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Abstract

Let K be a complete non-archimedean valuation field of characteristic
0, with non-trivial valuation, equipped with (possibly multiple) commut-
ing bounded derivations. We prove a decomposition theorem for finite
differential modules over K, where decompositions regarding the extrin-
sic subsidiary ∂-generic radii of convergence in the sense of Kedlaya-Xiao.
Our result is a refinement of a previous decomposition theorem due to
Kedlaya and Xiao. As a key step in the proof, we prove a decomposition
theorem in a stronger form in the case where K is equipped with a single
derivation. To achieve this goal, we construct an object f0∗L0 represent-
ing the usual dual functor and study some filtrations of f0∗L0, which is
used to construct the direct summands appearing in our decomposition
theorem.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we prove a decomposition theorem of finite differential modules
over a complete non-archimedean valuation field K of characteristic 0, with
non-trivial valuation, equipped with multiple commuting derivations, which are
non-zero and bounded with respect to the given valuation. Precisely speaking,
our decomposition is regarding the extrinsic subsidiary ∂-generic radii of con-
vergence in the sense of [11], which is an invariant generalizing the generic radii
of convergence introduced by Dwork.

Let us state the main result of this paper. Let K be as above, || denote
the valuation of K, ∂j for j ∈ J with J 6= ∅ the derivations on K, which are
commutative each other. Let p(K) denote the characteristic of the residue field
of K. We set ω(K) = |p(K)|1/(p(K)−1) if p(K) > 0 and ω(K) = 1 if p(K) = 0.
We assume that the derivations ∂j are bounded, i.e., the action of ∂j on K
has a finite operator norm. Let r(K, ∂j) denote the ratio ω(K)/|∂j |sp,K , where
|∂j |sp,K denotes the spectral norm of the action of ∂j on K. A finite differential
module over K is a finite dimensional vector space over K equipped with a
family of commuting differential operators relative to ∂j for j ∈ J . For each
j ∈ J , we can define the extrinsic subsidiary ∂j-generic radii of convergence, by
encoding the spectral norms of the differential operator relative to ∂j , which is a
set of dimV real numbers r with multiplicity taking values in (0, r(K, ∂j)]. For
each J-tuple rJ = (rj) ∈ Πj∈J (0, r(K, ∂j)], there exists a maximum subspace
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VrJ of V such that for j ∈ J , VrJ is stable under the action of ∂j and the
extrinsic subsidiary ∂j-generic radii of convergence of VrJ consists only of rj ’s.

Theorem 1.1. Let V be a finite differential module over K.
1. There exist only finitely many rJ ∈ Πj∈J (0, r(K, ∂j)] such that VrJ 6= 0.
2. The obvious morphism ⊕rJ∈Πj∈J (0,r(K,∂j)]VrJ → V is an isomorphism.

Besides the above result, we also prove a base change property and a ratio-
nality result in an appropriate sense.

The decomposition in Theorem 1.1 is a refinement of the one stated in [11,
Theorem 1.5.6], where #J < +∞ is assumed and the direct summands Vr
are parametrized by r ∈ (0, 1]. Hence our decomposition can be applied to
differential modules, which cannot be decomposed by previous decomposition
results. Even in the case #J = 1 and p(K) > 0, Theorem 1.1 is known only in
the case where K is of rational type in the sense of [11] such as the completion
of Qp(X) with respect of some Gauss valuation equipped with derivation given
by d/dX .

Decompositions as in Theorem 1.1 in the case of p(K) > 0 are studied
in a context of p-adic differential equations by Dwork-Robba, Christol-Dwork,
Kedlaya-Xiao, and Poineau-Pulita and so on ([6, 5, 11, 13]). Beside applica-
tions to p-adic differential equations, variations of such decompositions plays a
fundamental role in the study of differential Swan conductors due to Kedlaya,
Xiao ([9, 16]). Even in the case of p(K) = 0, related decompositions appear
in the study of Hukuhara-Levelt-Turrittin type decompositions in the sense of
Kedlaya ([8]).

Technical aspects

In the course of the proof of Theorem 1.1, we introduce an essential idea on a
duality of differential modules over K in the case of #J = 1.

Let us start with noting the subtlety in the proof of Theorem 1.1 occurring
only in the case of #J > 1. For a non-zero finite differential module over K,
even if we have a nice decomposition V = ⊕Vr regarding a single derivation ∂j ,
it is not clear that the direct summands Vr are stable under the action of the
other ∂j′ ’s as they are not K-linear.

To overcome this difficulty, we prove Theorem 1.1 in the case of #J = 1 in a
stronger form so that we can prove Theorem 1.1. In the rest of the introduction,
we consider only in the case of #J = 1. We consider the category Mod(K〈T 〉)
of left modules over the ring K〈T 〉 of twisted polynomials over K instead of
the category of differential modules over (K, ∂), which are isomorphic to each
other. We have a contravariant endofunctor D0 on Mod(K〈T 〉) called a dual
functor, which is constructed in an obvious way. The key ingredient in this
paper is the object f0∗L0 in the category Mod(K〈T 〉,Mod(K〈T 〉)) of a left
K〈T 〉-objects inMod(K〈T 〉), which “represents”D0. The construction of f0∗L0

can be done by using a variant f0 of the morphism f∗
gen introduced by Kedlaya-

Xiao. We define a new dual functor D by Hom(−, f0∗L0). The underlying
abelian group of f0∗L0 is the direct product KN

+ of N-copies of the underlying
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abelian group K+ of K. Hence we can construct subobjects Mλ of f0∗L0 by
considering some convergence conditions on the formal power series

∑+∞
i=0 aiX

i

associated to (ai) ∈ KN
+. This part can be regarded as a generalization of the

theory of Dwork-Robba. Then we study the differential modules of the form
Hom(M,Mλ) for M ∈ Mod(K〈T 〉), where we exploit a techiniques developed
by Dwork-Robba, Christol, and Poineau-Pulita ([6, 4, 13]). Then we regard
Hom(M,Mλ) and Hom(DM,Mλ) as submodules of Hom(M, f0∗L0) = DM
and Hom(DM, f0∗L0) = DDM respectively. As in the case of vector spaces,
we can define submodules F−M and F+M of M corresponding to the above
two submodules respectively. By varying Mλ, we obtain submodules F(0,r]M
and F[r,r(K,∂)]M of M for r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)]. We define F[r,r]M := F(0,r]M ∩
F[r,r(K,∂)]M and prove the desired decomposition M ∼= ⊕F[r,r]M .

By using the results explained as above, we prove Theorem 1.1 for all K
satisfying the conditions in the beginning of the paper. However, we do not
know, at this point, how to prove our rationality result by our method only. To
prove our rationality result, we exploit a consequence of a theory of Christol-
Dwork ([5]) after embedding K into another K ′ of rational type in the sense of
[11], where the theory of Christol-Dwork is applicavle.
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work is supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (C)
22K03227 and Grant-in-Aid for Young Scientists (B) 17K14161.

Notation and convention

In this paper, a ring is an associative ring with unit. When X is a ring, a field,
or a left R-module for some ring R, unless otherwise is mentioned, we denote
by X+ the underlying abelian group of X in an obvious sense. For an abelian
group A and a set S, we denote by AS (resp. A(S)) the abelian group of families
(ai)i in A indexed by S (resp. such that ai = 0 for all but finitely many i ∈ S),
where (ai)i is denoted by (ai) for simplicity. When X is an abelian group, a
ring, a field, or a left R-module M , to denote an element x of the underlying
set of M , we write x ∈M for simplicity.

When X is an abelian group, a ring, a field, or a left R-module for some ring
R, Xu denote the underlying set of X . Furthermore, an ultrametric function
|| : X → R≥0 refers to a morphism || : Xu → R≥0 of sets such that |x − y| ≤
max{|x|, |y|} and |0| = 0 for x, y ∈ X . Assume ||−1({0}) = {0} and X 6= 0. Let
f : Xu → Xu be a map such that there exists C ∈ R such that |f(x)| ≤ C|x|
for x ∈ X . We define the operator norm of f by |f |op = sup{|f(x)|/|x|;x ∈

Xu, x 6= 0}. Moreover we define the spectral norm of f by |f |sp = inf{|f i|
1/i
op ; i ∈

N>0}. When would like to specify X , we denote |f |op, |f |sp by |f |op,X , |f |sp,X
respectively.

Although Theorem 1.1 concerns finite differential modules when the base
field K is equipped with (possibly) multiple derivations {∂j}j∈J , except the last
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section, we restrict to the case #J = 1.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall basic notions on categories and basic definitions and
results on the category D(R, ∂) of differential modules over differential rings R
equipped with a single derivation ∂.

2.1 The category Mod(A,Mod(B)) and Mod(A)-valued bi-

functor

We recall basic definitions on categories and modules. See [12] for details.
In this paper, unless otherwise is mentioned, a category is assumed to be

locally small. Let Ab denote the category of abelian groups. Let A be a ring and
C an abelian category. We define the category Mod(A, C) of left A-objects in
the category C. An object is a pair (X, ρ), where X ∈ C and ρ : A→ EndC(X)
is a ring homomorphism. A morphism (X ′, ρ′) → (X, ρ) is a morphism α :
X ′ → X such that α ◦ (ρ′(a)) = (ρ(a)) ◦ α for a ∈ A. We denote an object
(X, ρ) of Mod(A, C) by X when no confusion arises. The category Mod(A, C)
is an abelian category. We define the category Mod(A) of left A-modules by
Mod(A,Ab), which coincides with the usual one. We will study the category of
the form Mod(A,Mod(B)) with B a ring. In terms of [2, II,§1.14], an object of
Mod(A,Mod(B)) is a (left) ((A,B), ())-multimodule. For an abelian category
D and a functor F : D → Mod(A), we denote by F+ the functor given by the
composition ()+F .

Let C,D be abelian categories and F : C → D a covariant functor. We define
the functor Mod(A,F ) : Mod(A, C) → Mod(A,D) associated to F , which is
denoted by F if no confusion arises, by defining Mod(A,F )(X, ρ) = (FX,Fρ)
for (X, ρ) ∈ Mod(A, C), where we define (Fρ)(a) = F (ρ(a)) for a ∈ A, and
defining Mod(A,F )α = Fα for α : (X ′, ρ′) → (X, ρ) a morphism in Mod(A, C).
Let T : D × C → Ab be an additive bifunctor which is contravariant in the
first variable and covariant in the second one. Let (X, ρ) ∈ Mod(A, C). Then
T (Y,X) for Y ∈ D is regarded as a left A-module via the ring homomorphism
A → End(T (Y,X)); a 7→ T (Y, ρ(a)). For morphisms α : X ′ → X in C and
β : Y ′ → Y in D, T (β, α) defines a morphism T (Y ′, X) → T (Y,X ′) in Mod(A).
In this way, T induces a bifunctor D×Mod(A, C) →Mod(A), which is denoted
by T if no confusion arises. In this paper, we mainly consider the case where
C = D =Mod(B) for some ring B and T = Hom. In this case, Hom :Mod(B)×
Mod(A,Mod(B)) → Mod(A) is additive and left exact as the forgetful functor
Mod(A) → Ab is faithful.

For a ring homomorphism f : R → S, we denote by f∗ : Mod(R) →
Mod(S), f∗ : Mod(S) → Mod(R) the pull-back and push-out functors respec-
tively: for a left S-module N = (N+, ρ), f∗N is the left R-module given by
(N+, f∗ρ), where we define f∗ρ = ρ ◦ f . Let η : f∗f∗ → idMod(S), ε : idMod(S) →

5



f∗f
∗ denote the counit and unit for the adjoint functor (f∗, f∗), which are nat-

ural transformations defined in an obvious way ([2, II,5.2]).
Finally we recall some terminology on natural transformations.
Let C be an abelian category. An endofunctor on C is a (covariant or con-

travariant) functor whose domain and codomain are C. Let F,G,H : C → C be
endofunctors on C, and T : F → G,S : G → H natural transformations. We
define the natural transformation S · T : F → H by (S · T )X = SX ◦ TX for
X ∈ C. We call S · T the vertical composition of T followed by S.

Let C be an abelian category. For F,G : C → C endofunctors on C, and
T : F → G,S : F → G natural transformations, we define the natural trans-
formation S + T : F → G by (S + T )X = SX + TX for X ∈ C. Let C be
an abelian category, F : C → C an endofunctor, which is assumed to be rep-
resentable. By Yoneda’s lemma, the class of natural transformations End(F )
forms a ring where the addition and multiplication given by +, · respectively
defined as above.

2.2 A base change lemma

Definition 2.1. Let A,B,C,D be rings, f : C → D, g : A → B, i : A → C, j :
B → D ring homomorphism such that j ◦ g = f ◦ i. Let η : idMod(B) → j∗j

∗ be
the unit for the adjoint functor (j∗, j∗), and ǫ : i

∗i∗ → idMod(C) the counit for
the adjoint functor (i∗, i∗), and ϕ : j∗g∗ → f∗i∗ the natural isomorphism defined
by the vertical composition j∗g∗ → (j ◦g)∗ → (f ◦ i)∗ → f∗i∗, where each arrow
is an obvious one. We define the natural transformation δ : g∗i∗ → j∗f

∗ as the
vertical composition (j∗f

∗ǫ) · (j∗ϕi∗) · (ηg∗i∗) : g∗i∗ → j∗j
∗g∗i∗ → j∗f

∗i∗i∗ →
j∗f

∗. For M ∈ Mod(C), we have δM : g∗i∗M → j∗f
∗M coincides with the

unique morphism satisfying, for x ∈ M , δM (1 ⊗ x) = 1 ⊗ x. We consider
left B-modules B ⊗ C,D, where we regard B as a (B,A)-bimodule via idB, g
respectively, C as a left A-module via i, and D as a left B-module via j. We
define the morphism δ0 : B ⊗ C → D in Mod(B) as the unique morphism
satisfying, for b ∈ B, c ∈ C, δ0(b ⊗ c) = j(b)f(c).

Lemma 2.2. Let notation be as above. Assume that δ0 is an isomorphism.
Then δ : g∗i∗ → j∗f

∗ is a natural isomorphism.

Proof. We prove δC is an isomorphism. Let α : D → j∗f
∗C be the isomorphism

defined by α(d) = d ⊗ 1. Since we have g∗i∗C = B ⊗ C by definition and
δC = α ◦ δ0, δC is an isomorphism.

LetM ∈Mod(C) be arbitrary. Let · · · → P1 → P0 →M be a free resolution
ofM . Since g∗i∗ and j∗f

∗ commute with direct sum, δP1 , δP2 are isomorphisms.
By the right exactness of g∗i∗ and j∗f

∗, δM is an isomorphism.

2.3 The categories D(R, ∂) and Mod(R〈T 〉)

We recall basic definitions and results on differential modules over differential
rings in a point of view of categories. See [10, 11] for detail.
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A differential ring is a commutative ring R equipped with a derivation, i.e.,
a morphism ∂ : R+ → R+ in Ab satisfying ∂(r′ · r) = ∂(r′) · r + r′ · ∂(r) for
r′, r ∈ R. The category of differential modules over R, which is denoted by
D(R, ∂) in this paper, is as follows. An object of D(R, ∂) is an R-module V
equipped a morphism ∂ : V+ → V+ in Ab satisfying ∂(r · v) = ∂(r) · v + r · ∂(v)
for r ∈ R, v ∈ V ; a morphism of D(R, ∂) is a morphism α : V ′ → V in Mod(R)
such that α(∂(v′)) = ∂(α(v′)) for v′ ∈ V . The category D(R, ∂) is an abelian
category, where the addition Hom(V ′, V )×Hom(V ′, V ) → Hom(V ′, V ) is given
by (α1 + α2)(v

′) = α1(v
′) + α2(v

′) for α1, α2 ∈ Hom(V ′, V ), v′ ∈ V ′. We define
the forgetful functor ()+ : D(R, ∂) → Ab by, for V ∈ D(R, ∂), defining V+ as the
underlying abelian group of V (we forget the derivation), and, for a morphism
α : V ′ → V , defining (α)+ as α itself. The forgetful functor ()+ is obviously
faithful and exact.

Definition 2.3. We define the object G(R, ∂) ∈ D(R, ∂), denoted by G if no

confusion arises, as the left R-module given by (R
(N)
+ , ξ : R→ EndAb(R

(N)
+ ); c 7→

((qi)i 7→ (cqi)i)) equipped with the differential operator given by ∂((qi)i) =
(∂(qi) + qi−1)i, where we set q−1 = 0. Let Hom(G(R, ∂),−) : D(R, ∂) → Ab
be the covariant morphism functor given by G(R, ∂). Let e = (1, 0, 0, . . . ) ∈
G(R, ∂)+. We define the natural transformations ϕ : Hom(G(R, ∂),−) →
(−)+, ψ : (−)+ → Hom(G(R, ∂),−). We define ϕ as the natural transformation
corresponding to e ∈ G(R, ∂)+ in the sense of Yoneda’s lemma. Precisely speak-
ing, ϕV for V ∈ D(R, ∂) coincides with ϕV : Hom(G(R, ∂), V ) → V+; s 7→ s(e).
We define ψV for V ∈ D(R, ∂) by ψV (x)((qi)) =

∑+∞
i=0 qi∂

i(x) for x ∈ V, (qi) ∈
G(R, ∂). We can easily verify that ϕ and ψ are inverse each other. Consequently,
G(R, ∂) is a projective generator for D(R, ∂) ([12, Proposition 15.3]).

