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ABSTRACT. For important cases of algebraic extensions of valued fields, we de-
velop presentations of the associated Kéhler differentials of the extensions of
their valuation rings. We compute their annihilators as well as the associated
Dedekind differentials. We then apply the results to Galois defect extensions of
prime degree. Defects can appear in finite extensions of valued fields of positive
residue characteristic and are serious obstructions to several problems in positive
characteristic. A classification of defects (dependent vs. independent) has been
introduced by the second and the third author. It has been shown that perfectoid
fields and deeply ramified fields only admit extensions with independent defect.
We give several characterizations of independent defect, using ramification ideals,
Kéhler differentials and traces of the maximal ideals of valuation rings. All of
our results are for arbitrary valuations; in particular, we have no restrictions on
their rank or value groups.

1. INTRODUCTION

A central goal of this paper is to give for important cases of algebraic extensions of
valued fields a presentation of the associated Kahler differentials of the extensions
of their valuation rings. This is crucial not only for applications in the present
paper, but also in the subsequent paper [6].

By (L|K,v) we denote a field extension L|K where v is a valuation on L and K
is endowed with the restriction of v. The valuation ring of v on L will be denoted
by Oy, , and that on K by Ok . Similarly, M and Mg denote the unique maximal
ideals of Op, and Ok. The value group of the valued field (L, v) will be denoted by
vL, and its residue field by Lv. The value of an element a will be denoted by va, and
its residue by av. The rank of a valued field (K, v) is the order type of the chain of
proper convex subgroups of its value group vK. All of our results are for arbitrary
valuations; in particular, we have no restrictions on their rank or value groups.
Ranks higher than 1 appear in a natural way when local uniformization, the local
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form of resolution of singularities, is studied. Deeply ramified fields of infinite rank
appear in model theoretic investigations of the tilting construction, as presented
by Jahnke and Kartas in [12]. Therefore, we do not restrict our computations to
rank 1, thereby indicating how Kahler differentials and their annihilators, as well
as Dedekind differentials, can be computed in higher rank.

By Qpja we denote the Kahler differentials, i.e., the module of relative differen-
tials, when A is a ring and B is an A-algebra. In Section 4.1, we prove:

Theorem 1.1. Let L|K be an algebraic field extension of degree n and suppose that
A is a normal domain with quotient field K and B is a domain with quotient field
L such that A C B is an integral extension. Suppose that there exist generators
bo € B of L|K, which are indexed by a totally ordered set S, such that A[b,] C Albg]
if « < B and
|J Apa] = B.
a€EsS
Further suppose that there exist ao,as € A such that ag | as if @« <  and for
a < B, there exist co 3 € A and expressions
Qe
(1) ba - _bﬂ + Ca,ﬂ .
as
Let h, be the minimal polynomial of b, over K. Let U and V' be the B-ideals

U= (aq|a€eSl)andV = (R (b,) | a€S).
Then we have a B-module isomorphism
) Qpa = U/UV.
For the case where A = Ok and B = Op,, we compute V in (44) and for arbitrary

v € S, we obtain a B-module isomorphism
Ay

(3) Qo0 = U/U™  with

T ol
gl
We determine the annihilator of U/UV and thus of Qo, o, in Proposition 4.2.
For information on the Dedekind different D(O|Ok), see Theorems 1.6 and 5.4.

We define the defect and defect extensions in Section 2.1. For the construction
of a large number of different defect extensions and the role the defect plays in deep
open problems in positive characteristic, see [16]. The defect can be understood
through jumps in the construction of limit key polynomials and in the construc-
tion of pseudo-convergent sequences. A couple of recent references explaining this
phenomenon are [25] and [7].

We are generally interested in the study of defect extensions of arbitrary finite
degree. As explained in Section 2.1, via ramification theory this can be reduced
to the investigation of purely inseparable extensions and of Galois extensions of
degree p = char Kv > 0.

We find explicit realizations for the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 for Galois defect
extensions of prime degree and deduce the next theorem by combining Theorems 4.5
and 4.6. For the definition of higher ramification groups and ramification ideals,
see Section 2.7.
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Theorem 1.2. Let £ = (L|K,v) be a Galois defect extension of prime degree p.
If char K = 0, then assume that K contains all p-th roots of unity. Then &£ has a
unique ramification ideal Ig , and there is an Op-module isomorphism

(4) Qolox = Ie/lg .

In [26], Novacoski and Spivakovsky use the theory of key polynomials to derive a
presentation of Qo, o, for finite extensions (L|K, v) under the condition vL = vK
(which holds for all extensions covered by the above theorem). The presentation of
Qo o) for Galois defect extensions (L|K,v) is also studied by Thatte in [29, 30].

Galois defect extensions of degree p of valued fields of characteristic p > 0 (valued
fields of equal positive characteristic) have first been classified by the second
author in [15]. In [20] the classification was extended to the case of Galois defect
extensions of degree p of valued fields of characteristic 0 with residue fields of
characteristic p > 0 (valued fields of mixed characteristic), as follows. Take a
Galois defect extension & = (L|K,v) of prime degree p. For every o in its Galois
group Gal (L|K), with o #1id, we set

(5) S, = {u(abb_b) beLX,ob#b} .

This set is a final segment of v = vK and independent of the choice of o; we

denote it by ¥¢ . The Op-ideal I¢ := (a € L | va € X¢) is the unique ramification

ideal of £. Detailed information on X¢ and I¢ is given in Sections 2.7 and 2.8.
We say that £ has independent defect if

(6) { Ye = {a€vl|a> Hg} for some proper convex subgroup H

of vL such that vL/H has no smallest positive element.

If (6) holds, then we will write He for H. If there is no such subgroup H, we
will say that £ has dependent defect. If v = vK is archimedean (i.e., order
isomorphic to a subgroup of R), then condition (6) just means that g consists of
all positive elements in v L.

In [11], Gabber and Ramero define deeply ramified fields (K, v) by the property

(7) QOKSGPK’)K =0,

where K*°P denotes the separable-algbraic closure of K. For a valuative definition,
which they prove to be equivalent to theirs, and a generalization thereof, see e.g.
[20]. In [6] we present a simplified version of their proof. The following is a
consequence of the more general part 1) of Theorem 1.10 in [20]:

Theorem 1.3. FEvery Galois defect extension of prime degree of a deeply ramified
field has independent defect.

Property (7) together with Theorem 1.3 led us to investigate the connection
between Kahler differentials and independent defect. In the present paper we apply
the results stated at the beginning of the introduction to the following situation:

(8) (L|K,v) is a Galois defect extension of prime degree p = char Kv
and if char K = 0, then K contains all p-th roots of unity.

In this situation we have vL = vK, and L|K is an Artin-Schreier extension if
char K = p, and a Kummer extension if char X' = 0. We obtain that their defect is
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independent if and only if Qo, 0, = 0; this is the equivalence of assertions a) and
d) in Theorem 1.4 below.

Our results for extensions of the form (8) will be complemented in [6] by ap-
plying Theorem 1.1 to Galois extensions of prime degree without defect. Using
this together with the results of the present paper, it is shown that a valued field
is deeply ramified if and only if the Kahler differentials of all Galois extensions
of prime degree are zero; moreover, we compute Kahler differentials for all finite
Galois extensions.

Another way to characterize independent defect of Galois extensions (L|K,v) of
prime degree is through the trace Tr ;jx (M) where Tr ;x denotes the trace of
L|K. Note that if (L|K,v) is unibranched, then Tr (Or) C Ok .

The following theorem summarizes various characterizations of independent de-
fect. The convex subgroups H of vL are in one-to-one correspondence with the
coarsenings vy of v on L in such a way that vy L = vL/H. The maximal ideal of
the valuation ring of vy on L is M,,, = (a € L | va > H). If H is a subgroup of
some ordered abelian group I', then we call it a strongly convex subgroup if it
is a proper convex subgroup such that I'/H has no smallest positive element.

If char K = 0 and char Kv = p > 0, then we denote by (vK),, the smallest
convex subgroup of vK that contains vp (cf. [20]). If char K > 0, then we set
(VK)yp = vK.

Theorem 1.4. Assume that the extension € = (L|K,v) satisfies (8). Then the
following assertions are equivalent:

a) € has independent defect,

b) the ramification ideal I¢ of € is equal to M,,, for some strongly convex subgroup
H of vL,

C) I = Ig s
d) Q(9L|OK =0,
e) Tr pjx (Mp) = M,,, N K for some strongly convex subgroup H of vKK.

If assertions b) or e) hold, then H = Hg, and the valuation ring of vy is the
localization of O with respect to the ramification ideal I¢. The value group of the
corresponding coarsening of v does not have a smallest positive element.

If vK is archimedean, or more generally, if (vVK),, is archimedean, then Hg can
only be equal to {0} and if the ramification ideal is a prime ideal, then it can only
be equal to My, .

If Qo, 0, s annihilated by My, then Qo, 0, = 0.

For more equivalent conditions, see part 1) of Proposition 2.10.

The equivalence of assertions a) and b) follows from the definition of independent
defect and the fact that I = (a € L | va € X¢). The equivalence of assertions
a) and c¢) will be proved in part 1) of Proposition 2.10. The equivalence of asser-
tions ¢) and d) follows from Theorem 1.2. The equivalence of assertions a) and e)
follows from the next theorem. The last assertion follows from part 2) of Propo-
sition 4.2. The remaining assertions, in particular the equality H = Hg, will be
proven together with the next theorem in Section 5.2.
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Theorem 1.5. Assume that the extension € = (L|K,v) satisfies (8). Then
(9) TI"L|K (OL) = TI"L|K (ML) = (b e K | Vb € (p — 1)25) = (Ig N K)p_1 .

The extension £ has independent defect if and only if for some strongly convex
subgroup H of vL,

(10) TI"L‘K(OL) = TI"L‘K(ML) = MvHﬂK = (bEK|Ub>H).

In particular, if H = {0} (which is always the case if viK is archimedean, or more
generally, if (VK),, is archimedean), then this means that

TI‘L‘K (ML) - MK .

