arXiv:1611.03557v1 [math.RA] 11 Nov 2016

Neighborhood radius estimation for Arnold’s miniversal deformations of complex and p-adic matrices^∗

Victor A. Bovdi^† Mohammed A. Salim^‡ Vladimir V. Sergeichuk^§

Abstract

V.I. Arnold (1971) constructed a simple normal form to which all complex matrices B in a neighborhood U of a given square matrix A can be reduced by similarity transformations that smoothly depend on the entries of B. We calculate the radius of the neighborhood U. A.A. Mailybaev (1999, 2001) constructed a reducing similarity transformation in the form of Taylor series; we construct this transformation by another method. We extend Arnold’s normal form to matrices over the field Q_p of p-adic numbers and the field F((T )) of Laurent series over a field F.

Keywords Miniversal deformations; reducing transformations; matrices over p-adic numbers.

AMS classification: 15A21; 15B33; 37J40

1 Introduction

The reduction of a complex matrix to its Jordan form is an unstable operation: both the Jordan form and a reduction transformation depend discontinuously on the entries of the original matrix. Arnold [1] (see also [2, 3])

∗Published in Linear Algebra Appl. 512 (2017) 97–112. †United Arab Emirates University, Al Ain, UAE, vbovdi@gmail.com ‡United Arab Emirates University, Al Ain, UAE, msalim@uaeu.ac.ae §Institute of Mathematics, Kiev, Ukraine, sergeich@imath.kiev.ua

constructed a miniversal deformation of a square complex matrix A; i.e., a simple normal form B_{arn} to which all complex matrices B close to A can be reduced by similarity transformations that smoothly depend on the entries of B.

More precisely: Arnold supposes without restriction that A is a Jordan canonical matrix and reduces all matrices B in a neighborhood U of A to the form B_{arn} by a smooth similarity transformation that acts identically on A. Klimenko and Sergeichuk [14] described this reduction in detail.

Many applications of Arnold’s normal form in different areas of mathematics are given in more than 120 articles that cite [1] from the Mathematical Reviews Citation Database. We mention only Mailybaev’s articles [16, 17, 18] in which applications of miniversal deformations are based on the fact that the spectrum of B ∈ U and B_{arn} coincide but B_{arn} has a simple form. Mailybaev also constructed a smooth similarity transformation (in the form of Taylor series) that transforms all B ∈ U to B_{arn}.

Galin [9] (see also [3, § 30E]) obtained miniversal deformations of real matrices by realification of Arnold’s miniversal deformations of complex matrices. Simpler miniversal deformations of real matrices were given by Garcia- Planas and Sergeichuk [11].

The main results of our paper are formulated in Theorem 7:

• We extend Arnold’s normal form of complex matrices to matrices over any field that is complete with respect to a nontrivial absolute value (in particular, over the field Q_p of p-adic numbers and the field F((T )) of Laurent series over a field F; see Example 6). We use the Frobenius canonical form for similarity over an arbitrary field instead of the Jordan canonical form.

• Over such a field, we construct a smooth similarity transformation that transforms all B ∈ U to B_{arn}. Our method differs from the method developed by Mailybaev [16, 17, 18].

• We give the neighborhood U in an explicit form, which is important for applications. As far as we know, the estimate of the radius of U was unknown even for complex matrices.

Miniversal deformations, reducing transformations, and neighborhood radius estimations for complex matrices under congruence and *congruence were given by Dmytryshyn, Futorny, and Sergeichuk [6, 7].

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some definitions and known facts.

2.1 Arnold’s miniversal deformations of Jordan matri- ces The similarity class of an n × n complex A in a small neighborhood of A can be obtained by a very small deformation of the affine matrix space {A + XA − AX | X ∈ C^{n×n} } since for each sufficiently small matrix X ∈ C^{n×n} ,

(I_n−X)^{−1}A(I_n − X) = (I_n + X + X^2 + · · · )A(I_n − X) = A + (XA − AX) + X(XA − AX) + X^2(XA − AX) + · · · = A + (XA − AX) + X(I_n + X + X^2 + · · · )(XA − AX) = A + (XA − AX) small + X(I_n − X)^{−1}(XA − AX) very small . (1)

(X can be taken small due to the Lipschitz property [22]: if A and B are n×n complex matrices close to each other and B = S^{−1}AS with a nonsingular S, then S can be taken near I_n.) The vector space T (A) := {XA − AX | X ∈ C^{n×n} } (2) is the tangent space to the similarity class of A at the point A. The numbers

dim T (A), n^2 − dim T (A)

are called the dimension and codimension, respectively, of the similarity class of A.

We use the matrix norm ‖M‖ := √ ∑ |m_{ij}|^2 of M = [m_{ij} ], the Jordan blocks

J_m(λ) := λ 1 0

λ ...