Definition 2.4. We have the isomorphisms ψG : G+ → Hom(G,G), ϕG :
Hom(G,G) → G+ with inverse each other. Let · : G+ × G+ → G+ de-
note the bilinear map given by x · y = ϕG(ψG(y) ◦ ψG(x)). Then ψG, ϕG

define ring isomorphisms (G+, ·) → Hom(G,G)op,Hom(G,G)op → (G+, ·) re-
spectively inverse each other. By a straightforward calculation, we have (q′i)i ·

(qi)i = (
∑i

j=0

∑

h≥j q
′
h

(

h
j

)

∂h−j(qi−j))i for (q′i)i, (qi)i ∈ G+. Hence the ring

(G+, ·) is nothing but the ring of twisted polynomials associated to the dif-
ferential ring R in the sense of [10, Definition 5.5.1]. Hence we call the ring
(G+, ·) the ring of twisted polynomials associated to (R, ∂), which is denoted
by R〈T 〉. Thus we denote (G+, ·) by R〈T 〉. We use the twisted polynomial
notation: we set T = (0, 1, 0, . . . , ) ∈ R〈T 〉. We define the ring homomorphism
i : R → R〈T 〉 by i(q) = (q, 0, . . . , ) for q ∈ R. Then, for j ∈ N, we have
i(q)T j = (0, . . . , 0, q, 0, . . . ), where q sits at the j-th entry, and we can express
(qi) ∈ R〈T 〉 as x =

∑n
i=0 i(qi)T

i, where n ∈ N satisfies the condition that qj = 0
for j > n. Consequently, R〈T 〉 is generated by the subset i(R) ∪ {T } as a ring.

Definition 2.5. Let M ∈ Mod(R〈T 〉). Assume that i∗M is finite free. For
simplicity, e1, . . . , em ∈ M is a basis of M if e1, . . . , em is a basis of i∗M . An
arbitrary x ∈M is uniquely expressed as

∑m
i=0 i(cj)·ej with c1, . . . , cm ∈ R. For

k ∈ N, we define the matrix Gk = (gk,ij) ∈Mm(R) by T k ·ek =
∑m

h=1 i(gk,ij)·eh
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for all k. We repeat a similar construction for M ′ ∈Mod(R〈T 〉) such that i∗M
′

is finite free with a basis e′1, . . . , e
′
n ∈M ′. Let α :M ′ →M be a morphism. We

define the matrix X ∈Mmn(R) by α(ek) =
∑n

h=1 i(xkh) · e
′
h for all k. Then we

have XG′
1 + ∂(X) = G1X .

Definition 2.6. Since the forgetful functor ()+ : D(R, ∂) → Ab is representable
by G, the class End(()+) of natural transformations ()+ → ()+ is a ring by
Yoneda’s lemma. We define the ring homomorphism ρ : R〈T 〉 → End(()+) by
the vertical composition ρ(x) = ϕ ·Hom(ψG(x),−) ·ψ : ()+ → ()+ for x ∈ R〈T 〉.
For V ∈ D(R, ∂), we define the ring homomorphism ρV : R〈T 〉 → EndAb(V+)
by ρV (x) = ρ(x)V for x ∈ R〈T 〉. At this point, we can prove Lemma 2.7 below,
which asserts the ring R〈T 〉 satisfies a universal property.

We define the functor M : D(R, ∂) → Mod(R〈T 〉) by MV = (V+, ρV ) for
V ∈ D(R, ∂) and Mα = α for a morphism α : V ′ → V . We define the functor
V : Mod(K〈T 〉) → D(R, ∂) by VM = i∗M ∈ Mod(R) for M ∈ Mod(R〈T 〉)
equipped with the differential operator given by ρ(T ) ∈ EndAb((i∗M)+) =
EndAb(M+) and Vα = i∗α for a morphism α : M ′ → M . We have V ◦M =
idD(R,∂) and M ◦ V = idMod(K〈T 〉) by using Lemma 2.7. Let V ∈ D(R, ∂)
and ξ : R → EndAb(V+) denote the left R-module structure of V . Then, in
EndAb((MV )+) = EndAb(V+), we have ξ(c) = ρV (i(c)) for c ∈ R and ρ(T ) ∈
EndAb((MV )+) = EndAb(V+) coincides with the differential operator of V .

Lemma 2.7. Let R be a differential ring. We consider the data (U, µ, u) where
U is a ring, µ : R → U is a ring homomorphism, u ∈ U such that u · µ(r) =
µ(r) · u + µ(∂(r)) for r ∈ R. Then there exists a unique ring homomorphism
f : R〈T 〉 → U such that µ = f ◦ i and f(T ) = u. Moreover, we have f((qi)) =
∑

i µ(qi)u
i for (qi) ∈ R〈T 〉.

The ring homomorphism f : R〈T 〉 → U is called the ring homomorphism
corresponding to the data (U, µ, u).

Proof. The uniqueness follows from the fact thatR〈T 〉 is generated by the subset
i(R) ∪ {T } as a ring. We define the object MU ′ ∈ D(R, ∂) by µ∗U equipped
with the differential operator given by the left multiplication by u ∈ U . Let
ρ : R〈T 〉 → EndAb(U+) denote the structure morphism of MU ′. We define the
ring homomorphism τ : U → EndAb(U+) by τ(x)(y) = x · y for x, y ∈ U+. Then
τ is an injection by τ(x)(1) = x for x ∈ U+. We have τ ◦ µ = ρ ◦ i, ρ(T ) = τ(u)
by the definition of the functor M . Since R〈T 〉 is generated by the subset
i(R)∪{T } as a ring, we have ρ(R〈T 〉) ⊂ τ(U). Hence there exists a unique ring
homomorphism f such that ρ = τ ◦ f . We can easily see that f satisfies the
desired condition.

Lemma 2.8. Let notation be as above. Assume R is a field.

1. The ring R〈T 〉 is an integral domain.

2. The ring admits a left (resp. right) division theorem. Consequently, any
left (resp. right) ideal of R〈T 〉 is principal. For any non-zero left (resp.
right) ideal of R〈T 〉, there exists uniquely a generator P ∈ R〈T 〉 of the
form P = T i +

∑

j<i qjT
j with i ∈ N.
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3. Let P ∈ R〈T 〉 be non-zero. We write P = qiT
i +

∑

j<i qjT
j with i ∈ N

and qi ∈ R×. Then dimi∗(R〈T 〉/R〈T 〉 · P ) = i.

4. Let M ∈Mod(R〈T 〉). Then M is of finite length if and only if i∗M is of
finite dimension.

5. Let M ∈ Mod(R〈T 〉) be of finite length. Then there exists an exact se-
quence of the form 0 → R〈T 〉 → R〈T 〉 → M → 0. As a consequence of
part 1, the second morphism is given by the multiplication by some element
P ∈ R〈T 〉 by right.

Proof. See [10, Proposition 5.2, Theorem 5.3,Remark 5.5] for parts 1,2,5. Part
3 is proved by using the left division theorem To see part 4, note that R〈T 〉 is
not irreducible as a left R〈T 〉-module by 0 ( R〈T 〉 · T ( R〈T 〉.

Definition 2.9. 1. We regard the R-module R as a left R-object inMod(R)
via the ring homomomorphismR → End(R+);x 7→ (y 7→ x·y) given by the
multiplication onR. LetM ∈Mod(R〈T 〉). Let ξ : R→ EndAb(Hom(i∗M,R))
be the ring homomoprhism defined by the left R-structure on R. Let
u ∈ EndAb(Hom(i∗M,R)) be the endomorphism defined by u(χ)(m) =
∂(χ(m)) − χ(T · m) for χ ∈ Hom(i∗M,R) and m ∈ M . Then the
data (End(Hom(i∗M,R)), ξ, u) satisfies a compatibility condition as in
2.7. We define D0M as the left R〈T 〉-module given by Hom(i∗M,R) ∈ Ab
equipped with the ring homomorphism R〈T 〉 → EndAb(Hom(i∗M,R))
corresponding to the above data obtained in this way. We can see that for
a morphism α :M ′ →M , the morphisn Hom(i∗α,R) defines a morphism
D0M → D0M

′. By definition, (D0M)+ = Hom(i∗M,R) and we have
(i(r) · χ)(m) = r · χ(m) and (T · χ)(m) = ∂(χ(m)) − χ(T ·m) for q ∈ R
and χ ∈ Hom(i∗M,R) and m ∈M .

2. For M ∈ Mod(R〈T 〉), we define the morphism c0,M : M → D0D0M by
c0,M (x)(χ) = χ(x) for χ ∈ D0M and x ∈M .

Definition 2.10. We define the object L(R, ∂) ∈ Mod(R〈T 〉) as MR, where
R is regarded as an object of D(R, ∂) in an obvious way. Note that we have an
exact sequence 0 → R〈T 〉 → R〈T 〉 → L(R, ∂) → 0, where the second morphism
is given by the right multiplication by T , the third one is given by the unique
morphism sending 1 ∈ R〈T 〉 to 1 ∈ L(R, ∂)+ = R+.

2.4 More constructions

Let K be a complete non-archimedean valuation field of characteristic 0 with
non-trivial valuation equipped with a bounded non-zero derivation. We define
p(K), ω(K) as in the introduction.

We say thatM ∈Mod(K〈T 〉) is of finite dimension if i∗M is of finite dimen-
sionMod(K). LetModf (K〈T 〉) denote the full subcategory ofMod(K〈T 〉) con-
sisting of objects of finite dimension. The category Modf (K〈T 〉) is an abelian
subcategory of Mod(K〈T 〉)
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Definition 2.11. ForM ∈Modf (K〈T 〉), we define the mapm(M) : (0, r(K, ∂)] →
N. When M = 0, we define m(M)(r) = 0 for all r. When M is irre-
ducible, we choose an ultrametric function | | : M → R≥0 which gives a
norm on i∗M . Then we define m(M)(r) = dimM if r = ω(K)/|T · |sp, where
T · : M+ → M+ denotes the endomorphism on M+ given by the left multipli-
cation by T , and m(M)(r) = 0 otherwise. When M is arbitrary, let {Mj}j∈S

be a finite family of objects in Modf (K〈T 〉) such that the isomorphic class
of {Mj}j∈S gives a Jordan-Holder factors of M with multiplicity. We define
m(M)(r) =

∑

j∈S m(Mj)(r) for all r. Note that m(M)(r) coincides with the
multiplicity of r (resp. r/r(K, ∂)) in the extrinsic (resp. intrinsic) subsidiary
generic ∂-radii of convergence ([11, Definition 1.2.8]). Hence m(M) is a func-
tion possessing the same information as the extrinsic subsidiary generic ∂-radii
of convergence. It is known that the functionm(M) is independent of the choices
of the {Mj} and the ultrametric function. We define the support of m(M) as
supp m(M) = {r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)];m(M)(r) 6= 0}.

Lemma 2.12. Let M ∈Modf (K〈T 〉).
1. The support supp m(M) is a finite set and #supp m(M) ≤ dimM .
2. The functionM 7→ m(M) is additive onModf (K〈T 〉), where the addition

of functions m1,m2 : [0, r(K, ∂)) → N≥0 are given by (m1 +m2)(r) = m1(r) +
m2(r).

3. We have
∑

r∈(0,r(K,∂)]m(M)(r) = dimM .

4. We have m(D0M) = m(M).

Proof. Parts 1,3 are obvious. Parts 1,4 are [11, Lemma 1.2.9 (a),(b)]

Definition 2.13. Let Y be a subset of (0, r(K, ∂)]. Let M ∈ Modf (K〈T 〉).
We consider the subset S(M ;Y ) of submodules ofM consisting ofM ′ such that
supp m(M ′) ⊂ Y , which is equipped with the partial order with respect to
the inclusion relation. For M ′,M ′′ ∈ S(M ;Y ), the submodule M ′ +M ′′ of M
generated byM ′ andM ′′ belongs to S(M ;Y ) asM ′+M ′′ ∼= (M ′⊕M ′′)/M ′∩M ′′

and the additivity ofm(−). SinceM is Artinian, there exists a maximal element
N in S(M ;Y ). For M ′ ∈ S(M ;Y ), we have M ′ ⊂ N by N ⊂ M ′ + N and
M ′ + N ∈ S(M ;Y ). Hence N is the maximum element in S(M ;Y ), which
is denoted by Fsp,YM . We have the canonical injection Fsp,YM → M by
definition, which is denoted by I(Y )M .

Let α : M ′ → M be a morphism in Modf (K〈T 〉). By α(Fsp,YM
′) ⊂

Fsp,YM , we can define a morphism Fsp,Y α : Fsp,YM
′ → Fsp,YM in an ob-

vious way. The function Fsp,Y defines an endofunctor on Modf (K〈T 〉) and
I(Y ) defines a natural transformation Fsp,Y → idModf (K〈T 〉).

Let X = {Xλ}λ∈Λ be a partition of (0, r(K, ∂)]. For M ∈ Modf (K〈T 〉),
there exists finitely many λ ∈ Λ such that Fsp,Xλ

M 6= 0 by Lemma 2.12. Hence
we can define the direct sum endofunctor ⊕λ∈ΛFsp,Xλ

on Modf (K〈T 〉) and
the natural transformation I(X) : ⊕λ∈ΛFsp,Xλ

→ idModf (K〈T 〉) defined by the
I(Xλ)’s in an obvious way.

Lemma 2.14. Let X = {Xλ}λ∈Λ be as above.
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1. The natural transformation I(X) is a pointwise monomorphism, that is,
I(X)M is a monomorphism for M ∈Modf (K〈T 〉).

2. For M ∈Modf (K〈T 〉), the following are equivalent.

(a) The morphism I(X)M is an isomorphism.

(b) For λ ∈ Λ, dimFsp,Xλ
M ≥

∑

r∈Xλ
m(M)(r).

Proof. 1. Let M ∈ Modf (K〈T 〉). Let λ1, . . . , λn be distinct elements of Λ.
Then Fsp,Xλ1

M ∩ (Fsp,Xλ2
M + · · ·+ Fsp,Xλn

M) = 0 since supp m(Fsp,Xλ1
M ∩

(Fsp,Xλ2
M+ · · ·+Fsp,Xλn

M)) ⊂ supp m(Fsp,Xλ1
M)∪supp m(Fsp,Xλ2

M+ · · ·+
Fsp,Xλn

M) ⊂ Xλ1 ∩ (Xλ2 ∪ · · · ∪Xλn
) = ∅.

2. Assume (a) holds. We have m(M) =
∑

λ∈Λm(Fsp,Xλ
M). For λ ∈

Λ, we have m(M)(r) = m(Fsp,Xλ
M)(r) for r ∈ Xλ. Hence, dimFsp,Xλ

M =
∑

r∈Xλ
m(Fsp,Xλ

M)(r) =
∑

r∈Xλ
m(M)(r).

Assume (b) holds. We have
∑

λ∈Λ dimFsp,Xλ
M ≥

∑

λ∈Λ

∑

r∈Xλ
m(M)(r) =

∑

r∈∪λ∈ΛXλ
m(M)(r) =

∑

r∈(0,r(K,∂)]m(M)(r) = dimM . Hence I(X)M is an
isomorphism by part 1.

We define the natural transformation Isp : ⊕r∈(0,r(K,∂)]Fsp,[r,r] → idModf (K〈T 〉)

by I(X) for the family X = {[r, r]}r∈(0,r(K,∂)]. Note that, by Lemma 2.14, Isp
is a pointwise monomorphism. Also note that for M ∈ Modf (K〈T 〉), Isp,M is
an isomorphism if and only if dimFsp,[r,r]M ≥ m(M)(r) for all r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)].

3 Duality

In this section, we construct a contravariant endofunctor D on Mod(K〈T 〉),
which is represented by an object f0∗L0 of Mod(K〈T 〉,Mod(K〈T 〉)) and is
naturally isomorphic to the endofunctor D0. We also construct a natural trans-
formation c : idMod(K〈T 〉) → DD. We give calculations on D and c used in the
rest of the paper.
Convention. In the rest of the paper, except the last section §8, let K be a
complete non-archimedean valuation field of characteristic 0 equipped with a
derivation, where the valuation | | is non-trivial and the derivation is non-zero
and bounded with respect to the valuations | |.

3.1 Subrings of the ring of formal power series

We recall the definition of various subrings defined in [10].
We define the ring K[[X ]] of formal power series overK as the abelian group

KN
+ equipped with the multiplication given by the convolution. We use the no-

tation (ai)i, (ai) for simplicity, to denote an element of K[[X ]] rather than the
power series notation

∑

i aiX
i. Let r ∈ (0,+∞). Let K[[X/r]]0 denote the sub-

ring of K[[X ]] consisting of (ai) satisfying the condition supi|ai|ri < +∞. Let
K{X/r} be the subring of K[[X ]] defind by ∩s∈(0,r)K[[X/s]]0. Let K{X/r+}
be the subring of K[[X ]] defind by ∪s∈(r,+∞)K[[X/s]]0. We have K[[X/r]]0 ⊂
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K{X/r} ⊂ K{X/r+} and, for s ≤ r, K[[X/r]]0 ⊂ K[[X/s]]0,K{X/r} ⊂
K{X/s},K{X/r+} ⊂ K{X/s+}. We define the r-Gauss valuation ||r as the
ultrametric function | |r : K[[X/r]]0 → R≥0 given by |(ai)|r = supi|ai|ri;
the multiplicativity can be seen by |(ai) · (bi)|r = lims→r−0|(ai) · (bi)|s =
lims→r−0(|(ai)|s|(bi)|s) = lims→r−0|(ai)|s|lims→r−0|(bi)|s, where we regardK[[X/r]]0
as a subring of the subring K〈X/s〉 of K[[X ]] consisting of (ai) ∈ KN

+ such that
|ai|ri → 0 (i → +∞). Recall that a non-archimedean analogue of Hadamard
formula for the radius of convergence holds, that is, for (ai) ∈ K[[X ]], we have
(ai) ∈ K{X/r} if and only if 1/limsupi∈N≥1

|ai|1/i, where we set |0|1/i = 0 for
i ∈ N≥1 and 1/+∞ = 0 and 1/0 = +∞ (see [15, Chapter 6, §1, Proposition 1]:
although K is assumed to be a subfield of Cp in the reference, the proof is valid
for all K).

