arXiv:0806.1927v1 [math.HO] 11 Jun 2008

A conjecture on the forms of the roots of
equations®

Leonhard Euler

81. It seems extremely remarkable that, although the roots of cubic and
biquadratic equations were found by means of the very first elements of analysis,
still in these times, when analysis has grown by leaps and bounds, the way
still lies hidden for extracting the roots of higher equations, especially since
this matter was immediately investigated with the greatest diligence by the
most eminent savants. From this diligence, even though the investigation has
uncovered so little, special methods for treating certain equations have been
discovered. For this reason I suppose that there will be no one who would
censure this undertaking of mine, in which I show what forms the roots of
equations might have and by what means they might perhaps be found, even
though I have not accomplished any more than that. This may perhaps be
helpful to lead others to finally solving this problem.

§2. Since an equation of any power includes in itself all lower powersE it
is readily apparent that a method for extracting a root from such an equation
should be such that it involves methods for equations of all lower orders. Hence
the discovery of a root of an equation of the sixth degree cannot be done unless
the same has already been worked out for equations of the fifth, fourth and third
degree. Thus we see that the method of Bombelli for extracting the roots of
biquadratic equations leads to the resolution of the cubic equation; and a root
of the cubic equation cannot be defined without the resolution of the quadratic
equation.

83. I will consider the resolution of the cubic equation depending on the
quadratic in the following way. Let the cubic equation be

3 =ax + b,
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in which the second term is absent; I say that a root x of it will be

= YA+ yB,
with A and B being two roots of some quadratic equation

22 =az - 8.
Then from the nature of equations it will be

A+ B=«a, AB=p.
But for defining o and S from a and b, I take the equation
T = \S/A + /B,

which multiplied as a cube gives

2’ = A+ B+3yAB(yA+ yB) =3z yAB+ A+ B.

3

Comparing this with the given equation z° = ax + b will give

a=3yYAB=3yB and b=A+B=o.

It will thus become 5

a
=b and = —:

« nd /S o7

whence the quadratic equation serving for the resolution of the equation x

ax + b in the explained way will be

3:

a3

22 =bz— —.
27

For with the roots A and B of this known, it will be

x:\B/A—i-\B/B.

84. But since the cube root of any quantity has a triple value, the formula
x = y/A+ B will furthermore include all the roots of the given equation. For
let u and v be cube roots from unity besides unity; it will further be

T = u\a/A +vyB,
if here it were uv = 1. Consequently p and v must be

—1+y-3 —1-y -3
% and+

or inversely. Therefore besides the root

r=yA+ yB



the proposed equation is satisfied by these two other roots

-14++/-3 -1-4/-3
T S R
and
-1-y-3 A -14++-3
H A

Of course, the roots of a cubic equation in which the second term is not absent
can also be determined by this rule.

§5. There are many different ways in which biquadratic equations are often
reduced to cubic equations which are however of no use to me. But I will use
a particular method, like how before cubics were reduced to quadratics, so that
from this to a certain extent it can be concluded how equations of higher degrees
should be handled. Thus if this equation is given

zt =az? +bx +c,

in which again the second term is missing, I say it will be
= A+ B+ /C,

where A, B and C are three roots of some cubic equation

25 = az? — Bz 4.

From this it will be
a=A+B+C, p=AB+ AC+ BC and ~= ABC.

To determine «a, 8 and 7, the equation x = /A + /B + /C is freed from
irrationality in this way. The square is taken; it will be

2> = A+ B+ C+2/AB +2,/AC +2,/BC

and then
2? —a = 2/AB + 2,/AC + 2,/BC.

By taking the square again it will be
2t —202® + o? = 4AB +4AC +4BC +8\/ABC(\/A+/B+/C) = 43+ 8x/y

or
at = 2ax? + 8x\/y + 48 — .

4

Comparing this equation with the given ¢ = az? + bx + ¢ will give

20 =a, 8/y=0b and 48 —a’=c,



which yields
a b2 ¢ a?

 TTer PTitie

Therefore the cubic equation serving for the resolution of the biquadratic equa-
tion is

o =

2 2
2 4cta o b_
16 64
For if the roots of this are A, B and C, it will be

a
2=z
2

r=+A+B+,C.