... 1 0 λ (m-by-m, λ ∈ C ), (3) and the matrices

0^↓ := [ 0_{∗ · · · ∗}^]_{, 0}←_{:=}^{[ ∗}. 0_∗^]

in which all entries are zeros except the last row of 0^↓ and the first column of 0^← that consist of stars.

The following theorem was proved by V.I. Arnold.

Theorem 1 ([1, Theorem 4.4]). Let

J := t⨁ i=1 ( J_{mi1} (λ_i) ⊕ J_{mi2} (λ_i) ⊕ · · · ⊕ J_{miki} (λ_i) ) (4) be a Jordan matrix of size n × n, in which

m_{i1} ⩾ m_{i2} ⩾ . . . ⩾ m_{iki} for all i (5)

and λ_1, . . . , λ_t are distinct complex numbers. Then

(a) all complex matrices J + X that are sufficiently close to J can be simultaneously reduced by some transformation J + X → S(X)^{−1}(J + X)S(X), S(X) is nonsingular and analytic at zero, S(0) = I_n (6)

to the form

J + D := t⨁ i=1

J_{ni1} (λ_i) + 0^↓ 0^↓ . . . 0^↓ 0^← J_{ni2} (λ_i) + 0^↓ · · · . . . . · · · · · · 0^↓ 0^← . . . 0^← J_{niki} (λ_i) + 0^↓ (7)

in which the stars of D represent elements that depend analytically on the entries of X;

(b) the number of stars in D is minimal that can be achieved by transformations of the form (6); this number of stars is equal to the codimension of the similarity class of the matrix J.

Example 2. If J = J_3(5) ⊕ J_2(5), then (7) takes the form

J + D =

5 1 0 0 0 0 5 1 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 5 1 0 0 0 0 5 + 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 0 0 0 ∗ 0 0 ∗ ∗ .

Remark 3. Garcia-Planas and Sergeichuk [11] proved that the statements (a) and (b) are also true for matrices over R if the real Jordan canonical form is taken instead of (4), which simplifies the miniversal deformations of real matrices constructed by Galin [9] (see also [3, § 30E]).

Remark 4. Belitskii [4] proved that for each Jordan matrix J there exists a permutation of rows and the same permutation of columns such that the obtained matrix J^′ = S^{−1}JS (S is a permutation matrix) possesses the property: all commuting with J^′ matrices are upper block triangular. Klimenko and Sergeichuk [13] showed that the same permutations of rows and columns of (7) transforms it to J^′ +D^′ = S^{−1}(J +D)S, which is lower block triangular. The matrix J^′ was called the Weyr canonical matrix by Sergeichuk [23]. Remark 5. Let D be the matrix in (7). Denote by D(C ) the vector space of all matrices obtained from D by replacing its stars by complex numbers. Arnold [1] states that this vector space is a direct complement of the tangent space T (J); that is, C^{n×n} = T (J) ⊕ D(C ). (8) (Thus, the number of stars in D is equal to the codimension of the similarity class of J.) Moreover, if D is any matrix consisting of 0’s and ∗’s that satisfies (8), then D can be used in (7). This result about the similarity action of the group of nonsingular complex matrices was generalized by Tannenbaum [24, Part V, Theorem 1.2] to a Lie group acting on a complex manifold. Simplest miniversal deformations of matrix pencils and contagredient matrix pencils [8, 11], and matrices under congruence and *congruence [6, 7] were constructed by methods that are based on direct sum decompositions analogous to (8).

2.2 An absolute value

We extend Theorem 1 to matrices over a field F with topology given by an absolute value, which is a real valued function |.| : F → R such that

• |x| ⩾ 0, |x| = 0 ⇔ x = 0, • |xy| = |x||y|, and |x + y| ⩽ |x| + |y| for all x, y ∈ F; see [15, Chapter XII]. Then |1| = 1, | − x| = |x|, and |x^{−1}| = |x|^{−1}. A sequence a_1, a_2, . . . in F converges to a ∈ F if for every ε > 0 there exists a natural number N such that |a_n − a| < ε for all n ⩾ N. A sequence a_1, a_2, . . . in F is a Cauchy sequence if for every ε > 0, there exists N such that |a_n − a_m| < ε for all m, n > N. Every convergent sequence is Cauchy. If every Cauchy sequence converges, then F is called complete.

Each field F possesses the trivial absolute value defined by |0| = 0 and |x| = 1 for all 0 ≠ x ∈ F. By [15, Proposition 2.1], each field with nontrivial absolute value is a dense subfield of a complete field, which is unique up to F-isomorphism.