Let ∂X be the derivation on K[[X ]] defined by ∂X((ai)) = ((i+1)ai+1). The
derivation ∂X induces derivations on K[[X/r]]0,K{X/r},K{X/r+}, which we
denote by ∂X for simplicity.

We denote the left K[[X ]]〈T 〉-module L(K[[X ]], ∂X) by L0. Similarly we de-
note the left K{X/r}〈T 〉-module L(K{X/r}, ∂X) (resp. K[[X/r]]0〈T 〉-module
L(K[[X/r]]0, ∂X),K{X/r+}〈T 〉-moduleL(K{X/r+}, ∂X)) by Lr (resp. Lr,bd, Lr+).

3.2 Kedlaya-Xiao morphism

We recall a ring homomorphism defined by Kedlaya-Xiao in [11] and give its
variants.

We define the ring homomorphism g0 : K → K[[X ]] by g0(c) = (∂i(c)/i!)i.

Lemma 3.1. 1. For r ∈ (0,+∞), we have K[[X/r]]×0 = K{X/r}×.

2. For c ∈ K, we have g0(c) ∈ K[[X/r(K, ∂)]]0.

3. For all r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)] and c ∈ K, we have |c| = |(∂i(c)/i!)|r.

4. For i ∈ N, we have |∂i/i!|op,K ≤ 1/r(K, ∂)i.

Proof. Part 1 is a basic fact. For parts 2,3,4, see [11, Lemma 1.2.12, Corollary
1.2.13]. We give quick proofs.

1. Let y ∈ (K{X/r})×. We have sups∈(0,r)|y|s = sups∈[r/2,r)|y|s = sups∈[r/2,r)|y
−1|−1

s =

sups∈[r/2,r)|y
−1|−1

s ≤ |y−1|−1
r/2. Hence y ∈ K[[X/r]]0.

2. For x ∈ K×, we have g0(x) ∈ K{X/r(K, ∂)} by non-archimedean
Hadamard formula, which implies x ∈ K[[X/r(K, ∂)]]0 by part 1.

3. For c ∈ K×, |c±| ≤ |g0(c±)|r. Hence |c| ≥ |g0(c)|r ≥ |c|.
4. It follows from part 3 with r = r(K, ∂).

The ring homomorphism g0 induces ring hom.’s K → K[[X/r]]0,K →
K{X/r} for r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)] and K → K{X/r+} for r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)), which
is denoted by gr,bd, gr, gr+ respectively. Since these ring homomorphisms com-
mute with the ∂ and ∂X , we define the ring homomorphisms f0 : K〈T 〉 →
K[[X ]]〈T 〉, fr,bd : K〈T 〉 → K[[X/r]]0〈T 〉, fr : K〈T 〉 → K{X/r}〈T 〉, fr+ : K〈T 〉 →
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K{X/r+}〈T 〉 for r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)] and for r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)) as the ones associ-
ated to g0, gr,bd, gr, gr+ respectively. Thus we obtain the left K〈T 〉-modules
f0∗L0, fr,bd∗Lr,bd, fr∗Lr for r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)] and fr+∗Lr+ for r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)).
Note that we have, as subobjects of fr∗Lr = ∩t∈(0,r)ft,bd∗Lt,bd for r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)]
and fr+∗Lr+ = ∪t∈(r,r(K,∂))ft,bd∗Lt,bd = ∪t∈(r,r(K,∂))ft∗Lt for r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)).

We write f0∗L0 = (KN
+, ρ : K〈T 〉 → EndAb(K

N
+)). Then ρ(i(c))((ai)i) =

(
∑

i=j+k(∂
k(c)/k!)aj)i for c ∈ K and ρ(T )((ai)i) = ((i+1)ai+1)i. By definition,

the left K〈T 〉-modules fr,bd∗Lr,bd, fr∗Lr for r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)] and fr+∗Lr+ for
r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)) are submodules of f0∗L0, where the underlying abelian groups
coincide with those of K[[X/r]]0,K{X/r},K{X/r+} respectively.
Convention. In the rest of the paper except §8, when we considerK{X/r},K[[X/r]]0,
we tacitly assume that r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)]; when we consider K{X/r+}, we tacitly
assume that r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)).

3.3 The representability of the dual functor by f0∗L0

Lemma 3.2. 1. For a morphism α : M ′ → M and x ∈ K〈T 〉, the diagram
in Ab below commutes.

Hom(i∗M,R)
Hom(i∗α,R)

//

ρD0M (x)

��

Hom(i∗M
′, R)

ρD0M (x)

��

Hom(i∗M,R)
Hom(i∗α,R)

// Hom(i∗M
′, R).

2. For M ∈ Mod(K〈T 〉) and x ∈ K〈T 〉, the diagram in Mod(K〈T 〉) below
commutes.

M
c0,M

//

ρM (x)

��

D0D0M

ρD0D0M (x)

��

M
c0,M

// D0D0M.

3. For a morphism α :M ′ →M and x ∈ K〈T 〉, the diagram in Mod(K〈T 〉)
below commutes.

M ′
c0,M′

//

α

��

D0D0M
′

D0D0α

��

M
c0,M

// D0D0M.

4. LetM ∈Mod(K〈T 〉), χ ∈ D0M . The morphism ΨM (χ) :M+ → KN
+;x 7→

(χ( 1
i!T

i · x))i in Ab defines a morphism M → f0∗L0 in Mod(K〈T 〉).

Proof. To prove parts 1,2, we have only to prove the assertion for x ∈ i(K)∪{T },
in which case the assertion follows from a straightforward calculation. Part 3 is
obvious.
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We prove part 4. We have only to prove that for x ∈M and c ∈ i(K)∪{T },
we have ΨM (χ)(c · x) = c · (ΨM (χ)(x)); if this is the case then ΨM (χ)(c · x) =
c · (ΨM (χ)(x)) for x ∈M and c ∈ K〈T 〉. Let c ∈ K. We have ΨM (χ)(i(c) ·x) =
(χ( 1

i!T
i · (i(c) · x))). For i ∈ N, we have χ( 1

i!T
i · (i(c) · x)) = χ(( 1

i!T
i · i(c)) ·

x) = χ(
∑

i=j+k(
1
i!

(

i
j

)

i(∂k(c))T j) · x) = χ(
∑

i=j+k(i(
1
k!∂

k(c)) · ( 1
j!T

j) · x)) =
∑

i=j+k
1
k!∂

k(c)·χ(( 1
j!T

j)·x). Hence ΨM (χ)(i(c)·x) = i(c)·ΨM (χ)(x). We have

ΨM (χ)(T ·x) = (χ( 1
i!T

i·(T ·x))) = (χ( i+1
(i+1)!T

i+1·x)) = ((i+1)χ( 1
(i+1)!T

i+1·x)) =

T · (ΨM (χ)(x)).

Definition 3.3. The functionD0 defines a contravariant endofunctor onMod(K〈T 〉)
by Lemma 3.2. Note that the composition D0D0 of D0 followed by D0 defines
the covariant endofunctor on Mod(K〈T 〉). By Lemma 3.2 again, the function
c0 defines a natural transformation idMod(K〈T 〉) → D0D0.

Definition 3.4. 1. We define the functor D+ :Mod(K〈T 〉) → Ab by D+ =
Hom(−, f0∗L0). We define the morphism θ : i0∗f0∗L0 → K in Mod(K)
by the morphism KN

+ = (i0∗f0∗L0)+ → K+; (ai) 7→ a0 in Ab.

2. We define the natural transformation Φ : D+ → (D0)+ as the following
vertical composition Φ = Hom(i∗−, θ)·i∗ : Hom(−, f0∗L0) → Hom(i∗−, i∗f0∗L0) →
Hom(i∗−,K).

3. We define the natural transformation Ψ : (D0)+ → D+ by the function as
in Part 4 of Lemma 3.2, which forms a natural transformation as we can
see easily.

Lemma 3.5. The natural transformation Φ,Ψ are natural isomorphisms with
Φ−1 = Ψ.

Proof. Let M ∈ Mod(K〈T 〉). Let χ ∈ (D0)+M . Let x ∈ M . Then (Φ ·
Ψ)M (χ)(x) = (ΦM ◦ ΨM )(χ)(x) = ΦM (ΨM (χ))(x) = θ(ΨM (χ)(x)) = χ( 1

0!T
0 ·

x) = χ(x). Hence ΦM ◦ΨM = idD0M .
Let s ∈ D+M . Let x ∈ M . Then (Ψ · Φ)M (s)(x) = (ΨM ◦ ΦM )(s)(x) =

ΨM (ΦM (s))(x) = (ΦM (s)( 1
i!T

i ·x)) = (θ(s( 1
i!T

i ·x))) = (θ( 1
i!T

i ·(s(x)))) = s(x).
Hence ΨM ◦ ΦM = idDM .

Corollary 3.6. The functor (D0)+ is represented by f0∗L0. In particular, the
left K〈T 〉-module f0∗L0 is an injective cogenerator in Mod(K〈T 〉).

Definition 3.7. Let End((D0)+),End(D+) denote the classes of natural trans-
formations of (D0)+, D+ respectively. By Lemma 3.5 and Yoneda’s lemma,
End((D0)+),End(D+) form rings, where the multiplications are given by ver-
tical composition. By Lemma 3.2, the map ρ̃0 : K〈T 〉 → End((D0)+);x 7→
(M 7→ (ρD0M (x) : (D0)+M → (D0)+M)) is a ring homomorphism. We de-
fine the ring homomorphism ρ̃ : K〈T 〉 → End(f0∗L0) by ρ̃(c) = Ψ · ρ̃0(c) · Φ
for c ∈ K〈T 〉. We define the ring homomorphism ρ# : K〈T 〉 → End(f0∗L0)
by ρ#(c) = ρ̃(c)f0∗L0(idf0∗L0) for c ∈ K〈T 〉. Then (f0∗L0, ρ

#) is an object of
Mod(K〈T 〉,Mod(K〈T 〉)), which is denoted by f0∗L0 for simplicity. We define
the contravariant endofunctor D on Mod(K〈T 〉) by D(−) = Hom(−, f0∗L0).
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Lemma 3.8. For (ai)i ∈ KN
+, we have ρ#(i(c))((ai)) = (cai) for c ∈ K and

ρ#(T )((ai)) = (∂(ai)− (i+ 1)ai+1).

Proof. For x ∈ K〈T 〉, we have ρ#(x) = Ψf0∗L0 ◦ρ̃0(x)f0∗L0 ◦Φf0∗L0(idf0∗L0). Let
c ∈ K. We have ρ#(i(c))((ai)) = Ψf0∗L0 ◦ ρ̃0(i(c))f0∗L0 ◦Φf0∗L0(idf0∗L0)((ai)) =
(ρ̃0(i(c))f0∗L0(Φf0∗L0(idf0∗L0))(

1
i!T

i · (ai))) = (ρ̃0(i(c))f0∗L0(θ)(
1
i!T

i · (ai))) =
(c · (θ( 1

i!T
i · (ai)))) = (c · ai). We have ρ#(T )((ai)) = Ψf0∗L0 ◦ ρ̃0(T )f0∗L0 ◦

Φf0∗L0(idf0∗L0)((ai)) = (ρ̃0(T )f0∗L0(Φf0∗L0(idf0∗L0))(
1
i!T

i·(ai))) = (ρ̃0(T )f0∗L0(θ)(
1
i!T

i·

(ai))) = (∂(θ( 1
i!T

i · (ai)) − θ(T · 1
i!T

i · (ai))) = (∂(θ( 1
i!T

i · (ai)) − θ( i+1
(i+1)!T

i+1 ·

(ai))) = (∂(ai)− (i+ 1)ai+1).

Lemma 3.9. ForM ∈Mod(K〈T 〉), the isomorphisms ΦM : D+M → (D0)+M,ΨM :
(D0)+M → D+M define morphisms DM → D0M,D0M → DM respectively,
which are denoted by ΦM and ΨM respectively. Furthermore ΦM : DM → D0M
and ΨM : D0M → DM are isomorphisms and inverse to each other. The func-
tions Φ and Ψ defines natural isomorphisms Φ : D → D0 and Ψ : D0 → D
respectively.

Proof. It follows from the construction.

3.4 The natural transformation c : idMod(K〈T 〉) → DD

Definition 3.10. Let M ∈Mod(K〈T 〉). We define the morphisms (Φ ◦Ψ)M :
DDM → D0D0M, (Ψ ◦Φ)M : D0D0M → DDM in Mod(K〈T 〉) by (Φ◦Ψ)M =
ΦD0M ◦ DΨM = D0ΨM ◦ ΦDM , (Ψ ◦ Φ)M = ΨDM ◦ D0ΦM = DΦM ◦ ΨD0M

in Mod(K〈T 〉). Then the above functions define the natural transformations
Φ ◦Ψ : DD → D0D0,Ψ ◦ Φ : D0D0 → DD, which are inverse each other.

Notation. For a left K〈T 〉-moduleM and s ∈ DM,x ∈M , we denote s(x) ∈M ′

by 〈s, x〉 = (〈s, x〉i)i.

Lemma 3.11. 1. Let M ∈ Mod(K〈T 〉), χ ∈ D0M,x ∈ M, i ∈ N. Then we

have ( 1
i!T

i · χ)(x) =
∑

i=j+k
(−1)j

k! ∂k(χ( 1
j!T

j · x)).

2. Let M ∈ Mod(K〈T 〉). Let x ∈ M, s ∈ DM . We have 〈cM (x), s〉 =

(
∑

i=j+k
(−1)j

k! ∂k(〈s, x〉j))i.

Proof. 1. We prove by induction on i. In the base case i = 0, we have nothing
to prove. In the case i = 1, we have ( 1

1!T · χ)(x) = ∂(χ(x)) − χ(T · x) by the
definition of D0. In the induction step,

( 1
(i+1)!T

i+1 ·χ)(x) = 1
i+1 (

1
i!T

i ·(T ·χ))(x) = 1
i+1

∑

i=j+k
(−1)j

k! ∂k((T ·χ)( 1
j!T

j ·

x)) = 1
i+1

∑

i=j+k
(−1)j

k! ∂k({∂(χ( 1
j!T

j·x))−χ(T · 1j!T
j·x)}) = 1

i+1

∑

i=j+k
(−1)j(k+1)

(k+1)! ∂k+1(χ( 1
j!T

j·

x) − 1
i+1

∑

i=j+k
(−1)j

k! ∂k(χ( j+1
(j+1)!T

j+1 · x)) = 1
i+1

∑

i+1=j+k
(−1)jk

k! ∂k(χ( 1
j!T

j ·

x))− 1
i+1

∑

i+1=j+k
(−1)j−1j

k! ∂k(χ( 1
j!T

j · x)) =
∑

i+1=j+k
(−1)j

k! ∂k(χ( 1
j!T

j · x)).

2. We have 〈cM (x), s〉 = 〈(Ψ◦Φ)M◦(c0,M (x)), s〉 = 〈(DΦM◦ΨD0M )(c0,M (x)), s〉 =
〈DΦM (ΨD0M (c0,M (x))), s〉 = 〈ΨD0M (c0,M (x)),ΦM (s)〉 = (c0,M (x)( 1

i!T
i·(ΦM (s))))i.
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Let i ∈ N. We have c0,M (x)( 1
i!T

i · (ΦM (s))) = ( 1i!T
i · (ΦM (s)))(x) =

∑

i=j+k
(−1)j

k! ∂k(ΦM (s)( 1
j!T

j·x)) =
∑

i=j+k
(−1)j

k! ∂k(θ(s( 1
j!T

j·x)) =
∑

i=j+k
(−1)j

k! ∂k(θ( 1
j!T

j·

(s(x)))) =
∑

i=j+k
(−1)j

k! ∂k(〈s, x〉j).

Lemma 3.12. 1. For M ∈ Mod(K〈T 〉), x ∈ M, s ∈ DM , we have 〈s, x〉 =
〈cDM (s), cM (x)〉.

2. For M ∈Mod(K〈T 〉), x ∈M, s ∈ DM , the following are equivalent.

(a) We have 〈s, x〉 = 0.

(b) We have 〈cM (x), s〉 = 0.

Proof. 1. We have 〈cDM (s), cM (x)〉 = (
∑

i=j+k
(−1)j

k! ∂k(〈cM (x), s〉j)).

Let i ∈ N. We have
∑

i=j+k
(−1)j

k! ∂k(〈cM (x), s〉j) =
∑

i=j+k
(−1)j

k! ∂k(
∑

j=g+h
(−1)g

h! ∂h(〈s, x〉g)) =
∑

i=j+k

∑

j=g+h
(−1)j+g

k!h! ∂k+h(〈s, x〉g) =
∑

i=j+k

∑

j=g+h(−1)h
(

k+h
h

)

1
(k+h)!∂

k+h(〈s, x〉g) =
∑

i=f+g

∑

f=h+k(−1)h
(

f
h

)

1
f !∂

f(〈s, x〉g) =
∑

i=f+g 0
f 1
f !∂

f(〈s, x〉g) = 〈s, x〉i.

Hence 〈cDM (s), cM (x)〉 = 〈s, x〉.
2. For any M , (a)⇒(b) holds by Lemma 3.11.
(b)(a) Assume 〈cM (x), s〉 = 0. By applying (a)⇒(b) to DM , we have

〈cDM (s), cM (x)〉 = 0. Hence 〈s, x〉 = 〈cDM (s), cM (x)〉 = 0 by part 1.

Lemma 3.13. 1. The natural transformations c0, c are pointwise monomor-
phisms.

2. The functors D0, D are faithful and exact. Moreover D0, D preserve di-
mension.

3. Let Df
0 , D

f denote the endfunctors on Modf (K〈T 〉) induced by D0, D re-

spectively. Let cf0 : idModf (K〈T 〉) → Df
0D

f
0 , c

f : idModf (K〈T 〉) → DfDf de-

note the natural transformations induced by c0, c respectively. Then cf0 , c
f

are natural isomorphisms.

