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Abstract

In this paper we study the set of prime ideals in vector lattices and how the properties of the prime
ideals structure the vector lattice in question. The different properties that will be considered are
firstly, that all or none of the prime ideals are order dense, secondly, that there are only finitely many
prime ideals, thirdly, that every prime ideal is principal, and lastly, that every ascending chain of prime
ideals is stationary (a property that we refer to as prime Noetherian). We also completely characterize
the prime ideals in vector lattices of piecewise polynomials, which turns out to be an interesting class
of vector lattices for studying principal prime ideals and ascending chains of prime ideals.
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1 Introduction

Prime ideals play an important role in the study of vector lattices. The prime ideals are precisely the ideals
for which the quotient vector lattices are linearly ordered, and every vector lattice contains an abundance
of prime ideals. Indeed, for any element f in a vector lattice, the collection of ideals that do not contain
f has a maximal element with respect to set inclusion by Zorn’s lemma, and this maximal element is a
prime ideal. Furthermore, any ideal containing a prime ideal is again a prime ideal, and the set of prime
ideals containing a fixed prime ideal is linearly ordered. The set of prime ideals in a vector lattice, and
certain subsets herein, also yield various representations of vector lattices. For instance, Yosida proved
in [Yos42] that an Archimedean vector lattice is isomorphic to the vector lattice of extended functions
on the set of prime ideals that avoid a maximal disjoint set in the underlying vector lattice. Johnson
and Kist proved a more general result in [JK62] which states that every Archimedean vector lattice is
isomorphic to the extended functions on a subset of prime ideals that have zero intersection and avoid
a maximal disjoint set in the underlying vector lattice. Properties of the prime ideals in a vector lattice
can also encode the structure of the vector lattice. For example, in C(K), the continuous functions on a

∗
Email: marko.kandic@fmf.uni-lj.si

†
Email: m.roelands@math.leidenuniv.nl

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.03377v3


compact Hausdorff space K, it follows that every prime ideal is maximal if and only if K is finite, and
more generally, in a uniformly complete vector lattice every prime ideal is maximal if and only if the vector
lattice is isomorphic to c00(Ω) for some set Ω. See [LZ71] for details. The goal of this paper is to further
study the structure of vector lattices in terms of the properties of its prime ideals. We characterize the
vector lattices for which the set of prime ideals is specialized to having the following properties. Firstly,
that all or none of the prime ideals are order dense, secondly, that there are only finitely many prime
ideals, thirdly, that every prime ideal is principal, and lastly, that ascending chains of prime ideals are
stationary.

The connection between order dense prime ideals and atoms in vector lattices is a dichotomous one.
Namely, every prime ideal is order dense if and only if the vector lattice is atomless, and that none of the
prime ideals are order dense if and only if the vector lattice is of the form c00(Ω) for some set Ω.

As for vector lattices with only finitely many prime ideals, we prove that these vector lattices must
be finite-dimensional.

The specialization to all prime ideals being principal is inspired by Cohen’s theorem for commutative
rings, which says that a commutative ring is Noetherian if and only if every prime ideal is finitely gen-
erated, see [Coh50, Theorem 2]. Since in vector lattices an ideal is finitely generated if and only if it is
principal, the restriction to principal prime ideals is taken for this reason. Cohen’s theorem is connected
to another classical result from commutative ring theory, Kaplansky’s theorem. Kaplansky proved in
[Kap49, Theorem 12.3] that in a Noetherian commutative ring every ideal is principal if and only if every
maximal ideal is principal. Combining the two theorems yields that a commutative ring is a principal
ideal ring if and only if every prime ideal is principal, which is referred to as the Cohen-Kaplansky the-
orem. It turns out that a vector lattice is Noetherian if and only if it is finite-dimensional. Hence, we
prove the vector lattice analogue of the Cohen-Kaplansky theorem stating that every prime ideal in an
Archimedean vector lattice is principal if and only if it is finite-dimensional, which is further equivalent
with all ideals being principal. We prove that in a uniformly complete Archimedean vector lattice there
are no non-maximal principal prime ideals, and we use this result to prove a vector lattice analogue of
the Cohen-Kaplansky theorem for uniformly complete vector lattices. More precisely, every ideal in a
uniformly complete Archimedean vector lattice is principal if and only if every maximal ideal is principal,
which in turn is equivalent with the vector lattice being finite-dimensional.

Since Noetherian vector lattices are finite-dimensional and, as mentioned above, there are naturally
occurring chains of prime ideals in vector lattices, studying vector lattices in which every ascending chain
of prime ideals P1 ⊆ P2 ⊆ . . . is stationary is more interesting. We propose to call these vector lattices
prime Noetherian. The uniformly complete Archimedean prime Noetherian vector lattices are completely
characterized, and these characterizations depend on the existence of a strong unit. It turns out that a
prime Noetherian vector lattice with a strong unit is finite-dimensional and in general, a prime Noetherian
vector lattice is isomorphic to c00(Ω) for some set Ω.

The vector lattices of piecewise polynomials are a resourceful class of non-uniformly complete vector
lattices when studying principal prime ideals and prime Noetherian properties. In these vector lattices we
can explicitly construct prime Noetherian vector lattices with prescribed finite maximal lengths of ascend-
ing chains of prime ideals. Furthermore, we can construct chains of non-maximal principal prime ideals of
prescribed length in these vector lattices, which further shows the significant role uniform completeness
plays when studying principal prime ideals in vector lattices.

The structure of our paper is as follows. Section 2 is the preliminary section where the basics about
vector lattices are covered. In Section 3 we investigate the relation between order dense prime ideals
and atoms in vector lattices. The main result of this section is the dichotomous connection between the
two. In Section 4 we characterize vector lattices with only finitely many prime ideals. Vector lattices
in which every prime ideal is principal are studied in Section 5 and the main results are Theorem 5.2,
the vector lattice analogue of the Cohen-Kaplansky theorem for commutative rings, and Theorem 5.6,
the uniformly complete vector lattice analogue of the Cohen-Kaplansky theorem for commutative rings.
Prime Noetherian vector lattices are studied in Section 6. The main result of this section characterizes

2



the uniformly complete Archimedean vector lattices with this property in Theorem 6.8. In Section 7 we
study vector lattices of piecewise polynomials.

2 Preliminaries

Let E be a vector lattice. We say that E is Archimedean whenever it follows from 0 ≤ nx ≤ y for each
n ∈ N that x = 0. A vector subspace I of E is called an order ideal or just an ideal whenever 0 ≤ |x| ≤ |y|
and y ∈ I imply x ∈ I. Given a non-empty subset A consisting of positive vectors in E, there is the
smallest ideal IS in E containing the set S. It is a standard fact that

IS =

{

y ∈ E : 0 ≤ |y| ≤
n
∑

k=1

λkxk for some n ∈ N, λ1, . . . , λn ≥ 0, and x1, . . . , xn ∈ S

}

.

The ideal IS is called the ideal generated by S. If S = {x}, then IS is said to be principal and we write
Ix instead of I{x}. It should be clear that the ideal IS is principal if and only if S is finite. If Ix = E for
some positive vector x, then x is called a strong unit.

A proper ideal M of E is called maximal whenever for each ideal J satisfying M ⊆ J ⊆ E it follows
that either J = M or J = E. If the co-dimension of an ideal I in E is one, then I is a maximal ideal
and conversely, all maximal ideals have co-dimension one by [Sch74, Corollary p.66]. If a vector lattice
contains a strong unit, then every proper ideal is contained in a maximal ideal (see [LZ71, Theorem 27.4]).
If E does not contain a strong unit, then it may happen that there are no maximal ideals in E (see [LZ71,
Example 27.8]). A vector lattice contains a strong unit whenever it contains a principal maximal ideal.
In fact, we prove a more general statement below.

Lemma 2.1. Let I be a principal ideal in a vector lattice E such that the quotient vector lattice has a

strong unit. Then E has a strong unit.

Proof. Suppose that there exists a positive vector x ∈ E such that I = Ix and let y + I be a strong
unit for E/I for some positive vector y ∈ E. Pick a vector u ∈ E. Then there exists a λ > 0 such that
|u|+ I ≤ λy + I. From the definition of the order on a quotient vector lattice, it follows that there exists
a positive vector w ∈ Ix such that |u| ≤ λy + w. Hence, there exists a µ > 0 such that |u| ≤ λy + µx
which proves that x+ y is a strong unit for E.

The set of all maximal ideals is completely characterized in the vector lattice C(K) of continuous
functions on a compact Hausdorff space K. It is well-known that an ideal I in C(K) is maximal if and
only if I is of the form

Mx := {f ∈ C(K) : f(x) = 0}
for some x ∈ K. If E is a sublattice of C(K), then for x ∈ K we denote the ideal {f ∈ E : f(x) = 0} by
ME

x . The norm convergence in the Banach space C(K) is sometimes referred to as uniform convergence.
This notion can be generalized to vector lattices as follows. We say that a net (xα)α in a vector lattice E
converges relatively uniformly to some x ∈ E if there exists a positive vector y, the regulator, such that
for each ε > 0 there exists an index αε such that for all α ≥ αε we have |xα − x| ≤ εy. In general, a
sequence can converge relatively uniformly to more than one vector. If every relatively uniform Cauchy
net converges relatively uniformly in E with respect to the same regulator, then E is called uniformly

complete. If E Archimedean, then the relative uniform limit is uniquely determined. In Archimedean
vector lattices the general notion of relative uniform convergence is not far away from the classical one
for C(K) spaces. Given a positive vector x in an Archimedean vector lattice E, the principal ideal Ix
equipped with

‖y‖x := inf{λ > 0 : |y| ≤ λx}
is a normed space. The norm completion of (Ix, ‖ · ‖x) is an AM-space with a strong unit x which
by the Kakutani representation theorem (see [AB06, Theorem 4.29]) is lattice isometric to the Banach

3



lattice C(K) for some compact Hausdorff space K where the strong unit x is mapped to the constant
one function. Hence, if the normed lattice (Ix, ‖ · ‖x) is norm complete, then Ix itself is already lattice
isometric to C(K). It is quite easy to see that E is relatively uniformly complete if and only if (Ix, ‖ · ‖x)
is a Banach lattice for each positive vector x ∈ E.

