arXiv:2401.13933v1 [math.CO] 25 Jan 2024

Solutions to the First Order Difference Equations in the Multivariate Difference Field

Lixin Du^a, Yarong Wei^{b,∗}

aInstitute for Algebra, Johannes Kepler University, Linz, A4040, Austria bSchool of Science, Tianjin University of Technology, Tianjin 300384, PR China

Abstract

The bivariate difference field provides an algebraic framework for a sequence satisfying a recurrence of order two. Based on this, we focus on sequences satisfying a recurrence of higher order, and consider the multivariate difference field, in which the summation problem could be transformed into solving the first order difference equations. We then show a criterion for deciding whether the difference equation has a rational solution and present an algorithm for computing one rational solution of such a difference equation, if it exists. Moreover we get the rational solution set of such an equation.

Keywords: Difference Equation, Rational Solutions, Multivariate Difference Field, Recurrence Relation

1. Introduction

Karr developed an algorithm for indefinite summation [13, 14] based on the theory of difference fields. He introduced so called ΠΣ−fields, in which a sequence satisfying a recurrence of order one can be described. Inspired by Karr’s algorithm, Hou and Wei [12] introduced so called bivariate difference fields, in dealing with the summation problem involving a sequence satisfying a recurrence of order two. They transformed the summation problem into solving the first order difference equations in the bivariate difference field, and gave an algorithm to find a rational solution of the bivariate difference field.

Based on this, we focus on sequences satisfying a recurrence of higher order. Let (F, φ) be a difference field, i.e., φ is an automorphism of a field F. We define a multivariate difference field extension (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), φ) of (F, φ) to be a field extension with

1. α_1, α_2, . . . , α_n being algebraically independent over F. 2. φ being a field automorphism of F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) and

(φ(α_1, α_2, . . . , α_n)) = (α_1, α_2, . . . , α_n)A,

where A ∈ F^{n×n} is a diagonalizable matrix over F.

∗Corresponding author Email addresses: lixindumath@gmail.com (Lixin Du), yarongwei@email.tjut.edu.cn (Yarong Wei)

Preprint submitted to Elsevier January 26, 2024

Then the summation problem involving sequences satisfying a higher order recurrence could be transformed into solving the difference equations in the multivariate difference field.

For example, let T_n be the Tribonacci sequence which satisfies

T_{n+3} = T_n + T_{n+1} + T_{n+2}, T_0 = 0, T_1 = T_2 = 1.

We consider the difference field (C (α_1 , α_2, α_3), σ) with

φ|_C = id, (φ(α_1, α_2, α_3)) = (α_1, α_2, α_3) � � � � 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 � � � � .

Then T_n,T_{n+1},T_{n+2} are represented by α_1, α_2, α_3. To find a closed form of the summation

�_{mn=1} T_n, we try to search a sequence G_n such that G_{n+1} − G_n = T_n for n ≥ 1. This can be transformed into find a solution g ∈ C (α_1 , α_2, α_3) of the following difference equation

φ(g(α_1, α_2, α_3)) − g(α_1, α_2, α_3) = α_1.

By using the algorithm in this paper, one can find φ � 1 2 (−α_1 + α_3) � − � 1 2 (−α_1 + α_3) � = α_1.

So G_n =^1_2 (−T_n + T_{n+2}) =^1_2 (T_{n−1} + T_{n+1}) for n ≥ 1. This implies the following identity given in [15, Theorem 2]:_m � n=1 T_n = 1 2 (T_m + T_{m+2} − 1).

Over the past two decades, many efficient algorithms have been developed for summation of various sequences, like hypergeometric terms [11, 24, 25], q-hypergeometric terms [7, 8, 10] and P-recursive sequences [2]. More results are listed in [6]. There were several extensions of Karr’s summation algorithm [13, 14] about difference-field-based techniques, and these extensions handled sums where sequences can appear in the denominator. Schneider[19] first observed that Karr’s summation algorithm can be used to solve the creative telescoping problem, and he developed Karr’s summation algorithm in [20, 21]. Bronstein [3] described the solutions of some difference equations from the point of view of differential fields. Abramov, Bronstein, Petkovšek and Schneider [1] gave an algorithm for computing hypergeometric solutions and rational solutions of some difference equations in the so called ΠΣ^∗-fields.

We focus on the following two multivariate difference fields in this paper.

1. The multivariate difference fields (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), φ) with

φ|_F = id, (φ(α_1, α_2, . . . , α_n)) = (α_1, α_2, . . . , α_n)

� � � � � � � �

0 0 · · · 0 u_1 1 0 · · · 0 u_2 0 1 · · · 0 u_3 . . . . .. . . . . . 0 0 · · · 1 u_n

� � � � � � � � (1.1)

and u_1 ∈ F \ {0}, u_i ∈ F for 2 ≤ i ≤ n, where the above matrix is a diagonalizable matrix 2 over F with nonzero eigenvalues.

2. The multivariate difference fields (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), φ) with

φ|_F = id, (φ(α_1, α_2, . . . , α_n)) = (α_1, α_2, . . . , α_n) � � � � � � � λ_1 0 · · · 0 0 λ_2 · · · 0 . . . . .. . . . 0 0 · · · λ_n

� � � � � � � (1.2)

and λ_i ∈ F \ {0} for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Let (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), φ) be a multivariate difference field. Given a nonzero c ∈ F and a rational function f ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), we shall find all rational solutions g in F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) of the difference equation

cφ(g) − g = f. (1.3)

One feature of the above consideration is that the constant field Const_φ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) = { f ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n)|φ( f ) = f } of the multivariate difference field (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), φ) could be larger than F. Instead of finding a degree bound for polynomial solutions and a universal denominator for rational solutions (which may not exist), we find the structure of the rational solution set of the difference equation (1.3). This extends the results in the bivariate difference field [12]. In particular, when λ_1 = λ_2 = · · · = λ_n in (1.2), solving the difference equation (1.3) could be regarded as a generalized for the q-summability problem of rational functions [5].

The outline of this article is as follows. In Section 2, we character the constant field and present an algorithm for computing the spread set of any two polynomials in the multivariate difference field. In Section 3, we show a necessary and sufficient condition on the existence of rational solutions of the difference equation (1.3), and present an algorithm^1 for computing one rational solution of such an equation, if it exists. In Section 4, we show a relationship between the rational solution set of the difference equation and the constant field, so that the rational solution set can be constructed.

2. Multivariate Difference Field

Let Q be the algebraic closure of Q, and F be a subfield of Q . Let F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) be the field of rational functions in n variables α_1, α_2, . . . , α_n, and (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), φ) be a multivariate difference field extension of the difference field (F, φ). Let F[α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n] denote the set of polynomials in n variables α_1, α_2, . . . , α_n. For a polynomial f ∈ F[α_1 , . . . , α_n], let deg f denote the total degree of variables α_1, . . . , α_n, and deg_{αi} f denote the degree of f in the variable α_i for i = 1, 2, . . . , n. Let lt( f ) and lc( f ) denote the leading term and the coefficient of the leading term of f under a fixed monomial order, respectively. A polynomial f is said to be monic if lc( f ) = 1. We use the graded lexicographical ordering with α_1 ≻ · · · ≻ α_n in this paper.

2.1. A difference isomorphism

Recall that two difference fields (F_1 , φ_1) and (F_2 , φ_2) are isomorphic, if there exists a field isomorphism τ : F_2 → F_1 such that φ_1τ = τφ_2.

1The SageMath package is available in https://github.com/LixinDu/difference_field. 3

Theorem 2.1. Let (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), φ) be a multivariate difference field with φ|_F = id and (φ(α_1, α_2, . . . , α_n)) = (α_1, α_2, . . . , α_n)A, where A is a diagonalizable matrix over F with nonzero eigenvalues λ_1, λ_2, . . ., λ_n. Then the multivariate difference field (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), φ) and the multivariate difference field (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), σ) are isomorphic, where σ|_F = id and (σ(α_1, α_2, . . . , α_n)) = (α_1, α_2, . . . , α_n) diag(λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_n).

Proof. Let X_1, X_2, . . . , X_n be the eigenvectors corresponding to the eigenvalues λ_1, λ_2, . . ., λ_n of matrix A. Define a field isomorphism τ : F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) → F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) with τ|_F = id and (τ(α_1, α_2, . . . , α_n)) = (α_1, α_2, . . . , α_n)(X_1, X_2, . . . , X_n).

