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Abstract

In this work, multiplicities of zeros of skew polynomials are studied. Two distinct
definitions are considered: First, a is said to be a zero of F of multiplicity r if (x—a)”
divides F' on the right; second, a is said to be a zero of I’ of multiplicity r if some
skew polynomial P = (x — a,) -+ (z — a2)(x — a1), having a; = a as its only right
zero, divides F' on the right. Neither of these two notions implies the other for
general skew polynomials. We show that, in the first case, Lam and Leroy’s concept
of P-independence does not behave naturally, whereas a union theorem still holds.
In contrast, we show that P-independence behaves naturally for the second notion
of multiplicities. As a consequence, we provide extensions of classical commutative
results to general skew polynomials. These include: (1) The upper bound on the
number of (P-independent) zeros (counting multiplicities) of a skew polynomial by
its degree, and (2) The equivalence of P-independence, Hermite interpolation and
the invertibility of confluent Vandermonde matrices (for which we introduce skew
polynomial Hasse derivatives).
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1 Introduction

Multiplicities of zeros of polynomials constitute a central elementary concept with a wide
range of generalizations and applications. One of the most basic results states that, if
F' is a non-zero polynomial over a field and ai,as,...,a, are all of its n distinct roots
(in the same field), with multiplicities r1, 79, ..., 7y, respectively, then

Zri S deg(F)7 (1)
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where equality holds for all F if, and only if, the field is algebraically closed. The bound
(@) is equivalent to Hermite interpolation (in the sense of Theorems [Bl and B using Hasse
derivatives [I3] in positive characteristic) and the invertibility of confluent Vandermonde
matrices [16].

However, multiplicities in non-commutative algebra are not understood to the same
extent. The study of zeros of conventional polynomials over division rings was initiated
in [37] and later [12]. Zeros of quaternionic regular functions (which include polynomials)
were studied in [10], and their multiplicities were considered in [9], Def. 5.5].

In an alternative line of research, Lam and Leroy [I7, 19] described exactly the
structure of zeros (without counting multiplicities) of general skew polynomials [33],
which include conventional polynomials over division rings [37], linearized polynomials
over finite fields [32], and differential polynomials [I4], among others. Lam and Leroy’s
works characterize evaluation points where (II) holds without counting multiplicities.
Such sets of points are called P-independent. Lam and Leroy’s results admit natural
generalizations to (free) multivariate skew polynomial rings [29] [30].

In [8, @, 15], an element a is considered to be a zero (say, on the right) of a skew
polynomial F' with multiplicity » € N if (x — a)” divides F' on the right. Although
this notion works fine in the quaternionic case [2], we will show that it becomes quite
pathological for general skew polynomials (see Examples 21] and [42]).

An interesting alternative notion of multiplicity for zeros of quaternionic polynomials
was recently given by Bolotnikov [2][3]. Bolotnikov defines a as a zero of F of multiplicity
r € N if there exists a skew polynomial of degree r that factors completely

P=(x—a)- (¢ —a)(x —ar) (2)

such that P divides F' on the right, a = a; and a; is the only zero of P (on the right).
Over the quaternions, this latter condition on P holds if a; = a2 = ... = a, (see
Corollary A3]), but in contrast with the commutative case, the converse does not hold.
In other words, a; may be the only right zero of P, yet the set {aj,as,...,a,} may have
more than one element. As we will show, even the direct implication does not hold for
general skew polynomials. In other words, (z —a)” may have more than one zero without
counting multiplicities (see Example [21]).

In this manuscript, we study separately both definitions of multiplicity of zeros of
general skew polynomials. We extend classical results, including the degree bound ()
above (Theorems [ [ and [7]), Hermite interpolation based on Hasse derivatives or con-
fluent Vandermonde matrices (Theorems 2 Bl and []), or multiplicity enhancements of
Hilbert’s Theorem 90 (Theorem [0 and Corollary f6]). We will also characterize skew
polynomials that have a unique factorization in linear terms (Theorem [)).

2 High-degree evaluation points

In this section, we provide an abstract framework for generalizing the study of zeros of
skew polynomials by Lam and Leroy [17, 19]. The final objective is to be able to handle
multiplicities of classical zeros of skew polynomials (Sections [ and [).



Skew polynomial rings were introduced by Ore [33] as follows. Fix a division ring T,
let N be the set of natural numbers including 0, and set Z; = N\ {0}. Let R be the left
vector space over F with basis {2’ | i € N}, where we denote 1 = 2° and z = x!. The
degree of a non-zero F' =),y Fix' € R, where F; € F for all i € N, is the maximum ¢
such that F; # 0, and is denoted by deg(F'). We define deg(F') = —o0 if F' = 0.

A product in R turns it into a (non-commutative) ring with identity 1, with F C R
as a subring, where z'z/ = 27, for all i, j € N, and deg(FG) = deg(F) + deg(G) for all
F,G € R, if, and only if, there exist 0,0 : F — [ such that

za = o(a)r + 0(a), (3)

for all @ € F, where 0 : F — F is a ring endomorphism and § : F — F is a o-derivation:
That is, 0 is additive and §(ab) = o(a)o(b) + 6(a)b, for all a,b € F.

For each such pair (o, 9), we denote R = F[x; 0, d] when the product is given by (3],
and we call F[z;0,0] the skew polynomial ring over F with morphism o and derivation
. The conventional polynomial ring F[z] is obtained by choosing the identity morphism
o = Id and the zero derivation 6 = 0. Moreover, F[z;0,d] is commutative if, and only
if, F is a field, 0 = Id and § = 0. This will be called the commutative case.

The ring F[z;0,6] is a right Euclidean domain [33]. Thanks to this property, Lam
and Leroy [17, 19] provided a natural definition of evaluation by forcing a “Remainder
Theorem” on the right. We now extend this notion of evaluation as follows.

Definition 1 (High-degree evaluation). Given F, P € F[z; 0, 4], we define the eval-
uation of F' at P, denoted by F(P), as the remainder of F' when divided by P by
Euclidean division on the right. Thus F(P) € F|x;0,0] is a skew polynomial such that
deg(F(P)) < deg(P). We say that P is a zero of F' if FI(P) = 0.

The evaluation of F' € F[z; 0, 0] in a € F given in [17,19] corresponds to the evaluation
of F'in z — a € Flz; 0, ] according to Definition [I, and will be denoted F(a) € F.

In this manuscript, we will consider non-empty sets U C F[x; o, 0] such that deg(F') >
1, for all F' € U. The set U indicates where we may evaluate, thus where we may take
zeros from. The case of classical zeros of skew polynomials is recovered by considering

Uy ={z —a € Flz;0,6] | a € F}. (4)

We will identify a set Q C Uy with its underlying set {a € F | z —a € Q} C F. In Section
M we will count multiplicities by considering zeros in the universal set

Uy = {(z — a) € Flz;0,6] |a € Fr € Z,}, (5)
and from Section [§ on, we will consider the universal set
UQZ{PaEF[JT;O',(S]|Z(Pa):{a1},a€Fr,T€Z+}, (6)

where Py = (z —a,) -+ (x —az)(x — a1) € Flx;0,0] if a = (a1,a9,...,a,) € F". Whereas
it trivially holds that Uy C U; and Uy C Us, neither the inclusion Uy C Us nor the
inclusion Uy C U; hold in general (see Example 211 and Section [7]).

The following definition is inspired by classical Algebraic Geometry.



Definition 2 (High-degree zeros). Given A C Fx; 0, 4], its zero set in U is
Zyu(A) ={PeU|F(P)=0, forall € A}.
Similarly, given a set ) C U, the ideal of skew polynomials vanishing at €2 is
I(Q) ={F € F[z;0,0] | F(P) =0, for all P € Q}.

Some properties of zero sets and ideals will require the following generalization of set
inclusion (we also use it in Corollary [[4] Proposition 20l and Theorem [{).

Definition 3. Given sets W, Q C Flz; 0, 0], we say that ¥ < Q) if, for every finite non-
empty subset {Q1,Q2,..., Qn} C ¥ of size n, there exists a subset { Py, Py, ..., P,} C ,
also of size n, such that @Q; divides P, on the right, for i =1,2,...,n.

