that a satisfies the formula o(y) =
Jz(xP = y) in k'/?, and since k < k'/P by hypothesis, there exists a p-th root of a
in k. Thus, k is perfect. O

5 A one-sorted language for model completeness in the
case of value group elementarily equivalent to &, _ . Z

5.1 Model theory of ,_ . Z

Consider @, _,- Z the lexicographic sum of Z, such that (...,0,0, 1) is the min-
imal positive element. The examples in Section [6] motivate the choice of this
group. We want to extend the results of the previous section to the case of finitely
ramified henselian valued fields valued in a group that is elementarily equivalent
to @,_,- Z. For this purpose, we give a brief analysis of the model theory of
... Z as we have done for ordered abelian groups with finite spines. Schmitt’s
definition of the n-spine of an ordered abelian group (see Section [2)) works for
an arbitrary ordered abelian group in the most general case. In [14]], the authors
identify some assumptions on an ordered abelian group under which the induced
structure on the spine is that of a pure colored total order (', <, Cy)gece,,,» Where
Cy are unary predicates (the colours) for each formula ¢ € £,,,. For instance, as-
sume that (G )cr is a family of non-trivial archimedean ordered abelian groups
such that for every v € I, the group G, is either a discretely ordered group or a
dense one, and where (I, <) is an ordered set. Consider the Hahn product

H={f¢€ H G : supp(f)is a well-ordered subset of (I', <)},
yel’

equipped with the lexicographic order. Then H is an ordered abelian group with
spine (I', <, Cy,, Ci, )1 2 Loags» Where ¢1 and ¢o describe, respectively, dis-
cretely ordered groups and densely ordered groups and, for ¢ = 1, 2,

Co(7) = Gy = 6.

In the case of the lexicographic sum of Z, one can easily note that the induced
structure on the spine is (w, <), and there are no colours. Thus, we start giving the
following fact deduced from (|14, Theorem 2.18]), which is obtained by a reduc-
tion of Cluckers and Halupczok’s language for the relative quantifier elimination
in ordered abelian groups ([[7]]).

Fact 5.1. Let £ be a language consisting of
* the main sort G with +,—,0,<,=,, (m € N);

* an auxiliary sort T with <,0,00,s : I' — T’y
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cwval” :G—T (neN,n#1),

* an unary predicate =* ko on G for each k € 7\ {0},

* an unary predicate =, ko on G for eachm > 2andk € {1,...,m — 1}.
Then the theory of G = @, - Z has quantifier elimination in £, where

e I'=wU{oo},

e s(n)=n+1,

* for every a € G, val™(a) := minsupp(a mod nG) if a ¢ nG,
val™(a) 1= oo otherwise (or equivalently val™(a) is the index i of the largest
convex subgroup H; such that a ¢ H; + nG),

o forevery a € G, a =* ke if a + H; is k times the minimal element of G/H;
for some i € T,

 forevery a € G, a =}, ke if a + H; is congruent modulo m to k times the
minimal element of G | H; for some convex subgroup H;.

We determine a language for the theory of G to be model complete.

Proposition 5.2. The theory of G = @, _,- Z is model complete in the one-sorted

language sgag consisting of
e +,—,0, < for the oag G,
* for every n,m € N a relation symbol |"™ on G,

* for every n,m € N a binary predicate s on G

e forevery a € G, a =* 14 if a+ H; is the minimal element of G/ H; for some
convex subgroup H;.

Proof. We define, for every n,m € N the relation | on G as follows
x|y <= val™ (z) < val™(y)
to interpret the order of I' in GG. As well, define the binary relation 3™ on G as
5z, y) <= s(val™(x)) = val™(y)
in order to interpret the successor function of I" in GG. Thus
5z, y) = {(x,y) € G?| x["™y A Vz e G=(x["z A z|b™y), forany | € N}.

Finally note that, for eachm > 2and k € {1,...,m — 1},

x =y ke <= 3be G(x—mb="k,)
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and

x#Ey ko= Gr—mb="(1+k)e Ve—mb="(2+k)s V...
o Vae—mb=*(m—1+k),.

