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THE MACIAS TOPOLOGY ON INTEGRAL DOMAINS

JHIXON MACIAS

ABsTRACT. In this manuscript a recent topology on the positive integers gen-
erated by the collection of {0, : n € N} where o, := {m : ged(n,m) = 1}
is generalized over integral domains. Some of its topological properties are
studied. Properties of this topology on infinite principal ideal domains that
are not fields are also explored, and a new topological proof of the infinitude
of prime elements is obtained (assuming the set of units is finite or not open),
different from those presented in the style of H. Furstenberg. Finally, some
problems are proposed.

1. INTRODUCTION

In 1955, H. Furstenberg introduced a topology 77 on the integers Z generated
by the collection of arithmetic progressions of the form a + bZ (a,b € Z,b > 1)
and with it presented the first topological proof of the infinitude of prime num-
bers (now very famous), sce [6]. A couple of years earlier (1953), M. Brown had
introduced a topology 7¢ on the natural numbers N that turns out to be coarser
than Furstenberg’s topology induced on N. This latter topology is generated by the
collection of arithmetic progressions a + bN with ¢ € N and b € NU {0} such that
ged(a,b) = 1. It was not until 1959 that the topology introduced by Brown was
popularized by S. Golomb (now known as Golomb’s topology) who in [7] proves
that Dirichlet’s theorem on arithmetic progressions is equivalent to the set of prime
numbers P being dense in the topological space (N, 7g). Golomb also presents a
topological proof of the infinitude of prime numbers, verifying that Furstenberg’s
argument also works on (N,7¢). In 1969, A.M. Kirch lﬂ] defines a topology Tk
coarser than Golomb’s topology generated by the collection of arithmetic progres-
sions a+bN with a € N,;b € NU{0} and a square-free such that ged(a,b) = 1. Over
the years these topologies have been widely studied, see for example the following
works B, El, @, @, |2L_1|,g|ﬂ7 @, |ﬂ, E, @, @, @7 @] In 1997, J. Knopemacher and
S. Porubsky IE] generalize both Furstenberg’s and Golomb’s topologies in integral
domains, and study the arithmetic properties obtained in these equipped with these
topologies (especially with the generalization of Golomb’s topology). In subsequent

ears, Golomb spaces have been studied in various algebraic structures, see [@, ,
ﬁ, 14, [14].

Recently, in B], a new topology 7)s is introduced, called the Macias topology,
which is generated by the collection of sets o, := {m € N : gcd(n,m) = 1}. Ad-
ditionally, some of its properties are studied. For example, the topological space
(N, 7a7) does not satisfy the T separation axiom, satisfies (vacuously) the T4 sepa-
ration axiom, is ultraconnected, hyperconnected (therefore connected, locally con-
nected, path-connected), not countably compact (therefore not compact), but it
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is limit point compact and pseudocompact. On the other hand, for n,m € N, it
holds that CI(N)TM)({nm}) = CI(NJM)({’II}) N CI(NJM)({T)’L}) where CI(N)TM)({’II})
denotes the closure of the singleton set {n} in the topological space (N, 7ps). Fur-
thermore, in [13], a new topological proof of the infinitude of prime numbers is
presented (different from the proofs of Furstenberg and Golomb). In the same
work, the infinitude of any non-empty subset of prime numbers is characterized in
the following sense: if A C P (non-empty), then A is infinite if and only if A is
dense in (N, 7p7), see |13, Theorem 4].

In the present manuscript, the Macias topology is generalized over integral do-
mains that are not fields and some of its basic properties are studied (Section [2)),
and it is compared with Golomb’s topology (Subsection 7). We also study some
properties of the Macias topology in principal ideal domains (PIDs) that are not
fields (Section ). Furthermore, the infinitude of prime elements is characterized
and the proof of the infinitude of primes presented in |13] is generalized over infinite
PIDs with a finite number of units (Subsection B.16]).

2. THE MACIAS TOPOLOGY ON INTEGRAL DOMAINS

Throughout this section, we denote by R a commutative ring with identity 1 =
1r # Og, and without zero divisors (an integral domain) that is not a field. For
each r € R, define

or:={s€eR:(r)+(s)=R}={s€eR| Fu,veR:ur+vs=1}
where for all » € R, (r) is the ideal generated by r. Let g := {0, : r € R}.
Theorem 2.1. The set Br is a basis for some topology on R.

Proof. Tt is clear that for all » € R, we have (1)+ (r) = R, so 01 = R. Now, observe
that oy, = op, Noy, for all 1,79 € R. Indeed, let s € 0y,,,. Then there exist
u,v € R such that

1 =wu(rire) + vs = (ury)re + vs = (ure)ry + vs.

