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ABSTRACT

Given two nilpotent endomorphisms, we determine when their lattices of hyperinvariant subspaces
are isomorphic. The study of the lattice of hyperinvariant subspaces can be reduced to the nilpotent
case when the endomorphism has a Jordan-Chevalley decomposition; for example, it occurs if the
underlying field is the field of complex numbers.
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1 Introduction

Three main lattices of subspaces are naturally associated to endomorphisms, the lattices of invariant subspaces, of
characteristic subspaces and of hyperinvariant subspaces. A vector subspace V' C " is invariant with respect to the
endomorphism f of F" if f(V) C V, the subspace is characteristic if it is invariant for every automorphism commuting
with f, and it is hyperinvariant if it is invariant for every endomorphism commuting with f.

It is well-known when two lattices of invariant subspaces are isomorphic ([1]), and isomorphisms of lattices of
characteristic subspaces is still an open subject of study. In this paper we characterize when two lattices of hyperinvariant
subspaces are isomorphic. This problem was analyzed in P. Y. Wu, "Which Linear Transformations Have Isomorphic
Hyperinvariant Subspace Lattices?" ([3]). When studying the paper we realized that, although the statement of the
main theorem is correct, some of the previous lemmas, theorems, or its proofs, were not accurate, therefore they need
some reformulation and, as a consequence, the inclusion of the analysis of some missed cases. Hence, this work can be
regarded as a review of [5].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we state some basic definitions and properties of lattices, in particular
of lattices of invariant subspaces, and of the algebra of the centralizer. In Section 3 we describe the structure and
some specific properties of the lattice of hyperinvariant subspaces, wich will be used later on. Also, some necessary
conditions for two lattices to be isomorphic are recalled. In Section 4, some special chains of hyperinvariant subspaces
are presented, which will be a key tool to study the problem. In Section [5|the special chains are widely used, among
other properties, to study all possible isomorphisms of hyperinvariant lattices, in Subsection |5.1{ when the lattices have
different Segre characteristic length, and in Subsection[5.2] when they have the same Segre characteristic length. Finally,
in Subsection[3.3] we summarize the results in a theorem.
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2 Preliminaries

In this section we recall some results related to endomorphisms on complex vector spaces. We assimilate an endomor-
phism with its matrix representation.

A partially ordered set L such that every pair of elements z,y € L has a join (z V y) and a meet (x A y) is called a
lattice. A mapping between two lattices L1 and Lo, f : Ly — Lo, is a lattice homomorphism if it preserves joints and
meets. If f is an isomorphism we say that Ly and Lo are isomorphic and it is denoted by L1 ~ L. If a lattice L is
finite, we denote by card(L) the number of elements of L.

Given a,b € L with a > b, the set formed by {z € L : b < 2 < a} is a sublattice of L and is called the quotient
sublattice a/b.

An equivalent relation (~) on a lattice L is a congruence relation if given a, b € L, then

a~bz>{ (ave)~(bVe),

(anc)~ (bAo) for every c € L. @))]

We denote by [a] = {x € L : z ~ a} the class of elements related to a, and by L/~= {[a] : a € L} the quotient lattice
formed by all the classes in L. Moreover,

a~b =Vece(aVvb)/(aNb), c~a. 2)

Let f : L — Ly be a lattice homomorphism. The congruence relation defined by x ~ y if f(x) = f(y) is called the
kernel of f (ker f). The following isomorphism theorem is satisfied.

Theorem 2.1. ([3| Theorem 1.5]) Let L and Ly be lattices. Let f : L — Ly be an homomorphism onto. Then,
L/ ker f is isomorphic to L.

Let C™*" be the algebra of n x n matrices with entries in the complex field C. Given A € C™*", the algebra of the
matrices that commute with A, i.e., the centralizer of A, denoted Z(A), is

Z(A)={B e C"": AB = BA},
the lattice of invariant subspaces of A, denoted Inv(A4), is
Inv(A) = {F c C"™*': AF C F},
and the lattice of hyperinvariant subspaces of A, denoted Hinv(A), is
Hinv(A) = {F c C"*' : BF C F, VB € Z(A)}.

As mentioned before, isomorphisms of lattices of invariant subspaces are characterized. The result is stated in the next
theorem.

Theorem 2.2. ([1l]) Let A, B € C™*™. Then, the following statements are equivalent:
1. Inv(A) and Inv(B) are isomorphic.
2. A and B have the same Jordan structure.

3. Z(A) and Z(B) are isomorphic.

The following theorem gives a sufficient condition for two lattices of hyperinvariant subspaces to be isomorphic. In the
next section we will see that it is not necessary.

Theorem 2.3. ([4]) Ler A, B € C™*"™. IfInv(A) ~ Inv(B), then Hinv(A) ~ Hinv(B).

3 The lattice of hyperinvariant subspaces

The study of the lattice of hyperinvariant subspaces can be reduced to the nilpotent case when the endomorphism has a
Jordan-Chevalley decomposition (see [2]]). As the reduction applies on the complex field, throughout the paper we will
assume that A € C™*" is nilpotent.

Let A € C™*"™ be a nilpotent matrix and @ = («, ..., a,) € N" its Segre characteristic, where a;; > ... > a,. > 0.
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Letu = (ug,...,u,) € N” such that

up > ... > up >0, 3)
o —up > ... > — U >0, )
and define
V(ai,...,ar) = {u € N": satisfying (3) and (4)}.
Given u,v € V(ayq,...,a;), we define the following partial order:
uCov if w<wv,i=1,...,7r
Proposition 3.1. ([2]) V (a1, ..., «,.) with the partial order relation “C” is a lattice. The meet and the join are defined,
respectively, as
uAv = (min(ug,v1),...,min(u,,v,)),
uV o= (max(ui,v1),..., max(u,,v.)).
The elements of V' (a1, . .., «,.) are called hypertuples, and we refer to the lattice V («, . .., a.) as a hyperlattice.
Proposition 3.2. ([2]) Given A € C™*" a nilpotent matrix with Segre Characteristic (a1, . . . , o), there exists a lattice

isomorphism
fHinv(A) — V(aq,...,ap).

As a consequence of this proposition, we identify the hyperinvariant subspaces with their corresponding hypertuples. If
there is no possible confusion, given a Segre characteristic & = (ay, ..., «,) we will also denote the corresponding
hyperlattice by V («).

Unlike the lattice of invariant subspaces Inv(A), for finite dimensional matrices the lattice Hinv(A) is always finite,
and its cardinality is known; we recall it in the next theorem.

Theorem 3.3. ([2]]) The number of hyperinvariant subspaces of a nilpotent matrix A € C™*™ with Segre characteristic
a=(aq,...,q.)is
(a1 —ag+1)... (@p_1 — ar + 1)(a + 1).

From now on, we will only consider the reduced case of Segre characteristics, i.e., we will assume that a; > ... > a,
because there exists a lattice isomorphism between the hyperlattices of the non reduced and the reduced cases (see [3]).

