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Theorem 5.1Revisited

G.O.Jones A.J.W ilkie

Novem ber6,2018

In hisproofofthem odelcom pletenessoftherealexponential�eld ([7]),

the second authordevelops a theory ofNoetherian di�erentialrings ofde-

�nable functions,and studies varieties de�ned by these functions. One of

the m ain resultsofthistheory isTheorem 5.1 which providesa m ethod for

constructing pointson such varieties.

Ouraim in thispaperisto prove a version ofthistheorem withoutthe

Noetherianity assum ption.Instead wesupposethatthefunctionsconsidered

are de�nable in an expansion ofa realclosed �eld,M say,which is de�n-

ably com plete (see [5],[6])and further,thatthe functionsare whatwe call

locally tam e. W e willgive precise de�nitionslater,butthe idea isthatcer-

tain restrictions(to bounded boxes)ofthe (total)functionsconsidered,are

de�nablein a �xed o-m inim alpolynom ially bounded reductofM .Then we

can use M iller’s results ([3],[4]) to bound orders ofvanishing and itis this

thatm akesup forthelack ofNoetherianity.

Afterproving the m ain result,we specialize to the o-m inim alsituation.

W ecallan o-m inim alstructureM with m odelcom pletetheory locally poly-

nom iallybounded ifthereductgenerated by allrestrictionsofthebasicfunc-

tions to bounded open boxes is polynom ially bounded. W e show that be-

ing locally polynom ially bounded ispreserved underelem entary equivalence.

Com bining this with m odelcom pleteness and the m ain theorem ,we show

thatde�nablefunctionsarepiecewise im plicitly de�ned overthebasicfunc-

tions in the language. This im plies that these structures have sm ooth cell

decom position. Under a further assum ption on these basic functions,this

givesuniform controloverthederivativesofde�nablefunctions.
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1 Locally tam e functions

Let �M = hM ;<;+;�;0;1ibe a �xed realclosed �eld and letM = h�M ;:::i

bean arbitrary,but�xed,expansion ofM .W ealso �x an o-m inim al,poly-

nom ially bounded reduct M 0 ofM such that M 0 is also an expansion of
�M . W e use de�nable to m ean de�nable with param eters and 0-de�nable

to m ean de�nable without param eters,and unless we speci�cally m ention

anotherstructure,wearereferring to de�nability in M .

D e�nition 1.1.Suppose thatf :U ! M isa de�nable function on som e

open U � M n. W e say thatf islocally tam e iff issm ooth (i.e. in�nitely

di�erentiableon U in thesenseoftheusual"� � de�nition form ulated in M )

and,forevery open box B � M n having sidesoflength � 1 and satisfying
�B � U,wehavethatfjB isde�nablein M 0.

Exam ple.SupposethatM = h�R;expiand M 0 = h�R;expj[0;1]i.Then exp

islocally tam e.Now considerthefunction

g :R ! R

t 7!

(

exp(�1=t2) t6= 0

0 t= 0:

Thisfunction issm ooth and de�nable,but,by thefollowing result,itisnot

locally tam e.

Proposition 1.2.Letf :U ! M be a locally tam e function. Then the set

of
atpointsoff (i.e. the pointsatwhich allderivativesoff ofallorders

vanish)isde�nable and isboth open and closed in U. Further,ifB � U is

any open box having sidesoflength atm ost1,and ifB containsa 
atpoint

off,then f vanishesthroughoutB .

Proof. LetX bethesetofall
atpointsoff and let

Y = f�x 2 U : thereisan open box around �x on which f vanishesg:

Clearly wehaveY � X .Supposethat�a 2 X and letB bea box containing

�a with sides oflength � 1 such that B � U. Since f is locally tam e,the

restriction fjB isde�nable in M 0.Thisstructure iso-m inim aland polyno-

m ially bounded so a resultofM iller’s([3])showsthat�a 2 Y .So Y = X and

X isde�nableand sinceY isopen,so isX .

