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Abstract

Let S be an arbitrary subset of Rn where R is a domain with the field
of fractions K. Denote the ring of polynomials in n variables over K by
K[x]. The ring of integer-valued polynomials over S, denoted by Int(S,R),
is defined as the set of the polynomials of K[x], which maps S to R. In
this article, we study the irreducibility of the polynomials of Int(S,R) for
the first time in the case when R is a Unique Factorization Domain. We
also show that our results remain valid when R is a Dedekind domain or
sometimes any domain.

keywords: Integer-valued polynomials, irreducibility

1 Introduction

Let R be a domain with the field of fractions K. For a given subset S ⊆ Rn,
where n ≥ 1, consider the following subset of K[x] (= K[x1, . . . , xn])

Int(S,R) = {f ∈ K[x] : f(S) ⊆ R}.

It can be verified very easily that this set forms a ring and is known as the
ring of integer-valued polynomials over S. In the last few decades, this ring has
been a center of attraction for commutative algebraists. This ring is widely
used to construct examples/counterexamples in commutative algebra. We refer
to Cahen and Chabert [1] for a general reference.

In the study of ring theory, one of the most exciting concepts is irreducibil-
ity. In factorization theory also, it is very crucial to check the factors of a given
polynomial. Hence, we must be familiar with the irreducibility of a given poly-
nomial. Recently, Prasad [5] gave a new approach to test the irreducibility of a
given integer-valued polynomial in one variable. The cornerstone of this study

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.07458v1


was the construction of π-sequences and d-sequences, which we recall here for
the sake of completeness.

Definition 1.1. A sequence {ui}i≥0 of elements of S ⊂ R, where R is a unique
factorization domain, is said to be a π-sequence if for each k > 0, uk ∈ S satisfies

(x−u0)...(x−uk−1)
(uk−u0)...(uk−uk−1)

∈ Int(S,R(π)).

The d-sequences are defined as follows.

Definition 1.2. For a given element d ∈ R, where R is a unique factorization
domain, let π1, π2, . . . , πr be all the irreducibles of R dividing d. Let for 1 ≤
j ≤ r, {uij}i≥0 be a πj-sequence of S and π

ekj

j be (ukj − u0j) . . . (ukj − uk−1j)
viewed as a member of the ring R(πj). Then a d-sequence {xi}0≤i≤k of S of
length k is a solution to the following congruences

xi ≡ uij mod π
ekj+1
j ∀ 1 ≤ j ≤ r, (1)

where 0 ≤ i ≤ k.

The following criterion was obtained for testing the irreducibility of an
integer-valued polynomial.

Theorem 1.1. Let S be an arbitrary subset of a unique factorization domain

R. Assume f = g

d
∈ Int(S,R) is a polynomial of degree k and a0, a1, . . . , ak be

a d-sequence. Then f is irreducible in Int(S,R) iff the following holds:

for any factorization g = g1g2 in R[x] and a divisor π of d such that ek is

the maximum integer satisfying πek | g1(ai) ∀ 0 ≤ i ≤ deg(g1), there exists an

integer j satisfying 0 ≤ j ≤ deg(g2) and wπ(
d

πek
) ∤ g2(aj).

In this way, a criterion was obtained for the first time to check the irreducibil-
ity of a given integer-valued polynomial in a very general setting. Observe that
d-sequences can be obtained for any subset of a Dedekind domain (or sometimes
any domain). As a consequence, Theorem 1.1 remains viable for all domains
where d-sequences can be constructed. It is natural to think about a general-
ization of Theorem 1.1 to the multivariate case.

The irreducibility of a multivariate polynomial has a venerable history of two
centuries. Several mathematicians have studied the irreducibility of a multivari-
ate polynomial. However, as per our knowledge, this topic is never explored for
the ring Int(S,R) even in the simplest case when S = Zn, where n > 1 and
R = Z. In this article, we study the irreducibility of a multivariate integer-valued
polynomial for the first time.

