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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.!

More concretely, for any prime number p, the p-adic numbers Q, 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,w) — (Q,)? on p-adic analytic symplectic 4-manifolds (M,w),
as part of a general approach to this new field proposed ten years ago by Voevodsky,

IThe 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 [16, 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 [16]. We refer to [1, 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 [03] and Williamson [60] 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 [03] 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 e™V2"/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 O 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 Q,-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-residue’ 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 ¢y be the smallest quadratic non-residue modulo p. We define the
non-residue sets

{17 Co, P, Cop, 0(2)p7 Cgp7 Copz} lfp =1 mod 4,
Xp: {17_1,}7, _pap2} lpr?) mod 4,
(1,-1,2,-2,3,-3,6, 6,12, —18,24} if p = 2.
{co, p, cop} ifp=1 mod 4;
Y, =q1{-1p, —p} if p=3 mod 4;

{-1,2,-2,3,-3,6,—-6} ifp=2.

We also define the coefficient functions CF:Y, x (Q,)* = Q, and D¥ : Y, x (Q,)* — Q,,
for k € {1,2},i € {0,1,2}, by

ac 1
O(C, 1, l2,0Q, ) 2(0—[)2)’ l(ca 1,02, @, ) bz—C’ 2(67 1, 02,0, ) 2a(c_b2)7
abce c b
C(c,ty, ta,a,b) = ————, C3(c,t1,ts,a,b) = ———, Ca(c,ty,ty,0,b) = ————
0(C7 1, U2, 0, ) 2(b2 _0)7 1(07 1,02,4, ) C_bQJ 2(07 1,02, 4, ) 2a(b2 _0)7
t bt t bt
D(c,tr, tr,a,b) = _g’ Di(c, ty,ty, a,b) = —bty—cty, Dy(c,t1,ty,a,b) = _ac( 12+ 2)’
bt t bt t
Dj(c,t1,t2,a,b) = _%, Di(e;tr, ta,a,b) = =c(tiFbls), Dy, tr, b, a,0) = _M'
a

The choice of ¢y 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,w) be a p-adic analytic symplectic 4-dimensional manifold. In the results below
we use the following terminology. By linear symplectic coordinates (x,&,y,n) with the
origin at a point m € M we mean coordinates given by a local linear symplectomorphism
¢ : ((Qp)* wo) = (M,w), centered at (0,0,0,0) (that is, such that ¢(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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FiGURE 1. Normal forms of regular and critical points of elliptic-elliptic,
focus-focus and elliptic-regular type of an integrable system F : R* — R2.
Some of these can be normal forms of Theorem A (see Remark 1.5).

¢*w, = wo), where wy is the standard symplectic form on (Q,)*. In terms of matrices this
means that STQS = Qp, where S, Q and Qg are the matrices of ¢, w,, and the standard
symplectic form wy (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 X,,Y,,CF, D¥ be the non-residue sets and coefficient functions in Definition
1.1. Let (M,w) be a p-adic analytic symplectic manifold of dimension 4 and let F :
(M,w) = (Qp)? be a p-adic analytic integrable system. Let m be a non-degenerate critical
point of F'. Then there exist linear symplectic coordinates (z,&,y,n) with the origin at m
and an invertible matric B € My(Q,) such that in these coordinates we have:

(1.1) Bo(F—F(m))=(g1,92) + O(3),

where the expression of (g1,92) 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 ¢1, ¢y € X, such that g1(z,&,y,n) = 2> +1&%, g2(2, &, y, ) = y* + can?;

(2) There exists ¢ € Y, such that ¢1(x,&,y,n) = xn + cy&, g2(x, &, y,n) = € + yn;

(3) There exist c,t; and ty corresponding to one row of Table 1 and (a,b) € {(1,0), (a1,b1)},
where (a1, by) is given in the row in question, such that

2 2
g, &, y,m) = Y CFle tr,ta, a,b)a'y” ™ + Y Di(e,ty, by, a,0)E ",
i=0 1=0
for k e {1,2}.
Otherwise, if m is a rank 1 point, then there exists ¢ € X,, such that g1(x, &, y,n) = x> 4c&?
and gQ(xv 57 Y, 77) =1
Furthermore, if there are two sets of linear symplectic coordinates in which F has one
of these forms, then the pair (g1, gs) corresponding to the first set of linear symplectic
coordinates and the pair (g}, g5) 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.



p=1 mod 4
C tl t2 ay b1
co| p | 0 | p | 1/p
01 |p]| O
0 P p 0
p Co 0 1 1
0 1 Co 0
0 Co Co 0
cop | co 0 1 1
0 1 | co 0
0 Co Co 0
p=3 mod 4
C tl t2 ay b1
-1 P 0 bo ao/bo
aq bo p 0
pao | pbo | p 0
p | -1 0 |1 1
0 1 ]|-1 0
—pl=1] 01 1
0 1 ]-1 0
p=2Ac=2
p=2ANc=—1 t1 | to | a1 | Oy p=2Ac=— p=2Ac=3
tl tg ay b1 -1 0 1 2 tl tg al bl ﬁl t2 al bl
2101112 3 0 1|1 -1] 0 1 1 -1] 0 1 11
3101111 -3 0 1|1 3 0 1 |-2 2 0 1 |1
6 10|11 0 1 |-1]0 =310 1 1 -21 0 1|3
1 11]13]0 0 3 1-110 0 1 3 0 0 1 210
3131310 1 1 ({-1]0 0 3 3 0 0 2 210
112120 3 3 1-110 1 1 |1-1]0 1 1 |1-1]0
2141210 2 1 310 -1|-1|-1| 0 -1|-1|-1(0
-113|210 -2]-1, 3]0 -2 1 |-1]0 3 1 |1-1]0
2161210 6 | 31310 2 |1-11-1]0 -3|-1|-1(0
—-6]-3| 3|0
p=2ANc=-3 p=2ANc=—6
tl tg aq b1 p=2/\c=6 tl tg a1 b1
-1 0 2 |1/2 ty | ta | a1 | by -110 1 | -6
2 0 2 |1/2 —-1] 0 1|1 3 0 1 1
-2 10 1 | -6 3 0 1|6 -3 10 1 1
0 1 |-1] 0 3]0 1|1 0 1 (-110
0 2 1-110 0 1 310 0 3 |1-110
1 2 2 0 0 3 310 1 1 (-110
-1 |1-2] 2 0 1 1 |1-1]0 3 |1-110
2 4 2 0 -1]-1(-1]0 -6 | 1 3 0
-2 | -4 2 0 6 1 |-1]0 6 | —-1]| 3 0
-6 (1 |-1] 0 —-6]-1(-1]0 18| 3 3 0
-121 2 | -1] O 18 | =3 | 3 0

TABLE 1. Parameters for the normal form (3) of Theorem A. In the table,
for p =1 mod 4, ¢y is the smallest quadratic non-residue modulo p. For

p = 3 mod 4, ayp and by are such that a? + b2 = —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, 15].

Remark 1.3. Identifying a Hessian with its quadratic form, the formula (1.1) would
be written d2F = (g1, ¢2). In the expression for g; and g, 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 (g7, g5) 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 X,,,Y,,CF, D¥ be the non-residue sets and coefficient functions in
Definition 1.1. Let (M, w) 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,w) — (Q,)* 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,w) — (Q,)? 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,w) — (Q,)* 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 + eyt Fen?) i, € Xp} U {(m] +cy&,xE+yn) i c € Y;,}

2 2
U{ ( Z Czl <C7 tla t?u a, b)xiy27i + Z 'D3 (C7 tlv t27 a, b)fi,rfiiv
=0 =0
2

2
Z C7L2<C7 tla t27 a, b)xin*’i + Z DZ'Z(C7 t17 t27 a, b)5277271) :

i=0 i=0
(a,b) € {(1,0), (al,bl)},c, ti,t9,a1,by in one row of Table Z}

and those for a rank 1 point are given by
{(x2 +cf?m):ce Xp}.

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

{(9?2 + 07+ 17), (2% + &, ym), (€, yn), (xn — y&, 2 + yn)}

and exactly 2 normal forms for a rank 1 non-degenerate critical point:

{@+ &), @)}
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y = —izr,n = —i§ y=ixr,n=1§

§=n=0

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.

r=y=0

§=n=0

FIGURE 3. Symbolic representation of 2-dimensional fiber of focus-focus
model if p Z 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 ¢; = ¢3 = 1,
and the latter is a rank 1 point with ¢ = 1. The focus-focus point may also appear as
a normal form, in case (2) with ¢ = —1, but only if —1 € Y}, 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 = (ay,...,a;) of n we associate the function
k 2 bi—1 9
Lh; 141 pfbi
fP,p(x17£1>"'7xn7€n) :Z Tl+ Z SJZL']+1+ 5 s
i=1 Jj=bi—1+1

where by = 0 and b; = ' _ga;, 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 O non-degenerate critical point, up to local linear symplectomorphisms
centered at the critical point, grows at least with

™ /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, and fq,, respectively, as a
component of their corresponding local linear normal forms, are not equivalent by local
linear symplectomorphisms centered at the origin, where fp, is as given in Definition 1.6.

2n | R Q2 Qs Qs Q7
212 11 ) 7 )
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 R?" and (Q,)?" 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, 15, 64, 65] and the books [5, 9, 31, 39, 10, 12].
9



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 Q,, 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 )5 the matrix of
the standard symplectic form wy on R??, 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 € Mo, (R) is symplectic if STQS = Qo,
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 € My, (R) such that the eigenvalues of ;' 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

0 ripq 0 L7

r; 0 0 r; r Ti+1 0 —T; 0
0 T ’ T 0 © 0 —T; 0 Tit1

T 0 Tit1

for some r; € R, 1 < ¢ < 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 ;"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 QM “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 8J).

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:

0O r» 0O 00 00O 00 0O

r 00 0 0O a 00 0O a 00

000 s|’{0 00 s]’10 0 O0 0}

0 0 s O 0 0 s O 00 0

0O r 00 0 00O 0O r 00

r 0 1 0 0 010 r 0 0 0

010 1’01 0O0]’10 0 s 0]}’

00 » O 0 00 «a 00 0 s
00 0O r 0 0 0 a 0 0 r 0O s 0 r
0 a OO0 0O r 0O 0O 0 —r O s 0 —r 0
00 s O0)J’10 0 s 01’0 = a 0’0 —r 0 s|°’
0 0 0 s 0 0 0 s r 0 0 0 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 Q,,
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 — pfordp(ae)7

where ord,(x) is the greatest power of p that divides . 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 €
Ms(Q,) be a symmetric matriz. Let X,.,Y, be the non-residue sets in Definition 1.1.
Then, there exists a symplectic matriz S € My(Q,) and either c € X, and r € Q,, or
c=0andreY,U{l}, such that

staus = (7 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 (¢, 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 Q, are equal up to multiplication by
a symplectic matriz if there exists a (2n)-by-(2n) symplectic matrix S with coefficients
in Q, 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 X,,,Y, 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:
{{?”((1) 2) :TGQP}:CGXP},

and exactly 4 isolated normal forms, which correspond to ¢ = 0:

{(6 8) :rerU{l}}.

(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
matrixz, 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 matriz,
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 ri My + roMy + ... + 1y My, where r; € Q, 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 ;' M has all eigenvalues distinct, where () is the same matrix as before
for dimension 4:

(@)
SO O

o O O
O = OO

—1

Theorem F (p-adic classification, 4-by-4, non-degenerate case). Let p be a prime number.
Let Qg be the matriz of the standard symplectic form on (Q,)*. Let X,,Y, be the non-
residue sets in Definition 1.1. Let M € M4(Q,) be a symmetric matriz such that all the
eigenvalues of Q' M are distinct. Then there exists a symplectic matriz S € My(Q,)

and r,s € Q, such that one of the following three possibilities holds:
12



(1) There exist c1,co € X, such that

r 0 0 0
T 10 r 0 O
STMS = 0 0 s O
0 0 0 cgs
(2) There exists c € Y, such that

0 s 0 r

T s 0 er
STMS = 0 cr 0 s
r 0 s O

(3) There exist c,t, and ty corresponding to one row of the Table 1 such that STMS
18 equal to the matriz

ac(r — bs) sc—rb
c—b? 0 c—b? 0
—7r(ty + bty) — s(bt t
0 T( 1+ 2) a S< 1t 2) 0 —T(btl + Ctg) — SC(tl + btg)
sc—rb r —bs
c—b? 0 a(c — b?) 0
0 —r(bty + cta) — sc(ty + bty) 0 ac(—r(ty + bta) — s(bty + cta))

where (a,b) are either (1,0) or (a1,by) 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
co be the smallest quadratic non-residue modulo p. We define the non-residue function:

hy(co) = p, hy(p) = hy(cop) = co ifp=1 mod 4;
h, 1Y, - Q, given by hy(=1) = p, hy(p) = hy(—p) = —1 if p=3 mod 4;

hp<_1) = hp(_2> = hp(3) = hp<6) = -1,

hy(—3) = h,(—6) =2,h,(2) =3 if p=2.

For the cases where the eigenvalues of ;' M are not pairwise distinct, we have:

Theorem G (p-adic classification, 4-by-4, degenerate case). Let p be a prime number.
Let Qg be the matriz of the standard symplectic form on (Q,)*. Let X,,,Y, be the non-
residue sets in Definition 1.1. Let h, : Y, — Q,, be the non-residue function in Definition
2.3. Let M € My(Q,) a symmetric matriz such that Qy'M has at least one multiple
eigenvalue. Then there exists a symplectic matriz S € My(Q,) such that one of the
following three possibilities holds:

(1) There exist r,s € Q, and c1,c2 € X, U{0} such that STMS has the form in the
case (1) of Theorem F. Moreover, if ¢, =0 then r € Y, U {1}, and if co = 0 then
seY,U{l}.

13
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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
Q, (the one containing the squares of the eigenvalues of ;' 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 € Q, such that

0 00
roe |r o010
STMS = 010 rr
00 0
(3) There exist r € Q,, c €Y, and a € {1, h,(c)} such that
a 0 0 r
T 10 0 er O
STMS = 0 ¢cr a O
r 0 0 O
(4) There exists c € Y, U{1} such that
c 0 0 O
roe 00 0 —c
STMS = 0 0 0 O
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 from Williamson’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 X,,,Y, be the non-residue sets in Definition 1.1. Let h, : Y, = Q, be the non-residue
function in Definition 2.5.

(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 matriz.

(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 ezxactly 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 matriz.

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

r 0 0 0 0 s 0 r

0 cr 0 0] . s 0 cr O] '
{2 om0 0 sea)iamex,{{ |5 0 9 O inseq)icen)

0 0 0 co8 r 0 s O

15



ac(r — bs) sc—rb

c—b? 0 c—b? 0
0 —r(ty £ bta) = s(bty + cb) 0 —r(bty + cty) — se(ty + bty)
U{{ sc—rb Z r —bs 0
c—b? a(c — b?)
0 —r(bty + cta) — sc(ty + bty) 0 ac(—r(ty + bty) — s(bty + cta))

r,s e Qp} : (a,b) € {(1,0), (al,bl)},c,tl,tg,al,bl in one row of Table ]},

those with one degree of freedom are

r 0 0 0 0O r 00
0 cr 00 r 010
{{ 0 (1) s 0 :TE@p}ic1€Xp,S€YpU{1}}U{{ 010 r 3T€@p}}

0O 0 00 00 r 0

a 0 0 r

0 0 ¢ O

U{{ 0 cr a O :TEQI’}:CEYP’QE{L%(C)}}
r 0 0 O

and the isolated forms are

r 0 00 c 0 0 0
000 0 0 0 —c

{ 00 s 0 .r,seY;)U{l}}U{ 00 0 0 .CGYEDU{l}}.
0000 0 —c 0 O

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 riMy 4+ roMy + ... 4+ 1y My, where r; are parameters in Q, 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 ;' 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 = (ay,...,a;) of n, we define M(P,p) € Ms,(Q,) as the block diagonal
16




2n R Q2 Qs Qs Qr
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 (2ay, . .., 2a;) and each block has the form

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 matriz, each
family being of the form ri My +...+7r,M,, where r; are parameters in Q,, grows at least
with

e™ 2n/3

4n/3 '
Ezxplicitly, if P and P are distinct partitions of n then the matrices M (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.
17



Definition 3.1. Let n be a positive integer. Let F' be a field with multiplicative identity
element 1. We define € as the (2n)-by-(2n) matrix whose blocks are all

().

that is,

0 1
-1 0

(It is also common to take €y to have the blocks in the “other” diagonal.) € is called
the standard symplectic form on F?".

Proposition 3.2. Let n be a positive integer. Let F' be an algebraically closed field. Let
Qo be the matriz of the standard symplectic form on F?*. Let My, M,y € Moy, (F) be
symmetric matrices,

Ay = Qg M,

J; the Jordan form of A;, and let U; be such that ;' A;W; = J;, fori € {1,2}. Then there
exists a symplectic matriz S such that STM,S = M, if and only if J, = J,. Moreover,
in that case S must have the form W1 DV;' where D is a matriz that commutes with
Jy = Jo and satisfies DTUTQo0, D = 0T Q0,.

Proof. Let A; = 'M;. Suppose first that such a S exists. Then,
STTALS = ST MLS = ST N (ST) ST MLS = QP M, = A

hence A; and A, are equivalent, and J; = Js.
Let D = U;'SW,. We have that STQyS = Qp, which implies

DTUTQO, D = UiQyW,.
Also,
JD=UTAU D =0 A ST, = UTHS AU, = DU, AU = DJy = D,

Now suppose that J; = Jo, let D be a matrix which satisfies the conditions and let
S = U, D¥;'. The condition DTUTQ,W, D = WIQ, W, implies that STQS = Q, that
is, S is symplectic. Moreover,

STIALS = U DU AU DU = U D DU = U, J 05 = A
which implies
STMS = STQyALS = STQSSTALS = QAy = M,y
as we wanted. O

In the case where the eigenvalues are pairwise distinct, the proposition above can be
simplified:
18



Lemma 3.3. Let n be a positive integer. Let F be an algebraically closed field with
characteristic different from 2. Let g be the matriz of the standard symplectic form on
F? and let M € Mo, (F) be a symmetric matriz such that the eigenvalues of Qg *M are
pairwise distinct. Then there exists a basis {uy, vy, ..., Un,vn} of F?" such that u; and
v; are eigenvectors of Q5" M with opposite eigenvalues and in which € 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 = Qy'M. We have that

det(A — A) = det(\ — Qy ' M)
= det(A\ — (Qy'M)T)
= det(A + MQy")
= det(AQo + M) det (")
= det(\ + Q' M)
= det(\] + A).

This implies that the eigenvalues of A must come in pairs, that is, if A is an eigenvalue,
—A\ also is. In particular, 0 is not an eigenvalue, because it would be at least double,
contradicting the hypothesis. So the eigenvalues are \, =\, p, —p, for A\, u € F™*.

Now let w; and ws be two eigenvectors of A with eigenvalues a; and as, such that
a1 # —ay. Then

awi Qowy = (Q5 Mw, )T Qows
= wi M(—Q5")Qow,
= —w! Mw,
= —wl Qe Mw,
= —W; TOows.

As ay # —aw, this implies w! Qw, = 0.

Let uy,vq,us,v9 be the eigenvectors of A\, —\, u, —pu, respectively. By the previous
result, w,{QOQ,UQ = 0 for any two vectors wy,ws € {uy, vy, us,vo} which are not a pair
u;, v;. We call U the matrix with (uy, vy, us, v9) as columns. Then,

0 ulTQovl 0 0
T
T . (% Qoul 0 0 0
VW = 0 0 0 ulQou,
0 0 UgQOUZ 0
0 U{Q()Ul 0 0
. —U{Qovl 0 0 0
N 0 0 0 UgQDUQ ’
0 0 —uj Qovs 0
as we wanted. O

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 {uy,v1,. .. U, v} of F? is symplectic if, for any two vectors wi,w, in the basis,
19



wlQowy = 1if wy = u; and wy = v; for some i with 1 < i < n, and otherwise w? Qyw, = 0.
This condition is equivalent to saying that the matrix in My, (F') with uy,vi,. .., Uy, v,
as columns is symplectic.

Actually, we can rescale the vectors v; such that the basis becomes symplectic. But this
may break the structure of the eigenvectors: for example, if —\ = X for some definition
of the conjugate, we can take v; = @y, which will no more hold after rescaling v;. We
leave the lemma as such because we do not need that rescaling.