Thus, s € o,, N oy,. On the other hand, let s € o,, No,,. Then, there exist
uy,v1, U2, V2 € R such that uir; +v1s =1 and usre + vos = 1. Thus:

1= (u1ry + v18)(uare + v2s) = urriusre + U1T1V28 + V1SULT + V1 SU2S
= (uyug)rire + (u1r1ve + viusrs + v18v2)8,

which implies that s € o,,,. Therefore, Sr is a basis for some topology on R. [

e~

We denote by M(R) the topological space (R,7r), where 7 is the topology
generated by Sg.

The definition of o, (as defined) is inspired by the Bézout’s identity. As much as
possible, we want to absorb the properties of relatively prime elements over integral
domains (even when a ged does not necessarily exist for every pair of elements in R).
Therefore, the study in this manuscript does not focus on R, but on R? := R\ {0}.
In general, for X C R, X° = X \ {0}. Thus, we define the Macias topological space
M(R) as the topological space (R®,Tro) where Tzo is the topology generated by
the basis Bro := {0 : k € R°}. The reason why we do not want to consider og
is that we do not want the units of R, denoted by U(R), to be open sets (note
that o9 = U(R)). This will become evident in Section For now, we have the
following theorem:
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Theorem 2.2. The following propositions hold over R:
(1) w € U(R) if and only if o, = R.

(2) 0 € oy, if and only if k € U(R).

(3) el ({0h) = U(R).

(4) Ifu € U(R), then u € o, for allT € R.

(5)

Ifu € U(R), then clyp({u}) = RO and Clm({u}) = R.

Proof. (1), (2), and (4) are immediate. (3) follows from (2) and (5) from (4). O

3
4
5

On the other hand, note that the fundamental properties of R for S to be a
basis are: commutativity and the existence of 1z. The condition of having no zero
divisors or that R is not a field is initially required due to the general interest in
algebraic-arithmetical domains, which is generated by previous studies of Golomb’s
topology on integral domains. We also want to avoid trivial topologies. For example,
if R =7Z/27Z = {0,1}, we have that M (R) is the indiscrete space (see Theorem 2.1T)).

—_~—

Now, some basic properties of M (R) and M (R).

Theorem 2.3. M(R) is a topological semigroup.
Proof. Let -g : R X R — R be the product of R. Note that for each r € R we have:
-gl(UT) ={(xz,y) e R:zy € 0.}
={(z,y) € R: (r) + (zy) = R}
={(z,y) € R:(r) + () =R and (r)+(y) = R}
={(z,y) eR:z,y €0}
=0, X oy,

e~

so - is continuous. Therefore, M (R) is a topological semigroup. O
Corollary 2.4. M(R) is a topological semigroup.

A topological space X is hyperconnected if there are not two disjoint open sets.
Given that 1 € o, for all r € R, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5. M(R) and M(R) are hyperconnected.

Since a hyperconnected space cannot be Hausdorff unless it contains only a single
point and every hyperconnected space is both connected and locally connected and
moreover extremally disconnected, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.6. M(R) and M(R) are not Hausdorff, but are both connected and
locally connected and extremally disconnected.

2.7. The Macias topology vs. the Golomb topology. In |4], the topological

e

space G(R) is defined, which is obtained by equipping R with the topology gener-
ated by the collection of coprime cosets x + I where x € R and [ is a nonzero
ideal of R. The Golomb topological space G(R) is obtained by equipping R® with

the subspace topology of G(R).

In the case of N, the Macias topology is coarser than the Golomb topology.
Therefore, it is interesting to ask if this occurs in general over R. The answer to
this latter question is affirmative.
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Theorem 2.8. Every open set in M(R) (except for o9 = U(R)) is open in G(R).
Proof. Let o) € Br. If © € oy, then there exist u,v € R such that ux + vr = 1.
Let r € R, then 1 = u(z + kr) + (v — uk)r. Thus, z + rk € oy for allr € R. On
the other hand, consider the element r + nk where (r) + (k) = R and n € R. Since
r € o, there exist u,v € R such that ur + vk = 1. Then u(r +nk) + (v —un)k = 1.
Thus, r + nk € 0. Therefore, for all o), € Sr, we have:

O = U r 4+ <k>
reR
(r)+(k)=R
From this last equality, the result follows. (I

Note from this last result that every open set in M(R) is open in G(R). Of
course, in M(R) and G(R) the units do not form an open set. Thus, we have the
following corollary.

Corollary 2.9. The Macias topology is strictly coarser than the Golomb topology.
Now, in [4] the following theorem is proven:

Theorem 2.10 (Lemma 1). For an integral domain R, the following are equivalent

—

(1) The space G(R) is indiscrete.
(2) The space G(R) is indiscrete.
(3) The ring R is a field.

Therefore, by virtue of Corollary 2.9 we have the following theorem:

Theorem 2.11. For an integral domain R, the following are equivalent
(1) The space M(R) is indiscrete.
(2) The ring R is a field.