In the mized characteristic case, M,,, will always contain p, so that char Kvy = p.

In [4] the authors introduce the notion of deeply ramified extensions (L|K,v)
where (K, v) is a local field and L|K is algebraic. It follows from [4, Proposition
2.9] that under the conditions above, (L|K,v) is a deeply ramified extension if and
only if Tr g, (Mp) = M, for every finite extension F'|L (note that as an algebraic
extension of a local field, (L,v) is henselian, and so the extension of v to F' is
uniquely determined); see also [10, Theorem 1.1]. Theorem 1.5 shows that the
latter condition will in general not characterize deeply ramified fields, unless they
have rank 1 (as is the case for algebraic extensions of local fields).

The Dedekind different of (L|K,v) is D(OL|Ok) := O, 1, C(OL|Ok), where
C(OL|Ok) == (2 € L | Tr(20L) C Ok) is the fractional Op-ideal called the
complementary ideal. For b € O and h,; its minimal polynomial over K, the
element hj(b) € Oy, is called the different of b. We denote the annihilator of an
Op-ideal I by ann [I.

In Proposition 4.4 of Section 4.3 and in Section 5.3, we will prove:

Theorem 1.6. Assume that the extension £ = (L|K,v) satisfies (8). Then I8!
is equal to the Op-ideal generated by the differents of all elements of Op \ Ok and
equal to the Op-ideal generated by the elements of Tr x (Of).

We have that D(OL|Ox) = I~ if and only if vI®™" has no infimum in vL. If
vI?" has infimum o in vL, then D(O|Okg) = (a € L | va > a) and IE~" =
M D(OL|Ok). If (K,v) has rank 1, then D(Op|Ok) = ann Qo, |0, -

If the extension € has independent defect, then D(OL|Ok) = O, = ann Qo, |0,
if He = {0}, and D(OL|Ok) = My, C Op = annQo, |0, otherwise. Conversely,
if D(OL|Ok) is equal to O or to M,,, for a nontrivial strongly convezx subgroup
H of vL, then £ has independent defect.

The reader may note that in rank higher than 1, D(O.|Ok) is not necessarily
equal to the annihilator of Qp, o, . For the computation of annihilators in rank
higher than 1, see Propositions 4.1 and 4.2. For the Dedekind different of a finite
unibranched extension (L|K,v) with vL = vK, see Theorem 5.4.

Finally, let us give further characterizations of independent defect, and in par-
ticular show that it can be characterized by a simple condition in (K, v) (which is
an important point in [12]). If z is an element and S a subset of some valued field
(L,v), then we set

v(z—=298) = {v(z—¢) | ce S}
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We will write p(X) for the Artin-Schreier polynomial X? — X.

Theorem 1.7. Assume that € = (L|K,v) is an Artin-Schreier defect extension
generated by 9 € L with 9" — 9 = a € K. Then v(Y —¢) < 0 and v(a — p(c)) =
pu(9 —¢) for all ¢ € K, and therefore,

(11) v(a —p(K)) = p(d - K).

Further, the following are equivalent:

a) € has independent defect,

b) v(¥— K)=—{a€vK |a>H} for some strongly convex subgroup H of vK,

c)v(a— p(K)) = —{a € pvK | « > H} for some strongly convexr subgroup H of
vK,

d) there is some strongly convex subgroup H of vK such that for all b € K such
that vb > H there is ¢ € K satisfying v(a — p(c)) > —vb.

If vK is p-divisible, then these properties are also equivalent to

e) pv(¥ — K) =v(d — K),

f)vla—p(K)) =v( - K).

If (K, v) has rank 1, then condition d) is equivalent to:

g) for all b € Ok there is ¢ € K satisfying v(a — p(c)) > —wb.

Theorem 1.8. Assume that £ is a Kummer defect extension of prime degree p.
. . . . 1

Then it is generated by a 1-unit n € L withn? = a € K. We have v(n—c) < P

and v(a — ) = pv(n — ¢) for all c € K, and therefore,

(12) v(a— K?) = pu(n— K).

Further, the following are equivalent:

a) € has independent defect,

b) v(n—K) = Zﬁvp —{a € vK |a> H} for some strongly convex subgroup H of

vk,

¢)v(a— K?) = -Brop —{a € pvK | a > H} for some strongly convex subgroup H

of vK,

d) there is some strongly convex subgroup H of vK such that for all b € K such

that vb > H there is c € K satisfying v(a — ¢*) = -Ezvp — vb.

If vK is p-divisible, then these properties are also equivalent to

e) pu(n — K) = vp+v(n — K),

f)vla— K?) =vp+v(n— K).

If (K, v) has rank 1, then condition d) is equivalent to:

g) for all b € Ok there is ¢ € K satisfying v(a — c?) > “Lup — vb.

Remark 1.9. Assume the situation of this theorem. Since K contains a primitive

root ¢, of unity and v(1 — (,) = ]ﬁvp, assertion b) is equivalent to

b’) v(% — K) = —{a € vK | « > H} for some strongly convex subgroup H of
vK.



GALOIS EXTENSIONS WITH INDEPENDENT DEFECT 7

We note that conditions g) in the two theorems are elementary in the language
of valued rings. It has been pointed out to us by Arno Fehm that in fact also
conditions d) are elementary, as it can be stated in the language of valued rings
that in the setting of Theorem 1.7, the set

{a vk |v(a—p(K)) < a < —v(a—p(K))}

and in the setting of Theorem 1.8, the set

{a cvK |v(a— K?) —

pflvp <a< —U(a—Kp)—I—pglvp}

is a strongly convex subgroup H of vK.

The following can be deduced from Theorems 1.7 and 1.8; for details, see [21].
Take a deeply ramified field (K, v) of rank 1 (e.g. a perfectoid field) with char Kv =
p > 0. If it is of equal characteristic, then it satisfies the sentence

Va,b € Oxgdce K: v(a—p(c)) > —uvb;

likewise, if it is of mixed characteristic, then it satisfies the sentence

Va,be€ Ogdce K : via—cP) >

p
vp — vb .
P
Hence the same holds for every elementary extension (K*,v*) of (K,v). Assume
that v* admits a proper nontrivial coarsening w. Then (K*, w) satisfies the sentence

Va € O+ wydc € K w(a—p(c)) > 0

or
Va € Ogewydec e K w(a—cP) > Llwp,
p J—
respectively, which shows that every Artin-Schreier extension or Kummer extension
of degree p, respectively, either lies in the henselization of (K*,w) or is tame (see the
definition given in [20]); in particular, they are defectless. This is also a consequence
of results obtained in [12], by methods different from those used in [21].

In [21] we will give constructions that will show that all the situations mentioned
in the above theorems can appear. To conclude this introduction, let us give two
examples of interesting extensions with independent defect.

Example 1.10. Choose a prime p and let F, denote the field with p elements.
Consider the rational function field F,(t), equipped with the ¢-adic valuation vy,
and its perfect hull K = F,(¢)(t'/?" | n € N), equipped with the unique extension
of v, . Take a root ¥ of the Artin-Schreier polynomial

1
XP— X — -,
t

The extension (K (U)|K,v;) was presented by Shreeram Abhyankar in [1]. It be-
came famous since it shows that there are elements algebraic over F,(t) with a
power series expansion in which the exponents do not have a common denomina-
tor. However, this extension is also an important example for an extension with
nontrivial defect. The situation remains the same if we replace F,(t) by the field
F,((t)) of formal Laurent series (see [16, Example 3.12]).
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In both cases, (K, v;) is a deeply ramified field, as it is perfect of positive charac-
teristic. Hence by Theorem 1.3, the extension (K (9)|K, v;) has independent defect.
Now Theorem 1.4 shows that Qo 10, = 0.

An analoguous construction in the mixed characteristic case is given in [16,
Example 3.20]. Consider L = Q(p'/?" | n € N), equipped with the unique extension
of the p-adic valuation v, of Q. Take a root ¥ of the polynomial

Xrox -1
p
Then (L(¥)|L,v,) is a defect extension. The situation remains the same if we
replace Q by Q,. In both cases, (L,v,) is known to be a deeply ramified field (cf.
also [21]), hence as before, the extension has independent defect and we have that

QOL(ﬁ)\OL =0.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Defect.

A valued field extension (L|K,v) is unibranched if the extension of v from K to
L is unique. Note that a unibranched extension is automatically algebraic, since
every transcendental extension always admits several extensions of the valuation.

If (L|K,v) is a finite unibranched extension, then by the Lemma of Ostrowski
[32, Corollary to Theorem 25, Section G, p. 78)),

(13) [L:K] =p" (vl :vK)[Lv: Kv],

where v is a non-negative integer and p the characteristic exponent of Kv, that
is, p = char Kv if it is positive and p = 1 otherwise. The factor d(L|K,v) := p”
is the defect of the extension (L|K,v). We call (L|K,v) a defect extension if
d(L|K,v) > 1, and a defectless extension if d(L|K,v) = 1. Nontrivial defect
only appears when char Kv = p > 0, in which case p = p. A valued field (K, v)
is henselian if it satisfies Hensel’s Lemma, or equivalently, if all of its algebraic
extensions are unibranched. A henselian field (K, v) is called a defectless field if
all of its finite extensions are defectless.

Throughout this paper, when we talk of a defect extension (L|K,v) of prime
degree, we will always tacitly assume that it is a unibranched extension. Then it
follows from (13) that [L : K] = p = char Kv and that (vL :vK)=1= [Lv: Kv];
the latter means that (L|K,v) is an immediate extension, i.e., the canonical
embeddings vK < vL and Kv < Lv are onto.

In order to reduce arbitrary finite defect extensions to purely inseparable exten-
sions and Galois extensions of degree p = char Kv > 0, we fix an extension of v
from K to its algebraic closure K. The absolute ramification field of (K, v)
(with respect to the chosen extension of v), denoted by (K", v), is the ramification
field of the normal extension (K*P|K, v). If a € K is such that (K(a)|K,v) is
a defect extension, then (K" (a)|K",v) is a defect extension with the same defect
(see [20, Proposition 2.12]). On the other hand, K*P|K" is a p-extension (see [15,
Lemma 2.7]), so K"(a)|K" is a tower of purely inseparable extensions and Galois
extensions of degree p.
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2.2. Final segments.

