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Abstract

For each prime p, the p-adic numbers Qp are a distinct completion of the rational
numbers. We justify the significance of the p-adic absolute value, and use it to
construct the p-adic numbers. We look at some of their properties, and examine
the behaviour of power series over the p-adic numbers. We also construct the
smallest algebraically closed complete space containing Qp.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Overview

For each prime number p, the p-adic numbers are an alternative to the real numbers.
While the p-adic numbers are distinct for distinct values of p, they all behave similarly.
We therefore examine the p-adic numbers in general, largely without giving thought to
the choice of p outside of concrete examples.

The p-adic numbers were proposed by Kurt Hensel in 1897. His aim was to bring the
techniques of power series expansions into number theory. In this report we will focus on
the analytic aspects of p-adic numbers.

We explore the p-adic absolute value in Section 2. This is an absolute value on the
rational numbers which exhibits some exotic properties in comparison to the usual abso-
lute value. A number is ‘small’ with respect to the p-adic absolute value if it has a ‘large’
power of p as a factor. The most important property of the p-adic absolute value is that
it is non-archimedean. We go on to prove that the p-adic absolute values for each p are
the only alternative to the usual absolute value.

We then construct the p-adic numbers using a method analogous to the construction of
the real numbers. Like the real numbers, the p-adic numbers are a locally compact field
with characteristic zero, and are complete with respect to their absolute value. Properties
of the p-adic absolute value give rise to some profound differences, however, as the p-adic
numbers are totally disconnected.

In Section 4 we examine series of p-adic numbers. It is generally relatively simple to
determine if a series converges. We check that the power series expansion sine and cosine
functions still converge in the p-adic numbers.

The final section goes on to construct the p-adic equivalent of the complex numbers.
First we take algebraic closure of Qp, and then we take the completion of the algebraic
closure.

Proofs are cited whenever they come from other sources. In all cases these proofs
contain significantly more detail than found in the source material. Proofs of minor
theorems which are well known outside of the topic of p-adic numbers have been omitted
and instead cited from textbooks.

1.2 Real numbers

To understand the motivation behind p-adic numbers, we first briefly consider the
construction of the real numbers. Begin with the natural numbers N, and extend the
set to include the additive and multiplicative inverses, resulting in the field of rational
numbers Q.
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Definition 1.2.1. A sequence (xn) in a metric space (X, d) is Cauchy if for any ε > 0
there exists N such that d(xn, xm) < ε whenever n,m > N . A metric space (X, d) is
complete if every Cauchy sequence (xn) converges to a limit in x ∈ X, meaning that for
every ε > 0 there is an N such that d(xn, x) < ε for all n > N .

In the case of the real numbers, d is the metric induced by the usual absolute value,
i.e. d(x, y) = |x− y|∞, and we denote a metric space with this metric by (X, | · |∞ ). We
use | · |∞ to denote the usual absolute value instead of | · | to avoid confusion later on.
By the above definition, Q is not a complete metric space.

Example 1.2.2. The partial sums of the alternating harmonic series 1− 1
2

+ 1
3
− 1

4
+ · · ·

is a Cauchy sequence of rational numbers. It converges to to ln 2, which is irrational.

Definition 1.2.3. The completion of a metric space (X, d) is the (unique up to isometry)
complete metric space (X̂, d̂) containing X as a dense subspace.

To construct the completion of (Q, | · |∞ ), we construct the set of equivalence classes
of Cauchy sequences over Q, with (xn) ∼ (yn) when limn→∞ |xn − yn|∞ = 0. For each
equivalence class, we may chose a representative of the class using its decimal expansion.

Example 1.2.4. The Cauchy sequence in Example 1.2.2 converges to ln 2 = 0.693147...,
and its equivalence class may be represented by the sequence

(0, 0.6, 0.69, 0.693, 0.6931, 0.69314, 0.693147, . . . ).

Note that because some numbers can have multiple decimal expansions (for example
1.000... = 0.999...), there may be more than one representative for each equivalence class.

This set of equivalence classes (and their representations) gives the real numbers.
Extending the definition of the absolute value to |[(xn)]|∞ = [(|xn|∞)], we obtain the
space (R, | · |∞ ).

The construction of R as the completion of Q is highly influenced by the topological
properties of the metric induced by the absolute value, which defines the concept of ‘size’.
What happens if a different absolute value is used?
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2 Absolute Values

2.1 General absolute values

We first look at absolute values in general, and the criteria for two absolute values to be
(meaningfully) different.

Definition 2.1.1. An absolute value on a field K is a function | · | : K → R+ with the
following properties for all x, y ∈ K:

(i) Non-negativity: |x| ≥ 0.

(ii) Positive-definiteness: |x| = 0 if and only if x = 0.

(iii) Multiplicativity: |xy| = |x| |y|.
(iv) Triangle inequality: |x+ y| ≤ |x|+ |y|.

A non-archimedean absolute value on K is an absolute value with a stronger form of the
triangle inequality:

(v) Ultrametric inequality: |x+ y| ≤ max {|x| , |y|}.

Proposition 2.1.2. The following properties will be used without reference. For any
absolute value | · |:

(i) |1| = 1, since |1| = |1 · 1| = |1|2.
(ii) If |xn| = 1 for n ∈ N then |x| = 1, since 1 = |xn| = |x|n.

(iii) |x−1| = |x|−1 since 1 = |x| |x−1|.
(iv) |−1| = 1, since |(−1)2| = |1| = 1.

(v) |−x| = |x|, since |−x| = |−1| |x|.

Theorem 2.1.3. Let | · |1 and | · |2 be absolute values on K. The following statements
are equivalent.

(i) | · |1 and | · |2 induce the same topology on K.

(ii) For all x ∈ K, |x|1 < 1 if and only if |x|2 < 1.

(iii) For all x ∈ K, |x|1 ≤ 1 if and only if |x|2 ≤ 1.

(iv) There exists α > 0 such that |x|1 = |x|α2 for all x ∈ K.

If these properties hold then we say | · |1 and | · |2 are equivalent.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we prove in each case that the property holding for
| · |1 implies that it holds for | · |2.

(i→ii) Let x ∈ K, with |x|1 < 1. Then |xn|1 = |x|n1 → 0 as n → ∞. Therefore
xn → 0 with respect to | · |1 . Since | · |1 and | · |2 induce the same topology,
xn → 0 with respect to | · |2 . Then |xn|2 = |x|n2 → 0, so |x|2 < 1.

(ii→iii) If |x|1 = 1 then |x|1 6< 1, so |x|2 ≥ 1. We also have, |x−1|1 = 1, so |x−1|2 ≥ 1.
Therefore |x|2 = 1. We know from (ii) that |x|1 < 1 implies |x|2 < 1.
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(iii→iv) First note that for x, y ∈ K, and for every ε > 0, if |x− y|2 < ε then

|x|2 − |y|2 ≤ |x− y|2 < ε, and

|y|2 − |x|2 ≤ |x− y|2 < ε

so ||x|2 − |y|2|∞ < ε. Hence | · |2 is continuous.

If | · |1 is trivial then (iii) shows | · |2 is trivial, and so α = 1. Assume | · |1 is
non-trivial. Chose m ∈ K such that |m|1 6= 0, 1. From (iii) there is an α > 0
such that

|m|1 = |m|α2 .
Let x ∈ K with |x|1 6= 0, 1. There is some t 6= 0 such that

|m|t1 = |x|1

(t may be negative). Suppose that |m|p − 1 and t have the same sign. Then
for any rational a

b
≤ t with the same sign as t,

|m|
a
b
1 ≤ |x|1 =⇒ |ma|1 ≤

∣∣xb∣∣
1

=⇒
∣∣max−b

∣∣
1
≤ 1.

Now by (iii),∣∣max−b
∣∣
2
≤ 1 =⇒ |ma|2 ≤

∣∣xb∣∣
2

=⇒ |m|
a
b
2 ≤ |x|2 .

Similarly |m|
a
b
2 ≥ |x|2 whenever a

b
≥ t has the same sign as t. Now Q is dense

in R, so we can take the limits

|m|t2 = lim
a
b
→t−
|m|

a
b
2 ≤ |x|2 ≤ lim

a
b
→t+
|m|

a
b
2 = |m|t2 .

If instead |m|p−1 and t have different signs, then we obtain the same relation
relation with all inequalities reversed. Since | · |2 is continuous, the squeeze
theorem shows |x|2 = |m|t2, so

|x|α2 = |m|αt2 = |m|t1 = |x|1 .

(iv→i) For x, y ∈ K,

|x− y|1 < r ⇐⇒ |x− y|α2 < r ⇐⇒ |x− y|2 < r−α,

so the open ball B|·|1(x, r) = B|·|2(x, r
−α). Hence a set which is open with

respect to | · |1 is open with respect to | · |2 .

Proposition 2.1.4. The trivial absolute value is defined as |x| = 0 if x = 0, and other-
wise |x| = 1. The trivial absolute value is equivalent only to itself.

Proof. For any absolute value | · | and for any positive c, |x|c = 0 if and only if |x| = 0,
and |x|c = 1 if and only if |x| = 1 (by non-negativity). Hence if | · | is equivalent to the
trivial absolute value then |x| = 0 if and only if x = 0, and |x| = 1 if and only if |x| = 1,
so | · | is the trivial absolute value.
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Lemma 2.1.5. The absolute value | · | over K is non-archimedean if and only if |n| ≤ 1
for every integer n ∈ K.

Proof. Suppose | · | is non-archimedean. We know |n| = |−n|, so without loss of generality
assume n ≥ 0. If n = 0 then |n| = 0 ≤ 1. Otherwise,

|n| ≤ max {|n− 1| , 1} ≤ max {|n− 2| , 1, 1} ≤ · · · ≤ max {|1| , 1, 1, . . . 1} = 1.