An ideal P ( E is said to be prime whenever x ∧ y ∈ P implies x ∈ P or y ∈ P . By [LZ71,
Theorem 33.3] every maximal ideal is prime. For the proof of the following useful characterization of
prime ideals we refer the reader to [LZ71, Theorem 33.2].

Theorem 2.2. For an ideal P in a vector lattice E the following conditions are equivalent.

(i) P is prime.

(ii) If x ∧ y = 0, then x ∈ P or y ∈ P .

(iii) The quotient vector lattice E/P is linearly ordered.

(iv) For any ideals I and J satisfying I ∩ J ⊆ P we have I ⊆ P or J ⊆ P .

If P is a prime ideal, then by [LZ71, Theorem 33.3] every ideal containing P is also prime, and
furthermore, the family of all ideals containing P is linearly ordered.

A non-zero positive vector a ∈ E is said to be an atom whenever it follows from 0 ≤ x ≤ a, 0 ≤ y ≤ a
and x∧y = 0 that x = 0 or y = 0. If the principal ideal Ia generated by a equals the linear span of a, then
a is a discrete element. While every discrete element is an atom, both classes coincide in Archimedean
vector lattices. Examples of atomic vector lattices are Rn ordered coordinatewise and the vector lattice
c00(Ω) of all functions with finite support ordered pointwise on a non-empty set Ω. The atoms in c00(Ω)
are precisely the positive multiples of characteristic functions of singleton sets. In an Archimedean vector
lattice the principal ideal Ia generated by an atom a is a projection band and so Ma := {a}d is a maximal
ideal in E. The linear span A0 of all atoms in a vector lattice E is always an ideal. The atomic part A
of E is the band generated by A0. The disjoint complement C = Ad is called the continuous or atomless

part of E. If C = 0 or equivalently Add = E, then E is an atomic vector lattice. An ideal I in E with the
property Id = {0} is said to be order dense. It turns out that I is order dense in E if and only if for each
non-zero positive vector x ∈ E there is a non-zero positive vector y ∈ I such that 0 < y ≤ x. We refer the
reader to the standard texts [LZ71], [Sch74], [AB06] and [AA02] for any unexplained terminology about
vector lattices.

3 Order dense prime ideals in vector lattices

It turns out that order dense prime ideals are closely related to the existence of atoms, in fact, their
dichotomous connection is proved in Theorem 3.2. For example, if an Archimedean vector lattice E
contains an atom a, then its disjoint complement Ma = {a}d is of co-dimension one, so it is a maximal
ideal in E. Since a is disjoint with Ma, it follows that the prime ideal Ma is not order dense in E. The
canonical Archimedean vector lattice which does not contain any order dense prime ideals is of the form
c00(Ω) for some set Ω as stated in Theorem 3.2. The equivalent statements in the proposition below follow
from a combination of [LZ71, p. 430] and [LZ71, Theorem 61.4].

Proposition 3.1. Let Ω be a non-empty set. Then an ideal I ⊆ c00(Ω) is maximal if and only if I is of

the form

Mw := {x ∈ c00(Ω): x(w) = 0}
for some w ∈ Ω. Moreover, for a proper ideal I in c00(Ω) the following statements are equivalent.

(i) I is a minimal prime ideal.

(ii) I is a prime ideal.

4



(iii) I is a maximal ideal.

Proof. For w ∈ Ω the ideal Mw is maximal since it has co-dimension one. If I is maximal in c00(Ω), then
it follows that I ⊆ Mw for some w ∈ Ω. Indeed, if for every w ∈ Ω there is a function f ∈ I such that
f(w) > 0, this would imply I = c00(Ω). Hence, there must exist w ∈ Ω such that f(w) = 0 for all f ∈ I.
Since I is a maximal ideal, we conclude that I =Mw.

The dichotomous connection between the existence of order dense prime ideals and the existence of
atoms is made precise in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Let E be an Archimedean vector lattice.

(i) E is atomless if and only if every prime ideal in E is order dense in E.

(ii) None of the prime ideals are order dense in E if and only if E is atomic and E = A0.

Proof. (i) Suppose that E contains a prime ideal P that is not order dense. Then P d 6= {0}. If dimP d ≥ 2,
then as E is Archimedean, there must exist two vectors x1 and x2 in P d that are incomparable. It follows
that x := x1 − x1 ∧ x2 and y := x2 − x1 ∧ x2 are now two non-zero disjoint vectors in P d. Since neither
x nor y is in P , this contradicts the fact that it is a prime ideal. Hence dimP d = 1, so that P dd is
necessarily a maximal band in E. By [LZ71, Theorem 26.7] we conclude that there exists an atom a ∈ E
such that P d = {a}d.

To prove the converse implication, assume that E contains an atom. Then Ma is a maximal ideal in
E. Since there is no positive vector x ∈ Ma such that 0 < x ≤ a, the prime ideal Ma is not order dense
in E.

(ii) Suppose that E does not contain order dense prime ideals. We first show that E has the projection
property. To see this, pick a band B in E and consider the sum J := B ⊕Bd. Then J is an order dense
ideal in E. If J 6= E, then there exists a vector x ∈ E \ J , so that by [LZ71, Theorem 33.4] there exists
a proper prime ideal P containing J which does not contain x. Since P is necessarily order dense, this
contradicts our assumption. It follows that E = B ⊕Bd and so B is a projection band.

To prove that E is atomic, note that by (i) the vector lattice E contains an atom. We need to prove
that E = A or equivalently C = {0}. Suppose that C 6= {0}. Then C is a non-trivial atomless band in
E. By (i), there is an order dense prime ideal P in C. The set A ⊕ P is clearly an ideal in E. Since
(A⊕ P )d = Ad ∩ P d = C ∩ P d and since P is order dense in C, we conclude that A⊕ P is order dense in
E.

We claim that A⊕P is a prime ideal in E. To see this, pick vectors x and y ∈ E with x∧ y = 0. Since
E = A⊕C, x and y can be decomposed as x = x1 + x2 and y = y1 + y2 where x1, y1 ∈ A and x2, y2 ∈ C.
From

x ∧ y = x1 ∧ y1 + x2 ∧ y2 = 0

we conclude that x2 ∧ y2 = 0. Since P is a prime ideal in C, we conclude that x2 ∈ P or y2 ∈ P . This
proves that x ∈ A⊕P or y ∈ A⊕P , and so A⊕P is an order dense prime ideal in E which is impossible.
Hence C = {0}, which proves that E is atomic. If A0 6= E, then there exists a proper prime ideal P in E
which contains A0. Since E is atomic, it follows that A0, and therefore also P , is order dense in E which
is impossible by assumption, hence E = A0.

To conclude the proof note that by Proposition 3.1 the class of prime ideals coincides with the class
of maximal ideals in A0 and that none of the maximal ideals in A0 are order dense.

Remark 3.3. Note that statement (i) in Theorem 3.2 can be reformulated so that it characterizes when
non-order dense prime ideals exist in E. That is, an Archimedean vector lattice E contains a prime ideal
that is not order dense if and only if E contains an atom.
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4 Vector lattices with finitely many prime ideals

In this section we consider vector lattices which have finitely many (minimal) prime ideals and prove in
Theorem 4.3 that these vector lattices must be finite-dimensional. We start with a general lemma that
locates prime ideals and characterizes maximal ideals of norm dense sublattices of C(K)-spaces.

Lemma 4.1. Let K be a compact Hausdorff space and let E be a sublattice of C(K).

(i) For every proper ideal J in E there exists a point x ∈ K such that J is contained in ME
x .

(ii) If E is norm dense, then an ideal J in E is maximal if and only if it is of the form ME
x for a unique

point x ∈ K.

(iii) If E is norm dense, then for every prime ideal P in E there exists a unique point x ∈ K such that

P is contained in ME
x .

Proof. (i) Suppose that for each x ∈ K there exists fx ∈ J such that fx(x) > 0. By continuity, for
each fx ∈ J one can find an open neighborhood Ux of x such that fx is strictly positive on Ux. Since
we have an open covering {Ux : x ∈ K} of K, there exists a finite subcover Ux1

, . . . , Uxn
. The function

f := fx1
+ · · · + fxn

is strictly positive on K, so it is a strong unit in E and therefore, we have J = E.
This contradiction shows that there exists x ∈ K such that J ⊆ME

x .
(ii) Let x ∈ K and consider the ideal ME

x in E. It follows that ME
x is proper, as otherwise f(x) = 0

for all f ∈ C(K) since E is norm dense in C(K). Suppose that J is a proper ideal in E containing ME
x .

