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ON THE COMPUTATION OF ALL EXTENSIONS OF A p-ADIC
FIELD OF A GIVEN DEGREE

SEBASTIAN PAULI* AND XAVIER-FRANCOIS ROBLOT

ABSTRACT. Let k be a p-adic field. It is well-known that k has only finitely
many extensions of a given finite degree. In [Kr66], Krasner gives formulae for
the number of extensions of a given degree and discriminant. Following his
work, we present an algorithm for the computation of generating polynomials
for all extensions K/k of a given degree and discriminant.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let p be a fixed prime number. Let Q, denote the field of p-adic rational numbers
and fix an algebraic closure @p of Qp. For k a finite extension of Q, the description
of the lattice of extensions of k in @p is an important problem in the theory of
p-adic fields.

If we restrict to Abelian extensions, then this description is complete and given
by Local Class Field Theory (see [Se63] for instance). In the general case, such a
description is not yet known. However, since the number of p-adic extensions of a
given degree is finite, it is still possible to ask for a formula that gives the number
of extensions of a given degree, and for methods to compute them. Krasner gives
such a formula [Kr66], using his famous lemma as a main tool. Indeed, his proof is
constructive. It is possible to adapt his methods to get a set of polynomials defining
all of these extensions. This is the aim of our paper.

Note that in [Se78] Serre computes the number of extensions using a different
method in the proof of his famous “mass formula” (which can also be proved by
Krasner’s method [Kr79]).

Let m > 1, d > 0 be two integers, p be the prime ideal of k. In this paper,
we give an algorithm to compute all extensions of degree m and discriminant p<.
In section 2, we explain how the general case can be reduced essentially to the
computation of totally ramified extensions. In section 3, we state Ore’s conditions,
which give all possible discriminants p? of totally ramified extensions of degree
m. In section 4, we introduce an ultrametric distance on the set of Eisenstein
polynomials of degree m. This distance is used in the construction of a set of
polynomials defining all totally ramified extensions of degree m in section 5. In
section 6, we give explicit formulae for the number of totally ramified extensions.
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In section 7, we describe the construction of totally and tamely ramified extensions
since this construction is easier than in the general case. In section 8, we give the
algorithms for the computation of a minimal set of polynomials generating all the
extensions of degree m and discriminant p?. Section 9 contains two examples, and
in section 10 we discuss future developments.

From now on, v, denotes the unique valuation over @p such that v,(p) = 1. The
corresponding non-archimedian absolute value is |z| := p~»(*). We denote the
absolute Galois group of @p /k by G.

2. THE GENERAL CASE

Let K/k be an extension of degree m and of discriminant p? where p is the prime
ideal of k. We can split this extension uniquely into a tower of extensions K/K/k
where K/K is totally ramified, and K/k unramified. Thus the computation of all
such extensions K /k can be split into three steps, namely:

1. Find all the suitable unramified extensions KC/k.

2. For any such extension I, compute all the suitable totally ramified exten-
sions K/K.

3. Deduce all the extensions K/k from the previous two steps.

The second step will be discussed at length in the following sections, because it
is the most difficult step and forms the core of this paper. The first and third steps
are easy and are described below. The computations of the first and third steps
are described algorithmically in section 8.

Assume that [ := [ : k] and n := [K : K], so that [K : k] = m = In. For each
finite value of [, there exists a unique unramified extension of k of degree [. To find
a polynomial generating this extension, we look at random monic polynomials of
degree [ over the residue field of k until we find an irreducible one, say f;(z). Then
any monic lift of this polynomial to k[z] will define K over k. Since easy estimations
give that the ratio of the number of monic irreducible polynomials over the number
of all monic polynomials of degree [ is about 1/l this method is adequate for the
values of [ we are going to deal with. Now, let P be the discriminant of K/IC,
where P is the prime ideal of K. Then the discriminant of K/k is p'*1, so [ must
divide ged(m, d). Further v; must satisfy Ore’s conditions (proposition 3.1) since
K/K is totally ramified.

Hence, in order to compute step 1, check for any positive [ dividing ged(m, d) if
m/l satisfies Ore’s conditions; if so, add the field generated by the polynomial f;(z)
to the list of unramified extensions of k to be considered.

For step 3, let K/k be an unramified extension, as computed in step 1, defined
over k by the polynomial f(z), and let K/K be a totally ramified extension, as
computed in step 2, defined over K[x] by the polynomial g(z). Let 6 be a root of
f. Then we can write

where g;(x) € k[z]. We define the polynomial & to be the resultant in the variable
y of the two polynomials f(y) and Y, g;(y)(z — y)*. It is a polynomial of degree m
in the variable x, and it is the characteristic polynomial in K/k of 6§ + « where «
is a root of g. Since by construction « is a prime element of K (see below) and 6
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generates the residue field of K, it follows that 6 4+ « generates K over k and the
valuation ring of K is Ok[0 + «]. Hence h is irreducible.

3. ORE’S CONDITIONS

Note that for the rest of the paper we focus on the totally ramified extension
K/K of degree n. Let P and e be the prime ideal and the absolute ramification
index of K/Q, respectively. Indeed e is also the ramification index of k/Q,. Let
vp denote the unique valuation defined by vp(x) :=e - vy(x) and 7 an uniformizer
of K for which vp(m) = 1. Let ¢ denote the cardinality of the residue class field of
K.

The possible discriminants for K/K are given by the following criterion (see
[Or26]).

Proposition 3.1 (ORE’S CONDITIONS). Let K be a finite extension of Q, with
maximal ideal P. Given j € Z let a,b € Z be such that j = an+b and 0 < b <
n. Then there exist totally ramified extensions K/K of degree n and discriminant
Prti=lif and only if

min{vp (b)n,vp(n)n} < j <wvp(n)n.

