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Abstract

We consider the valued field IK := R((I')) of formal series (with real coeffi-
cients and monomials in a totally ordered multiplicative group I" ). We investigate
how to endow IK with a logarithm /, which satisfies some natural properties such
as commuting with infinite products of monomials. In [ ], we studied deriva-
tions on K. Here, we investigate compatibility conditions between the logarithm
and the derivation, i.e. when the logarithmic derivative is the derivative of the
logarithm. We analyse sufficient conditions on a given derivation to construct a
compatible logarithm via integration of logarithmic derivatives. In [ ], the
first author described the exponential closure IKE" of (IK, /). Here we show how to
extend such a log-compatible derivation on K to IKEL,

1 Introduction

Consider the valued field K := R((I')) of generalised series, with real coefficients and
monomials in a totally ordered multiplicative group I'. We undertook the investigation
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of these fields in a series of publications [ 1 [ 1, [ ] and [ ].
We endeavor to endow these formal algebraic objects with the analogous of classical
analytic structures, such as exponential and logarithmic maps, derivation, integration
and difference operators. Hardy fields, extensively studied by M. Rosenlicht, are the
natural domain for asymptotic analysis. Our investigations thus lead us to analyse the
relationship between Hardy fields and generalised series fields. This paper is a further
step in this direction. In particular, we interprete here some key ideas of [ ]in the
formal setting of generalised series.

In|[ ], we proved that if I" # 0, then K cannot be endowed with a logarithm (i.e.
an isomorphism of ordered groups from its multiplicative group of positive elements
onto its additive group). We established however that IK always admits a pre-logarithm,
i.e. a non surjective logarithm. In this paper, we take a closer look at this aspect. We in-
vestigate how to endow KK with a (non surjective) logarithm /, which moreover satisfies
some natural properties such as commuting with infinite products of monomials.

In[ ], we studied derivations on KK and introduced in particular Hardy type deriva-
tions (that is, derivations that behaves like derivations in a Hardy field). For the analysis
of the derivations on IK, we worked with the chain of fundamental monomials (®, <) of
I' (see Section 2). We gave a necessary and sufficient condition foramapd : ® —» K
to extend naturally to such a derivation. Here, we investigate compatibility conditions
between the logarithm and the derivation, i.e. when the logarithmic derivative is the
derivative of the logarithm.

In[ 1, the first author described the exponential closure IKE- of (K, /). Here we
show how to extend such a log-compatible derivation on K to IKF. This exponential
closure IKFL is an infinite towering extension, starting with a pre-logarithmic series
field, i.e. a generalised series field endowed with a pre-logarithm (see Definition 2.7).
Thus we begin in Section 3 by proving a criterion for a derivation on a pre-logarithmic
series field to be compatible (see Proposition 3.8). This result is applied in Section 4.
There, the main Theorem 4.10 deals with a Hardy type series derivation d, and gives
sufficient conditions on d to define a d-compatible pre-logarithm. This pre-logarithm is
constructed by a process of “iterated asymptotic integration” of the logarithmic deriva-
tives (Lemma 4.13). This process is based on the computation of specific asymptotic
integrals, which we do in Section 4.1. This allows us to provide many examples in Sec-
tion 5. In Section 6, given some pre-logarithmic series field endowed with a Hardy type
derivation, we show how to extend it to the corresponding exponential closure. Note
that this has been considered for fields of transseries in [ , Ch. 4.1.4]. However,
our pre-logarithmic field (IK, /) does not necessarily satisfy Axiom (T4) of [ , Def-
inition 2.2.1]. The last Section 7 is devoted to the questions of asymptotic integration
and integration on EL-series fields.

In forthcoming papers, we extend our investigations to study Hardy type derivations
on the field of Surreal Numbers [ ], and investigate difference operators on gen-
eralised series fields.



2 Preliminaries.

We summarize notation and terminology from [ ]. Recall the following corollary
to Ramsey’s theorem [ ]:

Lemma 2.1 Let T be a totally ordered set. Every sequence (Y,)nen C I has an infinite
sub-sequence which is either constant, or strictly increasing, or strictly decreasing.

2.1 Hahn groups.

Definition 2.2 Let (D, <) be a totally ordered set, the set of fundamental monomials.
Consider the set H(®) of formal products vy of the form

y = l_[ ¢

¢e Supp vy

where v, € R, and support of y, supp y := {¢ € @ | y4 # 0}, is an anti-well-ordered
subset of ®. We will refer to v, as the exponent of ¢. Multiplication of formal products
is pointwise, and H(®) is an abelian group with identity 1. We endow H(®) with the
anti lexicographic ordering < which extends < of ®. Note that ¢ > 1 for all ¢ € ©.
The totally ordered abelian group H(®) is the Hahn group over ®, which elements
are called the (generalised) monomials. The set @ is the rank. By Hahn’s embedding
theorem [ ], every ordered abelian group I' with rank @ can be seen as a subgroup
of H(®).

From now on, we fix a totally ordered set (D, <) and a subgroup T of H(®).

Definition 2.3 The leading fundamental monomial of 1 # y € I"is LF(y) := max(supp ),
and LF(1) := 1. This map verifies the ultrametric triangular inequality :

Ya,B €T, LF (af) < max{ LF (@), LF (8)}

The leading exponent of 1 # y € I is the exponent of LF (y). We denote it by LE (y).
For @ €T set |e| := max {@, a1}.

2.2 Generalised series fields.
Below, we adopt our notation as in [ ].

Definition 2.4 Throughout this paper, IK = R ((I")) will denote the generalised series
field. As usual, we write these series a = Z a,a, and denote by 0 the series with
a€eSupp a

empty support. Here Supp a = {@ € ' | a, # 0} is anti-well-ordered in I'.

For a € IK*, its leading monomial is: LM (a) := max (Supp a) € I'. The map LM
K* — T is the canonical valuation on IK. The leading coefficient of a is LC (a) :=
a1M @) € R. For nonzero a € K, the term LC (a) LM (a) is called the leading term of
a, that we denote LT(a). We extend the notions of leading fundamental monomial and



of leading exponent to IK* by setting LF (a) := LF (LM (a)), respectively LE (a) :=
LE (LM (a)).

We extend the ordering < on I' to a dominance relation on KK by setting a < b &
LM (a) < LM (b). We write: a < b & LM (a) = LM (b),and: a ~ b & LT (a) =
LT (b). Leta > 1, b > 1 be two elements of K. a and b are comparable if and only if
LF (a) = LF (b). We also set |a| := | LM (a)|.

The anti lexicographic ordering on IK is defined as follows: Va € K, ¢ < 0 &
LC (a) < 0. We denote as usual IK* := K \ {0}, and K. := {a € IK | a > 0}. Note that
(K., -) is an ordered abelian group.

