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Abstract

In the paper, we study the relation between the images of polynomial

derivations and their simplicity. We prove that the images of simple Sham-

suddin derivations are not Mathieu-Zhao spaces. In addition, we also show

that the images of some simple derivations in dimension three are not

Mathieu-Zhao spaces. Thus, we conjecture that the images of simple deriva-

tions in dimension greater than one are not Mathieu-Zhao spaces. We also

prove that locally nilpotent derivations are not simple in dimension greater

than one.
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1 Introduction

Throughout this paper, we will write N for the non-negative integers, K for any

field with characteristic zero and R := K[x, y1, . . . , yn] for the polynomial algebra

over K in n + 1 indeterminates x, y1, . . . , yn. ∂x, ∂i will denote the derivations
∂
∂x
, ∂

∂yi
of R for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, respectively. More generally, if s, r1, . . . , rs ≥ 1

are integers and {x}
⋃
{yi,j : i = 1, . . . , s, j = 1, . . . , ri} are indeterminates over

K, ∂i,j will denote the derivation
∂

∂yi,j
of K[x,

⋃s

i=1{yi,1, . . . , yi,ri}]. We abbreviate
∂gt
∂yj

as gtyj . For element f of K[x], we shall often use f ′ instead of fx.

∗The author is supported by Scientific Research Fund of Hunan Provincial Education De-

partment (Grant No. 21A0056), the NSF of China (Grant No. 11871241; 11601146) and the

Construct Program of the Key Discipline in Hunan Province.
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A K-derivation D : R → R of R is a K-linear map such that

D(ab) = D(a)b+ aD(b)

for any a, b ∈ R and D(c) = 0 for any c ∈ K. The set of all K-derivations of R is

denoted by DerK(R). An ideal I of R is called D-stable if D(I) ⊂ I. R is called

D-simple if it has no proper nonzero D-stable ideal. The K-derivation D is called

simple if R has no D-stable ideals other than 0 and R. For some examples of

simple derivations, see [1], [2], [3], [8].

A derivation D of R is said to be a Shamsuddin derivation if D = ∂x +∑n

i=1(aiyi + bi)∂i with ai, bi ∈ K[x] for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Observe that if D is such

a Shamsuddin derivation of R, then grouping the terms that have the same ai

and renaming the indeterminates yi and the polynomials ai, bi if necessary, we

can write D in the following form:

D = ∂x +

s∑

i=1

ri∑

j=1

(aiyi,j + bi,j)∂i,j

with ai, bi,j ∈ K[x] for every i and every (i, j), ai 6= al for i 6= l. A derivation D

of R is said to be locally nilpotent if, for each a ∈ R, there exists m ∈ N
∗ such

that Dm(a) = 0.

The Mathieu-Zhao space was introduced by Zhao in [10] and [11], which is

a natural generalization of ideals. We give the definition here for the polynomial

rings. AK-subspace M of R is said to be a Mathieu-Zhao space if for any a, b ∈ R

with am ∈ M for all m ≥ 1, we have bam ∈ M when m ≫ 0.

In our paper, we prove that the images of simple Shamsuddin derivations are

not Mathieu-Zhao spaces in section 2. In addition, we give a necessary and suffi-

cient condition forD to be a Mathieu-Zhao spaces, where D = ∂x+
∑s

i=1(a(x)yi+

bi(x))∂i +
∑n

j=s+1 bj(x)∂j . In section 3, we prove that the images of some simple

derivations in dimension three are not Mathieu-Zhao spaces and locally nilpo-

tent derivations are not simple in dimension greater than one. According to our

conclusions, we make the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1.1. If D is a simple derivation of K[x1, . . . , xn] and n ≥ 2, then

ImD is not a Mathieu-Zhao space.

2 The images of simple Shamsuddin derivations

Lemma 2.1. Let D = ∂x+
∑s

i=1

∑ri
j=1(aiyi,j+bi,j)∂i,j be a derivation of K[x, y1,1,

. . . , ys,rs] with ai, bi,j ∈ K[x]. If D is simple, then deg ai ≥ 1 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ s.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 3.1 in [4] that Di = ∂x +
∑ri

j=1(aiyi,j + bi,j)∂i,j

is simple for all 1 ≤ i ≤ s. If ai ∈ K, then it’s easy to see that the equation
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z′ = aiz +
∑ri

j=1 kjbi,j has solution in K[x] for any (k1, . . . , kri) ∈ Kri . It follows

from Theorem 3.2 in [4] that Di is not simple, a contradiction. Hence deg ai ≥ 1

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ s.

Theorem 2.2. Let D = ∂x +
∑s

i=1

∑ri
j=1(aiyi,j + bi,j)∂i,j be a derivation of

K[x, y1,1, . . . , ys,rs] with ai, bi,j ∈ K[x]. If D is simple, then ImD is not a Mathieu-

Zhao space of K[x, y1,1, . . . , ys,rs].

Proof. Note that 1 ∈ ImD. If ImD is a Mathieu-Zhao space ofK[x, y1,1, . . . , ys,rs],

then we have ImD = K[x, y1,1, . . . , ys,rs]. We claim that y1,1 /∈ ImD. Suppose that

y1,1 /∈ ImD. Then there exists f ∈ K[x, y1,1, . . . , ys,rs] such that

y1,1 = D(f).(2.1)

Let f = f (d) + f (d−1) + · · · + f (1) + f (0), where f (j) is a polynomial of degree j

with respect to y1,1, . . . , ys,rs for 0 ≤ j ≤ d. Suppose that

f (d) =
∑

l1+···+ls=d

cl1,...,lsy
l1
1 · · · ylss

with cl1,...,ls ∈ K[x], yi = (yi,1, . . . , yi,ri), li = li,1 + · · ·+ li,ri for 1 ≤ i ≤ s. If the

equation a1(x)γ1+· · ·+as(x)γs = 0 has no positive integral solution, then the con-

clusion follows from Lemma 2.1 and Theorem 3.2 in [9]. Otherwise, we can assume

that
∑s

i=1 |m
(u)
i |ai(x) = 0 with (m

(u)
1 , . . . , m

(u)
s ) = 1 and m

(u)
i = (m

(u)
i,1 , . . . , m

(u)
i,ri

)

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ s, 1 ≤ u ≤ t for some t ∈ {1, 2, . . . , s}, |m
(u)
i | = m

(u)
i,1 + · · ·+m

(u)
i,ri

and the vectors m(1) := (m
(1)
1 , . . . , m

(1)
s ), . . . , m(t) := (m

(t)
1 , . . . , m

(t)
s ) are linearly

independent. We view the polynomials as in K[x, y1,1, . . . , ys,rs] with coefficients

in K[x] when we comparing the coefficients of monomials on y1,1, . . . , ys,rs.

(1) If d ≥ 2, then we have

c′l1,...,ls + (l1a1(x) + · · ·+ lsas(x))cl1,...,ls = 0(2.2)

by comparing the coefficients of yl11 · · · ylss with l1 + · · ·+ ls = d of equation (2.1).

If l1a1(x) + · · ·+ lsas(x) 6= 0, then it follows from equation (2.2) that cl1,...,ls = 0.

If l1a1(x) + · · ·+ lsas(x) = 0, then cl1,...,ls ∈ K. Thus, we have

f (d) = ck1(y
m

(1)
1

1 · · · ym
(1)
s

s )k1 + · · ·+ ckt(y
m

(t)
1

1 · · · ym
(t)
s

s )kt

with ck1 6= 0, where
∑s

i=1 ku|m
(u)
i | = d for all 1 ≤ u ≤ t. Suppose that f (d−1) =∑

l1+···+ls=d−1 c̃l1,...,lsy
l1
1 · · · ylss with c̃l1,...,ls ∈ K[x], yi = (yi,1, . . . , yi,ri), li = li,1 +

· · · + li,ri for 1 ≤ i ≤ s. Note that (kum
(u)
1,1 , . . . , kum

(u)
i,j − 1, . . . , kum

(u)
s,rs) 6=

(kvm
(v)
1,1, . . . , kvm

(v)

ĩ,j̃
− 1, . . . , kvm

(v)
s,rs) for i 6= ĩ, 1 ≤ u, v ≤ t. Otherwise, ai(x) =

aĩ(x), a contradiction.

