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SOME RESULTS ABOUT ENTROPY AND DIVERGENCE IN
NUMBER THEORY

DANIEL C. MAYER, NICUSOR MINCULETE, DIANA SAVIN, AND VLAD MONESCU

ABSTRACT. In this article we obtain certain inequalities involving the entropy
of a positive integer and divergence of two positive integers, respectively the
entropy of an ideal and divergence of two ideals of a ring of algebraic integers.

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

In information theory, the entropy is defined as a measure of uncertainty. Over
the years, various authors have introduced several types of entropies. One of the
most well-known types of entropy is Shannon’s entropy Hg. This has been defined
for a probability distribution p = {p1, ..., p } in the following way

T
=—> pi-logpi,
1=1

where 330 p;=1land 0 <p; <1foralli=1,...,r
The most important properties of Shanon’s entropy are:
(1) HS(pq) = Hs(p) =+ HS(q), where P = {pla"'apr}a q = {QIv"'7QT} and
PA = {P1q1, s P1Gry -y Prq1, -, Pr@r } (the additivity);
(11) HS(plaPQa "'ap’l“) = HS(pl + p2, 3, "'ap’l“) =+ (pl +p2)HS(pl+p2 plljfp2)
(the recursivity).

In physics, the entropy has many physical implications as the amount of “disorder”
of a system. Entropy is useful in characterizing the behavior of stochastic processes
because it represents the uncertainty and disorder of the process. In [3], De Gre-
gorio, Sanchez and Toral defined the block entropy (based on Shannon entropy),
which can determine the memory for modeled systems as Markov chains of arbi-
trary finite order.

Cover and Thomas [I] introduced the relative entropy or (Kullback—Leibler dis-
tance) between two probability distributions p = {p1, ..., p-} and q = {q1, ..., ¢- } as

follows:
pz
D(pllq) := sz log— sz log -
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where > p;=1land >, ¢ =1land0<p;,q <lforali=1,...,r

Let n be a positive integer, n > 2. Minculete and Pozna [7] introduced the notion
of entropy of n as follows: if n = p{*p3? .- p%r, where r, a1, a2, ...,a, € N* and
P1,D2,- - ., Py are distinct prime positive integers (this representation of n is unique,
according to the Fundamental Theorem of Arithmetic), the entropy of n is:

(1.1) H(n) =-— ZP(%‘) -log p (i),
i=1

where log is the natural logarithm and p(«;) = Q%—:l) is a particular probability
distribution associated to n. By convention H (1) = 0.
An equivalent form of the entropy of n > 2 was introduced in [7] as follows

Z «; - log ay,

(1.2) H (n) =log Q(n

where Q (n) = a1 + as + ... + a,..

Let n be a positive integer, n > 2. We denote by w(n) the number of distinct
prime factors of n. In [7], the authors defined the Kullback—Leibler distance between
two positive integer numbers n,m > 2 with factorizations n = p{*p3?---p% and

m = qf 1q2 ---qP, where the prime factors are arranged in ascending order and
w(n) =w(m), as follows
(1.3) D(n||m) = Zp () log ﬂ)

a;)’
where p(a;) = QO(‘—n) and p(5;) = (i 3 for every i € {1,2,...,r}. It is clear that

Zz  pa;) =1 and Ez 1 p(Bi) =
Formula (L3)) is equivalent to

T

(1.4) D(n|jm) = log %((Z‘)) - %n) Yo logg—:

In [7], the authors found the following properties of the entropy of a positive
integer.
Proposition 1.1. The following statements are true:
(i) 0< H(n)<log w(n), for alln € N, n > 2;

(ii) If n = p%, with « a positive integer and p a prime positive integer, then

H (n)=0;

(i) Ifn=p1-p2-... pp, with p1,pa,...,p, distinct prime positive integers,
then H (n) = log w (n);

(iv) Ifn=(p1-p2-...-pr)", with a a positive integer and p1, pa,...,p, dis-

tinct prime positive integers, then H (n) = logw (n).

In [I0], Minculete and Savin obtained the following properties involving the
entropy and divergence of positive integers.

Proposition 1.2. Let n and m be two positive integers, n,m > 2. The following
statements are true:

(i) if n =m, then we have D(n|lm) = 0;
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(ii) if the unique factorizations (in a product of prime factors) of n and m are
n=pi'ps?...pir and m = q7'qs? ... q%, then D(n||m) = D(m|ln) = 0;

(iii) generally D(n||m) # D(m||n);

(iv) H(n%) = H(n), for any positive integer «;

(v) ifw(m) = w(n), then D(n|jm) = H(m)—H(n)+3"_, (Qf—m) - ch—n)) log 5.

