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A BASIS THEOREM FOR RINGS WITH COMMUTING

OPERATORS IN CHARACTERISTIC ZERO

CAS BURTON

Abstract. Motivated by the differential basis theorem of Kolchin and the
difference-differential basis theorem of Cohn, in this paper we present a basis
theorem for polynomial rings equipped with commuting generalised Hasse-
Schmidt operators (in the sense of Moosa and Scanlon [7]). We recover Kolchin
and Cohn’s results as special cases of our main theorem.
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1. Introduction

Basis theorems, or rather ascending chain conditions on systems of ideals, are an
important tool in commutative algebra. In 1890, Hilbert proved that every ideal of
a polynomial ring in finitely many variables over a field has a finite generating set.
Commonly known as Hilbert’s Basis Theorem, this generalises to polynomial rings
over Noetherian rings. Recall that a ring is Noetherian if it has the ascending chain
condition on ideals, or equivalently, if every ideal has a finite generating set. In the
context of differential algebra, Ritt and Raudenbush asked the natural question:
can this be adapted to differential ideals in a differential polynomial ring over a
differential field?

We briefly recall some key notions from differential algebra. A differential ring
(R, ∂) is a ring equipped with an additive map ∂ that satisfies the Leibniz rule;
∂(rs) = r∂(s) + ∂(r)s for r, s ∈ R. We call ∂ a derivation and say that an ideal
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2 CAS BURTON

is differential if it is closed under ∂. The differential polynomial ring over (R, ∂)
with indeterminate x is denoted R{x}∂ and is constructed in the natural way - it is
the usual polynomial ring over R with indeterminates x and its formal derivatives
∂(x), ∂2(x), . . . . The natural differential analogue of Hilbert’s Basis Theorem does
not hold: in the differential polynomial ring R{x}∂, the differential ideal generated
by ∂(x)∂2(x), ∂2(x)∂3(x), . . . , ∂n(x)∂n+1(x), . . . is not finitely generated as a dif-
ferential ideal (for details, see page 12 of [11]). However, by considering a more
restrictive class of ideals, an analogue of the basis theorem does hold. In 1934,
Raudenbush [9] established a basis theorem for radical differential ideals in differ-
ential polynomial rings over a differential field of characteristic zero with a single
derivation. Kolchin [4] extended this result in 1961 to differential polynomial rings
over differential rings of characteristic zero with multiple commuting derivations,
provided that the base ring has the ascending chain condition on radical differential
ideals. Note that if we are considering a differential ring with multiple derivations,
the derivations must commute for such a basis theorem to hold. If they do not, it is
clear that the ideal generated by ∂2(∂1(x)), ∂2(∂

2
1((x)), . . . is not finitely generated

as a radical differential ideal.
Another area where basis theorems have been explored is that of difference al-

gebra. A difference ring (R, σ1, . . . , σn) is a ring equipped with injective endo-
morphisms σi : R → R. Again, we require that the endomorphisms commute. In
[10], Ritt and Raudenbush establish a difference basis theorem for perfect differ-
ence ideals. A difference ideal is an ideal closed under each endomorphism σi. A
perfect difference ideal I satisfies the following additional condition: The inclu-
sion τ1(a

t1) · · · τm(atm) ∈ I (where τj is a composition of the σi’s and tj ∈ N)
implies a ∈ I. If a difference ring R (of arbitrary characteristic) has the ascending
chain condition on perfect difference ideals, then so does the difference polynomial
ring over R in finitely many variables. The difference polynomial ring is naturally
constructed as in the differential case.

In 1970, Cohn [1] combined the above two basis theorems in his difference-
differential basis theorem. For a ring R with both a difference and differential
structure, where all operators commute, Cohn established that if R is of charac-
teristic zero and has the ascending chain condition on perfect difference-differential
ideals, then so does the difference-differential polynomial ring in finitely many vari-
ables over R.1

In [7], Moosa and Scanlon generalised the notions of difference rings, differential
rings and difference-differential rings with the introduction of rings with generalised
Hasse-Schmidt operators (also called D-rings). Thus it is natural to ask whether
an analogue of the basis theorem holds in the wider context of D-rings. Let K be
a field and D be a finite-dimensional K-algebra. A D-ring (R, e) is a K-algebra
R equipped with a K-algebra homomorphism e : R → R ⊗ D. Given a basis of D,
ε0, . . . , εm, we can write e coordinate-wise as ∂0, ∂1, . . . , ∂m; namely,

e(−) = ∂0(−)⊗ ε0 + · · ·+ ∂m(−)⊗ εm.

We investigate a subclass of these D-rings, which we call D∗-rings. These will be
D-rings where ∂0, . . . , ∂m commute with each other. We will also assume that the
so-called associated endomorphisms are injective. Note that this differs slightly from

1We note that Cohn presents the result in arbitrary characteristic. However, in Remark 4.15
we discuss issues that arise in positive characteristic.
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the assumptions and structures given in [8], as Moosa and Scanlon instead require
that at least one of the associated endomorphisms is the identity map of R (we make
no such assumption). We will look at perfect D-ideals - these are ideals closed under
all of the operators ∂0, . . . , ∂m such that the inclusion τ1(a

t1) · · · τm(atm) ∈ I (where
τj is a composition of the associated endomorphisms and tj ∈ N) implies a ∈ I. The
D∗-polynomial ring with indeterminate x is denoted by R{x}D∗ and is constructed
analogously to the differential polynomimal ring. It is the usual polynomial ring
with indeterminates x and its formal images under the operators ∂0, . . . , ∂m and
(some of) their compositions. (See Subsection 2.2 for more details.) Our main
result, and the final result of this paper, is the following:

Theorem A (D-Basis Theorem). Let R be a Q-algebra and (R, e) be a D∗-ring.
If R has the ascending chain condition on perfect D-ideals, so does R{x}D∗ .

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we recall key notions related
to D-rings. In particular, we present a basis-free description of D-rings with com-
muting operators, which we refer to as D∗-rings and introduce the D∗-polynomial
ring over a D∗-ring. We also give a brief introduction to conservative systems.
In Section 3, we introduce the notion of a ranked basis and a ranking on the D∗-
polynomial ring. We prove various technical lemmas, culminating with an impor-
tant D∗-reduction lemma (see Lemma 3.11). In Section 4, we discuss the notion
of a characteristic set of D-ideals of the D∗-polynomial ring and then combine the
results of previous sections to prove our main result; namely, the D∗-basis theorem
(see Theorem 4.18).

2. Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, we fix a field K and a finite-dimensional K-algebra
D (unless explicitly stated, the characteristic of K remains arbitrary). In this
section, we recall some basic notions of D-rings. In particular, in Subsection 2.1,
we introduce the concept of D-rings with commuting operators which we refer to
as D∗-rings. In Subsection 2.2, we construct the D∗-polynomial ring over a D∗-ring
(R, e). Namely, the universal object in the category of D∗-algebras over (R, e). In
Subsection 2.3, we conduct a brief review of the theory of conservative systems and
illustrate their role in proving the D∗-basis theorem.

2.1. D-rings and D∗-rings. Recall from [7] that a D-ring is a pair (R, e) consisting
of a K-algebra R equipped with a K-algebra homomorphism

e : R → D(R) := R⊗K D.

Remark 2.1. In [8], D is further equipped with a K-algebra homomorphism
π : D → K and in the definition of a D-ring it is required that e is a section of
π. In this paper, we relax this extra condition.

Given a linear K-basis ε̄ = {ε0, ε1, . . . , εn} of D, e can be written as

e(r) = ∂0(r) ⊗ ε0 + ∂1(r)⊗ ε1 + · · ·+ ∂n(r) ⊗ εn

where ∂i : R → R are K-linear operators. Note that {1⊗ εi | εi ∈ ε̄} is an R-basis
of D(R). Associating 1 ⊗ εi with εi, we will write “rε” for “r ⊗ ε”. We say that
{∂0, ∂1, . . . , ∂n} are the coordinate maps of e with respect to {ε0, ε1, . . . , εn}. As
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e is an algebra homomorphism, the operators ∂i satisfy a suitable product rule;
namely, if the basis elements are related by

εjεk =

n
∑

i=0

αj,ki εi, with αj,ki ∈ K,

then the following product rules holds for each i and r, s ∈ R :

(1) ∂i(rs) =

n
∑

j,k=0

αj,ki ∂j(r)∂k(s).