If d ≥ 3, then comparing the coefficients of y
k1m

(1)
1,1−1

1,1 · · · y
k1m

(1)
1,r1

1,r1 · · · y
k1m

(1)
s,1

s,1 · · ·

y
k1m

(1)
s,rs

s,rs , y
k1m

(1)
1,1

1,1 y
k1m

(1)
1,2−1

1,2 · · · y
k1m

(1)
s,rs

s,rs , . . . , y
k1m

(1)
1,1

1,1 y
k1m

(1)
1,2

1,2 · · · y
k1m

(1)
s,rs−1

s,rs of equation
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(2.1), at least one of c̃l1,...,ls satisfies the equation z′ = ai0z+
∑ri0

j=1 k̂jbi0,j for some

i0 ∈ {1, 2, . . . , s}, (k̂1, . . . , k̂ri0 ) ∈ Kri0/{(0, . . . , 0)}; l1 + · · ·+ ls = d− 1. Since D

is simple, it follows from Theorem 3.1 in [4] that Di = ∂x +
∑ri

j=1(aiyi,j + bi,j)∂i,j

is simple for all 1 ≤ i ≤ s. It follows from Theorem 3.2 in [4] that the equation

z′ = ai0z+
∑ri0

j=1 k̃jbi0,j does not have any solution in K[x] for any (k̃1, . . . , k̃ri0 ) ∈

Kri0/{(0, . . . , 0)}, a contradiction.

If d = 2, then f (2) = ck1yi1,j1yĩ1,j̃1 + · · · + cktyit,jtyĩt,j̃t with ck1 6= 0, iu 6= ĩu,

1 ≤ u ≤ t. Let f (1) =
∑s

i=1

∑ri
j=1Ci,jyi,j with Ci,j ∈ K[x] for 1 ≤ j ≤ ri,

1 ≤ i ≤ s. If y1,1 /∈ {yi1,j1, . . . , yit,jt, yĩ1,j̃1, . . . , yĩt,j̃t}, then we have

C ′
1,1 + a1(x)C1,1 = 1(2.3)

by comparing the coefficients of y1,1 of equation (2.1). It follows from Lemma 2.1

that deg a1(x) ≥ 1. Then we have C1,1 = 0 by comparing the degree of x of equa-

tion (2.3), which contradicts equation (2.3). If y1,1 ∈ {yi1,j1, . . . , yit,jt, yĩ1,j̃1, . . . , yĩt,j̃t},

then we can assume that

f (2) = ck1y1,1yi1,j1 + · · ·+ cktyit,jtyĩt,j̃t.

Hence

C ′
i1,j1

− a1(x)Ci1,j1 + ck1b1,1 + ck2b1,2 + · · ·+ ckt̃1
b1,t̃1 = 0(2.4)

by comparing the coefficients of yi1,j1 of equation (2.1), where 1 ≤ t̃1 ≤ min{t, r1}.

Since D is simple, it follows from the arguments of d = 3 that C ′
i1,j1

−a1(x)Ci1,j1+

ck1b1,1 + ck2b1,2 + · · ·+ ckt̃1
b1,t̃1 6= 0, a contradiction.

(2) If d = 1, then we can assume that f (1) =
∑s

i=1

∑ri
j=1Ci,jyi,j with Ci,j ∈

K[x] for 1 ≤ j ≤ ri, 1 ≤ i ≤ s. Thus, we have

C ′
1,1 + a1(x)C1,1 = 1(2.5)

by comparing the coefficients of y1,1 of equation (2.1). Since deg a1(x) ≥ 1, we

have C1,1 = 0 by comparing the degree of x of equation (2.5), which contradicts

equation (2.5).

(3) If d = 0, then D(f) ∈ K[x]. Clearly, y1,1 /∈ ImD. Thus, the conclusion

follows.

Corollary 2.3. Let D = ∂x +
∑s

i=1

∑ri
j=1(ai(x)yi,j + bi,j)∂i,j be a derivation of

K[x, y1,1, . . . , ys,rs] with ai, bi,j ∈ K[x]. If deg ai > deg bi,j and bi,1, . . . , bi,ri are

linearly independent over K for every i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , s} and every j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ri},

then ImD is not a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x, y1,1, . . . , ys,rs].

Proof. It follows from Corollary 3.3 in [4] that D is simple. Then the conclusion

follows from Theorem 2.2.
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Proposition 2.4. Let D = ∂x +
∑k

i=1(a(x)yi + bi(x))∂i +
∑n

j=k+1 bj(x)∂j be a

derivation of K[x, y1, . . . , yn] with a(x), bi(x) ∈ K[x] for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, k ≥ 1.

Then ImD is a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x, y1, . . . , yn] iff a(x) ∈ K.

