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FIELDS OF DP-RANK 2 AND THEIR W,-TOPOLOGIES: THE
CHARACTERISTIC 2 CASE

PAULO ANDRES SOTO MORENO

ABsTrRACT. In this note we reproduce Johnson’s analysis of Wa-topologies on fields of characteristic 2, which
was originally stated for fields of characteristic different than 2. Following his framework, we prove that the
canonical topology of an unstable field of characteristic 2 and dp-rank 2 is a V-topology. Additionally, we show
that any Wa-topology on a field of characteristic 2 is either induced by the intersection of two valuation rings
or it is induced by dense pre-diffeo-valuation data, completing the picture for all positive characteristic fields.

1 INTRODUCTION

Shelah’s Conjecture predicts that any NIP field is either finite, separably closed, real closed, or admits a
non-trivial henselian valuation. In a recent series of outstanding papers, Will Johnson proved the conjecture in
the important special case of fields K of finite dp-rank, by a comprehensive study along two axes: lattices of type-
definable linear sub-spaces of powers of K, and definable field topologies of K and their V' -topological coarsenings,
i.e. a topological coarsening that is induced either by an absolute value or by a valuation on K. The latter point of
view is of special interest, because Shelah’s Conjecture is a consequence of existence and uniqueness of definable
V-topologies in infinite non-separably closed NIP fields. More precisely, the proof of [Joh20a, Proposition 6.4]
shows that if an infinite non-separably closed field is NIP, then it is real closed or henselian if it admits a unique
definable V-topology —see the proof of Proposition 2.41 of the survey document [Ans23] for more details. In
[Joh19a], Johnson identified the canonical topology of a dp-finite field K as the field topology in which basic
neighborhoods of 0 are of the form X — X where X C K is definable and dp-rk(X) = dp-rk(K). Afterwards, in
[Joh20Db], he defined a notion of weight associated to a ring topology, and defined the class of W,,-topologies of
a field K as the set of ring topologies on K that have weight at most n, for n > 1. Some of the most important
features of weights and canonical topologies are the following, cf. [Joh20b, Theorem 4.10] and [Joh20c, Fact
1.7].

e A field topology is a Wi-topology if and only if it is a V-topology,

e The canonical topology of an unstable dp-finite field K is definable and its weight is bounded above by
dp_rk(K)7

e The number of V-topological coarsenings of a W,,-topology is at least 1 and at most n.

e Any V-topology on a dp-finite field is definable if and only if it is a coarsening of the canonical topology.

If (the theory of) a field is dp-finite and stable, then it has finite Morley rank and thus it is either finite or
algebraically closed, cf. [Joh19a, Corollary 2.5] and [Mac71, Theorem 1], so the focus of the classification relies
on unstable dp-finite fields. As a consequence of these statements, if the canonical topology of an unstable
dp-finite field is a V-topology, then it is in fact the unique definable V-topology, and the classification holds.
This is the content of the Valuation Conjecture: the canonical topology of any unstable dp-finite field is a
V-topology. It turns out that this conjecture is false, as proven in [Joh20a, Theorem 10.1]. Roughly speaking,
Johnson constructs an algebraically closed valued field with a derivation, of residue characteristic 0, having
dp-rank 2 and whose canonical topology is not a V-topology. However, the Valuation Conjecture for fields of
dp-rank 2 and odd characteristic does hold, as seen in [Joh20a, Theorem 6.29]. Moreover, if the characteristic
is not 2, Johnson even classifies Wa-topologies as the field topologies induced by either an intersection of at
most two independent valuation sub-rings, or induced by some differential structure called dense diffeo-valuation
data, cf. [Joh20b, Theorem 8.5]. This classification theorem is stated for fields of characteristic 0, but its proof
holds as well for fields of characteristic different than 2, as observed by Johnson in the comment before [Joh20a,
Theorem 1.7].

In this document we give a positive solution to the Valuation Conjecture for fields of dp-rank 2 and charac-
teristic 2, answering a question of Johnson. In the process, we state a classification theorem for Ws-topologies
on fields of characteristic 2, analogous to Johnson’s classification for fields of characteristic not 2. Putting the
odd and the even cases together, the main theorems of this document are the following.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 5.4 for p = 2 and [Joh20a, Theorem 6.29] for p > 2). If K is a field of characteristic
p > 0 and of dp-rank at most 2, then K is either stable or its canonical topology is a V -topology.
1


https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.08468v1

2 2 INTRODUCTION

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 6.26 for p = 2 and [Joh20b, Theorem 8.5] for p > 2 or p = 0). Let T be a field topology
on a field of characteristic p. Then T is a Wa-topology if and only if exactly one of the following statements
holds:

(1) 7 is a V-topology.

(2) T is a strict V2-topology.

(3) T is a DV -topology.

Thanks to a personal communication with Will Johnson, we learned that the Valuation Conjecture is in fact
true for any unstable dp-finite field of positive characteristic, following the original work of Yang Yang’s master
thesis [Yan25]. This thesis, however, has not been published at the time of writing of this note.

This document closely follows Johnson’s analysis of 2-inflators and Wa-topologies in [Joh20a] for fields of odd
characteristic, modified for fields of characteristic 2. Inflators were one of the main tools that Johnson used to
study dp-finite fields K, as they appear naturally when studying lattices of type-definable vector subspaces of
powers of K. For preliminaries of inflators, dense diffeo-valued fields and W-topologies, see [Joh19b], [Joh20a]
and [Joh20b] respectively. In Section 2 we gather some definitions and facts about inflators, and we copy
verbatim a result of [Joh20a] that holds in characteristic 2 in order to obtain a formula for a 2-inflator ¢ that
satisfies the so-called Strong Assumptions, see Definition 2.14. In Section 3, we see how the integral closure of
the fundamental ring R of ¢ is a valuation ring, and study its structure. In Section 4, we use the generalized
residue map displayed in Section 2 to endow R with a differential structure, and we study its topological and
valuative properties. In Section 5 we apply this theory to the canonical topology of an unstable field of dp-rank
at most 2, and prove our first main theorem. In Section 6, we introduce dense pre-diffeo-valued fields and study
their algebra and topology. In particular, we show that dense pre-diffeo-valuation data can be recovered by
any 2-inflator satisfying the Strong Assumptions, which allows us to classify Wa-topologies for fields of even
characteristic.

2 PRELIMINARIES

2.1 Directories and Inflators

In this section we will summarize the definitions of the objects we are going to use throughout the document,
as presented in [Joh19b]. The reader already familiar with directories, inflators, mutation and malleability can
skip ahead to the next section. In what follows, let kg be an auxiliary field. The reader is welcome to assume
that kg is infinite. We call an abelian category € ko-linear if for any pair of objects A, B of €, the set of
morphisms Homg¢ (A, B) is a vector space over ko. If @ is a kg-linear abelian category and if A is an object
thereof, two monomorphisms X < A, Y < A are called equivalent if there is an isomorphism X — Y making
the diagram

X<ji

commute. A subobject of A is the equivalence class of a monomorphism X < A. There is a partial order on
subobjects of A given by [X — A] < [V — A] if and only if there is a monomorphism X < Y such that the
diagram

X<j;l

commutes. The poset Subg(A) of subobjects of A admits a structure of bounded lattice, with bottom element
[0 — A], top element [Id : A — A], meet defined by [X — AJA[Y — A] = [X x4 Y — A] and join defined
by [X = A]V[Y — A] = [X @Y — A]. Note that if ¢ is the category SMod of modules over a ring S, then
subobjects of A correspond exactly to S-submodules of A, and the lattice operations (L, T,V,A) correspond
exactly to (0, 4,4, N). For a given n > 0, the poset Subs (A™) also admits an action of GL,, (ko) defined as follows.
Let ¢ : X — A™ be a monomorphism, and let 7; : A — A be the projection to the i*" coordinate. Then there
are morphisms T = (w1 0¢, ..., 1, 0¢) € Homg (X, A)™ = Homg (X, A™). By ko-linearity, p-7 € Homeg (X, A™),
so we may define p - [X < A"] as the equivalence class of the image of p - 7. The following fact implies that
the lattice structure on the subobjects of A is in fact modular, meaning that for any pair of elements x, y of the
lattice, the maps — Vy: [z Ay,z] = [y,z Vy] and z A — : [y,x V y| = [z Ay, z] are isomorphisms of bounded
lattices.

