
ar
X

iv
:2

40
8.

11
99

8v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

N
T

] 
 2

1 
A

ug
 2

02
4

On the third kind periods for abelian t-modules

YEN-TSUNG CHEN AND CHANGNINGPHAABI NAMOIJAM

Abstract. Inspired by the relations between periods of elliptic integrals of the third kind
and the periods of the extensions of the corresponding elliptic curves by the multiplicative
group, we introduce the notion of the third kind periods for abelian t-modules and establish
an evaluation for these periods that is parallel to the classical setting. When we specialize
our result to the case of Drinfeld modules, an explicit formula for these third kind periods
is established. We also prove the algebraic independence of periods of the first, the second,
and the third kind for Drinfeld modules of arbitrary rank. This generalizes prior results of
Chang for rank 2 Drinfeld modules.

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation. Let E be an elliptic curve defined over a number field L with the defining
equation in Weierstrass form given by

Y 2 = 4X3 − g2X − g3,

where g2, g3 ∈ L. By the analytic uniformization theorem, let Λ ⊂ C denote the period lattice
of E. Let ℘Λ(z) and ζΛ(z) be the associated Weierstrass ℘-function and the Weierstrass zeta
function of Λ respectively. Then, the quasi-period map η : Λ → C is uniquely determined
by η(w) := ζΛ(z +w)− ζΛ(z) for w ∈ Λ. Given any meromorphic differential ξ on E defined
over L, it is known that we have the following decomposition

ξ =
1

2

n∑

j=1

cj
y + ℘′

Λ(uj)

x− ℘Λ(uj)

dx

y
+ a

dx

y
+ bx

dx

y
+ dχ

where χ is a rational function on E, a, b, cj, d are algebraic numbers, and ℘Λ(uj) ∈ Q for
some uj ∈ C. If γ is a closed path on E(C) so that ξ is holomorphic along γ, then to
calculate the abelian integral

∫
γ
ξ, it suffices to deal with the following components. The

first one is the elliptic integral of the first kind w =
∫
γ
dx/y ∈ Λ which gives a period of the

elliptic curve E. The second one is the elliptic integral of the second kind η(w) =
∫
γ
xdx/y

that is related to the period of extensions of E by the additive group Ga. Finally, the last

part is the elliptic integral of the third kind
∫
γ

1
2

y+℘′
Λ(uj)

x−℘Λ(uj)
dx
y

. It was shown by Serre [Wal79,

Appendix II] (see also [Ber08, §2]) that elliptic integrals of the third kind occur in the period
of extensions of the elliptic curve E by the multiplicative group Gm. In fact, if we set
λ(w, uj) := wζΛ(uj)− η(w)uj, then we have

(1.1.1)
1

2

∫

γ

y + ℘′
Λ(uj)

x− ℘Λ(uj)

dx

y
= λ(w, uj) + 2mπ

√
−1
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for some integer m. Wüstholz [Wüs84] proved that the abelian integral
∫
γ
ξ is either zero

or transcendental. This extended prior results of Laurent who established the same result
under certain restrictions [Lau80, Lau82]. It was established by Wüstholz [Wüs84] that if
w, u1, . . . , un are linearly independent over Q, then

dimQ SpanQ{1, w, η(w), λ(w, u1), . . . , λ(w, un)} = 3 + n.

However, the algebraic independence of the elliptic integrals of the first, the second, and
the third kind still remains mysterious. For the relevant reference about the transcendence
results, we refer readers to [BW07, §6.2] for more details.

The main purpose of the present article is to seek an analogue of (1.1.1) for the third kind
periods of uniformizable abelian t-modules. In particular, when we specialize our results to
Drinfeld modules, we establish an explicit formula generalizing the rank 2 result of Chang
[Cha13, Thm. 2.4.4] to arbitrary rank. Furthermore, we provide an affirmative answer to the
algebraic independence of the first, the second, as well as the third kind periods of Drinfeld
modules.

1.2. Main results. Let Fq be a finite field of q elements. We set A = Fq[θ] to be the
polynomial ring in variable θ over Fq and K to be the field of fractions of A. Let | · |∞ be
the normalized non-Archimedean norm on K so that |f/g|∞ := qdeg(f)−deg(g), where f, g ∈ A
and are coprime to each other. Let K∞ be the completion of K with respect to | · |∞. We
identify K∞ with the Laurent series field Fq((1/θ)). We set C∞ to be the completion of a

fixed algebraic closure K∞ and K to be the algebraic closure of K inside C∞. Finally, we
set A = Fq[t] and K = Fq(t) which are the isomorphic copies of A and K that serve as the
parameters of the operators. For a field K ⊂ C∞, we consider the twisted polynomial ring
K[τ ] subject to the following relation αqτ = τα.

Let Λ ⊂ C∞ be a discrete free A-module of rank r > 0 whose A-module structure is given
by a(t) · λ := a(θ)λ for a ∈ A and λ ∈ Λ. Consider the lattice function

ExpΛ(z) := z
∏

06=λ∈Λ

(
1− z

λ

)
∈ C∞JzK.

It induces an entire, surjective, and Fq-linar analytic function ExpΛ(·) : C∞ → C∞. Then
we have the following analytic uniformization

0 → Λ →֒ C∞

ExpΛ(·)
։ C∞ → 0.

It induces a non-scalar A-module structure, namely an Fq-algebra homomorphism ρΛ : A →
C∞[τ ] on the additive group C∞ such that ρΛa (ExpΛ(z)) = ExpΛ(a(θ)z) for any a ∈ A and
z ∈ C∞, where ρΛa is the image of a under ρΛ. We call the pair E = (Ga, ρ

Λ) a Drinfeld module
of rank r. The theory of Drinfeld modules was introduced by Drinfeld in [Dri76] under the
name elliptic modules, while the case of r = 1 was initiated by Carlitz in [Car35]. By the
similarity of the analytic uniformization, one can regard Drinfeld modules of rank r ≥ 2
as a function field analogue of complex elliptic curves. The case of r = 1 with a suitable
normalization, called Carlitz module C = (Ga, [·]), can be viewed as the counterpart of
the multiplicative group Gm. The correspondence between the Carlitz module C and the
multiplicative group Gm plays a crucial role in this paper.

Due to the lack of a direct analogue of integration over function fields in positive charac-
teristics, we do not have an immediate correspondence of the elliptic integrals. Nevertheless,
by the theory of biderivations and quasi-periodic extensions for Drinfeld modules developed
by Anderson, Deligne, Gekeler, and Yu (see [Gek89, Yu90]), we have a parallel theory of
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periods and quasi-periods for Drinfeld modules that can be regarded as counterparts of the
elliptic integrals of the first and the second kind respectively. More precisely, fix a Drinfeld
module E = (Ga, ρ

Λ) of rank r. We call an Fq-linear map δ : A → C∞[τ ] a ρΛ-biderivation
(will be called a (ρΛ, [·]0)-biderivation later for consistency of notation) if for any a, b ∈ A

we have

(1.2.1) δ(ab) = a(θ)δ(b) + δ(a)ρΛb .

Note that each ρΛ-biderivation δ is uniquely determined by the image of t. If δ(t) ∈ C∞[τ ]τ ,
then there is a unique Fq-linear power series Fδ(z) ∈ zqC∞JzK that induces an entire function
on C∞ so that Fδ(θz) = θFδ(z)+δ(t)

(
ExpΛ(z)

)
. The function Fδ is called the quasi-periodic

function associated to δ. If we set δ0 to be the ρ-biderivation with δ0(t) = ρΛt − t ∈ C∞[τ ]τ ,
then for any λ ∈ Λ we have that Fδ0(λ) = −λ recovers the period of E (cf. elliptic integrals
of the first kind). By an abuse of notation, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1 we denote by τ i the
ρΛ-biderivation with τ i(t) = τ i ∈ C∞[τ ]τ . Then, for any λ ∈ Λ, Fτ i(λ) comprise the quasi-
periods of E (cf. elliptic integrals of the second kind). Note that the transcendence results
on periods and quasi-periods for Drinfeld modules were initiated by Yu [Yu86, Yu90] and
their algebraic relations were determined completely by Chang and Papanikolas [CP12].

After the work of Anderson [And86] which introduced the higher dimensional generaliza-
tion of Drinfeld modules, now called t-modules, the theory of biderivations and quasi-periods
was developed further for general t-modules by Brownawell and Papanikolas [BrPa02] while
investigating geometric Γ-values (see also [NP21, §4] and [HJ20, §2.5.7]). Roughly speaking,
a d-dimensional t-module is a pair G = (Gd

a, ϕ) where ϕ : A → Matd(C∞[τ ]) is an Fq-
algebra homomorphism satisfying some extra properties. In particular, Drinfeld modules are
1-dimensional t-modules. Due to Anderson [And86], each t-module G has the exponential
map Expϕ : Lie(G)(C∞) → G(C∞) that serves as a replacement of the lattice function in
the higher dimensional setting (see §2.2 for precise details). Unlike in the case of Drinfeld
modules, Expϕ is not always surjective. If it is surjective, then we call the t-module G uni-
formizable. We call ΛG := Ker(Expϕ) the period lattice of G and each λ ∈ ΛG a period of
G. An Fq-linear map δ : A → Mat1×d(C∞[τ ]) is called a ϕ-biderivation (will be called a
(ϕ, [·]0)-biderivation later for consistency of notation) if for any a, b ∈ A we have

(1.2.2) δ(ab) = a(θ)δ(b) + δ(a)ϕb

Similar to the case of Drinfeld modules, if δ(t) ∈ Mat1×d(C∞[τ ]τ), then there is a unique
Fq-linear, entire, quasi-periodic function Fδ : Matd×1(C∞) → C∞ with various appropriate
properties (see §2.3 for more details). We denote by Der(ϕ, [·]0) the collection of all ϕ-
biderivations. For any λ ∈ ΛG and δ ∈ Der(ϕ, [·]0), we call Fδ(λ) a quasi-period of G. More
generally, for each y ∈ G(C∞) we call Fδ(y) a quasi-logarithm at y for G.

To seek an analogue of the elliptic integrals of the third kind for Drinfeld modules or
more generally, the abelian integrals of the third kind for uniformizable abelian t-modules,
we follow the idea of Chang [Cha13] that was inspired by the classical geometric viewpoint.
In the classical setting, it was explained in [Ber83, §9] and [BPSS22, §2.3] that the abelian
integrals of the third kind on an abelian variety A is closely related to extensions of A by
the torus Gs

m with s ≥ 1. With the correspondence between Gm and the Carlitz module C

in mind, it is natural to investigate period vectors of t-module extensions of a uniformizable
abelian t-module G = (Gd

a, ϕ) by the Carlitz module C and its higher dimensional variants.
To be more precise, assume that G = (Gd

a, ϕ) is defined over K in the sense that ϕt ∈
Matd(K[τ ]), and C⊗n = (Gn

a , [·]n) is the n-th tensor power of the Carlitz module (see §2.2
for more details). It was shown in [PR03, Lem. 2.1] that the t-module extensions of G by C⊗n
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are parameterized by (ϕ, [·]n)-biderivations, that are Fq-linear maps δ : A → Matn×d(C∞[τ ])
satisfying

(1.2.3) δ(ab) = [a]nδ(b) + δ(a)ϕb.

Fix a (ϕ, [·]n)-biderivation δ with δ(t) ∈ Matn×d(K[τ ]τ). Consider the corresponding t-
module extension Gδ = (Gn+d

a , φ) defined precisely in (2.3.3). The period lattice of Gδ is of
the form (see (2.3.5) or [PR03, p.422])

ΛGδ
= A

(
ω1

λ1

)
+ · · ·+A

(
ωr

λr

)
+A

(
0

γn

)
⊂ Mat(d+n)×1(C∞),

where ω1, . . . ,ωr ∈ Matd×1(C∞) generates the period lattice ofG over A and γn ∈ Matn×1(C∞)
is the generator of the period lattice of C⊗n whose last entry is given by π̃n where

π̃ := −(−θ)q/(q−1)

∞∏

i=1

(
1− θ1−q

i
)−1

∈ C×
∞.

Here, (−θ)1/(q−1) is a fixed choice of the (q − 1)-st root of −θ.
We are interested in the last n entries of any period vector in ΛGδ

. Especially in the case
of n = 1, we call the last entry of any period vector in ΛGδ

the third kind period of G. Our
first main result concerns the formula of λj in the same spirit of (1.1.1). More precisely, let
H = (Gs

a, ̺) be the explicitly constructed t-module coming from the tensor product of the
dual t-motive of C⊗n with the exterior powers of the dual t-motive of G (see Remark 3.3.2).
Then, our first result, restated as Theorem 3.3.3 later, asserts that under some mild technical
conditions, the last entry of λj can be generated by periods and quasi-periods of G together
with logarithm and quasi-logarithm of the t-module H at a specific algebraic point.

Theorem 1.2.4. Assume that H is almost strictly pure and δ ∈ Dersp(ϕ, [·]n) is a special

(ϕ, [·]n)-biderivation (see Definition 3.2.10) with δ(t) ∈ Matn×d(K[τ ]τ). If we express λj =
(λj1, . . . , λjn)

tr ∈ Matn×1(C∞), then there exists y ∈ (LieH)(C∞) with Exp̺(y) ∈ H(K) so
that if we set

S := {1,Fǫ(y) | ǫ ∈ Der∂(̺, [·]0), ǫ(t) ∈ Mat1×s(K[τ ])τ}
to be the collection of 1 and all quasi-logarithms of y for H as well as

T := {F̟(ω) | ̟ ∈ Der∂(ϕ, [·]0), ̟(t) ∈ Mat1×d(K[τ ])τ, ω ∈ ΛG}
to be the collection of all periods and quasi-periods of G, then we have

λjn ∈ SpanK

(
{π̃n} ∪ {xy | x ∈ S, y ∈ T}

)
.

