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THE FREE GROTHENDIECK THEOREM

MERIC L. AUGAT

ABSTRACT. The main result of this article establishes the free analog of
Grothendieck’s Theorem on bijective polynomial mappings of C9. Namely, we
show if p is a polynomial mapping in g freely noncommuting variables sending
g-tuples of matrices (of the same size) to g-tuples of matrices (of the same size)
that is injective, then it has a free polynomial inverse.

Other results include an algorithm that tests if a free polynomial mapping
p has a polynomial inverse (equivalently is injective; equivalently is bijective).
Further, a class of free algebraic functions, called hyporational, lying strictly
between the free rational functions and the free algebraic functions are identified.
They play a significant role in the proof of the main result.

1. INTRODUCTION

A remarkable pair of theorems of Grothendieck [Gro66, Gro67] say if p : C9 — CY
is an injective polynomial, then p is bijective and its inverse is a polynomial.
Later degree bounds on the inverse were discovered. These results are of course
intimately connected with the fascinating Jacobian conjecture (see for instance
[BCWS82, vdE00]) and the question of tame versus wild automorphisms of the
polynomial ring (see for instance [SU03, SU04, UY04, Umi06]).

In this article we prove the free Grothendieck theorem. Our approach involves
careful analysis of the noncommutative Jacobian matrix as found in [Reu92], the
theories of free rational series [BR11] and their realizations [KV17, Vol15], formal
power series in noncommuting variables [Stall], free analysis [HM04, HKM11],
proper algebraic systems [SS78, PS09], free derivatives[Pas14] and skew fields [Coh95].
We also make use of some new machinery including the hyporational functions and
the hypo-Jacobian matrix defined later in this paper.

To state the result, fix a positive integer g and let © = (x1,...,,) denote a tuple
of freely noncommuting indeterminants. A free polynomial (in g-variables) is a finite
C linear combination of words in z. For positive integers n, let M, (C)?9 denote the
g-tuples of n x n matrices over C and let M (C)9 denote the sequence (M,,(C)9),. A
free polynomial f induces a sequence of maps f[n] : M,,(C)? — M, (C) by evaluation,
X — f(X). Welet f: M(C)? - M(C) denote this sequence. A free polynomial
mapping p : M(C)9 — M(C)? is thus a g-tuple of sequences, p = (p*,...,p%),
that is, each p' is a free polynomial. The polynomial mapping p is injective (resp.
surjective, bijective) if each p[n] is injective (resp. surjective, bijective). Of course
if p[n] is injective, then considered as a polynomial in gn? commuting variables, it
is bijective and has a polynomial inverse. The following free polynomial analog of
Grothendieck’s Theorem was implicitly conjectured in [Pas14].

Theorem 6.22 ((Free Grothendieck Theorem)). If p : M(C)9 — M(C)9 is an
injective free polynomial mapping, then there is a free polynomial mapping q such
that po q(x) = x = q o p(x); that is, p has a free polynomial inverse.
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Before describing our methods in further detail, we pause to note that The-
orem 6.22 is of course related to the study of automorphisms, and the ques-
tion of tame versus wild automorphisms of the free algebra (see for instance
[Dic82, DY07, DY06, ML70, Umi07]). Pascoe [Pasl4] proves a free (freely non-
commutative) inverse function theorem and uses this theorem to establish a free
analog of the Jacobian conjecture, stated below.

Theorem A (Free Jacobian Conjecture). Suppose p : M(C)? — M(C)Y is a free
polynomial mapping. The following are equivalent:

(i) Dp(X)[H] is nonsingular for each X € M(C)9; that is, for each positive
integer n and each tuple X € M, (C)9, the linear mapping M,(C)¢ > H —
Dp(X)[H] is non-singular;

(i) p is injective;

(#ii) p is bijective;

(iv) p~! exists as a free function, and for each n, p~1|pr, (C)s agrees with a free
polynomial mapping; namely, there exists a free mapping g : M(C)9 —
M(C)9 and free polynomial mappings q, such that p(9(X)) = X = g(p(X))
for all X € M(C)? and g(X) = ¢(X) for each n and X € M, (C)9.

The notion of a free function is defined in Subsection 2.1 and the free derivative
Dp is defined in Subsection 4.2. We will often use the equivalence of items (ii) and
(iii).

Three results in this article require little or no additional overhead to state.
Assuming p is injective, Theorem 7.5 produces bounds for the degree of its inverse
q. As a concrete example, deg(q) < (39 ]%_, i*)(deg(p) — 1) 4+ 1. Using the degree
bound, Corollary 7.7 describes an algorithm that takes as input a free polynomial
p and, after a number of iterations depending only on the number of variables g
and the degree of p, either produces a polynomial ¢ - the inverse of p - or p is not
injective and has no polynomial inverse.

The derivative Dp(x)[h] is a g-tuple of polynomials in the 2¢ freely noncommuting
variables (h,x) = (h1,...,hg, x1,...,24) defined as the free analog of the directional
derivative in the obvious way. The result of Pascoe mentioned above — p is bijective
if and only if h — Dp(x)[h] is pointwise non-singular — is strengthened by the
following result.

Corollary 6.14. A free polynomial p : M(C)9 — M(C)9 is bijective if and only if
(h,z) — (Dp(x)[h], ) has a polynomial inverse.

We use the free derivative to state and prove Theorem 4.8, the implicit function
theorem for nc formal power series. It is mostly a consequence of Lemma 3.9. We
refer to [AM16] for an in depth analysis of the implicit function theorem for several
topologies on M(C)Y.

Theorem 4.8 ((Implicit function theorem)). Suppose f(x,z) € (C{xUz))". If
f(0,0) = 0 and 0f/02(0,0) € My(C) is invertible, then there exists a unique
g € (C{x))" such that g(0) = 0 and f(z,g(x)) = 0.

1.1. The Jacobian, free algebraic functions and proper algebraic systems.
The left Jacobian matrix [Reu92] of a free polynomial mapping p : M(C)9 —
M (C)? with no constant term is the unique g x g matrix J, with free polynomial
entries such that

px)=(p'(@) - pl@) =z)(@)= (21 - TYH) Jp().
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In particular,
g
P(@) = xi(Jy)s;(@).
s=1

The definition of the Jacobian matrix J, extends naturally to the case where
each p’ is a free formal power series with no constant term. In this case J, is a
g x g matrix with free formal power series entries. It has a multiplicative inverse
if there is a g X g matrix J, of free formal power series such that J,(x)J,(x) = I,
and Jp(x).J,(x) = I,. In this case J, is unique and denoted J,'. The following
proposition combines Corollary 3.5 and Lemma 3.9.

Proposition 3.12. Suppose p is a free formal power series mapping without constant
term. There is a free formal power series mapping q (without constant term) such
that p and q are compositional inverses if and only if J, has a (free formal power
series) multiplicative inverse. In this case, J,(q(x)) = J; ' (x). Moreover, q is the
unique solution of

q(x) =z, (q(x)). (3.6)

In the case that J;l is a polynomial, equation (3.6) implies ¢, the inverse of
p, is algebraic. To state the result more precisely requires a definition. Sup-
pose z = (z1,...,2p) is an additional tuple of freely noncommuting variables and
a(x)[z] = (' --- a") is a polynomial mapping. We say « is a proper al-
gebraic polynomial mapping if o has no constant terms and each monomial
appearing in « with degree in z of at least one, has total degree of at least two. A
tuple of free formal power series without constant term, 8(x) = (ﬂl e ﬁh), is
a solution to the proper algebraic polynomial « if

a(z)[f(z)] = B(z).

We say each 3 is a component of the solution. By [Stall, Theorem 6.6.3], every
proper algebraic polynomial mapping has a unique solution. A formal power series
~v(x) is algebraic if v — ¢ is a component of the solution to some proper algebraic
polynomial mapping.

If both p and p~! are a polynomial mappings, then the chain rule implies Jy Lig
a polynomial matrix (Remark 3.16 and [Reu92, Corollary 1.4]). Thus the following
theorem follows immediately from Theorem 6.22. We give an independent proof
and the result itself is a key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 6.22.

Theorem 3.17. If p is a bijective polynomial mapping, then J;l is a polynomial
(matriz).

Example 3.19 concisely points out the limitations of the Jacobian matrix; it does
not detect the non-injectivity of a polynomial.

1.2. Hyporational functions. If p is a bijective free polynomial, then necessarily
its inverse ¢ is an algebraic mapping. If in addition, ¢ is rational, then [KV17,
Theorem 4.2] implies ¢ is a polynomial. In Section 6 we identify, in terms of
proper algebraic polynomial mappings, free rational functions amongst free algebraic
mappings and extend, in Theorem 6.13 below, [KV17, Theorem 4.2] to a larger class
of free algebraic functions.

In fact, a formal power series is rational if and only if it is a component of the
solution of some proper algebraic polynomial « of the form,

a(x)[z] = a(x) + 24/ (),
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where a is a polynomial mapping and & is a polynomial matrix. On the other hand,
example 6.4 shows that the solution to a proper algebraic polynomial mapping
having degree one in z is not necessarily rational.

A formal power series a(x) with constant term a; is a hyporational series if
a — ayp is a component of the solution to a proper algebraic polynomial mapping
a(x)[z] of degree one in z. Every rational series is a hyporational series and Example
6.4 shows this inclusion is proper. Hence hyporational functions lie properly between
free rational functions and free algebraic functions. The following result shows that
hyporationals enjoy some of the same regularity properties as rationals.

Theorem 6.13. Suppose a is hyporational. If dom,(a) = M,,(C)9 for all n, then
a is a free polynomial.

In Section 6 we introduce the hypo-Jacobian matrix ijyp of a free polynomial
mapping p. It is a g X g matrix whose entries are bipartite polynomials; that is
polynomials in the two g-tuples of freely noncommuting variables & and y, but
where z;yr = yrx; for all 1 < j,k < g. See Lemma 6.15 and Definition 6.16.
Theorem 6.18 shows that the hypo-Jacobian matrix of a free polynomial mapping is
simply a matrix form of the free derivative; the hypo-Jacobian’s invertibility as a
matrix encodes the invertibility of free polynomials. Indeed, we obtain the following
improvement of Theorem 3.17.

Theorem 6.18. The free polynomial mapping p is injective if and only if J;,‘yp has
a multiplicative inverse whose entries are bipartite polynomials.

In other words, a free polynomial mapping p is injective if and only if its hypo-
Jacobian matrix is invertible (as a bipartite polynomial matrix).

The notion of the hypo-Jacobian matrix arises in the study of endomorphisms of
the free associative algebra C(x). In fact, any such endomorphism has a Jacobian
matrix (see [DL82] and [Sch85]) that exactly corresponds with our notion of the
hypo-Jacobian matrix.

1.3. Reader’s guide. Section 2 introduces definitions and notation from formal
power series and free analysis that are repeatedly used throughout the paper.

The Jacobian matrix of a formal power series is defined in Section 3 and it
serves as one of the central objects of study. Invertibility of the Jacobian matrix is
necessary and sufficient for a formal power series mapping to have a compositional
inverse (Proposition 3.12). In subsection 3.2 we borrow ideas from enumerative
combinatorics - namely the construction of an algebraic formal power series by
iterating the composition of a set of polynomials - and exploit the chain rule for the
Jacobian matrix to iteratively construct these compositional inverses. Subsection
3.3 extends results about Jacobian matrices to free analytic functions. These results
are then combined with a noncommutative Nullstellensatz — due to man [HMO04] —
to prove the key intermediate result Theorem 3.17: if a free polynomial is injective,
then its Jacobian matrix has a polynomial matrix inverse.

Subsection 4.1 explores conditions that guarantee a free polynomial has a free
polynomial inverse. While in subsection 4.2 we recall the free derivative as defined
in [Pasl4] and investigate its properties. For a fixed free polynomial p, we define
the function F : (x,y) — (Dp(y)[z],y) and observe that Pascoe’s solution [Pas14]
to the free Jacobian conjecture can be interpreted as saying, p is bijective if and
only if F' is bijective. Setting G equal to the (free) inverse of F', Lemma 4.11 shows
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that there is a z-affine linear mapping G such that the first g entries of G are the
solution to G. Understanding the inverse function G is what motivates Section 6.

Section 5 seemingly departs from the previous discussion and establishes facts
about noncommutative rational functions and rational degree maps needed in the
following section. The main result of this section is Proposition 5.2. It shows that
evaluating a nc rational function r on matrices produces a matrix whose entries
behave much like the abelianization of r.

Section 6 introduces the hyporationals, a generalization of rational formal power
series. We proceed to show that the free derivative of an injective polynomial has a
hyporational inverse. If s is a hyporational series that is not rational, then we cannot
apply results from realization theory. However, s[n] = sy, (c)s is a commutative
rational function for each n, hinting that it may be possible to extend regularity
results from nc rational functions to hyporational functions. Proposition 6.8 does
so by constructing the hypomatrix representation of hyporational function; a
matrix over C(x) ® C(y), the algebra of bipartite polynomials, that imitates the
realization theory of nc rational functions. The algebra C(x) ® C(y) is contained in
a skew field C€x+~y >, and the hypomatrix representation is invertible as a matrix
over C{xey>¥. Thus, we may use the results of Section 5 to analyze hyporational
functions.

By applying Proposition 5.2 we prove Theorem 6.13: a hyporational function
with no domain exceptions is in fact a polynomial, a result established in [KV17] and
[KPV17] for free rational functions. A straightforward consequence is Corollary 6.14.
It strengthens Pascoe’s resolution of the Free Jacobian Conjecture by asserting: a
free polynomial p is injective if and only if (h,x) — (Dp(x)[h], ) has a polynomial
inverse. This corollary is both an ingredient in, and immediate consequence of,
Theorem 6.22 assuming bijectivity of F(x,y) = (Dp(y)[z],y)-

In subsection 6.3 we introduce J;;‘yp, the hypo-Jacobian matrix of the free polyno-
mial p. Using Corollary 6.14 we prove Theorem 6.18: a free polynomial is injective
if and only if its hypo-Jacobian matrix is invertible as a matrix of bipartite polyno-
mials. Connecting Theorem 6.18 to results in [DL82] and [Sch85] proves the Free
Grothendieck Theorem, Theorem 6.22.

