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CONSTRUCTING o-FREE HARDY FIELDS

MATTHIAS ASCHENBRENNER, LOU VAN DEN DRIES, AND JORIS VAN DER HOEVEN

To the memory of Michael Boshernitzan (1950-2019)

ABSTRACT. We show that every Hardy field extends to an ®-free Hardy field.
This result relates to classical oscillation criteria for second-order homogeneous
linear differential equations. It is essential in [12], and here we apply it to
answer questions of Boshernitzan, and to generalize a theorem of his.

INTRODUCTION

We let a, b, ¢ range over R in this introduction. Let f: [a,+00) — R be continuous,
and consider the second-order linear differential equation

(+) Y'Y = 0.

A (real) solution to () is a C?>-function y: [a, +00) — R such that y” + fy = 0, and
such a solution is either (identically) zero, or its zero set as a subspace of [a, +00)
is discrete. Some equations (x) have oscillating solutions. Here, a continuous func-
tion g: [a, +00) = R oscillates if g(t) = 0 for arbitrarily large t > a, and g(t) # 0
for arbitrarily large ¢ > a. Every oscillating solution to (x) has arbitrarily large
isolated zeros, whereas each nonzero non-oscillating solution to (x) has only finitely
many zeros. We say that f generates oscillation if (x) has an oscillating solution.
In this case, by Sturm [60], every nonzero solution to (x) oscillates. This is really a
property of the germ of f at 4-oc: for b > a, f generates oscillation iff f|f, ;) does.
Below “germ” means “germ at +o0” and “oscillates” and “generates oscillation”
will hold by convention for the germ of f iff it holds for f.

There is an extensive literature giving criteria on f to generate oscillation (see for
example [37, 61, 64]), some of which have their root in another fundamental result
of Sturm, his Comparison Theorem: for continuous g : [a, +00) — R,

if f generates oscillation and f < g on [a,+00), then g generates oscillation.

To see this theorem in action, let ¢y := = be the germ of the identity function on R
and inductively define the germs ¢4, ¢s,... by £, 41 := log¥, for each n. Also set

. 1 o, = 2+ 2+...+ 2—i+#+...+7
Yn = éo"'ﬁn’ n -— YO Yl Yn_ g% (6061)2 (goén)2

Computation shows that the germ y = vy, 1/2 gatisfies the equation " +(w,, /4)y = 0,
S0 M, /4 doesn’t generate oscillation. More precisely, a germ
O, +cvp 1(1 1 1 c+1 )
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generates oscillation if and only if ¢ > 0. (See [14, Chapter 6, Theorem 10] or
Corollary 7.8 below.) In the rest of this introduction C is the ring of germs (at +00)
of continuous real-valued functions whose domain is a subset of R containing some
interval (a, +00), and f, g range over C. We partially order C by:

f<g = f(t) <g(t), eventually,

where tacitly f and g also denote representatives of their germs, and “eventually”
means “for all sufficiently large real ¢t”. So if f < ®,/4 for some n, then (x) has
no oscillating solutions, whereas if f > (©, + c¢y2)/4 for some n and ¢ > 0, then f
generates oscillation. For n = 0 this was first noted by A. Kneser [39]: if f < 1/422,
then f does not generate oscillation, but if f > (1 + ¢)/42? for some ¢ > 0, then f
generates oscillation. The general case is implicit in Riemann-Weber [63, p. 63],
and was rediscovered by various authors [31, 36, 51].

Now ®, < Op+1 < Opt1 + Yr2z+1 < @, + cy? for all n and all ¢ > 0, and it is
not difficult to obtain a germ ® such that o, < ® < 0, + Y,Ql for all n, hence the
Riemann-Weber criterion is inconclusive for f = /4. (One can even take such o to
be the germ of an analytic function (a, +00) — R, by our Example 7.12.) However,
Hartman [31] observed that if f is the germ of a logarithmico-exponential function
(LE-function) in the sense of Hardy [26, 28], then this criterion applies:

(H) f does not generate oscillation — f < o,/4 for some n.

Roughly speaking, LE-functions are the real-valued functions obtained in finitely
many steps from real constants and the variable = using addition, multiplication,
division, exponentiation, and taking logarithms. Examples: every rational function
in R(z), each power function z" ( € R), each iterated logarithm £,,, eV?1/% etc.
Hardy showed that each LE-function, defined on some interval (a,+0c0) — R, has
eventually constant sign, and so the germs at +oo of such functions form what
Bourbaki [20] later called a Hardy field: a subfield H of the ring C consisting of
germs of continuously differentiable functions (a, +00) — R such that the germ of
the derivative of the function is also in H (so H is a differential field).

The Hardy field Hig of LE-functions has good uses (see [21, 30, 50]), but overall is
too small for many analytic purposes: for example, every h € Hyg is differentially
algebraic over R (that is, satisfies a differential equation P(h, K, .. .,h(")) =0
with P a nonzero polynomial over R in 1 + n indeterminates), and yet Hyp con-
tains no antiderivative of ¢** (Liouville [47, 48]). Boshernitzan [18, Theorem 17.7]
(see also Corollary 7.9) generalized Hartman’s result and showed that the equiv-
alence (H) continues to hold provided f is merely assumed to be hardian (i.e.,
contained in some Hardy field) and to be differentially algebraic over R. In [18,
Conjecture 17.11] he conjectured a version of (H) with the increasing sequence (®,,)
replaced by the decreasing sequence (®, +7v2), and “for some” replaced accordingly
by “for all”: if f is hardian and differentially algebraic over R, then

(B)  f does not generate oscillation = f < (o, +72)/4 for all n.

Corollary 7.10 below establishes this conjecture along the way to our main result.
Important here is (cf. Theorem 5.25 and Corollary 5.28) that if f is hardian and
differentially algebraic over R, then there is an n such that ¢,, < g for all positive
infinite g in R{f) := R(f, f', f”,...) (= the Hardy field generated by f over R);
here g is positive infinite (g € C) means that g(t) — 400 as t — +o0.
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The germ f being hardian and not generating oscillation has nice consequences:
for example, each Hardy field containing such an f extends to one which con-
tains a fundamental system of solutions of (x), and a Hardy-type inequality with
weight f holds. (See Proposition 6.1 and Remarks 3.16, 6.15, respectively.) Hence
it is desirable to have versions of (H) and (B) for arbitrary hardian f. Many nat-
ural functions, for example the restrictions of Euler’s I'-function and Riemann’s
¢-function to (1, +00), have non-oscillating germs that are hardian but are not dif-
ferentially algebraic over R [56]. More trouble are hardian germs ® as above, that
is, 0, < ® < ®, + 2 for all n, as in our Example 7.12. In this paper we show
that nevertheless, versions of (H) and (B) can be restored if we extend the relevant
Hardy field and prolong the sequence (€,,) of iterated logarithms accordingly.

To make this precise, let H be a Hardy field. The partial ordering < on C restricts to
a total ordering on H, making H an ordered field. We also assume: H 2 R(x) and H
is log-closed, that is, logh € H for all h > 0 in H. (This holds for H = Hy, and
every Hardy field extends to one with these properties.) Then H 2 R(y, ¢1,42,...)

and we extend the sequence £y, ¢1,¢s, ... by transfinite recursion to a sequence (¢,)
of positive infinite elements of H, indexed by all ordinals p less than some infinite
limit ordinal x, as follows: f,.1 := log{,, and if A is an infinite limit ordinal

such that all £, with p < A have already been chosen, then we pick £) to be any
positive infinite element of H such that £y < ¢, for all p < A, if there is such
an element; otherwise we put x := \. Given z € H we set w(z) := —(22' + 2?2);
then for y € H \ {0} we have y’ + fy = 0 iff z := 2y’ /y satisfies the (Riccati)
equation w(z) = 4f. We now define

Yo = é;/ﬁp, W, = w(—Y;/Yp)-
We have v, := ¢, /¢, =1/(lo---£,), and taking y := 1/,/¥, we obtain

2= 2y = Nl = Vot T w(@) = AR

(Note that these y,, ®, agree with the y,, ®, given earlier.) In the beginning of
Section 7 we show that the sequences (®,) and (@, +73) in H are strictly increasing
and strictly decreasing, respectively, and that oy < 0, + Yﬁ for all indices A, p.

Using results from [18, 55] it is easy (see Corollary 7.1 and subsequent comment)
to extend any Hardy field to an H as above (that is, H 2 R(x) and H is log-closed)
such that the following variant of (H) holds for all f € H:

(H*) f does not generate oscillation — f<w,/4 for some p.

Restoring (B) requires the concept of a Hardy field being ®-free. This (first-order)
concept was introduced in a more general setting in our book [ADH, 11.7], where
it was shown to be very robust. We repeat the formal definition in Section 1, and
Corollary 7.3 says that H is o-free if and only if for all f € H the equivalence (H*)
holds as well as the following equivalence:

(B*)  f does not generate oscillation — [ < (o, + yg)/4 for all p.

Keeping in mind that H ranges over log-closed Hardy fields containing R(z), here
is the main result of this paper, already announced in [7, 8, 9]:

Theorem. FEvery Hardy field is contained in some ®-free H.
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A more precise version is given by Theorem 7.14. There are H that are not -
free, but those with a natural origin usually are. (For example, by Hartman’s and
Boshernitzan’s oscillation criteria, Hyg is -free.) The proof of Theorem 7.14 takes
nevertheless considerable effort.

After the preliminary Section 1 we give in Section 2 basic definitions and facts
about germs of one-variable (real- or complex-valued) functions, and in Section 3
we collect the main facts we need about second-order linear differential equations.
In Section 4 we introduce Hardy fields in more detail and review some extension
results due to Boshernitzan [17, 18, 19] and Rosenlicht [55]. In Section 5 we discuss
upper and lower bounds on the growth of hardian germs from [18, 19, 56], and
Section 6 focusses on second-order linear differential equations over Hardy fields.
In Section 7 we review ®-freeness, prove the theorem above, and some refinements.

By Zorn, each Hardy field is contained in one which is mazximal, that is, which has
no proper Hardy field extension. By the theorem above, maximal Hardy fields are
o-free. This is a first important step towards showing that they are H-closed fields,
in the terminology of [8]. This requires serious further work, which is in [12].

In Section 8 we show that our main theorem by itself, combined with results about
o-freeness from [ADH], already has some applications. First, it yields a positive
answer to a question about maximal Hardy fields posed by Boshernitzan [19, §7]:

Corollary 1. Every mazimal Hardy field contains a positive infinite germ £, such
that £, < £y, for alln.

This corollary is actually much weaker than [10, Corollary 4.8], which however
ultimately relies on deeper results from [12] that in turn depend on Theorem 7.14.

In the remainder of this introduction we let H range over arbitrary Hardy fields.
The intersection E(H) of all maximal Hardy fields that contain H is a Hardy
field that is log-closed land properly contains Hyg. These Hardy fields E(H) were
studied in detail by Boshernitzan [17, 18], who proved, among other things, that the
sequence (¢,,) is coinitial in the set of positive infinite elements of E(Q) = E(HLg).
Theorem 8.6 generalizes this fact as follows:

Corollary 2. If H D R(x) is log-closed and o-free, then any log-sequence (£,,) in H
as above is coinitial in the set E(H)>® of positive infinite elements of E(H).

Notations and conventions. We generally follow the conventions from [ADH].
In particular, m, n range over the set N = {0,1,2,...} of natural numbers. Given
an additively written abelian group A we set A7 := A\ {0}. By convention, the
ordering of an ordered abelian group or ordered field is total. For an ordered abelian
group A and b € A we put A”% := {a € A:a > b} and A~ := A>? and likewise
with >, <, or < in place of >. Rings are associative with identity 1 (and almost
always commutative). For a commutative ring R we let R* be the multiplicative
group of units of R.

1. PRELIMINARIES ON ASYMPTOTIC FIELDS

In this section we first collect some basic definitions from [ADH] needed throughout

this paper. We then review some general facts on iterated logarithmic derivatives,

iterated exponentials, and the asymptotic behavior of “large” solutions of algebraic

differential equations in H-asymptotic fields. We do not need these facts to achieve
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our main objective, but they will be used at a few points for applications and
corollaries; see Sections 5 and 8.

Differential rings and fields. Let R be a differential ring, that is, a commutative
ring R containing (an isomorphic copy of) @ as a subring equipped with a deriva-
tion 9: R — R. Then Cp := kerd is a subring of R, called the ring of constants
of R, and Q C Cg. If R is a field, then so is Cr. A differential field is a differen-
tial ring that happens to be a field. When the derivation d of R is clear from the
context and a € R, then we denote d(a),0?(a),...,d"(a),... by d’,a”,...,a™, ...,
and for a € R* we set al := a’/a (the logarithmic derivative of a), so (ab)’ = al +bT
for a,b € R*.

We have the differential ring R{Y'} = R[Y,Y',Y” ...] of differential polynomials
in a differential indeterminate ¥ over R. We say that P = P(Y) € R{Y'} has order
at most r € Nif P € R[Y,Y’,...,Y(")]; in this case P = >, PY?, as in [ADH,
4.2], with 4 ranging over tuples (ig,...,i,) € N7 Vi .= Yio(Y/)u ... (y()yir
coefficients P; in R, and P; # 0 for only finitely many 4.

For P € R{Y} and a € R we let Py, := P(aY). For ¢ € R* we let R® be the
compositional conjugate of R by ¢: the differential ring with the same underlying
ring as R but with derivation ¢~19 (usually denoted by &) instead of 9. We have
an R-algebra isomorphism P +— P?: R{Y} — R?{Y} such that P?(y) = P(y) for
all y € R; see [ADH, 5.7].

Let K be a differential field. Then K{Y} is an integral domain, and the differential
fraction field of K{Y} is denoted by K(Y). Let y be an element of a differential
field extension L of K. We let K{y} be the differential subring of L generated by y
over K, and let K (y) be the differential fraction field of K{y} in L. We say that y
is differentially algebraic over K if P(y) = 0 for some P € K{Y}#; otherwise y
is called differentially transcendental over K. As usual in [ADH], the prefix “d”
abbreviates “differentially”, so “d-algebraic” means “differentially algebraic”. We
say that L is d-algebraic over K if each y € L is d-algebraic over K. See [ADH,
4.1] for more on this. We set KT := (K*)', a subgroup of the additive group of K.

Valued fields. For a field K we have K* = K7, and a (Krull) valuation on K is
a surjective map v: K* — I onto an ordered abelian group I' (additively written)
satisfying the usual laws, and extended to v: K — TI's, :=T' U {00} by v(0) = oo,
where the ordering on T' is extended to a total ordering on I'x by 7 < oo for
all y € T. A wvalued field K is a field (also denoted by K) together with a valuation
ring O of that field, and the corresponding valuation v: K* — I' on the underlying
field is such that O = {a € K : va > 0} as explained in [ADH, 3.1].

Let K be a valued field with valuation ring O and valuation v: K* — I'. Then O
is a local ring with maximal ideal 0 := {a € K : va > 0}. In this paper K
always has equicharacteristic zero, that is, the residue field res(K) := O/o of K
has characteristic zero. In asymptotic differential algebra, sometimes the following
notations are more natural: with a, b ranging over K, set

axb & va=vb, a<xb & va> b, a<b = va>vb,
ax=b & b<xa, a>b & b<a, a~b & a—b=<a.

It is easy to check that if @ ~ b, then a,b # 0 and a =< b, and that ~ is an
equivalence relation on K*. Let L be a valued field extension of K; then the
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relations <, <, etc. on L restrict to the corresponding relations on K, and we
identify in the usual way the value group of K with an ordered subgroup of the
value group of L and res(K) with a subfield of res(L). Such a valued field extension
is called immediate if for every a € L* there is a b € K* with a ~ b. We use
pe-sequence to abbreviate pseudocauchy sequence, and a, ~+ a indicates that (a,)
is a pc-sequence pseudoconverging to a; here the a, and a lie in a valued field
understood from the context, see [ADH, 2.2, 3.2].

A binary relation < on a field K for which there is a valuation v on K such
that ¢ < b < wa > vb for each a,b € K is called a dominance relation on K.
See [ADH, 3.1] for an axiomatization of dominance relations.

Valued differential fields. Asin [ADH], a valued differential field is a valued field
of equicharacteristic zero together with a derivation, generally denoted by 90, on the
underlying field. The derivation 9 of a valued differential field K is said to be small
if do C 0; then 90 C O [ADH, 4.4.2], so d induces a derivation on res(K ) making the
residue map O — res(K) into a morphism of differential rings. A valued differential
field K in this paper is usually an asymptotic field, that is, for all nonzero f,g < 1
in K we have: f < g <= f’ < ¢'. Every compositional conjugate of an asymptotic
field is asymptotic.

Let K be an asymptotic field, with constant field C' = C'x and valuation ring O.
Then C C O, and we say that K is d-valued if for all f € K with f < 1 there is
ac € C with f ~ c. Let I(K) be the O-submodule of K generated by d0. Then K
is called pre-d-valued if I(K) N (K*)" = (O*)T. (This is not exactly the definition
from [ADH, 10.1], but equivalent to it.) Pre-d-valued fields are exactly the valued
differential subfields of d-valued fields, by [3, 4.4].

We associate to K its asymptotic couple (I',v), where ¢: I'# — T is given by
P(vg) = v(gT) for g € K* with vg # 0.

We put ¥ := 1 (I'7). If we want to stress the dependence on K, we write (I's, k)
and Uk instead of (I',v¢) and ¥, respectively. An asymptotic couple (without
mentioning any asymptotic field) is a pair (T, %) consisting of an ordered abelian
group I and a map v: I'” — T subject to natural axioms obeyed by the asymp-
totic couples of asymptotic fields, see [ADH, 6.5]. We extend ¢: I'7 — T to a
map oo = T'o by 9¥(0) := 9(00) := oco. If (T',9) is understood from the context
and v € T' we write 47 and 7/ instead of v(y) and v + v¥(7), respectively. An
H-asymptotic couple is an asymptotic couple (T',4) such that for all v,§ € T we
have: 0 < v < = ¥(y) = ¥(J§). An asymptotic field whose asymptotic couple is
H-asymptotic is called an H -asymptotic field (or an asymptotic field of H-type).

