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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|z, y1,. .., yn| for the polynomial algebra

over K in n + 1 indeterminates x,v1,...,¥,. 0., 0; will denote the derivations
o 0
B’ Oy;
are integers and {z} U{y;; :i=1,...,s, j =1,...,1;} are indeterminates over

K, 0; ; will denote the derivation % of K[z, \J_ {yi1,- -, Yir }]. We abbreviate
7

g—g; as gy, For element f of K|x], we shall often use f’ instead of f.

of R for all 1 < i < n, respectively. More generally, if s,rq,...,7y > 1
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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 ¢ € K. The set of all K-derivations of R is
denoted by Derg(R). An ideal I of R is called D-stable if D(I) C 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 = 9, +
Yoy (aiy; + b;)0; with a;,b; € K(z] for all 1 < ¢ < n. Observe that if D is such
a Shamsuddin derivation of R, then grouping the terms that have the same a;
and renaming the indeterminates y; and the polynomials a;, b; if necessary, we
can write D in the following form:

s T

D=0+ ) (awij+bi,)0,
i=1 j=1
with a;,b; ; € K[z for every i and every (i,7), a; # a; for i # [. A derivation D
of R is said to be locally nilpotent if, for each a € R, there exists m € N* such
that D™ (a) = 0.

The Mathieu-Zhao space was introduced by Zhao in [10] and [I1], which is
a natural generalization of ideals. We give the definition here for the polynomial
rings. A K-subspace M of R is said to be a Mathieu-Zhao space if for any a,b € R
with ™ € M for all m > 1, we have ba™ € 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 for D to be a Mathieu-Zhao spaces, where D = 0, +> ., (a(z)y; +
bi(7))0; + D511 bj(2)0;. 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 Klxy,...,x,] and n > 2, then
Im D s not a Mathieu-Zhao space.

2 The images of simple Shamsuddin derivations

Lemma 2.1. Let D = 0,4+, > (aiyi j+bi;)0i j be a derivation of K[z, yy 1,
oy Yseo) with a;, b, ; € Klx]. If D is simple, then dega; > 1 for all 1 <1i <'s.

Proof. 1t follows from Theorem 3.1 in [4] that D; = 0, + >\, (aiyi; + bi ;)0

j=1
is simple for all 1 < ¢ < s. If a; € K, then it’s easy to see that the equation



2 = a;z + )7L, kjbij has solution in K[z] for any (ki,. .., k,,) € K" It follows
from Theorem 3.2 in [4] that D; is not simple, a contradiction. Hence dega; > 1
forall1 <i<s. O

Theorem 2.2. Let D = 0, + D7, > it (@i + bij)0;; be a derivation of
Klz,y11, ..., Ysr,) witha;, b, ; € K|x]. If D is simple, then Im D is not a Mathieu-
Zhao space of K[x,y11, ..., Ysr.]-

Proof. Note that 1 € Im D. If Im D is a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[z, y1 1, . - ., Ys ),
then we have Im D = Kz, y1 1, ..., Ysr,|- We claim that y; ; ¢ Im D. Suppose that
y11 ¢ Im D. Then there exists f € K[z,y11,...,Ysr,] such that

(2.1) y11 = D(f).

Let f = f@ 4 f=0 4 ... 4 #0) 4 O where fU) is a polynomial of degree j
with respect to y11,...,ysr, for 0 < j <d. Suppose that

d _ ll ls
f( ) = E Cly,. Y1 Ys
li4+ls=d

with ¢, € Klx], vi = Wi, -5 Yirs), li = lig + -+ liy, for 1 <4 < s. If the
equation ay (z)y1+- - -+as(x)7ys = 0 has no positive integral solution, then the con-
clusion follows from Lemma[2.Jand Theorem 3.2 in [9]. Otherwise, we can assume

that 35, [m\™|a;(z) = 0 with (m{",...,m") =1 and m{* = (mﬁ), . mg?l)
forall1<i<s,1<u<tforsomete{l,2,. .. s} |m" \—m(u)+ +m£?l
and the vectors m® := (mgl), mgl)), . ,m(t) = (mg ). ,mg )) are linearly
independent. We view the polynomials as in K[x,y11,...,¥s,.| with coefficients
in K[x] when we comparing the coefficients of monomials on vy 1,. .., Ys,-