Example 4. Clearly ¥ < Q whenever ¥ C 2. However, ¥ < ) holds in many other
cases. For example, if ¥ = {(x —a)"}, for a € F and r € Z,, then ¥ < Q for any
Q= {(x—a)®}, where s > r. The interpretation, in this case, is that ¥ and € correspond
to the point a with multiplicities » and s, and ¥ < € indicates that the same holds for
their multiplicities, i.e., r < s. More generally, ¥ < Q for ¥ = {(x—ay)™,...,(z—a,)™}
and Q = {(x — a1)®,...,(x — a,)°"}, where ay,as,...,a, € F and r;,s; € Z are such
that r; < s;, for i =1,2,...,n, and ) has size n. Note that, in these cases, ¥ C 2 does
not hold unless r; = s; for all i = 1,2,...,n.

Throughout the manuscript, given F' € F[z;0,0], we denote by (F) = {GF | G €
Flx;0,0]} the left ideal in Flx;o,d] generated by F. An important feature of this ab-
stract framework is that the following basic properties still hold as in classical Algebraic
Geometry.

Proposition 5. Let ,Q1,Qs CU and A, A1, Ay C Flx;0,0] be arbitrary sets.
1. The set 1(Q2) is a left ideal of Flx;0,d].
2. Given P € U, it holds that I({P}) = (P) and P € Zy({P}).

3. Assume that if P € U, Q € Flx;0,0] divides P on the right and deg(Q) > 1, then
Q €U. Then Zyu({P}) = {P} if, and only if, P is irreducible.

[(@) = (1) and Zu({1}) = .
I Q) < Qo) then I(2) C I(Q)).

If Ay C As, then Zu(As) C Zu(Ay).

1@ U Q) = 1(Q1) N 1(Qy).

Zu(A) = Zu((A)) and Zy(Ar1 U Az) = Zy((A1) + (A2)) = Zu(A1) N Zu(As).

Q C Zy(I(92)) and equality holds if, and only if, Q@ = Zy(B) for some B C
Flz; o, 0].
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10. A C (A) C I(Zy(A)) and equality holds if, and only if, A = I(¥) for some ¥ C U.
Proof. We prove the following items:

1. If F € Flz;0,6], G,H € I(2) and P € Q, then P divides G and H on the right.
Thus P also divides F'G and G + H on the right.

2. F € I({P}) if, and only if, P divides F' on the right.

3. If U satisfies such a property, then Z({P}) is formed by all the right divisors of
P of degree at least 1.

5. Let F' € I(Q2) and P € Q4. Since 1 < Qy, then there is @ € Q9 such that P
divides @ on the right. Since F' € I(€2), then @ divides F' on the right, hence P
divides F' on the right and F' € I(€y).

The remaining items are trivial from the definitions. Regarding equality in item 9, note
that if @ = Z(B), then B C I(Zy(B)) = I(Q) by item 10, thus Zy(1(Q)) C Zy(B) = Q.
Since Q C Z(1(2)), then equality holds. Similarly for the equality in item 10. O

We may now extend Lam and Leroy’s concepts of algebraic sets, minimal skew poly-
nomials, P-closed sets, P-independent sets, P-generators and P-bases [17] [I8, [19].

Definition 6 (Algebraic sets). We say that a set 2 C U is algebraic if 1(2) # {0}.

Definition 7 (Minimal skew polynomial). If Q C U{ is algebraic, we define its
minimal skew polynomial, denoted Fg, as the unique monic non-zero skew polynomial
of minimum possible degree in I(2). If Q C U is not algebraic, we define Fy = 0.

For any set  C U, the skew polynomial Fq exists and generates I(€2).
In order to bound the degree of the minimal skew polynomial in Proposition @ we
will use the following relation, see [33] or [2I, Deg. Eq. 4.1].

Lemma 8 ([33]). Given skew polynomials F,G € F[z;0,0|, let D, M € Flz;0,0] be their
greatest right common divisor and least left common multiple. Then

deg(D) + deg(M) = deg(F') + deg(G).

The first step in extending the concept of P-independence is the following proposition,
which extends [I7, Prop. 6] to high-degree zeros.

Proposition 9. Given a non-empty set QQ C U, it holds that

deg(Fo) < > deg(P).
PeQ
Proof. First, if € is not finite, then the right-hand side is infinite (recall that deg(P) > 1
for all P € U), hence the inequality holds. Second, if  is not algebraic, then Fy = 0
and deg(F) = —oo, hence the inequality also holds. Finally assume that 2 is finite and
algebraic. By definition, Fq is the least left common multiple of the skew polynomials
in Q. Therefore, the result follows from Lemma [§ applied recursively. O



We now extend the notion of P-independence [I7, Sec. 4] to high-degree points.
Definition 10 (P-independence). Q2 C U/ is P-independent if it is finite, algebraic and
deg(Fa) = deg(P).

PeQ

We also say that a subset ¥ = {ay,as,...,a,} C Fis P-independent if the corresponding
set {x —a1,x —ag,...,x — a,} C Uy is P-independent.

P-independent sets are precisely those for which we may obtain an upper bound on
the number of zeros of a skew polynomial by its degree (see also Theorems [ and [1]).

Theorem 1 (Degree bound). An algebraic set Q C U is P-independent if, and only
if, for every non-zero F € I1(Q), it holds that

> deg(P) < deg(F). (7)
PeQ

Moreover, when this is the case, then equality in (7) is attained by F if, and only if,
F = aFq, where a € F*.

Proof. First assume that 2 is P-independent. By definition, Fo # 0 and if F' € (),
then Fq divides F' on the right. By definition of P-independence, we conclude that

> deg(P) = deg(Fq) < deg(F).

PeQ

Conversely, assume that 2 is not P-independent. Then (7]) does not hold for Fq €
I(Q2) by definition (note that Fg # 0 since 2 is algebraic). O

We may now define P-closed sets.

Definition 11 (P-closed sets). For a given set 2 C U, we define its P-closure (in i)
as Q = Zy/(1(£2)). We say that Q is P-closed (in U) if Q = .

The next concepts to generalize are those of P-generators and P-bases.

Definition 12 (P-bases). Le_t Q C U be a P-closed set. We say that G < ) is a set
of P-generators for ) if Q = G. Finally, we say that B < () is a P-basis of € if B is
P-independent and a set of P-generators of ).

The following lemma ensures that all P-bases have the same “size” (counting degrees).
It follows from the definitions and Proposition

Lemma 13. Given a P-closed set Q2 CU and a set G <, then G is a set of P-generators
of Q if, and only if, Fg = Fq. In particular, if B < is a P-basis of €1, then

deg(Fq) = Y _ deg(P).
PeB

The number Rk(2) = deg(Fq) will be called the rank of .



We next obtain a general Lagrange interpolation theorem. This result will be a
prequel for a Hermite interpolation theorem (see Theorems [ and []).

Theorem 2 (Lagrange interpolation). Let 2 C U be a finite algebraic set given by
Q=A{P,P,,...,P,}, of size n, and define N = deg(Fq). The following are equivalent:

1. Q is P-independent.

2. The left F-linear map

o Flriody — [[ )
i=1 ?

given by ¢(F) = (F(P;))i,, for F € Flz;0,0]n, is a left vector space isomorphism.

3. The left F-linear map
b : Fla;o,6] —> ﬁL[m;o, d
: Flx; o,
i=1 (£)
given by Y(F) = (F(F;))i,, for F € Flz;0,0], is surjective.
Here, Flz;0,0]ny = {F € Flz;0,6] | deg(F) < N} and % denotes the left quotient
module of Flx;o,0] by the left ideal (P), for P € Flz;0,0].

Proof. Before proving the corresponding implications, we show that the map ¢ is always
injective. Let F' € F[x; 0, 0]y and assume that ¢(F) = 0. Then F' € I(2), and therefore,
Fq divides F on the right. If F' # 0, then we would have that deg(F) > deg(Fqn) = N,
which is absurd since F' € Flz;0,6]n. Thus F' = 0 and ¢ is injective.

We now prove the following equivalences:

1. <= 2.: By counting dimensions, it is trivial that item 2 implies item 1. Assume
now that item 1 holds, that is, € is P-independent. Then the domain and co-domain of
¢ have the same dimension on the left over F. Since ¢ is always injective, we conclude
that ¢ is a left vector space isomorphism.

2. < 3.: It is trivial that item 2 implies item 3. Assume now that item 3 holds.
Since ¢ is always injective, we only need to show that, given F' € F[x;0,d], there exists
G € Flz;0,06|n such that F(P;) = G(F;), fori =1,2,...,n. To achieve this, let G be the
remainder of F' divided by Fg on the right (note that F # 0 since € is algebraic). O

We now deduce the following monotonicity property of P-independence, which will
be useful later (see Proposition 20l and Theorem [G]).

