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BOOLEAN FIP RING EXTENSIONS
GABRIEL PICAVET AND MARTINE PICAVET-L’HERMITTE

ABSTRACT. We characterize extensions of commutative rings R C
S whose sets of subextensions [R, S] are finite (i.e. R C S has the
FIP property) and are Boolean lattices, that we call Boolean FIP
extensions. Some characterizations involve “factorial” properties
of the poset [R, S]. A non trivial result is that each subextension
of a Boolean FIP extension is simple (i.e. R C S is a simple pair).

1. INTRODUCTION AND NOTATION

We consider the category of commutative and unital rings, whose
epimorphisms will be involved. If R C S is a (ring) extension, we
denote by [R,S] the set of all R-subalgebras of S and set |R,S[:=
[R,S]\ {R, S} (with a similar definition for [R, S| or |R, S]).

A lattice is a poset L such that every pair a,b € L has a supremum
and an infimum. For an extension R C S, the poset ([R,S], Q) is a
complete lattice where the supremum of any non void subset is the
compositum which we call product from now on and denote by II when
necessary, and the infimum of any non void subset is the intersection.
We are aiming to study some lattice properties of the poset ([R, S|, C),
mainly the Boolean property. As a general rule, an extension R C §'is
said to have some property of lattices if [R, S| has this property.

The extension R C S is said to have FIP (for the “finitely many
intermediate algebras property”) or an FIP extension if [R, S| is finite.
A chain of R-subalgebras of S is a set of elements of [R, S] that are
pairwise comparable with respect to inclusion. When [R, S] is a chain,
the extension R C S is called a A\-extension by some authors. We will
say that R C S is chained. We also say that the extension R C S has
FCP (or is an FCP extension) if each chain in [R, S] is finite. Clearly,
each extension that satisfies FIP must also satisfy FCP. Dobbs and the
authors characterized FCP and FIP extensions [11].
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Let R C S be an FCP extension, then [R, S| is a complete Noether-
ian Artinian lattice, with R as the least element and S as the largest
element. We use lattice definitions and properties described in [24].

Our main tool are the minimal (ring) extensions, a concept that was
introduced by Ferrand-Olivier [18]. Recall that an extension R C S
is called minimal if [R,S] = {R,S}. An extension R C S is called
a simple extension if S = R[t] for some ¢ € S and a simple pair if
R C T is a simple extension for each 7" € [R, S]. A minimal extension
is simple. The key connection between the above ideas is that if R C .S
has FCP, then any maximal (necessarily finite) chain of R-subalgebras
of S R=RyCR,C---CR,_1 CR, =29, with lengthn < oo, results
from juxtaposing n minimal extensions R; C R;11, 0 <1 <n—1. An
FCP extension is finitely generated, and (module) finite if integral. For
any extension R C S, the length ([R, S| of [R,S] is the supremum of
the lengths of chains of R-subalgebras of S. Notice that if R C S has
FCP, then there does exist some maximal chain of R-subalgebras of S
with length ¢[R, S] [12, Theorem 4.11].

1.1. A summary of the main results. Any undefined material is
explained at the end of the section or in the next sections.

Section 2 is devoted to some general properties of lattices [R,S],
mainly in the context of FCP and FIP extensions. Since Boolean ex-
tensions are distributive, we have evidently to work on distributive
extensions, which is done in this section. We discuss the decomposi-
tion of elements of [R, S] into irreducible elements. When [R, S] has
finitely many atoms and each element of [R, S| is a product of atoms,
then Proposition 2.17 shows that R C S has FIP and is almost-Priifer,
and Theorem 2.11 shows that R C S is a simple pair.

For extensions R C S of integral domains, Ayache considered Boolean
lattices (also called Boolean algebras) ([R, S],N, -), that are distributive
lattices such that each 7' € [R, S] has a (unique) complement [1], [2]
and [3]. In particular, [2, Problem 45] asked under which conditions
[R, S] is a finite Boolean lattice. This question is completely answered
in Sections 3 and 4, where we get in Theorem 3.29 a characterization
of Boolean extensions. In particular, Theorem 3.1 shows that an FCP
Boolean extension R C S has FIP, each element of [R, S] has a unique
representation by a finite product of atoms, and R C S a simple pair.
Section 3 is devoted to the study of arbitrary FIP extensions. The
canonical decomposition of a ring extension is crucial. It consists of
the tower R C tR C YXR C R C S, where {R (resp. LR) is the
seminormalization (resp. t-closure) of R in S (see Section 3). This de-
composition allows us to only consider special extensions: subintegral,
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seminormal infra-integral, t-closed and integrally closed. The t-closed
case is reduced to the context of field extensions and is the subject of
Section 4. In particular, for a field extension k& C L with separable
closure T" and radicial closure U such that U, T ¢ {k, L}, Theorem 4.2
shows that £k C L is Boolean if and only if K C U and T C L are
minimal, [k, L] = [k,T]U[U, L], k C T and k C U are linearly disjoint
and [k, T] is a Boolean lattice. Boolean separable field extensions needs
a special study. A striking result is Theorem 4.19: A Galois finite ex-
tension (hence FIP) k C L is Boolean if and only if £ C L is a cyclic
extension whose dimension is square free.

1.2. Some conventions and notation. A Jocal ring is here what is
called elsewhere a quasi-local ring. As usual, Spec(R) and Max(R)
are the set of prime and maximal ideals of a ring R. The support
of an R-module E is Suppg(E) := {P € Spec(R) | Ep # 0}, and
MSuppg(E) := Suppg(E) N Max(R). When R C S is an extension, we
will set Suppg(T/R) := Supp(T'/R) and Suppg(S/T) := Supp(S/T)
for each T' € [R, S|, unless otherwise specified.

If R C S is a ring extension and P € Spec(R), then Sp is both
the localization Sg\p as a ring and the localization at P of the R-
module S. We denote by kr(P) the residual field Rp/PRp at P. An
extension R C S is called locally minimal if Rp C Sp is minimal for
each P € Supp(S/R) or equivalently for each P € MSupp(S/R).

We denote by (R : S) the conductor of R C S. The integral closure

of R in S is denoted by R (or by R if no confusion can occur).
Recall that an extension R C S is Priifer (or a normal pair) if R C

T is a flat epimorphism for each T € [R,S]. The Priifer hull of an

extension R C S is the greatest Priifer subextension R of [R,S] [28].

An extension R C S is called almost—P@f@r if R C S is integral, or
equivalently, when R C S is FIP, if S = RR [30, Theorem 4.6].

A poset (X, <) is called a tree if x1,29 < x3 in X implies that x;
and x5 are comparable (with respect to <). We also say that (X, <)
is treed. A subset Y of X is called an antichain if no two distinct
elements of Y are comparable.

Finally, | X| is the cardinality of a set X, C denotes proper inclusion
and, for a positive integer n, we set N,, := {1, ..., n}. The characteristic
of an integral domain k is denoted by c¢(k). For a,b,c in a ring R, if ¢
divides a — b, we write a = b (c).
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2. LATTICES PROPERTIES OF THE POSET [R,S]

2.1. Some definitions on the lattice [R,S]. In the context of a lat-
tice [R, S], some definitions and properties of lattices have the following
formulations.

An element T' € [R, S] is called N-irreducible (resp.; Il-irreducible)
(see [24]) if T =T, NT5 (resp.; T'=T\T3) implies T'= T} or T = Ts.

An element T of [R,S] is an atom (resp.; co-atom) if and only if
R C T (resp.; T C S) is a minimal extension. Therefore, an atom
(resp.; co-atom) is Il-irreducible (resp.; N-irreducible). We denote by
A the set of atoms of [R, S| and by CA the set of co-atoms of [R, S].

Now R C S is called:

(a) atomic (resp.; atomistic) if each T' €]R, S] contains some atom
(resp.; is the product of atoms (contained in 77)) [32, page 80].

(b) co-atomic (resp.; co-atomistic) if each T € [R, S| is contained in
some co-atom (resp.; is the intersection of co-atoms (containing 7°)).

(c) distributive if intersection and product are each distributive with
respect to the other. Actually, each distributivity implies the other [24,
Exercise 5, page 33].

(d) factorial (resp.; co-factorial) if each element of [R, S] has a unique
irredundant representation by a finite product of atoms (resp.; a unique
irredundant representation by a finite intersection of co-atoms.)

An FCP extension is both atomic and co-atomic.

We introduce a definition reminiscent of arithmetic rings [29].

Definition 2.1. A ring extension R C S is called arithmetic if [Rp, Sp|
is a chain for each P € Spec(R).

Example 2.2. The extension R C S is arithmetic in the following
cases ([29, Example 5.13] for (2), (3) and (4)):

(1) R C S is locally minimal.

(2) R C S has FCP and is integrally closed.

(3) R C S is FIP subintegral and |R/M| = oo for each M €
MSupp(S/R).

(4) R C Sis FIP t-closed integral such that Ry, /MRy C Sy /MRy
is radicial for each M € MSupp(S/R).

(5) We also have examples in [31, Theorem 6.1] of arithmetic ex-
tensions of length 2 R C S when |[R, S]| = 3.

We proved in [29, Proposition 5.18]:
Proposition 2.3. An arithmetic extension is distributive.

The following proposition will make easier many proofs.
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Proposition 2.4. Let R C S be a ring extension. The following state-
ments are equivalent:

(1) R C S is distributive ;

(2) Ry C Sy is distributive for each M € MSupp(S/R):

(3) Rp C Sp is distributive for each P € Supp(S/R):

(4) R/I C S/I is distributive for each ideal I shared by R and S.
(5) R/I C S/I is distributive for some ideal I shared by R and S.

Proof. We have obviously (1) = (3) = (2) and (1) & (4) = (5) =
(1). Conversely, assume that Ry C Sy, is distributive for each M €
MSupp(S/R). Then, Ry C Sy is distributive for each M € Max(R).
It follows that the distributivity property holds in [R, S| since it holds
in any [Ras, Sy O

Proposition 2.5. [21, Theorem 1, p. 172] In a distributive lattice of
finite length, all maximal chains between two comparable elements have
the same length (the Jordan-Hélder chain condition or condition (JH)).

In [16], Dobbs and Shapiro defined a field extension k£ C L of finite
length to be catenarian if all maximal chains of fields between k and L
have the same length, and get examples of catenarian field extensions.
It follows that a distributive field extension is catenarian.

Proposition 2.6. [8, Remarks, page 9 and Theorem 1.7] A distributive
extension R C S satisfies the upper covering condition (UCC), which
means that for each T,U € [R,S] such that TNU C T is minimal,
then U C TU is minimal.

2.2. Some distributive extensions are simple. We are going to
show that some special subextensions of an FCP distributive extension
are simple. Before, next lemma is needed.

Lemma 2.7. If R C S is a distributive extension, then R[x,y] =
R[z +y| whenever y € S\ R, v € S\ R[y|] and R C R[z] is minimal.

Proof. Consider the diagram

Since R[z|R[y] = R[z,y] and R C R[z| is minimal, we get that R[y| C
Rz, y] is minimal by UCC. There is another diagram
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Rz, y]
/! N
Rlz] Rly] N Rz +y]
N /!
R

where R[z] N (R[y] N R[x + y]) = R and R C R[z] is minimal. Using
again UCC, we get that Rly| N R[z + y] C R[z](R[y] N Rz + y]) is
minimal. But R[z](R[y]NR[z+y]) = R[z]Ry|NR[z|R[z+y] = R[z,y]
by distributivity, so that R[y] N R[z + y] C R[z,y] is minimal. From
Rly] N R[z +y] C Rly] C R[z,y], we deduce R[y| = R[y| N R[z + y],
which implies R[y] C R[z + y] C R|x,y] because ¢ R[y|, and then
R[z +y] = R[z,y]. O

Proposition 2.8. Let R C S be a distributive extension. Let T €
[R,S] be a product of finitely many atoms. Then, R C T is simple.
More precisely, if T = [[;_, R[z;], where the R C R[x;] are minimal
distinct extensions, then, T = R[> " | x;].

Proof. We prove the two statements by induction on n. There is noth-
ing to prove when n = 1. Assume that the induction hypothesis holds
for n — 1 and set 7" := [[/5 Rlzi] # R, so that 7" = R[z] with
x ="z, Then, T = R[z]R[z,], with z ¢ R and z,, € S\ R[z].
Deny. Then R[z,] C [/} R[x;] would imply R[z,] C R[z;] for some
i€ {l,...,n—1}, a contradiction [32, Theorem 4.30]. Now, use Lemma
2.7 to get the result. O

2.3. The lattice [R,S] for an FCP or FIP extension.

Proposition 2.9. [24, Proposition 1.4.4] If R C S has FCP, then
any T € [R, S] is a finite intersection (resp.; product) of N-irreducible
(resp.; -irreducible) elements of [R, S].

Lemma 2.10. If R C S is a distributive extension and T' € [R, S] has
an irredundant representation T' =T} - - - T}, by Il-irreducible elements
of [R,S], (resp.; T =U; N---NT, by N-irreducible elements of [R, S])
(for example by atoms (resp.; co-atoms)), the representation is unique.

If in addition R C S has FCP, [R,S] has exactly n Il-irreducible
(resp.; N-irreducible) elements if and only if ([R,S] = n. If these
conditions hold, R C S has FIP.

