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Abstract

Let K — L be an algebraic field extension and v a valuation of K. The purpose
of this paper is to describe the totality of extensions {¢/} of v to L using a refined
version of MacLane’s key polynomials. In the basic case when L is a finite separable
extension and rk v = 1, we give an explicit description of the limit key polynomials
(which can be viewed as a generalization of the Artin—Schreier polynomials). We
also give a realistic upper bound on the order type of the set of key polynomials.
Namely, we show that if char K = 0 then the set of key polynomials has order type
at most N, while in the case char K = p > 0 this order type is bounded above by
([logp n] + 1) w, where n = [L : K]. Our results provide a new point of view of the

the well known formula ) e;fjd; = n and the notion of defect.
j=1
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1 Introduction

All the rings in this paper will be commutative with 1.

This paper grew out of the authors’ joint work [3] with B. Teissier, which is
devoted to classifying the extensions 7 of a given valuation v, centered in a
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local domain R, to rings of the form ’—g, where R is the formal completion of

R and P is a prime ideal of R such that PN R = (0). In particular, in [3] we
are interested in characterizing situations in which the valuation o (or one of
its composed valuations) is unique. This naturally led us to the following

Question. Given a field extension K < L and a finite rank valuation v of
K, when is the extension of v to L unique?

An obvious necessary condition for uniqueness is that L be algebraic over K.

In the present paper, we give an algorithm for describing the totality of exten-
sions ¢/ of v to L in terms of (a refined version of ) MacLane’s key polynomials,
assuming L is algebraic over K. The case of purely inseparable extensions be-
ing trivial, we will assume that L is separable over K. Since an arbitrary
algebraic field extension is a direct limit of finite extensions, we may assume
that L is finite over K. In particular, L is simple by the primitive element
theorem; write L = K|x].

It is sufficient to solve the problem in the case rk v = 1: the case of a valuation
of an arbitrary finite rank will then follow by induction on rk v. Indeed, if
v is the composition of two lower rank valuations vy and vy, then 1/ is the
composition of v; and 14, where v} is an extension of v; to L and v} is a
valuation of the residue field k,; of the valuation ring R,;, extending vs. Since
the field k,; is an algebraic extension of k,, ([13], Chapter VI, §11), it is enough
to describe the extensions 1] of v; to L and the extensions of v, to k’/i‘

Two main techniques used in this paper are higher Newton polygons and
a version of MacLane’s key polynomials, similar to those considered by M.
Vaquié ([9], [10], [11], and [12]), and reminiscent of related objects studied
by Abhyankar and Moh (approximate roots [1], [2]) and T.C. Kuo ([4], [5]).
When L = K[z] is a simple extension of K, our algorithm is phrased in terms
of the slopes of higher Newton polygons of the minimal polynomial f of x,
the first one being the usual Newton polygon of x; the algorithm amounts to
successively constructing key polynomials of /. At each step of the algorithm
there are finitely many possibilities to choose from. Namely, at the i-th step
we have to choose a non-vertical side L of the i-th Newton polygon, consider
the polynomial g over the graded algebra of v determined by L and choose an
irreducible factor of g. The number of steps itself can be countable (in fact,
the number of steps has order type at most w in characteristic zero and is
bounded above by the ordinal ({logp n} + 1)w in characteristic p > 0, where n
is the degree of x over K and w stands for the first infinite ordinal). Thus our
algorithm can be viewed as providing an answer to the above question about
uniqueness: the extension ¢/ is unique if and only if the choice of both L and
g is unique at every step of the algorithm. A simple sufficient condition for
the extension v’ to be unique is that the image in, 2 in the graded algebra G,



have the same degree n over the graded algebra G, of v as x does over K; this
condition is valid whether or not v has rank 1 and has a very explicit charac-
terizaiton in terms of the (first) Newton polygon of f (namely, it is equivalent
to saying that the Newton polygon has only one non-vertical side L and the
polynomial over the graded algebra of v, determined by L, is irreducible).

This paper is organized as follows. In §2 we summarize some basic definitions
and results about algebras without zero divisors, graded by ordered semi-
groups. §3-87 are devoted to the main construction of the paper — that of
key polynomials. Namely, we suppose given an extension v’ of v to L. We
define a well ordered set Q = {Q;}ica of key polynomials of v/, which may
be finite or countable. If char K = 0, the set A has order type at most w; if
char K = p > 0 then A has order type strictly less than ({logp n} + 1)w, where
n is the degree of x over K.

Notation. N will denote the set of non-negative integers. For an element
[ € A, we will denote by [+1 the immediate successor of [ in A. The immediate
predecessor, when it exists, will be denoted by | — 1. For a positive integer t,
[ 4t will denote the immediate successor of [ 4 (¢ — 1). For an element [ € A,
the initial segment {Q;};«; of the set of key polynomials will be denoted by
Q. Throughout this paper, we let

p=1 if char K =0 (1)
=char K if char K > 0. (2)

In §3, we will fix an ordinal [ and assume that the key polynomials Q;, are
already defined. We will define the notion of the [-th Newton polygon and the
l-standard expansion of an element of K [X| with respect to Q;4;. We will then
define the next key polynomial ;1. Roughly speaking, @);; will be defined
to be the lifting to L of the monic minimal polynomial, satisfied by in,/Q); over
the graded algebra G, [in,/ Q.

In §4 we study the situation when the above recursive algorithm does not stop
after finitely many steps, that is, when it gives rise to an infinite sequence
{Q11+}1en of key polynomials. We define a pair (6;(f), €;(f)) of basic positive
integer invariants of the Newton polygon A;(f) (where ¢ runs over the set of
all ordinals for which @; is defined). We prove that the pair (;(f), ;(f)) is
non-increasing in the lexicographical ordering. We deduce that if char K =0
and rk v = 1 then iterating this construction at most w times, we obtain a
sequence {@;} of key polynomials such that

. / o
Jim V(@) = oc. ®)
b
In §5 we study the effect of the differential operators pib! 8‘1% on key polynomials

and on f in the case the above invariant J;(f) stabilizes.



In §6 we use the results of §5 to show that ;(f) can stabilize only if it is of
the form 6;(f) = p° for some e € N.

In §7 we assume that char K = p > 0 and consider an ordinal [ which does
not have an immediate predecessor. We assume that the key polynomials Q;
are already defined and then define the next key polynomial @);. We show that
this case can occur at most [log,n] times. A set of key polynomials is said
to be complete if every v/-ideal of R, is generated by products of powers
of the @; (in other words, the valuation 1/ is completely determined by the
data {Q;, V' (Q;)}). In §8 we prove the main property of key polynomials {Q;},
constructed in §§3-7: they form a complete set of key polynomials.

An algorithm for describing the totality of extensions v/ can be read off from
this data. This algorithm will be described in §9. As a corollary, we deduce

the well known formula }° e; fid; = n, where {vy,...,v,} is the set of all the

extensions of v to L, f; is]the index of the value group of v viewed as a subgroup
of the value group of v;, e; is the degree of the reside field extension k, — k,,
and d; is the defect of v; (a much more complete and detailed treatment of
this formula can be found in M. Vaquié’s paper [12]).

In case char K = p > 0 our algorithm is less satisfactory than in characteristic
zero in that at certain junctures it depends on non-constructive considerations
such as a given subset of I' having a maximum or an upper bound.

The idea of using key polynomials and Newton polygons in this context is not
new. What we believe to be new in this paper is the explicit description of
the totality of key polynomials and the definition and an explicit construction
of limit key polynomials, rather intricate in the case of positive characteristic.
In particular, we believe that our bound on the order type of the set of key
polynomials required is new and is the first realistic bound of its kind.

We want to acknowledge the fact that there is some intersection of our results
with those obtained independently and simultaneously by Michel Vaquié [12].
We thank him for helpful conversations and, in particular, for sharing his
insights into the notion of defect.

2 Algebras graded by ordered semigroups.

Graded algebras associated to valuations will play a crucial role in this paper.
In this section, we give some basic definitions and prove several easy results
about graded algebras. Throughout this paper, a “graded algebra” will mean
“an algebra without zero divisors, graded by an ordered semigroup”. As usual,
for a graded algebra G, ord will denote the natural valuation of G, given by



the grading.

Definition 1 Let G be a graded algebra without zero divisors. The saturation
of G, denoted by G*, is the graded algebra

G" = {% ' g,h € G, h homogeneous, h # O}.

The algebra G is said to be saturated if G = G*.

Of course, we have G* = (G*)* for any graded algebra G, so G* is always
saturated.

The main example of saturated graded algebras appearing in this paper is the
following.

Example 2 Let v : K* — T' be a valuation. Let (R,, M, k,) denote the
valuation ring of v. For B € T', consider the following R,-submodules of K :

Py = {z € K" | v(x) > B} U{0},
Py = {z e K | v(z) > B} U{O}.

We define

The k,-algebra G, is an integral domain. For any element v € K* with v(x) =
B, the natural tmage of x in ;)7‘1 C G, is a homogeneous element of G, of
degree [, which we will denote by in,x. The algebra G, is saturated.

Let V' be an extension of v to L. For an element 5 € T, let

Py={ye Ll |V(z) = p}uU{0} (4)
Py ={yeL |V(z)>p}uU{0}. (5)
Put G, = & ;,23 . The extension G,, — G of graded algebras is finite of

Bel ~ A+

degree bounded by [L : K| (cf. [13], Chapter VI, §11). In the present paper, we
do not use this result of Zariski-Samuel but rather give another proof of it.

Remark 3 Let G, G’ be two graded algebras without zero divisors, with G C
G'. Let x be a homogeneous element of G', satisfying an algebraic dependence
relation

apx® + ayx® o ag =0 (6)
over G (here a; € G for 0 < j < a). Without loss of generality, we may
assume that (6) is homogeneous (that is, the quantity j ord x + ord a; is
constant for 0 < j < «; this is achieved by replacing (6) by the sum of those



terms a;a’ for which the quantity j ord x + ord a; is minimal), and that the
integer cv is the smallest possible. Dividing (6) by ag, we see that x satisfies an
integral homogeneous relation over G* of degree o and no algebraic relation
of degree less than «. In other words, x is algebraic over G if and only if it
is integral over G*; the conditions of being “algebraic over G*” and “integral
over G*” are one and the same thing.

Let G C G, let = be as above and let G[z]| denote the graded subalgebra of G,
generated by x over G. By the above Remark, we may assume that = satisfies
a homogeneous integral relation

2+ a2t a, =0 (7)

over G* and no algebraic relations over G* of degree less than «.

*

Proposition 4 Every element of (G[x])* can be written uniquely as a poly-
nomial in x with coefficients in G*, of degree strictly less than o.

PROOF. Let y be a homogeneous element of G[z|. Since z is integral over
G*, so is y. Let

Y +biy" T 4 by =0 (8)
with b; € G*, be a homogeneous integral dependence relation of y over G*,
with b, # 0. By (8),

1
= —b—(y’y‘1 + b1y P4+ by).
Y

< |~

Thus, for any z € G|z], we have

L €G] 9)

Since y was an arbitrary homogeneous element of G|x], we have proved that
(Glz])* = G"[x].