For the other direction, consider any x, y ∈ K, and any natural N . Then

|x+ y|N =
∣∣(x+ y)N

∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣
N∑
k=0

(
N

k

)
xkyN−k

∣∣∣∣∣
≤

N∑
k=0

∣∣∣∣(Nk
)∣∣∣∣ |x|k |y|N−k

≤
N∑
k=0

1 · (max {|x| , |y|})k+N−k

= (N + 1) max {|x| , |y|}N .

Hence |x+ y| ≤ N
√
N + 1 max {|x| , |y|}. Letting N → ∞, N

√
N + 1 → 1, giving the

ultrametric inequality.

Proposition 2.1.6. If an absolute value is non-archimedean then it is not equivalent to
any archimedean absolute value.

Proof. Let | · |1 be a non-archimedean absolute value, and suppose that it is equivalent
to some | · |2 . Now by Lemma 2.1.5, |n|1 ≤ 1 for every integer n. Then by Theorem
2.1.3, |n|2 ≤ 1 for every integer n, and so | · |2 is also non-archimedean.

The following examples illustrate some properties of non-archimedean absolute values
which show their induced topologies differ wildly from that of the usual absolute value.
If ρ(x, y) = |x− y| is a metric induced by a non-archimedean absolute value, then

ρ(x, z) = |x− y + y − z| ≤ max {|x− y| , |y − z|} = max {ρ(x, y), ρ(y, z)} .

In general if (X, ρ) is a metric space and the above inequality holds for all x, y, z ∈ X
then we call (X, ρ) an ultrametric space.

Example 2.1.7. Let (X, d) be an ultrametric space, x ∈ X, and consider the open ball
B(x, r) = {y ∈ X | d(x, y) < r}. Let y ∈ B(x, r). Now for any z ∈ X,

d(x, z) < r =⇒ d(y, z) ≤ max {d(x, y), d(x, z)} < max {r, r} = r

d(y, z) < r =⇒ d(x, z) ≤ max {d(x, y), d(y, z)} < max {r, r} = r

so d(x, z) < r if and only if d(x, y) < r, and so B(x, r) = B(y, r). That is, every point
inside an open ball is the centre of that ball (and this property trivially extends to closed
balls).
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Example 2.1.8. Let (X, d) be an ultrametric space and let x, y, z ∈ X. Consider a
triangle defined by these points, with sides of length d(x, y), d(y, z), and d(x, z). Without
loss of generality, suppose d(x, y) ≤ d(y, z) ≤ d(x, z). Then

d(y, z) ≤ d(x, z) ≤ max {d(x, y), d(y, z)} = d(y, z)

so we must have d(y, z) = d(x, z). Hence every triangle is isosceles.

Example 2.1.9. Let | · | be a non-archimedean absolute value on K, and suppose that
|x| > |y|. Then

|x+ y| ≤ max {|x| , |y|} = |x|

and
|x| = |x+ y − y| ≤ max {|x+ y| , |y|} .

But |x| > |y|, so max {|x+ y| , |y|} = |x+ y|. We have now shown |x| ≤ |x+ y| ≤ |x|.
Thus

|x+ y| = |x| = max {|x| , |y|} ,

so the ultrametric inequality holds with equality.

Example 2.1.10. Let (xn) be a Cauchy sequence with respect to be a non-archimedean
absolute value | · |. Then for all ε > 0 there is an N such that n,m ≥ N implies
|xn − xm| < ε. Without loss of generality let |xm|p ≤ |xn|p. Now

|xn − xm| ≤ max {|xm| , |xn|} = |xn|

and
|xn| = |xn − xm + xm| ≤ max {|xn − xm| , |xm|} .

Hence either

(i) |xm| ≤ |xn − xm| < ε, so the sequence (xn)→ 0, or

(ii) |xn| ≤ |xm| ≤ |xn|, so the sequence (|xn|) is eventually stationary (becomes
constant after N terms).

Theorem 2.1.11. Every archimedean absolute value on Q is equivalent to | · |∞.

Proof. [Gou97, Theorem 3.1.3] Let | · | be an archimedean absolute value. Then by
Theorem 2.1.3 and Lemma 2.1.5, there must be an integer x for which |x| > 1. Let b be

the least positive such integer. Letting α = log |b|
log b

> 0, we have

|b| = bα.

We know |−n| = |n| = |n|∞ = |−n|∞, and |0| = 0 = |0|∞. Then for any positive integers
p and q, ∣∣∣∣pq

∣∣∣∣ = |p|
∣∣q−1∣∣ = |p| |q|−1 , and |p|α∞ |q|

−α
∞ =

(
|p|∞

∣∣q−1∣∣∞)α =

∣∣∣∣pq
∣∣∣∣α
∞
.

Therefore if we show that |n| = |n|α∞ for all positive n ∈ Z then this will prove that | · |
is equivalent to | · |∞ .
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Begin by defining the constants

C =
bα

bα − 1
=
|b|
|b| − 1

> 1

1 > C ′ = 1−
(

1− 1

b

)α
> 0.

These will have significance later, but we define them here to show that they come
straight from | · |, and are independent of any choices made further on. Now for any
positive integer n, we may write n = a0 + a1b + a2b

2 + · · · + akb
k, with 0 ≤ ai < b,

ak 6= 0. Note that the value of k can be determined by k =
⌊
logn
log b

⌋
, (where b · c is the

floor function) and that bk ≤ n < bk+1. Now since b is the least positive integer for which
|b| > 1, we have |ai| ≤ 1. Then

|n| =
∣∣a0 + a1b+ a2b

2 + · · ·+ akb
k
∣∣

≤ |a0|+ |a1b|+
∣∣a2b2∣∣+ · · ·+

∣∣akbk∣∣
≤ 1 + bα + b2α + · · ·+ bkα

≤ bkα
∞∑
i=0

b−iα

= bkα
bα

bα − 1

= C(bk)α

≤ Cnα

where C and α are constant, and n is an arbitrary integer. Therefore if we take the
integer nN for any N > 0 we obtain∣∣nN ∣∣ ≤ CnNα =⇒ |n| ≤ N

√
Cnα.

Letting N →∞ gives N
√
C → 1 (from above) so that |n| ≤ nα.

We saw earlier that bk ≤ n < bk+1, so

b(k+1)α =
∣∣bk+1

∣∣ =
∣∣n+ bk+1 − n

∣∣ ≤ |n|+ ∣∣bk+1 − n
∣∣ ,

so

|n| ≥ b(k+1)α −
∣∣bk+1 − n

∣∣
≥ b(k+1)α −

(
bk+1 − n

)α
≥ b(k+1)α −

(
bk+1 − bk

)α
= b(k+1)α − b(k+1)α

(
1− 1

b

)α
= b(k+1)α

(
1−

(
1− 1

b

)α)
= C ′

(
bk+1

)α
> C ′nα.
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As above, taking the integer nN gives |n| > N
√
C ′nα. Since C ′ < 1, we have that

N
√
C ′ → 1 from below as N → ∞, so |n| ≥ nα. We have now shown nα ≤ |n| ≤ nα, so

|n| = nα = |n|α∞ for every integer n. As shown previously this gives |x| = |x|α∞ for every
rational x, and so | · | is equivalent to | · |∞ on Q.

We have now shown that the absolute values which are equivalent to | · |∞ , and so
induce the same topology on Q, are precisely the archimedean absolute values. We now
explore a specific class of non-archimedean absolute values.

2.2 The p-adic absolute value

Definition 2.2.1. Let p be a prime number. For a non-zero integer n, its p-adic valuation
vp(n) is the unique natural number satisfying n = pvp(n)n′, where n′ ∈ Z, and p - n′. For
a rational number x = n

m
, we define vp(x) = vp(n)− vp(m).

Proposition 2.2.2. The p-adic valuation vp(x) is well defined (does not depend on the
representation of x).

Proof. Suppose x = a
b

= c
d
, so that ad = bc. Since vp(ad) is the greatest power of p

dividing ad, where p is prime, we have

vp(a) + vp(d) = vp(ad) = vp(bc) = vp(b) + vp(c)

and so vp(a)− vp(b) = vp(c)− vp(d) = vp(x).

Definition 2.2.3. Let p be a prime number. The p-adic absolute value of a rational
number x is |x|p = p−vp(x) if x 6= 0, and |0|p = 0.

Proposition 2.2.4. The p-adic absolute value is a non-archimedean absolute value.

Proof. Non-negativity and positive-definiteness are clear from the definition. Since p is
prime, vp(xy) = vp(x) + vp(y) and so

|xy|p = p−vp(x)p−vp(y) = |x|p |y|p .

Finally, since x+ y = pvp(x)nx + pvp(y)ny has a factor of pmin{vp(x),vp(y)},

vp(x+ y) ≥ min{vp(x), vp(y)},

and so the ultrametric inequality holds by the definition of | · |p.

Intuitively, the p-adic absolute value measures a number’s size by its divisibility by the
prime p. For any integer x, |x|p < 1 if and only if p | x, so | · |p is not equivalent to | · |q
for distinct primes p and q. We now look at the most important theorem in this section.

Theorem 2.2.5 (Ostrowski). Every non-trivial absolute value on Q is equivalent to

(i) The (usual) real absolute value | · |∞ , or

(ii) The p-adic absolute value | · |p for some prime p.
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Proof. [Gou97, Theorem 3.1.3] Let | · | be a non-trivial absolute value. If | · | is an
archimedean absolute value then by Theorem 2.1.11 we are done. Suppose | · | is non-
archimedean.