When we specialize to the case of Drinfeld modules, Theorem 1.2.4 can be simplified and
it becomes more concrete. For instance, in the case of G = E = (Ga, ρ) a Drinfeld module,
the t-module H in Theorem 1.2.4 is always almost strictly pure and it is isomorphic to the
t-module En−1 := C⊗n−1 ⊗ ∧r−1E := (Grn−1

a , ψn−1) constructed from their t-motives (see
Example 2.2.8). Furthermore, any (ρ, [·]n)-biderivation δ is automatically special as long
as δ(t) ∈ K[τ ]τ (see Proposition 4.1.1). Our second main result, which is the assembly of
Theorem 4.1.7, Theorem 4.2.8, and Theorem 4.2.12, asserts an explicit analogue of (1.1.1)
for Drinfeld modules and gives the algebraic independence result for periods of the first, the
second, and the third kind of Drinfeld modules.
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Theorem 1.2.5. Let E = (Ga, ρ) be a Drinfeld module of rank r ≥ 2 defined over K with
the period lattice ΛE = Aw1 + · · ·+Awr and the endomorphism ring

End(E) := {u ∈ C∞[τ ] | uρt = ρtu}
is free of finite rank s ≥ 1 over A. Let n ≥ 1 be a positive integer. Assume that δ is a
(ρ, [·]n)-biderivation with δ(t) ∈ Matn×1(K[τ ]τ). Then, the following assertions hold.

(1) If we express λj = (λj1, . . . , λjn)
tr ∈ Matn×1(C∞), then there exists y ∈ (LieEn−1)(C∞)

with Expψn−1
(y) ∈ En−1(K) so that if we set S to be the union of 1 and all quasi-

logarithms of y for En−1, and T to be the collection of all periods and quasi-periods
of E, then we have

λjn ∈ SpanK

(
{π̃n} ∪ {xy | x ∈ S, y ∈ T}

)
.

In particular, λjn is either zero or transcendental over K.
(2) If n = 1 and δ(t) ∈ K[τ ]τ with degτ δ(t) ≤ r − 1, then there exists an explicitly

constructed algebraic point αδ ∈ E0(K) (see Lemma 4.2.3), an explicitly determined

constant cE ∈ K
×

(see (4.2.4)), and some aj ∈ A such that

λj1 = −c−1
E

[
r∑

ℓ=2

yr−ℓ+1Fτℓ−1(ωj) + (−1)r−1Fǫ(yδ)ωj

]
+ aj π̃,

where yδ = (y1, . . . , yr−1)
tr ∈ (LieE0)(C∞) is chosen so that Expψ0

(yδ) = αδ,
Fτℓ−1(ωj) are quasi-periods of E associated to wj for all 2 ≤ ℓ ≤ r, and Fǫ(yδ)
is the quasi-logarithm of yδ with ǫ a ψ0-biderivation uniquely determined by ǫ(t) =
(τ, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Mat1×(r−1)(K[τ ])τ .

(3) Assume that n = 1 and δ1, . . . , δm are (ρ, [·]1)-biderivations with δi(t) ∈ K[τ ]τ and

degτ δi(t) ≤ r − 1 for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m. We denote by λ
[i]
j1 the third kind period

associated to the t-module Eδi. Let αδi ∈ E0(K) be chosen as in (2). If we denote by
End(E0) the endomorphism ring of E0 (see (2.2.1)) and

rankEnd(E0) SpanEnd(E0)

(
αδ1 , . . . ,αδm

)
= m,

then we have

tr. degK K

(
wj,Fτℓ−1(ωj), λ

[i]
j1 | 2 ≤ ℓ ≤ r, 1 ≤ j ≤ r, 1 ≤ i ≤ m

)
=
r2

s
+ rm.

We mention that in the case of rank 2 Drinfeld modules, our formula 1.2.5(2) for the
third kind periods matches with the result in [Cha13, Thm. 2.4.4]. Moreover, the algebraic
independence result Theorem 1.2.5(3) gives a positive answer to an analogue of a special
case (1 elliptic curve defined over Q with m extensions of the given elliptic curve by Gm)
of the 1-motivic elliptic conjecture stated in [Ber20, §4]. Note that the case of m = 0 in
Theorem 1.2.5(3) was established in [CP12]. Our algebraic independence result is built on
their theorem, our formula 1.2.5(2), and the recent advances given in [GN24].

1.3. Strategy and organization. Due to the work of Anderson [And86], we know that
the information of the period lattice of a uniformizable abelian t-module can be encoded in
the rigid analytic trivialization of the t-motive attached to the t-module in question. Thus,
our strategy for proving Theorem 1.2.4 is producing relations involving entries of the rigid
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analytic trivialization. Let ∆ ∈ Matr(K[t]) ∩ GLr(K(t)). Then, the Frobenius difference
equation defined by ∆ is given by

(1.3.1) X(−1) = ∆X,

where X = (Xij) is the square matrix of size r with indeterminates Xij in the Tate algebra
T ⊂ C∞JtK on the closed unit disc, and the twisting operation (·)(−1) is defined in (2.1.1).
We set

Sol(∆) := {X ∈ GLr(T) | X = (Xij) satisfies (1.3.1)}.
The key ingredient of our strategy is the comparison of different constructions of the

solutions of the same Frobenius difference equation. In the present paper, we adopt some
constructions in [NP21] and develop new techniques so that we can extend the original
strategy of Chang [Cha13] on rank 2 Drinfeld modules to a wide class of t-modules of higher
ranks and dimensions. More precisely, let G = (Gd

a, ϕ) be a d-dimensional uniformizable
abelian t-module and C⊗n = (Gn

a , [·]n) be the n-th tensor power of the Carlitz module with
n ≥ d. Given a (ϕ, [·]n)-biderivation δ, its corresponding t-module extension Gδ = (Gn+d

a , φ)
has a rigid analytic trivialization Υφ given in (3.1.10). It follows from construction that

uc̃Ω
dΥφ ∈ Sol(Φ̃ad

φ )

for some uc̃ ∈ C×
∞, and Ω as well as Φ̃ad

φ are defined in §3.1. One the one hand, we use
the relations among t-motives, dual of the t-motives, and dual t-motives to construct the
injection (see Lemma 3.2.1)

Θ1 : Sol(Φ̃
ad
φ ) →֒ Sol

(
Cof(Φφ)

)
.

On the other hand, inspired by Anderson’s exponentiation theorem (see [HJ20, Thm. 2.5.21]
or [NP21, Thm. 3.4.2]), there exists an h ∈ Mat1×r(K[t]), depending on δ, so that we can
produce solutions of the Frobenius difference equation defined by Cof(Φφ) from the dual
t-motive side (see Lemma 3.2.5)

Θ2 : {g ∈ Mat1×r(T) | g(−1)(t− θ)n−dCof(ΦG)− g = h} →֒ Sol
(
Cof(Φφ)

)
.

Under the assumption that δ is a special (ϕ, [·]n)-biderivation with δ(t) ∈ Matn×d(K[τ ]τ),
we deduce that

Θ2

(
{g ∈ Mat1×r(T) | g(−1)(t− θ)n−dCof(ΦG)− g = h}

)
⊂ Θ1

(
Sol(Φ̃ad

φ )
)
.

Given X1,X2 ∈ Sol(Cof(Φφ)), there is C ∈ GLr(A) so that X2 = X1C. This is the main
approach we use for producing relations involving entries of Υφ. The details of the above
strategy will be presented in the whole of Section 3.

In Section 4, we perform a detailed analysis to the case of G = E = (Ga, ρ) a Drinfeld
module of rank r ≥ 2. More precisely, we prove in Section 4.1 that for any n ≥ 1 and (ρ, [·]n)-
biderivation δ, it is automatically special as long as δ(t) ∈ K[τ ]τ . Then, Theorem 1.2.4
specializes to Theorem 1.2.5(1) (see Theorem 4.1.7). In Section 4.2, we consider the case
n = 1 and (ρ, [·]1)-biderivations δ with δ(t) ∈ K[τ ]τ with degτ δ(t) ≤ r − 1. With the
constructions developed in [NP21] in hand, we can use Anderson generating functions to
find Θ2

(
{g ∈ Mat1×r(T) | g(−1)(t − θ)n−1Cof(ΦE) − g = h}

)
explicitly. This allows us

to establish Theorem 1.2.5(2) (see Theorem 4.2.8). Finally, for the transcendence result
Theorem 1.2.5(3) (see Theorem 4.2.12), we mention that the algebraic independence among
periods and quasi-periods of a Drinfeld module defined over K is completely determined by
Chang and Papanikolas in [CP12] using the theory of t-motivic Galois group developed in
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[Pap08]. Thus, the new innovation of our result is to show the algebraic independence of
the third kind periods for the Drinfeld module in question over the field generated by its
periods and quasi-periods over K. This is achieved by adopting our formula for the third
kind periods and the recent advances from [GN24].

Acknowledgments. The authors thank Chieh-Yu Chang for helpful comments and sug-
gestions. The first author was partially supported by the AMS-Simons Travel Grants and
the Department of Mathematics at Penn State University. The second author was partially
supported by a Colby College Research Grant.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notation.

Fq = finite field with q elements, where q is a positive power of a
prime p.

A = Fq[θ], the polynomial ring in θ over Fq.
K = Fq(θ), the fraction field of A.
K∞ = Fq((1/θ)), the completion of K with respect to | · |∞.
C∞ = the completion of an algebraic closure of K∞.
K = the algebraic closure of K inside C∞.
A = Fq[t], the polynomial ring in t over Fq, t independent from θ.
K = Fq(t), the fraction field of A.
T = the Tate algebra of the closed unit disk of C∞.
‖ · ‖ = the Gauss norm on T defined by ‖∑i≥0 ait

i‖ := supi≥0{|ai|∞}
with

∑
i≥0 ait

i ∈ T.

For n ∈ Z, we define the n-fold Frobenius twisting on the Laurent series field C∞((t)) by
setting

C∞((t)) → C∞((t))

f =
∑

cit
i 7→ f (n) :=

∑
cq

n

i t
i.

(2.1.1)

For b =
∑
biτ

i ∈ C∞[τ ], we define b∗ :=
∑
b
(−i)
i σi ∈ C∞[σ]. If B = (bij) ∈ Mate1×e2(C∞[τ ]),

then we set B∗ := (b∗ji) ∈ Mate2×e1(C∞[σ]). For a square matrix C ∈ Mate(C∞), we denote

by Cof(C) the cofactor matrix of C. We further set Cad = Cof(C)tr to be the adjugate
matrix of C. Note that if C is invertible, then we have the relation

C−1 =
1

det(C)
Cad =

1

det(C)
Cof(C)tr.

In particular,
(
C−1

)tr
= det(C)−1Cof(C) defines an operator preserving the ordering of

matrix multiplication in the sense that for invertible matrices C1, C2 of the same size, we
have

(2.1.2)

(
(C1C2)

−1

)tr

=
(
C−1

1

)tr(
C−1

2

)tr
=

1

det(C1) det(C2)
Cof(C1)Cof(C2).
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Finally, by following the notation in [NP21], for B =
∑N

i=0Biτ
i ∈ Mate1×e2 C∞[τ ] and

F ∈ Mate2×e3
(
C∞((t))

)
, we set

(2.1.3) 〈B | F 〉 :=
N∑

i=0

BiF
(i) ∈ Mate1×e3

(
C∞((t))

)
.

We also set dB := B0.

2.2. t-motives and dual t-motives. In this subsection, we follow [NP21] closely to review
the notions of t-motives and dual t-motives. For a field K ⊂ C∞ an Anderson t-module of
dimension d defined over K is a pair G = (Gd

a, ϕ), where Gd
a is the underlying space and ϕ

is an Fq-algebra homomorphism

ϕ : A → Matd(K[τ ])

a 7→ ϕa

such that ϕ is uniquely determined by ϕt = A0 + A1τ + · · ·+ Aℓτ
ℓ with Ai ∈ Matd(K) and

dϕt := A0 = θ Idd+N for some nilpotent matrix N . We set

(2.2.1) End(G) := {u ∈ Matd(K[τ ]) | uϕa = ϕau for all a ∈ A}
to be the endomorphism ring of G. It is equipped with an A-module structure via ϕ. The Lie
algebra of G is denoted by LieG, where its C∞-valued points (LieG)(C∞) = Matd×1(C∞)
has the induced A-module structure that is uniquely determined by the left multiplication of
dϕa for a ∈ A. It was shown by Anderson [And86, Thm. 3] that there is a unique d-variable
Fq-linear everywhere convergent series of the form

(2.2.2) Expϕ



z1
...
zd


 =



z1
...
zd


+

∑

n≥1

Bn



zq

n

1
...

zq
n

d


 , Bn ∈ Matd(K)

so that ϕa◦Expϕ = Expϕ ◦dϕa for all a ∈ A. It induces an analytic A-linear homomorphism
Expϕ : (LieG)(C∞) = Matd×1(C∞) → G(C∞) = Matd×1(C∞). We call Expϕ the exponential

map of G and denote by ΛG := Ker
(
Expϕ(·)

)
⊂ (LieG)(C∞) the period lattice of G, which

is a free discrete A-submodule of (LieG)(C∞). The t-module G is called uniformizable if
the exponential map Expϕ is surjective.

Assume that K is a perfect field and G = (Gd
a, ϕ) is a fixed d-dimensional Anderson

t-module defined over K. We can associate a K[t, τ ]-module to G as follows. Set MG :=
Mat1×d(K[τ ]) with the natural left K[τ ]-module structure. We endow a K[t]-module structure
on MG which is characterized by

t ·m := mϕt, m ∈ MG.

If MG is free of finite rank over K[t], then MG is called the t-motive associated to G, and
we call G an abelian t-module. On the other hand, we can also associate a K[t, σ]-module to
G. Let NG := Mat1×d(K[σ]). Then, NG can be regarded as a left K[σ]-module in a canonical
manner. One can define a K[t]-module structure on NG by setting

t · n := nϕ∗
t , n ∈ NG.

If NG is free of finite rank over K[t], then NG is called the dual t-motive associated to G, and
we call G a t-finite t-module. It has been shown by Maurischat [Mau21] that an Anderson
t-module is abelian if and only if it is t-finite.
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Let G = (Gd
a, ϕ) be an abelian t-module (hence t-finite). We define r := rankK[t] MG to be

the rank of G. Let m = (m1, . . . ,mr)
tr ∈ Matr×1(MG) be a fixed ordered K[t]-basis for MG

(resp. n = (n1, . . . ,nr) ∈ Matr×1(NG) be a fixed ordered K[t]-basis for NG). Suppose that

the matrix Φ̃G ∈ Matr(K[t]) (resp. ΦG ∈ Matr(K[t])) represents the τ -action on m (resp.

