arXiv:2511.23298v1 [math.AG] 28 Nov 2025

ZERO-DIMENSIONAL TROPICALIZATIONS IN OSCAR

ARMAN MARTI-SHAHANDEH, YUE REN, VICTORIA SCHLEIS

ABSTRACT. We present algorithms for computing zero-dimensional tropical vari-
eties as implemented in OscarZerodimensionalTropicalization. j1. The
algorithms include a workaround for a common practical issue arising when work-
ing with polynomials over inexact fields in existing software systems.

1. INTRODUCTION

Tropical varieties are a combinatorial shadow of algebraic varieties. They play
a central role in tropical geometry, and, more broadly, in combinatorial algebraic
geometry. To understand and apply tropical geometry, efficient algorithms for the
computation of tropical varieties are essential. For example, showing that the trop-
icalization equals {0} proves the finiteness of certain central configurations in celes-
tial mechanics [HMO06; HJ11], and computing tropicalizations enables better ways
to solve certain polynomial systems [HHR24].

Fundamentally, given an ideal I C Kz, ...,z,] and a (possibly trivial) valuation
val: K* — R, the computational task is to find a set of polyhedra covering the
tropical variety Trop(l) C R™. This is usually done via a traversal over Trop([)
[BJSST07; MR20], and most non-Grébner computations in that traversal can be
boiled down to computations of zero-dimensional tropical varieties over function
fields [HR18]. More specifically, we are interested in determining the tropical variety
where K is the algebraic closure of a rational function field K(¢) with its t-adic
valuation, [ is zero-dimensional and Trop(/) consists of finitely many points.

In this paper, we report on a new implementation of the algorithm for computing
zero-dimensional tropical varieties in OSCAR [OSCARJ|. Our algorithm works via
triangular decomposition and root approximation as in [HR18|, but has several
technical improvements over existing implementations.

The main challenge we address is OSCAR’s handling of polynomials over inex-
act fields, which is similar to that of MACAULAY2 and SAGEMATH, and different
to that of MAGMA. Simply speaking, MACAULAY2, OSCAR, and SAGEMATH work
with sparse polynomials, meaning that numerically zero terms are deleted, see Sec-
tion 3. This may destroy important precision information. We solve this issue by
introducing additional variables uq, ..., u, to track the error terms in Section 4.
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Unlike [HR18|, we do not outsource the root approximation to MAGMA [BCP97],
which gives us much finer control on the precision required for computing Trop(I).
And unlike a similar algorithm in [JMMO08], we do not track field extensions manu-
ally and instead make generous use of the algebraic_closure functionality in
OSCAR, which improves the readability of our code significantly.

Funding. Y.R. and V.S. are funded by the UKRI FLF Computational Tropical Ge-
ometry and its Applications (MR/Y003888/1). V.S. was a member of the Institute
for Advanced Study, funded by the Charles Simonyi Endowment.

2. BACKGROUND

In this section, we fix our notation and review basics of valued fields, tropical
geometry, and triangular decompositions of Grébner bases.

Convention 2.1 In this paper, let & = & be an algebraically closed field. Let
£((t)) denote its field of Laurent series, and let K = £((¢))* be its algebraic closure.
If 8 has characteristic 0, then K = R{{t}} is the field of Puiseux series [MS15,
Theorem 2.1.5|. If K has positive characteristic, K is a subfield of the field of Hahn
series [Hah07, Section 2| containing the field of Puiseux series:

R{t} C K C /[tY] = { Z Co - tY ) S C Q well ordered and ¢, € ﬁ}.
wes
Recall that S C Q being well-ordered means any subset of S has a minimum. This
allows us to view elements of K as generalized power series over K.

The field K has a natural valuation under which K becomes its residue field:
val: K* = K\ {0} — R, ch-tw — min{w € S| ¢, # 0}.
wesS
When we want to focus on the lowest coefficients of z € K, we will often write it as

z2=co - t"" 4y -t oo T w0 (1)
where val(z) = wy < -+ < w, and ¢y, ...,¢,—1 € K and u € K* with val(u) = 0.
We further fix a multivariate Laurent polynomial ring K[z*] = K[zf, ..., z}]
and its polynomial subring K[z] == Klxy,...,x,].

