arXiv:1501.02755v1l [math.AG] 12 Jan 2015

Computation of Diferential Chow Forms for Prime Berential
Ideals’

Wei Li and Yinghong Li

KLMM, Academy of Mathematics and Systems Science
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100190, China

Abstract

In this paper, we propose algorithms to computéedéntial Chow forms for prime fierential
ideals which are given by their characteristic sets. Thenralgorithm is based on an optimal
bound for the order of a primeftierential ideal in terms of its characteristic set under aitrary
ranking, which shows the Jacobi bound conjecture holdgsrctise. Apart from the order bound,
we also give a degree bound for theéfeiential Chow form. In addition, for prime fiérential
ideals given by their characteristic sets under an ordariiing, a much more simpler algorithm
is given to compute its tlierential Chow form. The computational complexity of botlsiisgle
exponential in terms of the Jacobi number, the maximal degréhe diferential polynomials in
the characteristic set and the number of variables.

Keywords: Differential Chow form, Jacobi bound, Characteristic set, ISiagponential
algorithm

1. Introduction

The Chow form, also known as the Cayley form, is a basic caniceplgebraic geome-
try [5, 12] and a powerful tool in elimination theory. It preserves mameresting properties
of the corresponding variety and also has important apgics in many fields. For example,
Wu managed to define Chern numbers for algebraic varietigsasbitrary singularities via the
Chow form B2]; The Chow form was also used as a tool to obtain deep resultariscendental
number theory by Nesterenka4] and Philippon 25]; Brownawell made a major breakthrough
in elimination theory by developing new properties of theo@Horm and proving anféective
version of the Nullstellensatz with optimal boun@$. [Recent study also shows that the Chow
form has a close relation with sparse elimination the®nap]. All these show the necessity of
developing éicient algorithms to compute the Chow form.

Krick et al. showed that the Chow form of an equidimensioraiety given by polynomial
equations can be computed in single exponential time vidfanta/e version of quantifier elim-
ination in the first order theory of algebraically closedd&[20]. Caniglia gave an algorithm
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which is based on linear algebra to compute the Chow form fiouremixed polynomial ideal
in single exponential time and as an application, the coatfmrtal information about primary
decomposition of this ideal can be obtaingdl [ Jeronimo et al. gave a bounded probabilis-
tic algorithm whose complexity is polynomial in the size @hd geometric degree of the input
polynomial equation systeni{].

Differential algebraic geometry founded by Ritt and Kolchinsam studying dterential
equations in a similar way that polynomial equations ardistlin algebraic geometry, 17].
Recently, we generalized the algebraic Chow form to ifedéntial analog and the theory of dif-
ferential Chow forms in bothffine and projective dierential algebraic geometry was developed
[8, 22). It has been shown that most of the basic properties of thebahic Chow form can be
extended to its dierential counterpar8]. Next, it is quite natural to explore further problems
related to diferential Chow form in both algorithmic and applied aspeBig.its definition, we
know the diferential Chow form can be computed by the characteristimsghod. However, it
is hard to estimate the computational complexity if using thethod. Recall that the fiiéren-
tial Chow form preserves the main properties of thiedléntial ideal, so these properties should
be considered in order to realizéfieient algorithms for computing theftirential Chow form.
Bearing this principle in mind, in this paper, we focus onidimg dficient algorithms to compute
differential Chow forms for prime tierential ideals.

In general, there is no algorithm to test whether a givenligegarime or not. However, for
most applications, prime fierential ideals are often given by their characteristic séth re-
spect to some ranking. Thus, the main problem we considérisrpaper is as follows. Given
a prime diferential ideal represented by its characteristic set uaderbitrary ranking, devise
an algorithm to compute its flerential Chow form and estimate the computational complex-
ity in the worst case. Although this can be realized by medradgorithms on transforming
characteristic sets from one ranking to anotte2B, 10] as explained in§], these algorithms
either lack complexity analysis or are so general as fiatient enough. We will propose an
algorithm to compute the fferential Chow form in single exponential time which reqsioaly
linear algebraic computations in the base field of the ideal.

For a prime diferential ideall = sat(A) in the diferential polynomial ringF{ys, ..., Y¥n},
whereA is a characteristic set of w.r.t. some ranking#, the dimension off can be read
off from A which is just equal to — [A|. Intersecting/ with n — |A| + 1 generic diterential
hyperplanes, by definition, theftérential Chow form is just a fierential polynomial in the
codficients of these hyperplanes with minimal order and also ofmmal degree under this or-
der among all polynomials contained in the intersectiomlid®aturally, we first need to give
bounds for the order and the degree of thgedential Chow form. First, byd, Theorem 4.11],
the order of the dferential Chow form is just equal to the order of the corresiiogm prime
differential ideal. So it is equivalent to give an order boundtffier prime diferential ideal in
terms of its characteristic set. Here, two cases should hsidered according to whethéf
is an orderly ranking or not. IfA is a characteristic set df under some orderly ranking, then
the precise order of is just equal to ordf). But whenZ is an arbitrary ranking, the prob-
lem becomes much more complicated. 19]] Golubitsky et al. obtained an order bound by
proposing ord{) < |A| - maxe#0rd(A). This bound is non-optimal, and they conjectured that
ord(Z) < Y™ m, wheremy = maxaczord(A,y)) andmy > mp > --- > my, without giving a
proof. In this paper, combining the result of Kondrativa ket @n Jacobi’s bound for systems
of independent dierential polynomials, we prove that the orderfofs bounded by the Jacobi
number ofA, which is a better bound than that in the above conjecture@srsin Example4.

We also give a Bezout-type degree bound for the prinfieidintial ideal in terms of the de-
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grees of the dferential polynomials in its characteristic set. Then basethe order and degree
bounds, we give algorithms to computedfdrential Chow forms. The algorithms require only
linear algebraic computations in the base field of the ideatsthe computational complexities
in the worst case are single exponential in terms of Jacabibaus.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section Ryesbasic notation and prelimi-
nary results about fierential algebra will be given. Section 3 contributes taegin algorithm to
compute diferential Chow forms for prime fierential ideals represented by characteristic sets
w.r.t. orderly rankings. In section 4, for more general gridiferential ideals given by charac-
teristic sets under arbitrary rankings, we give an algarith compute dterential Chow forms.
Finally, we conclude this paper and propose open problenfsfither research in section 5.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, some basic notations and preliminary tesaoldiferential algebra will be
given. For more details aboutftérential algebra, please refer &) L9, 17, 27, 29].

2.1. Diferential polynomial algebra

Let ¥ be a fixed ordinary dierential field of characteristic zero with a derivation ager
6. For ease of notations, we use primes and expongrits ¢enote derivatives undéy and for
eacha e 7, denotedl = {a,a®, ..., a™} andal®! = {a®|i > 0}. Throughout this paper, unless
otherwise indicated; is kept fixed during any discussion. A typical example dfatiential field
is Q(t) which is the field of rational functions in the varialileith § = d%

Let G be a diferential extension field of andS a subset ofz. We denote respectively by
FIS], F(S), F{S}, andF(S) the smallest subring, the smallest subfield, the small&&rdntial
subring, and the smallestftérential subfield ofz containing# andS. And G is said to be
finitely generated oveF if there exists a finite subs& c G such thatg = 7(S).

Let ® be the free communicative semigroup with unit (written nplitatively) generated
by 6. A subset® of a differential extension fielg; of # is said to be dferentially dependent
over ¥ if the set fa)geo.qcx IS algebraically dependent over, and otherwise, it is said to be
differentially independent over, or to be a family of dierential indeterminates ovér (abbr.
differential# -indeterminates). In the cageconsists of only one element we say thatr is
differentially algebraic or dierentially transcendental ovér respectively. A maximal subsgt
of G which is diferentially independent over is said to be a dierential transcendence basis
of G overF. We use d.tr.deg/F to denote the dierential transcendence degregbverF,
which is the cardinal number ©1.

Supposeg: and G, are two ditferential extension fields of. A homomorphism (reps.
isomorphism) from G to G, is calleda differential homomorphism (reps. isomorphism) over
¥ if ¢ commutes withs and leaves each element®finvariant.

A differential extension fiel& of ¥ is called a universal élierential extension field, if for any
finitely generated dierential extension field; c & of # and any finitely generatedftirential
extension fieldr;, of #1 not necessarily contained &) there exists a dlierential extension field
F3 c & of F1 such thatrs is differentially isomorphic t6, over#;. Such a universal éfierential
extension field ofF always exists17].