And the remaining three roots of the given equation will be
VA-y/B-C, B—-\A-,/C and /C-.A-./B.
§6. Let us put z = /t; it will be

4c + a? at  b?
G+ w)w_5+@

and by taking the square we will have

4 2 4 2)2 242 b2t b4
B c+at2+(c+a)t:a Lt

8 256 4 64 4096
or
3 _ (a2 C)t2 n (ab2 cc a’c at )t—l— b*
A8 2 64 16 32 256 4096°

This equation therefore has the property that its roots are the squares of the
roots A, B and C of the prior equation. Whence if we put as the roots of this
equation E, F, G, it will be

x=yE+ yF+ yG.

And so a cubic equation is given, of which the biquadratic roots of its roots,
when summed, constitute a root of the given biquadratic equation. And this
method for finding the roots of biquadratic equations, even if it is more laborious
than the previous, has a greater affinity with the resolution of cubic equations,
since a root of the same power as the proposed equation itself is extracted from
the roots of an inferior equation.

87. Likewise by a similar rule the quadratic equation
*° = a,

in which the second term is absent, can be resolved by means of an equation of
one dimension



For since the root of this is a, and hence the root of the given equation

x=+/a or x=—/a.

Indeed, the equation with inferior order, by means of which the superior equation
missing a second term is resolved, I shall call the resolvent equation. Thus the
resolvent equation of the quadratic equation

will be

the resolvent equation of the cubic equation
2 =ax+0b

will be

a3

22 =br— —
27

and the resolvent equation of the biquadratic equation

2t =ax® +bx+c

will be
2 4 2 2

e (a__f)zz_(a_+£+c__a_bz)z+ b*
S \8 2 256 32 16 64 4096
Namely, for the quadratic equation, if the root of the resolvent equation is A, it
will be

T =/A;

indeed for the cubic equation, if the roots of the resolvent are A and B, it will
be

= yA+ yB
and too for the biquadratic equation, with the roots of the resolvent equation

being A, B and C, it will be

x= YA+ yB+ yC.

§8. From these cases, even if only three, it seems not to be without sufficient
reason for me to conclude that resolvent equations can be given in this way.
Thus given the equation

25 =ar® + b2’ +cx+d
I infer that an equation of the fourth order is given

2t =az® — B2 4 vz -4,



and that, if its roots are A, B, C and D, then it will be
z=VA+ VB+VC+VD.

And in general, the resolvent equation of the equation
2" = az" "2 + bz" 3 4 ca " + ete.,
just as I suspect, will be of the form
2 =22 = B2 4 42 —ete,

whose roots are known and number n — 1, say A, B, C, D etc., and it will be
x=VA+ VB+ VO + VD + etc.

The truth of this conjecture could be consented to if resolvent equations could
be determined, for the roots of this equation can be quickly assigned; namely
by this progression equations of lower order are continually led to, until the true
root of the given equation is disclosed.

89. Although if the given equation has more than four dimensions I am so
far not able to define a resolvent equation, however not insignificant evidence is
at hand in which my conjecture is confirmed. For if the given equation is such
that in the resolvent equation all the terms beside the first three vanish, then
this resolvent equation will always be able to be exhibited and thus the roots
of the given equation will be able to be defined. In fact, the equations which
admit resolution in this way are exactly those which the insightful Abraham
de Moivre dealt with in the Philosophical Transactions, no. 309. For if the
resolvent equation were

anl — OéZn72 _ ﬁzn73

or
2=az—-p

it will be possible to extract the equation that is to be resolved from this. Let
the roots of this equation be A and B; for all the other roots will vanish; a root
of the equation that is to be resolved will be

x= A+ yB.

Indeed it is
a=A+B and [B=AB

from the nature of equations. Thus it will then be

YA+ yB* =12 -2y



and in turn
3 3 3
{l/A + {L/B = z° -3z {l/ ,

YA*+ B = a2t —4a® B+ 2B,
VA + B = a® — 527 /B + b /B

and finally
VA" + /B"
_.n n—2 TL(?’L—?)) n—4 2
=z" —nx {L/ﬂ+ﬁx {l/ﬂ
nn—4)(n-5) . 3 nn=5n-06m-7 , 5 .
T o3 ¢ VOH 1-2.3-4 aTYB e
=q.

This is the equation to be resolved whose resolvent is

=" 2 - 3278 or 22=az - 8.

