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SUMS OF SQUARES IN FUNCTION FIELDS OVER
HENSELIAN DISCRETELY VALUED FIELDS

GONZALO MANZANO-FLORES

ABSTRACT. Let n € N and let K be a field with a henselian discrete valuation
of rank n with hereditarily euclidean residue field. Let F/K be a function
field in one variable in one variable. It is known that every sum of squares
is a sum of 3 squares. We determine the order of the group of nonzero sums
of 3 squares modulo sums of 2 squares in F' in terms of equivalence classes
of certain discrete valuations of F' of rank at most n. In the case of function
fields of hyperelliptic curves of genus g, K.J. Becher and J. Van Geel showed
that the order of this quotient group is bounded by 2(9t1), We show that this
bound is optimal. Moreover, in the case where n = 1, we show that if F//K is
a hyperelliptic function field such that the order of this quotient group is 2971,
then F' is nonreal.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let K be a field. For d € N, let S;(K) denote the set of nonzero sums of d

squares in K. Let S(K) = U S, (K), the multiplicative group of nonzero sums of

neN
squares in K. The Pythagoras number p(K) of a field K is the smallest integer d

such that S(K') = Sy4(K) if such an integer d exists, otherwise it is infinite. We call
a finitely generated field extension of transcendence degree one a function field
in one variable, for short. In [20] it was shown that p(F') = 2 for every function
field in one variable F' over R. However, the same does not hold for function field
in one variables over R((t1))...((t,)) when n > 1. For example, S. Tikhonov in
[17, Example 3.8] showed that ¢X is a sum of three squares but not a sum of two
squares in the function field F' of the curve Y? = (tX — 1)(X? + 1) over R((t)),
which shows that p(F') > 2. However, in that example it was not known whether
tX was the only nontrivial element of the quotient group of nonzero sums of
squares in ' modulo the subgroup of nonzero sums of two squares in F.

Let n € N. Consider a function field in one variable F' over the base field
R((t1)) ... (tn)- It was shown in [3, Theorem 6.12] that p(F) < 3 and that the
quotient S(F')/So(F'), which measures the failure of every sum of squares to be
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a sum of two squares, is a finite group. In this article, we determine the order
of S(F)/S2(F') in terms of the cardinality of a certain finite set of valuations
on F. In fact, we consider situations with slightly more general base fields (than
R((t1)) ... (tn))) namely fields carrying a nontrivial henselian valuation with value
group Z" endowed with the lexicographic order, and such that the Pythagoras
number of the rational function field over its residue field is bounded by 2", for
some r € NT. Concretely, for a function field in one variable F/R((t1)) ... (t.)),
we show that |S(F')/Sa2(F')| = 2™, where m is the number of equivalence classes of
discrete valuations of rank at most n and with nonreal residue field not containing
v/—1. In this case, this generalizes [3, Theorem 6.12]. It is natural to wonder
whether we can bound the order of S(F')/Ss(F) in terms of the genus of F/K.
In [2], reduction theory of arithmetic curves over R[¢] is applied to obtain the
bound |S(F)/Sy(F)| < 297! for any function field in one variable F of genus g
over R((¢)). In the case of a function field F' of a hyperelliptic curve of genus g
over R((t1)) ... ((tn)), it is a consequence of [5, Theorem 3.10] that

IS(F)/S2(F)| < 27D,

It is known that in the case where n = 1 and g = 1, the bound is optimal. In
fact, for the nonreal function field F of the curve Y2 = — (X2 + 1)(X? + #?) over
R((t)), it was shown in [5, Example 5.12] that |S(F)/So(F)| = 22. In this article,
for any g € N, we will construct a hyperelliptic curve of genus g over K such that
IS(F)/So(F)| = 279+Y). This shows the optimality of the previously mentioned
bounds for function field in one variables over R((¢)) or for hyperelliptic function
fields over R((¢1)) ... ((t,)). We ask in Section 4 whether our bounds in terms of
valuations may equally serve to find a bound in terms of ¢ and n for function
field in one variables F'/K of genus g.

2. PRELIMINARIES

For a ring R, let R* denote its group of invertible elements. Let K be a field.
For a valuation v on K, we denote by O, the valuation ring associated to v, by
', the value group v(K*), which is an ordered abelian group, by m, the maximal
ideal of O, and by &k, the residue field O,/m,. The residue in k, of an element
a € O, will be denoted by a. For a valuation ring O of K, the corresponding
valuation on K with valuation ring O and value group K*/O* is denoted by ve.
We call two valuations v and w on K equivalent if O, = O,,, equivalently, if and
only if there exists an order-isomorphism ~ : I, — I', such that v = v o w. See
8, Proposition 2.1.3].

The rank of an ordered abelian group I' is defined as the number of its proper
convex subgroups. For a valuation v on K, we denote by rk(v) € N the rank
of Ty, and we say that rk(v) is the rank of v. Let n € N. We call a valuation
on K having value group (Z", <ieq), Where <jeq is the lexicographic order, a Z"-
valuation for short. Note that (Z°, <ieq) is the trivial additive group and that for
a Z"-valuation v on K we have that rk(v) = n.
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For i € N, let V;(K) be the set of Z'-valuations on K, where V;(K) is the trivial

valuation on K. We set
V() = | Vi(K).
iEN

Let Q,(K) = {0, | v € V,,(K)}, where Qy(K) = K. We set
QK) = | u(K).

ieN

We observe that every O € Q,(K) is a valuation ring of Krull dimension n by
[8, Lemma 2.3.1]. For valuation rings O, O’ of a field K and valuations w,w" on
K corresponding to O and O, respectively, we say that O is a coarsening of O
or that O is a refinement of O, respectively, w’ is a coarsening of w or w is a
refinement of w, if @ C @'. Note that a field K is trivially a coarsening of every
valuation ring of itself. We denote by OO’ the smallest subring of K containing
both O and O'.

Let n,d € N with d < n. We denote by 7y : Z" — Z% the projection on the
first d components. Note that 74 is a homomorphism of ordered abelian groups
with respect to the lexicographic orders on Z" and Z?. Dually, we denote by
7 . 7" — Z% the projection on the last d components of Z". Note that 7 is a
group homomorphism, but it is not order-preserving when d < n.

2.1. Proposition. Let n € N. Let v be a Z™-valuation on K. Let O be a coars-
ening of O,. Then O' = Oy, o, for a unique r < n.