Let j be an integer satisfying Ore’s conditions with respect to n, so 0 < 5 <
vp(n)n, and let j = an + b be the Euclidean division of j by n. The following is
trivial but crucial.

n|j <= b=0 < j=vp(n)n < a=uvp(n).

We now fix such an integer j and turn to the more specific problem of the construc-
tion of all totally ramified extensions K/K of degree n and discriminant P+ —1,
We denote by K, ; the set of all these extensions. Ore’s result tells us that this set
is not empty.

4. EISENSTEIN POLYNOMIALS

A polynomial f(x) =™+ f, 12" 1 4.+ fo with coefficients in the valuation
ring Ok of K is called an Eisenstein polynomial if vp(f;) > 1for 1 < j <n—1 and
vp(fo) = 1. It is well-known that such polynomials are irreducible and generate
totally ramified extensions. Furthermore, the discriminant of the field generated
by such a polynomial is exactly the discriminant of the polynomial. Conversely, if
K/K is a totally ramified extension of degree n, then every prime element of K
is a generating element over K and a root of an Eisenstein polynomial (see [Se63,
chapter 1, §6]).

Let E,, ; denote the set of all Eisenstein polynomials over K of degree n and
discriminant P"*/~1. By the above discussion, the roots of the polynomials in
E, ; generate all the extensions K € K, ;.

For two elements f and g of E,, ;, we set d(f,g) := |f(3)| where § is a root of
g. Let B’ be any root of g and let o € G such that o(3) = #’. Since o is isometric,
we have

(B = le(f(B)] = [f(a(B)] = (B,
hence d(f, g) does not depend on the choice of 8. Observe that

@) =TT =TT 16: -



4 SEBASTIAN PAULI AND XAVIER-FRANCOIS ROBLOT

where 3; (resp. ;) denote the roots of g (resp. f). The last formula is symmetric
with respect to f and g. Thus for any root « of f, the equality |f(8)| = |g(c)]
follows since | f(a)|,|f(8)] € RT. Hence, d(f,g) = d(g, f).

Fix a root « of f and assume that 3 is chosen among the roots of g such that
the distance |3 — «| is minimal. Notice that this distance does not depend on the
choice of a. We have

d(f,9) = 1fB) =] 18— ail.
=1

Now, if |8—«;| # |f—a| then |f—«;| > |f—al and |a—«;| = |a—B+0—a;| = |B—a;].
We have proved

d(f,g) = Hmax{|6 —a, la— a4}
i=1

Let h € E,, ;. Assume that « (resp. 7’) is a root of h such that the distance
|3 — | (vesp. | —+'|) is minimal. Then

atfh) = [[maxta -l la - i}
=1

< Hmax{|a—’y|,|a—ai|}
i=1
< Hmax{maxﬂa—m?|ﬁ—7‘}»|a—az‘|}
i=1
< max { Hmax{|a — B, o — il }, HmaX{Iﬂ =71} e = ai|}}
i=1 i=1
< max{d(f,g),d(g,h)}.

Thus d satisfies the ultrametric inequality. It is clear that d(f, g) = 0 if and only
if f =g. The following result summarizes the properties of d.

Proposition 4.1. Let f, g be two polynomials from the set B, ; of Eisenstein
polynomials of degree n and discriminant P" =1 over K. Then d(f,g) := |f(8)| =
lg(c)| where v (resp. ) is any root of f (resp. g) defines an ultrametric distance
over E,, j. Furthermore, let f,g be two elements of By, j, a = aq, ..., oy the roots
of f, and B one of the roots of g which is closest to cc. Then

d(f,9) = [[max{|5 - al, Jo — ai[}.
i=1

The distance d(f, g) is easily calculated using the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Write f(z) = 2™ + fo_12" '+ -+ fo and g(z) = 2" + g,_12" 1 +
-+ 4+ go, and set

. 1
w = (]Srz%l?rzlfl {vP(gz - fz) + n} .

Then d(f,g) = [P|*.
Proof. Observe
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and since « is a prime element, vp(«) = 1/n. Thus in the above sum all the terms
have different valuations. It follows that the valuation of g(«) is the minimum of
those. (]

5. CONSTRUCTION OF GENERATING POLYNOMIALS

In this section, we construct a finite set of polynomials that generate all the
extensions in K, ;. Let I' be the Galois group of the abelian extension K/k.
Let m > 1 > 1 be two integers, and R, a fixed I'-stable system of representa-
tives of the quotient
PP
We denote by R?"m the subset of those elements of R;,, whose vp-valuation is
exactly [. Thus R, is also I'-stable.
For 1 <i <n —1, define
1) = { max{2 +a — ’U'p(Z:), 1} 1fz < b,
max{l +a—vp(i),1} ifi>b.
Let ¢ be any integer such that
26 n+2j

c>142a+— = .
n n

The reason for choosing these values of (i) and ¢ will become clear presently.
Let Q be the set of n-tuples (wo, ...,wn—1) € K" satisfying

t. ifi=0, (1)
wi €3 Rigy,e fl<i<n—Tlandi#b, (2)
Rib).c ifi=0#0. (3)
To each element w := (wp,...,w,—1) € €, we associate the polynomial A, (z) €

Ox[x] given by
Ay(2) == 2" w12 - w4 wo.

Lemma 5.1. The polynomials A, are FEisenstein polynomials of discriminant
prti—1,

Proof. Since (i) > 1 for all ¢, we have vp(w;) > 1 and (1) gives vp(wp) = 1. Thus,
A, is an Eisenstein polynomial.

