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VALUE FUNCTIONS AND DUBROVIN VALUATION RINGS ON SIMPLE
ALGEBRAS

MAURICIO A. FERREIRA AND ADRIAN R. WADSWORTH

ABSTRACT. In this paper we prove relationships between two generalizations of commutative valu-
ation theory for noncommutative central simple algebras: (1) Dubrovin valuation rings; and (2) the
value functions called gauges introduced by Tignol and Wadsworth in [TW;] and [TW3]. We show
that if v is a valuation on a field F' with associated valuation ring V' and v is defectless in a central
simple F-algebra A, and C is a subring of A, then the following are equivalent: (a) C' is the gauge
ring of some minimal v-gauge on A, i.e., a gauge with the minimal number of simple components
of C'/J(C); (b) C is integral over V with C' = B1 N...N B¢ where each B; is a Dubrovin valuation
ring of A with center V', and the B; satisfy Gréater’s Intersection Property. Along the way we prove
the existence of minimal gauges whenever possible and we show how gauges on simple algebras are
built from gauges on central simple algebras.

INTRODUCTION

Valuation theory has been a very useful tool in the study of finite-dimensional division algebras,
particularly in the construction of examples, such as noncrossed products and division algebras with
nontrivial reduced Whitehead group SK;. (See [Ws] for a survey of valuation theory on division
algebras.) But there has been some difficulty in applying valuation theory in noncommutative
settings because division algebras do not have many valuations and simple algebras that are not
division algebras do not have valuations. This has led to efforts to find structures similar to but
less restrictive than valuations that would exist more widely.

One such approach was initiated by Dubrovin in [Du;] and [Dug]. By generalizing the idea of
places in commutative valuation theory, he defined what are now called Dubrovin valuation rings.
Such rings share many of the distinctive properties of commutative valuation rings, and it is known
that for every central simple algebra A over a field F' and every valuation ring V' of F' there is a
Dubrovin valuation ring B of A with center V', and B is unique up to isomorphism. However, there
is in general no valuation associated with such a B (except in the integral case, see below). The
substantial theory of Dubrovin valuation rings is the topic of the book [MMU].

Another approach was initiated rather recently by Tignol and the second author in [TW;] and
[TW3] by the introduction of gauges, which are a kind of value function on a semisimple algebra S
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finite-dimensional over a field F', but satisfying weaker axioms than for a valuation. (See §1 below
for the definition of a gauge.) The theory of gauges is still developing, but it has already become
a useful complement to the classical valuation theory of division algebras. A gauge o on S always
extends some valuation v on F, so « is called a v-gauge. Just as the valuation v induces a filtration
on F', so « induces a filtration on S yielding an associated graded ring gr,, (S), which is a finite-rank
semisimple graded algebra over the graded field gr,(F'). The associated graded algebra captures
much of the essential information about « on S, but gr,(S) is often much easier to work with
than with S itself. Gauges are easy to construct in many cases, and they have good behavior with
respect to tensor products and scalar extensions of algebras.

The question naturally arises what kind of connections there may be between Dubrovin valuation
rings and gauges. A limited answer was provided in [TW;]: Morandi had shown in [Ms] that a
Dubrovin valuation ring B of a central simple F-algebra A has a special kind of associated value
function pp if and only if B is integral over its center Z(B); when this occurs, B determines pp and
vice versa since B = {a € A | up(a) > 0}. Here, Z(B) is a valuation ring V of F', say with associated
valuation v. In [TWy, Prop. 2.5] it was shown that the gauge ring R, = {a € A | a(a) > 0} of a
v-gauge « on A is a Dubrovin valuation ring if and only if its residue ring R,/J(R,) is a simple
ring. (J(e) denotes the Jacobson radical of ».) Moreover, when this occurs, R, is integral over its
center V and a = pp,. Furthermore, if v is defectless in A, then every Dubrovin valuation ring B
of A with center V' and integral over V is the gauge ring of the v-gauge up on A. Since it is known
that gauge rings R, are always integral over their centers, and Dubrovin valuation rings B always
satisfy B/J(B) is simple, this result says that Dubrovin valuation rings and gauge rings coincide
“whenever possible.” When V has rank (= Krull dimension) 1, then every Dubrovin valuation ring
of A with center V is integral over V. But, when V has rank 2 or more, the Dubrovin valuation
rings of A with center V are very often not integral over V.

We show in this paper that there are still significant, and somewhat surprising, connections
between the Dubrovin theory and gauges even when the Dubrovin valuation rings are not integral
over their centers. We use the special intersections of Dubrovin valuation rings analyzed by Grater
in [G1]. He showed that to every valuation ring V' of a field F' and every central simple F-algebra A
there is a subring C of A, with C integral over V and determined uniquely up to isomorphism, such
that C' = By N ... N B¢, where the B; are each Dubrovin valuation rings of A with center V', and
the B; are related by satisfying a special “Intersection Property.” We dub such a C a Grdter ring
for V in A. Gréter proved that among other nice properties C' is a noncommutative Bézout ring
and that the B; are determined from C' as the localizations of C' with respect to its maximal ideals.
The number £ of B; in the intersection (= the number of maximal ideals of C) is an invariant
§ = &y, 4) of V and the Brauer class [A] of A. Griter called this number the “extension number.”
The same number had appeared earlier in [W1] in the “Ostrowski Theorem” for Dubrovin valuation
rings. The extension number equals 1 if and only if some (hence every) Dubrovin valuation ring
of A with center V is integral over V.

Let a be a v-gauge on the central simple F-algebra A. The degree zero piece of the associ-
ated graded ring gr,(A), denoted AJ, coincides with R,/J(R4), and is a semisimple ring finite-
dimensional over the residue ring F* of the valuation v. Let

w(a) = the number of simple components of the semisimple ring Ag.

We show in Th. 3.5 that w(a) > £y, (4}, where V' is the valuation ring of v. We call a a minimal gauge
if equality holds. We show in Th. 3.9 that if « is a minimal gauge on A then its gauge ring R, is a
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Grater ring. Conversely, we prove in Th. 3.11, that if v is defectless in A then a Gréter ring of A
with center V' is the gauge ring of some minimal v-gauge.

Defect in valuation theory refers to the failure of equality in the Fundamental Inequality. The
background results we need on defect are given in §1.b. The defect is trivial for valuations of residue
characteristic 0 or of prime residue characteristic not dividing the index of a central simple algebra.
It is not hard to prove that if a semisimple F-algebra S has a v-gauge, then the valuation v must
be defectless in S (see Prop. 1.9). In Th. 4.3 we prove the very nontrivial converse that if v is
defectless in S, then S necessarily has a minimal v-gauge. This is of interest in itself, and is also
essential for the proof of Th. 3.11.

Our approach to proving results about gauges and Grater rings with respect to a central val-
uation v often involves working back from corresponding objects for a coarser valuation w. A
v-gauge « on a central simple F-algebra A has a coarsening to a w-gauge 5 on A with an induced
v/w-gauge on the residue ring AP , see Prop. 1.5. However, the semisimple F "-algebra Ag need
not be central simple. Therefore, it has been necessary to determine how gauges on semisimple
algebras are related to gauges for central simple algebras. We do this in §2. Reduction from the
semisimple case to the simple case is very easy. The simple case turns out to have a nice description
that takes some work to prove: If S is a finite-dimensional simple F-algebra, and v is a valuation
on F, let vi,...,v, be the extensions of v to the center Z(5). If « is a v-gauge on F, we show
in Th. 2.2 that there are uniquely determined v;-gauges «; on S such that o = min(aq,...,a;).
Moreover, in Th. 2.8 we give a necessary and sufficient compatibility condition on v;-gauges «; so
that min(aq,...,q,) is a v-gauge. This is a notable result in its own right for the still-developing
theory of gauges.