§10. Moreover, not only in this way will one root of the equation

n n—2 n(n - 3) n—4 2 .
z" — nx {l/ﬂ—l—ﬁ:z: {1/[3 —etc. =«
be found,
T = {L/A + {l/B,

but any other will also satisfy it
T =L {L/A +v {l/B ,

providing p™ = v™ = uv = 1, because it can be made in n different ways. So if
n = 5, there will be five roots of the equation

z® — 5$3§7ﬁ + 5£C§7ﬁ2 =«
as follow:

I.xz\s/A—i— \s/B,

_ —1—+/5+/(—=1042/5) —1—/5—/(=10+2/5) _
II. z = 7} A+ 1 /B

L 2 — —1—\/5—\/4(—10+2\/5) \s/A—i— —1—\/5+\/i—10+2\/5) \s/B,

IV, o — —1+\/5+\/LE—10—2\/5) \s/A—f— _1+\/5_\/4§_10_2\/5) B,

—14+/5—+/(—=10—-2./5 —14++/5+/(—=10—2/5
V. g = SHEAVEI2) g SleEeV(10-20)



For all these coefficients are surdsolid roots of unity, and the product by
joining two is = 1.

In a similar way beside unity itself, there are six roots of the seventh power
of unity, of which three pairs produce unity by multiplication, which are the six
roots of this equation

Y+t iy +1=0.

However for finding these, the whole task is the resolution of a cubic equation;
for in fact, each equation of the sixth degree of the form

Yo+ ay® + byt + ey +by? tay+1=0,

which does not change by putting % in place of y, can be resolved by means of
cubic equations. Since since is often useful for finding roots, I will explain it
briefly.

§11. These kind of equations, which when % is put in place of y do not
change their form, I call reciprocal. These, if the maximum dimension of y is
an odd number, can always be divided by y + 1 and the resulting equation
will also be reciprocal, in which the maximum dimension of y will be even. It
therefore suffices to have only considered equations of even dimensions, and to
have revealed the method for resolving them.

Thus first let this equation of the fourth dimension be given
y* +ay® +by? fay+1=0;
let this be produced from two quadratics
y2 +ay+1=0

and
¥+ By +1=0.

With this multiplied out it becomes
a+B=a and af+2=>b or af=0b-—2.
Therefore « and g will be the two roots of this equation
u?—au+b—2=0

and by this rule the four roots of the given equation will be revealed by means
of just quadratic equations.

Let the reciprocal equation of the sixth power

Yot ay® byt + ey +byt tay+1=0



be produced from these three quadratics
v +ay+1=0,

v+ By+1=0

and
Y +yy+1=0.

Then it will become
a+B+v=a,

af+ay+By=b—-3

and
afy=c—2a—28—2v=c—2a.

Therefore «, 8 and v will be the three roots of this cubic equation

u® — au® 4 (b —3)u — ¢+ 2a = 0.

Similarly, the reciprocal equation of the eighth power
v +ay + by +ey® +dyt + ey + byt +ay+1=0
is produced from four quadratic equations
y2 +ay+1=0,
Y’ +By+1=0,

Y+ +1=0

and
v +oy+1=0,

which which it follows
a+B+v+0=a,

af+ay+ad+pBy+Bi+v0=0-4,
afy+apfd+ayd+ Byd =c—3a

and
afyd =d—2b+ 2.

Therefore the coefficients «, 3,7, d are the four roots of this equation

ut —au® 4+ (b — 4)u* — (c —3a)u+d—2b+2=0.

The equation of the tenth order

v 04 ay® +oyS vy +dyS +eyd +dyt FeP byt tay+1=0



will be produced from five of these

y2+ay+1
vV +By+1 =
v+ vy +1
y? + oy + 1
Vdey+l =

I
o oo oo

)

3

in which «, 3,7, d, € are the five roots of this equation

u® — au + (b —5)u® — (¢ — 4a)u® + (d — 3b+ 5)u — e + 2c — 2a = 0.

And in general the reciprocal equation

y2n + ay2n71 4 by2n72 4 Cy2n73 4 dy2n74 4 ey2n75 + fy2n76 4. +pyn 4.
+ S ey +dyt e+ by Fay+1=0

will be resolved into n quadratic equations

v +ay+1l =
v +By+1 =
y'+y+1
Y +oy+1 =

etc.