2.1. Tropical Varieties. In this section, we recall the definition of tropical vari-
eties. As we will rely on techniques adjacent to classical Grébner basis theory, see
Section 2.2, we will work with polynomial ideals rather than Laurent polynomial
ideals as in [MS15]. For the sake of simplicity, we use one of the equivalent defini-
tions in the Fundamental Theorem of Tropical Geometry [MS15, Theorem 3.2.3|

Definition 2.2 The tropical variety of an ideal I C K[z¥] is

Trop(I) == c1<va1(V(1) N (K*)”)) C R",
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where V(1) C (K*)" is the very affine variety of I, val(-) denotes the coordinatewise
valuation, and cl(-) denotes the closure in the Euclidean topology.

For principal ideals (f) C K[z*] we abbreviate Trop(f) = Trop({f)).

Every ideal of Laurent polynomials I C K[z*| induces an ideal of polynomials
I'Nn Klz]. This allows us to interpret I as an ideal of polynomials over K|[z|, which
we will do in the remainder of this paper.

When [ is zero-dimensional, Trop(/) consists of a finitely many points in R™.
Tropicalizations of univariate polynomials are zero-dimensional and can be read
off their Newton polygons (also referred to as Newton diagrams in [MS15] and as
extended Newton polyhedra in [Jos21]):

Definition 2.3 Let "=} . a;-x) € K[r;] be a univariate polynomial with finite
support S C Zs(. Its Newton polygon is

A(f') = conv <{(j, val(a;)) | j € s}) +Rsp - (0,1) C R2.

A lower edge of A(f’) is an edge connecting two vertices (ji, val(a;)
for distinct ji,j2 € S, say j1 < ja, and we refer to (val(a;,) — val
a slope of A(f").

and (j2, val(aj,))

(
ajl))/(j2 - ]1) as

N —

The slopes of edges of the Newton polygon determine the tropicalization.

Lemma 2.4 Let [ € K|x;] be a univariate polynomial in x;. Then
Trop(f') = {—s € R | s slope of A(f")}.

In the best case, Lemma 2.4 alone suffices to compute tropicalizations of zero-
dimensional ideals, as seen in Figure 1.

Example 2.5 ([HR18, Example 2.14|) Let I = (f1, fo, f3) € C{t}}[z1, 22, 23] be
generated by

fi=tai+a+1,  fo=tma;+oze+1,  f3=z205+ 1.
It is straightforward to see that I is zero-dimensional and how one can compute
Trop(I) via back-substitution:

According to A(f1) we have Trop(f1) = {0,—1}. Letting z; € V(f;) be the root
with val(z;) = 0 and fa(z1,22) € K|z be the substituted polynomial, we see on
A(fo(z1,22)) that Trop(fa(z1,22)) = {0,—1}. Exhausting this process yields the
tree of Newton polygons in Figure 1 and

Trop(I) = {(0,0,0), (0, —1,1),(~1,1,0), (~1,—1,2)}.

While it sufficed to know the valuation of the roots in Example 2.5, one often
needs to approximate as in Equation (1). The lowest coefficients of the roots are
determined by initial forms.



A(fi(z1)) : 1

val(z1) = (/ \Yal(zl) =-1
A(fa(z1,22)) L <

val(zz) 1 Val(ZQ) -1
val(z2) kval (22)

A(f3(21, 22, 23)) w w

FIGURE 1. A possible series of Newton polygons of F'.

Definition 2.6 For a € K with val(a) > 0 we write @ € R for the residue of a in
and for any a € K we write in(a) = t—v2@) . q € R Note that in(a) is the lowest
non-zero coefficient of a regarded as a power series over K.

The initial form of a polynomial f = > _ca,-2* € K[z] with finite support
S C Z%, and coefficients a, € K* with respect to a weight vector w € R" is

in,(f) = Z in(a,) - % € Rz].

