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SMALL EXTENSIONS OF ANALYTIC FIELDS

MICHAEL TEMKIN

ABSTRACT. An extension K/k of analytic (i.e. real valued complete) fields
is called small if it is topologically-algebraically generated by finitely many
elements. We prove that this property is inherited by subextensions and hence
topological generating degree of such extensions is monotonic. Much more
detailed results are obtained in the case of degree one. Let k be an analytic

ey

algebraically closed field of positive residual characteristic p and K = k(t)®
with a non-trivial valuation. In a previous work it was shown that the set
Iy of intermediate complete algebraically closed subextensions k C F C
K is totally ordered by inclusion. In this paper we show that I/ is an
interval parameterized by the distance between ¢ and F'. Moreover, logarithmic
parameterizations induced by other generators differ by PL functions with
slopes in p% and corners in |K*|, so I ) acquires a natural PL structure.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Recollections. Let us recall main results about topological degree that were
proved in [Tem21]. These results will be used without further referencing through-
out the paper. We will use the abbreviation t.a. instead of topologically alge-
braically or topgebraically, as in [Tem21]. Given an extension L/K of analytic

o —

fields, a set S C L is called t.a. independent over K if K(S")* C K/(S\)a for any

S’ C S, and it is called t.a. generating if Lo = w The minimum of cardinals
of t.a. generating sets of L/K is called the topological generating degree Tr.c(L/K)
and the supremum of all cardinals of t.a. independent sets is called the topological
transcendence degree tr.c(L/K). For shortness, we use notation similar to Huber’s
topological transcendence degree tr.c, see [[Hub96, §1.8] and [Sch22, §21], but we
warn the reader that our terminology is different — Huber’s transcendence degree is
the generating degree in our meaning which is denoted Tr.c. Since we consider the
two cardinals, our terminology seems more natural. By small extensions we mean
t.a. finitely generated extensions, that is, extensions L/K with Tr.c(L/K) < oc.
Naturally, the extensions with Tr.c(L/K) = oo will be called large.

It is almost obvious that for a tower F'/L/K one invariant is monotonic and
another one is subadditive: tr.c(L/K) < tr.c(F/K) and Tr.c(F/K) < Tr.c(L/K) +
Tr.c(F/L), but any other property is not clear at all. In fact, one of the main
goals of this paper and my motivation to continue the research of [Tem21] was
proving Theorem 2.3.2, which states that Tr.c is monotonic for small extensions
and essentially reduces to proving that being a small extension is preserved by
passing to subextensions. This answers a natural question in Berkovich and adic
geometries which was (somewhat implicitly) open since their foundation, and was
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explicitly stated by Scholze in [Sch22, Question 21.4]. T am very grateful to Peter
Scholze for an email exchange and pointing out that the results of [Tem21] were
not sufficient to completely answer this question.

It is shown in [Tem?21] that a version of exchange lemma holds for t.a. depen-
dency, hence tr.c(L/K) < Tr.c(L/K), see [Tem21, Theorem 3.2.1] and its proof. Of
course, the two cardinals are equal if there exists a topological transcendence basis
— a set, which is both t.a. independent and generating, and it always exists for small
extensions by [Tem?21, Theorem 3.2.3], but large extensions, such as spherical com-
pletions, tend not to have such a basis, see [Tem21, Theorem 5.3.2]. If the residual

characteristic p = char(f( ) is positive, the situation is even stranger as there exists
the following pathologiewiich are essentially equivalent: thelge_zx\ist non-invgt_i\ble
K-endomorphisms of K (x)®, there exist towers Ko CL=K(z)CF=K(y)*
there exist large extensions L/K which satisfy tr.c(L/K) = 1. In particular, the
topological transcendence degree is not additive in towers even for small extensions.
Finally, it was observed in [Tem?21, Theorem 5.3.9] that if L and K are algebraically
closed and tr.c(L/K) = 1, then the set I1,,x = {F;} of analytic algebraically closed
intermediate fields K C F; C L is totally ordered.

1.2. Main results. In this paper we answer questions about extensions of finite
topological transcendence degree, which were left open or unexplored in [Tem?21].
In particular, we prove that if L/K is a small extension of analytic algebraically
closed fields, then any intermediate algebraically closed analytic field F' is small
over K, and hence satisfies Tr.c(F/K) < Tr.c(L/K), see Theorem 2.3.2. Moreover,
the equality holds if and only if F' and L are K-isomorphic, see Theorem 2.3.4.
In fact, the claim about small extensions follows by applying Baire category the-
orem, once we prove the following result, which is of its own interest: any chain
of algebraically closed analytic intermediate fields has at most countable cofinality,
see Theorem 2.2.6. The latter result is reduced to the case of topological transcen-
dence degree one, already covered by Lemma 2.2.3, but later on we prove in Theo-
rem 3.1.13 the following complete and simple description of I1,,x which was unantic-
ipated in [Tem?21]: any t.a. generator ¢ € L induces a bijection p;: I/ —[0, 75 (t)]
by sending an intermediate field F' to rr(t). In fact, this is a really simple result,
which was overlooked in [Tem?21] and noticing it recently made all progress of the
current paper possible.

Furthermore, we study the following na/tlial question in §3: what is the natural

structure of the interval 1,k for L = K(t)*? We identify it with [—log(r),o0)
by —logop; and show in Theorem 3.2.12 that any other t.a. generator ¢’ induces
a parametrization which differs from this one by a PL-function with slopes in pZ
and corners in |L*| (satisfying an addition restriction at the endpoint when |K*| #
|L*|). Moreover, in Theorem 3.2.16 we show that the converse is also true, obtaining
a complete characterization of the set of possible parameterizations of I, /x. In
particular, I /x acquires a natural Z[l]-structure.

Finally, a good control on the subfields of small extensions enables us to study
in §4 large extensions L/ K of finite topological transcendence degree and the set of
their algebraically closed subfields. In particular, in this case Tr.c(L/K) is neces-
sarily the first uncountable cardinal 8y and if d = 1, then I,k is nothing else but
an Alexandroff’s long ray.
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2. THE MONOTONICITY THEOREM

In this section we present the fastest route (we know) to prove the monotonicity
theorem for small extensions.

2.1. Countably generated extensions.

2.1.1. Completed filtered unions. We will use completed filtered unions of analytic
fields, and the question whether the completion is non-trivial will be essential.

Lemma 2.1.2. Assume K is an analytic field and {F;}ic; is a filtered family of
analytic subfields, then:

(i) If I is of countable cofinality and not all F; are trivially valued, then F =
Uier F; 1s not complete.

(i1) Conversely, F is complete in any of the following cases: the cofinality is one,
the fields are trivially valued, or any countable subset in I is bounded (for example,
the family is a chain of an uncountable cofinality).

Proof. (i) Choose a cofinal increasing subsequence, which we denote for shortness
Fo € F1 C.... Then F' = Uj2F; and each F} is nowhere dense in F'. Therefore

P+ F by Baire category theorem.

(ii) The first two cases are trivial, so assume that any countable subset is
bounded. Any Cauchy sequence ag, a1, ... of elements of I lies already in a count-
able union of F;’s, and hence is contained in a single field F}. So, the limit already
lies in some Fj. O
Remark 2.1.3. If Fj g/ﬂ C ... is a strictly increasing sequence of analytic k-

fields such that F; = k(z;)* and F is the completed union, then tr.c(F/k) = 1
because any pair {z,y} C F which is t.a. independent over k can be slightly
deformed by [Tem?21, Theorem 3.1.9] but no F; contains a t.a. independent pair
since tr.c(F;/k) = 1. It follows that any = € F'\ U;F; is a t.a. generator of F' over

—

k because for any i the pair z,z; is t.a. dependent, z ¢ F;, and hence x; € k(z)®.
Already this simple observation was missed in [Tem21]. In particular, it implies
that the answer to [Tem?21, Question 5.3.7] is negative — for any k-endomorphism ¢

of K = Ht)\a the completed union of ¢~ " (K) is again generated by a single element.

The argument from the above remark extends to countable unions of analytic
k-fields of bounded topological generating degree.

Theorem 2.1.4. Let K/k be an extension of analytic fields, {F;}icr a filtered
family of intermediate fields of at most countable cofinality and F the completion
of U;F;. If d = max;(Tr.c(F;/k)) is finite, then Tr.c(F/k) = d.

Proof. We can replace K and all other fields by K% and completed algebraic closures
in K¢ as this does not change the invariant Tr.c. So in the sequel all fields are
assumed to be algebraically closed. Note that tr.c(F/k) = d and hence tr.c(L/k) <
d for any intermediate extension k C L C F'. Indeed, otherwise there exist elements

Zo,...,2q € F t.a. independent over k, and by [Tem21, Theorem 3.1.9] a small
enough perturbation zy, ...,z of xg,...,zq is also t.a. independent over k. In
particular, we can achieve that zj,...,2/; lie in U;F; and hence also in some Fj,

which contradicts that tr.c(F;/k) = Tr.c(F;/k) < d.
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We will run induction on d with the base d = 0 being obvious. Since tr.c(F;/k) =
Tr.c(F;/k), we have that Tr.c(F;/K) < Tr.c(F;/K) for i < j. So, we can replace
the family by a cofinal sequence Fy C F; C ... such that Tr.c(F;/k) = d for any 1.
If the sequence stabilizes, the claim is obvious, so assume that it does not and hence

—

by Lemma 2.1.2 there exists x € F\ U;F;. Set k' = k(z)® and F] = FT(&:\)“ and
note that F' is the completed union of F/. We claim that Tr.c(F//k’) < d -1, and
once we prove this the theorem will follow as follows: by the induction assumption
Tr.e(F/k') < d—1 and hence Tr.c(F/k) < d — 1+ Tr.c(k'/k) < d. Therefore
tr.c(F/k) = Tr.c(F/k) and the monotonicity of the invariant tr.c implies that in
fact Tr.c(F'/k) = d.

To prove the claim we choose a topological transcendence basis 1, ..., x4 of the
small extension F; /k. Then F! is t.a. generated over k by the set S = {x, z1,..., 24}
and since tr.c(F//k) < d, there exists a t.a. dependency between the elements.

By our construction, ¢ F; D k(mlﬁxd)“ and hence there exists x,, lying in
E(S\ {zm})®. Therefore F] = k(S)* = k(S \ {xm})* and hence S\ {z,z,,} t.a.
generates F/ over k’. In particular, Tr.c(F}//E') <d — 1. O

As an immediate corollary we can now extend [Tem21, Theorem 3.2.3] to the
countable cardinal. As we will later see, this is already optimal, as the result fails
for the first uncountable cardinal.

Corollary 2.1.5. If K/k is an extension of analytic fields such that Tr.c(K/k) <
N, then tr.c(K/k) = Tr.c(K/k).

Proof. Since tr.c(K/k) < Tr.c(K/k), we should only rule out the possibility that
simultaneously tr.c(K/k) = d and Tr.c(K/k) = Xg. In the latter case K is the
completion of k(zg,x1,...)* and hence K is the completed union of the sequence
K, = k(xo,/..-jxn)a. Since Tr.c(K,/k) is finite, it coincides with tr.c(K, /k) and
hence is bounded by d. Thus Tr.c(K/k) < d by Theorem 2.1.4 yielding a contra-
diction. (]

2.2. Cofinality of subfields of small extensions. Now we will prove that alge-
braically closed subextensions of small extensions have countable cofinality.

2.2.1. One generator. We start with extensions with a single t.a. generator. The
following self-similarity result is hidden in the proof of [Tem21, Theorem 5.2.2], so
we formulate and prove it for the sake of completeness. As in [Tem21] given an
extension L/K and an element x € L by rx(z) = inf.exa |z — ¢| we denote the
distance between x and K evaluated in L“.

Lemma 2.2.2. Assume that L/K/k is a tower of algebraically closed analytic
fields such that Tr.c(K/k) = Tr.c(L/k) = 1. Then the analytic k-fields K and L
are isomorphic and the extension L/K is immediate.

Proof. We can assume that the valuation on K is non-trivial as the other case is

—_—

easily ruled out by classical tools. Choose generators K = k(x)® and L = k(y)°.
Since k(y) is dense in L and 7(z) > 0, we can find an element 3y’ € k(y)® such

that | — y/| < rg(z). Then k(y)® is algebraic over k(y’) and hence L = k(y’)®. In

g

addition, k(y')=k(z) by [Tem21, Lemma 3.1.6], and hence the analytic k-fields K
and L are also isomorphic. The latter also implies that Ep x = Fp/, — Exjp =0
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and Fr = Fr/i — Fxi = 0, where we use the notation Fp/x = tr.deg.(z/l})
and Ep/f is the Q-dimension of [L*|?/|K*|2. Since k is algebraically closed and
|K*| is divisible this implies that L = K and |L*| = |K*|, that is, the extension
L/K is immediate. O

Now, we can bound the ordered set I g.

Lemma 2.2.3. Let K/k be an extension of algebraically closed analytic fields such
that Tr.c(K/k) = 1 and let I, = {F;} denote the set of analytic algebraically
closed intermediate fields k C F; C K. Then any t.a. generator t € K induces an
injective map py: Ircsp = [0,74(t)], which sends F € I, to rp(t).

Proof. We should prove that if | C L are two different elements of I/, then the
inequality rp,(t) < r(t) is strict. We will argue by a contradiction, so assume that

rr(t) = ri(t). Since K = I(t)*, we can replace k by [. Thus, we assume in the
sequel that & = [ and r4(t) = rr(t). In addition, decreasing L can only increase

rr(t), so we can replace L by a subfield of the form k/(g-;F with y € L\ k. Then we
still have that rp(¢t) = r,(¢t) and by Lemma 2.2.2 there exists a k-isomorphism of

analytic fields ¢: L = I@QK

Set & = ¢(t) and note that |z —t| < rp(x) = ri(t). Since ri(t) =rp(t) < |x — ]
we obtain that in fact |z —¢| = r1(¢). This implies that the valuation on L(x —t) is
a generalized Gauss valuation. In particular, L(t)/L is not immediate, hence K/L
is not immediate and this contradicts the second assertion of Lemma 2.2.2. (]

Remark 2.2.4. Of course, each p; is a bijection, and we will prove this later by an
explicit construction taken from [Tem?21]. But we even do not need the surjectivity
to prove the monotonicity theorem, as already at this stage one can easily show

using Theorem 2.1.4 that any intermediate field F; is of the form k(z;)e.

2.2.5. Finitely many generators. Even more generally than in the above remark,
we can now bound subextensions of arbitrary small extensions.

Theorem 2.2.6. Let K/k be a small extension of algebraically closed analytic
fields. Then any chain {F;}icr of intermediate algebraically closed analytic fields
is of at most countable cofinality.

Proof. Assume to the contrary that the cofinality is uncountable. Decreasing I we
can then assume that it is well-ordered and uncountable. We will run induction on
d = Tr.c(K/k), with the case of d = 0 being trivial. So, assume that d > 1 and

e

choose a topological transcendence basis ¢ = x4, ..., 24 of K/k. Set k' = k(z)® and

note that Tr.c(K/k") = d — 1. The fields F] = F;(x)® form a chain of intermediate
subfields of K/k’, hence this chain stabilizes at some iy such that there exist at
most countably many elemenets i < 7p. Removing these elements and renaming
io by 0 we can assume that F/ = F{ for any ¢ € I. Therefore, {F,};cs is an

uncountable well-ordered chain of intermediate fields for the extension Fy(z)?/Fj
and by Corollary 2.2.3, there exists an order reversing embedding of I into the
interval [0, g, («)], which is an absurd. O

2.3. Finite monotonicity of Tr.c.
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2.3.1. The monotonicity theorem. As a corollary we can prove that the topological
generating degree is monotonic in the finite case. In particular, this provides a
positive answer to [Sch22, Question 21.4].

Theorem 2.3.2. Let K C E C F C L be a tower of analytic fields such that
the extension L/K is small. Then Tr.c(F/E) < Tr.c(L/K), in particular, F/E is

small.

Proof. We should prove that Tr.c(F/K) < Tr.c(L/K), as Tr.c(F/FE) < Tr.c(F/K)
in the obvious way. Replacing the fields with their completed algebraic closures
does not affect the invariants Tr.c, so we can assume that the fields are algebraically
closed. If Tr.c(F/K) < oo, then the topological generating degrees coincide with
the topological transcendence degree, and the assertion follows from monotonicity
of tr.c. Thus, we should only rule out the possibility of Tr.c(F/K) = cc.

By transfinite induction there exists a maximal strictly increasing chain F; or-
dered by ordinals ¢+ < w, where w is the maximai_or\dinal in the chain, such that
Fy = K, for any i < w one has that F;y; = F;(x;)¢, and for any limit ordinal
j < w the field Fj is the completion of U;<;F;. In particular, F,, = F' by the
maximality assumption. Then the cardinal w is countable by Theorem 2.2.6, hence
F is topologically generated over k by countably many elements x;, and therefore
by Corollary 2.1.5 Tr.c(F/K) = tr.c(F/K) < tr.e(L/K) < oc. O

2.3.3. The self-similarity theorem. Also, one can now strengthen the self-similarity
lemma by extending it to any finite topological degree.

Theorem 2.3.4. Let L/K be a small extension of algebraically closed analytic
fields and F an intermediate algebraically closed analytic field. Then L and F are
isomorphic as analytic K-fields if and only if the inequality tr.c(F/K) < tr.c(L/K)
is an equality. In addition, in this case the extension L/F is immediate.

Proof. Only the inverse implication is non-trivial, so assume that both topological
transcendence degrees are equal to d. We claim that for an element y € L\ F
the K-field F = F(y)® is isomorphic to F and the extension E/F is immediate.
Since L is t.a. finitely generated over F' (even over K), the theorem will follow by
induction on the number of t.a. generators.

Now, let us prove the claim. By Theorem 2.3.2 F/K is small, hence possesses a
topological transcendence basis 21, ..., z4. The set {y, x1,...,24} is t.a. dependent
over K, and up to renumbering the elements 21 € K (y, 22, ...,24)* In particular,

the latter field coincides with E, and setting K’ = K(x2,...,xq4)* we obtain that

F=K'(z1)* C E = K'(y)* So, by Lemma 2.2.2 F' and E are isomorphic even as
analytic K'-fields and the extension E/F is immediate. ]

—

3. SUBFIELDS OF k(1)
Throughout this section K/k is an extension of algebraically closed analytic fields
such that p = char(k) > 0, |[K*| # 1 and Tr.c(K/k) = 1. Often we will also fix a

t.a. generator ¢ and then K = k(t)¢ and r = ri(t) > 0. Our goal is to study the
set I, of intermediate algebraically closed analytic fields.
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3.1. Ordered structure of I /,. We already know that p;: I < [0,71(t)] by
Lemma 2.2.3, so our goal is prove that it is onto by constructing an intermediate
field F' of a prescribed radius rp(t). The trick which was already used in [Tem?21]
is to construct an extension L/K with Tr.c(L/k) = 1 instead, and then use an
isomorphism L— K which sends K to a subfield F.

3.1.1. Endomorphisms. We start with recalling how endomorphisms of Ht)\a are
constructed. It is easy to see that if K/k is an extension of analytic fields and z, ¢ €
K satisty |x — t| < ri(t), then k(x)=k(t) as valued fields (in particular, if x € k,
then ¢ = x) and hence one obtains an isomorphism of analytic k-fields k:/(;):?k/(t\)
sending 2 to t. This is proved in [Tem10, Lemma 6.3.2] when |z — t| < ri(¢) but

the same argument applies when the equality holds. If K is algebraically closed,

then this extends further to an isomorphism of subfields @iﬂc(t}a of K. In
particular, we obtain the following result:

Lemma 3.1.2. Assume that k is an algebraically closed analytic field and K =
@. Then for any k-endomorphism : K — K the element x = 1(t) satisfies
|z —t| < ri(t) = ri(x). Conversely, for any x with |x —t| < ri(t) there exists a
K-endomorphism 1 taking t to x, and such ¥ is unique up to an action of Gal(k/(t\).

3.1.3. Recollections on completed differentials. Next, we recall the following relation
between differentials and t.a. dependence.

Lemma 3.1.4. Let K/k be an extension of analytic field and t € K such that
K = k(t). Then the following conditions are equivalent:
(i) k* N K is dense in K (in particular, t € k®),

(i) dics(t) = 0,
(i) dgco io (t) is infinitely divisible.

Proof. The equivalence of (i) and (ii) is covered by [KT18, Lemma 2.4], and the
equivalence of (ii) and (iii) follows from [Tem?21, Lemma 4.1.11]. O

3.1.5. Deeply ramified points of geometric type 4. As in [Tem?21], fancy extensions
are constructed in this paper using deeply ramified extensions which force some
differentials to vanish and hence lead to a t.a. dependence. More specifically, let
k be a non-trivially valued analytic field. It is proved in [Tem21, Theorem 5.1.12]
that if k is not perfectoid, then there exist points z of type 4 with deeply ramified
extension H(z)/k. Moreover, we are going to show that the proof in loc.cit. also
yields the following refinement, which provides a control on the geometric radius of
z in a k-split disc.

Lemma 3.1.6. Let k be an analytic field such that p = char(k) > 0 and the group
|k*| is dense. Assume that t € k° is an element such that dye(t) is not infinitely
divisible in Qo and r € (0,1). Then there exists a primitive extension K = k/(-a?)
of type 4 and an algebraic subextension l/k of K/k such that djo(t) is infinitely
divisible, |z| =1 and ri; (z) = r.

Proof. Fix m € k such that [p| < |7| < 1, and if the characteristic is mixed, also
replace t by p~"t achieving that |p| < |t| < 1. Choose a strictly increasing sequence
of natural numbers 0 < dy < dy < ... such that [[°° |x]Y/®" =1 > 7. Now,
we will construct an extension [/k precisely as in the proof of [Tem21, 5.1.12]: set
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to = t, take t,11 to be a root of f,(z) = " o — t, and define ko = k,
kn+1 = kn(tns1) and I = Upky,. A simple computation in the proof [Tem?21, 5.1.12]
shows that dot, is infinitely divisible in Qo and rep(tn1/kn) = |72/ @ =1,
Since [[,7 o repl(tns1/kn) > 7 and |k*| is dense, there exists a sequence 1y =
1,71,7r9,... of elements of |k*| which converges to r and satisfies r,41/r, <
Tspl(tn+1/kn) for any n > 0. It then follows from [Tem?2l, Lemma 5.1.7] that
starting with the unit disc Ey = M(k{z}) one can construct a sequence of discs
Ey D Ey D Ey D ... such that E,, is k,-split and is of geometric radius r, in Ejy.
The intersection of these discs does not contain k%-points and hence N, E,, = {z}

is a single point of type 4 of geometric radius r. Thus, K = H(z) = k(x) contains
I and r; (x) = infeega ¢ — 2], = 7, as required. O

3.1.7. Completed tame extensions. In order to deal with discretely valued fields
we will have to pass to an appropriate completed tame extension. This makes the
group of values dense, and the following result shows that the divisibility properties
of the differentials are not changed much.

Lemma 3.1.8. Assume that k is an analytic field, w € Qo is an element, l/k a
tame algebraic extension and K = 1. Then w is infinitely divisible if and only if the
image of w® 1 in Qo is infinitely divisible.

Proof. Since K/k is separable, Hi(LLgo /o) = 0 by [Tem16, Theorem 5.2.3(ii)] and
hence the sequence

0— Qko Rgo K° — QKO — QKO/kO —0
is exact. In the same vein we have the exact sequence
0— Qlo/ko R o ° = QKo/ko — QKo/lo — O,

whose first term is a torsion module annihilated by k°°, and whose third term is
torsion free by [Tem 16, Lemma 5.2.9]. Thus, from the second sequence we obtain
that Qo o contains no non-zero infinitely divisible torsion elements, and this
combined with the first sequence implies the lemma. 0

3.1.9. Construction of towers with tr.c defect. Now we can construct towers of
simple extensions in which the topological transcendence degree is non-additive.
This refines [Tem?21, Theorems 5.2.2] by providing control on radii of generators,
but we use essentially the same argument.

Lemma 3.1.10. Assume that F/k is a non-trivial exztension of algebraically closed

— ~

analytic fields such that F = k(t)® is non-trivially valued and char(k) > 0. Then
for any positive r < ri(t) there exists an extension K = F(x)® of F such that

|z —t| <rp(t) =ri(x), r=rp(x) and K = W

—

Proof. Set L = k(t) and recall that d. /4o (t), and hence also dr.(t), is not infinitely
divisible by Lemma 3.1.4. Since L can be discretely valued (when k is trivially

valued) we also consider the completed tame closure L’ = Lt which has dense group
of absolute values, and note that dy(t) is not infinitely divisible by Lemma 3.1.8.
Choose 7 € F such that r < |r| < r4(¢). By Lemma 3.1.6 there exists an extension
of analytic fields £ = L’(y) such that dg.(t) is infinitely divisible, |y| = 1 and

rp(y) = r/|n|. Since E’ is a completed tame extension of F = k(y,t), we obtain
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by Lemma 3.1.8 that already dgo(t) is infinitely divisible. Set H = k/(\y) Then
dpome (t) is infinitely divisible, and hence ¢t € H by Lemma 3.1.4.

—

We claim that K = k(y)® and = =t + 7y are as required. First, |z — | = |7] <
ri(t), and hence ri(z) = r(t). Second, rp(z) = rp(ny) = |7|rr(y) = r. Finally,
k@“ = k/(t,\y)“ = K. Since tr.c(K/k) =1 and K # W, this implies that
teﬁaz)\aandhenceK:w. O

Corollary 3.1.11. Assume that K/k is a non-trivial extension of algebraically

— ~

closed analytic fields such that K = k(t)* and char(k) > 0. Then for any positive
r < ri(t) there exists a k-subfield F = k(x)* C K such that rp(t) = r.

—

Proof. By Lemma 3.1.10 there exists an extension L = K (y)? such that rx (y) = r,

ly —t| < ri(t) and L = W By Lemma 3.1.2 there exists a k-isomorphism
¥: L=SK taking y to t. Then for F = ¢(K) and = = 1(t) we have that F =

k(z)* C K and rp(t) = rig(x) = r. O

3.1.12. Applications. Summarizing our results so far we obtain a surprisingly simple
answer to [Tem21, Question 5.3.10], namely the map p; from Lemma 2.2.3 is a
bijection.

Theorem 3.1.13. Let K/k be an extension of algebraically closed analytic fields

such that Tr.c(K/k) = 1, char(k) > 0 and |[K*| # 1. Then any t € K with
I@ = K induces a bijection pi: I/, —[0,71(t)] sending an intermediate alge-
braically closed analytic field F' to rp(t). The bijection py is monotonic and respects
limits: F C F' if and only if rp(t) > rp/(t), and for any family {F;} C Ix /i, with
F' = nF; and F" the completion of U;F; one has that rp/(t) = sup, rp,(t) and
T (t) = infi TF; (t)

Proof. The map p; is injective by Lemma 2.2.3 and surjective by Corollary 3.1.11.
Clearly, p; is monotonic and reverses the order, and hence it takes infima to suprema
and vice versa. It remains to note that infima and suprema in I /5, are intersections
and completed unions. O

3.2. The PL structure of Ig/;. Throughout §3.2 we assume that k is alge-

~ —

braically closed, p = char(k) > 0, k € K = k(t)¢, r = ri(t) > 0, and we will
study the natural structure the interval If /), acquires.

3.2.1. Log radius parameterizations. Instead of the parametrization p;: I'r/,—[0,7]

by the radius function, it will be convenient to use its logarithm, which will be

denoted by p,8: Ic/,—[—log(r), oo], where P E(F) = —log(rp(t)). In particular,

this parametrization is order preserving. Such functions also make sense for ¢

which is not a t.a. generator: if F = k(t)e, then pi°®: [k, F]=[—log(r), oc] and
log _

pi - ([F, K]) = .

3.2.2. Transition functions. One can wonder to which extent the metric structure
]og . . . . . . . .

py - induces on If is canonical. Since the parametrization is given by the log

radius function pi® of the t.a. generator ¢, an equivalent question is to describe

the transition functions, that is, functions [—logr, co]=[—logr’, oo] of the form

pi?f, = pi?g o (pi°®)~1, where t' is another t.a. generator and ' = — log r(t').
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A tightly related question is as follows: what is the image of the restriction
A¢: Auty(K) — Aut(Ix/,)—Aut([—logr, oo])?
Of course, this restriction takes an automorphism v € Auty(K) to pi‘?i(t).
3.2.3. Immediate simple extensions. The main tool of our study of the radii and
transition functions will be the following results about simple immediate extensions

—

L = Ek(x). They are not well recorded in the literature (though maybe known to
experts), so we provide all needed details. Assume that k is algebraically closed
and L/k is immediate. In particular, r = ri(z) = inf,cr |z — a| is not attained.
For shortness, set ©, =  — a and r, = |z,| for a € k. For any element f € k[z] of
degree d let f = Z?:o Cai®% be its presentation with respect to the coordinate z,.
Lemma 3.2.4. Keep the above notation, then

—

(i) L = k[z] and, moreover, L° is the completion of Usk°[x,/7,], where m, € k
is such that |ma| = 4.

(i1) There exists ro > r such that for any a € k with r, < ro the numbers
$i = |cai| are independent of a and satisfy the inequalities s; > (;)slrffj for any
0 <j<i<d such that s; > 0.

(i4i) One has that ri(f) = max;~o |si|r" and ri(f) > |s;|r* wheneveri ¢ {0}Up™.
In particular, if o is sufficiently close to v and iy = p» and iy = pN, are the
mazximal and the minimal values of i such that ri(f) = s;|r'|, then

N
= Ca0 = g + Z Ca,p"frgna
n=N’'
where |g| < re(f).

(iv) If F = k(f), then [L : F] = pN.
Proof. (i) The valuation of K corresponds to a point z € A} on the Berkovich affine
line and by Berkovich’s classification of points on the affine line, {z} = N,D(a,r,)
is the intersection of discs given by |z — a| < r,. In particular, the valuation | |, on
k[x] is the infimum of the translated Gauss valuations | |, ., around a of radius r,,
and the claim of (i) follows easily.

(ii) Let &7 denote the j-th divided power derivative given by 97 (f) = Zf: ; (;.)cj;vi_j
and choose 7 so close to r that the disc Dy = D(a, o) of radius ro around z does
not contain zeros of any non-zero 9’(f). Then each non-zero 9’ (f) is invertible
in any disc contained in Dy and hence its dominant term is the free one, that is
|ca,i| > (;)|ca,i|rfl_j for any i > j (we use that 97(f) = Z?:i (;.)cwxfl_j). More-
over, for any b € k£ we have that ¢, ; = Zf:j (;)Caz(b — a)"7, hence whenever
|b—a| < 1o we have that |cq ;| = |cp ;| is independent of a.

(iii) It follows from (i) that r4(f) is the infimum of the distance between f and
k with respect to the Gauss valuations | |, -, that is,

— 1 7
)= e leadla
Since r = inf, r, and the values of |¢, ;| stabilise when r, is close enough to r, we
obtain that 74 (f) = max;~o |s;|r*. If i > 0 is not a p-th power, then i = p"m with
m > 1 and (m,p) = 1. Tt follows that j = p" satisfies p t (;) and hence s;7°77 < s;
by (ii). In particular, s;r* < s;r* < r¢(k). The last claim of (iii) follows.
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(iv) Consider the morphism h: A} — A} induced by f and let y = h(z). Then
H(z) = L and H(y) = F, so the claim reduces to showing that the local degree
degy,(2) of h at z is p™. For r' > r let D, be the disc around z of radius r’
and let z,» be its maximal point. By definition of N in (iii), decreasing ry we can
achieve that s;r’% < ser'pN for any » < r’ < rg and 0 < i # p~. For any such
r’, after translating the coordinates by a and ¢, the morphism D,, — h(D,)
becomes the morphism between discs with center at 0 given by a polynomial of
order pV (recall that the order is the largest degree of a dominant term). By
Weierstrass division theorem this morphism is of degree p”, hence degy,(z) < p".
In addition, this morphism is precisely of degree p” at the maximal point of the
disc. So, deg;, (z%.) = p" and by semicontinuity of the degree we obtain the equality
deg,(z) = p". O

It seems that a basic theory of almost tame extension is missing in the literature.
Of course, this gap should be filled out, but perhaps in another venue. So, we will
just state what we need without proof and will use in side remarks in the sequel.

Remark 3.2.5. (i) A finite extension of valued fields I/k is almost tame if Q;ﬁ.’%ko =

0. Otherwise we say that [/k is wildest. Also, we say that [/k is purely wildest if
for any k C k1 C 13 C 1 the extension 1 /k; is wildest.

(ii) Tt is easy to see that the class of almost tame extensions is closed under
compositions and taking subextensions. It includes the class of tame extensions and
“mildest” wild extension and is, in fact, the first step of the ramification filtration
beyond the tame class. A defectless extension [/k is almost tame if and only if it
is tame. A purely wild almost tame extension is immediate. Finally, [/k contains
a maximal almost tame subextension l,;. A bit subtler fact is that {/l,; is purely
wildest. We call [l : l,¢] the wildest degree of I/k. This is the analogue of the wild
degree of 1/ k, which is the degree of [ over the maximal tame subfield [;. Naturally,
the wild and the wildest degrees are multiplicative in towers.

(iii) The meaningful interpretation of N’ in Lemma 3.2.4 is that p” "is the wildest

—

degree of L/k(f), while pV is its usual degree, which is also the wild degree.

I

(iv) If L = k(t) is not immediate over k, then L is stable by [Tem10, Theo-
rem 6.3.1(iii)] and hence any finite extension F/L is defectless and its wild and
wildest degrees coincide. In addition, the wild degree can be read off from the
simple invariants — it is the p-primary part of ep,r, if |[L*| # [k*|, and it is the
inseparable degree of F / L otherwise.

3.2.6. Explicit examples in positive characteristic. Now we can construct a large
family of explicit examples, which completely illustrate the general case. Techni-
cally, it is easier to deal with the case of positive characteristic, so assume in the
next example that char(k) = p.

Example 3.2.7. (i) For any ¢’ = E],V

e oo citpi with ¢; € k, we have that rp(t') =
max; (|¢;|rp (t)pi) for any I’ € Ic/. Indeed, to check this we can remove all terms of
absolute value smaller than 7 (¢'), and we can replace t' by #’?" because rp(t?") =
(rp())P" (just apply Fr'™). This reduces us to the case when ' = vazo it?", and
then we can compute 7 (t') by Lemma 3.2.4(iii) because ¢; € F and the coefficients

¢; do not change under any coordinate change t,, = ' — a. Passing to the log scale
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we obtain that

1 . i
P (s) = min(p's — log|ci]),

so the functions realized in this way as pi?f, are convex PL functions on [—logr, oo]
with slopes in p” and corners in log |k*| such that the sequence —p’log || — log |c;|
converges to infinity. _

(ii) The same example with ¢ being the dominant term of ¢’ =t + Zi;l_oo a;t?”
can be used to construct explicit elements in the image of A;. Also, any PL function
can be realized as a composition of a convex one and an inverse of a convex one,

leading to a much reacher family of examples of the form (pi‘?/g ) to piotg, = piotg,/.

3.2.8. Faxplicit examples in mized characteristic. In mixed characteristic computa-
tions are more difficult, so we consider only the simplest case we will use later.

Example 3.2.9. (i) Let us study pi?f,, where t' = P + ct with ¢ € k. Using
the presentations ¢’ — ca — a? = ctq + > 1, (V)aP~'t} with t, =t —a and a € k
such that |a| = |t|, one obtains that unless there is a cancellation |c + paP~!| <
lc|, which does not happen when |c| # |paP~!| and hence can be easily avoided
in the sequel by translating ¢, the dominant term on the left is either ¢ or the

linear term (c + paP~1)t,. So, in this case pffmrct(s) = min(ps,s + 7), where
v = min(— log|c|, — log |pt?~1])). This function is linear if s; = v/(p — 1) is smaller
than the endpoint s9 = —logr and otherwise has a single corner at s; and slopes

p and 1. The latter happens whenever |¢| < rP~1 and |¢| is sufficiently close to r
(see below). A technical complication in the mixed characteristic is that the corner
cannot be too far from the endpoint:

1 1
log |p| — log |t| + logr < —
p—1 p—1

and the equality is obtained when |c| < [ptP~!|, including the case of ¢ = 0 and
t' = tP. Tt follows easily that any PL function p with a single corner s; € |k*| such
that s1 — sp < _p+1 log |p|, p(s) = ps for s € (so,s1) and p(s) is linear for s > s;

§1— 80 < — log |p|

can be realized as p
enough to 7.

(ii) Let now p be any PL function on [sg,00) with two corners s1,s2 € |k*|
such that s; < s2 < 50 — ﬁlog Ip|, and p(s) = s for s < sy, p has slope p~*
for s € (s1,s2) and is linear for s > sa. It follows from (i) that choosing ¢ and a
appropriately we can find a realization

= pi‘:g’taﬂﬂ; for appropriate ¢ € k and t, = ¢t — a with |t4] close

_ log log —1 _ log
P=Pe gvertr ® Prite )T =P it
-1
Furthermore, when |t,] is close enough to r the inequality |¢| < r*7 strengthens
to |ct¢11/p| < r and hence there exists an automorphism ¢ € Aut,(K) taking t, to
tq + cta/?. By the construction p = Ay ().

3.2.10. PL functions. Let us formalize the properties of transition functions ob-
served in the above examples. Assume that I' is a divisible subgroup of R. By a
(p%,T)-PL function on an interval I C R we mean a continuous function f: I — R
which is locally of the form f(t) = p™t+~ with n € Z and v € T outside of a discrete
set of corner points. In particular, f is strictly increasing and each corner point ¢
lies in T' because it satisfies p"ty + v = p™itg + y1 with n # ny. By a (p%,T)-PL
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function on an interval [tg,c0] we mean an unbounded (p%,T')-PL function f on
the ray [to, 00) augmented by the rule f(co) = co. In particular, the set of corner
points is discrete in [tg,00) but can accumulate at infinity. Note that the set of
(p%,T)-PL functions is closed under compositions and taking inverses.

3.2.11. The piecewise linearity theorem. Now, let us establish the main result of
§3.2 that any transition function is, indeed, of this form.

—

Theorem 3.2.12. Let K = k(t)®/k be an extension of algebraically closed analytic

fields with r = ri(t) > 0, and assume that |K*| # 1 and char(k) =p > 0. Then:
(i) For any other t.a. generator t' the function p = pff, is (p”,|K*|)-PL.
(i3) If | K| # |k, then |[K*| = |[k*| @ rQ and p(—logr) = —p"blogr — log|al,
where a € k*, b € Z\ pZ and p™ is the slope of p at the endpoint —logr.

Proof. We will use the observation that the set of PL functions satisfying conditions
of the theorem is closed under compositions and taking the inverse function. Also,
the claim of the theorem is local at a field F' € I/, \ {K}. So set rp :=rp(t) and
s = —logrp, and let us study p locally at s. It will be convenient to work with a
neighborhood I' = [Fy, F3] of F in I, and shrink it when needed. In particular,
we can assume that there exists ¢ > 0 such that py > € on I’, and hence ¢’ can be
replaced by ¢’ —c with ¢ € K and |c| < e without affecting py and hence also p on I'.

— —

In particular, we can assume that ¢’ € k(¢)*, and then L = k(t, ') is finite over k(¢).
Since L is topologically finitely generated over k, by [Tem10, Theorem 6.3.1] there
exists ¢ € L such that L is unramified over k/(?’ ). Since p is the composition of
p = pi?}%t, and p” = pi?tg,, it suffices to prove the claim for p’ and (p”)~!. Replacing
t by tl\for shortness of notation we can assume in the segu\el that L is unramified
over k(t) itself. If F = K this simply means that L = k(t). Finally, we will use
that we can freely replace t by t, =t — a with a € F' without affecting p.

In the sequel we will have to separately consider three cases due to the type of
the extension L/k. Recall that by Lemma 2.2.2 if K/F is not immediate, then
F =k is the endpoint of If /.

Type 4. Assume first that K/F is immediate. If F' # k, then shrinking I’ we
can assume that k ¢ I’. In either case K/F} is immediate too, so Fi[t] is dense

—

in L = Fi(t) by Lemma 3.2.4(i). Thus, moving ¢ slightly we can even assume
that ¢ = Y, c;t' € Fi[t]. By claim (iii) of the same lemma, there exists r’ > rp
such that for any a € F with |t,] < ' we have that t' = ¢, 0+ g+ ZﬁlN Capntl
with |g| < rp(t'). Since p, and py are continuous, shrinking I’ we can assume
that |g] < pr and p; < ' on I’. In particular, there exists a € F; C F such that
[ta| < 7’ and for this a we have that ¢, € Fy. Therefore this presentation of ¢ and
Lemma 3.2.4(iii) can be used to compute rg(t') for any E € I’, and we obtain that
p(8) = max, |ca1pn|pfn(s) for any s € I'. Thus, p(s) = min, (p"s — log |cq pn|) on
I, as required.

It remains to consider the case when K/k is not immediate and automatically
F = k. In this case, the k-norm on finite-dimensional k-subspaces of K is Cartesian,
hence translating ¢ and ¢’ by elements of k we can achieve that |t| = r = r4(¢) and
[t'| = r" =ri(t'). Now we again have to split to cases.

Type 2. Assume that |k*| = |K*|. Then we can also rescale ¢ and ¢’ by elements
of |[k*X| so that r = |t| = |¢/| = 1, while pi?f, shifts by a value from log |k*|. Thus
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we assume in the sequel that ¢, are well defined and are not contained in k. Let
us start with two particular cases: (1) if ¢ = *", then ' = |t/ — t*"| < 1, hence

piof, = piofpn on [0, —log(r")], and the same computation as earlier shows that piofpn

has slope p" at 0. (2) If L is separable over k(7'), then L = k/(?) is unramified
over k/(—tT) because this extension is defectless by the stability theorem (e.g. see
[Tem10, Theorem 6.3.1(iii)]). Therefore 1*:(\1%)/1?—'(?’) is unramified for any F' € Iy,
and for F' # k this implies that 1*:(\1%) = 1*{(1%\’) As earlier, moving ¢’ a bit we can
assume that ¢ € F[t], and then Lemma 3.2.4(iv) implies that ¢ = > a;t* with
lay|rp(t) > |al|rp( )* for i > 1. Thus, by the already established case of extensions
of type 4, pt % has slope 1 on (—logr, o) and hence also at the endpoint — log .

Now, assume that ¢’ is arbitrary. Since L is a one-dimensional function field over
k the p-rank of L equals one and hence L is separable over a subfield of the form
k(t’l/” ). Take any t” € L with ¢ = "'/?" | then pt,,i, and pt)t,, are (p”, |k*|)-PL
at s = 0 by the cases (1) and (2) above, and hence the same is true for pftg,.

Type 3. Finally, assume that |k*| # |K*|. Then k{t,t7'}, -1 is already a
field and hence coincides with L. Thus, |L*| = |k*| @ rZ and moving ' a bit we
can assume that ¢ = > ¢;t’ € k[tT!]. Then || = |c,t™| for a single m, and
m # 0 because [t/| = r(¢'). Thus [t/ — ¢;,,t"™] < ' and we can replace t' by ¢, t"™
without affecting p; on a small enough neighborhood I’ of k in I ;.. Furthermore,
pir = |cm|pem, so it suffices to study pgm on I . Write m = bp™ with (p,b) = 1.
For any E € Ik, the value of rg(t™) is computed using the presentations t™ =
> (Mamitl with a € E, |a| = |t| and r, = |t — a| tending to rp(t). Note that
this formula covers the case of m < 0 as well, and the minimal ¢ > 0 with p { (T) is
¢ = p". Therefore, the p™-th term is the dominant non-free one when rg(t) is close
enough to [t| = rx(t), and in a small neighborhood of the endpoint of I /;, we have
that ppn (E) = [t|0=DP" py(E)P". That is, p % (s) = p"s — (b — 1)p" log(r) as (i)
asserts and (ii) follows by substituting s = — log(r). O

Remark 3.2.13. Let ¢t be as in the above theorem and assume that ¢’ € k(t)®.
We define the wild (resp. the wildest) degree of ¢’ over ¢ with respect to I € Iy,
as the rationg, ,, (vesp. ng,‘ft/t/) of the wild (resp. wildest) degrees of F(¢,t")/F(t)
and F(t,t')/F(t). Using Remark 3.2.5 it is easy to see that the arguments above in
fact establish the following more precise result: the slope of pt % to the right (resp.
left) of s = rlog(F) equals gy (resp. nFﬁt/t,). In particular, even though at the
endpoint F' = k the degrees [L : k(t)] and [L : k(¢')] do not have to be a power of
p, the slope only takes the wild degrees into account and hence lies in p?.

In a sense, one can view F(t) as a “lattice” in F'(¢ ( ) and the tran31t1on functions

measure the index between the lattices of t and ¢/. If F (t’ ) C F(t ( ), then the function
is convex, and a corner point occurs at F' when this extension is not purely wildest.

In general, we can only locally compare F(¢') and F/'(?) by embedding them into a
larger “lattice”, so the transition function is the ratio of two convex (pZ, |K*|)-PL
functions (that is, just a (p%, |K*|)-PL function).

3.2.14. The PL structure. Theorem 3.2.12 implies that the ray I/, \ { K} possesses
a natural structure of a (Z[}—lj], |K*])-PL space. In fact, the structure is even more
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rigid since any change of coordinates has slopes in p”. It is an interesting question
if this non-typical restriction shows up elsewhere in the theory of PL spaces or their
applications.

3.2.15. Full characterization of transition functions. Example 3.2.7 indicates that
in the positive characteristic the PL structure we have just described is the finest
natural structure on I . This holds in mixed characteristic too and can be
formulated in the very precise form that the conditions of Theorem 3.2.12 are the
only restrictions functions pi‘?f, satisfy.

—

Theorem 3.2.16. Let K = k(t)*/k be as in Theorem 3.2.12, then

(i) Any (p%,|K*|)-PL function p satisfying condition (ii) of Theorem 3.2.12 is
of the form pi?f, for an appropriate choice of t'.

(i1) The image of the map

A¢: Auty(K) — Aut(Ix /) —Aut([—logr, oo])

contains any (p”,log|k*|)-PL function p on [—logr,co] which is the identity in a
neighborhood of the endpoint — logr.

Proof. The idea is to compose PL functions with a single corner. First we observe
that computations in the proof of Theorem 3.2.12 easily imply that for any p as in
(i) there exists t” such that p = pi?f,, locally at the endpoint sp = —log(r). Indeed,
if |kX| = |K*|, then p(s) = p™s — log |a| locally at sg, and one can take t' = at?".
Otherwise locally at sy we have that p(s) = p"s — (b — 1)p™ log(r) — log |a| with
b€ Z\pZ and a € k*, and one can take ¢ = at®?". Now we can deduce (i) from
(i) as follows: po (pftg,,)_l is a (p?,log |K*|)-PL function, which is the identity in
a neighborhood of sg, hence if (ii) holds, then it comes from an automorphism
and hence is of the form pi?,%t,, where ¢ = 9(t"). Thus, p = pi?,%t, o pffu = pff,.

The rest is devoted to the proof of (ii), so in the sequel we assume that p is the
identity in a neighborhood of sg. First, suppose that the claim is proved in the
particular case when p has a single corner and let us deduce the general claim. By
induction one easily finds functions pi, p2,... such that p, has a single break at
Sn, pn(8) = s for s < s, and p, o --- 0 py coincides with p on [sg, sp41]. Choose
any F; corresponding to a point s} € (s;—1, s;), then by our assumption there exists
;i € Autp, (K) C Auty(K) such that Ay(¢;) = p;. Therefore Ay(¢hy, o -+ 0 1))
coincides with p on [sg, $,], and it remains to show that if the number of corners
is infinite, then the infinite composition ... 0 ¢y converges. In this case s} tend
to infinity, hence p;(F;) monotonically decrease to 0. In particular, the infinite
composition converges to a (valuation preserving) k-automorphism of U; F;, and
hence also of its completion K.

It remains to consider the case when p has a single corner at a point 1 € log | K *|
with s; > sg. Let p™ be the slope of p for s > s;. Then p is the —n-th composition
power of the function p’ which is the identity on [sq,s1] and has slope p~! for
s > s1. Therefore, it suffices to show that p’ is in the image of A; and for simplicity
of notation we assume that p itself has slope p~* for s > s;.

We start with the simpler case when char(k) = p. Then by Example 3.2.7
p = pi‘?f,, where t' = t 4 ct'/? and ¢ € k is chosen so that log|c| = (p~* — 1)s;.
Furthermore, r > |er'/P| because s; > sg, hence translating ¢ by an element of k
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and making |¢| close enough to 7 we can also achieve that r > |ct'/?|. Then there
exists an automorphism ¢ taking ¢ to ¢, and we have that Ay(¢)) = p.
Finally, in the mixed characteristic case we will construct ¢ by composing func-

tions ¢; € Autp, (K) which take appropriate t, (with a € F;) to t, + cta!?. Let

T = piog (F;) > so denote the endpoint. The behaviour of a function p; = A4 (1);)

was described in Example 3.2.9: it has slopes 1,p~1, 1, and corners '}, 2/ € log |K*|
such that z; < z} < 2/ < z; — ﬁ log [p|. We claim that t1,s,... can be cho-
sen by induction so that each composition p, o --- o p; has slopes 1,p~!,1, and
corners at s; and ¥, so that lim,, y, = co. Indeed, one should make the choices
so that the first corner is given by | = s, and 2}, ; = y, for n > 1, the series
> o (xn —a)) diverges (one can just take z] = ], — %log Ip|), and the endpoint
x,, satisfies x]) + ﬁ log |p| < =, < },. In this case lim, x, = oo, and hence the

composition ¥ = --- o 19 0 1)1 converges and satisfies A¢(¢)) =...p20p1 = p. 0

4. LARGE EXTENSIONS

4.1. Large extensions of finite topological transcendence degree. So far
we have studied small extensions, which always have a finite topological transcen-
dence basis 21, ...,dq and satisfy d = tr.c(K/k) = Tr.c(K/k). In this subsection
we will study the remaining class of extensions of finite topological transcendence
degree, the large ones. Recall that these are extensions satisfying tr.c(K/k) < co =
Tr.c(K/k), they do not possess a topological transcendence basis, and we already
know from Corollary 2.1.5 that they necessarily satisfy Ry < Tr.c(K/k). Surpris-
ingly, one can say quite a bit about such extensions and the mechanism preventing
them from having a topological transcendence basis.

4.1.1. Large extensions ot topological degree one. The one-dimensional case is very
concrete:

Theorem 4.1.2. Let K/k be an extension of algebraically closed analytic fields such
that tr.c(K/k) = 1 and char(k) > 0. Then the following conditions are equivalent:
(1) the extension is large, (2) Tr.c(K/k) > Ny, (8) Tr.e(K/k) =Ny, (4) the family
{F;}icr of intermediate algebraically closed analytic subextensions k C F; C K
has uncountable cofinality, (5) the family {F;} has cofinality Xy, (6) wy is the only
uncountable ordinal that can be embedded into I, (7) K is the (uncompleted) union
of F;, (8) K is a maximal extension of k of topological degree one, (9) any k-
endomorphism of K is an automorphism.

—

Proof. First, assume that the extension is not large, say, K = k(x)®, and let us
show that all other conditions are not satisfied too. This is obvious for (2) and (3),
conditions (4), (5), (6) fail by Theorem 2.2.6, (7) fails by Lemma 2.1.2, (8) fails by
[Tem21, Theorem 5.2.2], and (9) fails by [Tem?21, Theorem 5.2.5].

Conversely, assume that K/k is large and let us deduce all other conditions.
First, if (8) fails, then there exists an extension K C L such that tr.c(L/k) = 1 and

then any x € L\ K is t.a. independent of K and hence K C k(z)®, which contradicts
Theorem 2.3.2. By maximality, any k-endomorphism of K maps it onto itself, hence
(9) holds too. By Theorem 2.1.4 (4) holds, and hence (7) holds by Lemma 2.1.2. To
deduce (6), and hence also (5), from (4) we should show that if J is an uncountable
well ordered subset of I, then J is cofinal. Indeed, UjesF} is a large extension
of k by the above paragraph, hence it is maximal by (8), and thus Ujc;F; = K.
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Finally, by (6) there exists an uncountable cofinal family {F}};cs of intermediate

fields and J is of cardinality N;. Since, each Fj is not large, F; = k(z;)?, and hence
the set {z;};cs t.a. generates K over k, and we obtain that Tr.c(K/k) < ®;. Since
Tr.c(K/k) is uncountable, (3) holds, and hence also (2). O

Corollary 4.1.3. Assume that K/k is a large extension of topological transcen-
dence degree one. Then the ordered set Iy, of intermediale algebraically closed
analytic fields is naturally homeomorphic to an Alexandroff ray (also known as a
long ray) compactified by adding a point at infinity.

Proof. By the above Theorem there exists a cofinal chain of fields {F;}icw, C
Irc)i. Hence Iy, \ {K} is the filtered union of w;y closed intervals, which implies
that I/, \ {K} is a long ray and adding the maximal point K compactifies it at
infinity. O

4.1.4. Cofinality. It is less clear, what can be said about large extensions in general,
but at least one can use the same argument to bound the cofinality of I .

Theorem 4.1.5. Let K/k be an extension of algebraically closed analytic fields

such that tr.c(K/k) = d < co and char(k) > 0. Then the cofinality of the set Iy,
does not exceed the ordinal dwq.

Proof. If the cofinality is larger, then we can find subfields k = Fy, Fi, ..., Fy € I
such that Fy # K and each interval [Fj, Fi11] = I, /p, in Ix;, has uncountable
cofinality. We claim that tr.c(K/F;;+1) < tr.c(K/F;) for any i. Once this is proved,
one obtains that tr.c(K/Fy) = 0 and hence K = Fy, giving a contradiction.
Without restriction of generality it suffices to show that tr.c(K/F) < d for
F = F;. Assume that this is not so, and hence there exists x1, ..., zq € K which are
t.a. independent over F'. For any xg € F the elements L0, ..+, are t.a. dependent

over k and this leaves only one possibility: xg € k(x1,...,24)% Thus, the small

extension L = k(z1,...,24)® of k contains F' and hence I/, has uncountable
cofinality, which contradicts Theorem 2.2.6. O

Remark 4.1.6. Assume that K/k is a maximal extension of & of topological tran-
scendence degree d. Then the theorem easily implies that the cofinality of the set
Iy is d'wyi, where 1 < d' < d. Of course it can happen that d’ = d. For example,
this is the case when K/k splits into a tower of d large extensions of topological
transcendence degree one. It is a natural question, if any positive d’ < d can occur
as well.

4.2. Further questions. I do not know about possible applications, but the natu-
ral further question to study is to which extent the same results hold for countably
generated analytic extensions. In particular, this includes the following

Question 4.2.1. (i) Assume that Tr.c(K/k) = Rg. What is the mazimal cofinality
of a chain of intermediate algebraically closed analytic fields? Can it be uncount-
able?

(ii) Assume that tr.c(K/k) = Ng. What is the mazimal cardinality of Tr.c(K/k)?
Can it exceed Ry ?

(111) Can it happen that ¥y < tr.c(K/k) < Tr.c(K/k)?
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