(1) If d > 2, then we have
(2.2) e + (har(x) + - + Lag(2))ery,g, = 0

by comparing the coefficients of yl1 -yl with I} + - - - + I, = d of equation (Iﬂ:l)
If hay(z) + - - - + lsas(x) # 0, then it follows from equation (2.2) that ¢, ;, = 0.
If hay(x) + - - - + lsas(x) = 0, then ¢, ;, € K. Thus, we have

D e (t) m®
FD = (™ oy e, (g ey )R

with ¢, # 0, where ZZ 11{: |m )| = d for all 1 < u < t. Suppose that f@- =

le—i—---—i—lszd—l Cl17~~-7lsyl ys with Cll,m,ls S K[ ]7 Yi = (yi,la -y Yi, n) l; = lzl +
-+ iy, for 1 < 4 < s. Note that (kumﬁ),...,kumgz) —1,...,k ms,?s) +
(k, mli,...,kvm%) 1, kem)) for i £ 7,1 < uv < L Otherw1se, a;(z) =
a;(x), a contradiction.
. . k() —1 kym!') k1 m(l)
If d > 3, then comparing the coefficients of y;; "+ gy, "y T
klmélﬁs klmgli klmf%—l klm(l) klmgli klmf% klm(l) -1

8,Ts $,Ts

Ys.rs s, Y11 T Yo o UYsor, yoeee s Y11 Yq o o UYsor, of equation



(2.1)), at least one of ¢, . A satisfies the equation 2’ = a;,z + Z © k;bs, ; for some
ioe{1,2,...,s}, (ku,..., %) Ko /{(0,...,0)}; {1 +-- ls—d—l.SinceD
is simple, it follows from Theorem 3.1 in [4] that D; = 0, + Z” iy +bi5)0;
is simple for all 1 < ¢ < s. It follows from Theorem 3.2 in [4] that the equation
2= a2+ 23:01 k;bi, ; does not have any solution in K [z] for any (ki . .. k%) €
K" /{(0,...,0)}, a contradiction.

If d =2, then f® = cpyi s, 5+ + WiV, 5 With ¢ # 0, iy # iy,

J1

1 <u <t Let f(l) = Zle Z;;l C’Ljym with CZ'J‘ S K[ZL’] for 1 < ] < T,

1<i<s WHyin & WYingus o Yirgor Yir joo - - -5 ¥irj, }» then we have
(23) C{,l + al(x)C’l,l =1

by comparing the coefficients of y; ; of equation (2.I]). It follows from Lemma 2.1]
that dega;(xz) > 1. Then we have C ; = 0 by comparing the degree of x of equa-

tion (2.3]), which contradicts equation (2.3). f y11 € {Yir g1y - - - Yirjies Yy Gyo e e ,y;t,jt},
then we can assume that

f(z) =CiW1 1Y+ CkeYivoje Yie G-
Hence

(2.4) Cl — ay (ZL’)Cil,jl + Cklbl,l + Ckzbl,g + - F Ckﬁ bl,fl =0

11,71

by comparing the coefficients of y;, ;, of equation (2.I)), where 1 < #; < min{t,r}.
Since D is simple, it follows from the arguments of d = 3 that C;, ; —a1(x)Cy, j, +
Chib11 + Crybio + - + Chy, bz, # 0, a contradiction.

(2) If d = 1, then we can assume that f0) = Y77 37 C;jy;; with C;; €

Klz] for 1 < j <r; 1<i<s. Thus, we have
(25) C{,l + al(:c)CLl =1

by comparing the coefficients of y; ; of equation (ZT). Since dega;(z) > 1, we
have C; = 0 by comparing the degree of x of equation (2.5]), which contradicts
equation (2.0).

(3) If d =0, then D(f) € K|[z|. Clearly, 11 ¢ Im D. Thus, the conclusion
follows. O

Corollary 2.3. Let D = 0, + > > (ai(x)yi; + bi;)0i; be a derivation of
Klz,y11, .., Ysr,) with a;,b;; € K(z]. If dega; > degb;; and b;1,...,b;,, are
linearly independent over K for everyi € {1,2,...,s} and everyj € {1,2,...,1;},
then ImD is not a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[z, Y11, ..., Ysr,)-

Proof. It follows from Corollary 3.3 in [4] that D is simple. Then the conclusion
follows from Theorem 2.2 O



Proposition 2.4. Let D = 8, + Y1 (a(x)y: + bi(z))d; + > ik 0j(2)0; be a
derivation of Klx,y1, ...,y with a(z),b;(x) € K[z] for all 1 <i <n, k> 1.
Then Im D is a Mathieu-Zhao space of K|x,y1,...,yn) iff a(z) € K.

