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Abstract
We prove generic differentiability in P-minimal theories, strengthening an earlier
result of Kuijpers and Leenknegt. Using this, we prove Onshuus and Pillay’s P-minimal
analogue of Pillay’s conjectures on o-minimal groups. Specifically, let G be an n-
dimensional definable group in a highly saturated model M of a P-minimal theory.
Then there is an open definable subgroup H C G such that H is compactly dominated
by H/H" and H/H™ is a p-adic Lie group of the expected dimension.

1 Introduction

Let K be a p-adic field, i.e., a finite extension of Q,. An expansion 7" of Th(K) is P-
minimal in the sense of Haskell and Macpherson [12] if for every model M = T, every
1-variable definable set D C M*! is already definable in the reduct M | Lyings- Haskell and
Macpherson show that P-minimality has many properties similar to o-minimality, such as a
good dimension theory and cell decomposition theorem. There are non-trivial examples of
P-minimal theories arising from restricted analytic functions [7].

One of the main results of this paper is the following generic differentiability theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Let M be a model of a P-minimal theory T. Let U C M™ be a non-empty
definable open set. Let f: U — M™ be a definable function. Then there is a definable open
set Uy C U such that dim(U \ Uy) < n and f is differentiable on Uy.

In fact, we even get generic strict differentiability. See Definition [5.1] and Theorem (.14l
We also prove an inverse function theorem for strictly differentiable functions, using the
standard proof (Theorem [B.I8]).

The generic differentiability theorem generalizes work of Kuijpers and Leenknegt [18|
Theorem 1.8], who proved generic differentiability in the special case where T is “strictly
P-minimal”, meaning that T is the theory of some P-minimal expansion of the p-adic field
K. Most P-minimal theories arising in practice are strictly P-minimal. However, there are
many simple examples of P-minimal theories which fail to be strictly P-minimal, so it is
better to have generic differentiability without any additional assumptions.

We apply generic differentiability and the inverse function theorem to the study of defin-
able groups in P-minimal structures. Recall that a definable group G in a monster model M
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is compactly dominated if G* exists and the quotient map f : G — G/G® has the property
that for any definable set D C G, we can partition G/G into three sets Dy, Dy, Dg, such
that

fle)e Dy = x¢ D
fle)e Dy = z €D

D¢, has Haar measure 0.

Onshuus and Pillay conjectured the following in [20], by analogy with Pillay’s conjectures
on o-minimal groups:

Conjecture 1.2 (Onshuus-Pillay). Let G be an n-dimensional definable group in a highly
saturated P-minimal structure M. Then there is an n-dimensional definable open subgroup
H C G with the following properties:

1. H/H® is isomorphic to an n-dimensional Lie group over K.
2. H is compactly dominated by H/H®.

Here K is the finite extension of Q, whose theory T' expands. We prove Conjecture [[.2]
and in fact prove something a little stronger:

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem RA). Let G be an n-dimensional definable group in a highly sat-
urated P-minimal structure M. Then there is an n-dimensional definable open subgroup
H C G with the following properties:

1. H is compactly dominated by H/H®.

2. H/H® is isomorphic to (O, +)", where O is the ring of integers in K. In particular,
H/H® is isomorphic to an n-dimensional Lie group over K.

The proof strategy is a bit idiotic: one simply takes H to be an infinitesimally small
neighborhood of 0 and checks that everything works. Generic differentiability helps control
the structure of H, showing that (H, +) looks like a deformation of (O™, +).

1.1 Variants of Theorem 1.3l

While Theorem [L.3] technically resolves the Onshuus-Pillay conjecture, it certain goes against
the spirit of the conjecture—the intention was that H would be close to GG, and the p-adic
Lie group H/H" should have interesting structure related to the structure of G and H. But
the H in Theorem [[.3]is much smaller than G, and the group H/H® has a boring structure
solely determined by dim(G).

In fact, we are essentially exploiting a loophole in Onshuus and Pillay’s specific formu-
lation of their conjecture. To be more precise, I do not know how to prove the following
variant conjecture:



Conjecture 1.4 (Modified Onshuus-Pillay conjecture). Let G be an n-dimensional definable
group in a highly saturated P-minimal structure M. Let My < M be a small model defining
G. Then there is an n-dimensional My-definable open subgroup H C G with the following
properties:

1. H/H™ is isomorphic to an n-dimensional Lie group over K.
2. H is compactly dominated by H/H®.

(This is the same as Conjecture [[2, except we are now requiring H to be defined over
the same parameters that define G.) The best I could prove was the following two theorems,
each of which has a drawback:

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem B3). In the setting of Conjecture[I.), there is an My-definable open
subgroup H C G such that H is compactly dominated by H/H®, and H/H® is isomorphic
to an n - [K : Qp]-dimensional Lie group over Q,.

So the case where K = Q, is completely handled, but when [K : Q,] > 1 we get a slightly
defective result, only getting a Lie group over Q, rather than a Lie group over K. The proof
of Theorem [LL5l depends on the following deep results of Lazard [19]:

(i) If G is a Lie group over Q,, then the topological group structure on G determines the
Lie group structure.

(ii) If G is an abstract topological group, then G is a Lie group over Q, if and only if G
satisfies a certain abstract group-theoretic condition (see [9, Theorem 8.1] for details).

If we replace QQ, with a finite extension K, then (i) certainly fails. This makes (ii) seem
more unlikely, at least to a non-expert like me. Part (ii) is the specific thing we would need
to generalize Theorem to resolve Conjecture [L.4

Using very different techniques, we also resolve Conjecture [[.4] in the special case where
T is the pure theory of p-adically closed fields Th(K):

Theorem 1.6 (Theorem 0.23). Conjecture holds if T is Th(K), the theory of pure
p-adically closed fields.

The proof depends heavily on the fact that definable functions on K are piecewise an-
alytic [22, Theorem 1.1], something which has no analogue in a general P-minimal theory.
Consequently, I do not expect the proof of Theorem to usefully generalize.

1.2 The proof of generic differentiability

In proving generic differentiability (Theorem [L[T]), the key technical tool is the “definable
compactness” of closed bounded sets (Proposition [2.0). Definable compactness was essen-
tially proved by Cubides-Kovacsics and Delon [6], but we give a slightly improved proof
in Section The improved version isn’t strictly necessary (Remark 2.9), but makes the
subsequent proofs more streamlined.



To a first approximation, definable compactness ensures that the limit

i 1@) = (@)

rT—ra €T —a

exists, though it might take the value oo and might only be a “one-sided limit”—the limit
might depend on which “direction” = approaches a from. To proceed further, we analyze the
asymptotic behavior of definable functions f(x) as z approaches 0. In Section [, we show
that any definable function behaves asymptotically like

f(x) x Cz?as z — 0 (%)

for some constant C' and rational number ¢, though again (*) may only hold “on one side”
of 0. To show this, we first analyze the valuation v(f(z)), relying on Cluckers’ theorem that
the value group is a pure model of Presburger arithmetic [3, Theorem 6]. After controlling
the valuation, we use definable compactness to get the more precise statement (x).

To prove generic differentiability, one reduces to the case where

fla+z)— f(a) x C(a)z? as z — 0

for any a in the domain of f, for some fixed ¢ independent of a. By carefully analyzing the
behavior of f, one can show that ¢ must be 1/ and the asymptotic behavior of f(a+z)— f(a)
is independent of which direction x approaches 0 from. This gives differentiability.

1.3 Conventions

We write group operations as x x y, since we will frequently need to distinguish from both
addition x +y and multiplication x -y. We write inverses as 27! however. (Usually it is clear
from context whether we mean the group inverse or the multiplicative inverse.)

We generally work in the following setting: K is Q, or a finite extension, Th(K) is the
theory of K in the language of rings Lpings, 1 is a P-minimal expansion of Th(K), and M
is a highly saturated monster model of T'. If M is an elementary substructure of M, or more
generally of Ml [ Lgings, then Oyr, may, kar, and I'y denote the valuation ring, maximal ideal,
residue field, and value group, respectively. When no subscript is given, assume M = M.
The valuation is written as v(z) with the additive conventions, so that

v(zy) = v(z) +o(y)
v(z +y) = min(v(z),v(y)).
The ball of radius v around a, written B, (a) is the closed ball {z € M : v(z —a) > ~}.

The radius of B, (a) is 7. We write the radius of a ball B as rad(B). The parent of B, (a)
is B,_1(a). We say that B is a child of B" if B’ is the parent of B. Two balls are siblings if

For example, you cannot have a definable function f such that f(a + x) — f(a) o 22 at every point a.
Contrast this with ACVF3 5, where the function f(x) = 2% does have the asymptotic expansion f(a + z) =
fla) + 22,



they have the same parent. We say that B is an ancestor of B and B’ is a descendant of B
if BD B

If £ = (xq,...,x,) is a vector, then v(Z) denotes min(v(xy),v(xs),...,v(z,)).

We review the definition of differentiability and strict differentiability in Section B.11

We let P, denote the set of non-zero nth powers, and P, denote its closure, which is
P, uU{0}.

2 Definable compactness

If M is any structure and X is a definable topological space in M, say that X is definably
compact if for any definable downward-directed family F of closed non-empty subsets of X,
the intersection (N JF is non-empty. More generally, a definable subset D C X is definably
compact if D is definably compact with respect to the induced subspace topology. This
notion was investigated independently by Fornasiero [I1] and the author [I5] §3.1].

Definable compactness has the following good properties, proven in [15, §3.1], though
only () is non-trivial.

Fact 2.1 ([15, §3.1]).
1. If X is Hausdorff and D C X is definably compact, then D is closed.
If X is definably compact, any closed subset X C D 1is definably compact.

If D is compact, then D is definably compact.

A direct product of two definably compact sets is definably compact, with respect to the
product topology.

A finite set is definably compact.
A finite union of definably compact sets is definably compact.

The image of a definably compact set under a continuous function is definably compact.

o RN S @

Definable compactness is preserved in elementary extensions: if N = M, then D(M)
is definably compact iff D(N) is definably compact.

Return to the setting of a P-minimal monster model M.

Lemma 2.2. The valuation ring O is definably compact. In other words, any definable
downward-directed family F of closed non-empty subsets of O has N\ F # &.

This is almost the same thing as Cubides-Kovacsics and Delon’s Theorem (A) [6], but
slightly more general as we do not require F to be nested (or indexed by I'). Luckily, it is
not hard to deduce Lemma [2.2] from their work.



Proof. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that N F = @. Say that a ball B C O is good
if B intersects every C' € F. Otherwise, say that B is bad. The following properties are
straightforward:

1. The ball O is good.
2. Every descendant of a bad ball is bad; every ancestor of a good ball is good.

3. A ball is good if and only if one of its children is good. This follows by directedness
of F, and the fact that each ball has only finitely many children. In particular, every
good ball has a good child.

4. If a € O, then some ball B, (a) is bad. Otherwise, every ball around « intersects every
C € F. As the sets in F are closed, this means a € (| F, a contradiction.

Let © C T be the set {rad(B) : B C O, B is good}. By (Il), © is non-empty. By (2,
© is downward-closed (in I'sp). By (B]), © has no greatest element. The value group I'
is a pure model of Presburger arithmetic [3 Theorem 6], so it is definably complete. By
definable completeness of I', © must be cofinal in I', and so © = I'sy. In particular, there
are arbitrarily small good balls (good balls of arbitrarily high radius).

Let f: O — T be the function

f(a) = max{y € I' : B,(a) is good}.

The set inside the maximum is non-empty by (1) and bounded above by (@), so the maximum
exists by definable completeness of I'. Spiritually, the function f(x) is measuring the distance
from x to N F.

The function f is locally constant. In fact, if a € O and 79 = f(a)+ 1, then f is constant
on the ball B, (a). Indeed, if b € B, (a), then

B,,(b) = B.,(a) is bad
By,-1(b) = By,-1(a) is good,
and so f(b) = v — 1= f(a).

By Fact below, f has a maximum value vy on the set O. Then every ball of radius
> 7 is bad, contradicting the fact that © is cofinal in I'. O

Fact 2.3. Let f : O — T be a definable function which is continuous, i.e., locally constant.
Then f has a mazximum.

Fact is an instance of Theorem (B) in [6]. The proof in [6] seems somewhat compli-
cated, so we give an alternate proof, which may be of independent interest. First we make
a couple remarks.