Remark 2.5 The results in this paper hold for the generalised series field with coef-
ficients in an arbitrary ordered exponential field C [ ] containing R (instead of
R).

2.3 Pre-logarithmic sections.

Definition 2.6 We denote by K=! := {a € K | a < 1} the valuation ring of K. Sim-
ilarly, we denote by K<! := {a € K | a < 1} the maximal ideal of K=!. We have
K<! = R@K<!. We denote by K™! := R ((F>1 )), the subring of purely infinite series.

We will use repeatedly the following direct sum, respectively direct product, decom-

positions of the ordered abelian groups (K, +, <), respectively (K-, -, <) [ , Ch.
1]:

K =K' ® R o K=!

]K>0 = T . R>0 . (1 + K<l)

Definition 2.7 Let K be a field of generalised series.

e The natural logarithm on 1-units is the following isomorphism of ordered groups

[ I
L : 1+K' — K-

l+e€ - Z(—l)"‘li—n S

n>1

e A pre-logarithmic section / of KK is an embedding of ordered groups
[ (T, <) = K, +,9).

e The pre-logarithm on K induced by a pre-logarithmic section / is the embedding
of ordered groups defined by:

1. (K9 - (K, +<)
a=a,a(l +¢,) — Ila):=logla,)+ )+ (1l +e€,)

where log is the usual logarithm on positive real numbers and /; the logarithm
on 1-units. The pair (IK, /) is then called a pre-logarithmic series field.



In particular, we are interested in pre-logarithmic sections that verify the Growth
Axiom Scheme :

Definition 2.8 Let (IK, /) a pre-logarithmic series field. We say that the Growth Axiom
Scheme holds if and only if we have :

(GA) Va €T l(e) < a.

Axiom (GA) is satisfied by non archimedean models of the theory Th(R, exp) of
the ordered field of real numbers with the exponential function (see [ , Ch. 3] for
more details).

3 Pre-logarithms and Derivations.

3.1 Defining pre-logarithms on generalised series fields.

We consider pre-logarithmic sections on a generalised series field KK (see Definition
2.7), which satisfy the following property:

Definition 3.1 A map [ : I’ — K>! is a series morphism if it satisfies the following
axiom:

(L) Va = ]—[ ™ €T, la)= Z asl($).

Pesupp @ PESupp

Note that a series morphism / is in particular a group homomorphism. Moreover, a
series morphism [ is a pre-logarithmic section if and only if it is order preserving (i.e.
for any @ < 8 in I, we have l(@) < I(B)).

We are interested in the following setting: given a map lp, : ® — K\ {0},
we study necessary and sufficient conditions so that /g extends to a series morphism
lr ' - ]K>1 .

Recall the following definition from [ 1:

Definition 3.2 Let 7 be an infinite index set and ¥ = (a;);c; be a family of series in K.
Then ¥ is said to be summable if the two following properties hold:

(SF1) Supp ¥ := U Supp a; (the support of the family) is an anti-well-ordered subset
of I. “

(SF2) For any a € Supp 7, the set S, :={i € I | @ € Supp a;} C I is finite.

Write a; = Z a; @, and assume that F = (a;);; is summable. Then

ael
Zai = Z (Zam)a eK

i€l a€Supp F €S,

is a well defined element of IK that we call the sum of F.



Definition 3.3 Let
lp : ® — K10
A ()
be a map. We say that /5 extends to a series morphism on I' if the following property
holds:
(SL) For any anti-well-ordered subset E' C @, the family (lg(¢))gef is summable.
Then the series morphism /r on I induced by /4, is defined to be the map
Ir: T K!
obtained through the axiom (L) (which clearly makes sense by (SL)).

Note that, if the series morphism I is a pre-logarithmic section, then it extends
to a pre-logarithm / on K. as in Definition 2.7. We are interested moreover in pre-
logarithms which verify (GA) (see Definition 2.8).

In the next Proposition 3.4, we provide a necessary and sufficient condition on a
map lp : ® — K so that the properties (SL) and (GA) hold. (In the sequel, we drop the
subscripts @ and I of /g, and I to relax the notation).

Proposition 3.4 A map | : ® — K"\ {0} extends to a series morphism on T if and
only if the following condition fails:

(HL1) there exists a strictly decreasing sequence (¢,)nen C @ and an increasing se-
quence (A™),en C T such that for any n, A% € Supp I(¢,).

Moreover, such an extension l is a pre-logarithmic section if and only if we have:
(HL2) lis an embedding of ordered sets, i.e. for any ¢ <y € @, 0 < l(¢) < I(Y).
Moreover, such a pre-logarithmic section [ satisfies (GA) if and only if we have:
(HL3) forany ¢ € ®, LF (I(¢)) < ¢.

Proof. Note that (HL1) is the exact analogue of (H1) in [ ], replacing ¢’ /¢ by
[(¢). The proof of the first statement is the exact analogue of the proof of [ ,
Lemma 3.9], replacing ¢’ /¢ by I(¢).

Let @ = 1—[ ¢* € T'. Assume that @ > 1, thus LE(e) > 0. By the first

$esupp
statement, /(@) = Z ayl(¢). Since by hypothesis [/ is order preserving on @, we
$EsSupp @

have LC(l(a)) = LE(@)LC(¢¢) > 0 where ¢y = LF(a), so I(a) > 0.
For (HL3), we consider some monomial & = 1_[ ¢* inT\{1}. Then LM(l(a)) =
¢esupp a
LM( Z apl(¢)) = LM(ag,l(¢0)) where ¢ = LF (@) and ag, > 0. So (@) < a for
PeSupp
any « if and only if, for any ¢y and a4, > 0, l(¢o) < ¢g¢°. This is equivalent to (HL3).
O

Remark 3.5 Asin|[ , Corollaries 3.12 and 3.13], one can give analogous partic-
ular cases of (HL1).



3.2 Compatibility of pre-logarithms and derivations.

We recall the following definition from [ ]:

Definition 3.6 Amap d : K — KK, a — o/, verifying the following axioms is called a
series derivation:

(DO) 1’ = 0;
(D1) Strong Leibniz rule: Ya = 1_[ ¢ el, (o) =a Z a¢¢;;
¢pesupp a ¢pesupp @ ¢

(D2) Strong linearity: Ya = Z a,x €K, a = Z aqa’.
aeSupp a a€Supp a

Here we provide a criterion on the derivation to be compatible with the pre-logarithm:

Definition 3.7 Let (K, /) be a pre-logarithmic field endowed with a derivation d. Then

d is log-compatible if for all a € K>°, we have l(a) = a_. In this case, we shall say

a
the pre-logarithm [ is compatible with the derivation d or that d and / are compatible.