For every integer n, |n| ≤ 1 by Lemma 2.1.5. Suppose |n| = 1 for every non-zero n.
Then for any rational a

b
6= 0, we have

∣∣a
b

∣∣ = |a| |b|−1 = 1. But | · | is non-trivial, and so
since |n| = |−n|, there is at least one positive integer satisfying |n| < 1. Let p be the
least positive such integer. Suppose p is composite, i.e. p = ab for integers 1 < a, b < p.
Then |a| = |b| = 1 by the definition of p, so |p| = |a| |b| = 1, violating the choice of p.
Therefore p is prime. We will show that | · | is in fact equivalent to | · |p .

Define α = − log p
log |p| so that |p|α = p−1. Then α > 0, since |p| < 1. Following the

reasoning in the proof of Theorem 2.1.11, it suffices to show that |n| = |n|αp for all

integers n. Write n = pvp(n)n′, where p - n′. Therefore we can also write n′ = qp + r for
integers q, r, with 0 < r < p. Then

|n′| ≤ 1 since n′ ∈ Z
|p| < 1 by choice of p

|r| = 1 by choice of p

|q| ≤ 1 since q ∈ Z.

Now |qp| = |q| |p| < 1, and so

1 = |r| = |n′ − pq| ≤ max {|n′| , |qp|} ≤ 1.

We know |qp| < 1 so it must be that |n′| = 1. Finally, we have

|n|α =
∣∣pvp(n)n′∣∣α

= |p|vp(n)α |n′|α

= (|p|α)
vp(n)

=
(
p−1
)vp(n)

= |n|p .

Hence | · | is equivalent to | · |p .

We now know that, up to equivalence, the absolute values on Q are precisely the trivial
absolute value, the real absolute value, and p-adic absolute value for each prime p. Each
induces a distinct topology. In the next section we will construct the p-adic numbers for
each p, which are the only non-trivial alternatives to the real numbers.
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3 The p-adic Numbers

3.1 Incompleteness of Q
The real numbers are constructed by taking the completion of the rational numbers with
the metric induced by the absolute value | · |∞. We follow the same procedure with the
p-adic metric.

We first see that, like with | · |∞, the field Q is not complete with respect to any of the
p-adic absolute values.

Lemma 3.1.1. Suppose X2 ≡ m (mod p), where p 6= 2 and p - m, has a solution
a1. Then there is a sequence of solutions (an) of X2 ≡ m (mod pn) which is coherent,
meaning an+1 ≡ an (mod pn).

Proof. We use induction on n. The base case of n = 1 is given. Let b0 = a1. Now suppose
that

ak = b0 + b1p
1 + · · ·+ bk−1p

k−1

ak ≡ ak−1 (mod pk−1)

a2k ≡ m (mod pk)

for k = 2, . . . , n, with coefficients 0 ≤ bi < p. Now define

an+1 = an + bnp
n.

We will find a suitable bk which gives a2n+1 ≡ m (mod pn+1). We have

a2n+1 = a2n + 2anbnp
n + b2np

2n

≡ a2n + 2anbnp
n (mod pn+1)

≡ a2n + 2
(
b0 + b1p

1 + · · ·+ bk−1p
k−1) bnpn (mod pn+1)

≡ m+ rpn + 2b0bnp
n (mod pn+1)

for some r. Therefore we need bn to satisfy

rpn + 2b0bnp
n ≡ 0 (mod pn+1), or

r + 2b0bn ≡ 0 (mod p).

Since p is prime, and b0 6≡ 0 (mod p), there is a solution with 0 ≤ bn < p. Hence by
induction there is a sequence of solutions, and from the definition of an+1 above, the
sequence is clearly coherent.

Lemma 3.1.2. A sequence of rational numbers (xn) is Cauchy with respect to a non-
archimedean absolute value if and only if limn→∞ |xn+1 − xn|p = 0.

Proof. The forward direction is clear from the definition of a Cauchy sequence. Suppose
limn→∞ |xn+1 − xn|p = 0. Without loss of generality suppose m ≥ n. Then

|xn − xm|p = |xn − xn+1 + xn+1 − · · · − xm−1 + xm−1 − xm|p
≤ max{|xn − xn+1|p , . . . , |xm−1 − xm|p} → 0

so (xn) is Cauchy.

11



Lemma 3.1.3. The function f(x) = xn on Q is continuous with respect to | · |p .

Proof. Let x ∈ Q, and suppose ε > 0. Chose δ = min{ε |x|−(n−1)p , |x|p}. Now for any
x0 = x+ h ∈ Q, if |x0 − x|p = |h|p < δ, then

|xn0 − xn|p =

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑
k=1

(
n

k

)
xn−khk

∣∣∣∣∣
p

≤ |h|p max
1≤k≤n

{∣∣∣∣(nk
)
xn−khk−1

∣∣∣∣
p

}
≤ |h|p max

1≤k≤n

{∣∣xn−khk−1∣∣
p

}
= |h|p max

1≤k≤n

{
|x|n−kp |h|k−1p

}
= |h|p |x|

n−1
p (since |h|p ≤ |x|p)

< ε |x|−(n−1)p |x|n−1p

= ε

so f is continuous.

Let p 6= 2 be prime, and let m = 1 + p2. Clearly m is not a square number, since if
n2 = m then (n− p)(n+ p) = 1. However we know X2 ≡ m (mod p) has a solution. Let
a1 be any such solution. By Lemma 3.1.1, there is a sequence of solutions (an) such that

a2n ≡ m (mod pn) and an+1 ≡ an (mod pn).

By Lemma 3.1.2, this sequence is Cauchy with respect to | · |p , since

lim
n→∞

|an+1 − an|p = lim
n→∞

|λpn|p (for some integer λ)

≤ lim
n→∞

p−n = 0.

We also have a2n → m as n→∞, since

lim
n→∞

∣∣a2n −m∣∣p = lim
n→∞

|µpn|p (for some integer µ)

≤ lim
n→∞

p−n = 0.

If (an) converges to some rational number a then by Lemma 3.1.3, a2n → a2. But then
m = a2, contradicting the fact that m is a non-square integer. Hence (an) does not
converge in Q, and so (Q, | · |p ) is not complete for each prime p 6= 2.

Now consider the case p = 2. We will construct a coherent sequence of solutions (an)
to X3 ≡ 3 (mod 2), with a3n ≡ 3 (mod 2n). It is clear that a1 = 1 and a2 = 1 + 2 satisfy
these conditions. Now assume a3n = 3 + r2n ≡ 3 (mod 2n) for some r, and write

an+1 = an + bn2n

12



for some bn. Then we require

a3n+1 = a3n + 3a2nbn2n + 3anb
2
n22n + b3n23n

≡ (3 + r2n) + 3a2nbn2n (mod 2n+1).

Therefore we need bn to satisfy

r2n + 3a2nbn2n ≡ 0 (mod 2n+1)

r + 3a2nbn ≡ 0 (mod 2)

a2nbn ≡ r (mod 2).

We had a3n ≡ 1 (mod 2), so an 6≡ 0 (mod 2). Thus bn ≡ r (mod 2). This process gives
a3 = 1 + 2 + 0, a4 = 1 + 2 + 0 + 8, a5 = 1 + 2 + 0 + 8 + 16 and so on. The coherence
condition makes this sequence Cauchy in the same way as the p 6= 2 case. We also get
a3n → 3, since

lim
n→∞

∣∣a3n − 3
∣∣
p

= lim
n→∞

|µpn|p ≤ lim
n→∞

p−n = 0. (for some integer µ)

Now if (an) converges to a ∈ Q, then a3 = 3 by Lemma 3.1.3. But 3
√

3 6∈ Q, a contradic-
tion. Therefore (an) does not converge, and so (Q, | · |2) is not complete.

Hence Q is not complete with respect to any p-adic absolute value, just as it is not
complete with respect to | · |∞ .

3.2 Construction

We will now construct the completion of the rational numbers with respect to the
p-adic absolute value. We examine the set of all Cauchy sequences on Q, denoted

C = {(xn) | (xn) is Cauchy with respect to | · |p }.

Note that in the following construction, the only property of | · |p that we use is that it
is non-archimedean on Q.

Proposition 3.2.1. C is a commutative ring with unity, with operations

(xn) + (yn) = (xn + yn)

(xn) · (yn) = (xnyn).

Proof. The usual properties of associativity, commutativity, and additive identity and
inverses follows from the definitions of the operations; the multiplicative identity element
is the sequence (1). We show that C is closed under these operations.

Let (xn) and (yn) be Cauchy. Then by Lemma 3.1.2, we have |xn+1 − xn|p → 0,
|yn+1 − yn|p → 0 as n→∞. Now

|xn+1 + yn+1 − xn − yn|p ≤ max
{
|xn+1 − xn|p , |yn+1 − yn|p

}
→ 0 as n→∞

13



so (xn + yn) is Cauchy.
Recall from Example 2.1.10 that since (xn) and (yn) are Cauchy, they either converge

to 0 or are eventually stationary. Therefore (xn) and (yn) are bounded. Now

|xn+1yn+1 − xnyn|p = |xn+1yn+1 − xnyn+1 + xnyn+1 − xnyn|p
≤ max

{
|yn+1|p |xn+1 − xn|p , |xn|p |yn+1 − yn|p

}
→ 0 as n→∞

by boundedness and Lemma 3.1.2. Hence (xnyn) is Cauchy.

Lemma 3.2.2. Let (xn) be a Cauchy sequence with respect to an absolute value | · |, and
suppose (xn) does not converge to 0. Then there exists N ∈ N, υ > 0 such that |xn| ≥ υ
for all n ≥ N .

Proof. Since (xn) does not converge to 0, there is an ε > 0 such that for every k there is
an n0 > k with |xn0| ≥ ε. Let υ = ε

2
. Then since (xn) is Cauchy, there is an N such that

|xn − xm| < υ whenever n,m ≥ N . Choose k = N . We now have a fixed n0 ≥ N such
that

|xn0| ≥ ε = 2υ,

and for every m ≥ N ,
|xn0 − xm| < υ.

