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Abstract

Let p € Z be a prime, Q, a fixed algebraic closure of the field of p-adic numbers and Z,
the absolute integral closure of the ring of p-adic integers. Given a residually algebraic torsion
extensions W of Z,) to Q(X), by Kaplansky’s characterization of immediate extensions of
valued fields, there exists a pseudo-convergent sequence of transcendental type E = {sn }nen C
Qp such that W = Zg,) 5 = {¢ € Q(X) | ¢(sn) € Zp, for all sufficiently large n € N}. We
show here that we may assume that F is stacked, in the sense that, for each n € N, the residue
field (the value group, respectively) of Z, N Q,(sy,) is contained in the residue field (the value
group, respectively) of Z, N Q,(sn+1); this property of E allows us to describe the residue field
and value group of W. In particular, if W is a DVR, then there exists « in the completion
Cp of Qp, o transcendental over Q, such that W = Z,).. = {¢ € Q(X) | ¢(a) € Op}, where
O, is the unique local ring of C,; a belongs to @, if and only if the residue field extension
W/M D Z/pZ is finite.

As an application, we provide a full characterization of the Dedekind domains between Z[X]
and Q[X].

Keywords: pseudo-convergent sequence, residually algebraic extension, distinguished pair, min-
imal pair, Dedekind domain.
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Introduction

The problem of characterizing the set of the extensions of a valuation domain V with quotient
field K to the field of rational functions K(X) has a long and rich tradition (for example, see
[ 2, (3] (4 13 15, 20, 2T, 22]). One of the recent direction of research is to describe these extensions
by means of pseudo-monotone sequences of K ([22]), in the original spirit of Ostrowski (see [I7]) who
introduced the well-known notion of pseudo-convergent sequence, later on expanded by Kaplansky
in [I3] to study immediate extensions of valued fields.

Here, given a prime p € Z and the DVR Z,) of Q, we are interested in describing residually
algebraic torsion extensions of Z,) to Q(X), that is, valuation domains W of Q(X) lying above
Zpy such that the residue field extension W/M O Z/pZ is algebraic and the value group I',, of
the associated valuation w to W is contained in the divisible hull of the value group of Z, (i.e.,
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the rationals). These valuation domains arise naturally as overrings of rings of integer-valued
polynomials and Dedekind domains between Z[X] and Q[X] (see [9,[I8]) and also in the description
of closed subfields of C, ([12]), the completion of an algebraic closure Q, of the field of p-adic
numbers Q. In the case W is a DVR and the residue field extension is finite, then by [20, Theorem
2.5 & Proposition 2.2] there exists an element « in @, transcendental over QQ, such that W =
Zipyo = {0 € QX) | ¢(a) € Zy,}, where Z, is the absolute integral closure of Z, (i.e., the
integral closure of Z, in Q,; note that Z, is the valuation domain of the unique extension of v,
to Q). In general, given a residually algebraic torsion extension W of Z, to Q(X), there exists
a pseudo-convergent sequence E = {s,}nen in Q, such that W = Z,) p = {¢ € Q(X) | ¢(sn) €
Zp, for all sufficiently large n € N} (Proposition 224). One of the main result of this paper is to
show that we may assume that F is stacked (in a sense we make clear in §2} see Theorem 2.5). In
particular, if W is a DVR of Q(X) extending Z,) such that the extension of the residue fields is
infinite algebraic, then there exists a in C,, \ Qp, such that W = Z,) , = {¢ € Q(X) | ¢(a) € Op},
where O, is the completion of Z_p (equivalently, O), is the valuation domain of the unique extension
of v, to Cp; see Corollary 2.27). Necessarily, the (transcendental) extension Q,(«)/Q, has finite
ramification.

It is worth remarking that in [4] §5, 1., & Theorem 5.1] a residually algebraic torsion extension
W of Z,) to Q(X) is realized as the limit of a sequence of residually transcendental extensions W,
of Z) to Q(X) (i.e., the residue field extension of W, over Z, is transcendental); moreover, for
each n € N, W, is defined by a minimal pair (s,,d,) (as explained in [4 p. 282]; for the definition
of minimal pair see §L.2). Here, W is realized as the valuation domain Z,) g, where for each n € N,
(Sn,0n = Up(Sn+1 — Sp)) is @ minimal pair, too.

The motivations behind these results are based on the paper [B], in which the authors study
closed subfields of C,, and show that any transcendental element of C, is the limit of a particular
kind of Cauchy sequence in Q, called distinguished ([5, Proposition 2.2]) which allows them to
associate to such an element a set of invariants (|5 Remark 2.4]). The notion of stacked sequence
we introduce in this paper is a generalization of the notion of distinguished sequence and falls
into the well-known class of pseudo-convergent sequences. It allows us to describe the whole class
of residually algebraic torsion extensions of Z,) to Q(X), which strictly comprise the valuation
domains Z,) . arising from elements a € C,, \ Q..

As an application of the above results, we are able to complete the classification of the family of
Dedekind domains R between Z[X] and Q[X] started in [I8]. In that paper we described such the
Dedekind domains of this family such that their residue fields of prime characteristic are finite fields
([I8, Theorem 2.19]); the description is obtained by means of the notion of rings of integer-valued
polynomials over algebras. We also showed that, given a group G which is the direct sum of a
countable family of finitely generated abelian groups, there exists a Dedekind domain R with finite
residue fields of prime characteristic, Z[X] C R C Q[X], with class group G ([18, Theorem 3.1]).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [ we recall the relevant notions we need in
our paper: first, we review the definition of pseudo-convergent sequence of a valued field K and
the valuation domain of K(X) associated to such a sequence in the spirit of Ostrowski ([I7]),
as developed recently in [21] [22]. Then, we recall the notion of distinguished pair introduced in
[24] which later on was used in [5] to describe closed subfield of C, in terms of a specific kind of
pseudo-convergent Cauchy sequence called distinguished.

In Section B we introduce the notion of stacked sequence E = {s,}nen in Qp, which turns
out to be a pseudo-convergent sequence of transcendental type such that, for each n € N, the



value group (the residue field, respectively) of Z, N Q,(s,) is contained in the value group (the
residue field, respectively) of Z_p N Qp(sn+1). By Theorem 27 every residually algebraic extension
W of Z, to Q,(X) can be realized by means of a stacked sequence E C Q,, that is, W = Z, p =
{¢ € Qu(X) | #(sn) € Zp, for all sufficiently large n € N}. Moreover, the above specific property
of stacked sequences is crucial for the description of the residue field and value group of W as
the union of the ascending chain of residue fields and value groups of Z, N Q,(s,), respectively
(Proposition 7). We mentioned above that the elements o € C, \ Q, such that the extension
Qp(a)/Qp has finite ramification give raise to DVRs of Q(X); we characterize such elements as
the limits of sequences contained in the maximal unramified extension of a finite extension of Q,
(Proposition 220). We close this section by pointing out a wrong statement in the paper [12],
namely, that the completion of Q,(X) with respect to a residually algebraic torsion extension W
of Z,, is not in general a subfield of C,; it depends on whether the above sequence E is Cauchy or
not. In §2.3 we use the result of §2.1] about residually algebraic torsion extensions of Z, to Q,(X)
in order to characterize the analogous extensions of Z,) to Q(X) (Proposition 2.24). In Theorem
[2.26] we show that, for any prescribed algebraic extension k of F,, and value group I', Z C T C Q,
there exists a € C,, transcendental over Q, such that Z,) , has residue field £ and value group T'.

Finally, in Section [B] we provide the aforementioned classification of the Dedekind domains
between Z[X] and Q[X] by means of the notion of ring of integer-valued polynomials over an
algebra: given such a domain R, we show that for each prime p € Z there exists a finite set
E, C C, of transcendental elements over Q such that R = {f € Q[X] | f(E,) C O,,Vp € P}

(Theorem [3.4).

1 Preliminaries

We refer to [0 [10, 25| 26] for generalities about valuation theory. A valuation domain W of the
field of rational functions K(X) is an extension of a valuation domain V of K it WNK = V. We
denote by w a valuation associated to W, by I';, the value group of w and by k,, the residue field
of W. We recall that an extension W of V to K (X) is called residually algebraic if the residue field
extension is algebraic and it is called torsion if I'y, is contained in the divisible hull of the value
group I'y, of V' (see []). Given a valuation domain W with quotient field F, a subfield K of F
and the valuation domain V"= W N K, we say that W is an immediate extension of V' (or simply
immediate over V) if the value groups (the residue fields, respectively) of V' and W are the same.
Given field K with a valuation domain V', we denote by K (17, respectively) the completion of K
(V, respectively) with respect to V-adic topology.

1.1 Pseudo-convergent sequences

The following basic material about pseudo-convergent sequences can be found for example in [I3]
21, 22].
Given a valued field (K,v), a sequence E = {s, }nen C K is said to be pseudo-convergent if, for
all n <m < k we have
V(sn — Sm) < V(Sm — Sk)-
In particular, for all n and m > n we have v(s;, — $;,) = v(8p, — Sp41). For each n € N, we set

0n = v(8p — Snt1). The strictly increasing sequence {d, }nen of the value group T',, of v is called
the gauge of E. The sequence E is a classical Cauchy sequence in K if and only if the gauge of E is



cofinal in T',,. In this case, E' converges to a unique limit o € K. In general, if £ = {s, }neny C K is
a pseudo-convergent sequence, we say that an element o € K is a pseudo-limit of E if v(s,, —a) is a
strictly increasing sequence. Equivalently, v(s,, — «) = d,, for each n € N. The set of pseudo-limits
Lp in K of a pseudo-convergent sequence F is equal to Lg = a + Br(F) ([I3| Lemma 3]), where
Br(F) = {x € K | v(x) > 0,,¥n € N} is a fractional ideal, called the breadth ideal of E. Clearly, E
is a Cauchy sequence if and only if Br(F) = {0}.