Remark 2.4. If A C I is definable, say that an integer n < w is a modulus for A if
AN (k+ nl') is a finite union of intervals in k 4+ nI" for k =0,1,2,...,n — 1.
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1. Quantifier elimination in Presburger arithmetic implies that every definable A C I' has
a modulus. This is related to the quasi-o-minimality of Presburger arithmetic.

2. By compactness, the following is true: if {A;};c; is a definable family of subsets of T,
then there is an integer n which is uniformly a modulus for every set A;.

3. If A is infinite and n is a modulus for A, then {v,v+ n} C A for some . That is, A
must contain two consecutive elements of k + nl" for some k. Otherwise, AN (k + nl)
is a finite union of points for every k, and A is finite.

Remark 2.5. Let D be a finite set and let f : O — D be a definable function which is
continuous (i.e., locally constant). Then f is uniformly continuous: there is v such that f
is constant on every ball of radius «. To see this, note that f is definable in the reduct
M | Lyings by P-minimality, so we can reduce to the base theory Th(K). Then we can
transfer the statement to the elementarily equivalent model K, where it holds by compactness

of OK.

Proof (of Fact[Z.3). Let f : O — T be locally constant. If f is bounded above, then a
maximum exists by definable completeness of I".  Assume f is unbounded, ie., f(O) is
cofinal in I'. Say a ball B C O is good if f is unbounded on B, and bad otherwise. Then
O is good, and every good ball has a good child. As in the proof of Lemma [2.2], there are
arbitrarily small good balls, i.e., good balls of radius > ~ for any 7.

Let n be a uniform modulus for the sets

f(B) ={f(z):z e B},

as B ranges over descendants of 0. Let g(z) be f(z) mod 2n. Then g is a continuous
function from O to the finite set I'/2nI". By Remark [Z5] g is uniformly continuous: there is
vo such that

v(a—=1b) > = gla) =g(b) <= fla) = f(b) (mod 2n).

Take a good ball B of radius > vy. Then g is constant on B. Because B is good, the set
f(B) is cofinal in I, hence infinite. As n is a modulus for f(B), there are v,y + n in f(B)
by Remark [Z4)(3). That is, there are a,b € B such that

Then f(a) # f(b) (mod 2n), a contradiction. O

Proposition 2.6. Let D be a definable subset of M™. Then D 1is definably compact if and
only if D 1is closed and bounded.

Proof. If D is not closed or not bounded, it is easy to see that D is not definably compact.
Indeed, the proof from [I7, Lemma 2.4] works.



Conversely, suppose D is closed and bounded. Then D is a closed subset of an n-
dimensional closed ball B C M". There is a definable homeomorphism between B and O".
By the properties of definable compactness discussed at the start of this section

O is definably compact = O" is definably compact
= B is definably compact = D is definably compact. O

2.1 Applications of definable compactness

Corollary 2.7. Let D C M" be closed and bounded. Let f : D — M™ be definable and
continuous. Then f is uniformly continuous.

Proof. Otherwise, there is some € € I' such that for every 6§ € T, there are a,b € D with
v(a—b) >0 but v(f(a) — f(b) <e

Here, v(a) is short for min;<;<, v(a;).
Fix such an e. For each ¢, let

Cs = {(a,b) € D* :v(a—b) > ¢ and v(f(a) — f(b)) < €}.

Then Cj is closed in D?, by continuity of f. By assumption, Cj is non-empty. The family
{Cs}ser is nested, so by definable compactness of D?, there is some (a, b) € N5 Cs. Then

v(a —b) = o0 and v(f(a) — f(b)) < e,
which is absurd. O

Let f: D — C be a definable function, for some definable sets D C M"™ and C' C M™.
Let 2y be a point in the frontier 9D = D \ D. Say that b € M™ is a cluster point of f(x)
as x — x if for every € € I, there is € B.(xo) N D such that f(z) € B.(b). Equivalently,
(29, b) is in the closure of the graph of f.

Lemma 2.8. In the above setting, suppose C' is definably compact.
1. There is at least one cluster point as x — xg.

2. lim, ., f(x) exists if and only if there is a unique cluster point b, in which case

lim, ., f(x) =b.
Proof. 1. For e € T'| let G be the graph of f restricted to B.(xq) N D. By definable
compactnes, there is a point (a,b) € N, G.. For any € we have
GE - BE([L’()) x M™
@ g Be ($0) x M™
a € Be(xp).

2of Be(wg) x C



Thus a = zy. Fix any €. If G is the graph of f, then
(IOab) = (CL, b) € @ g év
and so b is a cluster point.

2. First suppose lim,_,,, f(z) exists and equals b. Then (z,b) = lim,_,,,(z, f(z)), and so
(x0, b) is in the closure of the graph of f and b is a cluster point. Suppose for the sake
of contradiction that ¥’ is another cluster point. Take € so large that B (V)N B.(b) = @.
By existence of the limit, there is 0 > € such that

x € Bs(xg) N D = f(x) € B(D).

As V' is a cluster point, there is * € Bs(zo) N D such that f(z) € Bs(b') C B(V),
contradicting the fact that f(x) € B.(b). This shows that b is the unique cluster point.

Conversely, suppose that b is the unique cluster point. We claim that lim,_,,, f(z) = b.
Otherwise, there is some € such that for any 4, there is x € Bs(xo)ND with f(z) ¢ Bc(b).
Fix such an e. For each 9, let G5 be the non-empty definable set

Gs = {(x, f(2)) : @ € Bs(wo) N D, f(x) ¢ Be(b)}-

By definable compactness, there is some (a,V’) € N; G5. As in part (1), a = zo and b/
is a cluster point of f. The set Gy is contained in the closed set M™ x (M™ \ B(b) for
each §, so we must have ¥’ ¢ B.(b). Then O’ # b, contradicting the fact that b is the
unique cluster point. O

Remark 2.9. A I'-family is a definable family of non-empty sets of the form {D. },er, such
that v <+ = D, C D,. Say that a definable topological space X is I'-compact if every
[-family of closed sets has non-empty intersection. This condition is slightly weaker than
our definition of definable compactness.

In principle, we could use I'-compactness rather than definable compactness, making
Lemma unnecessary. Theorem (A) of [6] says that closed bounded definable subsets of
M are I'-compact. The applications of definable compactness, such as Corollary 2.7, only use
I'-compactness. Lastly, there is an analogue of Fact 2.1] for I'-compactness. Unfortunately,
this analogue is a bit clumsy—one needs to restrict to definable topological spaces X that are
“definably first countable” in the sense that every point a € X has a ['-family neighborhood
basisE This isn’t a problem in our case, because the spaces M" are definably first countable.

3 More tools

3.1 Chains of nowhere dense sets

Lemma 3.1. Let {D,},cr be a U-family of subsets of M¥, in the sense of Remark 24
Suppose every D, is nowhere dense. Then the union U,cr D, is also nowhere dense.

3In the base theory Th(K) of p-adically closed fields, every definable (or interpretable) topological space
is definably first countable, and in fact I'-compactness agrees with definable compactness [I, Theorem 8.11].
I don’t know whether this continues to hold in P-minimal expansions.



Proof. By dimension theory, the following are equivalent for a definable set D C MF:
1. dim(D) = k.
2. D has non-empty interior.
3. dim(D) = k.
4. D has non-empty interior.
Thus D is nowhere dense iff dim(D) < k. We can rephrase the lemma as follows:

If {D,} is a I-family of subsets of M* and U,cr D, has dimension k, then some
D, has dimension k.

In fact, this holds in any dp-minimal theory. By FactB2below, the condition dim (Uyer D,y) =
k means that there are infinite subsets Sy, ..., S € M such that

k
U D’Y 2 H Si.
yer i=1

We may assume the S; are countable (or merely small). Then by saturation, we can take -
sufficiently large that

k
D, 2 [] S
i=1
Again, by Fact 3.2 this makes D, have dimension k. O

Fact 3.2. If M is a highly saturated model of a dp-minimal theory T, and D C M" s
definable, then the following are equivalent:

1. dp-rk(D) = n.
2. There are countable infinite sets Sy,...,S, C M such that S; X Sy X ---x S, C D.
This is implicit in work of Simon [23], though I am having trouble finding a precise

reference. At any rate, it is explicit in [16, Theorem 3.25].

3.2 Strengthening limits

Lemma 3.3. Let U C MF be open, definable, and non-empty. Let X C MF x M* be a
definable set such that U x {0} € X. Then there is an open definable non-empty subset
Uy C U such that 0 € X, for every a € Uy, where X, = {b € M* : (a,b) € X}.
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Proof. For any € € T', let D, be the set of a € U such that B.(0) N X, = @. Then D, has
empty interior. Otherwise, if Uy is the interior of D., we have

Uy x B.0)NX =&
Uy x B.(0)NX =&
U x {0})NX =2,

contradicting the fact that Uy x {0} C U x {0} C X. Thus D, has empty interior as claimed.
By Lemma Bl the union {J, D, has empty interior. The complement U \ U, D, then has
non-empty interior. Take Uy to be the interior of U \ U, D.. If a € Uy, then a ¢ D, for any
¢, which means B.(0) N X, # @, and 0 € X,. O

Lemma 3.4. Let U be a non-empty, open, definable subset of MF. Let D C M be a definable
set with 0 € OD. Let f:U x D — M be a definable function. Suppose that

?lJl_r)r(l) f(a,y) exists

for every a € U. Then there is a non-empty, open, definable subset Uy C U such that

li , sts and Is li ;
o f(z,y) ezists and equals lim fla,y)

for every a € U,.

Proof. Let g(a) = lim, o f(a,y) for a € U.
Note that the projective line P!(M) is definably compact. Regard f as a function to P.
For each a € U, let C, be the set of cluster points of f around (a,0), i.e.,

Co={beP'M): (a,0,b) € G(f)} = {b: (a,0,b) € IG(f)},

where G(f) is the graph of f, regarded as a subset of M* x P*(M). Then C, is non-empty
for each a € U, by Lemma 2.8 In fact, clearly g(a) € C, for each a.

The set C, must be finite for generic a € U. Otherwise, dim 0G(f) > dim(U)+1 = k+1,
contradicting the small boundaries property [5, Theorem 3.5]:

dim0G(f) < dimG(f) = dim(U x D) =dimU +dim D = k + 1.

So there is a non-empty, open definable subset Uy C U such that C, is finite for a € Uj.
Shrinking Uy further, we may assume that the cardinality of C, is constant on Uj.

If |C,| = 1 for every a € Uy, then C, = {g(a)} for each a, and lim(, y)—,(a,0) (%, y) = g(a)
by Lemma 2.8l

Suppose |Cy| = N > 1 for every a € Uy. P-minimal theories have definable finite choice
[5, Corollary 2.5], so there is a definable function h such that h(a) € C, \ {g(a)} for every
a € Uy. P-minimal theories have generic continuity [5, Theorem 4.6], so by shrinking Uy
further, we may assume that g and h are continuous on Uj. Fix some a¢ € Uy and let V, W
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be clopen neighborhoods in P! (M) separating g(ag) and h(ag). By continuity, we may shrink
Uy further and assume that

gla) eV

h(a) e W
for every a € Uy. Let X = {(a,b) € U x D : f(a,b) € W}. The fact that h(a) € C, means
that (a,0,h(a)) is in the closure of the graph of f. Then for any e, there are (z,y) € U x D
such that x € B.(a),y € B.(0), and f(x,y) € W,i.e., (x,y) € X. This shows that (a,0) € X.
By Lemma 3.3, we may shrink U, further and ensure that 0 € X, for every a € U,. But the
fact that lim, .o f(a,y) = g(a) € V implies that there is some € such that if y € B.(0), then

fla,y) € V and so f(a,y) ¢ W, (a,y) ¢ X, and y ¢ X,. Then B.(0) shows that 0 ¢ X,, a
contradiction. O

3.3 Rational powers

Recall that P, denotes the set of non-zero nth powers in M, and P, denotes its closure
P, U {0}, the set of nth powers. The following fact is well-known, or an easy exercise:

Fact 3.5. There is some £ such that P, is torsion-free.

Definition 3.6. Let ¢ = a/b be a rational number in lowest terms. A gqth power map on P,

is a multiplicative homomorphism
f: P, — M~

such that f is 0-definable in the pure language of rings, and f(z)" = 2%
When such an f exists, we write it as 27 rather than f (x)H
Example 3.7. If K contains v/—1, then there is no square root map z/2 on P,. Otherwise,
1=1"2 = (-)2(-1)/? = 1.

