arXiv:1307.5501v1 [math.RA] 21 Jul 2013

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 valuation theory for noncommutative central simple algebras: (1) Dubrovin valuation rings; and (2) the value functions called gauges introduced by Tignol and Wadsworth in [TW1] and [TW2]. 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 ∩ . . . ∩ B_ξ where each Bi is a Dubrovin valuation ring of A with center V , and the Bi satisfy Gräter’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_1. (See [W_2] 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_1] and [Du_2]. 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_1] and [TW_2] by the introduction of gauges, which are a kind of value function on a semisimple algebra S

Some of the results in this paper are based on the first author’s doctoral dissertation written under supervision of the second author and Antonio José Engler. The first author was partially supported by FAPESP, Brazil (Grant 06/00157-3) during his graduate studies. This author would like to thank the second author and UCSD for their hospitality during his visit in 2009.

Some of the research for this paper was carried out during the second author’s visit to the University of Campinas, Brazil, during July-August, 2010, which was made possible by a grant from FAPESP, Brazil. The second author would like thank Prof. Antonio José Engler and the first author for their hospitality during that visit. 1

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 α on S always extends some valuation v on F , so α is called a v-gauge. Just as the valuation v induces a filtration on F , so α induces a filtration on S yielding an associated graded ring gr_α(S), which is a finite-rank semisimple graded algebra over the graded field gr_v(F ). The associated graded algebra captures much of the essential information about α on S, but gr_α(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_1]: Morandi had shown in [M_2] that a Dubrovin valuation ring B of a central simple F -algebra A has a special kind of associated value function μ_B if and only if B is integral over its center Z(B); when this occurs, B determines μ_B and vice versa since B = {a ∈ A | μ_B (a) ≥ 0}. Here, Z(B) is a valuation ring V of F , say with associated valuation v. In [TW_1, Prop. 2.5] it was shown that the gauge ring R_α = {a ∈ A | α(a) ≥ 0} of a v-gauge α on A is a Dubrovin valuation ring if and only if its residue ring R_α/J(R_α) is a simple ring. (J(•) denotes the Jacobson radical of •.) Moreover, when this occurs, R_α is integral over its center V and α = μ_{Rα} . 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 μ_B on A. Since it is known that gauge rings R_α 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 Gräter in [G_1]. 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 = B_1 ∩ . . . ∩ B_ξ, where the B_i are each Dubrovin valuation rings of A with center V , and the B_i are related by satisfying a special “Intersection Property.” We dub such a C a Gräter ring for V in A. Gräter proved that among other nice properties C is a noncommutative Bézout ring and that the B_i are determined from C as the localizations of C with respect to its maximal ideals. The number ξ of B_i in the intersection (= the number of maximal ideals of C) is an invariant ξ = ξ_{V,[A]} of V and the Brauer class [A] of A. Gräter called this number the “extension number.” The same number had appeared earlier in [W_1] 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 α be a v-gauge on the central simple F -algebra A. The degree zero piece of the associated graded ring gr_α(A), denoted A^α_0 , coincides with R_α/J(R_α), and is a semisimple ring finitedimensional over the residue ring F^v of the valuation v. Let

ω(α) = the number of simple components of the semisimple ring A^α_0 .

We show in Th. 3.5 that ω(α) ≥ ξ_{V,[A]}, where V is the valuation ring of v. We call α a minimal gauge if equality holds. We show in Th. 3.9 that if α is a minimal gauge on A then its gauge ring R_α is a

Gräter ring. Conversely, we prove in Th. 3.11, that if v is defectless in A then a Gräter 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 Gräter rings with respect to a central valuation v often involves working back from corresponding objects for a coarser valuation w. A v-gauge α on a central simple F -algebra A has a coarsening to a w-gauge β on A with an induced v/w-gauge on the residue ring A^β_0 , see Prop. 1.5. However, the semisimple F^w-algebra A^β_0 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 v_1, . . . , v_r be the extensions of v to the center Z(S). If α is a v-gauge on F , we show in Th. 2.2 that there are uniquely determined v_i-gauges α_i on S such that α = min(α_1, . . . , α_r). Moreover, in Th. 2.8 we give a necessary and sufficient compatibility condition on v_i-gauges α_i so that min(α_1, . . . , α_r) 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_α.

There is a book in preparation [TW_3] 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 [TW_3].

1. Value functions on semisimple algebras

For the convenience of the reader, we recall a few basic properties of gauges proved in [TW_1] and [TW_2]. 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 M_k (R) for the k × k-matrix ring over R. Fix for now a divisible totally ordered abelian group Γ, chosen to be sufficiently large to contain the values of all valuations and the degrees of all gradings we consider. If v : F → Γ∪{∞} is a valuation on a field F , let V be the corresponding valuation ring, V = {x ∈ F | v(x) ≥ 0}; then J(V ) = {x ∈ F | v(x) > 0}, which is the unique maximal ideal of V . We write F^v for the residue field V/J(V ) and Γ_v for the value group v(F^×), which is a subgroup of Γ. We say that 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 → Γ ∪ {∞} defines a filtration on D: for each γ ∈ Γ, we set D_{≥γ} = {d ∈ D | v(d) ≥ γ}, D_{>γ} = {d ∈ D | v(d) > γ}, and D_γ = D_{≥γ} /D_{>γ} . The associated graded ring for v on D is

gr_v(D) = ⨁ γ∈Γ D_γ . 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 Γ_{gr(D)} of gr(D) is {γ ∈ Γ | D_γ ≠ {0}}, which is a subgroup of Γ coinciding with Γ_v. Note that D_0 is a division ring. Also, since Γ_v is torsion-free, D^× = ⋃ γ∈Γ_v Dγ \ {0}. Now, let M = ⨁ γ∈Γ M_γ be a graded right gr(D)-module, i.e., M is a right gr(D)-module with M_γ ·D_δ ⊆ M_{γ+δ} for all γ, δ ∈ Γ. 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 dim_{gr(D)} M for the rank of M as a gr(D)-module. If N is another graded gr(D)-vector space, then a gr(D)-homomorphism ψ : M → N is called a graded homomorphism if ψ(M_γ ) ⊆ N_γ for all γ ∈ Γ. We write M ∼=_g N if there is a graded isomorphism M → N. If m ∈ M \ {0} is homogeneous, then there is a unique γ ∈ Γ with m ∈ M_γ ; we call γ the degree of m, and write γ = deg m. For any δ ∈ Γ, we write M(δ) for the gr(D)-vector space obtained from M by shifting the grading by δ:

(1.1) M(δ) = ⨁ γ∈Γ M(δ)_γ where M(δ)_γ = M_{γ+δ}.

Now let M be a right D-vector space. A v-value function on M is a map α: M → Γ ∪ {∞} such that

(i) α(x) = ∞ if and only if x = 0; (ii) α(x + y) ≥ min ( α(x), α(y) ) for x, y ∈ M; (iii) α(xd) = α(x) + v(d) for all x ∈ M and d ∈ D.

We write Γ_α to denote the value set α(A \ {0}), which need not be a group, but it is a union of cosets of Γ_v. The v-value function α is called a v-norm if M is finite-dimensional and contains a D-vector space base (x_i)^n_{i=1} such that

(1.2) α (^n∑ i=i x_id_i ) = min_{1≤i≤n} ( v(d_i) + α(x_i) ) for d_1, . . . , d_n ∈ D. Such a base (x_i)^n_{i=1} is called a splitting base of M for α. Just as with valuations, the value function α defines a filtration on M: for each γ ∈ Γ, we set M_{≥γ} = {x ∈ M | α(x) ≥ γ}, M_{>γ} = {x ∈ M | α(x) > γ}, and M_γ = M_{≥γ} /M_{>γ} . (When we need to specify the value function, we write M^α_{≥γ} , M^α_{>γ} , and M^α_γ .) The associated graded object gr_α(M) = ⨁ γ∈Γ M_γ is a graded right gr(D)-vector space with dim_{gr(D)} gr_α(M) ≤ dim_D M (see [RTW, Cor. 2.3]). We will write gr(M) instead of gr_α(M) when the value function α is clear. Every nonzero element x ∈ M has an image ~x^α in gr(M), defined by ~x^α = x + M_{>α(x)} ∈ M_{α(x)}. We will often write simply ~x instead of ~x^α when α is clear. A D-base (x_i)^k_{i=1} of M is a splitting base of M for α if and only if (~x_i)^k_{i=1} is a gr(D)-base of gr(M) (see [RTW, Cor. 2.3]). Hence, α is a v-norm on M if and only if dim_{gr(D)} gr(M) = dim_D M.

A v-value function α on a finite-dimensional F -algebra A is surmultiplicative if α(1) = 0 and α(xy) ≥ α(x) + α(y) for x, y ∈ A. For such an α, set (1.3) R_α = {x ∈ A | α(x) ≥ 0} and J_α = {x ∈ A | α(x) > 0}. It is clear from the axioms for α that R_α is a subring of A and J_α is a two-sided ideal of R_α. One can check further that 1 + J_α ⊆ R^×_α ; hence J_α lies in the Jacobson radical J(R_α). Thus, if R_α/J_α is semisimple, then J_α = J(R_α). Also, if F = Z(A) and Γ_α lies in the divisible hull of Γ_v then Z(R_α) = R_α ∩ F = V , the valuation ring of v, and J(R_α) ∩ F = J(V ). Moreover, if in addition α is a v-norm, then it follows from [TW_1, Lemma 1.20 and Th. 3.1] that R_α is integral over V . Because α is surmultiplicative, the multiplication in A induces a multiplication on the graded gr(F )-vector space gr_α(A) such that for x, y ∈ A (1.4) ~x ~y = xy + A_{>α(x)+α(y)} = { ~xy if α(xy) = α(x) + α(y), 0 if α(xy) > α(x) + α(y). Thus, gr_α(A) is a graded algebra over gr(F ). We write [gr_α(A): gr(F )] for dim_{gr(F )} gr_α(A).

Let F be a field with a valuation v and valuation ring V . A surmultiplicative v-value function α on a finite-dimensional F -algebra A is called a v-gauge if α is a v-norm and gr_α(A) is a graded semisimple gr(F )-algebra, i.e., gr_α(A) has no nonzero homogeneous nilpotent ideal. In this case, R_α is called the gauge ring of α. If α is a v-gauge on a semisimple F -algebra A and α^′ is a v-gauge on a semisimple F -algebra A^′ we say that α and α^′ are isomorphic v-gauges if there is an F -algebra isomorphism η : A → A^′ such that α^′ ∘ η = α.

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 α be a w-norm on M. Then there is a well-defined surmultiplicative v-value function End(α) on the endomorphism ring End_D(M), given by

(1.5) End(α)(f) = min_{m ∈ M\{0}} ( α(f(m)) − α(m) )

(see [TW_1, Prop. 1.19]). Moreover,

gr_{End(α)}(End_D(M)) ∼=_g End_{grw (D)} ( gr_α(M) ) . (The endomorphism ring End_{grw (D)} ( gr_α(M) ) has a natural grading in which a map g : gr_α(M) → gr_α(M) has degree γ if g(M_δ ) ⊆ M_{γ+δ} for all δ ∈ Γ.) Thus gr_{End(α)}(End_D(M)) is graded simple, i.e., it has no proper nonzero homogeneous ideals. It follows by dimension count that End(α) is a v-gauge if and only if w on D is defectless over v, i.e., [gr_w(D): gr_v(F )] = [D:F ] (see [TW_1, Prop. 1.19]). Since dim_D M < ∞ the grade set Γ_α = α(M \ {0}) consists of finitely many cosets of Γ_w, say

Γ_α = ⨆_k i=1 γ_i + Γ_w, a disjoint union. Then gr_α(M) has a canonical graded gr(D)-vector space decomposition

gr_α(M) =^k ⨁ i=1 M_i, where M_i = ⨁ δ ∈ γ_i+Γ_w M_δ ∼=_g gr(D) ⊗_{D0} M_{γi} .

An endomorphism of gr_α(M) of degree 0 sends each M_δ to itself. Thus, the degree-0 component of gr_{End(α)}(End_D(M)) is

(1.6) End_D(M)_0 ∼= ( End_{gr(D)}(gr(M)) ) 0 ∼=^k∏ i=1 ( End_{gr(D)}(M_i) ) 0 ∼=^k∏ i=1 End_{D0} (M_{γi} ).

Thus, ( End_{gr(D)}(gr(M)) ) 0 is semisimple with exactly k simple components, each Brauer equivalent to the division ring D_0. Note that the number k of simple components equals the number of cosets of Γ_w in Γ_α.

The graded ring End_{gr(D)}(gr(M)) can be viewed as a matrix ring with shifted grading as follows: Let (m_1, . . . , m_n) be any splitting base of M with respect to α, and let γ_i = α(m_i), for each i. Then ( ~m_1, . . . , ~m_n) is a homogeneous base of the gr(D)-vector space gr(M) with deg ~m_i = γ_i. Let D = gr(D). Each ~m_i spans a 1-dimensional graded D-subspace of M, and ~m_iD ∼=_g D(γ_i), which is D with its grading shifted by γ_i, as in (1.1). Thus, as graded D-vector spaces, gr(M) = ⨁_n i=1 ~m_iD ∼=_g ⨁_n i=1 D(γ_i). Then, as graded gr(F )-algebras,

(1.7) End_{gr(D)}(gr(M)) ∼=_g End_D ( D(γ_1) ⊕ . . . ⊕ D(γ_n) ) ∼ =g M n (D)(γ1, . . . , γn), where M_n (D)(γ_1, . . . , γ_n) is the matrix ring M_n (D) but with grading shifted so that its δ-component cosists of the matrices with each ij-entry D_{γj −γi+δ}, for all δ ∈ Γ. Since D_{γj −γi+δ} ≠ {0} if and only if δ ∈ γ_i − γ_j + Γ_w, we have

(1.8) Γ_{End(α)} = Γ_{Endgr(D)(gr(M))} =^n ⋃ i=1 n⋃ j=1 γ_i − γ_j + Γ_w.

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 α. Let M be a free right A-module with base (m_1, . . . , m_n). Take any γ_1, . . . , γ_n ∈ Γ, and let η : M → Γ ∪ {∞} be the “α-v-norm” defined by

(1.9) η (^n∑ i=1 m_ia_i ) = min_{1≤i≤n} ( γ_i + α(a_i) ) , for all a_1, . . . , a_n ∈ A.

Let E = End_A(M) and let ψ be the v-value function End(η) on E defined by ψ(f) = min_{1≤i≤n} ( η(f(m_i)) − η(m_i) ) . Then,

(1.10) ψ(f) = min_{m∈M\{0}} ( η(f(m)) − η(m) ) , and ψ is a v-gauge on E. Moreover, gr_η(M) is a free right gr_α(A)-module with base ( ~m_1, . . . , ~m_n), and gr_ψ(E) ∼=_g End_{grα(A)}(gr_η(M)).

Proof. Note that for all m, m^′ ∈ M and a ∈ A,

η(ma) ≥ η(m) + α(a) and η(m + m^′) ≥ min(η(m), η(m^′)).

Now, take any f ∈ E and nonzero m ∈ M, say m =^n ∑ i=1 m_ia_i with a_i ∈ A. Then, η(f(m)) − η(m) = η (^n∑ i=1 f(m_i)a_i ) − η(m) ≥ min_{1≤i≤n} ( η(f(m_i)) + α(a_i) ) − η(m) = min_{1≤i≤n} [( η(f(m_i)) − η(m_i) ) + ( η(m_i) + α(a_i) )] − η(m) ≥ min_{1≤i≤n} ( η(f(m_i)) − η(m_i) ) + min_{1≤i≤n} ( η(m_i) + α(a_i) ) − η(m) = min_{1≤i≤n} ( η(f(m_i)) − η(m_i) ) = ψ(f). Thus, η(f(m)) − η(m) ≥ ψ(f). Hence, ψ(f) = min_{1≤i≤n} ( η(f(m_i)) − η(m_i) ) ≥ min m ∈M\{0} ( η(f(m)) − η(m) ) ≥ ψ(f), so equality holds throughout, proving (1.10).

Note that for the identity map id_M , clearly ψ(id_M ) = 0. Also, let f, g ∈ E. Then, ψ(f ∘ g) = min_{m ∈M\{0}} ( η(f(g(m))) − η(m) ) = min m ∈M\{0} [( η(f(g(m))) − η(g(m)) ) + ( η(g(m)) − η(m) )] ≥ min m ∈M\{0} ( η(f(g(m))) − η(g(m)) ) + min m ∈M\{0} ( η(g(m)) − η(m) ) ≥ ψ(f) + ψ(g). Thus, ψ is surmultiplicative.

Now consider the graded structures. Note that as α is a v-norm, η is a v-value function on M. So,

gr_η(M) is a graded gr_v(F )-vector space. Formula (1.9) shows η(ma) ≥ η(m) + α(a) for all m ∈ M

and a ∈ A. Hence, the right A-module structure of M induces a well-defined gr_α(A)-module action

on gr_η(M) such that ~m ~a = ma + M_{>η(m)+α(a)} = { ~ma if η(ma) = η(m) + α(a); 0 if η(ma) > η(m) + α(a). In particular, ~m_i ~a = ~m_ia. Let (a_j )^r_{j=1} be a splitting base of A for α. By formula (1.9), (m_ia_j)^{n,r}_{i,j=1} is

a splitting base of M for η. Hence,

gr_η(M) =^n ⨁ i=1 r⨁ j=1 ~ m_ia_j gr_v(F ) =^n ⨁ i=1 r⨁ j=1 ~m_i ~a_j gr_v(F ) =^n ⨁ i=1 ~m_i (^r⨁ j=1 ~a_j gr_v(F ) ) =^n ⨁ i=1 ~m_i gr_α(A).

Therefore, gr_η(M) is a free gr_α(A)-module of rank n with base ( ~m_1, . . . , ~m_n).

Take any nonzero f ∈ E. Formula (1.10) above shows that η(f(m)) ≥ ψ(f) + η(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_η(M) → gr_η(M) defined on homogeneous elements by ^f( ~m) = { ~ f(m) if η(f(m)) = ψ(f) + η(m); 0 if η(f(m)) > ψ(f) + η(m).

Routine calculations show that ^f is a gr_v(F )-vector space endomorphism of gr_η(M) which maps each M_γ into M_{γ+ψ(f)}. The definition of ψ shows that ^f(~m_i) ≠ 0 for some i; so ^f ≠ 0. Moreover, for any m ∈ M and a ∈ A, it is easy to check that ^f( ~m~a) = { ~ f(ma) if η(f(ma)) = ψ(f) + η(m) + α(a) 0 if η(f(ma)) > ψ(f) + η(m) + α(a) = ^f( ~m)~a, from which it follows that ^f ∈ End_{grα(A)}(gr_η(M)) and ^f is homogeneous of degree ψ(f). Moreover, for nonzero g ∈ E and any m ∈ M, ^g ∘ ^f( ~m) = { ~ g(f(m)) if η(g(f(m))) = ψ(g) + ψ(f) + η(m), 0 if η(g(f(m))) > ψ(g) + ψ(f) + η(m), hence,

(1.11) ^g ∘ ^f = { ^ g ∘ f if ψ(g ∘ f) = ψ(g) + ψ(f); 0 if ψ(g ∘ f) > ψ(g) + ψ(f). Also, if ψ(g) > ψ(f), then ^f + g = ^f. Therefore, ^f depends only on the image ~f of f in gr_ψ(E). Thus, there is a well-defined map ι: gr_ψ(E) → End_{grα(A)}(gr_η(M)) given on homogeneous elements by ι( ~f) = ^f for f ∈ E. Using (1.11), one can check that ι is a graded gr_v(F )-algebra homomorphism, and ι is injective since it is injective on each homogeneous component of gr_ψ(E).

For surjectivity of ι, take any j, k ∈ {1, . . . , n} and any nonzero a ∈ A. Define h ∈ E by h(m_k) = m_j a and h(m_i) = 0 for i ≠ k. Then, as η(m_j a) = γ_j +α(a), we have ψ(h) = γ_j −γ_k +α(a) and ^h( ~m_k) = ~ m_ja = ~m_j ~a while ^h(~m_i) = 0 for i ≠ k. Of course, ^h = ι(~h) ∈ im(ι). Because maps such as ^h generate End_{grα(A)}(gr_η(M)) as an abelian group, the map ι is surjective, so a graded isomorphism. Because gr_α(A) is graded semisimple (as α is a v-gauge) and gr_η(M) is a free gr_α(A)- module, End_{grα(A)}(gr_η(M)) is graded semisimple by the graded Wedderburn theory (see [HW, §1, especially Prop. 1.3]). Hence, gr_ψ(E) is graded semisimple. Furthermore,

[gr_ψ(E) : gr_v(F )] = [End_{grα(A)}(gr_η(M)) : gr_v(F )] = n^2[gr_α(A) : gr_v(F )] = n^2[A : F ] = [E : F ].

Thus, ψ is a surmultiplicative v-norm on E with gr_ψ(E) graded semisimple, showing that ψ is a v-gauge on E. □

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

Proposition 1.3. Let A_1, . . . , A_k be finite-dimensional simple F -algebras with respective v-gauges α_1, . . . , α_k, and let A = A_1 × . . . × A_k. The map α: A → Γ ∪ {∞} defined by

(1.12) α(x_1, . . . , x_k) = min ( α_1(x_1), . . . , α_k(x_k) ) , for x_1 ∈ A_1, . . . , x_k ∈ A_k,

is a v-gauge on A and there exists a canonical identification of gr(F )-algebras

gr_α(A) = gr_{α1} (A_1) × . . . × gr_{αk} (A_k).

Proof. It is easily checked that α is a surmultiplicative v-value function on A. For γ ∈ Γ, we have α(x_1, . . . , x_k) ≥ γ if and only if α_i(x_i) ≥ γ for i = 1, . . . , k. Hence A_{≥γ} = A_{1,≥γ} × . . . × A_{k,≥γ}. Similarly, A_{>γ} = A_{1,>γ} × . . . × A_{k,>γ} . Therefore,

(1.13) gr_α(A) = gr_{α1} (A_1) × . . . × gr_{αk} (A_k).

By counting dimensions, we have

[gr_α(A) : gr(F )] = k∑ i=1 [gr_{αi} (A_i) : gr(F )].

Since [gr_{αi} (A_i) : gr(F )] = [A_i : F ] for i = 1, . . . , k, it follows that [gr_α(A) : gr(F )] = [A : F ]. Finally, the projections of a homogeneous nilpotent two-sided ideal of gr_α(A) are homogeneous nilpotent two-sided ideals of each gr_{αi} (A_i), which is trivial since gr_{αi} (A_i) is assumed semisimple. Therefore, gr_α(A) is also semisimple. □

Every v-gauge on A as in Prop. 1.3 is given by the formula (1.12); more precisely, if β : A → Γ ∪ {∞} is a v-gauge, then for each i = 1, . . . , k the map β_i : A_i → Γ ∪ {∞} defined by (1.14) β_i(x) = β(0, . . . , 0, x, 0, . . . , 0) (x in the i-th position) is a v-gauge on A_i and β(x_1, . . . , x_k) = min ( β_1(x_1), . . . , β_k(x_k) ) , for x_1 ∈ A_1, . . . , x_k ∈ A_k, (see [TW_1, Prop. 1.6] for a proof).