As in [I3, Definitions, p. 306], a pseudo-convergent sequence E = {s,}peny C K is of tran-
scendental type if, for all f € K[X], v(f(s,)) is eventually constant. Otherwise, F is said to be of
algebraic type if v(f(sy)) is eventually strictly increasing for some f € K[X]. The sequence E is of
algebraic type if and only if, for some extension u of v to the algebraic closure K of K, there exists
a € K which is a pseudo-limit of E with respect to u. If F is a subfield of K, then we say that
E is of transcendental type over F if, for all f € F[X], v(f(sn)) is eventually constant. Almost all
the pseudo-convergent sequences considered in this paper in order to describe residually algebraic
torsion extensions to the field of rational functions are of transcendental type.

Given a pseudo-convergent sequence E = {s,, }neny C K, the following is a valuation domain of
K(X) extending V associated to E (|21, Theorem 3.8]):

Ve ={¢ € K(X)| ¢(sn) €V, for all sufficiently large n € N}.

Moreover, by the same Theorem, X is a pseudo-limit of E' with respect to the valuation vg associated
to Vg, so, in particular, vg(X — s,,) = d,, for every n € N. Also, if F is of transcendental type,
then for all f € K[X], we have vg(f) = v(f(sn)) for all n sufficiently large (I3l Theorem 2] or |21,
Theorem 4.9, a)]).

In case E is a Cauchy sequence converging to o € K , then
Ve =Va = {0 € K(X)| () € V}

(see [21) Remark 3.10]).

Given two pseudo-convergent sequences E = {sp tnen, B/ = {8, }neny C K, we say that E, F’
are equivalent if Br(£) = Br(E’) and for each k € N, there exist 7o, jo € N such that v(s; — s7) >
v(sp41 — si) for each ¢ > ig and j > jo (see [2I] §5]). By [22] Proposition 5.3, E, E’ are equivalent
if and only if Vg = V.

1.2 Distinguished pairs

We suppose in this section that (K,v) is a complete valued field where v is a rank one discrete
valuation (so, in particular, (K,v) is Henselian). Let K be a fixed algebraic closure and let v
denote the unique extension of v to K. Let also I'y be the divisible hull of I',,. Given an element
a € K, let Oy, kq, Ty be the valuation domain of the restriction of v to K(a), the residue field of
O, and the value group of O,, respectively.

As in [I4], given a € K \ K, we set:

Sr(a) =sup{v(a —c) | c€ K,[K(c): K] < [K(a): K|}
wic(a) =sup{v(a — o(a)) | Vo # Id}
The following is the well-known Krasner’s lemma. Essentially, given a separable element a € K,

if another element b € K is closer to a than to any other of its conjugates, then K (a) is a subfield
of K(b).



Lemma 1.1 (Krasner). Ifa € K " and b€ K is such that v(a — b) > wi(a), then K(a) C K (b).

In particular, for every a € K we have 0 (a) < wi(a).
Similar to Krasner’s lemma, we have the following fundamental principle (see [14, Theorem
1.1]), first discovered in [24].

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that a,b € K are such that v(a —b) > 5k (b). Then:
i) I'y C Ty
i) ky C kq
i) [K(b): K] | [K(a): K]
Next, we recall the definition of distinguished pair introduced in [24, p. 105].
Definition 1.3. A pair of elements (b,a) € K is said to be distinguished if the following hold:
i) [K(b): K] < [K(a): K].
ii) for all ¢ € K such that [K(c) : K] < [K(a) : K] then v(a — ¢) < v(a —b).
iii) for all ¢ € K such that [K(c) : K] < [K(b) : K] then v(a — ¢) < v(a —b).

Part of the definition of distinguished pair is related to the notion of minimal pair, which we
now recall (see for example [4, 2] 3]).

Definition 1.4. Let (a,8) € K x I'y. We say that (a,d) is a minimal pair if for every ¢ € K such
that [K(c) : K] < [K(a) : K] we have v(a — ¢) < 0.

In other words, (a,d) is a minimal pair if for every b € B(a,d) = {z € K | v(a — z) > §}, we
have [K(b) : K| > [K(a) : K] (i.e., a is a center’ of the ball B(a,d) of minimal degree). Clearly,
(a, ) is a minimal pair if and only if § > dx (a). In particular, if 6 > wk (a), then (a,d) is a minimal
pair.

Remarks 1.5. Let (b, a) be a distinguished pair. Note that i) and ii) imply that v(a —b) = dx(a).

In fact, by i) and ii), it immediately follows that the inequality < holds. Conversely, by ii) we also

have that v(a — b) > v(a — ¢) for all ¢ such that [K(c) : K] < [K(a) : K], that is, v(a — b) > dx(a).
Note that iii) is equivalent to the following:

iii’) for all ¢ € K such that [K(c) : K] < [K(b) : K] then v(b — ¢) < v(a — b).

which precisely says that (b, v(a — b)) is a minimal pair with respect to K. In fact, if iii) holds and
c € K is such that [K(c): K] < [K(b) : K] then v(b—c)=v(b—a+a—c) =v(a—c) <v(a—Db).
Similarly, iii’) implies iii). Note also that iii’) is equivalent to

v(a —b) > 0k (b).

In particular, by the above Theorem, I'y C Ty, ky C k, and [K(b) : K] | [K(a) : K].
Finally, note also that dx(b) < 0k (a).



2 Stacked pseudo-convergent sequences of Q,

Let P C Z be the set of prime numbers and let p € P be a fixed prime. We let Z,) be the
localization of Z at the prime ideal pZ, Z, the ring of p-adic integers and Q, its field of fractions,
the field of p-adic numbers. If v, denotes the usual p-adic valuation, then Z, (Q,, respectively) is
the completion of Z (Q, respectively) with respect to the p-adic valuation. We denote by @p a fixed
algebraic closure of Q, and still denote the unique extension of v, to Q, by v,. Note that Q, is a
rank one non-discrete valued field with valuation domain denoted by Z_p, the integral closure of Z,
in @. We will use the well-known fact that @@, has only finitely many extensions of a given degree
(see for example [16, Corollary 2, Chapter V, p. 202]).

Finally, we let C,, be the completion of @, with respect to the p-adic valuation and by O, the
completion of Z,; v, still denotes the unique extension of v, to C,. For a € Q, \ Q,, for short
we set dg, () = §(a) and wq, (o) = w(a). For a € C,, we denote by e, (fa, respectively) the
ramification index (the residue field degree, respectively) of Q,(a) over Q,. Clearly, ey - fo < 00
if @ € Qp; we show that the converse of this implication holds in Remark Note that each
element of C, \ Q, is transcendental over Q,; we call such elements simply transcendental. For a
transcendental element a € Cp, even if e, - fo = 00, we will show in Theorem [Z2]] that either one
of e, or f, can be finite.

2.1 Residually algebraic torsion extensions of Z,

In this section we describe residually algebraic torsion extensions of Z, to Q,(X) by means of a
suitable class of pseudo-convergent sequences of transcendental type contained in Q,, called stacked
sequence, which we now introduce. This definition is a generalization of [5, p. 135ﬁ.

Definition 2.1. Let E = {s,,},>0 C @p be a sequence with so € Q. For every n > 0, we consider
the following properties:

1) [Qp(sn) : Qp] < [Qp(snt1) : Qpl-
ii) for every ¢ € Q, such that [Q,(c) : Qp] < [Qp(snt1) : Qpl, v(Snt1 —¢) < V(Snt1 — Sn).
iii) for every ¢ € Q, such that [Q,(c) : Q,] < [Qp(sn) : Qp], v(sy — €) < V(Spt1 — Sn)-

We say that E is unbounded if i) holds for every n, stacked if i) and iii) hold for every n, and strongly
stacked if 1), ii), iii) hold for every n. Equivalently, E is stacked if i) holds and (s, 05, = v(Sn1+1—5n))
is a minimal pair for every n > 0 and E is strongly stacked if (s,, s,+1) is distinguished for every
n > 0.

Remark 2.2. Let E = {s,}nen C @p be a stacked sequence. Note that the sequence {v(s,41 —
Sn) = On pnen is strictly increasing, since [Qp(sn—1) : Qp] < [Qp(sn) : Q] and (s, d,,) is a minimal
pair. In the original definition of distiguished sequence FE in [5], the sequence {0, },cn is unbounded,
thus, in this case E is a Cauchy sequence. In our setting we are not imposing that restriction; we

1The notion of distinguished sequence was introduced in [5]. We cannot borrow that term here for our sequences for
the following reason: by Lemma a stacked sequence is pseudo-convergent, and distinguished pseudo-convergent
sequences have already been defined by P. Ribenboim on p. 474 of Corps mazimaux et complets par des valuations
de Krull. Math. Z. 69 (1958), 466-479, to denote pseudo-convergent sequences of a valued field whose breadth ideal
is a non-maximal prime ideal.



show in Lemma 2.3 below that a stacked sequence is a pseudo-convergent sequence of transcendental
type of Q.

