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ON SOME ALGEBRAIC AND GEOMETRIC EXTENSIONS OF
GOLDBACH’S CONJECTURE

DANNY A. J. GOMEZ-RAMIREZ AND ALBERTO F. BOIX

ABSTRACT. The goal of this paper is to study Goldbach’s conjecture for rings
of regular functions of affine algebraic varieties over a field. Among our
main results, we define the notion of Goldbach condition for Newton poly-
topes, and we prove in a constructive way that any polynomial in at least
two variables over a field can be expressed as sum of at most 2r absolutely
irreducible polynomials, where r is the number of its non-zero monomials.
We also study other weak forms of Goldbach’s conjecture for localizations of
these rings. Moreover, we prove the validity of Goldbach’s conjecture for a
particular instance of the so—called forcing algebras introduced by Hochster.
Finally, we prove that, for a proper multiplicative closed set .S of Z, the col-
lection of elements of S~17Z that can be written as finite sum of primes forms
a dense subset of the real numbers, among other results.

INTRODUCTION

Goldbach “s conjecture has been one of the most famous open problems
in elementary Number Theory and in Mathematics, partly because its simple
description and for the difficulty of finding a general solution for it. It was
originally proposed in a letter exchange between the mathematicians Chris-
tian Goldbach and Leonard Euler in 1742 (see [Eull5a, pages 189-191] for
the original letter, for an English translation see [Eul15b]). In modern terms
it states that any even integer number bigger or equal than 4 can be written
as the sum of two prime numbers [Vaul6]. It is elementary to see that the
conjecture is equivalent to show that any integer number bigger or equal to 5
can be written as the sum of at most 3 primes." Another elementary equiva-
lent form states that for any integer x and n, both bigger or equal than 2, the
number nz can be expressed as the sum of exactly n prime numbers. In other
words, there exists prime numbers p1, - - - , p, such that
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Here, as usual, 1 is not considered a prime number. However, in the original description of
Goldbach, 1 was considered a prime.
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(0.1) nr = i i
i=1

Although the original conjecture has not been resolved, there has been
a lot of outstanding results partial results by J. J. Sylvester, G. H. Hardy, J.
E. Littlewood, S. Ramanujan, I. M. Vinogradov, using asymptotic methods,
whose combined and improved techniques are known nowadays as the Hardy-
Littlewood-Ramanujan-Vinogradov method; as well as closed related statements
developed over the integers and proved by E. Bombiery, T. Tao and B. J.
Green, among many others (for a complete historical and technical review
see [Vaulé6]).

Regarding extensions of Goldbach’s conjecture to other commutative rings
with unity, one of the most interesting elementary results is the one proved in
1965 by D. R. Hayes (rediscovered 30 years after by A. Rattan and C. Stewart
[RS98]) which proves the conjecture for the ring Z[x]. More precisely, it says
that any polynomial of degree n with integer coefficients can be written as the
sum of two irreducible polynomials of the same degree [Hay65, Theorem 1].
His proof was completely elementary and used mainly the classic Eisenstein’s
criterion for irreducibility of polynomials over the integers. In the same pa-
per, Hayes also proved the conjecture for D[x] where D is a principal ideal
domain which contains infinitely many prime elements [Hay65, Theorem 2].
Hayes result was also proved by F. Saidak [Sai06], who also provides an up-
per bound for the number of ways one can write a polynomial with integer
coefficients as sum of two irreducible ones with a prescribed upper bound on
the coefficients. More than 40 years after, P. Pollack was able to find a kind
of generalization of Hayes’ argument to prove the corresponding version of
Hayes’ theorem but for polynomials over a Noetherian integral domain with
infinitely many maximal ideals [Pol11, Theorem 1]; or over a ring of polyno-
mials over an integral domain [Pol11, Theorem 2]. In this context, A. Bodin,
P. Debes and S. Najib, building upon new results on the Schinzel’s hypothesis,
proved Goldbach’s conjecture for the ring R[x], where R is a unique factor-
ization domain with fraction field satisfying certain technical conditions, the
interested reader can consult [BDN20, Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.5] for
further details.

For rings of formal power series, the situation is a bit more complicated.
As shown by E. Paran in [Par20, Theorem 1.1], a formal power series

/= Z fix' e Z[[x])
=0

is a sum of two irreducible power series if and only if f is either of the form
+p* + ¢! or of the form +p*, where p, ¢ are prime integers and k, | are
positive integers. In particular, this shows that not all the elements of Z[[«]|
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can be written as sum of two irreducible power series, the interested reader
may like to consult [Par20, page 454] for a concrete example.

On the other hand, we will get heuristic inspiration in the form of using
the cognitive (metamathematical) processes called (generic) exemplification
in the context of Cognitive-Computational Metamathematics (CCMM) (or Ar-
tificial Mathematical Intelligence [GR20]) as a starting point for developing
new interesting mathematical structures (e.g. concepts, proofs and theories)
[GR20, Chapter 10, §10.3]. In other words, an implicit heuristic pillar of our
presentation will be to use (0.1), (as an initial (generic) exemplification) and
slight generalizations of it as a kind of working criterion for studying and
generating further algebraic structures in the context of Commutative Alge-
bra and classic Algebraic Geometry, e.g. coordinate rings of affine algebraic
varieties over an algebraically closed field.

To clarify more explicitly what we mean here in terms of exemplification,
we refer the more curious reader to [BGR16, §6] and [GR13], where one
appreciates how important a simple concept can be, like the one of forcing
algebra and a concrete instance of it, as a conceptual intersection point where
other seminal mathematical notions ad-hoc meet. In this way, one can start
adopting a paradigm-shifting perspective in doing mathematics, where con-
crete examples constitute the starting working points to compare and develop
new theories and interesting mathematical structures.

Going back to our original question, the surprising work by G. Effinger,
K. Hicks and G. L. Mullen, (see [EHMO05] and the references given therein),
shows in a highly intuitive manner that the integers and the ring of polynomi-
als over a finite field are highly close algebraic structures, perhaps closer than
it might seem at first glance. For instance, one can define and extend almost
exactly some seminal aspects of classic analytic methods (due originally to
Hardy, Littlewood, Ramanujan and Vinogradov) for stating and subsequently
proving (contingent) results related to Goldbach and the twin-primes conjec-
tures for the ring IF,[z], that were originally developed for Z.

This suggests that studying Goldbach conjecture for rings of polynomials in
several variables over a (several types of) field(s) could give considerable ad-
ditional insight for obtaining new techniques for tackling the classic Goldbach
conjecture.

So, we can start with a field of coefficients being algebraically rich enough
such that one can easily check if Goldbach conjecture (GC) holds (or not) for
the corresponding ring of regular functions [GW20]. Thus, in the next section
we study GC for special rings of coordinates of affine varieties.

