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SOME RESULTS OF GEOMETRY

IN HENSEL MINIMAL STRUCTURES

KRZYSZTOF JAN NOWAK

Abstract. We deal with Hensel minimal, non-trivially valued
fields K of equicharacteristic zero, whose axiomatic theory was
introduced in a recent paper by Cluckers–Halupczok–Rideau. We
additionally require that the classical algebraic language be in-
duced for the imaginary sort RV . This condition is satisfied by the
majority of classical tame structures on Henselian fields, including
Henselian fields with analytic structure. The main purpose here is
to carry over many results of our previous papers to the general
axiomatic settings described above, including, among others, the
theorem on existence of the limit, curve selection, the closedness
theorem and several non-Archimedean versions of the  Lojasiewicz
inequalities. We give examples that curve selection and the closed-
ness theorem, a key result for numerous applications, may be no
longer true after expanding the language for the leading term struc-
ture RV . In the case of Henselian fields with analytic structure,
we establish a more precise version of the theorem on existence of
the limit (a version of Puiseux’s theorem).

1. Introduction

We are concerned with geometry of Hensel minimal, non-trivially
valued fields K of equicharacteristic zero, whose axiomatic theory was
introduced in the recent paper [9]. We fix a language L expanding the
language Lvf of valued fields, and require additionally that L induce
only the classical algebraic language Lrv for the imaginary sort RV (see
Section 2). This condition is satisfied by the majority of classical tame
structures on Henselian fields, including Henselian fields with analytic
structure.
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continuity, Hölder continuity, analytic structures.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.01836v1


2 KRZYSZTOF JAN NOWAK

The main purpose here is to carry over many results of our previous
papers [29, 30, 31, 32] to the general settings of Hensel minimality. The
paper is organized as follows.

In Section 2, we provide basic model-theoretic terminology and facts
(including the algebraic language for the leading term structure RV )
and next, following the paper [9], some results from Hensel minimality
needed in our approach. In Section 3, we establish the theorem on
existence of the limit (together with its resplendent version), stated
below.

Theorem 1.1. Let f : E → K be a 0-definable function on a subset E
of K. Suppose that 0 is an accumulation point of E. Then there is a
subset F of E, definable over algebraic closure of ∅, with accumulation
point 0, and a point w ∈ P1(K) such that

lim
x→0

f |F (x) = w,

and the set

{(v(x), v(f(x))) : x ∈ F \ {0}} ⊂ Γ × (Γ ∪ {∞})

is contained either in an affine line with rational slope

{(k, l) ∈ Γ × Γ : q · l = p · k + β }

with p, q ∈ Z, q > 0, β ∈ Γ, or in Γ × {∞}.

In Section 4, we prove a non-Archimedean version of curve selection
and the closedness theorem. The latter has numerous applications in
geometry and topology of Henselian fields. In particular, it makes
possible to use resolution of singularities in much the same way as over
the locally compact fields. We state these results below.

Theorem 1.2. Consider a definable subset A of Kn and a point a ∈ Kn

lying in the closure of A. Then there is a continuous definable function
a : E → Kn such that 0 is an accumulation point of E, a(E \{0}) ⊂ A
and

lim
t→0

a(t) = a.

Theorem 1.3. Given a definable subset D of Kn, the canonical pro-
jection

π : D ×Om
K −→ D

is definably closed in the K-topology, i.e. if A ⊂ D × Om
K is a closed

definable subset, so is its image π(A) ⊂ D.
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Note that Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 may be no longer true after ex-
pansion of the language for the leading term structure RV , as demon-
strated in Examples 4.4 and 4.5. What remains true then is only fiber
shrinking, being a relaxed version of curve selection, introduced in our
previous papers [29, 30].

Remark 1.4. Since the notions of limit, continuity, closedness etc. are
first order properties, one can prove the above theorems by passage to
elementary extensions. Therefore one can assume that the Henselian
field K under study is ℵ1-saturated and, consequently, that an angular
component map ac (also called coefficient map, after van den Dries [15])
exists. We shall sometimes make use of this fact in the proofs given in
this paper.

Section 5 is devoted to several applications, including piecewise conti-
nuity, several non-Archimedean versions of the  Lojasiewicz inequalities
and Hölder continuity.

In the case of Henselian fields with analytic structure, we establish in
Section 6 a version of Puiseux’s theorem, being a more precise version
of the theorem on existence of the limit, whose proof relies on the term
structure of definable functions.

Soon after o-minimality had become a fundamental concept in real
algebraic geometry (realizing the postulate of both tame topology and
tame model theory), numerous attempts were made to find similar
approaches in algebraic geometry of valued fields. This led to axiomat-
ically based notions such as C-minimality [21, 28], P-minimality [22],
V-minimality [23], b-minimality [13], tame structures [6, 7], and even-
tually Hensel minimality [9].

The concept of Hensel minimal theories seems to enjoy most natural
and desirable properties, being relatively broad and easily verifiable at
the same time. It is tame with respect to the leading term structure
RV and provides, likewise o-minimality, powerful geometric tools as, for
instance, cell decomposition, a good dimension theory or the Jacobian
property (an analogue of the o-minimal monotonicity theorem).

Actually, several variants of Hensel minimality are introduced, ab-
breviated by l-h-minimality with l ∈ N ∪ {ω}. The l-h-minimality
condition is the stronger, the larger the number l is. The majority
of the results from [9], including those applied in our paper, hold for
1-h-minimal theories. Note also that most classical examples of Hensel
minimal theories are in fact even ω-h-minimal, as for instance (op.cit.,
Section 7):
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1) Henselian valued fields in the (algebraic) language of valued fields
(ω-h-minimal);

2) Henselian valued fields with (strictly convergent or separated)
analytic structure (ω-h-minimal);

3) T -convex valued fields, where T is a power-bounded o-minimal
theory in an expansion L of the language of ordered fields and OK is
a T -convex subring of K (1-h-minimal); whether this theory is ω-h-
minimal is an open question as yet.

2. Valuation- and model-theoretical preliminaries.

We begin with basic notions from valuation theory. By (K, v) we
mean a field K endowed with a valuation v. Let

Γ = vK, OK , MK and K̃ = Kv

denote the value group, valuation ring, its maximal ideal and residue
field, respectively. Let r : OK → Kv be the residue map. In this paper,
we shall consider the equicharacteristic zero case, i.e. the characteristic
of the fields K and Kv are assumed to be zero. For elements a ∈ K,
the value is denoted by va and the residue by av or r(a) when a ∈ OK .
Then

OK = {a ∈ K : va ≥ 0}, MK = {a ∈ K : va > 0}.