In the case of a series morphism and a series derivation, it is sufficient to verify the
compatibility condition for the fundamental monomials:

Proposition 3.8 Let (I, [, d) be a generalised series field endowed with a series mor-
phism | and a series derivation d. Then d is log-compatible if and only if the following
property holds:

(HL4) V¢ € @, I(¢) = %.

Proof. Leta = a a,(1 + ¢,) € K.g where a = n ¢* and a, € Rsy. Using (L),

PeEsupp @
(D1), (D2), we compute:

[l(oo + log(a,) + Z(—l)"“eﬁ]
k=1

D aylg) +0+ (Z(—l)"‘lef;‘l) ¢

¢esupp k=1

I(a)

On the other hand, we compute: a’ = (@ a,(1 +€,)) = &’a.(1+¢€,) + @ aye€,. Therefore:

’ /

a 1% € ¢
— = —4+—2_ Now,by(DIl): o = =,
a a l+g ow. by (D1): @’ =« Z % ¢
¢esupp a
a Z ¢’ €, Z ¢’ (Jrzw k=1 k-1
So: — = p— + —— = ¥p— + -D)"e " e
a ¢esupp @ ¢ 1+ €a $esupp a ¢ k=1
Consequently: l(a)’ = 9 it and only if% = l(¢p)" for all ¢ € supp a. O
a



4 Pre-logarithms and integration for Hardy type deriva-
tions.

We recall the following definition from [ ]:

Definition 4.1 A derivation d on K is a Hardy type derivation if :

(HD1) the sub-field of constants of KK is R.

(HD2) d verifies I’Hospital’s rule : Ya,b € IK* with a,b * 1 we have
a<bedxb.

(HD3) the logarithmic derivation is compatible with the dominance relation: Va, b €

b
K with |a| > |b| > 1, we have 4 > s Moreover, @ = N if and only if @ and b
a a

are comparable.

4.1 The monomial asymptotic integral.

For the rest of this section, we assume that d is a Hardy type series derivation on K.

Notation 4.2 Set

Vo e @, 69 .= LM(%) , 0= {9(‘7’), ¢ e cp} , and @ := glb. _©

if it exists in I".

’

Adopting the notation of [ 1, we write below: ¥ := {LM (a—); aecK*, a* 1}.
a

We will make use of the following result [ , Theorem 4.3; Corollary 4.4]:

A series derivation on K is of Hardy type if and only if the following condition holds:

2}
(H3’) Vo <y € , 09 < 0¥ and LF (—) <.

)

Definition 4.3 We say that b € K is an asymptotic integral of a € K if ' ~ a,
equivalently if »’ ~ LT(a). We say that b is an integral of a if o’ = a.

Theorem 4.4 A series a € IK* has an asymptotic integral if and only if a ¥ g.L.b. [\.

This theorem is proved for Hardy fields in [ , Proposition 2 and Theorem 1]. As
noted in [ ], it suffices to observe that Rosenlicht’s proof only uses the properties
of what we call a Hardy type derivation in Definition 4.1. If d is moreover a series
derivation, it suffices to consider fundamental monomials as we establish below.



Proposition 4.5 Assume that d is a Hardy type series derivation on K. Let a € K*
with a % 1. Then
LF(a)’)

LF(a)

’

LT (%) - LE(a)LT(

a/

) = LE(a)LC(
a

’ LF ’
More precisely LM (a_) = gLF@) gng LC( (@) )
a

LF() [
In particular, § = g.Lb. WP

Proof. Letl ¥a=a,a+---€ K" witha = ]_[ ¢*. Set ¢p9 = LF(a) = LF(a) and

¢esupp a
ay, = LE(a) = LE(a). We compute:
(l/ =Claa'/+"' =a(,oz(a¢0—6 +...)+... - (aaa¢,0)a—6 4+ ...
$o $o
Therefore: &
a,ay )aLT 20 ,
d\ _LT() (Gee) (¢o) ¢
LT|(—]= = = a4 LT —].
a LT(a) A, do
O
[ , Theorem 1] gives a parametrized family of asymptotic integrals of an

(asymptotically integrable) element a. For a Hardy type series derivations, we com-
pute in Proposition 4.8 below a specific asymptotic integral, which turns out to be a
non monic monomial (i. e. of the form ra with r € R and a € I'), uniquely determined
by a.

Notation 4.6 We call the asymptotic integral computed in Proposition 4.8 below the
monomial asymptotic integral of a, and denote it by a.i.(a).

Lemma 4.7 Let « € T with a # 0. There exists a uniquely determined fundamental
monomial y, € O which satisfies LF (%) = Yq.

Proof. First, suppose that @ > 6. Take a monomial 8 > 1 with @ > % Set ¢ :=
LF(8), so ’% = 6 by Proposition 4.5. Set o := min {ﬂ, %} and ¢¢ := LF(B).

Since 8 > Bo > 1, we have ¢ > ¢, so 89 > 6. We deduce that & > %) and

(07 a a
o) > O] > Bo > 1. If we set ¢; = LF(M), then ¢; > ¢9. We compute:
@ a 6% ) 60 . o
LF(-55) = LF(M.M). By (H3"): LF(M) < ¢1. We obtain: LF(-) =

max {LF(M)LF(%)} =¢;. Sety, := ¢;.



Now suppose that @ < 6. Let a; € I' such that @ < a; < 6. Set ¢o = LF(g), then
ay

a @ ap

M o 0(¢0) — < 1. Set¢1 = LF(

e )) We deduce that ¢; > ¢o, and compute

LF (%) = ¢ as above. Set ¢, := ¢;. This concludes the proof of the existence of

a-

Consider now a monomial @ * 6, and denote ¢ and ¢, two fundamental monomials
such that LF(HW/ )) y;fori = 1,2. Assume for instance that /| < ,. We would have

a Y gD
LF(HW/)) (M'Hﬂﬁz)) Uo. SmceLF(H(w)) lﬂ1,wewou1dhaveLF(H(w))
yry, which contradicts (H3’). o

Proposition 4.8 Let a € K* with a * 6, and set @ := LM(a). Then:
o

al(a) = " and ai.(a) = LC(a)a.i.(a)
L (55 ) (2]
Proof. Below, set m := a.i.(a) = ad - .
LE( @ )Lc(ﬂ)aw
OWa) Vo

Since LF(m) = LF (%) = o, using Proposition 4.5, we compute:
LT(ﬁ) - LE(m)LT(@)
m Vo

. a
Since LE(m) = LE (W) , We compute:

LT(m') = mLE(m)LT(%) = — 7 .LE(@(C.ZH))LT(%) -,
e (g)r 5
as desired.
Denote b := a.i.(a). We have: LT()’) = LT (LC(a)m’) = LC(a)LT (m’) = LC(a)a =
LT(a), as desired. a

Notation 4.9 In the sequel, to simplify the notations, we will write ¢ instead of ¢, (of
Lemma 4.7) if the context is clear.