The triangle inequality gives |xn0| ≤ |xn0 − xm|+ |xm|. Hence

|xm| ≥ |xn0| − |xn0 − xm|
> 2υ − υ
= υ

as required.

The map x 7→ (x, x, x, . . . ) from Q into C preserves multiplication and addition, and
so is an isomorphism of rings. Like in the construction of R, we need to establish when
members of C are equivalent. We do so using the set of sequences over Q which converge
to zero. Define

C0 = {(xn) ∈ C : lim
n→∞

|xn|p = 0}.

Proposition 3.2.3. C0 is a maximal ideal of C.

Proof. [Gou97, 3.2.8] Let (xn) ∈ C0 and (rn) ∈ C. Then (xn) · (rn) = (xnrn), so

lim
n→∞

|xnrn|p = lim
n→∞

|xn|p |rn|p = 0

since xn → 0 and (rn) is bounded (as shown in the proof of Proposition 3.2.1). Therefore
(xn) · (rn) ∈ C0, and since C is commutative, C0 is an ideal.

Let I be an ideal strictly containing C0. Suppose (xn) ∈ I − C0. Then by Lemma
3.2.2, there is N ∈ N, and υ > 0 such that |xm|p ≥ υ for all m ≥ N .

14



Let yn = 1/xn if n ≥ N , and yn = 0 if n < N . By Lemma 3.1.2, the sequence (yn) is
Cauchy, since for n ≥ N ,

|yn+1 − yn|p =

∣∣∣∣ 1

xn+1

− 1

xn

∣∣∣∣
p

=
|xn+1 − xn|p
|xn|p |xn+1|p

≤
|xn+1 − xn|p

υ2
→ 0.

Therefore (yn) ∈ C. We have (xn) · (yn) = (0, 0, . . . , 0, 1, 1, 1, . . . ). Now since I is an ideal,
(xn) · (yn) ∈ I. The sequence (1, 1, 1, . . . )− (xn) · (yn) will clearly converge to zero, so it
is in C0, and thus it is in I. But ideals are closed under addition, so the identity sequence
is in I. Hence I = C. Therefore C0 is the largest nontrivial containing itself, and so is
maximal.

Proposition 3.2.4. Since C0 is a maximal ideal of the ring C, the quotient ring C/C0 is
a field.

Proof. See [Gal13, Theorem 14.4].

Definition 3.2.5. The field of p-adic numbers is the quotient ring Qp = C/C0.

Note that by the definition of a quotient ring, x, y ∈ C are the same element in Qp if
and only if x − y ∈ C0. Therefore we may think of Qp as the set of equivalence classes
of Cauchy sequences over Q, with the equivalence relation (xn) ∼ (yn) if and only if
limn→∞ |xn − yn|p = 0. Addition and multiplication of p-adic numbers is done using the
operations defined in Proposition 3.2.1 (on the class representatives).

Definition 3.2.6. The p-adic absolute value of a p-adic number x = [(xn)] is

|x|p = lim
n→∞

|xn|p .

Proposition 3.2.7. The p-adic absolute value is a well-defined non-archimedean absolute
value on Qp.

Proof. Let x = [(xn)], y = [(yn)] ∈ Qp.

Suppose (yn) ∈ [(xn)]. Then

lim
n→∞

|xn|p ≤ lim
n→∞

(
|xn − yn|p + |yn|p

)
= 0 + lim

n→∞
|yn|p .

And (xn) ∈ [(yn)], so limn→∞ |yn|p ≤ limn→∞ |xn|p. Hence |[(xn)]|p = |[(yn)]|p, and so
| · |p is well-defined on Qp. Non-negativity and positive-definiteness carry over directly
from | · |p on Q. By the multiplicativity of | · |p on Q, and Proposition 3.2.1,

|x · y|p = |[xnyn]|p = lim
n→∞

|xn|p |yn|p

=
(

lim
n→∞

|xn|p
)(

lim
n→∞

|yn|p
)

(since the limits exist and are real)

= |x|p |y|p .
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The ultrametric inequality holds similarly:

|x+ y|p = |[xn + yn]|p ≤ lim
n→∞

max
{
|xn|p , |yn|p

}
= max

{
lim
n→∞

|xn|p , lim
n→∞

|yn|p
}

= max
{
|x|p , |y|p

}
.

Hence | · |p is a non-archimedean absolute value on Qp.

3.3 Representation of p-adic numbers

We have seen that Qp is the set of equivalence classes of Cauchy sequences. We now find
an intuitive representative of each class which will behave similarly to real numbers.

Lemma 3.3.1. If x ∈ Q with |x|p ≤ 1 then for every natural i ≥ 1 there is α ∈ Z,

0 ≤ α < pi, such that |α− x|p ≤ pi.

Proof. [Kob77, p. 12] Let x = a
b

be expressed in lowest terms. Because |x|p ≤ 1, no

power of p divides b, so b and pi are coprime. Then mb + npi = 1 for some m,n ∈ Z.
Now let α = am+ dpi, choosing d ∈ Z so that 0 ≤ α < pi. We have

|α− x|p ≤ max
{
|am− x|p ,

∣∣dpi∣∣
p

}
= max

{
|am− x|p , |d|p p

−i
}
,

and

|am− x|p =
∣∣∣am− a

b

∣∣∣
p

=
∣∣∣a
b

∣∣∣
p
|mb− 1|p

≤ |mb− 1|p =
∣∣npi∣∣

p
= |n|p p

−i.

Since d and n are integers, we know |d|p , |n|p ≤ 1. Hence |α− x|p ≤ p−i.

Theorem 3.3.2. Every equivalence class a ∈ Qp with |a|p ≤ 1 has precisely one repre-
sentative Cauchy sequence (ai) such that for i = 1, 2, 3, . . .

(i) 0 ≤ ai < pi, and

(ii) ai ≡ ai+1 (mod pi)

Proof. Let (a′i) satisfy the same conditions as (ai) and suppose there exists k : ak 6= a′k.
The first condition shows that ak 6≡ a′k (mod pk). Now if i ≥ k, then by (2) we see that
ai ≡ ak (mod pk) and a′i ≡ a′k (mod pk), so ai 6≡ a′i (mod pk). Then |ai − a′i|p > p−k for
every i ≥ k, so (ai) and (a′i) are not equivalent sequences. Thus the choice of representa-
tive satisfying (i) and (ii) is unique.

Let (bi) be a sequence in the class a. Since (bi) is Cauchy, for every k ∈ N there is
an N(k) such that |bi − bj|p ≤ p−k for all i, j ≥ N(k). N(k) just needs to be sufficiently
large, so choose N(k) so that it is strictly increasing with respect to k and N(k) ≥ k. If
i ≥ N(1) then for any j ≥ N(1),

|bi|p ≤ max
{
|bj|p , |bi − bj|p

}
≤ max

{
|bj|p ,

1

p

}
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and since |bj|p → |a|p ≤ 1 as j →∞, |bi|p ≤ 1.
We may now construct the sequence (ai). Lemma 3.3.1 shows that for each i there is

an ai with 0 ≤ ai ≤ pi, and
∣∣ai − bN(i)

∣∣
p
≤ p−i. Furthermore

|ai+1 − ai|p =
∣∣ai+1 − bN(i+1) + bN(i+1) − bN(i) − ai + bN(i)

∣∣
p

≤ max
{∣∣ai+1 − bN(i+1)

∣∣
p
,
∣∣bN(i+1) − bN(i)

∣∣
p
,
∣∣ai − bN(i)

∣∣
p

}
≤ max

{
p−(i+1), p−i, p−i

}
= p−i

so ai+1 ≡ ai (mod pi), meaning (ai) satisfies conditions (1) and (2). It remains to show
that (ai) is equivalent to (bi). For any fixed j, let i ≥ N(j). Now

|ai − bi|p =
∣∣ai − aj + aj − bN(j) − bi + bN(j)

∣∣
p

≤ max
{
|ai − aj|p ,

∣∣aj − bN(j)

∣∣
p
,
∣∣bi − bN(j)

∣∣
p

}
≤ max

{
p−j, p−j, p−j

}
= p−j

so |ai − bi|p → 0 as i→∞. Hence (ai) is a representative of a.

The above theorem gives a method of representing any p-adic number. Consider
x ∈ Qp. If |x|p ≤ 1 then let m = 0; otherwise define m by |x|p = pm (m will be positive).
Then |xpm|p = pmp−m = 1. Now there is a sequence (ai) associated with a = xpm given

by the theorem. This also gives a sequence for x, namely (aip
−m). Because 0 ≤ ai < pi,

each term may be broken down as

ai = b0 + b1p+ b2p
2 + · · ·+ bi−1p

i−1

and since ai ≡ ai+1 (mod pi), the next term will be

ai+1 = b0 + b1p+ b2p
2 + · · ·+ bi−1p

i−1 + bip
i

for some bi, with the other coefficients remaining the same. Then this sequence is a
sequence of partial sums, and a represents the equivalence class of Cauchy sequences
converging to the same value as the sequence of partial sums. We write

a = b0 + b1p+ b2p
2 + b3p

3 + · · ·
x = b0p

−m + b1p
−m+1 · · ·+ bm−1p

−1 + bm + bm+1p+ bm+2p
2 + · · · .

Renaming coefficients, we have a sequence of coefficients (xi)
∞
i=−m, where each coefficient

has 0 ≤ xi < p and

x =
∞∑

i=−m

xip
i = x−mp

−m + x−m1p
−m+1 · · ·x−1p−1 + x0 + x1p+ x2p

2 + · · · .