Proof. [32, Theorem 4.30], [17, Theorem 147] and [23, Lemma 4, page
486] combine to yield the result. The FIP property is then an easy
consequence. 0
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Theorem 2.11. An extension R C S s atomuistic, distributive and
FIP if and only if R C S s factorial (respectively, is co-factorial). If
these conditions hold, then R C S is a simple pair.

Proof. If R C S is an atomistic distributive FIP extension, then [R, 5]
has finitely many atoms, and then is factorial by Lemma 2.10.
Conversely, assume that R C S is factorial, whence atomistic. Let
T,U,V € [R,S]. Obviously, (TTNU)(TNV)CTNUV. Since R C S is
factorial, we can write T = [[,c; Aa, U = [[gc; Apand V =T[ x A,,
for finite subsets {A, | a € I}, {Az| S € J} and {A, | v € K} of A.
Then, UV = [[gc 0k Ap, so that TOUV = ([[,e; Aa) NI e sur As)-
Write TNUV =: []scp As = ([1aer Aa) N (T sesux Ap)- Then, for any
0 € L, we have As C T and As C HﬁejuK Ag, so that there exist some
a € I such that As = A, and some 8 € JU K such that A; = Ag. If
g€ J,then A;s CU,sothat As CTNU C(T'NU)TNV). IfgeK,
then A;s CV, sothat As CT NV C(TNU)(TNV). In both cases,
As C(T'NU)(TNV), which yields TNUV C (T'nU)(T'NV), and then
TNUV =(TNU)(TNV). Therefore, R C S is distributive. Moreover,
R C S has FIP since A is finite (S is the product of all elements of A).
Now, let R C S be factorial, whence distributive. Set n := |A|, and
for A, € A, set By :=[]5,, Ap. Obviously, CA = {B, | @ € N,,}. Let
T € [R,S], with T' = [],c; Aa- For J = N, \ I, an easy calculation
shows that 1" = NgecyBg in a unique way. Hence, R C S is co-factorial.
To end, assume that R C S is co-factorial. We get that R C S is
factorial and distributive, mimicking the previous proof. It is enough
to exchange product and intersection, and atoms and co-atoms. In
fact, we use the fact that R C S is co-atomistic. If these conditions
hold, then R C S is a simple pair by Proposition 2.8. 0

The following notions and results are deeply involved in the sequel.

Definition 2.12. [7, Theorem 4.5] An extension R C S is called
M -crucial if there is some unique M € Max(R), called the crucial
(maximal) ideal C(R,S) of R C S, such that Rp = Sp for each
P € Spec(R)\ {M}.

Theorem 2.13. [18, Théoreme 2.2] A minimal extension is crucial
and is either integral (finite) or a flat epimorphism.

Lemma 2.14. [11, Corollary 3.2] If there exists a mazimal chain R =
RyC---CR; C---CR, =S5 of extensions, where R; C R;1 is
minimal, then Supp(S/R) = {C(R;, Rix1) "R |i=0,...,n— 1}.
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Lemma 2.15. [31, Lemma 1.8] Let R C S be an FCP extension. and
M € MSupp(S/R). There is some T € [R,S| such that R C T is
minimal and C(R,T) = M.

If R C S has FCP, set T := {T" € [R, S]|MSuppr(T/R)| = 1} and
Ty = {T € T | MSuppg(T/R) = {M}}. We are able to give dual
results with T := {T" € [R, S] | [MSuppy(S/T)| = 1}, but they do not
appear in this paper because they are not used in the sequel.

Proposition 2.16. A subextension R C T of an FCP extension R C
S is M-crucial when T € Ty is such that Supp(T/R) C Max(R).
Moreover, A is the set of all minimal elements of T.

In case R C S has FIP, Ty has a greatest element s(M) := [[peq, T

Proof. Let T € Ty be such that Supp(7/R) C Max(R). It follows
that Suppg(7/R) = MSupp(T'/R) = {M} and Rp = Tp for each
P € Spec(R) \ {M}. Hence R C T is M-crucial. If U € [R,S] is an
atom, R C U is minimal and M := C(R, U) with MSupp(U/R) = {M},
whence U € T. Since R C U is minimal, U is a minimal element of
T. Conversely, let U be a minimal element of TJ. If U is not an atom,
there is U’ € [R,S] with R € U’ C U. Then, () # MSupp(U’'/R) C
MSupp(U/R) = {M} implies MSupp(U'/R) = {M} giving U" € T,
contradicting the minimality of U in T. Therefore, U is an atom.
Since s(M) := [[ey,, T, we get that T C s(M) for each T' € Ty
and R C s(M), whence MSupp(s(M)/R) # (. Since Rp = Tp for
each T' € Ty and P € Spec(R) \ {M}, we get s(M)p = Rp, so that
MSupp(s(M)/R) = {M} and s(M) is the greatest element of Ty,. O

Proposition 2.17. Let R C S be an FCP atomistic extension such
that |A| < oo, with MSupp(S/R) = {M,,...,M,}. Set Ayy = AN Ty
and, for each k € N,,, Vj, == Hle s(M;) and Vy == R.

Then, the following statements hold.

(1) R C S has FIP.

(2) For each M € MSupp(S/R), s(M) =[] ,cq,, 4

(3) For each k € N, Supp(Vk/Vi—1) = {Mx} and {Vi}}_, is an
increasing chain such that V,, = S.

(4) For each T €|R,S], there exists T; € Ty, for each M; €
MSupp(T/R), such that T' = ] cxsupp(ry ) Li-

(5) R C S is almost-Priifer.

Proof. (1) Since |A| < oo and any element of [R,S] is a product of
atoms, then |[R,S]| < oo and R C S has FIP.
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(2) Let M € MSupp(S/R). Any element of T, is a product of
atoms, which are necessarily in Tj;, and then in A,;. It follows from
Proposition 2.16 that s(M) =[] 4.,,, A-

(3) Let M; € MSupp(S/R) for some j € N,,. Assume 1 < k < n.
Since Vi, = [[i, s(M;) and Vi_y = []1=, s(M;), we have (Ve—1)ng, =
(Ve)n; = R, if j > K, so that M; & Supp(Vy/Vi1). If j =k >k —1,
then, (Vi—1)m, = Ry, and (Vi)u, = s(Mg)n, # Ry, so that M €
Supp(Vi/Vi—1). At last, if j <k, then, (Vi1)n;, = (Vi)n, = s(Mj)
so that M; ¢ Supp(Vi/Vi—1). Hence, Supp(Vi/Vi—1) = {M;}. If
k € {1,n}, the same reasoning holds. The end of (3) is obvious.

(4) Let T €]R, S]. Let I C N,, be such that Supp(T/R) = {M, | i €
I}. Since T is a product of atoms A,, for each i € I, set T; = [[[Aa |
A, € Typ]. Then, T; € Ty, and T = HMieMSupp(T/R) T;.

(5) Since R C A is minimal for any A € A, either R C A is integral
or R C A is integrally closed. Moreover, by [31, Lemma 1.5], for a
given M € MSupp(S/R), minimal extensions R C A, for A € Ty,
are either all integral, or all integrally closed. Reorder MSupp(S/R)
such that for some k € N,,, R C A is integrally closed for all A € Ty,
and for any ¢ < k and R C A is integral for all A € T, and for any
1 > k. Then, R C V}, is Prifer and V), C S is integral, so that R C §
is almost-Priifer. O

Proposition 2.18. Let R C S be an FCP extension, such that (T, Q)
1s a tree. Then,

(1) The elements of T are l-irreducible in R, S].

(2) Foreach M € MSupp(S/R), Tas is a chain, whose least element
i(M) is the only T € [R,S] satisfying R C T is minimal and
M =C(R,T).

(3) Let M € MSupp(S/R). For each T € [R,S] such that M €
MSupp(T'/R), we have i(M) C T.

Proof. (1) Let T' € T and M € MSupp(S/R) such that MSupp(7'/R) =
{M}. It follows that Ry, # Ty and Ry = Ty for each M’ € Max(R)\
{M}. Let 71,75 € [R,S] be such that T" = T775. Then we have
R C T, CTforie Ny, giving (T;)yy = Ry = Ty for each M €
Max(R) \ {M}, and Ry C (T;)nm C Ty for i € Ny, giving, for each
i € Ny, either R =T; (a), or MSupp(T;/R) = {M} (b). Fix ¢ and let
Jj € No\ {i}. Case (a) gives T' = T;. Case (b) gives that 7; € T. In
this case, either T; = R, giving T' = T;, or T; € T. Hence T; and Tj are
comparable, because T is a tree. Therefore, T is equal to the greatest
element of {77, T»} and T is Il-irreducible.
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(2) Let M € MSupp(S/R) and 11,75 € Ty Set U = TiT5, so
that T; C U for i € Ny and then (7;)yy = Ry = Uy for each M’ €
Max(R) \ {M}, and Ry C (T3)am € Upr. Then, MSupp(U/R) = {M}.
Therefore, U € T, so that T} and T, are comparable and T, is a chain.

By Lemma 2.15, there is 7' € [R, S] such that R C T is minimal
with M = C(R,T). Obviously, we have MSupp(7T'/R) = {M}, so that
T € Ty Since Ty is a chain, T is the least element of T, because any
U € Ty is comparable to T', and we cannot have U C T'. Moreover,
since any 1" € [R, S] such that R C 7" is minimal with M = C(R,T")
satisfies T” € Ty, we have just proved that there is only one 77 € [R, S|
such that R C 7" is minimal with M = C(R,T"). We set (M) :=T".

(3) Let T € [R, S] with M € MSupp(T'/R). For each M’ € Max(R)\
{M?}, we have Ryy = i(M)yy € Ty and a maximal chain R = Ry C

- C Ry C --- C R, =T, where R,_; C R; is minimal for each
i € N,. Since M € MSupp(7'/R), there is some i € N,, such that
M = C(R;,_1,R;)) N R, by Lemma 2.14. Let k € N,, be the least i
satisfying this property. Assume k # 1, so that M & MSupp(Ry_1/R).
Again by Lemma 2.15, there is R] € [R, Rg] such that R C R is
minimal with M = C(R, R}). From (2), we deduce that R} = i(M), so
that i(M) CT. If k=1, then R,y = Rand Ry =i(M) CT. O

We will see in Proposition 2.21, that, under some conditions, for an
FCP extension R C S, any element of [R, S| can be written in a unique
way, as a product of elements of T. But Remark 2.24 shows that this
property does not always hold.

Now, we look at some properties of arithmetic FCP extensions.

Theorem 2.19. Let R C S be an arithmetic FCP extension. Then,

(1) RC S has FIP and |[R, S]| < [Tyemsupp(s/r) (1 + 8, Sul)-
(2) Tar is a chain for each M € MSupp(S/R) and (T, C) is treed.

Proof. Clearly, Ry C Sy has FCP for each M € MSupp(S/R) ([11,
Proposition 3.7(a)]).

(1) Therefore, |[Rar, Su]| < oo follows, since [Ryr, Sy is a chain
and Ry, C Sy has FIP for each M € MSupp(S/R). Hence, R C S
has FIP [11, Proposition 3.7(b)]. By [11, Theorem 3.6 (a)], we have
HR? SH < HMeMSupp(S/R) |[RM> SM” But |[RM> SM” =1+ E[RM’ SM]
holds since [Ry;, Sy] is la chain, giving the requested inequality.

(2) Let Ty, Ty € Ty, so that {M} = MSupp(T;/R)

fori € Ny. Then, (T7)ar = (1) n = Ry for each M’ € MSupp(S/R)\
{M?}. Moreover, (T;)n € [Rur, Su) for i € Ny, so that (7)) and (o)
are comparable, and so are T} and T5. Then, T, is a chain.
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Let 11,15, T € T be such that T, C T for i € Ny and M €
MSupp(S/R) such that MSupp(7T/R) = {M}. We get, for i € Ny, that
0 # MSupp(T;/R) € MSupp(T/R) = {M}, so that MSupp(7i/R) =
{M}. Tt follows that T}, T> € Ty, which is a chain, and then 7} and
T5 are comparable. Therefore, T is a tree. O

Let R C S be an FCP extension and MSupp(S/R) := {M, ..., M,}.
We will use the maps ¢ : [R,S] — [/ [Rn;, Sa;] defined by o(T) :=
(Tatyy - Tar,) and @p 2[R, S] — [Rar, Sy defined by ou(T) == Ty,
for each M € MSupp(S/R). Then ¢ is injective [11, Theorem 3.6]. If
@ is bijective, R C S is called a B-extension (B stands for bijective).

Proposition 2.20. An FCP extension R C S is a B-extension if and
only if R/ P is local for each P € Supp(S/R).

The above “local” condition on the factor domains R/ P holds in case
Supp(S/R) C Max(R), and, in particular, if R C S is integral.

Proof. One implication appears in the proof of [11, Theorem 3.6(b)]
which uses [11, Lemma 3.5].

Conversely, assume that ¢ is bijective and that there is some P €
Supp(S/R) contained in two elements M, My € Max(R). Consider
a maximal chain ¢ : R = Ry C --- C R, C --- C R, = S, where
R;_1 C R; is minimal for each i € N,,. Since P € Supp(S/R), there
exists some i € N, such that P = N N R, where N := C(R;_1, R;) by
Lemma 2.14. In particular, P € Supp(R;/R), which implies that M, €
Supp(R;/R) for j € Ny. Since ¢ is surjective, there is T € [R, S| such
that Ty, = (R;)um, and Ty = Ry, for each M € MSupp(S/R) \ {M,}.
In particular, My ¢ Supp(7/R). Localizing C at M;, we get that
PMI < Supp((Ri)Ml/RMl) = Supp(TMl/RM1) so that P € Supp(T/R),
Now M, € Supp(7T'/R) is absurd. Then, R/P is a local ring for each
P € Supp(S/R).

