arXiv:2404.16291v1 [mah.NT] 25 Apr 2024

Duality for differential modules over
complete non-archimedean valuation fields of
characteristic zero

Shun Ohkubo *
April 26, 2024

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 0-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 fo«Lo represent-
ing the usual dual functor and study some filtrations of fo. Lo, which is
used to construct the direct summands appearing in our decomposition
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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 0-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, 9; for j € J with J # ) the derivations on K, which are
commutative each other. Let p(K) denote the characteristic of the residue field
of K. We set w(K) = |p(K)|"/®F)=1) if p(K) > 0 and w(K) = 1 if p(K) = 0.
We assume that the derivations 0; are bounded, i.e., the action of J; on K
has a finite operator norm. Let r(K, d;) denote the ratio w(K)/|0;|sp,x, where
|0;|sp,x denotes the spectral norm of the action of 9; 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 d; for j € J. For each
j € J, we can define the extrinsic subsidiary 0;-generic radii of convergence, by
encoding the spectral norms of the differential operator relative to 9;, which is a
set of dimV real numbers r with multiplicity taking values in (0, (K, 9;)]. For
each J-tuple r; = (r;) € IL;cs(0,r(K,d;)], there exists a maximum subspace



V., of V such that for j € J, V., is stable under the action of 9; and the
extrinsic subsidiary 0;-generic radii of convergence of V;., consists only of r;’s.

Theorem 1.1. Let V be a finite differential module over K.
1. There exist only finitely many vy € I;ecs(0,r(K, 8;)] such that V., # 0.
2. The obvious morphism @, ,cm;c,(0,r(k,0,)Vr, = 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 < +oo is assumed and the direct summands V,
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(KX) > 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 Q,(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' = @V, regarding a single derivation 0;,
it is not clear that the direct summands V,. are stable under the action of the
other 0;’s as they are not K-linear.

To overcome this difficulty, we prove Theorem 1.1 in the case of #J = 1in 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,d), which are isomorphic to each
other. We have a contravariant endofunctor Dy on Mod(K(T)) called a dual
functor, which is constructed in an obvious way. The key ingredient in this
paper is the object fo.Lo in the category Mod(K(T), Mod(K(T))) of a left
K (T)-objects in Mod(K(T)), which “represents” Dy. The construction of fo. Lo
can be done by using a variant f, of the morphism f;.,, introduced by Kedlaya-
Xiao. We define a new dual functor D by Hom(—, fo.Lg). The underlying
abelian group of fp.Lg is the direct product K E of N-copies of the underlying



abelian group K of K. Hence we can construct subobjects M) of fo.Lo by
considering some convergence conditions on the formal power series Z;;OS a; X?
associated to (a;) € K ﬁ. 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, My) 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, M) and Hom(DM, M) as submodules of Hom(M, fo.Lo) = DM
and Hom(DM, fo.Lo) = DDM respectively. As in the case of vector spaces,
we can define submodules F_ M and Fy M of M corresponding to the above
two submodules respectively. By varying My, we obtain submodules Fq )M
and Fy, (koM of M for r € (0,7(K,0)]. We define Fy, M := Fo, M N
Fy r(x,0M and prove the desired decomposition M = ©Fj, 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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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 A% (resp. A®)) the abelian group of families
(a;); in A indexed by S (resp. such that a; = 0 for all but finitely many ¢ € .5),
where (a;); is denoted by (a;) 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 z € M for simplicity.

When X is an abelian group, a ring, a field, or a left R-module for some ring
R, X, denote the underlying set of X. Furthermore, an ultrametric function
[| : X — Rxg refers to a morphism || : X,;, — R of sets such that |z — y| <
max{|z|, [y|} and |0| = 0 for z,y € X. Assume ||~1({0}) = {0} and X # 0. Let
f: X, — X, be a map such that there exists C' € R such that |f(x)| < C|z|
for z € X. We define the operator norm of f by |flop = sup{|f(z)|/|z];z €
Xu,x # 0}. Moreover we define the spectral norm of f by |f|sp = inf{|fi|(1),/,1;i €
Nso}. When would like to specify X, we denote |flop, | flsp BY |flop, x5 | flsp.x
respectively.

Although Theorem 1.1 concerns finite differential modules when the base
field K is equipped with (possibly) multiple derivations {0, };e¢.s, except the last



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, d) of differential modules over differential rings R
equipped with a single derivation 0.

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, p), where X € C and p: A — Ende(X)
is a ring homomorphism. A morphism (X’,p’) — (X, p) is a morphism « :
X' — X such that ao (p'(a)) = (p(a)) o o for a € A. We denote an object
(X, p) 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, I[,§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 ()4 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(A4, F)(X,p) = (FX, Fp)
for (X,p) € Mod(A,C), where we define (Fp)(a) = F(p(a)) for a € A, and
defining Mod(A, F)a = Fa for a: (X', p') = (X, p) a morphism in Mod(A,C).
Let T : D x C — Ab be an additive bifunctor which is contravariant in the
first variable and covariant in the second one. Let (X, p) € 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 — T(Y,p(a)). For morphisms o : X’ — X in C and
B:Y' =Y in D, T(B, a) defines a morphism T'(Y’, X) — T(Y, X') in Mod(A).
In this way, T induces a bifunctor D x 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 7' = Hom. In this case, Hom : Mod(B) x
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 = (Ny,p), f«N is the left R-module given by
(N4, f«p), where we define f.p = po f. Let n: f*fu = idproa(s), € : idnod(s) —



f«f* denote the counit and unit for the adjoint functor (f*, f.), which are nat-
ural transformations defined in an obvious way ([2, I1,5.2]).

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 : FF — G,S : G — H natural transformations. We
define the natural transformation S-T : F — H by (S-T)x = Sx o Tx for
X €C. We call §-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+ 7T : F - G by (S+T)x = Sx +Tx for X € C. Let C be
an abelian category, ' : 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 berings, f :C > D,g: A= B,i: A—C,j:
B — D ring homomorphism such that jog = foi. Let n:idyoap) — J«J* be
the unit for the adjoint functor (j*,j.), and € : i*i, — idps04(c) the counit for
the adjoint functor (i*,,), and ¢ : j*¢* — f*i* the natural isomorphism defined
by the vertical composition j*¢* — (jog)* — (foi)* — f*i*, where each arrow
is an obvious one. We define the natural transformation 6 : g*i,. — j. f* as the
vertical composition (j.f*€) - (Juwix) - (Mg¥is) : ¥bu = Juf g e = Ju 51" 00 —
J«f*. For M € Mod(C), we have dp; : g*i.M — j.f*M coincides with the
unique morphism satisfying, for z € M, dy(1 ® ) = 1 ® . We consider
left B-modules B ® C, D, where we regard B as a (B, A)-bimodule via idg, g
respectively, C' as a left A-module via i, and D as a left B-module via j. We
define the morphism &y : B ® C — D in Mod(B) as the unique morphism
satisfying, for b € B,c € C, do(b® c) = j(b) f(c).

Lemma 2.2. Let notation be as above. Assume that 6y is an isomorphism.
Then § : g%t — ju f™ is a natural isomorphism.

Proof. We prove ¢ is an isomorphism. Let o : D — j, f*C be the isomorphism
defined by a(d) = d ® 1. Since we have g*i.C = B ® C by definition and
dc = a0 dy, 0c is an isomorphism.

Let M € Mod(C) be arbitrary. Let - -+ — P; — Py — M be a free resolution
of M. Since ¢*i, and j, f* commute with direct sum, dp,,dp, are isomorphisms.
By the right exactness of g*i, and j. f*, dps is an isomorphism. O

2.3 The categories D(R,0) 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.



A differential ring is a commutative ring R equipped with a derivation, i.e.,
a morphism 0 : Ry — R4 in Ab satisfying 0(r' - ) = 9(+') - r + 7' - 9(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 9 : Vi — V4 in Ab satisfying 9(r -v) = 9(r) - v+ 1 - 9(v)
for r € R,v € V; a morphism of D(R, ) is a morphism « : V' — V in Mod(R)
such that a(9(v')) = 9(a(v")) for v' € V. The category D(R, ) is an abelian
category, where the addition Hom(V”’, V) x Hom(V’', V) — Hom(V’, V) is given
by (a1 + a2)(v') = a1(v') + az(v') for a1, as € Hom(V',V),v" € V'. We define
the forgetful functor ()+ : D(R,9) — Ab by, for V € D(R, 9), defining V, as the
underlying abelian group of V' (we forget the derivation), and, for a morphism
a: V' =V, defining (o) as « itself. The forgetful functor ()4 is obviously
faithful and exact.

Definition 2.3. We define the object G(R,0) € D(R, ), denoted by G if no

confusion arises, as the left R-module given by (RiN),ﬁ : R — End Ab(RS_N)); c—
((¢i)i — (cqi)i)) equipped with the differential operator given by 9((¢;):) =
(0(qi) + ¢i—1)i, where we set ¢_1 = 0. Let Hom(G(R,d),—) : D(R,0) — Ab
be the covariant morphism functor given by G(R,9). Let e = (1,0,0,...) €
G(R,0)+. We define the natural transformations ¢ : Hom(G(R,d),—) —
(=)+,% : (—=)+ — Hom(G(R, ), —). We define ¢ as the natural transformation
corresponding to e € G(R, )+ in the sense of Yoneda’s lemma. Precisely speak-
ing, pv for V € D(R, ) coincides with ¢y : Hom(G(R, D), V) — Vi;s — s(e).
We define ¢y for V € D(R, d) by ¢v (2)((¢:)) = iy ¢i0'(x) for = € V, (g;) €
G(R,0). We can easily verify that ¢ and 1 are inverse each other. Consequently,
G(R, D) is a projective generator for D(R, d) ([12, Proposition 15.3]).

Definition 2.4. We have the isomorphisms ¢¥¢g : G4+ — Hom(G,G),pg :
Hom(G,G) — G4 with inverse each other. Let - : G4 X G4 — G4 de-
note the bilinear map given by = -y = pg(¥a(y) o Yg(x)). Then Vg, pa
define ring isomorphisms (G4,-) — Hom(G, G)°?,Hom(G, G)°? — (G4, ") re-
spectively inverse each other. By a straightforward calculation, we have (g}); -
(@)i = im0 Xons; 40 (0" (qi—y))i for (¢))i, (q:)i € G. Hence the ring
(G4,-) 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
(G4,-) the ring of twisted polynomials associated to (R, d), 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 ¢ € R. Then, for j € N, we have
i(q)T? = (0,...,0,q,0,...), where ¢ sits at the j-th entry, and we can express
(:) € R(T) asx =, i(g;)T", where n € N satisfies the condition that ¢; = 0
for j > n. Consequently, R(T') is generated by the subset i(R) U {T} as a ring.

Definition 2.5. Let M € Mod(R(T)). Assume that i,M is finite free. For
simplicity, e1,...,e, € M is a basis of M if e1,...,e,, is a basis of i.,.M. An
arbitrary z € M is uniquely expressed as Z;io i(cj)-ej with e1,...,¢m € R. For
k € N, we define the matrix Gy, = (gx,ij) € M (R) by T" ey, = S i(gr,ig)-en



for all k. We repeat a similar construction for M’ € Mod(R(T")) such that i.M’
is finite free with a basis ef,... e}, € M’. Let o : M’ — M be a morphism. We
define the matrix X € M,,n(R) by alex) = Y 5_; i(zgn) - €}, for all k. Then we
have XG} + 9(X) = G1 X.

Definition 2.6. Since the forgetful functor ()1 : D(R,d) — Ab is representable
by G, the class End(()+) of natural transformations ()+ — ()4 is a ring by
Yoneda’s lemma. We define the ring homomorphism p : R(T) — End(()+) by
the vertical composition p(z) = ¢-Hom(¥g(z),—) % : )+ — ()4 for z € R(T).
For V € D(R,0), we define the ring homomorphism py : R(T) — End (V)
by pv(z) = p(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,9) — Mod(R(T)) by MV = (V,, py) for
V € D(R,0) and Ma = « for a morphism « : V' — V. We define the functor
V 1 Mod(K(T)) — D(R,d) by VM = i,M € Mod(R) for M € Mod(R(T))
equipped with the differential operator given by p(T) € Endp((iM)4) =
End 4,(My) and Va = i.a for a morphism « : M’ — M. We have VoM =
idp(r,0y and M o V = idoq(x(ry) by using Lemma 2.7. Let V € D(R,0)
and £ : R — End4,(Vy) denote the left R-module structure of V. Then, in
End,(MV)4) = End 4 (Vy), we have &(c) = pv(i(c)) for ¢ € R and p(T) €
End 45 ((MV)4) = End a,(V4) coincides with the differential operator of V.

Lemma 2.7. Let R be a differential ring. We consider the data (U, p,u) where
U is a ring, p: R — U is a ring homomorphism, u € U such that u - u(r) =
w(r) - w4 w(d(r)) for r € R. Then there exists a unique ring homomorphism
f: R(T) = U such that p = foi and f(T) = u. Moreover, we have f((g;)) =
> wgi)u’ for (¢;) € R(T).

The ring homomorphism f : R(T) — U is called the ring homomorphism
corresponding to the data (U, p,u).

Proof. The uniqueness follows from the fact that R(T') is generated by the subset
i(R) U{T} as a ring. We define the object MU' € D(R,9) by u.U equipped
with the differential operator given by the left multiplication by uw € U. Let
p: R(T) = End 4,(U;) denote the structure morphism of MU’. We define the
ring homomorphism 7 : U — End 4,(U4) by 7(2)(y) = z-y for z,y € U;. Then
7 is an injection by 7(x)(1) = z for x € Uy. We have Tou = poi, p(T) = 7(u)
by the definition of the functor M. Since R(T) is generated by the subset
i(R)U{T} as a ring, we have p(R(T)) C 7(U). Hence there exists a unique ring
homomorphism f such that p = 7o 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+ Ej<iquj with i € N.