Fact 2.1 (Mitchel’s Embedding Theorem). Let € be a ko-linear abelian category. Then there is a ko-algebra
S and a fully faithful exact functor F' : € — SMod. Equivalently, € is a full subcategory of SMod for some
ko-algebra S.
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Modularity is now seen to be a consequence of the so called diamond isomorphism theorem: if Ny, N are
two sub-modules of a module M, then (N; + No)/Ny =2 No/(N; N N3). Therefore it makes sense to refer to
the length [(A) of an object A of a kg-linear abelian category €, defined as the length of the sub-object lattice
Sube (A).! We say that A has finite length if Subs(A) has finite length, and call A semi-simple if A is a finite
direct sum of simple objects, i.e. of objects of length 1.

Definition 2.2. Let % be a kg-linear abelian category and let A be an object thereof. We define the directory
of A as the collection of modular lattices

Dirg (A) = (Subeg (A), Subg (A?), Subg (43),...)
together with the lattice structure on each Subg(A™), the operation
@ : Subg (A™") x Subg (A™) — Subg(A™T™)
given by [X — A"|®[Y — A" := [X &Y — A""™] and the action of GL,, (ko) on each Subg (A™).

If € is the category K Vect of vector spaces over K, or SMod of modules over a ring S, we write Dirg (A)
and Dirg(A) respectively. We say that Dirg(A) is semi-simple if A is semi-simple.

Fact 2.3 (Artin-Wedderburn, cf. [Joh19b, Theorem 2.7]). Let A be an object of an abelian category €. The
following statements are equivalent:

(1) Dirg(A) is semi-simple.

(2) Dirg(A) = Dirg(M) for some semi-simple ring S and some finitely generated S-module M.

(3) Dirg(A) = Dirg(S) for some semi-simple ring S.

Definition 2.4. Let €, 2 be two kg-linear abelian categories and let A, B be two objects of ¥ and Z respec-
tively. A system of functions ¢ : Dirg(A) — Dirg(B) given by ¢, : Subg(A™) — Subg(B™) for each n > 0, is
called a directory morphism if:

(1) For any n > 0, the map ¢, is monotone: X <Y implies that ¢,(X) < ¢,(Y) for any pair of subobjects
X,Y € Subg(A™).

(2) For any pair n, m > 0 and any pair of subobjects X € Suby(A") and Y € Subg(A™),

(3) For any n > 0, any u € GL, (ko) and any X € Subg(A™),
Snlp - X) = p- e (X).
We say that two directory morphisms ¢ : Dirg(A4) — Dirg(B), ¢’ : Dirg(A) — Dirgs(B’) are equivalent if there
is a directory isomorphism Dirg(B) — Dirg (B’) making the diagram

Dirg(A) ———— Dirg(B)

T |

Dirg (B’)
commute.

Definition 2.5. Let A be a semi-simple object of an abelian category ¢ and let d > 0. A directory morphism
¢ : Dirg(K) — Dirg(A) is called a d-inflator if (¢, (V)) = d - dimg (V) for any V < K™, n > 0. We say that ¢
is an inflator if it is a d-inflator for some d > 0.

If « € K, then ©, := K - (1,a) denotes the line of slope o in K2. Analogously, if ¢ € Endg(M) for
some S-module M, then O, will denote the graph of the endomorphism ¢, i.e. O, = {(z,o(x)) : ¢ € M}. If
¢ : Dirg(K) — Dirg(M) is an inflator and ¢ € Endg(M), we say that a € K specializes to ¢ with respect to ¢
if ¢2(0,) = O,.

Fact 2.6 (cf. [Joh19Db, Proposition 5.7]). Let ¢ : Dirg (K) — Dirg(M) be a d-inflator. Then the set R. = {a €
K : ¢(0,) = O, for some ¢ € Endg(M)} is a ko-subalgebra of K. Define res : Rc — Endg(M) by res(a) = ¢
if and only if 2(0,) = ©,. Then T€s is a ko-algebra morphism whose kernel I. = {a € K : ¢2(0,) = M & 0}
satisfies 1 +1 C R and is contained in the Jacobson radical of R..

Definition 2.7. We call R. the fundamental ring and I. the fundamental ideal of ¢. The map res : R —
Endg(M) is called the generalized residue map associated to .

I general, the length of a lower bounded modular lattice M, when seen as a poset, is the maximal n € N such that there is a
chain of elements zp = 1L < 1 < ... < z, in M, or oo if there is no such maximum. An element a of M has finite length if the
lattice [L,a] = {b € M : L <b < a} has finite length.
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Let ¢ : Dirg(K) — Dirg(M) be a d-inflator, where S is a kg-algebra and M is a semi-simple S-module of
length d. Denote by R its fundamental ring and by I its fundamental ideal, and let L = K - (aq,...,ay) be a line
in K™. Then the Kronecker product K™ ® L is a subobject of K"™. If V < K™ then VL < K™ ®L < K™,
We may define a new map ¢’ : Dirg (K) — Dirg(s,(L)) by putting

§7/W(V) = Cnm(V & L)

Note that for any m > 0, K™ ® L = L™ as subspaces of K™, so that ¢/, (V) = ¢um(VRL) < ¢um(K™®L) =

Snm (L™) = (s (L))™, meaning that the target directory is the adequate one. Since both — ® L and ¢ preserve

<, then ¢’ preserves < as well. Also, — ® L distributes over @, so as ¢ distributes over @ as well, then so does
¢’. Finally, if £ € GL,,(ko), then

The last equality follows because the action of £ ® Id,, in M™™ is equal to the action of £ on (M™)™, which can
be checked by tracking the action of both matrices in a vector of M™™ = (M™)™ respectively. To sum up, ¢’ is
a well-defined directory morphism. It is in fact a d-inflator. Indeed, if V' < K™,

Us), (V) =l(snm(V@L))=d-dimg(V®L)=d- -dimg (V) -dimg (L) = d - dimg (V).

Definition 2.8. The mutation along L of ¢ is the d-inflator ¢’ : Dirg (K) — Dirg(s,(L)) given by <. (V) =
Snm(V ® L) for any V < K™.

Finally, we define malleability. Though we will not use this property explicitly, it will be mentioned several
times. We still record the definition for the sake of completeness.

Definition 2.9. An inflator ¢ : Dirg(K) — D, is called malleable if, for every n > 0, every V. C W in
Subg (K™) and every object Y € D,, such that ¢,(V) <Y <, (W), if I(Y) =1+ (s,(V)), then there is some
X € Subg (K™) such that VC X CW, [(X) =14 1(V) and ¢, (V) <Y < ¢, (X) < g, (W).

2.2 Conventions

We will relax Johnson’s hypothesis of the existence of an infinite auxiliary subfield kg such that all rings
and fields mentioned in the document are kg-algebras. Namely, we allow kg to be the algebraic part of K,
ie. Fa9 N K (for char(K) = p > 0), even when this is finite. Johnson calls an inflator ¢ : Dirg (K) — D, of
weak multi-valuation type if its fundamental ring R, contains a non-zero ideal of a multi-valuation ring of K. In
[Joh20a], he studies malleable 2-inflators with no weak multi-valuation type mutations. In order to keep track
of the number of maximal ideals of such multi-valuation rings, we introduce the following notation.

Definition 2.10. Let x > 1 be a countable cardinal. An inflator ¢ : Dirg (K) — D, is weakly of V" -type (or of
weak V" -type) if R, contains a non-zero ideal of a multi-valuation ring with at most x-many maximal ideals.

Note that being weakly of VXo-type is equivalent to being weakly of multi-valuation type, because all multi-
valuation rings have finitely many maximal ideals. With this notation in mind, we will work with a fix ky-linear
2-inflator ¢ : Dirg (K) — D, satisfying the following hypotheses:

(1) < is malleable, and

(2) no mutation of ¢ is of weak V2-type.
If ¢ is an inflator satisfying these conditions, we say that ¢ satisfies the Weak Assumptions. Note that
these assumptions are invariant under mutation, because a mutation of a malleable inflator remains malleable
(cf. [Joh19b, Proposition 10.13]), and a mutation of a mutation of ¢ remains a mutation of ¢ (cf. [Joh19b,
Proposition 10.5]). We will only use the second of the Weak Assumptions until Lemma 4.4. In fact, this is all
that Johnson uses in [Joh20a, Lemma 5.20]: no valuative ball should be contained in the fundamental ring of <.
We make this clearer in Lemma 4.4. Recall that an element o € K is called wild (with respect to <) if its tame
locus )

Sa{a}u{a_q .qeko}

is disjoint from R.. If this is not the case, we call « tame (with respect to <), in which case all but at most
2 elements of S, are in R, cf. [Joh19b, Lemma 5.22]. We also recall that, whenever kg is infinite, then any
inflator £ on K is of multi-valuation type if and only if all elements of K are tame with respect to £. If we allow
ko to be finite, we still have the following result.