σ-action on n), namely τm = Φ̃Gm (resp. σn = ΦGn). The K[t]-basis m on MG together

with the representing matrix Φ̃G (resp. n on NG together with the representing matrix
ΦG) induce an isomorphism of K[t, τ ]-modules between Mat1×r(K[t]) and MG (resp. K[t, σ]-
modules between Mat1×r(K[t]) and NG) given by ιm(a1, . . . , ar) := a1m1+ · · ·+armr ∈ MG

(resp. ιn(a1, . . . , ar) := a1n1 + · · · + arnr ∈ NG). We call the pair (ιm, Φ̃G) a t-frame for
the t-motive MG (resp. (ιn,ΦG) a t-frame for the dual t-motive NG). Given a t-frame

(ιm, Φ̃G) of MG (resp. (ιn,ΦG) of NG), if there exists Ψ̃G ∈ GLr(T) so that Ψ̃G = Φ̃GΨ̃
(−1)
G

(resp. ΨG ∈ GLr(T) so that Ψ
(−1)
G = ΦGΨG), then we call the tuple (ιm, Φ̃G, Ψ̃G) (resp.

(ιn,ΦG,ΨG)) a rigid analytic trivialization of MG (resp. NG). It was shown by Anderson
[And86, Thm. 4] that a t-module G is uniformizable if and only if MG (resp. NG) has a
rigid analytic trivialization.

We finish this subsection by giving some fundamental examples of t-modules which play
crucial roles in the present paper.

Example 2.2.3. For n ≥ 1, let C⊗n = (Gn
a , [·]n) be the n-th tensor power of the Carlitz

module, where [·]n : A → Matn(K[τ ]) is the Fq-algebra homomorphism uniquely determined
by

[t]n =




θ 1
. . .

. . .

θ 1
τ θ




if n ≥ 2, and

[t]1 = θ + τ.

The associated t-motive of C⊗n is given by MC⊗n = Mat1×n(K[τ ]). Note that mC⊗n :=
(1, 0, . . . , 0) is a K[t]-basis of MC⊗n so that τmC⊗n = (t− θ)nmC⊗n. Similarly, consider the
associated dual t-motive NC⊗n = Mat1×n(K[σ]). Then, nC⊗n := (0, . . . , 0, 1) is a K[σ]-basis
so that σnC⊗n = (t− θ)nnC⊗n. In this case, we have

(2.2.4) Φ̃C⊗n = ΦC⊗n = (t− θ)n.

Example 2.2.5. Let E = (Ga, ρ) be a Drinfeld module of rank r ≥ 2 with ρt = θ + κ1τ +
· · ·+ κrτ

r ∈ K[τ ] and κr 6= 0. The associated t-motive of E is given by ME = K[τ ] whose
K[t]-action is uniquely determined by

t ·m := mρt = m (θ + κ1τ + · · ·+ κrτ
r) , m ∈ ME .

It is clear that {1} is a K[τ ]-basis and mE = (1, τ, . . . , τ r−1)tr ∈ Matr×1(ME) forms an

ordered K[t]-basis with τmE = Φ̃EmE, where Φ̃E is given by

(2.2.6) Φ̃E :=
1

κr




0 κr
...

. . .

0 κr
t− θ −κ1 · · · −κr−1


 ∈ Matr(K[t]) ∩GLr(K(t)).
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Likewise, the associated dual t-motive of E is given by NE = K[σ] whose K[t]-action is
uniquely determined by

t · n := nρ∗t = n
(
θ + κ

(−1)
1 σ + · · ·+ κ(−r)r σr

)
, n ∈ NE.

It is clear that {1} is a K[σ]-basis and nE = (1, σ, . . . , σr−1)tr ∈ Matr×1(NE) forms an
ordered K[t]-basis with σnE = ΦEnE, where ΦE is given by

(2.2.7) ΦE :=
1

κ
(−r)
r




0 κ
(−r)
r

...
. . .

0 κ
(−r)
r

t− θ −κ(−1)
1 · · · −κ(1−r)r−1




∈ Matr(K[t]) ∩GLr(K(t)).

Example 2.2.8. Let E = (Ga, ρ) be the Drinfeld module of rank r ≥ 2 as in Example 2.2.5.
For e ≥ 0, consider the t-module Ee := C⊗e ⊗ ∧r−1E := (Gre+r−1

a , ψe), where for e = 0, we
set E0 := ∧r−1E with

ψ0 := ∧r−1ρ : A → Matr−1(K[τ ])

t 7→ θ Idr−1+(−1)r−1




−κr−1 κr
...

. . .

−κ2 κr
−κ1 0 · · · 0


 τ +




0 · · · · · · 0
...

. . .
...

0
. . .

...
κr 0 · · · 0



τ 2,

while for e ≥ 1, we set

ψe :A → Matre+r−1(K[τ ])

t 7→ θ Idre+r−1+N +Bτ,

with

(2.2.9) N :=




0 · · · 0 1 0 · · · 0
. . .

. . .
. . .

...
. . .

. . .
. . . 0

0 · · · 0 1
0 · · · 0

. . .
...
0







re− 1




 r

and

(2.2.10) B := (−1)r−1




0 · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 0
...

...
0 0
1 0 · · · · · · · · · · · · 0

−κr−1 κr
. . .

...
...

. . .
. . .

...
−κ1 0 · · · κr 0 · · · 0






 re− 1





r

.
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Let MEe
= Mat1×(re+r−1)(K[τ ]) be the t-motive associated to Ee and {s̃1, . . . , s̃r} be the

standard K[τ ]-basis. It is straightforward to check (see Appendix for more details) that for
e = 0,

(2.2.11) mE0 :=
(
(−1)r−1τ s̃1, s̃r−1, . . . , s̃1

)tr ∈ Matr×1(ME0)

is the ordered K[t]-basis of ME0 so that τmE0 = Cof(Φ̃E)mE0, where

(2.2.12) Cof(Φ̃E) =
(−1)r−1

κr




κ1 t− θ 0 . . . 0
...

. . .
...

...
. . .

...
κr−1 0 . . . . . . t− θ
κr 0 . . . . . . 0




∈ Matr(K[t]) ∩GLr(K(t)),

and for e ≥ 1,

(2.2.13) mEe
:=
(
s̃r, . . . , s̃1

)tr ∈ Matr×1(MEe
)

is the ordered K[t]-basis of MEe
so that τmEe

= (t− θ)eCof(Φ̃E)mEe
. Hence, for e ≥ 0, the

pair
(
ιmEe

, (t− θ)eCof(Φ̃E)
)

defines a t-frame for the t-motive MEe
. It is subtle to find an

appropriate t-frame for the dual t-motive NEe
of the t-module Ee, but it can be achieved by

adopting the calculations from [GN24, §3]. In conclusion, there exists an ordered K[t]-basis
nEe

of NEe
so that σnEe

= (t− θ)eCof(ΦE)nEe
, where

(2.2.14) Cof(ΦE) =
(−1)r−1

κ
(−r)
r




κ
(−1)
1 t− θ 0 . . . 0
...

. . .
...

...
. . .

...

κ
(−r+1)
r−1 0 . . . . . . t− θ

κ
(−r)
r 0 . . . . . . 0




∈ Matr(K[t])∩GLr(K(t)).

In other words, the t-module Ee has a t-frame (ιnEe
, (t − θ)eCof(ΦE)) for its dual t-motive

NEe
. To be self-contained, we put the details in Appendix §A.1.

2.3. Extensions of t-modules and biderivations. In what follows, we recall essential
results from [PR03] and [BrPa02] about extensions of t-modules and biderivations. For our
purposes, we restrict ourselves to extensions of uniformizable abelian t-modules by the tensor
powers of the Carlitz module. Let G = (Gd

a, ϕ) be a d-dimensional t-module. For n ≥ 1,
recall the n-th tensor power of the Carlitz module C⊗n = (Gn

a , [·]n) defined in Example 2.2.3.
By an abuse of notation, we set C⊗0 := (Ga, [·]0) to be the trivial t-module with [t]0 := θ
and Exp[·]0(z) = z.

Let n ≥ 1. A (ϕ, [·]n)-biderivation δ is an Fq-linear map

δ : A → Matn×d(K[τ ]),

such that for any a, b ∈ A

(2.3.1) δ(ab) = [a]nδ(b) + δ(a)ϕb.

We denote by Der(ϕ, [·]n) the Fq-vector space of all (ϕ, [·]n)-biderivations. Note that each
(ϕ, [·]n)-biderivation δ is uniquely determined by δ(t) ∈ Matn×d(K[τ ]). Thus, we can natu-
rally identify Der(ϕ, [·]n) with Matn×d(K[τ ]) through the following isomorphism of Fq-vector
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spaces:

Matn×d(K[τ ]) → Der(ϕ, [·]n)
B 7→ δB

where δB is the (ϕ, [·]n)-biderivation with δB(t) := B. A (ϕ, [·]n)-biderivation δ is called inner
if there exists U ∈ Matn×d(K[τ ]) so that

(2.3.2) δ(a) = δ(U)(a) := Uϕa − [a]nU, a ∈ A.

We denote by Derin(ϕ, [·]n) ⊂ Der(ϕ, [·]n) the subspace of inner (ϕ, [·]n)-biderivation. For
δ ∈ Der(ϕ, [·]n), we set Gδ = (Gd+n

a , φ) to be the t-module induced from δ, that is, we have

(2.3.3) φt =

(
ϕt 0
δ(t) [t]n

)
∈ Matd+n(K[τ ]).

Note that Gδ fits into the following short exact sequence of t-modules

0 → C⊗n →֒ Gδ ։ G→ 0.

Let

(2.3.4) Der∂(ϕ, [·]n) := {δ ∈ Der(ϕ, [·]n) | δ(t) ∈ Matn×d(K[τ ])τ}.
Then, by [PR03, Lem. 5.1] and the uniqueness of the exponential function, for each δ ∈
Der∂(ϕ, [·]n) we have

(2.3.5) Expφ

(
z1
z2

)
=

(
Expϕ(z1)

Exp[·]n(z2) + Fδ(z1)

)
,

where Fδ : Matd×1(K) → Matn×1(K) is the unique entire Fq-linear analytic function so that

Fδ(z) ≡ 0 (mod deg q),(2.3.6a)

Fδ(dϕaz) = [a]n(Fδ(z)) + δ(a)(Expϕ(z)) for any a ∈ A.(2.3.6b)

Note that Fδ(z) can be realized as the quasi-periodic function associated to the (ϕ, [·]n)-
biderivation δ.

For the special case of n = 0, a (ϕ, [·]0)-biderivation δ is an Fq-linear map δ : A →
Mat1×d(K[τ ]) satisfying (2.3.1) specialized to n = 0. We can naturally identify Der(ϕ, [·]0)
with Mat1×d(K[τ ]) through the Fq-vector space isomorphism Mat1×d(K[τ ]) → Der(ϕ, [·]0)
given by B 7→ δB, where δB is the (ϕ, [·]0)-biderivation with δB(t) := B. Similarly, a (ϕ, [·]0)-
biderivation δ is inner if there exists U ∈ Mat1×d(K[τ ]) satisfying (2.3.2) specialized to n = 0.
For δ ∈ Der(ϕ, [·]0), we also set Gδ = (Gd+1

a , φ0) to be the t-module induced from δ, that
is, (φ0)t is of the form (2.3.3) specialized to n = 0. Note that φ0 fits into the short exact
sequence of t-modules

0 → Ga →֒ Gδ ։ G→ 0.

Then, by the uniqueness of the exponential function, Expφ0 (
z1
z2 ) satisfies (2.3.5) specialized

to n = 0, where Fδ : Matd×1(K) → K is the unique entire Fq-linear analytic function also
satisfying (2.3.6a) and (2.3.6b) specialized to n = 0 (see [BrPa02, §3.2]). For n = 0, we
simply call Fδ a quasi-periodic function of G associated to δ. Moreover, for ω ∈ ΛG, the
value Fδ(ω) is called the quasi-period for ω and more generally, for y ∈ Matd×1(K), the
value Fδ(y) is called the quasi-logarithm for y associated to the (ϕ, [·]0)-biderivation δ.

Returning to n ≥ 1, we define Ext1(ϕ, [·]n) to be the group of t-module extensions of
G by C⊗n under the Baer sum up to Yoneda equivalence. Then,

(
δ 7→ [Gδ]

)
induces a

surjective map from Der(ϕ, [·]n) into Ext1(ϕ, [·]n). Furthermore, the following result gives a
characterization of Ext1(ϕ, [·]n).
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Lemma 2.3.7 ([PR03, Lem. 2.1]). We have the following Fq[t]-module isomorphism

Der(ϕ, [·]n)/Derin(ϕ, [·]n) ∼→ Ext1(ϕ, [·]n)
δ 7→ [Gδ],

where Gδ = (Gd+n
a , φ) with φt as defined in (2.3.3).

The group of t-module extensions Ext1(ϕ, [·]n) contains a special subgroup Ext1∂(ϕ, [·]n)
that collects all the extensions of G by C⊗n whose induced extensions on the tangent space
split. More precisely, we define

(2.3.8) Ext1∂(ϕ, [·]n) := Der∂(ϕ, [·]n)/
(
Der∂(ϕ, [·]n) ∩ Derin(ϕ, [·]n)

)
.

3. Duality relations among Anderson generating functions

In this section, we aim to demonstrate the main techniques used in the present article.
We compare two different constructions of solutions of the same Frobenius difference equa-
tion. Both constructions can be achieved by using Anderson generating functions which was
originally defined by Anderson [And86]. To begin with, we follow [NP21] closely to recall
the essential properties of Anderson generating functions.

3.1. Frobenius difference equation from t-motives. LetG = (Gd
a, ϕ) be a d-dimensional

uniformizable abelian t-module. For y ∈ Matd×1(C∞), we define the Anderson generating
function of y associated to ϕ as follows:

Gy(t;ϕ) :=
∞∑

i=0

Expϕ
(
(dϕt)

−i−1y
)
ti ∈ Matd×1(T).

By [NP21, Lem. 4.2.2], which generalizes the work of Pellarin [Pel08] on Drinfeld modules,
we have

(3.1.1) Gy(t;ϕ) =
(
dϕt − t Idd

)−1
y +

∞∑

n=1

Bn

((
dϕt − t Idd

)−1
)(n)

y(n),

where for n ≥ 1, each Bn is as in (2.2.2).
For a (ϕ, [·]0)-biderivation δ such that δt ∈ Mat1×d(K[τ ])τ and y ∈ Matd×1(K), by [NP21,

4.3.5], we have

(3.1.2) 〈δ(t) | Gy(t;ϕ)〉|t=θ = Fδ(y).

Assume that {ω1, . . . ,ωr} ⊂ Matd×1(C∞) is an A-basis for the period lattice ΛG. Consider

the t-motive MG = Matd×1(K[τ ]) associated to G with a fixed t-frame (ιm, Φ̃G). If the K[t]-
basis m = (m1, . . . ,mr)

tr ∈ Matr×1(MG), then the matrix

ΥG : =

〈

τm1

...
τmr


 |

(
Gω1(t;ϕ), . . . ,Gωr

(t;ϕ)
)
〉

=



〈τm1 | Gω1(t;ϕ)〉 . . . 〈τm1 | Gωr

(t;ϕ)〉
...

...
〈τmr | Gω1(t;ϕ)〉 . . . 〈τmr | Gωr

(t;ϕ)〉


 ∈ GLr(T)

(3.1.3)

satisfies the Frobenius difference equation ΥG = Φ̃GΥ
(−1)
G , where 〈τmi | Gωj

(t;ϕ)〉 is defined

in (2.1.3). Hence, (ιm, Φ̃G,ΥG) is a rigid analytic trivialization of MG.
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Let (ιn,ΦG) be a t-frame of the dual t-motive NG = Matd×1(K[σ]) associated to G. It was
shown by Hartl and Juschka [HJ20, Thm. 2.5.13] (see also [NP21, Thm. 4.4.9]) that there
exists VG ∈ GLr(K[t]) so that

(3.1.4) V
(−1)
G ΦG = Φ̃tr

GVG.

Moreover, if we set ΨG := (Υtr
GVG)

−1, then

Ψ
(−1)
G = ΦGΨG.

Hence the tuple (ιn,ΦG,ΨG) gives a rigid analytic trivialization of NG. The existence of VG
will provide the bridge for us to switch from the t-motive side to the dual t-motive side.

For n ≥ 1, consider C⊗n = (Gn
a , [·]n) and its t-motive MC⊗n = Mat1×n(K[τ ]) (resp. dual

t-motive NC⊗n = Mat1×n(K[σ])) as well as a t-frame (ιm
C⊗n

, Φ̃C⊗n) (resp. (ιn
C⊗n

,ΦC⊗n))
defined in Example 2.2.3. Note that ΛC⊗n is free of rank 1 over A, and we can choose a
generator γn ∈ Matn×1(C∞) with the last entry given by π̃n. More precisely, we have

(3.1.5) ΛC⊗n = Aγn = A




⋆
...
⋆
π̃n


 ⊂ Matn×1(C∞).

We set ω := Gπ̃(t;C) ∈ T and Ω := 1/ω(1) ∈ T. Then, we have ΥC⊗n = ωn and ΨC⊗n =
Ωn. In other words,

(
ιm

C⊗n
, (t − θ)n, ωn

)
(resp.

(
ιn

C⊗n
, (t − θ)n,Ωn

)
) is a rigid analytic

trivialization of MC⊗n (resp. NC⊗n).
For δ ∈ Der(ϕ, [·]n), we set Gδ = (Gd+n

a , φ) to be the t-module induced from δ in the sense
that φt is defined as in (2.3.3). Let Mφ = Mat1×(d+n)(K[τ ]) be its t-motive with an evident
choice of the ordered K[t]-basis for Mφ given by

(3.1.6) mφ :=

(
(m1, 0), . . . , (mr, 0), (0,mC⊗n)

)tr

⊂ Mat(d+n)×1(Mφ).

Note that τmφ = Φ̃φmφ for some Φ̃φ of the form

Φ̃φ :=

(
Φ̃G
Φ̃δ (t− θ)n

)
∈ Matr+1(K[t]),

for some Φ̃δ ∈ Mat1×r(K[t]). This induces an identification

Der(ϕ, [·]n) → Mat1×r(K[t])

δ 7→ Φ̃δ.
(3.1.7)

By (2.3.5), we deduce that the period lattice ΛGδ
can be chosen to be the form

(3.1.8) ΛGδ
= Aωφ,1 + · · ·+Aωφ,r+1 ⊂ Mat(d+n)×1(C∞),

where ωφ,j =
(
ωtr
j ,λ

tr
δ,j

)tr
for some λδ,j ∈ Matn×1(C∞) if 1 ≤ j ≤ r and ωφ,r+1 =

(
0,γtr

n

)tr
.

By using (2.3.5) again, we deduce that for 1 ≤ j ≤ r, we have

(3.1.9) Gωφ,j
(t;φ) =

(
Gωj

(t;ϕ)
Fωφ,j

(t;φ)

)
∈ Mat(d+n)×1(T)
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for some Fωφ,j
(t;φ) =

(
gj,1(t;φ), . . . , gj,n(t;φ)

)tr ∈ Matn×1(T) and

Gωφ,r+1
(t;φ) =

(
0

Gγn
(t; [·]n)

)
∈ Mat(d+n)×1(T).

By following the construction given in (3.1.3), we obtain that
(3.1.10)

ΥGδ
=

〈
τmφ |

(( Gω1(t;ϕ)
Fωφ,1

(t;φ)

)
, . . . ,

(
Gωr

(t;ϕ)
Fωφ,r

(t;φ)

)
,

(
0

Gγn
(t; [·]n)

))〉
=

(
ΥG

Υδ ωn

)
,

where

Υδ : =

(
〈τmC⊗n | Fωφ,1

(t;φ)〉, . . . , 〈τmC⊗n | Fωφ,r
(t;φ)〉

)

=

(
g1,1(t;φ)

(1), . . . , gr,1(t;φ)
(1)

)
∈ Mat1×r(T).

(3.1.11)

For the convenience of later use, for any η ∈ K×, we set uη ∈ K× to be a fixed choice of
the (q − 1)-th root of η−q. Note that we must have

(3.1.12) u(−1)
η = ηuη.

The starting point of the present paper is the following Proposition.

Proposition 3.1.13. Let B ∈ GLr+1(T) satisfying the Frobenius difference equation

B(−1) = Φ̃ad
φ B.

Assume that det(Φ̃G) = c̃(t− θ)d for some c̃ ∈ K×. Then, there exists C ∈ Matr+1(A) such
that

uc̃Ω
dΥφ = BC.

In particular, if we denote by b the last row of B, then we have

uc̃
(
ΩdΥδ,Ω

d−n
)
= bC ∈ Mat1×(r+1)(T).

Proof. By (3.1.12) and the construction of Υφ given in (3.1.10), one verifies directly that

(uc̃Ω
dΥφ)

(−1) = c̃uc̃(t− θ)dΩdΦ̃−1
φ Υφ

=
(
c̃(t− θ)dΦ̃−1

φ

)(
uc̃Ω

dΥφ

)

= Φ̃ad
φ (uc̃Ω

dΥφ).

Consider
Matr+1(T)

σ := {D ∈ Matr+1(T) | D(−1) = D} = Matr+1(A).

It is straightforward to see that

(B−1uc̃Ω
dΥφ)

(−1) = B−1(Φ̃ad
φ )−1uc̃Φ̃

ad
φ ΩdΥφ = B−1uc̃Ω

dΥφ,

which implies that B−1uc̃Ω
dΥφ ∈ Matr+1(T)

σ = Matr+1(A). In particular, there exists
C ∈ Matr+1(A) such that

uc̃Ω
dΥφ = BC.

�

By Proposition 3.1.13, if we can construct B satisfying B(−1) = Φ̃ad
φ B without using Υφ,

then it will produce non-trivial relations involving Υδ. This will be our major goal in the
rest of this section.
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3.2. Frobenius difference equation from dual t-motives. In this subsection, we inves-
tigate another way to construct the solution of the Frobenius difference equation

X(−1) = Φ̃ad
φ X.

To begin with, consider

Vφ :=

(
VG

1

)
GLr+1(K[t]).

We define

Φφ :=
(
V −1
φ

)(−1)
Φ̃tr
φ Vφ =

(
ΦG (V −1

G )(−1)Φ̃tr
δ

0 (t− θ)n

)
∈ Matr+1(K[t]) ∩GLr+1(K(t)).

By the definition of Φφ, we get

(Vφ)
(−1) Φφ = Φ̃tr

φ Vφ.

By using (2.1.2) and the fact that det(Vφ)
(−1) det(Φφ) = det(Φ̃tr

φ ) det(Vφ), we obtain

Cof(Vφ)
(−1)Cof(Φφ) = Φ̃ad

φ Cof(Vφ).

The following lemma allows us to switch our study from the t-motive side to the dual t-motive
side.

Lemma 3.2.1. Let Y = Ψ be a solution of the following Frobenius difference equation

Y(−1) = Cof(Φφ)Y.

Then, X = Cof(Vφ)Ψ is a solution of

X(−1) = Φ̃ad
φ X.

Consequently, there exists C ∈ Matr+1(A) such that

uc̃Ω
dΥφ = Cof(Vφ)ΨC.

Proof. Note that

(Cof(Vφ)Ψ)(−1) = Cof(Vφ)
(−1)Cof(Φφ)Ψ = Φ̃ad

φ (Cof(Vφ)Ψ) .

Then, the desired result follows from Proposition 3.1.13. �

In what follows, we aim to construct a solution Y = Ψ to the difference equation

(3.2.2) Y(−1) = Cof(Φφ)Y.

Assume that det(ΦG) = c(t− θ)d for some c ∈ K×. Since

det(Φφ) = det(ΦG)(t− θ)n = c(t− θ)d+n,

we notice that

(3.2.3) Cof(Φφ) = det(Φφ)
(
Φ−1
φ

)tr
=

(
(t− θ)nCof(ΦG)

h c(t− θ)d

)

where h = −Φ̃δ
(
(V −1

G )tr
)(−1)

Cof(ΦE) ∈ Mat1×r(K[t]). Then, to solve the difference equation
(3.2.2), we aim to find g ∈ Mat1×r(T) so that

(3.2.4) g(−1)(t− θ)nCof(ΦE) = c(t− θ)dg + h.

Indeed, if we consider

Ψ :=

(
ΩnCof(ΨG)
gΩnCof(ΨG) ucΩ

d

)
,
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where uc ∈ K× is the fixed constant that satisfies (3.1.12). Then, it fits into the desired
difference equation

Ψ(−1) = Cof(Φφ)Ψ.

The following lemma provides a way for solving (3.2.4) in some special cases.

Lemma 3.2.5. Let G = (Gd
a, ϕ) be a d-dimensional uniformizable abelian t-module of rank

r with the associated dual t-motive NE. Let (ιnG
,ΦG,ΨG) be a rigid analytic trivialization

of NG. Assume that det(ΦG) = c(t − θ)d for some c ∈ K×. For any n ≥ d, we fix h ∈
Mat1×r(K[t]) and we suppose that there exists g ∈ Mat1×r(T) so that

(3.2.6) g(−1)(t− θ)n−dCof(ΦG) = g + h.

Then, we have

(
ΩnCof(ΨG)

ucgΩ
nCof(ΨG) ucΩ

d

)(−1)

=

(
(t− θ)nCof(ΦG)
cuc(t− θ)dh c(t− θ)d

)(
ΩnCof(ΨG)

ucgΩ
nCof(ΨE) ucΩ

d

)
,

where uc ∈ K× is a fixed constant that satisfies (3.1.12).

Proof. The desired result follows by checking the bottom row.

(
ucgΩ

nCof(ΨG), ucΩ
d
)(−1)

=
(
cucg

(−1)(t− θ)nΩnCof(ΦG)Cof(ΨG), cuc(t− θ)dΩd
)

=
(
cuc(g + h)(t− θ)dΩnCof(ΨG), cuc(t− θ)dΩd

)

=
(
cuc(t− θ)dh, c(t− θ)d

)( ΩnCof(ΨG)
ucgΩ

nCof(ΨG) ucΩ
d

)
.

�

One of the obstructions to applying Lemma 3.2.5 is the existence of g satisfying (3.2.6).
In what follows, we propose a general construction for solving (3.2.6). We begin with in-
troducing a variant of Furusho’s ℘-function. The following lemma is essentially the same as
[Fur22, Lem. 1.1.1] (cf. [Che24, Lem. 3.2.1]).

Lemma 3.2.7. Let

℘r :=
(
σ − 1

)
: Mat1×r(T) → Mat1×r(T)

(Z1, . . . , Zr) 7→ (Z
(−1)
1 − Z1, . . . , Z

(−1)
r − Zr).

Then, ℘r is surjective with kernel Mat1×r(Fq[t]). Moreover, f and ℘r(f) have the same radius
of convergence for any f ∈ Mat1×r(T).

Since ℘r is surjective with kernel Mat1×r(Fq[t]), we may consider the following inverse
image map

L : Mat1×r(T) → Mat1×r(T)/Mat1×r(Fq[t])

f 7→ ℘−1
r (f).

Note that whenever ‖f‖ < 1, we must have

(3.2.8) L (f) = ℘−1
r (f) =

∑

m≥1

f (m) +Mat1×r(Fq[t]).
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Proposition 3.2.9. Let G = (Gd
a, ϕ) be a d-dimensional uniformizable abelian t-module of

rank r with the associated dual t-motive NE. Let (ιnG
,ΦG,ΨG) be a rigid analytic trivializa-

tion of NG. Assume that det(ΦG) = c(t− θ)d for some c ∈ K×. For any n ≥ d, we fix h ∈
Mat1×r(K[t]). Then, for any u ∈ L

(
hΩn−dCof(ΨG)

)
, we have that g := uΩd−nCof(ΨG)

−1

satisfies the Frobenius difference equation (3.2.6). In particular, if ‖hΩn−dCof(ΨG)‖ < 1,
then we can simply choose

g : =

(∑

m≥1

(
hΩn−dCof(ΨG)

)(m)
)
Ωd−nCof(ΨG)

−1

=
∑

m≥1

h(m)
(
Φtr
G

)(m) · · ·
(
Φtr
G

)(1)

cq(qm−1)/(q−1)(t− θqm)n · · · (t− θq)n
.

Proof. Let u ∈ L (hΩn−dCof(ΨG)). Then, we must have

℘r(u) = u(−1) − u = hΩn−dCof(ΨG).