By (i) there is a point y ∈ K such that J ⊆ME
y . If there would exists a function f ∈ME

y \ME
x , then for

h ∈ E \ME
y we can define g ∈ E by

g(z) := f(z)− f(x)

h(x)
h(z).

But then g(x) = 0 and g(y) 6= 0, which contradicts the fact that ME
x ⊆ ME

y . Hence ME
x = ME

y , and so

J =ME
x showing that ME

x is a maximal ideal in E.
On the other hand, if J is a maximal ideal in E, then there is a point x ∈ K such that J ⊆ ME

x by
(i) and so J =ME

x .
For the uniqueness of the point x ∈ K, suppose that ME

x = ME
y for x 6= y. We claim that for any

f, g ∈ E it follows that f(x)g(y) = f(y)g(x). Indeed, if f(x) = 0, then f ∈ ME
x = ME

y , so f(y) = 0 and
f(x)g(y) = f(y)g(x). If f(x) 6= 0, then h ∈ E defined by

h(z) := g(z)− g(x)

f(x)
f(z)

satisfies h(x) = 0, so h ∈ ME
x = ME

y and h(y) = 0 implies that f(x)g(y) = f(y)g(x), proving the
claim. Since E is norm dense in C(K), it follows that f(x)g(y) = f(y)g(x) for all f, g ∈ C(K), but this
contradicts Urysohn’s lemma. We conclude that x = y and the maximal ideals in E are therefore uniquely
determined by the points in K.

(iii) Let P be any prime ideal in E. Then by (i) there is a point x ∈ K such that P ⊆ME
x . Suppose

that there is another point y ∈ K such that P ⊆ ME
y . Since P is a prime ideal, it follows that we must

have ME
x ⊆ME

y or ME
y ⊆ME

x and so ME
x =ME

y . Hence, x = y by (ii).

Although Lemma 4.1 is stated for sublattices of C(K)-spaces, it is useful in a more general setting
when studying prime ideals in Archimedean vector lattices. Indeed, if E is an Archimedean vector lattice
and x ∈ E is a non-zero positive vector, then by the Kakutani representation theorem, the normed lattice
(Ix, ‖ · ‖x) is lattice isometric to a dense sublattice of C(K) for some compact Hausdorff space K. Since
any prime ideal P in E yields a prime ideal P ∩ Ix in Ix, this allows us to study the properties of the
principal ideals in E and the topological properties of K given the restrictions on the set of prime ideals
in question.

6



Lemma 4.2. Let K be a compact Hausdorff space. If there is a norm dense sublattice E of C(K) that

contains only finitely many minimal prime ideals, then K is finite and E = C(K).

Proof. SupposeK contains a sequence of distinct points (xn)n∈N all of which correspond to maximal ideals
ME

xn
by Lemma 4.1. Since every maximal ideal contains a minimal prime ideal by [LZ71, Theorem 33.7]

and distinct maximal ideals do not contain the same minimal prime ideal by [LZ71, Theorem 33.3], it
follows that E must contain infinitely many minimal prime ideals, contradicting the assumption. Hence
K is finite and so E = C(K) as it is norm dense.

The main result of this section is proved by using Lemma 4.1 since Archimedean vector lattices are
saturated with copies of dense sublattices of C(K)-spaces.

Theorem 4.3. If an Archimedean vector lattice E contains finitely many minimal prime ideals, then it

is finite-dimensional.

Proof. Pick any positive vector x ∈ E and consider the principal ideal Ix. We claim that Ix contains
only finitely many minimal prime ideals. Suppose that Ix contains infinitely many minimal prime ideals
{Pn : n ∈ N}. For each n ∈ N there exists a minimal prime ideal Qn in E such that Pn = Qn ∩ Ix by
[LZ71, Theorem 52.3]. Since Pn 6= Pm for n 6= m, the family {Qn : n ∈ N} of minimal prime ideals of E
is infinite. Thus, Ix contains only finitely many minimal prime ideals.

The Banach lattice completion of the normed space (Ix, ‖ · ‖x) is lattice isometric to C(K) for some
compact Hausdorff space K by the Kakutani representation theorem. Hence, C(K) contains a norm dense
sublattice with only finitely many minimal prime ideals. By Lemma 4.2 we conclude that K is finite, so
that Ix is finite-dimensional. Hence, by [LZ71, Theorem 61.4] we have that E is lattice isomorphic to the
space c00(Ω) for some set Ω. By Proposition 3.1 we have that Ω is finite, making E finite-dimensional.

5 Cohen’s and Kaplansky’s theorem in vector lattices

In this section we prove vector lattice analogues of two well-known results in the theory of commutative
rings that involve prime ideals. Cohen’s theorem (see [Coh50, Theorem 2]) states that a commutative
ring is Noetherian if and only if every prime ideal is finitely generated, and Kaplansky’s theorem (see
[Kap49, Theorem 12.3]) states that in a Noetherian commutative ring every ideal is principal if and only
if every maximal ideal is principal. Combining Cohen’s theorem and Kaplansky’s theorem yields that a
commutative ring is a principal ideal ring if and only if every prime ideal is principal, which is referred
to as the Cohen-Kaplansky theorem. In vector lattices an ideal is finitely generated if and only if it is
principal, so Cohen’s theorem becomes a statement about principal prime ideals in vector lattices. We
prove the vector lattice analogue of the Cohen-Kaplansky theorem stating that every prime ideal in an
Archimedean vector lattice is principal if and only if it is finite-dimensional, which is further equivalent
with all ideals being principal. Furthermore, we prove that in a uniformly complete Archimedean vector
lattice there are no non-maximal principal prime ideals, and we use this result to prove a vector lattice
analogue of the Cohen-Kaplansky theorem for uniformly complete Archimedean vector lattices. That is,
every ideal is principal if and only if every maximal ideal is principal, which in turn is equivalent with the
vector lattice being finite-dimensional.

We say that a vector lattice E is Noetherian if every ascending chain of ideals in E is stationary. This
notion is completely analogous to that of Noetherian rings or modules. Since Noetherian vector spaces
are precisely the finite-dimensional ones, the following result should not be too surprising.

Proposition 5.1. For an Archimedean vector lattice E the following statements are equivalent.

(i) E is finite-dimensional.

(ii) E is Noetherian.

7



Proof. Since every finite-dimensional vector lattice can only have finitely many ideals, it is clear that (i)
implies (ii). Assume that E is infinite-dimensional. By [LZ71, Theorem 26.10] E contains an infinite
sequence (en)n∈N of pairwise disjoint positive vectors. If for each n ∈ N we define the ideal Jn generated
by the set {e1, . . . , en}, then the ascending chain J1 ⊆ J2 ⊆ . . . of ideals in E is not stationary.

In view of Proposition 5.1 the vector lattice analogue of Cohen’s theorem characterizes the finite-
dimensional vector lattices among those for which all prime ideals are principal. Furthermore, a well-
known alternative definition of a commutative ring being Noetherian is that every ideal is finitely gener-
ated, which leads to the following theorem. This result can be thought of as a combination of Cohen’s
theorem and the Cohen-Kaplansky theorem for vector lattices.

Theorem 5.2 (Cohen-Kaplansky theorem for vector lattices). Let E be a vector lattice, and consider the

following statements.

(i) E is finite-dimensional.

(ii) Every proper ideal in E is principal.

(iii) Every prime ideal in E is principal.

Then (i) implies (ii), (i) implies (iii), and (iii) implies (ii). Moreover, in the case where E is Archimedean,

we have that (ii) implies (i), so all statements are equivalent.

Proof. Since every finite-dimensional vector lattice has a strong unit, the fact that (i) implies (ii) and
(iii) is clear. We proceed to prove that (iii) implies (ii). To this end, suppose there is a proper ideal I in
E which is not principal. Let z ∈ E \ I be positive and define

I := {J ⊆ E : J is a non-principal ideal with z /∈ J}.

Then I is non-empty an can be partially ordered by set inclusion. For any chain (Ji)i in I it follows that
its union J0 :=

⋃

i Ji is an ideal which is not principal. Indeed, if J0 = Ix for some positive vector x ∈ E,
then x ∈ Ji for some i and so J0 ⊆ Ix ⊆ Ji ⊆ J0 hence Ji = Ix, which is impossible by definition of I.
Furthermore, J0 does not contain z making it a proper ideal in E. By Zorn’s lemma I has a maximal
element, say P .

We claim that P is a prime ideal in E. Suppose x, y ∈ E are so that x∧ y = 0 and neither x nor y are
in P . Then the prime ideals P + Ix and P + Iy are principal, so there are positive vectors v,w ∈ E such
that P + Ix = Iv and P + Iy = Iw. It follows that (P + Ix) ∩ (P + Iy) = Iv ∩ Iw = Iv∧w and by [Sch74,
Proposition II.2.3] we find

(P + Ix) ∩ (P + Iy) = P + P ∩ Ix + P ∩ Iy + Ix ∩ Iy = P + Ix∧y = P.

Hence, P = Iv∧w, but that is impossible as P ∈ I. Thus, P must be a prime ideal, but then by assumption
it must be principal contradicting P ∈ I once more. We conclude that every proper ideal in E must be
principal.