Example 2.2. (a) Let D = K[ε]/(ε)2 with the usual K-algebra structure.
Denote by σ = ∂0 and ∂ = ∂1 the operators associated to the basis {1, ε}.
Then (R, e) is a D-ring if and only if σ is a K-endomorphism and ∂ is a
K-linear derivation on R twisted by σ. Namely, for all r, s ∈ R, ∂(rs) =
σ(r)∂(s)+∂(r)σ(s). In the case that σ = idR, ∂ is a derivation in the usual
sense. Note that σ and ∂ do not necessarily commute.

(b) Let D = Km with the product K-algebra structure. Denote by σ1 =
∂1, . . . , σm = ∂m the operators associated to the standard basis {ε1, . . . , εm}
(i.e. εi = (0, . . . , 1, . . . , 0) with 1 in the ith position). Then (R, e) is a D-
ring if and only if σ1, . . . , σm are K-endomorphisms. In this case, R is a
difference ring over K where the σi’s do not necessarily commute.

(c) Let D = K[ν1, . . . , νn]/(ν1, . . . , νn)
2×Km with the naturalK-algebra struc-

ture. Denote by σ0 = ∂0, ∂1, . . . , ∂n and σj = ∂n+j the operators associ-
ated to the basis {ε0, ε1, . . . , εn, εn+1, . . . , εn+m} where ε0 = (1, 0, . . . , 0),
εi = (νi, 0, . . . , 0) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and εn+j = (0, . . . , 1, . . . , 0) where the 1 oc-
curs in the (j+1)th position. Then (R, e) is a D-ring if and only if ∂1, . . . , ∂n
are K-linear derivations twisted by σ0 and each σj is a R-endomorphism. If
σ0 = idR, then R is a difference-differential ring as seen in [1] but without
the restriction that the operators commute.

(d) Let D = K[ε]/(ε)n+1 with the usual K-algebra structure. Denote by
∂0, ∂1, . . . , ∂n the operators associated to the basis {1, ε, ε2, . . . , εn}. Then
(R, e) is a D-ring if and only if ∂0 is a R-endomorphism and for all r, s ∈ R,
∂i(rs) =

∑

j+k=i ∂j(r)∂k(s). In the case where ∂0 = idR, (∂1, . . . , ∂n) is
a truncated Hasse-Schimdt derivation. Again, the ∂i’s do not necessarily
commute.

For further examples and standard constructions of D-rings, see Section 3 of [8].
We now recall the basic notion of D-ideals and D-homomorphisms. We follow the
presentation of [6].

Definition 2.3 (D-ideal). Let (R, e) be a D-ring. An ideal I E R is said to be a
D-ideal if e(I) ⊆ I⊗K D E D(R). Equivalently, for any basis ε̄ of D, if {∂0, . . . , ∂n}
are the coordinate maps of e with respect to ε̄, we have ∂i(I) ⊆ I for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n.

Let S ⊆ R.We denote by [S]D the smallest D-ideal of R containing S, and we call
it the D-ideal of R generated by S. This exists because intersections of D-ideals are
D-ideals. One can readily check that [S]D can be described as the ideal generated
by {∂i1 . . . ∂isa | a ∈ S, s ∈ N, 0 ≤ ij ≤ m}, where ∂0, . . . , ∂m are the operators
associated to a basis ε̄.
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We note that, as in [6], D can be regarded as a functor on the category of
K-algebras and K-algebra homomorphisms. Namely, for any K-algebra homomor-
phism φ : R → S, we set D(φ) : D(R) → D(S) to be φ⊗ idD .

Definition 2.4. Let (R, e) and (S, f) be D-rings. We say φ : (R, e) → (S, f) is a D-
homomorphism if it is both a K-algebra homomorphism and the following diagram
commutes:

D(R) D(S)

R S

D(φ)

e

φ

f

that is; for all r ∈ R, we have (φ ⊗ idD)(e(r)) = f(φ(r)). Equivalently, for any
basis ε̄ of D, φ∂Ri = ∂Si φ. If S is an R-algebra, we call (S, f) an (R, e)-algebra if
the structure map R → S is a D-homomorphism. We may also say that (S, f) is
a D-algebra over (R, e). If (S, f) and (T, g) are both (R, e)-algebras and φ : S → T
is a map between them, then we say that φ is a (R, e)-algebra homomorphism (or
a D-algebra homomorphism over (R, e)) if it is an R-algebra homomorphism and a
D-homomorphism.

So far, we have made no assumptions on the operators ∂i, other than being
additive and satisfying the product rule (1). In the terminology of [8], one may say
that they are “free”. We will now restrict to a subclass of D-rings; namely, those
where the operators commute.

Definition 2.5 (D∗-ring). Let (R, e) be a D-ring. We say that (R, e) is a D∗-ring,
or a D-ring with commuting operators, if the following diagram commutes

(2)

D(R) D(D(R))

R

D(R) D(D(R))

D(e)

idR ⊗β

e

e

D(e)

where β : D⊗D → D⊗D is the canonical isomorphism β(x⊗ y) = y⊗ x. Recall
that D(e) = e⊗ idD .

We justify our use of the terminology “commuting operators” with the following
lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Let (R, e) be a D-ring. Then (R, e) is a D∗-ring if and only if for
any basis ε̄ of D (equivalently, there exists a basis ε̄ of D such that) the coordinate
maps {∂0, ∂1, . . . , ∂m} of e commute pairwise.

Proof. Let r ∈ R. Then with respect to a basis ε̄, we have e(r) =
∑m
i=0 ∂i(r) ⊗ εi.

Thus we have:
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D(e)(e(r)) =

m
∑

i,j=0

∂j(∂i(r)) ⊗ εj ⊗ εi.

The diagram (2) commutes if and only if D(e)(e(r)) = (idR⊗β)(D(e)(e(r))).
This holds if and only if

m
∑

i,j=0

∂j(∂i(r))⊗εj⊗εi = (idR⊗β)





m
∑

i,j=0

∂j(∂i(r)) ⊗ εj ⊗ εi



 =

m
∑

i,j=0

∂j(∂i(r))⊗εi⊗εj.

Note that {εi ⊗ εj | 0 ≤ i, j ≤ m} forms an R-basis of D(D(R)). By examining
the coefficients of the tensor εi⊗εj on both sides, we see that ∂j(∂i(r)) = ∂i(∂j(r));
i.e. ∂i and ∂j commute. �

For examples of D∗-rings, we may take any of the examples given in Example 2.2
with the additional restriction that the operators commute. In particular, from
Example 2.2(d), we obtain commuting truncated Hasse-Schmidt derivations (though
these Hasse-Schmidt derivations are not necessarily iterative). We also recover dif-
ferential rings as studied in [3] from Example 2.2(a), and from Example 2.2(c) we
recover difference-differential rings as seen in [1].

2.2. D∗-polynomial rings. Let (R, e) be a D∗-ring (i.e. (R, e) is a D-ring with
commuting operators). We now define the D∗-polynomial ring over (R, e).

Definition 2.7 (D∗-polynomial ring). Fix a basis of D, ε̄ = {ε0, ε1, . . . , εm}, and
let {∂0, ∂1, . . . , ∂m} be the coordinate maps of e with respect to ε̄. Let I be any set
and x̄ := {xi | i ∈ I} be a family of indeterminates. Let

x̄D∗ = {dθxi | i ∈ I, θ ∈ Nm+1}
be a new collection of (algebraically independent) indeterminates. We identify xi
with d0xi where 0 is the zero tuple in Nm+1. The D∗-polynomial ring over (R, e)
in indeterminates x̄ with respect to ε̄ is the ring

R{x̄}ε̄D∗ := R[x̄D∗ ],

equipped with the unique K-algebra homomorphism e′ : R{x̄}ε̄D∗ → D(R{x̄}ε̄D∗)
extending e : R→ D(R) and satisfying

dθxi 7→ dθ+10xi ⊗ ε0 + dθ+11xi ⊗ ε1 + · · ·+ dθ+1mxi ⊗ εm

where 1i ∈ Nm+1 contains a 1 in the ith position (indexed from 0) as the only non-
zero entry. When the context is clear, we will denote the D-structure on R{x}ε̄D∗

by e (rather than e′). As the generators are algebraically independent, it is clear
that the operators commute. As such, (R{x̄}ε̄D∗ , e) is a D∗-algebra over (R, e).

