arXiv:1706.05333v1 [math.RT] 16 Jun 2017

Classification of linear mappings between indefinite inner product spaces

Juan Meleiro^a, Vladimir V. Sergeichuk^{b,∗}, Thiago Solovera^a, André Zaidan^a

aInstituto de Matemática e Estatística, Universidade de São Paulo, Brasil bInstitute of Mathematics, Tereshchenkivska 3, Kiev, Ukraine

Abstract

Let A ∶ U → V be a linear mapping between vector spaces U and V over a field or skew field F with symmetric, or skew-symmetric, or Hermitian forms B ∶ U × U → F and C ∶ V × V → F.

We classify the triples (A, B, C) if F is R, or C , or the skew field of quaternions H . We also classify the triples (A, B, C) up to classification of symmetric forms and Hermitian forms if the characteristic of F is not 2.

Keywords: Indefinite inner product spaces, Hermitian spaces, Canonical forms, Quivers with involution.

2000 MSC: 11E39, 15A21, 15A63, 46C20.

1. Introduction

We consider a triple

A ∶ U → V, B ∶ U × U → F, C ∶ V × V → F (1)

consisting of a linear mapping A and two forms B and C on finite-dimensional vector spaces U and V over a field or skew field F of characteristic not 2. Each of the forms B and C is either symmetric or skew-symmetric if F is a field, or both the forms are Hermitian with respect to a fixed nonidentity involution in F.

∗Corresponding author.

Email addresses: juan.meleiro@me.com (Juan Meleiro), sergeich@imath.kiev.ua (Vladimir V. Sergeichuk), thiago.solovera.nery@usp.br (Thiago Solovera),

andre.zaidan@gmail.com (André Zaidan)

Preprint submitted to Elsevier December 1, 2020

A canonical form of the triple of matrices of (1) over a field F of characteristic not 2 was obtained in the deposited manuscript [22] up to classification of Hermitian forms over finite extensions of F. The aim of this paper is to give a detailed exposition of this result and extend it to triples (1) over a skew field of characteristic not 2. We give canonical matrices of (1) over R, C , and the skew field of quaternions H .

Other canonical matrices of (1) with nonsingular forms B and C over the fields R and C were given by Mehl, Mehrmann, and Xu [14, 15, 16], and by Bolshakov and Reichstein [2].

Following [22], we represent the triple (1) by the graph U A fflffl B ε

V C δ (2)

in which ε = + if B is symmetric or Hermitian and ε = − if B is skewsymmetric; δ = + if C is symmetric or Hermitian and δ = − if C is skewsymmetric.

Choosing bases in U and V , we give (1) by the triple (A, B, C) of matrices of A, B, and C. Changing bases, we can reduce it by transformations (A, B, C) ↦ (S^{−1}AR, R^�BR, S^�CS), (3) in which R and S are nonsingular and

M^� = M^⊺ or M^� = ̃M^⊺

with respect to a fixed involution a ↦ ã in F. Thus, we consider the canonical form problem for matrix triples under transformations (3). We represent the matrix triple (A, B, C) by the graph m A fflffl B ε

n Cδ m ∶= dim U,

n ∶= dim V. (4)

The direct sum of matrices is A ⊕ B ∶= [^{A 0}_{0 B} ] and of matrix triples is

m_1

A_1 fflffl B_1 ε

n_1 C1 δ m_2

⊕ A2 fflffl B_2 ε

n_2 C2 δ m_1+m_2

∶= A1⊕A2 fflffl B_1⊕B_2 ε

n_1+n_2 C1⊕C2 δ (5)

The main result will be formulated in Section 2. In the following theorem, we formulate it in the most important case: for linear mappings between indefinite inner product spaces (an indefinite inner product space is a complex vector space with scalar product given by a nonsingular Hermitian form). Mehl, Mehrmann, and Xu [14] gave another classification of linear mappings between indefinite inner product spaces; their classification is presented in [16, Section 6.5]. This classification problem was also studied by Bolshakov and Reichstein [2, Section 6]. We refer the reader to Gohberg, Lancaster, and Rodman’s book [5] for a recent account of the indefinite linear algebra.

Theorem 1. For each triple (2) consisting of a linear mapping A ∶ U → V and nonsingular Hermitian forms B and C on complex vector spaces U and V , there exist bases of U and V in which the triple (4) of matrices of A, B, C is a direct sum, determined uniquely up to permutation of summands, of triples of the form r I_r fflffl

a ⎡⎢ ⎢ ⎢⎣ 0 1 .. . 1 0 ⎤⎥ ⎥ ⎥⎦ +

r a ⎡⎢ ⎢ ⎢ ⎣ 0 λ λ 1 .. . .. . λ 1 0

⎤⎥ ⎥ ⎥ ⎦ (0≠λ∈R) +

2r [ I^r 0 0 J_r(μ) ] (μ=α+βi, α,β∈R, β>0) fflffl

[ 0 I^r I_r 0 ] +

2r [ 0 I_r I_r 0 ] +

r [ 1 0 0 .. . .. . 0 1 0 ] fflffl

a ⎡⎢ ⎢ ⎢⎣ 0 1 .. . 1 0 ⎤⎥ ⎥ ⎥⎦ +

r−1 a ⎡⎢ ⎢ ⎢⎣ 0 1 .. . 1 0 ⎤⎥ ⎥ ⎥⎦ + r−1 ⎡⎢ ⎢ ⎢ ⎣ 1 0 0 .. ... . 1 0 0 ⎤⎥ ⎥ ⎥ ⎦ fflffl

a ⎡⎢ ⎢ ⎢⎣ 0 1 .. . 1 0 ⎤⎥ ⎥ ⎥⎦ +

r a ⎡⎢ ⎢ ⎢⎣ 0 1 .. . 1 0 ⎤⎥ ⎥ ⎥⎦ + (6)

in which r ∈ {1, 2, . . . }, a ∈ {1, −1}, and J_r(μ) is an upper-triangular Jordan block.