1.a. Composition of gauges. Let v : F → Γ ∪ {∞} be a valuation on a field F , where Γ 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_{J(W )} 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 = W/J(W ), and a valuation u on F^w with ring U is called the residue valuation determined by v and w; we sometimes denote u by v/w. Its residue field is F^{w u} = F^v. 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 = π^{−1}_w (U) where π_w : W → F^w 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 → Γ∪{∞}. Let Δ ⊆ Γ be any convex subgroup, i.e., a subgroup of Γ satisfying for all γ ∈ Γ, δ ∈ Δ, if 0 ≤ γ ≤ δ then γ ∈ Δ. So, Δ is a divisible group. Let Λ = Γ/Δ, which is a divisible totally ordered abelian group under the ordering induced from Γ. Let ε: Γ → Λ be the canonical map, which we extend to Γ ∪ {∞} by setting ε(∞) = ∞. By composing v with ε, we obtain a valuation w on F w = ε ∘ v : F −→ Λ ∪ {∞}, which is a coarsening of v. Let W be the valuation ring of w. The residue valuation u = v/w is

u: F^w −→ Δ ∪ {∞} given by u(c + J(W )) = { v(c) if w(c) = 0, ∞ if w(c) > 0, for all c ∈ W.

Note that all coarsenings of v (up to equivalence) are obtainable this way: If w^′ is a coarsening of v, let Δ_0 = {v(c) | w(c) = 0}, and let Δ^′ be the convex hull of Δ_0 in Γ. Then w^′ is equivalent to the coarsening of v determined by Δ^′. Let (1.15) H (Γ_v ) = Γ_v ⊗_Z Q, which is the divisible hull of Γ_v. Recall that the ordering on Γ_v extends uniquely to H (Γ_v ), making the latter into a divisible totally ordered abelian group. Moreover, we may view H (Γ_v ) as a subgroup of Γ, since there is a unique monomorphism H (Γ_v ) → Γ extending the inclusion Γ_v → Γ. Since valuations extending v on algebraic extensions of F all have value groups lying in H (Γ_v ), there is generally no loss for us to assume Γ = H (Γ_v ). Recall that the convex subgroups of H (Γ_v ) are in one-to-one correspondence with the convex subgroups of Γ_v, 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 α: A → Γ ∪ {∞} be a surmultiplicative vvalue function. With Δ, Λ, ε, and w as above, the composition of α with ε yields a surmultiplicative w-value function β = ε ∘ α: A −→ Λ ∪ {∞}. If α is a v-gauge, then β is a w-gauge, by [TW_2, Prop. 4.3]. In this case, β is called a coarsening of α. If Γ_α ⊆ H (Γ_v ), then w = β|_F determines Δ ∩ H (Γ_v ), which determines β; we then call β the w-coarsening of α.

Proposition 1.4. Let α be a v-gauge on a central simple F -algebra A such that Γ_α lies in the divisible hull H (Γ_v ) of Γ_v. Let w be any valuation on F which is a coarsening of v, and let W be the valuation ring of w. Let β be the w-coarsening of α. Then the gauge ring R_β is a central localization of R_α by P = J(W ), that is, R_β = R_α ·V_P .

Proof. For each x ∈ A, if α(x) ≥ 0, then β(x) = ε(α(x)) ≥ 0. Thus, R_α ⊆ R_β. Since W = V_P ⊆ R_β, we have R_α ·V_P ⊆ R_β. For the reverse inclusion, let b ∈ R_β . Since β(x) > 0 implies α(x) > 0, we only have to consider the case β(x) = 0. In this case, α(x) ∈ Δ. Since Γ_α ⊆ H (Γ_v ), there exists a positive integer n such that nα(x) ∈ Γ_v. Thus, nα(x) ∈ Γ_v ∩ Δ. Let c ∈ F such that v(c) = n|α(x)|. Hence, we have w(c) = ε(v(c)) = 0. Since −n|α(x)| ≤ α(x) ≤ n|α(x)|, it follows that α(cx) = v(c) + α(x) ≥ 0. Therefore, x = (xc)c^{−1} ∈ R_α ·V_P . □

For the coarsening β of the v-gauge α on A as above, let A^β_0 be the degree zero part of gr_β(A), which is a finite-dimensional semisimple F^w-algebra. Thus,

A^β_0 = A^β_{≥0} / A^β_{>0} = {x ∈ A | α(x) ∈ Δ or α(x) > δ for all δ ∈ Δ} / {x ∈ A | α(x) > δ for all δ ∈ Δ}. For u = v/w, we can define a u-value function on A^β_0 :

(1.16) α_0 : A^β_0 −→ Δ ∪ {∞} by x + A^β_{>0} → { α(x) if β(x) = 0, ∞ if β(x) > 0. This is well-defined by [TW_2, Lemma 4.1]. Note that Γ_{α0} = Δ ∩ Γ_v. For any δ ∈ Δ we have

(A^β_0 )_δ = (A^β_0 )_{≥δ} / (A^β_0 )_{>δ} = ( A^α_{≥δ}/A^β_{>0} )/( A^α_{>δ}/A^β_{>0} ) ∼ = A^α_{≥δ}/A^α_{>δ} = A^α_δ . Hence,

(1.17) gr_{α0} (A^β_0 ) ∼=_g ⨁ δ∈Δ A^α_δ , which is easily checked to be a graded ring isomorphism. Thus, we may view gr_{α0} (A^β_0 ) as a graded subring of gr_α(A) = ⨁ γ∈Γ A^α_γ .

Proposition 1.5. The value function α_0 is a u-gauge on A^β_0 .

Proof. We know from [TW_2, Prop. 4.3] that α_0 is a u-norm. Moreover, α_0 is surmultiplicative since α is surmultiplicative. Thus, it remains only to prove that gr_{α0} (A^β_0 ) is graded semisimple. Since gr_α(A) is graded semisimple, it suffices to consider the case when gr_α(A) is graded simple. In this case, by the graded version of Wedderburn’s Theorem (see [HW, Prop. 1.3]), we can identify gr_α(A) with End_D(V), where D is a graded division ring and V is a finite-dimensional right graded D-vector space. (The grading on End_D(V) is given by: for η ∈ Γ, an f ∈ End_D(V) is homogeneous of degree η if and only if f(V_γ ) ⊆ V_{γ+η} for all γ ∈ Γ.) Let {b_1, . . . , b_n} be a homogeneous D-base of V, and let γ_i = deg(b_i). Since Γ_V is a finite union of cosets of Γ_D, we can write {b_1, . . . , b_n} as a disjoint union ⨆_k ℓ=1 S_r, where b_i and b_j are in the same S_r if and only if γ_i − γ_j ∈ Γ_D + Δ.

Let V_i be the graded D-vector subspace of V generated by S_i. We have a direct sum decomposition V = ⨁_k i=1 V_i. By (1.17), each nonzero homogeneous f ∈ gr_{α0} (A^β_0 ) is a homogeneous element of End_D(V) satisfying also deg(f) ∈ Δ. Hence, f maps each V_i to itself. Thus, we can write

(1.18) gr_{α0} (A^β_0 ) =^k ∏ i=1 B_i where B_i = ⨁ γ∈Δ End_D(V_i)_γ .

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

D^′ = ⨁ γ∈Δ D_γ ,

which is a graded division subring of D. Now fix an index i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. The grade set of V_i lies in some coset λ_i + (Γ_D + Δ). Let

V^′_i = ⨁ γ ∈ λ_i+Δ V_γ ⊆ ⨁ γ∈λ_i+Γ_D+Δ

V_γ = V_i,

so V^′_i is a graded D^′-vector subspace of V_i. Let Γ_D = ⨆ j∈J δ_j + (Δ ∩ Γ_D), a disjoint union of cosets of Δ ∩ Γ_D. Then we also have Γ_D + Δ = ⨆ j∈J δ_j + Δ, which is again a disjoint union. For each j ∈ J, pick some d_j ∈ D_{δj} \ {0}. Then, as Γ_D′_{dj} = δ_j + (Δ ∩ Γ_D), we have D = ⨁ j∈J D^′d_j .

Also, as V^′_i d_j = ⨁ γ∈λ_i+δ_j +Δ Vγ ,

V_i = ⨁ j∈J V^′_i d_j = ⨁ j∈J V^′_i ⊗_D′ D^′d_j = V_i ⊗_D′ D.

Any map in B_i sends V^′_i to itself, since Γ_{Bi} ⊆ Δ. Thus, there exists a homomorphism of graded rings ψ : B_i → End_D′ (V^′_i ), given by g → g|_V ′_i . This map ψ has an inverse given by sending h ∈ End_D′ (V^′_i) to h ⊗ id_D ∈ End_D(V^′_i ⊗_D′ D). Note that if h is homogeneous, then deg(h) ∈ Δ, as Γ_V′_i ⊆ λ_i + Δ. Hence, h ⊗ id_D is homogeneous with deg(h ⊗ id_D) = deg(h) ∈ Δ, showing that h ⊗ id_D ∈ B_i. Therefore, B_i ∼=_g End_D′ (V^′_i), which is a simple graded algebra. □

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 §4 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 [M_1].

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 ] · |Γ_w :Γ_v|.

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 ∂_{D/F} of D over F by

(1.20) ∂_{D/F} = [D:F ] [ D:F ] · |Γ_w :Γ_v| . In particular, ∂_{D/Z(D)} is always defined; we call it simply the defect of D and use the simpler notation ∂_D for ∂_{D/Z(D)}. When ∂_{D/F} is defined we have (1.21) ∂_{D/F} = ∂_D · ∂_{Z(D)/F} by the transitivity formulas for residue degrees and and indices of value groups. In fact, for p = char F , we have ∂_{D/F} = p^ℓ for some integer ℓ ≥ 0 if p ≠ 0, and ∂_{D/F} = 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 [M_1, Th. 3]. Hence in particular, if p = 0 or if p ≠ 0 and p ∤ [D:F ], then ∂_{D/F} = 1.

Let A be a (finite-dimensional) semisimple F -algebra, let (F_h, v_h) be a Henselization of (F, v), and let A_h = A ⊗_F F_h. Since F_h is a separable extension of F , the F_h-algebra A_h is semisimple; hence, it has a decomposition into simple components

A_h ∼= M_{n1} (D_1) × . . . × M_{nr} (D_r)

for some integers n_1, . . . , n_r and some division algebras D_1, . . . , D_r over F_h. We say that v is defectless in A if for each i = 1, . . . , r the unique valuation on D_i extending v_h is defectless over F , i.e., ∂_{Di/Fh} = 1 for i = 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 v_h is defectless in A_h. We single out two particular cases:

• If K is a finite-degree field extension of F and v_1, . . . , v_n 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 ] =^n ∑ i=1 [ K^{vi} : F^v ] · |Γ_{vi} : Γ_v|.

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

• 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 A_h is defectless over F_h. 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 v_1, . . . , v_r 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 v_1, . . . , v_r are each defectless in A.

Proof. For each i = 1, . . . , r, let (Z_i, v_{i,h}) be a Henselization of (Z(A), v_i). From Th. A.1 in the Appendix, we have Z(A)_h ∼= Z_1 × . . . × Z_r. Since Z(A_h) = Z(A)_h, the number of prime components of A_h is r, and we have division algebras D_1, . . . , D_r with centers Z_1, . . . , Z_r respectively such that

A_h ∼= M_{n1} (D_1) × . . . × M_{nr} (D_r)

for some integers n_1, . . . , n_r. Now, we have ∂_{Di/Fh} = ∂_{Di} · ∂_{Zi/Fh} (cf. (1.21)); hence ∂_{Di/Fh} = 1 if and only if ∂_{Di} = 1 and ∂_{Zi/Fh} = 1. The equivalence of (a) and (b) follows. □

When Γ_F ∼= 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 w_1, . . . , w_ℓ be the extensions of w to K. For j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}, let v_{1j} , v_{2j} , . . . , v_{kj j} be the extensions of v to K that are refinements of w_j . Thus, the v_{ij} are all the extensions of v to K. Let v/w denote the valuation on F^w induced by v and likewise v_{ij} /w_j the valuation on K^{wj} induced by v_{ij} . Note that v_{1j}/w_j , v_{2j} /w_j , . . . , v_{kj j}/w_j are all the extensions of v/w to K^{wj} . For each i, j there is a commutative diagram of value groups with exact rows:

0 // Γ_{v/w} // fflffl Γ_v // fflffl Γ_w // fflffl 0

0 // Γ_{vij /wj} // Γ_{vij} // Γ_{wj} // 0

Because the map Γ_w → Γ_{wj} is injective, the Snake Lemma yields a short exact sequence of cokernels of the columns: 0 // Γ_{vij /wj} / Γ_{v/w} // Γ_{vij} / Γ_v // Γ_{wj} / Γ_w // 0

Hence,

(1.22) | |Γ_{vij} :Γ_v | | = | |Γ_{vij /wj} : Γ_{v/w} | | | |Γ_{wj} :Γ_w | |. Since v is defectless in K, we have

[K :F ] =^ℓ ∑ j=1 k_j∑ i=1 [ K^{vij} :F^v ] | Γ_{vij} :Γ_v | |.

Equation (1.22) together with the Fundamental Inequality for each K^{wj} over F^w and for K over F then yield,

[K :F ] =^ℓ ∑ j=1 k_j∑ i=1 [ K^{vij} :F^v ] | Γ_{vij /wj} : Γ_{v/w} | | Γ_{wj} :Γ_w |

=^ℓ ∑ j=1 (_{kj} ∑ i=1 [ K^{wj vij /wj} : F^{w v/w} ] | Γ_{vij /wj} : Γ_{v/w} |)| Γ_{wj} :Γ_w |

≤^ℓ ∑ j=1 [ K^{wj} :F^w ] | Γ_{wj} :Γ_w | | ≤ [K :F ]. The last inequality must therefore be an equality, showing that w is defectless in K. □

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_{h,v}, v_h) be a Henselization of (F, v). Let w^′ be the valuation on F_{h,v} with ring W ·V_h. So, w^′ is the extension of w which is a coarsening of v_h. Since v_h is Henselian, its coarsening w^′ is also Henselian, by [EP, Cor. 4.1.4, p. 90], so (F_{h,v}, w^′) contains a Henselization (F_{h,w}, w_h) of (F, w). It follows from [M_1, Th. 2] that w^′ is inertial (= unramified) over w_h. Let D_{h,v} (resp. D_{h,w}) be the central division algebra over F_{h,v} (resp. F_{h,w}) associated to A ⊗_F F_{h,v} (resp. A ⊗_F F_{h,w}). Since v is defectless in A, D_{h,v} is defectless for v_h; it is then also defectless for the coarser valuation w^′ by [M_4, Lemma 1]. Then, by [JW, Remark 3.4] applied to the inertial extension (F_{h,v}, w^′) of (F_{h,w}, w_h), D_{h,w} is defectless for w_h. Hence, w is defectless in A, as desired.

Now assume only that A is simple. Let K = Z(A), and let v_1, . . . , v_r be the extensions of v to K, and w_1, . . . , w_ℓ the extensions of w to K. For i ∈ {1, . . . , r}, let j(i) ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ} be the index such that w_{j(i)} is the w-coarsening of v_i. Since v is defectless in A, v is defectless in K and each v_i is defectless in A. Then, w is defectless in K by Lemma 1.7, and each w_{j(i)} is defectless in A by the central simple case just considered. Since w_{j(1)}, . . . , w_{j(r)} 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. □

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 v_1, . . . , v_r be the extensions of v to the field K. Let (F_h, v_h) be a Henselization of (F, v), and let (K_{h,vi} , v_{i,h}) be a Henselization of (K, v_i). Let α be a v-gauge on A. Then the restriction α|_K is a surmultiplicative v-norm on K with gr_{α|K} (K) graded semisimple, since it is a central graded subalgebra of the graded semisimple algebra gr_α(A). Hence α|_K is a v-gauge on K, so v is defectless in K by [TW_1, Cor. 1.9]. Moreover, α ⊗ v_h is a v_h-gauge on A ⊗_F F_h and A ⊗_F F_h ∼= (A ⊗_K K_{h,v1} ) × . . . × (A ⊗_K K_{h,vr} ). By Prop. 1.3 each A ⊗_K K_{h,vi} carries a gauge, hence the corresponding central division algebra over K_{h,vi} is defectless by [TW_1, Th. 3.1]. □

2. Gauges on simple algebras

Throughout this section, let v be an arbitrary valuation on a field F , and let A be a (finitedimensional) simple F -algebra. Let K be the center of A, so K is a finite-degree field extension of F . Let v_1, . . . , v_r be all the extensions of v to K, and let V_i be the valuation ring of v_i. Our goal is to characterize v-gauges on A in terms of v_i-gauges for i = 1, . . . , r. This will be achieved in Th. 2.2 and Th. 2.8.

Proposition 2.1. Let L be a field with F ⊆ L ⊆ K, and suppose v has a unique extension to a valuation v_L of L. If A has a v-gauge α, then α|_L = v_L, which is a v-gauge on L, and α is a v_L-gauge. Thus, whenever v_L is a v-gauge on L, the v-gauges on A are the same as the v_L-gauges on A.

Proof. The restriction α|_L of α 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 ⊆ Z(A), we have gr_{α|L} (L) ⊆ Z(gr_α(A)). Because gr_α(A) is graded semisimple, it contains no nonzero central homogeneous nilpotent elements. Therefore, the commutative gr(F )-algebra gr_{α|L} (L) is semisimple, and hence α|_L is a v-gauge on L. Because v_L is the unique extension of v to L, [TW_1, Cor. 1.9] shows that α|_L = v_L. Hence, for c ∈ L^×, we have α(c^{−1}) = v_L(c^{−1}) = −v_L(c) = −α(c).

So, a short computation (cf. [TW_1, Lemma 1.3]) shows that α(ca) = α(c) + α(a) for all a ∈ A. This proves that the v-value function α on A is actually a v_L-value function. Since v_L and α are v-norms, we have

[L:F ] [gr_α(A): gr_{vL} (L)] = [gr_{vL} (L): gr_v(F )] [gr_α(A): gr_{vL} (L)] = [gr_α(A): gr_v(F )] = [A:F ] = [L:F ] [A:L].

Hence, [gr_α(A): gr_{vL} (L)] = [A:L], showing that α is a v_L-norm. The other conditions needed for α to be a v_L-gauge hold because it is a v-gauge. Conversely, whenever v_L is a v-gauge (hence a v-norm) and β is a v_L-gauge on A, then

[gr_β(A): gr_v(F )] = [gr_β (A): gr_{vL} (L)] [gr_{vL} (L): gr_v(F )] = [A:L] [L:F ] = [A:F ],

so β is also a v-norm and hence a v-gauge on A. □

Theorem 2.2. Let α be a v-gauge on A. Then there exist v_i-gauges α_i on A for i = 1, . . . , r such that α(a) = min ( α_1(a), . . . , α_r(a) ) for all a ∈ A.

Furthermore,

(2.1) gr_α(A) ∼=_g gr_{α1} (A) × . . . × gr_{αr} (A).

Hence, the semisimple F -algebra gr_α(A)_0 has at least r simple components. Moreover, the gr_{αi} (A) are the graded simple components of gr_α(A) and [gr_{αi} (A): gr(F )] = [A:K] [gr_{vi} (K): gr(F )].

We call the α_i of the theorem the v_i-component of α, for i = 1, . . . , r. We will see in Cor. 2.5 below that the α_i are uniquely determined by α. Proof. Let (F_h, v_h) be the Henselization of (F, v), and let B = A ⊗_F F_h and L = Z(B) = K ⊗_F F_h.

Then, L is a direct product of finitely many fields. Let e_1, . . . , e_r be the primitive idempotents of L, so L = L_1 × . . . × L_r where L_i = e_iL, and each L_i is a field. The L_i are indexed by the v_i, as we will explain below. Since B ∼= A ⊗_K L, the ring B is a product of algebras B = B_1 × . . . × B_r where B_i = e_iB ∼= A ⊗_K L_i.

So, each B_i is a central simple L_i-algebra. We identify K, A, F_h with their isomorphic copies K ⊗1, A⊗1, 1⊗F_h in B. But, we do not identify them with their isomorphic copies e_iK, e_iA, e_iF_h in B_i. For each i we have canonical inclusions p_i : A → B_i, a → e_i(a ⊗ 1) and q_i : F_h → B_i, c → e_i(1 ⊗ c). Thus, B_i has subalgebras p_i(A), p_i(K), and L_i, with B_i = p_i(A) ⊗_{pi(K)} L_i ∼= A ⊗_K L_i, hence, [B_i :L_i] = [A:K].

Each field L_i is a compositum of fields, L_i = p_i(K)·q_i(F_h). The Henselian valuation v_h on F_h has an isomorphic (Henselian) valuation v_h ∘ q^{−1}_i on q_i(F_h), which extends uniquely to a Henselian valuation w_i on L_i. This pulls back to a valuation w_i ∘ p_i on K which extends v on F . The proof of Th. A.1 in the Appendix shows that the valuations w_1 ∘ p_1, . . . , w_r ∘ p_r are all distinct and are all the extensions of v to K. Thus, after renumbering the e_i if necessary, we can assume w_i ∘ p_i = v_i for i = 1, . . . , r. That is, (2.2) v_i(d) = w_i(e_i(d ⊗ 1)) for all d ∈ K. From Th. A.1, we have also that (L_i, w_i) is a Henselization of (K, v_i).

Let β = α ⊗ v_h, which is a v_h-gauge on B with (2.3) gr_β(B) ∼=_g gr_α(A) ⊗_{gr(F )} gr(F_h) ∼=_g gr_α(A) by [TW_1, Cor. 1.26]. Let β_i = β|_{Bi} , which is a v_h-gauge on B_i via the embedding q_i : F_h → B_i. By Prop. 1.3, (2.4) β(b) = min_{1≤i≤r} ( β_i(e_ib) ) for all b ∈ B, and (2.5) gr_β(B) ∼=_g^r ∏ i=1 gr_{βi} (B_i).

Since w_i is the unique extension of the Henselian valuation v_h to L_i, Prop. 2.1 above shows that each β_i is a w_i-gauge. The structure theorem [TW_1, Th. 3.1] for gauges on simple algebras with respect to Henselian valuations shows that β_i is an End-gauge as in Ex. 1.1; hence, gr_{βi} (B_i) is graded simple.

Define v-value functions α_1, . . . , α_r on A by

α_i(a) = β(p_i(a)) = β_i(e_i(a ⊗ 1)).

Then, each α_i is surmultiplicative as β_i is surmultiplicative, and for all a ∈ A,

(2.6) α(a) = β(a ⊗ 1) = min_{1≤i≤r} ( β_i(e_i(a ⊗ 1)) ) = min_{1≤i≤r} ( α_i(a) ) . Furthermore, as β_i is a w_i-value function, for all c ∈ K and a ∈ A,

α_i(ca) = β_i(e_i(ca ⊗ 1)) = β_i ( e_i(c ⊗ 1) · e_i(a ⊗ 1) ) = w_i(e_i(c ⊗ 1)) + β_i(e_i(a ⊗ 1)) = v_i(c) + α_i(a).

