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Abstract. We establish the foundations of the local linear symplectic geometry of
p-adic integrable systems on p-adic analytic symplectic 4-dimensional manifolds, by
classifiying all their possible local linear models. In order to do this we develop a
new approach, of independent interest, to the theory of Weierstrass and Williamson
concerning the diagonalization of real matrices by real symplectic matrices, which we
show can be generalized to p-adic matrices, leading to a classification of real (2n)-by-
(2n) matrices and of p-adic 2-by-2 and 4-by-4 matrix normal forms. A combination
of these results and the Hardy-Ramanujan formula shows that both the number of p-
adic matrix normal forms and the number of local linear models of p-adic integrable
systems grow almost exponentially with their dimensions, in strong contrast with the
real case. Although the paper deals mostly with matrices and systems whose singularities
are non-degenerate, we include several classifications in the degenerate p-adic case, for
which the literature is limited even in the real case. The paper also includes a number of
results concerning symplectic linear algebra over arbitrary fields in arbitrary dimensions
as well as applications to p-adic mechanical systems and singularity theory for p-adic
analytic maps on 4-manifolds. These results fit in a program, proposed a decade ago
by Voevodsky, Warren and the second author, to develop a p-adic theory of integrable
systems with the goal of later implementing it using proof assistants.
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1. Introduction and main results about integrable systems

1.1. p-adic geometry, symplectic geometry and integrable systems. In a recent
lecture [38] Lurie commented that “roughly speaking p-adic geometry, or rigid analytic
geometry, is a version of the theory of complex manifolds where instead of using complex
numbers you use something like p-adic numbers”. In the present paper we attempt to
start studying this direction for the closely related class of symplectic manifolds: we will
concentrate on the local linear theory of integrable systems with p-adic coefficients, on
p-adic analytic symplectic manifolds.1

More concretely, for any prime number p, the p-adic numbers Qp form an extension
field of the rational numbers Q which plays a prominent role in various parts of geometry,
as seen for instance in the aforementioned recent lecture by Lurie and Scholze-Weinstein’s
lectures [55].

The present paper takes a first step in introducing p-adic methods in symplectic geom-
etry of integrable systems. We focus on p-adic matrix theory and p-adic linear symplectic
geometry and applying them to fully describe the local linear theory of p-adic integrable
systems F = (f1, f2) : (M,ω) → (Qp)

2 on p-adic analytic symplectic 4-manifolds (M,ω),
as part of a general approach to this new field proposed ten years ago by Voevodsky,

1The relation between complex and symplectic structures on manifolds already appears implicitly in
the pioneering work of Kodaira [35] and in a well known paper by Thurston [57], as well as in many
other contributions including for instance [6, 14, 20, 21, 27].
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Warren and the second author [46, Section 7]. Our techniques are primarily algebraic
and rely on the theory of p-adic extension fields.

When we started this paper we did not expect the local linear theory of p-adic integrable
systems to be so rich: the possibilities in the real case represent, in comparison, only a
tiny proportion of what occurs in the p-adic case (see Table 2 which for example tells
us that there are exactly 211 local linear models in the case of 2-adic symplectic 4-
mainfolds, while there are exactly 4 such models with real coefficients). Based on what
we have found in this paper and [11], we believe that p-adic symplectic geometry and
its application to p-adic integrable systems are promising research directions. Another
example of this richness can be seen in the p-adic version of the real Jaynes-Cummings
model from quantum optics, treated in our previous paper [11].

We expect that the results of this paper can be formalized using the proof assistant Coq,
in the setting of homotopy type theory and Voevodsky’s Univalent Foundations, which
was the original motivation for Voevodsky, Warren and the second author to formalize
the construction of the p-adic numbers in this setting in [46]. We refer to [4, 51, 52] for
an introduction to the Voevodsky’s univalence axiom and homotopy type theory.

1.2. The two (interrelated) goals of this paper. This paper has two closely related
goals. One of the goals is to fully describe the local symplectic geometry of p-adic inte-
grable systems on symplectic 4-manifolds, that is, we explicitly classify their local models
and give a concrete list of their formulas. In order to this, we first need to extend the
seminal theory of Weierstrass [63] and Williamson [66] concerning the diagonalization
of real symmetric matrices by means of symplectic matrices, to p-adic 4-by-4 matrices,
which is the other goal of the paper.

More concretely, by the work of Weierstrass [63] any real symmetric positive definite
matrix is diagonalizable by a symplectic matrix. This was generalized in an influential
paper [66] by Williamson from 1936, where he shows that any symmetric matrix is re-
ducible to a normal form by a symplectic matrix, and gives a classification of all matrix
normal forms. In Williamson’s approach, matrix reductions take place in the base field.
In this paper we recover the real Wierstrass-Williamson classification with a genuinely
different strategy: we lift the problem to suitable extension fields where the solution is
simpler.

Our methods extend to p-adic matrices in all dimensions where the problem can be ex-
pected to be solved, and we do this for p-adic 2-by-2 and 4-by-4 matrices, hence achieving
one of the aforementioned main goals.

Our method generalizes to 6-by-6 and 8-by-8 matrices, because polynomials of degree
3 and 4 are solvable by radicals, although we do not do this in this paper. One cannot
expect to deal with this problem in orders higher than 8 because this solvability is not
available.

All of the above results concerning matrices are stated in Section 2 (“Main results
concerning matrices: Theorems D–I”) of the paper. These results can be used as stepping
stones to derive a complete classification of the local linear models of p-adic analytic
integrable systems in dimension 4, this being the second main goal of this paper.

As an application of our results and the Hardy-Ramanujan formula [30] (obtained also
by Uspensky [58]) in number theory, we confirm that the number of p-adic (2n)-by-(2n)

matrix normal forms grows at least with eπ
√

2n/3/4
√
3n, which in particular implies that

the number of local linear normal forms of p-adic integrable systems on 2n-dimensional
symplectic manifolds at a rank 0 critical point grows in the same way. This is in strong
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contrast with the real case, where the number of normal forms of integrable systems at a
rank 0 critical point is quadratic in the dimension.

1.3. Main results about integrable systems: Theorems A, B and C. The notions
of p-adic analytic function and of critical point of a p-adic analytic function are reviewed
in Appendix A.2. For the case of integrable systems the notion of non-degenerate critical
point is an extension of the definition for the case of Qp-valued functions (this is explained
in Definition 9.4).

In order to state our classifications we need to define the following special sets of
numbers. Recall that a quadratic residue modulo p is an integer which is congruent to
a perfect square modulo p; if this does not hold, then the integer is called a quadratic
non-residue2 modulo p. Quadratic non-residues play a crucial role in our main theorems,
for which we will need the following definition.

Definition 1.1 (Non-residue sets and coefficient functions). Let p be a prime number.
If p ≡ 1 mod 4, let c0 be the smallest quadratic non-residue modulo p. We define the
non-residue sets

Xp =


{1, c0, p, c0p, c20p, c30p, c0p2} if p ≡ 1 mod 4;

{1,−1, p,−p, p2} if p ≡ 3 mod 4;

{1,−1, 2,−2, 3,−3, 6,−6, 12,−18, 24} if p = 2.

Yp =


{c0, p, c0p} if p ≡ 1 mod 4;

{−1, p,−p} if p ≡ 3 mod 4;

{−1, 2,−2, 3,−3, 6,−6} if p = 2.

We also define the coefficient functions Ck
i : Yp × (Qp)

4 → Qp and Dk
i : Yp × (Qp)

4 → Qp,
for k ∈ {1, 2}, i ∈ {0, 1, 2}, by

C1
0(c, t1, t2, a, b) =

ac

2(c− b2)
, C1

1(c, t1, t2, a, b) =
b

b2 − c
, C1

2(c, t1, t2, a, b) =
1

2a(c− b2)
,

C2
0(c, t1, t2, a, b) =

abc

2(b2 − c)
, C2

1(c, t1, t2, a, b) =
c

c− b2
, C2

2(c, t1, t2, a, b) =
b

2a(b2 − c)
,

D1
0(c, t1, t2, a, b) = −t1 + bt2

2a
, D1

1(c, t1, t2, a, b) = −bt1−ct2, D1
2(c, t1, t2, a, b) = −ac(t1 + bt2)

2
,

D2
0(c, t1, t2, a, b) = −bt1 + ct2

2a
, D2

1(c, t1, t2, a, b) = −c(t1+bt2), D2
2(c, t1, t2, a, b) = −ac(bt1 + ct2)

2
.

The choice of c0 as the least quadratic residue is not essential, in the sense that the
normal forms that appear in the upcoming forms are “equivalent” (in the precise sense
of Propositions 4.9 and 6.11).

Now we state our main results about integrable systems, which concern non-degenerate
systems (for results about degenerate systems, which are more technical, see Sections 10.2
and 10.4). We refer to Figures 2 and 3 for a depiction of some of the cases covered by
Theorem A and to Figure 1 for an illustration of the real case.

Let (M,ω) be a p-adic analytic symplectic 4-dimensional manifold. In the results below
we use the following terminology. By linear symplectic coordinates (x, ξ, y, η) with the
origin at a point m ∈M we mean coordinates given by a local linear symplectomorphism
ϕ : ((Qp)

4, ω0) → (M,ω), centered at (0, 0, 0, 0) (that is, such that ϕ(0, 0, 0, 0) = m and

2For any prime p > 2, the number of quadratic non-residues modulo p is (p − 1)/2. For example, if
p = 17, the quadratic non-residues modulo 17 are 3, 5, 6, 7, 10, 11, 12 and 14.
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×

(ξ, η)

×

(xη − yξ, xξ + yη)

×

(x
2+ξ2

2
, η)

×

(x
2+ξ2

2
, y

2+η2

2
) F

R2

R4

Figure 1. Normal forms of regular and critical points of elliptic-elliptic,
focus-focus and elliptic-regular type of an integrable system F : R4 → R2.
Some of these can be normal forms of Theorem A (see Remark 1.5).

ϕ∗ωm = ω0), where ω0 is the standard symplectic form on (Qp)
4. In terms of matrices this

means that STΩS = Ω0, where S, Ω and Ω0 are the matrices of ϕ, ωm and the standard
symplectic form ω0 (see Definition 9.1 for details). For the notion of critical point of
p-adic integrable system and its rank see Definition 10.1.

Theorem A (p-adic integrable local linear models in dimension 4). Let p be a prime
number. Let Xp, Yp, Ck

i ,Dk
i be the non-residue sets and coefficient functions in Definition

1.1. Let (M,ω) be a p-adic analytic symplectic manifold of dimension 4 and let F :
(M,ω) → (Qp)

2 be a p-adic analytic integrable system. Let m be a non-degenerate critical
point of F . Then there exist linear symplectic coordinates (x, ξ, y, η) with the origin at m
and an invertible matrix B ∈ M2(Qp) such that in these coordinates we have:

(1.1) B ◦ (F − F (m)) = (g1, g2) +O(3),

where the expression of (g1, g2) depends on the rank of m ∈ {0, 1}. If m is a rank 0
critical point then one of the following situations occurs:

(1) There exist c1, c2 ∈ Xp such that g1(x, ξ, y, η) = x2+c1ξ
2, g2(x, ξ, y, η) = y2+c2η

2;
(2) There exists c ∈ Yp such that g1(x, ξ, y, η) = xη + cyξ, g2(x, ξ, y, η) = xξ + yη;
(3) There exist c, t1 and t2 corresponding to one row of Table 1 and (a, b) ∈ {(1, 0), (a1, b1)},

where (a1, b1) is given in the row in question, such that

gk(x, ξ, y, η) =
2∑

i=0

Ck
i (c, t1, t2, a, b)x

iy2−i +
2∑

i=0

Dk
i (c, t1, t2, a, b)ξ

iη2−i,

for k ∈ {1, 2}.
Otherwise, if m is a rank 1 point, then there exists c ∈ Xp such that g1(x, ξ, y, η) = x2+cξ2

and g2(x, ξ, y, η) = η.
Furthermore, if there are two sets of linear symplectic coordinates in which F has one

of these forms, then the pair (g1, g2) corresponding to the first set of linear symplectic
coordinates and the pair (g′1, g

′
2) corresponding to the second set of linear symplectic co-

ordinates are in the same case; if it is case (2) or (3), or a rank 1 point, they coincide,
and in case (1) they coincide up to ordering.
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p ≡ 1 mod 4
c t1 t2 a1 b1
c0 p 0 p 1/p

0 1 p 0
0 p p 0

p c0 0 1 1
0 1 c0 0
0 c0 c0 0

c0p c0 0 1 1
0 1 c0 0
0 c0 c0 0
p ≡ 3 mod 4

c t1 t2 a1 b1
−1 p 0 b0 a0/b0

a0 b0 p 0
pa0 pb0 p 0

p −1 0 1 1
0 1 −1 0

−p −1 0 1 1
0 1 −1 0

p = 2 ∧ c = −1
t1 t2 a1 b1
2 0 1 2
3 0 1 1
6 0 1 1
1 1 3 0
3 3 3 0
1 2 2 0
2 4 2 0
−1 3 2 0
−2 6 2 0

p = 2 ∧ c = 2
t1 t2 a1 b1
−1 0 1 2
3 0 1 1
−3 0 1 1
0 1 −1 0
0 3 −1 0
1 1 −1 0
3 3 −1 0
2 1 3 0
−2 −1 3 0
6 3 3 0
−6 −3 3 0

p = 2 ∧ c = −2
t1 t2 a1 b1
−1 0 1 1
3 0 1 −2
−3 0 1 1
0 1 3 0
0 3 3 0
1 1 −1 0
−1 −1 −1 0
−2 1 −1 0
2 −1 −1 0

p = 2 ∧ c = 3
t1 t2 a1 b1
−1 0 1 1
2 0 1 1
−2 0 1 3
0 1 2 0
0 2 2 0
1 1 −1 0
−1 −1 −1 0
3 1 −1 0
−3 −1 −1 0

p = 2 ∧ c = −3
t1 t2 a1 b1
−1 0 2 1/2
2 0 2 1/2
−2 0 1 −6
0 1 −1 0
0 2 −1 0
1 2 2 0
−1 −2 2 0
2 4 2 0
−2 −4 2 0
−6 1 −1 0
−12 2 −1 0

p = 2 ∧ c = 6
t1 t2 a1 b1
−1 0 1 1
3 0 1 6
−3 0 1 1
0 1 3 0
0 3 3 0
1 1 −1 0
−1 −1 −1 0
6 1 −1 0
−6 −1 −1 0

p = 2 ∧ c = −6
t1 t2 a1 b1
−1 0 1 −6
3 0 1 1
−3 0 1 1
0 1 −1 0
0 3 −1 0
1 1 −1 0
3 3 −1 0
−6 1 3 0
6 −1 3 0

−18 3 3 0
18 −3 3 0

Table 1. Parameters for the normal form (3) of Theorem A. In the table,
for p ≡ 1 mod 4, c0 is the smallest quadratic non-residue modulo p. For
p ≡ 3 mod 4, a0 and b0 are such that a20 + b20 ≡ −1 mod p. For p = 2
there are many more possible parameters, and they are separated by the
value of c.
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Remark 1.2. There are many more local linear models of p-adic integrable systems than
real ones, so from a physical viewpoint they should be able to model physical or other
phenomena beyond the applications with real coefficients, see for example [29, 33, 34]
and the references therein. For applications in biology see [3, 18].

Remark 1.3. Identifying a Hessian with its quadratic form, the formula (1.1) would
be written d2F = (g1, g2). In the expression for g1 and g2 in any of the cases above, if
we change the values of the parameters, the resulting functions still form an integrable
system, but they are not a normal form. We can apply the theorem to these new functions,
resulting in a new normal form (g′1, g

′
2) linearly symplectomorphic to (g1, g2), in the same

or a different case.

Theorem B (Number of p-adic integrable local linear models, in dimension 4). Let p be
a prime number. Let Xp, Yp, Ck

i ,Dk
i be the non-residue sets and coefficient functions in

Definition 1.1. Let (M,ω) be a p-adic analytic symplectic 4-manifold. Then the following
statements hold:

(1) If p ≡ 1 mod 4, there are exactly 49 normal forms for a rank 0 non-degenerate
critical point, and exactly 7 normal forms of a rank 1 non-degenerate critical
point, of a p-adic analytic integrable system F : (M,ω) → (Qp)

2 up to local linear
symplectomorphisms centered at the critical point;

(2) If p ≡ 3 mod 4, there are exactly 32 normal forms for a rank 0 non-degenerate
critical point, and exactly 5 normal forms of a rank 1 non-degenerate critical
point, of a p-adic analytic integrable system F : (M,ω) → (Qp)

2 up to local linear
symplectomorphisms centered at the critical point;

(3) If p = 2, there are exactly 211 normal forms for a rank 0 non-degenerate critical
point, and exactly 11 normal forms of a rank 1 non-degenerate critical point,
of a p-adic analytic integrable system F : (M,ω) → (Qp)

2 up to local linear
symplectomorphisms centered at the critical point.

In the three cases above, the normal forms for a rank 0 point are given by{
(x2 + c1ξ

2, y2 + c2η
2) : c1, c2 ∈ Xp

}
∪
{
(xη + cyξ, xξ + yη) : c ∈ Yp

}
∪
{( 2∑

i=0

C1
i (c, t1, t2, a, b)x

iy2−i +
2∑

i=0

D1
i (c, t1, t2, a, b)ξ

iη2−i,

2∑
i=0

C2
i (c, t1, t2, a, b)x

iy2−i +
2∑

i=0

D2
i (c, t1, t2, a, b)ξ

iη2−i
)
:

(a, b) ∈
{
(1, 0), (a1, b1)

}
, c, t1, t2, a1, b1 in one row of Table 1

}
and those for a rank 1 point are given by{

(x2 + cξ2, η) : c ∈ Xp

}
.

Remark 1.4. In the real case, there are exactly 4 normal forms for a rank 0 non-
degenerate critical point:{

(x2 + ξ2, y2 + η2), (x2 + ξ2, yη), (xξ, yη), (xη − yξ, xξ + yη)
}

and exactly 2 normal forms for a rank 1 non-degenerate critical point:{
(x2 + ξ2, η), (xξ, η)

}
.
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x = y = 0

ξ = η = 0

y = ix, η = iξy = −ix, η = −iξ

Figure 2. Symbolic representation of 2-dimensional fiber of focus-focus
model if p ≡ 1 mod 4, as a case of point (1) of Theorem A, which coincides
with the elliptic-elliptic model. The four “cones” are 2-dimensional planes
in 4-dimensional space.

x = y = 0

ξ = η = 0

Figure 3. Symbolic representation of 2-dimensional fiber of focus-focus
model if p ̸≡ 1 mod 4, as a case of point (2) of Theorem A, which coincides
with the fiber in the real case. The two “cones” are actually 2-dimensional
planes in 4-dimensional space that meet at a point.
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Remark 1.5. In the p-adic category, the elliptic-elliptic and elliptic-regular points are
normal forms of Theorem A: the former is a rank 0 point in case (1) with c1 = c2 = 1,
and the latter is a rank 1 point with c = 1. The focus-focus point may also appear as
a normal form, in case (2) with c = −1, but only if −1 ∈ Yp, which happens if p ̸≡ 1
mod 4. Actually, if p ≡ 1 mod 4, the normal form of a focus-focus point is elliptic-
elliptic; hence, the focus-focus and elliptic-elliptic points are linearly symplectomorphic
if and only if p ≡ 1 mod 4.

Definition 1.6. Let p be a prime number and let n be a positive integer. To each
partition P = (a1, . . . , ak) of n we associate the function

fP,p(x1, ξ1, . . . , xn, ξn) =
k∑

i=1

x2bi−1+1

2
+

bi−1∑
j=bi−1+1

ξjxj+1 +
pξ2bi
2

 ,

where b0 = 0 and bi =
∑i

j=0 aj, for i ∈ {1, . . . , k}.

Theorem C (Number of p-adic integrable local linear models, arbitrary dimension). Let
n be a positive integer. Let p be a prime number. The number of local linear normal
forms of p-adic analytic integrable systems on 2n-dimensional p-adic analytic symplectic
manifolds at a rank 0 non-degenerate critical point, up to local linear symplectomorphisms
centered at the critical point, grows at least with

eπ
√

2n/3

4n
√
3
.

Explicitly, for any two partitions P and Q of n, any two p-adic analytic integrable systems
on a 2n-dimensional p-adic analytic manifold containing fP,p and fQ,p, respectively, as a
component of their corresponding local linear normal forms, are not equivalent by local
linear symplectomorphisms centered at the origin, where fP,p is as given in Definition 1.6.

2n R Q2 Q3 Q5 Q7

2 2 11 5 7 5
4 4 211 32 49 32
6 6 1883 123 234 129
8 9 21179 495 1054 525
10 12 161343 1595 4021 1787

Table 2. The number of families of normal forms of integrable systems
on R2n and (Qp)

2n at a rank 0 critical point. Data is extracted from Table
3. For the p-adic case in dimension greater than 4, the numbers are only
lower bounds. The actual number of forms might be even larger.

Remark 1.7. These results indicate that a global theory of p-adic integrable systems,
which will probably be based on gluing local models, will include a large number of
phenomena which do not occur in the real case. We have computed explicit lower bounds
of the number of normal forms in Table 2.

The field of p-adic geometry is extensive, see [54, 55] and the references therein. p-
adic geometry is also fundamental in mathematical physics and the theory of integrable
systems, see for example [11, 15, 16, 17, 29, 46, 60]. For an introduction to different
aspects of symplectic geometry, including its relations to mechanics and Poisson geom-
etry, we refer to the survey articles [24, 45, 64, 65] and the books [5, 9, 31, 39, 40, 42].
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The Weierstrass-Williamson theory of matrices has crucial applications in many areas
including the theory of quantum states in quantum physics [12, 56, 62], hence this paper
provides a new tool to further explore p-adic analogues of these applications in symplectic
geometry and beyond.

Structure of the paper. In Section 2 we state the other main results of the paper,
which concern matrices. Section 3 studies the classification problem in an algebraically
closed field, where it is much simpler to give a classification. Sections 4 and 6 solve the
classification problem over Qp, for 2-by-2 and 4-by-4 matrices, respectively. For 4-by-4
matrices there are first some general results in Section 5, then the case p ̸= 2 is studied
in Section 6.1, then p = 2 in Section 6.2. In Section 7 we use the strategy introduced in
previous sections to give a new proof of the general case of the Weierstrass-Williamson
classification. The proof is given in Section 7.1, then there is an example in Section 7.2
and some comments about the positive-definite case in Section 7.3. Section 8 discusses
the p-adic classification in higher dimensions. Section 9 formulates the previous theorems
concerning matrices in terms of non-degeneracy of critical points of functions. Section
10 applies the work of the previous sections to integrable systems. Section 11 applies
the results about integrable systems to the concrete case of the p-adic Jaynes-Cummings
system. Section 12 contains some examples and remarks. Section 13 discusses the circle
actions generated by the integrable systems of Theorem A. We conclude the paper with
an appendix which recalls the basic definitions and results concerning the p-adic numbers.

2. Main results concerning matrices: Theorems D–I

In this section we state our main classification results concerning normal forms of p-
adic matrices in dimensions 2 and 4: Theorems D–I. We will use these results as stepping
stones to prove the results concerning integrable systems (stated in Section 1), but they
are also of independent interest and they can be read independently of all the material
concerning p-adic analytic integrable systems and p-adic analytic functions.

2.1. The real Weierstrass-Williamson classification. Let us call Ω0 the matrix of
the standard symplectic form ω0 on R2n, that is, a block-diagonal matrix of size 2n with
all blocks equal to (

0 1
−1 0

)
.

Definition 2.1 (Symplectic matrix). A matrix S ∈ M2n(R) is symplectic if STΩ0S = Ω0,
that is, it leaves invariant the standard symplectic form (the same definition applies if we
replace R by an arbitrary field F ).

For a symmetric matrix M ∈ M2n(R) such that the eigenvalues of Ω−1
0 M are pairwise

distinct, the Weierstrass-Williamson classification says that there is a symplectic matrix
S such that STMS = N , where N is a block-diagonal matrix with each block equal to

(
ri 0
0 ri

)
,

(
0 ri
ri 0

)
or


0 ri+1 0 ri
ri+1 0 −ri 0
0 −ri 0 ri+1

ri 0 ri+1 0

 ,

for some ri ∈ R, 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n, which are called elliptic block, hyperbolic block and focus-focus
block.
Quite often the Weierstrass-Williamson classification is stated only for positive-definite

matrices: in fact the condition that all eigenvalues of Ω−1
0 M are pairwise distinct is

10



implied by M being positive definite, and in this case only the elliptic block appears.
(For applications to integrable systems the condition on Ω−1

0 M “translates” to the notion
of a critical point being non-degenerate; we’ll see this later.) In fact, this is the particular
case of what is often called Williamson’s theorem (that is, what we call the Weierstrass-
Williamson classification) which is due to Weierstrass [63] (we learned this fact from the
book by Hofer and Zehnder [31, Theorem 8]).

Of course, the case which Williamson treats is much more complicated and interesting:
he is able to deal with the completely general situation in which the eigenvalues are not
necessarily pairwise distinct. The problem with this case is that it is not feasible to write
all the possibilities, for arbitrary dimension, in a compact form because the size of the
blocks which are needed can increase without bound. However Williamson does provide
a complete list of 4-by-4 matrix normal forms at the end of his paper [66]. These are the
possibilities, expressed in a different way to align with the conventions of our paper:

0 r 0 0
r 0 0 0
0 0 0 s
0 0 s 0

 ,


0 0 0 0
0 a 0 0
0 0 0 s
0 0 s 0

 ,


0 0 0 0
0 a 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 b

 ,


0 r 0 0
r 0 1 0
0 1 0 r
0 0 r 0

 ,


0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 a

 ,


0 r 0 0
r 0 0 0
0 0 s 0
0 0 0 s

 ,


0 0 0 0
0 a 0 0
0 0 s 0
0 0 0 s

 ,


r 0 0 0
0 r 0 0
0 0 s 0
0 0 0 s

 ,


a 0 0 r
0 0 −r 0
0 −r a 0
r 0 0 0

 ,


0 s 0 r
s 0 −r 0
0 −r 0 s
r 0 s 0

 ,

where r, s ∈ R and a, b ∈ {1,−1}. Since in the present paper we only provide a classifi-
cation of p-adic 4-by-4 matrices (also of p-adic 2-by-2 matrices, but this case is simpler),
it is precisely the list above which is most relevant to us.

2.2. The p-adic Weierstrass-Williamson classification. In this article, we will give
such a classification in the case when the real field R is replaced by the p-adic field Qp,
where p is an arbitrary prime number, and V has dimension 2 or 4. Recall that the
field of p-adic numbers is defined as follows: it is the completion of Q with respect to a
non-archimedean absolute value defined as

|x|p = p− ordp(x),

where ordp(x) is the greatest power of p that divides x. We review the construction of
basic properties of the field of p-adic numbers in Appendix A.1.

The classification is completely different for p = 2 than p ̸= 2; for the latter case, in
turn, it depends on the class of p modulo 4.
Our main results are the following classifications of p-adic symmetric matrices.

Theorem D (p-adic classification, 2-by-2 case). Let p be a prime number. Let M ∈
M2(Qp) be a symmetric matrix. Let Xp, Yp be the non-residue sets in Definition 1.1.
Then, there exists a symplectic matrix S ∈ M2(Qp) and either c ∈ Xp and r ∈ Qp, or
c = 0 and r ∈ Yp ∪ {1}, such that

STMS =

(
r 0
0 cr

)
.

11



Furthermore, if two symplectic matrices S and S ′ reduce M to the normal form of the
right hand side of the equality above, then the two normal forms are equal.

In Theorem D we note that we are not saying that the value of (c, r) is unique (which
essentially is, but not quite), but that the canonical matrix obtained at the right-hand
side is unique.

In the statement below, and also Theorem H, we use the following terminology.

Definition 2.2. Let n be a positive integer. Let p be a prime number. We say that two
(2n)-by-(2n) matrices M and M ′ with coefficients in Qp are equal up to multiplication by
a symplectic matrix if there exists a (2n)-by-(2n) symplectic matrix S with coefficients
in Qp such that STMS =M ′ (same definition works for arbitrary fields).

Theorem E (Number of inequivalent p-adic 2-by-2 matrix normal forms). Let p be a
prime number. Let Xp, Yp be the non-residue sets in definition 1.1. Then the following
statements hold.

(1) If p ≡ 1 mod 4, there are exactly 7 infinite families of normal forms of 2-by-2
p-adic matrices with one degree of freedom up to multiplication by a symplectic
matrix: {{

r

(
1 0
0 c

)
: r ∈ Qp

}
: c ∈ Xp

}
,

and exactly 4 isolated normal forms, which correspond to c = 0:{(
r 0
0 0

)
: r ∈ Yp ∪ {1}

}
.

(2) If p ≡ 3 mod 4, there are exactly 5 infinite families of normal forms of 2-by-2
p-adic matrices with one degree of freedom up to multiplication by a symplectic
matrix, with the same formula as above, and exactly 4 isolated normal forms.

(3) If p = 2, there are exactly 11 infinite families of normal forms of 2-by-2 p-adic
matrices with one degree of freedom up to multiplication by a symplectic matrix,
also with the same formula, and exactly 8 isolated normal forms.

This is in contrast with the real case, where there are exactly 2 families, elliptic and
hyperbolic, and 2 isolated normal forms. Here by “infinite family” we mean a family of
normal forms of the form r1M1 + r2M2 + . . .+ rkMk, where ri ∈ Qp are parameters and
k is the number of degrees of freedom.

Hence, already in dimension 2, the p-adic situation is much richer than its real coun-
terpart. The situation is even more surprising in dimension 4. This is the classification in
the case where Ω−1

0 M has all eigenvalues distinct, where Ω0 is the same matrix as before
for dimension 4:

Ω0 =


0 1 0 0
−1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 −1 0


Theorem F (p-adic classification, 4-by-4, non-degenerate case). Let p be a prime number.
Let Ω0 be the matrix of the standard symplectic form on (Qp)

4. Let Xp, Yp be the non-
residue sets in Definition 1.1. Let M ∈ M4(Qp) be a symmetric matrix such that all the
eigenvalues of Ω−1

0 M are distinct. Then there exists a symplectic matrix S ∈ M4(Qp)
and r, s ∈ Qp such that one of the following three possibilities holds:

12



(1) There exist c1, c2 ∈ Xp such that

STMS =


r 0 0 0
0 c1r 0 0
0 0 s 0
0 0 0 c2s

 .

(2) There exists c ∈ Yp such that

STMS =


0 s 0 r
s 0 cr 0
0 cr 0 s
r 0 s 0

 .

(3) There exist c, t1 and t2 corresponding to one row of the Table 1 such that STMS
is equal to the matrix

ac(r − bs)

c− b2
0

sc− rb

c− b2
0

0
−r(t1 + bt2)− s(bt1 + ct2)

a
0 −r(bt1 + ct2)− sc(t1 + bt2)

sc− rb

c− b2
0

r − bs

a(c− b2)
0

0 −r(bt1 + ct2)− sc(t1 + bt2) 0 ac(−r(t1 + bt2)− s(bt1 + ct2))


where (a, b) are either (1, 0) or (a1, b1) of the corresponding row.

Furthermore, if two matrices S and S ′ reduce M to one of the normal forms in the right-
hand side of the three equalities above, then the two normal forms are in the same case;
if it is case (2) or (3), they coincide, and in case (1) they coincide up to exchanging the
2 by 2 diagonal blocks.

See Figure 4 for a diagram of the classes in the statement of Theorem F.

Definition 2.3 (Non-residue function). Let p be a prime number. If p ≡ 1 mod 4, let
c0 be the smallest quadratic non-residue modulo p. We define the non-residue function:

hp : Yp → Qp given by


hp(c0) = p, hp(p) = hp(c0p) = c0 if p ≡ 1 mod 4;

hp(−1) = p, hp(p) = hp(−p) = −1 if p ≡ 3 mod 4;

hp(−1) = hp(−2) = hp(3) = hp(6) = −1,

hp(−3) = hp(−6) = 2, hp(2) = 3 if p = 2.

