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ON PRIME IDEALS IN POLYNOMIAL RINGS OVER FIELDS

WILLIAM SIMMONS AND HENRY TOWSNER

Consider an ideal I € k[xq, ..., x,] of a polynomial ring over a field with
the property that for some b, if fg € I for f, g of degree < b, then f € I
or g € I. It is known that if b is sufficiently large, then I is prime. We con-
struct an explicit bound on b, polynomial in the degree of the generators of 1
(the existence of such a bound was established by Schmidt-Gottsch in 1989).
We also give a similar bound for detecting maximal ideals in k[xy, ..., x,].

1. Introduction

Suppose [ is an ideal of a polynomial ring over a field, I C k[xy, ..., x,], and
whenever fg € [ for f, g of degree < b, then either f € [ or g € I. When b is
sufficiently large, it turns out that / is prime. Schmidt-Gottsch [1989] proved that
“sufficiently large” can be taken to be a polynomial in the degree of generators of /
(with the degree of this polynomial depending on n). However Schmidt-Géttsch
used model-theoretic methods to show this, and did not give any indication of how
large the degree of this polynomial is. In this paper we obtain an explicit bound on
b, polynomial in the degree of the generators of /. We also give a similar bound
for detecting maximal ideals in k[xq, ..., x,].

Our problem belongs to a thread of algorithmic algebra going back over a century.
Drawing on the work of Kronecker, Noether, and others, Hermann published in
1926 a seminal paper entitled “Die Frage der endlich vielen Schritte in der Theorie
der Polynomideale” [Hermann 1926] (see [Hermann 1998], “The question of finitely
many steps in polynomial ideal theory”, for an English translation with commentary).
Hermann obtained bounds on calculations in polynomial rings over fields such as
witnessing ideal membership and finding bases of syzygies. Other tasks she showed
to be algorithmically possible include primary decomposition, intersection, and
quotients of ideals.
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Seidenberg [1974] analyzed, extended, and in some cases corrected Hermann’s
work. He noted (see [1974, p. 311]) that one can decide primality of polynomial
ideals over “explicitly given fields” by determining if the ideal is primary and, if so,
whether the ideal is equal to its associated prime. Seidenberg gave bounds on some
steps of the process but did not analyze the complexity of deciding primality.

Buchberger’s method of Grobner bases (introduced in his thesis [1965]; see
Section 3 for basic results) provided strong impetus to the development of compu-
tational algebra. While many problems are in principle solvable by the methods of
Hermann and Seidenberg, the theory of Grobner bases has grown substantially and
is often more convenient. In particular, much work has been done on the complexity
of Grobner bases. Mayr and Meyer [1982] established doubly exponential worst-
case bounds on the complexity of Grobner bases (as a function of the number of
indeterminates). Building on subsequent efforts, Dubé [1990] gave a sharper (but
still doubly exponential) bound that we take as a starting point for our analysis in
Theorem 3.18.

Grobner basis methods can be used as building blocks for algorithms that test
primality in polynomial rings. Gianni, Trager, and Zacharias [Gianni et al. 1988,
pp- 157-158] described an algorithm for deciding primality by, among other things,
inductively reducing the number of variables to the univariate case. Eisenbud,
Huneke, and Vasconcelos [Eisenbud et al. 1992] gave a method for carrying out
primary decomposition of ideals in polynomial rings over perfect fields; one may
then follow Seidenberg’s observation to decide primality. To our knowledge no one
has explicitly analyzed the complexity of these algorithms. However, many of our
bounds in Section 3 concern steps of the algorithm from [Gianni et al. 1988] as
presented in [Adams and Loustaunau 1994].

Bounds and algorithms are closely related, but existence of one does not neces-
sarily imply existence of the other. If a field k is finite, then our results yield a trivial,
albeit inefficient, algorithm for checking whether the ideal generated by a given
finite set of polynomials over k is prime: see if there is a counterexample among
the finite number of polynomials having degree no greater than our bound. (This
process uses the fact that ideal membership is decidable.) Nevertheless, primality
cannot be effectively decided for arbitrary fields. To see this, recall that if F is a
field, a proper ideal generated by a nonzero polynomial g in F[x] is prime if and
only if g is irreducible. However, Frohlich and Shepherdson [1955] gave explicit
examples of fields for which irreducibility is algorithmically undecidable.

Another result related to our problem is Lemma 10 of [Chistov 2008]. There
Chistov shows that there is a constant ¢ € N such that, given an algebraic vari-
ety defined by polynomials in n variables of total degree at most d, irreducible
components of the variety are defined by polynomials of total degree at most 4.

Our main result is as follows:
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Theorem 1.1. There exists a function b(n, d) that is polynomially bounded in d
and such that for any field k and proper ideal I C k[x1, ..., x,] with generators of
total degree at most d, if fg € I implies that either f € I or g € I forall f, g of
degree less than or equal to b(n, d), then I is prime. Moreover,

n242n .
b(n.d) < max{Qd)*" ™", @ndy" e+

foralln,d>1. Ifeitherd > 1 =n ord =1 then the values b(1, d) =d or b(n, 1) =0,
respectively, suffice to ensure primality.

See Theorems 4.26 and 4.35 for the final steps of the proof. The function b(n, d)
is defined in the course of the argument and a more compact bound easily follows
(see Corollary 4.36):

3 2611

2
Corollary 1.2. We have b(n, d) < (2nd)" foralln,d > 1.

Schmidt-Géttsch [1989] showed that b(n, d) is polynomially bounded in d using
ultraproduct methods (as in [van den Dries and Schmidt 1984; Schoutens 2010;
Goral 2018]), but did not give any explicit calculation of the bound. Abstract
results from proof theory [Kohlenbach 2008; Towsner 2018] suggest that it is
possible to extract explicit bounds from proofs that use ultraproducts. The authors
demonstrated [Simmons and Towsner 2019] that such methods can be used to
extract explicit bounds from ultraproduct proofs in commutative and differential
algebra [Harrison-Trainor et al. 2012; van den Dries and Schmidt 1984]. (For
instance, in Theorem 2.8 and Lemma 7.7 of [Simmons and Towsner 2019] we gave
another bound on b(n, d), but that bound was not polynomial in the degree of the
generators.) However, the arguments here, while inspired by Schmidt-Géttsch’s
approach, were not purely extracted by proof theory; instead we bring in known
results using Grobner bases, etc., where possible and add new arguments to simplify
(or clarify) the most complicated parts of Schmidt-Géttsch’s argument.

2. Outline of the argument

We briefly describe our strategy. We are interested in counterexamples to primality,
that is, polynomials f, g ¢ I such that fg € I. Our goal is to show that if there
are no counterexamples to primality of / having degree b(n, d) or less (we say 1
is prime up to b(n, d)), then there are no counterexamples of any degree (i.e., /
is prime). The main ingredients are localization of polynomial rings, bounds on
Grobner bases for various auxiliary ideals, and bounds on solutions to systems of
linear equations over polynomial rings.

o Relabeling if necessary, choose a maximal set of indeterminates xi, ..., x,
that is algebraically independent modulo /. By independence mod /I we have
klxi, ..., x-1NI={0}; by maximality k[x1, ..., x,, x;]NI # {0} forany j >r.
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Without loss of generality, we may assume that no x; € I (otherwise we solve
the problem for smaller »).

o Localize with respect to the variables x1, ..., x,; that is, consider the ideal
J = Ik(XI, teey xr)[xr—Ha R xn]

generated by [ in the ring k(xy, ..., x;)[X;+1, - - ., X,]. The first main task is
to show that k[x1, ..., x,] N J = I. This step requires induction to prove that
there are no counterexamples to primality of / in which one factor belongs
to k[xy, ..., x,]. Here we use bounds on Grobner bases of saturation and
quotient ideals.

» The second major task is to show that J is maximal. We introduce a maximal
ideal M extending J and prove that J = M. This step uses various tools such
as the primitive element theorem, flat extensions, and bounds on Grobner bases
for elimination ideals. We also require some complicated inductive arguments
on the number of variables x,.1, ..., x,. Once we know that J is maximal
and hence prime, we conclude that [ is prime.

We are principally concerned with the inductive definition of b(n, d) and obtain-
ing a relatively clean estimate rather than precise values of constants and lower-order
terms. For this reason (and for readability) our estimate of the bound is somewhat
relaxed compared to the actual content of the proofs. By following closely, the
interested reader may keep track of such details.

3. Preliminary definitions and results

Throughout the section, k denotes an arbitrary field (except for Theorems 3.7 and 3.8,
which require that k& have positive characteristic).

We use the following algebraic result to control degrees when going from rational
functions to polynomials:

Theorem 3.1 (Gauss’ lemma). Let R be a unique factorization domain (UFD) and
let F be the fraction field of R. If p(x) € R[x] factors as q1(x)g2(x) in F[x] such
that q1, g have degrees dy, d» in x, then p(x) factors as p1(x) p2(x) in R[x] where
the degrees of p1, pa are also dy, d», respectively.

Proof. See, for example, Corollary 2.2 in [Lang 1965]. ]

The following version of a well-known theorem in field theory plays a prominent
role in Section 4 when we consider the case of zero-dimensional ideals.

Theorem 3.2 (primitive element theorem). Let F C K be a field extension, with F
being an infinite field. Let a, b € K be algebraic of degrees r, s, respectively, over F.
Further assume that b is separable over F. Then for all but at most r (s — 1) choices
of c € F, the linear combination a + cb generates the field F(a, b) over F.
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Proof. See [van der Waerden 1970, p. 139]. Though the bound is clear from
the proof, we summarize the argument here because it reappears in the proof of
Theorem 4.21. Let «q, ..., o, and By, ..., Bs be the roots (counting multiplicity)
of the minimal polynomials f of a and g of b, respectively, over F. (We work in an
extension of K containing the roots.) We may assume that «; = a and 8, = b. By
separability, B; # B; for i # j; the list a1, ..., @, may contain repetition. Consider
the r (s — 1)-many equations o; +xB; =a +xb, where 1 <i <r and j # 1. Since
Bj # b, each equation has at most one solution in F and, except for at most (s — 1)
elements, none of the infinitely many remaining elements ¢ € F satisfies any of the
equations.

Let ¢ € F satisfy none of the equations; we claim that F'(a, b) = F(a + cb).
Consider the polynomials g(x) and f((a 4+ c¢b) — cx), both of which belong to
F(a + cb)[x] and have a common root b. They have no other root in common:
another root B; of g, with j # 1, yields an argument (a + cb) — ¢f; of f that
cannot equal ¢; for any i lest ¢ satisfy a forbidden equation. It follows that g and
f((a+cb)—cx) have a GCD of degree 1 in F (a+cb)[x] (if they were coprime, they
could have no common root; if the GCD had degree greater than 1, they would have
another common root or g would have a repeated root, contradicting separability).
This GCD must be x — b, whence b € F(a + cb) and also a € F(a + cb). [l

3A. Bounds on solutions to linear equations in polynomial rings. Much of our
work is done with Grobner bases, but it is sometimes convenient to use an older
tool from [Hermann 1926].

Theorem 3.3. Let k be a field and let N1, Ny € N. Consider the system of homoge-
neous equations {Z‘/SNz fiiXj= O}i<N1 , where the coefficients f;; are polynomials
ink[x1, ..., x,] of total degree at most d. Then every solution in (k[xi, ..., x, N2
of the system may be written as a linear combination (over k[xy, ..., x,]) of solu-
tions that each have total degree at most (2N d )2

Proof. See Theorem 3.2 of [Aschenbrenner 2004] for this version of the bound;
other proofs of the basic result are Theorem 1 of [Seidenberg 1974], and Theorem 2

of [Hermann 1926] for the original. O

Remark 3.4. In [Simmons and Towsner 2019, Theorem 2.5], we call this fact “in-
ternal flatness” because it is equivalent to flatness of extensions of polynomial rings
by internal polynomial rings in the sense of nonstandard analysis; [Aschenbrenner
2004] refers to such results as “effective flatness”.

The preceding theorem generalizes to inhomogeneous equations; here the rela-
tionship is with faithfully flat extensions.

Theorem 3.5. Let k be a field and let N1, Ny € N. Consider the system of equations
{ZjSNz fijY; = h,-}l.<N], where the f;;, h; € k[x1, ..., x,] have total degree at
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most d. If the system has a solution in (k[x1, ..., x,1)N?, then there exists a solution
y =1, ..., YN,) such that each y; has total degree at most QNd)?.

Proof. See Theorem 3.4 of [Aschenbrenner 2004] or p. 92 of [Renschuch 1980]
for this bound. Seidenberg [Seidenberg 1974] and Hermann [Hermann 1998] gave
earlier proofs but contain some errors (see p. 1, [Aschenbrenner 2004]). ([

We also need a version of faithful flatness over the function field k(xq, ..., x,).