Note that if there is a gth power map on P,, then there is a gth power map on P,, for
any n | m, simply by restricting from P, to P,,. The next lemma says that for fixed ¢, there
is a qth power map on P, for all sufficiently divisible n.

Lemma 3.8. For any rational number ¢ = a/b, there is some n such that there is a qth
power map on n.

Proof. Let P, be torsion-free, as in Fact Then the bth power map P, — Py is a 0-
definable bijection. Let g : Py — P, be its inverse. Let z¢ be the map

Py — Prq
x— g(x). O

4Multiple gth power maps may exist on P,, but the ambiguity won’t cause us any problems. We will
construct some canonical gth power maps in Lemma below. If you like, you may assume that x¢ only
means the map constructed in Lemma
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4 Asymptotic behavior of functions in one variable
In this section, we look at the asymptotic behavior of definable functions
f:P,—M

as © € P, approaches 0. We show that after restricting to a smaller set P,, C P,, the
function f looks asymptotically like C'z? for some constant C' € M and rational number ¢:

flz) _

2E€Pm, z—0 (x4

Theﬁfollowing fact is well-known, and can be deduced from [2, Lemma 4] or [8, Theorem
1.8]

Fact 4.1 (1-dimensional cell decomposition). If D C M is definable, then D can be parti-
tioned into finitely many sets of the form

{r e M : yy[ho(x — ¢)Oyye, x —c € APy}
where ¢ € M, v1,v2 € I';, A € M, and each relation U1,y is either < or < or no condition.

Fact [4.]] easily implies the following:

Corollary 4.2. Let S be a finite set and f : B.(0) N P, — S be a definable function. Then
there is 0 > € and m a multiple of n such that the restriction

fBg(O)ﬂPm—)S

15 constant.

°I spent an hour unsuccessfully trying to find a place where Fact 1] is stated and proved directly, so I
should give some explanation of where one can find the proof. By P-minimality, one may assume that D is
definable in the pure field reduct, so the results of [2, 8] on semialgebraic sets apply. The results in [2, 8]
are statements about multivariable definable sets in the standard model K rather than 1-variable sets in the
monster model Ml = K. They imply Fact [£1] in the same way that the cell decomposition theorem in an
o-minimal structure M implies the o-minimality of elementary extensions N > M. Of the two references
just given, Cluckers’ Lemma 4 in [2] more directly matches what we need for Fact Il but unfortunately
he omits the proof. With more work, Denef’s Theorem 1.8 in [§] implies Fact Il Specifically, Denef’s
Theorem 1.8 implies the statement that given any finite set of polynomials f1,..., f, € M[t] and an integer
n, we can partition M into finitely many annuli A with centers ¢ such that on A, each f; has the form
wi(t)™ - h; - (t—c)¥* with u;(t) a definable function taking values in O*. For k | n, the truth value of Py (f;(¢))
on A is determined by the coset (t — ¢) P, in M* /P,. So if we further split each annulus A into the cosets
AN AP, then the truth value of Py (fi(t)) is constant on each coset. Combined with Macintyre’s quantifier
elimination, this gives Fact [£l This proof is certainly well-known, implicit in many of the papers of Denef
and Cluckers [8, 2, 4], such as Denef’s re-proof of Macintyre’s quantifier elimination in [8, Section 3].
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Lemma 4.3. Let f: B.(0)N B, — O* be a definable function. Then there is 6 > € and m
a multiple of n such that the restriction

f:Bs(0)N P, — O~
extends to a continuous function

g:Bs(0)N B, — O~
Equivalently, lim,_,o f(x) exists, if we restrict x to P,,.

Proof. Let G be the graph of f. Let C be the set of cluster points of f at z = 0:

C=1{b:(0,b) € G}
= {b: (0,b) € IG}.

The set G has dimension 1, so its frontier has dimension 0 by the small boundaries property
[5, Theorem 3.5]. Therefore C' is finite. On the other hand, C' is non-empty by Lemma 28]
and definable compactness of O*. Let C' = {by,...,b}. Take pairwise disjoint clopen
neighborhoods V; 5 b;, and let V{ be the complement O* \ (Vi U---UV,,). Let h(x) be the
unique ¢ € {0,...,n} such that f(x) € V;. By Corollary 4.2 there are § > ¢ and m € nZ
such that h(x) is a constant value i on Bs(0) N P,,. Then

f(z) €V, for x € Bs(0) N P,,.

Let f’ be the restriction of f to Bs(0) N P, and let C’ be the set of cluster points of f’ at 0.
Again, C” is non-empty by Lemma [Z8 Clearly C’ C C. Because the graph of f’ lies inside
the closed set Ml x V;, we must have C' C V;. Then

ccony={2 10

{b;} ifl1<i<n.
As C" is non-empty, we must have i > 0 and C” = {b;}. Then Lemma 28 gives lim,_,¢ f'(z) =
b;. O

By a theorem of Raf Cluckers [3, Theorem 6], the value group I' is a pure model of
Presburger arithmetic. Therefore, I' is stably embedded, and eliminates imaginaries.

Cluckers also proves a cell decomposition theorem for definable sets in Presburger arith-
metic. For iq,...,4, € {0,1}, he defines a class of “(iy, ..., 7,)-cells” in I'" and shows that
any definable set in I'™ can be partitioned into finitely many cells. We only need the cases
n = 1,2. For subsets of I''; a (0)-cell is a singleton {a}, and a (1)-cell is an infinite set of
the form [a, b] N (k 4+ nT'), where a,b € (k + nl') U {£o0}. For subsets of I'?,

e A (0,0)-cell is a singleton {(a,b)}.

e A (0,1)-cell is a vertical segment {a} x C, where C' C I'is a (1)-cell.

14



e A (1,0)-cell is the graph of a linear function on a (1)-cell.
o There is also a notion of (1, 1)-cell.

We don’t need the precise definition of (1, 1)-cell; the only important thing to know is that
(1, 1)-cells have acl-rank 2, or equivalently, dp-rank 2. (Algebraic closure satisfies exchange in
Presburger arithmetic, so dp-rank agrees with acl-rank.) Therefore, if D C I'? is a definable
set with dp-rank < 1, then D is a finite union of (0, 0)-cells, (0, 1)-cells, and (1, 0)-cells.

Lemma 4.4. Let [ : B.(0) N P, — M* be a definable function. Then there is 6 > €, m a
multiple of n, a rational number q, and an element vy € I' such that

v(f(@)) = q-v(@) + 7
for x € Bs(0) N Py,.

Proof. The graph of f has dimension 1, or equivalently, dp-rank 1. Let © be its image under
the valuation map:
0 = {(v(x),v(f(x))):z € B(0)nP,} C I

Then © has dp-rank at most 1, so it is a union
O=CU---Udy,

where each C; is a (0,0)-cell, a (0,1)-cell, or a (1,0)-cell. Let h: B.(0)N P, — {1,...,¢} be
the function such that h(x) = i iff (v(x),v(f(x))) € C;. By Corollary 2], there are § > ¢
and m € nZ such that h is constant on Bs(0) N P,,. Then there is a cell C' such that

r € Bs(0)N P, = (v(z),v(f(x))) € C.

The set
{v(z):x € Bs(0)N P}

has no upper bound, so there can be no upper bound on the first coordinate of points in C.
This prevents C' from being a (0,0)-cell or a (0, 1)-cell. It must instead be a (1,0)-cell, i.e.,
the graph of a linear function gz 4+ v on a (1)-cell D CI'. Then

x € Bs(0)N P, = (v(z),v(f(z))) € C = v(f(x)) =q-v(x)+ 0. O

Proposition 4.5. Let f : B.(0) N P, — M be a definable function. Then there is 6 > € and
m a multiple of n such that one of the following holds:

1. f is identically zero on Bs(0) N P,,.

2. After restricting f to Bs(0) N P, there is a rational number q and constant C' € M*
such that P, has a qth power map and

lim f(x) =

=0 O'zd
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Proof. Let

MO =0 i fl) 20,

By increasing € and m, we may assume that h is constant (Corollary F2)). Then f is
everywhere zero or everywhere non-zero. In the first case, we are done. Assume the second
case. Lemma (.4 gives 7y € I and ¢ € Q such that

v(f(z)) = q-v(z) + 7

after possibly restricting the domain of f. Take Cy with v(Cpy) = 7. Increasing m, we may
assume P, has a gth power map (Lemma [B28]). Then

<%>:0

for every x. By Lemma [4.3] we may shrink the domain further, and ensure that

{1 if f(z) =0

. flz) _
alclir(l] C(]S(Iq o Cl
for some constant Cy € O*. Then
- fl@)
2 CoChar -

5 Generic differentiability

5.1 Review of strict differentiability

Let K be a topological field (Hausdorff, non-discrete). The following definition should be
standard, or equivalent to the standard definition.

Definition 5.1. Let U C K™ be an open set and f : U — K™ be a function. Then f is
strictly differentiable at a € U if for every ¢ < n, the limit

gl(&) _ %1:1,;% f(f + Eé;) B f(i')

exists, where ¢; is the ith standard basis vector. The strict derivative D f(a) is the m x n
matrix whose ith column is g;(a).

Fact 5.2. 1. A matriz p is the strict derivative of f at a if and only if the following
condition holds: for any neighborhood W of n there is a neighborhood V' of a such that
if x,y €V, then

f@) = f@)=p-(§—17)

for some matriz (' € W.
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2. If f is strictly differentiable on U, then the strict derivative D f is continuous on U.

3. A function f : U — K™ is strictly differentiable at a € U if and only if each of the
component functions fi,..., fm : U — K is strictly differentiable. In this case, the
strict derivative of f is the matriz whose ith row is the strict derivative of f;.

4. If f is strictly differentiable at a, then f is continuous at a.

5. If f is strictly differentiable at a and Df(a) has trivial kernel (i.e., Df(a) has rank
n), then f is injective on a neighborhood of a.

6. If f is strictly differentiable at a and g is strictly differentiable at b = f(a), then go f

is strictly differentiable at a, and D(go f)(a) = Dg(b) - Df(a).

7. If f : U — V is a homeomorphism between two open sets U,V C K", and f is strictly
differentiable at a € U, and Df(a) is invertible, then f~Y is strictly differentiable at
b= f(a), and Df~(b) = Df(a)™".

Proof sketch. Part (3]) is trivial. For part (2)), given any ¢ < n and a € U and closed
neighborhood Ny 3 g;(a), there is a neighborhood N of a such that

f(@+ee;) — f(2)

€

zeNandex~ (0 — € Np.

Taking the limit € — 0, it follows that
TeN = g(z) € Ny,

and we have shown that g; is continuous at a.
The other points can be seen most easily through non-standard analysis. In non-standard
terms, a matrix y is the strict derivative of f at a if the following equivalent conditions hold:

(a) If i <nand T ~ a and € = 0, then

f(z+ee;)— f(x) _

~ e,
€

(b) If i <nand ¥ =~ a and € ~ 0, then
f(x +ee;) = f(z) + pee; + o(e)

0, then

Q

(¢) f z ~aande€
f(@+ &) = [(T) + pe+o(€)

=
]
+
K1
2
QI
o
[oN

nd € ~ 0, then there is a matrix of infinitesimals p. such that

f(x+¢€) = f(Z) + pe + puce.
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(e) If = =~ y =~ a, then there is a matrix y’ ~ u such that
fF@) = f@) + 'y - 7).

Condition @ is a non-standard reformulation of Definition 5.1l and condition is a non-
standard reformulation of the condition in part ([Il). The implications

(0] <= [(0) = [(c] <= [(d)] =
are straightforward, and @ implies by changing coordinates one-by-one. This verifies
part ().

For part (), suppose p is the strict derivative of f at a. If £ ~ a then
f(@) = fla) +u(z —a)+o(z —a) = f(a)
since ¥ — a is infinitesimal. Thus f is continuous at a.

