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ON THE STABILITY OF CANONICAL FORMS OF
SINGULAR LINEAR DIFFERENCE SYSTEMS

GUOTING CHEN AND ABDELMAJID FAHIM

Using the formal reduction by a method of deformation of
orbits under the adjoint representation of GL(n,C), we have
proved the existence and uniqueness (up to equivalence under
GL(n,C)) of a formal canonical form of systems of singular lin-
ear difference equations. In this paper we study the stability
of the irregular part of the canonical form under perturbation
of the matrix coefficients.

1. Introduction and Notations.

The formal reduction of singular linear difference systems or of difference
equations is studied in many ways: Formal classification, canonical forms
or formal solutions (see [9], [4], [8], [2], [3]). One of the approaches is the
reduction to canonical forms given in [3] by using the method of Babbitt and
Varadarajan [1] for singular differential systems. We study in this paper the
stability of the canonical forms of singular linear difference systems. Similar
results for singular differential systems can be found in [1] or [7].

We shall use the following notations.

Let K = C((1/z)) be the field of formal power series with coefficients in C.
¢ is the C-automorphism of K defined by ¢(x) = 2 + 1. For ¢ € N*, z1/7 is
a fixed root of y? = x, O, = C[[z~/9]], K, = C((z/9)) and K = quN* K,
is the field of formal Puisieux power series over C. ¢ can be extended to
K by ¢(x'/9) = 2¥/9(1 4 271)1/9. Let a € K, be nonzero, then it can be
written in the form

—+oo ‘
a=a(x) =z Zaj:c_]/q, ap # 0
J=0

where k is an integer. We write ord(a) for k/q, (ord(0) = +o0). For A €
gl(n, Ky), A# 0, we define

ord(A) = max {T |reZ,Acazgl(n, (’)q)}
q

and ord(0) = +oo0.
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We consider systems of linear difference equations of the following type

(1) ¢(u) = Au
where A € GL(n, K;), ¢ € N*. One can write

(2) A= Z ’““ - € GL(n, K,)

where r € Z, A, € gl(n, C) and A, # 0.
Recall ([3]) that a matrix A or its associate system is said of level 0 if

oo Am

of level <1 if

(3) _I+Z$(fn)1/q reN* 1<r<gq, A #0,

where I denotes the n x n identity matrix.

Let T' € GL(n, K,;). The change @ = T'u transforms the system (1) to
o(@t) = At where
A=At =
=T[A] = ¢(T)AT .
We shall say that the matrices 4, A (or the corresponding difference systems)
are equivalent (under GL(n, Ky)).

We recall (cf. [3]) the definition of a canonical form for a matrix or its
associate linear difference system.

Definition 1.1. Let p € N*. We shall say that a matrix B € GL(n, K)) is

) . ) B; .
in canonical form if B = T @ 0 with
1=

1
r ez, &ezf?N, U <ty < - <Ay,

B; € GL(n(z), Op)a n(l) S N*,

~ ) ™o o, CF
1) Bz — 7 Bl o
;n n, (1691)\& o+ -

where
Pl b
0 _ 1), Par je
BY =1+ NO) +- o
€T a 1 z a,j&”
and

o M e A £ for o # 6,
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° I() is the n&) X n((l) identity matrix, n&) e N*, Zti =n),
or() lN*, ((;)1<7"()< <r(l)(z><1 D()€g1<na, >< <j<
@je

jé)) are nonzero diagonal matrices,

. Cc(j) € gl (n&f), C) commutes with the DS)J for1 <5< jc(f).
We make the convention that for j&i) =0, B(i) = [(i).
2@ B(l)

the irregular part of the canonical

We will call / @ D 133&
form. The aim of thls paper is to study the dependency of the irregular part
in the canonical form of a singular linear difference system on the matrix
coefficients A, ;.

In [3] we have proved that for any matrix A € GL(n, K;) there exist some
p € ¢gN*" and T € GL(n, K,) such that T[A] € GL(n, K,) is in a canonical
form and its irregular part is unique up to equivalence in GL(n,C). It is
based on the formal reduction using the method of Babbitt and Varadarajan
[1], i.e., the method of deformation of orbits under the adjoint representation
of GL(n, C) in the nilpotent case of the leading matrix.