Corollary 14 (Monotonicity). Let W, Q C U be finite non-empty sets such that ¥ < Q.
If Q) is P-independent, then so is W.

Proof. First observe that, if €2 is algebraic, then so is ¥ by Proposition[Bl By Definition 3],
if we set ¥ ={Q1,Q2,...,Qy} of size n, then there exists a subset { P}, Ps,...,P,} CQ



of size n, such that @; divides P; on the right, for ¢ = 1,2,...,n. In particular, we have

that (P;) C (Qy), for i = 1,2,...,n. Therefore, we have a natural surjective map
n n
Flx; 0,0 Flx;0,0
H [m,a, ]_>H [CC,O', ]
1S SRS § SoN
Hence if  is P-independent, then so is ¥ by item 3 in Theorem [ U

3 Hasse derivatives of skew polynomials

Throughout this manuscript, given r € Z, and a sequence a = (ay,as,...,a,) € F", we
define its associated skew polynomial as

Py=(zr—a;) - (x—a2)(x —a1) € Flx; 0,0 (8)

In this section, we introduce a skew polynomial extension of Hasse derivatives [13].
The definition is given so that a point is a zero of a skew polynomial with multiplicity
r € Z4 if, and only if, the corresponding first r consecutive Hasse derivatives of the
skew polynomial at that point are zero. This is not the case with previous notions of
derivatives of skew polynomials [2] [§] if F has positive characteristic.

Definition 15 (Hasse derivative). Given F € Fz;0,0], r € Z, and a = (ay,az,
...,a;) € F" we define the corresponding Hasse derivative of order r as the unique
D,(F) € F such that there exist G, H € Flx; 0, 6], where H is monic of degree r — 1 and
F =GP,y + Dy(F)H, for P, € Flz;0,6] as in (8.

The existence and uniqueness of Hasse derivatives, and the following proposition,
follow directly from right Euclidean division.

Proposition 16 (Taylor expansion). Let r € Z, and a = (a1, as,...,a,) € F". For
every skew polynomial F € F(x;0,0], there exists G € Flx;0,d] such that

F:GPar +Dar(F)Pam—1 +"'+D32(F)Pal +D31(F)’

where a; = (a1,as,...,a;) € F' and Pa, € F[z;0,0] is as in (&), fori = 1,2,...,r. In
particular, we have that Da, (F) = F(a1) € F (see Definition [1).

We conclude with the corresponding confluent Vandermonde matrices.

Definition 17 (Confluent Vandermonde matrices). Let n,r; € Z; and a; =

(@i1,ai2, ..., aip,) € F, and define a; j = (a;1,0i2,...,a;) € Fi, for j =1,2,...7;
and ¢ = 1,2,...,n. Given N € Z,, define the confluent Vandermonde matrix of order
N on a; as the N x r; matrix with entries in F given by
Dai,l (1) Dai,Q(l) s Dai,ri (1)
Dy, , () Dy, , () cee Dai,r~ (v)
Viv(ai) = 7: 7: - :z ’
Da¢,1($N_1) Da, , (xN_l) ce Dai,ri (xN_l)

8



for i = 1,2,...,n. Finally, we define the confluent Vandermonde matrix of order N on
aj,ag,..., ay as the N x (3°1 | r;) matrix with entries in F given by

VN(al,aQ, Ce ,an) = (VN(al), VN(ag), ey VN(an)) .

Classical confluent Vandermonde matrices [16] are recovered from Definition [[7] when
oc=1d,0 =0and a;;1 = a;2 = ... = aj,, for i = 1,2,...,n. Skew polynomial
Vandermonde matrices [17, [19] are recovered from Definition [[7] when r = ro = ... =
rn, = 1. Finally, quaternionic confluent Vandermonde matrices [2] are recovered from
Definition [I7] when F denotes the quaternions, o = Id, § = 0 and a; is a spherical chain
(what we will call a multiplicity sequence in Definition 28], for i = 1,2,...,n.

4 Multiplicities from powers of a linear polynomial

In this section, we provide a first definition of multiplicities of zeros of skew polynomials

(similar to [8, @, [15]). We consider a different definition in Sections [, [6l and [71

Definition 18 (Multiplicity I). Given F' € F[x;0,6], a € F and r € Z,, we say that
a is a zero of F' of multiplicity r if (z — a)" € F[z;0,4] divides F' on the right.

We may now characterize multiplicities (as in Definition [I8]) in terms of Hasse deriva-
tives (Definition [I5]). This result follows from Proposition

Proposition 19 (Derivative criterion I). Given F € Flz;0,d] and a € F, de-
note by F(a) = D,,,,(F) € F the Hasse derivative (Definition [I8) of F at aj41 =

(a,a,...,a) € F*Y fori € N. Then a is a zero of F of multiplicity r € Z (according
to DefinitionI8) if, and only if, FO(a) = FM(a) =... = F""(a) = 0.

We now use the general framework from Section [ for the type of multiplicities from
Definition I8 To this end, we consider the universal set ¢ from (Hl).

By Theorems [l and 2 we see that bounding the number of zeros with multiplicity
and Hermite interpolation are equivalent to considering P-independent subsets of U;.
Therefore, the real challenge is to identify such P-independent subsets. A first result is
the particular case of monotonicity (Corollary [[4]) applied to U;.

Proposition 20 (Monotonicity). Let Q = {(x — a1)™, (z — a2)™,...,(z —a,)™} C
Flx;0,0] be of size n € Z, where aj,ag,...,a, €F and ri,ra,..., 1y € Z4.

1. If Q is P-independent, then so is ¥ = {(x — a1)*,(x — a2)*2,...,(x — a,)*"}
C Flz;0,6], for all s1,82,...,8, € Zy such that s; <r;, fori=1,2,... n.

2. If Q is P-independent, then the underlying set ¥V = {ay, a9, ...,a,} CF has sizen
and is P-independent.

However, the reversed implications do not hold, as the following example shows.



Example 21. Let g be a power of an odd prime number and let m € N be an even
number with m > 2. Let F = Fym be the finite field with ¢ elements, let o : Fgm — Fym
be given by o(a) = a?, for a € Fym, and let § = 0. Let vy € Fgm be a primitive element
(a generator of the cyclic multiplicative group Fy. [25, Th. 2.8]) and consider

I

q—1

1
a=72" 4«1 and b= —v

Since ¢ is odd and m is even, 2 divides (¢" —1)/(¢g—1) =1+q+¢*+---+¢™ !, thus
a and b are well defined, and since ¢ is odd, it holds that a # b. We have

(z —a)? = (z — b)? € Fym[r;0,9).

Thus the doubleton set ¥ = {a,b} C Fgm is P-independent, but the doubleton set
Q= {(z —a)? (z — b)3} C Fym[z;0,d] is not P-independent.
This example also shows that the minimal skew polynomial of ¥ = {a,b} is Fy =
(r —a)? = (z —b)?, which has zeros of multiplicity 2, that is, its zeros are not all simple.
This is according to Definition Multiplicities as in Definition 28 in the following
section do not suffer from such pathologies (see Theorem [G).

However, a union theorem [I7, Th. 22] still holds in general for multiplicities as in
Definition I8 To that end, we need some preliminary definitions and lemmas. The first
of these is the equivalence relation given by conjugacy [19, Eq. (2.5)].

Definition 22 (Conjugacy [19]). Given a,b € F, we say that b is a (o, 0)-conjugate
(or simply conjugate) of a if there exists 3 € F* such that b = a”, where

o = o(B)af™! +8(8)8".
The conjugacy class of a is defined as C™%(a) = {a” | B € F*}.
Conjugacy allows us to introduce the powerful product rule [I9, Th. 2.7].

Lemma 23 (Product rule [19]). Let F,G € Flz;0,0] and let a € F. If G(a) = 0, then
(FG)(a) = 0. On the other hand, if 5 = G(a) # 0, then

(FG)(a) = F(a”)G(a).
Finally, we need the following auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 24. Assume that Q = {(z — a1)™, (x — a2)"?,...,(x — ap)™} C Flx;0,0] is
P-independent of size n € Z,, where ai,as,...,a, € F and r1,r2,...,1y € Zy. Then
there ewist elements ;; € F*, for j = 1,2,...,r; and @ = 1,2,...,n, such that, if
Qij={(@—a)™, (r—a2)?,....(x —a;_1)" ', (x —a;)} (thus Qp,,,, =Q), then

Fo,; = <x —aiﬁi’j) (ﬂ: —af“) (m - afl’”) <x —afl’l) , (9)

forj=1,2,...;r;andi=1,2,... n.
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Proof. We prove the lemma by induction on r = r{ 4+ 79 + --- + 7,. First, the case
n =17y =7 =11s trivial. Assume now that » > 2. We will assume for convenience that
rn, > 2, but the case r, = 1 (still with » > 2) is proven analogously.