Proof. First, note that K*/OJ is an abelian group, which has an order <, given
by 2O < yO. if and only if yz=* € O,. Thus I, is order-isomorphic to K*/O}.
Let O = O,. Let p be the maximal ideal of O'. Then p is a prime ideal of O and
localizing O at p we obtain 0" = O,. Thus, we have a surjective order-preserving
group homomorphism of value groups ¢ : K*/O* — K> /O, sending 2O to
O, In fact, if aO* < DO, then ab™' € O C O, and hence a0, < bO,, for
a,b € K*. Since K*/O* ~ 7" then the quotient group (K*/O*)/ ker ¢ is order-
isomorphic to Z", for some r € N such that r < n. Hence K*/O, ~ Z" by the
first isomorphism theorem. Let v' = 7, o v. Since 7, is order-preserving, we have
that O, € §,.(K), which is a coarsening of O,. By [8, Lemma 2.3.1] and since
Z" has only n proper convex subgroups, we have that O = O,,. O

Let v € V(K) and set n = rk(v). For 1 < i < n, we denote by el the n-tuple
(é1,...,€,) such that

0 ifj#Mn+1)—i.

Note that e} is the minimal positive element of Z". An n-tuple (t1,...,t,) € K"
is called a parametrical system of v if v(t;) = e for all 1 < ¢ < n. For a Z-
valuation v we call t € K a uniformizer of v if v(t) = 1.

{1 ifj=(mn+1)—1,
€j:
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Definition. Let n € N. Let v be a Z"-valuation on K and let O be a coarsening
of O,. By Proposition 2.1 there exists a unique r < n, such that O" = O, ,. Let
v/ =m,ov. Let x,y € Oy be such that z —y € m, and z,y ¢ m,. Since y € O,
and m, C m,, we have that (x —y)y~! = z/y — 1 € m,, and hence v(z) = v(y).
We denote by U : ky — Z" " U {0}, T +— (7" ov)(x), where x is any lifting of
T, the residual valuation of v modulo v', which is well-defined by the above.

Let r,d € N. On the other hand, let v" be a Z"-valuation on K and let ¥ be
a Z%valuation on k. Let (t1,...,t,) € K" be a parametrical system of v'. For
a € K*, there exists ay,...,a, € Z such that a = 7" ...t%u, for some u € O;.
We can define a valuation v : K — Z" x Z% U {cc0}, by v(a) = (v'(a),v(n)). The
valuation v is called the composition of v" and U with respect to (¢1,...,t,). Note
that O, is a refinement of O, .

2.2. Example. Let n € N*. We consider K, = k((t1)) . .. ((t,,)) the field of iterated
Laurent series over a field k. By induction on n, we show that there exists a Z"-
valuation v on K, such that (¢,...,t,) € K is a parametrical system of v. For
n = 1, the valuation v;, on K, given by v, (X2, a;t') = m, when a,, € k*,is a Z-
valuation on K such that ¢, is a parametrical system vy, . Let n > 1. Let v, be the
t,-adic valuation on K, that is, the Z-valuation corresponding to the valuation
ring K,_1[t,]. By the induction hypothesis, since x,, = K,_1, we may consider
a Z" l-valuation w on K,_; such that (¢y,...,t, 1) € /ﬁﬁ;l is a parametrical
system of w. Let v be the composition of v;, and w with respect to t,,. Hence v
is a Z"-valuation on K,, and since v(t,) = (v, (t,), w(1)) = (1,0,...,0) = €=,
we have that (t1,...,t,) € K is a parametrical system of v. Note that different
choices of uniformizers of v;, can lead to distinct Z"-valuations on K,, (e.g. t,t;
instead of ,).

2.3. Remark. Let r € N. Fixing a Z"-valuation v’ on K, a parametrical system
(t1,...,t,) € K" for v/, and d € N, the above defined assignations define mutually
inverse bijections between equivalence classes of Z"t%-valuations v, where O, are
refinements of O, and equivalence classes of Z?valuations ¥ on k,, such that
Ky = Kg. See [8, Section 2.3].

We call W C Q(K) \ Qo(K) saturated if for all O € W we have O’ € W for
every nontrivial coarsening O of O. Let 5, 5" C V(K). We say that S and S’ are
equivalent if {O, | v € S} ={0, | v € §'}. We say that § C V(K) \ Vy(K) is
coherent if

e S is a set of pairwise non-equivalent valuations,
e and, if v € S is a Z™-valuation, then m;ov € S, for all 1 <i < n.

2.4. Proposition. Let S C V(K) \ Vo(K) be such that W = {O, | v € S} is
finite and saturated. Then there exists a coherent set S C V(K) equivalent to S.

Proof. Let n = max{dim O, | v € S}. We prove the statement by induction on n.
If n = 1, there is nothing to show, since every subset of V;(K) is a set of pairwise of
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non-equivalent Z-valuations, which is trivially coherent. Assume now that n > 1.
By the induction hypothesis, we have that for any S C J,.;.,,_; Vi(K) such that
W ={0, | v € S} is finite and saturated, there exists a coherent set S’ C V(K)
with W = {0, | v € S'}. Let S C J,;c,, Vi(K) be such that W = {O, | v € S} is
finite and saturated. Without loss of generality, we may assume that S consist of
a set of non-equivalent valuations. Let S,_; = S\ V,,(K). Then, by the induction
hypothesis, S,,_; is equivalent to a coherent subset S),_; of U,;,_; Vi(K). Let
veldS Lt V, ={weS| Oy S O Let (ty,...,t,1) € K" be a
parametrical system of v. For w € V,,, let @ be the residual valuation of w modulo
v. Let w’ be the composition of v and w, with respect to (¢1,...,¢,_1). Thus, for
every w € V,, we can define a Z"-valuation w’ on K, which is equivalent to w,
by Remark 2.3. Let S(v) = {w' | w € V,}. Then S(v)US!_, is a coherent set
equivalent to V,, U S/ _,. We obtain that

S/: U S(U>US;L—17

veS! _ NVp_1(K)
is a coherent finite set equivalent to S. O

Let v,w € V(K). We call (7,,7w) € Iy x 'y, compatible with respect to (v, w)
if m,.(vy) = m(Yw), where r € N is such that 0,0, € Q,(K).