4. The functors Df , Df
0 preserve length. In particular, forM ∈Modf (K〈T 〉),

M is irreducible if and only if so is Df
0M or DfM .

Proof. Since D0, D are naturally isomorphic and we have c = (Ψ ◦ Φ) · c0 and
Ψ ◦ Φ is a natural isomorphism, we have only to prove the assertion for D0, c0.
Then one can prove easily by using the forgetful functorMod(K〈T 〉) →Mod(K)
appropriately.

Lemma 3.14. Let α : M ′ → M be a morphism in Mod(K〈T 〉), x′ ∈ M ′, s ∈
DM . Then we have 〈cM (α(x′)), s〉 = 〈cM ′ (x′), s ◦ α〉.

Proof. Since c is a natural transformation, DDα ◦ cM ′ = cM ◦ α. Hence the
assertion follows from 〈DDα ◦ cM ′(x′), s〉 = 〈cM ′(x′), s ◦ α〉, 〈cM ◦ α(x′), s〉 =
〈cM (α(x′)), s〉.
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4 The functors F±

We construct two endofunctor F± on Mod(K〈T 〉) associated to a subobject of
f0∗L0. We give examples of such subobjects. First examples are certain p-adic
Banach spaces, whose construction is based on an idea of Robba ([14]). Second
examples are given by push-outs of differential rings, which is related to Dwork-
Robba’s work ([6]) Then we calculate the associated functors F+, F− at some
level.

4.1 Subobjects of f0∗L0

In this section, we consider the object Mλ satisfying condition (ST).
(ST)Mλ is a submodule of the left K〈T 〉-module f0∗L0 which is stable under

the action of ρ(x) for x ∈ K〈T 〉.
Note that we may replace the condition x ∈ K〈T 〉 by x ∈ i(K) ∪ {T } since

K〈T 〉 is generated by the subset i(K)∪{T } as a ring. AssumeMλ satisfies (ST).
Then Mλ is regarded as an object of Mod(K〈T 〉) in an obvious way. Moreover
Mλ is regarded as an object ofMod(K〈T 〉,Mod(K〈T 〉)) with respect to the ring
homomorphism K〈T 〉 → End(Mλ) induced by ρ. Furthermore the canonical in-
jection Mλ → f0∗L0 in Mod(K〈T 〉) is a morphism in Mod(K〈T 〉,Mod(K〈T 〉)),
which is again a monomorphism in Mod(K〈T 〉,Mod(K〈T 〉)). Thus we obtain
a monomorphism Mλ → f0∗L0 in Mod(K〈T 〉,Mod(K〈T 〉)).

4.2 Definition of F±

Definition 4.1. 1. For M ∈ Mod(K〈T 〉), we define the object F−M in
Mod(K〈T 〉) by F−M = {x ∈ M ; ∀s ∈ Hom(M,Mλ), cM (x)(s) = 0}. For
a morphism α :M ′ →M in Mod(K〈T 〉), by using Lemma 3.14, α induces
a unique morphism F−M

′ → F−M of subobjects of M , which is denoted
by F−α. The function F− forms an endofunctor onMod(K〈T 〉). We have
an obvious natural transformation I− : F− → idMod(K〈T 〉) by definition,
which is a pointwise monomorphism.

2. For M ∈ Mod(K〈T 〉), we define the object F+M in Mod(K〈T 〉) by
F+M = {x ∈ M ; ∀s ∈ Hom(M, f0∗L0), cM (x)(s) ∈ Mλ}. For a mor-
phism α : M ′ → M in Mod(K〈T 〉), by using Lemma 3.14, α induces a
unique morphism F+M

′ → F+M of subobjects of M , which is denoted
by F+α. The function F+ forms an endofunctor on Mod(K〈T 〉). We have
an obvious natural transformation I+ : F+ → idMod(K〈T 〉) by definition,
which is a pointwise monomorphism.

Note that for M ∈Mod(K〈T 〉), we have the exact sequences in Mod(K〈T 〉)

0 // Hom(M,Mλ)
α1

// DM
α2

// DM/Hom(M,Mλ) // 0,

0 // Hom(DM,Mλ)
β1

// DDM
β2

// Hom(DM, f0∗L0/Mλ),
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where α1, β1 are induced by the morphismMλ → f0∗L0 inMod(K〈T 〉,Mod(K〈T 〉)),
α2 is the canonical surjection, β2 is induced by the obvious morphism f0∗L0 →
f0∗L0/Mλ in Mod(K〈T 〉,Mod(K〈T 〉)). Moreover we have the exact sequence

0 // D(DM/Hom(M,Mλ))
Dα2

// DDM
Dα1
// DHom(M,Mλ).

Proposition 4.2. 1. ForM ∈Mod(K〈T 〉), we have F−M = ∩s∈Hom(M,Mλ) ker s.

2. For M ∈ Mod(K〈T 〉), there exists a unique morphism c−,M : F−M →
D(DM/Hom(M,Mλ)) making the square commutative in the following
diagram.

F−M

c+,M

��

I−,M
// M

cM

��

0 // D(DM/Hom(M,Mλ))
Dα1

// DDM
Dα2

// DHom(M,Mλ) // 0

Moreover the square is a pull-back.

3. For M ∈ Mod(K〈T 〉), there exists a unique morphism c+,M : F+M →
Hom(DM,Mλ) such that the following diagram commutative.

F+M

c+,M

��

I+,M
// M

cM

��

0 // Hom(DM,Mλ)
β1

// DDM
β2

// Hom(DM, f0∗L0/Mλ).

Moreover the square is a pull-back.

4. For M ∈Modf (K〈T 〉), the morphisms c+,M , c−,M are isomorphisms.

5. For M ∈ Modf (K〈T 〉), we have dimF−M + dimHom(M,Mλ) = dimM
and dimF+M = dimHom(DM,Mλ).

6. Let M ∈ Modf (K〈T 〉). Let J−,M : M → M/F−M be the canonical
surjection. Then Hom(J−,M ,Mλ) : Hom(M/F−M,Mλ) → Hom(M,Mλ)
is an isomorphism and the morphism Hom(I−,M ,Mλ) : Hom(M,Mλ) →
Hom(F−M,Mλ) is equal to 0.

7. We have F−(M/F−M) = 0 and dimHom(M/F−M,Mλ) = dimM/F−M .

Proof. 1. By Lemma 3.12, F−M = {x ∈M ; ∀s ∈ Hom(M,Mλ), < cM (x), s >=
0} = {x ∈M ; ∀s ∈ Hom(M,Mλ), < s, x >= 0} = ∩s∈Hom(M,Mλ) ker s.
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2. The uniqueness is obvious. We can see that the underlying sets F−M
coincides with the kernel of Dα2 ◦ cM , which implies the rest of assertion.

3. The uniqueness is obvious. We can see that the underlying sets F+M
coincides with the kernel of β2 ◦ cM , which implies the rest of assertion.

4. This is a consequence of parts 2 and 3.
5. It follows from the left exactness of the functor Hom(−,Mλ) and part 1.
6. By applying part 3 to M/F−M and M and using part 4, we have

dimF−(M/F−M) = dimM/F−M − dimHom(M/F−M,Mλ) = dimM/F−M −
dimHom(M,Mλ) = 0.

7. It follows from parts 5 and 6.

4.3 Example 1: Robba’s construction

Let π = (πi) be a sequence of R>0 satisfying condition (C).
(C) The sequence (πi+1/πi) is non-decreasing sequence and supπi+1/πi ≤

r(K, ∂).
For example, π(t) = (ti) for t ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)] satisfies the condition(see [14]).

Lemma 4.3. We have πiπj/(r(K, ∂)
hπ0πk) ≤ 1 for h, i, j, k ∈ N such that

k ≥ j and i = h+ k − j.

Proof. We have πi = (πi/πi−1) . . . (πi−h+1/πi−h)πi−h ≤ r(K, ∂)hπi−h = r(K, ∂)hπk−j .
If j > 0 then we have πj/πk ≤ πj−1/πk−1 by πj/πk = (πk−1/πk)(πj/πk−1) ≤
(πk−2/πk−1)(πj−1/πk−2) = πj−1/πk−1. Repeating a similar argument, πj/πk ≤
π0/πk−j . Hence πiπj/πk ≤ r(K, ∂)hπ0.

Let tr(K,∂),bd : K[[X/r(K, ∂)]]0〈T 〉 → K[[X ]]〈T 〉 be the ring homomorphism
associated to the obvious ring homomorphism K[[X/r(K, ∂)]]0 → K[[X ]]. Let
ir(K,∂),bd : K[[X/r(K, ∂)]]0 → K[[X/r(K, ∂)]]0〈T 〉;x 7→ xT 0 be the ring ho-
momorphism as before. Recall that the underlying abelian group of the left
K〈T 〉-module f∗L0 is given by the direct product KN

+.

Lemma 4.4. Let Bπ be the subgroup of KN
+ defined by {(ai) ∈ KN

+; sup|ai|πi <
+∞}. Then Bπ is a submodule of tr(K,∂),bd∗L0.

Proof. Let (ai) ∈ Bπ. For (ci) ∈ K[[X/r(K, ∂)]]0, |
∑

i=j+k ckaj |πi ≤ maxi=j+k|ck||aj |πi ≤

maxi=j+k|ck|r(K, ∂)k|aj |πj ≤ supk∈N|ck|r(K, ∂)ksupj∈N|aj |πj . Hence ir(K,∂),bd((ci))·
(ai) ∈ Bπ . We have |(i + 1)ai+1|πi ≤ |ai+1|πi+1(πi/πi+1) ≤ |ai+1|πi+1(π0/π1).
Hence T · (ai) ∈ Bπ. Since K[[X/r(K, ∂)]]0〈T 〉 is generated by the subset
ir(K,∂),bd(K[[X/r(K, ∂)]]0) ∪ {T }, x · (ai) ∈ Bπ for x ∈ K[[X/r(K, ∂)]]0〈T 〉.

Definition 4.5. We define Nπ ∈ Mod(K[[X/r(K, ∂)]]0〈T 〉) as the submodule
of L0 given by Bπ. The left K〈T 〉-module fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ is a submodule of
f0∗L0 since fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ is regarded as a submodule of fr(K,∂),bd∗tr(K,∂),bd∗L0 =
f0∗L0.

Lemma 4.6. Let (ai) ∈ f∗Nπ. We have ρ#(x)((ai)) ∈ f∗Nπ for x ∈ K〈T 〉.
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Proof. By definition, we have ρ#(i(c))((ai)) = (cai) ∈ f∗Nπ for c ∈ K and
ρ#(T )((ai)) = (∂(ai) − (i + 1)ai+1). For i ∈ N, |∂(ai) − (i + 1)ai+1|πi ≤
max(|∂(ai)|, |(i+1)ai+1|)πi ≤ max(|∂|op,K |ai|πi, |ai+1|πi) ≤ max(|∂|op,K |ai|πi, |ai+1|πi+1(π0/π1)).
Hence we have supi|∂(ai) − (i + 1)ai+1|πi ≤ max(|∂|op,K , π0/π1)supi|ai|πi <
+∞. Therefore ρ#(T )((ai)) ∈ f∗Nπ. Since ρ# is a ring homomorphism and
K〈T 〉 is generated by the subset i(K) ∪ {T }, we have ρ#(x)((ai)) ∈ f∗Nπ for
x ∈ K〈T 〉.

Definition 4.7. Let π be as above. We define the endofunctors Fπ , F
π on

Mod(K〈T 〉) as F− and F+ obtained by applying the result of 3.1 to fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ.

Lemma 4.8. Let π be as above. For M ∈ Mod(K〈T 〉), x ∈ M and s ∈ DM ,
the following are equivalent..

(a) We have 〈s, x〉 ∈ f∗Nπ.
(b) We have 〈cM (x), s〉 ∈ f∗Nπ.

Proof. For any M , we prove (a)⇒(b). Assume 〈s, x〉 ∈ f∗Nπ. We set C :=
supi|〈s, x〉i|πi. Let i ∈ N. By Lemma 3.1 and 3.11 and 4.3, we have |〈cM (x), s〉i|πi ≤

|
∑

i=j+k
(−1)j

k! ∂k(〈s, x〉j)|πi ≤ maxi=j+k|
1
k!∂

k(〈s, x〉j)|πi ≤ maxi=j+k
1

r(K,∂)k
|〈s, x〉j |πi ≤

maxi=j+k|〈s, x〉j |πj ≤ C. Hence sup|〈cM (x), s〉i|πi ≤ C. Therefore 〈cM (x), s〉 ∈
f∗Nπ.

(b)⇒(a): Assume (b) holds. By applying (a)⇒(b) toDM , 〈cDM (s), cM (x)〉 ∈
f∗Nπ. By Lemma 3.12, 〈s, x〉 = 〈cDM (s), cM (x)〉 ∈ f∗Nπ.

Corollary 4.9. Let π be as above. For M ∈ C, FπM = {x ∈ M ; ∀s ∈
DM, s(x) ∈ f∗Nπ}.

4.4 Example 2: Subrings of the ring of formal power series

Lemma 4.10. 1. For r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)], we have fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ(r) = fr,bd∗Lr,bd in
Mod(K〈T 〉).

2. Let r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)] and (ai) ∈ fr,bd∗Lr,bd (resp. fr∗Lr, fr+∗Lr+). We
have ρ#(x)((ai)) ∈ fr,bd∗Lr,bd (resp. fr∗Lr, fr+∗Lr+) for x ∈ K〈T 〉.

Proof. 1. The both sides are submodules of f0∗L0 ∈Mod(K〈T 〉), whose under-
lying sets are given by Bπ(r).

2. In the case of fr,bd∗Lr,bd, it follows from part 1 and Lemma 4.6. This case
implies the assertion in the rest of the case.

Definition 4.11. 1. Let r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)]. We define the endofunctors F(0,r), F[r,r(K,∂)]

on Mod(K〈T 〉) as F− and F+ for Mλ = fr∗Lr.
2. Let r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)). We define the endofunctor F(0,r] on Mod(K〈T 〉) as

F− for Mλ = fr+∗Lr+.
3. Let r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)). We define the endofunctor F[r,r] on Mod(K〈T 〉) as

F(0,r] ∩ F[r,r(K,∂)].

Lemma 4.12. Let M ∈Modf (K〈T 〉).
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1. For r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)], there exists r0 ∈ (0, r) such that for t ∈ [r0, r), the
obvious morphism Hom(M, fr∗Lr) → Hom(M, ft,bd∗Lt,bd) is an isomor-
phism in Mod(K〈T 〉).

2. For r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)), there exists r0 ∈ (r, r(K, ∂)) such that for t ∈ (r, r0],
the obvious morphism Hom(M, ft∗Lt) → Hom(M, fr+∗Lr+) is an isomor-
phism in Mod(K〈T 〉).

Proof. The family {Hom(M, fu,bd∗Lu,bd)}u∈(0,r) (resp. {Hom(M, fu∗Lu)}u∈[r,r(K,∂)])
of objects in Mod(K〈T 〉) forms a projective system (resp. injective system)
with respect to the obvious transition morphisms. The obvious morphism
Hom(M, fr∗Lr) → lim{Hom(M, fu,bd∗Lu,bd)}u∈(0,r) (resp. colim{Hom(M, fu∗Lu)}u∈[r,r(K,∂)] →
Hom(M, fr+∗Lr+)) is an isomorphism since Hom commutes with colomit (resp.
since M is finite).

Since the transition morphisms of the projective system (resp. injective
system) are injective, there exists r0 ∈ (0, r) (resp. (r, r(K, ∂)]) such that
the transition morphism of the projective system {Hom(M, fu,bd∗Lu,bd)}u∈[r0,r)

(resp. the injective system {Hom(M, fu∗Lu)}u∈[r0,r(K,∂)]) are isomorphisms by
dimHom(M, fu,bd∗Lu,bd) ≤ dimHom(M, f0∗L0) = dimM (resp. dimHom(M, fu∗Lu) ≤
dimHom(M, f0∗L0) = dimM). For any r0 with this property, the obvious mor-
phism Hom(M, fr∗Lr) → Hom(M, ft,bd∗Lt,bd) for t ∈ [r0, r) (resp. Hom(M, ft∗Lt) →
Hom(M, fr+∗Lr+) for t ∈ [r0, r(K, ∂)]) coincides with the composition Hom(M, fr∗Lr) →
lim{Hom(M, fu,bd∗Lu,bd)}u∈(0,r) → Hom(M, ft,bd∗Lt,bd) (resp. Hom(M, ft∗Lt) →
colim{Hom(M, fu∗Lu)}u∈(r,r(K,∂)] → Hom(M, fr+∗Lr+), which is an isomor-
phism.

Lemma 4.13. 1. Let r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)]. For M ∈ Mod(K〈T 〉), x ∈ M and
s ∈ DM , the following are equivalent..

(a) We have 〈s, x〉 ∈ fr,bd∗Lr,bd.

(b) We have 〈cM (x), s〉 ∈ fr,bd∗Lr,bd.

2. Let r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)]. For M ∈ Mod(K〈T 〉), x ∈ M and s ∈ DM , the
following are equivalent..

(a) We have 〈s, x〉 ∈ fr∗Lr.

(b) We have 〈cM (x), s〉 ∈ fr∗Lr.

3. Let r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)). For M ∈ Mod(K〈T 〉), x ∈ M and s ∈ DM , the
following are equivalent..

(a) We have 〈s, x〉 ∈ fr+∗Lr+.

(b) We have 〈cM (x), s〉 ∈ fr+∗Lr+.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 4.10, we can prove the assertion as an appli-
cation of Lemma 4.8.