If Supp(S/R) C Max(R), it follows from Lemma 2.14 that each
C(R;_1, R;) lies over a maximal ideal of R (and so R/P is a field,
hence local for each P € Supp(S/R)). Finally, it is standard that
maximal ideals lie over maximal ideals in any integral extension (cf.
22, Theorem 44]). O

Under an additional assumption, next proposition gives a converse
to Theorem 2.19. Set MSupp(S/R) := {M, ..., M,} for an FCP ex-

tension R C S. It follows that the elements of MSupp(7'/R) are some
M; when T €]R, S].
Proposition 2.21. Let R C S be an FCP B-extension.
(1) For each M € MSupp(S/R), we have [Ry, Sy| = ou(T) U
{BRar} = enr(Tar) U{ R}
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(2) Any T €]R,S] is a product of [MSupp(T'/R)| distinct elements
E; € T in a unique way such that E; € Ty, for each M; €
MSupp(T/R).

(3) R C S is arithmetic if and only if T is a tree.

(4) Assume that R C S is arithmetic. Then, T is the set of Il-
irreducible elements of |R, S].

Moreover, |[R, S]| = [T yensupp(s/my (1 + (1B, Sm)).-

Proof. (1) The following inclusions are obvious: ¢ (Tpr) U {Ry} C
om(T)U{Ry} C [Rur, Syl Let E €]Ryy, Sy. Since ¢ is a bijection,
there exists T' €|R, S] such that Ty, = E and Ty = Ry for each
M’ € MSupp(S/R) \ {M}. The result follows from E = ¢, (7T") and
T e Ty

(2) Let T €]R,S]. From MSupp(7T/R) # 0, we infer that some
M; € MSupp(7T'/R). Since ¢ is a bijection, there exists a unique F; €
[R,S] such that (E;)y, = Tw, and (Ey)y = Ry for M # M;. It
follows that E; € Ty, for each M; € MSupp(7'/R). Set E; = R when
M; & MSupp(T'/R) and E := E; --- E,,. For each j € N,,, we get that
Ey, = Ty, so that B = T is the product of [MSupp(7'/R)| distinct
elements of J. The uniqueness of these elements is obvious.

(3) One implication is Theorem 2.19. Assume that T is a tree. Let
M € MSupp(S/R). By Proposition 2.18, T); is a chain. Since ¢y
preserves order, (1) implies that [Ry, Sy] is a chain.

(4) Assume that R C S is arithmetic. Then, T is a tree. It results
from Proposition 2.18 that the elements of T are Il-irreducible. Con-
versely, let T €]R, S] be Il-irreducible. In view of (2), T"is a product
of elements E; € Ty, where M; € MSupp(7'/R), and then, of only one
element of T, so that T € T.

Now [T aensupp(s/r) B Smll = Tlarensupp(s/my (1 + 1B, Sul) =
|[R, S]], since ¢ is bijective and each Ry, C Sy a chain. O

For the definition of the Goldie dimension of a distributive lattice,
the reader may look at [24, p. 14 and Exercise 8, p. 33]. We will use
the following results.

Proposition 2.22. [24, Theorem 1.5.9] If R C S is an FCP arithmetic
extension, its Goldie dimension is the integer n such that R = ByN---N
B, is an irredundant representation of R by N-irreducible elements.

Proposition 2.23. Let R C S be an FCP arithmetic B-extension ex-
tension. Then, the Goldie dimension of R, S] is n := |MSuppyz(S/R)|.

Proof. For each M; € MSupp(S/R) there exists a unique E! € [R, 5]
such that (E!)y, = Ry, and (El)y = Sy for M # M;. Set E' =
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EiNn...NE! For each i, we get that (E!)y, = R, so that B/ = R
is the intersection of |MSupp(S/T')| distinct elements of [R, S]. The
uniqueness of these elements is obvious.

We claim that the E] are N-irreducible. Let T, 7" € [R, S| be such
that B/ = T'NT". Then we have R C B} C T,T", giving (E!)y = Sy =
Ty = T3y (%) for each M € Max(R) \ {M;}, and Ry, = (E))n, C
Ty, Thy,- Since R C S is arithmetic, T)y, and T}, are comparable, and
so are T and 7" by (x). It follows that E! is the least element of {T',7"},
and then is N-irreducible so that n is the Goldie dimension of [R, S] by
Proposition 2.22. O

Remark 2.24. Using [11, Remark 3.4(b)], we exhibit a non B-extension,
for which some statements of Proposition 2.21 do not hold.

We now summarize the context of the above quoted remark.

Let R be a two-dimensional Priifer domain with exactly two height-2
maximal ideals, N and N’, each of which containing the unique height
1 prime ideal P of R. Set Ry := R, Ry := Ry, R} := Ry, Ry :== Rp
and R3 := K, the quotient field of R. Since each overring of a Priifer
domain is an intersection of localizations [19, Theorem 26.2], it is easy
to check that Ry C Rl, Ry C Rll, Ry C RQ, Rll C Ry and Ry C R5 are
Priifer minimal extensions.

MOI‘GOV@I‘, G(Ro,Rl) = N/, G(Rl,Rg) = NRN and G(RQ,Rg) = P,
which is an ideal of Ry because P = (Ry : Ry). It follows that
Supp(K/R) = {P, N, N’} and MSupp(K/R) = {N,N'}. By Propo-
sition 2.20, the map ¢ is not bijective, since R/P is not local. The
poset T = {Ry, R|} is a tree. Moreover, [Ry, Ky| = {Rn,Rp, K} =
{Rl, Rg, Rg} and [RN/, KN/] = {RN/, RP, K} = {Rll, RQ, Rg} are chains.
However, pn(T) = {R1, R2}, because (Ry/)y = Rp. Then, Proposi-
tion 2.21(1) is not satisfied. In the same way, Proposition 2.21(2) is not
satisfied, because K is not a product of elements of J. In particular,
some Il-irrreducible element as Ry = K of [R, S] is not in 7.

The conditions of Proposition 2.21 hold in the following context and
provide us a structure of Boolean lattices in Proposition 3.14.

Proposition 2.25. Let R C S be an FCP extension. Assume that
Supp(T'/R) N Supp(S/T) =0 for all T € [R, S]. Then:

(1) Supp(S/R) C Max(R) and R C S is a B-extension.

(2) T is an antichain.

Proof. (1) Assume that Supp(T/R) N Supp(S/T) = 0 for all T €
[R,S]. We use Proposition 2.20 to show that ¢ is a bijection. Let
P € Supp(S/R). Consider a maximal chain C: R=Ry C --- C R; C
-+ C R, =S8, where R;_; C R; is minimal for each i € N,,. Since P €
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Supp(S/R), there exists some k € N,, such that P = NNR, where N :=
C(Ry_1, Ri), in view of Lemma 2.14. In particular, P € Supp(Rx/R),
and, more precisely, P € Supp(Rx/Rir_1) € Supp(S/Ry_1). Assume
that P is not a maximal ideal, and let M € Max(R) be such that
P C M. Then, M € Supp(Ry/R). Moreover, there is some j < k such
that M = N’ N R, where N’ := C(R,_1, R;j). Indeed, j # k because
NNR =P # M. Therefore M € Supp(R;/R) C Supp(Ry—_1/R), since
j<k—1and M € Supp(Ry_1/R) N Supp(S/Rk_1) is absurd. Hence,
Supp(S/R) C Max(R), and ¢ is a bijection by Proposition 2.20.

(2) Let T,T" € T be such that 7" C T and M € Max(R) such
that Supp(T/R) = {M}. Since 7" C T, we get that Supp(7’/R) C
Supp(T'/R), giving Supp(T'/R) = {M}. But, 0 # Supp(T/T") C
Supp(T’/R) = {M} implies that {M} = Supp(7'/T") C Supp(S/T").
Therefore, M € Supp(T’/R) NSupp(S/T") = 0, a contradiction. Then,
two distinct elements of T are incomparable, and T is an antichain. [

Let R C S be an FCP extension. In the following, we will meet the
condition that Supp(7'/R) N Supp(S/T) = 0 for some T € [R, S]. Here
is a theorem which gives a stronger result.

Theorem 2.26. If R C S has FCP, then Supp(T/R)NSupp(S/T) =0
for all T € [R,S] if and only if R C S is locally minimal. In this case,
R C S is an FIP factorial extension.

Proof. Assume that Supp(T'/R)NSupp(S/T) = @ for all T € [R, S]. By
Propositions 2.25 and 2.21, R C S is arithmetic. Let T € [R, S], there
is U € [R, S] such that UNT = R and UT = S |28, Lemma 3.7], which
gives Uy N Ty = Ry and Uy Ty = Sy for each M € MSupp(S/R),
so that {Ups, Tar} = {Run, Sy}, whence, Ry, C Sy is minimal.

Conversely, if there exists some N € MSupp(7'/R) N MSupp(S/T)
for some T' € [R, S], we get that Ty # Ry, Sn, so that |[Ry, Sy]| > 2.
But Ry C Sy is minimal, a contradiction.

If these conditions hold, then R C S has FIP by Theorem 2.19, and
is factorial by Propositions 2.21 and 2.16. U

3. BOOLEAN FCP EXTENSIONS

3.1. General properties of Boolean extensions. Let R C S be an
extension and 7" € [R,S]. Then, T" € [R,S] is called a complement
of THTNT = Rand TT' = S. If R C S is distributive, then T
has at most one complement [24, Exercise 9, page 33]. We denote this
complement by 7 when it exists.

We recall that R C S is Boolean if and only if R C S is distributive
and each 7' € [R,S] has a (unique) complement 7° [32, Definition
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page 129]. In a Boolean FIP extension R C S, any 7" €|R, S| is, in a
unique way, a product of finitely many atoms and the intersection of
finitely many co-atoms. To see this, use Lemma 2.10, [32, Theorems
5.1 and 6.3], and the fact that [R, S] is a complete Boolean lattice. In
particular, if A is an atom, then A° is a co-atom [32, Theorem 3.43].
Next Theorem characterizes Boolean FCP extensions amid distributive
FCP extensions:

Theorem 3.1. Let R C S be an FCP distributive extension and set
n = (R, S]. Then, the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) R C S is a Boolean extension.

(2) n = |A|, where A is the set of atoms of [R, S].

(3) [[R, S]| =2".
If these conditions hold, then R C S is FIP factorial and a simple pair.
Moreover, for each T,U € [R,S] with T C U, all mazimal chains of
[T, U] have the same length.

Proof. To begin with, R C S has FIP by Lemma 2.10. Moreover, [R, 5]
has exactly n Il-irreducible element by Lemma 2.10. Since any atom
is [I-irreducible, the equivalences of (1), (2) and (3) are a translation
of the equivalences given in [33, page 292].

If these conditions hold, then R C S is factorial and a simple pair
by Theorem 2.11. Since a Boolean lattice is a distributive lattice, the
last results comes from Proposition 2.5. O

Example 3.2. (1) An extension R C S is Boolean and chained if and
only if it is minimal. One implication is obvious. Conversely, assume
that [R, S] is chained and a Boolean lattice. If there is some 17" €] R, S|,
it has a complement 7’. Then, TNT'" = R and TT' = S implies
{T, 7'} ={R, S} since T" and T" are comparable, a contradiction.

(2) Let R C S be a Boolean FCP extension and « € S\ R. We intend
to compute R[z]°. Let CA := {By,...,B,}. Then R[z] = N[B, € Y]
for a unique family Y := {B,} of co-atoms ([32, Theorem 6.3]), so
that © € B, for each B, € Y. Let Bz € CA which does not contain
x. Then R[z] € Bg and Y is the set of co-atoms containing z. Now,
(R[z])° = (N[By € Y])° = II[(Ba)° | Ba € Y], where the (B,)° are
atoms. Then, (R[x])° is the product of atoms which are complements of
the co-atoms containing x. But we also have (R[z])° = N[Bsz € CA\Y].
Indeed, set T':= N[Bsz € CA\Y]. Obviously, R[z]NT = R and assume
that R[z|T" # S, so that R[z]T = N[B, € X]| for some X C CA.
Let B, € X. Then, R[z] = N[B, € Y] C B, implies B, = B, for
some B, € Y. In the same way, Bz = B, for some Bg € CA\Y, a
contradiction. Then, R[z]T = S and T' = (R][z])°.



16 G. PICAVET AND M. PICAVET

(3) By Theorem 3.1, an FCP Boolean extension R C S verifes
I[R, S]| = 2", where n = ([R, S]. But an extension R C S may be dis-
tributive with |[R, S]| = 2" for some integer n without being Boolean.
It is enough to consider a chained extension of length 2" — 1.

The following lemma is needed for the next proposition. See the
close notion of patching due to Dobbs-Shapiro [15].

Lemma 3.3. Let R C S be an FCP extension and M € MSupp(S/R).
For any T € [Ry, Su) such that Ry, C T' is minimal, there ezists
T € [R,S] such that R C T is minimal with Ty, = T".

