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Theoram 5.1 Revisited

G .0 .Jones A.J.W ikie

N ovem ber 6, 2018

In his proof of the m odel com plkteness of the real exponential eld ([7]),
the second author develops a theory of N oetherian di erential rings of de—
nabl functions, and studies varieties de ned by these functions. One of
the m ain results of this theory is Theorem 5.1 which provides a m ethod for
constructing points on such varieties.

Our ain in this paper is to prove a version of this theorem w ithout the
N oetherian iy assum ption. Instead we suppose that the functions considered
are de nable In an expansion of a realclosed eld, M say, which is de n-
ably compkte (s=e [B],[6]) and further, that the functions are what we call
bally tame. W e w ill give precise de nitions later, but the idea is that cer-
tain restrictions (to bounded boxes) of the (total) functions considered, are
de nablk in a xed o-m inin alpolynom ially bounded reduct of M . Then we
can use M iller’s results ([3],[4]) to bound orders of vanishing and i is this
that m akes up for the lack of N oetherianity.

A fer proving the m ain resul, we specialize to the o-m inin al situation.
W e callan om Inim al structure M  w ith m odel com plete theory locally poly—
nom ially bounded ifthe reduct generated by all restrictions of the basic func-
tions to bounded open boxes is polynom ially bounded. W e show that be-
Ing Jocally polynom ially bounded is preserved under elam entary equivalence.
Combining this with m odel com pleteness and the m ain theorem , we show
that de nable functions are piecew ise in plicitly de ned over the basic func-
tions n the language. This In plies that these structures have an ooth cell
decom position. Under a further assum ption on these basic functions, this
gives uniform control over the derivatives of de nable finctions.
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1 Locally tam e functions

LetM = WM ;<;+; ;0;libea xed realclosed edand etM =M ;::d
be an arbirary, but xed, expansion ofM .W ealso x an o-m Inim al, poky—
nom fally bounded reduct M ( of M such that M , is also an expansion of
M . We use de nabk to mean de nablk wih param eters and 0-de nabk
to mean de nablk without param eters, and unlss we soeci cally m ention
another structure, we are referring to de nability In M

De nition 1.1. Supposethat £ :U ! M isa de nablk function on some
openU M ".Wesay that £ is ocally tam e if £ is anooth (ie. In nitely
di erentiable on U in the sense oftheusual” de nition ormulated n M )
and, for every open box B M " having sides of length 1 and satisfying
B U,wehavethat £} isde nabke in M .

Exam ple. SuppossthatM = IRj;expiandM (= IR;exp j0;1]i. Then exp
is Jocally tam e. Now consider the finction
g:R ! 1%
exp( 1=t%) t6 0
0 t= 0:

t 7

T his function is sm ooth and de nable, but, by the follow ing resuls, it is not
locally tam e.

Proposition 12.Letf :U ! M be a bally tame function. Then the set
of atpoints of £ (ie. the points at which all derivatives of £ of all orders
vanish) is de nablk and is loth open and closed in U . Further, if B U is
any open box having sides of length atmost 1, and ifB containsa atpoint
of £, then f vanishes throughoutB .

Proof. Let X be the sst ofall at pointsof f and lt
Y = £x 2 U : there is an open box around x on which f vanishesy:

Clarly wehaveY X .Suppossthata 2 X and ktB be a box containing
a wih sides of length 1 such that B U. Since £ is locally tam e, the
restriction £f3 isde nabl in M (. This structure is o-m Inin al and polyno—
m ially bounded so a resul ofM iller’s ([3]) showsthata2 Y. SoY = X and
X isde nablk and since Y isopen, so isX .

Now suppose for a contradiction that X isnot closed in U. Then there
issomeb2 U such thatb2 iX . Fix 2 N". There are points arbitrarily



close to bat whith £ is at. At such a point, x say, D f k) = 0. Hence
D f{) = 0. Sihce 2 N" was arbirry, it Pllows that £ is at at b. So
b2 X whidc isa contradiction.

