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IRREDUCIBILITY OF A SUM OF POLYNOMIALS DEPENDING
ON DISJOINT SETS OF VARIABLES

VIKRAMJEET SINGH CHANDEL AND UMA DAYAL

ABSTRACT. In this article, we give two different sufficient conditions for the irre-
ducibility of a polynomial of more than one variable, over an algebraically closed
field, that can be written as a sum of two polynomials which depend on mutually
disjoint sets of variables. These conditions are derived from analyzing the Newton
polytope of such a polynomial and then applying the ‘Irreducibility criterion’ intro-
duced by Gao.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

In this article, we are interested in finding sufficient conditions that will guarantee
that a polynomial in several variables whose coefficients lie in an algebraically closed
field F' is irreducible over the field F'. The method that we employ in our investigation
is called the ‘Polytope Method” and is strongly motivated from the work of Gao [3].
Before we outline this method, let us denote by R the set of all real numbers.

Given a positive integer n > 1, and a nonempty subset A C R”, the convexr hull of
A, denoted by Conv(A), is the set defined by:

Conv(A {Ztaj. ; 01W1cht—1andaJ€A 1<j<m}

A polytope in R™ is (by definition) the convex hull of finitely many points in R™. A
point of a polytope is called a vertex if it does not lie in the interior of the convex hull
of two distinct points of the polytope. It is a well known fact that a polytope is always
the convex hull of its vertices. We refer the reader to either one of the following: [1],
[, [7], [9] for further basic properties of polytope.

There is a very natural way of associating a polytope to a given polynomial. In this
article, we shall always consider polynomials in the variables zq, ..., z, with coefficients
in an arbitrary but fixed algebraically closed field F'. The set of all such polynomials will
be denoted by F|[z1,...,2,]. Given a polynomial Q = > q;, .21 ...2," belonging
to F[z1,..., 2], the support of @ denoted by supp(Q), is the set defined by

supp(Q) = { (i1, -+ +in) @yt # 0, 15 2 0.

Here, if we write I = (i1, . ..,i,) then denote |I| = Y27, i; and 2/ = 2{' ... z}r.
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The Newton polytope of @, denoted by N(Q), is (by definition) the convex hull of
supp(Q). This is the association that we alluded to in the beginning of this paragraph.

The term ‘Polytope Method’, as coined in the article [3], has its origin in a paper by
Ostrowski [6]. Ostrowski in [6] uses the term ‘Baric Polyhedron’ in place of Newton
polytope for a class of more general polynomials called algebraic polynomials where
the exponents of variables are rational numbers. We also wish to refer the reader to
the work done in the articles [2], [5] and [§] where methods based on studying the
polytopes have been employed in determining the irreducibility of polynomials.

We begin with a key result in the paper [0, Theorem VI| for polynomials that is at
the heart of the ‘Polytope Method’. For this purpose, we need the notion of Minkowski
sum of convex sets.

Given convex sets A and B in R", the Minkowski sum of A and B, denoted by A+ B,
is (by definition) the set {a +b:a € A, b€ B}. We now state:

Result 1.1 (Ostrowski, [6]). Let Q € F[z,...,z,] be such that QQ = Q1Q2 for some
Q1,Q2 € Flz1,...,2,]. Then N(Q) = N(Q1) + N(Q2).

Based on Result [l Gao in [3] gave an irreducibility criterion by introducing the
notion of an integrally indecomposable polytope. We shall state this criterion here but
we need a few definitions.

A point in R will be called an integral point if all of its coordinates are integers.
A polytope will be called an integral polytope if all of its vertices are integral points.
Further, an integral polytope C'is called integrally decomposable if there exist integral
polytopes A and B, consisting of at least two points each, such that C' = A + B.
A polytope that is not integrally decomposable is called an integrally indecomposable
polytope. Now we present the ‘Irreducibility criterion’ due to Gao.

Irreducibility criterion. Let Q) € Fzy,..., z,| be a nonconstant polynomial that is
not divisible by any of z;. If the Newton polytope N(Q) of @ is integrally indecompos-
able then () is irreducible over F.