Then (X_1, X_2, . . . , X_n)^{−1}A(X_1, X_2, . . . , X_n) = diag(λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_n), which implies φτ = τσ and τ^{−1}φ = στ^{−1}.

Corollary 2.2. Let A = {g ∈ F(α_1 , α_n, . . . , α_n)|cφ(g) − g = f } and B = {g ∈ F(α_1 , α_n, . . . , α_n)|cσ(g) − g = τ^{−1}( f )}, where c ∈ F \ {0}, f ∈ F(α_1 , α_n, . . . , α_n) and φ, σ are defined in Theorem 2.1. Then there is a one to one correspondence between sets A and B.

Proof. The correspondence is given by the map g → τ^{−1}(g). Indeed, by the definition of φ and σ, we have

cφ(g) − g = f ⇔ τ^{−1}(cφ(g)) − τ^{−1}(g) = τ^{−1}( f ) ⇔ c(τ^{−1}φ)(g) − τ^{−1}(g) = τ^{−1}( f ) ⇔ c(στ^{−1})(g) − τ^{−1}(g) = τ^{−1}( f ) ⇔ cσ(τ^{−1})(g) − τ^{−1}(g) = τ^{−1}( f ).

From now on, we only consider the following problem.

Problem 2.3. Let (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), σ) be the multivariate difference field, where σ|_F = id, and (σ(α_1, α_2, . . . , α_n)) = (α_1, α_2, . . . , α_n) diag(λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_n) (2.4) with λ_i ∈ F \ {0}. Given c ∈ F \ {0} and f ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), we want to find all rational solutions g ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) such that cσ(g) − g = f. (2.5) Note that, solving the difference equation (2.5) with λ_i = λ_j(1 ≤ i � j ≤ n) could be regarded as the q-summability problem of rational functions in multivariables. The criterion of q-summability for a rational function in one variable was firstly given by Chen and Singer [4].

For q-summability for a bivariate rational function, Chen and Singer show a criterion [5], and Wang presents an algorithmic proof [23].

2.2. The constant field

In a multivariate difference field (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), σ), we define the following set

Const_σ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) = { f ∈ (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n)|σ( f ) = f },

which is a subfield of F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n). We call it the constant field of (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), σ).

Let λ = (λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_n) ∈ Q^n. The exponent lattice of these algebraic numbers is defined by

U_λ = {(i_1, i_2 . . . , i_n) ∈ Z^n|λ^{i1}_1 λ^{i2}_2 . . . λ^{in}_n = 1}.

Then U_λ is a free Z-module, and U_λ admits a finite basis. Ge gave an algorithm for computing a basis of U_λ in his PhD thesis [9], and there are several variants of Ge’s algorithm[16, 17, 18, 22, 26, 27, 28].

Now we character the constant field of the multivariate difference field (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), σ) using the exponent lattice of λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_n, where σ is defined by (2.4).

Theorem 2.4. Let (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), σ) be the multivariate difference field, which is defined by (2.4). Let r ∈ N be the rank of the exponent lattice U_λ.

1. If r = 0, then Const_σ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) = F.

2. If r > 0, let {a_1, a_2, . . . , a_r} be a basis of U_λ with a_i = (a_{i,1}, a_{i,2}, . . . , a_{i,n}) ∈ Z^n, i.e.,

U_λ = Za_1 ⊕ Za_2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Za_r. (2.6)

Then Const_σ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) = F(α^{a1} , α^{a2} , . . . , α^{ar} ), where α^{ai} = α^{ai,1}_1 α^{ai,2}_2 . . . α^{ai,n}_n (i = 1, 2, . . . , r).

Proof. Since σ|_F = id, F ⊆ Const_σ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n). For each 1 ≤ i ≤ r, since a_i ∈ U_λ,

σ(α^{ai} ) = λ^{ai} α^{ai} = α^{ai} .

Then α^{ai} ∈ Const_σ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n). So F(α^{a1} , α^{a2} , . . . , α^{ar} ) ⊆ Const_σ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), since Const_σ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) is a field.

On the other hand, suppose f ∈ Const_σF(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) \ {0}, and write f =^p_q with p, q ∈ F[α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n] and gcd(p, q) = 1. Then σ � p q � = σp σq = p q , (2.7)

which implies p | σp and q | σq because gcd(p, q) = 1. Since σ does not change the total degree of a polynomial, there exists c ∈ F \ {0} such that σp = c · p and σq = c · q,

Write p = c_0 · α^{i0} · (1 + � i∈N^n\{0}

c_i · α^i), where c_0 ∈ F \ {0}, c_i ∈ F, i_0 ∈ N^n . Then by σp = c · p, we have

c_0 · λ^{i0} · α^{i0} · (1 + � i∈N^n\{0}

c_i · λ^i · α^i) = c · c_0 · α^{i0} · (1 + � i∈N^n\{0}

c_i · α^i).

Comparing the coefficients of both sides yields that � λ^{i0} = c c_i · λ^{i0} · λ^i = c · c_i for all i ∈ N^n \ {0} . Since c is nonzero, it implies that, � λ^{i0} = c either c_i = 0 or λ^i = 1 for all i ∈ N^n \ {0} . For r = 0, we have λ^i � 1 for all i ∈ N^n \{0}, then c_i = 0 and p = c_0 ·α^{i0} . Similarly, q = b_0 ·α^{j0} for some b_0 ∈ F \ {0}, j_0 ∈ N^n . By (2.7), we have

c_0 · λ^{i0} · α^{i0} b_0 · λ^{j0} · α^{j0} = c_0 · α^{i0} b_0 · α^{j0} , which implies i_0 = j_0 = 0, and p/q ∈ F. So Const_σ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) ⊆ F.

For r ∈ N \ {0} and a fixed i ∈ N^n \ {0}, if c_i = 0, then 0 = c_i · α^i ∈ F(α^{a1} , α^{a2} , . . . , α^{ar} ). If c_i � 0, then λ^i = 1. So λ^i ∈ U_λ and we can write i =

�_{rj=1}

s_ja_j with s_j ∈ Z. Then

c_i · α^i = c_i · α^{�rj=1 s jaj} = c_i · Π^r_{j=1}(α^{aj} )^{s j} ∈ F(α^{a1} , α^{a2} , . . . , α^{ar} ).

So p = c_0 · α^{i0} · p_0 with p_0 ∈ F(α^{a1} , α^{a2} , . . . , α^{ar} ). Similarly, q = b_0 · α^{j0} · q_0 for some b_0 ∈ F \ {0}, j_0 ∈ N^n and q_0 ∈ F(α^{a1} , α^{a2} , . . . , α^{ar} ).

Since F(α^{a1} , α^{a2} , . . . , α^{ar} ) ⊆ Const_σF(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), we have σ(p_0) = p_0, σ(q_0) = q_0. By (2.7), c_0 · λ^{i0} · α^{i0} · p_0 b_0 · λ^{j0} · α^{j0} · q_0 = c_0 · α^{i0} · p_0 b_0 · α^{j0} · q_0 , which implies λ^{i0−j0} = 1. Using the same argument as above, we get

α^{i0−j0} ∈ F(α^{a1} , α^{a2} , . . . , α^{ar} ). So f = c_0 b_0

· α^{i0 −j0} · p_0 q_0

∈ F(α^{a1} , α^{a2} , . . . , α^{ar} ),

which implies Const_σF(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) ⊆ F(α^{a1} , α^{a2} , . . . , α^{ar} ).

Note that we use the variant of Ge’s algorithm given by Kauers et.al [17] to compute the rank and a basic of U_λ in our package.

2.3. The spread computation

Let (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), σ) be the multivariate difference field, which is defined by (2.4). For any two polynomials p, q ∈ F[α_1 , . . . , α_n], let Spr_σ(p, q) denote the spread set of p and q with respect to σ, i.e.,

Spr_σ(p, q) = {k ∈ Z|σ^k(p) = cq for some c ∈ F \ {0}}.

If Spr_σ(p, q) � ∅, we say p and q are equivalent with respect to σ, denoted by p ∼_σ q. Otherwise p is not equivalent with q and denote by p ≁_σ q.

In order to compute the spread set Spr_σ(p, q) of polynomials p and q, we show a result about Spr_σ(p, q) and Spr_σ(p, p).

Lemma 2.5. Let p, q ∈ F[α_1 , . . . , α_n] be two polynomials. Then

(1) Spr_σ(p, p) is subgroup of Z.

(2) If k_0 ∈ Spr_σ(p, q), then Spr_σ(p, q) = k_0 + Spr_σ(p, p).