Finall, if B U is an open box having sides of length at most 1 and
containing a at point of £, then we m ay apply the above argum ent In the
o-m Inin al, polynom ially bounded structure M 4 to the function £ B and use
the fact that B is de nably connected. ]

W e now suppose thatwe have, oreach n 1, a Q algebra R, of Iocally
tame functions £ :M " ! M , which is closed under partial di erentiation.
Wewillalso assume that R, R,:; (n the obvious sense) and that

Before giving ourm ain resul, we recall som e notation from [/]. Let £ 2 R, .
Wedenerf:M"! M" by

Vo (frjif) = fx2M " i f) x) = =66 = Og

ifand onky ifp n and there isap p subm atrix whose determ inant is
non—zero when evaliated at a. So, ifwe et Q = Qpf, ;e 2 R, be the sum
of squares of all such determ inants we have

Pralla2 M ";a2 V9 ;::55)$ a2V, (f;::5f) and Q (@) > O:

Vi (i) = £x2 vV, (B5::55) i £ X);:::r £, ) are Iinearly independentg:



Mjan: 112 Vi3 (E7i5iEe1) $ a2 V9 (i) andane = Q @)

Vier (Erj05601) = V.05 (Erjeeifpe 1)
as required. ]

Theorem 1.4.Assume thatM is de nably compkte (ie. every de nabk
subset of M with an upper ound has a last upper bound). Suppose that
n 1 and that £ 2 R, is such that V (f) is nonempty. Then there exist
m Oand f1;:::5;f0+m 2 Rorn such that

Vreg (fl;::.. n+m ) \ Vr1+m (f) 6

n+m

Herrwe rvgard £ asan ekement of Ry, SO Vo €)=V, () M ™.

P roof. If £ vanishes identically then we ket m = O and f; X1;:::;%X,) = X; SO
that we have V"9 (f1;:::;£,) \ V, () = £0g. So we m ay suppose that £ is
not identically zero.

W ewill show by Induction on p, forl p n, that

there exist m Oand f1;:::5;fin 2 Rpyn such that
Vreg (fl;.... p+m)\vn+m (f)6

n+m

@)

Suppose rst that p = 1. We choose any point a 2 V, (f). Since M is
de nably complkte, the sst M  is de nably connected (see [5]) and a sinple
argum ent show sthatM " isalso de nably connected. Hence since £ is Iocally
tam e and is not dentically zero, P roposition[1.2 givesan 2 N such that,
wih f; = D f,wehavea2 V9 (f;). Thisproves [J) orp= 1,wihm = 0.



Now supposethatp issuch thatl p< n and that [2) hods forp. Then

we havem Oand f1;:::5fin 2 Ryyn such that
Vnrf?n (fl;:... p+m)\vn+m (f):6
Casel. Thereissomea 2 V5o (F1;::5f0m ) \ Vaen (£) such that £ isnot
dentically zeroon B \ V.15 (f1;:::;f ) Prany cpenbox B M ™™ with
az2B
Sincea 2 me (E17:::554n ), thereissome p+m) (E+m ) subm atrix of
Jnsm (E17:::; 1 n ) whose determ Inant isnon—zero at a. W e w illassum e that

this subm atrix consists ofthe last (p+ m ) colum ns, and write for isdeter-

m lnant. Notethat isa function nR ,,p .Fory= hy;;:::Vasmi2 M 270,
we lty = hy);:::yn pi. Since the functions f;:::;f,,, are Iocally tam e,
there isan openbox B, M "'™ suchthata2 Boand f13,;:::5n 3, are
de nabke n M . By the in plicit fuinction theoram , applied n the o-m inin al
structureM  (see [Ul], Chapter7) there isan openboxU M " Pwitha2 U
and asnoothmap :U ! MP'™,de nableinM o, such that

@ @ =hy priiiitianen iy

) fhy; @i:y2Ug=B\ V., (f1i:::fn)

forsome open box B M "™ with a2 B .W emay suppose that hasno
zeroes In B . Since f is Jocally tame, £} isde nabke in M  and hence so is
the function

g:U ! M
y T £l @)
Now, by the hypothesis of case 1 and (i) and (i) above, g is not identically

zero on U, and asM 4 ispolynom ially bounded, there issome 2 N" P such
thatg = D gvanishesatabut, orsome j= 1;:::;n p;g—‘; does not.
J

Now we have

fi (i )
g )

T
H O
< B
~e H
'_l
I
%
+
o
0,
4
N
C'.