3. Let P € R(T) be non-zero. We write P = ¢;T* + 5"
and q; € R*. Then dimi.(R(T)/R(T) - P) = 1.

j<qu’Tj with 1 € N

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 e 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 C R(T) - T C R(T). O

Definition 2.9. 1. We regard the R-module R as a left R-object in Mod(R)
via the ring homomomorphism R — End(R4); x — (y — z-y) given by the
multiplication on R. Let M € Mod(R(T)). Let £ : R — End a,(Hom(i.M, R))
be the ring homomoprhism defined by the left R-structure on R. Let
u € End4p(Hom(i. M, R)) be the endomorphism defined by u(x)(m) =
d(x(m)) — x(T - m) for x € Hom(i,M,R) and m € M. Then the
data (End(Hom(i.M, R)),&,u) satisfies a compatibility condition as in
2.7. We define Do M as the left R(T)-module given by Hom(i. M, R) € Ab
equipped with the ring homomorphism R(T) — End4s(Hom(i. M, R))
corresponding to the above data obtained in this way. We can see that for
a morphism « : M’ — M, the morphisn Hom(i.c, R) defines a morphism
DoM — DoM’. By definition, (DoM ), = Hom(i.M, R) and we have
(i(r) - x)(m) = r - x(m) and (T - x)(m) = 0(x(m)) — x(T"-m) for ¢ € R
and x € Hom(i.M, R) and m € M.

2. For M € Mod(R(T)), we define the morphism co pr : M — DoDoM by
co,m (z)(x) = x(z) for x € DoM and xz € M.

Definition 2.10. We define the object L(R,9) € Mod(R(T)) as MR, where
R is regarded as an object of D(R,d) in an obvious way. Note that we have an
exact sequence 0 — R(T) — R(T) — L(R,J) — 0, where the second morphism
is given by the right multiplication by 7', the third one is given by the unique
morphism sending 1 € R(T) to 1 € L(R,0)+ = R4.

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),w(K) as in the introduction.

We say that M € Mod(K(T)) is of finite dimension if ¢, M is of finite dimen-
sion Mod(K). Let Mod/ (K (T)) denote the full subcategory of Mod(K (T)) con-
sisting of objects of finite dimension. The category Mod/ (K (T)) is an abelian
subcategory of Mod(K(T'))



Definition 2.11. For M € Mod/ (K(T)), we define the map m(M) : (0,r(K, d)] —
N. When M = 0, we define m(M)(r) = 0 for all . When M is irre-
ducible, we choose an ultrametric function | | : M — Rs which gives a
norm on ¢, M. Then we define m(M)(r) = dim M if r = w(K)/|T - |sp, where
T-: My — 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 {M;};es
be a finite family of objects in Modf (K(T)) such that the isomorphic class
of {M;}jes gives a Jordan-Holder factors of M with multiplicity. We define
m(M)(r) = >_;csm(M;)(r) for all r. Note that m(M)(r) coincides with the
multiplicity of r (resp. r/r(K,0)) in the extrinsic (resp. intrinsic) subsidiary
generic 0-radii of convergence ([11, Definition 1.2.8]). Hence m(M) is a func-
tion possessing the same information as the extrinsic subsidiary generic 0-radii
of convergence. It is known that the function m (M) is independent of the choices
of the {M;} and the ultrametric function. We define the support of m(M) as
supp m(M) = {r € (0, (K, )} m(M)(r) # 0},

Lemma 2.12. Let M € Mod/ (K(T)).

1. The support supp m(M) is a finite set and #supp m(M) < dim M.

2. The function M — m(M) is additive on Mod’ (K(T)), where the addition
of functions my,mz : [0,7(K,9)) = N>q are given by (m1 +mz)(r) = my(r) +
ma(r).

3. We have 3, c o (k.0 ™(M)(r) = dim M.

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

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

Definition 2.13. Let Y be a subset of (0,7(K,0)]. Let M € Mod/ (K(T)).
We consider the subset S(M;Y") of submodules of M consisting of M’ such that
supp m(M’) C 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 by M’ and M" belongs to S(M;Y) as M'+M" = (M'®&M")/M'NM"
and the additivity of m(—). Since M is Artinian, there exists a maximal element
N in S(M;Y). For M’ € S(M;Y), we have M' C N by N C M’ + N and
M'+ N € S(M;Y). Hence N is the maximum element in S(M;Y"), which
is denoted by F,,y M. We have the canonical injection Fy,yM — M by
definition, which is denoted by I(Y)as.

Let o : M’ — M be a morphism in Mod! (K(T)). By a(FspyM') C
Fsp vy M, we can define a morphism Fy,ya : FspyM' — Fg,y M in an ob-
vious way. The function Fs,y defines an endofunctor on Mod/ (K (T)) and
I(Y) defines a natural transformation Fi, y — idprear (i (1))

Let X = {Xx}xea be a partition of (0,7(K,d)]. For M € Mod/ (K(T)),
there exists finitely many A € A such that F, x, M # 0 by Lemma 2.12. Hence
we can define the direct sum endofunctor @®xeaFsp x, on Mod/ (K(T)) and
the natural transformation I(X) : ©xeaFsp x, — idproas (i (7)) defined by the
I(X)’s in an obvious way.

Lemma 2.14. Let X = {Xx}rea be as above.
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1. The natural transformation 1(X) is a pointwise monomorphism, that is,
I(X) s is a monomorphism for M € Modf (K(T)).

2. For M € Modf (K(T)), the following are equivalent.

(a) The morphism I(X)pr is an isomorphism.
(b) For A€ A, dim Fyp x, M >3« m(M)(r).

Proof. 1. Let M € Mod/(K(T)). Let A1,...,\, be distinct elements of A.
Then Fyp x,, M 0 (Fyp x,, M + -+ Fop x,, M) = 0 since supp m(Fsp x, M N
(Fsp,XM M+--+Fsp x,, M)) C supp m(Fsp,Xxl M)Usupp m(Fsp,sz M-+
FSP,X/\HM) C X>\1 N (X)\z @] "'UXXH) = .

2. Assume (a) holds. We have m(M) = > .y m(Fsp x, M). For A €
A, we have m(M)(r) = m(Fsp,x, M)(r) for r € X,. Hence, dim F,, x, M =
5 e, M(Fapey M)(r) = 3, mOM)(0).

Assume (b) holds. We have } _, dim Fyp x, M >3 5y >0 ey, m(M)(r) =
Dorcureaxy MM)(r) = 3, co.rx,onm(M)(r) = dim M. Hence I(X)y is an
isomorphism by part 1. O

We define the natural transformation Iy : ©r¢(0,r(k,0)) Fsp,[r,r] = ©drrods (5 (1))
by I(X) for the family X = {[r,7]},¢(0,r(k,0)- Note that, by Lemma 2.14, I,
is a pointwise monomorphism. Also note that for M € Mod/ (K(T)), Isp ar is
an isomorphism if and only if dim Fy), [, .M > m(M)(r) for all » € (0,7(K, 0)].

3 Duality

In this section, we construct a contravariant endofunctor D on Mod(K(T)),
which is represented by an object fo.Lo of Mod(K{(T), Mod(K(T))) and is
naturally isomorphic to the endofunctor Dy. We also construct a natural trans-
formation ¢ : idproq(r(Ty) — 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 over K as the abelian group
K E equipped with the multiplication given by the convolution. We use the no-
tation (a;)s, (a;) for simplicity, to denote an element of K[[X]] rather than the
power series notation Y, a; X*. Let r € (0,400). Let K[[X/r]]o denote the sub-
ring of K[[X]] consisting of (a;) satisfying the condition sup;|a;|r® < +oo. Let
K{X/r} be the subring of K[[X]] defind by Nsc(o, K [[X/s]lo. Let K{X/r+}
be the subring of K[[X]] defind by Use(r 400) K [[X/5]Jo. We have K[[X/r]]o C
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K{X/r} ¢ K{X/r+} and, for s < r, K[[X/r]lo C K[[X/s]]o, K{X/r} C
K{X/s}, K{X/r+} C K{X/s+}. We define the r-Gauss valuation ||, as the
ultrametric function | |, : K[[X/r]lo — Rso given by |(ai)|. = supi|ai|r’;
the multiplicativity can be seen by [(a;) - (bi)|r = lims—r—o|(a;) - (bi)|s =
lims—r—o(](a:)|s|(b)]s) = limgs—r—o|(a;)|s|lims—r—o|(bi)|s, where we regard K[[X/r]]o
as a subring of the subring K (X/s) of K[[X]] consisting of (a;) € K such that
la;|r® — 0 (i — +00). Recall that a non-archimedean analogue of Hadamard
formula for the radius of convergence holds, that is, for (a;) € K[[X]], we have
(a;) € K{X/r} if and only if 1/limsup;en-,|ai|*/?, where we set [0|*/¢ = 0 for
i € N>j and 1/ + 00 =0 and 1/0 = 400 (see [15, Chapter 6, §1, Proposition 1]:
although K is assumed to be a subfield of C,, in the reference, the proof is valid
for all K).

Let Ox be the derivation on K[[X]] defined by dx ((a;)) = ((i+1)ait+1). The
derivation dx induces derivations on K[[X/r]]o, K{X/r}, K{X/r+}, which we
denote by dx for simplicity.

We denote the left K[[X]](T)-module L(K[[X]],dx) by Lo. Similarly we de-
note the left K{X/r}(T)-module L(K{X/r},dx) (resp. K[[X/r]]o{T)-module
L(K[[X/r]]o, 0x), K{X/r+}(T)-module L(K{X/r+},0x)) by L, (vesp. Ly pd, 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 go : K — K[[X]] by go(c) = (9*(c)/d!);.

Lemma 3.1. 1. Forr € (0,+00), we have K[[X/r]]§ = K{X/r}*.
2. For c € K, we have go(c) € K[[X/r(K,9)]]o-
3. For allr € (0,7(K,0)] and ¢ € K, we have |¢| = |(8*(c)/i!)].
4. For i € N, we have |0"/i!],p k < 1/7(K,0)".

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. Lety € (K{X/r})*. We have supse(0,r|yls = supscir/2,n)|yls = supse[r/gyr)|y_1|s_1
subsefr/2,n |yt < Iyt 5. Hence y € K[[X/r]o.

2. For x € K*, we have go(z) € K{X/r(K,d)} by non-archimedean
Hadamard formula, which implies = € K[[X/r(K,9)]]o by part 1.

3. For c € K*, |c*| < |go(ct)|,. Hence |c| > |go(c)|» > |c|.

4. Tt follows from part 3 with r = (K, 9). O

The ring homomorphism g induces ring hom.’s K — K[[X/r]]o, K —
K{X/r} for r € (0,7(K,9)] and K — K{X/r+} for r € (0,r(K,d)), which
is denoted by ¢, bd, gr, gr+ respectively. Since these ring homomorphisms com-
mute with the d and Ox, we define the ring homomorphisms fy : K(T) —
K[XIKT), frpa - KT) = K[[X/r]]o(T), fr : K(T) = K{X/r}(T), fry : K(T) —
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K{X/r+}(T) for r € (0,7(K,9)] and for r € (0,7(K,0)) as the ones associ-
ated to go, gr.bd, gr, gr+ respectively. Thus we obtain the left K (T')-modules
foxLo, frvdsLrpd, fre Ly for r € (0,7(K,0)] and fry.Ly4 for r € (0,r(K,0)).
Note that we have, as subobjects of fr. L, = Nie(0,r) ft,pdxLt,pa for v € (0,7(K, 0)]
and friuLlpy = Ute(r,r(Kﬁ))ft,bd*Lt,bd = Ute(r,r(K,é?))ft*Lt for r € (0,r(K, 9)).
We write fo.Lo = (KY,p : K(T) — End(KY)). Then p(i(c))((a;);) =
(D imjrn (0% (c)/kV)a;); for c € K and p(T)((ai);) = ((i+1)a;+1):- By definition,
the left K(T')-modules f, pasLrpd; fraLlr for r € (0,r(K,0)] and fri.L,4 for
r € (0,r(K,d)) are submodules of fo.Lg, where the underlying abelian groups
coincide with those of K[[X/r]]o, K{X/r}, K{X/r+} respectively.
Convention. In the rest of the paper except §8, when we consider K{X/r}, K[[X/r]]o,
we tacitly assume that r € (0, (K, 9)]; when we consider K{X/r+}, we tacitly
assume that r € (0,7(K, 9)).

3.3 The representability of the dual functor by fy.Lg

Lemma 3.2. 1. For a morphism «: M' — M and x € K(T), the diagram
in Ab below commutes.

. Hom (4, R) .
Hom(i, M, R) ———— Hom(i.M’, R)

lPDOM(w)
Hom(i,M', R).

lpDoM(m)

Hom(i*M, R) Hom (4, R)

2. For M € Mod(K(T)) and x € K(T), the diagram in Mod(K (T)) below

commutes.
Co,M

M ——- D()D()M
lpM (=) lpDo DM ()

Co,M

M —— DQDQM.

3. For a morphism a: M' — M and x € K(T), the diagram in Mod(K (T))
below commutes.

M —2' Do Do’

la lDoDoa
¢

M —2 DyDy M.

4. Let M € Mod(K(T)),x € DoM. The morphism W (x) : My — KV 21—
(X(§T" - x)); in Ab defines a morphism M — fo.Lo in Mod(K(T)).