Let n € N. We recall that 7! is the projection on the last component of Z". Let
S CV(K) N Vo(K) be a finite coherent set. We define the group homomorphism

(2.5) Os: K* = [[Z.a— (7' (v(a)))ves-

veS

2.6. Proposition. Let K be a field. Let S C V(K) \ Vo(K) be a finite coherent
set. Then ®g is surjective.

Proof. Let (e,)ves be the canonical basis of [],.¢Z as a Z-module. For every
v € S, we show that there exists x, € K* such that ®g(z,) = e,. Consider

rk(v) rk(w)
1

v e S and let 7, = e, . For w € S a refinement of v, let ~,, = € k() —rk(v)+1

in I, otherwise 7,, = 0. We claim that for every w,w’ € S, the pair (Yu, V')
in ', X 'y, is compatible with respect to (w,w’). Let w,w’ € S. If w,w" are
both not refinements of v, then (7, v, ) are trivially compatible. Assume w is a
refinement of v and w’ is not a refinement of v. It follows from Proposition 2.1 that
O, C O, ;Cé 0,0, C K, because every valuation ring has a unique coarsening
of a fixed rank. Let d € N be such that 0,0, € Q4(K). Then d < rk(v) < rk(w)
and hence m4(7,) = 0 = m4(Vw) in Z4. Finally, we assume that w and w’ are
refinements of v. Let d € N be such that 0,0, € Qy(K). Then 0,0, C O,
and hence we have that rk(v) < d < rk(w),rk(v) < d < rk(w’). Thus, we have
Ta(Yw) = Ta(Vwr), that is, (7w, Ywr) are compatible. Therefore, for every w,w’ € S,
the pair (Vy,Yw) € T'w X [y is compatible. By [16, Theorem 5| there exists
r, € K* such that w(z,) = 7, for all w € W. Hence 7'(v(z,)) = 7'(v,) = 1,
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and 7 (w(z,)) = 0 for all w € S\ {v}. Therefore ®5(z,) = e,. Since v € S was
arbitrarily chosen, we conclude that ®4 is surjective. O

2.7. Proposition. Let n € N. Assume that K carries a henselian Z"-valuation.
Then | (K)| =1 for all 1 <1 < n.

Proof. We prove this by induction on n. For n = 1, follows from [3, Proposition
2.2]. We assume that n > 1. Let v,—; = m,_1 o v. Then v,_; is a henselian
Z" -valuation on K, which is a coarsening of v, by [8, Corollary 4.1.4] and
Proposition 2.1. By the induction hypothesis [;(K)| =1, forall 1 <i<n—1.
Let © be the residual valuation of v modulo v,,_;. Then 7 is a henselian Z-valuation
on Ky, ,, by [8, Corollary 4.1.4], and it is the unique Z-valuation on &, ,, by [3,
Proposition 2.2]. Therefore, by Remark 2.3, we have that Q,(K) = {O,} and
hence |2, (K)| = 1. O

By a function field in one variable F'//K we mean a finitely generated field
extension of transcendence degree one.

2.8. Lemma. Let F//K be a function field in one variable and r € N. Let w be a
valuation on F' such that Ky /K|, is transcendental. Then rk(w) = rk(w|x) and
Kuw/Kuw|, 8 @ function field in one variable.

Proof. Let v = w|g. It follows from [8, Proposition 3.4.1, Theorem 3.4.3] that
rk(w) = rk(v). We claim that k,/k, is a function field in one variable. Let o € k,,
be a transcendental element over k, and let § € @* be such that § = «. It follows
by [8, Theorem 3.2.4] that K (0)/K is transcendental. Let w’ := w|g ). It follows
from [8, Corollary 2.2.2] that w' is the Gauss extension of v with respect to 6.
In particular k., = k,(). Since F'/K is a function field in one variable, we have
that F'/K(0) is finite, then k,/k,(c) is a finite field extension and hence k,, /K,
is a function field in one variable. O

We fix a valued field (K,v) and F/K a function field in one variable. An
extension w of v to F is called residually transcendental if k,, /K, is transcendental.

We say that F'/ K is ruled if F'is a rational function field over some finite extension
of K.

2.9. Proposition. Let v be a valuation on K. Let F/K be a ruled extension. Let
w be a residually transcendental extension of v. Then Ky /K, is ruled.

Proof. See [15, Theorem 3.3]. O

We define a set of equivalence classes of valuation extensions of coarsenings of v
to F in the following way. For i € N, let ;(F'/v) denote the set of valuation rings
O € Q;(F) such that vp is a residually transcendental extension of a coarsening

of v. We set
Q(F/v) = U Qi(F/v).
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2.10. Proposition. Letn € N and let v € V,,(K). Let F/K be a function field in
one variable. Let O € Q(F/v). Then vo is a Z"-valuation, for some r < n.

Proof. This follows directly from Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 2.8. U
For i € NT, we set
QN (F/v) ={0 € Q;(F/v) | ko/konk is nonruled }.
We set
Q(F/v) = |J 2 (F/v).
i€N

2.11. Lemma. Let F/K be a function field in one variable. Then Q*(F/v) is
saturated.

Proof. Let w be a valuation on F such that O,, € Q*(F/v). Let w’ be a coarsening
of w. We claim that O, € Q*(F/v). It follows by [8, Theorem 3.2.4] that r. /K|,
is transcendental, and hence is a function field in one variable, by Lemma 2.8.
Let w be the residual valuation of w modulo w’. Let v = w|k. Note that w'|k is
a coarsening of v. Let 7 be the residual valuation of v modulo w'|x. If Ky /K|,
were ruled, then kg/k; would be ruled, by Proposition 2.9, and hence k,/k,
would be ruled because k,, = Ky, K, = Ky, Which is a contradiction. Therefore

O € Q(F/0). O

Let F'/K be a function field in one variable. It is natural to wonder whether
the set Q*(F/v) is finite. We shall give a positive answer in Theorem 2.12 under
the assumption that v € V(K). Assuming that v is a Z-valuation on K, it was
shown in [2, Theorem 5.3] by K. Becher and D. Grimm |Q*(F/v)| < g+ 1, where
g is the genus of F//K. We will show in Example 4.5 that the above bound is
optimal.

2.12. Theorem. Let n be a positive integer. Assume that K carries a Z"-
valuation v such that K, is perfect. Let F/K be a function field in one variable.
Then <<, 2 (F/v) is finite.