Remark 3.4. The condition of Theorem is not necessary. For example, let A, B € C"*" be nilpotent matrices
with Segre characteristics & = (1,1 — 1) and 5 = (2] — 1), 1 > 0, respectively. As we can see in the following diagram
Vie) = V(p),

(1,0 —1) (21 — 1)
= 1,|zf 1) (21L2)
= 1,'1—2) (21'-3)

| |
(1,| 0) (T)
(0,0) (0)

but the corresponding lattices of invariant subspaces are not isomorphic (there exist at last two different invariant
subspaces of A of dimension 1, whilst there exists only one of B).

Our aim is to characterize when two lattices of hyperinvariant subspaces are isomorphic. The general scheme of this
paper follows that of [3]], but as announced in the Introduction, some results there were not accurate, either incomplete
or defective. We fix here those flaws either completing the results or providing new proofs. Some concepts must be
introduced.

We start by defining the notion of “son” of an element of a hyperlattice.
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Definition 3.5. Given u = (uy,...,u,) € V(ay,...,q,), we say that v = (vy,...,v,) is a son of w if there exists
jed{l,...,r}suchthatv; =w; fori € {1,...,7}\ {j},v; =u; — L andv € V(a,..., ).

We denote by Son(u) the set of sons of u. Notice that if v is a son of u then v C u and there isno any w € V(ay, ..., a;)
such that v C w C u. Whenever v € Son(u) we will say that u is a father of v, and if v, w € Son(u) we will say that v
and w are brothers.

Definition 3.6. Given V(«y, ..., a,), a chain C of length ¢ from w; to w; is a sequence of hypertuples w1, ..., w; €
V(aq,...,q,) such that w;1 € Son(w;), i = 1,...,t — 1. We will write the chain C' as wy — - - - — ws.

In some occasions we will reorder the chain in the reverse way; i.e., a chain w; — - - - — w; from w; to wy will satisfy
that w; € Son(w;41), i =1,...,t — 1.

The following properties are satisfied.

Proposition 3.7. Let f : V() — V(B) be a hyperlattice isomorphism, and u,v € V («). Then,

1. If v C u, then f(v) C f(u).

2. Ifv € Son(u), then f(v) € Son(f(u)). As a consequence, if C'is a chain in V(&) of length t, its image f(C)
is a chain in V (53) of length t.

3. If Son(u) = {v}, then Son(f(u)) = {f(v)}.

Proof. 1. Observe that v V u = u. As f preserve joins, f(v) V f(u) = f(u), hence f(v) C f(u).

2. If v € Son(u), then f(v) C f(u). Assume that f(v) is not a son of f(u). It means that there exists w € V(5)
such that f(v) € w € f(u). Then, v C f~(w) C u, which implies that v ¢ Son(u).

3. We know that f(v) € Son(f(u)). If there exists w € Son(f(u)), w # f(v), then f~!(w) € Son(u) and
f~Y(w) # v, which is a contradiction.

O
In the following lemma we characterize the sons of a given hypertuple.
Lemma 3.8. Let V(oy,..., o) be a hyperlattice and u = (uq, . .., u,) € V(). Then:
1. (uy — 1,ua,...,u.) € Son(u) if and only if u; > us.
2. Giveni € {2,...,r—1}, then (uy,...,u;—1,...,u,) € Son(u) ifand only if u; > w; 1 and c;—1 —u;—1 >
Q; — Uyj.
3. (u1,ug,...,ur — 1) € Son(u) if and only if u, # 0 and cp—1 — Up—1 > Oy — Uy

Proof. Letu € V(). Notice that subtracting one from a single component of w, if the resulting tuple belongs to V' («),
we obtain a son. Therefore,

l. (w1 —1,ug,...,u.) € V(a)ifand only ifus — 1 > ug and a3 — (u1 — 1) > a9 — us. Asu € V(a), the
two conditions are equivalent to uy > us.

2. Giveni € {2,...,r — 1}, then (uy,...,u; — 1,...,u,) € V(«) if and only if u;—1 > u; — 1 > u; and
Qi—1 —Ui—q > o — (u; — 1) > a; — u;. Asu € V(«), these conditions are equivalent to u; > w;1 and
Qi1 — Uj—1 > O — Uy

3. (u1,u9,...,u, —1) € Son(u) if and only if u, > 0,ur—1 > u, —1 and .1 —up—1 > . — (u, — 1).
As u € V(a), these conditions are equivalent to that w,. # 0 and «,—1 — ur_1 > @ — U,

O
Example 3.9. Letu = (3,2,1),v = (4,2,1) € V(5,3,1). Then,
Son(u) = {(2,2,1),(3,1,1),(3,2,0)}, Son(v)=1{(3,2,1),(4,2,0)}.
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Corollary 3.10. Let u = (ug,...,u,) € V(). Then,
Son(u) = {0} < ifandonly if u=(0,...,0).

As a consequence of Corollary and Proposition[3.7] item 2, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.11. 1. Givenu = (uq,...,u;) € V(ay,...,qa,), there exists a chain C from w10 0 (C : u—---—0)
oflengtht =uy + - +u, + 1.

2. Let f : V(aq,...,qp) — V(B1, ..., Bs) be a hyperlattice isomorphism, and v = f(u),u € V(). Then,
ul+".+u’l‘:v1+"'+1}8'

Remark 3.12. If the hyperlattices V (a1, . .., ap) and V(B1, . . ., B5) are isomorphic, then the following two conditions
must be satisfied:

1. Dimension condition: oy + -+ 4+, = f1 + - + Bs.

2. Cardinality condition: card(V (ay,...,a;)) = card(V (51, . .., Bs)).

Along the paper we will frequently refer to these two conditions.

4 Special Chains and Riding Special Chains

Useful tools to study when two hyperlattices are isomorphic, are the notions of “special chains” and “riding special
chains”. To define them we need to characterize when a hypertuple has a unique son.

Theorem 4.1. Letu € V (o, ... ,ap). Let k = max{i:u; = -+ = u;} and ¢ = max{i : u; > 0}. Then,
card(Son(u)) =1 ifandonly if o — Uk = Qg1 — Upp1 = ... = Qg — Uyq.

In such a case,

Son(u) = {(ug, .-, uk — 1, Ugt1,.--,Uq,0,...,0)}.
Proof. If k = r the result is trivial. If &k < r, we have u, > w1, and

= Uk, ., Uk — 1, Upq1,...,Uq,0...,0) € Son(u).
Let card(Son(u)) = 1. If k = ¢, the result is trivial. If & < ¢, assume that there exists £ < j < ¢ such that
Qj —Uj > Qg1 — Ujy1 = ... = Qg — Ug. Then, by Lemma[3.§|

U= (Uk,.. s Uk, -, Ujp1 —1,...,uq,0,...,0) € Son(u).

As u # 1, u has more than one son, which is a contradiction.

Conversely. Assume that « has a second son v = (v1, . .., v, ). It means that there exists only one index 1 < j < r such
that v; = u; — 1. Then, k < 7 < q (j > kK, otherwise v; = u; — 1 < uj41 = vj41. Also, j < g, otherwise u; = 0). If
k < j < g, then,

Qjo1 = Ujo1 = Qi1 = 2 = vy = aj = (uy = 1) > a5 —uy,

which by hypothesis cannot occur. Therefore, j = k and v = .

