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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Euclidean and Unique factorisation domains. By a ring, we will always mean a commutative
ring R with an identity element 1 distinct from 0.

Example 1.1. The Gaussian integers
Zlil={a+bi:a,beZ}
form a ring with the natural addition and multiplication.

Definition 1.2. An element a € R is a unit if there exists b € R such that ab = 1. We denote this
element by a~!. Note that a~' is unique. We denote by R* the set of units in R; note that R* is a
group under multiplication.

Example 1.3. (Exercise) We have Z[i]* = {£1, £i}.
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Definition 1.4. A ring R is an integral domain if it has no zero-divisors; i.e. if a,b € R satisfy ab =0,
then a =0 or b= 0.

Example 1.5. The ring Z[i] is an integral domain, as it is a subring of C (which is a field, and hence
automatically an integral domain). One can also show explicitly that the product of two non-zero
Gaussian integers cannot be zero.

Definition 1.6. (1) An element r € R — {0} is irreducible if it is not a unit, but if we write r = ab
for some a,b € R, then one of a,b must be a unit. Otherwise r is reducible, and a,b are factors

of r.
(2) Two elements r,s € R are associate if there exists w € R* such that r = su. In this case we
write r ~ s.

Example 1.7. Define the norm map
N:Z[i| = Z, a+ib=a*+b%

I claim that 2 + ¢ is irreducible in Z[i]. Indeed, we have N(2 + i) = 5. Suppose now that 2 4+ ¢ = xy for
some x,y € Z[i]. Then by the multiplicativity of the norm, we must have

N(z)N(y) =5,

so either N(z) = 1 or N(y) = 1. But the only elements with norm 1 are the units, so we get a
contradiction.

Remark 1.8. We can easily show that any x € Z[i] such that N(z) is a prime is irreducible. However,
the converse is false!

Definition 1.9. A ring R is a unique factorisation domain (UFD) if it is an integral domain, and if

(1) every non-zero element x € R — R* factors as a product
T=T1...Tn,

where the r; are irreducible;
(2) this factorisation is unique up to units and up to reordering of the factors.

Example 1.10. Z is a unique factorisation domain.
Theorem 1.11. The ring Z[i] is a UFD.
To prove this result, we need to introduce the notion of a Euclidean domain:

Definition 1.12. Let R be an integral domain, and let ¢ : R — 7 be a function such that ¢(x) > 0 for
all x € R, and ¢(0) = 0. Then R is a Fucliden domain if the division algorithm holds: for all z,y € R,
y # 0, there exist q,r € R such that x = qy + r and either r =0 or ¢(r) < ¢(y).

Remark 1.13. The elements ¢ and r are not required to be unique.
Proposition 1.14. Any Fuclidean domain is a UFD.
Proof. See Algebra 1. O

We can now prove Theorem [1.11

Proof. We take ¢ to be the norm map N. We need to show that it satisfies the axioms of Definition [1.12
Let z,y € Z[i] with y # 0. Let z = £, and let g be an element of Z[i] such that

2 —q| < |z —¢|

for all ¢’ € Z[7] (i.e. q is the lattice point closest to z.) By elementary geometry, we have |z — ¢| < %
Let » =z — qy. Then

V) =N = ) = ke = = |y (£ =) | =11z = o < 5800 < V).




1.2. Solving Diophantine equations. We will now see that we can use the property of unique fac-
torisation to solve some Diophantine equations.

Problem 1.15. Determine all z,y € Z which satisfy

(1) 2 =y? 4+ 1.

Remark 1.16. The equation is an example of an elliptic curve. Elliptic curves play an important
role in modern number theory; for example, they are central to Wiles’” proof of Fermat’s Last Theorem.
Proposition 1.17. The only solution is (z,y) = (1,0).

Proof. Suppose that (z,y) is a solution. If = is even, then
=0 (mod8) = y*=-1 (mod38).

But this gives a contradiction since —1 is not a quadratic residue (mod 8).
Hence z is odd and y is even. Now factor (1)) in Z[i]:

(y+i)y —i) =
Claim. y+ i and y — i do not have a common factor: they are relatively prime. Proof of claim: suppose
there exists a € Z[i] which is not a unit such that «|(y +4) and a|(y — ). Then

ol [y +1) = (y —4)] = 24,
so since 2i = (1 +14)? and 1 + i is irreducible, we deduce from unique factorisation that (1 + )|c. Then
L +0)|(y + i)y — 1) =2,
so by unique factorisation we deduce that 1+ devides z, i.e. there exists 5 € Z][i] such that x = (1+41)0.
But then B B
® =2z = (1+1i)(1—i)868 =285,
so 22 (and hence z) is even, which gives a contradiction. This proves the claim.
We now deduce from unique factorisation that each of i + 4 and y — i are of the form u/3? for some
u € Z[i]* and 5 € Z[i]. Now the units in Z[i] are all perfect cubes, so y + i and y — ¢ are both cubes in
Z[i].
Write y + i = (a + ib)® for some a,b € Z. Then
y+i=(a®—3ab?) + (3a®b—b%)i = y=a(a®-3b%) and 1=0b(3a*—b?).
We deduce that b = £1.
(1) If b = 1, then 3a® = 2, which is clearly impossible.
(2) Ifb=—-1,thena=0=y=0= 2 =1
O

Remark 1.18. The proof relies crucially on the fact that unique factorisation holds in Z[i]. It is tempting
to use similar ideas in order to tackle more complicated equations.

Remark 1.19. Finding the integral solutions of the equation
z3 = y2 —1
is much harder. Euler showed that the only non-trivial solutions (i.e. with xy #0) are (x,y) = (2,£3).

Example 1.20. Let p > 5 be a prime, and consider Fermat’s equation
(2) ZP = XP 4+ YP,

Suppose that there exists an integer solution with p t xyz. Let ¢ be a primitive pth root of unity, and
consider the ring Z[¢]. Then (2 factorizes over Z[(] as

(3) =@+ y) e+ +y).. (a+ Py,
Assume now that Z[¢] is a UFD. It is then not difficult to prove (exercise) that the terms on the right of
(3) are pairwise relatively prime, so each of these terms can be written as ur? for some unit u and some
r € Z[(]. One can then derive a contradiction, similar to the argument above. The idea was pursued by
Lamé and Kummer in trying to prove Fermat’s last theorem. But Kummer realised that the ring Z[(] is
almost never a unique factorisation domain! (In fact, it is only a UFD if and only if p < 19.)
Nonetheless, Kummer was able to make a lot of progress towards resolving Fermat’s Last Theorem
by suitably modifying this argument. First of all, he realized that even though unique factorization of
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elements into irreducibles often fails in Z[(], a weaker property always holds: every ideal factors uniquely
into a product of prime ideals. This discovery was really the birth of modern algebraic number theory.
Kummer then initiated a careful study of the discrepancy between ideals of Z[(] and elements of Z[(].
This involves studying the so-called ideal class group, as well as the unit group, of the number ring Z[(].
In this way, Kummer was able to sufficiently understand the units, and to recover enough of a fragment
of the unique factorization property in Z[(], to show that Fermat’s Last Theorem holds for what are
now called “regular primes”. We will discuss all of this in more detail later in the course. In fact, it can
be fairly said that understanding the ideal class group and unit group of a number ring is our primary
objective in this class.

Remark 1.21. Already the ring Z[\/6] does not have unique factorisation. