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Abstract

Let R be a complete discrete valuation ring, S = R[[u]] and n a positive integer. The
aim of this paper is to explain how to compute efficiently usual operations such as sum and
intersection of sub-S-modules of S%. As S is not principal, it is not possible to have a uniform
bound on the number of generators of the modules resulting of these operations. We explain
how to mitigate this problem, following an idea of Iwasawa, by computing an approximation
of the result of these operations up to a quasi-isomorphism. In the course of the analysis
of the p-adic and w-adic precisions of the computations, we have to introduce more general
coefficient rings that may be interesting for their own sake. Being able to perform linear algebra
operations modulo quasi-isomorphism with S-modules has applications in Iwasawa theory and
p-adic Hodge theory.
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1 Introduction

Let R be a complete discrete valuation ring (see §2.1 for a reminder of the definition) whose
valuation is denoted by vez. Let K denote its fraction field with valuation vix and 7 be a uniformizer
of M. We set S = R[[u]]; it is the ring of formal series over &. Our aim is to provide efficient
algorithms to deal with finitely generated modules over S. Since, we can always represent a torsion
module as the quotient of two torsion-free modules, we shall focus on torsion-free modules.

Any finitely generated torsion-free S-module .# can be considered as a submodule of S? for d
big enough. As a consequence, we can represent .# by a matrix whose columns are the coeflicients
of generators of .# in the canonical basis of S¢. Thus we can reformulate our problem as follows:
given M; and My two matrices representing respectively the S-modules .#; and .#5 embedded
in S?, give algorithms to compute a matrix representing .#; N .#5 or .#, + .M. We would like



also to be able to check membership, equality of sub-S-modules, inclusions, etc. As S is not
a principal ideal domain, in order to control the number of generators of the sub-S-modules of
S?, we propose, following an idea of Iwasawa, to compute approximations of the submodules
resulting of aforementioned operations in the following sense: we say that a morphism .#, — #5
is a quasi-isomorphism if its kernel and co-kernel have both finite length, and we want to make
computations modulo quasi-isomorphisms. We propose two different approaches, each of them
having its own advantages and disadvantages.

First, we notice that there exists a correspondence between the set of classes of modules
modulo quasi-isomorphism and modules over the rings S, and S, defined respectively as the
localization of S with respect to = and the completion of the localization of S with respect to
u. For A = S,,8,, let Free be the set of free sub-A-modules of A% and denote by Modg/qis
the set of quasi-isomorphism classes of sub-S-modules of S¢, there is an injective morphism
L Modflq/qis — F‘ree‘ir X Freegu,] — (M Qg Sp, M Rs Sy), where .4 is any representative in
the class .#. The image of ¥’ can be precisely characterized (see Theorem 1.1 below). Using this
correspondence, operations with modules with coefficients in .S reduces to the computation with
modules over S, and S,. As these two last rings are Euclidean, there exist classical canonical
representations and algorithms to manipulate modules over these rings.

A second approach consists in finding a canonical representative in a class of modules modulo
quasi-isomophism which is amenable to computations. Such a representative is provided by the
maximal module of a S-module .#. It can be defined as the unique free module in the class of
quasi-isomorphism of .#Z. We present an algorithm to compute the maximal module associated
to a sub-S-module of S which is inspired by a construction of Cohen, presented in [10, p. 131],
to obtain a classification up to quasi-isomorphism of finitely generated S-modules. We can then
compose this algorithm with algorithms to compute basic operations on free modules in order to
compute with representatives up to quasi-isomorphisms.

In order to obtain real algorithms (i.e. something computable by a Turing machine) we have to
consider the fact that elements of S and its localized are not finite. In this paper we consider an
approach in two steps in order to solve this problem. First, we give the ability to Turing machines,
to manipulate, by the way of oracles, elements of S, S;, S,. More precisely, we suppose given
oracles able to store elements of the base ring, compute valuation, multiplication, addition, inversion,
and Euclidean division. We express the complexity of an algorithm with oracle by the number of
calls to the oracles to compute ring operations. Once we have well defined algorithm with oracles to
compute with modules, we study in a second time the problem of turning them into real algorithms.

Much in the same way as for floating point arithmetic, the actual computations with modules
with coefficients in S are done with approximations up to certain 7-adic and u-adic precisions. It
is important to ensure that the (truncated) outputs of our algorithms are correct which means
that they do not depend on the 7 or u powers of the input that we have forgotten. In order
to deal with this precision analysis, it is convenient to consider a generalisation of the family
of ring coefficients S. Namely, given «, 8 relatively prime integers, we write v = 8/« and set
S, = {3 aiut € K|[u]]lvk(a;) +vi > 0, Vi € N}. We have Sp = S. In this paper, we develop a
theory of S, -modules which encompass modules over S and use it in order to obtain algorithm with
complexity bounds and proof of correctness.

More precisely, we generalize the definition of a maximal module for finitely generated torsion-free
S,-modules. Denote by Maxdsy the set of maximal sub-S,-modules of S¢. We prove the following
theorem (see Theorem 3.12), which generalize the above mentioned decomposition:

Theorem 1.1. The natural map

v Maxdsy — Free‘ém X Freedsm

M= (M, M)

is injective and its image consists of pairs (A, B) such that A and B generate the same &-vector
space in & If a pair (A, B) satisfies this condition, its unique preimage under ¥ is given by AN B.

In the theorem, & is a field containing S, and its localized S, » and S, , which is precisely
defined in Section 2.2. We give an algorithm with oracles to compute the maximal module associated
to a finitely generated torsion-free S, -module. In general, it is not true that the maximal module of



a torsion-free S,-module is free, although this property holds when v = 0. Nonetheless, by using the
theory of continued fraction, it is possible to obtain a tight upper bound on the number of generators
of a maximal module embedded in S¢. If v is rational, it admits a unique finite development as a
continued fraction that we denote by [ag; a1, ...,a,] (here, we suppose that a,, # 1). We can prove
the following (see Theorem 3.32):

Theorem 1.2. Let v = [ag;ay,...,a,]. Let 4 be a sub-S,-module of S?. Then Max(.#) is
generated by at most d - (2 + ZIZ{Q] ag;) elements.

We provide some simple examples to show that a lot of basic operations that we need in order
to compute with modules over S, such as the computation of the Gauss valuation, are not stable.
This means that, in general, the computation with approximations of the input data does not yield
approximation of the result. This is where it becomes interesting to use the possibility to change
the slope v of the base ring S,,. In the context of our computation, a bigger slope plays the role of
a loss of precision in the computation of an approximation of a module over S,. In this direction,
we can prove the following theorem (see Theorem 4.7 for a precise statement):

Theorem 1.3. Let .#, and .#5 be two finitely generated sub-S,-modules of S such that .My C
1/mcA for a positive integer c. Let My and My be the matrices with coefficients in S, of generators
of M\ and M5 in the canonical basis of SI. Suppose we are given approzvimations M{ and M3 of
My and My respectively. Then, for a well chosen v’ > v, there exists a polynomial time algorithm in
the length of the representation of M{ and M3 to compute a matriz M3 which is an approrimation
of the mazimal module associated to (M1 ®s, Sy1) + (M2 ®s, Syr).

The organisation of the paper is as follows: in §2, we introduce the rings S,, and their basic
arithmetic and analytic properties. In §3, we generalize some classical results of Iwasawa to the
case of finitely generated S,-modules and then give an algorithm with oracle to compute the
maximal module associated to a torsion-free S,-module and obtain an upper bound on the number
of generators of a maximal module. Note that §2 and §3, we only describe algorithms with oracles.
In §4, we study the problem of p-adic and u-adic precisions and turn the algorithms with oracles
obtained in the previous sections into real algorithms.

2 Arithmetic of the rings S,

In order to compute with modules over S, we first have to study the basic arithmetic properties of
their base ring. In this section, we show that its localized with respect to u®/7” and 7 becomes
Euclidean. We provide algorithms with oracles to compute the Euclidean division in these rings
which will be very useful for our purpose along with their complexity expressed in term of the
number of ring operations. They will be turned into real algorithms (i.e. working on a real Turing
machine) in §4 where we study the problem of precision of computation in the rings S, .

2.1 Notations

We fix the notations for the rest of the paper. Let R be a ring equipped with a discrete valuation
vgt, that is a map vy : R — N> U {400} satisfying the following conditions:

e for all z € R, vey(z) = 400 if and only if x = 0;

)
e for all z € R, vy (z) = 0 if and only if x is invertible;
o for all z,y € R, vy (zy) = v () + v (v);
o for all z,y € R, via(z + y) > min(vn(z), v, (y)).

Let a be a fixed real number in (0,1). One can define a distance d on R by the formula d(z,y) =
avn(z=y) (z,y € R) where we use the convention that a™° = 0. For the rest of the paper, we
assume that SR is complete with respect to d. We recall that R is a local ring whose maximal ideal
is M = {z € Rlvn(z) > 0}. Up to renormalizing ve, it is safe to assume that it is surjective, what



we do. We denote by 7 a uniformizer of R, that is an element of R whose valuation is 1. Every
element = in MR can then be written x = 7"u where r = vy (z) and u € R is invertible. Here are
several classical examples of such rings fR:

e the ring Z, of p-adic integers equipped with the usual p-adic valuation;
e more generally, the ring of integers of any finite extension of Q,;
e for any field k, the ring k[[u]] of formal power series with coefficients in k.

We now go back to a general fR. It follows easily from the definition that the field of fractions of
R is just R[1/7]. Let’s denote it by K and set S = R][u]], the ring of formal series over k. The
valuation vz can be extended uniquely to a valuation vk on K.

2.2 Definition and first properties of 5,

Denote by K[[u]] the power series ring with coefficients in K. It is classical to define the Gauss
valuation of an element > a;u’ € K[[u]] as the smallest v (a;) if it exists. The ring of elements of
K[[u]] with non negative Gauss valuation is nothing but %R[[u]]. In this section, we are going to
consider more generally a family of valuations parametrized by a slope v € Q so as to define the
subring of K[[u]] of elements with positive valuation.

Definition 2.1. Let v € Q. We define the Gauss valuation v, : K[[u]] - QU {400, —0c0} by
vy (2) = 00 if 2 =0, v,(3 a;u’) = min{vk (a;) + vi,i € N} if 2 # 0 and this minimum exists and
vy (x) = —oo otherwise. The Weierstrass degree of x denoted degyy, (x) is given by degy;, (0) = —oo,
degyy () = min{ilvg (a;) + vi = v, (2)} if v, (z) # —o0 and degy, (x) = +oo otherwise. When no
confusion is possible, we will use the notation degy, instead of degyy .

Figure 1: The Gauss valuation of 72 - u* with v = 1/3 is 10/3.

The following lemma gives some basic properties of v, and degy,. In particular, it shows that
v, has the usual properties of a valuation:

Lemma 2.2. For z,y € K[[u]] we have:
1. vy, (z) = +o0 if and only if x = 0;
2. vy(z-y) =v,(x) +v,(y);
3. vy,(x +y) > min(v,(z),v,(y)).
Moreover for all z,y € K[[u]] with finite Gauss valuation, degy, (x.y) = degy, (x) + degy, (v).

Proof. To prove 2., we first suppose that x = Zaiuil and y = _ b;u’ have finite valuation. Let
z=ux-y =Y cu'. We have vg(c;) + vi = UK(Z;’:O a; - bi—j) +vi > min{vk(a;) +v-j+
v (bi—;)+v-(i—7)} > v,(z) +v.(y). Moreover, by taking i = degy, («) + degy, (y) in the previous

computation, we obtain that v (Caeg,, (z)+degy (y)) = Vv () + Vo (y). If v, (7) = —00 and y # 0, we
can apply the previous result to the series obtained by truncating x up to a certain power to show
that v, (z - y) = —oo. The proof of the rest of the lemma is left to the reader. O



We let S, = {a € K[[u]]|v,(x) > 0}. By definition, an element = € S,, can we written as a series
z=D e,

where a; € K and vk (a;) > —vi.

Remark 2.3. It is clear that S, is complete for the valuation v,. Nonetheless, the ring S, is not
a valuation ring. In fact, although v, (u®/7%) =0 for v # 0 (resp. v, (u) =0 for v =0), u®/7°
(resp. u) is not invertible in S,,.

We let

Syx=S,[1/7] = { Z aju’,a; € K such that vk (a;) + vi bounded below}.
€N

In the same way, it is clear that one can extend the v, valuation of S, over S, [7?/u®] and we

let S, = S,[r?/u®] where the hat stands for the completion of S, [r?/u®] with respect to the
topology defined by v, .
Put in another way,

Sy = {Gzzaiui, a; € S, and l_l)lgloo vk (a;) + vi = +oo}.
T
We moreover define

& = {Za u',a; € Kvg(a;) + vibounded belowand lim vg(a;) + vi = —I—OO}.

i——00
i€EZL

We have the following commutative diagram of inclusions:

/\

\ / (1)

As S, is a subring of K{[u]], it is equipped with the v, valuation and the Weierstrass degree
associated to v,. Moreover, one can extend, in an obvious manner, the definition of v, and the
Weierstrass degree for S, , and &.

We can interpret the ring S, in terms of the analytic functions on the m-adic disc. In order
to explain this, for v € Q, we consider the open disk D, = {z € K|vk(z) > v}. Denote by 0,
the ring of convergent series 0, = {}_, yai utla; € K,liminf; M > —v} in the disk D,,.
It is clear that S, , is exactly the set {f € K[[ 1l vi (f(x)) bounded below onD,} and S, can be
described as {f € K[[u]]| vk (f(x)) bounded below by 0 on D, }. Thus, there are obvious inclusions
S, C Syx C O, but one should beware of the fact that the last inclusion is strict. Indeed for
instance, for R = Z,, v = 0 the series } ., % " which defines the function log(1 — w) is convergent
in the unity disk but is obviously not in Sy  since v,(1/7) has no lower bound. Assuming that v is
rational (what we do), the following proposition gives another characterisation of elements of &,
that lies in S, .

Proposition 2.4. An element x € 0, is in S, » if and only if x has only a finite number of zeros
mn O,.

Proof. Let x € 0,,. The number of zeros of z € D, is equal to the length of the interval above
which the Newton polygon of = has a slope < —v. If this length is finite, it is clear that v,(a;) is
bounded below by a line of the form —vi 4 ¢ with ¢ a constant and as a consequence is an element
of Sy x.

Conversely, suppose that « € S, ». This means that v,(a;)+vi is bounded below and is contained
in Z 4+ vZ which is a discrete subgroup of R (as v is rational). Thus, the set {v,(a;) + vi,i € N}
reaches a minimum for a certain index ig. This means that for all ¢ > 7y, the slope of the Newton
polygon of z is greater than —v and z has a finite number of zeros in D,,. O



We end up this section, by remarking that up to an extension of the base ring fR all the S, ’s are
isomorphic to a Sy. Indeed, write v = 8/a with «, § relatively prime numbers and let w, in an
algebraic closure of K, be such that @w® = w. Let R’ = R[w], K’ be the fraction field of R’ (and a
finite extension of K'). The valuation on R extends uniquely on 2R’ by setting vk (w) = 1/a. For
p=0,v,let S,/ =S, ®x R. The valuation vk defines a Gauss valuation on S, that we denote
also by v,,.