Thus, α_i is a v_i-value function on A. The following diagram shows the algebras related to B_i and the associated value functions being considered here. B_i, β_i

A, α_i ,fi p_i ;;vv vvv vvv L_i, w_i

HHH HHH HHH

K, v_i HHH HHH HHH ,fi p_i ::vv vvv vvv F_h, v_h 2 R q_i ddIII III III (2.7)

Now, for all γ ∈ Γ, the definition of the β_i and (2.4) and (2.6) above show that for each i we have a commutative diagram A^α_{≥γ} −−−−→ A^{αi}_{≥γ}

B^β_{≥γ}^{ei·}−−−−→ B^{βi}_{i, ≥γ} given by a −−−−→ a

a ⊗ 1 −−−−→ e_i(a ⊗ 1) .

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

(2.8) gr_α(A) −−−−→^r ∏ i=1 gr_{αi} (A) ∼= gr_β(B)^{∼=}−−−−→^r ∏ i=1 gr_{βi} (B_i)

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 α_i shows that gr_{αi} (A) → gr_{βi} (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_{αi} (A) ∼=_g gr_{βi} (B_i), which is graded simple as we saw above after (2.5). Since the Henselization (L_i, w_i) (resp. (F_h, v_h)) is an immediate extension of (K, v_i) (resp. (F, v)), we have

[L_i :F_h] ≥ [gr_{wi} (L_i): gr_{vh} (F_h)] = [gr_{vi} (K): gr(F )].

So, as β_i is a v_h-norm, [gr_{αi} (A): gr_{vi} (K)] [gr_{vi} (K): gr(F )] = [gr_{αi} (A): gr(F )] = [gr_{βi} (B_i): gr_{vh} (F_h)] = [B_i :F_h] = [B_i :L_i] [L_i :F_h] = [A:K] [L_i :F_h] ≥ [A:K] [gr_{vi} (K): gr(F )],

(2.9)

and hence [gr_{αi} (A): gr_{vi} (K)] ≥ [A:K]. Since the reverse inequality holds for any v_i-value function, we have [gr_{αi} (A): gr_{vi} (K)] = [A:K]. Hence, α_i is a v_i-norm on A; with the graded simplicity noted above, this yields that α_i is a v_i-gauge. Furthermore, equality holds in (2.9), yielding [gr_{αi} (A): gr(F )] = [A:K] [gr_{vi} (K): gr(F )]. The isomorphism for gr_α(A) in the theorem is the top isomorphism in the commutative diagram (2.8). Since each gr_{αi} (A) is graded simple, the gr_{αi} (A) are the graded simple components of gr_α(A). Because gr_α(A) has r graded simple components, its degree zero part must have at least r simple components. □

Let v be a valuation on some division algebra D, and let α, β, η_1, . . . , η_r be v-value functions on a finite-dimensional D-vector space M. We write α ≤ β if α(z) ≤ β(z) for all z ∈ M. Likewise, we write α = min ( η_1, . . . , η_r ) if α(z) = min ( η_1(z), . . . , η_r(z) ) for all z ∈ M. It is easy to construct examples of v-norms α, β on M with α ≤ β and α ≠ β. By contrast, we will see in Cor. 2.6 below for gauges on semisimple algebras that α ≤ β implies α = β. 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 α and β. Suppose there is an F -algebra homomorphism f : A → B such that

(2.10) β(f(a)) ≥ α(a) for all a ∈ A. Then f induces a graded gr(F )-algebra homomorphism ^f : gr_α(A) −→ gr_β(B)

such that ^f(~x) = f(x) + B_{>α(x)} ∈ B_{α(x)} for all x ∈ A. Moreover, ^f is injective if and only if equality holds in (2.10).

Proof. For any δ ∈ Γ, we have f(A_{≥δ}) ⊆ B_{≥δ} and f(A_{>δ}) ⊆ B_{>δ}, hence f induces a map ( ^f)_δ : A_δ → B_δ given by ( ^f)_δ (x + A_{>δ}) = f(x) + B_{>δ}. Then set ^f = ⨁ δ∈Γ( ^f)_δ : gr_α(A) → gr_β(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) ^f(~x ~y) = ^f(~x) ^f(~y). When the left expression in (2.11) is nonzero, it equals ~f(xy), and when the right expression is nonzero it equals ~f(x) ~f(y) = ~f(x)f(y) = ~f(xy). So, equality indeed holds in (2.11) when each side is nonzero. Now we have (2.12) β(f(xy)) ≥ α(xy) ≥ α(x) + α(y) and (2.13) β(f(xy)) = β(f(x)f(y)) ≥ β(f(x)) + β(f(y)) ≥ α(x) + α(y). The left expression in (2.11) is nonzero if and only if α(xy) = α(x) + α(y) (so ~x ~y = ~xy ≠ 0) and β(f(xy)) = α(xy), i.e., equality holds throughout (2.12). The right expression in (2.11) is nonzero if and only if β(f(x)) = α(x) and β(f(y)) = α(y), and β(f(x)f(y)) = β(f(x))+β(f(x)), i.e., equality holds throughout (2.13). Each of these conditions holds if and only if β(f(xy)) = α(x)+α(y). Thus, we have equality in (2.11) in all cases. Now note that ^f(~x) = 0 if and only if β(f(x)) > α(x). Since ker( ^f) is a homogeneous two-sided ideal of gr_α(A), the stated condition for injectivity of ^f holds. □

Theorem 2.4. Let α be any v-gauge on the simple F -algebra A, and, as in Th. 2.2 above, let α_i be the v_i-component of α for i = 1, . . . , r. Suppose η is a v_k-gauge on A, for some k. If α ≤ η, then η = α_k.

Proof. Pick a homogeneous base ( b_1, . . . , b_n ) of gr_{αk} (A) as a graded gr_{vk} (K)-vector space, and let γ_j = deg(b_j ). Then, pick a_1, . . . , a_n ∈ A with each ~a_j^α → (0, . . . , 0, b_j , 0, . . . , 0) (b_j in the kth position) under the isomorphism gr_α(A) ∼=_g ∏_r i=1 gr_{αi} (A) of Th. 2.2. This means that for all j = 1, . . . , n and i = 1, . . . , r, α_i(a_j ) > γ_j for i ≠ k, α(a_j ) = α_k(a_j ) = γ_j, and ~a_j^{αk} = b_j in gr_{αk} (A).

Since ( ~a_1^{αk} , . . . , ~a_n^{αk} ) is a homogeneous base of the graded gr_{vk} (K)-vector space gr_{αk} (A), (a_1, . . . , a_n) is a splitting base of the K-vector space A for the v_k-gauge α_k (see the comments preceding (1.3) above). Furthermore, α_k(a_j ) = α(a_j ) ≤ η(a_j ), for all j. Therefore, for any a ∈ A, writing a = ∑_n j=1 a_jc_j with c_j ∈ K, we have

α_k(a) = min_{1≤j≤n} ( α_k(a_j ) + v_k(c_j ) ) ≤ min_{1≤j≤n} ( η(a_j ) + v_k(c_j ) )

≤ η (^n∑ j=1 a_j c_j ) = η(a). Thus, α_k ≤ η as v_k-gauges on A.

Since α_k ≤ η, Lemma 2.3 (with f = id_A) shows that there is a well-defined graded gr_{vk} (K)- algebra homomorphism φ: gr_{αk} (A) → gr_η(A) given by ~a^{αk} → a + A^η_{>αk (a)} ∈ A^η_{αk (a)} for all a ∈ A. But, as α_k is a v_k-gauge on the central simple K-algebra A, [TW_1, Cor. 3.7] shows that gr_{αk} (A) is a simple graded algebra. Hence φ must be injective. Again by Lemma 2.3 we have α_k = η. □

Corollary 2.5. Let α be any v-gauge on the simple F -algebra A, and, as in Th. 2.2 above, let α_i be the v_i-component of α for i = 1, . . . , r. Suppose α = min ( η_1, . . . , η_r ) for some v_i-gauges η_i.

Then each η_i = α_i.

Proof. For each i, we have α ≤ η_i. Hence, η_i = α_i by the preceding theorem. □

Corollary 2.6. Let α and η be v-gauges on a semisimple F -algebra C. If α ≤ η, then α = η.

Proof. It suffices to check this for the restrictions of α and η on the simple components of C. Therefore, we may assume that C is a simple F -algebra. Then, let v_1, . . . , v_r be all the extensions of v to Z(C), and let α_i (resp. η_i) be the v_i-component of α (resp. η). Since, for each i we have α ≤ η ≤ η_i, Th. 2.4 shows that α_i = η_i. Hence,

α = min ( α_1, . . . , α_r ) = min ( η_1, . . . , η_r ) = η. □ Corollary 2.7. Let α be a v-gauge on the simple F -algebra A, with v_i-components α_i, for i = 1, . . . , r, and suppose Γ_α lies in the divisible hull of Γ_v. Let w be any valuation on F which is a coarsening of v, and let w_1, . . . , w_ℓ be all the extensions of w to K. Let β be the w-coarsening of α, and let β_j be the w_j-component of β for j = 1, . . . , ℓ. For i ∈ {1, . . . , r}, let j(i) ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ} be the index such that w_{j(i)} is the w-coarsening of v_i (i.e., W_{j(i)} = W ·V_i). Then, β_{j(i)} is the w_{j(i)}-coarsening of α_i.

Proof. Let α_{i,w} denote the w_{j(i)}-coarsening of α_i. Let Δ be the convex subgroup of Γ associated to w. Recall that β = ε ∘ α, where ε: Γ → Γ/Δ is the canonical surjection. This ε is compatible with the orderings on Γ and Γ/Δ. Likewise, w_{j(i)} = ε ∘ v_i and α_{i,w} = ε ∘ α_i. Now fix any i. Since α ≤ α_i, β = ε ∘ α ≤ ε ∘ α_i = α_{i,w}, i.e., β ≤ α_{i,w}. Since α_{i,w} is a w_{j(i)}-gauge, Th. 2.4 shows that α_{i,w} = β_{j(i)}. □

We next determine when given v_i-gauges η_1, . . . , η_r yield a v-gauge as min ( η_1, . . . , η_r ) . For i, j ∈ {1, . . . , r} let v_{ij} denote the finest common coarsening of v_i and v_j . That is, v_{ij} is the valuation on K with associated valuation ring V_{ij} = V_i ·V_j .

Theorem 2.8. Suppose v is defectless in the simple F -algebra A. For i = 1, . . . , r, let η_i be a v_i-gauge on A with Γ_{ηi} ⊆ H (Γ_v ). Let α = min ( η_1, . . . , η_r). Then, α is a v-gauge on A if and only if η_i and η_j have the same v_{ij}-coarsening for all pairs i, j. When this occurs, each η_i is the v_i-component of α.

Proof. ⇒ Suppose our α is a v-gauge on A. By Cor. 2.5, each η_i is the v_i-component of α. Fix indices i, j, let w = v_{ij} |_F , and let β be the w-coarsening of α. The v_{ij}-coarsenings of η_i and η_j must be the same, since by Cor. 2.7 they coincide with the v_{ij}-component of β.

⇐ Suppose each η_i and η_j have the same v_{ij} -coarsening. Now, α = min ( η_1, . . . , η_r ) is clearly a surmultiplicative v-value function on A. Consider the graded gr(F )-algebra homomorphism

(2.14) Ψ: gr_α(A) −→^r ∏ i=1 gr_{ηi} (A) given by a + A^α_{>α(a)} → ( a + A^{η1}_{>α(a)}, . . . , a + A^{ηr}_{>α(a)} ) . Then, Ψ is well-defined and injective because α = min ( η_1, . . . , η_r ) . We will show below that Ψ is an isomorphism. It then follows that gr_α(A) is semisimple, as each gr_{ηi} (A) is semisimple. Moreover, v is defectless in K by Prop. 1.6 since it is defectless in A, whence

[gr_α(A): gr(F )] =^r ∑ i=1 [gr_{ηi} (A): gr(F )] =^r ∑ i=1 [gr_{ηi} (A): gr_{vi} (K)] [gr_{vi} (K): gr(F )]

=^r ∑ i=1 [A:K] [gr_{vi} (K): gr(F )] = [A:K] [K :F ] = [A:F ].

Hence, α is v-gauge.

To prove surjectivity of Ψ, we use the following approximation lemma, for which we use the notation: let Δ_{ij} be the convex subgroup of the divisible hull Γ of Γ_v associated to v_{ij} ; so v_{ij} is a map K → Γ/Δ_{ij} ∪ {∞}. For any δ_1, . . . , δ_n ∈ Γ we say that the n-tuple (δ_1, . . . , δ_n) is compatible in Γ^n if for all i, j we have δ_i − δ_j ∈ Δ_{ij} .

Lemma 2.9. With the notation just above, fix some k ∈ {1, . . . , n}, and let (δ_1, . . . , δ_n) be a compatible n-tuple in Γ^n with δ_k = 0. Then, there is c ∈ K^× with v_i(c) > δ_i for each i ≠ k, v_k(c) = 0, and v_k(c − 1) > 0.

Proof. For each pair of indices i, j, we have 0 ≤ | |δ_i| − |δ_j | | ≤ |δ_i − δ_j |.

Since δ_i − δ_j ∈ Δ_{ij} and Δ_{ij} is convex, it follows that |δ_i| − |δ_j | ∈ Δ_{ij} . Furthermore, as Γ/Γ_v is a torsion group, there is m ∈ N with each m|δ_i| ∈ Γ_v. Hence, each m|δ_i| ∈ Γ_{vi} and m|δ_i|−m|δ_j | ∈ Δ_{ij}. These are the precise conditions needed for ( m|δ_1|, . . . , m|δ_n| ) to be compatible in Γ_{v1} × . . . × Γ_{vn} 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

v_i(d) = m |δ_i|, for all i.

In particular, v_k(d) = m |δ_k| = 0. Now, let V_i be the valuation ring of v_i, and let T = V_1 ∩ . . . ∩ V_n ⊆ K. A weaker approximation theorem for incomparable valuations on K (see [EP, Th. 3.2.7(3), p. 64]) says that the canonical map ρ: T → K^{v1} × . . . × K^{vn} is surjective. Therefore, there is t ∈ T with ρ(t) = ( 0, 0, . . . , d^{−1}, . . . , 0 ) , i.e., v_i(t) > 0 for i ≠ k and v_k(t) = 0 with t = d^{−1} in K^{vk} . Let c = td.

Then for i ≠ k we have v_i(c) = v_i(t) + v_i(d) > 0 + m|δ_i| ≥ δ_i, hence v_i(c) > δ_i. Also, v_k(c) = v_k(t) + v_k(d) = 0, and in K^{vk} ,

c = t · d = d^{−1}d = 1.

Thus, c has all the required properties. □

Proof of Th. 2.8 completed: It remains only to prove the surjectivity of the map Ψ in (2.14). Fix any k ∈ {1, . . . , r}, and take any b ∈ A \ {0}. Let

δ_i = η_k(b) − η_i(b) for i = 1, . . . , r.

For each pair of indices i, j, let Δ_{ij} be the convex subgroup of H (Γ_F ) associated to the finest common coarsening v_{ij} of v_i and v_j on K. Then, since η_i and η_j are assumed to have the same v_{ij}-coarsening, η_i(b) and η_j (b) have the same image in Γ/Δ_{ij} ; hence,

δ_i − δ_j = η_j (b) − η_i(b) ∈ Δ_{ij} .

Thus, (δ_1, . . . , δ_r) is a compatible r-tuple in H (Γ_F )^r. Since δ_k = 0, Lemma 2.9 yields c ∈ K^× with v_i(c) > δ_i for all i ≠ k and v_k(c) = 0 with c = 1 in K^{vk} . Let a = cb ∈ A. Then, for i ≠ k,

η_i(a) = v_i(c) + η_i(b) > δ_i + η_i(b) = η_k(b),

so η_i(a) > η_k(b). But η_k(a) = v_k(c) + η_k(b) = η_k(b).

Hence, α(a) = min ( η_1(a), . . . , η_r(a) ) = η_k(b). Moreover,

η_k(a − b) = η_k(cb − b) = v_k(c − 1) + η_k(b) > η_k(b).

Thus, for ~a = a + A^α_{>α(a)} ∈ gr_α(A) and ~b = b + A^{ηk}_{>ηk (b)} ∈ gr_{ηk} (A), we have

Ψ(~a) = ( a + A^{η1}_{>α(a)}, . . . , a + A^{ηr}_{>α(a)} ) = ( 0, . . . , 0, ~b k , 0, . . . , 0 ) ∈^r ∏ i=1 gr_{ηi} (A).

Since for arbitrary k and b such elements generate ∏_r i=1 gr_{ηi} (A), the map Ψ is surjective. This completes the proof. □

Corollary 2.10. Suppose v is defectless in A, and suppose the extensions v_1, . . . , v_r of v to K are pairwise independent. Take any v_i-gauges η_i on A, i = 1, . . . , r. Then min ( η_1, . . . , η_r ) is a v-gauge on A with components η_1, . . . η_r. In particular, this holds whenever v has rank 1.

Proof. This is immediate from the preceding theorem. For when v_i and v_j are independent valuations, their finest common coarsening v_{ij} is the trivial valuation, so the compatibility condition on η_i and η_j holds automatically. □

3. Dubrovin valuation rings and Gräter rings

In this section we study the connection between gauges and Dubrovin valuation rings. The best general reference for Dubrovin theory is the book [MMU]. Let F be a field and let A be a central simple F -algebra. A subring B of A is called a Dubrovin valuation ring of A if there is an ideal J of B such that the following hold:

(1) B/J is simple Artinian;

(2) for each s ∈ A \ B there exist b, c ∈ B such that bs, sc ∈ B \ J.

By [MMU, Lemma 5.2, p. 22], the ideal J is the only maximal ideal of B; therefore, J = J(B), the Jacobson ideal of B. Moreover, the center Z(B) = F ∩ B is a valuation ring of F and J ∩ F = J(Z(B)) (see [MMU, Lemma 7.1, p. 35]). We review a few of the nontrivial properties of Dubrovin valuation rings that we will use repeatedly below. Proofs of all of them can be found in Chapters 5 and 6 of [MMU]. Let S be an overring of B in A, i.e., a ring with B ⊆ S ⊆ A. Then, S is a Dubrovin valuation ring of A; J(S) is a prime ideal of B; S is the left (and right) localization of B with respect to the elements of B regular mod J(S); and B/J(S) is a Dubrovin valuation ring of S/J(S). Also, S is the central localization S = B ⊗_{Z(B)} W = B·W , where the valuation ring W = Z(S) is the localization of Z(B) at its prime ideal J(S) ∩ F . Moreover, every prime ideal of B has the form J(S) for some such S. If R is a subring of B with J(B) ⊆ R, then R is a Dubrovin valuation ring of A if and only if R/J(B) is a Dubrovin valuation ring of B/J(B). Examples of Dubrovin valuation rings include

• total valuation ring in division algebras D, i.e., subrings T of D such that d or d^{−1} lies in T for every d ∈ D^×;

• matrix rings M_n (B) for any Dubrovin valuation ring B;

• rings eBe for any Dubrovin ring B of A and any nonzero idempotent e of A; • Azumaya algebras over commutative valuation rings.

Associated to a Dubrovin valuation ring B there is its residue ring B = B/J(B), which is simple Artinian. This B also has a value group Γ_B = st(B)/B^×, where st(B) = {x ∈ A^× | xBx^{−1} = B}; the value group Γ_B is a totally ordered abelian group. It was proved in [W_1] that there is a strong connection between Dubrovin valuation rings and invariant valuation rings (i.e., the valuation rings associated to a valuation on a division algebra), which shows up with passage to the Henselization of the valuation of the center: Let (F_h, v_h) be a Henselization of (F, v). The ring A ⊗_F F_h is a central simple F_h-algebra; hence,

(3.1) A ⊗_F F_h ∼= M_{nB} (D_h),

where n_B is a positive integer and D_h is a central division F_h-algebra. Thus, n_B is the matrix size of the algebra A ⊗_F F_h. The Henselian valuation v_h has a unique extension to a valuation w on D_h. By [W_1, Th. B] or [MMU, Lemma 11.4, p. 59],

(3.2) Γ_B = Γ_w in H (Γ_v ) and (3.3) B ∼= M_{tB} (D_h^w),

where the positive integer t_B is the matrix size of B. Moreover, n_B /t_B is always an integer that appears in the Ostrowski Theorem for Dubrovin valuation rings, which says that

(3.4) [A : F ] = [B : F^v] · |Γ_B : Γ_v| · ( n_B /t_B )_2 · ∂_B , where the defect ∂_B = p^d, for p = char(F^v) and d a non-negative integer, with p^d = 1 if p = 0 (see [W_1, Th. C]). It follows from (1.20) applied to D_h and (3.4) that ∂_B = ∂_{Dh/Fh} . Hence, v is defectless in A if and only if ∂_B = 1 for any Dubrovin valuation ring B of A extending V .

Dubrovin valuation rings have good properties with respect to extension from the center. More precisely, if V is a valuation ring of F then there always exists a Dubrovin valuation ring B of the central simple F -algebra A extending V , i.e., V = B ∩ F , see [MMU, Th. 9.4, p. 50]. Moreover, by [W_1, Th. A] or [MMU, Th. 9.8, p. 52] there is as much uniqueness as possible, i.e., all Dubrovin ring extensions of V to A are conjugate in A. But the number of extensions of V to Dubrovin valuation rings of A is usually infinite; the exception occurs only when A is a division algebra and V can be extended to a total valuation ring T of A. In this special case, the number of total valuation rings of A extending V is given by n_B/t_B . In order to obtain a better understanding of the Ostrowski Theorem (equivalently, a better interpretation of the integer n_B /t_B for arbitrary Dubrovin valuation rings), Gräter introduced in [G_1] the Intersection Property for a finite number of Dubrovin valuation rings as follows: Let B_1, . . . , B_n be Dubrovin valuation rings of A and let R = B_1 ∩ . . . ∩ B_n. Let B(B_i) denote the set of all overrings of B_i in A. Then B_1, . . . , B_n have the Intersection Property (IP) if the map

(3.5) φ: B(B_1) ∪ . . . ∪ B(B_n) → Spec(R) S → J(S) ∩ R is a well-defined order-reversing bijection, where Spec(R) is the set of prime ideals of R. Actually, if one supposes only that φ is well-defined (i.e., each ideal J(S) ∩ R is a prime ideal of R), then in fact φ is an order-reversing bijection (see [Z]). Note that if B_j ⊇ B_i for some i, j, then we may delete B_j from the list of B’s and the ring R and the domain and target of φ are unchanged. Thus, in working with the IP, we may delete all such redundant B_j and assume that the B_i are pairwise incomparable.