In particular, we have u(−1) = u+ hΩn−dCof(ΨG). It follows that
(
uΩd−nCof(ΨG)

−1
)(−1)

(t− θ)n−dCof(ΦG) =
(
u+ hΩn−dCof(ΨG)

)
Ωd−nCof(ΨE)

−1

=
(
uΩd−nCof(ΨG)

−1
)
+ h.

Therefore, g := uΩd−nCof(ΨG)
−1 provides a desired solution of the difference equation

(3.2.6). The special case ‖hΩn−dCof(ΨG)‖ < 1 follows immediately from (3.2.8). �

Motivated by Proposition 3.2.9, we formulate a special class of extensions as follows.

Definition 3.2.10. Let G = (Gd
a, ϕ) be a d-dimensional uniformizable abelian t-module of

rank r. Let n ≥ d. For δ ∈ Der(ϕ, [·]n), recall Φ̃δ ∈ Mat1×r(K[t]) from (3.1.7). We define

Dersp(ϕ, [·]n) := {δ ∈ Der(ϕ, [·]n) | Φ̃δ ∈ Mat1×r(K[t])Φ̃G}.
We further set Ext1sp(ϕ, [·]n) := Dersp(ϕ, [·]n)/

(
Dersp(ϕ, [·]n) ∩ Derin(ϕ, [·]n)

)
to be the Fq[t]-

submodule of Ext1(ϕ, [·]n) generated by Dersp(ϕ, [·]n). We call the equivalence classes in
Ext1sp(ϕ, [·]n) special extensions.

Remark 3.2.11. For δ ∈ Dersp(ϕ, [·]n) and any c ∈ K×, set h := −u−1
c Φ̃δΦ̃

−1
G (V −1

G )tr ∈
Mat1×r(K[t]). Since Φ̃δ ∈ Mat1×r(K[t])Φ̃G, we have that h has integral entries. This guar-
antees the assumption of Theorem 3.2.12.

Combining all the observations we have so far, we can produce identities involving Ander-
son generating functions for some special extensions.

Theorem 3.2.12. Let G = (Gd
a, ϕ) be a d-dimensional uniformizable abelian t-module of

rank r with the associated dual t-motive NE. Let (ιnG
,ΦG,ΨG) be a rigid analytic trivi-

alization of NG. Assume that det(ΦG) = c(t − θ)d for some c ∈ K×. For any n ≥ d,
consider δ ∈ Dersp(ϕ, [·]n) and its induced t-module Gδ = (Gd+n

a , φ) defined in (2.3.3). Let

h := −u−1
c Φ̃δΦ̃

−1
G (V −1

G )tr ∈ Mat1×r(K[t]). Then, for any u ∈ L
(
hΩn−dCof(ΨG)

)
, we have

that g := uΩd−nCof(ΨG)
−1 satisfies (3.2.6). Moreover, there exists

C =

(
Ir

a1, . . . , ar 1

)
∈ Matr+1(A)
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so that (
Ωng1,1(t;φ)

(1), . . . ,Ωngr,1(t;φ)
(1), 1

)
= (ucgΩ

nV tr
G ΥG, 1)C,

where g1,1(t;φ), . . . , gr,1(t;φ) are entries of Υδ defined in (3.1.11). If we further have

‖hΩn−dCof(ΨG)‖ < 1,

then
(
Ωng1,1(t;φ)

(1), . . . ,Ωngr,1(t;φ)
(1), 1

)
= (uc

(∑

m≥1

(
hΩn−dCof(ΨG)

)(m)
)
, 1)C.

Proof. The existence of g is guaranteed by Proposition 3.2.9. By Lemma 3.2.5, we have
(

ΩnCof(ΨG)
ucgΩ

nCof(ΨG) ucΩ
d

)(−1)

=

(
(t− θ)nCof(ΦG)
cuc(t− θ)dh c(t− θ)d

)(
ΩnCof(ΨG)

ucgΩ
nCof(ΨG) ucΩ

d

)
.

Note that

cuc(t− θ)dh = cuc(t− θ)d
(
−u−1

c Φ̃δΦ̃
−1
G (V −1

G )tr
)

= −c(t− θ)dΦ̃δΦ̃
−1
G (V −1

G )tr

= −c(t− θ)dΦ̃δ
(
(V −1

G )tr
)(−1)

(Φ−1
G )tr

= −Φ̃δ
(
(V −1

G )tr
)(−1)

Cof(ΦG),

where the third equality comes from the relation
(
(V −1

G )tr
)(−1)

(Φ−1
G )tr = Φ̃−1

G (V −1
G )tr and the

last identity follows from the fact that Cof(ΦG) = det(ΦG)(Φ
−1
G )tr = c(t− θ)d(Φ−1

G )tr. Hence
cuc(t− θ)dh coincides with h defined in (3.2.3). In other words,

Y =

(
ΩnCof(ΨG)

ucgΩ
nCof(ΨG) ucΩ

d

)

is a solution to the difference equation

Y(−1) = Cof(Φφ)Y.

Thus, by Proposition 3.1.13 and Lemma 3.2.1, there exists C ∈ Matr+1(A) so that

uc̃Ω
d+n

(
ΥG

Υδ Ω−n

)
=

(
Cof(VG)

det(VG)

)(
ΩnCof(ΨG)

ucgΩ
nCof(ΨG) ucΩ

d

)
C,

where we recall that det(ΦG) = c(t− θ)d (resp. det(Φ̃G) = c̃(t− θ)d) for some c ∈ K× (resp.
c̃ ∈ K×) and uc (resp. uc̃) satisfies (3.1.12).

It is clear to see that C ∈ Matr+1(A) is of the form

C =

(
Ir

a1, . . . , ar 1

)
.

Furthermore, by comparing the last rows on the both sides and eliminating the common
factor Ωd, we deduce that

uc̃
(
Ωng1,1(t;φ)

(1), . . . ,Ωngr,1(t;φ)
(1), 1

)
= uc det(VG)

(
gΩn−dCof(ΨG), 1

)
C.

Note that the relation (Vφ)
(−1) Φφ = Φ̃tr

φ Vφ implies that det(Vφ)
(−1)c = c̃det(Vφ), and thus

uc̃ = det(VE)uc. Then, the above equality becomes
(
Ωng1,1(t;φ)

(1), . . . ,Ωngr,1(t;φ)
(1), 1

)
= (gΩn−dCof(ΨG), 1)C.
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Finally, since Ψ−1
G = Υtr

GVG and det(ΨG) = ucΩ
d, it follows that Cof(ΨG) = ucΩ

dV tr
G ΥG. If

we apply this relation to the above equation, we derive that
(
Ωng1,1(t;φ)

(1), . . . ,Ωngr,1(t;φ)
(1), 1

)
= (ucgΩ

nV tr
G ΥG, 1)C,

which gives the desired result. The situation of ‖hΩn−dCof(ΨG)‖ < 1 follows immediately
from the special case of Proposition 3.2.9. �

3.3. Constructions from Anderson generating functions. To apply Theorem 3.2.12
to produce relations involving certain coordinates of the periods of extensions coming from
δ ∈ Dersp(ϕ, [·]n), we need to construct the solution g of the difference equation (3.2.6) in
a specific way. This can be achieved by using Anderson generating functions and related
constructions developed in [NP21] for a special family of t-modules. To be more precise, we
call a t-module G = (Gd

a, ϕ) almost strictly pure if the top coefficient of ϕts is invertible for
some s ≥ 1.

Proposition 3.3.1. Let G = (Gd
a, ϕ) be a d-dimensional uniformizable abelian t-module of

rank r defined over K with associated dual t-motive NG. Let (ιnG
,ΦG,ΨG) be a rigid analytic

trivialization of NG. For any n ≥ d, consider δ ∈ Dersp(ϕ, [·]n) and its induced t-module

Gδ = (Gd+n
a , φ) as defined in (2.3.3). Let h := −u−1

c Φ̃δΦ̃
−1
G (V −1

G )tr ∈ Mat1×r(K[t]). Assume
that H = (Gs

a, ̺) is a uniformizable almost strictly pure t-module defined over K together
with a t-frame (ιn, (t−θ)n−dCof(ΦG)) for its associated dual t-motive NH . Then, there exists
g ∈ Mat1×r(T) satisfying (3.2.6) and an extra property that

SpanK

(
1,Fǫ(yh) | ǫ ∈ Der∂(̺, [·]0), ǫ(t) ∈ Mat1×s(K[τ ])τ

)
= SpanK

(
{1} ∪ {g|t=θ}

)

for some yh ∈ (LieH)(C∞) with Exp̺(yh) ∈ H(K). Moreover, there exists C ∈ Matr+1(A)
of the form

C =

(
Ir

a1, . . . , ar 1

)

so that (
Ωng1,1(t;φ)

(1), . . . ,Ωngr,1(t;φ)
(1), 1

)
= (ucgΩ

nV tr
G ΥG, 1)C.

Proof. We set M = Mat1×r(K[t]) to be the K[t, σ]-module with σ-action on the standard
K[t]-basis given by (t− θ)n−dCof(ΦG). It is known due to Anderson (see [HJ20, Prop. 2.5.8]
and [NP21, Lem. 3.1.2]) that we have the Fq[t]-module isomorphism

ǫ1 ◦ ιn : M /(σ − 1)M → H(K)

h 7→ ǫ1 ◦ ιn(h) =: αh,

where ǫ1 : Mat1×s(K[σ]) → Mats×1(K) is defined precisely by ǫ1(
∑ℓ

i=0αiσ
i) :=

(∑ℓ
i=0α

(i)
)tr

.

Recall that h = −u−1
c Φ̃δΦ̃

−1
G (V −1

G )tr ∈ Mat1×r(K[t]). Since H is uniformizable, we can choose
yh ∈ (LieH)(C∞) so that Exp̺(yh) = αh. On the other hand, starting from the pair

(αh,yh) ∈ H(K)× (LieH)(C∞),

[NP21, Lemma 4.4.19] provides an explicit construction of hαh
and gyh

so that

g(−1)
yh

(t− θ)n−dCof(ΦG) = gyh
+ hαh

.
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Furthermore, by our assumption that H is almost strictly pure, [NP21, Proposition 4.5.22]
shows that ǫ1 ◦ ιn(hαh

) = αh = ǫ1 ◦ ιn(h). In other words, there exists uh ∈ Mat1×r(K[t])
so that

hαh
− h = u

(−1)
h

(t− θ)n−dCof(ΦG)− uh

If we define g := gyh
− uh, then we can verify directly that

g(−1)(t− θ)n−dCof(ΦG) = g(−1)
yh

(t− θ)n−dCof(ΦG)− u
(−1)
h

(t− θ)n−dCof(ΦG)

= (gyh
+ hαh

)− (hαh
− h+ uh)

= g + h.

Assume that det(ΦG) = c(t− θ)d for some c ∈ K
×
. By the same argument as in the proof of

Theorem 3.2.12, Proposition 3.1.13 and Lemma 3.2.1 imply that there exists C ∈ Matr+1(A)
of the form

C =

(
Ir

a1, . . . , ar 1

)

so that (
Ωng1,1(t;φ)

(1), . . . ,Ωngr,1(t;φ)
(1), 1

)
= (ucgΩ

nV tr
G ΥG, 1)C,

Finally, since H is defined over K, by [NP21, Thm. 4.4.30] we derive that

SpanK

(
1,Fǫ(yh) | ǫ ∈ Der∂(̺, [·]0), ǫ(t) ∈ Mat1×s(K[τ ])τ

)
= SpanK

(
{1} ∪ {gyh

|t=θ}
)
.

Thus, from the definition g = gyh
− uh for some uh ∈ Mat1×r(K[t]), we deduce the desired

result

SpanK

(
1,Fǫ(yh) | ǫ ∈ Der∂(̺, [·]0), ǫ(t) ∈ Mat1×s(K[τ ])τ

)
= SpanK

(
{1} ∪ {g|t=θ}

)
.

�

Remark 3.3.2. Let G = (Gd
a, ϕ) be a d-dimensional uniformizable abelian t-module of rank

r defined over K with a rigid analytic trivialization of its associated dual t-motive NG given
by (ιnG

,ΦG,ΨG). If we consider the K[t, σ]-module NC⊗(n−d) ⊗ ∧r−1NG := NC⊗(n−d) ⊗K[t](
NG ∧K[t] ∧ · · · ∧K[t] NG

)
with an evident choice of a K[t]-basis, then one can verify directly

that NC⊗(n−d) ⊗∧r−1NG is free of finite rank over K[σ], and it defines a dual t-motive. Thus,
we always have a t-module H = (Gs

a, ̺) with a t-frame (ιn, (t − θ)n−dCof(ΦG)) for its dual
t-motive NH .

It is not clear to the authors if there is an elegant way to determine the almost strictly
pureness of H without calculating the top coefficient of ̺ts . Moreover, if we replace the dual
t-motive NG by the t-motive MG in the above construction, then we will see that the K[t, τ ]-
module MC⊗(n−d) ⊗ ∧r−1MG := MC⊗(n−d) ⊗

(
MG ∧K[t] ∧ · · · ∧K[t] MG

)
defines a t-motive.

We denote its corresponding t-module by C⊗(n−d) ⊗ ∧r−1G. At the writing of this paper,
the authors do not know whether C⊗(n−d)⊗∧r−1G ∼= H as a t-module except the case when
G is a Drinfeld module of rank r ≥ 2 (see Example 2.2.8 for more details). Note that this
question is equivalent to asking if C⊗(n−d) ⊗∧r−1G admits a t-frame (ιn, (t− θ)n−dCof(ΦG))
for its associated dual t-motive.

As a consequence of Proposition 3.3.1, we deduce the following theorem that allows us to
generate the bottom coordinate of the period of Gδ in terms of periods and quasi-periods
of G together with logarithm and quasi-logarithm of the t-module H at a specific algebraic
point.
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Theorem 3.3.3. Let notation be the same as in Proposition 3.3.1. Consider

S := {1,Fǫ(yh) | ǫ ∈ Der∂(̺, [·]0), ǫ(t) ∈ Mat1×s(K[τ ])τ}
and

T := {F̟(ω) | ̟ ∈ Der∂(ϕ, [·]0), ̟(t) ∈ Mat1×d(K[τ ])τ, ω ∈ ΛG}
Assume that δ ∈ Dersp(ϕ, [·]n) ∩ Der∂(ϕ, [·]n) and the period lattice of Gδ is given by

ΛGδ
= A

(
ω1

λδ,1

)
+ · · ·+A

(
ωr

λδ,r

)
+A

(
0
γn

)
⊂ Mat(n+d)×1(C∞).

