arXiv:2408.13481v1 [math.AG] 24 Aug 2024

MOTIVIC VERSIONS OF MASS FORMULAS BY KRASNER, SERRE AND BHARGAVA

TAKEHIKO YASUDA

Abstract. We prove motivic versions of mass formulas by Krasner, Serre and Bhargava concerning (weighted) counts of extensions of local fields.

1. Introduction

The aim of this article is to prove motivic versions of mass formulas by Krasner [Kra62, Kra66], Serre [Ser78] and Bhargava [Bha07]. For a non-archimedean local field K with residue field F_q and for a positive integer n, Serre proved the formula

(1.1) ∑ L q^{−dL/K} |Aut(L)| = q^{1−n}, where L runs over isomorphism classes of totally ramified extensions of K with [L : K] = n, Aut(L) is the group of K-automorphisms and d_{L/K} is the discriminant exponent of L/K. Using Serre’s formula, Bhargava proved a similar formula

(1.2) ∑ L q^{−dL/K} |Aut(L/K)| = n−1∑ j=0 P (n, n − j)q^{−j} , this time L running over isomorphism classes of étale K-algebras of degree n. Here P (n, i) denotes the number of partitions of n into exactly i positive integers.

In [Yas17], the author proved these formulas by a different approach which was based upon observation from [WY15] which relates Bhargava’s formula with the Hilbert scheme of points. In this approach, we can prove Bhargava’s formula first and deduce Serre’s formula from it, using relation between the two formulas via the exponential formula which was observed by Kedlaya [Ked07].

Before Serre obtained his formula, Krasner had obtained a formula for the number of degree-n extensions of K with a prescribed discriminant exponent as well as one restricted to totally ramified extensions. Thus, Krasner’s result is a refinement of Serre’s one and we can derive Serre’s from Krasner’s. Under the condition that K has characteristic p > 0, the situation that we focus on in the present paper, the most interesting case is when p | n, m − n + 1 > 0 and

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 11S15, 12F10, 14D22, 14E18. 1

p ∤ (m − n + 1). Under these conditions, the number of degree-n totally ramified extensions of K in a fixed algebraic closure of K with discriminant exponent m is n(q − 1)q^{⌊(m−n+1)/p⌋}. We may rewrite this formula as

(1.3) ∑ L 1 |Aut(L)| = (q − 1)q^{⌊(m−n+1)/p⌋}, where L runs over isomorphism classes of such extensions of K(instead of counting subfields of K).

To formulate motivic versions of these formulas, we consider the P-moduli space Δ_n (resp. Δ^∘_n) of degree-n étale covers (resp. connected covers) of the punctured formal disk Spec k�t� with k denoting a field, constructed in [TY23]. The notion of P-moduli space is even coarser than the one of coarse moduli space, but enough to define motivic integrals that we consider below. For details, see Section (3). The discriminant exponent defines a constructible function d: Δ_n −→ Z as well as its restriction to Δ^∘_n. We can define the integral ∫ Δ_n

L^{−d} := ∞∑ m=0 [d^{−1}(m)]L^{−m}

and similarly the integral ∫ Δ^∘_n L

−d in a version of the complete Grothendieck ring

of varieties, denoted by ^M^♥_k (for the definition of this ring, see Definition 7.1). Motivic versions of formulas (1.1) and (1.2) by Serre and Bhargava are formulated as follows:

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 7.4 and Corollary 7.5). We have the following equalities in ^M^♥_k : ∫ Δ^∘_n

L^{−d} = L^{1−n} , ∫ Δ_n

L^{−d} = n−1∑ j=0 P (n, n − j)L^{−j} . The second equality of the theorem is equivalent to [Yas24, Corollary 1.5] via the correspondence between the discriminant exponent and the Artin conductor [WY15], except a slight difference of the used Grothendieck rings. The proof in [Yas24] is by translating the proof in [Yas17] of Bhargava’s formula into the motivic setting.

We also prove a motivic version of Krasner’s formula (1.3). Let Δ^{(m)}n := d^{−1}(m) ⊂ Δ^∘_n, the locus of étale covers with discriminant exponent m. This is a constructible subset.

Theorem 1.2 (see Theorem 7.6 for the full statement of the result.). If k has characteristic p > 0 and if p | n, m − n + 1 > 0 and p ∤ (m − n + 1), then we have

[Δ^{(m)}_n ] = (L − 1)L^{⌊(m−n+1)/p⌋}

in ^M^♥_k .

The author used this result as a working hypothesis in a previous paper [Yas16, Section 12] to verify a certain duality in mass formulas. He also applies this theorem to a study of quotient singularities in another paper in preparation [Yas].

We now explain the outline of the proof of Theorem 1.1. Our strategy is to translate Serre’s arguments by using p-adic measures to the motivic setting by using the theory of motivic integration, a theory pioneered by Kontsevich [Kon95] and Denef–Loeser [DL99]. We use a version of the theory over a complete discrete valuation ring established by Sebag [Seb04]. We consider the space of Eisenstein polynomials of degree n with coefficients in k�t�, denoted by Eis. We regard this as a subspace of the arc space J_∞(A^n_{k�t�} ) of the affine space A^n_{k�t�} . Through the natural map Eis → Δ^∘_n, we relate the integral ∫ Δ^∘_n L

−d with the motivic volume of Eis/G_m , the quotient of Eis by a natural action of G_m . This motivic volume is easy to compute, leading to the motivic version of Serre’s formula. The motivic version of Bhargava’s formula easily follows from Serre’s one. The motivic version of Krasner’s formula is obtained by an explicit description of the locus of Eisenstein polynomials giving extensions of a prescribed discriminant exponent.

Throughout the paper, we work over a field k of characteristic p ≥ 0. A kvariety means a separated scheme of finite type over k. We follow the convention that when p = 0, then p is coprime to any positive integer n and we write p ∤ n. The symbol K means an extension of k, unless otherwise noted. For a ring R, we denote by R�t� the ring of power series with coefficients in R and by R�t� its localization by t, which is nothing but the ring of Laurent power series with coefficients in R. When K is a field and A is an étale K�t�-algebra, we denote by O_A the integral closure of K�t� in A. For a finite group G, a G-torsor means an étale G-torsor.

Acknowledgements. I wrote the first draft of the part concerning the motivic versions of formulas by Serre and Bhargava around the autumn of 2018, intending to contain it in my joint paper with Fabio Tonini [TY23]. But we decided not to contain it for reasons of time and length of the paper. In the summer of 2024, I completed the manuscript in order to publish it as a separate paper, containing an extra result, the motivic version of Krasner’s formula. I deeply thank Fabio Tonini for permitting me to do this and for stimulating discussions during our joint work. I also thank Melanie Matchett Wood for helpful discussions during our joint works, which resulted in papers [WY15, WY17].

2. Discriminants

Let R be a ring and let S be an R-algebra which is free of rank n as an Rmodule. For each element s ∈ S, the map S → S, x → sx is an R-linear map and its trace Tr(s) is defined as an element of R. The discriminant D(s_1, . . . , s_n) of an R-module basis s_1, . . . , s_n ∈ S is defined to be the determinant of the n × n matrix (Tr(s_is_j))_{i,j} with entries in R. It is known that the ideal generated by D(s_1, . . . , s_n) is independent of the choice of basis and that S is étale over R if and only if (D(s_1, . . . , s_n)) = R or equivalently D(s_1, . . . , s_n) is an invertible element of R.

Consider the case R = Z[Y_1, . . . , Y_n], the n-variate polynomial ring with integer coefficients, and

S = R[x]/(x^n + Y_1x^{n−1} + · · · + Y_{n−1}x + Y_n).

We define the discriminant polynomial F (Y_1, . . . , Y_n) ∈ R to be the discriminant D(1, x, . . . , x^{n−1}) of the R-basis 1, x, . . . , x^{n−1} of S. For any ring R^′ and an R^′- algebra

S^′ = R[x]/(x^n + y_1x^{n−1} + · · · + y_{n−1}x + y_n) (y_1, . . . , y_n ∈ R),

we have D(1, x_S′ , . . . , x^{n−1}_S′ ) = F (y_1, . . . , y_n), where x_S′ is the image of x in S^′. The R^′-algebra S^′ is étale if and only if F (y_1, . . . , y_n) is an invertible element of R^′.

Next consider the case where R = K�t� with K a field and

S = R[x]/(x^n + y_1x^{n−1} + · · · + y_{n−1}x + y_n) (y_1, . . . , y_n ∈ R).

The polynomial in the last equality is called an Eisenstein polynomial if ord y_i > 0 for every i and ord y_n = 1. If this is the case, from [Ser79, p. 19], S is a discrete valuation field with uniformizer x and has residue field isomorphic to K. The field extension S/R is separable if and only if F (y_1, . . . , y_n) ≠ 0. When S/R is separable, its discriminant exponent is defined to be

d_{S/R} := ord F (y_1, . . . , y_n) ∈ Z_{≥0}.

We often write d_{S/R} simply as d_S , omitting R.

3. Strong P-moduli spaces

In this section, we recall results from [TY23]. Let Aff/k be the category of affine schemes over k and let ACF/k be its full subcategories consisting of spectra Spec K with K an algebraically closed field. We identify a k-scheme X with the associated functor

(Aff/k)^{op} → Set, T → Hom_k(T, X).

For a functor Z : (Aff/k)^{op} → Set, we let Z_F : (ACF/k)^{op} → Set be its restriction to (ACF/k)^{op}.

Definition 3.1. Let Y be a k-scheme and let X be a functor (Aff/k)^{op} → Set (e.g. a k-scheme). A P-morphism f : Y → X is a natural transformation Y_F → X_F such that there exist morphisms of h: Z → Y and g : Z → X of k-schemes such that h is surjective and locally of finite type and the following diagram is commutative:

(3.1) Z_F h_F fflffl g_F !!C CCC CCC C Y_{F f} // X_F

We denote by Hom^P_k (Y, X) the set of P-morphisms over k from Y to X. We denote by X^P the functor

(Aff/k)^{op} → Set, T → Hom^P_k (T, X).

A P-morphism f : Y → X is said to be a P-isomorphism if there exists a Pmorphism g : X → Y such that both f ∘ g and g ∘ f are the identities.

For a scheme X, we denote its underlying point set by |X|. This set is identified with the set of equivalence classes of geometric points Spec K → X; two geometric points Spec K → X and Spec K^′ → X are equivalent if they fit into the commutative diagram

Spec K^{′′} // fflffl Spec K^′ fflffl Spec K // X

with K^{′′} also an algebraically closed field. The set |X| is equipped with the Zariski topology. A P-morphism f : Y → X induces a map |f|: |Y | → |X| in the obvious way.