Now, for every element y € G*[z] we can add a multiple of (7) to y so as to
express y as a polynomial in x of degree less than «. Moreover, this expression
is unique because = does not satisfy any algebraic relation over G* of degree
less than . O

The following result is an immediate consequence of definitions:

Proposition 5 Let G, be the graded algebra associated to a valuation v :
K — T, as above. Consider a sum of the form y = Y y;, with y; € K. Let
i=1

1=



B = min v(y;) and

S={ie{l,....n} | v(y) =5},

The following two conditions are equivalent:

(1) vly) =5
(2) z;s in,y; # 0.

3 Key polynomials and higher Newton polygons

Let K — L be a finite separable field extension and v : K* — I' a valuation
of K of real rank 1, where I' is a Q-divisible group and v(K*) is a subgroup
of I'. The extension L is simple by the primitive element theorem. Pick and
fix a generator = of L over K; write L = K|z].

In this section we begin the main construction of the paper — that of key
polynomials. Namely, we suppose given an extension v/ of v to L.

Definition 6 A complete set of key polynomials for v' is a well or-
dered collection Q = {Q;}ica of elements of L such that for each B € T' the

R,-module P’ is generated by all the products of the form ]§[ QZ; such that
j=1

5 /(Qy) 2 6.

J:

Note, in particular, that if Q is a complete set of key polynomials then their
images in,/Q); € G, induce a set of generators of GG, over GG,. Furthermore,
we want to make the set A as small as possible, that is, to minimize the order
type of A.

Our algorithm for constructing all the possible extensions v/ of v to L amounts
to successively constructing key polynomials until the resulting set of key
polynomials becomes complete for v/.

We will fix an ordinal [ and assume that the key polynomials Q;; are already
defined (the notation Q1 is defined in the Introduction). We will then define
the next key polynomial Q;1;. If ;11 = 0, the algorithm stops. In §4 we will
study what happens when this algorithm does not stop after finitely many
steps and will show that if char K = 0 then iterating this construction at
most w times, we obtain a sequence {Q;};en of elements of L such that

lim /(Q;) = oo. (10)

1—00



This will end the construction of key polynomials in characteristic zero; in §8
we will show that the resulting set of key polynomials is complete.

For each | € A, we will define the notion of the I-th Newton polygon and
the [-standard expansion of an element of K[z| with respect to Q1. Roughly
speaking, ;.1 will be defined to be the lifting to L of the monic minimal poly-
nomial, satisfied by in,,@Q); over the graded algebra G, [in,,Q;]. An algorithm
for describing the totality of extensions ' can be read off from this data. This
algorithm will be described in §9.

Put Q1 = z and oy = 1.

Let X be an independent variable and let f = i a; X" denote the minimal

=0
polynomial of x over K. Making a change of variables of the form x — ax
with a € K, if necessary, we may assume that

v(a,) < v(a;) for 0 <i < n; (11)

furthermore, dividing f by a, we may assume f to be monic with v(a;) > 0
for 0 <4 < n. The condition (11) is needed to ensure that

V'(z) >0 (12)

for any extension v/ of v to L. Let I'y (resp. Q. ) denote the semigroup of
non-negative elements of I' (resp. Q).

Take an element h = 3 d; X* € KI[X].

1=0

Definition 7 The first Newton polygon of h with respect to v is the convex
hull Ay (h) of the set U ((v(d;),i) + (I & QL)) inI' & Q.
i=0

To an element 3; € I'y, we associate the following valuation 14 of K(X): for

a polynomial h = > d; X?, we put
i=0

vi(h) =min{v(d;) +ip | 0 <i<s}.

In what follows, for an element y € L, we will write informally v4(y) for
11 (y(X)), where y(X) is the unique representative of y in K[X]| of degree
strictly less than n. Similarly, for a polynomial h € K[X]| we will sometimes
write ©/(h) to mean v/(h mod (f)).

Consider an element 5, € I';.

Definition 8 We say that 5, determines a side of Ai(h) if the following



condition holds. Let
Si(h, p1) ={i €{0,....s} | iB1 +v(d;) =wi(h)}.
We require that #S1(h, £1) > 2.

Let 81 = vV/(z). Then for any h € K[X] we have v;(h) < v/'(h); furthermore,
v (f) <oo=7v(f).

Proposition 9 Take a polynomial h = S dX € K[X] such that
i=0

vi(h) < V' (h) (13)
(for example, we may take h = f). Then

Z in,d;in,zt = 0. (14)
i€S(h,B1)

PROOF. We have

> dia' =h(z) — > dia’,

i€S(h,B1) i€{0,....s \S(h, 1)

hence

1/( > dixi) > v1(h).

. P/
Then Y in,d;ingx* =0 in P,th C G by Proposition 5. O
i€S1 (h,B1) v1(h)

Corollary 10 Take a polynomial h € K[X]| such that v1(h) < V'(h). Then [,
determines a side of Aq(h).

PROOF. If S;(h, 81) consisted of a single element 7, we would have
in, d;in, z* # 0,

contradicting Proposition 9. O

Letting h = f, we see from (11) that 51 > 0 (geometrically, this corresponds to
the fact that the side of A;(f) determined by f; has strictly negative slope).

Notation. Let X be a new variable. Take a polynomial h as above. We denote

inlh = Z llll,dZXZ
iesl (h761)



The polynomial in;h is quasi-homogeneous in G, [X], where the weight as-
signed to X is ;. Let

t
inth =[] g/ (15)

j=1
be the factorization of injh into irreducible factors in G,[X]. Here v € G,
and the g; are monic polynomials in G,[X] (to be precise, we first factor

iny h over the field of fractions of G, and theﬁn observe that all the factors are
quasi-homogeneous and therefore lie in G, [X]).

Proposition 11 (1) The element in, x is integral over G,.

(2) The minimal polynomial of in,x over G, is one of the irreducible factors

g; of (15).

PROOF. Both (1) and (2) of the Proposition follow from the fact that in,.x
is a root of the polynomial in;h (Proposition 9). O

Now take h = f. Renumbering the factors in (15), if necessary, we may assume

that g; is the minimal polynomial of in,.x over GG,. Let ay = degy g1. Write
Qg . _ —

g1 = > b X", where b,, = 1. For each i, 0 < i < ay, choose a representative
=0 _

b; of b; in R, (that is, an element of R, such that in,b; = b;; in particular, we

take by, = 1). Put Qy = % bt
i=0

Definition 12 The elements Q1 and Q)2 are called, respectively, the first
and second key polynomials of V'.

Now, every element y of L can be written uniquely as a finite sum of the form

y= > by, Q7' Q5 (16)
0<m<a
71t Y202 <n
where b,,,, € K (this is proved by Euclidean division by the monic polynomial

()2). The expression (16) is called the second standard expansion of y.

Now, take an ordinal number [ > 2 which has an immediate predecessor;
denote this ordinal by [ + 1. If char K = 0, assume that [ € N. Assume,
inductively, that key polynomials Q;1, and positive integers a1 = {a;}i<
are already constructed, and that all but finitely many of the «; are equal to
1. We want to define the key polynomial @, ;.

10



We will use the following multi-index notation: v, ; = {¥;}i<;, where all but

finitely many ~; are equal to 0, Qllf =TI QF. Let 8 =/ (Q;).
i<l

Definition 13 An index i <[ is said to be l-essential if there exists a posi-
tive integer t such that either i +t =1 ori+1t <l and a;yy > 1; otherwise 1
15 called [-inessential.

In other words, ¢ is [-inessential if and only if i + w < [ and «;,; = 1 for all
teN.

Notation. For ¢ < [, let

i+=i+1 if 7 is [-essential (17)
=i+w otherwise. (18)

Definition 14 A multiindex v,,, is said to be standard with respect to

apyy if
0 <~ <ai fori<l, (19)
> vil[es <, (20)
i<l j<i

and if i is l-inessential then the set {j < i+ | j+ = i+ and~; # 0}

has cardinality at most one. An l-standard monomial in Q. (resp. an

[-standard monomial in in, Q1) is a product of the form c%HQllfl,

(resp. c%HmV,QZlfl) where ¢, € K (resp. cy, | € G,) and the multiindex
Y141 @8 standard with respect to oy .

Remark 15 In the case when i admits an immediate predecessor, the condi-
tion (19) amounts to saying that v;_1 < ay.

Definition 16 Anl-standard expansion not involving Q) is a finite sum
S of l-standard monomials, not involving @Q;, having the following property.
Write S =37 Sg, where 8 ranges over a certain finite subset of I'y and

B

Sp =D _dg (21)
J
is a sum of standard monomials dg; of value 3. We require that

S ingdg; # 0 (22)

for each B appearing in (21).

11



In the special case when [ € N, (22) holds automatically for any sum of I-
standard monomials not involving @, (this follows from Proposition 36 below
by induction on ).

Proposition 17 Let | be an ordinal and t a positive integer. Assume that
the key polynomials Q411 are defined and that oy = --- = ayyy = 1. Then
any (I + t)-standard expansion does not involve any Q; with | < i <l+t. In
particular, an l-standard expansion not involving (Q; is the same thing as an
(I + t)-standard expansion, not involving Q.

PROOF. (19) implies that for [ < i <[+ t, @); cannot appear in an (I + t)-
standard expansion with a positive exponent. O

We will frequently use this fact in the sequel without mentioning it explicitly.

Definition 18 For an element g € K[X], an expression of the form g =
> ch{, where each c;j is an l-standard expansion not involving Q;, will be
=0

called an l-standard expansion of g. For a non-zero element y € L, an
l-standard expansion of y is an l-standard expansion of the representative
y(X) of y in K[X]| of degree strictly less than n.

In what follows, we will be mostly interested in standard expansions of non-
zero elements of L and of the polynomial f(X).

Definition 19 Let Zénym,/le be an l-standard expansion, where ¢ € G,,.
vy

A lifting onEfyin,,/QzH to L is an [-standard expansion ZC»YQQ/H, where
Y Y

c~ 18 a representative of ¢~ in K.

Definition 20 Assume that char K = p > 0. An [-standard expansion

> ¢;Qf, where each c; is an l-standard expansion not involving @y, is said

j

to be weakly affine if c; = 0 whenever j > 0 and j is not of the form p° for

some e € N.

Assume, inductively, that for each ordinal ¢ < [, every element h of L and the
polynomial f(X) admit an i-standard expansion. Furthermore, assume that
for each 7 < [, the i-th key polynomial (); admits an i-standard expansion,
having the following additional properties.