Proof. “ ⇐ ” If a(x) ∈ K, then it follows from Example 9.3.2 in [7] that D is

locally finite. Since 1 ∈ ImD, it follows from Proposition 1.4 in [12] that ImD is

a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x, y1, . . . , yn].

“ ⇒ ” Since 1 ∈ ImD and ImD is a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x, y1, . . . , yn],

we have ImD = K[x, y1, . . . , yn]. Suppose that deg a(x) ≥ 1. We claim y1 /∈ ImD.

If y1 ∈ ImD, then there exists f ∈ K[x, y1, . . . , yn] such that

y1 = D(f).(2.6)

Let f = f (d)+ · · ·+f (1)+f (0), where f (k̃) is a polynomial of degree k with respect

to y1, . . . , yn for 0 ≤ k̃ ≤ d. Suppose that f (d) =
∑

l1+···+ln=d c
(0)
l1,...,ln

yl11 · · · ylnn with

c
(0)
l1,...,ln

∈ K[x].

If d ≥ 2, then we have

c
(0)′

l1,...,ln
+ (l1 + · · ·+ lk)a(x)c

(0)
l1,...,ln

= 0(2.7)

by comparing the coefficients of yl11 · · · ylnn with l1+ · · ·+ ln = d of equation (2.6).

If l1 + · · · + lk 6= 0, then c
(0)
l1,...,ln

= 0 for all l1 + · · · + ln = d by comparing the

degree of x of equation (2.7). Thus,

f (d) =
∑

lk+1+···+ln=d

c
(0)
lk+1,...,ln

y
lk+1

k+1 · · · y
ln
n .

Let f (d−1) =
∑

l1+···+ln=d−1 c
(1)
l1,...,ln

yl11 · · · ylnn with c
(1)
l1,...,ln

∈ K[x]. If d− 1 ≥ 2, then

we have

∑

l1+···+ln=d−1

[c
(1)′

l1,...,ln
+ (l1 + · · ·+ lk)a(x)c

(1)
l1,...,ln

]yl11 · · · ylnn +

∑

lk+1+···+ln=d

n∑

j=k+1

ljbjc
(0)
lk+1,...,ln

y
lk+1

k+1 · · · y
lj−1
j · · · ylnn = 0(2.8)

by considering the part of degree d−1 of equation (2.6) with respect to y1, . . . , yn.

If l1 + · · ·+ lk 6= 0, then we have

c
(1)′

l1,...,ln
+ (l1 + · · ·+ lk)a(x)c

(1)
l1,...,ln

= 0(2.9)

by comparing the coefficients of yl11 · · · ylnn with l1 + · · ·+ ln = d − 1 of equation

(2.8). Thus, we have c
(1)
l1,...,ln

= 0 for all l1 + · · ·+ lk 6= 0 by comparing the degree

of x of equation (2.9). That is,

f (d−1) =
∑

lk+1+···+ln=d−1

c
(1)
lk+1,...,ln

y
lk+1

k+1 · · · y
ln
n .
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Hence we have f (t) =
∑

lk+1+···+ln=t c
(d−t)
lk+1,...,ln

y
lk+1

k+1 · · · y
ln
n by considering the part of

degree t of equation (2.6) with respect to y1, . . . , yn for all 2 ≤ t ≤ d. Suppose

that f (1) = c1(x)y1 + · · ·+ cn(x)yn. Then we have

c′1(x) + a(x)c1(x) = 1(2.10)

by comparing the coefficients of y1 of equation (2.6). Since deg a(x) ≥ 1, we have

c1(x) = 0 by comparing the degree of x of equation (2.10), which contradicts

equation (2.10).

Lemma 2.5. Let D = ∂x+
∑ri

j=1(ai(x)yi,j+bi,j(x))∂i,j+
∑s

l 6=i,l=1

∑rl
j=1(al(x)yl,j)∂l,j

be a derivation of K[x, y1,1, . . . , ys,rs] and Di = ∂x +
∑ri

j=1(ai(x)yi,j + bi,j(x))∂i,j

a derivation of K[x, yi,1, . . . , yi,ri] with ai(x), al(x), bi,j(x) ∈ K[x] for 1 ≤ i ≤ s.

If ImD is a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x, y1,1, . . . , ys,rs], then ImDi is a Mathieu-

Zhao space of K[x, yi,1, . . . , yi,ri] for 1 ≤ i ≤ s.