Let K be an algebraic number field. Its ring of algebraic integers is denoted by
Ok. Let I # (0) be an ideal of Og. According to the fundamental theorem of
Dedekind rings, I # (1) is represented uniquely in the form I = P{* - P2 -...- P,*,
where Pp, Ps, ..., P, are distinct prime ideals of the ring Og and ey, es,..., e, are
positive integers. Let Q(I) = e;+ea+...+¢4. Note that Ox = (1) and Q(Ok) = 0.
Minculete and Savin [§] introduced the notion of entropy of an ideal of the ring O:

Definition 1.3. (Definition 1 from [8]). Let I # (1) be an ideal of the ring O,
decomposed as above. We define the entropy of the ideal I in the following way:

g
€ €

H(I) ::—i:1 o0 log o0

In [8], the authors also gave an equivalent form of the entropy of the ideal I # (1):
g

(1.5) H(I)=1log Q(I) — ﬁ Y ei-log e,

i=1
Minculete and Savin [I0] introduced the notion of the divergence of two ideals
of the ring Ok as follows:

Definition 1.4. (Definition 3.2 from [10]). Let I,J # (1) be two ideals of the ring
Or, uniquely decomposed as [ = P{*-P5*-...-Py? and J = Q1" - Q3 -.. .-Q{;g, with
e1,e2,...,€eq, 1, f2,..., fq, positive integers, P, Py, ..., P, distinct prime ideals of
the ring Ox and Q1,Q2, ..., Qg distinct prime ideals of the ring Ok. Let Q(I) =
ert+er+...+e, and Q(J) = fir + fo+ ...+ fg. We define the divergence of the
ideals I and J in the following manner:

—10e ) 1< fi
where e; < e;j and f; < f; when it <j,i,j€{1,...,9}.

In [I0], the authors obtained the following results about the entropy of an ideal
or about the divergence of two ideals.

Proposition 1.5. Let K be an algebraic number field and let I # (1) be an ideal
of the ring Ok. Let w(I) be the number of distinct prime divisors of the ideal 1.
Then:

(1.7) 0<H)<logw(I).

Remark 1.6. Let K be an algebraic number field and let I, J # (1) be two ideals of
the ring Ofc, uniquely decomposed as I = P{*-Ps?-.. .- Py’ and J = Q- Q5. . ~Qy,
with e, ea, ..., eq, 6/1, 6/2, e ,e/g positive integers, Py, P», ..., P, distinct prime ideals

of the ring Ok and Q1,Q2,. .., Q4 distinct prime ideals of the ring O . If e; = e;,
fori=1,...,g, then D(I||J) = D (J||I) = 0.
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Since the proof of Proposition 11 in [I0] only refers to the proof of Theorem 2
in [7], we give an independent proof of Proposition [5G

Proof. Since the quotients 0 < Qe(—}) <1,i=1,...,g, in the expression for the

entropy of an ideal I # (1) in Definition [[3] form a probability distribution as-

sociated to I, the logarithms are log ﬁ < 0, and thus the entropy H(I) =

7 Q(I) log = Q(I) > 0 is non-negative. For the proof of the optimal upper bound

H(I) < log w(I) we use Formula (5] and the Jensen inequality f ( T ez) <

1 ?_, f(e;) for the function f : (0,00) = R, z — zlogz, which is convex down-

Wards, since f”(z) = 1 > 0 for z > 0. We have (é > ei) log (% 7 ez) <
% >9_, e;log e;. By multiplication with g, this inequality becomes

Q1) <10g (Z ei> — log g) < Z e;log e,

i=1

and division by Q(I) finally yields
1 g
_ LI . < = .
H(I) =log Q(I) S0i) igzl e; -log e; <log g =log w(l). O

In the case w(I) =1 of a prime ideal power I = P%, the maximal and minimal
entropy coincides, since trivially H(I) = 0 = log w(I). We show that the maximal
entropy of composite ideals I = P{* - Py? - ... - Py? with at least two prime ideal
divisors, g = w(I) > 2, attains its maximum log w(I) precisely for equal exponents
e1 = ez = ... = ey. This supplements the items (iii) and (iv) of Proposition [[1]
Proposition 1.7. Let K be an algebraic number field and let Ok be its ring of
algebraic integers. Let J = P{* - Py? - .- Py? be an ideal of a ring Og with
g=w(J) >2. Then H(J) =log w(J ) if cmd only if ey =ex = ... =¢ey.

Proof. By Formula ([[LH), the entropy of J is H(J) = log Q(J)— W >, eirloge;,
where log is the natural logarithm and Q(J) = >"7_; e;.
Sufficiency («<=): Ife; =ea =... =¢, =t ¢, then Q(J) =7 e=g-eand
1 g
H(J)=1 ce)— — - -1 =1 1 -
() =log(g-¢) = —— Y e loge=log g+log e

=1

ce-1
g-eloge = log w(])
g-e
Necessity (=>): We consider the g-variate function
9 g
Zi: ZT; 10g ZT;

f:(1l,00)¢ =R, (z1,...,24) — log (Z xl> - W

d

Since 7~ (39, m;log z;) = 1-log x; + x; -, the first partial derivatives of f are

of 1 1
87j:m.l—(_(]730.(10g:10j—1—1) 5 2;leogxl>

i=1 i =1 ;)
. Z?:l Li— Zf:l zilog x; — Zf:l i + Zi:l z;log
(XL, )’
~ 2ty i (log x; —log Ij)
= 2
(Ef:l ;)

, forj=1,...,¢g
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They certainly vanish, when all variables are equal, 1 = 2 = ... = x4. If not
all variables x; are equal, let x; be the minimum of them. Then z; < x; for at
least one 1 < ¢ < g, and thus the difference log x; — log z; > 0 and the entire
sum Y7 | z; (log x; —log x;) is positive. Therefore, equality of all variables is
mandatory for an extremum of the function f. O

The extension of some properties of the natural numbers to ideals was recently
given in [9], using the exponential divisors of a natural number and the exponential
divisors of an ideal.