Denote by 0_{pq} the p × q zero matrix with p, q ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . }. Note that

A_{mn} ⊕ 0_{0q} = [ A_{mn} 0_{mq} 0_{0n} 0_{0q} ] =

[A_{mn} 0_{mq}] , A_{mn} ⊕ 0_{p0} = [

A_{mn} 0_{m0} 0_{pn} 0_{p0} ] = [ A_{mn} 0_{pn} ]

for any m × n matrix A_{mn}. The triples (6) with r = 1 have the form 1 0_{01} fflffl [a] +

0 000 +

0 0_{10} fflffl 0_{00} +

1 [a] +

We obtain our canonical form using the procedure developed by Roiter and Sergeichuk in [20, 21, 22, 23] and presented in [9, 27, 28]. If F is a skew field (which can be commutative) of characteristic not 2 that is finite dimensional over its center, then this procedure reduces the problem of classifying any system of linear mappings and bilinear or sesquilinear forms over F to the problems of classifying (i) some system of linear mappings over F and (ii) Hermitian forms over finite extensions of the center of F. The solution of problem (ii) is given by the law of inertia if F is R, or C , or the skew field of quaternions H .

Over a field F of characteristic not 2, Sergeichuk [22]^1 obtained canonical forms, up to classification of Hermitian forms over finite extensions of F, for matrices of

(a) bilinear and sesquilinear forms,

(b) pairs of symmetric, or skew-symmetric, or Hermitian forms,

(c) self-adjoint or isometric operators in a space with scalar product given by a nonsingular form that is symmetric, or skew-symmetric, or Hermitian,

(d) systems represented by the graphs

± ⋯

± ⋯ ±

ggggg

± ⋯ WWWWW (7)

in which each line between two vertices is an arrow �→ or ←�. The vertices are vector spaces over F, the arrows are linear mappings, and the loops are symmetric, or skew-symmetric, or Hermitian forms.

These canonical matrices were also published in [23] for (a), (b), and (c), and in [24] for (d). The procedure and the graphs (7) are presented in the survey article [27, Theorem 3.2]; see also [6, 7, 8, 28].

1This is a deposited manuscript. There were very few mathematical journals in the USSR and publications abroad were forbidden. However, a manuscript could be deposited in an institute of information by recommendation of a scientific council, which was considered as a publication. The abstracts of all deposited manuscripts on mathematics were published in the RZhMat, which is the Russian analogue of MathRev. Everyone can order a copy of each deposited manuscript.

Using the canonical matrices of the system nn ± PP , Sergeichuk [25] clas-

sified pairs of subspaces in a space with scalar product given by a symmetric, or skew-symmetric, or Hermitian form. The canonical matrices of the system // ± _± are given in the next section.

The procedure developed in [20, 22] is based on Roiter’s quivers with involution [20], which were also studied by Derksen and Weyman [4] (they use the term “symmetric quivers”), Bocklandt [1], Shmelkin [29], and Zubkov [31].

2. Main result

Let F be a skew field (which can be commutative) of characteristic not 2 with a fixed involution a ↦ ã; that is, a bijection F → F satisfying ̃a + b = ã + b̃, ̃ab = b̃ã, ã = a for all a, b ∈ F. This involution can be the identity if F is a field. Elementary linear algebra over a skew field can be found in Bourbaki [3, Chapter II].

All vectors spaces that we consider are finite dimensional right vector spaces over F. Each linear mapping A ∶ U → V satisfies A(ua + vb) = (Au)a + (Av)b and each sesquilinear form B ∶ U × U → F satisfies B(ua + vb, w) = ãB(u, w) + b̃B(v, w), B(u, va + wb) = B(u, v)a + B(u, w)b for all a, b ∈ F and u, v, w ∈ U. A form B ∶ U × U → F is Hermitian if B(u, v) = ̃

B(v, u) and skew-Hermitian if B(u, v) = − ̃B(v, u) for all u, v ∈ U. We consider a triple U T ∶ A ε, δ ∈ {+, −} fflffl B ε

V C δ (8)

that consists of a linear mapping A ∶ U → V between vector spaces over F and two sesquilinear forms B ∶ U × U → F and C ∶ V × V → F satisfying

B(u, u^′) = ε ̃

B(u^′, u), C(v, v^′) = δ ̃C(v^′, v) (9)

for all u, u^′, v, v^′. For simplicity, we suppose that the forms B and C are Hermitian (i.e., ε = δ = +) if the involution a ↦ ã is not the identity. This condition is not restrictive if F is a field since then each skew-Hermitian form can be made Hermitian by multiplying by any a − ã ≠ 0; a ∈ F.

We say that two triples T and T^′ of the form (8) with the same ε and δ are isomorphic and write T ≃ T^′ if there exist linear bijections φ ∶ U → U^′ and ψ ∶ V → V^′ that transform T to T^′:

U φ ## v o ˙ O H A fflffl B ε U^′

A^′=ψAφ^{−1} fflffl ε B^′ B(u1, u2) = B′(φu1, φu2) for all u1, u2 ∈ U,

V ψ ;; H O ˙ o v C δ V^′ δ C^′ C(v1, v2) = C′(ψv1, ψv2) for all v1, v2 ∈ V.