For valuations on fields, the valuation is determined (up to equivalence) by the valuation ring.
This is likewise true for the Morandi value functions determined by Dubrovin valuation rings integral
over their centers. We give an example in §5 to show that the corresponding property does not
hold for minimal gauges. In our example there are infinitely many nonisomorphic minimal gauges
on a central simple algebra all with the same gauge ring R,.

There is a book in preparation [TW3] that will give a more extensive treatment of gauges than
is available in the currently published literature. We have adapted §1.b below on defect and the
result in the Appendix from that book because the material is essential for this paper and there is
no adequate published reference available. Also, the existence of gauges for defectless algebras was
first proved in that book. What is needed here to complete the results in §3 below is the existence
of minimal gauges for defectless algebras. This is proved in §4 by an argument that is substantially
different from the one in [TW3).

1. VALUE FUNCTIONS ON SEMISIMPLE ALGEBRAS

For the convenience of the reader, we recall a few basic properties of gauges proved in [TW;] and
[TW3]. First, a few words of notation: If R is any ring (with 1), we write: R* for the group of units
of R; Z(R) for the center of R; J(R) for the Jacobson radical of R; and My (R) for the k x k-matrix
ring over R. Fix for now a divisible totally ordered abelian group I', chosen to be sufficiently large
to contain the values of all valuations and the degrees of all gradings we consider. If v: F' — I'U{co}
is a valuation on a field F', let V' be the corresponding valuation ring, V = {z € F|v(x) > 0};
then J(V) = {x € F|v(z) > 0}, which is the unique maximal ideal of V. We write F' for the
residue field V/J(V') and T, for the value group v(F*), which is a subgroup of I'. We say that
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v and V are trivial if V' = F. For basic assumed background on valuations on fields we refer to
Bourbaki [B, Ch. 6] or Engler-Prestel [EP]. For valuations on division rings we use analogous
notation and terminology to that for fields. A good reference for valuation theory on division rings
is the paper [JW].

Let D be a division ring finite-dimensional over its center. A valuation v: D — I' U {oco} defines
a filtration on D: for each v € T', we set

D>y ={deD|v(d)>~v}, Dsy={deD]v(d)>v}, and D, = D>,/D,.
The associated graded ring for v on D is

grv(D) = @ D’Y’
vyel’

It is a graded division ring because every nonzero homogeneous element in gr(D) is invertible. (If
D is commutative, then gr(D) is also commutative and is then called a graded field.) The grade set
Lgr(py of gr(D) is {y € I'| D, # {0}}, which is a subgroup of I coinciding with I',. Note that Dy is
a division ring. Also, since I, is torsion-free, D* = |J.cp, Dy \ {0}. Now, let M = P, . M, be
a graded right gr(D)-module, i.e., M is a right gr(D)-module with M,-Ds C M, for all v,0 € T,
Then, M is a free gr(D)-module with well-defined rank and a homogeneous base. We therefore call M
a right graded gr(D)-vector space, and write dimg,pyM for the rank of M as a gr(D)-module. If
N is another graded gr(D)-vector space, then a gr(D)-homomorphism 1: M — N is called a graded
homomorphism if (M) C N, for all v € I'. We write M =, N if there is a graded isomorphism
M — N. If m € M\ {0} is homogeneous, then there is a unique v € I' with m € M,; we call v
the degree of m, and write v = degm. For any 0 € I, we write M(J) for the gr(D)-vector space
obtained from M by shifting the grading by 9:

(1.1) M(0) = G}FM(é)W where M(6)y = M, 4.
e

Now let M be a right D-vector space. A v-value function on M is a map a: M — I'U{oo} such
that

(i) a(z) = co if and only if x = 0;
(ii)) a(x +y) > min (a(x), a(y)) for z,y € M;
(iii) a(xd) = a(x) +v(d) for all x € M and d € D.

We write I'y, to denote the value set a(A \ {0}), which need not be a group, but it is a union of
cosets of I',. The v-value function « is called a v-norm if M is finite-dimensional and contains a
D-vector space base (z;); such that

n
(1.2) o Y id;) = min (v(d;) + o(x;)) for di,...,dn € D.
Such a base (z;)?_, is called a splitting base of M for c. Just as with valuations, the value function a
defines a filtration on M: for each v € I, we set

Msy ={zeM|alx)>v}, Ms,={zecM|afzx)>~}, and M, = M>,/M-,.

(When we need to specify the value function, we write M. gv’ M., and M,‘YJ‘) The associated graded

>
object

gra(M) = @ M'Y
el
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is a graded right gr(D)-vector space with dimg(p) gr,(M) < dimp M (see [RTW, Cor. 2.3]). We
will write gr(M) instead of gr, (M) when the value function « is clear. Every nonzero element
r € M has an image 7 in gr(M), defined by 7% = x+ M 4(;) € My(y). We will often write simply
T instead of @ when « is clear. A D-base (xi)le of M is a splitting base of M for « if and only
if (Z;)%_, is a gr(D)-base of gr(M) (see [RTW, Cor. 2.3]). Hence,  is a v-norm on M if and only
if dimg,(p) gr(M) = dimp M.

A v-value function « on a finite-dimensional F-algebra A is surmultiplicative if a(1) = 0 and
a(zy) > a(x) + a(y) for z,y € A. For such an «, set

(1.3) R, = {x € A|la(x) >0} and Jo={x € Ala(x) > 0}.

It is clear from the axioms for « that R, is a subring of A and J, is a two-sided ideal of R,. One
can check further that 1+ J, C RY; hence J, lies in the Jacobson radical J(R,). Thus, if R,/ J,
is semisimple, then J, = J(R,). Also, if F' = Z(A) and I'y, lies in the divisible hull of I', then
Z(Ry) = RyNF =V, the valuation ring of v, and J(R,) N F = J(V). Moreover, if in addition « is
a v-norm, then it follows from [TW;, Lemma 1.20 and Th. 3.1] that R, is integral over V. Because
a is surmultiplicative, the multiplication in A induces a multiplication on the graded gr(F')-vector
space gr,(A) such that for z,y € A

~ vy if alzy) = a(z) + a(y),

1.4 = A =
(14) TY = 2+ A>a@)taly) { 0 if a(zy) > alz) + a(y).
Thus, gr,(A) is a graded algebra over gr(F). We write [gr,(A): gr(F)] for dimg,(py gr,(A).

Let F' be a field with a valuation v and valuation ring V. A surmultiplicative v-value function
a on a finite-dimensional F-algebra A is called a v-gauge if « is a v-norm and gr, (A) is a graded
semisimple gr(F')-algebra, i.e., gr,(A) has no nonzero homogeneous nilpotent ideal. In this case,
R, is called the gauge ring of a. If o is a v-gauge on a semisimple F-algebra A and o is a v-gauge
on a semisimple F-algebra A’ we say that o and o/ are isomorphic v-gauges if there is an F-algebra
isomorphism n: A — A’ such that o/ on = a.

For finite-dimensional graded algebras over a graded field there are structure theorems analogous
to the Wedderburn theorems in the ungraded context. The graded theory is developed in [HW, §1].