Proof. To prove parts 1,2, we have only to prove the assertion for « € i(K)U{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 ¢ € i(K)U{T},
we have s (x)(c-x) = ¢ (Ppr(x)(x)); if this is the case then Uy (x)(c-xz) =
c-(Up(x)(z)) forz e M and c € K(T). Let ¢c € K. We have ¥ r(x)(i(c) - x) =

( (5T - ('() x)))- FOHEN we have x (31" - (i(c) - ) = x((T" - i(c)) -

z) = x(2 i=j+k %(;)Z Tj) x) = X(Ez J+k( (k 8k( ) - (%TJ) - x)) =
Yimjr w0 (@) x((5T7) - ) Hence W 5/ (x)(i(c) @) = i(c) War(x)(x). We have
Uar()(T-2) = (X(FT(T-2))) = O T o) = (D)X (T ) =

T (Ya()(2)). O

Definition 3.3. The function Dy defines a contravariant endofunctor on Mod(K (T))
by Lemma 3.2. Note that the composition DyDy of Dy followed by Dy defines

the covariant endofunctor on Mod(K(T)). By Lemma 3.2 again, the function

cp defines a natural transformation idysoq(k (1)) — DoDo-

Definition 3.4. 1. We define the functor D : Mod(K(T)) — Abby Dy =
Hom(—, fo«Lo). We define the morphism 6 : igs foxLo — K in Mod(K)
by the morphism K% = (igs foxLo)+ — K43 (a;) — ag in Ab.

2. We define the natural transformation ® : Dy — (Dg) as the following

vertical composition & = Hom(i.—, ) i, : Hom(—, foxLo) — Hom(i.—, ix fox Lo) —

Hom(i,—, K).

3. We define the natural transformation ¥ : (Dg)y — D4 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 ®,V are natural isomorphisms with
o1 =0,

Proof. Let M € Mod(K(T)). Let x € (Dg)+M. Let © € M. Then (®
)2 (x)(2) = (Par 0 Uar) () (@) = Par(Par(0))(2) = 0(Tar(x) (@) = x(rT° -
x) = x(x). Hence ®py 0 Upy = idpyp-

Let s € DyM. Let x € M. Then (V- <I>)M(s)( ) = (\IJM o ®p)(s)(z) =
U (@ar () (@) = (Par () (5T 2)) = (O(s(3T"-2))) = (O(3T° - (5(2)))) = sz )

Hence \I/M O(I)M = idDM.

Corollary 3.6. The functor (Dg)4 is represented by foxLo. In particular, the
left K(T)-module fo.Lo is an injective cogenerator in Mod(K{(T)).

Definition 3.7. Let End((Dy)+ ), End(D4) denote the classes of natural trans-
formations of (Dg)4, D4 respectively. By Lemma 3.5 and Yoneda’s lemma,
End((Do)+), End(D4) form rings, where the multiplications are given by ver-
tical composition. By Lemma 3.2, the map po : K(T) — End((Dg)4);z —
(M — (ppom(z) : (Do)+M — (Do)+M)) is a ring homomorphism. We de-
fine the ring homomorphism g : K(T') — End(fo.Lo) by plc) = ¥ - po(c) - @
for ¢ € K(T). We define the ring homomorphism p# : K(T) — End(fo.Lo)
by p*(c) = p(c) fo. 1o (idfy. 1,) for ¢ € K(T). Then (fo.Lo, p™) is an object of
Mod(K(T), Mod(K(T))), which is denoted by fo.Lo for simplicity. We define
the contravariant endofunctor D on Mod(K(T)) by D(—) = Hom(—, fo«Lo).
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Lemma 3.8. For (a;); € K, we have p*(i(c))((a;)) = (ca;) for ¢ € K and
pH(T)((a:) = (0(ai) — (i + Dais1).-

Proof. For x € K(T), we have p# () = U1, 1,000(%) fo. £o P fo. Lo (id o, 1) Let

c € K. We have p (( ) ((ai)) = \I/_fr)*Lo O/N)O(i(c))fo*Lo 0@, Lo (idfO*Lo)((ai)) =
(Po(i(c ))J‘O*Lo((I)fO*Lo(ZdJ‘O*Lo))(1Tl : (@z))) = (Po(i(0) fo. Lo () (FT" - (a1))) =

(c- (0(3T" - (a:))) = (c - ai). We have p*(T)((a:)) = W1, © po(T) fo. Lo © .
q).fO*Lo(ldfO*Lo)(( 1)) = (ﬁO(T)fO*LU((be*LO (deO*LO))( 1T (a’l))) = (ﬁO(T)fO*LO (9)(%111
(ai))) = (OCAT* - (a1)) — (T KT (as))) = (OB(AT - (ar)) — (HL T

(ai))) = (0(ai) = (i + D)ait1). O

Lemma 3.9. For M € Mod(K(T)), the isomorphisms ®p; : Dy M — (Do) M, Uy -
(Do)+M — DM define morphisms DM — DoM, DoM — DM respectively,
which are denoted by ®p; and Wy respectively. Furthermore @y : DM — DoM

and Y : DoM — DM are isomorphisms and inverse to each other. The func-
tions ® and ¥ defines natural isomorphisms ® : D — Dy and ¥ : Dy — D
respectively.

Proof. 1t follows from the construction. O

3.4 The natural transformation c: idysoqx () — DD

Definition 3.10. Let M € Mod(K(T')). We define the morphisms (® o ¥)ys
DDM — DoDoM, (Vo ®)y : DgDoM — DDM in Mod(K(T)) by (PoW)y =
(I)DOM o D\IJM = DO\I/M o ‘I)DM, (\If ¢] (I))M - \I/DM o DO(I)M - D‘I)M o \IJDOM
in Mod(K(T)). Then the above functions define the natural transformations
DoV :DD — DyDy,Vo®: DyDy— DD, which are inverse each other.

Notation. For aleft K (T')-module M and s € DM, x € M, we denote s(z) € M’
by (s,z) = ({s,2):)i-
Lemma 3.11. 1. Let M € Mod(K<T>) X € DoM,xz € M,i € N. Then we
have (5T X)(2) = o, SO (ST - ).
2. Let M € Mod(K(T)). Let x € M,s € DM. We have (cm(%),s) =
(Cimjn T ((5:2)5))i-

Proof. 1. We prove by induction on ¢. In the base case i« = 0, we have nothing
to prove. In the case i = 1, we have (471 - x)(z) = d(x(z)) — x(T - z) by the
definition of Dy. In the induction step,

(T ><w>—l+l< T (T30)@) =t Ticye CRE o8 (Tx) (5T
w))—mzi:ﬂk ;.’Ja’%{a( (FT7-2))—x(T-$T7-2)}) = le_ﬁk%akﬂug.w-
I)_ %Zi:j-‘,—k k‘ ak( ((;:11|TJ+1 I)) 1+1 Zi+1:j+k( liljkak( (

2) = Sty IO (AT 1)) = Sy GO (T - 2),
2. We have (cp (), S> (Wod)ro(co.nr (1)), 5) = <(D‘1’M°‘I’D0M)(Co m (), ) =
(D® (Y pyar(con (), s) = (¥ponr(coar (), Par(s)) = (conr () (T (Par(s))))i-
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Let i € N. We have com (@) (T - (Pn(s)) = (LT - (Pr(s)(z) = ‘
Yimjen T O @u () (FTI0) = Xy GO OG(1T72) = iy S 0M (0T
(5(2))) = Licyn S0 (5,2)): =
Lemma 3.12. 1. For M € Mod(K(T)),x € M,s € DM, we have (s, x)
(cpam(s), ear ().
2. For M € Mod(K(T)),x € M,s € DM, the following are equivalent.
(
(

(a) We have (s,x) =
(b) We have (cp(x), )

Proof. 1. We have (cpa(s), c ( ) = (Cicyin 0" (em(a ) s>j)).

Let i € N. We have Zi:j-Hq kl " ((ear (), $)5) :Zi:j-i-k kl ak(Zj g+h (_hl!)gah(<5ax>g))

Zi:jJrk Zj:ngh (_kl!)gg 6k+h(<3=$>g) = Zi:jJrk Zj:g+h(_1)h(k+h) (k+h)uak+h(<sa$>g) =
Sizsra Zpmnin(=D" () F10 ((5,2)g) = Tic g O/ 107 ({3, 2)) = {5, 2):

Hence (cparr(s), car(x)) = (s, x).

2. For any M, (a)=-(b) holds by Lemma 3.11.

(b)(a) Assume (cpr(x),s) = 0. By applying (a)=(b) to DM, we have
(epm(s),enr(x)) = 0. Hence (s,z) = {cpm(s), epr(x)) = 0 by part 1.

O

Lemma 3.13. 1. The natural transformations cy, ¢ are pointwise monomor-
phisms.

2. The functors Dy, D are faithful and exact. Moreover Dy, D preserve di-
Mension.

3. Let D({, DY denote the endfunctors on Mod! (K(T)) induced by Do, D re-
spectively. Let cg tidprods (K(TY) = Dng,cf tidprods (K(TY) = D/D7 de-
note the natural transformations induced by co, ¢ respectively. Then cg, cf
are natural isomorphisms.

4. The functors DY, D'g preserve length. In particular, for M € Mod’ (K(T)),
M s irreducible if and only if so is D({M or DI M.

Proof. Since Dy, D are naturally isomorphic and we have ¢ = (¥ o ®) - ¢y and
U o ® is a natural isomorphism, we have only to prove the assertion for Dy, cg.
Then one can prove easily by using the forgetful functor Mod(K(T)) — Mod(K)
appropriately. o

Lemma 3.14. Let o : M’ — M be a morphism in Mod(K(T)), ' € M’',s €
DM. Then we have (cpr(a(z')), s) = (ea (2'), s 0 ).

Proof. Since ¢ is a natural transformation, DD« o cp;r = cpr o . Hence the
assertion follows from (DDa o cppr ('), 8) = {ear(2'), s 0 @), {car o a(z'), s) =
(ear ('), s). O
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4 The functors F

We construct two endofunctor Fr on Mod(K(T)) associated to a subobject of
foxLo. 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 fy.Lg

In this section, we consider the object M) satisfying condition (ST).

(ST) M) is a submodule of the left K (T')-module fo. Lo which is stable under
the action of p(z) for x € K(T).

Note that we may replace the condition z € K(T') by « € i(K) U {T'} since
K (T) is generated by the subset i(K)U{T'} as aring. Assume M) satisfies (ST).
Then M, is regarded as an object of Mod(K(T)) in an obvious way. Moreover
M, is regarded as an object of Mod(K (T"), Mod(K (T'))) with respect to the ring
homomorphism K (T') — End(M)) induced by p. Furthermore the canonical in-
jection My — fo.Lo in Mod(K(T)) is a morphism in Mod(K(T), Mod(K(TY)),
which is again a monomorphism in Mod(K(T), Mod(K{(T))). Thus we obtain
a monomorphism My — fo. Lo 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;V¥s € Hom(M, M), cp(x)(s) = 0}. For
a morphism « : M’ — M in Mod(K(T)), by using Lemma 3.14, o induces
a unique morphism F_ M’ — F_M of subobjects of M, which is denoted
by F_a. The function F_ forms an endofunctor on Mod(K{(T)). We have
an obvious natural transformation I : F — idyoq(x (1)) by definition,
which is a pointwise monomorphism.

2. For M € Mod(K(T)), we define the object F1 M in Mod(K(T)) by
FiM = {z € M;Vs € Hom(M, fo«Lo),ca(z)(s) € My}. For a mor-
phism « : M’ — M in Mod(K(T)), by using Lemma 3.14, a induces a
unique morphism Fy M’ — F. M of subobjects of M, which is denoted
by Fia. The function F; forms an endofunctor on Mod(K(T)). We have
an obvious natural transformation Iy : Fy — idyeq(x (1)) by definition,
which is a pointwise monomorphism.

Note that for M € Mod(K(T')), we have the exact sequences in Mod(K (T))

a1 a2

0 — Hom(M, M,) DM DM /Hom(M, My) —= 0,

0 — Hom(DM, My) >~ DDM —Z+~ Hom(DM, fo.Lo/My),
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where aq, 81 are induced by the morphism My — fo.Lo in Mod(K(T), Mod(K(T))),
a2 is the canonical surjection, 85 is induced by the obvious morphism fo.Lo —
JosLo/Mx in Mod(K(T), Mod(K(T))). Moreover we have the exact sequence

0 — D(DM/Hom(M, M,)) =22 DDM —2>"DHom(M, My).

Proposition 4.2. 1. For M € Mod(K(T)), we have F— M = NseHom(M, ) Ker 5.

2. For M € Mod(K(T)), there exists a unique morphism c_ pr : F- M —
D(DM/Hom(M, My)) making the square commutative in the following
diagram.

M

l‘#,M lCM

0 — D(DM/Hom(M, My)) —2% DDM

DO[Q

DHom (M, M,) —=0

Moreover the square is a pull-back.

3. For M € Mod(K(T)), there exists a unique morphism c4 yp : Fx M —
Hom (DM, M) such that the following diagram commutative.

I
FoM— oy

[ im

0 — = Hom(DM, My) 2~ DDM — = Hom(DM, fo,Lo/My).

Moreover the square is a pull-back.
4. For M € Mod! (K(T)), the morphisms c4 a1, ¢ are isomorphisms.

5. For M € Mod! (K(T)), we have dimF_M + dimHom(M, M,) = dimM
and dimFy M = dimHom (DM, M)).

6. Let M € Mod!(K(T)). Let J_p : M — M/F_M be the canonical
surjection. Then Hom(J_ ar, M) : Hom(M/F_M, M)) — Hom(M, M)
is an isomorphism and the morphism Hom(I_ a7, M) : Hom(M, My) —
Hom(F_M, M) is equal to 0.