Now suppose fora contradiction thatX isnotclosed in U. Then there

issom e�b2 U such that�b2 frX . Fix � 2 N
n. There are pointsarbitrarily
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close to �b at which f is 
at. At such a point,�x say,D �f(�x) = 0. Hence

D �f(�b)= 0. Since � 2 N
n wasarbitrary,itfollowsthatf is
atat�b. So

�b2 X which isa contradiction.

Finally,ifB � U is an open box having sides oflength atm ost 1 and

containing a 
atpointoff,then we m ay apply the above argum entin the

o-m inim al,polynom ially bounded structureM 0 to thefunction fjB and use

thefactthatB isde�nably connected.

W enow suppose thatwehave,foreach n � 1,a Q-algebra R n oflocally

tam e functionsf :M n ! M ,which isclosed underpartialdi�erentiation.

W ewillalso assum ethatR n � R n+ 1 (in theobvioussense)and that

Q[X 1;:::;X n]� R n:

Beforegiving ourm ain result,werecallsom enotation from [7].Letf 2 R n.

W ede�ner f :M n ! M n by

r f(�a):= h
@f

@x1
(�a);:::;

@f

@xn
(�a)i for�a 2 M

n
:

Notethatr f 2 R n
n.Forp� 1 and f1;:::;fp 2 R n welet

Vn(f1;:::;fp):= f�x 2 M
n
:f1(�x)= � � � = fp(�x)= 0g

and

V
reg
n (f1;:::;fp):= f�x 2 Vn(f1;:::;fp):r f1(�x);:::;r fp(�x)arelinearly independentg:

Here,linearindependenceisin the �M vectorspaceM n.TheJacobian m atrix

off1;:::;fp isthem atrix

Jn(f1;:::;fp):=

0

B
@

r f1
...

r fp

1

C
A :

TherowsofJn(f1;:::;fp)arelinearlyindependentwhenevaluatedat�a 2 M n

ifand only ifp � n and there is a p� p subm atrix whose determ inant is

non-zero when evaluated at�a.So,ifwe letQ = Q n;f1;:::;fp 2 R n be thesum

ofsquaresofallsuch determ inantswehave

forall�a 2 M
n
;�a 2 V

reg
n (f1;:::;fp)$ �a 2 Vn(f1;:::;fp)and Q(�a)> 0:

(1)
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Lem m a 1.3. Ifwe regard f1;:::;fp as elem ents ofR n+ 1,then there is a

function fp+ 1 2 R n+ 1 such that

Vn+ 1(f1;:::;fp+ 1)= V
reg

n+ 1(f1;:::;fp+ 1);

andVn+ 1(f1;:::;fp+ 1)projectsontoV
reg
n (f1;:::;fp).In particular,V

reg

n+ 1(f1;:::;fp+ 1)

isclosed in M n+ 1.

Proof. Letfp+ 1(x1;:::;xn+ 1)= xn+ 1� Q(x1;:::;xn)� 1 whereQ isthefunc-

tion de�ned beforetheLem m a.Then by (1),

h�a;an+ 1i2 V
reg

n+ 1(f1;:::;fp+ 1)$ �a 2 V
reg
n (f1;:::;fp)and an+ 1 = Q(�a)

� 1
:

An easy calculation shows that for such h�a;an+ 1i,we have Q 0(�a;an+ 1) �

Q(�a)3,whereQ 0 := Q n+ 1;f1;:::;fp+ 1
.So

Vn+ 1(f1;:::;fp+ 1)= V
reg

n+ 1(f1;:::;fp+ 1):

asrequired.

T heorem 1.4.Assum e thatM is de�nably com plete (i.e. every de�nable

subsetofM with an upper bound has a leastupper bound). Suppose that

n � 1 and thatf 2 R n is such thatV (f) is nonem pty. Then there exist

m � 0 and f1;:::;fn+ m 2 R n+ m such that

V
reg

n+ m (f1;:::;fn+ m )\ Vn+ m (f)6= ;:

Here we regard f asan elem entofR n+ m ,so Vn+ m (f)= Vn(f)� M m .