For a ring R, let R× stands for the multiplicative group of units of R.
Obviously, 1 + MK is a subgroup of the multiplicative group K×. Let

rv : K× → G(K) := K×/(1 + MK)

be the canonical group epimorphism. Since vK ∼= K×/O×
K , we get the

canonical group epimorphism v̄ : G(K) → vK and the following exact
sequence

(2.1) 1 → K̃× → G(K) → vK → 0.

We put v(0) = ∞ and v̄(0) = ∞.

For simplicity, we shall write

v(a) = (v(a1), . . . , v(an)) or rv(a) = (rv(a1), . . . , rv(an))

for an n-tuple a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ Kn.

We adopt the following 2-sorted algebraic language Lhen on Henselian
fields (K, v) of equicharacteristic zero, which goes back to Basarab [4].

Main sort: a valued field with the language of rings (K, 0, 1,+,−, ·)
or with the language Lvf of valued fields (K, 0, 1,+,−, ·,OK).
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Auxiliary sort: RV (K) := G(K) ∪ {0} with the language specified
as follows: (multiplicative) language of groups (1, ·) and one unary
predicate P so that PK(ξ) iff v̄(ξ) ≥ 0; here we put ξ · 0 = 0 for all
ξ ∈ RV (K). The predicate

R := (P ∧ ¬P)

will be construed as the residue field Kv = K̃ with the language of
rings (0, 1,+, ·); obviously, RK(ξ) iff v̄(ξ) = 0. The sort RV binds
together the residue field and value group.

One connecting map: rv : K → RV (K), rv(0) = 0.

The valuation ring can be defined by putting OK = rv−1(PK). The
residue map r : OK → Kv will be identified with the map

r(x) =

{
rv(x) if x ∈ O×

K ,
0 if x ∈ MK .

Remark 2.1. Addition in the residue field RK ∪ {0} is the restriction
of the following algebraic operation on RV (K):

rv(x) + rv(y) =

{
rv(x+ y) if v(x+ y) > min{v(x), v(y)},

0 otherwise

for all x, y ∈ K×; clearly, we put ξ + 0 = ξ for every ξ ∈ RV (K).

Remark 2.2. The language for the sort RV , whose vocabulary has
just been introduced, is of course interdefinable with the language of
rings (0, 1,+, ·) from Remark 2.1. In particular, the unary predicate
PK(ξ) can be defined by the formula 1 + ξ = 1 involving the above +
operation on RV (K). This language of rings for RV will be denoted
by Lrv.

It is well known that exact sequence 2.1 splits whenever the residue
field Kv is ℵ1-saturated. In this case, there is a section θ : G(K) → K̃×

of the monomorphism ι : K̃× → G(K) and the map

(θ, v̄) : G(K) → K̃× × vK

is an isomorphism. Generally, the existence of such a section θ is equiv-
alent to that of an angular component map ac = θ ◦ rv.

Remark 2.3. It is easy to check that the language Lrv with the section
θ is interdefinable with the language which consists of two maps

θ : RV (K) → Kv, θ(0) = 0, and v̄ : RV (K) → vK∪{∞}, v̄(0) = ∞,

of the language of rings (0, 1,+,−, ·) on the residue field Kv, and of
the language of ordered groups (0,+,−, <) on the value group vK.



6 KRZYSZTOF JAN NOWAK

In view of the above remark, the residue field is orthogonal to the
value group, i.e. every definable subset C ⊂ (Kv)p × (vK)q is a finite
union of Cartesian products

(2.2) C =
k⋃

i=1

Xi × Yi

for some definable subsets Xi ⊂ (Kv)p and Yi ⊂ (vK)q.

Remark 2.4. The Lhen-theory T of Henselian, non-trivially valued
fields of equicharacteristic zero eliminates valued field quantifiers re-
splendently. More precisely, consider an expansion L′

rv of the language
Lrv for the auxiliary sort RV ; put

L′
hen := Lhen ∪ L′

rv.

Let ω(x, ξ) be an L′
hen-formula with K-variables x = (x1, . . . , xn) and

RV -variables ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξm). Then ω(x) is T-equivalent to a finite
disjunction of formulae of the form:

φ(x) ∧ ψ(rv(p(x)), ξ),

where φ is a quantifier-free formula in the language of rings, ψ is an
L′

rv-formula, and p(x) is a tuple of polynomials with integer coefficients.

The conclusion of Remark 2.4 can be proven through arguments due
to Basarab [4], which rely on an embedding theorem and a relative
(with respect to RV ) version of the Ax–Kochen–Ershov theorem. The
research on this topic has a long history, let us mention some papers
as [2, 3, 18, 5, 15, 24, 25, 37, 19, 20, 1]. Note that relative quantifier
elimination, based on two auxiliary sorts (value group and residue field)
with an angular component map, was achieved by Pas [36].

In our geometric approach, most essential is which (not how) sets are
definable, and thus languages may usually be specified up to interdefin-
ability. We shall work with a language L which is an expansion of the
language Lvf of valued fields, and with some auxiliary imaginary sorts,
usually with the sort RV . The words 0-definable and A-definable shall
mean L-definable and LA-definable in a fixed language L; ”definable”
will refer to definable in L with arbitrary parameters.

Fix a language L which is an expansion of Lhen, and a model K of a
1-h-minimal (complete) L-theory T . For the reader’s convenience, we
recall below the following three results of Hensel minimality from the
paper [9], which are crucial for our approach:
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1) Domain and range preparation (op.cit., Proposition 2.4.6), which
can be derived from a week form of the Jacobian property, the valuative
Jacobian property (loc.cit., Lemma. 2.4.5]);

2) Reparametrized cell decomposition (op.cit., Theorem 5.7.3 ff.);
3) Cell decomposition (op.cit., Theorem 5.2.4 ff.).

Proposition 2.5. (Valuative Jacobian Property) Let f : K → K be a
0-definable function. Then there exists a finite 0-definable set C ⊂ K
such that for every ball B 1-next to C, either f is constant on B, or
there exists a µB ∈ vK such that
(1) for every open ball B′ ⊂ B, f(B′) is an open ball of radius

µB · rad (B′);
(2) for every x1, x2 ∈ B, we have v(f(x1)−f(x2)) = µB +v(x1−x2).