The summary of the article is as follows. In Section 2, we fix some notations
for the whole article and recall some known/unknown concepts. We introduce
the notion of dm-sequences with some examples in Section 3. In Section 4, we
make dm-sequences our main tool of study to prove our main theorem for testing
the irreducibility of a given polynomial. Section 5 presents a generalization of
our results in some special cases.
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2 Preliminaries, notations and assumptions

In this section, we recall some known/unknown concepts and fix some notations
for the whole article. Throughout the article W denotes the set {0, 1, 2, . . .}.
For a given n ∈ W, S denotes an arbitrary subset of Rn where R is a unique
factorization domain with the field of fractions K. For a given polynomial
f ∈ K[x](= K[x1, x2, . . . , xn]), tdeg(f) denotes the total degree of f . We call
deg(f) is equal to m = (m1, . . . ,mn) ∈ Wn, if the degree of f in the ith
variable is mi ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ n. A polynomial f ∈ K[x] is said to be of type (m, k) if
deg(f) = m and tdeg(f) = k. For given m and n in Wn, we say m ≤ n if each
component of m is less than or equal to the corresponding component of n.

Take a unitary monomial basis of K[x] and place a total order on it, which is
compatible with the total degree. We fix this total order once and for all as it is
very important throughout the study. In this way, the monomials are arranged
in a sequence (pj)j≥0 with p0 = 1 and tdeg(pi) ≤ tdeg(pj) if i < j.

Let K(m,k)[x] denote the vector space of all type (m, k) polynomials of K[x].
We denote by lm,k the cardinality of a basis of K(m,k)[x]. Hence, the first lm,k

terms of the monomial ordering fixed above are sufficient to express any poly-
nomial f ∈ K(m,k)[x]. If each component of m ∈ Wn tends to infinity, then m

does not ‘remove’ any of the polynomials in the basis of K[x]. In such a case,
we say m is sufficiently large. Also, for a given polynomial f ∈ K[x] of type
(m, k), l(f) denotes the number lm,k.

For a fixed m ∈ Wn and a given sequence of elements a0, a1, . . . , ar in Rn

recall that

∆m(a0, a1, a2, . . . , ar) = det(pj(ai))0≤i,j≤r .

These determinants were also studied in Rajkumar, Reddy and Semwal [7]
(see also [6] and [2]) in the case of a Discrete Valuation Ring. For a given
polynomial f = g

d
∈ K[x], we assume that g is the unique polynomial in R[x]

and d is also unique in R.

A polynomial f ∈ K[x] is said to be irreducible over K[x] if it cannot be
factored as g1(x)g2(x) where both of the polynomials have the degree greater
than 0, where 0 ∈ Wn is the vector with each component equal to zero. A
polynomial f ∈ Int(S,R) is said to be an ‘image primitive’ polynomial if
we cannot find an irreducible element π ∈ R such that π | f(a) ∀ a ∈ S.
If a polynomial is not image primitive then there exists a d ∈ R such that
d | f(a) ∀ a ∈ S. Now have the following factorization

f = d× f

d

in the ring Int(S,R). Consequently, the given polynomial f is reducible in
the ring Int(S,R). Hence, we always assume that a given polynomial is image
primitive. For brevity, by an integer-valued polynomial, we mean a polynomial
in Int(S,R), where S and R automatically come from the context. For an
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irreducible element π and a given element d ∈ R, wπ(d) denotes the highest
power of π dividing d. For instance, w3(18) = 32.

3 dm-sequences

In Prasad [5] , the concept of d-sequences was introduced for the first time to
check the irreducibility of a given integer-valued polynomial. In this section, we
generalize the definition of d-sequences to the case of several variables. We con-
struct special kinds of sequences called dm-sequences. Before introducing these
kinds of sequences, we need a generalization of π-sequences called πm-sequences,
to the case of n variables. We know that a subset S ⊆ Rn is also a subset of
Rn

(π) for every prime ideal (π) ⊆ R, where R(π) denotes the localization of R at

the prime ideal (π). With this assumption, we give the following generalization
of π-sequences.

Definition 3.1. For a fixed m ∈ Wn, a sequence {ui}i≥0 of elements of S ⊂ Rn

is said to be a πm-sequence if for each k > 0, uk ∈ S satisfies

∆m(u
0
,u

1
,...,uk−1

,x)

∆m(u
0
,u

1
,...,u

k
)) ∈ Int(S,R(π)).