Lemma 2.11 (Cf. [Joh19b, Proposition 5.25]). Let ¢ : Dirg (K) — Do be a 2-inflator. If all elements of K are
tame with respect to <, then R is a multi-valuation ring with at most 2 mazximal ideals.

Proof. Since R. is a kg-algebra, by [Joh19b, Lemma 5.24], it is enough to show that

(ereflt o

for any o € K. But all but at most 2 elements of S, are in R, so at least one of these three listed elements is
indeed in R.. Thus R is a multi-valuation ring having at most 2 maximal ideals. (]
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Remark 2.12. Any mutation ¢’ of ¢ admits wild elements. Otherwise, R, would be a multi-valuation ring
having at most 2 maximal ideals, i.e. ¢’ would be of V2-type.

We will also use the following fact, which is puts in evidence the independence on the cardinality of ky. We
include a different proof for the sake of completeness.

Fact 2.13 (Cf. [Joh19b, Lemma 10.11]). Let ¢ : Dirg(K) — Dirg(M) be a 2-inflator, and let @ € K be wild
with respect to . Let ' be the mutation of ¢ along K - (1,«). Then « is tame with respect to ¢’

Proof. Suppose « is wild with respect to ¢’, so that S, N R = 0. By [Joh19b, Lemma 10.10], there are non-zero
elements 1,2 of M such that (1,0,0), (€2,€2,2) € 3({(7, az,a?z) : * € K}), corresponding to the fact that
1/ and 1/(« — 1) are not elements of R./. In the same fashion,

a g Ro < ¢4(K - (1,«)) is not the graph of any ¢ € Endg(c(K - (1,a)))
= (K- (1,0)) N (0? @ (K - (1,a))) # 0% ® 0%
so there is a nontrivial vector (z1,22) € (K - (1,a)) € M? satisfying that (0,0, 21, 72) € ¢4(K - (1,a)). By the

!/
2
definition of the mutation along K - (1, a), we get that ¢5(K - (1,)) = (K - (1,0) ® K - (1,«)), and since the
Kronecker product of (1, «) and (1, «) equals

1 «
il

we conclude that K - (1,a) ® K - (1, ) is equal to {(z,ax, az,o’z) : z € K}. If N = {(z,az,0%z) : ¥ € K}, we
can recover K - (1,a) @ K - (1,a) as pu - (N @ 0), where u € GL4(ko) is the matrix

100

o O O
o= O o

1 0
1 0
0 1

Therefore, by equivariance,

QE (L)) =a(K - (La)® K- (L)) =p- (s(N)®0) ={(a,b,c): (a,b,c) € (N)},

so (0,0,21,29) = (a,b,b,c) for some (a,b,c) € ¢3(N). This implies that a = 0 = x; = b, hence gy := ¢ = x4
has to be non-zero as (0,0, z1, z2) was not zero. We have proved that there is some non-zero ¢g € M such that
(0,0,e0) € s3(N) = s3({(x, aw, a?z) : © € K}). The identity

0 1 1 €0 0 0 0 €1 &2
0 0 1 0 e 0l=1[0 0 &9
1 01 0 0 e eo 0 &2

and the fact that the left-most matrix is in GL3(ko) shows that the S-submodule of ¢3({(z, oz, a’z) : x € K})
generated by (0,0,¢q), (¢1,0,0) and (e3,€9, €2) has length three, which is absurd: the length of ¢3 ({(x, ar, o’z) :
z € K})is 2-dimg (K - (1,a,0?)) = 2, because < is a 2-inflator. O

2.3 A formula for the Inflator

The line of argument in Sections 2 and 3 of [Joh20a| holds verbatim for fields of characteristic 2. In particular,
any inflator ¢ : Dirg (K) — D, satisfying the Weak Assumptions admits a mutation ¢’ : Dirg (K) — D, which
is isotypical, meaning that the directory D), is isomorphic to Dirg(A @ A) where A is an S-module of length 1.
Indeed, it is enough to mutate along a line in K2 whose slope is wild, and wild elements of K exist by Remark
2.12, cf. [Joh20a, Corollary 2.3]. Since the conditions of the Weak Assumptions are mutation-invariant, the
mutation ¢’ satisfies the Weak Assumptions as well.

Definition 2.14. We say that an inflator satisfies the Strong Assumptions if it is isotypical and satisfies the
Weak Assumptions.

The following fact is stated for fields of characteristic different than 2, but we note that its proof is independent
of the characteristic of the field. Hence, we decide to state it as a fact that applies to fields of arbitrary
characteristic, even if this does not correspond to the original statement. Note that malleability of ¢ intervenes
in the proof of this fact.

Fact 2.15 (Cf. [Joh20a, Theorem 3.15]). Let < be a ko-linear 2-inflator on o field K of arbitrary characteristic
satisfying the Strong Assumptions. Then there are

A field k extending ko,

A subring R C K,

An ideal I < R,

An isomorphism of ko-algebras R/I = k[e] := klg]/(e?)
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such that < is isomorphic to
¢ : Dirg (K) — Dirg(k[e])
(V) = {(res(z1),...,1e8(zy)) : (z1,...,2,) € VN R},
where tes is the quotient map R — R/I = k[e]. Moreover,

e R = R_ is the fundamental ring of <, I is the fundamental ideal, and Tes is the generalized residue map.
e R is a local ring, whose unique mazimal ideal is the pullback of k - € along Tes.
e Irac(R) = K.

Through such analysis, Johnson finds that if o € K specializes to u € Endy(k?) = Ma(k), then u has
a repeated eigenvalue in k, cf. [Joh20a, Corollary 3.13]. If p = [Z Z] , then its characteristic polynomial

X?% — tr(u)X + det(u) € k[X] has one root A € k of algebraic multiplicity 2, i.e. X2 — tr(u)X + det(u) =
(X —\)?% = X2 + )2, from which we conclude that —tr(u) = tr(u) = a +d = 0 and det(u) = ad — be = A2
It follows that @ = —d = d and that det(u) = a® — be = a® + be = A\2. In fact, this argument holds for any
malleable isotypical 2-inflator ¢ with no weak V2-type mutations. We highlight this phenomenon as a corollary.

Corollary 2.16. Let £ : Dirg(K) — Dirg(N) be a 2-inflator satisfying the Strong Assumptions. If o € Re,
then it specializes to a matriz € Ma(k) whose trace is null and whose determinant is a square in k.

3 THE ASSOCIATED VALUATION

In this section we adopt the notations of Chapter 4 of [Joh20a], where Q := {a € R : Tes(a) = =
Oe for some x € k} is a local subring of R having I as its maximal ideal, and p := {a € R : fe3(«)
0 + x¢ for some x € k} is the maximal ideal of R.

Remark 3.1. @ is a proper subring of R. Indeed, if R = @Q, then p = I and thus R/p = R/I = k[e] is a field,
which is absurd.

I+

Lemma 3.2 (Cf. [Joh20a, Lemma 4.3|). Suppose o € K satisfies some monic quadratic equation over R,
i.e. @ +ba+c=0 for some b,c € R. If o is wild, then b € p and ¢+ p is a square in R/p.

Proof. Let by, b1, co,c1 € k be such that res(b) = by + bie and res(c) = ¢ + c1e. Since R/p = k, we know that
b € p if and only if by = 0 and ¢ + p is a square in R/p, which in turn is equivalent to ¢y being a square in k.
Following the proof of [Joh20a, Lemma 4.3], if ¢’ is the mutation of ¢ along the line L = K - (1, a), then

(L) = g4({(a:,am,ax,a2x) ‘T € K}) ={(s,t,t, —bot — cot) : s,t € k},
is the graph of the endomorphism y : k% — k? for which u(s,t) = (t, —bot — cos), i.e. of the matrix

o 1
= —Cp —bo.

