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4 On the primitive element of finite k− algebras

and applications to commuting matrices

Aristides I. Kechriniotis ∗

March 18, 2024

Abstract

Let k be a field of characteristic zero. Using the properties of the ideal
of the coordinate Hermite interpolation on an n-dimensional grid [4], we
prove that the extension k ⊂ k [x1, x2, ..., xn] / (f1 (x1) , ..., fn (xn)) has a
primitive element if and only if at most one of the univariate polynomials
f1, ..., fn is inseparable. This result leads to some interesting conclusions
regarding the primitive elements of finite k− algebras. Finally, these re-
sults are further used to investigate the Frobenius’ question, of whether
two commuting matrices A and B can be expressed as polynomials in
some matrix C.

1 Introduction

The main result of this note is contained within the following Theorem:

Theorem 1.1 Let k be a field of characteristic zero, and I an ideal of k [x1, ..., xn],
n ≥ 2 generated by the univariate polynomials f1 ∈ k [x1] , ..., fn ∈ k [xn].
Then the finite k− algebra k [x1, ..., xn] /I has a primitive element over k,
if and only if at most one of the polynomials f1, ..., fn is inseparable.

By Theorem 1.1 we easily get the following, related to the existence of prim-
itive elements of finite k−algebras, Corollaries :

Corollary 1.2 Let ∆ be a finite k−algebra. Given δ1, ..., δn ∈ ∆ such that at
most one of their minimal polynomials µδ1 , ..., µδn is inseparable, then the
extension k ⊂ k [δ1, ..., δn] has a primitive element.

Corollary 1.3 Let ∆ be as above. Given δ1, δ2 ∈ ∆ such that µδ1 , µδ2 are
inseparable, and

degµδ1 degµδ2 = dimk k [δ1, δ2] , (1.1)

then the extension k ⊂ k [δ1, δ2] has no any primitive element.
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Frobenius [1] posed the following question: Can any two commuting matrices
A and B over a field k be expressed as polynomials in some matrix C?

By considering the following two commuting matrices

A =




0 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 0



 , B =




0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0



 , (1.2)

he was able to prove that there is no matrix C ∈ k [A, B], such that A and
B can be expressed as polynomials in C, and posed the following question: Is
there some matrix C, such that any pair of commuting matrices A and B over
a field k can be expressed as polynomials in C?

Shoda [5] has shown that the matrices A and B as given in (1.2) can not be
expressed as polynomials in any matrix C. In the example 3.1 in section 3, we
also provide a very simple proof that the above 3× 3 matrices A and B cannot
be written as polynomials in any matrix C.

Two main results related to the Frobenius question can be found in the
literature:

1. If A commutes with B, and the minimal polynomial of A is equal to its
characteristic polynomial, then B can be expressed as polynomial in A,

[2], [3; pp.135-137 ].
2. If two commuting matrices A and B are both diagonalizable, then A and

B can be expressed as polynomials in some matrix C.
In the present paper, using Corollaries 1.2 and 1.3 the following results are

obtained:
Let k be a field of characteristic zero, and two n× n matrices A and B over

the field k.

Theorem 1.4 Let A1, ..., Am,m ≥ 2 be commuting n × n matrices over k.
If at most one of the matrices A1, ..., Am is not diagonalizable, then all
matrices can be expressed as polynomials in some matrix C.

Theorem 1.4 for m = 2 improves the above result 2., and may be formulated
as follows: If at least one of the commuting matrices A and B is diagonalizable,
then A and B can be expressed as polynomials in some matrix C.

Theorem 1.5 Let n be any composite number. If the minimal polynomials µA

and µB of the commuting n×n matrices A and B are both inseparable,
and deg µA degµB = dimk k [A,B], then neither A nor B can be expressed
as polynomials in some matrix C ∈ k [A,B] . In addition, if

degµA deg µB = dimk k [A,B] = n, (1.3)

then neither A nor B can be expressed as polynomials in some matrix C.

According to Corollary 3.2, we can construct the set of all pairs of commuting
and inseparable matrices satisfying (1.3).
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2 The primitive element Theorem

Let k be a field of characterstic zero and k the algebraic closure of k.For
convenience we define the following symbols and notations:

• N0 := {0, 1, 2, ...} .

• |A| is the cardinality of the set A;

• An := A× ...×A
n−times

,

• Given the sets A1, ..., An, then A :=A1 × ... × An. Further any element
(c1, ...cn) ∈ A will be denoted by c.