Proof. We prove the statement by induction on n. If n = 1, then v is a Z-valuation
on K, and it follows by [2, Theorem 5.3] that Qf(F/v) is finite. Assume now that
n > 1. By the induction hypothesis, for any positive integer s < n, for any field L
carrying a Z°-valuation v" and for any function field in one variable E/L, the set
Ur<ics 25 (£/0') is finite. Let v; = 7 o v and let © be the residual valuation of v
modulo v;. Then ¥ is a Z"~!-valuation on k,,, by Remark 4.1. Let r € {1,...,n}.
We claim that Qf(F/v) is finite. If r = 1, then this follows by [2, Theorem
5.3]. Assume r > 1. Let w be a valuation on F' such that O, € Qf(F/v). Let
wy = mow. It follows by Lemma 2.11 and by Lemma 2.8 that O,,, € Qi (F/v) and
that O, is an extension of O,,. Since K, /Ky, is a function field in one variable
and U is a Z"!-valuation on k,,, we have that Q*_,(k,, /0) is finite. Furthermore,
we have that O, is determined by the induce valuation ring Oz € QF_, (K, /7),
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where w is the residual valuation of w modulo wy, by Remark 2.3. Hence, we have
that [ (F/v)| = Zoecar(r/w) [ _1(ko/D)|, where D is the residual valuation of v
modulo vp. Since for every Z-valuation v on F' the set Q,_;(k,/7) is finite, we
have that the set Qf(F'/v) is finite, and since r was arbitrarily taken, we obtain
the statement. O

Let v be a Z-valuation on K. We denote by (K", v) the completion of (K, v).

2.13. Lemma. Let v be a henselian Z"-valuation on K, and let vi = m ov. Let
(K", 01) be the completion of (K,vy). Then v has a unique unramified extension
v’ to KV, and this extension is a henselian Z"-valuation with Ky = K.

Proof. We observe that k,, = kg by [8, Theorem 1.3.4]. Let ¥ be the residual
valuation of v modulo vy, and let ¢ be an uniformizer of v;. We can consider
the composition v' of 97 and ¥ with respect to t. Note that O, N K = O,, and
using the fact that ¥ and ©9; are henselian Z"~! and Z-valuation on Ky, and K",
respectively, we have that v" is a henselian Z"-valuation on K" by [8, Corollary
4.1.4], and with K,y = Ky = Ky, by Remark 2.3. O

Let F/K, K'/K be two field extensions such that K is separably algebraically
closed in K'. Then F ®x K’ is a domain, see [11, Corollary 1, pag. 203]. We
denote by F K’ the fraction field of F'®f K’ and we call it the compositum of F
and K’ over K. Note that F/K' is an extension of F' and of K’.

A field K that carries a henselian Z-valuation v is separably algebraically closed
in its completion K", by [19, Theorem 32.19], hence the compositum F' K" over
K exists for any field extension F'/K. In particular, if F'/K is a function field in
one variable, then F'/KV/K" is a function field in one variable.

2.14. Proposition (D. Harbater, J. Hartmann, D. Krashen). Assume that K
carries a henselian Z-valuation v such that O, is excellent. Let F'/K be a function
field in one variable, and let E be the compositum of F' and K" over K. Let ¢ be
a quadratic form over F' of dim ¢ = 3. If ¢ is isotropic over E, then ¢ is isotropic
over F.

Proof. See [10, Lemma 4.11]. O

2.15. Corollary. Assume that K carries a henselian Z-valuation v such that
O, is excellent. Let F/K be a function field in one variable, and let E be the
compositum of F' and K" over K. Then

F*NSk(E) = Sg(F),
for any k > 2. In particular p(F') < p(E).
Proof. Let k > 2. Let 0 € F*NSk(E). Let ¢ = kx (1) L (—o). Since ¢ is isotropic

over E, then ¢ is isotropic over F' by Proposition 2.14, hence o € Si(F'). The
second statement follows trivially. U
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3. THE GROUP OF NONZERO SUMS OF SQUARES
Let K be a field. We define
s(K)=inf{de N | —-1¢€ S4(K)} € NU{oo},

the level of K. If s(K) < oo, we say that K is nonreal, otherwise we say that K
is real.

For a valued field (K, v), a function field in one variable F/K, and r € N, we
define

X"(F/v)={0 € Q" (F/v) | 2" < s(ko) < o0 },
and
E(Flv)y={z € F* |z € O*F?forall O € X"(F/v)}
={z € F* |vo(x) € 2T, for all O € X" (F/v)}.

3.1. Lemma. Let K be a field and v € V(K). Let F/K be a function field in one
variable. Let O € Qi(F/v). Let a € F* andr € N. If a € E"(F/v) N O, then
a € & (ko /V), where U is the residual valuation of v modulo vo|k.

Proof. Let v; = vo|k. It follows by Lemma 2.8 and Proposition 2.10 that v; is
equivalent to a Z-valuation. Let ¥ be the residual valuation of v modulo v;. Let
a € E"(F/v) N O*. Let O’ € X"(ko/V). We need to show that @ € O'k}?. Let
v = vorls,, . Let 7,7’ be uniformizers of vo and v, respectively. Let w be a
composition of vp and ver with respect to 7, and let v be a composition of v; and
v’ with respect to 7. Since ko = Kk, and Kk, = Kk, by Remark 2.3, we have that
Kw/ky is a function field in one variable with 2" < s(k,,) < co and O, C Oy, =
O,, that is O, € X"(F/v). Then a € OXF**N O*, because a € E"(F/v). This
implies that @ € O™k}, because (0,v0/(a@)) = w(a) € 2T, O

We say that a valuation v on K is real or nonreal, respectively, if x, has
the corresponding property. We say that a valuation v on K is nondyadic if
char(k,) # 2. We recall that an ordered abelian group that admits a minimal
positive element is called discrete.

3.2. Lemma. Let v be a nonreal and nondyadic valuation on K such that T, is
discrete. Then s(k,) < p(K).

Proof. Let d € N be such that d = s(k,). There exist f € m,,z1,...,24 € K
such that f =142 +---+a2 Let b= (1- L2 42?4+ 4a2=L LetyeT,
be the minimal positive element and let z € K be such that v(z) = . Note that
v ¢ 2T,. Hence 0 < v(z) < 2v(f) = v(b). Let 0 = (2 — (1 — £))2 + 2?2 + - + 22
Since 0 = z(z — 2(1 — g)) +0b, 0 <v(z) <wv(b), and since v(2 — f) =0 < v(z),
we have that v(o) = ~. It follows by Lemma [3, Lemma 4.1] that o ¢ Sy4(K), and
hence s(k,) < p(K). O
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3.3. Lemma. Let r € NT. Let K be a field and v a real henselian valuation in
V(K) such that p(k,(X)) < 2". Let vy = m ov. Let T be the residual valuation of
v modulo vy. Let (K", 01) be the completion of (K, vy). Let v' be a composition of
01 and T with respect to a uniformizer of 0. Let F'/K be a reqular function field
in one variable. Let E be the compositum of F and K" over K. Then

S(F)NE™(F/v) C S(E) N E(E/V).