Recall that a canonical form for a matrix (or the associate difference
system) of level <1 is in the form:
D, C

+ J—
xTk T

D
I+ =4t
x’

where the D;j(1 < j < k) are nonzero diagonal matrices, 0 < ry < --- <
7, are rational numbers and the matrix C' commutes with the matrices
D;(1 <j < k). According to the convention of Definition 1.1, for k = 0 the
canonical form is reduced to I + Cz~!. The canonical form of level < 1 is
similar as in the differential case (see [1]). But for general difference systems
the canonical form is more complicated.

We study in this paper the stability of the irregular part of the canonical
form of a matrix or its associate linear difference system under perturbation
of the matrix coefficients. A perturbed system of (1) is

(4) B(u) = <A + x(i)/q> u

with N € N* and P € gl(n, O,), i.e., ord(P) > 0.

Note that in [2] the first author of this paper has studied similar prob-
lems for formal solutions. More precisely it is proved that the irregular part
in a fundamental matrix of formal solutions of difference systems associ-
ated to a matrix of level < 1 (resp. of general systems) depends only on
Ary Arits oo s Apgn(g—r)—1 (resp. Ap, Apia, .o Arpyng—1) where v denotes
the integer such that ¢ = ord(det z"/1A).
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We shall prove, by using the method of [1], similar results on canonical
forms for these two difference systems. More precisely, we will prove in
Section 3 that for systems of level < 1, if N > n(q —r), the two systems (1)
and (4) have the same irregular part in their canonical forms. This result is
similar to the differential case [1]. In the general case the situation is more
complicated and is considered in Section 4. Basing on the method of [1] for
differential systems, we use also frequently the formal reduction procedure
of linear difference systems presented in [3]. We state some of the results of
[1] and [3] in Section 2 for the use in the sequel.

2. Preliminaries.

We present now some preliminary results which will be used in the next
sections (see also [1] and [3]).
For T € GL(n, K,) we define the lag (see also [1]) of T as

0¢(T) = min {ZL |m e N,A=0(mod ™™ = TAT* € gl(n, (’)q)} .

It is clear that if 0,(7") < m/q then
(5) A = B(mod 2~ ™/%) = T[A] = T[B](mod z~ (™ ~™)/4).

Therefore if one controls the lag of a transformation matrix 7', then one
controls the first terms in the transformed system T'[A].
One has immediately the following properties (see also [1], p. 10-11):
(i) If ¢’ is a multiple of ¢ then for T' € GL(n, K;) C GL(n, Ky), oy (T) =
o4(T). We will write o(T') for 04(T) in the sequel.
(ii) o(T) =0 for T € GL(n,Oy) - Z, where Z, is the group of elements of
the form =%/ .1 for k € Z.
(ii) o(T1T) < o(Th) + (1) for T1,Tp € GL(n, K).
(iv) o(QTQ) = o(T), Q,Q € GL(n,0,) - Z, and T € GL(n, K,).
(v) If T = 2 for some semi-simple matrix H in gl(n, C) with eigenvalues
i € %Z (i=1,...,n) then

o(T) = max {[Ai—Ajl}-

(vi) o(T) = o(T1) for T € GL(n, K,).
Let O be the group of units of O = quN* O,4. We define

°GL(n, F) = {T € GL(n, F)|det T € O™}

where F' may represent K, K4, O, etc. If H is semi-simple in gl(n, C) with
eigenvalues in Q, it is immediate that

€ °CQL(n,K) <= tr(H) = 0.
We then have (cf. [1], Proposition 1.2).
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(vil) Let T' = €p;%, T; where T; € °GL(n;, K;) and n = > " n;. Then
T € °GL(n, K;) and
o(T)<o(Ty)+--+0(Tm).
Let G = gl(n,C). For M € G, Gy and [G, M] denote respectively the
kernel and the image of the adjoint homomorphism ad(M). d(M) is the

dimension of the GL(n, C)-orbit of M with respect to the adjoint represen-
tation of G.

Proposition 2.1 ([6], [1]). Let Y be a nonzero nilpotent in G; then we can
find H, X € sl(n,C) such that H is semi-simple, X is nilpotent and
[H,X]=2X, [HY]=-2Y, [X,Y]=H.
(Y, H, X) is called a standard triple.

Proposition 2.2 ([1]). Let Y be a nonzero nilpotent and (Y, H, X) a stan-
dard triple. Let Z € Gx,Z # 0. Suppose that Y + Z is nilpotent. Then
dY + 7)) >dY).