We recall basic notions and facts connected with final segments in ordered abelian
groups, and how they relate to elements in valued field extensions. For the details
and proofs see Section 2.3 of [15] and Section 3 of [22].

Take a totally ordered set (7, <). For a nonempty subset S of 7" and an element
t € T we will write t < S if t < s for every s € S, and similarly for > in place of
<. A set S C T is called an initial segment of 7' if for each s € S every t < s
also lies in S. Similarly, S C T is called a final segment of T if for each s € S
every t > s also lies in S. By definition, final and initial segments are convex. If S
is a final segment of T', then 7"\ S is an initial segment, and vice versa.

For a subset M of T" we define

Mt :={teT|t>M} and M :={teT|ImeMt>m}.

Take a subset S in an ordered abelian group I', an element v € I', and n € N.
We set —S :={—-s|se S}, y+S:={y+s]|seS} andnS :={ns|se S}
We note that if S is a final segment of I', then —S' is an initial segment of I', and
v+ S is a final segment of I'. If I' is divisible by n and S is a final segment of I,
then also n.S' is a final segment of I'. Further, we note that

(14) v+ ST =~4+5" and (y+S) =~4+95.

2.3. Strongly convex subgroups.

Lemma 2.1. Take an ordered abelian group (I, <), a nonempty final segment 3
of 120 :={~v €T |v>0}, and m € N, m > 2. Assume that ¥ # I'2%. Then the
following assertions are equivalent:

a) there is a conver subgroup A of T such that ¥ = T20\ A,
b) ¥ = (mX)".

Proof. a)=b): Since X is a final segment of 'Y, we know that (mX)~ C 3. Hence
in order to prove that ¥ = (mX)~, we have to show the reverse inclusion. For this,
we will show that for every o € ¥ there is § € ¥ such that mf < a. The equality
¥ =T=2%\ A implies that ¥ = {y € ' | v > A}, hence we have a + A > 0 in ['/A.
As T'/A has no smallest positive element, the positive elements cannot be bounded
away from 0 by an element in the divisible hull of I'/A, and so there must be 5 € T’
such that 0 < S+ A < %(O&—{-A). This implies mf8 + A < a+ A, whence mf < «,
as desired.

b)=ra): Since ¥ # I'2? is a nonempty final segment of I'=%, we see that =%\ &
is nonempty and convex. We prove that I'=°\ ¥ is additively closed. Take ~y,~' €
29\ 3; we may assume that 7/ < 7. Hence 0 < v+ < m7y. Suppose that
my € . Then by the statement of b), there is f € ¥ such that mpg < my,
whence f < . From the convexity of X it follows that v € X, contradiction. Thus
mry € T2%\ 3, and by the convexity of 'Y\ ¥, we obtain that v ++/ € 20\ X.
This proves our claim.

Since ['29\ ¥ is convex, also A := {y, —y | v € 2%\ X} is convex. Since '\ &
is additively closed, it follows by convexity that A is additively closed, hence a
convex subgroup of I'.
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Take any o € I' such that 0 < a + A. It follows that 0 < o ¢ A, hence
a € Y. Take f € X such that mf < «. We have that § + A < mf + A
since otherwise, (m — 1) € A and by convexity, 5 € A, contradiction. Thus
0<B8+A<mpB+ A <a+A. This shows that a + A is not the smallest positive
element of I'/A. As o + A was arbitrary, we conclude that I'/A has no smallest
positive element. O

2.4. Immediate and unibranched extensions.

Take a valued field (K,v). A henselization of (K,v) is an algebraic extension
of (K,v) which admits a valuation preserving embedding in every other henselian
extension of (K,v). Henselizations always exist and are unique up to valuation
preserving isomorphism over K’; therefore we will talk of the henselization of (K, v)
and denote it by (K,v)" = (K", v"). The henselization of (K,v) is an immediate
separable-algebraic extension.

In what follows, we will need the following result, which is [3, Lemma 2.1]:

Lemma 2.2. A finite extension (L|K,v) is unibranched if and only if L|K is
linearly disjoint from some (equivalently, every) henselization of (K,v).

Let us consider an immediate but not necessarily algebraic extension (K (z)|K, v).
Then by [15, Theorem 2.19] the set v(z — K) C vK is a final segment of vK; in
particular, it has no maximal element. If g € K[X] and there is a € v(z — K) such
that for all ¢ € K with v(z — ¢) > « the value vg(c) is constant, then we will say
that the value of g is ultimately fixed over K. We call (K (x)|K,v) pure in
x if the value of every ¢g(X) € K[X] of degree smaller than [K(x) : K] is ultimately
fixed over K. Note that we set [K(z) : K] = co if x is transcendental over K.

Lemma 2.3. Every unibranched immediate extension (K (z)|K,v) of prime degree
1S pure in T.

Proof. By the Lemma of Ostrowski, every such extension must have a defect equal
to its degree, which must be equal to its residue characteristic p > 0.

In the case of a henselian field (K, v), the assertion follows from [22, Proposition
6.5]. We have to consider the general case. Since (K(x)|K,v) is unibranched,
Lemma 2.2 shows that K (z)|K is linearly disjoint from K"|K. Hence (K" (z)|K",v)
is a unibranched extension of degree p, and it is immediate since K"(z) = K(x)"
and henselizations are immediate extensions. By what we have said above, the
extension (K"(x)|K", v) is pure.

Further, it follows from [17, Theorem 2] that there is no element b € K" such
that v(z — b) > v(x — K). Thus, if there were a polynomial g € K[X] of degree
less than p whose value is not ultimately fixed over K, then its value would also
not be ultimately fixed over K", contradiction. 0

The next lemma follows from [13, Lemma 8] and [22, Lemma 5.2]. Note that
if (K(x)|K,v) is an extension such that v(z — K) has no maximal element, then
by the proof of [13, Theorem 1], z is limit of a pseudo Cauchy sequence in (K, v)
without limit in K, or equivalently, by [22, part a) of Lemma 4.1] its approximation
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type over (K,v) is immediate. We use the Taylor expansion

(19) FX) = 3 af @)X - o

where 0, f denotes the i-th Hasse-Schmidt derivative of f.

Lemma 2.4. Toke an immediate extension (K(z)|K,v) that is pure in x. Let
p be the characteristic exponent of Kv. Then for every nonconstant polynomial
f € K[X] of degree smaller than [K(x) : K| there is some v € v(x — K) such that
for all c € K with v(x —¢) > v and all i with 1 <i < deg f,

the values v0; f(c) are fized, equal to v0; f(x), and
the values v0; f(c) +1i-v(x — ¢) are pairwise distinct.

2.5. Artin-Schreier and Kummer extensions.

Every Galois extension of degree p of a field K of characteristic p > 0 is an Artin-
Schreier extension, that is, generated by an Artin-Schreier generator v which
is the root of an Artin-Schreier polynomial X? — X — b with b € K. For every
¢ € K, also ¥ — ¢ is an Artin-Schreier generator as its minimal polynomial is
XP— X — b+ c” — c. Every Galois extension of prime degree n of a field K of
characteristic different from n which contains all n-th roots of unity is a Kummer
extension, that is, generated by a Kummer generator n which satisfies " € K.
For these facts, see [23, Chapter VI, §6].

A 1-unit in a valued field (K, v) is an element of the form u = 14+b with b € M ;
in other words, u is a unit in Ok with residue 1. Take a Kummer extension
(L|K,v) of degree p of fields of characteristic 0 with any Kummer generator 7.
Assume that vn € vK, so that there is ¢; € K such that vc; = —ovn, whence
veyn = 0. Assume further that ¢ynv € Kw, so that there is ¢ € K such that
cov = (c1m) ™t Then veyeyn = 0 and cpeynv = 1. Furthermore, K(cocin) = K(n)
and (coc1n)? = bdn? € K. Hence cycn is a Kummer generator of (L| K, v) and a 1-
unit. This shows that in particular, if (L| K, v) is an immediate Kummer extension,
it always admits a Kummer generator which is a 1-unit.

We note that if 7 is a 1-unit and if v(n — ¢) > v = 0, then also ¢ and ¢! are
1-units; conversely, if ¢ is a 1-unit, then v(n — ¢) > 0.

We will need the following facts.

Lemma 2.5. Take a valued field (K,v), n € N, and a primitive n-th root of unity
( € K. Then

n—1

(16) [Ta-¢) =n.

i=1

If in addition n s prime, then
(17) v(l=¢) =

Proof. Let f(X) = X" —1 =[] (X —¢’). Then f/(X)=nX""and [} (1 -
¢") = f'(1) = n. This proves equation (16).
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If n is prime, then all powers (¥ # 1 are also primitive n-th roots of unity. We
may assume that ¢ is chosen among the primitive n-th roots of unity such that
v(1 — () is maximal. Take any k € N such that (¥ # 1. Then

1-¢F = Q-0 +¢+...+¢F Y.

Since v¢ = 0, we have v(1+ ¢ + ...+ ¢*71) > 0, whence v(1 — ¢¥) > v(1 — ¢). By
our choice of ¢, this yields v(1 — ¢¥) = v(1 — ¢). Consequently, all factors of the
product in (16) have equal value. This proves equation (17). O

2.6. Ideals and final segments.
Take a valued field (L, v). The function

(18) v: [ — vl = {vb|0#£bel}

is an order preserving bijection from the set of all proper ideals of Of, onto the set
of all final segments of vL>° (including the final segment @)). The set of these final
segments is linearly ordered by inclusion, and the function (18) is order preserving;:
J C I holds if and only if vJ C vl holds. The inverse of the above function is the
order preserving function
(19) Y= Iy = (a€L|vael) = {acL|vacX}U{0}.

The following facts from general valuation theory are well known:

Lemma 2.6. The following statements are equivalent:
a) Ix is a prime ideal of O ,
b) ¥ =vL="\ H for some convex subgroup H of vL.
If b) holds, then Iy, = M,,, for the coarsening vy of v on L whose value group is
vL/H.