We now observe that D∗-polynomial rings are universal objects in the category
of D∗-rings.

Lemma 2.8. Let (R, e) be a D∗-ring and ε̄ a basis of D. Suppose that (S, f) is a
D∗-algebra over (R, e) that is generated as a D∗-ring by the tuple ā = (ai)i∈I over
(R, e). Let x̄ = (xi)i∈I be a tuple of indeterminates. Then there exists a unique,
surjective (R, e)-algebra homomorphism φ : R{x̄}ε̄D∗ → S that maps xi 7→ ai for
each i ∈ I.



A BASIS THEOREM FOR RINGS WITH COMMUTING OPERATORS 7

Proof. For θ = (θ0, θ1, . . . , θm) ∈ Nm+1, define an R-algebra homomorphism

φ : R{x̄}ε̄D∗ → S

dθxi 7→ ∂θ00 ◦ ∂θ11 ◦ ∂θ22 ◦ · · · ◦ ∂θmm (ai)

r 7→ r, for r ∈ R

This is clearly a surjective R-algebra homomorphism. To be an (R, e)-algebra
homomorphism, we must check that D(φ) ◦ e = f ◦ φ.

Let dθxi ∈ R{x̄}ε̄D∗ . Then (D(φ) ◦ e)(dθxi) = D(φ)(
∑

j d
θ+1jxi ⊗ εj). It follows

that

(D(φ) ◦ e)(dθxi) = D(φ)





∑

j

dθ+1jxi ⊗ εj





= (φ⊗ idD)





∑

j

dθ+1jxi ⊗ εj





=
∑

j

(

∂θ0+10
0 ◦ ∂θ1+1j

1 ◦ ∂θ2+1j
2 ◦ · · · ◦ ∂θm+1j

m

)

(ai)⊗ εj

=
∑

j

∂j ◦
(

∂θ00 ◦ ∂θ11 ◦ ∂θ22 ◦ · · · ◦ ∂θmm
)

(ai)⊗ εj (as (S, f) is a D∗-ring)

= f
(

∂θ00 ◦ ∂θ11 ◦ ∂θ22 ◦ · · · ◦ ∂θmm
)

(ai)

= (f ◦ φ)(dθxi)
Thus φ is a (R, e)-algebra homomorphism. Clearly, this is the unique φ with the

desired properties. �

Corollary 2.9. Suppose that ε̄ and µ̄ are two bases of D. Then R{x̄}ε̄D∗ and R{x̄}µ̄D∗

are isomorphic as (R, e)-algebras.

Proof. By Lemma 2.8, the map φ : R{x̄}ε̄D∗ → R{x̄}µ̄D∗ that takes xi to xi is a sur-
jective D∗-algebra homomorphism over (R, e). Since the family x̄D∗ is algebraically
independent over R, φ must be injective. �

In the remainder of this paper, we denote the unique D∗-polynomial ring up to
isomorphism as R{x̄}D∗ . We view the variable dθxi as ∂θ00 ◦ · · · ◦ ∂θmm (xi) where
θ = (θ0, θ1, . . . , θm) ∈ Nm+1.

Using this construction, we recover the usual difference polynomial ring.

Example 2.10. Let D = Km with the product K-algebra structure and (R, e)
be a D∗-ring; that is, (R, e) is a D-ring as in Example 2.2(b) with the additional
condition that the endomorphisms pairwise commute. The D∗-polynomial ring over
(R, e) coincides with the difference polynomial ring over (R, σ1, . . . , σm).

Remark 2.11. We note that while we do not recover the differential polynomial
ring as an instance of D∗-polynomial rings, we do recover it as a homomorphic
image. Let D = K[ε]/(ε)2 with the usual K-algebra structure. Denote by σ = ∂0
and ∂ = ∂1 the operators associated to the basis {1, ε}. Let (R, e) be a D∗-ring
such that σ is the identity on R; in other words, the structure of (R, e) is just that
of a differential ring with derivation ∂. Then the D∗-polynomial ring over (R, e) in
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the variable x, R{x}D∗, is the usual polynomial ring over R in variables dθx for
θ ∈ N2; in particular, this includes indeterminates of the form σx, σ∂x, . . . . On
the other hand, the differential polynomial ring over R in the variable x, R{x}∂,
is the usual polynomial ring over R in just the variables ∂ix for i ∈ N. It is then
clear that R{x}D∗ and R{x}∂ are distinct objects. Nonetheless, as we will see
in Remark 4.20, one can still recover useful results as there is a surjective (R, e)-
algebra homomorphism from R{x}D∗ to R{x}∂; namely, the one that maps σ∂ix
to ∂ix.

2.3. Conservative systems of ideals. We briefly recall the notion of perfect
conservative systems. Perfect conservative systems form a useful framework to
carry out transfer of Noetherianity from a ring to an overring. In particular, using
standard results on perfect conservative systems, one can show that if R has the
ascending chain condition on radical ideals, then so does the polynomial ring R[x]
(see Section 9 of Chapter 0 in [3] for details).

Definition 2.12. Given a ring R, a conservative system, C, is a set of ideals of R
such that

(1) The intersection of any set of elements of C is an element of C;
(2) The union of any non-empty set of elements of C, totally ordered by inclu-

sion, is an element of C.
A conservative system is divisible if it contains I : s = {x ∈ R | xs ∈ I} for every

I ∈ C and s ∈ R. A conservative system is radical if every element is a radical ideal.
We call a conservative system perfect if it is both divisible and radical.

Let C be a conservative system of ideals of R and Σ ⊂ R. The C-ideal generated
by Σ, denoted (Σ)C , is the intersection of all elements of C containing Σ; it is the
smallest C-ideal containing Σ.

Definition 2.13. Let C be a conservative system of ideals of R.We call C Noether-
ian, or we say that R is C-Noetherian, if any of the following equivalent conditions
hold.

• Every element of C is finitely generated as a C-ideal;
• Every strictly increasing sequence of elements of C is finite;
• Every nonempty set of elements of C has a maximal element.

The following result for conservative systems can be found as Theorem 2.5 in
[12].

Fact 2.14. Let C be a perfect conservative system of a ring R. Assume that for every
prime C-ideal, P, there exists a finite Σ ⊂ P and s ∈ R \ P such that P = (Σ)C : s.
Then C is Noetherian.

We will use this fact when proving our main result, the D∗-basis theorem, in
Section 4.

3. Reduction results

In this section we introduce two important assumptions (Assumptions 3.1 and
3.3) that we will adhere to for the remainder of the paper. We discuss the notion of
a ranked basis and use this to produce a simpler form of the product rule. Following
this, we introduce the notion of a ranking of D∗-polynomials. We define reduction
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of D∗-polynomials and prove the main result for this chapter: the D∗-reduction
lemma (Lemma 3.11).

As D is a finite-dimensional K-algebra, we can write D as a finite product of
local K-algebras D = D1 × · · · × Dt. Throughout the rest of the paper, we make
the following assumption.

Assumption 3.1. For i = 1, . . . , t, the residue field of Di is K.
We note that all the examples presented in Example 2.2 satisfy this assumption.

Definition 3.2 (Ranked basis). Let Di be a local finite-dimensional K-algebra
with maximal ideal mi and residue field K.

(1) Let ε̄i = {ε0, . . . , εmi
} be a basis for Di as a K-vector space with ε0 ∈ K∗

and εj ∈ mi for j = 1, . . . ,mi. Define νi(j) to be the smallest integer r such

that εj ∈ m
r
i /m

r+1
i (recall that by Nakayama’s lemma mi is nilpotent). We

say that ε̄i is a ranked basis for Di if νi(j) ≤ νi(k) for 1 ≤ j < k ≤ mi.

(2) For D =
∏t
i=1 Di, we say that an ordered basis ε̄ is a ranked basis for D if

ε̄ is of the form ε̄1 ∪ . . . ∪ ε̄t where each ε̄i is a ranked basis of Di. Here we
identify Di with its copy in D.

Note that ranked bases exist. For Di, we can build a basis ε̄i by concatenating
bases for mji/m

j+1
i for j = 0, 1, . . . .