() ﬁDrYZ U;

and by di erentiating these relations, we ocbtain a function F 2 R 44, sSuch

that

F (y;
g )= L(Y))d forally 2 U

&)



forsome d. W ealso have thatF @&®; @))=F @)= 0,and smoe (a)é 0,
i ollows from Lemma 4.7 in [/lthatr f; @);::5;r f,@);r F (@) are]mear]y
independent. So we obtain @) orp+ 1 by taking foin+1 = F and not
changihg m .

Case 2. Notcase 1.

By Lemm a[l3wem ay suppose (affer ncreasingm ) thatV, 5 1;:::f0n ) =
Viem E172:5iF0em ). Let C = Viig G554 ) \ Viaun (E). Then C is
nonempty by (2)) andclosed nM "™ . Now, ifwecan ndsomeh 2 R,
which has a zero In C but is not dentically zeroon B \ V3 (E17:::5F0m)
for any open box B containing this zero, then we can apply the m ethod of

Cas=e 1 toh and we willbe done.

To nd such an h we proceed as in the proof of Theorem 51 :n [/].
Let = hi;:::5 nenmi2 Q"™ . Then, shee C is closed, there is a point
b2 Catmihmum distance from . (This follows easily from the de nablk
completeness of M ) Let H ) = (x; ;). Then H 2 R,,, and
the function H 1 has a mininum at b. However, by the hypotheses of
Case 2, C ocoincides with V.55 (f17:::;f0n ) On some open box n M ™*™

containing the point b and hence, by the m ethod of Lagrange m ultipliers
(2 410 In [6]; we should also ram ark that we may work in the o-m inin al

structure M ( at this point), the vectors r £; (0);:::; form ©);rH () are
Iinearly dependent. Now , by (1), this is eunva]ent to the vanishing at b of
the function Q= Qunim it n 8 2 Rnsm - NOw consider the function

f = Q2+ f?. Either i will serve as the required finction h, or else it
too satis es the sam e hypothesis of Case 2 asdid £ (including the fact that
Vnrf?n (fl;..” p+m)\vn+m (fv)6 )

So by successive repetition of this argum ent we either succeed n nding
a suitable h, or else for any positive integer r and any sequence of points

15::: .2 Q"™,we nd apointc2 C such that oreach i= 1;:::;r, the
vectorrH . (©) Iies n the vector space spanned by r f; (©);:::5;r 510 ©.
However, for 2 Q"™ onecalculatesthatrH © =@ 1)7:::52 Gt

nim )i. Thus, fwetaker=n+m + 1, 1= 0and 5,;:::; hinm+1 DO beany
basisforQ """ weseethat (branyc2 M """ ),thesetfrH |, (©;::5;rH . ., ©g
spansM "*™ , contradicting the fact that p+ m < n+ m . Thuswewﬂl nd
a suitable h and this com pltes the proof of T heorem [1.4. ]

E xam ples of de nably com plete structures inclide any structure elem en—
tarily equivalent to an expansion ofR, and any o-m inin al structure. See [0]
and [6] for discussions of de nably com plete structures.



2 Locally polynom ially bounded structures

From now on in this paper we consider the case that M = MM ;F i and
M (=t ;F ™%, whereF isa fam ily of sm ooth functionsf :M " ! M , for
various n, and where F *° denotes the collection of all functions of the form
f3 orf 2 F and B an open box n M ". We callM Jocally polynom ially
bounded (LPB) ifM iso-m Inin aland has a m odel com plete theory (aswell
asM o being polynom ially bounded).

T hus, the exam pl of the real exponential eld discussed in the previous
section is LPB .M ore generally suppose that R is a polynom ially bounded
om Inin al expansion of R wih an ooth cell decom position and that the re—
stricted exponential finction, exp Jp,, is de nable n R. Let F denote the
collection of all total am ooth de nabl functions. By a Theorem of van den
D rdes and Speissegger (Theorem B in R]) the structure IR ;F ;expi ism odel
com pkte and hence LPB.