Proof. Let ¢ : S — Sy be the canonical ring morphism and set 7" :=
@ N(T"). Then T” € [R, S] is such that T' = T}, # Ry, so that M €
MSupp(7”/R). From Lemma 2.15 we deduce the existence of some
T € [R,T"] C [R,S] such that R C T is minimal with M = C(R,T).
Hence, Ry C Ty C Ty, =T gives Ty = T". O

Proposition 3.4. Let R C S be an FCP extension. The following
statements are equivalent:

(1) R C S is Boolean.

(2) Ryr € Sy is Boolean for each M € MSupp(S/R).

(3) Rp C Sp is Boolean for each P € Supp(S/R).

(4) R/1 C S/I is Boolean for each ideal I shared by R and S.
(5) R/I C S/I is Boolean for some ideal I shared by R and S.

Proof. We have obviously (1) = (3) = (2) and (1) & (4) = (5) =
(1). Conversely, assume that Ry, C Sy is Boolean for each M €
MSupp(S/R). Then, Ry C Sy is Boolean for each M € Max(R). It
follows that the distributivity property holds in [R, S] since it holds in
any [Rys, Sy]. It remains to show that any 7' € [R, S] has a comple-
ment. Let M € MSupp(S/R). Then, T\, has a complement (7},)° in
[RM,SM] satisfying TM N (TM)O = RM (*) and TM(TM)O = SM (**)
Since [Ryr, Sy is Boolean, any of its element is a product of its atoms
[32, Theorem 5.2]. Then, (T)° = [[,c;,, iy Where the R;,/ are
atoms of [Ryy, Sy, that is Ry C R; ), is minimal. By Lemma 3.3, for
each R}, € [Rar, Sy, there is Ry € [R,S] such that R C Ry is
minimal, with R; ,, = (Ria) - In particular, (R; ar)ar = Ry for each
M'" € MSupp(S/R) \ {M}. Setting T" := HMGMSupp(S/R)(HiEIM Ri ),
we get, for each M € MSupp(S/R) that Ty, = [[;c;,, Riar = (1),
so that (x) and (sx) give Tyy N T}, = Ry and Ty Ty, = Sy, and, to
end, ’NT" = R and TT'" = S showing that 7" is the complement of
T. Therefore, R C S is Boolean. O
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Corollary 3.5. Let R C S be an FIP extension. The following state-
ments are equivalent:

(1) R C S is atomistic and arithmetic;
(2) R C S is Boolean and arithmetic;
(3) R C S is locally minimal.

Assume that these conditions hold and let the set of atoms be A =
{Ay,..., A} where a is some integer. Then, the complement of any
T = [lic; Ai € [R,S], where I C Ny, is T° := [[,; A; where J =
N, \ 1. Ifin addition R C S is integral, then ([R,S] = |[MSupp(S/R)|.

Proof. (1) = (2) by Proposition 2.3 and the equivalences given in [33,
page 292], (2) = (1) by [32, Theorem 5.2] and (2) < (3) by Proposition
3.4 and Example 3.2(1).

Assume that these conditions hold. We observe that S is the product
of all atoms. Let T' = [[,.; A; € [R,S], where I C N,. Since T° is
a product of atoms, the relations TNT° = R and TT° = S give
T° = [];c; Aj where J := N, \ I.

In case R C S is integral, we use ([R, S| = >\ cnisupp(s/r) C1E0, Sul
[12, Proposition 4.6]. O

Next proposition uses the notation of [4, Proposition 10, p.52].

Proposition 3.6. Let R C S be a ring extension, f : R — R a
faithfully flat ring morphism and S" :== R' ®r S. Assume that R’ C S’
18 distributive. Then,

(1) R C S is distributive.

(2) LetT € [R, S] be such that R'T is Il-irreducible (resp. an atom)
in [R',S"]. Then, T is Il-irreducible (resp. an atom) in [R,S].

(3) In case R'T is l-irreducible for any Il-irreducible T € [R, S|
and R' C S" is an FIP Boolean extension, so is R C S.

Proof. (1) The ring morphism ¢ : S — S’ defines a map 6 : [R',S"] —
(R, S] while there is a map ¢ : [R,S] — [R/, 5], defined by ¢(T) =
R ®p T and such that 0 o) is the identity of [R, S| by [4, Proposition
10, p.52] (it is enough to take ' = S and to observe that if M is an
R-submodule of S, then with the notation of the above reference, R’ M
identifies to M ®x R'). In particular, ¢ is injective. The same reference
shows that (T NU) = v(T)NyU) for U, T € [R,S]. It is easy to
show that ¢(TU) = (T)y(U). If R C ' is distributive, it follows
that for T, U,V € [R, S|, we get [T(UNV)] = p(T)w({U)NY(V)] =
(T O)]N[Y(T)(V)] = [(TU)N(TV)], giving T(UNV) = (TU)N
(T'V). Then, R C S is distributive.
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(2) Let T' € [R, S] be such that R'T is Il-irreducible in [R', S'] and
let U,V € [R,S] be such that T'= UV. Then, R'T = (R'U)(R'V), so
that either R"T' = R'U, or R'T' = R'V, which implies either T'= U, or
T =V and T is Il-irreducible in [R, S].

Let T € [R,S] be such that R'T is an atom in [R',S’]. Assume
that 7" is not an atom in [R,S]. There exists U €]R,T[ which yields
R C R'U C R'T, a contradiction. Then, T" is an atom in [R, S].

(3) Assume that R'T is Il-irreducible in [R', S’] for any Il-irreducible
T € [R,S]. This holds if 6 (or %) is bijective. If R C S" is an FIP
Boolean extension, any Il-irreducible element of [R',S’] is an atom
in [R', 5] in view of [33, page 292]. Moreover, R C S is also an FIP
extension since 6 is surjective. Let T' € [R, S| be II-irreducible in [R, S].
Then, R'T is Il-irreducible in [R', S"]. Then R'T' is an atom in [R', 5],
so that 7" is an atom in [R, S] by (2). Since Il-irreducible elements of
[R, S] are atoms, the same reference shows that R C S is Boolean. [

Proposition 3.7. An FCP extension R C S, whose Nagata extension
R(X) C S(X) has FIP and is Boolean, has FIP and is Boolean.

Proof. In view of ([12, Corollary 3.5]), R C S is an FCP extension
implies that S(X) = R(X) ®g 9, so that we can use Proposition 3.6
because R(X) C S(X) is distributive. Since R(X) C S(X) has FIP,
the map ¢ : [R, S| — [R(X), S(X)] defined by ¥(T") = T'(X) in Propo-
sition 3.6 is an order -isomorphism by [13, Theorem 32]. Let T" € [R, 5]
be Il-irreducible. Then, (7)) = T(X) = TR(X) is Il-irreducible, so
that R C S is Boolean by Proposition 3.6. U

Proposition 3.8. Let R C S be a ring extension, f : R — R a
flat ring epimorphism and S" := R' @g S. If R C S is a distributive
extension (resp. a FIP Boolean extension), then so is R' C S'.

Proof. The proof is a consequence of the following facts. Let f : R — R’
be a flat epimorphism and @) € Spec(R'), lying over P in R, then Rp —
Ry, is an isomorphism. Moreover, we have (R' ®r S)q = Ry, ®r, Sp,
so that Rp — Sp identifies to Ry — (R' ®r S)q = Sp.

Assume that R C S is distributive (resp.: FIP Boolean). Then, so is
Rp — Sp for each P € Spec(R) by Proposition 2.4 (resp. Proposition
3.4 and [11, Proposition 3.7]). Let Q € Spec(R') and P := f~1(Q) €
Spec(R). Since Rp — Sp identifies to Ry — S, we get that Ry, C
Sg is distributive (resp.; FIP Boolean) for each Q € Spec(R'). It
follows that R' C S’ is distributive (resp.: FIP Boolean) by the same
references. Indeed, in the FIP Boolean case, since R C S has FIP, so
has R’ C ', because Spec(R’) — Spec(R) is injective. O
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Proposition 3.9. Let R C S be an FCP distributive extension. The
following statements are equivalent:

(1) R C S is Boolean;
(2) Any -irreducible element is an atom;
(3) Any N-irreducible element is a co-atom.

Proof. (1) = (2) and (3). Assume that R C S is Boolean. By [32,
Theorem 5.2], the Il-irreducible elements of [R,S] are the atoms of
(R, S]. Using complements, we deduce that the N-irreducible elements
of [R, S] are the co-atoms of [R, S].

(2) = (1) by the equivalences given in [33, page 292] since R C S
has FIP by Lemma 2.10.

(3) = (2) It is enough to exchange products and intersections, and
atoms and co-atoms. O

Theorem 3.10. Let R C S be an FCP extension. The following state-
ments are equivalent, each of them implying that R C S has FIP:

(1) R C S is Boolean;
(2) R C S is factorial;
(3) R C S is co-factorial.

Proof. (1) = (2) by Theorem 3.1 and (1) = (3) because, by Proposition
2.9, any T' € [R, S| is a finite intersection of N-irreducible elements, and
then a finite intersection of co-atoms of [R, S] by Proposition 3.9.

(2) = (1). By Theorem 2.11, R C S is an atomistic distributive FIP
extension. Then, use the equivalences given in [33, page 292].

(3) = (2) It is enough to exchange products and intersections, and
atoms and co-atoms. O

Proposition 3.11. [17, Theorems 107 and 158] Let R C S be a
Boolean extension. Then, U C T is Boolean for any U,T € [R, S| such
that U CT and the complement of V € [U,T] in [U,T] is U(T NV?°).

We can now generalize Ayache’s result [3, Theorem 7] in case of an
arbitrary ring extension.

Proposition 3.12. When R C S has a mazimal chain of length n from
R to S such that |Supp(S/R)| = [MSupp(S/R)| = n, then R C S is
FIP Boolean, any mazimal chain of [R, S] has lengthn and |[R, S]| = 2.

Proof. Let Ry .= R C ... C R, C ... C R, := S be a maximal
chain of R-subalgebras of length n. For each i € N,,, set M; | :=
C(Ri_1, R;)) N R. Then, Supp(S/R) = {M;}!-) € Max(R) in view
of Lemma 2.14. It follows that M; # M; for each i # j, so that
Ry, = (Ri)a, € (Rig1)a, = Su; is minimal (and then has FIP), so
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that R C S has FIP by [11, Proposition 3.7]. Now, Ry, C Sy is
Boolean (see Example 3.2(1)), and so is R C S by Proposition 3.4.
The last results follow from Theorem 3.1. O

Let R C S be an FCP Boolean extension and let Ry := R C ... C
R, C ... C R, := S be a maximal chain of R-subalgebras of S. By
Proposition 3.11, R C R,,_; is an Boolean FCP extension and R,,_; C
S is minimal. Next theorem gives a kind of converse which allows us
to check by induction that an FIP extension is Boolean.

Theorem 3.13. An FIP extension R C S, which is not minimal, is
Boolean if and only if there exist U,T €|R, S| such that the conditions
(1),(2),(3) and (4) hold, if and only if there exist U,T €]R,S[ such
that the conditions (1), (4) and (5) hold:

(1) [R,S] = [R, T]U[U, S].

(2) [U,S] ={UL| L € [R,T]}.

(3) L C UL is a minimal extension for each L € [R,T)].

(4) [R,T] is a Boolean lattice.

(5) The map ¢ : [R,T] — [U,S] defined by p(L) = UL, for L €
[R,T], is bijective.

Moreover, if these conditions hold, U s an atom, T = U° is a co-
atom. In fact, these conditions hold for any atom U’ and its comple-
ment T', and [R,T'| N [U’, S] = 0.

Proof. Assume that R C S has FIP and is not minimal. Set A :=
{Ay,..., A,}. We will prove the Theorem in four steps:
(a) R C S is Boolean = (1)+(2)+(3)+(4).
b) (1)+(2)+(3)+(4) = ()+(1)+(5)
&) ()+(A)+(5) = (1) +(2)+(3)+(4).
d) (1)+(2)+(3)+(4)+(5) = R C S is Boolean.
a) Assume that R C S is Boolean. Set U := A; € [R,S] and
= U° € [R,S], the complement of U, so that U N T = R and
UT = S. Moreover, T =[]\, A; [32, Theorems 3.43 and 5.1].

(1) Let L € [R,S] and assume that L ¢ [U,S]. We have U C L°,
the complement of L [32, Theorem 5.1] and U C L° implies L C T by
[32, Theorem 5.1], so that L € [R,T]. Hence (1) is proved. Moreover,
(R, TN [U,S] = 0 because U C L C T, for some L € [R,T]N[U,S]
leads to the contradiction UNT = U = R.

(2) Each element of [R,S] is a product of some A;s by Theorem
3.10. Let L' := [],c; Ai € [U, S] for some I C N,,. Then, 1 € I because
UCL (ifnot, UN L' = R = U is absurd). In particular, L' = UL,
where L := [[;cp\ 1y Ai € T and (2) follows since UL € [U, S].

(
(
(
(
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(3) Let L :=[[,.; A € [R,T], so that 1 ¢ I by (1). Then, UL =
[Liciupy 4io Let L' € [L,UL]. There exists some J C N, such that
L' .= [],c, Ai. By the uniqueness of this writing, I € J C I U {1},
so that we have either I = J or J = I U {1}, giving either L' = L or
L' =UL. It follows that L C UL is minimal and (3) holds.

(4) By Proposition 3.11 R C T is Boolean. Remark that (1), (2), (3)
and (4) hold for any atom U’" with complement 7".