Notice that the irreducibility criterion above follows very easily from Result [l
Based on this criterion and by constructing integrally indecomposable polytopes, Gao
in [3] gave new classes of irreducible polynomials. We present an important result in [3]
that characterizes integrally indecomposable prisms but first we define what a prism
is. A prism is the convex hull of a set in R™ consisting of a polytope C, contained in a
hyperplane H, and a point v € R™ not belonging to the hyperplane H. The point v is
called the distinguished vertex of the prism. Now we present

Result 1.2 ([3| Theorem 4.2]). Let C' be an integral polytope in R"™ contained in some
hyperplane H and let v € R™ be an integral point that is not in H. Suppose that
v, ..., are all the vertices of C. Let C = {v} U C. Then the prism Conv(C) is
integrally indecomposable if and only if

ged(v — vy, ..., v —v) = 1.

Here, and elsewhere in this article, for an integral point w, ged(w) shall denote the
greatest common divisor of the coordinates of w. For a finite set of integral points
Wi, ..., Wy, ged(wy, . . ., wy) will denote the greatest common divisor of the coordinates
of w;’s taken together.
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Using Result [[.2, Gao constructed many classes of irreducible polynomials that were
not known before. A particular class of polynomials for which Gao gave a sufficient
condition for irreducibility is the following. Let @ € F[z1,..., z,],n > 2, be such that
Q(2) = Q1(z1) + Q2(22, . . ., 2,) where @)1 and ()2 are nonconstant polynomials. Then
@ is irreducible if ged(d(Q1), d(Q2)) = 1, where d(Q);),j = 1,2, denotes the degree of
();. This result motivates the following problem:

(%) Let n > 2, and consider a polynomial P € Flz,...,2,],n > 2, such that
P(z,...,20) = Pi(z1,...,2,) + Pa(zu11, - - ., 2n), Where Pj, P, are nonconstant
polynomials and 1 < v < n — 1. Investigate sufficient conditions under which
P is irreducible over F.

In the case v = 1, one such condition is given by the above stated result of Gao. By
investigating the Newton polytope of a polynomial as stated in (x), we find out that
there is a special integral prism, as in Result [[L2] that is a face of the Newton polytope
of such a polynomial. This fact enabled us to derive our first criterion which we state
here.

Theorem 1.3. Let P € Flzy,...,2,], n > 2, and v be such that 1 < v < n — 1.
Suppose we can write P = Py + Py where Py € Flz,...,2,],Py € Flzy,41,...,2,] are
nonconstant polynomials. Let d(P;) denote the degree of polynomials P;, j = 1,2.
Suppose that ged(d(Py),d(Py)) =1, then P is irreducible over F'.

Clearly this result generalizes the result of Gao when v = 1. In Section 2], where we
do certain computations regarding the determination of N(P), P as in Theorem [[3]
we shall also notice that, under a mild restriction on P;, N(P;) are faces of N(P). This
observation allows us to present our second criterion:

Proposition 1.4. Let P € Flz,...,2,], n > 2. Supose we can write P = P, + P,
where Py € Flz,...,2,], Py € Flzy41, ..., 2,| are nonconstant polynomials. If for some
i, 1 <i <2, we have P;(0) = 0 such that none of z;’s divide P; for any j and N(P;) is
integrally indecomposable. Then P is irreducible over F'.

The proof of the above proposition is presented in Section [2] while the proof of
Theorem is presented in Section

2. A FEW AUXILIARY RESULTS AND PROOF OF PROPOSITION [1.4]

This section is devoted to the study of the Newton polytope N(P) of the polynomial
P, where P is as in the problem (x). One of the important results of this section is a
result which says that under the condition that P;(0) =0, j = 1,2, N(P;) are faces of
N(P). This is Proposition 2.3 below. We start with recalling the definition of a face of
a general convex set C.

Let H be a hyperplane in R"”. By its definition there exists a nonzero v € R" and
v € R such that H := {x e R": 22:1 T = 7}. The hyperplane divides R" into the
following two half spaces:

H = {xGR”:Zajxj—sz}, and H™ = {xER”:Zaﬂj—VSO}-
1 1

A supporting hyperplane for a convex set C' is a hyperplane H such that H N C # ()
and either C C H* or C C H~. A face of C is then a set of the form C' N H, where H
is a supporting hyperplane for C.
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We begin with an elementary lemma that describes the convex hull of a union of
two sets. This lemma should be there in the literature; we present it here for the sake
making the article to be more self contained.