• 0 := (0, 0, ..., 0), 1 := (1, 1, ..., 1) .

• For a ∈kn, and m ∈Nn
0 we denote am :=

∏n

i=1 a
mi

i .

• In N
n
0 we define the relation ”≤ ” as follows: k ≤ m if and only if ki ≤ mi,

for every i = 1, ..., n. Clearly (Nn
0 ,≤) is a poset (Nn

0 is partially ordered).

• If k ≤ m and k 6= m, then [k,m] := {l ∈Nn
0 : k ≤ l ≤ m} = [k1,m1]× ...×

[kn,mn], and is valid |[k,m]| =
∏n

i=1 (mi − ki + 1) .

• ∂k
i := ∂k

∂xk

i

, ∂k :=
∏n

i=1 ∂
ki

i , ∂k
a
f (x) := ∂kf (x) |x=a .

• Let ∆ be a finite k−algebra. The minimal polynomial of δ ∈ ∆ over k will
be denoted by µδ, and the number max {deg µδ : δ ∈ ∆} will be denoted
by codimk ∆.

Remark 2.1 Let ∆ be as above. It is easy to verify, that the extension k ⊂ ∆
has a primitive element if and only if codimk ∆ = dimk ∆. This will be
used in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

To prove the main Theorem 1.1 some Lemmas are also required.

Lemma 2.2 Let A1, ..., An be finite subsets of k such that |Ai| > 1, i = 1, ..., n.
Then there exist non zero c2, ..., cn ∈ k , such that the restriction of g :=
x1 + c2x2 + ...+ cnxn ∈ k [x1, ..., xn] on A is an injective mapping.

Proof. We define in k [x1, ..., xn] the polynomial

f (x) :=
∏

a,b∈A

a 6=b

n∑

i=1

(ai − bi) xi.

Clearly f is not identically zero. Suppose k
n ∩ supp (f) = ∅. Note that all

coefficients of the polynomial f are algebraic over k. Let M be an extension
field of k, generated from all coefficients of the polynomial f. Then k ⊂ M is a

3



finite extension. Let dimk M = s. Then the extension k ⊂ M has a primitive
element ρ ∈ M . Also 1, ρ, ..., ρs−1are linearly independent over k. Therefore
there are unique polynomials pi ∈ k [x1, ..., xn] , i = 0, 1, ..., s − 1 such that

f =
∑s−1

i=0 piρ
i. From k

n ∩ supp (f) = ∅ it follows that
∑s−1

i=0 piρ
i = 0 on k

n.
Therefore all polynomials pi, i = 0, 1, ..., s−1 are identically zero. Thus we have
that f = 0. This contradics to f is not identically zero. Consequently there is
at least one d = (d1, ..., dn) ∈ k

n , such that f (d) 6= 0. Consider the linear
mapping h defined by h (x) :=

∑n

i=1 dixi. Then from f (d) 6= 0 it follows that

∏

a,b∈A

a 6=b

(h (a)− h (b)) 6= 0.

That means that the restriction of h on A is an injective mapping. Further, if
we assume that di = 0 for some i ∈ {1, ..., n}, then h is not an injective mapping
on A. Therefore the following holds:

∏n
i=1 di 6= 0 . Thus we have

card
(
d−1
1 h (A)

)
= card (h (A))

= card (A) .

Therefore g : A → k, g (x) := x1 +
∑n

i=1 cixi, where ci := did
−1
1 , is also an

injective mapping on A.

Lemma 2.3 Given the real numbers k1, ..., kn, such that k1 ≥ 1, ..., kn ≥ 1, we
have that

∑n

i=1 ki − (n− 1) =
∏n

i=1 ki if and only if at most one number
of k1, ..., kn is greater than 1.

