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Abstract

Let k be a field of characteristic zero. If ¢1,c2 € k\ {0},s,t > 1
and u > 0, then it is shown that the k-derivations 9, + x“(cizty® +
¢2)0y and 9, + x%(crat + c2y* 1), of k[z,y] are simple. We also give a
necessary and sufficient condition for the k-derivation 3”9, + (c1z*1 51 +
cox'2y52)0,, where r,t1,51,t2,50 > 0 and c1,c2 € k, of klz,y] to be
simple.
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1 Introduction

Let k be a field of characteristic zero and let A be a k-algebra. A derivation
d of A is said to be simple if {0} and A are the only d-differential ideals of A.
This kind of derivations are significant in several areas such as constructing
nonholonomic irreducible modules over Weyl algebra [2], finding examples of
noncommutative simple rings, simple lie rings [4] and in proving simplicity of
Ore extension [4]. Some applications and characteristics of simple derivations
are also provided in [I], [5, T1]. Therefore it is natural and interesting to find
simple derivations of commutative rings. However, finding examples of simple
derivations is difficult. It is quite complicated even for the polynomial ring in
two variables over a field of characteristic zero. The question of d-simplicity
of a commutative ring has been studied by several authors, e.g., [2, [3] 6], [7, 8]
g, 10, 12}, 13].

Let A = k[z,y] and d be a k-derivation of A. It is obviously hard to find
out conditions on d(z) and d(y) for d to be simple, in complete generality.
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In [9], Lequain gave an algorithmic characterization of all simple Shamsuddin
derivations (i.e. d = 0, + (a(x)y + b(z))0,). In [12], Nowicki prove that the
derivation d = 0, + (y*+cx)d, is simple if s > 2 and ¢ € k\{0}. In [3], Gavran
proved that the derivation d = 9, + (y* + cx')0, is simple if s > 2,¢ > 1
and ¢ € k\ {0}. In [0, [7, §], Kour and Maloo proved that the derivation
d =y 0, + (y*z' + ¢)0, is simple if s, > 1, r > 0 and ¢ € k\ {0}. In this
article, we prove that the k-derivation 9, +a*(ci2'y*+¢2)0, is simple if s, ¢ > 1,
u > 0and ¢, co € k\ {0}; and the k-derivation 0, + x*(c12" + c2y*)d, of k[z, y]
issimpleif s > 2/t > 1,u > 0 and ¢, cs € k\{0}. We also give a necessary and
sufficient condition for the k-derivation y"d, + (ciz™y** + coxy*?)0,, where
r,t1, S1,t2, 59 > 0 and ¢;, o € k, of k[x,y] to be simple.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this article, A is a commutative ring with unity and k is a field of
characteristic zero. We now recall some definitions.

A derivation d of A is a map d : A — A satisfying d(a + b) = d(a) + d(b)
and d(ab) = ad(b) 4+ bd(a) for all a,b € A. A derivation d of A is uniquely
extendable to every localization of A. The extension of d to a localization of
A shall also be denoted by d.

An ideal I of A is called d-differential if d(I) C I. A derivation d of A is
called simple if {0} and A are the only d-differential ideals of A.

An element f € A is called a Darboux element of d if f is a nonzero nonunit
in A and d(f) = A\f for some A € A.

Let A be a k-algebra. Then by a k-derivation of A, we mean a derivation
of A which is also k-linear. Two k-derivations d and d are called equivalent if
there exists a k-algebra automorphism 6 such that d = 6df~'. It is easy to see
that if two k-derivations d and d are equivalent, then d is simple if and only if
d is simple.

Definition 2.1. Let a,b € k[z],a # 0. By division algorithm, inductively
define ¢, qo, -+ € k[z] and ry,ry,--- € k[z] such that deg,(r;) < deg,(a) for
every i and b = qra+ 11, O.(q1) = @ea+ 719, ...,0:(¢;) = Gir1a + 711, ... Put
qo = 1. Then there exists an integer ¢ > 0 such that ¢ # 0 and ¢;+1 = 0. The
polynomial Zfi} r; will be denoted by p(a, b).

We now recall some results.

Lemma 2.2. Let a,b € k[z],a # 0,e € k\ {0} and m,n > 0. Then:
(a) deg,(p(a,b)) < deg,(a).
(b) p(a,eb) = ep(a,b).