Theorem 3.6. Let k be a field and let N1, Ny € N. Consider the system of equations
{ZJ<N2 fijZj = h; }l<N , where the fij, h; € k[xy, ..., x,] have total degree at
most d. If the system has a solution in (k(x1, ..., x,))N2, then there exists a solution
2=0(21,...,2N,) € (k(x1, ..., X))V such that each z; may be written as a ratio
of polynomials of total degree at most (2N,d)*".

Proof. LetZ=(Z1,...,%n,) € (k(x1, ..., x,))™2 be a solution to the system. Multi-
ply every equation in the system by the product of all denominators of Zi, ..., Zn,.
It follows that there is a solution in (k[ Xps--es x,DN2F! to the homogeneous system
{Z j<n, Ji JZ =hZ } N, such that Z # 0. Hence Theorem 3.3 implies that there
is a solution in (k[x1, ..., x,])V2*! with each entry having total degree at most
(2N d)*" and Z # 0. D1V1de each entry by the nonzero value of Z to obtain the
desired solution z to the original system. U

The remaining flatness results require the field £ to have characteristic p > 0.

Theorem 3.7 (cf. [Schmidt-G6ttsch 1989, Lemma 2.11]). Let p, m, N1, N € N,
with p prime, and let k be a field of characteristic p. Consider the system of
homogeneous equations {ZjSNz fij Yfm :O}i<N1’
k[x1, ..., x,] of total degree at most B. Then every solution in (k[x1, ..., x,1)* of
the system may be written as a linear combination (over k[x1, PR Xn]) of solutions
that each have total degree at most (2N 12N2 (B :”) pn=b 3)2

where the f;; are polynomials in

Proof. Let V, be a basis in k of the set of k”" -linear combinations of the coefficients
of all the f;;. Define V) to be the set of all power products {xi' - -x,l,” [0<I; <p™}.
Finally, let V = {vgv; | vo € Vo, v1 € V1}. Since Vj is a basis and each variable in an
element of V1 has power less than p™, it follows that V is linearly independent over
k" [)c1 e x,‘?m]. Each f;; may thus be written uniquely as a sum ZveV fijov,
where f;;, € kpm[xf’m, ox.

Substituting for f;; and changing the order of addition, the system

{stNz ﬁJ'YJPm = O}igNl
{ZveV(ngNz fij,vyfm)v = O}ism‘

By linear independence, we may replace this with an equivalent system

"o _
{ZjSNz fij,UYj - O}veV, i<N|

becomes
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whose coefficients belong to k”" [xf’ " ...,x!"]. Thisis a polynomlal ring over

the field k‘”m so by gheorem 33 every solutlon of {Z] N, fijwZj= 0}vev <N
in (kp [)c1 s x DM s a k" [xlp - ] linear comblnatlon of solutions
having bounded degree. That bound depends on the number of equations in the
system and on the total degrees of f;;, as polynomials in xf "t xP". The
former is N1|V|, where | V| is the cardinality of V. In turn, | V| is the product of
the cardinalities | V| and |V|. Lemma 3.10 implies that

B+n)'

|Vol < NiN2(the number of monomials in any f;;) < NiNo(")

Note that |Vi| < p™, so |V| = |V0||V1| < N1N2(B:{”) "n. Since the f;;, are

obtained by factoring out powers of x/ 1o , x/" from monomials of the fij» the

degree of the f;;, as polynomials in kP" [x fm, ..., x?"1is at most p%. Thus, by

Theorem 3.3, the desired bound is
2" 2)1
(2N |V|%) < 2N2N,(PHm) =D )~ O

Theorem 3.8. Let p,m, N1, N € N, with p prime, and let k be a field of char-
acteristic p. Consider the system of equations {Z j<ny Jij Yjp "= }l. N where
fij» hi are polynomials in k[xy, ..., x,] of total degree at most B. If the system
has a solution in (k(xi, ..., x,))"2, then there is a solution y=01 ..., YN, In
(k(x1, ..., x.)N? such that each yj may be written as a ratio of polynomials of
total degree at most

@NF N2+ D (%) 0 B)

Proof. We use the same approach as in Theorem 3.6. Consider the homogeneous
system {ZJ<N2 fijY ; P _piy?" = 0} Ny where Y is a new indeterminate. By
Theorem 3.7, every solution in (k[x, .. ., xy DN of the homogeneous system is
akl[xy,...,x,]-linear comblnatlon of solutlons that each have total degree at most
(2NN, + 1)(B+”) mn— 1)B) There is a solution in (k(x1, ..., x,))? to the orig-
inal system, so by clearing denominators we obtain a solution in (k[xy, ..., x, N2 F!
to the homogeneous system for which Y # 0. Therefore there is a bounded so-
lution ¥ = (31, ..., YNy YNor1) € (klx1, ..., x,1)V2*! such that yy,+1 # 0. Di-
vide y by yn,+1 to obtain a bounded solution (y1/Yn,+1 - - - YN,/ INo+1, 1) In
(k(x1, ..., x,))N L Then y := (51/INyt15 - - - » YNy /IN,+1) is the desired solution
to the original equation. O

3B. Grobner Bases. The basic properties of Grobner bases are laid out in many
places; see, for instance, [Adams and Loustaunau 1994; Buchberger and Winkler
1998; Becker and Weispfenning 1993; Cox et al. 1992; Kreuzer and Robbiano
2000]. We need the following notions and facts.
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Definition 3.9. In the polynomial ring k[x, ..., x,], a power product of variables
X1, ..., Xy is a product xlr‘ ... x," for some nonnegative integers r; (if all r; are
zero, we write 1 for the product). A monomial ordering < on k[xy, ..., x,]is a
well-ordering of the set of power products such that

(1) the product 1 is the least element with respect to <, and
(2) < respects multiplication by power products: if x"' - - x;" < x3'---x,", then
P p yp P 1 1

(xil . .xrtln)(x? . .x;n) — x;1+t1 . .x:ln“l'tﬂ

s1+t Sn+t t 1, s s,
<x11 1 ”_x;ln-i-n — (xll "’xnn)(xll .”x:ln)'

Lemma 3.10. For positive integers n, d, there are (d:fIl

degree d in the indeterminates x, . . ., x,. Counting 1 as a power product with each
variable having degree 0, there are (d;r") power products of total degree at most d.

) power products of total

Proof. This follows from an elementary counting argument; see, e.g., the “stars and
bars” method in [Stanley 1986]. O

Definition 3.11. Let < be a monomial ordering on k[x, ..., x,]. The leading term
LT(f) of a nonzero polynomial f is the monomial ax™ - --x" of f such that the
power product x"! - - - x" is maximal with respect to <. The coefficient a of the
leading term is the leading coefficient LC(f) of f. (Note that a monomial is simply
a power product multiplied by a field element.)

Definition 3.12. Let / Ck[xy, ..., x,] be an ideal and let < be a monomial ordering
on k[xy, ..., x,]. A setof nonzero polynomials {gi, ..., g/} belonging to [ is a
Grobner basis (with respect to <) for [ if for every f € I there exists some i such
that the leading term LT(g;) of g; divides the leading term LT(f) of f.

Definition 3.13. Let F = {f1, ..., fs} € k[x1, ..., x,] be a finite set of nonzero
polynomials. A polynomial f € k[xy,..., x,] is reducible with respect to F if
f contains a nonzero monomial that is divisible by LT(f;) for some 1 <i <.
Otherwise we say that f is reduced modulo F. A reduced Griobner basis is one
such that each generator is reduced with respect to the set containing all the others.

Theorem 3.14 (division algorithm for k[xy, ..., x,]). Let F ={fi,..., fs} bea

finite set of nonzero polynomials in k[x1, ..., x,] and let < be a monomial ordering
onklxy, ..., x,). Forevery polynomial f, there existuy, ..., us,r € k[xy, ..., X,]
such that

M f=ufi+--+Fusfs+r,
(2) r is reduced modulo F,
3) LT(f) =LT(u; f;) forall1 <i <s, and
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(4) eitherr is zero, or f is reduced with respect to F (in which case u; = 0 and

f=r)or f#r#0and LT(r) <LT(f).
Proof. See Theorem 1.5.9 of [Adams and Loustaunau 1994]. O
When f=u; fi+- - -+usfs+r as in the theorem, we say f reduces to r modulo F.

Theorem 3.15. Let G be a Grobner basis for a nonzero ideal 1. A polynomial
f €klxy,...,x,] belongs to I if and only if f reduces to O modulo G.

Proof. See Theorem 1.6.2 of [Adams and Loustaunau 1994]. O

Definition 3.16. Let f, g €k[xy, ..., x,]. Let LCM(¢, t») denote the least common
multiple of two power products #1, #,. We define the S-polynomial S(f, g) of f, g

to be
(LCM(LT(f), LT(g))> Fe (LCM(LT(f), LT(g))) .
LT(f) LT(g)

Theorem 3.17 (Buchberger’s criterion). Given a monomial ordering, let G be a
finite set of nonzero polynomials in k[xy, ..., x,]. G is a Grobner basis of the ideal
generated by G if and only if S(f, g) reduces to 0 modulo G forall f, g € G.
Proof. See Theorem 1.7.4 of [Adams and Loustaunau 1994]. O
Theorem 3.18. Let I be a nonzero ideal of k[x1, . .., x,] generated by polynomials

of total degree at most d. Then for any monomial ordering there is a reduced
Grobner basis of 1 whose elements have total degree at most

bi(n, d) = min{2d?  2(Ld? +d)* ).

Proof. The bound 2(1d> + d)zn | was given by Dubé [1990, Corollary 8.3]. Note
also that 2d*" is greater than or equal to Dubé’s bound whenever d > 1. For d = 1,
the constant bound 1 suffices: it follows from Buchberger’s criterion (Theorem 3.17)
that after Gaussian elimination we are left with a Grobner basis; see Theorem 5.68
in [Becker and Weispfenning 1993]. ([

Remark 3.19. We consider the more generous bound 24" because later we com-
pose bounds with each other and we desire a relatively clean final answer.

Theorem 3.20. Let I C k[xy,...,x,] be an ideal generated by polynomials of
total degree at mostd. If G = {g1, ..., &} is a reduced Grobner basis of I whose
elements have degree at most by(n, d), thent < (b1(n,d) +1)" .

Proof. Since G is reduced, no leading term of g; divides a leading term of g; for
i # j. It suffices to find an upper bound on sets of monomials of total degree at
most by (n, d) such that no monomial in the set divides another. We induct on the
number of variables. The constant value 1 clearly works for n = 1. Assume the
claim holds for n — 1. For any 0 < o < b1 (n, d), consider the set Gy, o of leading
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terms of G such that x; appears with degree «. Since no element of G, , divides
another, the same is true of the set Gy, o/(x}{) of monomials formed by dividing
the elements of G,, , by x{'. By the inductive hypothesis, Gy, o/(x{) (and hence
Gy, .«) has at most (b (n, d) + 1)*~2 elements. G is partitioned into by (n, d) + 1
sets of size at most (b; (n, d) + 1)"~2, so G has at most (b (n, d) + 1)"~! elements,
as desired. O

Remark 3.21. As noted earlier, we aim for simplicity rather than sharpness. For a
more detailed analysis of the number of generators in a Grobner basis, see [Robbiano
1991]. The issue is closely related to Dickson’s lemma; see [Figueira et al. 2011;
Leén Sanchez and Ovchinnikov 2016] for bounds in that setting.

We now convert the basic bound b (n, d) into bounds on the auxiliary ideals that
appear in the next section.

Definition 3.22. A monomial ordering < of k[yy, ..., Ym, X1, ..., X,] is an elim-
ination ordering if every power product in k[xy, ..., x,] (other than 1) is greater
than every power product in k[yy, ..., yu]. f I S k[y1, ..., Ym, X1, ..., Xy] 1S an
ideal, then I Nk[yy, ..., Y] is an elimination ideal that eliminates the x-variables.

Theorem 3.23. Let < be an elimination ordering of k[y1, ..., Ym, X1, + - ., Xn] such
that power products in the x-variables are greater than products in the y-variables.
Let G be a Grobner basis with respect to < of an ideal I CTk[y1, ..., Ym, X1, - - - » Xn]
such that the elimination ideal I Nk[yy, ..., Y] is nonzero. Then GNk[y1, ..., Y]
is a Grobner basis of I Nk[y1, ..., Yml.

Proof. See Theorem 2.3.4 of [Adams and Loustaunau 1994]. U

Theorem 3.24. Let < be an elimination ordering of k[y1, ..., Ym, X1, - - ., Xn] such
that power products in the x-variables are greater than products in the y-variables.
Let I Cklyt,..., Ym, X1, ..., Xn]| be generated by polynomials of total degree at
most d. Also suppose that the elimination ideal I Nk[y1, ..., Y] is nonzero. Then
there is a Grobner basis (with respect to <) of I Nk[y1, ..., Ym] whose elements
have total degree at most by(m +n, d).