For a standard triple (Y, H, X), we have G = Gx @ [G, Y]|. Moreover there
exists a basis {Z1,...,Z;} of Gx such that Z; = I,Z; € sl(n,C) for j > 2
(see [1], p. 15) and

[H,Zj]:)\ij, )\jEN for 1 <5<V

s
In particular Ay = 0. Define A = max (j + 1>, then 1 < A <n.
1<<e \ 2

{Z1,...,Zy} can be extended to a basis {Z1,... ,Zy, Zpy1,... ,Zy2} of G
with the following properties:

For all j > ¢, [H,Z;| = \;jZ;, A\j€Z, |\j| < max \;.
1</

If M € gl(n,C) is such that [H, M] = cM for some ¢ € Z then
U M= = 2N\ for € Q.

In particular

(6) xaHYl,faH — If2aY; l,ozHijfozH — JI)\jaZj.
One has for a € Q
(7) o(z*) <ol (max {[} < 2(A = 1lal,

We need also the following lemmas.

Lemma 2.1 ([3]). Let a matrizc A € GL(n, K,) be in one of the following
forms,

r—+7
(1) I+Zm(T+J <r<gq.
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or
_ r—i—
(I a7/ § e z;
g;]/q

where Ar; € G, A, # 0. Let L' C Q be a linear subspace such that G =
L+ G, Ar]. Then there exist sequences (Tj)j>1 in G, (A, ;)j>1 in L,

1 T
_ : J
T—H( x]/>—}£20,J(f+xj/q)
]:

J=00

such that Al = A, and

o in the case (I),

or
=gz T/ Z a:;”, in the case (II).
Moreover A;‘-S-j only depends on Ar,Ar+1, ooy Aryj

Corollary 2.1 ([3]; Splitting lemma). Let notations be as in the above lem-
ma. Let Y be the set of eigenvalues of A, Py be the matrix of the projection
of C™ on the eigenspace corresponding to A in Y. Let S be the semi-simple
part of A.. Choose L = Gg. Then A;"-i-j commutes with Py for j > 1;

moreover T[A] = @ A’ where
AED

I i Pl (1)
N o= 2 e o the case (D),
P\A
Ay = g7/ Z A rﬂ in the case (II).

Corollary 2.2 ([3]). Let notations be as in the above lemma. Assume that
A, is nilpotent and (A,, H, X) a standard triple. Let L = Gx and let m > 2
be an integer. There exists

- Tps T

such that

_ 7"+J
=1+ Z ey in the case (I)

Al
T[A] = 27"/4 Z Tﬂ, in the case (II)
7=0
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with Ay, = Ay, A, ; € Gx for 1 < j < m. Furthermore for j € N*, A}
only depends on A, ..., Ary;.

Lemma 2.2 ([3]). Let a matriz B € GL(n, K}) be in the form

Dy D,_ C
B=I4 st i g R
where the D; € gl(n,C) are diagonal matrices, C € gl(n, C), ord(RB)

Then B s equwalent to a canonical matriz of the form I + l/p Tt
D+ € for some C' € gln, ).

af;(pfl)/P

3. Difference Systems of Level < 1.

We consider at first, as in [3], difference systems of level < 1, i.e., systems
(1) with matrix A in the special form (3):

_I+Z ”ﬂ - € GL(n, K,)

with A, #£0,1 <r <gq.

We will prove, using the method of [1], that the irregular part of a canon-
ical form of difference systems of level < 1 is determined by the matri-
ces Ap, Ari1, oo Apgn(g—r)—1- Similar result for formal solutions has been
proved in [2] by a different method.

Recall (cf. [3]) that a canonical form for matrices of level < 1 is in the
form:

D D
(8) Acano:I‘Fﬁ—F"' b

(n, Kp)

Dy

for some pE N* and the irregular part of thrs canomcal form is I+ 3

to I

Since the irregular part is the first terms of a canonical form, from (5)
one needs to make normalizations by matrices with convenient lags. The
following proposition shows that, by a transformation matrix with a lag not
exceeding a certain number, a difference system of level < 1 with nilpotent
leading matrix can be converted to a new one with non nilpotent leading
matrix.

oo
o e . o Ar+j .
Proposition 3.1. Let a matriz A = I + EO i/ € GL(n, Ky) with
]:

Ay # 0 be of level < 1, de., 1 < 1 < q. Then we can find a matriz
U € °GL(n, Kp) for some p € gN* and 1 < s < p, such that:

(1) UlA] =1+ 3772, Ay ja=H)/P € QL(n, K,) where either U[A] is of

level 0 in which case s = p or Ay is not nilpotent.
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S T

Proof. If A, is not nilpotent then the proposition is true with s =r, p = ¢
and U =1,0(U)=0.