Proof. If n−1 numbers from k1, ..., kn are equal to 1, without loss of generallity
we can assume that k1 = k ≥ 1, and k2 = k3 = ... = kn = 1. In this case, we
have that

∑n
i=1 ki − (n− 1) = k =

∏n
i=1 ki. Therefore, if at most one number

from k1, ..., kn is greater than 1, we have that
∑n

i=1 ki − (n− 1) =
∏n

i=1 ki.
Furthermore, if we suppose that r > 1 numbers from k1, ..., kn are greater
than 1, without loss of generality we can assume that k1 > 1, ..., kr > 1 and
kr+1 = kr+2 = ... = kn = 1. In this case, we obtain that

n∑

i=1

ki − (n− 1) =

r∑

i=1

ki − r + 1

=
r∑

i=1

(ki − 1) + 1

<

r∏

i=1

(1 + (ki − 1))

=
r∏

i=1

ki =
n∏

i=1

ki,
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and consequently
∑n

i=1 ki − (n− 1) 6=
∏n

i=1 ki. Therefore, at most one number
from k1, ..., kn satisfying the condition

∑n

i=1 ki − (n− 1) =
∏n

i=1 ki could be
greater than 1. Summarizing the above we immediately get the claim of Lemma
2.3.

Given the univariate polynomials fi ∈ k [xi] , i = 1, ..., n , we denote by
Ai the set of the roots of fi in the algebraic closure k of k and by νi (a) the

multiplicity of a ∈ Ai.That is fi (xi) =
∏

a∈Ai
(xi − a)

νi(a) , i = 1, ..., n; .

We denote by I the ideal of k [x1, ..., xn] generated by f1, ..., fn, and by I
the ideal of k [x1, ..., xn] generated also by f1, ..., fn.

For any g ∈ k [x1, ..., xn] let us denote by g̃ the residue class of g in k [x1, ..., xn] /I
, and by g the residue class of g in k [x1, ..., xn] /I .

From [4] we need some results included in the following two Lemmas.

Lemma 2.4 (see [4], Lemma 4.2) Let I = (f1, ..., fn) be an ideal of k [x1, ..., xn]
generated by the polynomials f1 ∈ k [x1] , ..., fn ∈ k [xn] . Then

dimk k [x1, ..., xn] /I =

n∏

i=1

deg fi =

n∏

i=1

∑

ai∈Ai

νi (a)

= dim
k
k [x1, ..., xn] /Ik [x1, ..., xn] .

Lemma 2.5 (see [4], Corollary 4.4) f ∈ I if and only if ∂m
a
f = 0 for every

a ∈ A and m ∈ [0,ν (a)− 1], where ν (a) := (ν1 (a1) , ..., νn (an)) .

Lemma 2.6 Given g ∈ k [x1, ..., xn], the following expressions are equivalent:

1 For any f ∈ k [x1, ..., xn] there is one p ∈ k [t] such that f = p (g) + I.

2 For any h ∈ k [x1, ..., xn] there is one q ∈ k [t] such that h = q (g) + I.

Proof. Let the first expression be true . Let L be the extension field of k

generated from all coefficients of h . Clearly the algebraic extenssion k ⊂ L is
finite. Let dimk L = r. Then the field extenssion k ⊂ L has a primitive element
ρ ∈ L. Thus each coefficient c of h can be written as c =

∑r−1
i=0 aiρ

i, where
α1, ..., an−1 ∈ k. Therefore h takes the following form:

h =

r−1∑

i=0

fiρ
i, (2.1)

where fi ∈ k [xi] ⊂ k [x1, ..., xn] . From expression 1, there are pi ∈ k [t] , such
that for every i = 1, ..., n

fi = pi (g) + I. (2.2)

Substituting (2.2) into (2.1) we get the second expression. Let the second ex-
pression be true. Then there are q ∈ k [t] , and h1, ..., hn ∈ k [x1, ..., xn] such
that

f = q (g) +
n∑

i=1

hifi. (2.3)
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Let M be an extenssion field of k generated from all coefficients of q, h1, ..., hn.
Then k ⊂ M is finite. If dimk M = s, then k ⊂ M has a primitive element
σ ∈ M . Working in a similar manner as in the first part, (2.3) can be rewritten
as:

f = q0 (g) +

n∑

i=1

hi0fi +

(
q1 (g) +

n∑

i=1

hi1fi

)
σ (2.4)

+ ...+

(
qs−1 (g) +

n∑

i=1

his−1fi

)
σs−1,

where qi ∈ k [t] for all i = 1, ..., n, and hij ∈ k [x1, ..., xn] for all i = 0, 1, ..., n, j =
1, ..., s−1. Since q0 (g)+

∑n
i=1 hi0fi−f, and qj (g)+

∑n
i=1 qijfi ∈ k [x1, ..., xn],

j = 1, ..., s− 1, and
{
1, σ, ..., σs−1

}
is linearly indepedent over k, from (2.4) we

get that f = q0 (g) +
∑n

i=1 qi0fi. That is equivalent to f = q0 (g) + I.

