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JACOBSON RADICALS OF ORE EXTENSIONS

JOOYOUNG SHIN

Abstract. Let R be a ring, σ be an automorphism of R, and D be a σ-derivation
on R. We will show that if R is an algebra over a field of characteristic 0 and D

is q-skew, then J(R[x;σ,D]) = I ∩ R + I0 where I = {r ∈ R : rx ∈ J(R[x;σ,D])}
and I0 = {

∑

i≥1
rix

i : ri ∈ I}. We will prove that J(R[x;σ,D]) ∩ R is nil if

σ is locally torsion and one of the following conditions is given: (1) R is a PI-
ring, (2) R is an algebra over a field of characteristic p > 0 and D is a locally
nilpotent derivation such that σD = Dσ. This answers partially an open question
by Greenfeld, Smoktunowicz and Ziembowski.

1. Introduction

Let R be a ring and σ be an automorphism of R. An additive map D : R → R that
satisfies D(ab) = σ(a)D(b) +D(a)b for all a, b ∈ R is called a σ-derivation of R. If
for every a ∈ R, there exists an integer n = na > 0 such that σn(a) = a, then σ is
called locally torsion. If for every a ∈ R, there is an integer m = ma > 0 such that
Dm(a) = 0, then D is called locally nilpotent.

An Ore extension R[x; σ,D] is a ring of polynomials of form anx
n + · · ·+ a1x+ a0

with n ≥ 0 and a0, . . . , an ∈ R with standard addition and multiplication given by
xa = σ(a)x + d(a) for all a ∈ R. There are two important special cases of Ore
extensions. When σ = 1, the Ore extension is called a differential polynomial ring or
a skew polynomial ring of derivation type and denoted by R[x;D]. When D = 0, the
Ore extension is called a skew polynomial ring of automorphism type and denoted by
R[x; σ].

Let J(R) be the Jacobson radical of R. It is well-known that every element r1 in
J(R) is quasi-regular which means that there exists an element r2 in J(R) such that

0 = r1 + r2 + r1r2 = r1 + r2 + r2r1.

One famous open question in ring theory is the Koethe conjecture asking whether
every one-sided nil ideal is contained in a two-sided nil ideal [9]. In 1972, Krempa
showed that Koethe conjecture is equivalent to whether a polynomial ring over a nil
ring is Jacobson radical [10]. In 1956, Amitsur proved that the Jacobson radical of a
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polynomial ring, J(R[x]), is equal to (J(R[x])∩R)[x] and J(R[x])∩R is a nil ideal of R
[1]. In 1983, Ferrero, Kishimoto, and Motose proved that J(R[x;D]) = (J(R[x;D])∩
R)[x;D] [5]. They showed that if R is a commutative ring, then J(R[x;D])∩R is nil
[5]. In 1980, Bedi and Ram proved that the Jacobson radical of a skew polynomial
ring of automorphism type, J(R[x; σ]), is equal to K ∩ J(R) +K0 where K = {r ∈
R : rx ∈ J(R[x; σ])} and K0 = {

∑

i≥1 rix
i : r ∈ K} [2]. In particular, they showed

that if σ is locally torsion, then K is nil and so J(R[x; σ]) = K[x; σ] [2]. However,
Amitsur’s theorem does not hold for general Ore extensions. Bedi and Ram showed
a counter-example [2]. In section 2, we will extend their result to Ore extension and
show the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Let R be an algebra over a field of characteristic 0. Let σ and D be

an automorphism and a q-skew σ-derivation on R. Then R[x; σ,D] = I ∩ J(R) + I0
where I = {r ∈ R : rx ∈ J(R[x; σ,D])} and I0 = {

∑

i≥1 rix
i : ri ∈ I}.

In 2016, Madill proved that if R is a polynomial identity ring, then J(R[x;D])∩R
is nil [11]. In 2017, Smoktunowicz proved that if R is an algebra over a field F of
characteristic p > 0 and d is a locally nilpotent derivation on R, then J(R[x;D])∩R
is a nil ideal of R [15]. We may wonder whether such results can be gained on Ore
extensions. In 2019, Greenfeld, Smoktunowicz and Ziembowski posed the question
below. In section 3, we will give partial answers to the question.

Question 1. [6, Question 6.17] Consider J(R[x; σ,D]) ∩ R. Is it nil if we assume

that D is locally nilpotent? What if we assume that σ is locally torsion?

2. Jacobson radicals of Ore extensions

Throughout this section, let R be an algebra over a field F . Let σ and D be an
automorphism and a σ-derivation on R. If there exists a nonzero q ∈ F such that
Dσ = qσD, then D is said to be q-skew. We can find the following useful formula in
[7] and [8].