Define ¥ = {(z — a1)"™,(x — a2)",...,(x — a,)™ '}, which is P-independent by
Corollary [ since ¥ < Q. Furthermore, ¥ has size n since 2 is P-independent. By in-
duction hypothesis, there exist ; ; € F[z; 0, 0] satisfying Equation (@), for j =1,2,...,r;
if1<¢<n-1,and for j=1,2,...,7, — 1 if i = n. In particular,

Fy = <:c - aﬁ"’”ﬁl) (x - aﬁ"J) (ﬂ: - afl’”) (:c - afl’l) .

Since ¥ < ), then Fy divides Fq on the right. Furthermore, by counting degrees, since
Q is P-independent, there exists b € F with Fo = (z — b)Fy. Now, by definition of Fy
and since 2 is P-independent, we have that (x — a,,)™ ! divides Fy on the right, but
(z — ap)™ does not. That is, there exists G € Fx; 0, d] such that

Fy = G(z —ay)™ ' but Gla,) #0.

Moreover, since (x — ay,)™ divides Fo on the right, there exists a skew polynomial
H € Flz;0,6] such that Fo = (z — b)G(z — a,)™ ' = H(z — a,)™. Thus, we deduce
that (r — )G = H(x — a,). In particular, a, is a zero of (z — b)G but not of G. By
the product rule (Lemma 23]), we deduce that G(a,) # 0 and S = p, Therefore, we
conclude by choosing S, ,, = G(an). O

The following theorem extends [I7, Th. 22] to multiplicities as in Definition

Theorem 3 (Union). Let Q = {(x—a1)™,...,(x—ap)™} and ¥ = {(x—by)*, ..., (v —
bm)*™} be P-independent sets of sizes n,m € Z,., respectively, and where ay,. .., an,b1,
oy bm €Fandry, ..., 81, .., Sm € Zy. Ifno element in {aq,as,...,a,} is conjugate
to an element in {by,ba,... by}, then QU has size n +m and is P-independent.

Proof. We proceed by induction on t = Y 1" | r; + Z;ﬂzl sj. Since n > 1 and m > 1,
then ¢t > 2. Observe that the case r{ = ... =r, = s1 = ... = s, = 1 is precisely
Lam’s union theorem [I7, Th. 22]. Hence the basis step ¢t = 2 follows (since, in that
case, n =m =11 = 1 = 1), and for the inductive step, we may assume without loss of
generality that s, > 2. In other words, we may define

¥ = (b e ) b,

which is P-independent by Corollary 4] since ¥/ < ¥. By induction hypothesis, Q U ¥’
is P-independent. We proceed now by contradiction and assume that Q U W is not P-
independent. Since QU ¥ < QU W, then Fouy divides Fouy on the right. By counting
degrees, we conclude that Fougy = Fouw. By Lemma [24] there exist elements 3; ; € F*,
forj=1,2,...,r;and i = 1,2,...,n, such that

Fouw = Fouy = <x — aﬁ"’rn> <x - aﬁ"’l) <x - afl’”> (x - afu) Fyr.
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Since ¥ is P-independent, then (z—b,,)*" ! divides Fiys on the right, but (z—b,,)*" does
not. Hence there exists a skew polynomial G' € F[z;0,d] such that Fg: = G(x — by,)¥m 1
and G(by,) # 0. Thus we deduce that by, is a zero of the skew polynomial

<x — aﬁ"“) (x — aﬁ’”) <x — afl’”) (x - af1’1> G,

while G(by,) # 0. By the product rule (Lemma 23), we deduce that there exists v € F*

and indices j = 1,2,...,7; and i = 1,2,...,n, such that b)), = afi’j. This contra-
dicts the hypothesis that no element in {aj,as,...,a,} is conjugate to an element in
{b1,ba,...,by}, and we are done. O

We may now extend the degree bound and Hermite interpolation. First we combine
Theorem [3] with the fact that singleton sets are always P-independent.

Corollary 25. Let Q = {(z — a1)™,(x — a2)™,...,(zr — ap)™} C Flx;0,0], where
ai,a9,...,a, € F and ri,79,...,ry € Zy. If ay,a0,...,a, are pair-wise non-conjugate,
then Q has size n and is P-independent.

The next result combines Corollary 25 with Theorem [II

Theorem 4 (Degree bound I). Let ay,aq,...,a, € F be pair-wise non-conjugate. If
F € Flz;0,0] is not zero and has a; as a zero of multiplicity r; € Z4 (according to
Definition[18), for i = 1,2,...,n, then it holds that

Z r; < deg(F).
i=1

Furthermore, equality holds if, and only if, ' = aFq, where a € F* and Fq is the least
left common multiple of (x — a1)™, (x —a2)™,...,(x — a,)™.

The next results follows from Corollary 25 with Theorem [

Theorem 5 (Hermite interpolation I). Let aj,as,...,a, € F be pair-wise non-
conjugate. Let the notation of Hasse derivatives be as in Proposition [I4 For all b; ; €
F, for j = 1,2,...,1r; and i = 1,2,...,n, there exists a unique F € F[x;0,d] with
deg(F) < >, r; such that FUD(aq;) = bij, forj=1,2,...,m andi=1,2,...,n. In
particular, if N = Y r; and a; = (a;,ai,...,a;) € F", for i = 1,2,...,n, then the
confluent Vandermonde matriz Viy(ay,as, ..., ay) from Definition [17 is invertible.

5 Multiplicities from linear products with a single zero

In this section, we turn to a different notion of multiplicities, which allows a set of
multiple zeros to be P-independent if, and only if, the underlying set of zeros is P-
independent (see Theorem [B]). The following definition is inspired by Bolotnikov’s works
on spherical chains of quaternions (see [3, Lemma 4.1] or [2, Th. 3.1]).
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Definition 26 (Multiplicity sequences [3]). For r € Z,, we say that a = (a1, ag, ...,
ay) € F" is a (o, 0)-multiplicity sequence if a; is the only zero of

Py,=(x—a;) - (z —a2)(z —a1) € Flx;0,0].

In contrast with the commutative case, a (o, 0)-multiplicity sequence does not need
to satisfy a; = as = ... = a,. This was first noted by Leroy in [24, Ex. 1.15.3].
In Section [B we will provide sufficient and necessary conditions for a sequence to be
a (o, 0)-multiplicity sequence. In particular, the existence and (lack of) uniqueness of
(0, 6)-multiplicity sequences will be discussed in Corollary B9 and Section [7]

One of the key properties of (o, d)-multiplicity sequences is their monotonicity.

Proposition 27 (Monotonicity). If (a1,as2,...,a,) € F" is a (0,d)-multiplicity se-
quence, then so are the sequences (ay,as,...,a;) € F, fori=1,2,...,r — 1.

From now on, we only consider the following definition of multiplicity, which extends
Bolotnikov’s definition for quaternionic polynomials [3].

Definition 28 (Multiplicity II [3]). Given F € F|z;0,0], r € Z4, and a (o,0)-
multiplicity sequence a = (ay,as,...,a,) € F", we say that a; is a zero of F' of multiplicity
r via a if the skew polynomial P, in (8) divides F' on the right (i.e, F/(P,) = 0 according
to Definition [I). We say that a € F is a zero of multiplicity r of F' if it is a zero of
multiplicity r of F' via some (o, d)-multiplicity sequence starting from a.

Similarly to Proposition [[9 we have the following characterization of multiplicities
based on Hasse derivatives (Definition [IT]), which follows from Proposition

Proposition 29 (Derivative criterion II). Given F € Flx;0,0], r € Zy and a

(0, 9)-multiplicity sequence a = (ay,as9,...,a,) € F", it holds that ay is a zero of F
of multiplicity r via a if, and only if, Da,(F) = Da,(F) = ... = Da,(F) = 0, where
a;, = (a1,0a9,...,a;) EF, fori=1,2,... 7.

We may also deduce the following monotonicity property.

Proposition 30 (Monotonicity). Let F' € F[z;0,0], and let a = (a1, az,...,a,) € F"
be a (o,0)-multiplicity sequence. If ay is a zero of F of multiplicity r via a, then it is
also a zero of F of multiplicity i via a; = (a1,as9,...,a;), fori=1,2,... 7.