Lemma 2.7 For any f ∈ k [x1, ..., xn] , we have that

F :=
∏

a∈A

(f (x)−f (a))
∑

n

i=1
νi(ai)−n+1 ∈ I.

Proof. Fix a ∈ A. Taking into account that there are gi ∈ k [x1, ..., xn] such that
f (x)−f (a) =

∑n

i=1 (xi − ai) gi (x), F can be written as

F = g (x)

(
n∑

i=1

(xi − ai) gi (x)

)∑
n

i=1
νi(ai)−n+1

, (2.5)

for some g ∈ k [x1, ..., xn] . Using the multinomial formula on the right-hand side
of (2.5) we have,

F =
∑

|i|=
∑

n

i=1
νi(ai)−n+1

(x− a)
i
hi (x) ,

for some hi ∈ k [x1, ..., xn] . Note that for any m ∈ [0,ν (a)− 1] the following is
valid: |m| ≤

∑n

i=1 νi (ai)− n <
∑n

i=1 νi (ai)− n+ 1 = |i| . Therefore, for every
m ∈ [0,ν (a)− 1] and every i satisfying |i| =

∑n
i=1 νi (ai) − n + 1 there is at

least one j ∈ {1, ..., n} such that ij > mj. Now applying the Leibniz derivative
rule for multivariable functions we get that ∂m

a F = 0, m ∈ [0,ν (a)− 1], and
by Lemma 2.5, it follows that F ∈ I.

The main result of this paper can now be proven.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let A1, ..., An be the sets of the zeros of f1, ..., fn re-
spectively, and let νi (a) be the multiplicity of a ∈ Ai. First it will be proved
that

codim
k

(
k [x1, ..., xn] /I

)
=
∑

a∈A

n∑

i=1

(νi (ai)− n+ 1) : (2.6)
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Let f be any polynomial in k [x1, ..., xn]. Then by Lemma 2.7 follows that∏
a∈A

(f (x)−f (a))
∑

n

i=1
νi(ai)−n+1 ∈ I. Therefore

∏

a∈A

(
f (x)−f (a)

)∑n

i=1
νi(ai)−n+1

= 0,

where f (x) ∈ k [x1, ..., xn] /I is the equivalence class of f (x). Therefore, there
is a H ∈ k [t] such that

∏

a∈A

(t−f (a))
∑

n

i=1
νi(ai)−n+1

= µ
f(x) (t)H (t) . (2.7)

From (2.7) we conclude that degµ
f(x) ≤

∑
a∈A

(
∑n

i=1 νi (ai)− n+ 1), for any

f ∈ k [x1, ..., xn]. Therefore we have that

codim
k

(
k [x1, ..., xn] /I

)
≤
∑

a∈A

(
n∑

i=1

νi (ai)− n+ 1

)
. (2.8)

By Lemma 2.2 follows that there is a polynomial g = x1 + c2x2 + ... + cnx2 ∈
k [x1, ..., xn] , with non zero c2, ..., cn ∈ k, such that its restriction on A1×...×An

is an injective mapping. Then from µg (g) = 0 follows that µg (g) ∈ I. Therefore
by Lemma 2.5 we obtain that ∂m

a µg (g) = 0, for all a ∈ A, m ∈ [0,ν (a)− 1].
For the special case of m = 0, it follows that µg (g (a)) = 0 for any a ∈ A.
Therefore, there is a h ∈ k [t] such that

µg (t) = h (t)
∏

c∈g(A)

(t− c) . (2.9)

Since the restriction of g toA is an injective function, we have that
∏

c∈g(A) (t− c) =∏
a∈A

(t− g (a)). Therefore (2.9) becomes

µg (t) = h (t)
∏

a∈A

(t− g (a)) . (2.10)

From (2.7) and (2.10), it is concluded that for every a ∈ A there is a natural
number ma ∈ [1,

∑n

i=1 νi (ai)− n+ 1] such that

µg (t) =
∏

a∈A

(t− g (a))ma . (2.11)

Suppose that ma <
∑n

i=1 νi (ai) − n + 1 for some a ∈ A, then there exists
m ∈ [0,ν (a)− 1], such that ma = |m| := m1 + ... = mn. In this case, using

7



(2.11) and applying the Leibniz rule for functions of several variables, we get

∂m

a
µg (g (x))

= ∂m

a


(g (x)− g (a))ma

∏

b∈A

b 6=a

(g (x)− g (b))mb




=
∑

r∈[0,m]

(
m

r

)
∂r

a (g (x)− g (a))
ma ∂m−r

a

∏

b∈A

b 6=a

(g (x)− g (b))
mb

=ma!c
m2

2 ...cmn

n

∏

b∈A

b 6=a

(g (a)− g (b))
mb .