Example 4.2. Let k and ¢ be defined as in the previous theorem.
1. Letw = (7,3,1). Then, Son(2,2,0) = {(2,1,0)}. Here k = ¢ = 2.
2. Leta = (7,5,3,1). Then, Son(3,3,1,0) = {(3,2,1,0)}. Here k = 2 and ¢ = 3.
3. Leta = (7,5,4,3). Then, Son(3,3,2,1) = {(3,2,2,1)}. Here k = 2 and g = 4.

4. Notice that Son(ay,...,ar) = {(aq —1,...,a,)}. Here k = 1 and ¢ = r.
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4.1 Special Chains

The fact that a hyperlattice isomorphism preserves the parenthood, i.e., the image of a son of a given hypertuple is the
son of the image of the hypertuple, leads naturally to introduce the following definition.

Definition 4.3. A chain C : wy — wy — - -+ — wy in V(«) is called special if it is of maximal length satisfying the
property that Son(w;) = {w;y1}, i=1,...,6 — 1.

We focus on special chains whose last element is zero. This subsection is devoted to determine the different types of
special chains a hyperlattice may have. The results obtained are essentially consequence of Theorem [.1]

Observe that V() is a special chain ending at zero. We analyze next V' («aq, ).
Lemma 4.4. Let V(ay, ) a hyperlattice.

o Ifay —ag =1, then V(aq, ) is the special chain ending at zero:

(a1,a9) — (a1 — L,a9) — -+~ — (1,0) — (0,0).

e If oy — ae > 1, then there exists only two special chains ending at zero:
(131)7(130)7(030)7 (5)
and
(a1 —ag,0) —--- —(0,0). 6)
Proof. If a1 — ay = 1, the conclusion is immediate. Assume that oy — ag > 1. Let u = (uq, u2) € V(ay, az). If
uy > ug > 0, then, by Theorem Son(u) = {(u; —1,ug)} if and only if a; —u; = @ — ug, and since a; —ag > 1,
Son(Son(u)) = {(u1 — 2,uz), (ug — 1,us — 1)},
therefore u cannot be in a special chain ending at zero.

By Theorem and following a similar argument, if u; = ug > 0, then (uq,u;) is in a special chain ending at zero if
and only if u; = 1, and the special chain is (3).

Finally, if us = 0, then (uq,0) is always in the special chain ending at zero @) O

In the following results k and g are defined as in Theorem
Lemma 4.5. Let V(aq,...,a,) be a hyperlattice with v > 3. A hypertuple of the form uw =

(Uky -+ Uk, Ukt1, - -+, Uq, 0,...,0), 1 <k < g, cannot be in any special chain ending at zero.

Proof. By Theorem card(Son(u)) = 1if and only if o, — up = Q41 — Ug1 = - -+ = Qg — Ug, and in that case
Son(u) = {(u1, ..., up — 1, Ukg1,---,ug,0...,0)}.

Observe that card(Son(Son(u)) = 1ifand only if a1 — up—1 = g — (ug — 1) = Qg1 — U1 = - - = Qg — Ugs

which is not true. Therefore, the unique-son chain stops at Son(u) and does not end at zero. O

Lemma 4.6. Let V(ay,...,«a;), 7 > 2. Then,
(1,1,...,1) = (1,...,1,0) —--- — (0,...,0). %

is a special chain ending at zero.

Proof. 1t is immediate that the chain (7)) is a unique-son chain. It cannot be enlarged because the hypertuple (1,1,...,1)
has a brother
Son(2,1,...,1) ={(1,1,...,1),(2,1,...,1,0)}.

O

Lemma 4.7. Let V(aq,..., ), 7 > 3, be a hyperlattice. A hypertuple u = (uq,...,uq,0,...,0) € V(a1,...,qp),
q < 2, belongs to a special chain ending at zero only in the following cases:

* Ifq =1, then u belongs to the special chain ending at zero
(a1 —a2,0...,0) — (g —a2 — 1,0...,0),---—(1,0...,0) — (0,0...,0). 8)
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s Ifg=2and oy —as > 1, thenu = (1,1,0,...,0) and the special chain ending at zero is @)

e Ifq=2and a1 — as = 1, then u belongs to the special chain ending at zero

(0[2 — Q3 +1,0[2 —0[3,07...,0) - (CVQ — Q3,9 —0[3,0,...,0) — ... (9)
---—(1,0,0,...,0) —(0,0,0,...,0),
and if u = (1,1,0,...,0), then it also belongs to (7).
Proof. We analyze the possible special chains ending at zero containing u = (u1, ..., u4,0,...,0) depending on the

value of q.
If ¢ = 1 it is easy to see that
(1 —a9,0...,0) — (g — a2 — 1,0...,0),---—(1,0...,0) — (0,0...,0),
is a special chain ending at zero, and u belongs to it.
Let ¢ = 2. Clearly, u = (1,1,0,...,0) belongs to (7).

If uy = ug > 1, then Son(u) = {& = (ug,uz — 1,0...,0)}. Moreover, card(Son(z)) = 1 if and only if
a1 —uy = ag — (ug — 1) ifand only if oy = ap + 1, and in such a case Son(@) = {u = (u2 — 1,u2 — 1,0...,0)}.
Repeating the argument, we get

(UQ,UQ,O...,O)7(UQ,UQ71,0...,0)7(u271,u27170...,0)7"‘
---—(1,0,0...,0) —(0,0,0...,0).
As as — us > ag, the longest chain is obtained taking us = a2 — a3, and as a; = as + 1, we obtain the chain @])

If ug > ug, then Son(u) = {@ = (u; —1,u2,0...,0)} if and only if vy — u3 = g —ug. In turn, card(Son(w)) = 1 if
and only if @y — (u1 — 1) = g — ug, which is not true. Hence, u; — 1 = ug and Son(@) = {(u; —1,us —1,0...,0)}.
Notice that it implies that a; = a5 4 1, and this case is the same as the previous one. O

The analysis performed on special chains is summarized in the next theorem.

Theorem 4.8. In the hyperlattice V(ayq, ..., a,), 1 > 2, there exist at most two of the three possible types of special
chains ending at zero, Cy,Cy and Cs, of lengths r + 1,1 — a + 1 and 2(«1 — ag), respectively, defined as follows:

Ch C’g(ifal—a2>1) Cg(lfal—agzl)

(171,...71,1) (04170[270,...70) (0417043,0427043,07...,0)

| |
(1,1,...,1,0) (04170(271,0,...,0) (051704371, CMQ*CYg,O,...,O)
|

(0[1—0[3—1,042—0[3—1,0,...70)
| | |
(1,0,...,0,0) (1,0,...,0) (1,0,...,0)
| | |
(0,0,...,0,0) (0,0,...,0) (0,0,...,0)

Proof. Observe that, as already seen, V() is trivially a special chain ending at zero. For r > 2, as a consequence of
Lemmas[{.4|to[d.7] if a; — ap > 1 the only special chains in V() are of type Cy and C5, and if oy — ap = 1, they
are of type C' and C5 (we take ag = 0 when r = 2). O

Remark 4.9. As mentioned, in a lattice there exist at most two special chains ending at 0. More precisely, for r = 1
there exists a single special chain C5 (observe that in this case the chain of type C; is reduced to 1 — 0 and is included
in Cy, therefore, 1 — 0 is not a special chain). If » = 2 and «; — s = 1, then there exists only the special chain Cs
(now C'3 includes the chains of type C5 and C1). In any other case, there exist two special chains: C; and Cs if r > 2
and a; — ag > 1,0r C7 and Cs if r > 3 and a3 — as = 1 (in the last case C; and C'5 contain the chain of type C5).