Also, for every k > 1,

r="k, = z,yz=z+... 424y A z|®02 A2/ A 2 ="1, A
—_——
k times (1)
A y[*%z vy =0)

and

z =" ke <:>VZ€G($|O’OZ /\Z|O’Ox Az =* 1.) —>($—(Z—|—...—{—Z))|O’Ox,
NI,

k times

2)

Thus, for every k, the predicates =* k, are existentially and universally definable
using =* 1,, so we can substitute them in the language in order to have the model
completeness of the theory of G. O

5.2 Value group elementarily equivalent to @, _ . Z

In this section we give an analogue of Theorem for henselian valued field of
mixed charactestistic (0, p), fixed ramification e > 1 and value group elementarily
equivalent to P Z.

<w*

Theorem 5.3. Let K be an Henselian valued field of mixed characteristic (0, p), fi-
nite ramification e > 1, residue field and value group a model G of Th(D, .« Z).
If the theory of the residue field is model complete in the language of rings, then
the theory of K is model complete in the language L£*.  consisting of

ring
* +,0,-,1
e for every n,m € N a relation symbol ||,
o for every n,m € N a binary predicate $™™,
* an unary predicate A,
where
e forevery x,y € K, z||"My <= val™ (v(z)) < val™(v(y)),
* forevery x,y € K, $""™(z,y) <= val™(v(y)) = s(val"(v(x))),
e AKX = {2z c K|v(z) =* 1.}.
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The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 4.4l We only need to note, as in
the previous section, the following lemma on bi-interpretability of the languages,
in order to deal with different languages when applying the resplendent version of
AKE Theorem (Theorem [3.6).

Lemma 5.4. Consider £}, and the expansion of the language of valued fields

oag
* *
of = (Srmg,ﬂmg,ﬂrmg,v,res).

Let (K,I'*, k,v,res) be an £}, postructure. Consider the language

Z} = ( :ing, £-\/oag, Sring, v, ’I“GS),
where £7, g is the language defined in Theorem Then, the languages £ s and

;’} are bi-interpretable.
Also in this case, we use the following remark.

Remark 5.5. Let
’Cl - (Kla Iﬂl(a kl, U1, 7"681),

ICQ — (K2a F;a k?, V2, T682)

be two £ postructures and
,Cl = (KT, Fl, kﬁl, V1, 7“651),

I/C\; = (K;, FQ, kig, V2, 7‘682)

the corresponding 2;}-structures. Then

KiCer, K2 = K1 Sy Ko

Proof. Asin Remark[4.3] it suffices to prove that the thesis holds for the restrictions
of the languages to the first two sorts and the function symbol v defined between
them.

First note that (K1,T7,v1) Cg, (K9,T'%,v9) if and only if

I/, T*
K Ce,,, Ko, T Cetoy I's and V21, = v1. Analogously, itholds for (K7,T'1,v1)

and (K3,T, v2).
Thus, suppose that

(K1, T1,01) Loy (K3, T2, 00).

A
IfTy Ze,,, 2, then clearly I' e T3, and so
(Klar‘)l(fvl) ,«i_ﬁvf? (K27F§7U2)-
K,T*

The same argument works if vo does not extend v .
Thus, suppose Ki Zex —~ Kj. If K ¢ K3 as pure fields, we clearly have the
assert. Thus, suppose K7 C K. We have three different cases
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i. there are z,y € K7 such that z||"™y in K} and — z||™™y in K3. This holds
if and only if

01 (2)["™ w1 (y) in T and va(x) [ v (y) in T3,
and this is so if and only I'} € 5., 13, since v extends vy;

ii. $57 £ $53 N (K7)2, thus there are x,y € K7 such that (z,y) € (§7™)K1
and (z,y) ¢ ($™™)%3. This holds if and only if

(v1(2),v1(y)) € (3™ and (va(2), v2(y)) € (5"™)"2

and since again vy extends v; we have that (3™)I1 # (3™ N T'Y. Thus
I Loy, 1%

iii. AT # AKZ U K7, if and only if there is z € K7 such that
vi(z) =* 1o and vy (z) =* 1,,
but since vo(z) = vy (x) then

(=* 1)1 # (=" 1) NIT.

O
As for Corollary the next result follows from Lemma[5.4] and Remark [5.3]

Corollary 5.6. Let K1, Ko be £, postructures such that K1 C ICo. Then
Ki=e;, Ko = K1 i K.