For 1 ≤ j ≤ r, if we express λδ,j = (λj,1, . . . , λj,n)
tr, then we have

λj,n ∈ SpanK

(
{π̃n} ∪ {xy | x ∈ S, y ∈ T}

)
.

Proof. Assume that det(ΦG) = c(t− θ)d for some c ∈ K
×
. By Proposition 3.3.1, there exists

C ∈ Matr+1(A) of the form

C =

(
Ir

a1, . . . , ar 1

)

so that

(3.3.4)
(
Ωng1,1(t;φ)

(1), . . . ,Ωngr,1(t;φ)
(1), 1

)
= (ucgΩ

nV tr
G ΥG, 1)C,

where g ∈ Mat1×r(T) has the property that

SpanK

(
{1} ∪ {g|t=θ}

)
= SpanK(S).

Recall that for each 1 ≤ j ≤ r, we have introduced the Anderson generating function of
ωφ,j = (ωj,λδ,j)

tr associated to φ in (3.1.9) as follows

Gωφ,j
(t;φ) :=

∞∑

m=0

Expφ

(
dφ−m−1

t

(
ωj

λδ,j

))
ti =

(
Gωj

(t;ϕ)
Fωφ,j

(t;φ)

)
∈ Mat(d+n)×1(T).

Note that by [NP21, Prop. 4.2.12 (c)] we have the relation
〈
φt |

(
Gωj

(t;ϕ)
Fωφ,j

(t;φ)

)〉
= t

(
Gωj

(t;ϕ)
Fωφ,j

(t;φ)

)
.

If we express Gωj
(t;ϕ) = (fj,1(t;ϕ), . . . , fj,d(t;ϕ))

tr, Fωφ,j
(t;φ) = (gj,1(t;φ), . . . , gj,n(t;φ))

tr

and denote the bottom row of δ(t) by (δ1, . . . , δd) ∈ Mat1×d(K[τ ])τ , then we have

(3.3.5) gj,1(t;φ)
(1) = (t− θ)gj,n(t;φ)−

d∑

i=1

〈δi | fj,i(t;ϕ)〉.

By using (3.3.5), we see that (3.3.4) becomes

(
(t− θ)g1,n(t;φ), . . . , (t− θ)gr,n(t;φ),Ω

−n
)
=

(ucgV
tr
G ΥG,Ω

−n)C + (

d∑

i=1

〈δi | f1,i(t;ϕ)〉, . . . ,
d∑

i=1

〈δi | fr,i(t;ϕ)〉, 0).

(3.3.6)
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On the one hand, it follows from (3.1.1) that
(
(t− θ)g1,n(t;φ), . . . , (t− θ)gr,n(t;φ),Ω

−n
)
|t=θ = (Rest=θ g1,n(t;φ), . . . ,Rest=θ gr,n(t;φ), π̃

n)

= (−λ1,n, . . . ,−λr,n, π̃n).
Here we use the fact that δ ∈ Der∂(ϕ, [·]n), and thus

(3.3.7)
(
dφt − t Idd+n

)−1
= −




(t Idd−dϕt)
−1

(t− θ)−1 (t− θ)−2 · · · (t− θ)−n

(t− θ)−1 . . .
...

. . . (t− θ)−2

(t− θ)−1




implies that ordt=θ
(
gj,n(t;φ)

)
= −1 for each 1 ≤ j ≤ r. On the other hand, by [NP21,

Prop. 4.3.12], we have

SpanK
(
ΥG|t=θ

)
= SpanK

(
T
)
.

Moreover, for 1 ≤ i ≤ d and 1 ≤ j ≤ r, by [NP21, Prop. 4.3.5(a)] we have

〈δi | fj,i(t;ϕ)〉|t=θ ∈ SpanK
(
T
)
.

The desired result now follows immediately. �

Remark 3.3.8. The last coordinate λj,n of λδ,j in the above theorem is called the tractable
coordinate of λδ,j, i.e., it lies at the bottom coordinate of the last n × n Jordan block of
dφt when dφt is in Jordan normal form. Note that d[t]n is already a Jordan block and
δ ∈ Der∂(ϕ, [·]n). Thus, if dϕt is in Jordan normal form, then dφt is in Jordan normal form
with the last block being n× n.

4. Periods of special extensions of Drinfeld modules

In this section, we apply Theorem 3.3.1 to the case of G = E = (Ga, ρ) a Drinfeld module
of rank r ≥ 2. We will first prove that for any n ≥ 1

Der∂(ρ, [·]n) ⊂ Dersp(ρ, [·]n),
where

Der∂(ρ, [·]n) = {δ ∈ Der(ρ, [·]n) | δ(t) ∈ Matn×1(K[τ ])τ}
has been defined in (2.3.4). Then, by using Theorem 3.3.1, we will show that the tractable
coordinate of the period of the extension of E by C⊗n arising from δ ∈ Der0(ρ, [·]n) can be
generated by periods and quasi-periods of E together with logarithms and quasi-logarithms
of C⊗n−1 ⊗∧r−1E at some explicitly constructed algebraic points. In particular, the case of
n = 1 generalizes Chang’s formula [Cha13, Thm. 2.4.4] on the third kind period of rank 2
Drinfeld modules to arbitrary rank.

4.1. Special extensions of Drinfeld modules. Let E = (Ga, ρ) be a Drinfeld module

of rank r ≥ 2 with ρt = θ + κ1τ + · · · + κrτ
r ∈ K[τ ]. Let (ιmE

, Φ̃E) be the t-frame of the
associated t-motive ME as defined in Example 2.2.5. For n ≥ 1, we consider δ ∈ Der(ρ, [·]n)
and denote by Eδ = (Gn+1

a , φ) the t-module arising from δ given in (2.3.3). Recall that by

the identification given in (3.1.7), we have an associated vector Φ̃δ ∈ Mat1×r(K[t]).
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Proposition 4.1.1. If we assume that δ ∈ Der∂(ρ, [·]n) and express by Φ̃δ = (ν1, . . . , νr) ∈
Mat1×r(K[t]), then we have

ν1 ∈ (t− θ)K[t].

Consequently, we have Φ̃δ ∈ Mat1×r(K[t])Φ̃E and hence

Der∂(ρ, [·]n) ⊂ Dersp(ρ, [·]n).

Proof. Since ν1 ∈ K[t], suppose ν1 = ν10 + ν11(t − θ) + · · · + ν1s(t − θ)s for some ν1i ∈ K
and s ≥ 0. We aim to show that ν10 = 0. Let ei be the standard K[τ ]-basis of the
associated t-motive of Eδ given by Mφ = Mat1×(n+1)(K[τ ]). Consider δ ∈ Der∂(ρ, [·]n) with

δ(t) = (δ1, . . . , δn) ∈ Matn×1(K[τ ])τ . By using tei = eiφt, we see that

(4.1.2) (t− θ)e1 = e1(ρt − θ) ∈ τMφ.

Also, for 2 ≤ i ≤ n we have (t − θ)ei = δi−1e1 + ei+1 and (t − θ)en+1 = δre1 + τe2. In
particular, we get

(4.1.3) (t− θ)ne2 ≡ 0 (mod τMφ).

Consider the ordered K[t]-basis for Mφ defined in (3.1.6)

(4.1.4) mφ =

(
(1, 0), . . . , (τ r−1, 0), (0,mC⊗n)

)tr

⊂ Mat(n+1)×1(Mφ).

By comparing the last entry of the both sides of τmφ = Φ̃φmφ, we have

τe2 = ν1e1 + · · ·+ νrτ
r−1e1 + (t− θ)ne2.

If we regard the above equation in Mφ/τMφ, then we get

0 ≡ ν1e1 + (t− θ)ne2 (mod τMφ)

≡ ν10e1 + ν11(t− θ)e1 + · · ·+ ν1s(t− θ)se1 (mod τMφ)

≡ ν10e1 (mod τMφ).

Here the second equality comes from expanding ν1 and (4.1.3) and the third equality follows
from (4.1.2). Consequently, we conclude that ν10 ∈ K ∩ τK[τ ] and the desired vanishing on
ν10 follows immediately by the fact that the intersection K ∩ τK[τ ] only contains 0.

Finally, by (2.2.12), we note that

Φ̃−1
E = det(Φ̃E)

−1Cof(Φ̃E) =
1

t− θ




κ1 κ2 · · · κr−1 κr
t− θ 0 · · · · · · 0

0 t− θ
. . .

...
...

...
... · · · 0

...
0 0 · · · t− θ 0




This implies that Φ̃δΦ̃
−1
E ∈ Mat1×r(K[t]) as ν1 ∈ (t− θ)K[t], or equivalently

Φ̃δ ∈ Mat1×r(K[t])Φ̃E .

The desired inclusion Der∂(ρ, [·]n) ⊂ Dersp(ρ, [·]n) follows immediately. �
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Example 4.1.5. We know that every equivalence class of extensions in Ext1∂(ρ, [·]1) admits
a representative δ ∈ Der∂(ρ, [·]1) so that δ(t) = β1τ + · · · + βr−1τ

r−1 ∈ K[τ ]τ for some
β1, . . . , βr−1 ∈ K [PR03, Eq. (10)].

Let Eδ = (Gn+1
a , φ) be the t-module arising from δ given in (2.3.3). In this example, we

aim to calculate Φ̃δ ∈ Mat1×r(K[t]) given in (3.1.7) explicitly. Note that (4.1.4) in this

case is given by mφ =
(
(1, 0), . . . , (τ r−1, 0), (0, 1)

)tr ∈ Mat(n+1)×1(Mφ). On the one hand,
τ · (0, 1) = (0, τ). On the other hand, we have

t · (0, 1) = (0, 1)

(
ρt
δ(t) [t]1

)
= (β1τ + · · ·+ βr−1τ

r−1, θ + τ).

Thus, we obtain τ · (0, 1) = (0, τ) = (−β1)(τ, 0) + · · · + (−βr−1)(τ
r−1, 0) + (t − θ) · (0, 1),

which implies that Φ̃δ = (0,−β1, . . . ,−βr−1) ∈ Mat1×r(K), and hence

(4.1.6) Φ̃δΦ̃
−1
E = (−β1, . . . ,−βr−1, 0) ∈ Mat1×r(K).

This matches with our result in Proposition 4.1.1, and will be used in our later calculations.

By using Proposition 4.1.1, we can make Theorem 3.3.3 more concrete in the case of
Drinfeld modules.

Theorem 4.1.7. Let E = (Ga, ρ) be a Drinfeld module of rank r ≥ 2 with ρt = θ + κ1τ +
· · · + κrτ

r ∈ K[τ ]. For n ≥ 1, we consider δ ∈ Der∂(ρ, [·]n) and denote by Eδ = (Gn+1
a , φ)

the t-module arising from δ given in (2.3.3). Assume that the period lattice of φ is given by

Λφ = A

(
ω1

λ1

)
+ · · ·+A

(
ωr
λr

)
+A

(
0
γn

)
⊂ Mat(n+1)×1(C∞),

where γn ∈ Matn×1(C∞) is the period vector of the n-th tensor power of the Carlitz module

C⊗n defined in (3.1.5). Then, for the t-module En−1 = (G
r(n−1)+r−1
a , ψn−1) defined in Exam-

ple 2.2.8, there exists y ∈ (LieEn−1)(C∞) with the property Expψn−1
(y) ∈ En−1(K) so that

if we express λj = (λj,1, . . . , λj,n)
tr, and define

S := {1,Fǫ(y) | ǫ ∈ Der∂(ψn−1, [·]0), ǫ(t) ∈ Mat1×(rn−1)(K[τ ])τ}
as well as

T := {Fm(ω) | m ∈ Der∂(ρ, [·]0), m(t) ∈ K[τ ]τ, ω ∈ ΛE},
then λj,n is the tractable coordinate of λj, and we have

λj,n ∈ SpanK

(
{π̃n} ∪ {xy | x ∈ S, y ∈ T}

)
.

Proof. By Proposition 4.1.1, we have

Der∂(ρ, [·]n) ⊂ Dersp(ρ, [·]n).
Moreover, as we have mentioned in Example 2.2.8 that En−1 = C⊗n−1 ⊗ ∧r−1E admits a
t-frame (ιn, (t − θ)n−1Cof(ΦE) for its dual t-motive. Finally, one checks directly that the
top coefficient of (ψn−1)trn−1 is lower triangular invertible which implies that En−1 is almost
strictly pure (see Appendix for examples and more details). The desired result follows from
Theorem 3.3.3 immediately. �
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4.2. On periods of the third kind for Drinfeld modules. The main purpose of this
subsection is to generalize the results of the third kind period for rank 2 Drinfeld module
[Cha13, Thm 2.4.4] to arbitrary rank r ≥ 2. Recall that we have defined in Example 2.2.8
that E0 = ∧r−1E = (Gr−1

a , ψ0). We begin with some preliminary calculations. The first
lemma is adopted from [NP21, Lem. 4.4.19] in our setting with more flexibility, but the
proof is essentially the same.

Lemma 4.2.1. Let α ∈ E0(K) and y ∈ LieE0(C∞) so that Expψ0
(y) = α. We write

Cof(Φ̃E) = Ũ0 + Ũ1t with Ũi ∈ Matr(K). For any W ∈ GLr(K[t]) with the property that

W (−1)Cof(ΦE) = Cof(Φ̃E)W , if we set

gy := −〈τmE0 | Gy(t;ψ0)〉tr ·W

and

hα := 〈Ũ1mE0 | α〉tr ·W,
then

g(−1)
y

Cof(ΦE)− gy = hα.

By adopting [PR03, Eq. (10)] as we did in Example 4.1.5, we consider δ ∈ Der∂(ρ, [·]1) so
that δ(t) = β1τ+ · · ·+βr−1τ

r−1 ∈ K[τ ]τ for some β1, . . . , βr−1 ∈ K. For our Drinfeld module

E, we have c̃ = det(Φ̃E)/(t − θ) = (−1)r−1/κr and c = det(ΦE)/(t − θ) = (−1)r−1/(κ
(−r)
r ).