If ¢+ has an immediate predecessor i — 1 in A (such is always the case in

12



characteristic 0), the i-th standard expansion of @); has the form
a;—1
1t Z Z Cﬂ7 Q z 1 (23)
-7:0 P)/z 1

where:
(1) each cjiy. Q 1 tis an (i — 1)-standard monomial, not involving ;1

(2) the quantity j3;_1 + > 7,0, is constant for all the monomials

q<i—1

Y- j
(Cji')/ilQi—1 1) i

appearing on the right hand side of (23)

(3) the equation

a;—1 .
in,/ Q7 + Z (Z in'/cﬂ')’ilinV’QZill) in,Q_, = (24)
Jj=0

Vi

is the minimal algebraic relation satisfied by in,/();_; over the subalgebra

GV [iIlV/Qi_l]* c G

Finally, if char K = p > 0 and i does not have an immediate predecessor in

A then there exist an - messentlal index ip and a strictly positive integer e;

such that ¢ = ip+ and Q; = Z cﬂong is a weakly affine monic ip-standard
]_

expansion of degree a; = p® in @);,, where each c¢;;, is an iyp-standard expansion

not involving Q;,. Moreover, there exists a positive element (3; € ' such that

Bi > B, for all ¢ < i, (25)
Bi>p“fi and (26)
P B; + V(Cigs) =p%p; for 0<j <e,. (27)

If i € N, we assume, inductively, that the i-standard expansion is unique. If
char K > 0, and h = Z dﬂQ is an i-standard expansion of h (where h is
=0

either f(X) or an element of L), we assume that the elements d;; € L are
uniquely determined by h (strictly speaking, this does not mean that the -
standard expansion is unique: for example, if ¢ is a limit ordinal, d;; admits
an 7p-standard expansion for each ig < ¢ such that ¢ = ig+, but there may be
countably many choices of 7y for which such an ig-standard expansion is an
ip-standard expansion, not involving ();_; in the sense of Definition 16).

13



Proposition 21 (1) The polynomial Q; is monic in z; we have

deg, Qi = H Q. (28)

J<i
(2) Let z be an i-standard expansion, not involving Q;. Then

deg, z < deg, Q;. (29)

PROOF. (28) and (29) are proved simultaneously by transfinite induction
on ¢, using (23) and (19) repeatedly to calculate and bound the degree in z
of any standard monomial (recall that by assumption all but finitely many of
the a; are equal to 1). O

The rest of this section is devoted to the definition of ();,1. In what follows,
we will sometimes not distinguish between the elements (); and their represen-
tatives in K[X] in order to simplify the notation. When we do wish to make
such a distinction, we will denote the representative of @Q; in K[X] by @Q;(X).

Write
ny )
f=>a;Q], (30)
i=0

where each a;; is a homogeneous [-standard expansion not involving ¢);, such

that l

degm Qi ‘l‘] H Qq < n,
q=1
with strict inequality for 7 < ny.

Take any element h € K[X] and let h = Z d; Qi be an [-standard expansion

of h, where each d; is an [-standard expansmn not involving @);.

Definition 22 The [-th Newton polygon of h with respect to v is the convex
hull Ay(h) of the set U ((v/(d;),i) + (I & Q1)) in ' & Q.
i=0

To an element 3, € I';, we associate a valuation v, of K(X) as follows. Given
an [-standard expansion h = Z d;Q} as above, put v;(h) = mln {zﬂl +1/(d;)}.

Note that even though in the (?ase of positive Characterlstlc the standard ex-
pansions of the elements d; are not, in general, unique, the elements d; € L
themselves are unique by Euclidean division, so v; is well defined. That v is, in
fact, a valuation, rather than a pseudo-valuation, follows from the definition
of standard expansion, particularly, from (22). We always have v;(h) < v/(h)
and y(f) < oo =1V'(f).
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Notation. Let (; be a new variable and let h be as above. We denote

Si(h, B1) :={j €{0,...,s} | B +v'(dj) = w(h)}. (31)
iyhi= Y ingd;Q); (32)
J€S1(h,B1)

The polynomial in;h is quasi-homogeneous in G [inV/Ql, Ql}, where the weight
assigned to Q; is f3;.

Take a polynomial h such that
v(h) < V'(h) (33)

(for example, we may take h = f).

. P’
Proposition 23 We have >,  iny (def) =01 P,Vﬁ C Gy
JESl(h,Bl) Vl(h)+

PROOF. This follows immediately from (33), the fact that

> dQl =h— > d;Q]

J€SI(h,B) J€Si(h,B\{0,...,s}

and Proposition 5. O

Let 3, be a non-negative element of I'.
Definition 24 We say that 5, determines a side of A;(h) if #S;(h, 5;) > 2.
Corollary 25 Let 5, =1/ (Q;). Then:

(1) B, determines a side of Ay(h).
(2)

Gi>aofB—1 if (I—1) exists (34)
By > p¥ otherwise. (35)

PROOF. (1) Suppose not. Then the sum 0 = Y in, (de{) consists of
jesl(hvﬁl)
only one term and hence cannot be 0. This contradicts Proposition 23; (1) is

proved.
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(2) follows immediately from (24) and (26). This completes the proof of Corol-
lary 25. O

Let .
ingh = v [] g, (36)
i=1

be the factorization of in;h into (monic) irreducible factors in G, [in,/ Q] [Ql}
(to be precise, we first factor in;h over the field of fractions of G, [in,,Q;] and
then observe that all the factors are quasi-homogeneous and therefore lie in

G, [in, Q] [Ql} )-

Corollary 26 The element in, Q) is integral over G,. Its minimal polynomial
over G, is one of the irreducible factors g; of (36).

Put h = f in (36). Renumbering the factors in (36), if necessary, we may
assume that gy, is the minimal polynomial of in,,@Q; over G, [in, Q). Let

Q1 = deng qg11- (37)
Write
gu=Q"+ Y (Z Cry1,5, 10 Q l) 1) (38)
J=0 Y
Define the (I + 1)-st key polynomial of / to be a lifting

al+1—1 .
Q=@ + (Z Cl+1,j'7lQ7l> Q] (39)
J=0 Y.

(38) to L. In the special case when ¢t = «a;4; = 1 in (36) and (37), some
additional (and rather intricate) conditions must be imposed on the lifting
(39). In fact, in this case we will define several consecutive key polynomials
at the same time. We will now explain what these additional conditions are,
after making one general remark:

Remark 27 Since gy is an irreducible polynomial in @Q; by definition, the
key polynomial Qi+1(X) is also irreducible (for a non-trivial factorization of
Q1+1(X) would give rise to a non-trivial factorization of gy;).

To define @);41 in the case t = ;7 = 1, we first introduce two numerical
characters of the situation which will play a crucial role in the rest of the
paper. Let 0;(h) = degg, inh.

Definition 28 The vertex (V’ (a(;l(h),l) ,5l(h)) of the Newton polygon A(h) is
called the pivotal vertex of A(h).
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Let

v(h) = min{l/ (d]Qf) ‘ d(h)<j< S} (40)
and

Sith) ={i € {am) +1,....s} | v (4;Q]) = vt (h) }.

Let (h) = max Sj(h) (if the set on the right hand side of (40) is empty, we
adopt the convention that ;" (h) = ¢(h) = o). The quantities §,(h) and ¢ (h)
are strictly positive by definition. It follows from definitions that ¢;,(h) > d;(h).
Below, we will see that that the pair (&;(h), ¢(h)) is non-increasing with [ (in
the lexicographical ordering), that the equality d;,1(h) = &;(h) imposes strong
restrictions on in;h and that decreasing (0;(f), €;,(h)) strictly ensures that the
algorithm stops after a finite number of steps.

Assume that t = a;y1 = 1in (36) and (37). Let 6 = 6;(f). We have v; = in, ag
and (36) rewrites as

in, f = inyag g, (41)

In what follows, we will consider [-standard expansions of the form
Q/:Ql—FZl—F"'—'—Zi, (42)

where each z; is a homogeneous [-standard expansion, not involving @);, such
that

B =1 (z) <V (zg) < - <V(z). (43)

Remark 29 Note that by (29), we have deg, z, < deg, Q; for all q.

Definition 30 Let Q' be as above. A standard expansion of [ with respect
to Q' is an expression of the form [ = Xl: a;-Q’j, where each a’; is an l-standard
5=0

expansion, not involving ;. The Newton polygon A(f, Q') of f with respect
to Q' is the convex hull in I'y & Q4 of the set Lj (V' (ah),i) + (T'y & Qq)).
i=0

Substituting Q" — z, — - - - — z; for @; in (30), writing
< i < ! I
Yag(Q —zm—-—z) =) dQ",
i=0 7=0

and using (43), we see that v/(aj) = v/(as) and that (V' (ag),d) is a vertex of
A(f, Q") (though it might not be the pivotal one).

Definition 31 The characteristic side of A(f, Q') is the side A(f, Q')
whose upper endpoint is (V' (ag),0).

Let 5(Q’) denote the element of I', which determines the side A(f,Q’).
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For I <j <i,put Q) = Qi+z+---+z1, let A(f, Q) be the corresponding
Newton polygon and A(f, Q}) the characteristic side of A(f, Q).

Let T denote the set of all the I-standard expansions of the form (42), where
each z; is a homogeneous [-standard expansion, not involving @);, such that

the inequalities (43) hold, v/(z;) < f(Q') and

. . ~ . 5

1nA(f’Q;_)f = in,aj (Q + an/Zj) (44)
whenever [ < j < 1.

We impose the following partial ordering on 7. Given an element Q' = Q; +
z1+- 42 € T with ¢ > [, we declare its immediate predecessor in T" to be the
element Q); + z; + - - - + z;_1. By definition, our partial ordering is the coarsest
one among those in which Q; + z; + - -+ 4+ z;_1 precedes Q; + z; + - - - + z; for
all the elements )" as above.

Take an element Q' :=Q;+ 2z, +---+ 2z, € T. Let A = A(f,Q").
Remark 32 Assume that
ing f = inyay(Q + iny2')°
for some l-standard expansion z', not involving Q;. Then
iny (Q') = —in,2'; (45)

in particular, V' (Q") = V'(Z'). In other words, V' (Q'), V' (Z') and the slope of
the side A’ are all equivalent sets of data. In the sequel, we prefer to talk about
V'(2') rather than v'(Q') for the following reason. In §9, rather than working
with a fized valuation V', we will use the same algorithm to construct all the
possible extensions v'. Therefore it will be important to describe the next step
in the algorithm using only the data known at this stage of the construction,
rather than the entire data of V' itself. Since we are assuming that the key
polynomials Q; and their values are already known, we may consider V' (2') as
being known as well.

Notation. In what follows, for an element b € L, b(X) will denote the repre-
sentative of b in K[X] of degree less than n.