Proposition 1. Let σ be an endomorphism of R, and D be a q-skew σ-derivation on

R. Then for any r ∈ R and non-negative integer k,

xkr =

k
∑

i=0

(

k

i

)

q

σiDk−i(r)xi

where
(

k

j

)

q
is the evaluation at t = q of a polynomial function

(

k

j

)

t

=
(tk − 1)(tk−1 − 1) . . . (tk−j+1 − 1)

(tj − 1)(tj−1 − 1) . . . (t− 1)
.

In particular, for any positive integer m, if q is a primitive m-th root of unity, then
(

km

jm

)

q
=
(

k

j

)

.
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Lemma 1. Let σ be an automorphism on R and D be a q-skew σ-derivation on R.

Then J(R[x; σ,D]) ∩R is closed under σ.

Proof. Define a map σ∗ : R[x; σ,D] → R[x; σ,D] by σ∗(
∑n

i=0 aix
i) =

∑n

i=0 q
−iσ(ai)x

i

for any ai ∈ R. Since σ is an automorphism and q is in a field F , σ∗ is well-defined
and bijective. Now, we claim that σ∗ is an automorphism. Let f(x) =

∑n

i=0 aix
i and

g(x) =
∑m

i=0 bix
i for n ≤ m be polynomials in R[x; σ,D].

σ∗(f(x) + g(x)) = σ∗(

n
∑

i=0

(ai + bi)x
i +

m
∑

i=n+1

bix
i)

=
n
∑

i=0

q−iσ(ai + bi)x
i +

m
∑

i=n+1

q−iσ(bi)x
i

=
n
∑

i=0

(q−iσ(ai) + q−iσ(bi))x
i +

m
∑

i=n+1

q−iσ(bi)x
i

=

n
∑

i=0

q−iσ(ai)x
i +

m
∑

i=0

q−iσ(bi)x
i

= σ∗(f(x)) + σ∗(g(x)).

To show that σ∗(f(x)g(x)) = σ∗(f(x))σ∗(g(x)), it suffices to show that σ∗(axnbxm) =
σ∗(axn)σ∗(bxm). Since D is q-skew, by Proposition 1

σ∗(axnbxm) = σ∗(

n
∑

i=0

(

n

i

)

q

aσiDn−i(b)xi+m)

=

n
∑

i=0

(

n

i

)

q

q−(i+m)σ(aσiDn−i(b))xi+m

=
n
∑

i=0

(

n

i

)

q

q−(i+m)σ(a)σi+1Dn−i(b)xi+m

=
n
∑

i=0

(

n

i

)

q

q−(i+m)q−(n−i)σ(a)σiDn−iσ(b)xi+m

= q−n−mσ(a)

(

n
∑

i=0

(

n

i

)

q

σiDn−iσ(b)xi+m

)

= (q−nσ(a)xn)(q−mσ(b)xm)

= σ∗(axn)σ∗(bxm).

Thus, σ∗ is an automorphism onR[x; σ,D]. We know that Jacobson radicals are closed
under isomorphisms. That means that σ∗(J(R[x; σ,D])) ⊆ J(R[x; σ,D]). Then for
any a ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) ∩ R, we have that σ(a) = σ∗(a) ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) ∩ R.
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�

Lemma 2. Let R be a ring, σ be an automorphism of R, and D be a q-skew σ-
derivation on R. Then, J(R[x; σ,D]) ∩ R is a D-ideal of R.

Proof. Since J(R[x; σ,D]) is an ideal of R[x; σ,D], J(R[x; σ,D])∩R is an ideal of R.
Take a ∈ J(R[x; σ,D])∩R. By Lemma 1, σ(a) ∈ J(R[x; σ,D])∩R. Let R∗ be a ring
R with adjoined identity. We know that J(R[x; σ,D]) is an ideal of R∗[x; σ,D]. Then,
xa and σ(a)x are in J(R[x; σ,D]). We get that D(a) = xa − σ(a)x ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]).
Since D(a) ∈ R, thus D(a) ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) ∩ R. �

From Lemma 1 and 2, we can define (J(R[x; σ,D]) ∩ R)[x; σ,D]. It is an ideal of
R[x; σ,D]. However, in general, the equality

J(R[x; σ,D]) = (J(R[x; σ,D]) ∩ R)[x; σ,D]

is false. One can find the following counterexample in [2, Example 3.5].

Example 1. [2, Example 3.5] Let R = ⊕i∈ZSi where Si = S is an arbitrary ring which

is not Jacobson radical. Let σ : R → R be an automorphism such that σ(
∑

i∈Z ai) =
∑

i∈Z ai−1. Consider R[x; σ]. Let K = {r ∈ R : rx ∈ J(R[x; σ])}. Take any a =
∑

i∈Z ai ∈ R. If ai = 0 for all i /∈ [m,n], then (axR[x; σ])n−m+2 = 0. Thus, K = R.

Since J(R[x; σ]) = K ∩ J(R) +K0 where K0 = {
∑

i≥1 rix
i : r ∈ K}, so J(R[x; σ]) =

J(R) +K0. Since J(R) = ⊕i∈ZJ(Si), we obtain that J(R[x; σ]) 6= J(R)[x; σ].