Now, et M be an LPB structurewih M o and F as described above.
Let N = IN ;Gibe a structure for the sam e lJanguage wih N a real closed
eld) and form G*™° and N ; In the analogous way.

Theorem 2.1.IfM N then N isalso LPB.

Proof. W emust show that N, is polynom ially bounded. W e will rst show
it is power bounded, :n the sense of K], so suppose that it is not. Then
by M iller’s D ichotomy Theorem ([4]), there is an exponential fnction E

N ! N whith is Ode nabl in N . This means that there is some for-

Wenow write x;y) or E 1;::5FL;%x5y) and ket F 1;:::;F,) be the
form ula

8x9l (x;y)~ 0;1) ~ 8x;x %Gy;v’ k< x°N iy N & Gy !
(v < yo’\ x + xo;y 8/)) :

T hen



Now quanti cation over boxes is rst order, as we can quantify over the
comers. So, by the elem entary equivalence of M and N , we have

where the f;;u5f, 2 F ocorresoond to gy 59, 2 G. Hence an exponen-—
tial function is de nablk in M (, contradicting the fact that M is locally
polynom ially bounded.

So Ny ispower bounded. W e now need to show that it is polynom ially
bounded.

C lain . Suppose that for any ormula E 1;:::5FL;%x;y) (In the language of
ordered rings, together with n function variabls but only rst order quanti-

Proof. Notethat it su cesto show that there isno non-polnom iall bounded
power finction de nablew ithout param etersin N . So, supposethatg; :::;9, 2

de nes a power function, x say, in N . By the hypothesis of the C lain and
the fact that M ( is polynom ially bounded, there isa k 2 N such that the
sentence

then this finction is bounded by x*)

hodsinM ,wherethef;;:5f, 2 F correspond togy; 59, 2 G. (To seethat
the set of boxes orwhich (£13%,7:::;£, 3, 7X;y) de nes a power function
is de nabl, write out a form ula analogous to the fomula above.) Hence
this sentence istrue In N and so k and N ( ispolynom ially bounded. [

W e will now establish the hypothesis of the Clam, so x a fomula

a nonem pty open interval, J say. Using de nabl choice and m onotonic—
ity (@ the om Inim al structure M ) there is a bounded subinterval J, say,
w ih EO J and a continuous de nable function G on 30, whose values are
n-tuples ofboxes, such that

©)

8



Since J, isa closed bounded interval, G isbounded and wem ay take bounded

of42 in @], asM , is polynom ially bounded. ]

3 Consequences ofm odel com pleteness

For the ram ainder of the paper, we x an LPB structure,M = hM ;F i. Let
 be the an allest collection of flinctions containing F and all polynom ials
over Q and closed under the Q -algebra operations and under partial di er—
entiation. For each n 1, .t R, be the Q -algebra consisting of all n-ary
functions in . Then each R, is closed under partial di erentiation and con—
sists of Iocally tam e fiinctions, so the results ofthe st section apply. These
resuls also apply to the ringsRZ, ora 2 M P, consisting of all functions of
the form x 7 f@;x) orsome £ 2 Ry,

De nition 31.Leta2MPandb2 M .W e say that bisF -de ned over a
fthereexistn 1;f1;::5f, 2 R and ;50 2 M withb=b forsome
i, such that

T he follow ing is an easy consequence ofthem odelcom pletenessoftiM ;F i
and [1.4, together with a standard trick on representing de nable sets as
proEctions of zero sets.

Theorem 3.2.lLeta 2 MP;b2 M . Then b is in the de nabk cbsure of
a ifand only ifb is F -de ned over a. In particular, \F de ned over" is a

pregeom etry .

De nition 3.3.W e say that a 0de nabl function £ : U ! M , where
U M " isopen, is inplicitly de ned over F if there exist m 1, functions
J17:::79 2 Ryyn and O-de nabl functions ;:::; 4 :U ! M such that

@1 £f= ,, forsomei= 1;:::;m,

@) h &) n )12V &; )iiig & ), Prallx2 U.