Lemma 2.5. Keeping the notations from above, the morphism of ring p : S’ — S!,, defined by
p(1) =1 and p(u) = 25 is an isomorphism. Moreover, if x € Sy’ we have vo(x) = v, (p(x)) and

degyy (z) = degyy (p(2))-
Proof. By definition, S!, = {3 a;u’|vir(a;) + vi > 0} = {3 a;(u/@?)? vk (a;) > 0} from which it
is clear that p is an isomorphism. The rest of the lemma is an easy verification. O

2.3 Division in S,

The Weierstrass degree allows us to describe an Euclidean division in S,,. Although, the existence
of such a division is classical (see for instance [10]) at least over Sy = R[[u]], we give here a proof
for all v which provides an algorithm with oracles to compute the Euclidean division.

In order to study divisibility in S,,, we have a first result:

Lemma 2.6. Let z,z € S,,. We suppose that degy, () = 0 then there exists y € S, such that
x.y = z if and only if v,(z) < v, (2).

Proof. We suppose that degy, (x) = 0. If there exists y € S, such that = -y = z then clearly
vy (z) < w,(2). Reciprocally, we suppose that v,(z) < v,(2). Write x = ),y a;u’ and z =
> ienGiu'. Since ag is invertible in K there exists y € K[[u]] such that z.y = z. We have to
prove that v,(y) > 0. For this, write y = >,y biu’. We have vk (by) = vi(co) — vi(ap) > 0
by hypothesis. Then, for j > 1, we prove by induction that vk (b;) + vj > 0. We have b; =
agt e —agt S a; - bj—i. But vi(ag! - ¢;) +vj > v,(z) — v,(x) > 0 because degy, (z) = 0.
Moreover, for i = 1...7, vi(ag "' - a; - bj_i) +vj = vk (a;) + vi — v, (x) + vr(bj_;) + v(j — i). But
by definition vk (a;) + vi — v, (x) > 0 and by the induction hypothesis vg (b;—;) + v(j — i) > 0.
Therefore, vg (b;) + vj > 0 and we are done. O

Applying Lemma 2.6 to z = 1, we get

Corollary 2.7. Letx =
v, (x) = 0.

iEN a;xt € S, then x is invertible in S, if and only if degy, (z) = 0 and
We note that the corollary implies that S, is a local ring. Next, we introduce the following
notations: for x = . ya;u’ € S, and d a positive integer, we let Hi(z,d) = > ,.,a;u’ and

Lo(z,d) = E?:_Ol a;u’. Tt is clear that x = Lo(x, d) + Hi(z, d).

Proposition 2.8. Let z,y € S,. Suppose that v,(y) > v,(x) then there exist a unique couple
(q,7) € S, X (K[u]NS,) such that deg(r) < degy, (z) andy =q -z +r.

Proof. First, we prove the existance of (¢, 7). Let d = degy, (), we consider the sequences (g;) and
(r;) defined by qo = 0 and r¢g = y and

Hi(?“i, d) Hi(?"i, d)
Qi+l = i+ Hi(z, d) T = Hi(z, d) . (2)

We are going to prove by induction that ¢; and r; are convergent sequences (for the v, valuation)
of elements of S,,. Let e = v, (Lo(z,d)) — v, (Hi(z,d)) > 0. Our induction hypothesis is that ¢; and
r; are elements of Sy, that v, (Hi(r;,d)) > e- i+ v, (Hi(y,d)) and that y = ¢; - « + r;. It is clearly
true for ¢ = 0.

By the induction hypothesis, we have v, (Hi(r;,d)) > v, (Hi(y, d)) and by hypothesis v, (Hi(y, d)) >
vy (y) > vy (z) = v, (Hi(z, d)) so that v, (Hi(r;,d)) > v, (Hi(x,d)). Applying Lemma 2.6, we obtain

}I?i((;i:j)) € S, and then ¢;41,7,41 € S,. Next writing z = Hi(z, d) + Lo(z, d), we get
Hi(’l‘i, d)
Ti+1 = LO(TZ', d) — m . LO(JT, d) (3)



Applying Lemma 2.2, we obtain that v, (Hi(r;41,d)) > v, (Hi(r;,d)) + v, (Lo(x,d)) — v, (Hi(x, d)).
Using the induction hypothesis, we get that v, (Hi(r;y1,d)) > e (i + 1) + v, (Hi(y,d)). Finally,
using the hypothesis that y = ¢; - © + r;, we immediately check using (2) that y = g;+1 - + 741.

From the induction, we deduce that ¢; and r; are convergent sequences of S, for the v,
valuation. In fact, we have ¢;11 —¢; = % so that v, (¢;+1 — ¢;) = v, (Hi(r;,d)) — v, (Hi(z, d)) >
e-i+v,(Hi(y,d)) — v, (Hi(z,d)) > e-i. The same argument works for r;. Denote by ¢ and r the
limits. As for all i € N, y = ¢; - © + r;, we have y = ¢ -  + r. Moreover, since Hi(r;,d) > e - i, we
have Hi(r,d) = 0, so that r € K[u] and deg(r) < degy ().

We prove the unicity of (¢,r). Let (¢/,7') € S, x (K[u] NS,) such that y = ¢’ - 2+ 7’. Then
(g—¢') -z =r"—r. We have degy, ((¢ — ¢') - ©) = degy, (v’ — r) < degy, (x) which is only possible if
g=¢ andr =1'. O

From the proof of Proposition 2.8, we deduce Algorithm 1 to compute from the knowledge of
x,y, the elements ¢', 7" € S, such that v, (¢ — ¢') > prec and v, (r — ') > prec. Furthermore, by
the proof of the proposition, the number of iterations of the while loop is bounded by [prec/e]|. We
deduce that Algorithm 1 needs one inversion and 3 - [prec/e| multiplications in S,.

Algorithm 1: EuclieanDivision

input :z,y € S, with v,(y) > v,(x), prec € N
output: g,r € S, such that y = ¢ -« + r and v, (Hi(r, degy, (z))) > prec

q < 0;

Ty

d < degy, (x);

while v, (Hi(r, d)) < prec do

g g+ mess

Hi(rd) .
Hi(z,d) =¥

s W N

(=]

AT —

7 return q,r;

Now, let z € S, following [10] we say that x is distinguished if v, (x) = 0. With this definition,
we can state the classical Weierstrass preparation theorem:

Corollary 2.9 (Weierstrass preparation). Let ¢ € S, be a distinguished element and let d =
degy (). Then we can write x = q - h, where ¢ € S, is an invertible element and h € K[u]N S, is

of the form h = u' Z?;Ol biut with v (b;) + vi > 0.

TV

Proof. We first notice that dv is a nonnegative integer. Indeed, it is clearly nonnegative, and writing
r =Y aqu?, we have vy (aq) + dv = 0 (since z is assumed to be distinguished) and, consequently,
dv = —vn(aq) € Z.
By proposition 2.8, there exist ¢ € S, and r € K[u] N S, such that degr < d and
u?
e =q-x+r.

Using Lemma 2.2, we obtain v, (¢) = 0 and degy,(¢) = 0. Then, Corollary 2.7 implies that ¢ is

invertible. To finish the proof it suffices to remark that degw(;g—i —r) =d and the result follows
from the definition of degy;. O

Remark 2.10. The previous proposition is closely related to the Proposition 2.4 since it says that
an element of O, is in Sy if and only if it can be written as product of a polynomial times a
function which does not have any zero in D,,.

The following proposition states that the rings S, » and S, , are Euclidean rings and provides
algorithms with oracles to compute the division.

Proposition 2.11. The ring S, r is Euclidean, the ring S, ., is a discrete valuation ring for the
valuation v, (and as a consequence is also Euclidean). Moreover, & is a field.



Proof. Let z,y € S, . There exist s,t € N such that 7%z, 7'y € S, and v, (7" - y) > v, (7% - z).
Applying Proposition 2.8, yields ¢ € S, and r € K[[u]] NS, such that deg(r) < degy (z) and
y=m*"t.q-x+7"t r and we are done.

In order to prove that S, , is a discrete valuation ring, we have to show that the set of invertible
elements of S, ,, is the set of elements z € S, ,, such that v,(z) = 0. Write v = 3/«, with «a, 8
relatively prime numbers. Let m be the ideal defined by {z € S, ,,v,(x) > 0}, it is clear that
Sy, /m is isomorphic to the field k((u®)). As S, ., is complete for the v, valuation, the Hensel lift
algorithm gives an algorithm with oracles to compute the inverse of an element whose valuation is
zero. The Algorithm 2 uses a fast Newton iteration to perform this computation modulo m™ at the
expense of O(log(n)) multiplications in S, .

Let x be a non zero element of &, by dividing it by a power of 7 we can suppose that v, (z) =0
and by using the algorithm with oracle Algorithm 2, we can invert it. O

Algorithm 2: Inverse
input :z €S, such that v,(x) =0,n €N
output:y € S, ,, such that z-y =1 mod m"

if n =1 then
‘ y < 1/T mod m;
else

Gk W N =

y < Inverse(z, [n/2]);
y < y+y(l—ay) mod m™;

Remark 2.12. One can use the usual Euclidean algorithm to compute the Bézout coefficients of
x,y € Syx. This algorithm outputs g,k,l,m,n € S, » such that g is the greatest common divisor of
zandy, k-x+1l-y=g, m-z4+n-y=0and k-n—1-m=1. It proceeds by using the fact that
ged(z,y) = ged(y, r) where r is the rest of the division of x by y and uses O(degy,(y)) calls to the
Euclidean division Algorithm 1. We remark, as the rest of the division of two elements of S, is
an element of K[u], that starting from the second iteration of this algorithm all the divisions to be
computed are the usual division between elements of K[u]. Unfortunately, we will see that in §4, that
the Euclidean algorithm in general is not stable, so that we might need extra informations, about x
and y in order to compute an approrimation of their ged from the knowledge of an approximation
of x and an approximation of y.

3 Modules over 5,

Let d be a positive integer and fix v € Q. We want to compute with finitely generated torsion
free S,-modules. Any such module .# can be embedded in S¢ for d € N and can be represented
by a matrix with coefficients in S, whose column vectors are the coordinates of generators of .Z
in the canonical basis of S¢. Indeed, we can always embed .# is .# ®g, Frac(S,) and select a
basis (e1,...,eq) of # ®g, Frac(S,) together with an element D € S, such that the image of .#Z
in # ®g, Frac(S,) is contained in the free S,-module generated by the %.ei’s.

A first problem arises here: it is not possible to bound the number of generators of the submodules
of S¢ that we have to compute with. For instance, for d = 1 and v = 0, choose a positive integer k
and consider the sub-Sp-module .#}, of Sy generated by the family (7*~Ju’);_o __ x. Then .#} can
not be generated by less than k + 1 elements. Indeed, let (e, ..., e,) € S§ be a family of generators
of ), and for j > 0 and define a filtration on .#} by letting FJ.#), = .#, Nu/Sy. We are going
to prove by induction on ¢ € {0,...,k} that there exists a matrix M; € M, «,(Sy) such that, if
we set (ep,...,€,) = (€g,...,€,) - My then (eg, ..., e;,) is a family of generators of .#;, for j <t,
e =uImhI mod FIT1.4), and (€});> is a family of generators of F*.#j. This is obviously true
for t = 0. Suppose that it is true for tg € {0,...,k}. Let (ep,...,el,) = (eo,...,en) - My,. As the
morphism (Z§:t0 So€y)/Flot sy, — wh~'R, defined by u™ Y a;u’ — ag is an isomorphism, we
can suppose if necessary by renumbering the family (¢j) that e} = ufo7*~* mod F' ! 4. Then,



by considering linear combinations of the form e; — Aep, 4y for A € S for j > to, one can obtain a
matrix My, 41 satisfying the induction hypothesis for ¢y + 1. Finally, we get n > k.

A second problem comes from the fact that there is no unique way to represent a module by
a set of generators. For computational purpose, in order to check equality between modules for
instance, it is important to have a canonical representation, that is a bijective correspondence
between mathematical objects and data structures. An example of such a canonical representation
exists for finitely generated modules with coefficients in an Euclidean ring ([5]): it is the so-called
Hermite Normal Form (HNF). It is given by a triangular matrix (with some extra conditions) that
can be computed from an initial matrix M by doing operations on column vectors of M. Even
if S, is not Euclidean, we could have hoped that such representations still exist for free modules.
Unfortunately, it turns out that it is not the case. Indeed, in general, there does not even exist a
triangular matrix form for matrices over S,. For instance, for v = 0, take:

u m

M= ( ) € Moy (So)

T U

and assume that M can be written as a product LP where L is lower-triangular and P is invertible.
Let o and 8 be the diagonal entries of L. Then, « and 8 belong to the maximal ideal of Sy (since
the coefficients of M all belong to this ideal) and the product a3 is equal to a unit times u? — 72
Hence, by multiplying /5 by an invertible element in S if necessary, we can assume that f =u + 7
since Sy is a unique factorisation domain. On the other hand, by hypothesis, there exist a,b € Sy
such that ua + 7b = 0 and wa + ub = B. This equality implies that 7 divides a and therefore that
B = ma+ ub € uSy + 12Sy. This is a contradiction.

In this section, we explain how to get around these problems. First, we recall the notion of
quasi-isomorphism and study the localisation of the modules with respect to 7 or u® /7% in order
to obtain canonical representations well suited for the computation in the category of modules up
to quasi-isomorphism. Then, we describe a generalisation of an algorithm of Cohen to compute the
maximal module associated to a given torsion-free .S,-module and obtain a bound on the number of
generators of a maximal S,-module. We explain how to combine the different approaches in order
to obtain a comprehensive algorithmic toolbox for modules over S,,.

3.1 Quasi-isomorphism and maximal modules

In order to be able to control the number of generators of a S, -module, we are going to compute
up to finite modules which will be considered as ”negligible”.

Definition 3.1. A finitely generated S, -module is said to be finite if it has finite length. Let A
and A’ be two finitely generated S, -modules, let f : M — M’ be a S, -linear morphism. We say
that f is a quasi-isomorphism if its kernel and its co-kernel are finite modules.

Remark 3.2. Since ker f and coker f are finitely generated (because S, is a noetherian ring), it is
easy to check that they have finite length if and only if they are canceled, at the same time, by a
distinguished element of S, and a power of m. A quasi-isomorphism between torsion-free modules is
always injective. Indeed, its kernel, being a submodule annihilated by a power of u®/7” and 7 of a
torsion free module, is zero.

Example 3.3. Let ./ be the submodule of Sy generated by (w2, mu?). The inclusion .# C 7Sy yields
an injective morphism whose is annihilated by ™ and u. As a consequence M 1is quasi-isomorphic
to the free module 7.5y (see figure 2).

We have a canonical representative in a class of quasi-isomorphism which is given by the following
definition.

Definition 3.4. Let .# be a torsion-free finitely generated S, -module. We say that .4’ together
with a quasi-isomorphism f : M — #' is maximal for A if for every A, torsion-free S,-module,
and quasi-isomorphism [+ M — N, there exists a morphism g : N — A’ which makes the
following diagram commutative:



Figure 2: The module .# is quasi-isomorphic to 7 - Sy.

f

M ————— A
\ / (4)
N

The morphism ¢ in the definition is unique and is in fact a quasi-isomorphism. Indeed, by the
commutativity of the diagram, the image of g contains the image of f. Thus, the cokernel of g is
finite. Moreover, since f is injective, g is injective on Imf’, which is cofinite in .#". It follows that
ker g is finite and ¢ is a quasi-isomorphism. Moreover, for every x € .4, there exists a positive
integer n such that 7™z is in the image of f’. The image of 7"z by ¢ is then uniquely defined by
the commutativity of the diagram (4). The uniqueness of g follows.