Now, we provide a brief summary of the contents of this paper for the con-
venience of the reader. In Section 1, we present one of the main results of
the paper, which essentially says that any polynomial in at least two variables
over a field can be written explicitly as sum of at most 2r absolutely irre-
ducible polynomials, where r denotes the number of its non—zero monomials
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(see Theorem 1.7). Our proof of Theorem 1.7 is constructive, which leads us
in Section 2 to present an algorithm, implemented in Macaulay2 [GS], that
given as input a polynomial in at least two variables over a field, returns as
output its decomposition in 2r absolutely irreducible polynomials. On the
other hand, in Section 3 we study some weak forms of Golbach’s conjecture
over the integers and its localizations; more precisely, we want to provide
some partial positive answers to the non-trivial question of whether Golbach’s
conjecture holds over S~'Z, where S is a non-trivial multiplicative closed set.
In Section 4, we study again Golbach’s conjecture on the localization of a poly-
nomial ring over a field, showing as main result (see Theorem 4.3) that the
conclusion of Theorem 1.7 still holds replacing the ring of polynomials by a
suitable localization of it. In Section 5, we obtain as main result (see Propo-
sition 5.1) that Goldbach’s conjecture holds over a very particular case of the
so—called forcing algebras, that were introduced by M. Hochster in [Hoc94]
and later developed specially by H. Brenner and D. A. J. Gdmez-Ramirez (see
[BGR16] and the references given therein). In Section 6, essentially buinding
upon Pollack’s result, we exhibit some coordinate rings of affine algebraic va-
rieties where any regular function can be written as a sum of two irreducible
ones (see Proposition 6.2 and its corollaries). Finally, in Section 7 we present
some examples to illustrate that the validity or not of Golbach’s conjecture is
more complicated to dealt with for rings attached to affine algebraic curves.

1. EXPLICIT WEAK FORMS OF THE GOLDBACH CONJECTURE FOR SOME
SPECIAL CLASSES OF POLYNOMIAL (COORDINATE) RINGS OVER FIELDS AND
COMMUTATIVE RINGS WITH UNITY

As we mentioned in the introduction, we want to study a more general
form of (0.1), where we allow more flexibility in the parameter n. In other
words, we will study some special collections of coordinate rings where equa-
tions of the form

no
(1.1 nmH = Epi
i=1

holds, where n1,n, € N are parameters that can vary independently or not
(from each other as well as from the element H).

Let us start with a fundamental (algebraic) structure in classic algebraic ge-
ometry: the ring of regular functions on the complex affine space AZ, i.e., the
ring of polynomials O(A¢) = C[xy,...,z,]. This classic geometric-algebraic
space is a suitable starting point, since a lot of further algebraic construc-
tions (in characteristic zero) are implicitly related with it (e.g. the ring of
coordinates of any affine complex variety is simply a quotient of the one of

&). Moreover, it is highly surprising that despite of A7 being one of the
most canonical and primary spaces of study in classic algebraic geometry, a
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lot of information regarding its geometry and its symmetries is still a mystery
[Kra96]. Now, regarding (1.1) for the ring O(Ag), one sees straightforwardly
that Proposition 6.2 implies that a stronger form of the GC holds for O(AZ)
for n > 2, i.e., any polynomial can be written as the sum of two irreducible
ones (i.e., n; = 1 and ny = 2 in (1.1)). However, the proof of this result (and
the necessary lemmas needed) do not give explicit description of the desired
decomposition into irreducibles.

In order to do so, we assume that the reader has some basic familiarity with
the notion of Newton polytope associated with a polynomial (see for example
[Stu96, Chapter 2, pages 9-12]). Anyway, in what follows we recall some
notions for the sake of completeness.

A polynomial f € KJxi,...,x,] is absolutely irreducible if it remains
irreducible over each algebraic extension of K. More generally, and inspired
by [Koy13], given a commutative ring R and g € R[z1,...,z,], we say that
g is absolutely irreducible if it remains irreducible over each ring extension
R < S. We also recall here that, given a multiindex a = (aq,...,a,) € N* we
will denote by x* the monomial

x? = H xt,
i=1
and by supp(a) the set supp(a) := {i € [n] : a; # 0}, where [n] := {1,...,n}.
Moreover, we denote by gcd(a) the greatest common divisor of its compo-
nents; that is ged(a) := ged(ay, . . ., a,,). Finally, we review the notion of inte-
grally indecomposable polytope.

Definition 1.1. A point in R™ is called integral if its coordinates are integers.
A polytope in R™ is called integral if all its vertices are integral.

Moreover, an integral polytope C is called integrally decomposable if there
are integral polytopes A and B such that C = A+ B, where both A and B have
at least two points, and + denotes the Minkowski sum of polytopes. Otherwise,
we say that C is integrally indecomposable.

Finally, given two points p, q € R™ we denote by pq the line segment starting
at p and ending at q.

As pointed out along [GLO1], the problem of testing whether a given poly-
tope is integrally indecomposable is NP-complete. Our interest for integrally
indecomposable polytopes stems from the following irreducibility criterion
obtained by Gao in [Gao01, page 507].

Theorem 1.2 (Gao irreducibility criterion). Let K be any field, and let f €
K[xz1,...,x,] be a non—zero polynomial not divisible by any of the x;’s. If the
Newton polytope of f is integrally indecomposable, then f is absolutely irre-
ducible.

The extension of Gao irreducibility criterion for certain rings was given by
Koyuncu in [Koy13, Corollary 2.4].
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Theorem 1.3 (Koyuncu irreducibility criterion). Let R be a commutative ring,
and f € R[x1,...,x,] a non—zero polynomial not divisible by any of the x;’s.
Suppose that the coefficients of all the terms forming the vertices of the Newton
polytope Py of f are non-gzero divisors of R. Then, if Py is integrally indecom-
posable, then f is absolutely irreducible.

In the proof of our first main result (see Theorem 1.7) we plan to use in a

crucial way Gao irreducibility criterion combined with the following construc-
tion, also due to Gao [Gao0O1, Theorem 4.2].

Proposition 1.4. Let () be any integral polytope in R™ contained in a hyper-
plane H and let v € R™ be an integral point lying outside of H. Suppose that the

vertices vi, ..., v, are all the vertices of Q). Then, the polytope conv(Q, v) given
by the convex hull of vy, ..., v, Vv is integrally indecomposable if and only if
ged(v—vy,...,v—v,) =1

Inspired also by Gao and Koyuncu criteria, we also want to introduce here
the following definition.

Definition 1.5. Let n > 1 be an integer; and let P = R"™ be a polytope of the
form P = conv(vy,...,v,) for some vy,...,v, € N". We say that P satisfies
Goldbach condition if either P is integrally indecomposable, or there are points
wi1,...,ws € N® such that:

() conv(wy, ..., wy) is integrally indecomposable.
(ii)) We have

.

supp(w;) = .

i=1

(ii)) conv(vy,...,v,, W1,..., W) is integrally indecomposable.