The motivation for the terminology of these kind of sequences, is due to the following fact. For
each n € N, for short we set I',, = I’y and k,, = ks, (i.e., the value group and the residue field of
the valuation domain Os, of Q, (s, ), respectively). By Remarks[LE v(s, 1 —$n) > 0k (sn). Hence,
by Theorem [[.2] we have I, C T',,41 and ky, C kp41. For each n € N, we set e, = ¢(Qp(sn) | Qp)
and f, = f(Qp(sn) | Qp), the ramification index and the residue field degree of O, over Z,,
respectively; we remark that [Qp(s,) : Qp] = enfn = dp, for each n € N, and since {d, }nen is
unbounded by assumption, either {e;, },ecn is unbounded or {f, },nen is unbounded. Since e, | €,41
for each n € N, {e,, }nen is bounded if and only if e,, = e for all n € N sufficiently large. Similarly
for {f n}neN-

By Remarks [[H condition ii) is equivalent to §, = v(sp — Sn+1) = 0k (Snt1) (note that in
general the inequality d,, < 0k (Sp,+1) holds). In other words, among all the elements ¢ € @ such
that [Qp(sn) : Qp] < [Qp(c) : Qp] < [Qp(snt1) : Qpl, sy, is one of those which is closest to s,1.

Let E = {t,}nen C Q, be a pseudo-convergent sequence. If {[Q,(t,) : @] | n € N} is bounded,
then F is contained in a finite extension K of Q, and hence F is Cauchy and therefore converges
to an element o € K. In particular, if E is of transcendental type, then the set {[Q,(tn) : Qp]tnen
is necessarily unbounded. Stacked sequences are of this kind, as the next lemma shows.

Lemma 2.3. Let £ C @ be a stacked sequence. Then E is a pseudo-convergent sequence of
transcendental type.

Proof. Let E = {sy}nen and set 0, = v(Sp41 — Spn), for each n € N. We have already observed
in Remark 2] that {0, }nen is a strictly increasing sequence. Moreover, for every m > n, we have
V(8p — Sm) > v($p — Sp—1). In particular, v(s,—1 — $m) = vV(sp—1 — $p) for every m > n. Let now
n < m < k. Then

V(8$n — Sm) = V(8$n — Snt1) < V(Sm — Sm+1) = V(Sm — Sk)

which shows that E is a pseudo-convergent sequence. L
We prove now that E is of transcendental type. Let a € Q,. Then there exists n € N such that
[Qp(a) : Qp] < [Qp(sn) : Qp]. Since (sn,dy,) is a minimal pair, v(s, — @) < dp, s0, in particular,

o cannot be a pseudo-limit of £. This shows that E has no pseudo-limits in @Q,, thus E is of
transcendental type. O

Let E = {sp}nen C @ be a stacked sequence. In particular, by Lemma 23] the sequence
{6n = v(Snt+1 — Sn) Inen is the gauge of the pseudo-convergent sequence E. Moreover, by the same
Lemma, if E is Cauchy, then E converges to a transcendental element o € C,,.

The next proposition shows that any residually algebraic torsion extension of Z, to Q,(X) is
obtained by means of a pseudo-convergent sequence of transcendental type of @p. We recall that if
EC @ is a pseudo-convergent sequence of transcendental type, then Z_p 5 the associated valuation
domain of Q,(X), is an immediate extension of Z, and conversely every immediate extension of Z,
to Q,(X) can be realized in this way (see for example [13,22]). If W = Z,, g = Zy, , N Q,(X), then
W is a residually algebraic torsion extension of Z, to Q,(X).

Proposition 2.4. Let W be a residually algebraic torsion extension of Z; to Qp(X). Then there
exists a pseudo-convergent sequence E C Q, of transcendental type such that

W =2Z,5=1{¢€QuyX)|d(sn) €Zyp, for all sufficiently large n € N}.



Proof. Let W be an extension of W to Q,(X). Then W is an immediate extension of Z, to Q,(X)
(and, in particular, is a residually algebraic torsion extension of Z,). By [I3, Theorems 1 & 2] or
[22, Theorem 6.2, a)], there exists a pseudo-convergent sequence E C Q, of transcendental type
such that W = Z,, .. The claim follows contracting down to Q,(X). O

Clearly, not every pseudo-convergent sequence of transcendental type in @ is stacked. However,
the next theorem is the converse of Lemma it shows that any pseudo-convergent sequence of
transcendental type is equivalent to a strongly stacked sequence. In particular, every stacked
sequence is equivalent to a strongly stacked sequence. Moreover, given a valuation domain Z, g of
Qp(X) associated to a pseudo-convergent sequence E C @p of transcendental type, without loss of
generality we may also assume that F is strongly stacked.

By [5], Proposition 2.2], every transcendental element ¢t € C, is the limit of a strongly stacked se-
quence E of Q,. The next theorem is the analogous of that result for residually algebraic extensions
W of Z, to Q,(X): for such a valuation W, there exists a strongly stacked sequence E C Q, such
that W = Z, g; it is not difficult to show that, for a transcendental element ¢ € C,, the valuation
domain Z,; = {¢ € Q,(X) | ¢(t) € O,} is a residually algebraic torsion extension of Z,.

Theorem 2.5. Let E C @p be a pseudo-convergent sequence of transcendental type. Then there
exists a strongly stacked sequence E' C Q,, which is equivalent to E. In particular, given a residually
algebraic torsion extension W of Z, to Qu(X), there exists a strongly stacked sequence E' C Q,
such that W = Zy, .

Proof. Let E = {t,}nen and let D be a valuation associated to Zj,, C Q,(X).
First, we consider the following subset of I',, C Q:

Mp(X,Qp) = {ve(X —s) | s € Qp}.

If Mp(X,Qp) is not bounded, then there exists a sequence {s, }nen C @, such that vg(X — s,)
tends to co. Necessarily, the sequence {s, }nen is Cauchy and so converges to an element s of Q.
Now, for every n, vg(X — s,) = V(X — $p) = v(tm — sp) for all m sufficiently large since E is
of transcendental type (see §I.1). Hence, F would be a Cauchy sequence equivalent to {s, }nen
and E would converge to s, too, which is not possible. Let then dp = sup Mg(X,Q,) € R. We
claim that dy € Mg(X,Q,), that is, dy is a maximum. Suppose otherwise: there exists a sequence
{ritren C Qp such that vg(X —rg) 7 do. Then {ri}ren C Qp, would be a pseudo-convergent
sequence which is not Cauchy, which is not possible since Q, is a discrete valued field. Hence, there
exists s € Q, such that vg(X — sg) = do.

For n > 0, we now choose s,, € @ so that (s,—1,S,) is distinguished. Let B,, be the subset of
a’s in Q,, satisfying the following properties:

1) [Qp(a) : Qp] > [Qp(sn—-1) : Qp]-
ll) 5E(X - Oé) > 5E(X — Sn—l)-
i) [Qp(@) : Qp] — [Qp(Sn—1) : Qp] is minimal.

Since g (X — sp—1) = v(ty, — sp—1) for all m sufficiently large, for such m’s we also have T (X —
$n—1) < Ug(X — t;,). Moreover, without loss of generality, we may also assume that [Q,(t,,) :
Qp] > [Qp(sn—1) : Qp] since {[Qp(tm) : Qp]}men is unbounded. This shows that the set B,, is non-
empty. Let Mp(X, B,) = {vg(X —«a) | « € B, }, which is a subset of Q. Let d,, = sup Mg (X, By,).



Since each element of B,, has the same degree over Q, it follows that B,, is contained in a finite
extension K of Q,. In particular, it follows as above that Mg (X, B,) is upper bounded. Let
0n = sup Mg(X, B,) € R. Next, we show that Mg(X, B,,) contains its upper bound (which is,
in particular, a rational number). Suppose otherwise: then there exists a sequence {ax}ren C By
such that (X — ax) 7 J,. In particular, {a}ren would be a pseudo-convergent sequence of
a finite extension of @, which is not Cauchy, which is impossible. Let s, € B, be such that
TE(X — s,) = 0,. Note that v,(sy, — sp—1) =Ug(sn — X + X — $p—1) =Te(X — $p—1) = On—1.

We now show that (s,,—1,s,) is distinguished. Clearly, [Qp(sn—1) : Qp] < [Qp(sn) : Qp].

Let ¢ € Q, be such that [Q,(c) : Q,] < [Qp(sn) : Qpl.

If[Qp(c) : Qp] > [Qp(sn—1) : Qp), then by the minimality of the degree of s,,, we have T (X —c) <
5E(X — Sn—l) =0,_1, SO

Up(Sn —€) =Tp(sn — X+ X —¢) =Tp(X —¢) <6n-1 =0p(Sn — Sn—1)

Suppose now that [Q,(c) : Qp] = [Qp(sn=1) : Qp].
If 5E(X — C) < UE(X — Sn_z), then 5E(X — C) < Op_1.
Ifvp(X —c¢)>Tr(X —sp—2) thenc € B,—1,30Tg(X —¢) < -1 =Tp(X — sp—1).
In either case,

Vp(sp —¢) =Tg(sn — X +X —¢) =T(X —¢) < 0p—1 = vp(8n — Sp—1)-

Note that in particular, for n = 1 we have that (sg,s1) is distinguished, since condition iii) of
Definition 2.1]is empty, since so € Q.