Example 1.1. One of the basic constructions of gauges is that of End-gauges on endomorphism
rings determined by norms on vector spaces, which we now recall. Let D be a finite-dimensional
division F-algebra and let M be a finite-dimensional right D-vector space. Suppose the valuation
v on F' extends to a valuation w on D and let o be a w-norm on M. Then there is a well-defined
surmultiplicative v-value function End(«) on the endomorphism ring Endp (M), given by

(1.5) End(a)(f) = min (a(f(m)) - a(m))

m e M\{0}
(see [TWy, Prop. 1.19]). Moreover,
8'End(a) (EndD (M)) %g Endgfw(D) ( gra(M)) .
(The endomorphism ring Endg, (p) (gro(M)) has a natural grading in which a map g: gro, (M) — gr, (M)
has degree v if g(Ms) C M5 for all § € I'.) Thus grg,q(q) (Endp(M)) is graded simple, i.e., it has
no proper nonzero homogeneous ideals. It follows by dimension count that End(a) is a v-gauge

if and only if w on D is defectless over v, i.e., [gr,,(D): gr,(F)] = [D:F] (see [TWy, Prop. 1.19]).
Since dimp M < oo the grade set I'y, = (M \ {0}) consists of finitely many cosets of T',, say
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Iy = |_|f:1 vi + L'y, a disjoint union. Then gr, (M) has a canonical graded gr(D)-vector space
decomposition

k
gro,(M) = @ M;, where M; = @ M; =, gr(D) ®p, M,,.
i=1 §€7i+Tw

An endomorphism of gr,, (M) of degree 0 sends each Mj to itself. Thus, the degree-0 component of
8'End(c) (EHdD(M)) is

(1.6)  Endp(M)o = (Endg(p)(gr(M))), = f[(End (M), z]f[ Endp, (M,,).

Thus, (Endg,( p)(gr(M )))0 is semisimple with exactly k simple components, each Brauer equivalent
to the division ring Dy. Note that the number k of simple components equals the number of cosets
of I'y, in Ty,

The graded ring Endg,(p)(gr(M)) can be viewed as a matrix ring with shifted grading as fol-
lows: Let (mq,...,my,) be any splitting base of M with respect to «, and let v; = a(m;),
for each i. Then (my,...,m,) is a homogeneous base of the gr(D)-vector space gr(M) with
degm; = ;. Let D = gr(D). Each m; spans a 1-dimensional graded D-subspace of M, and
m;D =, D(v;), which is D with its grading shifted by ~;, as in (1.1). Thus, as graded D-vector
spaces, gr(M) = @;_, m;D =, @;_, D(7;). Then, as graded gr(F')-algebras,

(L7) Endg, () (er(M)) =, Endp (D(11) & ... & D(3a)) =, Ma(D)(.- . 7).

where M,,(D)(71, ..., vn) is the matrix ring M,, (D) but with grading shifted so that its J-component
cosists of the matrices with each ij-entry D, ., 15, for all 6 € I'. Since D, _,, 45 # {0} if and only
if 0 € v; —7; + 'y, we have

1=1j=

We will need in §4 the following more general construction of End-gauges:

Lemma 1.2. Let A be a semisimple F-algebra with a v-gauge . Let M be a free right A-module
with base (mq,...,my). Take any v1,...,v € T, and let n: M — I' U {0} be the “a-v-norm”
defined by

(1.9) 77( i: miai) = 1glzlgn (% + oz(az)) for all ay,...,a, € A.

Let E = Enda(M) and let v be the v-value function End(n) on E defined by
o(f) = min (n(f(m;)) —n(m;)).

1<i<n

Then,
(1.10) O(f) = min_(n(f(m)) —n(m)),

meM\{0}

and 9 is a v-gauge on E. Moreover, gr, (M) is a free right gr,(A)-module with base (M1, ..., Mmy),
and gr,(E) =, Endg,_(a)(gr,(M)).
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Proof. Note that for all m,m’ € M and a € A,
n(ma) > n(m) +afa) and n(m+m') > min(n(m),n(m’)).

n
Now, take any f € E and nonzero m € M, say m = > m;a; with a; € A. Then,
i=1

f(mi)ai) —n(m) > min (n(f(m)) + ala;)) —n(m)

1 1<i<n

-

n(f(m) —n(m) = nf
= min [(n(f(mi)) — n(ms)) + (n(ms) + a(a;))] —n(m)

1<i<n
> lrgnllgn (n(f(ms)) — n(my)) + 1Ignzl£n (n(m;) + ala;)) — n(m)
= 1I§nzl£n (n(f(ml)) — ’I’}(mz)) = ¢(f)

Thus, n(f(m)) —n(m) > ¥(f). Hence,
¥(f) = min (n(f(mi)) —n(mi)) > min _(n(f(m)) —n(m)) > ¥(f),

m eM\{0}
so equality holds throughout, proving (1.10).
Note that for the identity map idys, clearly ¥ (idys) = 0. Also, let f,g € E. Then,

W(fog) =  min (n(f(g(m))) —1(m))
= ain[(n(f —n(g(m))) + (n(g(m)) —n(m))]
> min (n(/( n(g(m))) + i (1(g(m) = n(m))
> ¥(f) +(g).

Thus, ¢ is surmultiplicative.

Now consider the graded structures. Note that as « is a v-norm, 7 is a v-value function on M. So,
gr,(M) is a graded gr, (F')-vector space. Formula (1.9) shows n(ma) > n(m) + a(a) for all m € M
and a € A. Hence, the right A-module structure of M induces a well-defined gr , (A)-module action
on gr, (M) such that

SO [ ma if n(ma) =n(m)+ ala);
ma = mat Mym)ta@ = { 0 if n(ma) > n(m) + a(a).
In particular, m; @ = m;a. Let (a;)7_, be a splitting base of A for a. By formula (1.9), (mja;);j_, is
a splitting base of M for n. Hence,
gry(M) = @EB mia; gr,(F )2@1@1@@ ry(F) = €B (EB a; gr,(F)) = 69 i gry(A).
1=17= =1 : =1

Therefore, grn(M) is a free gr,(A)-module of rank n with base (m1,...,m,).

Take any nonzero f € E. Formula (1.10) above shows that n(f(m)) > ¥(f) + n(m), for all

>
m € M, with equality for some m € M \ {0}. From this one can see that f induces a well-defined
map f: gr,(M) — gr, (M) defined on homogeneous elements by

ﬂm%:{ﬂﬁj it 5(f(m)) = ¥ (f) +(
0 i n(f(m)) > ¥(f) +

)i
).

m
m
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Routine calculations show that fis a gr,(F)-vector space endomorphism of gr, (M) which maps

each M, into M, yy). The definition of ¢ shows that f(fnv,) # 0 for some 7; so f;é 0. Moreover,
for any m € M and a € A, it is easy to check that

flma) = { flma) if n(f(ma)) = (f) +n(m) +ala) _ 7z
0 if n(f(ma)) >¢(f)+n(m) + a(a)

from which it follows that fe Endg,_(a)(gr,(M)) and fis homogeneous of degree ¥ (f). Moreover,
for nonzero g € E and any m € M,

5o i) = { g(f(m) i n(g(f(m)) = ¥(g) +(f) +n(m),
0 if n(g(f(m))) > ¥(g) +¥(f) +n(m),
hence,
~m_Jgof ifugof) = vlg) +u(f);
() geof { 0 it wlgof) > wlg)+v(h)

Also, if (g) > ¥(f), then f/—l—\g = f Therefore, fdepends only on the image fof fin gr,(E).
Thus,NtherS is a well-defined map ¢: gr,,(E) — Endg_(4)(gr,(M)) given on homogeneous elements
by ¢(f) = f for f € E. Using (1.11), one can check that ¢ is a graded gr,,(F')-algebra homomorphism,
and ¢ is injective since it is injective on each homogeneous component of grw(E).

For surjectivity of ¢, take any j,k € {1,...,n} and any nonzero a € A. Define h € E by
h(my) = mja and h(m;) = 0 for i # k. Then, as n(mja) = v;+a(a), we have ¥(h) = v; — v, +a(a)
and ﬁ(frﬁ) = mja = mja while E(T?L/Z) =0 for i # k. Of course, h = u(h) € im(t). Because maps
such as h generate Endg, (1) (grn(M )) as an abelian group, the map ¢ is surjective, so a graded
isomorphism. Because gr,(A) is graded semisimple (as « is a v-gauge) and gr, (M) is a free gr,, (A)-
module, Endg, (4)(gr,(M)) is graded semisimple by the graded Wedderburn theory (see [HW, §1,
especially Prop. 1.3]). Hence, gr,(F) is graded semisimple. Furthermore,

lgry () s gro(F)] = [Endg_(a)(gr,(M)) : gry(F)] = n’[gra(A) : gr,(F)]
= n’[A:F] = [E:F].
Thus, v is a surmultiplicative v-norm on F with grw(E) graded semisimple, showing that 1) is a

v-gauge on FE. O

The following proposition shows how to construct gauges on direct products of algebras.