Part (@) holds because if a standard matrix p has trivial kernel, then so does every
non-standard p’ ~ p. Then

y—2#0 = f(y) - f(@)=p(H—2)#0
where 1/ is the matrix from |(e) B
For part (@), suppose p1 = Df(a) and py = Dg(b). If ¥ = y =~ a, then f(z) ~ f(y) ~
f(a) = b by continuity, and so
9(f (@) — g(f(@)) = a(f(H) — f(2)) = papi(y — 2)
for some matrices ph ~ ps and p) & py. Then pbp! ~ popy, proving ().
The proof of () is similar: if 4 = Df(a) and T ~ § ~ f(a), then f~1(y) ~ f~1(Z) ~
f~(a) because f is a homeomorphism, and so
y—z=p(f(y) — f(2)) for some ' = p.
Then
@) = @) =) (g —2) and () = O
Fact 5.3. If (K,v) is a valued field, then a matriz v is the strict derivative D f(a) if and
only if the following holds: for any v € 'k, there is a neighborhood N > a such that
nLyeN = v(f(2) = f(H) —pu@—19) >7y+v(@—9)
Proof sketch. In non-standard terms, this condition says
rryra = o(f(T) = fy) -z —9) > @ -y),
where v; > v, means that v, — 7, is greater than every standard element of the value group.
Equivalently, B
(z~aand ex0) = v(f(z+€) — f(T) — pe) > v(e).
But v(b) > v(¢) iff b is 0(¢), so we can rephrase this as
(z~aand e~ 0) = (f(z+€) — f(T) — peis o(e)).

This is Condition in the proof of Fact a
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For reference, here is the definition of multi-variable differentiability:

Definition 5.4. A function f : U — M™ is differentiable at a € U if there is an m x n
matrix p such that for every neighborhood W of p, there is a neighborhood V' of a such that
if z € V, then

f(@) = fla) =" (z—a)

for some matrix p/ € W. The matrix p is called the derivative of f at a.

In non-standard terms, this says that if x &~ a, then
f@)=f@) +p-(x—a)+o(x—a)

The derivative is unique, when it exists. Strict differentiability implies differentiability, and
the strict derivative equals the derivative when it exists.

5.2 Generic (strict) differentiability in one variable

Return to the P-minimal monster model M. Let U be a definable non-empty open set in
M! and let f: U — M be a definable function.

Definition 5.5. If m > 1 and A € M* and ¢ € Q and P, has a qth power map, then f is
(A, m, q)-differentiable at a if
L flat o)~ fla)

z—0 x4
TENP,

exists, in which case the limit is the (A, m, q)-derivative at a. Similarly, f is strictly (A, m, q)-
differentiable at a if
L S f(w)

(w,z)—(a,0) x4
TEAP,

exists, in which case the limit is the strict (A, m, q)-derivative. In both definitions, we shorten
(A\,m, 1) to (A\,m).

For example, the (A, m)-derivative is like a directional derivative in the direction AP,,,
and a (1, 1)-derivative is an ordinary derivative. Note that (A, m, ¢)-differentiability depends
only on the multiplicative coset A\P,,. For fixed m, there are only finitely many possibilities
for AP, because P,, has finite index.

Remark 5.6. If f : U — M is (A, m, ¢)-differentiable on U, then it is strictly (A, m,q)-
differentiable on a smaller open set Uy C U, by Lemma B4 (with D = AP,,).

Say that f : U — M is somewhere locally constant if there is a ball B C U such that
f | B is constant, and nowhere locally constant otherwise.

Lemma 5.7. Suppose f : U — M is definable and nowhere locally constant, A € M*, and
a € U. Then there is some m and q such that f is (1,m,q)-differentiable at a and the
(1, m, q)-derivative is non-zero.
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Proof. This comes directly from Proposition In more detail, replacing f(x) with f(z +
a) — f(a), we may assume that a = f(a) = 0. Applying Proposition .0 we get an m > 1
and a ball B.(0) such that one of two things happens:

 f isidentically zero on P,, N B.(0), contradicting the assumption on f.

o There is a constant C' € M* and a rational number ¢ such that

lim /(@)

z—0 C x4
z€B(0)NPm

Then C~! is the (1, m, q)-derivative of f at 0. O

Lemma 5.8. If f : U — M is definable and nowhere locally constant, and X\ € M*, then
there is an integer m and a smaller non-empty open set Uy C U such that f is strictly
(A, m)-differentiable on Uy.

Proof. The case where f is somewhere locally constant is trivial, so assume f is nowhere
locally constant. Changing coordinates (' = z/\) we reduce to the case where A = 1.
Let D, be the set of a € U such that f is (1, m, q)-differentiable at a, and the (1,m, q)-
derivative is non-zero. By Lemma [5.7, every a € U belongs to some D, ,,. By saturation,
U is covered by finitely many of the D,,,. Then one of them must be infinite, and hence
have non-empty interior. Shrinking U, we may assume that U C D, ,,. So, for every a € U,
the (1,m, q)-derivative exists and is non-zero. By Remark [5.6] we can shrink U further and
arrange for f to be strictly (1, m, ¢)-differentiable on U. It remains to show that ¢ = 1.
Let g(a) be the strict (1, m, q)-derivative of f at a € U:

PR (R (0}

(w,x)—(a,0) x4
(EGPm

(%)

Remember that we arranged g(a) # 0 for all a. If ¢ € P,,, then

(w,)—(a,0) x4 (w,y)—(a,0) y?/c
z€Pm yer

by the change of coordinates y = cz.
Take some positive integer £ > 1 such that £ € P,,. For example, k = p" + 1 works for
n > 0. Fix some a € U. By (%),

fla+kx) — f(a) M fla+ iz + 1) — fla+ix)

lim = lim Z
fe‘ﬁ& r xxe—ﬁ?n =0 1
k—1 . )
. a+1x+x)—Jla+1x
5 gy £ )= flatin
i=0 sy, v

=§¢@=hmw
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because (a + iz, x) — (a,0) as © — 0. On the other hand,

oo Flat k) = f(a)

z—0 x4
.CEEPm

= k- g(a)

by (). Thus k& = k. Regardless of how one chooses k%, this is impossible unless g = 1.
Then ¢ = 1 and f is strictly (1, m)-differentiable on U. O

Corollary 5.9. Let f: U — M be definable.

1. For every ball B C U and A € M*, there is a smaller ball B C B and an m > 1 such
that f is strictly (A, m)-differentiable on B’.

2. In the previous point, m can be chosen independently of A and B. In other words,
there is an m > 1 such that for every ball B C U and A € M*, there is a smaller ball
B’ C B on which f is strictly (A, m)-differentiable.

Proof. The first point follows by applying Lemma (B8 to f | B. The second point follows by
compactness. O

Lemma 5.10. Let f : U — M be definable. Then there is a non-empty open Uy C U such
that f is differentiable on Uj.

Proof. Let m be as in Corollary B.9(2)). Let A\ Py, ..., \P,, enumerate the finitely many
cosets of P,,. By Corollary B.9([2]) we can shrink U and assume that f is strictly (A, m)-
differentiable on U. Repeating this for Ao, ..., A\, we may assume that f is strictly (\;, m)-
differentiable for every i. Then f is strictly (A, m)-differentiable for every . Let g)(a) denote
the strict (A, m)-derivative at a € U:

IR (CES S (10}

(w,z)—>(a,0) x
rEANP,

Note that if a € U and ¢ € AP,,, then

i Jwter) = flw) o flwty) -~ fw) — cgx(a) )
(w,z)—(a,0) T (w,y)—(a,0) y/C
x€Pm yEchm

via the change of coordinates y = cx.

Claim 5.11. For any a € U and A € M*, gx(a) = gi1(a).
Proof. Take b € AP,, so small that 1 +b € P,,. Then

o flat (4 0) — f(a)

z—0 €T
€ Pp,

= (1 +0)gi1(a)
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by (t). But the same value can alternatively be calculated as

lim fla+z+bx)— fla+x) + lim fla+z) = f(a)

z—0 x z—0 x
€ Pp, zEPn,

= bga(a) + g1(a)

by (). Thus
(1+0)g1(a) = bga(a) + g1(a),
implying g(a) = g1(a). Uctaim
It follows that
i et @) —fla)

z—0 €T
TEAP,

for any coset AP,,. Since there are only finitely many cosets,

lim f(a+x) _.f(a’) :gl(a)>

z—0 xT
and we see that g;(z) is the derivative of f. We have shown that f is differentiable on U. O

Proposition 5.12. If f : U — M is definable, then f is strictly differentiable at all but
finitely many points.

Proof. Let X be the set of points on which f is not strictly differentiable. If X is infinite,
it contains an open set by P-minimality. Restricting f to this open set, we may assume
that f is nowhere strictly differentiable. Lemma gives a smaller open set on which f is
differentiable, and then Remark gives a further smaller open set on which f is strictly
differentiable, a contradiction. O

Remark 5.13. Proposition shows that if f : Ml — M is definable and a € M is generic,
then f has the following asymptotic expansion around a:
fla+e) = f(a)+ f'(a)e + ofe).

Now consider the remainder f(a+¢€)—(f(a)+ f'(a)e). Using Proposition .0 the remainder
must look like a power of e:

= ga(a) = gi1(a)

flate) = fla) = f'(a)e o Cue?, (+)

at least for € in some P,,. Using the proof strategy from Lemmas [(.8 and [£.10, one can show
that ¢ = 2, that (%) holds on all cosets of P, and that C, = f”(a)/2. Thus

fla+e) = fla)+ f'(a)e+ @62 + o(€?).

Continuing on in this way, one should get a Taylor series expansion

™(a
fla+e)=fla)+ f'(a)e+---+ / n( )e"+0(e")

for each n. There should also be a multivariable version of these statements. Unfortunately,
the calculations are too complicated to carry out in this paper.
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5.3 Multivariable generic differentiability

Theorem 5.14. Let U C M" be non-empty, open, and definable. Let f : U — M™ be a
definable function. Then f is strictly differentiable on a definable open set Uy C U with
dimU \ Uy < dimU.

Proof. We will only consider the case m = 1, which is sufficient, by Fact B2(B]). By the
usual methods, it suffices to find a non-empty open subset Uy C U on which f is strictly
differentiable.

Let U; be the set of points in U such that the ¢th partial derivative exists:

lim fla+ye) — f(a)

y—0 Yy

exists.

The complement U \ U; cannot contain a ball, by Proposition 512l Therefore, U; contains
a ball. Shrinking U, we may assume that the ¢th partial derivative exists everywhere on U.
By Lemma [3.4] we may further shrink U and assume that

f(x+ye) — f()

lim exists
(Z,y)—(a,0) Y
for any a € U. Repeating this for ¢ = 1,2,...,n, we can arrange this to hold for every i.
Then f is strictly differentiable (Definition [.1]). O

5.4 The inverse function theorem

We quickly check that one of the standard proofs of the inverse function theorem works in
our context.

Lemma 5.15. Let B C M"™ be a ball around 0. Let f : B — B be a function which is
contracting:

v(f(z)— f(y)) > v(x —vy) for distinct x,y € B.
1. There is a unique x € B such that f(x) = x.
2. For any c € B, there is a unique x € B such that f(zr) =z — c.

Proof. 1. Uniqueness is clear. Suppose existence fails (f has no fixed point). Note that
f is continuous. Let g : B — T" be the function g(x) = v(f(z) — z). Then

9(f(x)) = v(f(f(2)) = f(x)) > v(f(2) —2) = g(),

so the set {g(x) : € B} has no maximum. Since I' is definably well-ordered, {g(z) :
x € B} has no upper bound. Then each of the closed sets

D,={xeB:g(x) >y} ={r € B:v(f(z)—x) >~}

is non-empty. By definable compactness, there is a € N,er D.. But then v(f(a) —a) =
+00, 80 a is a fixed point.
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2. Apply the previous point to the function ¢ : B — B given by g(x) = f(x) + c. O

Lemma 5.16. Let U be a definable neighborhood of a € M™ and let f : U — M" be a
definable function which is strictly differentiable on U, such that D f(a) is invertible. Then
the image of f contains a ball around f(a).

Proof. Changing coordinates, we may assume a = f(a) = 0, and D f(a) is the n x n identity
matrix. Let h : U — M" be the function h(z) = z — f(z). Then h is strictly differentiable
on U, and Dh(0) vanishes. By Fact 5.3 (with v = 0), there is a ball B 5 0 with B C U such
that

r,y€ B = v(h(x) —h(y)) > v(x—y). (%)

In particular, & is contracting. Note that h(0) = 0, so if T € B, then

Thus h maps B into B. By Lemma BEI5(2), for any ¢ € B, there is ¥ € B such that
T—f(Z)=hIr)=1—-c
so f(z) = ¢. We have shown that im(f) contains B. O

Corollary 5.17. Let U C M" be a definable open set and f : U — M" be definable and
strictly differentiable. If Df(a) is invertible for every a € U, then f is an open map.