Proposition 2.6. (Domain and Range Preparation). Let f : K → K
be a 0-definable function and let C0 ⊂ K be a finite, 0-definable set.
Then there exist finite, 0-definable sets C,D ⊂ K with C0 ⊂ C such
that f(C) ⊂ D and for every ball B 1-next to C, the image f(B) is
either a singleton in D or a ball 1-next to D; moreover, the conclusions
(1) and (2) of the Valuative Jacobian Property hold.

For m ≤ n, denote by π≤m or π<m+1 the projection Kn → Km

onto the first m coordinates; put x≤m = π≤m(x). Let C ⊂ Kn be a
non-empty 0-definable set, ji ∈ {0, 1} and

ci : π<m(X) → K

be 0-definable functions i = 1, . . . , n. Then C is called a 0-definable
cell with center tuple c = (ci)

n
i=1 and of cell-type j = (ji) if it is of the

form:

C = {x ∈ Kn : (rv(xi − ci(x<i)))
n
i=1 ∈ R} ,

for a (necessarily 0-definable) set

R ⊂
n∏

i=1

ji ·G(K),

where 0 · G(K) = 0 ⊂ RV (K) and 1 · G(K) = G(K) ⊂ RV (K). One
can similarly define A-definable cells.

In the absence of the condition that algebraic closure and definable
closure coincide in T = Th (K) (i.e. the algebraic closure acl (A) equals
the definable closure dcl (A) for any Henselian field K ′ ≡ K and every
A ⊂ K ′), a concept of reparameterized cells must come into play. Let
us mention that one can ensure the above condition via an expansion
of the language for the sort RV .
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Consider a 0-definable function σ : C → RV (K)k. Then (C, σ)
is called a 0-definable reparameterized (by σ) cell if each set σ−1(ξ),
ξ ∈ σ(C), is a ξ-definable cell with some center tuple cξ depending
definably on ξ and of cell-type independent of ξ.

Remark 2.7. If the language L has an angular component map, then
one can take σ from the above definition to be residue field valued
(instead of RV-valued).

Theorem 2.8. (Reparameterized Cell Decomposition) For every 0-
definable set X ⊂ Kn, there exists a finite decomposition of X into
0-definable reparametrized cells (Ck, σk). Moreover, given finitely many
0-definable functions fj : X → K, one can require that the restriction
of every function fj to each cell σ−1

k (ξ) be continuous.

It is of importance that 0-, 1- or ω-h-minimality has the resplendency
property, i.e. if the L-theory of a Henselian field K is 0-, 1- or ω-
h-minimal, then so is its L′-theory for any RV -expansion L′ of the
language L (op.cit., Section 4). Suppose that Th (K) is 0-h-minimal.
If algebraic closure and definable closure coincide in RV (K), then so
does in K.

Theorem 2.9. (Cell Decomposition) Suppose that algebraic closure
and definable closure coincide in a 1-h-minimal theory T = Th (K).
For every 0-definable set X ⊂ Kn, there exists a finite decomposition
of X into 0-definable cells Ck.
Furthermore, there exists a finite decomposition of X into 0-definable

subsets Ck such that each cell Ck is, after some permutation of the
variables, a 0-definable cell of type (1, . . . , 1, 0, . . . , 0) with 1-Lipschitz
continuous centers c1, . . . , cn. Such cells shall be called 1-Lipschitz cells.

Concluding, one has definable, 1-Lipschitz cell decomposition for any
1-h-minimal theory after a suitable expansion of the language of the
leading term structure RV .

3. Existence of the limit

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1. By Remarks 1.4 and 2.3 ff., we
can assume that the field K has a coefficient map, exact sequence 2.1
splits and the residue field is orthogonal to the value group. Then we
have the isomorphism

(θ, v̄) : G(K) → K̃× × vK,
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and thus we can identify G(K) with K̃× × vK. This isomorphism is
of significance because topological properties of the valued field K are
described in terms of the value group vK.

By Proposition 2.6, there exist finite 0-definable subsets C ⊂ K with
0 ∈ C and D ⊂ K such that f(C) ⊂ D and, for every ball B 1-next
to C, the image f(B) is either a singleton in D or a ball 1-next to
D. After partitioning of the domain E, we can assume without loss of
generality that there is a point d ∈ D, say d = 0, such that the image
f(B) is either {0} or a ball 1-next to 0 for every balls B ⊂ E which are
1-next to 0. In the first case we are done. So suppose the second case.
Obviously, the balls 1-next to 0 are of the form {rv(x) = ξ}, ξ ∈ G(K).

Now consider the 0-definable set X ⊂ G(K)2 defined by the formula
{

(ξ, η) ∈ G(K)2 : {rv(x) = ξ} ⊂ E, f({rv(x) = ξ}) = {rv(y) = η}
}
.

By Remark 2.3 (orthogonality property), X is defined by a finite dis-
junction of conjunctions of the form:

φ(θ(ξ), θ(η)) ∧ ψ(v̄(ξ), v̄(η)).

We can assume, without loss of generality, that X is defined by one
from those conjunctions and is of the form:

θ(η) = α(θ(ξ)) ∧ v̄(η) = β(v̄(ξ))

for some 0-definable functions α and β, where the domain of β is a
subset ∆ of vK with accumulation point ∞.

Now we apply the following theorem from [8, Corollary 1.10] to the
effect that functions definable in ordered abelian groups are piecewise
linear.

Proposition 3.1. Consider an ordered abelian group G with the lan-
guage of ordered abelian groups Loag = (0,+, <). Let f : Gn → G be an
A-definable function for a subset A ⊂ G. Then there exists a partition
of Gn into finitely many A-definable subsets such that, on each subset S
of them, f is linear; more precisely, there exist r1, . . . , rn, s ∈ Z, s 6= 0,
and an element γ from the definable closure of A such that

f(a1, . . . , an) =
1

s
· (r1a1 + . . .+ anrn + γ)

for all (a1, . . . , an) ∈ S.

For v̄(ξ) ∈ ∆, we thus get the equivalence

v̄(η) = β(v̄(ξ)) ⇐⇒ v̄(η) =
1

s
· (r · β(v̄(ξ)) + γ).
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Then the set

F := {a ∈ K : α(ac(a)), v(a) ∈ ∆}

is a 0-definable subset of E with accumulation point 0. We encounter
three cases:

Case 1. If r/s > 0, then

lim
x→0

f |F (x) = 0.

Case 2. If r/s < 0, then

lim
x→0

f |F (x) = ∞.