R —- L — T

In fact, we have the following diagram: | J i

U —- UL — S

(b) Assume that (1)4(2)+(3)+(4) holds. Then ¢ is surjective by
(2). Let L,L" € [R,T] be such that (L) = (L'), that is UL =
UL'. Since L, L' C T, we get that LL" € [R,T]. Moreover, U(LL') =
(UL)(UL') = UL. Then, L,L’ C LL' C UL = UL’ gives by (3) either
LL' # UL = UL, so that LL' =L = L' or LL'’ =UL € [U, S]. But,
in this last case, UL = LL' ¢ ULL' = UL is minimal, a contradiction,
because LL' € [R,T]. Then, ¢ is bijective and (5) holds.

(¢) Assume that (1)4(4)-+(5) holds. Then (2) holds by (5). Let
L € [R,T]. Since UL € [U,S], we get L # UL. Deny, so that U C
L C T yields S = UT =T, a contradiction. Assume that there exists
some L' €|L,UL[. It follows that UL C UL C U(UL) = UL, a
contradiction. Then, L C UL is minimal, giving (3).

(d) Assume that (1)+(2)4(3)+(4)+(5) holds for some U, T € [R, 5]
and that [R,T|N[U,S] # 0. If L € [R,T]N[U,S], then L = UL is a
contradiction with (3). So, [R,T]N[U,S] = 0. We are going to prove
that [R, S] is a complemented distributive lattice. We first show that T’
is the complement of U. We get that R C U is minimal by (3), so that
R=UNT, because U NT = U would imply U C T, a contradiction.
Indeed, UT = S by (2) because the map [R,T] — [U,S] defined by
L +— UL is increasing. Then, T is a complement of U.

Now, conditions (1), (2) and (5) show that [R, S] is a decomposable
lattice, that is for any L € [R,S], there is a unique pair (L, Ls) €
[R,T] x [R,U] such that L = Ly Ly (see [36, p.57]). Set Ly := L and
Ly :== R when L € [R,T]. Set Ly := U and take L; € [R,T] such
that L = ¢(Ly) when L € [U,S]|. The uniqueness of such (L, Lo)
is obvious in each case. Then, [R,S] is isomorphic as a lattice to
[R,T] x [R,U]. In particular, since [R,T] and [R, U] are each Boolean,
and then distributive, so is [R, S| by [36, Proposition 3.5.1].

Let L € [R,S] = [R,T)U[U,S]. Assume first that L € [R,T] with
complement L” in [R, T because R C T is Boolean, so that LNL" = R
and LL" = T. Setting L' := L"U, we get LL' = LL"U =TU = S.
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Moreover LN L' = LNL"'"U = (LN L") (LNU) = R. Then, L' is a
complement of L in [R, S].

Now, assume that L € [U,S]. Set L” = LNT € [R,T], and let
L' € [R,T] be its complement in [R,7T]. Then, LNL' =LNL'NT =
L"NL' = R. Moreover, LL' = LUL' D UL"L' = UT = S gives that
LL' = S. Then, L has a complement in [R, S].

So, any element of [R, S] has a complement in [R, S|, which is unique
by distributivity. To conclude, R C S is Boolean. O

We are now in position to generalize and improve Ayache’s result
[2, Theorem 38] for an arbitrary FIP extension, using a completely
different method. We will need next results.

Proposition 3.14. An FCP extension R C S, such that Supp(T/R) N
Supp(S/T) =0 for all T € [R,S], is a Boolean extension.

Proof. By Theorem 2.26, Ry, C Sy is minimal, whence Boolean for
M € MSupp(S/R), so that R C S is Boolean by Proposition 3.4. [

Proposition 3.15. Let R C S be an FCP extension and let T € [R, 5]
such that MSupp(S/T) "MSupp(T/R) = 0. Then R C S is Boolean if
and only if RC T and T C S are Boolean.

Proof. Assume first that R C T and T" C S are Boolean. Let M €
MSupp(S/R). Then either M € MSupp(S/T') (%) or M € MSupp(7T'/R)
(x). In case (%), M ¢ MSupp(T/R), so that Ty; = Ry;. Hence,
[Rar, Su) = [Tar, Syl is Boolean by Proposition 3.4. In case (xx),
M & MSupp(S/T'), so that Tpy = Sy Then, [Rar, Sy] = [Rar, Tas] is
Boolean by Proposition 3.4. Therefore, [Rys, Sy] is Boolean for each
M € MSupp(S/R), and Proposition 3.4 gives that R C S is Boolean.
The converse is given by Proposition 3.11. U

3.2. Characterization of Boolean extensions.

Theorem 3.16. An FIP extension R C S is Boolean if and only if (1)
and (2) hold, in which case R is the complement of R:

(1) Supp(R/R) NSupp(S/R) = 0.

(2) [R, R] and [R, S| are Boolean lattices.

Proof. If [R,S] is Boolean, set T := (R)°. Then RNT = R and
RT = S, so that Supp(R/R) N Supp(S/R) = 0 [28, Proposition 3.6],
and (1) holds. The same proposition shows that B = (R)°. Now (2)
results from Proposition 3.15.

Conversely, assume that (1) and (2) hold. Then, Proposition 3.15
implies that [R, S] is Boolean. O
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We get a generalization of Ayache’s result [2, Theorem 38] as a corol-
lary thanks to the following lemma.

Lemma 3.17. Let R C S be an FCP extension. Set X = {(T",T") €
[R,R] x [R,S] | Supps(R/T") N Suppy (T"/R) = 0}. There is a bijec-
tion ¢ : [R,S] — X defined by o(T) := (TNR, RT) for each T € [R, S].
In particular, if R C S has FIP, then |[R, S]| < |[R, R]||[R, S]|.

Proof. Let (T',T") € [R, R]x[R, S]. Then, R is also the integral closure
T of T"in T" (and in S).

Let T € [R,S]. Set T" := TN R and T” := RT. Then (T",T") €
[R,R] x [R,S]. If T =T" then T" = T” = R implies T' = R and
Suppp (R/T") = Supps(T”/R) = (. Now assume that 7" # T”, then
Suppy (R/T') N Supp (T /R) = 0 [28, Proposition 3.6]. Hence we can
define ¢ : [R,S] — X by ¢(T) := (I' N R, RT) for each T € [R, S].

Now, let T1, Ty € [R,S] be such that o(T}) = ¢(T3) = (T",7").
Assume 7" # T". Another use of [28, Proposition 3.6] gives that T} =
Ty. If T" = T", then, T" = T" = R, so that T} = T, = R. It follows
that ¢ is injective. The same reference gives that ¢ is bijective. 0

Corollary 3.18. The extension R C S is FIP Boolean if and only if
the two following conditions hold:

(1) RC R and R C S are FIP Boolean extensions.
(2) [[R, S]] = [[R, RI||[R, S]]

Proof. It R C S is FIP Boolean, Proposition 3.11 implies that so are
RC Rand R C S, giving (1). Since Supp(R/R) N Supp(S/R) = 0 by
Theorem 3.16, we infer that |[R, S]| = |[R, R]||[R, S]| [28, Lemma 3.7].

Conversely, assume that conditions (1) and (2) (which are equivalent
to those of Theorem 3.16 because R C S has FIP) hold. The map
¢ defined in Lemma 3.17 being injective, condition (2) shows that
¢([R,S]) = [R, R] x [R,S]. Therefore, there is T' € [R,S] such that
o(T) = (R,S), inducing by the properties of ¢ that Suppgr(R/R) N
Suppx(S/R) = 0, (actually, the condition of Theorem 3.16(1), asserting
that R C S is Boolean). O

Corollary 3.19. Let R C S be an FIP Boolean extension, where R is
a local ring. Then, R C S is either Priifer, or integral.

Proof. Use Theorem 3.16 and [30, Proposition 4.16]. O

By Corollary 3.19 and Proposition 3.4, the characterization of Boolean
FIP extension R C S can be reduced to those that are either Priifer or
integral, with R local.
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For the Priifer case, we recover and generalize some Ayache’s results
on extensions of integral domains [2, Proposition 35].

Proposition 3.20. An integrally closed extension R C S is Boolean
and FIP if and only if R C S is a Priifer extension and |Supp(S/R)| =
IMSupp(S/R)| < co. If these conditions hold, |[R, S]| = 2/SwrS/R)l,

Proof. Assume first that [Supp(S/R)| = |MSupp(S/R)| < oo and that
R C S is Priifer. From [11, Proposition 6.9], we infer that R C S
has FIP. Moreover, we proved in [11, Proposition 6.12], that, under
these conditions, |[Rar, Su]| = 2 for each M € Supp(S/R), so that
Ry € Sy is Boolean for each M € Supp(S/R) by Example 3.2(1),
and then [R, S| is Boolean by Proposition 3.4. From [11, Proposition
6.12], we deduce that |[R, S]| = 2/Swr(S/R)l,

Conversely, suppose that R C S is Boolean and has FIP. Then, [11,
Proposition 6.9] implies that R C S is Priifer and Supp(S/R) is finite.
Since R C S is Boolean, so is Ry C Sy for each M € Supp(S/R)
by Proposition 3.4. But, [Ras, Sy is chained [11, Theorem 6.10]. It
follows that Ry, C Sy is minimal for each M € Supp(S/R) by Example
3.2 (1), so that [Suppg,, (Sa/Rar)| = 1 for each M € Supp(S/R) and
then Supp(S/R) € MSupp(S/R) completes the proof. O

Corollary 3.21. An integrally closed FIP extension R C S, with
MSupp(S/R) := {M,,...,M,}, is Boolean if and only if R C S is
locally minimal. In this case, R C S is a B-extension.

Proof. The two properties are equivalent by the proof of the above
proposition. Since Supp(S/R) = MSupp(S/R) holds in this case, [11,
Theorem 3.6] shows that ¢ is a bijection. O

The following definitions are needed for the sequel.

Definition 3.22. An integral extension R C S is called infra-integral
[26] (resp.; subintegral [34]) if all its residual extensions kg(P) —
ks(Q), (with @ € Spec(S) and P := QNR) are isomorphisms (resp.;and
the natural map Spec(S) — Spec(R) is bijective). An extension R C S
is called t-closed (cf. [26]) if the relations b € S, r € R, b* —rb €
R, ¥*—rb? € Rimply b € R. The t-closure 4R of R in S is the smallest
element B € [R, S] such that B C S is t-closed and the greatest element
B’ € [R,S] such that R C B’ is infra-integral. An extension R C S
is called seminormal (cf. [34]) if the relations b € S, b* € R, b> € R
imply b € R. The seminormalization R of R in S is the smallest
element B € [R,S] such that B C S is seminormal and the greatest
element B’ € [R,S] such that R C B’ is subintegral. The extension
RC{RCLR C R C Siscalled the canonical decompositionof R C S.
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Three types of minimal integral extensions exist, characterized in the
next theorem, (a consequence of the fundamental lemma of Ferrand-
Olivier), so that there are four types of minimal extensions.

Theorem 3.23. [11, Theorems 2.2 and 2.3] Let R C T be an extension
and M := (R :T). Then R C T is minimal and finite if and only if
M € Max(R) and one of the following three conditions holds:

(a) inert case: M € Max(T') and R/M — T/M is a minimal field
extension.

(b) decomposed case: There exist My, My € Max(T) such that M =
M, N My and the natural maps R/M — T' /M, and R/M — T /M, are
both isomorphisms; or, equivalently, there exists ¢ € T \ R such that
T=Rlql, *—q€ M, and Mq C M.

(¢) ramified case: There exists M’ € Max(T) such that M'> C M C
M', [T/M : R/M] = 2, and the natural map R/M — T/M' is an
isomorphism; or, equivalently, there exists ¢ € T \ R such that T =
Rlq], ¢* € M, and Mq C M.

It remains to solve [2, Problem 45]: under which conditions an in-
tegral extension R C S is Boolean and has FIP? The study is quite
complicated. We are going to use the canonical decomposition of an
integral ring extension and Proposition 3.4 which allows us to only
consider local rings R.

Proposition 3.24. Let R C S be an integral FIP Boolean extension
where R is local. Then, R C S is either infra-integral or t-closed.

Proof. Let T := %R be the t-closure of the local ring (R, M) in S, and
let T° € [R,S] be its complement. Let T" be the t-closure of R in
T°, so that R C T" is infra-integral, and then 7" C T'. It follows that
T"CT°NT = R. Then T" = R and R C T° is t-closed. In the same
way, let 7" be the t-closure of T° in S, so that 7" C S is t-closed and
then T"C T”. Hence S = T°T C T”, so that T = S and T° C S is
infra-integral.

Assume that R C S is neither t-closed, nor infra-integral, so that
T,7° # R,S. Then, there are Ry € [R,T] and R} € [R,T°] such
that R C R is minimal infra-integral, and R C R} is minimal inert,
with both the same crucial maximal ideal M. By [14, Propositions 7.1
and 7.4], there are two maximal chains from R to Ry R} with different
lengths, and the same statement holds for R C S. This contradicts
Condition (JH) of Proposition 2.5 since R C S is distributive. Then,
R C S is either infra-integral, or t-closed. O

Remark 3.25. Proposition 3.24 is no longer true if R is not local. Take
aring R with two distinct maximal ideals M; and Ms, and two minimal
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extensions R C T} ramified and R C T3 inert with M; := C(R,T}) and
My := C(R,T3). Assume that S := T} 75 exists, so that Ry, C Sy, =
(T7) a1, is minimal ramified, and then Boolean and Ry, C Sy, = (T2) s,
is minimal inert, and then Boolean. It follows from Proposition 3.4 that
R C S is Boolean although being neither infra-integral nor t-closed. To
get such a situation, we may take S := Z[i|, Ty := Z + 2S, T} :=
Z+3S and R := T1NTy = Z + 6S. It is well known that 2 is
ramified in S and 3 is inert in S. Then, 75 C S is a minimal ramified
extension with conductor 2S5 and 77} C S is a minimal inert extension
with conductor 3S. Moreover, 25 and 35 are incomparable. Setting
M, :=25NR = 2T, and M, := 35N R = 3T, [14, Proposition 6.6(a)]
shows that R C 77 is minimal ramified and R C 75 is minimal inert
with M1 = G(R, Tl), M2 = G(R, Tg) and S = T1T2.