R
Lemma 2.7 Let f' € K|z;] be a univariate polynomial in x;. Then for w € Trop(f’)
V(ing(f)) ={in(z) € B | z € V(') and val(z) = w}.
Proof. Contained in the proof of [MS15, Proposition 3.1.5]. O

2.2. Triangular decompositions.

Definition 2.8 A set of polynomials F' C K[xy,...,x,] is a triangular set if it is
of the form F' = {fi,..., f,} with f; € K[zq,...,z;] \ K[x1,...,2;_1], i.e., the i-th

polynomial only contains the first ¢ variables.

Proposition 2.9 (|GP07, Corollary 4.7.4]) Let I C Klz| be a zero-dimensional
ideal. Then there are triangular sets Fi, ..., Fy, C K[x] such that
where /- denotes the radical of the ideal.

Remark 2.10 A triangular decomposition of an ideal I can be obtained by comput-
ing a Grobner basis of I with respect to the lexicographical order. Given a Grobner
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basis G of I for another order, the FGLM-algorithm [FGLM93]| efficiently converts G
to a lexicographical Grobner basis.

3. TECHNICAL LIMITATIONS IN EXISTING MATHEMATICAL SOFTWARE

In this section, we briefly discuss technical limitations in existing mathematical
software, which necessitate the concepts in Section 4. In essence, there are two ways
to work with Puiseux series:

(1) inexactly up to finite precision (relative or absolute). Examples include
PuiseuxSeriesRing in MAGMA [BCP97], PuiseuxSeriesField in
OscAR [OSCAR; DEFHIJ25|, and PuiseuxSeriesRing in SAGEMATH
[Sage].

(2) exactly but only allowing finite Puiseux series. Examples include PUISEUX-
POLYNOMIAL.JL [Mic25|, a standalone package for working with Puiseux
polynomials in JULIA, and OSCARPUISEUXPOLYNOMIAL.JL [CQR25], a pack-
age for working with Puiseux polynomials in OSCAR.

And while MACAULAY2 [GS] does not support Puiseux series, its fields RR and CC
operate similar to Option (1).

Both options can be problematic for the task at hand in their own ways.

In Option (1), when computing with polynomials over inexact fields, coefficients
may become numerically 0 but with low precision. For example, the constant coef-
ficient of g == f — (14 O(t)) for f == (1+O0(t)) -2+ (1+O0%)) - y+ (1 +O(t?)) is
numerically zero but only with low precision. A computer algebra system can deal
with this in two ways: either by continuing to track the constant term even though
it is numerically zero and remembering its low precision, or by deleting the constant
term. MAGMA does the former, while OSCAR, MACAULAY2 and SAGEMATH do the
latter.

The latter can be problematic: For example, Figure 2 shows g having no constant
term in OSCAR and thus evaluating it at (1, 1), yielding an incorrect high precision.

In Option (2), the problem is evident: It is difficult to approximate the root of
say f = (1—1t*) -2 —1¢€ C{t}}[x], i.e., approximate z = 1 + 2+ 1+ ... € V(f), if
the software does not distinguish between 1 as an approximation to z up to t and
1+ 0-t as an approximation to z up to t'.

To work around both problems, the next section introduces a framework to track
the necessary precisions for our task by introducing n new variables.

4. ROOT APPROXIMATIONS

In this section, we introduce a symbolic workaround to the technical problem
outlined in Section 3. We then discuss how to perform root approximations of
univariate polynomials whilst using this workaround.



julia> K,t = puiseux_series_field(QQ, 9, "t"); # setting relative precision to 9
julia> R, (x,y) = K["x","y"];

julia> f = x + y + 1 # constant term only given with relative precision 1

x +y +1

julia> g = £ - (1+0(t)) # constant term is deleted as coefficient numerically O
X +y

julia> evaluate(g, [1,1]) # evaluation wrongfully claims relative precision 9

2 + 0(t"9)

FIGURE 2. OSCAR removing monomials with coefficients that are nu-
merically 0.