Let 5¢ be a root of A,,. Since the discriminant of A, is the norm from K(3)/K
of A (), the second assertion is equivalent to

n+q73—1 b—1
vp(AL () = 2L

=1l4a+——.
n
But A/, (5) = nx""1+ (n—Dw,_12""2+---+w; and vp(A/,(5)) is the minimum
of these valuations since they are all different.
It is straightforward to see by (2) that for i # b
- b—1
vp(iwix ™) >1+a+ —o,
n
and for i =b+#0
b—1
U'p(bwb%b_l) =1l4+a+——:.
n
If b =0, then for 1 <i <n —1 we have

vp(nx" 1) = vp(n) + (n — 1)/n < vp(iwix' 1)
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and therefore vp (AL (5)) = 1 + vp(n) — 1/n as required. If b # 0, then by Ore’s
conditions

vp(na" 1) > vp (bwyp 1),

hence v(A/,(»2))=14a+ (b—1)/n. O

Theorem 5.2 (KRASNER). The set E,, ; is the disjoint union of the closed discs
Dg, ;(Awu,7) with center A, and radius v := |P°| as w runs through €.

Proof. Lemma 5.1 proves that the polynomials A, are indeed elements of E,, ;.
Let w, w’ be two distinct elements of 2 and let ¢ be such that w; # w}. Then

1 1
vp(wi7w§)+ﬁgcfl+ﬁ<c

and thus by lemma 4.2, d(A,, A,/) > r and by the ultrametric property of d the
discs D,, and D, are disjoint.

Now, let f be an element of E,, ; and write f(z) = 2™ + Fac1z™ L4+ 4 fo.
Since f is an Eisenstein polynomial, vp(fo) = 1 and there exists wy € Rj . such
that

fo = Wy (HlOd Pc)
By reasoning as in lemma 5.1, we find that vp(f;) > I(¢) for all ¢ > 0 and that there
exists w; satisfying (2) or (3) such that

fi=w; (mod P°).

Let w := (wo,...,wp—1). We claim that f € D,. We have vp(f; —w;) > ¢ for
1=20,...,n—1. Thus, for all ¢

i
vp(fi —wi) +—>c¢
n
which by lemma 4.2 proves the claim. (]

Corollary 5.3. Let w be an element of Q0 and let 5 be a root of A,(x). Then
the extension K(3) /K is a totally ramified extension of degree n and discriminant
Prti=Ll. Conversely, if K/K is a totally ramified extension of degree n and discrim-
inant P9~ then there exist w € Q and a root 3 of A, (x) such that K = K ().

Proof. The first claim is clear since the polynomials A, belong to E,, ;. For the
second, let o be a prime element in K and denote its irreducible polynomial over }C
by f. Let @« = aq, ..., a, denote the roots of f and let Af be the minimal distance
between « and any other root of f. Then

(@) =]]le—ail < Af - [P/,
i=2
since the «; are prime elements. But
/(@) = [PUr-D/m,

and thus
Af > |7>(j+1)/n|.
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Now, let w € Q be such that d(f, A,) <r = |P¢| and let » denote a root of A,
such that |sr — « is minimal. Then we claim that | — a] < Af, for otherwise

d(f,As) = []max{la -, |a—al}
=1

Y

Hmax{Af, | — |}
i=1

> Af[]le— il = AfIf' ()]
1=2
> |pta/n),

This contradicts |P("+27)/"| > r by the particular choice of ¢. Hence | —a| < Af
and it follows by Krasner’s lemma (see below) that K = (). O

Theorem 5.4 (KRASNER’S LEMMA). Let 3, v be two elements of the algebraic
closure of IC such that the distance between B and v is strictly smaller than the
distance between v and any of its conjugates. Then v € K().

See [Ca86] for a proof.

6. NUMBER OF EXTENSIONS IN K,, ;

We have constructed a finite set of polynomials that generate all the extensions
in K,, ;, namely the set {A,: w € Q}. Nevertheless, for each extension, there are in
general several polynomials A, that generate the same extension. So the number
of extensions is in fact smaller than the number of elements in 2.

The aim of this section is to prove exact formulae for the number of extensions
in K, ;. These formulae are interesting in their own right, but will also be useful
in getting a more efficient algorithm (see section 8 for details).

Theorem 6.1 (KRASNER). Let K be a finite extension of Q,, let P be the prime
ideal of K with e its ramification index and let g be the number of elements in the
residue field of IC. Let j = an + b, where 0 < b < n, be an integer satisfying Ore’s
conditions. Then the number of totally ramified extensions of K of degree n and
discriminant P"H—1 s

la/e] ]
> en/p'
ngqi=t 3 ifb=0,
e = S enfpi G- Lafelen—1)/ple/e1 1
n(g—1)g= 0T g ifb>0

We will prove this theorem in two steps.

Lemma 6.2. The number of polynomials A, where w € €, or equivalently by

theorem 5.2 the number of disjoint closed discs of radius r := |P¢| in E,, ;, is given
by
. 1+Laz/:ej /pt
nc—m—j— en/p
q—1)q =1 if b=0,
#Dmn () = ( ) i~ en +|(i—la/een—1)/ple/eI ! |
nc—n—j— en/p j—la/elen—1)/p
(4-1)%q ifb>0
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Proof. The number of elements in R} . is (¢ —1)¢°~*. For v # b, the number of

elements in R;(,) . is ¢¢"®) and the number of elements in R?(b)# is (q—1) ¢c~1®)—1,

So we have

cf2+(n71)cfni:1 I(v)
1 =) ifb=0

#Ds, (1) =4 17D
c—2+(n—1)c— gl(l(u)—l)

(g—1)%¢q ifb>0
It remains to compute the sum Zz;ll [(v). For b > 0, we get
n—1 b—1 n—1
Z lv)y=n—-14 Z max{1l+a—vp(v),0} + Z max{a — vp(v),0}.
v=1 v=1 v=b