Corollary 3.5. Let n be a positive integer. Let I be an algebraically closed field with
characteristic different from 2. Let Qg be the matriz of the standard symplectic form on
F?". Given symmetric matrices My, My € Mo, (F) such that QalMi has pairwise distinct
eigenvalues for i € {1,2}, there is a symplectic matriz S such that STM,S = M, if and
only if Qy* My and Qy' My have the same eigenvalues. Moreover, in this case S must
have the form ¥, DU, where D is a diagonal matriz such that

(uf) " Qov}

3.1 doi—12i-1d2i2i = 7 7e—1
(3.1) 2i-12i-182 = (T T

ul and v} are those of Lemma 3.3 for the first form, u? and v? for the second form, and
for j € {1,2},
U, = (u]l vl oL ul v{l)
Proof. By Lemma 3.3, there are ¥; and ¥, such that \II;IAZ-\I/Z- = J;, where J; is the
matrix in Proposition 3.2, and W7 Qy¥; has all elements zero except those of the form
(2¢ — 1,2¢) and (2i,2i — 1). Moreover, in this case matrices J; and J, are diagonal and
with all elements in the diagonal different. They are equal if and only if A; and Ay have
the same eigenvalues.
A matrix D that commutes with J; = Js is necessarily diagonal, and the relation

DTUTQ, D = wiQW,
in this case reduces to (3.1). O

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 € Moy, (F') be a symmetric matriz. Let )y be
the matriz of the standard symplectic form on F?™. Let A = Qy'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

2n
{ul,vl, - ,um,vm} CF

which satisfies the following properties:

[ A’U,z = /\zul + MiUi—q and AUi = _/\iUi + Mi1U541 fO’l” 1 < 1 < m, where )\z c F,
i =0 or 1, g = pime1 =0, and p; = 1 only if \; = N\i_1. (That is to say, the
vectors are a “Jordan basis”.)

e The wvectors can be completed to a symplectic basis: given wi,wy in the set,
wlTQOMQ =1 if wy = u;,ws = v; for some i with 1 < 1 < m, and otherwise
w?QD’LUQ = 0.
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Proof. Let J be the Jordan form of A and ¥ such that =*A¥ = .J. We have that
J=U"1tAV
= Ut MU
= UM QT
= U O (=5 M) Qe
= U N (—v I H QW
= (TTQuU)H(—JT) W' Q0.
But J can only be similar to —J7 if for each block having A in the diagonal there is

another having —\ in the diagonal, and with the same size. We can split the blocks in
three parts, that is, there is a ® such that

J. 0 0
(3.2) o 'Ad=(0 J. 0|,
0 0 Jo

for some matrices J,,J_ and Jy in Jordan form, such that J, and J_ have opposite
eigenvalues and Jy 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 ® be uy, ..., u,,. Because of (3.2), we have

Aug = N + i1,

for adequate \; and p;, with pu; =0 or 1.
Now we change sign and transpose, getting

—Jr 0 0
(3.3) —(@ A= 0 -JT 0
0 0o —J7I

The left-hand side equals
—OTAT(o T = T MO ()T
= o7 AQ (@ HT
= dTQuA(PTQ) .
Again, let the first m columns of (®7Q)~! be vy, ...,v,. By (3.3), we have
Avy = — N0 — fig10Viq1.

It is left to prove that the 2m vectors form a partial symplectic basis. To do this,
first we see that u] Qou; = 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 (¢,j — 1), we prove it for
(¢,7):

AiU?QOUj = (QalMUi - /Liuifl)TQOUj
= u] M(=Q5")Qouj — ;- 0
= —u;TFMuj
= —uiTQoQalMuj
= —u; Qo(Aju; + pju5-1)
= —)xjuiTQouj
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which implies that u] Qou; = 0 because \; # —\; (the opposites of the eigenvalues in
the part J; are all in J_). Analogously we prove that v Qgv; = 0, making the induction
backwards.

Finally, u] Qov; is the element in the position (i, ) of ®7Q(P7Qp) !, which is 1 if
1 = 7 and 0 otherwise, so the vectors are a partial symplectic basis. O

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 = (ki,ko,..., k) of natural numbers is called good if the
numbers are in non-increasing order, that is, k; > k; 1 for every 1 < i <t — 1, and each
odd number appears an even number of times in K. We define fx : {1,...,t} — {1,...,t}
as follows:

o If k; is even, fx (i) =1.

o If k; is odd, let i be the first index such that k;, = k;. Then, fx(i) =i+ (—1)"".
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 € My, (F') be a symmetric matriz. Let Qg be the matriz of the standard
symplectic form on F?". Let A = Qy'M. Suppose that the eigenvalues of A are all zero.
Then, there is an integer t > 1, a good tuple K = (ki,...,k;) and a basis of F*" of the
form

(3.4) {U117U127 sy Uy s - vy Ugly U2y - - ,Utkt}

such that the following two conditions hold:
o Forevery 1 <i<t,1<j <k, Auij = u; -1, where uyp = 0.
o Given uij, uyy in this basis, ujQouyy # 0 if and only if ' = fx (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 = (ky,..., k) such that k; > kg for 1 <i <t —1, we
call Ry the set of tuples of the form (¢,,7) where 1 << t,0<i<t,1 <)<k

Given R C Ry, we say that a basis is R-acceptable if, for each (¢,i, j) € R, one of these
alternatives holds:

[ ] = 1, 1= fK(E), (= f}((l), and UZWQ()UZ']‘ 7& O,
o j#Lori# fg(l), and ug, Qou;; = 0.
(Note that, if there exists (¢,4,j) € R with j = 1, ¢ = fx(¢) but £ # fx(i), no basis is
R-acceptable.)
Given (¢,4,7), (¢',7,7") € Ry, we say that (¢,i,7) < (¢',4,7') if
o /<,
e /=/{and j < j, or
o /= j=j andi<7.
Note that < is a total order in R.

For each s integer with 0 < s < |Rk|, we call R s the set of the first s elements of Ry

according to the order <.
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U1 Uie

Uis | U2s | U3s Uis | U2s | U3s

Uiq | U24 | U3g | Ugq _ Ug | Ugg | Usq | Ugq + CU23

U3 | U3 | U3z | Ugg | Us3 | Us3 U13 | U2z | U33 | Ug3 + Cloo | Us3 | Us3
U1 | U2 | U3z | Ug2 | Us2 | Up2 Uig | Uog | U3z | Ugn + ClUay | Us2 | Us2
Uil | U21 | U3l | U4l | Us1 | Uel Uiy | U21 | U3l Ug Us1 | Uel

TABLE 4. Left: a basis B of F?% in the form (3.4) for K = (6,5,5,4,3,3).
Right: the basis B[2,4,2,¢], 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 ki,...,k; be the sizes of the blocks, with
k; > kiy1, and K = (ky, ..., k). For this K, any Jordan basis satisfies the first condition.
Lemma 3.10. If {u;;} is a Jordan basis for A in the form (3.4), ul; Qouyy = —u; | Qoug
That 1is, the product UUQDUU/ only depends on j + j', except for the S1gn.

Proof. Using that M is symmetric and {2 is antisymmetric,
qugui/j/ = ug;QgAui/J/Jrl
= Ug;-Mui/’j/_H
- T-ATQoUi' J'+1
= Qouz J'+1- O

1]1

Corollary 3.11. Let us assume the conditions of Lemma 3.10. If j + j' < max{k;, ky},
u Qo = 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality suppose that k; < k. Applying the previous lemma j
times, we have
UZ;QOUi/j/ = u%QOui/7j+j/ = 0 D

Corollary 3.12. If a basis {u;j} of the form (3.4) is R-acceptable for some R which
contains (£, fr(0),1) or (fx(£),¢,1), then ug, Qoug, o1 # 0.
Proof. 1f (¢, fK(é), 1) € R, then the conclusion holds by definition.

If (fx(€),0,1) € R, then fi(¢) < £, which implies ky = fx(£), and uj, Qo)1 =
(_1)]% 1uﬂQOufK £),ke # 0. O

We will need this operation to change a basis:

Definition 3.13. Let B be a basis of F?" of the form (3.4), 1 </ <t,1<i<t, 1<)
k; and ¢ € F. We call B[(,1, j, c| the basis

N

!/ !/ / / !/ /
where
Uyt 5 if 7/ 7é i,
/ . Yy A .
Wiy = § Uigr ifid =14,7 <y,

Uyjr + CUp j'—j+1 if i = i,j/ = ]
See Table 4 for an example.

Lemma 3.14. (1) If B is a Jordan basis for A, B[(,i,j,c| is also a Jordan basis.
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(2) The only products of the form ueT,k[,QouZ-/j/ which may be different in B and B[{, 1, j, c|
are those with i' =i # 0" and j' > j, which vary in cugkzl Qougjr—j+1, those with
0 =i #4', which vary in cuzkﬁjHQOui/j/, and those with ' =i =i, which vary
in cufy, Qotgg—ji1+cug g o Qottig+cug g 50 Qo1 (understanding ug; = 0
if 7 < 0 in the last equality).

Proof. (1) We have that Au;j = uy 1 and we need to see that Auj,, = wj ;,_, for
all indices 1 <’ < t,1 < j < ky. 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;j/ = A(UU/ —+ Cuf,j’—j—i—l) = ui,j’—l —+ CU(J/_]‘ = U;7j1_1
where the last equality also holds if j' = j and w,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. U

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

Proof. We prove this by induction in s. For s = 0, Rk 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 {(¢,7,7)} = Rk s+1 \ Rk,s, that is,
(¢,14,7) is the (s + 1)-th element of Rk according to the order <. Let B = {u;;} be the
Rk s-acceptable basis given by the inductive hypothesis.

There are several cases to consider.

(1) i = ¢ and k;, — j is even. By Lemma 3.10, we have that

UZWQOU@' = UZ(kg-i-j)/QQOué,(kg-i-j)ﬂ = 0.
Either 5 > 1 and we want a zero, or j = 1 with &, odd and we also want a zero;
in any case B itself is Rg sy1-acceptable.

(2) i = fx(¢),j = 1. This means that i is ¢ if k, is even and ¢ + 1 if k, is odd (it
cannot be ¢ — 1 because (¢,1,j) € Rg). If UZCEQOUil # 0, B is Rk s41-acceptable
and we are done. Otherwise, since B is a basis, there are 1 <i; <?,1 < j; < ky,
such that u}; Qous,j, # 0. By Corollary 3.11, j; + 1 > max{ky, k;, } or equivalently
J1 = max{ky, k;, }. But this implies k;, > ji1 > max{ke, ki,} = ke, so j1 = ki,
which implies j; = k;, and ug, Qous,x,, # 0.

By Lemma 3.10, uf, Qouir, = (—1)"'ug, Qo = 0, s0 @ # iy, If iy < i, either
ip < Lorig ={ withi=/¢+1. In any case (i,¢,1) < (¢,i,1), and since B
is Rg s-acceptable, U;ﬂQOUilkil = 0, a contradiction. Hence, i; > 7 > . As the
sequence K is non-increasing and k;, > k¢, we must have k;, = k; = ky, and again
by Lemma 3.10, uﬁg@ouill #0. Ifi =041, k; = k; together with fx(¢) =i
implies that fx (i) = /.

Let B' = {uj;} = Bli1,4,1,1]. This basis is Rx s-acceptable: by Lemma 3.14,
the conditions in R ¢ that may break with this change are (¢4, ;") with ¢/ < ¢
(the only condition which may be in Rx ; with ¢/ = ¢is (¢,¢,1)). For these tuples,

/ T r _ T T _
(g, )" Qouiyr = g, Qouiyr + gy, Qouiyr =0
because (¢,4,5') and (¢, iy, j') are in Ry ;. Moreover, if i = ¢+ 1,
1 \T ' T T _ T )
()" Qowin = ugr, Qoua + ug, Qoui1 = g, Qouiyy # 0,

so B'is Ry s41-acceptable, as we wanted.
24



If i = {, we also define B” = {u};} = Bli,i,1,—1]. Analogously to what we
said for B’, B" is Ry s-acceptable. Now we have

I \T r T T T T _ T T
(ng,e) Qouil = ue,onuﬂ + u(k[QOuill —|—ui1,€eruﬂ -+ uz-l,onuill = QUKk[Qouill +Ui1keQ()ui11
and
" \T n o _ T T T T _ T T
(UU%) Qouil = ungQouﬂ—ungQOuill—uil,nguipLuilk[Qouill = —ZUEkZQ[)Uill—l-Uilkeruill

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 Uﬁlﬂoum = 0, so one of them must be
nonzero, and one of B" and B” must be R s1-acceptable.

(3) i=4¢,j >1and ky— j is odd. We set

T

2u gy, Qg (o)1

and B’ = B[fk({), ¥, j,c| (the denominator is not zero by Corollary 3.12, because
(0, fx(£),1) € Rk or (fx((),0,1) € Rk). By Lemma 3.14, the conditions that
can break are (¢,7,7") with ¢ < ¢ < tand 1 < j' < j—1, and (¢,¢, ;') with
1<V </l —1and j<j <Fk;. For the first type, we see that

(upr, ) Qottfyyr = ugy, Qo + cul gy g, 501 Qotirys
The second term is 0 because k¢ — j + 14 j' < ky = ks (o) (we are using here that
fr(fi(€)) = £ because the basis is acceptable). For the second type,
(g, ) Qo = wgy,, Qotteyr + cugn, Qg (o) -1

Both terms are zero because (¢, ¢, j') and (¢, fx(¢),j'—j+1) arein Rg s, fx(l') #

frx(¢) and j° > 1. It is only left to show that the new condition is satisfied:
(ulékg)TQOUIEj = UZWQOU@J' + CUZWQOWK(Z)J + CU?K(E),kerQOUEJ + CQU?K(e),kerQOUfK(f),l

The last term is zero because k; — j + 1 + 1 < ky. The second and the third are

equal because, by Lemma 3.10,

kp—j+1 T T
(—1)% uengOUfK(é),l = UzkeQOUfK(ﬁ),l‘

U?K(f),ke—j+190ufj = _UZ'QOUfK(Z),ke—jH =
Hence
(u@,w)TQOu}j = ug,;eﬁougj + QCULZFkZQDufK(m =0
as we wanted.
(4) i > ¢ and either j > 1 or i # fx(¢). We set

T
o= nglQouij
=
Uik, S0Usic ()1

and B’ = B|[fx({),1, j,c| (the denominator is not zero by Corollary 3.12, because
(0, fx(£),1) € Rk or (fx((),0,1) € Rk). By Lemma 3.14, the conditions that
can break are (¢';7,5') with 1 < ¢ < ¢—1and j < j' < k;. In these cases we have

/ T 1 _ T T
(W, )" Qo = gy, Qowiy + cupy, Qottgye ), 5—j+1

Both terms are zero because (¢, 4, j') and (¢, fx(¢),j'—j+1) arein Rk s, fx(l') #
fr(0), and either 5/ > 1 or i # fx(€). It is left to show the new condition:

(u}ké)TQOu;j = 'LL%;C[Q[)UZ'J‘ + cuﬁconufK(Z),l = 0. 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 = |Rg| to obtain a basis B which is
Ry-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{k;, k}, the product is zero
by Corollary 3.11, as we want. Otherwise, suppose ¢ < i’ and k; > ky. By Lemma 3.10,

T _ T _
uijQOUi’j/ = uikiQOU’i’,j'i‘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
Ri-acceptable: by definition, if fx(I) = i but fx(i) # [ for some (I,7,j) € Ry, there
would not be any Ry-acceptable basis. U

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 € Moy, (F') be a symmetric matriz. There exists
a positive integer k, r € F, a € {0,1}, with a =1 only if r =0, and a symplectic matriz
S € Moy, (F) such that STMS is a block-diagonal matriz whose blocks are of the form

Mh(kvra a) = r

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
{ulavly sy U, Um}a

which is also a partial Jordan basis of A corresponding to the nonzero eigenvalues,
and u; and v; correspond to opposite eigenvalues \; and —\;. If {uy, vy, ... g, vp}
are the vectors of a block with eigenvalues r and —r, for » € F', these same vectors
taken as columns of S give the matrix My (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 = {ky,...,k;} and a basis

{u117u127 ey Utk ooy Ugl, Ug2,y - - autkt}-

This is not necessarily a symplectic basis as such, but it allows us to construct
one with the required properties:
e If k; = 2/, is even, we have that

T _ j+1
U ot gr1-5 = (—1) "¢

for some ¢; € F. Let

C;, = b?
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for b; € F'. After dividing all the chain by b;, we can assume that ¢; = (—1)%.
Now

{Uih (—1)&%‘,2@” —U;2, (—1)&%,2@71, ceey (—1)&71%&7 (—1)&%,@#1}

is a partial symplectic basis which gives the form M (¢;,0,1).
o If k; is odd and f(i) = ¢ + 1, we have instead

T o +1
w; Qo k115 = (=17 ¢

for some ¢; € F. After dividing the elements of the second chain by ¢;, we
can assume that ¢; = 1. Now

ki—1
{uib Uit 1,k —Wi2y Uit 1 ky—15 - -+ 5 (—1) b Uk, Ui+1,1}

is a partial symplectic basis which gives the form M, (k;,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. [J

In the cases of greatest interest to us the matrices in the statement of Theorem 3.16
have coefficients in Q,. We can take F' = C,, but the resulting matrix S will have the
entries in C, and not necessarily in Q,, and we want a symplectomorphism of (Q,)",
which is given by a symplectic matrix with entries in Q,. 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 the Weierstrass-
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 2 LM are the
roots of a degree 2 polynomial with coefficients in F', so they have the form A and —A.
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 Q) be the matrix
of the standard symplectic form on F?. Let M € My(F) symmetric and invertible such
that the eigenvalues of Q5 ' M are in F. Then there is a symplectic matriz S € My(F)

and a € F such that
STMS = <0 a) |
a 0

Proof. If the eigenvalues £\ of Q5! M are in F, its eigenvectors are also in F', and the
matrix W, of Corollary 3.5 is in F'. In order to have the same eigenvalues for

1(0 a
901<a 0>7

we need a = A\. The matrix S that we need is precisely V. U

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= (Z b) € My(F)

Cc

where b = ac. Let d € F. There exists a symplectic matriz S such that

e [d O
surs = 6)

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 (z,y), for z,y € F. Then

d= (z y) (Z l;> <z) = azx? + cy® + 2bzy

and
ad = a*z? + acy® + 2abzy = a’*z® + b*y® + 2abxy
is a square. Conversely, if ad is a square, we can take
—kd kb
5= < 0 —k:a)
where k is chosen so that k?ad = 1. O
For the cases where A ¢ I, 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 ¢ € F', we call
DSq(F,c) = {:c2 +ey?ia,y € F} \ {0}

and

DSA(F, ) = DSa(F, )/ Sa(F*).

Lemma 4.5. Let F be a field and ¢ € 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, ¢) is in DSq(F), ¢)
and the inverse of an element of DSq(F, ¢) is in DSq(F, ¢):

(2] + cyi) (23 + cy3) = (z122 + Cyry2)® + c(@1y2 — T211)°

1 " 2 Y 2
— — ). O
22 + cy? (1’2+cy2> +C<$2+0y2)

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

and

1 if az® + by? = 1 for some z,y € Qy;

(a,b), = .
—1 otherwise.

With this definition, we have that

DSq(F,c) = {a €Q,:(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, ¢) = (F*/Sq(F7))/(DSq(F, ¢)/ Sq(F™))
= (F"/Sa(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)
| ! 1=
DSq(Fi¢) <= F*/Sq(F*) — (F7/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 z2+¢, for x € F. Note also that DSq(F, ¢), and hence DSq(F, c), only depend
on the class of ¢ 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 g be the matrix
of the standard symplectic form on F?. Let M € My(F) be a symmetric matriz such
that the eigenvalues of Qg M are of the form £\ with A ¢ F but \> € F. Let u be the
eigenvector of value X in Qy*M. Then for any a,b € F there is a symplectic matriz S

such that
T __[a 0
s (3 9)

22
2% DSq(F, —A2).

UTQ()Z_L

1 [(a 0 . 0 —b
2 (0 b) - (a 0 )
are ++v/—ab, so we must have \? = —ab.
The matrix Wy of Corollary 3.5 has the form

A=A
a a |’
The formula for S gives that

di 0\ [ 5 =
S:qfl(ol d2) (_zl i)'
2\ 2a

The two columns of W, are the eigenvectors of A and —\. The first is u, and the second
is the conjugate @ (or, more precisely, can be taken as the conjugate).
If S has entries in F, let ¢; and ¢, be its columns. We get

if and only if \> = —ab and

Proof. The eigenvalues of

. dlu — dQﬁ

- F?
“ o
d dott
02:—1u+ 2u€F2;
2a

diu = acy + )\Cl,dgﬂ = acy — )\Cl = dl_’LL = dy = Jl'
The numbers d; and ds must also satisfy (3.1), that is
(A, a)Qo(=X,a)"  2Xa

UTQ(]ﬂ N UTQ()ﬂ .
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Taking into account that dy = di, we can substitute d; = r + s\ and dy = r — s\ in 4.1,
giving
9 22 _ 2)\a_
uT' Qo

so this is in DSq(F, —A?). O

We can apply Proposition 4.6 to the real elliptic case, that is, the case of a matrix
in M5(R) whose eigenvalues are £\ = =+ri. There, we want to achieve a = b. A is
purely imaginary, so A> = —ab = —a? determines exactly |a| = r. DSq(R, —)\?) consists
of all positive reals, so there is always a solution for a (we know |a| and can take the
adequate sign to make 2\a/u”Qyu 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(Q,, ¢) for all values of c. Of course, “all values”
means “all classes modulo Sq(Qj)”: by Corollary A.4, this quotient is

{17007p7 Cop}7

where ¢g 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 digit,(z) for the digit in the p-adic expansion of x which is ¢
positions to the left of the leading digit, that is, the digit of order ord(z) + i. The value
of DSq(Q,, ¢) 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 ¢ € Q;. Then DSq(Qy, ¢)
is given as follows (see Figure 5):
(1) If p = 3 mod 4, then DSq(Q,,1) = {u € Q, : ord,(u) = 0 mod 2} and
DSq(Q,, 1) = Q, otherwise;
(2) if p = 1 mod 4, then DSq(Q,,c) = {v € Q, : ord,(u) = 0 mod 2} and
DSq(Qy, co) = Q, otherwise;
(3) for any value of the prime p, DSq(Qy, p) = {u € Q, : digity(u) € Sq(F})};
(4) for any value of the prime p, DSq(Q,, cop) = {u € Q, : ord,(u) =0 mod 2, digit,(u) €
Sq(Fy)} U{u € Q, : ord,(u) #0 mod 2, digity(u) & Sq(IF;)}.