Proposition 1.3. Let Ay,..., Ay be finite-dimensional simple F-algebras with respective v-gauges
aty... 0, and let A=Ay x ... x Ap. The map a: A — T'U{o0} defined by

(1.12) a(zry,...,o)) = min (al(:zl), - ,ozk(;vk)), for x1 € A1,...,x11 € Ap,
is a v-gauge on A and there exists a canonical identification of gr(F)-algebras

gro(A) = gro, (Ar) x ... x grak(Ak).

Proof. 1t is easily checked that « is a surmultiplicative v-value function on A. For v € I', we have
a(zy,...,xg) > v if and only if a;(x;) > v for i = 1,... k. Hence A>y = Ay >y X ... X Ap>n.
Similarly, Asy = Ay >, X ... X A ~~. Therefore,

(1.13) gra(A) = gry, (A1) x ... x gry, (Ag).
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By counting dimensions, we have
k
lgra(A) s gr(F)] = Y lgra, (4) : gr(F)].
i=1
Since [gr,, (A;) : gr(F)] = [A; : F] fori=1,...,k, it follows that [gr,(A) : gr(F')] = [A : F|. Finally,
the projections of a homogeneous nilpotent two-sided ideal of gr,(A) are homogeneous nilpotent
two-sided ideals of each gr,.(A;), which is trivial since gr,, (4;) is assumed semisimple. Therefore,
gr,(A) is also semisimple. O

Every v-gauge on A as in Prop. 1.3 is given by the formula (1.12); more precisely, if 5 : A — T'U {oco}
is a v-gauge, then for each ¢ = 1,...,k the map 3;: A4; — I" U {oo} defined by

(1.14) Bi(z) = B(0,...,0,z,0,...,0) (z in the i-th position)
is a v-gauge on A; and

B(x1,...,xx) = min (51($1),...,5k(xk)), for x1 € Ay,...,x € Ay,
(see [TW1y, Prop. 1.6] for a proof).

l.a. Composition of gauges. Let v: F' — I' U {oo} be a valuation on a field F', where I' is a
divisible totally ordered abelian group, and let V' be the valuation ring of v. A valuation v’ on F is
said to be equivalent to v if its valuation ring is also V. Recall that a valuation w on F' is said to
be a coarsening of v if its valuation ring W contains V. When this occurs, the maximal ideal J (W)
of W is a prime ideal of V', and W is the localization V;yy of V at J(W). As is well-known, the
map w — J(W) gives a one-to-one correspondence between the equivalence classes of coarsenings
of v and the set of prime ideals of V. Given v and w, the ring U = V/J(W) is a valuation ring of
F“ = W/J(W), and a valuation v on F * with ring U is called the residue valuation determined

by v and w; we sometimes denote u by v/w. Its residue field is qu = F". From the perspective
of w, the valuation v is called a refinement of w, and v is determined up to equivalence by w and u,
since V' = 7, (U) where m,: W — F" is the canonical projection; we call v the composite of
w and u, and write v = u * w.

We now look at coarsenings from the perspective of the valuation v: F' — I'U{oco}. Let A C T be
any convex subgroup, i.e., a subgroup of I' satisfying for all y € I', § € A, if 0 < < § then v € A.
So, A is a divisible group. Let A = T'/A, which is a divisible totally ordered abelian group under
the ordering induced from I'. Let e: ' — A be the canonical map, which we extend to I' U {oco} by
setting £(00) = co. By composing v with &, we obtain a valuation w on F

w=¢cov: FF — AU{o0},
which is a coarsening of v. Let W be the valuation ring of w. The residue valuation v = v/w is
v(e) if w(e) =0,
00 if w(c) >0,

uw: FY — AU {o0} given by u(c+ J(W)) = { for all ce W.

Note that all coarsenings of v (up to equivalence) are obtainable this way: If w’ is a coarsening
of v, let Ag = {v(c) | w(c) = 0}, and let A’ be the convex hull of Ay in I'. Then w' is equivalent
to the coarsening of v determined by A’.

Let
(1.15) H(T,) =T, ®z Q,
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which is the divisible hull of T';,. Recall that the ordering on I';, extends uniquely to H(T',), making
the latter into a divisible totally ordered abelian group. Moreover, we may view H(T',) as a subgroup
of T, since there is a unique monomorphism H(I';) — I' extending the inclusion I', < T'. Since
valuations extending v on algebraic extensions of F' all have value groups lying in H(I',), there is
generally no loss for us to assume I' = H(I',). Recall that the convex subgroups of H(I',) are in
one-to-one correspondence with the convex subgroups of I';,, which are in one-to-one correspondence
with prime ideals of V', which are in turn in one-to-one correspondence with equivalence classes of
coarsenings of v.

Now let A be a finite-dimensional F-algebra and let a: A — I" U {oo} be a surmultiplicative v-
value function. With A, A, €, and w as above, the composition of a with ¢ yields a surmultiplicative
w-value function

f=coa: A — AU{oo}.
If « is a v-gauge, then (3 is a w-gauge, by [TWa, Prop. 4.3]. In this case, [ is called a coarsening
of a. If T, CH(T,), then w = f|r determines A NH(T',), which determines 3; we then call 3 the
w-coarsening of a.

Proposition 1.4. Let o be a v-gauge on a central simple F-algebra A such that T, lies in the
divisible hull H(T,) of T',. Let w be any valuation on F which is a coarsening of v, and let W be
the valuation ring of w. Let § be the w-coarsening of o. Then the gauge ring Rg is a central
localization of Ry by P = J(W), that is, Rg = Ry Vp.

Proof. For each x € A, if a(x) > 0, then S(x) = e(a(z)) > 0. Thus, R, C Rg. Since W = Vp C Rg,
we have R,-Vp C Rg. For the reverse inclusion, let b € Rg. Since () > 0 implies a(z) > 0,
we only have to consider the case B(z) = 0. In this case, a(z) € A. Since I', C H(T,), there
exists a positive integer n such that na(z) € I'y. Thus, na(z) € I', N A. Let ¢ € F such that
v(c) = n|a(x)|. Hence, we have w(c) = e(v(c)) = 0. Since —n|a(x)| < a(z) < n|a(z)], it follows
that a(cz) = v(c) + a(z) > 0. Therefore, z = (zc)c™! € Ry-Vp. O

For the coarsening 3 of the v-gauge o on A as above, let Ag be the degree zero part of grz(A),
which is a finite-dimensional semisimple F “-algebra. Thus,
Ag = Ago/ Aio
={zcA|afz)eAora(z)>dforalld € A} /{z € A|a(z) > 6 for all § € A}.

For u = v/w, we can define a u-value function on Ag :

a(z) if B(z) =0,

00 if B(x) > 0.

This is well-defined by [TWg, Lemma 4.1]. Note that I'y, = ANT,. For any § € A we have

(A0)s = (Ag)=s / (Ag)ss = (A%5/A%))/(ALs/AL,) = ALs/A%s = Af.

(1.16) ap: Ag — AU{oo} by x+A§0 > {

Hence,

(1.17) 800 (A7) =y @ A3,
dEA
which is easily checked to be a graded ring isomorphism. Thus, we may view graO(Ag ) as a graded

subring of gr,(A4) = @, A7
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Proposition 1.5. The value function ag is a u-gauge on Ag.