Now supposeS is a universal dterential extension field of, andY = {y1,...,yn} is a
set of diferential indeterminates ové. For anyy € Y, denotesty by y¥. The elements of
FAY} = ?‘[y(jk) |j =1,...,n;k € N] are calleddifferential polynomial®ver# in Y, and#{Y}
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itself is called thedifferential polynomial ring over ¥ in Y. A differential polynomial ideal
I in F{Y} is an algebraic ideal which is closed under derivation, é.) € 7. And a prime
differential ideal is a dierential ideal which is prime as an algebraic polynomiahldeFor
convenience, a primefilerential ideal is assumed not to be the unit ideal in this pape

By a differential @fine space, we mean any one of the €& € N). LetX be a subset of
differential polynomials irF{Y}. A pointn € E"is called a diferential zero ok if f(n) = O for
any f € X. The set of all dferential zeros oE is denoted by (X), which is called a dferential
variety defined ovef. A pointn € V(Z) is called a generic point of a primeftérential ideal
I ¢ F{Y} if for any differential polynomialf € #{Y} we havef(n) =0 o f € 7. Itis well
known that:

Lemma 1. A non-unit diferential ideal is prime if and only if it has a generic point.

We conclude this section by giving the definition and soméchi@®perties of Kahler dier-
entials which will be used in this paper. (S&& for more details on Kahler étierentials in the
purely algebraic case anil] for Kahler differentials in diferential algebra.)

Definition 2. Let R be a field and S an R-algebra. The modulatiler diferentialsof S over
R, writtenQg/r, is the S-module generated by the{s§f) : f € S} subject to the relations

d(bb) = bd(b') + b'd(b)
d(ab+ ab’) = ad(b) + a'd(b')

foralla,a € R,and hb’ € S.

Theorem 3. [15] If R is a field of characteristic zero and S is a field extensidir, then the
elements)y,...,n of S are algebraically independent over R if and only(ifi, . . ., d(n,) are
linearly independent over S.

Lemma 4. [15] If ¥ is a djfferential field and S is a gferential algebra ovef with derivation
operators, thenQs;# has a canonical structure of gierential module over S such that for each
beS,

6d(b) = do(b).

2.2. Characteristic sets of ag#trential polynomial ideal

Let f be a diferential polynomial inF{Y}. The order off w.r.t. y; is the greatest number
k such thatyi(") appears fectively in f, denoted by ord, y;). If y; does not appear ifi, set
ord(f,y;) = —c0. Theorder of f is defined to be matord(f, y;)}, denoted by ord).

A ranking Z is a total order ove®(Y) if satisfying 1)da > « for all @ € O(Y) and 2)
a1 > ap = day > day for all a1, az € B(Y). Below are two important kinds of ranking:

1. Elimination ranking y; > yj = é*y; > d'y; for anyk, | > 0.
2. Orderly ranking k > | = 6%y, > d'y; for anyi, j € {1,...,n}.

Let f be a diferential polynomial inF{Y} endowed with a rankingZ. Theleaderof f is the

greatest derivative w.r.tZ which appearsféectively in f, denoted by Idf). Regardingf as a

univariate polynomial in Idf), its leading cofficient is called thénitial of f, denoted by{, and

the partial derivative of w.r.t. 1d(f) is called theseparantof f, denoted by & For any two

differential polynomiald, gin 7{Y}, f is said to be of lower rank tham denoted byf < g, if 1)
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Id(f) < Id(g), or 2) Id(f) = Id(g) and degt, Id(f)) < deg@,Id(f)). And f is said to be reduced
w.r.t. g if no proper derivatives of Idf) appear inf and degt, Id(g)) < deg@, Id(g)). Let A be
a set of diferential polynomials. ThetAl is said to be an auto-reduced set if eacffiedéential
polynomial inA is reduced w.r.t any other element@f Every auto-reduced set is finit27).

Let A be an auto-reduced set. We denotg td be the set of all initials and separants#f
and H; the minimal multiplicative set containing 41 The saturation dierential ideal of# is
defined to be

sat(A) = [A] : HE = {f e 7{Y} | Ih € H, s.thf € [A]}.

The algebraic saturation ideal gt is defined to be asak) = (A) : 15, where [ is the mul-
tiplicative set generated by the initials of polynomialsAin We use capital calligraphic letters
such asA, B, ... to denote auto-reduced sets and use notafion Ay, . . ., A; to specify the list
of the elements afd arranged in order of increasing rank.

LetA = Ay,..., A be an auto-reduced set withand $ being the initial and separant &f,
and f an arbitrary diferential polynomial. Then there exists an algorithm, chRtt-Kolchin
algorithm of diferential reduction9], which reduced w.r.t. A to a diferential polynomiat
that is reduced w.r.tA, satisfying that

t
S¥18 . f = r,mod [4],
=1

whered; ande (i = 1,...,t) are nonnegative integers. We call thighedifferential remaindepof
f w.r.t. A, denoted by renf(, A). Throughout the paper, theffirential remainder w.r.t. an auto-
reduced set is always assumed to be computed by performéngduction algorithm described
in [29, Section 6].

An auto-reduced sét contained in a dferential polynomial se$ is said to be &haracteristic
setof Sif S does not contain any nonzero element reduced®./t characteristic sat of a dif-
ferential ideal reduces all elements gf to zero. Furthermore, iff is prime, then7 = sat().

Definition 5. For an auto-reduced sefl = Ay,..., A with Id(A) = yg’i), the order ofA is
defined a®rd(A) = ¥!_, 0, and the se¥ \ {y,, . . ., Yq) is called theparametric sevf A.

Finally, we recall the definition of dlierential dimension and order for a primdtdiential
ideal 7, which are closely related to characteristic set$ of

Let 7 be a prime dierential ideal inF{Y} and¢ = (¢1,...,&) a generic point off. The
differential dimensiorof 7 or V(1) is defined as the fferential transcendence degree of the
differential extension field (&, ..., &) overF, that is, dim{) = d.tr.degF(&1,. .., &)/F . By
[13], the diferential dimension of is equal to the cardinal number of the parametric set of its
characteristic set w.r.t. any ranking.

Definition 6. [16] Let I be a prime dfferential ideal ofF {Y} with a generic poing = (171, .. ., 7n).
Then there exists a unique numerical polynonaialt) such thatwz(t) = tr.deg?—”(ni“) S
1,...,n;j < t)/F for all syficiently large te N. w(t) is called thedifferential dimension
polynomialof 7.

Theorem 7. [28, Theorem 13] Letl be a prime dfferential ideal of dimension d. Then the
differential dimension polynomial df is of the formwz(t) = d(t + 1) + h. The number h is
defined to be the order df, denoted byrd(Z). And if A is a characteristic set of under any
orderly ranking, therord(Z) = ord(A).

5



2.3. Chow form for a prime gferential ideal

In this section, we recall the definition of theff@irential Chow form and some of its basic
properties. For more details abouffdrential Chow form, please refer t8][

A generic diferential hyperplane is the zero set of &eliential polynomialip + uyy; + -« - +
UnYn contained inS" where they; € & are diferentially independent ovér. LetZ C F{Y} be a
prime diferential ideal of dimensiod and

Pi = Up+ Uayr + -+ Uinyn (i = 0,...,d)

bed + 1 generic diferential hyperplanes. For eachdenoteu; = (ujo, Ui, ..., Up), andu =
Uidzo ui \ {uio}. Let[Z,Po,...,P4] be the ideal generated ki and theP; in F{Y, uo,..., Ug}.
Then by B],

Lemma 8. [1,Po,...,Pq] N F{uo,...,Uq}is a prime diferential ideal of codimension one.

By the theory of characteristic sets, there exists an ity differential polynomiaF (uo,
...,Ug) € F{ug,...,uUg} such that{F} is a characteristic set of [Py, ...,Pq] N F{uo, ..., Uq}
under any ranking. That is,

[Z,Po,...,Pq] N Fluo,...,uUq} = satF).

This F is defined to be thdifferential Chow fornof 7.

Differential Chow forms can uniquely characterize their cpoesling diferential ideals.
The following theorem gives some basic properties @fedéntial Chow forms which will be
used later.

Theorem 9. Let 7 c F{Y} be a prime dfferential ideal of dimension d and order h with

F(ug, Uy, . .., Ug) its differential Chow form. Then the following assertions hold.

1. ordfF) = h. And for each y appearing gectively in F, we haverd(F, u;;) = h. In particular,
ord(F, ujp) = h.

2. F(uo,...uy) is differentially homogeneous of the same degree in eg@h= 0, .. ., d). Namely,
there exists a nonnegative integer r such that for each i auliffarential indeterminatel,

F(ug,...,Auj,...,ug) =r-F(Uo,...,Uj,...,Uq).
— 9F . _ OF 9F \, _ OF fti
3. A=F, ﬁuggyl W auggyn a0 is a characteristic setof [ 7, P, ..., Pg] € F{Uo, ..., Ud,

Y} w.r.t. the elimination rankingds < --- < Ugg < Y1 < - -+ < ¥n.
4. Suppose F; is obtained from F by interchanging, andu. in F. Then F; and F djfer at
most by a sign.