A maximal module for .#, if it exists, is unique up to isomorphism. Indeed, if .#’ and .#"
are two maximal modules for .# then there exist two quasi-isomorphisms ¢; : .#’ — .#" and
g2+ A" — A’ and the uniqueness of g in the diagram (4) implies that g; o go = Id_ 4~ and
g20g1 =1d 4. If it exists, we denote the maximal module of .# by Max(.#). We can rephrase
the above by saying that if .#’ is the maximal module for .# then there is a quasi-isomorphism
from .# into .#’ and any quasi-isomorphism .#’ — .#" is an isomorphism. In fact, this condition
characterises maximal modules:

Lemma 3.5. Let .# be a finitely generated torsion free S,-module. Let .#' be a S,-module such
that there is a quasi-isomorphism [ : M — AM'. The following assertions are equivalent:

1. A’ is mazimal;
2. any quasi-isomorphism AM' — #" is an isomorphism.

Proof. We only have to prove that the second property implies that .#’ verifies the universal
property of maximal modules. For this let .4 be a finite type S,-module such that there is a
quasi-isomorphism f': 4 — N . Let A= f® f': M — M DN be the diagonal embedding and
let Ay = /2[/(6/%‘/ . It is clear that .# is a finitely generated torsion free S, -module.

There are canonical injections i 4+ : M — My and iy : N — My. We claim that i_g.
and i_y are quasi-isomorphisms. To see that, it suffices to show that the induced injection

i = (g, iy)oA: M — My has a finite cokernel. But

coker f @ coker f’
A(A) N (coker f @ coker f')

cokeri_y, =

which has finite length being a quotient of coker f & coker f'.
Next, by hypothesis 7 4/ is in fact an isomorphism so that we have a quasi-isomorphism
g= i;/}, oi_y which sits in the following diagram:
>

o' M DN

M ————— N

It is clear that the lower left triangle of the diagram is commutative and we are done. O
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A theorem of Iwasawa [8] asserts that if ./ is a finitely generated module over Sy, then Max(.#)
exists and is free of finite rank over Sy. The main object of §3.3 is to extend this result to modules
over S,: we shall provide a constructive proof of the existence of Max(.#) for any finitely generated
torsion-free module .# over S,. We will see however that this Max(.#) is not free in general;
nevertheless we shall provide an upper bound on the number of generators of Max(.#).

Lemma 3.6. Let [ : . # — #' be a quasi-isomorphism between torsion-free finitely generated
Sy, -modules. Suppose that A" is free then A’ is mazimal.

Proof. We use the criterion of Lemma 3.5. Let .4 be a finitely generated S,-module such that
there is a quasi-isomorphism f’ : .#’ — _# and we want to show that f’ is an isomorphism. As .Z’
is torsion-free, we know that f’ is injective. Now, suppose that there exists a non zero element in
the cokernel of f’. It means that there exists a non zero x € .4 which is not in the image of f’. As
/' is a quasi-isomorphism there exists n € N and A € S, a distinguished element with 7" - x € Im f”
and A~z € Imf’. If we set z; = f/~ (" - z) and 25 = f'~ ' (A - z), we have the relation

Az1 — @29 =0, (6)

in ' Let (e;)ier be a basis of .#" and write z; = S ple; for i = 1,2. Putting this in (6), we
obtain that Ay} = 7™ p and thus 7r”|p for j € I since A is a distinguished element of S,,. But then
(1) /m"e;) = 1/7".f(21) = x contradicting the fact that  is not in the image of f’. O

Remark 3.7. One can rephrase Twasawa’s result in a more abstract way using the category language.
Let Modg = be the category of finitely generated S,-modules, that are torsion-free and let Modti
(resp. Freeg ) denote its full subcategory gathering all torsion-free modules (resp. all free modules)

We also introduce the category Modd® ~, which is by definition the category of finitely generated

S,-modules up to quasi-isomorphism, i.e. ModgiyS is obtained from Modg by inverting formally

quasi-isomorphisms. We have a natural functor Modg — Mgif, whose restriction to ng
defines a pylonet in the sense of [1], §1. It follows from the results of loc. cit (see Corollary
1.2.2) that the Max construction is a functor: to a morphism f : # — ' in Mgu, one can
attach a morphism Max(f) : Max(.#) — Max(.#"). We recall briefly the construction of Max(f).
Let A" be the pushout M' & 4 Max( M), that is the direct sum A’ & Max(A) divided by A
(embedded diagonally). We have a natural morphism ' — A" which turns out to be a quasi-
isomorphism. Hence, there exists a map A" — Max(A4") and we finally define Max(.#) to be the
compositum Max(A) — A#" — Max(.#") where the first map comes from the natural embedding
Max(A) — A" & Max(A).

If .4 is a submodule of S¢ (for some positive integer d), the following proposition gives a very
explicit description of Max(.#).

Proposition 3.8. Write v = 3/, with «, 8 relatively prime integers. Let d be a positive integer
and A be a submodule of S¢. Then Max(.#) exists and

Max(.#)={z€S! | IneN, "z € .# and (u*/7°)" -z € .4 }.
Furthermore the morphism i g : M — Max(A) is the natural embedding.

Proof. Let Mmax be the set of x € S¢ such that there exists some n such that 772 and (u®/7?)"
belong to .#. We want to show that Max(.#) exists and is equal to A max. It is clear that
M C Mpax and that the quotient .#yay/.# is canceled by a power of 7 and a power of u®/7?
which is a distinguished element. Hence it has finite length, and the inclusion .# — A . is
a quasi-isomorphism. Next, suppose that we are given a S,-module .#; together with a quasi-
isomorphism ¢ : M ax — #y. Then there is a quasi-isomorphism i g : # — #; that sits in the
following diagram:

M —— Mpax — 52

Y“ k (7)

Mo
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Note that g is injective as it is a quasi-isomorphism. Moreover, we know that the cokernel of ¢_y is
annihilated by a power of u®/7® and a power of 7, which implies that g is surjective. Thus, g is an
isomorphism and by Lemma 3.5, Max(.#) exists and Max(.#) = M ax as claimed. The second
part of the proposition is clear from the above diagram. O

It follows directly from Proposition 3.8 that the intersection of two maximal modules is maximal.
The same is however not true for the sum: in general the S,-module .#Z + .#’ is not maximal
even if .# and #' are (take for example .# = uSy and .#' = wSp). This leads us to define the
new operation +max (which is much more pleasant than the usual sum of modules) on the set of
maximal submodules of S as follows:

M+ M =Max(M + M)

We also deduce from Proposition 3.8 that a Sp-module .# is free if and only if A4 = M yax. This
gives a nice criterion to check if a Sy-module is free. It is not true in general for a sub-S,-module
M of S that Max(.#) is free (this will become apparent when we give the general shape of a
maximal S,-module in §3.3). However, by Lemma 2.5, every S,, becomes isomorphic to Sy over a
finite extension R’ = R[w| (where w depends on v). Set S, = S, ®x R'. For all submodule .#
of S¢, we obtain that Max(.# ® S) is a free submodule of (S!)¢. Denote by Max‘éu the set of

v

maximal sub-S,-modules of S¢ and by Free’é,u the set of free sub-S’-module of (S!)<.

Proposition 3.9. The natural map

¢ :Maxgy — Free‘é,y
A —  Max(A# ®s,S))

is injective. A left inverse of ® is given by A" +— M O S%. Moreover, the image of ® contains the
subset of Free%, of free modules which admit a basis (e;)icr where e; € (') and e; = w® e} with
el € (S,)* and o; € N.

Remark 3.10. Actually, we will prove later (see Lemma 3.18) that the image of ® is exactly the
subset of Freeds, verifying the condition of Proposition 3.9.

Proof. In order to prove that ® is injective, it is enough to prove that ® has a left inverse. For this, let
M € Max‘éy and let A4’ = Max(# ®g, S) € Freeds,y. Then it suffices to prove that .# = .4’ NS¢
is a maximal sub-S,-module of Sl‘f. Indeed, as it is clear that .#5 contains .# and that the injection
M — Mo is a quasi-isomorphism since the injection .# — .#' is a quasi-isomorphism, we remark
that by the maximality of .# it would imply that .# = .#5.

For this let = € S? and suppose that there exists n € N such that 7 -2 € #, and (u®/7?)" -z €
Mo. As A’ is maximal and .45 C .#’, by Proposition 3.8, it means that x € .#’. hence x € .#>.
Using again Proposition 3.8, we deduce that .#5 is maximal.

Let us now prove the last claim of the proposition. Let .#’ € Freeg,y which admits a basis (e;);er
where e; € (5/)% and e; = w®e! with €} € (S,)? and a; € N. We have to find a sub-S,-module
M of S% such that # ®g, S!, is quasi-isomorphic to .#’. As .#' = @ e;S., it is enough to treat
the case d = 1. Let 0 < ay be an integer and let .#Z’ be the sub-S]-module of S; generated by
w. Let A be a positive integer such that < + )\g = € Z. Such a )\ exists because o and 3 are
relatively prime. Let .# be the sub-S,-module of S, generated by 7 and ﬁ—: Let y = w™™ %, it is
clear that v, (1) = 0 so that u is a distinguished element of S;,. Thus, we have w®'.u € 4 ®g, S,
and w® - w* M € A ®g, S, therefore .4 ®g, S, is quasi-isomorphic to .#". O

3.2 An approach based on localisation

We have seen that in a class of quasi-isomorphism of a finite type torsion-free S, -module .#Z there
exists a distinguished element Max(.#). In this section, we use this fact in order to represent
the quasi-isomorphism class of .# by localizing with respect to u®/7” and 7. We thus obtain a
representation of finite type torsion-free S,-modules amenable to computations.

12



3.2.1 A useful bijection

We keep our fixed positive integer d. We recall that

& = {Zaiui, a; € K, vi(a;) + vi bounded below and lim vg(a;) + vi = +oo}
ez 71— —00
is a field containing S, . and S, 4. If .# is a sub-S,-module of &%, we shall denote by .#, (resp.
M) the sub-S,, r-module (resp. the sub-S,, ,-module) of &¢ generated by .#. For example, if .Z is
free over S, with basis (e1,...,ep), then #; (resp. .#,,) is also free over S,  (resp. S, ,) with the
same basis. As ./ is torsion free, and as S, ,, and S,  are principal ideal domains, .#, and .#, are
free. We denote by Maxgy the set of maximal sub-S,-modules of Sl‘f and for A=S5,,5, r or S, .,

let Free, denote the set of sub- A-modules of A%, which are free over A. Recall that Max‘éo = Freedso.
Thus, the following lemma provides a useful description of maximal Sp-modules.

Lemma 3.11. Let S = Sy. The natural map

¥ :Freel — F‘ree‘ngr X Freedsu
M~ (M, M)
is injective. If a pair (A, B) is in the image of V', its unique preimage under ¥’ is given by AN B.

Proof. From the descriptions of elements of S, S, S, and & in terms of series, it follows that
S=5N8,. If # ¢ Freeglv, it is isomorphic to S for h < d and, by applying the preceding remark
component by component, we get .# = .# N .#,. This implies the injectivity of ¥’ and the given
formula for its left-inverse. O

Using Lemma 3.11, we can prove:

Theorem 3.12. The natural map

v :Maxgu — Freeg” xFreedSV .
M (M, M.

is injective and its image consists of pairs (A, B) such that A and B generate the same &-vector
space in &, If a pair (A, B) satisfies this condition, its unique preimage under ¥ is given by AN B.
Furthermore, we have the following equalities:

U(AMNM) = (MaO My, My M)
V(M +max M) = (Me+ My, My + M)
for all M, " € Max .

Proof. Let @ in an algebraic closure of K, be such that w® = 7. Let R’ = R[w] and S], = S, @i K.
We know by Lemma 2.5 that S}, is isomorphic to 9/[[u]]. Then, the map ¥ sits in the following
commutative diagram:

v
Max‘éu _ Free‘ém7r X Freegwu
Max(. ®s, S;) -®s, S,
h )
‘Ij/

d d
Freeqs ——  , Free%, x Free€,
Sy Sy w Shu

By Proposition 3.9, the map .# — Max(.# ®g, S.,) is injective and ¥ is injective by Lemma 3.11,
from which we deduce that ¥ is injective by the commutativity of (8).

We want to prove now that if the pair (A, B) belongs to Freeféu X Freeféu ., and satisfies the
condition of the theorem, then .# = AN B is maximal over S, and ¥(.#) = (A, B). We claim
that there exists a basis (ey,...,ep) of A (over S, ) such that . is included inside the S,-module
generated by the e;’s. Indeed, let us first consider (eq,...,ep) a basis of A and denote by .#' the
S,-module generated by the e;’s. Now, remark that, by our assumption on the pair (A4, B), every
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element © € B can be written as a &-linear combination of the e;’s. Taking for n the smallest
valuation of the coefficients appearing in this writing, we get € 7~ ".#,,. Moreover, since B is
finitely generated over S, ,, we can choose a uniform n. Replacing e; by 7~ "¢} for all ¢, we then
get A= .4} and B C A,. Thus 4 = ANB C M), N M, =.4".

Since S, is a noetherian ring (recall that v is rational), we find that .# is finitely generated over
S,. Furthermore, one can compute Max(.#) using Proposition 3.8: if x is an element of S for
which there exists n such that 7”2 and (u®/7?)"z belong to .#, then z € A (since 7 is invertible
in S,..) and x € B (since u®/7? is invertible in S, ). Thus = € .# and Max(.#) = M , i.e. M is
maximal.

Let us prove now that U(.#) = (4, B). By the same argument as before, we find that there
exists a positive integer n such that #".#' C .# C ', from what it follows that 4, = 4. = A
The method to prove that .#, = B is analogous: we first show that there exists a basis (e,...,ep)
of B over S, , and some elements si,...,s, €S, such that:

e all s;’s are invertible in S, ,, and
e we have Y s;e;S, C .4 C Y e;S,

From these conditions, it follows that ., is generated by the e;’s over S,, and, consequently, that
M, = B.

It remains to prove the claimed formulas concerning intersections and sums. For the intersection,
we note that if A N = (M O M) N (MEN M) = (My DAL O (M, N M), Hence, we just
need to justify that .#, N .#. and 4, N A, are free over S, , and S, , respectively, and that they
generate the same &-vector space. The freedom follows from the classification theorem of finitely
generated modules over principal rings, whereas the second property is a consequence of the flatness
of & over S, » and S, .

For the sum, we have to justify that (A +nax A ) w = M+ M. and (M +max M)y = Mo+ M),
It is clear that (A + ') = My + M) and (M + '), = M, + A, Hence, it is enough to prove
that, given a finitely generated S,-module N € S?, we have Max(N), = N, and Max(N), = N,.
It is obvious by Proposition 3.8. O

Reinterpretation in the language of categories We introduce the “fiber product” category
Freeg,  ®pree, Freeg  whose objects are triples (A, B, f) where A € Freeg ., B € Freeg = and
f:& ®S Ao & ®s,., B is an &-linear isomorphism. We have natural functors in both directions

between Maxs and Frees ®Free Freeg : to an object M of Maxs , we associate the triple
(Spr ®s M, S,y Qs M, f) “where fis the canonical isomorphism, and conversely, to a triple
(M, My, ), we associate the fiber product of the following diagram (which turns out to be free of
finite rank over S,):

My,
(9)
My ——— E Qsy n M ——— E s, Mu

Theorem 3.12 then says that these two functors are equivalences of categories inverse one to the
other. Actually, this result can be generalized to non-free modules as follows.