Let E be Archimedean such that every proper ideal in E is principal. To prove that (ii) implies (i) by
contradiction, suppose that E is not finite-dimensional. Then by [LZ71, Theorem 26.10] there exists an
infinite sequence (xn)n∈N of non-zero positive pairwise disjoint vectors in E. Let I be the ideal generated
by {xn+1 : n ∈ N} in E. By construction I is proper, so it is principal and there exists x ∈ E such that
I = Ix. Hence there are xk1 , . . . , xkm and positive scalars λ1, . . . , λm such that

0 < x ≤ λ1xk1 + λ2xk2 + · · · + λmxkm .

Thus there is an n > 1 such that x ⊥ xn. Since xn ∈ Ix, we conclude that xn = 0 which is impossible.
This contradiction shows that E is finite-dimensional.
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By Theorem 5.2 it is clear that every infinite-dimensional Archimedean vector lattice contains a non-
principal prime ideal. The following example shows that there even exists an atomic infinite-dimensional
Archimedean vector lattice whose maximal ideals are all principal, yet none of the remaining prime ideals
are principal.

Example 5.3. Let x := (xn)n∈N be an element of c0 and suppose xn > 0 for all n ≥ 1. By adjoining the
constant sequence 1 to the ideal Ix generated by x in c we obtain the atomic vector lattice E := Ix +R1

that is not uniformly complete, and its uniform completion equals c. Since c is lattice isometric to
C(N∪ {∞}), where N∪ {∞} denotes the one-point compactification of N, the maximal ideals in E are of
the form ME

n = Mn ∩ E for a maximal ideal Mn in C(N ∪ {∞}) by Lemma 4.1. For n ∈ N the maximal
ideal ME

n is principal with generator 1− en ∈ E and for the adjoined point it follows that M∞ = c0 and
so ME

∞ = Ix which is principal by construction.
We claim that no non-maximal prime ideal P can be contained in ME

n for some n ∈ N. Indeed, if
there is an n ∈ N such that P ( ME

n , then it follows from the fact that en /∈ ME
n and en ∧ (1 − en) = 0

that 1 − en ∈ P , but this would imply that P = ME
n . Thus, there are no proper non-maximal prime

ideals contained in ME
n for all n ∈ N.

Suppose now that there exists a principal prime ideal P which is not maximal. Since P is not a subset
of ME

n for n ∈ N, we have P ⊆ Ix. If y ∈ Ix is positive such that P = Iy, then yn > 0 for all n ≥ 1.
Moreover, for all k ∈ N there are xnk

and ynk
such that xnk

> kynk
since Iy is properly contained in Ix.

Define v := (vm)m∈N and w := (wm)m∈N as follows. If m = n2k for some k ∈ N, then put vm = xn2k

otherwise put vm = 0. Similarly, if m = n2k−1 for some k ∈ N, then put wm = xn2k−1
otherwise put

wm = 0. Then v,w ∈ Ix and v ∧w = 0, but there is no multiple of y that dominates v or w. We conclude
that P is not principal and E is an infinite-dimensional atomic Archimedean vector lattice that is not
uniformly complete in which all maximal ideals are principal and all non-maximal prime ideals are not
principal. Note again that by Theorem 5.2 such non-maximal prime ideals must exist in E.

Hence, by Example 5.3 it is not true in general that an Archimedean vector lattice in which all
maximal ideals are principal must be finite-dimensional. However, when passing to uniformly complete
Archimedean vector lattices, it follows that the Cohen-Kaplansky theorem reduces to the vector lattice
analogue involving only principal maximal ideals.

Theorem 5.4. Let E be an Archimedean uniformly complete vector lattice.

(i) If E has a strong unit, then every principal prime ideal is maximal and equals the disjoint complement

of an atom.

(ii) If E contains a principal prime ideal, then E has a strong unit.

Proof. (i) Suppose that E has a strong unit e. Since E is uniformly complete it is lattice isometric to
C(K) for some compact Hausdorff space K by the Kakutani representation theorem. Hence, we may
assume without loss of generality that E = C(K). Let P = If be a principal prime ideal in E for some
non-negative function f ∈ E. By [LZ71, Theorem 34.1] there exists a unique point x0 such that each
function in P vanishes at x0. Since P is principal, the point x0 is the unique zero of f .

We will show that x0 must be an isolated point in K. Indeed, suppose that x0 is not isolated in K.
Then we can inductively construct a sequence (xn)n∈N in K such that (f(xn))n∈N is a strictly decreasing
sequence with f(xn) → 0. For n ≥ 1 define the open neighbourhoods of x0 by

Un := {x ∈ K : f(x) < f(xn)}.
As xn+1 ∈ Un \ Un+1, it follows that Un+1 ( Un for all k ≥ 1, and since Un ⊆ {x ∈ K : f(x) ≤ f(xn)}, it
follows that Un+1 ⊆ Un for all n ≥ 1. Furthermore, the closure Un+2 is properly contained in Un for all
n ≥ 1. Hence, the open neighborhoods Vn := U2n−1 of x0 satisfy V n+1 ( Vn for n ≥ 1 and we define the
non-empty closed sets Fn := V 2n−1 \ V2n for n ≥ 1. Note that for n < m we have

Fn ∩ Fm = V 2n−1 ∩ V 2m−1 ∩ V c
2n ∩ V c

2m = V 2m−1 ∩ V c
2n ⊆ V2n ∩ V c

2n = ∅,

9



so the closed sets Fn are pairwise disjoint. Define for n ≥ 2 the continuous function fn on the closed set
Fn ∪ V 2n+1 ∪ V c

2n−2 by

fn(x) :=

{

√

f(x) if x ∈ Fn

0 if x ∈ V 2n+1 ∪ V c
2n−2,

which by the Tietze extension theorem can be extended to a positive continuous function on K that will
also be denoted by fn such that fn ≤ √

f . The functions f2n and f2m are disjoint for all m 6= n and
we define the sequences of partial sums gn :=

∑n
k=1 f4k and hn :=

∑n
k=1 f4k−2. Note that for n and m

the functions gn and hm are disjoint and that for m < n we have (gn − gm)(x) ≤
√

f(x) on V8m+6 and
(gn − gm)(x) = 0 on V c

8m+6, so that (gn)n∈N is a Cauchy sequence in C(K) for ‖ · ‖∞. Similarly, we find
that (hn)n∈N is a Cauchy sequence in C(K) for ‖ · ‖∞. Let g and h be the uniform limits of (gn)n∈N and
(hn)n∈N, respectively, in C(K). Since gn∧hn = 0 for all n ≥ 1, it follows that g∧h = 0 and so either g ∈ P
or h ∈ P as P is a prime ideal. Suppose that g ∈ P . Then there is a λ > 0 such that f4n ≤ gn ≤ g ≤ λf
for all n ≥ 1. Hence, for all x ∈ F4n we have that

√

f(x) ≤ λf(x) and since x16n−1 ∈ F4n, it follows that
1 ≤ λ

√

f(x16n−1) for all n ≥ 1 which contradicts the fact that f(xn) → 0. Hence, g /∈ P and similarly we
have h /∈ P , so we conclude that x0 must be an isolated point.

The set K \ {x0} is therefore closed in K and since f is strictly positive on K \ {x0}, it attains a
strictly positive minimum on K \ {x0}. Thus, for each function g ∈ Mx0

there exists a λ > 0 such that
g ≤ λf which implies that P = If = Mx0

is a maximal ideal. Furthermore, the characteristic function
χx0

is an atom in E and Mx0
= {χx0

}d.
(ii) Let P = Ix be a prime ideal in E, and let y ∈ E \ P be positive. Then Q := P + Iy = Ix+y is

an ideal in E and suppose that Q ( E. Then for a positive vector z ∈ E \ Q it follows from the fact
that ideals in uniformly complete vector lattices are uniformly complete that E′ := Ix+y+z is a uniformly
complete vector lattice with a strong unit that contains a principal prime ideal that is not maximal. This
contradicts (i), so Q = E and we conclude that E has x+ y as a strong unit.

It will be shown in Section 7 that there are vector lattices containing non-maximal principal prime
ideals. In view of Theorem 5.4, these vector lattices cannot be uniformly complete.

Corollary 5.5. Let K be a compact Hausdorff space. For x ∈ K the maximal ideal Mx in C(K) is a

principal ideal if and only if x is an isolated point of K.

Proof. It was shown in the proof of Theorem 5.4 that x must be an isolated point of K whenever Mx

is principal. On the other hand, if x is an isolated point of K, then the characteristic function χx is
continuous on K and it follows that Mx = If for f := 1− χx.

The vector lattice analogue of the Cohen-Kaplansky theorem for uniformly complete Archimedean
vector lattices is the following.

Theorem 5.6 (Cohen-Kaplansky theorem for uniformly complete vector lattices). The following state-

ments are equivalent for a uniformly complete Archimedean vector lattice E.

(i) E is finite-dimensional.

(ii) Every proper ideal in E is principal.

(iii) E contains maximal ideals, and every maximal ideal in E is principal.