Proof. (1) If k_1, k_2 ∈ Spr_σ(p, p), then there exist c_1, c_2 ∈ F \ {0} such that σ^{k1} p = c_1 p and σ^{k2} p = c_2 p. So p = σ^{−k2} (c_2 p) = c_2σ^{−k2} (p) and σ^{k1−k2} (p) = σ^{k1} (σ^{−k2} (p)) = σ^{k1} (c^{−1}_2 p) = c^{−1}_2 σ^{k1} (p) = c^{−1}_2 c_1 p.

This implies k_1 − k_2 ∈ Spr_σ(p, p). Thus Spr_σ(p, p) is a subgroup of Z.

(2) Since k_0 ∈ Spr_σ(p, q), there exists c_0 ∈ F \ {0} such that σ^{k0} (p) = c_0q. If k ∈ Spr_σ(p, q), then there exists c ∈ F \ {0} such that σ^k(p) = cq. Moreover, we have σ^k(p) = cq = cc^{−1}_0 (c_0q) = cc^{−1}_0 σ^{k0} (p). So

σ^{k−k0} (p) = cc^{−1}_0 p

with cc^{−1}_0 ∈ F \ {0}, which implies k − k_0 ∈ Spr_σ(p, p).

If h ∈ Spr_σ(p, p), then there exists d ∈ F \ {0} such that σ^h(p) = dp. Moreover, we have

σ^{k0+h}(p) = σ^{k0} (σ^h(p)) = σ^{k0} (dp) = dσ^{k0} (p) = dc_0 p,

and dc_0 ∈ F \ {0}, which implies k_0 + h ∈ Spr_σ(p, q).

Therefore Spr_σ(p, q) = k_0 + Spr_σ(p, p).

For a polynomial p =

�_i

p_iα^i ∈ F[α_1 , . . . , α_n], where p_i ∈ F, i = (i_1, i_2, . . . , i_n) ∈ N^n and α^i = α^{i1}_1 α^{i2}_2 . . . α^{in}_n , we denote the support set of polynomial p by Supp(p), i.e.,

Supp(p) = {α^i|p_i � 0}.

Let p, q ∈ F[α_1 , . . . , α_n] be two polynomials. Without lose of generality, we assume Supp(p) = Supp(q), otherwise Spr_σ(p, q) = ∅. We may further assume p, q are monic and

p = α^m + � α^i<α^m

p_iα^i, q = α^m + � α^i<α^m

q_iα^i, (2.8) where p_i, q_i ∈ F, m = (m_1, m_2, . . . , m_n), i = (i_1, i_2, . . . , i_n) ∈ N^n , α^m = α^{m1}_1 α^{m2}_2 . . . α^{mn}_n , and

α^i = α^{i1}_1 α^{i2}_2 . . . α^{in}_n .

Lemma 2.6. Let (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), σ) be the multivariate difference field, which is defined by (2.4). Let p, q ∈ F[α_1 , . . . , α_n] be two polynomials in (2.8). Then

Spr_σ(p, q) = � α^i<α^m

Spr_σ(~p_i, ~q_i),

where ~p_i = α^m + p_iα^i and ~q_i = α^m + q_iα^i.

Proof. If k ∈ Spr_σ(p, q), then there exists c ∈ F \ {0} such that σ^k(p) = cq, i.e.,

σ^k � � � �α^m + � α^i<α^m

p_iα^i � � � � = c · � � � �α^m + � α^i<α^m

q_iα^i � � � � . So for any i with α^i < α^m, we have

σ^k � α^m + p_iα^i � = c · � α^m + q_iα^i � , which implies k ∈ � α^i<α^m

Spr_σ(~p_i, ~q_i).

If h ∈

�_{αi<αm} Spr_σ(~p_i, ~q_i), then, for any α^i with α^i < α^m, there exists c_i ∈ F \ {0} such that

σ^h � α^m + p_iα^i � = λ^mα^m + p_iλ^iα^i = c_i · � α^m + q_iα^i � , where λ^m = λ^{m1}_1 λ^{m2}_2 · · · λ^{mn}_n . Comparing the coefficient of α^m yields that

c_i = λ^m. So σ^h � � � �α^m + � α^i<α^m

p_iα^i � � � � = λ^m · � � � �α^m + � α^i<α^m

q_iα^i � � � � , which implies h ∈ Spr_σ(p, q).

Proposition 2.7. Let (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), σ) be the multivariate difference field, which is defined by (2.4). Let p = α^m + p_iα^i, q = α^m + q_iα^i be two polynomials in F[α_1 , . . . , α_n] with p_i, q_i ∈ F. Then we can determine Spr_σ(p, q).

Proof. Assume supp(p)=supp(q), otherwise Spr_σ(p, q) = ∅. Also assume q_i, p_i � 0, otherwise Spr_σ(p, q) = Spr_σ(α^m, α^m) = Z.

If there exists k ∈ Spr_σ(p, q), then there exists c ∈ F \ {0} such that σ^k(p) = cq. Note that c is

uniquely determined by k. We have

λ^{km} · α^m + p_i · λ^{ki} · α^i = c � α^m + q_iα^i � . Comparing the coefficients of different terms, we get � λ^{km} = c

p_i · λ^{ki} = cq_i

, (2.9)

which implies

p_i/q_i = λ^I for some I = (I_1, I_2, . . . , I_n) ∈ Z^n,

and if p_i/q_i � {λ^I|I = (I_1, I_2, . . . , I_n) ∈ Z^n}, then Spr_σ(p, q) = ∅.

Note that (I_1, I_2, . . . , I_n, −1) ∈ U(λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_n, p_i/q_i). The indices I_1, I_2, . . . , I_n can be com-

puted by the algorithm about the exponent lattice in [17]. Substituting the expression of p_i/q_i

into (2.9) yields that

λ^{k(m−i)−I} = 1. So (k(m − i) − I) ∈ U_λ.

Assume U_λ =

�_r

i=1 Za_i for some a_i = (a_{i,1}, a_{i,2}, . . . , a_{i,n}) ∈ Z^n. Note that r ≤ n, then

(k(m − i) − I) = r� j=1 ℓ_ja_j

for some ℓ_1, · · · , ℓ_r ∈ Z. This leads to a linear system with r + 1 variables and n equations � � � � � � � m_1 − i_1 −a_{1,1} · · · −a_{r,1}

m_2 − i_2 −a_{1,2} · · · −a_{r,2} . . . . .. . . . m_n − i_n −a_{1,n} · · · −a_{r,n}

� � � � � � �

� � � � � � � k ℓ_1 . . ℓ_r

� � � � � � � = � � � � � � �

I_1

I_2 . . I_n

� � � � � � � . (2.10)

So Spr_σ(p, q) = {k ∈ Z| (2.10) holds for some ℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_r ∈ Z}.

Note that if (2.10) has no solution in Z^{r+1}, then Spr_σ(p, q) = ∅. Also if p = q, then I_1 = I_2 =

. . . = I_n = 0. So

Spr_σ(p, p) = {k ∈ Z| associated homogeneous system of (2.10) holds for some ℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_r ∈ Z}.

According to Lemma 2.5, Spr_σ(p, q) = k_0 + Spr_σ(p, p), where (k_0, ℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_r) ∈ Z^r is a

solution of (2.10) for some ℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_r, and Spr_σ(p, p) is a subgroup of Z. In order to character

the spread set Spr_σ(p, q), next it suffices to find ℓ_0 ∈ Z such that ℓ_0Z = Spr_σ(p, p).

Let s ∈ N denote the rank of the solution space of associated homogeneous system of (2.10).

When s = 0, the homogeneous system has the unique solution 0, then Spr_σ(p, p) = {0}, and

Spr_σ(p, q) = k_0. When s ≥ 1, let ℓ_i = (ℓ_{i0}, ℓ_{i1}, . . . , ℓ_{ir}) be a basis for the solution space for s ≥ 1 9 and i = 1, 2, . . . , s . Then

Spr_σ(p, p) ={ℓ_0 ∈ Z|(ℓ_0, ℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_r) ∈ s� j=1 Zℓ_i for some ℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_r ∈ Z}

={ℓ_0 ∈ Z|(ℓ_0, ℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_r) = � � � � s� j=1 y_jℓ_{j,0}, . . . , s� j=1 y_jℓ_{j,r} � � � � for some ℓ^1, . . . , ℓ^r, y^1 . . . , y^r ∈ Z}

={ℓ_0 ∈ Z|ℓ_0 = s� j=1 y_jℓ_{j,0} for some y_1 . . . , y_r ∈ Z}

= gcd(ℓ_{1,0}, ℓ_{2,0}, . . . , ℓ_{s,0})Z, (2.11)

i.e., for ℓ_0 = gcd(ℓ_{1,0}, ℓ_{2,0}, . . . , ℓ_{s,0}), we have

Spr_σ(p, p) = ℓ_0Z. So Spr_σ(p, q) = k_0 + ℓ_0Z.