Il
o o o o

And the coefficients «, 3,7, etc. will be the roots of this equation of n dimen-
sions

um —au"fl +bu"72 7(:11."73 +dun74 7eun75
—n +(n — 1a —(n — 2)b +(n — 3)c
n(n—3) (n—1)(n—4)
=12 - T2 a
+fun76 791“7177 +hu"78 _etc.
s, (nda—e) St
1 (n=2)(n=5), _(n=3)(n=6) 1= (n=T) 4
7n(71714%(7175) + (nfll)gnfs)(nfﬁ) a _ (n721)?n76)(n77) b
5.3 123

(n—5)(n6)(n—T)
o + T.2.3.4

§12. Because the end term of each quadratic equation dividing the given
equation is unity, it is clear that the product of the pairs of roots of the given
equation are unity. Thus joining together these pairs of terms {L/A and Q/B , all
the all the roots of the proposed equation §9 may be obtained.

§13. If in a reciprocal equation all the terms beside the extremes and the
middle are absent, as in

v +pyt+1=0,

10



its divisors
y:+ay+1,
y2 + By + 1,
y2 +vy+1

etc.

will be obtained by substituting for «, 8,7, etc. the roots of this equation

n __ n—2 n(n—3) n—4_n(n_4)(n_5) n—6 _
U nu +71.2 U 1 92.3 U +---Ep=0,

where +p should be taken if n is an even number, at —p if n is oddP From this

it is apparent that this equation agrees with the equation
xn_nxn—Q{L/ﬁ_i_...:a

resolved in §9, and from this all the divisors can be assigned.

§14. The above mentioned resolution of the formula 3?" 4+py™+1 into factors
has a great use in the integration of the differential formulaé9

dy
v +pyt +1
which has already been much treated by Geometers. For with the denominator
resolved into its factors y? + ay + 1,y? + By + 1 etc., the entire integration

is reduced to the quadrature of the circle or the hyperbola. It is further very
helpful that the equation

-3
u”—nu”72+n(?72)u”74—---:|:p=0,@

from which «, 8,7 etc. are determined, involves the division of the arcs of a
circle into n parts, and thus the coefficients «a, 5, etc. may be easily found.

§15. However let us return to the question of eliciting the equations to be
resolved from the resolvent equations. And let the resolvent equation be

22 =az® — Bz +7,
whose three roots are A, B, C; it will therefore be

a=A+B+C, =AB+AC+ BC and = ABC.

2Translator: Rudio notes that in fact if n is even then the last term should be p %+ 2.

3Translator: That is, we factor the denominator into quadratic factors, and then use partial
fractions.

4Translator: See previous note.
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And thus the root = of the equation to be resolved will be

= A+ yB+ yC.
Let us put

p= /AB + y/AC + {/BC,
and with this done it will be

YA+ B+ /C =2 —2p
and

v\m/AQB2 + v\m/AQC’2 + {1/B2C2 = p2 — 2z Al
and so on, so that it follows:

YA+ B + /C% =% = 3pr + 3,

{L/A?’B?’ + {L/A3C3 + v\w/B?’C'?’ =p — 3pz /v +3 {l/”yQ;

YA+ B+ /O =2t — dpa® + dw gy + 27,

{1/A4B4 + {l/A‘lC'4 + {l/B‘lC4 =p* — 4p’z /v +4p {l/”y2 + 222 {z/*yz;

{1/A5 + v\@/B5 + {705 =5 — 5pa:3 + 522 aks 5p217 —b5p At

{L/A5B5 + {L/A5C5 + {L/BSC'5 =p° —5pix aks 5p> \n/vz + 5pa? {L/72 — 5z {‘/73

It is easily seen how this table can be continued further. Namely it is
{l/Am 4 {l/Bm 4 {l/cm — I( {L/Amfl 4 {L/Bm71 4 {L/Omfl
_ p( {L/Am—Q 4 {L/Bm—Q 4 {l/cm—2) 4 {‘/’Y( {L/Am—S 4 {L/Bm—S 4 {L/C’ITL—3)

and

{L/AmBm 4 %/Amcm 4 {l/Bmcm _ p( {l/Am—le—l 4 {l/Am—lcm—l 4 {l/Bm—lcm—l

—.I{L/")/( {L/Am—QBm—2 + {L/Am—2cm—2 + {L/Bm—ZCm—Q)

4 {L/,YZ({L/Amf‘sBme 4 Q/Am730m73 4 {L/Bm730m73).

