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Abstract

It is a well-known and easily established fact that every Euclidean domain is also
a principal ideal domain. However, the converse statement is not true, and this is
usually shown by exhibiting as a counterexample the ring of algebraic integers in a
certain, very specific quadratic field, and the proof that this works is quite unnatural
and technical. In this article, we will present a family of counterexamples built from
real closed fields.

Keywords: principal ideal domain, euclidean domain, quotient of a polynomial ring,
formally real field, real closed field.

1 Introduction

In any course on Modern Algebra, the importance of unique factorization domains (UFD
for short) in solving equations is emphasized. Two of the fundamental facts covered are
that every principal ideal domain (PID for brevity) is a UFD, and that every Euclidean
domain (that is, a domain with a division algorithm) is a PID. It is important to know,
though, that the converse of these implications are not true. It is easy to produce ex-
amples of UFDs that are not principal. For instance, for any UFD A that is not a field,
the polynomial ring A[X] is a UFD that is not a PID. On the other hand, it is more
difficult to exhibit PIDs that are not Euclidean Domains. There is a classical example
that is most often mentioned: the ring of integers of the quadratic field Q(

√
−19) (see,

for example, [1, 2]). One should note that it is a very rigid example in the sense that
we cannot construct other examples using similar techniques, since it depends on certain
arithmetical coincidences that occur in that ring. Another lesser-known example is the
ring R[X,Y ]/〈X2 + Y 2 + 1〉, which is mentioned in [3], with a sketch of the proof but
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without many details. The aim of this paper is to provide a constructive proof of the es-
sential result that is used to show that this example is indeed a PID and, by extension, to
provide an immediate generalization that leads to a family of non-isomorphic examples of
PIDs that are not Euclidean. With that goal, we first organize and present some necessary
concepts and results, and then state and prove the main theorem of this paper, which is a
description of the construction of other examples of PIDs that are not Euclidean domains.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we present the concepts of formally real field and real closed field, which
will play a fundamental role in our work. These serve as the cornerstone of modern Semi-
algebraic Geometry, which was formalized in the early 20th century by mathematicians
Emil Artin and Otto Schreier in a long series of papers beginning with [4, 5]. We will also
state a few of the classical results associated with these concepts, whose proofs, along with
other complementary ones, can be found in [6, 7].

Furthermore, we recall the notion of the resultant of two univariate polynomials, which
will be an essential tool in the proof of our main theorem, and outline its most important
properties.

2.1 Real Fields.

In what follows we will consider fields endowed with order relations: we make the conven-
tion that these will always be total orders.

Definition 1. A field F with an order ≤ is an ordered field if

• x ≤ y ⇒ x+ z ≤ y + z,

• x, y ≥ 0 ⇒ x · y ≥ 0

for all x, y, z ∈ F . We say that a field F can be ordered if there is an order ≤ in F with

respect to which F is an ordered field.

Definition 2. A formally real field F is a field that satisfies one of the following equivalent

conditions:

1. F can be ordered.

2. The element −1 is not a sum of squares in F .

3. If any sum of squares of elements of F is zero, then each of those elements must be

zero.

Some examples of formally real fields are the field of rational numbers Q, the real
numbers R, and, more generally, any subfield L of R such as the algebraic real numbers,
and the hyperreal numbers. Moreover, if F is a formally real field, then F (X), the field of
rational functions over F , F ((X)), the Laurent series over F , and F{{X}}, the Puiseux
series over F , are all formally real fields.
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Definition 3. A real closed field F is a formally real field such that the extension F (
√
−1) =

F [X]/〈X2 + 1〉 is an algebraically closed field.

Among the examples we listed above of formally real fields, the following are real closed
fields: R, the algebraic real numbers, the hyperreal numbers and R{{X}}. Besides that,
one can show that if F is a real closed field then the Puiseux series F{{X}} over F is also
a real closed field, and, using the Artin-Schreier Theorem, that every formally real field
has a real extension that is real closed.

Theorem 4. The following conditions are equivalent for any field F :

1. F is a real closed field.

2. F is a formally real field that has no formally real proper algebraic extensions.

3. F can be ordered so that {a ∈ F : a ≥ 0} is the set of squares in F and every

polynomial p ∈ F [X] of odd degree has at least one root in F .

We will use bellow the following consequence of the third condition: whenever a, b and
c are nonzero elements in a real closed field then a · b2 6= −a · c2.