Base on Lemma 2.6 and Proposition 2.7, we give an algorithm for computing Spr_σ(p, q) as follows.

Algorithm 1 An algorithm for computing the spread set of two polynomials Input: two polynomials p, q ∈ F[α_1 , . . . , α_n] Output: the spread set Spr_σ(p, q) 1 if Supp(p) � Supp(q), then return Spr_σ(p, q) = ∅;

2 if Supp(p) = Supp(q) and | Supp(p)| = 1, then return Spr_σ(p, q) = Z; 3 if Supp(p) = Supp(q) and | Supp(p)| > 1,

replace p by p/ lc(p) and q by q/ lc(q), and write p, q as the form in (2.8), let T = Supp(p)\{lt(p)}, k_0 = 0, ℓ_0 = 1, c_0 = 1, c_1 = λ^m.

4 while T � ∅, do 5 pick α^i = α_1^{i1} α_2^{i2} · · · α_n^{in} ∈ T , and replace T by T \{α^i}. 6 test whether

σ^{k0} (lt(p) + p_iα^i) = c_0(lt(q) + q_iα^i), (2.12) σ^{ℓ0} (lt(p) + p_iα^i) = c_1(lt(p) + p_iα^i). (2.13)

7 if k_0 is not a solution of (2.12) or ℓ_0 is not a solution of (2.13), then use Proposition 2.7 to find all k ∈ Z such that

σ^k(lt(p) + p_iα^i) = c(lt(q) + q_iα^i)

for some c ∈ F.

8 if there is no such k, then return ∅; 9 else 10 write its solution as k^′_0 + ℓ^′_0Z.

10 if k_0 + ℓ_0Z ∩ k^′_0 + ℓ^′_0Z = ∅, then return ∅; 11 else 12 replace k_0 + ℓ_0Z by (k_0 + ℓ_0Z) ∩ (k^′_0 + ℓ^′_0Z); replace c_0 by λ^{k0m}; replace c_1 by λ^{ℓ0m}.

13 return Spr_σ(p, q) = k_0 + ℓ_0Z.

Algorithm 1 can be early terminated if Spr_σ(p, q) = ∅. An implementation of the algorithm is a part of the package difference field.

Next we show some examples about the spread computation in the multivariate difference field (Q(α_1 , α_2, α_3), σ) with

σ|_Q = id, and (σ(α_1, α_2, α_3)) = (α_1, α_2, α_3) diag(−1, 1/2, −4).

Let λ = (−1, 1/2, −4), then the exponent lattice U_λ = (1, 2, 1)Z⊕(0, 4, 2)Z, and Const_σ Q(α_1 , α_2, α_3) = Q(α_1 α_2^2α_3, α_2^4α_3^2).

Example 2.8. (1) Let p = α_1 + α_3, q =^1_4 α_1 + α_3. Then Spr_σ(p, q) = {1} is a single point. Indeed σ(p) = −α_1 − 4α_3 = −4q.

(2) Let p = α_1 + α_3, q = 2α_2α_3 − 1. Then Spr_σ(p, q) = ∅, since Supp(p) � Supp(q). (3) Let p = 2α_1^2α_3 − 1. Then Spr_σ(p, p) = 2Z. Indeed σ^2(p) = p, σ(p) = −2α_1^2α_3 − 1 � 2p for all c ∈ F \ {0}.

Example 2.9. Let p = α_2^2α_3 + α_2α_3 + 1, q = α_2^2α_3 + 8α_2α_3 − 1. Compute the spread set Spr_σ(p, q) of p and q.

Proof. By the definition of p and q. we have Supp(p) = Supp(q) = {α^2α_3, α_2α_3, 1} and α^2α_3 ≻ α_2α_3 ≻ 1.

Let T = Supp(p)\{lt(p)}, k_0 = 0, l_0 = 1, c_0 = 1, c_1 = λ^2α_3.

Pick 1 ∈ T , and replace T by T \{1}. Let p_1 = α_2^2α_3 + 1, q_1 = α_2^2α_3 − 1. Since σ^{k0} (p_1) � c_0(q_1), we want to compute all k ∈ Z such that

σ^k(p_1) = cq_1,

for some c ∈ F. According to Proposition 2.7, we need to consider the linear system (2.10).

Let m_1 = 0, m_2 = 2, m_3 = 1, i_1 = i_2 = i_3 = 0. And, let I_1 = −1, I_2 = 0, I_3 = 0, since 1/(−1) = (−1)^{−1}(1/2)^0(−4)^0. Moreover, by U = (1, 2, 1)Z⊕ (0, 4, 2)Z, we have a_{1,1} = 1, a_{1,2} = 2, a_{1,3} = 1, and a_{2,1} = 0, a_{2,2} = 4, a_{2,3} = 2. Substituting into the linear system (2.10), we have � � � � 0 −1 0 2 −2 −4 1 −1 −2 � � � � � � � � k ℓ_1 ℓ_2 � � � � = � � � � −1 0 0 � � � � .

Its solution set in Z^3 is (1, 1, 0) + (2, 0, 1)Z, so Spr_σ(p_1, q_1) = 1 + 2Z.

Update k_0 = 1, l_0 = 2. Then σ(p_1) = c_0q_1, σ^2(p_1) = c_1(p_1), where c_0 = ((1/2)^2(−4))^{k0} = −1, c_1 = ((1/2)^2(−4))^{l0} = 1.

Pick {α_2α_3} ∈ T , and replace T by T \{α_2α_3}. Let p_2 = α_2^2α_3 + α_2α_3, q_1 = α_2^2α_3 + 8α_2α_3. Since σ^{k0} (p_2) � c_0(q_2), we want to compute all k ∈ Z such that

σ^k(p_2) = cq_2. 11 for some c ∈ F. According to Proposition 2.7, we need to consider the linear system (2.10).

Let m_1 = 0, m_2 = 2, m_3 = 1, i_1 = 0, i_2 = 1, i_3 = 1. And, let I_1 = 0, I_2 = −1, I_3 = −2, since 1/8 = (−1)^0(1/2)^{−1}(−4)^{−2}. Moreover, by U = (1, 2, 1)Z ⊕ (0, 4, 2)Z, we have a_{1,1} = 1, a_{1,2} = 2, a_{1,3} = 1, and a_{2,1} = 0, a_{2,2} = 4, a_{2,3} = 2. Substituting into the linear system (2.10), we have � � � � 0 −1 0 1 −2 −4 0 −1 −2 � � � � � � � � k ℓ_1 ℓ_2 � � � � = � � � � 0 −1 −2 � � � � .

It has a unique solution in Z^3 is (3, 0, 1), so Spr_σ(p_2, q_2) = {3}.

We have Spr_σ(p_1, q_1) ∩ Spr_σ(p_2, q_2) = (1 + 2Z) ∩ {3} = 3. Update k_0 = 3, l_0 = 0. Then σ^3(p_2) = c_0q_2, σ^0(p_2) = c_1(p_2), where c_0 = ((1/2)^2(−4))^{k0} = −1, c_1 = ((1/2)^2(−4))^{l0} = 1.

Return Spr_σ(p, q) = {3}, since T = ∅.

3. The existence of rational solutions

In this section, let (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), σ) be the multivariate difference field, which is defined by (2.4), c ∈ F \ {0} and f ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), we consider the cσ-summability problem of f in (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), σ), i.e, whether there exists g ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) such that

f = cσ(g) − g, (3.14)

and how to find one g if such a g exists. We call f is cσ-summable in multivariate difference field (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), σ) and denoted by f = Δ_{cσ}(g) when such equation holds.

Let G = ⟨σ⟩ = ⟨σ^i|i ∈ Z⟩, for given polynomials p, q ∈ F[α_1 α_2, . . . , α_n], the set [p]_G = {τ(p)|τ ∈ G} is called the G-orbit of p. Recall that we say p is equivalent with q with respect to σ, denoted by p ∼_σ q, if Spr_σ(p, q) � ∅. Then [p]_G = [q]_G if and only if p ∼_σ q.