7. We have F_(M/F_-M) =0 and dimHom(M/F_M, M) = dimM/F_M.

Proof. 1. By Lemma 3.12, F_ M = {z € M;Vs € Hom(M, M)), < cp(x), s >=
0} = {z € M;V¥s € Hom(M, M), < 5,2 >= 0} = NgecHom(M,M,) 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 Das o ¢pr, which implies the rest of assertion.

3. The uniqueness is obvious. We can see that the underlying sets Fy M
coincides with the kernel of 35 o ¢ps, 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(—, M) 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, M) = dimM/F_M —
dimHom(M, M) = 0.

7. Tt follows from parts 5 and 6. o

4.3 Example 1: Robba’s construction

Let m = (m;) be a sequence of R+ satisfying condition (C).

(C) The sequence (m;11/7;) is non-decreasing sequence and supm;y1/m; <
r(K,0).

For example, 7(t) = (t%) for t € (0,7(K, 0)] satisfies the condition(see [14]).

Lemma 4.3. We have m;m;/(r(K,0)"mom;) < 1 for hyi,j,k € N such that
k>jandi=h+k—j.

Proof. We have mt; = (7 /mi—1) - .. (Ti_na1/mi—n)micn < (K, 0)"mi_p = (K, 8)h7rk,j.
If j > 0 then we have m; /7 < mj_1/mp—1 by 7 /T = (Tp—1 /) (7 /T—1) <

(Th—2/Tk—1)(7j—1/7k—2) = mj—1/Tk—1. Repeating a similar argument, 7; /7 <
70/ Tk—;. Hence m;m;/m, < r(K, ). O

Let t,(k,0)ba : K[[X/r(K,0)|]o(T) — K[[X]|(T) be the ring homomorphism
associated to the obvious ring homomorphism K[[X/r(K,9)]]o — K[[X]]. Let
i) 0a @ K[[X/r(K,0)]Jo = K[[X/r(K,0)]]o(T);x — «T° be the ring ho-
momorphism as before. Recall that the underlying abelian group of the left
K(T)-module f.Lg is given by the direct product K}E.

Lemma 4.4. Let B, be the subgroup of K% defined by {(a;) € KY; sup|a;|m; <
+o0}. Then By is a submodule of t, o) paxLo-

Proof. Let (a;) € By. For (¢;) € K[[X/r(K,d)]o, |Zi:j+k ckag|mi < mazi=jrk|ex||aj|m <
mazi—jr|ck|r(K, 0)*|as|m; < supren|er|r(K, 0)k supjen|as|m;. Hence iy x5y pa((ci)):

(ai) S Bﬂ-. We have |(Z =+ l)ai+1|7ri S |ai+1|7Ti+1(7T1‘/7TZ‘+1) S |ai+1|7Ti+1(7T0/7T1>.

Hence T - (a;) € Br. Since K[[X/r(K,9)]]o(T) is generated by the subset
ir(5,9),0d(K[[X/r(K,0)]]o) U{T}, x - (a;) € By for x € K[[X/r(K,0)]]o(T). O

Definition 4.5. We define N, € Mod(K|[[X/r(K,0)]]o(T)) as the submodule
of Lo given by Br. The left K(T')-module f.(k 5)pd+Nx is a submodule of
Jo«Lo since fr.(k,0),pa+Nx 18 regarded as a submodule of f,.(k ) ba+tr(,0),pax Lo =
foxLo.

Lemma 4.6. Let (a;) € fuN,. We have p* (x)((a;)) € f«Nx for x € K(T).
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Proof. By definition, we have p#(i(c))((a;)) = (ca;) € f«Nx for ¢ € K and
p#(T)((a:)) = (9(a;) — (i + Daipr). For i € N, [9(a;) — (i + Vapa|m <
maz(|0(a:)l, |(i+1)ai1|)m: < maz(|0|op,xc|ailmi, [aip1|mi) < maz(|0|op,rc|ailmi, |aig1|miva(mo/m1)).
Hence we have sup;|0(a;) — (¢ + 1)aip1|m < max(|0|op, i, To/m1)sup;|a;|m <
+00. Therefore p*(T)((a;)) € f«Ny. Since p# is a ring homomorphism and
K(T) is generated by the subset i(K) U {T}, we have p#(x)((a;)) € f«N, for
€ K(T). O

Definition 4.7. Let m be as above. We define the endofunctors F,, F™ on
Mod(K(T)) as F_ and F; obtained by applying the result of 3.1 to f,(x,5),pdsVr-

Lemma 4.8. Let 7 be as above. For M € Mod(K(T)),z € M and s € DM,
the following are equivalent..

(a) We have (s,z) € f Ny.

(b) We have {cpr(z),s) € f«Nx.

Proof. For any M, we prove (a)=(b). Assume (s,z) € f.N.. We set C :=
sup;|(s, z)i|mi. Leti € N. By Lemma 3.1 and 3.11 and 4.3, we have [(cs (), 8)i|m: <

—1)7
| i jan S0 (s @)l < mawimyir| 08 (s, 2)5) s < mawizjn srgye | (s, )5 lms <

mazi=jik|(s, x);|m; < C. Hence sup|{ca(z), s)i|m < C. Therefore (car(z),s) €
[+ Nx.
(b)=(a): Assume (b) holds. By applying (a)=-(b) to DM, (cpm(s),cm(x)) €
f«Nr. By Lemma 3.12, (s,z) = (cpm(s),cm(2)) € fulNx.
o

Corollary 4.9. Let w be as above. For M € C, FTM = {x € M;Vs €
DM, s(z) € fuNr}.

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

Lemma 4.10. 1. Forr € (O,T(K, 8)], we have fr(K,B),bd*Nfr(r) = fr,bd*Lr,bd m
Mod(K(T)).

2. Letr € (0,7(K,0)] and (a;) € frpaeLrba (resp. freLy, freswLlry). We
have p* (2)((a;)) € frpaxLrpa (1€8p. freLlp, frisLpy) for x € K(T).

Proof. 1. The both sides are submodules of fo.Lo € Mod(K(T)), whose under-
lying sets are given by By (..

2. In the case of f; pa«Ly pa, it follows from part 1 and Lemma 4.6. This case
implies the assertion in the rest of the case. O

Definition 4.11. 1. Let r € (0,7(K, 0)]. We define the endofunctors Fg ), Fi.»(x,9)]
on Mod(K(T)) as F_ and F} for My = f..L..

2. Let r € (0,7(K,0)). We define the endofunctor Fig ) on Mod(K(T)) as
F_ for M)\ = f,,«+*L,,«+.

3. Let 7 € (0,7(K,0)). We define the endofunctor Fj,.,; on Mod(K(T)) as
Flo.m N Elrr(x,0))-

Lemma 4.12. Let M € Mod/ (K(T)).
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1. Forr € (0,r(K, )], there exists ro € (0,7) such that for t € [ro,7), the
obvious morphism Hom(M, fr.L;) — Hom(M, fi pasLipa) is an isomor-
phism in Mod(K(T)).

2. Forr e (0,r(K,D)), there exists ro € (r,r(K,9)) such that for t € (r,ro],
the obvious morphism Hom(M, fi. L) — Hom(M, fri1sLyry) is an isomor-
phism in Mod(K(T)).

P’I’OOf. The family {Hom(M, fu,bd*Lu,bd>}ue(O,r) (resp. {HOHl(]\f7 fu*Lu)}uE[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, frsLy) — lim{Hom(M, fu pasLubd) }ue(o,r) (resp. colim{Hom(M, fu.Lu)}ueprr(k,0)] =
Hom (M, fr4+Lr4)) 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 o € (0,7) (resp. (r,r(K,d)]) such that
the transition morphism of the projective system {Hom (M, fu paxLu,bd) }uero,r)
(resp. the injective system {Hom(M, fusLu)}uefro,r(i,0)) are isomorphisms by
dim Hom(M, fu paxLupa) < dim Hom(M, fo.Lo) = dim M (resp. dim Hom(M, fu«Ly) <
dim Hom (M, fo.Lo) = dim M). For any ¢ with this property, the obvious mor-
phism Hom(M, fr.L,) — Hom(M, fi pasLt pa) for t € [ro,r) (resp. Hom(M, fu. L) —
Hom(M, fr4+xLyy) fort € [ro,r(K,D)]) coincides with the composition Hom(M, fr. L, ) —
lim{Hom(M, fu pa+Lubd) }ue(o,r) = Hom(M, fipa«Lt pa) (resp. Hom(M, fi.Li) —
colim{Hom(M, fu«Lu)}ue(rr(k,0) — Hom(M, fry.Lyy), which is an isomor-
phism. O

Lemma 4.13. 1. Let r € (0,r(K,9)]. For M € Mod(K(T)),x € M and
s € DM, the following are equivalent..

(a) We have (s,z) € frpasLrbd-
(b) We have (crpr(x),$) € frbdsLrbd-
2. Let r € (0,7(K,0)]. For M € Mod(K(T)),x € M and s € DM, the

following are equivalent..
(a) We have (s,z) € friL,.
(b) We have {cpr(x),8) € freLy.
3. Let r € (0,7(K,0)). For M € Mod(K(T)),z € M and s € DM, the

following are equivalent..
(a) We have (s,x) € frysLyyt.
(b) We have {cyp(x),8) € frysLry.

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

Corollary 4.14. For r € (0,7(K,0)] and M € Mod(K(T)), Fir,x,0yM =
{x € M;Vs € DM, s(x) € friL,}.
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4.5 Calculation of F,

Let 7 be as in Example 1 in §4.3. We define the ultrametric function | |, :
fr(&,9),baxNx — Rx0; (a;) = sup{|a;|m;i € N}. The map defines the metric
topology on the underlying set of f, (k. a)pa«Nx- Recall that f,.(k a)pa«Nr as a
topological space is complete ([1, 2.3.3/4]). We define the ultrametric function
[| 1l : K{T) = R>0; (¢;) — sup{|ilg;|mo/m;; i € N}. The map defines the metric
topology on the underlying set of K(T').

Lemma 4.15. 1. For(q;) € K(T),(a;) € fo<Lo, (¢:)(ai) = O impin_jr>; (?)%(W(j!qj)ak)i.

2. For h,i,j,k € N such thati = h+k —j,k > j, |(§)%8h(j!qj)ak|ﬂ'i <
13| (o /m5) ak|me < 15| (mo/m;) (i) lx < [1(g:)llx](ai)]x-
For P e K(T), ||P||x =0 if and only if P =0

)

For P,Q € K(T), ||P + Q|[x < max{||P|l|, ||Q|l~}

For P € K(T), ||P||x = sup{|P - x| /|%|x;x € fr(k,0),ba+Nrx,® # 0}.
(T), |IP - Qllx < |IPlx - [|Q1]-

Proof. 1. We have (g;)-(a;) = 32,20 ¢ T (") air)i = X 50 (Cimhnjwns; m0"(4)):
j!(k)ak)l = (Xicn — ik, k> h'ah(qJ) J! (k)ak)i = (Xicn —j+k, k> (?)%mw%)ak)i-

2. By Lemma 3.1 and 4.3, |( )h,[)h(] g;)ak|mi < |(I;)||%8h(j!qj)||ak|7ri <
|40 (gl ms < [flasllaxlms /(K 0) = [jta;\(mo )Nk () (momer (I, 0)1) <
|7'g;](mo/7;)|ak|mk. The rest of assertion is obvious.

3,4. Tt is obvious.

5. Fix (¢;); € K(T). For any (a;) € foxLo, we have |(¢;) - (ai)]r <
[|(gi)||x|(a;)|x by parts 1 and 2. Let jo denote the minimum j such that
[1(g)ll= = |ilgj|mo/m;. Let (a;) denote the jo-th fundamental vector in fo.Lo.

Then [[(g:)l|«[(ai)lx = ljo'gjolmo. By part 3, (¢i) € K(T),(ai) € foxLo, () -

(ai) = (Z =h+jo—j.jo>J ( )huah(] qj)aj,)i- By part 1, |(Z =h+jo—j,jo>7 (]0) }i!ah(j!%)ajo)”ﬂ- <
ljo'ajolmo. By |(( )1181(.7 ;)50 )ilx 2 |( )0180(.7 a;)aj,|mo = |joldjo|mo, |(gi) -

(@)l 2 (a0) 1] (@)}~ = Ljolaso mo.

6. We may assume there exists * € f,(x,9),pa+Nx such that Q -z # 0;
otherwise, ||P - Q|| = 0 by part 5. By part 5, ||P - Q|| < sup{|(P - Q) -
:E|7r/|$|7r;$ € Nx,x 7& O} = SUP{|(P : Q) : =T|7r/|Q : :E|7r;x € fr(K,a),bd*Nﬂ'uQ Y 7é
0ysuplIQ - 2lx/lele € FrioysinNes @@ £ O} < supllP - tle Itz €
[r(&,9),bdx N, @ # 0}sup{|Q - 2|+ /|2]x; 2 € frik.0),pdsNm, T # 0} = [|P|]|Q] -

o

S v

Corollary 4.16. Let I be a left ideal of K(T). The closure cl I 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 € cl;I. Then there exist
sequences (Q;), (R;) converging to @, R respectively. Then the sequences (Q; —
R)), (Q;R;) converge to Q — R, QR by parts 4,5 of Lemma 4.15. O
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Lemma 4.17. Let I be a left ideal of K(T). We define the ultrametric function
[| l|7g : K(T)/I — R0 by ||P + I||x,; = inf{||P + R||x;R € I}. For P €
K(T),z € K(T)/I, ||P-al[z1 < [|Pllx|]x1

Proof. By Lemma 4.15, we have ||P - z|| 1 = inf{||R||; R€ K(T),R+I=P-
wp <inf{[[P-Q[|r; Q € K(T),Q+1 =} < nf{[|P[[+]|Q]x; @ € K(T),Q+1 =
2} = [[Pllx]|2[[,r- O

Lemma 4.18. Let I be a non-zero left ideal of K(T, || ||x,1 : K{(T)/I — R>g
as above. Assume clI = I. For an arbitrary morphism x : i.(K(T)/I) = K
in Mod(K), there exists C' such that |x(z)| < C||z||r.1 for x € K(T)/I.