Proposition 33 Consider an l-standard expansion w of the form w;+ w1+
- -+w;, where wy, ..., w; are homogeneous l-standard expansions and w; is an
l-standard expansions, not involving Q;, such that B, = V'(w;) < --- < V' (wy).
Fiz an element p € T'y,

B> B (46)
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Then w(X) can be written in the form

w(X) = w(X) + w1 (X) + - +0;(X) + 0 (X)(Qu(X) +w(X))) + ¥s(X),

(47)
where Vg 1s an l-standard expansion, w;, Wiy1, ..., W; are homogeneous -
standard expansions, not involving Q;, such that

B =v(w) < V(W) < ...<V(0;), (48)
v(Ys(X )) > 5 , and (49)
y(w' (X)) > (50)

PROOF. Let u = y(w;y1). By definitions, the Proposition is true for § =
1. Assume that the Proposition holds for a certain . We will show that it
holds for 3 replaced by 8 + i, and that will complete the proof. Consider an
expression (47) satisfying (48)-(50). Write ¢ in the form ¢z = gy, + ¥,
where (134 ,(X)) > B+ p and ¢ consists of monomials of value greater than
or equal to 8 but strictly less than 8 + u. By assumptions and Remark 29,
deg y wi(X) < degy Q;(X). Divide the polynomial ¥(X) by @Q;(X) + w;(X):

D(X) = q(X)(Qu(X) +wi (X)) +r(X),
where degy 7(X) < degy Q;(X). Then
D(X) = q(X)QuX) +w(X)) +7(X) + Ppu(X),

where v (QZBW) > (4 p1. Absorb the quotient ¢(X) into w!(X) and ¢4, into
wg_,_u. Let

H(X) = 0 (X) + - + 55(X) 61)
be the [-standard expansion of r(X). Since the remainder r(X) is of degree
strictly less than degy Q;(X), its standard expansion (51) does not involve
any monomials divisible by @;(X). We obtain the desired decomposition

w(X) = wi(X) + W1 (X) + -+ w;(X)+
+Hw(X) + ¢(X))(QuX) + w(X)) + Ypep(X).
Condition (46) implies that v (w'(X) + ¢(X)) > 0, as desired. O

Proposition 34 Consider two elements Q' .= Q; + 2] +---+ 2L, Q" == Q; +
24zl € T. Let A'(f) and A" (f) be the corresponding Newton polyhedra
and A’ (resp. A") the characteristic side of A'(f) (resp. A"(f)). Assume that

i f =ingas(Q + inyw')° and (52)
inan f = inyag (Q + inw”)’ (53)
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for some l-standard expansions w' and w”, not involving Q,. Furthermore,
assume that

V(@) < V(@)

Then there exists a third element
Q" =Qitd + A eT, Q"> Q)

having the following property. Let A" (f) denote the Newton polygon deter-
mined by Q" and A" the characteristic side of A" (f). Then A" = A" and

inArrrf = inArrf.

PROOF. Let w = Q" — Q' and fix an element 5 € T', 5 > /(Q"). Apply
Proposition 33 with @); replaced by ). The hypotheses of Proposition 33 are
satisfied because

) = /(@) <V (Q") =V (w”)
and in,w’ = —in,@Q’ by assumptions, hence inyw = —in,Q’ = inyw’, in
particular, in,»w does not involve in,/Q);. By Proposition 33 we can write

W=z + o+ zm +0Q + g (54)
such that
Vl(wT) > O> (55)
I/l(’gbﬁ) > I/,(Q”) (56)
and zy11, ..., zm are [-standard expansions, not involving ;. Put

Q’”:Ql"‘ZZ‘i‘""i‘Z;/+Zz"+1+"'+2i”’-
Then (54), (55) and (56) show that
V/(Q///) — V/(Q//)

and
iIl,,/ Q/// — il’lyrQH;

the Proposition follows immediately. O

To define ()11 in the special case when
t= Ayl = 1 (57)

in (36) and (37), first assume that char K = 0. Equations (41) and (57) imply

that as_1; # 0 and
as—1,1

5a5l'

gu = Qi +iny (58)
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ag;;l’l and write it in the form

Consider the [-standard expansion of

as—1,1

=5+t + a0+ o+ w, (59)
0 ag

where [; is an integer strictly greater than [, each z; is a homogeneous [-
standard expansion, not involving );, such that

Y (F) =) < V() <o < V) <0 () = () + B (60)

¢ is a sum of standard monomials of value greater than or equal to v;" (h) —
vi(h) + B, and w is divisible by @Q; + aga;;l’l (such an expression (59) exists by
Proposition 33). Let

s=max{i |l <i<ljand Q+ 2z + -+ 2z-1 €T} (61)
Forl <i<s, define Q; = Q;+ 2+ + zi_1.
Next, assume char K = p > 0. Two cases are possible:

Case 1. The set T contains a maximal element. Let 2 = 2;+2;,1+- - -+ 251 be
this maximal element, where each z; is a homogeneous [-standard expansion,
not involving @);, and s is an ordinal of the form s =1+ ¢, ¢ € N. Define

Qi=Qi+z+- 4z forl+1<i<s.
Case 2. The set T" does not contain a maximal element. Let
B =sup{r(Q) | Q €T}

(here we allow the possibility 3 = 00). In this case, Proposition 34 (together
with Remark 32) shows that there exists an infinite sequence zj, z;11,... of
homogeneous [-standard expansions, not involving ();, such that for each t € N
we have

QZ‘FZZ—F"'—'—Z[_HET (62)

and tli}m v(Qr+ 2z + - -+ z144) = f3; pick and fix one such sequence. Define

Qi =Qr+ 21+ 2141+ + 21041 for t € N.

Note that (62), (44) and Remark 32 imply that the sequence {v(Q;+z+- - -+
Zi4t) hen 18 strictly increasing.

For future reference, it will be convenient to distinguish two subcases of Case
2:

Case 2a. 3 = oo, that is, the sequence {4 }ien is unbounded in I'. In this
case, the definition of the key polynomials @); is complete. In §4, we will use
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differential operators to show that in this case d is necessarily of the form p°©
for some e € N.

Case 2b. The set {v(Q’') | @ € T} has a least upper bound 3 < oo (but no
maximum) in I'. In this case, we must continue the construction and define
Qi1w, Qriwyi1, ete. This will be accomplished in §7.

Remark 35 Note that the definition of Qi1 depends only on the key polyno-
mials Qi1 defined so far, their values B, and the resulting Newton polygons
Ai(f), 1 < 1. This will be important in §9 where we will use the Q; to construct
all the possible extensions v'.

Proposition 36 Let y be an element of L, represented by a polynomial in

1+1
K[X] of degree strictly less than deg, Q;+1 = 1] ;. Then vV'(y) = v(y).
i=0

PROOF. Let y = ZS: ¢;Q] be an l-standard expansion of y, where each ¢; is
j=0

an [-standard expansion not involving @);. Let
S = {j €{0,...,s} ’ v (CJQ{) = l/l(y)}.

Let ¢; := in,c;. Since the degree of in, Q); over G,[in, Q" is 41, we see,
using the assumption on deg, y, that > Ejin,,/Q{ # 0 in Gs. The result now
=0

follows from Proposition 5. O

Now, take any polynomial h € K[X]. The (I + 1)-st standard expansion

h =% ¢Ql 41 is constructed from the I-th one by Euclidean division by
j=0

the polynomial ;1. Condition v(c;) = v/(¢;) required in the definition of
standard expansion (cf. Definition 18 and (22)) follows immediately from the
above Proposition and Proposition 21 (2).

By induction on ¢, this defines key polynomials @Q;,; for ¢ € N. If for some
t € N we obtain (Q;.; = 0 in L, stop. In §8, we will show that Q;,, is a complete
set of key polynomials for /, and, in particular, that the data Q;1, and 3,
completely determines /.

If Q¢ # 0 for all t € N, we obtain an infinite sequence {Q;+;} of key polyno-
mials. If

char K =0 or (63)
tllglo Byt = 00, (64)
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stop (in fact, in the next section we will see that (63) implies (64) and also that
in this case § has the form p¢, e € N). In §8, we will show that the {Q,,} is a
complete set of key polynomials for /. If char K = p > 0 and tli)m Bt < 00,

the construction of the next key polynomial @;,,, will be described in §7.

In the next three sections, we analyze the case when infinitely many such
iterations give rise to an infinite sequence {Q;+;} of key polynomials.

4 Infinite sequences of key polynomials.

Keep the assumption rk v = 1. In this section, we analyze the case when
iterating the recursive construction of the previous section produces an infinite
sequence {Qqten. If char K = 0, we show that if the above algorithm
produces an infinite sequence of key polynomials then

1—00

In §8 we will show that (65) implies that the valuation ¢/ is completely deter-
mined by the resulting data {@Q;} and {f;}, that is, that the resulting set {Q;}
is, indeed, a complete set of key polynomials. The case when char K =p >0
and the values f3; are bounded above in I' is studied in detail in §7.

Take an ordinal ¢ such that @; and ;1 are defined. Take a polynomial h
such that v;(h) < v/(h) (for example, we may take h = f). Consider the i-th
Newton polygon of h. Let S;(h, ;) be as in (31). Recall the definition of §;(h):

Let h = % dj,Q{ denote the i-standard expansion of i, where each d;; is an [-
5=0

standard expansion, not involving @;. Recall the definition (40) of v;" (h). The
next Proposition shows that the pair (J;(h), €;(h)) is non-increasing with ¢ (in
the lexicographical ordering) and that the equality 6;11(h) = 0;(h) imposes
strong restrictions on in;h.

Proposition 37 (1) We have

@iy10i41(h) < 6i(h). (67)

(2) If 6:01(h) = 6:(h) then
eir1(h) < €(h), (68)
ingh = iy ds, (ny; (Qz + Z'le'Zi)(Si(h) ) (69)
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where z; is some i-standard expansion not involving QQ;, and in; 1h contains

a monomial of the form inyld(si(h)iQ%?); in particular,

My ds,(nyi = M s, (n),i+1 (70)
(3) If
(0;(R), €i(h)) = (0i41(h), €41(h)) (71)
then
inu’dsi(h)i = inl//dEi(h)J"f‘l‘ (72)

PROOF. We start with three Lemmas. First, consider the (i 4+ 1)-standard
expansion of h:

h = Z dj,i-l—ng-‘rlv (73)
Jj=0
where the d; ;4 are (i + 1)-standard expansions, not involving ;4.

Lemma 38 (1) We have

vi(h) = o%igs Vi (dj,i-i-ng-i-l) = Ogigs{’/(dj,iﬂ) + joi1Bi}-
(2) Let
Siinn={i€f{0,....s} ‘ vi (d1Ql) = vi(h) }

and jo = max Sji1. Then 6;(h) = air1jo + degg, djgiv1-

PROOF. (1) Provisionally, let

p= Oféljigs Vi (dj,z'—i-ng—i—l) = O%igs{l/(dj,iﬂ) + jair1Bit,
Sz{,i-i-l = {] € {O> RS S} ‘ Vi (dj,z'—i-ng_H) = ,u} )

J'=max Sj,., and &' = ;15" +degg, djr 1. We want to show that p = v;(h),

51{71'-]—1 = Si,i-i—la j' = jo and 5i(h) =4

Leth= >  dj;11Q.. Then v;(h—h) > pu by definition, so to prove that
jeS (iit+1) B
v;(h) = p it is sufficient to prove that v;(h) = p.

Now, deg, h = deg, dy ;1+1Q? by definition of & and Proposition 21 (2). Hence
the i-standard expansion of h contains the monomial d5,,i+1Q‘;‘i+15/ and all
the other monomials have degree in z strictly smaller than deg, d517i+1Qf‘”15/.
Thus v; (ﬁ) <y (d5/7,~+1Q?i“6/) =, so v;(h) < p. The opposite inequality is
trivial and (1) is proved. (2) follows immediately from this. O
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Lemma 39 Consider two terms of the form deH and d’Qﬂrl (where 7,7 € N
and d and d' are i-standard expansions not involving @Q;). Assume that

Vi (ngﬂ) <y (d/ 3;1) (74)

and _ _
v (dQly) = v (dQL,) . (75)
Then j > j'. If at least one of the inequalities (74),(75) is strict then j > j'.