Suppose now that n > 2 and assume by induction that (s,_2,$,-1) is distinguished. Let
c € Q, be such that [Q,(c) : Q] < [Qp(sn—1) : Qp]. Since (sn_2,5,-1) is distinguished, we have
Up(Sn—1 —¢) < Up(Sp—1 — Sn—2) = Opn—2 < dp—1. Hence,

Up(Sn, — €) = Up(Sp — Sp—1 + Sp—1 — €) = Vp(Sn—1 — ¢) < Vp(Sn — Sn—1)-

We now show that E' = {s,}nen is equivalent to E = {t, }nen. Let {\,}nen and {0, }nen be
the gauges of E and E’, respectively. We need to show that, for each k € N, there exists n € N such
that A\ < J,,. Since E’ is unbounded, there exists n € N such that [Q,(tx) : Qp] < [Qp(sn) @ Qpl.
Since (sp, 0,) is a minimal pair, we have v, (s, — tx) < d,, so that

Ak :5E(X — tk) = 5E(X — Sp + Sp — tk) < 5E(X — Sn) =0, (26)

Conversely, let n € N. We need to show that there exists k € N such that §,, < A\;x. For all m
sufficiently large we have

TE(X —sn) = Up(tm — $n) =Tp(tm — X + X — s5)

and since n is fixed and Ug(t,, — X) = A, is strictly increasing, it follows that g (t, — X) = A\, >
Tg(X — s,) for all such m’s.

Hence, Br(E) = Br(E").

Finally, we need to show that, if £ € N, then there exist ng, mg € N such that for each n > ng
and m > myg, we have v, (t, — s;,) > Ai. Let ng be the smallest integer such that [Q,(tx) : Qp] <
[Qp(sny) : Qp]. As in (Z6]) above, Ay < vE(X — Spy) = dpn,- Let now m > k and n > ng. Then,

V(tm — 8n) =TVg(tm — X + X —8,) > Mg



since Tp(tm — X) = A > A\, and Tp(X — 8,) > Op(X — spy) = Ony > Ai. Hence, F and E’ are
equivalent.

By [22 Proposition 5.3], Z_pE = Z_pE/, so, in particular, Z, g = Z, gr. The final claim follows
by Proposition 2.4 O

The following proposition describes the value group and the residue field of a residually algebraic
torsion extension W of Z,, to Q,(X). By Theorem[2Z3] W is equal to Z, g, for some strongly stacked
sequence I/ C Q,. We keep the notation of Remark

Proposition 2.7. Let E = {s, }nen C @ be a stacked sequence and W = Z,, . Then we have

UTw=Tuw, U kn=kuw

neN neN

Proof. Let w = vg be the valuation associated to Z, p and U the valuation associated to Z, .
Since E is of transcendental type, for each f € Q,[X], ve(f) = v(f(sn)) for all n sufficiently

large (see §L.I)). It follows that for each ¢ € Q,(X), ¢ = f/g, for some f,g € Q,[X], ve(¢) =
ve(f) —ve(g) is in Ty, for all n sufficiently large. Hence, I'y, € |J,, I'n. Conversely, let n € N and

f € Q,[X] be of degree smaller than [Q,(s,) : @,]. Then, each root a; of f(X) in Q, has degree
smaller than [Q,(s,) : Q] and so, since (s,,d,) is a minimal pair, we have

Up(sn — ;) < 0p (2.8)

which implies that
TE(X — ;) =Tp(X — s+ Sn — ;) = Up(Sn — i) (2.9)

and so

vg(f(X)) = ZEE(X —q;) = va(sn —a;) = vp(f(sn)) (2.10)

which shows that T',, C T',,. Note that 7g(X — ;) = v(s;, — ;) for each m > n and so vg(f(X)) =
v(f(sm)) for each m > n.

Let now n € N and ¢ = f(s,,) € ky, for some f(s,) € OF where f € Q,[X] has degree strictly
smaller than [Q,(s,) : Qp]. In particular, € # 0. As in ZI0), ve(f(X)) = v(f(sm)) = 0 for each
m > n. Let o; be a root of f(X) in Q,. Then by @), V(X — a;) = vp(sn — ;) = v,(d;) for
some d; € @. Then

where the last inequality holds by (23). Therefore, (X — «;)/d; and (s, — a;)/d; coincide over the
residue field of V. In particular,

(Sn - ai)

X X — o X —w;)/d;
;((Sn; N H : ;= H ((Sn - ai;?di (2.11)

i

and since each factor of the last product has residue 1 in Vg, it follows that f(X) and f(s,) coincide
over the residue field of Vi (which contains both f(X) and f(sy)). Since f € Z, g = W, this shows
that k,, is contained in the residue field k,, of W.
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_ Conversely, let ¢ = f/g € W C Q,(X), for some f,g € Q,[X]. Let a;,; be the roots in
Q, of f and g, respectively. There exists n € N such that [Q,(a;) : Q] < [Qp(syn) : Q] and
[Qp(B35) : Qp] < [Qp(sn) : @] for all ¢ and j. Hence, as in ([229) we have

Tp(X — ;) = vp(sn — a;), Tp(X = Bj) =v(sn — B5), Vi, j
which again as in (ZI0) shows that

vE((X)) = v(¢(sn))

Moreover, this last equation holds if we replace s, by s, for all m > n. If vg(¢(X)) = 0, then as in
([ZIT)) one can show that ¢(X) and ¢(s,,) coincide over the residue field of W, so that k,, C k,,. O

The following corollary gives a further characterization of the residue field and the value group
of a residually transcendental torsion extension W of Zj: either the residue field of W is an infinite
algebraic extension of F,,, or the value group I';, is non-discrete.

Corollary 2.12. Let W be a residually algebraic torsion extension of Z, to Qu(X) and let e =
e(W|Zy) and f = f(W|Z,) be the ramification index and the residue field degree, respectively. Then
e- f=o0.

Proof. By Theorem 28] there exists a stacked sequence E = {s,}nen C @ such that W = Z,, .
By Proposition 27 T', = U, I'» and ky = UJ,, kn. Remark shows that either the sequence
{en = [ : Z]}nen or {fn = [kn : Fpl}lnen is unbounded, therefore, either e = e(W|Z,) or
f = f(W|Z,) is infinite. O

The following proposition is analogous to [5, Proposition 2.3]. It shows that the sequence of
ramification indexes, residue field degrees and gauges attached to a residually algebraic torsion
extension W of Z, do not depend on the strongly stacked sequence £ C Q) such that W = Z, g

(Theorem [2)).

Proposition 2.13. Let W C Qp(X) be a residually algebraic torsion extension of Z,. Let E =
{$n}nen, E = {tn}nen C Qp be strongly stacked sequences with gauges {6, }nen, {0, }nen, respec-
tively, such that W = Z,, g = Zy, g'. Then, for each n € N we have:

i) [Qp(sn) : Qp] = [Qp(tn) : Qp] and b, = 4;,.
”) e((@p(sn) : Qp) = Q(Qp(tn) : Qp) and f(Qp(Sn) : Qp) = f(@p(tn) : Qp)-

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that W = Z_pE = Z_pE,.

Let w be a valuation associated to W.

We prove i). We have sg,t9 € Qp. There exists n € N, n > 1, such that w(X — s,-1) <
w(X —ty) < w(X — s,), otherwise ¢ty would be a pseudo-limit of E, which is not possible. In
particular, v, (s, —to) = w(s, — X + X —to) = w(X —to) > w(X —sp—1) = dp—1. If n. > 1 we have
[Qp(t0) : Qp] < [Qp(Sn—1) : Qp] so by iii) of Definition 21l we have that v, (s, —to) = vp(sn—1—to) <
Up(Sn, — Sp—1) = 0p—1 which is impossible. Hence, n =1, so v,(s1 — to) = w(X — o) > w(X — s0).
Reversing the roles of s, g, we get the other inequality, so w(X — sg) = w(X — tg) = dg = .-

Let n € N and suppose that for each m < n we have [Qp(sm) : Qp] = [Qp(tm) : Qp] and
Om = 00,
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Since [Qp(sn) : Qp] = [Qp(tn) : Qp] < [Qp(tn+1) = Qp], by ii) of Definition 21l we have vy, (41 —
$n) < Vp(tnt1 — tn) = 0], = 6,,. Now,

Vp(tnt1 — sn) = Vp(tnt1 — tn +tn — sn) > 3y

since v, (tn, — ) = w(t, — X + X — s,) > 0, = 0,,. This implies that v,(tp41 — sn) = J,, and so
(Sn,tnt1) is distinguished. Moreover, we have

Up(thrl — Sn+1) ( n+l — X+ X - Sn+1) > 577, = 5 = vp(thrl )

Now, if [Qp(sn+1) @ Qp] < [Qp(tn+1) : Qp], then since (S, tn41) is distinguished, we would have
Up(Sn41 — tnt1) < Up(tn41 — Spn), which is impossible. Hence, [Qp(sn+1) @ Qp] > [Qp(tnt1) = Qpl.
The other inequality is proved in a symmetrical way, so [Qp(sn+1) : Qp] = [Qp(tnt1) : Qpl.