Proof. We regard || ||x, || ||=,1 as ultrametric functions on 4, K(T'), 4. (K (T)/I)
respectively. Then || || is a norm on #.K(T) by definition and || ||~ is a
semi-norm on 4. (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, || ||.1
is equivalent to any norm on . (K(T)/I). We choose a basis ej,..., e, of
i«(K(T)/I), and define the norm | |" on i, (K(T)/I) by |c1e1 + -+ + cmem|’ =
max;|c;|. Then there exists C! € R such that | |" < || ||r,1. We set C' :=
C'mazx|x(e;)|. For z € i (K(T)/I), we write = c1e1 + -+ + ¢mem. Then
()] = [x(eres +++ emem)] = [erx(er) &+ emx(em)| < maziledx(e)] <
ma e} mx(y(e)) = el mar{xie) ) < el mex(ten ) < Clele

Lemma 4.19. Let I be a left ideal of K(T'). Assumecl,I = I. Then dimHom(K(T)/I, f(k,o)paxNx) =
dimK (T)/1.

Proof. We set n = dimK(T)/I. We prove that for s € Hom(K(T')/I, fo«Lo)
and x € K(T')/1, s(x) € fr(k.0),pa+Nx- We apply Lemma 4.18 to the morphism
X = @ (ry/1(s) € Hom(in(K(T)/I), K) in Mod(K). Then there exists C' such
that [x(z)| < Cla|x,s for z € K(T)/I. Let x € K(I')/I. We have s(z) =
Yy 100(@) = (X(& - 2))i- Fori € N, [x(§T* - 2)|mi < Cl|FT" - @[, <

U =
Cll4T x| @|w,rmi = Clmo/m)||x i = Cmolx|r by Lemma 4.15. Hence
supl-|x(:f.—; -x)|m; < Cmola|r,r < +00. Therefore s(x) € fr.N. Hence the obvi-
ous injection Hom(K(T')/I, f,(x,5),paxNx) — Hom(K(T) /I, fo«Lo) is a surjec-
tion. Therefore dimHom(K(T)/1, fr(k,0)pa+N=) = dimHom(K(T) /I, fo.Lo) =
dimK(T)/I by Lemma 3.13. O

Proposition 4.20. Let I be a non-zero left ideal of K(T), cl:I as in Corollary
4.16. We regard Fp(K{(T)/I),clzI/I as subobjects of K(T)/I in an obvious
way. Then Fr(K(T)/I)=clzI/I as subobjects of K{T)/I.

Proof. We prove cl,I/I C Frx(K(T)/I)...(1). Let s € Hom(K(T')/1, fr(k,0),0d+Nx)-
Let s : K(T) — fr(k,0),pa+N= be the composition of the canonical surjection
K(T) — K(T)/I followed by s. Then |s'(P)|r = |P - s'(1)|x < ||P||x]s'(1)|x
by Lemma 4.15. We endow the underlying sets of K(T'), f,(k 8),pasNx with
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the topology associated to the norm || ||x,| | respectively. Then s’ is con-
tinuous. Since fr (k. 9)pa+ N« is Hausdorff and s'(I) = 0, s'(clI) = 0. Hence
s(clzI/I) = 0. Therefore clI/I C F(K(T)/I) by Proposition 4.2.

By Lemma 4.19 and Proposition 4.2, we have dimF (K(T)/I) = dimK(T)/I—

dzmHom(K(T}/I, fr(K,B),bd*Nﬂ') < dlmK<T>/I—dZmHOH1(K<T>/Clﬂ.I, fr(K,@),bd*Nﬂ')

dimK{(T)/I — dimK(T)/clI = dimcl,I/I. Together with (1), we obtain the
assertion. (|

4.6 An analogue of Dwork’s transfer theorem

Lemma 4.21. Let r € (0,+00). Let I be any principal ideal of K[[X/r]]o such
that (1) C I. Then either I =0 or I = K[[X/r]lo. A similar assertion holds
when we replace K[[X/r]]lo 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 (a;) € KY such that |a;|r® — 0 (i — 400)
equipped with the derivation induced by dx ([10, Lemma 9.11]). In the case of
R = K{X/r}, let 2 denote a generator of I. Since K{X/r} = N0, K (X/t)
and Ox (K(X/t)-x) C K(X/t)-xfort € (0,r), we have x € Ny (o, (K(X/t)*) =
K{X/r}*. In the case of K[[X/r]]o, by applying the previous case to the
ideal K{X/r} -z, x € K{X/r}* = K[[X/r]];. In the case of K{X/r+},
we choose t € (r,+00) such that z € K{X/t} and Ox(x) € K{X/t}. Then
Ox (K{X/t} -z) C K{X/t}-z, which implies z € K{X/t}* C K{X/r+}*. O

We recall results of [4, 6.6] in the following special case. Let r € (0, (K, 9)],m €
Nso. We define the ring homomoprhism k,pq : K — K[[X/r]]o;c + ¢X°. For
G = (g9i5) € My (K[[X/r]]0), we define the complex C; pq(G) in Mod(K) con-
centrated at degree 0 and 1 by

m(ax -G): m
coe —— 0 —— (K pa K[[X/7]]0)™ — (Krpa« K[[X/7]]0)" —=0—— ...
where (Ox —G)-(2;) = (9x (x:) = Y_j~, gijx;); note that dx defines an endomor-
phism on Ky pa« K [[X/7]]o. We give similar definitions for K{X/r}, K{X/r+}.

Lemma 4.22. Let notation be as above.

1. Let G',G € M, (K[[X/r]]o),U € GLn(K[[X/7]]o) such that Ox(U) +
UG =G'U. Then Crybd(G) = Orﬁbd(G/).

2. Let 0, denote the zero matriz in M, (K[[X/r]]o). Then dimH®(Cy.pa(0rm)) =
m and dimH(Cy.pa(0)) = +oo if p(K) > 0 and dimH(Cy.p4(0,,)) =0
if p(K) = 0.

3. Let M € Mod? (K(T)),G1 denote the matriz of the action of T on M for
a given basis. Then there exists an isomorphism i Ext’ (M, frpasLrpa) =
HI(Cyrpa(grpa(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 dimH°(C,.(0,,)) = dimH°(C,1(0,,)) = m and
dimH*(Cr-(0,,)) = dimH(Cr4(0,,)) = 0 regardless of p(K).
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Proof. 1. The morphism (&, b+ [[X/7]]0)™ = (Krpasx K [[X/7]]0)™ defined by
the left multiplication by U induces the desired isomorphism.

2. The assertion for HY is obvious. The assertion for H! is due to [4,
Proposition 15.1] in the case of K[[X/r]]o 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
—=0 —>K<T>m(T_—GT> k<f>m — M,

where K (T)™ denote the left K (T)-module given by the row vectors of length m
with entries in K(T'), -(T — GT°) denotes the right multiplication by the matrix
T—GTO, i.e., (Pl,...,Pm)'(T—GTO) = (Pl 'T_Plgll —nggl —...,...) and
the last morphism sends the j-th fundamental vector e; of K(T)™ to the j-th
basis of M. By applying the endofunctor Hom(—, fr paxLrpa) 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 a : Hom(K (T)™, frvasLrpd)+ — (K[[X/7]]5)+; 8 —
(s(ej)). By the definition of &, pq4, this isomorphism extends to an isomorphism
i»Hom (K (T)™, FrivdsLrpd) = (Krpax K [[X/7]]0)™. We can see that as a complex
in Ab, C is isomorphic to Cypa(grpi(G1)) via a. Hence the complex i.C ob-
tained by applying 7. to each term of C' is isomorphic to Cr pa(gr,a(G1)). Since
the bifunctor Ext® is naturally isomorphic to the i-th partial derived functor of
Hom with only the first variable active ([3, Theorem 8.1]), i, Ext" (M, fr pas Ly pa)
is isomorphic to H*(C) in Mod(K (T)), which implies the assertion. O

Proposition 4.23. Let M € Mod/ (K(T)),r € (0,r(K,d)].

, . . dimHom(M, fr.pas L
1. There exists an isomorphism f,;Hom (M, fr pasLrpa) = Loy om(M, fr.dxLir,pa)

in Mod(K[[X/r]]o(T").
2. The following are equivalent.

(a) We have dimHom(M, fy paxLrpa) = dimM.
(b) There exists an isomorphism f,,M — Lffg’;M in Mod(K[[X/r]]o(T)).

In both parts 2 and 3, a similar assertion holds when we replace fr.pa, Lrpa, Mod(K[[X/r]]o(T))
by fr, Ly, Mod(K{X/r}{(T)) respectively or fri, Ly, Mod(K{X/r+}T)) re-
spectively.

Proof. We give a proof for K[[X/r]]o. For the other cases, a similar proof works.

1. We set m = dimM. We may assume that dimHom(M, fr pasLrpa) = m by
Proposition 4.2 after replacing M by M/F M. Hence the obvious morphism
Hom(M, frpasLrpd) — Hom(M, fo.Lo) is an isomorphism by comparing di-
mension. Since io. ffHom(M, fo.Lo) is a finite K [[X]]-module, it is known that
there exists an isomorphism £ : ffHom(M, fo.Lo) — L' in Mod(K[[X]|(T)).
Let By : Hom(M, foxLo) — fox(Ly") denote the morphism corresponding to Sy
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under the adjunction isomorphism. Let 601) : Hom(M, fo.Lo) — foxLo be the
composition of 3 followed by the i-th projection. Then there exists a unique
x; € M such that [301) = cp(x;) as ¢y is an isomorphism. Hence Sy coin-
cides with the morphism s — (car(21)(s),...,cam(xm)(s)). We consider the
composition of the obvious morphism Hom(M, f; pa«Lrpa) — Hom(M, fo.Lo)
followed by Bp. By Lem 4.13, the morphism factors through f; pa«(L7,,). Let
Brpa @ Hom(M, frpaxLrpa) — frpas(LT,,) denote the morphism obtained in
this way. Let ﬂ;)bd : fr’"deom(M, fnbd;Lnbd) — L%, denote the morphism
corresponding to S, 34 under the adjunction isomorphism. We consider the ma-
trix Gypq of the action T on f:ydeom(M, frpdeLrpa) and the matrix X, pq
(resp. Xo) of Bl ,4 (vesp. B) with respect to the following basis: we choose
an arbitrary basis €1,...,em of Hom(M, fr pasLrpa) and consider the 1 ®e;’s as
a basis of fy,;Hom(M, frpdxLyrpa) (vesp. foHom(M, fo.Lo)); we consider the
standard basis of L% (resp. L7'). Then we have Ox (X, pa) = GrpaXrbd
and X, pq = Xo. We have det(Xy) # 0 by assumption. Hence we have
det(Xypa) # 0. We have Ox (det(X,pq)) = tr(Grpa)det(X, pa) by calculating
the determinant of Ox (X pa)X,. ba = GrpaXr, bd X, ba» Where X! ».pa denotes ad-
jugate matrix of X, ;q. Hence the ideal K{X/r} - det(X de) of K{X/r} is
non-zero and satisfies Ox (K{X/r} - det(X,pq)) C K{X/r} - det(X,pa). There-
fore det(X,pq) € (K{X/r})* by Lemma 4.21, which implies that 53, pq is an
isomorphism.

2. Let m = dimM.

(a)=(b) Assume (a) holds. By assumption, the obvious morphism Hom(M, f; pasLrpa) —
DM is an isomorphism by comparing dimension. By part 1, fr,DM =
I paHOm (M, frpawLypa) = LI Tya- Hence fr,DoM = LT ;. Let Gi 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 DyM is given by gnbd(— G1), 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 € GL,,(K[[X/r]]o) such that
Ix(X) = grpa(—tG1))X. Then (!X 1) = g, pa(G1)* X 1. Hence ' X ! defines
an isomorphism f, ;M — LT ;.

(b)=(a) Assume (b) holds. Let notation be as in Lemma 4.22. By assump-
tion, there exists a matrix U € GL,,(K[[X/r]]o) such that (U) = g, pa(G1)U
As before, we have dimHom(M, fr,bd*Lr,bd) = dimExtO(M, fr,bd*Lr,bd) = dimHO(Cﬁbd(Gl)) =
dimHO(Cnbd (OdzmM)) =1m. O

Proposition 4.24. For r € (0,r(K,d)] and M € Mod! (K(T)), the following
are equivalent.

1. We have dimHom(M, f..L,) = dimM.
There exists an isomorphism f*M — LY™M in Mod(K{X/r}{(T)).
We have supp m(M) C [r,r(K,0)].

e M

The obvious morphism Hom(M, f.L,) — Hom(M, fo.Lo) in Mod(K(T))
is an isomorphism.
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5. Let e1,...,en be any elements of M which forms a basis of .M. Let
(Gk) denote the family of matrices where Gy, for k € N denotes the ma-
triz of the multiplication by T* on M with respect to the e;’s. Then
w/limsupien..o| G| > .