Case 3. Were r/s = 0, then β = δ(α) = γ/s, we would get

f({rv(x) = (1, α)}) = {rv(y) = γ/s}.

Then, for any point b ∈ K with rv(b) = γ/s, the set (f |F )−1(b) would
be an isolated subset of K with accumulation point 0, which is im-
possible. This contradiction shows that Case 3 cannot happen, which
finishes the proof. ✷

We are now going to strengthen Theorem 1.1 by taking an arbitrary
expansion L′

rv of the algebraic language Lrv for the leading term struc-
ture RV ; put L′ := L ∪ L′

rv. Clearly, every L′-formula χ(x, ξ), with
K-variables x andRV -variables ξ, is T -equivalent to a finite disjunction
of formulae of the form:

(3.1) φ(x) ∧ ψ(rv(p(x)), ξ),

where φ is an L-formula in the language of the valued field sort, ψ is
an L′

rv-formula, and p(x) = (p1(x), . . . , pr(x)) is a tuple of terms in the
valued field sort.

Remark 3.2. Note that one can replace the above formulae by ones
of the form:

(3.2) φ(x) ∧ p1(x) 6= 0 ∧ . . . ∧ pr(x) 6= 0 ∧ ψ(rv(p(x)), ξ),

because in the cases pi(x) = 0 one can substitute 0 for pi(x) in the
formula ψ(rv(p(x)), ξ).

In our problem, we consider an L′-formula χ(x1, x2) that defines the
graph of the function f : E → K, denoted also by f for simplicity. We
may of course shrink the set E, keeping the assumption that 0 is an
accumulation point of E. Therefore we can assume that E is defined
by one formula of the form 3.2.
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The closure Z ∈ K2 of the set of those points where the terms p(x)
are not continuous is L-definable (without parameters) of dimension
< 1. Then the set

U :=
{
a ∈ K2 \ Z : p1(a) 6= 0, . . . , pr(a) 6= 0, RV (K) |= ψ(rv(p(a)))

}

is an open 0-definable subset of K2. Further, the set of those points
a1 ∈ K, over which the fiber of Z is infinite, is finite. Since we are
interested in what happens in the vicinity of 0 ∈ K, we may thus
assume that the fibres of the projection π<2 : Z → K are finite. Hence
we get

f ⊂ ({a ∈ K2 : K |= φ(a)} ∩ U) ∪ Z.

Therefore the graph of f is contained in the L-definable set Y of those
points a ∈ K2 which are isolated in the fibre of the set

{a ∈ K2 : K |= φ(a)}

over a1. Clearly, the projection π<2 : Y → K is finite-to-one. By
Theorem 2.8, Y is a finite union of L-definable cells of type (1, 0),
reparametrized by residue field valued functions σ (cf. Remark 2.7).
We can, as before, assume that Y is one of those cells, Y = C. Then

f ⊂ C =
⋃

ξ

Cξ, Cξ = σ−1(ξ),

and each cell Cξ is the graph of the center cξ,2 : π<2(Cξ) → K.

It follows easily from the orthogonality of the residue field and value
group (cf. Remark 2.3 ff.) that σ(C) is the disjoint union of L-definable
sets Σ1 and Σ2 such that 0 is not an accumulation point of the set

π<2

(
⋃

ξ∈Σ2

Cξ

)
,

but 0 is an accumulation point of π<2(Cξ) for every ξ ∈ Σ1.

Let Bξ be the set of all points from the closure of any cell Cξ, ξ ∈ Σ1,
lying over 0. Then the union

B :=
⋃

ξ∈Σ1

Bξ

is a finite L-definable (without parameters) set, say B = {b1, . . . , bk}.
By the orthogonality property and Theorem 1.1, we can partition, in
a common vicinity of 0, the domains of the centers cξ,2, ξ ∈ Σ1, into
pieces L-definable over the algebraic closure of ∅, in order to obtain
new functions cξ,2,j such that

cξ,2,j ⊂ cξ and lim
x1→0

cξ,2,j(x1) = bj
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for all j ∈ Bξ. Again by the orthogonality property, the centers cξ,2,j,
ξ ∈ Σ1, j ∈ Bξ, are equally continuous at 0. Therefore, since

f ⊂
⋃

ξ∈Σ1

cξ,2

in a neighbourhood of 0, it is not difficult to check that at least one
point from the set B is an accumulation point of the graph of f . In
this fashion, we have established a resplendent version of Theorem 1.1.

4. Proof of curve selection and the closedness theorem

To prove Theorem 1.2, we may of course assume that A is a subset
of On

K and a 6∈ A, the case a ∈ A being trivial. We begin be stating
the following

Lemma 4.1. Consider a definable family Xξ, ξ ∈ (Kv)k, of subsets of
Kn and a point a ∈ Kn. Then a lies in the closure of the union

⋃
ξ Xξ

iff a lies in the closure of Xξ0 for some ξ0.

Proof. Apply the orthogonality of the residue field and value group
(cf. Remark 2.3 ff.) to the set

⋃

ξ∈(Kv)k

{ξ} × v(Xξ − a).

�

Hence and by decomposition into cells with residue field valued
reparametrization, we are reduced to the case where A is a ξ-definable
cell Cξ for some ξ ∈ Kv:

Cξ = {x ∈ Kn : (rv(xi − ci(x<i)))
n
i=1 ∈ R} ,

for a ξ-definable set

R ⊂
n∏

i=1

ji ·G(K), ji ∈ {0, 1}.

Clearly, the assumptions of Theorem 1.2 are satisfied for each pro-
jection π≤i(Cξ) and π≤i(a), i = 1, . . . , n. Therefore it suffices, via
induction procedure, to consider the case n = 2.

We may of course assume that a 6∈ A. Then a1 = c1 because other-
wise a would not lie in the closure of A. Therefore

Cξ =
{
x ∈ K2 : (rv(x1 − c1), rv(x2 − c2(x1))) ∈ R

}
,

for a ξ-definable set R ⊂ G(K) × (j2 ·RV (K)).



GEOMETRY IN HENSEL MINIMAL STRUCTURES 13

The case j2 = 0 is easy, because then the cell Cξ is the graph of the
center c2(x1), and thus the conclusion follows from Theorem 1.1. So
consider the case j2 = 1.

Again by Lemma 4.1, we can assume that A = Cξ is the set of all
points in K2 for which

(ac(x1 − c1), ac(x2 − c2(x1))) = η and (v(x1 − c1), v(x2 − c2(x1))) ∈ P

for an η ∈ (Kv \ {0})2 and a 0-definable set P ⊂ (vK)2.