Proof. Since 1 ∈ ImD and ImD is a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x, y1,1, . . . , ys,rs],

we have ImD = K[x, y1,1, . . . , ys,rs]. Thus, for any xq0yq1i,1 · · · y
qi
i,ri

∈ K[x, yi,1, . . . ,

yi,ri], there exists gq0,...,qi ∈ K[x, y1,1, . . . , ys,rs] such that

xq0yq1i,1 · · · y
qi
i,ri

= D(gq0,...,qi).(2.11)

Let yl,j = 0 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ rl, 1 ≤ l ≤ s, l 6= i. Then equation (2.11) has the

following form:

xq0yq1i,1 · · · y
qi
i,ri

= Di(gq0,...,qi(x, 0, . . . , 0, yi,1, . . . , yi,ri, 0, . . . , 0)).

Hence we have ImDi = K[x, yi,1, . . . , yi,ri]. That is, ImDi is a Mathieu-Zhao

space of K[x, yi,1, . . . , yi,ri] for 1 ≤ i ≤ s.

Corollary 2.6. Let D = ∂x+
∑ri

j=1(ai(x)yi,j+bi,j(x))∂i,j+
∑s

l 6=i,l=1

∑rl
j=1(al(x)yl,j)∂l,j

be a derivation of K[x, y1,1, . . . , ys,rs] with ai(x), al(x), bi,j(x) ∈ K[x]. If ImD is

a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x, y1,1, . . . , ys,rs], then ai(x) ∈ K.

Proof. The conclusion follows from Lemma 2.5 and Corollary 3.5 in [9].

3 Images of some simple derivations

Proposition 3.1. Let D = ∂x1+
∑n

i=2(aixi+bi)∂xi
be a derivation of K[x1, . . . , xn]

with ai, bi ∈ K[x1, . . . , xi−1]. Then we have the following statements:

(1) If degxn−1
an ≥ 1, then ImD is not a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x1, . . . , xn].

(2) If degxn−1
an = 0 and degxn−2

(n1an−1 + n2an) ≥ 1 for any (n1, n2) ∈

N
2 \ {(0, 0)}, then ImD is not a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x1, . . . , xn].
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Proof. Note that 1 ∈ ImD. If ImD is a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x1, . . . , xn],

then we have ImD = K[x1, . . . , xn]. We claim xn /∈ ImD. If xn ∈ ImD, then

there exists f ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn] such that

xn = D(f).(3.1)

We view the polynomials as in K[x1, . . . , xi] with coefficients in K[x1, . . . , xi−1]

when we comparing the coefficients of monomials on xi in the following arguments

for i ∈ {2, . . . , , n}. Let f = fdx
d
n+· · ·+f1xn+f0 with fd 6= 0, fj ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn−1]

for 0 ≤ j ≤ d. If d ≥ 1, then we have

fdx1 +

n−1∑

i=2

(aixi + bi)fdxi
+ danfd = c(3.2)

by comparing the coefficients of xd
n of equation (3.1), where c = 0 or 1.

(1) If degxn−1
an ≥ 1, then we have fd = 0 by comparing the degree of

xn−1 of equation (3.2), which is a contradiction. Thus, we have d = 0. Since

D(f) ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn−1], we have xn /∈ ImD. Thus, ImD is not a Mathieu-Zhao

space of K[x1, . . . , xn].

(2) If degxn−1
an = 0, then we assume that fd = f

(m)
d xm

n−1+· · ·+f
(1)
d xn−1+f

(0)
d

with f
(m)
d 6= 0, f

(l)
d ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn−2] for 0 ≤ l ≤ m, we have

f
(m)
dx1

+

n−2∑

i=2

(aixi + bi)f
(m)
dxi

+man−1f
(m)
d + danf

(m)
d = c(3.3)

by comparing the coefficients of xm
n−1 of equation (3.2), where c = 0 or 1. Since

d ≥ 1 and degxn−2
(man−1 + dan) ≥ 1, we have f

(m)
d = 0 by comparing the degree

of xn−1 of equation (3.3), which is a contradiction. Hence we have xn /∈ ImD.

Then the conclusion follows.

Corollary 3.2. Let D = ∂x1 +
∑n

i=2(aixi+ bi)∂xi
be a derivation of K[x1, . . . , xn]

with ai, bi ∈ K[x1, . . . , xi−1]. If D is simple, then deg a2 ≥ 1.