4.2 Constructing pre-logarithms as anti-derivatives.

In the following theorem, we give a criterion for (I, d) to carry a pre-logarithm, com-
patible with the derivation. Moreover, we will require this pre-logarithm to be induced
by a pre-logarithmic section which is a series morphism. The construction relies on the

7

computation of the anti-derivatives of % ¢ed.

10



Theorem 4.10 Letr d be a Hardy type series derivation on IK. There exists a unique
pre-logarithmic section | on IK which is a series morphism, for which the induced pre-
logarithm is compatible with the derivation, if and only if the following two conditions
hold:

~ ¢’
1. 60¢ Supp —;
s s

2. Vo € ®, V19 € Supp %, ai.(t®) > 1.

Moreover, this pre-logarithm verifies (GA).

Proof. To define a pre-logarithm / on KK, it suffices to define a pre-logarithmic sec-
tion / on I. We set /(1) := 0. By (D1), for any @ = 1_[ ¢% e T'\{1}, we have

¢esupp a
¢ - Z ad)(ﬂ. Assume that for any ¢ € @, there exists I(¢) € K>' such that
¢esupp «
(HL4) holds, i.e. I(¢) = ¢— (The proof of the existence of such I(¢) € K> will

be established below). We apply Proposition 3.4 to extend / to a series morphism on
I'. Suppose, as in (HL1), that there exists a strictly decreasing sequence (¢,),eny C P
and an increasing sequence (1"),ay C T such that for any n, A € Supp I(¢,). By
(HD2), 7™ := LM((A™)) defines an increasing sequence in I" such that for any n,

7™ € Supp % This implies that [ , (H1)] holds, contradicting the fact that d is a
series derivation. Therefore, for any « € I', we can indeed define l(@) := Z asl().
Pesupp

Note that by (HD2), (HL2) holds. Thus / would be the pre-logarithmic section in-
duced by the given / on ®. Furthermore, this series morphism / is compatible with the
derivation (Proposition 3.8).

It remains to prove the existence of such I(¢) € IK>'. We adapt to our context [Kuh,
Theorem 1], with the ”spherically complete” ultrametric space (K, u) where u(a, b) :=
LM(a - b), and the map f :=d.

Lemma 4.11 ([ ], Theorem 1) Let ¢ € ®. We suppose that for any a € K with

a + %, there exists b € IK such that:

(AT1) LM (b’ - ¢—’) > LM (a’ - ¢—)
¢ ¢

(AT2) Vce K, ifLM(a —¢) > LM (a — b), then LM (a’ — ¢’) > LM (a’ - %)
Then there exists I(¢) € KK such that I(¢)’ = %

11



7

Proof. Leta € K. By (D1) and (D2), we can denote LT (a’ - %) = com'@) for some

’

co €R, € SuppaU{l},d e suppaU (¢} and 7 € Supp 3

Claim 4.12 Provided Hypothesis 1 and 2 of Theorem 4.10, we consider @ € I, a * 1.

Then any monomial B = at® € Supp (@) (where ¢ € supp a and @ ¢ Supp % by

(D1)) admits an asymptotic integral. Moreover, 3 = LF(a) and LE(B) = LE(a).
ar®
Indeed, by Lemma 4.7 and Proposition 4.8, we show that LF o | = . Sety :=
LF(a), therefore v > $. Denote by i the unique fundamental monomial such that
@ o @
LF[T—~) = ¢ (which exists since 7? % § by Hypothesis 1). Since T by
oW )
. - oW
Hypothesis 2, we have ¢ < ¢. Consequently, ¥ < ¢, so LF ) < ¢ by (H3’). Then,

using the ultrametric triangular inequality for LF, we compute:

ar® 7@ g
LF yoR =LF ) =LF(a) =y and LE(B) = LE(a).

Consequently, cort™® admits an asymptotic integral monomial. To conclude the proof
of (AT1), it suffices to set b := a — a.i.(coat®).

Concerning (AT2), we consider ¢ € KK such that

ar®

VTR

at®Y . L
( ) ]} = ar¥ =LM(a - E)

Note that I(¢) is defined up to addition by a real constant. We choose the I(phi)’s so
that this real constant is zero, i.e. 1 ¢ Supp l(¢).

We prove now that I(¢) € IK>! for any ¢ € ®. Suppose not, and denote by A the
greatest monomial in Supp /(¢) such that 2 < 1. Then, LM (") = 1%, where y =

LM (a - ¢) > LM (a - b) = LM (a.i.(coar?)) =

By (HD2), we have:

LM(d' -¢')>1M

O

LF(1). We consider two cases. Either 10" = t € Supp %, which is impossible since

7

a.i.(r) > 1 by Hypothesis 2. Or 1% = A% for some A > 1, ¢ € supp A and ¥ € Supp %

meaning that, up to multiplication by a real coeflicient, A is the asymptotic integral
monomial of A#. But, computing a.i. (;l‘?) as in the proof of (AT1) in the preceding
lemma, we obtain: i
oy Ar®
LM [a.l. (/lT):I = W

12



3 1@ ® )
with y = LF(1) = LF(QT—J and LE[T—) = LE(1) > 0. This means that

a.. (;l%) > 1: contradiction.

To conclude the proof of the theorem, we show that the pre-logarithm is uniquely deter-
mined, and that it verifies (GA). Indeed, let /; and /, be two pre-logarithms compatible

with d, and a € IK.g. So [1(a) = 4 _ lr(a)’, which means that /(a) = L(a) + ¢ for
a

some ¢ € R. Butif wetakea = 1, then/; = [, = log, so [;(1) = [(1) = 0 which implies

that ¢ = 0.

Concerning (GA), since the derivation verifies I’Hospital’s rule (HD2), we observe
(#)

0
that, for any ¢, the leading monomial of /(¢) is ol where i is the fundamental mono-
(¢)

0
mial such that LF(W) =  (exists by Hypothesis 1.). By Hypothesis 2., we have

22
moreover that o) > 1, so ¢ > . Thus, we obtain LF(/(¢)) = ¥ < ¢, as desired. O

In the next result and in its proof, we give a description of the /(¢)’s via a method that
we may call an iterated asymptotic integration.