We note that for each S C vL2°, we have the following equalities of O-ideals:
(20) (aeL|vaesl) = (aeLl|vaeS) = Is-.

Lemma 2.7. Take a nonempty final segment ¥ of vL=° and m € N.
1) We have
I' = (beL|lvbemX) = (beL|vbe (mX)).
2) We have Iy, = I if and only if ¥ = (mX)~.
Proof. 1): We have
I' = (@"|a€ly) = (a"|a€ Landva€X) = (be L |vbemY)
(be L|vbe (mX)),

where the fourth equality follows from (20), and the third equality is seen as follows.
The inclusion C is obvious. Assume that b € L with vb € mY, i.e., there is a € ¥
such that ma = vb. Choose a € L such that va = a. Then va™ = vb, hence
be (a™|a€ L and va € X). This proves the inclusion 2.

2): This follows immediately from part 1). O
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2.7. Ramification jumps and ramification ideals.

Take a valued field (K,v). Assume that L|K is a Galois extension, and let G =
Gal (L|K) denote its Galois group. For proper ideals I of O we consider the
(upper series of) higher ramification groups

ob—0»

(21) G = {UGG‘ EIforalleLX}
(see [32, §12]). Note that G, is the ramification group of (L|K,v). For every
ideal I of Op , Gy is a normal subgroup of G ([32, (d) on p. 79]). The function

(22) p: I — Gy

preserves C, that is, if I C J, then G; C G;. As Oy is a valuation ring, the
set of its ideals is linearly ordered by inclusion. This shows that also the higher
ramification groups are linearly ordered by inclusion. Note that in general, ¢ will
neither be injective nor surjective as a function to the set of normal subgroups of G.
Using the function (19), the higher ramification groups can be represented as

ob—b
b

(%

Gy = GI): = {O’GG

€ XU {0} foralleLX},

where Y runs through all final segments of vL>°.
Like the function (22), also the function ¥ +— GYy is in general not injective. We
call ¥ a ramification jump if

Z/gziGg/gGg

for all final segments ¥’ of vL>%. If ¥ is a ramification jump, then Iy is called
a ramification ideal. It follows from the definition that an ideal I of Oy is a
ramification ideal if and only if for some subgroup G’ of GG, I is the smallest ideal
such that G’ = G (cf. [9, §21]).

In this paper we are particularly interested in the case where & = (L|K,v) is
a Galois extension of prime degree p. Then G = Gal (L|K) is a cyclic group of
order p and thus has only one proper subgroup, namely {id}, and this subgroup
is equal to Gy for ¥ = (0. If in this case G itself is the ramification group of the
extension, then there must be a unique ramification jump ¢, and we will call
I¢ = Iy, the ramification ideal of (L|K,v). As we will show in the next section,
ramification jump and ramification ideal carry important information about the
extension (L|K,v).

2.8. Galois defect extensions of prime degree.
The following is part of Theorem 3.5 of [20]:

Theorem 2.8. Tuke a Galois defect extension € = (L|K,v) of prime degree with
Galois group G. Then G s the ramification group of £. The set X, does not depend
on the choice of the generator o of G. Writing X¢ for ¥, , we have that the final
segment Yg of vIK7Y is the unique ramification jump of the extension €. Further,
I¢ = Iy, is the unique ramification ideal of the extension &.
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If (L|K,v) is an Artin-Schreier defect extension with any Artin-Schreier gener-
ator 19, then

(23) Se = —v(d — K).
If K contains a primitive root of unity and (L|K,v) is a Kummer extension with
Kummer generator n of value 0, then

1

(24) Ye :p_lvp—v(n—K).

Corollary 2.9. Let the assumptions be as in the preceding theorem. Then for every

ce K,
1

-1

Proof. Our assertions follow from (23), (24), and the fact that X C vK>° by
Theorem 2.8. 0

v(—c) <0 and v(n—c)<p up .

Proposition 2.10. Assume that the extension & = (L|K,v) satisfies (8).
1) The following assertions are equivalent:

a) the extension € has independent defect,

b) Xe = (pXe)”,

c) I = I¢.

d) (IeNK)P = [eNK.

If vK is p-divisible, then these properties are also equivalent to Yg = pXg .

2) If £ has independent defect, then the corresponding convexr subgroup He of vL
does not contain vp.

Proof. 1): By definition, £ has independent defect if and only if ¥¢ = vL=%\ Hg
for some strongly convex subgroup He of vL. By Lemma 2.1, this holds if and only
if ¥ = (pXs)~. By part 2) of Lemma 2.7, this in turn is equivalent to If = I¢
since I¢ = Iy, . It is also equivalent to (I N K)? = Ic N K because vL = vK and
therefore, [ N K = (a € K | va € 3¢).

The last assertion of part 1) holds since if vK is p-divisible, then pX¢ is again a
final segment, whence (pXg)™ = pXe.
2): If char K = p, then vp = oo and the assertion is trivial. In the mixed charac-
teristic case, where £ is a Kummer extension and admits a Kummer generator 7 of
value 0, we know that 0 = v(n—0) € v(n— K), hence also 0 € —v(n—K). It follows
from (24) that p%lvp € Y¢. Therefore, vp ¢ Hg since otherwise ﬁ”p € He by
convexity; but this is a contradiction. 0

3. GENERATION OF IMMEDIATE UNIBRANCHED EXTENSIONS OF VALUATION
RINGS

In this section we will assume that (L|K,v) is an immediate extension, and in
various cases determine generators for the valuation ring O as an Og-algebra.
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3.1. The general case.

In this section we consider an immediate but not necessarily algebraic extension
(K(z)|K,v). Then the set v(x — K) has no maximal element. For this and the
definition of “pure extension”, see Section 2.4.

For every v € vK we choose t, € K such that vt, = —v. For every ¢ € Ok
we know that v(z — ¢) € vK since the extension is immediate, so we may set
te ' =Tyz—c) and

Te = te(z —c) € O,y -

We use the Taylor expansion (15).

Lemma 3.1. Assume that the immediate extension (K (x)|K,v) is pure. Then for
every g(x) € Ok(y) N K[z] there is ¢ € K such that g(x) € Oklz.|. If in addition
K(x)|K is algebraic, then

OK(x) = U OK[$C] .

ceEK

Proof. From Lemma 2.4 we infer that whenever for ¢ € K the value v(z — ¢) is
large enough, then the values v0;g(c)(x — ¢)’, 0 < i < degg, are pairwise distinct.
It follows that

vg(r) = minvdig(c)(z —c)' = mmv@ Lg(e)t il
Since g(x) € Ok and vz, = 0, we find that d;g(c)t,;* € O for all ¢ and therefore,
g(x) € Oklz.].
If K(x)|K is algebraic, then K(x) = Klz] and the last assertion of our lemma
follows from what we have already proved. O

Lemma 3.2. Take ¢1,c0 € K. If v(x — ¢1) = v(x — ¢2), then Oklz.,| = O[]
If v(z — 1) < v(x — c), then Oklx.,] C Oklze,], and if in addition x., is integral
over K, then Oklz.,| € Oklze,).

Proof. Assume that v(z — ¢;) = v(x — ¢3). Then t., =t., and
v(eg — o) > min{v(z — 1), v(x —c3)} = —vt,, ,
whence t., (¢; — ¢3) € Ok . It follows that
Oklze,] = Oklze, +te(c1—c2)] = Oklte,(x—c2)] = Oklte,(x —c2)] = Oklze,).

Now assume that v(x—c;) < v(x—cg). Then v(c;—cy) = min{v(x—cy),v(x—Cco)} =
v(r—cp) = —vt,, < —vt,,, whence t., /t., € Mg and t.,(c; —ca) € OF. This shows
that

o,

(25) Tey = ;o tey (T — ) + te,(ca — 1) € Oklze,],

whence Ok |z.,] C Oklxe,)-

Suppose that x., € Ok[z.,] and z., is integral over K. Then z., can be written
in the form
Tey, = Ao+ Q1Te, + a2l + ..+ ap gzl
with n = [K(x) : K] and coefficients in Ok . Since the powers of z., appearing in
this expression form a basis of K (x)|K, this representation of x., is unique even
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if one allows the coefficients to be in K. However, according to (25) we can write
Te, = e, + b, where a € M and b € Op. This yields the unique representation

1
Tey = a_l(Iq - b) )

which does not have its coefficients in Ok . This contradiction shows that O |x.,] #
O K [ICQ] . O

From Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2, we obtain:

Proposition 3.3. Assume that the immediate algebraic extension (K(x)|K,v) is
pure. Then the rings Ok|z.|, ¢ € Ok, form a chain under inclusion whose union
18 OK(;):) .

3.2. The case of immediate Artin-Schreier and Kummer extensions.

An extension of prime degree is a defect extension if and only if it is immediate
and unibranched.

Theorem 3.4. 1) Assume that (L|K,v) is an Artin-Schreier defect extension with
Artin-Schreier generator . The rings Og[0.], where ¥, = tyw—o (¥ — ¢) and ¢
runs through all elements of K, form a chain under inclusion whose union is Oy, .
The same holds for the rings Oklt,9¥] when 9 runs through all Artin-Schreier
generators of the extension.

For cy,c0 € K,

(26) Ok[Ve] € Ok[Ve,] & v —c1) <v(¥ —c2).

=

2) Assume that (L|K,v) is a Kummer defect extension of degree p and that n is a
Kummer generator which is a 1-unit. The rings Og[ne|, where 1. = tym—o(n — c)
and ¢ runs through all 1-units of K, form a chain under inclusion whose union is
Op. If ¢1,c0 € K are 1-units, then

(27) Ok[ne] G Okne,] & v(n—a) <v(n—c).

Proof. From Lemma 2.3 and Proposition 3.3 we know that O is the union of the
chain (Ok[V.])ccx in the Artin-Schreier extension case, and of the chain (Ok[n.])cex
in the Kummer extension case. Further, (26) and (27) follow from Lemma 3.2.