(c) p(a,b) =b if deg,(a) > deg,(b).
(d) p(a™, 2™ ) = (m+ Dp(a”, 2™).
(e) If m > n then p(z™,2™) =0< (n+ 1)|(m —n).

Proof. (a), (b) and (c) are well known.
(d) As g™ttt = gmlgn 40, therefore

p(a”, ™) = p(a”, (m + 1)2™) + 0 = (m + 1)p(a”, 2™).

(e) Dividing m by n + 1, there exists ¢, > 0 such that m = q(n + 1) + r,
where » < n. Using (c) and (d), we get

pa”, 2™ =0 p", ") =0 r=n< (n+1)|(m—n).
]

Theorem 2.3. Let d denote the k-derivation 0, + (ay+b)0, of k[z,y], where
a,b € K[z] and a # 0. Then d is a simple derivation of k[z,y] if and only if
the polynomial p(a,b) # 0.

Proof. 1t follows from [9, Theorem 2.1 and Lemma 2.3]. O

Proposition 2.4. Let d be a k-derivation of k[x,y] such that (d(x),d(y)) =
klx,y]. Then d is a simple derivation of k[x,y] if and only if d has no Darboux
elements in klx,y].

Proof. Tt follows from [0 Proposition 2.1]. O

Theorem 2.5. Let d denote the k-derivation y" 0.+ (c12'y*+c2)0, of k[z, ],
where v > 0,s,t > 1 and ¢1,c5 € K\ {0}. Then d is a simple derivation of

klz,y].

Proof. By [11l, Proposition 13.1.3], we can assume that k is an algebraically
closed field. Let d denote the k-derivation y"d, + (x'y* + )0, of k[z,y]. Then
by [8, Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 6.1], d is simple. Let a € k be such that
atr+D+s — ¢t Define the k-algebra automorphism 6 : k[z,y] — k[z,y] by
0(r) = o’ 'z and O(y) = ay. Then 6d0~' = a~'d and hence d is simple. [

From here onward we shall assume that k is an algebraically closed field of
characteristic 0.



4 Pankaj Shukla and Anand Parkash

3 The derivation 9, + z“(ciz'y® + c2)0, of klx,y]

For this section, we fix some notations. Let x, y be indeterminates, u > 0, s, >
1 be integers. Put v =t+ (u+1)s. Let w € k be a primitive vth root of unity.
Let ¢ denote the k-algebra automorphism of k[z,y] given by ¢(z) = wx and
P(y) = w*y. These notations shall remain fixed throughout this section.

In this section, we discuss the simplicity of the k-derivation 0, +x"(c;z'y®+
c2)0, of klz,yl.

We now prove some lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. The k-derivation d = 0, + z"(c1x'y® + ¢2)0,, where c1,cy €
k\{0}, of k[, y] is simple if and only if the k-derivation d = 0, +x"(z'y*+1)0,
of klz,y| is simple.

Proof. Let o € k be such that a” = ¢ ®c;'. Define the k-algebra auto-
morphism ¢ : klx,y] — k[z,y] by 0(z) = az and 0(y) = ey, Then

9do~' = o~ 'd. Therefore, d is simple if and only if d is simple. O

Lemma 3.2. Let d denote the k-derivation 0, + " (a'y® + 1), of k[x,y]. If
d is not a simple derivation of k[x,y|, then there exists F =Y 1" bx", where
m > 0 and b; € kly| for 0 <i < m, such that d(F) = bx"™y*"'F, (F) = F,
b is a non negative integer and by, = 1°.

Proof. By Proposition 2.4 there exist f € k[z,y]\ k and X € k[x, y] such that
d(f) = Af. It is easy to prove that f ¢ k[y]. Hence deg,(f) > 0. Note that if
A # 0, then deg,(A\) <t +wu and deg,(A) < s — 1.

Let F = [/ ¢'(f). Then ¢(F) = F and deg,(F) > 0. Note that for
every positive integer i, we have ¢ ~'dy" = w'd and therefore d(F) = AF,
where A = 3270 wihi(N). Now, if A # 0, then deg,(A) < deg,(\) <t +u
and deg,(A) < deg,(\) < s5—1. As ¢~'di) = wd and Y(F) = F, therefore
P(A) =w™A. For 0 <i<t+wuand 0<j<s—1,equating the coefficient of
2iyd in P(A) = wtA, we get A = brtTUy*~! for some b € k.