Suppose now that w(X —sp41) < W(X —ty41). Then v, (sppo—tni1) = w(sSppo—X+X —tn41) >
wW(X — $pt1) = Vp(Sp+2 — Sp+1) which is not possible since (S,+1, Sn42) is distinguished. Hence,
w(X — sp41) > w(X —ty41). The other inequality is proved similarly, so 0,41 = ¢;,,; as claimed.

We prove now ii). For each n € N, let I',,,I", and k,, k], be the value groups and residue
fields, respec tively, of Q,(s,) and Qp(t,). Let e, = e(Qp(sn) @ Qp), €, = e(Qp(tn) : Qp),
fo = F(@p(50) : @), F = F(Qpltn) : Qp).

Clearly, e = ¢, and fo = f;, since sg, o € Q.

Let n > 1. If f € Qu[X] has degree strictly smaller than [Q,(s,) : Qp] = [Qp(¢n) : Qp), then
by @0 we have w(£(X)) = v,(f(sn)) and also w(F(X)) = tp(F(tn)) 50 vp(F(5n)) = 0p(f (b)),
This proves that I'y, = I/, and so e, = e),.

Suppose now that f € Q,[X] of degree strictly smaller than [Q,(s,) : Qp] = [Qp(tn) : Qp] is
such that v,(f(sn)) = vp(f(tn)) = 0. In particular, w(f(X)) = 0 by (2I0). By [2II) and the
analogous equation where s,, is replaced by t,, we get that f(s,), f(t,) have the same residue as
f(X), so in particular, k,, = k,. Therefore, f, = f/. O

2.2 Residually algebraic extensions of Z, which are DVRs

In this section we characterize DVRs of Q,(X) extending Z, such that the residue field extension
is algebraic, necessarily of infinite degree by Corollary 212} this fact has already been noted in a
different way in [20, p. 4217]. We will see in §2.3] that there is no such restriction for DVRs of
Q(X) which are residually algebraic extensions of Z, (see Corollary 2.27]).

Given o € Cp,, we denote by O, , the unique valuation domain of Q,(c) lying over Z, (i.e.,
Op.a = 0, NQp(a)). We also set

Zpo = {0 € Qp(X) | d(a) € Op},
which is a valuation domain of Q,(X) and coincides with the previous definition if a € Q,.

Proposition 2.14. Let a € C,, be a transcendental element. Then there exists a Cauchy stacked
sequence E C Q, converging to a. Moreover, the valued fields (Qp(X),Zpo) and (Qp(),Op.o)
are isomorphic. In particular, the ramification index e(Zy o|Zy) is equal to e and the residue ﬁeld
degree f(Zy.o|Zy) is equal to fo. In particular, eq - fo = 0.

Note that the last condition implies that either e, or f, is infinite. It can happen that exactly
one of these two quantities is finite (see Theorem 227]).
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Proof. The proof of the first claim follows also by [5l Proposition 2.2], but we give here a different
proof based on the previous results.

By Theorem 2.5 there exists a stacked sequence E C @ such that Z, . = Zp g. Since the
valuation domains Z, ,Z,, C Q,(X) contracts down to Q,(X) to the same valuation domain,
there exists o € Gal(Q,/Q,) such that 0(Z,,) = Z_pcr(a) = Zyp . By [22] Proposition 5.3], E is then
a Cauchy sequence converging to o(c). Since Zp o = Zyp 5(a), Without loss of generality we may
assume that E converges to a.

Since « is transcendental over Q,, the evaluation homomorphism ev, : Q,(X) — Qp(a), ¢(X) —
¢(c), is an isomorphism. It is easy to see that eva(Z, o) = Opo. Hence, Zy, o and O, o have the
same ramification indexes and residue field degrees over Z,,.

Finally, the last claim follows by Corollary 2212 O

Remark 2.15. By Proposition 2214] we may conclude that in general,
for a € C,, we have ey, - fo < 00 if and only if a € Q,.

The next lemma may be well-known, but lacking a reference we give a short proof.

Lemma 2.16. Letp € Z be a prime, K1, K finite extensions of Q, and L = K K3 the compositum.
Let ey be the ramification index of K1 over Q, and e the ramification index of L over Ko. Then
e<ej.

Proof. If K, is a tame extension of Q,, then the ramification index of L over Q, is equal to
lem{ey,es} (see for example [7]), so e divides e; and the claim is true.

We give a self-contained proof which works in general. Let L’ be the normal closure of L over
Qp and I the inertia group of the maximal ideal My, of O/ over Z,. Let G; be the Galois group
Gal(L'|K;), for i = 1,2 and G the Galois group Gal(L'|L). Since L = K1 K3, we have G = G1 N Ga.
The inertia group of My over p is equal to I N G and the inertia group of M. over My, is equal
to I NG. Let e; be the ramification index of K; over Q,, for i = 1,2 and e the ramification of L
over K5. We have

_e(l']K2)  #(ING2) e #1

= el_ =

Coe(|L)  #UNG)T T e(U[K1)  #(INGY)

Note that I NG = (I NG1) N (I NG2). Therefore, the claim follows by the following general fact
for finite groups: given a finite group G with two subgroups Hi, Hs, we have

#Ho #G
#(Hl ﬁHg) #Hl

=[Hy: Hi N Hs] < =[G : Hi]

which follows immediately, since the map hyHy N Hy — hy Ho from the set {hyHy N Hs | hy € Hy}

of left cosets of Hy N Hy in Hy to the set {gHs | g € G} of left cosets of Hy in G is injective. O
The following result is analogous to [20, Theorem 2.5].

Theorem 2.17. Let W be a DVR of Q,(X) which is a a residually algebraic extension of Z,. Then

there exists a transcendental element o € Cp, such that W = Zyp .
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Proof. Note that, by Corollary 2.12] the residue field of W is an infinite algebraic extension of Fp.

By Theorem [Z5] there exists a stacked sequence E = {s, }nen C Q, such that W = Z,, g. By
assumption, the ramification index e(W|Z,) = e is finite. By Remark and Proposition 2.7]
there exists ng € N such that Iy, = I',, =T, for each n > ng. Equivalently, e, = e,, = e for
each n > ng. Let n > ng. Note that §, = vy(sp11 — 55) € Loy, where K, = Q,(5n, 5n41). Note
that the ramification index of Q,(s;) over Q, is equal to e, for i = n,n + 1. By Lemma [2T6] the

ramification index of K,, over Q, is bounded by e?. If d = Hil 1, then dé,, € Z, for each n > ny.
This shows that the gauge {0, }nen of E has bounded denominator, so §,, * oo, thus F is Cauchy
and converges to a (unique) element a of C,, \ Q,, since F is of transcendental type by Lemma 23]
In particular, W = Z,, 4. |

Remark 2.18. We say that an element o € C,, has bounded ramification if the extension Qp(a) D
Qp has finite ramification. We denote by CP* the set of all elements of C,, of bounded ramification;
clearly, Q, C (CET. A transcendental element o € C, has bounded ramification if and only if the
set of ramification indexes {e,},en attached to a stacked sequence E C @p converging to « is
bounded; in fact, by Theorem 217, the integer e such that e = e, for all n sufficiently large is equal
to e(Qp(a)|Qp).

We remark that not all the transcendental elements o« € C, have bounded ramification. For
example, according to [I2] there exist generic transcendental elements ¢ € C, for C,, that is, the
completion of Q,(t) is equal to C,. In particular, the value group of the unique valuation of O+
is equal to Q, so the corresponding ramification index is co. Hence, by Proposition 27, Z,; has
value group equal to Q and therefore the set of ramification indexes {e, }nen is unbounded.

We show in Theorem 2:2]] that given any algebraic extension &k of I, and group I' such that
Z C T C Q, there exists a transcendental element o € C,, such that Z, , has residue field k£ and
value group I', provided that either [k : IF,] is infinite or I' is not discrete (this condition being
necessary by Corollary 2.12)).

Lemma 2.19. Let [ be an infinite algebraic extension of Q, such that e(1|Q,) is finite. Then 1 is
contained in the mazrimal unramified extension K" of a finite extension K of Q.

Proof. For each n € N, let Ql(jn) be the compositum of all the extensions of @, of degree bounded
by n. Clearly, @, = U, ey QY and Q5" ¢ Q""" for each n € N. Since @, has only finitely

many extensions of bounded degree, Qén) = Qp(t,) for some t,, € Q,. Now, for each n € N, we let
Qp(tn) Nl = Qp(sy) for some s, € I. Clearly, | = (J,,cny Qp(sn) and Qp(s,) C Qp(snt1), for each
n€N. Since 'y, CT'y,,, €I for each n € N and I'; is discrete by assumption, there exists ng € N
such that I's, =T, for each n > ng. Therefore, if K = Q,(sn,), then s, € K" for each n > ny,
so that [ C K", O

The next lemma shows that a transcendental element ¢ of C, with bounded ramification arise
as the limit of sequences contained in the maximal unramified extension K™ of a finite extension
K of Q,. We don’t know whether there exists a stacked sequence in K""" which converges to t.