Our reason for introducing Goldabch condition on polytopes is given by
the following result.

Proposition 1.6. Let K be any field, and let f € K|[x1,...,x,] be a polynomial
not divisible by any of the x;’s. Assume that the Newton polytope N (f) of f sat-
isfies Goldbach condition. Then, we have that either f is absolutely irreducible,
or f = f1 + fa, where both f, and f, are absolutely irreducible.

Proof Set P := N(f) = conv(vy,...,v,). If P is integrally indecompos-
able, then by Gao irreducibility criterion we have that f is absolutely ir-
reducible. On the other hand, assume that P is not integrally indecom-
posable. Since P satisfies Goldbach condition, there is an integrally inde-
composable polytope @ := conv(wy,...,w;) for some w; € N” such that
conv(vy, ..., vy, Wq,..., W) is integrally indecomposable. Moreover, since

supp(w;) = .

.

=1
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we have that both

S S
fri= f4 2 xY, for= = ) x™
i=1 i=1

are both non divisible by any of the z;’s. Therefore, again by Gao irreducibility criterion
we can guarantee that both f; and f5 are absolutely irreducible and, by con-
struction, f = f1 + f2, just what we finally wanted to prove. O

So, in our next result we will prove a weaker form of GC for O(A% ), where
K denotes an arbitrary field, and where the number of irreducible polynomi-
als in the decomposition depends on the number of (non-zero) terms of the
particular polynomial H, but with the advantage that we construct in a more
explicit manner the corresponding irreducible polynomials. The only slightly
similar explicit result known by the authors in this direction is [BDN20, Corol-
lary 1.5]. However, whereas the proof of [BDN20, Corollary 1.5] is not con-
structive, our proof is completely explicit and algorithmic, as we shall see
soon.

Theorem 1.7. Let K be any field. Let O(A}) = Klz1,...,zy,], with n >
2. Then, any polynomial H in O(A’L) with r non-zero terms can be explicitly
written as the sum of at most 2r absolutely irreducible polynomials. The zero
polynomial can be written as the sum of two absolutely irreducibles.

Proof. We will distinguish essentially three cases among the monomial terms
of H, and in each of the cases, we will explicitly generate the corresponding
absolutely irreducible polynomials that will be used in the decomposition,
where there will be a relatively wide spectrum of possibilities for choosing
them each time.

Before giving the precise construction, we first explain how we plan to
proceed.

e Starting from i € supp(f), let H; = a;x' be a monomial of H. We
consider the origin 0 = (0,...,0) € R™.

o If gcd(i) = 1, then the situation is quite easy to handle; indeed, be-
cause of Proposition 1.4 the line segment 0i is integrally indecompos-
able and therefore Gao irreducibility criterion ensures that x! — 1 is
an absolutely irreducible polynomial, so we have that

a;x! = (aixi —1)+ (1),

where we add the constant polynomial (+1) to the independent term
of H (to be handled later as a particular case). So, we change the
monomial a;x' by the absolutely irreducible monomial a;x! — 1.

e Now, assume that ged(i) > 1, in this case the idea is to choose a point
w and a hyperplane G containing the line iw but not containing the
origin, such that we can apply Proposition 1.4 with the triangle AQiw.
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Now, we give the details. First, let us assume that n > 3. Let H; = a;2' be
a monomial of H, where i = (iy,...,%,) € N, and set d := ged(i). We have
to distinguish two cases.

(i) Assume that d > 1. Up to permutation of the variables we can assume,
without loss of generality, that there exists a subindex s with i # 0 such
that 3 < s < n. Now, set

p = H 1; |+ 2,

jesupp(i)

and w := (p,p + 1, ws,...,ws_1,2isp, Ws41,. - ., Wy, ), Where the w; can
be any natural number for any subindex ¢ # 1,2, s. Notice that, by con-
struction, p > 3. On the other hand, let G be the hyperplane

is(1=2p)(x1 — 1) + (p—i1)(xs —is) =0
Note that for any (integer) values of w;, i, we G,but 0 = (0,...,0) ¢ G.
Indeed, let us explicitly check that 0 ¢ G. Notice that 0 € G if and only
if

is(1 —2p)(—i1) + (p — i1)(—is) = 0.

Since i, # 0, this is equivalent to say that
_r
2(1-p)
However, i; > 0 whereas ﬁ < 0, hence we reach a contradiction.

Summing up, we have shown that 0 = (0,...,0) ¢ G.
Now, let

(172p)i1+i1*p=0<:>i1=

Ay =H; +xV +1, Ay .= —xV — 1.

Since the line segment iw lies inside the hyperplane G and 0 ¢ G, the
triangle AOiw satisfies the hypothesis of Proposition 1.4. Therefore,
AOiw is integrally indecomposable if and only if ged(0 — i,0 — w) =
ged(i, w) = 1. But this holds because ged(i, w)|ged(p,p + 1) = 1. More-
over, by definition A; is not divisible by any of the z;’s. Thus, by
Gao irreducibility criterion, A; is absolutely irreducible. Similarly, by
[Gao01, Corollary 4.3], the segment Ow is integrally indecomposable
since ged(w —0) = ged(w) = 1. So, again by Gao irreducibility criterion
As is also absolutely irreducible. Thus, H; = A; + As can be written
as the sum of two absolutely irreducible polynomials. It is worth not-
ing that we can apply the former argument for any permutation of the
variables z1, z2 and xz, and the original order of the variables should be
taken into account for the final decomposition of H as a sum of abso-
lutely irreducible polynomials.
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(ii) i = 0. So, H; = cis a constant of K. Then, ¢ = (1 + ¢) + (—z1), where
21+ c and —x; are trivially absolutely irreducible polynomials. We could
also choose here the irreducible polynomials z; + x2 + ¢ and —x1 — x2,
for given an explicit decomposition into (absolutely) irreducible polyno-
mials being non monomials.?

Clearly the last two former cases applies as well for n = 2. In the first case,
we only need to differentiate two simple sub-cases:

(iy+1)G2+D)

(a) Assume that i, # 0. In this case, A; = H; + :vlf Ty +1and Ay =
. . (ig+1) ) .
—gigr " _1 works, since ged(iy, (i1 +1)0 D) =1, (i +1) 024D %

i2, and the line connecting the points (iy,42) and (i1, (i; + 1)(2*1) does
not meet the origin (0,0). Note that we can use as well any pair of the
form (i1, (i; + 1)2TD+w2) for any w;, wy € N.

(b) A similar procedure applies when iy # 0.

Summing up, for each non-zero term of H we generate either one or two
explicit absolutely irreducible polynomials in the decomposition of H. Thus,
H can be explicitly expressed as the sum of at most 2r absolutely irreducible
polynomials. O

Remark 1.8. From the former proof we can deduce straightforwardly that there
are infinitely many decompositions of a fixed polynomial in Theorem 1.7 as the
sum of absolutely irreducible polynomials.