In section 2 we present some inequalities related to the entropy of a positive
integer or the divergence of two positive integers. In section 3 we present some
inequalities involving the entropy of an ideal of a ring of algebraic integers or the
divergence of two ideals of a ring of algebraic integers.

2. SOME INEQUALITIES RELATED TO THE ENTROPY OF A POSITIVE INTEGER
AND OF THE DIVERGENCE OF TWO POSITIVE INTEGERS

To begin with, we highlight a fundamental property of the entropy of a positive
integer.

Proposition 2.1. Let n > 2 be an integer number. Then H(n) = 0 if and only if
n = p®, where « is a positive integer and p is a prime number.

Proof. According to the Fundamental Theorem of Arithmetic, an integer n > 2 has
a unique representation n = p{*p5? - --ptr with at least one prime factor, that is,
r > 1, distinct prime divisors p; < ps < ... < p, arranged in ascending order, and
non-zero exponents a; > 1 for ¢ = 1,...,r. By Formula (1), the entropy of n is
defined as H(n) = —>_!_, p(a;)-log p(a;), where log is the natural logarithm and
the p(a;) = % with Q(n) = Y_, a; form a particular probability distribution
associated to n.

Sufficiency (<=): If n = p®, then r = 1, p = p1, a = a3, Q(n) = «, and
pla) = a0ny = 1, whence H(n) = —p(a) -log p(a) = —1-log 1 = 0.

Necessity (=>): Suppose that H(n) = 0 for n = p{'p5? -+ p@r. If we had more
than one prime factor, that is, » > 2, then Q(n) = a1 + as + ... + @ > «;,
plag) = Q‘z‘—;) < 1, and log p(a;) < 0, for each ¢ = 1,...,r. Consequently, the

entropy H(n) = —>_._, p(a;) - log p(a;) would be a sum of at least two positive
terms p(a;) - (—log p(a;)) > 0, in contradiction to the assumption that H(n) = 0.
Thus r =1 and n = p® with p = p1, a = a;. 0

We consider the natural number n = p{*p5?...p% > 1. We want to study entropy
when «; € {1,2} for all i € {1,...,r}, i.e. for number n = p?p3.ppsi1..0r > 1,
with 1 < s < r. Therefore, we have the entropy

s
H(n) =log(s+1r)—2log2——,
(n) = log(s + 1) ~ 2log2——
where 1 < s < r. We take r > 3, because we want to take at least three prime
numbers in the decomposition of n into prime factors and at least one square. We
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take a prime number p, with ged(p,p;) = 1 for all < € {1,...,7}. We will study the
difference of entropies H(np?) — H (np). This is

s+r+2 r+1
H(np*) — H =log = —2log?2 :
(np°) (np) Ogs+r+1 8 (s+r+1)(s+r+2)

Next, using the Mathlab software program for different values of s, we deduce the
values of r for which H(np®) — H(np) < 0. Thus, we obtained the following list:
s=landr>3;s=2andr>6;s=3andr >9;s=4andr > 11; s =5 and
r>14;s=6andr>16;s=7andr > 19; s =8 and r > 21; s =9 and r > 24;
s =10 and r > 27.

A plot of the function f(s,r) = log

2 1
SETEL  9log2 T , with
s+r+1 (s+r+1)(s+r+2)

s, € [0,100] is given below.

0.2

0.15

100

For r = s in decomposition of n given above, we deduce that H(np*) — H(np) > 0.
We ask ourselves the problem of obtaining a general result.

Proposition 2.2. Let n = p?p3...p°psi1...pr > 1 be an integer number, 1 < s <
roand r > 3522 Then H(np?) — H(np) < 0, where p is a prime number and
ged(p,pi) =1 for alli € {1,...,r}.

Proof. Using the Lagrange Theorem we deduce the following inequality:
1
log(z +1) —logz < —,
x

where x > 0. Therefore, we have

+1
H(np?) — H(np) = 1 2) —1 1) - 2log 2 !
(np?) (np) =log(s+r+2)—log(s+r+1) og Grrr D rrT2)
r+1 s+r+2—-2(log2)(r+1)

—2log2 =
o8 (s+r+1)(s+r+2) (s+r+1)(s+r+2)
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5 pr4+2-2(og2)(r+1) /11 r+1
< = —2log2 <0,
(s+r+1)(s+r+2) 8 (s+r+1)(s+r+2)
because —2log2 = 1.375—1.386... < 0. Consequently, we deduce the statement.

O

Remark 2.3. With the assumptions from the statement of Proposition[2.3, we find
the following inequality: H(np*) — H(np) < 0, when we have s = 3k,r > 8k +2 or
s=3k+1,r>8k+5o0rs=3k+2,r>8k+7, with k> 1.

«1+€, _ao—e

If n = p"tpg?..p2 and m = p* " pg? “..pdr, where e € N, r, a1, 0, ...,y €
N*, ag > € and py,pa, ..., p, are distinct prime positive integers. We remark that
Q(n) = Q(m). It is easy to see that
(2.1)

H(m)—H (n) = [av1 log aq o log ao— (a1 +€) log(an +€) — (aa —€) log(aa —e)].