Lemma 2.1. Let A, B be two nonempty finite sets in R™. Then
Conv(AUB) = {ta+ (1—t)8:t €0, 1], o € Conv(A), 3 € Conv(B)}.
Proof. Let x € Conv(AUB). Then there exist x; € AUB and t; € [0,1], 1 < i <,
such that x = le t;x; and le t; = 1. Consider the following sets
Iu(z)={i:1<i<l, 2, € A\B}, Ip(x)={i:1<i<l, 2 €B}.

Notice that I4(z) N Ig(z) = 0 and I4(x) U Ig(x) = {1,...,1}. Therefore, we have
T = ZieIA(x) t;ix; + ZieIB(x) t;x;. Assuming that ZieIA(x) t; # 0,1, we write

p= A (X @)+ (Y ).

i€ls(x) i€lp(x)

where \ = ZiEIA(SL‘) i, o= ZiEIB(x) t;. Clearly A + p = 1. If we set

a = Z (ti/Nxi, B= Z (ti/p)zi.
i€la(x) i€lp(x)

then o € Conv(A) and 8 € Conv(B), since 3, ) (ti/A) = D ics, @ (ti/p) = 1. Hence,
r = Aa+ (1 —X)B. We also notice if A =0 or A = 1 then = € Conv(B) or x € Conv(A)
respectively. This establishes that Conv(AUB) C {ta+ (1 —¢)8 : t € [0,1], a €
Conv(A), 3 € Conv(B)}.

To see the converse, let © = ta + (1 — t)/5 for some ¢ € [0, 1] and a € Conv(A), 8
Conv(B). Now there exist a; € A, \; € [0,1],1 <i<land b; € B, v, € [0,1],1 <
m, such that

€
<

l l m m
QZZ)\iGu Z)‘izl andﬁzz%-bj, Z%-zl
1 1 1 1

Therefore, = S\ thia; + S (1 — t)y;b; and 34 tA; + S27(1 — t)y; = 1. This proves
that x € Conv(A U B). O

We wish to compute the Newton polytope N(P) with P as in problem (x). Before
we do this in our next lemma, we make the following observations:

(1) Given a nonconstant polynomial Q € F[zy, ..., z,], @ is irreducible if and only
if Q(z1,...,2,) = Q(z1 + aq, ..., 2, + a,), where a;’s are any elements of F', is
irreducible.

(77) Given a nonconstant polynomial @) € Fzy,. .., 2, such that Q(0) # 0, we know
there exist a; € F,1 <i < nsuch that Q(ay,...,a,) = 0. Then @(zl, ey Zp) =
Q(z1 + a1,..., 2, + a,) satisfies Q(0) = 0. Notice that the fact that F is
algebraically closed is crucial here.
Because of (i) and (ii) above, we can assume, without loss of generality, when con-
sidering the irreducibility /reducibility of P, that P;(0) = 0 and P,(0) = 0. Now we
compute N(P).
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Lemma 2.2. Letn > 2 and let P € F|zy,. .., 2z, be a polynomial such that P = P+ Py
where Py € Flz1,...,2,] and Py € Flz,11,...,2,) be such that P;(0) = 0, P,(0) = 0.
Then the Newton polytope of P is given by:

={ta+(1—-1)p:te(0,1], a € N(Py), B€N(P2)}.

Proof. The reader will discern that the above follows from Lemma[2.1], once we establish
that supp(P) = supp(P1) U supp(P>). Notice that supp(P) C supp(P1) U supp(P>).

Claim. supp(P1) Nsupp(P2) =

To see this let a 6 supp( 1) N supp(Pg) This implies o € supp(P1) and « € supp(P»).
We know supp(P1) C {(z1,22,...,2,) € C" : 2,41 = -+ = 2z, = 0} and supp(P2) C
{(21,22,..., )G(C": :---—z,,—O}Wherelgugn. Hence a = 0 € R™.

However, since P;(0) = O and P»(0) = 0, this is a contradiction. Thus, supp(P1) N
supp(P2) = 0.

It follows from the claim above that supp(P1)Usupp(P2) C supp(P) since none of the
monomials in P; can cancel out the monomials in F» and viceversa. Hence we have
supp(P1) Usupp(P2) = supp(P). The lemma itself now follows from Lemma 211 O

Now we establish the result that was alluded to in the introduction of this section.

Proposition 2.3. The Newton polytopes N(P1) and N(P») associated to the polynomials
Py and Py, as in Lemmal22, are faces of N(P).