We now use the general framework from Section [2] for the type of multiplicities from
Definition To this end, we use in this section the universal set U from (@).
We will also use the concept of centralizers, introduced in [19, Eq. (3.1)].

Definition 31 (Centralizer [19]). We define the (o, §)-centralizer of a € IF (or simply
centralizer) as the division subring of F given by Kg*° = {8 € F | o(8)a + 6(8) = af}.

The following characterization is the main result of this section.
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Theorem 6. Let a; = (a;1,ai2,...,0ir;) € F' be a (o,0)-multiplicity sequence, for

i =1,2,...,n. Assume that a1,1,a2.1,...,a,,1 are distinct. Let also ay,aq,...,a; € F be
pair-wise non-conjugate elements, n; € Zy and B;1,Bi2, ..., Bin; € F* such that
‘ B B B
{al,la a2’17 .. 7an71} = U {ain’aiz,Q’ o 7aiz,ni} ,
i=1
fori=1,2 ..., ¢, andn=n1+ns+---+ng. The following are equivalent:

1. Q= {P31’P627 e ,Pan} g u2 18 P—independent.
2. U ={a11,a21,...,an1} CF is P-independent.

3. Bi1,Bi2, .-, Bin, € F* are right Kgi’é—lz'nearly independent, fori=1,2,..., L.

Proof. The equivalence between items 2 and 3 is due to Lam and Leroy (see [17, Cor.
21] and [I9] Th. 4.5]). We now prove the equivalence between items 1 and 2. First,
if Q is P-independent, then so is ¥ by Corollary [4l Hence, we only need to prove the
reversed implication. We proceed by induction on > ; r;, being the case n = r =1
trivial. Next, 2 and ¥ are always P-independent if n = 1. Furthermore, in the case
ry =19 = ... =1, =1, it holds by definition that 2 is P-independent if, and only if, so
is W. Therefore, we may assume without loss of generality that n > 2 and r, > 2.

Since r,, > 2, we may define a/, = (an1,an2,. .., anr,—1) € F™~L which is a (o, §)-
multiplicity sequence by Proposition Define Q' = {Pa,, Pay, ..., Pa,_,, Pa; }. Since
n > 2, we may also define ® = {P,,, Pa,,..., Pa, ,}. By induction hypothesis, both €’
and ® are P-independent, which means by Definition [I0] that

n n—1
deg(Fo) = Z ri—1 and deg(Fp) = Z Ti.
i=1 i=1

Assume now that € is not P-independent. Since ' < ), then Fy divides Fq on the
right. By Proposition @ we deduce that F = Fq. In other words,
n
deg(Fo) = > 1 — 1 = deg(Fp) + deg(Pa,) — 1.
i=1
Observe that, by definition, Fq is the least left common multiple of Fg and P,,. By
Lemma 8 we deduce that the greatest right common divisor of Fg and P,, has degree
exactly 1, that is, it is of the form D = = — b € F[z;0,6], for some b € F. Now, since
D divides P,, on the right and a,, is a (¢, 0)-multiplicity sequence, we conclude that
b = an,1. However, this also means that D divides Py on the right. In other words, D
is a right common divisor of both Py, and Fg. However, the least left common multiple
of Py, and Fg is Fo by definition. Thus, using again Lemma 8 we deduce that

deg(Foy) < deg(Pa,) +deg(Fo) —1=> i —2,
=1

which contradicts the fact that € is P-independent, and we are done. O
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We now derive the following particular case of Theorem [ from Theorem [Gl

Theorem 7 (Degree bound II). Let ¥ = {aj,as,...,a,} CTF be a set of sizen € Z
and let ri,ro, ...,y € Zy. Then ¥ is P-independent if, and only if, for every non-zero
F € F[xz;0,0| that has a; as a zero of multiplicity r;, fori=1,2,...,n, it holds that

Z r; < deg(F).
i=1

Furthermore, when this is the case, then equality holds for F if, and only if, F' = aFq,
where a € F*, Fq is the least left common multiple of Pa,, Pay,...,Pa,, and a; € F" s
a (o,9)-multiplicity sequence starting at a;, fori=1,2,...,n.

We may analogously rephrase Theorem [2] as a Hermite interpolation theorem.

Theorem 8 (Hermite interpolation II). Given a set ¥V = {aj,as,...,a,} C F of
sizen € Z4 and given 1,79, ...,Ty € Zy, the following are equivalent:

1. ¥ is P-independent.

2. For b;j € F and (0,0)-multiplicity sequences a; j = (a;1,0:2, ..., a; ;) with a;1 =
ai, for j=1,2,...,r; and i = 1,2,...,n, there exists a unique F € Flz;0,d] with
deg(F) < i, 7 such that Dy, ;(F) = b;j, for j =1,2,...,1; and i = 1,2,...,n.

3. For all (0,0)-multiplicity sequences a; = (a; 1, ai2,...,ar,) € F" such that a;3 =
a;, fori=1,2,...,n, and setting N = > """ | r;, the N x N confluent Vandermonde
matriz Vy(ai,ag, ..., a,) from Definition[I7 is invertible.

6 Multiplicity sequences in algebraic conjugacy classes

In this section, we characterize (o, d)-multiplicity sequences (Definition 26]) over algebraic
conjugacy classes assuming that o is surjective, see Theorem [@l Then, in Theorem [I0],
we study what happens when all points in a single conjugacy class are zeros of the same
multiplicity of a given skew polynomial.

We start with some auxiliary lemmas. The following result is [21, Cor. 6.3].

Lemma 32 ([21]). Let a € F and assume that its conjugacy class C7°(a) C T is
algebraic, that is, I(C%%(a)) # {0} (Definition[d). If a skew polynomial F € Flx;a,d]
has a as a left zero (that is, © — a divides F on the left), then F has some element
be C%(a) as a right zero (that is, x — b divides F on the right).

Another useful ingredient is the following characterization, which is [I8, Th. 5.10].

Lemma 33 ([18]). For a € F, the conjugacy class C°°(a) C F is algebraic if, and only
if, F has finite right dimension over Kg° (Definition [31)). In such a case, C%°(a) is
P-closed and

RI(C7 (@) = dimf, o ().
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We will assume that o is surjective due to the following result [33, Eq. (19)].

Lemma 34 ([33]). If o is surjective, then Flx;0,0] is a left Euclidean domain. In
particular, if o is surjective, then all definitions and results stated up to this point on
the right hold in the same way on the left, and vice versa.

We will also use the notion of evaluation from [20, Def. 3.1] and [23, Eq. (2.7)].

Definition 35 ([20, 23]). Given a € F, we define the right KJ°-linear map DJ° : F —»
F such that DJ°(8) = o(B)a + 6(3), for B € F. We will denote D, = DJ° if there is no
confusion about the pair (o,d). For a skew polynomial F = Fyz? + --- + Fioz + Fy €
Flx;0,6], we define FPa = FyDY 4 ... + 1D, + Fyld € F[D,].

We will also use the following formula from [23] Th. 2.8] (see also [26, Lemma 24]).
Lemma 36 ([23]). For F' € Flz;0,6], a € F and B € F*, we have
F(a®) = FP+(8)5".

The following result is our main characterization of (o, d)-multiplicity sequences. It
extends [3, Lemma 4.1] (see also [2| Th. 3.1]) from quaternionic polynomials to general
skew polynomials.

Theorem 9. Assume that o is surjective and all conjugacy classes are algebraic. Let
a=(ay,ag, ...,a,) € F", where r > 2. The following are equivalent.

1. a is a (0,0)-multiplicity sequence, that is, ay is the only (right) zero of P,.
2. If by,...,b, € F satisfy Po = (x —b,) -+ (x — b1), then b; = a;, fori=1,2,... 7.
3. The pair (a;,a;1+1) is a (o,0)-multiplicity sequence, for i =1,2,...,r — 1.

4. Fori=1,2,...,r — 1, there exists §; € F* such that a;11 = afi and

Bigé{(a?—ai)ﬂ‘ﬂeﬁ}:{Dgf(ﬁ)—aiﬂ per}.

5. x — a, is the only linear skew polynomial that divides Py on the left.