The direct sum of triples is defined as in (5):

U_1

A_1 fflffl B_1 ε

V_1 C1 δ

U_2

⊕ A2 fflffl B_2 ε

V_2 C2 δ

U_1⊕U_2

∶= A1⊕A2 fflffl B_1⊕B_2 ε

V_1⊕V_2 C1⊕C2 δ We say that a triple (8) is regular if A is bijective. Each regular triple is isomorphic to a triple of the form U 1 fflffl B ε

U C δ which we call strictly regular. We say that a triple is strictly singular if it is not isomorphic to a direct sum with a regular direct summand.

For r ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . }, define the r × r matrices

Z_r = Z_{r,+} ∶= ⎡⎢ ⎢ ⎢ ⎢⎣ 0 1 ... 1 0

⎤⎥ ⎥ ⎥ ⎥⎦ , and Z_{r,−} ∶= [

0 −Z_{r/2} Z_{r/2} 0 ] if r is even. (10)

For r ∈ {1, 2, . . . }, define the (r − 1) × r matrices

F_r ∶= ⎡⎢ ⎢ ⎢ ⎢⎣ 1 0 0 ... ... 0 1 0

⎤⎥ ⎥ ⎥ ⎥⎦ , G_r ∶= ⎡⎢ ⎢ ⎢ ⎢⎣ 0 1 0 ... ... 0 0 1

⎤⎥ ⎥ ⎥ ⎥⎦ . (11)

In particular, F_1 = G_1 = 0_{01}. Let A^⊘

ε denote [^{0 εA�}_{A 0} ] ε (12)

in which ε ∈ {+, −} and A^� = ̃A^⊺ is the adjoint matrix.

We can now formulate our main result, which was given over a field in [22, p. 44].

Theorem 2. Let F be a skew field (which can be commutative) of characteristic not 2 with a fixed involution a ↦ ã. Let us fix ε, δ ∈ {+, −} if the involution is the identity, and put ε = δ = + if the involution is not the identity.

(a) Let (8) be a triple, consisting of a linear mapping A ∶ U → V between right vector spaces over F and two sesquilinear forms B ∶ U × U → F and C ∶ V × V → F satisfying (9). Then the triple (8) is isomorphic to a direct sum of a strictly regular triple and a strictly singular triple; these summands are uniquely determined, up to isomorphism.

(b) Two strictly regular triples are isomorphic if and only if their forms are simultaneously equivalent: U 1 fflffl B ε

U C δ ≃ U^′ 1 fflffl B^′ ε

U^′ C^′ δ ⇐⇒ U δ C ε B ≃ U^′ δ C^′ ε B^′

(c) Each strictly singular triple (8) possesses bases of U and V , in which the triple (4) of its matrices is a direct sum of triples of the types r F^1_r (a) ∶ Fr^{(r is even if ε = −,}

r is odd if δ = −) fflffl aZ_{r,ε} ε

r−1 aZr−1,δ δ

2r F_r⊕G_r (r is odd and ε = −, or r is even and δ = −) fflffl I^⊘_r ε

2r−2 I^⊘_{r−1} δ (13)

r−1 F^⊺_r (a) ∶ F^⊺_r^{(r is odd if ε = −,}

r is even if δ = −) fflffl aZ_{r−1,ε} ε

r aZr,δ δ

2r−2

F^⊺_r ⊕G^⊺_r

(r is even and ε = −, or r is odd and δ = −) fflffl I^⊘_{r−1} ε

2r I^⊘_r δ (14) 2r I_r ⊕F_r fflffl I^⊘_r ε

2r−1 G^⊘_r δ

2r−1

I_r ⊕F^⊺_r fflffl G^⊘_r ε

2r I^⊘_r δ (15)

2r−1

I_{r−1}⊕F_r fflffl (G^⊺_r )^⊘ ε

2r−2 I^⊘_{r−1} δ

2r−2

I_{r−1}⊕F^⊺_r fflffl I^⊘_{r−1} ε

2r−1 (G^⊺_r )^⊘ δ

2r I_r⊕J_r (0) fflffl I^⊘_r ε

2r I^⊘_r δ (16) in which r ∈ {1, 2, . . . } and 0 ≠ a = ã ∈ F.

The summands of types F^σ_r (a) with σ ∈ {1, ⊺} are determined up to replacement of the whole group of summands

F^σ_r (a_1) ⊕ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ⊕ F^σ_r (a_k)

with the same r and σ by any direct sum

F^σ_r (b_1) ⊕ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ⊕ F^σ_r (b_k), b_1 = b̃_1, . . . , b_k = b̃_k ∈ F ∖ {0}

with the same r and σ such that the Hermitian forms

x̃_1a_1x_1 + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ + x̃_ka_kx_k, x̃_1b_1x_1 + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ + x̃_kb_kx_k

are equivalent over F. The other summands are uniquely determined up to permutation.

(d) Let F be R, or C , or the skew field of quaternions H . Then each strictly singular triple (8) possesses bases of U and V , in which the triple (4) of its matrices is a direct sum, uniquely determined up to permutation of summands, of triples of types (13)–(16), in which

• a = 1 if F is C with the identity involution, or H with involution that differs from the quaternion conjugation α + βi + γj + δk ↦ α − βi − γj − δk (α, β, γ, δ ∈ R); (17) • a ∈ {−1, 1} if F is R, or C with complex conjugation, or H with the quaternion conjugation.