Lemma 3.2 ([TY23, Lemmas 4.7 and 4.32] ). Let Y and X be separated schemes locally of finite type over k. Let f : Y → X be a P-morphism.

(1) There exist geometrically bijective and finite-type morphisms h: Z → Y and g : Z → X which make diagram (3.1) commutative.

(2) If Γ_f : Y → Y ×_k X is the graph of f, then Im(|Γ_f |) is a locally constructible subset of |Y ×_k X|.

(3) f is a P-isomorphism if and only if it is geometrically bijective (that is, for every algebraically closed field K, f(K): Y (K) → X(K) is bijective.)

Definition 3.3. Keeping the assumption of the lemma, we denote the locally constructible subset Im(|Γ_f |) again by Γ_f . For a point x: Spec K → X with K any field, the fiber f^{−1}(x) is defined to be the constructible subset

(Γ_f ×_{X,x} Spec K) ∩ pr^{−1}_X (x) ⊂ Y ⊗_k K.

Here Γ_f ×_{X,x} Spec K means the preimage of Γ_f by the morphism id × x: Y ⊗_k K → Y ×_k X. Definition 3.4. We define the category of P-schemes over k, denoted by P-Sch/k, to be the categories having k-schemes as objects and P-morphisms over k as morphisms.

Definition 3.5. Let F : (Aff/k)^{op} → Set. A strong P-moduli space of of F is a k-scheme X given with a morphism π : F → X^P such that the induced morphism π : F^P → X^P is an isomorphism.

If exists, a strong P-moduli space is unique up to a unique P-isomorphism. By definition, if X is a strong P-moduli space of F, then for every algebraically closed field K, the map F(K) → X(K) is bijective.

Theorem 3.6 ([TY23, Theorem 8.9]). For a finite group G, the functor F_G : (Aff/k)^{op} → Set, Spec R → {G-torsors over Spec R�t�}/∼= has a strong P-moduli space which is a countable coproduct of affine k-varieties. Here a G-torsor means an étale G-torsor.

Definition 3.7. For a ring R, we say that a finite étale R�t�-algebra A is of degree n (resp. of discriminant exponent m, connected) if for every point Spec K → Spec R, the induced K�t�-algebra A⊗_{R�t�} K�t� is of degree n (resp. of discriminant exponent m, a field). For n ∈ Z_{>0} and m ∈ Z_{≥0}, we define the following functors:

F_n : (Aff/k)^{op} → Set Spec R → {finite étale R�t�-algebras of degree n}/∼=,

F^∘_n : (Aff/k)^{op} → Set Spec R → {connected finite étale R�t�-algebras of degree n}/∼= and F^{(m)}_n : (Aff/k)^{op} → Set Spec R → { connected finite étale R�t�-algebras of degree n and discriminant exponent m } /∼=. Corollary 3.8. The functor F_n, F^∘_n and F^{(m)}n have strong P-moduli spaces which are coproducts of countably many affine k-varieties.

Proof. Since F_n is isomorphic to F_{Sn} , Theorem 3.6 shows that F_n has a strong P-moduli space which is a coproduct of countably many affine k-varieties. From [TY23, Lemma 8.7 and Theorem 8.9], F^∘_n also has a strong P-moduli space which is a coproduct of countably many affine k-varieties. From [WY15], the discriminant exponent function d: F_n → Z_{≥0}, which is identified with the Artin conductor a: F_{Sn} → Z_{≥0}, is a special case of v-function v : F_{Sn} → Z_{≥0}. From [TY23,

Theorem 9.8], d is a locally constructible function. Hence, the property “d = m” is locally constructible. From [TY23, Theorem 8.9], F^{(m)}n also has a P-moduli spaces which is a coproduct of countably many affine k-varieties. □

Definition 3.9. We denote by Δ^∘_n and Δ^{(m)}n P-moduli spaces of F^∘_n and F^{(m)}n , which are coproducts of countably many affine k-varieties.

By the definition of strong P-moduli space, for each connected finite étale R�t�-algebra of degree n and discriminant exponent m, we have the induced Pmorphism Spec R → Δ^{(m)}n .

Remark 3.10. Let us write Δ^∘_n = ∐ i∈I W_i, where I is a countable set and W_i are k-varieties. Then, locally constructible subsets and constructible subsets of Δ^∘_n are characterized as follows. A subset C ⊂ Δ^∘_n is locally constructible if and only if for every i, C ∩W_i is a constructible subset of W_i. A locally constructible subset C ⊂ Δ^∘_n is constructible if it is quasi-compact or equivalently if it is contained in ⋃ i∈I_0 Wi for a finite subset I0 ⊂ I. Note that whether a subset C ⊂ Δ ∘ n is locally constructible (resp. constructible) is independent of the choice of Pmoduli space: if (Δ^∘_n)^′ is another P-moduli space of F^∘_n and C^′ ⊂ (Δ^∘_n)^′ is the subset corresponding to C, then C is locally constructible (resp. constructible) if and only if so is C^′.

4. The space of Eisenstein polynomials

In this section, we construct the space of Eisenstein polynomials as a subspace of an arc space and study its properties. We refer the reader to [CLNS18] for details on arc spaces, in particular, from the viewpoint of motivic integration.

Let V := A^n_{k�t�} = Spec k�t�[x_1, . . . , x_n] and let J_∞ V and J_l V , l ∈ Z_{≥0}, be its arc scheme and jet schemes. Namely, for a k-algebra R, we have

(J_∞ V )(R) = Hom_{k�t�}(Spec R�t�, V ),

(J_l V )(R) = Hom_{k�t�}(Spec R�t�/(t^{l+1}), V ).

For l^′, l ∈ Z_{≥0} with l^′ ≥ l, we have truncation morphisms

π_l : J_∞ V → J_l V and π^{l′}_l : J_l′ V → J_l V.

Definition 4.1. For a k-algebra R, R-points of J_∞ V correspond to n-tuples of power series y = (y_1, . . . , y_n) ∈ R�t�^n. We let them correspond also to polynomials

f_y(x) := x^n + y_1x^{n−1} + · · · + y_{n−1}x + y_n ∈ R�t�[x].

We let A_y be the R�t�-algebra R�t�[x]/(f_y(x)).

As we saw in Section 2, the extension A_y/L�t� is separable if and only if F (y) ≠ 0.

Definition 4.2. For indeterminates Y_{i,j} (1 ≤ i ≤ n, j ≥ 0) and for integers m ≥ 0, we define polynomials F_m(Y_{i,j}) ∈ Z[Y_{i,j}; j ≤ m] by F ( ∑ j≥0 Y_{1,j}t^j , . . . , ∑ j≥0 Y_{n,j}t^j ) = ∑ m≥0 F_m(Y_{i,j})t^m. Definition 4.3. Let Eis ⊂ J_∞ V (resp. Eis^{sep}, Eis^{(m)}) to be the locus of Eisenstein polynomials (resp. separable Eisenstein polynomials, Eisenstein polynomials whose discriminant have order m).

If we write y_i = ∑ j∈Z_{≥0} yi,jt j, then the above loci are described as

Eis = {(y_{i,j}) | for every i, y_{i,0} = 0 and y_{n,1} ≠ 0}, Eis^{sep} = {(y_{i,j}) ∈ Eis | for some m, F_m(y_{i,j}) ≠ 0}, Eis^{(m)} = {(y_{i,j}) ∈ Eis | for m^′ ≤ m, F_m′ (y_{i,j}) = 0 and F_m(y_{i,j}) ≠ 0}.

These are locally closed subsets of J_∞ V . We have Eis^{sep} = ⨆ m≥0 Eis^{(m)}. For y ∈ Eis^{sep}(K), the associated extension A_y/K�t� is separable and totally ramified. Let ϖ ∈ A_y = K�t�[x]/(f_y(x)) denote the image of x, which is a uniformizer of A_y. As is well-known, the discriminant exponent d_{Ay /K�t�} of A_y/K�t� is also equal to (4.1) n ord f^′(ϖ) = n ord (_n ∑ i=0 (n − i)y_iϖ^{n−i−1} )

with y_0 = 1 (for example, see [Ser79, Proposition 6 on p. 50 and Corollary 2 on p. 56]). Here we denote the unique extension of the valuation ord: K�t� → Z_{≥0}∪{∞} to A_y again by ord. This equality shows that if p ∤ n, then d_{Ay /L�t�} = n − 1 and hence Eis^{(m)} = ∅ for m ≠ n − 1. For n with p ∤ n, we have the following explicit description of Eis^{(m)}.

Proposition 4.4. Suppose that p > 0 and p | n. Let y = (y_1, . . . , y_n) ∈ K�t�^n = Eis(K).

We have y ∈ Eis^{(m)}(K) if and only if for every i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} with p ∤ (n − i), the inequality

ord y_i ≥ ⌈ m − n + 1 + i n ⌉

holds and the equality in this inequality holds if m + i + 1 ∈ nZ.

Proof. In the situation of the proposition, we have

d_{Ay /K�t�} = n ord ∑ 0≤i<n p∤(n−i) (n − i)y_iϖ^{n−i−1} .

For i with p ∤ (n − i), we have n ord ( (n − i)y_iϖ^{n−i−1} ) ≡ n − i − 1 mod nZ. In particular, for distinct i’s, these values are different to one another. Therefore, n ord f^′(ϖ) = min {n − i − 1 + n ord y_i | 0 ≤ i < n, p ∤ (n − i)} .

Moreover, if d_{Ay /K�t�} = m, the minimum is attained at i with m + i + 1 ∈ nZ. This shows the lemma. □ Definition 4.5. For l ∈ Z_{≥0}, we let Eis^{(m)}_l ⊂ J_l V be the image of Eis^{(m)} by π_l. Corollary 4.6. Let c := m − n + 1. Suppose that p | n, p ∤ c and c ≥ 0. For l ≥ ⌊(c + n − 1)/n⌋ = ⌊m/n⌋, Eis^{(m)}_l is a locally closed subset of J_l V . Moreover, if we give it the reduced scheme structure, then Eis^{(m)}_l ∼= G^2_m × A^{nl−c+⌊c/p⌋−1} k . In particular, Eis^{(m)}_l is an affine variety.