Lastly, in Section 7 we discuss computational aspects of computing the free
inverse g of a given free polynomial p. If ¢ is a free polynomial then Theorem 7.5
provides an upper bound for the degree of ¢ depending only on the number of
variables and the degree of p, leading to an algorithmic test for whether p has a
polynomial inverse, Lemma 7.6.

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank his advisor Scott McCullough
for reviewing the manuscript and for the many valuable discussions along the way.
The author would also like to thank Igor Klep, Jurij Voléi¢, James Pascoe and Spela
Spenko for many helpful conversations and for pointing out the existence of several
algebraic results.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let A be any C-algebra. We denote the n x n matrix algebra with entries in A
by M, (A). Let x = {x1,...,2,} be a set of noncommuting indeterminates. The
set of finite sequences of elements of x is denoted by (x). The empty sequence is
the identity element of (x) and is denoted by 1.
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An element of x is called a letter, an element of (x) is called a word and the
length of a word w = z;, ... x;,, is m, denoted by |w|. We denote the algebra of
free formal power series with coefficients in A by A{x})) and if f € A{x}) then

[= Z CpW,
wE (x)

where each ¢, € A.

We say p € A{x) is a polynomial if all but a finite number of the coefficients
of p are zero. The set of all polynomials, denoted A(x}), is the familiar free algebra
on g noncommuting indeterminates. It is a subalgebra of A{x})). We denote the
formal power series with no constant term by A{x}); and the formal polynomials
with no constant term by A(x) .

Suppose a =Y, a,w and S =3 b,w. Define w: A(x) x A(x) — NU {oo}
by

w(a, ) =inf{n € N: Jw € (x),|w| =n and a,, # by }.
The function d : A(x) x A{x) — R given by d(«, ) = 27“(®#) is a metric on
A(x})). Furthermore, A{x} is complete and A(x) is dense in A{x). The metric
topology above is equivalent to the (x)-adic topology.

Formal power series may be generalized further to free products of unital C-
algebras. An easy example of such a power series is a polynomial p € C(xUz), which
can instead be taken as a polynomial in the free product of C({x) with C(z). The
free product of C(x) and C(z) is the set of all words a!p; ...a* By, where o' € (x),
B; € (z) are nonempty words. A much more detailed exposition can be found in
[Vol15].

Definition 2.1. If S € C{x)) and S has a nonzero constant term p, then S~ the
multiplicative inverse of S, exists and is given by

1 S\"
S 752 175 .
n>0

Let C.at{x) denote the algebra of rational series; the smallest subalgebra of
C(x) containing C(x) such that if S € Cyat(x)) and S exists, then S~ € Cypa(x)).

2.1. Free analysis. We give basic definitions and a few results in free analysis that
will be used throughout the paper.

A free polynomial is a noncommutative polynomial evaluated on tuples of matrices
that preserves the structure of free sets. A free set I' = (I'[n])%2; € M(C)9 =
(M, (C)9)52, is a graded set of tuples of matrices that is closed under direct sums
and conjugation by similarities. That is, if X € I'[n], Y € I'[m] and S € GL,,(C)
then

(i) X@Y eTln+ m|;
(ii) S7'XS € I'[n],
where
XoY=(X,....Xg)eM,....Y))=(X18Y1,...,.X,8Y)

and

STIXS =(571X:8,...,871X,9).
Let U € M(C)9 be a free set. A free map (or free function) f from U into M (C)
is a sequence of functions f[n] : U[n] — M,,(C) that respects the free structure of U;
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f(X®Y)=f(X)® f(Y) and f(S71XS) = S~1f(X)S. The notion of a free map
extends easily to vector-valued functions f : U — M(C)", matrix-valued functions
f:U— Myg(M(C)?) and even operator-valued functions. If f; : U — M(C) is a
free map for 1 < ¢ < h then we say the tuple f = (f1,..., fr) is a free mapping
and write f : U — M(C)".

Suppose U C M(C)Y is a free set and each U[n] is open (as a subset of M, (C)9).
A free map f: U — M(C) is continuous if each f[n] is continuous, and is (free)
analytic if each f[n] is analytic. As shown in [KVV14], a free function that is
continuous is also free analytic (see also [HKM11]).

As one would hope, there are indeed connections between free analytic functions
and formal power series. In fact, a formal power series with a positive radius of
convergence determines a free analytic function and with a small degree of local
boundedness we get the converse (see [HKM12]).

Given a positive integer d let f € My(C)"(x)), that is

=YY e

m=0we x)
lw|=

where ¢, € My(C)". For X € M,,(C)9 and w = x;, ... 7, € (x), we say w(X) =
XY =X, ... X;,. We define the evaluation of f at X by

Z Z Cw @ XY,

m=0 we( )
Jw]=

provided this series converges.

3. JACOBIAN MATRICES AND FREE ANALYTIC FUNCTIONS

Fix g € Z" and set ¢ = (z1,...,1,) € (x)9, with @ considered as a row vector.
For h € Zt and 1 < i < h, let ¢; € Cx) and ¢ = (¢1,...,0n) € (C{x))".
Alternatively, we can view ¢ as an element of C"{x), the set of formal power series
with coefficients in C".

Let h,k € Z*. Suppose y = {y1,...,yn} and z = {z1,..., 2} are sets of
freely noncommuting indeterminates and suppose ¢ has no constant term, that is,
¢ € (C{x)4)". In this case, we may view ¢ from a much more algebraic perspective;
¢ : C{y) — C{x)) is a continuous homomorphism defined by y; — ¢;.

3.1. The Jacobian matrix of a formal power series. We define the (left)
noncommutative Jacobian matrix of a formal power series, a central object of study
throughout the paper. A treatment of the noncommutative Jacobian matrix can be
found in [Reu92].

Definition 3.1. Let f € C{x)) with f = >
Sz, + Cfx) = Cx) by

>fww. For 1 < ¢ < g, define

wE (x

f_ foww

we (x)

In other words, S;. is the adjoint of the operator of left multiplication by ;.
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Let h € Z* and take ¢ € (C{x))", seen as a row vector of formal power series.
The g x h matrix over C{x}) defined by

Jo = (85,0007

is the (left) Jacobian matrix of ¢. In particular, if ¢ has constant term ¢q =
(¢11,...,¢"1), then

¢ = ¢]l + $J¢7
where xJy is the standard product of a row vector and a matrix. This representation
of ¢ is unique.

Remark 3.2. Let ¢ € (C{x),)" and define the homomorphism « : C{y) — C{x)
by a(y;) = ¢;. Defining J, = Jy yields the Jacobian matrix encountered in [Reu92].

It is evident that every formal power series has a Jacobian matrix and if o, 8 €
(C{x))" have the same Jacobian matrix then o — 8 € C".

Remark 3.3. If ¢ : C(y) — C{x)) and ¢ : C{z) — C{y) are continuous homomor-
phisms, then certainly ¢ o ¢ : C{z)) - C{x)) is a continuous homomorphism. As
tuples of formal power series this says that ¥(¢(x)) € (C{x)4)*. This aligns with
the fact that 1 (¢(x)) is defined as long as ¢ has a zero constant term.

For any A € Mi,(C{y)) and ¢ € (C(x))*, A4 = A(y) and A(g(x)) €
M (C{x)), where A(¢(x)) is the result of applying the homomorphism y; — ¢; to
each entry of A. Thus, if B € M, xm(C{y})) then A(¢(x))B(¢p(x)) = AB(¢p(x)) €
Mixm(C{x})). In particular, if C € M,(C{y)) is an invertible matrix then
C1 2 Cly) ! and OV (g(=) = C(o(=)) .

Proposition 3.4. If ¢ € (C{x)4)" and ¢ € (C{y) ) then
Jyog(®) = Jo () Jy(d(2)) € Myxi(C{x)).

Proof. Observe 1 o ¢ € (C{x))*. Define a : C{y) — C{x)) and 3 : C(z) — C(y)

by a(y;) = ¢; and B(z;) = ;. Thus, aof : C(z) — C(x)) with aoB(2;) = (0 );.
By Proposition 1.2 in [Reu92], Jyop = Jo(x)Jy(d(x)) € Myxi(C{x}). O

Corollary 3.5. Suppose p,q € (C{x)+)? have Jacobian matrices J, and Jy, re-
spectively. The series p and q are compositional inverses if and only if J,(q(z)) =
Jy(x)™t and J,(p(x)) = Jp(z) " .

Proof. Suppose p and ¢ are compositional inverses. Hence p(q(x)) =  and ¢(p(x)) =
x. Applying Proposition 3.4,

and
Ip(@)Jg(p()) = Jgop(x) = I
Thus Jy(q(x)) = Jo(z)~" and Jy(p(x)) = Jp(z)~".
Now suppose J, (q(m)) Jy(z)~" and J, ( (x)) = Jp(z)~t. Observe
p(q()) = TJpoq(x) = TJy(x) Jp(4(2)) = I, = ,

and
q(p(x)) = TJgop(x) = TJp (@) J4(p()) = Tly = .
Therefore, p and ¢ are compositional inverses. (I
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The invertibility of the Jacobian matrix is reminiscent of the inverse function
theorem. Indeed, if p € (C{x})+)? is a free function, then p is locally invertible at 0
if and only if J,, is invertible at 0.

It should be noted that J,-1(x) = J;'(a"!(x)), hence we cannot use J, to
directly compute o' without already knowing the explicit form of a~!. However,
J; 1 is a local approximation of J,-1, implying we may be able to construct a=!
from successive approximations. This leads us directly to subsection 3.2.

3.2. Auxiliary inverses and compositional inverses. The main result in this
subsection, Proposition 3.12, tells us that if p € (C{x})?, such that J, is invertible,
then p~! is the limit of a sequence of polynomials constructed from Jy L

Definition 3.6. Suppose h € ZT and z = {21,..., 2} is a set of freely noncom-
muting indeterminates. For any w € (xUz) define |w|, to be the number of z-terms
appearing in w and define |w|, to be the number of z-terms appearing in w. In
particular, |w| = |w|, + |w|,.

Let £ € Zt and a € C¥{xUz), = (C{xUz), )" with a = 2 we (xuz) Gww- Define

d. (o) = inf {|w| : Jw|, > 0 and a,, # 0}. (3.1)
Note if a has no z-terms then d,(a) = oo.

We will consistently write a formal power series a € (C{x U z))* as a(z)[z]
rather than a(x, z). This convention is simply a preference based on aligning our
notation with the notation we use for free derivatives. Thus, if 8 € (C{xUz)4)"
then a(x)[8(x)[z]] written another way is a(x, 8(x, 2)).

Lemma 3.7. Let a, 8 € CY{xUz), and v € C'{xUz) with a = > we (xum) Qwl,
8= ZwE(XUZ) byw, and v = Zwe(xUz) cpw. We have the following,
(i) dz(or+ B) > min {d.(a),d.(8)}:
(i) d.(af) > min{d,(«),d.(8)} and in particular, if d,(«) and d,(8) are
not both infinite, then d,(af) > min {d,(«),d.(8)};
(111) if dy(a) > 1 and d, () < oo then d, () < d.(a(z)[y(x)[]]).

Proof. Since a,, + b,, is nonzero only if at least one of a, or b, is nonzero, we
automatically have d,(« 4+ 8) > min {d,(«),d.(5)}. Thus we have proven (7).

To prove (ii), first suppose d,(«),d,(8) = oo, i.e. neither has a z-term. It follows
that their product, a8 has no z-terms and thus d,(af) = oo.

Now suppose d,(«) is finite. If d,(af) is infinite then d,(af) > d.(a) >
min {d,(a),d,(8)} and we are done. Finally, suppose d,(af) < oo and let af =

we(xuz) Cww. Let w be a monomial with [w|, > 0, [w| = d.(aB) and ¢, # 0.
There exist monomials u, v such that a,b, # 0 and uv = w. Recall « and § have
no constant terms so |ul, [v| > 0. Since |w|, > 0 we may assume |u|, > 0, hence
lu| > d.(«) and

d(af) = |w| = [ul + |v] = d(a) + |v] > d.(a) = min{d.(a),d.(8)}.

Thus, d,(af8) > min {d,(«),d.(8)} and item (ii) is done.
To prove item (iii), suppose d,(a) > 1 and d,(v) < co. Set

W ={we (xUz):|wl, >0,a, # 0}
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and note if W is empty then d,(a(z)[y(z)[z]]) = co > d.(y). Suppose W is
nonempty. Writing

and applying item (i) yields

d(a(@)[y(2)[z]]) = min{d. (e,w(@)[y(2)[z]) : w € W}
Suppose there is a w € W such that d,(a,w(z)[y(x)[z]]) < oo (if not, then
d,(a(x)[y(x)[z]]) = oo and we are done). We know |w| > 2 since w € W and
d,(a) > 2. Hence w(x)[y(x)[z]] is a finite product of z; and ~v;(x)[z] terms.
Thus, for w € W, d,(a,w(x)[y(x)[z]]) > d.(v), and therefore d,(a(x)[y(x)[2]]) >
d=(7)- O
Lemma 3.8. Suppose a € (C{xUz);)" and define

a’*(z)[2] = a(x)[2°" " (2)[2]]
for k> 1 and a°(z)[z] = a(z)[z]. Ifn m € Z* then
@) [ (z)[2] = a7 (z)[a”" (@) [2]] = 2T () [2].
Proof. We first prove
a” " (z)[z] = a(z)[@*" (2)[2] = a”" () [a(z)[2]] (3-2)

via induction. The base case is from the definition, so suppose (3.2) holds for n and
consider

a

a” " (z)[z] = a(x)[2°" " (z)[2]] = a(z)[a” (z)[a(z) (2]
2" (z)[a(x)[2]].