Proof. For the first point, we need to look at the possibilities modulo Sq(Q;;) of numbers
of the form 2% +1. We can immediately get 1 and ¢, 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 cop if 22 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 z? + .
We immediately get the classes 1 and ¢y. We can only get p and cop if —¢ is a square
modulo p, that is, if p =3 mod 4.

For the last two points, numbers of the form 2%+ p are in the classes 1 and p, depending
only in the order of x, and those of the form 2 + cop are in 1 and cyp. Il

Proposition 4.8. DSq(Qy, ¢) is given as follows (see Figure 6):

(1) DSq(Q2, 1) = {u € Qs : digit,(u) = 0};
(2) DSq(Q2, —1) = Qq;
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p=1 mod4 .. .. O. O.
00 OO0 00 00

r=3imds O@ O@ O@® OO
00 00 00 00

F1cure 5. Top: DSq(Q,,¢) for ¢ € Q, 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.

DSq(Qq,2) = {u € Q : digit,(u) = 0};

DSq(Qs, —2) = {u € Q : digit, (u) = digit, ()}

DSq(Q2,3) = {u € Qy : ordy(u) =0 mod 2};

DSq(Qa, —3) = {u € Q3 : ordy(u) + digit,(u) =0 mod 2};

DSq(Qs,6) = {u € Qs : ordy(u) + digit, (u) + digity(u) =0 mod 2};
(

(
(
(
E
(8) DSq(Q2, —6) = {u € Qo : ordy(u) + digity(u) =0 mod 2}.

3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)

Proof. Table 5 indicates the leading digits and the parity of the order of a?+cb? depending
on ¢ and the difference ords(b) —ordy(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. O

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 ¢ = 0,
and each family of normal forms corresponds to a value of ¢ € X,, with ¢ # 0. Now we
prove Theorem D.

(a) First we prove existence. The characteristic polynomial of ;' M has two opposite

roots, which may or may not be in Q,. If they are in @, and are not 0, Proposition
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ords(b) — orda(a)

c cb? <=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 | 01l even | Ol1l 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 a? + cb? depending on
c and the difference ordy(b) — ordy(a). The number a? is always described
as 001 even, cb? depends exclusively on ¢, 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

(1 o)

except by a constant factor. But the matrix

r 0
N_(O cr)

in Theorem D, where ¢ = 1 if p =1 mod 4 and ¢ = —1 otherwise, has also two
eigenvalues in Q,, 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 » = 0, or they are not zero, and Proposition 4.2 gives the same
matrix but with ¢ = 0. In this case » must be such that ar is a square, where a
is one of the coefficients. There is one and only one r € Y, U {1} such that this
happens.

Now suppose that the roots of the characteristic polynomial of €y LM are £\
for A ¢ @,. In this case, we must have \> € Q,. 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

2
M= —d’c=ad’ = —)\—.
c
We must now split the proof into several cases.

e )\ has even order. In order for —\?/c to be a square, we need c of even
order. We also know that A\? is not a square, so —c must not be a square.
The elements of X, which satisfy these conditions are {co, cop*} if p = 1
mod 4, {1,p*} if p=3 mod 4, and {1,3,-3,12} if p = 2.

For p = 2, we also need that —\?/c ends in 001, so the three last digits in ¢

must agree with those in —\?, which will be 001, 101 or 011 (not 111, which
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0O OO0
o0 00

oo 00
o0 00

00 OC®
O OC®

O OC®
@O C®

1 ~1 2 2
CO0® CO0e COCe OoCe
OO0 08000 Ce e @O eO

3 -3 6 —6

FIGURE 6. Top: DSq(Qy, ¢) for ¢ € Qs. 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 A\? a square). This narrows further down the options to {1},
{—3} or {3, 12}, respectively.

Let C' be the current set of options for ¢, which contains only the singleton
{c1} or the set of two values {c;,c;p?}. All of them satisfy that —\?/c is
a square. We still need to apply the second condition, that is, we need to
choose a such that

2\a 9
uT—flo’a € DSQ(QP, —)\ ) = DSQ(@p, Cl).
Let
—)\2
ap = _—
(&1
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In the two cases where C' = {c¢;}, by Proposition 4.8(1) and (6), for any

r € Q,p, either z or —x is in DSq(Q,,¢1). So, either ¢ = ay or a = —ay
satisfies the condition, and ¢ = ¢; is valid.
If

C = {Cl, Clp2}7

by Proposition 4.7(1) and (2) and Proposition 4.8(5),
DSq(Q,, c1) = {u € Q,:ordy(u) =0 mod 2}.

This implies that either a = a; or a = ay/p satisfies the condition. Hence,
only one between c¢; and ¢;p? is a valid value of c.

e )\? has odd order. Now we need ¢ to have odd order instead of even. What
happens next depends on p.

— If p=1 mod 4, the values of ¢ with odd order are cip for k = 0,1, 2, 3.

The first condition implies that —\?/ckp is a square, which is true for
k=0 and 2 or for k =1 or 3, depending on the leading digit of —\?/p.
Let ¢; be the value which satisfies this between p and cop. Now the two
candidates for ¢ are ¢; and ¢;c3.
We define again a; = y/—A?/c;. In this case, by Proposition 4.7(3) and
(4), for any x € Q,, either = or cox is in DSq(Q,, ¢1). Hence, either
a = aj or a = ay /¢y satisfies the condition, and either ¢ = ¢; or ¢ = clcg
is valid.

— If p =3 mod 4, the values of ¢ with odd order are p and —p. As —1 is
not a square, only one will make —\?/c a square. For this value of ¢,
we set a; = \/—A%/c. By Proposition 4.7(3) and (4), for any z € Q,,
either z or —z is in DSq(Q,, ¢1). Hence, either ¢ = a; or a = —ay is
valid, and c is valid in any case.

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

{2},{-6},{6,24},{—2, —18}.
Let C be this set, ¢; the element of less absolute value (in the real
sense) in C, and a; = \/—A2/c;.
If C has only one element, by Proposition 4.8(3) and (8), for any = € Q,,
either z or —x is in DSq(Q,, ¢1), and again ¢; is valid in any case.
If C = {—2, —18}, by Proposition 4.8(4), for any = € Q,, either = or 3z
is in DSq(Q,, —2) (because digit,(z) = 1 — digit, (3z) and digit,(z) =
digit,(3x)). Hence, either a = a; or @ = a;/3 works and ¢ = —2 or
¢ = —18, respectively, works.
Finally, if C' = {6, 24}, by Proposition 4.8(7), for any = € Q,, either z
or 2z is in DSq(Q,,6). So either a = a; or a = a;/2 works and ¢ = 6
or ¢ = 24, respectively, works.

(b) Now we prove uniqueness. In the case where the roots of the characteristic poly-
nomial are in @Q,, the rest of ¢’s in the lists do not lead to a matrix with the
eigenvalues in Q,, 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, ¢ 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 ¢ = 1 and ¢ = —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 matriz. That is, if ¢y, ¢ are two quadratic residues modulo
p then the normal forms corresponding to ¢y and the normal forms corresponding to ¢
are equivalent by multiplication by a symplectic matriz. (The order of the forms, however,
may vary: for example, taking ¢y = ¢ mod p results in the new form with ¢ = cyp being
taken as the one which had previously ¢ = c3p.)

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. O

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 £y be the matrix
of the standard symplectic form on F*. Let M € My(F) be a symmetric matriz such that
the eigenvalues of Qy "M are of the form £\, £u where N\, & F but all of them are in
a degree 2 extension F|a] for some «. Then there are r,s € F' and a symplectic matriz

S € My(F) such that STMS has the form of Theorem F(2) for ¢ = a?.

Proof. The condition in the statement is equivalent to say that © = A and both are in
Fla]. Let A\=s+raand up=s—ra, forr,s € F.

Let
0 s 0O r
s 0 ra® 0
N = 0 ra®> 0 s|’
r 0 s 0

which is the matrix in Theorem F(2) for ¢ = a?. The eigenvalues of

—s 0 —ra?2 0

0 S 0 T
—r 0 —-s 0

0 ra®> 0 s

Q'N =

are precisely +s &+ ra, that is, £\ and +p, so we can apply Corollary 3.5. The matrix
W5 has the form

S o O
oL OO0



with the values in the order (A, —\, A\, =) as needed by Corollary 3.5, and the resulting
matrix S is

di 0 0 0 0 10 1L
_ 0 do 0 O i 01 0
S=Uily 0 g of[ 0 10 -2
0 0 0 dy -+ 01 0
The condition (3.1) of Corollary 3.5 implies that
(0,1,0,)(a,0,1,0)"  —2a
5.1 did, = _
(5.1) 1dy T o
and
0,1,0, —a)Q(—a,0,1,0)T 2
(5.2) dad, = (0,1,0,—)(-0,0,1,0)"  2a

aT Qo —alQev’
where u and v are the eigenvectors for A and —\ respectively.

We also want S to have entries in F. Let ¢y, ¢9, c3, ¢4 be its columns, which should be
vectors in F*:

( dQ’U — d477
="
«
Cy = dlu + dgﬂ,
C3 — dQU + d417,
dlu — dga
Cpg — ————.
\ (0%

These expressions imply that
2d1U = Cy + iy, ngﬂ = Cy — QCy = 2d1u = d3 = Jl

and
2dov = Cc3 + acq, 2d40 = C3 — QC1 = 2dyv = dy = CZQ.

Now we can take d; and dy arbitrary such that (5.1) holds, and (5.2) will hold automat-
ically because dsdy, = dyds. O

In the real case, this is enough to complete the Weierstrass-Williamson classification in
all dimensions if the eigenvalues of {2 LM 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 @ ¢ R with o® € R, this means that « is
an imaginary number and R[a] = C, which is algebraically closed. But if o ¢ Q,
with o? € Q,, Q,la] is not algebraically closed. So it is possible that A\* ¢ Q, and
simultaneously A ¢ Q,[\?].

To fix this issue, consider a degree four polynomial of the form t* + At> + B (at the
moment in an arbitrary field F). Its roots are of the form A, —\, p, —p. If A\* and p?
are not in I, they are conjugate in some degree 2 extension, that is, A> = a + ba and
p? = a—ba for some @ € F[A\?]. In turn, if A and p are not in F[\?], we have a hierarchy

of fields:
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There is an automorphism of F[\, u] that fixes F' and moves a to —a (an extension of
the conjugation in F[a]). We will denote this as o + Z. A must be g or —pu, without
loss of generality we suppose that it is u. There is another automorphism of F[A, u| that
fixes F[a] and changes A to —\ and p to —p, which we will denote as z — 7.

Proposition 5.2. Let F' be a field with characteristic different from 2. Let Fla] be a
degree two extension of F and let F[y,7] be an extension of Fla| such that v? € Fla].
Let Qq be the matriz of the standard symplectic form on F*. Let ti,ty € F such that

V=t + b
’72 = tl — tQOé.

Let M € My(F) be a symmetric matriz such that the eigenvalues of Qg M are of the
form £\, £u with
A= (r+sa)y
and
H= (T - SO[)’V,
forr,s € F. Let a,b € F. Let u be the eigenvector of \. Then, there is a symplectic
matriz S € My(F) such that STMS has the form of Theorem F(3) with ¢ = o? if and

only if
aay(b+ «) 5
—— 2 DSq(F —~%).

Proof. Let N be the matrix

ac®(r — bs) sa? —rb
o2 _ b2 0 a2 _ b2 0
—r(ty + bty) — s(bt ’t
0 rit +b) = s(bts + a’ty) 0 —r(bty + a®ty) — sa(t; + bts)
a
sa? —rb 0 r —bs 0
a? — b? a(a? —b?)
0 —T(btl + Oé2t2) — 8042(t1 + th) 0 CLO&2(—7”(t1 + th) — S(btl + Oé2t2>>
We have that Q' N is equal to
t1+ bt bt ’t
0 T( 1T 2> i S( 1tTa 2) 0 ’I"(btl + O[2t2) -+ sa2(t1 + th)
a
aaQEr — bs) 0 sa? —br 0
a? —b? a? —b?
0 r(bty + a?ty) + sa®(t; + bty) 0 ac®(r(ty + bty) + s(bt; + a*ty))
sa? — br 0 r—bs 0
a? — b? a(a? —b?)
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which has as set of eigenvalues

{ + (r + sa)y, £(r — sa)ﬁ} = {)\, -\, 1, —u},

and the condition of Corollary 3.5 is satisfied. The matrix

b+a)yy  —(b+a)y  (b-a)y —(b-a)y
T — ac ac —aa —ax
>7 | aay(b+a) —aay(b+a) —aay(b—a) aay(b—a)
1 1 1 1

and the columns of Wy are the eigenvectors of A\, —\, u and —p in that order, which means
that they are of the form u, 4, % and 4. Let c;, s, c3 and ¢4 be the columns of S, which
we want to be in F'. We have that ¥,S = ¥, D, that is,

d 0 0 0
\1’2 (Cl Cy C3 C4):(U i ﬁ) 8 6(1)2 ;3 8 :(d1U dga dgﬂ d4ﬁ)
0 0 0 dy

which expands to
diu = (b+ a)yer + aacy + aay(b + )es + cg;
doti = —(b+ a)yer + aacy — aay(b+ a)cg + ca;
dsti = (b — a)ycr — aaey — aay(b — a)cz + cu;
dyii = —(b — a)ye; — aacy + aay(b — a)cs + cu;
that is _ .
dott = diu = dy = dy;
dsii = dyu = ds = dy;
dyfi = dati = dy = ds = d.

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

s daay(b+ )
dvdy = dvdy = ———7—;
1d = dydy ORI
-2 —daay(b— «)
dsdy = dvdy = - .
304 = 10y O

Obviously, both conditions are equivalent. Putting d; = 2(z; + 227y) with z1, 22 € Fla],
the first condition becomes
22 aay(b+ )
UTQoa
so this must be in DSq(F[a], —7?). O

Proposition 5.2 reduces the problem of classifying this type of matrices to classifying
(adequate) degree 4 extensions of F. In our case F' = Q,.

The values of o are given by

Q,/5a(Qy),

because two values whose quotient is a square are equivalent. The squares in Q, are
the numbers with even order and with a leading digit in Sq(F,), so the quotient is
{1, co, p, cop}, 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 o are all except 1 (because

a ¢ Q,). In each case, to find the normal form of M we still need to know ~, a and b.
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In turn, the values of v are given by the quotient

Qyla]”/Sa(Qpla]).
So we need to determine which numbers are squares in Q,[c/].

Lemma 5.3. Let F' be a field with characteristic different from 2. Let Fla] be a degree
2 extension of F. Let a,b € F. Then a + ba is a square in Fla] if and only if a* — b*a?
1 a square in F' and one of the numbers

a++va?—b2a?
2

18 also a square in F.

Proof. Suppose that a + ba = (r + sa)? Then also a — ba = (r — sa)?, multiplying
a? — bv’a? = (r? — s2a?)?, and finally

a+ Va2 — b2a2 T2+82a2+T2—52a2 )

=r-.

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

By Proposition 5.2, for fixed values of @ and ~, two normal forms for (a,b) and (a’, )
are equivalent if and only if the quotient between a(b+ «) and o/ (' + «) is an element of
DSq(Q,[a], —?). Hence, the normal forms for fixed a and v are given by the classes in

Qyla]"/ DSa(Qylad, =),
or equivalently in
(Qpla]*/Sa(Qy[a]"))/DSa(@ple], —7*).
That is, we have reduced the problem of determining subgroups of Q,[a] to determining
the subgroup

D_S(l((@p[a]7 _’72)7

which is easier because this is a subgroup of a finite group (and in all cases of interest,
isomorphic to Fy 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 ;' M has the form

At* + B2 + C

and the roots are A\, —\, g and —p. If A\ is in Q,, then p? is also in Q,. If X\ # u, we
can multiply M by a symplectic matrix to separate it into two components, one with
the eigenvalues A and —\, and the other with p and —u, 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 (2) = 28 forms for p =1
mod 4, (g) =15 for p =3 mod 4, and (122) = 66 for p = 2.

The other case is when A\* ¢ Q,. In this case, A\* and p? are conjugate roots in a degree
two extension L of Q,. If A? is a square in L, that is, A € L, we have p? = A2 and p= A\
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 o2 is ¢y, p or cop. The following result gives a characterization of
the squares in Q,[a] in each case.

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

(1) Sa(Qpu[v/co]*) = {a+b\/co : a,b € Q,,ordy(a) < ord,(b),ord,(a) =0 mod 2,a* —
b*co € Sq(Q})}-

(2) Sa(Quly/pl*) = {a+0byp:a,be Qyordy(a) < ord,(b), digity(a) € Sq(F;)}.

(3) Sa(Qply/cop]*) = {a+by/cop : a,b € Qp,0rdy(a) < ord,(b),ord,(a) =0 mod 2, digity(a) €
Sq(Fy)}U{a+by/cop : ord,(a) < ordy(b), ord,(a) Z 0 mod 2, digity(a) & Sq(Fy)}.

Proof. (1) Suppose that a + by/cy is a square in Q,. By Lemma 5.3,
a® — by = (r* — s%cp)?

for some 7, s € Q,. In particular, a® — b%cy is a square in Q,. If ord(a) was higher
than ord(b), that would make

digity(a® — b°co) = digity(—b’co) ¢ Sq(F}).

So ord(a) < ord(b). We also have that a = r* + s%cy, 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 ¢; and ¢, be the two candidates for 2. Note that
tltg = b200/4.

The leading terms cannot cancel simultaneously in a + v/a? — b%cy and a —

a? — b%cy. Without loss of generality, suppose that #; has no cancellation. Then
ord(t;) = ord(a), which is even, and ord(ty) = ord(b?co/4t;) is also even. But
their product t;t, = b*co/4 is a non-square, hence one of ¢; and ¢, is a square
(because the product of two even-order non-squares is a square).

(2) Suppose that a + by/p is a square in Q,. By Lemma 5.3,

a2 _ b2p — (7"2 o 82]7)2

for some 7, s € Q,. This implies that ord(a? — b?p) is even, so ord(a) < ord(b).
Here a = r* + s*p, so by Proposition 4.7(3), digit,(a) € Sq(F}).
Reciprocally, if a and b satisfy the conditions, a® — b?p is a square because a
t1 = (a + v/a®> — b?p)/2 has the same order and leading digit than a, so if a is a
square, t; is also a square. Otherwise, a is p times a square and the same applies
to ty, and ty = b*p/4t; is a square.
(3) Suppose that a + by/cop is a square in Q,. By Lemma 5.3,

2 is.

a? — bPcop = (r? — s*cop)?

for some r, s € Q,. This implies that ord(a* — b?cyp) is even, so ord(a) < ord(b).
Now we have a = r? + s?cop, 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, a® — bcop is a square because a?

is. In the first case
. a+ +\/a? — b2cop
1 pr—
2
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is a square. In the second case, a is p times an even order non-square, t; is the
same, and

bcop

4ty

is a square. Il

9 =

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

(1) @P[\/C_O]*/Sq(@P[\/C_O]*) = {1’p7 \/aap\/c_ﬂ}‘
(2) @p[\/ﬁ]*/ Sq(@p[\/}_}]*) = {1v007 \/1_97 CO\/Z_)}'
(3) Qplv/cop]*/ Sa(Qply/cop]") = {1, co, /CoP, co\/CoP}-

Proof. (1) Given an element a + b\/cy in Qp[\/col*, if ord(a) > ord(b) or they are
equal and a? — by is not a square, we multiply it by v/¢o. This guarantees that
ord(a) < ord(b) and a® — b?cy is a square, because

Veo(a + by/co) = ay/co + bey

and

b’ch — a’cy = co(a® — bPcp)
so if a® — b%cy 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 Q,[\/p]*, if ord(a) > ord(b), we multiply it by /p, so
that it has ord(a) < ord(b). Now, multiplying it by ¢ if needed, we ensure that
digity(a) is a square.