Proposition 3.13. The functor Modg, — Modg, ®mod, Modg, , A+ (Syx®@s M, Syu®s M)
factors through Mod ModOlls and the resulting functor

Mod$® — Mody, = ®yeq, Mods, |

is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. Left to the reader. O
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3.2.2 Normal forms for modules over S, and S, ,

As S,  and S, are Euclidean rings there exists a good notion of rank as well as Hermite Normal
Forms for matrix over these rings. In this section, we state propositions giving the shape of Hermite
Normal Form together with algorithms with oracles to compute them. We recall that an algorithm
with oracle is a Turing machine which has access to oracles to store elements of the base ring and
perform all usual ring operations: test equality, computation of the valuation, addition, opposite,
multiplication and Fuclidean division. We will measure the time complexity of the algorithms by
counting the number of calls to the oracles. Classically, we then derive some consequences which
will be used in this paper. For the complexity analysis, we denote by € a real number such that
product of two d x d matrices with coefficient in S, can be done in O(d?) ring operations. With a
naive algorithm, we can take § = 3 and with the current best known algorithm of Coppersmith and
Winograd [6], § = 2.376.

Proposition 3.14. Let M = (m;;) € Myxq (Sy,x), let r be the rank of M. Then, there exists an
invertible matriz P such that M.P =T with

i 00
*
iy
T = b 10
" , (10)
* % 0 0
where
o fori=1,...,r, t; =u¥ + Zf;gl bjul with v (b;) +v(j —d;) >0 ;
o fori=1,...,r, Tj;y; = t; and | is a scrictly increasing function from {1,...7} to {1,...,d}

such that I(1) = 1.

The matriz T is said to be an echelon form of M. Let dy.x be the maximal Weierstrass degree of the
entries of M, an echelon form of M can be computed in O(d-d’ - dmax +max(d’ -d’, d"? -d)log(2d’ /d))
ring operations

If the echelon form moreover satisfies:

e all entries on the 1(i)"-row are elements of K[u] of degree < d;.

then T is unique with these properties and is called the Hermite Normal Form. The Hermite Normal
form of M can be computed from an echelon form of M at the expense of an additional O(r?) ring
operations.

Proposition 3.15. Let M € Myxa(Sy4), let v be the rank of M. Then there exists an invertible
matriz P such that M.P =T and

7Td1 0 0
o

T — T 11
’ , ()

Kok Qe 0

where
o fori = 1,....7, Typy,; = ndi where | is a strictly increasing function from {1,...7} to
{1,...,d} such that I(1) = 1.

The matriz T is said to be an echelon form of M. An echelon form of M can be computed in
O(d.d") +max(d® - d',d"? - d)log(2d’/d)) ring operations.
If the echelon form moreover satisfies
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e the entries on the (i)' -row are representatives modulo w% .

then T is unique with these properties and the called the Hermite Normal Form of M. The Hermite
Normal form of M can be computed at the expense of an additional O(r?) ring operations.

Proof. The proof of the previous propositions as well as algorithms to compute the echelon form
of M with the given complexity is an immediate consequence of [7, Theoreme 3.1] together with
the fact that S, r and S, , are Euclidean rings. Moreover for all z,y € S, » one can compute the
ged(z, y) in O(degy, (y)) ring operations. From its triangle form, one can then compute the Hermite
Form of M with coefficients in S, » at the expense of O(d - r - dmax) ring operations. O

Remark 3.16. We deduce from this proposition that if M € Mgxq (Syx) is a full rank matriz,
there exists P such that M - P is a matriz of the form (10) with all coefficients in K[u]. In the
same way, if M € Mgxq (Suu) s a full rank matriz then there exists an invertible matriz P such
that M - P has the form (11) with all entries defined modulo w@%d1:dr},

Let S, 10c be Sy or Sy ». We derive some consequences of the existence of triangle forms and
Hermite Normal Form for the representation and computation with finitely generated sub-S, joc-
modules of Siloc. We can represent a finitely generated sub-S, jo,.-module .Z of Siloc by adxd
matrix M giving d generators of .# in the canonical basis of Sil oc Since every sub-module of Sil oc
has dimension at most d. Keeping the same notations, one can compute the module of syzygies
of .. For this it is enough to compute R, a matrix of maximal rank such that M - R = 0 which
can easily be done by computing an echelon form of M. Given a vector ¥ € Sff, 1oc Provided by its
coordinates vector V in the canonical basis, one can check efficiently if ¥ € .# by finding a vector
X such that M.X =V which can also be done with the echelon form of M.

Let M and M’ representing the modules .# and .#’, one can compute a matrix representing
the module .# + .4’ by computing the echelon form of the matrix (M M') and taking the d first
columns. One can compute the intersection of .# and .#’ in the same way by finding R and R’

such that (MM') ( ]}{%’ ) =0.

3.2.3 Consequences for algorithmics

In view of the results of §3.2.1 and §3.2.2, we shall represent a maximal S,-module .Z living in
some S? as a pair (A4, B) where A (resp. B) is the matrix with coefficients in S, . (resp. in S,,) in
Hermite Normal Form representing S, » ®g, # (resp. S, ®s, A ).

The second part of Theorem 3.12 tells us that it is very easy to compute intersections and
“maximal-sums” of S, -modules with this representation. Indeed, we just have to perform the same
operations on each component, and we have already explained in §3.2.2 how to do it efficiently.
As the Hermite Normal Form is unique, it is also very easy to check the equality of two maximal
sub-S,-modules of S¢. Using only the echelon form of the matrices A and B it is also possible to
test membership.

Even better, this representation is also very convenient for many other operations we would
like to perform on S,-modules. Below we detail three of them. First, let .2 C S¢ be a maximal
S,-module. By definition, the saturation of .4 in S is the module

//lsat:{xesg | IneN, n"ze.H}.

It follows from Proposition 3.8 that .#,; is maximal over S, and we would like to compute it. For
that, working with our representation, we need to compute (Mgat)r and (Mgat ). But, we have
(%sat)w = '%7!‘ and

(Mot ), = {CE IS Siu | IneN, 7"z € ///u}

The computation of (Agat)~ is then for free, whereas the computation of (..t ). can be achieved
using Smith forms, which is here quite efficient due to the fact that S, ,, is a discrete valuation ring.
An important special case is when .# has rank d over S,. Then (st )., is always equal to Sf,l,u.

Thus, in this case, if . is represented by the pair of matrices (A4, B), then .#,; is just represented
by the pair (A, I) where I is the identity matrix.
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More generally, one can consider the following situation. Let .Z € Max‘ép and /' € Maxgm.
We want to compute .# N.#', which is a maximal module over S,. As before, we need to determine

(MO My and (M NA"), and one can check that:

(MNM)y = My M.
(MNM) = MDA

Note that, here, ., is vector space over &. As before, the intersection .#, N .#, can be computed
using Smith forms and, if .#’ has rank d over S, ., we just have .#/ = &% and so (A NM"), = M.

The third example we would like to present is obtained from the previous one by inverting the
roles of S, » and S, ,: we take .#Z € Freecslu and .#' € Freeg”_u and we want to compute .#Z N .#’.
We then have (A N M)y = My O M) and (M N M'), = My N A" Here a new difficulty occurs:
A is a &-vector space and so, in previous formulas, it appears an intersection between a free
module over S, , and a &-vector space. Again, one can compute this Smith form. However, it is
not so efficient as before since S,  is just an Euclidean ring, and not a discrete valuation ring.
Anyway, it remains true that, in the case where .#’ has full rank, then .#/ = &9. So, in this case,
(M N M)y is just equal to ., and the computation of (.# N .#"), becomes very easy.

3.2.4 Further localisations

We remark that the matrix appearing in Proposition 3.15 has coefficients in S, ,, which is a discrete
valuation ring while the matrix of Proposition 3.14 has coefficients in S, , which is only Euclidean.
For certain applications, it can be more convenient to compute with elements in a discrete valuation
ring; for instance, the computation of the Smith Normal Form can be made faster in a discrete
valuation ring.

It is actually possible to work only over discrete valuation rings by localising further. More
precisely, for any element a € K (where K is an algebraic closure K of K) with valuation > v, we have
a canonical injective morphism S, » — K[[u — a]] which maps a series to its Taylor expansion at a.
Hence, if .4, is a sub-S, r-module of S¢_, one can consider .4}, o = #,®s, . K|[u—a]] C K[[u—a]]*

for all element a as before. Moreover, if .Z), has maximal rank, all .}, ,’s are trivial (i.e. equal to

K[[u — a]]) expect a finite number of them (which are those for which a is a root of one of the ¢;’s
of Proposition 3.14). In addition, the map:

= :Mod‘f;wr — HaeﬁMOd}i’([
t%p — (%Pya)a

[u—al]

is injective and commutes with sums and intersections. Hence, one can substitute to .#,, the (finite)
family consisting of all non trivial .#, ,’s. This way, we just have to work with modules defined
over discrete valuation rings.

Note finally that there exist algorithms to compute one representation from the other. Indeed,
remark first that computing the image of .#,, by = is trivial if .#, is represented by a matrix of
generators: it is enough to map all coefficients of this matrix to all K[[u — a]]’s. Going in the other
direction is more subtle but is explained In [2], §2.3.

3.3 A generalisation of Iwasawa’s theorem and applications

The aim of this subsection is to present an algorithm with oracle to compute the maximal module
associated to a S,-module. Moreover, as a byproduct of our study, we will derive an upper bound
on the number of generators of a maximal sub-S,-module of S}.

The idea of our construction (inspired by an algorithm of Cohen) is to consider the matrix of
relations of a module and to perform elementary operations preserving quasi-isomorphisms to put
this matrix in a certain form. In order to do so, we first need a way to compute the matrix of
relations of a module or at least a certain approximation of it. Let .# be a torsion-free finitely
generated S,-module and let (ey,...,ex) € .#* be a family of generators of .#. We denote by Z
the module of relations of (e, ...,ex) that is the set of (A1,...,\;) € S¥ such that Zle Aie; = 0.
Let r be the rank of # ®g, S, ». From the exact sequence

0= Z®s, Sur — Sho— M s, Syr — 0, (12)
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we deduce that Z ®s, S, is a free module over S, . of rank ¢ = k —r. Let (f1,...,f¢) be a
basis of Z ®s, S, and set #' = ®!_,(S, - fi N S¥). Apparently, Z' is a sub-S,-module of %
which is free of rank £. Indeed, if n; denotes the smallest integer such that 7™ - f; € S* then
the family (7" - f;) is a basis of #’. Moreover, we have the inclusion 2’ > V% for a certain N
since Z' ®s, Syx = # Rs, Sy Now, from the knowledge of the matrix M € Myx(S,) whose
column vectors are the coordinates of e; in the canonical basis of S¢, we can compute a matrix
R’ € Myx¢(S,) of generators of ' using the algorithms of §3.2.2. We have by definition M.R’ = 0.
Of course in the above construction, we can replace, mutatis mutandis the localisation with respect
to 7 by the localisation with respect to u®/m?.

3.3.1 An algorithm to compute the maximal module

We start with a couple of matrices M = (m; ;) € Maxr(Sy) and R = (r; ;) € Myx(S,) representing
the generators of .# embedded in S? and a sub-module of % containing V% for a certain N.
We are going to prove by induction that we can put R in triangular form by using elementary
operations on the rows of R and the columns of M which preserve . up to quasi-isomorphism. We
suppose that for a positive integer ig there is a strictly increasing function ¢ : [1,79] — N* such that

e foralli=1,...,i9—1,for j >, and t(i) <m <t(i+1), 7jm =0
o foralli=1,...,4, for all j > t(i), r; ; =0.

The matrix R has the following shape:

where the blanks represent 0 entries.

We set t(ig + 1) to be the first integer ¢ such that t(ig) < ¢ < ¢ and there exists a j > ip + 1 with
rj,¢ 7 0. If no such integer exists then we have finished. In order to describe operations on rows
(resp. columns) of a matrix 7" of dimension k x ¢ it is convenient to denote the row vectors of T’
(resp. the column vectors of T') by L;(T) for i = 1,...,k (resp. C;y(T) for i =1,...,¢). We say that
the condition Cond(i) on R is satisfied if there exist two different indices jo, j1 € {1,...,k} such
that 75, +(i) * 7j,.60) 7 05 Vu(T0.00)) < V(7 (i) and degyy (7, 4(1)) < degy (75, ¢(:)). We apply the
algorithm ColumnReduction (see Algorithm 3) on R, M, iy + 1,t(ip + 1).

Algorithm 3: ColumnReduction (preliminary version)

input
o M€ dek(S,,)

o R € Miyxe(Sy) in the form (13),
e i,t(i) €N
output: R, M such that M - R =0 and R does not satisfy condition Cond(¢(7))

1 while Cond(#(7)) is satisfied do

2 Pick up jo,j1 € {1,...,k} such that v, ;) - 75, 1) 7 0, V(7)) < V(7)) ti0+1)) and
degyy (1jo,¢(1)) < degw (75, 4(3));

(q,7) < EuclideanDivision(r, ¢(:), 7j, (i)

Cj (M) — CJO(M) + qul (M)a

le (R) — le (R) - quo (R)7

6 return M, R;

(S M
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It is clear that the matrix M returned by Algorithm 3 represents the same module .# since it
modifies M by performing elementary operations on the columns. Moreover, the algorithm preserves
the relation M - R = 0. The effect of the operation of Step 5 of Algorithm 3 on the entry 7;, ;) of
R is either

e replace it by 0,
e or it decreases strictly its Weierstrass degree and it increases its Gauss valuation.

Hence, it is easily seen that after a finite number of loops the conditions Cond(t(ip + 1)) will no
longer be satisfied on R. It may happen that there is only one nonzero entry on the t(ig + 1)**
column of R and in this case, we are basically done: by permuting the rows of R we can suppose
that the non zero entry is r; 11 ¢(i,+1)- Next, we remark that the vector v of .# whose coordinates
in the canonical basis of S¢ is given by the (ig + 1) column of M verifies r;, 1 4(jo+1) - v = 0 which
means that v = 0 and we can set ;41 ; = 0 for j > t(ig + 1).

If there are several nonzero entries on the ¢(ig+1)" column of R and the condition Cond(t(ig+1))
is not satisfied on R, we let jo be such that v, (7, +(ig+1)) = Mini<j<p{v,(7j¢i0+1))}. Note
that we have v, (7, 1(ig+1)) < Vu(7jt(io+1)) for j # jo because on the contrary, the condition
Cond(t(ig + 1)) would be satisfied on R. By multiplying the #(ig + 1)*" column of R by an element
of S, = with valuation —v, (7, +(i,+1)), We can moreover suppose that v, (rj, i,+1)) = 0. Let
0 = min;izj, (UV(TJ}t(io-O-l)) .

The case v =0 First, we suppose that v = 0 from which we deduce that J is a positive integer.
Denote by ey, ..., e, the generators of .# represented by the column vectors of the matrix M.
Denote by .#; the module generated by (e});=1..r with e} = e; for j # jo and €} = Lej,. The
identity of S¢ induces an inclusion f : .# — .#,. It is clear that the cokernel of f is annihilated by
w. Moreover, we have .

Postlio+1)-jo = D @em (14)

J#jo

As the right hand side of (14) is in .# since “U0*D € G, the cokernel of f is also annihilated by
Tjo,t(io+1) Which is a distinguished element of S,,. We conclude that f is a quasi-isomorphism.

We denote by O1(j) the operation on the couple of matrices (M, R) which consists in multiplying
by % the (j)™* column of M and multiplying by 7 the (j)" row of R. Keeping the hypothesis and
notations of the preceding paragraph, it is clear that if (M, R) represents the module .# and its
relations, then the matrices resulting of the operation of O1(jo) represents the module .#; which is
quasi-isomorphic to .#. By repeating operations of the form O;(j) a finite number of time, we can
suppose that 6 = 0. But it means that the condition Cond(¢(ig + 1)) is not satisfied on R and we
can call again Algorithm 3.

