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LOG-NOETHERIAN FUNCTIONS

GAL BINYAMINI

Abstract. We introduce the class of Log-Noetherian (LN) functions. These
are holomorphic solutions to algebraic differential equations (in several vari-
ables) with logarithmic singularities. We prove an upper bound on the number
of solutions for systems of LN equations, resolving in particular Khovanskii’s
conjecture for Noetherian functions. Consequently, we show that the structure
RLN generated by LN-functions, as well as its expansion RLN,exp, are effec-
tively o-minimal: definable sets in these structures admit effective bounds on
their complexity in terms of the complexity of the defining formulas.

We show that RLN,exp contains the horizontal sections of regular flat con-
nections with quasiunipotent monodromy over algebraic varieties. It therefore
contains the universal covers of Shimura varieties and period maps of polarized
variations of Z-Hodge structures. We also give an effective Pila-Wilkie theorem
for RLN,exp-definable sets. Thus RLN,exp can be used as an effective variant

of Ran,exp in the various applications of o-minimality to arithmetic geometry
and Hodge theory.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Synopsis. We introduce the class of Log-Noetherian (LN) functions, which are
holomorphic solutions for systems of algebraic differential equations with logarith-
mic singularities. This class strictly contains the Noetherian functions considered
by Khovanskii (which is the non-singular case).

We show that the structure RLN generated by LN-functions is an effectively o-
minimal reduct of Ran. This means that one can associate a format F to each
formula ψ in the first-order language of RLN, and replace the general finiteness
results of o-minimality by an effective bound depending on F . For instance this
implies a Bezout-style theorem bounding the number of isolated points in the set
defined by ψ in terms of its format. The format F generally encodes the degrees
and magnitude of the coefficients of the algebraic differential equations defining the
LN-functions appearing in ψ. We show moreover that the structure generated by
graphs of unrestricted Pfaffian functions over RLN, denoted RLN,PF is effectively o-
minimal as well. In particular RLN,exp is an effectively o-minimal reduct of Ran,exp.

The key to constructing these new effectively o-minimal structures is a solution to
Khovanskii’s conjecture from the early eighties on effective bounds for the number
of solutions of systems of Noetherian equations (and its generalization to the LN
class). The proof of this result is based on a version of the cellular parametrization
theorem of [10] for the LN-category. It is crucial for the inductive proof of this
result to consider log-Noetherian functions and cells even if one is originally only
interested in Khovanskii’s conjecture for non-singular Noetherian systems.

We show that horizontal sections of regular flat connections with quasiunipotent
monodromy over algebraic varieties (with appropriate branch cuts) are definable
in RLN,exp. In particular we show that the universal covering map of the Siegel
modular variety Ag and the universal abelian scheme Ag → Ag, and the period
maps for polarized variations of Z-Hodge structures (PVHS), are all definable in
RLN,exp. Thus all applications of o-minimality to these areas can in principle be
made effective using the theory of this structure. In particular we give an effective
Pila-Wilkie theorem (a straightforward generalization of [5] from the Pfaffian con-
text) and a bound for the degree of the Hodge locus (a straightforward consequence
of the approach of [1]).

1.2. Noetherian functions and Khovanskii’s conjecture. Let P ⊂ Cn be a
product of discs in Cn or intervals in Rn and f1, . . . , fN : P → C a collection of
analytic functions satisfying a system of polynomial differential equations

∂Fi
∂zj

= Gi,j(F1, . . . , FN ). (1)

In [32] Khovanskii studied the situation where P ⊂ Rn, and the equations (1) are
triangular in the sense that Gi,j depends only on F1, . . . , Fi. Functions satisfying
this condition are called a Pfaffian chain, and the maximum among the degrees of
Gi,j is called the degree of the chain. A polynomial combination G(F1, . . . , FN )
of these functions is called a Pfaffian function of degree degG. Khovanskii proved
that the number of connected components of a set defined by a system of Pfaffian
equations can be bounded in terms of n,N and the degrees of the chain and the
functions. This holds even if some of the intervals defining P are unbounded.
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Without the triangularity condition on (1) the chain F1, . . . , FN is called a Noe-
therian chain and their polynomial combinations Noetherian functions. This ter-
minology is due to Tougeron [44]. Khovanskii’s global bounds on the number of
solutions certainly do not generalize to the Noetherian context: for instance, sin(x)
is clearly Noetherian on R and admits infinitely many isolated roots. Nevertheless
Khovanskii conjectured in the early eighties that non-global bounds – restricting
either to local germs or to compact domains, should still hold in this class. One
instance of this conjecture appeared in [27].

Conjecture 1. Let P1(z, ε), . . . , Pn(z, ε) : (Cn+1, 0) → C be holomorphic functions
depending analytically on ε, such that for each fixed ε they are Noetherian of degree
at most D over a chain F1, . . . , FN of degree D′. Then there exists δ > 0 such that
for any sufficiently small ε, the number of isolated points in

{z ∈ Cn : ‖z‖ 6 δ, P1(z, ε) = · · · = Pn(z, ε) = 0} (2)

is bounded by some explicit function of N,n and D +D′.

In the complex Pfaffian case Conjecture 1 was proved by Gabrielov [19], giving a
local complex analog of Khovanskii’s (real) Pfaffian theory [32]. In the case n = 1
the conjecture is proved in [25]. In [27] the general conjecture was proven under
the additional assumption that the intersection for ε = 0 is proper (in which case
the number of common roots in any deformation as above is bounded by the local
intersection number at the origin). Some result on improper intersections are given
in [7, 8] under addition assumptions on the deformation, but Conjecture 1 has
remained open in general.

A stronger form of Conjecture 1 is to require an explicit bound on the number
of isolated zeros in the domain P. In this case it is clear that the bounds must also
involve the magnitude of the coefficients of the equations Gi,j in the Noetherian
chain (1), as evidenced by the Noetherian function sin(Mx) with M ≫ 1. Ac-
cordingly, define the format F of a Noetherian chain (F1, . . . , FN ) and Noetherian
function F := G(F1, . . . , FN ) by

F (F1, . . . , FN ) := n+N +
∑

i,j

degGi,j + ‖Gi,j‖ + max
i=1,...,N

z∈P̄

|Fi(z)|

F (F ) := F (F1, . . . , FN ) + degG+ ‖G‖
(3)

where the norm of a polynomial is given by the sum of the absolute values of its
coefficients. With this definition, Khovanskii’s conjecture is as follows.

Conjecture 2. Let P1, . . . , Pn : P → C be Noetherian of format F . Then the
number of isolated points in

{z ∈ P : P1(z) = · · · = Pn(z) = 0} (4)

is bounded by some explicit function of F .

To see that Conjecture 2 implies Conjecture 1, note that by rescaling the time
variable z̃ = Rz and the chain functions F̃i = F/r with R ≫ r ≫ 0 one can arrange
that ‖Gi,j‖, |Fi(z)| and ‖G‖ are all bounded by 1 when considered on the unit poly-

disc P̃. One thus obtains an effective bound depending only on n,N, degGi,j and
degG on the isolated points in a ball whose radius δ (in the original z-coordinates)
depends effectively on F . Conjecture 1 by comparison asserts the same bound
without control on δ.



4 GAL BINYAMINI

Conjecture 2 has been resolved in the case n = 1 by Novikov and Yakovenko
[35]. Their approach is based on a combination of commutative algebraic tech-
niques and results from the theory of analytic ODEs (in one variable). We make
extensive use of their results in our treatment of the higher dimensional case. To
our knowledge no higher dimensional case of Conjecture 2 has been known prior to
this work. Some partial results are given in [9, 4] but with bounds degenerating to
infinity near the locus of non-proper intersection. It has generally been clear that
Conjectures 1 and 2 are the main obstacle toward developing a theory parallel to
Khovanskii’s Pfaffian theory in the Noetherian context, as the results of the present
paper demonstrate.

1.3. Log-Noetherian functions (a simplified version). In his ICM talk Kho-
vanskii listed as an open problem [33, Section 14, Problem 4] the goal of extending
the Pfaffian class while retaining the effective bounds, and more specifically [33,
Section 14, Problem 5] the goal of extending the effective bounds to the period
integrals of algebraic forms over algebraic families. Period integrals are known to
satisfy systems of algebraic differential equations (classically known as Picard-Fuchs
system, and in greater generality Gauss-Manin connections) which do not seem to
be Pfaffian. This is one of the main motivations for considering the more gen-
eral class of Noetherian functions. It should be noted however that Gauss-Manin
connections generally exhibit (regular) singularities, and the Noetherian class only
describes their behavior away from the singular locus. Toward this end we enlarge
the class of Noetherian functions to allow certain singularities.

Let P◦ ⊂ Cn denote the product of n punctured discs of radius 1. An LN-chain
over P◦ is a system analogous to (1) but allowing for logarithmic-type singularities
along the divisors zj = 0, namely

zj
∂Fi
∂zj

= Gi,j(F1, . . . , FN ). (5)

We still assume that the functions Fj are holomorphic and bounded (and thus
extend holomorphically over the punctures). Under these conditions we call the
sequence F1, . . . , FN an LN-chain on P◦. More generally we define LN-chains on
more complicated cellular domains, but we postpone this definition to §2.1. We
resolve Khovanskii’s conjecture in the stronger sense of Conjecture 2 for this wider
class of functions. For domains P◦ as above the result can be stated as follows.

Theorem. Let P1, . . . , Pn : P◦ → C be LN-functions of format F . Then the
number of isolated points in

{z ∈ P◦ : P1(z) = · · · = Pn(z) = 0} (6)

is bounded by some explicit function of F .

A much more general form of this result is described in §1.6. The proof of this
theorem is based on a cellular parametrization theorem (CPT) in the sense of [10]
for the LN-category. This can be seen as a type of local desingularization result for
sets defined using LN functions. Since the precise statement of the CPT requires
some technical setup we postpone it to §2.7.

1.4. Notation for effectivity. When speaking of effective bounds in this paper,
we mean bounds that are given by primitive-recursive functions that can be fully
written out explicitly in principle. We use the notation Eff(· · · ) to denote such
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a primitive recursive function, which may be different for each occurrence of this
notation.

We define the format of various objects such as LN-functions, LN-cells, definable
sets in RLN, etc. To make the notations less cumbersome, when X is one of these
objects we sometimes write Eff(X) to mean Eff(F ) where F ∈ N is the format
associated to X .

1.5. Effectively o-minimal structures. Let S be an o-minimal structure, viewed
as a collection of definable subsets of Rn for n ∈ N. An effectively o-minimal
structure on S consists of a collection {ΩF ⊂ S}F∈N called the format filtration
and a primitive-recursive function E : N → N such that

(1) The filtration is increasing ΩF ⊂ ΩF+1 and exhaustive ∪F ΩF = S.
(2) For every A,B ⊂ Rn with A,B ∈ ΩF , we have

A ∪B,A ∩B,Rn \A,A×B, πnk (A) ∈ ΩF+1 (7)

where πnk : Rn → Rk denotes the projection to the first k coordinates.
(3) If A ⊂ R and A ∈ ΩF then A has at most E(F ) connected components.

When we say that a structure is effectively o-minimal in this paper we always
mean that the function E can be explicitly presented in principle, although for
brevity we do not compute it exactly. We will usually treat E as implicit and speak
simply of an effectively o-minimal structure (S,Ω).

When a structure is effectively o-minimal one has effective variants of all the
standard theorems of o-minimality such as cell-decomposition, existence of strat-
ification, definable triangulation, etc. We state the effective cell decomposition
theorem as a representative example. The proof follows from the standard proof of
cell decomposition verbatim.

Theorem 1 (Effective cell decomposition). Let X1, . . . , Xk ⊂ Rn be definable sub-
sets. Then there exists a cylindrical decomposition Rn = ∪αCα compatible with
X1, . . . , Xk such that

#{Cα} < Eff(X1, . . . , Xk), ∀α : F (Cα) < Eff(X1, . . . , Xk). (8)

The notion of effective o-minimality is defined analogously to sharp o-minimality
(#o-minimality) introduced recently in [11], see also [6, 13]. However unlike in the
case of #o-minimality, here we do not require polynomial growth with respect to a
separate degree parameter and are content with asserting some explicit bound de-
pending on the format. If ΩF ,D is a #o-minimal filtration then ΩF ,F is essentially
an effectively o-minimal filtration (up to some minor changing of the indices). Be-
rarducci and Servi have considered in [2] a similar notion of effective o-minimality.
Our formalism is slightly different but up to some technical differences it amounts
to roughly the same concept.

Remark 3. In #o-minimality, since the filtration ΩF ,D involves two indices, there
is no canonical way of associating a single format and degree to a given definable
set. In effective o-minimality on the other hand one can define the format of a
definable set A ∈ S to be min{F : A ∈ ΩF}.

If some collection of sets {Aα ∈ S} generates the structure S and one assigns a
format to each Aα, then one can always define a filtration Ω generated by these sets
by taking transitive closure under axiom 2 above. The statement that the resulting
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structure is effectively o-minimal then means that axiom 3 holds for some suitable
choice of E.

1.6. The structures RLN and RLN,exp. Turning back to LN-function, we define
the structure RLN generated by the graphs of LN-functions (for the precise definition
see §6). We associate to the graph of each LN-function the format of the function
as defined above and generate a format-filtration.

Theorem 2. The structure RLN is effectively o-minimal and effectively model-
complete.

Theorem 2 is proved in §6. Model completeness is the statement that every
definable set in the structure can be expressed using a purely existential formula.
Together with o-minimality it is one of the hallmarks of tame geometry, established
for Ran by Gabrielov [24] and for Rexp by Wilkie [47]. Effective model complete-
ness here means that the complexity of the existential formula can be effectively
controlled in terms of the complexity of the original formula. We also prove an
effective  Lojasiewicz inequality for RLN.

With Theorem 2 in hand, we proceed to show that Khovanskii’s theory of Pfaffian
functions can be carried out over the structure RLN. That is, one can consider
Pfaffian systems of equations with coefficients in RLN, and add the graphs of the
resulting functions to obtain a larger structure RLN,PF. As a consequence we prove
the following.

Theorem 3. The structure RLN,PF is effectively o-minimal.

Theorem 3 is proved in §7. As a special case of particular interest for the appli-
cations, it follows that the structure RLN,exp is effectively o-minimal. We note that
this type of “Pfaffian closure” is well known in o-minimality (e.g. by Wilkie [48] and
Speissegger [43]), and the effective nature of the construction has also been stud-
ied by Berarducci-Servi [2] and Gabrielov-Vorobjov [23]. We give the construction
using their different approaches in §7.

1.7. Abelian integrals and the Varchenko-Khovanskii theorem. In the spe-
cific case of abelian integrals

I(t) :=

∮

δ(t)

ω, where











ω = P dx+Q dy

H ∈ R[x, y]

δ(t) ∈ H1({H = t},Z)

(9)

the problem of finding an explicit upper bound for the number of zeros of I(t) de-
pending only on degH, degω is known as the infinitesimal Hilbert sixteenth problem
because of its relation to the limit cycles of a perturbed Hamiltonian differential
equation

dH + εω = 0, ε≪ 1. (10)

It can be shown that when the perturbation is non-conservative, the zeros of I(t)
correspond to the limit cycles of the perturbed system (10).

The infinitesimal Hilbert problem has been resolved in [12], and we refer the
reader to this paper for a review of the long history of this problem. Prior to
this effective solution, a uniform (but ineffective) bound depending only on the
degH, degω has been obtained by Varchenko and Khovanskii in the papers [46, 30].
Their proof predates modern o-minimality, but can be described as showing that
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the period integrals of algebraic families lie in the structure Ran,PF generated by
Pfaffian functions over the globally subanalytic structure.

Going beyond the original infinitesimal Hilbert problem, Varchenko [46, Sec-
tion 4] also proves a “Bezout” theorem for period integrals, showing that systems
of equations in several variables involving period integrals over algebraic families
of arbitrary dimension admit finite and uniform bounds for the number of isolated
solutions. No effective extension of [12] to this multivariable context has been
known.

1.8. Periods and other examples of LN functions. In §10 we show that hor-
izontal sections of regular flat connections with quasiunipotent monodromy over
algebraic varieties lie in RLN,exp (after making appropriate branch cuts). Applying
this result to the Gauss-Manin connection of an algebraic family we obtain an ef-
fective form of the Varchenko-Khovanskii theorem from the effective o-minimality
of RLN,exp. This also implies that covering maps of Shimura varieties and period
maps for PVHS are definable in RLN,exp in the sense of [1].

More specifically, suppose that S is a quasi-projective variety and Φ : S → D/Γ
is a period map associated to a PVHS (see §10.3 for details). If Y ⊂ D/Γ is a
special subvariety then a theorem by Cattani, Deligne and Kaplan [16] states that
SY := Φ−1(Y ) is algebraic. An alternative proof of this theorem has been given
in [1]. Recall that [1, Theorem 1.1] introduces an Ralg-structure on D/Γ such that
every special subvariety Y ⊂ D/Γ is Ralg-definable. Below we understand F (Y )
to be taken with respect to this structure with the standard effectively o-minimal
structure on Ralg. To deduce the algebraicity of SY , [1] proves that Φ is definable
in Ran,exp and appeals to the definable Chow theorem [36]. We show that Φ is
actually definable in RLN,exp (although see Remark 53 for a discussion of issues
around the computation of the format of Φ). Modulo effective computation of the
format F (Φ) we deduce the following more effective form of the algebraicity of the
Hodge locus.

Theorem 4. Let Y ⊂ D/Γ be a special subvariety. Then SY := Φ−1(Y ) is an
algebraic subvariety of S and

degSY = Eff(Φ, Y ) (11)

where deg denotes the sum of the degrees of the pure-dimensional parts of SY .

We also show in §10.5 that the universal covering map for the universal abelian
scheme over the Siegel modular variety Ag → Ag is definable in RLN,exp when
restricted to an appropriate fundamental domain. Combined with the effective
Pila-Wilkie statements in §9 this allows one in principle to effectivize (at least
the point counting aspect of) the many applications of the Pila-Wilkie theorem to
unlikely intersection problems such as (relative) Manin-Mumford, André-Oort, and
Zilber-Pink. We refer the reader to [41, 50] for an introduction to the vast literature
around this topic.

In a related direction, [28, Section 6] gives numerous examples of functions arising
in quantum systems that are shown to be Noetherian, at least when considered
away from their singularities. The question is posed there whether these functions
in fact live in an #o-minimal structure, which would allow one to quantify their
complexity. While we do not establish #o-minimality of RLN,exp in this paper,
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it seems that effective o-minimality could provide a replacement suitable for the
purposes of [28] and containing many of the examples considered there.

Finally we note that while the examples above mainly come from linear systems,
the Noetherian class contains the solutions of essentially arbitrary non-linear sys-
tems of ODEs in one or several variables, at least away from their singularities.
The theory of RLN can therefore be used for the quantitative study of geometric
complexity in a wide range of examples arising for instance in classical mechanics.

1.9. Conjecture on #o-minimality. In [11, Conjecture 29] we conjectured that
the structure generated by restricted Noetherian functions is #o-minimal. We also
conjectured [11, Conjecture 33] that the structure generated by Q-functions, which
are horizontal sections of regular flat connections (defined over Q̄) with quasiunipo-
tent monodromy, is #o-minimal. Since RLN,exp contains both of these structures,
the results of the present paper make a step toward these conjectures by establish-
ing effective o-minimality. It seems natural to extend the conjecture to the larger
structures considered in this paper as follows.

Conjecture 4. The structure RLN,PF is #o-minimal.

It seems likely in light of the material developed in §7.4 and [14] that Conjecture 4
would follow from the #o-minimality of RLN, though the technical details of this
reduction are not yet fully verified.

2. Log-Noetherian cells and functions

2.1. Basic definition. We introduce the notion of a Log-Noetherian (LN) cells
C ⊂ Cℓ and Log-Noetherian (LN) functions on C by induction on ℓ. Denote the set
of LN functions on C by OLN(C).

In the case ℓ = 0, we consider C0 to be a singleton and the only cell C ⊂ C0 is
C0 itself. An LN function is any function F : C → C.

For r ∈ C (resp. r1, r2 ∈ C) with |r| > 0 (resp. |r2| > |r1| > 0) we denote

D(r) := {|z| < |r|} D◦(r) := {0 < |z| < |r|}
A(r1, r2) := {|r1| < |z| < |r2|} ∗ := {0}. (12)

We also set S(r) := ∂D(r).
Recall the following notation from [10]. Let X,Y be sets and F : X → 2Y be a

map taking points of X to subsets of Y. Then we denote

X⊙ F := {(x, y) : x ∈ X, y ∈ F(x)}. (13)

In this paper X will be a subset of Cn and Y will be C. If r : X → C \ {0} then
for the purpose of this notation we understand D(r) to denote the map assigning
to each x ∈ X the disc D(r(x)), and similarly for D◦, A.

We now introduce the notions of LN-cells and LN-functions. We denote the ring
of LN-functions on a cell C by OLN(C). Note that these two definitions are by
mutual induction on the length of the cell.

Definition 5. A cell of length ℓ = 0 is the singleton C = C0. An LN cell C ⊂ Cℓ+1

of length ℓ+ 1 is a set of the form

C := C1..ℓ ⊙ F (14)

where C1..ℓ ⊂ Cℓ is an LN cell of length ℓ, the fiber F is one of

F := ∗, D(r), D◦(r), A(r1, r2) (15)
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and the radii are as follows:

• If F = D(r), D◦(r) then r ∈ OLN(C1..ℓ) with r : C1..ℓ → C∗.
• If F = A(r1, r2) then r1, r2 ∈ OLN(C1..ℓ) with r1, r2 : C1..ℓ → C∗ and
|r1| < |r2| pointwise on C1..ℓ

Parting with [10], we require that r in the case of D(r) be a constant functions.

We now define the standard derivatives ∂Cj on C. Define ∂Cj to be ∂C1..ℓ

j if
j = 1, . . . , ℓ and

∂Cℓ+1 :=











r ∂
∂zℓ+1

if F = D(r)

zℓ+1
∂

∂zℓ+1
F = D◦(r), A(r1, r2).

0 F = ∗.
(16)

Remark 6. If we had allowed r in the fibers D(r) to be non-constant then the fields
∂Cj would be non-commuting. For the correct general definition, note that every cell
is biholomorphic to a cell where all fibers of type D(r) are taken to be D(1) by a
linear rescaling map z → z/r. We could define ∂Cj for the general case by pulling
back from this standard model. However this makes the fields harder to visualize,
so we prefer to stick to the standard model in our definition of LN cells.

An LN chain on C is a collection of bounded holomorphic functions F1, . . . , FN :
C → C such that the ring C[F1, . . . , FN ] is closed under the standard derivatives;
that is, such that

∂Cj (Fi) = Gi,j(F1, . . . , FN ) (17)

for suitable polynomials Gi,j over C. An LN function F : C → C is a function of
the form G(F1, . . . , FN ) for some polynomial G and some LN chain F1, . . . , FN on
C. This finishes the recursive definition of LN-cells and LN-functions. Whenever
we speak of cells below we will implicitly mean LN cells, unless explicitly stated
otherwise.

Remark 7. One may be tempted to use a simpler definition for LN (or Noetherian)
functions, namely to work with functions F : C → C such that the ring generated
from C[F ] by closing under the ∂Cj derivatives is finitely generated. However this
does not lead to a good notion, as illustrated in §A.4.

2.2. Format. We introduce a measure for the complexity an LN-cell C and an LN-
function F . If ℓ = 0 then the format of F (C) is 1, and the format F (f) of any
(constant) function on f : C → C is the least integer upper bound for |f |. In the
notations of §2.1, for general C ⊂ Cℓ+1,

F (C1..ℓ ⊙ ∗), 1 + F (C1..ℓ).

F (C1..ℓ ⊙D◦(r)),F (C1..ℓ ⊙D(r)) = 1 + F (C1..ℓ) + F (r)

F (C1..ℓ ⊙A(r1, r2)) = 1 + F (C1..ℓ) + F (r1) + F (r2).

(18)

We define the norm of a polynomial ‖P‖ to be the sum of the absolute values of
its coefficients. If F1, . . . , FN is an LN-chain as in (17) and F = G(F1, . . . , FN ) an
LN-function we define their formats by

F (F1, . . . , FN ) := F (C) + n+N +
∑

i,j

degGi,j + ‖Gi,j‖ + sup
i=1,...,N

z∈C

|Fi(z)|

F (F ) := F (F1, . . . , FN ) + degG+ ‖G‖.
(19)
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To be perfectly accurate, we take the least integer upper bound for the numbers
above, and the definition above defines a filtration – so the actual format is defined
by the minimum F over all possible representations of the LN-chain or LN-function.

2.3. Extensions of cells. We now introduce the notion of δ extensions of cells.
We largely follow [10] here, but reproduce the definitions for the convenience of the
reader.

For any 0 < δ < 1 we define the δ-extensions, denoted by superscript δ, by

Dδ(r) := D(δ−1r) Dδ
◦(r) := D◦(δ−1r)

Aδ(r1, r2) := A(δr1, δ
−1r2) ∗δ := ∗.

(20)

We also set Sδ(r) = A(δr, δ−1r).
Next, we define the notion of a δ-extension of a cell of length ℓ where δ ∈ (0, 1).

Definition 8. The cell of length zero is defined to be its own δ-extension. A cell C
of length ℓ+ 1 admits a δ-extension

Cδ := Cδ1..ℓ ⊙ Fδ (21)

if C1..ℓ admits a δ-extension, and if the function r (resp. r1, r2) involved in F admits
holomorphic continuation to an LN function on Cδ1..ℓ and satisfies |r(z1..ℓ)| > 0
(resp. 0 < |r1(z1..ℓ)| < |r2(z1..ℓ)|) in this larger domain.

As a shorthand, when say that Cδ is an LN cell we mean that C is an LN cell
admitting a δ-extension.

The following is a simple exercise in the definitions.

Lemma 9. If Cδ is an LN cell then F (C) 6 F (Cδ).

2.4. Maps and cellular maps. A map f : C → Ĉ between two LN cells is called
an LN map if each coordinate is an LN function. The format F (f) is defined to

be the sum of the formats of C, Ĉ and the coordinate functions.

An LN map f : C → Ĉ between two cells of the same length ℓ is called cellular

if it has the form wj = φj(z1..j) where each φj is an LN function and
∂φj

∂zj
is

non-vanishing for j = 1, . . . , ℓ.

Remark 10. Note that in [10] cellular maps were defined with the additional as-
sumption that φj is a monic polynomial in zj.

We show in Theorem 11 that the pullback f∗F of an LN function F under an
LN map f is again LN and and F (f∗F ) < Eff(f, F ), but note that this is not a
trivial statement and in involves a slight shrinking of the domain.

2.5. The real setting. We inductively define the notion of a real LN cell and a
real LN function. A cell C ⊙ F is real if C is real and the radii involved in the
definition F are real LN functions. The real part of the cell denoted R+C is defined
to be R+C⊙ R+F, where

R+∗ := ∗ R+D(r) := D(r) ∩ R

R+D◦(r) := D◦(r) ∩R>0 R+A(r1, r2) := A(r1, r2) ∩ R>0.
(22)

Note that we took R+D(r) to be the whole interval, parting with the convention
from [10], as this seems somewhat more natural. However the difference is merely
technical.
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An LN function f : C → C is called real if C is real and f is real on R+C. A map

f : C → Ĉ is called real if its coordinate functions are real and f(R+C) ⊂ R+Ĉ.

2.6. Cellular covers. We will often be interested in covering a cell by cellular
images of other cells. Toward this end we introduce the following definition.

Definition 11. Let Cδ be an LN cell and {fj : Cδ
′

j → Cδ} be a finite collection of

LN cellular maps. We say that this collection is an LN (δ′, δ)-cellular cover of C if

C ⊂ ∪j(fj(Cj)). (23)

Similarly, when f,Cδ
′

j ,C
δ are all real this is called a real cover if

R+C ⊂ ∪j(fj(R+Cj)). (24)

When (δ′, δ) are clear from the context we will speak simply of cellular covers.

The number of maps fj in a cellular cover is called the size of the cover.

Remark 12. We remark that if {fj : Cδ
′

j → Cδ} is an LN (real) cellular cover of

C and {fjk : C
δ′′/2
jk → Cδ

′

j } is an LN (real) cellular cover of Cj then {fj ◦ fjk} is an

LN (real) (δ′′, δ)-cover of C. Note that we need a slightly larger extension δ′′/2 in
the fjk cover because of the slight shrinking of domains in Theorem 11.

2.7. The cellular parametrization theorem. We say that f ∈ OLN(C) is com-
patible with C if F is either identically vanishing or nowhere vanishing on C. If

f : C → Ĉ is a cellular map and F ∈ OLN(Ĉ) we say that f is compatible with F if
the pullback f∗F is compatible with C.

Our main technical tool in this paper is the following cellular parametrization
theorem (CPT) in the LN category. In the analytic and algebraic categories, this
theorem is the main result of [10].

Theorem 5 (Cellular Parametrization Theorem – LN category). Let Cδ be an LN
cell and F1, . . . , FM ∈ OLN(Cδ). Then there exists a cellular cover {fj : Cδj → Cδ}
such that each fj is compatible with each Fk. Moreover

#{fj} < Eff(F1, . . . , FM , 1/(1 − δ)) and F (fj) < Eff(F1, . . . , FM ). (25)

If C, F1, . . . , FM are real then the cover can be chosen to be real.

The CPT is proven in §5.

3. Background from commutative algebra and differential equations

In this section we recall some facts about polynomial rings with derivations and
about oscillation of solutions of complex ODEs.

3.1. Ascending chains of ideals. Let R = C[x1, . . . , xn] or R := R[x1, . . . , xn]
be a polynomial ring and D : R → R a derivation of R. Explicitly,

D =
∑

pi
∂

∂xi
where pi ∈ R. (26)

For P ∈ R we write F (P ) = degP + ‖P‖ with ‖P‖ defined in §2.2 and

F (D) :=
∑

i

F (pi). (27)
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Define an ascending chain of ideals IkP by

I0P := (P ), Ik+1
P :=

〈

IkP , DI
k
P

〉

. (28)

The following result of Novikov and Yakovenko plays a key role in our approach.

Theorem 6 ([35]). The chain IkP stabilizes, i.e. IℓP = Iℓ+1
P with ℓ 6 Eff(D,P ).

Moreover,

Dℓ+1P =

ℓ
∑

j=0

cjD
jP, cj ∈ R (29)

with
∑

F (cj) < Eff(D,P ).

In fact [35] gives more specific bounds, exponential in the degrees and triply
exponential in the dimension n. This result is used in loc. cit. to bound the
number of intersections between a trajectory of D and the hypersurface defined
by P using certain non-oscillation results for solutions of linear ODEs. We use it
for similar purposes but require slightly different complex estimates that we recall
below.

3.2. Total variation of argument for solutions of linear ODEs. Let U ⊂ C

be a bounded domain and f : Ū → C be a holomorphic function. The total variation
of argument [31], also called Voorhoeve index, of a holomorphic function f : U → C

along a piecewise-smooth curve γ ⊂ U is defined by

Vγ(f) :=
1

2π

∫

γ

| d Arg f(z)|. (30)

The following theorem, a complex analog of the classical result of de la Vallé Poussin
[17], shows that the total variation of argument of a solution of a scalar ODE with
analytic coefficients can be explicitly bounded in terms of the order of the equation
and the upper bounds for its coefficients.

Theorem 7 ([49, Corollary 2.7]). Let γ ⊂ C be either an interval or a circular arc
of length ℓ. Suppose w(t) is analytic on γ and satisfies the equation

w(n)(t) + c1(t)w(n−1)(t) + · · · + cn(t)w(t) = 0 (31)

where cj(t) are all analytic on I and bounded in absolute value by M > 1. Then

VI(w) 6 C · ℓ · n ·M (32)

where C is some absolute constant.

We remark that in loc. cit. this is stated for straight lines, but the proof is easily
seen to apply also for circular arcs. Alternatively one can change variables to turn
a circular arc into an interval and this only affects M by some constant factor.

3.3. Total variation of argument for LN functions. We show that the total
variation of argument of an LN function along suitable curves in the domain can
be bounded in terms of F (f).

Supposes C := C1..ℓ⊙F. Fix a point z ∈ C and let γ be a circular arc in the fiber
{z}⊙F(z). Define the standard length of γ, denoted length(γ), to be the length of
γ with respect to the ∂Cℓ+1 chart. In other words,

length(γ) =

{

1
r × (Euclidean length of γ) F = D(r)

Euclidean length of log(γ) F = D◦(r), A(r1, r2).
(33)
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In this situation we have the following.

Proposition 13. Let C be an LN cell and f ∈ OLN(C) and γ ⊂ C as above. Then

Vγ(f) 6 Eff(f) · length(γ). (34)

Proof. According to Theorem 6 applied to f and the derivation D := ∂Cj we have
a differential equation

DN+1f =
N
∑

j=0

cjD
jf, cj ∈ R (35)

where R is the ring generated by our LN chain with N , the degrees of the cj , and
their norms, bounded by Eff(f). Along with the bounds on the format of the LN
chain, this implies that all coefficients cj are bounded in absolute value by Eff(f)
everywhere in C. Therefore Theorem 7 implies that the total variation of argument
of f along γ is bounded as claimed, noting that the time parametrization with
respect to D agrees with our notion of standard length. �

3.4. Taylor and Laurent domination.

Definition 14 (Laurent domination). A holomorphic function f : A(r1, r2) → C is
said to possess the (p, q,M) Laurent domination property where p 6 q are integers
and M ∈ R+ if its Laurent expansion f(z) =

∑

ak(z − z0)k satisfies the estimates

|ak|rk2 < M max
j=p,...,q

|aj |rj2, k = q + 1, q + 2, . . .

|ak|rk1 < M max
j=p,...,q

|aj |rj1, k = p− 1, p− 2, . . .
(36)

If f : D(r) → C we formally put r1 = 0 above, and refer to the (0, q,M) Laurent
domination property as the (q,M) Taylor domination property.

In the class of LN functions we have the following effective form of Taylor and
Laurent domination.

Proposition 15. Let C := C1..ℓ ⊙ F be an LN cell and f ∈ OLN(Cδ). Then
f(z1..ℓ, ·) has the (p, q,M) Laurent domination property for every z1..ℓ ∈ C1..ℓ with
|p| + |q| +M < Eff(f).

Proof. This is essentially already contained in [10, Corollary 67]. The constants
there depend on the constant in [10, Lemma 66], which is derived directly from the
total variation of argument of f along the boundary of a certain disc D, which is
easily seen to have effectively bounded standard length. The claim thus follows from
Proposition 13. Also note that since LN functions are always bounded, if F = D◦(r)
then f automatically extends to a holomorphic function over C1..ℓ⊙D(r) (although
not as an LN function) so we have in fact Taylor domination in this case. �

Recall the following simple consequence of the domination property.

Proposition 16 ([10, Proposition 68]). Let f : Cδ → C where C = D(r), D◦(r) or
A(r1, r2) and assume that it has the (p, q,M) domination property. Then for the
Taylor or Laurent expansion

f(z) =

q
∑

j=p

ajz
j +R(z) (37)
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we have for every z ∈ C a bound

|R(z)| 6 2δM

1 − δ
max

j=p,...,q
|ajzj|. (38)

We also record two basic propositions on Taylor domination that will be useful
later.

Proposition 17. Suppose

f : D(1) → C, f(z) =
∑

ajz
j (39)

has the (q,M) Taylor domination property with q > 0, and

|aq| > max
j=0,q−1

|aj |. (40)

Then f ′(z) has the (q − 1,M) domination property on D(1/2).

Proof. For every k > q we have |ak| < M |aq| by assumption. Then

f ′(z) =
∑

kakz
k−1. (41)

One easily checks that for k > q we have k/q 6 2k−q so

k|ak|(1/2)k 6M · q|aq|(1/2)q (42)

which proves the claim. �

Proposition 18. Suppose f : D(1) → C∗ has the (q,M) Taylor domination prop-
erty and δ > 0. Then there exists ε = ε(q,M, δ) with 1/ε = Eff(q,M, 1/δ) such
that f |D(ε) has the (0, δ)-domination property.

Proof. For each j, k = 0, . . . , q consider the radius

rj,k := k−j

√

aj
ak

(43)

where |ajzj | = |akzk|. Outside the annulus Aj,k = A(rj,k/4, 4rj,k) the ratio
|ajzj|/|akzk| is either smaller than 1/4 or larger than 4. Thus for z outside all
of these annuli, it is easy to see that for the maximal among these terms amz

m we
have

|amzm| > 2
∑

m 6=j=0,...,q

|ajzj |. (44)

By Proposition 16 we also have that if |z| < 1/(2 + 8M) then

|amzm| > 2|R(z)|. (45)

Choose z satisfying |z| < 1/(2 + 8M) and z 6∈ Aj,k for every j, k. Then amz
m

dominates all other terms in the Taylor expansion on the circle of radius |z| and
it follows by Rouché’s theorem that f has m zeros in the disc D(|z|). Hence by
assumption m = 0, and f has the (0,M) domination property in D(|z|). It is clear
that |z| can be chosen with absolute value r satisfying 1/r < Eff(q,M). Setting
now ε = δr/M we get the (0, δ)-domination property on D(ε). �

4. Basic theory of LN functions

In this section we establish some theory concerning LN functions on LN cells.
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4.1. Fundamental lemmas from hyperbolic geometry. For any hyperbolic
Riemann surface X we denote by dist(·, ·;X) the hyperbolic distance on X . We
use the same notation when X = C and X = R to denote the usual Euclidean
distance, and when X = CP 1 to denote the Fubini-Study metric normalized to
have diameter 1. For x ∈ X and r > 0 we denote by B(x, r;X) the open r-ball
centered x in X . For A ⊂ X we denote by B(A, r;X) the union of r-balls centered
at all points of A.

The notion of δ-extension is naturally associated with the Euclidean geometry of
the complex plane. However, in many cases it is more convenient to use a different
normalization associated with the hyperbolic geometry of our domains. For any
0 < ρ < ∞ we define the {ρ}-extension F{ρ} of F to be Fδ where δ satisfies the
equations

ρ =
2πδ

1 − δ2
for F of type D,

ρ =
π2

2| log δ| for F of type D◦, A.
(46)

The motivation for this notation comes from the following fact, describing the
hyperbolic-metric properties of a domain F within its {ρ}-extension.

Fact 19 ([10, Fact 6]). Let F be a domain of type A,D,D◦ and let S be a component
of the boundary of F in F{ρ}. Then the length of S in F{ρ} is at most ρ.

We define the {ρ}-extension C{ρ} by analogy with the δ-extension, (C⊙F){ρ} :=
C{ρ} ⊙ F{ρ}. The lemmas below are more natural to state in terms of the {ρ}-
extension. However, since in the present paper we only care about effectivity of
the constants and make no attempt to optimize the asymptotic dependence on
parameters, it will make essentially no difference which type of extension we use.
We have mostly kept to δ-extensions to simplify the presentation.

Recall the three fundamental lemmas from [10].

Lemma 20 (Fundamental Lemma for D). Let C{ρ} be a complex cell. Let f :
C{ρ} → D be holomorphic. Then

diam(f(C);D) = Oℓ(ρ). (47)

Lemma 21 (Fundamental Lemma for D \ {0}). Let C{ρ} be a complex cell and
0 < ρ < 1. Let f : C{ρ} → D\ {0} be holomorphic. Then one of the following holds:

f(C) ⊂ B(0, e−Ωℓ(1/ρ);C) or diam(f(C);D \ {0}) = Oℓ(ρ). (48)

In particular, one of the following holds:

log |f(C)| ⊂ (−∞,−Ωℓ(1/ρ)) or diam(log | log |f(C)||;R) = Oℓ(ρ). (49)

Lemma 22 (Fundamental Lemma for C \ {0, 1}). Let C{ρ} be a complex cell and
let f : C{ρ} → C \ {0, 1} be holomorphic. Then one of the following holds:

f(C) ⊂ B({0, 1,∞}, e−Ωℓ(1/ρ);CP 1) or diam(f(C);C \ {0, 1}) = Oℓ(ρ). (50)

4.2. Bounds for standard derivatives.

Lemma 23. Let f ∈ OLN(Cδ) and k ∈ N. Then

‖(∂Ci )kf‖ 6 ρk‖f‖Cδ , ρ = O
( 1

1 − δ

)

(51)

for j = 1, . . . , ℓ.
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Proof. First, we can assume without loss of generality that there are no D◦ fibers.
Indeed, we can replace each D◦(r) fiber by A(εr, r) for ε ≪ 1. Since (51) is
independent of ε the claim for the original cell will follow from the claim for these
modified cells.

Recall [10, Definition 39] that the skeleton of C is defined as the set of points
in C where each coordinate is in the boundary of its corresponding fiber. By the
maximum principle it is enough to check the maximum of ∂Ci on the skeleton of C.
Suppose it is obtained at a point p. Moreover, since ∂C is invariant by rescaling of
each fiber and by inversion z → r/z in the case of annuli fibers, there is also no
harm in assuming that p is in the component of the skeleton given by S(1) in D,A
fibers and by {0} in ∗ fibers. Then Bρ(p) ⊂ Cδ where ρ is as given in the statement.

Let φ : (C, 0) → Cδ be the flow chart of ∂Cj with φ(0) = p. Then we are interested

in evaluating |(f ◦φ)(k)(0)|. It is easy to see that φ extends to a disc of radius O(ρ),
and the claim follows from the Cauchy estimates. �

4.3. Four basic theorems. In this section we prove four basic theorems for LN
functions: monomialization, restricted division, logarithmic derivation, and stabil-
ity under pullback. We will establish all of these by concurrent induction, so we
assume throughout that Cδ is an LN cell of length ℓ + 1 and that all statements
have been established for cells of length ℓ.

4.3.1. Monomialization. We state an analog of the monomialization lemma of [10],
with effective control over the constants in terms of F (f). We begin by recalling
some notation.

A cell C is homotopy equivalent to a product of points (for fibers ∗, D) and circles
(for fibers D◦, A) by the map zi → Arg zi. Thus π1(C) ≃

∏

Gi where Gi is trivial
for ∗, D and Z for D◦, A. Let γi denote the generator of Gi chosen with positive
complex orientation for Gi = Z and γi = e otherwise.

Definition 24. Let f : C → C∗ be continuous. Define the monomial associated
with f to be zα(f) where

αi(f) = f∗γi ∈ Z ≃ π1(C∗). (52)

It is easy to verify that f 7→ zα(f) is a group homomorphism from the mul-
tiplicative group of continuous maps f : C → C∗ to the multiplicative group of
monomials, which sends each monomial to itself.

Theorem 8. Let f : Cδ → C∗ with f ∈ OLN(Cδ). Then we have a decomposition
f = mf (z)U(z) where

mf (z) = λzα(f), λ ∈ R>0, (53)

and the branches of logU : Cδ → C are univalued. We have

‖α(f)‖ + F (U |C) 6 Eff(f), (54)

and for all z ∈ C,

1

Eff(f)
6 |U(z)| 6 1. (55)

If f is real then U is real.
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Proof. We assume that the fiber is of type A(r1, r2), the other cases being similar.
We begin by bounding α(f)ℓ+1 by Eff(f). Let γ denote the curve given by a circle
of radius r2 in the zℓ+1-coordinate and some point p ∈ C1..ℓ in the z1..ℓ coordinates.
Then γ ⊂ Cδ, and clearly α(f)ℓ+1 is bounded by the total variation of argument of
f along γ. This circle has standard length 2π, and the bound therefore follows by
Theorem 13.

Now consider the cell Ĉ := C1..ℓ ⊙ ∗ and the cellular map φ : Ĉδ → Cδ given by

φ(z1..ℓ) = (z1..ℓ, r2(z1..ℓ)). (56)

By pullback stability (Theorem 11), the function f̂ := φ∗f is LN on the cell Ĉ
√
δ with

effectively bounded format. By induction we have an effective bound on ‖α(f̂)‖.
By a similar reasoning we have an effective bound on ‖α(r2)‖. We remark that

even though Ĉ is formally of length ℓ+ 1, in the proof of pullback stability one can

identify Ĉ with C1..ℓ so our induction is in fact well-founded.

In the notation of Definition 24, the map φ takes the fundamental loop γi ∈ π1(Ĉ)
to γi + α(r)i · γℓ+1 in π1(C). Thus

α(f̂)i = α(f)i + α(r)i · α(f)ℓ+1. (57)

Solving for α(f)i we see that it is also effectively bounded.
We proceed with the bounds for the unit U . Fix a branch of logU . We will

show that the diameter of logU ⊂ C is effectively bounded. One can then choose
the (positive real) constant λ to normalize its maximum to 1. The bound on F (U)
follows from the restricted division theorem (Theorem 9) to be proved later.

First apply the inductive hypothesis to Û := φ∗U . Note that α(Û) = 0, so this

indeed plays the role of a unit in the induction. Thus log Û has diameter bounded
by Eff(f). We will thus finish the proof by showing that for any z1..ℓ ∈ C we have
a bound for the diameter of logU in the fiber over z1..ℓ. Set r1 = r1(z1..ℓ) and
r2 = r2(z1..ℓ) and

U ′ : A(r1, r2)δ → C∗, U ′(t) = U(z1..ℓ, t). (58)

By Theorem 13 we have an effective bound for the total variation of argument of

U ′ along the two boundary components of A(r1, r2)
√
δ.

Let L := logU ′ and consider X := L(A(r1, r2)
√
δ). By the open mapping theo-

rem

∂X ⊂ L({|t| =
√
δr1}) ∪ L({|t| = r2/

√
δ}). (59)

In particular,

diam ImX 6 diam ImL({|t| =
√
δr1}) + diam ImL({|t| = r2/

√
δ}) (60)

where Im denotes the imaginary part. The two summands on the right hand side are
bounded by the two total variations of argument above, so diam ImX is effectively
bounded, say by some constant V .

Now we can finish as in [10]. Set Ũ := (U ′)1/(4V ) and assume further, by

multiplying by a scalar, that the image of Ũ contains i. Then the total variation of

argument of Ũ is bounded by π/4, and it follows that Ũ : A(r1, r2)
√
δ → H. Then

the fundamental lemma for D (applied in this case to the upper half space model)

implies that the diameter of Ũ(C) is bounded by a constant depending only on
√
δ.

Recovering U ′ as Ũ4V and recalling that V was effectively bounded finishes the
proof. �
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4.3.2. Restricted division. The following theorem plays a fundamental role in our
approach as it allows us to form an analog of the strict transform used in resolution
of singularities.

Theorem 9. Let Cδ be an LN cell and f, g ∈ OLN(Cδ). Suppose further that

g : Cδ → C∗ (61)

and that f/g is bounded in Cδ. Then

f

g
∈ OLN(C) and F (

(f

g

)

|C) < Eff(f, g, ‖f/g‖Cδ). (62)

If f, g are real then f/g is real.

Proof. We begin with the case where g = λzα. Write ∂j := ∂C
δ

j . By Theorem 6

there exists N = Eff(f) such that for each j = 1, . . . , ℓ there is an equation

∂N+1
j f =

N
∑

i=0

cj,i∂
i
jf (63)

where cj,i ∈ OLN(Cδ) have format Eff(f). We claim that adding the functions

(∂βf)/g for every β ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1}ℓ+1 (64)

to the LN chain defining f, g and cj,i gives an LN chain of effectively bounded
format on C.

We start by showing that these new functions are effectively bounded on C. For
this, note that

∂j(∂
βf/g) = (∂β+ejf)/g + ∂βf∂j(1/g) = (∂β+eif)/g −αj(∂

βf/g) (65)

where ej is the j-th standard basis vector. Here we use the fact that when the j-th
fiber is of type D, ∗ we always have αj = 0. From this it easily follows by induction
that

∂β(f/g) = (∂βf)/g +
∑

β′<β

aβ′(∂β
′

f)/g (66)

where β′ < β means βi 6 βi for every i and β 6= β′. Here aβ are effectively
bounded integer coefficients computed in terms of α.

By Lemma 23, the norm of the right hand side of (66) is effectively bounded in
terms of the norm ‖f/g‖Cδ , and by induction on β with respect to the ordering
above we then obtain effective bounds for ‖(∂βf)/g‖C.

We now show how to write an LN chain for our functions. From (65) we already
have an expression for ∂j(∂

βf/g) in terms of our LN chain with effectively bounded

coefficients, unless βj = N . In this case write β = Nej + β̂ and compute

∂j(∂
βf/g) = (∂β̂∂N+1

j f)/g −αj(∂
βf/g) =

(

∂β̂
N
∑

i=0

cj,i∂
i
jf

)

/g −αj(∂
βf/g) =

−αj(∂
βf/g) +

N
∑

i=0

cj,i∂
β̂+iejf/g. (67)
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The expression in the right hand side is a polynomial in our LN chain with effectively
bounded coefficients, thus finishing the proof in the case g = λzα. Note that the
proof in this case does not rely on the monomialization lemma.

In the general case, write g = mgU using the monomialization lemma. Since

U on C
√
δ is effectively bounded above and below in terms of F (g), we have an

effective bound

‖f/mg‖C√
δ < Eff(f, g, ‖f/g‖Cδ). (68)

By the preceding case, f/mg is LN with the desired format bound. The proof will
be finished if we show that 1/U is also LN with effectively bounded format on C.
For this we add 1/U to our LN chain, and note that

∂j(1/U) = −∂j(U)(1/U)2 (69)

and this gives an LN chain of bounded format because we indeed have an effective
upper bound for ‖1/U‖C.

When f, g are real then clearly f/g is real on R+C, and the chain constructed
above is readily seen to be real. �

Remark 25. Theorem 9 does not hold for Noetherian functions. For example, even
though ez−1 is Noetherian in D(1) and the division (ez−1)/z is restricted, it is not
possible to write a Noetherian chain for it in D(1). This is not trivial to check, and
is proved in §A.3. This explains why the generalization to LN-functions is crucial
for our approach even if one is initially interested only in classical Noetherian
function

4.3.3. Logarithmic derivation.

Theorem 10. Let Cδ be an LN cell and f ∈ OLN(Cδ). Suppose further that

f : Cδ → C∗. (70)

Then for every j = 1, . . . , ℓ+ 1 we have

∂jf/f ∈ OLN(C) and F ((∂jf/f)|C) < Eff(f). (71)

If f is real then ∂jf/f is real.

Proof. Using the monomialization theorem write f = mf (z)U(z) on the cell C
√
δ.

Then

∂jf/f = (α(f)jf +mf∂jU)/f = α(f)j + ∂jU/U. (72)

Now ‖∂jU‖C < Eff(f) by Lemma 23 and 1/U < Eff(f) by monomialization, so
‖∂jf/f‖C < Eff(f). The claim now follows by restricted division. The real case
follows easily. �

4.3.4. Stability under pullback.

Theorem 11. Let φ : Cδ → Ĉ be an LN map between LN cells. Let F ∈ OLN(Ĉ).
Then

φ∗F ∈ OLN(C) and F (φ∗F |C) < Eff(φ, F ). (73)

If φ, F are real then φ∗F is real.
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Proof. Let F1, . . . , FN be the LN chain for F . We claim that adding the pullbacks
φ∗Fi to the LN chain for φ gives an LN chain for φ∗F on C with the effective format
bound.

Let z1..ℓ denote the coordinates on C and w1..ℓ̂ the coordinates on Ĉ, so that φ

takes the form wj = φj(z). Write Σ for the set of indices j where the j-th fiber of Ĉ
is of type D◦, A and Σ′ for the disc fibers. When j ∈ Σ′ write rj for the (constant)
radius of the j-th disc fiber. Compute

∂C
δ

k (Fi ◦ φ) =
∑

j=1,...,ℓ̂

∂Fi
∂wj

◦ φ · (∂C
δ

k φj) =

∑

j∈Σ′

∂C
δ

k φj
rj

· (∂Ĉj Fi) ◦ φ +

∑

j∈Σ

∂C
δ

k φj
φj

·
(

∂Ĉj Fi
)

◦ φ. (74)

Now note that for j ∈ Σ′ the map φj maps into D(r), so ∂C
δ

k φj/r is bounded

effectively by Lemma 23 on C
√
δ, and is therefore LN of effectively bounded format

on C by restricted division. For j ∈ Σ the map φj is non-vanishing since it maps

into a fiber of type D◦, A, and the logarithmic derivative ∂C
δ

k φj/φj is thus LN with
effectively bounded format on C by logarithmic derivation. Putting these together
finishes the proof. Note that it is important here that as a real cellular map,

f(R+C
δ) ⊂ R+Ĉ so the pullback of F is indeed real valued on R+C

δ. �

Stability under pullback implies for example that if f : D1/2 → C1/2 is an LN-
map then the diameter of f(D) with respect to the ∂C-parametrization is bounded
in terms of F (f). Indeed, for the coordinates of type D, ∗ this is obvious. For
D◦, A coordinates the pullback is a non-vanishing LN-function and therefore, by
monomialization, a unit of bounded logarithmic variation.

Remark 26. We remark that this metric restriction is not hyperbolic, i.e. it is not
a consequence of Schwarz-Pick. For example, the map

f : D(1)1/2 → A(1, ε)1/2, f(z) := e−
1
2 log ε+

1
4 z log ε (75)

has image of logarithmic width proportional to | log ε|, which is not uniformly bounded
independently of the cell.

Stability under pullback is rather a consequence of metric restrictions related to
valency of holomorphic maps. Suppose for example that f : D1/2 → A(1, ε)1/2 is a
univalent map from a disc to an annulus. Then it can be lifted under the exponential
cover of A(1, ε)1/2 to a map

f̃ : D1/2 → {log ε− log 2 < Re z < log 2}. (76)

The derivative of f̃ at every point of D is bounded by a constant, because otherwise
by Kobe’s 1

4 -theorem theorem it would contain a disc of diameter greater than 2π, in

which case f = ef̃ would not be univalent. In general the valency of LN functions is
always bounded in terms of the format, and this prevents counterexamples like (75)
where the valency is indeed proportional to | log ε|.
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4.4. Root extraction.

Proposition 27. Let Cδ be an LN cell and f ∈ OLN(Cδ). Suppose further that

f : Cδ → C∗ (77)

and that f1/N has a univalued branch for N ∈ N. Then

f1/N ∈ OLN(C) and F (f1/N ) < Eff(f). (78)

If f is real and positive on R+C
δ then f1/N can be chosen to be real.

Proof. By monomialization write f = mfU on C
√
δ. The root f1/N is univalued if

and only if α(f) = 0 modulo N . In particular note that this implies N < Eff(f).

We will show that both m
1/N
f and U1/N are LN with effectively bounded format

on C.
Starting with m

1/N
f , by assumption it is a monomial effectively bounded on C

√
δ.

Any such monomial is LN with bounded format. Indeed, it satisfies

∂Cj (m
1/N
f ) =

αj

N
m

1/N
f . (79)

As for U , we write

∂Cj (U1/N ) =
U1/N∂Cj U

NU
. (80)

Since U is effectively bounded from above and below and has a well-defined root
U1/N , the function 1/U is LN with bounded format by restricted division and the
equation above gives an LN chain for U1/N .

In the real case it is clear that f1/N defined above is real if one choses U1/N to
be the (unique) positive branch. �

4.5. Removable singularities. The following is an LN version of the Riemann
removable singularity theorem.

Proposition 28. Let F ∈ OLN(C ⊙D◦(r)) for some LN cell C of length ℓ. Then
F0 := F (z, 0) ∈ OLN(C) and F (F0) 6 F (F ). If F is real then F0 is real.

Proof. Suppose the LN chain of F is given by functions F1, . . . , FN . By assumption
these functions are all bounded on C, and by the Riemann removable singularity
theorem they all extend to well-defined functions F0,i(z, 0). In particular the deriva-
tion rules

∂Cj (Fi) = Gi,j(F1, . . . , FN ), j = 1, . . . , ℓ (81)

continue holomorphically to the same identities on F0,i. The statement follows.
When F is real on C⊙D◦(r) then its limit F0 is real on C, and the chain above

is real by definition. �

Remark 29. We cannot claim in Proposition 28 that F extends to an LN function
over C ⊙ D(r) in general, because there is no clear way to extend the derivation
rules in the ∂Cℓ+1 direction. For example sin(z)/z is LN in D◦(1), as one may easily
verify (or by restricted division). But we do not know whether it is LN in D(1).

Corollary 30. Let F ∈ OLN(Cδ ⊙D◦(r)) for some LN cell C of length ℓ. Write a
Taylor expansion

F (z) =
∞
∑

k=0

aj(z1..ℓ)z
j
ℓ+1. (82)

Then aj ∈ OLN(C) and F (aj |C) 6 Eff(F, j).
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Proof. First note that we have a Taylor instead of Laurent expansion because of
the removable singularity theorem. For a0 the claim is Proposition 28. Now write

∂F

∂zℓ+1
=
∂
C

δ⊙D◦(1)
ℓ+1 F

zℓ+1
(83)

and note that this is a restricted division on Cδ ⊙D◦(1). Thus ∂F
∂zℓ+1

∈ OLN(C ⊙
D◦(r)) with an effective bound on the format. The claim for a1 thus follows from
Proposition 28 again, and repeating this argument we get a similar bound for aj . �

4.6. The ν-cover of a cell. Recall the notion of a ν-cover of a cell from [10,
Section 2.6] making small adaptations for the LN setting.

Definition 31 (The ν-cover of a cell). Let C be an LN cell of length 1. For
C = D◦, A and ν ∈ Z we define the ν-cover C×ν by

D◦(r)×ν := D◦(r1/ν) A(r1, r2)×ν := A(r
1/ν
1 , r

1/ν
2 ) (84)

For C = D(r), ∗ the cover C×ν is defined only for ν = 1. In all cases we define
Rν : C×ν → C by Rν(z) = zν .

Let C be a cell of length ℓ and let ν = (ν1, . . . ,νℓ) ∈ π1(C) be such that νj |νk
whenever j > k and Gj = Gk = Z. Define the ν-cover C×ν of C and the associated
cellular map Rν : C×ν → C by induction on ℓ. For C = C1..ℓ−1 ⊙ F we let

C×ν := (C1..ℓ−1)×ν1..ℓ−1
⊙ (R∗

ν1..ℓ−1
F×νℓ

) (85)

We define Rν(z1..ℓ) := zν .

As explained in [10, Section 2.6], the divisibility conditions on ν ensure that the
radii of F×νℓ

, which are a-priori multivalued roots, are in fact univalued. We will
usually consider the ν-cover with ν ∈ N, meaning that we take ν with νi = ν when
Gi = Z and νi = 1 otherwise.

The pullback to a ν-cover will be used in our treatment to resolve the ramifica-
tion of multivalued cellular maps. We record a simple proposition concerning the
interaction between extensions and ν-covers.

Proposition 32. Let Cδ be an LN cell and ν ∈ N. Then C×ν is LN and admits a

2δ1/ν-extension, and the covering map Rν extends to an LN map Rν : (C×ν)2δ
1/ν →

Cδ. Moreover

F (Rν |(C×ν)2δ
1/ν ) < Eff(Cδ, ν). (86)

When Cδ is real the cover C×ν can also be chosen to be real.

Proof. The main difference compared with the usual complex cellular case is that
we get a slightly weaker extension 2δ1/ν instead of δ1/ν . The proposition is proved
by using stability under pullbacks and Proposition 27 for extracting univalued roots;
since each of these steps involves passing to some (arbitrarily small) extension we
only get the LN-ness of Rν on a slightly smaller extension than in the complex case.
In fact 2 is an arbitrary choice and any constant larger than 1 would have sufficed.

For the real case, note that whenever we have a real cell C⊙D◦(r) (or similarly
with other fiber types) the radius r must have a constant sign on R+C, since it is
non-vanishing and real there. Up to changing r with −r, which does not affect the
cell itself, we can assume that the radius is positive and can therefore choose r1/ν

in the definition of (D◦(r))×ν to be real as well. �
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4.7. Refinement. The following theorem shows that one can always cover a cell
with a a given extension by cells with a larger extension. Following [10] we state this
with {ρ}-extensions because in this natural choice of the parameter the asymptotic
bounds is more precise. However in the present paper we will not make use of these
precise bounds.

Theorem 12 (Refinement theorem). Let C{ρ} be a (real) cell and 0 < σ < ρ.

Then there exists a (real) cellular cover {fj : C
{σ}
j → C{ρ}} of size polyℓ(ρ, 1/σ).

Moreover F (fj) < Eff(C{ρ}).

The proof of this theorem is the same as in [10, Theorem 9], using stability under
pullback of LN maps. We leave the straightforward verification of the details to the
reader.

5. Proof of the CPT for the LN category

We will prove the CPT for a single function F . The general case follows from
this in a straightforward way by first finding cells compatible with F1, then covering
them by cells compatible with F2 and so on. Note that the proof of [10] does not
seem to extend to the LN category as it requires working with various holomorphic
functions that are not LN.

We proceed by induction on the length of the cell C. So suppose the theorem
is established for cells of length ℓ, and we will prove the statement for cells of the
form C⊙ F where C is of length ℓ. To simplify the notation we will write z = z1..ℓ
for the coordinates on C and w for the coordinate on F.

In the case F = ∗ the map F pulls back to a map F ′ ∈ OLN(C) and the claim
follows from the CPT for C. For the remaining cases, we will first reduce the cases
F = D◦, A to the case F = D(r) and then prove the disc case at the end.

By applying the refinement theorem we can assume that C⊙F admits δ-extension
with some small δ to be chosen later. Note that in this reduction the format of
Cδ ⊙ Fδ remains independent of δ.

5.1. Reducing F = A(r1, r2) to F = D(r). Write a Laurent expansion for F ,

F (z, w) =

∞
∑

j=−∞
aj(z)wj . (87)

Using Proposition 15 we have integers p, q with |p| + |q| effectively bounded, and
some effectively bounded M > 0, such that F (z, ·) has the (p, q,M) Laurent domi-
nation property for every z ∈ Cδ. Write

F (z, w) =

q
∑

j=p

aj(z)wj +R(z, w). (88)

Unfortunately, even though aj(z) are bounded holomorphic on C, we do not know if
they are LN. We will approximate them by a slightly more complicated argument.

Write ∂w := ∂C⊙F
ℓ+1 . Then

∂wF (z, w) =

q
∑

j=p

jaj(z)wj + ∂wR(z, w). (89)
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Define the constant-coefficient differential operators Dk by

Dk =
∏

j=p,...,k−1,k+2,...,q

∂w − j · I
k − j

(90)

so that

Ak := DkF (z, w) = ak(z)wk +DkR(z, w). (91)

Claim 1. We have

DkR(z, w) 6M ′δ max
j=p,...,q

|aj(z)wj | (92)

for every (z, w) ∈ Cδ ⊙ F, where M ′ < Eff(F ).

Proof. Since |p|, |q| are bounded effectively in F it is enough to prove the claim
with ∂lw instead of Dk, with the bound depending effectively on l. The case l = 0 is
Proposition 16, and the case of general l is proved in essentially the same way. �

In particular, let ε > 0 be some constant to be chosen later. Since M depends
only on the format of F which is independent of our choice of δ, we can choose
δ < ε/(2M) and in this case

1 − ε <
maxj=p,...,q |aj(z)wj |
maxj=p,...,q |Aj(z, w)| < 1 + ε (93)

holds uniformly for (z, w) ∈ Cδ ⊙ F.
Note that Ak ∈ OLN(Cδ ⊙ Fδ). Consider two pullbacks

A1
k(z) := Ak(z, r1(z)) A2

k(z) := Ak(z, r2(z)) (94)

which are both LN functions of effectively bounded format. Apply the CPT induc-
tively to Cδ and the collection of functions

{Abk, Abk −Abj : j, k = p, . . . , q and b = 1, 2}. (95)

For each of the resulting maps fj : Cδj → Cδ we pull back F along fj to give a cell

Cδj ⊙ (f∗
j F

δ). In order to get a cellular cover for the original cell C⊙F it will suffice
to prove the CPT for each of these cells and the pullback of F separately. In other
words, we may replace C by each of the cells Cj , and simply assume without loss of
generality below that Cδ is already compatible with the functions (95).

Assume for simplicity of the notation that none of the Abk are identically vanishing
on C. If they are then they should simply be removed from consideration below,
which would only make the notation slightly more cumbersome. By (95) we have

A1
k/A

1
j : Cδ → C \ {0, 1}. (96)

The fundamental lemma then implies that these ratios “do not move much” on

C
√
δ.
We claim first that we may assume A1

p/A
1
j > N for some large N to be chosen

later, for every j > p, uniformly over C
√
δ. Indeed, suppose this fails for some j at

some point in C
√
δ. Then by the fundamental lemma with a suitable choice of δ we

will have A1
p/A

1
j < N + 1 uniformly over C

√
δ. Then (93) also implies that

maxj=p+1,...,q |aj(z)r1(z)j |
ap(z)r1(z)p

< 2N + 2 (97)
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Then in fact F has the (p+ 1, q, M̃) Laurent domination property on C
√
δ ⊙ Fδ for

some slightly larger but still effective M̃ . Indeed, whenever the maximum in the
domination property is achieved at index p the inequality above implies that the
same maximum is achieved at k > p with M̃ = (2N + 2)M . In this case we can
finish by our induction on q − p.

Applying a similar reasoning to A2
k/A

2
j we conclude that we may assumeA1

q/A
1
j >

N for every j < q, uniformly over Cδ. Under these conditions Claim 1 also implies,
with suitable choice of δ, that

1 − 1

N
<

A1
p(z)

ap(z)r1(z)p
< 1 +

1

N

1 − 1

N
<

A2
q(z)

aq(z)r2(z)q
< 1 +

1

N
.

(98)

Consider the quotient

s̃p,q :=
A1
p(z)r2(z)q

A2
q(z)r1(z)p

. (99)

We claim that s̃p,q ∈ OLN(C
√
δ) has effectively bounded format. It is enough to

show that it is a restricted division with a bound on the norm. And indeed, by (98)
we have

(1 − 1/N)2 < s̃p,q(z)/rp,q(z)q−p < (1 + 1/N)2 (100)

where

rp,q = q−p

√

ap(z)

aq(z)
. (101)

To see that this latter rp,q is effectively bounded, note that it is the radius |w| = rp,q
where |apwp| = |aqwq|. Since by our assumption apw

p is dominant on |w| = r1 and
aqw

q is dominant on |w| = r2, we must have r1 < rp,q < r2.
Finally, we wish to extract the (q − p)-th root of s̃p,q. For this purpose consider

the covering cell Ĉ := C×(q−p) and pull back our fiber F to Ĉ. This is again an LN
cell of effectively bounded format, and as before it will suffice to prove the claim

for this new cell (note that we get a slightly smaller extension for Ĉ but it is easy

to compensate, e.g. by refining Ĉ). Crucially on Ĉ the LN function s̃p,q admits a

(q − p)-th root. Without loss of generality we replace C by Ĉ and simply assume

below that s̃p,q admits a (q − p)-th root r̃p,q ∈ OLN(C
√
δ).

Now cover our original fiber A(r1, r2) as

A(r1, r2) ⊂ A(r1, cr̃p,q) ∪A(c−1r̃p,q, r2) (102)

where c > 1 is arbitrarily close to 1, taken simply to cover the circle of radius r̃p,q.
It will suffice to prove the claim for the pullback of F to

C
√
δ ⊙A(r1, cr̃p,q) and C

√
δ ⊙A(c−1r̃p,q, r2) (103)

We proceed with the first of these, the other being analogous. On the circle |w| =
cr̃p,q we already have for an appropriate choice of N the estimate

|aqwq |
|apwp|

< 2. (104)

Indeed, on the circle of radius rp,q this ratio is 1, and by (100) the ratio r̃p,q/rp,q
is arbitrarily close to 1 for suitable N and c is arbitrarily close to 1. It follows on
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C
√
δ⊙A(r1, cr̃p,q) we have the (p, q−1, 2M) domination property and we can finish

as before by induction on q − p. This finishes the proof.
In the real case, the functions Abj defined above are also real. Then s̃p,q are real,

and the roots r̃p,q can be chosen to be real, so the new annuli we produce are again
real.

5.2. Reducing F = D◦(r) to F = D(r). Without loss of generality by pulling
back along a rescaling map we may assume F = D◦(1). Write a Taylor expansion
for F ,

F (z, w) =

∞
∑

j=0

aj(z)wj . (105)

where according to Corollary 30 we have aj ∈ O(Cδ) with F(aj) 6 Eff(F, j). (For-
mally we start with a slightly larger extension than δ to get the format bounded
on Cδ.) The proof is now quite similar to the one given in [10, Section 7.2.2] so we
outline the argument briefly only to show that the process is indeed effective.

Using Proposition 15 we have an integer q, effectively bounded, and some ef-
fectively bounded M > 0, such that F (z, ·) has the (q,M) Taylor domination
property for every z ∈ Cδ. First apply the CPT to Cδ with the functions aj , aj −ak
for j, k = 0, . . . , q. As before, pulling back the fiber to each of the resulting cells we
may assume without loss of generality that these functions are all non-vanishing (or
some are identically vanishing, which does not affect the arguments below). Then

aj/ak : Cδ → C \ {0, 1} (106)

and the fundamental lemma then implies that these ratios “do not move much” on

C
√
δ. In particular, we can divide the pairs (j, k) ∈ {0, . . . , q}2 with j > k into a

set Σ where aj/ak is uniformly bounded by 2, and its complement where aj/ak is
uniformly bounded below by 1. For (j, k) ∈ Σ we define the radii

rj,k(z) := j−k

√

ak(z)

aj(z)
. (107)

Note that the divisions here are restricted by our definition of Σ. As in §5.1 we
may, after pulling back to a q!-cover of C and refining, assume that rj,k ∈ OLN(Cδ)
with effectively bounded format.

By definition rj,k is the circle where |ajwj | = |akwk|. It is easy to see that if |w|
has distance at least log 3 to each of the radii rj,k then F is non-vanishing, because
one term atw

t would dominate all other terms up to order q as well as the Taylor
residue. Since the radii rj,k are “almost constant” on C one can group them into
at most q2 disjoint “special annuli” of effectively bounded logarithmic width, such
that every radius along with the annulus of logarithmic width log 3 around it is
contained in one of these annuli. The annuli that remain between adjacent pairs
of special annuli cannot contain zeros, so they are already compatible with F . We
cover each of the special annuli by discs (with their number effectively bounded in
terms of the logarithmic width), and thus reduce the problem to the case F = D(r).
For more details on this clustering construction see [10, Section 7.2.2].

In the real case the functions aj are real, and the radii rj,k can be chosen to be
real. Therefore the “special annuli” above are real, and we can cover their real part
by real discs centered over the positive real line. Thus we obtain a real cover.



LOG-NOETHERIAN FUNCTIONS 27

5.3. The case F = D(r). We start similarly to the case of D◦(r). Without loss of
generality by pulling back along a rescaling map we may assume F = D(1). It will
also suffice to prove that there exists some ε > 0 with 1/ε < Eff(F ) and a covering
for C ⊙ D(ε) compatible with F . This simply amounts to choosing our cells (by
refinement) to have εδ-extension instead of a δ-extension.

Write a Taylor expansion for F ,

F (z, w) =

∞
∑

j=0

aj(z)wj . (108)

We see again that F (z, ·) has the (q,M) Taylor domination property with effective
q,M in D(1) for every z ∈ Cδ. After suitable application of the CPT we have

aj/ak : Cδ → C \ {0, 1} (109)

and the fundamental lemma then implies that these ratios do not move much on

C
√
δ. We proceed by induction on q, so suppose for functions with (q′,M ′) domi-

nation and q′ < q the CPT is already proved.
For the base case q = 0, the free term a0(z) dominates the Taylor residue on a

ball of radius ε with 1/ε = Eff(F ) by Proposition 16 so F is already non-vanishing
in C⊙D(ε) and the claim is proved.

Proceeding now with general q > 0, we may as well assume that at some point
z ∈ Cδ we have |aq(z)| > |aj(z)| for all j, because otherwise we have the (q− 1,M)
domination property and are done by induction. Since the ratios are nearly con-

stant, we have |aq(z)| > |aj(z)|/2 uniformly in C
√
δ. It follows using Proposition 17

that ∂wF (z, w) has the (q−1,M) domination property on the slightly smaller fiber
D(1/2).

Apply the inductive case to ∂wF . We get a covering of C ⊙ F and as usual it
will suffice to now prove the CPT for the pullback of F to each of the resulting
cells. Crucially, since all the maps in the CPT are affine in the final variable (see
Remark 33), these pullbacks still the derivative in the ∂w direction either non-
vanishing or identically zero. In other words we are reduced to proving the CPT
under the additional assumption that ∂wF is already compatible with Cδ ⊙D(1).

If ∂wF ≡ 0 then we can find a covering of Cδ compatible with F (z, 0) by in-
duction on ℓ and then multiply each cell by a constant D(1). So assume ∂wF is
nowhere vanishing. By Proposition 18 there is an ε > 0 with 1/ε = Eff(F ) such
that ∂wF (z, ·) has the (0, 1/4)-domination property in D(ε) for every z ∈ Cδ. To
simplify the notation by rescaling D(ε) we may as well assume that ∂wF has the
(0, 1/4)-domination property in the fiber D(1). Then F has the (1, 1/4)-domination
property. Write

F (z, w) = a0(z) + a1(z)w +R(z, w). (110)

Perform an inductive CPT for Cδ and the functions a0(z), a1(z), a0(z) − a1(z). By
the same reduction used before, after pulling back to the resulting cells we may as
well assume that

a1/a0 : Cδ → C \ {0, 1}. (111)

By the fundamental lemma, on C
√
δ we uniformly have either

|a1/a0| > 100 or |a1/a0| < 101. (112)

In the latter case, the (1, 1/4)-domination property implies that in the disc of radius
D(1/200) the term a0(z) already dominates a1(z) +R(z, w), so F has no zeros. In
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this case we can just use a cover C
√
δ ⊙ D(1/10). So assume we are in the case

|a1/a0| > 100.

In this case by a similar reasoning on C
√
δ ⊙D(1/2) the term a1(z) dominates

a0(z) as well as R(z, w). Taking a restricted division

F̃ :=
F

a1(z)
= a0(z) + w + R̃(z, w) (113)

we have an effective bound for the format of F̃ , and it will be enough to find a
covering compatible with F̃ since its zeros agree with those of F . Below we simply
replace F by F̃ and assume

a1(z) ≡ 1 |a0(z)| < 1
100 |R(z, w)| < 1

2 (114)

uniformly on C
√
δ ⊙D(1/2). Under these conditions it is clear that F (z, w) has a

single zero
w = w(z) ∈ D(1/2) (115)

for each z ∈ C
√
δ because the term w in the Taylor expansion is dominant over the

circle of radius 1/2, and in fact the zeros lies in D(1/10) because w is also dominant

there. Moreover w(z) is holomorphic on C
√
δ. If we show that it is LN with format

Eff(F ) then we can finish the proof. Indeed, a covering for C⊙D(1/2) can then be
obtained using the cell C⊙∗ with the map (z, ∗) → (z, w(z)) to cover the zeros of F
and the cell C⊙D◦(1/5) with the map (z, w) → (z, w+w(z)) to cover C⊙D(1/10).
Note that this map is compatible with F because F has no zeros other than w(z)
in D(1/2).

Note that |∂wF | is bounded below by 1/2 on Cδ ⊙D(1/2). To see this write

∂wF = 1 + ∂wR(z, w) (116)

and use the (0, 1/4)-domination property to bound ∂wR(z, w) on D(2/3). Therefore
the functions

Dj ∈ O(C
√
δ ⊙D(1/2)), Dj := − ∂jF

∂wF
(117)

are given by restricted division and hence have an effectively bounded format.
Moreover,

0 = ∂jF (z, w(z)) = (∂jF )(z, w(z)) + (∂wF )(z, w(z)) · ∂jw(z) (118)

where we crucially used the fact that the fiber is of type D, so ∂w = ∂
∂w . Concluding,

∂jw(z) = Dj(z, w(z)) (119)

for z ∈ C
√
δ.

We are finally in position to construct an LN chain for the function w(z). Let
F1, . . . , FN be a LN chain containing the functions Di and the coordinate F1 ≡ w.
Now consider the system of equations

∂jFi(z, w(z)) = (∂jFi + ∂wFi ·Dj)(z, w(z)). (120)

Since ∂jFi, ∂wFi and Dj are polynomials in the Fi, this is an LN chain of format

Eff(F ) for Fi(z, w(z)) on C
√
δ. In particular we got chain for F1(z, w(z)) ≡ w(z),

finishing the proof.
In the real case, the reduction up to (114) preserves the realness of F . (If we

are in the other case where F has no zeros then the cell we use is clearly real.) At
this point the real function F admits a unique root, so it follows by symmetry that
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the root w(z) must be real. It then easily follows that the two cells used above and
corresponding maps are indeed real.

5.4. Simple cellular maps. It is sometimes useful to know that the maps pro-
duced by the CPT are of a somewhat special form. By inspection of the proof of the
CPT we may assume in the CPT that all maps are simple in the following sense.

Say that a cellular map f : C → Ĉ is basic simple if each each coordinate
wj = fj(z1..j) is either

(1) An affine map zj → ρzj + φj(z1..j−1) with ρ ∈ R+, or
(2) A covering maps zj → zkj for k ∈ N, only in the case that the j-th fiber is

of type A,D◦.

A simple map is a composition of basic simple maps. Note that simple maps are
always bijective from R+C to f(R+C), as they are monotone on each coordinate.

Remark 33. With respect to the final variable zℓ we only get affine maps regardless
of the fiber type.

6. Effective model completeness and o-minimality of RLN

In this section we establish the effective model completeness and o-minimality
of the structure RLN, proving Theorem 2.

For each real LN-cell Cδ and real LN-function F ∈ OLN(Cδ) let R+F denote
the restriction R+F : R+C

δ → R. Define the structure RLN to be the structure
generated by the relations =, < and the graphs GrR+F |C whenever F ∈ OLN(Cδ)
is real. We declare the GrR+F |C to have format F (F ) + 1/(1 − δ). Consider the
language LLN having relation symbols =, < and relation symbols for the graphs
above and for the graphs of +, ∗. Note that while the restrictions of +, ∗ are LN,
here we add the full graphs on R2 → R. We declare he formats of =, <,+, ∗ to be
1. We also include constants for all real numbers in out language and define the
format of the singletons to be 1. Finally let ΩF be the filtration generated by all
these sets with their respective formats.

Remark 34. Note that even though we define RLN to be the structure generated
by the graphs of real LN-functions restricted to the real part of the cell, we later
prove in Proposition 48 that RLN also contains the graphs of complex LN-functions
on complex LN-cells.

6.1. Boundary equations. Write CF := C×D(‖F‖C) so

GrF ⊂ CF and GrR+F ⊂ R+CF . (121)

We introduce a set of equations for the walls of the cell C and the graph of F .

Definition 35. Let Cδ be a real LN-cell. Define the boundary equations

B(C) ⊂ OLN(Cδ) (122)

inductively as follows. If C is of length zero B(C) = 0. If C = C1..ℓ ⊙ F we define
B(C) := B(C1..ℓ) ∪B(F) where

B(∗) := {zℓ+1}
B(D(r)) := {zℓ+1 − r, zℓ+1 + r}
B(D◦(r)) := {zℓ+1, zℓ+1 − r, zℓ+1 + r}

B(A(r1, r2)) := {zℓ+1 − r1, zℓ+1 + r1, zℓ+1 − r2, zℓ+1 + r1}

(123)
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If F : Cδ → C is a real LN-function on a cell of length ℓ we define B(F |C) ⊂
OLN(CδF ) to be

B(F |C) := B(C) ∪ {zℓ+1 − F (z1..ℓ)}. (124)

Lemma 36. Let Cδ be a real LN-cell and {fj : Cδj → Cδ} a real cover compatible

with B(C). Then every image fj(R+C
δ
j) is either contained in or disjoint from R+C.

Similarly if F : Cδ → C is a real LN-function and {fj : Cδj → CF } a real cover

compatible with B(F |C) then every image fj(R+C
δ
j) is either contained or disjoint

from GrR+F |C.

Proof. The first statement follows since R+C is given by some sign conditions on
the boundary equations B(C) and these signs remain constant on each fj(R+C

δ
j)

by compatibility. The second statement follows similarly. �

6.2. Effective model completeness. We say that a formula ψ(x) is existential
if it is of the form ∃y : ψ0(x,y) where ψ0 is quantifier-free. Our goal in this section
is to prove the effective model completeness part of Theorem 2. More explicitly we
prove the following.

Claim 2. The structure RLN is effectively model complete. That is, every LLN-
formula ψ is equivalent to an existential formula ψe and F (ψe) < Eff(ψ).

We make several reductions. First, we can assume that all relations correspond-
ing to real LN-functions F : Cδ → C appearing in ψ have GrR+F ⊂ In where
I := [−1, 1] (with different ns). Indeed one can always choose some M = Eff(F ) so

that F̃ := F (Mz)/M satisfies GrR+F̃ ⊂ In. One can then replace each relation
x ∈ GrR+F in ψ by

∃y : (My = x) ∧ y ∈ GrR+F̃. (125)

Repeating this for each LN-graph in ψ finishes the reduction.
Next, it is enough to prove the case when ψ(Rn) ⊂ In. Let us demonstrate this

reduction for the n = 1 case. For general ψ we can write

ψ(x) ⇐⇒ (−1 6 x 6 1 ∧ ψ(x)) ∨
(

(x < −1 ∨ x > 1) ∧ ψ(x)
)

= ψ1(x) ∨ ψ2(x)
(126)

Then ψ1(x) defines a subset of I. For ψ2 write the formula for the “inverse” of
ψ2(Rn), namely

ψi2(y) := (−1 6 y 6 1) ∧ ∃x : xy = 1 ∧ ψ2(x). (127)

Then ψi2 defines a subset of I, so by our assumption is equivalent to an existential
formula ψi2e(y). Then finally

ψ2(x) ⇐⇒ ∃y : (xy = 1) ∧ ψi2e(y). (128)

The case of general n is the same, except one should consider 2n cases for the
potential inversions of each coordinate.

Next, it is well known that by a simple induction over the quantification depth,
it is enough to prove the claim for the negation of an existential formula ψ. We can
also reduce to the case where all quantifiers in ψ are of the form ∃y ∈ I. Indeed,
suppose ψ(x) is of the form ∃y : ψ1(x, y). Then it is equivalent to

(

∃y ∈ I : ψ1(x, y)
)

∨
(

∃y′ ∈ I : ψ′(x, y′)
)

(129)
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where we will define ψ′(x, y′) satisfying

∀y′ ∈ I :
(

ψ′(x, y′) ⇐⇒ ψ1(x, 1/y′)
)

. (130)

We do this as follows. First, if ψ contains a predicate z ∈ GrR+F and y is one
of the components of z then we just replace this by 0 = 1 in ψ′, because by our
assumption all graphs are contained in In. Next, if y appears in an equality y = T
where T is a variable or constant we replace it by y′T = 1. Similarly we replace
y > T by

(y′ > 0 ∧ y′T < 1) ∨ (y′ < 0 ∧ y′T > 1). (131)

Finally, it remains to treat the case where y appears in the relations +, ∗. Since
these are semialgebraic we can also express them using polynomial inequalities in
y′ = 1/y, for instance

x1 + x2 = y ⇐⇒ y′(x1 + x2) = 1 x1 + y = x2 ⇐⇒ y′(x2 − x1) = 1

x1x2 = y ⇐⇒ y′x1x1 = 1 x1y = x2 ⇐⇒ x1 = x2y
′ (132)

Repeating this for each quantifier in ψ finishes the reduction.
Finally after these reductions, write ψ(x,y) := ∃y ∈ Imψ′(x,y). Consider a cell

Ĉ = D(2)ℓ ×
∏

F∈ψ′

CF (133)

where the product ranges over all function graphs appearing as relation symbols in
ψ′, once for each appearance. Denote the variables of CF by zF1..ℓ(F ). Apply the

CPT to the following set of equations. First we include all boundary equations
B(F ) for F ∈ ψ′, and for each relation symbol x ∈ GrR+F we include xi = zCi for
i = 1, . . . , ℓ(F ); for each + relation x+y = z we include x+y−z and similarly with
∗; and for each x = y or x < y we include x− y. Note for that all of these relations,
even if one of x, y, z is a large constant rather than a variable this does not affect
the format of our equations (as LN-functions) because we may just divide by some
large constant to make sure all coefficients are bounded by 1. Thus the set of all
equations we use have format Eff(ψ).

Let {fj : Cδj → Ĉδ} be the real cover obtained from the CPT. Consider only the

maps fj for which the relations xi = zCi vanish identically – denote these j ∈ Σ.
Then for each of the relations R(x) in ψ′, it is either uniformly true on fj(C

δ
j) or

uniformly false when j ∈ Σ. Indeed, for the LN-relations this is exactly Lemma 36
and for the remaining relations it true for the same reason.

Since the fj(R+Cj) cover R+Ĉ, we conclude that the set ψ′(In+m) is given by
a union of fj(R+Cj) for j in a subset Σ′ ⊂ Σ given by those j ∈ Σ over which
ψ′ holds true. The cellular structure of fj then implies that ψ(In), given by the
projection of ψ′(In+m) to In, is given by the images (fj)1..ℓ((Cj)1..ℓ) with j ∈ Σ′.
Claim 2 now follows from the following lemma, showing that the complement of
each of these sets (and therefore also the complement of their union) is given by an
existential formula of effectively bounded format.

Lemma 37. Let Cδ be a real LN-cell and f : Cδ → D(2)ℓ a simple cellular map
as described in §5.4. Then f(R+C) and its complement are given by an existential
LLN-formula of format Eff(f).
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Proof. By assumption f is a composition of affine and covering maps. If we write
w1..ℓ = f(z1..ℓ) then we have equations

w1 = P1(z1), P1 ∈ R[z1]

w2 = P2(z2), P2 ∈ OLN(Cδ1)[z2]

...

wℓ = Pℓ(zℓ), Pℓ ∈ OLN(Cδ1..ℓ−1)[zℓ]

(134)

where for each fixed z1..j−1 the polynomials Pj(z1..j−1, ·) are injective on R for
fibers of type D and on R+ for fibers of type D◦, A. Write C = F1 ⊙ · · · ⊙ Fℓ and
set

RC :=
ℓ
∏

j=1

Rj , Rj :=











{0} Fj = ∗
R Fj = D

R+ Fj = D◦, A

(135)

Then we can express f(R+C) with the formula

ψ(w) := ∃z ∈ RC : (134) holds ∧
z1 ∈ F1 ∧ z2 ∈ F2(z1) ∧ · · · ∧ zℓ ∈ Fℓ(z1..ℓ−1) (136)

where the conditions zj ∈ Fj(z1..j−1) are clearly expressible in LLN, for instance if
Fj = A(r1, r2) then we write this as

r1(z1..j−1) < zj < r2(z1..j−1) (137)

where r1, r2 are by definition real LN-functions on Cδ1..j−1.

Now consider the complement of f(R+C) in Rℓ. This can be expressed as follows.
We first show that

¬∃z ∈ RC : (134) holds (138)

is existential. This is equivalent to the disjunction of the following:

¬∃z1 : w1 = P1(z1)

∃z1 : w1 = P1(z1),¬∃z2 : w2 = P2(z1, z2)

...

∃z1..ℓ−1 : w1..ℓ−1 = P1..ℓ−1(z1..ℓ−1),¬∃zℓ : wℓ = Pℓ(z1..ℓ−1, zℓ).

(139)

where above each ∃zj is shorthand for ∃zj ∈ RC
j . We claim that the negated

formulas

¬∃zj ∈ RC
j : wj = Pj(z1..j−1, zj) (140)

can be rewritten as existential formulas. Indeed, for Fj = ∗ this just means wj 6=
Pj(z1..j−1, 0). For Fj = D(r) this condition is empty because Pj(z1..j−1, ·) is onto
R, being an affine translate. And for Fj = D◦, A this condition is equivalent to
wj < P (z1..j−1, 0) because Pj(z1..j−1, zj) is monotone and tends to infinity as
zj → ∞.

Having established that (138) is existential, we can finish writing the negation
of ψ(x) as

ψn(w) :=
(

¬∃z ∈ RC : (134) holds
)

∨ ∃z ∈ RC : (134) holds ∧
(

z1 6∈ F1 ∨ z2 6∈ F2(z1) ∨ · · · ∨ zℓ 6∈ Fℓ(z1..ℓ−1)
)

(141)
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where this is now an existential formula. �

6.3. Effective o-minimality. We now finish the proof of Theorem 2 be showing
the effective o-minimality of RLN. More specifically we prove an Eff(ψ) bound for
the number of connected components for a set A ⊂ Rn defined by a formula ψ.
By effective model completeness we may assume that ψ is existential. Making the
same reductions as in §6.2 we may reduce to bounding the case

ψ(x) := ∃y ∈ Im : ψ′(x,y) (142)

where ψ′ is quantifier free. This is certainly bounded by the number of connected
components of ψ′(In+m). But we have already seen at the end of §6.2 that this set
is given by the union of images fj(R+Cj) where #{fj} < Eff(ψ). Since each image
is connected this gives the required bound.

6.4. Effective polynomial boundedness. Another key feature of Ran that is
often used in application is polynomial boundedness. Say that an effectively o-
minimal structure is effectively polynomially bounded if for every definable map
f : R → R there exists N = Eff(f) such that f(t) < tN for all t≫ 1.

Proposition 38. RLN is effectively polynomially bounded.

Proof. It is equivalent to prove that for every definable f : (0, 1) → (0, 1) we have
f(t) > tN with N = Eff(f) and all sufficiently small t. Consider the graph G of f .
As in §6.2 we can cover G by images fj(R+Cj). In particular, the projection to x
of one of these images must contain an interval (0, ε) for some ε > 0. Denote this
cell C and the corresponding map f . Since f(Cδ) ⊂ G one easily sees that the base
of C must be a punctured disc D◦(r), and the map f therefore takes the form

f(z1, ∗) = (zk1 , f(z1)) (143)

where f ∈ OLN(D◦(r)). Both k and the order of zero of f at z1 = 0 are bounded by
Eff(f) for instance by effective o-minimality (or directly by bounds on the variation
of argument), and the claim follows. �

As a consequence of polynomial boundedness we can deduce an effective  Loja-
siewicz inequality. Below definability can be taken with respect to any effectively
o-minimal structure which is effectively polynomially bounded.

Theorem 13 (Effective  Lojasiewicz inequality). Let X ⊂ Rn be closed and bounded
and f, g : X → R two definable continuous functions with f−1(0) ⊂ g−1(0). Then
there exists N = Eff(f, g) and C > 0 such that |g(x)|N < C|f(x)| for all x ∈ X.

Proof. Set
λ(ε) := min{|f(x)| : x ∈ X and |g(x)| = ε}. (144)

Note that the set on the left hand side is compact and does not contain 0 by
assumption, so λ(ε) > 0 for all ε > 0. The claim now easily follows from polynomial
boundedness, i.e. λ(ε) ≫ εN . �

7. Effective o-minimality of RLN,PF

In this section we prove Theorem 3: that the extension of RLN by (unrestricted)
Pfaffian functions is effectively o-minimal. It has long been known [48, 43] that
adding Pfaffian functions (or even general Rolle leafs) to an o-minimal structure
preserves o-minimality. It has also been shown in [2] that the approach of [48] to
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this problem can be made effective, and we explain how this can be used to deduce
the effective o-minimality of RLN,PF in §7.3. In another direction, Gabrielov and
Vorobjov have developed in a series of papers a more concrete approach to this
effectivity for Pfaffian functions over the algebraic structure. We show in §7.4 how
their approach can be carried over to include Pfaffian functions over RLN. While
this requires somewhat more work than the approach of [2], it seems more likely to
play a role in an approach toward Conjecture 4.

7.1. Extension by Pfaffian functions. Let (S,Ω) be an effective o-minimal
structure. We will write FS(·) for the format of definable sets in S to avoid confu-
sion (as we will be defining another type of format).

Let G ⊂ Rn be an open cell in S,

G = I1 ⊙ · · · ⊙ In, where Ik := (ak(x1..k−1), bk(x1..k−1)) (145)

such that the walls ak, bk are real analytic on G1..k−1 and satisfy ak < bk every-
where. We also allow ak = ∞ and bk = ∞.

Let f1, . . . , fℓ : G → R be an ℓ-tuple of real analytic functions. Write X ⊂ Rℓ

for the image of G under (f1, . . . , fℓ). Say that these functions form a restricted
Pfaffian chain over S if they satisfy a system of differential equations

∂fj
∂xk

= Pjk(f1, . . . , fj) (146)

where the functions Pjk are real analytic on X . Define the format of the Pfaffian
chain to be

F (f1, . . . , fℓ) := ℓ+ F
S(G) +

∑

j,k

F
S(Pjk |U ). (147)

A Pfaffian function is a function of the form f := P (f1, . . . , fℓ) where P is real
analytic on X . Define the format of f to be

F (f) := F (f1, . . . , fℓ) + F
S(P ). (148)

Denote by (SPF,ΩPF) the structure generated by all restricted Pfaffian functions
over S with the filtration generated by the formats defined above. Denote by LS,PF

the language containing constants for all real numbers and a function symbol for
each Pfaffian function over S.

7.2. Khovanskii’s bound over S. Let (S,Ω) be an effective o-minimal structure.

Theorem 14 (Khovanskii’s bound). Let F1, . . . , Fk be Pfaffian over S, all defined
on a common domain G. Then the number of connected components of the set

{x ∈ G : F1(x) = · · · = Fk(x) = 0} (149)

is bounded by Eff(F1, . . . , Fk).

Proof. This is the main result of [32]. The main case is when k = n and one counts
isolated solutions of the system of equations. In this case Khovanskii proves the
theorem by defining the ∗̃-sequence of F1, . . . , Fn, which turns out to be a sequence
of polynomials P1, . . . , Pn of bounded degrees. In our more general case these will
now be functions definable in S with formats bounded in terms of the format of
F1, . . . , Fk.

Khovanskii shows that the number of isolated solutions of (149) is bounded
by the “virtual number of zeros” of the ∗̃-sequence. This is bounded [32, Sec-
tion 3.10, Corollary 3] by the supremum for the number of isolated points in any
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fiber of the map (P1, . . . , Pn) : G→ Rn taken over all fibers. When P1, . . . , Pn this
supremum is bounded by Bezout; when P1, . . . , Pn are definable in S a bound of
the form Eff(F1, . . . , Fn) follows trivially by effective o-minimality. �

Corollary 39. Let ψ(x) be a quantifier-free LS,PF-formula. Then the number of
connected components of ψ(Rn) is bounded by Eff(ψ).

Proof. We can write ψ as a disjunction of basic sets of the form

{x : P1(x) = · · · = Pk(x) = 0, Q1(x) > 0, . . . , Qj(x) > 0}. (150)

Each connected component of this corresponds to at least one connected component
of the following set by projection:

{(x,y, z) : P1(x) = · · · = Pk(x) = 0, Q1(x) = y2
1, . . . , Qj(x) = y2

j ,

y1z1 = 1, . . . ,yjzj = 1}. (151)

Since this latter set involves only equalities the bound on the number of connected
components follows from Theorem 14. �

7.3. Effective o-minimality following Wilkie and Berarducci-Servi. The
structure RLN,PF is generated by Pfaffian functions over RLN as defined in §7.1.
Indeed, every complex cell C is a domain of the form G (up to a minor technicality
with ∗-fibers which is of no significance), and every LN function f ∈ OLN(Cδ) is
Pfaffian by definition, taking the Pfaffian chain to consist of just the coordinate
variables and P to be f .

The effective o-minimality of RLN,PF now essentially follows from the main result
of [2] modulo some small remarks. Indeed, [2, Theorem 2.2] shows that given
an an effective bound for the number of connected components of quantifier-free
formulas, one can obtain effective bounds for the number of connected components
for arbitrary formulas.

A few remarks are in order. First, [2, Theorem 2.2] is formulated for recursive
bounds rather than primitive-recursive as we have insisted on, but by the remark
following the theorem the primitive-recursive analog holds with the same proof.
Second, unlike us [2] allows an extension by only finitely many Pfaffian functions
(and no constants), but this makes no difference as one can always consider the
restriction of LLN,PF that includes the relevant functions or constants used in a
given formula. Finally, the expansion considered in [2] is by functions f : Rn → R

rather than our more general cellular domains G. This can easily be circumvented
as follows. Consider some map φa,b(x) : R → (a, b), algebraic and real analytic in
a, b, x for all a < b, which restricts to a bijection for every fixed a, b. Then, for any
Pfaffian function f = (f1, . . . , fn) : G→ R we can consider a pullback

f̃ : Rn → R, f̃ = (φ∗a1,b1f1, . . . , φ
∗
an(x1..n−1),bn(x1..n−1)

fn). (152)

Theorem 14 applies to formulas defined with these pullbacks as well – in fact they
are also easily seen to be Pfaffian over S. Then we can consider the structure defined
by these f̃ functions, and it is easy to see that the structure generated by these
functions contains the graphs of the original f .
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7.4. Effective o-minimality following Gabrielov-Vorobjov. In this section
we indicate how the approach of Gabrielov-Vorobjov can also be generalized to
work over RLN. The bounds obtained by Gabrielov-Vorobjov are generally more
explicit, and often polynomial with respect to degrees, so this approach may offer
a more plausible line of attack toward Conjecture 4.

7.4.1. Restricted Pfaffian functions. We start by introducing restricted Pfaffian
functions. We assume that the domain G in (145) is precompact in Rn, and also
that the cell walls are real analytic on Ḡ1..k−1.

Now let f1, . . . , fℓ : Ḡ→ R be an ℓ-tuple of real analytic functions. Write X ⊂ Rℓ

for the image of Ḡ under (f1, . . . , fℓ). Say that these functions form a restricted
Pfaffian chain over S if they satisfy a system of differential equations (146) where
the functions Pjk are real analytic on X , and if there exists some domain U ⊂ Cn

containing X such that Pjk extends holomorphically to U and this extension if
definable in S. Define the format of the Pfaffian chain to be

F (f1, . . . , fℓ) := ℓ+ F
S(G) +

∑

j,k

F
S(Pjk |U ). (153)

A restricted Pfaffian function is a function of the form f := P (f1, . . . , fℓ) where P
again P extends holomorphically to some complex domain U containing X . Define
the format of f to be

F (f) := F (f1, . . . , fℓ) + F
S(P |U ). (154)

Denote by (SrPF,ΩrPF) the structure generated by all restricted Pfaffian functions
over S with the filtration generated by the formats defined above.

Remark 40. An LN-cell of the form C := D◦(1) ⊙A(x, 2) admits an LN function
x/y which does not extend real-analytically to C̄ ⊂ R4 as it is not analytic in a
neighborhood of the origin. This function would not be restricted Pfaffian by our
definition. We will overcome this difficulty with another construction at the end to
obtain an honest expansion of RLN.

7.4.2. Effective o-minimality of SrPF. Our goal in this section is to prove the fol-
lowing theorem.

Theorem 15. The structure (SrPF,ΩrPF) is effectively o-minimal.

The proof consists in a routine generalization of various results by Gabrielov and
Vorobjov from the case where the coefficients Pij in (146) are polynomials to the
general case considered above. We outline the main results.

The key ingredient in Gabrielov-Vorobjov’s effective theory of Pfaffian structures,
in addition to Theorem 14, is the following local complex analog of due to Gabrielov.

Definition 41. A deformation of format F of a restricted Pfaffian function F0 is a
function germ F (z, ε) : (Cn+1, 0) → C analytic at the origin such that F (z, 0) = F0

and for every sufficiently small ε we have F (·, ε) ∈ L where L is a linear space of
functions satisfying L ⊂ ΩS

F
.

With this definition we can state Gabrielov’s result.

Theorem 16 (Gabrielov’s bound). Let F1, . . . , Fn : (Cn+1, 0) → C be restricted
Pfaffian deformations of format at most F . Then there exists r > 0 such that for
all sufficiently small ε the number of isolated points in

{z ∈ Cn : ‖z‖ < r and F1(z, ε) = · · · = Fn(z, ε) = 0} (155)
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is bounded by Eff(F ).

Proof. This is quite similar to the proof given above for Theorem 14. Indeed,
Gabrielov [19, Theorem 2.1] defines a sequence much like Khovanskii’s ∗̃-sequence,
which is the classical case is a polynomial sequence and in our case is a sequence
of definable functions of format Eff(F ). The bound is then given by the number
of isolated solutions of this sequence – which is bounded by Bezout in Gabrielov’s
case, and by effective o-minimality in our cases.

We remark that the main difference compared to Khovanskii’s result is that
Gabrielov needs to involve a derivative in the ε-direction in the definition of the ∗̃-
sequence. To accommodate this we had to include the assumption that the deforma-
tions F (·, ε) all belong to a fixed linear space independent of ε, so that the derivative
remains in this space and has the same bound on the format. In Gabrielov’s case
this is automatic (because polynomials degree at most F form a linear space). �

We call the sets generated by quantifier free formulas in the language of restricted
Pfaffian functions over S the “semi-Pfaffian sets” over S. We endow this collection
of sets with a filtration Ωqf

rPF, where we associate format to sets as described at the
end of §1.5 excluding the projection axiom.

Theorem 17 ([20]). Let X be a semi-Pfaffian set over S with quantifier free format
F . Then X̄ is semi-Pfaffian over S of quantifier free format Eff(F ).

Proof. The proof is the same as in the original, using Theorem 16 to replace the
classical version over the algebraic structure. �

A stratification of a semi-Pfaffian set X ⊂ Rn is a partition of X as a disjoint
union of smooth, not necessarily connected, semi-Pfaffian subsets. The following is
a generalization of a theorem by Gabrielov and Vorobjov.

Theorem 18 ([21]). Let X be a semi-Pfaffian set over S with quantifier free format
F . Then there exists a stratification X = ∪jXi where the quantifier free formats
of the Xi strata, and their number, is bounded by Eff(F ).

Proof. The proof the same is in the original, using Theorems 14 and 16 to replace
the classical versions. �

Finally we can state the theorem of the complement for SrPF.

Theorem 19 ([22]). Let X be semi-Pfaffian over S with quantifier-free format F .
Then Rn \ πn(X) is the projection πn(Y ) of a semi-Pfaffian set Y ⊂ RN and the
quantifier-free format of Y is bounded by Eff(F ).

Proof. This theorem is proved by showing that cell-decomposition is possible in
the class of sub-Pfaffian sets (i.e., projections of semi-Pfaffian sets). The proof is
based on Theorems 14, 17 and 18. See also [14] for another proof that isolates the
dependence of the argument on these three results. �

As a consequence of Theorem 19, we deduce that a every LrPF-formula ψ is
equivalent to an existential formula ∃y : ψ′(x, y) with F (ψ′) < Eff(ψ). Since the
number of connected components of a set defined by ψ′ is bounded by Theorem 14,
we obtain Theorem 15.
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7.4.3. The unrestricted case: limit sets. In [26] Gabrielov develops an effective ap-
proach to unrestricted Pfaffian functions. We define the analog of this construction
over RLN.

In the following definition we fix some domain G as in (145) and a Pfaffian chain
over it, and consider the formats of restricted semi-Pfaffian sets with respect to this
chain. If X ⊂ Rn × R and λ ∈ R we denote

Xλ := {x ∈ Rn : (x, λ) ∈ X}. (156)

Definition 42 (A-Limit sets). Let X ⊂ Rn × R>0 be semi-Pfaffian over S, and
suppose for every λ ∈ R>0 the set Xλ is restricted semi-Pfaffian of format at most
F . Then (X̄)0 is called an A-limit. The format of (X̄)0 is defined to be F .

Denote by A(RLN,rPF) the structure generated by the A-limit sets and by ΩA the
filtration generated by the formats above. The main result of [26] is that A(RLN,rPF)
is effectively o-minimal. This is done by showing that every set in this structure
admits a representation as a union of certain simple sets (relative closures), and
showing that the format of this representation remains effectively bounded under
all boolean operations and projection, and that the format effectively bounds the
number of connected components.

Remark 43. In fact Gabrielov defines the notion “limit set” in a slightly different
manner, but such that it is clear that they generate the same structure as the A-
limit sets above. We introduced the non-standard terminology of A-limits to avoid
potential confusion with his terminology.

The proof in [26] goes through essentially unchanged for semi-Pfaffian sets over
RLN. The only difference is in [26, Proposition 2.12] which establishes the exponen-
tial Lojasiewicz inequality for RPF. But since RLN is polynomially bounded (being
a reduct of Ran) the same inequality also holds in RLN,PF by [34, Theorem 3].

We claim that A(RLN,rPF) is in fact RLN,PF . First, we show that all LN-functions
are A-definable. Indeed, if Cδ is an LN-cell and f ∈ OLN(Cδ) then for every 0 < ε <
1 we can define an LN-cell C(ε) by replacing every D◦(r) factor by A(εr, r). Then
the C(ε) are relatively compact in Cδ and are thus definable in RLN,rPF. Moreover,
their format is independent of ε. Then C is the A-limit of the family C(ε) and is
thus contained in A(RLN,rPF). A similar reasoning applies to the graph of f |C.

In the same way one can show that the graphs of unrestricted Pfaffian functions
over RLN are A-limits. One slightly shrinks the domain G in (145), say by taking
Ik to be the interval with the same center and length equal to (1 − ε) times the
length of Ik (or some similar construction if the intervals are infinite). Then the
Pfaffian chain restricted to these precompact domains is a restricted Pfaffian chain
with format independent of ε, and the A-limit set recovers the graph of the full
unrestricted Pfaffian function.

In conclusion the A-limit sets contain all functions generating RLN,PF and thus
in fact RLN,PF = A(RLN,rPF) and the effective o-minimality of this structure follows
from Gabrielov’s result for A-limit sets.

8. Geometric constructions with LN cells

In this section we collect some useful geometric constructions with LN cells.
Our main motivation, which we establish at the end of the section, is to show that
complex LN cells and the LN functions on them are definable in RLN.
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8.1. Monomialization of cells. Following [10] we define monomial LN cells. Let
C be an LN cell of length ℓ. An admissible monomial on C is a function of the
form c · zα where c ∈ C and α = α(f) is the associated monomial of some function
f ∈ OLN(C).

Definition 44 (Monomial cell). An LN cell C is monomial if C = ∗ or if C = C1..ℓ⊙
F where C1..ℓ is monomial and the radii involved in F are admissible monomials on
C1..ℓ.

We remark that it is always possible to choose all the constants in the admissible
monomials to be real. Therefore, every monomial cell is a real cell.

The following proposition extends from [10] to the LN category with the same
proof. Essentially, by the monomialization lemma every radius is given by a mono-
mial times a unit. If we choose the extensions sufficiently large (using the refinement
theorem) then the unit becomes nearly constant and one can just replace it by (say)
its maximum on the cell.

Proposition 45. Let Cδ be a (real) cell. Then there exists a (real) cellular cover
{fj : Cδj → Cδ} where each Cj is a monomial cell. Moreover

#{fj},F (fj) < Eff(Cδ, 1/(1 − δ)). (157)

8.2. Symmetrization.

Proposition 46. Let C be a real cell and F ∈ OLN(C), not necessarily real. Then
there exist real LN functions FR, FI ∈ OLN(C) with F (FR),F (FI ) < Eff(F ) and

FR|R+C ≡ ReF |R+C, FI |R+C ≡ ImF |R+C. (158)

Proof. Let F1, . . . , FN be the LN chain for F . Since C is real, its radii are all real

and it follows that it is symmetric under the map z → z̄. If we define F †
1 , . . . , F

†
N

by

F †
j (z) = Fj(z̄) (159)

then F †
1 , . . . , F

†
N are again bounded holomorphic functions on C. By symmetry we

have LN chain equations for these function where the polynomials Gij in (17) are

replaced by G†
ij (which just means taking complex conjugates of the coefficients).

If F = G(F1, . . . , FN ) then we put F † := G†(F †
1 , . . . , F

†
N ) and this is again an

LN function. Then setting

FR :=
F + F †

2
, FI :=

F − F †

2
(160)

we obtain real LN functions satisfying the required conditions. �

8.3. Real covers of complex cells.

Proposition 47. Let Cδ be an LN cell. Then there exist LN maps {fj : Cδj → Cδ}
with Cδj real and C ⊂ ∪jfj(R+Cj). Moreover

#{fj},F (fj) < Eff(Cδ, 1/(1 − δ)). (161)

Proof. By refinement and Proposition 45 it is enough to prove the claim for mono-
mial cells. Write C := F1 ⊙ · · · ⊙ Fℓ and let

Ĉ := A(12 , 2)⊙ℓ ⊙ C. (162)
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Denote the coordinates on Ĉ by (x, z). We have an LN map φ : Ĉ2δ → Cδ given by

φ(x, z) = (x1z1, · · · ,xℓzℓ) (163)

where we use the fact that monomial cells are invariant under rotation in each of
the coordinates. Then

C ⊂ φ
(

A(12 , 2)⊙ℓ ⊙ R+C
)

(164)

and it will therefore suffice to find maps fj : Cδj → Ĉ2δ such that

A(12 , 2)⊙ℓ ⊙ R+C ⊂ ∪jfj(R+Cj). (165)

Reducing further, it will suffice to find gj : C′
j → A(1/2, 2)⊙ℓ with A(1/2, 2)⊙ℓ ⊂

∪jgj(R+C
′
j) and then take Cj := C′

j ⊙ C and fj := gj × id. Finally finding gj as
above is elementary. We can first cover each A(1/2, 2) by discs, and then use maps
D(1)⊙2 → D(1)δ given by (z, w) → (z + iw). �

Finally we have the following.

Proposition 48. Let Cδ be an LN-cell and f ∈ OLN(Cδ). Then f |C is definable in
RLN under the identification Cℓ ≃ R2ℓ and its format is bounded by Eff(f).

Proof. Let {fj : Cδj → Cδ} be as in Proposition 47. For each fj apply Proposition 46

to the coordinates of fj and to f∗
j f . Then on R+C

√
δ

j the real and imaginary parts
of all of these maps are given by LN functions of effectively bounded format. Thus
the set

∪j{
(

(fj(z), f(fj(z))
)

: z ∈ C
√
δ

j } (166)

is definable in RLN. This is in fact the graph of f on some set S with C ⊂ S ⊂ Cδ. In
other words, we have proven the proposition (for all Cδ, f) with f |C in the conclusion
replaced by f |S.

We now deduce the original statement from this modified statement by induction
on ℓ. Suppose the statement is true for ℓ−1. In particular the cell C1..ℓ−1 is definable
in RLN. By the modified statement, the radii of the fiber over C1..ℓ−1 are definable
restricted to some set containing C1..ℓ−1, and since C1..ℓ−1 is definable as well this
implies that C is definable. By the modified statement f is definable on some set
containing C, so it is also definable restricted to C. The bound on the format follows
easily from this. �

9. Effective Pila-Wilkie in RLN,PF

For x ∈ Q̄n denote
H(x) := max

j
H(xj) (167)

where H(xj) denotes the absolute multiplicative Weil height. For X ⊂ Rn and
g ∈ N denote

X(g,H) := {x ∈ X ∩ Q̄n : [Q(x) : Q] 6 g and H(x) 6 H}. (168)

We also denote by Xalg the union of all connected positive-dimensional Ralg-
definable subsets of X , and Xtrans := X \Xalg.

The Pila-Wilkie theorem [38] states that for X definable in an o-minimal struc-
ture and ε > 0, there exists a constantC(X, ε) such that #Xtrans(1, H) < C(X, ε)Hε

for every H ∈ N. This has been extended by Pila [39] to a bound #Xtrans(g,H) <
C(X, g, ε)Hε. When X is definable in RPF, it was shown by Jones, Thomas,
Schmidt and the author [5] that the constant C(X, g, ε) can be bounded effectively



LOG-NOETHERIAN FUNCTIONS 41

in terms of the format of X . The proofs in loc. cit. extend to general effectively
o-minimal structures verbatim, although we note that much of the work there is
related to obtaining polynomial bounds with respect to degrees in the restricted
Pfaffian context. The proofs would be somewhat simpler if one only wants effective
bounds. The effective analog of the Pila-Wilkie theorem is as follows.

Theorem 20. Let X ⊂ Rn be definable in an effectively o-minimal structure. Then
for every ε > 0 and every g,H ∈ N we have

#Xtrans(g,H) 6 C(X, g, ε)Hε, where C(X, g, ε) = Eff(X, g, 1/ε). (169)

We also give a “blocks” version following [39]. Say that a definable set B ⊂ Rn is
a basic block if it is a smooth k-dimensional manifold contained in a semialgebraic
set of dimension k.

Theorem 21. Let X ⊂ Rm×Rn be definable in an effectively o-minimal structure.
Then for every ε > 0 and g ∈ N there is a definable family Y ⊂ Rp × Rm × Rn of
format Eff(X, g, 1/ε) such that for every (p, y) ∈ Rp × Rm the fiber Yp,y is a basic
block contained in Xy.

Moreover, for every y ∈ Rm and H ∈ N there is a set Py ⊂ Rp such that

#Py 6 C(X, g, ε)Hε, where C(X, g, ε) = Eff(X, g, 1/ε) (170)

and

Xy(g,H) ⊂
⋃

p∈Py

Yp,y. (171)

An effective Pila-Wilkie theorem for semi-Noetherian sets was given in [3]. This
result was restricted to sets defined by quantifier-free formulas using Noetherian
functions in compact domains (in particular, not allowing unrestricted exponenti-
ation). Another result establishing sharper, polylogarithmic bounds in the Noe-
therian category is given in [4]. However this result is again restricted to compact
domains, and also has technical conditions related to the absence of unlikely inter-
sections. It was observed already in [4, Section 1.5] that this limitation involving
unlikely intersections is related to Khovanskii’s conjecture.

10. LN-functions and regular flat connections

In this section we show that holomorphic horizontal sections of regular mero-
morphic connections with LN coefficients are LN-functions, and that if the con-
nection has quasiunipotent monodromy then all sections are definable in RLN,exp

after making an appropriate branch cut. As a consequence of Deligne’s Riemann-
Hilbert correspondence we deduce that RLN,exp contains every monodromic tuple
of functions with moderate growth and locally quasiunipotent monodromy. We also
show as a consequence of these constructions that period maps for PVHS, and the
universal covering map for the universal abelian scheme Ag → Ag, are definable in
RLN,exp.

10.1. Connections with log-singularities on LN-cells. Let Cδ be an LN-cell.
Consider a connection on the trivial Cℓ-bundle on Cδ given by

∇ := d −
ℓ

∑

j=1

Aj∂
∗
j , Aj ∈ Matl×l(OLN(Cδ)). (172)
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where ∂∗j is the one-form dual to ∂j , i.e.

∂∗j :=

{

dzj Fj = D
dzj
zj

Fj = D◦, A
(173)

where Fj denotes the j-th fiber of C. We say that the format of a matrix with
LN entries is the sum of the formats of the entires, and the format of ∇ is the
sum of the formats of Aj for j = 1, . . . , ℓ. In the case where C is a product of
discs and punctured discs this agrees with the usual notion of a connection with
log-singularities.

10.1.1. Holomorphic sections. We will consider horizontal sections of ∇. We start
with the holomorphic case.

Proposition 49. Suppose X(z) is holomorphic and bounded in Cδ and ∇X(z) = 0,
where either X(z) ∈ Cl or X(z) ∈ End(Cn). Then X is LN and

F (X) = Eff(∇, ‖X‖P1/2). (174)

Proof. This is essentially just rewriting the connection equation in terms of the
standard vector fields,

∂jX = Aj∂
∗
j (∂j)X = AjX (175)

and the entries of X indeed form an LN chain over the LN chain defining ∇. �

Corollary 50. Suppose X(z) is holomorphic and bounded in Cδ and ∇X(z) = 0.
Then X is definable in RLN and its format is bounded by Eff(∇).

Proof. Since ∇X = 0 is linear in X we may as well rescale it and assume ‖X‖Cδ 6 1.
We then have a bound Eff(∇) on the format of this rescaled X , and now scaling
back gives the result. �

10.1.2. The quasiunipotent monodromy case. We say that the standard branch cut
on C is the simply connected domain CSC ⊂ C given by removing the negative real
line from every D◦ and A fiber in C.

Theorem 22. Suppose ∇ has quasiunipotent monodromy. Let X : CδSC → End(Cl)
be a horizontal section of ∇, i.e. ∇X = 0. Then X is definable in RLN,exp and its
format is bounded by Eff(∇).

Proof. Fix some base point s ∈ C and let M1, . . . ,Mℓ ∈ End(Cn) where Mj denotes
the monodromy operator of ∇ along a simple loops around the divisor zj = 0 (trivial
for D or ∗ fibers). Denote

t(z) :=
∏

j:Fj=D◦,A

zj . (176)

Note that since π1(C, s) is commutative the Mjs commute. Moreover since F (∇)
bounds the norm of the matrices Aj , it is easy to see using Grönwall’s inequality
that ‖Mj‖ < Eff(∇). Also by Grönwall’s inequality, for every z ∈ CδSC we have

‖X(z)‖ 6 t(z)−N (177)

where N = Eff(∇). Indeed, working for example with respect to zj and assuming
it is of type D◦, A, we have an equation

∂jX = AjX (178)
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where Aj is bounded on Cδ, say by some M = Eff(∇). In the logarithmic chart

w = log zj this amounts to ∂
∂wX = AjX and Grönwall then gives

‖X(w)‖ < eM|w|‖X(0)‖ = |zj |−M‖X(0)‖. (179)

Repeating this for each coordinate proves the claim.
By [15, Lemma IV.4.5] we may choose commuting logarithms Lj such that

e2πiLj = Mj (180)

and ‖Lj‖ < Eff(∇). Now consider the matrix function

Y (z) := X(z) · z−L1

1 · · · z−Lℓ
n . (181)

Since the monodromy of z
−Lj

j around zj = 0 is given by M−1
j and this matrix com-

mutes with every z
−Lj

j , we see that Y (z) is univalued on C. Adding an appropriate

integer multiple of the identity (depending on N above) to Lj we can also arrange
the Y (z) is bounded on CδSC, and still ‖Lj‖ < Eff(∇).

Now we think of Y (z) as a flat holomorphic section of the linear connection

dY = d(X(z) · z−L1

1 · · · z−Ln

ℓ ) = AY − Y
(

ℓ
∑

j=1

Lj
dzj
zj

)

(182)

where we think of Y as a vector in Cl
2

. In this sense (182) is a connection equation
with logarithmic singularities. By Corollary 50 we conclude that Y (z) is definable
in RLN with format bounded by Eff(∇).

Finally the entries of z
Lj

j are each of the form zλj P (log zj) where λ ranges over

the spectrum of Lj (modulo 2πi) and P is a polynomial of degree at most l. Since
we assume the monodromy is quasiunipotent these λ can be assumed real, and the
functions above are all definable in Rexp with format depending only on l. We
recover X as

X(z) = Y (z) · zL1

1 · · · · zLℓ

ℓ . (183)

which finishes the proof. �

10.2. Riemann-Hilbert correspondence and monodromic functions. Let
M be a smooth quasi-projective variety, and suppose M̄ \M is a normal-crossings
divisor. Let U ⊂ M a semialgebraic simply-connected subset. Let V be a local
system on M , by which we always mean a local system of finite-dimensional C-
vector spaces.

Definition 51. We say that V has locally quasiunipotent monodromy if for any
map φ : D◦(1) →M the monodromy of φ∗V is quasi-unipotent.

By Kashiwara’s theorem [29] a system V is locally quasiunipotent if and only
if it has quasiunipotent monodromy around every smooth point of the boundary
M̄ \M .

According to Deligne’s Riemann-Hilbert correspondence [18], every local system
V on M arises as the horizontal system V ≃ V ∇ of an algebraic vector bundle V
with a flat connection ∇ with logarithmic singularities along the boundary. The
results of the previous sections imply the following.

Proposition 52. The following two statements hold:
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(1) If U is precompact in M then the constant sections of V ∇|U are definable
in RLN.

(2) If V has locally quasiunipotent monodromy then the constant sections of
V ∇|U are definable in RLN,exp.

Proof. We can cover M by (finitely many) neighborhoods given by products of
discs and punctured discs. By a simple covering argument it is enough to consider
the intersection of U with each of these separately. Then the first claim is just a
reformulation of Proposition 49 and the second a reformulation of Theorem 22. �

We reformulate this as a result about the RLN,exp-definability of multivalued
holomorphic functions in terms of growth and monodromy.