Corollary 4.14. For r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)] and M ∈ Mod(K〈T 〉), F[r,r(K,∂)]M =
{x ∈M ; ∀s ∈ DM, s(x) ∈ fr∗Lr}.
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4.5 Calculation of Fπ

Let π be as in Example 1 in §4.3. We define the ultrametric function | |π :
fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ → R≥0; (ai) 7→ sup{|ai|πi; i ∈ N}. The map defines the metric
topology on the underlying set of fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ. Recall that fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ as a
topological space is complete ([1, 2.3.3/4]). We define the ultrametric function
|| ||π : K〈T 〉 → R≥0; (qi) 7→ sup{|i!qi|π0/πi; i ∈ N}. The map defines the metric
topology on the underlying set of K〈T 〉.

Lemma 4.15. 1. For (qi) ∈ K〈T 〉, (ai) ∈ f0∗L0, (qi)·(ai) = (
∑

i=h+k−j,k≥j

(

k
j

)

1
h!∂

h(j!qj)ak)i.

2. For h, i, j, k ∈ N such that i = h + k − j, k ≥ j, |
(

k
j

)

1
h!∂

h(j!qj)ak|πi ≤

|j!qj |(π0/πj)|ak|πk ≤ |j!qj |(π0/πj)|(ai)|π ≤ ||(qi)||π |(ai)|π.

3. For P ∈ K〈T 〉, ||P ||π = 0 if and only if P = 0

4. For P,Q ∈ K〈T 〉, ||P ±Q||π ≤ max{||P ||π, ||Q||π}.

5. For P ∈ K〈T 〉, ||P ||π = sup{|P · x|π/|x|π;x ∈ fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ, x 6= 0}.

6. For P,Q ∈ K〈T 〉, ||P ·Q||π ≤ ||P ||π · ||Q||π.

Proof. 1. We have (qi)·(ai) =
∑+∞

j=0 qjT
0·(j!

(

i+j
j

)

ai+j)i =
∑+∞

j=0(
∑

i=h−j+k,k≥j
1
h!∂

h(qj)·

j!
(

k
j

)

ak)i = (
∑

i=h−j+k,k≥j
1
h!∂

h(qj)·j!
(

k
j

)

ak)i = (
∑

i=h−j+k,k≥j

(

k
j

)

1
h!∂

h(j!qj)ak)i.

2. By Lemma 3.1 and 4.3, |
(

k
j

)

1
h!∂

h(j!qj)ak|πi ≤ |
(

k
j

)

|| 1h!∂
h(j!qj)||ak|πi ≤

| 1h!∂
h(j!qj)||ak|πi ≤ |j!qj ||ak|πi/r(K, ∂)

h = |j!qj |(π0/πj)|ak|πk(πiπj)/(π0πkr(K, ∂)
h) ≤

|j!qj |(π0/πj)|ak|πk. The rest of assertion is obvious.
3,4. It is obvious.
5. Fix (qi)i ∈ K〈T 〉. For any (ai) ∈ f0∗L0, we have |(qi) · (ai)|π ≤

||(qi)||π|(ai)|π by parts 1 and 2. Let j0 denote the minimum j such that
||(qi)||π = |j!qj |π0/πj . Let (ai) denote the j0-th fundamental vector in f0∗L0.
Then ||(qi)||π|(ai)|π = |j0!qj0 |π0. By part 3, (qi) ∈ K〈T 〉, (ai) ∈ f0∗L0, (qi) ·
(ai) = (

∑

i=h+j0−j,j0≥j

(

j0
j

)

1
h!∂

h(j!qj)aj0)i. By part 1, |(
∑

i=h+j0−j,j0>j

(

j0
j

)

1
h!∂

h(j!qj)aj0)i|π <

|j0!qj0 |π0. By |(
(

j0
j0

)

1
i!∂

i(j!qj)aj0)i|π ≥ |
(

j0
j0

)

1
0!∂

0(j!qj)aj0 |π0 = |j0!qj0 |π0, |(qi) ·

(ai)|π ≥ ||(qi)||π|(ai)|π = |j0!qj0 |π0.
6. We may assume there exists x ∈ fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ such that Q · x 6= 0;

otherwise, ||P · Q||π = 0 by part 5. By part 5, ||P · Q||π ≤ sup{|(P · Q) ·
x|π/|x|π;x ∈ Nπ, x 6= 0} = sup{|(P ·Q) · x|π/|Q · x|π ;x ∈ fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ, Q · x 6=
0}sup{|Q · x|π/|x|π;x ∈ fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ, Q · x 6= 0} ≤ sup{|P · x|π/|x|π;x ∈
fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ, x 6= 0}sup{|Q · x|π/|x|π ;x ∈ fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ, x 6= 0} = ||P ||π||Q||π.

Corollary 4.16. Let I be a left ideal of K〈T 〉. The closure clπI of I with
respcet to the topology as above is a left ideal of K〈T 〉.

Proof. We choose a generator P of I. Let Q,R ∈ clπI. Then there exist
sequences (Qi), (Ri) converging to Q,R respectively. Then the sequences (Qi−
Ri), (QiRi) converge to Q−R,QR by parts 4,5 of Lemma 4.15.
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Lemma 4.17. Let I be a left ideal of K〈T 〉. We define the ultrametric function
|| ||π,I : K〈T 〉/I → R≥0 by ||P + I||π,I = inf{||P + R||π;R ∈ I}. For P ∈
K〈T 〉, x ∈ K〈T 〉/I, ||P · x||π,I ≤ ||P ||π|x|π,I .

Proof. By Lemma 4.15, we have ||P · x||π,I = inf{||R||π;R ∈ K〈T 〉, R+ I = P ·
x} ≤ inf{||P ·Q||π;Q ∈ K〈T 〉, Q+I = x} ≤ inf{||P ||π||Q||π;Q ∈ K〈T 〉, Q+I =
x} = ||P ||π ||x||π,I .

Lemma 4.18. Let I be a non-zero left ideal of K〈T 〉, || ||π,I : K〈T 〉/I → R≥0

as above. Assume clπI = I. For an arbitrary morphism χ : i∗(K〈T 〉/I) → K
in Mod(K), there exists C such that |χ(x)| ≤ C||x||π,I for x ∈ K〈T 〉/I.

Proof. We regard || ||π, || ||π,I as ultrametric functions on i∗K〈T 〉, i∗(K〈T 〉/I)
respectively. Then || ||π is a norm on i∗K〈T 〉 by definition and || ||π,I is a
semi-norm on i∗(K〈T 〉/I) as in the previous lemma. Since K is complete,
K is weakly cartesian ([1]). Since i∗(K〈T 〉/I) is of finite dimension, || ||π,I
is equivalent to any norm on i∗(K〈T 〉/I). We choose a basis e1, . . . , em of
i∗(K〈T 〉/I), and define the norm | |′ on i∗(K〈T 〉/I) by |c1e1 + · · · + cmem|′ =
maxi|ci|. Then there exists C′ ∈ R such that | |′ ≤ C′|| ||π,I . We set C :=
C′max|χ(ei)|. For x ∈ i∗(K〈T 〉/I), we write x = c1e1 + · · · + cmem. Then
|χ(x)| = |χ(c1e1 + · · ·+ cmem)| = |c1χ(e1)+ · · ·+ cmχ(em)| ≤ maxi|ci||χ(ei)| ≤
max{|ci|}max{|χ(ei)|} = |x|′max{|χ(ei)|} ≤ C′||x||π,I max{|χ(ei)|} ≤ C||x||π,I .

Lemma 4.19. Let I be a left ideal of K〈T 〉. Assume clπI = I. Then dimHom(K〈T 〉/I, fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ) =
dimK〈T 〉/I.

Proof. We set n = dimK〈T 〉/I. We prove that for s ∈ Hom(K〈T 〉/I, f0∗L0)
and x ∈ K〈T 〉/I, s(x) ∈ fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ. We apply Lemma 4.18 to the morphism
χ := ΦK〈T 〉/I(s) ∈ Hom(i∗(K〈T 〉/I),K) in Mod(K). Then there exists C such
that |χ(x)| ≤ C|x|π,I for x ∈ K〈T 〉/I. Let x ∈ K〈T 〉/I. We have s(x) =

ΨK〈T 〉/I(χ)(x) = (χ(T
i

i! · x))i. For i ∈ N, |χ( 1
i!T

i · x)|πi ≤ C|| 1i!T
i · x||π,Iπi ≤

C|| 1i!T
i||π|x|π,Iπi = C(π0/πi)|x|π,Iπi = Cπ0|x|π,I by Lemma 4.15. Hence

supi|χ(
T i

i! · x)|πi ≤ Cπ0|x|π,I < +∞. Therefore s(x) ∈ fr∗Nπ. Hence the obvi-
ous injection Hom(K〈T 〉/I, fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ) → Hom(K〈T 〉/I, f0∗L0) is a surjec-
tion. Therefore dimHom(K〈T 〉/I, fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ) = dimHom(K〈T 〉/I, f0∗L0) =
dimK〈T 〉/I by Lemma 3.13.

Proposition 4.20. Let I be a non-zero left ideal of K〈T 〉, clπI as in Corollary
4.16. We regard Fπ(K〈T 〉/I), clπI/I as subobjects of K〈T 〉/I in an obvious
way. Then Fπ(K〈T 〉/I) = clπI/I as subobjects of K〈T 〉/I.

Proof. We prove clπI/I ⊂ Fπ(K〈T 〉/I)...(1). Let s ∈ Hom(K〈T 〉/I, fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ).
Let s′ : K〈T 〉 → fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ be the composition of the canonical surjection
K〈T 〉 → K〈T 〉/I followed by s. Then |s′(P )|π = |P · s′(1)|π ≤ ||P ||π |s′(1)|π
by Lemma 4.15. We endow the underlying sets of K〈T 〉, fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ with
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the topology associated to the norm || ||π, | |π respectively. Then s′ is con-
tinuous. Since fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ is Hausdorff and s′(I) = 0, s′(clπI) = 0. Hence
s(clπI/I) = 0. Therefore clπI/I ⊂ Fπ(K〈T 〉/I) by Proposition 4.2.

By Lemma 4.19 and Proposition 4.2, we have dimFπ(K〈T 〉/I) = dimK〈T 〉/I−
dimHom(K〈T 〉/I, fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ) ≤ dimK〈T 〉/I−dimHom(K〈T 〉/clπI, fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ) =
dimK〈T 〉/I − dimK〈T 〉/clπI = dimclπI/I. Together with (1), we obtain the
assertion.

4.6 An analogue of Dwork’s transfer theorem

Lemma 4.21. Let r ∈ (0,+∞). Let I be any principal ideal of K[[X/r]]0 such
that ∂(I) ⊂ I. Then either I = 0 or I = K[[X/r]]0. A similar assertion holds
when we replace K[[X/r]]0 by K{X/r} or K{X/r+}.

Proof. An analogous property for K〈X/s〉 is known, where K〈X/s〉 denotes
the subring of K[[X ]] consisting of (ai) ∈ KN

+ such that |ai|ri → 0 (i → +∞)
equipped with the derivation induced by ∂X ([10, Lemma 9.11]). In the case of
R = K{X/r}, let x denote a generator of I. Since K{X/r} = ∩t∈(0,r)K〈X/t〉
and ∂X(K〈X/t〉·x) ⊂ K〈X/t〉·x for t ∈ (0, r), we have x ∈ ∩t∈(0,r)(K〈X/t〉×) =
K{X/r}×. In the case of K[[X/r]]0, by applying the previous case to the
ideal K{X/r} · x, x ∈ K{X/r}× = K[[X/r]]×0 . In the case of K{X/r+},
we choose t ∈ (r,+∞) such that x ∈ K{X/t} and ∂X(x) ∈ K{X/t}. Then
∂X(K{X/t} · x) ⊂ K{X/t} · x, which implies x ∈ K{X/t}× ⊂ K{X/r+}×.

We recall results of [4, 6.6] in the following special case. Let r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)],m ∈
N>0. We define the ring homomoprhism κr,bd : K → K[[X/r]]0; c 7→ cX0. For
G = (gij) ∈ Mm(K[[X/r]]0), we define the complex Cr,bd(G) in Mod(K) con-
centrated at degree 0 and 1 by

. . . // 0 // (κr,bd∗K[[X/r]]0)
m
(∂X−G)·

// (κr,bd∗K[[X/r]]0)
m // 0 // . . . ,

where (∂X−G)·(xi) = (∂X(xi)−
∑m

j=1 gijxj); note that ∂X defines an endomor-
phism on κr,bd∗K[[X/r]]0. We give similar definitions for K{X/r},K{X/r+}.

Lemma 4.22. Let notation be as above.

1. Let G′, G ∈ Mm(K[[X/r]]0), U ∈ GLm(K[[X/r]]0) such that ∂X(U) +
UG = G′U . Then Cr,bd(G) ∼= Cr,bd(G

′).

2. Let 0m denote the zero matrix inMm(K[[X/r]]0). Then dimH
0(Cr,bd(0m)) =

m and dimH1(Cr,bd(0m)) = +∞ if p(K) > 0 and dimH1(Cr,bd(0m)) = 0
if p(K) = 0.

3. Let M ∈Modf (K〈T 〉), G1 denote the matrix of the action of T on M for
a given basis. Then there exists an isomorphism i∗Ext

j(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) ∼=
Hj(Cr,bd(gr,bd(G1)) in Mod(K) for j = 0, 1.

Similar assertion for K{X/r},K{X/r+} hold except that in part 2, the
result should be replaced by dimH0(Cr(0m)) = dimH0(Cr+(0m)) = m and
dimH1(Cr(0m)) = dimH1(Cr+(0m)) = 0 regardless of p(K).
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Proof. 1. The morphism (κr,bd∗K[[X/r]]0)
m → (κr,bd∗K[[X/r]]0)

m defined by
the left multiplication by U induces the desired isomorphism.

2. The assertion for H0 is obvious. The assertion for H1 is due to [4,
Proposition 15.1] in the case of K[[X/r]]0 and obvious in the other cases.

3. We recall the construction of [4, 6.6]. We consider the projective resolution
of M given by

. . . // 0 // ˜K〈T 〉m
·(T−GT 0)

// ˜K〈T 〉m // M,

where ˜K〈T 〉m denote the left K〈T 〉-module given by the row vectors of lengthm
with entries in K〈T 〉, ·(T −GT 0) denotes the right multiplication by the matrix
T −GT 0, i.e., (P1, . . . , Pm) · (T −GT 0) = (P1 ·T −P1g11−P2g21− . . . , . . . ) and

the last morphism sends the j-th fundamental vector ej of ˜K〈T 〉m to the j-th
basis of M . By applying the endofunctor Hom(−, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) on Mod(K〈T 〉),
we obtain the complex C in Mod(K〈T 〉) concentrated at degree 0 and 1 C :

· · · → 0 → Hom( ˜K〈T 〉m, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) → Hom( ˜K〈T 〉m, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) → 0 → . . . .

We have the isomorphism α : Hom( ˜K〈T 〉m, fr,bd∗Lr,bd)+ → (K[[X/r]]m0 )+; s 7→
(s(ej)). By the definition of κr,bd, this isomorphism extends to an isomorphism

i∗Hom( ˜K〈T 〉m, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) → (κr,bd∗K[[X/r]]0)
m. We can see that as a complex

in Ab, C is isomorphic to Cr,bd(gr,bd(G1)) via α. Hence the complex i∗C ob-
tained by applying i∗ to each term of C is isomorphic to Cr,bd(gr,bd(G1)). Since
the bifunctor Exti is naturally isomorphic to the i-th partial derived functor of
Hom with only the first variable active ([3, Theorem 8.1]), i∗Ext

1(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd)
is isomorphic to H1(C) in Mod(K〈T 〉), which implies the assertion.

Proposition 4.23. Let M ∈Modf (K〈T 〉), r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)].

1. There exists an isomorphism f∗
r,bdHom(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) → L

dimHom(M,fr,bd∗Lr,bd)
r,bd

in Mod(K[[X/r]]0〈T 〉).

2. The following are equivalent.

(a) We have dimHom(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) = dimM .

(b) There exists an isomorphism f∗
r,bdM → LdimM

r,bd inMod(K[[X/r]]0〈T 〉).

In both parts 2 and 3, a similar assertion holds when we replace fr,bd, Lr,bd,Mod(K[[X/r]]0〈T 〉)
by fr, Lr,Mod(K{X/r}〈T 〉) respectively or fr+, Lr+,Mod(K{X/r+}〈T 〉) re-
spectively.

Proof. We give a proof for K[[X/r]]0. For the other cases, a similar proof works.
1. We setm = dimM . We may assume that dimHom(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) = m by

Proposition 4.2 after replacing M by M/Fπ(r)M . Hence the obvious morphism
Hom(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) → Hom(M, f0∗L0) is an isomorphism by comparing di-
mension. Since i0∗f

∗
0Hom(M, f0∗L0) is a finite K[[X ]]-module, it is known that

there exists an isomorphism β′
0 : f∗

0Hom(M, f0∗L0) → Lm
0 in Mod(K[[X ]]〈T 〉).