(3) Given an element a + b,/cop in Q,[,/cop]*, if ord(a) > ord(b), we multiply it by
V/Cop, so that it has ord(a) < ord(b). Now, multiplying it by ¢, if needed, we
ensure that digity(a) is a square or a non-square, depending on the order. O

The element 7 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 4’s for each a.. Also,
note that v* always is in Q, or « times an element of Q,: this means that 4% is 7% or
—~2, that is, 7 is v or iy. In any case, ¥ € Q,[7] (here it is important that p =1 mod 4
so that i € Q,), or in other words, the extension Q,[v,7] is the same as Q,[y], which is
different for each ~.

The next step is to determine

DSq(Qyla], —7*),
or equivalently

m(@p[O‘L 72)7

because —1 is a square. This consists of seeing which classes of Q,[a]* modulo a square
are attainable by elements of the form 2% + ~? for different x. Once this is done, the
quotient of Q,[a]*/Sq(Q,la]*) 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 o are the
same as in the previous case, but now we can take ¢y = —1 to simplify the formulas, so

we have a =1, /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(Q,li]*) = {a+1ib : a,b € Q,,min{ord,(a),ord,(b)} = 0 mod 2,a* + V* €
Sq(Q;)}-
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o? all classes ~2 attainable classes | a | b | a(b+ @) | [a(b+ )]
Co 1,p,/co, /<o p 1,p 1 0 &) NE)
p|1/p[1+p/eo 1
Co ]., \/CT] 1 0 \/CT) Co
p| 0| pJ/a Py
Ve L py/co 110 v v
p| 0 Pv/Co Pv/Co
P 1, e, v/Ps CoN/P Co 1,¢co 1 0 /D VP
1 1 1+ \/]3 1
VP L vp 110 VP VP
Co 0 CQ\/Z) CO\/i)
CO\/]B ]., CO\/IS 1 0 \/ﬁ \/}3
| O Co+/P Co/P
cop | 1, co, \/Cop, cor/CoD Co 1, co 110 \/Cop \/Cop
T 1 |1+ Jap 1
Veop 1, \/cop 110 \/Cop \/Cop
co| 0 | coy/Cop | coy/Cop
Co+/CoD 1, co\/cop 110 \/Cop \/€oP
co| 0 | coy/eop | coy/Cop

TABLE 6. Values of a and b for Proposition 5.2 with /' = Q,,p =1 mod 4.
The second column shows the classes of Q,[a] modulo a square, the fourth
shows the classes attainable as x? + ~2, the fifth and sixth show values of
a and b, the seventh shows the resulting a(b+ «), 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 72. This may have to do with the field being non-archimedean.)

(2) Sa(Quly/pl*) = {a+0byp:a,be Qyordy(a) < ord,(b), digity(a) € Sq(F;)}.
(3) Sa(Qypliy/p]*) = {a+iby/p : a,b € Q,,ord,(a) < ordy(b),ord,(a) =0 mod 2,digity(a) €
Sq(Fy)} U {a +1iby/p : ordy(a) < ord,(b),ord,(a) Z 0 mod 2, digit,(a) ¢ Sq(F;)}.

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 a* + b* = (r? + s?)? for r,s € Q,.

In particular, a® + b? is a square. By Proposition 4.7(1), 72 4+ s*> has even order, so
4 | ord(a® 4+ b?). As p =3 mod 4, we cannot have a cancellation in a® + b?, so

ord(a® 4 b*) = min { ord(a?), ord(bz)} = 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 t; and t, be the two candidates for 72 and suppose, without
loss of generality, that t; = (a + va? + b?)/2 does not cancel the leading terms. Then

ord(va2 4 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(t;) is even. to = —b®/4t; has also even order, and their product —b*/4 is
not a square (because p =3 mod 4). This implies that either t; or ¢, is a square. Il

Corollary 6.4. Let p be a prime number such that p = 3 mod 4. Let ag,by € Z, such
that a? + b3 = —1 mod p. (This pair exists by Proposition J.7(1).) Then the following
statements hold.
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a? all classes y? attainable classes | a b |alb+a) | lald+ a)]
—1|1,p,aop + ibg, p(ag + ibo) D 1,p 1 0 i 1
bo ao/bo ap + ibo ap + ibo
ap + ibg 1, a9 + ibg 1 0 i 1
p| O ip p
p(ag +ibo) 1, p(ao + ibo) 1 0 i 1
p | O ip p
P 1,-1,\/p,—\/p -1 1,-1 1 0 VP /P
T 1 |1+ i
SN U N/ Y/
| L-1Li/p—/p —1 [—1 1] 0 /P /D
T 1 | 1+i/p 1
i/p 1, -i/p 1 0 i/p i/p
1 0 | —iyp | —ip

TABLE 7. Values of @ and b for Proposition 5.2 with ' = Q,,p =3 mod 4.
The second column shows the classes of Q,[a] modulo a square, the fourth
shows the classes attainable as 22 — 72, the fifth and sixth show values of
a and b, the seventh shows the resulting a(b+ «), and the eighth shows its
class.

(1) Qp[i]"/ Sa(Qp[i]") = {1, p, ao + ibo, p(ao + ibo)}.
(2) Qply/pl"/Sa(@yly/p]") = {1, =1, /P, —/P}-
(3) Qpliv/pl"/ SQ(Qp[\/_] ) = {1,—1,1\/23, —iyp}-

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 a? + b? is a square multiplying
by ag + iby if needed (this changes a® + > 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 a® + b* by p? and it will still be a square. O

Now we have determined the possible 7’s. In this case, it is not always true that
7 € Qplyl:
o If v2 = —1 or p, then 4 = .
o If 42 = ag+ibg or p(ag+iby), the product > 'y is a2+ 03 or p*(ad +b2) respectively.
But a2 + b2 = —1 mod p implies that —?%? is a square in Qp, so Y is i times
an element of Q,, and in this case we also have 7 € Q,[7].
e Otherwise, ¥ = —~, which is a different class.

Hence, the five cases p, —1, ag +1by and p(ag +iby) give different extensions Q,[v, 7] and
the other four cases give only two extensions, one for 4-/p and the other for =i, /p.

The next step is to determine DSq(Q,[a], —7?) for each possible a and 7, 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 o instead of three: —1,2,—2,3,—3,6
and —6.

Lemma 6.5. Let k, 0 € N with k > (. Let a,b,r € Zy such that ords(2r — a) = (. Then

we have that
a+ Va2 —b2a?

2

=r mod 2"
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if and only if

b 2
(5) o =r(a—7r) mod 28

Proof. The first equation is equivalent to a & v/a? — b2a2 = 2r mod 2¢!, which itself is
equivalent to

a22£— ba? = 27’2; ¢ mod 21,

Since the right-hand side is odd, this is equivalent to all the following identities:
a’ —b*a? _ (2r —a)?
92¢ = o
a?> —b*a® = (2r —a)®> mod 2" &
—b*a? = 4r> —4ra mod 2?2 &

P 2
(§> o =r(a—r) mod 2",

as we wanted. O

mod 2F12~f &

Proposition 6.6. The following statements hold.

(1) Sq(Qs[i]*) = {a+1ib: a,b € Qp,ords(b) — ordy(a) > 2,0rdy(a) =0 mod 2,b/4a +
digit, (a) + digity(a) = 0 mod 2} U {a +ib : a,b € Q,,ords(a) — ords(b) >
2,0rds(b) =1 mod 2,a/4b + digit, (b) + digit,(b) =0 mod 2}.

(2) Sq(Qu[V2]*) = {a + b\/§ a,b € Qp,ords(b) — orda(a) > 1,digity(a) = 0,b/2a +

digit;(a) =0 mod 2}.

(3) Sa(Qa[iv2]*) = {a+ibv2: a,b € Q,, ordy(b)—ordy(a) > 1, digit, (a) = digity(a), b/2a+

ords(a) + digit,(a) =0 mod 2}.

(4) Sq(Q2[V3]*) = {a+bV/3 : a,b € Q,, ordy(b)—ordy(a) > 2,0rdy(a) =0 mod 2,b/4a+
digity(a) = 0 mod 2} U {a +bv/3 : a,b € Q,,ordy(a) — ordy(b) = 1,0rdy(a) = 0
mod 2, digit, (a) + digit, (b) + digitz(b) =0 mod 2}.

(5) Sq(Q[iv3]*) = {a +ibV3 : a,b € Qp,ordy(b) — ordy(a) > 2,0rdy(a) =
mod 2, digit,(a) = 0} U {a +ibv/3 : a,b € Q,,ordy(a) = ordy(b),ordy(a) =
mod 2, digit, (a) = 1,a* + 3b* € Sq(Q3)}.

(6) Sq(Q2[v6]*) = {a+bV6 : a,b € Q,,ordy(b) — ordy(a) > 1,0rdy(a) + digit, (a) +
digity(a) =0 mod 2,b/2a + digit,(a) =0 mod 2}.

(7) Sq(Q2[iv6]*) = {a+ibv6 : a,b € Q,,ordy(b) —ordy(a) > 1,ordy(a)+digity(a) = 0
mod 2,b/2a + digit,(a) =0 mod 2}.

0
1

Proof. The first condition in Lemma 5.3 implies that a® — a?b? is a square, so it has even
order and ends in 001. This depends on o? € {—1,2,—2,3,—3,6,—6} as well as in the
difference ordy(b) — ords(a), in the way described in Table 5 (where ¢ = —a?). The valid
values are as follows:

(i) a? is odd and ordy(b) — ordsy(a) > 2. Then va? — b2a? has the same order than
a, and without loss of generality we suppose that digit,(v/a? — b2a?) = digit,(a)
(otherwise choose the other square root).

We have that t; or ¢, is a square, so it has even order, and ¢ty = b*a?/4, which
has even order, so both ¢; and ¢, have even order. But, as ordy(va? — b?a?) =
ords(a) and digit,(va? — b%2a?) = digit, (a),

ords(2t;) = ords(a + Va? — b2a?) = ords(a) + 1
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(i)

(i)

which implies ords(t;) = ordy(a). As this is even, a has even order.

To simplify the computation, we divide @ and b by some power of 4 so that
ords(a) = 0. (Obviously, dividing by 4 does not affect being a square.) Now
Ordg(tl) = 0.

If t; is a square, it must be 1 modulo 8. By Lemma 6.5, using that in this case
ordy(2 — a) = 0, this is equivalent to

b 2
(5) a®>=a—1 modS8.

If ordy(b) = 2, this implies 4a® = a—1 mod 8, and, using that a is odd, 4 = a—1
mod 8, so a =5 mod 8. Otherwise, ordy(b) > 3 and a =1 mod 8. In any case,
t1 is square if and only if digit,(a) = 0 and b/4a + digit,(a) is even.

If t5 is a square, as to = b%a?/4t1, a?/t; is also a square and has order 0, so it
must be 1 modulo 8 and #; = a? mod 8. Now ordy(2a? — a) = 0 again, so this is
equivalent to

N
(§> o’ =a*(a—a?) mod S8,

b\ 2
<§> =a—a®> mod 8.

The left-hand side is equivalent to 4 modulo 8 if ords(b) = 2 and 0 otherwise. If
a? = —1, a must be 3 or 7 respectively, so digit,(a) = 1 and b/4a+digit,(a) is odd.
If o* = 3, a is 7 or 3 respectively, so digit,(a) = 1 and b/4a + digity(a) is even.
Finally, if o® = —3, a is 5 or 1 respectively, digit,(a) = 0 and b/4a + digity(a) is
odd. Putting this together with the results for ¢;, we obtain the first set in the
cases (1), (4) and (5).
a? = —1 and ordy(b) — orda(a) < —2. Now a? + b* has the order of b*, and
a + v/a? + b? has the same order as b, so ords(t;) = ords(t) = ords(b) — 1 and
ordy(b) is odd. By dividing a and b by a power of 4, we assume that ordy(b) = 1
and ords(t1) = ordy(tz) = 0.

If ¢; is square, t; =1 mod 8. Now ordy(2 — a) = 1 (because a is multiple of 4)
and Lemma 6.5 implies that this is equivalent to

b 2
<§> =1—-—a mod 16.

The left-hand side is 1 if digits(b?) is 0, that is, if digit,(b) + digit,(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).
a? = 3 and ordy(b) —ordy(a) = —1. a? —3b* has the order of b?, and a++/a? — 3b?
has the order of b, so again ordy(t1) = ords(ty) = orda(b) — 1 and ordsy(b) is odd.
By dividing a and b by a power of 4, we assume that ordy(b) = 1, ordy(a) = 2 and
Ordg(tl) = Ord2(t2) =0.

If ¢; is square, t; =1 mod 8. Now ords(2 —a) = 1 again, and this is equivalent

to
b\ 2
3(5) =a—1 mod 16.
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(iv)

The left-hand side is 3 if digit,(b?) is 0, that is, if digit, (b) + digity(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).
a? = —3 and ordy(b) = ordy(a). In this case ordy(v/a2 + 3b2) = ordy(a) + 1 and
ordy(t1) = ordy(tz) = ordy(a) — 1, so ords(a) is odd. By dividing a and b by a
power of 4, we assume that ords(a) = ordy(b) = 1 and ordy(t;) = ordy(t2) = 0.

If t; is square, t; = 1 mod 8. In this case, as ords(a) = 1, ords(2 —a) is at least

2, and
b 2
3(5) =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 a? + 3b?
is a square and digit,(a) = 1 (the opposite remainder modulo 32 for a also makes
a® + 3b? a square, but has digit,(a) = 0). So we obtain the second set in case (5).
a? is even and ordy(b) — ordy(a) > 1. va? — b2a? has the same order than a,
and without loss of generality we suppose that digit,(va? — b?a?) = digit,(a)
(otherwise choose the other square root).

We have that tit, = b?a?/4, which has odd order, so one of t; and t, has
even order and the other has odd order. But, as ords(va? — b2a?) = ords(a) and
digit, (va? — b2a?) = digit, (a),

ordy(2t;) = ordy(a + vVa? — b2a?) = ords(a) + 1

which implies ordy(t;) = ords(a). That is, if a has even order ¢; is a square and
otherwise ¢, is a square.

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

If ¢; is a square, then ords(a) = ords(t;) = 0,s0t; =1 mod 8, and ordy(2—a) =

0, so
b 2
(5) a®>=a—1 modS8.

If ordy(b) = 1, this implies a®* = a — 1 mod 8: for a*> =2 or —6, a = 3 mod 8,
and otherwise @ = 7 mod 8. If ordy(b) > 2, as « is even, we get a =1 mod 8.
In any case, t; is square if and only if digit,(a) = 0 and b/2a + digit,(a) is even,
if a® =2 or —6, or digit, (a) = digity(a) and b/2a + digit, (a) is even, otherwise.

If ¢, is a square, then ordy(a) = ordy(t;) = 1, to = b*a?/4ty, o?/t; is also a
square and has order 0, so it must be 1 modulo 8 and t; = a? mod 16. Now
ordy(20% —a) =1, so

B\ 2
(5) o’ =a*(a—a?) mod 32,

that is,

b\ )
-] =a—a” mod 16.
2

The left-hand side is equivalent to 4 modulo 16 if ords(b) = 2 and 0 otherwise.
If o = 2, a must be 6 or 2 respectively, so digity(a) = 0 and b/2a + digit,(a) is
even. If a? = —2, a must be 2 or 14 respectively, so digit,(a) = digity(a) and
b/2a+ digit, (a) is odd. If a* = 6, a is 10 or 6 respectively, so digit, (a) # digity(a)
and b/2a + digit,(a) is even. Finally, if a®> = —6, a is 14 or 10 respectively,
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digity(a) = 1 and b/2a + digit, (a) is even. Putting this together with the results
for ¢1, we obtain the result for the cases (2), (3), (6) and (7). O

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 = (g, ..., g,) means that G is generated
by the elements g1, ...,g, € G. For example, the group {1, co, p, cop} can be described

as <007p>'

Corollary 6.7. The following statements hold.

(1) Qaofi]*/ Sa(Qs[i]*) = (2,3,1 41,1 + 2i).

(2) Qao[V3]"/Sa(Qa[v3]") = (—1,2,v/3,1+/3).

(3) Qafiv3]"/ Sa(Qa[iv3]*) = (—1,2,iV3, 1+ 2iV/3).

(4) Qz[a]*/Sq(Qs]a]*) = (—1, 3, a, 1—|—a> for a® € {2,-2,6, —6}.

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

(1) First we ensure that ordy(a) # ordy(b) multiplying by 1+ 1 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 ordy(a) < ordy(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 digit, ()
and inverts digit, (z)).

(2) First we ensure that ordy(a) # ordy(b) multiplying by 1+ v/3 if needed. Then we
ensure that the difference ord,(b)—ords(a) is correct (—1 or at least 2), multiplying
by v/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 ordy(a) = ordy(b), we first make digit,(a?+3b%) = 0 multiplying by 1+2iv/3:

(1+2iV3)(a + biv3) = a — 6b + (b+ 2a)V3

and
(a — 6b)* 4+ 3(b + 2a)* = 13(a® + 3b%).

As 13 = 5 mod 8, this inverts digity(a® + 3b?). Now we make digit,(a® +
30%) = 0 multiplying by iv/3, which will analogously multiply a? + 3b% by 3.
So now a? + 3b? is a square. Next we multiply by 2 to make the order odd,
and by —1 to make digit,(a) = 1, all without affecting a* + 30°.

(b) If ordy(a) # ordy(b), we first make ordy(a) < ordy(b) multiplying by iv/3 if
needed, then ordy(b) — ordy(a) > 2 multiplying by 1 + 2iy/3, then by 2 to
make ords(a) even, and finally by —1 to make digit,(a) = 0.

(4) First we ensure ords(b) > ords(a) multiplying by « and then ords(b) > ords(a)
multiplying by 1 + «. In each of the four cases, there are two conditions left,
both related to digit,(a) and digity(a). We set digit,(a) to the required value,
multiplying by —1 if needed, and finally digit,(a), multiplying by 3. O
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A depiction of the 16 classes can be found at Figure 7 for a? = —1, at Figure 8 for
a? = 2, at Figure 9 for a? = —2, at Figure 10 for o? = 3, at Figure 11 for o? = —3, at
Figure 12 for o® = 6, and at Figure 13 for a® = —6.

Now we have to compute which of the classes are “paired” in the sense of being the
classes of 7* and 42, so that they give the same extension Q,[y,7]. In general, if v =
tl + tga,

VY% = (t + taa) (t — tha) = 5 — t5a?
which is always in Qy, so two paired classes differ in a factor in Q;. In the last column
of Tables 8 to 14 we give the pair of each class. After identifying the paired classes, if
a? € {—1,-2,3,6}, 9 classes remain (not counting 1), and if o* € {2, -3, —6}, 11 classes
remain.

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

DSq(Qs[a], =)

for each possible a and 7. For the other primes this meant three different o’s and two
or three 7’s for each one, but here we need seven a’s and nine or eleven ~’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 Qs|a].

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

(1) (Lu)p = (u,—u)p =1 for any u.

(2) (u,v)p = (v,u)p. L

(3) (uw,v)p =1 if and only if v € DSq(F, —u).
(4) (u,v109)F = (u,v1)F(u, v2)F.

We define a subset
Sa C (Q2]a]*/Sa(Q:[a]*))?
for different values of a: S; is defined in Table 8, S 5 in Table 9, S, 5 in Table 10, S 5
in Table 11, S; 5 in Table 12, S 5 in Table 13, and S /=5 in Table 14.

Lemma 6.9. Let F = Qsla] be a degree 2 extension of Q. If (u,v)p = 1 for all
(u,v) € Sy and there exists (u,v) € (Qa]a]*)? such that (u,v)p = —1, then (u,v)p = —1
for all (u,v) ¢ S,.

Proof. In all cases, the set {v: (u,v) € S,} for a fixed u # 1 is a multiplicative subgroup
of the quotient Qq[a]*/ Sq(Q2[|*) with eight elements. If all them have (u,v)r = 1 and
other v has (u,v)r = —1, then by multiplicativity all the other v have (u,v)r = —1. O

Proposition 6.10. For all degree 2 extensions F = Qsla], (u,v)r = 1 if and only if
(u,v) € S,.

Proof. We use Lemma 6.9 for each possible a. For some values (u,v) € S,, it can be
easily computed that they have (u,v)r = 1, and this can be deduced for the rest of S,
by Lemma 6.8. Then we just need to prove that there is (u,v) such that (u,v)r = —1,
and we are done.

e Case a = i: since we have that 3 —2 =1, 2(1 +2i) —2(1 +1) = 2i, 6(—1 + 3i) +
6(1+ 2i) = 301, (2+2i) —2 = 2i and 4(1 + 2i) — 3 = 1 + 8i, all of which are
squares, all elements of S; have (u,v)r = 1. Now we prove that (2,1+2i)p = —1,
for which we have to see that 22 — 2 will never be 1 + 2i times a square, for any

x. Suppose this happens. Then, if 22 = a + bi, the orders of @ and b must differ
48



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:

— ordy(a — 2) = 1 and ordg(a) > 1. Then, b has order 0 or 2. Since a + bi is a
square, ords(a) is at most 0, a contradiction.