We first consider the infra-integral case for which we need the next
lemma.

Lemma 3.26. A subintegral FIP extension (resp. seminormal and
infra-integral) R C S, where (R, M) is local, is Boolean if and only if
R C S is minimal ramified (resp. decomposed).

Proof. One implication is Example 3.2 (1).

Conversely, assume that [R,S] is a Boolean lattice. The atoms of
(R, S] are of the form R; := R+ Rux;, fori € I :=N,,, n:= |A]|, where
x; € Sissuch that 22 € M (resp. 2? —x; € M) and ;M C M, because
R C R; is minimal ramified (resp.; decomposed), with M = (R : R;).
Then, S = [[,c; Ri by Theorem 3.1. Let M; := M + Rx; be the (resp.;
one) maximal ideal of R;. Assume that n > 1. Let i, 7 € I be such that
1 7é j, so that R = RZ N Rj, with X € RZR] But, Rz C RZR] and
R; C R;R; are minimal Theorem 3.1, so that x; € M; = (R; : R;R;)
and z; € M; = (R; : R;R;). In the decomposed case, we may choose ;
and z; in order that M, and M; are the needed conductors. It follows
that M; and M; are ideals of R;R;, and so is M; N M;, which contains
MZMj But MZQMJ - RZQR] = R. This 1mphes that Tl S MZQM] =
M; " RN M; = M, the maximal ideal of R. Then, z;x; € M, giving
S=R+> . Rx;. Set x:=x;, +2; ¢ Rand R, := R+ Rr # R;, R;.
We get that 2? = o7 + 27 +2x,2; € M (resp. 2° = z;+x;+m = x+m,
where m € M). Moreover, tM C x;M + ;M C M, so that R C R, is
minimal by Theorem 3.23, and R, is an atom of [R,S]. But we have
‘Rm Q RZ‘Rj, so that Rx = Rx N RZR] = (Rx N RZ)(Rx N R]) = R, a
contradiction. Then, n =1, S = R; and R C S is minimal. O

It may be asked if extensions of Boolean rings and Boolean extensions
are linked. Next result shows that they are quite never linked.
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Proposition 3.27. Let S be a Boolean ring and R a subring of S
such that R C S is a finite extension. Then R C S is seminormal
infra-integral and R C S is Boolean if and only if R C S s locally
minimal.

Proof. Since S is a Boolean ring, R C S is seminormal integral. Be-
cause a Boolean local ring is isomorphic to Z/27Z, the residual exten-
sions of R C S are isomorphisms, so that R C S is infra-integral. Now,
R C S is finite implies that it has FCP by [11, Theorem 4.2].

Assume that R C S is Boolean. Then, R C S has FIP by Theorem
3.1 because FCP distributive. Moreover, an appeal to Lemma 3.26
shows that R C S is locally minimal.

Conversely, if R C S is locally minimal, then R C S is Boolean in
view of Corollary 3.5. Indeed, R C S has FIP [11, Proposition 3.7]. [

Next proposition gives a characterization of arbitrary infra-integral
Boolean FIP extensions.

Proposition 3.28. An infra-integral FIP extension R C S, where
(R, M) is local, is Boolean if and only if there exist x,y € S such that
S = Rx,y], where 2, zy,y*> —y € M and xM,yM C M.

If these conditions hold, then R|x,y] = R[z + y].

Proof. If R C S is subintegral, we choose y = 0, if R C S'is seminormal,
we choose x = 0. In both cases, we use Lemma 3.26 to get the equiva-
lence. From now on, we assume that R C S is neither subintegral, nor
seminormal.

Assume that R C S is Boolean and set T := {R # R,S. From
Proposition 3.11, we deduce that [R,T] and [T, S] are Boolean . Then,
R C T is minimal ramified, which implies that 7" is also local. It
follows that 7" C S is minimal decomposed by Lemma 3.26, so that
([R, S] = 2, because all maximal chains of [R, S| have the same length
([11, Lemma 5.4]). If U := T°, then, U # R,S, so that R C U
and U C S are minimal. Since U NT = R, we get that R C U
is decomposed, because it cannot be ramified. For the same reason,
U C S is minimal ramified. Let x,y € S be such that 7" = R[z]| and
U = R|y|, so that S = R[z,y|, where 2%, y*~y € M and xM,yM C M.
Set M' := M + Rx which is the only maximal ideal of 7', so that
M =(T:8). Set M" := M + Ry € Max(U). We can assume that
M"= (U:S). Then,zy e M'NM"CTNUNM =M.

Conversely, assume that there exist z,y € S such that S = R[z,y],
where 2%, xy,y*> —y € M and aM,yM C M, so that M = (R : S).
Set T := R[z] and U := R[y|. Then, R C T is minimal ramified
and M + Rx is the maximal ideal of T', whereas, R C U is minimal
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decomposed and M + Ry € Max(U). Moreover, TTNU = R and TU =
S. Since (M + Rx)(M + Ry) € M, it follows from [14, Proposition
7.6] that R C S is an FCP infra-integral extension of length 2, so
that 7" C S is minimal decomposed and U C S is minimal ramified.
Hence, [R,S] = {R,T,U,S} by [31, Theorem 6.1] and is Boolean by
Theorem 3.13.

Assume that the preceding conditions hold, so that R C S is Boolean,
whence simple by Theorem 3.1. Since R[x + y] # R,T,U, we have
S = Rlz +y]. O

We can now sum up the previous results in order to get a character-
ization of Boolean FIP extensions.

Theorem 3.29. An FIP extension R C S is Boolean if and only if,
for each M € MSupp(S/R), one of the following conditions holds:

(1) Ry C Su is a minimal extension.

(2) There exist U, T € [Ryr, Sy such that Ry C T is minimal
ramified, Ry C U is minimal decomposed and [Ryr, Syl =
{Ras, T, U, Sar}.

(3) Ry C Syr is a Boolean t-closed extension (equivalently, Ry C
Sy is t-closed and kr(M) C ks(N) is a Boolean field extension,
where N is the only mazimal ideal of S lying above M ).

Proof. From Proposition 3.4, we deduce that [R, S] is Boolean if and
only if, for each M € MSupp(S/R), [Rar, Sa) is Boolean. An appeal to
Corollary 3.19 shows that this statement is equivalent to the following:
for each M € MSupp(S/R), either Ry, C Sy is Boolean and integrally
closed (%), or Ry, C Sy is Boolean integral (xx). In case (x) Corollary
3.21 gives that Ry, C Sy is Boolean integrally closed if and only if
Ry C Sy is Priifer minimal. In case (xx), when Ry, C Sy is integral,
Proposition 3.24 says that Ry, C Sy is Boolean if and only if either
Ry C Sy is infra-integral Boolean (a), or Ry, C Sy is t-closed Boolean
(b). To sum up, if [R,S] is Boolean, for each M € MSupp(S/R),
either (%) or (xx) (a) or (%) (b) holds. Case (x) implies (1). Case
(xx) (a) implies either (1) or (2). Indeed, by Proposition 3.28, there
exist z,y € Sy such that Sy = Rys[x,y], where 22, 2y, y?> —y € MRy,
and MRy, yMRy C MRy Since M € MSupp(S/R), we have
Ry # S, so that either x € Ry ory € Ryy. If both z,y € Ry, setting
T := Ry[z] and U := Ry[y], we get (2). If only one of z,y & Ry, we
get (1). Case (xx) (b) is (3). Conversely, if (1) holds, then Ry C Sy
is Boolean by Example 3.2(1). If (2) holds, then Ry, C Sy is Boolean
by Proposition 3.28, setting 7" := Ry[z] and U := Ry[y| for some
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x €T, y € U such that 22, 2y, y?> —y € MRy and M Ry;, yM Ry C
MRy;. At last, (3) is (xx) (b).

We now show that, for some M € MSupp(S/R), Ry C Sy is
Boolean t-closed is equivalent to Ry C Sy is t-closed and x(M) C
k(N) is a Boolean field extension, where N is the only maximal ideal
of S lying above M. Set R’ := Ry;, M’ := M Ry; and S’" := S);. Since
R C 8" is t-closed, M’ = (R : §') and (S, M’) is local, [12, Lemma
3.17]. It follows that there is only one maximal ideal N in S lying over
M, so that Sy = Sy ([5, Proposition 2, page 40]) and rkg(N) = S’"/M'.
Then kr(M) = R'/M' C S'/M" = kg(N) is an FIP field extension.
Now, R’ C 5" is Boolean if and only if R'/M’ C S’/M" is Boolean by
Proposition 3.4. 0

It follows that the remaining t-closed case can be reduced to the case
of FIP field extensions. The case of fields is the subject of the next
section, because of its complexity.

Proposition 3.30. A ring extension R C S has FIP and is Boolean
if and only if R(X) C S(X) has FIP and is Boolean.

Proof. One part of the proof is Proposition 3.7. So, assume that R C S
has FIP and is Boolean. Then, R(X) C S(X) has FIP if and only if
R C R is arithmetic [29, Corollary 4.3]. If this conditions holds,
the map ¢ : [R, S| — [R(X), S(X)| defined by T"+— T'(X) is an order-
isomorphism [13, Theorem 32]. It follows that R(X) C S(X) is Boolean
since Boolean conditions are preserved through . To complete the
proof, we need only to show that R(X) C S(X) has FIP. It follows
from Proposition 3.11 that [R, §R] is finite and Boolean. But, under
these conditions, Theorem 3.29 yields that either Ry = (¥R)y or
Ry C (3R)y is minimal, for each M € MSupp(S/R). This means
that R C ¥ R is arithmetic, so that R(X) C S(X) has FIP. O

4. BOOLEAN FIP FIELD EXTENSIONS

The characterization of a Boolean extension of fields is quite different
from those obtained in Theorem 3.13 and needs a special study.

4.1. FIP non separable field extensions. We will call in this pa-
per radicial any purely inseparable field extension. We recall that a
minimal field extension is either separable or radicial ([27, p. 371]).
We will use the separable closure of a FIP algebraic field extension.
In this subsection, we only consider FIP field extensions. Indeed, a
finite algebraic field extension is not necessarily FIP. For instance a
radicial extension k& C L has not FIP, when p := c¢(k), L := k[x,y],
with 2, y? € k and [L : k] = p*.
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Lemma 4.1. An FIP radicial field extension k C K is chained.

Proof. Since k C K has FIP, there exists a € K such that K = k[a] by
the Primitive Element Theorem. Moreover, ¢(k) = p is a prime integer
because k C K is radicial. Then, the monic minimal polynomial of «
over k is of the form f(X) := X?" —a = (X — )?", where a := " for
some positive integer n.

The map ¢ : {0,...,n} — [k, K] defined by p(m) = k[a?"] is
strictly decreasing. Let L € [k, K| and g(X) be the monic minimal
polynomial of & over L. Then, g(X) divides f(X) in K[X] and is of the
form g(X) = (X —a)?" for some m € {0,...,n} because L C K = L[a]
is radicial and then the degree of g(X) is a power of p. It follows that
g(X) = XP" —aP" = XP" -, where 3 := of" € L. By the proof of the
Primitive Element Theorem, L is generated over k by the coefficients
of g(x), so that L = k[B] = k[a?"] = ¢(m). Then, ¢ is a bijection and
[k, K] is chained. O

We here take the opportunity to correct a miswriting in the proof
of [29, Proposition 2.3]. The sentence: “It follows that there is only
one maximal chain composing K C L, and it has length n” has to be
replaced with “It follows that any maximal chain composing K C L
has length n”.

Theorem 4.2. An FIP field extension k C K, with separable closure
T and radicial closure U such that U,T & {k, K}, is Boolean if and

only if the following conditions hold:

(1) kU and T C K are minimal.

(2) [k, K] = [k, T|U[U, K].

(3) kC T and k C U are linearly disjoint.
(4) [k, T] is a Boolean lattice.

If these conditions hold, then [k, T|N[U, K] =0 and U = T°.

Proof. Since k C U is radicial, ¢(k) = p is a prime integer.

Assume that k& C K is Boolean. If T is the complement of 7" and
T’ the separable closure of k£ in T°, then 7" C T° N'T = k entails
that k& C T° is radicial, so that 7° C U. But K = T°T C UT gives
UT = K. Moreover, k = U NT shows that T° = U.