If A, is nilpotent we prove it by downward induction on d(A), the dimen-
sion of the GL(n, C)-orbit of A4,.

Let (Y, H, X) be a standard triple with Y = A,. We apply at first the
Corollary 2.2 (for the case (I)) with m = A(q — r). Recall that

TA(q—'r)—l Ty
r= (I T ooz )\

and
A A
I — — 2 r+1 .
A=TA =T+ 25+ o
where A, € Gx for 1 <j < A(g—r). Then T € °GL(n, K;) and o(T) =0

according to the property (ii) of Section 2.
We can write

14

Ay = Y aryiZi, 1<j<Ag—r),
i=1
2

n
A;urj = Zar-i-j,iZia Jj= A(q - 7’).
i=1

Define

E={ ‘19’<A(q—r),1gi§f,ar+jﬂéo.
X4

Let
6={ inf B if E# ()

00 otherwise.

Define a = min{q — r, 8} and S = z®H/(29), Tt is clear that 3 > 0, >
According to (7), o(S) < (A —1)a/q < (n — 1)a/q. Since tr(H) =
S € °GL(n, Kp). According to (6) we have,

0.
0,

SIy] = (142 ) yalay,
Sz = (142 )0 peN/C0z 1< j<n?
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Therefore

A" d:ef S[A/] _ (1 _’_x—l)OéH/(QQ)

[+ o) (Y

ar—i—j,iZi ar—i—j,iZi
+ Z 1r: (2 + Z 1r: (2
) = (F+1)a] ) U= (F+1)a]
1<j<A(g—r) X1 j2A(g-r) T
1<i<e 1<i<n?

Ifa=qg—rthens=p=gqgand o(S) <(n—1) <§_§>' A" is of level 0.
If0<a<q—r,write « =7"/q'. Then
A" = S[A] = ST[A =T+ Yz "9 4 ... € GL(n, 0;)

where 7 =2(¢'r +71'), §=2¢qand Y/ =Y + Ay Z; with
J7
(4,9)e

Q:{(],Z)‘lgj<A(q—7“),1§z§£,ar+]ﬂ7§0,a: )\] 1}
L +

Moreover Y/ =Y + Z # Y with Z € Gx. We have o(S) < (n —1)
(n—1) (g — 5) There are two distinct cases.

(a) If Y’ is not nilpotent (this case occurs when d(Y') has the maximal
dimension, i.e., when Y is a principal nilpotent) then take p = ¢, s = 7,
and

s T

cSH<n-1)-—-].
(5) = )<p Q>
Hence U = ST € °GL(n, K) has the claimed properties.
(b) If Y’ is nilpotent, then d(Y’) > d(Y") according to Proposition 2.2. The
induction hypothesis is applicable to A”. One deduces the existence
of a 8" € °GL(n, K,,) for some p € gN* and 1 < s < p such that
a(5) < (n—1) (% - g) and S’[A’] has the property (1). Let U = S’ST
then U € °GL(n, Kp) and
s

o) <o) +o(s) < -1 (- )= (1)

The next proposition proves that for a system of level < 1 one can obtain
the irregular part of a canonical form with a transformation matrix whose

lag is not greater than the number (n — 1) (1 — g)
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Proposition 3.2. Let A be as in the above proposition. Then we can find
a matriz U € °GL(n, Kp,) for some p € ¢gN*, such that

(1) there exists a canonical form
Dy,

Dy
Acanozl+ﬁ+"' (anp)

such that U[A] = Acano + Ra € GL(n, K) with ord(Ra) > 1
(2) o(U) <(n—1)(1-7).

Remark. With the convention of Definition 1.1, if £ > 0 then D;(1 < j <
k) are nonzero diagonal matrices and for k = 0, Acano = I + Cuaxz~ ' is of
level 0.

Proof. We prove the proposition by induction on n. For n = 1 one can take
U = 1. Suppose n > 1. We assume the assertion in dimension < n.