Proof. We know from [TWy, Prop. 4.3] that ag is a u-norm. Moreover, «q is surmultiplicative
since « is surmultiplicative. Thus, it remains only to prove that graO(Ag ) is graded semisimple.
Since gr,(A) is graded semisimple, it suffices to consider the case when gr,(A) is graded simple. In
this case, by the graded version of Wedderburn’s Theorem (see [HW, Prop. 1.3]), we can identify
gro(A) with Endp(V), where D is a graded division ring and V is a finite-dimensional right graded
D-vector space. (The grading on Endp(V) is given by: for n € T', an f € Endp(V) is homogeneous
of degree n if and only if f(V,) C V,4, for all v € T".) Let {b1,...,b,} be a homogeneous D-base
of V, and let v; = deg(b;). Since I'y is a finite union of cosets of I'p, we can write {by,...,b,}
as a disjoint union |_|IZ:1 Sy, where b; and b; are in the same S, if and only if v; —v; € I'p + A.
Let V; be the graded D-vector subspace of V generated by S;. We have a direct sum decomposition
V = Eszl V;. By (1.17), each nonzero homogeneous f € graO(Ag ) is a homogeneous element of
Endp (V) satisfying also deg(f) € A. Hence, f maps each V; to itself. Thus, we can write

k
(1.18) graO(Ag) = 'Hl B; where B; = G%E”dD(Vi)v'
1= ye

The proof is completed by showing that each B; is a simple graded algebra. Let

D' = & D,,
YEA
which is a graded division subring of D. Now fix an index i € {1,...,k}. The grade set of V; lies
in some coset A\; + (I'p + A). Let

/
YEAN+TA YEXN+Tp+A

so V; is a graded D’-vector subspace of V;. Let I'p = | |;.;d; + (A NTp), a disjoint union of cosets
of ANT'p. Then we also have I'p + A = |_|jeJ d; + A, which is again a disjoint union. For each
Jj € J, pick some d; € Ds, \ {0}. Then, as I'piq; = 6; + (ANTp), we have
D = @ D'd;.
jeJ

1 —
Also, as Vidj = @, e 15,40 Vo

Vi =@ Vid; = @ V,®x Dd; =V, ®p D.
jeJ jeJ
Any map in B; sends V! to itself, since I'y, € A. Thus, there exists a homomorphism of graded rings
¥: B; — Endp/(V}), given by g — gly;. This map ¢ has an inverse given by sending h € Endp/ (V})
to h ® idp € Endp(V; ®ps D). Note that if h is homogeneous, then deg(h) € A, as Py €A+ A.
Hence, h ® idp is homogeneous with deg(h ® idp) = deg(h) € A, showing that h ® idp € B;.
Therefore, B; =, Endp/(V}), which is a simple graded algebra. O

1.b. Defectlessness of valuations in semisimple algebras. We now develop the notion of
defectlessness of a valuation v on F' in a finite-dimensional semisimple F-algebra A. We will see in
84 that defectlessness is the condition required for the existence of v-gauges on A. First, we review
the concept of defect on division algebras. A good reference for the division algebra case is [My].
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Let D be a finite-dimensional division algebra over a field F'. For a valuation w on D, extending a
valuation v on F', we have the “fundamental inequality”

(1.19) [D:F] > [D:F]-|Ty:Tyl
When equality holds in (1.19), we say the valuation w on D is defectless over F. If v extends
uniquely to Z(D), we define the defect Op/p of D over F' by

[D:F]
[D:F]-|Ty:Ty|
In particular, dp,z(p) is always defined; we call it simply the defect of D and use the simpler
notation dp for dp,z(p). When dp,p is defined we have

(1.20) Ip/r =

(1.21) Op/r = Op - 0z(p)/F
by the transitivity formulas for residue degrees and and indices of value groups. In fact, for
P = char F, we have Op/r = p¢ for some integer ¢ > 0 if p # 0, and Opsr =1 if p= 0. This result
is known as Ostrowski’s Theorem and was proved by Draxl in [D, Th. 2] for v Henselian and in
general by Morandi in [My, Th. 3]. Hence in particular, if p = 0 or if p # 0 and p { [D:F], then
E?D/F =1.

Let A be a (finite-dimensional) semisimple F-algebra, let (Fj,,vy) be a Henselization of (F,v),
and let A, = A®p F},. Since F}, is a separable extension of F', the Fj-algebra Aj is semisimple;
hence, it has a decomposition into simple components

Ah = Mnl(Dl) X ... X Mnr,(Dr)

for some integers nq, ..., n, and some division algebras D1, ..., D, over F}. We say that v is
defectless in A if for each i = 1, ..., r the unique valuation on D; extending vy, is defectless over F,
ie, dp,/p, =1fori=1,... r

It is clear from the definition that v is defectless in A if and only if v is defectless in each simple
component of A, and that this condition holds if and only if vy is defectless in Ap,. We single out
two particular cases:

o If K is a finite-degree field extension of F' and vq,...,v, are all the extensions of v of F
to K, then v is defectless in K if and only if equality holds in the Fundamental Inequality,
i. e.

[K:F] = ;[Fvizfv] Ty, : Tyl

This follows readily from Th. A.1 in the Appendix.

o If A is a central simple F-algebra, then v is defectless in A if and only if the valuation on
the division algebra associated to Ay, is defectless over Fj. In particular, if v is defectless
in A, it is also defectless in every algebra Brauer-equivalent to A.

In simple algebras that are not central, we have the following reduction to the central case:

Proposition 1.6. Let A be a simple F-algebra, and let vy, ..., v, be the valuations on Z(A)
extending v. The following conditions are equivalent:

(a) v is defectless in A;
(b) v is defectless in Z(A) and v1, ..., v, are each defectless in A.
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Proof. For each i =1, ..., 7, let (Z;,v; ) be a Henselization of (Z(A),v;). From Th. A.1 in the
Appendix, we have

Z(A)p &2 723 X oo X Zy.

Since Z(Ap) = Z(A)p, the number of prime components of Ay, is r, and we have division algebras
Dy, ..., D, with centers Z1, ..., Z, respectively such that

Ah = Mnl(Dl) X ... X Mnr,(Dr)

for some integers n1, ..., n,. Now, we have dp,/p, = Op, - 9z,/r, (cf. (1.21)); hence Op, /g, = 1 if
and only if dp, = 1 and 9z, /p, = 1. The equivalence of (a) and (b) follows. O

When I'r & Z, v is defectless in any central simple F-algebra and v is defectless in a semisimple
F-algebra A if and only if it is defectless in Z(A). Also, by Ostrowski’s Theorem, if char F' = 0,
then v is defectless in every semisimple F-algebra; if char F = p # 0, then v is defectless in every
central simple F-algebra A whose index ind(A) is not divisible by p.

Lemma 1.7. Let w be any coarsening of the valuation v on F', and let K be a finite-degree field
extension of F. If v is defectless in K, then w is defectless in K.

Proof. Let wy, ..., wy be the extensions of w to K. For j € {1,...,¢}, let vij,v95, ..., vg,; be the
extensions of v to K that are refinements of w;. Thus, the v;; are all the extensions of v to K. Let
v/w denote the valuation on F " induced by v and likewise v;;/w; the valuation on K" induced
by vi;. Note that vij/w;,vaj/wy, ..., vg,;/w; are all the extensions of v/w to K" For each i,
there is a commutative diagram of value groups with exact rows:

0 —— Ty T, Ty 0
0 — Loy fu Loy L, 0

Because the map I'y, — I'y; is injective, the Snake Lemma yields a short exact sequence of cokernels
of the columns:

0 ——= Ty, jw; /Tojw — Tuy; /Ty — Tw; /Ty —— 0
Hence,

(1.22) Ty, :Ty| = |T : Dy | [T, : T |-

Vij /w;

Since v is defectless in K, we have

B
<S?