Example 6. The most known complete fields with nontrivial absolute value are • the fields R and C with the usual absolute value,

• the field Q_p of p-adic numbers for any prime p with the absolute value

|x|_p := p^{−z}, x = a_zp^z + a_{z+1}p^{z+1} + · · · ∈ Q_p (9)

in which z ∈ Z, a_z, a_{z+1}, . . . ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p − 1} and a_z ≠ 0,

• the field F((T )) of Laurent series over a field F with the absolute value

|x| := 2^{−z}, x = a_zT^z + a_{z+1}T^{z+1} + a_{z+2}T^{z+2} + · · · (10)

in which z ∈ Z, a_z, a_{z+1}, a_{z+2}, . . . ∈ F and a_z ≠ 0 (see [5, p. 316]).

An absolute value is non-Archimedean if |x + y| ⩽ max{|x|, |y|} for all x, y ∈ F (then |x+y| = max{|x|, |y|} if |x| ≠ |y|). Its geometric properties are unaccustomed: every triangle is isosceles (since |x − z| = |(x − y) + (y − z)| = max{|x − y|, |y − z|} if |x − y| ≠ |y − z|); every point of the open sphere S_ε(x) := {y ∈ F| |y − x| < ε} may serve as a center; any two spheres are either disjoint or one is contained inside the other; see [20]. The absolute values (9) and (10) are non-Archimedean.

2.3 Real Jordan and Frobenius canonical matrices

Define the m × m matrix

C_m(a, b) := C(a, b) I_2 0 C(a, b) ... ... I_2 0 C(a, b) with C(a, b) := [ a b −b a ]

for each a, b ∈ R and m = 2, 4, 6, . . . . We use the real Jordan canonical form (see [12, Theorem 3.4.1.5]): each square real matrix is similar over R to a direct sum

C := [_{t′} ⨁ i=1 ( J_{mi1} (λ_i) ⊕ J_{mi2} (λ_i) ⊕ · · · ⊕ J_{miki} (λ_i) ) ]

⊕ [_t ⨁ i=t^′+1 ( C_{mi1} (a_i, b_i) ⊕ C_{mi2} (a_i, b_i) ⊕ · · · ⊕ C_{miki} (a_i, b_i) ) ] (11)

with λ_i, a_i, b_i ∈ R and b_i > 0; this direct sum is uniquely determined up to permutation of summands. We suppose that

m_{i1} ⩾ m_{i2} ⩾ . . . ⩾ m_{iki} for all i. (12)

We also use the Frobenius canonical form for similarity (see [21, Section 14]): each square matrix over an arbitrary field F is similar to a direct sum, determined uniquely up to permutation of summands, of matrices of the form

Φ_m(p) :=

0 1 0 ... ...

0 0 1 −c_m . . . −c_2 −c_1 (m-by-m) (13)

whose characteristic polynomial x^m + c_1x^{m−1} + · · · + c_m ∈ F[x] is an integer power of a polynomial p(x) that is irreducible over F.

3 The main result

Let us fix a field F that is complete with respect to a nontrivial absolute value, and a matrix A ∈ F^{n×n} . In this section, we formulate Theorem 7 about miniversal deformations of A over F.

Let D be an n × n matrix consisting of 0’s and ∗’s such that F^{n×n} = T (A) ⊕ D(F), (14) in which T (A) is defined by (2) with F instead of C , and D(F) is the vector space of all matrices obtained from D by replacing its stars with elements of F. Such a matrix D always exists; to construct it we can take the set of matrix units lexicographically arranged:

E_{11}, E_{12}, . . . , E_{1n}; E_{21}, E_{22}, . . . , E_{2n}; . . . ; E_{n1}, E_{n2}, . . . , E_{nn}, and delete those of them that are linear combinations of the preceding units and elements of T (A). The remaining units generate a vector space that can be used as D(F).

Let us fix n^2 matrices F_{ij} ∈ F^{n×n} , i, j = 1, . . . , n, such that E_{ij} + F_{ij} A − AF_{ij} ∈ D(F) (15) for each n × n matrix unit E_{ij} (F_{ij} exists by (14)). We can and will take F_{ij} = 0_n if E_{ij} ∈ D(F). (16) Define the neighborhood of zero U := { X ∈ F^{n×n} | | | ‖X‖ < 1 48 √ n(a + 1)f^2 } , (17) in which a := ‖A‖, f := max { ∑ i,j ‖F_{ij}‖,^1_3 } , (18) and ‖M‖ := √∑ |m_{ij}|^2 for all M = [m_{ij} ] ∈ F^{n×n} .