Thus (3.2) holds in general.

Now, take any n,m € Z* and consider a°"(z)[a°™(z)[z]]. Applying (3.2) m
times yields a°"(z)[a°" (x)[z]] = a°**™(x)[z], while applying (3.2) n times gives
a® i (z)[z] = a° (2) [2°" (@) [2]]. O

Suppose a € (C{x Uz),)". For each k > 1 set d* = d,(a°%) and a°*(x)[z] =
ckw. We define

di@)= Y dw and of@[]= Y b, (3.3)

we (xUz)

wE (x) we (xUz)
w|<df [w|>df
and observe
a®(z)[z] = a*(z) + oF () [2]. (3.4)

Lemma 3.9. Suppose a € (C{xU=z))" and d.(a) > 1. The sequences (a¥) and
d¥ have the following properties.

(i) d¥ is either strictly increasing with k, or there is an N such that if k < N
then d¥ < d**! and if k > N then d¥ = oo;
(is) d¥ >k for all k;
(iii) If n > k then the coefficients of a°* and a°" agree on monomials of length
less than d* and, in particular, the coefficients of a* and a™ agree on
monomials of length less than d¥;
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(iv) (a¥) is a convergent sequence (in the topology of (C(x))9) and letting
a = limy_, af we have a(z) = a(x)[a(x)]. Moreover, a is the unique
function such that a(x) = a(x)[a(x)].

Proof. If d**! < oo then there is a monomial w appearing in a°**1 with |w|_ > 0.
However, since a°**1(z)[z] = a(x)[a*(x)[z]], Lemma 3.7(iii) tells us exactly
dktt > dk.

Suppose d? = oo for some n and set N = min{k:dF =00} > 1. We note
d¥ =1 <oo=d¥ and if k < N — 1 then d* < d**! < co. For any k > N,

a*(x)[z] = a°" (2)[a”" " (x)[2]]

by Lemma 3.8. Since there are no z-terms appearing in a°",

a’t(z)[z] = a*™ ()" " (z)[2]] = a°" (2)[2]

Hence d* = d¥ = oo and item (i) is proved.

By item (i) we know d**! > d* + 1 for all k. Since d} > 1 by hypothesis, we see
that d¥ > d! + k& — 1 > k, thus item (ii) is proved.

First, recall from (3.4) that a°*(z)[2] = a*(z) + o*(x)[z]. If aF = 0 then d¥ =
and a°F(z)[a(z)[z]] = a°*(z)[z], hence the coefficients of a* and a¥*! agree up to
dk, ie. a¥ = aktl,

If a* # 0 then the minimum length of a monomial appearing in o (z)[a(z)[2]] is
at least d¥ since the minimum length of a monomial appearing in of(z)[z] is d¥.
Hence, the coefficients of a®**1(x)[z] and a°*(x)[z] agree on monomials of length
less than d¥, and in particular, the coefficients of a* and a**! agree on monomials of
length less than d¥. Hence, with iteration, if n > k then the coefficients of a®*, a°",
a® and a™ agree on monomials of length less than d¥. Thus, item (iii) is proved.

Finally, to prove item (iv), we observe d(a”,a™) < 2~ ™ {nm} (recall d is the
metric on formal power series), hence (a¥) is a Cauchy sequence and thus converges.
Set a = limy_,o0 a”.

Let n € Z* be given and note d? > n, by item (ii). By item (iii), the coefficients
of a, a°™ and a™ agree on monomials of length less than df. Hence, the coeflicients
of a”(x), a(x)[a"(x)] and a°"(x)[z] all agree on monomials of length less than n.
Consequently, the coeflicients of a(x) and a(x)[a(x)] must agree on all monomials
of length less than n. Thus a(x) = a(x)[a(x)].

If & is any formal power series mapping such that a(x)[a(x)] = a(x) then
a’"(x)[a(x)] = a(x) for all n > 1. However, this implies that the coefficients of a
and a agree on monomials of length less than n, for all n. Thus, & = a. (I

In order to connect items (iii) and (iv) to other ideas from analysis we define a
partial ordering on C(x). If « = >  a,w and § = ) b,w, then we say o < 8
if a,, = 0 whenever b,, = 0 and a,, = b,, whenever a,, # 0. Thus, Lemma 3.9 says
(a™) is an increasing sequence of polynomials with a as its unique limit.

Under the correct reformulation, Lemma 3.9 is actually an implicit function
theorem. In Section 4 we fully define the free derivative of a formal power series,
allowing us to easily state and prove Theorem 4.8, the implicit function theorem for
free formal power series.

Although the definitions and results in Lemma 3.9 are valid when g # h, when
applying these ideas to Jacobian matrices we often assume g = h.
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Definition 3.10. Suppose p € (C{x))+)? has a Jacobian matrix J, € My(C{x})
such that J; ' € My(C(x)). Define the auxiliary inverse of p to be q(x)[z] =
xJ, 1 (z) € (C{xUz)4)? and recursively define the k** auxiliary inverse by

q*(x)[z] = a (z) [q°* " (x)[2]]
where q°!(z)[2] = q(z)[2].
The indeterminates z1, ..., 24, in q(x)[z] are ‘targets’ for composition of q with

itself. As such it is good to understand how the z terms behave under the successive
compositions. We imitate the setup of Lemma 3.7. For any k > 1 we write

at(@)z]= Y phw
we (xUz)

where p* € C9, and for shorthand purposes we set d’; = d.(q°*). We split q°* into
terms with degree less than d’; and those with degree greater than or equal d’;;

gk (x) = Z pPw and  rF(x)[z] = Z phw.

wE (x) we (xUz)
lw|<dk lw| >k
Thus
q*"(z)[z] = g" (@) + r*(2)[2]. (3.5)

Since the minimum length of any monomial appearing in r*(x)[q(x)[2]] is greater
than d¥, we have pf, = pkt! for all |w| < df.

w

Remark 3.11. Since the auxiliary inverse, q(x)[z] = x.J, ' (z), we note that d} =
d,(q) > 1. Hence, Lemmas 3.8 and 3.9 apply to q.

Proposition 3.12. Suppose p is a free formal power series mapping without constant
term. There is a free formal power series mapping q (without constant term) such
that p and q are compositional inverses if and only if J, has a (free formal power
series) multiplicative inverse. In this case, Jy(q(x)) = J; '(x). Moreover, q is the
unique solution of

q(x) = xJ,  (a()). (3.6)
Proof. By Corollary 3.5 we know that p and ¢ are compositional inverses if and only
if Jy(x) =J, " (q(z)) and Jy(x) = J, ! (p(x)).

Lemma 3.9 implies there exists a unique ¢ € (C{x})+)9 such that q(x)[g(x)] =
q(x), where q(x)[z] = xJ, ! (2) is the auxiliary inverse of p. Since ¢ € (C{x)4)?
we see that J ' (g(x)) € My(C(x)) is defined and J,(g(x)) and J, ' (¢(z)) are
inverses. Hence q(x) = q(x)[g(x)] = «.J; ' (¢(z)) and

ple(x)) = q(@)Jp(a(®)) = zJ; " (q(@)) Jp(q(@)) = 2], = .

Next, ¢ € C{x)? also has an auxiliary inverse, p(x)[z] = ®J,(¢(2z)). Applying
Lemma 3.9 and the same argument as above we know there is a p € C(x))¥ such
that © = ¢(p(x)) and

However, since q(p(x)) = «,
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Thus ¢(p(x)) = x. Therefore, ¢(x) = q(x)[¢(z)] and p and ¢ are compositional
inverses. O

We note that Proposition 3.12 does not require that p corresponds to a bijective
free analytic map. However, J,(0) and J 1(0) both exist, thus with an application
of the free inverse function theorem (Theorem 5 in [Pasl4]) we get that p is locally
invertible on some open free set containing the origin.

We now have conditions guaranteeing a formal power series has a compositional
inverse and in fact, we have a way to calculate the inverse, or at least to approximate
it.

Definition 3.13. We once again suppose z = {z1, ..., z, }, where h is not necessarily
equal to g. Suppose a € (C(xUz))". We say « is a proper algebraic polynomial®
if o has no constant terms and d,(a) > 1.

We say 8 € (C{x),)" is a solution to the proper algebraic polynomial if
a(z)[B(x)] = B(x). Each ¢ is called a component of the solution.

By either Lemma 3.9 or Theorem 6.6.3 in [Stall], every proper algebraic poly-
nomial has a unique solution. Let v € C{x)) with constant term c¢. We say ~
is algebraic if 7 — ¢ is a component of the solution to some proper algebraic
polynomial.

Proposition 3.14. Suppose p € (C(x)+)? and J, € My(C(x)) is the Jacobian
matrixz of p. If Jp’1 € My(C(x)), then the compositional inverse of p is algebraic.

Proof. Recall q, the auxiliary inverse of p, is given by q()[z] = J, ! (2). Proposi-
tion 3.12 tells us there is a ¢ € (C{x)))? such that ¢ and p are compositional inverses
and q(x)[¢(x)] = g(x). Observe (x)[z] has no constant terms and d,(q) > 1.
Thus q(x)[z] is a proper algebraic polynomial and ¢ is the unique algebraic function
satisfying q(z)[q(z)] = q(=). 0

We know every polynomial mapping is a rational mapping and Example 6.6.5 in
[Stall] shows every rational mapping is an algebraic mapping. Unfortunately, this
does not help us prove a bijective free polynomial has a free polynomial inverse (at
least not directly).

If p is not bijective then it may still have a compositional inverse that is algebraic.
The auxiliary inverse can be a polynomial even if p is not injective, as Example 3.19
shows. In the case where p is not injective but ( is still a polynomial, we get a
unique algebraic function ¢ so that p(¢(X)) = X and ¢(p(X)) = X whenever these
compositions are defined.

3.3. Invertibility of the Jacobian matrix. In this section we establish the
following result about bijective free polynomials:

Theorem 3.17. If p is a bijective polynomial mapping, then Jp_1 s a polynomial
(matriz).

By using the Free Grothendieck theorem, we have that every injective free
polynomial has a free polynomial inverse. Hence, Theorem 3.17 is an unsurprising
consequence of the chain rule. However, Theorem 3.17 is critical for the proof of
the Free Grothendieck theorem and we cannot forgo its exposition.

1 This definition differs from the established terminology often seen in enumerative combinatorics
and automata theory. In those contexts we say a system of equations a(x)[z] = z is a proper
algebraic system if « is a proper algebraic polynomial.
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Lemma 3.15. If p: M(C)9 — M(C)Y is a bijective free polynomial and q is the
inverse of p then for each n, there exists a free polynomial r,, such that ¢(X) = r,(X)
for all X € M, (C)9.

Proof. This is part of Theorem A(iv) and a proof can be found in [Pas14], however,
for the reader’s convenience we present a more detailed argument showing ¢ agrees
with a free polynomial on each M, (C)Y.

Let 7 : M,(C)? — C9"” be the canonical isomorphism. Since p is bijective,
p[n] : M,,(C)9 — M,,(C)? is bijective and we may view p[n] as a polynomial in gn?
variables. That is, 7 opo w1 is a bijective (commutative) polynomial, hence by the
classical Grothendieck theorem, mopom~! has a (commutative) polynomial inverse
G:Cm* — o’

Since p is a bijective free polynomial, ¢ is free analytic by Theorem 3.1 in
[HKM11], hence ¢[n] : M, (C)? — M, (C)? is analytic and there is a power series,
R=3%>_, > jw|=m Tww such that R converges on M, (C)¢ and R(X) = ¢[n](X)
for all X € M,(C)9. In particular, (771 o gom)(X) = R(X) = ¢[n](X) for all
X € M, (C)Y, hence deg(q) = deg(q[n]). Set R = Z:fi(oé) > |w|=m Tww and note
R(X) = q[n](X) for all X € M, (C)?. Since R is a free polynomial, we conclude ¢
agrees with a free polynomial on M,,(C)9. O

Remark 3.16. If p is a bijective free polynomial with a free polynomial inverse ¢,
then both J, and J, are polynomial matrices and J,(p(x)) also is a polynomial
matrix. Observe Iy = Joop(x) = Jp(x)Jy(p(x)), thus J; 1 € My(C(x)) since
Jp(x) =t = Jy(p()).

Remark 3.16 is an expected consequence of the Jacobian matrix satisfying the
chain rule and Corollary 1.4 in [Reu92] offers a slightly different proof. Certainly
if p is invertible then it is bijective, however Example 3.19 shows that .J,, J, e
M,(C(x)) is not sufficient for p~! to be a polynomial. In that sense there is no
Jacobian conjecture for the noncommutative Jacobian matrix.

On the other hand, Theorem 3.17 profits from a noncommutative Nullstellensatz
in [HMO4] to prove the Jacobian matrix of an injective free polynomial is invertible
over My(C(x)). Before proving the theorem, we first state the noncommutative
Nullstellensatz (proved by George Bergman), Theorem 6.3 in [HMO04].

Theorem B. Let P C C(x) be finite and let s € C(x). Let d denote the maximum
of the deg(s) and {deg(p) : p € P}. There exists a complex Hilbert space H of
dimension Z?:o ¢?, such that, if
s(X)v=0
whenever X = (X1,...,Xy) € B(H)9, veH, and
p(X)v =0 for all p € P,
then s is in the left ideal generated by P.

Theorem 3.17. If p is a bijective polynomial mapping, then Jp_1 s a polynomial
(matriz).