—_~—

Note that M (R) can be indiscrete, but M (R) (for R an integral domain) cannot.
Consider the following example.

—_~—

Example 2.12. Consider the Boolean Field R = 7./27 = {0,1}, then M(R) is not
the indiscrete space. Indeed, Sr = {{1}, R}.

Finally, recall that if R is a domain that is not a field, then R is infinite and
every nonzero ideal I of R is infinite. Now, since R is an integral domain, the
map R — I defined by r — rz (x € I°) is an injection. Therefore, the non-empty
open sets in G(R) are infinite, and hence, the non-empty open sets in M(R) are
infinite. Another way to see that the non-empty open sets in M (R) are infinite is
the following: since 1 € oy, for all k£ € R, then 14 rk € o for all 7,k € R. Since R
is an integral domain, if ry # ro, then 1 4+ r1k # 1 + rok. Therefore, oy is infinite
for all £k € R. This last property is crucial for obtaining a topological proof of the
infinitude of primes over PIDs.

3. THE MACIAS TOPOLOGY OVER PRINCIPAL IDEAL DOMAINS

From this point on, unless otherwise indicated or an additional condition is
assumed, we will suppose that R is an infinite PID (not a field).

Theorem 3.1. Let p € R be irreducible (prime). Then clm({p}) = (p).



THE MACIAS TOPOLOGY ON INTEGRAL DOMAINS 5

Proof. Let x € clN({p}) Suppose = ¢ (p). Since R is a PID, (p) is maximal

in R. Thus, R/(p) is a field, and hence the coset x + (p) is invertible. Thus, there
exist u,v € R such that uz +vp = 1, implying « € o,,. This implies p € o, which
is absurd since p should be a unit in this case. On the other hand, let = € (p).
Then = = rp for some r € R. Let o € Br such that x € 0. Thus, there exist
u,v € R such that 1 = uk + v(rp) = uk + (vr)p, implying p € oi. Therefore,
z € cly(ry({p})- O

Corollary 3.2. Let p € R be irreducible (prime). Then clyr)({p}) = (p)°.

Corollary 3.3. Let r € R — U(R). We can write r = p1™ pa™2...p,™ where p;
is @rreducible (prime) such that (p;) + (p;) = R for i # j. Then

el (rh) = m<pi>
Proof. Let x € (;(pi). Then, by the previous theorem, z € cl—— ({pz}) for every

1. Thus, for any basic element o € Pr such that x € ok, pZ € oy for every

i. Hence, r = pi™p2?...p,""" € 0. Therefore, z € clm({r}). On the other
hand, let x € CIA//I(\R/)({T}). Then, for every basic element oy, € Br such that = € oy,
r = p1Mp"2 . p, " € o, from which it follows that p; € oy for every i. Thus,
T € Clm ({pi}) for every i, and by the previous theorem, = € (p;) for every i.

Therefore, ¢l —— ({r}) M (pi)- O

Corollary 3.4. Let r € R — U(R). We can write r = p1™ pa™2...p," where p;
is @rreducible (prime) such that (p;) + (p;) = R for i # j. Then

chury({r}) = )p:)°
Remark 3.5. Note that if x,y € oy, then xy € or. Of course, if x,y € oy, there

exist Uy, Vg, Uy, Vy € R such that 1 = ugk + vyx = uyk + vyy. Thus, (uzku, +
Uz UyY + VpUy )k + (Vvy)2y = 1, implying zy € oy,

Corollary 3.6. Let x,y be any elements in R. Then
el Uayt) = el (ah) Nelm ({y )
Proof. If x or y is a unit or x = 0 or y = 0, the result is clear, see Theorem

Thus, suppose neither = nor y are units and neither are 0. Then we can have

T=p1*---p.% and y = 1% - - - g, written in their prime decompositions. Then,

by Corollary B.3]
(o)) el o) = Yo 0 ) = el o)

The proof is complete. O

Similarly, we prove the following corollary.

Corollary 3.7. Let x,y be any elements in R°. Then
chyry({zy}) = elyry({z}) N elyry ({y})-
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A topological space X is ultraconnected if every two non-empty closed subsets
are not disjoint. Equivalently, X is ultraconnected if and only if the closure of two
distinct points always have non-trivial intersection.

Corollary 3.8. M(R) is ultraconnected.

e~

Proof. Let F and G be two non-trivial closed sets in M (R). Let € F and y € G.
Then, by Corollary B.6] we have that

{2y} C el ({ay}) = g ({eh) Nelra ({yh) C FNG.

Therefore, F' NG # 0. O

Similarly, we prove the following corollary.
Corollary 3.9. M(R) is ultraconnected.