Proof. Let D̃ = ∂x1 + (a2x2 + b2)∂x2 . Then D̃ is simple. Hence the conclusion

follows from Lemma 2.1.

Proposition 3.3. Let D = ∂x1+
∑3

i=2(aixi+bi)∂xi
be a derivation of K[x1, x2, x3]

with ai, bi ∈ K[x1, . . . , xi−1] and a3 = 0. If D is simple, then ImD is not a

Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x1, x2, x3].

Proof. Note that 1 ∈ ImD. If ImD is a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x1, x2, x3], then

ImD = K[x1, x2, x3]. Suppose that degx2
b3 = u. We claim xu+1

2 /∈ ImD if D is

simple. Suppose that xu+1
2 ∈ ImD. Then there exists f ∈ K[x1, x2, x3] such that

xu+1
2 = D(f)(3.4)
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We view the polynomials as in K[x1, . . . , xi] with coefficients in K[x1, . . . , xi−1]

for i ∈ {2, 3} when we comparing the coefficients of monomials on xi in the

following arguments. Let f = fdx
d
3 + · · ·+ f1x3 + f0 with fd 6= 0, fj ∈ K[x1, x2]

for 0 ≤ j ≤ d. If d ≥ 1, then we have

fdx1 + (a2x2 + b2)fdx2 = 0

by comparing the coefficients of xd
3 of equation (3.4). That is, D(fd) = 0. Since

D is simple, we have fd ∈ K∗. If d ≥ 2, then we have

f(d−1)x1 + (a2x2 + b2)f(d−1)x2 + b3 · dfd = 0

by comparing the coefficients of xd−1
3 of equation (3.4). Then −(dfd)

−1fd−1 is a

solution of D̃(z) = b3, where D̃ = ∂x1 + (a2x2 + b2)∂x2 , which contradicts that D

is simple. Hence we have d ≤ 1.

(1) If d = 1, then we have f = f1x3 + f0 with f1 ∈ K∗ and equation (3.4) has

the following form

f0x1 + (a2x2 + b2)f0x2 + f1 · b3 = xu+1
2(3.5)

Since degx2
b3 = u, we have degx2

f0 ≥ u+ 1. Let f0 = f
(t)
0 xt

2 + · · ·+ f
(1)
0 x2 + f

(0)
0

with f
(t)
0 6= 0, f

(j)
0 ∈ K[x1] for 0 ≤ j ≤ t. If t > u+ 1 ≥ 1, then we have

f
(t)′

0 + ta2f
(t)
0 = 0(3.6)

by comparing the coefficients of xt
2 of equation (3.5). It follows from Corollary 3.2

that deg a2 ≥ 1. Then we have f
(t)
0 = 0 by comparing the degree of x1 of equation

(3.6), which is a contradiction. Hence we have t = u+ 1. Then we have

(3.7) f
(u+1)′

0 + ta2f
(u+1)
0 = 1

by comparing the coefficients of xu+1
2 of equation (3.5). We have a contradiction

by comparing the degree of x1 of equation (3.7).

(2) If d = 0, then we have f = f0 and equation (3.4) has the following form:

(3.8) f0x1 + (a2x2 + b2)f0x2 = xu+1
2

We have a contradiction by following the arguments of case (1). Thus, we have

xu+1
2 /∈ ImD. Hence ImD is not a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x1, x2, x3].

Theorem 3.4. Let D = ∂x1 +
∑3

i=2(aixi + bi)∂xi
be a derivation of K[x1, x2, x3]

with ai, bi ∈ K[x1, . . . , xi−1]. If D is simple, then ImD is not a Mathieu-Zhao

space of K[x1, x2, x3].

Proof. If a3 = 0, then it follows from Proposition 3.3 that ImD is not a Mathieu-

Zhao space of K[x1, x2, x3]. If degx2
a3 ≥ 1, then it follows from Proposition 3.1
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that ImD is not a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x1, x2, x3]. Hence we can assume

that a3 6= 0 and degx2
a3 = 0. Note that 1 ∈ ImD. If ImD is a Mathieu-Zhao

space of K[x1, x2, x3], then we have ImD = K[x1, x2, x3]. We claim x2 /∈ ImD if

D is simple. If x2 ∈ ImD, then there exists f ∈ K[x1, x2, x3] such that

x2 = D(f).(3.9)

We view the polynomials as in K[x1, . . . , xi] with coefficients in K[x1, . . . , xi−1]

for i ∈ {2, 3} when we comparing the coefficients of monomials on xi in the

following arguments. Let f = fdx
d
3 + · · ·+ f1x3 + f0 with fd 6= 0, fj ∈ K[x1, x2]

for 0 ≤ j ≤ d.