The triples (13)–(16) are the triples (A^{′′}_2 1), (A^{′′}_2 2), (A^{′′}_2 2)_a, and (A^{′′}_2 3) from [22, p. 44] and the triples that are “dual” to them (they are obtained by replacing the vector spaces by the dual vector spaces (18) and the linear mappings by the adjoint mappings (19); the triples with forms on the dual spaces are also classified in [22]). Each involution in H is either (17), or α + βi + γj + δk ↦ α + βi + γj − δk in a suitable set {i, j, k} of orthogonal imaginary units; see [19, Theorem 2.4.4(c)].

Thus, Theorem 2 reduces the problem of classifying triples (8) over F up to isomorphism

(i) to the problem of classifying pairs of forms ±

± over F, and

(ii) (if F is not R, C , and H ) to the problem of classifying Hermitian forms over F.

We do not consider the problem (i); its solution is given in [23, Theorem 4] over a field F of characteristic not 2 up to classification of Hermitian forms over finite extensions of F, which gives its full solution if F is R or C due to the law of inertia. The pairs ±

± over R and C are also classified in [7, 12, 13, 30] and other papers. The pairs ±

± over H are classified in [11, 17, 18, 19].

3. The reducing procedure

The procedure that reduces the problem of classifying systems of linear mappings and forms to the problem of classifying systems of linear mappings is described in [23, Section 1] and [28, Section 3.5]. In this section, we present it for the problem of classifying triples (8).

For each right vector space V over F,

V^� is the right dual space of semilinear functionals, that is, mappings φ ∶ V → F satisfying φ(ua + vb) = ãφ(u) + b̃φ(v) for all a, b ∈ F and u, v ∈ V .

(18)

For each linear mapping A ∶ U → V ,

A^� ∶ V^� → U^� is the adjoint mapping defined by (A^�φ)(u) ∶= φ(Au) for all u ∈ U and φ ∈ V^�. (19)

Each sesquilinear form B ∶ U × V → F defines

• the linear mapping (we denote it by the same letter)

B ∶ V → U^�, v ↦ B(?, v), (20)

• the adjoint linear mapping

B^� ∶ U → V^�, u ↦ ̃B(u, ?).

If the form B is Hermitian, then the mapping (20) is self-adjoint (i.e., B = B^�).

Thus, the triple T in (8) defines in a one-to-one manner the quadruple of linear mappings U T ∶ A fflffl

B=εB^� // U^�

V C=δC^� // V^�

A^� OO (21)

(in terms of [20, 23, 9], the quadruple (21) is a self-dual representation of the quiver u G ∶ α fflffl β=εβ^∗ // u^∗

v γ=δγ^∗ // v^∗ α^∗

OO (22)

with involutions in the set of vertices and in the set of arrows).

Thus, we can consider quadruples of the form (21) instead of the triples (8). We will classify the quadruples (21) using the classification of arbitrary quadruples of linear mappings

U_1

P ∶ A1 fflffl

B //_{U2}

V_1

C //_{V2}

A_2 OO (23)

(that is, representations of the quiver (22), which we consider as a quiver without involutions).

The vector

dim P ∶= (dim U_1, dim U_2, dim V_2, dim V_1) (24)

is called the dimension of (23).

A homomorphism ϕ = (^{φ1 φ2}_{ψ1 ψ2} ) ∶ P → P^′ (25)

of quadruples P and P^′ is a sequence φ_1, φ_2, ψ_1, ψ_2 of linear mappings

U_1 φ_1 && n i d ˙ Z U P ϕ ∶ A1 fflffl B //_{U2}

φ_2 && n i d ˙ Z U P U^′_1

A^′_1 fflffl B^′ // U^′_2

V_1

ψ_1 88 P U Z ˙ d i n C //_{V2}

ψ_2 88 P U Z ˙ d i n A_2 OO V^′_1

C^′ // V^′_2

A^′_2 OO

such that

ψ_1A_1 = A^′_1φ_1, φ_2A_2 = A^′_2ψ_2, φ_2B = B^′φ_1, ψ_2C = C^′ψ_1.

A homomorphism (25) is called an isomorphism (we write ϕ ∶ P ∼→ P^′ or P ≃ P^′) if φ_1, φ_2, ψ_1, ψ_2 are bijections.

Let ε and δ be as in (8). For each quadruple P of the form (23), we define the dual quadruple

U^�_2

P^○ ∶ A^�_2 fflffl

εB^� // U^�_1

V^�_2 δC^� // V^�_1

A^�_1 OO (26)

The quadruple (21) is self-dual.

For each homomorphism (25), we define the dual homomorphism ϕ^○ ∶= (^{φ�2 φ�1}_ψ�_{2 ψ}�_1 ) ∶ P^{′○} → P^○ between the dual quadruples:

U^{′�}_2 φ^�_2 $$ r l e ˙ Y R L ϕ^○ ∶ A^{′�}_2 fflffl

εB^{′�} // U^{′�}_1 φ^�_1 $$ s l f ˙ X R K U^�_2

A^�_2 fflffl εB^� //

U^�_1

V^{′�}_2

ψ^�_2 77 P U Z ˙ d i n δC^{′�} // V^{′�}_1

ψ^�_1 77 P U Z ˙ d i n A^{′�}_1 OO V^�_2 δC^� //

V^�_1

A^�_1 OO

Define the direct sum of quadruples:

U_1⊕U^′_1

P ⊕ P^′ ∶ A1⊕A^′_1 fflffl

B⊕B^′ // U_2⊕U^′_2

V_1⊕V^′_1

C⊕C^′ // V_2⊕V^′_2

A_2⊕A^′_2 OO

A quadruple is indecomposable if it is not isomorphic to a direct sum of quadruples of smaller dimensions. Let ind(G) be any set of indecomposable quadruples such that each indecomposable quadruple is isomorphic to exactly one quadruple from ind(G) (we give ind(G) in Lemma 2). The procedure of constructing indecomposable canonical triples (8) consists of three steps; see details in [23, §1] and [28, Section 3].