Since we mutated along K - (1, ), Fact 2.13 tells us that « is tame with respect to ¢’, and moreover o € R’
specializes to p. Since mutation preserves malleability and isotopy, and a mutation of ¢’ is again a mutation of
g, then ¢’ also satisfies the Strong Assumptions. Hence by = tr(p) = 0 and ¢ = det(u) is a square in k, by
Corollary 2.16. O

Remark 3.3. With the hypotheses of Lemma, 3.2, we can even choose some d € @ such that ¢ —d? € p. Indeed,
if fes(c) = ¢ + c1€ and ¢ = d3 for some dy € k, then there is some d € Q) such that tes(d) = dp, because tes is
onto. Therefore fes(d?) = d? = cg, so tes(c — d?) = ci¢ € ke, ie. ¢ —d* € p.

Recall the following fact. It is true independently of the characteristic of K.

Fact 3.4 (Cf. [Joh20a, Lemma 4.1]). Let a,b,c € K. Then there exist some x,y,z € R such that ax+by+cz =0
and at least one of x,y and z lies in R*.

Lemma 3.5 (Cf. [Joh20a, Lemma 4.4]). Let « € K*. Then a or a1 is integral over R. Moreover, one of o
or ot satisfies a monic polynomial of degree d, where

de 1 if «a is tame,
2 if a is wild.

Proof. As in the proof of [Joh20a, Lemma 4.4], the result holds if « is tame. Suppose that « is wild. By Fact
3.4, there are some z,y,z € R such that z + ya + za? = 0, and at least one of z,y and z is invertible in R.
If z € R* or if z € R* then a and a~! are integral over R respectively, in each case witnessed by a monic
quadratic polynomial over R, as wanted. Thus we may assume that y € R* and that z,z € R\ R* = p. In
particular  + y + z € R*, otherwise y = (z + y + 2) +  + z € p, which is impossible.



Letﬂ:aa1,sothataﬁ+,8:aanda:%.Then
z4+ya+za® =0
2
eryiJrz p 0

B+1 "7 +1
z(B2+1) +yB(B+1)+ 28> =0
(x+y+2)8+ys+r=0

T
B2+ —L 54 =0
r+y+z r+y+z
Since [ is a fractional linear transformation of «, it is wild as well. By Lemma 3.2, % = 0 mod p, but
r+y+z
— Y =Y _1mod p, which is absurd. ]
r+y+z Y

Corollary 3.6. The integral closure O of R (in K ) is a valuation ring of K, and if « € .4 \ R, then there are
some p,q € R such that a® + pa + q = 0.

Proof. We know that « is wild, so either the conclusion holds or there are some p,q € R such that a2 +pa~!' +
q = 0, meaning that 1 + pa + ga? = 0. Then 1 = pa + qa® € .#, an absurd. (]

The exact same proofs of Section 4.3 of [Joh20a] hold in characteristic 2. The following fact summarizes
these results.

Fact 3.7 (Cf. [Joh20a, Lemma 4.6, Corollary 4.7 and Lemma 4.8]). Let .# denote the mazimal ideal of the
valuation ring O. Then RN .4 =p, O is non-trivial, and if a € O, then « is tame if and only if o € R.

Proposition 3.8. The induced map k = R/p = R/(RN.#) — OJ M is onto, hence an isomorphism. In
particular, O has residue field isomorphic to k.

We denote by res : O — k the residue map. Note that if o € R, then Tes(a) = z + ye implies that res(a) = .

Proof of Proposition 3.8. Let x € O. We must find some y € R such that z + . # = y+ .#. If x € R, take
y=ux.If £ € O\ R then z is wild by Fact 3.7. If x € .#, take y = 0. Hence we may assume that z € O* \ R,
from which, by Lemma 3.5, one of = or ™! satisfies a monic quadratic equation over R. We split our analysis
accordingly.

o If 22 + bz + ¢ = 0 for some b,c € R, then by Lemma 3.2 we know that b € p and c + p is a square in R/p,
i.e. there is some d € R such that ¢ +p = d? + p. It follows that ¢ + .# = d?> + 4, so x> + bx + ¢ = 0 implies
that (x + d)? € .# . Therefore x + d € .# and thus x + .# = d + A as wanted.

o If 2724 bx~! 4+ ¢ =0 for some b, c € R, then the latter item shows that =! +.# = d+ .# for some d € R.
Note that d € R*, because otherwise d € p C .# and 2~ ' € .4, contradicting the choice of x € O*. It follows
that o + .# = d~' + .#, as wanted. |

4  DIFFERENTIAL STRUCTURE AND DENSITY

By well known facts about dual numbers, the map 1es : R — k[e] induces a non-trivial derivation 9y : R — k,
where k is endowed with its natural R-module structure. Indeed, res(z) = res(z)+ dp(z) - £ uniquely determines
0o : R — k. Under this point of view, @ equals the subring of constants of 9y . Recall that for any a € O\ Q
there is some af € @ such that aa’ € R\ Q. Any such af is called a neutralizer of a, cf. [Joh20a, Definition 5.5].
Also, in [Joh20a, Definition 5.12], Johnson defines a secondary “valuation” map valy : O — I' U {co}, where T’
is the value group of O and where

valy(a) = {oo ifa € Q,

—val(a®) if a' is a neutralizer of a.

This secondary valuation is well defined: any element a € O \ @ admits a neutralizer a' and all neutralizers of
a have the same valuation, cf. [Joh20a, Lemma 5.6 and Lemma 5.13].

Remark 4.1. Note that if a € O\ Q, ¢’ € O and ¢ € Q are such that a = ¢+ d/, then vals(a) = vals(a’). This
holds because if af neutralizes a, then a' neutralizes a’, because a’a’ = aa’ + qa’ € R \ Q.

Fact 4.2 (Cf. [Joh20a, Lemma 5.17]). If a € O and val(a) + valg(a) > 0, then a® € R.

Proof. If a € Q then a? € R automatically. If a € O\ Q, let a' be a neutralizer of a, so that val(a) > val(a'),
ie., a/at € .. Also, a/a’ is wild, because otherwise a/a’ € R and a = af - (a/a’) € T-R C I C Q,
=0

which is absurd. Therefore, by Corollary 3.6, there are some p,q € R such that a® + paa’ + g(a’)? ,
i.e. a® = p(aa’) + q(a")? € R. O
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The proof of the following fact is independent of the characteristic of K.
Fact 4.3 (Cf. [Joh20a, Lemma 5.15]). Let a € O and let ¢ € Q. Then

00 if valg(a) + val(q) > 0,
valp(a) + val(q)  otherwise.

valp(aq) = {

The proofs of Section 5.4 of [Joh20a] remain true in our context: they do not depend on the characteristic
of K, and, in [Joh20a, Lemma 5.20], the assumption that says that no valuative ball is contained in R remains
true whenever ¢ is not weakly of V2-type. We also highlight the following fact, which is independent of the
characteristic.

Fact 4.4 (Cf. [Joh20a, Proposition 5.22]). Let a € O. Then for any v € T' there are some ¢ € Q and o’ € O
such that a = g+ a and v(a') > 7.

The following proposition is crucial, and its proof is essentially the same as the one of [Joh20a, Proposition
5.24], but with the necessary changes for our characteristic 2 setting.

Proposition 4.5 (Cf. [Joh20a, Proposition 5.24|). Let a € O. Then a® € Q.

Proof. Let u € I be non-zero. Let v € ' be such that —y < vals(a) and val(u) < 7. Use Fact 4.4 to find some
g € Q and some o’ € O such that a = ¢ + o/ and val(a’) > 3. By Remark 4.1, —y < valy(a) = valy(a’). Also,

(4.1) val(a’/u) = val(a") — val(u) >3y —vy =2y >0
and, by Fact 4.3,

02 ) = i () = (%) + i

! !/
unless valy e +val(u) > 0, in which case a’ € Q, yielding a = q+a’ € Q and a® € Q. If valy (a) +val(u) <0,
U u
then equation 4.2 holds, implying that

!’

/
—v < valp(a') = valp <a) + val(u) < valg (CL) +7,
U U

so that
a/
(4.3) valy <u> > 2.
Adding equation 4.1 with equation 4.3 we get that val(a’/u) + vals(a’/u) > 0. Then Fact 4.2 implies that
(a'/u)? € R, so that (a/)> € R-u? C R-1C 1 C Q. Finally, a®> = ¢*> + (a)? € Q as wanted. O

Corollary 4.6 (Cf. [Joh20a, Proposition 5.32]). K is imperfect.