Write F = Y7 bia®, where m > 1, b; € k[y] for 0 < i < m and b, # 0.
Then by equating the coefficient of 2™ in d(F) = ba!™y*~'F, we get
(bm)yy® = bbyy*~t. Tt follows that b is a non negative integer and b, = vy® for
some v € k\ {0}. Without loss of generality we may assume that v =1. O

Lemma 3.3. Let d denote the k-derivation 0, + z*(x'y® + 1)0, of k[z,y].
If d is not a simple derivation of kl[xz,y|, then there exists a Darbouz element
g =" aix’, where a; € kly,1/y] for 0 <i <mn, of d in k[z,y,1/y] such that

(a) a, = 1,n =1t is a positive integer, and v|n.

(b) yd(g) = —axg, where a is a non negative integer and vla.



(c) ¥(g) =g
(d) ap_yri =0 for 1 <i<t—1.

(e) Let a;; denote the coefficient of y? in a; for 0 < i <n and j € Z; and
a;; =0 fori € Z\{0,1,...,n} and j € Z. Then for every o > 0, we
have a; ; = 0 for every pair (i, j) such that eitheri > n—at and j < —as
orn—(a+1t<i<n—at and j < —as+1.

(f) Let a; = ap_it—is fori € Z. Then a; =0 fori <0, ap =1,

(a —is)oy

ai-‘rl: (Z+1)S
fori>0and a; =0 fori>1+1.

(9) Let B; = Ay —it—(u+1),—is+1 fori € Z. Then 3 =0 fori>1 and B_y—p =
0 - Bo.

(h) s >1.
(i) Fori >0,

(a—is+1)p;+ (n —it)oy

Birr = (t+1)s—1

Proof. Let F be as in Lemma 3.2 and let 7 = tv. Put g = (F/b,,)™ = F™/y™.
Then g is monic in z and deg,(g) = mm > 0. Let g = Y I a;z", where
a; € kly,1/y] for 0 < i < n and a, # 0. Then a, = 1, v|n and n = It for
some positive integer . Moreover, d(g) = —(az"/y)g, where a = b is a non
negative integer and v|a. As F™ = y%g and v|a, therefore ¢)(g) = g. Hence
(a), (b), and (c) follow.

From (b), we have

n—1 n4u+t n+u
(i+1)a;yz'+ Z (ai_u_t)yy”lxi+Z((ai_u)yy+aai_u)xi =0. (3.3.1)
=0 i=u+t i=u

For 1 < i <t — 1, equating the coefficient of x"**™ in Equation (3.3.1)),
we get (ap—t4i)y = 0. Therefore a,_; € k. As ¢(g) = g and v|n, therefore
an_yyi =0 for 1 <i <t —1. Hence (d) follows.

By equating the coefficient of 2’y (0 < i < n+t+wandj € Z) in
Equation (3.31]), we get

(Z + 1)6Li+17j_1 + (j - S)ai_t_u,j_s + (j + a)ai_u,j =0.
Therefore for every p € Z and q € Z, we have

—qap, = P+t+u+Dapiirutigrs—1 + (@ + S+ a)apis gis- (3.3.2)
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We prove the statement (e) by induction on . For oo = 0, it follows from
(a) and (d). Now, assume that a;; = 0 for every pair (i, ) such that either
i>n—atand j < —asorn—(a+ 1)t <i<n—atand j < —as+ 1. Then
a;; =0fori>n—(a+ 1)t and j < —(a+ 1)s and by Equation (3.3.2)), we
get Gy (a+1yt; = 0 for j < —(a+1)s. Again by using the induction hypothesis
and Equation (3.3.2)), we get a;,; =0 forn — (a +2)t <i <n— (a+ 1)t and
j < —(a+1)s+ 1. Hence (e) follows.

Asn—it > nif i <0, therefore a; = 0 if 7 < 0. Clearly, ap = a, o = 1. For
i >0, by (e), we have a,—jt1u41,—is—1 = 0, therefore from Equation ([B:3.2), we
get
(a —1s)qy

(i+1)s

As n = It, therefore a1 = a—y_(41)s = 0. Then by Equation (3.3.3), a; =0
for i > [+ 1. Hence (f) follows.