Proposition 2.20. Let t € (CZT. Then t is the limit of a sequence contained in the mazimal
unramified extension of a finite extension of Q.

Proof. By [12] Theorem 1], the completion of @ NQ, is equal to @. In particular, there

—

exists a Cauchy sequence E = {s,}nen C Qp(t) N Q, converging to t. Now, since Q,(t) C Q,(t)
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and Q,(t) N Q, C Q,(t) are immediate extensions, it follows that @ N Q, has value group T’

L —

and residue field k;. By Lemma ZI9 Q,(¢) N Q, is contained in the maximal unramified extension
of a finite extension of QQ,. The statement follows. O

Theorem 2.21. Let k be an algebraic extension of F), and ' a totally ordered group withZ CT' C Q,
such that either [k : Fp] or [[' : Z] is infinite (the last condition is equivalent to T' being not discrete).
Then there exists a transcendental element o € C, such that ko, = k and I', = I". In particular,
Zyp o has residue field k and value group T'.

Note that, by Corollary 2.12] the last claim shows that [k : F,] - [I" : Z] = oo is necessary.

Proof. Since F_p is countable, we may suppose that k = (J,, . kn, where &y, is a finite extension of
Fp, by € kpgq and kg = Fp,. Similarly, I' = UneN T',,, where '}, is a discrete group, I'), C T',41 and
I'p=2Z. Let f = [k:Fp] and e = [I" : Z]; then, either e or f is infinite. Without loss of generality,
we may assume that for each n, [kn41 : kn][Tnt1 2 Tn] > 1.

For each n € N, there exists a local field K,, = Q,(s,) with residue field &, and value group
[',,. By induction, we may also assume that K, C K,+1. Let {\, }nen C Q be a strictly increasing
sequence in Q which is unbounded and A\g < dg = v(s1 — s0).

We define now a sequence E = {t,, }nen C @p such that for each n € N, n > 1, we have

i) Qp(tn) = Qp(sn);
i) (tn—1,0n—1 = vp(tn — tn—1)) is a minimal pair;
) Gt > Anoi.

In particular, F is a stacked sequence by conditions i) and ii) and Cauchy by condition iii) and the
assumption on {A, bnen.

We set top = sg € va t1 = s1 g Qp and 50 = Up(tl — to). Note that (to,éo) is a minimal pair.
We proceed by induction on n. We assume that for all m < n we have chosen ¢, € @ such that
conditions 1), ii), iii) above are satisfied.

We now show how to choose ¢,,. We choose a,, € Q, a,, # 0, such that

p(an) > max{w(tn-1) = vp(sn); An—1 — vp(sn)}

We then set
tn, = GpSp +tn_1.

Note that Q,(tn) C Qp(sy), since by induction Q,(t,—1) = Qp(sn—1) and the last field is contained
in Qpu(sn). Now, since 0,1 = vp(tn, — tn—1) > w(tn—1), it follows by Krasner’s Lemma that
Qp(tn—1) € Qp(tn). This containment and the fact that s, = % show that s,, is in Qp(t,),
so that Q,(t,) = Qp(s,). Moreover, note also that §,,—1 > A\,—1. Hence, E = {t,, }en is a stacked
sequence which is Cauchy, so E' converges to a transcendental element a of C,. By Proposition
217 Z, g = Z,  has residue field k£ and value group I, as wanted. By Proposition 214 Z, . is
isomorphic to Oy «, so it follows the I'y = I" and ko = k. O

Remark 2.22. We remark that without condition iii) above in the proof of Theorem [Z2T] in
general we may only conclude that there exists a stacked sequence E C @ (which may not be
Cauchy) such that the valuation domain Z, g has residue field k and value group I'. If instead T’
is discrete by assumption, condition iii) is not necessary: in fact, there exists no € N such that
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I, =T,, =T for all n > ng; that is, K,, = Q,(s,) is an unramified extension of K, for all n > ny.
Hence, E C {J,,cy Kn is Cauchy, and so Zy g = Zp o, where o € CJ' is the transcendental limit of
E.

neN

We close this section showing that the statement of [12] Proposition 1] is wrong, namely, in
general the completion of Q,(X) with respect to a residually algebraic torsion extension W of Z,
may not be s subfield of C,. The mistake is due to the fact that if W = Z, g for some pseudo-
convergent sequence I C @ of transcendental type, then X is a pseudo-limit of E with respect to
w and may not be a limit (that is, F may not be Cauchy).

Proposition 2.23. Let W be a residually algebraic torsion extension of Z, to Q,(X). Then the

completion @) with respect to W is a subfield of C, if and only if there exists a transcendental
element o in C,, such that W = Zy .

Proof. By Theorem [2.5] there exists a pseudo-convergent sequence F = {s;, }nen C @ of transcen-
dental type such that W = Z,, .

—

Suppose that Q,(X) C C,. In particular, X € C, and so there exists a Cauchy sequence
F = {ty}nen C Q, which tends to X. Since Q,(X) C Q,(X) is an algebraic extension and C,, is
algebraically closed, then also the completion of @(X ) with respect to W = ZT,E is contained in
C,. Without loss of generality, we may suppose that the restriction of v, to @(X ) is equal to w.
In particular, W(X —t,) = v,(X —t,)  co. Since E is of transcendental type, for each n there
exists mg such that W(X —¢,) < W(X — s,,) for each m > mg. This shows that the gauge of F
tends to infinity, thus F is Cauchy; in particular, &/ converges to a transcendental element o € C,,.
Therefore, W = Zj, o.

Conversely, let W = Z,, o for some transcendental element o € C,. Then, by Proposition 2.14]

the completion Q,(X) with respect to Z, . is isomorphic to the completion of Q,(«) and therefore
can be identified to a subfield of C,,. O

In particular, if W = Z, g for some stacked non-Cauchy sequence F C @p, then @ ) is not
contained in C,.

2.3 Residually algebraic torsion extensions of Z,

We now characterize residually algebraic torsion extensions of Z,) to Q(X). We remark that such
a valuation domain may have an extension to Q,(X) which is a residually algebraic extension of
Z,, but is not torsion. For example, let a € @ be transcendental over Q, then Z(,) . is torsion
but Zy, o is not (the one dimensional valuation overring of Zy, o is Q,[X](p,, (x)), Where p(X) is the
minimal polynomial of a over Q).

Given a € C,,, we consider the following valuation domain of Q(X):

Zp),a = {0 € QX) | ¢(a) € Op}

which is just the contraction to Q(X) of Z, , considered in §11 Similarly, if £ = {s,}nen € Q,
is a pseudo-convergent sequence of transcendental type, then we set

Zpy.p = {0 € QX) | ¢(sn) € Zy, for all sufficiently large n € N}

which is equal to Z, g N Q(X).
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The next proposition is analogous to Proposition 2.4 and characterizes residually algebraic
torsion extensions of Z,) to Q(X) in terms of pseudo-convergent sequences of Q, which are of
transcendental type over Q; clearly, every pseudo-convergent sequence of transcendental type of @p
belongs to this class. As a particular case, we found again part of the result of [20, Theorem 2.5].

Proposition 2.24. Let p € P and let W be a residually algebraic torsion extension of Z,) to Q(X).

Then there exists a pseudo-convergent sequence E C Q, of transcendental type over Q such that
W = Z,),5. More precisely, let e, f be the ramification index and residue field degree of W over

o

Ly, respectively. Let Q(X) be the completion of Q(X) with respect to the W-adic topology. Then
the following conditions are equivalent:

—

1. Q(X) is a finite extension of Q.

2. X is algebraic over Qp.

3. W =Zp),a, for some o € @ transcendental over Q.
4. ef < oc.

If either one of these conditions holds, then the sequence E above is Cauchy and converges to «
(and E is therefore of algebraic type over Q). Moreover, we have Iy, =T, and ky, = kq.

If ef = oo, then E C Q, is of transcendental type over Q, and Zpy,E C Zp g is an immediate
extension.

Proof. Note that since W is a torsion extension of Z,), the p-adic completion Q, of Q is contained

L —

in Q(X) (see for example the arguments given in the proof of [2, Corollary 2.6]).

L

If Q(X) is a finite extension of Q, then clearly X is algebraic over Qp, so 1. implies 2. If X is
algebraic over ), we may identify X with some o € @p; Qp(a) is a finite extension of Q,, hence
complete. So, @ = Qp(a). As in the proof of [20, Theorem 2.5] it follows easily that W = Z,) 4.
Therefore, 2. implies 3.

If W = Zp),o for some a € @ transcendental over @, then by [20, Proposition 2.2], ef < oo,
so 3. implies 4. Finally, 4. implies 3. by [20, Lemma 2.4].