We take an assumption that in a πm-sequence {ui}i≥0, the first element u0

is selected arbitrarily. Sequences similar to this were also studied by Rajkumar,
Reddy and Semwal [7] in the case of a Dedekind domain to study generalized
factorials. Now we define dm-sequences as follows.

Definition 3.2. For a given element d ∈ R and fixed m ∈ Wn, let π1, π2, . . . , πr

be all the irreducibles of R dividing d. Let for 1 ≤ j ≤ r, {uij}i≥0 be a πm,j-

sequence of S and π
ekj

j be ∆m(u0, u1, . . . , uk)) viewed as a member of the ring
R(πj). Then a dm-sequence {xi}0≤i≤k of S of length k is a solution to the
following congruences

xi ≡ uij mod π
ekj+1
j ∀ 1 ≤ j ≤ r, (2)

where 0 ≤ i ≤ k.

Throughout the article, we fix a solution of Eq. (2) for each i and get a
sequence a0, a1, . . . , ak of k+1 elements. Such a sequence need not to be inside
S. Clearly, a dm-sequence also depends on the set chosen. If the subset S is
clear from the context, we call only a ‘ dm-sequence’ without mentioning the
set. This sequence is a cornerstone of our study. Before proceeding, we give a
few examples of dm-sequences.

In all the examples of dm-sequences below, we take only two variables. We
fix the following total ordering on the set of unitary monomial basis of R[x, y]

1, x, y, x2, xy, y2, x3, x2y, xy2, y3, . . . .

We assume that x is always the first variable. i.e if we say a polynomial is
of type ((3, 4), 5)), then it means that the partial degree of f in x is three.
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Example 3.1. In the case when R = Z, m is sufficiently large and S = Z×Z,
the sequence

(0, 0), (1, 0), (0, 1), (2, 0), (1, 1), (0, 2), (3, 0), (2, 1), (1, 2), and (0, 3)

is a dm-sequence of length 9 for every d ∈ Z.

We give an example of a dm-sequence when the given subset is finite.

Example 3.2. Let R = Z, m be sufficiently large and S is the set

S = {(0, 0), (1, 0), (1, 4), (4, 0), (1, 1), (4, 1), (9, 0), (0, 1), (0, 4), (0, 9)}

Then

(0, 0), (1, 0), (0, 1), (4, 0), (1, 1), (0, 4), (9, 0), (4, 1), (1, 4), and (0, 9)

form a dm-sequence of length 9 for every d ∈ Z.

We give a more general example of dm-sequences. Recall that, for a given
subset S ⊂ Rn, the fixed divisor of a polynomial f ∈ R[x] over S is the greatest
common divisor of the values taken by f over S. This quantity is denoted by
d(S, f). Thus,

d(S, f) = gcd{f(a) : a ∈ S}.

For some interesting results on the topic, we refer to Rajkumar, Reddy
and Semwal [7], The whole article is devoted to the study of fixed divisors of
multivariate polynomials. A nice application of fixed divisors in one and several
variables can be found in Prasad [4].

A sequence of distinct elements {ai}i≥0 of S is said to be a fixed divisor

sequence (see [6] or [3] )) if for every k > 0, ∃ lk ∈ Z, such that for every
polynomial f of total degree k

d(S, f) = (f(a0), f(a1), . . . , f(alk)),

and no proper subset of {a0, a1, . . . , alk} determines the fixed divisor of all the
total degree k polynomials.

Example 3.3. Let m be sufficiently large and S be a subset of Rn with a fixed

divisor sequence {ai}i≥0. Assume

d(S, Fr) = (Fr(ar)) ∀ r ≥ 0,

where Fr(x) = ∆m(a0, a1, . . . , ar−1, x). Then a0, a1, . . . , ak is a dm-sequence of

length k for every d ∈ R.

In all the examples given so far, we assumed that each component ofm ∈ W2

is sufficiently large. Now we give an example when each component of m ∈ W2

is small and plays a role in the calculation.
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Example 3.4. Let m = (2, 2), R = Z and S = Z× Z. Then

(0, 0), (1, 0), (0, 1), (2, 0), (1, 1), (0, 2), (2, 1), (1, 2) and (2, 2).

is a d(2,2)-sequence of length eight. The ninth term of the d(2,2)-sequence does

not exist.

The readers can easily see the difference between the first example and the
above example in which m appears.