We still need the following

Lemma 4.2. Let G be an ordered abelian group, P a definable subset
of Gn

+ with G+ := {γ ∈ G : γ ≥ 0}, and

π : Gn → G, (x1, . . . , xn) 7→ x1

be the projection onto the first factor. Suppose that ∞ is an accumu-
lation point of π(P ). Then there is an affine semi-line

L = {(r1τ + γ1, . . . , rnτ + γn) : τ ∈ G, τ ≥ 0}

with r1, . . . , rn ∈ N, r1 > 0, passing through a point γ = (γ1, . . . , γn) ∈
P and such that ∞ is an accumulation point of π(P ∩ L) too.

This lemma can be established, by relative quantifier elimination
for ordered abelian groups (cf. [8]) in a similar way as we proved [30,
Lemma 6.2], recalled below.

Lemma 4.3. Let G be an ordered abelian group and P be a definable
subset of Gn. Suppose that (∞, . . . ,∞) is an accumulation point of P ,
i.e. for any δ ∈ G the set

{x ∈ P : x1 > δ, . . . , xn > δ} 6= ∅

is non-empty. Then there is an affine semi-line

L = {(r1τ + γ1, . . . , rnτ + γn) : τ ∈ G, τ ≥ 0}

with r1, . . . , rn ∈ N \ {0}, passing through a point γ = (γ1, . . . , γn) ∈ P
and such that (∞, . . . ,∞) is an accumulation point of the intersection
P ∩ L too.

Apply Lemma 4.2 to G = vK and P ⊂ (vK)+ × (vK)+. Therefore
the subset P ∩L has an accumulation point (∞, ρ2), where ρ2 = ∞ or
ρ2 = γ2, according as r2 > 0 or r2 = 0.

Now take an element w ∈ K2 such that ac(w) = η and v(w) = γ.
Put

∆ := {τ ∈ vK : τ ≥ 0, (r1τ + γ1, r2τ + γ2) ∈ P}
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and
E := {t ∈ K : ac(t) = 1 and v(t) ∈ ∆}.

Then
{

(c1 + w1t
r1, c2(c1 + w1t

r1) + w2t
r2) ∈ K2 : t ∈ E

}
⊂ A = Cξ.

Now it follows from Theorem 1.1 that, after perhaps shrinking the
domain E, the function a : E → K2 given by the formula

a(t) := (c1 + w1t
r1 , c2(c1 + w1t

r1) + w2t
r2)

is the one we are looking for. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.
✷

Example 4.4. Theorem 1.2 must fail for any expansion L′
rv of the

language Lrv for the sort RV , whenever the family of definable sets in
the value group sort contains the graph of a non-linear (ultimately at
infinity) function ω : vK → vK such that

lim
γ→∞

ω(γ) = ∞.

Indeed, the set

A := {(x, y) ∈ (K \ {0})2 : rv(y) = ω(rv(x)}

has an accumulation point (0, 0). Suppose that there is a continuous
definable function a : E → Kn such that 0 is an accumulation point of
E, a(E \ {0}) ⊂ A and

lim
t→0

a(t) = 0.

After a suitable expansion of the language for RV (K), definable cell
decomposition is available. As before, the set a(E) is a finite union of
sets of the form (cf. Remark 3.2 ff.):

F := {x ∈ C : RV (K) |= ψ(rv(p(a)))},

where C ⊂ K2 is an L-definable cell, ψ is an L′
rv-formula, and

p(x) = (p1(x), . . . , pr(x))

is a tuple of terms in the valued field sort, which are continuous on C
and p(C) ⊂ (K \ {0})r. Then F is an open subset of C, and thus C is
a cell of dimension 1, say of type (1, 0), with L-definable centers c1 = 0
and c2(x1). Then the set

{(v(x1), v(c2(x1))) ∈ (vK)2 : x1 ∈ π<2(C)}

would contain (ultimately at infinity) the graph of ω, which contradicts
the condition imposed on the language L that it induces the algebraic
language Lrv for the sort RV .
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Now we can readily prove the closedness theorem. Without loss of
generality, we may assume that m = 1 and n = 1. The first reduction
is obvious. The latter can be achieved by means of curve selection
(Theorem 1.2) in exactly the same way, as it was achieved by means of
fiber shrinking in the proof of the algebraic versions of the closedness
theorem in our papers [29, 30]. Note that fiber shrinking is a relaxed
version of curve selection. So consider that case m = n = 1.

We must show that if A is an L′-definable subset of D × O, with
D ⊂ K and a point b = 0 ∈ K lies in the closure of B := π<2(A), then
there is a point a in the closure of A such that π<2(a) = 0. As before,
we can assume that A is an L′-definable cell of type (1, j2) with centers
0, c2(x1). The case j2 = 0 is obvious by virtue of Theorem 1.1.

So consider the case j2 = 1. Then

A =
{
x ∈ K2 : (rv(x1), rv(x2 − c2(x1))) ∈ R

}

for a subset R of G(K)×G(K) such that v̄(R) ⊂ (vK)+ × (vK)+. By
the orthogonality of the residue field and value group (cf. Remark 2.3
ff.), R is a finite union of Cartesian products

(4.1) C =

k⋃

i=1

Xi × Yi

for some non-empty definable subsets

Xi ⊂ Kv ×Kv and Yi ⊂ (vK)+ × (vK)+.

Let π : (vK)2 → vK be the projection onto the first factor. Then ∞

is an accumulation point of the union π
(⋃k

i=1 Yi

)
, and thus of π(Yi0)

for some i0 ∈ {1, . . . , k}. Then we can replace the set A by the set
{
x ∈ K2 : (rv(x1), rv(x2 − c2(x1))) ∈ {η} × P

}
,

where η ∈ Xi0 and P = Yi0. It follows immediately from Lemma 4.2
that there is an affine semi-line

L = {(r1τ + γ1, r2τ + γ2) : τ ∈ vK, τ ≥ 0}

with r1, r2 ∈ N, r1 > 0, r2 ≥ 0, passing through a point γ = (γ1, γ2) ∈ P
and such that ∞ is an accumulation point of π(P ∩ L) too. Again we
can replace the set A by the set

{
x ∈ K2 : (rv(x1), rv(x2 − c2(x1))) ∈ {η} × (P ∩ L)

}
.