We claim that k£ C U is minimal. Deny, and let U; €|k, U] be such
that & C U; is minimal. Since k C U is radicial, [k, U] is a chain by
Lemma 4.1. Let Uy €|T, K[ be the complement of U; in [k, K. Then,
K = U, U7y C UUy implies K = UUy. Moreover, t CUNU; CU =
Unuy e kU Hk#AUNUY, then Uy CUNUY CUY = UUY =
Uy = K is absurd because U; # k. Hence, U N Uy = k, so that U7 is
also the complement of U, which is absurd. It follows that £ C U is
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minimal. Then (1), (2) and (4) hold by Theorem 3.13(3),(1),(4). We
get that [U : k| = [K : T| = psince k C U and T' C K are minimal
radicial. But, K = TU = [TU : T] = [U : k], and then k C T and
k C U are linearly disjoint [6, Proposition 5, A V.13].

Conversely, assume that (1), (2), (3) and (4) hold. Then, the above
conditions (2) and (4) on 7" and U coincide with Theorem 3.13(1),(4),
so that we can use the diagram appearing in its proof, where L € [k, T7:

k — L — T

+ + +
U - UL - K

Then, L € LU and L C T are linearly disjoint [6, Proposition 8, A
V.14]. In particular, [LU : L| = [K : T] = p shows that L C LU is
minimal as in Theorem 3.13(3). Let L € [U, K|, and set L' :== LNT,
which is the separable closure of k¥ C L. Then, L' C L is radicial. But,
UL' C L is both separable (because so is U C K by [6, Proposition 16,
page 45]) and radicial, because L' C L is radicial, so that L'U = L =
U(LNT). Then, [U K] ={UL"| L' € [k, T]} implies Theorem 3.13(2).
Finally, [k, K] is Boolean by Theorem 3.13. The missing statement
[k, T]N [U, K] = 0 hold by Theorem 3.13. O

Hence, we need only to consider either radicial or separable Boolean
field extensions to have a complete answer. We recall [20] that a finite
field extension k& C L is said to be exceptional if k is the radicial closure
and L is not the separable closure. Then, a finite exceptional field
extension k& C L is never Boolean. Deny. Using notation of Theorem
4.2, U =k =T° implies T'= L, a contradiction.

Proposition 4.3. An FIP radicial field extension k C K is Boolean if
and only if k C K is minimal if and only if c(k) = [K : k].

Proof. Use Example 3.2 (1) since [k, K] is a chain by Lemma 4.1 for
the first equivalence, the second comes from [27, Proposition 2.2]. [

A Galois extension k£ C K is minimal if and only if [K : k] is a prime
integer [27, Proposition 2.2]. But this equivalence does not always
hold for an arbitrary finite separable extension. Theorem 4.5 charac-
terizes minimal separable extensions, independently of Galois Theory,
contrary to Philippe’s methods [25]. She proved that a separable exten-
sion k C k(x) is minimal if and only if the Galois group of the minimal
polynomial of x is primitive [27, Proposition 2.2(3)]. See also Cox [9,
page 414] for the characterization and links between primitive groups
and “primitive” separable polynomials, a non trivial theory.
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4.2. Finite separable field extensions. Let k C L be a finite separa-
ble field extension, (whence FIP). Then any T" € [k, L[ is an intersection
of finitely many N-irreducible elements of [k, L] by Proposition 2.9. We
give an upper bound of |[k, L]| and recall a result from Dobbs-Mullins.

Proposition 4.4. Let k C L be a finite separable field extension of
degree n.

(1) Then, |k, L]| < B,,, where By, is the nth Bell number.

(2) [10, Theorem 2.7] If k is an infinite field, then, |[k, L]| < 2"72+1.

Proof. (1) k C L is étale since a finite separable field extension, and
then, letting Q be an algebraic closure of k, [6, Proposition 2, page
AV.29] shows that the Q-algebra 2 ®; L is diagonalizable, and then
isomorphic to Q" for some integer n. But |[Q2,Q"]| = B, by [12,
Proposition 4.15], so that [k, L] < B,,. O

Moreover, if k C L is Boolean, any N-irreducible element is a co-
atom by Proposition 3.9. In fact, Theorem 3.10 says that & C L is
Boolean if and only if any T € [k, L[ is an intersection in a unique way
of finitely many co-atoms. Thanks to principal subfields introduced
in [35] and some of their properties we studied in [31], we are able to
characterize co-atoms of a finite separable field extension, and then give
a characterization of a finite separable Boolean field extension by using
[35], from van Hoeij, Kliiners and Novocin, that gives an algorithm to
compute subextensions of a finite separable field extension. We recall
the notation of [31], (k,[X] is the set of monic polynomials of k[X]).

From now on, our riding hypotheses for the subsection will be: L :=
k[x] is a finite separable (whence FIP) field extension of k with degree
n and f(X) € k,[X] is the minimal polynomial of x over k. If g(X) €
L,[X] divides f(X), we denote by K|, the k-subalgebra of L generated
by the coefficients of ¢g. For any K € [k, L], we denote by fr(X) €
K, [X] the minimal polynomial of z over K. The proof of the Primitive
Element Theorem shows that K = Ky, (x). Of course, fx(X) divides
F(X) in K[X] (and in LIX]). I f(X) = (X — ) f1(X) - f(X)
is the decomposition of f(X) into irreducible factors of L,[X], we set
F:={f1,..., fr} because the f!s are different by separability. For each
a € Ny, we set Lo = {g(z) € L | g(X) € k[X], g(X) = g(2) (fa(X))
in L[X]}. The L/ s are called the principal subfields of k C L. It may
be that L, = Lg for some a # [ (see [31, Example 5.17 (1)]). To get
rid of this situation, we defined in [31] ® : F — [k, L] by ®(f.) = La.
Ift:=|O(F)|, we set ©(F) :={E,...,E} :=E. Wedenote by Es the
common value of these L,’s and by € := ®(F) the set of all distinct
principal subfields of & C L. We set mg := fg, for § € N;.
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For K € [k, L[, we set I(K) := {a € N, | fx(X)/fa(X) € L,[X]}.
We also set J(K) :={p € N, | ®(f,) = Eg for all « € I(K)}. For each
B €N, we set Fg :={f, € F| f, divides mg in L[X]}.

Theorem 4.5. [31, Theorem 5.5| Let K € [k,L[. Then, fx(X) =
(X = 2) [oerr) fa(X) and K = {g(z) € L | g(X) € k[X] g(X) =
g(z) (fr(X)) in K[X]} = Ngesx)yEs = NacrxyLa. In particular,
[k, L]| < 2" and k C L is minimal if and only if t = 1.

Proof. The inequality comes from that any K € [k, L] is an intersection
of some principal subfields and gives the equivalence. O

The inequality in Theorem 4.5 gives a better bound than the one
of Proposition 4.4 because 2! < 2"~! < B, thanks to the induction
formula B, = Z?:o C! B;. In case k C L is not a Galois extension,
we get a better bound than the bound of [10, Theorem 2.7].

Corollary 4.6. Let k C L be a finite separable field extension which is
not Galois and of degree n. Then, |[k, L]| < 2"

Proof. Let f(X) be the minimal polynomial of the extension & C L and
set f(X) = (X —2)f1(X) - f-(X) the decomposition of f(X) into
irreducible factors of L,[X]. Since k C L is not Galois, at least one f;
is not of degree 1, so that n = 14+ "'_, deg(f;) > 14+2+(r—1) = r+42.
It follows that ¢t < r < n — 2 implies |[k, L]| < 2! <2772, O

In the following, we write K, := K, , where g,(X) := (X —z) fo(X).
Lemma 4.7. For K, K' € [k, L], K C K' & fr(X)|fx(X) in L[X].

Proof. Assume that K C K’. Then, fx(X) € K'[X] satisfies fx(x) =
0, so that fx/(X) divides fx(X) in K’'[X], and also in L[ X].
Conversely, assume that fxs divides fx in L[X]. Since Theorem 4.5
implies K = Nacr(iyLa, K' = NacrxyLa and fr divides fx in L[X],
any f, which divides fx divides fg, so that I(K’) C I(K) and then
K = Nac1(kx L C Naer(x )L =K. ]

Proposition 4.8. If K, K’ € [k, L], then lem(fk, fx/) divides fxnr
and frx divides ged(fr, fxr) in L[ X].

Proof. Use Lemma 4.7 applied to K N K' C K, K' C KK'. O
We set D := {fx | K € [k,L]}. Then, (D, <) is a poset for the
order < defined as follows: if fx, fxr € D, then fx < fg if and only

if fi|fx in L[X], which is equivalent to K/ C K by Lemma 4.7. In
particular, sup and inf are respectively lem and ged in D.
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Corollary 4.9. The map ¢ : [k, L] — D defined by K — fx is a
reversing order bijection such that sup(fx, fx') = fxnx and fxgx =
il’lf(fK, fK/) for K, K' e [I{Z,L]

Proof. ¢ is obviously surjective and is injective since K = Ky, by (*).
It is reversing order by Lemma 4.7. Let K, K’ € [k, L], we deduce from
Proposition 4.8 that fxx < fx, fxr < frxnr'. Let Ky € [k, L] be such
that fx, < fk, fxr. It follows that K, K" C K; so that KK’ C Kj,
whence frx, < fxg and then, fxr = inf(fk, fx/). A similar proof
shows that Sup(fK, fK/) = fKﬂK’- O

We denote by CA = {K € [k,L] | K C L minimal} the set of
co-atoms of [k, L].

Proposition 4.10. Assume that k C L s not minimal and let K €
|k, L]. If K € CA, there is some € N; such that K = Ez. Moreover,
for any B € Ny, the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) Eﬁ € CA.

(2) Tp is a minimal element in the set {F, | v € Ni}.

(3) w(Ep) is a minimal element in D\ {X — z}.

Proof. By [31, Lemma 5.10], K = Ej for some § € N; since K is
Mrirreducible. Moreover, mg(X) = (X — @) []} o5, fa(X) by the defi-
nition of Jp.

(1) = (2) Assume that E3 C L is minimal. We claim that Fp
is minimal in the poset {JF, | v € N;}. Deny, then there is some
B" € N, such that F3 C Fs, so that mg divides strictly mg. We get
Ez C Eg C L, contradicting Eg C L minimal and (2) holds.

(2) = (3) Let Ej for some f € N; satisfying (2) and assume that
¢©(Ep) is not minimal in D \ {X — «}. Then, there is some K € [k, L]
such that fx divides strictly mg. It follows that g C K by Lemma 4.7.
But K is an intersection of some E,’s by Theorem 4.5. In particular,
we have Fg C K C E, which implies that m, divides strictly mg, so
that I, C Fj, a contradiction with (2).

(3) = (1) Let Ej for some 8 € N; satisfying (3). Assume that
Ez C L is not minimal, so that there exists some K € [k, L] such that
Esz C K C L. Using again Theorem 4.5, we exhibit some E, such that
K C E, C L, giving g C K C E,. Then, m, divides strictly mg,
contradicting (3) and then, Ez € CA. O

In case k C L is Galois, we can give a characterization of CA from
the Galois group of the extension.

Proposition 4.11. Let k C L be a finite Galois extension with n =
[L: k] =]l,en, v and Galois group G.
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(1) Let K € [k, L[. Then K € CA < there exists some i € N, such
that [L : K] = p; < there exists some subgroup H of G of order
p; such that K is the fized field of H in L.

(2) |CA| > m.

Proof. (1) An appeal to the Fundamental Theorem of Galois Theory
shows that K € CA < the group H of K-automorphisms of L has no
proper subgroup < |H| = p; for some i € N,, since |G| =n < there
exists some ¢ € N, such that [L : K] = |H| = p; because K is the fixed
field of H.

(2) For each i € N,,, there exists a subgroup of G of order p; and
therefore an element of CA by (1), which yields |CA| > m. O

Since each element of CA is some Ejg, we can reorder them so that
CA={Fy,...,Es} with s <t.

If £ C L is a finite separable field extension, Theorem 4.5 tells us
that any K € [k, L] is an intersection of some Ejgs, that we can suppose
N-irreducible. In order to have a Boolean extension, any irreducible Fj
must belong to CA.

Remark 4.12. An N-irreducible element is not necessarily a co-atom.
It is enough to take a Galois cyclic extension k C L such that [L : k] =
p", n > 3, where p is a prime integer. Then the Galois group of the
extension is a chain, and so is [k, L], with ([k, L] =n. Any K € [k, L]

such that ([k, K] € {1,...,n — 2} is N-irreducible but not a co-atom.

We have seen in Lemma 4.7 that for each K € [k, L], there exists
g(X) = (X —2)¢'(X), where ¢/(X) € L[X] is a product of some of
the fo(X), and satisfying g = fx. Let g(X) = (X — x)¢'(X), where
¢ (X) € L[X] is a product of some of the f,(X). A necessary and
sufficient condition in order that there is K € [k, L] such that g = fx
is gotten for £ = Q in [35, Remark 6], a result without proof that we
supply for an arbitrary field k.

Proposition 4.13. If g(X) € L,[X], there exists K € [k, L] such that
g=fk gD g(x)=0and [L: K, = deg(g).

Proof. If g = fr for some K € [k, L], then, K = K, by (*). Obviously,
g(x) = 0. Moreover, [L: K| =deg(fx) =deg(g) = [L : K,].
Conversely, if g(z) = 0 and [L : K] = deg(g) hold, set K := K.
Then, fx(X) divides g(X) in K[X] since g(x) = 0. Moreover, [L :
K] =deg(fx) = [L: K, = deg(g), so that g = fx.
If g(X) =X —z, we get that L = K. O

This result allows to characterize Boolean and finite separable ex-
tensions using only polynomials with the following result.
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Theorem 4.14. Let k C L := k[x] be a finite separable field extension.
The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) k C L is a Boolean extension;

(2) For any K € [k, L[, there is a unique subset T' of CA such that
fx = sup{mg ‘ Eg S T},

(3) For any g € D\ {X —x}, there is a unique subset I C Ny such
that g = sup{mg | g € I}.