Proof. Let d = max {deg(p’)} and set N = g™, Lemma 3.15 tells us ¢[N] agrees
with a free polynomial. Suppose s = (s!,...,s9) is a free polynomial such that
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q(X) = s(X) for all X € My(C)9. In particular, each s7 has no constant term. For
each 1 < j < g write
deg(s)
s) = Z Z ol w
m=1 |w|=m
and observe
deg(s

)
X =) = > S alupx).
m=1 |w|=m
Take X = (X1,...,X,) € My(C)? and v € CV such that v7p?(X)
1 < j < g. Hence vTw(p(X)) = 0 for all |w| > 0 since vTp?(X) =
1 <j <g. Thus,

= 0 for all
0 for each

deg(s)

VX =TS (p(X0)) = Y Y aleTu(p(X)) = 0.

m=1 |w|:m

By Theorem B, z; is contained in the right ideal generated by p',...,p%, that is,
there exist polynomials y; j such that x; = Y°7_, p*(®)pi (). Let R = (i) ;- €
M,(C(x)) and observe

z =p(x)R(x) = xJ,(x)R(x).
Therefore J, ' = R € My(C(x)). O

Example 3.18. Let

and set
p(x) =x(Iy — Nx1)
_ (x z ) 1 + .1:1 _l'l
- 1 2 T 1— 1
= (a:l—i—a:%—i—xgxl, 56'2—37%—3?2.’151) .
Observe, J, = I, — Nz, and that N? = 0. Hence, Jp’1 = I+ Nz; and
q(x)[z] = x(lo+ Nzp)
= ((L‘l — X121 — L2721, T2+ X121+ iUQZl)
= (.%‘1 — (371 + .%‘2)217 To + (.%‘1 + .’172)21) .

However, p is not even injective on C? since p(—1/2,—1/2) = (0,1) = p(0, 1).

Note,
0 1\ (0 1\/-1 1\ (/1 -1
0 0) \-1 1/\-1 1/\1 o0)°
that is, IV is similar to a strictly upper triangular nilpotent matrix. Thus, conjugation

of a Jacobian matrix by a similarity does not preserve the desirable properties of
the Jacobian matrix.
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In some sense, the noncommutative Jacobian matrix attempts to linearize poly-
nomial mappings so that a reasonable structure is preserved via composition. In
fact, if p is a formal power series mapping, then J, is invertible if and only if p
is locally invertible at 0, a statement reminiscent of the inverse function theorem.
Hence, J,; 1is a linear approximation of p~! at 0, explaining why we can iteratively
construct p~! from Iy L. However, Example 3.19 shows how the Jacobian matrix
can fail to witness the non-injectivity of a polynomial.

In subsection 6.3 we construct the hypo-Jacobian matrix of a free polynomial, a
matrix whose invertibility exactly captures the injectivity or non-injectivity of the
free polynomial.

Example 3.19. This example is investigated in [Reu92| and it shows that there
is no Jacobian conjecture with the noncommutative Jacobian matrix. Let p(x) =
(z1,22 — x12921), and observe

na=(y )@= (p ).

Note p is not bijective and q(x)[z] = (21,22 + x12221). It is straightforward
to verify that q°%(x)[z] = (z1,20 + 2hzpziai ™ + Zf;ll lzox]) and q(x) =

(1,272 #lxo27). Thus ¢ is certainly not a polynomial.

Recall q°*(z)[z] = ¥ (x)+r"(x)[2]. For this example, q*(x) = (1, Zf;é 2l zond)
while 7*(x)[z] = (0,2} 202F) and d¥ = 2k + 1. In particular, deg(q*) = 2k — 1
is strictly increasing with k, immediately discounting ¢ from being a polynomial,
however ¢ is an algebraic function.

In fact, if p is any free polynomial whose auxiliary inverse, q, is a polynomial
then the only way for the p to have a non-polynomial inverse is if the situation
above occurs, that is, deg(q”) is a strictly increasing sequence. Section 4 deals with
exactly this.

4. FREE DERIVATIVES AND THE LINEARIZATION OF THE AUXILIARY INVERSE

In this section we establish conditions that guarantee ¢, the compositional inverse
of p, is a polynomial. We use Theorem A to linearize ¢, the auxiliary inverse of p, in
terms of z1,...,2,. This linearization has the caveat that we introduce g-‘dummy’
variables.

4.1. Polynomial criteria. We begin by recalling a few facts about auxiliary in-
verses. By Theorem 3.17 we know if p is a bijective free polynomial with p(0) = 0
then J,, and J,; ! are matrices of free polynomials. Recall from Definition 3.10 that
¥, the k' auxiliary inverse of p, is given by q° (x)[z] = q*(z) + r*(x)[z], where
deg(q®) < d’;. Furthermore, by Lemma 3.9 we know d’; " co. Proposition 3.14
tells us that g, the inverse of p, is the unique solution of q(x)[g(x)] = ¢(x). Since
q = limy_, q¥, if ¢ were actually a free polynomial then we would expect a large
degree gap to appear in the monomials of °*. This is precisely what Lemma 4.1
deals with.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose b € (C(x)1)9 and a € (C{x}))1)? are compositional inverses,
a € (C{xU=z)4)9 is a proper algebraic polynomial, and a(x)[a(x)] = a(x). Let
a’*(z)[z] = df(z) + oF(x)[2] as in (3.3) and d*¥ = d.(a°*) as in (3.1). The
following are equivalent;



THE FREE GROTHENDIECK THEOREM 17

(i) a is a polynomial;
(i) a = a™ for some m € Z*;
(iii) dY > deg(a®)deg(b) for some N € Z+.

Proof. Recall from Lemma 3.9 that lim_, 0 = a, a(x)a(z)] = a(x) and d¥ is
either always strictly increasing or is strictly increasing until it becomes constant at
infinity. We note a°**1(z)[a(z)] = a°F(z)[a(x)[a(z)]] = a°*(z)[a(x)], implying

a®*(z)[a(x)] = a(=) (4.1)

for all k > 1. Next, composing with b(zx) yields a°*(b(z))[a(b(x))] = a(b(z)) = .

(i) = (i1). Suppose a is a polynomial. By Item (ii) in Lemma 3.9, if k¥ > deg(a),
then d* > deg(a). Hence

a(z) = a®*(z)[a(z)] = o"(2) + o () a(2)).
However, by the definition of &*, the minimum possible length of any word appearing
in o is d* > deg(a). Thus of(z)[a(x)] = 0 and a* = a.

(ii) = (izi). Suppose a = a™ for some m € ZT. If n > m then items (iii) and
(iv) in Lemma 3.9 imply a™ — a”™ contains no monomials of length less than or equal
to deg(a™). However, a™ = a, hence we must have a™ = a™ = a, for all n > m.
Thus, the sequence deg(a™) deg(b) is constant for n > m. On the other hand, d? is
either always strictly increasing or is strictly increasing until it becomes constant at
infinity. Therefore, there is some N such that dY > deg(a) deg(b) = deg(a’¥) deg(b).

(iii)=(i). Suppose there is some N such that d¥ > deg(a”) deg(b). Substituting
b(x) for x in (4.1),

2 = N (b(@))[a] = o (b(@)) + o (b(a))[a].

However,
deg (aV (b(z))) < deg () deg(b) < dY,

and the minimum degree of any monomial appearing in o (b(z))[x] is greater
than d’, implying o (b(x))[x] = 0. Thus a™(b(z)) = @, therefore a = a® is a
polynomial. (I
Remark 4.2. Suppose p € (C(x)4)? with Jp,, J, ' € My(C(x)). Let q be the auxiliary
inverse of p and let ¢ be the compositional inverse of p. Recall that since ( is a
polynomial and d,(q) > 1, q(x)[z] is a proper algebraic polynomial and ¢ is the
unique algebraic function such that q(x)[¢(x)] = ¢(x). Thus Lemma 4.1 applies to
q and q.

It should be noted that if @ = a”¥ for some N then we cannot conclude a¥ = 0.
Example 4.3 describes a bijective free polynomial p with a free polynomial inverse
q, such that q°%(z)[z] # q(x), i.e. r¥(x)[2] # 0 for any k > 1.

Example 4.3. Let p',p? € C(xy, z2) with p! = (21, 22+2%), and p? = (z1+23, 22).
Both are bijective with ¢! = (21,22 — 2%) and ¢® = (v1 — 23, 72) as their respective
inverses. Their composition p = p! o p? = (z1 + 23, 22 + (21 + 23)?) has inverse
q=¢q"0q" = (1 — (w2 — a1)? x5 — 27).
Since
g1 —1
pi=(o @) (p7) 0 and pP=(n o@2) (1)

we have,

_ —1 PRI
p= (931 902) (ch (1)) ! ((1] 7(112)1) = ("’31 xg) (; 1+x21(11-2+z§)) )
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and

— (2 22
al@)lz] = (o w2) ({10 (LL,0)
= (acl +x1(21 + 23)20 — Tozp, Ty — 21 (21 + z%)) .

In this case a gap between ¥ and r*(x)[z] forms rather quickly and the true inverse
is extracted quite easily. However each iterate of ¢ will have a z-term.

4.2. Free derivatives and scions. We now introduce the formal directional de-
rivative as was done in [Pas14] and similarly in [HKM12] and [HKM11].

Definition 4.4. Let y = {y1,...,y4} be a set of noncommuting indeterminates
distinct from x and let y = (y1,...,yy) be considered as a row vector. We define
the free derivative D : C{x})) - C{x Uy} by its action on monomials and then
extend it linearly and continuously. Define

Dz;(x)[y] = y;
and require

(i) D(kn+ p)(x)[y] = kDn(z)[y] + Du(z)[y];
(i) D(nu)(x)[y] = Dn(x)[ylu(z) + n(x)Du(x)[y],

for all formal power series 1, u € C{x)). Consequently, for all v € (C{x})+)? we have

D(nov)(@)lyl = Dn(v())[(Dvi(z)[yl, ..., Dvy(2)[y])].

Observe Dn(x)|y] is linear in y, that is, Dn(x)[ky + 2| = kDn(x)[y] + Dn(x)[=].
The linearity of the free derivative allows us to define D on matrices of formal power
series. If A € My, xn(C{x)) then define D : My, xn(C{x})) = Mpmxn(C{xUy)) by

DA(x)ly) = (DA (@)y))]'s"

1,j=1"

In particular D extends to row vectors in the obvious way.

Remark 4.5. The derivative in free analysis is defined below, and is almost a pure
matrix result. Suppose U is a free domain (hence open) and 7 : U — M(C)9 is an
analytic free map. For any small enough H € M(C)9,

(D00 .

It turns out, there is a strong connection between the free derivative in (4.2) and
the formal power series derivative in Definition 4.4 (justifying the redundant use of
D).

If A: M(C)? - M(C)Y is a free analytic mapping, A € (C{x))? is a formal
power series that converges on M(C)9, and A(X) = AX) for all X € M(C)9,
then DA € (C{xUy))? converges on M(C)?9 and DA(X)[Y] = DA(X)[Y] for all
X,Y € M(C)s.

To see this, let A =327 (37—, Low and Ay = SN > jw|=m Lww. Since
Ay € (C(x))9, DAy € (C{xUy))9, thus DAy (X)[Y] exists for all (X,Y) € M(C)?9
Let Z = (§ ¥ ). By Proposition 6 in [Pas14],

) A ()0( }/() _ <AN(§X) DAAIJVV((XX))[Y]) .
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The sequence of polynomials (DAy) converges to DA in the metric topology on
(C{xUy))9, thus DAN(X)[Y] converges to DA(X)[Y], since An(Z) converges to

A(Z). Hence,
_ X Y\ [(A(X) DAX)]Y]
A(Z)—A(o X>_< 0 AKX) )
and DA(X)[Y] = DA(X)[Y].
Thus, to find the derivative of a free analytic function with a formal power series,
it is sufficient to find the derivative of the formal power series and then evaluate
where desired.

Example 4.6. We present a few formal power series and their corresponding
derivatives. If p(x1,22) = x122 — 221 then Dp(xy, 22)[y1,y2] = Y122 + T1y2 —
Yoy — oy Next, if r(z1) = (1 — 1)~ ! then Dr(zy)[y1] = (1 —21) "ty (1 — 1)L
Finally, if s(z1,22) = (71,22 + 2?) and s%(z1,22) = (72,21 + 22) then

Ds'(x1,22)[y1,92] = (y1,y2 + 2191 +y121),  Ds” (21, 22)[y1,92] = (y2, y1 + y2)
and
D(s' o ) (w1, 22)y1, y2] = Ds* (s> (w1, 2))[Ds* (21, 22) [y1, 9o
= (Y2, (Y1 + y2) + T2y2 + y2x2).
Before proceeding with our investigation of the free derivative, we stop to quickly

prove the implicit function theorem for nc formal power series. For an analytic
approach to the implicit function theorem for M (C)? see [AM16].

Definition 4.7. Suppose z = {z1,...,2,} and f(x,2) € (C{x Uz))". Define

% = (Dfi(2,2)0,¢;]); ,_, € Ma(ClxUz)),

where e; is the standard vector with a 1 in the i*™® position and 0 elsewhere.

Theorem 4.8 ((Implicit function theorem)). Suppose f(x,z) € (C{xUz))". If
£(0,0) = 0 and 90f/02(0,0) € M(C) is invertible, then there exists a unique
g € (C{x))" such that g(0) = 0 and f(z,g(x)) = 0.

Proof. Since f(0,0) = 0, we see that f(x,z) has no constant terms. By composing
with an appropriate change of variables, we may assume 0f/9z(0,0) = Ij,. Hence,
the coefficient of each z; term in f; is d; ;, the Kronecker delta. Set f(x)[z] =
z — f(x, z) and note f satisfies the conditions of Lemma 3.9. Thus, there exists
a unique g € (C{x))" such that g(0) = 0 and f()[g(x)] = g(z). Finally, since

f(®,2) = z = f()[2],

f(@,8(x)) = g(x) — f(z)[a(x)] = g(z) — g(=) = 0, (4.3)
and the uniqueness of g for f implies g is the unique formal power series satisfying
both g(0) = 0 and (4.3). O

Definition 4.9. Suppose p € (C(x))9. We define the scion of p, F € (C(xU7y))2,
by F(x,y) = (Dp(y)[x],y). Furthermore, if we view p as a free polynomial
from M(C)Y to M(C)9, then F : M(C)?»% — M(C)? is a free polynomial and
F(X,Y) = (Dp(Y)[X],Y).