We call this sum the p-adic expansion of x. This can be thought of as as a number
written in base p, i.e. x = . . . x2x1x0.x−1x−2 . . . x−m. Contrary to real numbers, p-adic
numbers may extend infinitely to the left of the decimal point, but only finitely to the
right. Furthermore, the p-adic expansion is unique, whereas real numbers may have more
than one expansion (e.g. 1.000... = 0.999...).
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The p-adic expansion allows multiplication and addition to be performed in the usual
way, with the rules for carrying digits being identical to that of arithmetic in base p.
Notably, the p-adic expansion of a negative rational number given by the process above
does not use any negative coefficients. If x > 0 is rational then the expansion of −x is
required to satisfy |x+ (−x)|p = 0.

Example 3.3.3. The p-adic expansion of −1 is
∑∞

i=0(p− 1)pi, since∣∣∣∣∣1 +
∞∑
i=0

(p− 1)pi

∣∣∣∣∣
p

=

∣∣∣∣∣1 +
∞∑
i=0

pi+1 −
∞∑
i=0

pi

∣∣∣∣∣
p

=

∣∣∣∣∣
∞∑
i=0

pi −
∞∑
i=0

pi

∣∣∣∣∣
p

= 0.

The p-adic expansion of a positive integer terminates (contains finitely many terms),
while the expansion of a negative integer or non-integer does not terminate.

Proposition 3.3.4. The p-adic expansion of a p-adic number repeats after a certain
number of digits if and only if it is a rational number (like the decimal expansion).

Proof. [Kob77, p. 19] Clearly the series 1+pk+p2k+p3k · · · , k ∈ N has a Cauchy sequence
of partial sums, and so it converges with respect to | · |p . Analogously to infinite geometric
series in R, we may write

s = 1 + pk + p2k + p3k · · ·
s− pks = 1

s =
1

1− pk
.

If x is an integer with 0 ≤ x < pk then we may write x = x0 + x1p+ · · ·+ xk−1p
k−1, so

x

1− pk
=
(
x0 + x1p+ · · ·+ xk−1p

k−1)+
(
x0p

k + x1p
k+1 + · · ·+ xk−1p

2k−1)+ · · ·

which still repeats. Now consider any rational number x
y
. We may add an integer z and

multiply by pr for some r ∈ Z to obtain another rational a
b

between −1 and 0, such that
b > 0 and p - b. Then p is a unit modulo b, so there is a k > 0 such that pk ≡ 1 (mod b).
Thus pk − 1 = bc for some integer c. Now

a

b
=
−ac
−bc

=
−ac

1− pk

and −b < a < 0 so 0 < −ac < pk − 1, so from above we know that a
b

repeats. Hence x
y

also repeats, as z has a finite expansion, and multiplication by pr just shifts the decimal
point.
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Now suppose x is a p-adic number which repeats after a certain number of digits. We
may add or subtract a number with a finite expansion to obtain a p-adic number y with a
purely period r expansion, for some r ≥ 1. Write y =

∑∞
n=−k anp

n where a−k 6= 0. Then

y − pry = a0p
−k + . . .+ ar−1p

−k+r−1.

The right side of this equation is the expansion of some positive rational number z, and
we have

y =
z

1− pr
.

Hence y is rational, and so x is also rational.

3.4 Comparison with R
We now look at some similarities between Qp and R.

Definition 3.4.1. A neighbourhood of a point x in a topological space X is a subset
V ⊂ X containing an open set U which contains x, i.e. x ∈ U ⊂ V .

Definition 3.4.2. A topological space X is compact if every open covering of X has a
finite subcover. That is, for every collection of open sets {Ua}a∈A such that X ⊂

⋃
a∈A Ua,

there is a finite subset I ⊂ A such that X ⊂
⋃
i∈I Ui. A topological space X is locally

compact if every point in X has a compact neighbourhood.

Theorem 3.4.3. In a metric space, a set X is compact if and only if it is complete and
totally bounded (there is a finite covering of X by balls of radius ε for all ε > 0).

Proof. See [APF90, Theorem 5.3.7].

In the real numbers, the compact subsets of R are precisely those which are closed and
bounded [S+07, 5.3]. The real numbers are locally compact, since for any x ∈ R, the
interval [x− 1, x+ 1] is a neighbourhood of x and is compact.

Definition 3.4.4. The p-adic integers are Zp = {x ∈ Qp : |x|p ≤ 1}. The p-adic units
are Z∗p = {x ∈ Qp : |x|p = 1}.

Proposition 3.4.5. Zp is compact.

Proof. [Gou97, p. 64] Since Qp is complete and Zp ⊂ Qp is closed, Zp is complete. Let
ε > 0. Then there is an n ≥ 0 such that p−n ≤ ε. Now let A = {0, 1, . . . , pn− 1}. Clearly
Zp = A+ pnZp. For each a ∈ A,

a+ pnZp = {a+ pnx : x ∈ Zp} = {y ∈ Zp : |y − a|p ≤ p−n}

so a + pnZp is the closed ball Bc(a, p
−n). Therefore Zp is covered by the (finitely many)

closed balls a+ pnZp. Hence by Theorem 3.4.3, Zp is compact.

Proposition 3.4.6. Qp is locally compact.
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Proof. [Gou97, p. 64] Clearly Zp is a neighbourhood of 0, and is compact by Proposition
3.4.5. Now for any a ∈ Qp, define a map ma : x 7→ a+ x. Then ma(x)−ma(y) = x− y,
so ma is a continuous map from Zp to Qp. Now ma(Zp) is a neighbourhood of a, and
is compact since it will preserve the covering of Zp. Hence every a ∈ Qp has a compact
neighbourhood, so Qp is locally compact.

Definition 3.4.7. The characteristic of a field, char K, is the least positive n such that
1 · n = 0 in K (where 1 is the multiplicative identity), or 0 if no such n exists.

Theorem 3.4.8. Let K be a non-discrete topological field. Then the following are equiv-
alent:

(i) K is a locally bounded, complete field and for every closed subfield F of K,
G(F) is finite.

(ii) K is a locally compact field of characteristic zero.

(iii) K is a finite extension of R or of Qp for some prime p.

Proof. The proof is beyond the scope of this report, and can be found in [Wie72].

We have already seen some examples of topological differences which are the result of
| · |p being non-archimedean. The following is a fundamental difference between Qp and
R.

Definition 3.4.9. A set S is disconnected if there are open sets U1, U2 ∈ S such that

(i) U1 ∩ U2 = ∅,
(ii) S = (S ∩ U1) ∪ (S ∩ U2), and

(iii) S ∩ U1 and S ∩ U2 are nonempty.

A set which is not disconnected is connected. If X is a topological space and every subset
of X containing more than one element is disconnected, then X is totally disconnected.

In R, the connected sets are the intervals.

Proposition 3.4.10. The p-adic numbers are totally disconnected.

Proof. Suppose S ⊂ Qp, x, y ∈ S and x 6= y. Then r = |x− y|p > 0. Let U1 be the open
ball B(x, r/2). Clearly U1 is open. Now let n be the greatest integer such that p−n < r/2.
Then

U1 =
{
z ∈ Qp : |x− z|p <

r

2

}
= {z ∈ Qp : |x− z|p ≤ p−n},

so U1 is also a closed ball, and so is closed. Therefore U2 = Qp\U1 is an open set. Clearly
U1 and U2 satisfy the conditions in Definition 3.4.9, and so S is disconnected.
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4 Power Series

4.1 Series convergence

Proposition 4.1.1. A series
∑∞

n=0 an over Qp (i.e. an ∈ Qp) converges if and only if
an → 0.

Proof. The series converges if and only if the sequence of partial sums converges. By the
completeness of Qp, this is equivalent to the partial sums being Cauchy. Now by Lemma
3.1.2, ∣∣∣∣∣

k+1∑
n=0

an −
k∑

n=0

an

∣∣∣∣∣
p

→ 0 ⇐⇒ |ak+1|p → 0.

Corollary 4.1.2. A series
∑∞

n=0 an over Qp converges if and only if |an|p → 0.

Proof. |an|p < ε ⇐⇒
∣∣∣|an|p∣∣∣∞ < ε.

Proposition 4.1.3. If a series
∑∞

n=0 an over the p-adic numbers converges then the
ultrametric inequality holds for the infinite sum, i.e.∣∣∣∣∣

∞∑
n=0

an

∣∣∣∣∣
p

≤ max
n
|an|p .

Proof. The sequence of partial sums is Cauchy. Recall from Example 2.1.10 that this
means that either the sum is 0 or the absolute value of the partial sums becomes constant
after some finite number of terms.

If
∑
an = 0 then the inequality is trivial. Otherwise, the partial sums become sta-

tionary after N0 terms for some N0. Since an → 0, there is an N1 such that |an|p ≤ |aN0|p
for all n ≥ N1. Let N = max {N0, N1}. Now∣∣∣∣∣

∞∑
n=0

an

∣∣∣∣∣
p

=

∣∣∣∣∣
N∑
n=0

an

∣∣∣∣∣
p

≤ max
0≤n≤N

|an|p = max
0≤n<∞

|an|p .

Definition 4.1.4. A series
∑∞

n=0 an converges absolutely if
∑∞

n=0 |an|p converges (in R).

Proposition 4.1.5. If
∑∞

n=0 an converges absolutely then it converges.

Proof. The sequence of partial sums of (|an|p) converges, so it is Cauchy. Then for all
ε > 0, there is an N0 such that

N,M ≥ N0 =⇒

∣∣∣∣∣
N∑
n=0

|an|p −
M∑
n=0

|an|p

∣∣∣∣∣
∞

< ε.

Without loss of generality assume N > M . Then we have
∑N

n=M+1 |an|p < ε. Now by
the triangle inequality, ∣∣∣∣∣

N∑
n=M

an

∣∣∣∣∣
p

≤
N∑

n=M

|an|p < ε

so the partial sums of
∑∞

n=0 an form a Cauchy sequence. Hence the sum converges in
Qp.
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The results above show that the conditions for convergence of a series in the p-adic
numbers are much simpler than in the real numbers. In particular, there can be no p-adic
equivalent of the harmonic series, i.e. a series with terms diminishing in size which does
not converge.