[K:F] = > S [K™:F°]|T

j=li=1

:I‘v‘.

4
Vi

-
I
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Equation (1.22) together with the Fundamental Inequality for each K" over F" and for K over F
then yield,

ek
[K:F] = -21 1[K””:F”] Tus; /0, Tojuo| Ty 1T
j=li=
4 L vij/w; —gv/w
=2 < [ng " N ] ‘Pvij/wj : FU/U") ‘ij :P“"
7=1 \i=1
Lo —
< S [KY:F"] Ty, :Ty| < [K:F).
j=1
The last inequality must therefore be an equality, showing that w is defectless in K. ([l

Proposition 1.8. Let w be any coarsening of the valuation v on F. Let A be a semisimple F-
algebra. If v is defectless in A, then w is defectless in A.

Proof. Assume first that A is central simple over F. Let (F}, ,,vs) be a Henselization of (F,v). Let
w’ be the valuation on Fj,, with ring W-Vj,. So, w’ is the extension of w which is a coarsening
of vp. Since vy is Henselian, its coarsening w’ is also Henselian, by [EP, Cor. 4.1.4, p. 90], so
(Fpp,w') contains a Henselization (F, ,,wp) of (F,w). It follows from [M;, Th. 2] that v’ is
inertial (= unramified) over wy,. Let Dy, (resp. Dp ) be the central division algebra over Fj, ,
(resp. F}, ) associated to A ®@p F}, , (resp. A®p Fj, ). Since v is defectless in A, Dy, ,, is defectless
for vy; it is then also defectless for the coarser valuation w’ by [My, Lemma 1]. Then, by [JW,
Remark 3.4] applied to the inertial extension (Fj ., w') of (Fjw,wn), Dpay is defectless for wy,.
Hence, w is defectless in A, as desired.

Now assume only that A is simple. Let K = Z(A), and let vy, ..., v, be the extensions of v
to K, and wy, ..., wy the extensions of w to K. For i € {1,...,r}, let j(i) € {1,...,£} be the
index such that wj;) is the w-coarsening of v;. Since v is defectless in A, v is defectless in K and
each v; is defectless in A. Then, w is defectless in K by Lemma 1.7, and each wj(;) is defectless
in A by the central simple case just considered. Since wj(y), ..., wj(,) are all the extensions of w
to K, it follows by Prop. 1.6 that w is defectless in A. This completes the proof for A simple, and
the general case for A semisimple follows easily by considering the simple components of A. O

The following result says that defectlessness is a necessary condition for the existence of a v-gauge
on an arbitrary semisimple F-algebra. We will see in Th. 4.3 below that this necessary condition
is also sufficient.

Proposition 1.9. Let A be any semisimple (finite-dimensional) F-algebra. If A has a v-gauge,
then v is defectless in A.

Proof. A has a v-gauge if and only if each simple component of A has a v-gauge, by Prop. 1.3.
Also, by definition, v is defectless in A if and only if v is defectless in each simple component of A.
Thus, we may assume that A is simple. Let K = Z(A), and let vy, ..., v, be the extensions of v
to the field K. Let (Fj,vp) be a Henselization of (F,v), and let (Kj,,,v;n) be a Henselization
of (K,v;). Let a be a v-gauge on A. Then the restriction «|x is a surmultiplicative v-norm on K
with gry . (K) graded semisimple, since it is a central graded subalgebra of the graded semisimple
algebra gr,(A). Hence a|k is a v-gauge on K, so v is defectless in K by [TWy, Cor. 1.9]. Moreover,



VALUE FUNCTIONS AND DUBROVIN VALUATION RINGS ON SIMPLE ALGEBRAS 15

a ® vy, 18 a vp-gauge on A ®p Fj, and
ARpF), = (A RK Kh,vl) X ... X (A RK Khﬂ)r-)'

By Prop. 1.3 each A ®g K}, ,, carries a gauge, hence the corresponding central division algebra
over Ky ,, is defectless by [TWy, Th. 3.1]. O

2. GAUGES ON SIMPLE ALGEBRAS

Throughout this section, let v be an arbitrary valuation on a field F', and let A be a (finite-
dimensional) simple F-algebra. Let K be the center of A, so K is a finite-degree field extension
of F. Let vy,...,v, be all the extensions of v to K, and let V; be the valuation ring of v;. Our
goal is to characterize v-gauges on A in terms of v;-gauges for ¢ = 1,...,r. This will be achieved
in Th. 2.2 and Th. 2.8.

Proposition 2.1. Let L be a field with F* C L C K, and suppose v has a unique extension to a
valuation vy, of L. If A has a v-gauge «, then | = vr, which is a v-gauge on L, and « is a

v -gauge. Thus, whenever vy, is a v-gauge on L, the v-gauges on A are the same as the vy -gauges
on A.

Proof. The restriction «|f, of a to L is clearly surmultiplicative, and is a v-norm on L by [RTW,
Prop. 2.5] since L is an F-subspace of A. Moreover, as L C Z(A), we have gr,, (L) C Z(gr,(4)).
Because gr,(A) is graded semisimple, it contains no nonzero central homogeneous nilpotent ele-
ments. Therefore, the commutative gr(F)-algebra gr,, (L) is semisimple, and hence |y, is a v-gauge
on L. Because vy, is the unique extension of v to L, [TWy, Cor. 1.9] shows that a|;, = vy. Hence,
for ¢ € L™, we have

alc™) = vp(ch) = —vp(e) = —ale).

So, a short computation (cf. [TW;, Lemma 1.3]) shows that a(ca) = a(c) + a(a) for all a € A.
This proves that the v-value function o on A is actually a vy-value function. Since vy, and « are
v-norms, we have

[L:F][gro(A): gr,, (L)] = [gr,, (L): gr,(F)] [gra(4): gry, (L)]
= [gro(A):gr,(F)] = [A:F] = [L:F][A:L].

Hence, [gr,(A): gr,, (L)] = [A:L], showing that « is a vy-norm. The other conditions needed for
a to be a vr-gauge hold because it is a v-gauge. Conversely, whenever vy, is a v-gauge (hence a
v-norm) and S is a vy-gauge on A, then

lgrs(A): gry(F)] = [gra(A): gr,, (L)) [gr,, (L): gr,(F)] = [A:L][L:F] = [A:F],

so [ is also a v-norm and hence a v-gauge on A. O
Theorem 2.2. Let « be a v-gauge on A. Then there exist v;-gauges a; on A fori=1,...,r such
that

a(a) = min (o (a),...,ar(a)) for alla € A.

Furthermore,

(2.1) gro(A) =4 gro, (A) x ... xgr, (A).



16 MAURICIO A. FERREIRA AND ADRIAN R. WADSWORTH

Hence, the semisimple F-algebra gr,(A)g has at least r simple components. Moreover, the gl (4)
are the graded simple components of gr,(A) and

gra,(A): gr(F)] = [A:K] [gr,, (K): gr(F)].

We call the a; of the theorem the v;-component of o, for ¢ = 1,...,r. We will see in Cor. 2.5
below that the «; are uniquely determined by «a.

Proof. Let (Fp,vp) be the Henselization of (F,v), and let
B = A®f F}, and L = Z(B) = K ®p Fj.

Then, L is a direct product of finitely many fields. Let eq,..., e, be the primitive idempotents of L,
SO
L =I1Lix...xL, where L; = e L,
and each L; is a field. The L; are indexed by the v;, as we will explain below. Since B 2 A ®x L,
the ring B is a product of algebras
B = By x...x B, where B, = ¢B 2 AQk L;.