Example 4.10.
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* Example of a chain of type Cs: Let V (7, 3,2,1). Then, C : (4,0,0,0)—(3,0,0,0)—(2,0,0,0)—(1,0,0,0)—
(0,0,0,0) is a special chain of type Cs, of length(C') = a1 — as + 1 =5.

 Example of a chain of type C3: Let V' (6,5, 3,2). Then, C': (3,2,0,0)—(2,2,0,0)—(2,1,0,0)—(1,1,0,0)—
(1,0,0,0) — (0,0,0,0), is a special chain of type Cs, of length(C) = 2(a; — a3) = 6.

 Example of a chain of type C;: Let V' (5,4, 3,2). Then, C': (1,1,1,1)—(1,1,1,0)—(1,1,0,0)—(1,0,0,0)—
(0,0,0,0) is a special chain of type C1, of length(C') =r + 1 =5.

4.2 Riding Special Chains

Special chains are key tools to study isomorphisms of hyperlattices, but we also need another type of chains associated
to special chains.

Definition 4.11. Given p € {1,2, 3}, a chain RC), : w3 — ws — - - - — w rides on a special chain C), if it is of maximal
length satisfying that 35 € {1,...,l — 1} such that Son(w;) = {w;41} forl < i < j,forj+1 <i<Il-1,
Son(w;) = {wiy1,w;y, } withwj,; € Cp, and Son(w;) = {w;,, } withw;, , € C,. We will refer to RC), as a riding
special chain or as a riding chain on C,,.

To describe riding special chains in V' (a1, . . . , ) we analyze separately the cases when r = 2,7 = 3 and r > 3.

Proposition 4.12. Let V (o, ) be a hyperlattice.

1. Let oy — aig > 1. Then, the riding chains are:

(a) ROl

o Ifag > 1, then RCy : (2,2) — (2,1) — (2,0).

o Ifag =1land oy # 3, then RCy : (2,1) — (2,0)

e Ifag =1and aq =3, then RCy : (3,1) — (2,1) — (2,0)
(b) RCQ (al—ag-l-l,l)—(al—ag,l)— —(1,1)

2. If a1 — ag = 1, then there exists a C3 chain, but it does not exists any RC3.

Proof. 1. Leta; —as > 1.

(a) Existence of RC chains:
o If s > 1, then Son(2,2) = {(2,1)}, Son(2,1) = {(2,0),(1,1)} and Son((2,0)) = {(1,0)}.
Moreover, observe that (2, 2) has a unique father (3, 2) and Son(3,2) = {(3,1), (2,2)}, therefore
there exist a riding chain on C; of length 3:

(3,2) = (2,2)— (2,1)— (2,0)
4 4
(3,1) (1,1) —» (1,0) = (0,0)
* The proof of the case o = 1 and o7 > 3 is analogous. Notice that Son(3,1) = {(2,1),(3,0)}:
3,1)— (2,1)— (2,0)
\ \: \
3,00  (L,1)— (1,0)— (0,0)
e If ap = 1 and a3 = 3, the chain indicated cannot be enlarged, for V' (3,1) = C; U RCy:
3,1)— (2,1)—~ (2,0)
+
(1,1) = (1,0) = (0,0)
(b) Existence of a RC chain: Son(ay — o +1,1) = {(a; — a2, 1)}, fork =0,...,a; — ag — 2 we have
Son(ay —ag — k,1) = {(an —as — (k+1),1), (@1 — a2 — k,0)} with (e — a2 — k,0) € Cy, and

fork = oy — ag — 1, Son(1,1) = {(1,0)}. Moreover,
o ifag > 1, then (a; —az+1,2) € V(a), but Son(ag —ae +1,2) = {(a1 —az+1,1), (a1 — e, 2) }:

(Otl—()é2+1,2)—> (041—0424—1,1)—) (al—ocz,].)—> —>(1,1)

1
(Oé1 — 042,2) (Oé1 — 062,0) — - — (1,0) — (0,0)
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e if ap = 1, then V(al, 1) = (Cy U RCs.

2. Let iy — ag = 1. The consequence is immediate, for V(ay, ag) = Cs.

O
Proposition 4.13. Let V(ay, o, ag) be a hyperlattice.
1. Let oy — ao > 1. Then, the riding chains are:
o R01
- Ifag —ag > 1, then RCY : (2,1,1) — (2,1,0) — (2,0,0).
- Ifas —ag = 1and asz > 2, then RC;:
(2,2,2) — (2,2,1) = (2,1,1) — (2,1,0) — (2,0,0).
- Ifas —ag = 1and as = 1, then RC;:
(27 23 1) - (23 17 1) - (2a 1,0) - (2’070)
* RCy: (a1 —ag+1,1,0) — (g —2,1,0) — ... — (1,1,0) is a RC of length(RC5) = a1 — g + 1,
and if oy — ag = 2 and ag — az > 1, then (a1 — @2,2,0) — (g — ao,1,0) — ... — (1,1,0) is also a

RC5 of the same length.
2. If a1 — ag =1, the riding chains are:

hd RCl
- Ifag —asz > 1, then RCy : (2,1,1) — (2,1,0).
- Ifas —ag = 1and as > 2, then RC;:
(2,2,2) — (2,2,1) — (2,1,1) — (2,1,0).
- Ifas —ag = 1and az = 1, then RC1:
(3a2a 1) - (2v25 1) - (25 17 1) - (27 170)
* RCj: (Oél—Oé3+1,0[2—043-1-1,1)—(0&1—0&3,042—0534-1,1)—(0(1—043,052—043,1)—---—(1,1,1)
and length(RC3) = 2(aq — ag).