PROOF. Subtract (74) from (75) and use the definition of v; and the facts
that 1;(Qi1) = f; and ;416 < fiva. O

In the notation of Lemma 38, let 6;,1(h) = min S; ;1.

Definition 40 The vertex (v(do,,,(1),i+1), Yi+1(h)) is called the characteris-
tic vertex of A;1(h). By convention, 61(f) = n, so the characteristic vertex
of A1(f) is also defined.

The notion of characteristic vertex will be needed in §9 when we discuss the
totality of the extensions v’ of v and the formula 3° f;e;d; = n. It is important

J
that the characteristic vertex of A;y1(f) is determined by Q;i» and B, ;: it
does not depend on (1.

Let
t
inih = il’l,/d(;i H g’yJZ (76)

7t
J=1

be the factorization of in;h into (monic) irreducible factors in G, [in,/ Q] {Ql} :
where ¢gy; is the minimal polynomial of in,,Q; over G, [in,, Q,].

Lemma 41 We have

Mi = i () (77)
(in particular, d.,, ;+1 # 0) and
t ..
inydo,,,(ny,i+1 = i ds; [ g7 (inw Q). (78)
j=2

PROOF. Write

h = Z dq7i+1Q7,q+l+ Z dq,i+1Qg+1-

qE€S; i+1 q€{0,...,ni41}\Si i1



By Lemma 38,
inih = Z inidq,iﬂini@gﬂ. (79)

qE€Si it1

By definition of 6;,1(h), iniQ?_ff(h) is the highest power of in;Q;,; dividing
> ingdg41in; QY. Also by definition, we have

q€S;it1
in;Qiy1 = gui- (80)
Now (77) follows from (79). Also from (79), we see that in,dy,, ()11 is ob-
tained by substituting in,/Q; in in;h, and (78) follows. O
Now, apply Lemma 39 to the monomials dy,, ZHQfo(h and
S ( Z+1Qlff ") We have
V/ ( Z+1 Z+1Qz_l|-+11(h ) < V (d91+1(h Z+1Qz+1 ) (81)
by definition of 9;,1 and
v; (d91+1 z+1Qz-l|-+11(h ) = Vi(h) <y (d5i+1(h),i+1Qf—ii-+11(h)) (82>

by Lemma 38, so the hypotheses of Lemma 39 are satisfied. By Lemma 39,
Oir1(h) = 0111 (h). (83)
Since

iy171 = qip10ip1(h) < degg, ingh = 6;(h) (84)
by (76), (1) of the Proposition follows.

(2) Assume that d;41(h) = d;(h). Then the above two monomials coincide and

a1 = 1. (85)

Furthermore, we have equality in (84), so in;h = in,,/d(;i(h)igf;?(h). Combined
with (85), this proves (2) of the Proposition.

Finally, (68) (assuming (67)) is proved by exactly the same reasoning as (67).
(72) (assuming (71)) is proved by the same reasoning as (70). This completes
the proof of the Proposition. O

Remark 42 One way of interpreting Lemma 39, together with the inequal-
ities (81), (82) and (83) s to say that the characteristic —wvertex
(V' (do,,y(h),i+1)s Ois1 () of Aiya(h) always lies above its — pivotal vertex
(V' (ds,,, (h),i+1) Oi+1(h)). This fact will be important in §9.
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For the rest of this section, assume that Q;,; is defined for a certain ordinal
number [ and that N iterations of the algorithm of the previous section produce
an infinite sequence {Q;1¢}ien.

Take an ordinal ¢ of the form [ + ¢, ¢t € N.
Corollary 43 (of Proposition 37) We have ayy; =1 for i > 0.

This fact can also be easily seen without using Proposition 37. Indeed, equa-
tions (28), (32) and (36) show that

H a; <n
J<i
for all 7. The Corollary follows immediately. O

Choose the ordinal [ above so that oy, = 1 for all (strictly) positive integers
t. By definition, for t € N, we have

Q41 = Quyt + 2144, (86)

where z;,; is a homogeneous [-standard expansion of value [;;, not involving
@, (cf. Proposition 17). By Proposition 21 (2), we have

deg, 24+ < deg, Q4. (87)

Finally,
in,,/Ql+t = _inu’zl—i-t (88)
by (45).

As before, let h = f: ding be an i-standard expansion of h for ¢ > [, where
/=0
each dj; is an [-standard expansion, not involving ();. Note that since o4+ = 1

for t € N, we have deg, Q; = ﬁ aj = ]‘i a; = deg, ; and so
j=2 j=2

deg, h deg, h ]
S = = = 5. &9
ldegx Qi] ldegm o)~ (89)

By Proposition 37 (1), d;(h) is constant for all i > [. Let § = 0;(h) for i > I.
Write § = pu, where if p > 1 then p fu. Then, according to Proposition 37
(2) and using the notation of (32), we see that for i > [

0 — pe S Sz(h, ﬁz) (90)

(in particular, ds_,e; # 0) and that

1
in;z; = (7mid6_pe’i> ! (91)

u ini d(;i
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In what follows, the ordinal ¢ will run over the sequence {l + t}en.

Next, we prove a comparison result which expresses the coefficients dj; in terms
of dj; for 6 —p® < j <6, modulo terms of sufficiently high value.

Proposition 44 Assume that
di+1(h) = d(h) = 6. (92)

Take an integer v € {§ —p°, 6 —p°+1,...,0}. We have

6—v i )
di = 3 (=1) (") dugjalzi+ -+ 20)]
=0 (93)
/
mOd B, (o) minguf (b)-a(h),:-60)
In particular, letting v =39 — p® and v =0 in (93) we obtain
p° s e s )
dspei = S (17 (") dspesjalzi+ -+ 2i0)
j=0 (94)
!/
mod Py,(dé,pe,l)min{uf(h)_ul(h),ﬁi—ﬁl}'
and
— /
dsi = do - mod Py g (1)- ) 8- 1) (95)

respectively. If p© =1 (in particular, whenever char K =0), (94) reduces to

51 = ds13 =0 da(z + -+ 21)  mod PL'<d571,1>+mm{ul+(h>—w(hm—m}'

(96)

PROOF. By definitions, we have Q); = Q; + z; + - - - + z;_1. First, we will
compare the [-standard expansion of A with the i-standard one. To this end,

we substitute QQ; = Q; — z; — - - - — z;_1 into the [-standard expansion of h. We
obtain . .

h = Z djl(Qi . Zi—l)j = Z din?- (97)

j=0 j=0
We want to derive information about in;h from (97). First note that for each
q .
qe{0,...,5,— 1} we have deg, > dj(Q;—2z — - —2i—1) < (¢+1)deg, Q;.
5=0

Hence dg41,; is completely determined by dg1, dg42., - . ., ds;i. Next, for 6—v <
J<s;—vand!l <s<i—1, note that

V (dusjizl) = 3B+ V (doisn) > v (h) — 0B, (98)

so for § — v < j < s — v the terms d,y;;Q; ™ in (97) contribute nothing to

/
dy; - mod P(Vz(h)—vﬁl)+min{’/z+(h)_’/l(h)’ﬁi_ﬁl}‘
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Now, the coefficients d,; in (97) are obtained from Z di(Qi—2z— -+ —2i_1)

by opening the parentheses and then applying Euchdean division by @);; such
a Euclidean division may change the coefficients d,; by adding terms of value

at least 1/(Q;) — v(Q;) = Bi — a8, = Bi — 5. Finally, using (69) (which
holds thanks to the hypothesis (92)) we observe that for v and j as in (93) we
have v/ (dy451) > V' (dst) + (0 —v —7) B = vi(h) — (v+ j) 5. This completes the
proof of (93).

(94) and (95) follow from (93), after observing that
v(h) =v'(ds) + 061 = v/ (ds—pe ) + (0 — p) By

by (69). (96) obtained from (94) by substituting p¢ = 1. The Proposition is
proved. O

Now let f = h and let f = % ainf be the i-standard expansion of f. We
5=0

have n; = n; (this is a special case of (89)).

Proposition 45 Assume that the sequence {Q;} is infinite. There are two
mutually exclusive possibilities: either

fim i = oo )
or char K = p > 0 and there exists to € N such that, letting 19 = | + to, we
have

im B < By + = () = va (1) (100)

7

(recall that we are assuming rk v =1).

PROOF. We start with a few lemmas.

Lemma 46 Assume that either char K =0 and s < ly in (61) or the set T
contains a mazximal element Qs = Q; + z,+ -+ + zs_1. Then 0s.1(f) < d. In
particular, this case can occur at most finitely many times.

PROOF. We give a proof by contradiction. Suppose ds11(f) = 6. By Propo-
sition 37 (2),

ingf = inas(Qs + in,w)°, (101)
for some [-standard expansion w, not involving ();. This shows that (), is not

maximal in 7": the element ), + w is greater than (). It remains to consider
the case char K =0 and s < [;. In this case, (59), (95) and (96) imply that
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inyass =1in, as and (102)
iy as-1s =iy (as-11 — das (21 + -+ + z5-1)) = iny(das2s). (103)

Combining this with (101), we see that in,-w = in, zs. Then Qsy1 € T, which
contradicts the maximality of s in (61) (since s + 1 belongs to the set on the
right hand side of (61)). This completes the proof of the Lemma. O

If char K = 0 and s = [; then, by definition, 8, = 8, > B+v;" (f)—wi(f). Take
q > [ such that ¢; = ¢ for all i > ¢. Thus Lemma 46 implies that if char K = 0
and ip > ¢ then there exists ¢ > iy with 8; > 8;, + V;g(f) — v, (f). Thus to
complete the proof of the Proposition, it remains to show (99) assuming that
there is no iy satisfying (100).

To do that, we will define a sequence of integers [y, [1, . . . recursively as follows.
Let Iy = [, where we choose [ sufficiently large so that d;(f) and €;(f) stabilize
for all i > [. Let § = §;(f) and € = ¢;(f). By assumption, there exists [
of the form [ +¢, t € N, such that 5, > 5, + I%(l/l—i_(f) —y(f)). We iterate
this procedure. In other words, assume that the ordinal [, is already defined.
Choose l,41 of the form [ + ¢, ¢ € N, such that

B = B+ - (1) = 1,(9)- (104)

Lemma 47 We have

viy (f) = v () Z " (f) = m(f). (105)

PROOF. By Proposition 37, v/'(as,) = v/(as,) and v/ (aq,) = v/ (aq,). Hence

Vl—ll—(f) - Vll(f) = I/(aell> - V,(a511> - (E - 5)Bl1 >
> V(ag) — V(ag) — (e = 0) B > v (f) — ulf),

and the Lemma is proved. O

We are now in the position to finish the proof of Proposition 45. Lemma 47
shows that I/f;(f) —1y,;(f) is an increasing function of j, so, by (104), 8,,, — 3,

J
is bounded below by an increasing function of j. This proves that qli—>1’go By = 00,

as desired. O

Two things remain to be accomplished in our study of infinite sequences
{Qi11}1en of key polynomials. First, we must show that if tli)m Biye = 0o and
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d = 0;4(f) for t sufficiently large then 0 is of the form § = p© for some e € N.
Secondly, we must investigate the case when the sequence ;. is bounded and
define the next key polynomial @);y,. Our main technique for dealing with
the first of these problems will be differential operators. As for the second
problem, we will use Proposition 44 (particularly, equation (94)). There we
will not use differential operators as such, however, we will apply to f what
could intuitively be termed “differentiation of order p¢ with respect to @Q;”.
We now make a digression devoted to differential operators and their effect on
key polynomials.