Proof. Iff vanishesidentically then weletm = 0 and fi(x1;:::;xn)= xi so

thatwe have V reg
n (f1;:::;fn)\ Vn(f)= f0g. So we m ay suppose thatf is

notidentically zero.

W ewillshow by induction on p,for1� p� n,that

thereexistm � 0 and f1;:::;fp+ m 2 R p+ m such that

V
reg

n+ m (f1;:::;fp+ m )\ Vn+ m (f)6= ;:
(2)

Suppose �rst that p = 1. W e choose any point �a 2 Vn(f). Since M is

de�nably com plete,the setM isde�nably connected (see [5])and a sim ple

argum entshowsthatM n isalsode�nably connected.Hencesincef islocally

tam eand isnotidentically zero,Proposition 1.2 givesan � 2 N
n such that,

with f1 = D �f,wehave�a 2 V reg
n (f1).Thisproves(2)forp= 1,with m = 0.
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Now supposethatpissuch that1� p< n and that(2)holdsforp.Then

wehavem � 0 and f1;:::;fp+ m 2 R n+ m such that

V
reg

n+ m (f1;:::;fp+ m )\ Vn+ m (f)6= ;:

Case 1.Thereissom e �a 2 V
reg

n+ m (f1;:::;fp+ m )\ Vn+ m (f)such thatf isnot

identically zeroon B \ V
reg

n+ m (f1;:::;fp+ m )forany open box B � M n+ m with

�a 2 B .

Since�a 2 V
reg

n+ m (f1;:::;fp+ m ),thereissom e(p+ m )� (p+ m )subm atrixof

Jn+ m (f1;:::;fp+ m )whosedeterm inantisnon-zeroat�a.W ewillassum ethat

thissubm atrix consistsofthelast(p+ m )colum ns,and write�foritsdeter-

m inant.Notethat�isafunction in R n+ m .For�y = hy1;:::;yn+ m i2 M n+ m ,

we let ~y := hy1;:::;yn� pi.Sincethefunctionsf1;:::;fp+ m arelocally tam e,

thereisan open box B 0 � M n+ m such that�a 2 B 0 and f1jB 0
;:::;fp+ m jB 0

are

de�nablein M 0.By theim plicitfunction theorem ,applied in theo-m inim al

structureM 0 (see[1],Chapter7)thereisan open boxU � M n� p with ~a 2 U

and a sm ooth m ap � :U ! M p+ m ,de�nablein M 0,such that

(i) �(~a)= han� p+ 1;:::;an+ m i,

(ii) fh~y;�(~y)i:~y 2 Ug = B \ V
reg

n+ m (f1;:::;fp+ m )

forsom eopen box B � M n+ m with �a 2 B .W em ay suppose that� hasno

zeroesin B .Since f islocally tam e,fjB isde�nable in M 0 and hence so is

thefunction

g :U ! M

~y 7! f(~y;�(~y)):

Now,by the hypothesisofcase 1 and (i)and (ii)above,g isnotidentically

zero on U,and asM 0 ispolynom ially bounded,thereissom e� 2 N
n� p such

thatg� := D �g vanishesat~a but,forsom ej= 1;:::;n � p;
@g�

@yj
doesnot.

Now wehave

fi(~y;�(~y)) = 0 fori= 1;:::;m + p and ~y 2 U;

g(~y) = f(~y;�(~y))for~y 2 U;

and by di�erentiating these relations,we obtain a function F 2 R n+ m such

that

g
�
(~y)=

F(~y;�(~y))

�(~y;�(~y))d
forall~y 2 U

5



forsom e d.W ealso have thatF(~a;�(~a))= F(�a)= 0,and since
@g�

@yj
(~a)6= 0,

itfollowsfrom Lem m a 4.7in [7]thatr f1(�a);:::;r fp(�a);r F(�a)arelinearly

independent. So we obtain (2) for p + 1 by taking fp+ m + 1 = F and not

changing m .

Case 2.Notcase1.