2.2 The resultant.

Let us turn now to the concept of the resultant of two univariate polynomials with coeffi-
cients in a UFD and some of its fundamental properties. The resultant dates back to the
works of G.W. Leibniz, L. Euler, E. Bézout, and C.G.J. Jacobi, but its modern formulation
is due to J.J. Sylvester in [8]. The resultant is an essential tool that arises naturally in
many areas of mathematics and nowadays it also has significant algorithmic importance.
It is a key tool of Elimination Theory, which was prominent until the mid-20th century
and experienced a resurgence with the massive development of Computational Algebra in
the late 1960s.

Definition 5. Let A be a UFD and let f and g be nonconstant polynomials in A[X] of

degrees n and m respectively, so that f =

n
∑

i=0

aiX
i, g =

m
∑

j=0

bjX
j , with an, bm 6= 0. The

Sylvester matrix associated to f and g is the (n+m)× (n+m) matrix

Syl(f, g) =













































an an−1 · · · · · · · · · a0 0 · · · · · · · · · 0
0 an an−1 · · · · · · · · · a0 0 · · · · · · 0
0 0 an an−1 · · · · · · · · · a0 0 · · · 0
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
...

...
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . . 0
0 · · · · · · · · · 0 an an−1 · · · · · · · · · a0
bm bm−1 · · · · · · · · · · · · b0 0 · · · · · · 0
0 bm bm−1 · · · · · · · · · · · · b0 0 · · · 0
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
...

...
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . . 0
0 · · · · · · 0 bm bm−1 · · · · · · · · · · · · b0
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and the resultant of f and g is its determinant

Res(f, g) = det
(

Syl(f, g)
)

∈ A.

We finish this section by presenting the two key properties of the resultant. Detailed
proofs of these results, along with many others, can be found in [9, 10].

Theorem 6. Let A be a UFD and let f and g be nonconstant polynomials in A[X].

1. Res(f, g) = 0 if and only if there exists a nonconstant polynomial h ∈ A[X] such
that h | f and h | g.

2. There exist polynomials s, t ∈ A[X] such that Res(f, g) = s · f + t · g.

3 Principal Ideal Domains that are not Euclidean Domains.

As we said above, it is the aim of this article to prove the following main result:

Theorem 7. Let F be a real closed field. The ring F [X,Y ]/〈X2 + Y 2 + 1〉 is a PID that

is not a Euclidean domain.

Let us fix the following notation for the rest of the paper.

Notation 8. Let F be a real closed field. We set A := F [X,Y ]/〈X2 + Y 2 + 1〉 and we

shall denote f the class in A of a polynomial f ∈ F [X,Y ]. Besides that we will write

degX(f) for the degree of f as an element of (F [Y ])[X], and similarly for degY (f).

Note that A is an integral domain since the polynomial X2 + Y 2 + 1 is irreducible
in F [X,Y ] and this ring is a UFD. Moreover, every f ∈ A can be written as f =
q(Y ) · X + p(Y ) for a unique choice of q, p ∈ F [Y ], and since the morphism F →֒ A
is clearly injective we may denote α the class in A of an element α ∈ F .

We will now proceed to characterize the group of units U(A) of our ring A.

Proposition 9. U(A) = F \ {0}.

Proof. Since every element α ∈ F \ {0} is clearly invertible, we need only focus on the
converse inclusion. Let f = q1(Y ) ·X+p1(Y ) be an element in U(A) and let us prove that
q1 = 0 and p1 ∈ F \ {0}. Since f is inversible there is a g = q2(Y ) ·X + p2(Y ) ∈ A such
that f · g = 1, which is equivalent to saying that the polynomial

h(X,Y ) = (q1q2)(Y ) ·X2 + (q1p2 + q2p1)(Y ) ·X + (p1p2)(Y )− 1

belongs to the ideal 〈X2+Y 2+1〉 of F [X,Y ]. Since degX(h) ≤ 2, we can write h(X,Y ) =
p(Y ) · (X2 +Y 2+1) for some p ∈ F [Y ], and thus we have the polynomial system in F [Y ]:











q1 · q2 = p,

q1 · p2 + q2 · p1 = 0,

p1 · p2 = p · (Y 2 + 1) + 1.

(1)
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We will prove that p must be the zero polynomial. Suppose that, contrary to our
claim, p 6= 0. It then follows from the first and third equations that p1, p2, q1, q2 6= 0.
Moreover, from the second equation we have q1 · p2 = −q2 · p1. Multiplying both sides
of the third equation by q1 we obtain q1 · p1 · p2 = q1 · p · (Y 2 + 1) + q1, and therefore
−p2

1
· q2 = q2

1
· q2 · (Y 2 + 1) + q1, which is equivalent to saying that

q2 ·
(

− p2
1
− q2

1
· (Y 2 + 1)

)

= q1.