Proof. 1t is analogous to the proof of Proposition #.12]

1. fa; —ag > 1,

¢ Existence of RC chains:

- If ag — a3 > 1, then (2,1,1) — (2,1,0) — (2,0,0) is
cannot be enlarged because
(Son(2,2,1) = {(2,1,1),(

riding chain on C;. Observe that it
} but in both cases there are other sons
,(3,1,0)}), hence length(RC}) = 3:

o~
—_J
—
—
\’CO
—_
v\_/m

(2,1,1) € Son{(
2,2,0)}, Son(3,1,1) = {(2,1,
(2,2,0) = (2,2,1)

(2,1,1) » (2,1,0) > (2,0,0)
e 1 1 4
(3,1,1) « (3,1,0) (1,1,1) > (1,1,0) » (1,0,0) = (0,0,0)
- If ay — a3 = 1 and a3 > 2, then it is easy to check that the chain (2,2,2) — (2,2,1) — (2,1,1) —
(2,1,0) — (2,0,0) is a riding chain on C.
- Ifag — a3 = 1and a3 = 1, the chain (2,2,1) — (2,1,1) — (2,1,0) — (2,0, 0) is a riding chain on
C1.
* Existence of RC5 chains: the chain (o — as +1,1,0) — (a; — @2,1,0) — ... — (1,1, 0) rides on Cs.
Notice that it cannot be enlarged:
If g — a3 > 1, the tuple (a; — g + 1, 1,0) has two fathers, each one of them with more than one son.
Notice also that if, additionally, oy — o > 2, then Son (1 — 2,2,0) = {(a1 — a2,1,0), (1 — g —
1,2,0)}. The behavior is sketched in the next scheme:
Ifa; —as >2and ay — az > 1,
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(041—0124-1,2,0) — (041 —042,2,0) — (Oél —052—1,2,0)
pY hY
(al—az—f—l,l,O) — (al—az,l,O)—> —>(1,1,0)
/! / 4 1
(041—042-%1,1,1) — (041—052,1,1) (al—ag,0,0)—> —)(1,0,0) —)(0,0,0)
N\

(Oél — Q2 — 1,1,1)

But, if &1 — @z = 2 (and a2 — a3 > 1), then we have Son (a1 — @2,2,0) = {(ag — az — 1,2,0)},
therefore, (ov; — a2,2,0) — (a1 — a2,1,0) — ... — (1,1,0) is also a riding chain on C3 of the same
length.

If a; — ag = 2, then (ay — ag + 1,1,0) has only one father (7 — a2 + 1,1, 1), but it has two sons,
therefore the riding chain remains the same.

2. IfOél — g = 1,
* Existence of RC chains: the proof is immediate.

* Existence of a RC5 chain: albeit the proof is easy, we include a sketch of it when ag > 1,

(a1—a3—|—1,a2—a3—|—1,2)

e 1
(al—ag,ag—a3+1,2) (al—a3+1,a2—a3+1,1)
(al — Q3,02 — (3 + 17 1)
1
(o1 —as,az —as, 1) = (a1 —as, a2 —as,0)
1 4
1 4
(1,1,1) - (1,1,0)
1
(1,0,0)
1
(0,0,0)
If az = 1, then V' (a1, an, a3) = C3 U RCs.
O
The riding chains when r > 3 are described in the following proposition.
Proposition 4.14. Let V(ayq, ..., «,) be a hyperlattice with r > 3.
1. If oy — ag > 1, there exists a RCy of length(RCY) = r:
(2,1,...,1,1) = (2,1,...,1,0) — ... — (2,0,...,0), (10)
and a RC5 of length(RC5) = a1 — ag + 1
(a1 —az+1,1,0,...,0) — (a3 — a2,1,0,...,0) — ... — (1,1,0,...,0). (11)
2. If oy — ag = 1, there exists an RC of length(RCy) =1 — 1:
(2,1,...,1,1) = (2,1,...,1,0) — ... — (2,1,0,...,0), (12)
and a RC5 of length(RC3) = 2(a1 — as):
(Oél—Oég—l—l,OéQ—Oég—f—l,l,0,0,...,O)— (13)
(v —ag,a —az+1,1,0,...,0) —... —(1,1,1,0,...,0).

10
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Proof. 1. Let a1 — ag > 1. Observe that fori = 0,...,r — 2,

Son(2,1, 7171 1,0, ()., 0) =
, , : . (14)
{(2,1,07572 1,0, 04D 0), (1,1, 7770, 1,0, 9, 0)},

and
Son(2,0,...,0) = {(1,0,...,0)}.

Moreover,
(2,1,...,1)€Son(2,2,1,...,1)NSon(3,1,...,1),

but in both cases it is not the unique son. Therefore, the chain isa RCyin V(ay,...,a,) of length r. A
sketch of the riding chain appears in the next scheme:

N
v
VRN
e

4 4
(2,1,...,1,0) — (1,1,...,1,0)
1

4 4
(2,1,0,...,0) — (1,1,0,...,0)
4 4

(2,0,...,0) — (1,0,...,0)

Concerning the chain (]'1;1'[) observe that:
Son(a; —as+1,1,0,...,0) = {(e1 — @2,1,0...,0)},

andfork=0,...,a; —as — 1,

Son(a; —ay — k,1,0,...,0) ={(ay —as — k—1,1,0,...,0), (01 —as — k,0,0,...,0)}.
Moreover, if ag — a3 > 1, then

(1 —az+1,1,0,...,0) € Son(ag — s +1,2,0,...,0) N Son(a; —as +1,1,1,0,...,0).
Then, the chain isa RCyin V(ay, ..., ) of length a; — g + 1.
If g — a3 = 1, then (ay — g +1,1,0,...,0) has a single father (a; — ag +1,1,1,0,...,0), but

Son(a; —ag +1,1,1,0,...,0) = {(a; — a2 +1,1,1,0,...,0), (0 —az+1,1,0,...,0)},
therefore, (o — as +1,1,1,0,...,0) does not belong to the riding chain. Hence, the chain isa RCs in

V(aa,...,a;) of length a; — aa + 1. A scheme of the behaviour appears next:
(051—042,2,0,...,0) (Ocl—ocz,l,l,o,...,())
) )
(061—0524—1,2,0,...,0) (051—0524-1,1,1,0,...,0)
N\ v
(061—0524-1,1,07...,0) — (O¢1—O¢2,O7...,0)
4 4
(0(1—0(2,1,0,...,0) — (Otl—ocg—LO,...,O)
1
4 4
(1,1,0,...,0) - (1,0,...,0)
1
(0,0,...,0)

11
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2. Assume that oy — a2 = 1. Observe that fori = 0,...,r — 3, (T4) is satisfied, and
Son(2,1,0,...,0) = {(1,1,0,...,0)}.

Since
(2,1,...,1),(2,2,1,...,1,0) € Son(2,2,1,...,1),

the chain (12) is a RCy in V(ayq, . .., a;) of length r — 1.

On the other hand,
Son(a; —az+ 1,0 — a3 +1,1,0,...,0)

{(a1 —az,aa —az+1,1,0,...,0)},
Son(ag — ag, a0 —ag +1,1,0,...,0) = {(ay — a3, a2 — a3,1,0,...,0)},
fork=1,...,a00 —az —1,
Son(k+1,k+1,1,0,...,0) = {(k+1,k1,0,...,0),(k+ 1,k +1,0,...,0)},
Son(k + 1,k,1,0,...,0) = {(k,k,1,0,...,0), (k + 1, k,0,...,0)},
Son(1,1,1,0,...,0) = {(1,1,0,...,0),

and
{(al—O[g—f—].,ag—a3+1,1,0,...,0)7(a1—OZ3,C¥2—C¥3+1,1,1,...,0)}:

Son((ay —az+ 1,0 — a3 +1,1,1,0,...,0)),
therefore, isa RC3in V(ay,...,a,) of length 2(a; — a3).