For each X ∈ U, we construct a sequence M_1 := X, M_2, M_3, . . . (19) of n × n matrices as follows: if M_k = [m^{(k)}_{ij} ] (20) has been constructed, then M_{k+1} is defined by

A + M_{k+1} := (I_n − C_k)^{−1}(A + M_k)(I_n − C_k), C_k := ∑ i,j m^{(k)}_{ij} F_{ij} . (21)

Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 7. Let F be a complete field with respect to a nontrivial absolute value, and let A ∈ F^{n×n} . Let D be an n × n matrix consisting of 0’s and ∗’s that satisfies (14). Then the following statements hold:

(a) Let C_1, C_2, . . . be formed by (21). For each matrix X from the set U defined in (17), the infinite product

S(X) := (I_n − C_1)(I_n − C_2)(I_n − C_3) · · · (22)

is convergent and nonsingular. The related matrix function S : U → F^{n×n} is continuous and S(0_n) = I_n; this function is analytic if F = C .

(b) If X ∈ U, then

D(X) := S(X)^{−1}(A + X)S(X) − A ∈ D(F), (23)

for which S(X) is defined in (22). This means that all matrices A + X with X ∈ U are reduced by the similarity transformation S(X)^{−1}(A + X)S(X) to the form A + D. The stars in D represent the entries that depend continuously on the entries of X. The number of stars in D is equal to the codimension of the similarity class of A. In particular, for each ε satisfying 0 < ε ⩽ 1/2 and for each X ∈ 2εU, we have

‖S(X) − I_n‖ < −1 + (1 + ε)(1 + ε^2)(1 + ε^3) · · · , (24) ‖D(X)‖ ⩽ ε/(2f), (25) in which f is defined in (18).

(c) Let one of the following conditions hold:

(i) A is a Frobenius canonical matrix t⨁ i=1 ( Φ_{mi1} (p_i) ⊕ Φ_{mi2} (p_i) ⊕ · · · ⊕ Φ_{miki} (p_i) ) , m_{i1} ⩾ . . . ⩾ m_{iki} (see (13)) in which p_1, p_2, . . . , p_t are distinct irreducible polynomials over F, (ii) F = C and A is a Jordan canonical matrix (4) satisfying (5),

(iii) F = R and A is a real Jordan canonical matrix (11) satisfying (12).

Then the matrix D satisfying (14) can be taken as follows:

D := t⨁ i=1

0^↓_{mi1} 0^↓ . . . 0^↓ 0^← 0^↓_{mi2} ... . . . . ... ... 0^↓ 0^← . . . 0^← 0^↓_{miki} ,

in which 0^↓_m denotes the matrix 0^↓ of size m × m.

Note that Theorem 7(a) constructs a matrix S(X) that transforms a family of all matrices A + X with X ∈ U to the form A + D. Garcia-Planas and Mailybaev [10, 17, 18] construct analogous matrices (in the form of Taylor series) that transform families of complex matrices under similarity and families of complex matrix pencils under strict equivalence to their miniversal deformations. They also give numerous applications.

4 Proof of the main result

In the remaining portion of the article we prove parts (a)–(c) of Theorem 7.

4.1 Proof of part (a)

By (15), (20), and (21), ∑ i,j m^{(k)}_{ij} E_{ij} + ∑ i,j m^{(k)}_{ij} F_{ij}A − ∑ i,j m^{(k)}_{ij} AF_{ij} ∈ D(F), M_k + C_kA − AC_k ∈ D(F). For each P = [p_{ij} ] ∈ F^{n×n} , we write ‖P ‖_D := √ ∑ (i,j) /∈I(D) |p_{ij}|^2,

in which I(D) ⊆ {1, . . . , n} × {1, . . . , n} is the set of indices of the stars in D.

Let us fix ε ∈ R such that 0 < ε ⩽ 1/2. Define a sequence δ_1, τ_1, δ_2, τ_2, δ_3, τ_3, . . .

of positive real numbers by induction: τ_1 = δ_1 := ε/(8fv) = ε/(24 √ n(a + 1)f^2), τ_{k+1} := τ_k + δ_kv, δ_{k+1} := δ_kε = δ_1ε^k (k = 1, 2, . . . ), (26) in which a and f were defined in (18) and v := 3 √ n(a + 1)f. Lemma 8. If ‖M_1‖ < τ_1 in (19), then ‖M_ℓ‖ < τ_ℓ, ‖M_ℓ‖_D < δ_ℓ, ‖C_ℓ‖ ⩽ δ_ℓf (ℓ = 1, 2, . . . ). (27) Proof. If the first inequality in (27) holds, then the third holds too since ‖C_ℓ‖ = ‖ ∑ (i,j) /∈I(D) m^{(ℓ)}_{ij} F_{ij} ‖ (by (16) and (21)) ⩽ ∑ (i,j) /∈I(D) |m^{(ℓ)}_{ij} | · ‖F_{ij} ‖ ⩽ ∑ (i,j) /∈I(D) δ_ℓ · ‖F_{ij}‖ ⩽ δ_ℓf < 1/10.