Proof. If K is perfect, then O is perfect as well, i.e. O? = O. By Proposition 4.5, we get that O? C Q, so
0? CQ € R C O, which is absurd. O

We finish this section by summarizing Propositions 5.23, 5.30 and 5.31 of [Joh20a], whose proofs are inde-
pendent of the characteristic. As a reminder, given a valued field (K, O), a mock K/.# is a couple (D, ¢) where
D is a divisible O-module such that x € O -yory € O -z for all z,y € D, and ¢ : k — D is an O-module
injection, whose image is denoted as Dj.

Fact 4.7 (Cf. [Joh20a, Propositions 5.23, 5.30 and 5.31]). There is an O-module structure extending the Q-
module structure of O/Q, making it into a mock K/.# .

5 FIELDS OF DP-RANK 2

Following Johnson’s notations, an unstable dp-finite field is called of valuation type if its canonical topology
is a V-topology. The proof of the following fundamental theorem [Joh20a, Theorem 6.13] is independent of the
characteristic. We include a proof in order to stress how dp-rank and inflators fit together.

Fact 5.1 (Cf. [Joh20a, Theorem 6.13]). Let K be a sufficiently saturated model of (the theory of) an unstable
field of characteristic 2 and dp-rank at most 2. If K is not of valuation type, then there is a 2-inflator ¢ defined
on Dirk(K) satisfying the Strong Assumptions.

Proof. Let ky =< K be a magic subfield. If A is the lattice of type-definable kg-linear subspaces of K, then A
admits a non-zero pedestal G, inducing a malleable m-inflator ¢ with fundamental ideal R. = Stab(G) = {z €
K:2G C G}, where m € {1,2}. By [Joh19b, Proposition 5.32], the fundamental ring of a malleable 1-inflator
is a valuation ring, so K would be of valuation type if m = 1, cf. [Joh20a, Corollary 6.12]. If m = 2, by the
same Corollary, if some mutation of ¢ is weakly of multi-valuation type, then K is of valuation type. Therefore



9

no mutation of < is of weak multi-valuation type, and, in particular, no mutation of < is of weak V2-type. By
[Joh20a, Corollary 2.3], ¢ admits an isotypical mutation, which will satisfy the Weak Assumptions too. Hence,
such a mutation satisfies the Strong Assumptions, as wanted. O

The following lemma is folklore. We include a proof for the sake of completeness.
Lemma 5.2. Fields of finite dp-rank are perfect.

Proof. Let K be a field of finite dp-rank and characteristic p > 0. Then K = KP via Frobenius, which is a
definable isomorphism. Thus we have that dp-rk(K) = dp-rk(K?). If e = [K : KP] is finite, then K = (K?)° as
KP-vector spaces, and this isomorphism is also definable in the field structure. By additivity of dp-rk,

dp-rk(K?) = dp-rk(K) = dp-rk((K?)¢) = e - dp-rk(K?),

so either e = 1, i.e. K = KP, or dp-rk(KP) = 0, in which case K? and K are both finite, hence equal. Now we
have to rule out the possibility of e being infinite. Suppose that this is the case, let n < w and let aq,...,a, € K
be KP-linearly independent. Then the map (K?)™ — K given by (by,...,b,) — >, b;-a; is a definable injective
homomorphism of KP-vector spaces, implying by additivity that n - dp-rk(K?) = dp-rk((K?)") < dp-rk(K).
Since dp-rk(K) is finite, we reach a contradiction by choosing n < w such that n - dp-rk(K?) > dp-rk(K). O

<

Proposition 5.3 (Cf. [Joh20a, Proposition 6.28]). Let K be a monster model of an unstable field with dp-rk(K)
2. If K is not of valuation type, then char(K) = 0.

Proof. By [Joh20a, Proposition 6.28], char(K) is either 0 or 2. It cannot be 2, because in this case, by Fact
5.1, there is a 2-inflator on K satisfying the Strong Assumptions. By Corollary 4.6, K is imperfect. But then K
cannot have finite dp-rank, by Lemma 5.2. (I

Theorem 5.4 (Cf. [Joh20a, Theorem 6.29]). If K is a field of positive characteristic and of dp-rank at most 2,
then K is either stable or of valuation type.

Proof. The result holds if the characteristic of K is odd by [Joh20a, Theorem 6.29]. If char(K) = 2, then K is
of valuation type by Proposition 5.3. Indeed, if K is a sufficiently saturated extension of K, then the canonical
topology on K is a definable V-topology, whose restriction to K corresponds to the canonical topology of K,
which, by definability, is again a V-topology. (]

6 2-INFLATORS AND W5-TOPOLOGIES IN POSITIVE CHARACTERISTIC

All fields and rings mentioned in this section are assumed to be of positive characteristic, unless stated
otherwise.

6.1 Pre-Diffeo-Valued Fields

Given a valued field (K, ), if (D, ¢) is a mock K/.#, then [Joh20a, Corollary 8.4] shows that there is a
secondary valuation map val : D — I"U {oo} such that

(1) val(z) <0 or val(z) = oo for any = € D,

(2) val(z) = oo if and only if x = 0,

(3) val(z) > 0 if and only if x € im(¢),

(4) For any a € O and any z € D,

00 if v(a) + val(z) > 0,
v(a) +val(z) ifv(a) 4+ val(z) <0,

val(az) = {

(5) val(z + y) > min{val(z), val(y)} for any =,y € D,
(6) y € O - x whenever val(y) > val(z), and y € .# - © whenever val(y) > val(z).
(7) For any v € I" there is some « € D such that val(z) < .
These properties hold because, following [Joh20a, Proposition 8.2], for any sufficiently resplendent elementary
extension (K*,O0*, D*) of (K, O, D), there is an isomorphism of O*-modules D* = K*/.#*, on which we can
define
if v € 4
(6.1) val'(z +.*) =4 % ’
v () itz A
If we expand the language with a function symbol val, then (K*, O* D* val*) satisfies the following first-order
properties:

e For every x € D\ {0} there is some a € O such that ax € Dy \ {0},
e For any a,b € O, if ax,bx € Dy \ {0}, then v(a) = v(b),
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e For all z € D,

—v(a) if ax € Dy \ {0},

out of which Properties 1 to 7 follow. Therefore, by resplendency, there is a realization of val in (K, O, D)
satisfying the same properties. Note that the second part of Property 6 is not in the original list of properties
of [Joh20a, Corollary 8.4], so it needs to be checked. Consider a sufficiently resplendent elementary extension
(K*, 0%, D* val*) of (K, O, D,val), and assume that D* = K*/.#* and that val® is defined as in equation 6.1.
Then, if val*(z + .#*) < val*(y + .#) we have that val*(z + .#*) cannot be oo, so val*(z + .#*) = v*(z) and
x & M ie 1/x € O Uy € A*, then y/x € A* and y = (y/x) - x, so the conclusion follows. If y & .#Z*,
then val*(y + .#*) = v*(y) > v*(z), so y/x € .A* and again the conclusion follows. Therefore the sentence
Vz,y € D (val(y) > val(z) — Ja € A (y = ax)) holds in (K*,O*, D* val*) and thus in (K, O, D, val).

Definition 6.1. A pre-diffeo-valued field is the data of:

(1) A valued field (K, O),

(2) A mock K/.# (D, ¢),

(3) A subring R C O and a surjective derivation 9 : R — k. If we denote Q = ker 9, then O, R, D and k
are (Q-modules in a natural way.

(4) A surjective @-module morphism 7 : O — D such that kerm = Q,

such that the diagram
@) D
R k

commutes. If char(K) is odd, we set 7 to be a derivation, and if char(K) = 2, we ask that 0% = {a®? : a €

o} c .

Here we endow k with its natural O-module structure, so that Leibniz Rule for 0 in k makes sense: if
r € R and = € k, then r - x = res(r)z. Note that pre-diffeo-valued fields are first-order axiomatizable, and
their theory is consistent: if (K, D,d) is a diffeo-valued field, then 7 = §, R = {& € O : val(é(x)) > 0}
and 0 = d|g make (K, D,d) into a pre-diffeo-valued field. More precisely, if ¢ : k& — D is the O-module
injection, then im(¢) = im(8|g), so d := ¢~t 0 d|g : R — k is a well defined surjective derivation with kernel
ker(6) N R = ker(d) = {x € O : val(d(z)) > 0}.

Lemma 6.2. The map vy : O — T'U {0} defined by v (x) = val(w(x)) satisfies that R = {x € O : vz(x) > 0}
and Q = {z € O : vy (x) > 0}.