Proof. We prove the following implications separately:

3. = 1.: We proceed by induction in r > 2, being the case r = 2 trivial. Assume that
item 3 holds for some » > 3. By induction hypothesis, (a1, as,...,a,_1) € F'"lisa (o,0)-
multiplicity sequence. Define P = (x—a,_2) - - - (x—a2)(z—a1) and Q = (x—a,)(x—a,—1).
Hence a; is the only zero of P by Proposition Assume that a = (a1,a9,...,a,) € F"
is not a (o, §)-multiplicity sequence. In other words, there exists b € [F such that b # a4
and P,(b) = 0. By the product rule (Lemma [23]), it holds that

0= Pab) = Q (b7") P(),
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where P(b) # 0 since b # a;. Therefore we deduce that @ (bP(b)) = 0. Since (a,_1,ar)
is a (o, d)-multiplicity sequence, we have that bP®) = g,_,. However, in that case, we
have that R(b) = 0 by the product rule (Lemma 23]), for

R=@z—-a1)P=(x—a,-1) - (z—a2)(z —a),

which is absurd since b # ay but (ay, as, ..., a,_1) € F'"lis a (o, §)-multiplicity sequence.
Thus it must hold that a € F” is a (o, 0)-multiplicity sequence, and we are done.

2. < 3.: It is trivial that item 2 implies item 3. Assume now that item 3 holds.
Since item 3 implies item 1, we deduce that (a;,a;i1,...,a,) € F'~ is a (o,6)-
multiplicity sequence, for i = 1,2,...,r. Assume that Py = (z — b,) -+ (x — ba)(z — by)
for by,b9,...,b, € F. Let 7 € N be the maximum number such that 1 < j < r and
b; = a;, for i =1,2,...,74. If item 2 does not hold, then j < r — 1. In that case,

(@ = b)) (2 = bjp2) (& = bjy1) = (2 —ar) -~ (¥ = a12) (2 — aj11).

However, since bj 11 # a;y1, then (a;41,a;42,...,a,)is not a (o, d)-multiplicity sequence.
This is a contradiction, thus item 2 holds.

1. = 3.: We proceed by induction on r > 2, being the case r = 2 trivial. As-
sume that item 1 holds for some r > 3. By induction hypothesis, (a;,a;1+1) is a (o, 9)-
multiplicity sequence, for i = 1,2,...,r — 2. Assume however that (a,_1,a,) is not a
(0, d)-multiplicity sequence. By definition of minimal skew polynomial, we deduce that
Fy = (¢ — ay)(x — ar—1), where ¥ = {a,_1,b} C F is P-independent and b # a,_;.
Define now P = (x — a,—32) -+ (x — a2)(x — a1). Hence, we have that P, = FyP.

By hypothesis and Proposition 27} (a1, as,...,a,—2) is a (o, §)-multiplicity sequence,
thus C%°(a1) N Z(P) = {a1}. Hence by Lemma B8, Ker (PPe1) = KZ?. We also have
that m = dimf;a’(;(F) < 0o by Lemma B3] since C?°(ay) is algebraic. Therefore
ay

1 R Da —
dlngi(; (Im (PP1)) =m — 1. (10)
Since C?9(a,_1) and C?9(b) are algebraic and a is a (o, §)-multiplicity sequence, we
deduce from Proposition27land Lemma[32] that there exist «, f € F* such that a,_; = af
and b = af . Next we prove that

i (PP1) 1 (0,9 = (0 ()
where (a,ﬁ)ﬁm denotes the right Kgl’(s—linear span of a and 8. Let v € Im (PD%) N
ay
(v, ﬂ>§0’5. Assume that v # 0. Since v € Im (PPa1), there exists n € F* such that y =
aj

PPai(n). Observe that, by Lemma B8 we have that P (a]) = PPu(n)n=t = yn~1 £ 0.

Now, since v € («, ﬁ>£ ».s» we deduce by Theorem [6] that a] is P-dependent on a,_; and
ay

b. In other words, we have that
n
0= Fy(a]) = Fy <af(“1)”> :
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Hence, by the product rule (Lemma 23]), it holds that
a"l
P, (d]) = Fy <af( 1)’7> P (a]) =0.

Since a is a (o, d)-multiplicity sequence, we deduce that a] = ay, that is, n € Kg;5. How-
ever, since Ker (PDGI) = Kgf, we would have that v = PPa (n) = 0, a contradiction.
Thus () must hold. Finally, since ¥ = {a,_1,b} is P-independent, we conclude by

Theorem B that dim? <<a,5>§0’5> = 2. Combined with (I0) and (III), we have
ay

o,6
Kaj

dim® (Im (PDGI) + (o, B)E > =m+ 1.

o,6 0,0
Kal Kal

This is absurd since dimg(,’(g (F) = m < oo by assumption. Therefore, (a,_1,a,) must be
al
a (o, 0)-multiplicity sequence, and we are done.

2. < 5.: It follows from Lemma [34] and the equivalence between items 1 and 2,
since item 2 can be read from left to right or from right to left.

3. <= 4.: First, if item 3 holds, then ay, as, ..., a, € C%(a;) by Lemma[32, since all
conjugacy classes are algebraic and (ay,as,...,a;) € F' is a (o, d)-multiplicity sequence,
for i =1,2,...,r, by the fact that item 3 implies item 1. Thus, in both items 3 and 4 it
holds that ay,as,...,a, € C%(ay).

Now fix ¢ = 1,2,...,r — 1 and let 5;, 8 € F* be such that a;11 = afi and aiﬁ £ a;,
which is equivalent to 5 € F\ K;’;‘S. By the product rule (Lemma 23)),

P(a])) = <ai<a?_ai>6 - a?) (“f - az‘)

for P = (x — a;41)(x — a;). Thus it holds that P(af) = 0 for some € F* such that

T 6 .
af;éai if, and only if, ai(a a> :aiﬁl

™

, which is equivalent to
e ([ (- em )

We are done by the definition of D3;5 (Definition B5]), and by noticing that

({(a2 -a)sloe e}y ={ (of - o) o o}

R

0,6 "
K‘li

O

Remark 37. The assumption that all conjugacy classes are algebraic may look incon-
venient. However, it holds in many classical particular cases (see Section[7).

A first consequence of Theorem [ is that (o, d)-multiplicity sequences exist starting
at any point of an algebraic conjugacy class. We will need the following lemma.
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Lemma 38. Ifa € F and m = dimﬁo,é(F) < o0, then dimf;m(vg’&) =m — 1, where
Ve = {D(B) —aB | BEF} CF.

Proof. The map ¢3° : F —» F given by 302’5(@ = Dg’é(ﬁ) —af, for all 8 € FF, is right
K2 linear and satisfies that Ker(gpg’é) — K79 and Im(gpg’é) — V79, O

We now prove the existence of (o, d)-multiplicity sequences over algebraic conjugacy
classes. This result follows from Lemma B3] item 4 in Theorem [@ and Lemma

Corollary 39. For all a € F such that dimg(,’(g (F) < o0, and for all r € Z., there exists

a (0,0)-multiplicity sequence a = (a1,as,...,a,) € F" such that a1 = a.

On the other hand, we do not have in general uniqueness of (o, d)-multiplicity se-
quences starting at a point in an algebraic conjugacy class. However, there is a unique
way to consider multiplicities as in Definition 28 over a full conjugacy class, as the fol-
lowing theorem shows. We will assume again that all conjugacy classes are algebraic.
We also need an auxiliary lemma, obtained from [I8, Lemma 5.2] or [30, Prop. 18].

Lemma 40 ([18, 30]). Given a € F, the left ideal I(C?%(a)) is two-sided.

Theorem 10. Leta € F and r € Z, and assume that all conjugacy classes are algebraic.
Let ai,az,...,am € C%%(a) form a P-basis of C%°(a). The following hold:

1. If b= (by,bo,..., b)) € F" is a (o,8)-multiplicity sequence such that by € C%%(a),
then Py divides Fég’(;(a) on the right.
2. It holds that Fo = Fgm(a), where Q= {Pa,, Pay,..., Pa,} and a; = (ai1,a;2,. ..,

a;r) € F" are (o,0)-multiplicity sequences with a; 1 = a;, for i =1,2,...,m.
3. The subset of Us from Equation (@) given by
C%°(a) = {Pp | b € F', (0, 0)-multiplicity seq.,by € C™°(a),1 <i <71}
1s P-closed with minimal skew polynomial Fgm(a), P-basis (2 and Rk(Cf"s(a)) =
r - Rk(C?9(a)). It may be seen as the conjugacy class of a with multiplicity r.

Proof. Denote P = Fgo,5(, for simplicity. We start by proving item 1. We will show
by induction in r € Z, that P, divides P" on the right. The case » = 1 is trivial by
definition. Consider now that » > 2. Since by € C?(a), there exists G € F[z; 0, 6] such
that P = G(x — by). By Lemma [0, there exists H € F[z;0, 0] such that

PT =P 'G(x—b) = HP Yz —b). (12)
By Theorem [, b’ = (bs,b3,...,b.) € F'l is also a (o, d)-multiplicity sequence such

that by € C?%(a). Thus, by induction hypothesis, Py divides P*~! on the right. Hence
Py = Py (z — by) divides P" on the right by (I2).