Proof. For every j € {1,...,n}, let us consider
—{951,-- JeER" 1z —O}andH;r::{zeR":szo},

Notice that N(P) € H} forall j € {1,...,n} and N(P)NH; # @ for every j € {1,...,n}.
Hence, from the definition of a face, N(P) N H; are faces of N(P).

Claim. N(Py) = (., (N(P) N ).

It is clear that N(Py) € (), (N(P)NH;) since N(Py) C H; for every j € {v+1,...,n}.
To see the converse, let € ()., (N(P) N H;) then z € N(P) N H; for every j €

{v+1,...,n}. This implies that there exist ¢ € [0,1] and « € N(P1), 3 € N(P2) such
that

r=ta+(l—t)fand z; =0 forall j > v+ 1.

If t = 1, we see that x = o € N(Py). So, let us suppose this is not the case, i.e.,
t # 1. We have z; = ta; + (1 —t)3; and «; = 0 for every j > v+ 1. Hence for each
j>v+1,z; =0if and only if (1 —¢)3; = 0. This implies that § = 0 € R", which is a
contradiction since 0 ¢ N(P2). So t = 1 and « € N(P;). Therefore the converse holds
true and the claim above is established.

Thus N(Pp) is the intersection of finitely many faces of N(P). It is a fact (]I
Lemma 4.5, p.15]) that the intersection of finitely many faces of a convex set is also
a face. Therefore, N(P;) is a face of N(P). Arguing in a similar fashion and working
with hyperplanes H;, 1 < j < v, we see that N(P,) is also a face of N(P). O

We shall now present a proof of Proposition [[4l Before that we need a result that
says how faces of a polytope decompose under Minkowski sum. We shall also use this
result in Section Bl The reader is referred to [I, Theorem 1.5, p. 105] for a proof of
this.
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Result 2.4. Let A and B be polytopes in R™ and suppose C = A+ B. Then every face
of C'is a Minkowski sum of unique faces of A and B.

We are now ready to present

Proof of Proposition[I.4l We shall assume for simplicity that ¢ = 1 in Proposition [L.4]
Let (b,11,--.,b,) be such that if we write

P(z1,...,2n) ::P(zl,...,z,,,z,,+1—|—b,,+1,...,zn—|—bn):Pl—l—/}\’;

where g(zl, cosZn) = Po(zy1+byg1, . oo, 20+ by), then 152(0) = 0. Now, suppose P is
reducible over I then so is P(z1,...,2,). Let @1, Q2 be two nonconstant polynomials
such that P = Q; Q5. By Result [Tl we have

N(P) = N(Q) + N(Q2).

By Proposition 23], we see that N(P;) is a face of N(P). Hence, Result 2:4] implies that
there exist faces Ay, By of polytopes N(Q1), N(Qz) respectively such that

N(Py) = A + Bi. (2.1)

Claim. Both A; and B; must contain at least two points.

We begin with the observation that each vertex of Ay, B; is a vertex of N(Q1), N(Q»)
respectively (follows from Result Bl). We also recall that for a polynomial P, the
vertex set of N(P) is a subset of supp(P). Now, suppose A; consists of only a single
point, i.e., Ay = {o = (aq,...,a,) : @ # 0}, where each «; is a positive integer. Then
every vertex v of N(Py) is given by v = w+«, where w is a vertex of B;. This will imply
that 2 := z% ... 2% divides P; which is a contradiction to our hypothesis. Hence A,
must contain at least two points. Similarly, B; must contain at least two points.

The above claim together with (2.1]) implies that N(Bl) is integrally decomposable

which is a contradiction to our hypothesis. Therefore P and consequently P must be
irreducible over F'. O

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section, we shall present the proof of our main theorem. In this direction, let P
be a polynomial in F[zq,..., z,] such that P = P, + P, where P; € Flzy,...,2)], P» €
Flzy41, ..., %, are nonconstant polynomials with P;(0) = 0. We shall first describe
certain faces of the Newton polytope of P. For this purpose we shall need a well known
result about the geometry of polytopes. The result is:

Result 3.1. Let C' be a polytope and let Fy be a face of C. Suppose Fy is any face of
Fy then Fy will be a face of C.