From now on we fix a ranked basis ε̄ for D. For a D∗-ring (R, e), we denote the
coordinate maps of e with respect to ε̄ by

∆ = {σ1, ∂1,1, . . . ∂1,m1
, . . . , σt, ∂t,1, . . . ∂t,mt

}.
Note that {σi, ∂i,1, . . . , ∂i,mi

} are the coordinate maps of pri ◦ e : R → Di(R) with
respect to the basis ε̄i where pri denotes the canonical projection D → Di. Addi-
tionally, note that each σi is an endomorphism of R and they correspond to the
associated endomorphisms as appearing in Section 4 of [8].

Just as difference rings are rings equipped with injective endomorphisms, we
assume that each of the associated endomorphisms are injective.

Assumption 3.3. For i = 1, . . . , t, the endomorphism σi is injective.

Lemma 3.4. Let R be a D∗-ring. The coordinate maps of e with respect to a ranked
basis ε̄ on R satisfy the following product rule for all r, s ∈ R, and for 1 ≤ i ≤ t,
1 ≤ j ≤ mi :

∂i,j(rs) = ∂i,j(r)σi(s) + σi(r)∂i,j(s) +
∑

(p,q)∈γi(j)

αp,qi,j ∂i,p(r)∂i,q(s)

where γi(j) := {(p, q) | 1 ≤ p, q ≤ mi, νi(p) + νi(q) ≤ νi(j)} and αp,qi,j is the
coefficient of εi,j in the product εi,p · εi,q in Di.
Proof. Note that for i 6= k, εi,p · εk,q = 0, as each basis element is in a different
local component. Then for all r, s ∈ R, by (1) we get

∂i,j(rs) = ∂i,j(r)σi(s) + σi(r)∂i,j(s) +
∑

1≤p,q≤mi

αp,qi,j ∂i,p(r)∂i,q(s)

where αp,qi,j is the coefficient of εi,j in the product εi,p · εi,q in Di. For a given p ≥ 1,

we have that εi,p ∈ m
νi(p)
i /m

νi(p)+1
i . Thus εi.p · εi,q ∈ m

νi(p)+νi(q) when p, q ≥ 1. As

εj ∈ m
νi(j)
i /m

νi(j)+1
i , we have that αp,qi,j is zero when νi(p) + νi(q) ≥ νi(j).
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Thus we have

∂i,j(rs) = ∂i,j(r)σi(s) + σi(r)∂i,j(s) +
∑

(p,q)∈γi(j)

αp,qi,j ∂i,p(r)∂i,q(s)

where γi(j) := {(p, q) | 1 ≤ p, q ≤ mi, νi(p) + νi(q) ≤ νi(j)}. �

Remark 3.5. Note that the standard bases provided in Example 2.2 are in fact
ranked bases.

Let (R, e) be a D∗-ring, x̄ = {x1, . . . , xn} and (R{x̄}D∗ , e) the D∗-polynomial
ring over (R, e) in variables x̄. Let ε̄ be a ranked basis for D, and M := |ε̄| (in other
words, M = dimK D).

For dθxj ∈ x̄D∗ , we have σi(d
θxj) = dθ+1i0xj , and ∂i,p(d

θxj) = dθ+1ipxj , where,
for ease of notation, we denote by 1ip the M -tuple with the only non-zero entry a
1 in the position corresponding to εi,p. We will sometimes denote σi by ∂i,0.

For θ ∈ NM and 1 ≤ i ≤ t, let θ′i be the mi-tuple choosing the entries of θ
corresponding to the εi,p for 1 ≤ p ≤ mi. We denote by ordi(θ) the sum of the
entries of θ′i and call it the ith-order of θ. We define the order of θ to be the sum

of the ith-orders of θ and denote it by ord∂(θ). For u = dθxj ∈ x̄D∗ , we define the
ith-order of u to be the ith-order of θ and the order of u to be the order of θ. For
example, the order of σi∂i,1∂i,2 is two while the order of σi is zero.

Definition 3.6. Recall that ∆ is the set of coordinate maps of e with respect to
the ranked basis ε̄. A ranking of x̄D∗ is a total ordering satisfying the additional
conditions:

• For all u ∈ x̄D∗ and ∂ ∈ ∆, u < ∂(u);
• For all u, v ∈ x̄D∗ and ∂ ∈ ∆, u < v implies ∂(u) < ∂(v);
• For ∂i,j , ∂i,k ∈ ∆ and u ∈ x̄D∗ , νi(j) < νi(k) implies ∂i,j(u) < ∂i,k(u) for
any 0 ≤ j, k ≤ mi.

If u, v ∈ x̄D∗ , we say that v is a transform of u if v = θ(u) for some composition

of ∆-operators θ. If ord∂(θ) > 0, we say that v is a ∂-transform of u. If ord∂(θ) = 0,
we say that v is a σ-transform of u. Note that a transform of u is a σ-transform if
and only if θ consists only of compositions of the σi.

Any ranking is a well-order; that is, every non-empty subset has a least element.
A ranking is sequential if it has order type N; that is, every variable is of higher
rank than only finitely many other variables. An example of a sequential ranking
is obtained by ordering the set of variables dθxj lexicographically with respect to
(T, j, θM−1, . . . , θ0) where T is the sum of all the entries of θ.

From now on, we fix x̄ and a ranking on x̄D∗ . Let f ∈ R{x̄}D∗ \ R. We define
the leader of f, uf , to be the variable of highest rank appearing in f. We can write
f in the following form:

f = gd · udf + · · ·+ g1 · uf + g0

where ugi < uf and gd is non-zero. We define the initial of f, denoted If , as gd.
For u ∈ x̄D∗ , we define degu(f) to be the highest power of u appearing in f, or
to be 0 if u does not appear in f. We write deg(f) for deguf

(f). We can extend
our ranking to a ranking on D∗-polynomials. This is a pre-order. We say that
rank(g) < rank(f) if ug < uf or if ug = uf and deg(g) < deg(f). If g and f have
the same leader and degree, we say rank(g) = rank(f).
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We define the separant of f, sf , as the formal derivative of f with respect to uf ,
that is

sf :=
∂f

∂uf
=

d
∑

n=1

ngn · un−1
f .

Note that rank(If ) < rank(f) and rank(sf ) < rank(f).
In the following lemma, we establish a key fact about the rank of ∂i,j(f) −

σi(sf )∂i,j(uf ) in comparison to ∂i,j(uf ). We employ this fact multiple times when
proving the D∗-reduction lemma.

Lemma 3.7. Let f ∈ R{x̄}D∗ \R and ∂i,j ∈ ∆′ = ∆ \ ∪i{σi}. Then

rank
(

∂i,j(f)− σi(sf )∂i,j(uf )
)

< rank
(

∂i,j(uf )
)

.

Proof. Note that if f, g are two D∗-polynomials over R, the leaders of f + g and
f · g are bounded above by the maximum of uf , ug with respect to the ranking.

Firstly, suppose that f is of the form g · unf for some n ∈ N with ug < uf .

Let n = 1. By the product rules for ∆′ in Lemma 3.4, we have:

∂i,j(g · uf) = ∂i,j(g)σi(uf ) + σi(g)∂i,j(uf ) +
∑

(p,q)∈γi(j)

αp,qi,j ∂i,p(g)∂i,q(uf ).

As our basis is ranked, for (p, q) ∈ γi(j), we have p, q < j. By the definition of
the ranking, we have that for any p < j, ∂i,p(uf ) < ∂i,j(uf ). Let v be any variable
appearing in g. As v < uf , we must have ∂i,p(v) < ∂i,j(uf ) for any p < j. From
this, we see that the leader of ∂i,j(f) is bounded above by ∂i,j(uf ) and we have
∂i,j(f) = σ(g)∂i,j(uf ) + h with uh < ∂i,j(uf). As (in this case) σi(g) = σi(sf ), we
have that

h = ∂i,j(f)− σi(sf )∂i,j(uf)

and rank(h) < rank(∂i,j(uf )). Thus the lemma holds for polynomials of the form
g · uf .

Suppose now that the result holds for all m < n. By assumption, we know that

(3) rank(∂i,j(g · un−1
f )− (n− 1)σi(g · un−2

f )∂i,j(uf)) < rank(∂i,j(uf )).

Note that as σi = ∂i,0 < ∂i,j , we have that σi(uf ) < ∂i,j(uf ). It is easy to see
that multiplying a polynomial by a variable smaller than its leader does not change
its rank. Thus we have rank(∂i,j(uf )σi(uf)) = rank(∂i,j(uf )). Multiplying the
polynomials in (3) by σi(uf ), we obtain

rank
(

∂i,j(g · un−1
f )σi(uf )− (n− 1)σi(g · un−1

f )∂i,j(uf )
)

< rank
(

∂i,j(uf )σi(uf )
)

.