Proof. Let O € X"(E/V'). Let Op = ON F and Og = O N K. We claim that
O € X7(F/v) or ko, is real. By definition we have that O,, C ONK"', and since
v is henselian, we have that O N K" C O;, C K", by Proposition 2.7. Hence
O, € Ok € 0,, C K. We denote by v the residual valuation of v modulo vp,, . We
recall that v is a henselian valuation on ke, such that s, = k,, by [8, Corollary
4.1.4]. Since p(k,(X)) < 27, it follows by [5, Theorem 3.5] that s(L) < 27! for
every finite nonreal extension L/k,. Let L'/ko, be a finite nonreal extension.
Since v is henselian, any extension of v to L’ is again henselian, and hence we
obtain that s(L') < 2"7!. Since ko, C ko, we have that s(kp,) = s(ko) =
2" and hence the extension ko, /Ko, cannot be algebraic. Hence ko, /ko, is
transcendental. If ko, is nonreal, since s(kp,) = 27, then 2" < p(ko,), by
Lemma 3.2, because vp|, is equivalent to a valuation in V(F'), by Proposition
2.10. This implies that ko, /Ko, cannot be ruled, by [5, Theorem 3.5], whenever
Ko, is nonreal. Hence Op € X"(F/v) because O, C Og. We conclude that
s(kop) = 2.

Let a € S(F) N E"(F/v). Hence a € OFF*? because O € X" (F/v) or ko, is
real, and the latter follows by [3, Lemma 4.1]. Therefore a € OFF** C O* E*2.

Since O was arbitrarily chosen, we conclude that a € S(E) N E™(E/v'). O
For a field K, we set
, | p(K) if K is real,
P(K) = { s(K)+1 if K is nonreal.

3.4. Lemma. Let K be a perfect field. Let L/K be an algebraic extension. Then
p'(L) < p(K(X)).

Proof. 1f the extension L/K is finite, then the result follows from [3, Lemma 6.3].
Assume that L/K is algebraic. If p(K (X)) = oo, then the inequality is trivially
satisfied. Assume p(K (X)) < oo. Let r = p(K (X)), and let ¢ € S,1(L). Let
To,..., 2, € L be such that 0 = 22 +--- + 22, and let K’ = K(xy, ..., z,). Hence
K'/K is finite. Then p(K’) < r, by [3, Lemma 6.3], and since K’ C L, we have
that o € S, (L) because S,(K") C S,(L). Therefore p(L) < r. O

3.5. Proposition. Let r € N*. Let K be a field and v a real henselian valuation
in V(K) such that p(k,(X)) < 2". Let F/K be a reqular function field in one
variable. Then

S(F) N E(F/v) = Sor(F).
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Proof. 1t follows from [3, Lemma 4.1] that Sor(F') C S(F) N E(F/v). Let n =
rk(v). Let us now show by induction over n that S(F') N E,.(F/v) C Sor(F'). For
n = 0, it follows trivially from the assumption.

Let now n > 0. Let v; = m ov. Let (K", 01) be the completion of (K, vy). Let
v’ be a composition of 9, and ¥ with respect to a uniformizer of ©,. It follows by
Lemma 2.13 that v’ is a henselian valuation of rank n on K such that k, = Ky
and Oy, N K = QO,,.

Let E be the compositum of F' and K* over K. Let ¢ € S(F)NE"(F/v). Then
o € S(E)NE(E/v'), by Lemma 3.3. Let ¢ be the quadratic form 2" x (1) 1 (—o)
over . We first show that ¢ is isotropic over E.

Let w € Vi(E). We claim that p(E") < 2". If w|gw is trivial, then &, /K" is a
finite field extension, and it follows that p(E") < p'(ky), by [3, Proposition 4.3]
and that p'(k,) < 2" by [5, Theorem 3.5]. Let us assume now that O,,NK"* = O,
and K, /ks is algebraic. Since the residual valuation v’ of v' modulo 9 is a
henselian valuation on kg, such that p(kz(X)) < 27, it follows by [5, Theorem
3.5] and Lemma 3.4 that p'(k,) < p(ks (X)) < 27, Since p(EY) < p'(ky) < 27
by Lemma 3.4 and by [3, Proposition 4.3, we have p(E™) < 2. Therefore ¢ is
isotropic over E" in both cases.

Let us assume now that O, N K" = Oy, and k,, /Ky, is a function field in one
variable. We claim that ¢ is isotropic over E¥. If s(k,) < 2"7!, since s(EY) =
s(ky), we have that ¢ is isotropic over E*. Let d € N xy,..., 24 € F be such
that o = 2% + -+ + 22. If K, is real, then w(o) = min{2w(zy),...,2w(xy)}, by
[3, Lemma 4.1]. If 2" < s(ky) < 00, then 2" < p(k,) by Lemma 3.2. Hence
Kw/Ks, cannot be ruled by [5, Theorem 3.5], which implies that O,, € X"(E/v").
In any case w(o) € 2T, because o € E"(E/v'), and thus w(o) = 2w(y) for some
y € E. Let 7 = oy™2 Then T € S(k,) and, if ¢/ = 2" x (1) L (—7) is isotropic
over B then ¢ is isotropic over £". By the induction hypothesis, we have that
Sor(Kw) = S(ky) N E(Ky /). Since 7 € E"(E /'), it follows by Lemma 3.1 that
T € E(Ky/v'), and hence T € Sor(ky,). Hence /. is isotropic over k,, and then ¢’
is isotropic over E", because the extension w of w to E" is henselian, whereby
© is isotropic over E".

By [9, Theorem 6.1], ¢ is isotropic over E if and only if ¢ is isotropic over E*
for every rank one valuation w on F such that w|gv is trivial or O, N K" = O,.
If O,NK" = O, then it follows by Lemma 2.8 that, either k,, /s, is algebraic or
Kw/Ks, 18 a function field in one variable. By the above, in any case ¢ is isotropic
over E, and it follows from Corollary 2.15 that ¢ is isotropic over F, whereby

o c SQT(F) O
For a field K and r € N, we set G,.(K) = S(K)/Sar (K).

3.6. Theorem. Let r € NT andn € N. Let K be a field carrying a real henselian

Z"-valuation v such that p(k,(X)) < 2". Let F/K be a function field in one

variable. Then
G (F)| = 20,
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In particular |G, (F)| is finite.

Proof. Tt follows by Theorem 2.12 that we may choose a finite and saturated set
W C Q(F) such that X"(F/v) C W, and it follows by Proposition 2.4 that we
can choose a coherent subset S" C V(F) such that W = {O,, | w € S’}. We
consider S = {w € 8" | O, € X"(F/v)}. Let ® : S(F) — [[,,eq%/2Z be the
map given by the composition of ®g|s(p), where g @ F* — ] Z is defined
in Equation (2.5), and the natural surjective map

[Iz- 1]z~ []z/2z

weSs’ wES wES

weSs’

We claim that ® is a surjective group homomorphism with ker(®) = Sor (F').