Let 7 > o be two positive integers and let p > 0 be a real number. Then

v=o
vp (v)=i

lp/el =

= > ) (p—ei)
i=0 V=0

vy (V)=1

Lo/e) . T o—1 o—1
= ;(p—ei)qpiJ—{pMJ_{ P JJ{IJZ‘“D'

Using this formula, we find

Zmax{p—vp(u),O} = Z Z max{p — ei,0}
v=o i>0

. ey ) )
VZ:M — -1+ ;(l—ka—ez’)({bpilJ—V;;J)

. L§J(a—ei) an_ 1J - m;llJ ~ {b;lJ N V;—;D

Note that, in the first summation, we can replace |(a + 1)/e] by |a/e] since these
are the same if et @ + 1, and otherwise the term ¢ = (a + 1)/e does not contribute
to the sum since in this case 1+ a — ei = 0. Rearranging and simplifying the sums,
we obtain

b—-1 n—1
Zl(u) = n+b+an—-1)-2- L)LG/QJHJ _a{pta/EJHJ

saon ] - $e 5

@
=1 p
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Since b > 0 by Ore’s conditions we find that v,(n) > |a/e| + 1. It follows that for
all 1 <i < |a/e|] +1, one has |(n —1)/p'| =n/p’ — 1. Thus,

n—1 la/e]
an b—1 ela/e|n en
l(v) = an+b+n—2— L J — —
] ( ) pta/eJ-‘,—l pLa/eJ+1 pLa/eJ+1 P pt
la/e]
B ) la/elen — 1
= n+j—-2- {p[fl/eﬁ-l Z o
The formula for b = 0 can be derived in a similar way. ([

Lemma 6.3. Lett > j+1 be an integer and let s := |[P"TI=140/" | Let 4Dy, (s)
denote the number of disjoint closed discs of radius s in E,, ;. Then the number of

elements in K,, ; is
n

(¢—1)g"=*

Proof. Let 11, ; denote the set of all prime elements of members of K,, ;. Alterna-
tively, II,, ; can be defined as the union of the sets 3\ P? where P is the prime
ideal of some member K of K,, ;. Let x be the map from II,, ; to E, ; that sends
a prime element to its minimal polynomial over K.

Let u = |P!|*/", and let a and 3 be two elements of I,, ; such that |a — 8] < u.
Then o and 3 generate the same field K € K, ; by Krasner’s lemma. Observe we
have d(x(a), x(8)) < u|P*HI=1|1/" = s by the same reasoning as in the proof of
corollary 5.3. Hence, x(Dn(a,u)) C Dg, ;(x(),s), where Dr(a,u) is the closed
disc of center o and radius w in II,, ;. Conversely, let f € E, ; and let o denote

any root of f, so f = x(a). Then it is straightforward to prove, using the same
methods, that Dg, ;(x(a),s) C x(Du(a,u)). Thus, for all a € II,, ;

DEn,j (X(Oé), S) = X(DH(OZ,U)).

Now, the map y is clearly surjective and n-to-one. Furthermore, the inverse image
of x(a) is the set of conjugates of « over K, and since t > j + 1, the closed discs of
radius u centered at the conjugates of « are all disjoint. It follows that the inverse
image of any closed disc of radius s in E,, ; is the disjoint union of n closed discs of
radius w in IL, ;. But, again by the remark above, any such disc is in fact contained
in P\ P? for some K € K,, ;. Thus, the number of disjoint closed discs of radius
w in II,, ; is equal to #K,, ; times the number of disjoint closed discs in P \ P2,
which does not depend on K € K,, ;. This number is easily seen to be equal to

gt=t —¢*2, and so

#K, j = #Dg, ,(s)

#Knjd" " ? (¢ — 1) =n#Dp(s),
and the result is proved. (I

Theorem 6.1 is proven by choosing ¢ such that n + j — 1 4+ ¢ = nc and applying
the two previous lemmas.

7. TAMELY RAMIFIED EXTENSIONS

In this section we let K/K be totally and tamely ramified, i.e., p does not divide
n = [K : K]. The description of totally and tamely ramified extensions of p-adic
fields is well-known (see [Ha69, chapter 16] or theorem 7.2 below). The aim of this
section is to recover this description using the methods developed in the previous
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sections. Notice first the following result whose proof follows directly from Ore’s
conditions.

Proposition 7.1. Let K/K be a totally and tamely ramified extension of degree n.
Then j = 0 and thus the discriminant of this extension is P!, a = b =0, and
one can choose ¢ = 2.

The totally tamely ramified extensions of degree n of K are described by the
following theorem.

Theorem 7.2. Let ¢ be a primitive (¢ — 1)-th root of unity contained in IC, g be
the ged of n and ¢ — 1, and m :=n/g. Then there are exactly n totally and tamely
ramified extensions K/K of degree n. Furthermore, these extensions can be split
into g classes of m K-isomorphic extensions, all extensions in the same class being
generated over IC by the roots of the polynomial

"+ ("
withr =0,...,g— 1.

Proof. We look at the set of generating polynomials defined in section 5. Proposi-
tion 7.1 tells us that j = a = b = 0, and the smallest possible value for ¢ is 2. We
choose R} , := {¢'m with 0 < i < ¢—2} and Ry := R} , U{0}. Then the roots of
the polynomials 2™ + w,_12" " 4 - -+ + wy where w; € Rigfor1 <i<n-1and
wo € R o generate all these extensions K.

We now turn to the extensions K generated by the roots of the polynomials
2" + (' (ie., we take w; = 0 for 1 < i < n —1). Let a be such a root. Then
it is clear that for any integer h, ("o generates the same extension. The minimal
polynomial of ("« is 2™ + (""*ir and one can choose h such that nh +i = r
(mod ¢ — 1) with 0 < r < g. Hence, it is enough to consider only the polynomials
"+ ("m where 0 <r <g-—1.