Corollary 34.Ifa2 M " isgeneric (for the pregeom etry given by de nabk
cbsure) and £ :U ! M isa 0O-de nabk function on a neighbourhood U of
a, then there is an open 0-de nabk V U with a 2 V, such that £5 is
In plicitly de ned over F .

Proof. Since f (@) is in the de nabl closure ofa, it llow s from the previous
Theoram that there exist m 1, functions g1;:::;9, 2 Ry+m and a tuple
Hoy;:ii,i2 M ™ suchthat £ @) 2 floy;:::;50, g and

b2V, <@ @ )i:ug@i )):

Consider the O-de nabl st

Foreach x there are at most nitely many y such that hx;yi2 X . Hence by
cell decom position and the fact that a is generic there isan open cell, C say,
containing a and 0-de nabl functions 1;:::; n :C ! M such that

h &)y o @12V, @@ & )iing &)
and ;@)= f(a) orsome i. Then asa is generic, ; and f agree on som e
open neighbourhood V ofa and so £3 is In plicitl de ned overF . ]

U sing this C orollary and T heorem [2.]], a standard com pactness argum ent
yields the follow ing:

Corollary 3.5. Suppose that £ : U ! M is a 0-de nabk function on an
open setg M " . Then there are O-de nabk open setsUy;:::;Ux U with
din U n £ ,U;) < n such that £, is inplicitly de ned over F , for each i.

=11

Now the inplicit function theorem im plies that functions which are in -
plicitly de ned over F are an ooth, and so we have:

Corollary 3.6. Locally pokmnom ially bounded structures have an ooth cell
decom position.

4 Controlling the derivatives

De nition 4.1.A anooth de nabk function £ :U ! M on an open st
U M " is said to have controlled derivatives if there exists a de nable

10



continuous function ! :U ! M gand C;2 M ;E; 2 N, oreach 12 N such
that
P fK®)I Cy5 !'&)rPrall 2N" andx2 U:

W e say that such an ! is a control function for £ and that f! ;C;E g is
controldata for f£.

W e now suppose that each of the fiinctions £ 2 F has controlled deriva—
tives. Tt follow s that, In the notation ofthe previous section, the functions in
¥ (@nd hence in R,) also have controlled derivatives. N ote that, because of
the presence ofexp, thisassum ption holds forthe exam ples of LP B structures
given in Section [2.

P roposition 4.2. Suppose that £ : U ! M is implicith’ de ned over F .
Then f has controlled derivatives.

a conthuous de nabl function ! :tM * ! M andC;2 M ;E; 2 N such that

P g&y)d Cyy ! ;)0 Pprallhk;yi2 M ™" :

Let Dbe the determ inant of the m atrix

[CFe58 ce. Co

B @y:l ces @y:n
@ : A
@ eee B9
@YI °cc @Ym

W ewillshow by induction on j jthatthereareC§, 2 M ;E{, 2 N such that
foreach iand allx 2 U,

E

' %, 1) 0 X)) 7

’

P i) Cfy

which su cesas f isone ofthe ;.

Suppose wtthat j j= l.Wewrte &) = h;&);:::; o ®)i. Shhee
the derivative (x) has the form

@ i
@y;
polmnom ialin g—gi evalnated at hx; &)i; Porvariousk;l

®; &) ’

the required C %E 9 clearly exist.

11



Now suppose that j j> 1. By the chain rule,D ; (x) has the form

polynomialin D gy evaluated at hx; (x)iand D &)
Prvarious k; ; *with 3 J 333 %< 3]
®; &)

and by the induction hypothesis, we can nd suitabe C{ ;E{ .. O]

Combining this w ith C orollary [3.4, we cbtain

Corollary 4.3. Suppose that £ : U ! M is a snooth de nabbsﬁmctjon.
Then there are de nabk open sets Up;:::;Uy Uwithdim @n U;)<n

Rem ark. In polynom ially bounded structures, all an ooth functions have con—
trolled derivatives. It seam s feasble that a m ore carefiil analysis of the
derivatives of in plicit functionsm ay show that exponents ofthe form j jare
preserved. This could lead to new results in the polynom ially bounded case.
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