Note that if £ C @ is a pseudo-convergent sequence converging to a (hence, F is a Cauchy
sequence, which is of transcendental type over Q but of algebraic type over Q,), then W = Z,) g =

Zp),a (see §L.T).
The claims about the value group and residue field of Z,) ,, follow by [20, Proposition 2.2].
If ef = oo then X is transcendental over Q,, by the previous part of the proof; in particular, the

field of rational functions Q,(X) is contained in (5()?) W =Wn Qp(X), then W is a residually
algebraic torsion extension of Z, to Q,(X), so by Theorem there exists a stacked sequence
E C Q, such that W = Z,, i (by Lemma 23] E is a pseudo-convergent sequence of transcendental

type, necessarily unbounded). Restricting down to Q(X) we get W = Z,y . Finally, since W C W
is an immediate extension, it follows that Z,) g C Zp g is an immediate extension, too. Hence, the
value group and residue field of Z,) g are the same as those of Z;, g, respectively (see Proposition

2.1). O

The following statement is the analogous of Proposition [2.23] for residually algebraic torsion
extensions of Z,) to Q(X).
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Corollary 2.25. Let W be a residually algebraic torsion extension of Z,) to Q(X). Then the com-

—

pletion Q(X) with respect to W is a subfield of C, if and only if there exists o € C,,, transcendental
over Q, such that W = Z,) «-

Proof. According to Proposition 2224, when passing to the compleiton, either X algebraic over Q,

—

or X is transcendental over Q and consequently either (5()?) CQ, CC,orQyX)cQX). In
the first case, W = Z,) o for some a € Q, C C, transcendental over Q. In the second case,

—

Qp(X) = Q(X), where the completion of Q,(X) is considered with respect to the valuation domain

W=Wwn Qp(X). In particular, by Proposition 223 we get that (5()?) C C, if and only if there
exists a transcendental element a € C,, such that W = Z,) . O

—

In particular, if W = Z, g for some stacked non Cauchy sequence E C Qp, then Q(X) is not
contained in C,.

The following result is the analogous of Theorem 2.21] for building residually algebraic torsion
extension W of Z,y to Q(X') with prescribed residue field £ and value group I'. Note that, contrary
to that Theorem, now we are not assuming anymore that [k : F,] - [I' : Z] = oo.

Theorem 2.26. Let k be an algebraic extension of F,, and I' a totally ordered group such that
Z C T C Q. Then there exists a € Cp, transcendental over Q, such that Z) o has residue field k
and value group T'.

Proof. Let e = [I' : Z] and f = [k : Fp]. If ef < oo, then it is well known that there exists
a € Q, transcendental over Q such that O, , has residue field k and value group I'. Hence, by [20,
Proposition 2.2], Z,) o is the desired extension of Z .

If ef = oo, then, by Theorem [2.2]] there exists a transcendental element o € C, such that
Zp,« has residue field k£ and value group I'. Clearly, Z, o N Q(X) = Z,) o is a residually algebraic
torsion extension of Z,) to Q(X). Moreover, by Proposition 214l Z, o = Z, g for some stacked
Cauchy sequence E C @p which converges to . In particular, Z,) o = Z(,),z- By the last part of
Proposition 224 Z,) g C Zp g is an immediate extension, so Z,) , has residue field & and value
group I'. |

Now we are able to describe the DVRs of Q(X') which are residually algebraic extensions of Z,),

for some p € P. We recall that every o € Gg, = Gal(Q,/Q,) extends uniquely to a continuous
automorphism of C,, see [5l §3]. Given «, 8 € C,, we say that «, § are conjugate (over Q) if there
exists 0 € Gg, = Gal(Q,/Q,) such that o(a) = j; the orbit of an element a € C, is finite if and
only if & € Q, (see 5 Remark 3.2]).

Corollary 2.27. Let W be a DVR of Q(X) which is a residually algebraic extension of Z,) for
some p € P. Then there exists o € (CZT, transcendental over Q, such that W = Z,) o. The element

a belongs to Q, if and only if the residue field extension Z/pZ C W/M s finite.
Moreover, for a, 3 € Cb", we have Lipy,a = L), if and only if there exists 0 € Gq, such that

ola) = 6. .

Proof. Let f = [W/M : Z/pZ]. If f < oo, then the claim follows by [20, Theorem 2.5] and corre-
sponds to the first case of Proposition 224k W = Z,) o, for some o € @ which is transcendental
over Q. If f = oo, then we are in the last case of Proposition 224 so W = Z,) g, for some pseudo-
convergent sequence in @ of transcendental type. As in the proof of Proposition 2.24] we denote
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by W the completion of W; since the ramification index e(W | Zy) is finite, W=Wwn Qp(X)
is a residually algebraic torsion extension of Z, to Q,(X) which is a DVR, so by Theorem [2.17]
W= Ly« for some v € CP*\ Q. Hence, W = wn Q(X) = Zp),o- Note that « is transcendental

over Q,, hence also over Q
The final claim follows easily as in [20, Theorem 3.2]. O

Note that, for a DVR W as in the statement of Corollary 227, there exists a € O, C C, of
bounded ramification such that W = Z,) ,, if and only if X € W. This last condition occurs for
example if W is an overring of Z[X].

3 Polynomial Dedekind domains

In order to describe the family of Dedekind domains lying between Z[X | and Q[X], we briefly recall
the notion of integer-valued polynomials on algebras (see [8] 23], for example). Let D be an integral
domain with quotient field K and A a torsion-free D algebra. We embed K and A into the extended
K-algebra B = A ®p K, and this allows us to evaluate polynomials over K at elements of A. If
f € K[X] and a € A are such that f(a) € A, then we say that f is integer-valued at a. In general,
given a subset S of A, we denote by

Intg (S, A) ={f € K[X]| f(s) € A,Vs € S}

the ring of integer-valued polynomials over S. We omit the subscript K if A = D.

In our setting, let O = [[,czOp C [[,cpCp. Given a = (ap) € O and f € K[X], then
f(a) = (f(ap)), which in general is an element of [[ .p C,. If E =[] p Ep is a subset of [[, C,,
then

peP

Intg(E,O) ={f € QX]| f(o) € O,V € E}

that is, a polynomial f is in Intg(E, O) if f(a,) € O, for each o, € E,, and p € P. By an argument
similar to [8 Remark 6.3] there is no loss in generality to suppose that a subset of HpeIP’ C, is of
the form HpeIP E,, when dealing with such rings of integer-valued polynomials.

We remark that we have the following representation for the ring Intg(E, O) as an intersection
of valuation overrings (see [I8] (2.2)], for example):

to(E,0)= (] () Zwa, N [] QX (3.1)

peEP a,€E), qePpirr

where P denotes the set of irreducible polynomials in Q[X]. By [20, Proposition 2.2], the valuation
domain Z) q, of Q(X) has rank one if and only if o, is transcendental over @, and has rank 2

otherwise (in the last case, note that necessarily o € Q).
A totally similar argument to [I8, Lemma 2.5], shows that, for p € P, we have

(Z\ pZ)~" (Intg(E, 0)) = Intg(E,, 0p) = {f € QIX] | f(E,) C Op}

We also need to recall the following definition introduced in [I8].

Definition 3.2. We say that a subset E of O is polynomially factorizable if, for each g € Z[X] and
a = (ap) € E, there exist n,d € Z, n,d > 1 such that g(z)n is a unit of O, that is, vp(%) =0,
Vp € P.
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The next theorem characterizes which rings of integer-valued polynomials Intg(E, O) are Dedekind
domains. Given p € P and a subset E,, of C,,, we say that E, has finitely many Gg, = Gal(Q,/Q,)-
orbits if E, contains finitely many equivalence classes under the relation of conjugacy over Q,, (we
stress that ), may not necessarily contain a full Gg,-orbit). By Corollary2.27 this condition holds
if and only if the set {Z,).q, | & € Ep} is finite. Furthermore, if E, C Qp, then the number of
Gq,-orbits is finite if and only if £, is a finite set.

Theorem 3.3. Let E = [[,p Ep C [[,Cp. Then Intg(E, O) is a Dedekind domain if and only

if, for each prime p, E, is a subset of (CZT of transcendental elements over Q with finitely many

Gq,-orbits and E is polynomially factorizable.

Moreover, if the above conditions hold, then the class group of Intg(E, O) is isomorphic to the
direct sum of the class groups Intg(E,,O,), p € P, and if E, = {a1,...,a,} where the a;’s are
pairwise non-conjugate over Q,, then Cl(Intg(E,, Op)) = Z/eZ ® Z" 1, where e is the greatest
common divisors of the ramifications indexes of a; over Q.

In particular, assuming that F, is formed by pairwise non-conjugate elements over Q, for each
p € P, Intg(E, O) is a PID if and only if, E is polynomially factorizable and for each p € P, E,
contains at most one element o, € O, N (C;gr, such that oy, is transcendental over Q and unramified
over Q.

Proof. Let R = Intg(E, O).

Suppose that the above conditions on E are satisfied. By [B.1), R is equal to an intersection of
DVRs. Moreover, R has finite character, that is, for every non-zero f € R, f belongs to finitely
many maximal ideals of the family of DVRs appearing in B1): in fact, if f(X) = Lr)f), for some
g € Z[X]and n € Z, n # 0, then f is divisible only by finitely many ¢ € P™; since E is polynomially
factorizable, by [I8, Lemma 2.14], the set {p € P | 3o, € E,,vp(g(cp)) > 0} is finite, so that f
belongs to finitely many maximal ideals of the family Z,) o,, @, € Ejp,p € P. Hence, R is a Krull
domain.