Now we shall argue likewise we did in the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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The subset P ∩L has an accumulation point (∞, ρ2), where ρ2 = ∞
or ρ2 = γ2, according as r2 > 0 or r2 = 0. Take an element w ∈ K2

such that ac(w) = η and v(w) = γ. Put

∆ := {τ ∈ vK : τ ≥ 0, (r1τ + γ1, r2τ + γ2) ∈ P}

and

E := {t ∈ K : ac(t) = 1 and v(t) ∈ ∆}.

Then {
(w1t

r1 , c2(w1t
r1) + w2t

r2) ∈ K2 : t ∈ E
}

is contained in A. It follows immediately from Theorem 1.1 that the
graph of the center c2(x1) has an accumulation point (0, c2(0)). Hence
the closure of the set A contains the point (0, c2(0)) or (0, c2(0) + w2)
according as r2 > 0 or r2 = 0. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.3.

✷

Finally, we give an example which demonstrates that the closedness
theorem may fail after expansion of the language for the leading term
structure RV .

Example 4.5. Suppose that the exact sequence 2.1 splits. Then we
have an isomorphism G(K) ≃ Kv × vK (cf. Remark 2.2 ff.). Further
suppose that the value group vK = Z and take an infinite subset
ξk ∈ Kv of pairwise distinct elements from the residue field Kv. Then
the set

A :=
{

(x, y) ∈ K2 : rv(x, y) = ((1, k), (ξk, 0)), k ∈ N
}

is a closed subset of K2, but its projection

π<2(A) = {x ∈ K : rv(x) = (1, k), k ∈ N}

is not a closed subset of K, having 0 ∈ K as an accumulation point.

5. Applications of the closedness theorem

We begin with the following full version of the theorem on existence
of the limit.

Proposition 5.1. Let f : E → P1(K) be an L-definable function on
a subset E of K, and suppose that 0 is an accumulation point of E.
Then there is a finite partition of E into L-definable sets E1, . . . , Er

and points w1 . . . , wr ∈ P
1(K) such that

lim
x→0

f |Ei (x) = wi for i = 1, . . . , r.
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Proof. We may of course assume that 0 6∈ E. Put

F := graph (f) = {(x, f(x) : x ∈ E} ⊂ K × P1(K);

obviously, F is of dimension 1. It follows from the closedness theorem
that the frontier ∂F ⊂ K×P1(K) is non-empty, and thus of dimension
zero. Say

∂F ∩ ({0} × P1(K)) = {(0, w1), . . . , (0, wr)}

for some w1, . . . , wr ∈ P
1(K). Take pairwise disjoint neighborhoods Ui

of the points wi, i = 1, . . . , r, and set

F0 := F ∩

(
E ×

(
P1(K) \

r⋃

i

Ei

))
.

Let

π : K × P1(K) −→ K

be the canonical projection. Then

E0 := π(F0) = f−1

(
P1(K) \

r⋃

i

Ei

)
.

Clearly, the closure F 0 of F0 in K × P1(K)) and {0} × P1(K)) are
disjoint. Hence and by the closedness theorem, 0 6∈ E0, the closure
of E0 in K. The set E0 is thus irrelevant with respect to the limit at
0 ∈ K. Therefore it remains to show that

lim
x→0

f |Ei (x) = wi for i = 1, . . . , r.

Otherwise there is a neighborhood Vi ⊂ Ui such that 0 would be an
accumulation point of the set

f−1(Ui \ Vi) = π(F ∩ (E × (Ui \ Vi))).

Again, it follows from the closedness theorem that {0} × P1(K) and
the closure of F ∩ (E × (Ui \ Vi)) in K ×P1(K)) would not be disjoint.
This contradiction finishes the proof. �

Now we prove the theorem on piecewise continuity.

Theorem 5.2. Let A ⊂ Kn and f : A → P1(K) be an L-definable
function. Then f is piecewise continuous, i.e. there is a finite partition
of A into L-definable locally closed subsets A1, . . . , As of Kn such that
the restriction of f to each Ai is continuous.
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Proof. Consider an L-definable function f : A→ P1(K) and its graph

E := {(x, f(x)) : x ∈ A} ⊂ Kn × P1(K).

We shall proceed with induction with respect to the dimension

d = dimA = dim E

of the source and graph of f .

Observe first that every L-definable subset E of Kn is a finite disjoint
union of locally closed L-definable subsets of Kn. This can be easily
proven by induction on the dimension of E. Therefore we can assume
that the graph E is a locally closed subset of Kn×P1(K) of dimension d
and that the conclusion of the theorem holds for functions with source
and graph of dimension < d.

Let F be the closure of E in Kn × P1(K) and ∂E := F \ E be the
frontier of E. Since E is locally closed, the frontier ∂E is a closed
subset of Kn × P1(K) as well. Let

π : Kn × P1(K) −→ Kn

be the canonical projection. Then, by virtue of the closedness theorem,
the images π(F ) and π(∂E) are closed subsets of Kn. Further,

dim F = dim π(F ) = d

and
dim π(∂E) ≤ dim ∂E < d.

Putting
B := π(F ) \ π(∂E) ⊂ π(E) = A,

we thus get
dim B = d and dim (A \B) < d.

Clearly, the set

E0 := E ∩ (B × P1(K)) = F ∩ (B × P1(K))

is a closed subset of B × P1(K) and is the graph of the restriction

f0 : B −→ P1(K)

of f to B. Again, it follows immediately from the closedness theorem
that the restriction

π0 : E0 −→ B

of the projection π to E0 is a definably closed map. Therefore f0 is a
continuous function. But, by the induction hypothesis, the restriction
of f to A \ B satisfies the conclusion of the theorem, whence so does
the function f . This completes the proof. �
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We immediately obtain

Corollary 5.3. The conclusion of the above theorem holds for any
L-definable function f : A→ K.

Algebraic non-Archimedean versions of the  Lojasiewicz inequality,
established in our papers [29, 30], can be carried over to the general
settings considered here with proofs repeated almost verbatim. We thus
state only the results (Theorems 11.2, 11.5 and 11.6, Proposition 11.3
and Corollary 11.4 from [30]). The main ingredients of the proofs
are the closedness theorem, the orthogonality property and relative
quantifier elimination for ordered abelian groups. They allow us to
reduce the problem under study to that of piecewise linear geometry.
We first state the following version, which is closest to the classical one.