Let (I',9) be an asymptotic couple and ¥ := ¢(I'”). Then v € I is said to
be a gap in (I',¢) if ¥ < v < (I'”)". (There is at most one such v.) We also
say that (T',¢) is grounded if ¥ has a largest element, and (T, ) has asymptotic
integration if (I7)" =T'. An asymptotic field is said to have a gap if its asymptotic
couple does, and likewise with “grounded” or “asymptotic integration” in place of
“has a gap”. See [ADH, 9.1, 9.2] for more on this. An element ¢ of an asymptotic
field K is said to be active in K if ¢ = fT for some f % 1 in K*; in that case the
derivation ¢ !9 of the compositional conjugate K? is small, cf. [ADH, 11.1].

Next two concepts from [ADH, 11.6, 11.7] that may seem technical but that are
key to understanding subtler aspects of Hardy fields. Let K be an asymptotic field.
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We say that K is A-free if K is H-asymptotic and ungrounded, and for all f € K
there exists ¢ = 1 in K such that f — g'T = gf. We say that K is @-free if K
is H-asymptotic, ungrounded, and for all f € K there exists g = 1 in K such
that f — w(g'") = (g7)?, where w(z) := —2z' — 2% for » € K. This notion of
o-freeness is clearly first-order in the logical sense. (We do not use A-freeness or
o-freeness before Section 6.)

Ordered differential fields. An ordered differential field is a differential field K
with an ordering on K making K an ordered field. Likewise, an ordered valued
differential field is a valued differential field K equipped an ordering on K mak-
ing K an ordered field (no relation between derivation, valuation, or ordering being
assumed). Let K be an ordered differential field. Then we have the convex subring

O = {ge K :|g| <cforsomece C},
which is a valuation ring of K and has maximal ideal
o = {g€ K :|g| <cfor all positive c € C'}.

We call K an H-field if for all f € K with f > C we have f' > 0,and O = C+0. We
view such an H-field K as an ordered valued differential field with its valuation given
by O. Pre-H-fields are the ordered valued differential subfields of H-fields. Every
pre-H-field is H-asymptotic, and each H-field is d-valued of H-type. See [ADH,
10.5] for basic facts about (pre-) H-fields. An H-field K is said to be Liouwville closed
if K is real closed and for all f, g € K there exists y € K* with ' + fy = g. Every
H-field extends to a Liouville closed one; see [ADH, 10.6].

In the rest of this section K is an H-asymptotic field, and f, g range over K.

Iterated logarithmic derivatives. Let (I',4) be an H-asymptotic couple. We
let v range over I', and we denote by

[v] = {0 €T : |y| < n|d| and § < n|y| for some n > 1}

the archimedean class of v; cf. [ADH, 2.4]. We define ™ € T'y, inductively
by 9 := 5 and 7"tV = (™). The following is [2, Lemma 5.2]; for the
convenience of the reader we include a proof:

Lemma 1.1. Suppose that 0 € (<), v #0, andn > 1. If '™ <0, then v{ <0
fori=1,...,n and [y] > 1] > > " V] > [y™].

Proof. By [ADH, 9.2.9] we have (I'”)’ C ', so the case n = 1 follows from [ADH,
9.2.10(iv)]. Assume inductively that the lemma holds for a certain value of n > 1,
and suppose 7"t < 0. Then 7™ # 0, so we can apply the case n = 1 to ("%
instead of v and get [y(™] > [y{"*1)]. By the inductive assumption the remaining
inequalities will follow from (™ < 0. From 0 € (I'<)’ we obtain an element 1 of I'>
with 0 = (=1)) = —1 + 1f. Suppose 7™ > 0. Then 4™ € ¥, thus 0 < v <
14+ 1T =141 and so [y'™] < [1]. Hence 0 > 4+ > 1T = 1, a contradiction. [

Suppose now that (T',4) is the asymptotic couple of K and y € K*. In [ADH,

p. 213], we defined the nth iterated logarithmic derivative of 3: y(® := y, and

recursively, if ¥ € K is defined and nonzero, then 3"+1 .= (y<">)T, while oth-

erwise ("1 is not defined. (Thus if ¢ is defined, then so are y(9, ... y{»=1))
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If (vy)™ # oo, then y{™ is defined and v(y(™) = (vy)™ € T. Recall from [ADH,
p. 383] that for f,g # 0,

f=g:e [T<d', f=xg9:e T4, Fxg:e [Tx4
hence, assuming also f,g % 1,
f=<g = [fl<lg], [fl<[vg = f=xy

In the rest of this section we are given x > 1 in K with ' < 1. Then 0 € (I'<)’, so
from the previous lemma we obtain:

Corollary 1.2. Ify € K*, y # 1, n > 1, and (vy)™ <0, then y* = 1 for i =
1,...,n and [vy] > [v(y")] > > [U(y<"_1>)} > [v(y<">)].

Let i = (ig,...,%,) € Z'*™ and y € K* be such that 4™ is defined; we put

If 4™ = 0, then i — y¥: Z*" — K* is a group morphism. Suppose now
that y € K*, (vy)™ <0, and 3 = (ig,...,i,) € Z"", i #0,and m € {0,...,n} is
minimal with ¢, # 0. Then by Corollary 1.2, [U(ymﬂ = [v(y<m>)] Thus if y = 1,
we have the equivalence y® = 1 < i, > 1. If K is equipped with an ordering

making it a pre-H-field and y > 1, then y* > 0, so ¢y > 0fori =1,...,n, and
thus sign y(® = signy.

Iterated exponentials. In this subsection we assume that U is downward closed.
For f = 1 we have f’ = fT, so we can and do choose E(f) € K* such that E(f) = 1
and E(f)T < f, hence f < E(f) and f < E(f). Moreover, if f,g = 1, then

f=g9 << E()<E(@).
For f > 1 define E,,(f) € K~! inductively by
EO(f) = f7 En-i-l(f) = E(En(f))u
and thus by induction
E.(f) < Enar(f) and  E.(f) < Eppi(f)  for all n.

In the rest of this subsection f = x, and y ranges over elements of H-asymptotic
extensions of K. The proof of the next lemma is like that of [4, Lemma 1.3(2)].

Lemma 1.3. Ify = E,1(f), n = 1, then y # 0 and y' = E,(f).
Proof. It y %= Ea(f), then y # 0, and using Eo(f) = 1 we obtain
y' = Eof)T =< E(f) = E(HEWN' = BN = E(f),

Thus the lemma holds for n = 1. In general, E,_1(f) = f %= «, hence the lemma
follows from the case n = 1 applied to E,—1(f) in place of f. O

An obvious induction on n using Lemma 1.3 shows: if 3 = E, (f), then (vy){™ <
vf < 0. We shall use this fact without further reference.

Lemma 1.4. If y = B, 1(f), then y™ is defined and y™ = E(f).

Proof. First note that if y 20, n > 1, and (yT)<”71> is defined, then y{™ is defined
and y{™ = (y") "=, Now use induction on n and Lemma 1.3. (]

Lemma 1.5. If y = E,(f?), then y\™ is defined and y™ = f, with y™ = f
if f .
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Proof. This is clear if n = 0, so suppose y = E,11(f%). Then by Lemma 1.4
(applied with f2 in place of f) we have y{™ = E(f?) = 1, so

gt = (it = BT < (Y = 2ff = f,

with ¢+t = fif f > 2, as required. O

Corollary 1.6. Suppose y = E,(f?), and let i € Z**™ be such that i > 0 lexico-
graphically. Then y'™ is defined and y‘® = f, with y® - f if f .

Pmof. By Lemma 1.5, 3™ is defined with ¢ = f, and ¢y = fif f = 2. Let m €
{0,...,n} be minimal such that im 7 05 S0 i 2 1. If m = n then y{¥ = (y{™)in =
y’m w hence y@ = f, with y® = f if f = 2. Suppose m < n. Then y = E,;1(f?)
and hence y<m = E(f?) by Lemma 1.4. Also, f 2 < E(f?), thus y{™ » f.
The remarks following Corollary 1.2 now yield y(® - f. O

Asymptotic behavior of P(y) for large y. In this subsection ¢, j, k range
over N'*" Let Py € K be such that Py = 0 for all but finitely many 4
and Py # 0 for some 4, and set P := Y, P Y € K(Y). Soif P € K{Y},
then P =3, P<i>Y<i> is the logarithmic decomposition of the differential polyno-
mial P as defined in [ADH, 4.2]. If y is an element in a differential field exten-
sion L of K such that y™ is defined, then we put P(y) := 3, P<,->y<i> € L (and
for P € K{Y} this has the usual value). Let j be lexicographically maximal such
that Py # 0, and choose k so that P<k> has minimal valuation. If Py /Py =,
set f = P y/ Pjy; otherwise set f := 22. Then f = z and f = /P for all ¢
The followmg is a more precise version of [ADH, 16.6.10] and [38, (8.8)]:

Proposition 1.7. Suppose ¥ is downward closed, and y in an H-asymptotic ex-
tension of K satisfies y = B, (f2). Then y'™ is defined and P(y) ~ P<j>y<j>.

Proof. Let i < j. We have f = x, so y¥=% = f = Pyay/ Py by Corollary 1.6.
Hence Pjyy'9) = Py, .

From Corollary 1.2, Lemma 1.5, and Proposition 1.7 we obtain:

Corollary 1.8. Suppose ¥ is downward closed and y in an H-asymptotic extension
of K satisfies y = K. Then y is d-transcendental over K, and for all n, y™ is
defined, y\™" = K, and y"t1) < y{" . The H-asymptotic extension K(y) of K has
residue field res K (y) = res K and value group Ty =T © P, Zo(y‘™) (internal
direct sum), and I,y contains ' as a convex subgroup.

Suppose now that K is equipped with an ordering making it a pre-H-field. From
Proposition 1.7 we recover [4, Theorem 3.4] in slightly stronger form:

Corollary 1.9. Suppose y lies in a Liouville closed H-field extension of K.
If y = En(f?), then y™ is defined and sign P(y) = signP<j>yj0. In particular,
if ™ is defined and P(y) = 0, then y < E,(f?).

Ezample. Suppose P € K{Y'}. Using [ADH, 4.2, subsection on logarithmic decom-
position] we obtain jo = deg P, and the logarithmic decomposition

ZP )iy @,
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If deg P is odd, and y > 0 lies in a Liouville closed H-field extension of K such
that y = E,(f?), then

sign P(y) = sign Py, sign P(—y) = —signPyy = —signP(y).

2. GERMS OF CONTINUOUS FUNCTIONS

Hardy fields consist of germs of one-variable differentiable real-valued functions. In
this section we first consider the ring C of germs of continuous real-valued functions,
and its complex counterpart C[i]. With an eye towards applications to Hardy fields,
we pay particular attention to extending subfields of C.

Germs. As in [ADH, 9.1] we let G be the ring of germs at +o0o of real-valued
functions whose domain is a subset of R containing an interval (a, +00), a € R; the
domain may vary and the ring operations are defined as usual. If g € G is the germ
of a real-valued function on a subset of R containing an interval (a,+00), a € R,
then we simplify notation by letting ¢g also denote this function if the resulting
ambiguity is harmless. With this convention, given a property P of real numbers
and g € G we say that P(g(t)) holds eventually if P(g(t)) holds for all sufficiently
large real ¢t. Thus for g € G we have g = 0 iff g(¢t) = 0 eventually (and so g # 0
iff g(t) # 0 for arbitrarily large ¢). Note that the multiplicative group G* of units
of G consists of the f € G such that f(t) # 0, eventually. We identify each real
number 7 with the germ at +o0o of the function R — R that takes the constant
value r. This makes the field R into a subring of G. Given g,h € G, we set

(2.1) g<h <= g(t) <h(t), eventually.

This defines a partial ordering < on G which restricts to the usual ordering of R.

Let gh € G. Then g,h >0=g+h,g-h,g>>0,and g >r € R”> = g € G*.
We define g < h i< g < h and g # h. Thus if g(t) < h(t), eventually, then g < h;
the converse is not generally valid.

Continuous germs. We call a germ g € G continuous if it is the germ of a
continuous function (a,+o00) — R for some a € R, and we let C O R be the
subring of G consisting of the continuous germs g € G. We have C* = G* N C;
thus for f € C*, we have f(t) # 0, eventually, hence either f(¢) > 0, eventually,
or f(t) < 0, eventually, and so f > 0 or f < 0. More generally, if g,h € C
and g(t) # h(t), eventually, then g(t) < h(t), eventually, or h(t) < g(t), eventually.
We let x denote the germ at +oo of the identity function on R, so € C*.

The ring C[i]. In analogy with C we define its complexification C[i] as the ring
of germs at +o0o of C-valued continuous functions whose domain is a subset of R
containing an interval (a,+00), a € R. It has C as a subring. Identifying each
complex number ¢ with the germ at 400 of the function R — C that takes the
constant value ¢ makes C also a subring of C[i] with C[i] = C + Ci, justifying
the notation C[i]. The “eventual” terminology for germs f € C (like “f(t) # 0,
eventually”) is extended in the obvious way to germs f € C[i]. Thus for f € C[i] we
have: f(t) # 0, eventually, if and only if f € C[i]*. In particular C* = C[i]* NC.

Let ®: U — C be a continuous function where U C C, and let f € C[i] be such
that f(t) € U, eventually; then ®(f) denotes the germ in C[i] with ®(f)(t) =
®(f(t)), eventually. For example, taking U = C, ®(z) = ¢*, we obtain for f € C[i]
the germ exp f = ef € C[i] with (ef)(t) = /), eventually. Likewise, for f € C
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with f(t) > 0, eventually, we have the germ log f € C. For f € C[i] we have f € CJi]
with f(t) = f(t), eventually; the map f ~ f is an automorphism of the ring CJi]
with f = fand f € C < f = f. For f € C[i] we also have Re f,Im f,|f| € C
with f(t) = (Re f)(t) + (Im f)(¢)i and | f|(t) = |f(t)|, eventually.

Asymptotic relations on C[i]. Although CJ[i] is not a valued field, it will be
convenient to equip C[i] with the asymptotic relations =, <, ~ (which are defined
on any valued field [ADH, 3.1]) as follows: for f, g € C|[i],

f<g :<= there exists c € R” such that |f| < c|g|,

f<g = geC[i]* and tli)m F@®)/g) =0
< g €C[i]* and |f| < c|g| for all c € R7,
fr~g = geCli]* and lim f(t)/g(t) =1

— f-9g=<g
If h € C[i] and 1 < h, then h € C[i]*. Also, for f,g € C[i] and h € C[i]* we have
<9 < fh=xgh, =<9 < fh=<gh, f~g < fh~gh

The binary relation < on C[i] is reflexive and transitive, and ~ is an equivalence
relation on C[i]*. Moreover, for f, g, h € C[i] we have

f<g9g=rf<sg fsg=<h = f=<h, f<gxh = f=<h
Note that < is a transitive binary relation on C[i]. For f, g € C[i] we also set

fg:e [Sg&yg<f, frg:eg9<sf [rg:e 9=/
so < is an equivalence relation on Cli], and f ~ g = f =< g. Thus for f, g, h € CJ[i],
f<g = fhsgh, fIh&g<sh = f+g<h [fS1&g=<1l = fg=<1,
hence

CliIS == {fecCli]: f<x1} = {feCli]:|f] <n for some n}

is a subalgebra of the C-algebra C[i] and

Cli]~ = {feCl]: f=1} = {fecm: lim f(t):o}

t—o0
is an ideal of C[i]¥. The group of units of C[i]T is
Cil™ = {feCli]: f=<1} = {feC[i]:1/n<|f] <n for somen >1}
and has the subgroup

X (1+Cli]%) = {feC[@];tg%lof(t)eCX}.
We set C= := C[i]¥ N C, and similarly with <, < in place of <.

Lemma 2.1. Let f,g,f*,g" € C[i]* with f ~ f* and g ~ g*. Then 1/f ~ 1/f*
and fg ~ f*g*. Moreover, f < g & f* < g%, and similarly with <, <, or ~ in
place of <.

This follows easily from the observations above. For later reference we also note:

Lemma 2.2. Let f,g € C* be such that 1 < f < g; then log|f| < log|g]|.
11



Proof. Clearly log|g| = 1. Take ¢ € R~ such that |f| < ¢|g|]. Then log|f| <
log ¢ + log |g| where log ¢ + log |g| ~ log|g|; hence log |f| < log |g]. O

Lemma 2.3. Let f,g,h € C* be such that f —g < h and (f — h)(g — h) = 0.
Then f ~ g.

Proof. Take a € R and representatives (a,+00) — R of f, g, h, denoted by the
same symbols, such that for each ¢ > a we have f(t),g(t), h(t) # 0, and f(t) =
h(t) or g(t) = h(t). Let ¢ € R with 0 < & < 1 be given, and choose b > a
such that |f(t) — g(t)] < 3e|h(t)| for all t > b. Set q := f/g and let t > b; we
claim that then |¢(¢) — 1] < e. This is clear if g(¢) = h(t), so suppose otherwise;
then f(t) = h(t), and |1 — 1/q(t)] < 4 < 1. In particular, 0 < ¢(t) < 2 and
so |1 —gq(t)] =11 —1/q(t)] - q(t) < € as claimed. O

Subfields of C. Let H be a Hausdorff field, that is, a subring of C that happens
to be a field; see [8]. Then H has the subfield H NR. If f € H*, then f(t) # 0
eventually, hence either f(t) < 0 eventually or f(¢) > 0 eventually. The partial
ordering of G from (2.1) thus restricts to a total ordering on H making H an
ordered field in the usual sense of that term. By [17, Propositions 3.4 and 3.6]:

Proposition 2.4. Let H™ consist of the y € C with P(y) = 0 for some P € H[Y]7.
Then H'™ is the unique real closed Hausdorff field that extends H and is algebraic
over H. In particular, H® is a real closure of the ordered field H.

Boshernitzan [17] assumes H O R for this result, but this is not really needed in
the proof, much of which already occurs in Hausdorff [35].

Note that HJi] is a subfield of C[i], and by Proposition 2.4 and [ADH, 3.5.4], the
subfield H*[i] of C[i] is an algebraic closure of the field H. If f € CJi] is integral
over H, then so is f, and hence so are the elements Re f = %(f +f)and Im f =
5(f — f) of C [ADH, 1.3.2]. Thus H™[i] consists of the y € C[i] with P(y) = 0 for
some P € H[Y]7”.