5 Key polynomials and differential operators

As we saw in the previous section, the most difficult situation to handle is one
in which ¢ = a;41 = 1 in (36) and (37): it is the only one which can give rise
to infinite sequences of key polynomials. Then in;h has the form

in;h = in,ds; (Q + iny2)° = iniQfH. (106)

This section is devoted to proving some basic results about the effect of dif-
ferential operators on key polynomials, needed to study equations h of the
above form. Here and below, for a non-negative integer b, 0, will denote the
differential operator éaa—;. We are interested in proving lower bounds on the
quantity v/(J,»h) and also in giving sufficient conditions under which d,uh is

not identically zero.
Fix an ordinal [ and a natural number ¢ such that
di+1(h) = dipa(h) = - -+ = G114 (h)
By Proposition 37, this implies that
Qg =-=ap =1 (107)

and that h satisfies (106) for [ +1 < i < [+t. Let § = 0;41(h). Write 0 = p°u,
where if char K > 0 then p fu. If char K =0, let e = 0.

Take an ordinal ¢ having an immediate predecessor and such that the key
polynomials Q.1 are defined. If char K > 0, let

e; = min {e’ Dy Qi # 0} : (108)
If char K =0, let e; = 0. Let

b=re+e;. (109)
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In the next section we will use our results on differential operators to prove that
if hm Bt = oo then 9§ is of the form § = p€, that is, v > 1. This will be proved

by contradlctlon: we will assume that v > 1 and show that lenlr\lw (Op f) = 00
€

but d, f # 0.

Let Q, J:f ' be an i-standard monomial. One of our main tasks in this section is

i+1 i+1

to study the quantity v/ <8 bQZ i ) Since an exact formula for v/ ( QZ 11 )
seems too complicated to compute, we are only able to give an approximate
lower bound, except under the additional assumption that 3; > f; (a precise
form of this inequality is (111) below).

Let b be any non-negative integer such that b > e;.

Proposition 48 (1) We have

v (Q) = v (0pQY ) < max {4 (5= 14 (0Q) PR} (110)

(2) Assume that
P (B — i (Opei Qs)) > 8. (111)
Then equality holds in (110) if and only if

(pl) # 0. (112)

In particular, O bQH_ZiH Z 0.

(8) Assume that both (111) and (112) hold. Then

1+1 8
an bQZ-iffl — Qz—l—l ( 122520

Q7

PROOF. Direct calculation, using induction on z' and the fact that, by (107)

and Proposition 17, the i-standard monomial Q; Jrlf ' does not involve any of

Qis1s -, Qi O

Remark 49 The following is a well known characterization of the inequation
(112). Let v; = ko + pk1 + - - + plk,, with ko,...,k, € {0,1,...,p — 1},
denote the p-adic expansion of ;. Then (112) holds if and only if ky—., > 0.
In particular, (112) holds whenever v; is of the form ~; = p*~%u, with p [ u.
This is the only situation in which Proposition 48 will be applied in this paper.
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Corollary 50 Let h be any element of K[X], not necessarily satisfying (106).
(1) We have

v; (0pbh) > v;(h) — max {pb_ei (ﬁ, — v (0pb76i Q,)) ,pbﬁl} . (113)

(2) Write in;h = Y in; (din{). Let Sy, = {j € S; (pbz'ei) + O}. Assume
JES;

that the inequality (111) holds and that Sy; # 0. Then equality holds in (113)

and indph = 3 in (d Q" (0, Q)" ). In particular, dyh # 0.

JESp;

Corollary 51 Assume that h satisfies (106). Let b be as in (109). Then
Opph # 0.

PROOF. This is a special case of Corollary 50. O

Corollary 52 Assume that h and b satisfy the hypotheses of Corollary 50 (or,
more specifically, those of Corollary 51). Then

h¢ K[X7]. (114)

6 Sequences of key polynomials whose values tend to infinity

Let the notation be as above. Let [ be an ordinal and assume that the above
construction of key polynomials gives rise to a sequence {Q;1¢}ien of key poly-
nomials such that

tlgglo Biyt = 00. (115)

Let § = 0,44(f) for ¢ sufficiently large. The purpose of this section is to prove

Theorem 53 The integer § is of the form 6 = p°® for some e € N.

PROOF. We give a proof by contradiction. Suppose that (115) holds but &
is of the form 6 = p°u with w > 1. Let b be as in (109) and let g = O, f.
The quantity p®3; is independent of ¢, hence, by (115), the inequality (111)
holds for ¢ sufficiently large. By Proposition 37 (2), in;;f has the form (106)
for ©+ = [ +t, as t runs over N. Hence h = f satisfies the hypotheses of
Corollary 51. By Corollary 51, g # 0. Moreover, by Corollary 50 (1), we have
V'(g) > vii(g) = 0B — p° Bt = p(u — 1) B4y Since u > 1, this shows that
V'(g) = oo, which contradicts the fact that g is given by a polynomial in z of
degree strictly less than n. O

The following Proposition will come in useful in the remaining sections.
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Proposition 54 Take an element h of L and an ordinal i such that the key
polynomials Qi1 are defined. Assume that

V'(h) < B; (116)

and that h admits an i-standard expansion
h=> (117)
=0

such that V'(c;) > 0 for all j. Then v'(h) = v;(h).

PROOF. By definition of standard expansion, each ¢; in (117) is an
i-standard expansion not involving ;. Then ¢; is a sum of monomials in
Q;, which does not vanish in G,/ (22), hence all the monomials appearing in
¢; have value at least v/(¢;). By (116),

V (¢Q) = v (¢;Q) >V (h) for j >0 (118)
(c/@) = v (es)

(117) and (118) imply that v/(h) = v/(cp). Thus h is a sum of monomials in
Q; of value at least v/(h), as desired. O

7 Sequences of key polynomials with bounded values in fields of
positive characteristic

In this section, we assume that char K = p > 0. Let [ be an ordinal number
and assume that the key polynomials Q;U{ Q1 }+en are already defined. More-
over, assume that we are in Case 2b of §3 (in particular, the sequence {51 }ten
has a upper bound 3 but no maximum in I'; this is the only case which re-
mains to be treated to complete the definition of the @);). By Proposition 43,
there exists ¢ € N such that

appy =1 and 644 = G4y, for all ¢ > t. (119)

Replacing [ by | + s for a suitable positive integer s, we may assume that
e = 1 for all strictly positive t. In what follows, the index ¢ will run over
the set {l + t}ien. As usual, let § denote the common value of all the d;(f).

Proposition 55 Assume we are in Case 2b. There exist i € {l + then, a
strictly positive integer ey < e and a weakly affine i-standard expansion Qpy.,,
monic of degree p® in @QQ;, such that
_ 1
p < ]EV (Ql+w) . (120)
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Of course, the inequality (120) is equivalent to saying that

v (Qraw) > v (Qr+ 21+ -+ -+ z144) (121)

for all t € N.

PROOF. The idea is to start with the inequality v/(f) > v.(f) for all
t € N and to gradually construct polynomials g of the smallest possible degree
satisfying

V'(g) > vilg) (122)
until we arrive at g = Q) satisfying the conclusion of the Proposition.

First, let a* be an [-standard expansion, not involving ();, such that
inyz(a*a(gl) =1 (123)

and let a*(X) be the representative of a* in K[X] of degree less than n. Note
that

ingag = ingag  for all i > 1 (124)
by Proposition 37 (2).

Let f = a*(X)f. By Proposition 37 (2), for all i > [ we have
inif =in; f = inyas(Q; + in,,fzi)‘;,
hence in view of (124) we have in, f = (Q; + in,sz)°. In particular,
V(f) > v(f) foralli. (125)
Let f = % ain{ be the i-standard expansion of f . We have in,as5; = 1 for
5=0
all 7.

As mnoted in the previous section, since a; = 1 for all i, all the i-standard
expansions of f have the same degree n; in Q;.

By Lemma 47 the quantity v ( f) = vi(f) is increasing with i. Taking into
account the fact that § = lim ;, we have, for i sufficiently large,
71— 00

V (@s) + 08 — vilf) = 68 = B:) < v (F) — wilf). (126)
By choosing [ sufficiently large, we may assume that (126) holds for ¢ > .
Next, write ag = 1+ a with /(@) > 0. Let f = (1 — a'(X))f and let

f = c:z #1Q] be the l-standard expansion of f By (126) terms of the form

1 M@n
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(1—af(X))a, with j > & contribute terms of negligibly high value to as. Terms
(1—a'(X))aj with j < & contribute terms of value at least v/(al)+ (85— B-1)
to ag. Thus /(at) > v/(a') + min{v/(a!), B — aifi_1}, so multiplying f by
(1—a'(X)) increases v/ (a') by a fixed amount. Iterating this procedure finitely
many times, we may assume that v/(at) > 83 > v;(f) for all 4. Then replacing
ag by 1 does not affect the inequality (125), hence we may assume that a5 = 1.

Let 5
f=>ayQ].
=0
(126) implies that for all 7, § < j < 7y,
v (a2Q)) > v (f) > 6B > 38 = vl f).

Hence inl-f = in, f; in particular, v (f) > v (f) for all 7.

_ _ 5 :
The polynomial f is monic of degree 0; the expression f = > a;Q7 is the
5=0

i-standard expansion of f. None of the subsequent transformations Q; = @Q; +
z1+ - -+ z;_1 affect the coefficient ag = 1, so as; = 1 for all 7.

p° . - .
Write § = p°u, as in the previous section. Let ¢ = > (5_”]. +’)d5_pe+jQ{
§=0
(rougllly speaking, the reader should think of the process of constructing g
from f as applying a differential operator of order § — p® with respect to Q;,).