Then, the vector h in Proposition 3.3.1 and Theorem 3.2.12 is given by

(4.2.2) h = −u−1
c Φ̃δΦ̃

−1
E (V −1

E )tr =
(
(−1)r−1(κr)

(1−r)
)−1/q−1

(β1, . . . , βr−1, 0)(V
−1
E )tr.

To proceed our calculations, we aim to find the algebraic point (ǫ1 ◦ ιnE0
)(h) ∈ E0(K) used

in the proof of Proposition 3.3.1. We adopt the following approach to avoid the direct but
heavy calculations of (ǫ1 ◦ ιnE0

)(h).

Lemma 4.2.3. For δ ∈ Der∂(ρ, [·]1) with δ(t) = β1τ + · · ·+ βr−1τ
r−1 ∈ K[τ ]τ , we set

αδ :=

(
(−1)

(r−1)(r−2)
2

( r−2∏

j=1

κ(−j)r

)( q−1

√
(−1)r−1κ

(2−r)
r

))−1

(βr−1, βr−2, . . . , β1)
tr ∈ E0(K),

where the finite product
∏r−2

j=1 κ
(−j)
r is defined to be 1 if r = 2. Then, the vector

hαδ
= 〈Ũ1mE0 | αδ〉tr · Cof(VE)

coincides with h given in (4.2.2), where we express Cof(Φ̃E) = Ũ0+ Ũ1t with Ũi ∈ Matr(K).
Consequently, we have

(ǫ1 ◦ ιnE0
)(h) = (ǫ1 ◦ ιnE0

)(hαδ
) = αδ.

Proof. Recall that mE0 =
(
(−1)r−1τ s̃1, s̃r−1, . . . , s̃1

)tr
has been defined in (2.2.11). If we set

(4.2.4) cE :=

(
(−1)

(r−1)(r−2)
2

( r−2∏

j=1

κ(−j)r

)( q−1

√
(−1)r−1κ

(2−r)
r

))−1

∈ K
×
,
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then, by Lemma 4.2.1 and the fact that

Ũ1 =
(−1)r−1

κr




0 1
...

. . .
... 1
0 . . . . . . 0



,

we have

(4.2.5) hαδ
= 〈Ũ1m∧r−1E | α〉trV∧r−1E = cE(−1)r−1κ−1

r det(VE)
(
β1, . . . , βr−1, 0

)
(V −1

E )tr.

By comparing with h and hαδ
, it is enough to show that

(4.2.6) cE = u−1
c (−1)r−1κr det(VE)

−1

It follows from [NP21, Eq. (4.6.8)] (see also [CP12, §3.4]) that

VE =




κ1 κ
(−1)
2 · · · κ

(2−r)
r−1 κ

(1−r)
r

κ2 κ
(−1)
3 · · · κ

(2−r)
r

...
... . .

.

κr−1 κ
(−1)
r

κr




is an anti-diagonal matrix and its determinant is given by

det(VE) = (−1)
r(r−1)

2

r−1∏

j=0

κ(−j)r .

Now we can deduce the desired equality (4.2.6) by computing

u−1
c (−1)r−1κr det(VE)

−1 =

(
(−1)r−1(κr)

(1−r)

)−1/q−1(
(−1)r−1κr

)(
(−1)

r(r−1)
2

r−1∏

j=0

κ(−j)r

)−1

=

(
(−1)

(r−1)(r−2)
2

( r−2∏

j=1

κ(−j)r

)( q−1

√
(−1)r−1κ

(2−r)
r

))−1

= cE.

Finally, the evaluation of ǫ1 ◦ ιnE0
follows from the same proof of [NP21, Prop. 4.5.22] and

the almost strictly pureness of E0. �

Remark 4.2.7. In the case of rank 2 Drinfeld modules, if we consider δ ∈ Der∂(ρ, [·]1) with
δ(t) = β1τ ∈ K[τ ]τ , then the constant cE defined in the proof of Lemma 4.2.3 is given by
cE = 1/ q−1

√−κ2. In particular, the special algebraic point αδ defined in Lemma 4.2.3 is
given by

αδ =
β1

q−1
√−κ2

.

This matches with the algebraic point chosen in [Cha13, Thm. 2.4.4], where the notation
α/ q−1

√
−∆ is used in the statement there.

Now, we are able to present the main result of this subsection concerning the explicit
formula of the periods of the third kind for Drinfeld modules in arbitrary rank r ≥ 2. For
the convenience of later use, for 0 ≤ i ≤ r−1 we denote by Fτ i(z) the quasi-periodic function
associated to the (ρ, [·]0)-biderivation (t 7→ τ i).
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Theorem 4.2.8. Let E = (Ga, ρ) be a Drinfeld module of rank r ≥ 2 with ρt = θ + κ1τ +
· · · + κrτ

r ∈ K[τ ]. Consider δ ∈ Der∂(ρ, [·]1) so that δ(t) = β1τ + · · · + βr−1τ
r−1 ∈ K[τ ]τ

for some β1, . . . , βr−1 ∈ K and denote by Eδ = (G2
a, φ) the t-module arising from δ given in

(2.3.3). Assume that the period lattice of φ is given by

Λφ = A

(
ω1

λ1

)
+ · · ·A

(
ωr
λr

)
+A

(
0
π̃

)
⊂ Mat2×1(C∞).

For the t-module E0 = (Gr−1
a , ψ0) defined in Example 2.2.8, let αδ ∈ E0(K) be the algebraic

point constructed explicitly in Lemma 4.2.3 and yδ = (y1, . . . , yr−1)
tr ∈ LieE0(C∞) be chosen

so that Expψ0
(yδ) = αδ. Then, there exists aj ∈ A so that

λj = −c−1
E

[
r∑

ℓ=2

yr−ℓ+1Fτℓ−1(ωj) + (−1)r−1Fǫ(yδ)ωj

]
+ aj(θ)π̃,

where cE is the constant defined in (4.2.4) and ǫ ∈ Der∂(ψ0, [·]0) is uniquely determined by
ǫ(t) = τ s̃1 ∈ Mat1×(r−1)(K[τ ])τ .

Proof. Let

hα := 〈Ũ1mE0 | αδ〉tr · Cof(VE)
and

gyδ
:= −〈τmE0 | Gy(t;ψ0)〉trCof(VE)

= −
(
(−1)r−1〈τ 2s̃1 | Gy(t;ψ0)〉, 〈τ s̃r−1 | Gy(t;ψ0)〉, . . . , 〈τ s̃1 | Gy(t;ψ0)〉

)
Cof(VE).

Since V
(−1)
E ΦE = Φ̃tr

EVE , it follows that Cof(VE)
(−1)Cof(ΦE) = Cof(Φ̃E)

trCof(VE). Then,
Lemma 4.2.1 implies that

g(−1)
yδ

Cof(ΦE)− gyδ
= hαδ

.

By Proposition 3.3.1 and (3.3.5), there exists C ∈ Matr+1(A) of the form

C =

(
Ir

a1, . . . , ar 1

)

so that we can deduce (3.3.6) more explicitly in our setting as

(
(t− θ)g1,n(t;φ), . . . , (t− θ)gr,n(t;φ),Ω

−n
)
=

(ucgyδ
V tr
E ΥE,Ω

−n)C + (

r−1∑

i=1

βiGω1(t; ρ)
(i), . . . ,

r−1∑

i=1

βiGωr
(t; ρ)(i), 0).

(4.2.9)

We observe that

ucgyδ
V tr
E ΥE = uc(g

(−1)
yδ

Cof(ΦE)− hαδ
)V tr

E ΥE(4.2.10)

On the one hand, by (4.2.5) we have

uchαδ
V tr
E ΥE = uccE(−1)r−1κ−1

r det(VE)
(
β1, . . . , βr−1, 0

)
(V −1

E )trV tr
E ΥE

=
(
β1, . . . , βr−1, 0

)
ΥE

= (

r−1∑

i=1

βiGω1(t; ρ)
(i), . . . ,

r−1∑

i=1

βiGωr
(t; ρ)(i)).
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On the other hand, we have

ucg
(−1)
yδ

Cof(ΦE)V
tr
E ΥE = −uc〈mE0 | Gyδ

(t;ψ0)〉trCof(VE)(−1)Cof(ΦE)V
tr
E ΥE

= −uc〈mE0 | Gyδ
(t;ψ0)〉trCof(Φ̃E)trCof(VE)V tr

E ΥE

= −uc det(VE) det(Φ̃E)〈mE0 | Gyδ
(t;ψ0)〉trΥ(−1)

E

= −c−1
E (t− θ)〈mE0 | Gyδ

(t;ψ0)〉trΥ(−1)
E

where the second equality follows from Cof(VE)
(−1)Cof(ΦE) = Cof(Φ̃E)

trCof(VE), the third

equality comes from ΥE = Φ̃EΥ
(−1)
E , and the last equality uses cE defined in (4.2.4). It

follows from (4.2.10) that (4.2.9) becomes
(4.2.11)(
(t− θ)g1,n(t;φ), . . . , (t− θ)gr,n(t;φ),Ω

−n
)
= (−c−1

E (t− θ)〈mE0 | Gyδ
(t;ψ0)〉trΥ(−1)

E ,Ω−n)C.

For 1 ≤ j ≤ r, the j-th entry of −c−1
E (t− θ)〈mE0 | Gyδ

(t;ψ0)〉trΥ(−1)
E is given by

−c−1
E

[ r∑

ℓ=2

(
(t− θ)〈s̃r−ℓ+1 | Gy(t;ψ0)〉

)
Gωj

(t; ρ)(ℓ−1)

+ (−1)r−1〈τ s̃1 | Gyδ
(t;ψ0)〉

(
(t− θ)Gωj

(t; ρ)
)]
.

By (3.1.1) and
(
dψ0 − t Idr−1

)−1
= −(t− θ)−1 Idr−1, we derive that

(
(t− θ)〈s̃r−ℓ+1 | Gyδ

(t;ψ0〉
)
|t=θ= Rest=θ〈s̃r−ℓ+1 | Gyδ

(t;ψ0〉 = −yr−ℓ+1.

Finally, by specializing t = θ on both sides of (4.2.11), we derive the desired equality

λj = −c−1
E

[
r∑

ℓ=2

yr−ℓ+1Fτℓ−1(ωj) + (−1)r−1Fǫ(yδ)ωj

]
+ aj(θ)π̃.

�

As a consequence of the above theorem, we deduce a generalization of Chang [Cha13,
Thm. 3.3.2] concerning the algebraic independence for periods of the first, the second, and
the third kinds for E. We set

PE := K

(
Fτ i(w) | 0 ≤ i ≤ r − 1, w ∈ ΛE

)
.

Note that PE is the field generated by all periods and quasi-periods of E.

Theorem 4.2.12. Let E = (Ga, ρ) be a Drinfeld module of rank r ≥ 2 defined over K with
the period lattice ΛE = Aw1 + · · ·+Awr and the endomorphism ring End(E) of rank s ≥ 1
over A. Consider δ1, . . . , δm ∈ Der∂(ρ, [·]1) with δi(t) ∈ K[τ ]τ and degτ δi(t) ≤ r−1 for each
1 ≤ i ≤ m. Let Gφi = (G2

a, φj) be the t-module arising from δi as defined in (2.3.3). Assume
that the period lattice of Gφi is given by

Λφi = A

(
ω1

λ
[i]
11

)
+ · · ·+A

(
ωr
λ
[i]
r1

)
+A

(
0
π̃

)
⊂ Mat2×1(C∞)

Let yδi = (y
[i]
1 , . . . , y

[i]
r−1)

tr ∈ (LieE0)(C∞) be chosen as in Theorem 4.2.8. If

rankEndE0 SpanEndE0

(
αδ1 , . . . ,αδm

)
= m,
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then we have

tr. degK K

(
wj,Fτℓ−1(ωj), λ

[i]
j1 | 2 ≤ ℓ ≤ r, 1 ≤ j ≤ r, 1 ≤ i ≤ m

)
=
r2

s
+ rm.

Proof. By [CP12, Thm. 1.2.2], it is known that that

tr. degK PE =
r2

s
.

Thus, our task is to show that the set of rm elements

S := {λ[i]j1 | 1 ≤ j ≤ r, 1 ≤ i ≤ m}
is algebraically independent over PE. By Theorem 4.2.8, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m we notice that

(4.2.13)



λ
[i]
11 − a

[i]
1 π̃

...

λ
[i]
r1 − a

[i]
r π̃


 = −c−1

E



w1 Fτ(w1) · · · Fτr−1(w1)
...

...
wr Fτ (wr) · · · Fτr−1(wr)







(−1)r−1F̃ǫ(yδj )

y
[i]
r−1
...

y
[i]
1



,

for some a
[i]
j ∈ A and ǫ ∈ Der∂(ψ0, [·]0) is uniquely determined by ǫ(t) = τ s̃1 ∈ Mat1×(r−1)(K[τ ])τ .

We denote by

FE :=



w1 Fτ(w1) · · · Fτr−1(w1)
...

...
wr Fτ (wr) · · · Fτr−1(wr)


 ∈ Matr(PE).

By the Legendre’s relation for Drinfeld modules (see [Gek89] for the analytic approach or

[Gos94] for Anderson’s motivic method), we have det(FE)/π̃ ∈ K
×
. It follows that π̃ ∈ PE

and FE ∈ GLr(PE). In particular, if we consider the set of rm elements

T := {F̃ǫ(yδi), y
[i]
j | 1 ≤ j ≤ r − 1, 1 ≤ i ≤ m},

then the following two fields coincide, namely,

PE(S) = PE(T ).

Therefore, we have tr. deg
PE

PE(S) = tr. deg
PE

PE(T ) and our task is reduced to show that
the set T of rm elements is algebraically independent over PE. Since

rankEndE0 SpanEndE0

(
αδ1 , . . . ,αδm

)
= m,

if we denote by K0 := EndE0⊗AK and {ν1, . . . ,νr/s} the maximal K0-linearly independent
set in the period lattice of E0, then the set {ν1, . . . ,νr/s,yδ1 , . . . ,yδm} is a K0-linearly inde-
pendent set. Indeed, by applying Expψ0

(·), any non-trivial K0-linear relation can be lifted
to a non-trivial End(E0)-linear relation among αδ1 , . . . ,αδm. Now the desired algebraic
independence follows immediately by [GN24, Thm. 1.1]. �

Remark 4.2.14. We mention that Pham, in their master’s thesis [Pha21], studied transcen-
dence of quasi-periods of E0 in the case of r = 2. During that time, Chang posed the question
of finding explicit formulas for the third kind periods of E0 for arbitrary r ≥ 2. This paper
started as a result of Chang’s question.
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A. On the t-module structure of C⊗e ⊗ ∧r−1E

In this appendix, we provide some detailed calculations about the properties of the t-
module Ee = C⊗e ⊗ ∧r−1E = (Gre+r−1

a , ψe) defined in Example 2.2.8 for E = (Ga, ρ) a
Drinfeld module of rank r ≥ 2 given in Example 2.2.5 and e ≥ 0.