Proof. The jet scheme J_l V is the affine space A^{n(l+1)}_k with the coordinates y_{i,j}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 0 ≤ j ≤ l. The subset Eis^{(m)}_l of it is defined by y_{i,0} = 0 (1 ≤ i ≤ n), y_{n,1} ≠ 0, y_{i,j} = 0 ( i < n, p ∤ (n − i), j < ⌈_{c+i} n ⌉) , y_{i,} c+i_n ≠ 0 (i < n, p ∤ (n − i), c + i ∈ nZ) , which shows that Eis^{(m)}_l is a locally closed subset. The last two conditions can be rephrased as: y_{i,j} = 0 ( i < n, p ∤ (n − i), c + i /∈ nZ, j ≤ ⌊_{c+i} n ⌋) y_{i,j} = 0 ( i < n, p ∤ (n − i), c + i ∈ nZ, j < ⌊_{c+i} n ⌋) y_{i,} c+i_n ≠ 0 (i < n, p ∤ (n − i), c + i ∈ nZ) . Thus, we have Eis^{(m)}_l ∼= G^2_m × A^{nl−s−1}_k , where s = ∑ 1≤i<n p∤(n−i)

⌊ c + i n ⌋ .

Let us write n = pn^′. From Hermite’s identity (for example, see [ST03, Chapter 12]), we have s = n−1∑ i=1 ⌊ c n + i n ⌋ − n^′−1∑

i=1 ⌊ c n + i n^′ ⌋

= ⌊ n c n ⌋ − ⌊ n^′ c n ⌋

= c − ⌊ c p ⌋ . □ Lemma 4.7. For a k-algebra R and for a point y ∈ Eis^{(m)}(R), A_y is étale over R�t�. Proof. Since the leading coefficient F_m(y_{i,j}) of F (y_1, . . . , y_n) is an invertible element of R, F (y) ∈ R�t� is invertible and A_y/R�t� is étale. □

Since Eis^{(m)} itself is an affine scheme having the coordinate ring S = k[y_{i,j}, y^{−1}_{n,1}, F^{−1}_m | i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, j ∈ Z_{≥0}]/(F_m′ | m^′ ≤ m), we have the corresponding étale algebra over S�t� and the induced P-morphism

ψ^{(m)} : Eis^{(m)} → Δ^{(m)}_n .

For each point y ∈ Eis^{(m)}(R), the composition P-morphism

Spec R^y−→ Eis^{(m)} → Δ^{(m)}_n is the P-morphism associated to the R�t�-algebra A_y.

Remark 4.8. For y ∈ Eis(R), even if K�t� → K�t�[x]/(f_y) is étale for every point Spec K → Spec R with K a field, the map R�t� → R�t�[x]/(f_y) is not generally étale as the following example exists. Suppose that k has characteristic two. Let R = k[s] and f = x^2 +(st+(s+1)t^2)x+t ∈ R�t�[x]. Then R�t�[x]/(f) is not étale over R�t�. Indeed, df/dx = st + (s + 1)t^2 is not a unit in R�t�. Hence it is not a unit in R�t�[x]/(f) either. On the other hand, for any point Spec K → Spec R, since df/dx is a unit in K�t�, the induced map K�t� → K�t�[x]/(f) is étale. This explains why we need to decompose Eis^{sep} into subsets Eis^{(m)} to have a map to Δ^∘_n.

For y ∈ Eis^{(m)}_l (R) ⊂ (R�t�/(t^{l+1}))^n, let ỹ ∈ Eis^{(m)}(R) ⊂ R�t�^n be its canonical lift given by ỹ_{i,j} = { y_{i,j} (j ≤ m) 0 (j > m).

For l ≥ ⌊m/n⌋, the assignment y → ~y defines a morphism Eis^{(m)}_l → Eis^{(m)}, which is a section of π_l|_{Eis}(m) : Eis^{(m)} → Eis^{(m)}_l . We define the morphism

ψ_l = ψ^{(m)}_l : Eis^{(m)}_l → Δ^∘_n, y → A_ỹ,

which is the composition of the section Eis^{(m)}_l → Eis^{(m)} and ψ : Eis^{(m)} → Δ^{(m)}n .

We need the following lemma, which is a variant of Fontaine’s [Fon85, Prop. 1.5].

Lemma 4.9. Let L/K�t� be a finite separable extension and E/K�t� any algebraic extension. Let O_L and O_E be the integral closures of K�t� in L and E, respectively. Let l be an integer with l > d_{L/K�t�}. Suppose that there exists a K�t�-algebra homomorphism η : O_L → O_E /t^lO_E . Then there exists a K�t�-embedding L → E. Proof. The proof is also similar to the one of [Fon85, Proposition 1.5]. Let us write O_L = K�t�[α] and let f(X) be the minimal polynomial of α over K�t�, which is of degree n = [L : K�t�]. We embed L and E into an algebraic closure Ω of K�t� and denote the extension of the valuation ord to Ω again by ord. Let β ∈ O_E be a lift of η(α). Then ord f(β) ≥ l. Let α = α_1, , . . . , α_n ∈ Ω be the conjugates of α. Since f(β) = ∏_n i=1(β − α_i), we have

(4.2) sup_i ord(β − α_i) ≥ ord(f(β)) n ≥ l n > d_L n . Recall that the discriminant of L/K�t� is the ideal generated by ∏ i≠j(αj − αi). Suppose that ord(α_1 − α_2) = sup_{i≠j} ord(α_i − α_j ). If σ_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, are K�t�- automorphisms of Ω with σ_i(α) = α_i. Then,

(4.3) d_L ≥ ∑ i≠j ord(α_i − α_j ) ≥ n∑ i=1 ord(σ_i(α_1) − σ_i(α_2)) ≥ n ord(α_1 − α_2).

Combining (4.2) and (4.3) gives sup_i ord(β − α_i) > sup_{i≠j} ord(α_i − α_j ).

From Krasner’s lemma [Lan94, II, S2, Proposition3], for i with ord(β − α_i) = sup_i ord(β − α_i), we have K�t�(α_i) ⊂ K�t�(β) ⊂ E. The composite map L^∼−→ K�t�(α_i) → K�t�(β) → E is a K�t�-embedding. □ Corollary 4.10. Let L and L^′ be finite separable field extensions of K�t� of the same degree. Suppose that for some l > d_L, there is a K�t�-isomorphism O_L/t^lO_L^∼−→ O_L′ /t^lO_L′ . Then there exists a K�t�-isomorphism L^∼−→ L^′. Proof. From the last proposition, there exists a K�t�-embedding L → L^′. Because of their degrees, it is an isomorphism. □

Corollary 4.11. For l ≥ m, the two morphisms ψ^{(m)}, ψ^{(m)}_l ∘ π_l : Eis^{(m)} → Δ^∘_n induce the same P-morphism.

Proof. For a geometric point y ∈ Eis^{(m)}(K), the field extension A_y/K�t� has discriminant exponent m. Since O_{Ay} /t^{l+1}O_{Ay} = (K�t�/(t^{l+1}))[x]/(f_y(x)), if y, y^′ ∈ Eis^{(m)}(K) map to the same point of Eis^{(m)}_l (K) for l ≥ m, then A_y and A_y′ are isomorphic over K�t�. This proves the corollary. □

Corollary 4.12. The locally closed subset Δ^{(m)}n ⊂ Δ^∘_n is quasi-compact and constructible.

Proof. We first note that from Remark 3.10, the assertion is independent of the choice of the P-moduli space Δ^∘_n of the functor F^∘_n. For an algebraically closed field K, every totally ramified extension A/K�t� is associated to some Eisenstein polynomial. This shows that Im(ψ^{(m)}) = Im(ψ^{(m)}_l ) = Δ^{(m)}_n .

Since the P-morphism ψ^{(m)}_l is represented by a morphism Y → Δ^∘_n of k-schemes with Y a k-variety, its image is quasi-compact and constructible. □

Definition 4.13. Let G_m denote the multiplicative group Spec k[s, s^{−1}] over the base field k. We define a grading on k[x_1, . . . , x_n] by deg(x_i) = i which induces a G_m -action on V and one on J_∞ V .

Lemma 4.14. Maps ψ^{(m)} and ψ^{(m)}_l are G_m -invariant.

Proof. Let y = (y_1, . . . , y_n) ∈ Eis^{(m)}(K) ⊂ K�t�^n and b ∈ K^∗ = G_m (K). Let y^′ := by = (by_1, b^2y_2, . . . , b^ny_n).

We have an isomorphism A_y → A_y′ , x → b^{−1}x. This shows that ψ^{(m)} is G_m - invariant. Similarly for ψ^{(m)}_l . □

Proposition 4.15. Let A: Spec K → Δ^{(m)}n be a point with K any field and let l ≥ m. The fiber ψ^{−1}_l (A) is a closed subset of Eis^{(m)}_l ⊗_k K.

Proof. Since the proof is a little long and technical, we divide it into several steps.

A setup. By base change, we may assume that K = k and that they are algebraically closed. Then, the point A ∈ Δ^{(m)}n (k) is identified with an étale k�t�-algebra of degree n. Let Z = Spec R be an affine smooth irreducible curve over k with a distinguished closed point 0 ∈ Spec R and let y : Z → Eis^{(m)}_l be a k-morphism such that an open dense subset Z^∘ ⊂ Z map into ψ^{−1}_l (A). We will show that the distinguished point 0 also maps into ψ^{−1}_l (A), which implies the proposition. Let A_y = R�t�[x]/(f_y(x)) be the algebra corresponding to y. Each point z ∈ Z(k) induces a homomorphism R�t� → k�t�, which in turn induces an algebra A_{y,z}/k�t�. For z ∈ Z^∘(k), we have A_{y,z} ∼= A. Our goal is to show that A_{y,0} ∼= A. Strategy. Our strategy to achieve this goal is as follows. For a group G of a special form, we construct some G-torsor Spec B_y → Spec R�t� which factors through Spec A_y. We show that for each point z ∈ Z(k), the “fiber” B_{y,z} is isomorphic to ( ~A_{y,z})^v for some v ∈ Z_{>0}, where ~A_{y,z} denotes a Galois closure of A_{y,z}/k�t�. For such a group G, we have a fine moduli stack ~Δ_G of G-torsors over Spec k�t� and have the morphism Z → ~Δ_G corresponding to the above G-torsor. We see that the image of the map Z(k) → ~Δ_G(k)/∼= is finite and hence the map is constant. This implies the desired conclusion.