3. Computation of differential Chow forms for prime differential ideals represented by
characteristic sets under orderly rankings

In this section, we will give an algorithm to compute thé&eliential Chow form for a prime
differential ideal represented by its characteristic set.wamnt orderly ranking based on linear
algebraic techniques and then estimate its computatiamapexity.

Given a prime dierential ideal satfl) with A its characteristic set under an orderly ranking,
by Theorems7 and9, the order of its dferential Chow form is equal to ordf). In order to
estimate the computational complexity, degree boundslacereeeded. So before giving the
algorithm, we first give the degree bound for th&efiential Chow form.

IHereA is a triangular set but may not be an ascending chain. Notéhtkaliferential remainder o{%’zﬁj w.rt. Fis
00

not zero, sQA can also serve as a characteristic set.
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3.1. Degree bound of thefBrential Chow form in terms of characteristic set under adesty
ranking

In this section, we will give the degree bound for théeliential Chow form of a prime
differential ideal. Before giving the main result, we firstly dseme lemmas.

Lemma 10. [11, 23] Let 7 be a prime ideal inF[Y] andZ, = 7 N F[X,..., %] foranyl <
r <n. Thendeg(’,) < deg(?).

Lemma 11. [21, Proposition 1] Let E ,Fm € F1Y] be polynomials generating an ideal
of dimension r. SupposiegFi) = -+ > degq:m) and let D:= [][-; deg(i). Thendeg(?) < D.

Lemma 12. Let7 c F{Y} be a prime dfferential ideal of dimension d Wit{’Al, ...,Anglasa
characteristic set of w.r.t. an orderly ranking andie= ord(A), h = 2” a. Suppose F is the
differential Chow form of. Then

- h-en-
(F) = (Al Al el plT 0PI Hx — 1) n o ulY, . ol
whereH = [T"-9 14 Sa, and % is a new indeterminant.

Proof. First, we claim thatr n Y] = (A"l A& Hyy — 1) n # Y. LetJ =
(Aled L Aed iy — 1) Y] = asatpl™e, A{“ﬁ NN FIYM]. Foranyf e
InF[YM], there exists an integér 0 such that' f = 278 317 g AR = [(Hxo—1+1)/x0]'f,
wheregy, € 7[YM]. Sof e (A", . AL“ el Hyy— 1) and consequentlﬁ/e J. On the other
hand, for anyf € J, we havef = 3" d P ogKA.(K) +0(Hxo — 1), heregy, g € F[YM, xo]. Thus

if we substitutexy = 1/H into this equallty, we gef € 7 nF[YM]. Hencer nFYM] = J.
Thus, we have

(F) = @nFYML PR P Ful, .. ul]
= (A AR Hy — 1) n A YL PR PR () LUl o

c (Amed e plil ol iy — 1) n Ul )
C [Au....AqPo...,Pg, Hxo - 11N Full, ... ulll]
= [I,Po,...,Pg nFul, ..., ull]
= (F)
Thus, €) = (A, Aled plil Pl Hyg — 1) nFull, . Wl O

The following theorem gives the degree bound of théedéntial Chow form.

Theorem 13. Let 7 C #{Y} be a prime dferential ideal of dimension d and\, ..., Ayg} its
characteristic set Wrt an orderly ranking. Suppose Fhis tjferential Chow form off. Let
= ord(A), h= Z e anddeg@) = m, then

n-d n-d
degq:) < 2(h+l)(d+l) l_l rqh*aJrl(z Z(m _ 1) + 1)
i=1 i=1

In particular, let D = max2, m}, thendegF) < (n— d + 1)D"n+3),
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Proof. Sety = (A&l Alved pll  pll by, — 1), where H= [T 1sSa. By
Lemmall, we have deg{) < ([T m™**1)20+D+1)2 y1-d(m — 1) + 1). And by Lemmad.0
and12, we have dedf) = deg(jﬂ?—‘[ug‘], . ..,ugh]]) < deg(7). Thus,

n-d n-d
degf) < 20D Tn{eh2} (m - 1)+1)
i=1 i=1

< (n-d+ 1)D0M+3)

3.2. Complexity of dgferential reductions

In this section, we estimate the complexity of performingjedential reductions, which will
be very useful when analyzing the computational compledfitgifferential Chow form. Before
doing so, we first recall some results about algebraic rénhst

Lemma 14. [31, Lemma 3.3.3] Let fe F[xa,..., x](l > n)yandge F[xi,..., Xn] with m =
deg@, xn) > 0. Regarding f and g as univariate polynomials i) guppose we have computed
r e Flx.,...,x] with deg, (r) < deg, (9), such that there exits g F[x, ..., x] satisfying that

(Ic(g, o)) f = ag -+,
where k= deg_ (f) — m andic(g, x,) is the cogficient of g in X. Then for j<n,

deg, (o) < (k-+ 1)deg, (g) + deg, (1),

deg, (r) < (k+ 2)deg, (9) + deg, (),
and for j> n,
deg, (a), deg, (r) < deg,(f).

The above is called thealgebraic pseudo-remaindef f w.r.t. g. Based on the above
lemma, we can now analyze the computational complexity dficang a polynomial w.r.t. an
autoreduced set.

Lemma 15. Let A = {Aq, ..., Ap} be an auto-reduced set [ X, . .., X,] w.r.t. any fixed rank-
ing Rwith Id(A) = vi(i = 1,..., p). Set m= max{deg@)}. Then for any fe F[x,..., Xnls
deg(f) = D, the algebraic pseudo-remainder r of f w.rtA can be computed with at most
(p + 1237 (m + 1)P(D + 1)]>3"® #-arithmetic operations and the degree of r is bounded by
(m+1)(D+1)-1

Proof. Let fy = f, fo_1,..., fo = r be the pseudo-remainder sequencé @f.r.t. A satisfying
the following equations:

(Ia)" fi = GA + fia,
where

li = deg, (fi) — deg,(A) + 1.



Then, by Lemmd. 4, deg(fi) and deggi) satisfy the following relations:
deg(fp) = deg(f) = D,
deg(fi-1) < (m+ L)deg(i) + m,
deg@i) < (m+ 1)deg(i).
Soforall0< i < p, degf) < (m+ 1)P(D+1)-1, and for all 1< j < p, deg@) <

(m+ 1P #Y(D + 1) — m— 1. It follows that deg() < (m+ 1)°(D + 1) — 1.
From above, we have the following expression

[y

p p-2

i=1 i i=1

o

1
-

Regarding this expression as a polynomial equation inxteed collecting the cdgcients of
distinct monomial terms, we can get a system of linear patyiabequations ovef in coef-
ficients ofg; andr whose degree bounds are given above. Thusn be computed by solv-
ing this linear equation system consisting of at mast< (™YD" equations inw, =

P (de%q‘””) + (degnr)m) variables. To solve it, we need at most (rhax W,}) F-arithmetic
operations, where is the matrix multiplication exponent and the currently thesown w is
2.376. Herew; < [(m+ 1)P(D + 1)]" andw, < le;l ((D+l)(m+l)p—|+1,l+n) 4 ((D+l)(mr:l)P71+n)] <

(p+ 1)[(m+ 1)°(D + 1)]". So the computional complexity is
(maxwi, Wo})” < (p+ 1> (m+ 1)P(D + 1)]>3™.
(]

Let f andg be two diferential polynomials itF {y1, .. ., Yn}. Suppose Idf) = yg’). Since the
differential remainder of w.r.t. g is just equal to the algebraic remainderfofv.r.t. {g, g, ...,
g} wherel = ord(f,y,) — o, the computational complexity of férential reductions can be
estimated by performing a series of algebraic reductions.

Theorem 16. Let A = {Ay,...,Ap} be a djferential auto-reduced set iff {ys, ..., yn} under
some fixed rankingZ and f € F{y1,...,Y¥n}. Set h= ord(f), D = deg(f), e = max{ord(A)}
and m= max{deg@)}. Then the dferential remainder of f w.r.t.:A can be computed with at
most @p(h + 1))(m+ 1)C(ner+DEh+) (b 4 1)0NE+h+D)) &_arithmetic operations and its degree
is bounded bym + 1)PM(D + 1) - 1.