Corollary 4.13 With the same hypothesis as in Theorem 4.10, for any ¢ € @, if we
denote I(¢) = Z dA € K71, then for any A € Supp I(¢), there is n € N such that:
A€Supp 1($)

) l_[ ) I, o

= —  and d; =
) n
1 0 (ﬂoco,w)
where:

’ (#)
a) %) = 1% ¢ Supp % and ¥ = Y. (Lemma 4.7: i.e. y verifies LF (ﬁ) =y);

’

b) foranyi=2,...,n, c,e»t?) is a monomial ofaifor some ¢; < W with %) < §¥);
i

7@ 4
C) ,80 = LE(W) > 0 and Coy = LC (J)’
LIS k¢

d) foranyk=1,...,n, LF[H W]zlpandLE[l_[ %]=ﬁ0>0.

i=1 i=1
Proof. Let ¢ € ®. We set the iterated asymptotic integration of ¢ as being the fixed
point of the following map f (we prove below that such a fixed point is well defined,

unique and equal to /(¢)). Given a series [ = Z d,A (which can be thought as an

AeS
approximation of /(¢)), by (D1) and (D2) we have:

o-=5-r= 3 ¥ ¥ @

A€Supp (P)\S gesupp A 7D eSupp ¢ /¢

13



Since any of the terms (dléé)./l‘r(&) admits an asymptotic integral monomial (Claim
4.12), we set:

AL([le) - 1) = Z Z Z ai.[(die5).Ar?] and AL(0) :=0.
A€Supp UP)\S gesupp A D eSupp ¢’ /¢

and

f) =1+ AL([ie) - 1]')
Note that I(¢) is a fixed point for f. We adapt to our context [ , Theorem 1]
for the ultrametric u(a, b) := LM(a — b)), provided the fact that (K, u) is spherically
complete:

Lemma 4.14 ([ ], Theorem 1) Since K is spherically complete, any contract-
ing map f : IK — K has exactly one fixed point.

Our map f is contracting. Indeed, given [, [, € K, [} # [, we compute:

f(ll) - f(lz) = 11 —AlL (% - l/l) - lz + AL (% - 1/2)

(i =h)-AL[L-bL)].

Therefore: u[f(l)) — f(l2)] = LM[(l; — L) — AL[(li = L)1l < LM, — L) = u(ly, ).
Consequently, /(¢) is the unique fixed point of f.

To obtain the desired properties for /(¢), we proceed by induction along the iterated
asymptotic integration. We begin with [ = 0. Thus, we compute the asymptotic integral

of any monomial ¢c,» 7 of (ﬂ By Proposition 4.8 and Hypothesis 1, its asymptotic
integral exists and is of the form:

o TY

dA = —
4 ﬂOCO,gZI 9(‘”

where ¢ := Y0, fo := LE (%) and ¢y, = LC (%) Moreover, by Hypothesis 2,
A > 1 as desired.
We consider now f"(0) for some n € N which we denote by the series [ = Z dyAa,

supposing that properties a) to d) hold for it. Then any term in [I(¢) — ]’ is of the form

_ ~ (H:l: C.,(mn) Co (25 @90\ .
(da8g). AT = —(B:)cw)n []_[ ZW]T(@

i=1

where ¢ € supp 4, 0 ¢ < ¥, and &;7? is a monomial of Supp i with 7@ < ¢%). By

Proposition 4.8, Claim 4.12 and the induction hypothesis, its asymptotic integral is:

~ d/laf) A (H?jll CT(w,')) n+l (%)
G = ey 89~ n+1nW
070y (ﬁoco,w)

i=1

where ¢, := (Z), @) = 7@ anq Crpen := Cg. Note that LF (d;l;l) =y and LF (d;l;l) =
Bo > 0, which implies that d;1 > 1 as desired. O
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5 Pre-logarithms and derivations induced by decreas-
ing automorphisms.

5.1 Decreasing automorphisms and monomial series morphisms.

Definition 5.1 Let (®, <) be a chain. A decreasing endomorphism o of @ is an order
preserving map o : © — @, such that for all ¢ € ©, o(¢) < ¢. If this map is surjective,
we call it a decreasing automorphism.

Remark 5.2 Note that, if @ has a decreasing endomorphism, then it has necessarily
no least element. It would be interesting to characterize linear orderings which admit a
decreasing endomorphism.

Definition 5.3 A pre-logarithm on KK is monomial if its restriction to the fundamental
monomials has its image in the monomials:

[: D — RT.

In[ , Proposition 5.2], we study derivations on IK that are also called mono-
mial (i.e. such that their restrictions to the fundamental monomials have their image in
the monomials), and we prove that:

Proposition 5.4 A monomial derivation d extends to a Hardy type series derivation on
K if and only if the condition (H3’) holds.

Here we prove that:

Proposition 5.5 Let d be a monomial Hardy type series derivation on K. Assume
that the set ©® = {9(¢), ¢ e CD} has no least element. Then there exists a unique pre-
logarithmic section | on I which is a series morphism, for which the induced pre-
logarithm is compatible with the derivation. Moreover, this pre-logarithm verifies
(GA).

Proof. We just need to check the hypothesis of Theorem 4.10. Indeed, for any ¢,
0¥ # 6, which implies that assumption 1. of Theorem 4.10 holds. We compute now:

2 () 1 o)
a.i.(0?) = =

0@ v 0@ )
LE(—)LT(E) LE(W)LC(W/))

($)

0
with LF (W) = ¢ (as in Lemma 4.7 with @ = #9). Since d is a Hardy type

2}
derivation, by (H3’) we have: LF (W) < max{¢, y} for any ¢ # . Consequently,
¢ = max{¢, ¥} > ¢, which implies also that 6 > 6%, Assumption 2 of Theorem 4.10

holds, as desired. m]
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Example 5.6 We define the basic prelogarithmic section on K by :

([ Jer =) 70

ped ped

Here (SL) is readily verified. The basic prelogarithmic section / does not satisfy (GA)
(e. g. I(¢) = ¢ ). To remedy to this problem, we fix a decreasing endomorphism

o0 - ],

We define the prelogarithmic section /, induced by o as follows:

A [0 =) ve0@).

Pcd IS

The induced prelogarithm (given in Definition 2.7) is denoted by /,. We leave it to
the reader to verify that /, satisfies (GA) (see [ , Ch. 3] for more details).

As an elementary but important illustration, take the following chain of infinitely in-
creasing real germs at infinity (applying the usual comparison relations of germs) :

O := {exp"(x); n € Z}

where exp” denotes for positive n, the n’th iteration of the real exponential function,
for negative n, the |n|’s iteration of the logarithmic function, and for n = 0 the identical
map. The restriction of the (germ of the) natural logarithmic function log to ® is such
an embedding 0. We leave it to the reader to verify that its lifting as a pre-logarithm on
K, extends the logarithmic function on the rational functions field R(exp”(x), n € Z).

5.2 Defining a compatible monomial derivation from a series mor-
phism.

We study now the converse situation of Proposition 5.5. We consider the chain (@, <)
endowed with a decreasing automorphism o, and the induced pre-logarithm /,. We
want to know when we can define a log-compatible Hardy type series derivation on KK,
and describe it.