Now, one may ask the following question.

Question 2. When is J(R[x; σ,D]) equal to J(R[x; σ,D])∩R? If σ is locally torsion

or D is locally nilpotent, then is J(R[x; σ,D]) equal to J(R[x; σ,D]) ∩R?

We will follow the idea of Bedi and Ram and prove Theorem 1. Suppose that R
does not have identity 1. Consider R∗ = R ⊕ F which is the Dorroh extension of R
with componentwise addition and multiplication defined by (r1, m1)(r2, m2) = (r1r2+
m2r1 +m1r2, m1m2) for r1, r2 ∈ R and m1, m2 ∈ F . Then R∗ has identity (0, 1) and
R is a F -subalgebra of R∗. Define σ∗((r,m)) = (σ(r), m) and D∗((r,m)) = (D(r), 0)
for any (r,m) ∈ R ⊕ F . We can check that σ∗ and D∗ are an automorphism and
σ∗-derivation on R ⊕ F . Since R∗[x; σ∗, D∗]/R[x; σ,D] ∼= F [x] and F is a field, so
J(R∗[x; σ∗, D∗]) = J(R[x; σ,D]). Thus, we can assume that R has identity.

One can find the following definitions and some useful lemmas in [12]. Let S be a
ring with identity 1 and R be a subring of S with the same 1. Let VS be a S-module
and let WS be a submodule of VS. If there exists a S-submodule US of VS such
that VS = WS + US, then we write WS|VS. The set {y1 = 1, y2, . . . , yn} is called a
normalizing basis for S over R if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) every element r of S can be written uniquely as

r = β1y1 + β2y2 + · · ·+ βnyn

for some β1, β2, . . . , βn ∈ R,
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(2) there exist automorphisms φ1, φ2, . . . , φn of R such that yiβ = φi(β)yi for all
β ∈ R.

Lemma 3. [12, Theorem 16.3] Let S be a ring with identity 1 and let R be a subring

with the same 1. If {y1 = 1, y2, . . . , yn} is a normalizing basis for S over R, then

(J(S))n ⊆ J(R)S ⊆ J(S).

Lemma 4. [12, Theorem 16.5] Let S be a ring and R be a subring with the same

identity 1. Suppose that as left R-modules, we have RR|SR. Then J(S) ∩ R ⊆ J(R).

Lemma 5. Let R be an algebra over a field F . Let σ and D be an automorphism

and σ-derivation on R.

(1) If f(x) = anx
n + · · ·+ a1x+ a0 is a nonzero polynomial in J(R[x; σ,D]), then

J(R[x; σ,D]) has a monomial manx
n for some m ∈ Z.

(2) If f(x) = xnan + · · ·+ xa1 + a0 is a nonzero polynomial in J(R[x; σ,D]), then
J(R[x; σ,D]) has a monomial xn(man) for some m ∈ Z.

Proof. We will show that the first statement holds. The second statement can be
shown similarly.

Assume that R has identity. Let f(x) = anx
n + · · · + a1x + a0 be a nonzero

polynomial in J(R[x; σ,D]). If n = 0, it is trivial. Suppose that n ≥ 1. We will
consider two cases: 1. characteristic of F is 0, 2. characteristic of F is a prime p 6= 0.

Case 1. Let ζ be a complex primitive (n + 1)-th root of unity and S = R ⊗Z Z[ζ ].
Then, R and Z[ζ ] are contained in S [4, Chapter II, §3, no.7, Corollary 1]. Define
σ′ : S → S by σ′(r ⊗ m) = σ(r) ⊗ m. We can check that σ′ is an automorphism
on S. Define D′ : S → S by D′(r ⊗ m) = D(r) ⊗ m. We can check that D′ is a
σ′-derivation on R. Now, R[x; σ,D] ⊆ S[x; σ′, D′] and S[x; σ′, D′] has a normalizing
basis over R[x; σ,D]. So, f(x) ∈ J(S[x; σ′, D′]) by Lemma 3.

Let β1, β2, . . . , βn+1 be n+1 distinct units of Z[ζ ]. Define maps λβi
: S[x; σ′, D′] →

S[x; σ′, D′] by λβi
(
∑k

j=0 sjx
j) =

∑k

j=0 sjβ
j
i x

j for any sj ∈ S. Since σ′(βi) = βi and

D′(βi) = 0, they are well-defined automorphisms of S[x; σ′, D′]. Thus, λβi
(f(x)) ∈