Step 1. We replace each quadruple in ind(G) that is isomorphic to a selfdual quadruple by a self-dual quadruple. Let ind_0(G) ⊂ ind(G) be the set of obtained self-dual quadruples P = P^○. Denote by ind_1(G) a set consisting of

• all Q ∈ ind(G) ∖ ind_0(G) such that Q ≃ Q^○, and • one quadruple from each pair {Q, R} ⊂ ind(G) such that Q ≠ R and Q^○ ≃ R.

We have obtained a new set ind(G) partitioned into 3 subsets:

ind(G) =

P = P^○ Q Q^○ if Q^○ /≃ Q , P ∈ ind_0(G), Q ∈ ind_1(G).

(27)

Step 2. Let P ∈ ind_0(G). Since P is an indecomposable quadruple, the algebra End(P) of its endomorphisms is local, its radical R consists of all non-invertible endomorphisms (see [23, Lemma 1]), and so T(P) ∶= End(P)/R is a skew field. The mapping

ϕ + R ↦ (ϕ + R)^○ ∶= ϕ^○ + R, ϕ ∈ End(P),

is an involution in T(P). For each self-dual automorphism ϕ = ϕ^○ ∶= (^{φ φ�}_{ψ ψ}� ) ∶ P ∼→ P, we denote by P^ϕ the self-dual quadruple such that

P ( φ 1ψ 1 )

�→ P^ϕ

( 1 φ � 1 ψ^� ) �→ P. (28)

For each 0 ≠ a = a^○ ∈ T(P), we fix a self-dual automorphism ϕ_a = ϕ^○_a ∈ a (we can take ϕ_a ∶= (ϕ + ϕ^○)/2 for any ϕ ∈ a) and denote by P^a the triple (8) that corresponds to the self-dual quadruple P^{ϕa} . For each Hermitian form

f(x) = x^○_1a_1x_1 + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ + x^○_ka_rx_k, a_1 = a^○_1, . . . , a_k = a^○_k ∈ T(P) ∖ {0},

over the skew field T(P), we put

P^{f(x)} ∶= P^{a1} ⊕ ⋯ ⊕ P^{ak} .

Step 3. For each quadruple Q ∈ ind_1(G), we take the direct sum

U_1⊕U^�_2

Q ⊕ Q^○ ∶ [^{A1 0}_{0 A}�_2 ] fflffl

[ B 0 0 εB^� ] //_{U2⊕U} �_1

V_1⊕V^�_2

[ C 0 0 δC^� ] //_{V2⊕V} �_1 [ A_2 0 0 A^�_1 ] OO

and make it self-dual by interchanging the summands in U_2 ⊕ U^�_1 and in V_2 ⊕ V^�_1 :

U_1⊕U^�_2 [ A_1 0 0 A^�_2 ] fflffl

[ 0 εB^� B 0 ] //_U �_{1 ⊕U2}

V_1⊕V^�_2

[ 0 δC^� C 0 ] //_V �_{1 ⊕V2}

[ A^{�1} 0 0 A_2 ] OO

The corresponding triple is

U_1⊕U^�_2

Q^+ ∶ [^{A1 0}_{0 A}�_2 ] fflffl [ 0 εB^� B 0 ] ε

V_1⊕V^�_2 [ 0 δC^�C 0 ] δ (29)

The following lemma is a special case of [23, Theorem 1] (see also [28, Theoren 3.1]) about arbitrary systems of linear mappings and forms.

Lemma 1. Over a skew field F of characteristic not 2, each triple (8) is isomorphic to a direct sum

P^{f1(x)}_1 ⊕ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ⊕ P^{fm(x)}_m ⊕ Q^+_1 ⊕ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ⊕ Q^+_n, (30)

in which P_1, . . . , P_m ∈ ind_0(G), P_i ≠ P_i′ if i ≠ i^′, each f_i(x) is a Hermitian form over the skew field T(P_i ), and Q_1, . . . , Q_n ∈ ind_1(G). This sum is uniquely determined, up to permutation of summands and replacement of each P^{fi(x)}_i by P^{gi(x)}_i , where f_i(x) and g_i(x) are equivalent Hermitian forms over T(P_i ).

If a skew field F is finite-dimensional over its center Z and P is a self-dual indecomposable quadruple, then T(P) is finite-dimensional over Z under the natural imbedding of Z into the center of T(P) and the involution in T(P) extends the involution a ↦ ã in Z.

If we have chosen a basis e_1, . . . , e_n in a vector space V , then we always choose in the dual space V^� the dual basis consisting of the semilinear functionals e^∗_1 , . . . , e^∗_n ∶ V → F such that e^∗_i (e_j ) = 0 if i ≠ j and e^∗_i (e_i) = 1 for all i. If A is the matrix of a linear mapping A ∶ U → V in some bases of U and V , then A^� ∶= ̃A^⊺ is the matrix of the adjoint mapping A^� ∶ V^� → U^� (see (19)) in the dual bases. If B ∶ U × V → F is a sesquilinear form, then its matrix in any bases of U and V coincides with the matrix of B ∶ V → U^�, v ↦ B(?, v), in the same basis of V and the dual basis of U^�.