1
Q(n)
Therefore, our motivation is to study the difference in the entropies of the numbers
n = p*¢® and m = p*t<¢P¢, where e € N, a, 3 € N*, 8 > € and p, g are distinct
prime positive integers.

Lemma 2.4. Let o, be two real numbers strictly positive. Then we have the

inequality

aloga + Blog 8
a—+f

Proof. We consider the function f : (0,00) — R defined by f(x) = alog a4z logx—

(z + a)log 2E2. But, since L = 22 = 0, then z = a. Since the function f is

decreasing on the interval (0, o] and increasing on [a, 00), then f(z) > f(o) =0. O

(2.2) > log & ; f.

Proposition 2.5. Let m,n be two numbers such that n = p*q¢® and m = p**+eq¢P—e,
withe € N, o, 8 € N*, B > € and p,q are distinct prime positive integers. Then the
inequality holds

aloga + Blog 8 a+f
. — < — .
(2.3) H(m)—H (n) < P log 5
Moreover, if ﬁ > ¢, then we have
aloga + Blog B8 a+p
. < — <—W —— — .
(2.4) 0<H(m)—H(n)< P log 5

Proof. Using the definition of the entropy of a natural number, from 21]) for r = 2,
we obtain the following equality:

H (m) ~ H (n) = ——[aloga + Flog f — (a+ o) og(a +¢) ~ (5~ ) log(5 — O]

+ 8
From inequality (22, replacing o and 5 by a + € and 5 — €, we deduce
+
(o + ) log(ar -+ €) + (5 — ) log( — ) > (o + ) log 2.

Consequently, if we apply this inequality in the above equality, then we have the
first inequality of the statement.
If o = 3, then from inequality 25 > ¢, we deduce € = 0, so H (m)—H (n) =
€ [

Let o < f, this implies g > 'GT > We take the function f :

0
defined by f(t) = aloga + flog 8 — (o + t) log(aw + t) — (5 — t) log(B —
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% = log &t = 0, then t = 5% The function f is increasing on the interval

att 2
[0, ﬁ;QO‘], then f(ﬁ;Qo‘) > f(t) > f(0) = 0. Therefore, using the above equality and
inequality (23), we deduce inequality (24]). O

Proposition 2.6. Let m,n,u be three numbers such that n = p“q® and m =
potegP=¢, with e € N, o, 8 € N*, 8 > € and ged(m,u) = 1,gcd(n,u) = 1, p,q
are distinct prime positive integers. Then the following inequality holds:

_oFB
a+ B+ Qu)

Proof. Using the relation (1)) with Q(mu) = Q(nu) = a+ S+ Q(u) and the first
equation in the proof of Proposition 2.5, we deduce the equality of the statement.
O

(2.5) H (mu) — H (nu) = (H (m)—H (n)).

Remark 2.7. With the assumptions from the statement of Proposition[2.8, we find
the following inequality:

H (mu) — H (nu) < H (m) — H (n).
Next, we will prove some results regarding the divergence of two numbers.

Proposition 2.8. Let m,n be two numbers such that n = p*q¢® and m = p**+eq¢P—e,
with e € N, o, € N*, B > € and p < q are prime posiltive integers. Then the
following inequality holds:

(2.6) D (n||m) > 0.

Proof. If € = 0, then n = m, so we have D (n|/m) = 0. We take ¢ > 0. From the
definition of the divergence of two positive integers n, m, we find the equality

(2.7) D (n]|m) = - i B[a loga + Blog 8 — alog(a + €) — Blog(S — ¢€)].

We consider the function f : [0,3) — R defined by f(t) = aloga + Slogf —

alog(a + t) — Blog(B — t). Since % = % > 0, then the function f is
increasing, so f(t) > f(0) = 0. Therefore, using equality (27)), we have inequality
. O

Proposition 2.9. Let m,n,u be three numbers such that n = p“q® and m =
ptegP=¢, with e € N, o, f € N*, > ¢ and ged(m,u) = 1, ged(n,u) =1, p < q are
prime positive integers. Then the following inequality holds:

_oFB
a+ B+ Qu)

Proof. Using relations (I4) and (271), we deduce the equality of the statement. [

(2.8) D (nu||mu) = D (n||m).

Remark 2.10. With the assumptions from the statement of Proposition [2.9, we
find the following inequality:

D (nu|jmu) < D (n]|m) .

Another problem that we want to study further is the determination of m and
n when D (n|lm) = 0 knowing that gecd(n,m) =1 and Q(n) = Q(m).
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The Kullback—Leibler distance between two positive integer numbers n,m > 2
with factorizations n = pi"*p5?...p%" and m = qlﬁ1 qu ...q%", where the prime factors
are ordered in ascending order, w(n) = w(m) and Q(n) = Q(m), as follows

1 ¢ Bi
D(n||m) = ——nZai -log o
1

It is easy to see that for a; = f; for all ¢ € {1,....,r}, we have D (n|jm) = 0.
D1 =2 B

: with
5 s ton B,

Therefore, we have to solve the system of equations {

a; # f; forall i € {1,...,r}.
For r = 2, this system becomes

ar +ag =1+ B2
(2.9) aytag® = B By
o # P
The condition ag # (2 is easily deduced from the fact that ay # 3.