For the cases where the eigenvalues of Ω−1
0 M are not pairwise distinct, we have:

Theorem G (p-adic classification, 4-by-4, degenerate case). Let p be a prime number.
Let Ω0 be the matrix of the standard symplectic form on (Qp)

4. Let Xp, Yp be the non-
residue sets in Definition 1.1. Let hp : Yp → Qp be the non-residue function in Definition
2.3. Let M ∈ M4(Qp) a symmetric matrix such that Ω−1

0 M has at least one multiple
eigenvalue. Then there exists a symplectic matrix S ∈ M4(Qp) such that one of the
following three possibilities holds:

(1) There exist r, s ∈ Qp and c1, c2 ∈ Xp ∪ {0} such that STMS has the form in the
case (1) of Theorem F. Moreover, if c1 = 0 then r ∈ Yp ∪ {1}, and if c2 = 0 then
s ∈ Yp ∪ {1}.
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Figure 4. A diagram of the normal forms of Theorem F for p ≡ 1 mod 4
(first row), p ≡ 3 mod 4 (second row) and p = 2 (third to fifth row).
Each point (if it is in a single cell) or line (if it is in two cells) represents a
normal form. The numbers below the tables represent the first extension of
Qp (the one containing the squares of the eigenvalues of Ω−1

0 M) and those
in the rows and columns represent the second extension (for the eigenvalues
themselves). In the first table in each block, there are two such extensions
corresponding to the row and the column; in the other ones, there is one
extension obtained multiplying the numbers in the row and column.
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(2) There exists r ∈ Qp such that

STMS =


0 r 0 0
r 0 1 0
0 1 0 r
0 0 r 0


(3) There exist r ∈ Qp, c ∈ Yp and a ∈ {1, hp(c)} such that

STMS =


a 0 0 r
0 0 cr 0
0 cr a 0
r 0 0 0

 .

(4) There exists c ∈ Yp ∪ {1} such that

STMS =


c 0 0 0
0 0 0 −c
0 0 0 0
0 −c 0 0

 .

Furthermore, if two matrices S and S ′ reduce M to one of these normal forms on the
right-hand side of the three equalities above, then the two normal forms are in the same
case; if it is case (2), (3) or (4), they coincide completely, and in case (1) they coincide
up to exchanging the 2 by 2 diagonal blocks.

Our proof method is different fromWilliamson’s method and in particular gives another
proof (self-contained, while Williamson’s is not, as his proof relies on some applications
of other substantial works which he cites in his paper [66]) of the classical Weierstrass-
Williamson classification in any dimension. We carry this out in Section 7.

Theorem H (Number of 4-by-4 p-adic matrix normal forms). Let p be a prime number.
Let Xp, Yp be the non-residue sets in Definition 1.1. Let hp : Yp → Qp be the non-residue
function in Definition 2.3.

(1) If p ≡ 1 mod 4, there are exactly 49 infinite families of normal forms of p-adic
4-by-4 matrices with two degrees of freedom, exactly 35 infinite families with one
degree of freedom, and exactly 20 isolated normal forms, up to multiplication by a
symplectic matrix.

(2) If p ≡ 3 mod 4, there are exactly 32 infinite families of normal forms of p-adic
4-by-4 matrices with two degrees of freedom, exactly 27 infinite families with one
degree of freedom, and exactly 20 isolated normal forms, up to multiplication by a
symplectic matrix.

(3) If p = 2, there are exactly 211 infinite families of normal forms of p-adic 4-
by-4 matrices with two degrees of freedom, exactly 103 infinite families with one
degree of freedom, and exactly 72 isolated normal forms, up to multiplication by a
symplectic matrix.

In the three cases above, the infinite families with two degrees of freedom are given by

{{
r 0 0 0
0 c1r 0 0
0 0 s 0
0 0 0 c2s

 : r, s ∈ Qp

}
: c1, c2 ∈ Xp

}
∪
{{

0 s 0 r
s 0 cr 0
0 cr 0 s
r 0 s 0

 : r, s ∈ Qp

}
: c ∈ Yp

}
15



∪
{{


ac(r − bs)

c− b2
0

sc− rb

c− b2
0

0
−r(t1 + bt2)− s(bt1 + ct2)

a
0 −r(bt1 + ct2)− sc(t1 + bt2)

sc− rb

c− b2
0

r − bs

a(c− b2)
0

0 −r(bt1 + ct2)− sc(t1 + bt2) 0 ac(−r(t1 + bt2)− s(bt1 + ct2))


:

r, s ∈ Qp

}
: (a, b) ∈

{
(1, 0), (a1, b1)

}
, c, t1, t2, a1, b1 in one row of Table 1

}
,

those with one degree of freedom are

{{
r 0 0 0
0 c1r 0 0
0 0 s 0
0 0 0 0

 : r ∈ Qp

}
: c1 ∈ Xp, s ∈ Yp ∪ {1}

}
∪
{{

0 r 0 0
r 0 1 0
0 1 0 r
0 0 r 0

 : r ∈ Qp

}}

∪
{{

a 0 0 r
0 0 cr 0
0 cr a 0
r 0 0 0

 : r ∈ Qp

}
: c ∈ Yp, a ∈ {1, hp(c)}

}
,

and the isolated forms are

{
r 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 s 0
0 0 0 0

 : r, s ∈ Yp ∪ {1}
}
∪
{

c 0 0 0
0 0 0 −c
0 0 0 0
0 −c 0 0

 : c ∈ Yp ∪ {1}
}
.

This is in contrast with the real case, where there are exactly 4 infinite families with
two degrees of freedom, exactly 7 infinite families with one degree of freedom and exactly
6 isolated normal forms. Here by “infinite family” we mean a family of normal forms of
the form r1M1 + r2M2 + . . .+ rkMk, where ri are parameters in Qp and k is the number
of degrees of freedom, and by “isolated” we mean a form that is not part of any family.

Remark 2.4. Note that Theorems E and H refer to infinite families of matrices, but
Theorem B does not mention families. This is because the equivalence between integrable
systems we consider allows for a matrix B to appear, as in equation (1.1).

We can give a lower bound for the number of blocks of size 2n that can appear in
the normal forms of the matrices. In the real case, taking into account only the “non-
degenerate case” where the eigenvalues of Ω−1

0 M are pairwise distinct, there are two
infinite families of blocks with size two (each one with one degree of freedom), one family
with size four (with two degrees of freedom) and no blocks with size greater than four:
this is due to the fact that all irreducible polynomials in R have degree at most two, and
has as a consequence that the number of families of normal forms of size 2n is quadratic
in n. For the p-adic case, however, one has:

Definition 2.5. Let p be a prime number and let n be a positive integer. For each
partition P = (a1, . . . , ak) of n, we define M(P, p) ∈ M2n(Qp) as the block diagonal
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2n R Q2 Q3 Q5 Q7

blocks forms blocks forms blocks forms blocks forms blocks forms
2 2 2 11 11 5 5 7 7 5 5
4 1 4 145 211 17 32 21 49 17 32
6 0 6 2 1883 3 123 3 234 9 129
8 0 9 1 21179 2 495 4 1054 2 525
10 0 12 2 161343 3 1595 3 4021 3 1787
12 0 16 1 1374427 2 5111 4 14493 6 5874
14 0 20 2 9232171 3 14491 3 47462 3 17586
16 0 25 1 65570626 2 40244 4 148087 2 50614
18 0 30 2 397086458 3 103484 3 433330 9 137311
20 0 36 1 2469098766 2 259712 4 1217761 2 359463

Table 3. The number of families of real and p-adic normal forms of ma-
trices of order 2n. The numbers in the real case are exact, and come from
Remark 8.4. The numbers for the p-adic case, for dimensions 2 and 4, come
from Theorems E and H. For the rest of dimensions, the numbers of blocks
are only lower bounds coming from Lemma 8.3, and the numbers of forms
are obtained summing over the partitions of n. The actual number of forms
might be even larger.

matrix whose blocks have sizes (2a1, . . . , 2ak) and each block has the form

1
1

1
1

1
. . .

. . . 1
1

p


.

Theorem I (Number of (2n)-by-(2n) p-adic matrix normal forms). Let p be a prime
number. Let n be a positive integer. The number of p-adic families of non-degenerate
normal forms of (2n)-by-(2n) matrices up to multiplication by a symplectic matrix, each
family being of the form r1M1+ . . .+ rnMn, where ri are parameters in Qp, grows at least
with

eπ
√

2n/3

4n
√
3
.

Explicitly, if P and P ′ are distinct partitions of n then the matricesM(P, p) and M(P ′, p)
in Definition 2.5 are not equivalent by multiplication by a symplectic matrix.

We will later prove this result using the Hardy-Ramanujan formula [30]. We have
computed explicit lower bounds for the number of families in Table 3.

3. Symplectic linear algebra over algebraically closed fields

We start by studying the classification problem of normal forms of matrices in an
algebraically closed field. This case is an essential ingredient of our strategy to obtain
general classifications in the real and p-adic cases later on. As we will see, the problem
in this case reduces to an equality of eigenvalues, and to an equality of normal forms if
there are multiple eigenvalues.
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Definition 3.1. Let n be a positive integer. Let F be a field with multiplicative identity
element 1. We define Ω0 as the (2n)-by-(2n) matrix whose blocks are all(

0 1
−1 0

)
,

that is,

Ω0 =



0 1
−1 0

0 1
−1 0

. . .
0 1
−1 0


.

(It is also common to take Ω0 to have the blocks in the “other” diagonal.) Ω0 is called
the standard symplectic form on F 2n.

Proposition 3.2. Let n be a positive integer. Let F be an algebraically closed field. Let
Ω0 be the matrix of the standard symplectic form on F 2n. Let M1,M2 ∈ M2n(F ) be
symmetric matrices,

Ai = Ω−1
0 Mi,

Ji the Jordan form of Ai, and let Ψi be such that Ψ−1
i AiΨi = Ji, for i ∈ {1, 2}. Then there

exists a symplectic matrix S such that STM1S = M2 if and only if J1 = J2. Moreover,
in that case S must have the form Ψ1DΨ−1

2 , where D is a matrix that commutes with
J1 = J2 and satisfies DTΨT

1Ω0Ψ1D = ΨT
2Ω0Ψ2.

Proof. Let Ai = Ω−1
0 Mi. Suppose first that such a S exists. Then,

S−1A1S = S−1Ω−1
0 M1S = S−1Ω−1

0 (ST )−1STM1S = Ω−1
0 M2 = A2

hence A1 and A2 are equivalent, and J1 = J2.
Let D = Ψ−1

1 SΨ2. We have that STΩ0S = Ω0, which implies

DTΨT
1Ω0Ψ1D = ΨT

2Ω0Ψ2.

Also,

J1D = Ψ−1
1 A1Ψ1D = Ψ−1

1 A1SΨ2 = Ψ−1SA2Ψ2 = DΨ−1
2 A2Ψ2 = DJ2 = DJ1.

Now suppose that J1 = J2, let D be a matrix which satisfies the conditions and let
S = Ψ1DΨ−1

2 . The condition DTΨT
1Ω0Ψ1D = ΨT

2Ω0Ψ2 implies that STΩ0S = Ω0, that
is, S is symplectic. Moreover,

S−1A1S = Ψ2D
−1Ψ−1

1 A1Ψ1DΨ−1
2 = Ψ2D

−1J1DΨ−1
2 = Ψ2J1Ψ

−1
2 = A2

which implies

STM1S = STΩ0A1S = STΩ0SS
−1A1S = Ω0A2 =M2

as we wanted. □

In the case where the eigenvalues are pairwise distinct, the proposition above can be
simplified:
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Lemma 3.3. Let n be a positive integer. Let F be an algebraically closed field with
characteristic different from 2. Let Ω0 be the matrix of the standard symplectic form on
F 2n and let M ∈ M2n(F ) be a symmetric matrix such that the eigenvalues of Ω−1

0 M are
pairwise distinct. Then there exists a basis {u1, v1, . . . , un, vn} of F 2n such that ui and
vi are eigenvectors of Ω−1

0 M with opposite eigenvalues and in which Ω0 is block-diagonal
with blocks of size two.

Proof. For ease of notation, we write the proof for n = 2, but the proof is the same for
any n.

Let A = Ω−1
0 M . We have that

det(λI − A) = det(λI − Ω−1
0 M)

= det(λI − (Ω−1
0 M)T )

= det(λI +MΩ−1
0 )

= det(λΩ0 +M) det(Ω−1
0 )

= det(λI + Ω−1
0 M)

= det(λI + A).

This implies that the eigenvalues of A must come in pairs, that is, if λ is an eigenvalue,
−λ also is. In particular, 0 is not an eigenvalue, because it would be at least double,
contradicting the hypothesis. So the eigenvalues are λ,−λ, µ,−µ, for λ, µ ∈ F ∗.
Now let w1 and w2 be two eigenvectors of A with eigenvalues α1 and α2, such that

α1 ̸= −α2. Then

α1w
T
1 Ω0w2 = (Ω−1

0 Mw1)
TΩ0w2

= wT
1M(−Ω−1

0 )Ω0w2

= −wT
1Mw2

= −wT
1 Ω0Ω

−1
0 Mw2

= −α2w
T
1 Ω0w2.

As α1 ̸= −α2, this implies wT
1 Ω0w2 = 0.

Let u1, v1, u2, v2 be the eigenvectors of λ,−λ, µ,−µ, respectively. By the previous
result, wT

1 Ω0w2 = 0 for any two vectors w1, w2 ∈ {u1, v1, u2, v2} which are not a pair
ui, vi. We call Ψ the matrix with (u1, v1, u2, v2) as columns. Then,

ΨTΩ0Ψ =


0 uT1Ω0v1 0 0

vT1 Ω0u1 0 0 0
0 0 0 uT2Ω0v2
0 0 vT2 Ω0u2 0



=


0 uT1Ω0v1 0 0

−uT1Ω0v1 0 0 0
0 0 0 uT2Ω0v2
0 0 −uT2Ω0v2 0

 ,

as we wanted. □

The basis in Lemma 3.3 is almost but not quite a symplectic basis:

Definition 3.4. Let n be a positive integer. Let F be a field. We say that a ba-
sis {u1, v1, . . . , un, vn} of F 2n is symplectic if, for any two vectors w1, w2 in the basis,

19



wT
1 Ω0w2 = 1 if w1 = ui and w2 = vi for some i with 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n, and otherwise wT

1 Ω0w2 = 0.
This condition is equivalent to saying that the matrix in M2n(F ) with u1, v1, . . . , un, vn
as columns is symplectic.

Actually, we can rescale the vectors vi such that the basis becomes symplectic. But this
may break the structure of the eigenvectors: for example, if −λ = λ̄ for some definition
of the conjugate, we can take v1 = ū1, which will no more hold after rescaling v1. We
leave the lemma as such because we do not need that rescaling.

Corollary 3.5. Let n be a positive integer. Let F be an algebraically closed field with
characteristic different from 2. Let Ω0 be the matrix of the standard symplectic form on
F 2n. Given symmetric matrices M1,M2 ∈ M2n(F ) such that Ω−1

0 Mi has pairwise distinct
eigenvalues for i ∈ {1, 2}, there is a symplectic matrix S such that STM1S = M2 if and
only if Ω−1

0 M1 and Ω−1
0 M2 have the same eigenvalues. Moreover, in this case S must

have the form Ψ1DΨ−1
2 , where D is a diagonal matrix such that

(3.1) d2i−1,2i−1d2i,2i =
(u2i )

TΩ0v
2
i

(u1i )
TΩ0v1i

,

u1i and v1i are those of Lemma 3.3 for the first form, u2i and v2i for the second form, and
for j ∈ {1, 2},

Ψj =
(
uj1 vj1 . . . ujn vjn

)
.

Proof. By Lemma 3.3, there are Ψ1 and Ψ2 such that Ψ−1
i AiΨi = Ji, where Ji is the

matrix in Proposition 3.2, and ΨT
i Ω0Ψi has all elements zero except those of the form

(2i − 1, 2i) and (2i, 2i − 1). Moreover, in this case matrices J1 and J2 are diagonal and
with all elements in the diagonal different. They are equal if and only if A1 and A2 have
the same eigenvalues.

A matrix D that commutes with J1 = J2 is necessarily diagonal, and the relation

DTΨT
1Ω0Ψ1D = ΨT

2Ω0Ψ2

in this case reduces to (3.1). □

In the case where the eigenvalues are not all different, the situation is not so simple,
but we can do something similar to Lemma 3.3.

Lemma 3.6. Let n be a positive integer. Let F be an algebraically closed field with
characteristic different from 2 and let M ∈ M2n(F ) be a symmetric matrix. Let Ω0 be
the matrix of the standard symplectic form on F 2n. Let A = Ω−1

0 M . Then, the number
of nonzero eigenvalues of A is even, that is, 2m for some integer m with 0 ⩽ m ⩽ n, and
there exists a set {

u1, v1, . . . , um, vm

}
⊂ F 2n

which satisfies the following properties:

• Aui = λiui + µiui−1 and Avi = −λivi + µi+1vi+1 for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ m, where λi ∈ F ,
µi = 0 or 1, µ1 = µm+1 = 0, and µi = 1 only if λi = λi−1. (That is to say, the
vectors are a “Jordan basis”.)

• The vectors can be completed to a symplectic basis: given w1, w2 in the set,
wT

1 Ω0w2 = 1 if w1 = ui, w2 = vi for some i with 1 ⩽ i ⩽ m, and otherwise
wT

1 Ω0w2 = 0.
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Proof. Let J be the Jordan form of A and Ψ such that Ψ−1AΨ = J . We have that

J = Ψ−1AΨ

= Ψ−1Ω−1
0 MΨ

= Ψ−1Ω−1
0 MΩ−1

0 Ω0Ψ

= Ψ−1Ω−1
0 (−Ω−1

0 M)TΩ0Ψ

= Ψ−1Ω−1
0 (−ΨJΨ−1)TΩ0Ψ

= (ΨTΩ0Ψ)−1(−JT )ΨTΩ0Ψ.

But J can only be similar to −JT if for each block having λ in the diagonal there is
another having −λ in the diagonal, and with the same size. We can split the blocks in
three parts, that is, there is a Φ such that

(3.2) Φ−1AΦ =

J+ 0 0
0 J− 0
0 0 J0

 ,

for some matrices J+, J− and J0 in Jordan form, such that J+ and J− have opposite
eigenvalues and J0 has only 0 as eigenvalue. Let m be the size of J+ and J−. Now 2m is
the number of nonzero eigenvalues.

Let the first m columns of Φ be u1, . . . , um. Because of (3.2), we have

Aui = λiui + µiui−1,

for adequate λi and µi, with µi = 0 or 1.
Now we change sign and transpose, getting

(3.3) −(Φ−1AΦ)T =

−JT
+ 0 0

0 −JT
− 0

0 0 −JT
0


The left-hand side equals

−ΦTAT (Φ−1)T = ΦTMΩ−1
0 (Φ−1)T

= ΦTΩ0AΩ
−1
0 (Φ−1)T

= ΦTΩ0A(Φ
TΩ0)

−1.

Again, let the first m columns of (ΦTΩ0)
−1 be v1, . . . , vm. By (3.3), we have

Avi = −λivi − µi+1vi+1.

It is left to prove that the 2m vectors form a partial symplectic basis. To do this,
first we see that uTi Ω0uj = 0 for any i, j, by induction on i + j. The base case is when
i = j = 1, which is trivial. Supposing it true for (i − 1, j) and (i, j − 1), we prove it for
(i, j):

λiu
T
i Ω0uj = (Ω−1

0 Mui − µiui−1)
TΩ0uj

= uTi M(−Ω−1
0 )Ω0uj − µi · 0

= −uTi Muj

= −uTi Ω0Ω
−1
0 Muj

= −uTi Ω0(λjuj + µjuj−1)

= −λjuTi Ω0uj
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which implies that uTi Ω0uj = 0 because λi ̸= −λj (the opposites of the eigenvalues in
the part J+ are all in J−). Analogously we prove that vTi Ω0vj = 0, making the induction
backwards.

Finally, uTi Ω0vj is the element in the position (i, j) of ΦTΩ0(Φ
TΩ0)

−1, which is 1 if
i = j and 0 otherwise, so the vectors are a partial symplectic basis. □

Lemma 3.6 allows us to separate the part of a matrix with nonzero eigenvalues from
the part with zero eigenvalues. Choosing a symplectic basis for the latter to complete
the partial basis in a way that we obtain a complete “Jordan basis” is more complicated,
but it can also be done, as the following theorem shows.

Definition 3.7. A tuple K = (k1, k2, . . . , kt) of natural numbers is called good if the
numbers are in non-increasing order, that is, ki ⩾ ki+1 for every 1 ⩽ i ⩽ t− 1, and each
odd number appears an even number of times inK. We define fK : {1, . . . , t} → {1, . . . , t}
as follows:

• If ki is even, fK(i) = i.
• If ki is odd, let i0 be the first index such that ki0 = ki. Then, fK(i) = i+(−1)i−i0 .

If K is good, fK is an involution that fixes the indices of even elements and pairs those
of odd elements.

Theorem 3.8. Let n be a positive integer. Let F be a field with characteristic different
from 2 and let M ∈ M2n(F ) be a symmetric matrix. Let Ω0 be the matrix of the standard
symplectic form on F 2n. Let A = Ω−1

0 M . Suppose that the eigenvalues of A are all zero.
Then, there is an integer t ⩾ 1, a good tuple K = (k1, . . . , kt) and a basis of F 2n of the
form

(3.4)
{
u11, u12, . . . , u1k1 , . . . , ut1, ut2, . . . , utkt

}
such that the following two conditions hold:

• For every 1 ⩽ i ⩽ t, 1 ⩽ j ⩽ kt, Auij = ui,j−1, where ui0 = 0.
• Given uij, ui′j′ in this basis, uTijΩ0ui′j′ ̸= 0 if and only if i′ = fK(i) and j + j′ =
ki + 1.

See Table 4, left, for an example of such a basis.
To prove this theorem, we need several intermediate results.

Definition 3.9. Given a tuple K = (k1, . . . , kt) such that ki ⩾ ki+1 for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ t− 1, we
call RK the set of tuples of the form (ℓ, i, j) where 1 ⩽ ℓ ⩽ t, ℓ ⩽ i ⩽ t, 1 ⩽ j ⩽ ki.
Given R ⊂ RK , we say that a basis is R-acceptable if, for each (ℓ, i, j) ∈ R, one of these

alternatives holds:

• j = 1, i = fK(ℓ), ℓ = fK(i), and u
T
ℓkℓ

Ω0uij ̸= 0;

• j ̸= 1 or i ̸= fK(ℓ), and u
T
ℓkℓ

Ω0uij = 0.

(Note that, if there exists (ℓ, i, j) ∈ R with j = 1, i = fK(ℓ) but ℓ ̸= fK(i), no basis is
R-acceptable.)

Given (ℓ, i, j), (ℓ′, i′, j′) ∈ RK , we say that (ℓ, i, j) < (ℓ′, i′, j′) if

• ℓ < ℓ′,
• ℓ = ℓ′ and j < j′, or
• ℓ = ℓ′, j = j′ and i < i′.

Note that < is a total order in RK .
For each s integer with 0 ⩽ s ⩽ |RK |, we call RK,s the set of the first s elements of RK

according to the order <.
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u16
u15 u25 u35
u14 u24 u34 u44
u13 u23 u33 u43 u53 u63
u12 u22 u32 u42 u52 u62
u11 u21 u31 u41 u51 u61

→

u16
u15 u25 u35
u14 u24 u34 u44 + cu23
u13 u23 u33 u43 + cu22 u53 u63
u12 u22 u32 u42 + cu21 u52 u62
u11 u21 u31 u41 u51 u61

Table 4. Left: a basis B of F 26 in the form (3.4) for K = (6, 5, 5, 4, 3, 3).
Right: the basis B[2, 4, 2, c], for c ∈ F .

Let J be the Jordan form of A. Since all eigenvalues of A are zero, J has all entries
equal to zero except some in the first diagonal above the main diagonal, which are 1.
That is, J is a block-diagonal matrix. Let k1, . . . , kt be the sizes of the blocks, with
ki ⩾ ki+1, and K = (k1, . . . , kt). For this K, any Jordan basis satisfies the first condition.

Lemma 3.10. If {uij} is a Jordan basis for A in the form (3.4), uTijΩ0ui′j′ = −uTi,j−1Ω0ui′,j′+1.

That is, the product uTijΩ0ui′j′ only depends on j + j′, except for the sign.

Proof. Using that M is symmetric and Ω0 is antisymmetric,

uTijΩ0ui′j′ = uTijΩ0Aui′,j′+1

= uTijMui′,j′+1

= −uTijATΩ0ui′,j′+1

= −uTi,j−1Ω0ui′,j′+1. □

Corollary 3.11. Let us assume the conditions of Lemma 3.10. If j + j′ ⩽ max{ki, ki′},
uTijΩ0ui′j′ = 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality suppose that ki ⩽ ki′ . Applying the previous lemma j
times, we have

uTijΩ0ui′j′ = uTi0Ω0ui′,j+j′ = 0. □

Corollary 3.12. If a basis {uij} of the form (3.4) is R-acceptable for some R which
contains (ℓ, fK(ℓ), 1) or (fK(ℓ), ℓ, 1), then u

T
ℓkℓ

Ω0ufK(ℓ),1 ̸= 0.

Proof. If (ℓ, fK(ℓ), 1) ∈ R, then the conclusion holds by definition.
If (fK(ℓ), ℓ, 1) ∈ R, then fK(ℓ) ⩽ ℓ, which implies kℓ = fK(ℓ), and uTℓkℓΩ0ufK(ℓ),1 =

(−1)kℓ−1uTℓ1Ω0ufK(ℓ),kℓ ̸= 0. □

We will need this operation to change a basis:

Definition 3.13. Let B be a basis of F 2n of the form (3.4), 1 ⩽ ℓ ⩽ t, 1 ⩽ i ⩽ t, 1 ⩽ j ⩽
ki and c ∈ F . We call B[ℓ, i, j, c] the basis{

u′11, u
′
12, . . . , u

′
1k1
, . . . , u′t1, u

′
t2, . . . , u

′
tkt

}
where

u′i′j′ =


ui′j′ if i′ ̸= i,

uij′ if i′ = i, j′ < j,

uij′ + cuℓ,j′−j+1 if i′ = i, j′ ⩾ j.

See Table 4 for an example.

Lemma 3.14. (1) If B is a Jordan basis for A, B[ℓ, i, j, c] is also a Jordan basis.
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(2) The only products of the form uTℓ′kℓ′Ω0ui′j′ which may be different in B and B[ℓ, i, j, c]

are those with i′ = i ̸= ℓ′ and j′ ⩾ j, which vary in cuTℓ′kℓ′Ω0uℓ,j′−j+1, those with

ℓ′ = i ̸= i′, which vary in cuTℓ,ki−j+1Ω0ui′j′, and those with ℓ′ = i′ = i, which vary

in cuTikiΩ0uℓ,j′−j+1+cu
T
ℓ,ki−j+1Ω0uij′+c

2uTℓ,ki−j+1Ω0uℓ,j′−j+1 (understanding uij = 0
if j ⩽ 0 in the last equality).

Proof. (1) We have that Aui′j′ = ui′,j′−1 and we need to see that Au′i′j′ = u′i′,j′−1 for
all indices 1 ⩽ i′ ⩽ t, 1 ⩽ j′ ⩽ ki′ . If i′ ̸= i, the conclusion follows because the
vectors do not change. If i′ = i and j′ < j, the same happens. Otherwise, i′ = i
and j′ ⩾ j, and

Au′ij′ = A(uij′ + cuℓ,j′−j+1) = ui,j′−1 + cuℓ,j′−j = u′i,j′−1

where the last equality also holds if j′ = j and uℓ,j′−j = 0.
(2) This follows from the definition of the new basis: to change the product we need

to change any of the two vectors. □

Lemma 3.15. For every s with 0 ⩽ s ⩽ |RK |, there is a Jordan basis for A which is
RK,s-acceptable.

Proof. We prove this by induction in s. For s = 0, RK,0 is empty and the problem reduces
to the existence of a Jordan basis.

Supposing it is true for s, we prove it for s+ 1. Let {(ℓ, i, j)} = RK,s+1 \RK,s, that is,
(ℓ, i, j) is the (s + 1)-th element of RK according to the order <. Let B = {uij} be the
RK,s-acceptable basis given by the inductive hypothesis.

There are several cases to consider.

(1) i = ℓ and kℓ − j is even. By Lemma 3.10, we have that

uTℓkℓΩ0uℓj = uTℓ,(kℓ+j)/2Ω0uℓ,(kℓ+j)/2 = 0.

Either j > 1 and we want a zero, or j = 1 with kℓ odd and we also want a zero;
in any case B itself is RK,s+1-acceptable.

(2) i = fK(ℓ), j = 1. This means that i is ℓ if kℓ is even and ℓ + 1 if kℓ is odd (it
cannot be ℓ − 1 because (ℓ, i, j) ∈ RK). If uTℓkℓΩ0ui1 ̸= 0, B is RK,s+1-acceptable
and we are done. Otherwise, since B is a basis, there are 1 ⩽ i1 ⩽ t, 1 ⩽ j1 ⩽ ki1
such that uTℓ1Ω0ui1j1 ̸= 0. By Corollary 3.11, j1 +1 > max{kℓ, ki1} or equivalently
j1 ⩾ max{kℓ, ki1}. But this implies ki1 ⩾ j1 ⩾ max{kℓ, ki1} ⩾ kℓ, so j1 ⩾ ki1 ,
which implies j1 = ki1 and uTℓ1Ω0ui1ki1 ̸= 0.

By Lemma 3.10, uTℓ1Ω0uiki = (−1)ki−1uTℓkℓΩ0ui1 = 0, so i ̸= i1. If i1 < i, either
i1 < ℓ or i1 = ℓ with i = ℓ + 1. In any case (i1, ℓ, 1) < (ℓ, i, 1), and since B
is RK,s-acceptable, u

T
ℓ1Ω0ui1ki1 = 0, a contradiction. Hence, i1 > i ⩾ ℓ. As the

sequence K is non-increasing and ki1 ⩾ kℓ, we must have ki1 = ki = kℓ, and again
by Lemma 3.10, uTℓkℓΩ0ui11 ̸= 0. If i = ℓ + 1, ki = kℓ together with fK(ℓ) = i
implies that fK(i) = ℓ.

Let B′ = {u′ij} = B[i1, i, 1, 1]. This basis is RK,s-acceptable: by Lemma 3.14,
the conditions in RK,s that may break with this change are (ℓ′, i, j′) with ℓ′ < ℓ
(the only condition which may be in RK,s with ℓ

′ = ℓ is (ℓ, ℓ, 1)). For these tuples,

(u′ℓ′kℓ′ )
TΩ0u

′
ij′ = uTℓ′kℓ′Ω0uij′ + uTℓ′kℓ′Ω0ui1j′ = 0

because (ℓ′, i, j′) and (ℓ′, i1, j
′) are in RK,s. Moreover, if i = ℓ+ 1,

(u′ℓkℓ)
TΩ0u

′
i1 = uTℓkℓΩ0ui1 + uTℓkℓΩ0ui11 = uTℓkℓΩ0ui11 ̸= 0,

so B′ is RK,s+1-acceptable, as we wanted.
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If i = ℓ, we also define B′′ = {u′′ij} = B[i1, i, 1,−1]. Analogously to what we
said for B′, B′′ is RK,s-acceptable. Now we have

(u′ℓkℓ)
TΩ0u

′
i1 = uTℓkℓΩ0ui1+u

T
ℓkℓ

Ω0ui11+u
T
i1kℓ

Ω0ui1+u
T
i1kℓ

Ω0ui11 = 2uTℓkℓΩ0ui11+u
T
i1kℓ

Ω0ui11

and

(u′′ℓkℓ)
TΩ0u

′′
i1 = uTℓkℓΩ0ui1−uTℓkℓΩ0ui11−uTi1kℓΩ0ui1+u

T
i1kℓ

Ω0ui11 = −2uTℓkℓΩ0ui11+u
T
i1kℓ

Ω0ui11

where the second equality in each line is due to Lemma 3.10. If both results were
zero at the same time, that would imply uTℓkℓΩ0ui11 = 0, so one of them must be
nonzero, and one of B′ and B′′ must be RK,s+1-acceptable.