(31)

Thus,

U_1⊕U^�_2

Q^+ ∶ [^{A1 0}_{0 A}�_2 ] fflffl [ 0 εB^� B 0 ] ε

V_1⊕V^�_2 [ 0 δC^�C 0 ] δ m_1+m_2

corresponds to Q^+ ∶ [^{A1 0}_{0 A}�_2 ] fflffl B^⊘ ε

n_1+n_2 C^⊘ δ (32)

(see (12)), in which m_1, m_2, n_1, n_2 are the dimensions of U_1, U_2, V_1, V_2.

4. Classification of quadruples of linear mappings

Choosing bases in the spaces of a quadruple (23), we can give it by the quadruple of its matrices F^{m1} P ∶ A1 fflffl

B //_Fm_2 F^{n1} C //_Fn_2

A_2 OO (33)

This quadruple is isomorphic to the quadruple (23). For abbreviation, we usually omit “F” in (33) (as in (4)). Two matrix quadruples are isomorphic (which means that

m_1

(^{Φ1 Φ2}

Ψ_1 Ψ_2 ) ∶ A^1 fflffl

B //_{m2}

n_1

C //_{n2}

A_2

OO^{m1}

∼→_{Ψ1A1Φ}−1_1 fflffl Φ_2BΦ^{−1}_1 // m_2

n_1

Ψ_2CΨ^{−1}_1 // n_2

Φ_2A_2Ψ^{−1}_2 OO

for some nonsingular matrices Φ_1, Φ_2, Ψ_1, Ψ_2) if and only if they give the same quadruple (23) in different bases.

By (26) and (31), the dual quadruple to (33) is the quadruple

m_2

P^○ ∶ A^�_2 fflffl

B^� // m_1

n_2

C^� // n_1

A^�_1 OO

in which A^� ∶= ̃A^⊺ is the adjoint matrix.

A quadruple (23) is a special case of a cycle of linear mappings

V_{1 At}

A_1

V_2^{A2} ⋯ V_{t−1}

A_{t−2} A_{t−1}

V_t (34)

in which each line is �→ or ←�, V_1, . . . , V_t are vector spaces, and A_1, . . . , A_t are linear mappings. A canonical form of matrices of a cycle over a field is well known; see, for example, [26, Theorem 3.2]. The regularizing algorithm from [26] constructs for each cycle (34) its decomposition into a direct sum, in which the first summand is of the form

V_A

1 V^1 ⋯ V^{1 1} V (35)

with a bijective A and each other summand is an indecomposable canonical cycle that contains a nonbijective linear mapping. The proof of this algorithm is given over a field but it holds over the skew field F too. Thus, a canonical form of the cycle (35) over F is obtained from the canonical form of a linear operator over a skew field, which is given in [10, Chapter 3, Section 12]. This ensures the following lemma.

Lemma 2. Let F be a skew field, which can be commutative. For each quadruple (23) over F, there exist bases of U_1, U_2, V_1, V_2, in which the quadruple (33) of its matrices is a direct sum, uniquely determined up to permutations of summands, of indecomposable quadruples of the following types: r F_r fflffl

I_r // r r−1 I_{r−1} // r−1 G^⊺_r

OO^{r−1}_{F ⊺} r fflffl

I_{r−1} // r−1 r I_r // r G_r OO (36)

r I_r fflffl I_r // r r G_r // r−1 F^⊺_r

OO^r_{Ir} fflffl G_r // r−1 r I_r // r F_r OO^{r−1}

I_{r−1} fflffl

G^⊺_r // r

r−1 I_{r−1} // r−1 F^⊺_r

OO^{r−1}

I_{r−1} fflffl

I_{r−1} // r−1

r−1 G^⊺_r // r F_r OO (37)

r I_r fflffl I_r // r r I_r // r Φ_r

OO^r

J_r(0) fflffl I_r // r r I_r // r I_r OO^r_{Ir} fflffl J_r(0)// r r I_r // r I_r OO^r_{Ir} fflffl I_r // r r J_r (0)// r I_r OO (38)

and the quadruples dual to (37), in which r ∈ {1, 2, . . . }, F_r and G_r are defined in (11), and Φ_r is an r × r indecomposable canonical matrix under similarity over F.

Note that the dimensions (24) of indecomposable quadruples from Lemma 2 are (r, r, r, r), (r, r, r, r − 1), (r, r, r − 1, r − 1), (r, r − 1, r − 1, r − 1) and their cyclic permutations. In each of these dimensions except for (r, r, r, r), there is exactly one, up to isomorphism, indecomposable quadruple.

5. Proof of Theorem 2

(a) Let T be a triple (8). By Lemma 1, T is isomorphic to some direct sum (30). Write this sum in the form T_1 ⊕ T_2, in which T_1 is the direct sum of all regular summands and T_2 is the direct sum of the remaining summands. Let T_3 be a strictly regular triple that is isomorphic to T_1. Then the isomorphism T ≃ T_3 ⊕ T_2 satisfies the statement (a) of Theorem 2.

(b) This statement of Theorem 2 is obvious.

(c) Let T be a strictly singular triple (8). Using ind(G) given in Lemma 2 and Steps 1–3 from Section 3, we can construct a direct sum (30), which is isomorphic to T by Lemma 1. Since T is strictly singular, all summands of this direct sum are strictly singular. Thus, they cannot be obtained from the first quadruple in (38) with nonsingular Φ and from the last two quadruples in (38). Denote by ind^′(G) the set of all remaining quadruples (36)–(38) and the quadruples dual to (37).