The ordered field H has a convex subring
O = {feH: |f|<nforsomen} = CSNH,

which is a valuation ring of H, and we consider H accordingly as a valued ordered
field. The maximal ideal of O is 0 = C= N H. The residue morphism O — res(H)
restricts to an ordered field embedding HNR — res(H ), which is bijective if R C H.
Restricting the binary relations <, <, ~ from the previous subsection to H gives

exactly the asymptotic relations <, <, ~ on H that it comes equipped with as a
valued field. By [ADH, 3.5.15],

O+ 0i = {feH[i]:|f| <nforsomen} = C[i|]~ N HI[i]

is the unique valuation ring of H[i] whose intersection with H is O. In this way
we consider H[i] as a valued field extension of H. The maximal ideal of O + Oi
is 0o+ 0i = C[i]* N HJi]. The asymptotic relations <, <, ~ on C[i] restricted to H][i]
are exactly the asymptotic relations <, <, ~ on H[i] that H[i] has as a valued field,
with f < |f| in C[i] for all f € HJi]. In particular, the binary relation < on CJi]
restricts to a dominance relation on each subfield of H|[i] (see [ADH, 3.1.1]). Let K
be a subfield of C[i]. We note that the following are equivalent:

(1) The binary relation < on C[i] restricts to a dominance relation on K;
12



(2) forall f,ge K: f<gorg< f;
(3) forall fe K: fxlorl<xf.

Moreover, the following are equivalent:

(1) K = HJi] for some Hausdorff field H;
(2) i € K and f € K for each f € K;
(3) i € K and Re f,Im f € K for each f € K.

Composition. Let g € C, and suppose that . li+m g(t) = +o0; equivalently, g > 0
—+00

and g > 1. Then the composition operation

f fog : Cli] — C[i], (fog)(t) == f(g(t)) eventually,

is an injective endomorphism of the ring C[i] that is the identity on the subring C.
For f1, f2 € C[i] we have: f1 < fo < fiog < f20g, and likewise with <, ~. This
endomorphism of C[i] commutes with the automorphism f ~ f of C[i], and maps
each subfield K of C[i] isomorphically onto the subfield K og = {fog: f € K}
of C[i]. Note that if the subfield K of C[i] contains z, then K o g contains g.
Moreover, f — fog restricts to an endomorphism of the subring C of C[i] such that
if f1, fo € C and f1 < fo, then f1 09 < fa 0g. This endomorphism of C maps each
Hausdorff field H isomorphically (as an ordered field) onto the Hausdorff field Hog.

Occasionally it is convenient to extend the composition operation on C to the ring G
of all (not necessarily continuous) germs. Let g € G with . 1i+m g(t) = +00. Then
—r+00

for f € G we have the germ fog € G with

(fog)(t) :== f(g(t)) eventually.

The map f +— f og is an endomorphism of the R-algebra G. Let fi1,f2 € G.
Then f; < fo = f1o0g < fa20g, and likewise with < and < instead of <, where we
extend the binary relations =, < from C to G in the natural way:

fi< fo <= there exists c € R~ such that |f1(¢)| < c|f2(t)], eventually;
fi<xfa = faegG*and tlirgo f1t)/ f2(t) = 0.

Compositional inversion. Suppose that g € C is eventually strictly increas-
ing such that tligl g(t) = 4oo. Then its compositional inverse g™V € C is
—+00

given by ¢ (g(t)) = t, eventually, and ¢V is also eventually strictly increas-

ing with tiirfoo g™ (t) = +00. Then f + fo g is an automorphism of the ring C[i],
with inverse f — fog¢™. In particular, go g™ = ¢"™ 0 g = 2. Moreover, f — fog
restricts to an automorphism of C, and if h € C is eventually strictly increasing
with g < h, then BV < gV,

Let now f,g € C with f,g > 0, f,g > 1. It is not true in general that if f, g
are eventually strictly increasing and f ~ g, then f*¥ ~ g™V, (Counterexample:
f =logz, g =log2z.) Corollary 2.6 below gives a useful condition on f, g under
which this implication does hold. In addition, let h € C* be eventually monotone
and continuously differentiable with h'/h < 1/x.

Lemma 2.5 (Entringer [24]). Suppose f ~g. Then ho f ~hog.
13



Proof. Replacing h by —h if necessary we arrange that h > 0, so h(t) > 0 eventually.
Set p := min(f,g) € C and ¢ := max(f,g) € C. Then0 < p > 1and f—g < p. The
Mean Value Theorem gives £ € G such that p <€ < ¢ (so 0< € > 1) and

hof—hog = (W o&)-(f-g).
From h//h < 1/x we obtain b’ 0 & < (ho&)/& < (ho&)/p, hence ho f —hog <
ho&. Set u:= max(hop,hogq). Then 0 < ho& < u, hence ho f —hog < u.
Also (u—ho f)(u—hog)=0,so Lemma 2.3 yields ho f ~ hog. O

Corollary 2.6. Suppose f, g are eventually strictly increasing such that f ~ g
and f™ ~ h. Then g™ ~ h.

Proof. By the lemma above we have ho f ~ hog, and from f™ ~ h we obtain « =
fi™v o f ~ ho f. Therefore g™ 0 g =x ~ ho g and thus ¢ ~ h. O

Extending ordered fields inside an ambient partially ordered ring. Let R
be a commutative ring with 1 # 0, equipped with a translation-invariant partial
ordering < such that 72 > 0 for all » € R, and rs > 0 for all 7, s € R with , s > 0.
It follows that for a,b,r € R we have:

(1) if a < band r > 0, then ar < br;

(2) if a is a unit and @ > 0, then a™! = a - (a1)? > 0;

(3) if a, b are units and 0 < @ < b, then 0 < b~ < a~ 1.
Relevant cases: R =G and R = C, with partial ordering given by (2.1).

An ordered subring of R is a subring of R that is totally ordered by the partial
ordering of R. An ordered subfield of R is an ordered subring H of R which happens
to be a field; then H equipped with the induced ordering is indeed an ordered field,
in the usual sense of that term. (Thus any Hausdorff field is an ordered subfield
of the partially ordered ring C.) We identify Z with its image in R via the unique
ring embedding Z — R, and this makes Z with its usual ordering into an ordered
subring of R.

Lemma 2.7. Assume D is an ordered subring of R and every monzero element
of D is a unit of R. Then D generates an ordered subfield Frac D of R.

Proof. 1t is clear that D generates a subfield Frac D of R. For a € D, a > 0, we
have a=! > 0. It follows that Frac D is totally ordered. (]

Thus if every n > 1 is a unit of R, then we may identify Q with its image in R via
the unique ring embedding Q — R, making QQ into an ordered subfield of R.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose H is an ordered subfield of R, all g € R with g > H are
units of R, and H < f € R. Then we have an ordered subfield H(f) of R.

Proof. For P € H[Y] of degree d > 1 with leading coefficient a > 0 we have P(f) =
af?(1+¢) with —1/n < e < 1/n for all n > 1, in particular, P(f) > H is a unit
of R. It remains to appeal to Lemma 2.7. (]

Lemma 2.9. Let H be a real closed ordered subfield of R. Let A be a nonempty
downward closed subset of H such that A has no largest element and B := H \ A
is nonempty and has no least element. Let f € R be such that A < f < B. Then
the subring H[f] of R has the following properties:
(i) H[f] is a domain;
14



(ii) H[f] is an ordered subring of R;

(iii) H s cofinal in H[f];

(iv) for allg € H[f]\ H anda € H, if a < g, then a < b < g for some b € H,
and if g < a, then g < b < a for some b € H.

Proof. Let P € H[Y]7; to obtain (i) and (ii) it suffices to show that then P(f) < 0
or P(f) > 0. We have

P=cQY—-a1) (Y —an)

where ¢ € H7, @Q is a product of monic quadratic irreducibles in H[Y],
and ay,...,a, € H. This gives 6 € H~ such that Q(r) > 6 for all r € R. As-
sume ¢ > 0. (The case ¢ < 0 is handled similarly.) We can arrange that m < n is
such that a; € A for 1 <i < m and a; € B for m < j < n. Take ¢ > 0 in H such
that a; +e < ffor1<i<mand f <aj; —¢ form <j <n. Then

P(f) = cQU)(f—ar)-(f —am)(f = amy1) - (f = an),

and (f—ay1) - (f—am) = ™. In—miseven, then (f—amy1) - (f—an) =" ™,
so P(f) = ¢de™ > 0. If n —m is odd, then (f — ami1) -+ (f — an) < —™™,
so P(f) < —cde™ < 0. These estimates also yield (iii) and (iv). O

Lemma 2.10. With H, A, f as in Lemma 2.9, suppose all g € R with g > 1 are
units of R. Then we have an ordered subfield H(f) of R such that (iii) and (iv) of
Lemma 2.9 go through for H(f) in place of H[f].

Proof. Note that if g € Rand g > 6 € H”>, then g6~! > 1, so g is a unit of R
and 0 < g7!' < 07!, For Q € H[Y])” with Q(f) > 0 we can take § € H> such
that Q(f) = 4, so Q(f) € R* and 0 < Q(f)~! < §~!. Thus we have an ordered
subfield H(f) of R by Lemma 2.7, and the rest now follows easily. O

Adjoining pseudolimits and increasing the value group. Let H be a real
closed Hausdorff field and view H as an ordered valued field as before. Let (a,) be
a strictly increasing divergent pc-sequence in H. Set

A = {a€ H: a<a, for some p}, B := {be H: b> a, for all p},

so A is nonempty and downward closed without a largest element. Moreover, B =
H \ A is nonempty and has no least element, since a least element of B would be
a limit and thus a pseudolimit of (a,). Let f € C satisfy A < f < B. Then by
Lemma 2.10 for R = C we have an ordered subfield H(f) of C, and:

Lemma 2.11. H(f) is an immediate valued field extension of H with a, ~> f.

Proof. We can assume that v(a, — as) > v(as — a,) for all indices 7 > o > p.
Set d, := ay(,) —a, (s(p) := successor of p). Then a,+2d, € B for all indices p; see
the discussion preceding [ADH, 2.4.2]. It then follows from that lemma that a, ~ f.
Now (a,) is a divergent pc-sequence in the henselian valued field H, so it is of
transcendental type over H, and thus H(f) is an immediate extension of H. [

Lemma 2.12. Let H be a Hausdorff field with divisible value group T := v(H™).
Let P be a nonempty upward closed subset of I, and let f € C be such that a < f
for all a € H> with va € P, and f < b for all b € H> with vb < P. Then f
generates a Hausdorff field H(f) with P >vf > @, Q:=T\ P.
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Proof. For any positive a € H*® there is b € H> with a < b and a < b, and also an
element b € H> with @ < b and a > b. Thus by Proposition 2.4 we can replace H
by H' and arrange in this way that H is real closed. Set

A= {a€H: a<0orwvac€ P}, B:=H\ A

Then we are in the situation of Lemma 2.9 for R = C, so by that lemma and
Lemma 2.10 we have a Hausdorff field H(f). Clearly then P > vf > Q. O

Non-oscillation. A germ f € C is said to oscillate if f(t) = 0 for arbitrarily
large t and f(t) # 0 for arbitrarily large ¢. Thus for f,g € C,

either f(t) < g(t) eventually, or f =g,

f — ¢ is non-oscillating <= { or f(t) > g(t) eventually.

In particular, f € C does not oscillate iff f =0or f € C*. If g € C and g(t) = 400
as t — 400, then f € C oscillates iff f o g oscillates. The following two lemmas are
included for use in [13]:

Lemma 2.13. Let f € C be such that for every q € Q the germ f — q is non-
oscillating. Then tlim f(t) exists in RU{—o0, +o0}.
—00

Proof. Set S := {s € Q: f(t) > s eventually}. If S = (), then tlim f(t) = —oo,
—00
whereas if S = Q, then tlim f(t) = +oo. If S # (,Q, then for £ :=supS € R we
—00
have tlim flit)y==¢. O
—00

Lemma 2.14. Let H be a real closed Hausdorff field and f € C. Then f lies in a
Hausdorff field extension of H iff f — h is non-oscillating for oll h € H.

Proof. The forward direction is clear. For the converse, suppose f — h is non-
oscillating for all h € H. We assume f ¢ H,so h < for h > f forall h € H.
Set A:={h € H:h< f}, a downward closed subset of H. If A = H, then we are
done by Lemma 2.8 applied to R = C; if A = () then we apply the same lemma
to R = C and —f in place of f. Suppose A # 0, H. If A has a largest element a,
then we replace f by f —a to arrange 0 < f(t) < h(t) eventually, for all h € H~,
and then Lemma 2.8 applied to R = C, f~! in place of f yields that f~!, and hence
also f, lies in a Hausdorff field extension of H. The case that B := H \ A has a
least element is handled in the same way. If A has no largest element and B has
no least element, then we are done by Lemma 2.10. ([

3. GERMS OF DIFFERENTIABLE FUNCTIONS

In this section we fix notations and conventions concerning differentiable functions
and summarize well-known results on second-order linear differential equations as
needed later. (Basic facts about linear differential equations can be found in [23,
Ch. X], [33, Ch. XI], and [62, Ch. IV].)

Differentiable functions. Let r range over N U {oco}, and let U be a nonempty
open subset of R. Then C"(U) denotes the R-algebra of r-times continuously differ-
entiable functions U — R, with the usual pointwise defined algebra operations. (We
use “C” instead of “C” since C' will often denote the constant field of a differential
field.) For r = 0 this is the R-algebra C(U) of continuous real-valued functions
on U, so
C(U) = C°(U) 2 C'(U) 2 C*(U) 2 --- 2 C>(U).
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For r > 1 we have the derivation f +— f': C"(U) — C"~}(U) (with co — 1 := o0).
This makes C>°(U) a differential ring, with its subalgebra C¥(U) of real-analytic
functions U — R as a differential subring. The algebra operations on the algebras
below are also defined pointwise. Note that

C'(U)* = {feC(U): f(t)#0forallt e U},
also for w in place of r [23, (9.2), ex. 4].

Let a range over R. Then C] denotes the R-algebra of functions [a, +00) — R that
extend to a function in C"(U) for some open U D [a,+00). Thus C? (also denoted
by C,) is the R-algebra of real-valued continuous functions on [a, +00), and

cocloc2o - ocx.

We have the subalgebra C¥ of C$°, consisting of the functions [a,+00) — R that

a

extend to a real-analytic function U — R for some open U D [a, +00). For f € C}
and g € CY(U) extending f with open U C R containing [a,+0c0), the restric-
tion of ¢’ to [a,+0o0) — R depends only on f, not on g, and so we may define
f":=9'lja,+00) € Ca- For r > 1 this gives the derivation f +— f’: C; — C;~'. This
makes C2° a differential ring with C as a differential subring.

For each of the algebras A above we also consider its complexification A[i] which
consists by definition of the C-valued functions f = g+hi with g,h € A, so g = Re f
and h = Im f for such f. We consider A[i] as a C-algebra with respect to the
natural pointwise defined algebra operations. We identify each complex number
with the corresponding constant function to make C a subfield of Afi] and R a
subfield of A. (This justifies the notation A[i].) We have CJ[i]* = C,[i]* N CL]i]
and (C})* =C; NC., and likewise with r replaced by w.

For r > 1 we extend g — ¢': C7 — C-~! to the derivation
g+hi g +h o CI[) = Ci i) (g,h €CI)),
which for r = oo makes CS° a differential subring of C5°[i]. We shall use the map
fro fl=FUF Calil = (Calil)* — o),
with
(fo)f =fT+g"  for fgeCylil”,
in particular the fact that f € C}[i]* and fT € CY[i] are related by

t
10 = f@es| [ s aza
For g € CY[i], let exp [ g denote the function ¢ — exp [f; g(s) ds] in C}[i]*. Then

(expfo) =g and exp[(g+h) = (exp [g) - (exp [h)  for g,h € COli).
Therefore f +— f1: CL[i]* — CO[i] is surjective.

Notation. For b > a and f € C,[i] we set flp := f[p,1o0) € Cali].
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Differentiable germs. Let r € N U {co} and let a range over R. Let C" be
the partially ordered subring of C consisting of the germs at +o0o of the functions
in |J, Cr; thus C° = C consists of the germs at 400 of the continuous real valued
functions on intervals [a,+00), a € R. Note that C" with its partial ordering
satisfies the conditions on R from Section 2. Also, every g > 1 in C” is a unit of C",
so Lemmas 2.8 and 2.10 apply to ordered subfields of C". We have

co>ct o2 2C™
Each subring C" of C yields the subring C"[i] = C" + C"i of C°[i] = CJi], with
Cli] o C'i] 2 C%i] 2 --- D C™Ji].

Suppose r > 1; then for f € C[i] the germ of f’ € CZ~1[i] only depends on the germ
of f, and we thus obtain a derivation g +— ¢’: C"[i] — C"~'[i] with (germ of f)' =
(germ of f') for f € |J,CL[i]. This derivation restricts to a derivation C"™ — C" 1.
Note that C[i]* N C"[i] = C"[i]*, and hence C* NC" = (C")*. Given g € C"
with g(t) — 400 as t — 400 and f € C"[i], the germ f o g (as defined in Section 2)
also lies in C"[i], with foge C" if f € C".

We set

C=[i] = (1) C"[i].

Thus C<°°[i] is naturally a differential ring with C as its ring of constants. We also
have the differential subring
C<>® .— ﬂ cn
n

of C<*°[i], with R as its ring of constants and C<*[i] = C<* + C<*°i. Note
that C<°°[i] has C*°[i] as a differential subring. Similarly, C<> has C* as a dif-
ferential subring, and the differential ring C*° has in turn the differential sub-
ring C*, whose elements are the germs at +oo of the functions in |J,C¥. We
have C[i]* NC<*°[i] = (C<*°[i])* and C* NC<>* = (C<*>°)*, and likewise with C* in
place of C<°°. If R is a subring of C! such that f’ € R for all f € R, then R C C<*°
is a differential subring of C<°°.

Compositional conjugation of differentiable germs. Let ¢ € C!, ¢'(t) > 0
eventually (so £ is eventually strictly increasing) and £(t) — +o0o0 as t — +o0.
Then ¢ := ¢’ € C*, and the compositional inverse £’V € C! of ¢ satisfies

éinv > R, (ginv)/ _ (1/¢) Oginv cC.