4.1. Approximate roots. To symbolically track numerical uncertainties in our
computation, we work over the following ring:

Definition 4.1 The uncertainty ring is the polynomial ring Ku] == Kluy, ..., uy].
On Ku] we define a valuation extending that of K:

val: K[u]* — R, Z a,u® — min ({Val(aa) | o € Z%, with a, # 0})

aGZgO

We use f; € K[u][z;] to denote univariate approximate polynomials. Further, any
f € Klu][z] will always be expressed as f =)  ¢dq - 2* for some finite S C Z%,
and non-zero a; € Kluy, ..., u;i—1]"

Treating K[u] as a valued ring, the definitions of initials, Newton polygons, and
initial forms extend straightforwardly from Convention 2.1, Definition 2.3 and Def-
inition 2.6 respectively.

The variables uy, ..., u, € K[u] represent arbitrary elements of K of valuation 0.
We will use u; for the tails of the roots z; € V(f;), and the remaining w; for the
tails of the roots z; € V(fi(z1, ..., 2i-1,2;)).

Convention 4.2 For the remainder of the section, let I = (F') C K|z] be an ideal
generated by a triangular set F' = {f1,..., f,} with f; € K[z, ..., z;].

Definition 4.3 Let f € K[uy,...,u;_1][z;] be a univariate approximate polynomial.
We say the Newton polygon A(f) is well-defined or unique, if

A(flu=z) = A(Flup=z) (2)
N—— ——
€K [z] eK|z;]

for all z1,..., 21,21, ...,2_; € K* with val(z,) = val(z;) = 0. If A(f) is unique,

we define A(f) to be the polygon in Equation (2) and Trop(f) to be the set of its
negated slopes.
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Lemma 4.4 Let f = Y oes a2 € Kluy, ..., ui_1][z;] be a univariate approvimate

polynomial. Then A(f) is unique if and only if a; € Klus, ..., u;—1] is a monomial

for all vertices (j,val(a;)) € A(f).

Proof. We start by showing “<". Assume that a; € K[us,...,u;—1] is a monomial

for all vertices (j,val(a;)) € A(f). Then for all zy,...,2,1,21,...,2,_; € K* with
val(z,) = val(z;) = 0 we have

A(flui=z) = conv ({(G,val(@slu==)) | J € S}) +Rso - (0,1)
— conv ({(jval(@;) | j € S}) +Reo- (0,1)

— conv ({(j val(@jl,=)) | 5 € S}) +Roo - (0.1) = A(fluyor).

This proves that A(f) is unique.

We now show “=". Assume there exists some vertex (j, val(a;)) € A(f) such that
a; € Kluy,...,u;—1]is not a monomial. Then there are zq,...,2;1,2],...,2j_; € K*
with val(z,) = val(z;) = 0 such that al,,—., # 0 with val(a|y,—.,) = val(a;) and
a|y;= = 0. Consequently, A(f|ujzzj) contains vertex (j,val(a;)) and A(f|uj:zé,)

does not. This implies that A(f) is not unique. O

Next we introduce approximate roots and characterize them algebraically for
adaptation in our implementation.

Definition 4.5 Let f; € Klu,...,u;_1|[x;] be a univariate polynomial over the
uncertainty ring with a unique Newton polygon. An approzimate root of f; is an
element z; € Klu;] of the form

2i = Cltwl “+ -+ Cr_ltw771 + u; - tvr

for some r > 1, wy < --- < w,, ¢; € K for j < r such that for all z,..., 2, € K*
with val(z;) = 0 there is an z; € K* with val(z;) = 0 such that f(2)|u, =z, u=z = 0.
We say a set of approximate roots V C K[u;] is complete, if forall zy, ..., 2z, € K*

with val(z;) = 0 and all 2 € V(f|uy=21...us_1==_,) € K there are 2, € V and 2 € K*
with val(z;) = 0 such that z = Z;|,,—...

Example 4.6 Consider f, = (x5 —t — t2uy) (22 — 1 — t — t2u;) € K[uy][x5]. Two
complete sets of approximate roots are V' = {uy, tus } and V' = {1+t +1%uy, t +1%us}.
In particular, this shows that complete sets of approximate roots are not unique.