At the same time that Intersection Property was introduced by Gräter, Morandi was working independently on a general approximation theorem for a finite set of Dubrovin valuation rings (see [M_3]). He found the following condition: Let B_1, . . . , B_n be pairwise incomparable Dubrovin valuation rings. For each i ≠ j, let B_{ij} be the subring of A generated by B_i and B_j ; so B_{ij} is a Dubrovin valuation ring, since it is an overring of B_i. Set ~B_i = B_i/J(B_{ij} ) and ~B_j = B_j /J(B_{ij} ), which are Dubrovin valuation rings of B_{ij} = B_{ij} /J(B_{ij} ). The condition needed for the approximation theorem to hold for B_1, . . . , B_n is that the valuation rings Z(~B_i) and Z(~B_j) be independent in the field Z(B_{ij}), i.e., Z(~B_i)·Z(~B_j ) = Z(B_{ij} ). Gräter proved that this condition is equivalent to the Intersection Property for B_1, . . . , B_n (see [G_1, Cor. 6.2, Prop. 6.3, Cor. 6.7] or [MMU, Cor. 16.9, p. 93]). It follows that B_1, . . . , B_n satisfy the IP if and only if each pair B_i, B_j satisfies the IP, for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} with i ≠ j. (3.6)

We call a subring R of a central simple F -algebra A a Gräter ring if R = B_1 ∩ . . . ∩ B_n where B_1, . . . , B_n is a family of incomparable Dubrovin valuation rings of A with the IP and R is integral over Z(R). This name is appropriate because of the remarkable properties Gräter proved about such rings in [G_1] and [G_2]. (His results appear also in [MMU].) He showed that a Gräter ring is a semilocal Bézout ring whose center is a finite intersection of valuation rings of F . When R = B_1 ∩ . . . ∩ B_n as above, then the localizations of the R with respect to its maximal ideals exist and coincide with the B_i. Thus in particular,

(3.7) the number n of B_i = the number of maximal ideals of R.

Moreover, if T is any finite intersection of valuation rings of F then there exists a Gräter ring R of A with Z(R) = T . Further, Gräter proved a very strong uniqueness property: If R^′ is another Gräter ring of A with Z(R^′) = T = Z(R), then there is q ∈ A^× with R^′ = qRq^{−1}. See [MMU, Th. 16.14, p. 94; Th. 16.15, p. 96] for proofs of these properties.

There are also striking properties when the center of a Gräter ring is a valuation ring V : Let R = B_1 ∩. . .∩B_n be a Gräter ring with center V (and the B_i incomparable); then, each B_i has center V , by [MMU, Lemma 16.13, pp. 93–94]. Moreover, if B^′_1, . . . , B^′_k is another family of Dubrovin valuation rings of A each with center V and having the IP, then the B^′_i are incomparable (since overrings of B^′_i are central localizations) and this family can be enlarged with further Dubrovin valuation rings B^′_{k+1}, . . . , B^′_m each with center V so that R^′ = B^′_1 ∩ . . . ∩ B^′_m is a Gräter ring with center V (see [MMU, Th. 16.14, p. 94]). The conjugacy result noted above shows that R^′ ∼= R, hence m = n by (3.7). Thus, this number n depends only on V and A, and Gräter defined it to be the extension number of V in A. Thus, the extension number is the number of maximal ideals in any Gräter ring of A with center V , and it equals the number of incomparable Dubrovin valuation rings in any family whose intersection is a Gräter ring with center V (see (3.7)); it is also the maximum number of Dubrovin rings with center V which have the IP. It turns out that the extension number also equals the quotient n_B/t_B of the integers n_B and t_B given in (3.1) and (3.3), for any Dubrovin valuation ring B of A, see [MMU, Prop. 19.2, p. 108]. From the conjugacy of such rings B, it is clear that n_B and t_B do not depend on the choice of B. Moreover, it follows from the definition of n_B and t_B that the extension number depends only on the valuation ring V of the center F of A and the Brauer equivalence class of A. Let

(3.8) ξ_{V,[A]} = the extension number of V to A = n_B/t_B .

When the algebra A in question is clear, we write ξ_V for ξ_{V,[A]}.

Now let W be any (valuation) ring with V ⊆ W ⊆ F , and let S = W ·B. Then S is a Dubrovin valuation ring of A containing B and W = S ∩ F . Let ~V = V/J(W ), which is a valuation ring of W = W/J(W ), and let ~B = B/J(S), which is a Dubrovin valuation ring of the simple W -algebra S = S/J(S). Let (3.9) ℓ_{V,W} = the number of extensions of ~V to valuation rings of Z(S).

This number does not depend on the choice of the Dubrovin extensions B of V and S of W , by the conjugacy of B with center V and the property that overrings of B are obtained by central localization. The following fundamental relation was given in [W_1, Th. E]: (3.10) ξ_{V,[A]} = ξ_{W,[A]} (n_{~B} /t_{~B} ) ℓ_{V,W} = ξ_{W,[A]} ξ_{Z( ~B),[S]} ℓ_{V,W} .

Hence, (3.11) ξ_{W,[A]} | ξ_{V,[A]} for any valuation ring W with V ⊆ W ⊆ F .

There is another interpretation of ℓ_{V,W} that will be needed later: Let w be the valuation on F associated to W , let (F_{h,w}, w_h) be the Henselization of (F, w), let D_h be the associated division algebra of A ⊗_F F_{h,w}, and let D_h^{w′} be the residue division algebra of D_h for the valuation w^′ on D_h extending w_h on F_{h,w}. Let u be the valuation of ~V on F^w. Then,

(3.12) ℓ_{V,W} = the number of extensions of u to valuations of Z(D_h^{w′} ).

This holds because S ∼= M_{tS} (D_h^{w′} ), see (3.3), so the F^w-algebras S and D_{h,w}^{w′} have isomorphic centers.

Note that the following conditions are equivalent:

(a) Some (so every) Dubrovin valuation ring B of A extending V is integral over V . (b) ξ_{V,[A]} = 1.

(c) Every Gräter ring C of A with C ∩ F = V is a Dubrovin valuation ring. These conditions do not hold in general, but for given V and A, they hold for some nontrivial coarsening of V , see Prop. (3.3) below.

Example 3.1. Let A be a central simple F -algebra, and let V be a rank 2 valuation ring of F . Let W be the rank 1 valuation ring with V ⫋ W ⫋ F . Then ξ_{W,[A]} = 1 by Prop. 3.3(iv) below. Let S be a Dubrovin valuation ring of A extending W . So, S is integral over W . Let S = S/J(S), which is a simple F = W/J(W )-algebra. Suppose the valuation ring U = V/J(W ) of F has exactly k different extensions U_1, . . . , U_k to Z(S). The map B → B/J(S) gives a one-to-one correspondence between the Dubrovin valuation rings B of A extending V and lying in S, and the Dubrovin valuation rings T of S with T ∩ F = U. For each such T , the intersection T ∩ Z(S) is a valuation ring of J(S) extending U, so it is one of the U_j. Moreover, T is integral over U_j since U_j has rank 1. Let B_1, . . . , B_n be Dubrovin valuation rings of A extending V with each B_i ⊆ S. Let ~B_i = B_i/J(S), and let ~B_i ∩Z(S) = U_{j(i)}. Then, B_1, . . . , B_n have the IP if and only if j(1), . . . , j(n) are all different. The ring C = ⋂_n i=1 B_i is a Gräter ring if and only if further C is integral over V , if and only if ⋂_n i=1 ~B_i is integral over U, if and only if n = k and {j(1), j(2), . . . , j(n)} = {1, . . . , n}. Thus, ξ_{V,[A]} = k. In general, there is no valuation associated to a Dubrovin valuation ring B of A. However, a significant exception occurs when B is integral over Z(B): Morandi introduced in [M_2] a type of value function associated to any Dubrovin valuation ring integral over its center. Let α: A → Γ ∪ {∞} be a surmultiplicative v-value function. We say that α is a Morandi value function if (1) A_0 is a simple ring;

(2) Γ_α = α(st(α)), where st(α) = {a ∈ A^× | α(a^{−1}) = −α(a)}.

If v = α|_F , then v is a valuation on F and we call α a v-Morandi value function. Morandi showed in [M_2, Th. 2.4] (or see [MMU, Th. 23.3, p. 135]) the following: If α is a Morandi value function on A, then its associated ring R_α = {x ∈ A | α(x) ≥ 0} is a Dubrovin valuation ring integral over its center and (3.13) Γ_{Rα} = Γ_α.

Conversely, to every Dubrovin valuation ring B of A integral over its center, there exists a Morandi value function α on A such that R_α = B; moreover, α is uniquely determined by B (see [M_2, Th. 2.3, Prop. 2.6] or [MMU, Th. 23.2, p. 134]). (By contrast, we will see in Example 5.1 below that if β is a gauge on A, then its gauge ring R_β does not always determine β.) The connection between gauges and Morandi value functions was shown in [TW_1, Prop. 2.5]: If A is a central simple F -algebra and v is a valuation on F defectless in A, then a surmultiplicative v-value function α is a Morandi value function if and only if α is a gauge with A_0 simple. The following result generalizes this for simple but not necessarily central simple algebras. If α is a gauge on a semisimple algebra A, then since gr_α(A) is graded semisimple, the degree zero part A_0 of gr_α(A) must be semisimple (cf. [TW_1, Prop. 2.1]). But A_0 is not necessarily simple, even if A is simple, as is illustrated in Ex. 1.1. Let

(3.14) ω(α) = the number of simple components of A_0.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose v is a valuation on F defectless in a simple F -algebra A. Let v_1, . . . , v_r be all the extensions of v to K = Z(A).

(i) For i ∈ {1, . . . , r}, let α_i be a v_i-Morandi value function on A and let B_i be the Dubrovin valuation ring associated to α_i. Let α = min ( α_1, . . . , α_r ) . Then α is a v-gauge on A if and only if B_1, . . . , B_r have the IP. When this occurs, ω(α) = r.

(ii) Let α be a v-gauge on A with ω(α) = r. Then there are uniquely determined v_i-Morandi value functions α_i for i ∈ {1, . . . , r} such that α = min ( α_1, . . . , α_r ) . Proof. For each i and j, let V_i be the valuation ring of v_i, and let V_{ij} = V_i ·V_j, with its associated valuation v_{ij}, which is the finest common coarsening of v_i and v_j. Let ~V_i = V_i/J(V_{ij} ) ⊆ V_{ij}, and define ~V_j analogously. Note that ~V_i and ~V_j are independent in V_{ij}, i.e., ~V_i · ~V_j = V_{ij} , since V_i ·V_j = V_{ij}.

(i) Suppose α is a v-gauge on A. By Th. 2.8, for every pair i, j, the gauges α_i and α_j have the same v_{ij}-coarsening, call it α_{ij} . So, for the gauge rings, we have R_{αi} ⊆ R_{αij} and R_{αj} ⊆ R_{αij} . Since B_i = R_{αi} and likewise for j, we must have B_{ij} ⊆ R_{αij} . Hence, Z(B_{ij} ) = B_{ij} ∩ K ⊆ R_{αij} ∩ K = Z(R_{αij} ) = V_{ij} . Since we always have V_{ij} = V_i ·V_j ⊆ Z(B_{ij}), we obtain V_{ij} = Z(B_{ij} ). The field Z(B_{ij} ) is a finitedegree extension of the field V_{ij}. Since the valuation rings ~V_i and ~V_j are independent in V_{ij} ⊆ Z(B_{ij}) and Z(~B_i)∩V_{ij} = ~V_i, it follows that the valuation rings Z(~B_i) and Z(~B_i) are independent in Z(B_{ij}). Hence, B_i and B_j have the IP. Therefore, B_1, . . . , B_r have the IP by (3.6). Moreover, since by Th. 2.2

(3.15) gr_α(A) ∼=_g gr_{α1} (A) × . . . × gr_{αr} (A)

and each A^{αi}_0 is the simple residue ring of R_{αi} , we have ω(α) = ∑_r i=1 ω(α_i) = ∑_r i=1 1 = r.

Conversely, suppose B_1, . . . , B_r have the IP. For any distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , r} let Δ_{ij} be the convex subgroup of the divisible hull Γ of Γ_v associated to V_{ij} and let θ_{ij} : Γ → Γ/Δ_{ij} be the canonical map. Since B_i is the gauge ring R_{αi} , by Prop. 1.4, R_{θij ∘αi} = B_i ·V_{ij}; likewise, R_{θij ∘αj} = B_j ·V_{ij} . Since B_i ·V_{ij} and B_j ·V_{ij} are Dubrovin valuation rings of A integral over V_{ij}, it follows that θ_{ij} ∘ α_i and θ_{ij} ∘ α_j are Morandi value functions. Moreover, since B_i and B_j have the IP, their overrings B_i ·V_{ij} and B_j ·V_{ij} also have the IP by [MMU, Th. 16.8, p. 92]. But the integrality of B_i ·V_{ij} over V_{ij} implies that ξ_{Vij ,[A]} = 1. By using this or [MMU, Lemma 16.5, p. 90], it follows that B_i ·V_{ij} = B_j ·V_{ij} . Therefore, θ_{ij} ∘ α_i = θ_{ij} ∘ α_j, because a Morandi value function is completely determined by its associated Dubrovin valuation ring (see [MMU, Prop. 23.6, p. 135]). Thus, it follows from Th. 2.8 that α is a v-gauge.

(ii) By Th. 2.2 there exist v_i-gauges α_i on A for i ∈ {1, . . . , r} such that α = min ( α_1, . . . , α_r ) and (3.15) holds. Thus ω(α) = ω(α_1) + . . . + ω(α_r). Since ω(α) = r, we must have each ω(α_i) = 1; it follows from [TW_1, Prop. 2.5] that each α_i is a v_i-Morandi value function. The uniqueness of the α_i follows from Cor. 2.5. □

For proofs of some of the following theorems we need the notions of jump rank and jump prime ideals, defined as follows: Let A be a central simple F -algebra and let V be the valuation ring of a nontrivial valuation v on F . For each nonzero prime ideal P of V , let v_P be the valuation on F with valuation ring V_P , let field F_{h,P} be a Henselization of F with respect to v_P , and let n_P be the matrix size of A ⊗_F F_{h,P} . So, 1 ≤ n_P ≤ deg A. For prime ideals P ⊆ Q we have n_P ≤ n_Q since F_{h,P} embeds in F_{h,Q}. We say that P is a jump prime ideal of v for A if n_P < n_Q for every prime ideal Q ⫌ P ; we then say that v_P is a jump valuation of v for A. The jump rank of v for A is defined to be j(v, A) = the number of jump prime ideals of v for A.

Note that if a positive integer m = n_P for some P , and P is the union of all the prime ideals Q with n_Q = m, then P is a prime ideal of V , since the Q’s are linearly ordered, and n_P = m since F_{h,P} is the direct limit of the F_{h,Q}; so P is the unique jump prime ideal of v with n_P = m. Thus, j(v, A) = | |{n_P | P is a nonzero prime ideal of V } | |, and 1 ≤ j(v, A) ≤ deg A. The jump rank is useful for induction arguments, since it is always finite even when the valuation v has infinite rank. If P_1 ⫋ P_2 ⫋ . . . ⫋ P_{j(v,A)} are all the distinct jump prime ideals of v for A, we call P_i the i-th jump prime of v for A. Note that P_{j(v,A)} = J(V ). If v is the trivial valuation on F , we set j(v, A) = 0. More information on the jump rank can be found in [W_1] or [MMU].

Proposition 3.3. Let F be a field, and let v be a nontrivial valuation on F with valuation ring V . Let A be a central simple F -algebra, and let B be a Dubrovin valuation ring of A with center V .

(i) There is a unique nonzero prime ideal P of V maximal with the property that B·V_P is integral over V_P.

(ii) Let Q be any prime ideal of V . Then, B·V_Q is integral over V_Q if and only if Q ⊆ P. (iii) P is a jump prime ideal of v for A.

(iv) If j(v, A) = 1, then P = J(V ), so B is integral over V . (v) If P ≠ J(V ), then ℓ_{V,VP} > 1.

Proof. (i) and (v) The existence of P with the maximal property is given in [MMU, Prop. 12.4, p. 72], where it is also proved that if P ≠ J(V ) (so B is not integral over V ), then ℓ_{V,VP} > 1. The prime ideal P is unique with the maximal property since the prime ideals of the valuation ring V are linearly ordered.

(ii) For a prime ideal Q of V , if Q ⫌ P, then B·V_Q is not integral over V_Q by the maximality of P. But if Q ⊆ P, then V_Q ⊇ V_P, so by (3.11) ξ_{VQ,[A]} ≤ ξ_{VP,[A]} = 1. Hence, ξ_{VQ,[A]} = 1, showing that B·V_Q is integral over V_Q.

(iii) If P = J(V ), then P is a jump prime ideal of v for A. Assume now that P ≠ J(V ). Let W = V_P and let S = B·W , which is a Dubrovin valuation ring of A with center W . Let

~B = B/J(S), which is a Dubrovin valuation ring of S = S/J(S). Note that

(3.16) ~B = ( B/J(S) ) / J(B/J(S)) ∼= B/J(B) = B. Hence, these residue rings have the same matrix size, i.e., t_{~B} = t_B. We have S = M_{tS} (E) for some division ring E. If C is a Dubrovin valuation ring of E with center the valuation ring Z( ~B), then M_{tS} (C) and ~B are Dubrovin valuation rings of S with the same center. Hence, ~B ∼= M_{tS} (C), which implies that ~B ∼= M_{tS} (C). So, for the matrix sizes, t_{~B} = t_S t_C . Thus, we have (3.17) t_S | t_{~B} = t_B (cf. [W_1, Th. E(ii)]). Since ξ_{V,[A]} = n_B/t_B , formula (3.10) above can be restated n_B = n_S(t_B /t_S )(n_{~B} /t_{~B} ) ℓ_{V,W} .

Since t_B/t_S ≥ 1 by (3.17) and n_{~B} /t_{~B} ≥ 1, and ℓ_{V,W} > 1 from (v), we have n_B > n_S.

Now let P^′ be any prime ideal of V with P ⫋ P^′, and let V^′ = V_P ′ and B^′ = B·V^′. The prime ideals Q of V^′ coincide with the prime ideals of V lying in P^′, and for any such Q, we have V^′_Q = V_Q and B^′ ·V^′_Q = B·V_Q. Hence P is maximal among the prime ideals Q of V^′ with B^′ ·V^′_Q integral over V^′_Q. Therefore, the argument just given showing that n_B > n_S shows likewise that n_B′ > n_S . Since this is true for every P^′ ⫌ P, this P is a jump prime ideal of v for A.

(iv) If j(v, A) = 1, then J(V ) is the only jump prime ideal of v, so P = J(V ) and B = B·V_P is integral over V_P = V . □

The following general setup occurs repeatedly in the proofs of the next three theorems:

Setup 3.4. Let F be a field with a valuation v and let A be a central simple F -algebra with a v-gauge α. So, v is defectless in A by Prop. 1.9. Let w be a coarsening of v. Then w is also defectless in A by Prop. 1.8. Let V be the valuation ring of v, and W the valuation ring of w. Let ~V = V/J(W ), which is a valuation ring of F^w = W/J(W ), and let u be the valuation associated to ~V . Let β be the coarsening of α such that β|_F = w. By Prop. 1.5, α induces a u-gauge α_0 on A^β_0 . Let C_1, . . . , C_{ω(β)} be the simple components of A^β_0 . Let α^i_0 be the restriction of α_0 to C_i for i = 1, . . . , ω(β). As noted after Prop. 1.3 above, each α^i_0 is a u-gauge on C_i and

(3.18) α_0(a_1, . . . , a_{ω(β)}) = min ( α^1_0(a_1), . . . , α^{ω(β)}_0 (a_{ω(β)}) ) , for all a_1 ∈ C_1, . . . , a_{ω(β)} ∈ C_{ω(β)}. Moreover,

(3.19) gr_{α0} (A^β_0 ) ∼=_g gr_α1_0 (C_1) × . . . × gr_αω(β)_0 (C_{ω(β)}).

By (1.17), the associated graded algebras of α and α_0 have the same degree zero part. It then follows from (3.19) that

(3.20) ω(α) = ω(α_0) = ω(α^1_0) + . . . + ω(α^{ω(β)}_0 ).

We next obtain a description of the simple components C_i. Let (F_{h,w}, w_h) be a Henselization of (F, w). Consider the scalar extension A_h = A ⊗_F F_{h,w} ∼= M_n (D_h), where D_h is a central division F_{h,w}-algebra. Then, w_h is defectless in D_h by definition as w is defectless in A, and the Henselian valuation w_h extends to a valuation w^′ on D_h. Let R_w′ be the invariant valuation ring of D_h associated to w^′ and let D_h = R_w′ /J(R_w′ ), the residue division ring. On the other hand, it follows from [TW_1, Cor. 1.26] that β_h = β ⊗ w_h is a w_h-gauge on A_h and gr_{βh} (A_h) ∼=_g gr_β(A).

Write A_h = End_{Dh} (M) for some finite-dimensional D_h-vector space M. Since w_h is Henselian and is defectless in D_h, [TW_1, Th. 3.1] says that β_h is an End-gauge as in Ex. 1.1, i.e., there is a w^′-norm η on M such that gr_{βh} (A_h) = End_{grw′ (Dh)}(gr_η(M)). By [TW_1, Prop. 2.1],

(3.21) A^β_0 = ( A_h )_{βh} 0 = ( End_{grw′ (Dh)}(gr_η(M)) ) 0 ∼=^k∏ i=1 M_{ri} (D_0),

where D_0 is the degree zero part of gr_w′ (D_h), which is D_h; also, k is the number of cosets of Γ_w′ in Γ_η. By comparing (3.21) with the decomposition A^β_0 = C_1 × . . . × C_{ω(β)} from (3.19), we conclude that k = ω(β) and that each C_i = M_{ri} (D_0), after re-indexing if necessary. Thus, Z(C_1) = . . . = Z(C_{ω(β)}) = Z(D_h). Let K denote this common field. (We also have K = Z(S) for any Dubrovin valuation ring S of A with Z(S) = W .) As noted in (3.12), there are ℓ_{V,W} extensions of u to K, which we denote u_1, . . . , u_{ℓV,W} . Let U_j be the valuation ring of u_j. By Th. 2.2 applied to the u-gauge α^i_0 on C_i, there exist u_j-gauges α^{ij}_0 on C_i for j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ_{V,W} } such that

(3.22) α^i_0(a) = min ( α^{i1}_0 (a), . . . , α^{iℓV,W}_0 (a) ) for all a ∈ C_i, and also gr_αi_0 (C_i) ∼=_g gr_αi1_0 (C_i) × . . . × gr_αiℓ_{V,W0} (C_i).