In Theorem 1.7, we show that any polynomial with » non-zero monomials
can be expressed as the sum of at most 27 absolutely irreducible polynomi-
als. The reader might think that, in general, 2r is a very pessimistic upper
bound. However, it turns out that sometimes this upper bound is sharp, as
the following remark illustrates, among other things.

Remark 1.9. Note that in the generality of Theorem 1.7, the classic stronger
form of Goldbach’s conjecture (i.e., with two prime polynomial summands),
where the degree of the summands is bounded by the degree of the original
polynomial is not true. For example, taking inspiration from [BDN20, §1],
let R = Fy[z], and consider f(z) = 2* + x. Then, due to the elementary fact the
only irreducible quadratic polynomial in R is x® + x + 1, we see that f(z) cannot
be written as the sum of two quadratic or linear irreducible polynomials in R.
Nonetheless, our constructive proof of Theorem 1.7 gives the explicit description
of f(z) = (2?2 + 2z + 1) + (z + 1) + (x) as the explicit sum of three irreducibles.

The proof of Theorem 1.7, replacing Gao irreducibility criterion by Koyuncu irreducibility criterion,
gives also us the following result.

2In the proof of Theorem 4.3 we can see more explicitly and in more detail why this fact can
be relevant.
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Theorem 1.10. Let R be a commutative ring, and let O(A%) = R[z1,. .., Zx],
with n > 2. Then, any polynomial H in O(A%) with r non-zero terms that
are non—gero divisors of R can be explicitly written as the sum of at most 2r
absolutely irreducible polynomials. The zero polynomial can be written as the
sum of two absolutely irreducibles.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as the given in Theorem 1.7, except
that independently of the value of ged(i), we will always proceed as if ged(i) =
2. In other words, we will always generate the integrally indecomposable
triangle by adding and subtracting a suitable monomial with multi-exponent
w, getting expressions of the form

Ay :=H; +xV +1, Ay := —xV — 1.

Note that in the corresponding construction of the former polynomials the
specific value of ged(i) is not relevant. We proceed in the former way because
we need to avoid adding units several times to the independent term of H,
because the resulting constant polynomial can be a zero divisor. O

Theorem 1.7 also holds if we replace absolutely irreducible by irreducible,
K by any integral domain, and 2r by 2. Let us state this fact explicitly, which
is an immediate consequence of [Pol11, Theorem 2].

Proposition 1.11. Let D be an integral domain, and R = D[z1,...,z,], with
n = 2. Then, any polynomial in R can be written as the sum of two irreducible
polynomials.

The disadvantage with Proposition 1.11 is that the proof of [Pol11, Theo-
rem 2] does not provide a direct way to compute the irreducible ones as fast
as the proof of Theorem 1.7.

2. AN ALGORITHMIC IMPLEMENTATION FOR THE DECOMPOSITION OF
POLYNOMIALS INTO EXPLICIT (ABSOLUTELY) IRREDUCIBLE ADDITIVE
FACTORS

Now, we want to illustrate the explicit decomposition found in Theorem 1.7
through some examples. The unjustified calculations were done with an algo-
rithm, implemented in Macaulay2 [GS], that computes such decompositions.®
Our first example is borrowed from [GLO1, page 102].

Example 2.1. Let R = Q[z,y],andlet f = xy+xz+y+1. In this case, its Newton
polygon is the square given by vertices (0,0),(1,0), (0,1), (1,1). As pointed out
in [GLO1, page 102], this polygon is not integrally indecomposable, in fact it
has four integral summands. First of all, we exhibit here how our method works

3The interested reader can see the explicit implementation of the algorithm in the following
link https://github.com/DAJGomezRamirez/GoldbachDecompostionForPolynomialRings
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in Macaulay2, and afterwards we explain the meaning of the different outputs
we obtain.

il : load "goldbach_algorithm.m2";
i2 : R=QQlx,yl;

i3 : f=xxy+x+y+l;

i4 : explicitirreducible(f)

The monomials of

X¥y + x +y + 1

are

{x*y, %, y, 1}

The exponent set of

¥y + x +y + 1

is

O O = =
O~ O K

The w points are

O = N b

NP

The corresponding monomials given by the w points are

4 2 2
{x*xy , xxy , x y, x}
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The corresponding absolutely irreducible polynomials are

4 2 2
{xxy + 1, xxy + 1, xy + 1, x}

and also

4 2 2
{x*xy + xxy + 1, xxy + x+1, xy+y+1, x + 1}

On the one hand, the first matrix appearing as output is the one whose rows are
exactly the vertices of the Newton polygon of f. On the other hand, our second
matrix produces an explicit choice of the points w constructed along Theorem 1.7.
Explicitly, we have that

zy=(zy+azyt + 1)+ (—azyt = 1), z=(z+2y®>+ 1)+ (—zy® — 1),
y=(y+2®y+ 1)+ (—2?y—1), 1=(1+2)+ (—z).

Example 2.2. Let us consider an example with coefficients different from one.

Let R = Q[x,y, 2], and let f = 52* + 3y? — 722 — 5. Its Newton polytope is the

tetrahedron given by vertices (0,0,0), (2,0,0), (0,2,0), (0,0, 2). In this case, we
obtain:

il : load "goldbach_algorithm.m2";
i2 : R=QQ[x,y,z];

i3 1 g=2*%x"2+3%y"2-T*z"2+5;

i4 : explicitirreducible(g)

The monomials of

2 2 2
2x +3y -7z +5

are

2 2 2
x,y,z, 1}

The exponent set of
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2x +3y -7z +5

is

O O ON
O O N O
O N O O

The w points are

NN NINN
o Ul

O P 01O

The corresponding monomials given by the w points are

4 45 4 45 45 4
xyz,xyz,xyz, x}

The corresponding absolutely irreducible polynomials are

4 4 5 4 4 5 4 5 4
{xyz +1,xyz +1, xyz +1, x}

and also

445 2 445 2 45 4 2
{xyz +2x +1,xyz +3y +1,xyz -7z + 1, x+ 5}

The last example we plan to consider is to illustrate a calculation involving
the equation of a projective cubic hypersurface in three variables with mixed
terms.