Definition 5.7 Given an ordered chain (®, <), an element ¢ € ® and an decreasing
endomorphism o : © — @, we call:

o the Z-orbit of ¢: O(p) = {oX(¢) | k € Z};

o the convex orbit of ¢: C(¢) = {y € @ | Ik € N, o¥(¢) < ¥ < 7K (9)}.

e For any a = 1_[ ¢* € T, any ¢ € @ and any binary relation R € {<, <, >, >},

Pesupp @
we denote S, = {¢ € supp @ | Ry}, and define the corresponding truncation of « as

Trgy (@) := ]_[ ¢

PeSy

Notation 5.8 Given a family ¥ C @ of representatives of the convex orbits of @, given
¢ € F, wedenote Sy 4 := (Y € ® | ¢ <Y <o (P}, and S := U S o
PeF
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Proposition 5.9 Let o be a decreasing automorphism on ®, and 1, the induced pre-
logarithm. There exists a log-compatible monomial Hardy type series derivation on KK
if and only if there exists a map ® — T, ¢ — 689, such that:

6w © i
M) forany ¢ <y € ®, Trsc, (W) =Tryc, [l_[ ‘T]E’Z; ] with in particular,
o

2
b oi(¢)

Moreover, given a family F of representatives of the various convex orbits of ®, such
a derivation d is unique up to the definition of the corresponding map Sy — R* - T,
¥ 1,09 (for arbitrary t, € R*). In particular, when ® admits only one convex orbit,
say Cg, then d is unique up to the definition of 6” € T, and t, € R* for y € ® with
L ())
k(@)

J=1

forany k € N, g @) =

& <Y < o). More precisely, we have 6% = ¢ l_[
k=1

Proof. By Proposition 5.4, the existence of a monomial Hardy type series derivation
on KK reduces to the existence of a map d : ® — R*I" such that (H3’) holds. By
Proposition 3.8, such a series derivation is log-compatible if and only if (HL4) holds,
which means, in the monomial case, that for any ¢ € @, (o(¢)) = % = t¢.6(¢). But,
o

(@) = top).0 7P c(¢) by definition. Therefore, we obtain 1,4).0 " = t¢'?¢)’
¥

and by induction, for any k € N* , tak((,,).e("*("’)) = ty.——and ta-k(@.@(”_k(@) =
IT j=1 o/ (P)

k-1
15.09 1_[ o7/(¢) . Now, consider ¢ € @ such that ¢ < ¢ < o' (#), s0 c*(¢) < (W) <
j=0

) oW 2]
a""l((p) for any k € N. We deduce that

o ST oo < T and
nj:1 o/ (¢) nj:1 ol(y) nj:1 ol(¢)

0w L i(g)
oo 1 Laiw)

6 7 ol(9)
= 99 L o)

equivalently 1 < < oX(¢). By letting k tends to +co, we deduce that

< x for all y € C4. For ¢ € @ such that c%(¢) < ¢ < 7% 1(¢),

B ow g g L (4

ok — — | | J )
we set ¥ := o*(). Then, o) o) 69 | a/(y) TR We are reduced to the
j:

preceding case. Finally, assume that C, < Cy, i.e. for any k,/ € N, o7%(¢) < o(y).

(@) v Z
By (H3’), we have LF( ) = LF| ——— | < &*(¢¥), which implies that
6@ 09 Ty /(@)
()
LF [m) < Cy. To conclude, it suffices to note that, in the present case,

17



W) 11
Tr,. - = /().
>Cy {1;[ O'/(¢)] 1:1[
Conversely, suppose now that there is a map ® — T, ¢ > 69, such that Condition (M)
holds. We set 74 := 1 for any ¢ € ®. It remains to verify that (H3") and (HL4) hold for

suchamapd: ® - T, ¢ ¢ = 609¢p. Condition (HL4) holds since, for any ¢ € O,
2] ’
o(@) = 67 Dg(¢) = Tq&)o-(d)) % For (H3”), we consider ¢ < y € @, and deduce

2] oW
from (M) that: LF(0(¢)) o) < ¢, and LE(M) 1>0.

Concerning the second part of the statement of the proposition, we observe from the
’ ’
preceding proof that, whenever we fix ¢ = t¢.6("’), this determines the values of v for

any ¥ € O(¢). Then note that S¢ 4 is a family of representatives of the Z-orbits included
in C(¢). Therefore, (Sg 4)ger is a partition of @, and Sy is a family of representatives
of the Z-orbits of ®. ]

5.3 Examples.

1. Our purpose is to illustrate Proposition 5.9, in particular when the chain ® =
{¢; | i € Z} is isomorphic to Z. Let n € N* be given. We consider the correspond-

ing automorphism o of @ defined by ¢; — ¢;_,. For instance, we set #¢0) := 1.
In order to build a log-compatible monomial Hardy type series derivation on IK, we
k-1
(oK (o)) (Pin) (o*($0)) (P—kn) 1
have to set 0 0) = §\P) = l_[¢1n, and 67 %) = @@t .= — for any
1=0 [Ti=1 ¢-n
+00 ¢'l
k € N. Furthermore, for any j € {1,...,n — 1}, we have to set 9 .= 1_[ f
~in
I=1
k-1
& y - I
Then, for any k € N, §© @) = g .= 1_[ bictn l—[¢j+ln = M and
= =ln 1o I= 1¢ In

ol i T, 6-in | P
As an illustration with germs of real functions at +co, consider for any i € Z, ¢y; :=
log_”l(x) (with logo(x) = x), and ¢y = log_"’f1 og(x), where g is a (ultimately
positive and differentiable) half compositional iterate of exp (i.e. g o g(x) = exp(x):

+00
9@ — goran) 1—[ diim 1 B Hl:k+l ®j-in

see [ , Section 6]). The automorphism of the chain ® is the usual real logarithmic
function. We have: o(¢;) = ¢;1». By applying the usual derivation with respect to
’ k-1
x, for any k € N*, we compute: % = exp(x) expz(x)n-expk"(x) = l_[qﬁzl, and
2k i=0
’ k
¢—2k _

_ 1_[ ¢_;. Concerning the fundamental monomial with
bk logh(x)-- log(x)x -

’ +00
Do L Hz:—k+1¢1—21 _

Poks1 | Y

odd indexes, following Proposition 5.9, we have to set:

18



[ log™! og(x) and P ort ,: [1i51 12 _ [T log"! og(x) In particular
M tog™ 7 oo 1S ¢ s logtt - '

g0 ¢ Mo flod esto

g o [ bu L logle)

It would be interesting to investigate the possible analytic meaning of such a formal

definition for the derivative of g.