It remains to prove the additional assertion for the Artin-Schreier extension case.
By [15, Lemma 2.26], ¢ € L is another Artin-Schreier generator of L| K if and only
if ' =i — c for some i € F)\ and ¢ € K. In particular, ¥ — ¢ is an Artin-Schreier
generator for all ¢ € K. Moreover, if ¢ = i — ¢, then vi' = v(id —¢) = v(J —i ')
and therefore, t,9 = t;-1,. and

OK[tvﬁ’ﬁ/] = OK[tvﬂ’iilﬁ/] = OK[tv(ﬂfi—lc) (19 - iilc)] = OK[ﬁi—lc] .

This shows that the ring Ok [t, 9] is already a member in the chain constructed
above. O

Let us consider the Artin-Schreier case a bit further, keeping the assumptions
of part 1) of Theorem 3.4. We set t. := t,(9—c). Take any elements c;,c; € K. It
follows from (25) that

te
(28) 1901 = t—11902 + tcl (CQ — Cl) .

Cc2
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If (¥ —¢1) < v(¥ — ), then t., /t., € Ok and t.,(c; — ¢1) € Ok, as shown in
the proof of Lemma 3.2.

Now we turn to the Kummer case, keeping the assumptions of part 2) of
Theorem 3.4. We choose a primitive p-th root ¢, of unity and set

X = (-1,
According to equation (17), the element x satisfies:
1
29 = — .
(29) vX P
Hence by Corollary 2.9,
vx(n—c) <0
for all ¢ € K. In the following we will use the abbreviations
T, = tox(-c) and nNees = Tox(n—c)
in order to simplify our formulas; we observe that
1
(30) T, = vp—v(n—c) > 0.

p—1
Corollary 3.5. Assume that (L|K,v) is a Kummer defect extension of degree p.

Then for every Kummer generator n which is a 1-unit, the rings Ok[n<.~], where

¢ runs through all 1-units of K, form a chain under inclusion whose union is Oy, .
We have that

(31) Oxn<es] = Oxk[n -

Hence if ¢y and co are 1-units, then

(32) Ok[N<ei>] © Oknees] & vin—a) <v(n—c2).
Proof. Tt suffices to prove (31). We compute:
Tc tv —c
V— =V X)),
X tc tvxtv(n—c)

Hence,

.

Oknees] = Ok g X tex(n—c)| = Oklt(n — )] = Ok[n.] .

Now the assertion of our corollary follows from part 2) of Theorem 3.4. O

Take any elements ¢y, co € K. Similarly as in the Artin-Schreier case, one derives
the equation

T
(33) N<ei> = T_177<c2> + Tch(Cz - C1) .

c2
Assume that v(n —¢;) < v(n — ¢2). Then vT,, > vT,, and
v(ez — 1) = minfo(n —er),v(n—c2)} = v(n—c) = —vT,x,
whence T, /T., € Ok and T, x(cs — ¢1) € Ok .
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3.3. Values of derivatives of minimal polynomials.

In the case of Artin-Schreier extensions and Kummer extensions (K (z)|K,v) of
prime degree we have sufficient information about the minimal polynomials f of the
various generators x we have worked with in the previous sections, or equivalently,
about their conjugates, to work out the values vf’(x). In order to do this, we can
either compute [’ explicitly, or we can use the formula

(34) fl@)= [ @-o2),
ceG\{id}

where G is the Galois group of K (z)|K.
We keep the notations from the previous sections.

3.3.1. Artin-Schreier extensions.

Take an Artin-Schreier polynomial f with ¢ as its root. Then f(X) = X? — X —
P + 9 and f/(X) = —1, whence

(35) F9)=-1.

This is also obtained from (34) since {¢ — o9 | 0 € G\ {id}} = F and the product
of all elements of F) is —1.

For t € K*, denote by f; the minimal polynomial of ¢J. Then

(36) fiwy) = J[ W —otd) = 7 f/(0) = -

oeG\{id}

Lemma 3.6. Take an Artin-Schreier defect extension € = (L|K,v) of prime degree
p with Artin-Schreier generator 9. Denote by g. the minimal polynomial of V. .
Then the Or-ideal (¢.(V.) | ¢ € K) is equal to

!
where
(37) I = (t.|ceK)=(aeL|vae—v(W—-K)) = I
is the ramification ideal of the extension (L|K,v).

Proof. Applying (36) to ¥, = t.(J — ¢) and keeping in mind that ¢ — ¢ is an
Artin-Schreier generator, we obtain:

(38) ge(e) = —t27.

This shows that (¢.(9.) |c € K) = (t.|ce K)P~t =171,
The second equality in (37) holds since vt. = —v(¥ — ¢) by definition. The third
equality follows from equation (23) of Theorem 2.8. !
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3.3.2. Kummer extensions.

Take f(X) = X? —nP. Then f'(X) = pXP~! whence

(39) f'n) = pP".

This is also obtained from equations (34) and (16) using that {on | 0 € G} =

Lemma 3.7. Take a Kummer defect extension & = (L|K,v) of prime degree p
with Kummer generator n which is a 1-unit. Denote by f. the minimal polynomial
of N<es over K. Then the Op-ideal (fl(n<es) | ¢ € K a 1-unit) is

!

where

(40) [:(TC|CEK):(GEL\va€ 11vp—v(77—K)):[g

is the ramification ideal of the extension (L|K,v).

Proof. We use (34) to compute:

p—1
flnees) = []0<es —onees) = 1] Textn—om) = (Toxny ' [[(1-¢)
ceG ocedG =1

whence by equations (16) and (29), and the fact that vn = 0,

(41) finees) = p(Toxn)’ ™ = TP 'u
with v a unit in O, . This shows that
(fi(nees) | ¢ € K a 1-unit) = (T, | c € K)P ' = [P7!.

The second equality in (40) follows from (30). The assertion that I = I in the
Kummer case follows from equation (24) of Theorem 2.8. O

4. KAHLER DIFFERENTIALS AND THEIR ANNIHILATORS FOR ALGEBRAIC FIELD
EXTENSIONS

4.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1.

Let (L|K,v) be a unibranched algebraic field extension. Let A C K be a normal
domain whose quotient field is K. Assume that z € L is integral over A and let
f(X) be the minimal polynomial of z over K. Then f(X) € A[X] (see [31, Theorem
4, page 260]). By the Gauss Lemma (see [28, Theorem A]), Alz] = A[X]/(f(X)).
Thus,

(42) Qappa = [AX]/(F(X), F(X))]dX = [A[]/(f'(2)))dX
by [24, Example 26.J, page 189] and [24, Theorem 58, page 187|. There is a
canonical derivation dap.jja : A — Qapja defined by g(2) — ¢'(2)dX for g(X) €
A[X].

We will now proced under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1. Before proving the
theorem, we derive a formula that we will need in its proof. Let n = [L : K]. Then
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for all @ € S, n = degh,(X) where h,(X) is the minimal polynomial of b, over
K. Suppose that a < 5. Then

(“—5> ha (“—C“X T ca,g>
Qg ag

is a monic polynomial of degree n in K[X] which has bz as a root, so it is the
minimal polynomial hg(X) of bg. By the chain rule,

dhg ag\" dhq Ga
gy =(2) 2ba) [ =],
T b) () ey >(a5)
and so

(13) My (be) = (—) W0s).

Proof of Theorem 1.1:
From the natural A-algebra isomorphisms A[b,] = A[X,]/(ha(Xa)), where hq(X,)
is the minimal polynomial of b, over K, we have that for a < 3, the natural
inclusion of A-algebras A[b,| C Albg] is induced by sending b, to g + cayp-
By (42), for e € S we have a natural isomorphism of A[b,]-modules
Qapayia = [Alba]/ (o (ba))] dXo
and so
Qapa)ia apa) B = [B/(hy(ba))] dXo .
For a < 3, by the universal property of derivations (Proposition on page 182 [24]),
there is a unique B-module homomorphism
Aot apa]ia Bapa) B = Qapg)ia @ap,) B

such that there is a commutative diagram of B-module homomorphisms
Aa
Qpalla Dapa) B =5 Qapy)ia ®apy) B
T T

A[ba] & Alba] B — A[bﬁ] ®A[bﬁ} B

where the vertical arrows are the respective maps

dappa)ja ® 12 Alba] @apa) B = Qapaia ®ap.) B
and

dapp)/a @ 12 Albg] @apg) B = Qapga @ap,) B-
Suppose that z € A[b,]. Then there exists g(X,) € A[X,] such that z = ¢(b,),
hence dap,j/a(z) = &—ga(ba)an. We have that z = <g(g—‘;X5 + ca,@)> (bg) so that
by the chain rule,

danatz) = (50 (22X 4 cas ) ) 0hdXs = -(0) 220X,

Thus A, g is the B-module homomorphism defined by mapping d.X, to Z—ZdX 3.

In order to compute the direct limit of the directed system of B-module ho-
momorphisms A, s : Qa4 @ap,) B — Qapyya for a < 5, we will introduce an
equivalent directed system, which is a little simpler. For o € S, let M, be the
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B-module M, = B/(h!,(b,)). The M, are a family of B-modules. We have iso-
morphisms of B-modules 7, @ Q4,4 ®ap.) B — M, defined by mapping dX,
to 1.