Clearly f_,_o = 0= g, fori >l ast > 1and n = [t. For ¢ € 7Z, by
Equation (3:3.2), we have

(3.3.3)

Qip1 =

As a; = 0 for i < 0, therefore f_,_ o =0= f_,_1=0=--- = [y = 0.
Now, from Equation ([3.3.4]), we have (s — 1)8; = n > 0. Therefore s # 1.
Now, (i) follows from Equation (3.3.4]). 0O

Theorem 3.4. Let k be a field of characteristic zero. Let d denote the k-
derivation 0, + x"(c12'y® + ¢9)0y, where s,t > 1,u > 0 and ¢1,co € K\ {0}.
Then d is a simple derivation of k[z,y].

Proof. By Lemma [B.I] we can assume that ¢; = ¢ = 1. Suppose, if possible,
that d is not a simple derivation of k[z,y]. Then we can apply Lemma
We use the same notations as those in Lemma B3] By Lemma B3] part (h),
s > 1. Let 6 > 0 be the largest integer such that as # 0. Then a1 = 0 and
d <. Now, by Equation (3333, we get

a=20s, a; >0for0<i<9 and oy =0fors >0+ 1. (3.4.1)
Now as 3y = 0, therefore by Equation (3.3.4]) and Equation (3.4.1]), we have
b1 >0=0Fs>0=---= Bs511 > 0.
Therefore § # [ as fj.1 = 0. Hence § < [. Now, by Equation (3.3.4]) and

Equation (3.41]), we have f; = 0 = 1 = 0 = --- = G541 = 0, which is
absurd. Hence d is a simple derivation of k[z, y|. O
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For this section, we fix some notations. Let x, y be indeterminates, u > 0, s, >
1 be integers. Put v = (s — 1)t + (u + 1)s. Let w € k be a primitive vth
root of unity. Let 1) denote the k-algebra automorphism of k[z,y] given by
() = wr and Y (y) = w1y, These notations shall remain fixed throughout
this section.

In this section, we discuss the simplicity of the k-derivation 9, + z%(c1x! +
coy®)0, of klx,y].

We now prove some lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. The k-derivation d = 0, + x*(cxt + c2y®)0y, where ¢y, co €
k\{0}, of k[x,y] is simple if and only if the k-derivation d = 0, + x"(z* +y*)d,
of klz,y] is simple.

Proof. Let o € k be such that a® = ¢} ®c;'. Define the k-algebra auto-
morphism 6 : k[z,y] — k[z,y] by 6(z) = ax and 6(y) = cia*"*'y. Then

0d0~' = a~'d. Therefore, d is simple if and only if d is simple. O

Lemma 4.2. Let d denote the k-derivation O,+x*(x'+y*)0, of k[z,y|, where
s > 2. Ifd is not a simple derivation of k[x,y], then there exists F = ;" bx’,
where m > 0 and b; € kly] for 0 < i < m, such that d(F) = bx"y*'F, b € k,
(F)=F andb,, = 1.

Proof. By Proposition 2.4 there exist f € k[z,y] \ k and A € k[x, y] such that
d(f) = Af. It is easy to prove that f ¢ k[y]. Hence deg,(f) > 0. Note that if
A # 0, then deg,(\) <t +wu and deg,(A) < s — 1.

Let F = [['Zg ¢'(f). Then ¢(F) = F and deg,(F) > 0. Note that for
every positive integer i, we have 1 ~'di)’ = w'd and therefore d(F) = AF,
where A = 3270 wihi(N). Now, if A # 0, then deg,(A) < deg,(\) <t +u
and deg,(A) < deg,(\) < s—1. As ¢ ~'di) = wd and ¢(F) = F, therefore
P(A) =w A For 0 <i<t+wuand 0 <j < s— 1, equating the coefficient of
2yl in P(A) = w A, we get A = bxty*~! for some b € k.