Construction of B_y. We begin to construct a G-torsor as above. Let C_y/R�t� and C_{y,0}/k�t� be the S_n-torsors corresponding to the degree-n étale algebras A_y/R�t� and A_{y,0}/k�t�, respectively. If we identify S_{n−1} with the stabilizer of 1 for the action S_n ↷ {1, . . . , n}, then (C_y)^{Sn−1} = A_y and (C_{y,0})^{Sn−1} = A_{y,0}. Let Spec B^′_{y,0} ⊂ Spec C_{y,0} be a connected component and let G ⊂ S_n be its stabilizer so that Spec B^′_{y,0} → Spec k�t� is a G-torsor and B^′_{y,0}/k�t� is a Galois closure of A_{y,0}/k�t�. Since the residue field k of k�t� is algebraically closed, G coincides with its inertia group (often denoted by G_0). From [Ser79, p. 68, Corollary 4], G = G_0 is the semidirect product H ⋊ C of a p-group H and a cyclic group C of order coprime to the characteristic of k. If P denotes the stabilizer of 1 for the action G ↷ {1, . . . , n}, then A_{y,0} = (B^′_{y,0})^P .

Let u ∈ A_y be the image of x by the map R�t�[x] → A_y = R�t�[x]/(f_y(x)) and let u be the image of u in A_{y,0}. Then, A_{y,0} = k�t�[u] and B^′_{y,0} = k�t�[gu | g ∈ G]. Let B^′_y := R�t�[gu | g ∈ G] ⊂ C_y. Then B^′_y is a finitely generated torsion-free R�t�-module. Note that R�t� is a Noetherian domain of dimension 2. Moreover, R�t� is excellent [Val75] and [Mat87, Theorem 19.5]. It follows that the localization R�t� = R�t�_t is an excellent Dedekind domain. Since B^′_y is a torsion-free R�t�-module and B^′_{y,0} is a free k�t�-module of rank |G|, B^′_y is a locally free R�t�-module of rank |G|. Moreover, the subring B^′_y ⊂ C_y is stable under the G-action.

From [Gro65, Scholie 7.8.3], the ring B^′_y is excellent. Therefore, the normalization B_y of B^′_y is finitely generated as a B^′_y-module as well as an R�t�-module. By a similar reasoning as above, B_y is a locally free R�t�-module of rank |G|. We also see that B_y is a locally free A_y-module of rank |G^′| = |G|/n. We have natural morphisms of Dedekind schemes

(4.4) Spec C_y^γ−→ Spec B_y^β−→ Spec A_y^α−→ Spec R�t�.

Morphisms α, β, γ as well as their compositions are flat. The morphism α ∘ β is G-invariant and the morphism β is G^′-invariant. We know that α and α ∘ β ∘ γ are étale. From [Gro67, Proposition 17.7.7], α ∘ β is étale. From [Gro67, Proposition 17.3.4], β is also étale.

Proving that Spec B_y → Spec R�t� is a G-torsor. We now claim that the G-action on Spec B_y is free. Each element g ∈ G \ {1} acts nontrivially on B^′_{y,0} and hence also on B^′_y and B_y. If the G-action on Spec B_y is not free, then for some g ∈ G\{1}, the quotient morphism Spec B_y → (Spec B_y)/⟨g⟩ is ramified. But, this is impossible from [Gro67, Proposition 17.3.3(v)] and the fact that the morphism α ∘ β : Spec B_y → Spec R is étale and factors through (Spec B_y)/⟨g⟩. This shows the claim. We have showed that Spec B_y → Spec R�t� is an étale finite morphism of degree |G| and G-invariant for a free G-action on Spec B_y. We conclude that this is a G-torsor. By the same argument, we also see that Spec B_y → Spec A_y is a G^′-torsor. In summary, we have showed that some compositions of morphisms in (4.4) are torsors for groups displayed in the following diagram:

Spec C_{y γ} // S_n )) Spec B_{y β}^{G′} // G 77 Spec A_{y α} // Spec R�t�

“Fibers” of B_y are powers of Galois closures. For a point z ∈ Z(k), base changing (4.4) with Spec k�t� → Spec R�t�, we get a sequence of finite étale morphisms Spec C_{y,z}^{γz}−→ Spec B_{y,z}^{βz}−→ Spec A_{y,z}^{αz}−→ Spec k�t�. If ~A_{y,z}/k�t� denotes a Galois closure of A_{y,z}/k�t�, then C_{y,z} ∼= ( ~A_{y,z})^u for some u ∈ Z_{>0}. Since Spec B_{y,z} → Spec k�t� is a G-torsor, we can write B_{y,z} ∼= D^v for some Galois extension D/k�t�. Then, D is an intermediate field of ~A_{y,z}/A_{y,z} such that D/k�t� is Galois, which shows that D = ~A_{y,z} and B_{y,z} ∼= ( ~A_{y,z})^v.

Completing the proof by using a moduli stack. Since G is the semidirect product H ⋊ C of a p-group H and a tame cyclic group C, we can use the moduli stack ~Δ_G of G-torsors over Spec k�t� constructed in [TY20] (denoted by Δ_G in the cited paper). The stack ~Δ_G is written as the inductive limit of Deligne–Mumford stacks X_n, n ∈ Z_{≥0} of finite type, where transition morphisms X_n → X_{n+1} are representable and universally injective. In particular, we have

{G-torsors over Spec k�t�}/∼= = Δ_G(k)/∼= = ⋃ n X_n(k)/∼=. Since Z is quasi-compact, the morphism Z → ~Δ_G corresponding to the G-torsor Spec B_y → Spec R�t� factors through a morphism Z → X_n for some n. Recall that for z ∈ Z^∘(k), we have an k�t�-isomorphism A_{y,z} ∼= A. Therefore, for z ∈ Z^∘(k),

~A_{y,z} ∼= ~A, where ~A is a Galois closure of A/k�t�. It follows that for z ∈ Z∘(k), B_{y,z} ∼= ( ~A)^v as a k�t�-algebra. There are at most finitely many G-torsor structures which can be given to the morphism Spec ( ~A)^v → Spec k�t�. It follows that the image of the map Z^∘(k) → X_n(k)/∼= is a finite set. Since (Z \ Z^∘)(k) is a finite set, the image of the map Z(k) → X_n(k)/∼= is also finite. Since Z is irreducible, we conclude that the map Z(k) → X_n(k)/∼= is constant. Hence, the G-torsors B_{y,z}/k�t�, z ∈ Z(k) are isomorphic to one another. It follows that étale k�t�- algebras A_{y,z} = (B_{y,z})^{G′} , z ∈ Z(k) are isomorphic to one another, and hence all of them are isomorphic to A. In particular, A_{y,0} ∼= A as desired. □

5. The space of uniformizers Let A/K�t� be a totally ramified extension of degree n and discriminant exponent m with a chosen uniformizer ϖ. We construct a map associating an Eisenstein polynomial to an arbitrary uniformizer of A. To do so, we introduce some more notation. Let ~A be a Galois closure of A/K�t� with Galois group G. We define groups E := {g ∈ G|∀a ∈ A, g(a) = a}, ~H := {g ∈ G | g(A) = A}, H := ~H/E = Aut(A/K�t�). Let σ_1, . . . , σ_n : A → Ã be the K�t�-embeddings. Let s_i(u_1, . . . , u_n), i = 1, . . . , n, be elementary symmetric polynomials of n variables with degree i and put s_0 = 1 by convention.

With the above notation, to a uniformizer ϖ^′ ∈ A, we associate the polynomial

f_ϖ′ (x) := n∑ i=0 (−1)^is_i(σ_1(ϖ^′), . . . , σ_n(ϖ^′))x^{n−i} ∈ K�t�[x]. Note that the coefficients (−1)^is_i(σ_1(ϖ^′), . . . , σ_n(ϖ^′)) are elements of K�t�, since they are invariant under the G-action. If we denote the unique extension of the valuation ord to A again by ord, then

ord s_n(σ_1(ϖ^′), . . . , σ_n(ϖ^′)) = ord n∏ i=1 σ_i(ϖ^′) = n∑ i=1 ord σ_i(ϖ^′) = n · 1 n = 1.

We also see that s_i(σ_1(ϖ^′), . . . , σ_n(ϖ^′)) has positive order for every i > 0. There exists a K�t�-isomorphism K�t�[x]/(f_ϖ′ ) → A, x → ϖ^′. Thus, we have obtained the map ϖ^′ → f_ϖ′ (x) sending a uniformizer to an Eisenstein polynomial. Conversely, if an Eisenstein polynomial f(x) ∈ K�t�[x] defines an extension K�t�[x]/(f(x)) admitting a K�t�- isomorphism ρ: K�t�[x]/(f(x))^∼−→ A, then f(x) is recovered as f_{ρ(x)}. Namely, the map (5.1) {uniformizers of A} → {y ∈ Eis^{(m)}(K) | A_y ∼= A}, ϖ^′ → f_ϖ′ is surjective.

Next we realize this map as a map of arc spaces as follows. Let W := Spec K�t�[w_0, . . . , w_{n−1}] = A^n_{K�t�} and let O_A := J_∞ W . For an extension L/K, we can identify O_A(L) with the integer ring O_{AL} of A_L := A ⊗_{K�t�} L�t� by the bijection (J_∞ W )(L) → O_{AL} , γ = (γ_0, . . . , γ_{n−1}) → ϖ_γ := n−1∑ a=0 γ_aϖ^a. Let Ut_A, Uf_A, M_A ⊂ O_A be the locally closed subschemes corresponding to the groups of units, the sets of uniformizers and the maximal ideals of O_{AL} by the above bijection. For each l ∈ Z_{≥0}, let O_{A,l} := J_l W , the l-jet scheme, which corresponds to O_A/t^{l+1}O_A, and let π_l : O_A → O_{A,l} be the truncation map. We put Ut_{A,l} := π_l(Ut_A) and Uf_{A,l} := π_l(Uf_A).

Using the fixed uniformizer ϖ ∈ A, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we define the polynomial

S_i(w_0, . . . , w_{n−1}) := s_i (_{n−1} ∑ a=0 w_aσ_1(ϖ^a), . . . , n−1∑ a=0 w_aσ_n(ϖ^a) ) ∈ O~_A[w_0, . . . , w_{n−1}]. This is invariant by the G-action, hence in fact belongs to K�t�[w_0, . . . , w_{n−1}]. Definition 5.1. We define a K�t�-morphism

ϕ: W = Spec K�t�[w_0, . . . , w_{n−1}] → V_K = Spec K�t�[x_1, . . . , x_n] by ϕ^∗(x_i) = (−1)^iS_i. We write the associated maps of arc spaces and jet schemes as ϕ_l : J_l W = O_{A,l} → J_l V_K (0 ≤ l ≤ ∞).