We mainly show the existence of rational solutions of the equation (3.14) by the following three subsections.

3.1. Decomposition of rational functions

Let f = P/Q ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) be a rational function, where P, Q ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1})[α_n] are relatively prime. Then we can do a factorization

Q = c_q · I� i=1 q^{ki}_i ,

where c_q ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1}), I, k_i ∈ N \ {0}, and q_i ∈ F[α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n] are monic pairwise coprime irreducible polynomials with positive degree in α_n. By Algorithm 1, we can check whether q_i ≁_σ q_i′ for any i � i^′, and classify all of the polynomials q_i into distinct G-orbit, which leads to a fixed factorization

Q = c^′_q · I� i=1

J_i�

j=1 σ^{ℓi, j} (d_i)^{ki, j} ,

where c^′_q ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1}), I, J_i, k_{i, j} ∈ N \ {0}, ℓ_{i, j} ∈ Z, d_i ∈ F[α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n] are monic irreducible polynomials with positive degree in α_n. Moreover, d_i are in distinct G-orbits, and for all 1 ≤ ℓ_{i, j} � ℓ_{i, j}′ ≤ J_i, σ^{ℓi, j} (d_i) � σ^{ℓi, j′} (d_i). Based on this fixed factorization, for any 12 rational function f = P/Q ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), it could be written as the irreducible partial faction decomposition of the form

f = p + J� j=1

I_j�

i=1 e_{i, j}�

l=1 a_{i, j,l} σ^ℓ(d_i)^j

, (3.15)

where p ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1})[α_n, α^{−1}_n ], J, I_j, e_{i, j} ∈ N \ {0}, and a_{i, j,l} ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1})[α_n] with deg_{αn} (a_{i, j,l}) < deg_{αn} (d_i).

Note that the decomposition (3.15) depends on the choice of representatives d_i in distinct G-orbits. In order to obtain a unique decomposition of a rational function, we define one vector space, for given an irreducible polynomial d ∈ F[α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n] and j ∈ N \ {0}.

V_{[d]G, j} = span_{F(α1 α2,...,αn−1)} � a θ(d)^j � � �a ∈ F(α^1 , α^2, . . . , α^{n−1})[α^n], θ ∈ G, d ≁^σ α^n, degαn (a) < degαn (d) � . Also, we definite vector spaces to decompose p. For each i ∈ Z,

V_i = span_{F(α1 ,α2,...,αn−1)} � α^i_n � . Then any rational function f can be uniquely written in the form f = � i∈Z p_iα^i_n + J� j=1 � [d]_G

f_{[d]G, j} , (3.16)

where J ∈ N \ {0}, p_i ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1}), p_iα^i_n are in distinct V_i space and f_{[d]G, j} are in distinct V_{[d]G, j} space. The decomposition (3.16) is called an orbital partial fraction decomposition of f ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) with respect to α_n and σ.

3.2. Orbital reduction for summability

First, we transform the summabilty problem in the multivariate difference field F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) into the summability problem in vector spaces V_i and V_{[d]G, j} . Let Ω = Z∪{[d]_{G, j} | d is a irreducible polynomial in F[α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n] with deg_{αn} (d) ≥ 1 and d ≁_σ α_n, j ∈ N^+ }.

Lemma 3.1. If f ∈ V_ω for some ω ∈ Ω and L ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1})[G], then L( f ) ∈ V_ω.

Proof. Write L =

�_θ p_θ · θ with p_θ ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1}) and θ ∈ G.

If f ∈ V_i for i ∈ Z, then write f = f_iα^i_n with f_i ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1}). We have

p_θ · θ( f ) = p_θ · θ( f_iα^i_n) = p_θ · θ( f_i) · θ(α_n)^i.

Moreover θ( f_i) ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1}) and θ(α_n)^i ∈ V_i, then p_θ · θ( f ) ∈ V_i. So L( f ) ∈ V_i, since V_i is an F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1})-vector space.

If f ∈ V_{[d]G, j} , then write f =

�_{i ai}

b^j_i with ai ∈ F(α1 , α2, . . . , αn−1)[αn], bi ∈ F[α1 , α2, . . . , αn],

b_i ∼_σ d and deg_{αn} (a_i) < deg_{αn} (d). We have

p_θ · θ( f ) = � i p_θ · θ(a_i) θ(b_i)^j . 13

Moreover θ(b_i) ∼_σ d and deg_{αn} (p_θ · θ(a_i)) < deg_{αn} (θ(b_i)^j). So p_θ · θ( f ) ∈ V_{[d]G, j} which implies L( f ) ∈ V_{[d]G, j} .

Lemma 3.2. Let f ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) and write f =

�_{ω∈Ω}

f_ω. Then f is cσ-summable in F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) if and only if each f_ω is cσ-summable in V_ω for all ω ∈ Ω.

Proof. Assume f_ω = cσ(g_ω) − g_ω for some g_ω ∈ V_ω. Then f = � ω∈Ω f_ω = � ω∈Ω (cσ(g_ω) − g_ω) = cσ � � � � ω∈Ω g_ω � � � − � ω∈Ω g_ω,

which implies f is cσ-summable.

Conversely, assume f = cσ(g) − g. Write g =

�_{ω∈Ω} g_ω with g_ω ∈ V_ω. Then

f = cσ � � � � ω∈Ω g_ω � � � − � ω∈Ω g_ω = � ω∈Ω (cσ(g_ω) − g_ω) .

By Lemma 3.1, we have (cσ(g_ω) − g_ω) ∈ V_ω. Since the orbital partial decomposition of f is unique, f_ω = cσ(g_ω) − g_ω, which implies f_ω is cσ-summable in V_ω.

Then, based on the orbital partial fraction decomposition of f with respect to σ, it suffices to consider the cσ-summability problems of p_iα^i_n in V_i and f_{[d]G, j} in V_{[d]G, j} , respectively.

3.2.1. Reduction of the cσ-summability problem of rational functions in V_i

We only need consider the cσ-summability of f_i(α_1, . . . , α_{n−1})α^i_n in V_i for each fixed i ∈ Z.

Lemma 3.3. Let f ∈ F(α_1 , . . . , α_{n−1}) and i ∈ Z. Then f (α_1, . . . , α_{n−1})α^i_n is cσ-summable in V_i if and only if f (α_1, . . . , α_{n−1}) is c^′σ-summable in F(α_1 , . . . , α_{n−1}) with c^′ = cλ^i_n.

Proof. It is trivial for the sufficiency. For the necessity, assume f (α_1, . . . , α_{n−1})α^i_n is cσ-summable in V_i. Then f (α_1, . . . , α_{n−1})α^i_n = cσ(g(α_1, . . . , α_{n−1})α^i_n)−g(α_1, . . . , α_{n−1})α^i_n for some g(α_1, . . . , α_{n−1}) ∈ F(α_1 , . . . , α_{n−1}), and

f (α_1, . . . , α_{n−1})α^i_n = cλ^i_nσ(g(α_1, . . . , α_{n−1}))α^i_n − g(α_1, . . . , α_{n−1})α^i_n.

Since both f and g are free of α_n, it follows that

f (α_1, . . . , α_{n−1}) = cλ^i_nσ(g(α_1, . . . , α_{n−1})) − g(α_1, . . . , α_{n−1}),

which implies f (α_1, . . . , α_{n−1}) is c^′σ-summable in F(α_1 , . . . , α_{n−1}) with c^′ = cλ^i_n.

Note that we reduce the summablity problem in V_i with n variables to the summability problem in V_i with n − 1 variables. Now we consider the summability problem in V_i with n = 1.

Theorem 3.4. For f � 0 ∈ F, then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) f α^i_1 is cσ-summable in V_i;

(2) f is c^′σ-summable in F with c^′ = cλ^i_1; (3) λ^i_1 � 1/c.

Proof. It is obviously (1)⇔(2) by the Lemma 3.3. For the (2)⇔ (3), we have

f is c^′σ − summable in F ⇔ f = cλ^iσ(u) − u = u(cλ^i − 1) for some u ∈ F ⇔ cλ^i − 1 � 0 ⇔ λ^i � 1/c.

3.2.2. Reduction of the cσ-summability problem of rational functions in V_{[d]G, j} Lemma 3.5. For f ∈ V_{[d]G, j} , write f =

�_{ℓ∈Z aℓ}

σ^ℓ (d)^j , where aℓ ∈ F(α1 , α2, . . . , αn−1)[αn], degαn (aℓ)

< deg_{αn} (d). Then f can be decomposed into the form

f = Δ_{cσ}(g) + r, with r = a d^j , where g ∈ V_{[d]G, j} , a =

�_ℓ

(cσ)^{−ℓ}(a_ℓ) with deg_{αn} (a) < deg_{αn} (d). In particular, f is cσ-summable in V_{[d]G, j} if and only if r is cσ-summable in V_{[d]G, j} .