Example 2.3. Let R = Q[z,v, 2], and let f = 2® + 322y — 4y + 62° In this
case, we obtain:

il : load "goldbach_algorithm.m2";
i2 : R=QQlx,y,z];

i3 @ f=x"3+3*x"2%y-4*xy~3+6%z"3;
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i4 : explicitirreducible(f)
The monomials of

3 2 3 3
x +3xy -4y + 6z

are

3 2 3 3
x,xy,y,2z72

The exponent set of

3 2 3 3
x +3xy -4y + 6z

is

O O N W
O W+~ O
w O O O

The w points are

[S2 ¢ BT~ o)}
D OO

[N e B¢ INe))

The corresponding monomials given by the w points are

6 56 4 45 566 566
xyz,xyz,xyz,xyz1?}

The corresponding absolutely irreducible polynomials are

6 56 445 566 566
{xyz +1,xyz +1,xyz +1,xyz + 1}

and also
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6 56 3 445 2 566 3 566 3
{xyz +x +1,xyz +3xy+1,xyz -4y +1,xyz + 6z + 1}

3. WEAK FORMS OF GOLDBACH CONJECTURE OVER THE INTEGERS AND ITS
LOCALIZATIONS

Let us consider our original equation (1.1) in the case that ny can vary
freely with H. This case can be considered as a weak form of Goldbach’s
conjecture. Although a proof of this kind of conjecture over polynomial rings
in several variables (as in Theorem 1.7) is not difficult, it is not so immediate
and trivially straightforward. However, over classic rings of integers, it is
a trivial fact. In other words, by adding enough copies of 2-s and 3-s, we
can express any natural number bigger than one as finite sum of primes. A
little more refined way of obtaining this decomposition with more than two
primes is by using inductively Bertrand’s Postulate stating that for any real
x > 1 there exists a prime number between x and 2z (see either [RamO00] or
[Aril18]).

Now, if we want to extend this result to non-trivial localizations of Z, then
we need to be very careful, since localizing we used to lose prime numbers
at disposition. So, the direct trick of adding copies of 2-s and 3-s cannot be
used anymore. Even more, we can lose infinitely many prime numbers on
particular localizations of Z, so, Bertrand’s postulate would not be a strong
tool for generating the precise representations into prime additive factors that
we could need.

Let S be a non-trivial multiplicative system of Z, i.e., S # {1},Z*.* Then,
the weak form of Goldbach’s conjecture over the ring S~'Z is equivalent to
say that for all (positive) integer a, there exist a natural number m € N,
$,81,-..,8n € S and prime numbers py, ..., p,, not belonging to .S such that

m
sa = Z SiPi-
=1
Note that the last expression seems to be highly more constrained than the
original version over the integers. Effectively, in the localization we can lose
almost arbitrarily large collections of prime additive generators although we
gain certain additional multiplicative freedom in terms of the elements of
the multiplicative system S, which is caused by the fact that on S~!Z each
element possesses infinitely many associates.

In conclusion, at first sight there is no global manner of extend the weak

form of Goldbach conjecture on S~'Z. Nonetheless, we can ask ourselves how

“4Note that in the first trivial case the localization is equal to Z, and in the second trivial case,
the localization is the field of fractions of Z, i.e., Q. Now, by definition, no form of Goldbach’s
conjecture is true over any field, because fields contain no prime numbers (or irreducibles).
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are distributed topologically into the real (or rational) numbers the collection
of elements of S~!7Z that can be written as a finite sum of primes. To answer
this question we obtain the following initial positive result.

Theorem 3.1. Let S be a non-trivial multiplicative system of Z, Pg be the set of
prime numbers not belonging to S, and set

mo
s\
G:={w= Z ;pl L8], 81,y 8 Sm €S, D1, ..., Pm € Ps} S STIZ.

i=1

Then, G is a dense subset of R.

Proof. First, note that S~1Z is a unique factorization domain whose primes
(i.e., irreducibles) are the elements of the form s'p/s, where p € Pg and
s',s € 8.° So, G is exactly the collection of elements of the localization that
can be written as a finite sum of primes. In this way, in order to see that G
is dense in R, it is enough to show that any open interval of real numbers
contains an element of G. This is what we plan to prove in what follows.

Indeed, let (z0,y0) < R be an open real interval, and set ng = min{s €
S :s > 1}. Note that S n N # & because S is a non-trivial multiplicative
set. Therefore, S n N is a non—empty subset of natural numbers, hence has a
minimum by the well order of N. This justifies that ng is well defined. Now,
fix p € Pg, with p > 0. Note that we can choose such p because if not, then all
the prime numbers of Z would be in S. Thus, by the Fundamental Theorem
of Arithmetic S = Z*, contradicting the non-triviality of S. Choose ¢ € N
such that p/n§ < yo — zo. Set n = min{k € N : kp/n§ > yo}. By definition
of n, it holds yo > (n — 1)p/n§. On the other hand, by the former definitions
we obtain that o — yo < —p/n§ and yo < np/n§. Thus, adding the former
inequalities we get

np p _(n—1)p

o =yo+ (To—Yo) < — — — = o
ng Mg g

Summing up, we have

n—1)p
$0<%<y0.
0

Moreover, as observed before, p/n¢ is a prime in S~'Z, and

Summing up, we have shown that the interval (z¢,yo) contains an element
of G. This finally shows that G is dense in R, just what we finally wanted to
show. O

SFor several proofs of this fact in other context, see, for example, the proof of Theorem 4.3.
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From Theorem 3.1 we can derive a natural and much more interesting re-
sult involving series of primes, within the real numbers, into localizations of
the integers. The proof is very much like the one to justify that any real num-
ber can be expressed as a convergent series of rational ones, and therefore it
is left to the interested reader.

Theorem 3.2. Let S be a non-trivial multiplicative system of Z, and let Pg be
the set of prime numbers not belonging to S. Then, any element v € S~'Z (resp.
any element v € R) can be written as a convergent series of primes in S~'7Z. In

other words, there exists s}, $1,...,80,,8n,... € Sand p1,...,pp,... € Pg such
that

Remark 3.3. Notice that Theorem 3.2 holds even when S~'Z possesses only a
prime number. Effectively, in such a case the corresponding series would contain
suitable forms of (infinitely many) associates of the single prime element. In fact,
in the particular case that S consists exactly of the powers of a prime number
p, we can obtain a more concrete and explicit form of the summands given in
Theorem 3.2. Let us state precisely what we mean in the following corollary.

Corollary 3.4. Let x be a real number. Fix a prime number q € N. Then,
there exists an integer number m € Z, a collection of prime numbers {p;}i>o, all
different from g, and a increasing collection of integers {n;};>m such that

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that x > 0 (otherwise, we
consider —z and multiply the final (series) representation by minus). By
Theorem 3.2, we obtain a series representation with summands of the form
sipi/s;, where s’ and s; are powers of ¢, and p; is a prime number different
from ¢. Moreover, by the proof of Theorem 3.2 we can assume that each one
of these summands is positive.

Thus, by simplifying each term and by rearranging all the terms in the se-
ries, we can rewrite the series such that the negatives of the final exponents of
g generate an increasing sequence. This does not affect the result because any
rearrangement of an absolutely convergent series is also convergent, and has
the same limit (see, for instance [Rud76, Chapter 3,Theorem 3.55]). Thus, by
considering the permuted series, we obtain our desired representation. O

Now, we plan to formulate a different variant of Goldbach conjecture, in-
spired by the results obtained along this section.
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Definition 3.5. Let r € N. We say that a commutative ring with unity R satisfies
the r—form of Goldbach’s conjecture if any element of the ring can be written as
a sum of r irreducible elements of R.