For all a,8 € S with a < B, we have commutative diagrams of B-module
homomorphisms

Aa
Qapa)ja @apa) B g Qapps)14 Dapy B
\L Ta \L ]
TBAQ’@T(Il
Ma — Mﬁ.

and we see that 75\, 57, is just multiplication by Z—‘;. Thus the directed systems

ao
Aog

QA[ba]\A @ Aba] B = QA[bﬁHA ®A[bﬁ} B for a<f and M, g Mg for a <

are equivalent.
We have isomorphisms of B-modules

Qpja =2 lm [Qup, 4 @apy) B] = lim M,
- —

by [8, Corollary 16.7, page 394], where the direct limits are over o € S.
Write M, = R,/T, where R, is the directed system of B-modules R, = B
for a € S, with B-module homomorphisms ‘;—‘; : Ry = Rp for a < B, and T,

is the directed system of B-modules T, = h (by)R, for a € S, with B-module
homomorphisms Z—Z : T, — T for a < . We have short exact sequences of
B-modules

0—-T1,—Ry—M,—0

which are compatible with multiplication by Z—‘; for « < 8. Thus
11_r>nM,y = 11_1r>11R7/11_r>nT7

by [27, Theorem 2.18].
We now compute lim R, . For o € S, we have B-module homomorphisms R, &
%

B which give commutative diagrams

Re & R
o Ny  ag
B

for & < . By the universal property of direct limits ([5, Proposition 11.1] or [2,
Exercise 18, page 33]) there exists a unique B-module homomorphism ¥ : lim R, —
—

B giving commutative diagrams of B-module homomorphisms

el N Pa
o5 ;.
Ry % lm R,

agl ¥
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for o < 8. Here ¢, : R, — lim R, are the canonical maps of the direct product.
—

As we will now show, it follows from some standard properties of direct limits
([5, Proposition 11.3] or [2, Exercise 15, page 33]) and some diagram chasing that
as B-ideals,

ImR, = (a,|ael) =U.
—
Suppose that u € lim R,. Then there exist « € S and b € R, = B such that
ﬁ
U = @u(b). Thus ¥(u) = a,b € U. Given o € S, U(¢o(1)) = a,. Thus the image
of U is U. Suppose that 0 # u € lim R,. Then there exist « € S and 0 # b € R,
H
such that ¢, (b) = u so ¥(u) = a,b # 0. Thus ¥ is an isomorphism and so

hinR7 = U.

Similarly,
lim 7T, = (anhl,(ba) | @ € S).
—

By (43), we have that for o, 8 < 7,
n—1
’ Qg Cbﬁ
aalfyt) =22 () antt )

Thus (aqhl,(by) | @ € S) =UV and so Qpa = U/UV. O

If we choose any v € S, then we will still have

) Ap.) = B
y<a€S

since (A[ba])aes is an increasing chain. Hence we can always assume that S has a
minimal element.

From now on we consider the case of A = O and B = Oy . Assume that
a < 3. Then ag | aq, so that o, (“—“) € Ok . From (1) and (43) it thus

ag

follows that b, € (bg) and hy,(ba) € (hj5(bg)). This shows that Op-ideals (ba)aes
and (h!,(aq))acs form increasing chains.

Now let v be the minimal element of S. Using (43) with § = =, we obtain:

Y Y

(44) V= (hl(by) | € S) = ((Z—a)nl R (by) | o € S) = %Uﬂ—l .
This proves (3).

4.2. The annihilator.

We take an arbitrary valued field (L, v) with valuation ring Op, an Op-ideal U,
an element b € O, and n > 2. We set V := bU" 1. We will now compute the
annihilator of the Op-ideal U/UV. We note that V is contained in annU/UV,
which is the largest Op-ideal V' such that UV’ = UV.

We use the order preserving bijection (18). We have vI™ = nwvl; recall that
for every final segment S of vL, nS is the n-fold sum of S, which is equal to the
smallest final segment containing na for all o € S. Thus, vV = vb+ (n—1)vU and



GALOIS EXTENSIONS WITH INDEPENDENT DEFECT 23

vUV = vb+ nvU. Note that for each a € vL there are two associated principal
final segments:

a” ={a}  ={Bevl|f>a} and o = {a}t = {f€vl|B>a}.

In order to find V', we have to find the maximal final segment ¥ of vL=° such
that vU + X =oUV.
For a final segment S of v L, we define its invariance group to be

G(S) = {aevl|a+S=S5}.

It is straightforward to show that this is a convex subgroup of vL, that it is a
proper subgroup if S # vL, and that for any two final segments S; and S,

G(S1+ 52) = G(S1)UG(S2) = max{G(51),G(52)}.

Further, for each « € vL, G(a™) = G(at) = {0}. For this and more properties of
G(S), see [18, 19]. It follows that

G(wU) =G((n —1)vU) = G(nvU) = G(vb+nolU) = G(vb + (n — 1)vU) = G(vV) .

Let us first consider the case where G(vU) = {0} (which for instance holds in
rank 1). Denote by I' the divisible hull of vL. For any final segment S of vL, let
Sr be the smallest final segment of I' containing S.

Assume first that vU""! has an infimum «q in vL (that is, vV has infimum
« = vb+ ap in vL. Then (vU)r has infimum a; := ap/(n — 1) in T and vU"™*
has infimum (n — 1)a; = ap in I'. Since n — 1 > 1, we have that (n — 1)a;
is the largest final segment > of I' such that a; + ¥ = naj. Further, we have
(n—1)a; +af =naf, and as (n—1)ag +; = nay is the infimum of naf in T, it
follows that the largest final segment 3 of I" such that af +% = naj” cannot contain
any element smaller than (n — 1)a;; hence it is again equal to (n — 1)a; = « .
Consequently, aq is the largest final segment X of I" such that (vU)r+% = (vU")r .
Intersecting all sets with vL, we find that a; (now understood as a final segment
in vL) is the largest final segment ¥ of vL such that vU + 3 = vU". Hence vb+ agy
is the largest final segment ¥ of vL such that vU + X = oUV.

Now assume that vU™! (or equivalently, vV = vb+ vU) has no infimum in v L.
Let ¥ be the largest final segment of vL such that vU + 3 = vU"™. Suppose that
¥ properly contains vU™!. Then there is some o € 3\ vU™ 1, but as vU™! does

not have an infimum, there is also some o/ € ¥\ vU"" ! such that o < o/ < 0U""L.
We have vU + vU" ! = vU™, whence

U CoU+d CoU+a CoU+XY = 00",

so equality holds everywhere. However, we then have that o/ — «a € G(vU), but as
vU # vL, we have G(vU) = {0}, whence o« = o/. This contradiction shows that
Y =oU" L

Using that vb +vU" ! = vV, we summarize what we have shown. If vV has an
infimum « in vL, then o~ is the largest final segment X of v L such that vU + X =
vUV. This is equal to vV if vV contains its infimum, and properly contains vV
otherwise. If vV has no infimum in vL, then vV is the largest final segment > of
vL such that oU + X =oUV.

Now we consider the case of G(vU) # {0}. Given a € vL and S C vL, by & and
S we denote the images of @ and S in vL/G(vU). We have G(vU) = {0} (cf. [19]).
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Hence what we have proved already remains valid for the final segments vU and
vV in vL. So we have: If vV has an infimum & in vL, then @~ is the largest final
segment ¥ of vL such that vU + £ = vUV. If vV has no infimum in vL, or if vV
contains its infimum in vL, then vV is the largest final segment ¥ of v such that
wU+ S =00V.

Let ¥ be the maximal final segment of vL such that vUV + ¥ = oUV. Given
a final segment S of vL, the maximal final segment of vL reducing to S modulo
G(vU) is

GwU)+ S,

which is equal to S if G(vU) is contained in G(S). Hence, ¥ = G(vU) + a~ =
G(vV) 4+ a~ if there is & € v L such that vV has infimum & in vL. If vV contains
its infimum & in vL, then ¥ = G(vU) + a~ = G(vV) + vV = vV. If vV has no
infimum in vL, then ¥ = G(vV) + vV = oV,

At this point, let us take a moment to discuss a special case. Assume that U is
a proper O;-ideal, G(vU) is nontrivial, vb = 0, and vU admits 0 as an infimum.
Then vV has infimum 0 in vL and it follows that 3 = G(vU) + 0™, which contains
negative elements of vL. So the largest Op-ideal V' such that UV’ = UV is
V'=(a € L|wva € G(wU)+07), which is a fractional O-ideal. In contrast, by
definition the annihilator is an ideal contained in Oy, so annU/UV = (a € Oy, |
va € G(vU) 4+ 07) = O . As vU does not contain 0 by our assumption on U, we
have vU = {a € vL | @ > G(vU)}, which means that U = Mg(,u). All idempotent
ideals other than Oy, and M, are of this form (for Oy and M, we have infimum 0
with trivial invariance group). For all idempotent ideals U we have U =V = UV

From what we have shown, we obtain:

Proposition 4.1. We use the notation introduced above. If there is o € vL such
that vV has infimum & in vL, then

(45) annU/UV = (a € Op |vae GwU)+a7).

This is equal to V if and onliz'fW contains its infimum in vL.
If vV has no infimum in vL, then V = annU/UV .

Proposition 4.2. 1) If there are a € vL and a convex subgroup H of vL such that
V=(a€Op|va>a+ H}, then

annU/UV = (a€ O |vae H+a")
which properly contains V', and
(46) M, ,anmU/UV C V.
In all other cases, V = annU/UV'.
2) If My, annihilates U/UV , then O = annU/UV | except if My, is principal and

eithern =2 and U =V = My, or U = Op and V = My = (b). In these latter
cases, My =annU/UV.

Proof. 1): A part of the statement follows from the previous proposition if we take
into account that G({f € vL | B > a+ H}) = H. It only remains to prove (46) in
case ann U/UV properly contains V. We have vM,,, = {f € vL | § > H} and

{evl|feH+a } = (a+H)U{BevlL|f>a+H} = (a+ H)UovV .
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As M,V C V| it suffices to prove that vM,,, + (o + H) C vV. This holds as
£ > H implies 5+ v > H for all v € H, as H is a convex subgroup, and this in
turn implies o + 8+ 7 > a+ H.

2): Assume that M, annihilates U/UV. If ann U/UV = Oy, then there is nothing
to prove, so suppose that annU/UV = M, .

Assume first that M2 = M. We have UM = UV = bU™. If U is principal,
then the same is true for bU™, but as UM, is not principal, this leads to a contra-
diction. If U is not principal, then UV = UM = U, so ann U/UV = Oy, which
again is a contradiction.

Now assume that M, is principal. By Proposition 4.1, either ann U/UV =V
or ann U/UV is of the form (45). Assume that annU/UV = V. Then M, =V =
U™t If U = O, then V = b0y, and annU/UV = My = (b). If U # Oy, then
UC My =bU"" and it follows that n =2 and U = M = V.