We define gradings on K�t�[w_0, . . . , w_{n−1}] and K�t�[x_1, . . . , x_n] by deg w_i = 1 and deg x_i = i, respectively. With these gradings, the map ϕ^∗ of coordinate rings is degreepreserving and ϕ is equivariant for the corresponding actions of G_{m,K} = G_m ⊗_k K. It follows that ϕ_l, 0 ≤ l ≤ ∞ are also equivariant for the induced actions of G_{m,K} on jet/arc spaces.

Lemma 5.2. Let L/K be a field extension. The map ϕ_∞ sends γ ∈ Uf_A(L) to the point of Eis^{(m)}(L) corresponding to f_{ϖγ} . In particular, we have ϕ_∞(Uf_A) = ψ^{−1}(A) and ϕ_l(Uf_{A,l}) = ψ^{−1}_l (A) for l ≥ m.

Proof. The first assertion follows from construction. For a field extension L/K, let A_L := A ⊗_{K�t�} L�t�. As a base change of map (5.1), we get a surjection {uniformizers of A_L } → {y ∈ Eis^{(m)}(L) | A_y ∼= A_L}, ϖ^′ → f_ϖ′ .

This shows ϕ_∞(Uf_A) = ψ^{−1}(A). We get

ϕ_l(Uf_{A,l}) = ϕ_l(π_l(Uf_A)) = π_l(ϕ_∞(Uf_A)) = π_l(ψ^{−1}(A)) = ψ^{−1}_l (A), where the last equality follows from Corollary 4.11. □ Let σ ∈ H = Aut(A/K�t�) and for each 0 ≤ a < n, let us write

σ(ϖ^a) = n−1∑ b=0 c^σ_{ab}ϖ^b (c^σ_{ab} ∈ K�t�). Let σ act on K�t�[w_0, . . . , w_{n−1}] by w_b → ∑_{n−1} a=0 c^σ_{ab}w_a. This gives an H-action on W . Lemma 5.3. This H-action on W commutes with the G_{m,K} -action and the morphism ϕ is H-invariant.

Proof. The first assertion follows from the fact that the automorphism of K�t�[w_0, . . . , w_{n−1}] induced by σ ∈ H is linear and degree-preserving. To show the second assertion, it is enough to show that S_i are H-invariant. For σ, σ^′ ∈ H, we have n−1∑ b=0 σ(w_b)σ^′(ϖ^b) = n−1∑ b=0 n−1∑ a=0 c^σ_{ab}w_aσ^′(ϖ^b)

= n−1∑ a=0 w_a n−1∑ b=0 c^σ_{ab}σ^′(ϖ^b)

= n−1∑ a=0 w_a(σ^′σ)(ϖ^a). Since s_i are symmetric polynomials and sequences (σσ_1)(ϖ^a), . . . , (σσ_m)(ϖ^a) and σ_1(ϖ^a), . . . , σ_m(ϖ^a) are interchanged by permutations, we have S_i(σ(w_0), . . . , σ(w_{n−1})) = s_i (_{n−1} ∑ a=0 σ(w_a)σ_1(ϖ^a), . . . , n−1∑ a=0 σ(w_a)σ_n(ϖ^a) )

= s_i (_{n−1} ∑ a=0 w_a(σσ_1)(ϖ^a), . . . , n−1∑ a=0 w_a(σσ_n)(ϖ^a) )

= S_i(w_0, . . . , w_{n−1}).

Thus ϕ is H-invariant. □ The last lemma implies that the morphism ϕ_∞ : J_∞ W → J_∞ V_K is also Hinvariant and so is its restriction Uf_A → ψ^{−1}(A). Note that from Proposition 4.15, ψ^{−1}_l (A) ⊂ J_l V_K , l ≥ m and ψ^{−1}(A) = π^{−1}_l (ψ^{−1}_l (A)) ⊂ J_∞ V_K are closed subsets. We obtain morphisms

ϕ_∞ : Uf_A/H → ψ^{−1}(A) and ϕ_l : Uf_{A,l}/H → ψ^{−1}_l (A) (l ∈ Z_{≥0}). Lemma 5.4. For each extension L/K, the map Uf_A(L)/H → ψ^{−1}(A)(L) is bijective.

Proof. For a uniformizer ϖ^′, the associated Eisenstein polynomial is also written as f_ϖ′ = ∏_n i=1(x − σ_i(ϖ^′)). Therefore, if f_ϖ′ = f_ϖ′′ , then ϖ^′ and ϖ^{′′} are conjugate and ϖ^{′′} = σ(ϖ^′) for some σ ∈ H. Thus Uf_A(L)/H → ψ^{−1}(A)(L) is injective. The surjectivity follows from Lemma 5.2. □ We can summarize relations among various spaces that we obtained so far in the following diagram.

Uf_A Ø

¨ //

fflffl J_∞ W

ϕ_∞

fflffl Uf_A/H bij. ϕ_∞ fflffl ψ^{−1}(A)Ø

¨ //

fflffl Eis^{(m)} ⊗_k K Ø

¨ // ψ⊗_k K fflffl J_∞ V

A ∈ Δ^∘_n ⊗_k K Let e be the ramification index of ~A/K�t� and let D_{~A/K�t�} and D_{A/K�t�} be the differents of A/K�t� and ~A/K�t�, which are principal ideals of O_A and O_{~A}, respectively. We denote the normalized valuation on ~A by v_{~A} and the unique extension of the valuation ord to ~A again by ord. The two valuations are related by e · v_{~A} = ord.

Lemma 5.5. We have v~_A(D~_{A/K�t�}) e = ord D~_{A/K�t�} ≤ n · ord D_{A/K�t�} = m.

Proof. The left equality is obvious. The right equality follows from the fact that the discriminant is the norm of the different and a formula for valuations of norms (for example, [Neu99, Chapter II, (4.8) and Chapter III, (2.9)]). The Galois closure Ã is obtained as the composite of all conjugates of A in an algebraic closure of K�t�. This shows D~_{A/K�t�} | (D_{A/K�t�})^n. Indeed Toyama [Tôy55] proved the corresponding result for the composite of two number fields. The same argument applies to the case of local fields and the generalization to the composite of an arbitrary number of local fields is straightforward. It follows that ord D~_{A/K�t�} ≤ n · ord D_{A/K�t�}. □ Lemma 5.6. For l ≥ m, the H-action on Uf_{A,l} is free.

Proof. By taking a base change, we may assume that K is algebraically closed, in particular, perfect. Then, we can apply the theory of ramifications groups explained in [Ser79, Ch.apter IV]; we follow the notation from this reference. From [Ser79, p. 64, Proposition 4], for 1 ≠ g ∈ G, i_G(g) ≤ v~_A(D~_{A/K�t�}). Let a = em and let G_a be the a-th ramification group (lower numbering) consisting of g with i_G(g) ≥ a + 1. From Lemma 5.5, for g ≠ 1, i_G(g) ≤ a and g /∈ G_a. Namely G_a = 1. Let φ~_{A/K�t�} be the Herbrand function so that G_a = G^{φÃ/K�t�(a)}, where the right hand side is a higher ramification group with the upper numbering. From [Ser79, p.64, Proposition 4 and p. 74, Lemma 3], we have φ~_{A/K�t�}(a) = 1 e ∑ g∈G min{i_G(g), a + 1} − 1 = 1 e ∑ g≠1 i_G(g) + a + 1 e − 1

= v~_A(D~_{A/K�t�}) e + a + 1 e − 1 ≤ m + em + 1 e − 1 ≤ 2m. Thus G^{2m} = 1. From [Del84, Proposition A.6.1] and [Ser79, p.61, Lemma 1], if σ : A → Ã is a K�t�-embedding different from the chosen embedding A ⊂ ~A and if ϖ^′ ∈ O_A is a uniformizer, then

2 · ord(σ(ϖ^′) − ϖ^′) ≤ ∑ τ ≠σ_0 ord(τ(ϖ^′) − ϖ^′) + sup_{τ ≠σ0} ord(τ(ϖ^′) − ϖ^′) < 2m + 1. and hence ord(σ(ϖ^′) − ϖ^′) < m + 1. In particular, for 1 ≠ h ∈ H, if l ≥ m, then h(ϖ^′) ≠ ϖ^′ mod t^{l+1}.

This shows the lemma. □

6. Bundles having “almost affine spaces” as fibers We keep the notation from the last section. In particular, A denotes a totally ramified extension of K�t� of degree n and discriminant exponent m. Let J ⊂

K�t�[w_0, . . . , w_{n−1}] be the Jacobian ideal of the morphism ϕ: W → V . Namely, J is the principal ideal generated by the determinant of the Jacobian matrix ∂(S_1, . . . , S_n) ∂(w_0, . . . , w_{n−1}) . Its order function ord_J : J_∞ W → Z_{≥0} ∪ {∞} is defined as follows: for a point γ ∈ J_∞ W represented by a morphism Spec L → J_∞ W with L a field, if γ^′ : Spec L�t� → W is the corresponding arc and if we can write (γ^′)^{−1}J = (t^n) ⊂ L�t�, then ord_J (γ) = n. Here, we followed the convention that (0) = (t^∞).

Lemma 6.1. The restriction ord_J |_{UfA} of ord_J to Uf_A takes the constant value m.

Proof. Since S_i is the composite of s_i(x_1, . . . , x_n) and x_j = ∑ a w_aσ_j (ϖ^a), the above Jacobian matrix can be written as

(6.1) ∂(s_1, . . . , s_n) ∂(x_1, . . . , x_n) | | | |_{xi=∑n−1a=0 waσi(ϖa)} × ∂ (∑_{n−1} a=0 w_aσ_1(ϖ^a), . . . , ∑_{n−1} a=0 w_aσ_n(ϖ^a) ) ∂(w_0, . . . , w_{n−1}) . Concerning the first factor, as was proved in [Ser78, p. 1036], we have det ∂(s_1, . . . , s_n) ∂(x_1, . . . , x_n) = ∏ i<j (x_i − x_j ).

For γ = (γ_0, . . . , γ_{n−1}) ∈ Uf_A, substituting γ_a for w_a in ( ∏ i<j (x_i − x_j ) )| | | x_i= ∑_{n−1} a=0 w_aσ_i(ϖ^a) , we get ∏ i<j (σ_i(ϖ_γ ) − σ_j (ϖ_γ )).