Proof. Set

AL AD L AD
An = -
A AD, . AD
Setl = p(h+ 1), N = n(e+ h+ 1). RewriteAn to be an ascending triangular set w.r.t. the
ordering induced byZ and denote it byB = {B;, By, ..., Bj}. Then to compute the fierential
remainder off with respect taA, it suffices to compute the algebraic pseudo remaindéwath
respect taB. By Lemmalb, the diferential remainder of w.r.t. A can be computed with at
most ( + 1)2.376[(m+ l)I(D + 1)]2.376N — [p(h + 1) + 1]2.376[(m+ 1)p(h+1)(D + 1)]2.37&1(e+h+1) <

O(p(h + 1))(m + 1)°(np+DE+D) (D 4 1Y00EH+1)) &_arithmetic operations. O
9



3.3. An algorithm to compute theftirential Chow form

Let I = sat(A) c F{Y} be a prime dferential ideal of dimensiod andA = {Ay, ..., An-d}
is a characteristic set gfw.r.t. an orderly ranking?. LetP; = Uip+Uj1y1+: - -+UinYn (i = 0,. .., d)
bed + 1 generic diferential hyperplanes. Sat = {uio, .. ., Uiy} andu = Uidzoui\{uio}. Let#1 be
the elimination ranking withY < u < ugg < -+ - < Ugo andZ1ly = Z. By [8], {A, Po,...,Pq}isa
characteristic set of the primeftirential ideal I, Py, . .., Pq] € F{Uo,. .., Uq, Y} W.I.t. the rank-
ing Z1. Moreover, ifF is the diferential Chow form of7, then [7, Py, ..., Pq] N F{Uo, ..., Uq} =
satF) and ordf) = ord(A). Therefore, ifFq is a homogeneousftierential polynomial of the
smallest degree among all polynomialsﬁrﬁufk) 11 =0,...,d;0 < k < ord(A)] whose difer-
ential remainder w.r.t{A, Py, ..., Pq} under#, is zero, therFg must be the dferential Chow
formof 7.

With the above idea, now we give an algorithm to compute tfferdintial Chow form off .
With the fixed ordeh = ord(A), the algorithm works adaptively by searchifRgrom degred =
1. If we cannot find a with such a degree, then we repeat the procedure with degfeel he-
orem13guarantees the termination of the algorithm with 20+D@+1) [17-8 gege, )-Ordaj+1.
(2 Z{‘;f(deg@i) — 1)+ 1). In this way, we need only to handle problems with the read and
need not go to the upper bound in most cases.

Algorithm 1 — DChowForm-1(A)

Input: A characteristic sefl = {A4, ..., Ar_q} Of a prime diferential ideall” under an
orderly rankingZ
Output: The diferential Chow fornt(uo, ..., ug) of 7.

1. Fori=0,...,d, letP; = uUig + Uj1y1 + - - - + UnYn andu; = (Uig, . . ., Uin).
2. Seth = ord(#A). Setv = U uf".
3. SetF = 0 andt = 1.
4. WhileF = 0do
4.1. Setrq to be a homogenous GPol of degtée v.
4.2. Sett = codl(Fo, V).
4.3. Substitute’) = —(Uirys + -+ + Unyn)® (i = 0,....,d; k > 0) into Fq to getF.
4.4. Computd-, = rem(F1, A) under rankingZ.
4.5. SetP = codl(F2, O(Y) U V). Note® is a set of linear homogenous polynomialgin
4.6. Solve the linear equation systém= 0.
4.7. If c has a non-zero solution, then substitute it iRtoto getF and returr;
elseF = 0.
48.t:=t+1.

/*/ Pol and GPol stand for algebraic polynomial and genericakge polynomial.
/*/ codf(F, V) returns the set of cdigcients ofF as an algebraic polynomial M.
/*/ rem(f, B) returns the dferential remainder of w.r.t. an auto-reduced s8t

Theorem 17. Let] = sat(A) be a prime dfferential ideal of dimensiond ané = {Aq, ..., And}
is a djfferential characteristic set of under some orderly ranking. Sete ord(A), h= Y, &,
e = max{g}, m = deg@) and m= maxm}. Algorithm DChowForm-1 computes thegfdren-
tial Chow form Huo, . . ., Ug) of 7 with at most

O([n(m + 1)PM+D@n+d+1) Oln(erdh2n+d+1)y
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¥ -arithmetic operations.

Proof. The algorithm finds a nonzeroftirential polynomiaF € F{uo, ..., uq} of the smallest
degree satisfying that orfl{ = h = ord(A) and the diferential remainder of w.r.t. A, Py, ..., Py
underZ; is zero. The existence of such Bris obvious sincel, Po, ..., Ba]nF[ulll, ..., ull] =
(Chow(l)), where Chow() is the diferential Chow form of’, and thisF must be the dferential
Chow form of 7.

We estimate the computational complexity of the algorittetoty. In each loop of step 4, the
complexity of the algorithm is clearly dominated by step dml step 4.6. In step 4.4, we need
to compute the dierential remaindeF, of F;1 w.r.t. the characteristic sefi. By Theoreml6,
F, can be computed with at mo€t(n — d)(h + 1)(m + 1)°M-dMD)erh+D)ot 4 1)0n(ern+1)))

F -arithmetic operations, and the degreeFofis bounded byro + 1)™dMD2t + 1) — 1. In
step 4.6, we need to solve the linear equation sys®em 0 in c. It is easy to see thatc |=
(@D thenp = 0is a linear equation system witkh = (4D 0 D41) variables

andWs; = (sz+“(e+h+1);$+l)(h+l)(“+l)) equations. To solve it, we need at most Ve, W, }*

¥ -arithmetic operations, whewe is the matrix multiplication exponent and currently, thestoe
knownw is 2.376.

SupposeT is the degree bound of theftérential Chow form. The iteration in Step 4 may
loop from 1 toT in the worst case. Thus, in terms ©f the diferential Chow form can be
computed with at most

—

Z {O((n _ d)(h + 1)(m + 1)O(n(n—d)(h+1)(e+h+l))(2t + 1)O(n(e+h+1))) + W22;t376}

T{O((n _ d)(h + 1)(m+ 1)O(n(n—d)(h+l)(e+h+l))(2T + 1)O(n(e+h+1))) +
O([(m+ 1)(n—d)(h+l)(2-|- + 1) _ 1]O(2,376(n(e+h+l)+(d+l)(h+l)(n+l))))}

= O([(2T + 1)(m+ 1)(n-Dh+1)O((e+dnr2n+d+1)))

IA

¥ -arithematic operations. Here, to derive the above inéiiggml we always assume than ¢
1)M=-D=DT + 1) > n(e+ dh+ 2h + d + 1). Hence, the theorem follows by simply replac"hg
by the degree bound fdét given in Theorem 3.

We use the following example to illustrate the above aldponit

Example 18. Letn= 1 and A = {y’ — 4y}. Clealy, d= dim(sat(A)) = 0. We use this simple
example to illustrate Algorithm 1. Léty = ugo + Uo1y, andug = (Ugg, Up1). In step 2, h=
ord(A) = 1, v = ull = (ugo, oy, Uy, Uy,). We first execute steps 4.1 to 4.7 for tl. Set ky =
Co1Uoo+Co2Uo1 +CosUpg+Coally;, € = (Cot, Co2, Cos, Cos). IN Step 4.3., we geti= —Co1Uo1y+CozUo1—
Coaly;Y — CosUory’ + Coally;. And in Step 4.4., F= —(Co1 + 4Co3)Uo1Y + Cozloz — CoslyyY + Coally-
Then® = {cp1 + 4Cos, Co2, Cos, Coa}. HenceP = 0 has a unique solution = (0,0, 0, 0). In Step
4.8, t= 2. Next we execute steps 4.1t0 4.7 fer 2. Set k = cmuéo + Co2UpoUo1 + Co3UooUgg +
CoalooUg, + CosUo12 + CoUo1Up, + Co7Uoilp, + 008U620 + CogUpoUp; + 010%21, ¢ = (Coz,.--,C10). In
step 4.3 and step 4.4, we get E cmumy2 cozumy + c03u01u01y + cogumyy co4u01u01y +
005U01 CosUo1Up,Y— 006U01Y' + CO7U01U01+ 008(U01Y+ Uo1y’)?— Cog(U01Y) 009U01U01)/ + Clouor and
F2 = (Co1 + 4Co3 + 16Cog)us, Y + (Coz + 8Cos)UoaU,Y? + Coglp; 2y — (Coz + 4Cos)Us,Y — (Coa + Cos +
4Co9)Uo1Ug,Y — Coolp,2Y + co5u§1 + Co7Up1Ug, + clou621 respectively. S® = 0 consists of equations
{Co1 +4Co3+ 16Cog = 0, Coz + 8Cog = 0, Cos5 = Co7 = Cpg = Cog = C10 = 0, Co2 + 4Cps = 0, Cos + Cop +
11



4cyg = 0}. Hencec = (0,49,0,q,0,—-q,0,0,0,0)where ge Q. Substitutec into Fy, then we get
F = 4ugoUo1 + UooUg; — Uo1Uy,. Therefore, this algorithm returns E 4ugoUoz + UooUg, — Uo1Ug,,
which is exactly the gierential Chow form of” = sat(A).

4. Computation of differential Chow forms for differential ideals represented by charac-
teristic sets under arbitrary differential rankings

In this section, we will consider the general case. Namehpfime diferential ideals repre-
sented by characteristic sets under arbitrary rankinggiveealgorithms to compute theftkr-
ential Chow form.

4.1. Order bound of the glerential Chow form

In the case that a primeftiérential ideal is represented by a characteristic set Larderderly
ranking, the order of the Chow form is equal to the order of tiaracteristic set. However, this
may not be true for arbitrary rankings. In this section, wk gie an upper bound for the order
of the diferential Chow form of a prime fferential ideal in terms of the Jacobi number of its
characteristic set w.r.t any fixed ranking.