Hence, q2 divides q1 in F [Y ]. Arguing in a similar way, multiplying the third equation of
the system (1) by q2 we can see that also q1 divides q2. But this means that we have some
λ ∈ F \ {0} such that q2 = λq1 and therefore p2 = −λp1. From the third equation we
get −λp2

1
= λq2

1
· (Y 2 + 1) + 1, which is a contradiction: the leading coefficients in each

side of the equation have different “signs” in the real closed field F . Therefore p must be
0 and the system (1) is as follows







q1 · q2 = 0,
q1 · p2 + q2 · p1 = 0,

p1 · p2 = 1.

From the third equation we get p1, p2 ∈ F \{0}, and consequently from the other equations
we can conclude q1 = q2 = 0, as we wanted.

In order to prove that the integral domain A is a PID we are going to give a characteri-
zation of its nonzero prime ideals which, in fact, are maximal ideals. This characterization
will also be useful later to conclude that this ring is not a Euclidean domain.

Proposition 10. A nonzero ideal J of A is prime if and only if there exist a, b ∈ F such

that J =
〈

X + aY + b
〉

or J =
〈

Y + aX + b
〉

. Moreover, every nonzero prime ideal J of

A is maximal and A/J ≃ F (
√
−1).

Proof. We will denote by I the ideal of F [X,Y ] generated by g = X2 + Y 2 + 1.
Let us start by proving that every ideal of the form J =

〈

X + aY + b
〉

with a, b ∈ F
is maximal and in particular prime. A similar reasoning applies to the other case.

Consider the ideal J =
〈

X + aY + b,X2 + Y 2 + 1
〉

of F [X,Y ]. Clearly we have I ⊆ J
and J = J/I, so that A/J ≃ F [X,Y ]/J and it is then enough to prove that F [X,Y ]/J
is a field. In this quotient we have X = −

(

aY + b
)

and therefore

0 = (a2 + 1)Y
2
+ 2abY + (b2 + 1).

Let now p(Y ) = (a2 + 1)Y 2 + 2abY + (b2 + 1) ∈ F [Y ]. Since, p ∈ J , p has degree 2
and discriminant ∆(p) = −4

(

a2 + b2 + 1
)

< 0 in F , we conclude that it has two different
roots in F (

√
−1) \ F .

Let z ∈ F (
√
−1)\F be one of these roots and consider the ring morphism ϕ : F [X,Y ] →

F (
√
−1) defined by ϕ(f) = f (−az − b, z), which is clearly surjective. We will prove that

Ker(ϕ) = J . Since ϕ(X + aY + b) = 0 and ϕ(X2 + Y 2 + 1) = p(z) = 0, one inclusion is
obvious. Let us deal with the other one. Let f ∈ Ker(ϕ) so that f (−az − b, z) = 0. We
can write

f = q(X,Y ) · (X + aY + b) + p(Y ) · s(Y ) + r(Y )
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for some q ∈ F [X,Y ], p, s, r ∈ F [Y ] and either r = 0 or deg(r) < 2. Since 0 = ϕ(f) = r(z),
it follows that r = 0 because z ∈ F (

√
−1) \ F and r has degree at most 1. Therefore,

f = q(X,Y ) · (X + aY + b) + p(Y ) · s(Y ) ∈ J .
Thus J = Ker(ϕ), as we said, and ϕ induces an isomorphism F [X,Y ]/J ≃ F (

√
−1).

This is a field, which is the desired conclusion.

We will next prove that every nonzero prime ideal of A is as described in the theorem.
Let J be such a nonzero prime ideal of A and let us consider the prime ideal J of F [X,Y ]
such that I ( J and J = J/I. We will show that there is an element q = aX + bY + c ∈
F [X,Y ] with (a, b) 6= (0, 0) such that q ∈ J and the assertion will follow from that.

If either X ∈ J or Y ∈ J , the result is clear. Let us suppose that instead X,Y /∈ J ,
and thus that X,Y 6= 0 in F [X,Y ]/J . Let f ∈ J \ I and recall that g = X2 + Y 2 + 1, so
that f

(

X,Y
)

= 0 and g
(

X,Y
)

= 0 in F [X,Y ]/J .
Since the quotient F [X,Y ]/J is an integral domain because J is a prime ideal, we can

consider its field of fractions K = Frac(F [X,Y ]/J). Note that F ⊆ F [X,Y ]/J ⊆ K, so
we have a field extension K/F , and that the polynomial system