Theorem 5.4. Let f, g1, . . . , gm : A → K be continuous L-definable
functions on a closed (in the K-topology) bounded subset A of Km. If

{x ∈ A : g1(x) = . . . = gm(x) = 0} ⊂ {x ∈ A : f(x) = 0},

then there exist a positive integer s and a constant β ∈ Γ such that

s · v(f(x)) + β ≥ v((g1(x), . . . , gm(x)))

for all x ∈ A. Equivalently, there is a C ∈ |K| such that

|f(x)|s ≤ C · max {|g1(x)|, . . . , |gm(x)|}

for all x ∈ A.

A direct consequence of Theorem 5.4 is the following result on Hölder
continuity of definable functions.

Proposition 5.5. Let f : A→ K be a continuous L-definable function
on a closed bounded subset A ⊂ Kn. Then f is Hölder continuous with
a positive integer s and a constant β ∈ Γ, i.e.

s · v(f(x) − f(z)) + β ≥ v(x− z)

for all x, z ∈ A. Equivalently, there is a C ∈ |K| such that

|f(x) − f(z)|s ≤ C · |x− z|

for all x, z ∈ A.

We immediately obtain

Corollary 5.6. Every continuous L-definable function f : A → K on
a closed bounded subset A ⊂ Kn is uniformly continuous.
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Now we formulate another, more general version of the  Lojasiewicz
inequality for continuous definable functions of a locally closed subset
of Kn.

Theorem 5.7. Let f, g : A → K be two continuous L-definable func-
tions on a locally closed subset A of Kn. If

{x ∈ A : g(x) = 0} ⊂ {x ∈ A : f(x) = 0},

then there exist a positive integer s and a continuous L-definable func-
tion h on A such that f s(x) = h(x) · g(x) for all x ∈ A.

Finally, put

D(f) := {x ∈ A : f(x) 6= 0} and Z (f) := {x ∈ A : f(x) = 0}.

The following theorem may be also regarded as a kind of the  Lojasiewicz
inequality, which is, of course, a strengthening of Theorem 5.7.

Theorem 5.8. Let f : A → K be a continuous L-definable function
on a locally closed subset A of Kn and g : D(f) → K a continuous
L-definable function. Then f s · g extends, for s ≫ 0, by zero through
the set Z (f) to a (unique) continuous L-definable function on A.

6. A non-Archimedean version of Puiseux’s theorem

Here we give a non-Archimedean version of Puiseux’s theorem for
Henselian fields with analytic structure, being a more precise ver-
sion of Theorem 1.1. We begin by recalling, following the paper [10],
the concept of a separated analytic structure. The study of analytic
structures was initiated by [14, 17, 16] and continued thereafter by
e.g. [26, 27, 12, 10, 11].

Let A be a commutative ring with unit and with a fixed proper

ideal I  A; put Ã = A/I. A separated (A, I)-system is a certain
system A of A-subalgebras Am,n ⊂ A[[ξ, ρ]], m,n ∈ N; here A0,0 = A
(op. cit., Section 4.1). Two kinds of variables, ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξm) and
ρ = (ρ1, . . . , ρn), play different roles. Roughly speaking, the variables
ξ vary over the valuation ring (or the closed unit disc) OK of a valued
field K, and the variables ρ vary over the maximal ideal (or the open
unit disc) MK of K.

The (A, I)-system A is called a separated pre-Weierstrass system if
two usual Weierstrass division theorems hold with respect to division
by each f ∈ Am,n which is ξm-regular or ρn-regular. A pre-Weierstrass
system A is called a separated Weierstrass system if the rings C of
fractions enjoy a certain weak Noetherian property.
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Let A be a separated Weierstrass system and K a valued field. A
separated analytic A-structure on K is a collection of homomorphisms
σm,n from Am,n to the ring of OK-valued functions on (OK)m×(MK)n,
m,n ∈ N, such that

1) σ0,0(I) ⊂ MK ;
2) σm,n(ξi) and σm,n(ρj) are the i-th and (m+ j)-th coordinate func-

tions on (OK)m × (MK)n, respectively;
3) σm+1,n and σm,n+1 extend σm,n, where functions on the product

(OK)m × (MK)n are identified with those functions on

(OK)m+1 × (MK)n or (OK)m × (MK)n+1

which do not depend on the coordinate ξm+1 or ρn+1, respectively.

If the ground field K is trivially valued, then MK = (0) and the
analytic structure reduces to the algebraic structure given by polyno-
mials. A separated analytic A-structure on a valued field K can be
uniquely extended to any algebraic extension K ′ of K (op. cit., The-
orem 4.5.11). Every valued field with separated analytic structure is
Henselian (op. cit., Proposition 4.5.10).

One may assume without loss of generality that ker σ0,0 = (0), be-
cause replacing A by A/ker σ0,0 yields an equivalent analytic structure
on K with this property. Then A = A0,0 can be regarded as a sub-
ring of OK . We shall assume that the ground field K is non-trivially
valued and that σ0,0 is injective. Under these assumptions, for any
subfield F of K containing A, one can canonically obtain, by exten-
sion of parameters, a (unique) separated Weierstrass system A(F ) over
(OF ,MF ) so that K has separated analytic A(F )-structure (op. cit.,
Theorem 4.5.7).

The analytic language L = LHen,A is the semialgebraic language
LHen augmented on the valued field sort K by the reciprocal function
1/x (with 1/0 := 0) and the names of all functions of the system A,
together with the induced language on the auxiliary sort RV (op. cit.,
Section 6.2). A power series f ∈ Am,n is construed via the analytic
A-structure on their natural domains and as zero outside them. More
precisely, f is interpreted as a function

σ(f) = fσ : (OK)m × (MK)n → OK ,

extended by zero on Km+n \ (OK)m × (MK)n.

In the equicharacteristic case, the induced language on the sort RV
coincides with the algebraic language Lrv.
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Denote by L∗ the analytic language L augmented by all Henselian
functions

hm : Km+1 × RV (K) → K, m ∈ N,

which are defined by means of a version of Hensel’s lemma (cf. [10],
Section 6).

Let THen,A be the L-theory of all Henselian valued fields of charac-
teristic zero with separated analytic A-structure. Two crucial results
about analytic structures are Theorems 6.3.7 and 6.3.8 from [10], stated
below.

Theorem 6.1. The theory THen,A eliminates valued field quantifiers,
is ball-minimal with centers and preserves all balls. Moreover, THen,A

has the Jacobian property.

Theorem 6.2. Let K be a Henselian field with separated analytic A-
structure. Let f : X → K, X ⊂ Kn, be an L(B)-definable function for
some set of parameters B. Then there exist an L(B)-definable function
g : X → S with S auxiliary and an L∗(B)-term t such that

f(x) = t(x, g(x)) for all x ∈ X.