The C-algebra automorphism f +— f° := f o £"V of C[i] (with inverse g ++ g o £)
maps C![i] onto itself and satisfies for f € C'[i] a useful identity:

(fo)/ _ (f ° girw)l _ (f/ O[inv) . ([iHV)I _ (fl/fl) O[inv — (¢—1fl)o'
Hence if n > 1 and ¢ € C", then ¢'"V € C" and f ~ f° maps C"[i] and C"
onto themselves, for each n. Therefore, if £ € C<>, then /™Y € C<> and f ~ f°
maps C<*°[i] and C<*° onto themselves; likewise with C* or C* in place of C<*°. In
the rest of this subsection we assume £ € C<°°. Denote the differential ring C<[i]
by R, and as usual let R® be R with its derivation f ~ a(f) = f’ replaced by the
derivation f — 8(f) = ¢~ ' [ADH, 5.7]. Then f ~ f°: R® — Ris an isomorphism
of differential rings by the identity above. We extend it to the isomorphism

Q+— Q°: R°{Y}— R{Y}
18



of differential rings given by Y° =Y. Let y € R. Then
Qy)® = Q°(y°)  for Q € R*{Y}
and thus
P(y)° = P?(y)° = (P?)°(y°)  for P € R{Y}.

Second-order differential equations. Let f € C,, that is, f: [a,00) — R is
continuous. We consider the differential equation

(L) Y+ fY = 0.

The solutions y € C2 of (L) form an R-linear subspace Sol(f) of C2. The solu-
tions y € C2[i] of (L) are the y1 + ya2i with y1,92 € Sol(f) and form a C-linear
subspace Solc(f) of C2[i]. For any complex numbers ¢, d there is a unique solu-
tion y € C2[i] of (L) with y(a) = c and y'(a) = d, and the map that assigns to (c, d)
in C? this unique solution is an isomorphism C? — Solc(f) of C-linear spaces; it
restricts to an R-linear bijection R? — Sol(f). We have f € C? = Sol(f) C C**+2
(hence f € C2° = Sol(f) € C°) and f € C¥ = Sol(f) C C¥. (See [23, (10.5.3)].)

Let y1,y2 € Sol(f), with Wronskian w = y195 — yjy2. Then w € R, and
w# 0 < y1, y2 are R-linearly independent.
By [14, Chapter 6, Lemmas 2 and 3] we have:
Lemma 3.1. Let y1,y2 € Sol(f) be R-linearly independent and g € C,. Then

t—y(t) = —yl(t)/ yiis)g(s)ds—l—yg(t)/ yl(s)g(s)ds: [a,+00) = R

. W
lies in C2 and satisfies y" + fy =g, y(a) = y'(a) = 0.
Lemma 3.2. Let y; € Sol(f) with y1(t) #0 for t > a. Then the function

¢
1
t— yao(t) := (2 ——ds: - R
lt) == (t) [ s dss o, o0)
also lies in Sol(f), and y1, ya are R-linearly independent.
From [14, Chapter 2, Lemma 1] we also recall:

Lemma 3.3 (Gronwall’s Lemma). Let C € RZ, v,y € C, satisfy v(t),y(t) =0 for

allt > a and
t

y(t) < C+/ v(s)y(s)ds for allt > a.

a

Then ,
y(t) < Cexp {/ v(s) ds} for allt > a.

In the rest of this subsection we assume that a > 1 and that ¢ € R~ is such
that |f(t)] < ¢/t? for all t > a. Under this hypothesis, Lemma 3.3 yields the
following bound on the growth of the solutions y € Sol(f); the proof we give is
similar to that of [14, Chapter 6, Theorem 5].

Proposition 3.4. Let y € Sol(f). Then there is C € R such that |y(t)| < Ottt
and |y’ (¢)] < Ct¢ for all t > a.
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Proof. Let t range over [a, +00). Integrating y”’ = — fy twice between a and t, we
obtain constants c;, co such that for all ¢,
t

y(t) = C1+02t—/ /1f(t2)y(t2) dta dty, = 01—|—02t—/ (t—s)f(s)y(s)ds

a

and hence, with C := |cl| + |eal,

t t
Then by Lemma 3.37
ol t Cooq
" < Cexp s|f(s)|ds| < Cexp c/sds| = Ct
a 1
and thus |y(t)] < Ct“T1. Now
y'(t) = 02—/ f(s)y(s)ds, so
t
ly' ()] < |Cz|+/ [f(s)y(s)|ds < C—I—Cc/ s lds
1
1
=C+CC|:———:| = Ct°. O
c

Let y1,y2 € Sol(f) be R-linearly independent. Recall that w = y195 — yjy2 € R*.
It follows that y; and y2 cannot be simultaneously very small:

Lemma 3.5. There is a positive constant d such that
max([y1 ()], |y2(t)]) = dt=¢  for all t > a.

Proof. Proposition 3.4 yields C € R> such that |y(t)] < Ct¢ for i = 1,2 and
all t > a. Hence |w| < 2max(|y1(t)], |y2(t)|)Cte for t > a, so

wy| . _
max(a ()] [12(0)) > A (> ) 0
Corollary 3.6. Set y :=y; + yoi and z := y'. Then for some D € R>,
|z(t)] < Dt**  forallt>a
Proof. Take C as in the proof of Lemma 3.5, and d as in that lemma. Then

o WO O]+ 50 20N .
Hm_'M®+m®H<IMMM@HmW)<<d)t
for t > a. O

Oscillation. Let y € C,. We say that y oscillates if its germ in C oscillates. So y
does not oscillate iff sign y(¢) is constant, eventually. If y oscillates, then so does cy
for c € R*. If y € C} oscillates, then so does y' € C4, by Rolle’s Theorem.

We now continue with the study of (L). Let y € Sol(f)7, and let Z := y~1(0)
be the set of zeros of y, so Z C [a,+00) is closed in R. Moreover, Z has no limit
points, hence Z N [a, ] is finite for every b > a. Thus

y does not oscillate <= 7 isfinite <= Z is bounded.

If ty € Z is not the largest element of Z, then Z N (tp,t1) = @ for some t; > tg
in Z. We say that a pair of zeros ty < ¢; of y is consecutive if Z N (to,¢1) = 0.
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Sturm’s Separation Theorem says that if y, z € Sol(f) are R-linearly independent
and to < t1 are consecutive zeros of z, then (o, t;) contains a unique zero of y [62,
§27, VI]. Thus:

Lemma 3.7. Some y € Sol(f)” oscillates <= every y € Sol(f)7 oscillates.

We say that f generates oscillation if some element of Sol(f)” oscillates.

Lemma 3.8. Let b € R, Then

f generates oscillation <= fl|p € Cp generates oscillation.

Proof. The forward direction is obvious. For the backward direction, use that
every y € C¢ with y”"+gy = 0 for g := f|, extends uniquely to a solution of (L). O

By this lemma, whether f generates oscillation depends only on its germ in C. So
this induces the notion of an element of C generating oscillation. Here is another
result of Sturm [62, loc. cit.] that we use below:

Theorem 3.9 (Sturm’s Comparison Theorem). Let g € C, with f(t) > g(t) for
allt > a. Lety € Sol(f)7 and z € Sol(g)7, and let ty < t1 be consecutive zeros of z.
Then either (to,t1) contains a zero of y, or on [to,t1] we have f = g and y = cz
for some constant ¢ € R*.

Here is an immediate consequence:

Corollary 3.10. If g € C, generates oscillation and f(t) > g(t), eventually, then f
also generates oscillation.

Example. For k € R* we have the differential equation of the harmonic oscillator,
y' +ky = 0.
A function y € C2 is a solution iff for some real constants c,to and all t > a,
y(t) = csink(t —to).

For ¢ # 0, any function y € C2 as displayed oscillates. Thus if f(t) > ¢, eventually,
for some constant € > 0, then f generates oscillation.

To (L) we associate the corresponding Riccati equation
(R) 422+ f =0

Let y € Sol(f)” be a non-oscillating solution to (L), and take b > a with y(t) # 0
for t > b. Then the function

t—z(t) = y'({t)/y(t) : [b,+o0) =R
in C} satisfies (R). Conversely, if z € C} (b > a) is a solution to (R), then

t—y(t) = exp (/btz(s) ds) o [b,4+00) = R

is a non-oscillating solution to (L) with y € (C})* and z = y'.

Let g € CL, h € C2 and consider the second-order linear differential equation

(L) v +gy' +hy = 0.

Corollary 3.11. Set f := —%g’ — ng +h € Cq. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) some nonzero solution of (L) oscillates;
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(i) all nonzero solutions of (L) oscillate;
(iii) f generates oscillation.

Proof. Let G € (C2)* be given by G(t) := ex (—l ftg (s ds). Then y € C2 is a
solution to (L) iff Gy is a solution to (L); cf. [ADH, 5.1.13].

O

Non-oscillation. We continue with (L). Let y1, y2 range over elements of Sol(f),
and recall that its Wronskian w = y1y5 — yjy2 lies in R.

Lemma 3.12. Suppose b > a is such that ya2(t) # 0 for t > b. Then for q :=
y1/y2 € CZ we have ¢'(t) = —w/ya(t)? for t = b, so q is monotone and limy_, q(t)
exists in R U {—o0, +00}.

This leads to:

Corollary 3.13. Suppose b > a and y1(t),y2(t) #0 for t = b. Fori=1,2, set

Z
= [

Then: y1 <ya <= hy = 1> ho.

ds fort>=0b, soh; ECg.

=

Proof. Suppose y1 < y2. Then y;, yo are R-linearly independent, so w # 0. More-
over, ¢ < 1 with ¢ as in in Lemma 3.12, and ¢’ = —wh}, by that lemma, so g + whq
is constant, and thus ho < 1. Note that hy is strictly increasing. If hl( )—=>reR
as t = 4oo, then z := (r — h1)y1 € Sol(f) by Lemma 3.12 with y; and ys inter-
changed, and z < y1, so z = 0, hence h; = r, a contradiction. Thus h; > 1.

For the converse, suppose hy > 1 = he. Then y;, y2 are R-linearly independent,
so w # 0. From hy < 1 and g+ whs being constant we obtain ¢ < 1. If g(t) = r #0
as t — 400, then y; = qy2 < y2, and thus h; < hs, a contradiction. Hence ¢ < 1,
and thus y; < ys. ]

The pair (y1,y2) is said to be a principal system of solutions of (L) if

(1) y1(t),y2(t) > 0 eventually, and

(2) y1 <92
Then y;, y2 form a basis of the R-linear space Sol(f), and f does not generate
oscillation, by Lemma 3.7. Moreover, for y = c1y1 + cays with ¢1,c0 € R, ¢o # 0
we have y ~ coys. Here are some facts about this notion:

Lemma 3.14. If (y1,y2), (21, 22) are principal systems of solutions of (L), then
there are c1,dy,ds € R such that z1 = c1y1, 22 = diy1 + dayo, and c1,ds > 0.

Lemma 3.15. Suppose f does not generate oscillation. Then (L) has a principal
system of solutions.

Proof. It suffices to find a basis y1, y2 of Sol(f) with y1 < y2. Suppose y1, yo is any
basis of Sol(f), and set ¢ := limy— oo y1(¢) /y2(t) € RU{—00,+00}. If ¢ = £00, then
interchange y1, y2, otherwise replace y; by y; — cys. Then ¢ =0, so y; < ya. (]

One calls y; a principal solution of (L) if (y1,y2) is a principal system of solutions
of (L) for some ys. (See [33, Theorem XI.6.4] and [43, 45].) By the previous two
lemmas, (L) has a principal solution iff f does not generate oscillation, and any two
principal solutions differ by a multiplicative factor in R>. If y; € (C,)* and ys is
given as in Lemma 3.2, then y» is a non-principal solution of (L) and y; ¢ Rys.
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Remark 3.16 (Hardy-type inequality associated to (L)). Suppose f(¢) > 0 for
all t > a and (L) has a solution y such that y(t),y'(t) > 0 for all ¢ > a. Then
for some C' = Cy € R?, every u € C} with u(a) = 0 satisfies

(3.1) / W@ f)dt < c/ o/ (8)[2 dt.
For a > 0 and f(t) := g1z for ¢ > a this was shown by Hardy [27, 29]; here one can
take C' = 1, and this is optimal [41]. For the general case, see [52, Theorem 4.1].

4. HARDY FIELDS

In this brief section we introduce Hardy fields and review some classical extension
theorems for Hardy fields.

Hardy fields. A Hardy field is a subfield of C<°° that is closed under the derivation
of C<*°; see also [ADH, 9.1]. Let H be a Hardy field. Then H is considered as an
ordered valued differential field in the obvious way; see Section 2 for the ordering
and valuation on H. The field of constants of H is RN H. Hardy fields are pre-H-
fields, and H-fields if they contain R; see [ADH, 9.1.9(i), (iii)]. As in Section 2 we
equip the differential subfield H[i] of C<*°[i] with the unique valuation ring whose
intersection with H is the valuation ring of H. Then H]Ji] is a pre-d-valued field of
H-type with small derivation and constant field C N H[i]; if H D R, then H[i] is
d-valued with constant field C. (Section 5 has an example of a differential subfield
of C<°°[i] that is not contained in H[i] for any Hardy field H.)

We also consider variants: a C*°-Hardy field is a Hardy field H C C*°, and a
C¥-Hardy field (also called an analytic Hardy field) is a Hardy field H C C¥. Most
Hardy fields arising in practice are actually C*-Hardy fields.

Hardian germs. Let y € G. Following [57] we call y hardian if it lies in a Hardy
field (and thus y € C<*°). We also say that y is C*°-hardian if y lies in a C*°-Hardy
field, equivalently, y € C* and y is hardian; likewise with C* in place of C*°. Let H
be a Hardy field. Call y € G H-hardian (or hardian over H) if y lies in a Hardy
field extension of H. (Thus y is hardian iff y is Q-hardian.) If H is a C*>°-Hardy field
and y € C* is hardian over H, then y generates a C*°-Hardy field extension H (y)
of H; likewise with C% in place of C*.

Maximal and perfect Hardy fields. Let H be a Hardy field. Call H maximal if
no Hardy field properly contains H. Following Boshernitzan [18] we denote by E(H)
the intersection of all maximal Hardy fields containing H; thus E(H) is a Hardy
field extension of H, and a maximal Hardy field contains H iff it contains E(H),
so E(E(H)) = E(H). If H* is a Hardy field extension of H, then E(H) C E(H*);
hence if H* is a Hardy field with H C H* C E(H), then E(H*) = E(H). Note
that E(H) consists of the f € G that are hardian over each Hardy field E O H.
Hence E(Q) consists of the germs in G that are hardian over each Hardy field. As
in [18] we also say that H is perfect if E(H) = H. (This terminology is slightly
unfortunate, since Hardy fields, being of characteristic zero, are perfect as fields.)
Thus E(H) is the smallest perfect Hardy field extension of H. Maximal Hardy
fields are perfect.
23



Differentially maximal Hardy fields. Let H be a Hardy field. We now define
differentially-algebraic variants of the above: call H differentially maximal, or
d-maximal for short, if H has no proper d-algebraic Hardy field extension. Every
maximal Hardy field is d-maximal, so each Hardy field is contained in a d-maximal
one; in fact, by Zorn, each Hardy field H has a d-maximal Hardy field exten-
sion which is d-algebraic over H. Let D(H) be the intersection of all d-maximal
Hardy fields containing H. Then D(H) is a d-algebraic Hardy field extension of H
with D(H) C E(H). We have D(H) = E(H) iff E(H) is d-algebraic over H:

Lemma 4.1. D(H) = {f € E(H) : f is d-algebraic over H}.

Proof. We only need to show the inclusion “2”. For this let f € E(H) be d-
algebraic over H, and let E be a d-maximal Hardy field extension of H; we need
to show f € E. To see this extend F to a maximal Hardy field M; then f € M,
hence f generates a Hardy field extension E{f) of E. Since f is d-algebraic over H
and thus over F, this yields f € E by d-maximality of F, as required. O

A d-maximal Hardy field contains H iff it contains D(H), hence D(D(H)) = D(H).
For any Hardy field H* O H we have D(H*) D D(H), hence if also H* C D(H),
then D(H*) = D(H). We say that H is d-perfect if D(H) = H. Thus D(H)
is the smallest d-perfect Hardy field extension of H. Every perfect Hardy field is
d-perfect, as is every d-maximal Hardy field. The following diagram summarizes
the various implications among these properties of Hardy fields:

maximal =——=> perfect

|

d-maximal =—=> d-perfect

We call D(H) the d-perfect hull of H, and E(H) the perfect hull of H.

Variants of the perfect hull. Let H be a C"-Hardy field where r € {oco,w}. We
say that H is C"-maximal if no C"-Hardy field properly contains it. By Zorn, H has
a C"-maximal extension. In analogy with E(H ), define the C"-perfect hull E"(H)
of H to be the intersection of all C"-maximal Hardy fields containing H. We say
that H is C"-perfect if E"(H) = H. The penultimate subsection goes through
with Hardy field, maximal, hardian, E(-), and perfect replaced by C"-Hardy field,
C"-maximal, C"-hardian, E"(-), and C"-perfect, respectively. (In [12] we show that
no analogue of D(H) is needed for the C"-category.)

Some basic extension theorems. We summarize some well-known extension
results for Hardy fields, cf. [20], [57], [55]:

Proposition 4.2. Any Hardy field H has the following Hardy field extensions:

(i) H(R), the subfield of C<>° generated by H and R;

(ii) H*¢, the real closure of H as defined in Proposition 2.4;

(iii) H(e') for any f € H;

(iv) H(f) for any f € C* with f' € H;

(v) H(log f) for any f € H”.
If H is contained in C>, then so are the Hardy fields in (i), (ii), (iii), (iv), (v);
likewise with C* instead of C*°.
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Note that (v) is a special case of (iv), since (log f)' = fT € H for f € H>. Another
special case of (iv) is that a Hardy field H yields a Hardy field H(z). It also yields
the Hardy field Hyg from the introduction as the smallest (under inclusion) Hardy
field extension of R(x) that is log-closed and exp-closed.