Theorem 5.18 (Inverse function theorem). Let U C M" be a definable open set and f :
U — M" be a definable, strictly differentiable function. Let a € U be a point such that the
strict derivative D f(a) is invertible. Then there is a smaller open set a € Uy C U such
that f restricts to a homeomorphism Uy — Vi for some neighborhood Vi 3 f(a), and both
f:Uy— Vo and f~1: Vy — Uy are strictly differentiable.

Proof. The derivative D f(x) is continuous by Fact B.2(2). So we can find a neighborhood
Up > a such that Df(z) is invertible for every & € Uy. The fact that D f(a) is invertible
implies that f is injective on a neighborhood of @, by Fact B.2/([5]). Shrinking Uy further, we
may assume that f [ Uy is injective. Then f | Uy is a continuous, injective, open map, so

it is a homeomorphism onto its image Vj. The inverse function f=! : Vj — Uy is strictly
differentiable by Fact B.2(T). O

6 Recognizing p-adic Lie groups

Recall that a profinite group G is a pro-p group if it is an inverse limit of finite p-groups [9,
Proposition 1.12]. Using work of Lazard [19], as reported in [9], one can prove the following:

Fact 6.1. Let G be a pro-p group. Let S; be the image of the p'th power map G — G. Let
n be an integer. Suppose the following conditions hold:
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1.

2.

3.

G has no p-torsion.

S1 and Sy are normal open subgroups of G, and the quotients G/S; and G /Sy are
abelian.

G/S; has size p".

Then G is isomorphic, as a topological group, to an n-dimensional Lie group over Q,.

Fact is probably obvious or well-known to experts on p-adic Lie groups, but for the
rest of us, we need to chain together some references from [9]. First we recall some definitions
and facts:

1.

A pro-p group G is powerful [9, Definition 3.1] if p is odd and G /G? is abelian, or p = 2
and G /G* is abelian, where G™ denotes the subgroup generated by nth powers.

. If G is a profinite group, the Frattini subgroup ®(G) is the intersection of all maximal

open proper subgroups of G [0, Definition 1.8].

If G is a pro-p group, then the Frattini subgroup ®(G) is the closure of the subgroup
generated by pth powers and commutators [9, Proposition 1.13]:

o(G) = Gr|G, G].
A topological generating set of G is a subset X generating a dense subgroup of GG, and
G is finitely generated if there is a finite topological generating set [9, p. 20].
A pro-p group is finitely generated iff ®(G) is open [9, Proposition 1.14].

If G is a finitely generated powerful pro-p group, then ®(G) is exactly the set of pth
powers.

If G is a topological group, then d(G) is the minimum cardinality of a topological
generating set for G. When G is a pro-p group, d(G) equals the dimension of G/®(G)
as a vector space over F,. (See the paragraph above [9, Theorem 3.8].)

A pro-p group is uniformly powerful if it is powerful, finitely generated, and has no
p-torsion [9, Theorem 4.5]]%

. If G is a uniformly powerful pro-p group, then G is a Lie group over Q, [9, The-

orem 8.18]. Moreover, the dimension of G' as a Lie group over Q, equals d(G) by
Theorem 8.36 and Definition 4.7 of [9].

Combining these ingredients, we prove Fact [G.1k

6Theorem 4.5 in [J] says “torsion-free” rather than “p-torsion free”, but as noted in the third sentence of
the proof, these conditions are equivalent for pro-p groups.
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Proof. By our assumptions on G,

GP = (S;) =S =S, for any p
Gt =(S,) = S5 = S, when p = 2,

and both the quotients G/S; and G/S; are abelian. Thus G is a powerful pro-p group. The
Frattini subgroup ®(G) is clopen because it contains the clopen subgroup Si:

(G) = GP[G,G] 2 GF = Sy.

Therefore G is finitely generated, which implies that ®(G) = {zF : € G} = S;. Moreover, G
is uniformly powerful because G has no p-torsion. Then G is a p-adic Lie group of dimension

dim(G) = d(G) = dimg, G/®(G) = dimp, G/S; = n,
since G/S; has cardinality p™. O
We will apply this to the following setting:

Lemma 6.2. Let K be a degree e extension of Q,, and let Ok be the ring of integers in K.
Let d be an integer. Let x be a group operation on O%. Let f : O% — O% be the pth power
map (with respect to x), i.e.,

flz)=gxx*---xx.

p times

Suppose the following conditions hold:
1. (O%, %) is a topological group with respect to the usual topology on Of.
2. The identity element is 0.

3. For every n < w, the set p"O% is a normal subgroup of (0%, x) whose cosets are the
additive cosets a + p"O%. Equivalently, the equivalence relation

T=,9 < 7 —9ycp 0%
is a congruence on the group (0%, ).

4. For n < 2, the group structure on (0%, x)/p"O% agrees with the additive structure
(04 +)/p"O%L. In other words,

T+y=zxy (mod p"O%).
5. The map f scales distances by a factor of p:
v(f(z) = f(1) = v(p) + (T — 7).
6. The image of f contains pO%.
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Then (Ok,*) is an n-dimensional p-adic Lie group for n = de.

Proof. Let G = (O%,%) and let G, be the normal subgroup (p"O%, %) from Assumption 3
Since we are taking the standard topology on O% (Assumption [), the descending chain
G 2 Gy D Gy D -+ is a neighborhood basis of the identity element 0 (Assumption 2). By
Assumption [B] the index |G : G;| equals the additive index |(G, +) : (G}, +)|. Since (0%, +)
is isomorphic to (Zze, +), the index |G : G;| equals p?. In particular,

G= Jim G/G; is a pro-p group.

Taking 7 = 0 in Assumption [5], we see that
v(f(x)) = v(Z) + v(p). (%)

In particular, if  # 0, then v(f(Z)) = v(Z) + v(p) < oo, so f(Z) # 0. This shows that the
group (O%,x) has no p-torsion.
Equation () also shows that f maps p'O% into p'™'1O%. In fact,

f'O%) =p™O%

because if 4 is on the right hand side, then § € p"*t 0% C pO% C im(f) by Assumption 6], so
y = f(z) for some T € O%. But then Equation (*) shows that v(z) = v(y) — v(p) >i-v(p),
so 7 € p'O%.

Consequently, the image of the pth power map is exactly p’O% = G;. In the notation of
Fact [6.1] we have S; = G;. In particular, S; is a normal open subgroup of G, and G/S; has
size p?. Then G/S; has size p?. For i < 2, the quotient G/S; is abelian by Assumption [l

Now all the conditions of Fact[G.Ilare satisfied, and so G is a p-adic Lie group of dimension
de. O

7 Conditions 4, B, €, D, ¢
Work in a model M of the P-minimal theory 7. Let O denote the valuation ring of M.

Definition 7.1. Let G = (O% %) be a definable group with underlying set 0%, such that
0 € 04 is the identity element. We define the following conditions:

(2,) For n < w, the group G satisfies condition 2, if the ball p"O? is a normal subgroup of
G, and the x-cosets of p"O% agree with the additive cosets:

{axp"O0%:a € 0% = {a+p"O?:ac O
Equivalently, the relation v(z —y) > n - v(p) is a congruence on G.

(2A,) The group G satisfies 2, if it satisfies 2, for all n < w.
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(As) The group G satisfies A, if for any z,y, Z in O™ and v € T, the relation v(z — y) > 7
if a congruence on G.

(%8,,) Forn < w, the group G satisfies condition 9B, if it satisfies 2,,, and moreover the group
operation on the %-cosets of p"O? is the usual addition.

Equivalently, G = (04, x) satisfies B,, if

z+¢ (mod p"O%)

Txy
for every z,y € O
(B,,) The group G satisfies B, if it satisfies B,, for all n < w.
(€,) For n < w, the group G satisfies condition &, if

— It satisfies A,
— Let f(Z,y) = x*y. For any multi-indices I, J with |I|+ |.J| < n, the Taylor series
coefficient
— 1 of
Y 0% oy
exists and is in O N plI+I=10,
— The quotient group G/p"O? has the following group structure:
> ergz'y’ (mod ptO?).

1,J
H[+|J|<n

(0,0)

Txy

(€,) G satisfies €, if it satisfies €, for all n < w.

(D) G satisfies D if the pth power map f : G — G satisfies the condition
v(f(Z) = f(H) = v(T = 7) +v(p)
for any distinct z,y € G.
(€) @ satisfies € if the image of the pth power map f : G — G contains the ball pO?.

Remark 7.2. Condition B, says something like x x y =~ = + vy, i.e., * is close to addition.
We could define B, by analogy to 2, but it would imply z xy = x + y for all z,y.

Remark 7.3. Conditions 2,,, A, B, €,, D, and & are definable in families, and preserved
in elementary extensions. Conditions 2., B,, and €, are type-definable in families, and
preserved in elementary extensions.
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Example 7.4. In the standard model K, suppose that (O™, %) is a definable group structure
with 0 as the identity element, such that x is given by a formal power series

= S gy
x*y:ZcI,Jx Y.
1,J

Since + 0 = 0% Z = Z, we in fact have

Ixy=r+y+ Y. sy’
1,J
7121, |J]=1
Suppose ¢r,y € pIHI=1O" for each I,J with |I|,]J| > 1. Then ¢;; € O™ N plIF/I=1O" for
each I,J, and condition &, is easy to verify. The fact that 2, holds for all n also implies
that 2., holds, since we are in the standard model.

7.1 From 2, to compact domination
First, we recall a few well-known facts.

Remark 7.5. P-minimal theories are dp-minimal, because p-adically closed fields are dp-
minimal [10, §6], and dp-minimality depends only on the collection of definable sets in one
variable.

Remark 7.6. P-minimal theories are distal. This is well-known, but I don’t have a reference
on hand, so here is a proof:

Proof. p-adically closed fields have definable Skolem functions, so there is a definable function
fo(x,y) such that

folx +y,zy) € {z,y}.
Letting f(z,y) = fo(x + y,zy), we get a definable function f such that

f(z,y) = fy, z)
f(z,y) € {z,y}.

Using f, we see that tp(a,b) # tp(b,a) for any a # b. Consequently, the only totally
indiscernible sequences are the constant sequences. The function f also exists in P-minimal
expansions, of course. Therefore, P-minimal theories also have the property that totally
indiscernible sequences are constant. If p is a global type which is generically stable, then
the Morley sequence of p is totally indiscernible [14, Proposition 3.2(ii)], hence constant,
which makes p be a constant /realized type. Thus P-minimal theories have no non-constant
generically stable types. By [24], Corollary 9.19], P-minimal theories are distal. O

Recall that a definable group G has finitely satisfiable generics (fsg) if there is a global
type p on G and a small set Ay such that every translate of p is finitely satisfiable in Aq
[13, Definition 4.1]. Equivalently, G has fsg if there is a gobal type p, finitely satisfiable in a
small set Ay, such that p is “almost translation-invariant” in the sense that {¢g-p: g € G}
is small.
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Remark 7.7. If GG is a definable group in a distal theory, then the following are equivalent:
1. G has finitely satisfiable generics (fsg).
2. G is compactly dominated.
3. G is compactly dominated by (normalized) Haar measure on G/G®.

The equivalence of (2) and (3) is [24, Lemma 8.36]. The equivalence of (1) and (2) is stated
in [24, Example 8.42], but the proof is a bit hidden. For reference:

G is compactly dominated iff G has a smooth left-invariant measure [24, Theorem 8.37].

o (G isfsgiff G is definably amenable and G has a generically stable left-invariant measure
[24, Proposition 8.33].

« G is definably amenable iff G has a left-invariant measure [24], Definition 8.12]. Thus
G is fsg iff G has a generically stable left-invariant measure.

« Smooth measures are generically stable [24, Lemma 7.17 and §7.5]
o In distal theories, generically stable measures are smooth [24) Proposition 9.26].

o Therefore, in distal theories, generically stable measures are the same thing as smooth
measures, and fsg groups are the same thing as compactly dominated groups.

Now work in a monster model M of the P-minimal theory T
Proposition 7.8. Suppose G = (O%, %) satisfies condition U,.

1. G s fsg and compactly dominated.

2. GY is the subgroup N, ., p"O%.

Proof. The proof requires several steps. We first need to analyze the groups (O, +) and
(04, +).