In the following result we prove that in order to verify the »r—Form of Gold-
bach’s conjecture in non-trivial localizations of the integers, it is enough to
verify this property on arbitrarily small intervals containing the zero, or arbi-
trarily big interval of elements bigger than any fix parameter.

Proposition 3.6. Let S be a non-trivial multiplicative system of Z, let Pg be the
set of prime numbers not belonging to S. Fix e,n > 0, where n € Nand ¢ € R.
Assume that one of the following two conditions hold.
(i) The r—Form of Goldbach’s conjecture holds for any w € (—e,e) n S~'Z.
(ii) The r—Form of Goldbach’s conjecture holds for any w € (n, ) N S~'Z.

Then, the r—form of Goldbach’s conjecture holds for S~'Z.

Proof Let v € S™'Z and s € S, with s > 1. Choose m € N such that
v/s™ € (—¢,¢€) (resp. such that s™v € (n,)). Then, by hypothesis there exist
$,81,...,80,8 € Sand py,...,p, € Pg such that v/s™ = >)/_| sip;/s; (resp.
s™v =Y sipi/s;)). Then, v =Y\ | s™sip;/s; (resp. v = D_, sipi/(s™s:)),
giving us a representation of v as the sum of r irreducibles. This finishes our
proof. O

4. GOLDBACH’S CONJECTURE OVER SPECIAL CLASSES OF LOCALIZED RINGS

Our next goal will be to extend Theorem 1.7 to suitable localization of
coordinate rings of affine varieties over unique factorization domains. With
that purpose in mind, we present the following construction.

Construction 4.1. Let K be any field, let R = K|x1,...,2,]| with n > 2. For
any i € N™ with ged(i) > 1, set

Si = {q(z1,...,2,) =x' +xV +1: weN", qis absolutely irreducible},
T; :={q(x1,...,2,) =x" +1: we N" qis absolutely irreducible},
Ui := {.%‘1+.%‘2+C: CEK}, Wi =8 uT;uUi.

MOT'COVBT; we also set
W .= U Wi.

ieN"™
ged(i)>1

Note that the set W fulfills the condition that it contains all the (absolutely)
irreducible polynomials that acts as the additive factors in the proof(s) of The-
orem 1.7 and Theorem 1.10. In other words, most of the polynomials of W
are the ones allowing us to guarantee the weak form of Goldbach condition
for arbitrary polynomials in the corresponding polynomial rings. Nonetheless,
Gao irreducibility criterion and related results in [Gao01] and [Koy13] give us
freedom to choose systematically and explicitly different families of (absolutely)
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irreducible polynomial as additional classes of additive factors in alternative
proofs of these theorems. These facts motivate the following definition.

Definition 4.2. Let D be an integral domain, R = D[z1,...,2,], and W a
collection of (absolutely) irreducible polynomials in R. We say that R is a sys-
tem of explicit irreducible polynomials, if W can be chosen explicitly as an
alternative collection of (absolutely) irreducible polynomials in the proof(s) of
Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.10.

It is straightforward to see that Construction 4.1 gives an explicit example
of a system of explicit irreducible polynomials. Our next step will be to extend
Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.10 in a explicit manner for special kinds of local-
izations of rings of polynomials over a suitable ring. The utility of the former
definition lies in the fact that it gives more flexibility and a wider range of
possibilities to the collection of the multiplicative systems that we can use in
such a generalization given by the following theorem.

Theorem 4.3. Let R be a unique factorization domain (UFD), and let O(A’) =
R[x1,...,x,], with n = 2. Let W be a collection of explicit irreducible polyno-
mial in O(A%). Let S < R be a multiplicative system generated (multiplica-
tively) by a set of irreducible polynomials Sy such that Sy n' W = . Let
T = SR be the localization of R with respect to S. Then, any element L
in T with r non-gero terms can be explicitly written as the sum of at most 2r
irreducibles.

Proof. First, let us give three simple proofs of a central elementary fact in this
context: if H is an irreducible polynomial of O(A%) such that H ¢ S, then
H/1 is an irreducible element of 7.

Sub-proof 1: Effectively, let us assume by the sake of contradiction that H/1

is a reducible element of T'. So, there exists irreducible elements I, -- , I,
of O(A%), not belonging to S, with m > 2, and a Z € S such that

ZH =1, - I,.
Let us write Z as a product of irreducible elements of S, Z;,---,Z; € S.

Therefore, the last equation becomes
Zy-ZgH =1, I,.

Due to the elementary fact that R[x1, - - - , x,] is a unique factorization domain
as well (since R so is), and H is irreducible; up to associates (or units), we
can cancel H with one I;, for some j € [m]. Let us assume without lost of
generality that j = 1. So, we derive the equation

Zyoo Ly =Ty I,

which contradicts the unique factorization in O(A%) = R|z1,...,z,], due to
the fact that I5 is an irreducible polynomial do not belonging to .S, but all
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the Z,; belong to S. An immediate consequence of the former proof is that if
A € S, then the element H/S is irreducible in 7.

Sub-proof 2: First of all, since R is a UFD, we have that R[z1,...,2,] is a
UFD. Since the localization of a UFD is also a UFD, we have that 7' = S~ R is
a UFD.

Now, let H € R[z1,...,x,] be an irreducible polynomial such that H ¢ S.
We claim that H/1 is irreducible in 7. Indeed, since H is irreducible and
R[x1,...,2,] is a UFD, we have that (H) is a prime ideal of R[x1,...,2,].
Moreover, since H ¢ S we also have that (H/1) is a prime ideal of 7' In this
way, since (H /1) is a prime ideal of T, and T is an integral domain, we have
(see for instance [TYO5, Proposition 4.1.5]) that H/1 is irreducible in 7. In
particular, we have that if A € S, then the element H/A is irreducible in 7.

Sub-proof 3: Since R is a UFD, we have that R[z4, ..., z,] is a UFD. Since
the localization of a UFD is also a UFD, we have that T' = S~!'R is a UFD.

Now, let H € R[x1,...,x,] be an irreducible polynomial such that H ¢ S.
We claim that H/1 is irreducible in 7. Indeed, S is a multiplicative set gen-
erated by irreducible polynomials. Since R[x1,...,z,] is a UFD, any irre-
ducible is prime and therefore we have that S is generated by prime ele-
ments. Therefore, using [AAZ92, Proposition 1.9] we have that the extension
R[x1,...,2,] c T is inert in the sense of Cohn (see for instance [AAZ92, page
80]). Moreover, we also have that the units of 7" that belongs to R[z1, ..., x,]
are exactly the units of R[x1,...,z,]. Therefore, using [AAZ92, Lemma 1.1]
we have that H is irreducible in R[x,...,z,] if and only if H/1 is irreducible
in T, proving our claim. In particular, we have that if A € S, then the element
H/A s irreducible in T.