RCS CV3
(041—043,042—043,1,(),..‘,0) (al—ag,al—ag,o,...,O) (052—0437052—043,2707...,0)
(Ocl—0437042—043,1,170,...,0) (061—053,0(1—0(3,1,0,.“,0) (051—043,0(2—043,2707...,0)
N ¢ N (iffas —as>1)
(01 — ag, a2 — as,1,0,...,0) — (1 — az, 2 — g, ..., 0)
1
(a2 — ag, a2 — as,1,0,...,0) — (a2 — az, ag —ag,...,0)
+
(2 —az,a2 —azg —1,1,0,...,0) — (o2 —ag,as —asz—1,...,0)
{ {
4 {
(1,0,...,0,0) - (1,0,-..,0)
I
(0,0,...,0)
lengths: ar —ag+1 2(o1 — a3)

O

Remark 4.15. This section could have been developed studying the hypertuple’s relation of parenthood, due to the
property of selfduality of hyperinvariant lattices ([2]]). In that case, the components of a special chain will have only one
parent, and they will end at u = (a1, . .., a;). It is left to the reader to state the results with the parenthood relation.

5 Isomorphisms of hyperinvariant lattices
Now we have the tools to characterize isomorphisms of hyperlattices. As the lengths of the special chains and the riding
chains must be preserved by isomorphisms, we will use them to disregard cases that do not meet this property.

We study first isomorphisms f : V(aq,...,a,.) — V(B1,...,08s) with r # s, and afterwards when r = s. When
analyzing the special chains or the riding special chains, we will denote by C;, RC; those in V' (a4, ..., a,) and by
C!,RC] those in V(f1,...,Bs), fori =1,2,3.

12
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5.1 Isomorphic hyperinvariant lattices when r # s.
This section is essentially devoted to study isomorphisms of hyperlattices when r # s. We start with the following
auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 5.1. There are no isomorphisms f : V(ay,...,a.) — V(B1,...,Bs) withr # s such that f(Cy) = CY.
Proof. f(Cy) = C1 implies r = s, which is a contradiction. O

When r = 1 we obtain the next result.
Proposition 5.2. V(ay) ~V(B1,...,8s)ifandonlyifs=1and oy = B1ors =2, a1 =281, — land By = 31 — 1.

Proof. If s = 1 the result is obvious. If s = 2, as V' (31, 82) must have only one special chain, 5; — S2 = 1. Since
ay = 1 + B2, from Remark the conclusion is immediate. If s > 2, then V' (531,..., Bs) has always two special
chains, therefore V' (a) and V (1, . . ., 85) cannot be isomorphic.

The sufficiency is immediate (see Remark 3.4). O

The following proposition can be proved without using riding chains, but with them the proof becomes easier.
Proposition 5.3. V(ay,as) =~V (B1,...,8s), s > 3, ifand only if a« = (5,2) and 5 = (4,2,1).

Proof. Let f : V(ag,a2) = V(B1,...,[Bs) be an isomorphism.

If &y — ag = 1 then, as a consequence of Proposition V(ag,az) ~ V(2a; — 1), therefore we can assume that
ap —ag > 1.
If B — B2 = 1 then, by Lemma[5.1} f(C1) = Cj. It implies that 3 = 2(3; — f3), which cannot occur. Hence,
f1— B2 > 1.

e Assume first that s = 3.

Taking into account Lemma f(Cy) = Ciand f(C;) = C4. It means that «; —ay = 3and S — 2 = 2. As
f(RC3) = RC1, by Propositions andnecessarily 4 = a1 —as+1 = length(RC3) = length(RCY),
from where we conclude that 5 — 85 = 3 = 1. Therefore, 5 = (4,2, 1). The dimension condition (see
Remark [3.12) leads to 2a; + 3 = 7,i.e., a = (5,2).

* Assume now that s > 3. We prove that f cannot exist. Indeed, by Lemma [5.1} f(C2) = Cf, hence
a1—ag = s > 3. Moreover, as f(RC>) = RCY, by Propositionsf.12]and[d.14] length(RC>) = oy —ao+1 =
length(RC?) = s, which is a contradiction.

The sufficiency is immediate. O

Proposition 5.4. There are no isomorphisms f : V(aq,..., o) = V(B1,...,8s) withr > 3, s > 3andr # s.

Proof. By Lemmal[5.1} f(C1) # C1.

o Ifa;—ap > 1, then necessarily f(Cy) = C. It means that length(C5) = length(C}), i.e., a1 —as+1 = s+1.
As length(RC3) = length(RCY), by Propositions4.13|and wegeta; —ag+1=sif f1 — B2 > 1or
ay —ag +1=s—1if 8 — B> = 1. In both cases we have a contradiction.

o If oy — ap = 1, then necessarily f(C3) = C7. The conclusion follows as in the previous case substituting
length(C3) by length(C3) = 2(aq — ag) and length(RC?2) by length(RC3) = 2(a; — ag).

13
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5.2 Isomorphic hyperinvariant lattices when r = s.

The first case we analyze isr = s = 2.
Proposition 5.5. V(ay,az) ~ V(B1,82) ifand only if o; = f3;

Proof. The sufficiency is immediate.
If & — ag = 1, then V (o, an) =~ V(25 + 1). Hence, V (81, B2) shall be isomorphic to V(282 + 1), and it implies
that 51 — 52 = ]., Qg = 52 and a1 = 51.

It remains to analyze then, the case a; — ao > 1 and 1 — B2 > 1:

o If f(Cs) = C4, then oy — g = B — Ba. As ay + ag = 1 + B2, the result follows.

o If f(C1) = Cf and f(Cy) = Cf, then 31 — B2 = 2 and a1 — a2 = 2. By the cardinality condition (Remark
3.12) we have (a1 — ao + 1) (g + 1) = (1 — B2 + 1)(B2 + 1), from where we conclude that «; = 81 and
g = Pa.

O

Proposition 5.6. There are no isomorphisms f : V (a1, ag, az) = V(B1, B2, B3), a # B, such that f(C;) = C; for
anyi,j =1,2,3 and i # j.

Proof. Assume that there exists an isomorphism f : V(aq, ao, a3) — V(B1, B2, B3) where o # 8 and f(C;) # C!
for some . We must analyze the following cases:

eIfa; —as > land 81 — B2 > 1then f(Cy) = CY and f(C2) = Cf, which implies that oy — s =
B1 — B2 = 3. Moreover, as f(RCy) = RCY, by Proposition we conclude that length(RCy) =
length(RCY%) = 1 — B2+ 1 = 4 and ag — a3 = a3 = 1. Analogously, Sz — 83 = B3 = 1. Hence
(a1, a9,a3) = (B1, Pe, B3) = (5,2, 1), which contradicts the fact that o # (.

e Ifag —as > 1and 51 — B2 = 1, we have two possibilities: f(Cy) = C4 and f(C2) = Cf or f(Cy) = Cy
and f(Cs3) = C4.