If d ≥ 1, then we have

fdx1 + (a2x2 + b2)fdx2 + dfd · a3 = 0(3.10)

by comparing the coefficients of xd
3 of equation (3.9). Let fd = f

(m)
d xm

2 + · · · +

f
(1)
d x2 + f

(0)
d with f

(m)
d 6= 0, f

(k)
d ∈ K[x1] for 0 ≤ k ≤ d. Then we have

f
(m)
dx1

+ (ma2 + da3)f
(m)
d = 0(3.11)

by comparing the coefficients of xm
2 of equation (3.10). Then we have f

(m)
d ∈ K∗

and da3 = −ma2 by comparing the degree of x1 of equation (3.11).

If m ≥ 1, then we have

f
(m−1)
dx1

+mf
(m)
d b2 + (m− 1)f

(m−1)
d a2 + da3 · f

(m−1)
d = 0

by comparing the coefficients of xm−1
2 of equation (3.10). That is,

f
(m−1)′

d = a2f
(m−1)
d −mf

(m)
d b2.

Thus, −(mf
(m)
d )−1f

(m−1)
d is a solution of the equation z′ = a2z + b2. Let D̃ =

∂x1 + (a2x2 + b2)∂x2. Then it follows from Theorem 13.2.1 in [7] that D̃ is not

simple. Hence D is not simple, which is a contradiction. Whence we have m = 0.

That is, fd = f
(0)
d . Then equation (3.11) has the following form:

f
(0)′

d + da3f
(0)
d = 0.

Since a3 6= 0, we have f
(0)
d = 0 by comparing the degree of x1 of the above

equation, which is a contradiction. Hence we have d = 0. Then equation (3.9) has

the following form:

f0x1 + (a2x2 + b2)f0x2 = x2.(3.12)

Let f0 = f
(t)
0 xt

2 + · · · + f
(1)
0 x2 + f

(0)
0 with f

(k)
0 ∈ K[x1] for 0 ≤ k ≤ t. Then we

have t = 1 and

f
(1)′

0 + a2f
(1)
0 = 1(3.13)

by comparing the coefficients of x2 of equation (3.12). Since deg a2 ≥ 1, we have

a contradiction by comparing the degree of x1 of equation (3.13). Hence we have

x2 /∈ ImD, Whence ImD is not a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x1, x2, x3].
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Proposition 3.5. Let D = ∂x1 + (a2x2 + b2)∂x2 + b3∂x3 be a derivation of

K[x1, x2, x3] with a2, b2 ∈ K[x1] and b3 = b
(v)
3 xv

2 + · · ·+ b
(1)
3 x2 + b

(0)
3 with b

(v)
3 6= 0,

b
(j)
3 ∈ K[x1] for 0 ≤ j ≤ v. If deg a2 > deg b

(v)
3 , then ImD is not a Mathieu-Zhao

space of K[x1, x2, x3].

Proof. Note that 1 ∈ ImD. If ImD is a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x1, x2, x3], then

we have ImD = K[x1, x2, x3]. We claim xv+1
2 /∈ ImD if deg a2 > deg b

(v)
3 . Suppose

that xv+1
2 ∈ ImD. Then there exists f ∈ K[x1, x2, x3] such that

xv+1
2 = D(f).(3.14)

We view the polynomials as in K[x1, . . . , xi] with coefficients in K[x1, . . . , xi−1]

when we comparing the coefficients of monomials on xi for i ∈ {2, 3} in the

following arguments. Let f = fdx
d
3 + · · ·+ f1x3 + f0 with fd 6= 0, fj ∈ K[x1, x2]

for 0 ≤ j ≤ d. If d ≥ 1, then we have the following equations:

fdx1 + (a2x2 + b2)fdx2 = 0(3.15)

by comparing the coefficients of xd
3 of equation (3.14). Let fd = f

(t)
d xt

2 + · · · +

f
(1)
d x2 + f

(0)
d with f

(t)
d 6= 0, f

(j)
d ∈ K[x1] for 0 ≤ j ≤ t. If t ≥ 1, then we have

f
(t)′

d + ta2f
(t)
d = 0(3.16)

by comparing the coefficients of xt
2 of equation (3.15). Since deg a2 ≥ 1, we have

f
(t)
d = 0 by comparing the degree of x1 of equation (3.16), which is a contradiction.