6. We have F 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 12 is a part of Proposition 4.23.

The equivalence 1<4 follows from dimDM = dimM .

The equivalence 1<6 follows by Proposition 4.2. O

5 A decomposition theorem in Mod/ (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 f,.L, for r € (0,7(K,9)] is an
injective object in Mod(K (T)), where we use calculations of Christol developed
in [4].

5.1 The injectivities of f,..L, and f,,.L,. when p(K) >0

Lemma 5.1. Letr € (0,7(K,0)]. Assume Fo,yM =0. Then Ext' (M, frLy) =
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
fEM = LT with m = dimM . This implies that there exists U € GL,,(K{X/r})
such that d(U) = f.(G1)U. By Lemma 4.22, we have i, Ext' (M, f.L,) =
Hl(cr(fr(Gl))) = Hl(cr(om)) = 0. [

Corollary 5.2. Letr € (0,7(K,9)]. Ext'(M/F.M, friLy) = 0,Ext’(Fo M, frily) =
0, HOIn(F(Oyr)M, fT*LT) =0.

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

Lemma 5.3. Assume p(K) > 0. Let r € (0,7(K,0)]. the following are equiva-
lent.

(a) We have Hom(M, fr pawLrpa) = 0.

(b) We have Ext' (M, frpa«Lrpa) = 0.

(c) We have FryM = 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 dimExtO(Fﬂ(T)M, JrbaxLrpa) = dimHom(Fy .y M, frpaxLrpa) <
dimFr )M < +oo. We set n = dimM/Fy M. By assumption and Proposi-
tion 4.2, n > 1 and Fy(yy (M/Fy(y M) = 0. By Proposition 4.24, f,,(M/ Fy(y M) =
L} 4 By asimilar argument as in the proof of Lemma 5.1, dimExt" (M/Fr(yM, frpasLirpa) =
dimHl(Cnbd (On)) = +o00. Hence dimExtl(M, fr,bd*Lr,bd) = +o00.

(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, dimFy M = dimM. We
fix P € K(T') such that I = K(T)-P. By clryI = K(T), there exists Q € K(T')
such that |[Q-P—1[| ;) < 1. Note that Q # 0. We define M', M" € C' by M’ =
K(T)/K(T)(Q-P),M" = K(T)-P/K(T)-(Q-P). Then M', M" € Mod/(K(T))
and we have an isomorphism K(T')/K(T')-Q = M’ induced by K(T) — M';1 —

P. Moreover, we have an exact sequence £ : 0 — M"” — M’ — M — 0. For
z € frpdeLlrbd, Z:B(l — Q- P)"-x converges in fy pg«Lrpq With respect to the
topology defined by | n(r since [(L=Q-P)"-alur) < [[(1=Q-P)"|[%,alxr) by
Lemma 4.15. Hence z = (Q-P) -3/ 20(1— Q- P)" - for & € f; pawLr pa, which
implies that the multiplication map (Q - P)- : (frpaxLrpd)+ — (frbdeLrpd)+ 1S
surjective. Therefore we have Extl(M " frvdsLrpa) = 0. We apply the functor
Hom(—, frpdxLrpd) to E. Then Ext'(M", f.pasLrpa) = 0. By (b)=(a), which
is proved above, we have ExtO(M”,fnbd*LT,bd) &~ Hom(M", frpasLrpd) = 0.
Hence Ext' (M, f,pd«Lrpa) = 0. |

Lemma 5.4. Let r € (0,7(K,0)]. Assume p(K) >0 and Fo M = M. Then
Ext'(M, f,»L,) = 0.

Proof. We have Hom(M, f,.L,) = 0 by assumption. By Lemma 4.12, there
exists ro € (0,7) such that Hom(M, fi pa« Lt pa) = 0 for t € [ro, ). In the follow-
ing, let t € [ro,7). By Lemma 5.3, Ext'(M, fipa«Lipa) = 0 for t € [ro,7).
We fix an isomorphism M = K(T)/K(T)- P fro P € K(T). Then, for
M' € Mod(K(T)), Ext'(M,M’) is isomorphic to the cokernel of the mor-
phism P- : M) — M/ . Since we have Hom(M, f;pa«Lipa) = 0, the mor-
phism P : (ftpawLipd)+ — (ftpasLebd)+ is an isomorphism. By taking limit,
P-: (frsLy)+ — (freLr)4 is an isomorphism, which implies the assertion. O

Proposition 5.5. Let r € (0,r(K,9)]. Assume p(K) > 0. For an arbitrary
M € Mod/ (K(T)), Ext'(M, f,.L,) = 0.

Proof. Since we have Fg ) F(o,M = Fo, M by Proposition 4.2 and Corollary

5.2, Ext! (Fo,mM, frvLy) = 0 by Lemma 5.4. Hence Corollary 5.2 implies the
assertion. O

Theorem 5.6. Let r € (0,r(K,d)]. Assume p(K) > 0. We regard fr.L. as an
object of Mod(K(T)) by forgetting the structure of the left K(T')-object. Then
frsLy is an injective object in Mod(K(T)).

Proof. For any left ideal I of K (T), we have Ext' (K (T)/I, f,+L,) = 0 by Propo-
sition 5.5 in the case of T # 0 and by the projectivity of K(T') in the case of
I=0. O
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Corollary 5.7. Let r € (0,r(K,d)). Assume p(K) > 0. We regard fri.L,+
as an object of Mod(K(T)) by forgetting the structure of the left K(T)-object.
Then friysLy4 is an injective object in Mod(K(T)).

Proof. 1t follows from the existence of an isomorphism f, 1 Ly = colim{ fo«Ls} se(rr(k,0)]
in Mod(K(T)). O

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' — idpsoq(x (1)) Which is
a pointwise monomorphism, we denote by F/ the endofunctor on Mod/ (K (T))
induced by F. By definition, the functor F7 is equipped with a natural trans-
formation F/ — idproas (i (Ty) Which is a pointwise monomorphism.

Proposition 5.8. 1. Forr € (0,7(K,9)], the functor Hom(—, f.L,) is ex-
act.

2. Forr € (0,r(K,Q)), the functor Hom(—, fry«L,y) is exact.

3. Forr € (0,r(K, )], the functors F(Jg,r)vF[J:,r(K,a)] are ezact.

4. Forr € (0,r(K,)), the functor F/

(0,7] 18 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. o

Corollary 5.9. 1. Forr € (0,7(K,0)] and M € Mod’ (K(T)), the following
are equivalent.

(a) supp m(M) C (0,r).
(b) Hom(M, f..L,) = 0.

2. Forr € (0,7(K,0)) and M € Mod/ (K(T)), the following are equivalent.

(a) supp m(M) C (0,7].
(b) HOHI(M, fr_;,_*Lr_;,_) =0.

Proof. 1. The negation of (b), i.e., Hom(M, f,.L,) # 0 is equivalent to the con-
dition that there exists a Jordan-Hélder factor M7 of M such that Hom(M7, f,..L,) #
0 by Proposition 5.8; note that if this is the case then dimHom (M7, f..L,) =
dimM/ by Proposition 4.2 and 4.24. Hence the last condition is equivalent to the
one that there exists a Jordan-Holder factor M/ of M such that supp m(M) ¢
(0,7) by Proposition 4.24.

2. By part 1, condition (a) is equivalent to the condition that for all ¢t €
(r,7(K,0)], Hom(M, f+.L:) = 0, which is equivalent to condition (b) by Lemma
4.12. O
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Proposition 5.10. Let M € Mod! (K(T)) and r € (0,r(K, 3d)].
1. We have supp m(Hom(M, f,.L,)) C [r,r(K,D)].
2. We have supp m(F,,x,0yM) C [r,r(K,0)].
3. We have supp m(F M) C (0,r).
4. Assume r # r(K,0). Hom(Fo M, frysLpy) =0.
5. Assume r # r(K,0). supp m(F M) C (0,7].

Proof. 1. We may assume dimHom(M, f..L,) = dimM after replacing M by
M/F,»M by Proposition 4.2. Hence the assertion follows from Proposition
4.24.

2. The assertion follows from Fi, .k 9y M = Hom(DM, f..L,) and part 1.

3. The assertion follows from Corollary 5.2 and 5.9.

4. Tt 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,9)].
1. Forr # r(K,0), we have Fy, ;) = F(o.r1 Firr(k,0))-
2. The functor F['i . is ezact.

3. For M € Modf (K(T)), we have dimF['f M = m(M)(r).

PTOOf. 1. Let M € MOd(K<T>). We have F(O,T]F[T,T(K,a)]M - F(O,T]M N
Fir(x,0)M. We prove the converse. Let x € Fo, M N F,. (x0)M. Let
s € Hom(Fy,.,(x,0))M, fry«Lry). By Corollary 5.7, s extends to a morphism
sl + M — fryiLyy. By @ € Fo,)M, we have s/(z) = 0. Hence s(z) = 0.
Therefore x € F(Qﬂ_] F[r,r(K,B)]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 supp m(M) = {s} for s € (0,r(K,d)]. In the case of s # r, the assertion
holds by m(M)(r) = 0. In the case of s = r, we have Hom(M, f,1.Lr+) =0 by
Corollary 5.9. Hence Fg,,yM = M by Proposition 4.2. We have dimFj,. (i oM =
dimHom(DM, friLy) = dimDM = dimM by supp m(DM) = supp m(M) =
{r} and Propositions 4.2 and 4.24. Hence Fj,. .k 0y M = M. Thus Fl M=M.

[rr]
Hence dimF] M = dimM = m(M)(r). O
Theorem 5.12. 1. Forr € (0,7(K,0)], we have Fyp [ ,] = Fl

[rr]”

2. The natural transformation sy : ©re(0,r(k,0)) Fop,[rr] = ©drrods (k (1)) 5 @
natural isomorphism.

30



Proof. We have supp m(F[f T]M) C supp m(F({J T]M) N supp m(F[f (K a)]M) =

(0,7] N [r,7(K,D)] = {r} by Proposition 5.10. Hence F[?T]M C FSP’[T’T]M' By
Lemma 5.11, dimM >3, o (k.00 H@mFep p.gM > D 0.0(x.0) dimF[Jt:t]M >
2te(o.r(x,0y M(M)(t) = dimM, which implies that Iy, as is an isomorphism.

The inequalities also imply dimFy, [, )M = dimF, M. O

[r.7]

Corollary 5.13. Forr € (0,7(K, )], the functor F[i . is ezact.

6 A decomposition theorem in Mod/ (K (T')) when
p(K) =0

We prove a decomposition theorem in Mod/ (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 I, : Bre(0,r(K,0) Fop,[rr] =
idrrodr (k(TY) 18 @ natural isomorphism.
Proof. See [7, Proposition 1.6.3] O

Corollary 6.2. Forr € (0,7(K,d)], the functor F!

spy[rr] U ezxact.

Corollary 6.3. 1. Forr € (0,7(K,0)] and M € Mod’ (K(T)), the following
are equivalent.

(a) We have supp m(M) C (0,r).
(b) We have Hom(M, fr.L,) = 0.

2. Forr € (0,7(K,0)) and M € Mod/ (K (T)), the following are equivalent.

(a) We have supp m(M) C (0,7].
(b) We have Hom(M, fr1.Lr4) = 0.

Proof. 1. We may assume M # 0. Since m(—) is additive and Hom(—, fy.L;)
commutes with finite direct sum, we may assume #supp m(M) = 1 by Cor.
6.1.

(a)=(b) Assume Hom(M, f,.L,) # 0. We have dimHom(M, f,.L,) =
dimHom(M /F M, friLy) = dimM/F M > 0 by Proposition 4.2. Hence
supp m(M/F M) C [r,7(K, )] by Proposition 4.24. Therefore supp m(M)
contains an element of [r, r(K, 9)].

(b)=(a) Assume supp m(M) ¢ (0,r). We write supp m(M) = {s} for
s € [r,r(K,0)]. By Proposition 4.24, dimHom(M, f.L,) = dimM > 0.

2. We can prove as in the proof of Corollary 5.9. o

31



Proposition 6.4. Let r € (0,7(K,9)] and M € Mod? (K(T)).
1. We have supp m(Hom(M, fr.L,)) C [r,r(K, 9)].
2. We have supp m(F,.,(k,0)M) C [r,7(K,0)].
3. We have supp m(FoM) C (0,7).

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. o
Theorem 6.5. For all r € (0,7(K,9)], we have Fyp [ ,] = F/

(el

Proof. We prove Fj, . M C Fy, .M. In the case of r = r(K, ), the assertion
follows from Proposition 6.4. We assume r # r(K,0). We have F(o, M C
Nie(rr(k,0)F0,0)M as we have an obvious monomorphism fu Ly — frpsulpt
for t € (r,7(K,0)]. Hence we have supp m(Fj.,jM) C supp m(Fo,M) N
supp m(Fjy (k.00 M) C Nie(rr(r,0)5UPP M (F(0,0)M) N supp m(Fj, »(x,0) M) C
Nte(rr(k,0)(0,1) N [r,r(K,0)] = {r} by Proposition 6.4.