Assume at first that A, has at least two distinct eigenvalues. By applying
the Corollary 2.1 we obtain a matrix 7' = H}:OO(I + T2 =/9). Take

1
T
Ta= ]] <I+x/> and A’ = Ty[A].
1

j=n(qg—r)—

Let A” be the matrix obtained from A’ by omitting all terms of z7/¢ with
j>r+n(q—r). Then A = A” + E where ord(E) > (r +n(q —r))/q and
A" commutes with the spectral projections of A,.

If A, =P, Ag\r) with ny = dim (AE\T)> then A” = @, AY. By induction
we can find matrices Uy € °GL(ny, K)p) verifying the condition (1) and
o(Uy) < (ny—1) (1 - g) We now use the property (vii) (cf. Section 2) to
conclude that if U’ = €, Uy, then U’ € °GL(n, K,) and

<Z (Uy) <Zm—1 (1—)_@—2)(1—2)

and U’[A”] verifies the condition (1). We now check that ord(U’[E]) > 1 by

using (5):

r+n(g—r) (n—2)(¢—r)
q q

Then U = U'T4 has the claimed properties.

We now consider the case where A, has a unique eigenvalue, A, = wl+Y
where Y is nilpotent. We proceed by induction on the number k& = k(A)
in the canonical form. If this number is 0 then by the above proposition
one can find a matrix T" € °GL(n, K,) for some p € ¢IN* such that o(T") <

(n—1) (1 - g) and T'[A] is of level 0.

ord(U'[E]) > > 1.
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We may thus suppose that k& > 1. If w # 0 then let A = (1 + wz"/9)A.
We have k(A) < k(A). Therefore the induction hypothesis is applicable to
A and proves the proposition for A.

Suppose now that w = 0 so that A, = Y is a nonzero nilpotent matrix. Let
U; be chosen to satisfy the conditions of Proposition 3.1 for some p* € gN*.
Then

A" =U Al =T+ Afa=s/P" 4 ...
and o(Uy) < (n — 1) (F -z
the proof is thus finished or Af is not nilpotent which we consider in the
following.

If AY has at least two distinct eigenvalues, the earlier result allows us

to find a matrix U* € °GL(n, K,) for some p € p*N* such that o(U*) <
(n—1) <1 — }%) and U*[A*] has the property (1). If U = U*Uj, then one
has immediately the second assertion:

U<U)g(n_1)<1—;>+(n—1>(;_;>:(n_1)(1_;).

If A has a single eigenvalue w* (which should be nonzero), one can write
A = (1 _’_w*xfs/p*)A**

where k(A**) < k(A*) = k(A). The induction hypothesis applied to the
matrix

). Either A* is of level 0 in which case s = p

A = [ A5a™/P 4. (with &' > s)
gives a matrix U** having properties (1) and

(U™) < (n— 1) <1—“°';> <(n-1) <1—i).

p p
As before we take U = U**U; and note that o(U) < (n — 1) (1 - g) The

proof is thus complete. (]
Let A € GL(n, K;) be a matrix of level <1 as in the above propositions.

We denote by (A, m) the set of matrices B € GL(n, K,) of the same form
as A with B, ; = A, for all 0 < j < m, i.e., B = A(mod 2~ ("+m)/q),
Corollary 3.1. Let notations be as in the proposition, m = n(q —r). If
B € Q(A,m) then

D D C
U[B]:I—I-xfri%—“'-i- k+§+RBEGL(n7KP)

Xk

where ord(Rg) > 1. If further B = A(mod z~"+m)/9) for some m' > m
then Cg = Cjy4.
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Proof. o(U) < (n—1) (1 - g) From B = A(mod z~("+"™)/9) and (5) we
have

UlA] = U[B (mod x—["tm—W—l)(I—;)])

and TJFT’” —(n—1) <1 - g) = 1, proving the first assertion.

IfB=A <m0d m_qum> then U[A] = U[B] <m0d oo q—m])’ proving
the second statement. O
According to Lemma 2.2, the canonical form of Acano + R4 is I + 5%

-t ﬁi + %, where only the matrix C’ may be different from C'4 of Acano-

The following theorem is now immediate.

Theorem 3.1. Let A be a matriz as in the above propositions. Let m =
n(g—r). f B=I1+B,xz~"/94... and Aryj = Bryj for 0 < j <m, then A
and B are either both of level O or both not, and have canonical forms with
the same irregular part.