Proof. By Theorem 3.23, the elimination ideal I Nk[y, ..., ¥,] has a Grobner
basis that is a subset of the Grobner basis of / given by Theorem 3.18. (]

Theorem 3.25. Let I C k[xy, ..., x,] be generated by polynomials of total degree
at most d and let u € k|xy, ..., x,] also have total degree at most d. If there exists a
nonzero polynomial p €k[xy, ..., x,1[Y] (Where Y is a new indeterminate and r <n)
such that p(u) € I, then there exists a nonzero polynomial q € k[x1, ..., x.]1[Y] of
total degree at most by(n + 1, d) such that q(u) € I.

Proof. Consider the ideal [ = (I,Y —u) Ckl[xy,...,x,, Y]. Since p(u) € 1, it
follows that p(Y) € I. Use an elimination ordering in which power products of
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Xr41, - - - » X are greater than power products in x, . .., x,, Y. Since the elimination
ideal I Nk[xy, ..., x,, Y] is nonzero, by Theorem 3.24, there is a Grobner basis of
I Nk[xy,...,x,, Y] whose elements have total degree at most b1(n + 1, d). Let g

be an element of this Grobner basis; note that g(Y) € I implies that g(u) € I. U

3C. Quotients and Saturations.

Definition 3.26. Let / and J be ideals of a commutative ring R. The quotient ideal
of I by J (denoted [ : J) is defined to be

{(feR|JfCI}={fecR|gfelforalgel}

Theorem 3.27. (1) Let I and J be ideals of k|x1, ..., x,] and let w be a new
variable. Then INJ = (wl, (1 —w)J) Nk[x, ..., x,].

(2) Let I be an ideal of k[x1, ..., x,] and let f be a nonzero polynomial. Then the
quotient ideal I : (f) is %(1 N ().

Proof. See [Adams and Loustaunau 1994, Proposition 2.3.5 and Lemma 2.3.11]. [

Theorem 3.28. If I C k[xy, ..., x,] is a nonzero ideal generated by polynomials of
total degree at most d and f is a nonzero polynomial of total degree at most d, then
the quotient ideal I : (f) has a Grobner basis whose elements have total degree at
mostby(n+1,d+1).

Proof. By properties of a monomial ordering, the leading term of a product is the
product of the leading terms. It follows from this and Theorem 3.27(2) that by
dividing the elements of a Grobner basis for IN( f) by f, we obtain a Grobner basis
for I : (f). Hence it suffices to give a bound on Grobner bases of I N (f). By
Theorem 3.27(1), I N (f) = (wl, (1 —w) f) Nk[xy,...,x,], where w is a new
variable. Use an elimination ordering with w the greatest variable to eliminate
w from an ideal generated by polynomials of total degree at most d + 1. Then
Theorems 3.18 and 3.24 imply that / N (/) has a Grobner basis of total degree at
most by(n+1,d+1). ]

Definition 3.29. Let A be a commutative ring with 1. A subset S of A is a mul-
tiplicative set if 1 € S,0 ¢ S, and xy € S for all x, y € S. If I is an ideal of A,
the saturation of I by S is the set of all elements a € A such that for some s € §
we have sa € I. We write I : S° to denote the saturation of / by S. If bis a
nonnilpotent element of A, we denote the multiplicative set {1, b, b2, ...} by b>®
and write the saturation as / : b*™.

Remark 3.30. It is easy to see that 7 : §° is an ideal containing /. An equivalent
characterization is that the saturation is the intersection (S~'7) N A, where S™'7 is
the ideal generated by I in the localization S~!A.
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In Theorem 4.4 we saturate an ideal I C k[xy, ..., x,] by the multiplicative
set k[x;]\ {0}. To compute bounds on generators of this saturation we must consider
Grobner bases of polynomials with coefficients from more general rings. The
definition of a Grobner basis is slightly different from the field case to account
for the fact that coefficients might be zero-divisors or fail to be units. (Monomial
orderings on the set of power products are the same, however. Also, in this paper we
only consider the case when the coefficient ring is a Noetherian integral domain.)
For the precise definition, see Definition 4.1.13 of [Adams and Loustaunau 1994].
The details are not necessary for our purposes because of the following theorem:

Theorem 3.31. Let G be a Grobner basis (in the sense of fields) of an ideal I of
kly, x1, ..., x,] with respect to an elimination order with the x-variables greater
than y. Then G is a Grobner basis (in the sense of Noetherian integral domains) of
I viewed as an ideal of (k[y])[x1, ..., Xn].

Proof. See Theorem 4.1.18 in [Adams and Loustaunau 1994]. O

Theorem 3.32. Let R be a Noetherian integral domain, let g € R[yy, ..., ym] be
a nonzero polynomial, and let I be an ideal of R[y1, ..., Yn]. Letting w be a new
variable, we have I : g®° = (I, wg — D) N R[y1, ..., Ym].

Proof. See Proposition 4.4.1 in [Adams and Loustaunau 1994]. O

Theorem 3.33. Let R be a Noetherian integral domain and let I C R[y1, ..., Y]
be an ideal having a Grobner basis G = {g1, ..., g} (in the sense of Noetherian
integral domains). Let g = LC(g1) LC(g2) - - - LC(g;) be the product of the leading
coefficients of the elements of G. Then I : (R\{0})*®° =1:g*.

Proof. See Proposition 4.4.4 in [Adams and Loustaunau 1994]. O

Theorem 3.34. If I C k[xy, ..., x,] is a nonzero ideal generated by polynomials
of total degree at most d, then the saturation I : (k[x{]\ {0})*> has a Grobner basis
whose elements have total degree at most

by(n,d) :=bi(n+1, (by(n,d)+ 1)""bi(n,d) +1).

Proof. Choose an elimination ordering having x| as least variable. By Theorems
3.18 and 3.20, I has a reduced Grobner basis G = {gy, ..., g} with respect to
this ordering such that the elements of G have total degree at most b;(n, d) and
t < (by(n,d)+1)""'. Now view I as an ideal of (k[x;])[x2, ..., x,]), the polyno-
mial ring in n — 1 variables over k[x]. By Theorem 3.31 we know that G is still a
Grobner basis in the sense of coefficient rings that are Noetherian integral domains.
By Theorem 3.33, I : (k[x;]\{0}D>® =1: g, where g =LC(g;) LC(g2)---LC(g;)
is the product of the leading coefficients of the elements of G. Thus the degree of
g in x| is bounded by tb; (n, d).
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Theorem 3.32 shows that 7 : g*° = (I, wg — 1) N (k[x1])[x2, ..., x,], where w is
a new variable. Hence I : (k[x{]\ {0})*®° =, wg — 1) Nk[x1, x2, ..., x,] and we
may view (I, wg — 1) as an ideal of k[x1, x2, ..., x,, w] generated by polynomials
of total degree at most th;(n, d) + 1.

Use an elimination ordering with w the greatest variable to eliminate w from
(I, wg —1). By 3.18, 3.24, and the bound on ¢, the resulting elimination ideal has
a Grobner basis of total degree at most

bin+1,thi(n,d)+ 1) <bj(n+1,(bi(n,d)+1)"'by(n,d)+1). O
Theorem 3.35. by(n, d) < 2n2" " g2

Proof. We get a bound of the desired form through the following chain of inequali-
ties:

by(n,d)=bi(n+1, (b1(n,d)+ l)”_lb1 (n,d)+1)
<2(b1(n, )+ 1) by, d) + D <2(@d 1) 247 + 1)
< 2((22d2’1)n71 . 22d2”)2n+1 _ 2(22ndn2n)2n+1 < 2n2n+3dn22n+1 ‘ 0

on+l

4. Proof of the main theorem

We continue to use k to denote an arbitrary field. / denotes a proper ideal gener-
ated by polynomials f1,..., f; € k[x1,..., x,] of total degree at most d. As
explained in the outline, we choose a maximal set of indeterminates that are
algebraically independent modulo /. Relabeling if necessary, we may assume
they are xi, ..., x,. Since O is the only polynomial in k[x1, ..., x,] N I, whenever
fg el for f e k[xy,...,x]\ {0}, either g € I or f, g are counterexamples to
primality of 7.

Definition 4.1. If / C k[xy, ..., x,] is a proper ideal and b is a natural number, we
say that I is prime up to b if for all f, g € k[xy, ..., x,] of total degree at most b
such that fg € I, either f € I or g € I. By maximal up to b, we mean that for every
f & I with degree < b, f has an inverse mod /: there is some g with fg—1¢€ [.

Before proceeding, we take care of the simple cases in the main theorem:

Theorem 4.2. Let I C k[xy, ..., x,] be a proper ideal generated by polynomials
of degree at most d. Let {x1, ..., x,} be a maximal subset of {x1, ..., Xr, ..., Xy}
that is algebraically independent modulo 1.

o Ifn=1, then I is prime if I is prime up to d.

o Ifd =1 (with n arbitrary), then I is prime.

o Ifr =0, then I is prime if I is prime up to nbi(n, d).
o Ifr =n, then I = {0} and is prime.
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Proof. First let n = 1. The ring k[x;] is a principal ideal domain and 7 is of the form
(f), where f is the greatest common divisor of the given generators of /. Then f
has degree at most d and [ is prime if and only if f is irreducible (if f is reducible,
no proper factor belongs to 7). If I is prime up to d, then f is irreducible.

When d =1, then I is generated by linear polynomials, and / is necessarily prime;
this follows geometrically from the irreducibility of affine linear varieties. Therefore
primality up to any natural number (e.g., 0) vacuously guarantees primality if d = 1.

If r =0, by Theorem 3.24 there is a nonzero polynomial «; (x;) € I Nk[x;] of
degree at most b (n, d) for each xy, ..., x,. Using o; to reduce higher powers
of x; mod I, we see that any f is equivalent mod / to some f of total degree
at most nbj(n, d). Hence fg € I if and only if f& eI and then primality up to
nbi(n, d) ensures primality.

The final claim is clear. O

Remark 4.3. If any x; € I, then modulo / we may assume that x; does not appear
in any polynomials we consider. Our claimed bound on detecting prime ideals
increases with n, so having fewer variables only makes the bound easier to prove.

Due to the preceding theorem and remark, we may safely assume in the following
work thatn,d > 1,0 <r <n and that x; ¢ [ forany 1 <i <n.

Denote by J the ideal generated by [ in k(xy, ..., x,)[X/+1, ..., X,]. The key
properties of J are that if / is prime up to a sufficient level, then I = JNk[xq, ..., x,]
and J is maximal. Together these prove that / is prime.

4A. Proofof I = J Nk[xy,...,x,]. To obtain this result we rely heavily on the
bounds from Section 3 on Grobner bases for various kinds of ideals.

Theorem 4.4. Let 1 <i <n. Suppose that f € k[x;] is irreducible and that there
exists g € k[xy, ..., x,] suchthat fg € I but g & 1. Then the degree of f is at most

by(n,d):=bi(n+1,by(n,d)+1).
Proof. Let q, ..., gy be generators of the saturation ideal
Iz (k[x ]\{OD™ S klxy, ... xal.

By Theorem 3.34, the total degree of each generator is at most b(n, d). For
each 1 <[ < N, consider the ideal (I : (g;)) N k[x;]. Since k[x;] is a PID,
each ideal (I : (g;)) N k[x;] is generated by some polynomial u; € k[x;]; in
particular, u;q; € I. By Theorems 3.28 and 3.24, the degree of u; is at most
bs(n,d) :=b(n+1,by(n,d) +1). Let f € k[x;] be irreducible and let g be an
element of k[xy, ..., x,]\ I/ with the property that fg € I. We claim that

deg(f) = max {deg(u)} < b3(n, d).
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Note that g € I : (k[x;]\ {0})* and so there are o € k[xq, ..., x,] such that
g= ZIAL , o7q;. Multiplying both sides by l—[;v: | 47, we obtain

(l_[;vzl ul)g = (HZN:] ”l)(Z;vzl 0‘1611) = Z;V:1 (HZI\;] ”1)051611 el,

SO ]_[;V:1 ur € (I : (g)) Nklx;]. Also note that f € (I : (g)) N k[x;] and that
(I : (g)) Nk[x;] is proper since g ¢ I. Given that f belongs to the same proper
ideal of k[x;] as ]_[lN:l u; and is irreducible, f must generate the ideal and hence
divide u; for some /. In particular, the degree of f is at most the maximum of the
degrees of the u; and is less than or equal to b3(n, d) as claimed. O

Remark 4.5. Note that the result holds for any variable x;, not necessarily one of
the x1, ..., x,. Also, the proof goes through unchanged for any field L and any

ideal of L[xy, ..., x,] generated by elements of degree at most d. This is important
because in Theorem 4.8 we apply Theorem 4.4 after changing the field from & to
k(xi,, ..., x;,) for some subset {x;,, ..., x;} of the variables.
Theorem 4.6. biy(n,d) < 2n2"0 gn2 2,
Proof. We compute as follows:
n n n+l1
bs(n,d) =by(n+ 1, by(n, dy+ 1) < 22" 4 1)*"
< 2(2n2n+4dn22n+1)2"+1 _ 2(2n22n+5dn23n+2) < 2"22n+6d"23n+2. 0
We aim to show that J N k[xy,...,x,] = I. We consider arbitrary subsets
{xi;, ..., x;} € {x1,...,x,} of cardinality / having certain properties and show
inductively that {x; , ..., x;, x;,,, } retains the properties. Let
Ji:=1Tk(x;,, ..., x;)[remaining variables from xi, ..., x,],
Jig1:=1Tk(x;,, ..., xj, xi,,)[remaining variables from x, ..., x,].