{

f(X,Y ) = 0,

g(X,Y ) = 0.
(2)

has
(

X,Y
)

as a solution in K2. We will prove that both X and Y are algebraic over F .
Let us first consider the case in which degX(f) = 0, so that f ∈ F [Y ] and degY (f) > 0. In
this case it is clear that Y is algebraic over F because f(Y ) = 0. Let us now take care of
X . Since f /∈ I = 〈g〉 and g is irreducible in F [X,Y ], the polynomials f and g are coprime
and therefore the resultant RY = Res(f, g, Y ) ∈ F [X] of f and g viewed as polynomials in
the variable Y is nonzero. Recall that the resultant RY satisfies Bézout’s identity: we can
write RY = s·f+t·g for some polynomials s, t ∈ F [X,Y ]. Since

(

X,Y
)

is a solution of the
system (2), we have that RY (X) = 0, and thus that the element X is also algebraic over
F . Similar arguments apply to the case in which degY (f) = 0, and the same conclusion
can be drawn for the case where both degX(f),degY (f) > 0 by considering the resultants
RY = Res(f, g, Y ) ∈ F [X] and RX = Res(f, g,X) ∈ F [Y ].

Summarizing, we have proved that the elements X and Y of K are both algebraic over
F , and thus that the field extension F

(

X,Y
)

/F is algebraic. Since F is a real closed field,
the degree of that extension is at most 2, and consequently the set

{

X,Y , 1
}

is linearly
dependent over F . Therefore, there are a, b, c ∈ F , not all zero, such that aX+bY +c = 0,
and this is equivalent to saying that aX + bY + c belongs to J .

We can now proceed to show that our ring A is in fact a PID.

Theorem 11. The integral domain A is a PID.

Proof. Proposition 10 tells us that every prime ideal in A is principal, and this implies
that A is a PID — a proof of this fact can be found in [11].

From what we have done, we can get the following characterization of the prime ele-
ments of A.
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Remark 12. Since A is a PID in which all the nonzero prime ideals are of the form

〈aX + bY + c〉 with (a, b) 6= (0, 0), an element p ∈ A \ {0} is prime if and only if there

exist a, b, c ∈ F with (a, b) 6= (0, 0) such that p = aX + bY + c.

In order to accomplish the aim of this paper, we are about to show that the PID under
study is not a Euclidean domain. We will need first the following auxiliary result.

Proposition 13. Let R be a Euclidean domain that is not a field with a Euclidean function

f : R \ {0} −→ N0. There exists a prime element p ∈ R such that π
(

U(R)
)

= U
(

R/〈p〉
)

,

with π : R −→ R/〈p〉 the natural quotient map.

Proof. Since R is not a field, we can choose an element p ∈ R \ {0} that is not a unit and
such that f(p) is minimal, and show, as usual, that it is necessarilly prime and that it has
the desired property. We leave the details to the reader.

We can finally prove that A is not a Euclidean domain, and with this reach the goal
of this paper.

Theorem 14. The integral domain A is not a Euclidean domain.

Proof. Assume A is a Euclidean domain. As A is not a field, by Proposition 13 and
according to the characterization given in the above Remark 12, there exists a prime

element p of the form aX+bY +c ∈ A, with (a, b) 6= (0, 0) such that π
(

U(A)
)

= U
(

A/〈p〉
)

.

On account of Proposition 9 we have that U(A) = F \ {0}, and this implies that
A has the unusual property that whenever α and β are different elements of U(A) then

α − β ∈ U(A). As a consequence of this, the group morphism ψ : U(A) −→ U
(

A/〈p〉
)

induced by the projection π is surjective. We will prove that it is also injective.
Let α, β ∈ U(A) be such that α 6= β and suppose ψ(α) = ψ(β), so p | α − β in A.

The element p is prime in A and α − β ∈ U(A), so this is impossible and therefore ψ is

injective. As a consequence of all this, we have an isomorphism F \ {0} ≃ U
(

A/〈p〉
)

.

Since A/
〈

p
〉

≃ F (
√
−1), it follows that U

(

A/〈p〉
)

and F (
√
−1) \ {0} are isomorphic

as groups, so F \ {0} and F (
√
−1) \ {0} are also isomorphic. This implies that there is

an element r ∈ F such that r2 = −1, and this contradicts the fact that F is a real closed
field. This contradiction arose from our assumption that A is a Euclidean domain, so it
must not be one.

As we said at the beginning of this article, we can use Theorem 7 to produce examples
of non-isomorphic PIDs that are not Euclidean. If we start with a real closed field F then
the subring of A generated by the units of A is F itself. Therefore, if two real closed fields
F and F ′ are not isomorphic then the corresponding rings A and A′ are themselves not
isomorphic.

Acknowledgments. The author is greatly indebted to Teresa Krick, Mariano Suárez-
Álvarez and Juan Sabia for their several helpful suggestions and their active interest in
the publication of this paper.
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