As a consequence of this theorem, for systems of level < 1, the irregular
part in a fundamental matrix of formal solutions depends only on the matrix
coefficients A,4;,0 < j < n(qg—r) (see also [2]).

4. General Difference Systems.

We now consider general difference systems of the form (1). We study at first
as in the preceding section the nilpotent case, i.e., the case where the leading
matrix A, is nilpotent. We prove that for N > 2v + nq the two difference
systems (1) and (4) have the same irregular part in their canonical forms.

Definition 4.1. Let notations be as in Definition 1.1. We shall say that a

S

1 B!
matrix B’ is in quasi-canonical form if B’ = —Tp @ . ;i with

i=1
B;:@)\g) Bg)_FL_i_R((;)
T

a=1
where ord(R,(j)) > 1.

Remark. A quasi-canonical form of a matrix of level < 1 is simply a
matrix of the form Acano + R4 where Acano is a canonical matrix of the form
(8) and ord(R4) > 1. It is clear that the matrices B and B’ have the same
irregular part according to Lemma 2.2.

At first we prove in the following proposition that one can always reach
a non nilpotent leading matrix by a transformation with a convenient lag.
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[e.9]

oy AT—I—j .

Proposition 4.1. Let A = EO o € GL(n, K,) with r € Z, A, # 0.
J:

Let v be the integer such that & = ord(det z"/9A). Then we can find a matriz
U € °GL(n, K,) for some p € gN* so that

(1) A=U[A] = Agz/? 4 ... € GL(n, K,), where A is not nilpotent.

(2) o(U) < (1-1) (% - %) where % = ord(det z5/P A).
Proof. If A, is not nilpotent then s =r, p=qgand U = I,0(U) = 0.

If A, is nilpotent we prove it by induction on d(A,), the dimension of
the GL(n, C)-orbit of A,. Let Y = A, and (Y, H, X) a standard triple. We
apply at first Corollary 2.2 (for the case IT) with m = vA + 1. We have

1
T; o
T = 'HA (I + x;/q> € °GL(n, K,)
Jj=v

and o(T) = 0 according to the property (ii) of the Section 2. Let A" = T'[A].
Then

Al Al
— S o7 W
A=w (Y T Tt ome T >

with AL, € Gx for j = 1,...,vA. Furthermore for j € N*, A}, only

r+j
depends on A,,... , Aryj.
Write
¢
Ay = > aryiZi, 1<j <A,
i=1
n2
= Zar—i-j,iZiy J>vA.
i=1
Define

E:{A? ‘15j5uA,13z‘§e,arﬂ,i¢0}.
A1
We claim that E # () and inf £ < v since det(3_7_, Ay jz=3/9) £ 0. Let
f=inf E > 0 and S = 2PH/(9) By (7), o(S) < (A —1)8/q. According to
(6),

S[Y] = (14 HPH/Ray=blay,

S[Zi] = (1+a H)PH/ROPN/CD g, 1 << n?
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Hence

S[A] = (1 4+ 2~ V)PH/COL~(r+8)/a |y 4 Z %
1S il (F+1)e]
1<i<y

" 2 bt

j>vA x‘l
1<z<n

Write 8 = % with 1/, ¢’ € N*. Recall that 0 < 3 < v. For all j > vA and
1<i<n? j— (% + 1> £ > 0. Then S[A'] € GL(n, Oz4y). More precisely,
with " = 2(¢'r +17), ¢" = 2¢'q,

A" = S[A] = 2~/ [Y’ Oz V")

where

Y=Y+ Y apyiZi #Y.
(4,1)€Q
The summation is over the (nonempty) set

Q= (j,i)ll <G <UAL<i<lapi £0,68= .
A+l
Let Z—:,/ = ord(det z""/9" A"). Since H is semi-simple and tr(H) = 0 then
S € °GL(n, K,) and we have also

o=z (S 2)-(-2) (5 5)

We distinguish two cases.

(a) Y’ is not nilpotent (we have this case if d(Y) is of the maximal di-
mension, i.e., if Y is a principal nilpotent). We take s = "/, p = ¢”,
U = ST. Then U € °GL(n, K,,). A = U[A] = A” verifies the assertion
(1). With 7 = v/ the second assertion follows from

s (o) (5-5).