First, we observe that & is a group homomorphism simply because valua-
tions and projections are group homomorphisms. The inclusion Sor (F') C ker(®)
follows directly from Proposition 3.5. Let us show that ker(®) C Syr(F'). Let
o € ker(®) and we assume that o ¢ So-(F). By Proposition 3.5, ¢ ¢ O*F*2, for
some O € X7(F/v). Let w € S be such that O,, = O, and let ai, ..., Gkw) € Z
be such that w(o) = (ai,..., aukw)). Since w(o) ¢ 2Z, there exists d < rk(w)
such that ag & 2Z. Let w' = mgow. Since w'(0) ¢ 27Z, the residue field x, cannot
be real by [3, Lemma 4.1]. Let W be the residual valuation of w modulo w’. Then
2" < 8(ky) = S(kw) < $(Ky) < 0o, which implies that O, € X"(F/v). Since S’
is coherent, we obtain that w’ € §’; and since O, € X" (F/v), we have v’ € S.
But 7l(w'(0)) = aq ¢ 27, which contradicts the fact that o € ker(®). This shows
that ker(®) = Sor (F).

We show now that ® is surjective. Let (ey,)wes be the canonical basis of
[loesZ/2Z as a Z/2Z-module. Consider w € S, and let d = rk(w). We claim
that there exists o € S(F') with ®(0) = e,,. Since 2" < s(ky) < 00, there exists
femy,and xq,..., 2, € OF, for some m € N, such that f =1+ 2%+ .- +22,.
Let b= (1— %)2 +ai 4 ad = f;. Note that w(b) = 2w(f) > e¢, where ¢{ is
the minimal positive element of Z¢. By Proposition 2.6, there exists z € F' such

that for all v € S we have that v(z) = e:tgj; +1_q if v is a refinement of w and

v(z) < min{0,v(f)} otherwise. Let 0 = (z — (1 — £))2 + 22 + - + 22, in S(F).
Let v € S be a refinement of w. Since o = z(z — 2(1 — %)) + b and v(z) < v(b)
we have that v(o) = v(z). Thus 7!(v(c)) = 0 if O, is a proper refinement of
O, and 7l (w(o)) = nt(ed) = 1. Consider v € S not a refinement of w. Then
v(o) = v(z(z — 2(1 — 1)) = 2v(2). Thus 7'(v(0)) € 2Z. Hence ®(0) = e,
Therefore @ is surjective and |G,.(F)| = 21"/, O

A field K is called hereditarily pythagorean if K is real and p(L) = 1 for every
finite real extension L of K.

3.7. Corollary. Let r € Nt and n € N. Assume that K carries a henselian 7" -
valuation v such that K, is hereditarily pythagorean. Let F/K be a function field
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in one variable. If |kX /K% = 27, then
G ()] = 2,
Proof. This follows directly from [1, Corollary 3.3] and Theorem 3.6. O

4. HYPERELLIPTIC FUNCTION FIELDS

A hyperelliptic function field F'/K is the function field generated by two vari-
ables X,Y subject to the relation Y? = f(X), for some square-free polynnomial
f over K.

In this section, we will apply the valuation-theoric description of the order of
G(F) := G1(F) from the previous section in the case where F//K is a hyperel-
liptic function field where K carries a henselian Z"-valuation v such that x, is
hereditarily pythagorean with X = kX2 U —k}2, or equivalently, such that s, is
hereditarily euclidean. Under this assumptions, it is a consequence of [1, Theo-
rem 5.8.2] and [5, Corollary 4.6] that p(F') < 3 (even if F//K is not hyperelliptic).
The particular case where K = R((t1)) ... (t»)) was showed earlier in [3, Theorem
6.12]. Thus, in this case we have that

G(F) = Ss(F)/S2(F).

Let F/K be a hyperelliptic function field. Let f € K[X] be a square-free
polynomial such that F = K(X)(\/f). Let g = Ldeng_lj. The integer g is the
genus of the function field F. See [14, Proposition 7.4.24]. In [5, Theorem 3.10],
an upper bound for |G(F')| in terms of the order of the square class group of the
root fields of the distinct nonreal irreducible factors of f, is given in the general
case where K is an arbitrary hereditarily pythagorean field. In the case where K
is a field carrying a henselian Z"-valuation v with hereditarily euclidean residue
field the bound becomes

|G(F)| < 270,

see Remark 4.1. We will then proceed to construct hyperelliptic function fields
F/K such that the set X'(F/v) satisfies |X'(F/v)| = n(g + 1), which then
immediately yields the equalities |G(F)| = 2"+ and |X1(F/v)| = n(g +1). In
particular the upper bound in [5, Theorem 3.10] is optimal.

4.1. Remark. Let n € N and let K be a field with a henselian Z"-valuation v
and hereditarily euclidean residue field. Then K is a hereditarily pythagorean
field, by [7, Proposition 3.5]. Let f € K[X] be a square-free polynomial and
let I = K(X)(\/f). Let Ky,...,K, be the root fields of the distinct nonreal
irreducible factors of f. By [5, Theorem 3.10] we have that

G(R) < T I /K2
1=1
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Thus —1 € K;* for all 1 < < 7, by [6, III, Theorem 1]. Since K;/K is a finite
extension, there exist a henselian Z"-valuation v’ on K; such that O, N K = O,
and —1 € k*. It is well-known that |K/K?| = 2"|k) /k)?|. By [13, Chap. VII,
(7.15)] we have that k, is quadratically closed, whence |K;/K*| = 2", for all
1 <i < r. Let g € Nbesuch that deg f = 2g+1 or 2g+ 2. Then » < g+ 1, hence

|G(F)| < 2otD),

It follows that the unique situation where the bound can be optimal is when
f € K[X] is a square-free polynomial of degree 2(g + 1) and has g + 1 nonreal
irreducible factors.

4.2. Lemma. Let K be a real field such that p(K) = 1. Let v be a valuation on K.
Let f € O,[X] be a monic quadratic irreducible polynomial such that K[X]/(f)
is nonreal. Then there exist a,b € O, such that f = (X — a)* + b%.