Now, let ™+ ("7 and =™ + C"/w be two such polynomials where 0 < r, 7’ < g—1
and r # /) and let « (resp. ') be a root of ™ +(" 7 (resp. x"—l—(rlw). Then if o and
o generate the same field, it follows that this field contains a n-th root of ¢"~"". But
this is impossible, since this field contains only the (¢—1)-th roots of unity and r—r’
is not a multiple of n modulo ¢ — 1. So « and &’ generate two distinct extensions
of K. Furthermore, the conjugates of a over K are o, pa, ..., p" ‘o where p is a
primitive n-th root of unity in @p such that p™ = ¢(@=1/9 (recall that m = n/g).
It is clear that o, p™a = (0= V/9¢, .. plo=Dmq = ¢(9=D@=1/94 a]l generate the
same field, whereas o, pa, ..., p™ 'a all generate different extensions. Thus, the
roots of the polynomial z™ + ("7 generate m distinct isomorphic extensions, and
the roots of all of these polynomials generate mg = n extensions. Since we know
that this is exactly the number of totally ramified extensions of degree n of K by
theorem 6.1, this proves that all the totally ramified extensions of degree n of K
are obtained considering only these polynomials, and that the other polynomials
are redundant. (|

8. ALGORITHMS

From the results of the previous sections we know how many extensions in K,, ;
there are and we know how to find a set of polynomials generating all of them. In
this section, we will describe how to use these results to compute a minimal set
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of polynomials generating these extensions. The first algorithm that we need is an
algorithm that will tell us how many distinct isomorphic extensions are generated by
a given polynomial, and whether two polynomials generate isomorphic extensions
or not.

Panayi’s Root Finding Algorithm. Let f, h € Oxz] be two irreducible poly-
nomials of degree n. Let K be a field generated by a root of f. Any root of h
generates a field isomorphic (over ) to K if and only if & has a root in K. Also,
the number of isomorphic fields generated by the roots of f is n/r where r is the
number of roots of f in K.

To count the number of roots in K, we use Peter Panayi’s root finding algorithm
[Pa95].

Lemma 8.1 (HENSEL). Let K be a field complete with respect to a non-archimedian
absolute value | - |, Ok its valuation ring and B its prime ideal. Let f(x) € Ok|[z]
and assume there exists o € Ok satisfying | f(a)| < |f'(«)|?>. Then f has a root in
Ox congruent to o modulo ‘B.

A constructive proof of this lemma can be found in [Ca86]. Panayi’s method
relies on the following result.

Lemma 8.2. Let f(z) = foz™ 4+ ...+ fo € Ok|x]. Denote the minimum of the
valuations of the coefficients of f by vy (f) := min {’ng(fo), ce, vqg(fn)} and define
f# .= f/mv» ). For a € Ok, denote its representative in the residue field Ok /B
by @, and for § € Ok /B, denote a lift of 5 to O by (.

(a) If a is a zero of f(x) then @ is a zero of f(x).

(b) « is a zero of f(xm + ) if and only if am + 3 is a zero of f(x).
c) a is a zero of f(x) if and only if o is a zero of f7(x).
(

(

d) Let 8 be a zero of [ and let g(x) == f(xm + (), then deg(g#) < deg(f#).
(e

(f) If deg(f#) =1 then f has a zero in Ok.

)

)

) be ¢

) If deg(f#) =0 then f has no zero in Ok.
)

)

If f#(x) = (x = B)"h(z) where ((z— ), h(z)) = 1 and if g(x) := f(am+ )

(g
then deg(g#) <m

Proof. The statements (a), (b), (c) are obvious.

(d) Let d = deg(f#). Then vy (fa) < vp(f,) for all v < d and v (fa) < v (f.)
for all v > d. Now,

9=y (f) fim B,
Jj=i
therefore vy (gq) = vp(fa) + d and vp(gy) > vp(fa) + v for all v > d.
Hence, deg(g%) < deg(f%)
(e) Clear in light of (a), (b), (c).
(f) Since deg(f#) =1, vq3(f1#) =0 and vy (f#) > 1 for v > 1. So (B #£0
(mod P) and f#(3) =0 (mod P), thus f# has a root by lemma 8.1, and
f also by (c).
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(g) Without loss of generality, we may assume that f = f#. Consider the
Taylor expansion

. n.or@ (3
flmz+p) = Z ! zfﬁ) wit
i=0

As f(z) = (33 — B8)™h(z), we have ’Uq3(f )(B)/m ) = 0. It is also clear
that ”ng(f()( Arifil) > i > vqg(f(m)( B)/ml)m™ = m for ¢ > m. Hence
deg(g#) < m. .

Assume f has a root 8 modulo 8 and define two sequences (f,,), and (b,), in the
following way: fo := f#, by := B, and f,41(z) == f#(ﬂcw-ﬁ-ﬁ;), byy1:= BVW”+1 +b,
where 3, is a zero of f,, if there are any. At each step, one can find such a root
if f has indeed a root (in Ok) congruent to S modulo B and b, is congruent to
this root modulo increasing powers of 3. At some point, one of the following cases
must occur: deg(f,) < 1 and one uses 8.2 (e) or (f) to conclude; 3, does not exist
and thus b, is not an approximation of a root of f; v > v, (disc(f)) and then lemma
8.3 below tells us that lemma 8.2 (e) or (f) applies.

While constructing this sequence it may happen that f,, has more than one root.
In this case we split the sequence and consider one sequence for each root. Lemma
8.2 (g) tells that there are never more than deg(f) candidate roots. Notice that if
the conditions of lemma 8.2 (f) or lemma 8.3 are satisfied the construction used in
the proof of lemma 8.1 can be used to compute an arbitrarily good approximation
of the root faster than with the root finding algorithm.