Now assume that ann U/UV = M, is of the form (45). Then G(vU) + a~ must
contain the smallest value of vM . By our earlier discussion, G(vU) must then be
trivial since otherwise, G(vU) + o~ contains 0 so that ann U/UV = Oy, . It follows
that the smallest element of v M is the infimum of vV. But as vL is discretely
ordered, this shows that vV = vMy, whence V.= My = annU/UV. Since
U C V, we have either U = Op or U = M. If U = Op, then V = bU""! = (b).
IfU = My, then M, =V = b/\/l%_1 and as M is principal, we must have
n—1=1. 0]

Corollary 4.3. Assume that (L|K,v) satisfies (8). If My annihilates Qo, |0,
then Qo, 10, = 0 and ann Qp, |0, = O, .

Proof. Assume that M, annihilates Qo, o, ; then since Qo, 0, ~ U/UV, My also
annihilates U/UV. Under the assumption of the corollary, we have that U = Iz and
V=I ?71 are not principal, hence the exceptional cases of part 2) of the preceding

proposition cannot appear. Consequently, O, = annU/UV, which implies that
U/UV and thus also Qo, o, are zero. O

4.3. The ideal V of differents.

Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, we will now show that V' is the B-ideal
generated by the differents of the generators b, of B over A. Take any generator
b€ Op of L|K and let h be its minimal polynomial over K. Denote the different
of b by 0(b) := h/(b). For i > 1 we have

b — ol = b — (o) = b — (b+ (ob— b)) — i (i,)wab—b)w‘.

=0

Since the extension is unibranched, we have vob = vb, whence v(b— ob) > vb > 0.
Consequently, . ’
v(b' —ob') > v(eb—0b) = v(b—ob).

Every b € Ok[b,] \ Ok is of the form
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with ¢; € O . Therefore,

U(S(b) = v H (b—Ub) = Z U<Zcibg_azci(ba)i>

id#0eG id#0eG =0 =0
n—1
= Z UZCi(bg —ob’).
id£oeG  i=1

For 1 <7 <n—1, we have
ve (b, — obl) > v, — ob’

«

showing that

Hence,

We use this to conclude:
Proposition 4.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, we have:
(47) V= (6(b)|beOL\Ok).
Proof. Since Oy, is the union of the chain of rings Ok[b,], @ € S, we have

(0(b) | b€ 0L\ Ox) = [J(6(0) | b€ Oxba] \ Ox) = [J(By(ba)) = V.

a€eS aeS

4.4. The case of Artin-Schreier defect extensions.

Theorem 4.5. Let (L|K,v) be an Artin-Schreier defect extension with ramification
ideal I¢ . Then there is an Op-module isomorphism

QOL/OK = Ig/Ig

Proof. Let ¥ be an Artin-Schreier generator of L|K. By Theorem 3.4, the Og-
algebras Og[¥.], with ¢ € K, form a chain of subrings of L whose union is Op. For
ce K, V. =t.(0—c), where t. € Ok is such that v, = 0. For v(d—cy) < v(d—cy),
by (28) we have that

75‘01 = tﬂﬁcz + tCl (C2 - Cl)
te,
with %, te,(c2 — 1) € Ok. By equation (38), the minimal polynomial g. of 9,
satisfies ¢.(J.) = —t?~!. We will apply Theorem 1.1 together with equation (3). Let
A=0k,B=0and S = K ordered by a < g if v(d—a) < v(9—f). Let by = Y,
Ao = ta, Cap = to(f — ) and h, = f, so that bl (b,) = f.(J) = —tP~'. Hence
for every a € S, hl,(by)/al"t = —1. The theorem now follows from equation (3)
together with Lemma 3.6, where U is the Of-ideal U = (t,, | € S) = I¢. O
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4.5. The case of Kummer defect extensions of degree p.

Theorem 4.6. Assume that char K = 0 and let (L|K,v) be a Kummer defect
extension of degree p with ramification ideal Ig. Then there is an Op-module
1somorphism

Q(9L|(9K = [5/[]5 :

Proof. Let n be a Kummer generator of L|K which is a 1-unit. We use the notation
from Section 3.2. By Corollary 3.5, the Og-algebras Ok[n.~| with ¢ a 1-unit in
K form a chain of subrings of L whose union is Op. For v(n —¢;) < v(n — ¢2), by
(33) we have that

N<ey> = T_Cl"7<c2> + T, x(c2 — c1)
c2

T T, x(c; — ¢1) € Og. By equation (41), the minimal polynomial f of

Nees satisfies fl(N<es) = TP71u with v a unit in Oy . We will apply Theorem 1.1
together with equation (3). Let A = Ok, B = Op and S = K ordered by a < (3
if v(n —a) <v(n—PB). Let by = Nea>, o = Lo, cap = Tox(B —a) and h, = f,
so that hl (bs) = f/.(n<as>) = TP u. Hence for every a € S, I/ (by)/a?™' = u. The
theorem now follows from equation (3) together with Lemma 3.7, where U is the
Op-ideal U = (T, | € 5) = I¢ . O

5. THE TRACE OF VALUATION RINGS AND DEDEKIND DIFFERENTS

5.1. Defect extensions of prime degree.

In this section we will consider the trace on an extension £ = (L|K, v) that satisfies
(8). If L|K is an Artin-Schreier extension, then we write L = K (¢) where 9 is an
Artin-Schreier generator. If char K = 0 and L|K is a Kummer extension, then we
write L = K(n) where 1 is a Kummer generator, that is, n” € K; as explained at
the beginning of Section 2.8, we can assume that 7 is a 1-unit.

The proof of the following fact can be found in [14, Section 6.3].

Lemma 5.1. Take a separable field extension K(a)|K of degree n and let f(X) €
K[X] be the minimal polynomial of a over K. Then

am ) _{o ifl<m<n-—2

(48) Tr i (W 1 ifm=n—1.

For arbitrary b, c € K, we note:
(49) bla— )P € Mg < vb > —(p—1)v(a—c).
First we consider Artin-Schreier extensions. By Lemma 5.1 and equation (35),

; 0 ifl1<i<p—2
(50) Tr gy (0 = ¢)) = { —1 ifi=p—1

for arbitrary ¢ € K since ¥ — ¢ is also an Artin-Schreier generator. In particular,
Tr K(W)|K (b(i? — C)p_1> = —b.
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By (49) it follows that
(51) Tr k) x (Mgw) 2 {be K|vb>—(p—1)v(d—c) for some c € K}

= {be K|vb>—(p—1)v(d —c) for some c € K}

= (beK|vbe—-(p—1vW—-K)}

— (beK|uhe (p- 1)},
where the first equality follows from the fact that —(p — 1)v(¢ — ¢) has no smallest
element, and the last equality follows from equation (23) of Theorem 2.8.

Now we consider Kummer extensions. Since (n°)? € K, we have that
Tt k(i (') = 0

for1<i<p-—1. Force K and 0 <j <p— 1, we compute:

J

(n—cy =) (‘Z)ni(—cﬁ"' + (=)

=1
Thus for every b € K,

(52) T gy (b = €)’) = pb(—c)’ .

By (49), b(n — ¢)P~! € My holds if and only if vb > —(p — 1)v(n — ¢); the latter

remains true if we make v(n — ¢) even larger. Since n is a l-unit, there is ¢ € K

such that v(n — ¢) > 0, which implies that v¢ = 0. Hence we may choose ¢ € K

with vb > —(p — 1)v(n — ¢) and wvc = 0. Applying (52) with j = p — 1, we find

that Tr g x (b(—c)~ P~V (n — ¢)P~1) = pb. We obtain:

(53) Trxyx (Mrm) 2 {pb|be K, vb> —(p—1)v(n —c) for some ¢ € K}
= {be K|vb>wvp—(p—1)v(n—c) for some c € K}

_ (beK|vb€(p—1) (pilvp_”(”_m»

= (beK|vbe (p—1)2g),

where the first equality follows from the fact that —(p — 1)v(¥ — ¢) has no smallest
element, and the last equality follows from equation (24) of Theorem 2.8.

In order to prove the opposite inclusions in (51) and (53), we have to find out
enough information about the elements g(a) € K(a) that lie in Mg,). Using the
Taylor expansion, we write

gla) = Z&g(C)(a —o'.

By Lemma 2.4 there is ¢ € K such that among the values v9;g(c)(a — ¢), 0 < i <
p — 1, there is precisely one of minimal value, and the same holds for all ¢ € K
with v(a — ¢) > v(a — ¢). In particular, we may assume that v(a — ¢) > va. For
all such ¢, we have:

vg(a) = Ogrzngizr)l—l v0;g(c)(a—c)".

Hence for g(a) to lie in M g (4 it is necessary that vd;g(c)(a—c)* > 0, or equivalently,
(54) v0;g9(c) > —iv(a —c¢)
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for 0 <i<p-—1andce K as above.

In the Artin-Schreier extension case, for g(v) € Mg and ¢ € K as above,
using (50) we find:

Tr ko) (9(V)) = ZTTK(0)|K(ai9<C)<19_C)i> = —0p-19(c) .

Since 9p_19(c) > —(p — 1)v(¥ — ¢) by (54), this proves the desired equality in (51).

In the Kummer extension case, for g(n) € Mg, and ¢ € K as above, using (52)
we find:

T o) = 3 TewiBrale)n — ) = p Y dygle)(—)

As we assume that v(n —¢) > 0, we have that vc = 0 and
—wn—c)>—-p—1vn—c) for 0<i<p-—1.

Hence by (54), v 37— dig(c)(—c)' > —(p — 1)v(n — ¢). This proves the desired
equality in (53).

Remark 5.2. In the case of a Kummer extension, it follows from (53) that pOgx C
Tr g () (MK(W)) since vp = vp — (p — 1)vny as n is a unit.

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.5.