Of particular importance is the fact that F' is x-linear, that is, F(x + z,y) =
F(x,y) + F(z,y). Moreover, DF (x,y)[z, w] is automatically z-linear.
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Proposition 4.10. Suppose p is a free polynomial. If F is the scion of p, then p
18 bijective if and only if F' is bijective.

Proof. Suppose J,, is the Jacobian matrix of p. Since p(x) = xJ,(x), the Jacobian
matrix of F' is given by

e = (p7 e 1):
We note that F(x,y) = (x,y)Jr(x,y). Let h = (hq,...,hy) and k = (k1,...,kg)
be g-tuples of noncommuting indeterminates treated as row vectors. Consider
DF(z,y)[h,0]
= (hJp(y) + =D J,(y)[0] + 0DJ,(y)[z] + yD(DJ,(y)[x])[h, 0], 0)
= (hJp(y) + 0+ 0+ yDJy(y)[h], 0)
= (Dp(y)[h],0).

The motivation for why D(DJ,(y)[x])[h,0] = DJ,(y)[h] hinges on the x-linearity
of DJ,(y)[z]. To clarify this point we demonstrate on a monomial m(x,y) =

a(y)zf(y):
Dm(z,y)[h,0] = Da(y)[0]z:B(y) + a(y)hiB(y) + aly)z; DB (y)[0]
=m(h,y).

Recall Fyi;(x,y) = yg4: for 1 < i < g, hence DF,,;(xz,y)h,k] = k;. In
particular, if X,Y, H, K € M, (C)9 then DF(X,Y)[H, K] = 0 implies K = 0. Thus
Dp(Y)[H] = 0 if and only if DF(X,Y)[H, K| = 0. Therefore, an application of
Theorem A implies p is bijective if and only if F' is bijective. O

Lemma 4.11. Suppose p is a bijective free polynomial with no constant term, F' is
the scion of p, and q and G are the compositional inverses of p and F respectively.
Let G(z,y)[z, w] be the auxiliary inverse of F. Then,

(i) G(x,y)[z,y] satisfies the conditions of Lemma 3.9 with G(x,y) as its
unique solution;
(i) G(x,y)[z,y] is affine z-linear;
(iii) G(x,y) = (Da(p(y))[x], u);
(iv) if q is a free polynomial then G is a free polynomial and

deg(q) < deg(G) < deg(p) deg(q).

Proof. Since G is the compositional inverse of F', it automatically satisfies the
conditions of Lemma 3.9. Hence, G(x,y)[z, w] has G(x,y) as its unique solution.

Recall Fyyi(x,y) =y; for 1 <i < g. It follows that Gy1:(x,y)[z, w] = y; and
thus Ggyi(z,y) = y;. In particular, G(x,y)[z, y| still satisfies the conditions of
Lemma 3.9 and G(x,y) is the unique solution of G(z,y)[z,y]. Thus, Lemma 4.1
applies to G(z,y)[z,y]| and G(x,y), justifying our use of G(x,y)[z,y] in lieu of
Gz, y)[z, w).

To prove item (ii), let J, and Jr be the Jacobian matrices of p and F', respectively.
Since both p and F" have compositional inverses, Proposition 3.12 says J, Land J " !
exist as matrices of formal power series. Hence,

Tp' (z,w) = (D:]]:((;v))[z] ?) - (DJp(iZgﬁ)]J:(w)l ?) '
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Observe z only appears in a free derivative, so J;l(z, w) is affine z-linear. Thus,
G(z,y)[2z,y] = (x,y)Jr(z,y) must also be affine z-linear.

ThFor (iii), since (g o p)(x) = @, we have = D(q o p)(y)[x] = Dq(p(y))[Dp(y)[z]].

(z,y) = (Da(p(y))[Dp(y)[z]], y) = (Da(p(y))[F(z.y)], y)- (4.4)
Since Gy4i(x,y) = y;, substituting G(z, y) for (z,y) into (4.4) yields

G(z,y) = (De(p(y))[F(G(x,y))],y) = (Dq(p(y))[z],y).

Lastly, suppose ¢q is a free polynomial. It follows that Dgq is a free polynomial,
hence G is a free polynomial. Since deg(q) < deg(Dq(p(y))[x]) < deg(q) deg(p) we
conclude

deg(q) < deg(G) < deg(q) deg(p).

In a trivial sense, the degree bounds between G and ¢ are not strict. If
p(x) = @ then q(z) = @, F(z,y) = (z,y) and G(z,y) = (z,y). Hence, deg(q) =
deg(q) deg(p) = deg(G).

Remark 4.12. We emphasize a point made in the proof of 4.11; since G is the
solution to both G(x,y)[z,y] and G(x,y)[z, w] we may use G(x,y)[z, y] rather
than G(z,y)[z, w].

Example 4.13. Let

p(x) = (71,72 — x%) and  F(x,y) = (1,22 — T1y1 — Y121, Y1, Y2)-

a(x)[z] = (x1,22 + 2121) and  Dq(ax, z)[h, k] = (h1, ha + h121 + 21k1)

and G(z,y)[z,y] = (Dalp(y),y)[x, z],y) = (21,22 + 151 + 121,91, Y2). Note
a°*(x)[z] = (21,22 +27) = q(z) and GOQ(QE Yz, y] = (x1, 22+ 2191 + 2121, Y1, Y2)-
Lastly, 2 = deg(q) = deg(G), while deg(q)deg(p) = 4, so deg(q) = deg(G) <
deg(q) deg(p)-

Proposition 4.10 tells us that a polynomial, p, is bijective if and only if its scion,
F', is bijective. The scion is x-affine linear, and its inverse function, G, is the
unique algebraic solution to a proper algebraic polynomial that is z-affine linear.
We investigate precisely the formal power series that are generated by such z-affine
linear proper algebraic polynomials in Section 6.

5. DEGREE BOUNDS ON NC RATIONAL MAPS

In order to prove Theorem 6.13 we require results about how rational functions
behave when evaluated on matrices. Using rational degrees on nc rational functions,
we prove Proposition 5.2, a result about the behavior of nc rational functions when
they are evaluated on generic matrices.
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5.1. Rational degree bounds. In this subsection we introduce topics from non-
commutative algebra in order to prove a general principle; evaluating a noncommu-
tative rational function r on a tuple of matrices produces a matrix whose entries
behave similarly to ». A major obstacle in proving this principle is the fact that
noncommutative rational functions cannot always be written as a fraction of poly-
nomials. However, by introducing a commuting indeterminate ¢t we are able to
characterize the degree of a nc rational function and its evaluations on matrices.

Definition 5.1. Suppose U is a skew field containing C and U[t] is the polynomial
ring over U. We define the map deg, : U[t] = Z U {—oc} in the natural way;
deg,(0) = —oo and if r =g + 11t + -+ - + rpt™, ry # 0, then deg,(r) = m. For any
r,s € Ult],

(i) degy(rs) = deg,(r) + deg,(s),

(i) deg;(z +y) < max {deg,(z), deg,(y)}.

Theorem 2.1.15 in [MRO1] tells us U[t] = U ® CJt] is an Ore domain with a
classical ring of quotients, U(t). Hence, for any r € U(t) there exist «, 8 € U[t] such
that r = a8~ L.

We can uniquely extend deg, to U(t) (by Theorem 9.1 in [Coh95]) such that
deg,(r=1) = —deg,(r), for all 7 # 0. In particular, if r = a3~! then deg,(r) =
deg,(a) — deg,(B8). We say deg, : U(t) — Z U {0} is a rational degree map.

The main result of subsection 5.1 is as follows.

Proposition 5.2. Suppose w = {wy, ..., wy} is a collection of freely noncommuting
indeterminates, w = (wy,...,wy), t is a central indeterminate and N € Z*. Let
r € C€w be a nonzero rational function such that r(tw) = a(w)[t]B(w)[t]~!,
where a, § € CLwH[t]. Suppose

(i) S is a field containing C,

(i) U C Mn(S) is a skew field generated by uy,...,un € My(S), each u; # 0.
If deg, is the rational degree map on S(t), then

deg, (r(tus, ..., tun)i;) < degi(a(w)[t]) € Z,

forall1 <i,5 < N, whenever r(us,...,up) is defined.

Of particular importance in Proposition 5.2 is that deg,(«(w)[t]) is independent
of N, hence it applies quite nicely to free functions.

Remark 5.3. The following definitions will be familiar to an algebraist but perhaps
not to an analyst.

If R is any commutative integral domain, then the field of fractions of R is the
smallest field in which R can be embedded. Every integral domain has a field of
fractions.

Next, a ring D is said to be a noncommutative domain if it has no zero divisors,
i.e. if a,b € D such that ab = 0 then either a = 0 or b = 0. If, in addition, every
nonzero element of D has a multiplicative inverse then D is said to be a skew field.

Let R be a noncommutative domain and let .S be the set of all the nonzero elements
of R. We say R is a right Ore domain if for every 7 € R and s € S, rSNsR # @. If
R is a right Ore domain, then there is a unique (up to R-isomorphism) skew field

2 Item (i) is true as long as U is a domain (U has no zero divisors). If U has zero divisors then
deg,(rs) < deg,(r) + deg,(s).
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D containing R as a subring such that every element of D has the form rs~!, for
s, € R and s # 0. In this case, the skew field D is called the classical ring of
quotients of R, and it is unique up to isomorphism.

Lemma 5.4. Suppose U is any skew field, v € U[t]™ is a row vector of polynomials
and M € M, (U(t)) is an n x n matriz. If deg, is a rational degree map on U(t),
then

deg;((vM);) < max {deg, (vx)} + max {deg,(Mp.i)},

for each 1 <i<n.
Moreover, if deg,(v;) < 6 and deg,(M; ;) <A for1<4i,j <n then

max. {deg, (vM))} <6+ A.

Proof. Fix 1 <1 < g. Simply applying the properties of the degree map,
deg;((vM);) = deg, <Z kak,i> < max {deg, (vx M)}
k
= max {deg,(vx) + deg, (M)}

< max {deg, (vi)} + max {deg, (M)}

Next, suppose deg,(v;) < § and deg,(M; ;) < A for all 1 < 4,5 < n. Thus,
maxy, {deg,(vx)} < 0 and max; j {deg,(My,;)} < A. Finally, since deg,((vM);) <

d+ A for 1 < i <n, we conclude max; {deg,((vM);)} <5+ A. O
Let w = {w1,...,ws} be a finite collection of freely noncommuting indeterminates
and let w = (wy,...,wp). We recall a few facts about the construction of C€w,

the algebra of noncommutative rational functions. These results and definitions can
be found in [KVV16] and [KV17].

Let Rc(w) be the set of all noncommutative rational expressions over C, i.e.
all possible syntactically valid combinations of elements in C and w, arithmetic
operations (addition, multiplication, inversion) and parentheses. For example,
wi+wy, wy (wy—w;) "t and 071 are syntactically valid combinations. The inversion
height of p € R¢(w) is the maximum number of nested inverses in p.

The subset of M(C)" at which p is defined is denoted dom p and is called the
domain of p. We say p € Re(w) is nondegenerate if p(A) is defined for some
A € M(C)". If py, p» are nondegenerate rational expressions then we say p; ~ pa
if and only if p;(A) = p2(A) for all A € dom p; N dom py. This relation ~ is an
equivalence relation on the set of all nondegenerate rational expression in R¢(w).
We define C{w}, the skew field of noncommutative rational functions, to be
the set of equivalence classes of nondegenerate expression with respect to ~. If
r € C€<w>, then the domain of r, denoted domr, is defined as the union of the
domains of all representatives of r and if A € domr then r(A4) = p(A) for any
representative p € Re(w) such that A € dom p.

Remark 5.5. Both C{w) and C,4{w})) embed into C{w}, and in fact, if r € CLu>
is defined at 0 then r € C{w}. Since every rational series (see Definition 2.1) is
defined at 0, we have that the rational series are exactly the nc rational functions
defined at 0.

We now introduce a lemma that will be implicitly used throughout the rest of
Section 5.
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Lemma 5.6. Suppose r € C€w>. If t is a central indeterminate, then r(tw) €
C€w>(1).
Proof. The proof follows quickly from induction on the inversion height. O

Example 5.7. If p is a rational function in commuting variables then p can be
written as a fraction of polynomials; p = pg~!. Hence, it makes sense to talk about
a rational degree map, deg(p) = deg(p) — deg(q).

In the noncommutative case we cannot guarantee that a rational function r can
be written as a fraction of polynomials. However, the commuting indeterminate ¢
we introduce acts as a yardstick for the rational degree of r. Since deg,(q(t)™1) =
—deg,(¢(t)) we can unpack a rational function by moving iteratively through the
inversion heights.

For example, if

—1 —1

r(ry,29) =21(1 — 21 (1 — 22) " 1)
then we can guess deg(z1 (1 —x2) toy) =2—1,deg((1 —z1(1 —2) " tzy) ) =1-2
and, deg(z1(1 — 21 (1 — 29)"'z1)~!) = 2 — 2. Introducing the commuting ¢ we get

r(tey, trg) = toy (1 — tay (1 — tay) ) ™!
=toyay (a7t — e (1 — tag) 1)t
= t(1 — twg) (] (1 — tw) — t221) !
= (t — t2wp) (xy ! — tay oy — t22y) 7,
a fraction of polynomials in ¢ with coefficients in C{x>. In fact, as we guessed,
deg,(r(tx)) =2-2=0.
We are now in a position to prove Proposition 5.2.

Proposition 5.2. Suppose w = {ws, ..., wy} is a collection of freely noncommuting
indeterminates, w = (wy,...,wy), t is a central indeterminate and N € Z*. Let
r € C&w be a nonzero rational function such that r(tw) = a(w)[t]B(w)[t]~!,
where a, f € CLwH[t]. Suppose

(i) S is a field containing C,

(i) U C Mn(S) is a skew field generated by u,...,un, € Mn(S), each u; # 0.
If deg, is the rational degree map on S(t), then

deg, (r(tuy, ..., tup); ;) < deg,(a(w)[t]) € Z,
for all1 <i,j < N, whenever r(uy,...,up) is defined.