A consequence of the proposition is that any Hardy field H has a smallest real
closed Hardy field extension L with R C L such that for all f € L we have e/ € L
and ¢’ = f for some g € L. Note that then L is a Liouville closed H-field as
defined in Section 1. Let H be a Hardy field with H O R. As in [3] and [ADH,
p. 460] we then denote the above L by Li(H); so Li(H) is the smallest Liouville
closed Hardy field containing H, called the Hardy-Liouville closure of H in [8]. We
have Li(H) C D(H), hence if H is d-perfect, then H is a Liouville closed H-field.
Moreover, if H C C* then Li(H) C C*, and similarly with C* in place of C*°.

The next more general result in Rosenlicht [55] is attributed there to M. Singer:

Proposition 4.3. Let H be a Hardy field and p,q € H[Y], y € C', such
that y'q(y) = p(y) with q(y) € C*. Then y generates a Hardy field H(y) over H.

Note that for H, p, ¢, y as in the proposition we have y € D(H).

Compositional conjugation in Hardy fields. Let now H be a Hardy field, and
let £ € C! be such that £ > R and # € H. Then ¢ € C<®, ¢ := (' is active in H,
¢ > 0, and we have a Hardy field H(¢). The C-algebra automorphism f — f° :=
f o £ of C[i] restricts to an ordered field isomorphism
hs h® : H— H®:=Ho/{™,

The identity (f°) = (¢ f')°, valid for each f € C![i], shows that H° is again a
Hardy field. Conversely, if E is a subfield of C<* with ¢ € E and E° := E o "™
is a Hardy field, then E is a Hardy field. If H C C*° and ¢ € C*°, then H°® C C*°;
likewise with C* instead of C*™°. If F is a Hardy field extension of H, then E° is
a Hardy field extension of H°, and E is d-algebraic over H iff E° is d-algebraic
over H°. Hence H is maximal iff H° is maximal, and likewise with “d-maximal”
in place of “maximal”. So E(H®) = E(H)° and D(H°) = D(H)®, and thus H is
perfect iff H® is perfect, and likewise with “d-perfect” in place of “perfect”. The
next lemma is [17, Corollary 6.5]; see also [5, Theorem 1.7].

Lemma 4.4. The germ £™ is hardian. Moreover, if £ is C*°-hardian, then (™ is
also C*®-hardian, and likewise with C* in place of C*°.

Proof. By Proposition 4.2(iv) we can arrange that our Hardy field H contains both 12
and x. Then ¢"™ = z o /'™ is an element of the Hardy field H o '™V O
Next we consider the pre-d-valued field K := H[i] of H-type, which gives rise to
K°:= Ko /™ = H°[i],
also a pre-d-valued field of H-type, and we have the valued field isomorphism
h—h® : K — K°.
Note: h +— h®: H® — HP° is an isomorphism of pre- H-fields, and h +— h®: K¢ — K°

is an isomorphism of valued differential fields. Recall that K and K? have the same
underlying field.

Lemma 4.5. From the isomorphisms H® = H° and K® = K° we obtain: If H is
Liouville closed, then so is H°. If1(K) C KT, then I(K°) C (K°)'.
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5. UPPER AND LOWER BOUNDS ON THE GROWTH OF HARDIAN GERMS

In this section we use logarithmic decompositions to simplify arguments in [18, 19,
56]. It is not used for proving our main theorem, but some of it is needed for its
applications, in the proofs of Corollary 7.10, Proposition 8.1, and Theorem 8.6.

Generalizing logarithmic decomposition. In this subsection K is a differential
ring and y € K. In [ADH, p. 213] we defined the nth iterated logarithmic derivative
of y{™ when K is a differential field. (See also Section 1.) Generalizing this,
set (% := y, and recursively, if 4™ € K is defined and a unit in K, then y{"*+% :=
(y™)T, while otherwise y™*' is not defined. (Thus if y™ is defined, then so
are y'9 ... y™=D) With L, in Z[X,...,X,] as in [ADH, p. 213], if 4™ is
defined, then
Y™ = O LDy,
If ™ is defined and 4 = (ig, ... ,i,) € N't" we set
y<i> = (y(0>)i0 (y(1>)i1 ,,,(y(">)in c K.

Hence if H is a differential subfield of K, P € H{Y} has order at most n and
logarithmic decomposition P = 3", P<,->Y<i> (¢ ranging over N+ all Py € H,
and Py, = 0 for all but finitely many <), and y™ is defined, then P(y) =

> P<i>y<i>. Below we apply these remarks to K = C<*°, where for y € K*
we have yT = (log |y|)’, hence y™ 1 = (log [y{™|)" if y™+1) is defined.

Transexponential germs. For f € C we recursively define the germs exp,, f
in C by expy f := f and exp,,,; f := exp(exp,, f). Following [18] we say that
a germ y € C is transexponential if y > exp, = for all n. In the rest of this
subsection H is a Hardy field. By Corollary 1.9 and Proposition 4.2:

Lemma 5.1. If the H-hardian germ y is d-algebraic over H, then y < exp,, h for
some n and some h € H(x).

Thus each transexponential hardian germ is d-transcendental (over R). In the rest
of this subsection: y € C<* is transexponential and hardian, and z € C<*[i].
Then y{™ is defined, and y{™ is also transexponential and hardian, for all n. Next
some variants of results from Section 1. For this, let n be given and let f € C<°,
not necessarily hardian, be such that f > 1, f > 0, and y 3= exp,,,; f.

Lemma 5.2. We have 3 = exp,, f and y™ = exp f.

Proof. Since y = exp,z, we have logy = expx by Lemma 2.2, and thus y' =
(logy)" = logy. Since y = exp,,; f, the same lemma gives logy > exp, f.
Thus y' = exp,, f. Now the second statement follows by an easy induction. 0

Corollary 5.3. Let i € Z't" and suppose i > 0 lexicographically. Then y* = f.

Proof. Let m € {0,...,n} be minimal such that 4,, # 0; so i,, > 1. The remarks
after Corollary 1.2 then give y¥ = 1 and [v(y®)] = [v(y™)], so we have k € N,
k > 1, such that y® = (y™)¥*  Then Lemma 5.2 gives y'¥ = (y{mHV/* =
(exp f)Y/* = f as required. O

In the next proposition and lemma P € H{Y'}* has order at most n, and 4, j, k
range over N'T7. Let j be lexicographically maximal such that Py # 0, and
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choose k so that Py has minimal valuation. If Py /Py = x, set f:= [Py /Pl
otherwise set f :=x. Then f € H(z), f >0, f =1, and f = Py /Py for all 4.

Proposition 5.4. We have P(y) ~ P<j>y<j> and thus
P(y) € (=)™,  signP(y) = sign P, #0.

Proof. For i < j we have yU—% = f = Py /Py by Corollary 5.3, hence P<j>y(j> o
P(i>y<i>, Thus P(y) ~ P<j>y<j>. s

Lemma 5.5. Suppose that z™ is defined and y ~ 2 for i = 0,...
Then P(y) ~ P(z).

, M.

Proof. For all ¢ with Py # 0 we have P<,->y<i> ~ P<,->z<i>, by Lemma 2.1. Now use
that for ¢ # j we have P<i>y<i> =< P<j>y<j> by the proof of Proposition 5.4. (]

From here on n is no longer fixed.

Corollary 5.6 (Boshernitzan [18, Theorem 12.23]). Ify > exp,, h for all h € H(z)
and all n, then y is H-hardian.

This is an immediate consequence of Proposition 5.4. (In [18], the proof of this fact
is only indicated.) From Lemma 5.5 we also obtain:

Corollary 5.7. Suppose that y is as in Corollary 5.6 and z € C<*°, and 2" is
defined and y™ ~ 2™ for all n. Then z is H-hardian, and there is a unique
ordered differential field isomorphism H(y) — H(z) over H which sends y to z.

Lemma 5.13 below contains another criterion for z to be H-hardian. This involves
a certain binary relation ~., on germs defined in the next subsection. Lemma 5.5
also yields a complex version of Corollary 5.7:

Corollary 5.8. Suppose that y is as in Corollary 5.6 and that 2™ is defined
and y'™ ~ 2" for all n. Then z generates a differential subfield H(z) of C<*°[i],
and there is a unique differential field isomorphism H({y) — H(z) over H which
sends y to z. Moreover, the binary relation < on C[i] restricts to a dominance
relation on H(z) which makes this an isomorphism of valued differential fields.

A useful equivalence relation. We set
C<>®[i]S == {feC=>®[i]: f™ g 1foralln} C C[i|%,
a differential C-subalgebra of C<*°[i], and
I = {fec~®[i]: f™ <1foralln} C C<}J%,

a differential ideal of C<°°[i]¥ (thanks to the Product Rule). Recall from the
remarks preceding Lemma 2.1 that (C[i]¥)* = C[i]>.

Lemma 5.9. The group of units of C<®[i]~ is
C<®[i]= = C<®[SNCi] = {feC~®[i]: f=1, f™ <1 for alln}.

Moreover, 1 + T is a subgroup of C<°[i]~.
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Proof. 1t is clear that

(C<=[]) € C<=[I< N (Cll%)* = C<®[i NCli]< = C<=[i=.
Conversely, suppose f € C<*[i] satisfies f < 1 and f(™ < 1 for all n. For each n we
have @, € Q{X} such that (1/f)™ = Q,(f)/f"**, hence (1/f)™ < 1. Thus f €
(C<*°[i]¥)*. This shows the first statement. Clearly 1 +Z C C<*°[i]=, and 1+7 is

closed under multiplication. If § € Z, then 1+4 is a unit of C<°°[i]~ and (1+4) "1 =
1+¢ewheree =—-§(1+6)"'eZ. O

For y, z € C[i]* we define
Y~oo 2 = yE€z-(14+7I);

hence y ~o z = y ~ z. Lemma 5.9 yields that ~., is an equivalence relation
on C[i]*, and for y;, z; € C[i]* (i = 1,2) we have

—1 —1
Y1 ~oo Y2 & 21 ~voo 22 = Y121 ~oo Y222, Y] ~oo Yg -

Lemma 5.10. Let y,z € CH[i]* with y ~ 2 and z € 2/ C<*®°[i]¥. Then

y', 2 e Clil”, Y ~oo 2
Proof. Let § € Z and f € C<*°[i]¥ with y = 2(1 +J) and z = 2’f. Then 2’ € C[i]*
and y =2/ (1+6)+ 20’ =2/ (1 4+ 0 + fo') where § + f&' € Z, 80 y ~oo 2. O

If¢ € C*i) and f € C™ with f > 0, f > 1, then £o f € C"[i]. In fact, for n > 1
and 1 < k < n we have a differential polynomial Q7 € Q{X’} C Q{X} of order < n,
isobaric of weight n, and homogeneous of degree k, such that for all such ¢, f,

(Co ) = ((" o Qu(f) +-+ (' o QL)
For example,
Ql=X', Q3=(X'? @ =x", Q}=(X')?, Qi =3X'X", Q] =X"".
The following lemma is only used in the proof of Theorem 8.6 below.

Lemma 5.11. Let f,g € C<*° be such that f,g > 0 and f,g > 1, and setr := g — f.
Suppose P(f)-Q(r) <1 for all P,Q € Q{Y'} with Q(0) =0, and let £ € C<>°[i] be
such that ¢/ € Z. Then fog— Lo feT.

Proof. Treating real and imaginary parts separately we arrange ¢ € C<°°. Note
that r < 1. Taylor expansion [ADH, 4.2] for P € Q{X} of order < n gives

Plg) = P(f) = 30 2PO() oF GeN,
li|>1

and thus P(g) — P(f) < 1 and rP(g) < 1. The Mean Value Theorem yields a
germ 71, € G such that

(Mog—tMof = (é(”Jrl)o(f—Frn))-r and |rp| < |r|.
Now rg < 1,80 ¢/ o (f +79) <1, hence Log— Lo f <1 Forl<k<n,

(™ 0 g)Qr(g) — (1™ o f)QR(f) =
(% o £)(Qr(g) — QR () + (LT o (f +11)) - rQR(9),

s0 (1) 0 ) Q7 (g) — (¢ o F) QP (f) < 1, and thus (Log— Lo £)™ < 1. O
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We consider next the differential R-subalgebra
(C<oo);< — C<oo[i]< N C<oo C C<
of C<%°. In the rest of this subsection H is a Hardy field and y, 2 € C<*°, y, z = 1.

Note that (C<*°)SNH = O is the valuation ring of H and ZNH = o is the maximal
ideal of O. This yields:

Lemma 5.12. Suppose y — z € (C<*°)= and z is hardian. Then y ~ 2.

Proof. From y = z+ f with f € (C<*°)~ we obtain y = 2(1+ fz~!). Now 2! € T,
so fz=! € T, and thus y ~ 2. O

We now formulate a sufficient condition involving ~., for y to be H-hardian.

Lemma 5.13. Suppose z is H-hardian with z > exp,, h for all h € H(x) and all n,
and Yy ~s z. Then y is H-hardian, and there is a unique ordered differential field
isomorphism H(y) — H(z) which is the identity on H and sends y to z.

Proof. By Lemma 5.1 we may replace H by the Hardy subfield Li(H (R)) of E(H)
to arrange that H O R is Liouville closed. By Corollary 5.7 (with the roles
of y, z reversed) it is enough to show that for each n, y™ is defined, y(™ > 1,
and 3™ ~. (" This holds by hypothesis for n = 0. By Lemma 1.3, z > H
gives 2t > H, so z = 2/f with f < 1 in the Hardy field H(z), hence f(™ < 1
for all n. So by Lemma 5.10, 5" = yf is defined, y{" € (C<>)*, yV) ~y 2D,
and thus y{ > 1. Assume for a certain n > 1 that y™ is defined, 3™ = 1,
and ™ ~ 2™ Then z(™ is H-hardian and H < 2™ by Lemma 1.5. Hence by
the case n = 1 applied to ™, 2™ in place of y, z, respectively, y"+1 = (y{m)f
is defined, 51 = 1, and y{" 1) ~ 2("tD, O

The next two corollaries are Theorems 13.6 and 13.10, respectively, in [18].

Corollary 5.14. Suppose z is transexponential and hardian, and y — z € (C<*°)<.
Then y is hardian, and there is a unique isomorphism R{y) — R{(z) of ordered
differential fields that is the identity on R and sends y to z.

Proof. Take H := Li(R). Then z lies in a Hardy field extension of H, name-
ly Li(R(z)), and H < z. So y ~ 2z by Lemma 5.12. Now use Lemma 5.13. O

Corollary 5.15. If z € E(H)>®, then z < exp,, h for some h € H(x) and some n.
(Thus if x € H and exp H C H, then H>® is cofinal in E(H)>%.)

Proof. Towards a contradiction, suppose z € E(H)>® and z > exp, h in E(H) for
all h € H(z) and all n. Set y := z + sinz. Then y is H-hardian by Lemmas 5.12
and 5.13, so ¥, z lie in a common Hardy field extension of H, a contradiction. [J

Remark. The same proof shows that Corollary 5.15 remains true if H is a C°°-Hardy
field and E(H) is replaced by E°(H); likewise for w in place of co.

Next a lemma similar to Lemma 5.13, but obtained using Corollary 5.8 instead of
Corollary 5.7:

Lemma 5.16. Let H be a Hardy field, let z € C<°° be H-hardian with z > exp,, h

for all h € H(z) and all n, and y € C<°[i] with y ~o 2. Then y generates a

differential subfield H{y) of C<°°[i], and there is a unique differential field isomor-

phism H(y) — H(z) which is the identity on H and sends y to z. The binary
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relation < on Ci] restricts to a dominance relation on H(y) which makes this an
isomorphism of valued differential fields.

We use the above at the end of the next subsection to produce a differential subfield
of C<*°[i] that is not contained in H[i] for any Hardy field H.

Boundedness. Let H C C. We say that b € C bounds H if h < b for each h € H.
We call H bounded if some b € C bounds H, and we call H unbounded if H is
not bounded. If Hy, H, C C and for each hy € Hs there is an hy € Hy with he < Ay,
then any b € C bounding H; also bounds Hs. Every bounded subset of C is bounded
by a germ in C%; this follows from [18, Lemma 14.3]:

Lemma 5.17. For every b >0 in C* there is a ¢ > 0 in (C¥)* such that ™ < b
for all n.

Every countable subset of C is bounded, by du Bois-Reymond [15]; see also [28,
Chapter II] or [20, Chapitre V, p. 53, ex. 8]. Thus H C C is bounded if it is
totally ordered by the partial ordering < of C and has countable cofinality. If H is
a Hausdorff field and b € C bounds H, then b also bounds the real closure H*™ C C
of H [ADH, 5.3.2]. In the rest of this subsection H is a Hardy field.

Lemma 5.18. Let H* be a d-algebraic Hardy field extension of H and suppose H
is bounded. Then H* is also bounded.

Proof. By [ADH, 3.1.11] we have f € H(xz)” such that for all g € H(z)* there
are h € H* and q € Q with g < hf?. Hence H(z) is bounded. Replacing H, H*
by H(x)*, Li(H*(R)), respectively, we arrange that H is real closed with z € H,
and H* D R is Liouville closed. Let b € C bound H. Then any b* € C such
that exp,, b < b* for all n bounds H*, by Lemma 5.1. ([

In particular, if H is bounded, then so is Li(H(]R)). We use this to show:

Lemma 5.19. Suppose that H is bounded and f € C<*° is hardian over H.
Then H(f) is bounded.

Proof. Using that f remains hardian over the bounded Hardy field Li (H (R)), we
arrange that H is Liouville closed. The case that H(f) has no element > H is
trivial, so assume we have y € H(f) with y > H. Then y is d-transcendental
over H and the sequence y, 4%, y3, ... is cofinal in H(y), by Corollary 1.8, so H (y)
is bounded. Now use that f is d-algebraic over H (y). d

Theorem 5.20 (Boshernitzan [18, Theorem 14.4]). Suppose H is bounded. Then
the perfect hull E(H) of H is d-algebraic over H and hence bounded. If H C C*°,
then E*°(H) is d-algebraic over H; likewise with w in place of co.