Proof. Statements (i) and (ii) are equivalent by Theorem 5.2, and the fact that (i) implies (iii) is clear.
Suppose E contains maximal ideals and all of them are principal. By Lemma 2.1 the vector lattice E
has a strong unit, so it is lattice isometric to a C(K)-space. It follows from Corollary 5.5 that every
point in K is isolated. We conclude that K must be finite in order to remain compact, so E must be
finite-dimensional.
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6 Prime Noetherian vector lattices

As was proved in Proposition 5.1, all Noetherian Archimedean vector lattices are finite-dimensional. When
considering chains of ideals in vector lattices, the prime ideals are also a natural class of ideals to study.
For example, all ideals that contain a fixed prime ideal are prime ideals and this set is linearly ordered by
set inclusion. The vector lattices for which the ascending chains of prime ideals are finite will be studied in
this section, and we propose the following definition. A vector lattice E is said to be prime Noetherian if
every ascending chain of prime ideals P1 ⊆ P2 ⊆ . . . in E is stationary. Uniformly complete Archimedean
prime Noetherian vector lattices are completely characterized in Proposition 6.7 and Theorem 6.8, and
these characterizations depend on the existence of a strong unit. More specifically, if E has a strong unit,
then E is finite-dimensional and in general E must be lattice isomorphic to c00(Ω) for some set Ω. We
start this section by studying how the prime Noetherian property transfers between sublattices, ideals,
and the whole vector lattice.

Proposition 6.1. Let E be a vector lattice and let F be a vector sublattice. If E is prime Noetherian,

then F is prime Noetherian.

Proof. Suppose that Q1 ⊆ Q2 ⊆ . . . is an ascending chain of distinct proper prime ideals in F . We can
now create an ascending chain of distinct prime ideals P1 ⊆ P2 ⊆ . . . in E such that Qn = Pn ∩ F for
all n ∈ N by induction. Indeed, for Q1 ⊆ Q2 there are distinct prime ideals P1 ⊆ P2 in E such that
Q1 = P1 ∩ F and Q2 = P2 ∩ F by [LZ71, Theorem 52.4]. Suppose that for Q1 ⊆ Q2 ⊆ . . . ⊆ Qk there
are distinct prime ideals P1 ⊆ P2 ⊆ . . . ⊆ Pk in E such that Qi = Pi ∩ F for i = 1, . . . , k. Consider
the canonical Riesz homomorphism π : E → E/Pk and note that π(F ) is a sublattice of π(E). The
zero ideal is prime in both quotient vector lattices, so that π(Qk+1) is a prime ideal in π(F ) by [LZ71,
Theorem 33.3(iii)]. Furthermore, by [LZ71, Theorem 52.2] there is a prime ideal P ′ in π(E) such that
π(Qk+1) = P ′ ∩ π(F ), and define Pk+1 := π−1(P ′). It is readily verified that Pk+1 is a prime ideal in E
that contains Pk. Furthermore, if x ∈ Pk+1 ∩ F then there is a p ∈ Pk such that x − p ∈ Qk+1, hence
p ∈ Pk ∩ F = Qk so that x ∈ Qk+1. Since for x ∈ Qk+1 it follows that π(x) ∈ P ′ we also have x ∈ Pk+1,
so Qk+1 = Pk+1 ∩ F . Note that since Qk and Qk+1 are distinct, we must have that Pk and Pk+1 are
distinct, which concludes the induction argument. Since we assumed E to be prime Noetherian, the chain
Q1 ⊆ Q2 ⊆ . . . must be stationary. Hence, F is prime Noetherian.

If on the other hand we have a vector lattice E with a prime Noetherian sublattice F , then it is not
true in general that E is prime Noetherian even if F is an order dense ideal. See the paragraph preceding
Corollary 6.11. In the case where F is a projection band we can prove the following.

Proposition 6.2. Let B be a projection band in a vector lattice E. Then E is prime Noetherian if and

only if B and Bd are prime Noetherian.

Proof. If E is prime Noetherian, then B and Bd are prime Noetherian by Proposition 6.1. Assume now
that B and Bd are prime Noetherian and let P1 ⊆ P2 ⊆ . . . be a chain of prime ideals in E. Then

P1 ∩B ⊆ P2 ∩B ⊆ . . . and P1 ∩Bd ⊆ P2 ∩Bd ⊆ . . .

are increasing chains of prime ideals in B and Bd, respectively. Hence, there exists n ∈ N such that for
all m ≥ n we have

Pm ∩B = Pn ∩B and Pm ∩Bd = Pn ∩Bd.

Since the lattice of ideals in a vector lattice is distributive, for each m ≥ n we obtain

Pm = (Pm ∩B)⊕ (Pm ∩Bd) = (Pn ∩B)⊕ (Pn ∩Bd) = Pn.

In a prime Noetherian vector lattice there are large prime ideals in the sense that they have finite
co-dimension and every prime ideal is always contained in a large prime ideal.
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Proposition 6.3. In a prime Noetherian vector lattice every prime ideal is contained in a prime ideal of

finite co-dimension.

Proof. Pick a prime ideal P in a prime Noetherian vector lattice E. Suppose that for each ideal Q
containing P the vector lattice E/Q is infinite-dimensional. Let P1 := P . Let P ( P2 be any proper
ideal in E. By assumption E/P2 is infinite-dimensional. Pick any proper ideal P2 ( P3 in E. By
assumption the vector lattice E/P3 is infinite-dimensional. Inductively we can construct an ascending
chain P1 ( P2 ( P3 ( . . . of distinct prime ideals which contradicts the assumption that E is prime
Noetherian.

It is not true in general that vector lattices contain maximal ideals, however, prime Noetherian vector
lattices always do.

Proposition 6.4. Let E be an at least two-dimensional prime Noetherian vector lattice. Then every

proper ideal of E is contained in a maximal ideal.

Proof. Let I be a proper ideal in E. By [LZ71, Theorem 33.5] the ideal I is contained in a non-trivial
prime ideal P . By Proposition 6.3 the ideal P is contained in a prime ideal Q such that the dimension of
E/Q is finite. Let

Q = Q1 ⊆ Q2 ⊆ . . . ⊆ Qn−1 ⊆ Qn = E

be the maximal chain C of ideals between Q and E. Clearly, Qn−1 is then a maximal ideal in E which
contains I.

The following proposition will be useful for proving the main results of this section. It characterizes
the maximal ideals in a uniformly complete vector lattice with a strong unit among the prime ideals with
finite co-dimension.

Proposition 6.5. Let E be an Archimedean uniformly complete vector lattice with a strong unit. Then

a prime ideal P is a maximal ideal if and only if dimE/P <∞.

Proof. If dimE = 1, there is nothing to prove. So we may assume that the dimension of E is at least two.
Furthermore, since E is uniformly complete with a strong unit, by the Kakutani representation theorem
we may assume that E = C(K) for some compact Hausdorff space K where K contains at least two
points.

Pick a prime ideal P in C(K) such that dimC(K)/P <∞. Then there exists an x ∈ K such that P
is contained in the maximal ideal Mx. Let

P = P1 ⊆ P2 ⊆ . . . ⊆ Pn−1 ⊆ Pn =Mx

be the maximal chain C of ideals, that are necessarily prime, in E between P andMx. Since C is maximal,
the ideal Pn−1 is a maximal order ideal in Pn.

We claim that Pn−1 is a maximal algebra ideal in Pn. To see that Pn−1 is also an algebra ideal in Mx,
pick f ∈ Pn−1 and g ∈Mx and note that the inequality |fg| ≤ ‖g‖∞ |f | together with the fact that Pn−1

is an order ideal inMx yields that fg ∈ Pn−1. Since Pn−1 is a maximal order ideal in Pn, the co-dimension
of Pn−1 in Pn is one, so that Pn−1 is also maximal as an algebra ideal in Pn.

We claim that there exists y ∈ K \ {x} such that

Pn−1 = {f ∈ C(K) : f(x) = f(y) = 0}.

To see this, consider the locally compact Hausdorff space K \ {x}. It is a standard fact from general
topology that the one-point compactification of K \ {x} is homeomorphic to K and that the mapping
Φ: C0(K \ {x}) →Mx ⊆ C(K) defined by

Φ(f)(t) :=

{

f(t) if t 6= x,

0 if t = x,
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is an isometric lattice and algebra isomorphism. Since Pn−1 is a maximal algebra ideal in Mx, it follows
that Φ−1(Pn−1) is a maximal algebra ideal in C0(K \ {x}). By [Kan09, Theorem 1.4.6] there exists
y ∈ K \ {x} such that

Φ−1(Pn−1) = {f ∈ C0(K \ {x}) : f(y) = 0},
so that

Pn−1 = Φ(Φ−1(Pn−1)) = {Φ(f) : f ∈ Φ−1(Pn−1)} = {f ∈ C(K) : f(x) = f(y) = 0}.

We claim that Pn−1 is not a prime ideal. To this end, note that Urysohn’s lemma yields functions f and
g in C(K) such that f(x) = g(y) = 1 and f(y) = g(x) = 0. Then f ∧ g belongs to the ideal Pn−1, yet
neither f nor g belongs to Pn−1. This contradiction shows that n = 1 so that P =Mx is a maximal ideal.
Since maximal ideals have co-dimension one, this concludes the proof.

Corollary 6.6. A uniformly complete Archimedean vector lattice E with a strong unit is prime Noetherian

if and only if every prime ideal in E is maximal.

Proof. If every prime ideal in E is maximal, then E is necessarily prime Noetherian. Suppose now that
E is a prime Noetherian vector lattice and pick a prime ideal P in E. We will prove that E/P is
finite-dimensional since Proposition 6.5 will yield then that P is a maximal ideal in E.