J(S[x; σ′, D′]). We obtain danx
n ∈ J(S[x; σ′, D′]) where nonzero d ∈ Z[ζ ] is the

value of the Vandermonde determinant. Let d = d1, d2, . . . , dt be the conjugates
of d in the Galois extension Q[ζ ] of Q. Then m := d1d2 . . . dt ∈ Q. Since d =
d1 ∈ Z[ζ ], all di ∈ Z[ζ ] for i = 1, 2, . . . , t. So, m ∈ Z[ζ ] ∩ Q = Z. Thus,
manx

n ∈ J(S[x; σ′, D′])∩R[x; σ,D]. But, R[x; σ,D] is a direct summand of S[x; σ′, D′]
as R[x; σ,D]-module. So, J(S[x; σ′, D′]) ∩ R[x; σ,D] ⊆ J(R[x; σ,D]) by Lemma 4.
Hence, manx

n ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]).
Case 2. Consider the extension S = R ⊗Zp

K where K is a finite field containing
Zp and |K| > n + 1. Similar to Case 1, we obtain that danx

n ∈ J(S[x; σ′, D′]) for
some nonzero d ∈ K. Thus, anx

n ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]). �
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Corollary 1. Let R be an algebra over a field F . Let σ and D be an automorphism

and σ-derivation on R. Every polynomial of minimal degree in J(R[x; σ,D]) is a

monomial.

Proof. Let f(x) = anx
n+ · · ·+a1x+a0 be a polynomial in J(R[x; σ,D]) with minimal

degree. By Lemma 5, we know that manx
n ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) for some m ∈ Z. Then

mf(x)−manx
n ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]). However,

mf(x)−maxnxn = man−1x
n−1 + · · ·+ma1x+ma0.

By the minimality of degree, mf(x) − manx
n = 0 and so mf(x) = manx

n. If
characteristic of F is zero, then f(x) = anx

n. If characteristic of F is a prime p 6= 0,
then m = 1 by the proof of Lemma 5 and so f(x) = anx

n.
Similarly, if f(x) = xnan + · · ·+ xa1 + a0 has the minimal degree in J(R[x; σ,D]),

then we can get that f(x) = xnan ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]). �

Let R be an algebra over a field F of characteristic 0. Suppose that D is q-
skew. Let k be any non-negative integer. Let A = {r ∈ R : rxk ∈ J(R[x; σ,D])}.
First, 0 ∈ A. Since J(R[x; σ,D]) is an ideal of R[x; σ,D], we have that for any
a, b ∈ A, (a+ b)xk = axk + bxk ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]). So, A is closed under addition. Since
raxk ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) for any a ∈ A and r ∈ R, we have that A is closed under left
multiplication, so A is a left ideal of R. Now, we will show that A is a right ideal.
Take any a ∈ A and r ∈ R. Since σ is an automorphism on R, there is an element t
in R such that σk(t) = r. Consider axkt. Since J(R[x; σ,D]) is an ideal of R[x; σ,D],
axkt ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]).

axkt = aσk(t)xk +

k−1
∑

i=0

(

k

i

)

q

σiDk−i(t)xi.

By Lemma 5, we know that maσk(t)xk ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) for some m ∈ Z. Since F is
of characteristic 0, we obtain that aσk(t)xk ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]). Since arxk = aσk(t)xk,
we obtain that ar ∈ A. Therefore, A is an ideal of R.

Lemma 6. Let R be an algebra over a field F of characteristic 0. Let σ and D
be an automorphism and a q-skew σ-derivation on R. If J(R[x; σ,D]) 6= 0, then

I := {r ∈ R : rx ∈ J(R[x; σ,D])} 6= 0.

Proof. Since J(R[x; σ,D]) 6= 0, let f(x) = anx
n+· · ·+a1x+a0 be a nonzero polynomial

of minimal degree n in J(R[x; σ,D]). If n = 0, then trivially a0x ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]). If
n = 1, then a1x ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) by Corollary 1. Assume that n ≥ 2. By Corollary
1, f(x) = anx

n ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]). We claim that anx ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) which is a
contradiction to the minimality of degree in J(R[x; σ,D]). Take any element r ∈ R.



JACOBSON RADICALS OF ORE EXTENSIONS 7

Then f(x)r = anx
nr ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]). Since D is q-skew, by Proposition 1

f(x)r = anx
nr =

n
∑

i=0

(

n

i

)

q

anσ
iDn−i(r)xi. (1)

Since its degree is n, Corollary 1 gives us that f(x)r = anσ
n(r)xn. So, the term of

degree n− 1 has the coefficient
(

n

n−1

)

q
anσ

n−1D(r) = 0.

Since
(

n

n−1

)

q
= qn−1

q−1
= qn−1 + · · ·+ q + 1 is in the field F , anσ

n−1D(r) = 0. Since

Dσ = qσD, we obtain that anDσn−1(r) = qn−1anσ
n−1D(r) = 0. Since we took r

arbitrarily and σ is an automorphism, we obtain that anD(R) = 0. Thus, for any
integer k and element r ∈ R,

anx
kr =

k
∑

i=0

(

k

i

)

q

anσ
iDk−i(r)xi =

k
∑

i=0

(

k

i

)

q

q−i(k−i)anD
k−iσi(r)xi = anσ

k(r)xk.