From [Keu23, the proof of Proposition 1.29], its square is the discriminant of 1, ϖ_γ, . . . , ϖ^{n−1}_γ . On the other hand, concerning the second factor of (6.1), we have ∂ (∑_{n−1} a=0 w_aσ_1(ϖ^a), . . . , ∑_{n−1} a=0 w_aσ_n(ϖ^a) ) ∂(w_0, . . . , w_{n−1}) = (σ_i(ϖ^a))_{i,a}.

The discriminant of A/k�t� with respect to the basis 1, ϖ, . . . , ϖ^{n−1} is the square of det(σ_i(ϖ^a))_{i,a} [Keu23, Proposition 1.28]. We have showed that the determinants of the two factors in (6.1) both have order m/2, which shows ord_J (γ) = m. □

Lemma 6.2. For an extension L/K and for l ≥ 2m, every fiber of Uf_{A,l}(L)/H → Eis^{(m)}_l (L) is contained in a fiber of Uf_{A,l}(L)/H → Uf_{l−m}(L)/H.

Proof. Suppose that two points b_l, b^′_l ∈ Uf_{A,l}(L) map to the same point a_l ∈ Eis^{(m)}_l (L). Let b, b^′ ∈ Uf_A(L) be lifts of b_l, b^′_l respectively respectively and let a := ϕ_∞(b) ∈ Eis^{(m)}(L). Then, from [CLNS18, Chapter 5, Proposition 3.1.7], there exists c ∈ Uf_A such that ϕ_∞(c) = a and the images c_{l−m}, b^′_{l−m} ∈ Uf_{A,l−m} of c, b^′ are the same. Note that the constant c_V appearing in the cited result is taken to be 1 in our situation, since V is smooth. The condition that ϕ_∞(c) = ϕ_∞(b) = a implies that c is in the H-orbit of b. Therefore H(c_{l−m}) = H(b_{l−m}) = H(b^′_{l−m}). This shows the lemma. □ Definition 6.3. Let r be a non-negative integer. We say that a morphism f : Y → X of k-varieties is an A^r -bundle (resp. pseudo-A^r -bundle) if for every geometric point x ∈ X(K), the fiber f^{−1}(x) is K-isomorphic to A^r_K (resp. to the quotient A^r_K /C of the affine space A^n_K by a finite cyclic group C of order coprime to p). Definition 6.4. A variety X over k is said to be a weak affine space if there exists a sequence of k-varieties X = X_0, X_1, . . . , X_l = Spec k such that for each 0 ≤ i < l, there exists a morphism between X_i and X_{i+1} in either direction which is a weak A^{ri} -bundle for some r_i. A weak affine space of dimension r is called also as a weak A^r_k .

Lemma 6.5. For l ≥ 2m, the morphism ϕ_l : Uf_{A,l}/H → ψ^{−1}_l (A) is an A^m -bundle. Proof. By base change, we may suppose that K = k and they are algebraically closed. Moreover, it suffices to consider fibers over closed points. In the rest of this proof, all points that we consider are closed. For a_l ∈ ψ^{−1}_l (A), the fiber (ϕ_l)^{−1}(a_l) of ϕ_l : Uf_{A,l}/H → Eis^{(m)}_l over a_l is contained in the fiber (π^l_{−m})^{−1}(b_{l−m}) of the truncation map π^l_{−m} : Uf_{A,l}/H → Uf_{A,l−m}/H over a point b_{l−m} ∈ Uf_{A,l−m}/H. Let b_{l−m} ∈ Uf_{A,l−m} be a lift of b_{l−m}. From Lemma 5.6, since l − m ≥ m, the H-action on Uf_{A,l−m} is free. In particular, for h ∈ H \ {1}, h(b_{l−m}) ≠ b_{l−m}, which shows that for two distinct points of π^{−1}_{l−m}(b_{l−m}), the H-action cannot send one point to the other. From Lemma 5.4, the restriction of ϕ_∞ to π^{−1}_{l−m}(b_{l−m}) is injective. The freeness of the H-action on Uf_{A,l−m} also shows that the map (π^l_{−m})^{−1}(b_{l−m}) → (π^l_{−m})^{−1}(b_{l−m}) is an isomorphism. From [CLNS18, Chapter 5, Theorem 3.2.2.c], (π^l_{−m})^{−1}(b_{l−m}) → Eis^{(m)}_l is a piecewise A^m -bundle over its image and so is (π^l_{−m})^{−1}(b_{l−m}) → Eis^{(m)}_l . Since (ϕ_l)^{−1}(a_l) ⊂ (π^l_{−m})^{−1}(b_{l−m}), we conclude that (ϕ_l)^{−1}(a_l) ∼= A^m_k . □ Lemma 6.6. Let y be a geometric point of ψ^{−1}_l (A). Suppose p | n and l ≥ ⌊m/n⌋. Then, the stabilizer Stab(y) of y with respect to the G_m -action on Eis^{(m)}_l is a tame cyclic group.

Proof. Let L/k be the algebraically closed field such that y is an L-point. For λ ∈ G_m (L), if we write y = (y_1, . . . , y_n) ∈ (L�t�/(t^{l+1}))^n, we have λ · γ = (λγ_1, . . . , λ^nγ_n).

Thus, if y_i ≠ 0 for some i, then Stab(y) is contained μ_i, the group of i-th roots of 1. From Proposition 4.4, there exists i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} such that p ∤ i and y_i ≠ 0, which shows the first assertion of the lemma. □

From Lemma 5.3, we get a G_{m,K} -equivariant morphism Uf_{A,l}/H → ψ^{−1}_l (A). Since Uf_{A,l} is affine, so is Uf_{A,l}/H. The fiber ψ^{−1}_l (A) is also an affine variety over K, thanks to Proposition 4.15. The G_{m,K} -actions on ψ^{−1}_l (A) and Uf_{A,l}/H have finite stabilizers. Thus, the geometric quotients Uf_{A,l}/(H × G_{m,K} ) = (Uf_{A,l}/H)/G_{m,K} and ψ^{−1}_l (A)/G_{m,K} exist and are again affine varieties over K.

Corollary 6.7. For l ≥ 2m, the morphism Uf_{A,l}/(H × G_{m,K} ) → ψ^{−1}_l (A)/G_{m,K} is a pseudo-A^m -bundle.

Proof. Let y ∈ ψ^{−1}_l (A)(L) be a geometric point and let y be its image in (ψ^{−1}_l (A)/G_{m,K} )(L). Let C be the stabilizer at y for the G_{m,K} -action on ψ^{−1}_l (A), which is a finite and tame cyclic group from Lemma 6.6. From [AV02, Lemma 2.3.3], the fiber of Uf_{A,l}/(H × G_{m,K} ) → ψ^{−1}_l (A)/G_{m,K} over y is the quotient of the fiber of Uf_{A,l}/H → ψ^{−1}_l (A) over y by the action of C. The corollary follows from Lemma 6.5. □

Lemma 6.8. The structure morphism Uf_{A,l}/(H × G_{m,K} ) → Spec K factors as

Uf_{A,l}/(H × G_m ) = Z_{n(l+1)−2} → Z_{n(l+1)−3} → · · · → Z_0 = Spec K

in such a way that each morphism Z_{i+1} → Z_i is an A^1 -bundle. In particular, Uf_{A,l}/(H × G_{m,K} ) is a weak A^{n(l+1)−2}_K .

Proof. Again by a base change argument, we may assume that K = k and they are algebraically closed and consider only closed points. Let m_A be the maximal ideal of A and let C_{n(l+1)} ⊂ Uf_{A,l} be the subvariety corresponding to elements of

O_A/t^{l+1}O_A = O_A/m^{n(l+1)}_A

that are equal to the chosen uniformizer ϖ modulo m^2_A. For 2 ≤ i ≤ n(l + 1), let C_i be the variety corresponding to the images of such elements in O_A/m^i_A. As a K-variety, C_i is isomorphic to A^{i−2}_K . We define a (lower-numbering) filtration H_∗ of H in the way which is standard if A/K�t� is a Galois extension: for i ≥ 0,

H_i := Ker(H → Aut(O_A/m^{i+1}_A )).

For a uniformizer ϖ ∈ A, the map g → g(ϖ)/ϖ defines an injective homomorphism H_i/H_{i+1} → U^i/U^{i+1}. From [Ser61, Section 1.6], U^0/U^1 ∼= G_m and for i ≥ 1, U^i/U^{i+1} ∼= G_a . Therefore H_0/H_1 is a tame cyclic group and H_i/H_{i+1}, i ≥ 1 are elementary abelian p-groups. Similarly, for i ≥ 1, we can have an embedding H_i/H_{i+1} → m^{i+1}_L /m^{i+2}_L by g → g(ϖ) − ϖ.

We claim that the composite morphism C_{n(l+1)} → Uf_{A,l} → Uf_{A,l}/G_m is an isomorphism. Indeed, the morphism is clearly a universal homeomorphism. To show that it is an isomorphism, it is enough to show that it is étale. We have the G_m -equivariant morphism Uf_{A,l} → G_m corresponding to the map sending a uniformizer ϖ^′ to λ ∈ k^∗ if ϖ^′ = λϖ modulo m^2_A. This is a smooth morphism and C_{n(l+1)} is the fiber over 1 ∈ G_m of this morphism. This shows that C_{n(l+1)} intersects with each G_m -orbit transversally, which implies that C_{n(l+1)} → Uf_{A,l}/G_{m,k} is étale. We have proved the claim.

We see that H(C_{n(l+1)}) ⊂ Uf_{A,l} consists of |H/H_1| connected components, each of which is isomorphic to C_{n(l+1)}. The stabilizer of the component C_{n(l+1)} ⊂ H(C_{n(l+1)}) is H_1. Therefore Uf_{A,l}/(H × G_m ) ∼= C_{n(l+1)}/H_1. We claim that for every j ≥ 1 and every i with 2 ≤ i ≤ n(l + 1), the map C_i/H_j → C_{i−1}/H_j is an A^1 -bundle. To see this, we first note that C_i → C_{i−1} is a bundle with fiber m^{i−1}_L /m^i_L = G_a . If j ≥ i − 1, then the H_j-actions on C_i and C_{i−1} are trivial and the claim follows. If j = i − 2, then the map of the claim has fibers isomorphic to

(m^{i−1}_L /m^i_L)/(H_{i−2}/H_{i−1}) ∼= G_a .