Let S = {fy,..., fn} ben differential polynomials irly. Letg; = ord(fi,y;) be the order
of fi iny; if y; occurs éectively in fi ande; = —co otherwise. Then thdacobi boundor the
Jacobi numberof S, denoted as Ja8j, is the maximum of the summations of all the diagonals
of E = (&j). Or equivalently,

n
Jac€) = max, Z €o(i)»

i=1
whereo is a permutation ofl, . . ., n}. TheJacobi's Problentonjectures that the order of every
zero dimensional component 8fis bounded by the Jacobi number®f26]. This conjecture
is closely related to the fierential dimension conjecturé][which was also proposed by Ritt
[27]. Both the two well-known conjectures inféérential algebra still remain open and they are
proved only in some special cases, for instamce,1 or linear polynomial systems.

In the latest two decades, manyffdirential algebraists work on the Jacobi’'s order bound
conjecture and proposed other order bounds for prirfferéntial ideals in terms of either gen-
erators or characteristic sets under arbitrary rankitg§s]0]. Let 7 = sat(A) be a prime dif-
ferential ideal withA as a characteristic set under an arbitrary ranking.10j, [Golubitsky et
al. showed ord() < |Al - maxord(C) : C € A}. Moreover, since this bound is likely to be
not optimal, they proposed another better order bound mgesf Ritt number27. Namely,
let o = maxcca{ordC,y;)} fori = 1,...,n, where set ordt,y;) = O if y; does not occur in
C. Supposey, > 0, = --- = 0O, iS arranged in non-increasing order, then they conjectured
ord(7) < Z!ﬂ oy, without giving a proof. Clearly, the Jacobi bound is optirteathis conjectured
bound.

As a main result of this section, we will prove that Jacobidey bound conjecture holds for
prime diferential ideals specified by characteristic sets. Firatdyrecall some results from.§]
for later use.

Definition 19. Suppose that P is a prime ideal of a commutative ring B and MBsraodule. A
set HC M is called independent over P{ifi + PM | h € H} is a system of elements of/MP
linearly independent over the quotient ring B

12



Definition 20. Let I be a prime dfferential ideal of the dgferential polynomial ringF{Y}. The
set{fy,..., fx} ¢ F{Y}is called independent ovdrif the set{dfj(') [1<j<ki=0}cCQryys
is independent ovef. Here,(Q#y,#,d) is the module of Kahler gierentials of7{Y} over#
as defined in Lemmé

Lemma 21. [18, Theorem 3] Letl be a prime dferential ideal inF{ys,...,yn}. Suppose
fi,...,fhe . If fy,..., f, are independent ovef, thenord(?) < Jac(, ..., fn).

The following lemma is crucial to prove our result about thées bound of the dierential
Chow form.

Lemma 22. LetJ c F{Y} be a prime djferential ideal of dimension d, and = {Aq, ..., An_g}
be the characteristic set under any fixed rankigLet L = Uig+ Uizy1 +-- -+ Uinyn(i = 1,...,d)
be d independent genericffilirential hyperplanes with cgéient vectorn; = (uio, . . ., Uin), and
J =17,Ly,....LdlFw,,..ugyy- Then A, ..., Avq, Ly, ..., Lg are independent ovey.

,,,,,

Proof. For convenience, suppose Al = d‘i'r)l (i=1...,n=d)with A < Aj(i < j)andthe
parametric set ofA is {y1,...,Yq}. DenoteFq = F{uy,...,Uq). By [8, Theorem 3.6]. =
[Z,L1,...,Ld]#yy) is a prime diferential ideal.

By Definition 20, we need to show that the s{el(A(j')) + IQr/7, d(LE)) +IQrF11<j<
n-d,1<k<d,i>0} c Qs is linearly independent ovey. By TheorenS, it is easy to
derive thatd(y"’) + 7Qr/7 (j = 1.....1;i 2 0) are linearly independent ovef. So it sfices
to prove that for eack > 0, the Jacobi submatrix &8y = {A[lk], .. ALk_]d L[lk], el Lgk]} W.I.1.
Y and its derivatives has full row rank module Let T be the (1%k+ 1)) x (n(k + 1)) subma-
trix of this Jacobi matrix with columns indexed by monomigfs), ...,y ... yoH

FICRSEEEE
Y™y a5 Y, LYY, ThenT can be written in the following block form:
Ml 0 0 *
0o M 0 * * *
T= % * M1 * * *
- % % % * Mo O (O
% % % * 0 My 0
% * * * 0 o --- M
381 S(z 8 Upgg Uz -+ Uy
whereM; =| . . |andmy =| ot T2

% % -+ Sa, Udi Ud2 -+ Udd

We claim thafT has full row rank modulgy. It suffices to show that def) ¢ J. We first
claim that for eactf € 7 N F{U, Y}, whereu = {ujj|l1 <i <d, 1< j < n}, ifwerewritef asa
differential polynomial iri with codficients inF{Y}, that is,f = Y, ¢(u)gs(Y), theng,(Y) € I
for all ¢. Indeed, letJo = [Z,L1,..., LalF v, ug ANAE = (£1,...,&n) be a generic point of
I free from#F(uy,...,ug). Letd = (&, — XL, Ui, Ug, ..., Utn, .., — 2t Udiéi, Udts - - - 5 Udn)-
It is easy to show thaf is a generic point offo and 7 N F{u,Y} c Jo. Sof(¢) = 0, and
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consequently, for eaah, g,(£) = 0, which implies thag, € 7. Rewrite det) as a diferential
polynomial inu and suppose déij = 3 ; #(u)gy(Y). By the claim, it remains to show that there
exists a diferential monomial*(u) such thatg,(Y) ¢ 7. By the structure off, we can take
¢* = ([1%, ui)* andg, = ([T sa )%, which completes the proof. O

Theorem 23. Let 7 c #{Y} be a prime dfferential ideal of dimension d, andl = {A,...,
An_q} the characteristic set of under any fixed rankingZ. Thenord(Z) < Jac(A).

Proof. By [8, Theorem 3.6].J = [Z,Lu,...,Ldl#w,..uowy) iS @ prime diferential ideal with

ord(7) = ord(Z). And from Lemma21 and Lemm&22, ord(y) < Jac(A, Ls, ..., Lq) = Jac(A).
Thus, it follows that ord{) < Jac(A). O

The following simple example shows that Jacobi bound isnogltito the conjectured order
bound in [LO].

Example 24. Let 7 = satfoys + 1, Y-0y2 +y3) € Flyi, ya, ya) be a prime dfferential ideal with
{y2ys + 1, y(ln)y(zn) + ya} a characteristic set of w.r.t. the elimination rankingy/< y> < yi1. By
Theoren?3, ord(Z) < n. While by the conjecture irLD], ord(Z) < 2n.

4.2. Degree bound of thefirential Chow form in terms of characteristic sets underitaby
rankings
In this section, based on the order bound given in the pragesdiction, we will give a degree
bound for the dierential Chow form of a prime fferential ideal in terms of its characteristic set
under an arbitrary ranking. The method used here is singltvdt in Section 3.1.

Lemma 25. Let 7 be a prime dfferential ideal inF{Y} of dimension d ancd = {Ay, ..., A_q}
its characteristic set w.r.t. an arbitrary ranking. Supeds is the djferential Chow form off
andord(Z) = h. Then

h - plh h h h
(F)= @A AN PRI Hx — 1) n FTull, L ul,
where H= [T 1 Sa and % is a new indeterminant.

Proof. Note that for eactf € #[Y], the differential remainder of w.r.t. A can be obtained
by computing the algebraic remainder bin.r.t. {A[lh], .. .,AL"Jd}. So similarly to the proof of

Lemmal2, itis easy to show that n #[YM] = (A, ... A "Hxy — 1) n # Y] Then

(F)
= (@ nFY"L el Py A Frl, Ll
= (AN, AN CHXe - 1) n Y PR Py Al Ll
c (AN AN BB g - 1) Al ]
C (AL, Ava,Po,..., P nFull .. ulll]
= (F).
Thus, the lemma is proved. O
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Theorem 26. Let 7 be a prime dfferential ideal inF{Y} of dimension d and order h withl =
{A4, ..., Anq} its characteristic set under an arbitrary ranking. Let F beetdjferential Chow
form of 7. Setdeg(A) = m. Then

n-d n-d
degf) < (| [m™2" 202 ) (m - 1)+ 1),
i=1 i=1

In particular, let D= maxm;, 2}, thendegfF) < DU2+DMD (2D — 1)(n - d) + 1).