Proof. Suppose u = (uq,...,up) and « € UJ[t] is a nonzero polynomial such that
w(u)ft] = 3200 kyj(u)t! with k (u) # 0. Note

deg, (r(u)[t]) = lg{}?gN{degt( r(w)t]ig)} = m.

We first show that deg,(det(x(u)[t])) = Nm.

From the definition of the determinant, deg,(det(k(w)[t])) < Nm. In fact,
det(k(wu)[t]) is a sum of products of N entries of x(u)[t]. Hence, det(x(u)[t]) € S[t]
and its V™ coefficient is exactly det(k,,(u)). Since S is a field, for any A € My (S),
det(A) # 0 if and only if A is invertible. Next, U being a skew field and k,,, € U being
nonzero imply k,, is invertible, hence det(k,,) # 0. Thus, deg,(det(x(u)[t])) = Nm.
That is,

deg;(det(r(u)[t])) = N deg, (r(w)[t])- (5.1)
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Next, we recall that the adjugate of any /N x N matrix is a matrix of determinants
of (N —1) x (N — 1) sub-matrices. Hence, for all 1 <i,j < N,

deg, (adj(r(w)[t])i ;) < (N — 1) deg,(r(w)[t]). (5:2)
Since x(u)[t] 1 = det(x(w)[t]) ~tadj(r(w)[t]), Equations (5.1) and (5.2) imply
deg, (k(uw)[t] 1) = max {degt <m>} <0. (5.3)

Next, r(tw) = a(w)[t]B(w)[t]~* for some «, 3 € C€wP[t] and assuming r(u) is
defined, r(tu) = a(u)[t]3(u)[t]~!. Hence,

deg; (r(tw);,;) = deg; <Z a(u)lt]ie (5(U)[t}_1)z,j>

{=1

< o {de, (a(wle (3 ), }

14

< max {deg, (a(u)[t]s.0)} +max {deg, ((Bw)17), ;) }

< deg, (a(u)[t]) + deg, (B(u )[ﬂ*l)
< deg, (a(u)lt]).
Where the last inequality uses (5.3). Finally, deg,(a(u)[t]) < deg,(a(w)[t]) implies

deg,(r(tu); ;) < degy(a(u)t]) < deg,(a(w)[t])
forall 1 <i4,5 < N. O

It should be emphasized that (5.1) is not true for any polynomial in My (S)]t].
Rather, it holds true if and only if the leading coefficient is an invertible matrix.
For example, if

(10 1 0\,o, (0 1\,3 (0 0\, (1+t2
A(t)<0 1)*(0 0)t+<1 0>t+(0 1>t ( £ 14

then deg,(\(t)) = 4 while deg,(det(\(t))) = deg,(1 +t?> +t*) = 4 < 8. On the other

hand, if
(10 0 1\,o (1 0\, (1+t*
A(’5)_(0 1>+(1 o>t +<0 1)t _< £ 144t

then deg,(\(t)) = 4 and deg,(det(u(t))) = deg, (1 +t* + %) = 8.

Proposition 5.2 gives credence to the notion that if 7 is a noncommutative rational
function, then r(s) is a matrix of rational functions whose behavior is modeled by r.
In particular we will apply this idea to generic matrix algebras.

5.2. Generic matrix algebras Suppose n € ZT. Foreachi € ZT,1 < j < g,
and 1 < k, £ <n, let fn ¢ be a commuting indeterminate. Next, for each i € Z+
set ¢ = {ffl)kje :1<j<g,1<k<n}. IfiieZ", then the algebras C[ n ]
and (C[ g Uf 2 } have fields of fractions (C({n' ) and (C(fff) U fy(f)), respectively.

For i,n € Z+ and 1 < j < g, define 27 = (fn kl)k,le € M,(C| 7(11)]) to be a
generic matrix of size n. Define GMn(_(Z)) to be the algebra of generic matri-

ces; that is, the unital C-subalgebra of M, (C[&, (¢ )]) generated by = =01 ,ng)’g.

Let
=) — (:(i)»l :(i),g)

= —n g ooy =y
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be a g-tuple of generic matrices.
To prepare for their use in Section 6, we define GM,, ((£(")T) to be the algebra
of transposed generic matrices, that is, GM,, ((E(")7) is the algebra generated by

EPHT, L EDNT. Let
B = (D"

L (E

SRNED

be a g-tuple of transposed generic matrices and let ETTL’U ) denote the 2g-tuple

((Eﬁ{)’l)T @I, ..., EVNT @I, [,V . I,® E;j)’g)
where ® is the Kronecker product. Lastly, let
GM,, (ET0) = GM,,((E9)T) @ GM,,(EY))
and observe GM,, (E7:()) is generated by {(E()T & I,} U {I, ® =¥’}
Remark 5.8. By Lemma 2.5 and Proposition 2.6 in [KVV16], GM,,(Z®)®@GM,, ()
is contained in a skew field, UD, (E(*:()). Since GM, (E®) @ GM,,(EV)) and
GM,, (ET()) are isomorphic as algebras, GM,,(Z27°0)) must be contained in some
skew field, UD,,(E70)).
Thus, for any n € Z7T,
(i) (&) is a field,
(ii) GM,(ET(M)) € M, (C(d}))) is the C-algebra generated by {(E%l))T ®
L} U{L, =},
(iii) GM,(ETW) ¢ UD,(ETMW) € M,2(C(¢{”)) and UD,(ET-W) is a skew
field.
Hence, Proposition 5.2 is applicable; if r € C€y U x}, then there exists a d, € Z™T
such that deg,(r( EZ’(l))i,j) > d,, for all n € Z* and 1 < 4,j < n?, whenever
r(EZ’(l)) is defined.
Example 5.9. By the Cayley-Hamilton theorem, any X € M5(C) satisfies the
relation X2 = ¢; X + cgls, for some scalars ci,cg € C. Take the commutator of both
sides against Y € My(C),
(X%, Y] = a1[X, Y]+ co[l2, Y] = 1 [X, Y],
Next, take the commutator of both sides against [X, Y],
[[Xz,y]v [Xa Y]] = Cl[[Xa YL [Xv Y]] =0.

Thus, p(y,z) = [[2?,y], [z, y]] vanishes on M3(C), i.e. p is a polynomial identity for
M5 (C). Let 7(y,z) = 2%(1—p(y,z)) ! and note r is a fraction of the polynomials z>
and 1 — p(y, z). Thus, Proposition 5.2 implies degt(r(tEZ’(l))iyj) < deg,(t?2?) = 2,
for all n € ZT. In particular, if n < 3 then p(tEZ;’(l)) = I, and degt(r(tEZ’(l))m) =
2.

Lemma 5.10. Suppose n : M(C)9 — M(C)9 is a free analytic function with a

power series that converges for each X € M(C)9 and n(Eg)) is a polynomial for

each n. Define
T= {degt(nj(tE,(ll))kyg) MEZT1<j<g, 1<k t< n}

If T is bounded, then n is a free polynomial.
Proof. This is Proposition 3.1 in [KS17]. O
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6. HYPORATIONAL SERIES

Proposition 4.10 shows that if p is a free polynomial, then F(x,y) = (Dp(y)[x], y)
is a free polynomial, and p is injective if and only if F' is injective. Lemma 4.11
implies G, the inverse of F', is the unique solution to a proper algebraic polynomial
that is z-affine linear. The z-affine linearity is reminiscent of realizations of nc
rational functions, see [Voll15] and [KV17]. With this similarity to realizations in
mind, we generalize the class of rational series (see Definition 2.1) to a slightly larger
class of formal power series that we call the hyporational series. In particular, the
scion of a free polynomial has a hyporational series as its compositional inverse.
We show that every rational series is hyporational and Theorem 6.13, the main
result of subsection 6.1, says that a hyporational series without singularities is a
free polynomial.

In subsection 6.3, we apply the same techniques used to analyze hyporational
series to the free derivative of polynomials. This leads to the construction of the
hypo-Jacobian matrix of a free polynomial mapping and Theorem 6.18. Finally,
combining Theorem 6.18 with results on automorphisms of C(x) proves the main
result of this paper, Theorem 6.22.

6.1. Hyporealizations and hyporational series.

Definition 6.1. Once more, suppose z = {z1,...,2,} is a set of freely noncom-
muting indeterminates where A is not necessarily equal to g. Let a € (C{x U z))".
Recall from Definition 3.13 that a is a proper algebraic polynomial if a has
no constant term and d.(a) > 1, that is, if w is a monomial appearing in a with
|w|, > 0 then |w| > 2. We say a is z-affine linear if a(x)[z] = a(x) 4+ a(x)[z], where
a(x)|z + w] = a(x)[z] + a(x)[w]. If a is both a proper algebraic polynomial and
z-affine linear then we say a is a hyporealization.

Suppose r € C{x}) with constant term ry. We define r to be a hyporational
series if there exists a hyporealization a such that r — r; is a component of
the solution of a. Namely, there exists r = (r1,...,7,) € (C{x))" such that
a(x)[r] = r and r —rp = r;. Let Chyp{x) C C{x)) denote the collection of all
hyporational series.

Recall from Definition 2.1 that C,,;{x)) is the algebra of rational series.

Remark 6.2. We recall several facts from realization theory. Let C{x>¢ C C{x>}

denote the subring of nc rational functions that are regular at the origin:
Cgxyo={r e C&xy : 0 € domr}.

As was mentioned in Remark 5.5, C{x}g = Cpat{x). If r € CLx}0, then r has a

realization; there exist d € Z*, ¢,b € Myx1(C) and Ay,..., Ay € My(C) such that

-1

g
r:CT Id_ZAj‘Tj b.
j=1

Classical realization theory has a long and storied history in both mathematics
and applied fields. We use definitions and results from [KV17], which provides an
excellent exposition of realizations of nc rational functions and their domains.
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Remark 6.3. Every rational series is hyporational, that is, Cyat{(x)) C Chyp{(x).
We omit the proof of the above statement, however it follows readily from a
rearrangement of the realization of a given nc rational map.

In fact, if r is a formal power series with constant term 7y, then r € Cpa ({x}))
if and only if there exist &/ € M} (C(x),) and a € (C(x),)", such that r —ry is a
component of the solution to the hyporealization a(x)[z] = a(x) + 247 (x). This
condition precisely delineates the difference between rational series and hyporational
series that are not rational.

Realization theory tells us that there is a very intimate relationship between
rational functions and linearity. Example 3.19 provides us with a function that is
hyporational but not rational.

Example 6.4. The hyporealization s(x)[z] = x2 + 212021 has the solution s(x) =
oo o xtwoxy. Thus s is hyporational and s(x)[2] is a hyporealization of s.

Arguing by contradiction, suppose s is rational. Hence s has a minimal represen-
tation s(z) = ¢!’ (I — Azy — Bxg)~1b, where A, B € M, (C) and b,c € M, 1(C)9.
Let ma(t) = ap+ait+-- -+ a4t be the minimal polynomial of A and note there is a
k so that ay # 0 since A # 0. Observe ¢l A*BAJb = (i, j) where § is the Kronecker
delta. Hence

d
0=c"0b=c"arma(A)BA*b = > " a;arc’(A'BA*) b
=0
= |ax|*cT(A*BA*) b = |ay|?
>0,

a contradiction. Therefore, s is not rational.

One of the main advantages of the realization theory of nc rational functions
is that the intrinsic linearity of rationals is expressed through matrices. Since
hyporational series are generated by linear proper algebraic polynomials, we would
like to imitate rational realization theory for hyporational series. This is precisely
what we do in subsection 6.2.

6.2. Hypomatrix representations.

Definition 6.5. For any C-algebra R and n € Z', the map vec[n] : M, (R) —
M ynz(R) given by
vec[n](A)i—1)nt; = Aij

is a linear isomorphism taking an m x n matrix with entries in R to a length n? row
vector with entries in R.

If U,V € M,(R) then U ® V € M,2(R) is the standard Kronecker product.
Furthermore, if Z,U,V € M,(R) then the product vec[n](Z) - (U ® V) is the
product of a 1 x n? row vector and an n? x n? matrix.

Let us see vec[n] in action. If A € M5(C[zy,...,x9]) with

Ty T2 I3
A=|zq4 5 w6 |,
Ty Tg Ty

thenvec[S](A):(xl, To, T3, T4, T5, Xg, T7, Iy, .Tg).



THE FREE GROTHENDIECK THEOREM 29

For notational convenience, we allow vec[n] to apply coordinate-wise to tuples:
vec[n] ((A1,...,An)) = (vec[n](A1), ..., vec[n](4n)).
Lemma 6.6. IfU,V,Z € M,(R) then
vec[n](UZV) = vec[n](Z) - (UT @ V) € Myyn2(R).

Proof. Our definition of vec[n] is a left sided version of the vec function defined at
4.2.9 in [HJ94]. By adapting Lemma 4.3.1 in [HJ94] we conclude vec[n](UZV) =
vec[n](Z) - (UT @ V). O

Recall

is a g-tuple of generic matrices while
210 = (EONT @ Iy, EDT @ I L, e ED, . L 8 ED),

is a 2g-tuple of n?-matrices over C[¢()].
Borrowing from [KVV16], we define

Clyex) == C{y) ® C(x)
= (C(yUX)/([yi,xj] :1<4,7< 9)7

to be the bipartite free C-algebra. The algebra C(yex) is contained in a skew
field of fractions, C{yex>, the bipartite rational functions.

Remark 6.7. We briefly define the transpose of a polynomial. For any w € (x)
with w = x;, %, ... 7;,, we say w!l = x; x; _, ...z;. Hence, for any polynomial
p = pww, we define p” =" p,w?. In particular, if X = (X3,...,X,) is a tuple

of matrices, then p? (X7) = (p(X))7.