We thus have (3.23) ω(α^i_0) = ω(α^{i1}_0 ) + . . . + ω(α^{iℓV,W}_0 ). Hence, with (3.20),

(3.24) ω(α) = ω(α_0) = ω(β)∑ i=1 ℓ_{V,W}∑ j=1 ω(α^{ij}_0 ). Because the C_i are Brauer equivalent central simple K-algebras, we have (3.25) ξ_{Uj ,[Ci]} = ξ_{Uj ,[C1]} for all i ∈ {1, . . . , ω(β)}, j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ_{V,W} }. We claim also that (3.26) ξ_{Uj ,[Ci]} = ξ_{U1,[Ci]} for all i ∈ {1, . . . , ω(β)}, j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ_{V,W} }. We check this for D_h, which is Brauer equivalent to C_i. Recall from [JW, Prop. 1.7] that K = Z(D_h) is a normal field extension of F_{h,w}^{wh} = F^w, and hence the Galois group G(K/F^w) acts transitively on the set {u_1, . . . , u_{ℓV,W} } of all extensions of u on F^w to K. Choose τ ∈ G(K/F^w) with u_j = u_1 ∘τ. By [JW, Prop. 1.7], there is d ∈ D^×_h whose associated automorphism ı_d : D_h → D_h (a → dad^{−1} for a ∈ R_w′ ) restricts to τ on K. Then, ı_d takes Dubrovin valuation rings of D_h with center U_j to those with center U_1; so ξ_{Uj ,[Dh]} = ξ_{U1,[Dh]}. Thus, from the Brauer equivalence of C_i and D_h, ξ_{Uj ,[Ci]} = ξ_{Uj ,[Dh]} = ξ_{U1,[Dh]} = ξ_{U1,[Ci]}, as claimed, proving (3.26)

The following diagram illustrates some of the objects considered here. We write v ≥ w to indicate that v is a refinement of w; likewise for α ≥ β.

A α ≥ β JJJ JJJ JJ A^β_0 α_0 C_i α^{i1}_0 , . . . , α^{iℓV,W}_0 F v ≥ w JJJ JJJ JJ Z(A β 0 ) K u_1, 66 66 6 . . . , u^{ℓV,W} W u W u � � Theorem 3.5. Let F be a field with a valuation v and associated valuation ring V , and let A be a central simple F -algebra. Then, for any v-gauge α on A, ω(α) ≥ ξ_{V,[A]}. Proof. We write ξ_V for ξ_{V,[A]}. The proof is by induction on ξ_V . If ξ_V = 1, then we clearly have ω(α) ≥ ξ_V . We can thus assume that ξ_V > 1. By [MMU, Th. 16.14, p. 94], there exist Dubrovin valuation rings R_1, . . . , R_{ξV} of A having the IP such that each Z(R_t) = V and R_1 ∩ . . . ∩ R_{ξV} is a Gräter ring integral over V . For each t ∈ {1, . . . , ξ_V }, by Prop. 3.3(i) and (v) there exists a Dubrovin valuation ring S_t of A containing R_t and minimal with the property that S_t is integral over W_t = Z(S_t) and we have ℓ_{V,Wt} ≥ 2. Now by [MMU, Cor. 16.6, p. 91], we have S_1 = . . . = S_{ξV} , hence W_1 = . . . = W_{ξV} . Let S = S_t and W = W_t, for all t. The integrality of S over W yields that ξ_{W,[A]} = 1. We use the valuation w of W in Setup 3.4; so, β is the wcoarsening of α. Let ~R_t = R_t/J(S). Since ⋂_{ξV} t=1 R_i is integral over V , we have ⋂_{ξV} t=1 ~R_t is integral over ~V . The valuation rings Z(~R_1), . . . , Z( ~R_{ξV} ) must include all the extensions of ~V to K = Z(S), because Z(~R_1) ∩ . . . ∩ Z( ~R_{ξV} ) is integral over ~V . These extensions are thus the valuation rings U_1, . . . , U_{ℓV,W} of the extensions u_1, . . . , u_{ℓV,W} of u in Setup 3.4, but with possible repetitions. For any j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ_{V,W} }, choose an R_t with Z(~R_t) = U_j. It follows from (3.10) with B = R_t that (3.27) ξ_V = ξ_{W,[A]} ξ_{Uj ,[S]} ℓ_{V,W} = ξ_{Uj ,[S]} ℓ_{V,W} . Since ℓ_{V,W} ≥ 2, we conclude that each ξ_{Uj ,[S]} < ξ_V . Since each C_i is Brauer equivalent to S, we have ξ_{Uj ,[S]} = ξ_{Uj ,[Ci]}. Since each α^{ij}_0 constructed in the Setup 3.4 is a u_j -gauge on C_i, we have by the induction hypothesis ω(α^{ij}_0 ) ≥ ξ_{Uj ,[Ci]}. The equality (3.27) (or (3.26)) shows that ξ_{Uj ,[Ci]} = ξ_{U1,[Ci]} = ξ_{U1,[S]} for all i, j. Thus, it follows from (3.24) that ω(α) = ω(β)∑ i=1 ℓ_{V,W}∑ j=1 ω(α^{ij}_0 ) ≥ ω(β) ℓ_{V,W} ξ_{U1,[S]} ≥ ℓ_{V,W} ξ_{U1,[S]} = ξ_V , which completes the proof. □ Definition 3.6. Let v be a valuation on a field F , and let α be a v-gauge on a central simple F -algebra A. Then, we call α a minimal gauge if ω(α) = ξ_{V,[A]}.

Remark 3.7. Note that if ω(α) = 1, i.e., A^α_0 is a simple ring, then by [TW_1, Prop. 2.5] α is a Morandi value function on A with associated Dubrovin valuation ring R_α. Conversely, if α^′ is a Morandi value function on A with α^′|_F = v and v is defectless in A, then by [TW_1, Prop. 2.5] α^′ is a v-gauge and R_α′ is the Dubrovin valuation ring associated to α^′; so, A^{α′}_0 is the simple ring R_α′ /J(R_α′ ), whence ω(α^′) = 1.

Theorem 3.8. Let F be a field with a valuation v and associated valuation ring V . Let A be a central simple F -algebra with a v-gauge α. Let β be a coarsening of α, and let w = β|_F , which is a valuation on F coarser than v. Let W be the valuation ring of w. Then, ω(α)/ω(β) ≥ ξ_{V,[A]}/ξ_{W,[A]}. Consequently, if α is a minimal gauge, then so is β.

Proof. We use the notation of Setup 3.4 with the v, α, w, β given here. By Th. 3.5, we have ω(α^{ij}_0 ) ≥ ξ_{Uj ,[Ci]} for i ∈ {1, . . . , ω(β)} and j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ_{V,W} }. Equations (3.25) and (3.26) above show that ξ_{Uj ,[Ci]} = ξ_{U1,[C1]} for each i ∈ {1, . . . , ω(β)} and j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ_{V,W} }. It then follows from (3.24) that ω(α) ≥ ω(β) ℓ_{V,W} ξ_{U1,[C1]}. Choose a Dubrovin valuation ring B of A extending V , and let S = B·W . Then, for the Dubrovin valuation ring ~B = B/J(S) the valuation ring Z( ~B) is an extension of V/J(W ) to Z(S), so Z( ~B) = U_j for some j. Then, (3.10) with this B yields ξ_{V,[A]} = ξ_{W,[A]}ℓ_{V,W} ξ_{Uj ,[S]} = ξ_{W,[A]}ℓ_{V,W} ξ_{U1,[C1]}. Hence, ω(α) / ω(β) ≥ ℓ_{V,W} ξ_{U1,[C1]} = ξ_{W,[A]} ℓ_{V,W} ξ_{U1,[C1]} / ξ_{W,[A]} = ξ_{V,[A]} / ξ_{W,[A]}. Suppose α is a minimal gauge. Then, ω(α) = ξ_{V,[A]}. The inequality just proved then shows that ω(β) ≤ ξ_{W,[A]}. The reverse inequality is given by Th. 3.5. Hence, ω(β) = ξ_{W,[A]}, showing that β is a minimal gauge. □

The next theorems give the fundamental connection between minimal gauges and Gräter rings.

Theorem 3.9. Let F be a field with a valuation v and let A be a central simple F -algebra with a minimal v-gauge α. Then, the gauge ring R_α = {a ∈ A | α(a) ≥ 0} is a Gräter ring of A with center the valuation ring V of v.

Proof. We may assume that the valuation v on F is nontrivial. The proof is by induction on the jump rank j(v, A). If j(v, A) = 1, then any Dubrovin valuation ring of A extending V is integral over V by Prop. 3.3(iv). Thus, 1 = ξ_{V,[A]} = ω(α), hence α is a Morandi value function by Remark 3.7. Therefore, R_α is a Dubrovin valuation ring integral over V , so R_α is a Gräter ring.

We can thus assume j(v, A) > 1. Let Q be the (j(v, A) − 1)-st jump prime ideal of v for A, let W = V_Q be the corresponding valuation ring, and let w be the valuation on F associated to W . We write ξ_V for ξ_{V,[A]} and ξ_W for ξ_{W,[A]}. The jump prime ideals of w for A are the same as the jump prime ideals of v for A, except that J(V ) is excluded. Thus, j(w, A) = j(v, A) − 1. Let β be a coarsening of α such that β|_F = w. We use these v, w, α, β in Setup 3.4. Since α is a minimal gauge, by Th. 3.8 β is also a minimal gauge. Thus, by the induction hypothesis, R_β is a Gräter ring with center W ; hence, R_β = ⋂_{ξW} i=1 R_i, where R_1, . . . , R_{ξW} are Dubrovin valuation rings having the IP such that each Z(R_i) = W. By [M_3, Lemma 3.2], there is an isomorphism

(3.28) A^β_0^∼−→ ξ_W∏ i=1 R_i/J(R_i) given by x + J(R_β ) → ( x + J(R_1), . . . , x + J(R_{ξW} ) ) . After re-indexing if necessary, we can write C_i = R_i/J(R_i), as in Setup 3.4. By [W_1, Cor. E], jump prime ideals of u_j for C_i pull back to jump primes ideals of v for A properly containing Q; hence, j(u_j , C_i) ≤ j(v, A) − j(w, A) = 1.

Therefore, ξ_{Uj ,[Ci]} = 1 for all i, j by Prop. 3.3(iv). Thus, formula (3.10) reduces to ξ_V = ξ_W ℓ_{V,W} . Since ω(α) = ξ_V and ω(β) = ξ_W , it follows from (3.24) that ω(α^{ij}_0 ) = 1 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , ξ_W } and j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ_{V,W} }. Hence each α^{ij}_0 is a Morandi value function by Remark 3.7. Let S_{ij} = {x ∈ C_i | α^{ij}_0 (x) ≥ 0}, which is a Dubrovin valuation ring of C_i with Z(S_{ij} ) = U_i. Let B_{ij} = {a ∈ A | a + J(R_i) ∈ S_{ij}}, which is a Dubrovin valuation ring of A with Z(B_{ij} ) = V . We prove that the set of Dubrovin valuation rings B_{ij} for i = 1, . . . , ξ_W and j = 1, . . . , ℓ_{V,W} have the IP. By Th. 3.2, S_{i1}, . . . , S_{iℓV,W} have the IP for any i. Thus, B_{i1}, . . . , B_{iℓV,W} have the IP for each i, by [MMU, Prop. 16.4, p. 90]. Now let i, q ∈ {1, . . . , ξ_W } with i ≠ q. Note that B_{ij} ⊆ R_i and B_{qr} ⊆ R_q for j, r ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ_{V,W} }. Since R_i and R_q are incomparable and have the IP, B_{ij} and B_{qr} are also incomparable and have the IP by [MMU, Th. 16.8, p. 92]. Therefore, the Dubrovin valuation rings {B_{ij} }_{i,j} are pairwise incomparable and have the IP.

We claim that R_α = ⋂_{ξW ℓV,W} i=1 j=1 Bij. Since the gauge ring Rα is integral over its center V , it then

follows that the intersection of the B_{ij} is a Gräter ring, which completes the proof that R_α is a Gräter ring.

To prove the claim, note first that (3.29) J(R_β ) ⊆ J(R_α) ⊆ R_α ⊆ R_β, because α(x) ≥ 0 implies β(x) ≥ 0 and β(x) > 0 implies α(x) > 0. Likewise, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , ξ_W } and j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ_{V,W} } we have J(R_i) ⊆ J(B_{ij} ) ⊆ B_{ij} ⊆ R_i. Hence, using (3.28) for the first equality as A^β_0 = R_β/J(R_β )

(3.30) J(R_β) = ξ_W⋂ i=1 J(R_i) ⊆ ξ_W ,ℓ_{V,W}⋂ i,j=1 B_{ij} ⊆ ξ_W⋂ i=1 R_i = R_β.

Let a ∈ R_β\J(R_β ). In view of (3.29) and (3.30), the proof of the claim will be completed by showing that a ∈ R_α if and only if a ∈ ⋂_{ξW ℓV,W} i=1 j=1 Bij . We identify A β 0 with R_1/J(R_1) × . . . × R_{ξW} /J(R_{ξW} ), via the isomorphism (3.28). Thus, by the definition of the gauge α_0 on A^β_0 = R_β /J(R_β ) and by (3.18), (3.31) α(a) = α_0 ( a + J(R_β ) ) = α_0 ( a + J(R_1), . . . , a + J(R_{ξW} ) ) = min 1≤i≤ξ_W ( α^i_0(a + J(R_i)) ) . Hence, α(a) ≥ 0 if and only if α^i_0(a + J(R_i)) ≥ 0 for i = 1, . . . , ξ_W . By (3.22), the gauge ring R_αi_0 = ⋂_{ℓV,W} j=1 S_{ij}. Thus, a ∈ R_α if and only if a + J(R_i) ∈ ⋂_{ℓV,W} j=1 S_{ij}, for i = 1, . . . , ξ_W . But a + J(R_i) ∈ S_{ij} if and only if a ∈ B_{ij} . Therefore, a ∈ R_α if and only if a ∈ ⋂_{ξW ℓV,W} i=1 j=1 Bij. This

proves the claim, which, as noted above, implies that R_α is a Gräter ring. □ Remark 3.10. Note that the Dubrovin valuation rings B_{ij} of Th. 3.9 are uniquely determined by α, because they are the localizations of R_α re its maximal ideals.

The following result shows that Th. 3.9 has a converse.

Theorem 3.11. Let F be a field with a valuation v and associated valuation ring V . Let A be a central simple F -algebra such that v is defectless in A. Then a subring C of A is a Gräter ring of A with center V if and only if C = R_α for some minimal v-gauge α on A.

The proof requires the existence of minimal gauges on defectless F -algebras, which will be proved in §4.

Proof. If α is a minimal v-gauge on A, we have seen in Th. 3.9 that R_α is a Gräter ring with center V .

For the converse, let C be a Gräter ring of A with center V . Because v is defectless in A, Th. 4.3 below shows that there exists a minimal v-gauge β on A. By Th. 3.9, its gauge ring R_β is a Gräter ring of A with center V . By [MMU, Th. 16.15, p. 96], C and R_β are conjugate in A, i.e., C = qR_βq^{−1} for some q ∈ A^×. Composition of β with the inner automorphism ı_q : A → A defined by x → q^{−1}xq yields a minimal v-gauge α = β ∘ ı_q on A such that R_α = qR_β q^{−1} = C. □

Note that the gauge α of the theorem is not uniquely determined by C, as the example in §5 below demonstrates.

4. Existence of minimal gauges

In this section we prove the existence of minimal gauges on defectless semisimple algebras. First, we extend the concept of minimal gauge to semisimple algebras.

Proposition 4.1. Let (F, v) be a valued field and A be a finite-dimensional simple F -algebra. Let v_1, . . . , v_r be all the extensions of v to Z(A), and let V_i be the valuation ring of v_i. Let α be a v-gauge on A. Then, (4.1) ω(α) ≥ ξ_{V1,[A]} + . . . + ξ_{Vr ,[A]}. Proof. Let α_i be the v_i-component of α for i = 1, . . . , r. Then, by the graded algebra isomorphism (2.1) and the inequality of Th. 3.5 for each i, (4.2) ω(α) = ω(α_1) + . . . + ω(α_r) ≥ ξ_{V1,[A]} + . . . + ξ_{Vr,[A]}. □ Definition 4.2. Let v be a valuation on a field F , and let α be a v-gauge on a simple (finitedimensional) F -algebra A. We say that α is a minimal v-gauge on A if we have equality in (4.1). Note that (4.2) shows that α is a minimal v-gauge if and only if each component α_i of α is a minimal v_i-gauge. More generally, if A is semisimple, say A = A_1 × . . . × A_k with each A_i simple, and β is a v-gauge on A, we say that β is a minimal v-gauge on A if each β_i = β|_{Ai} (as in (1.14)) is a minimal v-gauge on A_i.

Theorem 4.3. If v is a valuation on F defectless in a finite-dimensional semisimple F -algebra A, then there exists a minimal v-gauge α on A with Γ_α ⊆ H (Γ_v ).

The general method in proving the theorem is to build up α inductively from minimal gauges for A for valuations on F coarser than v. The proof will begin after Prop. 4.7 and be completed after Lemma 4.9.

Lemma 4.4. Let valuation w be a coarsening of v on F . Let A be a semisimple F -algebra with a w-gauge β. Let F^′ be a field containing F with a valuation w^′ which is an immediate extension of w, and let v^′ be the extension of v to F^′ that refines w^′, so v^′ is an immediate extension of v. Let A^′ = A ⊗_F F^′ and let β^′ = β ⊗ w^′, which is a w^′-gauge on A^′. Suppose A^′ has a v^′-gauge α^′ whose w^′-coarsening is β^′. Then α = α^′|_A is a v-gauge on A with w-coarsening β, and gr_α(A) ∼=_g gr_α′ (A^′).

Proof. Let u = v/w, which is the valuation on F^w induced by v on F ; likewise let u^′ = v^′/w^′ on F^{′w′} , which coincides with u under the canonical isomorphism F^w ∼= F^{′w′} . Because w^′ is a immediate extension of w, by [TW_1, Cor. 1.26], β^′ = β ⊗ w^′ is a w^′-gauge on A^′ with

gr_β′ (A^′) ∼=_g gr_β(A) ⊗_{grw (F )} gr_w′ (F^′) ∼=_g gr_β(A).

For Γ = H (Γ_α′ ) and Λ = H (Γ_β′ ), let ε: Γ → Λ be the map associated to the w-coarsening of v. For each λ ∈ Λ we have the λ-component A^{′β′}_λ of gr_β′ (A^′), and the u^′-value function α^′_λ on A^{′β′}_λ defined by α^′_λ(a + A^{′β′}_{>λ}) = { α^′(a) if β^′(a) = λ, ∞ if β^′(a) > λ. Since α^′ is a v^′-norm, each α^′_λ is a u^′-norm on A^{′β′}_λ by [TW_2, Prop. 4.3]. Likewise α = α^′|_A induces the u-value function α_λ on A^β_λ. Since β = β^′|_A, we can view A^β_λ ⊆ A^{′β′}_λ via the canonical inclusion; then clearly α_λ = α^′_λ|_Aβ_λ . But since the canonical inclusion gr_β(A) → gr_β′ (A^′) is a graded

isomorphism, we have A^β_λ = A^{′β′}_λ . So, α_λ = α^′_λ, which is a u-norm on A^β_λ. Since in addition β is a w-norm on A, by [TW_2, Prop. 4.3] α is a v-norm on A. Moreover, α = α^′|_A is surmultiplicative since α^′ is surmultiplicative. There is a canonical algebra monomorphism ι: gr_α(A) → gr_α′ (A^′). Take any γ ∈ Γ. It follows from the definitions that A^α_γ = ( A^β_{ε(γ)} )_{αε(γ)} γ . Since A^β_{ε(γ)} = A^{′β′}_{ε(γ)} and α_{ε(γ)} = α^′_{ε(γ)}, we thus have

A^α_γ = ( A^β_{ε(γ)} )_{αε(γ)} γ = ( A^{′β′}_{ε(γ)} )_α′_{ε(γ)} γ = A^{′α′}_γ ; hence, ι is a graded isomorphism. Thus, gr_α(A) is graded semisimple, since this is true for gr_α′ (A^′), as α^′ is a v^′-gauge. Therefore, α is a v-gauge. The w-coarsening of α = α^′|_A is β^′|_A = β. □

Lemma 4.5. Let A be a central simple F -algebra with j(v, A) = n > 1. Let P be the (n − 1)-st jump prime ideal of v for A, and let W = V_P with its associated valuation w. Let S be a Dubrovin valuation ring of A with Z(S) = W , and let S = S/J(S). Let u = v/w, the residue valuation on F^w induced by v, and let u_1, . . . , u_r be the valuations on Z(S) extending u. Then u_1, . . . , u_r are pairwise independent valuations.

Proof. Let T and B be Dubrovin valuation rings of A with B ⊆ T ⫋ S and Z(B) = V . Let Y = Z(T ) and let y be the valuation of Y . We have V ⊆ Y ⫋ W . Let n_B and t_B be as given in (3.1) and (3.3). Let ~B = B/J(S) which is a Dubrovin valuation ring of S = S/J(S). Recall from (3.17) that t_{~B} = t_B . (The proof of (3.17) is valid for any overring S of a Dubrovin valuation ring B.) Using this and ξ_{V,[A]} = n_B/t_B , formula (3.10) yields n_B = ξ_{W,[A]} n_{~B} ℓ_{V,W} . Likewise, by replacing B by T , we have n_T = ξ_{W,[A]} n_{~T} ℓ_{Y,W} . Hence,

(4.3) n_B /n_T = ( n_{~B}/n_{~T} ) ( ℓ_{V,W} /ℓ_{Y,W} ) . Because y is a coarsening of v, the Henselization F_{h,y} embeds in F_{h,v}. Hence n_B/n_T is a positive integer, as likewise is n_{~B}/n_{~T} . Also, because the valuation ring ~V = V/J(W ) is a refinement of ~Y = Y/J(W ) in W , this ~V has at least as many extensions to Z(S) as ~W , i.e., ℓ_{V,W} ≥ ℓ_{Y,W} . But, since there are no jump prime ideals between J(Y ) and J(V ), we have n_B = n_T . Thus, in (4.3) the left side equals 1 and the right side is a product of positive integers. Hence, ℓ_{V,W} = ℓ_{Y,W} .

The last equality says that the number of extensions U_i of U = V/J(W ) to Z(S) equals the number of extensions of the coarser valuation Y/J(W ) to Z(S). Hence, any two distinct U_i and U_j have distinct coarsenings to extensions of Y/J(W ). Because this is true for every valuation ring Y with V ⊆ Y ⫋ W , the finest common coarsening of U_i and U_j must be the trivial valuation ring. Hence, U_i and U_j are independent valuation rings in Z(S), so their corresponding valuations u_i and u_j are independent. □

The next proposition is the most difficult step in the proof of Th. 4.3. Here is the setup for the proposition: Let A be a central simple F -algebra with v defectless in A and j(v, A) = 2. Let W = V_P , where P is the first jump prime ideal of v for A, and let w be the valuation of W . Assume that w is Henselian. Let β be a w-gauge of A with Γ_β ⊆ H (Γ_w ). Write A = End_D(M), where D is the division algebra associated to A, and M is a finite-dimensional right D-vector space. Let y be the valuation on D extending w on F , and let D = D^y. Let u be the residue valuation v/w on F^w induced by v, and let u_1, . . . , u_r be the extensions of u to Z(D). Let field S be the separable closure of F^w in Z(D). Recall from [JW, Prop. 1.7] that Z(D) is normal over F^w and that S is abelian Galois over F^w. Let K be the decomposition field of u_1|_S over u (so K is also the decomposition field of each u_i|_S over u, as G(S/F^w) is abelian). For basic properties of decomposition fields, see [Ef, pp. 133-136]. Let L be a subfield of D that is an inertial lift of K over F . That is, L^y = K and [L:F ] = [K :F^w]. Such an L exists (and is unique up to isomorphism) because w is Henselian and K is separable over F^w, cf. [JW, p. 135]. Let v_1, . . . , v_r be the extensions of v to L. Let C be the centralizer C_D(L).