Finally, let us consider a rational polynomial in 7, let us say H/W, where
W e O(A%) and W e S. By Theorem 1.10, H can be written as the sum of at
most 2r absolutely irreducible polynomials, i.e.,

p
H=>1,
b=1
for absolutely irreducible polynomials I, - - - , I,; with p < 2r. Moreover, by

construction of S, I;, ¢ S, for all b € [p]. Thus, by the former central elementary
fact,

p
H/W = 3 (Io/W),
b=1
where the elements [, /W are irreducible in T for all b € [p]. This finishes our
constructive proof. 0

Remark 4.4. Notice that, since R is an integral domain, in the proof of Theo-
rem 4.3 we can choose the explicit irreducible elements described in the proof of
Theorem 1.7 if we want.
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A particular special case of Theorem 4.3 is given by the next statement.

Corollary 4.5. Let R be a unique factorization domain, and let O(A}) =
R[z1,...,x,], with n > 2. Let S,, & R be a multiplicative system consist-
ing of the monomials of R[z1,...,z,] . Let T = S,.! R the localization of R in
Sm- Then, any element L in T with r non-zero terms can be explicitly written as
the sum of at most 2r irreducibles. The zero element can be written as the sum
of two irreducibles.

Proof In Theorem 4.3 we can set S = S,, due to the fact that all the irre-
ducible polynomials in the Construction 4.1 are non monomials. O

Remark 4.6. One natural way to proceed to generalize Theorem 1.7 for coordi-
nate rings of varieties would be to consider highly simple coordinate rings of va-
rieties given by irreducible polynomials produced by Gao irreducibility criterion,
and, subsequently try to use the same method of the proof of Theorem 1.7 for con-
structing explicitly the (absolutely) irreducibles polynomials for each monomial
of the polynomial in consideration.

However, this methodological line of generalization seems not to work so
straightforwardly due to the fact that in a quotient ring the property of being
(absolutely) irreducible could be materialized qualitatively in a strong different
manner as in the ring of polynomials. Let us show exactly what we mean with
the following example.

Consider the (absolutely) irreducible polynomial g = wPaP+! + y*P' € R :=
K|w, z,y], for some positive integers p,i € N, due to Gao irreducibility criterion.
Set V. =V(g). Then, in O(V) = R/(g) a typical polynomial that we considered
in the constructive proof of Theorem 1.7 has the form of

A= wPaP Ty 4],
Now, in R, Ais an (absolutely) irreducible polynomial by Gao irreducibility criterion.
Nonetheless, in O(V'), A turns out to be a reducible polynomial. Indeed, regard

both polynomials g and A as polynomials in the variable y; that is, g, A €
K[z, w][y]. If we perform here the euclidean division of A by g we obtain

A= (g g + (1= warD),
and therefore, keeping in mind this equality we clearly have that
A=1—w?z?P) = (1 — wP2P ) (1 + wPaP™!)  (mod g).
In this way, if W, X, Y denote the classes in O(V) of the corresponding variables
in R, then the following equation holds in O(V').
WPXPHLYY 2P 4 | = (WPXPTL 4 1) (Y + 1),
This equation, taking into account that y*** = —wPxP*! (mod g), can also be
written in the following way.

Wpo+ly2pi +1= (1 _ Y2pi)(1 + Y2pi) _ (1 _ Ypi)(l + Ypi)(l + szi).
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Finally, using that 1 = Y?' = (1 =Y )(YP"=L + YPi=2 + . +Y + 1), we end up
with the following factorization of our polynomial A in R/(g).

WPXPHY?2Pi 41 = (1 -Y)(YP 4 VP72 4 Y +1)(1 4+ YPY) (14 Y27,

In conclusion, in O(V') some of the fundamental (absolutely) irreducible poly-
nomials used for our additive decomposition of polynomials are not (absolutely)
irreducible anymore.

5. CHARACTERIZING GOLDBACH’S CONJECTURE OVER SUITABLE FORMS OF
FORCING ALGEBRAS

Let us continue with an elementary result involving a characterization of
GC in the special case of forcing algebras over an algebraically closed field
K. Forcing algebras emerge naturally when we want to translate within an
algebraic canonical structure how close is an element f of a commutative ring
with unity R of belonging to a finitely generated ideal I = (f1,...,fm) S R
[Hoc94, Section 4].

Proposition 5.1. Let K be any field, let R = K|, ..., x,] the ring of polyno-
mials over K in finitely many variables; f, f1,..., fn € K, with f; # 0, for some
index i; and

A= K[a:l,...,xn]/(flxl + .o+ fax, Jrf)
the corresponding forcing algebra. Then, the following statements hold.

(i) Assume that n > 3. Then, any element of A can be written as the sum of
two irreducible elements of A.

(i) If in addition, K is algebraically closed, then any element of A can be
written as the sum of two irreducible elements if and only if n > 3.

Proof. First of all, we prove part (i). Indeed, assume that n > 3. Then, we
have a K-algebra isomorphism

A= K[x1,. .., %1, %it1, Tit2, - -, Tn)

given by sending x; — —>1.,(f;/fi)x; — (f/f:) and z,. — =z, for r # i. So,
A is isomorphic to the ring of polynomials in (n — 1) > 2 variables. Thus,
by [Poll1, Theorem 2] any non-constant polynomial of A of degree m > 1
can be written as the sum of two irreducible polynomials of degree m. Now,
if h is a constant polynomial in A, then h can be written as the sum of two
irreducible polynomials i = x; + (—x; + h), where j # i, and z; and —x; + h
are obviously irreducible polynomials in A. This completes the proof of part
®

In order to prove (ii), hereafter we assume that K is algebraically closed.
If n > 3 then we are done by part (i), so we suppose that n < 2. In the case
that n = 1, by the same argument as before, A is isomorphic to K. Therefore,
A do not fulfill our thesis, since all the elements of A, but zero, are units,
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which, by definition are not irreducible. When n = 2, A ~ K|[T]. Since K is
algebraically closed, the only irreducible polynomials of A have degree one.
Then, no polynomial in A of degree > 2 can be written as the sum of two
irreducible polynomials. O

6. THE STRONG GOLDBACH CONDITION ON SPECIAL CLASSES OF
COORDINATE RINGS OF AFFINE VARIETIES OVER SEVERAL TYPES OF FIELDS

Our next proposition involves a certain class of affine varieties whose rings
of regular functions (or coordinate rings) fulfills the stronger version of Gold-
bach’s conjecture in Proposition 5.1, i.e. any regular function can be written
as the sum of two irreducible regular functions. Let us formulate this property
in a precise manner before stating our result.

Definition 6.1. Let R be a commutative ring. We say that R satisfies the Strong
Goldbach Condition (SGC) if any element of R can be written as the sum of
two irreducible elements of R.