In the base theory Th(K) of p-adically closed fields (i.e., the reduct to Lgings) the additive
group (O, +) is fsg and the connected component (O, +)% is N, p"O, by [20, Corollar-
ies 2.3-2.4].

The group (O, +) is also fsg in the P-minimal expansion T". To see this, take an almost
translation-invariant global type ¢ in the Lg;,gs-theory, finitely satisfiable in a small set A.
Then ¢ extends uniquely to a global type ¢ in the expansion, because the boolean algebra
of definable sets is the same in the two languages (by P-minimality), so the spaces of global
1-types are the same. It is clear that ¢ is almost translation-invariant and finitely satisfiable
in A, and so (O, +) is fsg in the expansion.
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Similarly, (O, +)% in the expansion is still N,,.,, p"O. This holds because the collection
of type-definable subsets of (O, +) is the same in both languages, by P-minimality again.
So the two collections

{H : H is a type-definable, H <1 (O, +), and (O, +)/H is small} in Th(K)
{H : H is a type-definable, H < (O, +), and (O, +)/H is small} in T

are identical, and have the same minimum element.

For the rest of the proof, we remain in the P-minimal expansion 7T, rather than the base
theory Th(K).

An extension of an fsg group by an fsg group is fsg [13], Proposition 4.5], so in particular
a product of two fsg groups is fsg. Therefore (O?, +) is fsg (in the P-minimal expansion T').
Moreover, (G x H)? = G x HY. Therefore

(Od,+)00 — ﬂ pnod
n<w
holds (in the P-minimal expansion T'). Note that (O% +)/(04, +)% = 0% (For example,
it’s Zg when M is elementarily equivalent to Q,.) By Remark [T, the group (O% +)% is
compactly dominated by Haar measure on O%.

Let 4 be the unique smooth, translation invariant measure on the group (0% +). By
the proof of Proposition 8.38 in [24], we know that u is related to Haar measure on O%
as follows. Let D C O be definable. Let Xy, X;/2, X1 C (0% +)/(0% +)® = O% be the
following sets:

« Xj is the set of cosets a + (0%, +)% disjoint from D.
o X, is the set of cosets a + (0%, +)% contained in D.
o X/ is the remaining cosets.

Compact domination says that the Haar measure of X/ is zero. By the proof of [24]
Proposition 8.38], p(D) is the Haar measure of X.
Let f: O — O? be a definable bijection such that

f(@) =) (mod p"0?) <= z=7 (modp"0’) (%)

for each n. Then f preserves the relation Z = 7 (mod (0% +)%), so f induces a map f
on the quotient (04, +)/(0% +)% = O%. It’s easy to see that f is a measure-preserving
homeomorphism. By compact domination, f preserves p.

For any a € 04, the left translation f(z) = a % x satisfies (x), because the group (04, %)
satisfies 2A,,. Therefore i is invariant under left translations in (O%, ). The measure y is also
smooth. (Smoothness is unrelated to the group structure, and we chose u to be the smooth
translation invariant measure on (09, +).)

Therefore G = (O% %) has a smoth measure invariant under left translations. By [24]
Theorem 8.37], G is compactly dominated.
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We know that (0% +)% = ), p"O% It remains to show that (O% %)% = (OF, 4)00
For each n, the set p"O? is a normal subgroup of both groups, and the cosets are the same
in both groups (Condition 2,,). Therefore p"O? has finite index in both groups, and so

(0%, %)" C (0%, %)" € ) p" 0" = (07, +)™.

n<w

Claim 7.9. If D is a definable set containing (O, %), then D +~ D :={zxy~':Z,y € D}
contains (0%, +)%.

Proof. As D contains (O%,%)% boundedly many left x-translates of D cover O¢. By com-
pactness, finitely many left x-translates cover O%. These translates have the same measure
with respect to u, because p is left-invariant for x. Then D must have positive py-measure.
Because of the connection between p and Haar measure, some additive coset a + (O, +)%
must lie in D. By compactness, there is some n such that a + p"O? C D. By Condition an,
the set a + p"O? is a x-coset of p"O¢ <1 (0%, %). Then D + D contains p"O¢ D (0%, +)%.

Uctaim
Because (04, %)% is a type-definable subgroup of (O% x), we have
(O, %)% = (O %)% = (O, %)%
= (D + D: D is definable and D D (0% %)%} C%m (0%, ).
The starred equality holds by compactness: if ¥(Z) is the partial type defining (O%, )% and
¢ is in 09, then the following are equivalent:
o C€ (0% %)"
o There are a,b € (04, %)% such that ¢ = axb~!
o The partial type in the variables z,y saying
Y(z) and X(j) and ¢ = Z x5 "
is finitely satisfiable.
« c€{oM)+o(M): ¢ € X}
e c€N{D = D: D is definable and D D (04, %)"}.
So we conclude that
(04, %)% = (0%, +)* = N p"O~. O

n<w
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7.2 Getting a p-adic Lie group

Continue to work in a monster model M of a P-minimal expansion 7" of Th(K') for some
finite extension K/Q,.

Proposition 7.10. Suppose G = (0%, ) satisfies condition B,,. Then G is fsg and compactly
dominated, and the compact topological group G /G is isomorphic to O,

Proof. By Proposition [.8, G® is the subgroup N, p"O%, and so G/G® is the inverse limit

Jim (04, %) /pr0O°.

n—oo

By condition ‘B, this is the same as

lim (O, +)/p" 0",

n—oo
which is just O%. O

Proposition 7.11. Suppose G = (O% %) satisfies condition €,. Then G is fsg and compactly
dominated, and G /G is isomorphic to a d-dimensional Lie group over K.

Proof. Proposition [.§ gives the first part, and shows that G = M., p*O". Then G /G
is homeomorphic to O} via the standard part map st : O — Og. That is, the following two
maps are equivalent:

G — G/G"

o on
Condition €, shows that the induced group structure on O} is given by

w: O x O — O
*

Ty = st(crn)z'y’.
1,J
Therefore the induced structure is a Lie group of dimension n. O

Proposition 7.12. Suppose G = (0%, %) satisfies the conditions A, B1, By, D, and €.
Then G is fsg and compactly dominated, and G/G® is isomorphic to a de-dimensional Lie
group over Q,, where e = [K : Q,)].

Proof. Proposition [T.§ gives the first part, and shows that G = N, p*O". Then G /G
is canonically isomorphic to a topological group (O%,*). The assumptions on x precisely
imply that * satisfies all the requirements in Lemma 6.2, and so G/G" is a de-dimensional
Lie group over Q,. O
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8 The first two proofs of the Onshuus-Pillay conjecture

Lemma 8.1. Suppose M =T and D C M" is definable, with dim(D) = k. Then there is a
definable injection D — MP¥.

Proof. Write X <Y if there is a definable injection from X to Y. Note that M < O x{0,1},
because of the map

f(x):{(:c,O) ifxreO

(1/z,1) ifx¢O.

Thus M < O + O, where + denotes disjoint union. On the other hand, O < B and B < O
for any ball B, and we can find two disjoint balls inside O, so O+ O < B+ B < O. Then
M <O, so

M+M<O+0<0<M.
Multiplying by M™~!, we see that M* + M* < MF for any k. And of course M7 < MP* for
7 < k. In light of this, it suffices to cover D with finitely many definable sets D;, such that

D; < M* for some k; < dim(D). Such a decomposition is provided by the “topological cell
decomposition” of [5]. O

If (G, *) is a definable group and a € G, define
*, . GXG—= G

T Hxg Y = xa_ly.

Then (G, *,) is a definable group with identity element a, definably isomorphic to (G, x) by
the following isomorphism:

(G, %) = (G, %)

T — ar.

In particular, if we prove Conjecture for (G, *,), then we prove it for (G, x).

Lemma 8.2. Let G C M" be an n-dimensional definable set and x be a definable group
operation on G. Then there is a definable set U in the interior of G with dim(G \ U) < n,
such that for any a € U, the group operation x, is strictly differentiable on a neighborhood

of a.

Proof. Morally, this comes from the fact that definable functions in M are generically strictly
differentiable (Theorem [B.14]). However, the proof is not completely trivial, and we should
give details.

Conceptually, the correct proof is to consider the canonical strict C''-manifold structure
on G. Apply generic differentiability to the map from G (with its strict C''-manifold struc-
ture) to G (as a subset of M"). Fix a point a where this map is strictly differentiable. Then
an open neighborhood a € U C M™ is also a local chart for the manifold structure. (That is,
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the two C'-structures on G agree with each other close to the point a.) Because the group
structure is C?, the function (z,y) — x *xa~! %y is strictly differentiable.

Rather than formally developing strict C'-manifolds, we instead give a more direct proof.
By generic strict differentiability, there is a definable open set A in the interior of G x G C
M?" such that dim((G x G)\ A) < dim(G x G) = 2n, and the group operations are strictly
differentiable on A. Let V be the set of pairs (a,b) € G X G such that the following conditions
hold:

(bt a) e A
(b 'xa,a ) €A
(b,b" % a) € A.
Let M, be a small model over which everything is defined. If the pair (a,b) € G? is jointly
generic, in the sense that dim(a,b/My) = 2dim(G), then so are the pairs (b7', a), (b™! *

a,at), (b,b= xa), and so all three pairs belong to A, and (a,b) € V. Let U be the projection
of V onto the first coordinate, intersected with the interior of G:

U={a:(a,b) € V}Nint(G).

If a € G is generic over My, we can find b € G generic over Mya, and then (a,b) is generic
over My, (a,b) € V, and a € U. It follows that U contains all a € G which are generic over
My, and so dim(G \ U) < dim(G).

For a € U, we will prove that %, is strictly differentiable around a. Take b € GG such that
(a,b) € V. Then the composition

b * (((b‘l*x)*a_l) *y) =X X, Y
is strictly differentiable for (z,y) = (a, a), because for such x and y we have
b hr)= (bt a)eA
((b‘1 *m),a‘l) ~ (b 'xa,at) €A
(((b‘l * ) *a_l) ,y) ~ (b xaxaa)=(b""a) €A
(b, (07 % 2)xa™") xy)) ~ (0,67 xa) € A. O
Lemma 8.3. Let G C M" be an n-dimensional definable set and x be a definable group
operation on G. Let a be the identity element of G, and suppose a is in the interior of G
and x is strictly differentiable at (a,a). Then there is some non-zero € such that a + eO™ is

a subgroup of G and a+ eO" satisfies conditions A, B, D and €. In fact, any sufficiently
small € works.

Proof. Moving G by a translation, we may assume a = 0. Let f : G — G be the pth power
map. A straightforward calculation shows that at 0, the functions Z x4, !, and f(Z) have
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the following strict derivatives:

O aw) =1,
@0 =1,
%i_l =1,
1) = pl

where I, is the n x n identity matrix ]
Take a small model M defining (G, ). Let € € M be a non-zero M-infinitesimal, i.e., a
non-zero element satisfying the equivalent conditions:

e ¢ is contained in any M-definable neighborhood of 0.
« ¢ is contained in any M-definable ball B, (0).
o v(e) > Ty

Note that ea is an M-infinitesimal for any a € O = Oy, including a outside of M.
We first verify that eO™ is a subgroup of G. Let z,y be tuples in eO™. Then x and y are
tuples of M-infinitesimals. By differentiability,

TxY =T+ Y+ T+ oy

for some n X n matrices puq, uo of M-infinitesimals. The right hand side is in eO™. A similar
argument shows that 7 € eO" == 77! € eO". Now we check each of the required
conditions:

() Let I be a principal ideal contained in eO. We must show that the group operation x on
eO" respects congruence modulo I™. Suppose 7,9, z € eO" with Z =y (mod I™). Then
Z,y, z are tuples of M-infinesimals. By strict differentiability of the group operation,

(Tx2) = (y*xz) = (T—9) +puT—-79)

K1
*
1Ny
[l
N
*
I

for some matrix p of M-infinitesimals. The right hand side is in 1", so
(mod ™). Similar arguments show

y=z (mod ") = Txy=
1

TxZzZ (mod I")
r=7y (mod ") = z '=y"

(mod I™).
Thus, congruence modulo I™ is a congruence in the group (eO", %), which is condition
(2Aoo)-

"For the group inverse map !, strict differentiability follows by applying the inverse function theorem,
Theorem [1.18 to the map (z,y) — (Z,Z * y).
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(B,) If z,y are tuples in eO", then z,y are M-infinitesimals, so differentiability of x gives
TxY =T+ Y+ T+ oy

for some M-infinitesimal matrices puq, uo. The entries in iy, o have valuation greater
than v(p*) for any k, so

Txy—1T—7 € preOr.
This is condition (By), for arbitrary k.