The series (I − C_ℓ)^{−1} = I + C_ℓ + C^2_ℓ + · · · is convergent since the sequence of its partial sums I, I +C_ℓ, I +C_ℓ +C^2_ℓ , . . . is a Cauchy sequence. Moreover, ‖(I − C_ℓ)^{−1}‖ = ‖I + C_ℓ + C^2_ℓ + · · · ‖ ⩽ ‖I‖ + ‖C_ℓ‖ + ‖C^2_ℓ ‖ + · · · ⩽ √ n(1 + ‖C_ℓ‖ + ‖C_ℓ‖^2 + · · · ) = √ n/(1 − ‖C_ℓ‖) < 1.5 √ n. Suppose that (27) holds for all ℓ ⩽ k; let us prove it for ℓ = k + 1. Write A_k := A + M_k, then ‖A_k‖ = ‖A + M_k‖ ⩽ ‖A‖ + ‖M_k‖ ⩽ a + δ_k < a + 1. By (21), A_{k+1} = (I + C_k + C^2_k + · · · )A_k(I − C_k) = A_k + (I − C_k)^{−1}(C_kA_k − A_kC_k).

Subtracting A from these equations and taking the absolute value, we get ‖M_{k+1}‖ ⩽ ‖M_k‖ + 1.5 √ n · 2‖C_k‖ · ‖A_k‖ ⩽ τ_k + 3 √ n · δ_kf · (a + 1) = τ_{k+1}, which proves the first inequality in (27) for ℓ = k + 1.

Let us prove the second inequality in (27). By (1), A+M_{k+1} = A+M_k +C_k(A+M_k)−(A+M_k)C_k +C_k(I −C_k)^{−1}(C_kA_k −A_kC_k), M_{k+1} = M_k + C_kA − A_kC_k

belongs to D(F)

+C_kM_k − M_kC_k + C_k(I − C_k)^{−1}(C_kA_k − A_kC_k),

‖M_{k+1}‖_D ⩽ 2‖C_k‖ · ‖M_k‖ + ‖C_k‖ · 1.5 √ n · 2‖C_k‖ · ‖A_k‖ ⩽ 2 · δ_kf · (τ_k + 1.5 √ n · δ_kf · (a + δ_k)) ⩽ δ_kf(2τ_k + vδ_k). This reduces the request inequality ‖M_{k+1}‖_D < δ_{k+1}(= δ_kε) to the inequality 2fτ_k + fvδ_k ⩽ ε. Since

τ_k = τ_{k−1} + vδ_{k−1} = τ_{k−2} + v(δ_{k−2} + δ_{k−1})

⩽ τ_1 + v(δ_1 + δ_2 + δ_3 + · · · ) = δ_1 + v(δ_1 + δ_1ε + δ_1ε^2 + · · · ) = δ_1(1 + v/(1 − ε)) ⩽ δ_1(1 + 2v) ⩽ 3δ_1v,

(28)

we obtain that 2fτ_k + fvδ_k ⩽ 6fδ_1v + fvδ_k ⩽ 7fδ_1v ⩽ 7ε/8 ⩽ ε. Proof of Theorem 7(a). Write S_{k,l}(X) := l∏ i=k (I − C_i), S_l(X) := S_{1,l}(X) for all 1 ⩽ k ⩽ l ⩽ ∞. (29)

If ‖X‖ ⩽ τ_1 = ε/(8fv) and l < ∞, then by Lemma 8 ‖S_{k,l}(X) − I‖ = ‖(I − C_k)(I − C_{k+1}) · · · (I − C_l) − I‖ ⩽ ∑ k⩽i⩽l ‖C_i‖ + ∑ k⩽i<j⩽l ‖C_i‖ ‖C_j‖ + · · · + ‖C_k‖ · · · ‖C_l‖ ⩽ −1 + (1 + ‖C_k‖)(1 + ‖C_{k+1}‖) · · · (1 + ‖C_l‖) ⩽ −1 + (1 + ε^{k−1}δ_1f)(1 + ε^kδ_1f)(1 + ε^{k+1}δ_1f) · · · ⩽ −1 + ( 1 +^{εk}_{8v} ) ( 1 +^{εk+1}_{8v} ) ( 1 +^{εk+2}_{8v} ) · · · ⩽ −1 + (1 + ε^k)(1 + ε^{k+1})(1 + ε^{k+2}) · · · (30)