Since every ultraconnected space is normal, limit point compact, pseudocompact
and path-connected, we have the following corollary.
Corollary 3.10. M(R) and M(R) are normal, limit point compact, pseudocompact
and path-connected.

A Ty space is a topological space in which every pair of distinct points is topo-
logically distinguishable. That is, for any two different points x and y there is an
open set that contains one of these points and not the other.

For each x € R — U(R), define

F(x):={p € R°:p is an irreducible element and p | }.

Theorem 3.11. Let z,y € R° — U(R). Then, x and y are topologically indistin-
guishable if and only if F(z) = F(y).

Proof. The proof is straightforward. O

Corollary 3.12. M(R) does not satisfy the Ty separation axiom.

Up to this point it’s worth asking the following questions:
Question 3.13. Let R be an integral domain that is not a PID. Is M(R) or M(R)
ultraconnected?

—_~—

Question 3.14. Let R be an integral domain that is not a PID. Is M(R) or M(R)
not satisfying the Ty axiom?

Example 3.15. Note that if R is not an integral domain, it is possible for M (R) to
not be ultraconnected. For example, consider R = 7 /6Z. Then, og = {1,3,5} and
Ug = {1,2,4,5}. Thus, {3} and {2,5} are closed and disjoint in M(R), hence it

—_~—

is not ultraconnected. However, M(R) is ultraconnected (since {0,3} and {0,2,5}

e~

are closed in M(R)).
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3.16. On the infinitude of primes. In this subsection, R is an infinite PID (not
a field) with a finite number of units. We aim to prove, topologically, the following
proposition.

Proposition 3.17. R has infinitely many mazimal ideals.

The idea is to generalize the topological proof of the infinitude of prime numbers,
presented in |13]. In this regard, we present the following result.

Theorem 3.18. Let P be the collection of prime elements of R. Then, P is infinite
if and only if P is dense in M(R).

Proof. Suppose P is infinite. Let o) € Bro. Then, we can take p € P such that
(k) + {p) = R. Thus o) NP # (. Therefore, P is dense in M(R). Conversely,
suppose P is dense in M(R) and consider a finite collection of elements from P,
say {p1,p2,.--,Pn}. Let & = p1 -pa---p,. Then, z € R°. Now, observe that
0% # U(R), since 02 is infinite. Therefore, since P is dense in M(R), there exists

x

aq € P\{p1,p2-..pn} such that ¢ € 0¥ NP. Hence, P is dense in M(R). O

Theorem 3.19. If P is dense in R\ U(R) with the induced subspace topology
from M(R), denoted by M(R°\ U(R)), then P is dense in M(R).

Proof. Note that RY\U(R) is dense in M (R). The result follows from the transitive
property of density. O

Theorem 3.20. P is dense in R\ U(R) with the induced subspace topology from
M(R).

Proof. In any topological space, the union of closures of subsets of that space is
contained in the closure of the union of those sets. Therefore,

U elumovury ({p}) € elarovu(ry (P) € RO\ U(R).
peEP
Moreover, by Corollary [3.4] we have

U elumonwiry ({p}) = | (earoy{ph) N (RO\NU(R))) = ([ (9)°-
pEP pEP pEP
Now, since R is a unique factorization domain, we have R\ U(R) = Upep<p>0.
Therefore, clypo\u(ry) (P) = R\ U(R). O

The last three theorems establish Proposition 3171 Thus, we obtain a new
topological proof of the infinitude of primes for rings such as the integers Z, the
Gaussian integers Z[i], the Eisenstein integers Z[w] (where w is a primitive cube
root of 1), etc.

Note that the argument to prove Theorem works because under the given
hypothesis for U(R), it is guaranteed that it is not open. Therefore, we have the
following corollary.

Corollary 3.21. IfU(R) is not open in M (R), then R has infinitely many mazimal
ideals.

Finally, we want to present the following theorem.
Theorem 3.22. M(R) is not compact.
Proof. The proof is straightforward. Consider the cover {0’2 :p € P} O
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4. FINAL COMMENT

This manuscript is an introductory work that generalizes the topological space
X := (N, 7p) in the following sense: If R = Z, then X is the topological space
obtained by equipping N with the subspace topology induced by M (R). Further-
more, it can be widely extended (the studies conducted on the Golomb topology
can be replicated as much as possible). For example, one can study the properties
of the quotient topology induced by the Macias topology on the semigroup of all
associate-classes of non-zero elements in an integral domain R, similar to what was
done with the Golomb topology in [10]. A similar study to that conducted for
the Golomb topology in |4] can also be carried out. Moreover, one can study the
homeomorphism problem in M (R), just as has been done and continues to be done
with the Golomb topology, see [4, Section 3] . In this regard, the following problem
is posed.

Problem 4.1. Let R and S be countably infinite semiprimitive integral domains.
Decide whether M(R) and M(S) are homeomorphic.
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