Proof. First, if © € R, then d(x) € k and w(z)¢(0(x)) € im(¢). By Property 3, vr(z) = val(w(x)) > 0. Also, if
vr(2) > 0 for some x € O, then, by the same property, 7(z) € im(¢), so there is some z € k with 7(z) = ¢(z).
As 0 is onto, there is some y € R such that d(y) = z. It follows that 7(z) = ¢(9(y)) = 7(y), so x —y € Q C R.
As y € R, it follows that € R too. Second, if € O, then Properties 1 and 2 yield that

val(z) = {OO if z =0,

T

—_—T

d
—

z € Q<= 7(r) =0 val(n(x)) = 0o < val(n(x)) > 0,
as wanted. (]

In this way, if char(K) is odd, pre-diffeo-valuation data coincides with the diffeo-valuation data of Section
8.4 of [Joh20a].

Lemma 6.3. Let ky = Fglg N K, where p = char(K). Then Q is a ko-algebra.

Proof. Let q € ko, so that ¢ is algebraic over F,,. There is some n > 1 such that ¢?" = q. Therefore v(q) =
v(g?") = p™v(q), so v(x) is either 0 or oo, because I is torsionless. Therefore ky C O, so O is a kg-algebra. If p
is odd, 7 is a derivation and 7(¢) = 7(¢?") =0, ie. € Q. If p=2,then g =¢*" =¢*" € 0> C Q as well. [

Definition 6.4. We say that a pre-diffeo-valued field as in Definition 6.1 is dense if Q) is dense in O with
respect to the valuation topology, i.e. for any a € O and any « € I' there is some ¢ € @) such that a = ¢+ r and
v(r) > v. We also say that the pre-diffeo-valuation data is dense.

This property is also first-order axiomatizable. As above, any dense diffeo-valued field is again a dense
pre-diffeo-valued field.

Remark 6.5 (Cf. [Joh20a, Remark 8.13]). If the pre-diffeo-valuation data is dense, then all fibers of O are
dense in O, and O is not trivial.
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Proof. First, we know that ), which is the fiber of 0 under 0, is dense in O. If y € k, then there is some r € R such
that O(r) = y because 9 is surjective. Then the fiber of y under 9 is exactly r + Q. Indeed, 9(r +q) = 9(r) =y
for any ¢ € @ and if s € R is such that 9(s) = 9(r) = y, then s € r + Q for s — r € ker(9) = Q. Now, if Q is
dense in O, then r 4+ @ is dense in r + O = O. Second, if O = K, then .# = {0} and the valuation topology
is discrete. If @ is dense in O with respect to the discrete topology, then @ = R = O = K, implying that
0 : R — k is trivial, hence not surjective. O

For the rest of this section, let (K, O, D, R, $,d,m) be a fix dense pre-diffeo-valued field.

Lemma 6.6 (Cf. [Joh20a, Lemma 8.14]). (1) R and Q are proper subrings of K.
(2) I:=QN A is a proper ideal of R and Q.
(3) Frac(Q) = Frac(R) = K.
(4) Q is a local ring with mazimal ideal I.

(5) I #0.

Proof. (1) R is a subring of O by definition and @Q is a subring of R because d(ab) = a-9(b) +b-9(a) =0
whenever 9(a) = 9(b) = 0, i.e. whenever a,b € Q. They are proper subrings as O is proper whenever the
pre-diffeo-valuation data is dense.

(2) I is an ideal of @) because it is an ideal of O intersected with @. It is proper because 1 ¢ I. We have
to prove that I is an ideal of R. To this end, let 4 € [ and a € R. Then i € .# and a € O, so ia € 4. Also
vx(a) > 0 and, by Property 4, val(w(ia)) = val(i - w(a)) > v(i) + vz (a) > v(i) > 0, so ia € Q.

(3) It is enough to show that O C Frac(Q). Let a € O and let ¢ € Q and r € .# be such that 0 = ¢ + r and
v(r) + vy(a) > 0. Then r = —¢ € Q and, by Property 4, we have that v, (ra) = val(w(ra)) = val(r - 7(a)) = oo,
ie. ra € Q.

(4) We need to show that Q@ \ I C Q*. Indeed, if ¢ € Q is not in I, then d(¢) = 0 and v(q) = 0. Therefore
v(g ) =0and (¢ ) = —¢2-9(q) =0, ie ¢t €Q.

(5) If I =0 then @ is a field, for I is maximal. Then @ = Frac(Q) = K, contradicting properness. |

Lemma 6.7 (Cf. [Joh20a, Lemma 8.22|). Let tes : R — k? be the map defined by tes(a) = (res(a),d(a)).

(1) The map res induces a ring isomorphism between the quotient Q/I and k, so k is a simple Q-module.

(2) R and I are Q-submodules of K.

(3) The map tes : R — k? induces an isomorphism of Q-modules between R/I and k?. Therefore R/I is a
semi-simple Q-module of length 2.

Proof. (1) We have to check that ker(res)N@Q) = I and that res|g is onto. The first follows from ker(res) = .#,
and the second because of density: if z € k and r € R is such that d(r) = x, then one can write r = g + r’ for
some ¢ € Q and v(r’) > 0. Then res(r) = res(q).

(2) R is an overring of @ and [ is an ideal of Q.

(3) We have to check that res is a @-module morphism, ker(res) = I and that fes is onto. First, if ¢ € @
and r € R, then

— res(q) F&5(r)
= q-1es(r).
We also have that res(r) = (res(r),d(r)) = (0,0) if and only if r € .# Nker(d) = .# N Q = I. Finally, let

(v + M,y + .#) € k*, with 2,y € O. Use Remark 6.5 to find some r € R such that d(r) = y + .# and
v(r —x) > 0. Then res(r) = (r+ #,0(r)) = (v + A,y + ) as wanted. O

Lemma 6.8 (Cf. [Joh20a, Lemma 8.23]). Let a,b,c € K. Then the Q-submodule generated by {a,b,c} is
generated by a two-element subset of {a,b, c}.

Proof. Without loss, we may assume that v(¢) < min{v(a),v(b)}, so that a/c and b/c are in O. Also, we may
assume that v;(a/c) < vr(b/c), i.e. val(mw(a/c)) < val(mw(b/c)). If vz (b/c) = oo, then b/c € Q and b € Qc, as
wanted. If not, then val(m(a/c)) is finite. By Property 6, there is some © € O such that - 7(a/c) = w(b/c). Let
q € Q and r € . be such that z = ¢ + r and v(r) + vy (a/c) > 0. Then

7(be) = 2 - w(afe) = - w(afc) + 7 w(afc) = q - w(a/c) = w(ga/o)
so that b/c € ¢- (a/c) + Q C Q- (a/c) + Q and b € Qa + Qc, as wanted. O

Lemma 6.9. Let a € O*. Then vy(a) = ve(a™1).
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Proof. If char(K) is odd, then 7 is a derivation and 7(a~!') = —a=2 - 7(a), so Property 4 shows that
val(m(a™')) = val(—a? - 7(a))
_Joo if val(m(a)) > 0,
| val(n(a)) otherwise.

Thus, if val(r(a)) > 0 then val(m(a)) = co = val(n(a™!)), and if val(n(a)) < 0, we also get val(mw(a=?t)) =
val(m(a)) as wanted. If char(K) = 2 and the conclusion does not hold, without loss, v;(a) < vz(a™!). In this
case v, (a) is finite. By Property 6, there is some z € .# such that m(a~!) = 2 - m(a). Find some i € Q,7 € A
such that x =i+ r and v(r) + vz(a) > 0. Then i =2 —r € I and

mla)=x-7(a) =i-7(a) +r-7(a) =i-n(a) = n(ia),
ie.a™! —ia € Q. Then 1 —ia? € Qa. Since ©? C Q and i € I, then ia? € I and 1 —ia® € Q*. It follows that
1 € Qa, ie. a~! € Q. Moreover, v(a~!) = 0 implies that a~! € Q* because the unique maximal ideal of Q is
I =QnN.#. Then a € Q, meaning that v,(a) = 0o = v.(a™!), a contradiction. ]
6.2 Diffeo-valuation Inflators

Recall that if A is a modular lattice, then the cube rank of A is the maximum n € N such that there is a
strict n-cube in A, and oo if no such maximum exists.

Corollary 6.10. The cube rank of Subg(K) is 2.