We thus obtain the algorithm ColumnReduction (final version) which takes a relation matrix
of the form (13) for iy and returns a relation matrix of the same form for iy + 1. The algorithm
MatrixReduction (final version), Algorithm 6, uses ColumnReduction in order to compute a new
set of generators of a module quasi-isomorphic to .# the relation matrix of which has a triangular
form.

The general case We reduce the general case to the case v = 0, by using Lemma 2.5. Let @ in an
algebraic closure of K be such that w® = 7. Let R = R[w], S, = S, @, R and A’ = 4 ®s, S),.
The valuation on R (resp. the Gauss valuation on S,) extends uniquely to R’ (resp. to S}). We
have v, (w) = 1/a. The algorithm for the general case is exactly the same as for the case v = 0 up
to the point when Cond(t(ig + 1)) is not satisfied. By multiplying the ¢(ig + 1)** column of R by
w V(Mo tGo+1)¥ e can moreover suppose that Uy (7o t(io+1)) = 0. Let & = mingzjo (v (7 43ig+1)))-

With this setting, we can define a quasi-isomorphism in the same manner as before. Namely, let
e1,...,e, be the generators of .#" as a sub-module of S,’jd represented by the column vectors of
the matrix M. Denote by .#] the module generated by (e});=1..r where ¢; = e; for j # jo and
el = %ejo. Then the natural injection .#’ — .#] is a quasi-isomorphism. We denote by Ox(j,d)
the operation on the couple of matrices (M, R) with coefficients in S/, which consists in multiplying
by -5 the (j)" column of M and multiplying by @’ the (5)" row of R. With the hypothesis and
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Algorithm 4: MatrixReduction for the case v =0

input
o R€ Mxe(S.),

o M € Myxr(S,) such that M - R = 0.

output: R € Myy(S)), M € Maxr(S),) such that M - R =0 and R is a triangular matrix.

1 g + 0;
2 t(lo) — 1;
3 while 7 < k do
t(io) + min{t|t > t(ig) and 3j > 0, withr;, # 0 };
19 < 9 + 1;
M, R + ColumnReduction(M, R, g, t(ig));
for j < t(ip) +1 to ¢ do
L Tig,j < 0

® N o ook

Algorithm 5: ColumnReduction (final version) for v = 0

input
o M e Maxr(Sy),

o R € Miyxe(Sy) in the form (13),
e i,t(i) € N the position of the last non zero ”diagonal” entry of R.

output: R,M such that M.R =0 and R is triangular up to the < + 1 row.

while Jjo, j1 such that jo # j1 and 1, 4(s) 75, 1(i) 7 0 do
while Cond(¢(¢)) is satisfied do
Pick up jo,j1 € {1,...,k} such that r; ;) - 75, ¢y 7 0, Vu(7j0.16)) < Vo (75, 4¢y) and
degy (750.¢¢1)) < degy (75, ,¢());
4 (q,7) < EuclideanDivision(r, +(:), 7j, (i)
Cjn (‘Z\/[) A Cjo (M) + qul (M)a
le (R) A le (R) - quo (R)7
Let jo be such that degy, (7, +¢)) = maxi<j<x{degy (7)) };
6 = mingzj, (v (75,0())) = Vo (Tjoe(i) )
o | Cj(M) 5Cj,(M);
10 Ljo (R) A ﬂ-éLjo (R)a

11 return M, R;

N =
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notations of this paragraph (i.e. M has the form (13)), if (M, R) represents the module .#’ and its
relations, then the matrices (M’, R') resulting of the operation of Oz (jo,d) represents the module
| which have been shown to be quasi-isomorphic to .Z’ (as a S}-module). Moreover, R’ verifies
the condition Cond(t(ip + 1)).

The matrix M’ (resp. R'), resulting of the operation O3(j,d) is made of column (resp. row)
vectors with coefficients in S, multiplied by w? for a certain § € éZ. An important claim is that
this structure will be kept intact in the course of the computations involving all the elementary
operations introduced up to now. In fact, these operations on the rows of R are:

e multiplication of a row by a w®, for a an integer ;
e permutation of the rows ;

o for jo,j1 € {1,...,k}, replacing L;, (R) by L, (R)—¢'Lj,(R) where ¢’ is the quotient of w{ -y
by w® . x for z,y € S, and g, a1 € N.

It is clear that the two first operations does not change the structure of R and the same thing is
true for the last operation. Indeed, let ¢ € S, » and r € S, » N K[u] with deg(r) < degy (z), be
such that y = ¢ -  + r, then for ag, a; € N, we have @w® -y = @~ %¢q . wz + wr so that we
have ¢/ = w® ¢ with ¢ € S,.

In order to prove formality this claim and take advantage of it to carry out all the computations
in the smaller S, coefficient ring, we represent the couple of matrices (M’ R") with coefficients in
S! by a triple (M, R, L) where M, R are matrices with coeflicients in S, and L = [a1,...,qx] is a
list of integers such that for i = 1,...,k, C;(M') = w?C;(M) and L;(R') = w * L;(R). We say
that the condition Cond’(7) on R is satisfied if there exists two different jo, j1 € {1,...,k} such that
Pout(i) * Tirai) 7 05 vu(Tio.ei) + 2> < vu(rjy ) + 2= and degyy (rjo.1(:)) < degyy (7,.45))- With
these notations, we can write the final version of the MatrixReduction algorithm (see Algorithm
6) which encode the matrices M’, R’ with coefficients in S;, with a couple M, R of matrices with
coefficients in S, and a list of integers.

Example 3.17. We illustrate the operation of the algorithm on the module of example 3.3. Recall
that . is the submodule of Sy generated by (w2, mu®). It is represented in the canonical basis of So
by the matrices M of generators and R of relation :

It is clear that Cond(1) is not verified on R since there is no division possible between its entries.
As a consequence, we apply operation O1(1) on the couple (M, R) to obtain:

3
M:(ﬂ' 7Tu3),R: <7ru)
—7
3 3

Now, we have mu® = —u® - 7 and by applying on M (resp. R) an elementary operation on the
columns (resp. rows), we get finally :

M= (r O),R:(_OW)

An we deduce that the maximal module associate to A is 7.Sy.

3.3.2 Computation of Max(.#)

Let My, Ry, L1 = MatrixReduction(M, R,L = [0,...,0]). Let Ly = [31,..., Bx]. We denote by .#/
the sub-S/-module of (S’)¢ generated by the vectors given in the canonical basis of (S’)¢ by the
column vectors w? - C;(M;y) for i € {1,...,k} such that L;(R;) is the zero vector.

Lemma 3.18. We have .#] = Max(# ®g, S),).
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Algorithm 6: MatrixReduction

© 00 N O Gk W N

10
11
12
13
14

15
16
17

18
19
20

21
22

23
24

25
26
27

input
e Re kaé(su)a

o M € Myxr(S,) such that M - R = 0.

output: R € Mj»(S)), M € Mgx(S,), L such that M - R =0 and R is a triangular matrix.
19 < 0O;
t(io) « 1
L+ [0,...,0];
while i < £k do
19 < g9 + 1;
t(io) +— min{t|t > t(ig) and 3j > 0, withr;, # 0 };
while Jjo, j1 such that jo # j1 and 75, ¢(i0) * Tj, (i) 7 0 dO
while Cond’(t(ig)) is satisfied do
Pick up jo,j1 € {1,...,k} such that v ;) - 7, ¢(i0) 7 05
Vo (P t(i)) + 22 < 0, (1, 450)) + 2L and degyy (7, 10i0)) < degyy (7, (o) );
if v, (7, ,46i0)) > V(7 ti0)) then
0o [UV(Tjoyt(io)) - UV(leyt(io)ﬂ;
le (R) « mo le (R)a
Cj, (M) 4 m=%C;, (M);
L{j1] < L[j1] + - do;
(q,7) < EuclideanDivision(rj, +(ie)» 7jy £(i) )
CjO(M) A C]O(M) + qul (M)7
L Lj1 (R) A Lj1 (R) - quo (R)7
Let jo be such that degyy (7, +(i0)) = maxi<j<p{degy (75.¢(i0)) }i
0 <= minioz o (0 (75,4(0))) = V0 (o t(i0) )3
Cijo (M) + 57 Cj (M);
Ljo (R) « mld] Ljo (R)v
| Lljo] « L[jo] +6 — [4];
for j < t(ip) + 1 to £ do
L Tig,j < 0
Let jo € {1,...,k} be such that r;, ;,) # 0;
(Cjo (M), Cio (M) < (Ciy (M), Cjo (M));
(Ljo (R), Liy (R)) < (Liy(R), Ljo (R));
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Proof. Let .#' = M ®s, S, and let .4, be the sub-S’-module of (S,)¢ generated by the column
vectors of M. It is clear that .#, = .#{ since for i € {1,...,k} such that L;(R;) is not the zero
vector, we have C;(M7) = 0 (because . is torsion free). As . is obtained from .#' by a sequence
of quasi-isomorphisms, it means that there exists a quasi-isomorphism ¢’ : .#' — #{. If we prove
that .#] is a free S)-module, we are done by Lemma 3.6.

Consider the exact sequence 0 — %Z — S¥ — # — 0 associated to the family (e1,...,ex) of
generators of .#. As S, is flat over S,, and as Z' ®g, S, [1/w] = #Z ®s, S.,[1/w] by definition of
Z', we have an exact sequence

0 % ®s, S.[1/=] = (9.1 /w] — 4'[1)=] — 0 (15)

defined by the generators (eq,...,e;) of #'[1/w]. Tt is clear that at each step, the algorithm

ReduceMatrix describes an exact sequence of the form (15) for a different map (S,*)[1/w] —
A'[1/w] since it preserves the relation MR = 0. From this and the definition of M7, we deduce
that if %y is the module of relations of .#/ then %;[1/w] = 0 from which we deduce that #; =0
and we are done. O

Remark 3.19. As a byproduct of the preceding proof, we see that the vectors given in the canonical
basis of (S!)¢ by the column vectors wP - C;(My) fori € {1,...,k} such that L;(Ry) is the zero
vector form a basis of A .

Corollary 3.20. Let .#5 = .#{ N S2. Then, Mo = Max(A).

Proof. The corollary is an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.9 and Lemma 3.18. O

3.3.3 Computation with S, -modules

Proposition 3.9 and Lemma 3.18 establish a one-to-one correspondence @ : Max’éy — Free‘é, , defined
by A +— Max(# ®s, S.). Moreover, the image of ® is exactly the set of free sub—Sl’,—mVodules of
S,’/d which admit a basis (e;);e; where e; € (S/)? and e; = e, with e} € (5,)? and 0 < o; < .
We have seen that a .# € ‘I’(Maxgu) can be represented by a couple (M, L) where M € Mgy (S,)
and L is a list of positive integers < a.

From the data of a matrix representing an element of .#Z € Max‘éu the algorithm MatrixReduction
computes the couple (M, L) representing ®(.#). Moreover, if 4" € @(Max‘év), the Algorithm 7
allows to recover ®~1(.#"). We see that we can easily go back and forth between the different
representations. For most of the applications however, it is convenient to represent an element of
M € Max‘éu by a couple (M, L). Indeed, we have the lemma:

Lemma 3.21. Let 41, . #> € Maxflgy, then

(AN M) = (M) N D(AM),
q)(%l +max %2) = (b(%l) +max (b(‘%Q)
Proof. For the first claim, we have @1 (®(.#)) N (M) = @ (1) NP (M) N SE = (B(A1) N
SH N (®( o) N SL) =ty N M.

Next, we prove the second claim. We have the following diagram of quasi-isomorphisms:

(M + A>) ®s,, S.,

/ \ (16)

Max(/fll + .//[2) ®s, S:, Max(//ll ®s, S:,) + Max(//lz ®s, Sl,,)

Thus, we have Max(Max (.4 + .#5) ®g, S.) = Max((#1 + .#2) ®s, S!,) = Max(Max (4 ®g, S.,) +
Max (45 ®s, S.)) which is exactly the desired result. O

Let A, 45 € @(Maxgu) be represented respectively by the couples (M, L1) and (Ma, Ls).
Then, by Lemma 3.21 one can represent the sum .4} +max -#2 by applying the algorithm MatrixRe-
duction on the couple ((M;Ms), L1 4+ Lo) (where L1 + Lo is the concatenation of the lists Ly and
Ls). The representation as a couple (M, L) is however not well suited to the computation of the
intersection of modules, since it implies the computation of the kernel of a matrix with coefficient
in S, which is not Euclidean.
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3.3.4 The generators of a maximal module

In order to have a complete algorithm (with oracles) to compute Max (), it remains to explain how
to recover .#o = ] NS¢ from the knowledge of .#/ (see §3.3.2 for the definition of .#]). We would
like also to obtain a bound on the number of generators of .#5. By the construction of ./, there
exists a basis (e, ...,ex) € S? and §; € N for i = 1,..., k, such that .#] = @le S! .w%e;. Then,
we have .#y = @le(S'y.w‘si NS,).e;. Hence, it is enough to explain how to compute .#] NS¢ when
] has dimension 1. In this case, ./ is generated by an element of the form # -y where y € S,
and by definition, we want to find generators for the S,-module {z € S, |v, () > v, (Z5 - y)}. We
are reduced to the problem of finding generators of the S,-module A" = {x € S, |v,(z) > —d/a}.
Lemma 3.22. Let § € {0,...,a—1}. We define inductively a sequence of couple of integers (c;, ;)
by setting ag = 0, Bo = 0. Then for i > 0, while B;_1 + a;_1v > —%, we let (o, B;) be the unique
couple of integers such that

o Bitaw>-2,
o forall (z,y) # (i, Bi) € Z2 such that 0 < x < oy and y+av > fg, we have B; +a;v < y+av,

e «; is the smallest integer strictly greater than «;_1 such that there exists an integer B; with
(a4, Bi) satisfying the two conditions above.

The family (7% -u®) has cardinality bounded by o and is a system of generators of the S, -module
N ={x €S, |v,(z) > —-d/a}.

Proof. First, it is clear by definition that all the 7% - u®¢ are elements of .#". Moreover, it is clear
that «; is bounded by —¢/8 mod a.

Denote by .4 the sub-S,-module of .#" generated by the family (7% - u®). Let x € 4, we
prove inductively on degy, (z) that x is in Ag. If degy, () = 0 then v, (z) > 0 so that = x - 1 with
x € S,. Suppose that d = degy,(z) > 0. As v,(z) > —d/a, by applying Corollary 2.9, we can write
x = q-h, with ¢ € S, invertible and h € KJu] is a degree d polynomial such that v,(h) > —d/a
and degyy, (h) = d. We have to show that h is in Aj. Let ig be the greatest index such that «;, < d.
Then by construction of the family (cy, 3;), we have v, (7% - u®0) < v, (h). Indeed, if ¢ is the term
of h of degree d then t € A" and if we write ¢t = 7# - uX, we have by construction f;, + a;, v < pu+ xv.
Thus we can write h = q; - 7% - u®o +r where q; € S, degy, (1) < ay, and v, (r) > —5/a. We
can then apply the induction hypothesis on r to conclude. O

From the above lemma, one can easily deduce an algorithm to compute the generators of
N ={z € Sylv,(x) > —d/a} as well as an upper bound on the number of generators. In order
to find the a; we just run over all the values between 1 and —§/8 mod « and check for each of
them if it satisfies the conditions of Lemma 3.22. Nevertheless this algorithm is inefficient and
the obtained bound is far from tight. In the following, we explain how to obtain a tight bound
as well as an efficient algorithm to compute a family of generators of .4 by using the theory of
continued fractions. In order to set up the notations, we briefly recall the results from this theory
that we need (see [9]). For aq,...,a, integers, the notation [ag; a1, ..., a,] refers to the value of
the continued fraction .

ag +
0 1

ay +
! 1

.. + _
an

We take the convention that a,, # 1 in [ag;ai,...,a,] so that every rational number can be
written uniquely as a finite continued fraction. Let r = [ag;ay,...,a,]. We let pg = ag, g0 = 1,
p1 = apa; + 1, g1 = a1 and define inductively px = agpr—1 + Pr—2, @ = arqr—1 + qr—2. The
fractions py./qx are called the k' convergent of the continued fraction [ag;a1,...,a,]. We have the
properties:

e the integers py and g are relatively prime (see [9, Th. 2]);

* pi/qr = [ao;ax, ..., ax].
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Definition 3.23. Let r be a real number, and let -y be a positive integer. We say that a fraction §
(b > ~) is a best approximation (resp. a positive best approximation) of r relatively to v if for
all integers ¢,d such that v < d < b and ¢/d # a/b (resp. such that v < d <b, dr —c¢ >0 and
c/d # a/b), we have |dr —c| > |br —a| (resp. dr —c > br —a >0). We say simply that ¢ is a best
approximation (resp. a positive best approximation) of r if § is a best approximation (resp. a
positive best approzimation) relatively to 1.