Lemma 4.7 Let f; € K[uy, ..., ui_1][z;] have a unique Newton polygon. Then %; €
Kluy,...,u; is an approximate root of f; if and only if
in(fi(%)) € Klua, . .., ui—1][ug]

18 not a monomial in u;.



fo(1 +t + t2zy) fo(t + t229)

N

FIGURE 3. The A(fi(%)|u;—,) and in(@;) from Example 4.9.

Proof. In the following, let zy, ..., 2,1 € K* with val(z,) = 0.

To see “=”, assume that in(f;(%;)) is a monomial in u;. Then there is no z; € &*
such that in(fi(Z)|u,=21. w1221 ) lu—z, = 0, and thus there is also no z; € K*
with val(z;) = 0 such that in(fi(%)|u,—s,...u—=) = 0. This contradicts that % is an
approximate root of ﬁ

To show “<”, assume that in(f;(%)) € &[us, . .., u;_1][w;] is not a monomial in u;.
Then there is some z; € £ such that in(fi(éi)\ul:zl,...,ui,lzzi,l) u=z, = 0, and thus
there is also no z; € K* with val(z) = 0 such that in(f;(Z)]u,—,....u—=) = 0. This
shows that Z; is an approximate root of fz O

In Example 4.6, we have seen that approximate roots are not unique and can have
varying precision. This motivates the following:

Definition 4.8 Let f; € Kluy,...,u;_1][z;] be a univariate polynomial over the
uncertainty ring with a unique Newton polygon, and let z; € KJu;| be an approx-
u=r; Zj:(] aj - xz €
Kluy, ..., ui_1][z;] has a unique Newton polygon A(f;(%)|u,—s,) and there is a point
(7,val(@;)) € A(fi(Z)|u—s,) on a lower edge such that in(a;) € Rluy, ..., u 1]\ &

Example 4.9 In Example 4.6, the approximate roots of fg in V are intuitively of

imate root of fZ We say Z; has mazimal precision, if fl(zz)

lower precision than those in V. This matches the fact that they are not of maximal
precision by Definition 4.8:

o foltn)|uymay = fo = T2+ (=20%uy — 2t — 1)z + t*u2 + (263 + tP)uy + 12 + t,

o folttg)|uy—ay = 1222 + (=2t3uy — 22 — t)xy + tud + (263 + t2)uy + 12 + 1,
and while the Newton polygons A(fi(Z;)
in(a;) are in R, see Figure 3.

u;—=z;) are unique, all coefficient initials

In contrast, the approximate roots in V' are of maximal precision:
o foll+t+ 12U fuyn, = ta2 4+ (=2t"u; + )2y + t'u? — t2uy,
o folt 4+ 12U0) |upny = t1a3 + (=2t — t2)x + t? + t2uy,

and there are coefficient initials in(a;) in K[u;] \ R, see Figure 3.
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4.2. Roots of univariate polynomials. In this section, we discuss how to ap-
proximate the roots over the uncertainty ring. The algorithm is a straightforward
adaptation of the Newton-Puiseux expansion.

Algorithm 4.10 (puiseux_expansion)
Input: (f,w,b), where
(1) fe Kluy, ..., u;—1][x;] with unique Newton polygon,
(2) w € Trop( f ) a desired tropical point,
(3) prel € R an upper relative precision limit.
Output: V C K [uq, ..., u;] all approximate roots of f with valuation w and either
with maximal precision or with precision p;q.
Set h == in,(f) € Rluy, . .., ui1][zi).
if pres < 0 or h ¢ Rlz;] then
return {u; -t}
Compute V(h) N R*.
Initialize V := ().
for c € V(h) N R* do
Construct fctw = f(xl +c-tY) € Kluy, ..., ui1][z;].
if A(fuw) nOt unique. then
return {u; -t}
10:  if fuw = 0 then
11: Update V :=V U {c - t*}.