In the first case 2(31 — 33) = 4 and a; — ap = 3. As length(RC1) = length(RCY), from Proposition[d.13|
we conclude that oo — a3 = a3 = 1. Hence, @ = (5,2,1) and 8 = (85 + 2,83 + 1, f3), and from the
dimension condition (Remark [3.12)) we get 5 = 335, which is not possible.

In the second option, from f(C3) = C% we obtain that a; — as + 1 = 2(81 — f3). As length(RC) =
length(RC1), from Proposition we conclude that ap — a3 = a3 = 1 and B — 3 = 1. Hence,
a=(5,2,1)and 8 = (B3 + 2, B3 + 1, B3), and the conclusion follows as before.

o Ifa; —as = 1and 81 — B2 = 1, then f(C;) = C4%, which implies that 4 = 2(8; — S3). As length(RC}) =
length(RCY), necessarily aip — a3 = 1. Hence o = (a3 + 2,3 + 1, 03) and 5 = (B3 + 2, 53 + 1, B3). By
Remark [3.12] we conclude that a; = 3;,7 = 1,2, 3.

O

Remark 5.7. From the proof of the above proposition we can see that there is a single hyperlattice, V (5,2, 1), such
that there exist two isomorphisms

f:V(5,2,1) = V(5,21),
which are the identity, and another one satisfying f(C;) = C5 (see Figure 1).

Analogously, for the family of hyperlattices V(ag + 2,3 + 1,a3) for ag = 1,2,..., there exist two possible
isomorphisms

[iV(as+2,a3+1,a3) = V(g +2,a3 + 1, a3),
the identity isomorphism, and another one such that f(C4) = Cs.

Proposition 5.8. Ler
f : V(Oél,...,()(r) — V(ﬂl,...,ﬁr)
be an isomorphism with r > 3, then f(Cy) = C].

14
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AN
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AN
/
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AN
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(1,1,1) (2,1,0) (3,0,0) (3,0,0) (2,1,0) (1,1,1)
(1‘1,5 }2,0\0) (2,0,5 },1,0)
(1,0,0) (1,0,0)
(0, (|]., 0) {0,(|]._O}
Figure 1: Hyperlattice V (5,2, 1)
Proof. Assume that f(Cy) # C}. The prove is analogous to that of Proposition 5.4} O

It only remains to study isomorphisms f : V(aq,...,a,) — V(f1,...,B) such that f(Cy) = C}. To do it we need
some isomorphism theorems of factor lattices, which are built as quotients by congruent relations.

Definition 5.9. Given a hyperlattice V (1, . . ., «,.), we define the following congruence relations:

e If a; — as > 1 and r > 2, we denote by ~» the congruence relation defined as

(ula"';ur)NQ (ala"';ﬁf‘)@t@:1_1427'~~au7":ur~

* If a; —as = 1 and r > 3, we denote by ~3 the congruence relation defined as

(ula-'-aur) ~3 (ﬂlv~";ﬂ7“)<:>u3 = Uy oy Up = Up.
The relation ~5 allows us to build the factor lattice V(ay,...,a;,)/ ~2. Notice that if (uy,us,us,...,u.) €
V(ai,...,a,), all of the elements of V(ay, ..., a,) congruent to it are
{(UQ,U27U3, U )y (Uz + a1 — o, U2, U3, ... 7Ur)}7

where us < uy < ug + a1 — avg. Therefore, each class contains «v; — ag + 1 elements and
card(V(aq,...,ap)/ ~2) = (e —ag+1)...(ar +1).
We take as representative of a class in V(«q, ..., )/ ~o the first one of the previous elements; i.e.,
[(ug,u2,ug, ... ur)] = {(ug, ug, us, ..., up), ..., (us + g — g, ug, usg, ..., u.)}.
The join and meet of two classes are defined, respectively, as follows
[(ug, ug, us, ..., us)] V [(4g, U2, Us, . . ., Uy)] = [(max(us, ), max(ug, U2), . . . , max(u,, 4,))],

[(ug,u2,us, ..., u. )| A [(tz, Uz, Us, - . ., 8r)] = [(min(ug, @2), min(ug, a2), . . ., min(u,, 4, ))].
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Analogously, ~3 allows us to build the factor lattice V (a1, ..., o)/ ~3. Given (u1, ug, us, ..., u,) € V(ay,...,ap),
all of the elements of V' (a, ..., o) congruent to it are
{(u37u37u37 Ugy - au’l‘)7 cevy (u3 + Q1 — Q3,U3 + Qg — (3, U3, U4, - - -, ur)}7

where ug < u1 < us + a1 — as and ug < us < ug + s — as. Notice that each class contains 2(c; — ag) elements
and
card(V(aq,...,ap)/ ~3) =(ag —aa+1)... (o +1).

The join and meet in this quotient lattice are defined as in the previous case.

The following lemma is satisfied.

Lemma 5.10. We have the following isomorphisms:
1. Ifr>2and aq —ag > 1, then V(aq,...,a.)/ ~o ~V(ag,...,a).
2. Ifr>3anday —ag =1, then V(aa,...,q;)/ ~3~V(as,...,a.).

Proof. We only prove item 1 because the proof of item 2 is analogous. To check that both lattices are isomorphic we
prove that there is a bijective map between the two lattices preserving meets and joins.

The following map is well defined and is clearly bijective

o Viag,...,ap)/ ~ — V(ag,...,q;)
[(’U/Quu27u37"'7u7")] = (UQ,’U/:;,...,UT)

In order to prove join preservation it is sufficient to check whether the join of representatives of two classes maps to the
join of its images, which is true. The preservation of the meet can be checked analogously. O

Let V(aq,...,a)and V(fy, ..., B.) be hyperlattices with r > 2. If ay — ap > 1 and 31 — B2 > 1, we are going to
prove that if there exists an isomorphism between the hyperlattices transforming C5 into C%, then V(av, ..., a;)/ ~o
and V(p1,...,0Br)/ ~2 are also isomorphic.

Given an isomorphism
f : V(oq,...,ozr) — V(ﬂl,...,ﬁr),
satisfying f(C3) = CY, and the epimorphism

I V(ﬁlv e 75?) — V(ﬁlv e 757”)/ ~2,
let f = 7o f. As a consequence of Theoremwe have
Ve, ..., ap)/ ker(f) 2 V(Br,....5;)/ ~2 . (15)
Ifar,—as =01 —pP2=1,7r>3, let

g:Viag,...,ap) — V(B1,...,05),

be an isomorphism such that g(C3) = C4, it can be proved in an analogous way that

V(ag,...,ap)/ ker(g) ~V(B1,...,8r)/ ~s, (16)

where g = mo g.

We only need to prove the following result.
Theorem 5.11. With the above notation
1. Ifr >2 a1 —ay >1and 81 — B2 > 1, then
V(at,...,on)/ker(f) = V(ag,...,a.)/ ~2 .
2. Ifr >3and oy — ag = By — o = 1, then
Via,...,a.)/ker(g) = V(aq,...,q)/ ~3.
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Proof. We only prove item 1. The proof of item 2 can be done in an analogous way. We show that the classes of the
two lattices V' (o, ..., )/ ker(f) and V(aq, ..., a,)/ ~2 coincide.