Proof. It suffices to prove that for each ℓ ∈ Z,^a_{σℓ (d) j} = Δ_{cσ}(g_ℓ) +^{(cσ)−ℓ (a)}_{d j} for some g_ℓ ∈ V_{[d]G, j} .

If ℓ = 0, take g_ℓ = 0. If ℓl > 0, then a σ^ℓ(d)^j = a σ^ℓ(d)^j − c^{−1}σ^{−1}(a) σ^{ℓ−1}(d)^j + c^{−1}σ^{−1}(a) σ^{ℓ−1}(d)^j

= cσ � c^{−1}σ^{−1}(a) σ^{ℓ−1}(d)^j � − c^{−1}σ^{−1}(a) σ^{ℓ−1}(d)^j + c^{−1}σ^{−1}(a) σ^{ℓ−1}(d)^j

= Δ_{cσ} � c^{−1}σ^{−1}(a) σ^{ℓ−1}(d)^j � + c^{−1}σ^{−1}(a) σ^{ℓ−1}(d)^j

= Δ_{cσ} � c^{−1}σ^{−1}(a) σ^{ℓ−1}(d)^j + c^{−2}σ^{−2}(a) σ^{ℓ−2}(d)^j

+ · · · + c^{−ℓ}σ^{−ℓ}(a) d^j � + (cσ)^{−ℓ}(a)

d^j . And for ℓ < 0, a σ^ℓ(d)^j = a σ^ℓ(d)^j − cσ(a) σ^{ℓ+1}(d)^j + cσ(a) σ^{ℓ+1}(d)^j = a σ^ℓ(d)^j

− cσ � a σ^ℓ(d)^j � + cσ(a) σ^{ℓ+1}(d)^j

= Δ_{cσ} � − a σ^ℓ(d)^j � + cσ(a) σ^{ℓ+1}(d)^j

= Δ_{cσ} � − a σ^ℓ(d)^j − cσ(a) σ^{ℓ+2}(d)^j

− · · · −

(cσ)^{−ℓ−1}(a) σ(d)^j � + (cσ)^{−ℓ}(a) d^j . In summary, a σ^ℓ(d)^j

= Δ_{cσ}(g_ℓ) +

(cσ)^{−ℓ}(a) d^j , where

g_l = � � � � � �_{ℓ−1i=0 (cσ)}i−ℓ_{(a)}

σ^i(d)^j , if ℓ > 0;

0, if ℓ = 0; − �_{−ℓ−1i=0 (cσ)}i_{(a)}

σ^{ℓ+i}(d)^j , if ℓ < 0.

Then it suffices to consider the cσ-summability criteria for^a_{d j} in V_{[d]G, j} .

3.3. cσ-summability criterion for simple fractions

For given an irreducible polynomial d ∈ F[α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n] with d ≁_σ α_n, we call^a_{d j} is a simple fraction in F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) , where j ∈ N\{0}, a ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1})[α_n] and deg_{αn} (a) < deg_{αn} (d). Note that each^a_{d j} is in V_{[d]G, j} .

Recall that the spread set Spr_σ(d, d) is a subgroup of Z by Lemma 2.5. Now we show the cσ-summability criteria for^a_{d j} in V_{[d]G, j} with Spr_σ(d, d) = {0} and Spr_σ(d, d) = kZ for some k ∈ N \ {0}, respectively.

Theorem 3.6. Let f =^a_{d j} ∈ V_{[d]G, j} , where j ∈ N \ {0}, d ∈ F[α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n] with d ≁_σ α_n, a ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1})[α_n] and deg_{αn} (a) < deg_{αn} (d). If Spr_σ(d, d) = {0}, then f is cσ-summable in F(α_1 , . . . , α_n) if and only if a = 0.

Proof. If a = 0, then f = Δ_{cσ}(0). For the necessary, assume f = Δ_{cσ}(g) with g ∈ V_{[d]G, j} .

Write g = ℓ_1�

i=ℓ_0

b_i σ^i(d)^j , where ℓ_0, ℓ_1 ∈ Z, ℓ_1 ≥ ℓ_0 ,b_{ℓ0} � 0, b_{ℓ1} � 0 and deg_{αn} (b_i) < deg_{αn} (d). Then

f = Δ_{cσ}(g) =

ℓ_1�

i=ℓ_0

cσ(b_i) σ^{i+1}(d)^j − ℓ_1�

i=ℓ_0

b_i σ^i(d)^j = cσ(b_{ℓ0} ) σ^{ℓ0 +1}(d)^j − b_{ℓ0} σ^{l0} (d)^j + cσ(b_{ℓ0+1}) σ^{ℓ0+2}(d)^j − b_{ℓ0+1} σ^{ℓ0+1}(d)^j

+ · · · + cσ(b_{ℓ1} ) σ^{ℓ1+1}(d)^j − b_{ℓ1} σ^{ℓ1} (d)^j = − b_{ℓ0} σ^{ℓ0} (d)^j + � cσ(b_{ℓ0} ) σ^{ℓ0+1}(d)^j − b_{ℓ0+1} σ^{ℓ0 +1}(d)^j � + · · · + � cσ(b_{ℓ1−1}) σ^{ℓ1} (d)^j − b_{ℓ1} σ^{ℓ1} (d)^j � + cσ(b_{ℓ1} ) σ^{ℓ1+1}(d)^j = ℓ_1+1�

i=ℓ_0

~b_i σ^i(d)^j ,

where ~b_{ℓ0} � 0, ~b_{ℓ1} � 0, ~b_{ℓ0} = −b_{ℓ0} , ~b_{ℓ1+1} = cσ(b_{ℓ1} ) and ~b_{ℓi} = cσ(b_{ℓi−1}) − b_i for each ℓ_0 < i ≤ ℓ_i. Also f =^a_{d j} , we have a d^j − ℓ_1+1�

i=ℓ_0

~b_i σ^i(d)^j

= 0.

Since Spr_σ(d, d) = {0}, σ^{ℓ0} (d), σ^{ℓ0+1}(d), · · · , σ^{ℓ1+1}(d) are pairwise coprime polynomials over F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1}). Then, by ~b_{ℓ0} � 0 and ~b_{ℓ1} � 0, there exist u_0, u_1 ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1}) \ {0} such that σ^{ℓ0} (d) = u_0d and σ^{ℓ1 +1}(d) = u_1d, respectively. Moreover, σ^{ℓ1 +1−ℓ0} (d) = ud, where u = u_1/u_0 ∈ F \ {0}, since σ does not change the total degree of a polynomial. Note that ℓ_1 + 1 − ℓ_0 > 0. That contradicts the fact that Spr_σ(d, d) = {0}.

Another criterion of cσ-summability with n = 1, λ_1 = q, c = 1 and q being not a root of unity in Theorem 3.7 is given by Chen and Singer [4].

Theorem 3.7. Let f =^a_{d j} ∈ V_{[d]G, j} ,where j ∈ N \ {0}, d ∈ F[α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n] with d ≁_σ α_n, a ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1})[α_n] and deg_{αn} (a) < deg_{αn} (d). If Spr_σ(d, d) = kZ for some k ∈ N \ {0} and σ^k(d) = ud for some u ∈ F\{0}, then f is cσ-summable in F(α_1 , . . . , α_n) if and only if a = Δ_{εσ}k (b) for some b ∈ F(α_1 , . . . , α_{n−1})[α_n] with deg_{αn} (b) < deg_{αn} (a) and ε = c^ku^{− j}.

Proof. We firstly consider the sufficiency. Since a = Δ_{εσ}k (b), a d^j = c^ku^{− j}σ^k(b) − b d^j = c^ku^{− j}σ^k(b) u^{− j}σ^k(d^j) − b d^j

= ((cσ)^k − 1) b d^j . Then ((cσ)^k − 1) = (cσ − 1) ·

�_{k−1i=1} (cσ)^i for all k > 0, which implies^a_{d j} = Δ_{cσ}(g) with g = �_{k−1i=1}

(cσ)^i

�_b

d^j � ∈ F(α_1 , . . . , α_n).