The reader is referred to [Il, Theorem 1.7, p. 31] for a proof of this result.
We now begin with describing certain faces of N(P). Define:

A = {v € R" : v is a vertex of N(P;) such that ZU" = d(P])}
1
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Here, d(P;), j = 1,2, denotes the degree of P;. It is clear that 2; # 0, j = 1,2. We
also consider the hyperplane defined by:

Hy = {:c cR": d(%)(ixi) + d(P1)<nZ_ny+j) - d(Pl)d(P2)}. (3.1)

1

Proposition 3.2. The convezx set Hy N N(P) is a face of N(P). Moreover,
Hy N N(P) = {ta L (1—1)B:tel0,1], ac Conv(2A), B e Conv(ng)}. (3.2)

Proof. Let L(x) := d(P,) (Y7 ;) +d(P) (X1 " @u45). Then if we let X = X + (1 —
1) Xy, where X, € N(P1), X5 € N(P2) and £ € [0, 1], then L(X) = tL(X;)+(1—t)L(Xz).

Let {wy,...,w;} be the set of all vertices of N(Py). Then there exist s; € [0, 1],
1<j<k,and Zlf s; = 1 such that we have:

k k

X1: E SjWy; = E sj(wjl,...,wj,,,O,...,O)
1 1
k

k k
= ( g Sjwj1, g SjWjo, .. ., E sjij,O,...,0>.
1 1 1

Here, w;; denotes the i-th coordinate of the vertex w;. It follows then that

v v k k v
ZXM = Z Zsjwji = ZSj(iji). (33)
i=1 =1 j=1 j=1 i=1
For each j, since w; is a vertex of N(P1), we have Y 7  wj; < d(P;). From this and
B3) we have:
v k v k
ZXM = Z Sj(zwji> S Zde(Pl) = d(Pl)
i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

Hence L(X;) = d(P2) >, X1; < d(P»)d(Py). This proves that N(Py) lies in the
negative half space determined by H,.

The inequality L(X;) < d(Py)d(P;) becomes an equality if and only if

v

v k
ZXli = d(P) = Z%’(Zwﬁ) = d(P). (3.4)
=1 j=1 i=1
Define o/ :={j : 1 < j < k:s; #0}. Then it follows from ([B.4) that for each j € 7,
w; € 911.

Therefore, if X; € N(P;) then L(X;) < d(P,)d(P,), and this inequality becomes an
equality if and only if X; € Conv(2l;). Similarly, we shall have that if X, € N(P,)
then L(X3) < d(P;)d(P,) and this inequality becomes an equality if and only if X, €
Conv(2l,). From these two assertions it follows that L(X) < d(P;)d(P,) and this
inequality is an equality if and only if X; € Conv(2(;). This proves that Hy N N(P) is a
face of N(P) and is given by (B.2]). O
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Let us consider the following sets:

A = {v €Ay 1 vy > wy for any w € 2[1}, and
A = {v € =1y 1 v; > w; for any w € Qll(i_l)} for each i, 2 <1 < v.

Notice that since 2(; is nonempty, each of 2ly; is nonempty. Moreover we have
A, O ™Ay 22 Ay,

Notice that 2(;, is a singleton set. This is because if X, X5 € 2, then Xy; = Xy; for
all 7, 1 <i <wv—1. Now since Y | Xy; = >} Xo;, we have X3, = Xy,. Hence X; = X.

For each i, 1 <1 < v, we consider

C;= {ta +(1—1t)8:te€]0,1], o € Conv(2y), B € Conv(%lg)}
H, = E]Rn:d(P)i—l- _V,/j P = ,d(P)
{ZL’ 2)T (21:23' + )’U (% 2 }

Here, v; is the i-th coordinate of any vector v € ;. Now we present two very crucial
lemmas that we shall need in our proof of the main theorem.

Lemma 3.3. If we let Cy = HyNN(P) be as in the Proposition[32. Then CoNHy = C
and C s a face of Cy.

Proof. Let a € Cj then there exist X; € Conv(2(y), Xy € Conv(2() such that o =
tX1+ (1 — )Xo, t € [0,1]. If we let Ly(z) = d(Pa)zy + (D1 @yyj) v, then Ly(a) =
tL1(X1)+(1—t)L1(Xs). Now Li(X;) = d(P) X717 and since vy > w; for any w € 2y, we
see that v; > X7; with equality when X is a convex combination of vertices belonging
to Ry whose first co-ordinate is v;.

Clearly Li(X3) = v1d(P,). Hence we see that tL,(X1)+ (1 —1)L1(X3) = td(P2) X111+
(1 = v d(Py) < tvrd(Py) + (1 — t)vid(Py) = v1d(P,). The inequality in here is an
equality if and only if X; € Conv(%l;1). This establishes the lemma above. O

Our next lemma concludes that for each i, 1 <1 < v —1, C;y; is a face of C;.