Proof. “ <=7 If a(x) € K, then it follows from Example 9.3.2 in [7] that D is
locally finite. Since 1 € Im D, it follows from Proposition 1.4 in [12] that Im D is
a Mathieu-Zhao space of K|z, y1, ..., Y]

“=" Since 1 € Im D and Im D is a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[z, y1,...,ynl,
we have Im D = K{[z,y1, ..., yn|. Suppose that deg a(z) > 1. We claim y; ¢ Im D.
If y; € Im D, then there exists f € K[z,y1,...,yn| such that

(2.6) y1 = D(f).

Let f = f@ ... 4 fW 4 O where f(l;) is a polynomial of degree k with respect
to Y1,...,y, for 0 < k<d. Suppose that f@ = Zl1+...+ln:d Cz(?,)...,zn?/il .-yl with
A e K.

777777

If d > 2, then we have

(2.7) A+l l)a@)d” =0

..........

by comparing the coefficients of 3 - - cyln with Iy + - - - +1,, = d of equation (2.6]).

.....

degree of = of equation (2.7)). Thus,

@ _ © e
[ = ClpirsdnIkd1 " Yn
Lo+ tln=d

Let fd-1) = le+~~~+ln=d—l cl(ll) lnylll -yl with cl(ll) L, € Klz]. If d —1 > 2, then

..........

we have

ST e G ala)e) byl +
L4 Hlp=d—1

0 I -1
(2.8) Z Z ljbjcl(kil ..... bﬂlﬁf"'yj yf; =0

i1+ +Hln=d j=k+1

by considering the part of degree d—1 of equation (2.6]) with respect to yi, . . ., Yn.
Ifl; +--- 41 # 0, then we have

(2.9) A  a)e”) =0

.....

-----

of z of equation (2.9). That is,

d—1) _ (1) l ln
f( ) = Z st zn?/kkﬁl o Yn -

lb¢1 ++l»n:d—1



Hence we have f) = Zlk“ et cl(f;t,)._.,lnyi’“jf -+ -yl by considering the part of

degree t of equation (2.0) with respect to y1,...,y, for all 2 <t < d. Suppose
that f0) = ¢ (2)y; + - - + ¢u(2)yn. Then we have

(2.10) d(z) +alx)e(z) =1

by comparing the coefficients of 3; of equation (2.0)). Since dega(x) > 1, we have
c1(x) = 0 by comparing the degree of z of equation (2I0), which contradicts

equation (2.10). O

Lemma 2.5. Let D = 0,4+ 5 (ai(2)y; j+bi (7)) 0i i+ s 11 Dy (@u(2)y1,5) 0 5
be a derivation of K[z, y11,...,Ysr,] and D; = 0, + Z;;l(ai(z)ym +b;;(x))0;
a derivation of K[x,yiq, ..., Yir] with a;(z),a(z),b; j(x) € Kz] for 1 <i <'s.
If Im D is a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x,y11,-..,Ysr,), then Im D; is a Mathieu-

Zhao space of K[z, Yi1,...,Yir] for 1 <i<s.

Proof. Since 1 € Im D and Im D is a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[z, y11, ..., Ysr),
we have ImD = K[z,y11,...,Ysr,]. Thus, for any a®yf, -- -y € Klz,y;1,...,

Yir:), there exists gy € K[, y11,-..,Ysr,| such that

.....

(2.11) vyl -yl = D(Ggo,..as)-

Let yj; =0forall 1 <j <r,1<1<s,1#i Then equation (ZII)) has the
following form:

xqoyg,ll o yZZrl = Di(gqo ..... qi('r707 s 707%,17 s 7yi77"i707 - 70))

Hence we have ImD; = Klz,y;1,...,¥ir). That is, Im D; is a Mathieu-Zhao
space of K[z, y;1,... Vi) for 1 <i<s. O

Corollary 2.6. Let D = 0,4+ 5 (ai()yi j+bi j(2)) 05 g+ 21 o1 2y (@(2)y1,5) 0
be a derwvation of K[z, y11,...,Ysr] with a;(x), a;(x),b; j(x) € Klz]. If Im D 1is
a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[z, y11,...,Ysr,], then a;(x) € K.