19



Now, we prove item 2. Since 2 is P-independent by Theorem [@ we deduce that
deg(Fq) = deg(P") = mr. Moreover, as P,, divides P" on the right, for i = 1,2,...,m,
we conclude that Fg divides P" on the right. Since they have the same degree, then
Fo = P" and we are done.

Finally, we prove item 3. With the results obtained above, combined with the prod-

uct rule (Lemma Z3) and Proposition B} it is easy to see that I(CZ°(a)) = (Fgm(a))

and Zy, (I(CT%(a))) = ZMQ({FCT;U";(G)}) = C7%(a), for Uy as in Equation (B). There-

fore, CY ’6((1) is P-closed with minimal skew polynomial F7, Furthermore, Q is

Co’,é(a)'
P-independent by Theorem [B] and it is a set of P-generators of Cy ’6(a) by Lemma T3],
since F = F7, . Thus,  is a P-basis of C7°(a). O

Co,&(a)
It follows that, when considering a full conjugacy class, multiplicities as in Definition

work as expected and do not depend on (o, §)-multiplicity sequences.

Corollary 41. Let the notation and assumptions be as in Theorem [I0l. Given F €
Flx; 0,0], and with multiplicities as in Definition [28, the following are equivalent:

1. Every element in C%%(a) is a zero of F of multiplicity r.
2. Every element in a P-basis of C%%(a) is a zero of F of multiplicity r.

3. F7.

o6 (a) divides F' (on the right, on the left or in between, by Lemma[{0).

It is natural to ask if we could have arrived at Corollary ] from the notion of
multiplicity in Definition We now show that this is not the case.

Example 42. Consider the setting of Example 21l and further assume that m = 2.

Using that a?~! = —1, the reader may verify that a = VQTH and b = —VQTH are conjugate.
Observe also that {a,b} is P-independent, K3 = F, and, by Lemma B3, Rk(C?(a)) =
dimp, (Fgm) = m = 2. Therefore, {a, b} forms a P-basis of C?°(a). However,

Fons = (= 0)° = (2= ) = 2% + 47" € Fyfa?]

Hence Fo.s5(,) vanishes at a P-basis of C79(a) with multiplicity 2 according to Definition
Clearly F2, s (a) does not divide Feos(q), and deg(Fos(q)) = 2, hence Corollary ]
and Theorem [7] do not hold for multiplicities as in Definition

7 Particular cases and worked examples

In this section, we study particular cases for which all conjugacy classes are algebraic,
hence the results in the previous section hold. For worked examples, see [2§].

We start with Bolotnikov’s characterization of multiplicity sequences of quaternions
[2, B] (called spherical chains there). Quaternionic Lagrange interpolation has recently
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been motivated by the study of tight frames [35, B6]. Denote by R the real field. The
division ring of quaternions is given by

H={a+bi+cj+dk]|a,b,cdecR},

where i, j and k commute with real numbers and i? = j> = k? = ijk = —1. Given a
quaternion ¢ = a+bi+cj+dk € H, where a, b, ¢,d € R, the real and imaginary parts of ¢
are given, respectively, by Re(q) = a and Im(q) = bi+cj+dk. The quaternionic conjugate
of ¢ € H is given by ¢ = Re(q) — Im(q) € H, whereas its quaternionic modulus is given
by |¢| = v/qq. Two quaternions ¢,t € H are conjugate, in the sense of division rings, if
there exists v € H* such that ¢ = ugu™!. This is actually equivalent to Re(q) = Re(t)
and |q| = |t| (see [4 p. 333]). The following result is a consequence of Theorem [0 and
was obtained in [3, Lemma 4.1] (see also [2, Th. 3.1]).

Corollary 43 (Quaternions [3])). Let F = H and (o,d) = (Id,0). The vector (a1, az,
.y ap) € H" is a (0,0)-multiplicity sequence if, and only if, either a; = as = ... =a, €
R, or ay,ag,...,a, € H\ R and fori=1,2,...,r — 1, it holds that

Re(aHl) = Re(ai), |ai+1| = |CLZ'|, and  @jy1 # a;.
In particular, (a,...,a) € H" is a (0,9)-multiplicity sequence, for a € H and r € Z..

Proof. First, since dimg(H) = 4, all conjugacy classes are algebraic by Lemma
Second, if a € R, then C%°(a) = {a}, and if @ € H\ R, then C?%(a) "R = @. From
these facts and Theorem [0 if a,b € H are conjugate in the sense of division rings, then
(a,b) € H? is not a (o, d)-multiplicity sequence if, and only if, a,b € H\ R and b = @,
and the characterization follows. U

We now illustrate Corollary [l for F = H and (o,d) = (Id,0). Recall that, given
a € H, its conjugacy class is C%°(a) = {a} if a € R, and C%°(a) = {b € H | Re(b) =
Re(a),|b| = |a|} if @ € H\ R. In the case a € H \ R, this is due to the fact that

Feosq = (z—a)(z —a) = 2% — 2Re(a)z + |a* € R[z].
Thus the following result is immediate from Corollary 41l
Corollary 44. Consider F =H, (0,0) = (Id,0), a € H, F € Hz] and r € Z.

1. Ifa € R, then a is a zero of F' of multiplicity r (according to Definition[28) if, and
only if, the central polynomial (x — a)" € R[z] divides F'.

2. If a € H\ R, then a and @ are zeros of F, each of multiplicity r (according to
Definition [28) if, and only if, F is divisible by the central polynomial

(x —a) (z —a)" = (v* — 2Re(a)x + |a]?)" € Rlz].
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We now turn to cyclic Galois extensions of fields. This includes the case of skew
polynomials over finite fields, whose evaluations give projective polynomials [I] (Defini-
tion [I]) and linearized polynomials [32] (Definition BH]). This case is of interest in Coding
Theory. For instance, linearized Reed-Solomon codes [26] provide PMDS codes with the
smallest field sizes known so far [B, [11l 27 BI]. Multiplicity enhancements are of interest
in similar areas of Computer Science [7].

If F is a field and o has finite order m € Z,, then for each a € F*, it holds that
K = K = { €F | o) =p} and K C F is a Galois extension with cyclic
Galois group G = {Id,o,02,...,0™ '} of order m € Z,. In particular, all conjugacy
classes are algebraic by Lemma In this setting, we may assume without loss of
generality that § = 0 (any other derivation would be inner for some ¢ € F, and the
results are simply translated by c, see [0, Sec. 8.3] or [26], Sec. 4.1]). We will denote by
Tr/ks Np/i : F — K the classical trace and norm maps, given for a € F by

m—1 m—1
Tr/k(a) = Z o'(a) and Np/k(a) = H o'(a).
i=0 i=0

Corollary 45 (Cyclic Galois extensions). Assume that F is a field, o has finite
order m € Z,, let 6 = 0 and define K = {f € F | o(8) = B} C F. The vector
a=(ay,ag,...,a,) € F" is a (0,9)-multiplicity sequence if, and only if, either a; = ag =
o.=ar,=0o0ray #0 and, fori=1,2,...,r — 1, there exists 5; € F* such that

aiy1 = o(8:)B; ta;  and Tr/k (ﬁiafl) 7 0.
In particular, (a,...,a) is a (0,0)-multiplicity sequence if, and only if, Tr/k (a™1) #0.

Proof. First, all conjugacy classes are algebraic by Lemma By Theorem [0 a is
a (o,d)-multiplicity sequence if, and only if, there exists ; € F* such that a;11 =
o(B:)B; ta; and B; ¢ {(o(B) —B)a; | BETF}, for i = 1,2,...,r — 1. For a given i =
1,2,...,7—1, the latter condition on 3; € F* does not hold if, and only if, Trp, (ﬁiai_l) =
0, by Hilbert’s additive Theorem 90 [22] p. 290, Th. 6.3], and the first statement follows.
Second, if (a,...,a) € F", then B € F* satisfies that a = o(58)8 'a if, and only if, 8 € K.
In that case, T]F/K(Ba_l) = BTF/K(a_l), and the last statement follows. O

We may now rephrase Corollary Bl for cyclic Galois extensions of fields. In the
setting of Corollary @5l above, Hilbert’s Theorem 90 [22] p. 288, Th. 6.1] is equivalent to
saying that the conjugacy class of a € F* is an algebraic P-closed set with minimal skew
polynomial Fosq) = 2™ — Np/g(a) € K[z™] (see [I7, Th. 19]). Thus the following
consequence of Corollary [4I] can be seen as a Hilbert Theorem 90 with multiplicities.