Lemma 8.3. If v > vg(disc(f)), then deg(f,) < 1.

Proof. Assume deg(f,) > 2. Since f, = f7 by construction, it follows by consider-
ing the Taylor expansion

fosr(@) = f(r" e +b,) rHDig

=0

that f(b,) and f’(b, )7 ™! must have a vgp-valuation greater than or equal to the
valuation of 72"+, So vg (f(by)) > 2(v+1) and vy (f'(b,)) > v+ 1. In particular,
f has (at least) a double root modulo 1. But, the discriminant of f modulo
Pv*1 is not zero by hypothesis, thus this is impossible. So deg(f,) < 2. O

The following algorithm returns the number of zeroes of a polynomial f over a
p-adic field K. We use the notation from lemma 8.2.

Algorithm 8.4 (Root Counting).
Input: K, f
Output: the number m of zeroes of f over K
.« C—{f*}.
e m«— 0.
o While C is not empty:
e Forall cin C:
o C—C\{c}.
o R« {roots of ¢ in Ox /P }.
e For all B in R:
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h(z) — c(rz + 5).

h « h¥.

Ifdegh =1 thenm «— m+ 1.
If degh > 1 then C « C U {h}.

o Return m.

In order to prove that two irreducible polynomials f,h of the same degree gen-
erate the same field, it is possible to modify this algorithm such that it terminates
as soon as it is known that one root of A belongs to the field K defined by f.

Computing Totally Ramified Extensions. Let K be a finite extension of Q,
with maximal ideal P. Let n and j be such that they satisfy Ore’s conditions.
The following algorithm finds a minimal set of polynomials generating all totally
ramified extensions of degree n and discriminant P"+7~! using the polynomials A,
defined in section 5.

Algorithm 8.5.
Input: K, n, j
Output: A minimal set of polynomials generating all totally ramified extensions
of K of degree n and discriminant P™+i—1
Compute #K,, ; using theorem 6.1.
L 0.
l—0.
For w € Q:
o Let 3 be a root of A, (x).
e Ifno h € L has a root in K(») then:
o L — LU{A,}.
o Let r be the number of roots of A, in K(x).
ol —1l+n/r
o Ifl =#K,, ; then return L.

Notice that we could test all the polynomials A, for isomorphism and keep only
the ones defining non-isomorphic extensions. However, since the number of these
polynomials is far greater than the number of extensions, it is better to proceed
as above, that is, to compute the number of extensions at the beginning and to
stop when enough polynomials to generate all these extensions have been found.
This explains why it is useful to know the number of such extensions before the
construction.

There are several improvements that can be made to this algorithm. If p does
not divide n, one can use theorem 7.2 to get directly a minimal set of polynomials
generating all extensions. Also, the computation becomes faster if one enumerates
the elements of ) in such a way that the distance between polynomials in L and
the next A, is maximal. Another way to improve the computation time is to use
the following results, which enable us to compute the subfield lattice at the same
time.

Proposition 8.6. Let K/K be a totally ramified field extension of degree n and
discriminant P*HI=1. Let ng, nq be two positive integers such that n = ngn,. Then
K/k may have an intermediate field Ko of degree ng and discriminant Pmo+io—1
only if there exist integers jo,j1 such that j = joni + j1 and such that ng, jo and
ni,j1 satisfy Ore’s conditions.
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Proof. Assume that K/ admits a sub-extension Kq /K of degree ng. Let Bo be the
prime ideal of K¢ and let motio—1 (resp. Po* 171 be the discriminant of Ko /K
(resp. K/Kj). Then ng, jo and ny, j; must satisfy Ore’s conditions. Furthermore,
by the formula for discriminants in a tower of extensions, we have

disck /x = (disck,/x)™" - Nk, /k (disck /K, )-
Now, since Ko/K is totally ramified, it follows that
prti-1 _ 7)(710-&-1'0—1)7117)%1+j1—17

which proves the result. O

Proposition 8.7. Let K be a totally ramified extension of K of degree n and
discriminant P71 with n = ngp® and ged(ng,p) = 1. Then K has a tamely
ramified subfield Ko of degree ng over K with discriminant P01,

Proof. By proposition 8.6, K can only have subfields of degree ng over K with
discriminant P!, Assume such a subfield K exists, then disck /x, = ‘Bg Fi-l
where j1 = j = a(nop®) + b and Py is the prime ideal of K. Using theorem 6.1 we
obtain

#’Cn,j = #]Cng,O #(KO)TH,J"

Hence either all extensions K have such a subfield of degree ny or some of the
extensions K have two or more non-isomorphic subfields of degree ny.

Let 7 be a uniformizer of K. Assume Ky and K; are non-isomorphic subfields
of degree ng over K, generated by the polynomials

folx)=a™ +x and fi(x) =2 + ("7
respectively, see theorem 7.2. Let s be a root of fj, then

L fl(%Ox) _ .no r1—"T0
has a root in K. If h has a root in K then Ky = K, this contradicts the assumption
Ky 2 K;. Otherwise the extension K/K has inertia degree greater than one, and
this contradicts the assumption that K/K is totally ramified. O

One way to improve the above algorithm using these results is first to compute
all suitable sub-extensions Ko/K, and then to construct the absolute extensions
K/K which are relative extensions of Kg. Since the number of polynomials to be
considered is much smaller in the relative case and one has to look for roots of
polynomials with smaller degree and discriminant, this improves the computation
time considerably, especially in the case treated in proposition 8.7.