4.2 Power series

Recall that

lim sup
n

xn = lim
n→∞

(
sup
m≥n

xm

)
.

If lim supn xn = x then xn must get arbitrarily close to x infinitely often.

Theorem 4.2.1. Consider the series f(X) =
∑∞

n=0 anX
n. Define the radius of conver-

gence of f(X) as

ρ =
1

lim sup n

√
|an|p

.

(i) If lim sup n

√
|an|p →∞ then ρ = 0 and f(x) converges only if x = 0.

(ii) If lim sup n

√
|an|p → 0 then ρ =∞ and f(x) converges for all x ∈ Qp.

(iii) If 0 < ρ < ∞ and limn→∞ |an|p ρn = 0 then f(x) converges precisely on the
closed ball Bc(0, ρ).

(iv) If 0 < ρ < ∞ and limn→∞ |an|p ρn 6= 0 then f(x) converges precisely on the
open ball B(0, ρ).

Proof. Clearly f(x) always converges at x = 0.
If |x|p < ρ then there is an r < 1 such that |x|p < ρr. Now

yn = n

√
|an|p |x|p <

r n

√
|an|p

lim sup
k

k

√
|ak|p

≤
r n

√
|an|p

n

√
|an|p

= r.

Thus
∑∞

n=0 |anxn|p =
∑∞

n=0 y
n
n <

∑∞
n=0 r

n → 0, and so by Proposition 4.1.5, f(x) con-
verges.

If |x|p = ρ then by Corollary 4.1.2, f(x) converges if and only if |anxn|p → 0, or
equivalently if |an|p ρn → 0.

If |x|p > ρ then there is an ε > 0 such that ρ + ε < |x|p. Now by the definition of
lim sup, there are arbitrarily large n such that

1

n

√
|an|p

< ρ+ ε.

Then

1 <
|x|p
ρ+ ε

< n

√
|an|p |x|p .

Hence 1 < |anxn|p for arbitrarily large n, and so |anxn|p does not converge to 0. Therefore
by Corollary 4.1.2, f(x) does not converge.
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The p-adic power series for the logarithm and exponential functions are explored in
[Gou97, p. 112]. We follow a similar method to obtain power series for the sine and
cosine functions.

Lemma 4.2.2. For any natural n,

vp(n!) =
∞∑
k=1

⌊
n

pk

⌋
<

n

p− 1

where b · c is the floor function.

Proof. We know n! is the product of factors 1, 2, . . . , n. Clearly bc of these factors is
divisible by p. Moreover b n

pk
c of the factors are divisible by pk. Therefore

vp(n!) =
N∑
k=1

⌊
n

pk

⌋
.

There is certainly some N such that b n
pk
c = 0 when k ≥ N . Hence, using the formula for

infinite geometric series in R,

vp(n!) =
N∑
k=1

⌊
n

pk

⌋
<
∞∑
k=1

n

pk
=
∞∑
k=0

n

p
(p−1)k =

n
p

1− p−1
=

n

p− 1
.

Lemma 4.2.3. Let n ∈ N. Then

vp(p
n!) =

pn − 1

p− 1
.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2.2

vp(p
n!) =

∞∑
k=1

⌊
pn

pk

⌋
=
⌊
pn−1

⌋
+
⌊
pn−2

⌋
+ · · ·+ b1c =

pn − 1

p− 1

by the formula for finite geometric series in R.

Corollary 4.2.4. The p-adic valuation

vp((p
n + 1)!) =

pn − 1

p− 1
.

Proof.

vp((p
n + 1)!) = vp(p

n!) + vp(p
n + 1) =

pn − 1

p− 1
+ 0.

Proposition 4.2.5. Let s(X) be the series

s(X) =
∞∑
n=0

(−1)n

(2n+ 1)!
X2n+1.

Then s(x) converges precisely when x is in the open ball B
(
0, p1/(1−p)

)
.
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Proof. We may write s(X) =
∑∞

n=0 anX
n where

an =


1
n!

if n = 4k + 1
−1
n!

if n = 4k + 3

0 otherwise

.

Then by Lemma 4.2.2,

|an|p ≤
∣∣∣∣ 1

n!

∣∣∣∣
p

= pvp(n!) < p
n

p−1

so
lim sup n

√
|an|p ≤ p

1
p−1 .

Thus by Theorem 4.2.1, the radius of convergence is ρ ≥ p−1/(p−1). Now suppose
|x|p = p−1/(p−1), so that vp(x) = 1/(p− 1).

If p 6= 2 then clearly there are infinitely many n such that n = pm for some integer
m. This means an 6= 0 since pm is odd. Now by Lemma 4.2.2

vp(anx
n) = vp

(
xp

m

pm!

)
= pmvp(x)− vp(pm!)

=
pm

p− 1
− pm − 1

p− 1

=
1

p− 1
.

Otherwise if p = 2 then there are infinitely many n such that n = pm + 1, and since
pm + 1 is odd, an 6= 0. Therefore by Lemma 4.2.2 and Corollary 4.2.4,

vp(anx
n) = vp

(
xp

m+1

pm!

)
= (pm + 1)vp(x)− vp(pm!)

=
pm + 1

p− 1
− pm − 1

p− 1

=
2

p− 1
.

Thus for every prime p, |anxn|p > p−1/(p−1) for infinitely many n, so anx
n does not

converge to 0. Hence by Proposition 4.1.1, s(x) does not converge. Therefore the radius
of convergence must be exactly ρ = p−1/(p−1), and s(x) converges precisely when x is in
the open ball B(0, ρ).

Corollary 4.2.6. Let c(X) be the series

c(X) =
∞∑
n=0

(−1)n

(2n)!
X2n.

Then c(x) converges precisely when x is in the open ball B
(
0, p−1/(p−1)

)
.
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Proof. We may write s(X) =
∑∞

n=0 anX
n where

an =


1
n!

if n = 4k
−1
n!

if n = 4k + 2

0 otherwise

.

The proof is now the same as for Proposition 4.2.5, reversing the cases for p 6= 2 and
p = 2 so that n is always chosen to be even.

We may now define the functions sin(x) = s(x) and cos(x) = c(x) on the p-adic numbers
inside the open ball B

(
0, p−1/(p−1)

)
, using the usual power series expansion.
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5 Extending to Cp

5.1 Algebraic closure

We have seen that Qp is an alternative to R (as a completion of Q). After constructing
R, the next step is to find its algebraic closure C. We now do the equivalent for the p-adic
numbers by finding the smallest complete algebraically closed field containing Qp.

Proposition 5.1.1. Qp is not algebraically closed.

Proof. First assume p 6= 2. Consider the function f : Z/pZ → Z/pZ, with f(n) ≡ n2

(mod p). Since f(0) = 0, f(1) = 1, and f(p − 1) = p2 − 2p + 1 ≡ 1 (mod p), by the
pigeonhole principle there must be an m such that 0 < m < p and f(n) 6≡ m (mod p) for
every n. Then m has no square root modulo p. Now if x ∈ Qp then it has some expansion∑∞

n=−k xnp
n with x−k 6= 0. If k > 0 then, since m is an integer, the expansion of x2 −m

has a (non-zero) term (x−kp
−k)2, so∣∣x2 −m∣∣

p
=
∣∣x2−kp−2k + · · ·

∣∣
p

= p2k.

If k < 0 then we clearly have |x2 −m|p = |−m|p = 1. If k = 0 then x2 −m ≡ x20 −m
(mod p). We know x20 6≡ m (mod p), so∣∣x2 −m∣∣

p
=
∣∣x20 −m+ · · ·

∣∣
p

= 1.

Thus m has no square root in Qp, so Qp is not algebraically closed.
Now consider the case p = 2. We show that the polynomial X2 +X + 1 has no roots.

Clearly the congruence X2 +X + 1 ≡ 0 (mod 2) has no solutions. Let x ∈ Q2, with the
expansion

∑∞
n=−k xn2n, with x−k 6= 0. If k > 0 then, just as above, we have∣∣x2 + x+ 1

∣∣
2

=
∣∣x2−k2−2k + · · ·

∣∣
2

= 22k.

If k < 0 then |x2 + x+ 1|2 = |1|2 = 1. If k = 0, then, noting x20 + x0 + 1 6≡ 0 (mod 2),∣∣x2 + x+ 1
∣∣
2

=
∣∣(x0 + 2x1 + · · · )2 + x0 + 2x1 + · · ·+ 1

∣∣
2

=
∣∣x20 + x0 + 1 + · · ·

∣∣
2

= 1.

So X2 +X + 1 has no roots in Q2. Hence Q2 is not algebraically closed.

Definition 5.1.2. Let f(X) = anX
n + · · ·+ a1x+ a0 be a polynomial in Qp[x]. Define

|f |p = max
0≤i≤n

|ai|p .

Lemma 5.1.3 (Hensel). Let f(x) be a polynomial over Zp with decomposition

f(x) ≡ g0(x)h0(x) (mod p),

where g0, h0 ∈ Zp[x] are coprime modulo p and g0 is monic. Then there are polynomials
g(x) ≡ g0(x) (mod p) and h(x) ≡ h0(x) (mod p) over Zp such that g(x) is monic and

f(x) = g(x)h(x).
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Proof. [E+90, p. 173] Much like constructing an expansion for a p-adic number, we
construct g and h using infinite series. Let deg f = d, and deg g0 = m. Since g0 is monic,
d ≥ m. We may assume that deg h0 is d − m, since any higher-order terms have to
have coefficients which are divisible by p, meaning they have no effect on the conjugacy
h(x) ≡ h0(x). We now construct sequences (gn), (hn) ∈ Zp[x] such that deg gn = d and
deg hn = d−m, and show their limits are the required polynomials g and h.