As the number of elements in a class in V(8,...,8,)/ ~a is 81 — B2 + 1, by (15) we know that

card(V(aq,...,a.)/ ker(f)) = card(V (B1,...,5r)/ ~2),anditis (B2 — B3+ 1) ... (Br—1 — Br + 1)(Br + 1).

By hypothesis f(C2) = C%, then o — aa = (1 — (2. As a consequence, card(V(aq,...,a.)/ ~2) =
card(V(aq, ..., o)/ ker(f)). Moreover, let C be a class in V(51,...,3,)/ ~2. Notice that the inverse image
of the class f~1(C) contains a; — az + 1 elements (as does 7~ 1(C)), and if u € f~1(C), then f(u) = C, i.e., the set
F71(C) is included in the same class of V' (ay, . .., ;) / ker(f). Therefore, each class in V(as, ..., a,.)/ ker(f) has
a1 — ag + 1 elements. Furthermore, Cy = f~1(0), therefore Cy € V(av, .. ., o)/ ker(f).

Let us see that V(ay,...,a,)/ ~2and V(ay, ..., a,)/ ker(f) contain the same classes.
Obviously, Cy € V(ay, ..., a,)/ ~q. From the chain Cy we construct classes of V(a, ..., a;.)/ ker(f), and we see
that this quotient lattice contains all of the classes of V' (aq, ..., a;)/ ~a.

Since f(RC5y) = RCY, the set of elements of RC5
{(171,0,...,0),(2,1,0,...,0),...,(0&1 70‘271703"'70)3(041 70‘24’1;1707"'70)}

isaclassin V(ay,..., o)/ ker(f).

Let [(ug,u2,us,...,u.)] € V(aq,...,a;)/ ~a, us # as. A father of this class is of the form [(uz,uo, ..., u; +
1,...,u)] forsomei € {3,...,r}or [(ug + 1,us + 1,us, ..., u)l.

Assume that the father is [(ug, ug, . . ., u;+1, ..., u,-)]. Since the element (ug, ug, . .., u;+1,...,u.) € V(ay,...,ap),
a class parent can be constructed as
(Ug, U2, Ugy « ooy Uiy o ey Us) Vo (ug,ug,us, ..y up + 1,00 u)
(u2+a1_a27u27u3"'7ui7"‘7u7‘) \ (UQ,’U,Q,'LL,?,...,'LLZ'+1,...,UT)

It means that [(ug, ug, ..., u; +1,...,u.)] € V(aq,..., o)/ ker(f).

Assume now that the father is [(ug + 1,us + 1, usz, ..., ur)]. As (ug + 1,us + L us,...,u.) € V(ayg,...,a.), an
analogous construction proves that

{(ug + Lug + Lug, ..., up), ..., (us + 1 — ag,us + L,ug ..., u.)}

belong to the same class in V(ayq, ..., a;)/ ker(f).

As the cardinality of each class is a1 — a3 + 1, one element is missing in this class.

By , a class must be a chain. Therefore, the last element (us + oy — @g,uz2 + 1, ..., u,) must have a father in the
class. The possible fathers are among the following sequence of hypertuples: (us + a3 — s + 1,us + 1, us, ..., u,),

(ug + 1 — g, ug + 2, U3, ..., Uy )yeens (U2 + 1 —an + Liug + Lug + 1,0 u),. ..

o If (ug + a1 — g, u2 + 2,ug, ..., uy) € [(u2 + 1,ug + 1, us, ..., u,)], then
(U2+1,U2+1,U37...,UT)\/('LLQ+2,’U,2+27U3,...,’U41',...,’LL7-) ~

~ (ug + a1 —ag,ug + 2,us, ... up) V (ug + 2,u2 + 2, us, .y Ugy oo, Uy )y
that is
(ug + 2,us + 2,ug, ..., up) ~ (us + a1 — ag,us + 2,u3, ..., uy),
but it means that (ug + 2, us + 2, us, ..., u,) € [(ug+1,us+ 1, us, ..., u,)], and this is not possible because

then the class will have more elements than its cardinality.
o If (ug + a1 — ag,us + Lyug, ... ,u; +1... 1) € [(ug + 1,us + 1,u3, ..., u,)], then
(ug + 1ug + Lyug, ..oy up) V(ug + Liug + Lyug, . .cyus + 1,000 up) ~

~ (ug + a1 —ag,ug + Liug, .. .,u; + 1,0 upe) V(ue + Lius + Lug, . .oug + 1,00 uy),
that is

(ug + Lug + Lyug, ..o us + 1,00 up) ~ (ug + a1 —ag,ug + 1ug, .o u + 1,000, 1),

and this is not possible because the class will have more elements than its cardinality.
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Therefore, the new element belonging to the class is (u2 + a1 — ag + 1, us + 1, us, ..., u;).

Taking into account that Cy, RCy € V(ay, ..., a,)/ ker(f), by recurrence the result follows.

These equivalence relations allow us to prove the following lemma.

Proposition 5.12. Let V (a1, ...,a,) and V(B1,. .., B;) be hyperlattices, then

V(ag,...,ap) =2V (B1,...,0r) ifandonly if a; =B, i =1,...,7.

Proof. We apply induction. For = 1 and r = 2 the result is proved in Propositions 5.2 and [5.5]
Forr >3,let f : V(e,...,an) — V(B1,..., 3;) be an isomorphism, then by Proposition[5.8} f(C;) = C{. Hence,

we analyze the following cases:
e Ifay —ay > 1and 31 — B2 > 1, then f(Cy) = C%, and by and Theorem [5.11] we have
Vi, ...,a.)/ ~o=V(ay,...,an)/ ker(f) =~V (B1,...,B:)/) ~2 .
Therefore, by Lemma[5.10| we obtain
Viag,...,ap) =V (Bay ..., 5).
The result follows by induction hypothesis.

o Ifa; —ag = 1and B; — B2 = 1, then f(C3) = C%, and by an analogous argument to that of the previous
case we obtain

V(O[g, ey Oér) ~ Vv(ﬁg7 e ,ﬂr).
The result follows by induction hypothesis.

o Ifay —ag > land By — B2 = 1, then f(Cs) = CY%, which implies oy — e = 2(81 — 83) and f(RC3) = RCY.
It means that «; — as + 1 = 2(8; — f2), and we have a contradiction.

5.3 Main theorem

For the general case the result is summarized in the following main theorem, which is proved in the previous results.

Theorem 5.13. Let A, B € C™"*™ be nilpotent matrices. Let « = (a1, ..., .) and B = (B1,...Bs) be the reduced
Segre characteristic of A and B, respectively. Then, Hinv(A) ~ Hinv(B) if and only if one of the following conditions
are satisfied:

1. a=(5,2)and 8 = (4,2,1) or vice-versa.
2. a=(l,l—1)and B = (2l — 1) for some l > 2 or vice-versa.

3. a=24.
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