With this notation we have J = J,.

Theorem 4.7. Let 1 <[ < r and suppose that I : (f) = I for all irreducible

f € klxi,...,x;] and every subset {x;,, ..., x;} € {x1, ..., x,} of cardinality I.
Then
) I:(f)=1forall f eklx;,,...,x;]\{0} (irreducible or not) and

2) JiNnklxy,...,x,1=1.

Proof. The reverse containment is trivial for both parts. For the forward direction,
let f factor as ]_[lN: | p1 for some irreducible polynomials p; € k[x;,, ..., x;] and
suppose fg € I. It follows that (]_[lNz2 p;)g € l:(p1), which is equal to / by the
hypothesis since p; is irreducible. Continuing this way, we conclude that g € 1.
This proves (1).
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For the second claim, let g € J; Nk[xy, ..., x,]. Clearing denominators, we see
that fg € I for some f € k[x;,, ..., x;]. Part (1) implies that g € . U

Theorem 4.8. Let 1 <[ <r and n > 1. Suppose Jy Nklxy,...,x,] = I for all
(xips oo xi) ) Sx1, ..o x b and 1:(f)=1 for all irreducible fe€kl[x;, ..., x;, x;.,,]
of total degree at most (n — 1) - bs(n, d). Then Jiy1 Nk[xy, ..., x,] = 1.

Proof. By Theorem 4.7, it suffices to show that I : (f) = I for all irreducible
feklxi, ..., xi,x;,,]. Pickany such f. By hypothesis we already have I : () =1
if the total degree of f is less than or equal to (n — 1) - b3(n, d), so suppose that
the degree of f exceeds this. At least one of the [ + 1 < r < n — 1 variables
must appear with degree greater than b3(n, d). Without loss of generality we may
assume that variable is x;,,, (because we assume the properties in the statement
for arbitrary subsets of {xi,...,x,} of size /). By Gauss’ lemma, f remains
irreducible over k(x;,, ..., x;). Since Theorem 4.4 applies to irreducible univariate
polynomials over any field and the x; ,,-degree of f is greater than b3(n, d), we
deduce that J; : (f) = J;. Let g € k[x1, ..., x,] be such that fg € I. We conclude
from J; : (f) = J; that g € J;. It follows that g € I because by hypothesis
JiNklxy, ..., x,] = 1. This proves that I : (f) = I as required. O

Theorem 4.9. Letn,d > 1. If I is prime up to
ba(n,d):=bi(n+1,(n—1) -b3(n,d)+ 1),

then for all 1 <1 <r, subsets {x;,, ..., x;} € {x1,...,x}, and irreducible poly-
nomials f € k[x;,, ..., x;] of total degree at most (n — 1) - b3(n, d), we have
I1:(f)=1.

Proof. 1t suffices for the generators of 7 : (f) to belong to /. By Theorem 3.28, such
a generator g has total degree at most bs(n,d) :==bi(n+1, (n —1)-b3(n,d) + 1).
Since fg € I but f ¢ I, by primality up to bs(n, d) we conclude that g € I. [J

Theorem 4.10. Letn,d > 1. If I is prime up to bs(n, d), then JNk[xy, ..., x,]=1.

Proof. We induct on the size [ of subsets {x;, ..., x;} of {xi,...,x,} to prove
that J; Nk[xy,...,x,] =1 foreach 1 <[ <r. By Theorem 4.9, I : (f) = I for
all irreducible f € k[x;,, ..., x;] of total degree at most (n — 1) - b3(n, d). (This
satisfies one of the two hypotheses of Theorem 4.8.) Letting / = 1, Theorem 4.4 now
implies that / : (f) = I for irreducible f € k[x; ] of any degree. Theorem 4.7 then
yields the base case J; Nk[xy, ..., x,]. We can now apply Theorem 4.8 repeatedly
to obtain J Nk[xy,...,x,]=1. O

4B. J is maximal. We start with an important lemma that allows us to control the
degrees of x,1, ..., x, modulo I.

Lemma 4.11. Let I be defined as before and suppose I is prime up to by (n, d).
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(1) For each r +1 < j < n, there is a polynomial w; € I Nk[xy, ..., x.][x;]
such that w; has total degree at most by(n, d), is irreducible, and remains
irreducible over k(xy, ..., x,)[x;].

(2) The k(xy, ..., x,)-vector space k(x1, ..., Xp)[Xr+1, ..., Xy1/J is finite dimen-
§=r+1 dj < (bi(n,d))"™", where d; is the x -
degree of w; in the first part of the lemma.

sional of dimension at most [ |

Proof. By definition of {xi, ..., x,} as a maximal algebraically independent set
mod /, we know that I Nk[x, ..., x,] = {0} and for all j > r there exist elements of
positive x j-degree in I Nk[xy, ..., x,][x;]. By Theorem 3.24, I Nk[xy, ..., x,][x;]
has a Grobner basis whose elements have total degree at most by (n, d); the x j-degree
of each generator is positive. Consider the set

W ={w e INk[xy,...,x:][x;]|the total degree of w is at most by(n, d)}

and let N be the minimal x ;-degree of any element of W. Let Wy C W be the subset
of W whose elements have x j-degree N. Choose w; = aij.V +---+agp € Wy such
that ay € k[x1, ..., x,] has minimal total degree out of all coefficients of xj.v in Wy.

We claim that w; is irreducible in k[x1, ..., x,][x;]. To see this, suppose toward
contradiction that w; properly factors as fg = (bzxi- 4+ 4 bo)(cmx;1 + - 4cp).
Then either b; € k[x1, ..., x,] would have lower total degree than ay or/ < N, and
likewise for ¢, and m. Since f, g have total degree at most b (n, d), by primality
up to by (n,d) we have f € I or g € I. But this contradicts either minimality of N
or that of ay, so w; does not factor in k[xy, ..., x,][x;]. By Gauss’ lemma (see
Theorem 3.1), w; remains irreducible over k(xy, ..., x,)[x;].

The final claim follows from the existence of the w; and the definition of d;. [

Lemma 4.12. J is contained in a maximal ideal M of k(x1, ..., X)) [Xr+1, ..., Xl

Proof. We need only show that J is proper. Suppose on the contrary that 1 is

ak(xy,...,x)[xr4+1, ..., xp]-linear combination of f1, ..., f;. Then by clearing
denominators in an equation witnessing that 1 € J, we obtain a nonzero element
k[x1, ..., x,]N 1. This contradicts algebraic independence of xi, ..., x, mod /. [J

We prove that J is maximal by showing that J/ = M. A crucial step is the
following:

Proof that elements of M having small degree belong to J. When working in the
ring k(xy, ..., x)[Xr+1, - . ., Xn], we must keep track of the variables x1, ..., x, as
well as x,41, ..., x,. For convenience we use the following terminology:

Definition 4.13. Let ¢/ € k(xy, ..., x,) \ {0} with «, 8 coprime as polynomials
in k[xy,...,x.]. We say the (xy, ..., x;)-degree (or just degree) of /g is the
maximum of the total degrees of o and 8. A monomial («/8)T, where T is
a power product in x,41, ..., x,, is defined to have (xi, ..., x,)-degree equal
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to the sum of the (xy, ..., x,)-degree of o/B and the total degree of T. Given
fek(xy, ..., x)[xr41, .-, x,]1\ {0}, we define the (x, ..., x,)-degree of f to be
the maximum of the (x, ..., x,)-degrees of the monomials appearing in f.

Let 7 Ck(xy,...,x)[Xr+1, ..., Xxy] be a proper ideal and B a natural number.
We say J is (x1, ..., x,)-primeupto B ifforall f, g€ k(xy, ..., x)[Xr41, .-, Xn]
of (x1, ..., x,)-degree at most B such that fg € 7, either f € 7 or g € J. Likewise,
if every f € k(x1,...,x:)[xr+1, .-+, X, ]\ J of (x1, ..., x,)-degree at most B is
invertible mod 7, we say that 7 is (x1, ..., x,)-maximal up to B.

Lemma 4.14. Let f € k(xy, ..., x)[Xr+1, ..., Xu] \ {0} have (x1, ..., x,)-degree
at most B. Then there exists a polynomial g € k[xy, ..., x,] of total degree at most
B- (B:") such that the product gf € k[x1, ..., Xr, Xr+1, ..., Xn]| has total degree
at most B(1+ (B:")).

Proof. Write f as )_.(«;/Bi)T;, where «;, B; are coprime in k[xy, ..., x,] and T;
is a power product in x,41, ..., X,. Since f has (x, ..., x,)-degree bounded by
B, each «;, B;, and T; has total degree at most B. Clear denominators and keep
track of the degrees. By Lemma 3.10, there are (B :{") power products of degree at

most B in n variables, so f contains at most that many monomials. Let g be []; B,
which has total degree at most B - (B :n) It follows that

gf =TT Bi) - Xiei/ BTy € klxy, ..oy Xy Xpgts - X

and has total degree at most B(1 + (")) O

n

Lemma 4.15. For any dy, if I is prime up to max{b4(n, d), do(l + (d‘):"))}, then
J=Tk(xt, ..., x)[Xr41s - -5 Xpl is (X1, ..., X,)-prime up to dy.

Proof. Let g, h € k(x1, ..., xs)[Xr+1, ..., Xxn] each have (x1, ..., x,)-degree < dy
and suppose gh € J. By Lemma 4.14, there are g, ho € k[x1, ..., x,] such that
808, hoh €klxy, ..., x,] and the total degrees of gog, hoh are at most do (1 —|—(d°:")).

By Theorem 4.10, (gog)(hoh) € I since (gog)(hoh) € J Nk[x1,...,x,] and I is
prime up to at least by(n, d). Since I is also prime up to at least do(l + (d(’;")),
either gog € I or hoh € I, showing that either g or /& belongs to J. ([
Lemma 4.16 (cf. [Schmidt-Gottsch 1989, Lemma 2.3]). Suppose the (x1, ..., x,)-
degree of f € k(x1, ..., x)[Xr+1, ..., Xn] is at most dy, where d < dy. For each
Jj=r+1,...,n, denote by d; the x-degree of the polynomial w; obtained in
Lemma 4.11. There exists f ek(xy, ..., x)[Xr+1, ..., Xn] such that the following
hold:

(1) deg,, f <d;.

2) f—fe J=Tk(xy,...,x)[xr+1,...,x,], and

) the (x1, ..., x,)-degree off is bounded by dy(1+ by (n,d))"™".
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Proof. The claim follows from successively dividing f by w,4i,..., w,. By
Lemma 4.11, each such w; € I Nk[xy, ..., x.][x;] € J has total degree at most
by(n,d), sodj < by(n,d). The first division step involving w, ;1 at most adds the
(x1, ..., x,)-degrees of f and w,; while the x,,-degree decreases. (If degxr+1 f
is already less than d,1 1, we may skip to w,4,.) Ateach step we increase the original
(x1, ..., x,)-degree of f (which was at most dy) by at most b;(n, d), and we can
continue at most dy-many times. Therefore, the (x1, ..., x,)-degree of the remainder
after completing division by w, 4| is bounded by do+dy-b1(n, d) =do(1+b1(n, d)).

After dividing by w;, the degree of the remainder in x; is less than d; and can
never increase thereafter because x; does not appear in w; for r <[ # j. The
remainder f after considering all n — r polynomials w; thus satisfies the first two
claims. The pattern repeats, giving us a bound of

do+do-("]")-bi(n, d)+- - -+do-(," ") (b1(n, d))" " +dy- (b1 (n, d))""
=do(1+bi(n,d))"™"
when the process terminates. ([
Lemma 4.17 (cf. [Schmidt-Géttsch 1989, Lemma 2.4]). Suppose the (x1, ..., x;)-
degree of f € k(x1, ..., x)[Xr+1, ..., Xn] is at most dy, where d < dy. For each
J=r+1,...,n, denote by d; the xj-degree of the polynomial w; obtained in
Lemma 4.11. There is a monic polynomial 0y € k(x1, ..., x;)[Y] such that
(1) the Y-degree of 0y is at most [ [';_,  d;,
(2) 0p(f)edJ =Tk(xt,...,x)[Xr41, ..., %], and
(3) the (x1, ..., x,)-degree of 0 is at most (]_[';-:rJrl d;j)(do(1 4 by (n, d))"™").
Proof. Let {vy, ..., v} be power products in x,41, ..., x, that form a basis of
k(xi,...,x)[Xr41,...,%,] mod J. By Lemma 4.11, 7 is at most ]_['}-:H] d;. By
Lemma 4.16, for each v; and product fv; there is some fv; such that
o for r < j <n, the x;-degree of fﬁi is less than d;,
e fvi— fvi€J,and
. ﬁi has (xi, ..., x,)-degree at most do(1 + b((n,d))" .