The last isomorphism follows from the fact that [Mil17, Corollary 14.56]. For j < i − 2, the map of the claim is identified with (C_i/H_{i−2})/(H_j/H_{i−2}) → C_{i−1}/(H_j/H_{i−2}). The claim now holds since the action of H_j /H_{i−2} on C_{i−1} is free. We have proved the claim.

Thus we obtain a tower of A^1 -bundles

Uf_{A,l}/(H × G_m ) ∼= C_{n(l+1)}/H_1 → C_{n(l+1)−1}/H_1 → · · · → C_2/H_1 = pt. This shows the lemma. □

Lemma 6.9. For every geometric point A ∈ Δ^∘_n(K) with d_A = m and for l ≥ 2m, the closed subset ψ^{−1}_l (A)/G_{m,K} ⊂ Eis^{(m)}_l ⊗_k K/G_{m,K} is a weak A^{n(l+1)−2−m}_K .

Proof. We first note that from Proposition 4.15, ψ^{−1}_l (A) ⊂ Eis^{(m)}_l ⊗_k K is a closed subset, which is also G_{m,K} -invariant. Therefore, ψ^{−1}_l (A)/G_{m,K} ⊂ (Eis^{(m)}_l ⊗_k K)/G_{m,K} is also a closed subset (for example, see [New09, Theorem 1.1]). From Corollary 6.7 and Lemma 6.8, ψ^{−1}_l (A)/G_{m,K} is a weak A^{n(l+1)−2−m}_K . □

Lemma 6.10. Let Y, X be k-varieties and let f : Y → X be a P-morphism over k with the graph Γ ⊂ Y ×_k X. Let pr_Y and pr_X be the projections from Y ×_k X to Y and X, respectively. Suppose that for every point w : Spec K → X with K an arbitrary field, the fiber f^{−1}(w) is an irreducible closed subset of Y ⊗_k K.

(1) Then, for every point x ∈ X, there exists an open dense subset U_x of {x} such that pr^{−1}_X (U_x) ∩ Γ is a closed subset of pr^{−1}_X (U_x).

(2) There exists a decomposition X = ⨆_l i=1 X_i of X into finitely many locally closed subsets X_i such that for each i, pr^{−1}_X (X_i)∩Γ is a locally closed subset of Y ×_k X.

Proof. (1) By assumption, Γ ∩ pr^{−1}_X (x) is a closed subset of pr^{−1}_X (x). Let C be its closure in Y ×X, which is contained in pr^{−1}_X ({x}). Since C ∩pr^{−1}_X (x) = Γ∩pr^{−1}_X (x), the symmetric difference C△Γ is a constructible subset whose image in X does not contain x. Let Z := {x} ∩ pr_X (C△Γ). This is a constructible subset of {x} which does not contain x. Let U_x := {x} \ Z, which is an open dense subset of {x}. By construction, we have C ∩ pr^{−1}_X (U_x) = Γ ∩ pr^{−1}_X (U_x), which is a closed subset of pr^{−1}_X (U_x).

(2) We show this in the stronger form such that for every j, W_j := ⨆_l i=j X_i is a closed subset of X. We construct X_i’s inductively as follows. We put X_1 to be U_η for the generic point η of an irreducible component of W_1 = B having the maximal dimension. Suppose that we have constructed X_1, . . . , X_{j−1} and let W_j = X \ ⋃_{j−1} i=1 X_i. We take the generic point ξ of an irreducible component of W_j having the maximal dimension. We put X_j := U_ξ ∩ W_j and W_{j+1} := W_j \ X_j. We then have (dim W_i, ν(W_i)) > (dim W_{i+1}, ν(W_{i+1})),

where pairs are ordered lexicographically and ν(−) means the number of irreducible components of maximal dimension. The procedure ends after finitely many steps and gives a desired decomposition of X. □

Definition 6.11. We say that a morphism f : Y → X of k-varieties is a very weak A^m -bundle if for every geometric point x ∈ X(K), the fiber f^{−1}(x) is universally homeomorphic to a weak A^m_K .

In particular, a universal homeomorphism of k-varieties is a very weak A^0 - bundle.

Corollary 6.12. There exists a scheme morphism f : Y → X which is a very weak A^{n(l+1)−2−m} -bundle and induces the P -morphism Eis^{(m)}_l /G_m → Δ^{(m)}n .

Proof. From Proposition 4.15, the P-morphism h: Eis^{(m)}_l /G_m → Δ^{(m)}n satisfies the assumption of Lemma 6.10. Therefore, if Γ denotes its graph, then there exists a decomposition Δ^{(m)}n = ⨆_l i=1 X_i into locally closed subsets X_i such that for each i, pr^{−1}_{Δ(m)n} (X_i) ∩ Γ is a locally closed subset. Giving these locally closed subsets

the reduced scheme structures, let us consider the coproducts X := ∐_l i=1 X_i and Y := ∐_l i=1(pr^{−1}_{Δ(m)n} (X_i) ∩ Γ). The natural morphism f : Y → X induces the P-

morphism h: Eis^{(m)}_l /G_m → Δ^{(m)}n . From construction, the morphism

pr^{−1}_{Δ(m)n} (X_i) ∩ Γ → h^{−1}(X_i)

is a universal homeomorphism. From Lemma 6.9, this is a very weak A^{n(l+1)−2−m} - bundle. □

7. Motivic mass formulas Let K_0(Var/k) denote the Grothendieck ring of k-varieties and let L := [A^1_k ].

Definition 7.1. We define K^♥_0 (Var/k) to be the quotient of K_0(Var/k) by the following relation: for each very weak A^m -bundle Y → X, we have [Y ] = [X]L^m . We define M^♥_k := K^♥_0 (Var/k) to be the localization of K^♥_0 (Var/k) by L. For s ∈ Z, let F_s ⊂ M^♥_k to be the subgroup generated by elements of the form [X]L^r with dim X + r ≤ −s. We define the dimensional completion ^M^♥_k of M^♥_k to be the projective limit lim←− M^♥_k /F_s.

The ring structure on K_0(Var/k) induces ones on K^♥_0 (Var/k), M^♥_k and ^M^♥_k . Remark 7.2. Let us suppose now that k is a finitely generated field. We denote by WRep_{Gk} (Q_l ) the abelian category of mixed l-adic representations of the absolute Galois group G_k = Gal(k^{sep}/k). Its Grothendieck ring K_0(WRep_{Gk} (Q_l )) admits the completion ^K_0(WRep_{Gk} (Q_l )) with respect to weights. We have a ring homomorphism M_k → K_0(WRep_{Gk} (Q_l )) sending [X] to ∑ i(−1)^i[H^i_c(X, Q_l )], which extends to ^M^♥_k → ^K_0(WRep(Q_l )) by an argument similar to one in [Yas24, Lemma 9.11] and its subsequent paragraphs. Hence, for each equality in ^M^♥_k that we obtain below, we have the corresponding equality in ^K_0(WRep(Q_l )), provided that k is finitely generated. Lemma 7.3. We have [Δ^{(m)}_n ]L^{n(l+1)−2−m} = [Eis^{(m)}_l /G_m ] ∈ K^♥_0 (Var/k).

Proof. Take a morphism Y → X as in Corollary 6.12. We have the following equalities in K^♥_0 (Var/k):

[Eis^{(m)}_l /G_m ] = [Y ] = [X]L^{n(l+1)−2−m} = [Δ^{(m)}_n ]L^{n(l+1)−2−m} . □ The map Eis_{l+1}/G_m → Eis_l/G_m is an A^n -bundle. We define a motivic measure μ on Eis/G_m taking values in ^M^♥_k in the usual way: for a cylinder C ⊂ Eis/G_m , μ(C) := [π_l(C)]L^{−nl} for l ≫ 0. We then extend this measure to measurable subsets (see [CLNS18, Chapter 6, Section 3] for details). In particular, Eis/G_m , Eis^{sep}/G_m and Eis^{(m)}/G_m are measurable subsets. The set (Eis/G_m and we have μ(Eis/G_m ) = μ(Eis^{sep}/G_m ) = ∑ m μ(Eis^{(m)}/G_m )

= [π_1(Eis)/G_m ]L^{−n} = L^{−1} . Theorem 7.4. We have

(7.1) ∫ Δ^∘_n

L^{−d} = L^{−n+1} ∈ ^M^♥_k .

Proof. In ^M^♥_k , [Δ^{(m)}_n ]L^{−m} = [Eis^{(m)}_l /G_m ]L^{−n(l+1)+2} = μ(Eis^{(m)}/G_m )L^{−n+2} .

It follows that ∫ Δ^∘_n L^{−d} = L^{−n+2} ∑ m μ(Eis^{(m)}/G_m ) = L^{−n+2} μ(Eis/G_m ) = L^{−n+1} ∈ ^M^♥_k . □ Corollary 7.5. Let P (n, l) denote the number of partitions of n into exactly l parts; P (n, l) := {(q_1, . . . , q_l) ∈ (Z_{>0})^l | q_1 ≥ · · · ≥ q_l, l∑ i=1 q_i = n}. Then, we have

(7.2) ∫ Δ_n L^{−d} = n−1∑ j=0 P (n, n − j)L^{−j} ∈ ^M^♥_k .

Proof. The natural P-morphism n∐ l=1 ∐ (q_i)∈P (n,l) l∏ i=1 Δ^∘_{qi} → Δ_n, (A_i)_{1≤i≤l} → l∏ i=1 A_i

is geometrically bijective. Moreover, we have d( ∏ i A_i) = ∑ i d(A_i).

Thus ∫ ∏_l i=1 Δ^∘_{qi} L^{−d} = l∏ i=1 ∫ Δ^∘_{qi} L^{−d} = l∏ i=1 L^{−qi +1} = L^{−n+l} and ∫ Δ_n L^{−d} = n∑ l=1 ∑ (q_i)∈P (n,l) ∫ ∏_l i=1 Δ^∘_{qi} L^{−d}

= n∑ l=1 ∑ (q_i)∈P (n,l) L^{−n+l}

= n∑ l=1 P (n, l)L^{−n+l}

= n−1∑ j=0 P (n, n − j)L^{−j} . □ Theorem 7.6. In what follows, we follow the convention that 0 ∤ n for every positive integer n.

(1) Δ^{(0)}n is P-isomorphic to Spec k.