We conclude this section with the following remark. For practical purpose, we
were interested in working with ordered abelian groups elementarily equivalent to
the lexicographic sum of Z with a minimal positive element. At the beginning of
Section [3.1] we introduced it as an example of ordered abelian groups with spine
(w, <) and no colours. Thus, we have the following.

Remark 5.7. Fact |51l Proposition and Theorem hold still if we replace
@D, Z with any group G of order type w and with no colours.

6 Examples

« Consider the field Q,((tZ)) of Hahn series over Q,, in the indeterminate ¢ and
value group Z. The element h = ) __; c.t° is a Hahn series if supp(h) =
{e € Z|ce # 0} is well ordered. The usual valuation v; over Q,((t%)) of
the Hahn construction is such that v(0) = oo and v(h) = min supp(h) for
every Hahn series h # 0. Its residue field is Q. Note that v; is a coarsening
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of a valuation val defined over Q,((t#)) with values in Z x Z, that is a
composition of the p-adic valuation v, over QQ,, and the valuation v;. Thus

Opar = {z |val(z) > 0} = {z|v(x) > 0 or ve(z) = 0 A vp(ac(z)) > 0}.

Note that the ramification index is e = 1, the residue field with respect to
the valuation val is IF,, and the value group is an ordered abelian group with
finite spines (with the lexicographic order), whose only non-trivial proper
definable convex subgroup is {0} + Z.

So, by TheoremE.4, Th((Q,((t%)),val)) is model complete in the language
of rings together with two predicates Ag, A; such that

Qp((t))  _
Ag = {z|val(z) € (0,0) + ({0} + Z)}
= {m |z = zizo aiti,ao # O}
and )
AP = (e val(@) € (1,0) + ({0} + 2)}
— {m]x = Zizl a;it’, a1 # O} )
The previous example can be generalized to the field of Hahn series over

Qy in n indeterminates. We can consider, as before, the valuation val,, over
Qu((t9)) ... ((t2)), valued in @' Z, such that

n
Ovaln = U Olv
=0

where
o {z| v, (x) >0}
O 1= {z|v, (x) =0A vy, (acy, (x)) > 0}
O" 2= {z|v,(x) =0Avy,_, (ac, (7)) =0 Aw,_,(acs, ,(acy, (z)) > 0}

0% = {z|u,(x) =0Awv,_,(acy, (2)) = 0 Avy,_,(acy,_, (acy, (z))) = OA
A (acy, (L (e, (7)) = 0 Avp(ace, (... (acy, (x))..)) > 0}
Note that val,, is unramified, the residue field is [F}, and the value group is
an ordered abelian group with finite spines (in particular it has finitely many
convex definable subgroups). So, by Theorem the theory of the valued
field

K = (Qu((t1)) - - - ((t)), valn)
is model complete in the language of rings together with predicates A; o, 4; 1,
fori=0,...,n, such that
AYy ={z e K|val,(z) € H;}
={rek|zeO'A Uti(acti+1(' .- (acy, (2))..)) = 0},
AN ={zeK|val,(z) € 1; + H;}
={zreklzecO'A Uti(acti+1(' - (acy, (2))..)) = 1}
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¢ The following valued field is an example for Theorem[3.3l Consider the field
of Hahn series over Q, in infinitely many indeterminates

K = J QD). ().

neN

We define a valuation val,, over K with values in €, _, . Z from the valua-
tions val,, over Q,((t%)) ... ((t2)), such that

Ovaloo = U Ovaln-

neN

By Theorem [5.3] we have a one-sorted language in which the valued field
K = (K,val ) has a model complete theory.

In this paper, we focus on the cases in which there is a language for quantifier
elimination for the theory of the value group. We would like to have an expan-
sion of the language of the field structure which contains all the information on the
structure of the value group. For an arbitrary oag, the best result on quantifier elim-
ination is due to Cluckers and Halupczok in [7]. Inspired by Schmitt’s language
([201]), they provide a language with additional sorts for the spines of a group G and
prove quantifier elimination of G relative to the spines. Thus, one natural problem
is to identify a language where the finitely ramified valued field has relative quan-
tifier elimination in the most general case in which the value group is an arbitrary
ordered abelian group.
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