Proof. Suppose there is a strict 3-cube in Subg(XK). Then there are four Q-submodules A, By, By, Bs of K such
that A C By N By N By and {By, Bs, B3} are lattice-independent over A. Then none of the B; is equal to A, so
we can choose some b; € B;/A for each i. The @Q-submodule of K generated by {b1,bo, b3} is generated, say, by
{b1,b2} by Lemma 6.8, i.e. b3 € Qb + Qby. But then Bs N (B; + B2) 2 Qbs 2 A, contradicting independence
over A. Therefore the cube rank of Subg(K) is at most 2. Also, by Statement 3 of Lemma 6.7, R/I = k? as
@Q-modules via res, so we may pull back the strict 2-cube

/\
\/

to a strict 2-cube
(O @ k) /4; ®0)

\/

implying that the cube rank of Subg(K) is at least 2. O

Theorem 6.11 (Cf. [Joh20a, Theorem 8.24]). Let (K,O,D,R,¢,0,m) be a dense pre-diffeo-valued field. As
before, put ko = Fglg N K. Then there is a malleable ko-linear 2-inflator < : Dirg (K) — Dirg(k?) given by

(V) = {(res(x1),...,1e5(zp)) : (x1,...,2n) E VN R},
where V € Subg (K™) and tes is as in Lemma 6.7.

Proof. Let € be the category of @-modules, and let ' : K Vect — € be the forgetful functor. Let G : € —
ko Vect the forgetful functor, which is well defined by Lemma 6.3. By Corollary 6.10, F/(K) = K has cube rank
2. By item 3 of 6.7, I is a pedestal of Subg(K'). Propositions 8.9 and 8.12 of [Joh19b] show that there is a
malleable 2-inflator ¢ : Dirg (K) — Dirg(R/I) given by

(V) = (VAR + I")/I" = p&"(V O R"),

where p : R — R/I is the natural projection and p®" : R® — (R/I)" is coordinate-wise p. Under the isomor-
phism Dirg(R/I) = Dirg(k?) = Dirg(k?) induced by res, we get that

(V) = {(res(x1),...,165(zp)) : (%1,...,2n) € VN R"}
for any V' € Subg (K™), as wanted. O
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Definition 6.12. We say that a 2-inflator on a field of positive characteristic is a diffeo-valuation inflator if it
is isomorphic to the inflator of dense pre-diffeo-valuation data given by Theorem 6.11.

Since pre-diffeo-valuation data and diffeo-valuation data coincide in fields of odd characteristic, this definition
corresponds to the one given by Johnson for odd characteristic fields.

Theorem 6.13 (Cf. [Joh20a, Theorem 8.26]). Let ¢ be an isotypic, malleable 2-inflator on a field of positive
characteristic. If no mutation of < is weakly of V2-type, then < is a diffeo-valuation inflator.

Proof. If char(K) is odd, then [Joh20a, Theorem 8.26] shows that there is diffeo-valuation data inducing our
pre-diffeo-valuation data, and whose associated inflator is isomorphic to . If char(K) = 2, then Fact 2.15 shows
that there is a field k extending ko and an isomorphism of kg-algebras R/I = k[e], where R and I are the
fundamental ring and ideal of ¢ respectively. In fact, such isomorphism is induced by the generalized residue
map 1es : R — k[e], which is surjective. By Corollary 3.6, the integral closure O of R is a valuation ring of
K, and by Proposition 3.8 the residue field of O is k. Since Tes is a surjective ring homomorphism, there is a
surjective derivation 9 : R — k such that res(r) = res(r) + 9(r) - € for all r € R. We defined Q to be the kernel
of 9, and proved that O? C @ in Proposition 4.5. By Fact 4.7, one can endow O/Q with an O-module structure
that extends its @-module structure and making it a mock K/.# . Therefore the projection 7 : O — O/Q is a Q-
module surjection with kernel . We have recovered all of the pre-diffeo-valuation data. Since R/I = k[e] = k?
as k-modules, the inflator from Theorem 6.11 is isomorphic to ¢ by Fact 2.15. ]

Corollary 6.14 (Cf. [Joh20a, Corollary 8.27]). Let ¢ be a malleable 2-inflator on a field of positive characteristic.
Then some mutation of < is weakly of V2-type, or a diffeo-valuation inflator.

Proof. If no mutation of < is of weak V2-type, then there is a mutation ¢’ of ¢ which is isotypic. Such a ¢’ is still
malleable and admits no weak V2-type mutations too. Therefore ¢’ is a diffeo-valuation inflator by Theorem
6.13. 0

Definition 6.15. Let S be a multi-valuation ring of a field K of characteristic p > 0. Recall the notation
ko = Fglg N K, and let n > 1 be the number of maximal ideals of S. We say that S is good if |ko| > n.

Lemma 6.16. Let S be a good multi-valuation ring of K. If b € K \ S, then there is some q € ko such that
1/(b—q) € S.

Proof. If O is the localization of S on some maximal ideal, then O is a valuation ring of K, which we know is
a kog-algebra by the proof of Lemma 6.3. Let ¢, ..., q, be pairwise different elements of k. Then one of
1 1
b—q1’ b —qn
is an element of S, by [Joh19b, Lemma 5.24|. Since b ¢ S, the result follows. |

Lemma 6.17 (Cf. [Joh20a, Lemma 8.29]). Let K be a dense pre-diffeo-valued field and let S be a good multi-
valuation ring of K such that aS C @ for some a € K. Then a = 0.

b

Proof. If a # 0, then v(a) is finite. Note that a =a-1 € aS C Q C O. Use Property 7 and surjectivity of 7 to
find some b’ € O such that val(7 (b)) < min{val(7(a)),0,—v(a)}. Let ¢’ € Q and b € .# be such that b’ = ¢’ +b,
so that val(w(b)) = val(w(V')). There are two cases:

(1) If b € S, then ab € Q and

0 < val(m(ab)) (because ab € Q)
= val(a - 7(b)) (because a € Q)
=v(a) + val(m (b)) (because v(a) + val(m(b)) < 0)
< 07

which is absurd.

(2) If b ¢ S, given that S is good, use Lemma 6.16 to find some ¢ € kg such that 1/(b —¢q) € S. By
Lemma 6.3, such ¢ is also in @, and by hypothesis, a/(b — q) € Q. We claim that ¢ € @ has to be non-
zero. Otherwise a/(b — q) = a/b € Q. Since b € .#, we have that v(a) + val(w(b)) < 0 < wv(b), so that
v(a/b) + val(m(b)) = v(a) — v(b) 4+ val(w(b)) < 0. This implies that

0 < val(m(a)) (because a € Q)
(- (39)
= val (% ~7T(b)> (because % €Q)
= v(a/b) + val(m(b)) (because v(a/b) + val(m(b)) < 0)
<0,
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which is absurd. Since b € .# and q € kI C O, we have that b — ¢ € O*, and by Lemma 6.9, val(r(b)) =

val(m(b — q)) = val (7r <b_1q>) . Thus,

0 < val <7r ( a )) (because 7 ? ¢ Q)

—q

~ vl ( - (b_lq)) (becanse a € Q)
+ val (7r <b1>> (because v(a) + val (7r <1>) = v(a) + val(m(b)) < 0)

b—q
= v(a) + v(m(b))
<0,
which is absurd. ]
Proposition 6.18 (Cf. [Joh20a, Proposition 8.30]). Let K be a field of positive characteristic that admits dense

pre-diffeo-valued data, and let s : Dirg (K) — Dirg(k?) be its diffeo-valuation inflator. Then no fundamental
ring of a mutation of ¢ contains a non-zero ideal of a good multi-valuation ring.

Note that the conclusion of the proposition is equivalent to saying that no mutation of < is of VI*ol-type.

Proof. Otherwise, suppose R/ is the fundamental ring of a mutation ¢’ of ¢ and suppose S is a good multi-
valuation ring of K such that aS C R, for some non-zero a € S. We know that ¢ is the inflator associated to the
pedestal I of Subg(K). If ¢ is the mutation along the line K - (a1, ...,a,), then ¢’ is the inflator associated to
the pedestal I’ = a7 'IN...Na, ', with fundamental ring R, = Stab(I') = {x € K : I’ C I'}. Then aS C R,/
implies that abS C bR, C I’ for some non-zero b € I', so if a; # 0, then a;baS C a;bR. C a;I' C I C Q. But
then a;ba = 0 by Lemma 6.17, which is absurd. (I

Theorem 6.19 (Cf. [Joh20a, Theorem 8.31]). Let ¢ be a 2-inflator on a field of positive characteristic. The
following statements are equivalent.