So we may write

—_~ t
fui=Y aivy,
=1

where each a;; € k(xy, ..., x;) has (xq, ..., x,)-degree at most do(1+b(n,d))"".

We use the determinant trick. Consider the ¢ x r-matrix A(Y) = [§;;Y — aj/]
and note that the determinant of A(Y') is monic and det(A(f)) must belong to J:
if v is the column vector with entries v;, then [g;;]Jv = fv mod J. Therefore
[6i1f — aijlv = 0 mod J. Multiply both sides by the adjugate of [§;; f — ai/]
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to obtain [§;; det(A(f))]v € J. The power product 1 appears among the v;, so
det(A(f)) e J.
Let 0y = det(A(Y)). Then 67 has Y-degree at most n?:r-ﬁ-l djand (xy, ..., x;)-

degree at most ¢ - (do(1 +b1(n,d))"™") < (1‘[] 1 d)) (o1 +bi(n, d))""). O

Theorem 4.18 (cf. [Schmidt-Gottsch 1989, Lemma 2.7]). Let dy € N and let
d = ([T}—s1d;)(do) (1 + (1 + by (n, d))"™),

with d; defined in Lemma 4.11. If I is prime up to max{b4(n, d), c?(l + (J:"))},
then J = ITk(x1, ..., x)[Xr41, ..., Xpn) is (x1, ..., x,)-maximal up to dy.

Proof. Suppose we have f € k(xy, ..., x)[Xr41,...,x2] \ J with (x1, ..., x,)-
degree < dyp. By Lemma 4.17, there is a monic 07 € k(xy, ..., x,)[Y] with Y-
degree < []}_,, d;j and (x, ..., x,)-degree < (H, 1 dj )(do(l +by(n,d)")
so that 04(f) € J. Note that Qf(f) has (x1, ..., x,)-degree at most

o) (TTj=r 11 ) + (T2 d5) (do(1 + b1 (n, d)" ") )
= (Ti=+14)) o)A + (1 + by (n, d))"™") =d

Let us write 0y = Y™’ with m maximal, so f"0'(f) € J. By Lemma 4.15,
prlmahty of I upto max{b4(n d),d (1 + (d+”))} implies (x1, ..., x,)-primality of
J up to d. Since f™0'(f) has (xi, ..., x,)- -degree < d and f ¢ J, we must have
0’(f) € J. This also implies that the constant term of 6'(Y) cannot be 0.

Since 6'(Y) = Y* 4+ Y 32! a;Y? + ag with ag # 0 and each ¢; € k(xy, ..., x,),
we have

( f“+za ai fi~ 1>f+1€]

and therefore f is invertible mod J. (]

Corollary 4.19. Let M be the maximal ideal in Lemma 4.12 and let d, d .1, J be
defined as in Theorem 4.18, with I being prime up to

max{bs(n, d), d~(1 + (d:n))}'

If feMCk(xy,...,x)[Xr+1, ..., Xx,] has total (xy, ..., x,)-degree less than or
equal to dy, then f € J.

Proof. If f ¢ J, then f is invertible mod J because J is (xq, ..., x,)-maximal up
to do by Theorem 4.18. But since f € M, it follows that 1 € M, contradicting that
M is a proper ideal. (]
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Proof that J = M. We argue that J = M using induction on the number of variables
Xr41, - - -, Xn. It is convenient to first treat the case that x, 4o + M, ..., x, + M are
separable over k(xi, ..., x;) (technically, the isomorphic copy k(xy,...,x.) + M
contained in the field k(xy, ..., x,)[xX;+1, ..., Xx,]/M). Theorem 4.21, which is
based on Theorem 2.8 in [Schmidt-Go6ttsch 1989], contains the heart of the matter.

Lemma 4.20. Let M be as above and let Mj := M Nk(xy, ..., x)[Xr41, ..., Xj]
forr+1=<j<n. Then M; is a maximal ideal of k(x1, ..., x;)[Xr41, ..., x;] and the
field k(xy, ..., x ) [Xp41, ..., x;1/M; embeds in k(xy, ..., x)[Xr41,..., %1/ M.

Proof. Consider the generators x4 + M, ..., x, + M of the field extension
k(xy, ..., x)[Xr41, ..., X1/ M over k(xy, ..., x,). Because each generator is al-
gebraic, the k(xy, ..., x,)-algebra k(xy, ..., x,)[x, 41 + M, ..., x; + M]is a sub-
field of k(xy, ..., x)[Xr41, ..., Xn]/M. The k(xy, ..., x,)-algebra is isomorphic
to k(xy1, ..., x-)[xr41,...,x;]/M; via the obvious map sending x,,; + M; to
Xr+1+ M, etc. O

Theorem 4.21 (cf. [Schmidt-Go6ttsch 1989, Theorem 2.8]). Take I, J, M as above.
Let I be prime up to bs(n, d) := (2d)23"2+2" and x, .o+ M, ..., x, + M separable
overk(xy, ..., x;). Foreachr+1<j<ntherearec,yy j,...,cjj€klx,...,x/],
hj € klxi,....,x)[Y], and ¢r11j, ..., ¢j; € k(x1, ..., x)[Y] such that, if we

define U; .= Z{:r-{—l cijxiand Mj = MNk(xy,...,x)[Xr41,...,X,], then

() Uj + M; generates k(xy, ..., x,)[X,41,...,x;]/Mj over k(xy, ..., x;,),
(2) hj is the minimal polynomial of U; + M over k(xy, ..., x;),
3) hjUj) el and x, 11 — ¢r11,;(Uj), ..., x; —¢; j(U;) all belong to J, and

(4) the total degrees of c;11,j,...,cjj €k[x1,...,x,]and hj € k[x, ..., x][Y]
are at most bs(n, d).

Proof. Weinductonr+1 < j <n. Let w;(x;) be as defined in Lemma 4.11. For the
base case, define ¢;11,,41 =1, hyy1 = w1 (Y), and @ri1 r41 = Xp41 — w1 (¥).
Clearly U,y + M, 41 = x,41 + M, generates k(xy, ..., x;)[x,4+1]/M,41 over
k(x1,...,x,). Lemma4.11 implies that (2) and (4) hold for ¢, 1,41 and h,41. The
bounds suffice since the total degree of w4 is at most by (n, d) < 2d%" < bs (n,d).
Claim (3) holds because x;+1 — @r41,r+1(Ur41) = w1 (xp41) € I S J.

Suppose (1)-(4) hold for U;, ¢;41,j,...,cj j, hjand ¢ry1,j, ..., ¢; ;. We may
also assume that the total degrees of U, and 4 ; are at most (2d 27"/ (this holds for
the base case j =r +1). Set ¢, 1 j41,...,¢jjy1equal toc, 11 j,...,cj j, respec-
tively. By Lemma 4.20, k(x1, ..., x;)[X,41, ..., Xj4+11/M 41 is a field extending
(an isomorphic copy of) k(x1, ..., x,)[x,41, ..., x;]/M;. From the inductive hy-
pothesis, & ; is the minimal polynomial of U;+M 1 over k(x1, ..., x,). By assump-
tion x4 1+M .y is separable and by Lemma 4.11 w1 is the minimal polynomial of
Xjy1+Mjiq overk(xy, ..., x,). Wealso know that k(x1, ..., x,) is an infinite field
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and U; + M| generates k(x1, ..., X,)[X;41,...,x;]/M;. So the primitive element
theorem (Theorem 3.2) implies that there ex‘ists‘ Cjy1,j+1 €k[x1, ..., x.] of total de-
gree at most (deg i ;) (b1 (n, d)—1) < 2d)*""™.(2d*' —1) such that U 11+ M1 =
Uj + Cjt1,j+1Xj+1 + Mj+l generates k(xy, ..., X ) [Xr+1s .-, Xj+1]/Mj+1 over
k(xiy, ..., x;). Note that the total degree of U; is at most

Q)" d¥ 1) +1 < @d)?" 242 < Qa2

Because k(xi, ..., x:)[Xr41,...,%x,]/J is a finite-dimensional k(xy, ..., x,)-
vector space, Uj is algebraic mod J (and hence mod 7). By Theorem 3.25, the
set

H=1{hek[x,...,x][Y]\ {0} | the total degree of /4 is at most
by(n+1, max{d,degU;;}) and h(U;4) € I}

is nonempty. The total degrees of elements of H are bounded by

bi(n+ 1, max{d, degU;})
S bl(n + 1’ (2d>23jn+2]+2n) S 2((2d)23jn+2]+2n)2n+1
S (2d)(23jn+2j+2n)2n+1+1 S (2d)23jn+2j+n+1+22n+1+1 S (2d)23(j+1)n+2(j+1)'

By the same argument we used in Lemma 4.11, there exists some irreducible
hji+1 € H; by definition of H, the total degree of /| is at most

)23(j+1)n+2(j+1)

(2d <bs(n,d).

23n2 +2n

(Since j < n, primality up to b5(n, d) := (2d) suffices for each j. The bound
2d)2V " U*D hag the correct form to continue the induction.)

Thus £ ;11 is the minimal polynomial of U; 1 + M4 over k(x1, ..., x,). Note
thatk(xy, ..., x)[xXr41, ..., xj41]/M 4y isisomorphicto k(xy, ..., x)[Y]/(hj11)
under the map sending U1 + M1 to Y + (hjt1).

It remains to define ¢, 1 j41, ..., @j41,j+1. We start with ¢, ;41 and use it to
determine the others. Consider the polynomial ring k(x1, ..., x,)[Y, Z]. The proof
of Theorem 3.2 shows that there exist A, B € k(x1, ..., x,)[Y, Z] such that

Z—xjr1+ M) =hj((Ujr1+Mj1) —cjt1,j+12)AWUj+1 + Mj11, Z)
tw;1(Z2)BUjt1+ Mjt1, Z).

(This uses the fact that 4; and w; are the minimal polynomials of U; + M ;| =
Ujy1 —cCjs1,j+1Xj4+1 + My and x4 + M1, respectively.)

Since U4 generates k(x1, ..., x.)[X41,...,Xj4+1] mod M;y, there is some
polynomial C € k(xy, ..., x,)[Y]suchthatx; | —C(Ujy1) € Mjy. It follows that

Z—CWUjs)+Mjz) =hj((Ujs1 +Mjp1) —cjt1,j01 2)AWUj1 + Mjy1, Z)
+win (L) BUj1+Mjq, Z2).
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By the isomorphism sending U1 + M1 to Y + (hj41), we have Z — C(Y) =
]’Lj(Y - Cj+1’j+1Z)A(Y, Z) + ij(Z)B(Y, Z) + hj+1(Y)D(Y, Z) for some D
in k(xy,...,x)[Y, Z]. Define ¢;1 ;j4+1(Y) to be C(Y) and observe that upon
substituting x ;4 for Z and U1 for Y we get x;11 —@jq1,j+1(Uj41) € J.

By the induction hypothesis on (3), x,+1 =@, 11,;(U;), ..., xj—¢; j(U;) belong
to J. Since Uj = Uj+1 —Ci4l,j+1Xj+1 and Xj+1 — ¢j+1,j+1 (Uj+1) € J, we define
1 j+1(Y)tobe ¢y j (Y —cjyr1,j+19j+1,j+1(Y)) for r +1 <[ < j. This implies that
X — ¢ j+1(Uj41) € J, completing the proof. ([l

Theorem 4.22. Let I, J, M be defined as above. Suppose I is prime up to bs(n, d)
and x40+ M, ..., x, + M are separable over k(xy, ..., x;). Then J is a maximal
ideal of k(x1, ..., x))[Xr+1s -+ Xl

Proof. We prove that J = M by showing for any p € k(x1, ..., X)) [Xr41, ..., Xn]
thatif p ¢ J, then p ¢ M (noting that / C M by definition). We use the polynomials
Un, Xr1 = Pr41.0(Un),s .. oy Xy — du.n(Up) and hy, (U,) from Theorem 4.21. By the
theorem, U, + M,, = U,, + M generates the field k(x1, ..., x,)[Xy41, ..., x2]1/M,
X1 — Grr1.0Uy), ooy Xy — ¢n.n(Uy) all belong to J, and h,(U,) € I with A,
being the minimal polynomial of U, 4+ M. Hence we may replace, modulo J, each
Xy41, - -+, Xy in p with a polynomial in U,; i.e., p = p1(U,)+¢q for some g € J and
some p; € k(xy, ..., x,)[Y]. Since p ¢ J but h,,(U,) € I, we know that p1(U,) ¢ J
and the remainder p,(U,) from dividing p,(U,) by h,(U,) is not zero.