By construction,
in; f = (Q; + inyrz)° for i > I. (127)

On the other hand, let w;_y = 2+ -+ z;_1. Then
f=>a;(Qi —wiy). (128)
3=0

The terms in (128) with j < § — p® give rise to polynomials of degree strictly
less than (0 — p°) deg, @;. Thus (128) can be rewritten as

F=>" s pera(@Qi — wimg) P + ¢ (129)
=0
I o 0=+ ). i i
=QI 3 (-) ( 5t j)a(s-peﬂ,lwi_f@z i (130)
j=0v=j
_epe—lpe ' 5_ e+v R i .
= QI+ QI X Y1) (5_§e+ j)w l+v (18]
Jj=0 v=j
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where deg, ¢, deg, ¥ < (6 — p¢) deg, @;. On the other hand, we have

e

:i (6 _p.e +j> 5 pe1,1Q] (132)
:i) (5 p o 5—pe-40(Qi — wim1)! (133)
=
Zii (5 r +U> <]>&6 —T o] (134)
i=0v=j
:que+P€—1§:(_1) <5 ]Z}+U> (j)a(; _pe +vzw,_1j d, (135)
=0 v=j

_ e € e .
Now, (6 P +v) (;}) _ (6 P +y) (6 ;;-H) whenever j < v; moreover,

):1 if0<j<p (136)
=u if j = p°. (137)

Thus the double sums in (131) and (135) are identical; note also that ev-
erything in these double sums has degree strictly less than p®deg, ;. Thus
rewriting the double sum as an i-standard expansion and comparing (135)
with (127) shows that in;g = que + uin,,/zfe = u(Q; +in, z)P"; in particular,
g satisfies (122). Dividing g by the non-zero integer u does not change the
problem, so we may assume that ¢ is a monic polynomial in ); of degree p°.
Write

p° _
9= Q. (138)
j=0
Choose 15 > [ sufficiently large so that
Biy — 11 > p°(B — Biy)- (139)

Remark 56 Assume that there exist i > ig and j, 1 < j < p° such that

V' (cji) +JB > 2p°B — p°Bi. Then for any i’ > i we have ing (g — ¢;;Q}) = inyg;

in particular, vy (g — c¢;;Q7) < V'(g — ¢;iQj). Thus we are free to replace g by

g — Cinf-

Assume that there exist j € {1,...,p® — 1} and i; > ¢ such that ¢;;, # 0 and
peB < V(Cjil) —|—j6 < (pe + 1)ﬁ21 — Oélﬁl_l. (140)

Take the greatest such j.
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Lemma 57 (1) We have V'(c;;) + 38 > p°B for all i > i;.
(2) The element in,cj; is constant for all i > 1.

(8) There exists iy > iy such that for all i > iy we have

Vi (g - Cjizng) <V (g - Cjingz) :

PROOF. (2) follows the maximality of j and the inequalities (139) and (140):
in,c;;, cannot affected by any subsequent coordinate changes of the form
Qi = Qi + 2z, + -+ zi—1. (1) follows immediately from (2).

By (1) and (2), taking iy sufficiently large, we can ensure that
v (Cjnggg) > p°p.
Since p°3 > p°B; = vi(g), we have
Vi (9 - Cjingz) = v;(g) < min {V/(g)> v (Cjingg)} <V (9 - Cjnggg)

for all i € i5+N, and (3) is proved. This completes the proof of Lemma 57. O

If there exists j € {1,...,p° — 1} satisfying the hypotheses of Lemma 57,
replace g by g — cjifoQ; Lemma 57 (3) says that strict inequality (122) is
satisfied with ¢ replaced by g — ciszfz. This procedure strictly decreases the
integer j appearing in Lemma 57. Hence after finitely many repetitions of this
procedure we obtain a polynomial g such that there do not exist j and i,
satisfying (140). By the second inequality in (140), the non-existence of such
j and 41 is preserved as we pass from ¢ to i + 1; hence, after finitely many
steps we may assume that no j and i; satisfying (140) exist. We will make
this assumption from now on.

Remark 58 Now, by the same reasoning as in Lemma 57, the sets

S = { jed{l,...,p°}

¢ji # 0 and v(ezi) = (p° — j)B |
and {in,c;i| j € S} are independent of i for i > iy.

Lemma 59 Consider an index j € {1,...,p° — 1} and an ordinal i > iy of the
formi=io+t, t €N, as above. Assume that c;; # 0. We have

V(cji) + 3B = p°B (141)

and j is a power of p whenever equality holds in (141).
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PROOF. We give a proof by contradiction. Assume that for a certain 7; > 7
there exists j € {1,...,p® — 1} such that ¢;;, # 0, and either

v(cji) < (0° —7)P (142)

or j is not a p-power (or both). Let j(g) denote the greatest such j. Let
J = j(g). Then the element in, c;;, is not affected by the subsequent coordinate
changes Q;, = Q; — 2z, — -+ — zi_1, S0 inycj; = inycj;, for all ¢ > ;.

First assume that (142) holds. (142) can be rewritten as v(c;;) 4+ jB8 < p°f.
Now, taking ¢ sufficiently large, the difference 8 — 3; can be made arbitrarily
small, so v(c;;) + jB; < p°f;. This inequality shows that

() < v (@),
so in;g does not contain the monomial @Y e, which is a contradiction.

From now on assume that
V(cyi) + 3B =pB for all ¢ > 4. (143)

Then, by definition of j, j is not a p-power. Write j = p®u/ and Q41 =
Qi+ 7. Then the (i+1)-standard expansion of g contains a monomial of value

v (cﬂz{"’e "1 ). We have
v <Cjizg_pe ) +pB =V (c;i) + (j - Pe/) Bi+ 0B <V (csi) + 38 = p°PB.
Thus the appearance of a monomial of value v/ (cjizg Ed f_il) in the standard

expansion of g contradicts (143) with ¢ replaced by 7 + 1. This completes the
proof of Lemma 59. O

If Qi+, = g satisfies the conclusion of Proposition 55 there is nothing more
to prove. Otherwise, by Lemma 59 and since no j and i; satisfy (140), there
exist j € {1,...,p* — 1} and i; > ig such that for all i > i; we have

v(ci) + 38> (0°+1)B; — aifir = (0° + 1) i, — cuBir > p°B. (144)
Let A denote the set of all such j. Replace g by g— > cjingl. Remark 56 says
jEA

that strict inequality (122) is satisfied for this new g¢. In this way, we obtain
a polynomial g such that @), = ¢ satisfies the conclusion of Proposition 55.
This completes the proof of Proposition 55. O

Remark 60 We are not claiming that the property that g is a weakly affine
expansion in Q;, 1s preserved when we pass from iy to some other ordinal
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1 > i1. However, the above results show that for any i > iy of the form i = [+t,
t €N, g is a sum of a weakly affine expansion in Q; all of whose monomials
¢;iQ} lie on the critical line v'(c;;) = (p°—j) B and another standard expansion
of degree strictly less than p°® in Q;, all of whose monomials have value greater
than or equal to (p° + 1)B;, — auBi—1 > p°B.

We define ;.. to be a weakly affine standard expansion satisfying the con-
clusion of Proposition 55, which minimizes the integer e (so that a;y, = p®).
This completes the definition of the Q);.

Let 0,1, (f) = ﬁ. It is easy to see, by the same argument as in Lemma 38,
that the Newton polygon A;1,(f) contains a vertex (v/(ag,, (s)), 14w (f)), and
that this vertex lies above the pivotal vertex (v'(as,,(s)), di+w(f)). The vertex
(V' (ag,,,(f)); Or+w(f)) will be called the characteristic vertex of Ay, (f).
The notion of characteristic vertex will be used in §9 when we study the
totality of extensions of v to L. It is important that the characteristic vertex

is determined by Q;iw4+1 and B, ; it does not depend on F4,.

Remark 61 By construction, we have oy, = p®® > p. Then the fact that
deg, Q1+w < n and Proposition 21 show that the situation considered in this
section can arise at most [log,n] times, so the set Q := {Q;} thus defined has
order type of at most [log, njw +t, where t € N.

8 Proof that {Q;} is a complete set of key polynomials

This section is devoted to proving

Theorem 62 The well ordered set Q := {Q;} defined in the previous sections
1s a complete set of key polynomials. In other words, for any element § € I'y
the corresponding v'-ideal Py is generated by all the monomials in the Q; of
value 8 or higher. In particular, we have G, = G, [in, Q]*.

Corollary 63 The valuation ' is completely determined by the data Q, {5;}.

PROOF. Let X be the ordinal number which represents the order type of the
set Q, so that Q = Q). Let [ denote the smallest ordinal such that 0 <[ < A
and «; = 1 whenever | < i < A (note, in particular, that if A admits an
immediate predecessor and ay_1; > 1 then [ = X\ — 1; at the other end of the
spectrum is the possibility that a; = 1 for all i < A and [ = 0). To prove the
Theorem, it is sufficient to show that for every positive § € I' and every h € L
such that v/(h) = 8, h belongs to the ideal generated by all the monomials
Q" such that v/ (CQ7) > 3.
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Take any element h € L. Without loss of generality, we may assume that,

writing h = 3 d;a’, we have v(d;) > 0 for all j (otherwise, multiply h by a
5=0

suitable element of K).

Claim 64 There exists i < X of the form i =1+1t, t € N, such that

Bi > V(). (145)

PROOF. There are two possibilities: either A has an immediate predecessor
or it does not. By construction, for any ¢ such that [ < ¢ < A we have i = [+t
for some ¢ € N. The ordinal A admits an immediate predecessor if and only
if A\ =1+t for some t € N and does not admit an immediate predecessor if
and only if A > [ +¢ for all ¢ € N. If A\ has an immediate predecessor then
Qa1 = f(z) =0,80 V' (Qx_1) = 00 > V'(h). If X does not have an immediate
predecessor then by construction tlgglo Bt = 00, so there exists i = [+t,t € N

such that (145) holds. The Claim is proved. O

Now, Lemma 54 says that v;(h) = 1/(h). This means, by definition, that h
can be written as a sum of monomials in Q;,; of value at least v/(h), hence
it belongs to the ideal generated by all such monomials. This completes the
proof. O

9 A description of the algorithm.

Let K — L be a finite separable field extension and v : K* — I' a valuation
of K. In this section we describe an algorithm for constructing all the possible
extensions ' of v to L. Pick and fix a generator x of L over K once and for

all. Let f = 'f:o a;x" denote the minimal polynomial of x over K.
i=

First, we reduce the problem to the case rk v = 1. Let r = rk v. Write v as a
composition of r rank 1 valuations: v = vy 0- - -ov,, where v; is the valuation of
K, centered at the smallest non-zero prime ideal of R,. Assume the problem is
already solved for rank 1 valuations. Then any extension v/ of v to L is of the
form v/ = v] o--- o1/ where 1] is an extension of v; to L, v is an extension
of vy to k’/i? and so on. The valuation v/ is an extension of the valuation v; of
the field £, , to its algebraic extension k,; . Thus, it is sufficient to solve the
problem in the case rk v = 1.

From now on, we assume that rk v = 1.
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Step 1.1 of the algorithm. Choose an element §; € I'y which determines
a side of A(f) and put v/'(z) = .

Step 1.2 of the algorithm. Let
in f=v]] g/ (146)
j=1

be the factorization of in; f into (monic) irreducible factors in G, [z]. Since for
any extension v’ of v we have in; f(in,/x) = 0, one of the irreducible factors in
(146) is the minimal polynomial of in, -z over G,,. Choose one of the irreducible
factors in (146) (other than z), say g;. Write

where Bal = 1. For each i, 0 < i < oy, let b; be a representative of b; in R,
(that is, an element of R, such that in,b; = Bi). Put Q1 = x and Q)5 = i b;xt.
i=1

Assume, inductively, that key polynomials @1, ..., @; and positive integers
a1, ..., ap_1 are already constructed for a certain ordinal [, where | < w if
char K =0 and [ < ([log, n] 4+ 1)w if char K =p > 0.