2. The purpose now is to provide a general example illustrating Proposition 5.9, with
a uniform definition for the 6¥’s. Let (®, <) be a chain endowed with a decreasing

+00
automorphism o : ® — ®. Set #¥ := nak(qb) and 1, = 1 for any ¢ € ®. These
k=1
" _rew
momomials verify (M), since for any ¢ < ¢ € O, we have — = .
y (M) yo<u o ];[Uk(@
In the case of germs of real functions described at the end of Example 5.6 (O = Z), the
present one can be seen as a limit case. Indeed, instead of differentiating with respect
to the variable x, one may differentiate with respect to ¢;, with i — —oco. This can
be viewed as a differentiation with respect to a variable p dominated by all the ¢’s in
®: p < ®. In other words, differentiation with respect to a translogarithm (i.e. the
compositional inverse of a transexponential: see [ D.

6 Derivation on EL-series field

We consider K endowed with a pre-logarithm /. The exponential-logarithmic series
(EL-series for short) field (IKE", log) corresponding to the pre-logarithmic series field
(K, 1), is built as an infinite towering extension of IK, namely its exponential closure
(see below, [ ] and [KT] for details). Given a log-compatible series derivation d
on KK, the purpose of this section is to show how to extend d to a log-compatible series
derivation (also denoted d) on IKKE. If we assume moreover that d is of Hardy type,
then so will be its extension.

6.1 The exponential closure of a pre-logarithmic series field.

Recall that the pre-logarithmic section [ : T' — K”! is an embedding of ordered
groups. We denote by " = IK>! \ [(T") the set complement of /(T') in K>!, and by " = el
a multiplicative copy of it (the choice of e as abstract variable will result obvious from
the definition of the new pre-logarithm /# below). We endow the later with an ordering
<:Vehe €T, ¢ < e’ © a < b. Then we define a new group I'¥ = T' U T with
the following multiplicative rule: if of, 8% € I'* both belong to I', multiply them there;
similarly if they both belong to T. If of = @ € Tand 8% = ¢* € T (i.e. a € I), then set
a B¢ := @+ Therefore I'* is a group extension of I'.

We extend also [ to the following isomorphism:

Foo@h) - X4
af b
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by defining lfr := [, and for any of = ¢* € T, IF(a¥) := If(¢*) = a. Subsequently, we
endow I'* with the ordering < defined as the transfer of the ordering < on IK>'. Hence
it extends the ordering < on T

We set K* := R((T'*)), and the corresponding (KH=<!, (KH<!, (K*)"! as before. Note
that IK”!  (K#)"!, so # : T% — (IK¥)"! is a pre-logarithmic section. We extend it to a
pre-logarithm 7* on IK¥ as in Definition 2.7.

Repeating this process, we obtain inductively the n* extension of (IK, [), denoted by
(]Kﬁ”, lﬁ"), n € N. The corresponding EL-series field is defined as follows:

Definition 6.1 Set KF- = U K" and log = U 1", We call (IKEL, log) the EL-series
neN

neN
field over the pre-logarithmic field (K, /).
Note that log : (IKFF)>?,.) — (IKEL, +) is then an order preserving isomorphism. We
denote by exp = log™! its inverse map.
6.2 Extending derivations to the exponential closure.

Consider a strongly linear (i.e. which verifies (D2)) and log-compatible derivation d on
K. We show how to extend d to the corresponding EL-series field IKE-. Note that this

has been considered for fields of transseries in [ , Ch. 4.1.4]. However, our pre-
logarithmic field (IK, /) does not necessarily satisfy Axiom (T4) of [ , Definition
2.2.1].

Theorem 6.2 The strongly linear and log-compatible derivation d on K extends to a
strongly linear and log-compatible derivation on IK®*, and this extension is uniquely
determined. Moreover, if d is of Hardy type, then so is its extension to IKEL.

To prove the theorem, we proceed by induction along the towering extension pro-
cess. Hence (IK, 1) represents from now until the end of this section, for simplicity of
the notations, (IK*, ") for some n € N. We suppose I endowed with a strongly linear
and log-compatible derivation d, and require that its extension to IK* (also denoted by
d) is also strongly linear and log-compatible:

Lemma 6.3 For any a* = Z aaua/’i e K¥, if we set
ateSupp at

dah =@t = ) agal@y,
ateSupp at

then d is well-defined. Moreover, d is the unique strongly linear and log-compatible
derivation on IK* that extends d.

Furthermore, if d is a Hardy type derivation on K, then so it is on K*.
Proof. Consider a* = Z ainozti € K*. For any of € Supp of, we denote o = « if

ateSupp at
ot e I', and of = e forsomea e [ifaf €T, Then, by definition, we have:
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(a*y = Z aﬁo/ + Z aﬁaa’e".

a€(Supp ah)nl’ e*e(Supp at)nl"

If we denote a = Z apa € K™ and o’ = Z bgB € K, then:

a€eSupp a BeSupp a’
By — | i a+l(B)
(a®y = aya’ + a,.bge .
a€(Supp at)nl’ ete(Supp af)nI" BESupp @’

First, we verify that (aﬂ)’ is well-defined. We set S := (Supp aﬁ) NT, and § :=
(Supp a*) N T". Observe that S and S are anti-well-ordered subsets of I' and I" respec-
tively. Hence, if we set S := I*(S), then § is anti-well-ordered in (IK™!, <). The first
sum is the derivative of Z aga, which is an element of K. By the induction hypoth-

aesS
esis, it is well-defined. For the second sum, we have to show that the family (a’e®),¢

is summable (see Definition 3.2). As noted above, the elements of the support of this
family are of the form e“*'®, where a € § and 8 € Supp «’. Hence, to proceed by
contradiction, we suppose that there is an increasing sequence ¢y < ¢; < ¢ < -+ of
elements of K with ¢, := a, + [(8"), a, € S, B™ € Supp d,, for any n. Consider the
corresponding sequence (a,),en. Since S is anti-well-ordered in K*!, it cannot have
an increasing subsequence. Moreover, if it had a stationary subsequence, we would
have a corresponding increasing subsequence of [(3")’s. Since [ is order preserving,
we would have an increasing subsequence of 8,’s, all of them belonging to the sup-
port of a same aj, , contradicting the induction hypothesis. Therefore, by Lemma 2.1,
there is a strictly decreasing subsequence a;, > a;, > a;, > ---. Since the correspond-
ing sequence ¢, < ¢;, < --- is increasing, we must have /(8%) < [(8%)) < ---, and
equivalently 8 < g0V < ... Subsequently, we observe that:

@)

. ) (i)
Vk<leN, 0<a;—a,<I(B7)-1BW) = z(ﬂ )