(3) i = ℓ, j > 1 and kℓ − j is odd. We set

c = −
uTℓkℓΩ0uℓj

2uTℓkℓΩ0ufK(ℓ),1

and B′ = B[fK(ℓ), ℓ, j, c] (the denominator is not zero by Corollary 3.12, because
(ℓ, fK(ℓ), 1) ∈ RK,s or (fK(ℓ), ℓ, 1) ∈ RK,s). By Lemma 3.14, the conditions that
can break are (ℓ, i′, j′) with ℓ ⩽ i′ ⩽ t and 1 ⩽ j′ ⩽ j − 1, and (ℓ′, ℓ, j′) with
1 ⩽ ℓ′ ⩽ ℓ− 1 and j ⩽ j′ ⩽ ki. For the first type, we see that

(u′ℓkℓ)
TΩ0u

′
i′j′ = uTℓkℓΩ0ui′j′ + cuTfK(ℓ),kℓ−j+1Ω0ui′j′

The second term is 0 because kℓ − j +1+ j′ ⩽ kℓ = kfK(ℓ) (we are using here that
fK(fK(ℓ)) = ℓ because the basis is acceptable). For the second type,

(u′ℓ′kℓ′ )
TΩ0u

′
ℓj′ = uTℓ′kℓ′Ω0uℓj′ + cuTℓ′kℓ′Ω0ufK(ℓ),j′−j+1

Both terms are zero because (ℓ′, ℓ, j′) and (ℓ′, fK(ℓ), j
′−j+1) are in RK,s, fK(ℓ

′) ̸=
fK(ℓ) and j

′ > 1. It is only left to show that the new condition is satisfied:

(u′ℓkℓ)
TΩ0u

′
ℓj = uTℓkℓΩ0uℓj + cuTℓkℓΩ0ufK(ℓ),1 + cuTfK(ℓ),kℓ−j+1Ω0uℓj + c2uTfK(ℓ),kℓ−j+1Ω0ufK(ℓ),1

The last term is zero because kℓ − j + 1 + 1 ⩽ kℓ. The second and the third are
equal because, by Lemma 3.10,

uTfK(ℓ),kℓ−j+1Ω0uℓj = −uTℓjΩ0ufK(ℓ),kℓ−j+1 = (−1)kℓ−j+1uTℓkℓΩ0ufK(ℓ),1 = uTℓkℓΩ0ufK(ℓ),1.

Hence

(u′ℓkℓ)
TΩ0u

′
ℓj = uTℓkℓΩ0uℓj + 2cuTℓkℓΩ0ufK(ℓ),1 = 0

as we wanted.
(4) i > ℓ and either j > 1 or i ̸= fK(ℓ). We set

c = −
uTℓkℓΩ0uij

uTℓkℓΩ0ufK(ℓ),1

and B′ = B[fk(ℓ), i, j, c] (the denominator is not zero by Corollary 3.12, because
(ℓ, fK(ℓ), 1) ∈ RK,s or (fK(ℓ), ℓ, 1) ∈ RK,s). By Lemma 3.14, the conditions that
can break are (ℓ′, i, j′) with 1 ⩽ ℓ′ ⩽ ℓ− 1 and j ⩽ j′ ⩽ ki. In these cases we have

(u′ℓ′kℓ′ )
TΩ0u

′
ij′ = uTℓ′kℓ′Ω0uij′ + cuTℓ′kℓ′Ω0ufK(ℓ),j′−j+1

Both terms are zero because (ℓ′, i, j′) and (ℓ′, fK(ℓ), j
′−j+1) are in RK,s, fK(ℓ

′) ̸=
fK(ℓ), and either j′ > 1 or i ̸= fK(ℓ). It is left to show the new condition:

(u′ℓkℓ)
TΩ0u

′
ij = uTℓkℓΩ0uij + cuTℓkℓΩ0ufK(ℓ),1 = 0. □

With these results, we are ready to prove Theorem 3.8.
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Proof of Theorem 3.8. We apply Lemma 3.15 with s = |RK | to obtain a basis B which is
RK-acceptable. Now we show that this B is the basis we want. The first condition holds
because B is a Jordan basis. For the second, if j + j′ ⩽ max{ki, ki′}, the product is zero
by Corollary 3.11, as we want. Otherwise, suppose i ⩽ i′ and ki ⩾ ki′ . By Lemma 3.10,

uTijΩ0ui′j′ = uTikiΩ0ui′,j+j′−ki = 0,

and the second condition also holds.
It is left to show that K is good, but this is an immediate consequence of B being

RK-acceptable: by definition, if fK(l) = i but fK(i) ̸= l for some (l, i, j) ∈ RK , there
would not be any RK-acceptable basis. □

We can use Lemma 3.6 and Theorem 3.8 to give a classification in the case where the
field is algebraically closed. In particular, we can apply this to C.

Theorem 3.16. Let n be a positive integer. Let F be an algebraically closed field with
characteristic different from 2 and let M ∈ M2n(F ) be a symmetric matrix. There exists
a positive integer k, r ∈ F , a ∈ {0, 1}, with a = 1 only if r = 0, and a symplectic matrix
S ∈ M2n(F ) such that STMS is a block-diagonal matrix whose blocks are of the form

Mh(k, r, a) =



r
r 1

1 r

r
. . .

. . . 1
1 r

r a


with 2k rows. Furthermore, if there are two matrices S and S ′ which reduce M to this
form, then the two forms only differ in the order in which the blocks are arranged.

Proof. (a) First we prove existence. We start applying Lemma 3.6. This gives us a
partial symplectic basis {

u1, v1, . . . , um, vm

}
,

which is also a partial Jordan basis of A corresponding to the nonzero eigenvalues,
and ui and vi correspond to opposite eigenvalues λi and −λi. If {u1, v1, . . . , uk, vk}
are the vectors of a block with eigenvalues r and −r, for r ∈ F , these same vectors
taken as columns of S give the matrix Mh(k, r, 0).

For the other part of the Jordan form, we apply Theorem 3.8 to the eigenspace
of 0, resulting in a good multiset K = {k1, . . . , kt} and a basis{

u11, u12, . . . , u1k1 , . . . , ut1, ut2, . . . , utkt

}
.

This is not necessarily a symplectic basis as such, but it allows us to construct
one with the required properties:

• If ki = 2ℓi is even, we have that

uTijΩ0ui,ki+1−j = (−1)j+1ci

for some ci ∈ F . Let

ci = b2i
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for bi ∈ F . After dividing all the chain by bi, we can assume that ci = (−1)ℓi .
Now{
ui1, (−1)ℓiui,2ℓi ,−ui2, (−1)ℓiui,2ℓi−1, . . . , (−1)ℓi−1uiℓi , (−1)ℓiui,ℓi+1

}
is a partial symplectic basis which gives the form Mh(ℓi, 0, 1).

• If ki is odd and fK(i) = i+ 1, we have instead

uTijΩ0ui+1,ki+1−j = (−1)j+1ci

for some ci ∈ F . After dividing the elements of the second chain by ci, we
can assume that ci = 1. Now{

ui1, ui+1,ki ,−ui2, ui+1,ki−1, . . . , (−1)ki−1uiki , ui+1,1

}
is a partial symplectic basis which gives the form Mh(ki, 0, 0).

(b) Uniqueness follows from Proposition 3.2, because two matrices in normal form
have the same Jordan form if and only if they differ in the order of the blocks. □

In the cases of greatest interest to us the matrices in the statement of Theorem 3.16
have coefficients in Qp. We can take F = Cp, but the resulting matrix S will have the
entries in Cp and not necessarily in Qp, and we want a symplectomorphism of (Qp)

n,
which is given by a symplectic matrix with entries in Qp. To avoid this, we need to
manipulate adequately the symplectic basis, which translates to adjusting the matrix D
in Proposition 3.2. This problem also happens in the real case, but, as we will see, the
matrix S can always be adapted to have the entries in R instead of C.

4. p-adic matrix classification in dimension 2

In this section we prove Theorems D and E, that is, the p-adic version of theWeierstrass-
Williamson matrix classification in dimension 2. The strategy consists of lifting the prob-
lem, when needed, to an extension field of order 2, and then using the theorems in Section
3 to go back to the p-adic field.

4.1. General preparatory results. In dimension 2, the eigenvalues of Ω−1
0 M are the

roots of a degree 2 polynomial with coefficients in F , so they have the form λ and −λ.
The case where the eigenvalues are in the base field is the easiest one.

Proposition 4.1. Let F be a field of characteristic different from 2. Let Ω0 be the matrix
of the standard symplectic form on F 2. Let M ∈ M2(F ) symmetric and invertible such
that the eigenvalues of Ω−1

0 M are in F . Then there is a symplectic matrix S ∈ M2(F )
and a ∈ F such that

STMS =

(
0 a
a 0

)
.

Proof. If the eigenvalues ±λ of Ω−1
0 M are in F , its eigenvectors are also in F , and the

matrix Ψ1 of Corollary 3.5 is in F . In order to have the same eigenvalues for

Ω−1
0

(
0 a
a 0

)
,

we need a = λ. The matrix S that we need is precisely Ψ1. □

If the matrix is not invertible, the case of the null matrix is already covered by the
previous result, with a = 0. The other case is solved in the next proposition.
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Proposition 4.2. Let F be a field of characteristic different from 2. Let

M =

(
a b
b c

)
∈ M2(F )

where b2 = ac. Let d ∈ F . There exists a symplectic matrix S such that

STMS =

(
d 0
0 0

)
if and only if ad is a square.

Proof. The second column of S must be (kb,−ka) for some k ∈ F . Let the first column
be (x, y), for x, y ∈ F . Then

d =
(
x y

)(a b
b c

)(
x
y

)
= ax2 + cy2 + 2bxy

and
ad = a2x2 + acy2 + 2abxy = a2x2 + b2y2 + 2abxy

is a square. Conversely, if ad is a square, we can take

S =

(
−kd kb
0 −ka

)
where k is chosen so that k2ad = 1. □

For the cases where λ /∈ F , we need some definitions.

Definition 4.3. Given an Abelian group G, we call Sq(G) the subgroup formed by the
squares in G.

Definition 4.4. Given a field F with additive identity 0 and c ∈ F , we call

DSq(F, c) =
{
x2 + cy2 : x, y ∈ F

}
\ {0}

and
DSq(F, c) = DSq(F, c)/ Sq(F ∗).

Lemma 4.5. Let F be a field and c ∈ F . Then DSq(F, c) is a group with respect to
multiplication in F .

Proof. We just need to see that the product of two elements of DSq(F, c) is in DSq(F, c)
and the inverse of an element of DSq(F, c) is in DSq(F, c):

(x21 + cy21)(x
2
2 + cy22) = (x1x2 + c2y1y2)

2 + c(x1y2 − x2y1)
2

and
1

x2 + cy2
=

(
x

x2 + cy2

)2

+ c

(
y

x2 + cy2

)2

. □

The group DSq(F, c) can also be defined in terms of the Hilbert symbol:

(a, b)p =

{
1 if ax2 + by2 = 1 for some x, y ∈ Qp;

−1 otherwise.

With this definition, we have that

DSq(F, c) =
{
a ∈ Qp : (a,−c)p = 1

}
.

Lemma 4.5 is a consequence of the multiplicativity of the Hilbert symbol.
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We have that

F ∗/DSq(F, c) ∼= (F ∗/ Sq(F ∗))/(DSq(F, c)/ Sq(F ∗))

= (F ∗/ Sq(F ∗))/DSq(F, c),

that is, we have a group isomorphism in the rightmost part of the commutative diagram

DSq(F, c) ↪→ F ∗ ↠ F ∗/DSq(F, c)
↓ ↓ ↓∼=

DSq(F, c) ↪→ F ∗/ Sq(F ∗) ↠ (F ∗/ Sq(F ∗))/DSq(F, c).

By definition, DSq(F, c) is the subset of the classes in F ∗/ Sq(F ∗) which contain elements
of the form x2+c, for x ∈ F . Note also that DSq(F, c), and hence DSq(F, c), only depend
on the class of c modulo Sq(F ∗).

Now we can give a necessary and sufficient condition for a matrix to be symplectomor-
phic to a normal form.

Proposition 4.6. Let F be a field of characteristic different from 2. Let Ω0 be the matrix
of the standard symplectic form on F 2. Let M ∈ M2(F ) be a symmetric matrix such
that the eigenvalues of Ω−1

0 M are of the form ±λ with λ /∈ F but λ2 ∈ F . Let u be the
eigenvector of value λ in Ω−1

0 M . Then for any a, b ∈ F there is a symplectic matrix S
such that

STMS =

(
a 0
0 b

)
if and only if λ2 = −ab and

2λa

uTΩ0ū
∈ DSq(F,−λ2).

Proof. The eigenvalues of

Ω−1
0

(
a 0
0 b

)
=

(
0 −b
a 0

)
are ±

√
−ab, so we must have λ2 = −ab.

The matrix Ψ2 of Corollary 3.5 has the form(
λ −λ
a a

)
.

The formula for S gives that

S = Ψ1

(
d1 0
0 d2

)(
1
2λ

1
2a

− 1
2λ

1
2a

)
.

The two columns of Ψ1 are the eigenvectors of λ and −λ. The first is u, and the second
is the conjugate ū (or, more precisely, can be taken as the conjugate).

If S has entries in F , let c1 and c2 be its columns. We get

c1 =
d1u− d2ū

2λ
∈ F 2;

c2 =
d1u+ d2ū

2a
∈ F 2;

d1u = ac2 + λc1, d2ū = ac2 − λc1 = d1u⇒ d2 = d̄1.

The numbers d1 and d2 must also satisfy (3.1), that is

(4.1) d1d2 =
(λ, a)Ω0(−λ, a)T

uTΩ0ū
=

2λa

uTΩ0ū
.
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Taking into account that d2 = d̄1, we can substitute d1 = r + sλ and d2 = r − sλ in 4.1,
giving

r2 − s2λ2 =
2λa

uTΩ0ū

so this is in DSq(F,−λ2). □

We can apply Proposition 4.6 to the real elliptic case, that is, the case of a matrix
in M2(R) whose eigenvalues are ±λ = ±ri. There, we want to achieve a = b. λ is
purely imaginary, so λ2 = −ab = −a2 determines exactly |a| = r. DSq(R,−λ2) consists
of all positive reals, so there is always a solution for a (we know |a| and can take the
adequate sign to make 2λa/uTΩ0ū positive). This is why the real Weierstrass-Williamson
classification in dimension 2 has just two cases.

In the p-adic case, the two results until now are still enough to achieve a complete
Weierstrass-Williamson classification in dimension 2, but it is more complicated than the
real case. First we need to compute DSq(Qp, c) for all values of c. Of course, “all values”
means “all classes modulo Sq(Q∗

p)”: by Corollary A.4, this quotient is{
1, c0, p, c0p

}
,

where c0 is a quadratic non-residue modulo p, except if p = 2, in which case the quotient
is {

1,−1, 2,−2, 3,−3, 6,−6
}
.

We use the notation digiti(x) for the digit in the p-adic expansion of x which is i
positions to the left of the leading digit, that is, the digit of order ord(x) + i. The value
of DSq(Qp, c) can also be deduced from known facts about the Hilbert symbol; however,
this does not seem simpler than a direct proof.

Proposition 4.7. Let p be a prime number such that p ̸= 2 and c ∈ Q∗
p. Then DSq(Qp, c)

is given as follows (see Figure 5):

(1) If p ≡ 3 mod 4, then DSq(Qp, 1) = {u ∈ Qp : ordp(u) ≡ 0 mod 2} and
DSq(Qp, 1) = Qp otherwise;

(2) if p ≡ 1 mod 4, then DSq(Qp, c0) = {u ∈ Qp : ordp(u) ≡ 0 mod 2} and
DSq(Qp, c0) = Qp otherwise;

(3) for any value of the prime p, DSq(Qp, p) = {u ∈ Qp : digit0(u) ∈ Sq(F∗
p)};

(4) for any value of the prime p, DSq(Qp, c0p) = {u ∈ Qp : ordp(u) ≡ 0 mod 2, digit0(u) ∈
Sq(F∗

p)} ∪ {u ∈ Qp : ordp(u) ̸≡ 0 mod 2, digit0(u) /∈ Sq(F∗
p)}.

Proof. For the first point, we need to look at the possibilities modulo Sq(Q∗
p) of numbers

of the form x2+1. We can immediately get 1 and c0, the first by taking x with high order
and the second by taking it with order 0 and an adequate leading digit. We can only get
p and c0p if x2 can have −1 as a leading digit, which only happens if p ≡ 1 mod 4.

For the second point, we need, analogously, to look at numbers of the form x2 + c0.
We immediately get the classes 1 and c0. We can only get p and c0p if −c0 is a square
modulo p, that is, if p ≡ 3 mod 4.
For the last two points, numbers of the form x2+p are in the classes 1 and p, depending

only in the order of x, and those of the form x2 + c0p are in 1 and c0p. □

Proposition 4.8. DSq(Q2, c) is given as follows (see Figure 6):

(1) DSq(Q2, 1) = {u ∈ Q2 : digit1(u) = 0};
(2) DSq(Q2,−1) = Q2;
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p ≡ 1 mod 4

p ≡ 3 mod 4

1 c0 p c0p

Figure 5. Top: DSq(Qp, c) for c ∈ Qp and p ̸= 2. In each group of four
circles, the upper circles represent even order numbers and the lower circles
odd order, and the right circles represent square leading digits and the left
circles non-square digits. Bottom: these four classes depicted for p = 3.
Each circle “contains” the points with the same color and the black point
at the right is 0.

(3) DSq(Q2, 2) = {u ∈ Q2 : digit2(u) = 0};
(4) DSq(Q2,−2) = {u ∈ Q2 : digit1(u) = digit2(u)};
(5) DSq(Q2, 3) = {u ∈ Q2 : ord2(u) ≡ 0 mod 2};
(6) DSq(Q2,−3) = {u ∈ Q2 : ord2(u) + digit1(u) ≡ 0 mod 2};
(7) DSq(Q2, 6) = {u ∈ Q2 : ord2(u) + digit1(u) + digit2(u) ≡ 0 mod 2};
(8) DSq(Q2,−6) = {u ∈ Q2 : ord2(u) + digit2(u) ≡ 0 mod 2}.

Proof. Table 5 indicates the leading digits and the parity of the order of a2+cb2 depending
on c and the difference ord2(b)−ord2(a). The result follows by putting together the cases
in the same row of the table. Note that a case such as “011 even” covers all 2-adic
numbers with even order and ending in 011. □

4.2. Proof of Theorems D and E. First, note that Theorem E follows directly from
Theorem D: the isolated normal forms correspond to the different values of r for c = 0,
and each family of normal forms corresponds to a value of c ∈ Xp with c ̸= 0. Now we
prove Theorem D.

(a) First we prove existence. The characteristic polynomial of Ω−1
0 M has two opposite

roots, which may or may not be in Qp. If they are in Qp and are not 0, Proposition
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ord2(b)− ord2(a)
c cb2 ⩽ −2 −1 0 1 ⩾ 2
1 001 even 001 even 101 even 01 odd 101 even 001 even
−1 111 even 111 even 011 even anything 101 even 001 even
2 001 odd 001 odd 011 odd 011 even 001 even 001 even
−2 111 odd 111 odd 001 odd 111 even 001 even 001 even
3 011 even 011 even 111 even 1 even 101 even 001 even
−3 101 even 101 even 001 even 11 odd 101 even 001 even
6 011 odd 011 odd 101 odd 111 even 001 even 001 even
−6 101 odd 101 odd 111 odd 011 even 001 even 001 even

Table 5. Leading digits and parity of the order of a2 + cb2 depending on
c and the difference ord2(b)− ord2(a). The number a2 is always described
as 001 even, cb2 depends exclusively on c, and the result of the addition
of both terms depends in the offset between these digits. Note that the
leading 1’s will add up to 0 if the offset is 0, hence making the second digit
the leading one in the cases “01 odd” and “11 odd” (in these cases the
order increases in 1), the third in the case “1 even” (the order increases in
2), and giving any possible result when adding 001 and 111 at the same
position.

4.1 implies that M can be converted to(
0 1
1 0

)
except by a constant factor. But the matrix

N =

(
r 0
0 cr

)
in Theorem D, where c = 1 if p ≡ 1 mod 4 and c = −1 otherwise, has also two
eigenvalues in Qp, so it can be converted to the same matrix.

If the eigenvalues are 0, either the matrix is zero, and we are in the same
situation but with r = 0, or they are not zero, and Proposition 4.2 gives the same
matrix but with c = 0. In this case r must be such that ar is a square, where a
is one of the coefficients. There is one and only one r ∈ Yp ∪ {1} such that this
happens.

Now suppose that the roots of the characteristic polynomial of Ω−1
0 M are ±λ

for λ /∈ Qp. In this case, we must have λ2 ∈ Qp. We have N = STMS for a
symplectic matrix S and some r and c if the two conditions of Proposition 4.6
hold for some a and b = ac. The first condition reads

λ2 = −a2c⇒ a2 = −λ
2

c
.

We must now split the proof into several cases.
• λ2 has even order. In order for −λ2/c to be a square, we need c of even
order. We also know that λ2 is not a square, so −c must not be a square.
The elements of Xp which satisfy these conditions are {c0, c0p2} if p ≡ 1
mod 4, {1, p2} if p ≡ 3 mod 4, and {1, 3,−3, 12} if p = 2.
For p = 2, we also need that −λ2/c ends in 001, so the three last digits in c
must agree with those in −λ2, which will be 001, 101 or 011 (not 111, which
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1 −1 2 −2

3 −3 6 −6

Figure 6. Top: DSq(Q2, c) for c ∈ Q2. In each group of eight circles, the
upper circles represent even order numbers and the lower circles odd order,
the two rightmost circles in the row represent a 0 as second digit and the
two leftmost circles a 1, and in each pair of circles, the rightmost one has
0 as third digit and the leftmost one has 1. Bottom: a depiction of the
eight classes. Each circle “contains” the points with the same color and
the black point in the lower left is 0.

would make λ2 a square). This narrows further down the options to {1},
{−3} or {3, 12}, respectively.
Let C be the current set of options for c, which contains only the singleton
{c1} or the set of two values {c1, c1p2}. All of them satisfy that −λ2/c is
a square. We still need to apply the second condition, that is, we need to
choose a such that

2λa

uTΩ0ū
∈ DSq(Qp,−λ2) = DSq(Qp, c1).

Let

a1 =

√
−λ2
c1

.
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In the two cases where C = {c1}, by Proposition 4.8(1) and (6), for any
x ∈ Qp, either x or −x is in DSq(Qp, c1). So, either a = a1 or a = −a1
satisfies the condition, and c = c1 is valid.
If

C = {c1, c1p2},
by Proposition 4.7(1) and (2) and Proposition 4.8(5),

DSq(Qp, c1) =
{
u ∈ Qp : ordp(u) ≡ 0 mod 2

}
.

This implies that either a = a1 or a = a1/p satisfies the condition. Hence,
only one between c1 and c1p

2 is a valid value of c.
• λ2 has odd order. Now we need c to have odd order instead of even. What
happens next depends on p.

– If p ≡ 1 mod 4, the values of c with odd order are ck0p for k = 0, 1, 2, 3.
The first condition implies that −λ2/ck0p is a square, which is true for
k = 0 and 2 or for k = 1 or 3, depending on the leading digit of −λ2/p.
Let c1 be the value which satisfies this between p and c0p. Now the two
candidates for c are c1 and c1c

2
0.

We define again a1 =
√

−λ2/c1. In this case, by Proposition 4.7(3) and
(4), for any x ∈ Qp, either x or c0x is in DSq(Qp, c1). Hence, either
a = a1 or a = a1/c0 satisfies the condition, and either c = c1 or c = c1c

2
0

is valid.
– If p ≡ 3 mod 4, the values of c with odd order are p and −p. As −1 is
not a square, only one will make −λ2/c a square. For this value of c,

we set a1 =
√

−λ2/c. By Proposition 4.7(3) and (4), for any x ∈ Qp,
either x or −x is in DSq(Qp, c1). Hence, either a = a1 or a = −a1 is
valid, and c is valid in any case.

– If p = 2, the values of c with odd order are 2, −2, 6, −6, −18 and
24. −λ2/c must end in 001, so c must agree with −λ2 in the last three
digits, that in this case can have all possible values: 001, 101, 011 and
111. The valid c’s in each case are, respectively,

{2}, {−6}, {6, 24}, {−2,−18}.
Let C be this set, c1 the element of less absolute value (in the real

sense) in C, and a1 =
√

−λ2/c1.
If C has only one element, by Proposition 4.8(3) and (8), for any x ∈ Qp,
either x or −x is in DSq(Qp, c1), and again c1 is valid in any case.
If C = {−2,−18}, by Proposition 4.8(4), for any x ∈ Qp, either x or 3x
is in DSq(Qp,−2) (because digit1(x) = 1 − digit1(3x) and digit2(x) =
digit2(3x)). Hence, either a = a1 or a = a1/3 works and c = −2 or
c = −18, respectively, works.
Finally, if C = {6, 24}, by Proposition 4.8(7), for any x ∈ Qp, either x
or 2x is in DSq(Qp, 6). So either a = a1 or a = a1/2 works and c = 6
or c = 24, respectively, works.

(b) Now we prove uniqueness. In the case where the roots of the characteristic poly-
nomial are in Qp, the rest of c’s in the lists do not lead to a matrix with the
eigenvalues in Qp, because their opposites are not squares. In all the other cases,
we have seen that there is one and only one valid value of c. If two matrices S
and S ′ bring M to normal form, c must coincide, hence r also coincides because
the eigenvalues of the normal forms must be the same.
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Recall that, in the real case, there are two normal forms: elliptic and hyperbolic. To
give them the form (

r 0
0 cr

)
,

we need c = 1 and c = −1, respectively. In the p-adic case, these two matrices are
equivalent by multiplication by a symplectic matrix if and only if p ≡ 1 mod 4: the list
for this case is the only one that does not contain −1.

Proposition 4.9. All choices of quadratic residue in Definition 1.1 (including the least
of all, which is used in the definition) lead to the same normal form in Theorem D, up to
multiplication by a symplectic matrix. That is, if c0, c

′
0 are two quadratic residues modulo

p then the normal forms corresponding to c0 and the normal forms corresponding to c′0
are equivalent by multiplication by a symplectic matrix. (The order of the forms, however,
may vary: for example, taking c′0 ≡ c30 mod p results in the new form with c = c′0p being
taken as the one which had previously c = c30p.)

Proof. By Theorem D, the normal forms of matrices in the first set are equivalent to one
and only one normal form in the second set, so the two sets are different representatives
of the same classes. □

5. General preparatory results for fields of characteristic different
from 2

In this section we prove some results which are not specific to the reals or the p-adics,
but which are needed to prove the p-adic matrix classification in dimension 4 and the real
classification in any dimension. They have to do with finding normal forms for 4-by-4
matrices in terms of their eigenvalues.

Proposition 5.1. Let F be a field of characteristic different from 2. Let Ω0 be the matrix
of the standard symplectic form on F 4. Let M ∈ M4(F ) be a symmetric matrix such that
the eigenvalues of Ω−1

0 M are of the form ±λ,±µ where λ, µ /∈ F but all of them are in
a degree 2 extension F [α] for some α. Then there are r, s ∈ F and a symplectic matrix
S ∈ M4(F ) such that STMS has the form of Theorem F(2) for c = α2.

Proof. The condition in the statement is equivalent to say that µ = λ̄ and both are in
F [α]. Let λ = s+ rα and µ = s− rα, for r, s ∈ F .

Let

N =


0 s 0 r
s 0 rα2 0
0 rα2 0 s
r 0 s 0

 ,

which is the matrix in Theorem F(2) for c = α2. The eigenvalues of

Ω−1
0 N =


−s 0 −rα2 0
0 s 0 r
−r 0 −s 0
0 rα2 0 s


are precisely ±s ± rα, that is, ±λ and ±µ, so we can apply Corollary 3.5. The matrix
Ψ2 has the form 

0 α 0 −α
1 0 1 0
0 1 0 1
α 0 −α 0
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with the values in the order (λ,−λ, λ̄,−λ̄) as needed by Corollary 3.5, and the resulting
matrix S is

S = Ψ1


d1 0 0 0
0 d2 0 0
0 0 d3 0
0 0 0 d4




0 1 0 1
α

1
α

0 1 0
0 1 0 − 1

α
− 1

α
0 1 0

 .

The condition (3.1) of Corollary 3.5 implies that

(5.1) d1d2 =
(0, 1, 0, α)Ω0(α, 0, 1, 0)

T

uTΩ0v
=

−2α

uTΩ0v

and

(5.2) d3d4 =
(0, 1, 0,−α)Ω0(−α, 0, 1, 0)T

ūTΩ0v̄
=

2α

ūTΩ0v̄
,

where u and v are the eigenvectors for λ and −λ respectively.
We also want S to have entries in F . Let c1, c2, c3, c4 be its columns, which should be

vectors in F 4: 

c1 =
d2v − d4v̄

α
;

c2 = d1u+ d3ū;

c3 = d2v + d4v̄;

c4 =
d1u− d3ū

α
.

These expressions imply that

2d1u = c2 + αc4, 2d3ū = c2 − αc4 = 2d1u⇒ d3 = d̄1

and

2d2v = c3 + αc1, 2d4v̄ = c3 − αc1 = 2d2v ⇒ d4 = d̄2.

Now we can take d1 and d2 arbitrary such that (5.1) holds, and (5.2) will hold automat-
ically because d3d4 = d1d2. □

In the real case, this is enough to complete the Weierstrass-Williamson classification in
all dimensions if the eigenvalues of Ω−1

0 M are pairwise distinct. Indeed, these eigenvalues
can be associated in pairs of the form {a,−a} or {ia,−ia} and quadruples of the form{

a+ ib, a− ib,−a+ ib,−a− ib
}
.

We can apply respectively Propositions 4.1, 4.6 (we already explained why this is always
possible) and 5.1, giving the hyperbolic, elliptic and focus-focus normal forms in Section
2.

In the p-adic case, such a classification is still not complete, even for 4-by-4 matrices.
The reason for this difference is that, if α /∈ R with α2 ∈ R, this means that α is
an imaginary number and R[α] = C, which is algebraically closed. But if α /∈ Qp

with α2 ∈ Qp, Qp[α] is not algebraically closed. So it is possible that λ2 /∈ Qp and
simultaneously λ /∈ Qp[λ

2].
To fix this issue, consider a degree four polynomial of the form t4 + At2 + B (at the

moment in an arbitrary field F ). Its roots are of the form λ,−λ, µ,−µ. If λ2 and µ2

are not in F , they are conjugate in some degree 2 extension, that is, λ2 = a + bα and
µ2 = a− bα for some α ∈ F [λ2]. In turn, if λ and µ are not in F [λ2], we have a hierarchy
of fields:
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F

F [α] = F [λ2] = F [µ2]

F [λ, µ]

2

2

There is an automorphism of F [λ, µ] that fixes F and moves α to −α (an extension of
the conjugation in F [α]). We will denote this as x 7→ x̄. λ̄ must be µ or −µ, without
loss of generality we suppose that it is µ. There is another automorphism of F [λ, µ] that
fixes F [α] and changes λ to −λ and µ to −µ, which we will denote as x 7→ x̂.

Proposition 5.2. Let F be a field with characteristic different from 2. Let F [α] be a
degree two extension of F and let F [γ, γ̄] be an extension of F [α] such that γ2 ∈ F [α].
Let Ω0 be the matrix of the standard symplectic form on F 4. Let t1, t2 ∈ F such that{

γ2 = t1 + t2α;

γ̄2 = t1 − t2α.

Let M ∈ M4(F ) be a symmetric matrix such that the eigenvalues of Ω−1
0 M are of the

form ±λ,±µ with
λ = (r + sα)γ

and
µ = (r − sα)γ̄,

for r, s ∈ F . Let a, b ∈ F . Let u be the eigenvector of λ. Then, there is a symplectic
matrix S ∈ M4(F ) such that STMS has the form of Theorem F(3) with c = α2 if and
only if

aαγ(b+ α)

uTΩ0û
∈ DSq(F [α],−γ2).

Proof. Let N be the matrix

aα2(r − bs)

α2 − b2
0

sα2 − rb

α2 − b2
0

0
−r(t1 + bt2)− s(bt1 + α2t2)

a
0 −r(bt1 + α2t2)− sα2(t1 + bt2)

sα2 − rb

α2 − b2
0

r − bs

a(α2 − b2)
0

0 −r(bt1 + α2t2)− sα2(t1 + bt2) 0 aα2(−r(t1 + bt2)− s(bt1 + α2t2))


.