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

3 Images of some simple derivations

Proposition 3.1. Let D = 0,,+> o (a;xi+b;)0y, be a derivation of K[z, . .., zy]
with a;,b; € K[xq,...,2x;-1]. Then we have the following statements:
(1) If deg,, , an > 1, thenIm D is not a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[y, ..., x,).
(2) If deg, . an = 0 and deg,  (nan—1 + nga,) > 1 for any (ni,ng) €
N2\ {(0,0)}, then Im D is not a Mathieu-Zhao space of K|xq, . ... x,].



Proof. Note that 1 € Im D. If Im D is a Mathieu-Zhao space of Klxy, ..., z,],
then we have Im D = Klzy,...,z,]. We claim z,, ¢ Im D. If z,, € Im D, then
there exists f € K[xy,...,x,] such that

We view the polynomials as in K[zy,...,x;] with coefficients in K|xq,...,z; 1]
when we comparing the coefficients of monomials on z; in the following arguments
fori € {2,...,,n}. Let f = faxl+- -+ fiz,+ fo with f4 £ 0, f; € K[zy1,..., 2p1]
for 0 < j <d.If d > 1, then we have

n—1

(32) fim + Y (i@ + b)) fuz, + danfa = c

=2

by comparing the coefficients of 2¢ of equation (B.1)), where ¢ = 0 or 1.

(1) If deg, , a, > 1, then we have f; = 0 by comparing the degree of
Zn—1 of equation (B.2)), which is a contradiction. Thus, we have d = 0. Since
D(f) € K[xy,...,x,-1], we have z,, ¢ Im D. Thus, Im D is not a Mathieu-Zhao
space of K[z, ..., x,].

(2) If deg,, , a, = 0, then we assume that f; = fdm):cnm_l +-- ~+f§”:cn_1 —i—féo)
with fém) # 0, fél) € K[zy,...,o,_2) for 0 <1< m, we have

n—2
=2

by comparing the coefficients of " ; of equation (B.2), where ¢ = 0 or 1. Since
d > 1 and deg,  (man—1+da,) > 1, we have f(gm) = 0 by comparing the degree
of z,,_1 of equation (B.3), which is a contradiction. Hence we have z,, ¢ Im D.

Then the conclusion follows. O

Corollary 3.2. Let D = 0,, + > . ,(a;x; +b;)0y, be a derivation of Kz, ..., x,)
with a;,b; € Klxq,...,2,1]. If D is simple, then degas > 1.

Proof. Let D = Op, + (a2xs + b3)0,,. Then D is simple. Hence the conclusion
follows from Lemma 211 O

Proposition 3.3. Let D = 0x1+2?:2(aixi+bi)0xi be a derivation of K[z, xs, 3]
with a;,b; € Klxy,...,x;_1] and ag = 0. If D is simple, then Im D is not a
Mathieu-Zhao space of K|xy, xa, x3].

Proof. Note that 1 € Im D. If Im D is a Mathieu-Zhao space of K|z, x5, 3], then
Im D = K[x1,x,, 73). Suppose that deg,, b3 = u. We claim st ¢ Im D if D is
simple. Suppose that z5 € Im D. Then there exists f € K[z, 22, 23] such that

(3.4) 24t = D(f)



We view the polynomials as in K[zy,...,x;] with coefficients in K|xq,...,z; 1]
for i € {2,3} when we comparing the coefficients of monomials on z; in the
following arguments. Let f = fszd + -+ + fizs + fo with fq # 0, f; € K[z1, 2]
for 0 < j <d. If d > 1, then we have

faw, + (@222 + b2) faz, =0

by comparing the coefficients of xd of equation (B.4). That is, D(f;) = 0. Since
D is simple, we have f; € K*. If d > 2, then we have

fa—1)e, + (@22 + ba) fa—1)e, + b3 - dfa =0

by comparing the coefficients of 237! of equation ([B.4). Then —(dfy) " fs_1 is a
solution of D(z) = bs, where D = ,, + (ag®y + b2)0,,, which contradicts that D
is simple. Hence we have d < 1.