Let us apply Steps 1–3 from Section 3 to ind^′(G).

Step 1: In this step, we construct a partition of ind^′(G) into 3 subsets as in (27):

ind^′(G) =

P = P^○ Q Q^○ if Q^○ /≃ Q , P ∈ ind^′_0(G), Q ∈ ind^′_1(G).

(39)

Let us prove that

• ind^′_0(G) can be taken consisting of the quadruples r F_r fflffl Z_{r,ε} // r r−1 Z_{r−1,δ} // r−1 F^⊺_r

(r is even if ε = −, r is odd if δ = −)

OO^{r−1}_{F ⊺} r fflffl

Z_{r−1,ε} // r−1 r Z_{r,δ} // r F_r (r is odd if ε = −, r is even if δ = −)

OO (40)

in which Z_{r,+} and Z_{r,−} are defined in (10), and

• ind^′_1(G) can be taken consisting of

(1^○) the first quadruple in (36), in which r is odd and ε = −, or r is even and δ = −,

(2^○) the second quadruple in (36), in which r is even and ε = −, or r is odd and δ = −,

(3^○) the quadruples (37),

(4^○) the first quadruple in (38) with Φ_r = J_r(0)^⊺.

The horizontal arrows in the quadruples (36) are assigned by nonsingular matrices. Since every nonsingular skew-symmetric matrix is of even size, the quadruples (1^○) and (2^○) are not isomorphic to self-dual quadruples. The remaining quadruples (36) are isomorphic to the self-dual quadruples (40). For example, if r is odd and ε = +, then the first quadruple in (36) is isomorphic to the first self-dual quadruple in (40) since Z_rG^⊺_r Z_{r−1} = F^⊺_r and r F_r fflffl

I_r // r r−1 I_{r−1} // r−1 G^⊺_r OO Ø^( I_r Z_r I_{r−1} Z_{r−1} ) // r F_r fflffl

Z_r // r r−1 Z_{r−1} // r−1 F^⊺_r OO ≃^rFr fflffl

Z_r // r r−1 Z_{r−1,δ} // r−1 F^⊺_r OO

The quadruples (3^○) are not isomorphic to self-dual quadruples since if some quadruple (33) is isomorphic to a self-dual quadruple, then m_1 = m_2 and n_1 = n_2.

The quadruple (4^○) is dual to the second quadruple in (38), and so it is not isomorphic to a self-dual quadruple.

Steps 2: Let us construct a set of triples {P^a ∣ 0 ≠ a = a^○ ∈ T(P)} for each P ∈ ind^′_0(G).

Let P be the first quadruple in (40) with odd r and ε = +. Let (^{R1 S1}_{R2 S2} ) ∶ P → P be an endomorphism of P . Then

F_rR_1 = R_2F_r, S_1F^⊺_r = F^⊺_r S_2, S_1Z_r = Z_rR_1, S_2Z_{r−1,δ} = Z_{r−1,δ}R_2.

A straightforward computation shows that

(R_1, R_2, S_1, S_2) = ([^{a 0..}._{∗ a} ] , [^{a 0..}._{∗ a} ] , [^{a ∗..}._{0 a} ] , [^{a ∗..}._{0 a} ]) , a ∈ F.

Hence, we can identify T(P ) and F. The mapping a ↦ ϕ_a ∶= (^{aIr aIr}_{aIr−1 aIr−1} ) is an embedding of F into End(P ). If 0 ≠ a = ã ∈ F, then r P^{ϕa} ∶ Fr fflffl

aZ_r // r

r−1 aZ_{r−1,δ} // r−1 F^⊺_r OO

(see (28)) is a self-dual quadruple and the corresponding triple P^a is the first triple in (13) with odd r and ε = +.

In the same manner, we can identify T(P ) and F for each quadruple P from (40). The mapping a ↦ ϕ_a, in which ϕ_a ∶= (^{aIr aIr}_{aIr−1 aIr−1} ) for the first quadruple in (40) and ϕ_a ∶= (^{aIr−1 aIr−1}_{aIr aIr} ) for the second quadruple in (40), is an embedding of F into End(P ). If 0 ≠ a = ã ∈ F, then the quadruple P^{ϕa} is obtained from P by multiplying by a the matrices that correspond to the horizontal arrows. The triple P^a is the first triple in (13) or the first triple in (14).

Step 3: Let us construct the triple Q^+ for each Q ∈ ind^′_1(G).

By (29) and the correspondence (32), if Q is (1^○) or (2^○), then Q^+ is the second triple in (13) or (14), respectively. The quadruples (3^○) give the triples (15) and the first two triples in (16). The quadruple (4^○) gives the last triple in (16).

This proves the statement (c) due to Lemma 1.

(d) This statement follows from (c) since by the law of inertia

• each symmetric form over C and each Hermitian form over H with involution that differs from (17) are reduced to exactly one form x̃_1x_1 + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ + x̃_kx_k, and

• each symmetric form over R, each Hermitian form over C , and each Hermitian form over H with involution (17) are reduced to exactly one form x̃_1x_1 + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ + x̃_lx_l − x̃_{l+1}x_{l+1} − ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ − x̃_kx_k,

in which the involution a ↦ ã is the identity if the form is symmetric; see [23, p. 484] for Hermitian forms over H . This proves Theorem 2.

Acknowledgements

This paper is a result of a student seminar held at the University of São Paulo during the visit of V.V. Sergeichuk in 2016; he is grateful to the university for hospitality and to the FAPESP for financial support (grant 2015/05864-9).