Let β0 : Hom(M, f0∗L0) → f0∗(L
m
0 ) denote the morphism corresponding to β0
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under the adjunction isomorphism. Let β
(i)
0 : Hom(M, f0∗L0) → f0∗L0 be the

composition of β followed by the i-th projection. Then there exists a unique

xi ∈ M such that β
(i)
0 = cM (xi) as cM is an isomorphism. Hence β0 coin-

cides with the morphism s 7→ (cM (x1)(s), . . . , cM (xm)(s)). We consider the
composition of the obvious morphism Hom(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) → Hom(M, f0∗L0)
followed by β0. By Lem 4.13, the morphism factors through fr,bd∗(L

m
r,bd). Let

βr,bd : Hom(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) → fr,bd∗(L
m
r,bd) denote the morphism obtained in

this way. Let β′
r,bd : f∗

r,bdHom(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) → Lm
r,bd denote the morphism

corresponding to βr,bd under the adjunction isomorphism. We consider the ma-
trix Gr,bd of the action T on f∗

r,bdHom(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) and the matrix Xr,bd

(resp. X0) of β′
r,bd (resp. β′

0) with respect to the following basis: we choose
an arbitrary basis e1, . . . , em of Hom(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) and consider the 1⊗ ei’s as
a basis of f∗

r,bdHom(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) (resp. f∗
0Hom(M, f0∗L0)); we consider the

standard basis of Lm
r,bd (resp. Lm

0 ). Then we have ∂X(Xr,bd) = Gr,bdXr,bd

and Xr,bd = X0. We have det(X0) 6= 0 by assumption. Hence we have
det(Xr,bd) 6= 0. We have ∂X(det(Xr,bd)) = tr(Gr,bd)det(Xr,bd) by calculating
the determinant of ∂X(Xr,bd)X

′
r,bd = Gr,bdXr,bdX

′
r,bd, where X

′
r,bd denotes ad-

jugate matrix of Xr,bd. Hence the ideal K{X/r} · det(Xr,bd) of K{X/r} is
non-zero and satisfies ∂X(K{X/r} · det(Xr,bd)) ⊂ K{X/r} · det(Xr,bd). There-
fore det(Xr,bd) ∈ (K{X/r})× by Lemma 4.21, which implies that βr,bd is an
isomorphism.

2. Let m = dimM .
(a)⇒(b) Assume (a) holds. By assumption, the obvious morphismHom(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) →

DM is an isomorphism by comparing dimension. By part 1, f∗
r,bdDM

∼=
f∗
r,bdHom(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) ∼= Lm

r,bd. Hence f∗
r,bdD0M ∼= Lm

r,bd. Let G1 be a ma-
trix of the action of T on M for a fixed basis of M . The matrix of the action
of T on D0M is given by gr,bd(−

tG1), where the matrix is taken with respect
to the dual basis of the fixed basis of M . The existence of the above iso-
morphism implies that there exists a matrix X ∈ GLm(K[[X/r]]0) such that
∂X(X) = gr,bd(−tG1))X . Then ∂(tX−1) = gr,bd(G1)

tX−1. Hence tX−1 defines
an isomorphism f∗

r,bdM → Lm
r,bd.

(b)⇒(a) Assume (b) holds. Let notation be as in Lemma 4.22. By assump-
tion, there exists a matrix U ∈ GLn(K[[X/r]]0) such that ∂(U) = gr,bd(G1)U .
As before, we have dimHom(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) = dimExt0(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) = dimH0(Cr,bd(G1)) =
dimH0(Cr,bd(0dimM )) = m.

Proposition 4.24. For r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)] and M ∈ Modf (K〈T 〉), the following
are equivalent.

1. We have dimHom(M, fr∗Lr) = dimM .

2. There exists an isomorphism f∗
rM → LdimM

r in Mod(K{X/r}〈T 〉).

3. We have supp m(M) ⊂ [r, r(K, ∂)].

4. The obvious morphism Hom(M, fr∗Lr) → Hom(M, f0∗L0) in Mod(K〈T 〉)
is an isomorphism.
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5. Let e1, . . . , em be any elements of M which forms a basis of i∗M . Let
(Gk) denote the family of matrices where Gk for k ∈ N denotes the ma-
trix of the multiplication by T k on M with respect to the ei’s. Then
ω/limsupi∈N>0|Gi|1/i ≥ r.

6. We have F(0,r)M = 0.

Proof. The equivalences 2⇔3 and 3⇔5 are due to [11, Proposition 1.2.14] and
[10, Lemma 6.2.5] respectively.

The equivalence 1⇔2 is a part of Proposition 4.23.
The equivalence 1⇔4 follows from dimDM = dimM .
The equivalence 1⇔6 follows by Proposition 4.2.

5 A decomposition theorem in Modf(K〈T 〉) when

p(K) > 0

We prove a decomposition theorem in Modf (K〈T 〉) when p(K) > 0, which is
regarded as a stronger form of Theorem 1.1. Besides an analogue of Dwork
transfer theorem, the point is to prove that fr∗Lr for r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)] is an
injective object in Mod(K〈T 〉), where we use calculations of Christol developed
in [4].

5.1 The injectivities of fr∗Lr and fr+∗Lr+ when p(K) > 0

Lemma 5.1. Let r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)]. Assume F(0,r)M = 0. Then Ext1(M, fr∗Lr) =
0.

Proof. Let G1 denote the matrix of the action of T on M with respect to
a given basis. By Propositions 4.2 and 4.24, there exists an isomorphism
f∗
rM

∼= Lm
r withm = dimM . This implies that there exists U ∈ GLm(K{X/r})

such that ∂(U) = fr(G1)U . By Lemma 4.22, we have i∗Ext
1(M, fr∗Lr) ∼=

H1(Cr(fr(G1))) ∼= H1(Cr(0m)) = 0.

Corollary 5.2. Let r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)]. Ext1(M/F(0,r)M, fr∗Lr) = 0,Ext0(F(0,r)M, fr∗Lr) =
0,Hom(F(0,r)M, fr∗Lr) = 0.

Proof. The assertion follows from Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 5.1.

Lemma 5.3. Assume p(K) > 0. Let r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)]. the following are equiva-
lent.

(a) We have Hom(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) = 0.
(b) We have Ext1(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) = 0.
(c) We have Fπ(r)M =M

Proof. The equivalence between conditions (a) and (c) proved in Proposition
4.24.
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Assume (a) does not hold. We have dimExt0(Fπ(r)M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) = dimHom(Fπ(r)M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) ≤
dimFπ(r)M < +∞. We set n = dimM/Fπ(r)M . By assumption and Proposi-
tion 4.2, n ≥ 1 and Fπ(r)(M/Fπ(r)M) = 0. By Proposition 4.24, f∗

r,bd(M/Fπ(r)M) ∼=

Ln
r,bd. By a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 5.1, dimExt1(M/Fπ(r)M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) =

dimH1(Cr,bd(0n)) = +∞. Hence dimExt1(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) = +∞.
(a)⇔(b)
Assume (a) holds. We may assume M = K〈T 〉/I with I a non-zero left

ideal of K〈T 〉. By assumption and Proposition 4.2, dimFπ(r)M = dimM . We
fix P ∈ K〈T 〉 such that I = K〈T 〉·P . By clπ(r)I = K〈T 〉, there exists Q ∈ K〈T 〉
such that ||Q·P−1||π(r) < 1. Note that Q 6= 0. We defineM ′,M ′′ ∈ C byM ′ =

K〈T 〉/K〈T 〉·(Q·P ),M ′′ = K〈T 〉·P/K〈T 〉·(Q·P ). ThenM ′,M ′′ ∈Modf (K〈T 〉)
and we have an isomorphismK〈T 〉/K〈T 〉·Q ∼=M ′ induced byK〈T 〉 →M ′; 1 7→
P . Moreover, we have an exact sequence E : 0 → M ′′ → M ′ → M → 0. For
x ∈ fr,bd∗Lr,bd,

∑+∞
n=0(1−Q ·P )n ·x converges in fr,bd∗Lr,bd with respect to the

topology defined by | |π(r) since |(1−Q ·P )n ·x|π(r) ≤ ||(1−Q ·P )n||nπ(r)|x|π(r) by

Lemma 4.15. Hence x = (Q ·P ) ·
∑+∞

n=0(1−Q ·P )n ·x for x ∈ fr,bd∗Lr,bd, which
implies that the multiplication map (Q · P )· : (fr,bd∗Lr,bd)+ → (fr,bd∗Lr,bd)+ is
surjective. Therefore we have Ext1(M ′, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) = 0. We apply the functor
Hom(−, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) to E. Then Ext1(M ′′, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) = 0. By (b)⇒(a), which
is proved above, we have Ext0(M ′′, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) ∼= Hom(M ′′, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) = 0.
Hence Ext1(M, fr,bd∗Lr,bd) = 0.

Lemma 5.4. Let r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)]. Assume p(K) > 0 and F(0,r)M = M . Then

Ext1(M, fr∗Lr) = 0.

Proof. We have Hom(M, fr∗Lr) = 0 by assumption. By Lemma 4.12, there
exists r0 ∈ (0, r) such that Hom(M, ft,bd∗Lt,bd) = 0 for t ∈ [r0, r). In the follow-
ing, let t ∈ [r0, r). By Lemma 5.3, Ext1(M, ft,bd∗Lt,bd) = 0 for t ∈ [r0, r).
We fix an isomorphism M ∼= K〈T 〉/K〈T 〉 · P fro P ∈ K〈T 〉. Then, for
M ′ ∈ Mod(K〈T 〉), Ext1(M,M ′) is isomorphic to the cokernel of the mor-
phism P · : M ′

+ → M ′
+. Since we have Hom(M, ft,bd∗Lt,bd) = 0, the mor-

phism P · : (ft,bd∗Lt,bd)+ → (ft,bd∗Lt,bd)+ is an isomorphism. By taking limit,
P · : (fr∗Lr)+ → (fr∗Lr)+ is an isomorphism, which implies the assertion.

Proposition 5.5. Let r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)]. Assume p(K) > 0. For an arbitrary
M ∈Modf (K〈T 〉), Ext1(M, fr∗Lr) = 0.

Proof. Since we have F(0,r)F(0,r)M = F(0,r)M by Proposition 4.2 and Corollary

5.2, Ext1(F(0,r)M, fr∗Lr) = 0 by Lemma 5.4. Hence Corollary 5.2 implies the
assertion.

Theorem 5.6. Let r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)]. Assume p(K) > 0. We regard fr∗Lr as an
object of Mod(K〈T 〉) by forgetting the structure of the left K〈T 〉-object. Then
fr∗Lr is an injective object in Mod(K〈T 〉).

Proof. For any left ideal I ofK〈T 〉, we have Ext1(K〈T 〉/I, fr∗Lr) = 0 by Propo-
sition 5.5 in the case of I 6= 0 and by the projectivity of K〈T 〉 in the case of
I = 0.
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Corollary 5.7. Let r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)). Assume p(K) > 0. We regard fr+∗Lr+

as an object of Mod(K〈T 〉) by forgetting the structure of the left K〈T 〉-object.
Then fr+∗Lr+ is an injective object in Mod(K〈T 〉).

Proof. It follows from the existence of an isomorphism fr+Lr+
∼= colim{fs∗Ls}s∈(r,r(K,∂)]

in Mod(K〈T 〉).

5.2 Statement and proof of the decomposition theorem

when p(K) > 0

Throughout this subsection, we assume p(K) > 0.
Convention. In the rest of the paper except §8, for an endofunctor F on
Mod(K〈T 〉) equipped with a natural transformation F → idMod(K〈T 〉) which is

a pointwise monomorphism, we denote by F f the endofunctor on Modf (K〈T 〉)
induced by F . By definition, the functor F f is equipped with a natural trans-
formation F f → idModf (K〈T 〉) which is a pointwise monomorphism.

Proposition 5.8. 1. For r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)], the functor Hom(−, fr∗Lr) is ex-
act.

2. For r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)), the functor Hom(−, fr+∗Lr+) is exact.

3. For r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)], the functors F f
(0,r), F

f
[r,r(K,∂)] are exact.

4. For r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)), the functor F f
(0,r] is exact.

Proof. Parts 1, 2 follow from Theorem 5.6, Corollary 5.7 respectively. Parts 3,
4 are consequences of parts 1, 2 and Lemma 3.13 and Proposition 4.2.

Corollary 5.9. 1. For r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)] andM ∈Modf (K〈T 〉), the following
are equivalent.

(a) supp m(M) ⊂ (0, r).

(b) Hom(M, fr∗Lr) = 0.

2. For r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)) and M ∈Modf (K〈T 〉), the following are equivalent.

(a) supp m(M) ⊂ (0, r].

(b) Hom(M, fr+∗Lr+) = 0.

Proof. 1. The negation of (b), i.e., Hom(M, fr∗Lr) 6= 0 is equivalent to the con-
dition that there exists a Jordan-Hölder factorMf ofM such that Hom(Mf , fr∗Lr) 6=
0 by Proposition 5.8; note that if this is the case then dimHom(Mf , fr∗Lr) =
dimMf by Proposition 4.2 and 4.24. Hence the last condition is equivalent to the
one that there exists a Jordan-Holder factor Mf of M such that supp m(M) 6⊂
(0, r) by Proposition 4.24.

2. By part 1, condition (a) is equivalent to the condition that for all t ∈
(r, r(K, ∂)], Hom(M, ft∗Lt) = 0, which is equivalent to condition (b) by Lemma
4.12.
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Proposition 5.10. Let M ∈Modf (K〈T 〉) and r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)].

1. We have supp m(Hom(M, fr∗Lr)) ⊂ [r, r(K, ∂)].

2. We have supp m(F[r,r(K,∂)]M) ⊂ [r, r(K, ∂)].

3. We have supp m(F(0,r)M) ⊂ (0, r).

4. Assume r 6= r(K, ∂). Hom(F(0,r]M, fr+∗Lr+) = 0.

5. Assume r 6= r(K, ∂). supp m(F(0,r]M) ⊂ (0, r].

Proof. 1. We may assume dimHom(M, fr∗Lr) = dimM after replacing M by
M/F(0,r)M by Proposition 4.2. Hence the assertion follows from Proposition
4.24.

2. The assertion follows from F[r,r(K,∂)]M ∼= Hom(DM, fr∗Lr) and part 1.
3. The assertion follows from Corollary 5.2 and 5.9.
4. It follows from Propositions 4.2 and 5.8.
5. The assertion follows from Corollary 5.9 and part 4.

Lemma 5.11. Let r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)].

1. For r 6= r(K, ∂), we have F[r,r] = F(0,r]F[r,r(K,∂)].

2. The functor F f
[r,r] is exact.

3. For M ∈Modf (K〈T 〉), we have dimF f
[r,r]M ≥ m(M)(r).

Proof. 1. Let M ∈ Mod(K〈T 〉). We have F(0,r]F[r,r(K,∂)]M ⊂ F(0,r]M ∩
F[r,r(K,∂)]M . We prove the converse. Let x ∈ F(0,r]M ∩ F[r,r(K,∂)]M . Let
s ∈ Hom(F[r,r(K,∂)]M, fr+∗Lr+). By Corollary 5.7, s extends to a morphism

sf : M → fr+∗Lr+. By x ∈ F(0,r]M , we have sf (x) = 0. Hence s(x) = 0.
Therefore x ∈ F(0,r]F[r,r(K,∂)]M .

2. It follows from part 1 and Proposition 5.8.
3. By part 2 and the additivity of m(−), we may assume M is irreducible.

We have suppm(M) = {s} for s ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)]. In the case of s 6= r, the assertion
holds by m(M)(r) = 0. In the case of s = r, we have Hom(M, fr+∗Lr+) = 0 by
Corollary 5.9. Hence F(0,r]M =M by Proposition 4.2. We have dimF[r,r(K,∂)]M =
dimHom(DM, fr∗Lr) = dimDM = dimM by supp m(DM) = supp m(M) =

{r} and Propositions 4.2 and 4.24. Hence F[r,r(K,∂)]M =M . Thus F f
[r,r]M =M .

Hence dimF f
[r,r]M = dimM = m(M)(r).

Theorem 5.12. 1. For r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)], we have Fsp,[r,r] = F f
[r,r].

2. The natural transformation Isp : ⊕r∈(0,r(K,∂)]Fsp,[r,r] → idModf (K〈T 〉) is a
natural isomorphism.
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Proof. We have supp m(F f
[r,r]M) ⊂ supp m(F f

(0,r]M) ∩ supp m(F f
[r,r(K,∂)]M) =

(0, r] ∩ [r, r(K, ∂)] = {r} by Proposition 5.10. Hence F f
[r,r]M ⊂ Fsp,[r,r]M . By

Lemma 5.11, dimM ≥
∑

t∈(0,r(K,∂)] dimFsp,[t,t]M ≥
∑

t∈(0,r(K,∂)] dimF
f
[t,t]M ≥

∑

t∈(0,r(K,∂)]m(M)(t) = dimM , which implies that Isp,M is an isomorphism.

The inequalities also imply dimFsp,[r,r]M = dimF f
[r,r]M .

Corollary 5.13. For r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)], the functor F f
[r,r] is exact.

6 A decomposition theorem in Modf(K〈T 〉) when

p(K) = 0

We prove a decomposition theorem in Modf (K〈T 〉) when p(K) = 0, which is
regarded as a stronger form of Theorem 1.1. The reader note that Theorem
1.1 is proved in [7]. Our result is to give a description of the direct summands
appearing in the decomposition.

Throughout this section, we assume p(K) = 0.

Theorem 6.1. The obvious natural transformation Isp : ⊕r∈(0,r(K,∂)]Fsp,[r,r] →
idModf (K〈T 〉) is a natural isomorphism.

Proof. See [7, Proposition 1.6.3]

Corollary 6.2. For r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)], the functor F f
sp,[r,r] is exact.

Corollary 6.3. 1. For r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)] andM ∈Modf (K〈T 〉), the following
are equivalent.

(a) We have supp m(M) ⊂ (0, r).

(b) We have Hom(M, fr∗Lr) = 0.

2. For r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)) and M ∈Modf (K〈T 〉), the following are equivalent.

(a) We have supp m(M) ⊂ (0, r].

(b) We have Hom(M, fr+∗Lr+) = 0.

Proof. 1. We may assume M 6= 0. Since m(−) is additive and Hom(−, fr∗Lr)
commutes with finite direct sum, we may assume #supp m(M) = 1 by Cor.
6.1.

(a)⇒(b) Assume Hom(M, fr∗Lr) 6= 0. We have dimHom(M, fr∗Lr) =
dimHom(M/F(0,r)M, fr∗Lr) = dimM/F(0,r)M > 0 by Proposition 4.2. Hence
supp m(M/F(0,r)M) ⊂ [r, r(K, ∂)] by Proposition 4.24. Therefore supp m(M)
contains an element of [r, r(K, ∂)].