Because p,(U,) is a nonzero polynomial in U, of lower degree than A, (U,),
minimality of &, implies that p»(U,) ¢ M. Since p|(U,) is equal to p(U,,) mod J,
it follows that p ¢ M. O

We now reduce the inseparable case to the separable. Theorem 4.25 is based
on Theorems 2.8 and 2.12 in [Schmidt-Gottsch 1989]. We use induction, with
the base step depending on Theorem 4.22. The inductive step requires a spe-
cialization of the faithful flatness results from Section 3A. In Lemma 4.23 we
continue to use the same field k and ideals I < k[xy, ..., X;, X)41, ..., X,] and
J Ck(xt,..., x)[Xr+1, ..., Xn] as before.

Lemma 4.23 (cf. [Schmidt-Géttsch 1989, Lemma 2.10]). Let g € k[xy, ..., X,]
have total degree at most B > d and let D = {1y, ..., tx} be a set of power products
x;’j L -x!" with each element of D having total degree at most B. Suppose there
exist By € k(x1,...,x;) for each t € D such that g+ _,_, Bit € J. Then there

exist y; € k(xy, ..., x,) suchthat g+, vt € J and each y; may be written as
on r

a ratio of polynomials of total degree at most (2((23) nt‘iJr"_r)B)z )

Proof. Considering g as well as the generators f,..., f; of I as polynomials

ink(xy, ..., x)[Xr+1, ..., X,], we may apply Theorem 3.5 to conclude that there

are g; € k(xy, ..., x)[xr+1, ..., x,] having total degree (in x,41, ..., x,) at most
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(2B)%" such that g + Y iep Bit =Y i_; & fi- The monomials in x,41, ..., X, that
appear in the equation have total degree at most (2B)2" 4+ d. By Lemma 3.10, there
are n
N = ((23)2 +d+n—r)

n—r

power products in x4, ..., X, of total degree at most (2B)*' +d.

From the k(xy, ..., x,)-coefficients of the power products of x4, ..., x, in
g+ ,ep Bt =Y i_; & fi, we obtain a system of Nj-many linear equations over
kl[x1, ..., x,] whose coefficients have degree at most B. Theorerg 3.6 implies
that the system has solutions in k(xi, ..., x,) bounded by (2((23 )znt‘er"_r)B)z'.
Thus there are y;, g/ € k(x1,...,x,) that satisfy the claimed bound such that
g+Zt€DVl‘t:Z§:1gl{fi€J' U

We are ready to handle the general case. To keep track of the bounds, we use
the following names in Theorem 4.25. While b (n, d), ba(n, d), and bs(n, d) are
the same as before, note that the other values are not necessarily identical to those
in the statements of earlier theorems.

Notation 4.24. Define
Ni = (2((2(n7r)b1(n,d))2"+d+n7r) (n — r)by (n, d))zr’

N = (2(<2<""><”‘<"1’;,"r>f)2" Y (= )by (1, d)?)
N3 :=bi(n,d)" ",

Ny := N3N, + Ny,

Ns := (2N3(N3 + DM ) (01 (n, ) D N)

N := N5+ (n = r)(bi1(n, d))?,

= N3Ns(1+ (1 +b1(n,d)"™"),

be(n, d) :=max{by(n, d), bs(n, d), d(1+ (“))}.

Theorem 4.25 (cf. [Schmidt-Gottsch 1989, Theorems 2.8 and 2.12)). If I is prime
up to bg(n, d), then J is a maximal ideal of k(x1, ..., X)) [Xr+1, ..., Xn]

IS

Proof. Since I is prime at least up to bs(n, d), by Theorem 4.22 we are done unless
k has prime characteristic p and at least some of x,,1, ..., x, are inseparable
mod M. Foreachr +1<j <n,let h;(Y) € k(xy,...,x,)[Y] be the minimal
polynomial of x; mod M. If & ; happens to be separable, define m; to be 0. If & is
inseparable, then every exponent of Y that appears in & is divisible by p. Let m ; be
the greatest power of p such that p™/ divides all exponents of Y that appear in /.
Recall that the polynomial w;(x;) € k[xy, ..., x,][x;] from Lemma 4.11 belongs
to / € M. Being a minimal polynomial, /;(Y) divides w;(Y) in k(x1, ..., x,)[Y].
Lemma 4.11 then implies that p™/ < degy (h;) < degy(w;) =d; <bi(n,d).
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Let h; i(Z) € k(xy, ..., x,)[Z] be the polynomial obtained from /4 ; by replacing
yr" w1th Z. Note that h remains irreducible. It follows from our choice of m
that not every exponent of Z appearing 1n h hj is divisible by p. Hence & ; j is the
minimal polynomial of x” i " mod M and x " Mis separable over k(xy, ..., x).

Let m = max{m,41, ..., m,}. For convenlence, let us define the polynomial ring

Py i=k(xy,.. .,x,)[xr+1, e, xl,xlpfl, e x,ﬁ’m]

(where P, is understood to be k(x1, ..., xr)[xr”:l, R x,’,’m]. Note that MNP, ;. ,
is still a maximal ideal: if f € P,,, \ M, then by maximality of M, there exists
gekxy,.. xr) Xr41, ..., Xy] such that fg—1¢€ M. Since k has prime character-
istic p, (fg— 17" = 7" g"" 1= f(f7 —1gp )—leM, with f7""1gl" € P, .
This shows that M N P, ;. ,, is maximal. Since xr+] +MNP )y, .. x,f +MNP,,;,
are separable over k(xy, ..., x,), by Theorem 4.22 the ideal J N P,,,,,, =MNP,,.
We use induction to show that J = M.

For r <1l <n, define S =JNP.;, and M; = M N P.;,. (So in particular
M, =MnNk(xy,...,x)[xr+1,...,%x,] = M.) As was the case with [ =r, each M,
is a maximal ideal of P, ,. Define the quotient rings

Aj=P,/S and By =P ,/M,.

The previous paragraph established that S, = M, the base case of our induction.
Now suppose that §; = M; for some r < j < n. In particular, A; = B;. We claim
that Sj+1 =M.

Note that A ;1 surjects as a ring onto the field B via the natural map sending
a+Sjyitoa+Mjy fora € Py ji1,. We prove this map is injective by showing
that the vector space dimension of B over B; is greater than or equal to that of
Ajyy over the field A; = B;. This will show that Ajy1=Bji1and Sj1 1 =M.

Smcex 1—|—M]+1 € B; and Bj is generated as a field over B; by x; 1 +M 44,

Bjy1/B; 1s a purely mseparable extension. Hence the m1n1ma1 polynomial of
Xj41 + Mj4q over B; has the form XP" 4+ b for some n € N and b € B;. In
particular, the degree of the extension B;1/B; is p*. It remains to show that the
vector space dimension of A over A; = B; is at most p“

Denote by 7 the minimal natural number such that x 41t Sj+1€A;. Note

that u <t <m. Let D = {1 +S;,...,ty + §;} be ak(xl,.. , Xr) ba51s of
Aj = Bj, where t1,...,ty are representative power products in the variables
Xrils oo Xj, xj.’H, ..., x} . Thus there are ay, B; € k(x1, ..., x,) such that

P p*
X+ 2epout €M and x4+ p Bt €.

(From now on we write t € D to refer to any of 71, ..., ty.) It follows from
Lemma 4.11 that we may assume that a power product t € D has total degree
at most (n —r)by(n, d) as a polynomial in x, 11, ...x;, f+1’ - . We have
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pt < p™ <bi(n,d), so by Lemma 4.23 we may assume that the §, are ratios of
polynomials of total degree at most

Nl — (2((2(n—r)b1(,;g)r)zn-i-d—i-n—r) (n _ r)bl (n’ d))zr'

If T = u, then xj.’ﬂ + > ,cp Bit € J implies that the dimension of A over
Aj is at most p*. Hence it suffices to obtain a contradiction from the assumption
1 < T. Suppose then that u < t and consider

T—p

O L+ T ar)

teD

GRS WA ED 3 W 1)
teD teD teD
This belongs to M; = M N P, ; ,, which by hypothesis equals §; = J N P, ; ,. By
Lemma 4.23 we see that for each ¢ € D, there exist y; € k(xy, ..., x,) such that
P = Zt, <p Ye.rt' mod S; and y;  is a ratio of polynomials having total degree
at most .
N, = (2((2(n—r)(b1(n,d))2)2 +d+n—r) (n —r) (b (n, d))z)Z"

n—r

Substituting ) .., vs,rt" for tP"", we get the following equalities mod S IE

@ Y=Y pr=x o " =T o (L pr)

t'eD teD teD teD t'eD
prfp. , prf/J, ,
=2 2 (O‘t Vit ) =) (Z o Vr,z’)f .
teDt'eD t'eD “teD
The #; + S; form a k(xy, ..., x,)-basis of A; = Bj, so for each ¢’ € D, we have

T
Z Olf Vet = B

teD

Note that the cardinality |D| of D is at most N3 := b;(n, d)"~" because each
variable x, 11, ..., x;, Xigprees x!" in t has power at most by(n, d). Clearing
denominators in each equation (separately for each '), we obtain a system of

equations

PES R
o ;= ’
! Vi ! t'eD

teD
such that ¥, ,/, B;/ € k[x1, ..., x,] and have total degree at most N4 := N3N, + Nj.
By Theorem 3.8, for each 7 € D there exists &, € k(xy, ..., x,) that is a ratio

of polynomials of total degree at most N5 := (2N32(N3 + 1)(N4r+r)p(t_“)(’_1)N4)2r
~pTTH ~ ~ e g .

satisfying {¥",cp @ Vi = Br} vep- Dividing to “unclear denominators”, we

have

{ Z &fr_ﬂ%,t’ = /31’}

teD t'eD
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Referring to the equalities in (1) and (2) and substituting for B,/, we obtain the
following equalities mod S;:

So T = gt =% Bt

teD teD t'eD
~pT—H ~pT—H
= (Z O‘tp Vt,ﬂ)t/ => > (atp Vt,t’t/)
t'eD “teD t'eDteD
~pl—H ~pnT—H — ~ —
_Z p <Z Vt,t’f) Z Pt r“:Z(Ol;l‘)pT u.
teD t'eD teD teD

Since T — u > 0 by assumption, pr -th roots are unique and ) ,_, oyt =
Y sep it mod S;. It follows that xjH + Y ,cpdit € M. Observe that the
(x1, ..., x,)-degree of this polynomial is at most Ng := N5+ (n —r) (b1 (n, d))>.
Let dy in Corollary 4.19 be Ng and consequently define

=10, d)"")(do)(1 + (1 +bi(n, d))"™") = N3Ne(1 + (1 4 b1 (n, d))"™").

Since [ is prime up to bg(n, d) := max{b4(n d), bs(n,d), d(l + (d+"))}, we have
/1

by Corollary 4.19 that x? it + ZleD a;tisin J,infactin §;1 1 =J NP, j;1,. Thus

X; +1 +S8j11 €A, contradlctlng the minimality of T and proving that S; 1 =M.

By induction, J = S, = M,, = M and J is maximal. ]

4C. Polynomial bounds on primality. Let b(n, d) be the function bg(n, d) from
the preceding theorem.
Theorem 4.26. If I is prime up to b(n, d), then I is prime.

Proof. The cases n =1 and d = 1 are covered by Theorem 4.2. If n, d > 1, then
J Nk[xy,...,x,] =1 by Theorem 4.10. The ideal J is maximal by Theorem 4.25
and restrictions of prime ideals to subrings are prime, so [ is prime. ]

We conclude this section with concrete upper bounds on b(n, d). For each lemma
the claimed bound is greater than d, so the cases n =1 and d = 1 are covered and
we may assume n, d > 1 where necessary.

Lemma 4.27. bs(n,d) < (2nd)”24"+8 foralln,d > 1.

Proof. Using earlier bounds on b (n, d) and b3(n, d) we obtain

ban,d) =bi(n+1,(n = 1) -b3(n,d) + 1) <2((n — 1) - b3(n, d) + 1>
<2((n— 1) 27" )T <o (n2 g
< (2?7 < Qnay ™, O

Similarly, we obtain bounds on the values defined in Notation 4.24:

Lemma 4.28. Ny < Ny < 2nd)""",
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Proof. Clearly N; < N,. For the second inequality, compute

= (2(@=n 1D ) d+n— NV —r)(bi(n, d))?)
(2((211(171(11 ) )2 +d+n) ) (b, (n, d)) )
(2((2n(2d2") > +d+n)(n) (2d%")? )

< (2(@n@d*)»)* +d+n)" (n)(2d2 ?)”