We have just proved the second equality of (9) in the previous section; the third
equality follows from part 1) of Lemma 2.7. The first equality is seen as follows.
Take any a € Op . As the defect extension (L|K,v) is immediate, there is some
b € Ok such that a — b € My. Then Tr yk(a) = Tr x(b) + Tr jx(a — b) with
Trpjx(a —b) € Trpx(My). If char L = p, then Tr 1 (b) = 0. If char L = 0, then
Tr 1k (b) = pb € pOk, which is contained in Tr 15 (M) as stated in Remark 5.2.

Assume that the extension £ has independent defect. Then by part 1) of Propo-
sition 2.10, I = I¢ as well as (I¢ N K)? = I N K. This implies that [571 = I
and (I N K)P~!' = Ie N K. On the other hand, we know from the equivalence
of statements a) and b) in Theorem 1.4 that I = M,,, , where H is a strongly
convex subgroup of vL, and that H is equal to the convex subgroup He appearing
in the definition of independent defect. Now the second equation of (10) follows
from (9) as ([e N K)?»™' = . N K = M,,, N K. The third equation of (10) holds
since M,,,, = (a € L |va > H).

Now assume that (10) holds for some strongly convex subgroup H of vL = vK.
Set ¥ :=vL\ H=vK\ H. From (9) we now obtain:

beK|vwe(p—1)%) = (be K|vbeX).
On the one hand, we have
(be K [vbe (p—1)%) = (be K [vbe (p—1)%e)7).,
and on the other,
beK|vwweX)=0beK|vbe(p—1)X))
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by Lemma 2.1. This implies that ((p — 1)X¢)” = ((p — 1)X)~. Suppose that
Ye # X. If there is a € X¢ \ 3, then o« < X, whence (p — 1)a < (p — 1)X and
therefore, ((p — 1)X¢)~ 2 ((p — 1)2)~, contradiction. Symmetrically, we obtain a

=

contradiction if there is o € 3\ ¥¢. This shows that ¥ = ¥¢ | and we thus obtain
that £ has independent defect and that H = Hg¢ .

The last statement of the theorem holds since vp ¢ H by part 2) of Proposi-
tion 2.10. If (vK),, is archimedean, this forces H = {0}. O

5.3. Dedekind differents.

In this section, we compute the Dedekind differents D(Op|Ok) in the case where
vL = vK. We will employ the following auxiliary results.

Lemma 5.3. Take any Op-fractional ideal I.

1) If vl has an infimum o in vL, then Op :, [ = (a € L | va > —a). If vI has no
infimum in vL, then Op :p I = (a € L | va > —vl), which is not a principal ideal,
and v(Oy :p I) has no infimum.

2) If vl has an infimum o in vL, then O :p (O :p I) = (a € L |va > «). If vl
has no infimum in vL, then O :f, (O :p I) = 1.

Proof. 1): We compute:

Or:ipl = (a€eLl]al COL) = (aeL|va+ >0 forall gevl)
= (a€L|va>—vl).
Since « is an infimum of v/ if and only if —« is a supremum of —vl, this yields
our assertions.
2): This follows by applying part 1) twice. O

Denote by T(Or|Ok) the Op-ideal generated by Tr 15 (Or). We use the previous
lemma to show:

Theorem 5.4. Assume that (L|K,v) is a finite unibranched extension with vL =
vK. Then we have:

1) C(OL’OK) == OL 'L T(OL|(9K) and D(OL’OK) = OL L (OL L T(OL|(9K))

2) If vTr ik (Or) has an infimum o in vK, then D(Op|Ok) = (a € L | va > «)
and if D(Op|Ok) # T(0Or|Ok), then

(55) ML D(OL|Ok) = T(0OL|Ok) .

If vTr 1 (Or) has no infimum in vK, then D(Op|Ok) = T (OL|Ok), which is not
principal.

Proof. 1): Take any z € L. Since vL. = vK, there is z; € K such that vz; = vz, so
that 2 = 2129 with 29 a unit in O . Then

TI'L|K(ZOL) = ZlTI'L|K(ZQOL) = ZlTI'L‘K(OL) .
Observe that 2 Tr 1k (Or) € Ok if and only if 27 (01|Ok) C Of. This proves
the assertions of part 1).

2): A part of the assertions follow from part 1) together with part 2) of Lemma 5.3;
it only remains to prove (55) in case D(Op|Ok) properly contains 7(Op|Ok). In
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this case, D(Op|Ok) = (a € L | va > «) and T(OL|Ok) = (a € L | va > a) =
oMy + (a € L | va > a), which proves (55). O

Proof of Theorem 1.6:

Lemmas 3.6 and 3.7 together with Proposition 4.4 show that [g_l is equal to the Op-
ideal generated by the differents of all elements of O \ Of. From Theorem 1.5 we
know that Tr x (Or) = (Ie N K)P~!, s0 T(O|Ok) = I27", whence vTr 5 (Oy) =
vT(Op|Ok) = vIZ'. If this has no infimum in vK = vL, then from Theorem 5.4
we obtain that D(O;|Ok) = T(OL|0k) = 12" As the extension (L|K,v) is
immediate, v/, ffl has no smallest element. Hence if v ;}*1 has an infimum «, it does
not contain it, and again by Theorem 5.4, D(Op|Ok) = (a € L | va > o) 2 1%
and ML D(OL|OK> = T(OL|OK) = ]g_l.

Assume that (K, v) has rank 1. Then the only proper convex subgroup of vL is
{0}. Thus Proposition 4.1 shows that ann Qe |0, = 127" if wI27" has no infimum
in vL, and annQp, 0, = (@ € L | va > «) if vI?~" has infimum a. From what we
have already shown, it follows that D(O|Ok) = annQo, oy -

Assume that the extension £ has independent defect; then Qp, |0, = 0 by The-
orem 1.4 and therefore, annQop, 0, = Op. If He = {0}, then Trx (Or) =
Tr 1 (M) = My by Theorem 1.5, hence IZ ™" = T(O|Ox) = M, . Since vMy
has infimum 0, it follows from part 2) of Theorem 5.4 that D(Op|Ok) = Of.
Again, Proposition 4.1 shows that ann Qo 0, = O, .

On the other hand, if He # {0}, then again by Theorem 1.4, Trx (Or) =
Tr g (My) = M,,. N K, and as vM,, N K has no infimum in vK, we have
D(OL|Ok) = T(OL|Ok) = My, S Or = annfo, o, in this case.

Finally, assume that D(O|Ok) is equal to Oy, or to M,,, for a strongly convex
nontrivial subgroup H of vL. If the former holds, then D(OL|Ok) is not equal
to [g_l, so from what we have already proved it follows that 0 is the infimum of
vlg_l. This implies that I = M = M,,, where H = {0}. Since vM = vl has
no smallest element, it follows that {0} is a strongly convex subgroup of vL.

If the latter holds, then D(Op|Ofk) is not principal and therefore by what we
have shown, D(O;|Ok) can only be equal to 72" This implies that I¢ = M,
for some strongly convex subgroup of vL. In both cases, it follows from from the
equivalence a)<b) of Theorem 1.4 that £ has independent defect. U

6. PROOF OF THEOREMS 1.7 AND 1.8

Take a defect extension & = (L|K,v) of degree p. Then by the fundamental
inequality, the extension is unibranched and immediate, and in particular, vL =
vK.

We first prove Theorem 1.7, so we assume that £ is an Artin-Schreier extension
generated by ¢ € L with 9? — ¢ = a € K. By Corollary 2.9, v(¢ — ¢) < 0 for all
c € K. It follows that v(9? — ?) = v(¥ — ¢)? = pv(¥ — ¢) < v(¥ — ¢) and thus,

(56) v(a—p(c)) = v =9 —cP +¢c) = min{v(I” — ), v —c)} = pv(d—c).
This proves equation (11).
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The equivalence a)<b) follows from the definition of independent defect together
with equation (23) of Theorem 2.8 which says that ¥¢ = —v(¢ — K). The equiv-
alences b)<c) and e)<f) follow from equation (11). The equivalence c)<d) is
trivial.

Now assume that vK is p-divisible. Then the equivalence a)<e) follows from
part 1) of Proposition 2.10 together with the equation ¥¢ = —v(¥ — K).

Finally, assume that (K,v) has rank 1. Then the only proper convex subgroup
of vK is H = {0}, so that condition d) is equivalent to condition g).

Now we prove Theorem 1.8, so we assume that £ is a Kummer extension. As
explained at the beginning of Section 2.8, it is generated by a 1-unit n € L with
n? =a € K. By Corollary 2.9, v(n —¢) < Iﬁvp for all c € K.

The following is part of Lemma 2.18 of [20]:

Lemma 6.1. Taken € K such that n? € K and vn = 0. Then for ¢ € K such that
v(in—1c)>0,v(n—rc) < ﬁvp holds 1f and only if v(n” — ) < Eyup, and if this
is the case, then v(n? — ?) = pv(n — c).

In order to prove equation (12), we have to discuss the remaining case of v(n —
¢) <0. If u(n —¢) =0, then ve > 0 and ¢ is not a 1-unit. Hence ¢” is not a 1-unit
while a = nP is, whence v(a — ?) = 0 = pv(n —¢). If v(n —¢) < 0, then ve < 0
and v(n — ¢) = ve. It follows that ve? < 0 = vnP, so that v(n? — ) = ve? = pve =
pv(n — ¢). This completes the proof of equation (12).

The equivalence a)<b) follows from the definition of independent defect together
with equation (24) of Theorem 2.8, which says that ¥g = ]ﬁvp —v(¥ — K). The
equivalences b)<c) and e)<f) follow from equation (12) and the fact that « < H
if and only if pa < H since H is a convex subgroup of vK. The equivalence c¢)<d)
is trivial.

Now assume that v K is p-divisible. Then by part 1) of Proposition 2.10 together
with the equation Y¢ = Iﬁvp—v(ﬁ—[( ), condition a) is equivalent to the equation

P 1
[op—po(n = K) = [vp —v(n = K).

Multiplying both sides with —1 and then adding ﬁvp to both sides, we find that
this equation is equivalent to condition e).

Finally, if (K, v) has rank 1, then it follows as in the proof of Theorem 1.7 that
condition d) is equivalent to condition g).
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