Write F = > bia’, where m > 1, b; € kly] for 0 < i < m and b, #
0. Then by equating the coefficient of 2™ in d(F) = bz'y* 'F, we get
(b)), = 0 and hence b,, € k\ {0}. Without loss of generality we may assume
that b, = 1. OJ

Lemma 4.3. Let d denote the k-derivation 0, + xz*(z* + y*)9, of klz,y],
where s > 2. If d is not a simple derivation of k[x,y|, then there ezists a
Darbouz element g = Y\, a;x’, where a; € kly] for 0 < i <n, of d in k[z,y]
such that

(a) a, = 1,n =1t is a positive integer, and v|n.
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(b) d(g) = ax“y*~tg, where a € k.
(c) ¥(g) =
(d) an_yyi =0 for 1 <i<t—1.

(e) Let a;; denote the coefficient of y’ in a; for0 <i<mnandj > 0;a;; =0
for0<i<nandj<0;anda;; =0 fori e Z\{0,1,...,n} and j € Z.
Then for every o > 1, we have a; ; = 0 for every i >n — ot and j > as.

(f) Let a; = ap_itis for i > 0. Then o =1,

(a —is)oy
Qi = ———~tr
- (i+1)s

fori>0and a; =0 fori>1+1.
(9) Let Bi = tn—it—(ut1),i-1)s+1 fori > 0. Then 3; =0 fori>1, By =0 and

fori >0,
(a—1—(i—1)s)8; — (n—it)ay
15+ 1

Bi-i-l =

Proof. Let F' be as in Lemma and let 7 = tv. Put ¢ = F™. Then g is
monic in z and deg,(g) = mm > 0. Let g = > "', a;a’, where a; € k[y] for
0<i<mnanda,#0. Then a, = 1, v|n and n = It for some positive integer
[. Moreover, d(g) = ax"y*~'g, where a = wb. As F™ = g, therefore ¥(g) =
Hence (a), (b), and (c) follow.

From (b), we have

n—1 n+u-+t n+u
(i+1)aj 0" + Z At )y T +Z Qiw)yy® —aa;i_y* 2t = 0. (4.3.1)
=0 i=u-+t

For 1 < i <t — 1, equating the coefficient of x"**™ in Equation (£3.1)),
we get (an—t4i)y = 0. Therefore a,—1; € k. As ¢(g) = g and v|n, therefore
an_y+; =0 for 1 <7 <t—1. Hence (d) follows.

By equating the coefficient of z'y’ (0 < i < n+t+wuandj > 0) in
Equation (£31]), we get

(’L + 1)ai+1,j + (j + 1)ai—t—u,j+1 + (j —s+1-— a)ai_u,j_sﬂ = 0.
Therefore for every p,q € Z, we have
—qapg =P +t+u+1)aptrurig1+ (¢ —8—a)apitgs- (4.3.2)

We prove the statement (e) by induction on . For o = 1, it follows from
(a) and (d). Now, assume that a; ; = 0 for every i > n — at and j > as. Then



by using the induction hypothesis and Equation ([£3.2), we get a;; = 0 for
i>n—(a+1)tand j > (a+ 1)s. Hence (e) follows.

Clearly, ag = an = 1. For i > 0, by (e), we have ap_jtut1,6+1)s-1 = 0,
therefore from Equation ([A32]), we get

(a —1s)qy

ST (4.3.3)

Qit1 =
As n = It, therefore a1 = a—y_(41)s = 0. Then by Equation (£3.3), a; =0
for i > [+ 1. Hence (f) follows.
Clearly 6; = 0 fori >l asn =1t and By = 0 as s > 2. For ¢ > 0, by
Equation ([£32), we have

(a—1—=(i—1)s)B; —(n— z't)ai.

i+l = - 4.3.4
B o (134)

O

Theorem 4.4. Let k be a field of characteristic zero. Let d denote the k-
derivation O, +x"(c1x' +coy®)0,, where s > 2,t > 1,u > 0 and ¢1,c2 € K\ {0}.
Then d is a simple derivation of k[z,y].

Proof. By Lemma 1] we can assume that ¢; = ¢ = 1. Suppose, if possible,
that d is not a simple derivation of k[z,y]. Then we can apply Lemma
We use the same notations as those in Lemma 4.3l Let § > 0 be the largest
integer such that a5 # 0. Then as,1 = 0 and 6 < [. Now, by Equation (£33),

we get
a=20s, a; >0for0<i<9 and oy =0fors >0+ 1. (4.4.1)
Now as fy = 0, therefore by Equation (£34]) and Equation (£4.1]), we have
b1 <0=pPy<0=---= Bsy1 <O.