(1) If d = 1, then we have f = fizs + fo with f; € K* and equation (B.4) has
the following form

(3.5) fory + (a2®s + b2) fouy + f1 - b3 = 25T

Since degw bs = u we have deg,, fo > u+1. Let fy = J"})(t)ﬂ2 -+ fél)u + fo(o)
Withf #0, f EK[xl]forO<j<tIft>u+1>1thenwehave

(3.6) FO 4tag 1D =

by comparing the coefficients of z of equation (B.5). It follows from Corollary [3.2]
that degas > 1. Then we have fét) = 0 by comparing the degree of x; of equation
(B4, which is a contradiction. Hence we have t = u + 1. Then we have

(37) (u+1 —I—t f0u+1 — 1

by comparing the coefficients of 25 of equation (3.5). We have a contradiction
by comparing the degree of x; of equation (B.7).
(2) If d = 0, then we have f = fy and equation (3.4]) has the following form:

(38) f0w1 (a2x2 + b2)f0m2 u+1

We have a contradiction by following the arguments of case (1). Thus, we have
25" ¢ Im D. Hence Im D is not a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[z, s, 73). O

Theorem 3.4. Let D = 0,, + 2?22(a,~£8i + b;)0,, be a derivation of K|xq,xs, x3]
with a;,b; € Klxq,...,x;1]. If D is simple, then Im D is not a Mathieu-Zhao
space of K[y, xq,x3).

Proof. 1If az = 0, then it follows from Proposition B3] that Im D is not a Mathieu-
Zhao space of K|z, 2o, 23|. If deg a3 > 1, then it follows from Proposition [3.1]



that Im D is not a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x1, x5, x3]. Hence we can assume
that a3 # 0 and deg,, a3 = 0. Note that 1 € Im D. If Im D is a Mathieu-Zhao
space of K[z, xs,x3], then we have Im D = K[z, x9, x3]. We claim x5 ¢ Im D if
D is simple. If 9 € Im D, then there exists f € K[z, x2, z3] such that

(3.9) zy = D(f).

We view the polynomials as in K[z, ..., ;] with coefficients in K|xy,...,z;_1]
for i € {2,3} when we comparing the coefficients of monomials on z; in the
following arguments. Let f = fyz8 + -+ + fizs + fo with fq # 0, f; € K|z, x4
for 0 < 7 <d.

If d > 1, then we have

(3.10) faw, + (@222 + b2) fawy + dfa- a3 =0

by comparing the coefficients of x4 of equation ([B3). Let f; = fd’”)x;” +- 4+
fél)l’g + féo) with fdm) # 0, fék) € K|x;] for 0 < k < d. Then we have

(3.11) £+ (mag + dag) £ = 0
by comparing the coefficients of 23" of equation (BI0). Then we have fém) e K*

and daz = —may by comparing the degree of x; of equation (B.IT]).
If m > 1, then we have

£ by 4 (m— 1) £ Vay + dag - £

dzq
by comparing the coefficients of z"* of equation (3.I0). That is,

Thus, —(mfi™) " £ is a solution of the equation 2/ = asz + by. Let D =
Oy, + (ag2xe + b9)0,,. Then it follows from Theorem 13.2.1 in [7] that D is not
simple. Hence D is not simple, which is a contradiction. Whence we have m = 0.
That is, f; = fd Then equation (B.I1)) has the following form:

H - dasg =0

Since ag # 0, we have féo) = 0 by comparing the degree of z; of the above
equation, which is a contradiction. Hence we have d = 0. Then equation (B.9) has

the following form:

(3.12) Joxy + (a2 + b2) foz, = @2.

Let fo = fo"2h + -+ + f§"wa + 3 with £ € K[a] for 0 < k < t. Then we
have ¢ = 1 and

(3.13) '+ aaff? =

by comparing the coefficients of x5 of equation (B3.12)). Since degay > 1, we have
a contradiction by comparing the degree of z; of equation (B.I3]). Hence we have
2o & Im D, Whence Im D is not a Mathieu-Zhao space of K|z, 9, x3]. O



Proposition 3.5. Let D = 0,, + (asxs + b3)0y, + b30., be a derivation of
K[xq, 9, x3] with ag, by € K|z1] and by = bév)até’ +- 4 bél)l'g + béo) with b:())v) #0,
bi(f) € Klxy] for 0 < j <w. Ifdegay > deg bév), then Im D is not a Mathieu-Zhao

space of K[y, xq,x3).