The infinite product ω_k(ε) := ∏_∞ i=k(I + ε^i) is convergent since any product ∏_∞ i=1(1 + a_i) with positive real a_i’s converges if and only if the infinite series ∑_∞ i=1 a_i converges (see [19, Theorem 15.14]). Write ω_k := ω_k(1/2). The infinite product S(X) = ∏_∞ i=1(I − C_i) defined in (22) is convergent for each X ∈ U. Indeed, the sequence S_1(X), S_2(X), S_3(X), . . . is a Cauchy sequence since 1 ⩽ k ⩽ l implies ‖S_l(X) − S_k(X)‖ = ‖S_k(X)(S_{k+1,l}(X) − I)‖ ⩽ ‖(S_k(X) − I) + I‖ · ‖S_{k+1,l}(X) − I)‖ ⩽ ((ω_1 − 1) + √ n)(ω_{k+1} − 1) by (30).

Let us prove that the matrix function S : U → F^{n×n} is continuous. By (21), the entries of each C_i are polynomials in the entries of X. Thus, the entries of S_k(X) are polynomials in the entries of X for each k. Since the operations x + y, x − y, xy, x^{−1} are continuous, the matrices S_k(X) are continuous functions. Let ε^′ be a small positive number. For any X, Y ∈ U and k ∈ N, we have S(Y ) − S(X) = S_k(Y )S_{k+1,∞}(Y ) − S_k(X)S_{k+1,∞}(X) = (S_k(Y ) − S_k(X))S_{k+1,∞}(Y ) + S_k(X)(S_{k+1,∞}(Y ) − S_{k+1,∞}(X)),

hence ‖S(Y ) − S(X)‖ ⩽ ‖S_k(Y ) − S_k(X)‖ · ‖S_{k+1,∞}(Y )‖ + ‖S_k(X)‖ · ‖S_{k+1,∞}(Y ) − S_{k+1,∞}(X)‖ ⩽ ‖S_k(Y ) − S_k(X)‖(ω_1 + √ n) + ω_1‖S_{k+1,∞}(Y ) − S_{k+1,∞}(X)‖. Because S_k(X) converges uniformly, there exists δ^′ > 0 such that

‖S_k(Y ) − S_k(X)‖ · (ω_1 + √ n) < ε^′/2 if ‖Y − X‖ < δ^′. Since ω_t → 1, there exists k such that ω_1‖S_{k+1,∞}(Y ) − S_{k+1,∞}(X)‖ ⩽ ω_1 ( ‖S_{k+1,∞}(Y ) − I‖ + ‖S_{k+1,∞}(X) − I‖ ) ⩽ ω_1 · 2(ω_{k+1} − 1) < ε^′/2.

Thus, ‖S(Y ) − S(X)‖ < ε^′ if ‖Y − X‖ < δ^′ and so S : U → F^{n×n} is a continuous function.

The matrix S(X) is nonsingular for each X ∈ U. Indeed, S(X) = S_k(X)S_{k+1,∞}(X), in which S_k(X) is nonsingular for each k, and S_{k+1,∞}(X) is certainly nonsingular for a sufficiently large k since ‖S_{k+1,∞}(X) − I‖ → 0 by (30).

If X = 0_n, then all M_i = C_i = 0_n, and so S(0_n) = I_n.

Let now F = C ; we should prove that S : U → F^{n×n} is analytic. By (21), the entries of each C_i are polynomials in the entries of X. Hence the entries of each S_ℓ(X) (see (29)) are polynomials in the entries of X. Since S_ℓ(X) → S(X), the Weierstrass theorem on uniformly convergent sequences of analytic functions (see [19, Theorem 15.8]) ensures that the entries of S(X) are analytic functions in the entries of X.

4.2 Proof of part (b)

By (21) and (29),

A + M_k(X) = S_{k−1}(X)^{−1}(A + X)S_{k−1}(X) for each X ∈ U.

Hence, M_k(X) → D(X) as k → ∞, where D(X) is defined in (23). By (27) and (26), ‖M_k(X)‖_D < δ_k = δ_1ε^{k−1} → 0 as k → ∞, and so ‖D(X)‖_D = 0, which proves (23). The inequality (24) follows from (30) and the inequality (25) follows from

‖M_k‖ ⩽ τ_k ⩽ 3δ_1v (by (28)) ⩽ 3ε/(8f) ⩽ ε/(2f). Since (14) is a direct sum, the number of stars in D is equal to n^2 −dim T (A), which is the codimension of the similarity class of A.

4.3 Proof of part (c)

Let us prove the statement (i) in (c). Write T (P, Q) := {XQ − P X | X ∈ F^{m×n} }, P ∈ F^{m×m} , Q ∈ F^{n×n} . Let A = A_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ A_l ∈ F^{n×n} , in which every A_i is of size n_i × n_i. Let D = [D_{ij}]^l_{i,j=1} be a block matrix, in which every D_{ij} is a block of size n_i × n_j whose entries are 0’s and ∗’s. Clearly, F^{n×n} = T (A) ⊕ D(F) if and only if F^{ni ×nj} = T (A_i, A_j ) ⊕ D_{ij} (F) for all i, j = 1, . . . , l. Thus, the statement (i) is implied by the following lemma.