ByLem m a1.3wem aysuppose(afterincreasingm )thatV
reg

n+ m (f1;:::;fp+ m )=

Vn+ m (f1;:::;fp+ m ). Let C = V
reg

n+ m (f1;:::;fp+ m )\ Vn+ m (f). Then C is

nonem pty (by (2))and closed in M n+ m .Now,ifwecan �nd som eh 2 R n+ m

which hasa zero in C butisnotidentically zero on B \ V
reg

n+ m (f1;:::;fp+ m )

forany open box B containing thiszero,then we can apply the m ethod of

Case1 to h and wewillbedone.

To �nd such an h we proceed as in the proofofTheorem 5.1 in [7].

Let �� = h�1;:::;�n+ m i 2 Q
n+ m . Then,since C is closed,there is a point

�b2 C atm inim um distance from ��. (Thisfollowseasily from the de�nable

com pleteness ofM .) Let H ��(�x) := �(x i � �i)
2. Then H �� 2 R n+ m and

the function H ��jC has a m inim um at �b. However, by the hypotheses of

Case 2,C coincides with V
reg

n+ m (f1;:::;fp+ m ) on som e open box in M n+ m

containing the point �b and hence,by the m ethod ofLagrange m ultipliers

(see 4.10 in [6];we should also rem ark thatwe m ay work in the o-m inim al

structure M 0 atthis point),the vectors r f1(�b);:::;r fp+ m (�b);r H ��(
�b)are

linearly dependent. Now,by (1),thisisequivalentto the vanishing at�b of

the function Q �� := Q n+ m ;f1;:::;fp+ m ;H ��
2 R n+ m . Now consider the function

~f := Q 2
�� + f2. Either it willserve as the required function h,or else it

too satis�esthesam ehypothesisofCase2 asdid f (including thefactthat

V
reg

n+ m (f1;:::;fp+ m )\ Vn+ m (
~f)6= ;).

So by successive repetition ofthisargum entweeithersucceed in �nding

a suitable h,or else for any positive integer r and any sequence ofpoints

��1;:::��r 2 Q
n+ m ,we �nd a point�c2 C such thatforeach i= 1;:::;r,the

vector r H ��i(�c) lies in the vector space spanned by r f1(�c);:::;r fp+ m (�c).

However,for�� 2 Q
n+ m onecalculatesthatr H ��(�c)= h2(c1��1);:::;2(cn+ m �

�n+ m )i.Thus,ifwetaker= n+ m + 1,��1 = �0 and ��2;:::;��n+ m + 1 to beany

basisforQ n+ m weseethat(forany�c2 M n+ m ),thesetfr H ��1(�c);:::;r H ��n+ m + 1
(�c)g

spansM n+ m ,contradicting thefactthatp+ m < n + m .Thuswewill�nd

a suitableh and thiscom pletestheproofofTheorem 1.4.

Exam plesofde�nably com pletestructuresincludeany structureelem en-

tarily equivalentto an expansion of�R,and any o-m inim alstructure.See[5]

and [6]fordiscussionsofde�nably com pletestructures.
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2 Locally polynom ially bounded structures

From now on in this paper we consider the case that M = h�M ;F i and

M 0 = h�M ;F resi,whereF isa fam ily ofsm ooth functionsf :M n ! M ,for

variousn,and whereF res denotesthecollection ofallfunctionsoftheform

fjB forf 2 F and B an open box in M n. W e callM locally polynom ially

bounded (LPB)ifM iso-m inim aland hasa m odelcom pletetheory (aswell

asM 0 being polynom ially bounded).

Thus,theexam ple oftherealexponential�eld discussed in theprevious

section is LPB.M ore generally suppose that ~R is a polynom ially bounded

o-m inim alexpansion of�R with sm ooth celldecom position and thatthe re-

stricted exponentialfunction,expj[0;1],isde�nable in eR. LetF denote the

collection ofalltotalsm ooth de�nable functions.By a Theorem ofvan den

Driesand Speissegger(Theorem B in [2])thestructureh�R;F ;expiism odel

com pleteand henceLPB.

Now,let M be an LPB structure with M 0 and F as described above.

LetN = h�N ;Gibea structure forthesam e language(with �N a realclosed

�eld)and form Gres and N 0 in theanalogousway.