— ords(a —2) > 1 and ordy(a) = 1. Since a + bi is a square, b has odd order at
most —1, but it should differ in 1 with ordy(a — 2), also a contradiction.
Case a = v/2: now the pairs that add up to a square are 3—2 =1, 5—4 = 1,
(14+v2) —v2=1 2+V2) - (1+v2) =1,401++v2) -3 =1+4V2 and
34+ 2v2 =3+ 2v2. We prove that (—1, \/§)F = —1, for which we have to see
that 22 + 1 will never be v/2 times a square. Suppose it is. Let 22 = a +bv/2. We
have ords(a) < ords(b) < ords(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+ bv/2 cannot be v/2 times a square (the difference in order between

a+ 1 and b should be at least 2).
Case a = iv/2: now the pairs that add up to a square are 2—-1=1,5—-4 =1,
(1+iv2) —iv2 =1, 3(1 +iv2) —3(—2+iv2) =9, =1 +2iv/2 = —1 + 2iv/2 and
2(1 +iv/2) — 3 = —1 + 2iv/2. We prove that (—1,141iv/2)p = —1, for which we
have to see that 22 + 1 will never be 1 4+ iv/2 times a square. Suppose it is. Let
2% = a + biv/2. We have ordy(a) < ordy(b) = ordy(a + 1), which is possible only
if ords(a) = 0. Also, b/2a + digit,(a) is odd, so that ordy(a + 1) = ords(b). This
makes a + biv/2 not a square.
Case a = v/3: now the pairs that add up to a square are 2 —1=1,5—4 = 1,
(1+vV3)—=v3=1,23+v3)—2(1++V3) =4, 23+3) —2 =4+2V/3 and
—1+3(4+2v3) =54 4v/3. We prove that (—1,14 v/3)p = —1, for which we
have to see that 2 4+ 1 will never be 1 + v/3 times a square. Suppose it is. Let
22 =a+ bV/3.
— Ifordy(b)—ordy(a) > 2, ordy(a) = 0 and @ must end in 11 so that ordy(a+1) =
ordy (D). Also, b/4a + digit,(a) is odd. This makes a 4+ by/3 not a square.
— If ordy(a) — ords(b) = 1, ordy(a) must be even, so it is impossible that a + 1
and b have the same order.
Case a = iv/3: now the pairs that add up to a square are 2 —1=1,3 -2 =1,
(1+2iv3) —2iV3 =1, (1 +2iV3) — 2(—6 +1V3) = 13, 2+ 2iV/3 = 2 + 2iV/3
and 2(—6 + iv/3) + 14 = 2 + 2iv/3. We prove that (—1,iv/3)r = —1, for which
we have to see that z2 + 1 will never be iv/3 times a square. Suppose it is. Let
2 = a + biv/3.
— Ifordy(b)—ordz(a) > 2, ords(a) = 0 and a must end in 11 so that ords(a+1) >
ordy (D), but then a + biy/3 is not a square.
— If ordy(a) = ordy(b), they must be odd, and ords(a + 1) cannot be greater
than ordy(b), so they must be equal, and ords(a) = ords(a+1) = ords(b) < 0.
If the order is —3 or less,

(a+1)*+3b =a*+3b*+2a + 1
must be three times a square in Q,, but ordy(a® + 3b%) < —4 and digit, ((a +
1)% + 3b?) = digit, (a® + 3b?) = 0, so it is impossible.
If the order is —1, let a; = 4a, by = 4b. We want a; + 4 + b1iv/3 to be iv3

times a square. Let as + boiv/3 be this square. All of aq, by, as and by have
order 1, and

aq + 4 -+ bll\/g == i\/g(ag + bgl\/g)
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1 1+1 1+2i —-143i
112|316 112 1123 ay | by | pair
l1|1|e|e|e|e o o o |00 0|06 1
2|0 0|0 e 1] 2 2
3| e|e|e|e oo |00 1|1 3
6|le| oo e o | e 1 1 6
1+i|1]|e|e oo 310 2
2| e @ . oo 310 1
3le|e ° o | e 31 0 6
6|le|e ° ° ° 31 0 3
1+2i|1|e ° ° ° ° 210 3
2| e ° ° ° oo 210 6
3]e ° ° ° ° ° 21 0 1
6|e ° ° ° ° ° 210 2
—1+3i|1]|e ° ° oo ° 210 6
21 @ ° ° ° ° 2 0 3
3 e ° oo 210 2
6|e ° ° oo e 2| 0 1

TABLE 8. S; as a subset of (Qs]i]*/ Sq(Qx[i]*))?. For each row except the
first, we need two normal forms to cover all the classes: a = 1,b = 0 and
a = a1,b = by. The last column indicates the second index of the class that
pairs with each class; the first index is always the same.

implies that a; +4 = —3by and b; = ay. Hence, digit,(b;) = digit,(as) = 1.
ay is 30,6, 22 or 14 modulo 32 exactly when b; can take those remainders, so
a1 = b; mod 32, and

—3by=a1+4=b;+4=0ay+4 mod 32

But now as is 30, 6,22 and 14 when by is £2, 46, =10 and +14 respectively,
and the equation does not hold in any case.

e Case a = v/6: now the pairs that add up to a square are 2—1=1,5—4 = 1,
(14++v6) —v6 =1, 3(14+v6) —3(6 +v6) = =15, =1 + 26 = —1 + 2v/6 and
2(1 4+ +6) — 3 = —1 4+ 2v/6. We prove that (—1,1 4+ v/6)r = —1, for which we
have to see that 22 4+ 1 will never be 1 + v/6 times a square. Suppose it is. Let
2% = a + bv/6. We have ordy(a) < ordy(b) = ordy(a + 1), which is possible only
if ordy(a) = 0. Also, b/2a + digit,(a) is odd, so that ords(a + 1) = ordy(b). This
makes a + bv/6 not a square.

e Case a = iv/6: now the pairs that add up to a square are 2 —1=1,3 -2 =1,
(14+iv6) —iv6 = 1, (=6 +1iv6) — (1 +1iv6) = —7, 3 + 2iv/6 = 3 + 2iv/6 and
6(1+4iv/6) — 3 = 3+ 6iv/6. We prove that (—1,iv/6) = —1, for which we have to
see that 22 + 1 will never be 1v/6 times a square. Suppose it is. Let 22 = a+ biv/6.
We have ords(a) < ords(b) < ordy(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 + biv/6 cannot be iv/6 times a square (the difference in order
between a 4+ 1 and b should be at least 2). i

After finding the values of the Hilbert symbol for each «, we have DSq(Qs[a], —7?): it
is the row indexed by 72 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 (ay, b;) such that the class of a;(b; + «) is marked (in the row of 4?) if and
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16 classes of Table 8. Each class contains the points x +
symbol, where = 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, 141, 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 V2 1+V2 2+2
1/-1(3|-3(1|—-1|3|-3|1|-1|{3|-3|1|—-1]3|-=-3]| ay|b; |pair
1 l|e| © |[@e| @ |[@o| © |o| o |0 | o o | o ° 1
—1|e| © |@]| @ . 1] 2| -1
3|e| © || © |06 @ |0 ]| @ 1] 1 3
—3|(e| o |0 @ o | o ° 11 1] -3
V2 1]e . ° . ° o | o —-1] 0] -1
—1]e ° ° ° ° —-1] 0 1
3| e ° ° ° ° —1 0 -3
—3]e ° ° ° ° ° e |—1| 0 3
1++2 1|e ° o | o ° e | -1 0| -1
—1 e ° ° ° ° —1 0 1
3| e ° o | o ° -1/ 0 -3
-3 | e o | o . ° ° —1] 0 3
2+ \/5 l|e| @ o | o o | o ° 31 0 1
—1|e]| @ o | o ° 31 0 -1
3|e| e o o 310 3
—3|e| e o| o (o | o 31 0] =3

TABLE 9. S 3 as a subset of (Qa[v/2]*/Sq(Qa[v2]"))2.
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& & i Y > - > [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]
& & * * * * L] ] [ ] []
& a * * * * L] ] [ ] []
& a & a. - L - L [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]
& a & a. L L - L [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]
& a. & a. E L L L [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]
& a. & a. E 3 L E L [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]
& - > [ ] [ ] - o - Il - -
& Y * [ ] [ ] - & - & - -
& Y * [ ] [ ] - & - & - -
& > * [ ] [ ] - & - & - -
& L [ ] L] " L] - L] L] L] L] L]
& L [ ] L] " L] L] L] L] L] L] L]
& - L] L] L] L] L L] L] L] L L]
L] L] - L] L] L] L L] L] L] L L]

1 iv2 1+iv2 -2 +iv2
1]-1(3|-3 -1 3|1 -1{3|-3|1|—-1|3|-3| a1 | by | pair
1 l|oe| o || @ o o o (o o |o| o 1
—1|e| © || @ 1 1] —1
3 e| o [o] @ o| o |o| o 1] -2 3
—3|e| o [0 @ o| o (o] o 1 1] -3
i\/i 1] e ° ° ° ° ° 3 0 —1
—1|e| @ o o 3 0 1
3/ e| e ° o o 3 0| -3
—3|e| e ° o| o (o | o 3 0 3
1+iv2 1|e ° ° o | o ° o | —1 0 3
—1 e . ° o | o -1 0| -3
3]e . ° ° o | —1 0 1
-3 e ° ° o | o ° -1 0| —1
—2+i\/§ 1] e ° ° ° ° ° —1 0 -3
—1 e ° ° ° ° ° -1 0 3
3] e ° ° ° ° —1 0 —1
-3 e ° ° ° ° ° —1 0 1

TABLE 10. S, as a subset of (Qs[iv'2]*/ Sq(Q2[iv2]*))%

only if that of « 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 A, —\, u, —u be the eigenvalues of QalM. If \2 is

in Q,, p? is also in Q,. Let {uy, vy, u2,v9} be the associated basis. By Corollary
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FIGURE 9. The 16 classes of Table 10.
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TABLE 11. S 5 as a subset of (Qa[v/3]*/ Sq(Q2[v/3]"))%.

QO and

3.5, there is a matrix S with entries in @, [\, ] such that STQyS



n i n i . . L] * * * * L]
& & & & . L] L] * L] L] * *
& & & & . L] L] * L] L] * *
& a. & a. L] L] L E [ ] [ ] L ] E
& a. & a. L] L] L E [ ] [ ] L E
& a. & i L] L] [ ] L E * E [ ]
& a. & a. L] L] [ ] L E L E [ ]
& & . & [ ] > Y [ ] -. & a. & i & & &
& & . & Y - [ ] > -. & i & & & -. &
& " . & & [ ] * s & -. & s & s &
& & . & [ ] Y - & & -. & & & s &
& -* - & & & & L L] L L] L L] L L]
& [ ] L & a. & a. L] L] L] L] - L] - L]
& & & L] L] L L] L L] L L] L L]
L] L] L] L] L] L L] L L] L L] L L]

FIGURE 10. The 16 classes of Table 11.

1 iv3 1+2iV3 —6+iv3
1| —-12|-2|1|-1|2|=2(1|—-1|2|-2|1|-1|2|-=-2]| a1 b1 | pair
1 l1|o| © |o| @ || © |0 © (06| @ (06| © (06| © [0 | @ 1
—1|e| o || @ o| o (o] o 2(1/2| —1
2/ o 0| o |o| o |0]| o 2(1/2 2
—2 1 e ° ° ° ° ° ° ° 1| —6 -2
iv3 ° . ° . . -1 0] —1
— ° ° ° ° -1 0 1
2| e ° ° e | o -1 0 -2
-2 e . ° ° ° ° ° -1 0 2
1+ 2iV3 1| e o o| o | o o | o 2 0 1
—1|e| @ o o ° 2 0| -1
2/ 0| @ o o ° 2 0 2
—2|e| @ o o ° o o 2 0] —2
—6+1v3 1]e o | o . ° o | o -1 0] —1
—1]e ° o | o ° -1 0 1
2| e o | o . -1 0] —2
—2 1 e ° o | o ° ° o | o -1 0 2

TABLE 12. S, s as a subset of (Qs[iv/3]*/ Sq(Q2[iv/3]"))%.

if and only if A = ry/—c; and p = sy/—co. There are always r,s € Q, and
c1, ¢z € X, such that this is possible; moreover, there may be two valid values of
C1 Or Ca.
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n n * * * * L] * * & L]
& & * * * * * u L] * &
& & * * * * * & L] u *
i i i i * L] * * * & L] [ ] *
i i i i * L] * * * [ ] L] *

i i i i * L] * L] ] * * i [ ]
& i i i L L I u * * -
a * * L] L] L] ] ] [ ] [ ]
& * * * L L] ] ] [] []
& * * & 1] ] * ] ] [ ] []
& * * L] * n = ] ] [ ] [ ]
i * * - [ ] [ ] ] [ ] ] [ ] ] [ ] ] [ ]
i * ] [ ] [ ] - [ ] » ] - [ ] » ]
& u - L] L] L L] L L] L L] L L]
L] - L] L] L] L L] L L] L L] L L]

FIGURE 11. The 16 classes of Table 12.

1 V6 1+V6 6+6
1/-1(3|-3(1|—-1|3|-3|1|—-1{3|-3|1|—-1[3|-3]| ay|by |pair
1 l1|o| © |o| @ |06 © (06| @ (06| @ (06| @ (06| o (0| @ 1
—1|e| @ |[@| @ | @ . 1 1 -1
3|e| o o] @ o o (o o 1] 6 3
—3|e| o [0 @ o| o (o] o 1] 1| -3
\/6 1| e o o o o | o 31 0] —1
—1|e| @ o o 31 0 1
3|e| e ° o | o 3| 0 -3
—3|e| o ° o o ° 31 0 3
14++6 1] e ° ° o | o ° e |—1| 0 3
—1]e ° ° o | o -1 0] -3
3|e ° ° ° e |[—1] O 1
—3 | e ° ° ° ° ° ° —1 0 —1
6+6 1|e . o | o ° ° o |—1| 0| -3
—1 e ° ° ° ° —1 0 3
3| e ° ° o |—1| 0| —1
-3 e . ° ° . ° —-11 0 1

TABLE 13. S 5 as a subset of (Qa2[v/6]*/ Sa(Q2[v/6]%))>.

A matrix S with this property must have the form ¥, DW; ', where

A =X 0 O
1 1 0 0

U= (u; vy uy v9),V¥y =
1(1122)2 0 0 u —p
0O 0 1 1

and D is a diagonal matrix. As U;' is “box-diagonal”, the first two columns of

S come from the first two of ¥; and the last two of S come from the last two of
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& & * * * * L] [ ] [ ] []
& & & Y > Y > [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]
& & * * * * L] [ ] [ ] []
& a & a. L L -* L [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]
& a & a. - L L L [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]
& a. & i £ 3 L L 3 L [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]
& a. & a. L 3 L E L [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]
& Y > [ ] [ ] Il - - - Il -
& Y * [ ] [ ] & - - - & -
& Y * [ ] [ ] & - - - & -
& > * [ ] [ ] & - - - & -
& L [ ] L] " L] - L] L] L] L] L]
& L [ ] L] " L] L] L] L] L] L] L]
& L] L] L] L] L L] L] L] L L]
L] L] L] L] L] L L] L] L] L L]

FIGURE 12. The 16 classes of Table 13.

1 iv6 1+iv6 —6+1iv6
1/-13|-3|1|-1|3|-3|1|-13|-3|1|—-1|3|-=3]| ar| b1 | pair
1 l1|o| © || © [ @o| © (06| © (06| © |06| @ (06| © [0 | @ 1
—1|e| o || @ o| o (o | o 11-6| —1
3 e| @ [0 @ [0 © [ o] @ 1 1 3
—3]le| o |o]| @ o| o |0 o 1 1 -3
iv/6 1| e ° ° ° ° ° -1 0| —1
—1 e ° ° ° -1 0 1
3|e ° ° ° ° -1 0 -3
—3|e ° ° ° ° ° o | —1 0 3
1—‘,—1\/6 1|e ° o | o o | o o | —1 0 -1
—11]e o | o ° o | —1 0 1
3|e . o | o . -1 0 -3
-3 e o | o ° o | o . -1 0 3
—6+1iv6 1| |e| @ o o o o ° 3 0 1
—1|e]| o o . 3 0 -1
3| e o o | o 3 0 3
-3 e ° ° ° ° ° 3 0 -3

TABLE 14. S, s as a subset of (Qs[iv/6]*/ Sq(Q2[iv6]*))%.

W,. That is to say, the existence of a D for which W, DW;! has entries in Q, is
equivalent to the existence of D; and D, such that

(ur ) D, (i —f) and () D, (ff —1“>

have entries in Q,.
By Theorem D, there are always ¢; and c¢; in X, for which D; and D, exist, so

this leads to case (1).
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& & * * * * L] ] [ ] []
& * * * * L] ] [ ] []
a * * * * L] ] [ ] []
s & a. - L - L [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]
s & a. L L - L [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]
a. & a. E L L L [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]
a. & a. E 3 L E L [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]
Y > [ ] [ ] - o - Il - -
& Y > [ ] [ ] - & - & - -
Y * [ ] [ ] - & - & - -
Y * [ ] [ ] - - - & - -
L [ ] L] L] - - L] L] L] L] L]
L [ ] L] L] " L] L] L] L] L] L]
L] L] L] L] L L] L] L] L L]
L] - L] L] L] L L] L] L] L L]

FIGURE 13. The 16 classes of Table 14.

Now suppose that A\* ¢ Q,. If A € Q,[\?], we are in the situation of Proposition
5.1. X and p are in a degree 2 extension Q,[a], and M is equivalent by multipli-
cation by a symplectic matrix to the matrix of case (2) for some r,s € Q,. The
possible values of o? are the classes of Q;, modulo squares, that is, precisely the
elements of Y, and we have case (2).

Finally, if A ¢ Q,[\?], we are in the situation of Proposition 5.2: we have a
hierarchy of extensions

@p g @P[a] g Qp[f%f?]a

and M is equivalent by multiplication by a symplectic matrix to the matrix in
case (3), for some r, s € Q,, which depends on the parameters o?, ty, ts, 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

aay(b+ «)
'LLTQ()’&

The denominator is a constant, which implies that the valid values form a class

modulo DSq(F[a], —7?) in F[a]. These classes are as described in Tables 6 to 14,

depending on p and o?. After substituting ¢ = a? and extracting t;,ts, a; and by
from these tables, we obtain case (3) of the theorem.

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 = Qy'M, so both N and N’ are in the same case. Now we split between the

three cases.
e 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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e In case (2), the extension which contains the eigenvalues is different for each
¢, hence N = N'.

e In case (3), analogously, the extension is different for each ¢, ¢t; and t,, so
these parameters must coincide. If a and b do not coincide, we have a number
in Q,[] which is in DSq(Q,[a], —7*) 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 A, A, —\
and —\, with A # 0. If A is diagonalizable, Lemma 3.6 implies that there is a
symplectic basis {u, vy, ug, v2} such that Au; = Au; and Av; = —Av;. 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 {uy, v, us, v2}, or equivalently a symplectic matrix Wy, such that

A0 1 0
_ 0 =X 0 0
VAT =T= 0 0y g
0 -1 0 =\

If A € Q,, we can rearrange the coordinates to make J equal to () 'M,, where
M is the matrix in case (2) with » = A\. As ¥, is symplectic, rearranging its
columns in the same way gives the S we need.

Otherwise, we can write A = ra, with o = /c for some ¢ € Y. Let My be the
matrix in case (3) and Ay = Qy ' M,. We have U, ' A, W, = J, where

0 azy —az; O
1 0 0 1
\112 o 0 21 21 0 ’
(0% —tl tl —
where
200 1+a?
21 = ——/——=7T t1 =

Ta(1-a2) ' r(1—a?)

A matrix that commutes with J has the form

dy 0 dy 0
o d 0 0
D=10 0 a4 o
0 di 0 ds

We apply the condition DTUWTQ0, D = WIQ,W, of Proposition 3.2. As ¥, is
symplectic, UTQyW; = Qy and the condition becomes didz = —2az; and dydy +
dods = 0.

We also want that S has the entries in @Q,. The first and fourth columns of
U, are the eigenvectors of A with value A and —\, which are conjugate up to a
multiplicative constant: we call them u and ku. The second and third columns

correspond to v and v’ such that Av = Av+wu and Av' = —A\v' — k. This implies
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(6.1)

Av = —\v + u, that is, v = —kv, and
SVy =W, D

= (u —kv v kﬂ) D

= (diu —dskv + dskt dyu+ dyv  dska).
If we call ¢; the i-th column of S, we have

co + acy = dyu, co — ey = dsku = dsk = dy;
azc; + 2105 — tieq = —dskv + dyku = dyo + diku;
—azi01 + 2163 + ticy = dou + dyv.