Lemma 9. Let Φ = Φ(p^r) and Ψ = Φ(q^s) be m × m and n × n Frobenius blocks (see (13)) in which p, q ∈ F[x] are irreducible polynomials with leading coefficient 1. The following hold: (α) If p ≠ q, then F^{m×n} = T (Φ, Ψ).

(β) If p = q and r ⩾ s, then F^{m×n} = T (Φ, Ψ) ⊕ 0^↓(F). (γ) If p = q and r ⩽ s, then F^{m×n} = T (Φ, Ψ) ⊕ 0^←(F).

Proof. Let us compute the dimension of T (Φ, Ψ). The space T (Φ, Ψ) is the image of the linear operator ξ : F^{m×n} → F^{m×n} , X → XΨ − ΦX; (31) hence

dim T (Φ, Ψ) = mn − Ker(ξ), Ker(ξ) = {H ∈ F^{m×n} | HΨ = ΦH}. (32) For each matrix A ∈ F^{t×t} , denote by M(A) = (F^t , A) the module over the polynomial ring F[x] that is the vector space F^t with multiplication f(x)v := f(A)v for all f ∈ F[x] and v ∈ F^t . Each matrix H ∈ Ker(ξ) defines the F[x]-homomorphism φ_H : M(Ψ) → M(Φ), v → Hv; moreover, H → φ_H is a linear bijection from Ker(ξ) to the F-space of homomorphisms Hom_{F[x]} (M(Ψ), M(Φ)). Thus, dim_F Ker(ξ) = dim_F Hom_{F[x]} (M(Ψ), M(Φ)).

The module M(Ψ) is cyclic because

M(Ψ) = F[x]e_n ≃ F[x]/q(x)^n F[x], where e_n := (0, . . . , 0, 1)^T ∈ F^n . Hence, each homomorphism φ : M(Ψ) → M(Φ) is fully determined by φ(e_n).

• If p ≠ q, then φ(e_n) = 0 since q(x)^sφ(e_n) = φ(q(x)^se_n) = φ(0) = 0, (33) p(x)^rφ(e_n) ∈ p(x)^rM(Φ) = 0, and fp^r + gq^r = 1 for some f, g ∈ F[x].

• If p = q and r ⩾ s, then φ(e_n) ∈ p(x)^{r−s}M(Φ) by (33). Moreover, φ(e_n) is an arbitrary element of the submodule p(x)^{r−s}M(Φ) ≃ M(Ψ) of dimension n.

• If p = q and r ⩽ s, then φ(e_n) is an arbitrary element of M(Φ) of dimension m.

Therefore,

dim_F Ker(ξ) =

0 if p ≠ q n if p = q and r ⩾ s m if p = q and r ⩽ s

for the linear operator (31). By (32),

dim_F T (Φ, Ψ) = mn if p ≠ q (m − 1)n if p = q and r ⩾ s m(n − 1) if p = q and r ⩽ s.

(34)

(α) If p ≠ q, then F^{m×n} = T (Φ, Ψ) by (34).

(β) Let p = q and r ⩾ s. Denote by E_{ij} the (i, j) matrix unit in F^{m×n} . For each i = 1, . . . , m − 1, the matrices ξ(−E_{i1}), ξ(−E_{i2}), . . . , ξ(−E_{in}) have the form

0 0 · · · 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 0 · · · 0 1 0 · · · 0 ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ . . . . . . . . . . . . ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ , 0 0 · · · 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 0 · · · 0 0 1 · · · 0 ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ . . . . . . . . . . . . ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ , . . . , 0 0 · · · 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 0 · · · 0 0 0 . . . 1 ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ . . . . . . . . . . . . ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ,

respectively, with units in the ith row. Since T (Φ, Ψ) = Im ξ, we have F^{m×n} = T (Φ, Ψ) + 0^↓(F). This sum is direct by (34) and because dim 0^↓(F) = n.

(γ) Let p = q and r ⩽ s. For each j = 2, . . . , n, the matrices ξ(E_{1j} ), ξ(E_{2j}), . . . , ξ(E_{mj} ) have the form ∗ · · · ∗ 1 0 · · · 0 ∗ · · · ∗ 0 0 · · · 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ∗ · · · ∗ 0 0 · · · 0 , . . . , ∗ · · · ∗ 0 0 · · · 0 ∗ · · · ∗ 0 0 · · · 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ∗ · · · ∗ 1 0 · · · 0 with units in the jth column. Since T (Φ, Ψ) = Im ξ, we have F^{m×n} = T (Φ, Ψ) + 0^←(F). This sum is direct by (34) and because dim 0^←(F) = m.