Proposition 6.2. Let K be any field, let f1,..., f, € K[x1,...,2,] be such that
Xn =V(f1,..., fr) & A% is an irreducible affine variety with infinitely many
points. Let Xn41 = V(f1,...,fr) S A% be the corresponding irreducible va-
riety embedded in A’}(“. Then, the ring of regular functions of X,,+1, O(Xp+1)
fulfills the SGC.

Proof. It is straightforward to see that

O(Xn+1) = K[l‘l, Ce ,.”L'n+1]/I(Xn+1) = K[,Tl, .. .,$n+1]/(f1, .. .,fr)
= Koy, .o @]/ (fro- 0 fr)[Ens1] = O(Xn)[2n41].

Moreover, by hypothesis and by Hilbert Basis Theorem, the ring O(X,,) is a
Noetherian integral domain with infinitely many maximal ideals (correspond-
ing to the infinitely many points of X,,). Thus, the ring O(X,,) fulfills the hy-
pothesis of [Pol11, Theorem 1]. Therefore, any polynomial of degree m > 1
in O(X,,)[zn+1] can be expressed as the sum of two irreducibles of degree
m. With the same argument, we also have that any constant polynomial can
be written as the sum of two irreducible polynomials. In conclusion, the ring
O(X,,+1) satisfies the SGC. O

Our next corollary involves an equivalent condition in terms of the dimen-
sion of the corresponding affine variety.
Corollary 6.3. Let K be a field, X,, = V(fi,...,fr) & A an irreducible
affine variety for some polynomials fi,...,f, € K[z1,...,z,]. Let Xp41 =
V(fi,..-, fr) © AL be the corresponding irreducible variety embedded in
A7 Assume that dim(X,,) > 0. Then, O(X,,11) fulfills the SGC.
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Proof. Due to [CLO15, Chapter 9, Section 4, Proposition 6] we have that
dim(X,) > 0 if and only if the affine variety X,, has infinitely many points.
So, our corollary follows immediately from Proposition 6.2. O

In the case of algebraic varieties over an algebraically closed field, the fact
that an irreducible variety has infinitely many points can be formulated in
several equivalent ways. We want to single out the following one in the next
statement.

Corollary 6.4. Let K be an algebraically closed field, X,, = V(fi,..., fr) & A%
an irreducible affine variety for some polynomials f1,..., f, € K[z1,...,zy].
Let Xpi1 = V(f1,..., fr) € A%'" be the corresponding irreducible variety em-
bedded in A\, Assume that O(X,,) is an infinite dimensional K —vector space.
Then, O(X,,+1) fulfills the SGC.

Proof. First of all, since K is algebraically closed, by the Finiteness Theorem
[CLO15, Chapter 5, Section 3, Theorem 6] we have that O(X,,) is an infinite
dimensional K-vector space if and only if the affine variety X,, has infinitely
many points. So, our corollary follows immediately from Proposition 6.2. [

Remark 6.5. Note that in Corollary 6.4, by the Finiteness Theorem [CLO15,
Chapter 5, Section 3, Theorem 6] (see also [KR08, Proposition 3.7.1]), we
can replace the condition involving the endlessness of the dimension of O(X,,)
as K—vector space by any other of the conditions described there, which describe
properties involving certain classes of monomials (not) belonging to the leading
terms of the elements of the polynomials in I = (f,..., fr) € O(X,), as well
as the corresponding Grébner basis.

The reader will easily note that, in order to apply Proposition 6.2 we need
to guarantee that our affine variety is positive dimensional and irreducible.
Irreducibility is in general a property that it is not so easy to check, however
we want to single out the case of plane algebraic curves defined over the reals,
where irreducibility can be characterized in a nice way.

Corollary 6.6. Let f € R[z,y] be an irreducible indefinite polynomial, let X :=
V(f) < A2 be the corresponding affine real plane algebraic curve, and let Y :=
V(f) < A2 be the corresponding variety embedded in A3. Then, the ring of
regular functions of Y, O(Y) fulfills the SGC.

Proof. On the one hand, since f is indefinite and irreducible, X is irreducible
by [dIP02, Theorem 15]. On the other hand, [dIPO2, Corollary 9] implies
that X has infinitely many points. In this way, the result follows immediately
again from Proposition 6.2. O

Remark 6.7. It is known [dIP0O2, Algebraic Lemma 4] that, given any field K
and given two polynomials f, g € K|[x,y] both of positive degree and coprime,
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then we have that V(f) n V (g) is either empty or finite. Therefore, in this case,
we can not apply Proposition 6.2.

7. SOME ENLIGHTENING EXAMPLES IN THE ONE DIMENSIONAL CASE

As we have already illustrated in Corollary 6.6, for affine curves the situa-
tion concerning Goldbach’s condition is more delicate. We want to illustrate
this fact with a pair of concrete examples.

Example 7.1. Let n € N, n > 1, let K be an algebraically closed field, and let
f=a"y—1¢€ K[z,y], X = V(f). Then, dim(X) = dim(O(X)) = 1, and,
since the class of «™ is invertible in O(X ), we immediately check that

OX) = K[z, 2™ y]/(y—2™") = K[z,z'].

Now, since K is algebraically closed, any Laurent polynomial h € K[z, x~ 1] such
that the difference between the degree of h and the valuation of h is bigger strictly
than one, then h can be factored as h = x*h/, where z € Z, and h/ € K|x], with
deg(h') = 2. So, this kind of polynomials are not irreducible because, since K
is algebraically closed, the only irreducible polynomials are the ones of degree
one. Thus, we deduce that the irreducible elements in K[x, 1] are of the form
x¥(a1x + ag), where w € Z and aj,ag € K. From the former fact, we can
conclude that any Laurent polynomial with at least five terms cannot be written
as the sum of two irreducible polynomials. So, O(X) do not fulfill the SGC.

Example 7.2. Let K be any field, let f = 23y?>—1¢€ K[z,y], X = V(f). Again,
dim(X) = dim(O(X)) = 1, and, because 3 is invertible in O(X), one sees that

O(X) = K[z, 2™ y]/(y* —a7?).
So, each element G € O(X) can be written essentially in the form
G = Hl(Xa Xﬁl)Y + HO(Xa Xﬁl)a

where the capital letters denote the classes of the corresponding polynomials and
variables x,x71,y, ho, h1,g € K[z,z~,y]. So, G can be written as follows

G=[H/(X, X ) -1)Y 1] - [V + (Ho(X, X Y +1)].

Now, one can easily check that both polynomials (classes) [(h1(z, 27 1) —1)y—1]
and [y + (ho(z,271) + 1)] are irreducible in O(X), due to the fact that each
pair of coefficients in K[X, X '] of both of them are coprime in K|[x,z~']. In
conclusion, O(X) satisfies the SGC.
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