So, each B; is a central simple L;-algebra. We identify K, A, F}, with their isomorphic copies
K®1l, A®1, 1® Fp, in B. But, we do not identify them with their isomorphic copies e; K, ¢; A, e; Fp,
in B;. For each ¢ we have canonical inclusions

pi: A= B, a—e(a®l) and ¢ Fp = B, c¢—e(l®c).
Thus, B; has subalgebras p;(A), p;(K), and L;, with

B; = pi(A) ®p, (k) Li & A®k Li, hence, [B;:L;] = [A:K].

Each field L; is a compositum of fields, L; = p;(K)-¢;(F}). The Henselian valuation vy, on Fj,
has an isomorphic (Henselian) valuation vj, o g; ' on ¢;(F},), which extends uniquely to a Henselian
valuation w; on L;. This pulls back to a valuation w; op; on K which extends v on F'. The proof of
Th. A.1 in the Appendix shows that the valuations wi o p1, ..., w, o p, are all distinct and are all
the extensions of v to K. Thus, after renumbering the e; if necessary, we can assume w; o p; = v;
fori=1,...,r. That is,

(2.2) vi(d) = w;(e;(d® 1)) forall d € K.

From Th. A.1, we have also that (L;,w;) is a Henselization of (K, v;).
Let 8 = a ® vp,, which is a v,-gauge on B with

(2.3) gr5(B) =y gra(A) Qgr(r) 8r(Fn) =y gra(4)

by [TWy, Cor. 1.26]. Let 8; = |p,, which is a vj,-gauge on B; via the embedding ¢;: Fj, — B;. By
Prop. 1.3,

(2.4) B(b) = 1I£1£ (Bi(eib)) for all b€ B,
and
(2.5) ers(B) =, ,ljlgrngi).

Since wj; is the unique extension of the Henselian valuation v, to L;, Prop. 2.1 above shows that
each (; is a w;-gauge. The structure theorem [TWy, Th. 3.1] for gauges on simple algebras with
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respect to Henselian valuations shows that ; is an End-gauge as in Ex. 1.1; hence, grg (B;) is
graded simple.
Define v-value functions «aq,...,a, on A by
ai(a) = B(pi(a)) = Bilei(a®1)).

Then, each «; is surmultiplicative as (3; is surmultiplicative, and for all a € A,
(2.6) aa) = fla®1) = min (Flela® 1) = min (aia)).
Furthermore, as §; is a w;-value function, for allce K anda € A,

ai(ca) = Bi(ei(ca® 1)) = Bi(ei(c®1)-ei(a®1))
= wi(ei(c®@1)) + Bi(ei(a® 1)) = vi(c) + ai(a).

Thus, «; is a v;-value function on A. The following diagram shows the algebras related to B; and
the associated value functions being considered here.

B, Bi

TN
N TN

K, v; Fp,vp

(2.7)

Now, for all v € T', the definition of the f3; and (2.4) and (2.6) above show that for each i we
have a commutative diagram

AL, —— AZ a —— a
l l given by l l
B, — B a®l — ej(a®1)

There is a corresponding commutative diagram with > ~ replacing > ~, hence an induced com-
mutative diagram of corresponding factor groups; these together yield a commutative diagram of
graded gr(F')-algebra homomorphisms:

(2.8) gl l

grB(B) = Hl grs, (By)

Here, the top map is injective by (2.6); the left map is the isomorphism of (2.3); the right map
is injective since for each i, the definition of «; shows that gr, (A) — grg,(B) is injective; and
the bottom map is the isomorphism of (2.5). Therefore, all the maps in this diagram must be
isomorphisms. Hence, for each i, gr,,(A) =, grg,(B;), which is graded simple as we saw above
after (2.5). Since the Henselization (L;, w;) (resp. (Fp,vp)) is an immediate extension of (K, v;)
(resp. (F,v)), we have

[Li:Fp] > [gry, (Li): gry, (Fr)] = [gr,, (K): gr(F)].
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So, as (3; is a vp-norm,

[gro, (A): gry, (K)] [gr, (K):gr(F)] = [gra;(A): gr(F)]
grs,(Bi): gry, (Fn)] = [Bi:F)
= [Bi:Li] [Li:Fy] = [A:K][L;:Fp)
> [A:K] [gr,,(K): gr(F)],
and hence [gr, (A): gr, (K)] > [A:K]. Since the reverse inequality holds for any v;-value func-
tion, we have [gr,, (A): gr,, (K)] = [A:K]. Hence, a; is a v;-norm on A; with the graded simplic-
ity noted above, this yields that «; is a v;-gauge. Furthermore, equality holds in (2.9), yielding
lgra,(A): gr(F)] = [A:K] [gr,,(K): gr(f")]. The isomorphism for gr,(A) in the theorem is the top iso-
morphism in the commutative diagram (2.8). Since each gr,, (A) is graded simple, the gr,. (A) are
the graded simple components of gr,(A). Because gr,(A) has r graded simple components, its
degree zero part must have at least r simple components. O

(2.9)

Let v be a valuation on some division algebra D, and let «, 5, 11, ..., 0 be v-value functions
on a finite-dimensional D-vector space M. We write o < § if a(z) < (2) for all z € M. Likewise,
we write « = min (11, ...,n,) if a(z) = min (n1(2),...,n,(2)) for all z € M. It is easy to construct
examples of v-norms «a, § on M with o < 8 and « # 5. By contrast, we will see in Cor. 2.6 below
for gauges on semisimple algebras that o < 8 implies « = §. This will be proved by showing a
minimality property characterizing the components of a gauge on a simple algebra.

Lemma 2.3. Let A and B be F'-algebras with respective surmultiplicative v-value functions o and 3.
Suppose there is an F-algebra homomorphism f: A — B such that

(2.10) B(f(a)) > ala) for all a € A.

Then f induces a graded gr(F)-algebra homomorphism
f: gra(A) — grs(B)

such that f( ) = f(x) + Bso(z) € Ba) for all v € A. Moreover, f is ingective if and only if
equality holds in (2.10).

Proof. For any 6 € I', we have f(A>;) C Bss and f(As5) C Bsgs, hence f induces a map

(f)s: As — Bs given by (f)s(z + Ass) = f(2) + Bss. Then set f = Dser(f Fls: gra(A) — gra(B).
Clearly, f is a graded gr(F')-vector space homomorphism. To see that f is multiplicative, it suffices
to check this for homogeneous elements. That is, for any nonzero x,y € A we need

(2.11) @y = F@F@).
When the left expression in (2.11) is nonzero, it equals f(zy), and when the right expression is

nonzero it equals f(a?)f(?) = f(z)f(y) = f(xy). So, equality indeed holds in (2.11) when each side
is nonzero. Now we have

(2.12) B(f(zy)) > a(zy) > alz) + aly)
and
(2.13) B(f(zy)) = B(f(x)f(y) = B(f(x)) +B(f(y) = alz) + aly).

The left expression in (2.11) is nonzero if and only if a(xy) = a(z) + a(y) (so Ty = xy # 0) and
B(f(zy)) = a(xy), i.e., equality holds throughout (2.12). The right expression in (2.11) is nonzero if
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and only if 3(f(z)) = a(x) and B(f(y)) = a(y), and B(f(z)f(y)) = B(f (x))+B(f(x)), L.e., equality
holds throughout (2.13). Each of these conditions holds if and only if 5(f(zy)) = a(z)+a(y). Thus,
we have equality in (2.11) in all cases. Now note that f(:f) = 0 if and only if S(f(x)) > a(x). Since
ker(f) is a homogeneous two-sided ideal of gr,,(A), the stated condition for injectivity of fholds. O

Theorem 2.4. Let o be any v-gauge on the simple F-algebra A, and, as in Th. 2.2 above, let o;
be the v;-component of o for i = 1,...,r. Suppose 0 is a vg-gauge on A, for some k. If a < n,
then n = ay.