Proof. Let 7 = (A[lh],...,ALh_]d,]P’E)h],...,]P’gh],on -1) c ?[Y[hl,ugh],...,ugh],xo], then by
Lemmall, we have deg{) < [ mi20+D@ D s10(m — 1) + 1). From Lemma25
and Lemmal0, we get def(F)) = degd g NF (UL, ...,ul")) < deg(7). Thus degf) <
20 D@D T 2 3 9(my — 1) + 1). By Theorem23, we knowh < Jac(A), and thus
the second part holds. O

4.3. Algorithms to compute theffilirential Chow form

Let I = sat(A) be a prime dierential ideal of dimensiod andA = {Aq, ..., An_q} & given
characteristic set of under an arbitrary fixed rankirng. In this section, we will give algorithms
to compute the dierential Chow formF of 7 based on the order and degree bounds given in
previous subsections. Here, we use twibegtent searching strategies by giving order and degree
distinct priorities.

4.3.1. Order priority

In this section, we will give Algorithm 2 to compute thefdirential Chow fornt of 7 where
the algorithm works adaptively by searchifgvith orderh from ord(A) to Jac{A). Indeed, by
[8], we know that the order of is equal to the maximum of all relative ordersbfand thus
ord(F) > ord(A), that is why we start fronh = ord(A). For a fixed ordeh, we search from
t = 1. If we cannot findF with such a degree, then we repeat the procedure it until
t > [T deg@y)™12+DE (2 S:-d(deg@y) — 1) + 1). If for this h, F cannot be found, then we
repeat the procedure with+ 1. In this way, we need only to handle problems with the rezd si
and need not go to the upper bound in most cases. Note thatdbetmund given in Theore8
and the degree bound given in Theoreguarantee the termination of this algorithm.

Theorem 27. LetI = sat(A) be a prime dfferential ideal of dimensiond anél = {Ay, ..., An_q}
a differential characteristic set under an arbitraryf@iirential ranking. Set m= deg@), m =
maxm}, e = ord(A), and e= maxe}. Algorithm 2 computes the gkrential Chow form F of

7 with at most
O([n(m+ 1)]O(n(Jac(?()+1)(21—d+1)(e+dJac(7()+2Jac$)+d+l))

¥ -arithmetic operations.

Proof. By Theorem23 and Theoren26, Algorithm 2 computes a nonzeroftdirential polyno-

mial with minimal order and minimal degree under this ordamtained in the dferential ideal

[sat(A), Py, ..., Pq] N F{uo,...,Uq}, which is exactly the dierential Chow form of saif). So

it remains to estimate the computational complexity of Aithon 2. Clearly, the complexity is

dominated by steps 4.2.4 and 4.2.6. Similarly as in the pobdheorem17, for fixed h andt,

step 4.2.4 and step 4.2.6 can be done with at 19¢@t — d)(h + 1)(m+ 1)0M(-dh+DEeh+1) ot 4
15



Algorithm 2 — DChowform-2( A)

Input: A characteristic sefl = {Aq4,. .., Anq} Of a prime diferential ideall’ under an
arbitrary diferential rankingZ

Output: The diferential Chow fornt(u, ..., uq) of 7.

1. Fori=0,...,d, letP; = Uig + Ui1y1 + - - - + UnYn andu; = (Uig, . . ., Uin).
2. Seth = ord(A).
3. SetF = 0.
4. WhileF = 0do
41.Set=1,v= Uidzoui[h].
4.2. Whilet < [T deg@y)™2+ D@12 1-0(deg@y) — 1) + 1) do
4.2.1. SefFq to be a homogenous GPol of degtée v.
4.2.2. Set = codl(Fo, v).
4.2.3. Substitutep = —Uj1y1 — -+ — Uinyn (i = 0,...,d) into Fo to getF;.
4.2.4. Computé, = rem(F1, A) under rankingZ.
4.2.5. SetP = codf(F,, O(Y) U v). Note® is a set of linear homogenous polynomials
inc.
4.2.6. Solve the linear equation systén* 0.
4.2.7. Ifc has a non-zero solution, then substitute it ilR@to getF and returnF;
elseF = 0.
428.t:=t+1.
4.3. h=h+1.

/*/ Pol and GPol stand for algebraic polynomial and genericakge polynomial.
/*/ codf(F, V) returns the set of cdicients ofF as an algebraic polynomial M.
/*/ rem(f, B) returns the dferential remainder of w.r.t. an ascending chaiB.

1)00E++1)y andO([(m+ 1)+ 2t 4 1) |0+ DO+ LrenErh+1)) grithmetic operations respec-
tively.

From Theoren23, Step 4 may loop from orcq) to JacA), and for each fixedh, step 4.2
may loop from 1 toT (h) = [T mp+ 20+ D@+ D2 y0-d(m — 1) + 1). Thus, set) = Jac(A), the
differential Chow form can be computed with at most

J T(h)
Z Z{O((n _ d)(h + 1)(m + 1)O(n(n—d)(h+l)(e+h+l))(2t + 1)O(n(e+h+l)) +
h=0rdw) =1

[(m+ 1)(n—d)(h+1)(2t + 1)]O((d+l)(n+1)(h+l)+n(e+h+l)))}

O(J - T(A){(n = d)(J + 1)(m+ 1)°-DO+I[(m 4 1)(2T(J) + 1)]°ME+I+1)
+[(m+ 1)(n—d)(J+l)(2T(J) + 1)]O(n(d+1)(J+1)+n(e+J+l))})

= O-TI[(m+ 1)+ (2T (J) 4 1)]OM(erdI+23+d+1)))

IA

F -arithmetic operations. Here, to derive the above inetjga)i n + 1) D+D2T(J) + 1)
>n(e+dJ+2J+d+1)is assumed. Hence, the theorem follows by simply repdp€i{d) by
the degree bound fdf given in Theorem26. O

We use the following example to illustrate the above aldponit
16



Example 28. Let n = 2, A = {y» - y;}, Z is the elimination ranking y < y,. Clearly, d =
dim(sat(A)) = 1. We use this simple example to illustrate Algorithm 2. Bet ugp + Uo1ys +
Uo2Y2, P1 = U1g + U11Y1 + U1ay2, U = (Ugo, Up1, Ug2) @and ug = (Uyg, U1a, U1o). In step 4.1, h=
ord(A) = 0, v = (Ugo, Upz, Up2, U1g, U11, U12). In step 4.2, t< 4. We first execute steps 4.2.1 to
4.2.6fort= 1. Set lp = Co1Uno+ Co2Up1+CozUoz+CoqU10+CosUi1+CosU12, € = (Cou, - . ., Cog)- IN StEP
4.2.3, we get [F = —Cp1U11Y1 — Co1U12Y2 + Co2Up1 + CozUo2— Coall 1Y1 — Coall1 2Y2 + CosUi 1+ Cogllr2, and
step 4.2.4 we getdF= —Co1U11Y1— Co1U12Y] + Co2Uo1 +Co3Up2— CoaU11Y1 — CoaU11Y; + CosU11 + Cosl12.
Then® = 0 consists of equation&p; = Cp2 = Coz = Coa = Cos = Cog = 0}, P = 0 has
a unique solutiorc = (0,0,0,0,0,0). In step 4.2.8, t= 2. Next we execute steps 4.2.1 to
4.2.6 for t = 2. In the following computations, to save space, we will jigtthe number of
equations and the solutions of the linear homogenous eguatlisten® = 0 which are easily
computed by Maple due to the strong sparsity of the systent +@, in step 4.2.5, we get 34
linear homogeneous polynomialsft and in step 4.2.6, we g& = 0 has a unique solution
¢ = (Co1,-.-,C21) = (0,...,0). Next, we execute steps 4.2.1. to 4.2.6 fer 8. In step 4.2.5,
we get 104 linear homogeneous polynomial®jrand in step 4.2.6, we g€t = 0 has a unique
solutionc = (Coy,...,Cs6) = (0,...,0). Then we execute steps 4.2.1 to 4.2.6 fer4. In step
4.2.5, we get 259 linear homogeneous polynomiaf8,iand in step 4.2.6, we gét = O has a
unigue solutiorc = (Coy, ..., C126) = (0,...,0). Now, in step 4.2, £ 5> 4. So we go on to Step
4.3 and obtain h= 1.