§16. I have also observed other not negligible properties of these progressions
For by putting

A" + yB™ + yC" =R

and

AT BT 4 o/ APC™ 4 /BMC™ = S

12



it will be
{L/AQm_i_ {L/BQm_i_ {L/C2m:R2—2S

and
{l/Asz%n + {l/A2mC2m + {l/B2m02m _ S2 —92R {l/'}/m

In a similar way it is also
YAT 4 /B 4 /O™ = R® — 3RS 4 334
and
YA BT 4  APCPT /BT CPT = §% — 3RS o/ + 3/
And these series proceed in this way as straightforwardly as the preceding.
817. If n = 2, it will be
a=12>-2p and B =p>—2zy
and by joining these two equations one will have
r=\A+B+,C

and
p=+AB+ AC + /BC;
also, A, B and C are the three roots of this cubic equation

25 = az? — Bz + 7.

Thus eliminating the letter p from these two equations yields

2

(55%) -2vw=s

or
xt — 202% — 8x\/y = 48 — o2,

and a root z of this equation is known, of course = /A++/B++/C this equation
is consistent with that which was resolved in §5.

In a similar way, when two equations of the kind
x3 —3pr+3yy =«

and
P’ = 3pryy+ 377 =B,
occur, it will be

x= yA+ yB+ yC

13



and

with A, B and C being roots of the equation
D=0z - Bz+7

as before. Or with the letter p eliminated, an equation between x, o, 3, v follows,
whose root x will become known.

In exactly the same way, with these two equations
zt — dpa? + 4o gy + 2 =«
and
p* —4p’zyy +4pyy + 227y =8

occurring, it will be

z= YA+ yB+ yC

and
p= {4/AB =+ \4/AC+ \‘yBC

and again A, B and C' are the roots of this equation

25 = az? — Bz + 7.

To easily eliminate p, let us put
z2—2p =R and p2—2x\4/7=S

and it will be
R?>-2S=a and S?-2R/y=3.

Now having eliminated p from these two equations, we will have
4 _ 2 2
" =2Rz" + 8w yy+45 — R”.
Let us compare this equation with the original

zt =az? +bxr+c¢;

it will be
a b bt ¢ a?
VY=g O YT 006 M 1716
Hence we will thus obtain
a_a_z_f and ﬁ_i+ﬁ+a_4_a_b2
T8 2 T 160 32 256 64

14



Whence A, B and C will be the three roots of this equation

2 a* a’c 2 ab?

2= (a——2>z2—(——i———i————)z—f—i
A8 2 256 32 16 64 4096’
which agrees remarkably with that found in §7.

§18. Therefore whenever it happens that the calculation leads to two equa-
tions involving two unknowns x and p, as appear in the formulas in §15, the
value of either can be assigned even if having eliminated the other the equa-
tion becomes very complicated. Thus in these cases it will be expedient to
do the calculation not with one equation and one unknown, but to retain two
equations involving two unknowns and investigate whether perhaps they might
be contained among those formulas, which I have become convinced can often
happen if the calculation is done correctly.

§19. Like how we treated the resolvent equations

22=az—f and 2°=az?—pBz+7,

the equation

2 =ad - 2426

should be moved to next and treated in the same way. Namely if its roots are
A, B,C and D, put
YA+ B+ yC+ yD=x

and
VAB + {t/AC—i— {t/AD + {L/BC—i— {l/BD + {l/CD =p

and also
{l/ABC' + Q/ABD + {l/AC’D + v\m/BC'D =q

and then look for expressions for
A"+ /B tete. and /A" B"+ /A" C™+etc. and for /A" B™C™ +etc.

With this done, three equations containing x,p and ¢ will always be found for
any value of m. And in a similar way the three unknowns occurring in these
three equations will be determined.

§20. I suspect that by putting
r=yA+ yB+ yC+ D,

a rational equation can be constructed in which z has no more than 5 dimen-
sions, even if this seems usually impossible. Namely, as in §17 from the equations

zt — dpa? + 4z gy + 2 =a
and

p* —4pPx /iy + 4pyy + 227y = B

15



in eliminating p we obtained an equation with not more than 4 dimensions,
which would seem equally hard to happen, so perhaps by a similar use for the
fiftth power an artifice could be come to such that the equation

2 =ar® + b2’ +cx+d

could finally be resolved. In my opinion, what is most important in completing
this is that «, 8,7, d be determined from a, b, ¢, d and not the other way around;
for in that case the equation would rise to a much higher power than is useful.
However I leave the completion of this problem to others who delight in these
occupations, or to myself at another time, and I am contented to have perhaps
shown a suitable and natural approach.
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