For each n, write

gn = g0 + y1p+ y2p
2 + · · ·+ yn−1p

n−1

hn = h0 + z1p+ z2p
2 + · · ·+ zn−1p

n−1.

We chose the polynomials yi, zi ∈ Zp[x] with deg yi < m and deg zi ≤ d − m. This is
sufficient to make gn and hn have their required degrees, and to make gn monic. We also
want f ≡ gnhn (mod pn) for each n. Then

f ≡ gn+1hn+1 (mod pn+1)

≡ (gn + ynp
n) (hn + znp

n) (mod pn+1)

≡ gnhn + (gnzn + hnyn) pn (mod pn+1).

We may write f = gnhn + rpn for some r ∈ Zp[x], where r has degree at most d. Then
the above gives

f − gnhn ≡ (gnzn + hnyn) pn (mod pn+1)

=⇒ r ≡ gnzn + hnyn (mod p)

=⇒ r ≡ g0zn + h0yn (mod p).

Recall that g0 and h0 are coprime modulo p, so the above congruence can be solved for
yn, zn ∈ Zp[x]. Specifically, we have

h0yn ≡ r (mod g0).

Since g0 has degree m, we may choose yn so that deg yn < m. Since deg r ≤ d, and
deg h0 ≤ d −m, we have deg (g0zn) < d. Thus zn has degree at most d −m. Hence the
polynomials gn+1 and yn+1 have degrees d and d−m.

Finally we see that as n→∞, there is s ∈ Zp[x] such that

|f − gnhn|p =
∣∣(gnzn + hnyn) pn + spn+1

∣∣
p

≤ max
{
|gn|p |zn|p p

−n, |hn|p |yn|p p
−n, |s|p p

−(n+1)
}

≤ max
{
p−n, p−n, p−(n+1)

}
→ 0.

Then g = limn→∞ gn and h = limn→∞ hn are the polynomials required (since these
sequences are Cauchy and give polynomials of finite degree).

Corollary 5.1.4. For each prime p, Qp contains the (p− 1)th roots of unity.

Proof. Since the polynomial xp−1− 1 ≡
∏p−1

k=1(x− k) (mod p), applying Hensel’s Lemma
(5.1.3) repeatedly splits it into linear factors in Qp. Hence the roots of the polynomial
are in Qp.
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The closure of the p-adic numbers, Qp, can be constructed by taking the union of its
algebraic extensions. We first extend | · |p to such an extension by creating a map from
a given finite extension to Qp.

Definition 5.1.5. Let F be a field, and K = F(α) be a field extension of degree n. Then
α is a root of some polynomial

mα(x) = xn + a1x
n−1 + · · ·+ an. (ai ∈ F)

where mα(x) is irreducible over F. The field K is an n-dimensional vector space over
F, and multiplication by an element β of K is a F-linear transformation from K to K.
The field norm of β from K to F, denoted NK/F(β), to F is the determinant of this
transformation.

Proposition 5.1.6. Let F, mα(x), α, β, a1, . . . , an, and K be as in Definition 5.1.5, and
let α1, α2, . . . , αn be the (potentially non-unique) roots of mα(x) in K. Then

(i) NK/F(α) = (−1)n an.

(ii) NK/F(α) =
∏n

i=1 αi.

(iii) NK/F(β) =
(
NF(β)/F(β)

)[K:F(β)]
.

Proof. [Kob77, p. 60]

(i) Use {1, α, α2, . . . , αn} as the basis of K over F. Since α is a root of mα(x), we
have αn = −an − an−1α− · · · − a1αn−1, so the matrix for multiplication by α
in K is

Aα =



0 0 0 . . . −an
1 0 0 . . . −an−1
0 1 0 . . . −an−2
...

...
...

...
0 0 0 . . . 0 −a2
0 0 0 . . . 1 −a1


which has determinant (−1)nan.

(ii) We may write f(x) as f(x) =
∏n

i=1(x − αi), so an =
∏n

i=1 (−αi), and the
result follows by (i).

(iii) Suppose Aβ is the matrix for multiplication by β in F(β). Let BF(β)/F be a
basis for F(β) over F, and let BK/Fβ be a basis for K over F(β). Then the
product

BF(β)/F ·BK/F(β) = {x · y ∈ K : x ∈ BF(β)/F, y ∈ BK/F(β)}

is a basis for K over F (see [Gal13, Proof of Theorem 21.5]). The matrix for
multiplication by β in K can now be written as the square block matrix with∣∣BK/F(β)

∣∣ · ∣∣BF(β)/F
∣∣ = [K : F] columns

Aβ 0 . . . 0
0 Aβ . . . 0
...

...
...

0 0 . . . Aβ

 .
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The determinant of this matrix may be evaluated by taking the determinant
of the blocks, giving (detAβ)[K:F(β)] = NF(β)/F(β)[K:F(β)] .

Lemma 5.1.7. Let K be a finite extension of degree n of F. The field norm is multi-
plicative, and if γ ∈ F then NK/F(γ) = γn.

Proof. Since NK/F( · ) is the determinant of a linear transformation for multiplication in
K, and det(AαAβ) = det(Aα) det(Aβ), where Aα and Aβ are the matrices for multiplica-
tion by α, β ∈ K, the field norm is multiplicative. For the second part, we note that γ is
the root of x− γ over F, so

NK/F(γ) = NF(γ)/F(γ)[K:F(γ)] = NF/F(γ)[K:F] =
(
(−1)1(−γ)

)n
= γn.

Theorem 5.1.8. The p-adic absolute value can be extended to a finite extension K of
degree n by defining

|α|p = n

√∣∣NK/Qp(α)
∣∣
p
.

Proof. [E+90, p. 174] By Lemma 5.1.7, if γ ∈ Qp then
∣∣NK/Qp(γ)

∣∣ 1n
p

= |γn|
1
n
p = |γ|p,

so this definition agrees with | · |p on Qp. Clearly we still have non-negativity, and
NK/Qp(α) = 0 if and only if the minimal polynomial for α over Qp has no constant term,
which is equivalent to α = 0. Multiplicativity follows from Lemma 5.1.7. It remains to
show the triangle inequality holds.

Let γ, β ∈ K. We will show that | · |p is in fact a non-archimedean absolute value on
K by proving

|γ + β|p ≤ max
{
|γ|p , |β|p

}
.

Without loss of generality, suppose |γ|p ≤ |β|p. Then this is equivalent to∣∣∣∣γβ + 1

∣∣∣∣
p

≤
|β|p
|β|p

= 1.

Let α = −γ/β. It suffices to show that |α− 1|p ≤ 1 whenever |α|p ≤ 1. Let F = Qp(α),
m = [Qp(α) : Qp]. Now let

f(x) = xm + a1x
m−1 + · · ·+ am

be the minimal polynomial for α over F, so that NF/Qp(α) = ±am. The minimal polyno-
mial for (α− 1) over F is

f(x+ 1) = xm + · · ·+ (1 + a1 + · · ·+ am)

so NF/Qp(α− 1) = ± (1 + a1 + · · ·+ am).

Suppose that |am|p ≤ 1, and that some ai 6∈ Zp. Let pk = max
{
|ai|p : 0 ≤ i ≤ m

}
,

and define the polynomial

f0(x) = pkf(x) = pkxm + b1x
m−1 + · · ·+ bm.
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Now each bi ∈ Zp. Moreover there is a greatest r for which |br|p = 1, meaning br 6≡ 0
(mod p). Since |am|p ≤ 1, we know r < m. Then

f0(x) ≡
(
b1x

r−1 + · · ·+ br
)
xm−r (mod p)

so by Hensel’s Lemma (5.1.3), f(x) is reducible, contradicting the definition of f(x).
Thus whenever |am|p ≤ 1, every ai ∈ Zp. Then |1 + a1 + · · ·+ am|p ≤ 1.

We now have that

|am|p =
∣∣NF/Qp(α)

∣∣
p
≤ 1 =⇒ |1 + a1 + · · ·+ am|p =

∣∣NF/Qp(α− 1)
∣∣
p
≤ 1.

Finally, noting F = Qp(α) = Qp(α− 1),

|α|p ≤ 1 =⇒ n

√∣∣NK/Qp(α)
∣∣
p
≤ 1

=⇒ n

√∣∣∣NF/Qp(α)[K:F]
∣∣∣
p
≤ 1

=⇒
∣∣NF/Qp(α)

∣∣ [K:F]
n

p
≤ 1

=⇒
∣∣NF/Qp(α− 1)

∣∣
p
≤ 1 (as shown above)

=⇒
∣∣NF/Qp(α− 1)

∣∣ [K:F]
n

p
≤ 1

=⇒ n

√∣∣∣NF/Qp(α− 1)[K:F]
∣∣∣
p
≤ 1

=⇒ n

√∣∣NK/Qp(α− 1)
∣∣
p
≤ 1

=⇒ |α− 1|p ≤ 1.

Hence the ultrametric inequality holds, and so | · |p is a non-archimedean absolute value
on K.

Theorem 5.1.9. The extension of the p-adic absolute value given in Theorem 5.1.8 is
unique.

Proof. [E+90, p. 175] Let ω1, ω2, . . . , ωn be a basis for K/Qp. For any absolute value,

|α| < 1 ⇐⇒ αk → 0 as k →∞ with respect to | · |

since
∣∣αk∣∣ = |α|k. We may express each term in the sequence (αk) by

αk = a1,kω1 + a2,kω2 + · · ·+ an,kωn.

Suppose | · | is an extension of | · |p on K. Elements in the basis are linearly independent,
each ai,k ∈ Qp, and | · | must agree with | · |p on Qp so

|α| < 1 ⇐⇒ ai,k → 0 as k →∞ with respect to | · |
⇐⇒ ai,k → 0 as k →∞ with respect to | · |p
⇐⇒ |α|p < 1.