Since F = 0, in step 4.1, sev = (Uoo, Uo1, U2, U10, U11, U12, Uy, Ugy» Upos Up g Upgs Up,) @Nd
t = 1. Now, we execute Step 4.2 unti+t8 or F # 0. We first execute steps 4.2.1 to 4.2.6 for
t = 1. £ = 0 contains equationfcys = Cp2 = Coz3 = Cos = Cos = Cog = Co7 = Cog = Cog =
Cio = C11 = C12 = 0}, and has a unique solutiot = (Cog,...,C20) = (0,...,0). Now, t= 2
and we execute steps 4.2.1 to 4.2.6 for 2. In step 4.2.5, we get 186 linear homogeneous
polynomials inP, and in step 4.2.6° = 0 has a unique solution = (o, ..., C7s) = (0,...,0).
Then, we execute steps 4.2.1 to 4.2.6 fer3. In step 4.2.5, we get 1122 linear homogeneous
polynomials inP, and in step 4.2.8° = 0 has a unique solution = (o, . .., Czs4) = (0,...,0).
Next, we execute steps 4.2.1t0 4.2.6 fer4. In step 4.2.5, we get 5082 linear homogeneous
polynomials in®, and in step 4.2.6 = 0 has a nonzero solution = (Copy,...,C1365 With
Ci10 = —0,Ci64 = (,C171 = Q,C177 = —Q,Co56 = —(,C283 = (,C388 = (,Ca42 = —(,Caq9 =
—0, Cs62 = 0, Cs06 = 0, Cses = —0, Cesg = 0, Ce75 = —0, C725 = —0, Cze0 = 0, Where ge Q and
all the remaining c equal t6. Therefore, this algorithm returns E uggUpiU11U12 — uoouozuil +
Up1Uo2U10U11 — U(2)1U10U12 + UpUozU11U12 — U60U01U§2 + UgoUo2U11U7 , — Up1Uo2U10U7 , + Uo1Up2Uy pU12 —
Uézu'loull + Uo1Ug,U10U12 — UgoUoz U11U12 — UpoUo2Uy ,U12 + ngulou’ll — Up;Uo2U10U12 + Uooualuiz,
which is the dfferential Chow form of = sat(#A).

4.3.2. Degree priority

Algorithm 2 searches the ftierential Chow form with the order prior to the degree. In othe
words, the output of Algorithm 2 is a nonzero polynomial iat[$1), Po, . . ., Pq] " F{uo, . . ., Ug}
with minimal order and minimal degree under this order. Thnysthe definition of dierential
Chow form, it must be the éerential Chow form.

In this section, we give an alternative algorithm to comphee diferential Chow form of
I = sat(A) with the degree prior to the order during the searchingessa To be more precise,
this algorithm works adaptively by searchiRgrom degred = 1 and for this fixed searching it
with orderh from ord(A) to the order bound Jagl). If a nonzero direrential polynomiaF with
degreet is not found, then we repeat the procedures with deg#eg. If we find such arf, it
requires to check whetheéris the diferential Chow form. We need to check it with the following
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conditions. Letf € F{up, us, - - , Ug} be an irreducible dierentially homogeneous polynomial,
andh = ord(f). Let %, be the elimination rankingu;\{uio} < Y < Ugy < -+ < Ugo and
Holy = Z. Claim (*): f is the diferential Chow form if the following conditions are satisfied

1. The diferential remainder of w.r.t. {A, Py, ..., P4} under the rankinﬁz is zero
2. The diferential remainder of each element{ifi, Py, . .., Pq} w.r.t. {f, (h)yl Bu(h)’ au<“)y2

—”fh ﬁfh h — —a | under the elimination rankingju; < y1 < --- < Yy, is zero; while the
™ oD au ()

01
differential remalnder ofASa w.rt. {f, - (h)yl i(fh),... ‘Z(fh) Yn— 2, (h)} iS nonzero.

Let J = [sat(A),Po,...,Pg] € F{Y,u,Ug,..., U} Whereu = Uju;\{uijo}. Before proving the
claim, we first need the following two lemmas.

Lemma 29. Let f € F{up, Uy, - - - , Ug} be an irreducible dferentially homogeneous polynomial,
and h= ord(f). Suppose the glerential remainder of f w.rt{A, P, ..., Pq} under the ranking
%> is zero. Sef = {f, %)ﬁ - %%yn o (h)} thenC C 7.

00 01 00

Proof. Obviously,f € J. Leté = (&1,...,&,) be a generic point of = sat(A) overF that is
free from#F(u). Setn; = — XL, u;i&, then €1, ..., &nmo, . ... nq) is a generic point off. So
f(u,n0,...,n4) = 0. If we differentiatef(u,no,...,nd) = 0 w.rt. U(h)(p = 1,...,n), then we

af “of .
havea o gpm =0, Wherea o anda Q are obtained by replacingy, . . . , Ugo With o, . .., g

. of .
in 61&) andm respectively. S%yp 0 (h) € J and therefor€ C 7. O

Lemma 30. Let f andC be as above. Séi and Sy to be the set of the initials and separants
of A respectively. Suppose that th¢feliential remainder of each element{if, Po, Py, . . ., Pq}
w.r.t. C is zero, and the dierential remainder of 2S# w.r.t. C is nonzero. Theg is a charac-

teristic set of7 in F{uop, Uy, - - - , Ug, Y} W.r.t. the elimination rankingl < ugg < ... < Ugp < Y1 <
.. < VYn
Proof. Firstly, by the above lemma; € J. Setgy = f, g = %{ho)yi - %5:“) i =1,...,n).

Obviously,C is an irreducible auto-reduced set w.r.t. the elimina%'mnkingu <Ug < ... <
Uoo < Y1 < ... < Yn. Thus, saif) is a prime dfferential ideal withC being a characteristic set.
Therefore, it is sfiicient to prove saff) = J. For anyg € J = [sat(A), Py, ..., Pq)], we have
(14S#)'g € [A, Py, ..., Pg] for somet € N. Since the dferential remainder of eadh and each
element inA w.r.t. Cis zero,P, € sat(C) andA c sat(). Thus, (l1S4)'g € sat(). Since
sat() is a prime dfferential ideal, and the filerential remainder of4S# w.r.t. C is nonzero,
We haveg € sat(C) and it foIIows thaty C satC) Conversely, sincé is irreducible, we have
7 (h) ¢ J. For, if not, thenw € J ¢ satC), and-2 (h) will be divisible by f, a contradiction. So

satC)—([C] (a(“)) )Cj Thus the lemmas |svaI|d O

Proof of (*). By Lemmas29and30, the claim is proved.

With the above preparations, we now give Algorithm 3.
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Algorithm 3 — DChowform( A)

Input: A characteristic sefl = {A4, ..., An_q} Of a prime diferential ideall” under an
arbitrary diferential rankingZ ’
Output: The diferential Chow fornt(u, ..., uq) of 7.

1. Fori =0,...,d, letP; = Ujo + Uizy1 + - - + UinYn @ndu = (Uio, - . ., Uin).
2. Seth = Jac(A).
3.SetF =0andt=1.
4. Whilet < T2 deg@y)™t20+DE+D(2 1-0(deg@y) — 1) + 1) do
4.1. Seth = ord(A).
4.2. Whileh < hdo
4.2.1. SeFo to be a homogenous GPol of degtée v = Ud jul".
4.2.2. Set = codl(Fo, V).
4.2.3. Substituteli(g) = —(Ury1+---+Unyn)® (i =0,...,d;0 < k < h) into Fq to getF;.
4.2.4. Computd, = rem(F1, A) under rankingZ.
4.2.5. SetP = codf(F,, O(Y) U v). Note® is a set of linear homogenous polynomials
inc.
4.2.6. Solve the linear equation systénx 0.
4.2.7. IfP = 0 has non-zero solutions, then pick one and substitutedtfipto getF;
4.2.8. IfF # 0, then _
4.2.8.1. IfF is not diferentially homogeneous, thén= 0, h = h - 1, goto step 4.3.
4.2.8.2. For I i < n—d, computey; = rem(@;, Cg), if a; # 0, thenF =0,h=h-1,
goto step 4.3, else=i + 1. _
4.2.8.3. For I< i < d, computes; = rem(P;, Cg), if 8i # 0, thenF = 0,h=h-1,
goto step 4.3, else=i + 1. _
4.2.8.4. Compute remflS#, Cg), if it equals to zero, ther = 0, h = h-1,
goto step 4.3.
4.2.8.5. Returri.

429h:=h+1.
4.3. t=t+1,
[/ Ce =P, SV = i+ gum¥n =

/*/ Pol and GPol stand for algebraic polynomial and genericakge polynomial.
/*/ codi(F, V) returns the set of cdicients ofF as an algebraic polynomial M.
/*/ rem(f, B) returns the dierential remainder of w.r.t. an auto-reduced s8t
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Theorem 31. Let = sat(A) be a prime dfferential ideal of dimension d withfl = Aq, ..., An_g
a differential characteristic set under an arbitraryfirential ranking. Set m= deg@;), m =
max{m}, g = ord(A;)), and e= max{g}. Algorithm 3 computes thefkrential Chow form of

with at most
O([n(m+ 1)0((Jac(ﬂ)+l)(2n—d+l))]O(n(e+d.]ac(?l)+2Ja01?()+d+1)))

¥ -arithmetic operations.