Lemma 3.4. Foreachi, 1 <i<v—1, C;NH;y is a face of C; and is equal to C;yq,
where H; 1 is the hyperplane as defined above.

Proof. For each i, let us set L;1(x) = d(Py)xiq + ( Y xyﬂ-)v,url. Let o € C; then
a=1tX;+ (1 —t)X, for some t € [0,1] and X; € Conv(2y;), Xo € Conv(2,). Hence
Liyi(a) = tLit1(X1) 4+ (1 — £) Liz1 (X3) for every i.

Notice L;11(X1) = d(P)Xqiq1). Since X; € Conv(Rlyi), we see that X1
Vi1 with equality if and only if X; € Conv(R41541)). On the other hand L (X>)
vi+1d(Py). The lemma now follows from similar arguments as in the last paragraph of
the proof of the previous lemma.

[ IA

O]

We are now ready to present the proof of our main theorem.
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3.1. Proof of Theorem [1.3l. Observe that without loss of generality we can assume
that P;(0) = 0, j = 1,2. We notice that, since 20, is a singleton set, C, is a prism
with its distinguished vertex being the unique element of 2;, and its base Conv(2l,).
From Lemma [3.4] we see that C,, is a face of C,,_;. Applying Lemma [3.4] and Result 3.1
iteratively we get that C, is a face of C'; which, by Lemma [B.3] is a face of Cy. Propo-
sition says that Cy is a face of N(P). Again applying Result Bl we get that C,, is
a face of N(P).

Let us denote by X, the unique element of 2y, and let X; be any vertex of 2s. Then
the segment {th +(1-t)X,:telo, 1]} is an edge of the prism C,. Since C, is a
face of N(P), using Result Bl again, we get that the segment is also an edge of the
polytope N(P).

Claim. The edge {tXo+ (1 —)X; : ¢t € [0,1]} is integrally indecomposable.
To see this, suppose the edge is not integrally indecomposable. Then, by Result [.2]

we get that ng(XO — Xl) = ng(X01> e ,XQV, Xl(,/+1) Xln) =T 7& 1. This
implies 7 divides > 7" | Xo; and r divides » 771, Xi ). Smce S Xoi = d(Py) and

> 21 Xitj) = d(P2), we have r divides ged(d(P1), d(P,)). This gives a contradiction.
Hence the edge is integrally indecomposable.

Now we claim that N(P) is integrally indecomposable. This is because if it is not
so then using Result [2.4] we see that the edge as described above will be integrally

decomposable. Since none of the z;’s divide P, from the ‘Irreducibility criterion’ P is
irreducible. U

3.2. Examples. In this subsection, we present a family of irreducible polynomials
using the sufficient condition given in this article.

Example 1. Let P, € F[z, 25| be of the form
azy +bzy" + czi'zy + Z Cij 25 2

where a,b,c,n,m # 0 and P, € F|[z3,..., z,] be any nonconstant polynomial. Suppose
that un+mv # mn and u+v > max{m, n} and u+v > max{(i+j) : ¢;; # 0}. Notice
that (u,v) will be on the positive side of the line passing through (n,0) and (0, m), i.e.,
mu + nv > mn. To see this, suppose first that n > m. We know v + v > n. So,

mu + nv > m(u+v) > mn.

The other case could also be verified easily.

Suppose now for each (i, j) for which ¢;; # 0, we have mi+nj > mn, vi—(u—n)j < vn,
and uj — (v —m)i < mu. Then N(P;) will be a triangle with vertices (n,0), (m,0) and
(u,v). By Result and Proposition [[L4] we see that P = P, + P, is irreducible if
ged(m,n,u,v) = 1.

Example 2. Suppose we can rearrange the terms of P € F[z,. .., z,] such that we
can write P = P; + P, where P; can be written in the form P, = Q)1 + ()2 where @)1 €
F[z] is a nonconstant polynomial of degree r and Q2 € F[zs,. .., 2,] is a nonconstant

polynomial of degree m such that P;(0) = 0. Observe that if ged(r,m) = 1 then the
method of the proof of Theorem implies that N(P;) is integrally indecomposable
polytope. Hence by Proposition [[.4], P will be irreducible for any nonconstant P, €

Flzyi1, .-, 2n)-
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