Let A = {r ∈ R : rxn ∈ J(R[x; σ,D])}. We know that A is an ideal of R and an ∈ A.
So, we can check that (anxR[x; σ,D])n ⊆ AnR[x; σ,D] where An = {axn : a ∈ A}.
Indeed, for any non-negative integers k1, k2 and elements b1, b2 ∈ R,

(anxb1x
k1)(anxb2x

k2) = (anxb1x
k1)anσ(b2)x

k2+1

= anxb1

k1
∑

i=0

(

k1
i

)

q

σiDk−i(anσ(b2))x
k2+1+i

= an

k1
∑

i=0

(

k1
i

)

q

σ(b1σ
iDk−i(anσ(b2)))x

k2+2+i

Since An ⊆ J(R[x; σ,D]), hence anx ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]). �

Let R be an algebra over a field F of characteristic 0. Let σ and D be an auto-
morphism and a q-skew σ-derivation on a ring R. We know that I in Lemma 6 is an
ideal of R. Now, we claim that I is (σ,D)-stable.

First, we will show that I is σ-stable. Define a map α : R[x; σ,D] → R[x; σ,D] by
α(
∑n

i=0 aix
i) =

∑n

i=0 q
−iσ(ai)x

i for any ai ∈ R. Since σ is an automorphism, α is a
well-defined automorphism. We know that α(J(R[x; σ,D])) ⊆ J(R[x; σ,D]). Thus,
for any r ∈ I, q−1σ(r)x = α(rx) ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) and so q−1σ(r) ∈ I. Since I is an
ideal of R, thus σ(r) = q(q−1σ(r)) ∈ I and I is σ-stable. Moreover, since σ is an
automorphism and so Dσ−1 = q−1σ−1D, we can see that I is σ−1-stable. That means
that I is σ-invariant.

Now, let’s show that I is D-stable. Take any r ∈ I. Since I is σ-stable, we
know that σ(r)x ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]). Then xr − D(r) = σ(r)x ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]). By
Lemma 5, x(mr) ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) for some m ∈ Z. Since F is of characteristic 0,
xr ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]). Thus, D(r) = xr − σ(r)x ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) and I is D-stable.
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Proof of Theorem 1. We assume that R has identity. First, we will show that I ∩
J(R)+ I0 ⊆ J(R[x; σ,D]). Since J(R[x; σ,D]) is an ideal of R[x; σ,D], it is clear that
I0 is a subset of J(R[x; σ,D]). Let r ∈ I ∩ J(R). Take any polynomial xnrn + · · ·+
xr1 + r0 ∈ R[x; σ,D]. Let β = r(xnrn + · · ·+ xr1 + r0). Then β = f(x) + rr0 where
f(x) ∈ rxR[x; σ,D]. Since r ∈ I, so rx ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) and f(x) ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]).
Since r ∈ J(R), so rr0 has the quasi-inverse b and we obtain that

βb = f(x)b+ rr0b = f(x)b− (rr0 + b) = f(x)b− (β − f(x) + b).

We know that β + b+ βb = f(x)b+ f(x) ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]). There is c ∈ J(R[x; σ,D])
such that β+ b+βb+ c+(β+ b+βb)c = 0. So, β+(b+ c+ bc)+β(b+ c+ bc) = 0 and
thus β is quasi-regular and so rR[x; σ,D] is a quasi-regular right ideal. Therefore,
r ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) and I ∩ J(R) ⊆ J(R[x; σ,D]).

Now, let’s show that J(R[x; σ,D]) ⊆ I ∩ J(R) + I0. We know that I is an ideal
of R. Define a map σ̄ : R/I → R/I by σ̄(r + I) = σ(r) + I for any r ∈ R. Since
I is σ-invariant and σ is an automorphism of R, σ̄ is a well-defined automorphism
on R/I. Define a map D̄ : R/I → R/I by D̄(r + I) = D(r) + I for any r ∈ R.
Since I is D-stable, D̄ is well-defined. Since D is a σ-derivation on R, D̄ is a σ̄-
derivation on R/I. Consider (R/I)[x; σ̄, D̄]. We define another map θ : R[x; σ,D] →
(R/I)[x; σ̄, D̄] by θ(

∑n

i=0 aix
i) =

∑n

i=0(ai + I)xi for ai ∈ R. We can check that θ is
a well-defined surjective homomorphism. Since the kernel of θ is I[x; σ,D], we have
that R[x; σ,D]/I[x; σ,D] ∼= (R/I)[x; σ̄, D̄]. We claim that J((R/I)[x; σ̄, D̄]) = 0. Let
(r + I)x ∈ J((R/I)[x; σ̄, D̄]). We can see that

R[x; σ,D]rx+ I[x; σ,D]

I[x; σ,D]
is a quasi-regular left ideal of

R[x; σ,D]

I[x; σ,D]

and

R[x; σ,D]rx+ I[x; σ,D]

I[x; σ,D]
is isomorphic to

R[x; σ,D]rx+ I0
I0

.