T heorem 2.1.IfM � N then N isalso LPB.

Proof. W e m ustshow thatN 0 ispolynom ially bounded. W e will�rstshow

it is power bounded,in the sense of[4],so suppose that it is not. Then

by M iller’s Dichotom y Theorem ([4]),there is an exponentialfunction E :

N ! N which is 0-de�nable in N 0. This m eans that there is som e for-

m ula,�(F 1;:::;Fn;x;y)say,in thelanguageofordered ringstogetherwith

n function variables(ofvariousarities)butonly �rstorderquanti�ers,func-

tionsg1;:::;gn 2 G (ofthe corresponding arities)and bounded open boxes

B 1;:::;B n (in thecorresponding spaces)such that

foralla;b2 N ;E (a)= bifand only ifN j= �(g1jB 1
;:::;gnjB n

;a;b):

W e now write �(x;y) for �(F 1;:::;Fn;x;y) and let 	(F 1;:::;Fn) be the

form ula

8x9!y�(x;y)^ �(0;1)^ 8x;x 0
;y;y

0
�
(x < x

0^ �(x;y)^ �(x 0
;y

0
))!

(y < y
0^ �(x + x

0
;y� y

0
))
�
:

Then

N j= 9B 1;:::;B n	(g 1jB 1
;:::;gnjB n

):

7



Now quanti�cation over boxes is �rst order,as we can quantify over the

corners.So,by theelem entary equivalenceofM and N ,wehave

M j= 9B 1;:::;B n	(f 1jB 1
;:::;fnjB n

)

where the f1;:::;fn 2 F correspond to g1;:::;gn 2 G. Hence an exponen-

tialfunction is de�nable in M 0,contradicting the fact that M is locally

polynom ially bounded.

So N 0 ispowerbounded. W e now need to show thatitispolynom ially

bounded.

C laim .Suppose thatforany form ula �(F 1;:::;Fn;x;y)(in the language of

ordered rings,together with n function variablesbutonly �rstorderquanti-

�ers)andanycollection offunctionsf1;:::;fn 2 F ,theform ula�(f1jB 1
;:::;fnjB n

;x;y)

de�nes in M the graphsofonly �nitely m any power functions as the boxes

B 1;:::;B n vary.Then N 0 ispolynom ially bounded.

Proof. Notethatitsu�cestoshow thatthereisnonon-polynom iallybounded

powerfunctionde�nablewithoutparam etersinN 0.So,supposethatg1:::;gn 2

G andB 1;:::;B n areopenboxessuch thattheform ula�(g1jB 1
;:::;gnjB n

;x;y)

de�nesa powerfunction,x� say,in N 0.By thehypothesisoftheClaim and

the factthatM 0 ispolynom ially bounded,there isa k 2 N such thatthe

sentence

8B 1;:::;B n(if�(f1jB 1
;:::;fnjB n

;x;y)de�nesa powerfunction

then thisfunction isbounded by x
k
)

holdsin M ,wherethef1;:::;fn 2 F correspond tog1;:::;gn 2 G.(Toseethat

the setofboxesforwhich �(f1jB 1
;:::;fnjB n

;x;y)de�nesa powerfunction

isde�nable,write outa form ula analogousto theform ula 	 above.) Hence

thissentenceistruein N and so� � k and N 0 ispolynom ially bounded.

W e will now establish the hypothesis of the Claim , so �x a form ula

�(F 1;:::;Fn;x;y)and functions f1;:::;fn 2 F . Let K be the (de�nable)

set ofexponents ofpower functions de�ned by �(f 1jB 1
;:::;fnjB n

;x;y) as

the boxesB 1;:::;B n vary and suppose fora contradiction thatK contains

a nonem pty open interval,J say. Using de�nable choice and m onotonic-

ity (in the o-m inim alstructure M ) there is a bounded subintervalJ0 say,

with J0 � J and a continuousde�nable function G on J0,whose valuesare

n-tuplesofboxes,such that

forall� 2 J0;G(�)= hB �
1
;:::;B �

niissuch that

�(f1jB �
1
;:::;fnjB �

n
;x;y)de�nesy = x� forx > 0:

(3)

8



SinceJ0 isaclosed bounded interval,G isbounded and wem aytakebounded

open boxesD 1;:::;D n such thatB �
i � D i,forall� 2 J0 and i= 1;:::;n.