(b) Y’ is nilpotent. We have d(Y’) > d(Y) by the Proposition 2.2. The
induction hypothesis is applicable to A”. One deduces the existence of

1

Uy € OGL(n, K ) for some p € q//N* such that O'(Ul) (1—*) (%—%)

and

A=U[A"] =Yz %P +... € GL(n, K})
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with Y non nilpotent. Let U = U1ST. Then U € °GL(n, K). U[A]

has the property (1) and o(U) < o(Ur) +0(S) < (1 —2) (g - %) .

O

The next proposition shows that one can obtain the irregular part of a
canonical form by a transformation matrix with a lag not exceeding a certain
number that depends only on n,q and v.

Proposition 4.2. Let A and v be as in the above proposition and m an
integer > v. We can find a matriz T € °GL(n, K,) for some p € ¢N* such
that

(1) T[A] = Aq—cano + Ra where Aq_cano is a quasi-canonical matriz as in
the Definition 4.1 and ord(R4) > HTm + 1.
(2) o(T) <n-1+%.

Proof. If 7 # 0 one considers z"/7A in the place of A. Then we can assume
that » = 0. We prove the theorem by induction on n. It is trivial for n = 1.
Suppose n > 1. We assume the assertion in dimension < n.

Assume that the leading matrix Ag has at least two distinct eigenval-

ues. Then according to Corollary 2.1, there exists T = H;:OO (I + ;fq> €
°GL(n, Oy4) such that

T[A] =) Ala—i/a
j=0

where A = Ap and A;» commutes with Ag for all j > 1. Take N = max{vA+
1,m+ v+ ng} and

1
T.
Ta= [] <I + J) € °GL(n, K,).

JZN1 ;L'j/q

Then A" = T4[A] = A” + R where A” = Z;V:_Ol A;m_j/q and ord(R) > N/q.
A" commutes with the spectral projections of Ag.
If Ay = @, A\ with ny = dim (Y} then A” = @), 4% Let

% = ord(det 2™/7A4%) > 0

with 7 /¢ = ord(AY) > 0. We can find matrices Uy € °GL(ny, K,) such that
Ur[AY] = Afj)cano + Ry with Afj)cano in quasi-canonical form of dimension

ny, ord(Ry) > %—i—l > % +1land

o(Uy) §n>\—1+ﬂ.
q
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Since v > ), vx, n = Y, ny, we now use the property (vii) (cf. Section 2)
to conclude that if U’ = @, Uy, then U’ € °GL(n, K,) and

o) <Y o(Uy) <n—2+"2.
N q

And U’[A”] has the property (1). We now check that
N v_m

ord(U'[R)) > ——-(n—-2)— = > —+1.
(Ul) 2 ——(n=2)= 2>~

Then T = U'T4 has the claimed properties.
We now consider the case where Ag has a unique eigenvalue, Ag = wlI+Y
with Y nilpotent. Then either w = 0 or not.

Case 1. w =0, then Ay is nilpotent. According to Proposition 4.1, one can
find a matrix U € °GL(n, Kj),p € ¢N* with

(-5 -3)

A=U[A] = AP ... € GL(n, Kp)

hSHAN

such that

where Ay is not nilpotent and % = ord(det 2°/P A). Two cases may occur:
(a) A, has at least two distinct eigenvalues.
According to the above result one can find a matrix 77 € °GL(n, K,) with
p € pN such that o(T) <n -1+ % and T'[A] is in the desired form (1).
Let T'=T'U then T € °GL(n, K,) and

o(T) < o(T) +o(U) <n—1+ g

(b) A, = wl +Y has only one nonzero eigenvalue w so that # = 0 and Y’
is nilpotent.
e If Y =0 then A = 2=%/PwA’ where A’ = I + >0 A;,,_Fj:c*(wﬂ)/p/ €
GL(n,Oy) is a matrix of level <1 with r’ > 2 and p’ = 2p.
o If Y # 0 then let (Y, H, X) be a standard triple. Let p’ = 2np and
S = 2f/P) Then S € °GL(n, K,) and o(S) < ”;ﬁl. Write A =
w=*/P(wl + B) with B=Y +35%, A, jz=I/P.
~ 2
Write Astj = > 1y GsyjkZk. According to (6), one has

Slwl] = (1+ 2 HH/Cyr S[Y] = (1 4 2~ 1)H/ @D g=1/(h)y
and

S[Zk] = (1 + x_l)H/(Qnﬁ)'x/\k/(Qnﬁ)Zk for 1 < k < n2'
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Hence

S[B] = (1 + & \)H/ ) = 1/np Y+ZZ astk
S (33

For all j > 1, since %—i—l <n,j— (7] + 1) % > 0. Hence ord(S[B]) >

niﬁ = % One has therefore S[A] = z~%/PwA’ where

=1+ Z (T,ijf/p € GL(n, Op) with 1’ > 2
is a matrix of level < 1.