Proof. Let o,3 € O, be such that f = X? + aX + 3. Thus, we can write
f=(X—a/2)?+ (8- a?/4). Since K[X]/(f) = K(y/a? — 4/3) is nonreal, then
—(a? —48) € S(K) = K*2, by [13, Chap. VIII, Lemma 1.4]. The statement

follows considering a = /2 and b = /(45 — a?) /4.
U

4.3. Lemma. Assume that K carries a Z-valuation v. Let f € K[X] be a non-
constant square-free polynomial of degree d, and let F = K(X)(v/f). Then F is
K-isomorphic to

KX)(Va-aq-a),

for some r € N, q,...,q, € O,[X]| monic irreducible such that d = ¥|_, degq;,
and where o = 1 if d is odd and otherwise « is the leading coefficient of f.

Proof. Since Frac(O,) = K, we can assume that f € O,[X]. Let d = deg f. Let
ag,...,aq € O, be such that f = Zfzo a;X*. Since F is the function field of
Y? = f(X), multiplying by a?l(d_l), we have that (a™'Y)? = a%7'g(X), where
g= Zfzo b; X', where by = ag and b; = aiazll_l forall 0 < i < d—1. Replacing X' =

aqX, and Y’ = a4 'Y, we have that F is K-isomorphic to K (X") ( aﬁ‘{q(X’)) .

Write g(X') = ¢1(X') ... ¢.(X’), where ¢;(X’) € K[X'] are monic irreducible poly-
nomials, for some r € N. Since O, is a Unique Factorization Domain, by Gauss’
Lemma, we may assume that ¢;(X’),...,¢.(X’) € O,[X’'], which concludes the
proof. O

Let v be a valuation on a field K. By [8, Corollary 2.2.2], there exists a unique
extension w of v to the rational function field K (X) such that w(X) = 0 and the
residue X € k,, is transcendental over k,. A valuation w with these properties is
called the Gauss extension of v to F with respect to X.
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4.4. Lemma. Let n € N Assume that K is a field carrying a henselian Z"-
valuation with hereditarily euclidean residue field. Let F//K be a reqular function
field of genus zero. Then

| 2" 4f F is nonreal,
cwi={ 7 Jri

Proof. We assume that F' is nonreal. Then F' = K(X)(\/a-q), where ¢ is a
monic irreducible quadratic polynomial over K, by [12, Theorem 5.7.2, Theorem
5.7.3]. Then ¢(X) = (X — a)? + ?, for some a,b € K, by Lemma 4.2. Moreover
a € —K*2, because F is nonreal. Replacing X’ = X — a, we have that F is
isomorphic to K (X)(y/— (X2 + 1)). We prove that statement by induction on n.
For n = 0, it follows from [5, Corollary 4.6] that G(F') is trivial. Let n > 1.
Let v; = m o v. Let w' be the Gauss extension of v; to K(X) with respect
to X and let w be an extension of w’ to F. Since k,, is real, the polynomial

X? 4+ 1 is irreducible over k,,. Then we have k, = f,, (X) (\/ —(72 + 1)) :

and O, € X'(F/v) N Q(F). It follows from [4, Corollary 3.6] that O, is the
unique valuation ring in X'(F/v) N Q(F), and hence every O € X'(F/v) is a
refinement of O,, by Remark 2.3. Let ¥ be the residual valuation of v modulo
vy. Thus | XY (F/v)| = 1+ {0 € Q(ky) | O € X'(ky/V)}|, whereby |G(F)| =
2|G(kyw)|, by Theorem 3.6. Note that ¥ is a henselian Z"~!-valuation on k,, with
hereditarily euclidean residue field. Thus, by the induction hypothesis |G (k)| =
2"~ Therefore |G(F)| = 2".

If F' is real, then p(F) = 2 by [18, Theorem 3], whereby |G(F)| = 1. O

4.5. Example. Let g,n € N. Let F' be the function field of the curve

g9

Y2 =[x +12)

i=0
over K, := R((t))...((t,). We will show that |G(F)| = 2"9*V. Let v, be the
ty-adic valuation on K,. Note that O,, = K,_1[t,]. For 0 < i < g, let v; be the
Gauss extension of v, to K, (X) with respect to Xt,* and let w; be an extension
of v; to F.

We claim that &, ~ K,_1(X)(/—(X2+1)), forall 0 <i < g. Let 0 <i < g,

and let Z := Xt,'. Hence F = K, (Z)(\/—g(Z)) since K,(X) = K, (Z), where
g= (224 1)t 22241) - (Z241) - - - (Z2+297D) is a square-free polynomial

over K,,. Then g € OF and sy, = K,—1(2)(v/=7) = K,—1(2) <\/ —(72 + 1)) :
Let v be a henselian Z"-valuation on K,,. Let T be the residual valuation of v
modulo vy, . Since | X! (k,, /)| = |[{O € QUF) | O € O,, and O € X'(F/v)}| by
Remark 2.3 and | X! (k,, /7)| = n—1, by Lemma 4.4, for every 0 < i < g, we have
that |X1(F/v)| = (g+1)+ (n—1)(g+1) = n(g + 1). Therefore |G(F)| > 2"s+1)
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by Theorem 3.6, whereby
G(F)| =2,
by Remark 4.1.

Let F//K be a function field in one variable of genus zero, where K is any
hereditarily pythagorean field, that is F' = K(X)(1/aX? + b)), for some a,b € K.
S. Tikhonov and V.I. Yanchevskil in [18, Theorem 3] showed that if I is real,
then p(F') = 2. Hence, if we assume that K carries a henselian Z"-valuation with
hereditarily euclidean residue field, for some n > 0, then |G(F)| = 2", implies
that F' is a nonreal field of level two, by Lemma 4.4. This motivates the following
question.

4.6. Question. Let n,g € N. Let K be a field carrying a henselian Z"-valuation
with hereditarily euclidean residue field. Let F/K be a hyperelliptic function field
of genus g. Does the equality |G(F)| = 2"9Y) imply that F is a nonreal field ?

We show in Corollary 4.9 that this question has an affirmative answer in the
case where n = 1.

4.7. Proposition. Let g € N. Assume that K carries a henselian Z-valuation v
with k, hereditarily pythagorean. Let f € K[X] be a square-free polynomial of
degree 2g + 2 with all roots in K(v/—1) \ K. Set F = K(X)(\/f). Let w be a
residually transcendental extension of v to F. Assume that F' is real. Then one
of the following conditions holds:

(a) Ky is nonreal with s(ky) = 1.

(b) Kw/Ky is Tuled.