For the necessary, assume f = Δ_{cσ}(g) with g ∈ V_{[d]G, j} . Since Spr_σ(d, d) = kZ for some k ∈ N \ {0}, we can write g = k−1� i=0 b_i σ^i(d)^j , where b_i ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1})[α_n] and deg_{αn} (b_i) < deg_{αn} (d). Then

f = Δ_{cσ}(g) = k−1� i=0 cσ(b_i) σ^{i+1}(d)^j − k−1� i=0 b_i σ^i(d)^j = cσ(b_0) σ(d)^j − b_0 d^j + cσ(b_1) σ^2(d)^j − b_1 σ(d)^j

+ · · · + cσ(b_{k−1}) σ^k(d)^j − b_{k−1} σ^{k−1}(d)^j = − b_0 d^j + � cσ(b_0) σ(d)^j − b_1 σ(d)^j � + · · · + � cσ(b_{k−2}) σ^{k−1}(d)^j − b_{k−1} σ^{k−1}(d)^j � + cσ(b_{k−1}) σ^k(d)^j = � cu^{− j}σ(b_{k−1}) d^j − b_0 d^j � + � cσ(b_0) σ(d)^j − b_1 σ(d)^j � + · · · + � cσ(b_{k−2}) σ^{k−1}(d)^j − b_{k−1} σ^{k−1}(d)^j �

= k−1� i=0 ~b_i σ^i(d)^j ,

where ~b_0 = cu^{− j}σ(b_{k−1}) − b_0, ~b_i = cσ(b_{i−1}) − b_i for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1. Since Spr_σ(d, d) = kZ, d, σ(d), · · · , σ^{k−1}(d) are pairwise coprime polynomials over F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1}).

Then, by f =^a_{d j} , we have � � � � � � � � � a + b_0 − cu^{− j}σ(b_{k−1}) = 0 b_1 = cσ(b_0) b_2 = cσ(b_1) . . b_{k−1} = cσ(b_k) ,

17 which implies a = c^ku^{− j}σ^k(b_0) − b_0 = Δ_{εσ}k (b).

For the cσ-summability of a simple fraction^a_{d j} in V_{[d]G, j} , by Theorem 3.7, it suffices to consider the εσ^k-summability of a in F(α_1 , . . . , α_{n−1})[α_n].

Theorem 3.8. For a ∈ F(α_1 , . . . , α_{n−1})[α_n], write a =

�_{ℓi=0} a_iα^i_n with a_i ∈ F(α_1 , . . . , α_{n−1}), then a = Δ_{εσ}k (g) with deg_{αn} (g) < deg_{αn} (a) in F(α_1 , . . . , α_{n−1})[α_n] if and only if each a_i is ε^′σ^ksummable in F(α_1 , . . . , α_{n−1}) with ε^′ = ελ^{ki}_n .

Proof. The proof is entirely analogous to that of Lemma 3.2, and is omitted.

Another criterion of cσ-summability with n = 1, λ_1 = q, c = 1, and q being a root of unity in Theorem 3.8 is given by Chen and Singer [5].

According to Theorems 3.7 and 3.8, we reduce the summability problem in V_{[d]G, j} with n variables to the summability problem with n − 1 variables, hence the summability problem can be solved by the reduction. Based on these, we present an algorithm for computing one solution g ∈ F(α_1 , α_2 . . . , α_n) of the equation (3.14):

Algorithm 2 IsSummable ( f, [α_1, . . . , α_n], cσ)

Input: a rational function f ∈ F(α_1 , α_2 . . . , α_n), c ∈ F \ {0}, and an automorphism σ on F(α_1 , α_2 . . . , α_n) such that σ(α_i) = λ_iα_i with λ_i ∈ F \ {0} Output: g ∈ F(α_1 , α_2 . . . , α_n), if f = cσ(g) − g for some g ∈ F(α_1 , α_2 . . . , α_n); False, otherwise.

1 using the spread computation and partial fraction decomposition, decompose f into f = � i∈Λ p_iα^i_n + J� j=1 � [d]_G

f_{[d]G, j} ,

where Λ ⊂ Z, J ∈ N \ {0}, p_i ∈ F(α_1 , . . . , α_{n−1}) \ {0}, p_iα^i_n are in distinct V_i space, and f_{[d]G, j} are in distinct V_{[d]G, j} space.

2 apply the reduction to each component f_{[d]G, j} such that

f = Δ_{cσ}(g) + r, with r = � i∈Λ p_iα^i_n + I� i=1

J_i�

j=1 a_{i, j}

d^j_i ,

where I, J_i ∈ N \ {0}, and each^{ai, j}_{d ji} is the reminder of f_{[di ]G, j} in Lemma 3.5.

3 if

�_{i∈Λ} p_iα^i_n = 0 and r = 0, return g;

4 if

�_{i∈Λ} p_iα^i_n � 0, then for i ∈ Λ, do 5 if n > 1,

IsSummable (p_i, [α_1, . . . , α_{n−1}], cλ^i_nσ).

6 if p_i is cλ^i_nσ-summable, let q_i be such that p_i = Δ_{cλ}i_{nσ}(q_i);

otherwise return False. 7 else (n = 1) 18

8 if λ^i_1 �^1_c , let q_i =^{pi}_{cλi1−1} ;

otherwise return False. 9 update g = g + q_iα^i_n. 10 for i from 1 to I, do

compute k_i ∈ N and u_i ∈ F such that Spr_σ(d_i, d_i) = k_iZ and σ^{ki} (d_i) = u_id_i. 11 for j from 1 to J_i, do 12 if Spr_σ(d_i, d_i) = {0}, then if a_{i, j} � 0, return False;

13 else write a_{i, j} =

�_{ℓ∈L}

i, j ai, j,ℓα ℓ n, where a_{i, j,ℓ} ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_{n−1}) \ {0} and L_{i, j} ⊂ N.

let ε_{i, j} = c^{ki} u^{− j}_i .

14 for ℓ ∈ L_{i, j}, do 15 if n > 1, IsSummable(a_{i, j,ℓ}, [α_1, α_2, . . . , α_{n−1}], ε_{i, j}λ^{ℓki}_n σ^{ki} ).

16 if a_{i, j,ℓ} is ε_{i, j}λ^{ℓki}_n σ^{ki} -summable, let b_{i, j,ℓ} be such that a_{i, j,ℓ} = Δ_{εi, jλ}ℓk_{in σki} (b_{i, j,ℓ}); otherwise return False.

17 else (n = 1) 18 if λ^{ℓki}_i � 1/ε_{i, j,}, let b_{i, j,ℓ} =^{ai, j,ℓ}_{εi, jλℓki1 −1} ; otherwise return False;

19 update g = g +

�_{ki−1} m=1 c^mσ^m

�_{bi, j,ℓ αℓn}

d^j_i � . 21 return g

In Algorithm 2, “False” represents f is not cσ-summable in F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n).

4. The rational solution set

In this section, let (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), σ) be the multivariate difference field, which is defined by (2.4), c ∈ F \ {0}, f ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), we construct all of rational solutions g ∈ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) of the difference equation

cσ(g) − g = f. (4.17)

Let Sol_{c, f} denote the set of the rational solutions of (4.17).

First, we show a relationship between Sol_{c, f} and the constant field Const_σ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n) of the multivariate difference field (F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), σ).

Theorem 4.1. Let g^∗ be a rational solution of the equation (4.17).

(1) If the homogeneous difference equation cσ(g) − g = 0 has only zero solution, then

Sol_{c, f} = {g^∗}.

(2) If the homogeneous difference equation cσ(g) − g = 0 has a nonzero solution ~g, then

Sol_{c, f} = {F~g + g^∗ | F ∈ Const_σ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n)}.

Proof. (1) Without lose of generality, assume g ∈ Sol_{c, f} with g � g^∗, then cσ(g − g^∗) − (g − g^∗) = (cσ(g)−g)+(cσ(g^∗ −g^∗)) = f − f = 0. So g−g^∗ is a nonzero solution of the equation cσg−g = 0, which is a contradiction.

(2) If F ∈ Const_σ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n), it can be directly checked that F~g + g^∗ is a solution of the equation (4.17).

For the necessary, take an arbitrary rational solution g of (4.17), then σ � g − g^∗ ~g � � � g − g^∗ ~g � = σ(g − g^∗) g − g^∗ · ~g σ~g = c · 1 c = 1.

That implies^{g−g∗}_{~g} ∈ Const_σ F(α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n). By the arbitrariness of g, we get the result.