We have that Ω−1
0 N is equal to

0
r(t1 + bt2) + s(bt1 + α2t2)

a
0 r(bt1 + α2t2) + sα2(t1 + bt2)

aα2(r − bs)

α2 − b2
0

sα2 − br

α2 − b2
0

0 r(bt1 + α2t2) + sα2(t1 + bt2) 0 aα2(r(t1 + bt2) + s(bt1 + α2t2))

sα2 − br

α2 − b2
0

r − bs

a(α2 − b2)
0
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which has as set of eigenvalues{
± (r + sα)γ,±(r − sα)γ̄

}
=
{
λ,−λ, µ,−µ

}
,

and the condition of Corollary 3.5 is satisfied. The matrix

Ψ2 =


(b+ α)γ −(b+ α)γ (b− α)γ̄ −(b− α)γ̄
aα aα −aα −aα

aαγ(b+ α) −aαγ(b+ α) −aαγ̄(b− α) aαγ̄(b− α)
1 1 1 1


and the columns of Ψ1 are the eigenvectors of λ,−λ, µ and −µ in that order, which means
that they are of the form u, û, ū and ˆ̄u. Let c1, c2, c3 and c4 be the columns of S, which
we want to be in F . We have that Ψ2S = Ψ1D, that is,

Ψ2

(
c1 c2 c3 c4

)
=
(
u û ū ˆ̄u

)
d1 0 0 0
0 d2 0 0
0 0 d3 0
0 0 0 d4

 =
(
d1u d2û d3ū d4 ˆ̄u

)
which expands to

d1u = (b+ α)γc1 + aαc2 + aαγ(b+ α)c3 + c4;

d2û = −(b+ α)γc1 + aαc2 − aαγ(b+ α)c3 + c4;

d3ū = (b− α)γ̄c1 − aαc2 − aαγ̄(b− α)c3 + c4;

d4 ˆ̄u = −(b− α)γ̄c1 − aαc2 + aαγ̄(b− α)c3 + c4;

that is
d2û = d̂1u⇒ d2 = d̂1;

d3ū = d1u⇒ d3 = d̄1;

d4 ˆ̄u = d̂3ū⇒ d4 = d̂3 =
ˆ̄d1.

It only remains to apply the condition about D in Corollary 3.5. The result is

d1d2 = d1d̂1 =
4aαγ(b+ α)

uTΩ0û
;

d3d4 = d̄1
ˆ̄d1 =

−4aαγ̄(b− α)

ūTΩ0 ˆ̄u
.

Obviously, both conditions are equivalent. Putting d1 = 2(z1 + z2γ) with z1, z2 ∈ F [α],
the first condition becomes

z21 − z22γ
2 =

aαγ(b+ α)

uTΩ0û

so this must be in DSq(F [α],−γ2). □

Proposition 5.2 reduces the problem of classifying this type of matrices to classifying
(adequate) degree 4 extensions of F . In our case F = Qp.
The values of α2 are given by

Q∗
p/ Sq(Q∗

p),

because two values whose quotient is a square are equivalent. The squares in Qp are
the numbers with even order and with a leading digit in Sq(Fp), so the quotient is
{1, c0, p, c0p}, except if p = 2, where squares have even order and end in 001, and the
quotient is {1,−1, 2,−2, 3,−3, 6,−6}. The possible values of α2 are all except 1 (because
α /∈ Qp). In each case, to find the normal form of M we still need to know γ, a and b.
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In turn, the values of γ are given by the quotient

Qp[α]
∗/ Sq(Qp[α]

∗).

So we need to determine which numbers are squares in Qp[α].

Lemma 5.3. Let F be a field with characteristic different from 2. Let F [α] be a degree
2 extension of F . Let a, b ∈ F . Then a+ bα is a square in F [α] if and only if a2 − b2α2

is a square in F and one of the numbers

a±
√
a2 − b2α2

2

is also a square in F .

Proof. Suppose that a + bα = (r + sα)2. Then also a − bα = (r − sα)2, multiplying
a2 − b2α2 = (r2 − s2α2)2, and finally

a±
√
a2 − b2α2

2
=
r2 + s2α2 + r2 − s2α2

2
= r2.

Reciprocally, if both numbers are squares, they give r and s such that a+ bα = (r+sα)2:
we get r from the previous formula, and then s from b = 2rs. □

By Proposition 5.2, for fixed values of α and γ, two normal forms for (a, b) and (a′, b′)
are equivalent if and only if the quotient between a(b+α) and a′(b′ +α) is an element of
DSq(Qp[α],−γ2). Hence, the normal forms for fixed α and γ are given by the classes in

Qp[α]
∗/DSq(Qp[α],−γ2),

or equivalently in

(Qp[α]
∗/ Sq(Qp[α]

∗))/DSq(Qp[α],−γ2).
That is, we have reduced the problem of determining subgroups of Qp[α] to determining
the subgroup

DSq(Qp[α],−γ2),
which is easier because this is a subgroup of a finite group (and in all cases of interest,
isomorphic to Fn

2 for some n).

6. p-adic matrix classification in dimension 4

We will now provide the p-adic classification of 4-by-4 matrices. Some cases are a
consequence of the previous results: the characteristic polynomial of Ω−1

0 M has the form

At4 +Bt2 + C

and the roots are λ, −λ, µ and −µ. If λ2 is in Qp, then µ
2 is also in Qp. If λ ̸= µ, we

can multiply M by a symplectic matrix to separate it into two components, one with
the eigenvalues λ and −λ, and the other with µ and −µ, and apply to each component
Theorem D. In the real case this results in three rank 0 normal forms: elliptic-elliptic,
elliptic-hyperbolic and hyperbolic-hyperbolic. In the p-adic case, we have to combine
analogously the normal forms for dimension 2, getting a total of

(
8
2

)
= 28 forms for p ≡ 1

mod 4,
(
6
2

)
= 15 for p ≡ 3 mod 4, and

(
12
2

)
= 66 for p = 2.

The other case is when λ2 /∈ Qp. In this case, λ2 and µ2 are conjugate roots in a degree

two extension L of Qp. If λ
2 is a square in L, that is, λ ∈ L, we have µ2 = λ2 and µ = λ̄

is also in L. We will now see that, in this case, the necessary condition of having the
same eigenvalues is also sufficient to be linearly symplectomorphic.
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6.1. Case p ̸= 2. We start with the case p ≡ 1 mod 4. This subdivides in three cases,
depending on whether α2 is c0, p or c0p. The following result gives a characterization of
the squares in Qp[α] in each case.

Proposition 6.1. Let p be a prime number such that p ≡ 1 mod 4. Let c0 be a quadratic
non-residue modulo p. Then the following statements hold.

(1) Sq(Qp[
√
c0]

∗) = {a+ b
√
c0 : a, b ∈ Qp, ordp(a) ⩽ ordp(b), ordp(a) ≡ 0 mod 2, a2 −

b2c0 ∈ Sq(Q∗
p)}.

(2) Sq(Qp[
√
p]∗) = {a+ b

√
p : a, b ∈ Qp, ordp(a) ⩽ ordp(b), digit0(a) ∈ Sq(F∗

p)}.
(3) Sq(Qp[

√
c0p]

∗) = {a+b√c0p : a, b ∈ Qp, ordp(a) ⩽ ordp(b), ordp(a) ≡ 0 mod 2, digit0(a) ∈
Sq(F∗

p)}∪{a+b√c0p : ordp(a) ⩽ ordp(b), ordp(a) ̸≡ 0 mod 2, digit0(a) /∈ Sq(F∗
p)}.

Proof. (1) Suppose that a+ b
√
c0 is a square in Qp. By Lemma 5.3,

a2 − b2c0 = (r2 − s2c0)
2

for some r, s ∈ Qp. In particular, a2 − b2c0 is a square in Qp. If ord(a) was higher
than ord(b), that would make

digit0(a
2 − b2c0) = digit0(−b2c0) /∈ Sq(F∗

p).

So ord(a) ⩽ ord(b). We also have that a = r2 + s2c0, and by Proposition 4.7(2),
ord(a) is even.

Suppose now that a and b satisfy the three conditions. Then the first condition
in Lemma 5.3 is satisfied. Let t1 and t2 be the two candidates for r2. Note that
t1t2 = b2c0/4.
The leading terms cannot cancel simultaneously in a +

√
a2 − b2c0 and a −√

a2 − b2c0. Without loss of generality, suppose that t1 has no cancellation. Then
ord(t1) = ord(a), which is even, and ord(t2) = ord(b2c0/4t1) is also even. But
their product t1t2 = b2c0/4 is a non-square, hence one of t1 and t2 is a square
(because the product of two even-order non-squares is a square).

(2) Suppose that a+ b
√
p is a square in Qp. By Lemma 5.3,

a2 − b2p = (r2 − s2p)2

for some r, s ∈ Qp. This implies that ord(a2 − b2p) is even, so ord(a) ⩽ ord(b).
Here a = r2 + s2p, so by Proposition 4.7(3), digit0(a) ∈ Sq(F∗

p).

Reciprocally, if a and b satisfy the conditions, a2− b2p is a square because a2 is.
t1 = (a +

√
a2 − b2p)/2 has the same order and leading digit than a, so if a is a

square, t1 is also a square. Otherwise, a is p times a square and the same applies
to t1, and t2 = b2p/4t1 is a square.

(3) Suppose that a+ b
√
c0p is a square in Qp. By Lemma 5.3,

a2 − b2c0p = (r2 − s2c0p)
2

for some r, s ∈ Qp. This implies that ord(a2 − b2c0p) is even, so ord(a) ⩽ ord(b).
Now we have a = r2 + s2c0p, which by Proposition 4.7(4) implies that either the
order of a is even and its leading digit is square, or the order is odd and the
leading digit is non-square.

Reciprocally, if a and b satisfy the conditions, a2 − b2c0p is a square because a2

is. In the first case

t1 =
a+

√
a2 − b2c0p

2
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is a square. In the second case, a is p times an even order non-square, t1 is the
same, and

t2 =
b2c0p

4t1
is a square. □

Corollary 6.2. Let p be a prime number such that p ≡ 1 mod 4. Let c0 be a quadratic
non-residue modulo p. Then the following statements hold.

(1) Qp[
√
c0]

∗/ Sq(Qp[
√
c0]

∗) = {1, p,√c0, p
√
c0}.

(2) Qp[
√
p]∗/ Sq(Qp[

√
p]∗) = {1, c0,

√
p, c0

√
p}.

(3) Qp[
√
c0p]

∗/ Sq(Qp[
√
c0p]

∗) = {1, c0,
√
c0p, c0

√
c0p}.

Proof. (1) Given an element a + b
√
c0 in Qp[

√
c0]

∗, if ord(a) > ord(b) or they are
equal and a2 − b2c0 is not a square, we multiply it by

√
c0. This guarantees that

ord(a) ⩽ ord(b) and a2 − b2c0 is a square, because
√
c0(a+ b

√
c0) = a

√
c0 + bc0

and
b2c20 − a2c0 = c0(a

2 − b2c0)

so if a2 − b2c0 was non-square, it is now square. Hence, if the order of a is odd,
we multiply the element by p, and we obtain a square.

(2) Given an element a+ b
√
p in Qp[

√
p]∗, if ord(a) > ord(b), we multiply it by

√
p, so

that it has ord(a) ⩽ ord(b). Now, multiplying it by c0 if needed, we ensure that
digit0(a) is a square.

(3) Given an element a + b
√
c0p in Qp[

√
c0p]

∗, if ord(a) > ord(b), we multiply it by√
c0p, so that it has ord(a) ⩽ ord(b). Now, multiplying it by c0 if needed, we

ensure that digit0(a) is a square or a non-square, depending on the order. □

The element γ is the square root of an element in this set, but different from 1, which
would lead to the case of Proposition 5.1. So there are three possible γ’s for each α. Also,
note that γ2 always is in Qp or α times an element of Qp: this means that γ̄2 is γ2 or
−γ2, that is, γ̄ is γ or iγ. In any case, γ̄ ∈ Qp[γ] (here it is important that p ≡ 1 mod 4
so that i ∈ Qp), or in other words, the extension Qp[γ, γ̄] is the same as Qp[γ], which is
different for each γ.

The next step is to determine

DSq(Qp[α],−γ2),
or equivalently

DSq(Qp[α], γ
2),

because −1 is a square. This consists of seeing which classes of Qp[α]
∗ modulo a square

are attainable by elements of the form x2 + γ2 for different x. Once this is done, the
quotient of Qp[α]

∗/ Sq(Qp[α]
∗) by this subgroup will give us the necessary a and b. The

computations are shown in Table 6.
Now we make the analogous treatment with p ≡ 3 mod 4. The values of α are the

same as in the previous case, but now we can take c0 = −1 to simplify the formulas, so
we have α = i,

√
p or i

√
p.

Proposition 6.3. Let p be a prime number such that p ≡ 3 mod 4. Then the following
statements hold.

(1) Sq(Qp[i]
∗) = {a + ib : a, b ∈ Qp,min{ordp(a), ordp(b)} ≡ 0 mod 2, a2 + b2 ∈

Sq(Q∗
p)}.
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α2 all classes γ2 attainable classes a b a(b+ α) [a(b+ α)]
c0 1, p,

√
c0, p

√
c0 p 1, p 1 0

√
c0

√
c0

p 1/p 1 + p
√
c0 1√

c0 1,
√
c0 1 0

√
c0

√
c0

p 0 p
√
c0 p

√
c0

p
√
c0 1, p

√
c0 1 0

√
c0

√
c0

p 0 p
√
c0 p

√
c0

p 1, c0,
√
p, c0

√
p c0 1, c0 1 0

√
p

√
p

1 1 1 +
√
p 1√

p 1,
√
p 1 0

√
p

√
p

c0 0 c0
√
p c0

√
p

c0
√
p 1, c0

√
p 1 0

√
p

√
p

c0 0 c0
√
p c0

√
p

c0p 1, c0,
√
c0p, c0

√
c0p c0 1, c0 1 0

√
c0p

√
c0p

1 1 1 +
√
c0p 1√

c0p 1,
√
c0p 1 0

√
c0p

√
c0p

c0 0 c0
√
c0p c0

√
c0p

c0
√
c0p 1, c0

√
c0p 1 0

√
c0p

√
c0p

c0 0 c0
√
c0p c0

√
c0p

Table 6. Values of a and b for Proposition 5.2 with F = Qp, p ≡ 1 mod 4.
The second column shows the classes of Qp[α] modulo a square, the fourth
shows the classes attainable as x2 + γ2, the fifth and sixth show values of
a and b, the seventh shows the resulting a(b+ α), and the eighth shows its
class. These classes, multiplied by the “attainable classes”, should cover the
set of “all classes”. (It is interesting that the attainable classes are always
1 and γ2. This may have to do with the field being non-archimedean.)

(2) Sq(Qp[
√
p]∗) = {a+ b

√
p : a, b ∈ Qp, ordp(a) ⩽ ordp(b), digit0(a) ∈ Sq(F∗

p)}.
(3) Sq(Qp[i

√
p]∗) = {a+ib

√
p : a, b ∈ Qp, ordp(a) ⩽ ordp(b), ordp(a) ≡ 0 mod 2, digit0(a) ∈

Sq(F∗
p)} ∪ {a+ ib

√
p : ordp(a) ⩽ ordp(b), ordp(a) ̸≡ 0 mod 2, digit0(a) /∈ Sq(F∗

p)}.

Proof. Parts (2) and (3) have the same proof as the corresponding parts of Proposition
6.1, so we focus on part (1).

Suppose that a + ib is a square. By Lemma 5.3 a2 + b2 = (r2 + s2)2 for r, s ∈ Qp.
In particular, a2 + b2 is a square. By Proposition 4.7(1), r2 + s2 has even order, so
4 | ord(a2 + b2). As p ≡ 3 mod 4, we cannot have a cancellation in a2 + b2, so

ord(a2 + b2) = min
{
ord(a2), ord(b2)

}
= 2min

{
ord(a), ord(b)

}
.

As this is a multiple of 4, min{ord(a), ord(b)} is even.
Now suppose that a and b satisfy the conditions. We have the first condition in Lemma

5.3. To check the second, let t1 and t2 be the two candidates for r2 and suppose, without
loss of generality, that t1 = (a+

√
a2 + b2)/2 does not cancel the leading terms. Then

ord(
√
a2 + b2) = min

{
ord(a), ord(b)

}
is even. The order of a is either higher than this (if b has lower order) or the same, and
in any case ord(t1) is even. t2 = −b2/4t1 has also even order, and their product −b2/4 is
not a square (because p ≡ 3 mod 4). This implies that either t1 or t2 is a square. □

Corollary 6.4. Let p be a prime number such that p ≡ 3 mod 4. Let a0, b0 ∈ Zp such
that a20 + b20 ≡ −1 mod p. (This pair exists by Proposition 4.7(1).) Then the following
statements hold.
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α2 all classes γ2 attainable classes a b a(b+ α) [a(b+ α)]
−1 1, p, a0 + ib0, p(a0 + ib0) p 1, p 1 0 i 1

b0 a0/b0 a0 + ib0 a0 + ib0
a0 + ib0 1, a0 + ib0 1 0 i 1

p 0 ip p
p(a0 + ib0) 1, p(a0 + ib0) 1 0 i 1

p 0 ip p
p 1,−1,

√
p,−√

p −1 1,−1 1 0
√
p

√
p

1 1 1 +
√
p 1√

p 1,−√
p 1 0

√
p

√
p

−1 0 −√
p −√

p
−p 1,−1, i

√
p,−i

√
p −1 1,−1 1 0 i

√
p i

√
p

1 1 1 + i
√
p 1

i
√
p 1,−i

√
p 1 0 i

√
p i

√
p

−1 0 −i
√
p −i

√
p

Table 7. Values of a and b for Proposition 5.2 with F = Qp, p ≡ 3 mod 4.
The second column shows the classes of Qp[α] modulo a square, the fourth
shows the classes attainable as x2 − γ2, the fifth and sixth show values of
a and b, the seventh shows the resulting a(b+ α), and the eighth shows its
class.

(1) Qp[i]
∗/ Sq(Qp[i]

∗) = {1, p, a0 + ib0, p(a0 + ib0)}.
(2) Qp[

√
p]∗/ Sq(Qp[

√
p]∗) = {1,−1,

√
p,−√

p}.
(3) Qp[i

√
p]∗/ Sq(Qp[i

√
p]∗) = {1,−1, i

√
p,−i

√
p}.

Proof. Again, parts (2) and (3) are similar to the corresponding ones in Corollary 6.2, so
we focus on part (1).

Given a number in the form a+ ib, we first ensure that a2 + b2 is a square multiplying
by a0 + ib0 if needed (this changes a2 + b2 mod p to the opposite). Then we have to
ensure that min{ord(a), ord(b)} is even, multiplying by p if needed, and we have a square
because multiplying by p multiplies a2 + b2 by p2 and it will still be a square. □

Now we have determined the possible γ’s. In this case, it is not always true that
γ̄ ∈ Qp[γ]:

• If γ2 = −1 or p, then γ̄ = γ.
• If γ2 = a0+ib0 or p(a0+ib0), the product γ

2γ̄2 is a20+b
2
0 or p

2(a20+b
2
0) respectively.

But a20 + b20 ≡ −1 mod p implies that −γ2γ̄2 is a square in Qp, so γγ̄ is i times
an element of Qp, and in this case we also have γ̄ ∈ Qp[γ].

• Otherwise, γ̄ = −γ, which is a different class.

Hence, the five cases p, −1, a0 + ib0 and p(a0 + ib0) give different extensions Qp[γ, γ̄] and
the other four cases give only two extensions, one for ±√

p and the other for ±i
√
p.

The next step is to determine DSq(Qp[α],−γ2) for each possible α and γ, and make
the quotients. The computation is in Table 7.

6.2. Case p = 2. It only remains to make the analysis for p = 2. This case is different
from the rest because we now have seven values of α2 instead of three: −1, 2,−2, 3,−3, 6
and −6.

Lemma 6.5. Let k, ℓ ∈ N with k ⩾ ℓ. Let a, b, r ∈ Z2 such that ord2(2r − a) = ℓ. Then
we have that

a±
√
a2 − b2α2

2
≡ r mod 2k
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if and only if (
b

2

)2

α2 ≡ r(a− r) mod 2k+ℓ.

Proof. The first equation is equivalent to a±
√
a2 − b2α2 ≡ 2r mod 2k+1, which itself is

equivalent to

±
√
a2 − b2α2

2ℓ
≡ 2r − a

2ℓ
mod 2k+1−ℓ.

Since the right-hand side is odd, this is equivalent to all the following identities:

a2 − b2α2

22ℓ
≡ (2r − a)2

22ℓ
mod 2k+2−ℓ ⇔

a2 − b2α2 ≡ (2r − a)2 mod 2k+ℓ+2 ⇔
−b2α2 ≡ 4r2 − 4ra mod 2k+ℓ+2 ⇔(

b

2

)2

α2 ≡ r(a− r) mod 2k+ℓ,

as we wanted. □

Proposition 6.6. The following statements hold.

(1) Sq(Q2[i]
∗) = {a+ ib : a, b ∈ Qp, ord2(b)− ord2(a) ⩾ 2, ord2(a) ≡ 0 mod 2, b/4a+

digit1(a) + digit2(a) ≡ 0 mod 2} ∪ {a + ib : a, b ∈ Qp, ord2(a) − ord2(b) ⩾
2, ord2(b) ≡ 1 mod 2, a/4b+ digit1(b) + digit2(b) ≡ 0 mod 2}.

(2) Sq(Q2[
√
2]∗) = {a + b

√
2 : a, b ∈ Qp, ord2(b) − ord2(a) ⩾ 1, digit2(a) = 0, b/2a +

digit1(a) ≡ 0 mod 2}.
(3) Sq(Q2[i

√
2]∗) = {a+ib

√
2 : a, b ∈ Qp, ord2(b)−ord2(a) ⩾ 1, digit1(a) = digit2(a), b/2a+

ord2(a) + digit1(a) ≡ 0 mod 2}.
(4) Sq(Q2[

√
3]∗) = {a+b

√
3 : a, b ∈ Qp, ord2(b)−ord2(a) ⩾ 2, ord2(a) ≡ 0 mod 2, b/4a+

digit2(a) ≡ 0 mod 2} ∪ {a + b
√
3 : a, b ∈ Qp, ord2(a) − ord2(b) = 1, ord2(a) ≡ 0

mod 2, digit1(a) + digit1(b) + digit2(b) ≡ 0 mod 2}.
(5) Sq(Q2[i

√
3]∗) = {a + ib

√
3 : a, b ∈ Qp, ord2(b) − ord2(a) ⩾ 2, ord2(a) ≡ 0

mod 2, digit1(a) = 0} ∪ {a + ib
√
3 : a, b ∈ Qp, ord2(a) = ord2(b), ord2(a) ≡ 1

mod 2, digit1(a) = 1, a2 + 3b2 ∈ Sq(Q∗
2)}.

(6) Sq(Q2[
√
6]∗) = {a + b

√
6 : a, b ∈ Qp, ord2(b) − ord2(a) ⩾ 1, ord2(a) + digit1(a) +

digit2(a) ≡ 0 mod 2, b/2a+ digit2(a) ≡ 0 mod 2}.
(7) Sq(Q2[i

√
6]∗) = {a+ib

√
6 : a, b ∈ Qp, ord2(b)−ord2(a) ⩾ 1, ord2(a)+digit2(a) ≡ 0

mod 2, b/2a+ digit1(a) ≡ 0 mod 2}.

Proof. The first condition in Lemma 5.3 implies that a2 −α2b2 is a square, so it has even
order and ends in 001. This depends on α2 ∈ {−1, 2,−2, 3,−3, 6,−6} as well as in the
difference ord2(b)− ord2(a), in the way described in Table 5 (where c = −α2). The valid
values are as follows:

(i) α2 is odd and ord2(b) − ord2(a) ⩾ 2. Then
√
a2 − b2α2 has the same order than

a, and without loss of generality we suppose that digit1(
√
a2 − b2α2) = digit1(a)

(otherwise choose the other square root).
We have that t1 or t2 is a square, so it has even order, and t1t2 = b2α2/4, which

has even order, so both t1 and t2 have even order. But, as ord2(
√
a2 − b2α2) =

ord2(a) and digit1(
√
a2 − b2α2) = digit1(a),

ord2(2t1) = ord2(a+
√
a2 − b2α2) = ord2(a) + 1
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which implies ord2(t1) = ord2(a). As this is even, a has even order.
To simplify the computation, we divide a and b by some power of 4 so that

ord2(a) = 0. (Obviously, dividing by 4 does not affect being a square.) Now
ord2(t1) = 0.

If t1 is a square, it must be 1 modulo 8. By Lemma 6.5, using that in this case
ord2(2− a) = 0, this is equivalent to(

b

2

)2

α2 ≡ a− 1 mod 8.

If ord2(b) = 2, this implies 4α2 ≡ a−1 mod 8, and, using that α is odd, 4 ≡ a−1
mod 8, so a ≡ 5 mod 8. Otherwise, ord2(b) ⩾ 3 and a ≡ 1 mod 8. In any case,
t1 is square if and only if digit1(a) = 0 and b/4a+ digit2(a) is even.
If t2 is a square, as t2 = b2α2/4t1, α

2/t1 is also a square and has order 0, so it
must be 1 modulo 8 and t1 ≡ α2 mod 8. Now ord2(2α

2 − a) = 0 again, so this is
equivalent to (

b

2

)2

α2 ≡ α2(a− α2) mod 8,

that is (
b

2

)2

≡ a− α2 mod 8.

The left-hand side is equivalent to 4 modulo 8 if ord2(b) = 2 and 0 otherwise. If
α2 = −1, amust be 3 or 7 respectively, so digit1(a) = 1 and b/4a+digit2(a) is odd.
If α2 = 3, a is 7 or 3 respectively, so digit1(a) = 1 and b/4a + digit2(a) is even.
Finally, if α2 = −3, a is 5 or 1 respectively, digit1(a) = 0 and b/4a + digit2(a) is
odd. Putting this together with the results for t1, we obtain the first set in the
cases (1), (4) and (5).

(ii) α2 = −1 and ord2(b) − ord2(a) ⩽ −2. Now a2 + b2 has the order of b2, and
a ±

√
a2 + b2 has the same order as b, so ord2(t1) = ord2(t2) = ord2(b) − 1 and

ord2(b) is odd. By dividing a and b by a power of 4, we assume that ord2(b) = 1
and ord2(t1) = ord2(t2) = 0.

If ti is square, ti ≡ 1 mod 8. Now ord2(2− a) = 1 (because a is multiple of 4)
and Lemma 6.5 implies that this is equivalent to(

b

2

)2

≡ 1− a mod 16.

The left-hand side is 1 if digit3(b
2) is 0, that is, if digit1(b) + digit2(b) is even,

and 9 otherwise, so a is 0 or 8 modulo 16, respectively. Putting this together, we
obtain the second set in case (1).

(iii) α2 = 3 and ord2(b)−ord2(a) = −1. a2−3b2 has the order of b2, and a±
√
a2 − 3b2

has the order of b, so again ord2(t1) = ord2(t2) = ord2(b)− 1 and ord2(b) is odd.
By dividing a and b by a power of 4, we assume that ord2(b) = 1, ord2(a) = 2 and
ord2(t1) = ord2(t2) = 0.
If ti is square, ti ≡ 1 mod 8. Now ord2(2− a) = 1 again, and this is equivalent

to

3

(
b

2

)2

≡ a− 1 mod 16.
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The left-hand side is 3 if digit3(b
2) is 0, that is, if digit1(b)+digit2(b) is even, and

11 otherwise, so a is 4 or 12 modulo 16, respectively. Putting this together, we
obtain the second set in case (4).

(iv) α2 = −3 and ord2(b) = ord2(a). In this case ord2(
√
a2 + 3b2) = ord2(a) + 1 and

ord2(t1) = ord2(t2) = ord2(a) − 1, so ord2(a) is odd. By dividing a and b by a
power of 4, we assume that ord2(a) = ord2(b) = 1 and ord2(t1) = ord2(t2) = 0.
If ti is square, ti ≡ 1 mod 8. In this case, as ord2(a) = 1, ord2(2−a) is at least

2, and

3

(
b

2

)2

≡ 1− a mod 32.

The left-hand side is 3, 27, 11 or 19 if b is ±2, ±6, ±10 or ±14 modulo 32 respec-
tively, so a is 30, 6, 22 or 14 modulo 32. These are exactly the cases where a2+3b2

is a square and digit1(a) = 1 (the opposite remainder modulo 32 for a also makes
a2 +3b2 a square, but has digit1(a) = 0). So we obtain the second set in case (5).

(v) α2 is even and ord2(b) − ord2(a) ⩾ 1.
√
a2 − b2α2 has the same order than a,

and without loss of generality we suppose that digit1(
√
a2 − b2α2) = digit1(a)

(otherwise choose the other square root).
We have that t1t2 = b2α2/4, which has odd order, so one of t1 and t2 has

even order and the other has odd order. But, as ord2(
√
a2 − b2α2) = ord2(a) and

digit1(
√
a2 − b2α2) = digit1(a),

ord2(2t1) = ord2(a+
√
a2 − b2α2) = ord2(a) + 1

which implies ord2(t1) = ord2(a). That is, if a has even order t1 is a square and
otherwise t2 is a square.

To simplify the computation, we divide a and b by some power of 4 so that
ord2(a) is 0 or 1.

If t1 is a square, then ord2(a) = ord2(t1) = 0, so t1 ≡ 1 mod 8, and ord2(2−a) =
0, so (

b

2

)2

α2 ≡ a− 1 mod 8.

If ord2(b) = 1, this implies α2 ≡ a − 1 mod 8: for α2 = 2 or −6, a ≡ 3 mod 8,
and otherwise a ≡ 7 mod 8. If ord2(b) ⩾ 2, as α is even, we get a ≡ 1 mod 8.
In any case, t1 is square if and only if digit2(a) = 0 and b/2a + digit1(a) is even,
if α2 = 2 or −6, or digit1(a) = digit2(a) and b/2a+ digit1(a) is even, otherwise.
If t2 is a square, then ord2(a) = ord2(t1) = 1, t2 = b2α2/4t1, α

2/t1 is also a
square and has order 0, so it must be 1 modulo 8 and t1 ≡ α2 mod 16. Now
ord2(2α

2 − a) = 1, so(
b

2

)2

α2 ≡ α2(a− α2) mod 32,

that is, (
b

2

)2

≡ a− α2 mod 16.

The left-hand side is equivalent to 4 modulo 16 if ord2(b) = 2 and 0 otherwise.
If α2 = 2, a must be 6 or 2 respectively, so digit2(a) = 0 and b/2a + digit1(a) is
even. If α2 = −2, a must be 2 or 14 respectively, so digit1(a) = digit2(a) and
b/2a+digit1(a) is odd. If α

2 = 6, a is 10 or 6 respectively, so digit1(a) ̸= digit2(a)
and b/2a + digit2(a) is even. Finally, if α2 = −6, a is 14 or 10 respectively,
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digit2(a) = 1 and b/2a + digit1(a) is even. Putting this together with the results
for t1, we obtain the result for the cases (2), (3), (6) and (7). □

Now we need the analogous result to Corollaries 6.2 and 6.4. As it turns out, the
quotient group has now 16 elements, instead of 4 like for the other primes, so it will be
given as the list of generators. The notation G = ⟨g1, . . . , gn⟩ means that G is generated
by the elements g1, . . . , gn ∈ G. For example, the group {1, c0, p, c0p} can be described
as ⟨c0, p⟩.

Corollary 6.7. The following statements hold.

(1) Q2[i]
∗/ Sq(Q2[i]

∗) = ⟨2, 3, 1 + i, 1 + 2i⟩.
(2) Q2[

√
3]∗/ Sq(Q2[

√
3]∗) = ⟨−1, 2,

√
3, 1 +

√
3⟩.

(3) Q2[i
√
3]∗/ Sq(Q2[i

√
3]∗) = ⟨−1, 2, i

√
3, 1 + 2i

√
3⟩.

(4) Q2[α]
∗/ Sq(Q2[α]

∗) = ⟨−1, 3, α, 1 + α⟩, for α2 ∈ {2,−2, 6,−6}.

Proof. In all cases, the quotient can be computed, as with other primes, by starting with
an arbitrary number in Qp[α] and proving that it can be multiplied by some generators
to make it a square.

(1) First we ensure that ord2(a) ̸= ord2(b) multiplying by 1 + i if needed. Then we
ensure that the orders are not consecutive, multiplying by 1+ 2i if they are (such
operation will increment the highest order). Then we ensure that the order of a is
even, if ord2(a) < ord2(b), and that the order of b is odd, otherwise, multiplying
by 2 if needed. Finally, we ensure the condition on the digits of a or b, multiplying
by 3 if needed (in general, multiplying a 2-adic number x by 3 preserves digit2(x)
and inverts digit1(x)).