If v > p’ then the matrix A’ is of level 0. We are through.

If v’ < p’ we apply the Proposition 3.2 to the matrix A’ to obtain an integer
p € PIN* and a matrix U’ € °GL(n, K,) such that o(U’) < (n — 1) (1 — 5)
and

U'lA'] = Atano + Bar = AY_cano € GL(n, Kp)

where A/, , is a canonical matrix of the form (8) of level < 1 and ord(R /) >
1. Let T'= U’'SU then we have the assertion (1) and

o(T) <o(U")+0(S) +0(U)
2
<(n-1) <1—T,+,>+V§n—1+y.
p p q q
Case 2. If w # 0 then v = 0 and the treatment is the same as in the case

(b). 0

Theorem 4.1. Let notations be as above. Take m = v and N = 2v + ng.
Let B be a matriz in the same form as A such that B,y; = A,4; for all
0<j<N. LetT be as in the above proposition. Then T|B] = Bq—cano+ RB
where By—_cano 1S a quasi-canonical matriz and ord(Rp) > H'T” +1. The two
matrices A and B have the same irreqular part in their canonical forms.

Proof. Since g = 7, n®¢; and ¢; > 0, for all i € {1,...,s}, one has
l; < %, where n( and ¢; are as in Aq—cano (see Definition 4.1 and Definition
1.1).

From o(T) <n -1+ %, B = A(mod ¢~ (r+N)/4) and (5) we obtain

T[A] = T[B] <mod x[”éN(””ZD .

Since T+N —(n—1) —% = ”‘"T” +1 and T[A] = Aq—cano + R4 with ord(R4) >
v 4 q the first assertion follows since ¢; < ¥ for all 1 < i < s. The second

one follows from Lemma 2.2. O

S



256 GUOTING CHEN AND ABDELMAJID FAHIM

References

[1] D.G. Babbitt and V.S. Varadarajan, Formal reduction theory of meromorphic differ-
ential equations: A group theoretic view, Pacific J. Math., 109 (1983), 1-80.

[2] G. Chen, Forme normale d’Arnold et réduction formelle de systémes d’équations
linéaires auz différences, Aequationes Math., 54 (1997), 264-288.

[3] G.Chen and A. Fahim, Formal reduction of linear difference systems, Pacific J. Math.,
182 (1998), 37-54.

[4] A. Duval, Lemme de Hessel et factorisation formelle pour les opérateurs auz diffé-
rences, Funkcial Ekvac., 26 (1983), 349-368.

[5] G. Immink, Asymptotics of analytic difference equations, Springer L. N. in Math.,
1085 (1984).

[6] B. Kostant, The principal three-dimensional subgroup and the Betti numbers of a
complex simple Lie group, Amer. J. Math., 81 (1959), 973-1032.

[7] D.A. Lutz and R. Schifke, On the identification and stability of formal invariants for
singular differential equations, Linear Alg. and Appl., 72 (1985), 1-46.

[8] C. Praagman, The formal classification of linear difference operators, Proc. Kon. Ned.
Ac. Wet. Ser A, 86 (1983), 249-261.

[9] H.L. Turrittin, The formal theory of systems of irreqular homogeneous linear differ-
ence and differential equations, Bol. Soc. Math. Mexicana, 5 (1960), 255-264.

Received June 25, 1998.

URA CNRS 751

UNIVERSITE DE LILLE I

59655 VILLENEUVE D’AscqQ

FRANCE

E-mail address: Guoting.Chen@univ-lillel.fr

UNIVERSITE DE LA ROCHELLE
17042 LA ROCHELLE

FRANCE

E-mail address: afahimQcri.univ-Ir.fr


mailto:Guoting.Chen@univ-lille1.fr
mailto:afahim@cri.univ-lr.fr