12:  else
13: for w' € Trop(few) with w’ > w do
14: Update

V=VU {c Y+ 2 ‘ 2 € puiseux_expansion(fuw, w', pr — (W' — w))}

Example 4.11 Consider w = 0, p,; = 2, and the polynomial
f=@—1—t) (@ —1—t—t) =22+ (=2 —t — 2z + (t* + 3+ 22 + ¢ 4+ 1).
Note that the Newton polygon of f is indeed unique and w € Trop( f ). Hence our
objects satisfy the requirements for Algorithm 4.10.
The first iteration does the following:
e Set hi=in,(f) =22 — 2z + 1.
e Since pye > 0 and h € R[z|, we continue computing V' (h) N R* = {1} (which
gives us 1-t% as the first term of our roots).

e For ¢ = 1, we construct
frow=fx+1-1°) = (&, — ) (w1 —t —1?) = 22 + (=22 — )y + (t* + 13).

e As fip0 # 0 and A(fl.to) is unique, we continue with w’ € Trop(fl.to) =
{1, 2}, noting that both points are greater than w.
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From here, the recursion with updated precision p!. = p;e — 1 = 1 branches:
For w' = 2, we get &/ == iny(fip0) = —x + 1 and V() = {1}, i.e., 1 -2 as the
next term of our root. For ¢/ = 1, we construct

(fro)re = flar +1+1-2 4 2) =0,
This means we have computed our root exactly, giving us the root 1 + 2.

For w’ =1, we get b’ == iny(f140) = 22 —z; and V(h) N K = {1}, i.e., 1 -t as the
next term of our root. For ¢/ = 1, we construct

(frao)ro = f(xr +14+ 1Y) = (21 +t —t3) (21 — t?) = 22 + (=2t + t)zy + (t* — 7).

This yields the tropicalization Trop(fi,1.¢) = {1,2} of which only w” =2 > 1 = w'.
Note however that the new updated precision is pl,, = p.,, — 1 = 0, so the recursion

terminates in the next step, giving us the approximate root 1+t + t2u;.
The collective result is the set {1 + 2,1+t + t?u; }.

5. TROPICALIZING TRIANGULAR SETS

In this section, we discuss how to tropicalize varieties of ideals generated by a
triangular sets as in [HR18, Section 2|. We improve on [HRI18, Algorithm 2.10]
through finer control on the precision during the tropicalization.

Our algorithm tropicalizes I by solving the system f; = --- = f, = 0 through
backsubstitution. The precision to which a root z; € V(f;) is computed governs
the maximal possible precision to which a root z; € V/(fy(z1,22)) can be com-
puted, which, in turn, governs the maximal possible precision to which a root
23 € V(f3(21, 22, 23)) can be computed, and so on. Roots 2, z3,... are computed
up to the maximal possible precision, and the precision of z; is kept minimal.

5.1. Root trees of triangular sets. As mentioned in the beginning of the section,
our algorithm works using simple univariate root approximation and backsubstitu-
tion. We track the global state of the computation in a so-called root tree. Let us
first recall some basic concepts from graph theory:

Definition 5.1 A (rooted) tree is a finite simple graph I' with no cycles and a
distinguished vertex referred to as the root, which we usually denote vy. The degree
of a vertex is the number of edges connecting to it, and vertices of degree 1 are
referred to as leaves.

Using V = V(I'), E = E(I'), and B = B(I') to denote the vertices, edges, and
branches of I, respectively. Here, a branch is a sequence of vertices (vy, . .., vx) such
that vg € V is the root and (v;_1,v;) € E are edges for i = 1,..., k. We refer to
k as the length of the branch (vg, ..., v;), and the depth of vertex vy. The latter is
justified as for any vy € V' there is a unique branch (vy,...,v;) € B. The depth of
I' is the maximal depth of its vertices, which is necessarily attained at its leaves.
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Definition 5.2 A root tree of the triangular set F' is a rooted tree I' of depth at
most n together with two maps

2: V(I) \ {vo} — Klul, v Z(v) = Z,

p: V(D) \ {vo} = Rxo, v = p(v) = py,
such that, for any branch (v, vy, ...,vx) € B(T'), the images z,, € Kluy,...,u;] are
approximate roots of fi(Zy,, ..., 2_,, %) € K[u1, ..., u;1][z;] fori=1,... k.