(2) First we ensure that ord2(a) ̸= ord2(b) multiplying by 1+
√
3 if needed. Then we

ensure that the difference ord2(b)−ord2(a) is correct (−1 or at least 2), multiplying
by

√
3 if needed (this inverts the difference). Then we multiply by 2 if needed

so that the order of a is even. Finally, we ensure the condition on digits by
multiplying by −1: both conditions involve an odd number of digits, so they will
invert on multiplication by −1.

(3) This will be split in two cases.
(a) If ord2(a) = ord2(b), we first make digit2(a

2+3b2) = 0 multiplying by 1+2i
√
3:

(1 + 2i
√
3)(a+ bi

√
3) = a− 6b+ (b+ 2a)

√
3

and

(a− 6b)2 + 3(b+ 2a)2 = 13(a2 + 3b2).

As 13 ≡ 5 mod 8, this inverts digit2(a
2 + 3b2). Now we make digit1(a

2 +
3b2) = 0 multiplying by i

√
3, which will analogously multiply a2 + 3b2 by 3.

So now a2 + 3b2 is a square. Next we multiply by 2 to make the order odd,
and by −1 to make digit1(a) = 1, all without affecting a2 + 3b2.

(b) If ord2(a) ̸= ord2(b), we first make ord2(a) < ord2(b) multiplying by i
√
3 if

needed, then ord2(b) − ord2(a) ⩾ 2 multiplying by 1 + 2i
√
3, then by 2 to

make ord2(a) even, and finally by −1 to make digit1(a) = 0.
(4) First we ensure ord2(b) ⩾ ord2(a) multiplying by α and then ord2(b) > ord2(a)

multiplying by 1 + α. In each of the four cases, there are two conditions left,
both related to digit1(a) and digit2(a). We set digit2(a) to the required value,
multiplying by −1 if needed, and finally digit1(a), multiplying by 3. □
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A depiction of the 16 classes can be found at Figure 7 for α2 = −1, at Figure 8 for
α2 = 2, at Figure 9 for α2 = −2, at Figure 10 for α2 = 3, at Figure 11 for α2 = −3, at
Figure 12 for α2 = 6, and at Figure 13 for α2 = −6.
Now we have to compute which of the classes are “paired” in the sense of being the

classes of γ2 and γ̄2, so that they give the same extension Qp[γ, γ̄]. In general, if γ =
t1 + t2α,

γ2γ̄2 = (t1 + t2α)(t1 − t2α) = t21 − t22α
2

which is always in Q2, so two paired classes differ in a factor in Q2. In the last column
of Tables 8 to 14 we give the pair of each class. After identifying the paired classes, if
α2 ∈ {−1,−2, 3, 6}, 9 classes remain (not counting 1), and if α2 ∈ {2,−3,−6}, 11 classes
remain.

The next step in order to achieve the classification is to compute the classes of

DSq(Q2[α],−γ2)
for each possible α and γ. For the other primes this meant three different α’s and two
or three γ’s for each one, but here we need seven α’s and nine or eleven γ’s for each one.
To simplify what would otherwise be a very long and error-prone computation, we will
now use the Hilbert symbol for Q2[α].

Lemma 6.8. The Hilbert symbol (a, b)F in any field F (concretely F = Q2[α]) has the
following properties:

(1) (1, u)F = (u,−u)F = 1 for any u.
(2) (u, v)F = (v, u)F .
(3) (u, v)F = 1 if and only if v ∈ DSq(F,−u).
(4) (u, v1v2)F = (u, v1)F (u, v2)F .

We define a subset

Sα ⊂ (Q2[α]
∗/ Sq(Q2[α]

∗))2

for different values of α: Si is defined in Table 8, S√
2 in Table 9, Si

√
2 in Table 10, S√

3

in Table 11, Si
√
3 in Table 12, S√

6 in Table 13, and S√
−6 in Table 14.

Lemma 6.9. Let F = Q2[α] be a degree 2 extension of Q2. If (u, v)F = 1 for all
(u, v) ∈ Sα and there exists (u, v) ∈ (Q2[α]

∗)2 such that (u, v)F = −1, then (u, v)F = −1
for all (u, v) /∈ Sα.

Proof. In all cases, the set {v : (u, v) ∈ Sα} for a fixed u ̸= 1 is a multiplicative subgroup
of the quotient Q2[α]

∗/ Sq(Q2[α]
∗) with eight elements. If all them have (u, v)F = 1 and

other v has (u, v)F = −1, then by multiplicativity all the other v have (u, v)F = −1. □

Proposition 6.10. For all degree 2 extensions F = Q2[α], (u, v)F = 1 if and only if
(u, v) ∈ Sα.

Proof. We use Lemma 6.9 for each possible α. For some values (u, v) ∈ Sα, it can be
easily computed that they have (u, v)F = 1, and this can be deduced for the rest of Sα

by Lemma 6.8. Then we just need to prove that there is (u, v) such that (u, v)F = −1,
and we are done.

• Case α = i: since we have that 3− 2 = 1, 2(1 + 2i)− 2(1 + i) = 2i, 6(−1 + 3i) +
6(1 + 2i) = 30i, (2 + 2i) − 2 = 2i and 4(1 + 2i) − 3 = 1 + 8i, all of which are
squares, all elements of Si have (u, v)F = 1. Now we prove that (2, 1+2i)F = −1,
for which we have to see that x2 − 2 will never be 1 + 2i times a square, for any
x. Suppose this happens. Then, if x2 = a + bi, the orders of a and b must differ
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in at least 2 and the orders of a− 2 and b differ in 1. This implies that a− 2 and
a have different order. There are two possibilities:

– ord2(a− 2) = 1 and ord2(a) > 1. Then, b has order 0 or 2. Since a + bi is a
square, ord2(a) is at most 0, a contradiction.

– ord2(a− 2) > 1 and ord2(a) = 1. Since a+ bi is a square, b has odd order at
most −1, but it should differ in 1 with ord2(a− 2), also a contradiction.

• Case α =
√
2: now the pairs that add up to a square are 3 − 2 = 1, 5 − 4 = 1,

(1 +
√
2) −

√
2 = 1, (2 +

√
2) − (1 +

√
2) = 1, 4(1 +

√
2) − 3 = 1 + 4

√
2 and

3 + 2
√
2 = 3 + 2

√
2. We prove that (−1,

√
2)F = −1, for which we have to see

that x2+1 will never be
√
2 times a square. Suppose it is. Let x2 = a+ b

√
2. We

have ord2(a) < ord2(b) < ord2(a + 1), which is possible only if a has order 0 and
ends in 11. But then b must have order 1 and a ends in 011, so a + 1 has order
2, and a+ 1+ b

√
2 cannot be

√
2 times a square (the difference in order between

a+ 1 and b should be at least 2).
• Case α = i

√
2: now the pairs that add up to a square are 2 − 1 = 1, 5 − 4 = 1,

(1 + i
√
2)− i

√
2 = 1, 3(1 + i

√
2)− 3(−2 + i

√
2) = 9, −1 + 2i

√
2 = −1 + 2i

√
2 and

2(1 + i
√
2) − 3 = −1 + 2i

√
2. We prove that (−1, 1 + i

√
2)F = −1, for which we

have to see that x2 + 1 will never be 1 + i
√
2 times a square. Suppose it is. Let

x2 = a + bi
√
2. We have ord2(a) < ord2(b) = ord2(a + 1), which is possible only

if ord2(a) = 0. Also, b/2a + digit1(a) is odd, so that ord2(a + 1) = ord2(b). This
makes a+ bi

√
2 not a square.

• Case α =
√
3: now the pairs that add up to a square are 2 − 1 = 1, 5 − 4 = 1,

(1 +
√
3) −

√
3 = 1, 2(3 +

√
3) − 2(1 +

√
3) = 4, 2(3 +

√
3) − 2 = 4 + 2

√
3 and

−1 +
√
3(4 + 2

√
3) = 5 + 4

√
3. We prove that (−1, 1 +

√
3)F = −1, for which we

have to see that x2 + 1 will never be 1 +
√
3 times a square. Suppose it is. Let

x2 = a+ b
√
3.

– If ord2(b)−ord2(a) ⩾ 2, ord2(a) = 0 and amust end in 11 so that ord2(a+1) =
ord2(b). Also, b/4a+ digit2(a) is odd. This makes a+ b

√
3 not a square.

– If ord2(a)− ord2(b) = 1, ord2(a) must be even, so it is impossible that a+ 1
and b have the same order.

• Case α = i
√
3: now the pairs that add up to a square are 2 − 1 = 1, 3 − 2 = 1,

(1 + 2i
√
3) − 2i

√
3 = 1, (1 + 2i

√
3) − 2(−6 + i

√
3) = 13, 2 + 2i

√
3 = 2 + 2i

√
3

and 2(−6 + i
√
3) + 14 = 2 + 2i

√
3. We prove that (−1, i

√
3)F = −1, for which

we have to see that x2 + 1 will never be i
√
3 times a square. Suppose it is. Let

x2 = a+ bi
√
3.

– If ord2(b)−ord2(a) ⩾ 2, ord2(a) = 0 and amust end in 11 so that ord2(a+1) ⩾
ord2(b), but then a+ bi

√
3 is not a square.

– If ord2(a) = ord2(b), they must be odd, and ord2(a + 1) cannot be greater
than ord2(b), so they must be equal, and ord2(a) = ord2(a+1) = ord2(b) < 0.
If the order is −3 or less,

(a+ 1)2 + 3b2 = a2 + 3b2 + 2a+ 1

must be three times a square in Q2, but ord2(a
2 +3b2) ⩽ −4 and digit1((a+

1)2 + 3b2) = digit1(a
2 + 3b2) = 0, so it is impossible.

If the order is −1, let a1 = 4a, b1 = 4b. We want a1 + 4 + b1i
√
3 to be i

√
3

times a square. Let a2 + b2i
√
3 be this square. All of a1, b1, a2 and b2 have

order 1, and

a1 + 4 + b1i
√
3 = i

√
3(a2 + b2i

√
3)
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1 1 + i 1 + 2i −1 + 3i
1 2 3 6 1 2 3 6 1 2 3 6 1 2 3 6 a1 b1 pair

1 1 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1
2 • • • • • • • • 1 2 2
3 • • • • • • • • 1 1 3
6 • • • • • • • • 1 1 6

1 + i 1 • • • • • • • • 3 0 2
2 • • • • • • • • 3 0 1
3 • • • • • • • • 3 0 6
6 • • • • • • • • 3 0 3

1 + 2i 1 • • • • • • • • 2 0 3
2 • • • • • • • • 2 0 6
3 • • • • • • • • 2 0 1
6 • • • • • • • • 2 0 2

−1 + 3i 1 • • • • • • • • 2 0 6
2 • • • • • • • • 2 0 3
3 • • • • • • • • 2 0 2
6 • • • • • • • • 2 0 1

Table 8. Si as a subset of (Q2[i]
∗/ Sq(Q2[i]

∗))2. For each row except the
first, we need two normal forms to cover all the classes: a = 1, b = 0 and
a = a1, b = b1. The last column indicates the second index of the class that
pairs with each class; the first index is always the same.

implies that a1 + 4 = −3b2 and b1 = a2. Hence, digit1(b1) = digit1(a2) = 1.
a1 is 30, 6, 22 or 14 modulo 32 exactly when b1 can take those remainders, so
a1 ≡ b1 mod 32, and

−3b2 = a1 + 4 ≡ b1 + 4 = a2 + 4 mod 32

But now a2 is 30, 6, 22 and 14 when b2 is ±2,±6,±10 and ±14 respectively,
and the equation does not hold in any case.

• Case α =
√
6: now the pairs that add up to a square are 2 − 1 = 1, 5 − 4 = 1,

(1 +
√
6) −

√
6 = 1, 3(1 +

√
6) − 3(6 +

√
6) = −15, −1 + 2

√
6 = −1 + 2

√
6 and

2(1 +
√
6) − 3 = −1 + 2

√
6. We prove that (−1, 1 +

√
6)F = −1, for which we

have to see that x2 + 1 will never be 1 +
√
6 times a square. Suppose it is. Let

x2 = a + b
√
6. We have ord2(a) < ord2(b) = ord2(a + 1), which is possible only

if ord2(a) = 0. Also, b/2a + digit1(a) is odd, so that ord2(a + 1) = ord2(b). This
makes a+ b

√
6 not a square.

• Case α = i
√
6: now the pairs that add up to a square are 2 − 1 = 1, 3 − 2 = 1,

(1 + i
√
6) − i

√
6 = 1, (−6 + i

√
6) − (1 + i

√
6) = −7, 3 + 2i

√
6 = 3 + 2i

√
6 and

6(1+ i
√
6)− 3 = 3+6i

√
6. We prove that (−1, i

√
6)F = −1, for which we have to

see that x2+1 will never be i
√
6 times a square. Suppose it is. Let x2 = a+ bi

√
6.

We have ord2(a) < ord2(b) < ord2(a + 1), which is possible only if a has order 0
and ends in 11. But then b must have order 1 and a ends in 011, so a + 1 has
order 2, and a + 1 + bi

√
6 cannot be i

√
6 times a square (the difference in order

between a+ 1 and b should be at least 2). □

After finding the values of the Hilbert symbol for each α, we have DSq(Q2[α],−γ2): it
is the row indexed by γ2 of the corresponding table. It always contains eight classes, so
we need two pairs (a, b) to cover all classes: we can always take one of them (1, 0), and
the other is (a1, b1) such that the class of a1(b1 + α) is marked (in the row of γ2) if and
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Figure 7. The 16 classes of Table 8. Each class contains the points x +
yi with a given symbol, where x and y are the horizontal and vertical
coordinates. The circles, triangles, squares and diamonds correspond to
the four values of the first index (here 1, 1+ i, 1+ 2i and −1+ 3i), and the
colors red, green, purple and blue to the four values of the second index
(here 1, 2, 3 and 6).

1
√
2 1 +

√
2 2 +

√
2

1 −1 3 −3 1 −1 3 −3 1 −1 3 −3 1 −1 3 −3 a1 b1 pair
1 1 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1

−1 • • • • • • • • 1 2 −1
3 • • • • • • • • 1 1 3

−3 • • • • • • • • 1 1 −3√
2 1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −1

−1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 1
3 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −3

−3 • • • • • • • • −1 0 3

1 +
√
2 1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −1

−1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 1
3 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −3

−3 • • • • • • • • −1 0 3

2 +
√
2 1 • • • • • • • • 3 0 1

−1 • • • • • • • • 3 0 −1
3 • • • • • • • • 3 0 3

−3 • • • • • • • • 3 0 −3

Table 9. S√
2 as a subset of (Q2[

√
2]∗/ Sq(Q2[

√
2]∗))2.
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Figure 8. The 16 classes of Table 9.

1 i
√
2 1 + i

√
2 −2 + i

√
2

1 −1 3 −3 1 −1 3 −3 1 −1 3 −3 1 −1 3 −3 a1 b1 pair
1 1 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1

−1 • • • • • • • • 1 1 −1
3 • • • • • • • • 1 −2 3

−3 • • • • • • • • 1 1 −3

i
√
2 1 • • • • • • • • 3 0 −1

−1 • • • • • • • • 3 0 1
3 • • • • • • • • 3 0 −3

−3 • • • • • • • • 3 0 3

1 + i
√
2 1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 3

−1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −3
3 • • • • • • • • −1 0 1

−3 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −1

−2 + i
√
2 1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −3

−1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 3
3 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −1

−3 • • • • • • • • −1 0 1

Table 10. Si
√
2 as a subset of (Q2[i

√
2]∗/ Sq(Q2[i

√
2]∗))2.

only if that of α is unmarked. A possibility is included at the right of the corresponding
row.

6.3. Proof of Theorem F.

(a) First we prove existence. Let λ,−λ, µ,−µ be the eigenvalues of Ω−1
0 M . If λ2 is

in Qp, µ
2 is also in Qp. Let {u1, v1, u2, v2} be the associated basis. By Corollary

52



Figure 9. The 16 classes of Table 10.

1
√
3 1 +

√
3 3 +

√
3

1 −1 2 −2 1 −1 2 −2 1 −1 2 −2 1 −1 2 −2 a1 b1 pair
1 1 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1

−1 • • • • • • • • 1 1 −1
2 • • • • • • • • 1 1 2

−2 • • • • • • • • 1 3 −2√
3 1 • • • • • • • • 2 0 −1

−1 • • • • • • • • 2 0 1
2 • • • • • • • • 2 0 −2

−2 • • • • • • • • 2 0 2

1 +
√
3 1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −2

−1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 2
2 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −1

−2 • • • • • • • • −1 0 1

3 +
√
3 1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 2

−1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −2
2 • • • • • • • • −1 0 1

−2 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −1

Table 11. S√
3 as a subset of (Q2[

√
3]∗/ Sq(Q2[

√
3]∗))2.

3.5, there is a matrix S with entries in Qp[λ, µ] such that STΩ0S = Ω0 and

STMS =


r 0 0 0
0 c1r 0 0
0 0 s 0
0 0 0 c2s
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Figure 10. The 16 classes of Table 11.

1 i
√
3 1 + 2i

√
3 −6 + i

√
3

1 −1 2 −2 1 −1 2 −2 1 −1 2 −2 1 −1 2 −2 a1 b1 pair
1 1 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1

−1 • • • • • • • • 2 1/2 −1
2 • • • • • • • • 2 1/2 2

−2 • • • • • • • • 1 −6 −2

i
√
3 1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −1

−1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 1
2 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −2

−2 • • • • • • • • −1 0 2

1 + 2i
√
3 1 • • • • • • • • 2 0 1

−1 • • • • • • • • 2 0 −1
2 • • • • • • • • 2 0 2

−2 • • • • • • • • 2 0 −2

−6 + i
√
3 1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −1

−1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 1
2 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −2

−2 • • • • • • • • −1 0 2

Table 12. Si
√
3 as a subset of (Q2[i

√
3]∗/ Sq(Q2[i

√
3]∗))2.

if and only if λ = r
√
−c1 and µ = s

√
−c2. There are always r, s ∈ Qp and

c1, c2 ∈ Xp such that this is possible; moreover, there may be two valid values of
c1 or c2.
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Figure 11. The 16 classes of Table 12.

1
√
6 1 +

√
6 6 +

√
6

1 −1 3 −3 1 −1 3 −3 1 −1 3 −3 1 −1 3 −3 a1 b1 pair
1 1 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1

−1 • • • • • • • • 1 1 −1
3 • • • • • • • • 1 6 3

−3 • • • • • • • • 1 1 −3√
6 1 • • • • • • • • 3 0 −1

−1 • • • • • • • • 3 0 1
3 • • • • • • • • 3 0 −3

−3 • • • • • • • • 3 0 3

1 +
√
6 1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 3

−1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −3
3 • • • • • • • • −1 0 1

−3 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −1

6 +
√
6 1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −3

−1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 3
3 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −1

−3 • • • • • • • • −1 0 1

Table 13. S√
6 as a subset of (Q2[

√
6]∗/ Sq(Q2[

√
6]∗))2.

A matrix S with this property must have the form Ψ1DΨ−1
2 , where

Ψ1 =
(
u1 v1 u2 v2

)
,Ψ2 =


λ −λ 0 0
1 1 0 0
0 0 µ −µ
0 0 1 1


and D is a diagonal matrix. As Ψ−1

2 is “box-diagonal”, the first two columns of
S come from the first two of Ψ1 and the last two of S come from the last two of
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Figure 12. The 16 classes of Table 13.

1 i
√
6 1 + i

√
6 −6 + i

√
6

1 −1 3 −3 1 −1 3 −3 1 −1 3 −3 1 −1 3 −3 a1 b1 pair
1 1 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1

−1 • • • • • • • • 1 −6 −1
3 • • • • • • • • 1 1 3

−3 • • • • • • • • 1 1 −3

i
√
6 1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −1

−1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 1
3 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −3

−3 • • • • • • • • −1 0 3

1 + i
√
6 1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −1

−1 • • • • • • • • −1 0 1
3 • • • • • • • • −1 0 −3

−3 • • • • • • • • −1 0 3

−6 + i
√
6 1 • • • • • • • • 3 0 1

−1 • • • • • • • • 3 0 −1
3 • • • • • • • • 3 0 3

−3 • • • • • • • • 3 0 −3

Table 14. Si
√
6 as a subset of (Q2[i

√
6]∗/ Sq(Q2[i

√
6]∗))2.

Ψ1. That is to say, the existence of a D for which Ψ1DΨ−1
2 has entries in Qp is

equivalent to the existence of D1 and D2 such that(
u1 v1

)
D1

(
λ −λ
1 1

)
and

(
u2 v2

)
D2

(
µ −µ
1 1

)
have entries in Qp.

By Theorem D, there are always c1 and c2 in Xp for which D1 and D2 exist, so
this leads to case (1).
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Figure 13. The 16 classes of Table 14.

Now suppose that λ2 /∈ Qp. If λ ∈ Qp[λ
2], we are in the situation of Proposition

5.1. λ and µ are in a degree 2 extension Qp[α], and M is equivalent by multipli-
cation by a symplectic matrix to the matrix of case (2) for some r, s ∈ Qp. The
possible values of α2 are the classes of Q∗

p modulo squares, that is, precisely the
elements of Yp, and we have case (2).

Finally, if λ /∈ Qp[λ
2], we are in the situation of Proposition 5.2: we have a

hierarchy of extensions

Qp ⊊ Qp[α] ⊊ Qp[γ, γ̄],

and M is equivalent by multiplication by a symplectic matrix to the matrix in
case (3), for some r, s ∈ Qp, which depends on the parameters α2, t1, t2, a and b.
The only ones that are not fixed by the extension are a and b: a choice of them
is valid if and only if

aαγ(b+ α)

uTΩ0û
∈ DSq(F [α],−γ2).

The denominator is a constant, which implies that the valid values form a class
modulo DSq(F [α],−γ2) in F [α]. These classes are as described in Tables 6 to 14,
depending on p and α2. After substituting c = α2 and extracting t1, t2, a1 and b1
from these tables, we obtain case (3) of the theorem.

(b) Finally we prove uniqueness. Let N and N ′ be the two normal forms. The case
(1), (2) or (3) of the normal form is determined uniquely by the eigenvalues of
A = Ω−1

0 M , so both N and N ′ are in the same case. Now we split between the
three cases.

• In case (1), there are two eigenvalues of A composing the first block of the
normal form and two eigenvalues composing the second one. Hence, by The-
orem D, the normal form is unique up to changing the order of the blocks.
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• In case (2), the extension which contains the eigenvalues is different for each
c, hence N = N ′.

• In case (3), analogously, the extension is different for each c, t1 and t2, so
these parameters must coincide. If a and b do not coincide, we have a number
in Qp[α] which is in DSq(Qp[α],−γ2) and which cannot be there by previous
results (Tables 6 to 14), so a and b must also coincide and N = N ′.

6.4. Proof of Theorem G.

(a) First we prove existence. Suppose first that the eigenvalues of A are λ, λ, −λ
and −λ, with λ ̸= 0. If A is diagonalizable, Lemma 3.6 implies that there is a
symplectic basis {u1, v1, u2, v2} such that Aui = λui and Avi = −λvi. This means
we are in the first case of Theorem F, that is, case (1) of this theorem, and we
can proceed from there.

If A is not diagonalizable, we can also apply Lemma 3.6, getting a symplectic
basis {u1, v1, u2, v2}, or equivalently a symplectic matrix Ψ1, such that

Ψ−1
1 AΨ1 = J =


λ 0 1 0
0 −λ 0 0
0 0 λ 0
0 −1 0 −λ

 .

If λ ∈ Qp, we can rearrange the coordinates to make J equal to Ω−1
0 M2, where

M2 is the matrix in case (2) with r = λ. As Ψ1 is symplectic, rearranging its
columns in the same way gives the S we need.

Otherwise, we can write λ = rα, with α =
√
c for some c ∈ Yp. Let M2 be the

matrix in case (3) and A2 = Ω−1
0 M2. We have Ψ−1

2 A2Ψ2 = J , where

Ψ2 =


0 αz1 −αz1 0
1 0 0 1
0 z1 z1 0
α −t1 t1 −α

 ,

where

z1 =
2α

a(1− α2)
, t1 =

1 + α2

r(1− α2)
.

A matrix that commutes with J has the form

D =


d1 0 d2 0
0 d3 0 0
0 0 d1 0
0 d4 0 d3

 .

We apply the condition DTΨT
1Ω0Ψ1D = ΨT

2Ω0Ψ2 of Proposition 3.2. As Ψ1 is
symplectic, ΨT

1Ω0Ψ1 = Ω0 and the condition becomes d1d3 = −2αz1 and d1d4 +
d2d3 = 0.

We also want that S has the entries in Qp. The first and fourth columns of
Ψ1 are the eigenvectors of A with value λ and −λ, which are conjugate up to a
multiplicative constant: we call them u and kū. The second and third columns
correspond to v and v′ such that Av = λv+u and Av′ = −λv′− kū. This implies
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Av̄ = −λv̄ + ū, that is, v′ = −kv̄, and
SΨ2 = Ψ1D

=
(
u −kv̄ v kū

)
D

=
(
d1u −d3kv̄ + d4kū d2u+ d1v d3kū

)
.

If we call ci the i-th column of S, we have

c2 + αc4 = d1u, c2 − αc4 = d3kū⇒ d3k = d̄1;

αz1c1 + z1c3 − t1c4 = −d3kv̄ + d4kū = d̄1v̄ + d4kū;

−αz1c1 + z1c3 + t1c4 = d2u+ d1v.

Changing sign and conjugating

αz1c1 + z1c3 − t1c4 = d̄1v̄ − d̄2ū,

so we have d4k = −d̄2. We can take d2 = d4 = 0, and the condition reduces to
find d1 such that

(6.1) d1d̄1 =
−4α2k

a(1− α2)
.

So we need (6.1) to be in

DSq(Qp,−α2) = DSq(Qp,−c),
which is possible for a value of a in Q∗

p/DSq(Qp,−c). This quotient is exactly the
set called {1, hp(c)} in the statement.

Now suppose that the eigenvalues are λ,−λ, 0, 0 for λ ̸= 0. By Lemma 3.6, we
can choose u1 and v1 as eigenvectors with values λ and −λ such that uT1Ω0v1 =
1 and they are Ω0-complementary to the kernel of A. We then complete to a
symplectic basis {u1, v1, u2, v2}, with Au2 = Av2 = 0. At this point we are again
in case (1) of Theorem F, with c2 = 0.

The only case left is that all the eigenvalues of A are 0. Then Theorem 3.8
gives a good tuple K with sum 4 and a basis. The possible cases for K are
(4), (2, 2), (2, 1, 1) or (1, 1, 1, 1).

• If K = (1, 1, 1, 1), M = 0 and the result follows trivially.
• If K = (2, 1, 1), the basis is {u11, u12, u21, u31}. We can multiply u11 and
u12 by a constant so that uT11Ω0u12 = 1/r for r ∈ Yp ∪ {1}, and u31 so that
uT21Ω0u31 = 1. Taking as S the matrix with the columns {ru12, u11, u21, u31},
we are in case (1) of Theorem F, with c1 = c2 = 0.

• If K = (2, 2), the basis is {u11, u12, u21, u22}. We multiply u11 and u12 by a
constant and u21 and u22 by another constant so that uTi1Ω0ui2 = 1/ri for ri ∈
Yp∪{1}, i = 1, 2. Taking as S the matrix with columns {r1u12, u11, r2u22, u21},
we are in the same case as before.

• If K = (4), the basis is {u1, u2, u3, u4}. Let k = uT1Ω0u4 = −uT2Ω0u3. We
can multiply the four vectors by a constant so that 1/k ∈ Yp∪{1}. Taking S
with the columns {u3/k, u2, ku1, u4/k2}, we are in case (4) of this theorem,
with c = 1/k.

(b) Finally we prove uniqueness. If there are two normal forms N and N ′, by Propo-
sition 3.2, they must have the same Jordan form. The matrices in each case have
different Jordan forms, so N and N ′ are in the same case.

• If it is case (1), by Theorem D we have N = N ′, except perhaps for the order
of the blocks.
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• If it is case (2), the equality of eigenvalues implies N = N ′.
• If it is case (3), each c corresponds to a different extension, so the equality
of eigenvalues implies c = c′ and r = r′. It is left to prove a = a′. Suppose
on the contrary that a = 1 and a′ = hp(c). Applying the proof of existence,
we have that

−4α2k

1− α2
∈ DSq(Qp,−c) and

−4α2k

hp(c)(1− α2)
∈ DSq(Qp,−c).

As DSq(Qp,−c) is a group, we also have hp(c) ∈ DSq(Qp,−c), which is a
contradiction.

• If it is case (4), again by equality of eigenvalues we have c = c′.

Proposition 6.11. Proposition 4.9 also holds for dimension 4, that is, the choice of c0
only affects the choice of representatives of each class of matrices up to multiplication by
a symplectic matrix. The same happens for a0 and b0.

Proof. Applying Theorems F and G to the normal forms of one set gives for each one and
only one form of the other set which is equivalent. □

6.5. Proof of Theorem H. From Theorem F, if p ≡ 1 mod 4, case (1) leads to
(
8
2

)
= 28

normal forms (there are seven possible values for c1 and c2), case (2) to 3 normal forms,
and case (3) has 9 possibilities for c, t1 and t2, each one with two possible a and b. Hence,
there is a total of 49 normal forms if p ≡ 1 mod 4. Analogously, there is a total of(
6
2

)
+ 3+ 7 · 2 = 32 normal forms if p ≡ 3 mod 4, and a total of

(
12
2

)
+ 7+ (9 + 11 + 9 +

9 + 11 + 9 + 11) · 2 = 211 normal forms if p = 2 (7 possibilities for c, some of them with
9 options for t1 and t2 and others with 11, and 2 for a and b).
From Theorem G, case (1) produces 7 ·4 = 28 families of normal forms with one degree

of freedom if p ≡ 1 mod 4, 5 · 4 = 20 if p ≡ 3 mod 4 and 11 · 8 = 88 if p = 2, case (2)
produces one such family and case (3) produces 6, 6 and 14 families, respectively. Case
(1) produces 16, 16 and 64 isolated forms, and case (4) produces 4, 4 and 8 such forms.

7. Matrix classification in the real case, for any dimension

In this section we give a new proof of the most general case of the Weierstrass-
Williamson classification theorem using the new strategy introduced in the previous sec-
tions of this paper. In the simplest case, that is, for positive definite symmetric matrices,
the proof reduces only to a few lines.

7.1. The general case. In the real case, as already explained after Proposition 5.1, in
the case where the eigenvalues of Ω−1

0 M are different, the blocks up to dimension 4 are
enough to classify the matrix. Actually, a weaker condition is sufficient: see Theorem
7.2. If the matrix is not diagonalizable or not invertible, the size of the blocks is not
limited to 2 or 4, but instead can grow indefinitely: see Theorem 7.3. See Figure 14 for
a hierarchy of properties of the decomposition.

The explicit form of the blocks is as follows:
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Invertible and without multiple
eigenvalues

Possible blocks: Mh(1, r, 0),Me(1, r, 1) and
Mff(1, r, s), with r, s ∈ R, r, s ̸= 0

All blocks are different

Invertible and diagonalizable
Possible blocks: Mh(1, r, 0),Me(1, r, 1) and Mff(1, r, s),

with r, s ∈ R, r, s ̸= 0
Blocks may be repeated

Invertible
Possible blocks: Mh(k, r, 0),Me(k, r, a) and Mff(k, r, s), with

k ∈ N, a ∈ {−1, 1}, r, s ∈ R, r, s ̸= 0
Blocks may be repeated

General
Possible blocks: Mh(k, r, 0),Mh(k, 0, a),Me(k, r, a) and Mff(k, r, s), with

k ∈ N, a ∈ {−1, 1}, r, s ∈ R
Blocks may be repeated

Figure 14. Hierarchy of degeneracy levels of real matrices, according to
the properties of the block decomposition of their normal forms (Theorems
7.2 and 7.3).

Definition 7.1. A diagonal block of hyperbolic type is any matrix of the form

Mh(k, r, a) =



r
r 1

1 r

r
. . .

. . . 1
1 r

r a


,

for some positive integer k, r ∈ R and a ∈ {−1, 0, 1} with a = 0 if r ̸= 0, and which has
a total of 2k rows. A diagonal block of elliptic type is any matrix of the form

Me(k, r, a) =


Me1(r) Me2(1, a)
Me2(1, a) Me1(r) Me2(2, a)

Me2(2, a)
. . .