References

[1] R. Bocklandt, A slice theorem for quivers with an involution, J. Algebra Appl. 9 (no. 3) (2010) 339–363.

[2] Y. Bolshakov, B. Reichstein, Unitary equivalence in an indefinite scalar product: an analogue of singular-value decomposition, Linear Algebra Appl. 222 (1995) 155–226.

[3] N. Bourbaki, Elements of Mathematics, Algebra I, Chapters 1–3, Springer, 1989.

[4] H. Derksen, J. Weyman, Generalized quivers associated to reductive groups, Colloq. Math. 94 (no. 2) (2002) 151–173. Available from:

http://www.imath.kiev.ua/~sergeich/weyman.pdf

[5] I. Gohberg, P. Lancaster, L. Rodman, Indefinite Linear Algebra and Applications, Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 2005.

[6] R.A. Horn, V.V. Sergeichuk, Congruences of a square matrix and its transpose, Linear Algebra Appl. 389 (2004) 347–353.

[7] R.A. Horn, V.V. Sergeichuk, Canonical forms for complex matrix congruence and *congruence, Linear Algebra Appl. 416 (2006) 1010–1032.

[8] R.A. Horn, V.V. Sergeichuk, Canonical matrices of bilinear and sesquilinear forms, Linear Algebra Appl. 428 (2008) 193–223.

[9] R.A. Horn, V.V. Sergeichuk, Representations of quivers and mixed graphs, Chapter 34 in: L. Hogben (Ed.), Handbook of Linear Algebra, 2nd ed., CRC Press, 2014.

[10] N. Jacobson, The Theory of Rings, American Mathematical Society, New York, 1943.

[11] M. Karow, Self-adjoint operators and pairs of Hermitian forms over the quaternions, Linear Algebra Appl. 299 (1999) 101–117.

[12] P. Lancaster, L. Rodman, Canonical forms for hermitian matrix pairs under strict equivalence and congruence, SIAM Rev. 47 (2005) 407–443.

[13] P. Lancaster, L. Rodman. Canonical forms for symmetric/skewsymmetric real matrix pairs under strict equivalence and congruence, Linear Algebra Appl. 406 (2005) 1–76.

[14] C. Mehl, V. Mehrmann, H. Xu, Structured decompositions for matrix triples: SVD-like concepts for structured matrices, Oper. Matrices 3 (2009) 303–356.

[15] C. Mehl, V. Mehrmann, H. Xu, Singular-value-like decomposition for complex matrix triples, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 233 (2010) 1245–1276.

[16] C. Mehl, H. Xu, Canonical forms of structured matrices and pencils, Chapter 6 in: Numerical algebra, matrix theory, differential-algebraic equations and control theory, pp. 131–159, Springer, Cham, 2015.

[17] L. Rodman, Canonical forms for symmetric and skew-symmetric quaternionic matrix pencils, in: System theory, the Schur algorithm and multidimensional analysis, pp. 199–254, in: Oper. Theory Adv. Appl., 176, Birkhäuser, Basel, 2007.

[18] L. Rodman, Canonical forms for mixed symmetric-skewsymmetric quaternion matrix pencils, Linear Algebra Appl. 424 (2007) 184–221.

[19] L. Rodman, Topics in Quaternion Linear Algebra, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 2014.

[20] A.V. Roiter, Bocses with involution, in: Representations and Quadratic Forms, Akad. Nauk Ukrain. SSR, Inst. Mat., Kiev, 1979, 124–126 (in Russian); MR0600114.

[21] V.V. Sergeichuk, Representations of simple involutive quivers, in: Representations and Quadratic Forms, Akad. Nauk Ukrain. SSR, Inst. Mat., Kiev, 1979, 127–148 (in Russian); MR0600115.

[22] V.V. Sergeichuk, Classification Problems for Systems of Linear Mappings and Sesquilinear Forms, Kiev State University, 1983, 60 p. (in Russian). Manuscript No. 196 Uk-D84, deposited at the Ukrainian NIINTI, 1984. Available from:

http://www.imath.kiev.ua/~sergeich/depos.pdf

[23] V.V. Sergeichuk, Classification problems for systems of forms and linear mappings, Math. USSR-Izv. 31 (no. 3) (1988) 481–501 (see the corrected version of Theorem 2 in arXiv:0801.0823).

[24] V.V. Sergeichuk, Tame collections of linear maps, symmetric, skewsymmetric and bilinear forms, in: Algebraic Structures and their Applications, Kiev, Ministry of Higher and Middle Special Education of Ukrainian SSR, 1988, 101–113 (in Russian).

[25] V.V. Sergeichuk, Classification of pairs of subspaces in scalar product spaces, Ukrainian Math. J. 42 (no. 4) (1990) 487–491.

[26] V.V. Sergeichuk, Computation of canonical matrices for chains and cycles of linear mappings, Linear Algebra Appl. 376 (2004) 235–263.

[27] V.V. Sergeichuk, Linearization method in classification problems of linear algebra, São Paulo J. Math. Sci. 1 (2007) 219–240.

[28] V.V. Sergeichuk, Canonical matrices of isometric operators on indefinite inner product spaces, Linear Algebra Appl. 428 (2008) 154–192.

[29] D.A. Shmelkin, Signed quivers, symmetric quivers and root systems, J.

London Math. Soc. 73 (2006) 586–606.

[30] R.C. Thompson, Pencils of complex and real symmetric and skew matrices, Linear Algebra Appl. 147 (1991) 323–371.

[31] A.N. Zubkov, Invariants of mixed representations of quivers. I, J. Algebra Appl. 4 (3) (2005) 245–285.