(D) If z,y are in eO™, then they are M-infinitesimal, and so the strong differentiability of
f shows that
f@) = f@) =p@—9) +p@—y)
for some matrix p of M-infinitesimals. The right hand side has valuation v(p)+v(z—7)
because p is infinitesimal compared to p. Thus condition ® holds.

(&) The derivative of f at 0 is pI,, which is invertible, so the inverse function theorem
(Theorem [B.18) shows that f maps the set of M-infinitesimal vectors onto the set of
M-infinitesimal vectors. If Z € peO¢, then Z is an M-infinitesimal vector, so Z = f(%)
for some M-infitesimal vector y. By the differentiability of f at 0,

T = f(y) =py+puy

for some M-infinitesimal matrix x. Then v(Z) = v(p) + v(y) so § € p~1peO" = O™
Thus every element of peO" is a pth power of an element in eO", which is condition
¢. O

Theorem 8.4. Let G be an n-dimensional definable group in a highly saturated model M of a
P-minimal expansion T of Th(K) for some finite extension K/Q,. Then there is a definable
open subgroup H C G such that H is fsg, H/H" = O and H is compactly dominated by
H/H®. In particular, H/H" is an n-dimensional Lie group over K.

Proof. By Lemma B, we may assume G C M". By Lemma we may assume that the
group operation is differentiable at the identity element. Lemma gives an n-dimensional
definable subgroup H C G which (up to isomorphism) satisfies 2., B,, D, and €. In
particular, it satisfies 28,,. Proposition [.10 shows that H has the desired properties. O

Theorem 8.5. Let M be a model of a P-minimal expansion T of Th(K) for some finite
extension K/Q, with e = [K : Qp]. In a monster model M > M, let G be an n-dimensional
M-definable group. Then there is an M -definable open subgroup H C G such that H is fsg,
H/H™ is an ne-dimensional Lie group over Q, and H is compactly dominated by H/H®.

Proof. As in Theorem R4 we can find a n-dimensional definable subgroup H C G which
satisfies /., B, D, and €. In particular, it satisfies the combination 2o, AB1 ABy AD A E.
This combination of properties is definable (Remark [(3]), so we can change H to be M-
definable. Then Proposition shows that H has the desired properties. O

37



9 Third proof, for pure p-adically closed fields

In this section, we restrict to the case where T' = Th(K), i.e., pure p-adically closed fields.
Recall that K is a fixed p-adic field, i.e., a finite extension of Q,. We assume the language
L contains constant symbols naming a basis of K over QQ,. This ensures that the theory has
definable Skolem functions and that dcl(2) is dense in K. The density implies that every
K-definable open ball is O-definable, a fact we will need later.

9.1 Splendid and locally splendid functions

Definition 9.1. A function f: O} — OR is pre-splendid if it’s given by a convergent power
series with coefficients in Og. That is,

f@=> e

where ¢; € O™ and lim|;|_,c v(¢1) = +00.
Observation 9.2. 1. If f: O} — O} is constant, then f is pre-splendid.

2. The identity function Of — O} and coordinate projections my,...,m, : O — Ok
are pre-splendid. More generally, any polynomial map f : OF — O} is pre-splendid,
provided that the coefficients are in Og.

3.If f : OF — OF and g : O — OF% are pre-splendid, then the composition go f :
Or — O% is pre-splendid.

4. If f : Ox — OR is a function, then f is pre-splendid if and only if the component
functions fi,..., fin : O — O are pre-splendid.

5. The set of pre-splendid functions from O} to Ok is an Og-algebra, i.e., it is closed
under the ring operations and multiplication by O.

6. If f: OF — O} is pre-splendid, then f is strictly differentiable, and the strict deriva-
tive Df : O — OF" is pre-splendid.

Now consider a monster model M = K. Recall that O denotes Oy.

Definition 9.3. Let F = {f.}uep be a 0-definable family of functions from O™ — O™.
Then F is a splendid family if for every a € D(K), the function f,(K) : OF — O is
pre-splendid. A definable function f : O™ — O™ is splendid if it belongs to some splendid
family.

We can transfer the properties of pre-splendid functions in Observation to splendid
functions:

Proposition 9.4. 1. If f: O™ — O™ is constant, then f is splendid.
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2. If f: O™ — O™ is a polynomial map whose coefficients are in O, then f is splendid.
For example, the identity map O™ — O™ and coordinate projections my, ..., 7, : O" —
O are splendid.

3. Iff: 0" = O™ and g : O™ — OF are splendid, then the composition go f : O™ — O°
is splendid.

4. If f: O™ — O™ is a definable function, then f is splendid if and only if the component
functions fi,..., fmn : O™ — O are splendid.

5. The set of splendid functions from O™ to O is an O-algebra, i.e., it is closed under the
ring operations and multiplication by O.

6. If f: O" — O™ is splendid, then f is strictly differentiable, and the strict derivative
Df:O" — O™ is splendid.

Proof. 1. The family of constant functions from O™ — O™ is a splendid family, by Ob-
servation [@.2I().

2. Suppose f : O" — O™ is polynomial, with all coefficients in O. Let d be the degree
of f, and let F<4 be the family of all polynomial maps g : O™ — O™ such that the
coefficients of ¢ are in O and deg(g) < d. Then F, is a 0-definable family (because
of the bound on degree) and F<4 is a splendid family by Observation 0.2(2).

3. Take splendid families 7 > f and G 5 g. By Observation [@2(3)), the family {¢' o f’ :
f'€F, ¢ €G}is a splendid family containing g o f.

4. Similar.
5. Similar.

6. Take a splendid family F > f. By Observation[@.2)[@]), every function in F(K) is strictly
differentiable. Because K =< M, this implies the strict differentiability of functions in
F (including f). Let F' = {Dg : g € F}, the set of strict derivatives of functions in
F. Then F' is a splendid family by Observation [Q.2l[]), so Df is splendid. O

Additionally, O-definable pre-splendid functions are splendid:

Proposition 9.5. If f : O™ — O™ is 0-definable and f(K) : O} — OR is pre-splendid,
then f is splendid.

Proof. The singleton family {f} is a splendid family. O]

Lemma 9.6. Let f : O" — O™ be splendid, with f(0) = 0. Suppose ¢ € O is non-zero.
Let g : O™ — M™ be the function g(z) = f(ex)/e. Then im(g) C O™, and the function
g:O" — O™ is splendid.
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Proof. 1t suffices to check the analogous statement for pre-splendid functions. Let f: Og —
O7 be pre-splendid with f(0) = 0. Then f(7) = ¥, ¢;%!, where each ¢ is in OF and the
constant term ¢ vanishes. Then

9(2) = flex)/e =Y ezl
T
All the coefficients €l/l=1¢; are still in O, since the constant term vanishes. Thus ¢ is pre-

splendid. 0

Definition 9.7. Let U C M" be open and f : U — M™ be a definable function. Then f is
locally splendid at a € U if there are some non-zero € and  such that

a+eO" CU
fla+€eO™) C f(a) +00™

and the function
a+eO" L f(a)+60™

is splendid, or more precisely, the following function is splendid:
o"r— o™
r > (fla+ex) — fla)d .
Finally, we say that f is locally splendid if it is splendid at every a € U.

We first carry out some sanity checks: splendid functions are locally splendid, and local
splendidness is really a local property.

Proposition 9.8. If f: O™ — O™ is splendid, then f is locally splendid.
Proof. For any a € O", take e = 6 = 1. Then
a+ O" = 0" =dom(f)
fla+0™") = f(O") =im(f) C O™ = f(a) + O™,
and the function
o"r—-om
x— fla+z)— f(a)
is splendid by Proposition O

Lemma 9.9. Fiz a definable function f : U — M"™ and a point a € U. Say that a pair (¢, 0)
is “suitable” if it satisfies the conditions in Definition [9.71:

a+eO" CU
fla+€eO™) C f(a) +00™
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and the following function is splendid:
o"r—om
> (fla+ex) — fla)d ™.
Suppose that f is locally splendid at a, i.e., some pair (€y,dg) is suitable.
1. If (¢,0) is suitable, then (€',0) is suitable for any € with v(€') > v(e).
2. 1If (¢,0) is suitable, then (e,0") is suitable for any &' with v(d") < v(J).
3. For any 9§, there is some € such that (€,0) is suitable.

Proof. 1. Let g : O™ — O™ be the map g(z) = (f(a+ex) — f(a))é~'. The multiplication
by € /e map O™ — O" is splendid, so the composition

glaé'/e) = (fla+€x) — f(a)d™
is splendid, showing that (¢’,d) is suitable.
2. Similar, using the fact that the multiplication by §/0" map O™ — O™ is splendid.

3. Ifv(d) < w(dy), then (eg, d) is splendid by the previous point. Suppose v(d) > v(dg). Let
p =109/ € O. Because the pair (€, dp) is suitable, the following function is splendid:

g(z) = (f(a +er) — f(a))d -
Note that g(0) = 0. By Lemma 0.6, the composition

g(px)p™" = (f(a+ pegr) — f(a))o™
is splendid. Thus (peg,d) is suitable. O

Lemma [9.9(3) shows that in the definition of “locally splendid” (Definition @.7]), we could
have said “for every ¢ there is €” rather than “there exist ¢ and €”.

Proposition 9.10. Let U, U’ Uy, ..., Uy be open sets in M".

1. Ifa €U CU and f: U — M™ is definable, then f is locally splendid at a iff f [ U’
is locally splendid at a.

2. IfU=U,U---UU, and f : U — M™ is definable, then f is locally splendid if and
only if f | U; is locally splendid for each 1.

Proof. Clearly (1) implies (2). We prove (1). First suppose f is splendid at a. Take (¢, 0)
which is suitable for f in the sense of Lemma Take ¢’ so small that a + O™ C U’ and
v(€') > v(e). By Lemma[@.9(1), (¢, 0) is suitable for f, which implies it is suitable for f [ U’.

Conversely, suppose f | U is splendid at a. If (¢, d) is suitable for f | U, then (e, d) is
suitable for f. O
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Lemma 9.11. Suppose f: U — M™ is locally splendid at a € U. If f,U,a are M-definable
for some small M =< M, then we can take the (€,9) witnessing local splendidness to be
M -definable.

Proof. Take some (€, dg) which is suitable for f at a. Let F be a splendid family containing
the splendid function

v s (Fla+eor) — F(@)5
In particular, F is 0-definable. Let D be the set of pairs (e, ) such that
a+eO" CU
fla+eO") C f(a)+60™,

and the function
v (fla+ex) — f(a))d™?

is in F. Then D is M-definable and contains (€, dp). By Tarski-Vaught, there is some
M-definable pair (¢,d) in D. Then (¢,¢) is suitable, i.e., (¢,d) witnesses local splendidness
of f at a. O

Remark 9.12. Recall that a family F is ind-definable if it is a small union of definable
families. For example, the family of splendid functions is ind-definable by definition. The
family of locally splendid functions is also ind-definable. Since we will not need this fact, we
leave the proof as an exercise to the reader.

Locally splendid functions are closed under similar operations as splendid functions:
Proposition 9.13. Let U C M" be open and f : U — M™ be definable.
1. If f is a polynomial map, then f is locally splendid.

2. If f : U = V is locally splendid and g : V — M is locally splendid, then go f : U — M
is locally splendid.

3. f is locally splendid iff the component functions fi,..., fm : U — M are locally splen-
did.

4. The set of splendid functions U — M is an M-algebra, i.e., closed under the ring
operations and multiplication by M.

5. If f U — M™ is locally splendid, then f is strictly differentiable and the strict
derivative Df : U — M"™ is locally splendid.

Proof. 1. Given a € U, take € so small that a + eO™ C U. The map
z— fla+ex) — f(a)

is polynomial, so if we take § very large, then z — (f(a + ex) — f(a))d~! will be
polynomial with coefficients in O, and therefore splendid.
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2. Take any non-zero 3. By Lemma [0.9(3) there is d, such that
fla) +60™ CV
9(f(a) +6:0™) C g(f(a)) + 650"
and the following map is splendid.
g+ (f(a) +8,0™) = (9(f(a)) + 5;0°)
By another application of Lemma [0.9(3) there is ¢; such that
a+ 660" CU
fla+6,0") C f(a)+ 0,0™
and the following map is splendid
fi(a+60" — (f(a) + 60™).
Then
a+ 60" CU
9(fa+6:0")) C g(f(a) +6:0™) C g(f(a)) + 50
and the composition
gof:(a+80") = (9(f(a) + 50
is splendid. Then (01, d3) shows that g o f is locally splendid at a.