Changing sign and conjugating

azic, + Z1C3 — tlc4 = dll_) — dQﬂ,

so we have dyk = —d,. We can take dy = dy = 0, and the condition reduces to

find d; such that
- —4a%k
didy = ———.
T a1 - a?)

So we need (6.1) to be in

DSQ(QP: _a2) = DSQ(QW —0),

which is possible for a value of a in Q;/ DSq(Q,, —c). This quotient is exactly the
set called {1, hy(c)} in the statement.

Now suppose that the eigenvalues are A\, —\, 0,0 for A # 0. By Lemma 3.6, we
can choose u; and vy as eigenvectors with values A and —\ such that quovl =
1 and they are (y-complementary to the kernel of A. We then complete to a
symplectic basis {uq, vy, ug, va}, with Aus = Avy = 0. At this point we are again
in case (1) of Theorem F, with ¢y = 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).

o If K =(1,1,1,1), M = 0 and the result follows trivially.

o If K = (2,1,1), the basis is {ujy, u12, u21,u31}. We can multiply uq; and
u12 by a constant so that uf;Qouis = 1/r for r € Y, U {1}, and ug; so that
ud Qouz; = 1. Taking as S the matrix with the columns {ruyo, w1y, ts1, us; },
we are in case (1) of Theorem F, with ¢; = ¢y = 0.

o If K = (2, 2), the basis is {un, U192, U921, u22}. We multlply U11 and U12 by a
constant and wus; and ugs by another constant so that quguig =1/r;forr; €
Y,U{1},7i =1, 2. Taking as S the matrix with columns {ryusz, w11, rat2e, u21 },
we are in the same case as before.

o If K = (4), the basis is {uy,ug,us,us}. Let k = uf Qouy = —ul Qouz. We
can multiply the four vectors by a constant so that 1/k € Y, U{1}. Taking S
with the columns {us/k,us, kui,us/k*}, we are in case (4) of this theorem,
with ¢ = 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.
e Ifit is case (1), by Theorem D we have N = N’, except perhaps for the order

of the blocks.
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e If it is case (2), the equality of eigenvalues implies N = N'.

e If it is case (3), each ¢ corresponds to a different extension, so the equality
of eigenvalues implies ¢ = ¢ and r = /. It is left to prove a = a’. Suppose
on the contrary that a = 1 and o’ = h,(c). Applying the proof of existence,
we have that

402k —4a?k
DS(Qy, —¢) and ————
1= a2 € D@ e and 3 a0

As DSq(Q,, —c) is a group, we also have h,(c) € DSq(Q,, —c), which is a
contradiction.
e If it is case (4), again by equality of eigenvalues we have ¢ = ¢/.

€ DSq(Q,, —¢).

Proposition 6.11. Proposition 4.9 also holds for dimension 4, that s, the choice of ¢
only affects the choice of representatives of each class of matrices up to multiplication by
a symplectic matriz. The same happens for ag and by.

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. O

6.5. Proof of Theorem H. From Theorem F|if p =1 mod 4, case (1) leads to (g) =28
normal forms (there are seven possible values for ¢; and ¢s), case (2) to 3 normal forms,
and case (3) has 9 possibilities for ¢, t; and to, 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
(g) +3+7-2=32normal forms if p =3 mod 4, and a total of (122) +7+(9+11+9+
9+ 1149+ 11) -2 =211 normal forms if p = 2 (7 possibilities for ¢, some of them with
9 options for ¢; and ¢y 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=20if 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 () LM 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: My (1,7,0), Me(1,7,1) and
Mg(1,7,s), with ;s € R, s # 0
All blocks are different

Invertible and diagonalizable
Possible blocks: My (1,7,0), Mc(1,7,1) and Mg(1,r,s),
with r;s € R;r;s #0
Blocks may be repeated

Invertible
Possible blocks: My (k,r,0), M.(k,r,a) and Mg(k,r,s), with
keNae{-1,1},r,s e R,r,s#0
Blocks may be repeated

General
Possible blocks: My (k,r,0), My(k,0,a), M(k,r,a) and Mg(k,r,s), with
keNae{-1,1},r,s eR
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

My (k,r,a) = r ,

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

Mo (r)  Me(1,a)
Meg(l, CL) Mel (7”) Meg<2, CL)

Me(k,r,a) = Me(2,a)
Me(r) Mgy (4,a)
My(La)t Miy(r)
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if k =2¢+11is odd, and

Ma(r) Me(1,a)
Me(1,a)  Me(r)  Me(2,a)
Me<k7'rv a) = MGQ(Q,CL) '

Mel(r) Me2(£ - 1a CL)
MeQ(E - 7(1) Mel (’I") + MeZ(Ea a)
if k = 2( is even, for some positive integer k, € 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
Mffl (Ta 8) M62(17 1)
Meg(l, ].) Mffl(T, S) Meg(]_, ].)
Mff(kf,'l“, S) = Meg(l,l) )
Mffl (’l", 3) MeZ(L 1)
Meg(l, 1) Mﬁl (7”, 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:

0o 0 0 r 0 s 0 7r
Matr) =g 5y vMél(T):G 8)’Mfﬂ(7“’8>= e
r 0 0 O r 0 s 0
a 0 0 0 0 00O
M (j,a) = 8828 if j is odd, 8888 if j is even,
0 000 0 00 a
a 0 0 0
M.y (j,a) = 8 2 if j is odd, 8 8 if j is even.
0 0 0 a

Theorem 7.2. Let n be a positive integer. Let g be the matrix of the standard symplectic
form in R®™. Let M € My, (R) be a symmetric and invertible matriz such that Q' M
is diagonalizable. Then, there exists a symplectic matriz S € My, (R) such that STMS
s a block-diagonal matrix with blocks of hyperbolic, elliptic type or focus-focus type with
kE=1.

Proof. Applying Lemma 3.6, we can take a symplectic basis {uy, vy, ..., upn,v,} of R?"
such that all the vectors in the basis are eigenvectors of A, and u; and v; have opposite
eigenvalues \; and —\;. We can sort these vectors in such a way that two \;’s which are
conjugate appear with consecutive indices.

Taking as W, 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 € Mo, (R) be a symmetric matriz.
Then, there exists a symplectic matriz S € Ma,(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' =
STMS' 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, vy, ..., Upm, U }-
However, unlike Theorem 3.16, these vectors only work for the hyperbolic blocks,
giving M, (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 A;’s which are conjugate appear with consecutive indices.

For an elliptic block, {uy,v1,...,ug, vr} are the vectors corresponding to the
values ir and —ir, for r € R. We see that M.(k,r, 1) and M.(k,r, —1) have
this block as Jordan form, so we can apply Proposition 3.2. The columns of ¥,

are {uy,vy,...,ux, Ug}, which are part of a symplectic basis, and u; and v, are
eigenvectors with values ir and —ir, so vy = cu; for some ¢ € C. Using that
Au; = iru; + uj—y and Av; = —irv; — vj11, we deduce that vgq—; = (=1)7"teu;.
Concretely,
Cu{Qoka = U{Q(ﬂ)l

=1

_ T

= u, Qv

= (—1)k_ICUZQoﬂ1
= (—1)]“_1612%(201“

which implies ¢ = (—1)*¢, that is, ¢ is real if k is even and imaginary if k is odd.
The columns of ¥, 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 (..., 1,1) or a similar form. In
any case, we have u}TQov;- = 2a if k is even, and 2ia if k is odd.

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

DTQyD = DTUTQ.U, D = ¥,Q0 0,

implies that dydy = 2a for k even, and 2ia for k odd. As S must be a real matrix,
in SUy, = W, D the first and last columns are conjugate and we get d; = cds, that
is, did; = 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

/ / / /
{uhvla ey Uk, Uy, Uqy Upy e 7ukyvk}7

where wup, vy, 1) and v}, are eigenvectors for A\, —\, A and —\ respectively. If

A = s+ ir, the matrix M;(k,r, s) has the same Jordan form.
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The columns of W, are the vectors u;, v;, w, and v}; we have that v} = cu; for
some ¢ € C, which implies u} = cu; for all 7 and, from u! Qgv; = uf Qovl = 1, we
deduce v} = v;/c for all i. The columns of ¥y 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

dla dQ; “ee ;dla d?a d37 d47 L ad3a d4a
which commutes with J. The condition
DTQyD = D"UTQyU, D = U,Q00,

implies that dids = —2i and dzds = 2i. Using that S is a real matrix, the left and
right halves of SW, = W, D are conjugate, which implies d; = cds and cdy = d,
so the condition dsd, = 2i reduces to a consequence of didy = —2i, and we can
take for example d; = 1 and dy = —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 ¢; = 1; instead we make ¢; = a;. Now

ti—1
{Uﬂ, AiU;.20, 5 —Ui2y QUi 20,15 - - + (—1)" e, aiui,&-—&-l}

is a partial symplectic basis which gives the form My (¢;,0, (—1)%a;).

(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 a;. 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

{ul,uz, RN ,UQk}

such that Au; = u;_1, Au; = 0, and u;Qusr 11 = (—1)°, and another one

/ !/ /
{Ul,UQ, PN 7u2k}

with the same properties except that

Ui ol 1 = (=1
In the space generated by these vectors there is only one vector in the kernel, so
uy = kuy for some k € R. As Au; = w;—; and Au) = u;_,, we have that u; = ku;
for all 7. This together implies that

(=)™ = wjQotty 1 = FuiQougpsr i = k*(=1)°
and k? = —1, a contradiction. O

The matrix ¥, 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 d;: u; := +/|2¢|u;,

vj := 1/2/|c|v;. Then, the matrix ¥, indicates how the vectors in the final basis relate to
these u; and v;: each column has a £1 entry, a i entry and the rest are 0, so we have
+uj + *iuy, = u;, for some indices h and ¢. As the new vectors uj, and w, 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 d;:

vj = =20y, ) = /e =y, ) = 2icv; = v

Then we apply W5 ': now each column of the left half of ¥, has a 1 and an i, and the right
half has a 1 and a —i in the same positions. For every 7 with 1 < j < k, the equations
are vy; | + ivy; = uy and iug; | + uy; = v; for the first half and their conjugates for the
second half, where v and v} are the new vectors. The solution consists of taking the real

and imaginary parts of the new vectors.

Corollary 7.4. Let M € My(R) be a symmetric matriz. Then there exists r,s € R,
a,b € {=1,1}, and a symplectic matriz S € My(R) such that STMS is one of the
following ten matrices:

0O r 0O 0000 0 00O

r 0 0 O 0 a 00 0 a 00

0 00 s]’10 00 s]’f{O0O 0 0 0}

0 0 s O 0 0 s O 00 0 b

0 r 00 0 00O 0 r 00

r 010 0 010 r 00 0

010 1’101 0O0210 0 s 0}’

00 r 0 0 00 a 0 0 0 s
0000 r 0 0 0 a 0 0 r 0 s 0 r
0 a 00 0O r 00 0 0 —r 0 s 0 —r 0
00 s 0’00 s 0’0 = a 0’10 —r 0 s’
00 0 s 0 0 0 s r 0 0 O r 0 s O

Furthermore, if there are two matrices of this form equivalent to M, they are both in the
first or in the eighth case swapping v and s, or in the third case swapping a and b.

Proof. They are in this order: two hyperbolic blocks with & = 1 and a = 0, one with
a = 0 and one with a # 0, two with a # 0, one hyperbolic block with £ = 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.  [J

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

1
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We have that

-1

1

whose characteristic polynomial is A*® 4 (—1)", and the eigenvalues are A = e™*/™ for
0<k<2n—1,ifnisodd, and X\ = e™@k+D/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

{ emik/n gmi(n—k)/n_omi(n+k)/n. e7ri(2nfk)/n}7

01
1 0 0 cos %k 0 sin %”“
7k 7wk
T _ N(1 _ | cos T 0 —sin 7F 0
STMS ) y NV (k) 0 —sin%’C 0 cos%k
N(m) sin %’“ 0 cos %k 0
m

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:

01
10

O =
— O

STMS =
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 A,

@' Mu = 27 QoAu = Na' Qyu
The left-hand side is a positive real, and for @’ Qyu we have
ﬂTQ()U = UTQ()ﬂ = —ﬂTQ(ﬂL,

so it is imaginary, and A 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 u’ Mu = 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(z) = 2" — ap,

where ordy,(a) = 0, is irreducible in Q,.

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. U

Lemma 8.2. Let p be a prime number and let n be a positive integer. Let a,b € Q, such
that ord,(a) = 0 and ord,(b) = 1. If a is an n-th power in Q,[bY/"], then it is an n-th
power in I,

Proof. Suppose that a = c® for ¢ € Q,[b*/"]. We can write

C:Co+C1b%+...—|—cn_1bnT_1

where ¢; € Q, for all 7. Raising this to the n-th power, we have ¢" = a at the left, and cj
plus terms of positive order at the right. Then, a — ¢f has positive order, and as it is in
Qp the order must be at least 1, and a = ¢fj mod p, as we wanted. U

Lemma 8.3. Let p be a prime number and let n be a positive integer. There are at least
ged(2n,p—1)+ged(n,p—1), if n is odd, and ged(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 ri{My + ...+ r,M,.

Proof. Consider the polynomial P(z) = x?" — ap where ord,(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 Q,. Suppose that this happens for a; and ay. In particular, (ayp)'/?* and
(agp)'/?™ are in the same extension, that is,
3
(2)" @l
a1
By Lemma 8.2, as/a; must be a 2n-th power in F,. This implies that the number
of families of blocks is at least the cardinality of F, modulo 2n-th powers, which is
ged(2n, p — 1), because that group is cyclic of order p — 1.
If n is odd, we also consider

Q(z) = 2" — a’p® = (z" + ap)(a" — ap).
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The two factors are again irreducible and it also gives a block of size 2n (one factor comes
from changing the sign of z in the other). Two blocks for a; and as are in the same family

only if (a;p)'/™ and (ayp)'/™ are in the same extension, that is,
1
ag \ " 1
()" < oyl

a1
(note that choosing —ap instead of ap gives the same extension because (—1)/™ = —1).
Again by Lemma 8.2, as/a; is an n-th power in [F,. So the number of families is now the
cardinality of IF; modulo n-th powers, which is ged(n, p —1). O

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

d 2m—2k+1=2m"—mm+1)+m+1=m>+1
k=0
if n = 2m and

> om41-2k+1=m@2m+1)—m(m+1)+m+1l=m’+m+1
k=0
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 o™V/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 Mo, (Q,) 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 [ 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 [13,

, 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 [13, 47, 48], seems out of reach, the present paper settles completely the first
step: understanding explicitly p-adic local models. The proofs of [13, 17, 18] 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.

e Given a field F', a symplectic vector space over F is a pair (V,w) where V is a 2n-
dimensional vector space over F' and w : V' x V' — F'is a non-degenerate bilinear
map such that w(v,v) = 0 for all v € V. We say that w is a linear symplectic
form. If the characteristic of F is not 2, the last condition is equivalent to w being
antisymmetric: w(v,w) = —w(w,v) for all v,w € V.

e Let p be a prime number. A p-adic analytic symplectic manifold is a pair (M,w)
where M is a p-adic analytic manifold and w is a closed non-degenerate 2-form on
M. We say that w is a symplectic form. At each point, w gives a linear symplectic
form.

e Given a field F', a linear symplectomorphism between two symplectic vector spaces
(Vi,wr) and (Va,ws) over F is a linear isomorphism ¢ : V; — V5 that preserves
the symplectic form, that is, ¢p*wy = wy. In this case we say that w; and wy are
linearly symplectomorphic.

o Let (My,w) and (M, wy) be p-adic analytic symplectic manifolds. Let m € M.
A local linear symplectomorphism ¢ : Uy — U, centered at m is a p-adic analytic
diffeomorphism between some open sets U; C M and Uy C M, such that m € Uy,
and which yields a linear symplectomorphism T,,¢ : Ty, My — T Mo.

e Let (M,w) be a p-adic analytic symplectic manifold. By linear symplectic coordi-
nates (x1,&1, ..., Tn, &) with the origin a point m € M we mean coordinates given
by a local linear symplectomorphism centered at m, that is, ¢*w,, = wy. In terms
of matrices this last condition can be formulated as STQS = Qq, where S,  and
)y are the matrices of ¢, w,, and wy.

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 I’ be a field and n be a positive integer. FEvery symplectic form on

F?" s linearly symplectomorphic to the form wy which has as matriz

0 1
-1 0

0 1
-1 0

Hence, every two linear symplectic forms on F** are actually symplectomorphic.

Proof. What we want to prove is that there is a basis with respect to which w has the
matrix €y. Then, the symplectomorphism that sends this basis to the canonical one will
send w to wg.

We go by induction on n. As w is non-degenerate, there are uy and vy with w(uy,vy) = 1.
Of course, (uy,vq) is symplectic, so its complement (u;,v1)* is also symplectic. Applying
induction to this complement, we get a basis {us, vo, ..., Uy, vy }. Now, {uy, vy, ..., uy,v,}
is the basis we are looking for. O
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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 m be a positive integer. Let p be a prime number. Let (M,w) be a 2n-
dimensional p-adic analytic symplectic manifold. Let f : M — Q, be a p-adic analytic
function and let m € M be a critical point of f (i.e. df(m) = 0). Let Q be the matrix of
w. We say that m is non-degenerate if the eigenvalues of Q~*d?f(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 — Q, 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 ezists a linear symplectic form w such that m is a non-degenerate critical
point of f: (M,w) — Q, in the symplectic sense (Definition 9.4).

(3) There exist infinitely many linear symplectic forms w such that m is a non-
degenerate critical point of f: (M,w) — Q, in the symplectic sense.

Proof. Suppose (2) holds. Let € be the matrix of w. Then Q7*d?f(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 Q7'd?f(m) is invertible, which implies d%f(m) is
invertible and (1) holds.

Now suppose (1) holds. Let H = d?f(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 h; be the i-th
diagonal element. We will take Q=1 with a; in the row 2i — 1 and column 2i, —a; in the
row 2i and column 2 — 1, and 0 the rest. After multiplying Q= by H, a; becomes a;hg;_;
and —a; becomes —a;hy;. The eigenvalues are

j:a“/ —hgiflhgi for 1 < 1 < n.

Since Q, is infinite, it is always possible to choose a; so that these values are all different,
independently of whether they are in QQ, or not (just choose each @; 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,...,v,} such that v] Hv; # 0 if and only if ¢ = 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 € such that Q- 'MTHM
has all eigenvalues different. This matrix is similar to MQ~'MTH, so this has also all
eigenvalues different, and MQ~'M7 is the matrix we want.

That (3) implies (2) is trivial. If (2) holds, Q7'M has all eigenvalues different and the
same happens for any perturbation of €2, hence (3) holds. U

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 (z1,&1, .. ., Ty, &,) with the origin
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at any m € M such that

f= Zﬁgi +0(3)
i=1
for some r; € R, where g; : V — R has one of the following forms: (z? + £2)/2 (elliptic
component), x;&; (hyperbolic component), or x;£;11 — x;41&; with the next function equal
to ;& + w1841 (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 — Q,. Then there exists an open neighborhood U of m and
coordinates (1, ..., x,) with the origin at m such that the restriction of f to U, that is,
fluv : U — Q, is given by a power series

g arrit...xr.

TEN™ iy 4. 4ip >2

Moreover, the matriz in Ma,(Q,) with the coefficient of x;x; in the row i and column j,
fori # j, and the coefficient of 2 multiplied by 2 in the row and column i, is exactly the
Hessian of f at m in the coordinates x1,...,x,.