Remark 3.24. Our definition of best approximation corresponds to what is often called in the
literature best approximation of second kind (see [9]).

Everything we need about continued fractions is contained in the following theorem (see [9, Th.
15 and Th. 16]).

Theorem 3.25. Let x = [ag; a1, ..., an]-
1. Every convergent py/qx is a best approzimation of x.

2. Reciprocally, every best approzimation of x is a convergent, the only exceptions being the cases
T =ao+k, with k € [1/2,1], B2 = 4.

Moreover,foriz(),...,n—l,x—%>0f07'i even andx—%<0f0ri odd.

Let r be a real number and b an integer. In the following, it is convenient to denote by min(r,b)
(resp. min™(r,b)) the integer a such that |b-7 — a| = min{|b-r — k|,k € Z} (resp. such that
b-r—a=min{b-r—k,k € Zwithb-r—k > 0}). Then, for r a real number and b a positive integer,
we let {b}, = b-r —min(r,b) and {b};} =b-r — min™(r,b).

Example 3.26. Let r = 0.9 and b = 2. Then we have min(r,b) = 2, min™ (r,b) = 1, {b},, = —0.2
and {b};} = 0.8.

We need the following lemma:
Lemma 3.27. We have:
o forallj€{0,...,n}, {gj}s >0 if j is even, {q;}» <0 if j is odd;

o forj € {l,...,n—2} for all  integer such that 0 < ¢ < aji2, ¢ - {gj+1}z + {¢;j}= has the
same sign has {q;j}s-

Moreover for all j € {1,...,n — 2} and all ¢ integer such that 0 < ¢ < aji2,

{Cagj1+aite = C- {41} + {45 )2

Proof. The fact that {g;}, > 0if j is even, {g;}, < 0 if j is odd is an immediate consequence of
Theorem 3.25.

If { = 0, there is nothing to prove. We suppose for instance that {¢;}, > 0 and {gj4+1}» <0
(the other case can be treated in a similar manner). Suppose that for 0 < ¢ < a; 2, we have

{gj}z +C-{gj+1}2 <O. (17)

Let ¢ be the smallest verifying (17), then ¢ > 2 since we have by definition of a best approximation
{as}el > Hay+1}ol- Then, as {g;}o +(C— 1) {gjs1}a > 0, we have [{g; ba+C-{as1}al < Hayibal
which is a contradiction with the fact that there is no best approximation of x the denominator of
which is between ¢;4+1 and gj12 = ant2gj+1 + ¢ > ¢ - @1 + gj-

With our hypothesis, for all integer ¢ such that 0 < { < a;j42, we have {¢;}+ > {¢;}2+(-{gj+1}=-
Thus we have we have {g;}» > ((¢j+1-z—min(z, ¢j+1))+g¢;-z—min(x, g;) > 0, so that 1/2 > ({gj+1+
g;) - * — ¢ min(z, gj+1) — min(z, ¢;) > 0 (remember that as j > 1, {¢;}» < 1/2). As a consequence,
(min(z, ¢j+1) + min(z, ¢;) = min(z, (gj+1 + ¢;) thus {C- gjp1 + ¢t = ¢ {g+1}te +{gj}e. O

For z = [ag;ai,...,a,] € Q and v a positive integer, we would like to be able to obtain
the list of positive best approximations of x relatively to v. The lemma tells us that not only
the convergents po;/qo; for i € {0,...,|n/2]|} are positive best approximations of x but also the
min® (, gos+p1qi 1)/ (qi+1gais1) fori € {0,..., [ (n—2)/2]} and p integer such that 1 < p < ag; 2.
The following proposition states that these are all the positive best approximations of x and gives a
generalisation for the case of a positive 7.
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Proposition 3.28. Let 2 = a/b where a,b are relatively prime integers. Write x = [ag; a1, ..., ay)
and denote by p/qx the sequence of convergents associated to the continued fraction [ag;ay,. .., an].
Let v < b be a positive integer. Let v < d < b be an integer such that min® @d) 4o 4 positive best
approzimation of x relatively to . Let i be the biggest index such that d — qo;41 > v and let A be
the biggest integer such that d — qo2;41 — A - q2i+2 > v. Then

1) min+(r,d—qzq,+1—A‘Q2i+2)

d—gari1—M\Gaita s a positive best approximation of x relatively to ~y.

2) If e is such that d—qai+1 —\-qaire < e < d then min™ (z, €) /e is not a positive best approzimation
of x relatively to ~y.

Moreover, we have

{d—qoiv1 — A @it} —{d}; = X {@2is2}ts — {@2is1}a > 0. (18)

Proof. Let ¢ and X\ be defined as in the statement. We remark that we have A < ag;4+3. Indeed, by
hypothesis d — q2i+1 — A - q2i42 > 77, but we have q2i13 = a2it3 - @2i42 + g2i+1 and we know that
d— g2iy3 <. For 0 < ( < ag13 an integer, let u(¢) = goir1 + C-qir2, h =d — p(A).

First, we prove that

{d} — {(O}e = {d — (O)}5, (19)
if 0 < ¢ < ag;y3. Using Lemma 3.27, we obtain
0 < min(z, 1(Q) — u(C) - < 1. (20)

As 0 < d-x—min"(z,d) < 1, we have 0 < (d — p(¢)) - * — min™ (2, d) + min(z, u(¢)) < 2. We
have to prove that (d — u(¢)) -z — min™ (2, d) + min(z, u(¢)) < 1. Suppose, on the contrary, that
(d— p(¢)) -z — min™ (2, d) + min(x, £(¢)) > 1, then because of (20), we have:

0<(d—u(Q) -z —minT(z,d) + min(z, u(¢)) — 1 < d -z — min* (z, d). (21)
If ¢ < X this is a contradiction with the hypothesis that M is a positive best approximation
of x relatively to . If ¢ > A then (d — u(¢)) -  — min™ (z,d) + min(z, u(¢)) < (d — u(N) -z —
min™ (z, d) + min(x, u(A\)) because {u(¢)}+ > {u(N\)}F by Lemma 3.27. Next, we remark that
(d — p()\) - & — min" (z,d) + min(z, u(\)) < 1 by what we have just proved, so that we have
(d—p(¢)) -z — min™ (x,d) + min(x, £(¢)) < 1. In any case, we are done.

Now, suppose that there exists 7 < e < d such that

{d}; <A{e}s < {n}. (22)

For 0 < ¢ < ag;+3 a non negative integer, let () = d — u(¢). Choose ¢ so that [{e}; —{e({)}] is
minimal. By (19), we know that {e({)}; = {d}F —{1(¢) }». Asmoreover {d} —{u(agi+3)}. < {d}S
(following Lemma 3.27) and {e(\)}; = {h}}, we deduce that X < ¢ < ag;43. Suppose that
(e}t — {e(O)F # 0. As for all € {A,. . ans — 1}, [{e(C+ D} — {e(Q}E] = {u(O)}F —
{u(C+ D)} = {q2i+2}2, we deduce that [{e — e({)}2] < {q2it2}. and the fact that |e—e({)| < gaits
contradicts the second statement of Theorem 3.25.

Thus, we have that {e}} = {e(¢)}F. Then, from (22), we can write {e}F = {d}} — {n({)}. <
{n}F = {d}} — {n(N)}a so that {u(Q)}s > {u(N)}2. Suppose that {p(¢)}s > {u(A)}s then, as
A < ( < agits, it means that ¢ > A. But then, e = e(¢) = d — u(¢) < 7 which is a contradiction
with the hypothesis 7 < e. As a consequence, we have A = ( and e = h.

To finish the proof, we note that (18) is an immediate consequence of (19) and Lemma 3.27. O

Let x be a rational and « a positive integer. From the Proposition 3.28, we immediately obtain
an algorithm (see Algorithm 7) to compute the reserve ordered list of the integers ¢ such that
min™ (z,q)/q is a positive best approximation of x relatively to .

From Algorithm 7, it is possible to obtain a bound on the number of positive best approximations
of a rational number x. In order to state the following corollary, we introduce a notation: for
(i, p,x) € R x N, we denote by L(u, p,x) the finite arithmetic sequence with first term , common
difference p and length x (if x is zero then the sequence is considered as empty).
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Algorithm 7: Reverse order list of positive best approximations

input

e z=a/b=lag;ai,...,a,] arational number ;

e the lists of integers p[k], q[k] for k = 0, ..., n, such that p[k]/q[k] are the convergents

N 0 Gk W -

©

10

11

12
13
14

15

16
17

18

associated to [ag; a1, .. .,anl;

e v < b a positive integer.

output: L a reverse ordered list of the integers ¢ such that min

approximation of x relatively to ~y

L« [0];
last < b;
t < mn;
if (t+1) mod 2 =0 then
‘ nextqk <t — 2;
else
L nextgk <t —1;
while nextgk > 0 do
if last — g[nextqk] > v then
last — g[nextqk] — v \
¢[nextak + 1] ) ’
last « last — \.¢[nextqk + 1] ;

A — floor(

while last — g[nextqk] > v do
last + last — g[nextqk];
B L<lastUL;

| nextgk < nextgk — 2;

if L[1] > ~ then
LL<—7UL;

return L;
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Corollary 3.29. Let x = [ag; a1, ..., a,] be a rational number, denote by pr/qr for k =0,...,n the
associated sequence of convergents. Let vy be a positive integer. The list a positive best approrimations
of x relatively to v has cardinality bounded by 2 + Z}Z{%

Denote by L the finite sequence of increasing integers q such that min™ (z,q)/q is a positive best
approzimation relatively to v. Let I ={0,...,|(n—1)/2]}. There exist two sequences (i;)icr and
(xi)ier with coefficients respectively in Q and N such that L = U;er L(ps, q2i+1, Xi)- Moreover, for
i € I, the sequence ({q}])gen(uiquiiixs) 5 also an arithmetic sequence with common difference

{@2i+1}= < 0.

a; .

Proof. To prove the first part of the statement, it suffices to show that the number of elements of the
list generated by the loop beginning in line 12 of Algorithm 7 for a given value of nextqk is less than
Onextqr+1- Indeed, it is clear from the initialisation of Algorithm 7 that nextqgk is running through the
odd indices in {0,...,n—1}. Now the relation g[nextqk + 1] = dnextqx+1 - ¢[nextgk] + ¢g[nextgk — 1]
implies that the loop on line 12 is executed at most @nextqr+1 times. Taking into account the first
and last element in the list L, we obtain that its cardinality is bounded by 2 + Z}Z{u a2;.

The second part of the statement is clear, since the while loop on line 12 build a (reverse ordered)

arithmetic sequence of common difference g[nextgk] and the last point is an immediate consequence
of (18). O

Remark 3.30. Denote by L the output of Algorithm 7. By the corollary, L is a union of arithmetic
sequences each of which can be encoded by a triple of integers giving the first term of the sequence,
its common difference and the number of terms of the sequence. Recall that x = [ag;ay,...,ay).
Using this encoding, the list L can be represented (as a data structure) by O(n) bits of information.
Moreover, it is easy to modify Algorithm 7 so that it returns the list L encoded in that way and
have running time O(n). For this, we just have to replace lines 12-14 by:

last — v
q[nextqgk] );
first < last — length - ¢[nextqk];
L + (first, g[nextqk], length) U L;
last < first

length <« floor(

We have everything at hand in order to compute efficiently the generators of A4 = {x €
Sylv,(x) > —d/a}. Indeed, consider the line £ given by the equation y + z.5 = —g. Let v = %
mod «, where 4 mod « is considered as a positive integer in {0,...,« — 1}. Then —v is the
abscissa of the first point of the line £ with integer coordinates to the left of the origin point.
Denote by (g;)ier the list of integers ¢; such that min™(8/a, ¢;)/q; is a positive best approximation
of B/« relatively to . Then if we set c; = ¢; — 7, it is easily seen that the a; are precisely the same
as the one defined in the Lemma 3.22.

Corollary 3.31. Let v = 8/a = [ap;aq,...,a,]. Let § be an integer. Set N = {x € S,|v,(x) >
—6/a}. Then AN is generated elements of the form (7P .u®);c; where the cardinality of J is

bounded by 2 + Zg{% agi. Let I ={1,...,|n/2]|}. There exist two sequences (1;)icr and (X;)icr
with coefficients respectively in Q and N such that (o;)ic; = Uier L(1i, q2i+1, Xi). Moreover, the
sequence vu(ﬂﬁi.u"‘i)meL(M,q%H,Xi) is also an arithmetic sequence.

By gathering all the results of this section, we obtain:

Theorem 3.32. Let v = [ag;ay,...,a,|. Let 4 be a sub-S,-module of S¢. Then a bound on the
number of generators of Max () is d.(2 + ZIZ{Q] as;). These generators can be represented by d

vectors of S% and d - |n/2| arithmetic sequences of the form L(u,q,x) where q is the denominator
of a convergent of odd index associated to [ag;ay, ..., an].

3.3.5 Application: scalar extension of S,-modules

Let v/, v € Q such that v/ > v, there is a natural inclusion 8, ,+ : S, = S,/. Given a module .# over
Sy, We would like to compute the module Max(.# ®g, S,/) € Maxgvy,. If M = (m;j) € Maxi(Sy)
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is a matrix representing .#, it can be done by calling the algorithm MatrixReduction on the matrix
(O, (mij))-

Nevertheless, if # is mazximal, there is another better way to carry out this computation.
Assume that . is represented by a couple (M’, L) with M’ € My« (S,) and L' = [ayq, ..., g
is a list of integers. Let (f1,..., fx) with fi = @® -e; fori = 1,...,k and e¢; € S? be the basis
of ®(.#) given by the column vectors associated to the couple (M’, L) (see Remark 3.19). Then
by definition ./ is generated by the sub-S,-modules F; = f;.5!, N S%. Moreover, using Algorithm
7, one can recover a family of generators of F; which are of the form s; - e; with s; € S, and
following Remark 3.30 it is possible to encode the generators of F; by a list of arithmetic sequences.
As this representation is very compact, we would like take advantage of it in order to compute
the scalar extension. By working component by component, we only have to consider the case
of a sub-S,-module of S,, A = {z € Sy|v,(z) > —d§/a} for 6 € N. Then it has been seen
in Corollary 3.31 that .4 is generated elements of the form (7% .u%);c;. More precisely, write
v =lap;ai,...,a,] and let I = {1,...,|n/2]}. Then, there exists three sequences (u;);cs, where
(Gi)ier and (x:)ier with coefficients respectively in Q, N and N such that (¢;)jes = User L1, G, Xi)-
Let A" = .4 ®g, S,/. Of course, the sequence (7%7.u%);c s has coefficients in S, and is a family
of generators of .#”. Hence, Max(.4#") corresponds to the couple (M’, L') where the unique element
of I’ is given the minimum of all quantites 8; + v/ - a; when j runs over J. Now, we remark that
the sequence §; + v - a; is arithmeric when j runs over one subset L(y;, ;, x;). On this subset, the
minimum is reached for the first index or the last one. Thus, to compute L', it is enough to take
the minimum over these particular indices. It yields an algorithm whose complexity is O(n) — or
O(nd) for the d-dimensional case — where we recall that n is the length of the continued fraction
of v (in particular n = O(1 + min(log |, log |3])) if v = F.)