Now,ifwerepeattheaboveargum entwiththestructureh�M ;f1jD 1
;:::;fnjD n

i

in place ofM ,we obtain an intervalJ1 and a function G 1 de�ned in the

structure h�M ;f1jD 1
;:::;fnjD n

i such that (3) holds with J1;G 1 in place of

J0;G.Hence the function hx;yi7! xy with x > 0 and y 2 J1 isde�nable in

h�M ;f1jD 1
;:::;fnjD n

iand hence in M 0.Butthisisim possible,by theproof

of4.2 in [4],asM 0 ispolynom ially bounded.

3 C onsequences ofm odelcom pleteness

Fortherem ainderofthepaper,we�x an LPB structure,M = h �M ;F i.Let
eF be the sm allest collection offunctionscontaining F and allpolynom ials

overQ and closed underthe Q-algebra operationsand underpartialdi�er-

entiation. Foreach n � 1,let R n be the Q-algebra consisting ofalln-ary

functionsin eF .Then each R n isclosed underpartialdi�erentiation and con-

sistsoflocally tam efunctions,so theresultsofthe�rstsection apply.These

resultsalso apply to the ringsR �a
n,for�a 2 M p,consisting ofallfunctionsof

theform �x 7! f(�a;�x)forsom ef 2 R p+ n.

D e�nition 3.1.Let�a 2 M p and b2 M .W esay thatbisF -de�ned over �a

ifthereexistn � 1;f1;:::;fn 2 R �a
n and b1;:::;bn 2 M with b= bi forsom e

i,such that
�b2 V

reg
n (f1;:::;fn):

Thefollowingisan easyconsequenceofthem odelcom pletenessofh�M ;F i

and 1.4, together with a standard trick on representing de�nable sets as

projectionsofzero sets.

T heorem 3.2.Let�a 2 M p;b 2 M . Then b is in the de�nable closure of

�a ifand only ifb is F -de�ned over �a. In particular,\F -de�ned over" is a

pregeom etry.

D e�nition 3.3. W e say that a 0-de�nable function f :U ! M ,where

U � M n isopen,isim plicitly de�ned over F ifthereexistm � 1,functions

g1;:::;gm 2 R n+ m and 0-de�nablefunctions�1;:::;�m :U ! M such that

(1) f = �i,forsom ei= 1;:::;m ,

(2) h�1(�x);:::;�m (�x)i2 V reg
n (g1(�x;�);:::;gm (�x;�)),forall�x 2 U.
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C orollary 3.4.If�a 2 M n isgeneric(forthepregeom etry given by de�nable

closure) and f :U ! M isa 0-de�nable function on a neighbourhood U of

�a,then there is an open 0-de�nable V � U with �a 2 V ,such thatfjV is

im plicitly de�ned overF .

Proof. Sincef(�a)isin thede�nableclosureof�a,itfollowsfrom theprevious

Theorem thatthere exist m � 1,functionsg1;:::;gm 2 R n+ m and a tuple

hb1;:::;bm i2 M m such thatf(�a)2 fb1;:::;bm g and

�b2 V
reg
m (g1(�a;�);:::;gm (�a;�)):

Considerthe0-de�nableset

X := fh�x;�yi2 M
n+ m

:�y 2 V
reg
m (g1(�x;�);:::;gm (�x;�))g:

Foreach �x thereareatm ost�nitely m any �y such thath�x;�yi2 X .Henceby

celldecom position and thefactthat�a isgenericthereisan open cell,C say,

containing �a and 0-de�nablefunctions�1;:::;�m :C ! M such that

h�1(�x);:::;�m (�x)i2 V
reg
m (g1(�x;�);:::;gm (�x;�))

and �i(�a)= f(�a)forsom e i. Then as�a isgeneric,�i and f agree on som e

open neighbourhood V of�a and so fjV isim plicitly de�ned overF .