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 z” Hx /2 for some matrix H € My, (Q,).
Differentiating twice, we get that the Hessian of f is precisely H. O

Corollary 9.7 (Normal form of critical points in dimension 2). Let p be a prime number.
Let (M, w) be a p-adic symplectic manifold of dimension 2 and let f : M — Q,, be a p-adic
analytic function. Let m € M be a critical point of f. Then there are linear symplectic
coordinates (x,&) with the origin at m such that f — f(m) coincides with r(x* + c£%) up
to order 2, for some r € Q, and ¢ € X,, orr € Y, U{1l} and ¢ = 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 w,, = wp.
Applying Theorem D to d%f, we get a symplectic matrix S, which is the matrix of a
linear symplectomorphism ¢, such that

r

Q2(¢"f) = STA2fS = (o 2) — d2(ra? + er€?).
By Lemma 9.6, f has the desired form. Uniqueness follows from the same theorem. [J

Corollary 9.8. Let p be a prime number. Let (M,w) be a p-adic analytic symplectic
2-manifold. Let X,,Y, 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,w) — Q, 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,w) — Q, 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,w) — Q,
up to local linear symplectomorphisms centered at the critical point, where the
normal forms in each family differ by multiplication by a constant v, and ezxactly
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(:vQ +c€?)ir e Qp} ic € Xp}

and those for a degenerate point are given by

{m2 reyY,U {1}}
Proof. This follows from Theorem E and Corollary 9.7. U

Corollary 9.9 (Normal form of non-degenerate critical points in dimension 4). Let p
be a prime number. Let X,,Y,,CF DF be the non-residue sets and coefficient functions
in Definition 1.1. Let (M,w) be a p-adic symplectic manifold of dimension 4 and let
f: M — Q, be a p-adic analytic function. Let m € M be a non-degenerate critical point
of f. Then there are linear symplectic coordinates (x,&,y,n) with the origin at m such
that in these cordinates we have:

f=f(m)=rg + 359+ O(3),
where g1 and gy have one of the following forms:

(1) gl(xagay777) = 12 + Cl§2 and g?(x7£7y777) = y2 + 02772? fOT’ C1,Co € Xp-
(2) g1(z,&,y,m) = xn+ cyé and go(x, &, y,n) = € +yn, for c € Y,
(3)

2 2
(@, & y,m) = > Clle trsta, a,b)x'y> ™ + Y Di(c, b, ta, a, D)€,
=0 1=0

for k € {1,2}, where c,t; and ty 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 go 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

d*(¢* f) = ST fS = rd®gy + sd’go = d*(rg;1 + s92). O

Corollary 9.10 (Normal form of degenerate critical points in dimension 4). Let p be a
prime number. let X,,Y, be the non-residue sets in Definition 1.1. Let h, : Y, = Q, be
the non-residue function in Definition 2.3. Let (M,w) be a p-adic symplectic manifold
of dimension 4 and let f : M — Q, be a p-adic analytic function. Let m € M be a
degenerate critical point of f. Then there are linear symplectic coordinates (z,&,y,n)
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)

(2)
(3)
(4)

r(x?+c182) )2+ s(y? +can®) /2, for some c1,co € X,U{0} andr,s € Q,. Ifc; =0,
r can be taken in Y, U {1}, and if co =0, s can be taken in Y, U {1}.

r(x€ 4+ yn) + y€, for somer € Q,.

r(xzn 4 cy€) + a(z? + y*) /2, for some r € Q,,c € Yy, a € {1, h,(c)}.

c(z?/2 + &n), for some c € Y, U{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, c3) at point (1).

Proof.

It is analogous the previous two proofs, but with Theorem G. U

Corollary 9.11. Let p be a prime number. Let (M,w) be a p-adic analytic symplectic 4-
manifold. Let X,,Y,, CF, DF be the non-residue sets and coefficient functions in Definition
1.1. Let hy, : Y, = Q, 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,w) — Q, 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.

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,w) — Q, up to local linear
symplectomorphisms centered at the critical point, exactly 27 infinite families with
one degree of freedom, and ezxactly 20 isolated normal forms.

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,w) — Q, 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(m2 + &) + s(y* + can?) 1y s € @p} te1, 0 € XP}

U{{T(xn+cy£) +s(@§+yn) 1, s € @p} S Yp}

2 2
U{ {T <Z Cil(c7 tlu t27 a, b>xiy2_i + Z Dzl <C7 tl) t27 a, b)51n2_l>

=0 =0
2 2
+s (Z C?(C, 1,12, a, b)xiyz_i + Z ’D,LZ(C, t1, s, a, b)gth—i) :
=0 i=0

r,s € Qp} 2 (a,b) € {(1,0), (al,bl)},c,tl,tz,al,bl in one row of Table J},

those with one degree of freedom are

{{r(m2+01§2)+sy2/2 T e @p} to € Xy, s € Ypu{l}}u{{r(xf—i—yn)—kyﬁ reQ,}}

U{{r(azn +eyl) +a(z® +¢%)/2:r € @p} tc€Yyac{l, hp(c>}}’

and the isolated forms are

{(7"952 +sy®)/2: 1,58 €Y, U {1}} U {c(x2/2 +&n):ceY,U {1}}
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Here by “infinite family” we mean a family of normal forms of the form rifi + rofs +
oo+ 1ifr, where r; 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, 20]). A consequence of the Weierstrass-Williamson classification states that, given

an integrable system F' = (f1,..., fn) : (M,w) — R™ 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,&y, ..., zy, &,) with the origin at m such that in these
coordinates

Bo(F—F(m))=(g1,---.9.) + O(3),
where B is a n-by-n matrix of reals and each g;,i € {1,...,n} has one of the following
forms: & (regular component), (x? + £2)/2 (elliptic component), z;&; (hyperbolic com-
ponent), or ;&1 — ;1€ with the next function equal to x;&; + xi1&41 (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,w) —
(Qp)™ 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 [19,
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 [16, 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:

Fi=(fi,....fn): M,w) = (Q,)"
is a p-adic analytic integrable system if two conditions hold:

e The functions fi,..., f, satisfy {fi, f;} =0forall 1 <i<j < n;
e The set where the n differential 1-forms dfy,...,df, 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 [16] 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 dfi,...,df, 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, w) be a p-
adic analytic symplectic manifold of dimension 2n. Let F' = (f,..., f,) : (M,w) — (Q,)"
be a p-adic analytic integrable system. A point m € M is a critical point of m if the
I-forms d fi(m),...,df.(m) are linearly dependent. The number of linearly independent
forms among df;(m),...,df,(m) is called the rank of the critical point.

In the following definition, a subspace U of a symplectic vector space (V,w) is said to
be isotropic if w(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,w) be a p-adic analytic
symplectic manifold. Let € be the matrix of the linear symplectic form w,, on the
vector space T,,M. A rank 0 critical point m of a p-adic analytic integrable system
F=(fi,-.., fa): (M,w) = (Q,)" is non-degenerate if the Hessians evaluated at m:

d2fi(m),...,d*fu(m)

are linearly independent and if there exist a4, ..., a, € Q, such that the matrix
n
Qil Z aZdeZ(m)
i=1

has n different eigenvalues.

If m has rank r, then the vectors Xy (m),..., Xy, (m) obtained by evaluating the
Hamiltonian vector fields Xy, ,..., Xy, of fi,..., f, at m, form an isotropic linear sub-
space L of T,,M, whose dimension is r; suppose that Xy, (m),..., Xy, (m) are linearly
independent. Then df,,1,...,df, descend to L*/L in such a way that the origin is a
rank O critical point of the integrable system induced by F' on L“/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,w) is a real symplectic manifold of dimension 2n and F' =
(fi,---,fa) + M — R™ is an integrable system, a critical point m of F' of rank 0 is
non-degenerate if the Hessians d?fi(m),...,d%f,(m) span a Cartan subalgebra of the
symplectic Lie algebra of quadratic forms on the tangent space (T,,M, w,).

A p-adic analytic integrable system (fi,..., fn) : (M,w) = (Q,)" 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,w) be a real symplectic 4-manifold and let F = (fi, fa) :
(M,w) — R? 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 aj,as € R and a linear combination g = a1 f1 + aofe, such that the
four eigenvalues of Q7 1d%g(m) are zero.

(2) For all linear combinations g = ay f1 + as fa, where ay,as € R, two of the eigen-
values of Q~'d%g(m) are zero.

Proof. As m is a degenerate critical point, Q71d?f;(m) has a multiple eigenvalue. There
are three cases to consider:

e All the eigenvalues of Q~'d%f;(m) are zero. We are immediately in case (1).
e Two eigenvalues of Q~'d?f;(m) are zero. Let g, = f1 + kfo. The eigenvalues of
Q~1d?gx(m) vary continuously with &, 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, 271d?gx(m) has also two
zero eigenvalues. The values of £ 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 a; = 1, which trivially
implies the same for all a; # 0. For a; = 0, the result follows by continuity.
Q~'d?f;(m) is invertible. By Lemma 3.6, the eigenvalues of 271d? f;(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
¥ to Jordan form, which is one of the forms

A0 0 0 A0 1 0
0 -\ 0 0 0 -\ 0 0
o0 x o lo 0o x o]
0 0 0 —\ 0 1 0 —\

where A is 7 or ri. We call this matrix D;. The same ¥ must bring Q~'d?f;(m)
to a form that commutes with D,: we call it Dy. We have that

g1 0 pe 0O
0 us 0 pe
D, —
2 3 0 Ha 0
0 pr 0 ps
and
0 a 0 O
T 12 T —10—112 —a 0 0 0
Ui dfol = U7 Qo0 d* fo¥ = 00 0 b Dy
0 0 —=b O
for some a,b € C, must be a symmetric matrix, which implies u; = —us, py =

— g, aply = —bu7 and buz = —apg. The last two equalities together imply pous =
Heth7-

If D; has the non-diagonal form, D;Dy = Dy D, implies that us = pg = 0,
1 = pg and ps = pg. 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 D, is diagonal.

If Dy is real, the matrix W is and consequently D, are real. Otherwise, we have
Q,'d?f,¥ = WD, and the columns of ¥ have the form (u, @, v,v), this gives

Q' Pfo(u @ v ) = (mut psv psiF pr0 pou+ pav el + pgd)
which implies that
s+ 30 = pst + prd
and
Hatt + pav = gl + HgD,
and as u and v are linearly independent, we must have ji;, = pus; = —p; and
fty = pg = —pg. That is; the diagonal of Ds is real if Dy is real, and imaginary if

D, is imaginary.
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Let p; = riac and py = rocv, for 71,75 in R and o € {1,1i}. By adding a multiple
of Dy, we can make ro = —ry, so that Dy has the form

rio 0 23 0
0 —rna 0 46

I3 0 —ra 0 |7
0 7 0 ro

and its characteristic polynomial is

(£ — ria® — pops) (£ — ria® — pepr) = (£ — ria® — pops)®.

We now prove that r2a® + pou3 must be 0, that is, the characteristic polynomial
is t* and the conclusion follows. Suppose, for a contradiction, that it is not 0.
Then Dy has double eigenvalues different from zero, in the form

{Sa S, =S, _8}
or
{si, si, —si, —si},

and each pair of double eigenvalues has an element coming from each factor.

Consider the matrix D3 = Dy + kD;, where k is a real number close to zero.
The characteristic polynomial of Djs 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 D, that is, two real or imaginary pairs with an element
from each factor. But this is not possible if the two factors are different. O

10.3. Proof of Theorems A, B and C. By Theorem 9.3, we may assume without loss
of generality that M = (Q,)* and w,, = wo.

For a rank 1 critical point, we can take dn in the direction of the nonzero differential,
and the problem reduces to classify the critical point in L*°/L. This is a system with
one function (the linear combination of f; and f, 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 f; and f5 form an
integrable system implies that {f;, fo} = 0, that is,

(df)TQgtdf, = 0.
Differentiating this twice, evaluating at m and using that dfi(m) = dfy(m) =

d*fi(m)Qg A fo(m) = d* fo(m) Q' d* fi (m)

We define A; = Q5'd?fi(m). The previous expression implies that A; and A, commute.
Let u € (C,)?* be an eigenvector of Ay, where C, is the field of complex p-adic numbers.
Then

AlAQU = AgAlu = )\AQU

for A € C,. This implies that Ayu is also an eigenvector of A; with value A. But the
critical point is non-degenerate, which means that the only eigenvector with value A is u.
Hence, Asu = pu for some i € C,, and u is also eigenvector of Ay. So A; and A, 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 (cq, cq, ¢, a, etc.) in the normal form are determined by the
eigenvectors. This means that S is the same matrix for f; than for f;, and the resulting

normal forms are r1g; + s1g2 and 7291 + S22, for some 1, 79,51, € Q, and ¢g; and g9
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are among the possibilities of Corollary 9.9. As the Hessians are linearly independent,

the matrix
r s
Ty 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 [, 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, 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 f; and
fo 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
¢1 = ¢ = —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,w) be a 4-dimensional p-adic analytic
symplectic manifold. Let F = (f1, f2) : (M,w) — (Q,)? 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 ay,as € Q, and a linear combination g = ay f1 + as fa, such that all four
4
eigenvalues of Q~1d%g are zero;
2) For all linear combinations g = ayf1 + asfa, where ai,as € Q,, two eigenvalues
( g : , ps 9
of Q7 1d%g 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 = a; fi + as fa, m is a critical point
of g with repeated eigenvalues. Concretely this happens for f; and f; themselves. There
are three cases to consider:

e O71d2f has all eigenvalues zero, and we are in case (1).
e (071d%f; has exactly two eigenvalues zero. Since the other two are nonzero, they
are opposites.
Consider g, = f1 + kfa, for k € Q,. Since m is degenerate, Q2 'd%g; 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 & = 0 keep coinciding.
But as they must be opposites, they must still coincide at zero. This means that
~1d?g, has two eigenvalues equal to zero for all & small enough. But the values
of k for which this happens are either finitely many or all Q,, so it must happen
for all k.
It follows that case (2) holds when a; = 1, and can be extended trivially to all
ay # 0. For a; = 0, it must also hold by continuity.
e O1d2f is invertible. By Corollary 9.10, we can bring f; to a normal form where

wm = wp. The ones with an invertible Hessian are in case (1) with ¢; # 0 and
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co # 0, case (2) with r # 0, and case (3) with r # 0. In the three cases, the
eigenvalues are of the form {\, A\, =\, —A}, where \? € Q, (in some of them
A € Q, and in others it is in a degree two extension).

By Lemma 3.6, we can bring the matrix Q,*d2f; to Jordan form by a transfor-
mation ¥, which is one of the two forms

A0 0 0 A0 1 0
0 A 0 0 0 -\ 0 0
o0 X 0[]0 0o x 0
0 0 0 —\ 0 1 0 —\

We call this matrix D;. The matrix €;'d?f, will become, by the same trans-
formation W, a matrix D, that commutes with Dy, so it has the form

pr 0 pe 0
0 wus 0 pe
ps 0 pg 0
0 wr 0 pus

We have that ¥Td%f, ¥ is symmetric, which leads to p; = —pus, py = —ps, and
Hafts = He 7.

If Dy has the second form above, D;Dy = DyD; also implies us = pug = 0,
w1 = py and ps = pg. Adding an adequate multiple of Dy to Dy, we can make
1 = g = ps = pg = 0, so that this new matrix has all eigenvalues zero, and we
are done. Now we suppose that D; has the first form.

If A € Qp, the matrix ¥ is in Q,, so D, is also in Q,. If A ¢ Q,, we have
Qg 'd%f,¥ = WD,. Taking the columns of ¥ in the form (u, %, v,v), as happens in
the real case but now u means the conjugate in Q,[\], we arrive at fi; = 5 = —p1
and ji4 = ug = —pg. This means that the elements in the diagonal of D, are
multiples of A with coefficients in Q,, independently of whether A is in @@, or not.

Let p3 = mA and pg = 7o, for 71,72 in Q,. By adding a multiple of D;, we
can make ro = —ry, and D, has now the form

7’1)\ 0 125) 0
0 —Tl)\ 0 e
143 0 —mA O
0 124 0 T1>\

The characteristic polynomial of this matrix is
(7 = 1PN — o) (2 — 1IN — popir) = (£ = 170 — popiz)®.

We now prove that 72A? + pous must be 0, from which the conclusion will follow.
Suppose, for a contradiction, that it is not 0. Then D, has double eigenvalues
different from zero, and each pair of double eigenvalues has an element coming
from each factor.

Consider the matrix D3 = Dy + kD, where k is a small p-adic number. The
characteristic polynomial of Dj 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 Do, that is, two pairs with an element from each factor. But this
cannot hold because the two factors are not equal. O

Corollary 10.6. Let p be a prime number. Let X, Y, be the non-residue sets in Definition

1.1. If the p-adic analytic integrable system F : (M,w) — (Q,)?* falls in the first case of
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Theorem 10.5, then the linear combination g = ay fi + as fo therein can be brought to one
of the following forms by a linear symplectomorphism:

(1) (ra® +sy®)/24 O(3), forr,s € Y, U{0,1}.

(2) y€+0O(3).
(3) c(x?/2+&n) + O(3), for c € Y, U{1}.

Proof. Tt follows directly from Theorem 10.5 and Corollary 9.10. The selected forms are
precisely those having all eigenvalues zero. U

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 [11] and the more recent works by Alsina-Bayer
[2], Bhargava [7], Casselman [10] and Lam [30] 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) Xgl = (20167 _2377 07 0)7 ng - (07 07 2027]7 _2y>
223 Xgl - (Cy7 -n,x, _Cg)a Xg2 = (I7 _57 Y, _77)
3

t1 + bty acx — by y — abx
Xg1 = (— o 5 — (btl + Ctg)?], ﬁ, _CLC(tl =+ bt2)77 - (btl + Ct2)£7 a(bQ _ C) ’
bty + cty cy — abcx acz — by
X,, = (_Tg — ¢ty + bty)n, e —ac(bty + cty)n — c(ty + bta)¢, at? —¢)
Proof. All fields are calculated applying directly the equation IxWo = df. O

We can check that, in each system, ¢g; and go Poisson commute, which is equivalent to
checking that, if A; = Q;'d?g;, we have A; Ay = Ay A;. This matrix is zero in case (1),

0 0 0

o= O
DO O 0

0 1
0 0
c 0
in case (2), and
Ctg 0 % 0
0 «cta 0 acty
acty 0 ¢ty O
0 b 0 Ctz

in case (3).
We can also calculate the fibers of the systems.
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Proposition 10.9. The fibers F~(0,0) of the integrable systems of Theorem A with a
critical point of rank 0 are as follows:

(1) {(£di&, & £dan,m) = &n € Q) if —c1 = df and —cy = di, {(£d1,£,0,0) : € €
Q,} if —c1 = d} and —cy is not a square, and {(0,0,0,0)} if —c1 and —cy are not
squares.

(2) {($7oaya0> : fE,y € @p} U {(07€a0777) : 5777 € @p}

(3) {(0,0,0,0)}.

For those in which the origin has rank 1, the fibers are {(£d€,€,y,0) : £,y € Q,} if
—c=d? and {(0,0,y,0) : y € Q,} otherwise.

Proof. The part about rank 1 is immediate from the formula (z* + c£%,n). For the rank
0 part, we have:

(1) This follows from making 2% + €2 = y* + con? = 0.
(2) We make xn + cy§ = z€ + yn = 0. Considering this a system in (£,7), we have
two possible cases:
e The determinant of the coefficient matrix is 0. Then cy? — 22 = 0. Since c is
not a square, r =y = 0.
e The determinant of the coefficient matrix is not 0. Then £ =n = 0.
(3) We consider the coordinate change given by W, in Proposition 5.2:

',L,/

i

§ '3
—

y |y

n n

We have that the first column of W5 is the hat-conjugate of the second, the same
happens for the third and fourth, and the original coordinates are all in Q, and
they are their own conjugates, hence

/

T x i &
3 é . é/ 7/
= ~ pu— @ ~ pu— W ~
v j o |
U U Ul v
which implies ¢ = " and ' = 3. Now, if (z,£,y,n) is a point in the fiber,
x x
0= (l’ 5 M f _ ! ! / / \IJTM\II 5/
= y )Mo= &y ) MY |
U i
where M is the matrix of the normal form. We know that W, diagonalizes Q5 ' M,
SO
UMy = VIQ0, 0,1 Oy M,
0 daay(b+ a) 0 0 A0 0 O
| —4aay(b+ ) 0 0 0 0 —-x 0 0
- 0 0 0 —4aay(b — ) 0 0 pu O
0 0 dacy(b — ) 0 0 0 0 —u
0 Y(b+ a)A 0 0
. YO+ a)A 0 0 0
= ~daa 0 0 0 (b —a)u
0 0 (b —a)u



Putting this together, we get
0=7(b+a)\2'& +5(b— a)uy'n = b+ a)(r + sa)2’s’ +7*(b— a)(r — sa)y'y
This must hold for all r, s € Q,. Putting (r,s) = (1,0) and (0, 1),
Y+ a)r'd + 72 (b — a)yy = ay (b + a)2'd’ — aF*(b—a)y'y =0

/

These two equations imply 2’2’ = 0 and 'y’ = 0, that is, 2’ = ¢’ = 0, which in
turn implies ¢’ = 1" = 0 and the vector is zero. 0

In analogy with the real case, a submanifold N of a 2n-dimensional p-adic analytic
symplectic manifold (M, w) 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 w(u,v) = 0 for any two
vectors u,v € T,,N. 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,w) be a
2n-dimensional p-adic symplectic manifold. Let F : (M,w) — (Q,)" be a p-adic analytic
integrable system. Suppose that the components of F' are either reqular components &;
or given by one of the normal forms of Theorem A. Then the fiber F~1(0) is a union of
1sotropic subspaces intersecting at the origin, and if all the components are reqular, then
the fiber is a Lagrangian subspace.