It follows from Theorem 6.1 that the theory THen,A admits repara-
metrized cell decompositions with centers (cf. [13]).

Now we can readily prove the following version of Puiseux’s theorem,
which is a more precise, analytic version of the theore on existence of
the limit.

Theorem 6.3. Let f : E → K be an L-definable function on a subset
E of K. Suppose that 0 is an accumulation point of E. Then there is
an L(B)-definable subset F of E definable over algebraic closure of ∅,
with accumulation point 0, and a point w ∈ P1(K) such that

lim
x→0

f |F (x) = w.

Moreover, we can require that

{(x, f(x)) : x ∈ F} ⊂ {(xr, φ(x)) : x ∈ G},

where r is a positive integer and φ is an L-definable function on a
subset G of K, being a composite of some functions induced by series
from A and of some algebraic power series over K (coming from the
implicit function theorem). Then, in particular, the definable set

{(v(x), v(f(x))) : x ∈ F \ {0}} ⊂ Γ × (Γ ∪ {∞})
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is contained either in an affine line with rational slope

{(k, l) ∈ Γ × Γ : q · l = p · k + β }

with p, q ∈ Z, q > 0, β ∈ Γ, or in Γ × {∞}.

Proof. The proof relies on term structure (Theorem 6.2), which enables
induction with respect to the complexity of a term t corresponding to
the function f , on ball-minimality (Theorem 6.1) and on Lemma 4.2.

By Remarks 1.4 and 2.3 ff., we can as before assume that the field
K has a coefficient map, exact sequence 2.1 splits and the residue field
is orthogonal to the value group.

Therefore, after shrinking E, we can assume that ac (E) = {1} and

the function g goes into {ξ} × Γs with a ξ ∈ K̃s. Without loss of
generality, we may assume that ξ = (1, . . . , 1); similar reductions were
considered in our papers [29, 30]. For simplicity, we look at g as a
function into Γs. We shall briefly explain the most difficult case where

t(x, g(x)) = hm(a0(x), . . . , am(x), (1, g0(x))),

assuming that the theorem holds for the terms a0, . . . , am; here g0 is
one of the components of g.

By our assumption, each function ai(x) has, after taking a suitable
subset F of E, a limit, say, ai(0) ∈ K when x tends to zero. Due to
Lemma 4.2, we can assume that

(6.1) pv(x) + qg0(x) + v(a) = 0

for some p, q ∈ Z, q > 0, and a ∈ K \{0}. By the induction hypothesis,
we get

{(x, ai(x)) : x ∈ F} ⊂ {(xr, αi(x)) : x ∈ G}, i = 0, 1, . . . , m,

for some power series αi(x)) as stated in the theorem. Put

P (x, T ) :=

m∑

i=0

ai(x)T i.

By the very definition of hm and since we can take a smaller subset
F of E with accumulation point 0, we may assume that there is an
i0 = 0, . . . , m such that

∀ x ∈ F ∃ u ∈ K v(u) = g0(x), ac u = 1,

and the following formulae hold

(6.2) v(ai0(x)ui0) = min {v(ai(x)ui), i = 0, . . . , m},

v(P (x, u)) > v(ai0(x)ui0), v

(
∂ P

∂ T
(x, u)

)
= v(ai0(x)ui0−1).
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Then hm(a0(x), . . . , am(x), (1, g0(x))) is a unique b(x) ∈ K such that

P (x, b(x)) = 0, v(b(x)) = g0(x), ac b(x) = 1.

Via quantifier elimination for ordered abelian groups, we see in view
of [30, Remarks 7.2, 7.3] that the set F contains the set of points of
the form crtNqr for some c ∈ K with ac c = 1, a positive integer N and
all t ∈ OK small enough with ac t = 1. Hence and by equation 6.1, we
get

g0(c
rtNqr) = g0(c

r) − v(tNpr).

Take d ∈ K such that g0(c
r) = v(d) and ac d = 1. Then

g0(c
rtNqr) = v(dt−Npr).

Thus the homothetic change of variable

Z = T/dt−Npr = tNprT/d

transforms the polynomial

P (crtNqr, T ) =
m∑

i=0

αi(ct
Nq)T i

into a polynomial Q(t, Z) to which Hensel’s lemma applies (cf. [36,
Lemma 3.5]):

(6.3) P (crtNqr, T ) = P (crtNqr, dt−NprZ) =

m∑

i=0

αi(ct
Nq) · (dt−NprZ)i = (αi0(ct

Nq) · (dt−Npr)i0 ·Q(t, Z).

Indeed, formulae 6.2 imply that the coefficients bi(t), i = 0, . . . , m, of
the polynomial Q are power series (of order ≥ 0) in the variable t, and
that

v(Q(t, 1)) > 0 and v

(
∂ Q

∂ Z
(t, 1)

)
= 0

fot t ∈ K0 small enough. Hence

v(Q(0, 1)) > 0 and v

(
∂ Q

∂ Z
(0, 1)

)
= 0.

But, for x(t) = crtNqr, the unique zero T (t) = b(x(t)) of the polynomial
P (x(t), T ) such that

v(b(x(t))) = v(dt−Npr) and ac b(x(t)) = 1

corresponds to a unique zero Z(t) of the polynomial Q(t, Z) such that

v(Z(t)) = v(1) and ac Z(t) = 1.
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Therefore the conclusion of the theorem can be directly obtained via
the implicit function theorem (see e.g. [30, Proposition 2.5]) applied to
the polynomial

P (A0, . . . , Am, Z) =
m∑

i=0

AiZ
i

in the variables Ai substituted for ai(x) at the point

A0 = b0(0), . . . , Am = bm(0), Z = 1.

�

We conclude this paper with the following comment. Our recent pa-
pers [33, 34, 35] provided some theorems on the existence of definable
retractions, which immediately yield some definable, non-Archimedian
versions of the classical theorems on extending continuous functions as
the theorems of Tietze–Urysohn or Dugundji. The algebraic case was
treated in [33]. The case of analytic structures, determined on complete
rank one valued fields K by separated power series, was established
in [34]. The proof was based on the following basic tools: elimination
of valued field quantifiers (due to Cluckers–Lipshitz–Robinson), the
closedness theorem and the definable version of resolution of singular-
ities (due to Bierstone–Milman) from our paper [35], which deals with
the general case of separated analytic structures. It is plausible that
those results carry over to the settings of Hensel minimal structures.
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