Since I0 ⊆ J(R[x; σ,D]), so R[x; σ,D]rx + I0 ⊆ J(R[x; σ,D]) and R[x; σ,D]rx ⊆
J(R[x; σ,D]). Thus, rx ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) and r ∈ I. Hence, J((R/I)[x; σ̄, D̄]) = 0.
Since J(R[x; σ,D]/I[x; σ,D]) ∼= J((R/I)[x; σ̄, D̄]), we obtain that J(R[x; σ,D]) ⊆
I[x; σ,D]. It remains to show that a constant term of every polynomial in J(R[x; σ,D])
is in J(R). Let g(x) = bmx

m + · · · + b1x + b0 be a polynomial in J(R[x; σ,D]).
Since g(x) ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) ⊆ I[x; σ,D], every coefficient bi is contained in I. Thus,
b1x, b2x

2, . . . , bmx
m ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]). So, b0 = g(x) − (b1x + b2x + · · · + bmx

m) ∈
J(R[x; σ,D]). Hence, b0 ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) ∩ R ⊆ J(R). �

3. Ore extensions with locally torsion automorphisms

Since the multiplication on Ore extensions R[x; σ,D] is defined by xa = σ(a)x+D(a)
for all a ∈ R, we can find the following rules.
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Lemma 7. [6, Lemma 5.1] Let R be a ring, σ be an endomorphism of R, and D be

a σ-derivation on R. Then, in R[x; σ,D], the following equation holds:

xna =
n
∑

m=0









∑

degσ(w)=m
degd(w)=n−m

w(a)









xm.

where w(a) = w(σ,D)(a) is a monomial in σ and d at a, and degσ(w) and degD(w)
denote respectively degrees of σ and D in w.

In 2011, Bergen and Grzeszczuk considered the skew power series ring R[[x; σ,D]]
as all infinite sums in form of a0 + a1x + a2x

2 + . . . for all a0, a1, a2, . . . [3]. The
skew power series ring is closed under standard addition. However, the multiplication
given by xa = σ(a)x + D(a) is not necessarily well-defined. In 2019, Greenfeld,
Smoktunowicz, and Ziembowski proved that if D is locally nilpotent, the natural
multiplication from R[x; σ,D] to R[[x; σ,D]] is well-defined [6].

Lemma 8. [6, Theorem 5.3] Let R be a ring, σ be an endomorphism, and D be a lo-

cally nilpotent σ-derivation. Then natural multiplication from R[x; σ,D] to R[[x; σ,D]]
is well-defined.

Now, we will investigate when J(R[x; σ,D])∩R is a nil ideal of R. Specifically, we
will consider Ore extensions R[x; σ,D] where σ is locally torsion. Throughout this
section, the center of R is denoted by Z(R) and the nilradical of R is denoted by
N(R).

Lemma 9. [14, Theorem 1.6.14] Let R be a PI ring such that N(R) = 0. Then every

nonzero ideal of R intersects Z(R) nontrivially.

Lemma 10. Let R be a ring. Let a be an element in R such that a + N(R) ∈
Z(R/(N(R))). If at ∈ N(R) for some positive integer t, then a ∈ N(R).

Proof. Since at ∈ N(R), a is nilpotent. Since a+N(R) ∈ Z(R/(N(R))), we have that
(aZ+ aR+N(R))/(N(R)) is a nil ideal of R/N and so aZ+ aR+N(R) is a nil ideal
of R. Thus, aZ+ aR+N(R) is contained in N(R). That means that a ∈ N(R). �

Theorem 2. Let R be a PI ring. Let σ be a locally torsion automorphism of R and

D be a σ-derivation on R. Then J(R[x; σ,D]) ∩R is a nil ideal of R.

Proof. The approach follows [11]. Let S = J(R[x; σ,D]) ∩ R and let N = N(R). We
know that S is an ideal of R. We will prove that S is nil. Consider a quotient ring
L := (S + N)/N . Note that L is an ideal of R/N , which is a PI ring with the zero
upper nilradical.

If L = 0, then S ⊆ N and so S is nil. Suppose that L 6= 0. By Lemma 9,
L ∩ Z(R/N) 6= {0}. Take a nonzero element a + N ∈ L ∩ Z(R/N). Then a ∈ S,
a + N 6= N , and a + N ∈ Z(R/N). Since σ is locally torsion, there is an integer



JACOBSON RADICALS OF ORE EXTENSIONS 10

n > 0 such that σn(a) = a. Let R∗ be a ring R with adjoined identity. Since
a ∈ S ⊆ J(R[x; σ,D]) and J(R[x; σ,D]) is an ideal of R∗[x; σ,D], we have that
axn ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) and so there exists f(x) =

∑m

i=0 bix
i ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) such that

f(x) + axn + f(x)axn = 0. (2)

By comparing coefficients of each term, we can get that b0 = b1 = · · · = bn−1 = 0.
So, write f(x) =

∑m

i=n bix
i. By Lemma 7, equation (2) becomes

0 =

m
∑

i=n

bix
i + axn +

(

m
∑

i=n

bix
iaxn

)

=
m
∑

i=n

bix
i + axn +









m
∑

i=n

i
∑

j=0

∑

degσ(w)=j

degd(w)=i−j

biw(a)x
n+j









.