Proof. For the regular case, where the system is ({1, ...,&,), 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 wy does not mix the coordinates of different components. For the normal forms, the
result reduces to checking that

wo((£dy,1,0,0), (0,0, £ds, 1)) = wo((1,0,0,0), (0,0,1,0))
= wo((+d, 1,0,0), (0,0,1,0)) = 0. O

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 [,
p. 41]. In the real case, it consists of a tuple of integers (ke, ky, k¢) 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 ¢ 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 Z 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 ¢ = 1 in the notation of Corollary 9.7, a hyperbolic
one has ¢ = —1, and a focus-focus one has ¢ = —1 in part (2) of Theorem

Al

Regular  Transversally Transversally

elliptic hyperbolic
Elliptic- Elliptic-  Hyperbolic- Focus-focus

elliptic hyperbolic  hyperbolic

FI1GURE 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 ¢; = ¢3 = 1.
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We close this section with a mention of the Eliasson-Vey’s linearization theorem [25,

, D3, 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 Riifmann [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 ¢ and symplectic coordinates
¢t = (z,&,y,m) such that F o ¢ = ¢(g1,92), where g; 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, w),
an integrable system F : (M,w) — (Q,)" 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 C M and V C (Q,)?", a p-adic analytic symplectomorphism ¢ : V — U
and a local diffeomorphism ¢ of (Q,)" such that ¢(0) = m and

(F=F(m))og=po(g1,--,n),

where (g1, ..., ¢g,) 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 [I1]. We recommend the books by
Abraham-Marsden [!] and de Leén-Rodrigues [1 3] 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 S? x (Q,)* with the p-adic
symplectic form wsz 4+ du A dv. Here we recall that

2 _ 2.2 .2, 2 __
S, = {(x,y,z) €Qyia”+y +2° = 1}
and wsz is the area form in the sphere given by
1 1 1
wg2 = ——dx ANdy = —dz ANdz = ——dy A dz.
P z Y T

The p-adic Jaynes-Cummings model is given by the p-adic analytic map

F=(J,H):$x(Q)— (Q,)?
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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):u ;—U + z;
Hz,y,2,u0) = 2

where (z,y, 2) € $2 and (u,v) € (Q,)°.

By [11, Proposition 2.5], at m; = (0,0, —1,0,0), there is a p-adic linear symplectomor-
phism changing the local coordinates to (z,&,y,n) in which the p-adic symplectic form
is given by w = (dx A d€ + dy A dn)/2 and

1
(11.1) Fi(,&y,m) = (@ +&,9° +0%) + O((@, &y m)).
Here F} = Bo (F — F(0,0,—1,0,0)) with

N

At my = (0,0,1,0,0), after the change, the p-adic symplectic form is also given by
w= (dz Ad¢ +dy Adn)/2 and

(11.2) Fy(z, & y,m) = (zn — y& 2€ +yn) + O((x, €, y,1)?).
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FIGURE 18. Fiber F~!(72,1) of the 5-adic Jaynes-Cummings model. The
blue points are values of z for which the coordinates (z,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 Fy = Bo (F — F(0,0,1,0,0)) with

20
()
Hence we have the following consequence of Theorem A.

Corollary 11.1. Let p be a prime number. Then there exist open sets Uy and Us such
that my € Uy and mo € Uy and a local linear symplectomorphism ¢ : Uy — Us centered
at mq, such that

E(o(x, & y,m)) = Fi(z, & y,m) + O((z,&,y,m)*)

for (z,&,y,m) € Uy, if and only if p = 1 mod 4, where Fy and Fs are as described in
(11.1) and (11.2).

Proof. By Theorem A, F; and F; 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 F}, we have that

0 -2 0 0 r 0 0 0 0O =2 0 O
s {2 00 0)lloroo| [22 0 0 o
0 0 2 0 000 s 0 0 2s O

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 x? + &2
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Otherwise, we are in the situation of Proposition 4.6, and for A\ = 2ir,

0 3 0 0\ /-
. -0 0 o0 1
T - 2 _
uQOU—(ll()O) o 0 o0 % o | =1
0 0 -2 0/ \O
and
2\a
=4
UTQ()I_L e

We need to find a and b such that ab = 4r? and 4ra € DSq(Q,, 1), or equivalently
r/a € DSq(Q,, 1). Taking b = ac, we have that ¢ = 472 /a? is a square; moreover, if p = 3
mod 4, r/a has even order, hence 4 | ord,(c), and in the set

{17 —1719, _pap2}7

the ¢ that we need is 1. If p = 2, the only ¢ that is square is 1. The same reasoning holds
for s instead of r, so this critical point is in case (1) with ¢; = ¢ = 1.
Respecting to F5, we get

0 —=2 0 0 0 S 0 r —2s 0 2r 0
—142 2 0 0 0 s 0 —r 0] 0 2s 0 2r
QO d (TJQ + SHQ) “lo o o =2 0O —r 0 s| | -2r 0 —2s 0
002 0/)\r 0 s 0 0 -2r 0 2

has as eigenvalues £2s + 2ir. If p =1 mod 4, this is again in case (1) with ¢; = ¢, = 1,
otherwise it is in case (2) with ¢ = —1. O

More information about the Jaynes-Cummings model and other models of interest in
physics can be found at [I, 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:

1 2 3 4
256 7
M= 36 8 9
4 7 9 10

The characteristic polynomial of A = Qy'M is t* — 6t> — 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

6+ 36+ 8
A = % =3+ V1L
As 11 = 3 mod 8, \* ¢ Q, and we are in case (2) or (3) of Theorem F with ¢ = 3. In

order to find which one, we need to check whether 3 4 /11 is a square in Q,[v/3]: it can
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be written as 3 & 1/11/3v/3, where \/11/3 € Q,. Applying the criterion on Proposition
6.6(4), we see that

ord(3) = ord(y/11/3) =0,

so it is not a square and we are in case (3).

The next step is to find ¢; and t,: this is the class of 3 4+ /11 in @2[\/5] modulo
squares. This can be found with the procedure in the proof of Corollary 6.7(2): we need
to multiply by 1 + v/3 to make ord(a) # ord(b), which gives

(3+\/g\/§)(1+\/§)—3+\/§+ <3+\/g> V3.

Writing this again in the form a4 bv/3, it leads to ord(b) —ord(a) = 2, ord(a) = 1 mod 2
(so we have to multiply by 2) and b/4a + digit,(a) = 1 mod 2 (so we have to change
sign). The class is —2(1 +/3), that is, t; = t, = —2. This is not a class in the table, so
we need to take its pair, ¢ty = 1 and 5 = 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.

acy(b+a) aa?y 3a —2(1+V/3)
UTQ()YAL N UTQ(ﬂl n UTQ()IAL

€ DSq(Qa[v/3],2(1 + V3)).

The class of this number, with a = 1, is —(1+ \/§) As we see in Table 11, the position in
row 72 = —2(1++/3) and column —(1++/3) is unmarked, which means that the number
is not in

DSq(Q2[v/3],2(1 + V/3)),

and we need to take a = —1. This finishes the classification of the family of the normal
form:
-1 0 0 0 0O 0 1 O
. o 1 0 -3 ny 0 3 0 =3
0 0 —3 0 1 0 0 0
0o -3 0 3 0 -3 0 -9

To find the concrete normal form, we need to put A in the form (r + sa)y, and the result
is

r =

}J%ﬂﬂ%ﬁﬂ@+w%wﬁ%ﬁﬂ@
2 2

S:
2V/3 2 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.

1 %%ﬂﬂ%ﬁw@_—%ﬁLW®ﬁ§

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 ¢ = —1. We write A\? as 3 + iy/—11, where

v —11 € Q3, and we need to check whether this is a square in Qs[i]. We use Proposition

6.3(1): min{ord(a),ord(b)} = 0 mod 2 and a® + b* = —2 is a square in Q3, so \? is a
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square in Qs[i] and we are in case (2). In this case ¢ = —1 is the only parameter we need.
This is the focus-focus family

0 s 0 r
s 0 —r O
0 —r 0 s
r 0 s 0

with

. V3+ V11— /3 —11 S:\/3+\/ﬁ+\/3—\/ﬁ

2i ’ 2

Example 12.3. For the same matrix and p = 5, we see that A\ = 3 + /11 € Qs, so we
are in case (1). ¢; is given by the class of A> modulo a square in Q.

MN=3++V11=3+1=4 mod5

is a square, so ¢; = 1 (actually, ¢; is in the class of =A%, but as p = 1 mod 4 it is
equivalent to take A\?). Analogously
p=3-+v11=3-1=2 mod5

50 ¢co = 2 (which is ¢y for p = 5) or ¢; = 2p? = 50. To know which one, we go to
Proposition 4.6:
2ua
UTQ()Q_L

which means, by Proposition 4.7(2), that a has even order, and since ord(ab) = 0,

ord(cg) = ord(b) — ord(a) = —2ord(a)

=...203033a € DSq(Q5,2)

is multiple of 4, so this leaves ¢, = 2. The normal form is

r 0 0 0
0O r 0 O
00 s O
0 0 0 2s

with

T:\/3+\/ﬁ,82“@.

Example 12.4. Let M be the following matrix:

2 6 -2 -3
6 11 1 -5
-2 1 -6 =2
-3 -5 =2 3

M =

The characteristic polynomial of A = Qy'M is (> — 5)2, so this matrix has repeated

eigenvalues:
{V5,V5,—v5,—V/5}.

For p = 5, v/5 ¢ Qs, hence it is in case (3) of Theorem G. We need to write A\ = ry/c

for ¢ € Y, this leads to ¢ = 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(Qs, —5). So the normal form is

n
1
0
0
1

o ot o O

0
3
1
0

o O O

Example 12.5. The same matrix with p = 11: now v/5 € Qy, so it is in case (2) of
Theorem G, with r = A = v/5:

0 v/5 0 0
V5 0 1 0
0 1 0 5

0 0 V5 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):

332

5
i@, & y,m) = 7 + 208 + 3wy + dan + 552 + 68y + TEn + 4y* + 9yn + 5n°

11
fo(z, &, y,m) = 2% + 626 — 2zy — 3o + 552 + &y — B&n — 3y* — 2yn + 3

The class of the critical point of f; is that of Corollary 9.9(3), with ¢ = 3,¢; = t5 =
—2,a = —1,b=0, for p = 2, that of part (2) with ¢ = —1 for p = 3, and that of part (1)
with ¢; = 1 and ¢y = 2 for p = 5.

The class of the critical point of f, is that of Corollary 9.10(3) with ¢ = 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

FCC7 Fch7 th7 Fff . ((Qp)47 WO) — (@p)2
and the symplectic form wy = dz A d€ + dy A dn on Q;:

e Elliptic-elliptic: Fee(z, &, y,m) = (#7 —y2;n2)§

e Elliptic-hyperbolic: Fon(x,&,y,1n) = (#,yn);
e Hyperbolic-hyperbolic: Fyy(x, &, y,n) = (x€, yn);
e Focus-focus: Fg(z,&,y,n) = (xn — y&, x€ + yn),
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 ¢ = 1. The hy-
perbolic one, by Proposition 4.1, corresponds to ¢ = 1 for p = 1 mod 4 and ¢ = —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 ¢; = ¢ = 1. Changing
elliptic components to hyperbolic results in changing the corresponding ¢; 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 ¢ = —1. The vast majority of p-adic normal forms,
including all those in point (3), have no real equivalent.

We now comment on the Szl)—actions on QIQ, induced by those systems (we refer to [11,

Appendix C] for a review of the concept of p-adic action), where we recall that S;) is
defined by

1 2.2 2 __
S, = {(x,y) €Q, "ty = 1}.
Remark 12.10. Let p be a prime number.

(1) The elliptic function fo(z,&) = 5”22452 induces on Q2 an S -action given by

oo = (" 1) ()

for (u,v) € S} and (z,€) € Q2.

(2) The first component fi(z,&,y,n) = xn — y& of the focus-focus system Fj induces
on Qé an action with a similar formula to the previous one, simultaneously on the
plane (z,y) and the plane (£, 7):

(U,U) ’ (x7£7y777) =

o o
e o O
o
=
<
IS 8

for (u,v) € S} and (z,€,y,7n) € Q.

Indeed, by [11, Corollary 4.5], there is a subgroup of S}j isomorphic to pZ, by the
correspondence t — (cost,sint) that contains all elements near the origin. We need to
prove that, if ¥y (z,§) = (cost,sint) - (z,£), the vector field X, of this flow (in the sense
that Sy (z, &) = X;(¢r(x,€))) satisfies Hamilton’s equations vy,wy = dfe.

We have

i¢< 5)_2 cost sint\ (x\ [ —sint cost x
dt L 6) = t \—sint cost) \&) \—cost —sint) \&

so Xy(z,§) = (¢, —x), and
1x,wo = xdr + £d€ = df.,
as we wanted.
For the focus-focus action, we have analogously that X, (z,&,y,n) = (—y, —n, z,§), and

1x,wo = ndr — yd§ — {dy + zdn = d fi,

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,w),
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 : S' x V — V,
satisfying h(gi, h(ga,m)) = h(g1g2,m) and h(1,m) = m, for g;,go € S' and m € V.
Concretely, considering g : R — S! given by g(t) = (cost,sint), we must have

h(g(t+1'),m) = h(g(t)g(gf>m) = h(g(t), h(g(t"),m))



and h(1,m) =m, for t,t’ € R and m € V. The induced vector field for this action, that
is, Xj(t) given by

%h(g(t),m) = X(t)(h(g(t),m)),

must coincide with Xy induced by the Hamiltonian f via the Hamilton equation 2x,wo =
df. When f is multiplied by a constant k, that is, f' = kf, we also have Xy = kX, so
X, must also be multiplied by k:

L9ty m) = X (0 (W (9(t),m))

dt
= kX, (t)(R (g(t),m))
— kX, (kt) (W (g(t), m))

(the last equality happens because X, (t) = Xy is independent of ¢). 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(2m), 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 £y be the
matriz of the standard symplectic form on (Q,)**. Given a p-adic analytic Hamiltonian
f:(Qy)*" — Q, such that f(m) = m"Mm/2, for a matric M € Ms,(Q,), f admits
a p-adic analytic S)-action (that is, there exists h : S) x (Q,)** — (Q,)*" analytic such
that h(gy, h(g2,m)) = h(gig2,m) and h(1,m) = m, for gi,g, € S, and m € (Q,)*") if
and only if ord(\) = 0 for all X\ which is an eigenvalue of Qg M.

Proof. Suppose that f admits a circle action h and let ¢(¢,v) = h(g(t),v) and A = Q" M.
Hamilton’s equation 2x sWo = df results in

Xi(m) Qv = df(m)(v) = m" Mv = X;(m) = Q' Mm = —Am.

Substituting in the flow equation,

d

E@Z)(t’ m) = —A¢(t> m)

and (0, m) = m, which solves as
w(t,m) = exp(—tA)m

where exp denotes the matrix exponential. This must exist for all ¢ in the domain of
g(t) = (cost,sint), that is, such that ||, < k,, where k, = 1/p for p # 2 and ky = 1/4.
The exponential of —tA exists if and only if the eigenvalues p of —tA satisty |p|, < kp,
which implies

| — t)‘|p = |t‘p|/\|p < Ky
As it must exist when |t|, = k,, we have |A|, < 1.

Conversely, suppose that |A|, < 1 for all eigenvalues of A. Then, for all ¢ in the domain

of g,

| — t>‘|p = |t|p|/\|p <k
and exp(—tA) exists. This means that ¢ (t,m) is well defined, and h(gg, m) exists for
go € Im(g). By [11, Corollary 4.5], the quotient S}/ Im(g) is a discrete group, so we can
define its action arbitrarily without affecting the flow equation, and we have an action of
S 0
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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 [11]. 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) = (ul +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 £y be the
matriz of the standard symplectic form on (Q,)**. Given a p-adic analytic Hamiltonian
[ (Qy)*" — Q, such that f(m) = mT"Mm/2, for a matric M € My,(Q,), [ admits
a p-adic analytic S;—action of the form h((u,v),m) = (ul + vB)m if and only if the
eigenvalues of QoM are i and —i, both with multiplicity n. In that case, B = —Qy "' M.

Proof. The flow equation implies

%h((cos t,sint),m) = —Ah((cost,sint), m),

that is

d
&(cos tl +sintB)m = (—sintl + costB)m = —A(cost] + sintB)m,

which implies AB = I and B = —A. Hence, the action exists if and only if A? = —1.
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
—1i, those of A% are —1, which implies that A2 = —1. O

Of the normal forms in Theorem A, those with a circle action of this form are the
following;:

e 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).

e 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).

e At point (3), t; + t24/c is the square of an eigenvalue, so we must have t; = —1
and t; = 0 to have this kind of circle action.

APPENDIX A. BASIC PROPERTIES OF p-ADIC NUMBERS

A.1. Definition of QQ,. The field R is defined as a completion of Q with respect to the
normal absolute value, that is, |z| = max{x,—x}. Analogously, we define the p-adic
absolute value as |z], = p~ %@ where ord,(z) is defined as the highest power of p
dividing x, if = is integer, and as ord,(m) — ord,(n), if x = m/n is rational.

Definition A.1 ([28, Theorem 3.2.13]). Q, is defined as the completion of Q with respect
to the absolute value | - |,. This means that

(1) Q is a subset of Q,, and the absolute value | - |, on Q extends to Q,.
(2) Q is dense in Q, with respect to the absolute value | - |,.
(3) Q, is complete with respect to the absolute value | - |,.

The field Q, satisfying (1), (2) and (3) is unique up to isomorphism of fields preserving

the absolute values.
93



The ring of p-adic integers is the topological closure of Z in Q,, which coincides with
the ball centered in 0 of radius 1 [28, Definition 3.3.3]:

Zp:{xe@p||x|p<1}'

By [28, Proposition 3.3.4], for any a € Q,, there exists a sequence (a,,)n>n, With ng € Z
and 0 < a,, < p— 1 such that
a = Z an,p".

This ng is denoted as ord,(a). If a € Q, it coincides with the previous definition of
ord,(a).

We also need some properties about squares in QQ,. 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 Zy[x]. Let ay be a p-adic integer, r = ord(f(ay)) and s = ord(f'(cv)). If
r > 2s, there ezists a € Z,, such that ord(av — 1) > 1 — s and f(a) = 0.

A consequence which is useful for us is the following:

Corollary A.3. For a,b € Zs, such that 2 { a,b, a = b mod 2" or a = —b mod 2" if
and only if a*> = b* mod 2"*1.
Proof. If a = +b mod 2", a = +b + 2™t for some t € Z,, and

a’ = b £ 2"t + 22"t = b mod 2"

Suppose now that a?> = > mod 2. We apply Hensel’s lifting to f(z) = 2? — a? and
a1 = b. We have
r=ord(b> —a®) =n+1

and

s = ord(2b) = 1,
so there is a with ord(a—b) > n and a®—a? = 0. This implies a = 4a, so ord(+a—b) > n,
as we wanted. 4

Another consequence is the characterization of squares in Q,:

Corollary A .4. (1) If p # 2, a € Q, 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 € Q, is a square if and only if ord(a) is even and a ends in 001 (that
is, a/2°"4 ) =1 mod 8).

Proof. (1) For the implication to the right: if a = 0, ord(a) = 2ord(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 ag = a/p° 4. Let ¢ € Z such that ¢ = ap mod p. We apply Hensel’s lifting
to 2% — ag with a = ¢. We have r = ord(c® —ag) > 0, because the leading digits of
¢? and aq coincide, and s = ord(2c) = 0. Then, there is by € Z,, such that b3 = ay.
Taking b = byp°™4(®/2 we have b? = qop®d® = qa.

(2) If @ = b?, we have again ord(a) = 2ord(b). Let t = ord(b). Then b = 2¢(1 + 2¢)
for some ¢ € Zsy and

a=b*=2%(1 4 4c+ 4c%) = 2% 422 2¢(c + 1)

As c is integer, ¢(c + 1) is even, and this ends in 001.
94



If ord(a) is even and a ends in 001, let ag = a/2°4®. We apply Hensel’s lifting
to 2% — ag with a = 1. We have r = ord(1 —ag) > 3, s = ord(2) = 1, and there is
by € Z, such that b2 = ag. Taking b = by2°"4@/2 we have b? = 274 =qa. [

A.2. Critical points of p-adic analytic functions. A power series in (Q,)" is given
by
fx) =) arlz — o)

IeNn

where x! means z}' ... 2 and a; are coefficients in Q,. A function

f(@)" = Q

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:

af(my, = 20

0@» = t

where the definition of limit is the usual one from metric spaces (the limit of f at a point
Ty € Q) is equal to yo € Q, if for any € > 0 there is § > 0 such that |f(x) — f(20)], < €
whenever |x; — (29)i|, < 6 for 1 <i < n). This limit always exists for a power series, and
it is equal to

af _ I
ar, = Z arij(x —xo),
IeN®
where, for I = (i1,...,4,), I; is defined as (i1,...,4; — 1,...,4,).
In the same way, we define the Hessian of f, which we denote as d?f, the matrix with
the second derivatives of f as entries:

0% f
2 .. =
<d f)” zeax] ’

In general, if M is a p-adic analytic manifold, there are charts ¢ from U C (Q,)" to
V C M for some n, and we can define analytic function in V' as a function f : V — Q,
such that f o ¢ is given by a power series, or more generally analytic function in M
as f : M — Q, given piecewise by power series. The differential of f is defined as
df = d(f o ¢), and its Hessian is d®f = d?(f o ¢). See Appendix B of [11] for the precise
definitions of p-adic manifolds and analytic functions.

A critical point of f: M — Q, is a point m € M such that df(m) = 0.
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