By the product rules for ∆′, we have:

∂i,j(g · unf )− nσi(g · un−1
f ) = ∂i,j(g · un−1

f · uf )− nσi(g · un−1
f )

= ∂i,j(g · un−1
f )σi(uf)− (n− 1)σi(g · un−1

f )∂i,j(uf )

+
∑

(p,q)∈γi(j)

αp,qi,j ∂i,p(g · un−1
f )∂i,q(uf )



12 CAS BURTON

As in the base case, for v any variable appearing in g or uf and for p < j, we have
∂i,p(v) < ∂i,j(uf ). Using this, we obtain

rank
(

∂i,j(g · unf )− nσi(g · un−1
f )

)

= rank

(

∂i,j(g · un−1
f )σi(uf)− (n− 1)σi(g · un−1

f )∂i,j(uf )

+
∑

(p,q)∈γi(j)

αp,qi,j ∂i,p(g · un−1
f )∂i,q(uf)

)

< rank
(

∂i,j(uf )σi(uf ) +
∑

(p,q)∈γi(j)

αp,qi,j ∂i,p(g · un−1
f )∂i,q(uf )

)

< rank
(

∂i,j(uf )σi(uf )
)

= rank
(

∂i,j(uf )
)

Thus the lemma holds for polynomials of the form g · unf .
We now consider an arbitrary D∗-polynomial f with leader uf . Recall that we

can write f as
f = gd · udf + · · ·+ g1uf + g0

where ugi < uf . As the operators ∂i,j , σi are additive, we have that

rank
(

∂i,j(f)− σi(sf )∂i,j(uf )
)

= rank

(

∂i,j

(

d
∑

n=0

gn · unf
)

− σi

(

d
∑

n=0

ngnu
n−1
f

)

∂i,j(uf )

)

= rank

( d
∑

n=0

(

∂i,j(gn · unf )− nσi(gn · un−1
f )∂i,j(uf)

)

)

< rank
(

∂i,j(uf)
)

where the inequality holds as the rank of each individual summand is less than
rank(∂i,j(uf )), and the rank of a finite sum of D∗-polynomials is bounded above by
the rank of each individual summand. So the lemma holds for all D∗-polynomials.

�

Remark 3.8. Let f ∈ R{x̄}D∗ and τ be a composition of ∆-operators such that

ord∂(τ) = 0. It is easy to see that

τ(f) = τ(If )τ(uf )
d + h

where d = deg(f) and rank(h) < rank(udf).

Remark 3.9. Recall that ∆′ = ∆ \ ∪i{σi}. If ψ 6= id is a composition of ∆-
operators, then ψ = σn1

1 ◦ · · · ◦ σnt

t ◦φ for some natural numbers n1, . . . , nt and φ a
composition of ∆′-operators. Using Lemma 3.7 repeatedly, we see that, for φ 6= id,

ψ(f) =
(

σ
ord1(ψ)+n1

1 ◦ · · · ◦ σordt(ψ)+nt

t

)

(sf )ψ(uf ) + h̃

such that rank(h̃) < rank(ψ(uf )). We write ρ(ψ) for the operator σ
ord1(ψ)+n1

1 ◦ · · · ◦
σ
ordt(ψ)+nt

t . Note that rank(ρ(ψ)(sf )) < rank(ψ(uf )).

To establish a division algorithm, we must first formalise what it means for one
D∗-polynomial to be reduced with respect to another.
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Definition 3.10 (Reduction). Let f, g ∈ R{x̄}D∗ , f /∈ R. We say g is reduced with
respect to f if both of the following hold

• g is partially reduced with respect to f ; that is, g contains no ∂-transform
of uf ;

• If v is a σ-transform of uf that appears in g, then it appears with degree
strictly less than deg(f).

Note that if g ∈ R, then g is reduced with respect to any f /∈ R. For A ⊆ R{x̄}D∗\R,
we say that g is reduced with respect to A if g is reduced with respect to every
element of A.

Using this notion of reduction and our ranking of D∗-polynomials, we now prove
the D∗-reduction lemma.

Lemma 3.11 (D∗-reduction lemma). Let A ⊆ R{x̄}D∗ \ R. Then for any g ∈
R{x̄}D∗ there exist H, g0 ∈ R{x̄}D∗ such that H is a product of σ-transforms of
initials and separants of D∗-polynomials in A, g0 is reduced with respect to A,
rank(g0) ≤ rank(g), and H · g ≡ g0 mod [A]D.

Proof. If g is reduced with respect to A, then we can take g0 = g and H = 1.
Therefore, we can assume that g is not reduced with respect to A. Let ui denote
the leader of ai ∈ A, di the degree of ai, si the separant of ai and Ii the initial of
ai. Then as g is not reduced with respect to A, it contains some power θ(ui)

k of a
transform of some ui, where θ is a ∆-composition. If ord(θ) = 0, then k ≥ di. Such
a term of highest possible rank is called the A-leader of g.

Let Σ be the set of all D∗-polynomials for which the lemma does not hold.
Suppose that Σ 6= ∅ and let g ∈ Σ be such that its A-leader v has the lowest
possible rank and appears with lowest degree amongst all D∗-polynomials in Σ
with A-leader v. Then there are two possible situations; either v is a ∂-transform
of some ui, or v is a σ-transform of some ui and appears with greater than or equal
degree than di. In both cases, we can write g = g1 · vk + g2 where g1 does not
contain v and degv(g2) < k. Furthermore, we know that v = θ(ui) for some leader
of ai ∈ A.

Assume that we are in the first case; that is, v = θ(ui) for some ui and ord(θ) > 0.
Consider the D∗-polynomial r = ρ(θ)(si)g − g1 · vk−1θ(ai). As g ∈ Σ, r cannot be
reduced with respect to A. By Remark 3.9, we have that θ(ai) = ρ(θ)(si)θ(ui) + h
for some h with lower rank than θ(ui). Thus we have

r = ρ(θ)(si)g − g1 · vk−1θ(ai)

= ρ(θ)(si)
(

g1 · vk + g2
)

− g1 · vk−1 (ρ(θ(si)θ(ui) + h)

= ρ(θ)(si)g2 − vk−1hg1

Note that g1 does not contain v, degv(g2) < k and the rank of h and ρ(θ)(si) are
less than the rank of v, hence r is a D∗-polynomial with A-leader of rank less than
or equal to v and degv(r) < k. Thus r /∈ Σ and there exist H̃, g̃ ∈ R{x̄}D∗ such that

H̃ is a product of σ-transforms of initials and separants of D∗-polynomials in A, g̃
is reduced with respect to A, rank(g̃) ≤ rank(r), and H̃ · r ≡ g̃ mod [A]D. Thus we
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have that

H̃ · ρ(θ)(si) · g = H̃ · r + H̃ · g1 · vk−1θ(ai)

≡ H̃ · r mod [A]D

≡ g̃ mod [A]D

This is a contradiction, thus if g ∈ Σ, we must be in the second case; i.e. the
A-leader of v is a σ-transform of some ui.

Let v = τ(ui) for some ai. Consider theD∗-polynomial r = τ(Ii)g−g1·vk−diτ(ai).
By Remark 3.8, we have that τ(ai) = τ(Ii)v

di + h where h has lower rank than
τ(ui)

di . Thus we have

r = τ(Ii)g − g1 · vk−diτ(ai)
= τ(Ii)

(

g1v
k + f2

)

− g1 · vk−di
(

τ(Ii)v
di + h

)

= τ(Ii)g2 − g1 · vk−dih
As g1 does not contain v, degv(g2) < k, the rank of τ(Ii) is less than the rank
of v, and the rank of h is less than the rank of τ(ui)

di , we have that r is a D∗-
polynomial with A-leader of rank less than or equal to v and degv(r) < k. Thus

r /∈ Σ and there exist H̃, g̃ ∈ R{x̄}D∗ such that H̃ is a product of σ-transforms
of initials and separants of D∗-polynomials in A, g̃ is reduced with respect to A,
rank(g̃) ≤ rank(r), and H̃ · r ≡ g̃ mod [A]D. Thus we have that

H̃ · τ(Ii) · g = H̃ · r + H̃ · g1 · vk−diτ(ai)
≡ H̃ · r mod [A]D

≡ g̃ mod [A]D

This is a contradiction and so Σ = ∅, as desired. �

4. D∗-basis theorem

In this section, we prove the main result; i.e. the basis theorem for D∗-polynomial
rings in characteristic zero. Towards this, we first discuss perfect D-ideals and prove
they form a perfect conservative system. We then introduce the notion of a char-
acteristic set of a prime D-ideal. We carry forward the notation and assumptions
from the previous section; in particular, Assumption 3.1 and Assumption 3.3.