4 Irreducibility of integer-valued polynomials

We start this section with the following lemma, which is useful in proving the
main result.

Lemma 4.1. Let a0, a1, . . . , al be a d-sequence of length l for some d ∈ R and

l ∈ W. Then, for any polynomial f ′ = g′

d′
where d′ | d and l(f ′) ≤ l, the following

holds

f ′ ∈ Int(S,R) ⇔ f ′(ai) ∈ R ∀ 0 ≤ i ≤ l(f ′).

Proof. For a given π | d, let b0, b1, b2, . . . be a a π-sequence in S. Consider the
following representation of a given polynomial f ′ ∈ Int(S,R)

f ′ = g′

d′
=

l(f ′)∑

i=0

ci
∆m(b

0
,b

1
,b

2
,...,b

i−1
,x)

∆m(b
0
,b

1
,b

2
,...,bi)

.

in the ring Int(S,R(π)). Observe that

f ′(ar) ∈ R ∀ 0 ≤ r ≤ l(f ′) ⇒

l(f ′)∑

i=0

ci
∆m(b

0
,b

1
,b

2
,...,b

i−1
,a

r
)

∆m(b
0
,b

1
,b

2
,...,bi)

∈ R(π) ∀ 0 ≤ r ≤ l(f ′)

⇒ cr ∈ R(π) ∀ 0 ≤ r ≤ l(f ′)

With this observation, for any a ∈ S

f ′(a) =

k′∑

i=0

ci
∆m(b

0
,b

1
,b

2
,...,bi−1

,a)

∆m(b
0
,b

1
,b

2
,...,bi)

is a member of R(π). Hence f ′ ∈ Int(S,R(π)). This can be shown for all the
divisors of d, completing the one part.

Conversely, let f ′ ∈ Int(S,R) then using the congruence ar ≡ br (mod πek ),
we have

g′(ar) ≡ g′(br) (mod πek ).

It follows that f ′(a) ∈ R ∀ 0 ≤ i ≤ l′
m,k.
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Now we prove the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4.2. Let f = g
d

∈ Int(S,R) be a polynomial of type (m, k) and

a0, a1, . . . , alm,k−1 be a dm-sequence. Then f is irreducible in Int(S,R) iff the

following holds:

for any factorization g = g1g2 in R[x] and a divisor π of d such that ek is

the maximum integer satisfying πek | g1(ai) ∀ 0 ≤ i ≤ l(g1), there exists an

integer j satisfying 0 ≤ j ≤ l(g2) and wπ(
d

πek
) ∤ g2(aj).

Proof. For a given polynomial f = g

d
∈ Int(S,R), suppose for every factorization

g = g1g2 in R[x] there exist a divisor π of d satisfying πek | g1(ai) ∀ 0 ≤ i ≤ l(g1)
and wπ(

d
πek

) ∤ g2(aj) for some non-negative integer j ≤ deg(g2). Let us assume
contrary that f is reducible. Hence, there exists a factorization

f =
h1

d1

h2

d2
,

in Int(S,R) such that h1

d1

and h2

d2

are members of Int(S,R). If for a divisor

π of d, wπ(d1) = πek = wπ(d), then this is clearly a contradiction since π0 |
h2(a) ∀ a ∈ R. By a similar argument, wπ(d1) cannot be π

0. Hence we conclude
that wπ(d1) cannot be equal to wπ(d). It follows that there exists a positive
integer j ≤ deg(h2)such that wπ(

d
πek

) ∤ h2(aj). By Lemma 4.1, the polynomial
h2

d2

cannot be a member of Int(S,R), which is a contradiction. Hence, the
polynomial f must be irreducible in Int(S,R).

Conversely, let f = g
d
∈ Int(S,R) be irreducible in Int(S,R) then for any

factorization g = g1g2 in R[x] we can find suitable d1 and d2 such that

f =
h1

d1

h2

d2
,

where h1

d1

∈ Int(S,R) and h2

d2

/∈ Int(S,R). Now by Lemma 4.1 there exists a
divisor π of d2, such that wπ(d2) ∤ h2(ai) for some 0 ≤ i ≤ deg(h2). However,
wπ(

d
d2

) divides h1(aj) ∀ 0 ≤ j ≤ deg(h1) which completes the proof.