(¢) kw = ko(X)(Vh) is a real field with h € k,[X] a square-free polynomial

with all roots in k,(v/—1) \ K.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2 and by Lemma 4.3 we may choose irreducible polynomials
¢ = (X — a;)*+ b7 with a;,b; € O,, and @ € K* such that f = a-qy---¢q,. Since
Fisreal, a ¢ —K*?. Weset Y; = (X —a;)b; "

Let w be a residually transcendental extension of v to F' and let wy = w|x(x).
As [F : K(X)] = 2 we have that [k @ Ku,| < 2. Let £ be the relative algebraic
closure of k, in k,,. If £ is nonreal, since &, is a hereditarily pythagorean, we have
that —1 € r? (case (a)).

Thus we assume now that ¢ is real. If k, = Ky,, since w is a residually
transcendental extension of v, by Proposition 2.9 we have that k,, = ky, = ((T),
for some T' € O, with T transcendental over , (case (b)). Now assume that
[Kuw @ Kuwo] = 2 and £ is real. Then T'y, = T'y,. Let f' = qo---¢q,. Since f € F*2,
we have that wo(f) € 2Ty, and since f' € So(K (X)) we have wo(f’) € 2Ty, by
[3, Lemma 4.1]. Hence wy(«) € 2I,,,. Consider i € {0,...,g}. Set

7 _ 1+Y?2 ifw(Y;) >0,
T 1+Y T ifw(Y;) <.
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Note that, since /¢ is real, Z; € O for all 0 < i < g. Thus

—2 .
7 = 1+Y; 1fw(Y;-).: 0,
1 otherwise .

Let us first assume that v(a) ¢ 2Z. This implies that wy is a ramified extension
of v. Hence Y; is algebraic over k, for all i € {0,..., g}, because otherwise wy
must be a Gauss extension of v with respect to some Y;, which would contradict
the ramification. Since / is pythagorean, we have Z; € £*2 C kX2 because ¢ is the
relative algebraic closure of &, in k,,. By Proposition [4, Lemma 2.2] we have that
Kuw = Ku,(VT), for any u € af'K(X)*? with wo(u) = 0. Since [[?_,Z; € )2,
we have that k, = kuy, (\/ W) for any h € K(X)* such that wo(ah?) = 0.
Let K = K(y/a). Let wj, be an extension of wy to K'(X) and let v' = w{|x .
We have that fu = Ku, (\/ W) , because K'(X) = K(X)(y/a) and wo(ah?).

Furthermore, wy, is a residually transcendental extension of v’ to K’(.X). Therefore
Kw/ Ky 1s ruled, by Proposition 2.9 (case (b)).

Let us assume now that v(a) € 2Z. Let J be the set of indices ¢ € {0,...,¢g}
such that w(Y;) = 0 and Y; is transcendental over k,. Assume first that J = (.
Then Z; € k,, is algebraic over ¢ for all 0 < i < ¢, and since ¢ is pythagorean, we
have that k, = Ky, (y/a). Therefore k,,/k, is ruled (case (b)). Now we assume
that J # (). Without loss of generality we put J = {0,...,s}, for some s < g.
For i € J, let v; be the Gauss extension of v to K (X) with respect to Y;. By [8,
Corollary 2.2.2] we have that wy = vg = -+ = Vs, Ky, = ku(Yo) and T, = Z.
Thus wo(a) € 2Z, and we may consider some 3 € O such that a € SK*2.
Let j € J. We have Y2 +1 € O} . We set ¢; = bob; ', d; = (ag — a;)b;'. Since
Y = ¢;Yo+d;, we have Y2 +1 = Y7 +2¢;d; Yo +d5 41, and hence f € h(Yp) K>,
where

g
h(Yo) = BYy +1) -+ (Y7 + 2dye Yo + 42+ 1) ] 2

i=s+1

Therefore F' = K (Yy)(y/h(Yp)). Since v is henselian and 3 ¢ —K*?, we have
B ¢ —kX2. Finally, since h € O}, we have that h € fK(Yy)*? N Oy, and we

w

can conclude that r, = r,(Yp) ( h(Yb)) is a real field, where h € k,[Yp] is a

polynomial with all roots in x,(v/—1) \ &, by Proposition [4, Lemma 2.2] (case

(). 0

4.8. Corollary. Let n € NT. Assume that K carries a henselian Z™-valuation v
such that K, is hereditarily euclidean. Let f € K[X]| be a nonconstant square-free
polynomial with all roots in K(v/—1)\ K. We set ' = K(X)(\/f). Assume that
F is real. Then p(F') = 2.
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Proof. We prove the statement by induction on n. Note that by Corollary 3.7
we have that p(F) = 2 if and only if X!(F/v) is empty. Assume n = 1. Let w
be a residually transcendental extension of v. It follows by Proposition 4.7 that
either s(k,) = 1 or k,, is real. Hence X'(F/v) = 0 and p(F) = 2. Assume now
that n > 1. We show that X'(F/v) is empty. Let v; = 7 o v. Let U be the
residual valuation of v modulo v;. Then o is a henselian Z"!-valuation on Ky
such that k, = k3. It follows by induction hypothesis and by Proposition 4.7 that
all the residually transcendental extensions w of vy to F' satisfy p/(k,) = 2. If
we had some O € X'(F/v), then we would obtain that the residue field of the
rank-one coarsening @ of O would have p'(ko/) > 2 by Proposition 3.2, which is
a contradiction. Therefore X1 (F/v) = (), whereby p(F') = 2 by Theorem 3.6. [

Note that, if f € K[X] is assumed to be monic in Corollary 4.8, then F//K(X)
is a totally positive quadratic extension and hence the above result follows by [5,
Corollary 4.10].

4.9. Corollary. Let g € N. Assume that K carries a henselian Z-valuation v with
hereditarily euclidean residue field. Let F'/K be a hyperelliptic function field of
genus g. Let f € K[X] be a square-free polynomial such that F = K(X)(\/f). If
|G(F)| = 29", then F is nonreal.

Proof. Tt follows by Proposition 4.1 and by Lemma 4.2 that we may choose ir-
reducible polynomials ¢; = (X — a;)? + b?, with a;,b; € O,, and a € K* such
that f =a-qo---q, Fori € {0,...,g} let V; :=b; (X —a;). If a ¢ —K*2, then
p(F) = 2, by Corollary 4.8. Therefore, under the assumption that |G(F)| = 29,
we have that « € —K*2. Since Sy(F) is a group, there exists n;, 7, € K(X) such
that F' = K(X)(\/—(n? +n3)), that is, F' is nonreal. O

4.10. Question. Let n,g € N. Assume that K carries a henselian Z"-valuation
with hereditarily euclidean residue field. Let F'/K be a function field in one vari-
able of genus g € N. Is |G(F)| < 2"6*Y for every function field in one variable
F/K of genus g?
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