ﬂ(fk)

with B € Supp a/ and B € Supp ;. By the induction hypothesis, we denote
iy

B = aliylin) where @' € Supp a;, and y € Supp ( 5 = Supp (@Y for any
a n

) lg(iz) o ),(i/)
n € N. We observe that o™ e ™! since q; € K™, and I|5— | = 1| — | +1| & | for
" B0 o) (0
any k, [. Consider the sequence (a'),cy. If it had a strictly decreasing subsequence,
we could define the series @ = Z o™ But the corresponding increasing subsequence
neN
of (B"),ca would be included in Supp &', contradiction. Neither can (a'),oy have any
stationary subsequence. Indeed, the corresponding increasing subsequence of (8%),.en
would be included in Supp (@Y for a ﬁxed no. Hence, by Lemma 2.1, (@), has
a strictly increasing subsequence, say (@")),cy. Observe now that:

YO gl

Vk<leN, 1<*—
'y(]l)

3

= o
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y(jk) ol ) .
It implies that 0 < [{——] < I|—— | < (@) (since aU¥ € T™!). But, since [ ver-
D alUK)

) ) ol )

ifies (GA), we also have l(aU?) < @”. Therefore, I —5 ] < '), which implies

o0

vy , . ) ,

—| < o\, We obtain that I|=—] < o\, But, we deduce from (2) that
7(]’) ﬁ(u)

a;, — a; < o', It implies that the term with monomial ' in a; has been cancelled

by a term in ;. Therefore, @/ € Supp a;,, so 8V € Supp a/. By a straightfor-

that / (

ward induction, we obtain that the strictly increasing sequence (8Y")),y is included in
Supp a; , contradiction. The extension of d to IK* is well-defined.

The proofs that such an extension is a log-compatible derivation follow straightly from
the definitions and are left to the reader.

Moreover, we observe that the extension of d to IK* is uniquely determined by its defi-
nition, since we suppose that it is strongly linear and log-compatible:

ddy =@y = > .

ateSupp at

Suppose now additionally that d is a Hardy type derivation on K. To prove that d
verifies I’Hospital’s rule (HD2) on KK*, it suffices to prove it for its monomials. Hence,
we consider of, 8 € T*\{1} with o* < g%, It means that /*(a*) < FF(8%) in IK”!, which
is equivalent, by the induction hypothesis, to: (o)’ < F#(8¥). Therefore: (af) =
APty < BBl = (B

To determine the subfield of constants of IK¥, suppose now that there exists af =

aiuozﬁ € K \ R such that (aﬁ)’ = 0. We denote as before:
ateSupp at

@y = > daldahy
ateSupp at
Z aﬁa/ + Z agaa’e“

aesS

Z aﬁa' + E‘ZES Z agt,bﬂe“)’l(ﬁ),

a€es aeS BESupp a’

where S := (Supp a*)NI, S := (Supp a®)ni, and § := F#(S). Set a/g := max(Supp a\{1}).
There are two possibilities. Either aﬁ = g € I'. By the induction hypothesis, it implies
that there is 8y € Supp «;,. So the corresponding term in (a*)’ must have been cancelled
by the leading term of the second sum. Or ag = ¢% for some ayp € I". Then there
exists @p := LM(ap) > 1 and By := LM(&,,) # 0 (by the induction hypothesis). So
e+l i the leading monomial of the second sum. The corresponding term in (a*)’

must have been cancelled by the leading term of the first sum, say 3. Therefore, in the
e”o”(ﬁo)
=1.

two cases, there must be an equality eolBo) = Bo, which is equivalent to:
0
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A

eao*—l(ﬁo) R ~ Bo
= e 0t Bo)-lB0) g6 we should have ag + I(Bo) — I(Bo) = ag + l(ﬂ—) =0,
0

Bo
which is absurd since aq € I = K™ \ I[(ID).
It remains to prove (HD3) on K*. We consider af, b € Ky with Iaﬁl > Ib#I > 1. Note

But

1 1
that, by replacing a* and b* by —af, 0 and —b*, iﬁ respectively, we still have
a
@y o
and
at bt
suppose without loss of generality that a* > b* > 1. Consequently, I*(a*) > F(b*) > 0

#y/ 120%
in K. This implies that % =P = F(bPY = (b_ﬁ)‘ Moreover, af >> bf > 1 if and
a

aty Yy
==

Ianl > Ib’il > 1, and the leading monomials of

are preserved. So we can

only if #(a*) > I*(b%) in I, which means that (_n = Iy > PPy
a

This concludes the proof of Lemma 6.3, and so the one of Theorem 6.2. m]

7 Asymptotic integration and integration on EL-series

Let (K, /,d) be a pre-logarithmic series field endowed with a strongly linear and log-
compatible Hardy type derivation d. Recall that § := glb. < {H(¢), @€ CD}, when-

ever it exists in I'. In particular, in the case where d is a series derivation, 6 =

’

glb. _ {LM (a—); acK*, a * 1} (see Proposition 4.5).
a

Theorem 7.1 Let (IKEL, log, d) be the induced differential EL-series field as in Theo-
rem 6.2. A series a € IKE admits an asymptotic integral if and only if a * 6.

Proof. Recall that the induced derivation d on IKE is itself strongly linear, log-compatible
and of Hardy type (Theorem 6.2). We proceed by induction along the towering exten-
sion construction of IKEL. The initial step is given by Theorem 4.4. Consider (K, I, d)
as in the statement of the theorem. We want to show that its extension (IK*, I*) veri-
Y .
fies g.lb. _ {LM(%); at e KA\{0}, a* % 1} = 0 (indeed, we will then obtain the
a
desired result by applying Theorem 4.4 to IK* = R((I*))). Let 1 % a* € IK¥\{0}. We

B/ 1N
denote of := LM(d"). By (HD2), LM((a ) ) = LM ((a ) ) There are two possibili-

at o

By 3
(aﬁ))>g' Or ot = ¢* e T for some

ties. Either of = @ € I, which implies that LM(
(04

(aty
of

a €' = K""\I(I'). We denote @ := LM(a). Then LM( ) =LM(a) = LM(') =

’ ’ #\r
aLM((Q) ) Since LM((Q) ) >0, and @ > 1, then LM((Q ;i) ) > 6. Therefore, by in-
a a fe%
duction we obtain that 6 = g.lb. _ {LM (Ci) cae ]Kﬂ”\{O}, a * 1} for any n € N,
a
- @'y, . EL . .
sof= glb. _{LM|—|[; a € K*\{0}, @ % 1} as desired. O
a
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Denote TPl := LM(KFY) = a0 T

Corollary 7.2 The EL-series field XF" is closed under integration if and only if 6 ¢

IEL,

Proof. By [Kuh, Theorem 55 and 56], it suffices to prove that & ¢ '™ implies that
any element of IKE" has an asymptotic integral, which was proved in the preceding

theorem. O
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