The purpose of p,, is to record the relative precision of z,,. The purpose of p,,
for 7 > 1 is to record the relative precision of Z, used in the computation of Z,,.

Example 5.3 The following are two extremal examples of root trees:

(1) Let I" consist of a single root vy, and Z, p be empty mappings. Then (T, Z, p)
is trivially a root tree.

(2) Consider F' C C{t}}[x1, z2, z3] from Example 2.5. A root tree I' consists of
e the vertices vo, V1,1, v12,021,...,024,V31,-..,V34,

e the edges (UO,U1,1)7 (UO;U1,2)7 (U1,1,U2,1)7 (U1,1,02,2)7 (U1,2,U2,3); (01,2,112,4)7
and (ve,,vs,) forr=1,...,4,

e the approximate roots 211 = wuy, 210 = t 'uy, 201 = Ug, 200 = t tuy,
_ 1 _ _ _ 2
293 = tug, 224 =17 U2, 231 = U3, 232 = tuz, 233 = U3, 234 = t7us,
e and all relative precisions p, = 0.

Note that I' is roughly dual to the tree in Figure 1.

The main goal of our algorithm will be how to transform the tree in (1) to a tree
as described in (2). This motivates the next definition.

Definition 5.4 We refer to the trivial root tree in Example 5.3 (1) as the starting
root tree.

Furthermore, we say a root tree (I, 2) is (tropically) complete, if for every tropical
point (wy,...,w,) € Trop((F)) there is a branch (v, v1,...,v,) € B(I') such that
(val(Zy,),...,val(2,,)) = (wq,...,w,).

5.2. The tropicalization algorithm. In this section, we detail how the tropical-
ization algorithm in OscarZerodimensionalTropicalization. jl works.

Definition 5.5 Let (T',Z,p) be a root tree, let v, € V(I') be a vertex and let
(vo, . ..,vx) € B(I') the branch ending at vy of length k < n.

The extension polynomial past vy is the univariate polynomial
fk+1(21117 cey é’u;@ 'rk-f—l) € K[uh s ,Uk][$k+1].
The reinforcement polynomial at vy is the univariate polynomial

fk(évla o 72@1@—17Ik + 2%) € K[ul, c ,uk][xk]
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We will be using extension polynomials to extend a root tree beyond a leaf v, and
reinforcement polynomials to improve the precisions of the approximate root z,, .

Algorithm 5.6 (grow!)
Input: (I, vy), where
(1) I' a root tree, and
(2) v € V(I') a leaf whose extension polynomial has a unique Newton polygon.
Output: nothing, extends I' so that v is no leaf anymore.
: Let (vg,...,vx) € B(I') be the branch ending at vy.
: for w € Trop(fe1(Zuys - - -5 2oy Tht1)) do
Add a new vertex v’ and a new edge {vg, v'} to I".

Set Z, == ugyq - t* and p, = 0.

Assuming there is a leaf v, whose extension polynomial fyi1(Z,,,. .., Zus Tht1)
has no unique Newton polygon, there are many ways how to proceed to improve
the precision of Z,,, ..., Z,, . The following algorithm describes how it is done in our
implementation:

Algorithm 5.7 (reinforce!)

Input: (I', v, Dstep, Pmax), Where
(1) T" a root tree,
(2) vp € V(I),
(3) pstep € Rop, a value by which to increment the precision of Z,,,
(4) Pmax € R>p, a upper bound for the relative precisions as safeguard.
Output: nothing: Improves precision of the Z along the branch ending at wvy.
This may add new vertices and edges to I'.
1: Let (vo,...,v) € B(I') be the branch ending at vy.

2: Let I = min({1} U {j | j = 2,...,k with p,;, < p,,}) be the index of the first
branch vertex whose root precision needs to be increased.