We prove Fy, . ,JM C Fj,. M. By Proposition 4.24, the obvious morphism
Hom(Fp, ()M, frsLy) — Hom(Fy, (.-} M, foxLo) is an isomorphism. Hence, for
s € DM, S(Fsp,[r,r]M) C fr«Ly. Therefore Fsp,[r,r]M C F[r,r(K,B)]M- Assume
r # r(K,0). By Proposition 6.3, Hom(Fy, M, frrsLyy) = 0. Hence, for
s € Hom(M, fr+*Lr+) =0, S(Fsp,[r,r]M) = 0. Therefore Fsp,[r,r]M C F(O,T]M-
Thus FSP-,[T-,T]M - F[Tyr]M. O

Corollary 6.6. The functor Fy, .k, oy for r € (0,r(K,0)] 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 ™M) (") for M € Mod/ (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 o : K — K’ be a ring homomorphism preserving
the valuations and commuting the derivations. Note that we have p(K’) =
p(K),w(K’) = w(K),r(K',0) < r(K,0), where r(K’, ) defined as before. Let
i’ : K — K'(T) denote the ring homomorphism as before and 7 : K(T') — K'(T)
the ring homomorphism corresponding to the data (K'(T'),i oo, 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 ¢} : K — K'[[X]],f} : K — K'[[X]||{T),L. =
L.(K'{X/r},0), N and so on. We denote the functors F, ;. ,, Flr,r(k,5) and
so on for K’ by Fyp, .9, Flr.r(x,9)) and so on for simplicity. Note that if M €
Mod! (K(T)) then 7*M € Modf (K'(T)) by Lemma 2.2.
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Lemma 7.1. Let M € Modf (K(T)).

1. Form satisfying condition (C) for K', we have dimHom(7* M, f] 1/ 5) 14.Nz) <
dzmHom(M, fT(Kya)ﬁbd*Nﬂ—) .

2. Forr e (0,r(K’,0)], dimHom(r*M, f]. L) < dimHom(M, fr.L,).

Proof. 1. We may assume M is of the form K(T')/K(T)-P with P € K(T'). We
have an isomorphism 7*M = K'(T)/K'(T)-P. Let Q, Q" denote the monic gen-
erator of ¢l (K(T)-P), cl.(K'(T)- T(P)) respectively. Then dimHom(M, f, (k. o),ba+«Nx) =
deg(Q), dimHom(7* M, f/ (K7.0) b N!) = deg(Q’) by the result of §4.5, where
deg(X) for X € K(T) denotes the degrees of X regarded as the usual polynomial
in K[T]. Since the ultrametric functions |||, on K(T) and K'(T) are invariant
under 7 : K(T') — K'(T), 7(cl:(K(T)-P)) C clz7(K(T)-P) C cl(K'(T)-T(P)).
Hence 7(Q) € K'(T) - Q'. Therefore deg(7(Q)) = deg(Q) > deg(Q’).
2. It follows from Lemma 4.12 and part 1. o

Lemma 7.2. Let M € Mod/ (K(T)). Forr € (0,r(K, 0)], we have dimHom(DM, f,.L,) =
dimHom(M, f,.L,).

Proof. By Theorem 5.12 and Corollary 6.1 and Proposition 4.2, we have dimHom(M, f,.L,) =

dimHom(Dye (0,5 (k,0) Fsp,t.) M, freLr) = 210, (x,0y dimHom(Fyp, ¢ M, friLy) =

D te(rr(ic,0y) dimHom(Fyy, 1p g M, foxLo) = 3 e,y m(M)(t). Hence dimHom (M, fr.Ly) =
tefr,ry M(M)(t). Since we also have a similar equality for DM, the assertion

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

Proposition 7.3. Let M € Modf( (TY). Forr e (0,r(K’,9)], m(t*M)(r) =

m(M)(r) if r # r(K',0) and m(r*M)(r) = ZTG[T(K/,a),r(K,a)] m(M)(r) if r =

r(K’,0).

Proof. By Theorems 5.12 and 6.5 and Corollary 6.1, we have m(M)(r) =
dimFspy[Tyr]M = dimFsp,[r.r(K,a)]M_lims—w-i-odimFsp,[s,r(K,a)]M = dimF[r,r(K,a)]M_
lims—rrodimFis (1,0 M forr € (r,r(K’,0)) and 3, ¢, (k1 0).r (5,0 (M) (1) =
dimM =37, ¢ 0.5 ,0y) M(M)(r) for r € (r,r(K',0)). Similarly, m(r*M)(r) =
dimFy, (g0, o) T M — limg_ppodimFls p (g0 oy 7 M for v € (r,r(K’,0)), and
m(r*M)(r(K',0)) = dimM — 3 o .(x 0y (T M)(r) for r € (r,r(K’,0)).
Hence we have only to prove dimFj,. ,x 0yM = dimFj,. (k.87 M.

Let 7, : K{X/r}(T) — K'{X/r}(T) be the ring homomorphism associated
to the ring homomorphism K{X/r} — K'{X/r};(a;) — (o(a;)). By floT =
7 o fr and Proposition 4.24 and Theorems 5.12 and 6.5, (f,)*7* Fj, »(k,00 M =
T:f:F[T,T(K,B)]M =7 (L:“l) = (T:Lr)n = (L;“)n with n = dimF[r,r(K,G)]M~ By
Proposition 4.24, supp m/(7* Fi,.»(x,5))M ) C [r,r(K’,9)]. Hence dimF, (koM =
dimT*F[nT(K)@)]M < dimFSp,[T,T(K',@)]T*M = dimF[r,r(K/,B)]T*M by Theorems
5.12 and 6.5. By Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 7.1 and Lemma 7.2, dimF},. .k 9y 7" M =
dimHom(D7*M, f/, L) = dimHom(7*M, f. L.
dimF[r_’T(K)a)]M. Hence dimF[T_’T(K)a)]M = dsz[T)T(K/) NT *M.

O
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7.2 A rationality result

In this subsection, we regard R~ as a subgroup of R*. Moreover we endow R~ ¢
with the unique structure of Q-module. For a non-empty subset G of R+, we
denote GZ (resp. G@) the subgroup (resp. the Q-submodule) of R~ generated
by G.

For r € (0,400), we define the complete non-archimedean valuation field
K (X), 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 dx denote the
derivation on K (X), defined as the unique extension of the derivation K[X] —
K[X];Y,aiX"— Y ,(i4+ 1)a;41 X" Note that K(X)s is of rational type in the
sense of [11] and 7(K(X)s,0x) = s and |K(X)X|s = |K(X)*|s = |K*|{s}%.

Lemma 7.4. For s € (0,r(K,0)), there exists a ring homomorphism gs., :
K — K(X)s satisfying the following conditions.

1. The ring homomorphism gs, commutes with the 0 and Ox .

2. The ring homomorphism g, is isometric.

Proof. For ¢ € K,i € N, we have |9°(c)/il|s* < |c|s*/r(K,D)" = (s/r(K,))!|c|
by Lemma 3.1. By using this inequality, we can define the ring homomorphism

Gsp : K — K(X)s by gsnlc) =, aii(!c)Xi. Part 1 holds obviously and part 2
follows from Lemma 3.1 with r = s. O

Proposition 7.5. Let M € Mod/ (K(T)). Ifr € (0,r(K,d)) satisfies m(M)(r) #
0, then r € |K*|Q if p(K) > 0, r € |K*| if p(K) = 0.

Proof. Let s € (r,r(K,d)) be arbitrary. Let gs, : K — K(X)s be a ring
homomorphism as in Lemma 7.4. Let f;, : K(T') — K(X)s(T) be the ring
hom. associated to gs,. Let A denote Q when p(K) > 0 and (empty) when
p(K) = 0. Then we have (r/s)™a?) ¢ |K(X)*]* = (|K*|{s}%)* by
applying [11, Thm.1.4.21] to the finite differential module V f;, M over K (X);.
Hence r™M() = pm(, M) ¢ (|K*|{s}%)*...(1) by Proposition 7.3. As the
valuation of K is non-trivial, the subgroup |K *| of R is either of finite free of
rank 1 or dense in R+, where R+ is regarded as a topological abelian group
with respect to Euclidean topology.

Case 1: |K ™| is of finite free of rank 1.

We choose sg € |K*| such that |K*| = {so}%. We choose s1 € (r,7(K,d)) \
{50}@ and 55 € (r,7(K,0)) \ {s0,51}% Then sq,s1, sq is linearly independent
in Rso. By applying (1) to s = s1,s2, we have 7™M ¢ 530510 N0
{50} {s2}% = {s0}" = [ K.

Case 2: |K | is dense in Rso.

We choose s € (r,7(K,d)) N |K*|. By (1), we have ry™)(") ¢ |[K*|A. O

8 A decomposition theorem in Mod/ (K (T}))

In this section, for a differential field (K,d;) as in the introduction, we recall
the definition of the ring K (Ts), which is an analogue of K(T'), and recall basic
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facts on the category Mod/ (K (T;)), including the fact that Mod/ (K (T;)) is
isomorphic to the category of differential modules over (K, d;). Then we prove
a decomposition theorem in Mod/ (K (Ty)) corresponding to Theorem 1.1. The
point of the proof is that we can lift the previous decomposition theorem to
Mod? (K (T;)) by using the idea of internal Hom.

8.1 Basic definition

Let R be a commutative ring equipped with a family {9;};es of commuting
derivations indexed by a non-empty set J. We use the multi-index notation,
for example, we denote by 0 the family {9;};cs. A differential module over R
is an R-module V' equipped with a family of commuting differential operators
relative to d; for j € J.

We repeat a similar construction as in §2.3 in the above setup. Let N(/)
denote the monoid of maps J — N; j — n; such that n; = 0 for all but finitely
many j € J. We denote the map (j — n;) by ny = (n;). Let 0; denote the
element of N(/) given by the map (j + 0). Let e; denote the element n; of N(/)
defined by n; =1 and n;; = 0 for j # j'. Let G(R,dy) be the differential mod-

ule over R given by the free R-module RO equipped with the differential
operators relative to 9; for j € J defined by 9;((gn,)) = (05(n,) + Gn,—e;)
for j € J, where we set ¢n,—; = 0 if n; = 0. We denote by e the el-
ement of G(R,0;) given by e(0;) = 1 and e(ny) = 0 for ny; # 0;. We
denote by T; for j € J the element of G(R,0s) given by Tj(e;) = 1 and
Tj(ns) = 0 for n; # e;. The functor Hom(G(R, 0s), —) represents the for-
getful functor ()4 : D(R,d;) — Ab. Precisely speaking, we have an isomor-
phism Hom(G(R,9,),V) — Vi;s — s(e) for V € D(R,0;), whose inverse
is given by Vi — Hom(G(R,05),V);z = ((gn,) = 2_,, @n, 0" (). Thus
G(R,0y) is a projective generator of D(R,0y). We define the ring R(T) as
the abelian group Rgm)
the isomorphism Hom(G(R,ds),G(R,0s)) — RS_NU)) extends to an isomor-
phism Hom(G(R,d;),G(R,05))°? — R(T;) of rings. As in §2.3, the category
Mod(R(Ty)) of left R{Ts)-modules is isomorphic to the category of differential
modules D(R,dy) over R, where we can define the isomorphism in an obvi-
ous way. Since we can easily translate results on Mod(R(T)) in terms of
D(R,0y) as in §2.3, we will study Mod(R(T;)). As in §2.3, by writing ele-
ments of R(T;) as Y qn,T;”’, we can calculate the multiplication in R(T;) by
using the relation (¢7}) - (¢'Ty) = q0;(¢)Ty + q¢'T; Ty, T - Ty = Ty - T and
qTy - ¢'TY = q¢TY -qTY = (q¢")TY for j,5' € J,q,4' € R.
Let iy : R — R(Ty);q + ¢qT9 be the ring homomorphism.

equipped with the unique multiplication such that

Lemma 8.1. Let R be as above. We consider the data (U, u,{u;}jes) where
U is a ring, p: R — U is a ring homomorphism, u; € U for j € J such that
ujujr = ujpuy for 3,3 € J and uj - p(r) = wplr) - u; + p(0;(r)) for r € R and
Jj € J. Then there exists a unique ring homomorphism f : R(Ty) — U such
that = foiy and f(T;) = u; for j € J. Moreover, we have f((qn,)) =
S, a0 for (gny) € RUTS).
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The ring homomorphism f : R(T;) — U is called the ring homomorphism
corresponding to the data (U, p, {u;}es)-

Proof. A similar proof as in the proof of Lemma 2.7 works, where we define the
object MU' € D(R, d;y) by u.U equipped with the differential operators relative
to 0; for j € J given by the left multiplication by u; € U. O

Let £ : R — End(R4+) be the ring homomorphism given by the multiplica-
tion of R. We define the left R(Ty)-module L(R,9;) by Ry € Ab equipped
with the ring homomorphism R(T;) — End(R;) corresponding to the data

(End(Ry),&,{0)}jer)-

8.2 The functor Fy, |, ,

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
0; are non-zero and bounded, i.e., the action d; on K has a finite operator
norm. We define p(K) and w(K) as before. Let r(K,d;) denote the ratio
w(K)/|0j|sp, - We define the dimension dimM of a left K(T;)-module M as
that of 17, M. We say that M is of finite dimension if dimM < +oo. We denote
the category of finite dimensional left K (T;)-modules by Mod/ (K (Ty)). The
category is an abelian full subcategory of Mod(K(Ty)).