Assume, inductively, that for each i, 1 < i < [, the (i + 1)-st key polynomial
(Qi+1 admits an ¢-th standard expansion of the form

i—1 _
N (z cjiﬂ,Qz) 3 (147)
=0 \ ~

where each of ¢;,Q] is an i-standard monomial. Assume that the standard
expansions (147) satisfy all the conditions described in §3.

ny .
Write f = Y. a;Q], where each aj is a homogeneous [-standard expansion
5=0
not involving @);. The next two steps of the algorithm are a generalization of
the first two steps, with 1 replaced by [.

Step 1.1 of the algorithm. If [ does not have an immediate predecessor
(that is, { is of the form [ = [y +w), let 5 = sup{fj,+¢}ten. Choose an element
f; which determines a side A; of A;(f) and satisfies the following condition:

Condition (*). If [ has an immediate predecessor then 3, > a3 _1; if [ does
not have an immediate predecessor then £, > a;f;.

Put v'(Q1) = .
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Remark 65 We know from §3 and §7 that Condition (*) must hold for any
extension V' of v; it is a consequence of the proof of Proposition 37 (see (83))
that the pivotal vertex of A((f) lies below its characteristic vertex. Conversely,
if Que1 and B, are given, any side of A(f) lying below its characteristic vertex
can be chosen to be the characteristic side; the choice of B, which determines
such a characteristic side will automatically satisfy Condition (*).

Step 1.2 of the algorithm. By Proposition 36 the value v/(a;;), where 1 <
1 < my, is completely determined by the [-standard expansion of a;; in particu-
lar, it is completely determined at this stage of the algorithm. Similarly, in; f :=
» 2):) in,a;Q! is a well-defined element of G, [in,Qy,...,in,Q; 4] {%l}
v'(a;),1)EA;

] .
Let in;f = 'Hl g;.yl” be the factorization of in;f into (monic) irreducible
]:

factors in G, [in,Q1,...,in,Q;_1] {Ql} Choose one of these factors (other
than Ql), say gy (then gy; will be the minimal polynomial of in,/Q); over
G, [in,Q1,...,in, Q1] for the valuation v’ we are about to construct). Let
a1 = degg, gu- Write

— al+1_1 _ .
gu=0""+ Y (Z Cl+17j%inu'Q7l) 1, (148)
J=0 Y,

If 4, > 1 or ayyq1 > 1, define the (I 4+ 1)-st key polynomial of v/ to be a
lifting

aj41—1
Qi1 = Exm + Z (Z Clt1,57y, Ql%) Q]
J=0 Y
(148) to L. If t; = ay41 = 1, the (I 4 1)-st key polynomial @,y will also be
a lifting of (148) to L, but we require it to satisfy additional conditions, as
in §3. Let 6;(f) be defined as in (66). Define the next key polynomials @1,
Qi12, - .., as in §3. More precisely, we define finitely many polynomials @1,
..., Qg if either char K =0 or char K = p > 0 and we are in Case 1 of §3.

In Case 2, there exists an infinite sequence z;, 2,41, ... of homogeneous stan-
dard expansions in Q;, not involving @), such that the sequence {v/'(Q; + 2 +
-+ 4 z114) hen 1s strictly increasing; pick and fix one such sequence. Define
Qe = Qi +2z+2z141+ -+ 2441 for t € N. For each key polynomial @);, write
f= El: aing and consider the corresponding Newton polygon A;(f). By defi-
5=0
nition of 6;(f), the Newton polygon A;(f) contains a vertex (v/(as,(f)i), 6:(f))-
Since §;(f) = d;41(f), the characteristic side A; of A;(f) is uniquely deter-
mined, that is, there exists a unique element 5; € I' U {oo} such that 5; > By
for all ¢/ < i, B; determines a side A; of A;(f) and (v/(as;), 0;(f)) is the leftmost

endpoint of A;. This defines an infinite sequence {Q; }en of key polynomials,
such that for each i = [ + ¢, t € N, we have in, f = in,ras(Q; + iny ;).
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Let 8 = tli}m V(Qr+ 2+ -+ 244). By definition, we are in Case 2a if § = oo
and in Case 2b if 5 < oo.

In Case 2b, define the next key polynomial to be a polynomial @, satisfying
the conclusion of Proposition 55. Note that in all the cases both the slope
of the characteristic side L; and the irreducible factor of in;f which is the
minimal polynomial of in,,@Q; over G, [in,Q;]* are uniquely determined.

The algorithm stops if one of the following occurs: either @); = 0 or
sup{f;} = oo,

where [3; ranges over the values of key polynomials defined so far. In both
cases, the valuation v/ is completely determined by the data {Q;, 5;}.

This completes our construction of the extensions /. Note that every choice
described in the algorithm above leads to an extension /. Indeed, such a choice
defines, in particular, the well ordered set {v;}ica of valuations of K[X]| and
their graded algebras; whenever i < ¢/, we have a natural homomorphism of
graded algebras G, — G,,. The proof of Theorem 62 applies verbatim to
show that for each h € L, the value v;(h(X)) stabilizes for ¢ sufficiently large.
Setting v/ (h) to be that stable value of v;(h(X)) defines a valuation v/ of L.

Corollary 66 The extension vV is unique if and only if, for each i in the above
algorithm, the following two conditions hold:

(1) The i-th Newton polygon A;(f) has only one face L; (other than the two
azes).

(2) The corresponding initial form in;f does not have two distinct irreducible
factors (in other words, in;f is a power of an irreducible polynomial).

The next Corollary is valid for valuations of arbitrary rank (and not only for
those of rank 1).

Corollary 67 Assume that in,x has degree n over G,. Then v admits a
unique extension v' to L.

PROOF. By writing v as a composition of several rank 1 valuations, it is
sufficient to prove the Corollary under the assumption 7k v = 1. Now, the
hypotheses imply that (1) and (2) of Corollary 66 hold for i = 1. Moreover,
we may take f = (o, so the algorithm consists of only one step, and the
Corollary follows. 0O
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We end this paper with a discussion of the well known formula

t
> fieid; =n, (149)
j=1
where {v1,...,v} is the set of all the extensions of v to L, f; is the index

of the value group of v inside the value group of v, ej is the degree of the
residue field extension k, — k, / and d; is the defect of v;. Of course, for each
J we have fje; = [G Gl We associate to the above algorlthm the following
finite, oriented, Welghted tree U. The set of vertices of U is partially ordered. In
each vertex, we have a key polynomial (); appearing at some step in one of the
branches of the above algorithm. The important data associated to this vertex
is the data ;(f), as well as the data Q; of all the key polynomials preceding
(2; in the given branch of the algorithm. The set of vertices has a unique
minimal element and the key polynomial associated to this minimal vertex
is x = 1. Each vertex is adjacent to exactly one vertex smaller than itself
and, possibly, to finitely many vertices greater than itself. Let us denote each
vertex by the key polynomial @); associated to it. Not every key polynomial
will be associated to a vertex of U. If [ admits an immediate predecessor then
the unique vertex adjacent to ), preceding @), is ();_1. Consider a vertex ).
We will now describe all the vertices following @);. There are two possibilities:

(a) There is a unique f; satisfying Condition (*) and Case 2b of §3 holds in
the definition of Q);.

(b) Condition (a) does not hold.

In case (a), the unique vertex following @), is Q4. In case (b), @ is followed
by all the possible key polynomials @);11, appearing in the above algorithm.

This information determines the tree U completely. It is obvious that U is
finite.

Proposition 68 Fiz a vertex QQ; of U. Assume that Case (b) holds for @, and

let Qz(}r)p .. Qlil denote all the vertices of U, adjacent to QQ; and following
it. Let Ql(f) 9l+1(f) 9l+1(f), and alH, e O‘z(i)l denote the numerical

characters correspondmg to the s resulting branches of the above algorithm.
Then

S @69 (1) = 6i(1). (150)

j=1

PROOF. Let A(l) A(t) denote the sides of Al(f) lylng below the char-
acteristic vertex (v (agl(f ), 01(f))- For 1<j< t let Bl denote the element
of I'y which determines the side Al and let ml f denote the corresponding
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initial form of f. By construction, renumbering the vertices Ql(i)l, if necessary,

we can find indices 1 < 81 < .-+ < s; = s such that the factorization of
) 5
in'?) f into irreducible factors has the form in? f = Q% []  in?(Q\?,)° l+1
q= Sj,1—|—1

where the exponent u; may or may not be zero (cf. Lemma 41 and (80)).
Since 0;(f) equals the sum of the helghts of sides of Al( f) lying below the

characteristic vertex, we have 0, = Z degg ]_][ 1nl (Ql +1) & . Recalling
q= 8j71+1
(9)

that degg leHl = ay; completes the proof of the Proposition. O

If Case (a) holds for @; then the pivotal vertex of A; is uniquely determined
and coincides with the characteristic vertex. There is only one choice for the
key polynomial @iy, and, by definition,

91 = al+w9l+w- (151)
Thus, the analogue of the formula (150) holds also in the Case (a).

For each vertex @); of U, let o (Q;) denote the integer a; corresponding to
@ in the above algorithm, and similarly for 6,(Q;). Fix a vertex @Q; of U and
consider a subtree U’ C U, having the following properties:

(1) @ is the unique minimal element of U’.

(2) For each vertex @; of U’, if U’ contains one vertex immediately following
Q; then it contains all of them.

Let {Qy,,...,Q} be the set of maximal elements among the vertices of U’.
Corollary 69 We have

t

O=> | II or(Qr)]6,(Qy) (152)

i=1 \Qu<aQy,

PROOF. This follows immediately from Proposition 68 and equation (151)
by induction on the size of U’. O

Let {v},...,V.} be the set of all the extensions of v to L and take U’ = U in
the above Corollary. Let {Q,, ..., Q. } be the set of maximal elements among
the vertices of U. For each j € {1,...,s}, consider the following partition of
the set of all vertices (); of U such that @Q; < Q;,. We will say that such a @
belongs to the set D; if Case (a) holds for the vertex immediately preceding
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@, and belongs to the set E; otherwise. Noting that 6; = n, we can now

rewrite (152) as n = Xt: (Q I ‘alr(Ql/)> (Q I1 Ozy(Qy)) 01, (Q1,)-

j=1 \QueD VEE;
Now, if Q)i € E; then the graded algebra extension
G, [iny Qr] = Gy[iny, Qu][in, Q]
has degree oy (Qr). We can now interpret the formula (149) by observing that

( I1 al/(Ql/)> equals the degree of the graded algebra extension
QZIEEJ'

[GVJ, : G,/] = ejfj,

whereas the quantity < I1 ozp(Qz/)> th,(Qy,) is nothing but the defect of the

Ql’ GDj
extension 1/]’-.

We refer the reader to Michel Vaquié’s paper [12] for a detailed treatment of
defect.
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