Proposition 6.8. Suppose a € (C(xUz))Y is a hyporealization with a(x)[z] = a(x)+
a(z)[z]. If a € (C{x)+)Y is the hyporational series such that a(x)[a(x)] = a(x),
then there exists ® € My(C(yex)) such that
(i) vec[n] (a(X)[Z]) = vec[n](a(X)) + vec[n](Z2) - ®(XT ® I,I ® X), for all
n and X,Z € M,(C);
(ii) (I —®(y,x)) is invertible as a matriz over CLyox};
(14i) dom, ((I — @);]1) # @ for alln,m € ZT and 1 <i,j < g;
(iv) (I — @(EZ’(l)))_l is defined for alln € Z*;
(v) vec|n] (a(Eg))) = vec|n] (a(Eg))) (I - @(EZ’(I)))_I, for alln € ZT.

Proof. For 1 << g, we write

g
al(x)[z] =Y Y UL ()5 Vi (),
¢ j=1
where each U; j, Vi ; € C(x). Set ®;,(y,x) = >,(Uf;)" (y) ® Vi;(2) and note
(XTeLIoX)= (2, (X" "0l IeX))] |
g

= (Z(Uﬁj)T(XT R V5T ® X)) ,

7 Jii=1
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for all X € M(C)9. Let 1 <i < g,

=33 veeln] (U, (X)Z,VE5(X))
£ =1

=D D veelnl(Zy) - (U, (0T @ V(X))
j=1 ¢

=

where the last equality is using Lemma 6.6. Continuing on,

vee[n](a'(X)[2]) = YD vecln)(Z)) - (Uf;(X)" @ V(X))
14

= ivec[n](zg)z (UL (xXT) @ V(X))
j=1 ¢

= vecln](Z;) ) ((UL,)" (X" @ DV (I @ X))
7j=1 14

= zg:vec[n](Zj)zg:tbj (XTeoLleX)

J Jj=1

= (vec[n](2)- @ (X" @ ,I® X)), .
Therefore, vec[n](a(X)[Z]) = vec[n](Z)®(XT @ I,I ® X) and

vec[n|(a(X)[Z]) = vec[n](a(z)) + vec[n)(Z) - (X' @ 1,1 ® X) (6.1)
for all n and X, Z € M,,(C)9. Thus, item (i) is proved.

For item (ii), note I — ®(y, &) € My(C(yex)), hence I —®(y, x) € My (CLy=x}).
Since I — ®(0,0) = I, is invertible, Proposition 3.8 in [KVV16] implies I — ® is
invertible and (I — ®(y,x))~! € My(CLyox}).

For item (iii) we note (05, ® I, In ®0m) = (Onm, On) € dompm (I —@); 1) since

Lm — ®(0pm, Onan) = Iy is invertible.
Item (iv) is simply a consequence of (iii);

dom,,2((I — @); 1) C dom((I — ®(E]M)); H.
Finally, substitute =2 in for X and a(E ) for Z in (6.1) to get
vec[n](a(E()) = vec[n)(a(E)[a(E)])
) + veeln)(a(E))) - 2(ET V).

n n

[I]

= vec[n|(a(Z;,
Hence by rearranging,
vec[n] (a(ES))) (Tgnz — @(EZ’(I))) = vec[n}(a(ES))).
Multiplying both sides on the right by (1,2 — <I>(E,TL’(1)))*1 yields
vec|n] (a(Eg))) = Vec[n}(a(ES))) (Ignz — CID(EZ’(U))_I
as desired. ]
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If a is a hyporational series then a[n] = aly, (c)s is a rational function in gn?
commuting indeterminates by Proposition 6.8(v). In fact, Proposition 6.8 shows
that a small amount of commutativity is all the prevents a hyporational from being
rational.

Definition 6.9. Suppose a(x)[z] = a(z) + a(x)[z] is hyporealization. Let ® €
M, (C(yex)) be the matrix constructed in Proposition 6.8. We define ® to be the
hypomatrix representation of a. That is,

vec[n](a(X)[Z]) = vec[n](a(X)) + vec[n](Z) - (I — XTI, I® X))

for all X,Z € M, (C)? and n € Z*.
Let a € Chyp(x)) be hyporational. Define

domy, (a) = | J dom,((I —®)7"),
Pe
where & is the collection of all hypomatrix representations of a.
Suppose X € dom,(a). Let a(x)[z] = a(x) + a(x)[z] be a hyporealization such
that a is the first component of the solution of a and X € dom,,((I — ®)~!), where
® is the associated hypomatrix representation of a. We define

a(X) = (vec[nrl (vec[n](a(X)) (I-oXT®IIe X))_1)> -

Thus, we can evaluate a at any X € dom,,(a).

Example 6.10. Let p(x1, 72, 23) = (71,22 — 27, 23 + 1(—22 + 2122) — 23), hence
-1

1 —X1 —T9 + X1Xo 1 xrrT T2
pl@)=x |0 1 —Z =z |0 1 o
0 O 1 0 0 1

and q(x)[z] = (21,22 + x121, 23 + X122 + X222). Note ( is a hyporealization and
setting

0 pol 0
(I)(yvm) =10 0 (yl +il/2) ®1 )
0 0 0

® is the hypomatrix representation of ¢. Observe ® is nilpotent, and

I 110l ypilp+y)®1
(I-o(y,z)'=(0 1 (1 +y2) @1 |,
0 0 1

and
—1
vee[n)(@) (1 - @ (B1M)) = vecln](a(ED)).
Thus q¢(x) = (21,22 + 22, 23 + (21 + 22)T2 + (21 + 22)27).
Example 6.11. We once again revisit Example 3.19. That is, p(x) = (z1, 22 —
T12271), q(x) = (21, 00 o xfa22) and the auxiliary inverse of p is q(z)[z] =

(71,22 + T12221). Since ¢'(x) = z1, q(x)[z] = (Jcl, To + xlzgxl) is a hyporealiza-
tion with q(«)[g(x)] = ¢(x). The hypomatrix representation of q is

o1 0
Iq)(y7.’13)< 0 1®1_y1®$1>7
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with inverse,

L (1e1 0
(I—®(y,x)) :( 0 (1®1—y1®$1)1>'

Recall that the inverse of .J,, the Jacobian matrix of p, is a polynomial matrix,
however p is not injective. In this case, the hypomatrix representation witnesses the
non-injectivity of p since (I — ®)~! is not a polynomial matrix.

Recall (see Lemma 5.6) that if r € C{x} then r(tx) € CLx>(t). Since CLx>
is a skew field, CL£x>(t) is the classical ring of quotients of C{x>}[t]. Hence there
exist a, B € C€x}[t] such that r(tz) = a(x)[t]B(x)[t] ' and we can extend deg, to

CE&2 ()

Lemma 6.12. If a € (C{x))9 is a tuple of hyporational series then there exists
A € Z such that for all n € Z,

max {degt (arp(tEM) ;) 1<k <g1<i4,j< n} <A, (6.2)

Proof. Let a(x)[z] = a(x) + a(x)[z] be a hyporealization of a and let ® be the

hypomatrix representation of a. We begin by noting that a is a free polynomial,
hence for 1 < 4,5 < nand 1 < k < g, deg,(ag( Esll))i,j) < deg,(ai(tx)). Set

0 = maxy, {deg,(ai(tx))}. Since vec[n] preserves the entries of matrices,

1gr?2§n2 {degt (vec|n] (a(tE%l)))e)} = 1%12%; {degt(ak(tag))i,j)}
<ig<n
max {deg;(ay(tx))} = 0.

IN

Next we recall (I — ®)~! € M,(C£y Ux}) and (I — @(tEZ’(l)))_l exists for all
n € Z*. For notational ease we set ¥ = (I —®)~!. Each U, ;(ty, tx) € CLyoxF (1),
thus by Proposition 5.2 we know there exists d; ; € Z1 such that for all n € Z7,

deg, (T, ;( EZ’(D)) <d; ;. If we set D = max; ; {d; ;}, then for all n € Z*,

max {deg, (v(=10), )} < D.

Proposition 6.8 says for each n € Z*, vec[n|(a( ES))) is the product of the row
vector vec[n](a( E,(zl))) and the matrix U( Eg’(l)). Thus, in light of the degree
bounds found above and Lemma 5.4, we have

d =0 } <6+D.
e (e o=i) ) <+
Finally, set A = d+ D and observe once more that since vec[n] preserves the entries
of matrices it must preserve the degrees of the entries. Therefore, for all n € Z™T,

max {degt (ak(tEsLl))iJ) 1<k<g,1<4,5< n} < A.

Theorem 6.13. Suppose a is hyporational. If dom,(a) = M,,(C)? for all n, then
a 1s a free polynomial.
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Proof. The hyporationality of a implies a|z, (c)s is a matrix of commutative rational
functions. In fact, vec[n] o aly, (cys0 vee[n] ™! : €’ — C" is an n2-tuple of
rational functions in gn? commuting indeterminates. Since dom,(a) = M, (C)?,
each (vec[n] o aly, (c)s0 vec[n] 1), is a rational function with domain of co’,

=)

hence each is a polynomial. Thus, each a(2y’);,; is a polynomial and in particular,
a(E%l)) is a polynomial. However, Lemma 6.12 tells us that there is some A € Z+

such that for all n € Z", max; ; p{deg, (ax( ES))M)} < A. That is, a is a free
analytic function such that a(ES)) is a polynomial for each n, and the degree of the

polynomials is bounded. Therefore, Lemma 5.10 implies a is a free polynomial. [

Corollary 6.14. A free polynomial p : M(C)9 — M(C)9 is bijective if and only if
(h,z) — (Dp(x)[h], ) has a polynomial inverse.

Proof. Suppose p : M(C)9 — M(C)9 is a free polynomial and F is its scion. Recall
F(z,y) = (Dp(y)[z],y). If F has a free polynomial inverse then F is bijective.
Hence Proposition 4.10 implies p is bijective.

Suppose p is bijective. An application of Proposition 4.10 shows F' is bijective.
Let G be the inverse of F. Theorem 3.17 implies Jp, the Jacobian matrix of
F' is invertible as a polynomial matrix. Hence, G(z,y)[z,y] = (:c,y)JIﬂil(z,y)7
the auxiliary inverse of F, must be a polynomial and by Lemma 4.11, G is a
hyporealization. Thus, G is the solution of the hyporealization G(z,y)[z,y] and G
is hyporational.

Since F' is bijective and G is its inverse, Lemma 3.15 says G|z, (c)s agrees with
a free polynomial, for each n € Z*. In particular, dom,(G) = M, (C)? for each
n € ZT. Thus, Theorem 6.13 implies G is a free polynomial. |

Theorem A - the Free Jacobian conjecture - tells us that a free polynomial p is
injective if and only if Dp(Y')[X] is nonsingular for all X € M(C)9. Corollary 6.14
strengthens this condition.

6.3. Bijectivity criteria. Proposition 4.10 tells us that a free polynomial is injec-
tive if and only if its scion is injective. Thus, when testing the bijectivity of a free
polynomial, it suffices to only test for the bijectivity of its scion. The main result of
this subsection, Theorem 6.18, combines Corollary 6.14 with Pascoe’s Free Jacobian
conjecture to get a more direct analog to the classical Jacobian conjecture.

Let f € (C(y Ux))9. We say f is x-linear if |w|, = 1 for all monomials w
appearing in f. In other words, f is a sum of monomials that contain exactly one
x-term.

Lemma 6.15. Suppose f € (C(yUx))9. If f is x-linear, then there exists a matriz
of bipartite polynomials, J € My(C(zey)), such that

vec[n] (f(Y)[X]) = vec[n](X) - T(YT @ I, I, @ Y),
for all X,Y € M,(C)9 and n € Z*.

Proof. We omit the details of the construction of J since it is almost exactly the same
as the construction of the hypomatrix representation found in Proposition 6.8. O
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Definition 6.16. Suppose p : M(C)? — M(C)Y is a free polynomial with derivative,
Dp(y)[x] € (C(yUx))9. Since Dp(y)[x] is -linear, Lemma 6.15 implies there exists
a matrix, Jg‘yp € My(C(z=y)), such that

vec[n](Dp(Y)[X]) = vec[n](X) - [, (YT @ I, [, ®Y)

for all XY € M,(C)? and n € Z*. We define J2¥? to be the hypo-Jacobian
matrix of p. The hypo-Jacobian matrix is unique.

Remark 6.17. Hypo-Jacobian matrices satisfy the chain rule. Namely,
TS5 (z.y) = TP (z,9) P (67 (2). B(y)),
for all a, 8 € (C(x)4)9.

Any endomorphism of the free associative algebra C(x) has a Jacobian matrix
(see [DL82] and [Sch85]) that exactly corresponds with the hypo-Jacobian matrix
found in this section. The Jacobian matrix of an endomorphism is a matrix over
C(z)°PPC(x), where C(z)°PP is the opposite ring of C(z) (the order of multiplication
is reversed). The construction of the hypo-Jacobian matrix sends terms of the form
U(y)z;V(y) to UT(2) ® V(y). Since we can view the map U ~— U7 as the canonical
anti-isomorphism from C(z) — C(z)°PP, we see that the hypo-Jacobian matrix of

a polynomial mapping and the Jacobian matrix of an endomorphism of C(x) are
indeed the same.

Theorem 6.18. The free polynomial mapping p is injective if and only if Jé‘yp has
a multiplicative inverse whose entries are bipartite polynomials.