Let (0,7(K,dy)] denote the set IL;c (0, 7(K, 9;)] C R”. Letr; € (0,7(K,d,)].
Let M € Mod/(K(Ty)). As in §2.3, there exists a maximum submodule N
of M such that supp m(h;zN) C {r;} for all j € J, which we denote by

FypryryM. For a morphism o : M" — M in Mod! (K(T;)), we can define
the morphism Fyy, ., 5 jex : FSPv[TJvTJ]M/ = Fapiry,r)M by O‘(FSP,[TJJJ]M/) c
Fopiryr M. Then Fg, ., -, is an endofunctor on Mod/ (K (T}y)), which is

equipped with the obvious natural transformation Fyp v, 1 = idaroas (K (1))
Note that in the case of #J > 1, the definition does not immediately implies
that for M € Mod/ (K(T;)), we have Fy, ., ,,;M = 0 for all but finitely many
ry e (O,T(K, (9])]

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 8N = {8j7j/}j/€J defined by ajyj((ai)) = 8}(((0,1)) = ((Z + 1)ai+1)
and 8j7j/((ai)) = (8j/ (az)) for j/ € J such that j/ 7§ j Then (K[[X]],(?J,])
is a differential ring. We denote by K[[X]](T},s) the ring of twisted poly-
nomials associated to the differential ring (K[[X]],d;,s). Let L, o denote
the left K[[X]|(T} s)-module L(K[[X]],0;.). We define the ring homo-
morphism g : K — K[[X]] by z — (9}(z)/i!). We define the ring ho-
momorphism f; o : K(Ty) — K[[X]](T} ) as the one corresponding to the
data (K[[X]], 950, {Tj}jes). We obtain the left K(T;)-modules f; o«Lj o-

2. Let j € J and r € (0,7(K,0;)] (resp. r € (0,r(K,0;))). We en-
dow K{X/r} (resp. K{X/r+}) with the family of derivations 8, =
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{0j,57 Y7 s defined by 9;;((as)) = Ox ((a:)) = ((i+1)ait1) and 0; 5+ ((a;)) =
(0j:(a;)) for j° € J such that j' # j. Then (K{X/r},d; ) is a differen-

tial ring. We denote by K{X/r}(Tj s) (resp. K{X/r+}(T} s)) the ring

of twisted polynomials associated to the differential ring (K{X/r},d;,5)

(vesp. (K{X/r+},0;.)). Let L, , (resp. L; ) denote the left K{X/r}(T} j)-
module L(K{X/r},d;.5) (resp. the left K{X/r+}(T}; j)-module L(K{X/r+},d; 1))
We define the ring homomorphism g, , : K — K{X/r} (resp. g+ : K —
K{X/r+}) by x — (9}(x)/i!). We define the ring homomorphisms f; ., :
K(Ty) - K{X/r+}T; 1), fir: K{T) = K{X/r}(T} ;) as the one corre-
sponding to the data (K{X/r}, gjr, {T;}cs) (resp. (K{X/r+},gjrs,{Tj}jct))-
We obtain the left K (T;)-modules f;,4«Ljrt, fireLijr

3. For j € J, we denote the ring of twisted polynomials associated to (K, ;)
by K(T;). For r € (0,+c0), we repeat the construction as before for the
differential ring (K[[X]],0x) (resp.(K{X/r},0x), (K{X/r+},0x)). We
denote the ring of twisted polynomials associated to (K[[X]],0x) (resp.
(K{X/r}, 0x), (K{X/r+},0x)) by K[[X]|(T) (vesp. K{X/r}(T), K{X/r+}(T)).

4. Let j € J and r € (0,7(XK,0;)] (and, without mentioning, assume r €
(0,7(K,9;)) when the construction involves K{X/r+}(T) as before). We
define the ring homomorphisms f; ¢ : K(T;) — K[[X]|(T),f;, : K(T;) —
K{X/r}{T),f; ,+ : K(T;) = K{X/r+}(T) associated to g0, 9, 9jr+
respectively by using the universality of K(T;).

Let j € J and r € (0,7(K,0;)]. We define the ring homomorphism
hj : K<T]> — K<TJ> (resp. hj)r : K{X/T}<T> — K{X/T‘}<Tj7J>,hj7T+ :
K{X/r+}T) - K{X/r+}(T} s)) as the one corresponding to the data
(BA(Ty),ig,T;) (vesp. (KAX/r}(Tj5), K{X/r} — K{X/r}(Tj);z —
.ITO Tj,j); (K{X/T+}<TJ]>, K{X/T+} — K{X/T+}<TJ]>, T +— ITﬁj, Tj,j))-

7,30
Let Lo (resp. L, L,) denote the left K[[X]](T)-module L(K[[X]|(T),0x)
(resp. theleft K{X/r}(T)-module L(K{X/r}, 0x), the left K{X/r+}(T)-
module L(K{X/r}, 0x)). We obtain the left K(T;)-modules f; gLo, fj r 4+ Ly, £ 7 L.

We have the following commutative diagram by construction. We have
similar commutative diagrams when K {X/r}(T) is replaced by K{X/r+}(T), K[[X]](T).

K —"% K(T;) —2% K{X/r}(T)

K — K(Ty) - K{X/r}(T},s)

Lemma 8.3. Fiz j € J and M',M € Mod(K(Ty)). For j’ € J,j' # j and
s € Hom(hj M’ , hj. M), we define the morphism Ay (s) : M — My in Ab by
N (s)(x) =Ty - (s(x)) — s(Ty - ) for x € M'. Then Ay (s) is a morphism
hj*M/ — hJ*M m MOd(K<TJ>)

fi
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Proof. Since the ring K(T;) is generated by the subset i;(K)U{T,} as a ring,
we have only to prove that for © € hj,M', Ay (s)(c-x) = ¢ (Aj(s)(x)) for
c € i;(K)U{T;}. This follows from straightforward calculation. O

By Lemma 8.3, we obtain the family of endomorphisms A, € End a,(Hom(hj. M', hj M))
for j' € J,j # 5.

Definition 8.4. 1. For M € Mod/ (K(Ty)),j € J,r € (0,7(K,9;)], we de-

fine the subset F (., M of M by F} 1, .M = {x € M;Vs € Hom(hj. M, hjs fjrisLjry),s(x) =
0,Vs € Hom(hj*M, hj*fjﬁ*Lj)o), S(LL') S hj*fj7T*Lj7T)}.
2. Forj € J,r € (0,7(K, 9;)], we define the endofunctor Fg (] Mod! (K(T;)) —
Mod? (K(T;)) by repeating the construction of the endofunctor F['i .
for the differential field (K,0;). For M € Mod(K(T;)), ij[T .
{z € M;Vs € Hom(M, £; .1 .L,y),s(x) = 0,Vs € Hom(M, £ 0. Lo), s(z) €
fj,r*Lr)}-
Lemma 8.5. 1. FO’I’j eJ,re (O,T(K, 8j)], hj*fj7rr+*Lj1T+ = fj,r,«Jr*Ljﬁr,«+7 hj*fj,T*Lj,T =
£ ra Ly by fi,04 Lj0 = £5,04Lo-

2. For j € J,r € (0,7(K,9;)] and M € Mod/ (K(T;y)), Fj M is a sub-
module of M .

3. Forje Jre(0,r(K,0;)] and o : M' — M a morphism in Mod? (K(T})),
we have a(Fjﬁ[m] M) C Fj . qM. Consequently, o induces a morphism
FjpyM' = Fj p. ;)M , which is denoted by Fj [, o

4. For j € J,r € (0,7(K,0;)], the function Fj,. . forms an endofunctor on
Mod! (K(T})).

PT’OOf. 1. It follows from hjﬂ«*Lj)r = Lr, hj7r+*Lj)r+ = LT+, hj70*Lj)0 = Lo.

2. The ring K(T) is generated by the subset i;(K) U {T;};ecs as a ring.
By partl, we have Fj . M = {x € M;Vs € Hom(h;.M,f; ., .Lj.y),s(x) =
0,¥s € Hom(h;. M, f;0.Ljo),s(x) € fj,.L;,} = F! jhj«M as subsets of

Jilryr

M. Since F;;[T_’T}hj*M is stable under the action of K(T;) on h;.M and
iy(K) U{T;} C hj(K(Ty)), Fj.M is stable under the action of i;(K) U
{1y} € K(Ty) on M. Let j' € J,j° # j and © € Fj.,JM. We prove
Tj/-:zz S Fj,[r,r]M- Let s € Hom(hj*M, hj*fj7r+*Lj1T+). By Lemma 8.3, Aj/(S) S
Hom(hj« M, hjs fjr++Ljrt). Hence Aj(s)(x) = 0. By the definition of Aj/(s)
and z € Fjp M, we have s(Tj - x) = 0. Let s € Hom(hj. M, hj. fj0+Lj0)-
By an argument as above, Aj/(s)(x) € hji fjreLjr and s(Tj - x) € hj fjreLj .
Hence Ty - x € F} . ] M.

3. Since F§7[T7T]hj* is a functor, we have ij)[T)T]hj*a(FJf)[T)r] hj«M'") C ij,)[T)T]hj*M.
We obtain the assertion by using part 1 and applying the forgetful functor
Mod(K(T;)) — Ab.

4. This is easily seen by part 3. O
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Lemma 8.6. 1. Forjc Jre (0,r(K,0))], hjuFj ) = F/

Js[r,r]

B
2. Forje J,re (0,r(K,0))], the functor Fj ., is exact.

3. For j € J, the obvious natural transformation I sp : ©rc(0,r(x,0,))F,[rr] =
idprods (i (Ty)) 18 @ natural isomorphism.

4. Assume M € Mod/ (K(Ty)) is irreducible. Then supp m(hj. M) for j € J
is a one-point set, say, {r;} with r; € (0,r(K,9;)]. Furthermore we have
Fsp,[r‘],r‘]]M = M and FSPq[T,'pT,II]M =0 Zf Tf] 75 rJy.

Proof. Part 1 follows from Lemma 8.5. Part 2 follows from the faithfulness and
exactness of hj,, the exactness of ij (ror] and partl. To prove part 3, we may
replace Fj (), Lj sp DYy hjsF} ), hjeljsp Tespectively. By part 1, part 3 are
reduced to the exactness of Fg (7] and our previous decomposition theorem for

Mod(K(T;)). Let M € Mod/(K(T)) be irreducible. For j € J, there exists
a unique r; € (0,7(K,0d;)] such that M = Fj, , 1M by part 3. By part 1,

J

supp m(h;j. M) C {r;}. The rest of assertion is obvious. q O
Lemma 8.7. 1. Forr; € (0,7(K,0d;)] andj € J, we have Fy, (1, 1 Fji(r;r;) =
EFopfry -

2. Forry € (0,7(K,0y)], the functor Fy,,, ) is evact.

Proof. 1. Let M € Mod! (K(T;)). We have Fyp v+ 1Fj irsriM C Fap () o )M

by applying Fi [y, ) t0 Fj ;)M C M. We have hj, Fyp (., 1M C F;.‘V[Tjﬂmhj* M =
hjsFj (r; r;7M by Theorems 5.12 and 6.5 and Lemma 8.6. Hence Fy, [, ., )M C
Fj v, r;yM by applying the forgetful functor Mod(K(T;)) — Set. We obtain
FoplryrdM C Fop vy o) Fjiry )M by applying Fyy, 1., ;) to both sides.

2. For E:0— M® = M® — M®) — 0anexact sequence in Mod/ (K(T)),
we prove by induction on the sum n of dimension of the M()’s. For a covari-
ant endofunctor F' on Mod! (K(T;)) and a diagram D on Mod/ (K(T})), we
denote by F'D 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 7 € J such that Fjﬁ[rjyrj]M(i) £ M® for some i. We choose such a j.
The sequence E' = F, [, 1 is exact by Lemma 8.6. Moreover the sequence
E" = Fj,, »)E' is exact by the induction hypothesis. By part 1, Fy, (., ,,1E
is exact. If Fj . )M = M® for all i and j € J then Fy,, (., . 1 M@ = M©
for all 7 by definition. Hence the assertion is true in the induction step. O

Theorem 8.8. 1. For M € Mod! (K(T)), we have Fy (,, . 1M =0 for all
but finitely many ry € (0,7(K,dy)].

2. The obvious natural transformation I, : GBT‘]E(O,T(K,(?J)]Fsp,[r‘],TJ] — idMOdf(K<TJ>)

is a natural isomorphism.

Proof. Note that any object M in Mod/ (K (T;)) is of finite length as M is an
Artinian left K(T;)-module. By Lemma 8.7, we can reduce both parts to part
4 of Lemma 8.6. o
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Definition 8.9. We define the function m : (0,7(K,9;)] = N by m(M)(r;) =
dimFg, 1, » 1M for ry € (0,7(K,ds)]. We also define the support of m(M) by
supp m(M) := {r; € (0,r(K,d,;)[;m(M)(r;) # O}.

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

2. The function M — m(M) is additive on Mod’ (K (Ty)).
3. We have 32, ¢ (r,0,y ™M) (rs) = dimM.

4. For j € J,r € (0,r(K,0;)], there exists a natural isomorphism I;, :
Dryery=r o fryrs) = Fjirrl-

5. For j € Jor € (0,r(K,0;)], we have 3, . (k.0,) m(M)(ry) =

m(h;« M)(r).

ri=rT

6. Let notation be as in §4.2. If m(M)(ry) # 0, then, for j € J such that
r < r(K,0;), we have r—rs€OrUGolr =r ) ¢ |K*|*, where A = Q
when p(K) > 0 and X\ = (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 € (0,7(K, 9;)] be arbitrary. As subobjects of h;. M, we

have @y .r;=rPjs Fop,ry r )M C F/ hj«M by Theorems 5.12 and 6.5. Hence

Jolrsr]
Er,;:rj:r dimFSpﬁ[TJ’TJ]M < diijﬁ[hT]M and @TJ;TJ:TF [m,r,f]M C Fj,[r,r]M
dimFSpﬁ[TJ’TJ]M =

P,
as subobjects of M by Lemma 8.6. Since we have ZTE(O)T(K@)] >

TJITj="

ETE(O)T(K@)] dimF} [, )M = dimM by Theorem 8.8 and Lemma 8.6, ©y;.r; = Fp [, r, )M =
. frryM. Part 5 is a consequence of part 4 and Lemma 8.6. Part 6 follows from

part 5 and Proposition 7.5. O
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