Using the results above the proof is not difficult. It is omitted in [18], but we include
it here for the sake of completeness. First, a lemma also needed for the proof of
Theorem 8.6:

Lemma 5.21. Let b € C* bound H, let ¢ > 0 in C<* satisfy o™ < b~ for all n,
and let r € ¢ - (C<*®)=. Then Q(r) < 1 for all Q@ € H{Y'} with Q(0) = 0.

Proof. From ¢ € Z we obtain r € Z, so it is enough that hr(™ < 1 for all h € H
and all n. Now use the Product Rule and h¢™ < hb~! <1 for h € H*. O
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Proof of Theorem 5.20. Using Lemma 5.18, replace H by Li(H(R)) to arrange
that H D R is Liouville closed. Let b € C bound H. Then b also bounds E(H),
by Corollary 5.15. Lemma 5.17 yields ¢ > 0 in (C*)* such that ¢ < b~! for
all n; set r:= ¢ -sinz € C¥. Then Q(r) < f for all f € E(H)* and Q € E(H){Z}
with @Q(0) = 0, by Lemma 5.21.

Suppose towards a contradiction that f € E(H) is d-transcendental over H, and
set g :== f+r € C<*°. Then f, ¢g are not in a common Hardy field, so ¢ is not
hardian over H. On the other hand, let P € H{Y}”. Then P(f) € E(H)*, and
by Taylor expansion,

P(f+7) = P(f)+Q(Z) where Q € E(H){Z} with Q(0) = 0,

so P(g) = P(f +r) ~ P(f). Hence g is hardian over H, a contradiction.
The proof in the case where H C C is similar, using the version of Corollary 5.15
for E*°(H); similarly for w in place of co. O

As to the existence of transexponential hardian germs, we have:
Theorem 5.22. For every b € C there is a C*-hardian germ y > b.
This is Boshernitzan [19, Theorem 1.2], and leads to [19, Theorem 1.1]:
Corollary 5.23. No mazimal Hardy field is bounded.

Proof. Suppose z € H, and b € C bounds H. Take b* € C such that b* > exp,, b for
all n. Now Theorem 5.22 yields a C¥-hardian germ y > b*. By Corollary 5.6, y is
H-hardian, so H(y) is a proper Hardy field extension of H. O

The same proof shows also that no C*°-maximal Hardy field and no C¥-maximal
Hardy field is bounded. In particular (Boshernitzan [19, Theorem 1.3]):

Corollary 5.24. FEvery mazimal Hardy field contains a transexponential germ.
Likewise with “C*-mazimal” or ‘C*-mazximal” in place of “mazimal”.

Remark. For C*°-Hardy fields, some of the above is in Sjodin’s [57], predating [18,
19]: if H is a bounded C>-Hardy field, then so is Li(H(R)) [57, Theorem 2];
no maximal C*°-Hardy field is bounded [57, Theorem 6]; and E := E>(Q) is
bounded [57, Theorem 10].

We can now produce a differential subfield K of C“[i] containing i such that <
restricts to a dominance relation on K making K a d-valued field of H-type with
constant field C, yet K ¢ HJ[i] for every H: Take a transexponential C¥-hardian
germ 2z, and h € R(z) with 0 # h < 1. Then e := he™ € Z,s0 y := z(1 + ¢) € C*[i]
with y ~o 2. Lemma 5.16 applied with H = R shows that y generates a differ-
ential subfield Ky := R(y) of C*[i], and < restricts to a dominance relation on Ky
making Ky a d-valued field of H-type with constant field R. Then K := Kjli]
is a differential subfield of C“[i] with constant field C. Moreover, < also re-
stricts to a dominance relation on K, and this dominance relation makes K a
d-valued field of H-type [ADH, 10.5.15]. We cannot have K C H]Ji] for any H,
since Imy = zhsinx ¢ H.

Lower bounds on d-algebraic hardian germs. In this subsection H is a Hardy

field. Let f € C and f > 1, f > 0. Then the germ log f € C also satisfies log f > 1,

log f > 0. So we may inductively define the germs log, f in C by log, f = f,

log, 1 f := loglog, f. (So ¢, = log,  for each n.) Lemma 5.1 gives exponential
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upper bounds on d-algebraic H-hardian germs. The next result leads to logarithmic
lower bounds on such germs when H is grounded.

Theorem 5.25 (Rosenlicht [56, Theorem 3]). Suppose H is grounded, and let E
be a Hardy field extension of H such that |V g\ Yi| < n (so E is also grounded).
Then there are r,s € N with r + s < n such that

(i) for any h € H> with h = 1 and max Vg = v(h'), there exists g € E> such
that g < log, h and max V¥ g = v(g");
(ii) for any g € E there exists h € H such that g < exp, h.

This theorem is most useful in combination with the following lemma, which is [56,
Proposition 5] (and also [4, Lemma 2.1] in the context of pre- H-fields).

Lemma 5.26. Let E be a Hardy field extension of H such that trdeg(E|H) < n.
Then ¥\ Vy| < n.

From [ADH, 9.1.11] we recall that for f,g = 1 in a Hardy field we have fT < ¢
iff |f] < |g|™ for some n > 1. Thus by Lemma 5.26 and Theorem 5.25:

Corollary 5.27. Let h € H>, h = 1, and max ¥y = v(h'). Then for any Hardy
field extension E of H with trdeg(E|H) < n: E is grounded, and for all g € E
with g = 1 there is an m > 1 such that log, h < g™ (and so log, ., h < g).

Hence for h as in Corollary 5.27 and H-hardian y € C, if y is d-algebraic over H,
then the Hardy field £ = H (y) is grounded, and there is an n such that log, h < g
for all g € F with g > 1. Applying this to H = R(x), h = z yields:

Corollary 5.28 (Boshernitzan [18, Proposition 14.11]). If y € C is hardian and
d-algebraic over R, then the Hardy field E = R(x)(y) is grounded, and there is an n
such that £, < g for all g € E with g > 1.

Following [19] we say that y € C is translogarithmic if » < y < £, for all n
and all » € R. Thus for eventually strictly increasing y > 1 in C, y is transloga-
rithmic iff its compositional inverse 3™ is transexponential. By Lemma 4.4 and
Corollary 5.24 there exist C*-hardian translogarithmic germs; see also [ADH, 13.9].
Translogarithmic hardian germs are d-transcendental, by Corollary 5.28.

6. SECOND-ORDER LINEAR DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS OVER HARDY FIELDS

In this section we review Boshernitzan’s work [18, §16] on adjoining non-oscillating
solutions of second-order linear differential equations to Hardy fields in the light
of results from [ADH], and deduce some consequences about complex exponentials
over Hardy fields for use in [12]. Throughout this section H is a Hardy field.

Oscillation over Hardy fields. In this subsection we assume f € H and consider
the linear differential equation

(4L) A"+ fY =0

over H. The factor 4 is to simplify certain expressions, in conformity with [ADH,
5.2]. There we also defined for any differential field K the function w: K — K
given by w(z) = —22’ — 22, and the function o: K* — K given by o(y) = w(z) +y?
for z := —y'. We define likewise
w @ Ci] — ¢, o C*i]* — Ci]
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by

P oand  o(y) = w(z) +y for 2=yl

w(z) = =22/ —2
Note that w(C') € €% and o((C?)*) C C° and o(y) = w(z + yi) for z := —y'.
To clarify the role of w and o in connection with second-order linear differen-
tial equations, suppose y € C? is a non-oscillating solution to (4L) with y # 0.
Then z:=2y' € C! satisfies —22' — 22 = f, so z generates a Hardy field H(z)
with w(z) = f, by Proposition 4.3, which in turn yields a Hardy field H(z,y)
with 2yt = 2. Thus y; := y lies in a Hardy field extension of H. From Lemma 3.2
and Proposition 4.2(iv) we also obtain a solution ys of (4L) in a Hardy field exten-
sion of H(y1) = H(y, z) such that y;, y2 are R-linearly independent; see also [55,
Theorem 2, Corollary 2]. This shows:

Proposition 6.1. If f/4 does not generate oscillation, then D(H) contains R-
linearly independent solutions yi1, y2 to (4L).

Indeed, if f/4 does not generate oscillation, then D(H) contains solutions yi1, ya
of (4L) with y1,y2 > 0 and y1 < yo. Here y; is determined up to multiplication by
a factor in R”; we call such y; a principal solution of (4L). (Lemmas 3.14, 3.15.)

Notation. Let K be a differential field. Then K9] denotes the ring of linear differ-
ential operators over K; see [ADH, 5.1]. Let A € K[d]. Then Ay := b~1Ab € K|[9]
is the twist of A by b. We say that A splits over K if A=a(d—b1)---(d — by) for
somea € K* by,...,b, € K. If Asplits over K, then so does A, for each b € K*.

By [ADH, p. 259], with A := 40 + f € H|[d] we have
4y" + fy =0 for some y € H* = A splits over H < f € w(H).
To simplify the discussion we now also introduce the subset
W(H):={f € H: f/4 does not generate oscillation }

of H. If F is a Hardy field extension of H, then wW(F) N H = @w(H). By Corol-
lary 3.10, w(H) is downward closed, and w(H) C w(H) by the discussion follow-
ing (R) in Section 3.

Corollary 6.2. If H is d-perfect, then

wH) = wH) = {feH: 4y + fy=0 for somey € H*},
and w(H) is downward closed in H.
Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 6.1 also yield:

Corollary 6.3. If f € W(H), then each y € C? such that 4y" + fy € H is in D(H).

Next some consequences of Proposition 6.1 for more general linear differential equa-
tions of order 2: Let g,h € H, and consider the linear differential equation

(L) Y +gY' +hY = 0

over H. An easy induction on n shows that for a solution y € C2 of (L) we
have y € C" with y™ € Hy + Hy for all n, so y € C<*°. To reduce (L) to an
equation (4L) we take
f = w(g)+4h = —2¢ —¢* +4h € H,
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take a € R, and take a representative of g in C}, also denoted by g, and let G € (C?)*

be the germ of
1 t
t — exp (—5/ g(s) ds) (t = a).

This gives an isomorphism y — Gy from the R-linear space of solutions of (4L)
in C? onto the R-linear space of solutions of (i) in C2, and y € C? oscillates iff Gy
oscillates. By Proposition 4.2, G € D(H). Using £ = —3¢'— 1¢?+h we now obtain
the following germ version of Corollary 3.11:

Corollary 6.4. The following are equivalent:

(i) some solution in C* of (L) oscillates;
(ii) all nonzero solutions in C* of (L) oscillate;
(iii) —%g’ — %gz + h generates oscillation.

Moreover, if —%g’ — %92 + h does not generate oscillation, then all solutions of (i)
in C? belong to D(H).

Set A :=09%+gd+ h, and let f = w(g) + 4h, G be as above. Then A,g = 0 + %.
Thus by combining Corollary 6.3 and Corollary 6.4 we obtain:

Corollary 6.5. If (i) has no oscillating solution in C?, and y € C? is such that
y'+ gy +hy € H, then y € D(H).

The next corollary follows from Proposition 6.1 and [ADH, 5.1.21]:

Corollary 6.6. The following are equivalent, for A € H[9] and f as above:

(i) f/4 does not generate oscillation;
(ii) A splits over some Hardy field extension of H;
(iii) A splits over D(H).

For A € H[9] and f as before we have Axg = 02 + % and GT = —3g € H, so:

Corollary 6.7. A splits over H[i]| <= 9% + { splits over HJi|.

Proposition 6.1 and its corollaries 6.3-6.5 are from [18, Theorems 16.17, 16.18,
16.19], and Corollary 6.2 is essentially [18, Lemma 17.1].

Proposition 6.1 applies only when (4L) has a solution in (C?)*. Such a solution
might not exist, but (4L) does have R-linearly independent solutions y1,y2 € C2,
SO w = y1y5 — yiy2 € R*. Set y := y1 + y2i. Then 4y” + fy = 0 and y € C2[i]*,
and for z = 2y" € C'[i] we have —22' — 22 = f. Now
_2yiH2iyy  2yiy +2u5y2 — 2i(yiye —viys)  2(¥iyn + ysye) + 21w
oyt y? + y? a yi + 5
2(y1y1 + y3y2) 2w 5

so Rez = —Zloo ~ 2279/ ol Imz = —— €C
yi+v3 yi+u3

Thus Im z € (C?)* and (Imz)" = — Re z, and so

3

o(lmz) = w(—(Imz)T—l—(Imz)i) = w(z) = f in C'.

Replacing y1 by —y1 changes w to —w; this way we can arrange w > 0, so Imz > 0.
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Conversely, every u € (C?)* such that u > 0 and o(u) = f arises in this way. To
see this, suppose we are given such u, take ¢ € C3 with ¢/ = %u, and set

1 1
Y1 = —= COSQ, Yz = ——=sing (elements of C?).

Vu Vu

Then wr(y1,y2) = 1/2, and y1, y2 solve (4L). To see the latter, consider
1 .
Yy = y1ty2t = ﬁem € C?[i]

and note that z := 2y satisfies
w(z) = w(—u' +ui) = o(u) = f,

hence 4y” + fy = 0. The computation above shows Imz = 1/(y? + y3) = u. We
have ¢ > 0, so either ¢ > R or ¢ — ¢ < 1 for some ¢ € R, with ¢ > R iff f/4
generates oscillation. As to uniqueness of the above pair (y1,y2), we have:

Lemma 6.8. Suppose f ¢ W(H). Let §1,y2 € C? be R-linearly independent solu-
tions of (4L) with wr(y1,52) = 1/2. Set y := y1 + yai, z := 2y'. Then

ImZ=u <= 7=c¢e%y for somef cR.

Proof. If j = €'y (6 € R), then clearly Z = 25" = 2y’ = 2, hence Imz = ImZ.
For the converse, let A be the invertible 2 x 2 matrix with real entries and Ay = ;
here y = (y1,y2)! and ¥ = (¥1,92)!, column vectors with entries in C2. As in the
proof of [ADH, 4.1.18], wr(y1,y2) = wr(y1,y2) yields det A = 1.

Suppose Im 2 = u, so y? +y3 = y? +y3. Choose a € R and representatives for u,
Y1, Y2, Y1, Y2 in Cq, denoted by the same symbols, such that in C, we have Ay =y
and 3 +y3 = y1 + 93, and u(t) - (y1(¢)? + y2(t)?) =1 for all ¢ > a. With |- || the
usual euclidean norm on R?, we then have ||Ay(t)|| = [Jy(t)|| = 1/\/u(t) for t > a.
Since f/4 generates oscillation, we have ¢ > R, and we conclude that || Av|| = 1 for
all v € R? with ||v|| = 1. It is well-known that then A = (29 —sinf) with § € R

sinf cos6

see, e.g., [42, Chapter XV, Exercise 2]), so § = e . ([l
( g | p y y

The observations above will be used in the proof of Theorems 7.14 below. We finish
this subsection with miscellaneous historical remarks (not used later):

Remarks. The connection between the second-order linear differential equation (4L)
and the third-order non-linear differential equation o(u) = f was first investigated
by Kummer [40] in 1834. Appell [1] noted that the linear differential equation

YI/I+fY/+(fI/2)Y _ 0

has R-linearly independent solutions y?,y1y2,y5 € C<°°, though some cases were
known earlier [22, 49]; in particular, 1/u = y3 + y3 is a solution. Hartman [32, 34]
investigates monotonicity properties of 37 + y3. Steen [59] in 1874, and inde-
pendently Pinney [53], remarked that r := 1/y/u = /y? +y3 € C<> satis-
fies 4r" + fr = 4w? /r® where w := y1yb — yjy2 € R*. (See also [54].)

Complex exponentials over Hardy fields. We now use some of the above to
prove an extension theorem for Hardy fields (cf. [18, Lemma 11.6(6)]). Recall that
the H-asymptotic field extension K := H[i] of H is a differential subring of C<°°[i].

Proposition 6.9. If ¢ € H and ¢ < 1, then cos ¢,sin¢p € D(H).
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Proof. Replacing H by D(H) we arrange D(H) = H. Then by Proposition 4.2,
H D Ris a Liouville closed H-field, and by Corollary 6.2, w(H) is downward closed.
Hence by [11, Lemma 1.2.17], there is for all ¢ < 1in H a (necessarily unique) y € K
with y ~ 1 and y' = ¢'i. Let now ¢ € H and ¢ < 1. Then (e?)! = ¢/i € KT,
S0 cos ¢ + isin¢g = e?* € K using K O C. Thus cos ¢,sin¢ € H. (]

Corollary 6.10. Let ¢ € H and ¢ < 1. Then cos ¢, sin¢ generate a d-algebraic
Hardy field extension E := H(cos ¢,sing) of H. If H is a C*>°-Hardy field, then so
is E, and likewise with C* in place of C*°.

In [11, Part 4] we sometimes assume I(K) C KT, a condition that we consider more
closely in the next proposition:

Proposition 6.11. Suppose H 2 R is closed under integration, that is, 9(H) = H.
Then the following conditions are equivalent:
(i) I(K) C KT;
(i) ef € K for all f € K with f < 1;
(iii) e?,cos,sing € H for all p € H with ¢ < 1.

Proof. Assume (i), and let f € K, f < 1. Then f’ € I(K), so we have g € K*
with f = ¢' and thus ¢/ = cg for some ¢ € CX. Therefore e/ € K. This
shows (i) = (ii), and (ii) = (iii) is clear. Assume (iii), and let f € I(K). Then f =
g+ hi, g,h € I(H). Taking ¢,6 < 1 in H with ¢/ =g and 6/ = h,

exp(¢ +0i) = exp(¢)(cos(d) +sin(f)i) € H[i] = K
has the property that f = (exp(¢ + 1)) € KT. This shows (iii) = (i). O
From Propositions 6.9 and 6.11 we obtain:

Corollary 6.12. If H is d-perfect, then I(K) C K.

Some special subsets of H. Let f € H. Principal solutions of (4L) arise from
certain distinguished solutions of the non-linear (Riccati) equation w(z) = f. To
explain this and for later use we recall from [ADH, 11.8] some special subsets of H:

I(H) = {h': heH h~1} C H”,

A(H) == {=(h'"): he H, h+1},

AH) = {~(WT): he H 0#h<1}.
Here A(H) = —T'(H)" and A(H) are disjoint, and w: H — H and o: H* — H
are strictly increasing on A(H) and I'(H), respectively. If H is Liouville closed,

then T'(H) is upward closed, A(H) is downward closed, H = A(H) U A(H), and
w(A(H)) = w(A(H)) = w(H); see [ADH, 11.8.13, 11.8.19, 11.8.20, 11.8.29).