Since g = x1 +
∑n

i=2 cixi , ci ∈ k− {0} is injective on A, follows that

ma!c
m2

2 ...cmn

n

∏

b∈A

b 6=a

(g (a)− g (b))
mb 6= 0.

Therefore ∂m
a
µg (g (x)) 6= 0, implying that µg (g) 6= 0, which is not true. There-

fore for all a ∈ A the following is valid

ma =

n∑

i=1

νi (ai)− n+ 1. (2.12)

From (2.11) and (2.12) we get

µg (t) =
∏

a∈A

(t− g (a))
∑

n

i=1
νi(ai)−n+1

,

so one has,

degµg =
∑

a∈A

n∑

i=1

(νi (ai)− n+ 1) .

From this and from (2.8) we get (2.6) . Now from (2.6) , by Remark 2.1 it follows
that k [x1, ..., xn] /I has a primitive element if and only if

dim
k
k [x1, ..., xn] /I =

∑

a∈A

n∑

i=1

(νi (ai)− n+ 1) ,

which, by Lemma 2.4, can be written equivalently as

n∏

i=1

∑

ai∈Ai

νi (a) =
∑

a∈A

n∑

i=1

(νi (ai)− n+ 1)

or
n∏

i=1

∑

ai∈Ai

νi (a) =
∑

a∈A

n∑

i=1

νi (ai)− (n− 1) |A| .

8



Changing order of summation on the right-hand side, the above expression be-
comes

n∏

i=1

∑

ai∈Ai

νi (a) =

n∑

i=1

(
|A|

|Ai|

∑

a∈Ai

νi (a)

)
− (n+ 1) |A| .

Dividing the above formula by |A| , yields

n∏

i=1

∑
ai∈Ai

νi (a)

|Ai|
=

n∑

i=1

(∑
a∈Ai

νi (a)

|Ai|

)
− (n− 1) . (2.13)

So we came to the conclusion: k [x1, ..., xn] /I has a primitive element if and only
if (2.13) is valid. Note that νi (a) ≥ 1, i = 1, .., n for every a ∈ Ai. Therefore, for

any i = 1, .., n we have ki :=
∑

ai∈Ai
νi(a)

|Ai|
≥ 1. Thus by Lemma 2.3 we conclude

that (2.13) is valid if and only if at most one of the numbers
∑

ai∈Ai
νi(a)

|Ai|
, i =

1, ..., n is greater than 1. In other words k [x1, ..., xn] /I has a primitive element
if and only if at most one of the polynomials f1, ..., fn is inseparable, and in this
case g is a primitive element of k [x1, ..., xn] /I, where g = x1+c2x2+ ...+cnx2 ∈
k [x1, ..., xn] , with non zero c2, ..., cn. Finaly by Lemma 2.6 we immediately
prove the claim of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Corollary 1.2. Let I be the ideal of k [x1, ..., xn] generated by f1 :=
µδ1 (x1) , ..., f1 := µδn (xn). Then by Theorem 1.1, k [x1, ..., xn] /I has a primi-
tive element g, for some g = x1 + c2x2 + ...+ cnxn ∈ k [x1, ..., xn] ,

∏n

i=2 ci 6= 0.
Therefore, for every f ∈ k [x1, ..., xn] there exist p ∈ k [t], and h1, ..., hn ∈
k [x1, ..., xn] such that f = p (g) + h1f1 + ... + fnhn, which by setting x1 =
δ1, ..., xn = δn becomes f (δ1, ..., δn) = p (δ1 + c2δ2 + ...+ cnδn) .

Proof of Corollary 1.3. From (1.1) we have that

dimk k [δ1, δ2] = dimk k [x1, x2] / (µδ1 (x1) , µδ2 (x2)) .