3: Construct the reinforcement polynomial f = fi(Zuys s Buyys 2o + X1)-

4: if [ =1 then

5. In I', update the precision p,, = py, + Pstep-

6: Set Prel == Puy

7: else

8: In I', update the precision p,, = py,.

9: Set Prel = Pmax

10: Compute V := {3, + 7' | 2’ € puiseux_expansion(f,0, pw)}.
11: Let I'y, € T" be the subtree below v; and delete I',, from I'.

12: for 7, € V do

13:  Copy I' =1T,,.

14:  In I, update the root 2, = z, + Z,, .

15:  Attach IV to vy;_; € T.
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Note that Algorithm 5.7 may need to be called multiple times to improve the
precision v, and it may also split branches, see Example 5.9.

Our main algorithm then is as follows:

Algorithm 5.8 (trop_triangular)

Input: (F, pPstep, Pmax), Where
(1) F=A{f1,..., fa} € K[z] a triangular set,
(2) pstep € Rsp, a value by which to increment the precision,
(3) Pmax € Rsg, an upper bound for the relative precisions as safeguard.
Output: Trop((F')) C R", the tropicalization of F.
1: Let I" be the starting root tree.
2: while there is a leaf v, € V(I') of depth k < n do
3: Let (v, v1,...,v;) € B(I') be the branch ending at vy.
4:  Let f = Jrr1(Zoys - oy 2oy Tip1) € Kua, ..., ug)[zrs1] be the extension poly-
nomial at vy.
if the Newton polygon A(f) is unique then
grow! (I', vg).
else
reinforce! (I, vk, Psteps Pmax)-

: Read off Trop((F’)) from I:
Trop((F)) = {(val(%vl), cval(B) | () € B(F)}.

10: return Trop((F))

Example 5.9 Consider the triangular system F' = {f1, fo} given by
flz(l’l—l—t2)($1—1—t—t2) and f2:$2—<.771—1—t),

as well as the precisions pgtep = Pmax = 2. The polynomial f; is taken from Exam-
ple 4.11 and it is straightforward to see that Trop((F')) = {(0,1),(0,2)}. We run
Algorithm 5.8 on this example, each step representing when the root tree changes,
see Figure 4:

Step 1: The main algorithm starts with a trivial root tree I', whose only leaf is
the vertex vg. As f = f1, the empty Newton polygon A(f) is unique (with slope 0),
hence the algorithm calls grow! at .

Step 2: This adds a new vertex vy, and extends the maps Z and p by setting
Z(vy) = u; and p(vy) = 0. Now the only leaf of T is vy for which f = fo(2(v1), x5) =
x9 — (u; — 1 —t) whose Newton polygon is not unique. Hence the algorithm proceeds
by calling reinforce! on v;.

Step 3: This involves puiseux_expansion on f; at valuation 0 up to relative
precision pre; = p(v1) + Pstep = 2, which gives us two approximate roots {1 + ¢2,1 +
t+ tzul} from Example 4.11. Hence v, is split into two vertices vy ; and vy 2 with
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Step | 1 | 2 3 | 4 | 5

OBRICIONOIOIEROIO
Tree

Vg1 Uz2

Procedure | grow! | reinforce! grow! grow! done!

FIGURE 4. Each column depicts the root tree at a different step of
Algorithm 5.8 performed in Example 5.9. Inside each vertex v is the
valuation of Z(v). The last row of the table indicates the next sub-
procedure the program performs. In the last step, the labelling of the
vertices is indicated.

Z(v11) =1+t p(vig) =2, Z(v12) = 1+t + t*uy, p(v12) = 2. All resulting Newton
polygons are unique, hence the algorithm calls grow! on v;; and vy 2.

Steps 4 and 5: This adds new vertices ve; and vy with Z(vy 1) = tug, p(va;) =
(v22) = t?ug, p(vaa) = 0. This completes the root tree I' and yields Trop((F >) =

{(0,1),(0,2)}.

Observe that due to pse, = 2, it was sufficient to call reinforce! (and thus
puiseux_expansion) once in Step 3. If pye, were 1, we would have needed to
call reinforce! twice to obtain the required precision.
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