4.1. Perfect D∗-ideals.

Definition 4.1 (Perfect D-ideals). A D-ideal of a D∗-ring R is reflexive if for any
a ∈ R and 1 ≤ i ≤ t, aσi(a) ∈ I implies a ∈ I (recall that the σi are the associated

endomorphisms). A reflexive D-ideal which is also a radical ideal (i.e.
√
I = I) is

called a perfect D-ideal.

Lemma 4.2. Let I be a D-ideal of a D-ring (R, e) with associated endomorphisms
σ0, σ1, . . . , σt. Then I is a perfect D-ideal if and only if the following condition
holds:

(4) τ1(a)
n1 · · · τr(a)nr ∈ I =⇒ a ∈ I

where nj ∈ N and τj is a (possibly trivial) composition of ∆-operators such that

ord∂(τj) = 0.
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Proof. As aσi(a) and a
n are instances of τ1(a)

n1 · · · τr(a)nr , if (4) holds for a D-ideal
I, then I is a perfect D-ideal.

If I is a perfect D-ideal such that τ1(a)
n1 · · · τr(a)nr ∈ I, we can write τ1

as σi ◦ τ ′1 (after potentially reordering terms). Multiplying τ1(a)
n1 · · · τr(a)nr by

τ ′1(a)
n1σi (τ2(a)

n2 · · · τr(a)nr ) , we obtain τ ′1(a)
n1 · · · τr(a)nr ∈ I as I is a perfect

D-ideal. Repeating this process, we can remove instances of σi one at a time and
remain within I. Thus we end up with an ∈ I for some n ∈ N, and so a ∈ I as I is
a radical ideal.

�

Remark 4.3. In [5], a perfect difference ideal is defined an ideal I closed under
the operators σi such that

τ1(a)
n1 · · · τr(a)nr ∈ I =⇒ a ∈ I

where τj is a (possibly trivial) composition of endomorphisms. In the case D =
K×· · ·×K and with the restriction that our operators commute and are injective,
our definition of a perfect D-ideal agrees with the notion of a perfect difference
ideal by Lemma 4.2.

Remark 4.4. In the case D = K[ε]/(ε)2 and with the restriction that ∂0 = idR
(i.e. R is a differential ring), perfect D-ideals correspond to radical differential
ideals.

Let S ⊆ R. We denote by 〈S〉D the smallest reflexive D-ideal of R containing
S. Similarly, we denote by {S}D the smallest perfect D-ideal of R containing S.
The ideal {S}D can be obtained from S via the following procedure (similar to the
procedure called shuffling, found in [5]). For any set M ⊆ R, let M ′ denote the set
of all a ∈ R such that τ1(a)

k1 · · · τr(a)kr ∈ M for some τ1, . . . , τr compositions of
σ1, . . . , σt and some k1, . . . , kr ∈ N. Let S0 = S and inductively define Sk+1 = [Sk]

′
D.

Clearly, S = S0 ⊆ {S}D. The inclusion Sk ⊆ {S}D implies [Sk]D ⊆ {S}D and
Sk+1 = [Sk]

′
D ⊆ {S}D, since the D-ideal {S}D is perfect. By induction Sk ⊆ {S}D

for all k = 0, 1, . . . , hence
⋃∞

i=0 Si ⊆ {S}D. By construction, we have that
⋃∞

i=0 Si
is a perfect D-ideal of R, so it should contain {S}D. Thus {S}D =

⋃∞

i=0 Si.

We now use ranked bases (Definition 3.2) to prove that the set of perfect D-ideals
is a perfect conservative system.

Lemma 4.5. Let R be a D∗-ring with operators ∆. Then the set of perfect D-ideals
of R forms a perfect conservative system.

Proof. Clearly, the intersection of any set of perfect D-ideals is again a perfect D-
ideal, and the union of any non-empty set of perfect D-ideals, totally ordered by
inclusion, is again a perfect D-ideal. It remains to show that the system is divisible;
that is, for any perfect D-ideal I, and any s ∈ R, I : s = {x ∈ R | xs ∈ I} is a
perfect D-ideal.

Recall that ∆ = {σ1, ∂1,1, . . . ∂1,m1
, . . . , σt, ∂t,1, . . . ∂t,mt

} and that for each 1 ≤
i ≤ t, 1 ≤ j < k ≤ mi, we have νi(j) ≤ νi(k). Recall that by Lemma 3.4, the
∆-operators satisfy the following product rule for all r, s ∈ R,

∂i,j(rs) = ∂i,j(r)σi(s) + σi(r)∂i,j(s) +
∑

(p,q)∈γi(j)

αp,qi,j ∂i,p(r)∂i,q(s)

where γi(j) := {(p, q) | 1 ≤ p, q ≤ mi, νi(p) + νi(q) ≤ νi(j)} and αp,qi,j is the
coefficient of εi,j in the product εi,p · εi,q in Di.
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Let I be a perfect D-ideal of R and let s ∈ R. Let x ∈ I : s. Then as I is a
D-ideal, we have that

∂i,1(xs) = ∂i,1(x)σi(s) + σi(x)∂i,1(s) +
∑

(p,q)∈γi(1)

αp,qi,1 ∂i,p(x)∂i,q(s) ∈ I.

As νi(1) ≥ 1, we must have that γi(1) = ∅. Thus the above expression becomes
∂i,1(x)σi(s) + σi(x)∂i,1(s) ∈ I. Multiplying this expression by sσi(∂i,1(x)), and
as σi(x) ∈ I : s, we obtain σi(∂i,1(x))∂i,1(x)σi(s)s ∈ I. Thus as I is reflexive,
∂i,1(x)s ∈ I, and so ∂i,1(x) ∈ I : s.

Assume that for any x ∈ I : s, ∂i,p(x) ∈ I : s for 1 ≤ p ≤ mi with νi(p) < νi(j).
Then we have that

∂i,j(xs) = ∂i,j(x)σi(s) + σi(x)∂i,j(s) +
∑

(p,q)∈γi(j)

αp,qi,j ∂i,p(x)∂i,q(s) ∈ I.

As (p, q) ∈ γi(j) = {(p, q) | 1 ≤ p, q ≤ mi, νi(p) + νi(q) ≤ νi(j)} and νi(p) ≥ 1, for
every p ≥ 1, we have that νi(p) < νi(j). Thus as σi(x) ∈ I : s, and ∂i,p(x) ∈ I : s for
every ∂i,p appearing in the third term, we can multiply the expression by sσi(∂i,j(x))
to obtain σi(∂i,j(x))∂i,j(x)σi(s)s ∈ I. As before, we obtain ∂i,j(x)s ∈ I, and so
∂i,j(x) ∈ I : s. By this inductive argument on νi(j), we have shown I : s is a
D-ideal.

Since I is radical, I : s is radical. Suppose that x·σi(x) ∈ I : s. Then xσi(x)s ∈ I,
so xσi(x)sσi(s) ∈ I. Thus as I is reflexive, xs ∈ I, so x ∈ I : s, and I : s is a reflexive
ideal.

Therefore I : s is a perfect D-ideal and hence the set of all perfect D-ideals of R
form a perfect conservative system. �

Remark 4.6. Taking C to be the conservative system consisting of perfect D-
ideals, we see that the ideal {S}D coincides with (S)C . Thus we can rephrase the
assumption in Fact 2.14 as follows: For every prime perfect D-ideal, P, there exists
a finite Σ ⊂ P and s ∈ R \ P such that P = {Σ}D : s.

4.2. Characteristic sets. Recall that (R, e) is a D∗-ring, x̄ = {x1, . . . , xn} and
(R{x̄}D∗, e) is the D∗-polynomial ring over (R, e) in variables x̄. Additionally, recall
that ε̄ is a ranked basis for D, with M = |ε̄|.
Definition 4.7 (Autoreduced Set). Let A ⊆ R{x̄}D∗ \R. We say that A is autore-
duced if for all f, g ∈ A, f is reduced with respect to g.