Proof. Suppose p is injective, ¢ is its inverse and F' = (Dp(y)[x],y) is the scion of
p. Letting G be the inverse of F, Lemma 4.11 shows G(z,y) = (Dq(p(y))[z], y).
Corollary 6.14 implies G is a free polynomial, hence Dq(p(y))[x] is a free polynomial.
Since Dq(p(y))[x] is @-linear, Lemma 6.15 implies there exists a matrix J €
M, (C(z~y)), such that

vec[n](Dg(p(Y))[X]) = vec[n](X) - T (YT @ I,, I, @ Y').
The chain rule tells us Dq o p(y)[x] = Dq(p(y))[Dp(y)[x]] = x, thus
DpY)[X)-JY T @I,,1,Y)
X)- (PPN R 1,1, 0Y).
Next, Dp o q(p(y))[z] = Dp(y)[Dq(p(y))[z]] = x, hence
vec[n](X) = vec[n](Dq(p(Y))[X]) - PP (YT @ I,,, I, ®Y)
(n)(X) - (T - JP) (YT @ 1, [, @Y).

vec[n](X) = vec|n]

— —

= vec|n]

= vec[n]
Thus,
vec[n](X) = vec[n](X) - (J;;‘yp YT ®I,,I,2Y)
= vec[n)(X) - (T - PP (YT @ I, 1, ®Y),
for all X,Y € M,(C)?, and n € Z*. In other words, (J;¥?)~! = J € My(C(zwy)).

Conversely suppose (Jp¥P)™1 € My(C(zoy)). Let G be the free polynomial
defined by

G(Y)[X] = vec[n] " (vec[n](X) - (JIP) ' (YT @ I, I, ®Y)),
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for all X|Y € M,(C)9 and n € Z*. Observe
vec[n](X) = vec[n](X) - (J2P - (JPP) ) (YT ® 1,1, ®Y)
= vec[n](Dp(Y)[X]) - (J;"P) (YT ® 1, [, ®Y)

= vec[n](G(Y)[Dp(Y)[X]]).
Hence, X = G(Y)[Dp(Y)[X]] and = = G(y)[Dp(y)[x]]. On the other hand,
[P)(X) - (Jp¥P) - ) (YT @ 1, [, ©Y)
= vec[n](G(Y)[X]) - JPY T ® 1,1, ®Y)
= vec[n)(Dp(Y)[G(Y)[X]]).
Hence, X :ADp(Y)[CAJ(Y)[X]] and consequently, & = Dp(y)[G(y)[z]]. By setting
G(z,y) = (G(y)[z] y), we get

G(F(z,y)) = G(Dp(y)[z],y)

(Gy)[Dp()[=]], y) = (z,y),

and

F(G(z,y)) = F(G(y)[zl,y) = (Dp(y)[G(y)[z]], y) = (z,y).
Thus, G is the inverse of F. Therefore, by Corollary 6.14, p is an injective free
polynomial. O

Before we finally move on to the proof of Theorem 6.22 we connect the composition
of polynomial mappings to the composition of endomorphisms of C(x).

Definition 6.19. Suppose p € (C(x))? is a free polynomial mapping and let
¢ : C{x) - C(x) be an algebra homomorphism. We say ¢ is induced by p if
¢(x;) = pi(x), for 1 < i < g. Similarly, we say p is induced by ¢ if p(x) =
((b(xl)v LR ¢($q))

Lemma 6.20. Suppose ¢, : C{x) — C(x) are algebra homomorphisms. If p,q are
the induced polynomial mappings of ¢ and 1, respectively, then

(gop)() = ((po)(21), ..., (Pot)(xy)).

Proof. This is verified rather easily from definitions. The details are left to the
reader. ]

If ¢ is an endomorphism of C(x) then the Jacobian matrix of ¢ is a g X g matrix
over C(z)°PP ® C(x). More specifically, if p is the polynomial mapping induced by
¢, then the Jacobian matrix of ¢ is found by applying the natural anti-isomorphism
My (C(z) ® C(x)) — My(C(z)°P? @ C(x)) to JMP.

Theorem 6.21. Suppose p: M(C)?9 — M(C)9 is a free polynomial mapping. The
following are equivalent;
(i) p is injective;
(ii) p is bijective;
(iii) Dp(Y) is a nonsingular map for allY € M,(C)9 and all n € Z7;
(iv) JYP is invertible;

(v) p~! emxists and is a free polynomial.
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Proof. (i)<(ii)<(iii) is Theorem A. (i)<(iv) is Theorem 6.18. (v)=(i) is clear.

To show (iv)=(v), we assume .J}¥P is invertible. Let ¢ be the endomorphism
of C(x) induced by p (so ¢(x;) = p; for 1 < i < g). Since J¥P is invertible, it
follows that that Jacobian matrix of ¢ is invertible. Thus, Proposition 3.1 in [DL82]
implies ¢ is an epic endomorphism and Theorem 12.7 in [Sch85] implies ¢ is an
automorphism of C(x). So ¢! exists and is an automorphism itself.

Let ¢ = (¢ (2z1),...,9(z4)) be polynomial mapping induced by ¢~'. By
Lemma 6.20,

(@1, 2g) = (Do @™ )(@1), ..., (9087 )(2g)) = (gop)(2)
and

(@1, -5 29) = (071 0 9)(21),..., (67" 0 9)(y)) = (po @) ().

Thus, p and ¢ are inverse mappings. Therefore, p is injective. ([

Theorem 6.22 ((Free Grothendieck Theorem)). If p : M(C)9 — M(C)9 is an
injective free polynomial mapping, then there is a free polynomial mapping q such
that po q(x) = x = qop(x); that is, p has a free polynomial inverse.

Proof. This is exactly (i)=-(v) in Theorem 6.21. O

7. COMPUTING INVERSES

Suppose p : M(C)?9 — M(C)Y is a free polynomial, F' is its scion and g and G
are the inverses (when they exist) of p and F, respectively. By either Corollary 6.14
or Theorem 6.18 we know that p is injective if and only if G is free polynomial.
Recall that if p has a free polynomial inverse g, then Lemma 4.11 tells us that
deg(q) < deg(G) < deg(p) deg(q). Thus, an upper bound on deg(G) gives us an
upper bound on the possible degree of gq.

Definition 7.1. Let V;(0) = 0 and for any nonzero rational function r € C{x>}
define

Vi(r(t)) = min {max {deg, (a(z)[1]), deg, (B(@)[t])} : r(tx) = a(@)[8()[ 1}
If M € My,xn(C£x>) then define
Vi(M(tx)) = max {V;(M(tx); ;) : 1 <i<m,1<j <n}
Note that if € C(x) then V;(r(tx)) = deg(r(x)).
Remark 7.2. Tt is straightforward to see that |deg,(r(tx))| < Vi(r(tx)), for any

nonzero rational function. By appealing to evaluations on generic matrices we get
that

Vi(r(ta)s(te)) < Vi(r(te)) + Vi(s(tz))
and
Vi(r(tx) + s(tx)) < Vi(r(tx)) + Vi(s(tx)).
Hence, if M € Myxm(C€xP) and N € My, (C£x3}) then

m

Vi(M (1) N (t)) < max { S Vi (M(ta)s; N (@)1 |

< max { Z Vi (M (tx); ;) + Vi (N(tx); k) }

Jj=1
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< m - Vi(M(t) + m - Vi(N (1),
Lemma 7.3. Let §(1) = 1 and for any integer n > 1, define f(n+ 1) = (n+1)3f(n).
If M, M~ € M,(Cxy) then |deg, (M~ (tx))| < 37f(n)Vi(M (tx)).

Proof. We claim V;(M~!(tx)) < 3"§(n)V,(M (tz)) and use induction to prove the
claim.

If n =1 then M, M~ € C{x} and deg,(M(tx)~!) = —deg,(M (tx)), hence
Vi(M(tx)~") = Vi(M (tz)) < 3Vi(M (tx)).

Now suppose the statement holds for n and consider M, M~ € M,,1(C£x}).

Write
A b
)

where A € M,,(C{x>), b € Myx1(CLx}), ¢ € Miyn(CLxP), and d € CELxP.
If S € GL,+1(C) then MS is invertible. Hence, we may assume d is nonzero and
thus, d~! exists. Observe

Vi(A(t) — b(ta)d(t) ' c(ta)) < Vi(A) + Vi(bd~'e) < (3n+ V(M (ta)).
Hence
Vi((A = bd™"e)™1) < 3"(3n + D)f(n) Ve(M).
Set N(tx) = (A(tz) — b(tz)d(tx) lc(tx))~! and observe
Vi(d (1 +eNbd™h)) < Vi(M) + Vi(1 + eNbd™ 1) = 2V, (M) + Vi(cNb)

n

< 2Vi(M) + zn: (Vi) + Y (Va(Nji) + Vi(br))
i=1 4, k=1

< 2(n+ 1)V (M) + n®Vi(N).
Applying the induction hypothesis,
2(n + V(M) +n2Vi(N) < (20 + D)Vi(M) +n2(3" (3n + Df(n) V(M)
= ((3""'n® + 3"n?)f(n) + 2n + 2)V; (M)
< 3" (03 4 n? + 2n 4 2)f(n) Vi (M)
< 3" (n + 1%} () Vo(M) = 3" H(n + 1) Ve(M).

Since the inverse of M is determined from the Schur complement, we have proven
that V;(M~1(tz)) < 3"f(n)Vi(M (tz)).
Finally, since |deg,(r(tx))| < Vi(r(tx)) for any nonzero rational r, we have

|deg, (M~ (tz))| < 3"f(n) Vi (M (t)),
as desired. ]
Lemma 7.4. If M, M~! € M,(C(x)) then deg(M 1) < 3"f(n) deg(M).

Proof. Since M and M ~! are matrices of polynomials, V;(M (tx)) = deg(M (tx))
and Vi(M (tx)~!) = deg(M (tx)~!). Thus, by Lemma 7.3,

deg(M (1) 1) = |deg, (M (tx) )| < 3"F(m)Vi(M) = 3"§(n) deg(M). O
[
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The degree bound in Lemma 7.4 is far from optimal. However, to improve the
degree bound in a significant manner would require an altogether different proof; the
induction hypothesis cannot be applied to (A — bd~'¢)~! since it is not necessarily
the inverse of a polynomial matrix.

Suppose B : N x N — N is a function such that whenever M € M, (C(x)) and
M~ e M, (C(x)), we have deg(M 1) < B(n,deg(M)). We call such a function a
PMID bound (for Polynomial Matrix Inverse Degree).

Theorem 7.5. Suppose B is a PMID bound. Let p be a bijective free polynomial
and let q be its inverse. If q is a free polynomial then deg(q) < B(g,deg(p) — 1) + 1.

Proof. We begin by noting that deg(Dp(y)[x]) = deg(p). Since Jg}yp, the hypo-

Jacobian of p, is constructed from Dp(y)[x], we get that deg(J3¥P) = deg(p) —1. By

Theorem 6.21 we know (le}yp)_l is a polynomial matrix since p is injective. Hence,

deg((J]?yp)’l) < B(g,deg(p) — 1). In fact, for all n € Z* and X,Y € M, (C)9,
vec[n] (Dq(p(Y))[X]) = vec[n)(X) - (J;"?) (YT @ I, [, ®Y).

(
Thus, deg(Dq(p(y))[x]) = deg((JP)~!) + 1 < B(g,deg(p) — 1) + 1. Lemma 4.11

says G = (Dq(p(y))[x],y), where G is the inverse of F, the scion of p. In fact,
deg(q) < deg(G). Therefore

deg(q) < deg(G) = deg(Dq(p(y))[=]) < B(g,deg(p) — 1) + 1,
as desired. O

Recall from Definition 3.10, q(z)[2] = &.J,(z) and q°*T1(z)[z] = q°F(z)[a(z)[2]].
For each k, we write
> phw

wE (xUz)
set df = d.(q°%) = inf {|w| : |w|, > 0 and p§, # 0} and write q°%(x)[z] = ¢"(x) +
r*(x)[z], where
= Y e oad d@E= Y b
we(x) we (xUz)
lw| <k lw| >k

From Lemma 3.9 we know d¥ > k and (q%)$2, is a sequence of polynomials
converging to g such that deg(q*)  deg(q). Moreover, Lemma 4.1 shows that ¢ is
a polynomial if and only if there exists an N such that deg(p) deg(qV) < d2¥.

Lemma 7.6. Suppose B is a PMID bound. Let p € (C(x);)? and let q be the
compositional inverse of p. Set B = B(g,deg(p) —1)+1. Then q is a free polynomial
if and only if J;+ € My(C(x)) and deg(q*) < B for all k.

Proof. Suppose J, ' € My(C(x)) and deg(q*) < B for all k. In particular,

deg(qPdeeP)) < B, hence deg(q”°8(®))deg(p) < Bdeg(p) < dfdeg(p) and q is
a polynomial by Lemma 4.1.

Conversely suppose ¢ is a polynomial. It follows that ¢(X) exists for all X €
M(C)9, and consequently p(¢(X)) = X = q(p(X)) for all X € M(C)9. Thus, p is
bijective and Theorem 3.17 implies J, ! € M,(C(x)). Next, Theorem 7.5 implies
deg(q) < B(g,deg(p) — 1) + 1 = B and since deg(q*) < deg(q), we have exactly
deg(q*) < B for all k. O
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Lemma 7.6 hints at a simple algorithm for determining whether ¢, the inverse of a
given polynomial p € (C(x)4 )Y, is a polynomial. We still set B = B(g, deg(p)—1)+1.

Corollary 7.7. Either q® = q or q is not a polynomial and p is not injective.

Proof. Let ¢ = Y, pww. Recall deg(q®) is an increasing sequence and ¢ and "
agree on monomials of length less than d];. If 4B # ¢ then there exists a k > B and
w € (x) with |w| > qu > B such that p¥ # 0. In particular deg(q*) > B, thus by
Lemma 7.6, ¢ is not a polynomial and p is not injective. O

For any p, the algorithmic approach to computing ¢ is as follows.
— If: J, ¢ M,(C(x)) then ¢ is not a polynomial;
— Else: compute B = B(g,deg(p) — 1) + 1;
— Set k=1 and q°%(z)[2] = 2;
— Loop:
~ Compute ¢ ()[2] = q(@)[a°* (@) 2]
~ If: deg(q¥) > B or k > B then ¢ is not a polynomial;
~ Elself: deg(q") deg(p) < dF then q = ¢;
~ Else: Increase k by one.

In at most B loops, the above algorithm would either tell us that ¢ is not a polynomial
or would return a polynomial inverse g.
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