Therefore k [δ1, δ2] and k [x1, x2] / (µδ1 (x1) , µδ2 (x2)) are isomorphic. Since µδ1 , µδ2

are both inseparable, by Theorem 1.1 follows that k [x1, x2] / (µδ1 (x1) , µδ2 (x2))
has no primitive element, meaning that k [δ1, δ2] has no primitive element.

3 The Frobenius problem

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Since a matrix is diagonalizable if and only if its minimal
polynomial is separable, the proof follows immediately by Corollary 1.2.

Lemma 3.1 Let A and B be n × n commuting matrices over a field k with
dimk k [A,B] = n. If the extension k ⊂ k [A,B] has no primitive ele-
ment, then there is no matrix C such that A and B can be expressed as
polynomials in C.

9



Proof. Suppose there is a n × n matrix C /∈ k [A,B] such that A and B are
polynomials in C. Thus, k [A,B] ⊆ k [C], and because by Cayley–Hamilton
Theorem is valid dimk k [C] ≤ n, we conclude that k [A,B] = k [C] . Therefore
C ∈ k [A,B] which contradics to C /∈ k [A,B].

Example 3.1. Consider the matrices A and B as in (1.1). Because A2 =
B2 = AB = BA = 0, follows that k [A,B] = {rI + sA+ tB : r, s, t ∈ k}, and
dimk k [A,B] = 3. Further through [1] there is no matrix C ∈ k [A,B] such that
A and B can be expressed as polynomials in C. Thus by Lemma 3.1 there is no
3× 3 matrix C such that A and B can be expressed as polynomials in C.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. From (1.3) by Corollary 1.3 we obtain the first assertion
and then by Lemma 3.1 we immediately obtain the second assertion.

Corollary 3.2 Given the composite number n and the natural numbers m, k >
1 such that mk = n. If f = xm + am−1x

m−1 + ... + a0 ∈ k [x], g =
yk+ bn−1y

k−1+ ...+ b0 ∈ k [y] are both inseparable, then the following two
n × n block matrices ρ (f) and ρ (g) can not be expressed as polynomials
of any n× n matrix C,

ρ (f) =




C (f) 0 0 . . . 0

0 C (f) 0 . . . 0

. . . . .

. . . . .

. . . . .
0 0 0 . . . 0

0 0 0 . . . C (f)




and

ρ (g) =




0 I 0 . . . 0

0 0 I . . . 0

. . . . .

. . . . .

. . . . .
0 0 0 . . . I

−b0I −b1I −b2I . . . −bkI




,

where 0 and I are the zero and unit m×m matrices, respectively, and C (f)
is the companion matrix of the polynomial f given by

C (f) =




0 1 0 . . . 0
0 0 1 . . . 0
. . . . .
. . . . .
. . . . .
0 0 0 . . . 1

−a0 −a1 −a2 . . . −am




.
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Further the following holds: Let M be the set of pairs (f, g) of all inseparable
polynomials f and g satisfying the condition deg f deg g = n. Then the set of
all matrix pairs (A,B) satisfying the conditions (1.3) of Theorem 1.5 is given
by
{(

Sρ (f)S−1, Sρ (g)S−1
)
: S ∈ GLn (k) , (f, g) ∈ M

}
.

Proof. A basis of k [x, y] / (f, g) as vector space is

B =
{
x̃iỹj : i = 0, 1, ...,m− 1; j = 0, 1, ..., k − 1

}
.

By ordering the basis B as follows,

B =
{
1, x̃, ..., x̃m−1, ỹ, x̃y, ..., x̃m−1ỹ, ..., ỹk−1, x̃ỹk−1, ..., x̃m−1ỹk−1

}
, (3.1)

it is easy to verify, that the regular matrix representations of x̃ and ỹ with
respect to basis B, as ordered in (3.1) , equal to the matrices ρ (f) and ρ (g)
respectively. Now the first assertion follows by Theorem 1.5. Finally, the second
claim follows directly from the first and we will omit the details.

Example 3.2. Let f = (x− 1)2 (x+ 2) = x3 − 3x+2 and g = (x+ 1)2 = x2 +

2x + 1, then by Corollary 3.2 the matrices ρ (f) =




0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0
−2 3 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 −2 3 0




and ρ (g) =




0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1
−1 0 0 −2 0 0
0 −1 0 0 −2 0
0 0 −1 0 0 −2




can not be expressed as polyno-

mials in any one matrix C.
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