Proof. Theorem 3.10, states that k& C L is Boolean if and only if each
K € [k, L[ is of the form K = Ng,erEp for some unique 7' C CA.

(1) = (2) Assume first that & C L is Boolean. Let K € [k, L]
and T := {E, € CA | K = Ng,erE,}, which is unique. Corollary
4.9 yields that fx = sup{mg | Es € T'}. Let 7" C CA be such that
fx =sup{m, | E, € T'}. Then, K = Ng erE, and T = T" follows
from the uniqueness property.

(2) = (1) Assume that for any K € [k, L], there is a unique subset
T of CA such that fx = sup{m, | E, € T'}. This implies that K =
Ng,erE, by Corollary 4.9. Assume that there is some 7" # T" such that
K = Np,er B, with T" C CA. It follows that fx = sup{m, | E, € T'}
and T = T’ because of the assumption on 7. Therefore, & C L is
Boolean by Theorem 3.10.

(2) < (3) Use Corollary 4.9 and the bijection ¢. O

Scholium. Here are the different steps in order to check that a finite
separable extension k C L, with minimal polynomial f(X), is Boolean
according to Theorem 4.14:

(1) Decompose f(X) into irreducible elements of L[X].
(2) Determine the set € of principal subfields.

(3) Determine CA using Proposition 4.10.

(4) Determine D using Proposition 4.13.

(5) Check if condition (3) of Theorem 4.14 holds.

Remark 4.15. (1) Assume that & C L is a finite separable Boolean
field extension of degree n. Using the previous notation, we have |CA| =
s, which is also the value of |A|. Using Theorem 3.1 and Proposition
4.4, we get that 2° < B,,. It follows that if we want to calculate the
elements of CA, it is enough to calculate the Ei, ..., E;, and to stop as
soon as we get r distinct elements of CA such that B, < 2"+

(2) Let k C L := k[x] be a finite separable Boolean field extension
and let CA = {E4, ..., Es} be the set of co-atoms of the extension. Let
K := k[z] €]k, K[. Then Example 3.2 implies that, if K = N[E, € Y],
where Y C CA, we have Y = {E, € CA | z € E,}. Moreover,
K° =nN[Ez € CA\Y]. But, since the extension is finite separable, there
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exists y € L such that K° = k[y]. Then, CA\Y ={Ez € CA | y €
Eg} ={Ez € CA | z ¢ Eg}. It follows that fx = sup(m, | E, € Y)
and fip = sup(mg | £z € CA\Y'). We recall that the sup is considered
in D, the set of the minimal polynomials of the elements of [R, S].

Proposition 4.16. A finite separable field extension k C L = kx|
such that D = {g(X) € L,[X] | g(z) = 0, g(X)|f(X) in LIX]} is
Boolean. If, in addition k C L is Galois and k an infinite field, then
k C L is minimal of degree 2.

Proof. For a € N,., we have g,(X) = (X — 2)f.(X) € D, giving that
there exists some K € [k, L] such that g, = fx with L # K because
fo(X) =X —x. It follows that K C L is minimal by [31, Lemma 5.7].
Hence, K = E, for some v € N,. Let K’ € [k, L] and set fr/(X) :=
(X —2)[[,e; fa(X) for some I € N,. Moreover, frr =lemaer({ma}),
for a unique 7, and then a unique subset T' = { L, }aes of CA satisfying
the hypotheses of Theorem 4.14. (In fact, the L, are all distinct
and are the Ejz.) Therefore, & C L is Boolean and ([k, L] = r by
Theorem 3.1, because |CA| = |A| =r.

Now if & C L is Galois, any f, has degree 1. Set n := deg(f), so
that r = n — 1, with the previous notation. Then ¢[k, L] = n — 1 and
[k, L]| = 2"~ by Theorem 3.1. But k is infinite, which implies that
2=t = |[k, L]| < 2"7% + 1 by Proposition 4.4, which gives n =2. [

There exist finite separable Boolean extensions k& C L such that
D ={g(X) € L, X] | gz) =0, ¢g(X)|f(X) in L[X]} and k C L is
not Galois. Take k := Q and L := k[z], where x := v/2. Then k C L
is finite separable and not Galois, because not normal. Indeed, the
minimal polynomial of z is f(X) = X3 —2 = (X — 2)(X? + 2X + 2?),
with X2 + X + z? irreducible in L[X]. Then, k C L is Boolean by
Proposition 4.16.

Here is an example of Boolean extension where we show how the irre-
ducible divisors of the minimal polynomial provides the subextensions
of a finite separable extension of fields.

Example 4.17. [29, Remark 5.19] Let k = Q, z := v/2 and set
L := k[z], which is a finite separable extension of k, but not Galois.
The monic minimal polynomial of x over k is f(x) := X® —2 =
(X —2)(X+2)(X?2+2X +2%)(X?—2X +2%), which is its decomposition
into irreducible polynomials over L. Set f1(X) := X +z, fo(X) =
X2+ X 422 f3(X) = X2 —2X + 2% and g,(X) = (X — 2) fo(X),
for a = 1,2,3. Then, g;(X) = X2 — 22 = X? — V/2, ¢(X) = X° —
23 = X3 — /2 and g5(X) = X3 — 22X?% 4 222X — 2°. It follows that
K, = k[V/?2], Ko = k[v2] and K3 = L. Then, L, = K; and L, = K by
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(31, Lemma 5.10]. Moreover, no subextension K € [k, L[| is such that
g3 = fx since K3 = L. Let K € [k, L] be such that g3 divides strictly
fx in L[X]. Then, [L : K| = deg(fx) > 3 gives that [L : K] = 6,
so that K = k = L3 because fr, = f [31, Proposition 5.8]. To end,
LiN Ly =k = Ls. Hence, [k, L] = {k, L1, Lo, K} is a Boolean lattice
by Theorem 3.13, and we get the following diagram:

L

/! N
L1 L2

N /
]{Z:Lg

Remark 4.18. [31, Example 5.17 (2)] Let k£ := Q and L = k[z],
where © := v/2 + /3. The monic minimal polynomial of = over k
is f(X)=X'"—-10X?+1= (X —2)(X +2)(X — 2z )X +z7").
Set fi(X) =X +ux, foX)=X—z27', f35(X)=X+a2t. We get
K, = L = k[\V6], Ky = Ly = k[/3] and K3 = L3 = k[v/2]. In
particular, L, = E, for each o and L, N Lg = k for a # 3, a, B € N,
which shows that [k, L] = {k, Ly, Ls, L3, L} is not Boolean because
(k,L] = 2 and |[k,L]] = 5 # 22, but k C L is Galois. Therefore,
although k C L, is Boolean for o« € Ny, the product k C LiLy = L is
not Boolean. We also observe that despite the fact that k& C L, and
L, C L are Boolean for a € N3, k£ C L is not Boolean.

However, we are able to characterize Boolean (Galois extensions.

Theorem 4.19. Let k C L be a finite separable extension with normal
closure N. If k C N is a cyclic extension with a square free degree,
then k C L is a Boolean extension.

In particular, a finite Galois extension k C L with Galois group G
18 Boolean if and only if k C L s cyclic whose degree is square free.

Proof. We begin to prove the second part of the Theorem. Let G be
the set of subgroups of G. For H, H' € G, we denote by < H, H' >
the subgroup of G generated by H and H’. Define ¢ : [k, L] — §
by ¢(K) :=Autg(L), the group of K-automorphisms of L, for each
K ek, Ll and ¢ : § — [k, L] by ¥(H) :=Fix(H), the fixed field of H
in L, for each H € §. The Fundamental Theorem of Galois Theory for
finite extensions shows that ¢ and 1 are reversing order isomorphisms
of lattices, with ¢ = ¢~1. Therefore, [k, L] is a Boolean lattice if and
only if G is a Boolean lattice. To conclude, use [37, Corollary 2] which
says that for a finite group G, the lattice of its subgroups is a Boolean
lattice if and only if G is a cyclic group whose order is square free.
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Now, if £ C L is a finite separable extension whose normal closure is
N such that k£ C N is a cyclic extension with a square free degree, then
k C L is Boolean by Proposition 3.11 because k C N is Boolean. [

Remark 4.20. The last part of the Theorem has no converse, unless
adding some new assumptions as in Theorem 3.13. Consider Example
4.17. The normal closure N of the extension k C L is generated over
k by x and its conjugates, which are the zeroes {+ux, +jz,+j%z}, of
f(X) = X% —2 where j = (1 +iv3)/2. Then, N = k[z, jz, j?z].
Moreover, k C N is Galois. Assume that & C N is Boolean. Then,
k C N is a cyclic extension by Theorem 4.19. Set K := k[j%z%] C N.
Since (j22%)? = 2, we get that [K] : k] = 3 = [K; : k], and we have
two subextensions of k C N of degree 3, a contradiction for a cyclic
extension (see [6, AV, page 81]). Then, k C N is not Boolean.

The two next examples exhibit Galois Boolean field extensions.

Example 4.21. (1) Let n be a positive integer, n > 2. In view of [6,
AV.152, Exercice 3)], there exists a cyclic extension of Q of degree n.
It is enough to take a square free integer n and to use Theorem 4.19 to
get a Boolean extension.

(2) Let k := Fy = Z/2Z be the finite field with two elements, and
let K, be the cyclic extension of k of degree n. Set L := Kjy. The
subfields of L are the K,,, where n divides 30. In view of Theorem 4.19,
k C L is a Boolean extension, because cyclic of degree a square free
integer, and [k, L] ={K, |n=1,2,3,5,6,10, 15, 30}.

Proposition 4.22. Let k C L be a finite Galois Boolean extension and
let T,U €|R,S|. Then U = T° if and only if k C Tand k C U are
linearly disjoint with L = TU.

Proof. If k C T and k C U are linearly disjoint, then T'NU = k, so
that U = T° since TU = L.

Conversely, assume that U = T°. We are going to show how U
is build from 7. Since k C L is a finite Galois Boolean extension,
Theorem 4.19 shows that k C L is cyclic, n := [L : k] is square free,
and so is [T": k|. Set n = py - - pgPr+1 - - - pr Where the p;’s are distinct
prime integers ordered such that m := [T : k] = p;---pk, and set
[ := n/m. Since k C L is cyclic, there exists V' € [k, L] such that
[V @ k] = 1. Tt follows that (m,l) = ([T : k],[V : k]) = 1, so that
VNT =kand TV := L. Indeed, T,V C TV C L shows that m,!
dividing [TV : k|, gives that [L : k] = n = ml divides [TV : k|, which
leads to TV = L. Then, V = T° = U. Under these conditions, we
have [TU : k] = [L : k] = ml = [T : k][U : k|, which shows that k C T’
and £ C U are linearly disjoint. O
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We can say more about distributive Galois extension non necessarily
Boolean, involving a result from Dobbs-Mullins.

Proposition 4.23. Let k C L be a finite Galois extension with degree
n(= 1", p{* the factorization into prime integers).
(1) [10, Proposition 2.2] If k C L is Abelian, then ([k, L] =" e;.
(2) If in addition k C L is distributive, then k C L is cyclic, Lk, L] =
Yo e and |[k, L]| = 7(n), where T(n) is the number of divisors of n.

(3) If in addition k C L is Boolean, ([k, L] =m and |[k, L]| = 2™.

Proof. (2) Let G be the Galois group of £k C L and G be the set of
subgroups of GG. Since k C L is distributive, so is §. Then, G is cyclic
by [32, Page 97], and so is the extension k& C L. The first part of (2)
comes from (1) since a cyclic extension is Abelian. Moreover, there is
a bijection between the subgroups of a cyclic group of order n and the
divisors of n, as there is a bijection between G and [k, L]. This gives
the last equality.

(3) Assume that k& C L is Boolean, then cyclic by Theorem 4.19 and
n is square free, so that e; = 1 for each i. Hence, ([k, L] = m and
[k, L]| = 2™, since k C L is Boolean by Theorem 3.1. O

In a recent paper [31], we characterized ring extensions R C S of
length 2 and gave the value of |[R,S]|. It is then easy to characterize
an extension of length 2 which is Boolean.

Proposition 4.24. Let R C S be an FIP extension of length 2. Then
R C S is Boolean if and only if |[R, S]| = 4, and, if and only if one of
the following condition holds:

(1) |Supp(S/R)| =2 and Supp(S/R) C Max(R).

(2) R C S is infra-integral such that Supp(S/R) = {M}, TR #
R,S and (R:S) =M.

(3) R C S is t-closed integral such that Supp(S/R) = {M}, M =
(R :S) € Max(S), and one of the following conditions holds:

(a) R/M C S/M is neither radicial nor separable, nor exceptional.
(b) R/M C S/M s a finite separable field extension and t = 2, where
t is the number of principal subfields of S/M different from R/M .

Proof. Assume that R C S is Boolean. Then |[R, S]| = 4 by Theorem
3.1. Conversely, if |[R,S]| = 4, then [R,S] = {R,T,U, S} for some
U T €]R,S], where T and U are incomparable, so that R C S is
Boolean by Theorem 3.13. Now the second equivalence comes from [31,
Theorem 6.1] which gives the different cases for a length 2 extension

R C S to satisty |[R, S]| = 4. O
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