Hence we have t = 0. It follows from equation (3.15) that f
(0)′

d = 0. That is,

fd = f
(0)
d ∈ K∗.

If d ≥ 2, then we have

f(d−1)x1
+ (a2x2 + b2)f(d−1)x2

+ dfd · b3 = 0(3.17)

by comparing the coefficients of xd−1
3 of equation (3.14). If v = 0, then it follows

from Proposition 2.4 that ImD is not a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x1, x2, x3]. We

can assume that v ≥ 1. Let fd−1 = f
(s)
d−1x

s
2 + · · ·+ f

(1)
d−1x2 + f

(0)
d−1 with f

(s)
d−1 6= 0,

f
(j)
d−1 ∈ K[x1] for 0 ≤ j ≤ s. It follows from equation (3.17) that s ≥ v. If s > v,

then we have

f
(s)′

d−1 + sa2f
(s)
d−1 = 0(3.18)

by comparing the coefficients of xd−1
3 of equation (3.17). Since deg a2 ≥ 1, we

have f
(s)
d−1 = 0 by comparing the degree of x1 of equation (3.18), which is a

contradiction. Hence we have s = v. Then we have

f
(v)′

d−1 + sa2f
(v)
d−1 + dfd · b

(v)
3 = 0(3.19)

by comparing the coefficients of xv
2 of equation (3.17). Since deg a2 > deg b

(v)
3 , we

have a contradiction by comparing the degree of x1 of equation (3.19). Thus, we
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have d ≤ 1. That is, f = f1x3 + f0 with f1 ∈ K, f0 ∈ K[x1, x2]. Then equation

(3.14) has the following form:

f0x1 + (a2x2 + b2)f0x2 + f1 · b3 = xv+1
2 .(3.20)

We have a contradiction by following the arguments of case (1) of Proposition

3.3. Hence we have xv+1
2 /∈ ImD. That is, ImD is not a Mathieu-Zhao space of

K[x1, x2, x3].

Corollary 3.6. Let D = ∂x1+(a2x2+b2)∂x2+b3∂x3 be a derivation of K[x1, x2, x3]

with a2, b2 ∈ K[x1] and b3 = b
(v)
3 xv

2+ · · ·+ b
(1)
3 x2+ b

(0)
3 with b

(v)
3 ∈ K∗, b

(j)
3 ∈ K[x1]

for 0 ≤ j ≤ v. Then ImD is a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x1, x2, x3] iff a2 ∈ K.

Proof. “ ⇐ ” If a2 ∈ K, then D is locally finite. Since 1 ∈ ImD, the conclusion

follows from Proposition 1.4 in [12].

“ ⇒ ” If deg a2 ≥ 1, then deg a2 > deg b
(v)
3 . It follows from Proposition

3.5 that ImD is not a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x1, x2, x3]. Then the conclusion

follows.

Proposition 3.7. Let D be a derivation of K[x1, x2, . . . , xn] for n ≥ 2. If D is

locally nilpotent, then D is not simple.

Proof. If K[x1, x2, . . . , xn]
D 6= K, then K[x1, x2, . . . , xn]

D is a D-stable ideal. If

K[x1, x2, . . . , xn]
D = (1), thenD = 0. Clearly,D is not simple. IfK[x1, x2, . . . , xn]

D

6= (1), then K[x1, x2, . . . , xn]
D is a proper D-stable ideal. Thus, D is not simple.

We can assume that K[x1, x2, . . . , xn]
D = K. It follows from Lemma 8 in [5] or

Theorem 2.1 in [6] that D(f) = c · J(f1, . . . , fn−1, f) for some c ∈ K∗, where

J(f1, . . . , fn−1, f) is the Jacobian of f1, . . . , fn−1, f . Note that deg fi ≥ 1 for all

1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Otherwise, D = 0. Clearly, D is not simple. Then we have

D(f1) = 0. That is, the ideal (f1) is a proper D-stable ideal. Hence D is not

simple.
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