Proposition 4.6. In the situation just described, let α be a v_1-gauge on C = C_D(L) with Γ_α ⊆ H (Γ_v ). Then, A has a v-gauge φ with w-coarsening β such that Γ_φ ⊆ H (Γ_v ) and ω(φ) = rω(α)ω(β), where r is the number of extensions of u to Z(D). Moreover v_1 on L has extension number 1 in C. Hence, α exists and can be chosen with ω(α) = 1.

Proof. Let A^′ = End_C (M) ∼= A⊗_F L, which contains A = End_D(M) canonically, as an F -subalgebra. We will build φ as the restriction to A of a suitable End-gauge on A^′.

Since K is Galois over F^w, its inertial lift L is Galois over F , with G(L/F ) ∼= G(K/F^w), cf. [JW, p. 135]. Let G = G(L/F ). Since G(S/K) is the decomposition group for u_1|_S over u and every valuation on S has a unique extension to the purely inseparable field extension Z(D) of S, we have r = | |{extensions of u from F^w to Z(D)} | | = | |{extensions of u from F^w to S} | | = |G(S/F^w): G(S/K)| = |G| = [L:F ]. For each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r}, since K is the decomposition field of each u_i|_S over u, this u_i|_S is the unique extension of u_i|_K to S, cf. [Ef, Prop. 15.1.2(b), p. 134]. Hence, u_1|_K , . . . , u_r|_K are all distinct valuations of K. Let w_L = y|_L, which is the unique extension of the Henselian valuation w to L. The valuations v_i of L extending v on F are the composite valuations v_i = u_i|_K ∗ w_L. Therefore, there are r distinct v_i, since the u_i|_K are distinct. The group G acts transitively on the v_i since it acts transitively on the u_i|_K , and this action is simply transitive as |G| = r. Since [L:F ] = r the

Fundamental Inequality shows that each v_i is an immediate extension of v. Thus,

(4.4) gr_{vi} (L) ∼=_g gr_v(F ) for i = 1, . . . , r.

Note that since D is Brauer equivalent to A, j(v, D) = j(v, A) = 2 and v has the same jump prime ideals for D as for A; these are j(W ) and j(V ). The valuation ring Y of y on D is a Dubrovin valuation ring of D with Z(Y ) = Y ∩ F = W and Y/J(Y ) = D. By Lemma 4.5 (with D (resp. Y ) for the A (resp. S) of the lemma) the valuation rings u_1, . . . , u_r of Z(D) are pairwise independent; hence, u_1|_K , . . . , u_r|_K are pairwise independent; hence, the finest common coarsening of any distinct v_i and v_j is w_L. Let Γ = H (Γ_v ) and Λ = H (Γ_w ). So each Γ_{vi} ⊆ Γ, and for the valuation y on D extending w we have Γ_y ⊆ Λ. Since w is a coarsening of v on F , there is an epimorphism Γ_v → Γ_w. Let ε: Γ → Λ be the unique extension of this map to Γ; then, ε is surjective. Let Γ_{C,y} be the value group of y|_C .

By Skolem-Noether, for each ρ ∈ G there is d_ρ ∈ D^× with d_ρℓd^{−1}_ρ = ρ(ℓ) for all ℓ ∈ L. Since d_ρLd^{−1}_ρ = L, we have d_ρCd^{−1}_ρ = C. Moreover, D = ⨁ ρ∈G d_ρC = ⨁ ρ∈G Cd_ρ. (This is a standard fact about generalized crossed product algebras (see [T, Th. 1.3] or [JW, p. 156])). Since y is a valuation on the division algebra D, there is a canonical epimorphism Γ_y → G ( Z(D)/F^w ) induced by conjugation by elements of D^× (see [JW, Prop. 1.7]). Let ζ : Γ_y → G(K/F^w) be the composition of epimorphisms ζ : Γ_y −→ G ( Z(D)/F^w ) −→ G(K/F^w). Since K = L, we have Γ_{C,y} ⊆ ker(ζ). Thus,

r = [L : F ] = [D : C] ≥ |Γ_y : Γ_{C,y}| ≥ |Γ_y : ker(ζ)| = | G(K/F^w)| = [K : F^w] = r.

So, equality holds throughout, showing that D is totally ramified over C and ker(ζ) = Γ_{C,y}. Since ζ(y(d_ρ)) = ρ for all ρ ∈ G, the values y(d_ρ) are distinct modulo Γ_{C,y}. Thus, there is a disjoint union decomposition

(4.5) Γ_y = ⨆ ρ∈G y(d_ρ) + Γ_{C,y}. Let δ_ρ = y(d_ρ) ∈ Γ_y for all ρ ∈ G. The disjoint union decomposition for Γ_y in (4.5) shows that for any d = ∑ ρ∈G d_ρc_ρ ∈ D with all c_ρ ∈ C, y ( ∑ ρ∈G d_ρc_ρ ) = min_{ρ∈G} ( y(d_ρ) + y(c_ρ) ) = min_{ρ∈G} ( y(c_ρ) + δ_ρ ) . Take any ρ ∈ G, and define v_ρ : L → Γ ∪ {∞} by

v_ρ(ℓ) = v_1(d^{−1}_ρ ℓd_ρ) = v_1(ρ^{−1}(ℓ)) for all ℓ ∈ L.

Then, v_ρ is a valuation of L extending v on F . Since G acts simply transitively on {v_1, . . . , v_r} it follows that {v_1, . . . , v_r} = {v_ρ | ρ ∈ G} and the v_ρ are distinct for distinct choices of ρ.

Because w on F is Henselian, the w-gauge on A = End_D(M) is an End-gauge by [TW_1, Th. 3.1], i.e., β = End(θ) as in Ex. 1.1 for some y-norm θ : M → Λ ∪ {∞}. Let (m_1, . . . , m_n) be a splitting base for θ of the D-vector space M, and let

π_j = θ(m_j) for j = 1, . . . , n.

So θ( ∑_n j=1 m_j d_j ) = min_{1≤j≤n}(π_j + y(d_j )) for all d_j ∈ D. Hence, for any c_{jρ} ∈ C for j = 1, . . . , n and ρ ∈ G, θ (^n∑ j=1 ∑ ρ∈G m_jd_ρc_{jρ} ) = min_{1≤j≤n} ( π_j + y( ∑ ρ∈G d_ρc_{jρ}) )

= min_{1≤j≤n} ( π_j + min_{ρ∈G} ( δ_ρ + y(c_{jρ}) )) = min 1≤j≤n, ρ∈G ( π_j + δ_ρ + y(c_{jρ}) ) . This shows that (m_j d_ρ)^n_{j=1, ρ∈G} is a splitting base for θ as a y|_C -norm on M. Since we can adjust the m_j by multiplication by any element of D^×, we may assume that π_i = π_j whenever π_i + Γ_y = π_j + Γ_y.

For each ρ ∈ G, pick γ_ρ ∈ Γ with ε(γ_ρ) = δ_ρ.

For j = 1, . . . , n, pick μ_j ∈ Γ with ε(μ_j ) = π_j.

Choose the μ_j so that μ_i = μ_j whenever π_i = π_j. We now use the v_1-gauge α on C to define an “α-v_1-norm” η : M → Γ ∪ {∞} as in Lemma 1.2. For all c_{jρ} ∈ C, set η (^n∑ j=1 ∑ ρ∈G m_jd_ρc_{jρ} ) = min 1≤j≤n, ρ∈G ( μ_j + γ_ρ + α(c_{jρ}) ) . Since α is a v_1-gauge on C, its coarsening ε ∘ α is a w_L-gauge on C by [TW_2, Prop. 4.3]. But since the valuation w_L on L extends to a valuation on C, by [TW_1, Cor. 3.2] that valuation is the only w_L-gauge on C; hence, ε ∘ α = y|_C . Thus, ε ∘ η (^n∑ j=1 ∑ ρ∈G m_jd_ρc_{jρ} ) = min 1≤j≤n, ρ∈G ( π_j + δ_ρ + y(c_{jρ}) ) = θ (^n∑ j=1 ∑ ρ∈G m_j d_ρc_{jρ} ) , i.e., ε ∘ η = θ. Now, let ψ = End(η), the v_1-End-gauge on A^′ = End_C (M) determined by η, as in Lemma 1.2. So, for f ∈ A^′,

ψ(f) = min m ∈M\{0} ( η(f(m)) − η(m) ) = min 1≤j≤n, ρ∈G ( η(f(m_j d_ρ)) − μ_j − γ_ρ ) . Let φ = ψ|_A. We will show that φ is the desired v-gauge on A.

We claim first that φ is a v-norm. For this, take any f ∈ A and write

(4.6) f(m_j) =^n ∑ i=1 m_id_{ij} =^n ∑ i=1 ∑ σ∈G m_id_σc_{ijσ}, where each d_{ij} ∈ D and each c_{ijσ} ∈ C. For any σ, ρ ∈ G, we have d^{−1}_{σρ} d_σ d_ρ centralizes L, so lies in C. That is, d_σd_ρ = d_{σρ}t_{σ,ρ}, for some t_{σ,ρ} ∈ C^×. Then, φ(f) = ψ(f) = min_{1≤j≤n, ρ∈G} ( η ((^n∑ i=1 ∑ σ∈G m_id_σc_{ijσ} ) d_ρ ) − μ_j − γ_ρ )

= min 1≤j≤n, ρ∈G ( η (^n∑ i=1 ∑ σ∈G m_id_{σρ}(t_{σ,ρ}d^{−1}_ρ c_{ijσ}d_ρ) ) − μ_j − γ_ρ )

= min 1≤j≤n, ρ∈G ( min 1≤i≤n, σ∈G ( α(t_{σ,ρ}d^{−1}_ρ c_{ijσ}d_ρ) + μ_i + γ_{σρ} ) − μ_j − γ_ρ )

= min 1≤i,j≤n; ρ,σ∈G ( α(t_{σ,ρ}d^{−1}_ρ c_{ijσ}d_ρ) + μ_i − μ_j + γ_{σρ} − γ_ρ ) .

(4.7)

The choice of D-base (m_j)^n_{j=1} of M gives an isomorphism A = End_D(M) ∼= M_n (D), which we use to interpret formula (4.7). In A we have the “matrix units” e_{ij} for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, defined by

e_{ij} (m_j ) = m_i and e_{ij} (m_k) = 0 for k ≠ j.

We also have an embedding λ: D → A given by d → λ_d, where λ_d(m_j ) = m_j d for all j. (So, λ_d(m_j b) = m_j db for all b ∈ D, so λ_d ∘ λ_b = λ_{db}. Clearly λ_d ∘ e_{ij} = e_{ij} ∘ λ_d for all i, j and all d ∈ D.) This λ corresponds to the diagonal embedding of D in M_n (D). The f in (4.6) above can be described as f = ∑_n i=1 ∑_n j=1 ∑ σ∈G e_{ij} ∘ λ_{dσ} ∘ λ_{cijσ} . Thus, formula (4.7) becomes

(4.8) φ (^n∑ i=1 n∑ j=1 ∑ σ∈G e_{ij} ∘ λ_{dσ} ∘ λ_{cijσ} ) = min 1≤i,j≤n; ρ,σ∈G ( α(t_{σ,ρ}d^{−1}_ρ c_{ijσ}d_ρ) + μ_i − μ_j + γ_{σρ} − γ_ρ ) . This holds for all choices of c_{ijσ} in C. In particular, fixing i, j, σ, φ(e_{ij} ∘ λ_{dσ} ∘ λ_c) = min_{ρ∈G} ( α(t_{σ,ρ}d^{−1}_ρ cd_ρ) + μ_i − μ_j + γ_{σρ} − γ_ρ ) , for all c ∈ C,

so formula (4.8) shows that

(4.9) φ (^n∑ i=1 n∑ j=1 ∑ σ∈G e_{ij} ∘ λ_{dσ} ∘ λ_{cijσ} ) = min 1≤i,j≤n; σ∈G φ(e_{ij} ∘ λ_{dσ} ∘ λ_{cijσ} ). Now, A is a right C-vector space via λ, i.e., f·c = f∘λ_c for f ∈ A and c ∈ C, and (e_{ij} ∘ λ_{dσ} )_{1≤i,j≤n; σ∈G} is a C-base of A. Formula (4.9) shows that the direct sum decomposition of A into 1-dimensional right C-vector spaces A = ⨁ i,j,σ(eij ∘ λdσ ) · C is a splitting decomposition for the v-value function

φ on A, i.e., gr_φ(A) ∼=_g ⨁ i,j,σ gr_φ ( (e_{ij} ∘ λ_{dσ} ) · C ) . Therefore, to show that φ is a v-norm on A, it suffices to show that its restriction to each 1- dimensional C-subspace (e_{ij} ∘ λ_{dσ} ) · C is a v-norm. For this, fix i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} and σ ∈ G, let h = e_{ij} ∘ λ_{dσ} , and let H = h·C. For c ∈ C, we have

(4.10) φ(h·c) = φ(h ∘ λ_c) = min_{ρ∈G}(α_ρ(c)),

where α_ρ(c) = α(t_{σ,ρ}d^{−1}_ρ cd_ρ) + τ_ρ, with τ_ρ = μ_i − μ_j + γ_{σρ} − γ_ρ.

Since α is a v_1-value function on C, we have for any c ∈ C and ℓ ∈ L,

α_ρ(cℓ) = α(t_{σ,ρ}d^{−1}_ρ cd_ρd^{−1}_ρ ℓd_ρ) = α_ρ(c) + v_1(d^{−1}_ρ cd_ρ) = α_ρ(c) + v_ρ(ℓ).

Hence, α_ρ is a v_ρ-value function on C. The function g : C → C given by c → t_{σ,ρ}d^{−1}_ρ cd_ρ is an F -vector space isomorphism with α_ρ(c) = α(g(c)) + τ_ρ for all c ∈ C. So, for any γ ∈ Γ, g maps C^{αρ}_{≥γ} bijectively to C^α_{≥(γ−τρ)} and C^{αρ}_{>γ} bijectively to C^α_{>(γ−τρ)}. Hence, g induces a bijection gr(g): gr_{αρ} (C) → gr_α(C)(−τ_ρ), in the grade shift notation of (1.1); clearly g is a graded gr_v(F )- vector space isomorphism. Since gr_{v1} (L) = gr_v(F ) = gr_{vρ} (L) by (4.4), and α is a v_1-norm on C, we have

dim_{grvρ (L)} gr_{αρ} (C) = dim_{grv (F )} gr_{αρ} (C) = dim_{grv (F )} ( gr_α(C)(−τ_ρ) ) = dim_{grv (F )} gr_α(C) = dim_{grv1 (L)} gr_α(C) = dim_L C.

Thus, α_ρ is a v_ρ-norm on C. Hence, φ_ρ : H → Γ ∪ {∞} given by φ_ρ(h·c) = α_ρ(c) is a v_ρ-norm on the 1-dimensional C-vector space H, for every ρ ∈ G.

We work back from the φ_ρ to φ|_H . Since φ|_H = min_{ρ∈G}(φ_ρ) by (4.10), there is a graded gr_v(F )- vector space monomorphism Φ: gr_φ(H) → ⨁ ρ∈G gr_{φρ} (H)

given by ~b^φ = b + H^φ_{>φ(b)} → ( . . . , b + H^{φρ}_{>φ(b)}, . . . ) for all b ∈ H \ {0}. Once we verify that Φ is surjective, we will have

dim_{grv (F )} gr_φ(H) = ∑ ρ∈G dim_{grv (F )} gr_{φρ} (H) = ∑ ρ∈G dim_{grvρ(L)} gr_{φρ} (H) = ∑ ρ∈G dim_L H = |G| dim_L H = dim_F H.

Hence, φ|_H is a v-norm on H.

For the surjectivity of Φ, consider the w_L-coarsening of φ_ρ. We have seen that ε ∘ α = y|_C as w_L-gauges on C. Also the equation d_σd_ρ = d_{σρ}t_{σ,ρ} yields for the valuation y, y(t_{σ,ρ}) + y(d_{σρ}) − y(d_ρ) = y(d_σ) for all σ, ρ ∈ G. Hence, for c ∈ C, ε ∘ φ_ρ(h·c) = ε ∘ α(t_{σ,ρ}d^{−1}_ρ cd_ρ) + ε(τ_ρ) = y(t_{σ,ρ}d^{−1}_ρ cd_ρ) + π_i − π_j + y(d_{σρ}) − y(d_ρ) = y(c) + π_i − π_j + y(d_σ ).

Thus, ε ∘ φ_ρ is the same for each ρ ∈ G. Since w_L is the finest common coarsening of v_ρ and v_ρ′ for all distinct ρ, ρ^′ ∈ G, as noted at the beginning of the proof, it follows by an argument just like that for surjectivity of Ψ in the proof of Th. 2.8 that Φ is surjective. Hence φ|_H is a v-norm on H, as noted above. Since this is true for each subspace H = (e_{ij} ∘ λ_{dσ} ) · C in the splitting decomposition of A for φ, this φ must be a v-norm on A, as claimed.

To see that φ is not only a v-norm but actually a v-gauge, observe that φ = ψ|_A is surmultiplicative on A since the v_1-gauge ψ is surmultiplicative on all of A^′. Moreover, the inclusion A → A^′ yields a canonical graded monomorphism ι: gr_φ(A) → gr_ψ(A^′). Because φ is a v-norm and ψ is a v_1-norm and gr_v(F ) = gr_{v1} (L), we have

[gr_φ(A) : gr_v(F )] = [A : F ] = [A^′ : L] = [gr_ψ(A^′) : gr_{v1} (L)] = [gr_ψ(A^′) : gr_v(F )]. Hence, ι is a graded isomorphism. Therefore, gr_φ(A) is graded semisimple, since this is true for gr_ψ(A^′), as ψ is a gauge. Thus, φ is a v-gauge on A.

Since ψ and β are End-gauges, we have, for all f ∈ A, φ(f) = ψ(f) = min_{m ∈M\{0}} ( η(f(m)) − η(m) ) and β(f) = min_{m ∈M\{0}} ( ϕ(f(m)) − ϕ(m) ) . We observed earlier that ε ∘ η = θ. It follows that ε ∘ φ = β, i.e., β is the w-coarsening of φ. Also, from (4.8), Γ_φ ⊆^n ⋃ i,j=1 ⋃ σ,ρ ∈G ( μ_i − μ_j + γ_{σρ} − γ_ρ + Γ_α ) ⊆ Γ = H (Γ_v ).

Since gr_φ(A) ∼=_g gr_ψ(A^′), we have ω(φ) = ω(ψ). We compute ω(ψ). Partition {1, . . . , n} into a disjoint union ⨆_k ℓ=1 S_ℓ according to the coset of Γ_y containing θ(m_j). That is, if j ∈ S_ℓ, then S_ℓ = {j^′ ∈ {1, . . . , n} | θ(m_j′ ) − θ(m_j) ∈ Γ_y}. Recall that the π_j = θ(m_j) have been chosen so that π_j = π_j′ if and only if j and j^′ lie in the same S_ℓ. Since β = End(θ), by the comments with (1.6) the number of sets S_ℓ equals ω(β).

We use the S_ℓ to decompose gr_η(M). Since (m_j d_ρ)^n_{j=1, ρ∈G} is the C-base of M used in building η and ~m_jd_ρ = ~m_j ~d_ρ, by Lemma 1.2 ( ~m_j ~d_ρ)^n_{j=1, ρ∈G} is a gr_α(C)-base of gr_η(M). For ℓ = 1, . . . , k and ρ ∈ G, let N_{ℓρ} = ⨁ j∈S_ℓ ~m_j ~d_ρ gr_α(C). So, gr_η(M) =^k ⨁ ℓ=1 ⨁ ρ∈G N_{ℓρ}, and each N_{ℓρ} is a graded right gr_α(C)-submodule of gr_η(M). We show

that their grade sets do not overlap. If γ ∈ Γ_{Nℓρ} , then γ = deg( ~m_j ~d_ρ ~c) for some j ∈ S_ℓ and c ∈ C^× with ~m_j ~d_ρ ~c ≠ 0. So, γ = μ_j + γ_ρ + α(c) ∈ Γ. Then, as ε(γ_ρ) = δ_ρ = y(d_ρ) and ε ∘ α = y|_C , ε(γ) = π_j + δ_ρ + y(c) = π_j + y(d_ρc) ∈ π_j + Γ_y.

Now likewise let γ^′ ∈ Γ_{Nℓ′ρ′} , say γ^′ = deg(~m_j′ ~d_ρ′ ~c^′) = μ_j′ + γ_ρ′ + α(c^′). If γ = γ^′, then ε(γ) = ε(γ^′), so π_j + Γ_y = π_j′ + Γ_y. Hence, S_ℓ = S_ℓ′ , so ℓ = ℓ^′ and π_j = π_j′ . Then the equality ε(γ) = ε(γ^′) yields y(d_ρ) + y(c) = y(d_ρ′ ) + y(c^′). Since the y(d_ρ) are distinct modulo Γ_{C,y}, it follows that ρ = ρ^′. Thus, N_{ℓρ} = N_ℓ′_ρ′ whenever their grade sets intersect. Hence, Γ_{grη (M)} = ⨆_k ℓ=1 ⨆ ρ∈G Γ_{Nℓρ} , a disjoint union, so each homogeneous element of gr_η(M) lies in some N_{ℓρ}.

Let E = End_{grα(C)}(gr_η(M)) ∼=_g gr_ψ(A^′) by Lemma 1.2. If f ∈ E_0, then f is a degree-preserving map, so f must map each N_{ℓρ} to itself, by the disjointness of the grade sets Γ_{Nℓρ} . Thus,

(4.11) E_0 ∼=^k ∏ ℓ=1 ∏ ρ∈G ( End_{grα(C)}(N_{ℓρ}) ) 0. Since the π_j are the same for all j in S_ℓ, the μ_j are likewise the same by hypothesis, hence the base elements ~m_j ~d_ρ of N_{ℓρ} all have the same degree μ_j + γ_ρ. Therefore, as graded gr_α(C)-modules,

N_{ℓρ} ∼=_g gr_α(C)^{|Sℓ||G|}(μ_j + γ_ρ) for any j ∈ S_ℓ, in the grade shift notation of (1.1). Hence, End_{grα(C)} ( N_{ℓρ} ) ∼ =g End_{grα(C)} ( gr_α(C)^{|Sℓ||G|} ) ∼ =g M_{|Sℓ ||G|}(gr_α(C)). So, in degree 0, ( End_{grα(C)} ( N_{ℓρ} )) 0 ∼= M_{|Sℓ ||G|}(gr_α(C)_0), and the number of its simple components coincides with the number of simple components of gr_α(C), which is ω(α). So, from (4.11), ω(φ) = ω(ψ) = number of simple components of E_0 = k |G| ω(α) = ω(β) r ω(α).