Me1(r) M ′
e2(ℓ, a)

M ′
e2(ℓ, a)

T M ′
e1(r)
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if k = 2ℓ+ 1 is odd, and

Me(k, r, a) =


Me1(r) Me2(1, a)
Me2(1, a) Me1(r) Me2(2, a)

Me2(2, a)
. . .

Me1(r) Me2(ℓ− 1, a)
Me2(ℓ− 1, a) Me1(r) +Me2(ℓ, a)


if k = 2ℓ is even, for some positive integer k, r ∈ R and a ∈ {−1, 1}, and which has a
total of 2k rows. A diagonal block of focus-focus type is any matrix of the form

Mff(k, r, s) =


Mff1(r, s) Me2(1, 1)
Me2(1, 1) Mff1(r, s) Me2(1, 1)

Me2(1, 1)
. . .

Mff1(r, s) Me2(1, 1)
Me2(1, 1) Mff1(r, s)

 ,

for some positive integer k and r, s ∈ R, and which has a total of 4k rows. In the previous
blocks the following sub-blocks are used:

Me1(r) =


0 0 0 r
0 0 −r 0
0 −r 0 0
r 0 0 0

 ,M ′
e1(r) =

(
r 0
0 r

)
,Mff1(r, s) =


0 s 0 r
s 0 −r 0
0 −r 0 s
r 0 s 0

 ,

Me2(j, a) =


a 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 a 0
0 0 0 0

 if j is odd,


0 0 0 0
0 a 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 a

 if j is even,

M ′
e2(j, a) =


a 0
0 0
0 a
0 0

 if j is odd,


0 0
a 0
0 0
0 a

 if j is even.

Theorem 7.2. Let n be a positive integer. Let Ω0 be the matrix of the standard symplectic
form in R2n. Let M ∈ M2n(R) be a symmetric and invertible matrix such that Ω−1

0 M
is diagonalizable. Then, there exists a symplectic matrix S ∈ M2n(R) such that STMS
is a block-diagonal matrix with blocks of hyperbolic, elliptic type or focus-focus type with
k = 1.

Proof. Applying Lemma 3.6, we can take a symplectic basis {u1, v1, . . . , un, vn} of R2n

such that all the vectors in the basis are eigenvectors of A, and ui and vi have opposite
eigenvalues λi and −λi. We can sort these vectors in such a way that two λi’s which are
conjugate appear with consecutive indices.

Taking as Ψ1 the matrix with these vectors as columns, the problem decomposes into
finding normal forms for each block of columns associated to eigenvalues of the form
{r,−r}, {ir,−ir} or

{r + is,−r − is, r − is,−r + is},
for r, s ∈ R∗. The first block, by Proposition 4.1, gives the hyperbolic block. The second
block, by Proposition 4.6 with a = b = r or a = b = −r (one of them will always
work), gives the elliptic block. The third block, by Proposition 5.1, gives the focus-focus
block. □
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Theorem 7.3. Let n be a positive integer and let M ∈ M2n(R) be a symmetric matrix.
Then, there exists a symplectic matrix S ∈ M2n(R) such that STMS is a block diagonal
matrix with each of the diagonal blocks being of hyperbolic, elliptic or focus-focus type, as
in Definition 7.1.

Furthermore, if there are two matrices S and S ′ such that N = STMS and N ′ =
S ′TMS ′ are normal forms, then N = N ′ except by the order of the blocks.

Proof. (a) First we prove existence. The proof starts as in Theorems 3.16 and 7.2,
applying Lemma 3.6. This gives us a partial symplectic basis {u1, v1, . . . , um, vm}.
However, unlike Theorem 3.16, these vectors only work for the hyperbolic blocks,
giving Mh(k, r, 0); for the rest, the blocks would not be real, so we need to recom-
bine the vectors. We can sort the blocks of the Jordan form in such a way that
the blocks of two λi’s which are conjugate appear with consecutive indices.

For an elliptic block, {u1, v1, . . . , uk, vk} are the vectors corresponding to the
values ir and −ir, for r ∈ R. We see that Me(k, r, 1) and Me(k, r,−1) have
this block as Jordan form, so we can apply Proposition 3.2. The columns of Ψ1

are {u1, v1, . . . , uk, vk}, which are part of a symplectic basis, and u1 and vk are
eigenvectors with values ir and −ir, so vk = cū1 for some c ∈ C. Using that
Auj = iruj + uj−1 and Avj = −irvj − vj+1, we deduce that vk+1−j = (−1)j−1cūj.
Concretely,

cuT1Ω0ūk = uT1Ω0v1

= 1

= uTkΩ0vk

= (−1)k−1cuTkΩ0ū1

= (−1)k−1c̄ūTkΩ0u1

which implies c = (−1)kc̄, that is, c is real if k is even and imaginary if k is odd.
The columns of Ψ2 have two nonzero entries, of the form

(. . . ,±1, 0,±i, . . .)

or

(. . . ,±a, 0,±ia, . . .),

except the two central ones if k is odd, which are (. . . , 1, i) or a similar form. In
any case, we have u′Tj Ω0v

′
j = 2a if k is even, and 2ia if k is odd.

We can take as D a diagonal matrix with the entries alternating between d1
and d2, that commutes with J . The condition

DTΩ0D = DTΨT
1Ω0Ψ1D = Ψ2Ω0Ψ2

implies that d1d2 = 2a for k even, and 2ia for k odd. As S must be a real matrix,
in SΨ2 = Ψ1D the first and last columns are conjugate and we get d̄1 = cd2, that
is, d1d̄1 = 2ac for k even and 2iac for k odd. We just need to take a ∈ {1,−1} so
that this is positive: note that a is unique.
For the focus-focus case, we have in the symplectic basis a block of vectors{

u1, v1, . . . , uk, vk, u
′
1, v

′
1, . . . , u

′
k, v

′
k

}
,

where u1, vk, u
′
1 and v′k are eigenvectors for λ,−λ, λ̄ and −λ̄ respectively. If

λ = s+ ir, the matrix Mf(k, r, s) has the same Jordan form.
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The columns of Ψ1 are the vectors ui, vi, u
′
i and v

′
i; we have that u′1 = cū1 for

some c ∈ C, which implies u′i = cūi for all i and, from uTi Ω0vi = u′Ti Ω0v
′
i = 1, we

deduce v′i = v̄i/c for all i. The columns of Ψ2 have now the form (0, 1, 0, i, . . .),
(i, 0, 1, 0, . . .), (. . . , 0, 1, 0, i, . . .), and so on, for a total of 2k, followed by their
conjugates.

We can take as D a diagonal matrix with the values

d1, d2, . . . , d1, d2, d3, d4, . . . , d3, d4,

which commutes with J . The condition

DTΩ0D = DTΨT
1Ω0Ψ1D = Ψ2Ω0Ψ2

implies that d1d2 = −2i and d3d4 = 2i. Using that S is a real matrix, the left and
right halves of SΨ2 = Ψ1D are conjugate, which implies d̄1 = cd3 and cd̄2 = d4,
so the condition d3d4 = 2i reduces to a consequence of d1d2 = −2i, and we can
take for example d1 = 1 and d2 = −2i.

This finishes the treatment of the nonzero eigenspaces. For the other part, we
can use the same treatment as in Theorem 3.16, but in the even case we cannot
always make ci = 1; instead we make ci = ai. Now{

ui1, aiui,2ℓi ,−ui2, aiui,2ℓi−1, . . . , (−1)ℓi−1uiℓi , aiui,ℓi+1

}
is a partial symplectic basis which gives the form Mh(ℓi, 0, (−1)ℓiai).

(b) Finally we prove uniqueness. If N and N ′ are two normal forms which are equiv-
alent, by Proposition 3.2, they have the same Jordan form. This means that the
set of blocks is the same except for the values of ai. But in the elliptic case we
already saw that a is unique. This only leaves the hyperbolic case with r = 0.
In this case, if a can be 1 and −1 at the same time, there is a chain{

u1, u2, . . . , u2k

}
such that Aui = ui−1, Au1 = 0, and uiΩ0u2k+1−i = (−1)i, and another one{

u′1, u
′
2, . . . , u

′
2k

}
with the same properties except that

u′iΩ0u
′
2k+1−i = (−1)i+1.

In the space generated by these vectors there is only one vector in the kernel, so
u′1 = ku1 for some k ∈ R. As Aui = ui−1 and Au′i = u′i−1, we have that u′i = kui
for all i. This together implies that

(−1)i+1 = u′iΩ0u
′
2k+1−i = k2uiΩ0u2k+1−i = k2(−1)i

and k2 = −1, a contradiction. □

The matrix Ψ1 in the previous proof gives a complex symplectic basis in which M has
the block diagonal form of Theorem 3.16. The relation between this and the final matrix
S can be written in terms of vectors. In the hyperbolic case, they are the same matrix.
In the elliptic case, we first multiply the vectors by the corresponding dj: uj :=

√
|2c|uj,

vj :=
√

2/|c|vj. Then, the matrix Ψ2 indicates how the vectors in the final basis relate to
these uj and vj: each column has a ±1 entry, a ±i entry and the rest are 0, so we have
±u′h +±iu′ℓ = uj, for some indices h and ℓ. As the new vectors u′h and u′ℓ must be real,
this has a unique solution, and the new vectors are the real and imaginary parts of the
old ones (maybe with the sign changed).
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In the focus-focus case, we also start multiplying the vectors by the dj:

vj := −2ivj, u
′
j := u′j/c = ūj, v

′
j := 2icv′j = v̄j.

Then we apply Ψ−1
2 : now each column of the left half of Ψ2 has a 1 and an i, and the right

half has a 1 and a −i in the same positions. For every j with 1 ⩽ j ⩽ k, the equations
are v′′2j−1 + iv′′2j = uj and iu′′2j−1 + u′′2j = vj for the first half and their conjugates for the
second half, where u′′j and v

′′
j are the new vectors. The solution consists of taking the real

and imaginary parts of the new vectors.

Corollary 7.4. Let M ∈ M4(R) be a symmetric matrix. Then there exists r, s ∈ R,
a, b ∈ {−1, 1}, and a symplectic matrix S ∈ M4(R) such that STMS is one of the
following ten matrices:

0 r 0 0
r 0 0 0
0 0 0 s
0 0 s 0

 ,


0 0 0 0
0 a 0 0
0 0 0 s
0 0 s 0

 ,


0 0 0 0
0 a 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 b

 ,


0 r 0 0
r 0 1 0
0 1 0 r
0 0 r 0

 ,


0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 a

 ,


0 r 0 0
r 0 0 0
0 0 s 0
0 0 0 s

 ,


0 0 0 0
0 a 0 0
0 0 s 0
0 0 0 s

 ,


r 0 0 0
0 r 0 0
0 0 s 0
0 0 0 s

 ,


a 0 0 r
0 0 −r 0
0 −r a 0
r 0 0 0

 ,


0 s 0 r
s 0 −r 0
0 −r 0 s
r 0 s 0

 ,

Furthermore, if there are two matrices of this form equivalent to M , they are both in the
first or in the eighth case swapping r and s, or in the third case swapping a and b.

Proof. They are in this order: two hyperbolic blocks with k = 1 and a = 0, one with
a = 0 and one with a ̸= 0, two with a ̸= 0, one hyperbolic block with k = 2 and a = 0,
the same with a ̸= 0, one hyperbolic with a = 0 and one elliptic, the same with a ̸= 0, two
elliptic blocks with k = 1, one elliptic block with k = 2, and one focus-focus block. □

These are the same (up to symplectic transformations) that Williamson gives in his
paper [66, page 24] and which we gave in Section 2.

7.2. Example of application of our method for matrices of arbitrary order.
Consider the matrix

M =



1
1

1
1

1
. . .

. . . 1
1

1
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We have that

Ω−1
0 M =



−1
1

−1

1
. . .

−1
1

. . . −1
1


whose characteristic polynomial is λ2n + (−1)n, and the eigenvalues are λ = eπik/n for
0 ⩽ k ⩽ 2n− 1, if n is odd, and λ = eπi(2k+1)/2n for 0 ⩽ k ⩽ 2n− 1, if n is even.

If n = 2m+1 is odd, the normal form of this matrix contains a hyperbolic block, which
corresponds to the eigenvalues {1,−1}, and m focus-focus blocks, for the eigenvalues{

eπik/n, eπi(n−k)/n, eπi(n+k)/n, eπi(2n−k)/n
}
,

for 1 ⩽ k ⩽ m:

STMS =


0 1
1 0

N(1)
. . .

N(m)

 , N(k) =


0 cos πk

n
0 sin πk

n

cos πk
n

0 − sin πk
n

0
0 − sin πk

n
0 cos πk

n

sin πk
n

0 cos πk
n

0

 .

On the other hand, if n = 2m is even, the normal form contains only m focus-focus
blocks N(k + 1/2), for 0 ⩽ k ⩽ m − 1. In this case, if we change any 1 entry in M to
−1, the normal form contains again the hyperbolic block, the focus-focus blocks N(k) for
1 ⩽ k ⩽ m− 1 and also an elliptic block, corresponding to the eigenvalues i and −i:

STMS =



0 1
1 0

1 0
0 1

N(1)
. . .

N(m− 1)


.

7.3. Positive-definite case. If the matrix is positive-definite, only the elliptic case may
appear: this happens because, if u is an eigenvector of A with value λ,

ūTMu = ūTΩ0Au = λūTΩ0u

The left-hand side is a positive real, and for ūTΩ0u we have

ūTΩ0u = uTΩ0ū = −ūTΩ0u,

so it is imaginary, and λ must be imaginary.
Also, it is impossible to obtain for these matrices the elliptic blocks with size greater

than 2: if such a block appeared, there would be an element in the diagonal of STMS
equal to 0. Let k be its index and u the k-th column of S. Then uTMu = 0, which
contradicts M being positive definite. This means that any positive definite symmetric
matrix can be diagonalized by a symplectic matrix, which is the result most often referred
to as “Williamson theorem”.
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8. Comments on the p-adic classification in higher dimensions and proof
of Theorem I

Our strategy for the 4-dimensional case extends to dimension 6 and 8, using the fact
that in these dimensions all polynomials are solvable by radicals (though it would be
needed to take higher order radicals) but for brevity we do not deal with those cases (we
expect hundreds or even thousands of possibilities for the model matrices, see Table 3). In
dimension 10 or higher one cannot expect an explicit classification because polynomials
of degree 5 or higher are not in general solvable by radicals.

8.1. Preparatory lemmas. In order to prove Theorem I, we need some lemmas.

Lemma 8.1. Let p be a prime number and let n be a positive integer. The polynomial

P (x) = xn − ap,

where ordp(a) = 0, is irreducible in Qp.

Proof. The roots of P have order 1/n. If P was reducible, a factor should have a subset
of the roots whose product has integer order, but this would need all the n roots. □

Lemma 8.2. Let p be a prime number and let n be a positive integer. Let a, b ∈ Qp such
that ordp(a) = 0 and ordp(b) = 1. If a is an n-th power in Qp[b

1/n], then it is an n-th
power in Fp.

Proof. Suppose that a = cn for c ∈ Qp[b
1/n]. We can write

c = c0 + c1b
1
n + . . .+ cn−1b

n−1
n

where ci ∈ Qp for all i. Raising this to the n-th power, we have cn = a at the left, and cn0
plus terms of positive order at the right. Then, a− cn0 has positive order, and as it is in
Qp the order must be at least 1, and a ≡ cn0 mod p, as we wanted. □

Lemma 8.3. Let p be a prime number and let n be a positive integer. There are at least
gcd(2n, p−1)+gcd(n, p−1), if n is odd, and gcd(2n, p−1), if n is even, infinite families
of blocks of size 2n in the normal form of a matrix up to multiplication by a symplectic
matrix, where each family is of the form r1M1 + . . .+ rnMn.

Proof. Consider the polynomial P (x) = x2n − ap where ordp(a) = 0. This is irreducible
by Lemma 8.1, so it will give a block of size 2n in the normal form. This block may not
be unique up to multiplication by a symplectic matrix (as happens in Propositions 4.6
and 5.2), but, in analogy with the proofs of those results, two blocks corresponding to
different a will be in the same family only if the roots of the polynomials are in the same
extension of Qp. Suppose that this happens for a1 and a2. In particular, (a1p)

1/2n and
(a2p)

1/2n are in the same extension, that is,(
a2
a1

) 1
2n

∈ Qp[(a1p)
1
2n ]

By Lemma 8.2, a2/a1 must be a 2n-th power in Fp. This implies that the number
of families of blocks is at least the cardinality of F∗

p modulo 2n-th powers, which is
gcd(2n, p− 1), because that group is cyclic of order p− 1.
If n is odd, we also consider

Q(x) = x2n − a2p2 = (xn + ap)(xn − ap).
67



The two factors are again irreducible and it also gives a block of size 2n (one factor comes
from changing the sign of x in the other). Two blocks for a1 and a2 are in the same family
only if (a1p)

1/n and (a2p)
1/n are in the same extension, that is,(

a2
a1

) 1
n

∈ Qp[(a1p)
1
n ]

(note that choosing −ap instead of ap gives the same extension because (−1)1/n = −1).
Again by Lemma 8.2, a2/a1 is an n-th power in Fp. So the number of families is now the
cardinality of F∗

p modulo n-th powers, which is gcd(n, p− 1). □

Remark 8.4. Concerning the number of families of normal forms (instead of just blocks),
in the real case, supposing that there are k focus-focus blocks, there are 2n−4k variables
left, which can be distributed between hyperbolic and elliptic blocks in n− 2k + 1 ways.
The total number of forms is

m∑
k=0

2m− 2k + 1 = 2m2 −m(m+ 1) +m+ 1 = m2 + 1

if n = 2m and
m∑
k=0

2m+ 1− 2k + 1 = m(2m+ 1)−m(m+ 1) +m+ 1 = m2 +m+ 1

if n = 2m+ 1.

8.2. Proof of Theorem I. Lemma 8.3 tells us that there is at least one block with each
even size. Hence, the number of normal forms is at least the number of partitions of n in

positive integers, that grows with eπ
√

2n/3/4n
√
3 by the Hardy-Ramanujan formula [30].

In order to find the exact formulas of the matrices, we need to devise, for each partition,
a matrix in M2n(Qp) with the product of the corresponding factors as characteristic
polynomial. This can be done with the same strategy as in Section 7.2, and gives the
matrix M(P, p) for each partition P .

8.3. Remarks and applications. Theorem I could be strengthened by using that there
is not only one block of each size, but this would imply making a sum over the partitions.
We do not know how to make that for general n, but we can do it for small n, obtaining
the results in Table 3.

From the point of view of symplectic geometry and topology of integrable systems,
which is the main motivation of the authors to write this paper, currently the only
known global symplectic classifications of integrable systems which include physically
intriguing local models (that is, essentially non-elliptic models) concern dimension 4 [43,
47, 48] in the real case. These real classifications include for example the coupled angular
momentum [37] and the Jaynes-Cummings model [50]. Hence, in the p-adic case, with
hundreds of local models (Theorem B), we expect that the 4-dimensional case is already
extremely complicated and that the 2n-dimensional case, n ⩾ 3, is out of reach (since
it is out of reach in the real case with only a very small proportion of local models in
comparison, see Theorem C).

In dimension 4 the authors analyzed one of these systems, the p-adic Jaynes-Cummings
model [11], whose treatment is very extensive compared to its real counterpart, as ex-
pected. Although as we said, a classification of p-adic integrable systems in dimension 4,
extending [43, 47, 48], seems out of reach, the present paper settles completely the first
step: understanding explicitly p-adic local models. The proofs of [43, 47, 48] are based
on gluing local models.
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9. Application to normal forms of p-adic singularities

The Weierstrass-Williamson’s classification of matrices can be used to classify critical
points of p-adic analytic functions.

Definition 9.1. Let n be a positive integer.

• Given a field F , a symplectic vector space over F is a pair (V, ω) where V is a 2n-
dimensional vector space over F and ω : V × V → F is a non-degenerate bilinear
map such that ω(v, v) = 0 for all v ∈ V . We say that ω is a linear symplectic
form. If the characteristic of F is not 2, the last condition is equivalent to ω being
antisymmetric: ω(v, w) = −ω(w, v) for all v, w ∈ V .

• Let p be a prime number. A p-adic analytic symplectic manifold is a pair (M,ω)
whereM is a p-adic analytic manifold and ω is a closed non-degenerate 2-form on
M . We say that ω is a symplectic form. At each point, ω gives a linear symplectic
form.

• Given a field F , a linear symplectomorphism between two symplectic vector spaces
(V1, ω1) and (V2, ω2) over F is a linear isomorphism ϕ : V1 → V2 that preserves
the symplectic form, that is, ϕ∗ω2 = ω1. In this case we say that ω1 and ω2 are
linearly symplectomorphic.

• Let (M1, ω1) and (M2, ω2) be p-adic analytic symplectic manifolds. Let m ∈ M .
A local linear symplectomorphism ϕ : U1 → U2 centered at m is a p-adic analytic
diffeomorphism between some open sets U1 ⊂M1 and U2 ⊂M2, such thatm ∈ U1,
and which yields a linear symplectomorphism Tmϕ : TmM1 → Tϕ(m)M2.

• Let (M,ω) be a p-adic analytic symplectic manifold. By linear symplectic coordi-
nates (x1, ξ1, ..., xn, ξn) with the origin a point m ∈M we mean coordinates given
by a local linear symplectomorphism centered at m, that is, ϕ∗ωm = ω0. In terms
of matrices this last condition can be formulated as STΩS = Ω0, where S, Ω and
Ω0 are the matrices of ϕ, ωm and ω0.

Remark 9.2. By definition, an automorphism of a symplectic space is a linear symplec-
tomorphism if and only if its matrix is a symplectic matrix.

Theorem 9.3. Let F be a field and n be a positive integer. Every symplectic form on
F 2n is linearly symplectomorphic to the form ω0 which has as matrix

Ω0 =



0 1
−1 0

0 1
−1 0

. . .
0 1
−1 0


.

Hence, every two linear symplectic forms on F 2n are actually symplectomorphic.

Proof. What we want to prove is that there is a basis with respect to which ω has the
matrix Ω0. Then, the symplectomorphism that sends this basis to the canonical one will
send ω to ω0.

We go by induction on n. As ω is non-degenerate, there are u1 and v1 with ω(u1, v1) = 1.
Of course, ⟨u1, v1⟩ is symplectic, so its complement ⟨u1, v1⟩ω is also symplectic. Applying
induction to this complement, we get a basis {u2, v2, . . . , un, vn}. Now, {u1, v1, . . . , un, vn}
is the basis we are looking for. □
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We refer to appendix A.2 for the definition of analytic function and critical point of a
function on a p-adic manifold. It does not make sense to talk about the rank of such a
critical point, because there is only one function and consequently only one differential
form.

Definition 9.4 (Non-degenerate critical point of p-adic analytic function, symplectic
sense). Let n be a positive integer. Let p be a prime number. Let (M,ω) be a 2n-
dimensional p-adic analytic symplectic manifold. Let f : M → Qp be a p-adic analytic
function and let m ∈M be a critical point of f (i.e. df(m) = 0). Let Ω be the matrix of
ω. We say that m is non-degenerate if the eigenvalues of Ω−1d2f(m) are all distinct.

This is not the usual notion of non-degenerate critical point (which states that the
Hessian of f is invertible), but the two are related as the following proposition shows.

Proposition 9.5. Let n be a positive integer. Let p be a prime number. Let M be a
p-adic analytic 2n-dimensional manifold, f :M → Qp a p-adic analytic function, and m
a critical point of f . Then the following are equivalent:

(1) m is a non-degenerate critical point of f in the usual sense;
(2) There exists a linear symplectic form ω such that m is a non-degenerate critical

point of f : (M,ω) → Qp in the symplectic sense (Definition 9.4).
(3) There exist infinitely many linear symplectic forms ω such that m is a non-

degenerate critical point of f : (M,ω) → Qp in the symplectic sense.

Proof. Suppose (2) holds. Let Ω be the matrix of ω. Then Ω−1d2f(m) has all eigenvalues
distinct. Applying Lemma 3.3 to the Hessian, if zero was an eigenvalue, it would be
at least double, contradicting (2). So Ω−1d2f(m) is invertible, which implies d2f(m) is
invertible and (1) holds.

Now suppose (1) holds. Let H = d2f(m). We first solve the problem for H diagonal
and then the general case.

If H is diagonal, (1) means that all diagonal elements are nonzero. Let hi be the i-th
diagonal element. We will take Ω−1 with ai in the row 2i− 1 and column 2i, −ai in the
row 2i and column 2i−1, and 0 the rest. After multiplying Ω−1 by H, ai becomes aih2i−1

and −ai becomes −aih2i. The eigenvalues are

±ai
√
−h2i−1h2i for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n.

Since Qp is infinite, it is always possible to choose ai so that these values are all different,
independently of whether they are in Qp or not (just choose each ai in turn, and there
will always be a possible value).

In the general case, we can apply Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization to the canonical
basis to obtain a basis {v1, . . . , vn} such that vTi Hvj ̸= 0 if and only if i = j. Taking
these vectors as columns, we have a matrix M such that MTHM is diagonal. Applying
the diagonal case to this matrix, we obtain an antisymmetric Ω such that Ω−1MTHM
has all eigenvalues different. This matrix is similar to MΩ−1MTH, so this has also all
eigenvalues different, and MΩ−1MT is the matrix we want.

That (3) implies (2) is trivial. If (2) holds, Ω−1M has all eigenvalues different and the
same happens for any perturbation of Ω, hence (3) holds. □

In the following when we speak of non-degenerate critical points of a function we always
de it in the symplectic sense of Definition 9.4.

In the real case, as a consequence of the Weierstrass-Williamson classification, it is
always possible to choose linear symplectic coordinates (x1, ξ1, . . . , xn, ξn) with the origin
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at any m ∈M such that

f =
n∑

i=1

rigi +O(3)

for some ri ∈ R, where gi : V → R has one of the following forms: (x2i + ξ2i )/2 (elliptic
component), xiξi (hyperbolic component), or xiξi+1 − xi+1ξi with the next function equal
to xiξi + xi+1ξi+1 (focus-focus component). In the p-adic case we are also able to make
this conclusion.

Lemma 9.6. Let n be a positive integer. Let p be a prime number. Let M be a p-adic
analytic manifold of dimension 2n and let m be a non-degenerate critical point of a p-
adic analytic function f :M → Qp. Then there exists an open neighborhood U of m and
coordinates (x1, . . . , xn) with the origin at m such that the restriction of f to U , that is,
f |U : U → Qp is given by a power series∑

I∈Nn,i1+...+in⩾2

aIx
i1
1 . . . x

in
n .

Moreover, the matrix in M2n(Qp) with the coefficient of xixj in the row i and column j,
for i ̸= j, and the coefficient of x2i multiplied by 2 in the row and column i, is exactly the
Hessian of f at m in the coordinates x1, . . . , xn.

Proof. By definition, f is given by a power series converging in some open set U which
contains m. The center of the power series can be arbitrarily chosen in U , which means
that we can choose m as center. The degree 1 terms are 0 because m is a critical
point, and the degree 2 terms are of the form xTHx/2 for some matrix H ∈ M2n(Qp).
Differentiating twice, we get that the Hessian of f is precisely H. □

Corollary 9.7 (Normal form of critical points in dimension 2). Let p be a prime number.
Let (M,ω) be a p-adic symplectic manifold of dimension 2 and let f :M → Qp be a p-adic
analytic function. Let m ∈ M be a critical point of f . Then there are linear symplectic
coordinates (x, ξ) with the origin at m such that f − f(m) coincides with r(x2 + cξ2) up
to order 2, for some r ∈ Qp and c ∈ Xp, or r ∈ Yp ∪ {1} and c = 0. Furthermore, if
f − f(m) has this form for two different linear symplectic coordinates with the origin at
m, then the two forms coincide.

Proof. By Theorem 9.3, we can assume without loss of generality that ωm = ω0.
Applying Theorem D to d2f , we get a symplectic matrix S, which is the matrix of a

linear symplectomorphism ϕ, such that

d2(ϕ∗f) = STd2fS =

(
r 0
0 cr

)
= d2(rx2 + crξ2).

By Lemma 9.6, f has the desired form. Uniqueness follows from the same theorem. □

Corollary 9.8. Let p be a prime number. Let (M,ω) be a p-adic analytic symplectic
2-manifold. Let Xp, Yp be the non-residue sets in Definition 1.1. Then the following
statements hold.

(1) If p ≡ 1 mod 4, there are exactly 7 families of local linear normal forms for a non-
degenerate critical point of a p-adic analytic analytic function f : (M,ω) → Qp up
to local linear symplectomorphisms centered at the critical point, where the normal
forms in each family differ by multiplication by a constant r, and exactly 4 normal
forms for a degenerate critical point which only differ in the constant r.
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(2) If p ≡ 3 mod 4, there are exactly 5 families of local linear normal forms for a non-
degenerate critical point of a p-adic analytic analytic function f : (M,ω) → Qp up
to local linear symplectomorphisms centered at the critical point, where the normal
forms in each family differ by multiplication by a constant r, and exactly 4 normal
forms for a degenerate critical point which only differ in the constant r.

(3) If p = 2, there are exactly 11 families of local linear normal forms for a non-
degenerate critical point of a p-adic analytic analytic function f : (M,ω) → Qp

up to local linear symplectomorphisms centered at the critical point, where the
normal forms in each family differ by multiplication by a constant r, and exactly
8 normal forms for a degenerate critical point which only differ in the constant r.

In the three cases the above normal forms for a non-degenerate point are given by{{
r(x2 + cξ2) : r ∈ Qp

}
: c ∈ Xp

}
and those for a degenerate point are given by{

rx2 : r ∈ Yp ∪ {1}
}
.

Proof. This follows from Theorem E and Corollary 9.7. □

Corollary 9.9 (Normal form of non-degenerate critical points in dimension 4). Let p
be a prime number. Let Xp, Yp, Ck

i ,Dk
i be the non-residue sets and coefficient functions

in Definition 1.1. Let (M,ω) be a p-adic symplectic manifold of dimension 4 and let
f :M → Qp be a p-adic analytic function. Let m ∈M be a non-degenerate critical point
of f . Then there are linear symplectic coordinates (x, ξ, y, η) with the origin at m such
that in these cordinates we have:

f − f(m) = rg1 + sg2 +O(3),

where g1 and g2 have one of the following forms:

(1) g1(x, ξ, y, η) = x2 + c1ξ
2 and g2(x, ξ, y, η) = y2 + c2η

2, for c1, c2 ∈ Xp.
(2) g1(x, ξ, y, η) = xη + cyξ and g2(x, ξ, y, η) = xξ + yη, for c ∈ Yp.
(3)

gk(x, ξ, y, η) =
2∑

i=0

Ck
i (c, t1, t2, a, b)x

iy2−i +
2∑

i=0

Dk
i (c, t1, t2, a, b)ξ

iη2−i,

for k ∈ {1, 2}, where c, t1 and t2 correspond to one row of Table 1 and (a, b) are
either (1, 0) or (a1, b1) of the corresponding row.

If f − f(m) has this form for two different linear symplectic coordinates, then the two
forms coincide, except perhaps for swapping g1 and g2 at point (1).

Proof. Analogously to proof of Corollary 9.7, we apply Theorem F to the Hessian of f ,
and by Lemma 9.6, f has the desired form. The three cases (1), (2) and (3) for the
resulting matrix correspond to the three cases of this corollary, because

d2(ϕ∗f) = STd2fS = rd2g1 + sd2g2 = d2(rg1 + sg2). □

Corollary 9.10 (Normal form of degenerate critical points in dimension 4). Let p be a
prime number. let Xp, Yp be the non-residue sets in Definition 1.1. Let hp : Yp → Qp be
the non-residue function in Definition 2.3. Let (M,ω) be a p-adic symplectic manifold
of dimension 4 and let f : M → Qp be a p-adic analytic function. Let m ∈ M be a
degenerate critical point of f . Then there are linear symplectic coordinates (x, ξ, y, η)
with the origin at m such that f − f(m) coincides with one of the following forms up to
order 2:
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(1) r(x2+c1ξ
2)/2+s(y2+c2η

2)/2, for some c1, c2 ∈ Xp∪{0} and r, s ∈ Qp. If c1 = 0,
r can be taken in Yp ∪ {1}, and if c2 = 0, s can be taken in Yp ∪ {1}.