In the above system if oy = (2, then we deduce from first equation of the system
that as = (1. Thus, the second equation becomes af'as? = ag*af?. Therefore,
we obtain oy = ag = 81 = B, which is a contadiction.

In system (23], if we take a1 = ag, then we obtain from first equation of the
system that 2a; = 1 + 2. Thus, the second equation becomes a? = (132, so
(B1 + B2)? = 431 B2. Therefore, we obtain 31 = 32, s0 a1 = ag = 1 = P2, which is
a contadiction. Consequently, we have a1 # «s.

Remark 2.11. If we look at this system with oy, a9, f1 € N* and Bs € Z, the system
@3) has an infinity of solutions given by a; = v, e = 2av, B1 = 4dav, B2 = —av, where
a € N*,

Next, using the Mathlab software program and Magma software program for

values 1 < aq, az, 81, f2 < 4000 we did not find any solution for system (29]). This
observation suggested the remark, the system

{x—i—y:u—i—v

¥y = u*oY

(2.10)

has no solution, where z,y, u,v € N* such that = # u.
The second equation of system (2I0) becomes:

(2.11) "y = vt (x+y —u)?,

where x,y,u € N* such that x # w.
Next we will show that this equation has no solutions even for real numbers.

Lemma 2.12. Let two real numbers x,y > 0 and x # 1. The following equation:
(2.12) 2y = (x+y—1)Y
has no solution.

Proof. If y = 1, then we have x* = x. It follows that x = 1, which is false, so we
find that y # 1. We are still studying the case when =z = y, with x # 1. Equation
[ZI2) becomes z** = (2z — 1)%, so, #2 = 2z — 1, which gives the solution x = 1,
which is a contradiction. Consequently, = # y.

Next, we will study the following cases:
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I) For 1 < y < x relation (ZI2)) becomes (z +y — 1)V = 2%y¥ > zVy¥ = (zy)Y.
It follows that z +vy — 1 > 2y, which is equivalent to 0 > (z — 1)(y — 1), which is
false.

IT) For 1 < z < y, by logarithmization we get zlogz + ylogy = ylog(z +y — 1),
which prove that zlogz = yllog(x + y — 1) — logy]. For z fixed, using Lagrange’s
Theorem, there is 6 € (y,y + 2 — 1) such that xlog z = y£51. Making the limit for
y — 00, we deduce

(2.13) xlogr =x — 1,

with « > 1. Since the function g : (1,00) — R defined by g(z) = xlogz —x + 1 is
strictly increasing on (1,00) we deduce that xlogz > = — 1. Therefore, equation
(Z13)) has no solution, when = > 1.

III) For 0 < z < y < 1 relation (ZI2) becomes (x +y — 1)¥ = a%y¥ > aVy¥ =
(xy)¥. We deduce that  + y — 1 > zy, which is equivalent to 0 > (z — 1)(y — 1),
which is false.

IV) For 0 < y < & < 1, by logarithmization we get

(2.14) zlogx +ylogy = ylog(z +y — 1).

For y fixed, we consider the function hy : (y,1) — R defined by hq(x) = ylog(z+y—
1)—xlog x—ylogy is strictly increasing on (y, 1), because hf (z) = wi_;fl —logx > 0.
It follows that ylog(x +y — 1) — zlogz — ylogy < 0. Therefore, équation &1
has no solution, when y < x < 1.

V) For 0 < x < 1 < g, by logarithmization we obtain relation (2I4)). For y
fixed, we consider the function hg : (0,1) — R defined by ha(z) = ylog(z+y—1) —
xlogx — ylogy is strictly increasing on (0, 1), because hf(z) = z}r;fl —logx > 0.
It follows that ylog(z +y — 1) — zlogz — ylogy < 0. Therefore, equation (Z14)
has no solution, when 0 < z < 1.

VI) For 0 < y < 1 < z, by logarithmization we obtain relation (ZI4). For y
fixed, we consider the function h3 : (1,00) — R defined by hs(x) = ylog(z+y—1)—
xlogx — ylogy is strictly decreasing on (1, 00), because hf(x) = w_ﬁfl —logz < 0.
It follows that ylog(x +y — 1) — zlogz — ylogy < 0. Therefore, ‘equation &1
has no solution, when x > 1.

Consequently, the equation of the statement has no solution, when z,y > 0 and

x #£ 1. O

Theorem 2.13. Let three real numbers x,y,u > 0 and © # wu. The following
equation has no solution:

2yY =u"(x +y —u)Y.

Proof. By dividing by u®T¥ in the relation from the statement we get ( %)m (E)y =

u

z Y Y
(£ 42 —1)v. It follows that (£)™ (£)* = (£ + £ —1)%. If we make the notations
r1 = £, y1 = £, then the previous equation becomes 'yt = (1 +y1 — 1)V, with
z1 # 1. From Lemma [ZI2] we prove that the equation of the statement has no

solution, when x,y,u > 0 and = # u. O

Remark 2.14. Using Theorem [Z13, the system (ZI0) has no solution, when
z,y,u,v € N* with x # u.
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Theorem 2.15. For two positive integer numbers n,m > 2 with factorizations
n=pMps? and m = ¢ ¢ and oy + as = B + Ba, ;1 < P2, @1 < qa, it follows
that D(n||m) =0 if and only if a1 = p1 and az = Pa.