To complete the proof, we show that α can be chosen with ω(α) = 1. Let T be a Dubrovin valuation ring of D with Z(T ) = V . Then T ⊆ Y since the valuation ring Y of y on D is the unique Dubrovin valuation ring of D with center W . Let ~T = T/J(Y ), which is a Dubrovin valuation ring of Y/J(Y ) = D. The valuation of the valuation ring Z( ~T ) is an extension to Z(D) of u = v/y. So this valuation is one of the u_i; after renumbering if necessary, we may assume that it is u_1. Since jump prime ideals of u_1 for D pull back to jump prime ideals of v for D strictly containing J(W ) by [W_1, Cor. E], and since by hypothesis J(V ) is the only such jump prime ideal for D, we have j(u_1, D) = 1. Hence, by Prop. 3.3(iv) ~T is integral over its center, which is the valuation ring U_1 of u_1. Now let B be a Dubrovin valuation ring of C with center Z(B) = V_1, the valuation ring of v_1 on L = Z(C). Then B ⊆ Y ∩ C, since the valuation ring Y ∩ C is the unique Dubrovin valuation ring of C with center W_L, the valuation ring of w_L. Note that C^y = D, since D is totally ramified over C re y. Let ~B = B/J(Y ∩C), which is a Dubrovin valuation ring of C^y, so of D. The valuation of the valuation ring Z( ~B) restricts on L^y = K to v_1/w_L = u_1|_K . Hence, Z( ~B) = U_1 = Z( ~T ), as u_1 is the unique extension of u_1|_K to Z(D). Because ~B and ~T are Dubrovin valuation rings of D with the same center, we have ~B ∼= ~T . Therefore ~B is integral over U_1, since this is true for ~T . But also U_1 is integral over U_1 ∩ K, as u_1 is the unique extension of u_1|_K to Z(D); hence, ~B is integral over U_1 ∩ K. Moreover, by [W_2, p. 390] the valuation ring Y ∩ C of the division ring C is integral over its center Y ∩ L = W_L, It follows by [MMU, Prop. 12.2, p. 70] that B is integral over V_1. Let α be the Morandi value function on C with R_α = B. To see that α is a v_1-gauge we must check that v_1 on L is defectless in C. For this, note that by Th. A.1, there is an F_{h,v}-isomorphism L ⊗_F F_{h,v} ∼= L_{h,v1} × . . . × L_{h,vr} . Since [L:F ] = r, each factor L_{h,vi} must be 1-dimensional over F_{h,v}, i.e., isomorphic to F_{h,v}. Note that as C = C_D(L), the algebras D ⊗_F L and C are Brauer equivalent. Hence, C ⊗_L L_{h,v1} is Brauer equivalent to D ⊗_F L_{h,v1} ∼= D ⊗_F F_{h,v}. Since v on F is defectless in D, v_1 on L is defectless in C. It follows by Remark 3.7 that α is a v_1-gauge on C with ω(α) = 1. □

There is a easier version of Prop. 4.6 for jump rank 1 that we will need later:

Proposition 4.7. Let A be a central simple F -algebra. Suppose the valuation v on F is defectless in A. Let valuation w on F be a nontrivial coarsening of v, and assume that w is Henselian. Suppose j(v, A) = 1. Let β be a w-gauge on A with Γ_β ⊆ H (Γ_w ). Then, there is a v-gauge φ on A with w-coarsening β such that ω(φ) = ω(β) and Γ_φ ⊆ H (Γ_v ).

Proof. View A = End_D(M) where D is a division ring and M is a finite-dimensional right Dvector space. Since w is Henselian, it has a unique extension to a valuation y on D. Moreover, by [TW_1, Th. 3.1], β is an End-gauge, as in Ex. 1.1, say β = End(θ) for some y-norm θ on M. Let (m_1, . . . , m_n) be a splitting base of M for θ, and let π_j = θ(m_j) for j = 1, . . . , n. Let Λ = H (Γ_w ) and Γ = H (Γ_v ), and ε: Γ → Λ the epimorphism induced by the canonical map Γ_v → Γ_w. From (1.8), Γ_β = Γ_{grβ (A)} = ⋃_n i,j=1 πi − πj + Γw. By changing θ by replacing each πj by πj − π1 (which does

not change End(θ)) we may assume that each π_j ∈ Γ_β ⊆ H (Γ_w ). Also, by adjusting the m_j by multiples in D^×, we may assume that π_i = π_j whenever π_i + Γ_y = π_j + Γ_y. So, the number of distinct π_i equals the number of cosets of Γ_y in Γ_β. This number equals ω(β) by (1.6).

Because j(v, A) = 1, we have ind(A ⊗_F F_{h,v}) = ind(A ⊗_F F_{h,w}) where F_{h,v} (resp. F_{h,w}) is a Henselization of F with respect to v (resp. w). Since F_{h,w} = F as w is assumed Henselian, it follows that ind(A ⊗_F F_{h,v}) = ind(A). Hence, by Morandi’s theorem [M_1, Th. 3] the valuation v on F extends to a valuation z on D. Pick any μ_1, . . . , μ_n ∈ Γ with ε(μ_j ) = π_j for all j and μ_j = μ_i whenever π_j = π_i. Let η be the z-norm on M given by η (^n∑ j=1 m_j d_j ) = min_{1≤j≤n} ( μ_j + z(d_j ) ) for all d_1, . . . , d_n ∈ D.

Let φ = End(η), which is a v-gauge on A since v is defectless in A (see Ex. 1.1). Then ε ∘ φ = β since ε ∘ η = θ. Also, if π_i + Γ_y = π_j + Γ_y, then π_i = π_j, so μ_i = μ_j by the choice of the μ_i, so μ_i + Γ_z = μ_j + Γ_z. Thus, by (1.6), ω(φ) = | {cosets of Γ_z in Γ_φ} | = | {cosets of Γ_y in Γ_θ} | = ω(β).

Because each μ_j ∈ Γ = H (Γ_v ) and Γ_z ⊆ H (Γ_v ), we have by (1.8)

Γ_φ =^n ⋃ i,j=1 (μ_i − μ_j) + Γ_z ⊆ H (Γ_v ). □

Proof of Th. 4.3 (Central simple case). Suppose A is central simple. We argue by induction on the jump rank j(v, A). If j(v, A) = 0, then v is the trivial valuation on F , and the trivial gauge on A is a minimal v-gauge. If j(v, A) = 1, then ξ_{V,[A]} = 1 by Prop. 3.3(iv); so for any Dubrovin valuation ring B of A with Z(B) = V, B is integral over V . Let α be the associated Morandi value function of B. Then Γ_α = Γ_B by (3.13), and Γ_B ⊆ H (Γ_v ) by (3.2); hence Γ_α ⊆ H (Γ_v ). Since v is defectless in A, by Remark 3.7 α is a v-gauge with ω(α) = 1, so α is a minimal v-gauge.

Now suppose j(v, A) = n > 1. Let P be the (n−1)-st jump prime ideal of v for A, and let W = V_P , with associated valuation w. Then w is defectless in A since v is defectless in A, by Prop. 1.8. Since j(w, A) = n − 1, by induction there is a minimal w-gauge β on A with Γ_β ⊆ H (Γ_w ). Let (F^′, w_h) be the Henselization of (F, w), let v^′ be the valuation of F^′ refining w_h and restricting to v on F . Let A^′ = A ⊗_F F^′, which is a central simple F^′-algebra, and let β^′ = β ⊗ w_h, which is a w_h-gauge on A^′ with gr_β′ (A^′) ∼=_g gr_β (A) by [TW_1, Cor. 1.26]. Note however that β^′ need not be a minimal gauge even though β is minimal.

We claim that j(v^′, A^′) = 2. To see this, let valuation y on F^′ be any coarsening of v^′, and let z = y|_F , which is a coarsening of v. If y = w_h or y is coarser than w_h, then y is Henselian, as w_h is Henselian (see [EP, Cor. 4.1.4, p. 90]). Then the Henselization F^′_{h,y} = F^′, so of course ind(A^′ ⊗_F ′ F^′_{h,y}) = ind(A^′). Suppose instead that y is properly finer than w_h, so z is a refinement of w. We show that then the Henselizations (F^′_{h,y}, y_h) and (F_{h,z}, z_h) are isomorphic. For this, note first that since the w-coarsening w_1 of z_h in F_{h,z} is Henselian and restricts to w in F , there is an F -homomorphism η_1 : F^′ → F_{h,z} with w_h = w_1 ∘ η_1. The Henselian valuation z_h on F_{h,z} pulls back to a valuation z^′ on F^′ that refines w_h with z^′|_F = z = y|_F . Hence, z^′ = y. Because z_h is Henselian and pulls back to y, there is an F -monomorphism η_2 : F^′_{h,y} → F_{h,z} with y_h = z_h ∘ η_2. But also since y_h is Henselian with y_h|_F = y|_F = z, there is an F -monomorphism η_3 : F_{h,z} → F^′_{h,y} with z_h = y_h ∘ η_3. Thus, η_2 ∘ η_3 is an F -homomorphism F_{h,z} → F_{h,z} with z_h = z_h ∘ η_2 ∘ η_3. By the uniqueness in the universal property for the Henselization (recalled in the Appendix below), we must have η_2 ∘ η_3 = id_{Fh,z} , so η_3 is an isomorphism (F_{h,z}, z_h) ∼= (F^′_{h,y}, y_h). In particular, (F_{h,v}, v_h) ∼= (F^′_{h,v}′ , v^′_h). So, as there are no jump prime ideals of v for A between P = J(W ) and J(V ),

ind(A^′ ⊗_F ′ F^′_{h,y}) = ind(A ⊗_F F_{h,z}) = ind(A ⊗_F F_{h,v}) = ind(A^′ ⊗_F ′ F^′_{h,v}′ );

this value is strictly smaller than ind(A^′) = ind(A ⊗_F F^′) since P is a jump prime ideal. Thus, j(v^′, A^′) = 2, as claimed. The calculation also shows that w_h is the first jump valuation for v^′ in A^′. Note also that v^′ is defectless in A^′, since this depends on the defectlessness of the associated division algebra of A^′ ⊗_F ′ F^′_{h,v}′ re v^′_h; but A^′ ⊗_F ′ F^′_{h,v}′ ∼= A⊗_F F_{h,v} and v is defectless in A. Thus, the hypotheses of Prop. 4.6 are satisfied for the field F^′ with valuations v^′ and w_h and central simple F^′-algebra A^′ with w_h-gauge β^′.

By Prop. 4.6, A^′ has a v^′-gauge φ whose w_h-coarsening is β^′ with ω(φ) = rω(β^′) and Γ_φ ⊆ H (Γ_v′ ). Let D^′ be the associated division algebra of A^′, let w_D′ be the valuation on D^′ extending w_h on F^′, and let D^′ = D^{′ wD′} . Let u^′ be the residue valuation v^′/w_h on F^{′ wh} determined by v^′. The integer r in the formula for ω(φ) is the number of extensions of u^′ to Z(D^′). Hence, by (3.12), r = ℓ_{V,W} . Let α = φ|_A. By Lemma 4.4, α is a v-gauge on A with w-coarsening β, and gr_α(A) ∼=_g gr_φ(A^′). Hence, (4.12) ω(α) = ω(φ) = rω(β) = ℓ_{V,W} ω(β) = ℓ_{V,W} ξ_{W,[A]}. The last equality in (4.12) holds since β is a minimal gauge. Since ξ_{V,[A]} ≥ ξ_{W,[A]}ℓ_{V,W} by (3.10), it follows from (4.12) that ω(α) ≤ ξ_{V,[A]}. But we always have ω(α) ≥ ξ_{V,[A]} by Th. 3.5; so ω(α) = ξ_{V,[A]}, showing that α is a minimal gauge. Furthermore, Γ_α = Γ_φ ⊆ H (Γ_v′ ) = H (Γ_v ). This completes the proof of the central simple case of Th. 4.3. The rest of the proof of the theorem will be given after Lemma 4.9 below. □

Proposition 4.8. Let A be a central simple F -algebra with v defectless in A. Let w be a valuation on F that is coarser than v, and let β be a minimal w-gauge on A with Γ_β ⊆ H (Γ_w ). Then there is a minimal v-gauge α with w-coarsening β and Γ_α ⊆ H (Γ_v ).

Proof. Let V (resp. W ) be the valuation ring of v (resp. w). We argue by induction on the jump rank j(v, A). Clearly, j(w, A) ≤ j(v, A). If j(w, A) = 0, then w is the trivial valuation on F and β is the trivial w-gauge on A. By the case of Th. 4.3 already proved, there is a minimal v-gauge α on A; then the trivial gauge β is a coarsening of α. Thus, we may assume that 1 ≤ j(w, A) ≤ j(v, A).

Suppose j(v, A) = 1. Then j(w, A) = 1, so ξ_{W,[A]} = 1 by Prop. 3.3(iv). Hence, ω(β) = 1 because β is assumed to be a minimal gauge. Therefore, by Remark 3.7 R_β is a Dubrovin valuation ring integral over its center, which is W , and β is the Morandi value function of R_β. Let B be any Dubrovin valuation ring of A with Z(B) = V and B ⊆ R_β. Such a B is obtainable as the inverse image in R_β of a Dubrovin valuation ring of R_β/J(R_β ) whose center is a valuation ring U of Z(R_β/J(R_β )) satisfying U ∩ (W/J(W )) = V/J(W ). Since j(v, A) = 1, by Prop. 3.3(iv) B is integral over V . Let α be the Morandi value function of B. Then Γ_α = Γ_B ⊆ H (Γ_v ) (see (3.2)). Since v is assumed defectless in A, by Remark 3.7 α is a v-gauge with ω(α) = 1; so α is minimal gauge. Because R_α ⊆ R_β and these Dubrovin valuation rings determine their associated gauges, β is a coarsening of α.

Now suppose j(v, A) = n > 1. Let y be the (n − 1)-st jump valuation of v for A. Suppose first that w is coarser than y or w = y. Then, as j(y, A) = n − 1 and y is defectless in A since v is defectless in A, by induction there is a minimal y-gauge η with Γ_η ⊆ H (Γ_y ) such that β is the w-coarsening of η. The proof of Th. 4.3 (central simple case) shows that there is a minimal v-gauge α with Γ_α ⊆ H (Γ_v ) and y-coarsening η. The w-coarsening of α is then the w-coarsening of η, which is β.

Suppose instead that w is properly finer than y. Let (F^′, w_h) be the Henselization of (F, w), and let v^′ be the valuation on F^′ refining w_h and restricting to v on F . Let β^′ = β ⊗ w_h, which is a w_h-gauge on A^′ = A ⊗_F F^′, but not necessarily minimal, with Γ_β′ = Γ_β ⊆ H (Γ_w ) = H (Γ_{wh} ). Moreover, we claim that j(v^′, A^′) = 1. To see this, suppose z is any nontrivial valuation of F^′ with z coarser than v^′ or z = v^′. If z is coarser than w_h or z = w_h, then z is Henselian, so the Henselization F^′_{h,z} = F^′ and ind(A^′ ⊗_F ′ F^′_{h,z}) = ind(A^′). If z is finer than w_h, then as in the proof of Th. 4.3 (central simple case) above F^′_{h,z} = F_{h,z|F} , the Henselization of F re z|_F . Since there are no jump valuations between w and v, so none between z|_F and v,

ind(A^′ ⊗_F ′ F^′_{h,z}) = ind(A ⊗_F F_{h,z|F} ) = ind(A ⊗_F F_{h,v}) = ind(A ⊗_F F^′) = ind(A^′). Since the indices are the same for all z, j(v^′, A^′) = 1, as claimed.

By Prop. 4.7, applied to F^′, v^′, w^′, β^′, there is a v^′-gauge α^′ of A^′ with w_h-coarsening β^′, such that ω(α^′) = ω(β^′), and Γ_α′ ⊆ H (Γ_v′ ) = H (Γ_v ). Let α = α^′|_A. By Lemma 4.4, α is a v-gauge on A with gr_α(A) ∼=_g gr_α′ (A^′), so ω(α) = ω(α^′) = ω(β^′) = ω(β).

Since β is a minimal gauge and ξ_{V,[A]} ≥ ξ_{W,[A]}, α must also be a minimal gauge. Also, Γ_α = Γ_α′ ⊆ H (Γ_v ). Finally, since β^′ is the w_h-coarsening of α^′, the w-coarsening of α = α^′|_A is β^′|_A = β. □

Let F ⊆ L be fields with [L:F ] ≤ ∞, and let v be a nontrivial valuation of F with valuation ring V . For each nonzero prime ideal P of V , let s(P ) be the number of valuation rings of L extending the valuation ring V_P of F . Clearly, 1 ≤ s(P ) ≤ [L:F ]. Also for prime ideals P ⊆ P^′ we have s(P ) ≤ s(P^′). Moreover, if P = ⋃ j∈J P_j for prime ideals P and P_j , j ∈ J, then s(P ) = max_{j∈J} s(P_j ). We call P a splitting prime ideal of V in L if s(P ) < s(P^′) for all prime ideals P^′ ⫌ P . Define the splitting rank of v in L to be srk(v, L) = the number of splitting prime ideals of V in L.

Note that the maximal ideal J(V ) is always a splitting prime ideal of V in L, so srk(v, L) ≥ 1. If P is a splitting prime ideal, we call the valuation of V_P a splitting valuation of V in L. If v is the trivial valuation on F , define srk(v, L) = 0.

Lemma 4.9. With the notation above, let v_1 and v_2 be two different extensions of v to L. Then either v_1 and v_2 are independent or the finest common coarsening v_{12} of v_1 and v_2 restricts to a splitting valuation for v in L.

Proof. We argue by induction on n = srk(v, L). If n = 1, let w be the trivial valuation on F . If n > 1, let w be the (n − 1)-st splitting valuation of F for v in L. Let y be a valuation of F coarser than v and strictly finer than w. Because there are no splitting valuations between y and v, y must have the same number of extensions to L as v. Hence, v_1 and v_2 have distinct y-coarsenings. If n = 1, this shows that v_{12} must be the trivial valuation, i.e., v_1 and v_2 are independent valuations. If instead n > 1, this shows that v_{12}|_F either equals or is coarser than w. Since w is a splitting valuation, it suffices to consider the case when v_{12}|_F is strictly coarser than w. Then the w-coarsenings w_1 of v_1 and w_2 of v_2 are distinct. Hence, the finest common coarsening w_{12} of w_1 and w_2 is coarser than or equals to v_{12}. But v_{12} is coarser than each of w_1 and w_2, so coarser than or equal to w_{12}. Hence, v_{12} = w_{12}. Since srk(w, L) = n − 1, the conclusion of the lemma holds for w_1 and w_2 by induction; hence it also holds for v_1 and v_2. □

Proof of Th. 4.3 (completed). It suffices to prove the theorem for the simple components of a semisimple F -algebra. So, assume A is simple. Let L = Z(A), so [L:F ] ≤ ∞. Let v_1, . . . , v_r be the valuations on L extending v on F and let V_i be the valuation ring of v_i. The argument is by induction on n = srk(v, L). If n = 0, then v is the trivial valuation, and the trivial gauge on A is a minimal v-gauge. Assume now that n = 1. Lemma 4.9 then shows that the v_i are pairwise independent. By the central simple case of Th. 4.3 proved above, for each i there is a minimal v_i-gauge α_i of A with Γ_{αi} ⊆ H (Γ_{vi} ) = H (Γ_v ). (Note that each v_i is defectless in L, by Prop. 1.6.) Let α = min(α_1, . . . , α_r). Because the v_i are pairwise independent, Cor. 2.10 shows that α is a v-gauge on A. Since each α_i is a minimal v_i-gauge, α is a minimal v-gauge (see the comments in Def. 4.2). Also, Γ_α ⊆ ⋃_r i=1 Γ_{αi} ⊆ H (Γ_v ).

Now assume that n > 1. Let P_1 ⫋ P_2 ⫋ . . . ⫋ P_{n−1} ⫋ P_n be the splitting prime ideals of V in L, and let W = V_{Pn−1} with associated valuation w. Because v is defectless in A, w is defectless in A, by Prop. 1.8. Since srk(w, L) = n − 1, by induction there is a minimal w-gauge β on A with Γ_β ⊆ H (Γ_w ). Let w_1, . . . , w_ℓ be the valuations of L extending w, and for each j let β_j be the w_j-component of β. The construction of the β_j in Th. 2.2 shows that Γ_{βj} ⊆ Γ_β ⊆ H (Γ_w ) for each j. By Th. 2.8, β_j and β_k have the same w_{jk}-coarsening for all j, k ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}. Since β is a minimal w-gauge and β = min(β_1, . . . , β_ℓ), each β_j is a minimal w_j-gauge.

For each i ∈ {1, . . . , r} let j(i) ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ} be the index such that w_{j(i)} is the w-coarsening of v_i. For each i, Prop. 4.8 applied to the valuations v_i and w_{j(i)} on L shows that there is a minimal v_i-gauge α_i with w_{j(i)}-coarsening β_{j(i)} and Γ_{αi} ⊆ H (Γ_{vi} ) = H (Γ_v ). Let α = min(α_1, . . . , α_r). To see that α is a v-gauge, we must check that the α_i satisfy the compatibility condition of Th. 2.8. For this, take any distinct i, k ∈ {1, . . . , r}. If j(i) = j(k), then w_{j(i)} = w_{j(k)}, which is coarser than both v_i and v_k, so coarser than (or equal to) v_{ik}. Since v_{ik}|_F is a splitting valuation of v in L, the choice of w implies that v_{ik} = w_{j(i)} = w_{j(k)}. So, the v_{ik}-coarsening of α_i is β_{j(i)}, which is the same as the v_{ik}-coarsening β_{j(k)} of α_k. Suppose now instead that j(i) ≠ j(k), so w_{j(i)} ≠ w_{j(k)}. The proof of Lemma 4.9 shows that in this case v_{ik} = w_{j(i)j(k)}. Hence, the v_{ik}-coarsening of α_i is the w_{j(i)j(k)}-coarsening of the w_{j(i)}-coarsening β_{j(i)} of α_i. By Th. 2.8, this coincides with the w_{j(i)j(k)}-coarsening of the w_{j(k)}-coarsening β_{j(k)} of α_k. Thus, α_i and α_k have the same v_{ik}-coarsening. Since the compatibility condition thus holds in all cases, Th. 2.8 shows that α is a v-gauge. It is a minimal gauge since each α_i is a minimal gauge. Moreover, Γ_α ⊆ ⋃_r i=1 Γ_{αi} ⊆ H (Γ_v ). □

5. An example

In this section we construct an example of a central simple algebra with multiple non-isomorphic minimal gauges all having the same gauge ring.