(2) r(xξ + yη) + yξ, for some r ∈ Qp.
(3) r(xη + cyξ) + a(x2 + y2)/2, for some r ∈ Qp, c ∈ Yp, a ∈ {1, hp(c)}.
(4) c(x2/2 + ξη), for some c ∈ Yp ∪ {1}.

Furthermore, if f − f(m) has this form for two different linear symplectic coordinates,
then the two forms coincide, except perhaps for swapping (r, c1) and (s, c2) at point (1).

Proof. It is analogous the previous two proofs, but with Theorem G. □

Corollary 9.11. Let p be a prime number. Let (M,ω) be a p-adic analytic symplectic 4-
manifold. Let Xp, Yp, Ck

i ,Dk
i be the non-residue sets and coefficient functions in Definition

1.1. Let hp : Yp → Qp be the non-residue function in Definition 2.3. Then the following
statements hold.

(1) If p ≡ 1 mod 4, there are exactly 49 infinite families of local linear normal forms
with two degrees of freedom for a critical point of a p-adic analytic function on
a 4-dimensional p-adic symplectic manifold f : (M,ω) → Qp up to local linear
symplectomorphisms centered at the critical point, exactly 35 infinite families with
one degree of freedom, and exactly 20 isolated normal forms.

(2) If p ≡ 3 mod 4, there are exactly 32 infinite families of local linear normal forms
with two degrees of freedom for a critical point of a p-adic analytic function on
a 4-dimensional p-adic symplectic manifold f : (M,ω) → Qp up to local linear
symplectomorphisms centered at the critical point, exactly 27 infinite families with
one degree of freedom, and exactly 20 isolated normal forms.

(3) If p = 2, there are exactly 211 infinite families of local linear normal forms with
two degrees of freedom for a critical point of a p-adic analytic function on a 4-
dimensional p-adic symplectic manifold f : (M,ω) → Qp up to local linear sym-
plectomorphisms centered at the critical point, exactly 103 infinite families with
one degree of freedom, and exactly 72 isolated normal forms.

In the three cases above, the infinite families with two degrees of freedom are given as{{
r(x2 + c1ξ

2) + s(y2 + c2η
2) : r, s ∈ Qp

}
: c1, c2 ∈ Xp

}
∪
{{

r(xη + cyξ) + s(xξ + yη) : r, s ∈ Qp

}
: c ∈ Yp

}
∪
{{

r

(
2∑

i=0

C1
i (c, t1, t2, a, b)x

iy2−i +
2∑

i=0

D1
i (c, t1, t2, a, b)ξ

iη2−i

)

+s

(
2∑

i=0

C2
i (c, t1, t2, a, b)x

iy2−i +
2∑

i=0

D2
i (c, t1, t2, a, b)ξ

iη2−i

)
:

r, s ∈ Qp

}
: (a, b) ∈

{
(1, 0), (a1, b1)

}
, c, t1, t2, a1, b1 in one row of Table 1

}
,

those with one degree of freedom are{{
r(x2 + c1ξ

2) + sy2/2 : r ∈ Qp

}
: c1 ∈ Xp, s ∈ Yp ∪ {1}

}
∪ {{r(xξ+ yη) + yξ : r ∈ Qp}}

∪
{{

r(xη + cyξ) + a(x2 + y2)/2 : r ∈ Qp

}
: c ∈ Yp, a ∈ {1, hp(c)}

}
,

and the isolated forms are{
(rx2 + sy2)/2 : r, s ∈ Yp ∪ {1}

}
∪
{
c(x2/2 + ξη) : c ∈ Yp ∪ {1}

}
.
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Here by “infinite family” we mean a family of normal forms of the form r1f1 + r2f2 +
. . . + rkfk, where ri are parameters and k is the number of degrees of freedom, and by
“isolated” we mean a form that is not part of any family.

10. Application to normal forms of singularities of integrable systems

The Weierstrass-Williamson classification is one of the foundational results used in the
symplectic theory of integrable systems (in particular in Eliasson’s linearization theorems
[25, 26]). A consequence of the Weierstrass-Williamson classification states that, given
an integrable system F = (f1, . . . , fn) : (M,ω) → Rn and a non-degenerate critical point
m of F (in a precise sense which we will define shortly), it is always possible to choose
linear symplectic coordinates (x1, ξ1, . . . , xn, ξn) with the origin at m such that in these
coordinates

B ◦ (F − F (m)) = (g1, . . . , gn) +O(3),

where B is a n-by-n matrix of reals and each gi, i ∈ {1, . . . , n} has one of the following
forms: ξi (regular component), (x2i + ξ2i )/2 (elliptic component), xiξi (hyperbolic com-
ponent), or xiξi+1 − xi+1ξi with the next function equal to xiξi + xi+1ξi+1 (focus-focus
component). See Figure 1 for a representation.

10.1. Non-degenerate critical points of integrable systems. As we see next, the
classification theorems for critical points of functions on symplectic manifolds can be
applied to classify critical points of integrable systems. In order to do this, first we recall
the notion of non-degeneracy for a critical point of an integrable system F : (M,ω) →
(Qp)

n on a p-adic analytic symplectic manifold which we use in the paper, and which in
the real case is equivalent to the usual definition in Vey’s paper [59], see for example [49,
Section 4.2.1] and [22, Lemma 2.5].

For a concise review of the basic concepts of p-adic integrable systems and p-adic
symplectic geometry see [11, Section 3]. Pelayo-Voevodsky-Warren [46, Definition 7.1]
defined p-adic integrable systems as follows: a p-adic analytic map on a p-adic analytic
symplectic manifold of dimension 2n:

F := (f1, . . . , fn) : (M,ω) → (Qp)
n

is a p-adic analytic integrable system if two conditions hold:

• The functions f1, . . . , fn satisfy {fi, fj} = 0 for all 1 ⩽ i ⩽ j ⩽ n;
• The set where the n differential 1-forms df1, . . . , dfn are linearly dependent has
p-adic measure zero.

In view of some examples, including the Jaynes-Cummings model treated in our previous
paper [11], and which have come to our attention since [46] was written, we believe it
is convenient to replace the second condition, which is too restrictive in the p-adic case
(unlike in the real case, which is the usual formulation one gives) by the condition that
the set where the n differential 1-forms df1, . . . , dfn are linearly independent is dense in
M . We use this updated definition through the paper.

Definition 10.1. Let n be a positive integer. Let p be a prime number. Let (M,ω) be a p-
adic analytic symplectic manifold of dimension 2n. Let F = (f1, . . . , fn) : (M,ω) → (Qp)

n

be a p-adic analytic integrable system. A point m ∈ M is a critical point of m if the
1-forms df1(m), . . . , dfn(m) are linearly dependent. The number of linearly independent
forms among df1(m), . . . , dfn(m) is called the rank of the critical point.

In the following definition, a subspace U of a symplectic vector space (V, ω) is said to
be isotropic if ω(u, v) = 0 for any u, v ∈ U .
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Definition 10.2 (Non-degenerate critical point of p-adic analytic integrable system).
Let n be a positive integer. Let p be a prime number. Let (M,ω) be a p-adic analytic
symplectic manifold. Let Ω be the matrix of the linear symplectic form ωm on the
vector space TmM . A rank 0 critical point m of a p-adic analytic integrable system
F = (f1, . . . , fn) : (M,ω) → (Qp)

n is non-degenerate if the Hessians evaluated at m:

d2f1(m), . . . , d2fn(m)

are linearly independent and if there exist a1, . . . , an ∈ Qp such that the matrix

Ω−1

n∑
i=1

aid
2fi(m)

has n different eigenvalues.
If m has rank r, then the vectors Xf1(m), . . . , Xfn(m) obtained by evaluating the

Hamiltonian vector fields Xf1 , . . . , Xfn of f1, . . . , fn at m, form an isotropic linear sub-
space L of TmM , whose dimension is r; suppose that Xf1(m), . . . , Xfr(m) are linearly
independent. Then dfr+1, . . . , dfn descend to Lω/L in such a way that the origin is a
rank 0 critical point of the integrable system induced by F on Lω/L. We say that the
point is non-degenerate if the origin is a non-degenerate critical point of this induced
integrable system.

Remark 10.3. Definition 10.2 in the p-adic case is motivated by the fact that in the
real case the notion of being non-degenerate for a critical point on an integrable system
can also be defined in this way. Indeed, the usual definition is given in terms of Cartan
subalgebras as follows: if (M,ω) is a real symplectic manifold of dimension 2n and F =
(f1, . . . , fn) : M → Rn is an integrable system, a critical point m of F of rank 0 is
non-degenerate if the Hessians d2f1(m), . . . , d2fn(m) span a Cartan subalgebra of the
symplectic Lie algebra of quadratic forms on the tangent space (TmM,ωm).

A p-adic analytic integrable system (f1, . . . , fn) : (M,ω) → (Qp)
n is non-degenerate if

all of its critical points are non-degenerate.

10.2. Degenerate critical points in the real case. In the real case, very little is
known about degenerate singularities. In the literature only some results are available
for some special kinds of degenerate points, see for instance [67, 68]. We give here a
partial classification for real integrable systems (which must be smooth but need not be
analytic).

Theorem 10.4. Let (M,ω) be a real symplectic 4-manifold and let F = (f1, f2) :
(M,ω) → R2 be a real integrable system. Let m ∈ M be a degenerate critical point
of F . Then one of the following two statements holds:

(1) There exist a1, a2 ∈ R and a linear combination g = a1f1 + a2f2, such that the
four eigenvalues of Ω−1d2g(m) are zero.

(2) For all linear combinations g = a1f1 + a2f2, where a1, a2 ∈ R, two of the eigen-
values of Ω−1d2g(m) are zero.

Proof. As m is a degenerate critical point, Ω−1d2f1(m) has a multiple eigenvalue. There
are three cases to consider:

• All the eigenvalues of Ω−1d2f1(m) are zero. We are immediately in case (1).
• Two eigenvalues of Ω−1d2f1(m) are zero. Let gk = f1 + kf2. The eigenvalues of
Ω−1d2gk(m) vary continuously with k, and they must include a multiple eigenvalue
for any k. For k = 0, two eigenvalues are zero and the other two are opposite
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and nonzero. This implies that, for |k| sufficiently small, Ω−1d2gk(m) has also two
zero eigenvalues. The values of k for which this happens are either finitely many
or all R, hence, it must happen for all k ∈ R.

This means that the condition of case (2) holds when a1 = 1, which trivially
implies the same for all a1 ̸= 0. For a1 = 0, the result follows by continuity.

• Ω−1d2f1(m) is invertible. By Lemma 3.6, the eigenvalues of Ω−1d2f1(m) are either
of the form

{r, r,−r,−r}
or

{ri, ri,−ri,−ri},
for some r ∈ R with r ̸= 0, and the matrix can be brought by a transformation
Ψ to Jordan form, which is one of the forms

λ 0 0 0
0 −λ 0 0
0 0 λ 0
0 0 0 −λ

 or


λ 0 1 0
0 −λ 0 0
0 0 λ 0
0 1 0 −λ

 ,

where λ is r or ri. We call this matrix D1. The same Ψ must bring Ω−1d2f1(m)
to a form that commutes with D1: we call it D2. We have that

D2 =


µ1 0 µ2 0
0 µ5 0 µ6

µ3 0 µ4 0
0 µ7 0 µ8


and

ΨTd2f2Ψ = ΨTΩ0ΨΨ−1Ω−1
0 d2f2Ψ =


0 a 0 0
−a 0 0 0
0 0 0 b
0 0 −b 0

D2

for some a, b ∈ C, must be a symmetric matrix, which implies µ1 = −µ5, µ4 =
−µ8, aµ2 = −bµ7 and bµ3 = −aµ6. The last two equalities together imply µ2µ3 =
µ6µ7.

If D1 has the non-diagonal form, D1D2 = D2D1 implies that µ3 = µ6 = 0,
µ1 = µ4 and µ5 = µ8. We can make a linear combination of the two matrices
where the diagonal is 0, and whose eigenvalues will all be zero, and we are done.
Now we suppose that D1 is diagonal.
If D1 is real, the matrix Ψ is and consequently D2 are real. Otherwise, we have

Ω−1
0 d2f2Ψ = ΨD2 and the columns of Ψ have the form (u, ū, v, v̄), this gives

Ω−1
0 d2f2

(
u ū v v̄

)
=
(
µ1u+ µ3v µ5ū+ µ7v̄ µ2u+ µ4v µ6ū+ µ8v̄

)
which implies that

µ1u+ µ3v = µ5ū+ µ7v̄

and

µ2u+ µ4v = µ6ū+ µ8v̄,

and as u and v are linearly independent, we must have µ̄1 = µ5 = −µ1 and
µ̄4 = µ8 = −µ4. That is, the diagonal of D2 is real if D1 is real, and imaginary if
D1 is imaginary.
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Let µ1 = r1α and µ4 = r2α, for r1, r2 in R and α ∈ {1, i}. By adding a multiple
of D1, we can make r2 = −r1, so that D2 has the form

r1α 0 µ2 0
0 −r1α 0 µ6

µ3 0 −r1α 0
0 µ7 0 r1α

 ,

and its characteristic polynomial is

(t2 − r21α
2 − µ2µ3)(t

2 − r21α
2 − µ6µ7) = (t2 − r21α

2 − µ2µ3)
2.

We now prove that r21α
2 + µ2µ3 must be 0, that is, the characteristic polynomial

is t4 and the conclusion follows. Suppose, for a contradiction, that it is not 0.
Then D2 has double eigenvalues different from zero, in the form

{s, s,−s,−s}

or

{si, si,−si,−si},
and each pair of double eigenvalues has an element coming from each factor.

Consider the matrix D3 = D2 + kD1, where k is a real number close to zero.
The characteristic polynomial of D3 is still a product of two factors, but now they
are different. For small enough k, the only way to have multiple eigenvalues is to
have the same form as in D2, that is, two real or imaginary pairs with an element
from each factor. But this is not possible if the two factors are different. □

10.3. Proof of Theorems A, B and C. By Theorem 9.3, we may assume without loss
of generality that M = (Qp)

4 and ωm = ω0.
For a rank 1 critical point, we can take dη in the direction of the nonzero differential,

and the problem reduces to classify the critical point in Lω0/L. This is a system with
one function (the linear combination of f1 and f2 with differential 0) in dimension 2, so
we apply Corollary 9.7 and get the result.

For a rank 0 critical point, first we prove existence. The fact that f1 and f2 form an
integrable system implies that {f1, f2} = 0, that is,

(df1)
TΩ−1

0 df2 = 0.

Differentiating this twice, evaluating at m and using that df1(m) = df2(m) = 0,

d2f1(m)Ω−1
0 d2f2(m) = d2f2(m)Ω−1

0 d2f1(m)

We define Ai = Ω−1
0 d2fi(m). The previous expression implies that A1 and A2 commute.

Let u ∈ (Cp)
4 be an eigenvector of A1, where Cp is the field of complex p-adic numbers.

Then

A1A2u = A2A1u = λA2u

for λ ∈ Cp. This implies that A2u is also an eigenvector of A1 with value λ. But the
critical point is non-degenerate, which means that the only eigenvector with value λ is u.
Hence, A2u = µu for some µ ∈ Cp, and u is also eigenvector of A2. So A1 and A2 have
the same eigenvectors.

In the proof of Theorem F (Section 6.3), the case in which the Hessian of f falls and
the values of the parameters (c1, c2, c, a, etc.) in the normal form are determined by the
eigenvectors. This means that S is the same matrix for f1 than for f2, and the resulting
normal forms are r1g1 + s1g2 and r2g1 + s2g2, for some r1, r2, s1, s2 ∈ Qp and g1 and g2
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are among the possibilities of Corollary 9.9. As the Hessians are linearly independent,
the matrix (

r1 s1
r2 s2

)
changing (g1, g2) to (f1, f2) can be inverted, giving the matrix B that we need, and the
proof of existence of Theorem A is complete. Uniqueness follows directly from Corollary
9.9.

Theorems B and C follow from applying Theorems H and I, respectively, to the Hessians
of the components of the system: each normal form of the matrix gives a normal form of
the integrable system, and the Hessian of fP,p is exactly the matrix M(P, p).

10.4. Degenerate critical points in the p-adic case. Based on Theorem G, a version
of Theorem A can also be deduced for degenerate singularities (a topic of growing interest
in real symplectic geometry; see for instance [22, 23, 32] and the references therein) but
the statement will be more complicated than that of Theorem A. The reason is that,
while for non-degenerate singularities the types (in the sense of Corollary 9.9) of f1 and
f2 must coincide if these functions Poisson-commute, this does not happen for degenerate
singularities. For example, the function of type (1) in Corollary 9.10 with r = s = 1 and
c1 = c2 = −1 Poisson-commutes with the one of type (2) in the same list with r = 1.
Hence, a full classification will need many more cases. We can give a partial result
analogous to Theorem 10.4:

Theorem 10.5. Let p be a prime number. Let (M,ω) be a 4-dimensional p-adic analytic
symplectic manifold. Let F = (f1, f2) : (M,ω) → (Qp)

2 be a p-adic analytic integrable
system and let m ∈ M be a degenerate rank 0 critical point of F . Then one of the
following two statements holds:

(1) There are a1, a2 ∈ Qp and a linear combination g = a1f1+a2f2, such that all four
eigenvalues of Ω−1d2g are zero;

(2) For all linear combinations g = a1f1 + a2f2, where a1, a2 ∈ Qp, two eigenvalues
of Ω−1d2g are zero.

Proof. This proof follows the same strategy as in the real case (Theorem 10.4), we include
it here for completeness.

As m is degenerate, for every linear combination g = a1f1 + a2f2, m is a critical point
of g with repeated eigenvalues. Concretely this happens for f1 and f2 themselves. There
are three cases to consider:

• Ω−1d2f1 has all eigenvalues zero, and we are in case (1).
• Ω−1d2f1 has exactly two eigenvalues zero. Since the other two are nonzero, they
are opposites.

Consider gk = f1 + kf2, for k ∈ Qp. Since m is degenerate, Ω−1d2gk has
a multiple eigenvalue for any k. If k is small enough, the only way to have a
multiple eigenvalue is that the same two that coincide for k = 0 keep coinciding.
But as they must be opposites, they must still coincide at zero. This means that
Ω−1d2gk has two eigenvalues equal to zero for all k small enough. But the values
of k for which this happens are either finitely many or all Qp, so it must happen
for all k.

It follows that case (2) holds when a1 = 1, and can be extended trivially to all
a1 ̸= 0. For a1 = 0, it must also hold by continuity.

• Ω−1d2f1 is invertible. By Corollary 9.10, we can bring f1 to a normal form where
ωm = ω0. The ones with an invertible Hessian are in case (1) with c1 ̸= 0 and
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c2 ̸= 0, case (2) with r ̸= 0, and case (3) with r ̸= 0. In the three cases, the
eigenvalues are of the form {λ, λ,−λ,−λ}, where λ2 ∈ Qp (in some of them
λ ∈ Qp and in others it is in a degree two extension).
By Lemma 3.6, we can bring the matrix Ω−1

0 d2f1 to Jordan form by a transfor-
mation Ψ, which is one of the two forms

λ 0 0 0
0 −λ 0 0
0 0 λ 0
0 0 0 −λ

 or


λ 0 1 0
0 −λ 0 0
0 0 λ 0
0 1 0 −λ

 .

We call this matrix D1. The matrix Ω−1
0 d2f2 will become, by the same trans-

formation Ψ, a matrix D2 that commutes with D1, so it has the form
µ1 0 µ2 0
0 µ5 0 µ6

µ3 0 µ4 0
0 µ7 0 µ8

 .

We have that ΨTd2f2Ψ is symmetric, which leads to µ1 = −µ5, µ4 = −µ8, and
µ2µ3 = µ6µ7.
If D1 has the second form above, D1D2 = D2D1 also implies µ3 = µ6 = 0,

µ1 = µ4 and µ5 = µ8. Adding an adequate multiple of D1 to D2, we can make
µ1 = µ4 = µ5 = µ8 = 0, so that this new matrix has all eigenvalues zero, and we
are done. Now we suppose that D1 has the first form.

If λ ∈ Qp, the matrix Ψ is in Qp, so D2 is also in Qp. If λ /∈ Qp, we have
Ω−1

0 d2f2Ψ = ΨD2. Taking the columns of Ψ in the form (u, ū, v, v̄), as happens in
the real case but now ū means the conjugate in Qp[λ], we arrive at µ̄1 = µ5 = −µ1

and µ̄4 = µ8 = −µ4. This means that the elements in the diagonal of D2 are
multiples of λ with coefficients in Qp, independently of whether λ is in Qp or not.

Let µ1 = r1λ and µ4 = r2λ, for r1, r2 in Qp. By adding a multiple of D1, we
can make r2 = −r1, and D2 has now the form

r1λ 0 µ2 0
0 −r1λ 0 µ6

µ3 0 −r1λ 0
0 µ7 0 r1λ

 .

The characteristic polynomial of this matrix is

(t2 − r21λ
2 − µ2µ3)(t

2 − r21λ
2 − µ6µ7) = (t2 − r21λ

2 − µ2µ3)
2.

We now prove that r21λ
2 + µ2µ3 must be 0, from which the conclusion will follow.

Suppose, for a contradiction, that it is not 0. Then D2 has double eigenvalues
different from zero, and each pair of double eigenvalues has an element coming
from each factor.

Consider the matrix D3 = D2 + kD1, where k is a small p-adic number. The
characteristic polynomial of D3 is still a product of two factors. Since the point
m is degenerate, for small enough k we must have the same behavior of the
eigenvalues as in D2, that is, two pairs with an element from each factor. But this
cannot hold because the two factors are not equal. □

Corollary 10.6. Let p be a prime number. Let Xp, Yp be the non-residue sets in Definition
1.1. If the p-adic analytic integrable system F : (M,ω) → (Qp)

2 falls in the first case of
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Theorem 10.5, then the linear combination g = a1f1 + a2f2 therein can be brought to one
of the following forms by a linear symplectomorphism:

(1) (rx2 + sy2)/2 +O(3), for r, s ∈ Yp ∪ {0, 1}.
(2) yξ +O(3).
(3) c(x2/2 + ξη) +O(3), for c ∈ Yp ∪ {1}.

Proof. It follows directly from Theorem 10.5 and Corollary 9.10. The selected forms are
precisely those having all eigenvalues zero. □

In principle, Corollary 10.6 can be a first step towards making a classification analo-
gous to Theorem A for degenerate critical points, but such a classification will be more
complicated than the non-degenerate one, so we will not follow this direction in the paper.

Remark 10.7. There is an extensive theory of quadratic forms over different types of
fields, we refer to the classical treatment [41] and the more recent works by Alsina-Bayer
[2], Bhargava [7], Casselman [10] and Lam [36] and the references therein. In Theorem
A and Theorem 10.5 we have presented a list of local normal forms of integrable systems
up to linear symplectic transformations, given by sums of binary quadratic forms, but we
have not carried out a further analysis of the structure/properties of these forms since this
does not appear to us as applicable in our context of symplectic geometry of integrable
systems.

10.5. Symplectic dynamics of integrable systems and their level sets. We now
calculate the vector fields generated by the integrable systems of Theorem A.

Proposition 10.8. The vector fields generated by the integrable systems of Theorem A
are as follows:

(1) Xg1 = (2c1ξ,−2x, 0, 0), Xg2 = (0, 0, 2c2η,−2y).
(2) Xg1 = (cy,−η, x,−cξ), Xg2 = (x,−ξ, y,−η).
(3)

Xg1 =

(
−t1 + bt2

a
ξ − (bt1 + ct2)η,

acx− by

b2 − c
,−ac(t1 + bt2)η − (bt1 + ct2)ξ,

y − abx

a(b2 − c)

)
,

Xg2 =

(
−bt1 + ct2

a
ξ − c(t1 + bt2)η,

cy − abcx

b2 − c
,−ac(bt1 + ct2)η − c(t1 + bt2)ξ,

acx− by

a(b2 − c)

)
.

Proof. All fields are calculated applying directly the equation ıXf
ω0 = df . □

We can check that, in each system, g1 and g2 Poisson commute, which is equivalent to
checking that, if Ai = Ω−1

0 d2gi, we have A1A2 = A2A1. This matrix is zero in case (1),
0 0 c 0
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0
0 c 0 0


in case (2), and 

ct2 0 t1
a

0
0 ct2 0 act1
act1 0 ct2 0
0 t1

a
0 ct2


in case (3).

We can also calculate the fibers of the systems.
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Proposition 10.9. The fibers F−1(0, 0) of the integrable systems of Theorem A with a
critical point of rank 0 are as follows:

(1) {(±d1ξ, ξ,±d2η, η) : ξ, η ∈ Qp} if −c1 = d21 and −c2 = d22, {(±d1ξ, ξ, 0, 0) : ξ ∈
Qp} if −c1 = d21 and −c2 is not a square, and {(0, 0, 0, 0)} if −c1 and −c2 are not
squares.

(2) {(x, 0, y, 0) : x, y ∈ Qp} ∪ {(0, ξ, 0, η) : ξ, η ∈ Qp}.
(3) {(0, 0, 0, 0)}.

For those in which the origin has rank 1, the fibers are {(±dξ, ξ, y, 0) : ξ, y ∈ Qp} if
−c = d2 and {(0, 0, y, 0) : y ∈ Qp} otherwise.

Proof. The part about rank 1 is immediate from the formula (x2 + cξ2, η). For the rank
0 part, we have:

(1) This follows from making x2 + c1ξ
2 = y2 + c2η

2 = 0.
(2) We make xη + cyξ = xξ + yη = 0. Considering this a system in (ξ, η), we have

two possible cases:
• The determinant of the coefficient matrix is 0. Then cy2 − x2 = 0. Since c is
not a square, x = y = 0.

• The determinant of the coefficient matrix is not 0. Then ξ = η = 0.
(3) We consider the coordinate change given by Ψ2 in Proposition 5.2:

x
ξ
y
η

 = Ψ2


x′

ξ′

y′

η′

 .

We have that the first column of Ψ2 is the hat-conjugate of the second, the same
happens for the third and fourth, and the original coordinates are all in Qp and
they are their own conjugates, hence

x
ξ
y
η

 =


x̂

ξ̂
ŷ
η̂

 = Ψ̂2


x̂′

ξ̂′

ŷ′

η̂′

 = Ψ2


ξ̂′

x̂′

η̂′

ŷ′


which implies ξ′ = x̂′ and η′ = ŷ′. Now, if (x, ξ, y, η) is a point in the fiber,

0 =
(
x ξ y η

)
M


x
ξ
y
η

 =
(
x′ ξ′ y′ η′

)
ΨT

2MΨ2


x′

ξ′

y′

η′


where M is the matrix of the normal form. We know that Ψ2 diagonalizes Ω

−1
0 M ,

so
ΨT

2MΨ2 = ΨT
2Ω0Ψ2Ψ

−1
2 Ω−1

0 MΨ2

=


0 4aαγ(b+ α) 0 0

−4aαγ(b+ α) 0 0 0
0 0 0 −4aαγ̄(b− α)
0 0 4aαγ̄(b− α) 0



λ 0 0 0
0 −λ 0 0
0 0 µ 0
0 0 0 −µ



= −4aα


0 γ(b+ α)λ 0 0

γ(b+ α)λ 0 0 0
0 0 0 γ̄(b− α)µ
0 0 γ̄(b− α)µ

 .
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Putting this together, we get

0 = γ(b+ α)λx′ξ′ + γ̄(b− α)µy′η′ = γ2(b+ α)(r + sα)x′x̂′ + γ̄2(b− α)(r − sα)y′ŷ′

This must hold for all r, s ∈ Qp. Putting (r, s) = (1, 0) and (0, 1),

γ2(b+ α)x′x̂′ + γ̄2(b− α)y′ŷ′ = αγ2(b+ α)x′x̂′ − αγ̄2(b− α)y′ŷ′ = 0

These two equations imply x′x̂′ = 0 and y′ŷ′ = 0, that is, x′ = y′ = 0, which in
turn implies ξ′ = η′ = 0 and the vector is zero. □

In analogy with the real case, a submanifold N of a 2n-dimensional p-adic analytic
symplectic manifold (M,ω) is said to be isotropic if the tangent space at each point of
N is an isotropic subspace of the tangent space of M , that is, if ω(u, v) = 0 for any two
vectors u, v ∈ TmN . It is called Lagrangian if it is isotropic and with dimension n.
The fibers of regular points of real integrable systems are Lagrangian, and homeo-

morphic to tori (for this reason, it is called a singular Lagrangian torus fibration). For
p-adic integrable systems the situation is more complicated to describe in general, even
for concrete examples (such as the Jaynes-Cummings model treated in our paper [11]).
However, there is a common point:

Proposition 10.10. Let n be a positive integer. Let p be a prime number. Let (M,ω) be a
2n-dimensional p-adic symplectic manifold. Let F : (M,ω) → (Qp)

n be a p-adic analytic
integrable system. Suppose that the components of F are either regular components ξi
or given by one of the normal forms of Theorem A. Then the fiber F−1(0) is a union of
isotropic subspaces intersecting at the origin, and if all the components are regular, then
the fiber is a Lagrangian subspace.

Proof. For the regular case, where the system is (ξ1, . . . , ξn), clearly the fiber of 0 is a
Lagrangian subspace. Otherwise, it is enough to prove the statement for the dimension
2 and 4 normal forms, and the conclusion follows by multiplying, because the symplectic
form ω0 does not mix the coordinates of different components. For the normal forms, the
result reduces to checking that

ω0((±d1, 1, 0, 0), (0, 0,±d2, 1)) = ω0((1, 0, 0, 0), (0, 0, 1, 0))

= ω0((±d, 1, 0, 0), (0, 0, 1, 0)) = 0. □

From the point of view of integrable systems and symplectic singularity theory, the
fibers and images of the local models in the p-adic case are very interesting and include
for example the images displayed in Figures 15 and 16 and the fibers displayed in Figures
2 and 3.

We could define a p-adic version of the “Williamson type” defined for the real case at [8,
p. 41]. In the real case, it consists of a tuple of integers (ke, kh, kf) that count the number
of elliptic, hyperbolic and focus-focus components of the normal form. The problem with
this approach is that the components of the normal forms are associated to blocks in
the normal forms of matrices, which in the real case take only three possible forms. In
the p-adic case, by Lemma 8.3, there can appear countably many different blocks, so the
Williamson type will be a sequence (with a finite number of elements different from zero)
instead of a tuple.

For example, for p = 2, the first 11 elements of the sequence count the number of
components with each possible c in Corollary 9.7 (associated to blocks of size two), the
next 145 elements count the number of pairs of components with each possible form in
parts (2) and (3) of Theorem A (associated to blocks of size four), after which come the
counts of trios of components associated to blocks of size six, and so on.
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Regular Transversally Transversally
elliptic hyperbolic

Elliptic- Elliptic- Hyperbolic- Focus-focus
elliptic hyperbolic hyperbolic

Figure 15. Images of some normal forms for the real case and the p-
adic case with p ̸≡ 1 mod 4. In the real case, the positive and negative
sides of the axes represent, as usual, positive and negative numbers; if
p = 2, the “positive” and “negative” sides represent numbers whose second
digit is 0 and 1, respectively; finally, if p ≡ 3 mod 4, the “positive” and
“negative” sides represent even-order and odd-order numbers, respectively.
(The points on the axes themselves have, as usual, a zero coordinate.) In
each drawing, the green region represents regular values, the blue points
are rank 1 critical values, and the red points are rank 0 critical values. An
elliptic component has c = 1 in the notation of Corollary 9.7, a hyperbolic
one has c = −1, and a focus-focus one has c = −1 in part (2) of Theorem
A.

Regular Transversally Transversally
elliptic hyperbolic

Elliptic- Elliptic- Hyperbolic- Focus-focus
elliptic hyperbolic hyperbolic

Figure 16. Images of the same normal forms for p ≡ 1 mod 4. The
slopes of the blue lines in the last image are i and −i. Note that the images
of the systems with the same rank coincide, except perhaps for a coordinate
change, because now the singular components of the systems belong to the
same class: part (1) of Theorem A, with c1 = c2 = 1.

83



We close this section with a mention of the Eliasson-Vey’s linearization theorem [25,
26, 53, 59, 61], which in the real case states that any smooth integrable system can be
brought to its Williamson normal form by a symplectomorphism. The analytic case of
this theorem is due to Rüßmann [53] for two degrees of freedom and Vey [59] in arbitrary
dimension. In the real case Eliasson’s Theorem (assuming that there are no hyperbolic
components) says that there is a local diffeomorphism φ and symplectic coordinates
ϕ−1 = (x, ξ, y, η) such that F ◦ ϕ = φ(g1, g2), where gi is one of the elliptic, real or
focus-focus models. The p-adic equivalent of this theorem is well beyond the scope of
this paper, and we state it as a question.