Proof. Firstly, we claim that &) for each fixed degree step 4.2.9 will be executed if and only
if # = 0in 4.2.6 has only trivial solutiofl, which implies that for each fixetl steps in 4.2.8 can
be executed for at most ofe Let Py be the linear homogenous polynomial system obtained
in step 4.2.5 for fixed degreteand ordeh. Suppose there exists &n< " such thatP, = 0
has nonzero solutions whife;; = 0 (i < h) has only zero solutions. Take an arbitrary nonzero
solution ofy, = 0 to obtainF. If this F does not satisfy steps 4.2.8.1 to 4.2.8.4, thewill

be returned as an output. Otherwigeis a nonzero dierential polynomial in sat(Chow{) =
[sat(A), Py, ..., Pg] NF{uo,...,Uuq} Which is not the dierential Chow form, so ord(Chowf) <

h. But if ord(Chow(r)) = h, Chow(7) dividesF, a contradiction to the fact that deg(Chdy) >

t. Thus, in this case, ord(ChoW)) < h, so just seh = h— 1 and we do not need to execute step
4.2.9.

The algorithm aims to find a nonzero polynomiake [sat(A), Po,...,Pq] N F{uo, ..., Uq}
satisfying the conditions in Lemn120 with minimal degree. If such a polynomi&l is found
for a (t, h), then it must be the dierential Chow form. Indeed, this must be irreducible, for
#i; = 0 only possess zero solutions fox t and j < h. By Lemma30and B, Lemma 4.10]C+¢
andCchow() are both characteristic set gf = [sat(A), Po, ..., Pq] € F{Y, Uo,...,uq} w.r.t. the
elimination rankingl < ugo < ... < Ugg < Y1 < ... < Yn, Which implies that = a- Chow(Z) for
somea € ¥ and so the output is just theftéirential Chow form off .

We now show such a polynomial can always be found. In ste@ Aa just pick an arbitrary
nonzero solutiorc and substitute it intd-g to getF, and then in step 4.2.8, check if this
satisfies the conditions described in Lem8&ta We claim that it is indeed enough to pick any
one of the nonzero solutions in step 4.2.7. Suppose theitgvardistinct solutiong; andc, of
# = 0 obtained in step 4.2.6. L&, andF, be the polynomials obtained by substitutingand
C; into Fq respectively. Equivalently, we need to show tRatdoes not satisfy steps 4.2.8.1 to
4.2.8.4 if and only ifF, does not satisfy steps 4.2.8.1 to 4.2.8.4. Suppaseoes not satisfy
steps 4.2.8.1t0 4.2.8.4, then by Lem8taF, is the diferential Chow form of saff). SinceF,
has the same degreefsand the same order guaranteed by claih F, = a- F1 (a € ) must
be the diferential Chow form, which proves the claim. By the abovedastich a polynomial
can always be found and the output is thetiential Chow form off .

We will estimate the complexity of the algorithm below. Inchdoop of step 4.2, the com-
plexity of the algorithm is clearly dominated by step 4.%tep 4.2.6, and step 4.2.8. Sim-
ilarly as in the proof of Theorem7, for fixedt andh, step 4.2.4. and step 4.2.6. can be
done with at mosi; = O((n — d)(h + 1)(m + 1)°0-dh+DErh+D) (9t 4 1)00(E+h+1))y and T, =
O([(m + 1)-dh+D) (ot 4 1)]C(A+DM+b+1)+n(e+h+1))) arithmetic operations respectively. In step
4.2.8.2, we need to compute thdfdrential remainder oy w.r.t. Ce. By Lemmalb, this step
can be done with at modt = Y"9(n + 1)(g + 1)(t + 1)2NMDE+DM+a+D)(g, 4 1)Cn(h+a+1)
arithmetic operations. Similarly, we get step 4.2.8.3 aep 4.2.8.4 can be done with at most
Ts = Y40+ 1)(e + 1)t + 1)PN+DE+DE+ZONED) and Ts = 233 + 1)(g + 1)(t +
1)Cnn+E+Dh+e+1))(g; 4 1)C(M+e+1) arithmetic operations respectively. From Theorés) we

20



know that step 4. may loop from 1 & = "¢ my@W+1o0act)+ D)2 y-d(m — 1) + 1),
and for each fixed, from Theoren23, Step 4.2 may loop from ordq) to Jac{A). Thus, the
differential Chow form can be computed with at most

T  Jac(A)
Z Z (T1+T2+T3+T4+T5)
t=1 h-0ord(A)
T  Jac(A)
_ Z Z o([(m+ 1)(n—d)(h+l)(2t + 1)]O((d+1)(n+1)(h+l)+n(e+h+1)) +
=1 h-orda)
(n = d)(h + 1)(m+ 1)ONO-AMDEhrD)of | 1)0(erh+D)
n-d
3Z(n + 1)(a + 1)(t + 1)O(n(n+l)(e,+l)(h+a+l))(m + 1)O(n(h+e,+1)) +
i=1
n-d
Z(n +1)(@ + 1)+ 1)O(n(n+1)(a+1)(a+1))30(n(a+1)))
i=1
O(T X JaC(ﬂ){[(m-f— 1)(n—d)(JaC(7l)+l)(2T + 1)]O((d+1)(n+1)(Jac(7|)+1)+n(e+Jac(7{)+l)) +
(n=d)(n+ 1)(e+ 1)(T + 1)0(n(n+l)(e+l)(e+JaC(71)+l))(d + 1)O(n(Jac(7l)+e+1))})‘

F -arithmetic operations. Here, we assume+ 1)"902c)+1(2T 1+ 1) > n(e + dJac(A) +
2Jac(A) + d + 1), and Jacfl) >> n. Thus the theorem follows by simply replacifigby the
degree bound foF given in Theorem?26. O

IA

Remark 1. When using Algorithm 3 to compute thefidirential Chow form, in step 4.2.8.1,
we can examine whether the current nonzeftedéntial polynomiaF satisfies the symmetric
properties described in Theorénlf it is not symmetric, we can directly go onto Step 4.3.

Remark 2. We use Figure 1 to illustrate the searching strategies obuitlyn 2 and Algorithm

3. Both algorithms have their own advantages and defectifferent situations. Figure 1 shows
Algorithm 2 has higher ficiency than Algorithm 3 in some cases. And it may happen that
Algorithm 3 has higherf&ciency than Algorithm 2 in certain cases. For examplenlet2 and

A = {(y'l)zy’z’ - y1} with # being the elimination ranking, < y;. Here, the dferential Chow
form of sat(A) is of order 2 and total degree 14. We use Figure 2 to show #ps sthich are
needed to execute in Algorithm 2 and Algorithm 3 respedjiVet this example. It is clear that
Algorithm 3 is of higher iciency than Algorithm 2 in this particular example.

We conclude this section by giving an application of the gthms in this paper. Given a
characteristic seHl of a prime diferential ideall’ under an arbitrary ranking, Theore&ti shows
that ord(f) < Jac(A). But what is the precise order 7 And how to compute it?

Since ord{) = ord(Chow(0)), if the differential Chow form off has been computed, then
clearly we can readfbthe order off. Thus, the above problem can be solved by computing the
differential Chow form off .

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we propose algorithms to computéedéential Chow forms for prime fier-
ential ideals represented by their characteristic set®muarbitrary rankings and estimate the
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(a) Algorithm 2 (b) Algorithm 3

Figure 1: 0" means the algorithm is executed for the correspondinig) put £ has only a zero solution, anck"
meansP, has nonzero solutions but the corresponding nonEeionot the diferential Chow form, while ¢” means
the corresponding is the output.

(1,720)

(2,14) (0,14) (2,14)
o o .,
(c) Algorithm 2 (d) Algorithm 3

Figure 2: Both Algorithm 2 and Algorithm 3 return afidirential polynomialF with h = 2 andt = 14. Algorithm 2
is executed at all the integer lattice poinkst] which lie in the gray convex polygon as shown in the figure d)ile
Algorithm 3 is executed at all the integer lattice poirttst) of the gray convex polygon in the figure (d).
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computing complexities of these algorithms. In generad tases are considered according to
whether the given ranking is orderly or not.

For a prime dfferential ideal given by its characteristic set under sondery ranking, we
first estimate the degree bounds for th&etential Chow form and then based on the degree
bound and also the precise order, we compute tiferéntial Chow form with linear algebraic
techniques. For a prime ideal given by characteristic seteuarbitrary rankings, we first give
the order bound for the fierential Chow form which is the Jacobi number of the charéstie
set. Then with the degree bound similar to that in the first ca® devise an algorithm to com-
pute its diferential Chow form. Both algorithms need single exponéntimber of arithmetics
in the worst case.

Recent study in dierential algebra owes to the idea of using a wider class fééréntial
ideals than prime dlierential ideals, namely, characterizabl&etiential ideals13]. It is inter-
esting to compute élierential Chow forms for characterizablgtdrential ideals. For, once the
differential Chow form has been computed, by factoring tffeintial Chow form, we can give
the irreduandant irreducible decomposition for the o@adjidifferential ideal. The main ffi-
culty in the generalization is to extend Theor2ffrom differential prime ideals to fferential
characterizable ideals under non-orderly rankings.
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