Proposition 4.8. Let A be an autoreduced set. Then we have the following:

• For any f, g ∈ A, uf 6= ug;
• A is a finite set;
• A can be written as {a1, a2, . . . , an} where rank(ai) < rank(aj) for i < j.

Proof. Let f, g ∈ A. If f and g have the same leader, it must appear in f with
degree strictly less than deg(g) and in g with degree strictly less than deg(f). This
is impossible. Thus for any f, g ∈ A, uf 6= ug.

Let V be the set of variables that occur as the leader of some a ∈ A. We can
partition V into finitely many sets Vi such that v ∈ Vi if and only if v = dθxi for
some tuple of natural numbers θ.

Let Θi = {θ | dθxi ∈ Vi}, and Θ∗
i be the set of minimal elements of θ under the

product ordering on NM . By Dickson’s Lemma [2], we have that Θ∗
i is a finite set.

Define Wθ = {θ′ ∈ Θi | θ < θ′}. Clearly, Θi =
⋃

θ∈Θ∗

i
Wθ.
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Suppose that dθxi = ua and deg(a) = n. Then if θ′ ∈ Wθ, the corresponding

variable dθ
′

xi can appear with degree at most n−1 in any element of A by definition
of reduction. Thus we can partition Wθ into a finite number of sets Xj = {θ′ ∈
Wθ | dθ

′

xi = ub, b ∈ A, deg(b) = j}. It is clear to see by the definition of reduction
that Xn−1 is a subset of the minimal elements of Wθ′ . Thus again by Dickson’s
Lemma, Xn−1 is finite. For any 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 2, we see that

Xj ⊆ min(Wθ′) ∪
⋃

ψ∈Xk

k>j

min(Wψ).

As Xn−1 is finite, using Dickson’s Lemma repeatedly, we see that Xj is finite for
all 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1.

We have now shown that for each θ, Wθ is a finite union of finite sets and is thus
finite. Thus for each i, Θi is finite. As the leaders of distinct polynomials in A are
distinct, Θi is in bijection with Vi. Thus V is the finite union of the Vi’s, which are
finite, and so is finite.

As the leaders of elements of A are distinct, the ranking is total on A. As A is
finite, we can write A as {a1, a2, . . . , an} where rank(ai) < rank(aj) for i < j. �

Definition 4.9 (Pre-order on Autoreduced Sets). Given two autoreduced sets A =
{a1, . . . , ak} and B = {b1, . . . , bl}, we say that A ≺ B if both:

• for some i ≤ k, rank(ai) < rank(bi) and rank(aj) = rank(bj) for j < i;
• l < k and for all i ≤ l, rank(ai) = rank(bi).

This defines a pre-order on autoreduced sets.

Lemma 4.10. Let B be a non-empty set of autoreduced sets in R{x̄}D∗ . Then B
has a minimal element with respect to the above pre-order.

Proof. This can be proved as in Levin [5] but we provide details. Let B1 be the set
of autoreduced sets A ∈ B such that |A| ≥ 1 whose first element is of the lowest
possible rank. Inductively define Bn+1 by taking the elements of A ∈ Bn with
|A| ≥ n whose (n+1)th element is of the lowest possible rank. Let vi be the leader
of the ith polynomial of any autoreduced set in Bi. If every Bi were non-empty, then
we would have an infinite sequence of variables that are reduced with respect to one
another. As autoreduced sets are finite, there is some Bn+1 = ∅. Any autoreduced
set in Bn is minimal with respect to this pre-order. Thus B contains a minimal
element. �

Definition 4.11 (Characteristic Sets). Let I be an ideal of R{x̄}D∗ . Let BI be the
collection of autoreduced sets A ⊂ I such that for every f ∈ A, sf /∈ I. We say that
a minimal element of BI is a characteristic set of I. Note that as the empty set is
an autoreduced set contained in I, BI is always non-empty.

Given any ideal I of R{x̄}D∗ , we can construct a characteristic set A of I by
the following procedure. Let B = {f ∈ I \ R | sf /∈ I}. If B = ∅, then we may
take A = ∅. Otherwise, take f1 to be any polynomial of minimal rank in B. Let
A1 = {f1}.

For n > 0, define recursively Bn = {f ∈ B | f is reduced with respect to An,
sf /∈ I}. If Bn = ∅, take A = An. Take fn+1 to be any polynomial of minimal rank
and degree in Bn. Let An+1 = An ∪ {fn+1}. From Proposition 4.8, we know that
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any autoreduced set is finite. Thus this process must terminate after finitely many
steps, and we have constructed A =

⋃

An as an autoreduced set of I.
Note that by construction, A = {f1, . . . , fn} is an autoreduced set with rank(fi) <

rank(fj) for all i < j. At each step, fi is an element of smallest rank reduced with
respect to Ai−1 with sfi /∈ I. Thus any distinct autoreduced set containing the
same number of elements cannot be lower than A in the pre-order on autoreduced
sets. Similarly, as the process has terminated, we have added as many elements as
possible, and there is no autoreduced set lower than A in the pre-order. Therefore
A is a characteristic set of I.

Lemma 4.12. Let I be an ideal of R{x̄}D∗ with characteristic set C. If c ∈ C, then
Ic /∈ I.

Proof. Let c ∈ C and d be the degree of uc in c. The polynomial c′ = c− Iiu
d
c must

either be free of uc or uc′ = uc and uc appears with degree strictly less than d.
Thus rank(c′) < rank(c). If Ii ∈ I, then c′ ∈ I. Then the set

C′ = {ci | rank(ci) < rank(c)} ∪ {c′}
is an autoreduced set for I and C′ ≺ C contradicting minimality of C. �

Lemma 4.13. Let I be an ideal of R{x̄}D∗ with characteristic set

C = {c1, . . . , cm}.
If f ∈ I is reduced with respect to C and sf /∈ I, then f ∈ (I ∩R) where (I ∩R) is
the ideal of R{x̄}D∗ generated by I ∩R E R.

Proof. Let f ∈ I be reduced with respect to C with sf /∈ I. Towards a contradiction,
suppose f /∈ (I ∩R). Either rank(ci) < rank(f) for every i, or for some 1 ≤ j ≤ m,
we have that rank(f) < rank(cj). Note that rank(f) 6= rank(ci) for each i, as f
is reduced with respect to each ci so they cannot have the same leading term and
degree.

If rank(ci) < rank(f) for every ci ∈ C, then the set

C′ = {c1, · · · , cm, f}
is an autoreduced set for I. As it has the same initial m elements, but a larger
cardinality, C′ is smaller than C. Otherwise, there is some smallest cj ∈ C such that
rank(f) < rank(cj). For j > 1, we set

C′ = {c1, · · · , cj−1, f}
and for j = 1, we set C′ = {f}. This is an autoreduced set for I and C′ ≺ C. In
either case, this contradicts minimality of C and thus f must be contained in R if
it is reduced with respect to C.

�

Corollary 4.14. Assume R is a Q-algebra. Let I be an ideal of R{x̄}D∗ with
characteristic set C. If f ∈ I is reduced with respect to C, then f ∈ (I ∩R).
Proof. Assume f is a counterexample of minimal rank. By Lemma 4.13, sf ∈ I.
Since sf is reduced with respect to C and rank(sf ) < rank(f), by minimality of
rank(f), we have sf ∈ (I ∩R). Write

f = g0 + g1uf + · · ·+ gdu
d
f .
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Then
sf = g1 + 2g2uf + · · ·+ dgdu

d−1
f .

Since sf ∈ (I ∩ R), we can write sf = α1h1 + · · · + αmhm with αi ∈ I ∩ R and
hi ∈ R{x̄}D∗ . Rearranging this as a polynomial in uf , we get g1, 2g2, . . . , dgd ∈
(I ∩ R). As R is a Q-algebra, we get g1, . . . , gd ∈ (I ∩ R). Thus g1uf + · · · gdudf ∈
(I ∩R). Additionally, since g0 is reduced with respect to C and rank(g0) < rank(f),
minimality of rank(f) implies that g0 ∈ (I ∩R). Hence

f = g0 + g1uf + · · ·+ gdu
d
f ∈ (I ∩R),

a contradiction. �

Remark 4.15. We now discuss some issues arising in positive characteristic. In
positive characteristic, the above corollary does not hold in general. For instance,
let (K, ∂) be a differential field with one derivation. Take I to be the ideal of
R{x}D∗ = R{σi∂ix} generated by f(x) = xp. Then the empty set is a characteristic
set of I (since sf = 0 ∈ I). Thus f is reduced with respect to ∅ but f /∈ (I∩K) = (0).