By way of contradiction, assume that E/P is infinite-dimensional and let P1 := P . Pick any non-
maximal ideal Q in E that properly contains P1. By Proposition 6.5 we have that E/Q is infinite-
dimensional. Now let P2 := Q. Inductively we can construct an ascending chain P1 ( P2 ( · · · of prime
ideals in E such that for each n ∈ N the dimension of E/Pn is infinite. However, this contradicts the fact
that E is prime Noetherian.

The following proposition proves that the finite-dimensional vector lattices are precisely the uniformly
complete Archimedean prime Noetherian vector lattices with a strong unit.

Proposition 6.7. Let E be a uniformly complete Archimedean vector lattice with a strong unit. Then E
is prime Noetherian if and only if E is finite-dimensional.

Proof. By Corollary 6.6 every prime ideal in E is a maximal ideal, so that by [LZ71, Theorem 37.6] the
quotient vector lattice E/J is Archimedean for every ideal J in E. Since E is uniformly complete, [LZ71,
Theorem 61.4] yields that E is lattice isomorphic to the vector lattice c00(Ω) for some set Ω. Since E has
a strong unit, Ω needs to be finite. Hence, the vector lattice E is finite-dimensional.

The converse follows from the fact that finite-dimensional vector lattices have only finitely many
ideals.

In general, the uniformly complete prime Noetherian vector lattices are characterized as c00(Ω) for
some set Ω.

Theorem 6.8. A uniformly complete Archimedean vector lattice E is prime Noetherian if and only if it

is lattice isomorphic to c00(Ω) for some set Ω.

Proof. Suppose that E is a prime Noetherian vector lattice. Pick a positive vector x ∈ E and consider
the principal ideal Ix which is a uniformly complete vector lattice with a strong unit. Since Ix is prime
Noetherian by Proposition 6.1, it follows that Ix is finite-dimensional by Proposition 6.7. Hence, E is
lattice isomorphic to c00(Ω) for some set Ω by [LZ71, Theorem 61.4]. For the converse implication, note
that c00(Ω) is prime Noetherian by Proposition 3.1.

If E is equipped with a completely metrizable locally solid topology, then the prime Noetherian
property implies that E is finite-dimensional.
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Lemma 6.9. If c00(Ω) is lattice isomorphic to a completely metrizable locally solid vector lattice E, then

Ω is finite.

Proof. Let Φ: c00(Ω) → (E, τ) be a lattice isomorphism where τ is a completely metrizable locally solid
topology on E. Then Φ−1 induces a completely metrizable locally solid topology τ ′ on c00(Ω). Hence, Φ
is an isomorphism between completely metrizable locally solid vector lattices.

Suppose that Ω is infinite and let (ωn)n∈N be a sequence in Ω of distinct points. Denote by xn the
vector Φ(χωn

) in E. Since τ is metrizable, there exists a local basis {Un : n ∈ N} of solid neighborhoods
of zero in E with the property that Un+1 + Un+1 ⊆ Un for each n ∈ N. Since each set Un is absorbing,
there exists a λn > 0 such that λnxn ∈ Un. Denote the vector λ1x1 + · · ·+ λnxn by sn.

We claim that the sequence (sn)n∈N is a Cauchy sequence in (E, τ). Pick any neighborhood U of zero
in (E, τ) and find n0 ∈ N such that Un0

⊆ U . By [AT07, Exercise 2.1.14] for all m′ ≥ m > n0 we have

sm′ − sm = λm+1xm+1 + · · ·+ λm′xm′ ∈ Um+1 + · · ·+ Um′ ⊆ Um ⊆ Un0
⊆ U

which proves the claim. Hence, the increasing sequence (sn)n∈N converges to some positive vector s ∈ E.
Since Φ is an isomorphism, the increasing sequence (tn)n∈N where tn = λ1χω1

+ · · ·+λnχωn
is convergent

to the vector Φ−1(s). However, the inequality Φ−1(s) ≥ λnχωn
which holds for each n ∈ N yields that

Φ−1(s) has infinite support. This clearly contradicts the definition of the space c00(Ω). Therefore, Ω is
finite and the proof is completed.

Proposition 6.10. A completely metrizable locally solid vector lattice is prime Noetherian if and only

if it is finite-dimensional. In particular, a Banach lattice is prime Noetherian if and only if it is finite-

dimensional.

Proof. Let E be a completely metrizable locally solid vector lattice with the prime Noetherian property.
Since E is uniformly complete, it is lattice isomorphic to c00(Ω) by Theorem 6.8. By Lemma 6.9 we
conclude that E is finite-dimensional.

By Proposition 6.10 we can construct an example of a vector lattice E that contains a prime Noetherian
sublattice as an order dense ideal, however E itself is not prime Noetherian. Indeed, the vector lattice c0
contains c00 as an order dense ideal.

Corollary 6.11. The following assertions are equivalent for a uniformly complete prime Noetherian

Archimedean vector lattice E.

(i) E has a strong unit.

(ii) E is lattice isomorphic to a Banach lattice.

(iii) E is finite-dimensional.

The following example shows that there exists an infinite-dimensional prime Noetherian vector lattice
with a strong unit which is not uniformly complete.

Example 6.12. The vector lattice E := c00 + R1 of all eventually constant sequences is not uniformly
complete, and every quotient space of E is Archimedean by [LZ71, Exercise 61.5] and therefore, every
proper prime ideal in E is a maximal ideal by [LZ71, Theorem 37.6]. Hence, E is an infinite-dimensional
atomic prime Noetherian vector lattice with a strong unit.
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7 Vector lattices of piecewise polynomials

In this section the prime ideals in vector lattices of piecewise polynomials are studied. It turns out
that this class of non-uniformly complete vector lattices is a source of insightful examples when studying
principal prime ideals and prime Noetherian properties of vector lattices.

For n ∈ N let PPoln([a, b]) be the vector lattice of piecewise polynomials of degree at most n that
are continuous on the interval [a, b], and we shall denote the space of piecewise polynomials that are
continuous on the interval [a, b] without any bound on the degree by PPol([a, b]). By the lattice version
of the Stone-Weierstrass theorem all these spaces are uniformly dense in C([a, b]). For the system of (not
necessarily open) neighborhoods N(t0) of t0 ∈ [a, b], we define the ideal

IN(t0) :=
{

f ∈ E : f−1({0}) ∈ N(t0)
}

.

Note that for t0 ∈ (a, b) the ideal IN(t0) is not prime. To see this, consider the functions f(t) := (t− t0)+
and g(t) := (t0 − t)+. Then f ∧ g = 0, but neither f nor g are in IN(t0). Furthermore, if we write E for
either PPoln([a, b]) or PPol([a, b]), then it follows from Lemma 4.1 that all maximal ideals in E are of the
form ME

t0
for some t0 ∈ [a, b]. For t0 ∈ (a, b] we define

Lt0 :=
{

f ∈ME
t0
: there exists a δ > 0 such that f(t) = 0 for t ∈ (t0 − δ, t0]

}

and for t0 ∈ [a, b) we define

Rt0 :=
{

f ∈ME
t0
: there exists a δ > 0 such that f(t) = 0 for t ∈ [t0, t0 + δ)

}

.

In fact, these are exactly the minimal prime ideals in E.

Lemma 7.1. Let E be either PPoln([a, b]) or PPol([a, b]). The minimal prime ideals in E are precisely

Lt0 for t0 ∈ (a, b] and Rt0 for t0 ∈ [a, b).

Proof. It is straightforward to check that Lt0 and Rt0 are ideals. Suppose f, g ∈ E are such that f ∧g = 0.
Since f and g are piecewise polynomials and have only finitely many zeros when they are not constant,
there must be a δ > 0 such that f(t) = 0 on either (t0 − δ, t0] or on [t0, t0 + δ), or g(t) = 0 on either
(t0 − δ, t0] or on [t0, t0 + δ). Hence f is in Lt0 or in Rt0 , or g is in Lt0 or Rt0 , and if f is not in Lt0 , then g
is in Lt0 . Similarly, if g is not in Lt0 , then f is in Lt0 . Thus Lt0 is a prime ideal and it follows analogously
that Rt0 is a prime ideal.

Next we will show that IN(t0) is contained in every prime ideal in ME
t0
. Indeed, if P is a prime ideal in

ME
t0

and f ∈ IN(t0) is positive, then there is an ε > 0 such that (t0 − ε, t0 + ε) is in {t ∈ [a, b] : f(t) = 0}
and we can construct a piecewise linear continuous function g that is zero outside (t0 − ε, t0 + ε) and
g(t0) = 1. Since f ∧ g = 0, it follows that f ∈ P .

We proceed to show that Lt0 and Rt0 are the minimal prime ideals in E. Suppose P is a minimal
prime ideal in ME

t0
, and there is a function f ∈ Lt0 that is not in P and that there is a function g ∈ Rt0

that is not in P . Then f∧g is not in P , but f∧g is in IN(t0) contradicting the fact that IN(t0) ⊆ P . Hence,
Lt0 ⊆ P or Rt0 ⊆ P . Since P is a minimal prime ideal, it follows that P = Lt0 or P = Rt0 . Moreover, if
t0 ∈ (a, b], then the prime ideal Lt0 contains a minimal prime ideal P . So, there is an s ∈ [a, b] such that
P = Ls ⊆ Lt0 or P = Rs ⊆ Lt0 . Then by Lemma 4.1 it follows that s = t0. If Rt0 is contained in Lt0 ,
then we must have that Rt0 = IN(t0), which is impossible. Hence, for all t0 ∈ (a, b] the prime ideals Lt0

are minimal. Similarly, for all t0 ∈ [a, b) the prime ideals Rt0 are minimal as well.