We could get one rational solution g^∗ of the difference equation (4.17) by Algorithm 2, if it exists. Next, we only need find a nonzero rational solution ~g of the difference equation

cσ(g) − g = 0, (4.18)

where c ∈ F \ {0}.

Theorem 4.2. Let c ∈ F \ {0}. If c � {λ^{i1}_1 λ^{i2}_2 . . . λ^{in}_n |i_1, i_2 . . . , i_n ∈ Z}, then the equation (4.18) has only zero solution.

Proof. Suppose ~g = p/q is a nonzero rational solution of the equation (4.18), where p, q ∈ F[α_1 , α_2, . . . , α_n] \ {0} are two coprime polynomials. Then σp p · q σq = 1/c,

and there exist t_1, t_2 ∈ F \ {0} such that σp p = t_1, σq q = t_2, and t_1/t_2 = 1/c. (4.19)

Without lose of generality, we may further suppose p, q are monic and

p = α^{mp} + � α^i<α^{mp}

p_iα^i, q = α^{mq} + � α^j<α^{mq}

q_jα^j,

where p_i, q_i ∈ F, m_p = (m_{1p}, m_{2p}, . . . , m_{np}), m_q = (m_{1q}, m_{2q}, . . . , m_{np}), i = (i_1, i_2, . . . , i_n), j = ( j_1, j_2, . . . , j_n) ∈ N^n , α^{mp} = α^{m1p}_1 α^{m2p}_2 . . . α^{mnp}_n , α^{mq} = α^{m1q}_1 α^{m2q}_2 . . . α^{mnq}_n , α^i = α_1^{i1} α_2^{i2} . . . α_n^{in} and α^j = α_1^{j1} α_2^{j2} . . . α_n^{jn} .

Then, by (4.19) and Lemma 2.6, we have

σ(α^{mp} ) = λ^{mp} · α^{mp} = t_1α^{mp} , σ(α^{mq} ) = λ^{mq} · α^{mq} = t_2α^{mq} ,

where λ^{mp} = λ_1^{m1p} λ_2^{m2p} . . . λ_n^{mnp} and λ^{mq} = λ_1^{m1q} λ_2^{m2q} . . . λ_n^{mnq} . So

λ^{mq} /λ^{mp} = t_2/t_1 = c.

That contradicts the fact that c � {λ^{i1}_1 λ^{i2}_2 . . . λ^{in}_n |i_1, i_2 . . . , i_n ∈ Z}.

Theorem 4.3. Let c ∈ F \ {0}. If there exist i_1, i_2, . . . , i_n ∈ Z such that λ^{i1}_1 λ^{i2}_2 · · · λ^{in}_n = c^{−1}, then g~= α^{i1}_1 α^{i2}_2 · · · α^{in}_n is a rational solution of the equation (4.18).

Proof. Substituting ~g = α^{i1}_1 α^{i2}_2 · · · α^{in}_n into the left hand side of the equation (4.18), we have

cσ~g − ~g = cσ(α^{i1}_1 α^{i2}_2 · · · α^{in}_n ) − α^{i1}_1 α^{i2}_2 · · · α^{in}_n

= c · λ^{i1}_1 λ^{i2}_2 · · · λ^{in}_n · α^{i1}_1 α^{i2}_2 · · · α^{in}_n − α^{i1}_1 α^{i2}_2 · · · α^{in}_n

= c · c^{−1} · α^{i1}_1 α^{i2}_2 · · · α^{in}_n − α^{i1}_1 α^{i2}_2 · · · α^{in}_n = 0.

Note that, for given λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_n, c, we could find i_1, . . . , i_n ∈ Z such that λ^{i1}_1 λ^{i2}_2 · · · λ^{in}_n = c^{−1} by using the algorithm about the exponent lattice in [17].

Acknowledgement. The authors would like to thank Manuel Kauers for discussions about the exponent lattice problem of algebraic numbers. L. Du was supported by the Austrian FWF grant P31571–N32.

References

[1] S.A. Abramov, M. Bronstein, M. Petkovšek, C. Schneider. On rational and hypergeometric solutions of linear ordinary difference equations in ΠΣ^∗-field extensions. J. Symbolic Comput., 107(2021), 23–66.

[2] S.A. Abramov, M. van Hoeij. Integration of solutions of linear functional equations. Integral Transforms Spec.

Funct., 8(1999), 3–12.

[3] M. Bronstein. On solutions of linear ordinary difference equations in their coefficient field. J. Symbolic Comput., 29(2000), 841–877.

[4] S. Chen, M.F. Singer. Residues and telescopers for bivariate rational functions. Adv. in Appl. Math., 49(2)(2012), 111–133.

[5] S. Chen, M.F. Singer. On the summability of bivariate rational functions. J. Algebra, 409(2014), 320–343. [6] S. Chen, M. Kauers. Some open problems related to creative telescoping. J. Syst. Sci. Complex., 30(2017), 154–172. [7] W.Y.C. Chen, Q.-H. Hou, Y.-P. Mu. Applicability of the q-analogue of Zeilberger’s algorithm. J. Symbolic Comput., 39(2005), 155–170.

[8] H. Du, H. Huang, Z. Li. A q-Analogue of the Modified Abramov-Petkovšek Reduction. Eds. by C. Schneider and E.

Zima, Advances in Computer Algebra, Springer Proceedings in Mathematics and Statistics, 226(2018), 105–129. [9] G. Ge. Algorithms Related to Multiplicative Representations of Algebraic Numbers, Ph.D. Thesis, U.C. Berkeley.

1993.

[10] I.M. Gel’fand, M.I. Graev, V.S. Retakh. General hypergeometric systems of equations and series of hypergeometric type. Russian Math. Surveys, 47(4)(1992), 1–82.

[11] R. W. Gosper. Decision procedure for indefinite hypergeometric summation. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 75(1978), 40–42.

[12] Q.-H. Hou, Y. Wei. Rational solutions to the first order difference equations in the bivariate difference field. To be submitted.

[13] M. Karr. Summation in finite terms. J. Assoc. Comput. Mach., 28(1981) 305–350. [14] M. Karr. Theory of summation in finite terms. J. Symbolic Comput., 1(1985) 303–315. [15] E. Kilic. Tribonacci sequences with certain indices and their sums. Ars. Comb., 86(2008), 13–22. [16] M. Kauers. Algorithms for Nonlinear Higher Order Difference Equations. PhD thesis, Johannes Kepler University Linz, 2005.

[17] M. Kauers, P. Nuspl, V. Pillwein. Order bounds for c^2-finite sequences. In ISSAC’23, page 389–397, 2023. ACM. [18] P. Faccin. Computational Problems in Algebra: Units in Group Rings and Subalgebras of Real Simple Lie Algebras.

PhD thesis, University of Trento, 2014.

[19] C. Schneider. Symbolic Summation in Difference Dields. PhD thesis, Johannes Kepler Universit,at Linz, 2001. [20] C. Schneider. A refined difference field theory for symbolic summation. J. Symbolic Comput., 43(2008), 611–644.

[21] C. Schneider. Simplifying multiple sums in difference fields. Eds. by J. Blumlein and C. Schneider, Computer Algebra in Quantum Field Theory: Integration, Summation and Special Functions, Texts and Monographs in Symbolic Computation, Springer, (2013), 325–360.

[22] B. Sturmfels, R. Weismantel, G.M. Ziegler. Gröbner bases of lattices, corner polyhedra, and integer programming.

Beiträge Algebra Geom., 36(2)(1995), 281–298.

[23] R.-H. Wang. An algorithmic approach to the q-summability problem of bivariate rational functions. J. Syst. Sci.

Complex., 34(2021), 107–121.

[24] D. Zeilberger. A fast algorithm for proving terminating hypergeometric identities. Discrete Math., 80(2)(1990), 207–211.

[25] D. Zeilberger. The method of creative telescoping. J. Symbolic Comput., 11(3)(1991), 195–204. [26] T. Zheng. Characterizing triviality of the exponent lattice of a polynomial through Galois and Galois-like groups.

Eds. by F. Boulier, M. England, T. M. Sadykov, and E. V. Vorozhtsov, Computer Algebra in Scientific Computing, Springer International Publishing, (2020), 621–641.

[27] T. Zheng. A fast algorithm for computing multiplicative relations between the roots of a generic polynomial. J.

Symbolic Comput., 104(2021), 381–401.

[28] T. Zheng, B. Xia. An effective framework for constructing exponent lattice basis of nonzero algebraic numbers. In ISSAC’19, page 371–378, 2019. ACM.