Proof. Tf ap = 1 and ay = o, then it easy to see that D(n||m) = 0.
If D(n||m) = 0, this we obtain

{041 +az =01+ B2
A ag? = B B92
If a1 # (51, then from Remark 214, this system has no solution. Therefore, we find
a1 = (1, which prove that as = s, so, we have the statement. O

Remark 2.16. From Proposition[2.8 and Theorem[2.13, we deduce that D (n||m) >
0 for two positive integers numbers m,n such that n = p®q¢® and m = p*+egf—e,
with a, B,e € N*, 8 > € and p < q are prime positive integers.

3. SOME INEQUALITIES INVOLVING THE ENTROPY OF AN IDEAL OF A RING OF
ALGEBRAIC INTEGERS AND THE DIVERGENCE OF TWO IDEALS OF A RING OF
ALGEBRAIC INTEGERS

First, we generalize Proposition 1] for ideals in rings of algebraic integers.

Proposition 3.1. Let K be an algebraic number field and let Ok be its ring of
algebraic integers. Let J # (1) be an ideal of the ring Ok. Then H (J) =0 if and
only if J = P, where P is a prime ideal of the ring Ok and a is a positive integer.

Proof. According to the fundamental theorem of Dedekind rings, an ideal J # (1)
has a unique representation J = P Ps? - - - Py? with at least one prime ideal divisor,
that is, g > 1, distinct prime ideal factors P;, P», ..., P, of the ring O, and non-
zero exponents e; > 1 for ¢ = 1,...,9. By Definition [[.3] the entropy of .J is
given by H(J) = —>7_; p(e;) - log p(e;), where log is the natural logarithm and
the p(ei) = g5y with Q(J) = >°7_, e; form a particular probability distribution
associated to J.

Sufficiency («<=): If J = P* then g =1, P = P, a = e, Q(J) = «, and
pa) = acy = 1, whence H(J)=—p(«a) - -log p(a) =—1-log 1 =0.

Necessity (=): Suppose that H(J) = 0 for J = P{*Py>--- P,?. If we had
more than one prime ideal, that is, g > 2, then Q(J) = e1 +ea+ ... + ¢4 > e,
ple;) = Q‘?—]) < 1, and log p(e;) < 0, for each i = 1,...,9. Consequently, the
entropy H(J) = —>_7_, p(e;) - log p(e;) would be a sum of at least two positive
terms p(e;) - (—log p(e;)) > 0, in contradiction to the assumption that H(J) = 0.
Thus g =1 and J = P* with P = P, a = e3.

We mention another way to show the necessity: taking into account Formula

(T3, we have:
1 g g
H(J)=0xlog Q(J) = WZ ei-log e; < Q(J) log Q(J) =) log (ef')
1=1 =1

(3.1) & (er+eg+ - Fey)tterttes — g
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We try to solve the Diophantine equation (BII).
Since ey, ea,. .., €4 are positive integers, the following equation

teatt+
(e1+eg+ - +ey) T =

(ertexd---+e)™ (a1 teat. .. ey =ef'-e5?-... e
is impossible for g > 2, since e +ex + -+ €4 > ¢; foreach i =1,..., g. Equality
is achieved if and only if ¢ = 1 such that e; > 1 and Formula (B degenerates

to the triviality e{* = ef*. If we denote e; = @ and P; = P, then we obtain that
J =P O

We want to see if there is an analogue of Proposition for ideals in certain
rings of algebraic integers, that is, we are looking for fields of algebraic numbers K
and two ideals I and J of the ring O so that I and J are ideals with the same
two prime divisors and Q (I) = Q (J).

We are looking for such an example, when K = Q (§) is a cyclotomic field. Tt is
known that the ring of algebraic integers of K is Z [¢]. We denote by U (Z [¢]) the
set the set of invertible elements of the ring Z [¢].

First, we recall some results about cyclotomic fields.

Theorem 3.2. ([11], [12]) Let n be a positive integer, n > 3. Let & be a primitive
root of order n of the unity and let Q () be the nth cyclotomic field. If p is a prime
positive integer, p does not divide n and f is the smallest positive integer such that
pf =1 (mod n), then we have pZ €] = P, P;....P,, where r = @, @ is the Euler’s
function and Pj, j =1,...,r are different prime ideals in the ring Z[E].

Corollary 3.3. ([12]) Let & be a primitive oot of order n of the unity, where n is
a positive integer, n > 3. Let Q (&) be the nth cyclotomic field. Let p be a prime
positive integer. Then p splits completely in the ring Z [€] if and only if p =1 (mod

Corollary 3.4. ([]) Let £ be a primitive root of order n of the unity, where n is
a positive integer, n > 3. Let Q (&) be the nth cyclotomic field. Let p be a prime
positive integer and let P be a prime ideal in 7 [,) such that PNZ = pZ. If p is
odd then P is ramified if and only if p|n. If p = 2 then P is ramified if and only if
4|n.

Proposition 3.5. ([I1]) Let p be a prime positive integer ane let & be a primitive
root of order p of the unity. Let Q (&) be the pth cyclotomic field. Then, the following
statements are true:

(i) 1—¢& is a prime element of the ring Z [£];

(i) p=u-(1—&P", where u e U(Z]).