Corollary 46 (Multiplicity Hilbert 90). Assume that I is a field, o has finite order
m € Zy, 6 =0 and define K = {5 € F | o(8) = p} C F. Given F € Flz;0,6] and

a € F*, and with multiplicities as in Definition[28, the following are equivalent:

1. Every element in C%%(a) is a zero of F of multiplicity r.
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2. Every element in a P-basis of C%%(a) is a zero of F of multiplicity r.
3. The central skew polynomial (z™ — NF/K(a))T € K[x™] divides F'.

In particular, if a1,a9,...,ap; € F* are pair-wise non-conjugate, F # 0, and every ele-
ment in CU";(ai) is a zero of F' of multiplicity r; € Z, fori=1,2,...,¢, then

l
m Z r; < deg(F
i=1

Furthermore, equality holds if, and only if, F = be:l (2™ — N]F/K(ai))”, where b € F*.

A particular case of interest is that of skew polynomials over finite fields (note that
Examples 21] and B2 above are of this form).

Example 47 (Finite fields). Let ¢ be a power of a prime number and let m € Z.
Let F; € Fym be an extension of finite fields of sizes ¢ and ¢™, respectively. The
Galois group of this extension is cyclic and generated by the ¢g-Frobenius automorphism
o : Fgm — Fym, given by o(a) = a?, for all a € Fym. As above, we may assume that
0=0.

In this setting, Corollary Hilsays that a = (a1, az, . .., a;) € Fim is a (0, 0)-multiplicity

sequence if, and only if, a1 = a2 = ... = a, =0 or a1 # 0 and there exist 3; € F/ such
that
m—1
—1 _ A
aiy1 =B a; and Ty .5, (Bia; ') = B a;* #0,
7=0

for i =1,2,...,r — 1. In particular, if a; # 0, then we have that

N]F m/IE‘q al+1a H a2+1 i =

Observe that we may replace o by any other generator of the Galois group, that is, we
may consider o(a) = a?’, for all a € Fym, where s € Z is coprime with m.

Now, consider the particular setting of Examples 21l and 42l That is, consider ¢ odd,
m even with m > 2, and define

g1 1.4
a—’y? -1 and b= —7y2 o1,

where v € Fym is a primitive element. According to Example RI], (a,a) € Fym is not a
(0, 8)-multiplicity sequence since a simple computation shows that (z — a)? = (z — b)?
and a # b. We may verify this again by checking the conditions in Corollary We
simply note that, since a? = —a, then

L gm /¥, (™) = 50 T5a =0,

since m is even. Thus Corollary 5] also states that (a,a) is not a (o, d)-multiplicity
sequence.
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Another interesting example is that of complex conjugation.

Example 48 (Complex conjugation). Consider the cyclic Galois extension R C C
of order 2, where C denotes the complex field. As is well known, the generator of the
Galois group of this extension is o : C — C, given by complex conjugation, that is,

o(a) =a = Re(a) — Im(a),

for all a € C. As above, we may assume that § = 0.

In this setting, Corollary 0l says that a = (a1, as,...,a,) € C" is a (¢, d)-multiplicity
sequence if, and only if, a; = as = ... = a, = 0 or a; # 0 and there exists 5; € C* such
that -

aiv1 = B;B; 'a; and Te/r (Bia; ') = Bia; ' + Bia; ' #0,

for i =1,2,...,r — 1. By a straightforward calculation we deduce that, if a; # 0, then
a is a (o, 0)-multiplicity sequence if, and only if,

laiv1| = |a;| and @11 # —ay,

for i = 1,2,...,r — 1. It is interesting to note that a = (a,a,...,a) € C" is a (o, 0)-
multiplicity sequence if, and only if, ¢ is not purely imaginary, that is, @ # —a. We may
verify the reversed implication directly by noting that, if a = ib € C, where b € R* and
1 denotes the imaginary unit, then

(x —a)? = 2% - b? € R[2?],

operating inside the ring Clx; o, d]. Therefore, (z — a)? has two distinct zeros, namely, b
and —b. We leave to the reader the verification that (x — a)? € C[z;0,6] only has one
zero (without counting multiplicities) if @ is not purely imaginary.

Another common scenario is that of standard derivations over fields, which appears in
differential Galois Theory [14] [34]. In this case, the corresponding skew polynomial ring
is commonly called a differential polynomial ring. The following result is straightforward
by item 4 in Theorem [@ Again in this case, all conjugacy classes are algebraic.

Corollary 49 (Standard derivations). Assume that I is a field, o = 1d is the identity
morphism, and 0 is an arbitrary Id-derivation (that is, a standard derivation of the field
F). Let K = {8 € F | 6(8) = 0} CTF denote the subfield of constants of 6, and assume
that dimg (F) < co. The vector (ay,as,...,a,) € F" is a (o,d)-multiplicity sequence if,
and only if, there exist B; € F* such that, fori=1,2,...,r —1,

Ai4+1 — a3 = 5(52)5;1 and /81 §é (5(F)

In the setting of Corollary @9 above, the dimension of F over K can be determined
from the minimal polynomial of the derivation §. The following result is a particular

case of [I8, Th. 5.10].
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Lemma 50 ([18]). Assume that F is a field and let § be an arbitrary derivation. If
K={8€F|d) =0} CF, then F has finite dimension over K if, and only if, there
exists a non-zero polynomial P € Fly| such that P(6) = 0, that is, 0 is algebraic. In such
a case, dimg () is the degree of the minimum polynomial of § over F.

In particular, in positive characteristic, the D-fields introduced by Jacobson in [14],
Sec. III] fall into the setting of Corollary Perhaps the simplest non-trivial examples
of D-fields are given by rational functions in positive characteristic.

Example 51 (Rational function fields). Let k& be a field of characteristic p > 0.
Define F = k(z) to be the field of rational functions over k in z. Let 6 : F — I be a
non-zero derivation (note that they are all given by 0 = e¢d/dz, where ¢ € F* and d/dz is
the usual derivation). As noted by Jacobson [14], since p > 0, it holds that 6” is again
a derivation. Furthermore, it is trivial to see that 6’ = 0 in k[z]. Using the defining
properties of derivations, we deduce that

F(fg ) = fP (g ") +6"(f)g~ ' = —fo’(g)g > =0,

for all f,g € k[z] with g # 0. Hence we deduce that 6? = 0in F. In fact, P = y?—1 € F[y]
is the minimal polynomial of § over F. We may check the validity of Lemma [50l by noting
that

K ={B€F|5(8) =0} = k(=P),

and 1,z,2%,...,2P71 € F form a basis of F as a vector space over K (the proof is
straightforward and left to the reader). Now, by writing an element in F as f(z) =
Zf;ol fi(zP)z2", where f;(zP) € K, for i = 0,1,...,p — 1, it is easy to see that

S(F) = (1,2,2%,..., 2P ). (13)
We may also check the validity of Lemma [38] by noting that
dimg (§(F)) =p— 1 = dimg(F) — 1.
Now, taking (I3]) into account and setting o = Id, Corollary @9 says that a = (a1, a9, ...,a,) €

F" is a (o, d)-multiplicity sequence if, and only if, there exists

p—1
Bi=>_ fij(") € k(2),
7=0

where f; j(2P) € k(zP), for j =0,1,...,p—1, fip—1(2P) # 0 (that is, §; ¢ 6(F)), and
aiv1 = a; + 0(8;)6; 1,
fori=1,2,...,r — 1. Fix now an index ¢ = 1,2,...,r — 1. It holds that
p—1
8(Bi) = f1()jd(2)27 1 £ 0,
j=1
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since f;p-1(2P)(p — 1)8(z) € K* and 1,z,...,2P~2 are linearly independent over K.
Therefore, we conclude that for all @ € F and all » € N such that » > 2, it holds
that a = (a,a,...,a) € F" is not a (o, d)-multiplicity sequence, which is a particularly
pathological case.

As in previous examples, we may directly verify that (z — a)? € F[xz; 0, §] has a zero
b € F such that b # a, in this case for all a € F. A direct computation shows that this
condition holds if, and only if, there exists ¢ € F* such that

which indeed does not depend on a € F. If we set 6(z) = 1 for simplicity (that is,

§ = d/dz is the usual derivation), then we are done by taking the element ¢ = z71.
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