3. If f is locally splendid, then the components of f are locally splendid by the previous
two points (compose f with the coordinate projections M™ — M). Conversely, suppose
the components fi,..., f,, are locally splendid. Fix a € U. For each i, there is a pair
(€;,d;) which is “suitable” for f; at a, in the sense of Lemma 0.9 Take € and ¢ such
that v(e) > max; v(e;) and v(§) < min; v(d;). Then (e, d) is suitable for each f; at a by
Lemma [0.8(1,2). In particular,

a+eO" CU
fila+€O0™) C fi(a) + 60O (%)
and the map f; : (a+€0") — (fi(a)+00) is splendid. Equation (*) implies f(a+€O") C

f(a)4+60™. Themap f : (a+eO0™) — (f(a)+00O™) is splendid because each component
is splendid.

4. This follows from the previous three points.

5. Strict differentiability is clear because, up to a change of coordinate, f looks locally
like a splendid function, and splendid functions are strictly differentiable. Locally, the
strict derivative is a scaled version of the strict derivative of a splendid function, so the
strict derivative is locally splendid. O
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9.2 Generic local splendidness

Next, we work towards proving that definable functions are generically locally splendid. To
do this, we will essentially show that the theory of p-adically closed fields has locally splendid
definable Skolem functions.

Say that a function on K is strongly analytic if it is given by a single convergent power
series, and analytic if it is locally strongly analytic. (Some authors say “locally analytic”
rather than “analytic”.)

Lemma 9.14. Let f : U — M™ be a 0-definable function such that U C M" is open, U(K)
is compact, and f(K): U(K) — K™ is analytic. Then f is locally splendid.

Proof. Because K is locally compact and U(K) is compact, we can cover U with K-definable
balls U = B;U- - -UBy such that f(K) is strongly analytic on each B;(K). By the assumption
on L at the start of Section [g] the balls B; are 0-definable. Each of the restrictions f(K) |
B;(K) is strongly analytic, given by a convergent power series. Replacing f with ¢ - f for
a small enough non-zero 0 € dcl(@), we can arrange that all the coefficients in these power
series are in Og. Then f(K) [ B;(K) is (essentially) a 0-definable pre-splendid function
for each i, and so f | B; is splendid (Proposition @3]). By Proposition [0.10(2), f is locally
splendid. O

Lemma 9.15. The field operations are locally splendid on their domains.

Proof. Addition, multiplication, and subtraction are polynomials, so they are locally splendid
by Proposition [@.13(1). It remains to show that the map f(z) = 1/x is locally splendid on
M*. Lemma [@.I4 shows that f is locally splendid on the subset O*. Then f : cO* — ¢~ 1O*
is also locally splendid for any ¢ € M*, because it’s the composition

cO* 2 xSy px e —1 0

and the two maps on the outside are polynomial. Then we have covered dom(f) with sets
cO* on which f is locally splendid, so f is locally splendid. O

Lemma 9.16. 1. Let m denote the maximal ideal. Let
hy:mx O xO"2 5 m
be the definable function mapping (ag,as, .. .,a,_1) to the unique root in m of
"+ Ay 2" 4 ag =0,
the root gquaranteed to exist by Hensel’s lemma. Then h,, is locally splendid.

2. Let P, denote the set of non-zero nth powers. Then there is a locally splendid 0-
definable map

P, — M
T Vx

assigning an nth root to each x € P,.
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In (2), we are not claiming that {/xth is a %th power map in the sense of Definition [3.6]

i.e., ¢/zy need not equal /x /Y.

Proof. 1. The function h,(K) : mg x Of x O ? — my is analytic, by the implicit
function theorem for analytic functions. (See [21, Proposition 5.9], at least for the in-
verse function theorem for analytic functions, which easily implies the implicit function
theorem.) Then Lemma shows that h,, is locally splendid.

2. By Lemma 3.8 there is some m such that P,, has an nth power map z'/" in the sense
of Definition 3.6l Increasing m, we may assume n | m. We first show that this map
/" on P, is locally splendid.

The map 2'/" is analytic on P,,(K) by the inverse function theorem for analytic func-
tions § However, P,,(K) is not compact, so we cannot immediately apply Lemma 0.1
Nevertheless, the subset P,,(K)NOj is compact, so we at least see that z'/™ is locally
splendid on P,, N O* by Lemma [0.14. Using the same method as in Lemma [0.T5] this
implies that z'/™ is locally splendid on P,, N cO* for every ¢ € P, N O, and so z'/"
is locally splendid on FP,,.

Finally, take aq,...,ay coset representatives of P,, in P,, and take b; to be any nth
root of a;. By definable Skolem functions, we can take a;, b; € dcl(2). Finally, define

/= P, — M~
V= bi(x/a;)" if z € a; Py,

The map /x is defined by gluing together locally splendid functions on the cosets
a1Pp,aPy,, ... ai Py, so /x is locally splendid by Proposition [0.10(2). O

Corollary 9.17. Let M < M be a small model. Let a be an n-tuple in M. Let b be an element
in dcl(aM). Then b= f(a) for some M-definable locally splendid function f: U — M with
acUCM".

Proof. Let A be the set of elements of the form f(a), where f is M-definable and locally
splendid. It suffices to show that dcl(aM) C A. If g is M-definable and locally splendid and
b € A", then g(b) € A because a composition of locally splendid functions is locally splendid
(Proposition @.13)). By Lemma [0.15], A is a subfield of M. As constant functions and coordi-
nate projections are locally splendid, A contains M and the tuple a. By Lemma [0.16/(1), A
is a Henselian valued field. Lastly, Lemma [0.16/(2) shows that if a € A and a € P,, = P,,(M),
then /a exists in A.

Claim 9.18. Ifv € T'4 and vy is a multiple of n in Ty, then y/n € T'4.

8 Alternatively, z'/™ is analytic at almost all points by the generic analyticity of definable functions in K
[22, Theorem 1.1]. Since 2'/™ is a homomorphism, as soon as it is locally analytic at one point, it is analytic
everywhere.
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Proof. Take an element b € A with v(b) = ~. Because P, has finite index in the multiplicative
group, it has only finitely many cosets, and all of them are M-definable. In particular, bP,
is M-definable, so it contains some M-definable element c. Then b/c € P,. It follows that
v(b/c) is a multiple of n (in I'y). As v(b) = v is a multiple of n, we also see that v(c) is a
multiple of n (in I'y; or I'y). Then

1) _ el v v (g v

n n n n n n

Because A is a field containing M, we have b/c € A. Because A is closed under nth roots
(when they exist), we have {/b/c € A. Then v ( Y b/c) € I'y. Finally, v(c)/n ey CTy. It

follows that 7/n € I' 4, proving the Claim. Octaim

By the Claim, I'4 is an elementary substructure of I'y. By Ax-Kochen-Ershov principles,
or the axiomatization of Th(K) plus model completeness, we see that M < A < M. Then
dcl(Ma) C A. O

Using this, we see that definable functions are generically locally splendid:

Proposition 9.19. Let U be a non-empty definable open set in M™ and f : U — M™ be
definable. Then there is a smaller definable open set Uy C U such that f | Uy is locally
splendid, and dim(U \ Up) < dim(U). Moreover, if M is a small model defining f and U,
then we can take Uy to be M-definable.

Proof. Fix a small M < M defining U and f, if none was given.
Claim 9.20. Ifa € U, then one of the following holds:
e a € D for some M-definable set D C M"™ with dim(D) < n.
e a €D for some M-definable open set D C M™ such that f | D is splendid.

Proof. This follows from Corollary @17 If dim(a/M) < n, then the first case holds. Suppose
that instead, dim(a/M) = n. Then Corollary shows that f(a) = g(a) for some locally
splendid M-definable function g. Let Dy = {Z € dom(f) Ndom(g) : f(z) = ¢g(z)}. Then
Dy is M-definable and a € Dy, so dim(Dy) = n. Let D be the interior of Dy. Then
dim(Dy\ D) < n,soa ¢ Do\ D, and instead a € D. The restriction f [ D equals the locally

splendid function g [ D. Uctaim

By the Claim and saturation, we can cover U with finitely many M-definable sets
DiUDyU---UD,UU U---UU,y

such that dim(D;) < n, U; is open, and f [ U; is locally splendid. Let Uy = Uy U --- U U,.
Then

dim(U \ Up) < dim| JD; < n = dim(U),
and f [ U is locally splendid by Proposition @.10(2). O
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9.3 Back to groups

Recall the operation

T kg = xa‘ly
making G into a definable group with identity element a, definably isomorphic to the original
group.
Lemma 9.21. Let M be a small model. Let G C M"™ be an n-dimensional M -definable set
and x be an M-definable group operation on GG. Then there is an M-definable set U in the

interior of G with dim(G \ U) < n, such that for any a € U, the group operation %, is locally
splendid at (a,a).

Proof. Like the “direct” proof of Lemma [8.2 using Proposition [0.19 to get an M-definable
set A C G x G on which the group operation is locally splendid. O

Recall the condition €, from Definition [Z.1l.

Lemma 9.22. Let G C M" be an n-dimensional definable set and let x be a definable group
operation on G with identity element 0. Let €,0 be non-zero elements of M, with eO™ and
0O™ contained in G. Suppose that the group operation x maps eO™ x eO™ into 0O", and the
map

f:O"xO"—= O
f(@.9)=0""" (T xep)
is splendid. Let
p = pe’/s.
Then (pO™, %) is a subgroup of G satisfying &, .
Proof. The set of counterexamples is ind-definable, because the family of splendid functions
is ind-definable (by definition) and the €, condition is type-definable (Remark [Z.3]). The
set of counterexamples is even ind-definable over the empty set, by automorphism invari-
ance. If it is non-empty, it must contain a K-definable point. In other words, if there is a
counterexample, then there is a K-definable counterexample.

Therefore, we may assume that G, x, €, are K-definable. Then f is a K-definable splen-
did map, so f(K) : O} x O} — O} is pre-splendid, given by a power series

f(@,9) = crzy’
1,J
with ¢; ; € OF. Then the group law itself is given by

5f(e 'z, e7'y)

= Z E[7J5€_‘I‘_|J‘i’1gJ,
1,J

TxY
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at least for z,y € eO}. By the identity law for x, the first few terms of the power series for
* must be £ +y + ..., and so the power series for f must have the form

_ . E_ €_
fg) = ot ot
In particular, €/§ € O. It follows that p = p(e/d)e has higher valuation than €, so
pO" C eO" C G.

If z,y € OF, then

SPMHI g =1 5T

- o\
:“y+zzcw(z) Ty

By Example [T4] it remains to show that
§ /oNIHI-T
9 (8) Gy € plHI-10n,
€ \e
But this is clear, because
5 (p\MIHII-L 5 p e I ) ) .
0 (_) _ 0 (p_> _ I () T2 g i+ on.
€ \e€ e\ 0
using the fact that |I| +|J| > 2 and ¢/0 € O. O

Theorem 9.23. Let M < M be a model (of T' = Th(K)) and let G be an M-definable group.
There is an M -definable open subgroup H C G such that

e H is isomorphic to a definable group (O™, %) satisfying €,,.

o H is fsg and compactly dominated by H/H", and H/H® is isomorphic to an n-
dimensional p-adic Lie group.

Proof. By Lemma B8] we may assume G C M". By Lemma Q.21 there is an M-definable
non-empty set U such that %, is locally splendid around (a,a) for any a € U. Fix an
a € U(M). Then (G, x) is definably isomorphic to (G,*,). Replacing (G,*) with (G,*,),
we may assume that * is locally splendid at the identity element 1. Translating G, we may
assume the identity element is 0 € M".

By definition of “locally splendid,” there are ¢ and d such that x maps eO™ x eO™ into
0O™, and the map

f:O"xO"—= O
f(@,9) =07" (ex x ey)
is splendid. We can choose ¢,0 € M by Lemma @.IIl Then Lemma gives an (M-

definable) subgroup pO™ C G satisfying €. By Proposition [T}, the subgroup pO™ has the
desired properties. O
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