For t0 ∈ (a, b] any f ∈ PPoln([a, b]) has left derivatives at t0, which we will denote by f
(j)
− (t0) for

0 ≤ j ≤ n where it is understood that f
(0)
− (t0) = f(t0). The left j-th derivatives of f yield a map

ϕL : PPol
n([a, b]) → Rn+1 defined by

ϕL(f) := (f(t0),−f ′−(t0), f
′′

−(t0), . . . , (−1)nf
(n)
− (t0)). (7.1)
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Similarly for t0 ∈ [a, b) and any f ∈ PPoln([a, b]) we have right derivatives f
(j)
+ (t0) for 0 ≤ j ≤ n which

yield the map ϕR : PPoln([a, b]) → Rn+1 defined by

ϕR(f) := (f(t0),−f ′+(t0), f
′′

+(t0), . . . , (−1)nf
(n)
+ (t0)), (7.2)

where we again put f
(0)
+ (t0) = f(t0). It follows that if we equip Rn+1 with the lexicographical ordering,

the maps ϕL and ϕR are Riesz homomorphisms.

Lemma 7.2. Equip Rn+1 with the lexicographical ordering. Then for t0 ∈ (a, b] the map ϕL as in (7.1) is
a Riesz homomorphism with kernel Lt0 and for t0 ∈ [a, b) the map ϕR as in (7.2) is a Riesz homomorphism

with kernel Rt0 .

Proof. If f(t0) > 0, then |f | = f on a left neighborhood of t0, and ϕL(f) > ϕL(−f), so ϕL(|f |) = |ϕL(f)|.
On the other hand, if f(t0) < 0, then |f | = −f on a left neighborhood of t0 and ϕL(f) < ϕL(−f), so
ϕL(|f |) = |ϕL(f)|. Suppose that

f(t0) = f ′−(t0) = . . . = f
(k)
− (t0) = 0

for some 0 ≤ k < n = deg(f). Then on a left neighborhood of t0 we have that f is of the form

f(t) = ak+1(t− t0)
k+1 + . . .+ an−1(t− t0)

n−1 + an(t− t0)
n.

If f
(k+1)
− (t0) = (k + 1)!ak+1 > 0, then for k odd we have that

f(t) = |t− t0|k+1
(

ak+1 + ak+2(t− t0) + . . . + an(t− t0)
n−k−1

)

, (7.3)

so we may choose a sufficiently small left neighborhood of t0 such that |f | = f on that left neighborhood
and as ϕL(f) > ϕL(−f), it follows that ϕL(|f |) = |ϕL(f)|. In case k is even, we have that

−f(t) = |t− t0|k+1
(

ak+1 + ak+2(t− t0) + . . .+ an(t− t0)
n−k−1

)

, (7.4)

so |f | = −f on a sufficiently small left neighborhood of t0. Hence ϕL(f) < ϕL(−f) and ϕL(|f |) = |ϕL(f)|.
Suppose now that f

(k+1)
− (t0) = (k + 1)!ak+1 < 0. If k is odd, then similarly, we find that we may chose

a sufficiently small left neighborhood of t0 such that |f | = −f . Since ϕL(f) < ϕL(−f), it follows that
ϕL(|f |) = |ϕL(f)|. If k is even, then there is a sufficiently small left neighborhood of t0 such that |f | = f ,
and as ϕL(f) > ϕL(−f), we see that ϕL(|f |) = |ϕL(f)|. Hence ϕL is a Riesz homomorphism with kernel
Lt0 . A similar argument shows that ϕR is a Riesz homomorphism with kernel Rt0 .

For brevity, write E := PPoln([a, b]). Let t0 ∈ (a, b] and define Lk
t0

for 1 ≤ k ≤ n by

Lk
t0
:=

{

f ∈ME
t0
: f

(k)
− (t0) = f

(k−1)
− (t0) = . . . = f ′−(t0) = 0

}

, (7.5)

and similarly

Rk
t0
:=

{

f ∈ME
t0
: f

(k)
+ (t0) = f

(k−1)
+ (t0) = . . . = f ′+(t0) = 0

}

(7.6)

for 1 ≤ k ≤ n whenever t0 ∈ [a, b). Note that Ln
t0
= Lt0 and Rn

t0
= Rt0 . It turns out that all non-maximal

prime ideals in E are of this form.

Theorem 7.3. The non-maximal prime ideals in PPoln([a, b]) are of the form Lk
t0

for some 1 ≤ k ≤ n
and t0 ∈ (a, b], or are of the form Rk

t0
for some 1 ≤ k ≤ n and t0 ∈ [a, b).
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Proof. Write E := PPoln([a, b]). Let t0 ∈ (a, b]. Then Lk
t0

is the preimage of the prime ideal

Ik := {x ∈ Rn+1 : xi = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ k}

under ϕL forcing it to be a prime ideal in E as ϕL is a Riesz homomorphism by Lemma 7.2. Indeed,
consider the linear map σk : R

n+1 → Rk by σk(x1, . . . , xn+1) := (x1, . . . , xk). If we equip Rn+1 and Rk

with the lexicographical ordering, it follows that σk is a Riesz homomorphism. To see this, let x ∈ Rn+1.
If x1 < −x1, then |x| = −x and σk(|x|) = |σk(x)|, and if x1 > −x1, then |x| = x and σk(|x|) = |σk(x)|.
Suppose that xi = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ l < k and xl+1 < −xl+1, then |x| = −x and σk(|x|) = |σk(x)|, and if
xl+1 > −xl+1, then |x| = x and σk(|x|) = |σk(x)|. In the case where xi = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k it is clear
that σk(|x|) = |σk(x)| = 0. Hence, σk is a Riesz homomorphism. Since the kernel of σk is Ik, it follows
that Ik is an ideal in Rn+1, and as the quotient vector lattice Rn+1/Ik is linearly ordered, we conclude
that Ik is a prime ideal in Rn+1 by [LZ71, Theorem 33.2]. Similarly, we conclude for t0 ∈ [a, b) that Rk

t0

is a prime ideal in E for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n. Note that the linear maps ϕk : L
k
t0
→ R given by

ϕk(f) := f
(k+1)
− (t0)

have kernels Lk+1
t0

for 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, and the linear map ϕ0 : M
E
t0

→ R given by ϕ0(f) := f ′−(t0) has
kernel L1

t0
. Hence

Ln−1
t0

/Lt0
∼= . . . ∼= Lk

t0
/Lk+1

t0
∼= . . . ∼=ME

t0
/L1

t0
∼= R,

and similarly, we have
Rn−1

t0
/Rt0

∼= . . . ∼= Rk
t0
/Rk+1

t0
∼= . . . ∼=ME

t0
/R1

t0
∼= R.

It follows that if P is a non-maximal prime ideal in E, then it contains a minimal prime ideal which is of
the form Lt0 for some t0 ∈ (a, b] or Rt0 for some t0 ∈ [a, b) by Lemma 7.1. Thus, we have Lt0 ⊆ P (ME

t0
or

Rt0 ⊆ P ( ME
t0
. If k ≥ 1 is the smallest number such that Lk

t0
⊆ P , then we must have Lk

t0
⊆ P ⊆ Lk−1

t0
,

so P = Lk
t0

or P = Lk−1
t0

. Similarly, if P is a non-maximal prime ideal such that Rt0 ⊆ P ⊆ ME
t0
, then

P = Rt0 or P = Rk
t0

for some k ≥ 1.

Corollary 7.4. The vector lattice PPoln([a, b]) is prime Noetherian. Furthermore, any ascending chain

of prime ideals is of length at most n, and it contains a chain of ascending prime ideals of length n.

Proof. The ascending chains of prime ideals

Lt0 = Ln
t0
⊆ Ln−1

t0
⊆ . . . ⊆ L1

t0
⊆ME

t0
and Rt0 = Rn

t0
⊆ Rn−1

t0
⊆ . . . ⊆ R1

t0
⊆ME

t0

are of length n.

For the piecewise polynomials of arbitrary degree PPol([a, b]) and t0 ∈ (a, b] we define the linear map
ψL : PPol([a, b]) → c00 by

ψL(f) := (f(t0),−f ′−(t0), f
′′

−(t0), . . . , (−1)kf
(k)
− (t0), (−1)k+1f

(k+1)
+ (t0), . . .). (7.7)

Similarly for t0 ∈ [a, b) we define the linear map ψR : PPol([a, b]) → c00 by

ψR(f) := (f(t0),−f ′+(t0), f
′′

+(t0), . . . , (−1)kf
(k+1)
+ (t0), (−1)k+1f

(k+1)
+ (t0), . . .). (7.8)

If we equip c00 with the lexicographical ordering, then this yields a totally ordered vector lattice which
will be denoted by Lex(N). For a literary reference, see [Wor19, Section 2]. It follows that ψL and ψR are
Riesz homomorphisms.