Example 5.1. Let L be a field with char(L) ≠ 2, let x be transcendental over L, and let F = L(x)((y)), the Laurent series field in one variable over L(x). Let w be the complete discrete (so Henselian) y-adic valuation on F , with Γ_w = Z and F^w = L(x). Let W be the power series ring L(x)[[x]], which is the valuation ring of w. Let v be the rank 2 valuation on F that is the composite of w with the discrete x-adic valuation on F^w. Equivalently v is the valuation on F obtained by restriction from the standard rank 2 Henselian valuation on L((x))((y)). Thus, F^v = L, Γ_v = Z × Z with right-to-left lexicographic ordering, v(x) = (1, 0), v(y) = (0, 1), and gr_v(F ) = L[X, X^{−1}, Y, Y^{−1}], a twice iterated Laurent polynomial ring, where X = ~x and Y = ~y. Let V be the valuation ring of v. Note that w is the rank 1 coarsening of v, and the epimorphism ε: Γ_v → Γ_w given by v(c) → w(c) for c ∈ F^× is the projection (ℓ, m) → m. Since we will be working primarily with v, we write F for F^v. Let D = ( 1 + x, y/F ), a quaternion algebra over F with its standard F -base (1, i, j, k), where i^2 = 1 + x, j^2 = y, and k = ij = −ji. Because w(1 + x) = 0 and 1 + x^w is not a square in F^w, the valuation w has a unique and inertial extension to the field F (i). Therefore, every norm from F (i) to F has w-value in 2Γ_w. Since w(y) = 1, y is not such a norm. Hence, D is a division algebra. The Henselian valuation w on F therefore has a unique extension to a valuation β on D, with β(1) = β(i) = 0 and β(j) = β(k) =^1_2 . Since β(j) /∈ Γ_w one can see that D is totally ramified over F (i) for β, while F (i) is inertial over F ; indeed, Γ_β =^1_2 Z and D^β = F (i)^β = L(x)( √ 1 + x), and for all a, b, c, d ∈ F ,

(5.1) β(a + bi + cj + dk) = min ( β(a + bi), β(cj + dk) ) = min ( w(a), w(b), w(c) +^1_2 , w(d) +^1_2 ) .

Let K = F (t), where t^2 = 1 + x. Thus, K is a quadratic extension field of F , and since 1 + x = 1 in F , v has two extensions to K that are distinguished by whether t = 1 or −1 in K. Let v^′ denote the extension of v to K with t = 1. Then, K = F = L and Γ_v′ = Γ_v = Z × Z, so gr(K) = gr(F ). Note that as x = (t − 1)(t + 1) and v^′(t + 1) = 0, we have v^′(t − 1) = v(x) = (1, 0). The rank 1 coarsening of v^′ is the unique, unramified, extension w^′ of w to K, with K^{w′} = L(x)( √ 1 + x) and Γ_w′ = Z. Also, K is a splitting field of D, as K ∼= F (i), which is a maximal subfield of D. Explicitly, let S = M_2 (K), and view D as an F -subalgebra of S by identifying 1 = (_{1 0} 0 1 ) , i = (_{t 0} 0 −t ) , j = (_{0 y} 1 0 ) , k = (_{0 ty} −t 0 ) . Give Q × Q the right-to-left lexicographic ordering. Fix any γ ∈ Q with 0 < γ <^1_2 , and let δ = (γ,^1_2 ) ∈ Q × Q. Let α^′ be the v-gauge on S given by α^′ (_{p q} r s ) = min ( v^′(p), v^′(q) − δ, v^′(r) + δ, v^′(s) ) . Indeed, let M = K-span {(_1 0 ) , (_0 1 )} , and identify S = End_K (M). Then α^′ is the v^′-gauge End(η) as in Ex. 1.1, where η : M → Q × Q ∪ {∞} is the v^′-norm on M given by η (_p q ) = min ( v^′(p), v^′(q) + δ ) . Thus, gr_α′ (S) = End_{gr(K)}(gr(M)) ∼=_g M_2 (gr(K))(0, δ), in the notation of (1.7). Let α = α^′|_D, which is a surmultiplicative v-value function on D since the gauge α^′ on S is surmultiplicative. While α^′ is a v^′-gauge, we must still verify that α is a v-gauge. For this, note that for any z = a + bi + cj + dk ∈ D with a, b, c, d ∈ F , we have z = (_{a+bt (c+dt)y} c−dt a−bt ) in S. Thus, as v(y) = (0, 1), α(z) = min ( v^′(a + bt), v^′((c + dt)y) − δ, v^′(c − dt) + δ, v^′(a − bt) ) = min ( v^′(a + bt), v^′(a − bt), v^′(c + dt) + (−γ,^1_2 ), v^′(c − dt) + (γ,^1_2 ) ) . (5.2)

So, α(1) = α(i) = 0 and

α(j) = α(k) = min ( (−γ,^1_2 ), (γ,^1_2 ) ) = (−γ,^1_2 ).

Since v^′(1 − t) = (1, 0), we have

α(j − k) = min ( (−γ,^1_2 ) + (1, 0), (γ,^1_2 ) ) = (γ,^1_2 ),

as γ <^1_2 . So, in gr_α(D) ⊆ gr_α′ (S), ~ 1 + i =

(_{2 0} 0 0 ) ∈ D_0, ~1 − i = (_{0 0} 0 2 ) ∈ D_0, ~j = ~k = (^{0 ~y}_{0 0} ) ∈ D_{(−γ, 12 )}, and ~j − k = (^{0 0}_{2 0} ) ∈ D_{(γ, 12 )}.

Since 1 + i, 1 − i, j, j − k have images in gr_α(D) which are clearly gr(F )-independent, they comprise a splitting base of α as a v-value function; this shows that α is a v-norm on D. Moreover, [gr_α(D): gr(F )] = 4 = [gr_α′ (S): gr(K)] = [gr_α′ (S): gr(F )], since gr(K) = gr(F ). Hence, gr_α(D) = gr_α′ (S), which is graded simple. Thus, α is a v-gauge on D. Note that

(5.3) Γ_α = Γ_α′ = Z^2 ∪ (δ + Z^2) ∪ (−δ + Z^2).

Also, D_0 = S_0 = L × L, so ω(α) = 2.

From (5.2), we have R_α = {a + bi + cj + dk ∈ D | v^′(a + bt) ≥ 0, v^′(a − bt) ≥ 0, v^′(c + dt) ≥ (γ, −^1_2 ), v^′(c − dt) ≥ (−γ, −^1_2 )}.

Let v^′(c + dt) = (ℓ, m) ∈ Γ_v′ = Z × Z. Then, v^′(c + dt) ≥ (γ, −^1_2 ) if and only if m ≥ 0, i.e., w^′(c + dt) ≥ 0 where w^′ is the rank 1 coarsening of v^′. Likewise, v^′(c − dt) ≥ (−γ, −^1_2 ) if and only if w^′(c − dt) ≥ 0. Therefore, each of the infinitely many choices of γ yields the same gauge ring for the associated v-gauge α. But different choices of γ yield non isomorphic gauges since the gauges have different value sets (see (5.3)). Thus, the gauge ring R_α does not determine α.

We still must show that α is a minimal gauge. We will show as well that R_α is an intersection of two total valuation rings B_1, B_2, which are the only Dubrovin valuation rings of D with center V .

Since char(F ) ≠ 2 and v^′(t) = 0, we have min ( v^′(a+bt), v^′(a−bt) ) = min ( v(a), v(b) ) . Similarly, min(w^′(c + dt), w^′(c − dt)) = min ( w(c), w(d) ) . Thus, the description of R_α simplifies to R_α = {a + bi + cj + dk | a, b ∈ V, c, d ∈ W }. The ring R_α lies in the invariant valuation ring R_β of the valuation β on D extending w on F . From (5.1), we have R_β = {a + bi + cj + dk | a, b, c, d ∈ W } and J(R_β ) = {a + bi + cj + dk | a, b ∈ J(W ), c, d ∈ W }. Let π : R_β → R_β/J(R_β ) = L(x)( √ 1 + x) be the canonical projection. Let U_1, U_2 be the two valuation rings of L(x)( √ 1 + x) extending the valuation ring U of the x-adic valuation on L(x). The commutative valuation rings U_ℓ for ℓ = 1, 2 are Dubrovin valuation rings. Since the invariant valuation ring R_β is a Dubrovin valuation ring, the pullback rings B_ℓ = π^{−1}(U_ℓ) for ℓ = 1, 2 are Dubrovin valuation rings of D with center V and ~B_ℓ = B_ℓ/J(R_β ) = U_ℓ. Moreover, since R_β and U_ℓ are valuation rings, it is easy to check that B_ℓ is a total valuation ring, i.e., for any d ∈ D \ {0}, d ∈ B_ℓ or d^{−1} ∈ B_ℓ. Let B = B_1. Since B/J(B) ∼= U_1/J(U_1), which is a field, t_B = 1. Also, if (F_h, v_h) is a Henselization of (F, v), then 1 + x ∈ F^2_h , since 1 + x = 1 in F_h^{vh} = F^v. Therefore, F_h splits D, which shows that D ⊗_F F_h ∼= M_2 (F_h), hence n_B = 2. Thus,

ξ_{V,[D]} = n_B/t_B = 2 = ω(α),

showing that α is a minimal gauge. Another way to calculate the extension number ξ_{V,[D]} is by using (3.10) with R_β for S: Since the valuation rings R_β and U_1 = ~B have extension number 1 and the residue valuation ring U = V/J(W ) has two extensions to R_β/J(R_β ), ξ_{V,[D]} = ξ_{Rβ ,[D]} ℓ_{V,W} ξ_{U1,[Rβ /J(Rβ )]} = 1 · 2 · 1 = 2. Any inner automorphism ι of D maps the invariant valuation ring R_β to itself. The automorphism induced by ι on R_β/J(R_β ) is one of the two F^w = L(x)-automorphisms of L(x)( √ 1 + x), so it either preserves or interchanges U_1 and U_2. Hence, the set of conjugates of B_1 in D is {B_1, B_2}. The B_ℓ are therefore the only Dubrovin valuation rings of D with center V . Since the B_ℓ are not integral over V (as ξ_{V,[D]} ≠ 1) the only possible Gräter ring of D with center V is B_1 ∩ B_2. Since R_α is the gauge ring of a minimal v-gauge, it is a Gräter ring with center V by Th. 3.9. Hence, R_α = B_1 ∩B_2. (This equality can also be verified directly after first showing that V + V i is the integral closure of V in F (i) and that the B_ℓ ∩ F (i) are the valuation rings of F (i) extending V in F .)

Note that our example required a valuation of rank at least 2. For if v is a rank 1 valuation on a field F and A is a central simple F -algebra, then for the valuation ring V of v, we have j(v, A) = 1, so ξ_{V,[A]} = 1 by Prop. 3.3(iv). Hence, for any minimal v-gauge α on A, we have ω(α) = 1, so by

Remark 3.7 the gauge ring R_α is a Dubrovin valuation ring integral over its center V , and α is the Morandi value function determined by R_α.

Appendix A. Tensor product and Henselization

It is well known that if L/F is a finite degree field extension, v is a discrete (rank 1) valuation on F , and v_1, . . . , v_r are all the extensions of v to L, then L⊗_F ^F ∼= ∏_r i=1 ^L_i, where ^F (resp. ^L_i) is the completion of F (resp. L) with respect to v (resp. v_i) (see [B, Ch. VI, §8, no. 6, Prop. 11]). In this appendix we prove an analogous result for valuations of arbitrary rank, replacing the completion by the Henselization. For separable field extensions, this result is implicit in [E, Th. 17.17, p. 135]. We give a full proof here, since this result is essential for many of the arguments in this paper.

Let F be a field with a valuation v. A Henselization of (F, v) is a valued field extension (F_h, v_h) of (F, v) such that v_h is Henselian and for any extension (K, w) of (F, v) with w Henselian there is a unique F -homomorphism η : (F_h, v_h) → (K, w) such that v_h = w ∘ η. We thus refer to (η(F_h), w|_{η(Fh )}) as the Henselization of (F, v) within (K, w). It is clear from the definition that a Henselization of (F, v) is unique up to unique isomorphism. Thus, we sometimes say that (F_h, v_h) is “the Henselization” of (F, v). A proof of the existence of a Henselization can be found in [EP, Th. 5.2.2, p. 121].

Theorem A.1. Let F be a field with a valuation v. Let K be a finite-degree field extension of F , and let v_1, . . . , v_r be all the extensions of v to K. Let (F_h, v_h) be a Henselization of (F, v), and let (K_{h,i}, v_{i,h}) be a Henselization of (K_i, v_i) for i = 1, . . . , r. Then, K ⊗_F F_h ∼= K_{h,1} × . . . × K_{h,r}. The proof will use the following two lemmas:

Lemma A.2. Let F ⊆ N be fields with N Galois over F (possibly of infinite degree), and let G = G(N/F ). Let K and E be subfields of N containing F , with [K :F ] < ∞. Let H = G(N/K) ⊆ G and Z = G(N/E) ⊆ G. Let τ_1, . . . , τ_r be representatives of the distinct Z-H double cosets of G. (So, G = ⨆_r i=1 Zτ_iH, a disjoint union.) Then K ⊗_F E ∼= τ_1(K)·E × . . . × τ_r(K)·E. Proof. Since K is separable over F , we have K = F (a) for some a. Let f be the minimal polynomial of a over F . Then f splits over N, as N is normal over F , say f = (X − a_1) . . . (X − a_n) ∈ N[X] where the a_i are distinct and a_1 = a. Let A = {a_1, . . . , a_n}. Let f = g_1 . . . g_r be the irreducible factorization of f in E[X], and fix a root b_i of g_i for i = 1, . . . , r. The Galois group G acts transitively on A, but A decomposes into r disjoint Z-orbits, A = ⨆_r i=1 B_i, where

B_i = Z ·b_i = {roots of g_i in N}.

For each i, choose τ^′_i ∈ G with τ^′_i (a) = b_i. Then, as H = {σ ∈ G | σ(a) = a}, we have Zτ^′_i H = {σ ∈ G | σ(a) ∈ B_i}, for i = 1, . . . , r. Thus, Zτ^′_1H, . . . , Zτ^′_rH are all the distinct Z-H double cosets in G. Moreover, we may assume that the double coset representatives τ^′_i coincide with the τ_i of the lemma, by replacing b_i by τ_i(a).

Since gcd(g_i, g_j ) = 1 for i ≠ j, the Chinese Remainder Theorem yields K ⊗_F E ∼= F [X]/(f) ⊗_F E ∼= E[X]/fE[X] ∼= E[X]/((g_1) . . . (g_r)) ∼= E[X]/(g_1) × . . . × E[X]/(g_r ) ∼= E(b_1) × . . . × E(b_r) ∼= τ_1(K)·E × . . . × τ_r(K)·E. □ Lemma A.3. Let (F_h, v_h) be a Henselization of the valued field (F, v). Let K be any extension field of F lying in the algebraic closure of F_h, and let w be the unique extension of v_h to the compositum K ·F_h. Then, (K ·F_h, w) is a Henselization of (K, w|_K ).

Proof. The valuation w on K ·F_h is Henselian since v_h is Henselian. Let (K_h, w_h) be a Henselization of (K, w|_K ). The universal property shows that (K_h, w_h) embeds in (K ·F_h, w). Thus, we may assume that K ⊆ K_h ⊆ K ·F_h and w_h = w|_{Kh} . So, w_h|_F = w|_F = v. Since (F_h, v_h) is the Henselization of (F, v) within (K ·F_h, w), it is also the Henselization of (F, v) within (K_h, w_h), by the uniqueness in the universal property for the Henselization; so, F_h ⊆ K_h. Since also K ⊆ K_h, we have K ·F_h ⊆ K_h ⊆ K ·F_h. Hence, K_h = K ·F_h and w = w_h, showing that (K ·F_h, w) is a Henselization of (K, w|_K ). □

Proof of Th. A.1: Assume first that K is separable over F . Let F_{sep} be a separable closure of F containing F_h, and let v_{sep} be the unique valuation on F_{sep} extending the Henselian valuation v_h. Let G = G(F_{sep} /F ), H = G(F_{sep} /K) ⊆ G, and Z = G(F_{sep} /F_h) ⊆ G. By [EP, Th. 5.2.2, p. 121] and the universal property of the Henselization, F_h is the decomposition field for v_{sep} over v, so Z is the decomposition subgroup of G, i.e.,

Z = {σ ∈ G | v_{sep} ∘ σ = v_{sep}}.

Let Ω be the set of all valuations on F_{sep} extending F . Then, G acts transitively on Ω (see [EP, Th. 3.2.14, p. 68]), while the distinct H-orbits of Ω are Ω_1, . . . , Ω_r, where Ω_i = {w ∈ Ω | w|_K = v_i}. For i = 1, . . . , r, choose τ_i ∈ G with v_{sep} ∘ τ_i|_K = v_i. Then, {σ ∈ G | v_{sep} ∘ σ|_K = v_i} = {σ ∈ G | v_{sep} ∘ σ ∈ Ω_i} = Zτ_iH. So, G = ⨆_r i=1 Zτ_iH is the disjoint Z-H double coset decomposition of G. We now apply Lemma A.2 with N = F_{sep} and E = F_h. (So, the K, H and Z of the lemma are the K, H and Z here.) By the lemma,

(A.1) K ⊗_F F_h ∼=^r ∏ i=1 τ_i(K)·F_h ∼=^r ∏ i=1 K ·τ^{−1}_i (F_h), where the second isomorphism follows by applying τ^{−1}_i to the i-th factor. Note that the F - isomorphism τ^{−1}_i maps (F_h, v_h) to (τ^{−1}_i (F_h), v_h ∘ τ_i). Hence (τ^{−1}_i (F_h), v_h ∘ τ_i) is a Henselization of (F, v). The unique extension of the Henselian valuation v_h ∘ τ_i to K ·τ^{−1}_i (F_h) must be v_{sep} ∘ τ_i|_{K·τ} −1_{i (Fh)}, whose restriction to K is v_i by the choice of τ_i. Therefore, K ·τ^{−1}_i (F_h) ∼= K_{h,i} by Lemma A.3. The theorem (for K separable over F ) then follows from (A.1).

If K is not separable over F , let S be the separable closure of F in K, and let y_i = v_i|_S for i = 1, . . . , r. Then, y_1, . . . , y_r are all the extensions of v to S. Since valuations extend uniquely from S to its purely inseparable extension K, we have y_i ≠ y_j for i ≠ j. As we just proved,

S ⊗_F F_h ∼= ∏_r i=1 S_{h,i}, where (S_{h,i}, y_{i,h}) is a Henselization of (S, y_i) in F_{alg} , the algebraic closure of F . Therefore,

(A.2) K ⊗_F F_h ∼= K ⊗_S (S ⊗_F F_h) ∼=^r ∏ i=1 K ⊗_F S_{h,i}. Because K is purely inseparable over S while S_{h,i} is separable over S, the fields K and S_{h,i} are linearly disjoint over S; so, K ⊗_S S_{h,i} is a field, which is isomorphic to the compositum K ·S_{h,i} in F_{alg} . The Henselian valuation y_{i,h} on S_{h,i} has a unique extension to the field K ⊗_S S_{h,i} whose restriction to K is the unique extension of y_i to K, which is v_i. By Lemma A.3, K ⊗_S S_{h,i} is a Henselization of K with respect to v_i. The theorem thus follows from (A.2). □

References

[B] Bourbaki, N., Commutative Algebra, Chap. 1-7, Springer-Verlag, 2nd printing, 1989. [D] Draxl, P. K., Ostrowski’s theorem for Henselian valued skew fields. J. Reine Angew. Math. 354 (1984), 213-218.

[Du1] Dubrovin, N. I., Noncommutative valuation rings. (Russian) Trudy Moskov. Mat. Obshch. 45 (1982), 265–280;

English transl.: Trans. Moscow Math. Soc. 45 (1984), 273-287.

[Du2] Dubrovin, N. I., Noncommutative valuation rings in simple finite-dimensional algebras over a field. (Russian) Mat. Sb. (N.S.) 123(165) (1984), 496–509. English transl.: Math. USSR Sb. 51 (1985) 493-505.

[Ef] Efrat, I., Valuations, Orderings, and Milnor K-Theory. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2006. [E] Endler, O., Valuation Theory. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1972. [EP] Engler, A. J.; Prestel, A., Valued fields. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2005.

[G1] Gräter, J., The “Defektsatz” for central simple algebras. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 330 (1992), 823–843. [G2] Gräter, J., Prime PI-rings in which finitely generated right ideals are principal. Forum Math. 4 (1992), 447–463.

[HW] Hwang, Y.-S.; Wadsworth, A. R., Correspondences between valued division algebras and graded division algebras. J. Algebra 220 (1999), 73–114.

[JW] Jacob, B.; Wadsworth, A. R. Division algebras over Henselian fields. J. Algebra 128 (1990), 126–179. [MMU] Marubayashi, H.; Miyamoto, H.; Ueda, A., Non-commutative valuation rings and semi-hereditary orders.

Kluwer, Dordrecht, 1997.

[M1] Morandi, P. J., The Henselization of a valued division algebra. J. Algebra 122 (1989), 232-243. [M2] Morandi, P. J., Value functions on central simple algebras. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 315 (1989), 605–622. [M3] Morandi, P. J., An approximation theorem for Dubrovin valuation rings. Math. Z. 207 (1991), 71–81. [M4] Morandi, P. J., On defective division algebras, in K-theory and algebraic geometry: connections with quadratic forms and division algebras (Santa Barbara, CA, 1992), eds. B. Jacob and A. Rosenberg, pp. 359–367, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., 58, Part 2, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1995.

[RTW] Renard, J.-F.; Tignol, J.-P.; Wadsworth, A. R., Graded Hermitian forms and Springer’s theorem. Indag.

Math. (N.S.) 18 (2007), 97–134.

[R] Ribenboim, P., Le théorème d’approximation pour les valuations de Krull. Math. Z. 68 (1957), 1–18. [T] Tignol, J.-P.; Generalized crossed products, in Seminaires Mathématiques (nouvelle série), No. 106, Université Catholique de Louvain-La-Neuve, Belgium, 1987, unpublished; available at

http://perso.uclouvain.be/jean-pierre.tignol/Rapport106.pdf.

[TW1] Tignol, J.-P.; Wadsworth A. R., Value functions and associated graded rings for semisimple algebras, Trans.

Amer. Math. Soc. 362 (2010), 687–726.

[TW2] Tignol, J.-P; Wadsworth, A. R. Valuations on algebras with involution. Math. Ann. 351 (2011) 109–148. [TW3] Tignol, J.-P; Wadsworth, A. R., Value functions on simple algebras, and associated graded algebras, book in preparation.

[W1] Wadsworth, A. R., Dubrovin valuation rings and Henselization. Math. Ann. 283 (1989), 301–328.

[W2] Wadsworth, A. R., Valuation theory on finite dimensional division algebras. Valuation theory and its applications, Vol. I (Saskatoon, SK, 1999), eds. F.-V. Kuhlmann et al., pp. 385–449, Fields Inst. Commun., 32, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2002.

[Z] Zhao, Y., On the intersection property of Dubrovin valuation rings. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 125 (1997), 2825–2830.

Departamento de Ciências Exatas, Universidade Estadual de Feira de Santana, Avenida Transnordestina, S/N, Novo Horizonte, Feira de Santana, Bahia 44036-900 Brazil

E-mail address: maferreira@uefs.br

Department of Mathematics 0112, University of California, San Diego, 9500 Gilman Drive, La Jolla, California 92093-0112 USA

E-mail address: arwadsworth@ucsd.edu