Proof. Pick a homogeneous base (bl, . .,bn) of gr,, (A) as a graded gr,, (K)-vector space, and
let 7v; = deg(b;). Then, pick ai,...,a, € A with each a;* — (0,...,0,0;,0,...,0) (b; in the k-
th position) under the isomorphism gr,(A) =, [];_; gr,, (4) of Th. 2.2. This means that for all
j=1....nandi=1,...,7,

ai(a;) > v; fori#k, ala;) = ar(a;) = vj, and a;*F =b;in gr,, (A4).

Since (cﬁo"“, - ,Eﬁak) is a homogeneous base of the graded gr,, (K')-vector space gr,, (A), (a1,...,an)
is a splitting base of the K-vector space A for the vi-gauge i (see the comments preceding
(1.3) above). Furthermore, ax(aj) = a(aj) < n(a;), for all j. Therefore, for any a € A, writing

a=73_7_jajc; with ¢; € K, we have

ag(a) = 1215_12” (ak(aj) + vk(cj)) < 121;12” (n(aj) + vk(cj))
< n( i aje;) = 1(a).
7=1

Thus, o < n as vg-gauges on A.

Since ap < 7, Lemma 2.3 (with f = id4) shows that there is a well-defined graded gr,, (K)-
algebra homomorphism ¢: gr,, (A) — gr,(A) given by a* — a + AZak(a) € Azk(a) for all a € A.

But, as ay, is a vg-gauge on the central simple K-algebra A, [TWy, Cor. 3.7] shows that gr,, (A) is
a simple graded algebra. Hence ¢ must be injective. Again by Lemma 2.3 we have ap = 7. g

Corollary 2.5. Let a be any v-gauge on the simple F-algebra A, and, as in Th. 2.2 above, let
oy be the v;-component of « fori=1,...,r. Suppose @ = min (771, . ,m) for some v;-gauges n;.
Then each 1n; = .

Proof. For each i, we have a < ;. Hence, 1; = «; by the preceding theorem. ([l

Corollary 2.6. Let o and n be v-gauges on a semisimple F-algebra C. If a < n, then o = 7.

Proof. 1t suffices to check this for the restrictions of o and 1 on the simple components of C.
Therefore, we may assume that C' is a simple F-algebra. Then, let vq,..., v, be all the extensions
of v to Z(C), and let o; (resp. n;) be the v;-component of « (resp. n). Since, for each i we have
a < n <n;, Th. 2.4 shows that a; = n;. Hence,

«a = min (al,...,ar) = min (7717"'7777“) = .
O
Corollary 2.7. Let o« be a v-gauge on the simple F'-algebra A, with v;-components ay, fori =1,...,r,

and suppose 'y, lies in the divisible hull of T',. Let w be any valuation on F which is a coarsening
of v, and let wy,...,w; be all the extensions of w to K. Let B be the w-coarsening of o, and let ;
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be the wj-component of B for j =1,...,L. Forie {1,...,r}, let j(i) € {1,...,¢} be the index such
that wj;) is the w-coarsening of v; (i.e., Wy = W-V;). Then, By is the wj;)-coarsening of ;.

Proof. Let «a;,, denote the wj(;)-coarsening of a;. Let A be the convex subgroup of I' associated
to w. Recall that 8 = € o, where e: I' — I'/A is the canonical surjection. This ¢ is compatible
with the orderings on I' and I'/A. Likewise, w ) = €0, and a;, = €0 ;. Now fix any 4.
Since a < ay,

J(

B=coa< o = 0,

Le., B < ;. Since a;y is a wj;)-gauge, Th. 2.4 shows that a; . = B;()- O
We next determine when given v;-gauges n1,...,n, yield a v-gauge as min (771,---,7%)- For
i,j € {1,...,7} let v;; denote the finest common coarsening of v; and v;. That is, v is the

valuation on K with associated valuation ring V;; = V;-V}.

Theorem 2.8. Suppose v is defectless in the simple F-algebra A. For i = 1,...,r, let n; be a
vi-gauge on A with I';, C H(I',). Let o = min (771,...,777,). Then, « is a v-gauge on A if and
only if n; and n; have the same v;;-coarsening for all pairs i, j. When this occurs, each n; is the
v;-component of a.

Proof. = Suppose our « is a v-gauge on A. By Cor. 2.5, each 7; is the v;-component of «a. Fix
indices 1, j, let w = vj|p, and let 5 be the w-coarsening of o. The v;j-coarsenings of n; and 7;
must be the same, since by Cor. 2.7 they coincide with the v;;-component of j3.

< Suppose each 7; and 7n; have the same v;;-coarsening. Now, o = min (771, e ,m) is clearly a
surmultiplicative v-value function on A. Consider the graded gr(F')-algebra homomorphism

(214) v gra(A) — il;ll grm (A) given by a+ Aia(a) = (a + Alla(a)’ ceesa Aira(a)) .

Then, W is well-defined and injective because & = min (771, . ,77,,). We will show below that ¥ is an
isomorphism. It then follows that gr,(A) is semisimple, as each gr, (A) is semisimple. Moreover,
v is defectless in K by Prop. 1.6 since it is defectless in A, whence

gro(A): gr(F)] =

T

) gr, (A):gr(F)] = ; (gr,,, (A): gy, (K)] [gr, (K): gr(F)]

= > [A:K][gr, (K): gr(F)] = [A:K][K:F] = [A:F].

(2

o
3 M=

Il
—

Hence, « is v-gauge.

To prove surjectivity of W, we use the following approximation lemma, for which we use the
notation: let A;; be the convex subgroup of the divisible hull I" of I, associated to v;;; so v;; is a
map K —TI'/A;; U{oco}. For any d1,...,0, € I' we say that the n-tuple (d1, ..., 6,) is compatible
in I'™ if for all 4, j we have §; — d; € Ayj.

Lemma 2.9. With the notation just above, fix some k € {1,...,n}, and let (01, ..., 6,) be a
compatible n-tuple in T™ with 6 = 0. Then, there is ¢ € K* with vi(c) > §; for each i # k,
vg(c) =0, and vg(c —1) > 0.

Proof. For each pair of indices 7, j, we have

0 < [lai| = 18] < |6i — 651
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Since 6; — 0; € A;; and A;j is convex, it follows that |0;| — |0;] € A;;. Furthermore, as I'/T, is a
torsion group, there is m € N with each m|d;| € I',. Hence, each m|d;| € I'y, and m|d;| —m|d;| € Ay;.
These are the precise conditions needed for (m|dy],...,m|d,|) to be compatible in I'y, x...x T, in
the terminology of Ribenboim’s paper [R]. Since this compatibility holds, the general approximation
theorem for incomparable valuations on K [R, Th. 5] says that there exists d € K* with

vi(d) = m|d;, for all 1.

In particular, vg(d) = m|dx| = 0. Now, let V; be the valuation ring of v;, andlet T =V; N...NV, C K.
A weaker approximation theorem for incomparable valuations on K (see [EP, Th. 3.2.7(3), p. 64])
says that the canonical map p: T — K ' x ... x K " is surjective. Therefore, there is ¢ € T with
p(t)=(0,0,...,d7,...,0),ie, v;(t) > 0fori#kand vg(t) =0 witht =d ' in K", Let ¢ =td.
Then for ¢ # k we have

’UZ'(C) = Ui(t) —I—’Ui(d) > 0—|—m|5i| > 9,
hence v;(c) > &;. Also, v(c) = vg(t) + vi(d) = 0, and in K ™,

c=1t-d=d =1

Thus, ¢ has all the required properties. O

Proof of Th. 2.8 completed: It remains only to prove the surjectivity of the map ¥ in (2.14). Fix
any k € {1,...,r}, and take any b € A\ {0}. Let
di = nk(b) — n;(b) for i=1,...,r

For each pair of indices 4, j, let A;; be the convex subgroup of H(I'r) associated to the finest
common coarsening v;; of v; and v; on K. Then, since 7; and 7; are assumed to have the same
v