Lemma 7.5. For t0 ∈ (a, b] the map ψL as in (7.7) is a Riesz homomorphism with kernel Lt0 and for

t0 ∈ [a, b) the map ψR as in (7.8) is a Riesz homomorphism with kernel Rt0 .
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Proof. Note that ψL is surjective as for any (xn)n∈N in c00 there is a smallest N ≥ 1 such that xn = 0 for
all n ≥ N + 1, and the polynomial defined by

f(t) := x1 − x2(t− t0) + . . .+ (−1)N−1 1
(N−1)!xN (t− t0)

N−1

satisfies ψL(f) = (xn)n∈N. Let f ∈ E. Then it follows that ψL(|f |) = |ψL(f)| via analogous reasoning for
the map ϕL in (7.1) where n equals the degree of the polynomial that equals f on a left neighborhood of
t0. Hence, ψL is a Riesz homomorphism with kernel Lt0 . Analogous to the reasoning in proving that ϕR

is a Riesz homomorphism, it follows that ψR is a Riesz homomorphism with kernel Rt0 .

If we write E := PPol([a, b]), then as in (7.5) and (7.6) we consider

Lk
t0
:=

{

f ∈ME
t0
: f

(k)
− (t0) = f

(k−1)
− (t0) = . . . = f ′−(t0) = 0

}

for t0 ∈ (a, b] and all k ∈ N in this case, and

Rk
t0
:=

{

f ∈ME
t0
: f

(k)
+ (t0) = f

(k−1)
+ (t0) = . . . = f ′+(t0) = 0

}

for t0 ∈ [a, b) and all k ∈ N in this case. Note that
⋂∞

k=1 L
k
t0

= Lt0 and
⋂∞

k=1R
k
t0

= Rt0 , and it follows
that these are in fact all the non-maximal prime ideals in E.

Theorem 7.6. The non-maximal and non-minimal prime ideals in PPol([a, b]) are of the form Lk
t0

for

some k ∈ N and t0 ∈ (a, b], or are of the form Rk
t0

for some k ∈ N and t0 ∈ [a, b).

Proof. Write E := PPol([a, b]). Let t0 ∈ (a, b]. Then Lk
t0

is the preimage of the prime ideal

Jk := {x ∈ Lex(N) : xi = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ k}

under the Riesz homomorphism ψL. It follows that Jk is the kernel of τk : Lex(N) → Rk defined by
τk((xn)n∈N) := (x1, . . . , xk), which is proved to be a Riesz homomorphism analogously to showing that
σk is a Riesz homomorphism in Theorem 7.3. Similarly, we have prime ideals

Rk
t0
:=

{

f ∈ME
t0
: f

(k)
+ (t0) = f

(k−1)
+ (t0) = . . . = f ′+(t0) = 0

}

for all k ∈ N. Furthermore, as in Theorem 7.3 we have Lk
t0
/Lk+1

t0
∼= R and Rk

t0
/Rk+1

t0
∼= R for k ∈ N, and

ME
t0
/L1

t0
∼= R and ME

t0
/R1

t0
∼= R.

Let P be a non-maximal prime ideal in E such that Lt0 ⊆ P ⊆ ME
t0

for some t0 ∈ (a, b]. If P is
contained in Lk

t0
for all k ∈ N, then P ⊆ ⋂∞

k=1 L
k
t0

= Lt0 , so P = Lt0 . On the other hand, if k ∈ N is the

smallest number such that Lk
t0

⊆ P , then Lk
t0

⊆ P ⊆ Lk−1
t0

, so P = Lk
t0

or P = Lk−1
t0

as Lk−1
t0

/Lk
t0

∼= R.
Similarly, if P is a non-maximal prime ideal such that Rt0 ⊆ P ⊆ME

t0
, then P = Rt0 or P = Rk

t0
for some

k ∈ N.

Corollary 7.7. The vector lattice PPol([a, b]) is prime Noetherian and contains ascending chains of prime

ideals of arbitrary finite length.

Proof. Write E := PPol([a, b]). Let P1 ⊆ P2 ⊆ . . . be an ascending chain of prime ideals. Then for any
n ∈ N, it follows that Lt0 ⊆ Pn ⊆ ME

t0
for some t0 ∈ (a, b] or Rt0 ⊆ Pn ⊆ ME

t0
for some t0 ∈ [a, b). By

Theorem 7.6 the only Pn such that Lt0 ( Pn ( ME
t0

or Rt0 ( Pn ( ME
t0

must be of the form Pn = Lk
t0

or Pn = Rk
t0
, respectively, for some k ∈ N. In this case Pn can only be contained in finitely many prime

ideals, so the chain must be stationary. Note that for n ∈ N we have ascending chains of prime ideals

Ln
t0
⊆ Ln−1

t0
⊆ . . . ⊆ L1

t0
⊆ME

t0
and Rn

t0
⊆ Rn−1

t0
⊆ . . . ⊆ R1

t0
⊆ME

t0

of length n in E.
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In view of Theorem 5.4 there are no non-maximal principal prime ideals in uniformly complete
Archimedean vector lattices. However, there is an abundance of principal prime ideals, even ascend-
ing chains of arbitrary finite length, in vector lattices of piecewise polynomials.

Theorem 7.8. Let E be the vector lattice PPoln([a, b]) or PPol([a, b]). Then all non-minimal prime ideals

in E are principal.

Proof. By Lemma 4.1, every maximal ideal in E is of the form ME
t0

for some t0 ∈ [a, b], that is,

ME
t0

= {f ∈ E : f(t0) = 0}.

We will show that f(t) := |t − t0| generates ME
t0
. Indeed, suppose first that t0 ∈ (a, b). If g ∈ ME

t0
, then

there is a left neighborhood It0 and a right neighborhood Jt0 of t0 in [a, b] such that g is a polynomial on
It0 and Jt0 , and |t− t0| ≤ 1 for all t ∈ It0 ∪ Jt0 . That is, we have

g(t) = a1(t− t0) + . . . + an(t− t0)
n on It0 and g(t) = b1(t− t0) + . . . + bn(t− t0)

m on Jt0 .

Hence, for µ := max
{
∑n

k=1 |ak|,
∑m

k=1 |bk|
}

, we find that |g(t)| ≤ µ|f(t)| for all t ∈ It0 ∪ Jt0 . Outside
It0 ∪ Jt0 we have that f is strictly positive, so gf−1 is bounded there and we conclude that |g| ≤ λf for
some λ > 0, showing that ME

t0
is generated by f . If t0 is either a or b, a similar argument using only a

left or right neighborhood of t0 shows that ME
t0

is generated by f as well.
Let P be a non-maximal and non-minimal prime ideal in E. Then by Theorem 7.3 and Theorem 7.6

there is a t0 ∈ [a, b] such that P = Lk
t0

or P = Rk
t0

for some k ∈ N. Suppose first that t0 ∈ (a, b). The
functions

fl(t) :=

{

t0 − t if a ≤ t ≤ t0

0 if t0 < t ≤ b
and fr(t) :=

{

0 if a ≤ t < t0

t− t0 if t0 ≤ t ≤ b

are disjoint, so it follows that either fl ∈ P or fr ∈ P . Note that P cannot contain both fl and fr as that
would force P to be the maximal ideal ME

t0
as discussed in the paragraph above. Suppose fl ∈ P . Then

P = Rk
t0

and since each f ∈ E can be written as

f(t) = a0 + a1(t− t0) + . . .+ an(t− t0)
n

locally on a right neighborhood of t0 for some n ∈ N, it follows that f ∈ P if and only if a0 = . . . = ak = 0.
Define gk+1(t) := |t − t0|k+1 and note that for f ∈ P there is a δ > 0 such that |t − t0| ≤ 1 for all
t ∈ [t0, t0 + δ), and then

|f(t)| = |t− t0|k+1
∣

∣

∣
ak+1 + ak+2(t− t0) + . . .+ an(t− t0)

n−k−1
∣

∣

∣
≤ gk+1(t)

n
∑

i=k+1

|ai|. (7.9)

Since gk+1 is strictly positive on [t0 + δ, b], it follows that fg−1
k+1 is bounded there and so there is a λ > 0

such that |f | ≤ λgk+1 on [t0, b]. Since P (ME
t0
, there also is a µ > 0 such that |f | ≤ µfl on [a, t0], which

implies that the function

g(t) :=

{

fl(t) if a ≤ t ≤ t0

gk+1(t) if t0 < t ≤ b

generates the ideal P . Similarly, in the case where fr ∈ P instead of fl, it follows that P = Lk
t0

and the
function

h(t) :=

{

gk+1(t) if a ≤ t < t0

fr(t) if t0 ≤ t ≤ b

generates the ideal P . Finally, if t0 = a or t0 = b, then it follows from (7.9) that P is generated by either
(t− a)k+1 or (b− t)k+1, respectively.
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Note that by Theorem 5.2 the vector lattices of piecewise polynomials must contain non-principal
prime ideals, which are precisely the minimal prime ideals as shown below.

Corollary 7.9. Let E be the vector lattice PPoln([a, b]) or PPol([a, b]). Then none of the minimal prime

ideals in E are principal.

Proof. For any minimal prime ideal P in E there is a t0 ∈ [a, b] such that P = Lt0 or P = Rt0 by
Lemma 7.1. For every positive function g in P there is a δ > 0 such that g is zero on either (t0 − δ, t0]
or [t0, t0 + δ). Hence, we can construct two disjoint non-zero functions supported in (t0 − δ, t0] or we can
construct two disjoint functions supported in [t0, t0 + δ). Hence, neither Lt0 nor Rt0 can be principal.
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