Compare coefficients of each term. From xn+m term, we get

bmσ
m(a) = 0. (3)

From xm+i for i = 1, 2, . . . , n− 1, we get

m
∑

l=m−n+i

blwm−n+i,l−m+n−i(a) = 0 (4)

where wi,l−i(a) =
∑

degσ(w)=i

degd(w)=l−i

w(a). From xn+i term for i = 1, 2, 3, . . . , m− n, we get

bn+i +

m
∑

l=i

blwi,l−i(a) = 0. (5)

From xn term, we get

bn + a+

m
∑

i=n

biD
i(a) = 0. (6)

Let A be a set of finite products of a, σ(a), σ2(a), . . . , σn−1(a). We claim that there
exists some rj ∈ A such that bm−jrj ∈ N for all j = 0, 1, . . . , m− n. We will proceed
by induction on j. For j = 0, equation (3) shows bmσ

m(a) = 0. Since σn(a) = a, so
σm(a) ∈ A.
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Suppose that the result holds for any j ≤ k with k ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, . . .m − n}. First,
consider the case k + 1 < n. In equation (4), replace i with n− k − 1.

0 =
m
∑

l=m−k−1

blwm−k−1,l−m+k+1(a)

= bm−k−1wm−k−1,0(a) +

m
∑

l=m−k

blwm−k−1,l−m+k+1(a)

= bm−k−1σ
m−k−1(a) +

m
∑

l=m−k

blwm−k−1,l−m+k+1(a).

(7)

By the inductive hypothesis, there are rm−l ∈ A such that blrm−l ∈ N for l =
m − k,m − k + 1, . . . , m. Multiply each side of equation (7) by rkrk−1 . . . r0. Since
a + N ∈ Z(R/N) and σ is an automorphism, σ(a) + N ∈ Z(R/N) and so r + N ∈
Z(R/N) for all r ∈ A.

0 = bm−k−1σ
m−k−1(a)rkrk−1 . . . r0

+
m
∑

l=m−k

blwm−k−1,l−m+k+1(a)rkrk−1 . . . r0

= bm−k−1σ
m−k−1(a)rkrk−1 . . . r0 (mod N).

Since rk+1 := σm−k−1(a)rkrk−1 . . . r0 ∈ A, the result holds.
Next, consider the case k + 1 ≥ n. In equation (5), replace i with m− k − 1.

bn+m−k−1 +

m
∑

l=m−k−1

blwm−k−1,l−m+k+1(a) = 0

bn+m−k−1 + bm−k−1wm−k−1,0(a)+

m
∑

l=m−k

blwm−k−1,l−m+k+1(a) = 0.

By the inductive hypothesis, there are rj and rk−n+1 in A such that bm−jrj ∈ N and
bn+m−k−1rk−n+1 ∈ N for 0 ≤ j ≤ k. Multiply each side by ξ = r0r1 . . . rk−1rk−n+1 ∈ A.

bn+m−k−1ξ + bm−k−1wm−k−1,0(a)ξ +

m
∑

l=m−k

blwm−k−1,l−m+k+1(a)ξ = 0.

Since r+N ∈ Z(R/N) for all r ∈ A, thus bn+m−k−1ξ ∈ N and blwm−k−1,l−m+k+1(a)ξ ∈
N for m− k ≤ l ≤ m. We have that bm−k−1wm−k−1,0(a)ξ = bm−k−1σ

m−k−1(a)ξ ∈ N .
We can take rk+1 := σm−k−1(a)ξ ∈ A.
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By the claim, there exist rn, rn+1, . . . , rm ∈ A such that biri ∈ N for i = n, n +
1, . . . , m. Multiply equation (6) by rnrn+1 . . . rm. Since r+N ∈ Z(R/N) for all r ∈ A,

0 = bnrnrn+1 . . . rm + arnrn+1 . . . rm +
m
∑

i=n

biD
i(a)rnrn+1 . . . rm

= bnrnrn+1 . . . rm + arnrn+1 . . . rm +

m
∑

i=n

birnrn+1 . . . rmD
i(a) (mod N)

= arnrn+1 . . . rm (mod N).