In [1], Cohn presents an argument for the difference-differential basis theorem
in arbitrary characteristic. To discuss issues arising there, we will briefly present
some notions from Cohn’s work. We are now working in the difference-differential
polynomial ring in one variable x. Take an ideal I with characteristic set C. For a
polynomial c ∈ C, let wc = ψ(x) be the unique variable such that uc is a σ-transform
of wc and ψ is a composition of derivations. Let V be the set of variables θ(x) such
that θ is a composition of derivations and no v ∈ V is a proper derivation of any
wc for c ∈ C. Cohn states without justification that if f ∈ I is reduced with respect
to C, then f ∈ (I ∩ R)[V ∗] where V ∗ is the set of σ-transforms of the set V. In
positive characteristic, it is not clear to us why this holds and thus it is not clear
how to adapt Cohn’s argument in positive characteristic to our setup. As such, we
restrict ourselves to characteristic zero and leave these issues to be addressed in
future work.2

4.3. A D∗-basis theorem. We now prove our main result.

For a subset Σ ⊆ R, [Σ]D, 〈Σ〉D, and {Σ}D denote the D-ideal, the reflexive
D-ideal and the perfect D-ideal generated by Σ, respectively. For an ideal I of a
ring R and s ∈ R, we write I : s∞ = {r ∈ R | rsn ∈ I for some n ∈ N}.
Lemma 4.16. Assume R is a Q-algebra. Let P be a prime perfect D-ideal of
R{x̄}D∗ and C be a characteristic set of P. Let H =

∏

c∈C Icsc and B = P ∩ R.
Then H /∈ P and P = 〈C ∪B〉D : H∞.

Proof. By Definition 4.11, sc is not in P and by Lemma 4.13, Ic is not in P. As P is
prime, H /∈ P. It is clear that C∪B is a subset of P. Using again that P is prime and
H /∈ P, we have 〈C ∪B〉D : H∞ ⊆ P. It remains to show that P ⊆ 〈C ∪B〉D : H∞.

Let f ∈ P. By Lemma 3.11, we can find f0 reduced with respect to C such that

H̃f ≡ f0 mod[C]D
where H̃ is a product of σ-transforms of Ic and sc. As f0 is reduced with respect
to C, by Corollary 4.14, f0 ∈ (P ∩R) = (B). Thus we have that

H̃f ∈ [C ∪B]D.

2In Cohn’s notation, this statement is presented as “Every member of P reduced with respect
to F is in R0[V ∗].”. It can be found in the proof of Theorem III (Section 5) on page 1232 of [1].
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We now pass to the reflexive ideal generated by C ∪B. Multiplying H̃f by the
appropriate σ-transforms of f, Ic and sc and using the reflexiveness of 〈C ∪B〉D, we
obtain Hmf ∈ 〈C ∪B〉D for some m ∈ N. Thus P = 〈C ∪B〉D : H∞. �

Remark 4.17. In the notation of the above lemma, if R is a field, then B = (0).
Thus P = 〈C〉D : H∞.

Theorem 4.18 (D-Basis Theorem). Let (R, e) be a D∗-ring with R a Q-algebra
and x̄ = (x1, . . . , xn). If R has the ascending chain condition on perfect D-ideals,
then so does R{x̄}D∗ .

Proof. By Lemma 4.5, the collection of perfect D-ideals of R form a perfect con-
servative system of ideals. By Fact 2.14 and Remark 4.6, it is enough to show if P
is a prime perfect D-ideal, then there is a finite Σ ⊂ P and s ∈ R{x̄}D∗ \ P such
that P = {Σ}D : s.

Let P be a prime perfect ideal with characteristic set C. By Lemma 4.16, P can
be written as 〈C ∪ B〉D : H∞ where B = P ∩ R. Let f ∈ P = 〈C ∪ B〉D : H∞.
Then Hnf ∈ 〈C ∪ B〉D for some n ∈ N. Thus Hnfn ∈ 〈C ∪ B〉D. Passing to the
radical D-ideal generated by C ∪ B, we have Hf ∈ {C ∪ B}D. Therefore we have
that P ⊆ {C ∪B}D : H. Consequently, P = {C ∪B}D : H.

As we assume that R has the ascending chain condition on perfect D-ideals,
there exists a finite set Φ such that {Φ}D = B. Thus P = {C ∪ Φ}D : H. As C is a
characteristic set, it is finite and so C ∪Φ is a finite set. As H /∈ P, we are done. �

We now present some consequences of the above theorem.

Corollary 4.19. Let S be any finitely D-generated D∗-algebra over (R, e). If R has
the ascending chain condition on perfect D-ideals, then S has the ascending chain
condition on perfect D-ideals.

Proof. Denote the generators of S by ā = (a1, . . . , an). By Lemma 2.8, there is a
surjective (R, e)-algebra homomorphism φ : R{x̄}D∗ → S that maps xi to ai for
each i. We observe that every preimage of a perfect D-ideal of S is a perfect D-
ideal of R{x̄}D∗. Thus any chain of perfect D-ideals of S corresponds to a chain
of perfect D-ideals of R{x̄}D∗ . As R has the ascending chain condition on perfect
D-ideals, by Theorem 4.18, so does R{x̄}D∗ and thus this chain of perfect D-ideals
stabilises. Then the chain of perfect D-ideals of S must also stabilise. �

Remark 4.20. We observe how to recover the classical cases of the differential
basis theorem and the difference-differential basis theorem in characteristic zero.

• LetD = K[ε]/(ε)2 with the usualK-algebra structure. As in Example 2.2(a),
we denote the operators associated to the basis {1, ε} by σ and ∂, respec-
tively. Let (R, e) be a D∗-ring such that σ is the identity on R; i.e. (R, ∂)
is a differential ring. In Remark 2.11, we note that there is a surjective
(R, e)-algebra homomorphism from R{x}D∗ to R{x}∂ that maps σ∂ix to
∂ix. In Remark 4.4, we observed that perfect D-ideals of (R, e) correspond
to the radical differential ideals of (R, ∂). By Corollary 4.19, the finitely D-
generated D∗-algebra R{x}∂ has the ascending chain condition on perfect
D-ideals; i.e. R{x}∂ has the ascending chain condition on radical differen-
tial ideals.
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• Let D = K[ν]/(ν)2 × K with the natural K-algebra structure. As in
Example 2.2(c), denote by σ0 = ∂0, ∂ = ∂1 and σ = ∂2 the operators asso-
ciated to the basis {ε0, ε1, ε2} where ε0 = (1, 0), ε1 = (ν, 0) and ε2 = (0, 1).
Let (R, e) be a D∗-ring such that σ0 is the identity on R; in other words, the
structure of (R, e) is that of a difference-differential ring with endomorphism
σ and derivation ∂ where the operators commute. Similarly to the differ-
ential case, there is a surjective homomorphism from R{x}D∗ → R{x}σ,∂
that maps d(θ0,θ1,θ2)x to d(θ1,θ2)x if θ0 > 0. As noted in Remark 4.3, the
perfect D-ideals of a difference ring correspond to the perfect difference
ideals. Thus perfect D-ideals of a difference-differential ring are perfect
difference-differential ideals. By Corollary 4.19, R{x}σ,∂ has the ascending
chain condition on perfect D-ideals; i.e. R{x}σ,∂ has the ascending chain
condition on perfect difference-differential ideals.

We note that in addition to recovering previously established results, we can also
use the D∗-basis theorem to establish new cases not previously seen in the literature.
Let D = K[ε]/(ε)n+1 with the usual K-algebra structure. Denote by ∂0, ∂1, . . . , ∂n
the operators associated to the basis {1, ε, ε2, . . . , εn}. Then (R, e) is a D-ring if and
only if ∂0 is a R-endomorphism and for all r, s ∈ R, ∂i(rs) =

∑

j+k=i ∂j(r)∂k(s). In

the case where ∂0 = idR, (∂1, . . . , ∂n) yields a truncated Hasse-Schmidt derivation
whose components commute (see Example 2.2(d)). As this is a D∗-ring, we can
use Theorem 4.18 to establish a basis theorem for rings with commuting truncated
Hasse-Schmidt derivations.
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