Lemma 6.13. Suppose H is d-perfect and f/4 does not generate oscillation, and
let y € H be a principal solution of (4L). Then 2y’ is the unique z € A(H) such
that w(z) = f.

Proof. We already know w(2y') = f, and as w is strictly increasing on A(H), it
remains to show that 2y" € A(H). For this take h € H with i’ = 1/y%. Then h = 1
by Corollary 3.13, hence 1/y? € I'(H), and thus 2y' = —(1/y?)T € A(H). O

Combining Lemma 6.13 with the remarks after Proposition 6.1 yields:
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Corollary 6.14. If H is d-perfect and f/4 does not generate oscillation, then (4L)
has solutions y1,y2 € H such that y1,y2 > 0, y1 < ya, 2yI € A(H), and Qy; €A(H)
(and thus yb > 0 in view of —(e*)1T =0 € A(H)).

Remark 6.15. Suppose f/4 > 0 does not generate oscillation. Remark 3.16 and
Corollary 6.14 yield a € R, a representative of f in C,, also denoted by f, and a
constant C' € RZ such that the inequality (3.1) holds for all u € C} with u(a) = 0.
(This is not used later.)

We have w(H) < o(I'(H)) by
downward closed and w(H) C
This yields a property of w(H

Lemma 6.16. w(H) < T'(H).

Proof. We arrange that H is d-perfect, hence H O R is Liouville closed and @(H) =
w(H). From 27! =2t e T(H) and o(z7!) =202 < (z71) < (T forall £ = 1 in H
we obtain I'(H) C ¢(T'(H))", so w(H) < T'(H). O

[ADH, remark before 11.8.29]. Recall that w(H) is
w(H), with equality for d-perfect H. (Corollary 6.2.)
) used in the proof of Corollary 6.24:

The concepts of A-freeness and w-freeness for Hardy fields. Suppose H has
asymptotic integration. Then by [ADH, 11.8.16, 11.8.30]: H is A-free iff there is
no A € H such that A(H) < A < A(H), and H is o-free iff there is no @ € H such
that w(A(H)) < ® < o(I'(H)). By [ADH, 11.7.3], if H is o-free, then H is A-free.
If H O R is Liouville closed, then H is A-free, and

H is o-free < w(H)*=H\o([(H))".

In [ADH, 16.3] we also introduced the concept of a AQ-cut in a pre-H-field; every
pre-H-field has exactly one or exactly two AQ-cuts [ADH, remark before 16.3.19].
By [ADH, 16.3.14, 16.3.16]:

Lemma 6.17. Suppose H is d-perfect. Then (I(H),A(H),w(H)) is a AQ-cut
in H, and this is the unique AQ-cut in H iff H is o-free.

Thus in general,
(1I(D(H)) N H, A(D(H)) N H, ©(H))
is a AQ-cut in H, and hence W(H) < o(I'(H))" (see [ADH, p. 692]). The classifica-

tion of AQ-cuts in H from [ADH, 16.3] can be used to narrow down the possibilities
for W(H). With O = valuation ring of H and 0 = maximal ideal of O, we have:

Lemma 6.18. Let ¢ € H> be such that vd ¢ (I‘fl)’. Then

W(H) = w(=¢") +¢%" or @(H) = w(=¢")+¢*O"
The first alternative holds if H s grounded, and the second alternative holds if v
is a gap in H with ¢ <V for some b= 1 in H.

Proof. Either v = max Uy or v¢ is a gap in H, by [ADH, 9.2]. The remark before
the lemma yields an AQ-cut (I,A,Q) in H where Q = w(H). Now use the proofs
of [ADH, 16.3.11, 16.3.12, 16.3.13] together with the transformation formulas [ADH,
(16.3.1)] for AQ-cuts. O

By [ADH, 16.3.15] we have:

Lemma 6.19. If H has asymptotic integration and the set 2V does not have a
supremum in Uy, then

WH) = w(AH))Y = wH) or wH) = H\o(T(H))".



Corollary 6.20. Suppose H is o-free. Then

W(H) = w(A(H))* = w(H)Y = H\o(T(H))".
Proof. By [ADH, 11.8.30] we have w(A(H))* =w(H)* = H \ ¢([(H))". It follows
from [ADH, 9.2.19] that 2¥ 5 has no supremum in I'y. Now use Lemma 6.19. O

Non-oscillation and compositional conjugation. Which “changes of variable”
preserve the general form of the linear differential equation (4L)? The next lemma
and Corollary 6.22 below give an answer.

Lemma 6.21. Let K be a differential ring, f € K, and P :=4Y" + fY € K{Y}.
Then for g € K* and ¢ := g~2 we have

g*Py, = AY" + g*P(g)Y.
Proof. Let g, € K*. Then
Peg = 4gY" +8g'Y' + (49" + f9)Y = 4gY" +8¢'Y" + P(g)Y, so
Pe, = 49(¢*Y" + ¢'Y') +8¢'¢Y" + P(9)Y
= 4g¢°Y" + (4g9¢' +8¢'9)Y" + P(9)Y.
Now 4g¢’ +8g'¢ = 0 is equivalent to ¢T = —2¢T, which holds for ¢ = g—2. For this ¢
we get P‘fg(Y) =g 3(4Y" + g*P(g)Y), that is, g3P‘fg(Y) =4Y" + ¢3P(g)Y. O

Now let ¢ € C' be such that £ > R and ¢ := ¢/ € H. We use the superscript o
as in the subsection on compositional conjugation in Hardy fields of Section 4.
Let P := 4Y" + fY where f € H. Recall that if y € C?[i] and 4y” + fy = 0,
then y € C<*°[i]. Towards using Lemma 6.21, suppose ¢ = g~ 2, g € H*, and
set h := (g°P(g))° € H°. We then obtain the following reduction of solving the
differential equation (4L) to solving a similar equation over H°:

Corollary 6.22. Let y € C2[i]. Then z := (y/g)° € C?[i], and
'+ fy =0 < 42" +hz = 0.
In particular, f/4 generates oscillation iff h/4 does.

Remark. Corollary 6.22 is a special case of a result of Kummer [40]; cf. [16, §11]
and [64, §2]. Lie [46] and Stéckel [58] proved uniqueness results about the transfor-
mation y — (y/h)°; see [16, §22].

Consider the increasing bijection

fe@(f) = ((f—w(=9¢")/¢*)° : H— H°,
and note that

9°Pl9) = ¢°(49" + f9) = (f —w(=0")) /¢
so h = ®(f).
Lemma 6.23. ®(w(H)) =w(H°®).

Proof. First replace H by its real closure to arrange that H is real closed, then
take g € H* with g2 = ¢, and use the remarks above. O
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The bijection
y—(y/¢)°: H— H®
restricts to bijections I(H) — I(H°) and I'(H) — I'(H°), and the bijection
2 ((z+¢")/8)° + H— H°

restricts to bijections A(H) — A(H®°) and A(H) — A(H®). (See the transformation
formulas in [ADH, p. 520].) Then for y € H*, z € H we have

o(/9)°) = 2(0(y), w(((z+9¢1)/9)°) = d(w(2)).
(See the formulas in [ADH, pp. 518-519].) Hence ® also restricts to bijections
o(H) = a((H)), o (1(H)7) > o(1H)?), o(T(H)) = o(T(H)),
and
w(H) = w(H?), w(AH)) = w(AH®)), w(AH)) = w(AH?)).
To illustrate the above, we use it to prove the Fite-Leighton-Wintner oscillation
criterion for self-adjoint second-order linear differential equations over H [25, 44,

65]. (See also [37, §2] and [61, p. 45].) For this, let A = f9*>+ f'0+ g where f € H*
and g € H. For each h € C we choose a germ [ h in C' such that ([ h)’ = h.

Corollary 6.24. Suppose [f~' > R and [g > R. Then A(y) = 0 for some
oscillating y € C<*°.

Proof. We arrange that H D R is Liouville closed. Then f~1, g € ['(H) by [ADH,
11.8.19]. Note that ¢ := f~' is active in H. Put B := 4¢A, 41/2, so B = 49> + h
with h := w(—¢') + 4g4. Then

A(y) = 0 for some oscillating y € C* <= B(z) = 0 for some oscillating z € C*

<~ hé¢w(H),
by Corollary 6.4. The latter is equivalent to (4g/¢)° ¢ wW(H®), by Lemma 6.23
applied to h in place of f. Now I'(H°) Nw(H®°) = () by Lemma 6.16, so it remains

to note that 4g € I'(H) yields (4g/¢)° € T'(H®). O

7. EXTENDING HARDY FIELDS TO 0O-FREE HARDY FIELDS

In this section H is a Hardy field. We first discuss in more detail the fundamental
property of ®-freeness and then prove a conjecture from [18, §17]. Next we establish
the main result of the paper, Theorem 7.14, to the effect hat every maximal Hardy
field is w-free. We finish with some complements to the theorem.

Iterated logarithms and o-freeness. In this subsection H 2 R(x) is log-closed.
As in the introduction this yields a log-sequence (£,) in H>® from which we obtain
sequences (Y,), (A,), (0,) in H as follows:

Yo == (LeT(H), A, = —yl€AH), o, = wl,)cw(AH)).

Also Apy1 = Ay + Vo1 and @1 = ©, + y§+1. The sequence (v(y,)) is strictly
increasing and cofinal in Wy by [ADH, beginning of 11.5], so the sequence (y,) is
strictly decreasing and coinitial in I'(H). Using in addition that for all f,g € H*
we have f < g = fT < g1, it follows that the pc-sequence (Ap) is strictly increasing
and cofinal in A(H). Recall that the function w: H — H is strictly increasing
on A(H); so the pe-sequence (,) is strictly increasing and cofinal in w(A(H)).
Hence using also Corollary 6.2, we obtain:
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Corollary 7.1. If H is d-perfect, then (®,) is cofinal in w(H).

Note that Corollary 7.1 applies in particular to the d-perfect hull of any Hardy
field. We have o(y,) = ®, + v, and by [ADH, 11.8.29] the sequence (o(Y,)) is
strictly decreasing and coinitial in ¢ (I'(H)). Thus by Corollary 6.20:

if H is o-free, then (w,) is cofinal in W(H) and (o (Y,)) is coinitial in H \ w(H).

Lemma 7.2. Suppose H is ®-free and f € H. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) few(H);

(ii) f <, for some p;

(ili) f < w,+ c’yg for all c € R” and all p;
(iv) there exists ¢ € R” such that for all p we have f < ®, + c’yg.
Proof. The equivalence (i) < (ii) holds by the sentence preceding the lemma. The
implication (ii) = (iii) follows from [ADH, 11.8.22], and (iii) = (iv) is obvious.
Since 0 < Yp41 < ¥, we obtain for ¢ € R”:

Opi1+ Yy = Op+Yr + Vo < 0,+7, = o(Y,).

This yields (iv) = (i) by the sentence before the lemma. O

Corollary 7.3. The following are equivalent:

(i) H is o-free;

(i) (w,) is cofinal in wW(H) and (o(Y,)) is coinitial in H \ w(H).
Proof. The sentence preceding Lemma 7.2 yields (i) = (ii). For the converse,
assume (ii). Now (©,) is cofinal in w(A(H)) and (o(y,)) is coinitial in o(I'(H)),
so there is no ® € H with w(A(H)) < © < o(I'(H)). Thus if H has asymptotic
integration, then H is ®-free by the remarks preceding Lemma 6.16. Suppose H
does not have asymptotic integration. Then we have a gap vy in H, y € H*,
so A, ~ A := —y' by [ADH, remark after 11.5.9], hence ®, ~ ® := w(A) by [ADH,
11.7.3] and so o, < ® € W(H) for all p, contradicting (ii). O

Lemma 7.2 also yields a generalization of Hartman’s [31, Lemma 1]:

Corollary 7.4. Suppose H is o-free, and f € H. Then there exists p such
that f — @y ~ f — o, for all p' > p; for such p we have f < o, iff f € W(H).

Proof. If f ¢ W(H), then (i)=(iv) in Lemma 7.2 yields p such that f -, > y2 and
so f—, = Y3, hence f — 0, = @, — o, for p’ > p, and thus [ — @y ~ f — ®,
for p’ > p, as required. Suppose f € W(H), and take an index o such that f < ®,,
and put p := ¢ +1. Then w, — f > ®, — ®, > 0 and thus for all p/ > p we
have @, — f = Y2 = Y21 < 0y — ®, and so @, — f ~ @, — f. O

In the proof of Theorem 7.14 we shall use:

Lemma 7.5. Lety € (CH)*, vy >0, and A := —y" with A, <A < A, +7, in C, for
all p. Theny, >v>Y,/L, = (—1/¢,) in C, for all p.

Proof. Pick a € R (independent of p) and functions in C, whose germs at +oo are
the elements ¢,, v,, A, of H; denote these functions also by £, A,, ¥,. From E}; =Y
and yg = —A, in H we obtain ¢,,d, € R~ such that for all sufficiently large t > a,

0,0t = cpexp[/atyp(s) ds], YV(t) = dpexp[— /:xp(s)ds}
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(How large is “sufficiently large” depends on p.) Likewise we pick functions in C,
whose germ at 400 are ¥, A, and also denote these functions by v, A. From yf = —A
in H we obtain a real constant d > 0 such that for all sufficiently large ¢ > a

() = dexp {— / t?»(s)ds]

Also, A, <A < A, + 7, yields constants a,,b, € R such that for all ¢t > a

t t t t
/xp(s)ds < a,,+/ As)ds < bp+/ xp(s)ds+/ 1(s) ds

which by applying exp(—=x) yields that for all sufficiently large ¢ > a

1 1 Cp
T > gt > G0/,

p

Here the positive constant factors don’t matter, since the valuation of v, is strictly
increasing and that of y,/¢, = (—1/¢,)’ is strictly decreasing with p. Thus for all p
we have y, > v >7v,/{, = (-1/{,)", in C. O

Constructing o-free Hardy field extensions: special cases. If H is o-free,
then so is every d-algebraic Hardy field extension of H, by [ADH, 13.6.1]. Thus if H
is o-free, then the Hardy-Liouville closure Li(H (R)) of H(R) is o-free. Moreover,
by [11, Lemma 1.3.20]:

Proposition 7.6. If H is not A-free, then Li(H(R)) is m-free.
Together with Corollary 5.27, this yields:

Corollary 7.7. Suppose H is grounded. Then L := Li(H(R)) is ®-free. Moreover,
if for some m we have h > ¢, for allh € H with h = 1, then for all g € L with g > 1
there is an n with g > £,.

In particular, Li(R) = Li(R(z)) is o-free, and (£,) is coinitial in Li(R)>®. We now
use these observations to establish [18, Conjecture 17.11]: Corollary 7.10. We first
note that for ¢ € R, the germ (®, + ¢y2)/4 generates oscillation iff ¢ > 0. (See also
the introduction.) This follows from the next corollary applied to f = ®,, +cy? and
the grounded Hardy subfield H := R{¢,,) = R({y,...,¢,) of Li(R):

Corollary 7.8. Suppose H is grounded and for some m we have h >~ {,, for
all h € H with h > 1. Then for f € H, the following are equivalent:

(i) few(H);

(ii) f < @y, for some n;

(iii) f < @, +cy? for all n and all c € R>;

(iv) there exists c € R” such that for all n we have f < ®, + cy2.

Proof. By Corollary 7.7, L := Li(H(R)) is @-free, and for all g € L with g > 1
there is an n such that ¢,, < g. Hence the corollary follows from Lemma 7.2 applied
to L in place of H, using W(H) = H Nw(L). O

From the above equivalence (i) < (ii) we recover [18, Theorem 17.7]:

Corollary 7.9. Suppose f € C is hardian and d-algebraic over R. Then

f generates oscillation < [ > ®,/4 for all n.
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Proof. By Corollary 5.28 the Hardy field H := R(f) satisfies the hypotheses of
Corollary 7.8. Also, f generates oscillation iff 4f ¢ w(H). O

Using the above implication (iv) = (i) we obtain in the same way:

Corollary 7.10. Let f € C be hardian and d-algebraic over R, and suppose for
some ¢ € R” we have f < ®,+cy? for alln. Then f/4 does not generate oscillation.

Next a variant of Proposition 7.6. Let L O R be a Liouville closed d-algebraic
Hardy field extension of H such that w(L) = @w(L). (By Corollary 6.2 this holds
for L =D(H).) Note that then w(L) = w(A(L)) by [ADH, 11.8.20].

Lemma 7.11. If H is not A-free or w(H) = H \ o(T'(H))", then L is o-free.

Proof. If H is o-free, then L is o-free by [ADH, 13.6.1]. Hence, if H is not A-free,
then L is o-free by Proposition 7.6. Suppose H is A-free but not o-free, and W(H) =
H\ o(I(H))". Then [ADH, 11.8.30] gives ® € H with w(A(H)) < © < o(I'(H)).
Hence ® € W(H) Cw(L) = w(A(L)). Thus L is o-free by [11, Corollary 1.3.21]. O

In [13] we show that for L = D(H) the converse of Lemma 7.11 holds. Here are
examples of (1) a non-w-free Liouville closed C*-Hardy field L D R(x), and (2) a
non-A-free log-closed C*-Hardy field M D R(z) with asymptotic integration:

Example 7.12. Remarks after Corollary 5.28 yield a translogarithmic and hardian
germ ¢ € C¥. Then E := R({y, {1, (s, . ..) is a Hardy subfield of Li(R(¢)). Now E is
o-free by [ADH, 11.7.15], ¢ is E-hardian, and R < ¢ < E>® by Corollary 7.7. Set

vy = (, A= T, o = w(}), H = FE(w), L = Li(H).

We have A, ~ A by [ADH, 11.5.7], hence ®, ~ ® by [ADH, 11.7.3]. Then H is
an immediate A-free extension of E by [ADH, 13.6.3, 13.6.4], and H>® is coinitial
in L>® by [11, Proposition 1.3.15]. Now (/,,) is coinitial in E>® hence in H>%,
and thus in L>*. It follows that L is not @-free. Also L C Li(R(f)) C C¥.