The proof of lemma 6.3 can also be used to compute a minimal set of polynomials
in a different way. We use the notations of the proof of lemma 6.3. In addition to
the map x that sends a prime element « in IL, ; to its irreducible polynomial x(«)
over K, we define a map x from IL, ; to © that sends this prime element to the
unique element w € Q such that d(x(«), A,) < r. Also, for such a prime element «,
we define the set A(«) to be a (fixed) set of representatives of the prime elements
of K(a) modulo B!, where B, is the prime ideal of K(«). For example, one can
choose A(a) to be the set of elements a(Cy + (1o + - - + (i—2a'™2) where the (;’s
range through a set of representatives of Oy /P and (o Z 0 (mod P).
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Proposition 8.8. Let a be an element 11, ;. Then the set {x(8): 8 € A(a)} is
ezxactly the set of w € Q such that o and any root of A, define a K-isomorphic
extension.

Moreover, for any such w, the number m of § € A(a) such that X(8) = w is
independent of w and is the number of K-automorphisms of K(«); so, in particular,
the number of conjugate fields over K of K(a) is n/m.

Proof. This is a direct application of the proofs of corollary 5.3 and lemma 6.3. [

This gives us the following algorithm.

Algorithm 8.9.
Input: K, n, j
Output: A minimal set of polynomials generating all totally ramified extensions
of K of degree n and discriminant P"TI~1

Let {wy,...,w;} be the elements of Q.
For1<i<I, set B; — 0.
L 0.
c+ 1.
While ¢ < I:
e if B.=0:
o L —LU{A,,}.
o Let 3¢ be a root of A, .
e For all d such that wg € X~ (A(%)):
[ ] Bd — 1.
e c—c+ 1.
e Return L.

Since the basic operation in algorithm 8.9 is the computation of characteristic
polynomials whereas the basic operation in algorithm 8.5 is the root finding algo-
rithm, this algorithm seems faster than the latter. But this is not true in general.
The reason is that the number of elements in A(a) is (¢—1)¢"~2 and so the number
of such basic operations becomes quickly large. Furthermore, if in algorithm 8.5
the polynomials A, to consider are chosen cleverly, it can rapidly find polynomials
defining all non-isomorphic extensions and thus be able to conclude using the root
finding algorithm only a few times.

Computing All Extensions. We use the previous algorithms and the discussion
of section 2 to write an algorithm computing all extensions of a given degree and
discriminant. However, note that the minimal set of polynomials given by our
algorithms might give the same extensions of k several times since it is still possible
that two extensions non-isomorphic over K are isomorphic over k.

Since the extension K/k is unramified, it is an abelian extension. Let I' be its
Galois group, it acts on 2 in the natural way: let ¢ € T and w = (wg,...,wp—1),
then o - w = (0(wp), ..., 0(wn—1)). This action is well-defined since the sets Ry,
R}, are stable under the action of I For w € Q, define B(w) to be the set of
elements w’ € Q such that A, and A/, define K-isomorphic extensions. Let a be a
root of A, it follows by proposition 8.8 that

Bw)={w € Q: A, = x(B) for some € A(a)}.
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Theorem 8.10. Let w,w’ € Q and let « (resp. o) be any root of A, (resp. Ay ).
Then the fields K(a) and K(o') are k-isomorphic if and only if there exists o € T
such that

B(o-w)NBW') #0
Furthermore, in this case, we have

B(o - w) = B(W).

Proof. First note that the last assertion follows directly from the first one. Assume
that K(«) and K(o') are k-isomorphic extensions and let & be the k-isomorphism
sending K(a) on K(a’). Let 8 = 5(«) and let o € T denote the restriction of & to
K. Then (A, () = As.(8) =050 0 -w € B(w') since K(B8) = K(a').

Now, let w; € A(w) be such that o - w; € A(w’). Let a3 be a root of A,
and let ¢ be any element of G extending ¢. Then &(ay) is a root of Ay, and
thus defines an extension of K isomorphic to K(a) over K (and hence also over
k). Thus K(«1) is k-isomorphic to K(a'), but K(«1) is K-isomorphic to () since
w1 € A(w) therefore () and K(a') are k-isomorphic. O

Algorithm 8.11.
Input: k, m, d
Output: A minimal set of polynomials generating all extensions of k of degree m
and discriminant p®
o M — Q.
e For every positive divisor | of m:
e n—m/l.
o j—d/l—n+1.
o Ifn,j fulfill Ore’s conditions then:

o Let f(x) € Oklz] be a monic polynomial of degree | that is irre-
ducible over Oy /p[z].

o Let IC be the field generated over k by a root ¢ of f.

o Using algorithm 8.5 or algorithm 8.9, compute a minimal set L
of polynomials generating all totally ramified extensions of IKC of
degree n and discriminant P"TI7L,

e Using theorem 8.10, remove the polynomials defining k-
isomorphic fields.

o For every h € L:

o Compute the characteristic polynomial g over k of ¢ + »
where s is any root of h.
o M — MU{g},
o Return M.

These methods have been implemented in the computer algebra systems KASH
[KA96] and PARI [Ba99]. They will be available in a future release of these systems.

9. EXAMPLES

Example 9.1 (Extensions of degree 9 and discriminant 3'? over Q3). There are
54 extensions of degree 9 and discriminant 3%t4~! over Q3. We compute all these
as absolute extensions over Q3. We find the following generating polynomials, each
of them defining 9 isomorphic extensions.
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Fi(z) = 2% + 32% + 623 + 3 Fy(z) =2+ 32 + 6
F3(z) = 2% + 324 + 323 + 3 Fy(z) = 2% + 321 + 323 + 6
Fs(z) =2 +3 Fs(z) = 2% + 32* + 62° + 6

Following proposition 8.6, we compute the subfields of degree 3 and discriminant
33+J0=1 where jo = 1. Notice that these are the only possible subfields. We find
that there are six such subfields generated by the roots of the two polynomials
fi(z) = 23 + 62 + 3 and fo(x) = 2° + 3z + 3. Let m; and ma be zeroes of f; and
f2 respectively. Each of the fields Q3(,) admits six totally ramified extensions of
degree n; = 3 and discriminant (7,)3*17! where j; = 1. These extensions are
generated by g,1(z) = 2® + 7,2 + 7, and g,2(7) = 23 + 2m,2 + 7, over Qs(7,).
Let 7,, denote a root of f,,. Using algorithm 8.4 we get that

Qs3(m1)(7112) = Qs(m2)(v21)

and that the other fields are distinct. So we have found 27 extensions of degree 9
that have subfields of degree 3. Let II, be a root of F,,, then we obtain Qg(Il5) &

Q3(71)(721) = Q3(m2)(712), Q3(Ils) = Q3(m1)(722), and Q3(Ily) = Q3(m2)(711)-
The lattice of subfields (up to isomorphism) is depicted below.