Therefore § # [ as 531 = 0. Hence § < I. Now, by Equation ([A34]) and
Equation (£41]), we have ; = 0 = 1 =0 = .-+ = f541 = 0, which is
absurd. Hence d is a simple derivation of k[z, y]. O

5 The derivation y'0, + (c;z"y" + ca2y*?)0, of
k[, y]

In this section, we give a necessary and sufficient condition for the k-derivation
Y Op + (1" y*' + cox™2y®?)0,, where 1,11, 51,t2, 59 > 0 and ¢y, ¢y € k, of k[z, y]
to be simple.
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Theorem 5.1. Let k be a field of characteristic zero. Let d denote the k-
derivation y" 0, + (12 y* + cox?y®2)d, of klx,y|, where r,ty, s1,t2, 89 > 0 are
integers, c1,co € k, to <ty and (t1,$1) # (t2, 82). Then d is a simple derivation
of k[z,y| if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(Cl) C1 %0,02#0 and ty < ty.
(b) If r > 0, then ty = s =0 and s; > 0.
(c) If r =0, then s1 + so > 0 and s185 = 0.

(d) If r =s1 =0 and so =1, then (ty + 1) 1 (t; — t2).

Proof. Assume that d is a simple derivation of k[x,y]. Then:

(a) Let, if possible, ¢; = 0. Then y is a Darboux element of d if sy > 0 and
(ta + 1)y™™ — co(r + 1)z*27! is a Darboux element of d if s, = 0. Which is a
contradiction. Hence ¢; # 0. Similarly co # 0. If ¢; = t9, then s; # so and
hence c1y®' + coy®? is a Darboux element of d. Therefore t; > 5.

(b) Let r > 0. If to > 0, then (x,y) is a d-differential ideal. Therefore
to = 0. If s3 > 0, then (z,y) is d-differential. Therefore s, = 0. Now, if s; =0,
then (c12't + co,vy) is d-differential. Therefore s; > 0.

(c) Let r = 0. If s + 59 = 0, then ¢y (ty + 1) + oty + 1)a2t — (¢, +
1)(t2 + 1)y is a Darboux element of d. Therefore s; 4+ s3 > 0. If s159 # 0, then
y is a Darboux element of d. Therefore sys5 = 0.

(d) Let » = sy = 0 and s, = 1. Then by Lemma [l the derivation
Oz + (2 + z'2y)0, is simple. Now by Theorem 23] p(z'2,2") # 0 and hence
by Lemma 2.2 we get (ta + 1) 1 (t1 — t2).

Conversely, assume that the conditions (a), (b), (c¢) and (d) are satisfied.
By (a), the derivation d = y"0, + z"(c12'y* + c2y°*)0,, where u = t5 > 0,
t=1t; —ty>1and C1, Co Ek‘\{O}

Case-1: Let r > 0. Then by (b), the derivation d = y"0, + (c12'y** + ¢2)d,,
where s1,t > 1. Hence by Theorem 2.5 d is simple.

Case-2: Let r = 0 and sy = 0. Then by (c), we have d = 9, + z*(c;z'y* +
c2)0,, where s1,t > 1 and v > 0. Hence by Theorem B.4] d is simple.

Case-3: Let r = 0 and so = 1. Then by (c) and (d), we have s; = 0 and
(ta + 1) 1 (t1 — t2). Therefore by Lemma 2.2) we have p(z2, 2*) # 0. Now, by
Theorem 23] the derivation 9, + (2" + 22y)d, = 0, + 2" (a' + y)09, of k[z, y]
is simple. Hence by Lemma [I] the derivation d = 9, + z"(ci2* + coy)d, is
simple.

Case-4: Let r = 0 and sy > 2. Then by (c), we have s; = 0 and therefore
d = 0 + z“(c1x" + cy®?)0,, where u > 0,t > 1 and sy > 2. Hence by
Theorem [.4] d is simple. O

Remark 5.2. Although the results proved in this paper are over an alge-

braically closed field of characteristic zero, they remain valid over an arbitrary
field of characteristic zero by [11, Proposition 13.1.3].
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