Question 10.11 (A p-adic Eliasson-Vey’s theorem?). Let n be a positive integer. Let p
be a prime number. Given a 2n-dimensional p-adic analytic symplectic manifold (M,ω),
an integrable system F : (M,ω) → (Qp)

n and a non-degenerate critical point m of F ,
determine under which conditions on the Williamson type of the critical point m there
are open sets U ⊂ M and V ⊂ (Qp)

2n, a p-adic analytic symplectomorphism ϕ : V → U
and a local diffeomorphism φ of (Qp)

n such that ϕ(0) = m and

(F − F (m)) ◦ ϕ = φ ◦ (g1, . . . , gn),

where (g1, . . . , gn) is the Williamson normal form of F in m. (In the real case it is enough
that there are no hyperbolic blocks.)

Remark 10.12. It is important to understand that the results of this section do provide
a normal form of the functions involved in a neighborhood of the critical point, but do
not give a normal form of the symplectic form in the entire neighborhood, only at the
tangent space at the point. The question of whether such a normal form exists in the
entire neighborhood and what shapes it may take is a completely different non-linear
problem which we have not attempted to answer in this paper (this would be a Darboux
type theorem for p-adic analytic symplectic manifolds, which would be a preliminary step
to answer Question 10.11).

11. Application to classical mechanical systems

In this section we explain how Theorem A can be applied to further study the p-adic
Jaynes-Cummings model introduced and studied in [11]. We recommend the books by
Abraham-Marsden [1] and de León-Rodrigues [13] for an introduction to the mathematical
study of mechanics and its connections to symplectic/differential geometry.

In our paper [11] we studied the Jaynes-Cummings model with p-adic coefficients (see
Figure 17 for the fibers in the real case and Figure 18 for a fiber in the p-adic case). The
system was defined therein, in analogy with the real case, as follows. For any number
p, first we consider the product p-adic analytic manifold S2

p × (Qp)
2 with the p-adic

symplectic form ωS2p
+ du ∧ dv. Here we recall that

S2
p =

{
(x, y, z) ∈ Q2

p : x
2 + y2 + z2 = 1

}
and ωS2p

is the area form in the sphere given by

ωS2p
= −1

z
dx ∧ dy =

1

y
dx ∧ dz = −1

x
dy ∧ dz.

The p-adic Jaynes-Cummings model is given by the p-adic analytic map

F = (J,H) : S2
p × (Qp)

2 → (Qp)
2,
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Figure 17. Image and fibers of the real Jaynes-Cummings model. The
red curve consists of rank 1 critical points, and the two blue points are
rank 0. The Jaynes-Cummings model is an example of a class of integrable
systems called semitoric systems. The fibers of this system are a point,
circles, 2-tori (generic fiber) and a pinched torus.

where 
J(x, y, z, u, v) =

u2 + v2

2
+ z;

H(x, y, z, u, v) =
ux+ vy

2
,

where (x, y, z) ∈ S2
p and (u, v) ∈ (Qp)

2.
By [11, Proposition 2.5], at m1 = (0, 0,−1, 0, 0), there is a p-adic linear symplectomor-

phism changing the local coordinates to (x, ξ, y, η) in which the p-adic symplectic form
is given by ω = (dx ∧ dξ + dy ∧ dη)/2 and

(11.1) F1(x, ξ, y, η) =
1

2
(x2 + ξ2, y2 + η2) +O((x, ξ, y, η)3).

Here F1 = B ◦ (F − F (0, 0,−1, 0, 0)) with

B =

(
1 2
1 −2

)
.

At m2 = (0, 0, 1, 0, 0), after the change, the p-adic symplectic form is also given by
ω = (dx ∧ dξ + dy ∧ dη)/2 and

(11.2) F2(x, ξ, y, η) = (xη − yξ, xξ + yη) +O((x, ξ, y, η)3).
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Figure 18. Fiber F−1(72, 1) of the 5-adic Jaynes-Cummings model. The
blue points are values of z for which the coordinates (x, y, u, v) form two
p-adic circles, at the green points they only form one circle, at the purple
point z = j = 72 they have dimension 1 but they are not a circle, and the
values of z which appear in grey are not in the fiber.

Here F2 = B ◦ (F − F (0, 0, 1, 0, 0)) with

B =

(
2 0
0 4

)
.

Hence we have the following consequence of Theorem A.

Corollary 11.1. Let p be a prime number. Then there exist open sets U1 and U2 such
that m1 ∈ U1 and m2 ∈ U2 and a local linear symplectomorphism ϕ : U1 → U2 centered
at m1, such that

F2(ϕ(x, ξ, y, η)) = F1(x, ξ, y, η) +O((x, ξ, y, η)3)

for (x, ξ, y, η) ∈ U1, if and only if p ≡ 1 mod 4, where F1 and F2 are as described in
(11.1) and (11.2).

Proof. By Theorem A, F1 and F2 are linearly symplectomorphic to one of the possibilities
listed in its statement, so it is enough to see that it is the same for p ≡ 1 mod 4 and
different otherwise. For the first normal form F1, we have that

Ω−1
0 d2(rJ1 + sH1) =


0 −2 0 0
2 0 0 0
0 0 0 −2
0 0 2 0



r 0 0 0
0 r 0 0
0 0 s 0
0 0 0 s

 =


0 −2r 0 0
2r 0 0 0
0 0 0 −2s
0 0 2s 0


whose eigenvalues are ±2ir and ±2is. If p ≡ 1 mod 4, we are in the situation of Propo-
sition 4.1, so this is in case (1) of Theorem A linearly symplectomorphic to x2 + ξ2.
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Otherwise, we are in the situation of Proposition 4.6, and for λ = 2ir,

uTΩ0ū =
(
i 1 0 0

)
0 1

2
0 0

−1
2

0 0 0
0 0 0 1

2
0 0 −1

2
0



−i
1
0
0

 = i

and
2λa

uTΩ0ū
= 4ra.

We need to find a and b such that ab = 4r2 and 4ra ∈ DSq(Qp, 1), or equivalently
r/a ∈ DSq(Qp, 1). Taking b = ac, we have that c = 4r2/a2 is a square; moreover, if p ≡ 3
mod 4, r/a has even order, hence 4 | ordp(c), and in the set{

1,−1, p,−p, p2
}
,

the c that we need is 1. If p = 2, the only c that is square is 1. The same reasoning holds
for s instead of r, so this critical point is in case (1) with c1 = c2 = 1.

Respecting to F2, we get

Ω−1
0 d2(rJ2 + sH2) =


0 −2 0 0
2 0 0 0
0 0 0 −2
0 0 2 0



0 s 0 r
s 0 −r 0
0 −r 0 s
r 0 s 0

 =


−2s 0 2r 0
0 2s 0 2r

−2r 0 −2s 0
0 −2r 0 2s


has as eigenvalues ±2s± 2ir. If p ≡ 1 mod 4, this is again in case (1) with c1 = c2 = 1,
otherwise it is in case (2) with c = −1. □

More information about the Jaynes-Cummings model and other models of interest in
physics can be found at [1, 13].

12. Examples

In this section we show examples which illustrate our theorems, so that they can be
understood more concretely.

12.1. Examples with matrices.

Example 12.1. This example follows the method given in the proof of Theorem F in
order to find the normal form of a symmetric matrix. Let M be the following symmetric
matrix:

M =


1 2 3 4
2 5 6 7
3 6 8 9
4 7 9 10

 .

The characteristic polynomial of A = Ω−1
0 M is t4 − 6t2 − 2. We start with p = 2. In

order to classify M , we need to find two things: the family of the normal form, and the
normal form itself. We first calculate

λ2 =
6±

√
36 + 8

2
= 3±

√
11.

As 11 ≡ 3 mod 8, λ2 /∈ Q2 and we are in case (2) or (3) of Theorem F with c = 3. In
order to find which one, we need to check whether 3±

√
11 is a square in Q2[

√
3]: it can
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be written as 3±
√
11/3

√
3, where

√
11/3 ∈ Q2. Applying the criterion on Proposition

6.6(4), we see that

ord(3) = ord(
√

11/3) = 0,

so it is not a square and we are in case (3).
The next step is to find t1 and t2: this is the class of 3 +

√
11 in Q2[

√
3] modulo

squares. This can be found with the procedure in the proof of Corollary 6.7(2): we need
to multiply by 1 +

√
3 to make ord(a) ̸= ord(b), which gives

(3 +

√
11

3

√
3)(1 +

√
3) = 3 +

√
33 +

(
3 +

√
11

3

)
√
3.

Writing this again in the form a+b
√
3, it leads to ord(b)−ord(a) = 2, ord(a) ≡ 1 mod 2

(so we have to multiply by 2) and b/4a + digit2(a) ≡ 1 mod 2 (so we have to change
sign). The class is −2(1 +

√
3), that is, t1 = t2 = −2. This is not a class in the table, so

we need to take its pair, t1 = 1 and t2 = 1.
It is only left to find a and b. The two possible classes have b = 0, but one has a = 1

and the other a = −1. To find the correct one, we go to the formula in Proposition 5.2.

aαγ(b+ α)

uTΩ0û
=

aα2γ

uTΩ0û
=

3a
√

−2(1 +
√
3)

uTΩ0û
∈ DSq(Q2[

√
3], 2(1 +

√
3)).

The class of this number, with a = 1, is −(1+
√
3). As we see in Table 11, the position in

row γ2 = −2(1+
√
3) and column −(1+

√
3) is unmarked, which means that the number

is not in

DSq(Q2[
√
3], 2(1 +

√
3)),

and we need to take a = −1. This finishes the classification of the family of the normal
form:

r


−1 0 0 0
0 1 0 −3
0 0 −1

3
0

0 −3 0 3

+ s


0 0 1 0
0 3 0 −3
1 0 0 0
0 −3 0 −9

 .

To find the concrete normal form, we need to put λ in the form (r+ sα)γ, and the result
is

r =
1

2

√−3 +
√
11 + 3

√
3−

√
33

2
+

√
−3−

√
11− 3

√
3−

√
33

2



s =
1

2
√
3

√−3 +
√
11 + 3

√
3−

√
33

2
−

√
−3−

√
11− 3

√
3−

√
33

2


This is a common pattern in this example and the following two: the family of normal
forms is very simple, but the concrete normal form is much more complicated.

Example 12.2. Now we classify the same matrix with p = 3. 11 is still not a square
in Q3, so we are in case (2) or (3) with c = −1. We write λ2 as 3 + i

√
−11, where√

−11 ∈ Q3, and we need to check whether this is a square in Q3[i]. We use Proposition
6.3(1): min{ord(a), ord(b)} ≡ 0 mod 2 and a2 + b2 = −2 is a square in Q3, so λ

2 is a
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square in Q3[i] and we are in case (2). In this case c = −1 is the only parameter we need.
This is the focus-focus family 

0 s 0 r
s 0 −r 0
0 −r 0 s
r 0 s 0


with

r =

√
3 +

√
11−

√
3−

√
11

2i
, s =

√
3 +

√
11 +

√
3−

√
11

2

Example 12.3. For the same matrix and p = 5, we see that λ2 = 3 +
√
11 ∈ Q5, so we

are in case (1). c1 is given by the class of λ2 modulo a square in Q5.

λ2 = 3 +
√
11 ≡ 3 + 1 = 4 mod 5

is a square, so c1 = 1 (actually, c1 is in the class of −λ2, but as p ≡ 1 mod 4 it is
equivalent to take λ2). Analogously

µ2 = 3−
√
11 ≡ 3− 1 = 2 mod 5

so c2 = 2 (which is c0 for p = 5) or c2 = 2p2 = 50. To know which one, we go to
Proposition 4.6:

2µa

uTΩ0ū
= . . . 203033a ∈ DSq(Q5, 2)

which means, by Proposition 4.7(2), that a has even order, and since ord(ab) = 0,

ord(c2) = ord(b)− ord(a) = −2 ord(a)

is multiple of 4, so this leaves c2 = 2. The normal form is
r 0 0 0
0 r 0 0
0 0 s 0
0 0 0 2s


with

r =

√
3 +

√
11, s =

√√
11− 3

2
.

Example 12.4. Let M be the following matrix:

M =


2 6 −2 −3
6 11 1 −5
−2 1 −6 −2
−3 −5 −2 3


The characteristic polynomial of A = Ω−1

0 M is (t2 − 5)2, so this matrix has repeated
eigenvalues:

{
√
5,
√
5,−

√
5,−

√
5}.

For p = 5,
√
5 /∈ Q5, hence it is in case (3) of Theorem G. We need to write λ = r

√
c

for c ∈ Yp: this leads to c = 5 and r = 1. The value of a must be 1 or 2, and from (6.1)
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we obtain that a = 1 gives the result in DSq(Q5,−5). So the normal form is
1 0 0 1
0 0 5 0
0 5 1 0
1 0 0 0

 .

Example 12.5. The same matrix with p = 11: now
√
5 ∈ Q11, so it is in case (2) of

Theorem G, with r = λ =
√
5: 

0
√
5 0 0√

5 0 1 0

0 1 0
√
5

0 0
√
5 0

 .

12.2. Examples with functions and integrable systems.

Example 12.6. The matrices from Examples 12.1 and 12.4 can be translated to functions
with a critical point in the origin (the first one is non-degenerate and the second one is
degenerate):

f1(x, ξ, y, η) =
x2

2
+ 2xξ + 3xy + 4xη +

5

2
ξ2 + 6ξy + 7ξη + 4y2 + 9yη + 5η2

f2(x, ξ, y, η) = x2 + 6xξ − 2xy − 3xη +
11

2
ξ2 + ξy − 5ξη − 3y2 − 2yη + 3η2

The class of the critical point of f1 is that of Corollary 9.9(3), with c = 3, t1 = t2 =
−2, a = −1, b = 0, for p = 2, that of part (2) with c = −1 for p = 3, and that of part (1)
with c1 = 1 and c2 = 2 for p = 5.

The class of the critical point of f2 is that of Corollary 9.10(3) with c = 5 for p = 5,
and that of part (2) for p = 11.

Example 12.7. Let p be a prime number such that p ≡ 1 mod 4. Then the functions

Fee, Feh, Fhh, Fff : ((Qp)
4, ω0) → (Qp)

2

and the symplectic form ω0 = dx ∧ dξ + dy ∧ dη on Q4
p:

• Elliptic-elliptic: Fee(x, ξ, y, η) = (x
2+ξ2

2
, y

2+η2

2
);

• Elliptic-hyperbolic: Feh(x, ξ, y, η) = (x
2+ξ2

2
, yη);

• Hyperbolic-hyperbolic: Fhh(x, ξ, y, η) = (xξ, yη);
• Focus-focus: Fff(x, ξ, y, η) = (xη − yξ, xξ + yη),

are non-degenerate p-adic analytic integrable systems. Furthermore, all four systems are
p-adically linearly symplectomorphic. This follows from Theorem A.

Example 12.8. Let p be a prime number such that p ̸≡ 1 mod 4. Then any two distinct
systems among those four are not linearly symplectomorphic. This follows from Theorem
A.

Remark 12.9. In Corollary 9.7, the elliptic function corresponds to c = 1. The hy-
perbolic one, by Proposition 4.1, corresponds to c = 1 for p ≡ 1 mod 4 and c = −1
otherwise. That is, six of the seven forms for p ≡ 1 mod 4, three of the five for p ≡ 3
mod 4, and nine of the eleven for p = 2, have no real equivalent.

In Theorem A, the elliptic-elliptic model corresponds to (1) with c1 = c2 = 1. Changing
elliptic components to hyperbolic results in changing the corresponding ci to −1, except
if p ≡ 1 mod 4, where there is no change. The focus-focus model is the same for p ≡ 1
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mod 4, and otherwise it is (2) with c = −1. The vast majority of p-adic normal forms,
including all those in point (3), have no real equivalent.

We now comment on the S1
p-actions on Q2

p induced by those systems (we refer to [11,

Appendix C] for a review of the concept of p-adic action), where we recall that S1
p is

defined by

S1
p =

{
(x, y) ∈ Q2

p : x
2 + y2 = 1

}
.

Remark 12.10. Let p be a prime number.

(1) The elliptic function fe(x, ξ) =
x2+ξ2

2
induces on Q2

p an S1
p-action given by

(u, v) · (x, ξ) =
(
u v
−v u

)(
x
ξ

)
,

for (u, v) ∈ S1
p and (x, ξ) ∈ Q2

p.
(2) The first component f1(x, ξ, y, η) = xη − yξ of the focus-focus system Fff induces

on Q4
p an action with a similar formula to the previous one, simultaneously on the

plane (x, y) and the plane (ξ, η):

(u, v) · (x, ξ, y, η) =


u 0 −v 0
0 u 0 −v
v 0 u 0
0 v 0 u



x
ξ
y
η

 ,

for (u, v) ∈ S1
p and (x, ξ, y, η) ∈ Q4

p.

Indeed, by [11, Corollary 4.5], there is a subgroup of S1
p isomorphic to pZp by the

correspondence t 7→ (cos t, sin t) that contains all elements near the origin. We need to
prove that, if ψt(x, ξ) = (cos t, sin t) · (x, ξ), the vector field Xt of this flow (in the sense
that d

dt
ψt(x, ξ) = Xt(ψt(x, ξ))) satisfies Hamilton’s equations ıXtω0 = dfe.

We have

d

dt
ψt(x, ξ) =

d

dt

(
cos t sin t
− sin t cos t

)(
x
ξ

)
=

(
− sin t cos t
− cos t − sin t

)(
x
ξ

)
so Xt(x, ξ) = (ξ,−x), and

ıXtω0 = xdx+ ξdξ = dfe,

as we wanted.
For the focus-focus action, we have analogously that Xt(x, ξ, y, η) = (−y,−η, x, ξ), and

ıXtω0 = ηdx− ydξ − ξdy + xdη = df1,

as we wanted.

13. Circular symmetries of the p-adic models

Here we generalize the content of Remark 12.10 and analyze the problem of existence
of circle actions for arbitrary models. In the real case, for a fixed symplectic space (V, ω),
most multiples of a Hamiltonian that admits a circle action do not admit it. This happens
because a smooth circle action over V is defined by a smooth map h : S1 × V → V ,
satisfying h(g1, h(g2,m)) = h(g1g2,m) and h(1,m) = m, for g1, g2 ∈ S1 and m ∈ V .
Concretely, considering g : R → S1 given by g(t) = (cos t, sin t), we must have

h(g(t+ t′),m) = h(g(t)g(t′),m) = h(g(t), h(g(t′),m))
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and h(1,m) = m, for t, t′ ∈ R and m ∈ V . The induced vector field for this action, that
is, Xh(t) given by

d

dt
h(g(t),m) = Xh(t)(h(g(t),m)),

must coincide with Xf induced by the Hamiltonian f via the Hamilton equation ıXf
ω0 =

df . When f is multiplied by a constant k, that is, f ′ = kf , we also have Xf ′ = kXf , so
Xh must also be multiplied by k:

d

dt
h′(g(t),m) = Xh′(t)(h′(g(t),m))

= kXh(t)(h
′(g(t),m))

= kXh(kt)(h
′(g(t),m))

(the last equality happens because Xh(t) = Xf is independent of t). This equation is
solved by h′(g(t),m) = h(g(kt),m), that is, the action is accelerated by a factor of k. As
we must have h′(g(2π),m) = h′(1,m) = m, in general this is only possible if k is integer.
This will not happen in the p-adic case, because the p-adic circle is not closed (there

is no t ̸= 0 such that g(t) = 1). So getting a circle action is much easier in this case, and
actually any “small enough” multiple of a Hamiltonian admits a circle action.

Proposition 13.1. Let n be a positive integer and let p be a prime number. Let Ω0 be the
matrix of the standard symplectic form on (Qp)

2n. Given a p-adic analytic Hamiltonian
f : (Qp)

2n → Qp such that f(m) = mTMm/2, for a matrix M ∈ M2n(Qp), f admits
a p-adic analytic S1

p-action (that is, there exists h : S1
p × (Qp)

2n → (Qp)
2n analytic such

that h(g1, h(g2,m)) = h(g1g2,m) and h(1,m) = m, for g1, g2 ∈ S1
p and m ∈ (Qp)

2n) if

and only if ord(λ) ⩾ 0 for all λ which is an eigenvalue of Ω−1
0 M .

Proof. Suppose that f admits a circle action h and let ψ(t, v) = h(g(t), v) and A = Ω−1
0 M .

Hamilton’s equation ıXf
ω0 = df results in

Xf (m)TΩ0v = df(m)(v) = mTMv ⇒ Xf (m) = −Ω−1
0 Mm = −Am.

Substituting in the flow equation,

d

dt
ψ(t,m) = −Aψ(t,m)

and ψ(0,m) = m, which solves as

ψ(t,m) = exp(−tA)m
where exp denotes the matrix exponential. This must exist for all t in the domain of
g(t) = (cos t, sin t), that is, such that |t|p ⩽ kp, where kp = 1/p for p ̸= 2 and k2 = 1/4.
The exponential of −tA exists if and only if the eigenvalues µ of −tA satisfy |µ|p ⩽ kp,
which implies

| − tλ|p = |t|p|λ|p ⩽ kp.

As it must exist when |t|p = kp, we have |λ|p ⩽ 1.
Conversely, suppose that |λ|p ⩽ 1 for all eigenvalues of A. Then, for all t in the domain

of g,
| − tλ|p = |t|p|λ|p ⩽ kp

and exp(−tA) exists. This means that ψ(t,m) is well defined, and h(g0,m) exists for
g0 ∈ Im(g). By [11, Corollary 4.5], the quotient S1

p/ Im(g) is a discrete group, so we can
define its action arbitrarily without affecting the flow equation, and we have an action of
S1
p. □
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Remark 13.2. Often symplectic classifications of group actions in equivariant symplectic
geometry include the assumption that the action is effective, as it is the case for example
in Delzant’s classification, Duistermaat-Pelayo [19] and Pelayo [44]. With this restriction
(being effective), no multiple of a Hamiltonian which admits a circle action also admits
an action. However, as Proposition 13.1 shows, in the p-adic case all small multiples of
any Hamiltonian admit an effective action.

However, if we want the action to have the form h(g,m) = h((u, v),m) = (uI + vB)m,
like the actions in Remark 12.10, the situation changes completely.

Proposition 13.3. Let n be a positive integer and let p be a prime number. Let Ω0 be the
matrix of the standard symplectic form on (Qp)

2n. Given a p-adic analytic Hamiltonian
f : (Qp)

2n → Qp such that f(m) = mTMm/2, for a matrix M ∈ M2n(Qp), f admits
a p-adic analytic S1

p-action of the form h((u, v),m) = (uI + vB)m if and only if the

eigenvalues of Ω−1
0 M are i and −i, both with multiplicity n. In that case, B = −Ω−1

0 M .

Proof. The flow equation implies

d

dt
h((cos t, sin t),m) = −Ah((cos t, sin t),m),

that is

d

dt
(cos tI + sin tB)m = (− sin tI + cos tB)m = −A(cos tI + sin tB)m,

which implies AB = I and B = −A. Hence, the action exists if and only if A2 = −I.
If this happens, the only possible eigenvalues are i and −i, and since they must come in
opposite pairs, each one appears n times. Conversely, if the eigenvalues of A are i and
−i, those of A2 are −1, which implies that A2 = −I. □

Of the normal forms in Theorem A, those with a circle action of this form are the
following:

• At point (1), only the elliptic component gives eigenvalues i and−i. The remaining
ones have different eigenvalues. Hence, we recover Remark 12.10(1).

• At point (2), only the focus-focus component, if p ̸≡ 1 mod 4, has eigenvalues
(i, i,−i,−i). We recover Remark 12.10(2).

• At point (3), t1 + t2
√
c is the square of an eigenvalue, so we must have t1 = −1

and t2 = 0 to have this kind of circle action.

Appendix A. Basic properties of p-adic numbers

A.1. Definition of Qp. The field R is defined as a completion of Q with respect to the
normal absolute value, that is, |x| = max{x,−x}. Analogously, we define the p-adic
absolute value as |x|p = p− ordp(x), where ordp(x) is defined as the highest power of p
dividing x, if x is integer, and as ordp(m)− ordp(n), if x = m/n is rational.

Definition A.1 ([28, Theorem 3.2.13]). Qp is defined as the completion of Q with respect
to the absolute value | · |p. This means that

(1) Q is a subset of Qp, and the absolute value | · |p on Q extends to Qp.
(2) Q is dense in Qp with respect to the absolute value | · |p.
(3) Qp is complete with respect to the absolute value | · |p.

The field Qp satisfying (1), (2) and (3) is unique up to isomorphism of fields preserving
the absolute values.
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The ring of p-adic integers is the topological closure of Z in Qp, which coincides with
the ball centered in 0 of radius 1 [28, Definition 3.3.3]:

Zp =
{
x ∈ Qp | |x|p ⩽ 1

}
.

By [28, Proposition 3.3.4], for any a ∈ Qp, there exists a sequence (an)n⩾n0 with n0 ∈ Z
and 0 ⩽ an ⩽ p− 1 such that

a =
∞∑

n=n0

anp
n.

This n0 is denoted as ordp(a). If a ∈ Q, it coincides with the previous definition of
ordp(a).
We also need some properties about squares in Qp. We start with a result known as

Hensel’s lifting:

Theorem A.2 (Hensel’s lifting, [28, Theorem 3.4.1 and Problem 112]). Let f be a poly-
nomial in Zp[x]. Let α1 be a p-adic integer, r = ord(f(α1)) and s = ord(f ′(α1)). If
r > 2s, there exists α ∈ Zp such that ord(α− α1) ⩾ r − s and f(α) = 0.

A consequence which is useful for us is the following:

Corollary A.3. For a, b ∈ Z2, such that 2 ∤ a, b, a ≡ b mod 2n or a ≡ −b mod 2n if
and only if a2 ≡ b2 mod 2n+1.

Proof. If a ≡ ±b mod 2n, a = ±b+ 2nt for some t ∈ Z2, and

a2 = b2 ± 2n+1bt+ 22nt2 ≡ b2 mod 2n+1.

Suppose now that a2 ≡ b2 mod 2n+1. We apply Hensel’s lifting to f(x) = x2 − a2 and
α1 = b. We have

r = ord(b2 − a2) ⩾ n+ 1

and
s = ord(2b) = 1,

so there is α with ord(α−b) ⩾ n and α2−a2 = 0. This implies α = ±a, so ord(±a−b) ⩾ n,
as we wanted. □

Another consequence is the characterization of squares in Qp:

Corollary A.4. (1) If p ̸= 2, a ∈ Qp is a square if and only if ord(a) is even and the
digit of x at the position ord(a) is a square modulo p.

(2) If p = 2, a ∈ Qp is a square if and only if ord(a) is even and a ends in 001 (that
is, a/2ord(a) ≡ 1 mod 8).

Proof. (1) For the implication to the right: if a = b2, ord(a) = 2 ord(b), and the
leading digit of a is the square of that of b modulo p.

For the implication to the left: If ord(a) is even and the leading digit is square,
let a0 = a/pord(a). Let c ∈ Z such that c2 ≡ a0 mod p. We apply Hensel’s lifting
to x2−a0 with α = c. We have r = ord(c2−a0) > 0, because the leading digits of
c2 and a0 coincide, and s = ord(2c) = 0. Then, there is b0 ∈ Zp such that b20 = a0.
Taking b = b0p

ord(a)/2, we have b2 = a0p
ord(a) = a.

(2) If a = b2, we have again ord(a) = 2 ord(b). Let t = ord(b). Then b = 2t(1 + 2c)
for some c ∈ Z2 and

a = b2 = 22t(1 + 4c+ 4c2) = 22t + 22t+2c(c+ 1)

As c is integer, c(c+ 1) is even, and this ends in 001.
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If ord(a) is even and a ends in 001, let a0 = a/2ord(a). We apply Hensel’s lifting
to x2 − a0 with α = 1. We have r = ord(1− a0) ⩾ 3, s = ord(2) = 1, and there is
b0 ∈ Zp such that b20 = a0. Taking b = b02

ord(a)/2, we have b2 = a02
ord(a) = a. □

A.2. Critical points of p-adic analytic functions. A power series in (Qp)
n is given

by

f(x) =
∑
I∈Nn

aI(x− x0)
I

where xI means xi11 . . . x
in
n and aI are coefficients in Qp. A function

f : (Qp)
n → Qp

is (p-adic) analytic if it can be expressed as a power series. (Sometimes the term is used
for functions that are expressed as a power series only piecewise, but for our purposes
here this distinction does not matter because we are interested only in the local behavior
of analytic functions.)

We define df(m) as the vector whose coordinates are the partial derivatives of f ,
defined in the usual sense:

df(m)i =
∂f(m)

∂xi
:= lim

t→0

f(x+ tei)− f(x)

t

where the definition of limit is the usual one from metric spaces (the limit of f at a point
x0 ∈ Qn

p is equal to y0 ∈ Qp if for any ϵ > 0 there is δ > 0 such that |f(x)− f(x0)|p < ϵ
whenever |xi − (x0)i|p < δ for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n). This limit always exists for a power series, and
it is equal to

∂f

∂xi
=
∑
I∈Nn

aIij(x− x0)
Ij ,

where, for I = (i1, . . . , in), Ij is defined as (i1, . . . , ij − 1, . . . , in).
In the same way, we define the Hessian of f , which we denote as d2f , the matrix with

the second derivatives of f as entries:

(d2f)ij =
∂2f

∂xi∂xj
.

In general, if M is a p-adic analytic manifold, there are charts ϕ from U ⊂ (Qp)
n to

V ⊂ M for some n, and we can define analytic function in V as a function f : V → Qp

such that f ◦ ϕ is given by a power series, or more generally analytic function in M
as f : M → Qp given piecewise by power series. The differential of f is defined as
df = d(f ◦ ϕ), and its Hessian is d2f = d2(f ◦ ϕ). See Appendix B of [11] for the precise
definitions of p-adic manifolds and analytic functions.

A critical point of f :M → Qp is a point m ∈M such that df(m) = 0.
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[11] L. Crespo, Á. Pelayo: The p-adic Jaynes-Cummings model in symplectic geometry, preprint,
arXiv:2406.18415.

[12] M. A. de Gosson: Gaussian quantum states can be disentangled using symplectic rotations. Lect.
Math. Phys. 111 (2021), article 73.

[13] M. de León, P. R. Rodrigues: Methods of Differential Geometry in Analytical Mechanics, North-
Holland Mathematics Studies, 158, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1989.

[14] T. Delzant: Hamiltoniens périodiques et images convexes de l’application moment. Bull. Soc. Math.
France 116(3) (1988), 315–339.

[15] B. Dragovich: p-Adic and Adelic Quantum Mechanics. Proceedings of the First Int. Conf. on p-Adic
Mathematical Physics, 1-5 October 2003, Moscow.

[16] B. Dragovich: Adelic harmonic oscillator. International Journal of Modern Physics A 10(16) (1995),
2349–2365.

[17] B. Dragovich, A. Yu. Khrennikov, S. V. Kozyrev, I. V. Volovich: On p-adic mathematical physics.
P-Adic Numbers, Ultrametric Analysis, and Applications 1 (2009), 1–17.
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[20] J.J. Duistermaat, Á. Pelayo: Reduced phase space and toric variety coordinatizations of Delzant
spaces. Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 146(3) (2009), 695–718.
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[37] Y. Le Floch, Á. Pelayo: Symplectic geometry and spectral properties of classical and quantum

coupled angular momenta. J. Nonlinear Sci. 29 (2016), 655–708.
[38] J. Lurie: What is... p-adic geometry? Members Colloquium at IAS Princeton, October 9, 2023.

Link: https://www.ias.edu/video/what-p-adic-geometry
[39] J. E. Marsden, T. S. Ratiu: Introduction to Mechanics and Symmetry. Texts in Applied Mathemat-

ics, 17, Springer 1999.
[40] D. McDuff, D. Salamon: Introduction to Symplectic Topology. Oxf. Grad. Texts Math. Oxford

University Press, Oxford, 2017.
[41] O. T. O’Meara: Introduction to Quadratic Forms, Springer 2013.
[42] J.-P. Ortega, T. S. Ratiu: Momentum Maps and Hamiltonian Reduction, Progress in Mathematics,

222, Springer 2004.
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