(b)⇒(a) Assume supp m(M) 6⊂ (0, r). We write supp m(M) = {s} for
s ∈ [r, r(K, ∂)]. By Proposition 4.24, dimHom(M, fr∗Lr) = dimM > 0.

2. We can prove as in the proof of Corollary 5.9.
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Proposition 6.4. Let r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)] and M ∈Modf (K〈T 〉).
1. We have supp m(Hom(M, fr∗Lr)) ⊂ [r, r(K, ∂)].
2. We have supp m(F[r,r(K,∂)]M) ⊂ [r, r(K, ∂)].
3. We have supp m(F(0,r)M) ⊂ (0, r).

Proof. Parts 1,2 are proved by a similar way as in the proof of Proposition 5.10.
3. The assertion follows from Corollary 5.2 and Proposition 6.3.

Theorem 6.5. For all r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)], we have Fsp,[r,r] = F f
[r,r].

Proof. We prove F[r,r]M ⊂ Fsp,[r,r]M . In the case of r = r(K, ∂), the assertion
follows from Proposition 6.4. We assume r 6= r(K, ∂). We have F(0,r]M ⊂
∩t∈(r,r(K,∂)]F(0,t)M as we have an obvious monomorphism ft∗Lt → fr+∗Lr+

for t ∈ (r, r(K, ∂)]. Hence we have supp m(F[r,r]M) ⊂ supp m(F(0,r]M) ∩
supp m(F[r,r(K,∂)]M) ⊂ ∩t∈(r,r(K,∂)]supp m(F(0,t)M) ∩ supp m(F[r,r(K,∂)]M) ⊂
∩t∈(r,r(K,∂)](0, t) ∩ [r, r(K, ∂)] = {r} by Proposition 6.4.

We prove Fsp,[r,r]M ⊂ F[r,r]M . By Proposition 4.24, the obvious morphism
Hom(Fsp,[r,r]M, fr∗Lr) → Hom(Fsp,[r,r]M, f0∗L0) is an isomorphism. Hence, for
s ∈ DM , s(Fsp,[r,r]M) ⊂ fr∗Lr. Therefore Fsp,[r,r]M ⊂ F[r,r(K,∂)]M . Assume
r 6= r(K, ∂). By Proposition 6.3, Hom(Fsp,[r,r]M, fr+∗Lr+) = 0. Hence, for
s ∈ Hom(M, fr+∗Lr+) = 0, s(Fsp,[r,r]M) = 0. Therefore Fsp,[r,r]M ⊂ F(0,r]M .
Thus Fsp,[r,r]M ⊂ F[r,r]M .

Corollary 6.6. The functor F[r,r(K,∂)] for r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)] is exact.

7 Base change property of the function m(−)
and a rationality result

We prove two properties of the function m(−). One is a base change property
and another concerns the values rm(M)(r) for M ∈Modf (K〈T 〉). The results of
this section is not used in the proof of Theorem 8.8.

7.1 A base change property of the function m

Let K ′ be a complete non-archimedean valuation field of characteristic 0 with
non-trivial valuation equipped with a bounded non-zero derivation, which is
denoted by ∂ for simplicity. Let σ : K → K ′ be a ring homomorphism preserving
the valuations and commuting the derivations. Note that we have p(K ′) =
p(K), ω(K ′) = ω(K), r(K ′, ∂) ≤ r(K, ∂), where r(K ′, ∂) defined as before. Let
i′ : K → K ′〈T 〉 denote the ring homomorphism as before and τ : K〈T 〉 → K ′〈T 〉
the ring homomorphism corresponding to the data (K ′〈T 〉, i′ ◦σ, T ) in the sense
of Lemma 2.7. We repeat the basic constructions as before after replacing K
by K ′. In this way, we obtain g′0 : K → K ′[[X ]], f ′

0 : K → K ′[[X ]]〈T 〉, L′
r =

Lr(K
′{X/r}, ∂), N ′

π and so on. We denote the functors Fsp,[r,r], F[r,r(K,∂)] and
so on for K ′ by Fsp,[r,r], F[r,r(K,∂)] and so on for simplicity. Note that if M ∈

Modf (K〈T 〉) then τ∗M ∈Modf (K ′〈T 〉) by Lemma 2.2.
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Lemma 7.1. Let M ∈Modf (K〈T 〉).

1. For π satisfying condition (C) for K ′, we have dimHom(τ∗M, f ′
r(K′,∂),bd∗N

′
π) ≤

dimHom(M, fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ).

2. For r ∈ (0, r(K ′, ∂)], dimHom(τ∗M, f ′
r∗L

′
r) ≤ dimHom(M, fr∗Lr).

Proof. 1. We may assumeM is of the form K〈T 〉/K〈T 〉 ·P with P ∈ K〈T 〉. We
have an isomorphism τ∗M ∼= K ′〈T 〉/K ′〈T 〉·P . Let Q,Q′ denote the monic gen-
erator of clπ(K〈T 〉·P ), clπ(K ′〈T 〉·τ(P )) respectively. Then dimHom(M, fr(K,∂),bd∗Nπ) =
deg(Q), dimHom(τ∗M, f ′

r(K′,∂),bd∗N
′
π) = deg(Q′) by the result of §4.5, where

deg(X) forX ∈ K〈T 〉 denotes the degrees ofX regarded as the usual polynomial
in K[T ]. Since the ultrametric functions ||||π on K〈T 〉 and K ′〈T 〉 are invariant
under τ : K〈T 〉 → K ′〈T 〉, τ(clπ(K〈T 〉·P )) ⊂ clπτ(K〈T 〉·P ) ⊂ clπ(K

′〈T 〉·τ(P )).
Hence τ(Q) ∈ K ′〈T 〉 ·Q′. Therefore deg(τ(Q)) = deg(Q) ≥ deg(Q′).

2. It follows from Lemma 4.12 and part 1.

Lemma 7.2. LetM ∈Modf (K〈T 〉). For r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)], we have dimHom(DM, fr∗Lr) =
dimHom(M, fr∗Lr).

Proof. By Theorem 5.12 and Corollary 6.1 and Proposition 4.2, we have dimHom(M, fr∗Lr) =
dimHom(⊕t∈(0,r(K,∂)]Fsp,[t,t]M, fr∗Lr) =

∑

t∈(0,r(K,∂)] dimHom(Fsp,[t,t]M, fr∗Lr) =
∑

t∈(r,r(K,∂)] dimHom(Fsp,[t,t]M, f0∗L0) =
∑

t∈[r,r]m(M)(t). Hence dimHom(M, fr∗Lr) =
∑

t∈[r,r]m(M)(t). Since we also have a similar equality for DM , the assertion

follows from m(DM) = m(D).

Proposition 7.3. Let M ∈Modf (K〈T 〉). For r ∈ (0, r(K ′, ∂)], m(τ∗M)(r) =
m(M)(r) if r 6= r(K ′, ∂) and m(τ∗M)(r) =

∑

r∈[r(K′,∂),r(K,∂)]m(M)(r) if r =

r(K ′, ∂).

Proof. By Theorems 5.12 and 6.5 and Corollary 6.1, we have m(M)(r) =
dimFsp,[r,r]M = dimFsp,[r.r(K,∂)]M−lims→r+0dimFsp,[s,r(K,∂)]M = dimF[r,r(K,∂)]M−
lims→r+0dimF[s,r(K,∂)]M for r ∈ (r, r(K ′, ∂)) and

∑

r∈[r(K′,∂),r(K,∂)]m(M)(r) =

dimM −
∑

r∈(0,r(K′,∂))m(M)(r) for r ∈ (r, r(K ′, ∂)). Similarly, m(τ∗M)(r) =

dimF[r,r(K′,∂)]τ
∗M − lims→r+0dimF[s,r(K′,∂)]τ

∗M for r ∈ (r, r(K ′, ∂)), and
m(τ∗M)(r(K ′, ∂)) = dimM −

∑

r∈(0,r(K′,∂))m(τ∗M)(r) for r ∈ (r, r(K ′, ∂)).
Hence we have only to prove dimF[r,r(K,∂)]M = dimF[r,r(K′,∂)]τ

∗M .
Let τr : K{X/r}〈T 〉 → K ′{X/r}〈T 〉 be the ring homomorphism associated

to the ring homomorphism K{X/r} → K ′{X/r}; (ai) 7→ (σ(ai)). By f ′
r ◦ τ =

τr ◦ fr and Proposition 4.24 and Theorems 5.12 and 6.5, (f ′
r)

∗τ∗F[r,r(K,∂)]M ∼=
τ∗r f

∗
rF[r,r(K,∂)]M ∼= τ∗r (L

n
r )

∼= (τ∗r Lr)
n ∼= (L′

r)
n with n = dimF[r,r(K,∂)]M . By

Proposition 4.24, suppm(τ∗F[r,r(K,∂)]M) ⊂ [r, r(K ′, ∂)]. Hence dimF[r,r(K,∂)]M =
dimτ∗F[r,r(K,∂)]M ≤ dimFsp,[r,r(K′,∂)]τ

∗M = dimF[r,r(K′,∂)]τ
∗M by Theorems

5.12 and 6.5. By Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 7.1 and Lemma 7.2, dimF[r,r(K′,∂)]τ
∗M =

dimHom(Dτ∗M, f ′
r∗L

′
r) = dimHom(τ∗M, f ′

r∗L
′
r) ≤ dimHom(M, fr∗Lr) = dimHom(DM, fr∗Lr) =

dimF[r,r(K,∂)]M . Hence dimF[r,r(K,∂)]M = dimF[r,r(K′,∂)]τ
∗M .
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7.2 A rationality result

In this subsection, we regard R>0 as a subgroup of R×. Moreover we endow R>0

with the unique structure of Q-module. For a non-empty subset G of R>0, we
denote GZ (resp. GQ) the subgroup (resp. the Q-submodule) of R>0 generated
by G.

For r ∈ (0,+∞), we define the complete non-archimedean valuation field
K(X)s of characteristic 0 as the completion of the rational function field K(X)
with respect to the s-Gauss valuation ||s. By abuse of notation, let ∂X denote the
derivation on K(X)s defined as the unique extension of the derivation K[X ] →
K[X ];

∑

i aiX
i 7→

∑

i(i+1)ai+1X
i. Note that K(X)s is of rational type in the

sense of [11] and r(K(X)s, ∂X) = s and |K(X)×s |s = |K(X)×|s = |K×|{s}Z.

Lemma 7.4. For s ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)), there exists a ring homomorphism gs,η :
K → K(X)s satisfying the following conditions.

1. The ring homomorphism gs,η commutes with the ∂ and ∂X .
2. The ring homomorphism gs,η is isometric.

Proof. For c ∈ K, i ∈ N, we have |∂i(c)/i!|si ≤ |c|si/r(K, ∂)i = (s/r(K, ∂))i|c|
by Lemma 3.1. By using this inequality, we can define the ring homomorphism

gs,η : K → K(X)s by gs,η(c) =
∑

i
∂i(c)
i! X i. Part 1 holds obviously and part 2

follows from Lemma 3.1 with r = s.

Proposition 7.5. LetM ∈Modf (K〈T 〉). If r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂)) satisfies m(M)(r) 6=
0, then r ∈ |K×|Q if p(K) > 0, r ∈ |K×| if p(K) = 0.

Proof. Let s ∈ (r, r(K, ∂)) be arbitrary. Let gs,η : K → K(X)s be a ring
homomorphism as in Lemma 7.4. Let fs,η : K〈T 〉 → K(X)s〈T 〉 be the ring
hom. associated to gs,η. Let λ denote Q when p(K) > 0 and (empty) when

p(K) = 0. Then we have (r/s)m(f∗
s,ηM)(r) ∈ |K(X)×s |

λ = (|K×|{s}Z)λ by
applying [11, Thm.1.4.21] to the finite differential module V f∗

s,ηM over K(X)s.

Hence rm(M)(r) = rm(f∗
s,ηM)(r) ∈ (|K×|{s}Z)λ...(1) by Proposition 7.3. As the

valuation of K is non-trivial, the subgroup |K×| of R>0 is either of finite free of
rank 1 or dense in R>0, where R>0 is regarded as a topological abelian group
with respect to Euclidean topology.

Case 1: |K×| is of finite free of rank 1.
We choose s0 ∈ |K×| such that |K×| = {s0}Z. We choose s1 ∈ (r, r(K, ∂)) \

{s0}Q and s2 ∈ (r, r(K, ∂)) \ {s0, s1}Q. Then s0, s1, s2 is linearly independent
in R>0. By applying (1) to s = s1, s2, we have rm(M)(r) ∈ {s0}λ{s1}Q ∩
{s0}

λ{s2}
Q = {s0}

λ = |K×|λ.
Case 2: |K×| is dense in R>0.
We choose s ∈ (r, r(K, ∂)) ∩ |K×|. By (1), we have rm(M)(r) ∈ |K×|λ.

8 A decomposition theorem in Modf (K〈TJ〉)

In this section, for a differential field (K, ∂J) as in the introduction, we recall
the definition of the ring K〈TJ〉, which is an analogue of K〈T 〉, and recall basic
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facts on the category Modf (K〈TJ〉), including the fact that Modf (K〈TJ〉) is
isomorphic to the category of differential modules over (K, ∂J). Then we prove
a decomposition theorem in Modf (K〈TJ〉) corresponding to Theorem 1.1. The
point of the proof is that we can lift the previous decomposition theorem to
Modf (K〈TJ〉) by using the idea of internal Hom.

8.1 Basic definition

Let R be a commutative ring equipped with a family {∂j}j∈J of commuting
derivations indexed by a non-empty set J . We use the multi-index notation,
for example, we denote by ∂J the family {∂j}j∈J . A differential module over R
is an R-module V equipped with a family of commuting differential operators
relative to ∂j for j ∈ J .

We repeat a similar construction as in §2.3 in the above setup. Let N(J)

denote the monoid of maps J → N; j 7→ nj such that nj = 0 for all but finitely
many j ∈ J . We denote the map (j 7→ nj) by nJ = (nj). Let 0J denote the
element of N(J) given by the map (j 7→ 0). Let ej denote the element nJ of N(J)

defined by nj = 1 and nj′ = 0 for j 6= j′. Let G(R, ∂J ) be the differential mod-

ule over R given by the free R-module R(N(J)) equipped with the differential
operators relative to ∂j for j ∈ J defined by ∂j((qnJ

)) = (∂j(qnJ
) + qnJ−ej )

for j ∈ J , where we set qnJ−ej = 0 if nj = 0. We denote by e the el-
ement of G(R, ∂J ) given by e(0J) = 1 and e(nJ) = 0 for nJ 6= 0J . We
denote by Tj for j ∈ J the element of G(R, ∂J) given by Tj(ej) = 1 and
Tj(nJ ) = 0 for nJ 6= ej . The functor Hom(G(R, ∂J),−) represents the for-
getful functor ()+ : D(R, ∂J) → Ab. Precisely speaking, we have an isomor-
phism Hom(G(R, ∂J ), V ) → V+; s 7→ s(e) for V ∈ D(R, ∂J ), whose inverse
is given by V+ → Hom(G(R, ∂J ), V );x 7→ ((qnJ

) 7→
∑

nJ
qnJ

∂nJ (x)). Thus
G(R, ∂J) is a projective generator of D(R, ∂J ). We define the ring R〈TJ〉 as

the abelian group R
(N(J))
+ equipped with the unique multiplication such that

the isomorphism Hom(G(R, ∂J ), G(R, ∂J)) → R
(N(J))
+ extends to an isomor-

phism Hom(G(R, ∂J ), G(R, ∂J ))
op → R〈TJ〉 of rings. As in §2.3, the category

Mod(R〈TJ〉) of left R〈TJ〉-modules is isomorphic to the category of differential
modules D(R, ∂J ) over R, where we can define the isomorphism in an obvi-
ous way. Since we can easily translate results on Mod(R〈TJ〉) in terms of
D(R, ∂J) as in §2.3, we will study Mod(R〈TJ〉). As in §2.3, by writing ele-
ments of R〈TJ〉 as

∑

qnJ
T nJ

J , we can calculate the multiplication in R〈TJ〉 by
using the relation (qTj) · (q′Tj′) = q∂j(q

′)Tj′ + qq′TjTj′ , Tj · Tj′ = Tj′ · Tj and
qT 0J

J · q′T 0J
J = q′T 0J

J · qT 0J
J = (qq′)T 0J

J for j, j′ ∈ J, q, q′ ∈ R.
Let iJ : R → R〈TJ〉; q 7→ qT 0

J be the ring homomorphism.

Lemma 8.1. Let R be as above. We consider the data (U, µ, {uj}j∈J ) where
U is a ring, µ : R → U is a ring homomorphism, uj ∈ U for j ∈ J such that
ujuj′ = uj′uj for j, j′ ∈ J and uj · µ(r) = µ(r) · uj + µ(∂j(r)) for r ∈ R and
j ∈ J . Then there exists a unique ring homomorphism f : R〈TJ〉 → U such
that µ = f ◦ iJ and f(Tj) = uj for j ∈ J . Moreover, we have f((qnJ

)) =
∑

nJ
µ(qnJ

)unJ

J for (qnJ
) ∈ R〈TJ〉.
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The ring homomorphism f : R〈TJ〉 → U is called the ring homomorphism
corresponding to the data (U, µ, {uj}j∈J).

Proof. A similar proof as in the proof of Lemma 2.7 works, where we define the
objectMU ′ ∈ D(R, ∂J ) by µ∗U equipped with the differential operators relative
to ∂j for j ∈ J given by the left multiplication by uj ∈ U .

Let ξ : R → End(R+) be the ring homomorphism given by the multiplica-
tion of R. We define the left R〈TJ〉-module L(R, ∂J) by R+ ∈ Ab equipped
with the ring homomorphism R〈TJ〉 → End(R+) corresponding to the data
(End(R+), ξ, {∂j}j∈J).