Since rnrn+1 . . . rm ∈ A, we have that rnrn+1 . . . rm+N = at0(σ(a))t1 . . . (σn−1(a))tn−1+
N for some non-negative integers t0, t1, . . . , tn−1. Since arnrn+1 . . . rm ∈ N , we gain
that (aσ(a)σ2(a) . . . σn−1(a))t ∈ N for some t ≥ max{t0, t1, . . . , tn−1}. By Lemma 10,
we know that aσ(a)σ2(a) . . . σn−1(a) ∈ N . Let c0 = a, c1 = σ(a), . . . , cn−1 = σn−1(a).
Then c0c1 . . . cn−1 ∈ N . We can find the largest integer k such that there exists i1 <
i2 < · · · < ik with ci1ci2 . . . cik /∈ N and ci1ci2 . . . cikcik+1

∈ N where ci1 , . . . , cik , cik+1

are distinct. Let a1 = ci1ci2 . . . cik . Then a1 /∈ N , a1 ∈ S, a1 + N ∈ Z(R/N), and
σn(a1) = a1. Let a2 = a1+σ(a1)+· · ·+σn−1(a1). Then a2 ∈ S and a2+N ∈ Z(R/N).
If a2 ∈ N , then a1a2 ∈ N and a1σ

j(a1) ∈ N for any positive integer j by the maxi-
mality of k, and so a21 ∈ N . By Lemma 10, a1 ∈ N which is a contradiction. Thus,
a2 /∈ N . Moreover, since σn(a1) = a1, we have that σ(a2) = a2. Since a2 /∈ N , a2 ∈ S,
and a2+N ∈ Z(R/N), we can proceed a similar way to the previous steps comparing
coefficients of g(x) + a2x + g(x)a2x = 0 where g(x) is the quasi-inverse of a2x. We
gain that ap2 ∈ N for some positive integer p. By Lemma 10, a2 ∈ N which is a
contradiction. Hence, L = 0. �

Theorem 3. Let R be an algebra over a field of characteristic p > 0, σ be a locally

torsion automorphism of R, and D be a locally nilpotent σ-derivation on R. If σD =
Dσ, then J(R[x; σ,D]) ∩ R is a nil ideal of R.

Proof. The approach follows [15]. We know that J(R[x; σ,D]) ∩ R is an ideal of R.
We will show that J(R[x; σ,D]) ∩ R is nil. Take any element a ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) ∩ R.
Since σ is locally torsion and D is locally nilpotent, we can take an integer m > 0 such
that σm(a) = a and Dpm(a) = 0. By Proposition 1, we have xmpma = axmpm . Let R∗

be a ring R with adjoined identity. Since a ∈ J(R[x; σ,D]) ∩ R ⊆ J(R[x; σ,D]) and
J(R[x; σ,D]) is an ideal of R∗[x; σ,D], axmpm has the quasi-inverse p(x) =

∑t

i=0 bix
i ∈

R[x; σ,D]. Let A be a subring of R generated by a, bi, σ
l(Dj(a)), σl(Dj(bi)) for

integers 0 ≤ i ≤ t and j ≥ 0 and l ∈ Z. Since σD = Dσ, σ is an automorphism of
A and D is a σ-derivation on A, so A[x; σ,D] is a subring of R[x; σ,D]. Note that
axmpm is quasi-regular in A[x; σ,D].

Since D is locally nilpotent and σ is locally torsion, there is an integer k = mq
for some q > 0 such that σk(bi) = bi and Dpk(bi) = 0 for all i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , t. By
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Proposition 1, xkpkbi = bix
kpk for all i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , t. Since σD = Dσ, we have that

xkpkσl(Dj(bi))− σl(Dj(bi))x
kpk = xkpkσl(Dj(bi))−Dj(σl(bi))x

kpk

= xkpkσl(Dj(bi))−Dj(σl+kpk(bi))x
kpk

= xkpkσl(Dj(bi))− σkpk(σl(Dj(bi)))x
kpk

= Dkpk(σl(Dj(bi)))

= σl(Dj+kpk(bi))

= 0.

Moreover, since k = mq, we can check that σk(a) = a, Dpk(a) = 0, and xkpka =

axkpk . Similar to xkpkσl(Dj(bi)) = σl(Dj(bi))x
kpk , we can find that xkpkσl(Dj(a)) =

σl(Dj(a))xkpk . So, xkpk commutes with all elements in A. Therefore, D is nilpotent
on A.

Consider A[x; σ,D] ⊆ A[[x; σ,D]] which is a power series ring in the indeterminate
x. Recall that xmpma = axmpm , thus (axmpm)i = aiximpm . In A[[x; σ,D]], we can see
that q(x) = (−axmpm) + (−axmpm)2 + (−axmpm)3 + . . . is the quasi-inverse of axpm ,
that is,

axmpm +
(

(−axmpm) + (−axmpm)2 + . . .
)

+ axmpm
(

(−axmpm) + (−axmpm)2 + . . .
)

= 0.

By the uniqueness of a quasi-inverse, q(x) = p(x) ∈ A[x; σ,D] ⊆ A[[x; σ,D]] and so
∞
∑

i=0

(−axmpm)i =
∞
∑

i=0

(−a)iximpm ∈ A[x; σ,D]

Hence, ai = 0 for some i. �
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