UsingthisCorollary and Theorem 2.1,astandard com pactnessargum ent

yieldsthefollowing:

C orollary 3.5.Suppose thatf :U ! M is a 0-de�nable function on an

open setU � M n.Then there are 0-de�nableopen setsU1;:::;Uk � U with

dim (U n
S k

i= 1
Ui)< n such thatfjUi

isim plicitly de�ned overF ,foreach i.

Now the im plicitfunction theorem im pliesthatfunctionswhich are im -

plicitly de�ned overF aresm ooth,and so wehave:

C orollary 3.6. Locally polynom ially bounded structures have sm ooth cell

decom position.

4 C ontrolling the derivatives

D e�nition 4.1.A sm ooth de�nable function f :U ! M on an open set

U � M n is said to have controlled derivatives ifthere exists a de�nable
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continuousfunction ! :U ! M � 0 and Ci 2 M ;E i 2 N,foreach i2 N such

that

jD �
f(�x)j� Cj�j� !(�x)

E j�j forall� 2 N
n
and �x 2 U:

W e say that such an ! is a controlfunction for f and that f!;Ci;E ig is

controldata forf.

W enow supposethateach ofthefunctionsf 2 F hascontrolled deriva-

tives.Itfollowsthat,in thenotation oftheprevioussection,thefunctionsin
eF (and hence in R n)also have controlled derivatives.Notethat,because of

thepresenceofexp,thisassum ption holdsfortheexam plesofLPB structures

given in Section 2.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose thatf :U ! M is im plicitly de�ned over F .

Then f hascontrolled derivatives.

Proof. Letg1;:::;gm 2 R n+ m and �1;:::;�m :U ! M witnessthefactthat

f isim plicitly de�ned. Since g1;:::;gm have controlled derivatives,there is

a continuousde�nable function ! :M n ! M and Ci2 M ;E i2 N such that

foreach i= 1;:::;m and all� 2 N n,

jD �
gi(�x;�y)j� Cj�j� !(�x;�y)

E j�j forallh�x;�yi2 M
n+ m

:

Let� bethedeterm inantofthem atrix

0

B
@

@g1

@y1
:::

@g1

@ym
...

...
@gm

@y1
:::

@gm

@ym

1

C
A :

W ewillshow by induction on j�jthatthereareC 0
j�j
2 M ;E 0

j�j
2 N such that

foreach iand all�x 2 U,

jD �
�i(�x)j� C

0
j�j

�
!(�x;�1(�x);:::;�m (�x))

�(�x;� 1(�x);:::;�m (�x))

� E 0
j�j

;

which su�cesasf isoneofthe� i.

Suppose �rstthatj�j= 1. W e write ��(�x):= h�1(�x);:::;�m (�x)i. Since

thederivative
@�i

@yj
(�x)hastheform

polynom ialin
@gl
@yk

evaluated ath�x;��(�x)i;forvariousk;l

�(�x; ��(�x))
;

therequired C 0
1
;E 0

1
clearly exist.

11



Now supposethatj�j> 1.By thechain rule,D ��i(�x)hastheform

polynom ialin D �gj evaluated ath�x;��(�x)iand D
�0�k(�x);

forvariousj;k;�;�0with j�j� j�j;j�0j< j�j

�(�x; ��(�x))d
;

and by theinduction hypothesis,wecan �nd suitableC 0
j�j
;E 0

j�j
.

Com bining thiswith Corollary 3.4,weobtain

C orollary 4.3. Suppose thatf :U ! M is a sm ooth de�nable function.

Then there are de�nable open sets U1;:::;Uk � U with dim (U n
S
Ui)< n

such thatforeach i= 1;:::;k,fjUi
hascontrolled derivatives.

Rem ark.In polynom ially bounded structures,allsm ooth functionshavecon-

trolled derivatives. It seem s feasible that a m ore carefulanalysis of the

derivativesofim plicitfunctionsm ay show thatexponentsoftheform j�jare

preserved.Thiscould lead to new resultsin thepolynom ially bounded case.
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