< (2(22n2d*")»H*")" (n)(2d*")? )

2n+1 2n 3n+1 3n+42
< 25 n2 n2n2 d2n2 < (2nd)n2 ]

Lemma 4.29. Ny < 2ndn?",
Proof. We have

=bi(n,d)"" <bi(n,d)" < (d*)" =2"d""".
23n+3

Lemma 4.30. Ny < (2nd)"

Proof. We compute

Ny= N3N+ Ny < No(N3+1) < (2nd)n23h+2(2ndn2n 1)
< @ndy>"" @y < Qndy™*""
Lemma 4.31. N5 < (an)”(”+1)24"+4_

Proof. We compute

= N3 (N3 + (M) b1(n, d) TV NG

= (228 (M) @d?) O Ny

< (22N5 (Ny +n)" (2d>) "D Ny)

< (22N 2Ny (2d%) O N,)

< (22@"d"™" Y (@2nd)™®" )y @d* )" 2ndy ")

< o (142n)2" (2ndn2")342" ((2nd)n23”+3)(n+])2"d(n—1)22”

< p(H+2m)2"+3n2" +n(n+ D27 n(n+ 12 1302240 (n+ 12 4 (1127

< (znd)(4n—l)22"+n(n+1)24"+3 < (2nd)n(n+l)24"+4'

Lemma 4.32. Ng < 2(2nd)"+D2"*,
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Proof. We have

Ne = N5 + (n —r)(b1(n, d))* < N5 +n(2d*)*
< (znd)n(n+])24n+4 + n22d2"+1 < 2(2nd)n(n+])24”+4‘ O

Lemma 4.33. j < (an)n(n+1)24n+5‘
Proof. We compute

d = N3Ne(14 (14+b1(n,d))"™") < N3Ng(1 + (1 +2d*)") < N3Ns(2*"T1d"*")
< (2ndn2")(Z(an)n(n+l)24”+4)(22n+1dn2”)

< 23n+2+n(n+1)24"+4 nn(n+1)24"+4 d2n2"+n(n+1)24"+4

S (an)n(n+1)24n+5' D

Lemma 4.34. d(1+ (7)) < @ndy o2

Proof. We have

d(1+ (") <d(1+ @ +n)") <d(+ d)") < @dy"™!
< (2(2nd)n(n+1)24”+5)”+1 < (2nd)n(n+1)2

24n+6

O

23n2+2n

Theorem 4.35.  b(n, d) < max{2d)>" ™", 2nd)"™+V’"2"™°} foralin,d > 1.

Proof. We have

b(n, d) = be(n, d) = max{bs(n, d), bs(n. d), d(1+ (**")))

23/12 +2n

< max{@2nd)>"", @d)*" ", nd)" T2

23/12+2/1

< max{(2d) , 2nd)y" D2 O

If desired, one can continue to simplify and obtain larger, more-readable bounds:

n2
Corollary 4.36. b(n,d) < 2nd)"?" foralln,d > 1.

Proof. We have

n242n .,
b(n.d) < max{Qd)*" ™", @ndy" e+

< Qud)m TGP o (o gynie 2

323)12+2n+2 326}12

< (2nd)" < 2nd)"*". O
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5. Maximal Ideals

We note that an analogous result, with a simpler proof, holds for maximal ideals:
if an ideal is maximal up to b (see Definition 4.1) for large enough b, then the
ideal is maximal. Similar remarks apply to the following proof and an ultraproduct
argument of Schoutens [2010, 4.1.4] as held for Theorem 1.1 and Schmidt-Gottsch’s
argument mentioned in the introduction.

The following lemma is a standard step in the proof of the Noether normalization
theorem (see, e.g., [Crespo and Hajto 2011, Proposition 1.1.8]):

Lemma 5.1. Let f € k[xy, ..., x,] be a nonzero polynomial of total degree d over
a field k. There is some ¢ € k\ {0} and ay, ..., an—1 < (d + 1)""! such that the
polynomial

cf vyt 2ty Yt Y V)

is monic in yy.

To streamline the main proof we first take care of the simple cases and prove a
technical inequality.

Lemma 5.2. For any field k and any proper ideal I Ck[x1, ..., x,] with generators
of degree 1, if I is maximal up to 1, then I is maximal. If n =1 and I is proper with
generators of degree at most d > 1, then maximality up to d suffices.

Proof. Suppose the generators of I have degree 1. By an invertible affine change of
variables, we may assume that the generators have the form xy, ..., x,, for some
m <n. (Such a change of variables preserves our assumption that linear polynomials
not in the ideal are invertible modulo the ideal.) If m < n, then x,,4 is invertible
mod [ and x,,+; f — 1 € I for some f. However, I = (xy, ..., x;;) cannot have an
element with nonzero constant term. Hence m = n and / is maximal.

In the case n =1, k[x1] is a PID and I = (f) for some f of degree at most d.
If f =0, then x is not invertible mod / and [ is not maximal up to d. Otherwise,
reduction by f gives a nonzero remainder of degree less than d for every element
of k[x;]\ /. Hence maximality up to d implies that / is maximal. ]

Lemma 5.3. Let k, n, d be natural numbers such that 3 <k+1 <nandd > 1.
Define D := (2d)"n=1-=2670" o

(2D)(n—k—l)2('“k+2) < (2d)n(n—1)---(n—k)(n—k—1)2k"'

Proof. Applying the definition of D and simplifying, we convert the left side of the
claimed inequality into

2(n—k_1)2n—k+2 (2d)nm(n_k_l)2kn—k+2
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Dividing by (Zd)”"'(”_k_l)zkn_kJr2 and simplifying, we see the claimed inequality is
equivalent to

2(n—k—1)2'17k+2 < ((2d>”(n_1)"'(n—k)(n—k—l))(2k’1_2k"*k+2)

_ ((2d)n(n—1)...(n—k)(n—k—1))(2""*“2)(2’{*2—1)

which is clear since k > 2. U
Theorem 5.4. Define m(n, d) := (2d)"~D) foralln >2,d > 1. Otherwise
letm(n,1) :=1 (foranyn) and m(1,d) :=d,m(2,d) := 4d* ifd > 1. For any
field k and any proper ideal I C k[xy, ..., x,]| with generators of total degree at

2(n —2)n

most d, if I is maximal up to m(n, d), then I is maximal.

Proof. By Lemma 5.2, bounds of m(n, 1) = 1 and m(1, d) = d suffice if d = 1 or
n=1and d > 1, respectively. Thus we may assume n, d > 1; by Theorem 3.18
bi(n,d) <2d*.

The Noether normalization theorem applied to R = k[xy, ..., x,]/1 states that
there is an injective homomorphism 7 : k[z1, ..., z;] = R such that R is a finite
extension of a polynomial ring k[zy, ..., z,] for some O < r < n. The usual proof
proceeds by induction on the number of generators n of R as a k-algebra. We
reproduce the argument but keep track of bounds along the way. Our first goal is to
show that in our scenario, bounded maximality forces r to be 0.

Toward a contradiction, suppose r > 0. By maximality up to m(n, d), the
ideal I must be nonzero. Starting with a nonzero generator of degree at most d,
Lemma 5.1 changes variables by substituting y; + v, for x; if i <n and y, for x,
using some integers a; < (d 4 1)"~! such that the transformed generator is monic
in y,. This yields generators of degree at most (d + D 1.d < (d+1)" for the
ideal I in k[y1, ..., y.] generated by the generators of I (after substitution). The
induction continues if there is a nontrivial relation between y1, ..., y,—1; i.e., if
the elimination ideal obtained by eliminating y, from I is nonzero. Otherwise
7(z;) = (x; — x,") + I for i < n gives the claimed map; note that x, + I is integral
over m(k[z1, ..., xn—1]). By hypothesis, the process stops after at most n — 1 steps,
leaving us with the desired map for some r > 1 and k[zy, ..., z;]. Theorem 3.24
implies that the generators of the elimination ideal are bounded by b (n, (d 4+ 1)")
after one step of substitution and elimination, b (n -1, bi(n,d+ 1))+ 1)”‘1)
after two, and so on.

We analyze the alternating substitution and elimination steps to bound the
degrees of (representatives of) w(z1), ..., w(z,) as polynomials in the variables
X1,...,X,. Let E, =d. Define D,y to be (E,—;+1 + 1)** and E,_; to be
2(Dy—y - En_k+1)2HH for 0 < k < n. By induction, D,,_y is a bound on the degree
of a substitution at the k-th step and E,,_ is a bound on the degree of the generators
after k-many steps of substitution and elimination. Since we seek the degrees of
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the images of zj, ..., z, in the original variables (and not just the variables in the
preceding step), our goal is to bound the product ]_[?:_11 D, _;. (We eliminate at
most n — 1 variables lest »r = 0.)

Note that E, 41 < D,_; and so

n—k+1 n—k+2

Eni 2D} )7 =200
for all 0 < k < n. It follows that £, ;1 < 2(D,,_k+1)2"7k+3 and hence
n—k+3
Dy = (2(Duii)*

forl <k <n.

It is immediate from the definitions that D,_; = (d + 1)"~! < (2d)"®~D, and
a calculation like that of Lemma 5.3 shows that D,_, < (2d)"*~D#=22" Using
Lemma 5.3 and the inequality D,y < 2D+ 1)(”_")2"_k+3 for induction on k, we
find that

n—

—k n—k+3 k _ n—k+3
+1)" < (22 Duar)? ) T < @Dy )T

D, ; < (Zd)n(n—1)---(n—k)2<k*1)"

for 2 < k < n; the previous sentence establishes the inequality for k = 1,2. It
follows that []*_, D,_; < 2d)knn=D-@=02"" 404 50 7(21), . .., (z,) can be
represented by polynomials of degree at most (2d)("*1)("!)2("72>” inxy,...,x,. One
may easily check that (2d)"—~D@2"™" <y (n, d) for all n, d > 1.

Then since / is maximal up to m(n, d), 7w (z,) is invertible in R (z, # 0, so by
injectivity of 7 we know m(z,) ¢ I). Since R is integral over mw (k[z1, ..., z/]),
((z,))~! is a root of a monic equation with coefficients in m(k[zy, ..., zr]).
Multiplying the monic equation by an appropriate power of m(z,) shows that
(7(z,))"' e w(k[z1, ..., z]), whence z, is invertible in k[z1, ..., z,]. But this is
absurd, so r is equal to 0 and R is finite over k.

Since R is finite over k, for each xi, ..., x, the restricted ideal I N k[x;] is
nonzero. By Theorem 3.24 there is a nonzero polynomial «; (x;) € I Nk[x;] of
degree at most b (n, d) for each xp, ..., x,. Using o; to reduce higher powers
of x; mod I, we see that any f ¢ I is equivalent mod I to some f ¢ I of total
degree at most nby(n,d) <m(n, d) for n,d > 1. By maximality up to m(n, d), f
is invertible mod / and hence [ is maximal. O

A single formula for the bound easily follows:

Corollary 5.5. mn,d) < (2d)"")? foralln,d > 1.

(n—1)n

References
[Adams and Loustaunau 1994] W. W. Adams and P. Loustaunau, An introduction to Grobner bases,
Grad. Studies in Math. 3, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1994. MR Zbl

[Aschenbrenner 2004] M. Aschenbrenner, “Ideal membership in polynomial rings over the integers”,
J. Amer. Math. Soc. 17:2 (2004), 407-441. MR Zbl


http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/gsm/003
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1287608
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0803.13015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0894-0347-04-00451-5
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2051617
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1099.13045

POLYNOMIAL BOUNDS ON PRIME IDEALS IN POLYNOMIAL RINGS 753

[Becker and Weispfenning 1993] T. Becker and V. Weispfenning, Grobner bases: a computational
approach to commutative algebra, Grad. Texts in Math. 141, Springer, 1993. MR Zbl

[Buchberger 1965] B. Buchberger, Ein Algorithmus zum Auffinden der Basiselemente des Restk-
lassenringes nach einem nulldimensionalen Polynomideal, Ph.D. thesis, Universitét Innsbruck, 1965,
available at https:/tinyurl.com/buchberphd.