\ Qs(IT;) Qs3(I) Qs(II3) Qs(ILy) Qs(Ils) Qs(IIs) 1
=1
. ny = 3
3:3 Qs3(m)  Qs(ma)
Jo=1
nog = 3
' 3

Example 9.2 (All extensions of degree 10 of Q5). There is one unramified extension
of degree 10; it is generated over Q5 by the roots of g(z) = 20 + 2% + 3.

There are two extensions with residue degree 5 and ramification index 2. The
unramified part K/Qs is defined by g(z) = 2° + 323 + 3 and the tamely ramified
part K/K by h,(z) = 2% + 5v where v = 1,2.

There are 605 extensions with residue degree 2 and ramification index 5. These
extensions K are generated over the unramified field K := Qs(p), p? + 2 = 0, by
the polynomials in the following table. The roots of each polynomial generate IV
distinct isomorphic extensions. Together, the polynomials in each line generate a
total of #K extensions of absolute discriminant 5571,
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’ J ‘ generating polynomials ‘ N ‘ #K ‘
1] 2° +5(hi+hap)z+5 Iy, ha €{0,1,2,3,4}, (h1,ha) # (0,0) | 5 | 120 |
2] 2% +5(l +h2p)x2 +5  hi, ho €{0,1,2,3,4}, (h1,ha) # (0,0) | 5 | 120 |
| 3] 2% +5(h1 + hap)® hi, ha € {0,1,2,3,4}, (h1,hs) # (0,0) | 5 [ 120 |
4z +5(h1+h2p)x +5 hi, hy €{0,1,2,3,4} | 5 | 90
(h1, he) £ {(0,0),(1,0),(2,1),(2,4),(3,1),(3,4), (4,0)}
4 | 25+ 5(hy + hap)x* + 5 + 25hgp ho € {0,1,2,3,4} | 1 | 25
(h1,he) € {(1,0),(2,1),(2,4),(3,1),(3,4)}
4| 2% +4-52* + 54 25h ho,€ {0,1,2,3,4} | 1 | 5
|5 @® +5+25(hy + hap) hi, hs € {0,1,2,3,4} [ 5 | 125 |

There are 1210 totally ramified extensions of degree 10 of Q5. Using proposition
8.7, we find that they are relative extensions over one of the two tamely ramified
extensions of degree 2 defined by g, (z) = 22 + 5v where v = 1,2. Let 7, be a root
of g,. The wildly ramified part is generated by the polynomials in the following
table over Q5(m,). The roots of each polynomial generate N distinct isomorphic
extensions. Together, the polynomials in each line generate #K extensions of
absolute discriminant 5!0+7-1

’ J ‘ generating polynomials ‘ N ‘ #K ‘

|1 [+ hma+m hie{1,2,3,4} ] 5] 20 |

| 2 [2® +homa® +m, hs €{1,2,3,4} [ 5 | 20 |

| 3 |2 + hgma® 4+, hs € {1,2,3,4} | 5| 20 |
4 | 25+ hympxt + 7, hs€{1,2,3}| 5| 15
4 | 2° +4mat + (7, + hor?) ho € {0,1,2,3,4} [ 1 | 5

| 6 | a® +han2e+ (my + hom?)  hi€{1,2,3,4}, ho € {0,1,2,3,4} | 5 | 100 |

| 7 |25+ han2a® + (m, + homd)  hi € {1,2,3,4}, ho € {0,1,2,3,4} | 5 | 100 |
8 | 2% + hym2a® + (m, + hom2) hy € {1,2,4}, hg € {0,1,2,3,4} | 5 | 75
8 | ° 4 3m2a3 + (m, + hom? + hym) ho, by € {0,1,2,3,4} | 1 | 25

| 9 |2 + hamla® + (m, + hom2)  hi € {1,2,3,4}, ho € {0,1,2,3,4} | 5 | 100 |

110 | @® + (m, + hom2 + hamd) ha, hs € {0,1,2,3,4} | 5 | 125 |

This gives 605 extensions of degree 5 over Q(m;) (resp. Q(m2)). Hence there are
1818 extensions of degree 10 of Q5. Note that there are only 293 non-isomorphic
extensions of degree 10 of Q5.

10. FUTURE DEVELOPMENTS

The methods described above work fine for small examples i.e., when the number
#Dg, ; of polynomials A, where w € €2 is small.

The number of polynomials can be easily reduced by using, in addition to the
degree and discriminant invariants, indices of inseparability (see [He94]). The in-
dices of inseparability can be translated directly into conditions on the coefficients
on the polynomials.
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Furthermore our algorithm can be refined to the computation of all p-extensions
(i.e., finite, normal, separable extensions, whose degrees are powers of the prime
p) with a given Galois group using the formulas for the number of such extensions
given by I. R. Shafarevich [Sh47] for the case that k does not contain the p-th roots
of unity and by M. Yamagishi [Ya95] for the general case. Here the main obstacle
is filtering out the polynomials with the right Galois group.

These approaches are subjects of ongoing research.
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