We have proved the statement (i) of part (c). The statements (ii) and (iii) were proved by Arnold [1, Theorem 4.4] and by Garcia-Planas and Sergeichuk [11, Theorem 3.1], respectively.

Acknowledgements

The work on the final version of this article was supported in part by the UAEU UPAR grant G00001922. The authors would like to thank the referees for their constructive comments, which helped us to improve the manuscript.

References

[1] V.I. Arnold, On matrices depending on parameters, Russian Math.

Surveys 26 (2) (1971) 29–43.

[2] V.I. Arnold, Lectures on bifurcations in versal families, Russian Math. Surveys 27 (5) (1972) 54–123.

[3] V.I. Arnold, Geometrical Methods in the Theory of Ordinary Differential Equations, Springer-Verlag, 1988.

[4] G.R. Belitskiĭ, Normal forms in a space of matrices, in: V.A.

Marchenko (Ed.), Analysis in Infinite-Dimensional Spaces and Operator Theory, Naukova Dumka, Kiev, 1983, pp. 3–15 (in Russian).

[5] W.A. Coppel, Number Theory: An Introduction to Mathematics, Springer, 2009.

[6] A.R. Dmytryshyn, V. Futorny, V.V. Sergeichuk, Miniversal deformations of matrices of bilinear forms, Linear Algebra Appl. 436 (2012) 2670–2700.

[7] A.R. Dmytryshyn, V. Futorny, V.V. Sergeichuk, Miniversal deformations of matrices under *congruence and reducing transformations, Linear Algebra Appl. 446 (2014) 388–420.

[8] A. Edelman, E. Elmroth, B. Kågström, A geometric approach to perturbation theory of matrices and matrix pencils. Part I: Versal deformations, SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl. 18 (1997) 653–692.

[9] D.M. Galin, On real matrices depending on parameters, Uspehi Mat.

Nauk 27 (1) (1972) 241–242 (in Russian).

[10] M.I. Garcia-Planas, A.A. Mailybaev, Reduction to versal deformations of matrix pencils and matrix pairs with application to control theory, SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl. 24 (2003) 943–962.

[11] M.I. Garcia-Planas, V.V. Sergeichuk, Simplest miniversal deformations of matrices, matrix pencils, and contragredient matrix pencils, Linear Algebra Appl. 302–303 (1999) 45–61.

[12] R.A. Horn, C.R. Johnson, Matrix Analysis, 2nd ed., Cambridge University Press, New York, 2013.

[13] L. Klimenko, V.V. Sergeichuk, Block triangular miniversal deformations of matrices and matrix pencils, in: V. Olshevsky, E. Tyrtyshnikov (Eds), Matrix Methods: Theory, Algorithms and Applications, World Sci. Publ., Hackensack, NJ, 2010, pp. 69–84.

[14] L. Klimenko, V.V. Sergeichuk, An informal introduction to perturbations of matrices determined up to similarity or congruence, São Paulo J. Math. Sci. 8 (2014) 1–22.

[15] S. Lang, Algebra, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2002.

[16] A.A. Mailybaev, Reduction of matrix families to normal forms and its application to stability theory, Fundam. Prikl. Mat. 5 (1999) 1111- 1133 (in Russian).

[17] A.A. Mailybaev, Transformation of families of matrices to normal forms and its application to stability theory, SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl. 21 (1999) 396–417.

[18] A.A. Mailybaev, Transformation to versal deformations of matrices, Linear Algebra Appl. 337 (2001) 87–108.

[19] A.I. Markushevich, Theory of Functions of a Complex Variable. Vol.

I, Prentice-Hall, Inc., Englewood Cliffs, N.J., 1965.

[20] P.N. Natarajan, K.N. Ranganathan, Geometry in which all triangles are isosceles; an introduction to non-archimedean analysis, Resonance – Journal of Science Education, 5 (10) (2010) 32–42 (available at http://www.ias.ac.in/resonance).

[21] V.V. Prasolov, Problems and Theorems in Linear Algebra, American Mathematical Society, 1994.

[22] L. Rodman, Remarks on Lipschitz properties of matrix groups actions, Linear Algebra Appl. 434 (2011) 1513–1524.

[23] V.V. Sergeichuk, Canonical matrices for linear matrix problems, Linear Algebra Appl. 317 (2000) 53–102.

[24] A. Tannenbaum, Invariance and System Theory: Algebraic and Geometric Aspects, Lecture Notes in Math. 845, Springer, 1981.