3.4 Comparing the two approaches

We have introduced two different ways to represent S,-modules and compute with them. It is
important to compare the two approaches since they are well suited for different kind of applications.
We call the representation of §3.2.1 the (M., M, )-representation and the representation of §3.3 the
(M, L)-representation.

First, we explain how to go back and forth between the two representations. Let .#Z € Maxgy
given with the (M, L)-presentation by the couple (M, L) with M € Myxx(S,) and L is a list of
integers. We can recover a matrix M7 with coefficients in .S, whose columns vectors gives generators
of .# in the canonical basis of S¢. Then to obtain the couple (M,, M,,) representing .# we just
have to compute the Hermite Normal Forms of M; ®g, S, » and M ®g, Sy 4.

We explain how to compute the (M, L)-representation associated to a (M, M, )-representation
in the case that the associated module .# € ManV has full rank. Suppose we are given the couple
(My, M,) representing .# where M, = (my; ;) € Maxr(Sy,») and M, = (M ;) € Maxr(Sv.a)-
We can suppose, by multiplying M, by a certain power of 7 (which is invertible in S, ), that all
the my; ; € S,. As the coefficients of M, are defined modulo a certain power of 7 (namely the
determinant of M,,), we can also suppose, by multiplying M, by a certain power of u®/ 7P (which
is invertible in S, ,), that all the coefficients of M, belongs to S,. Let D,, = det(M,) € S,. On
the other side, let D, = det(M,)/w® (4t (M=) ¢ §' By definition, we have v, (D) = 0. Denote
by AT (resp. .#}) the sub-S!-module of (S!,)? generated by the column vectors of D, M, (resp.
D, M,), considered as matrices with coefficients in S;,. We can prove:

Lemma 3.33. Keeping the above notations, we have:
Max(( Ay N M) Rs, S)) = Max( A + A3").

Proof. Using the formula adj(M) = det(M).M~1, it is clear that the column vectors of the matrix
D M, (resp. DrM,) belong to the S, ,-module generated by the column vectors of M, (resp.
the S}, .-module generated by the column vectors of M;). As a consequence, we have .Zj C
(M N M)Rs, S, and MY C (MyNMy)®Rs, S,,. We deduce that AT + A4 C (MO My)Rs, S,
Thus, we have Max((#, N M) ®s, S,) D Max((A] + M) ®s, S),).

Next, suppose that x € Max((.#, N .#;) s, S.). By Proposition 3.8, it means that there exists
n € N such that 7" - x € (M, N My) ®s, S, and (u/P)" - x € (M, N My) ®s, S.,. Note that D,
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is a power of 7, as a consequence there exists ng > n such that
T x € MY C My + My (23)

We would like to prove that there exists ny € N such that (u/w?)"x € A + 4. For this,
it suffices to prove that (u/w?)™x mod AJ € M) (MT N ML) C S, | AF. As D, is invertible
in S, (remember that v, (D) = 0) there exists ¢t € S, and ny € N such that t.Dr = (u/w”)"
mod 7S’ . Denote by fi,..., fr the vectors whose coordinates in the canonical basis of (S’)¢
are given by the column vectors of .. Now, as (u/@”)" -z € M, there exist \; € S}, for
1 =1,...,k, such that

k
(u/@®) "z = Z)‘ifi'
i=1

But we have (u/w’)".x € M, so that (u/w?)".x € (S!)? and using the triangular form of the
matrix M, (see Proposition 3.15) we have that \; € S/, for ¢ = 1,...,k. By multiplying the
preceding equation by t.D.., we obtain:

k
(u/@”)" 7 2 4 Mu/@?)" 7™ - = (£M)(Dx fi),

=1

for A € S/. Recall that we have seen that 7™ -z € .47, thus (u/@”®)"*"2 . & mod 4T €
MY (AT N AMT). As a consequence by taking ny = n + na, we have:

(u/@®)" -z € MT + MY (24)

By (23) and (24), there exists a m € N such that 7™ -2 € AZJ +.4 and (u/?)™x € MT+ M.
By applying Proposition 3.8, we deduce that x € Max((.#£J + #}') ®s, S.,) and we are done. O

Remark 3.34. In the preceding construction, we need the extension S., of S, just to ensure that
v, (Dr) = 0. Thus, if v,(det(My)) € Z, this extension is not necessary.

Now, let .4 € ManV be represented by a couple (M, M,,). As M and M, are given in Hermite
Normal Form, we can easily compute D, and D,,. Let M. = D, M, and M/ = D,.M,. Lemma 3.33
tells us that we can then obtain the (M, L)-representation of .Z by calling the MatrixReduction
algorithm on the matrix (M. M)).

The main advantage of the (M, M, )-representation is that is provides unique representation
of maximal modules over S,,, because of the same property for Hermite Normal Forms. Thus, it
allows to test equality between modules. We have seen also that the echelon form is well suited to
test whether z € SZ is an element of .#Z € Maxgwy as well as to computation the intersection of two
modules. On the other side the (M, L)-representation provides an actual basis of module in Max‘éu.
Moreover, the base change operation ®g,S,, only makes sense in the (M, L)-representation and
we will see in §4, an important application of this operation. Indeed, if v/ > v, altough there is a
natural inclusion morphism S, C S,, the two sub-rings of &, S, ,, and S,/ ,, are not comparable by
the inclusion relation.

4 Representation and precision

In the previous sections, we have presented algorithms to compute with S,-modules by using, as
a black-box, the ring operations of S,. As elements of S, can not be coded with a finite data
structure, these procedures are not algorithms stricto sensus since they can not be implemented on
a Turing machine for instance. In order to turn them into algorithms, we have to explain how to
represent mathematical objects by finite data structures. Much in the same way as we compute with
approximations of real numbers, we can represent power series with coefficients R by truncating
them up to a certain precision. Then we have to ensure the stability of the computations, i.e. that
the result is independent of the part of the input that we ignore. In the following, we proceed in an
incremental manner. First, we explain how to represent the elements of the coefficient ring R of S,
by a finite structure, then we deal with elements of S, and finally with more complex structures
with coefficients in .S, such as S,-modules.
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4.1 Generality with precision

We recall from the introduction that R is a complete discrete valuation ring, and that for algorithmic
applications we are mostly interested by:

e 7, or more generally the ring a integer of a finite extension of Q,,
e the ring k[[X]] of formal power series with coefficients in a (finite) field k.

In any case, if 7 denote the uniformizer element of R and p, is a positive integer, we shall represent
an element of MR by its image in the quotient R/7P~9R. We suppose that there exists algorithms to
compute the arithmetic operations of the ring R/7P~R. We say that an element T € R/7P~9R is
the data of element of z € SR up to m-adic precision p, if + mod 7P~ =T7T.

For the complexity analysis, we shall assume that we have efficient algorithms to perform all
standard operations in quotients R/7P=9R for all integers p,. We discuss briefly the validity of this
assumption for the aforementioned classical examples of rings 2. In the case that R = k[[X]], we
suppose that the operations in the field & costs one unit of time and can be represented by one unit
of memory. With that in mind, if & = k[[X]] there exists a trivial algorithm to perform additions.
It is optimal in the sense that its complexity is equal to the size of the inputs. The same thing is
true if R is the ring of integers of any finite extension of Q,. Things are more complicated for the
multiplication of two elements of R/7P~MR, whose time will be denoted by Ty (p,) in the rest of this
paper. In the case R = Z,, using Strassen algorithm [11], we have T'(p,) = O(pﬂ) where the soft-O
notation means that we neglect logarithmic factors. If R is the ring of integer of a degree d finite
extension of QQ,, we can represent elements of R with a degree d — 1 polynomial with coefficients in

Z, and using again Strassen algorithm for polynomials, we have Ty(pr) = O(d - pr). If R = E[[X]]
using again Strassen algorithm for polynomials, we have T'(p;) = O(p,) (we suppose here that
operation in k costs one unit of time). We can summarize these results by saying that with the
best known algorithms, the time Ty(p,) is quasi-linear log(|]9R/7P=R]).

An obvious way to obtain a finite approximation of an element of Y a;u’ € S, is to consider
a representative modulo a certain power p, of u. We, thus obtain a degree p, — 1 polynomial
with coefficients in R that we can represent by a vector of dimension p,, with coefficients in R up
to precision p, as before. We call this representation the flat approximation of an element of S,
with w-adic precision p, and m-adic precision p, or the (p,, pr)-flat approximation. The data of a
representative with r-adic precision p, and u-adic precision p,, of an element z = 3" a;u’/ vl e s,
is given by a polynomial Y " a;u’ /ml#1 such that @; = a; mod 7P=. It should be remarked
however that the flat approximation is not the only possible procedure to truncate an element of S,
in order to obtain a finite structure. For instance, one can represent an element of S, up to a certain
u-adic precision p, by a polynomial Zf;a Y a;ut with coefficients in R of degree p, — 1. Such a
polynomial may itself be represented by the data of a; mod 7P~ fori =0, ...,p, —1, as before but it
is also possible to represent Y i+ Ll by coeflicients with different m-adic precisions a; mod 7P=i.
Put in another way, we want to obtain a representative of > 1"~ ! g;u’ modulo the R-module
Zf;al P ’LLi/ﬂ'UV] -R. We call this representation the jagged approzimation. We can generalize
even further the flat and jagged approximations. For instance, we remark that for f =" a;u’ € S,
the flat and jagged approximations consist in the data of f(9(0)/i! for i = 0,...,p, — 1 but we
could also provide the data of f()(z) /4! for any = € K in the radius of convergence of f.

Taking into account the previous examples, we say that a data of precision is given by any
sub-R-module & of S,,. Most of the time, but not always, we want S,/ to be R-module of finite
length. Indeed, it may happen that we compute with objects of S, that can be represented exactly
with a finite structure. This is the case for instance, if the characteristic of R is 0, of any element
Z C R. In this special case, it makes sense to consider a data of precision & such that S, /22 is
not of finite length in order to take into account the fact that we know certain elements of S, with
”infinite precision”. In general, in order to represent an element of S¢ by a finite data structure,
one can consider a sub-R-module & of S¢ such that most of the time S¢/Z has finite length.

Then, in order to compute a function f : S¢ — S¢, we would like to replace it by its approximation
f:8%/ 2 — S1/f(2). This naive approach does not work in general since, as f is not always
R-linear, the image by f of a data of precision is not a data of precision. Though, it is possible to
approximate f(Z?) by the smallest possible data of precision. One way to do this is to consider
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a regular data precision which is a data of precision that is a S,-module. Then for z € S¢ and
h € £, one can write the first order Taylor development of f in x

f(z+h) = f(x) + dfz(h) + O(h?).

Most of the time (but not always), df, (<) will be the correct data of precision (see [3] for a full
discussion about this). Note that any flat approximation is a regular data of precision but this is not
always the case that a jagged approximation is a regular data of precision. The computation of the
function f reduces to the computation of the function on the representative up to the given precision
and the computation of the precision of the result. A more general precision data is intuitively less
convenient for computations since it involves more complex data structures. For instance, each
coefficient of a polynomial representing an element of S, with the jagged approximation may have
very unbalanced length so that it may be difficult to adapt asymptotically fast arithmetic for such
objects. On the other side, we are going to see shortly that even for a very common operation in
S, such as the computation of the Euclidean division, one may take advantage of the flexibility
of the jagged approximation. Hence, the choice of a representation to compute with elements of
S, is a non trivial trade off between space/time complexity on the one hand and the quantity of
precision we accept to loss on the other hand.

It is convenient to represent a jagged precision by a series. For this, let P, = Efio a;ut/ mlvl e
S,. In the following, we denote by Z(P,) the sub-®-module of S, given by "o a;u’ /7). R,
Moreover, if & is sub-R-module of S,, we denote by repr(£) : S, — S,/Z the canonical
projection of SR-modules. It is clear that Z2(P;) only depends on the valuation of the coefficients a;
of P, = Zfio aut/m livl ¢ S,. If p, is an integer, we will use the notations P (pu, pr) for

pu—1 0o
2( Z 7rp“ui/7ru”J + Zui/wu’d)
=0 Pu

which corresponds to the (py,pr)-flat approximation. If &’ and &2 are two sub-R-modules of
S, such that &' C & then there is a canonical projection S,/Z’ — S, /2 that we denote also
(by abuse of notation) by repr(Z?). If A € S,, and & is a sub-R-module of S,,, we denote by
AP ={A\x,x € P} the sub-R-module of S,. If A is distinguished and S,/ has finite length
then S, /(A - &) has finite length. If &2, 2" are sub-R-modules of S,,, we denote by & - &’ the
submodule generated by all products zy for (z,y) € (£ x &’). It is clear that if S,/ and S,/ %’
have finite length then S, /(&2 - &’) also have finite length.

Lemma 4.1. For all &, 2" sub-R-modules of S, such that S,/P and S,/ P" have finite length,
for all x,y € S, we have:

1. if ' > P then repr(P)(repr(P)(z)) = repr()(x) ;
2. repr(Z + 2')(repr(2)(x)) + repr(Z + Z)(vepr(2')(y)) = repr(P + Z')(x +y) ;
S let Py=y- P+ax- P+ P P, then

repr(#)(repr(2)(x)) - repr(Fo) (repr(£’)(y)) = repr(Po)(z - y);

4. if @' D P, then repr(P’)(repr(P)(x)) - repr(P’)(y) = repr(P’)(z - y)

Proof. The fist claim is trivial. Then we have (z + )+ (y+ £') =z +y+ (£ + &’) and
(z+P)- y+P)=z-y+a- P +y- P+ - . The fourth claim, is an immediate consequence
of 1 and 3. O

We discuss briefly the complexity of the elementary arithmetic operations in S, with the
(pu, pr)-flat approximation. First, we remark that the size of an element of S, with the (p,,, p,)-flat
approximation is in the order of p, - p,,. As before, the time of an addition in S, is linear in the size
of a representative of S, since it reduces to the addition of two polynomials of degree p,, — 1 with
coefficients in R/7P~R. We denote by T(p., p-) the time cost of the multiplication of two elements
of S, with the (p,,pr)—flat approximation. Again, by using a tweaked Strassen’s algorithm, we
have T(py,px) = O(pu - T(px)) = O(pu - px). In the following, we study the precision of some
important functions using the flat and jagged approximation.
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4.2 Finite precision computation with elements of S,

Most of the time, even for very elementary function dealing with elements of .S, it is not possible
to ensure the stability of the result without some extra assumption. We illustrate this fact with
some important examples.