Proof. Note that 1 € Im D. If Im D is a Mathieu-Zhao space of K|z, x5, x3], then
we have Im D = K[z1, 22, 23]. We claim 2™ ¢ Im D if deg ay > deg b . Suppose
that 257 € Im D. Then there exists f € K[z, 7y, 73] such that

(3.14) 5t = D(f).

We view the polynomials as in K[zy,...,x;] with coefficients in K|xq,...,z; 1]
when we comparing the coefficients of monomials on z; for i € {2,3} in the
following arguments. Let f = fgzd + -+ + fizs + fo with fq # 0, f; € K[z1, z2]
for 0 < j <d. If d > 1, then we have the following equations:

(3.15) Jazo: + (a2 + b2) fazy =0

by comparing the coefficients of 2% of equation ([BI4). Let f; = fét):cg +F
fél)xg + féo) with fét) £ 0, féj) € Klxy] for 0 < j <t. If t > 1, then we have

(3.16) £ 4 tan £ =0

by comparing the coefficients of % of equation ([3.I5]). Since degay > 1, we have
fét) = 0 by comparing the degree of x; of equation (B3.I6]), which is a contradiction.
Hence we have t = 0. It follows from equation (3.I5]) that féo), = 0. That is,
fa=1" € K*.

If d > 2, then we have

(3.17) f(d—l):cl + (agxs + b2)f(d—1)x2 +dfy-b3=0

by comparing the coefficients of 5 * of equation ([B.I4). If v = 0, then it follows
from Proposition [2.4] that Im D is not a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[xy,x2, z3]. We
can assume that v > 1. Let f;_; = fés_)lxi + o+ fél_)lx2 + fé(i)l with fés_)l # 0,
féi)l € Klzy] for 0 < j < s. It follows from equation (BI7) that s > v. If s > v,
then we have

(3.18) f + sanfyy =0

by comparing the coefficients of :Eg_l of equation (B.I7). Since degas > 1, we
have fés_)l = 0 by comparing the degree of z; of equation (BIJ), which is a
contradiction. Hence we have s = v. Then we have

(3.19) P 4 sanfS 4+ dfy b =0

by comparing the coefficients of ¥ of equation ([BIT). Since degas > deg bév), we
have a contradiction by comparing the degree of x; of equation (B3.19]). Thus, we



have d < 1. That is, f = fizs + fo with fi € K, fo € K|x1,23]. Then equation
(3.I4) has the following form:

(3.20) Jou, + (@222 + 2) fo, + f1 - b3 = 555“-

We have a contradiction by following the arguments of case (1) of Proposition
Hence we have 257 ¢ Im D. That is, Im D is not a Mathieu-Zhao space of
K[l’l,xg,xg]. O

Corollary 3.6. Let D = 0., +(asxo+0b)0y, +b30,, be a derivation of K[z, xs, 3]
with ay, by € K[z1] and by = b3 25+ -+ b 20 + 05 with b € K*, b € K|xy)
for 0 < j <w. Then Im D is a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[z, xs,x3] iff as € K.

Proof. “ <7 1f ay € K, then D is locally finite. Since 1 € Im D, the conclusion
follows from Proposition 1.4 in [12].

“ = 7 If degas > 1, then degay, > deg bgv). It follows from Proposition
that Im D is not a Mathieu-Zhao space of K[x1,x2,z3]. Then the conclusion
follows. O

Proposition 3.7. Let D be a derivation of K[xy,xs,...,x,]| forn > 2. If D is
locally nilpotent, then D is not simple.

Proof. If Klxy,xa,...,2,]P # K, then K[z, 79,...,7,]P is a D-stable ideal. If
Klxy, 29, ..., 2,]P = (1), then D = 0. Clearly, D is not simple. If K[zy, za, . .., x,]"
# (1), then K[z, s, ...,7,|P is a proper D-stable ideal. Thus, D is not simple.
We can assume that K[zi, 2o, ..., 7,]” = K. It follows from Lemma 8 in [5] or
Theorem 2.1 in [6] that D(f) = ¢- J(f1,..., fa-1, f) for some ¢ € K*, where
J(f1,---, fa1, f) is the Jacobian of fi,..., fu_1, f. Note that deg f; > 1 for all
1 <1 < n — 1. Otherwise, D = 0. Clearly, D is not simple. Then we have
D(f1) = 0. That is, the ideal (f;) is a proper D-stable ideal. Hence D is not
simple. O
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