We give an example to illustrate our theorem. We assume that x is the first
variable.

Example 4.3. Suppose we want to check the irreducibility of the bivariate poly-

nomial

f = 1
4 (4x

2y2 + 4x2y + 4xy3 − 4xy2 + 10xy + 2x+ y4 − 3y3 + 5y2 − 3y + 4)

in Int(Z2,Z). The only way to factorise f is the following

f = 1
4 (y

2 − 3y + 2x+ 2xy + 4)(y2 + 2xy + 1).

Here both polynomials are of type ((1, 2), 2) and we know

S = {(0, 0), (1, 0), (0, 1), (1, 1), (0, 2)}
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is a 4(2,1)-sequence of length four.We need to check the values at these points

only. Let f1 = y2 − 3y + 2x + 2xy + 4, then one is the largest positive integer

such that 21 | f1(i) ∀ i ∈ S. However, for the polynomial f2 = y2 + 2xy + 1,
22−1 does not divide f2(0, 0) = 1. Hence, the given polynomial f is irreducible

in Int(Z2,Z) by Theorem 4.2.

5 Further generalizations

In this section, we suggest a generalization of Theorem 4.2 for some more general
domains. If the ideal generated by a given element d ∈ D in the domain D
factors uniquely as a product of prime ideals, then by a similar way we can get
a dm-sequence in this setting as well. For the sake of completeness, we state an
analogue of our result in the case of a Dedekind domain, where all the ideals
factor uniquely as a product of prime ideals. Here, for a given prime ideal P ⊂ D
and a given element d ∈ D, wP (d) denotes the highest power of the prime ideal
P dividing d.

Theorem 5.1. Let S be an arbitrary subset of a Dedekind domain D and f =
g

d
∈ Int(S,D) be a polynomial of type (m, k). If a0, a1, . . . , alm,k−1 is a dm-

sequence, then f is irreducible in Int(S,D) iff the following holds:

for any factorization g = g1g2 in D[x] and a prime ideal P dividing d such

that ek is the maximum integer satisfying P ek | g1(ai) ∀ 0 ≤ i ≤ l(g1), there

exists an integer j satisfying 0 ≤ j ≤ l(g2) and wP (
(d)
P ek

) ∤ g2(aj).

Proof. The steps of the proof are similar to that of Theorem 4.2. Suppose that
for every factorization g = g1g2 in D[x], there exists a prime ideal P | d such

that P ek | g1(ai) ∀ 0 ≤ i ≤ l(g1) and wP (
(d)
P ek

) ∤ g2(aj) for some 0 ≤ j ≤ l(g2).
Let us assume that the polynomial f is reducible in Int(S,D) . Then there exist
d1 and d2 such that

f =
g1
d1

g2
d2

,

where both of the polynomials, g1
d1

and g2
d2

are integer-valued.
Since g1

d1

and g2
d2

are integer-valued, hence for every π | d there exists an

integer ck such that wπ(d1) = πck | g1(ai) ∀ 0 ≤ i ≤ l(g1) and wπ(
d

πck
) |

g2(aj) ∀ 0 ≤ j ≤ l(g2). This means there exist a prime ideal P | d such that

P ek | g1(ai) ∀ 0 ≤ i ≤ l(g1) and wP (
(d)
Pek

) | g2(aj) ∀ 0 ≤ j ≤ l(g2), which is a
contradiction to the assumption. The remaining part also follows by a similar
way.

Throughout the proof of Theorem 4.2 (or Theorem 5.1) we used only unique
factorization of the element d. Hence, Theorem 4.2 remains valid for all the do-
mains where d has a unique factorization into irreducibles (or into prime ideals)
and R(π) is local ring for all π dividing d. Therefore, sometimes our approach
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can be helpful in testing the irreducibility of an integer-valued polynomial over
any subset of a domain.

To conclude, this article is an initial step to test the irreducibility of mul-
tivariate integer-valued polynomials over any subset of a domain. This is still
ongoing work. We believe that the irreducibility of multivariate integer-valued
polynomials is more interesting than the irreducibility of the integer-valued poly-
nomials in one variable. This is a promising area of research that has not been
explored so far. This article is the first step in this broad area of research and
may provide some impetus to the readers to work in this exciting area.
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