First, consider the Gauss valuation function v, : K[[u]] = Q. A natural way to define v, on
a representative modulo Z¢(py, px), With py, pr positive integers, is to compute the valuation of
the truncated representative in S,. For instance let z = 7 + u!'%, then vo(repr(2¢(9,2))(z)) =
vo(m) = 1. We denote also this function by v,. But then we have vg(repr(Z;(9,2))(x)) = 1 and
vo(repr(Z2¢(10,2))(z)) = 0. From the previous example, one can see that the Gauss valuation of an
element z € S, r can not be computed in general from the knowledge of its approximation. Still, it is
possible to obtain the Gauss valuation of an element = € S,  from the knowledge of its approximation
if we are given some extra-information about x. For instance, if v, (repr(Z(py,pr))(z)) = 0 and if
we know furthermore that x € S, then we are sure that v, (x) = 0. More generally, it may happen
than we have a guaranty that x € 1/7*.S, for a A € Z. Then, if v is big enough, it is possible to
compute the valuation of  from the knowledge of repr(Zs(pu, px))(x).

Lemma 4.2. Let z =Y au’ € 1/7*- S, for X a positive integer. Let p, be a positive integer and
T € Ku| be the unique representative of x mod uPv of degree < p,. We suppose that x # 0 and
that d = degy (x) < pu.
Let V' € Q be such that
A
V> M’ (25)
DPu — d

then v, (x) = v,/ (T).

Proof. Let z =" a;u’ € 1/7* - S,. By definition, we have v, (%) < vk (aq) + v -d and on the other
side we have of course v,/ (z) < v,/(Z). Thus, in order to prove the lemma, we just have to check
that for all i > p,,, we have

vic(a;) + v i > vk (aq) + v - d. (26)
But, using x € 1/7 - S,,, we get

vr(a;) +v-i> =\ (27)

for all ¢ > p,. From (26) and (27), we deduce that it is enough to prove that —\ +i(v/ —v) >
vk (aq)+v'.d. Since v’ —v > 0 by hypothesis, it suffices to prove that —A+p, (V' —v) > vi(aq) +v'.d
for all i > p,,. This is equivalent to

S UK(ad)+pu'V+)\

v= pu_d

; (28)

which is exactly (25). O

This lemma, while totally elementary, shows the following very important fact: by increasing the v
parameter of the S,-module, one can obtain guaranties on the valuation of a certain x = 3" a;u’ € S,
from the knowledge of its representative z = Z?;l_l a;u’ with bounded Weierstrass degree under
the general hypothesis of a lower bound on the valuation of the coefficients a;.

Another important operation for the arithmetic of S, is the inversion.

Lemma 4.3. Let x € S, and suppose that degy, (x) = 0 and that v,(z) = 0 so that by Corollary
2.7, x is invertible. Let p,,pr be positive integers. Then repr(ZPs(pu,p=))(x) € Su/ P (PusDr) 15
also invertible and we have repr( 2 (py,pr))(x) ™t = repr( 2 (pu, pr))(x71).

Proof. Write z = Y agu’/zl¥], 21 = S bjul /xl®) and ¢ = 1 = 3 ejul /rl™) with ¢; = 327 a; -
bj—;. We have vk (ap) = 0 so that we can compute ap~" mod pr = by mod p,. Then, using the

formula
j—1

b]' - 1 aibj,i
o]~ oap z; rlivlglG=0v]”

7=

together with the remark that 7l¥) /(zl#]17lG=9v]} is equal to 1 or 7, we obtain by induction for
j=1,...,pu—1,b; mod pr. O
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Let =,y € S,. In order to be able to compute an approximation of the Euclidean division of y
by x , it is necessary to know that v, (y) > v, (). One way to have that guaranty is to be given
x with enough precision to know that it is distinguished. Then one can compute its Weierstrass
degree. In the following proposition, we keep the notations of Proposition 2.8.

Proposition 4.4. Let x,y € S,. Suppose that x is distinguished and let d = degy, (x). Let ¢ € S,
and r € K[u]| NS, be such that deg(r) < d andy =q-x+r. Put e =v,(Lo(z)) > 0, let pr be a
positive integer and p, = [pr/eld. Let

Pr—1 o0 i
max{pr—|i/d]e—iv]|,—|iv]|}, i u
Pyzzﬂa{p li/d]e—|iv] LJ}U_FZW’

=0 1=Da
Pz—d—1 o ui
_ max{pr—|i/d+1]e—|iv]|,—iv]}, i
Py= ) anr ORI liv]
=0 i=pg—d

There exists an algorithm which takes as input repr( P (pg, pr))(x) and repr(F(Py))(y) and outputs
repr (2 (pz, px))(q) and repr(Z (o0, pr))(r).

d u

HOLE e S

Yy =—vx

Figure 3: The form of the precision of y in the Euclidean division for d = 2 and v = 1/6.

Proof. Recall that, from Proposition 2.8, ¢,r are the limits of the sequences (g;,7;) defined by
qo = 0 and ry = y and

. Hi(?"j, d
G =45 Hi(z,d)’

Hi(r;,d)

T.7+1 - LO(T]) - Hl(gj7 d) LO(I)
For j =0,...,[px/e], let
([p=/el—j)-d—1 o
Pyj — Z ﬂ.max{pw—\_i/dje— \_iu],—l_iyj}ui + Z 7_‘_max{]"e— \_iu],—l_ivj}ui’
i=0 i=([p~/el—3)-d

and let t(j) = repr(Z(P,;))(r;). It is clear that ¢(0) = repr(#(P,))(y). We are going to
prove that if we know repr(Z;(p,,pr))(x) and ¢(j) then we can compute t(j + 1). Write
Hi(z,d) = ud/7"? - ¢, with 2o an invertible element of S,. Then from repr(Z;(p., p-))(Hi(z,d)),
we immediately obtain repr(Z;(p; — d,px))(Hi(xo,d)), and by Lemma 4.3, we can compute
repr( P (pe — d,px))(1/(Hi(zo,d))). As P¢(pe — d,pr) C P(py —d - j, Py ;), applying Lemma 4.1,
we deduce that

repr(Z(Py,;))(Hi(r;, d)/Hi(zo, d)) =
repr(Z(Py ;) (repr(Zs (pa — d, px))(1/(Hi(zo,d)))) -repr(Z (P, ;) (Hi(r;, d)).  (29)
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We remark that repr(Z(Py,;)(Hi(r;,d)) = Hi(t(j),d) so that the left hand side of (29) can be
computed from the known data. Dividing repr( (P, ;))(Hi(r;, d)/Hi(zo, d)) by u?/7l%], we obtain
repr(Z(P;))(Hi(r;, d)/Hi(z,d)), where

(Tp=/e1—(j+1))-d—1
Pj = ﬂ—max{pﬂ_I-i/d-"_lje_l.iij_\_iyj ui

=0
00

+ > masi(ee—Liv]—Livl}yi (30
i=(Tpn /]~ (j+1))-d

Next, as v, (Lo(x)) = e, still be applying Lemma 4.1, and remarking that ¢(j + 1) = 7° - P}, we
obtain

repr( (1 + 1) ()

repr(Z(t(j + 1)) (repr(£(F;))(Hi(r;, d) /Hi(z, d))).repr(F (00, px)) (Lo(x)).  (31)

Lo(z)) =

From the above, we deduce by induction that we can compute repr(Z (P, rp, /e1))(r). But
we have P(Py . /e1) = Pf(00,px) so that we can compute repr(Z;(oo,pr))(r) as claimed.
Moreover, as we can compute repr(Z(F;))(Hi(r;, d)/Hi(x,d)), by Lemma 4.1, we can compute
repr(>_ Z(P;))(q) = repr(Py)(q) and we are done. O

Remark 4.5. In the preceding proposition, we see that in order to be able to compute repr( ¢ (d, px))(r),
we really use all the information contained in repr(Z(py, Py))(y). If we use the flat precision,
then to obtain repr(Z(d, pr)) we need to know repr(P([pr/el.d,px))(y). This shows that the flat
precision is not well adapted to the computation of the Fuclidean division in S, since a lot of
information about the operands is not useful for the computation.

The proposition shows that following the computations of Algorithm 1 on representatives
modulo the given precision, we obtain the outputs with the guaranty that the result has the claimed
precision.

The last operation in S, (actually in S, ) that we would like to consider is the ged computation.
To begin with, we consider some very simple examples, for elements of S, which are polynomials.
Suppose that | = Zs, v = 0 so that S, = Zs[[u]]. Let P = repr(%;(00,2))(u — 1) and
Py = repr(Z24(00,2))(u — 2). Then it is clear that for all P, P, € S, such that P, = P
mod Zf(c0,2) and Py = P, mod %(00,2) then ged(Py, P2) = 1. This can be seen by using the
Euclidean algorithm to compute the extended ged of Py and P in S, /Zf(c0,2) which obviously
returns 1. In this case, it is safe to claim that ged(Py, P) = 1.

Next, consider Py = repr(Z;(00,2))(u — 1) and Py = repr(%(00,2))(u — 1). In this case,
it is very easy to find different representatives of P; and P, the gcd of which is not equal. For
instance, we can take P = P, = u — 1 in this case ged(Ps, Py) = u — 1 but if we take Ps = u — 1
and Py = u — 6 then ged(Ps, Py) = 1. If we compute the ged of P; and P, using the Euclidean
algorithm, we obtain v — 1 and we do not have enough precision on the next remainder to decide
whether it vanishes or not. This example shows that, in the case that the ged of the representatives
is not surely 1 it is not even clear how to define it since the result may change depending on the
representatives in S, that we use in order to compute it.

4.3 Finite precision computation with modules with coefficients in S,

Let .#1 and .#5 be two maximal sub-S,-modules of Sl‘f. In this section, we are interested by
the computation of the maximal sum 4| +max A2 of A1 and #>. We would like to carry out
computations with finite precision and have a guaranty on the precision of the results. The preceding
example suggests that even in the case d = 1, we can not hope much in that direction. Indeed, the
computation of the maximal sum of two sub-S,-modules of S, » reduces to the computation of
the ged of two elements of S, . and we have seen in §4.2, that unless this sum is S, », we can not
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guaranty that the result computed with finite precision is an approximation of the result computed
on representatives in S, .

As before, we need some extra-information, that we can get from the mathematical context of
our computation, in order to guaranty the precision of the output. A very natural extra-information
that can arise in practise is the following: let .#, and .#5 be two sub-S,-modules of Sf,lﬂr and we
know that there exists a positive integer ¢ such that .# C 1/7w°.#,. We recognize a generalisation
of the hypothesis of Lemma 4.2 where we have shown in the case that d = 1 that we can obtain
a guaranty on the valuation v, of approximations of elements of K[[u]] for well chosen v. This
situation is also crucial in the paper [4]. We are going to see that, although we don’t know how
to compute an approximation of .41 +yax #2, we can describe an algorithm which outputs an
approximation of (4 ®g, Su/) +max (Mo ®g, S,) for a well chosen v/ > v.

™

Pu U

Figure 4: The computation of ¢/ from p, and v.

In order to compute 47 +max A2, it is enough to be able to compute .41 +max Sy - t Where
t € Mo. Indeed, let (t1,...,t;) be a family of generators of .#5, we have A1 +max Ho =
A1 Fmax Sv - t1 Fmax -« - Fmax Sv - th. Let t € Ao and let (eq, ..., ep) be a family of generators of
;. By our hypothesis, we know that there exists \; € 1/7¢- S, such that ¢ = > \;e;. We remark
that if all the A\; are in S, then t € .#; so that .#1 + S, -t = .41 and there is nothing to do. Write
Ai = 2550 aju! with vi (a}) +v-j > —c. Let p, a positive integer, we are going to choose v/, as it

is explained in figure 4, such that .- a;ui € S,.. For this it is enough to take v/ > v + ¢/p,,.

’ J— 5 N\~Pu—l g "o__ [/ "o_ o0 4, :
Let t' = 2, Aje; with Aj = 375" aju? and ¢ = 37, Ale; with A/ = 37" aju’. Using the same
remark as above, we have:

(///1 ®s, Su’) +max (t : SV’) = (///1 ®s, SV’) +max (t/ : Su’) +max (t// : Su’) = (//11 ®s, Su’) +max (t/ : Su’)>

since t"" - S,» € . Now, as A} is a polynomial in u, we can obtain its valuation, greatest common
divisor and all the operations that we need in order to compute (.#1 ®g, Syu’) +max (t - Su).

We recall that we write v = §/a with «, 8 relatively prime numbers and let @ in an algebraic
closure of K, be such that w® = 7. Let ' = R[w] and S, = 5, @x R’. The algorithm AddVector
is an adaptation of the algorithm MatrixReduction.

In the preceding algorithm, Cond(\, L) returns true if there exists jo, 71 € {1,...,h} such that
Aljo] - Alja] # 0, v, (Aljo]) — 222 < v, (A[j1]) — 224 and degyy (Aljo]) < degyy (A[j1])

We want to give a consequence of this algorithm. We first need a definition.

Definition 4.6. Let .# be a sub-S,-module of S?. Let 2 be a sub-R-module of S,. We say
that a matriz M" = (m{;) € Maxa (S,/ ) is an &P-approzimation of M is there exists a matriz
M = (my;) € Maxar(Sy) whose columns are the coordinates of generators of A in the canonical
basis of S¢ and such that m;; = repr(Z)(m;;).

By iterating this algorithm AddVector on a set of (t1,...,tn ) of generators of .#5, we obtain
the following theorem:

Theorem 4.7. Let ./, and Mo be two finitely generated sub-S,-modules of S such that Mo C
1/meM for a positive integer c. Let My = (mj;) and My = (m7;) be the matrices with coefficients
in S, of generators of M1 and #s in the canonical basis of S¢. Let py,px be positive integers and
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Algorithm 8: AddVector

input
o M € Myxn(S,), a matrix whose column vectors C(z) for i = 1,..., h give generators of .}
in the canonical basis of S¢ ;

o alist A[1],...,A[h] such that Y>> \;Ci(M) =t, A[i] € 1/7°- S, N K[u] and deg A[i] < p, —1
fori=1,...,k.

output: M € Myx,(S,) and a list L a matrix such that the column vectors wlll. Ci(M)
give generators of .#1 +max t in the canonical basis of S{,d

1 L+ [0,...,0[;
2 while 3j € {1,...,h} such that v, (A[j]) — % <0do
3 while Cond (A, L) is satisfied do
4 Pick up jo,j1 € {1,...,h} such that A[jo] - Alj1] # 0,
oy (Aljo]) — #0 < v (M) — #2 and degyy (Aljo]) < degyy (ALj1]);
5 if v, (A[jo]) > v, (A[j1]) then
6 So = [vy(Aljo]) — v (Al 15
7 o] ¢ 7% Aljo;
8 Lljo] < Lljo] — c- do;
9 (q,r) + EuclideanDivision(A[Jjo], A[j1]);
10 Aljr] < Alj] = gAljol;
11 L Cj (M)(*CJO(M)+QCJ1(M%
12 Let jo such that v, (A[jo]) — LEJ{O] =minj—,__p(Alj]) — %),
13 Let j; such that v, (A[j1]) — Lgl] = minj»;, (A[j]) — %),
14 | L[jo] < L[jo] + av,(Aljo]) — Lljo] — vy (Al1]) + L[j1];

15 return M, L;
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suppose that we are given M{ = (repr(Z(pu, pr))(mj;)) and Ms = (vepr(Po(pu, px))(m3;)). Let
e be the number of columns of Ms and let v/ = v + ec/p,. Then there exists a polynomial time
algorithm in the length of the representation of M| and M3 to compute a matriz M3 = (ij) with

coefficients in Sy | Po(pu, px) which is a Py(pu, pr)-approzimation of
(%1 ®S,, SV’) +max (%2 ®SV SV’)-

Remark 4.8. If we suppose in the theorem that .#o is mazimal, then by Theorem 3.32 we can
take e = d.(2 + 1%V ay;) where v = [ag; as, . . ., an).
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