A.1. t-motives, dual t-motives, and their t-frames. In what follows, we follow closely
the ideas and approaches used in [GN24, §3] to obtain the essential properties for the t-
motives and dual t-motives of Ee = (Gre+r−1

a , ψe). Let MEe
= Mat1×re+r−1(K[τ ]) be its

associated t-motive and s̃i be the standard K[τ ]-basis.
First let e = 0. We aim to find an appropriate K[t]-basis for ME0 so that the τ -action

on the K[t]-basis in question can be represented precisely by Cof(Φ̃E). To begin with, let
Mat1×r(K[t]) be the free K[t]-module with ej the standard K[t]-basis. We endow Mat1×r(K[t])
with a K[τ ]-module structure given by

(A.1.1) τ



e1
...
er


 = Cof(Φ̃E)



e1
...
er


 =

(−1)r−1

κr




κ1 t− θ 0 . . . 0
...

. . .
...

...
. . .

...
κr−1 0 . . . . . . t− θ
κr 0 . . . . . . 0






e1
...
er


 .

Using the relation e1 = (−1)r−1τer, we have

te2 = θe2 +

(
κrτ

2 + (−1)rκ1τ

)
er.

Moreover, for 3 ≤ j ≤ r, we have

tej = θej + (−1)r−1κrτej−1 + (−1)rκj−1τer.

Then, one may verify that {e2, . . . , er} forms a K[τ ]-basis for Mat1×r(K[t]). Now we consider
the K[τ ]-linear map

ι : Mat1×r(K[t]) → M∧r−1E

ej 7→ s̃r+1−j.

By comparing the rank over K[τ ], it is an isomorphism of K[τ ]-modules. We claim that ι is
even a K[t]-linear map. Indeed, for j = 2 we have

ι(te2) = ι

(
θe2 +

(
κrτ

2 + (−1)rκ1τ
)
er

)

= θs̃r−1 +
(
κrτ

2 + (−1)rκ1τ
)
s̃1

= s̃r−1(ψ0)t

= t · ι(e2).
Moreover, for 3 ≤ j ≤ r, we have

ι(tej) = ι

(
θej + (−1)r−1κrτej−1 + (−1)rκj−1τer

)

= θs̃r+1−j + (−1)r−1κrτ s̃r+2−j + (−1)rκj−1τ s̃1

= s̃r+1−j(ψ0)t

= t · ι(ej).
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Consequently, the pair
(
ι,Cof(Φ̃E)

)
defines a t-frame for the t-motive ME0.

Next, let e ≥ 1. Let Mat1×r(K[t]) be the free K[t]-module with ej the standard K[t]-basis.
We endow Mat1×r(K[t]) with a K[τ ]-module structure given by

τ



e1
...
er


 = Cof(Φ̃E)(t− θ)e



e1
...
er




=
(−1)r−1

κr




κ1(t− θ)e (t− θ)e+1 0 . . . 0
...

. . .
...

...
. . .

...
κr−1(t− θ)e 0 . . . . . . (t− θ)e+1

κr(t− θ)e 0 . . . . . . 0






e1
...
er


 .

By a similar process to e = 0 case, we can define a K[τ ]-linear map

ι : Mat1×r(K[t]) → MEe

ej 7→ s̃r+1−j .

such that the pair
(
ι,Cof(Φ̃E)(t−θ)e

)
defines a t-frame for the t-motive MEe

and the r-tuple

(ι(e1), ι(e2) . . . , ι(er)} = {s̃r, s̃r−1, . . . , s̃1)

gives the desired ordered K[t]-basis of MEe
= Mat1×(re+r−1)(K[τ ]).

Lemma A.1.2 (cf. [GN24, §3]). Let E = (Ga, ρ) be the Drinfeld module given in Exam-
ple 2.2.5 and for e ≥ 0, we consider the t-module Ee = C⊗e ⊗ ∧r−1E = (Gre+r−1

a , ψe)
defined in Example 2.2.8. Let NEe

= Mat1×(re+r−1)(K[τ ]) be the dual t-motive associated
to Ee. Then, there exists an explicitly constructed K[t]-basis nEe

of NEe
so that σnEe

=
Cof(ΦE)(t − θ)enEe

. In other words, the t-module Ee has a t-frame (ιEe
,Cof(ΦE)(t − θ)e)

for its dual t-motive NEe
.

Proof. Recall that for e ≥ 0, the dual t-motive associated to Ee is defined by setting NEe
=

Mat1×re+r−1(K[σ]) such that its K[t]-action is uniquely determined by

t · n := n(ψe)
∗
t , n ∈ NEe

.

Our task is to seek an ordered K[t]-basis NEe
so that its σ-action can be represented precisely

by Cof(ΦE)(t − θ)e. The following calculations are adapted from [GN24, §3]. For 1 ≤ i ≤
re+ r−1, let si be the standard K[σ]-basis of NEe

. Note that sE0 := (σsr−1, s1, . . . , sr−1)
tr ∈

Matr×1(NE0) forms a K[t]-basis for NE0, while for e ≥ 1, sEe
:= (sre, sre+1, . . . , sre+r−1)

tr ∈
Matr×1(NEe

) forms a K[t]-basis for NEe
.

Recall from (3.1.12) that for any η ∈ K×, we set uη ∈ K× to be a fixed choice of the
(q − 1)-st root of η−q so that we have

u(−1)
η = ηuη.

For our Drinfeld module E, we set c̃ = (−1)r−1κ−1
r and c = (−1)r−1(κ

(−r)
r )−1. Let A0 ∈

Matr(K) be the diagonal matrix with (u−1
c̃ )(−2) in the first diagonal entry and (u−1

c̃ )(−1) in
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all other diagonal entries, while for e ≥ 1, let Ae = (u−1
c̃ )(−1) Idr. Also, let

(A.1.3) Π :=




κ
(−1)
1 κ

(−1)
r (t− θ) κ

(−1)
r−1 (t− θ) . . . . . . κ

(−1)
2 (t− θ)

0 . . . . . . . . . 0 (t− θ)
...

... (t− θ) 0
... 0

...

0 0 (t− θ)
1 0 . . . . . . . . . 0




.

Then, for e ≥ 0, if we set ΦEe
:= (A−1

e )(−1)Π(t− θ)eAe, we obtain σsEe
= ΦEe

sEe
. Consider

(A.1.4) χ =




1 0 . . . . . . . . . 0

κ
(−1)
r κ

(−1)
r−1 . . . . . . κ

(−1)
2

. . .
. . .

...
. . .

. . .
...

κ
(−r+2)
r κ

(−r+2)
r−1

κ
(−r+1)
r




∈ GLr(K).

Since (ucχ)
(−1)Π(ucχ)

−1 = Cof(ΦE), we see that

(ucχ)
(−1)Π(t− θ)e(ucχ)

−1 = Cof(ΦE)(t− θ)e.

Thus, if we instead pick the ordered K[t]-basis of NE0 given by

nE0 :=




1 0 . . . . . . . . . 0

κ
(−1)
r κ

(−1)
r−1 . . . . . . κ

(−1)
2

. . .
. . .

...
. . .

. . .
...

κ
(−r+2)
r κ

(−r+2)
r−1

κ
(−r+1)
r







uc(u
−1
c̃ )(−2)σsr−1

uc(u
−1
c̃ )(−1)s1
...
...

uc(u
−1
c̃ )(−1)sr−2

uc(u
−1
c̃ )(−1)sr−1




∈ Matr×1(NE0),

while for e ≥ 1, we instead pick the ordered K[t]-basis of NEe
given by

nEe
:= ucχAe sEe

∈ Matr×1(NEe
),

then we have σnE0 = Cof(ΦE)nE0 and for e ≥ 1, σnEe
= Cof(ΦE)(t − θ)enEe

. In other
words, for e ≥ 0, the t-module Ee has a t-frame (ιnEe

,Cof(ΦE)(t− θ)e) for its dual t-motive
NEe

. �

A.2. Almost strictly pureness. Let E = (Ga, ρ) be a Drinfeld module of rank r ≥ 2
defined over K. For any e ≥ 0, consider the t-module Ee = C⊗e ⊗ ∧r−1E = (Gre+r−1

a , ψe)
defined in Example 2.2.8. One finds by direct computation that (ψ0)tr−1 is of the form

(ψ0)tr−1 = C0 + C1τ + · · ·+ Crτ
r,

where Crτ
r is a lower triangular matrix such that for 1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1, the i-th diagonal entry

is κrτ · · ·κrτ · κrτ 2︸︷︷︸ ·κrτ · · ·κrτ with κrτ
2 in the (r − i)-th term of the product. Thus, Cr is

invertible.
For e ≥ 1, a direct computation also shows that (ψe)tre+r−1 is of the form

(ψe)tre+r−1 = D0 +D1τ + · · ·+Drτ
r,
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where Drτ
r is a lower triangular matrix such that for 1 ≤ j ≤ r and 0 ≤ u ≤ e − 1,

the (ru + j)-th diagonal entry is κrτ · · ·κrτ · τ︸︷︷︸ ·κrτ · · ·κrτ with τ in the (r − j + 1)-

th term of the product. Moreover, for 1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1, the (re + i)-th diagonal entry is
κrτ · · ·κrτ · τ︸︷︷︸ ·κrτ · · ·κrτ with τ in the (r − i + 1)-th term of the product. Thus, Dr is

invertible.

Example A.2.1. (i) The case r = 2, e = 1: Let E = (Ga, ρ) be a Drinfeld module of
rank 2. Consider the t-module E1 = C⊗ ∧1E = C⊗ E = (G3

a, ψ1). Then, by direct
computation, we see that

(ψ1)t3 =



θ3 0 3θ2

θ3 0
θ3




+




κ1θ
(1) + 2θκ1 −κ1θ(1) − 2θκ2 κ1

−(θ(1))2 − θθ(1) − θ2 0 −2θ(1) − θ
κ1(θ

(1))2 + θκ1θ
(1) + θ2κ1 −κ2(θ(1))2 − θκ2θ

(1) − θ2κ2 2κ1θ
(1) + θκ1


 τ

+




κ2

−κ(1)1 κ
(1)
2

κ2θ
(2) + κ2θ

(1) + θκ2 + κ1κ
(1)
1 −κ1κ(1)2 κ2



 τ 2

(ii) The case r = 3, e = 0: Let E = (Ga, ρ) be a Drinfeld module of rank 3. Consider the
t-module E0 = ∧2E = (G2

a, ψ0) as in Example 2.2.8. Then, by direct computation,
we see that

(ψ0)t2 = θ2 Id2+

(
−θκ2 − κ2θ(1) θκ3 + κ3θ

(1)

−κ1θ(1) − θκ1 0

)
τ +

(
κ2κ

(1)
2 − κ3κ

(1)
1 −κ2κ(1)3

κ2κ
(1)
2 + κ3θ

(2) + θκ3 −κ1κ(1)3

)
τ 2

+

(
κ3κ

(1)
3 0

−κ3κ(2)2 κ3κ
(2)
3

)
τ 3.

(iii) The case r = 3, e = 1: Let E = (Ga, ρ) be a Drinfeld module of rank 3. Consider
the t-module E1 = C⊗ ∧2E = (G5

a, ψ1) as in Example 2.2.8. Then, using

(ψ1)t =




θ 0 0 1 0
0 θ 0 0 1
τ 0 θ 0 0

−κ2τ κ3τ 0 θ 0
−κ1τ 0 κ3τ 0 θ



,

by direct computation, we see that

(ψ1)t2 =




θ2 − κ2τ κ3τ 0 2θ 0
−κ1τ θ2 κ3τ 0 2θ

θ(1)τ + θτ 0 θ2 τ 0
−κ2θ(1)τ − θκ2τ κ3θ

(1)τ + θκ3τ 0 θ2 − κ2τ κ3τ
−κ1θ(1)τ − θκ1τ + κ3τ

2 0 κ3θ
(1)τ + θκ3τ −κ1τ θ2



.

Then, using

(ψ1)t5 = (ψ1)t2(ψ1)t2(ψ1)t,
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a straightforward calculation shows that (ψ1)t5 = D0 +D1τ +D2τ
2 +D3τ

3 such that

D3 =




κ3κ
(1)
3

−κ3κ(2)2 κ3κ
(2)
3

κ
(1)
2 κ

(2)
2 − κ

(1)
3 κ

(2)
1 −κ(1)2 κ

(2)
3 κ

(1)
3 κ

(2)
3

(D3)4,1 (D3)4,2 −κ2κ(1)3 κ
(2)
3 κ3κ

(1)
3

(D3)5,1 (D3)5,2 −κ1κ(1)3 κ
(2)
3 −κ3κ(2)2 κ3κ

(2)
3




where

(D3)4,1 = −κ2κ(1)2 κ
(2)
2 + κ3κ

(1)
1 κ

(2)
2 + κ2κ

(1)
3 κ

(2)
1 + κ3κ

(1)
3 θ(3) + κ3κ

(1)
3 θ(2) +2κ3θ

(1)κ
(1)
3 + θκ3κ

(1)
3 ,

(D3)4,2 = −κ3κ(1)1 κ
(2)
3 + κ2κ

(1)
2 κ

(2)
3 ,

(D3)5,1 = −κ3θ(2)κ(2)2 − κ3θ
(1)κ

(2)
2 − θκ3κ

(2)
2 − κ1κ
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2 κ

(2)
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(1)
3 κ

(2)
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(2)κ
(2)
2 ,

and
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(2)κ
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3 + κ3κ

(2)
2 θ(3) + κ3θ

(1)κ
(2)
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(2)
3 + κ1κ

(1)
2 κ

(2)
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