8.2 The functor Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]

We consider the case where R is a complete non-archimedean valuation field K
of characteristic 0 with non-trivial valuation | |. We assume that the derivations
∂j are non-zero and bounded, i.e., the action ∂j on K has a finite operator
norm. We define p(K) and ω(K) as before. Let r(K, ∂j) denote the ratio
ω(K)/|∂j|sp,K . We define the dimension dimM of a left K〈TJ〉-module M as
that of iJ∗M . We say thatM is of finite dimension if dimM < +∞. We denote
the category of finite dimensional left K〈TJ〉-modules by Modf (K〈TJ〉). The
category is an abelian full subcategory of Mod(K〈TJ〉).

Let (0, r(K, ∂J )] denote the set Πj∈J (0, r(K, ∂j)] ⊂ RJ . Let rJ ∈ (0, r(K, ∂J )].
Let M ∈ Modf (K〈TJ〉). As in §2.3, there exists a maximum submodule N
of M such that supp m(hj∗N) ⊂ {rj} for all j ∈ J , which we denote by
Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M . For a morphism α : M ′ → M in Modf (K〈TJ〉), we can define
the morphism Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]α : Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M

′ → Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M by α(Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M
′) ⊂

Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M . Then Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ] is an endofunctor on Modf (K〈TJ〉), which is
equipped with the obvious natural transformation Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ] → idModf (K〈TJ〉).
Note that in the case of #J > 1, the definition does not immediately implies
that for M ∈Modf (K〈TJ〉), we have Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M = 0 for all but finitely many
rJ ∈ (0, r(K, ∂J )].

8.3 Statement and proof of the decomposition theorem

Definition 8.2. 1. Let j ∈ J . We endow K[[X ]] with the family of deriva-
tions ∂j,J = {∂j,j′}j′∈J defined by ∂j,j((ai)) = ∂X((ai)) = ((i + 1)ai+1)
and ∂j,j′((ai)) = (∂j′ (ai)) for j

′ ∈ J such that j′ 6= j. Then (K[[X ]], ∂j,J)
is a differential ring. We denote by K[[X ]]〈Tj,J〉 the ring of twisted poly-
nomials associated to the differential ring (K[[X ]], ∂j,J). Let Lj,0 denote
the left K[[X ]]〈Tj,J〉-module L(K[[X ]], ∂j,J). We define the ring homo-
morphism gj,0 : K → K[[X ]] by x 7→ (∂ij(x)/i!). We define the ring ho-
momorphism fj,0 : K〈TJ〉 → K[[X ]]〈Tj,J〉 as the one corresponding to the
data (K[[X ]], gj,0, {Tj}j∈J ). We obtain the left K〈TJ〉-modules fj,0∗Lj,0.

2. Let j ∈ J and r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂j)] (resp. r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂j))). We en-
dow K{X/r} (resp. K{X/r+}) with the family of derivations ∂j,J =
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{∂j,j′}j′∈J defined by ∂j,j((ai)) = ∂X((ai)) = ((i+1)ai+1) and ∂j,j′ ((ai)) =
(∂j′ (ai)) for j′ ∈ J such that j′ 6= j. Then (K{X/r}, ∂j,J) is a differen-
tial ring. We denote by K{X/r}〈Tj,J〉 (resp. K{X/r+}〈Tj,J〉) the ring
of twisted polynomials associated to the differential ring (K{X/r}, ∂j,J)
(resp. (K{X/r+}, ∂j,J)). Let Lj,r (resp. Lj,r+) denote the leftK{X/r}〈Tj,J〉-
module L(K{X/r}, ∂j,J) (resp. the leftK{X/r+}〈Tj,J〉-module L(K{X/r+}, ∂j,J)).
We define the ring homomorphism gj,r : K → K{X/r} (resp. gj,r+ : K →
K{X/r+}) by x 7→ (∂ij(x)/i!). We define the ring homomorphisms fj,r+ :
K〈TJ〉 → K{X/r+}〈Tj,J〉, fj,r : K〈TJ〉 → K{X/r}〈Tj,J〉 as the one corre-
sponding to the data (K{X/r}, gj,r, {Tj}j∈J) (resp. (K{X/r+}, gj,r+, {Tj}j∈J)).
We obtain the left K〈TJ〉-modules fj,r+∗Lj,r+, fj,r∗Lj,r.

3. For j ∈ J , we denote the ring of twisted polynomials associated to (K, ∂j)
by K〈Tj〉. For r ∈ (0,+∞), we repeat the construction as before for the
differential ring (K[[X ]], ∂X) (resp.(K{X/r}, ∂X), (K{X/r+}, ∂X)). We
denote the ring of twisted polynomials associated to (K[[X ]], ∂X) (resp.
(K{X/r}, ∂X), (K{X/r+}, ∂X)) byK[[X ]]〈T〉 (resp. K{X/r}〈T〉,K{X/r+}〈T〉).

4. Let j ∈ J and r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂j)] (and, without mentioning, assume r ∈
(0, r(K, ∂j)) when the construction involves K{X/r+}〈T〉 as before). We
define the ring homomorphisms fj,0 : K〈Tj〉 → K[[X ]]〈T〉, fj,r : K〈Tj〉 →
K{X/r}〈T〉, fj,r+ : K〈Tj〉 → K{X/r+}〈T〉 associated to gj,0, gj,r, gj,r+
respectively by using the universality of K〈Tj〉.

Let j ∈ J and r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂j)]. We define the ring homomorphism
hj : K〈Tj〉 → K〈TJ〉 (resp. hj,r : K{X/r}〈T〉 → K{X/r}〈Tj,J〉, hj,r+ :
K{X/r+}〈T〉 → K{X/r+}〈Tj,J〉) as the one corresponding to the data
(K〈TJ〉, iJ , Tj) (resp. (K{X/r}〈Tj,J〉,K{X/r} → K{X/r}〈Tj,J〉;x 7→
xT 0

j,j , Tj,j), (K{X/r+}〈Tj,J〉,K{X/r+} → K{X/r+}〈Tj,J〉;x 7→ xT 0
j,j, Tj,j)).

Let L0 (resp. Lr ,Lr+) denote the leftK[[X ]]〈T〉-module L(K[[X ]]〈T〉, ∂X)
(resp. the leftK{X/r}〈T〉-module L(K{X/r}, ∂X), the leftK{X/r+}〈T〉-
module L(K{X/r}, ∂X)). We obtain the leftK〈Tj〉-modules fj,0L0, fj,r+∗Lr+, fj,r∗Lr .

We have the following commutative diagram by construction. We have
similar commutative diagrams whenK{X/r}〈T〉 is replaced byK{X/r+}〈T〉,K[[X ]]〈T〉.

K
ij

//

=

��

K〈Tj〉
fj,r

//

hj

��

K{X/r}〈T〉

hj,r

��

K
iJ

// K〈TJ〉
fj,r

// K{X/r}〈Tj,J〉

Lemma 8.3. Fix j ∈ J and M ′,M ∈ Mod(K〈TJ〉). For j′ ∈ J, j′ 6= j and
s ∈ Hom(hj∗M

′, hj∗M), we define the morphism ∆j′ (s) : M
′
+ → M+ in Ab by

∆j′(s)(x) = Tj′ · (s(x)) − s(Tj′ · x) for x ∈ M ′. Then ∆j′(s) is a morphism
hj∗M

′ → hj∗M in Mod(K〈Tj〉).
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Proof. Since the ring K〈Tj〉 is generated by the subset ij(K)∪ {Tj} as a ring,
we have only to prove that for x ∈ hj∗M

′, ∆j′ (s)(c · x) = c · (∆j′ (s)(x)) for
c ∈ ij(K) ∪ {Tj}. This follows from straightforward calculation.

By Lemma 8.3, we obtain the family of endomorphisms ∆j′ ∈ EndAb(Hom(hj∗M
′, hj∗M))

for j′ ∈ J, j′ 6= j.

Definition 8.4. 1. For M ∈ Modf (K〈TJ〉), j ∈ J, r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂j)], we de-
fine the subset Fj,[r,r]M ofM by Fj,[r,r]M = {x ∈M ; ∀s ∈ Hom(hj∗M,hj∗fj,r+∗Lj,r+), s(x) =
0, ∀s ∈ Hom(hj∗M,hj∗fj,0∗Lj,0), s(x) ∈ hj∗fj,r∗Lj,r)}.

2. For j ∈ J, r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂j)], we define the endofunctor F
f
j,[r,r] :Modf (K〈Tj〉) →

Modf (K〈Tj〉) by repeating the construction of the endofunctor F f
[r,r]

for the differential field (K, ∂j). For M ∈ Mod(K〈Tj〉), F
f
j,[r,r]M =

{x ∈ M ; ∀s ∈ Hom(M, fj,r+∗Lr+), s(x) = 0, ∀s ∈ Hom(M, fj,0∗L0), s(x) ∈
fj,r∗Lr)}.

Lemma 8.5. 1. For j ∈ J, r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂j)], hj∗fj,r+∗Lj,r+ = fj,r+∗Lj,r+, hj∗fj,r∗Lj,r =
fj,r∗Lr, hj∗fj,0∗Lj,0 = fj,0∗L0.

2. For j ∈ J, r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂j)] and M ∈ Modf (K〈TJ〉), Fj,[r,r]M is a sub-
module of M .

3. For j ∈ J, r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂j)] and α : M ′ →M a morphism inModf (K〈TJ〉),
we have α(Fj,[r,r]M

′) ⊂ Fj,[r,r]M . Consequently, α induces a morphism
Fj,[r,r]M

′ → Fj,[r,r]M , which is denoted by Fj,[r,r]α.

4. For j ∈ J, r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂j)], the function Fj,[r,r] forms an endofunctor on

Modf (K〈TJ〉).

Proof. 1. It follows from hj,r∗Lj,r = Lr, hj,r+∗Lj,r+ = Lr+, hj,0∗Lj,0 = L0.
2. The ring K〈TJ〉 is generated by the subset iJ(K) ∪ {Tj}j∈J as a ring.

By part1, we have Fj,[r,r]M = {x ∈ M ; ∀s ∈ Hom(hj∗M, fj,r+∗Lj,r+), s(x) =

0, ∀s ∈ Hom(hj∗M, fj,0∗Lj,0), s(x) ∈ fj,r∗Lj,r} = F
f
j,[r,r]hj∗M as subsets of

M . Since F
f
j,[r,r]hj∗M is stable under the action of K〈Tj〉 on hj∗M and

iJ(K) ∪ {Tj} ⊂ hj(K〈Tj〉), Fj,[r,r]M is stable under the action of iJ(K) ∪
{Tj} ⊂ K〈TJ〉 on M . Let j′ ∈ J, j′ 6= j and x ∈ Fj,[r,r]M . We prove
Tj′ ·x ∈ Fj,[r,r]M . Let s ∈ Hom(hj∗M,hj∗fj,r+∗Lj,r+). By Lemma 8.3, ∆j′ (s) ∈
Hom(hj∗M,hj∗fj,r+∗Lj,r+). Hence ∆j′ (s)(x) = 0. By the definition of ∆j′ (s)
and x ∈ Fj,[r,r]M , we have s(Tj′ · x) = 0. Let s ∈ Hom(hj∗M,hj∗fj,0∗Lj,0).
By an argument as above, ∆j′ (s)(x) ∈ hj∗fj,r∗Lj,r and s(Tj′ · x) ∈ hj∗fj,r∗Lj,r.
Hence Tj′ · x ∈ Fj,[r,r]M .

3. Since Ff
j,[r,r]hj∗ is a functor, we haveF

f
j,[r,r]hj∗α(F

f
j,[r,r]hj∗M

′) ⊂ F
f
j,[r,r]hj∗M .

We obtain the assertion by using part 1 and applying the forgetful functor
Mod(K〈Tj〉) → Ab.

4. This is easily seen by part 3.
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Lemma 8.6. 1. For j ∈ J, r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂j)], hj∗Fj,[r,r] = F
f
j,[r,r]hj∗.

2. For j ∈ J, r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂j)], the functor Fj,[r,r] is exact.

3. For j ∈ J , the obvious natural transformation Ij,sp : ⊕r∈(0,r(K,∂j)]Fj,[r,r] →
idModf (K〈TJ〉) is a natural isomorphism.

4. Assume M ∈Modf (K〈TJ〉) is irreducible. Then supp m(hj∗M) for j ∈ J
is a one-point set, say, {rj} with rj ∈ (0, r(K, ∂j)]. Furthermore we have
Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M =M and Fsp,[r′

J
,r′

J
]M = 0 if r′J 6= rJ .

Proof. Part 1 follows from Lemma 8.5. Part 2 follows from the faithfulness and
exactness of hj∗, the exactness of Ff

j,[r,r] and part1. To prove part 3, we may

replace Fj,[r,r], Ij,sp by hj∗Fj,[r,r], hj∗Ij,sp respectively. By part 1, part 3 are

reduced to the exactness of Ff
j,[r,r] and our previous decomposition theorem for

Mod(K〈Tj〉). Let M ∈ Modf (K〈T 〉) be irreducible. For j ∈ J , there exists
a unique rj ∈ (0, r(K, ∂j)] such that M = Fj,[rj ,rj ]M by part 3. By part 1,
supp m(hj∗M) ⊂ {rj}. The rest of assertion is obvious. q

Lemma 8.7. 1. For rJ ∈ (0, r(K, ∂J )] and j ∈ J , we have Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]Fj,[rj ,rj] =
Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ].

2. For rJ ∈ (0, r(K, ∂J)], the functor Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ] is exact.

Proof. 1. Let M ∈Modf (K〈TJ〉). We have Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]Fj,[rj ,rj ]M ⊂ Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M

by applying Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ] to Fj,[rj ,rj ]M ⊂M . We have hj∗Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M ⊂ F
f
j,[rj ,rj]

hj∗M =

hj∗Fj,[rj ,rj]M by Theorems 5.12 and 6.5 and Lemma 8.6. Hence Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M ⊂
Fj,[rj ,rj]M by applying the forgetful functor Mod(K〈Tj〉) → Set. We obtain
Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M ⊂ Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]Fj,[rj ,rj ]M by applying Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ] to both sides.

2. ForE : 0 →M (1) →M (2) →M (3) → 0 an exact sequence inModf (K〈TJ〉),
we prove by induction on the sum n of dimension of the M (i)’s. For a covari-
ant endofunctor F on Modf (K〈TJ〉) and a diagram D on Modf (K〈TJ〉), we
denote by FD the diagram obtained by applying F to D in an obvious way. In
the base case n = 0, we have nothing to prove. In the induction step, if there
exists j ∈ J such that Fj,[rj ,rj ]M

(i) 6= M (i) for some i. We choose such a j.
The sequence E′ = Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]E is exact by Lemma 8.6. Moreover the sequence
E′′ = Fj,[rj ,rj]E

′ is exact by the induction hypothesis. By part 1, Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]E

is exact. If Fj,[rj ,rj]M
(i) = M (i) for all i and j ∈ J then Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M

(i) = M (i)

for all i by definition. Hence the assertion is true in the induction step.

Theorem 8.8. 1. For M ∈Modf (K〈TJ〉), we have Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M = 0 for all
but finitely many rJ ∈ (0, r(K, ∂J )].

2. The obvious natural transformation Isp : ⊕rJ∈(0,r(K,∂J )]Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ] → idModf (K〈TJ〉)

is a natural isomorphism.

Proof. Note that any object M in Modf (K〈TJ〉) is of finite length as M is an
Artinian left K〈TJ〉-module. By Lemma 8.7, we can reduce both parts to part
4 of Lemma 8.6.
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Definition 8.9. We define the function m : (0, r(K, ∂J )] → N by m(M)(rJ ) =
dimFsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M for rJ ∈ (0, r(K, ∂J )]. We also define the support of m(M) by
supp m(M) := {rJ ∈ (0, r(K, ∂J )];m(M)(rJ ) 6= 0}.

Corollary 8.10. 1. The set supp m(M) is a finite set with #supp m(M) ≤
dimM .

2. The function M 7→ m(M) is additive on Modf (K〈TJ〉).

3. We have
∑

rJ∈(0,r(K,∂J)]
m(M)(rJ ) = dimM .

4. For j ∈ J, r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂j)], there exists a natural isomorphism Ij,r :
⊕rJ :rj=rFsp,[rJ ,rJ ] → Fj,[r,r].

5. For j ∈ J, r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂j)], we have
∑

rJ∈(0,r(K,∂J )]:rj=rm(M)(rJ ) =

m(hj∗M)(r).

6. Let notation be as in §4.2. If m(M)(rJ ) 6= 0, then, for j ∈ J such that

r < r(K, ∂j), we have r
∑

rJ∈(0,r(K,∂J )]:rj=r m(M)(rJ ) ∈ |K×|λ, where λ = Q

when p(K) > 0 and λ = (empty) when p(K) = 0.

Proof. Parts 1,2,3 are consequences of Lemma 8.7 and Theorem 8.8. We prove
part 4. We fix j. Let r ∈ (0, r(K, ∂j)] be arbitrary. As subobjects of hj∗M , we

have ⊕rJ :rj=rhj∗Fsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M ⊂ F
f
j,[r,r]hj∗M by Theorems 5.12 and 6.5. Hence

∑

rJ :rj=r dimFsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M ≤ dimFj,[r,r]M and ⊕rJ :rj=rFsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M ⊂ Fj,[r,r]M

as subobjects ofM by Lemma 8.6. Since we have
∑

r∈(0,r(K,∂j)]

∑

rJ :rj=r dimFsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M =
∑

r∈(0,r(K,∂j)]
dimFj,[r,r]M = dimM by Theorem 8.8 and Lemma 8.6,⊕rJ :rj=rFsp,[rJ ,rJ ]M =

Fj,[r,r]M . Part 5 is a consequence of part 4 and Lemma 8.6. Part 6 follows from
part 5 and Proposition 7.5.
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