Suppose that R is not a Dedekind domain. By [I1l Proposition 2.2], there exists a maximal
ideal M C R of height strictly bigger than one; moreover, by [I1l Proposition 2.1], M is the
union of infinitely many height one prime ideals P;, i € I, of R. If M NZ = (0), then for every

i €I, ,NZ = (0), so there exists two coprime irreducible polynomials ¢i,q2 € M, but then

aqi +bg =n € ]\/Z, for some a,b € Z[X| and n € Z, n # 0, which leads to a contradiction. Hence,
MNZ = pZ, for some p € P. If we now localize at p, we have that (Z\pZ)~'R = R, = Intg(E,, O,)
which is a Dedekind domain by assumption (or also by [, Theorem]). So (Z\pZ)~'M C R, cannot
have dimension strictly bigger than one, a contradiction.

Conversely, suppose that R is a Dedekind domain. In particular, for each p € P, (Z\ pZ) 'R =
R, = Intg(E), Op) is a Dedekind domain, so {Z).q, | ap € Ep} is a finite set of DVRs (because p
is contained in only finitely many maximal ideals of these valuation overrings) which implies that
E, is a subset of (Cgr of transcendental elements over Q and E, has finitely many Gg,-orbits. Since
every polynomial of R is contained in only finitely many maximal ideals, it follows easily that E is
polynomially factorizable.

Finally, suppose that R is a Dedekind domain. As in [I8, Lemma 2.16], we have CI(R) =
@D, cp Cl(Ry), where R, = Intg(E)p, Op) for p € P. The claim about the class group of R, follows
by [18, Proposition 2.10] or by [0, Theorem], since, for each p € P, we are assuming that E, =
{a1,...,a,} is formed by pairwise non-conjugate elements over Q,,. O

Let Z = [Lep Zp. In [I8, Theorem 2.19] we show that if R is a Dedekind domain between Z[X]
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and Q[X] such that the residue fields of prime characteristic are finite fields, then R = Intg(E, 2),
for some E = Hp E, C Z such that F is polynomially factorizable and for each p € P, F, is a finite

subset of Z_p of transcendental elements over Q. Now, we are able to complete the classification of
the Dedekind domains R, Z[X] C R C Q[X], without any restriction on the residue fields.

Theorem 3.4. Let R be a Dedekind domain such that Z[X] C R C Q[X]. Then R is equal to
Intg(E, O), for some polynomially factorizable subset E = HpeIP E, C O, such that, for each prime

p, B, COpN (Cg’“ is a finite set of transcendental elements over Q.

Proof. Note first that, by [I9] Theorem 3.14], no valuation overring of W of R can be a residually
transcendental extension of WNQ, since the domain WNQ[X] is not Priifer. Hence, for each prime
ideal P C R such that PNZ = pZ, p € P, Rp is a DVR of Q(X) which is a residually algebraic
extension of Z,y. By Corollary .27 there exists a € Opﬂ(Cgr such that R, = Z,) o. Let E}, be the
subset of (Cgr formed by all such a,’s. Note that since p is contained in only finitely many maximal
ideals P of R, it follows that F, is a finite set; moreover, each element of F), is transcendental over
Q, since Rp is a DVR. It now follows that

R=() () RepNQIX]=[)Intg(E,,Op) = Intg(E,O).

The rest of the statement follows by Theorem 3.3 O

Finally, the next corollary describes the PIDs among the family of Dedekind domains between
Z[X] and Q[X].

Corollary 3.5. Let R be a PID such that Z[X] ¢ R C Q[X]. Then R is equal to Intg(E, O),
for some E = Hpe]P’ E, C O, such that, for each prime p, E, contains at most one element

ap € O, NCLT, such that oy, is transcendental over Q and unramified over Q, and E = {a = (ap)}
1s polynomially factorizable.

Proof. By Theorem[34] the ring R is equal to Intg(E, O), for some polynomially factorizable subset
E = HPGP E, C O, such that, for each prime p, £, C O, N (CBr is a set of transcendental elements
over Q with finitely many Gg,-orbits. Since by hypothesis the class group of R is trivial, it follows
by Theorem [33] that for each p € P, E,, contains at most one element, which is transcendental over
Q and unramified over Q,,. O

Remark 3.6. As we mentioned in the Introduction, given a group G which is the direct sum G of
a countable family of finitely generated abelian groups, there exists a Dedekind domain R between
Z[X] and Q[X] with class group G ([I8, Theorem 3.1]). The domain R of that construction is

equal to Intg(E, Q) for some polynomially factorizable subset E = Hpep E,, where E, is a finite

subset of Q, of transcendental elements over Q. In particular, R has finite residue fields of prime
characteristic ([I8, Theorem 2.17]); the reason is that the valuation overrings Z,) o, of R in (3.1))
have finite residue fields precisely because ay, is chosen in Q, for each p € P (Proposition Z24).

Now, by means of Theorem [2:26] with the same method used in [I8, Theorem 3.1], we can build
a Dedekind domain R, Z[X] C R C Q[X], with prescribed class group G as above and prescribed
residue fields of prime characteristic, which can be finite or infinite algebraic extensions of the prime
field F,, according to whether the the above elements o, € F, C (CE1r transcendental over Q, are
either algebraic or transcendental over Q,.

21



References

[1] V. Alexandru, N. Popescu, Sur une classe de prolongements o K(X) d’une valuation sur un
corps K, Rev. Roumaine Math. Pures Appl. 33 (1988), no. 5, 393-400.

[2] V. Alexandru, N. Popescu, A. Zaharescu, A theorem of characterization of residual transcen-
dental extensions of a valuation. J. Math. Kyoto Univ. 28 (1988), no. 4, 579-592.

[3] V. Alexandru, N. Popescu, A. Zaharescu, Minimal pairs of definition of a residual transcen-
dental extension of a valuation. J. Math. Kyoto Univ. 30 (1990), no. 2, 207-225.

[4] V. Alexandru, N. Popescu, A. Zaharescu, All valuations on K(X). J. Math. Kyoto Univ., 30
(1990), no. 2, 281-296.

[5] V. Alexandru, N. Popescu, A. Zaharescu, On the closed subfields of C,. J. Number Theory 68
(1998), no. 2, 131-150.

[6] N. Bourbaki, Algébre commutative, Hermann, Paris, 1961.

[7] J.-L. Chabert and E. Halberstadt, On Abhyankar’s lemma about ramification indices, preprint,
2018, |https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.08869.

[8] J.-L. Chabert, G. Peruginelli, Polynomial overrings of Int(Z), J. Commut. Algebra 8 (2016),
no. 1, 1-28.

[9] P. Eakin, W. Heinzer, More noneuclidian PID’s and Dedekind domains with prescribed class
group. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 40 (1973), 66-68.

[10] A.J. Engler, A. Prestel, Valued fields. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2005.
Queen’s University, Kingston, ON, 1992.

[11] R. C. Heitmann, PID’s with specified residue fields. Duke Math. J. 41 (1974), 565-582.

[12] A.Tovita and A. Zaharescu, Completions of r.a.t.-valued fields of rational functions, J. Number
Theory 50(2) (1995), 202-205.

[13] 1. Kaplansky, Mazimal fields with valuations, Duke Math. J., 9 ( 1942), 303-321.

[14] S. K. Khanduja, J. Saha, A generalized fundamental principle. Mathematika 46 (1999), no. 1,
83-92.

[15] M. Matignon, J. Ohm, A structure theorem for simple transcendental extensions of valued
fields. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 104 (1988), no. 2, 392-402.

[16] W. Narkiewicz, Elementary and analytic theory of algebraic numbers. Third edition. Springer
Monographs in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2004.

[17] A. Ostrowski, Untersuchungen zur arithmetischen Theorie der Korper, Math. Z. 39 (1935),
269-404.

[18] G. Peruginelli, Polynomial Dedekind domain with finite residue fields of prime characteristic,
preprint, arXiv: |https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.04280.

22


https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.08869
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.04280

[19] G. Peruginelli, Priifer intersection of valuation domains of a field of rational functions, J.
Algebra 509 (2018), 240-262.

[20] G. Peruginelli, Transcendental extensions of a valuation domain of rank one, Proc. Amer.
Math. Soc. 145 (2017), no. 10, 4211-4226.

[21] G. Peruginelli, D. Spirito, The Zariski-Riemann space of valuation domains associated to
pseudo-convergent sequences, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 373 (2020), no. 11, 7959-7990.

[22] G. Peruginelli, D. Spirito, Extending valuations to the field of rational functions using pseudo-
monotone sequences, J. Algebra 586 (2021), 756-786.

[23] G. Peruginelli, N. J. Werner. Non-triviality Conditions for Integer-valued Polynomials on Al-
gebras, Monatsh. Math. 183 (2017), no. 1, 177-189.

[24] N. Popescu, A. Zaharescu, On the structure of the irreducible polynomials over local fields. J.
Number Theory 52 (1995), no. 1, 98-118.

[25] P. Ribenboim, Théorie des valuations. Séminaire de Mathématiques Supérieures, No. 9 (Eté,
1964) Les Presses de I’Université de Montréal, Montreal, Que. 1968.

[26] O. Zariski, P. Samuel, Commutative Algebra, vol. II, Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg-
Berlin, 1975.

23



	1 Preliminaries
	1.1 Pseudo-convergent sequences
	1.2 Distinguished pairs

	2 Stacked pseudo-convergent sequences of Qp
	2.1 Residually algebraic torsion extensions of Zp
	2.2 Residually algebraic extensions of Zp which are DVRs
	2.3 Residually algebraic torsion extensions of Z(p)

	3 Polynomial Dedekind domains