(2) We have Δ^{(m)}n = ∅ for m > 0 satisfying either of the following conditions: (a) p ∤ n, m ≠ n − 1, (b) p | n, p ∤ (m − n + 1), m − n + 1 < 0, (c) p | n, p | (m − n + 1). (3) If p ∤ n and m = n − 1, then Δ^{(m)}n is P-isomorphic to Spec k. (4) If p | n, p ∤ (m − n + 1) and m − n + 1 ≥ 0, then we have

[Δ^{(m)}_n ] = (L − 1)L^{⌊(m−n+1)/p⌋}

in M^♥_k [(L − 1)^{−1}] as well as in ^M^♥_k .

Proof. (1) For an algebraically closed field K, Δ^{(0)}n (K) is a singleton corresponding to the trivial étale algebra K�t�^n/K�t�, which shows the assertion.

(2) If A_y/K�t� corresponds to an Eisenstein polynomial x^n + y_1x^{n−1} + · · · + y_n, then from (4.1), we have

d_{Ay} = n min_{0≤i≤n} ord (_n ∑ i=0 (n − i)y_iϖ^{n−i−1} ) . If p ∤ n, then the minimum on the right side is attained by ord nϖ^{n−1} = (n − 1)/n and d_{Ay} = n − 1, which shows (a). (The case (a) follows also from the proof of (3).) Suppose p | n and A/K�t� is a totally ramified extension of degree n and discriminant exponent m. From Proposition 4.4, for some i with p ∤ i and 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, we have m = n − i − 1 + n ord y_i.

It follows that m − n + 1 = i − n ord y_i > 0 and p ∤ (m − n + 1). This shows (b) and (c).

(3) Let K be an algebraically closed field and let A/K�t� be an extension of degree n. Let ~A be its Galois closure with Galois group G. We may identify with a transitive subgroup of S_n. Moreover, G is isomorphic to the semidirect product H ⋊ C of a p-group H and a tame cyclic subgroup C if p > 0 and isomorphic to a cyclic group if p = 0. We claim that if p > 0, then H = 1. To show this by contradiction, suppose that H ≠ 1. Since p ∤ n and H is a p-group, the Haction on {1, . . . , n} has at least one fixed point, say 1. Since G is transitive, there exists g ∈ G such that g(1) is not fixed by H. Then, g^{−1}Hg ≠ H, which contradicts the fact that H is a normal subgroup of G. We have proved the claim. Then, G = C is the cyclic subgroup of S_n generated by a cyclic permutation of an n-cycle. In particular, the stabilizer Stab(1) of 1 ∈ {1, . . . , n} is trivial and A = ~A^G = ~A. We conclude that A/K�t� is a cyclic Galois extension. As is wellknown, A is isomorphic to K�t^{1/n}�. Hence Δ^{(m−1)}n (K) is a singleton, which shows the assertion.

(4) We put c := m − n + 1. From Lemma 7.3, we have

[Δ^{(m)}_n ] = [Eis^{(m)}_l /G_m ]L^{−nl+c+1} ∈ K^♥_0 (Var_k).

Since the G_m -torsor Eis^{(m)}_l → Eis^{(m)}_l /G_m is Zariski locally trivial thanks to Hilbert’s Theorem 90, we have

[Eis^{(m)}_l /G_m ] = (L − 1)^{−1}[Eis^{(m)}_l ]

in M^♥_k [(L − 1)^{−1}]. From Corollary 4.6,

[Eis^{(m)}_l ] = (L − 1)^2L^{nl−c+⌊c/p⌋−1} .

Combining these equalities, we get

[Δ^{(m)}_n ] = (L − 1)^{−1} ( (L − 1)^2L^{(nl−c+⌊c/p⌋−1)} ) L^{−nl+c+1} = (L − 1)L^{⌊c/p⌋} in M^♥_k [(L − 1)^{−1}]. Since L − 1 is invertible in ^M^♥_k , we have a natural homomorphism M^♥_k [(L − 1)^{−1}] → ^M^♥_k . Thus, the same equality holds also in ^M^♥_k . □

The following corollary is a direct consequence of the last theorem:

Corollary 7.7. We have

dim Δ^{(m)}_n = 0 (p ∤ n, m = n − 1), −∞ (p ∤ n, m ≠ n − 1), ⌈(m − n + 1)/p⌉ (p | n, p ∤ (m − n + 1), m − n + 1 ≥ 0), −∞ (p | n, p ∤ (m − n + 1), m − n + 1 < 0), −∞ (p | n, p | (m − n + 1)). Here we follow the convention that dim ∅ = −∞ and that if p = 0, then p ∤ n. Moreover, when Δ^{(m)}n ≠ ∅, then it has only one irreducible component of the maximal dimension.

Remark 7.8. The original mass formulas in [Kra62, Kra66, Ser78, Bha07] also hold for local fields of characteristic zero. It would be possible to similarly prove motivic mass formulas in characteristic zero, once the relevant P-moduli space will be constructed.

References

[AV02] Dan Abramovich and Angelo Vistoli. Compactifying the space of stable maps. Journal of the American Mathematical Society, 15(1):27–75, 2002.

[Bha07] Manjul Bhargava. Mass Formulae for Extensions of Local Fields, and Conjectures on the Density of Number Field Discriminants. International Mathematics Research Notices, 2007(rnm052), January 2007.

[CLNS18] Antoine Chambert-Loir, Johannes Nicaise, and Julien Sebag. Motivic Integration.

Progress in Mathematics. Birkhäuser Basel, 2018.

[Del84] P. Deligne. Les corps locaux de caractéristique p, limites de corps locaux de caractéristique 0. In Representations of reductive groups over a local field, Travaux en Cours, pages 119–157. Hermann, Paris, 1984.

[DL99] Jan Denef and François Loeser. Germs of arcs on singular algebraic varieties and motivic integration. Inventiones mathematicae, 135(1):201–232, January 1999.

[Fon85] Jean-Marc Fontaine. Il n’y a pas de variété abélienne sur Z. Inventiones mathematicae, 81(3):515–538, October 1985.

[Gro65] A. Grothendieck. Éléments de géométrie algébrique. IV. étude locale des schémas et des morphismes de schémas. II. Institut des Hautes Études Scientifiques. Publications Mathématiques, (24):231, 1965.

[Gro67] A. Grothendieck. Éléments de géométrie algébrique. IV. étude locale des schémas et des morphismes de schémas IV. Institut des Hautes Études Scientifiques. Publications Mathématiques, (32):361, 1967.

[Ked07] Kiran S. Kedlaya. Mass Formulas for Local Galois Representations (with an Appendix by Daniel Gulotta). International Mathematics Research Notices, 2007, January 2007. Publisher: Oxford Academic.

[Keu23] Frans Keune. Number Fields. Radboud University Press, 2023. [Kon95] Maxim Kontsevich. Lecture at Orsay, December 1995.

[Kra62] M. Krasner. Nombre des extensions d’un degré donne d’un corps p-adique: enonce des résultats et preliminaires de la demonstration (espace des polynômes, transformation T). Comptes Rendus Hebdomadaires des Séances de l’Académie des Sciences, Paris, 254:3470–3472, 1962.

[Kra66] M. Krasner. Nombre des extensions d’un degré donne d’un corps p-adique. Colloques Internationaux du Centre National de la Recherche Scientifique, 143:143–169, 1966.

[Lan94] Serge Lang. Algebraic Number Theory, volume 110 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics.

Springer, New York, NY, 1994.

[Mat87] H. Matsumura. Commutative Ring Theory. Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1987.

[Mil17] J. S. Milne. Algebraic groups, volume 170 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2017.

[Neu99] Jürgen Neukirch. Algebraic Number Theory, volume 322 of Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1999.

[New09] P. E. Newstead. Geometric Invariant Theory. In Leticia Brambila-Paz, Oscar García- Prada, S. Ramanan, and Steven B. Bradlow, editors, Moduli Spaces and Vector Bundles, London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series, pages 99–127. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2009.

[Seb04] Julien Sebag. Intégration motivique sur les schémas formels. Bulletin de la Société Mathématique de France, 132(1):1–54, 2004.

[Ser61] Jean-Pierre Serre. Sur les corps locaux à corps résiduel algébriquement clos. Bulletin de la Société Mathématique de France, 89:105–154, 1961.

[Ser78] Jean-Pierre Serre. Une “formule de masse” pour les extensions totalement ramifiées de degré donné d’un corps local. Comptes Rendus Hebdomadaires des Séances de l’Académie des Sciences. Séries A et B, 286(22):A1031–A1036, 1978.

[Ser79] Jean-Pierre Serre. Local Fields, volume 67 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer New York, New York, NY, 1979.

[ST03] Svetoslav Savchev and Titu Andreescu. Mathematical Miniatures. Anneli Lax New Mathematical Library. AMS, Washington, D.C., 2003. Issue: v. 43.

[Tôy55] Hiraku Tôyama. A note on the different of the composed field. Kodai Mathematical Seminar Reports, 7(2):43–44, January 1955. Publisher: Tokyo Institute of Technology, Department of Mathematics.

[TY20] Fabio Tonini and Takehiko Yasuda. Moduli of formal torsors. Journal of Algebraic Geometry, 29:753–801, 2020.

[TY23] Fabio Tonini and Takehiko Yasuda. Moduli of formal torsors II. Annales de l’Institut Fourier, 73(2):511–558, 2023.

[Val75] Paolo Valabrega. On the excellent property for power series rings over polynomial rings. Journal of Mathematics of Kyoto University, 15(2):387–395, January 1975. Publisher: Duke University Press.

[WY15] Melanie Matchett Wood and Takehiko Yasuda. Mass formulas for local Galois representations and quotient singularities. I: a comparison of counting functions. International Mathematics Research Notices. IMRN, (23):12590–12619, 2015.

[WY17] Melanie Wood and Takehiko Yasuda. Mass formulas for local Galois representations and quotient singularities II: Dualities and resolution of singularities. Algebra & Number Theory, 11(4):817–840, 2017.

[Yas] Takehiko Yasuda. Quotient singularities by permutation actions are canonical. in preparation.

[Yas16] Takehiko Yasuda. Wilder McKay correspondences. Nagoya Mathematical Journal, 221(1):111–164, 2016.

[Yas17] Takehiko Yasuda. The wild McKay correspondence and p-adic measures. Journal of the European Mathematical Society (JEMS), 19(12):3709–3734, 2017.

[Yas24] Takehiko Yasuda. Motivic integration over wild Deligne–Mumford stacks. Algebraic Geometry, pages 178–255, March 2024.

Department of Mathematics, Graduate School of Science, Osaka University Toyonaka, Osaka 560-0043, JAPAN Email address: yasuda.takehiko.sci@osaka-u.ac.jp