We find the following example: let &5 be a primitive root of order 5 of the unity
and let K = Q (&) be the 5th cyclotomic field. Tt is known that the ring of algebraic
integers of the field K, Z [¢5] is a principal domain. We denote by Spec(Z [¢5]) the
set of prime ideals of the ring Z [£5]. We consider the following ideals of this ring:
I =10Z[&] = 2Z[&) - 5Z (&), J = 16(1 = &) Z[&] = 2'Z[&] - (1 - §) Z[&5] and
J =4(1—¢)*Z[¢&] and we want to decompose these ideals into products of prime
ideals of the ring Z [¢5]. It is known that (1 — &) Z [&5] € Spec(Z [€5)).
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Since Ord(z;;-) (2) = 4, applying Theorem B2 we have r = @ = 1. It results

that 27 [¢5] € Spec(Z[£5]). According to Proposition BB 5 = u - (1 —¢)*, where
ue U(ZE)), so, the ideal 5Z [&5] = (1 — €) Z[&5))™.

Applying the Fundamental Theorem of Dedekind rings, it turns out that the ideals
I and J decompose uniquely into the product of prime ideals in the ring Z [£,,] thus:

I=27[&]) (1-OZ[&), J=(2Z[&])" - (1-€)Z&)

and J' = (2Z[&))* - (1 - ) Z[&])*
Considering € = 3, we can write J = (2Z[&])' T (1 =€) Z &))" ¢, that is
Q) =0Q(J) =5. So, applying formula (1.5), we obtain H (J) — H (I) = 0.
For I and J,, applying formula (1.5) it results that H (I) = logh — %log 256 and
H (J/> =logbh — %log 108.

We remark that H (I) and H (J /) satisfy the inequality in Proposition 2.5 (for
e=1la=1,5=4), that is
/ 1 64 1 8192 alog a4+ Blogp o+
H(7)-H(D)=zlog (5] <=1 - —log (212
(D) = 5 log (27) =5 Og(3125> a+p A

The result from the previous example (with € = 1) can be generalized as follows:

Proposition 3.6. Let & be a primitive root of order 5 of the unity and let K =
Q (&) be the 5th cyclotomic field. Let r be a positive integer, let p,p1,...,p, be

distinct prime positive integers, p =2 or 3 (mod 5), p1 =p2 = ... =p, =1 (mod
5) and let the ideals I, = 5pZ[&5), J1 = (1 — €)°-p>Z[&5], I = 5p-pipa-. . .-prZ[E5]
Jo=(1— 5)3 -p?pipa ... prLl&s]. Then, the following statements hold:

(i) 0<H(Jy)—H(I) < 0.193;
(i) 0<H (J2) — H (I2) < 0.046.
Proof. (i) Since p = 2 or 3 (mod 5), it immediately follows that ord(Zg“) p) =4

and applying Theorem it results that pZ[&5] € Spec(Z[&5]). According to
Proposition B 1 — £ is a prime element of the ring Z [¢5] and 5 is totally ramified
in Z [&5], therefore, the ideals I; and J; decompose uniquely into in the product of
prime ideals of the ring Z [&5] thus:

L=pZ[&]- (1-&Z[&])" and Ji = (0Z[6))* - (1 - O Z[&])° .
Similar to the previous example, we obtain 0 < H (J1) — H (I) < +log (512) =
0.1927....
(i) Since p; = 1 (mod 5) (V), i = 1,5, applying Corollary B3] p; split completely in
the ring Z [&5], i = 1,5. So, for each i = 1,5, the ideal p;Z [£5] decomposes uniquely
into the product of prime ideals of the ring Z [£5] thus:

piZ [55] = Pil . Pl . Pl . Pi4, where ,Pij (S Spec(Z [55]) (V) ,j = m
Taking into account this and i), it turns out that the ideals I» and Jo decompose
uniquely into in the product of prime ideals of the ring Z [¢5] thus:
Iy = pZ &) (1 = €) Z[&5])" - iy Pro- Prg - PraPat - Pao - Pog - Poy ... Pa1 - Paz- Paz - Puy
and

Jo = (pZ [55])2'((1 - L [55])3'1311'P12'P13'P14P21'P22'P23'P24 oo Py1-Pyo-Py3-Pyy.
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Applying formula (1.5) we have H (I2) = log (21) — 41°g4 and H (J2) =log (21) —
721%22"’131%3. So, we obtain 0 < H (Jo) — H (1) = zi log( 1) < Hlog (522) =
0.0458....
O
Proposition can be generalized as follows:

Proposition 3.7. Let q be a prime positive integer, ¢ > 5, let & be a primitive root
of order q of the unity and let K = Q (§) be the qth cyclotomic field. Let r be a
positive integer, let p,p1,...,pr be distinct prime positive integers, p = (Z;, ) and
ord(Z* ) (P7) #q—1, (V)i =T,7. Let the ideals I, = qpZ[£], Jy = (1 =€) 2. p? -

e
2, L=qp-pip2-... - pL[E], Jo = (1—{)‘1_2 p%-pip2 ... pZ€]. Then, the
following statements hold:

(i) 0<H(J)—H(I) < =8l o ¢

(i) 0<H(J)—H (L)< u=losel) o0 ¢,

Proof. (i) Since p = (Z,-), it immediately follows that OTd(Z*_,) @) =q—1. Ac-
o

cording to Theorem B2 it follows that pZ [£] € Spec(Z [€]). According to Proposi-

tion B8] 1 — £ is a prime element of the ring Z [£] and ¢ is totally ramified in Z [],

therefore, the ideals I; and J; decompose uniquely into in the product of prime

ideals of the ring Z [¢] thus:

Li=pZlg] - (1 - &) Z[)"" and Jy = (pZ[€])* - (1 —€) Z[€)* 2.
Applying (1.5 )we have

2log2+ (¢ —2)-log(q—2)
q

(1) = H (1) = T 1o (4= 1) -
From here, it follows that
0< H(R) = H (1) < % log (g = 1)~ log 5.
which is true from Lemma [2.4] o
(i) Since Ord(ZZ,-) (i) # q— 1, i = 1,r, applying Theorem B2 p; split in the

ring Z [£], i = 1, 7. So, for each i = 1,r, the ideal p;Z [¢] decomposes uniquely into
the product of prime ideals of the ring Z [¢] thus:

pZZ [5] = Bl ' BQ et P'isi’ where Bj € SPGC(Z [5])5 (V) 1= ﬁa (V) .] = 1751'5
where s; = qf;_l, fi= ord(Z* ) (@ (Pi) and P;;,i=1,...,7, j = 1, s; are different prime
ideals in the ring Z [¢]. Taking into account this and i), it turns out that the ideals
I, and J; decompose uniquely into in the product of prime ideals of the ring Z [¢]
thus:

L=pZ[] - (1-6Z[&)T " Py-...-Pig,-...-Poy-...- Py,
and
Jo=Z[E) - (1= Z[E) ™ - Py-...-Prg, ... - Poy-...- Py .
Applying formula (1.5) we have
q—1

H(L)=log(qg+s$1+...+8)———— .
(I2) =log (g + s1 Sr) pPET———
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and
(g —2) log(q—2)+2log?2

H(Jp) =log(qg+s1+...+58)—
(J2) =log (g + s1 Sr) pPESST——

So, we obtain
q—1 q—2)-log(q—2)+2log2
a1 ) 4= e =) |
q+S81+...+ 58 q+S81+...+ 8
But Q () =Q(J2) = ¢+ 81+ ...+ 8. From here, it follows that
_210g2—|—(q—2)1og(q—2))
q

0 < H(J2)— H (L)

q q—1
0< H(J2)—H (I2) = 1 -1
< H ()-H (1) = ————— (Tt hog (g~ 1)

_ q
a q+s81+...+ 8
Applying (i), we obtain that

(H (J1) = H (1))

0< H(J2)—H(I2) < (q—l)-l;g(q—l) —logg.
0

Proposition (i) and Proposition B7Z|(i) confirm the fact that the inequality
in Proposition also works for the entropy of the ideals of a ring of algebraic
integers.

Proposition 3.8. Let K be an algebraic number field and let Ok be its ring of
algebraic integers. Let I and J be two ideals of the ring O such that I = P - Pf
and J = PP Pfﬁe, where Py, Py are distinct prime ideals of the ring Ok and

eeN, a,8e N, '8%0‘ > €. Then the following inequality holds:

aloga + Blog B o+
< H -H() < ————— -1 .
0< H () - (1) < TELEIIBE 1o, 0
Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of the Proposition . O

We asked ourselves if there are rings of algebraic integers, in which there are
many ideal pairs whose divergence is equal to 0.
Let a cubic field K = Q () where (6 is a root of an irreducible polynomial of the
type f = X3 — aX + be Z[X]. In [6], P. Llorente and E. Nart made a complete
classification of how any prime integer p decomposes into the product of primes in
the ring of algebraic integers of the cubic field K.
Let A = 4a® — 27b2. If meZ, we denote by v, (m) the greatest power k with the
property p*|m. Let s, = A

pUp (A"

Proposition 3.9. (a part of Theorem 1 from [6]). Let a cubic field K = Q ()
and let f = X3 — aX + be Z[X] be the minimal polynomial of 6. Let p be a prime
integer, p > 5. Let Ok be the ring of algebraic integers of the field K. Then, the
following statements are true:
(i) if pla, p|b and 1 = v, (a) < v, (b), then the ideal pOx =P - P3, where P
and Po are distinct prime ideals of the ring O ;
(ii) if p does not divide ab and s, is odd, then the ideal pOx =Py - P§, where
P, and P are distinct prime ideals of the ring Ok .
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Moreover, these are the only cases when a prime integer p > 5 has the decomposition
pOr =P - P22 in the ring Ok, where Py and Py are distinct prime ideals of the
ring O .

Using this Proposition, we obtain we quickly obtain the following result.

Proposition 3.10. Let a cubic field K = Q () and let f = X3 —aX + be Z[X]
be the minimal polynomial of 0. Let Ok be the ring of algebraic integers of the
field K. Let p and q be two distinct prime integers, p > 5, ¢ > 5. If p and q satisfy
the conditions of hypothesis i) or the conditions of hypothesis ii) of the previous
Proposition, then the following statements are true:

a) the entropies of the ideals pOk and qOk are equal;

b) the divergence D(pOk||qOk) = 0.

Proof. a) The proof follows immediately, using Proposition 3.9 and formula (1.5).
b) The proof follows immediately, using Proposition B9 and formula (1.6). O
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