(1) < is a diffeo-valuation inflator.

(2) < is malleable, isotypical and no mutation of < is of weak VIFol-type.

(3) < is malleable, isotypical and no mutation of s is of weak V2-type.

Proof. (1) = (2): If ¢ : Dirg (K) — Dirg(k?) is a diffeo-valuation inflator, then it is malleable by definition,
isotypical because its target is Dirg(k?) and no mutation of ¢ is weakly of V*ol-type by Proposition 6.18.

(2) = (3) : If some mutation ¢’ of ¢ is of weak V2-type, then there is a non-zero ideal J of a multi-valuation
ring S of K, with at most 2 maximal ideals, such that J C R.. Then S has at most 2 < |ko| maximal ideals,
so ¢’ is of weak V1*ol_type.

(3) = (1) : If ¢ is malleable, isotypical and none of its mutations is of weak V2-type, then < is a diffeo-
valuation inflator by Theorem 6.13. O

6.3 Ws-topologies

In this section we work with fields of characteristic p > 0, and we still denote ky = Fglg NK. Let n >0 and
let R be a ring. If its lattice of R-submodules Subg(R) has cube rank at most n, we say that R is a W,,-ring.
We say that a ring topology 7 on a field K is a W,-topology if (K, T) is locally equivalent to a field L with a
topology induced by a W,-subring S such that Frac(S) = L, cf. [Joh20b, Corollary 3.8], meaning that the set of
non-zero (principal) ideals of S form a local basis of 0. Finally, we say that a ring topology on a field is definable
if there is a uniformly definable local basis around 0. For a review of model theory of topological fields, local
equivalence and W-topologies, see [PZ78] and [Joh20b].

Definition 6.20. A DV -topology T on a field L is a topological field (L, 7) locally equivalent to (K, 7r) where
(K,0,D,R,¢,0,m) is some dense pre-diffeo-valued field and 7x is the topology induced by R. We say that
(L, 7) is a DV -topological field.

Remark 6.21. Let (K,0,D,R,¢,0,7) be a dense pre-diffeo-valued field. Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 6.6 show
that @ C R and if u € I is non zero, then uR C I C @, so R and @) are co-embeddable, meaning that they induce
the same topology. Such a topology is a Hausdorff, non-discrete, locally bounded field topology on K, because
Q is a local ring which is proper in Frac(Q) = K. A posteriori, all DV -topologies satisfy these properties.

Proposition 6.22 (Cf. [Joh20a, Proposition 8.17]). No DV -topology is a V -topology.

Proof. 1t is enough to show that if (K,0,D, R, ¢,0,n) is a dense pre-diffeo-valued field and 7 is the topology
induced by R, then 7 is not a V-topology. If 7 is a V-topology, then (K, 7) satisfies the following local sentence:

(6.2) VUerTIVervVa,yec K(azyeV —» (ze€UvVvyel)).
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Let U = R. Then there is some non-zero ideal J of R playing the role of V' in sentence 6.2. We may assume
that J = aR for some non-zero a € R. Use Property 7 and surjectivity of 7 to find some 2’ € O such that
val(m(z')) < 0. Use density of @ to find some ¢ € Q and x € .# such that '’ = ¢+ z and v(z) > v(a). Then
val(m(x)) = val(n(z’)) < 0. We get a contradiction with x and y = a/x, because xy = a € aR but ¢ R as
val(m(z)) is negative, and y = a/x ¢ R because v(a/x) is negative. O

Proposition 6.23 (Cf. [Joh20b, Theorem 8.3]). If R is a Wa-ring on a field K of positive characteristic, then
either

(1) R is co-embeddable with a ring R, = {x € O : v.(x) > 0} given by some dense pre-diffeo-valuation data
on K, or

(2) R is co-embeddable with some multi-valuation ring S of K. In particular, there is some a # 0 such that
aS C R.

Proof. Let m = wt(R) < 2. Let ¢ be the malleable m-inflator induced by a semi-simple quotient of length m in
Subgr(K), so that if ¢’ is a mutation of ¢ and R is its fundamental ring, then R and R, are co-embeddable,
cf. [Joh20b, Proposition 8.2]. There are two cases:

(1) If some mutation ¢’ of ¢ is weakly of multi-valuation type, then there is some multi-valuation ring S of
K and some non-zero b € K such that ¢S C R./. There is some non-zero ¢ € K such that bR C R, so bc # 0
and bcS C bR C R, as wanted.

(2) If no mutation of ¢ is weakly of multi-valuation type, then m = 2 because fundamental rings of malleable
1-inflators are valuation rings, cf. [Joh19b, Proposition 5.32]. In this case, there is a mutation ¢’ of ¢ and
dense-pre-diffeo-valuation data

@) D
—k

on K. Lemma 6.2 shows that R.s = R, so R is co—embeddable with R, as wanted. O

—r

Proposition 6.24 (Cf. [Joh20b, Lemma 8.4]). Let K be a field of positive characteristic, and let 7 be a DV -
topology on K. Then 7 is a Wa-topology and not a V™-topology for any n > 1.

Proof. Since (K, 1) is a DV-topology and the W5 property is locally axiomatizable, we may assume that there
is dense pre-diffeo-valuation data (O, D, R, ¢,0,7) on K such that 7 is induced by R. By Remark 6.21, 7 is
also induced by @. By Lemma 6.8, @ is a Wa-ring of K, so 7 is a Wa-topology. Now, suppose that 7 is a V-
topology for some n > 1. Passing to a sufficiently saturated elementary extension (K*,O*, D* R* ¢* 0%, 7*)
of (K,O0,D,R,¢,0,7), we get that (K*,7*) is locally equivalent to (K, 7). By saturation, we may assume that
7* is induced by a multi-valuation ring S of K* having at most n maximal ideals. Then S is 7*-bounded, so,
by saturation, there is some Wa-overring S’ of S inducing 7*, cf. [Joh20b, Lemma 3.7]. Therefore S’ itself is a
multi-valuation ring with at most 2 maximal ideals. It cannot have one maximal ideal, otherwise it would be a
valuation ring and 7* would be a V-topology, in contradiction with Proposition 6.22. If k§ = Fglg N K*, then
|kg| > 2 and we get that S’ is a good multi-valuation ring co-embeddable with R*. This implies that there is
some non-zero a € K* such that aS’ C R*, in contradiction with Lemma 6.17. O

Definition 6.25. We say that a topological field (K, 1) is strictly V™ or that 7 is a strict V™-topology if (K, T)
is V™ but not V™ for any m < n.

Theorem 6.26 (Cf. [Joh20b, Theorem 8.5]). It 7 is a Wa-topology, then exactly one of the following holds:
(1) 7 is a V-topology,
(2) T is a strict V2-topology,
(8) 7 is a DV -topology.

Moreover, all such topologies are Ws-topologies.

Proof. If the characteristic of the underlying field is 0, then this is proven in [Joh20b, Theorem 8.5]. Thus, we
may assume that the characteristic of the underlying field is positive. V- and V2-topologies are Wy-topologies.
DV -topologies are Ws-topologies too, by Proposition 6.24. If 7 is a Ws-topology on a field K, then upon
saturating we may assume that it is induced by some Wa-ring R of K. By Proposition 6.23, since char(K) > 0,
we get that either R is co-embeddable with some R, given by dense pre-diffeo-valuation data on K, or that
R is co-embeddable with some multi-valuation ring of K. The first case implies that 7 is a DV-topology, and
the second case implies that 7 is V™ for some n > 1. As in the proof of Proposition 6.24, 7 has to be either a
V-topology or a V2-topology. Finally, all three cases are exclusive by Propositions 6.22 and 6.24. (|

We conclude several corollaries from Theorem 6.26.
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Corollary 6.27. Let K be a field of positive characteristic.

(1) If K admits a DV -topology T, then K is not perfect.
(2) If T is a Wa-topology on K, then T is a V2-topology.

Proof. (1) We may assume that 7 is induced by some dense pre-diffeo-valuation data (O, D, R, 0,7, ¢) in K.
Then, if char(K) = p > 0, we know that O? C Q C R C O. If K is perfect, then O = OP and 0 is trivial, which
is absurd.

(2) This follows from the classification given by Theorem 6.26. (I
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