Let f = (f1, . . . , fn) : M → Cn be a holomorphic map (formally a map on the
universal cover of M). We say that f is monodromic if fixed s0 ∈ M and any
γ ∈ π1(M, s0) we have

∆γ(f1, . . . , fn) = (f1, . . . , fn)Mγ , Mγ ∈ GLn(C) (184)

where ∆γ is the analytic continuation operator along γ. We say that f has moderate
growth if whenever u : D◦(1) →M there are C,N such that

‖f ◦ u(t)‖ < Ct−N ∀t ∈ (D◦)SC. (185)

Theorem 23. Let f : M → Cn be a monodromic tuple with locally quasiunipotent
monodromy and moderate growth. Then f |U is definable in RLN,exp.

Proof. Let V be the local system corresponding to the monodromy representation
of f . Let (V,∇) be the corresponding connection as in Proposition 52. It is enough
to prove the claim with M replaced by an affine cover, so we may assume without
loss of generality that V is trivial over M . In a trivializing chart a fundamental
solution matrix ∇Y = 0 satisfies

∆γY = YMγ (186)

so that f ·Y −1 is univalued. Since it also has moderate growth, it is algebraic (and
hence definable in Ralg) by GAGA. Since Y is definable in RLN,exp by Proposition 52
we conclude that f is definable in RLN,exp. �

10.3. Period maps are definable in RLN,exp. Let S be a smooth quasi-projective
variety over C, VZ a local system of free Z-modules, V the corresponding algebraic
vector bundle, and F• ⊂ V a filtration forming a polarized variation of Z-Hodge
structures. By resolution of singularities we may assume that S̄ \ S is a normal
crossings divisor. By compactness of S̄ we can cover S̄ by local charts of the form

P := D◦(1)⊙n ⊙D(1)⊙m. (187)

with S̄ \ S given in P by z1 · · · zn = 0. By Borel’s monodromy theorem [42, (4.5)]
the connection ∇ corresponding to VZ has quasiunipotent monodromy in P, and
by a theorem [42, (4.13)] of Griffiths ∇ has logarithmic singularities on S̄ \ S.

Pick a basepoint s0 ∈ P and let b1, . . . , bl ∈ (VZ)s0 be a basis for the free Z-
module VZ at s0. Let v1, . . . , vl denote a basis of algebraic sections of V over P

compatible with the filtration F•, i.e. such that the first vectors form a basis for
the first filtered piece, etc. Then the matrix

X : PSC → GLl(C), X(s) := (vi(bj))i,j=1,...,l (188)
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forms a horizontal section of ∇ as we analytically continue from s0 to s ∈ PSC. By
Theorem 22 the map X(s) is definable in RLN,exp.

Denote by Ď the variety corresponding to the Hodge flags of dimension dimF•,
and q : GLm → Ď the quotient map sending the matrix X to the flag with the k-th
piece given by the span of the first dimFk columns. Clearly q is definable even in
Ralg, so the map q ◦X is also definable in RLN,exp.

Since the VHS (S,VZ,F
•) is polarized the map above restricts to a map q ◦X :

PSC → D where D ⊂ Ď denotes the open subspace of Hodge flags polarized by
the given polarization on Vs0 . The monodromy of ∇ on S induces a monodromy
subgroup Γ ⊂ GL(Vs0 ,Z) and factoring q ◦X modulo this monodromy we obtain
a well-defined map

Φ : P → D/Γ. (189)

In [1] it is shown that this map is definable when one chooses an appropriate
Ralg-structure on D/Γ. Essentially this is the mod-Γ quotient of the standard Ralg-
structure on Siegel domains in D. Accordingly, the statement that Φ is definable in
RLN,exp follows from the fact that q ◦X : PSC → D is definable in RLN,exp, plus the
fact that the image of q ◦X lies in the union of finitely many Siegel domains. This
latter fact is established in [1, Theorem 1.5], which thus proves the definability of
Φ in RLN,exp.

Remark 53 (The format of Φ). The computation of the format of Φ in RLN,exp

involves two separate steps. First, one should effectively determine the Gauss-
Manin connection in order to compute F (X). If the PVHS is given by the Gauss-
Manin connection of a projective smooth family of f : V → S then this computation
is carried out in [45]. In order to deduce a bound for F (Φ) one should then also
produce an effective bound on the Siegel domains needed in [1, Theorem 1.5], which
appears to be a non-trivial task.

In the rare case that the base S of the PVHS is projective, there are no singu-
larities and Φ is in fact definable in RLN. In this case it is also far less difficult to
estimate the number of Siegel domains that the image of q ◦ X meets in terms of
the format of the Gauss-Manin connection.

We are now in position to finish the proof of Theorem 4.

Proof of Theorem 4. By [1, Theorem 1.1] the set Y is Ralg-definable, so SY above is
RLN,exp-definable with the format depending effectively on Φ, Y . The algebraicity
of SY then follows from the definable Chow theorem of Peterzil-Starchenko [36,
Theorem 4.4] as explained in [1, Theorem 1.6]. We can now define the irreducible
components of SY (as an algebraic variety) as the closures of the connected com-
ponents of SY \ (SY )sing. By effective o-minimality the number of these irreducible
components, and the format of each component, are effectively bounded. Finally
for each irreducible component of dimension k the degree is given by the number of
intersections with k generic hyperplane sections, which is again bounded by effective
o-minimality. �

10.4. The Siegel modular variety. As a special case of the construction of §10.3,
the universal covering map of the Siegel modular variety Ag of principally polar-
ized abelian varieties of genus g, restricted to an appropriate fundamental domain
F ⊂ Hg, is definable in RLN,exp. To see this let Ag → Ag be the universal abelian va-
riety over Ag and denote by ∇ the corresponding Gauss-Manin connection. Choose
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a compactification Āg such that Āg \Ag is a normal crossings divisor. In a neigh-
borhood U of every point p ∈ Āg one can choose a basis of Shimura differentials
ω1, . . . , ωg generating a basis for the holomorphic differentials over U , and com-
plete it to a basis of H1(Ag/U) using meromorphic differentials of the 2nd kind
ωg+1, . . . , ω2g. If one chooses a symplectic basis δ1, . . . , δ2g with respect to the
principal polarization for the local system H1(Ag/U,Z) then the extended period
matrix

X(q) :=







∮

δ1
ω1 · · ·

∮

δ2g
ω1

...
. . .

...
∮

δ1
ω2g · · ·

∮

δ2g
ω2g






(190)

is a horizontal section of the Gauss-Manin connection and therefore definable in
RLN,exp. Writing

X(q) =

(

A B
C D

)

(191)

where A,B,C,D are g× g blocks, the inverse of the universal cover e : Hg → Ag is
given locally by B−1A : Ag → Hg. It is known, for instance by [37] that the image
of this map, after making suitable algebraic branch cuts in Ag, meets finitely many
translates of the standard fundamental domain F ⊂ Hg. It follows that the graph
of π : F → Ag can be defined in RLN,exp by gluing together finitely many translates
of the (inverted) graph of B−1A. We remark on issues related to effectivity of this
construction at the end of §10.5.

In the special case g = 1 one obtains from the construction above the definability
of the modular λ-function λ : H → C associated to the Legendre family

Eλ := {y2 = x(x − 1)(x− λ)} (192)

as the inverse to the ratio I1(λ)/I2(λ) of the two elliptic integrals

Ij :=

∮

δj(λ)

dx

y
, j = 1, 2 (193)

where δ1, δ2 form a symplectic basis for H1(Eλ,Z). In this case there is no difficulty
working out an upper bound for the format of the λ-function restricted to its
standard fundamental domain by hand. One should examine the asymptotics of
I1/I2(·) to determine how many translates of the fundamental domain meet the
image of a ball around λ = 0, 1,∞ with a branch cut along the negative real axis,
and cover the rest of P1 \ {0, 1,∞} with finitely many discs. Using

j =
256(1 − λ+ λ2)3

λ2(1 − λ)2
(194)

it then follows that the Klein modular invariant j : H → C is also definable in
RLN,exp with effectively bounded format. Thus the structure Rj generated by
the modular invariant is effectively o-minimal, as a substructure of RLN,exp. This
answers a question raised by Pila [40, Section 13.3], who asked for the effective
o-minimality of the structure Rj and noted some implications for effective Andre-
Oort.
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10.5. The universal abelian variety over Ag. In this section we show that the
universal cover for the universal abelian variety over Ag restricted to an appro-
priate fundamental domain is definable in RLN,exp. It is possible to compute this
directly similarly to the construction of the previous section, but for variation we
demonstrate this definability using the material of §10.2.

Let π : Ag → Ag be the universal abelian variety over Ag. Denote by ∗ : Ag → Ag
the identity section. Choose a basis ω1, . . . , ωg ∈ Ω(Ag/U) over an affine open
U ⊂ Ag. Define maps I1, . . . , Ig by

Ij : Ag → C2g+1, Ij(p) =
(

∮

γ1(π(p))

ωj, . . . ,

∮

γ2g(π(p))

ωj,

∫ p

∗
ωj

)

(195)

where the path of integration in the first integrand is chosen inside π−1(π(p)) and

γ1, . . . , γ2g ∈ H1(π−1(π(p)),Z) (196)

form a basis, chosen over some basepoint and then analytically continued.
It is classical that the maps Ij have moderate growth. Moreover they are mon-

odromic with locally quasiunipotent monodromy: the first 2g coordinates realize
the monodromy of the Gauss-Manin connection of π, and the last coordinate is
univalued modulo the previous coordinates. The results of §10.2 then imply that
the restriction of Ij to a simply-connected semialgebraic subset (Ag)SC of Ag is
RLN,exp definable. Consider the universal covering map

e : Hg × Cg → Ag. (197)

As before, we can describe the inverse of e on (Ag)SC in terms of the coordinates of
I1, . . . , Ig: on Hg it is given as in §10.4, and on Cg it is given by the last coordinates
of I1, . . . , Ig. It follows from [37] that e−1((Ag)SC) meets finitely many translates
of the standard fundamental domain F ⊂ Hg × Cg. Gluing together finitely many
translates we deduce the following.

Theorem 24. The restriction e|F is definable in RLN,exp.

Note that the computation of F (e|F) involves two non-trivial tasks. First one
should show how to explicitly compute (or estimate from above) the differential
equations for Ij : this is an additive extension of the Gauss-Manin connection and
should be algebraically computable in principle. One should then also effectivize
the Peterzil-Starchenko bound on the number of fundamental domains, which is an
interesting problem that we plan to return to.

Appendix A. Noetherian functions over number fields

In this appendix we consider Noetherian functions “defined over a number field”.
We use this in particular do produce some natural examples of LN-functions that
are not Noetherian, thus demonstrating the necessity of considering the larger LN
class.

A.1. Geometric formulation of Noetherian functions. For the purposes of
this section we reformulate the notion of a Noetherian chain (1) in a more geometric
language. We will say that a ring R is a ring of Noetherian functions in n variables
if:

(1) R is finitely generated over Z by elements F1, . . . , FN ∈ R;
(2) R is an integral domain.
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(3) R is equipped with n commuting derivations ξ1, . . . , ξn ∈ DerR.

Suppose R satisfies these conditions and let p ∈ SpecR ⊗Z C, thought of as a ring
homomorphism p : R → C. Then we can form a Noetherian chain (1) given by
F1, . . . , FN : P → C on some sufficiently small polydisc P with

∂Fi
∂zj

= ξj(Fi) (198)

such that Fi(0) = p(Fi). This is just the Frobenius integrability theorem for com-
muting vector fields. We denote the germs of these functions by F p1 , . . . , F

p
N :

(Cn, 0) → C.
Conversely, let F1, . . . , FN : P → C be a Noetherian chain (1). Adding all

coefficients of the Gij to the chain (and defining their derivatives to be zero), we
may assume without loss of generality that the coefficients of Gij are in Z. Then
the subring R of the ring of holomorphic functions on P generated by F1, . . . , FN
is a finitely generated integral domain equipped with the n commuting derivations
ξj = ∂

∂zj
.

A.2. Noetherian functions over a field. Let K be a field of characteristic zero.
We are mostly interested in the case [K : Q] <∞ but the results of this subsection
do not require this assumption. If p ∈ SpecR is a K-point then we say that the
functions F p1 , . . . , F

p
N are defined over K. We say that F is defined over K if it is a

polynomial combination of F p1 , . . . , F
p
N with integer coefficients.

Proposition 54. Suppose that F is a Noetherian function and its Taylor coeffi-
cients at the origin are all in K. Then it is defined over K̄ as a Noetherian function.

Proof. Let R be a ring of Noetherian functions generated by F1, . . . , FN and F =
P (F1, . . . , FN ). We may assume without loss of generality that the coefficients of
P are integers, by including any non-integer coefficient as additional functions in
the chain F1, . . . , FN . For q ∈ SpecR write F q for P (F q1 , . . . , F

q
N ).

We have F ≡ F q for some q ∈ SpecR by definition. The set of all p ∈ SpecR
such that F ≡ F p is a K-variety: indeed, it is given by the conditions

∂α

∂zα
F (0) =

∂α

∂zα
F p(0) = p(ξαF ), ∀α ∈ Nn. (199)

The expressions ξαF on the right hand side are polynomials over Z in F1, . . . , FN ,
and the expressions on the left hand side are in K, so this is a collection of polyno-
mial equations over K. Since the solution set is non-empty, it must also contain a
solution p over K̄ by the Nullstellensatz. This finishes the proof. �

We also record a simple consequence of the definitions.

Proposition 55. Let F be a Noetherian function over K, that is F = P (F p1 , . . . , F
p
N )

where P has integer coefficients and p ∈ SpecR is a K-point. Let ν be a valuation
on K with

ν(F pj (0)) 6 0, for j = 1, . . . , N. (200)

Then

ν
( ∂α

∂zα
F (0)

)

6 0 ∀α ∈ Nn. (201)

Proof. This is simply because all derivatives of F pj are given by polynomials in

F p1 , . . . , F
p
N with integer coefficients, and at the origin these all belong to the valu-

ation ring of ν. �
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A.3. An example of an LN function that is not Noetherian. Let K be a
number field, and

f(z) =
∑ cα

α!
zα (202)

be a Noetherian function with cα ∈ K for every α ∈ Nn. Then by Proposition 54,
f is Noetherian over some finite extension K′ ⊃ K. By Proposition 55 we have
f = P (F p1 , . . . , F

p
M ) where P has integer coefficients and p ∈ SpecR is a K-point.

Denote by Σ′ the finite set of places of K′ corresponding to a valuation ν such that
ν(F pj (0)) > 0 for some j = 1, . . . , N . Denote by Σf the set of restrictions of these
places to K. Then we have the following corollary.

Corollary 56. For every valuation ν on K corresponding to a place outside the
finite set Σf ,

ν(cα) 6 0 ∀α ∈ Nn. (203)

As a consequence, the function

f(z) =
ez − 1

z
=

∞
∑

j=0

1/(j + 1)

j!
zj (204)

is not Noetherian: the coefficients cj = 1/(j + 1) lie outside the valuation ring for
infinitely many (in fact all) p-adic valuations on Q. In particular, the Noetherian
class is not closed under restricted divisions (or strict transforms). On the other
hand f is certainly LN onD◦(1), for instance by closedness under restricted division,
or directly by the Noetherian chain f, z, ez satisfying

∂z(f) = ez − f, ∂z(z) = z, ∂z(e
z) = zez, (205)

with ∂z = z ∂
∂z .

A.4. An LN function that does not generate a finitely-generated ring.
We close with a simple example showing that an LN function need not generate, by
closing under derivatives, a finitely generated ring. In other words, to check that
a function is not LN it does not suffice to check that the ring it generates is not
finitely generated. Consider

f(z) := ez
2

(206)

on D(1). By straightforward computation

C[f, ∂zf, · · · , ∂kz f ] = C[f, zf, · · · , zkf ]. (207)

Since z, f are algebraically independent over C the chain of rings above does not
stabilize as k grows, since zk+1f is clearly not a polynomial in f, zf, · · · , zkf .
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[33] A. G. Khovanskĭı. Fewnomials and Pfaff manifolds. In Proceedings of the International Con-
gress of Mathematicians, Vol. 1, 2 (Warsaw, 1983), pages 549–564. PWN, Warsaw, 1984.

[34] Jean-Marie Lion, Chris Miller, and Patrick Speissegger. Differential equations over polyno-
mially bounded o-minimal structures. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 131(1):175–183, 2003.

[35] D. Novikov and S. Yakovenko. Trajectories of polynomial vector fields and ascending chains
of polynomial ideals. Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble), 49(2):563–609, 1999.

[36] Ya’acov Peterzil and Sergei Starchenko. Complex analytic geometry and analytic-geometric
categories. J. Reine Angew. Math., 626:39–74, 2009.

[37] Ya’acov Peterzil and Sergei Starchenko. Definability of restricted theta functions and families
of abelian varieties. Duke Math. J., 162(4):731–765, 2013.

[38] J. Pila and A. J. Wilkie. The rational points of a definable set. Duke Math. J., 133(3):591–616,
2006.

[39] Jonathan Pila. On the algebraic points of a definable set. Selecta Math. (N.S.), 15(1):151–170,
2009.

[40] Jonathan Pila. O-minimality and the André-Oort conjecture for Cn. Ann. of Math. (2),
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