[Buchberger and Winkler 1998] B. Buchberger and F. Winkler (editors), Grobner bases and appli-
cations (Linz, Austria, 1998), Lond. Math. Soc. Lect. Note Ser. 251, Cambridge Univ. Press, 1998.
MR Zbl

[Chistov 2008] A. L. Chistov, “Double-exponential lower bound for the degree of any system
of generators of a polynomial prime ideal”, Algebra i Analiz 20:6 (2008), 186-213. In Russian;
translated in St. Petersburg Math. J. 20:6 (2009), 983-1001. MR Zbl

[Cox et al. 1992] D. Cox, J. Little, and D. O’Shea, Ideals, varieties, and algorithms: an introduction
to computational algebraic geometry and commutative algebra, Springer, 1992. MR Zbl

[Crespo and Hajto 2011] T. Crespo and Z. Hajto, Algebraic groups and differential Galois theory,
Grad. Studies in Math. 122, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2011. MR Zbl

[van den Dries and Schmidt 1984] L. van den Dries and K. Schmidt, “Bounds in the theory of
polynomial rings over fields: a nonstandard approach”, Invent. Math. 76:1 (1984), 77-91. MR Zbl

[Dubé 1990] T. W. Dubé, “The structure of polynomial ideals and Grobner bases”, SIAM J. Comput.
19:4 (1990), 750-775. MR Zbl

[Eisenbud et al. 1992] D. Eisenbud, C. Huneke, and W. Vasconcelos, “Direct methods for primary
decomposition”, Invent. Math. 110:2 (1992), 207-235. MR Zbl

[Figueira et al. 2011] D. Figueira, S. Figueira, S. Schmitz, and P. Schnoebelen, “Ackermannian and
primitive-recursive bounds with Dickson’s lemma”, pp. 269-278 in 26th Annual IEEE Symposium
on Logic in Computer Science (Toronto, 2011), IEEE, Los Alamitos, CA, 2011. MR

[Frohlich and Shepherdson 1955] A. Frohlich and J. C. Shepherdson, “On the factorisation of
polynomials in a finite number of steps”, Math. Z. 62 (1955), 331-334. MR Zbl

[Gianni et al. 1988] P. Gianni, B. Trager, and G. Zacharias, “Grobner bases and primary decomposition
of polynomial ideals”, J. Symbolic Comput. 6:2-3 (1988), 149-167. MR Zbl

[Goral 2018] H. Goral, “Height bounds, Nullstellensatz and primality”, Comm. Algebra 46:10 (2018),
4463-4472. MR Zbl

[Harrison-Trainor et al. 2012] M. Harrison-Trainor, J. Klys, and R. Moosa, “Nonstandard methods
for bounds in differential polynomial rings”, J. Algebra 360 (2012), 71-86. MR Zbl

[Hermann 1926] G. Hermann, “Die Frage der endlich vielen Schritte in der Theorie der Polynomide-
ale”, Math. Ann. 95:1 (1926), 736-788. MR Zbl

[Hermann 1998] G. Hermann, “The question of finitely many steps in polynomial ideal theory”, ACM
SIGSAM Bull. 32:3 (1998), 8-30. Zbl

[Kohlenbach 2008] U. Kohlenbach, Applied proof theory: proof interpretations and their use in
mathematics, Springer, 2008. MR Zbl

[Kreuzer and Robbiano 2000] M. Kreuzer and L. Robbiano, Computational commutative algebra, I,
Springer, 2000. MR Zbl

[Lang 1965] S. Lang, Algebra, Addison-Wesley, Reading, MA, 1965. MR Zbl
[Ledén Sanchez and Ovchinnikov 2016] O. Le6n Sanchez and A. Ovchinnikov, “On bounds for the
effective differential Nullstellensatz”, J. Algebra 449 (2016), 1-21. MR Zbl

[Mayr and Meyer 1982] E. W. Mayr and A. R. Meyer, “The complexity of the word problems for
commutative semigroups and polynomial ideals”, Adv. Math. 46:3 (1982), 305-329. MR Zbl


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4612-0913-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4612-0913-3
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1213453
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0772.13010
https://tinyurl.com/buchberphd
https://tinyurl.com/buchberphd
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511565847
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511565847
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1699811
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0883.00014
http://mi.mathnet.ru/eng/aa544
http://mi.mathnet.ru/eng/aa544
https://doi.org/10.1090/S1061-0022-09-01081-4
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2530898
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1206.13031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4757-2181-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4757-2181-2
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1189133
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0756.13017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/gsm/122
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2778109
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1215.12001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01388493
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01388493
http://msp.org/idx/mr/739626
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0539.13011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/0219053
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1053942
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0697.68051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01231331
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01231331
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1185582
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0770.13018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/LICS.2011.39
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/LICS.2011.39
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2858898
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01180640
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01180640
http://msp.org/idx/mr/71385
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0064.24902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0747-7171(88)80040-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0747-7171(88)80040-3
http://msp.org/idx/mr/988410
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0667.13008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00927872.2018.1448835
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3847127
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1422.11144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jalgebra.2012.03.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jalgebra.2012.03.013
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2914634
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1272.12017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01206635
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01206635
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1512302
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/52.0127.01
http://dx.doi.org/10.1145/307339.307342
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1094.13534
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-77533-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-77533-1
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2445721
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1158.03002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-70628-1
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1790326
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0956.13008
http://msp.org/idx/mr/0197234
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0193.34701
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jalgebra.2015.10.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jalgebra.2015.10.009
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3448164
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1385.12001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0001-8708(82)90048-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0001-8708(82)90048-2
http://msp.org/idx/mr/683204
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0506.03007

754 WILLIAM SIMMONS AND HENRY TOWSNER

[Renschuch 1980] B. Renschuch, “Beitrige zur konstruktiven Theorie der Polynomideale, X VII-
1: Zur Hentzelt—Noether—-Hermannschen Theorie der endlich vielen Schritte”, Wiss. Z. Pddagog.
Hochsch. “Karl Liebknecht” Potsdam 24:1 (1980), 87-99. MR Zbl

[Robbiano 1991] L. Robbiano, “Bounds for degrees and number of elements in Grobner bases”, pp.
292-303 in Applied algebra, algebraic algorithms and error-correcting codes (Tokyo, 1980), edited
by S. Sakata, Lect. Notes in Comput. Sci. 508, Springer, 1991. MR Zbl

[Schmidt-Gottsch 1989] K. Schmidt-Gottsch, “Polynomial bounds in polynomial rings over fields”, J.
Algebra 125:1 (1989), 164-180. MR Zbl

[Schoutens 2010] H. Schoutens, The use of ultraproducts in commutative algebra, Lecture Notes in
Math. 1999, Springer, 2010. MR Zbl

[Seidenberg 1974] A. Seidenberg, “Constructions in algebra”, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 197 (1974),
273-313. MR Zbl

[Simmons and Towsner 2019] W. Simmons and H. Towsner, “Proof mining and effective bounds in
differential polynomial rings”, Adv. Math. 343 (2019), 567-623. MR Zbl

[Stanley 1986] R. P. Stanley, Enumerative combinatorics, I, Wadsworth & Brooks/Cole, Monterey,
CA, 1986. MR Zbl

[Towsner 2018] H. Towsner, “What do ultraproducts remember about the original structures?”,
preprint, 2018. arXiv

[van der Waerden 1970] B. L. van der Waerden, Algebra, I, Ungar, New York, 1970. MR

Received June 7, 2019. Revised January 28, 2020.

WILLIAM SIMMONS

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPUTER SCIENCE
HOBART AND WILLIAM SMITH COLLEGES

GENEVA, NY

UNITED STATES

wsimmons @hws.edu

HENRY TOWSNER

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS
UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA
PHILADELPHIA, PA

UNITED STATES

htowsner @math.upenn.edu


http://msp.org/idx/mr/627148
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0434.13006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/3-540-54195-0_59
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1123959
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0739.13013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0021-8693(89)90299-8
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1012669
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0715.13016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-13368-8
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2676525
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1205.13002
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1996938
http://msp.org/idx/mr/349648
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0356.13007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2018.11.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2018.11.026
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3883215
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/07003600
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4615-9763-6
http://msp.org/idx/mr/847717
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0608.05001
http://msp.org/idx/arx/1804.10809
http://msp.org/idx/mr/0263582
mailto:wsimmons@hws.edu
mailto:htowsner@math.upenn.edu

PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS

Founded in 1951 by E. F. Beckenbach (1906-1982) and F. Wolf (1904-1989)

Matthias Aschenbrenner
Department of Mathematics
University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555
matthias@math.ucla.edu

Daryl Cooper
Department of Mathematics
University of California
Santa Barbara, CA 93106-3080
cooper @math.ucsb.edu

Jiang-Hua Lu
Department of Mathematics
The University of Hong Kong
Pokfulam Rd., Hong Kong
jhlu@maths.hku.hk

msp.org/pjm

EDITORS

Don Blasius (Managing Editor)
Department of Mathematics
University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555
blasius @math.ucla.edu

Paul Balmer

Department of Mathematics
University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555
balmer@math.ucla.edu

Wee Teck Gan

Mathematics Department
National University of Singapore

Singapore 119076

matgwt@nus.edu.sg

Sorin Popa

Department of Mathematics
University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555
popa@math.ucla.edu

Vyjayanthi Chari
Department of Mathematics
University of California
Riverside, CA 92521-0135
chari @math.ucr.edu

Kefeng Liu

Department of Mathematics
University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555
liu@math.ucla.edu

Jie Qing

Department of Mathematics
University of California
Santa Cruz, CA 95064
ging@cats.ucsc.edu

Paul Yang
Department of Mathematics
Princeton University
Princeton NJ 08544-1000
yang @math.princeton.edu

PRODUCTION
Silvio Levy, Scientific Editor, production@msp.org

SUPPORTING INSTITUTIONS

ACADEMIA SINICA, TAIPEI STANFORD UNIVERSITY UNIV. OF CALIF., SANTA CRUZ
CALIFORNIA INST. OF TECHNOLOGY UNIV. OF BRITISH COLUMBIA UNIV. OF MONTANA

INST. DE MATEMATICA PURA E APLICADA UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY UNIV. OF OREGON

KEIO UNIVERSITY UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS UNIV. OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
MATH. SCIENCES RESEARCH INSTITUTE UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, LOS ANGELES UNIV. OF UTAH

NEW MEXICO STATE UNIV. UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, RIVERSIDE UNIV. OF WASHINGTON

OREGON STATE UNIV. UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, SAN DIEGO WASHINGTON STATE UNIVERSITY

UNIV. OF CALIF., SANTA BARBARA

These supporting institutions contribute to the cost of publication of this Journal, but they are not owners or publishers and have no
responsibility for its contents or policies.

See inside back cover or msp.org/pjm for submission instructions.

The subscription price for 2020 is US $520/year for the electronic version, and $705/year for print and electronic.

Subscriptions, requests for back issues and changes of subscriber address should be sent to Pacific Journal of Mathematics, P.O. Box
4163, Berkeley, CA 94704-0163, U.S.A. The Pacific Journal of Mathematics is indexed by Mathematical Reviews, Zentralblatt MATH,
PASCAL CNRS Index, Referativnyi Zhurnal, Current Mathematical Publications and Web of Knowledge (Science Citation Index).

The Pacific Journal of Mathematics (ISSN 1945-5844 electronic, 0030-8730 printed) at the University of California, c/o Department
of Mathematics, 798 Evans Hall #3840, Berkeley, CA 94720-3840, is published twelve times a year. Periodical rate postage paid at
Berkeley, CA 94704, and additional mailing offices. POSTMASTER: send address changes to Pacific Journal of Mathematics, P.O.
Box 4163, Berkeley, CA 94704-0163.

PIM peer review and production are managed by EditFLow® from Mathematical Sciences Publishers.
PUBLISHED BY
:l mathematical sciences publishers
nonprofit scientific publishing
http://msp.org/
© 2020 Mathematical Sciences Publishers


http://msp.org/pjm/
mailto:blasius@math.ucla.edu
mailto:matthias@math.ucla.edu
mailto:cooper@math.ucsb.edu
mailto:jhlu@maths.hku.hk
mailto:balmer@math.ucla.edu
mailto:matgwt@nus.edu.sg
mailto:popa@math.ucla.edu
mailto:yang@math.princeton.edu
mailto:chari@math.ucr.edu
mailto:liu@math.ucla.edu
mailto:qing@cats.ucsc.edu
mailto:production@msp.org
http://msp.org/pjm/
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet
http://www.emis.de/ZMATH/
http://www.viniti.ru/math_new.html
http://www.ams.org/bookstore-getitem/item=cmp
http://apps.isiknowledge.com
http://msp.org/
http://msp.org/

ANTHONY C. KABLE

Two applications of the integral regulator
MATT KERR and MUXI LI

Definability and approximations in triangulated categories
ROSANNA LAKING and JORGE VITORIA

Remarks on the theta correspondence over finite fields

DONGWEN L1U and ZHICHENG WANG
On the configurations of centers of planar Hamiltonian Kolmogorov cubic
polynomial differential systems

JAUME LLIBRE and DONGMEI XIAO

2-categories of symmetric bimodules and their 2-representations
VOLODYMYR MAZORCHUK, VANESSA MIEMIETZ and XIAOTING ZHANG
The homotopy groups of the n-periodic motivic sphere spectrum
KYLE ORMSBY and OLIVER RONDIGS
On the Noether Problem for torsion subgroups of tori
FEDERICO SCAVIA
Explicit polynomial bounds on prime ideals in polynomial rings over fields
WILLIAM SIMMONS and HENRY TOWSNER

A new local gradient estimate for a nonlinear equation under integral curvature
condition on manifolds

LIANG ZHAO and SHOUWEN FANG

539

557

587

611

645

679

699

721

755



	1. Introduction
	2. Outline of the argument
	3. Preliminary definitions and results
	3A. Bounds on solutions to linear equations in polynomial rings
	3B. Gröbner Bases
	3C. Quotients and Saturations

	4. Proof of the main theorem
	4A. Proof of I=Jk[x1,…, xn]
	4B. J is maximal
	4C. Polynomial bounds on primality

	5. Maximal Ideals
	References
	
	