Hence by Theorem 2.1.3, | · | is equivalent to | · |p , and so the extension is unique.
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We now have a metric space (Qp, | · |p ). Moreover, Qp is the algebraic closure of Qp and
so is unique (up to isomorphism of fields), and the topology induced by | · |p is unique.

Unlike the closure C of R, Qp has infinite dimension over Qp.

Theorem 5.1.10 (Baire category theorem). A set A is nowhere-dense in the metric
space (X, ρ) if the closure of A has empty interior. A complete metric space is not the
countable union of nowhere-dense closed sets.

Proof. A proof of an equivalent form of the theorem, and derivation of the above form,
can be found in [Kel55, Chapter 6, Theorem 34] and the paragraphs following.

Theorem 5.1.11. The algebraic closure of the p-adic numbers, Qp, is not complete.

Proof. [Rob13, p. 129] Since Qp is the union of finite extensions of Qp, we may write

An = {x ∈ Qp : [Qp(x) : Qp] ≤ n}

and have Qp =
⋃
n∈NAn.

We first check that each An is closed. If x 6= 0 is in the closure of An then there
is a sequence (xk) in An such that xk → x as k → ∞. Each xk therefore has a min-
imal polynomial gk(X) over Qp. Scaling the coefficients of gk(X) by a power of p will
give a polynomial fk(X) with xk as a root, with coefficients in Zp, and with at least
one coefficient in Z∗p. Then since Zp is compact by Proposition 3.4.5, (fk) contains a
convergent (coefficient-wise) subsequence (fjk)→ f , where the coefficients of f are in Zp
with at least one coefficient in Z∗p. Therefore f 6= 0, and has degree at most n. Write
fjk(X) =

∑n
i=0 ai,kX

i and f(X) =
∑n

i=0 aiX
i. The proof of Lemma 3.1.3 can clearly

be extended to the field Qp since | · |p is non-archimedean on Qp. Therefore f(X) is
continuous, and so f(xk)→ f(x) as k →∞. We have

|f − fjk |p = max
0≤i≤n

|ai − ai,k|p → 0

and since (xk) converges it is bounded, so

|f(xk)− fjk(xk)|p =

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑
i=0

(ai − ai,k)xik

∣∣∣∣∣
p

≤ max
0≤i≤n

|ai − ai,k|p |xk|
i
p

→ 0.

Therefore f(xk)→ fjk(xk) as k →∞. Now

|f(x)− fjk(xk)|p ≤ max
{
|f(x)− f(xk)|p , |f(xk)− fjk(xk)|p

}
→ 0,

meaning f(x) = lim fjk(xk) = 0. Then x is a root of f(X), so x ∈ An. Hence An is
closed.

We verify that An has no interior point. If α ∈ An and λ ∈ Qp is non-zero then
Qp(λα) = Qp(α), so each An is closed under multiplication by λ. Let r > 0. Then we
may choose an integer v such that pv > |α|p r−1, so

r > |α|p p
−v = |pvα|p .

31



Thus for any r > 0, the ball B(0, r) contains a member of every Am,m ∈ N. Therefore
B(0, r) is not contained in An. We have Am + An ⊂ Amn (see [Gal13, Corollary to
Theorem 21.7]) so indeed no open ball of radius r is contained in An, meaning An has no
interior.

Hence Qp is the countable union of nowhere-dense closed sets An, and so is not
complete by Theorem 5.1.10.

5.2 Completion of Qp

We now take the completion of Qp. Since the procedure for constructing Qp prescribed
in Section 3.2 used only the fact that | · |p is non-archimedean on Qp, and we have shown

that | · |p is also non-archimedean on Qp, we may follow the same steps to obtain the

completion Cp of Qp. Briefly, we take the ring of Cauchy sequences over Qp, construct the
maximal ideal of the ring consisting of those sequences which converge to 0, and form the
quotient ring Cp. We also define | · |p : Cp → R by |x|p = limn→∞ |xn|p, where x = [(xn)]

is an equivalence class of sequences over Qp. We obtain that | · |p is a well-defined non-
archimedean absolute value on Cp. This process results in the complete space (Cp, | · |p ),
where Cp is a field.

Theorem 5.2.1. The field Cp is algebraically closed.

Proof. [Kob77, p.72] In general, the completion of the algebraic closure of a field is itself
algebraically closed [Con09]. For simplicity we prove the result specifically for Cp.

We show that the polynomial f(x) = xn + an−1x
n−1 + · · · + a1x + a0 over Cp has a

root in Cp. For each i, let (ai,j)
∞
j=1 be a Cauchy sequence over Qp converging to ai. We

now have polynomials

fj(x) = xn + an−1,jx
n−1 + · · ·+ a1,jx+ a0,j

over Qp, each having roots r1,j, . . . , rn,j ∈ Qp.
We now construct a Cauchy sequence (αj) inductively, with each αj ∈ {r1,j, . . . , rn,j}.

Make any choice of α1. Suppose we have chosen α1, . . . , αj. Let

δj = |fj − fj+1|p = max
1≤i≤n

{
|ai,j − ai,j+1|p

}
.

By Lemma 3.1.2, δj → 0 as j →∞. We have that (fj) is bounded, so there are constants
Cj ≥ 1 such that |ai,j|p < Cj for all i (and (Cj) is bounded). Suppose that fk has a root
r = ri′,k such that |r|p > Ck. Then

rn = −an−1rn−1 − · · · − a1r − a0
=⇒ r = −an−1 − · · · − a1r2−n − a0r1−n

=⇒ |r|p ≤ max
0≤i<n

{
|an−i−1|p |r|

−i
p

}
≤ max

0≤i<n

{
|an−i−1|p

}
= Ck.
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This is a contradiction. Hence if we let Aj = max
{

1, |r1,j|np , . . . , |rn,j|
n
p

}
then there is a

constant A ≥ Aj for all j. Writing fj+1(x) =
∏n

i=1(x− ri,j+1), we have

n∏
i=1

|αj − ri,j+1|p = |fj+1(αj)|p

= |fj+1(αj)− fj(αj)|p (since fj(αj) = 0)

=

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑
i=1

(ai,j+1 − ai,j)αn−ij

∣∣∣∣∣
p

≤ δjA.

Thus one of the terms |αj − rk,j+1|p ≤ n
√
δjA. Choose αj+1 = rk,j+1.

We now have a sequence (αj) over Qp. Since A is constant and δj → 0, we have that
(αj) is Cauchy, and so it converges to some α ∈ Cp. Finally, by continuity (see proof of
Lemma 3.1.3),

f(α) = lim
j→∞

f(αj) = lim
j→∞

fj(αj) = 0.

Hence α ∈ Cp is a root of f(x), and so Cp is algebraically closed.

Just as Qp is the alternative to R, we now have arrived at the p-adic equivalent of the
complex numbers. A further completion step is necessary in the p-adic case. In summary,
the construction went as follows:

Q completion−−−−−−→ Qp
algebraic closure−−−−−−−−−→ Qp

completion−−−−−−→ Cp.

A natural question is whether this extra step can be eliminated by taking the algebraic
closure of Q, denoted Q, and then taking the completion with respect to some extension
of | · |p , in order to obtain Cp directly. Clearly Q contains Q(i).

Example 5.2.2. The function | · | : Q(i)→ R defined by

|z| =
√∣∣NQ(i)/Q(z)

∣∣
5

is not an absolute value. Consider the numbers z1 = 3 + 4i and z2 = 3 − 4i. They are
conjugates, with z1z2 = 32 + 42 = 25. Then

|z1| = |z2| =
√
|25|5 =

√
5−2 =

1

5
.

However z1 + z2 = 6 ∈ Q, and [Q(i) : Q] = 2, so

|z1 + z2| = |6| =
√
|62|5 = 1 >

1

5
+

1

5
= |z1|+ |z2|

so the triangle inequality does not hold.
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The above example shows that the construction of an extension of | · |5 in the manner
of Theorem 5.1.8 fails to produce an absolute value on Q(i), and so will not produce an
absolute value on Q.

Theorem 5.2.3 (Ostrowski). Every non-trivial absolute value on Q(i) is equivalent to

(i) The (usual) real absolute value | · |∞, or

(ii) The π-adic absolute value | · |π for some prime π in Z(i).

Proof. The proof can be found in [Con08].

It follows that the extension of | · |p to Q using field norms will not work in general,
since not all prime numbers are prime in Z(i).

Due to the uniqueness of algebraic closures and completions, we know that Cp is the
unique (up to isomorphism) smallest field which is algebraically closed and complete with
respect to the p-adic absolute value.

Theorem 5.2.4. Assuming the axiom of choice, Cp is isomorphic to C as a field.

Proof. The proof is beyond the scope of this report, and can be found in [Rob13, p. 145].

The preceding theorem means that we may consider Cp to be the field C coupled with
an exotic topology.
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6 Conclusion

We have covered an analytic introduction to the p-adic numbers. There are alternate
constructions for Qp using algebraic approaches. In [Ser73, Chapter II], Zp is defined as
the inverse limit of the finite rings Z/pnZ, n ∈ N. The field Qp is then defined as the
field of fractions of Zp. In [S+07, Section 51, 52], Qp is considered as an additive group
and as a multiplicative group.

We have constructed the p-adic absolute value, the field of p-adic numbers, and the
complete algebraically closed space containing it. We have explored properties of power
series in Qp, and shown that determination of convergence of series in Qp is simpler than
in R. We showed that for each prime p, the p-adic absolute values are the nontrivial
non-archimedean absolute values. Moreover we demonstrated that the p-adic numbers
are the non-real locally compact field of characteristic zero which arise as a completion
of the rational numbers.
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