Ezxample 7.13. Let E, etc. be as in the previous example. Then E has asymptotic
integration, and E(A) is an immediate extension of E by [ADH, 13.6.3], so E(\)
has asymptotic integration. Let M be the smallest Hardy field extension of E(\)
that is henselian as a valued field and closed under integration (hence log-closed).
Then M C C¥, M is an immediate extension of E(A) by [ADH, 10.2.7], so has
asymptotic integration, and is not A-free in view of A,, ~ A.

Proof of the main theorem. Here now is our main result:
Theorem 7.14. Every Hardy field has a d-algebraic ®-free Hardy field extension.

Proof. 1t is enough to show that every d-maximal Hardy field is ®-free. That
reduces to showing that every non-m-free Liouville closed Hardy field containing R
has a proper d-algebraic Hardy field extension. So assume H O R is Liouville closed
and not m-free. We shall construct a proper d-algebraic Hardy field extension of H.
We have o € H such that

wH) < o < o(T(H)).

With o in the role of f in the discussion following Corollary 6.7, we have R-linearly

independent solutions g, y2 € C? of the differential equation 4Y” + ®Y = 0; in fact,

y1,y2 € C<°. Then the complex solution y = y; +y2i is a unit of C<*°[i], and so we
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have z := 2y' € C<*°[i]. We shall prove that the elements A := Re z and y := Im 2
of C<*° generate a Hardy field extension K = H(A,Y) of H with ® = o(y) € o(K*).
We can assume that w = y1y5 — yjy2 € R”, so y = 2w/|y|? € (C<>°)* and y > 0.

Choose a log-sequence (£,) in H and define (y,), (A,), (0,) as indicated at the
beginning of this section. Then @, ~ ®, with ® — ®, ~y,,; by [ADH, 11.7.1].

For now we fix p and set g, := 751/2, S0 292; =A, = —y;. For h € H* we also
have w(2h') = —4h" /h, hence P := 4Y" + ®oY € H{Y} gives

P(g,) = gp(@—w,) ~ gp'Yﬁ.Ha
and so with an eye towards using Lemma 6.21:
ggp(gp) ~ 9375-',-1 ~ Y§+1/Y§ = 1/62-1-1'
Thus with g :=g, = y;l/z, ¢ =g ? =Y, we have A, € R~ such that
(7.1) *PL(Y) = Y + ¢*P(g)Y, |9°P(g)] < A,/
From P(y) = 0 we get Pfg(y/g) = 0, that is, y/g € C<°°[i]? is a solution of
4Y" + ¢*P(g)Y = 0, with ¢3P(g) € H C C<*.

Set £ := Ly41, so U = Z}; = ¢. The subsection on compositional conjugation in
Section 4 yields the isomorphism

hes h® =hot™: H?® — H®

of H-fields, where /"V is the compositional inverse of £. Under this isomorphism
the equation 4Y" + g3P(g)Y = 0 corresponds to the equation

4"+ f,Y = 0, fo = (¢°P(g))° € H® C C=.
By Corollary 6.22, the equation 4Y” 4 f,Y = 0 has the “real” solutions
Yip = (4i/9)° € (C=*)° = €= (j=1.2),
and the “complex” solution
Yp = Yrp Y200 = (y/9)°,

which is a unit of the ring C<*[i]. Set z, := 2y} € C<*°[i]. The bound in (7.1)
gives | f,| < A,/z?, which by Corollary 3.6 yields positive constants B, ¢, such
that |z,| < B,z. Using (f°) = (¢~ 'f’)° for f € C<*°[i] we obtain

2o = 2((/9)°)" = 2067 (w/9)")" = ((z—29")/9)°

In combination with the bound on |z,| this yields

N

B, écp’fH, hence

2z —2g7
=]
|z = A

z = A+ R, where |R,] <Bp€,cf+1 Yp-

N

Bpécpiléb = Bpécp’fH Yy, and so

We now use this last estimate with p + 1 instead of p, together with

7‘p+1 = 7‘p+7p+1a éerlYerl = Yp-
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This yields
z = 7"p +Ypt+1 + Rpta
with [Ro41] < Bpta E;‘_’S Yo+1 = Bpt1 @;T; /£p+1) Yps
so z = A, +o(y,) thatis, z—2A, <7,
and thus A = Rez = A, +0(y,), 7 =Imz < v,.

Now varying p again, (A,) is a strictly increasing divergent pc-sequence in H which
is cofinal in A(H). By the above, A = Re z satisfies A(H) < A < A(H). This yields
an ordered subfield H(A) of C<*°, which by Lemma 2.11 is an immediate valued
field extension of H with A, ~ A. Now L = —y' (see discussion before Lemma 6.8),
so Lemma 7.5 gives y, >y > (—1/¢,)" in C<*°, for all p. In view of Lemma 2.12
applied to H(A), v in the role of K, f this yields an ordered subfield H (A, y) of C<*°.
Moreover, v is transcendental over H(A) and 7 satisfies the second-order differential
equation 2yy” —3(y')? +y* — 0wy? = 0 over H (obtained from the relation o(y) = ®
by multiplication with y?). It follows that H(A,Y) is closed under the derivation
of C<*°, and hence H(A,y) = H({y) is a Hardy field that is d-algebraic over H. O

The proof also shows that every C*°-Hardy field has an o-free d-algebraic C>°-Hardy
field extension, and the same with C¥ instead of C<*°. In [12, 13] we prove that
the perfect hull of an w-free Hardy field is w-free, but that not every perfect Hardy
field is @-free.

Improving Theorem 7.14. In this subsection, assume H O R s Liouwville closed
and ® € H, y € (C?)* satisfy w(H) < © < o(I'(H)) and o(Y) = ®. Proposition 7.6
and results from [ADH, 13.7] lead to a more explicit version of Theorem 7.14:

Corollary 7.15. The germ 7y generates a Hardy field extension H(Y) of H with a
gap vy, and so Li(H<Y>) is an O-free Hardy field extension of H.

Proof. Since o(—y) = o(y), we may arrange ¥ > 0. The discussion before Lem-
ma 6.8 with ®, ¥ in the roles of f, g, respectively, yields R-linearly independent so-
lutions y1,y2 € C<> of the differential equation 4Y"” + ®Y = 0 with Wronskian 1/2
such that Y = 1/(y? + y3). The proof of Theorem 7.14 shows that y generates a
Hardy field extension H(y) = H(A,y) of H. Recall that v(y,) is strictly increasing
as a function of p and cofinal in Wg; as Y < 7, for all p, this gives Vg < vy.
Also v > (—=1/£,) > 0 for all p and v(1/¢,)" is strictly decreasing as a func-
tion of p and coinitial in (I'7;)’, and so vy < (I';;)’. Then by [ADH, 13.7.1 and
subsequent remark (2) on p. 626], vy is a gap in H(y), so Li(H(Y)) is o-free by
Proposition 7.6. 0

Corollary 7.16. Suppose ¥ > 0. Then with L := Li(H(y)),
0¢w(H) < yeI(L), wew(H) < yel(L).

Proof. 1fy ¢ T'(L), then ® € w(L)* by [ADH, 11.8.31], hence ® € w(H). Ify € I'(L),
then we can use Corollary 6.20 for L to conclude o ¢ w(H). The equivalence on
the right now follows from that on the left and [ADH, 11.8.19]. O

We also note that if ®/4 generates oscillation, then we have many choices for v:

Corollary 7.17. Suppose ®/4 generates oscillation. Then there are continuum
many Y € (C<*°)* withy > 0 and o(Y) = ®; no Hardy field extension of H contains
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more than one such germ Y. (Thus H has at least continuum many mazimal Hardy
field extensions.)

Proof. As before we arrange ¥y > 0 and set L := Li(H (y)). Take ¢ € L with ¢/ = %y
and consider the germs

1
Y1 = —=cos¢, Y2 := —=sing¢ in C<*.
VY VY
The remarks preceding Lemma 6.8 show that y1, y2 solve the differential equa-
tion 4Y"” + @Y = 0, their Wronskian equals 1/2, and ¢ > 1 (since ®/4 generates
oscillation). We now dilate 31, y2: let r € R” be arbitrary and set

Yir = TY1, Yor =T Y2.

Then yi,, y2r still solve the equation 4Y"” 4+ @Y = 0, and their Wronskian is 1/2.
Put vy, :=1/(y3, + y3,) € C<*°. Then o(y,) = ®. Let r,s € R”. Then

Y=Y = ULty = vty = (P8 cos? ot (- ) sin® 9 =0,
so ¥ = Vs iff r = s. Next, suppose M O H is a d-perfect Hardy field containing
both y and ¥ € (C<*°)* with ¥ > 0 and o(y) = . Corollary 6.2 gives ® ¢ w(M),
so v,Y € T(M) by [ADH, 11.8.31], hence y = ¥ by [ADH, 11.8.29]. O

8. A QUESTION OF BOSHERNITZAN

In this final section we apply Theorem 7.14 to answer a question from [19] and to
generalize a theorem from [18].

Translogarithmic germs in maximal Hardy fields. The following analogue

of Corollary 5.24 for translogarithmic germs gives a positive answer to Question 4
in [19, §7]:

Proposition 8.1. Every mazimal Hardy field contains a translogarithmic germ.

Let H O R be a Liouville closed Hardy field; then H has no translogarithmic element
iff (¢,,) is a logarithmic sequence for H in the sense of [ADH, 11.5]. If in this case H
is also @-free, then for each translogarithmic H-hardian germ y the isomorphism
type of the ordered differential field H(y) over H is uniquely determined. This
is part of the next lemma, which follows from [ADH, 13.6.7, 13.6.8]. We need to
assume familiarity with the Newton degree ndeg(P) and Newton weight nwt(P)
of P € H{Y}” for suitable H; see [ADH, 11.1].

Lemma 8.2. Let H be an o-free H-field, with asymptotic couple (I',;v), and
let L =H(y) be a pre-H-field extension of H with T < vy < 0. Then for
all P € H{Y'}* we have

v(P(y)) = v+ ndeg(P)vy + nwt(P)yr(vy) where v = v°(P) €T,
and thus

T, = T @ Zvy ® Zyr(vy) (internal direct sum).

Moreover, if L* = H(y*) is a pre-H-field extension of H with T'< < vy* < 0
and signy = signy*, then there is a unique pre-H -field isomorphism L — L* which
is the identity on H and sends y to y*.
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This lemma suggests how to obtain Proposition 8.1: follow the arguments in the
proof of [ADH, 13.6.7]. In the rest of this subsection we carry out this plan. In the
next lemma and corollary H D R is a Liouville closed Hardy field and y € C<°.
The proof of this lemma assumes familiarity with the binary relation <” on K
and K{Y} for suitable H-asymptotic fields K, and their variants; see [ADH, 9.4].

Lemma 8.3. Suppose H is o-free and for all £ € H>® we have, in C:
(i) 1<y=<¢;
(i) 8" (y) < 1 for alln > 1, where 8 := ¢~ 13, ¢ :=¥';
(iii) ¥’ € C* and (1/¢) 5 y'.
Let P € H{Y}*. Then in C we have
P(y) ~ay? (yH)Y where a € H*, d = ndeg(P), w = nwt(P).
(Hence y is hardian over H and d-transcendental over H.)
Proof. Since H is real closed, it has a monomial group by [ADH, 3.3.32], so the
material of [ADH, 13.3] applies. Then [ADH, 13.3.3] gives a monic D € R[Y]7,
be H*, w e N, and an active element ¢ of H with 0 < ¢ < 1 such that:
¢ _ w ¢ b
P® = b.D-(Y')*+R,  ReH{Y}, R<}b.
Set d := ndeg P, and note that by [ADH, 13.1.9] we have d = deg D + w and w =
nwt P. Replace P, b, Rby b='P, 1, b~ R, respectively, to arrange b = 1. Take ¢ € H
with ¢/ = ¢, so £ > R; we use the superscript o as in the subsection on compositional
conjugation of Section 4; in particular, y° = yo/™ with (y°)" = (¢~'¢')°, so (y°) =
1/2? by hypothesis (iii) of our lemma. For f,g € H we have
f<Zg(inH) — f<bg(inH¢) — f°<bg° (in H®).
Hence in H°{Y'} we have
(P = D-(Y')*+R°>  where R°<"1.
Evaluating at y° we have D(y°)((y°)")" ~ (y°)?((y°)")* and so D(y°)((y°))" =
2% <" 1. By (i) we have (y°)™ < x for m > 1, and by (ii) we have (y°)™ < 1
for n > 1. Hence R°(y°) < h° for some h € H with h° <" 1. Thus in C we have

(P?)°(y°) ~ (¥*)* ((y*)F)™.
Since P(y)° = (P?)°(y°), this yields P(y) ~a-y?- (y")® for a = ¢ %. O
Corollary 8.4. Suppose H is o-free and 1 <y < £ for all £ € H>®. Then the

following are equivalent:

(i) y is hardian over H;
(ii) for all h € H>® there is an £ € H>® such that { < h and y, { lie in a
common Hardy field;
(iii) for all h € H>® there is an £ € H>® such that £ < h and yo ™ is hardian.

Proof. (i) = (ii) = (iii) is clear. Let £ € H>® be such that y° := y o £V lies in a
Hardy field Hy; we arrange x € Hy. For ¢ := ¢/ we have
(') = @) = (1/2) = ~1/a®
and thus y' = —¢/¢%2 = (1/¢). Also y° < =, hence z := (y°) < 2’ = 1 and
so 2™ < 1 for all n. With & := ¢~'9 and n > 1 we have §"(y)° = 2"V, and
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thus §"(y) < 1. Moreover, for h € H>® with ¢ < h and 6 := b’ we have 019 = 3
where f:=¢/0 € H, f 1. Let n > 1. Then

(070)" = (f8)" = GL(f)8" + -+ GT(f)§  onC=>
where G7 € Q{X} C H*{X} for j=1,....n.

As & is small as a derivation on H, we have G7(f) < 1 for j = 1,...,n, and
so (719)"(y) < 1. Thus (iii) = (i) by Lemma 8.3. O

Proof of Proposition 8.1. Let H 2O R be any w-free Liouville closed Hardy field
not containing any translogarithmic element; in view of Theorem 7.14 it suffices
to show that then some Hardy field extension of H contains a translogarithmic
element. The remark before Proposition 8.1 yields a translogarithmic germ y in a
C%-Hardy field Hy 2 R. Then for each n, the germs y, ¢,, are contained in a common
Hardy field, namely Li(Hg). Hence y generates a proper Hardy field extension of H
by (ii) = (i) in Corollary 8.4. O

Proposition 8.1 goes through when “maximal” is replaced by “C°°-maximal” or
“C¥-maximal”. This follows from its proof, using also remarks after the proof of
Theorem 7.14. Here is a conjecture that is much stronger than Proposition 8.1; it
postulates an analogue of Corollary 5.23 for infinite “lower bounds”:

Conjecture. If H is maximal, then there is no y € C' such that 1 < y < h for
all h € H>®, and ¢/ € C*.

We observe that in this conjecture we may restrict attention to C«-hardian germs y:

Lemma 8.5. Suppose there exists y € C* such that 1 < y < h for all h € H>R
and y' € C*. Then there exists such a germ y which is C¥-hardian.

Proof. Take y as in the hypothesis. Replace y by —y if necessary to arrange y > R.
Now Theorem 5.22 yields a C*-hardian germ z > y'™. By Lemma 4.4, the germ 2™V
is also C*-hardian, and R < 2™ <y < h for all h € H>F. (|

Lower bounds on the growth of germs in E(H). In this subsection H is a
Hardy field. Recall from Corollary 5.15 that for all f € E(H) there are h € H(z)
and n such that f < exp,, h. In particular, the sequence (exp,, x) is cofinal in E(Q).
By Theorem 5.20 and Corollary 5.27, the sequence (¢,) = (log, x) is coinitial
in E(Q)>%; see also [18, Theorem 13.2]. Thus for the Hardy field H = Li(R), the
subset H>® is coinitial in E(Q)>® = E(H)>®, equivalently, I'j; is cofinal in FE(H).
We now generalize this fact, also recalling from the remarks after Corollary 7.7
that Li(R) is w-free:

Theorem 8.6. Suppose H is o-free. Then I'y; is cofinal in I‘E(H).

Proof. Replacing H by Li(H(R)) and using [ADH, 13.6.1] we arrange that H is
Liouville closed and H D R. Let y € E(H) and suppose towards a contradiction
that R < y < H>®. Then f := ¢ is transexponential and hardian (Lemma 4.4).
Lemma 5.19 gives a bound b € C* for R(f). Lemma 5.17 gives ¢ € (C¥)* such
that ¢(™ < 1/b for all n; set r := ¢-sina € C¥. Then by Lemma 5.21 (with R(f) in
place of H) we have Q(r) < 1 for all @ € R(f){Y} with Q(0) = 0. Hence g := f+r
is eventually strictly increasing with g = 1, and y = fi"V and z := ¢'"™ € C<* do
not lie in a common Hardy field. Thus in order to achieve the desired contradiction
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it suffices to show that z is H-hardian. For this we use Corollary 8.4. It is clear
that f ~ g, so y ~ z by Corollary 2.6, and thus 1 < z < ¢ for all £ € H>F,
Let £ € H>® and ¢ < z; we claim that zof™ is hardian, equivalently, by Lemma 4.4,
that £o g = (z0¢™)" is hardian. Now £o f = (yo ™)™V is hardian and ¢o f > 1,
and Lemma 5.11 gives fo f —fog € (C<*°)=. Hence £ o f ~u £ o g by Lemma 5.12.
For all n we have ¢,, 0 ¢ =log, { € H>R 50y < £, 0/, hence y o £V < £,,, which by
compositional inversion gives £ o f > exp,, #. So £ o g is hardian by Corollary 5.14.
Thus z is H-hardian by (iii) = (i) of Corollary 8.4. O

If H C C* is w-free, then I'y; is also cofinal in Féw (H)» and similarly with w in place

of co. (Same proof as that of Theorem 8.6.) If H is bounded, then D(H) = E(H)
by Theorem 5.20, in which case Theorem 8.6 already follows from [ADH, 13.6.1].
Boshernitzan [18, p. 144] asked whether D(H) = E(H) in general, and he gave
Theorem 5.20 as support for a positive answer. Our Theorem 8.6 can be seen as
further evidence.
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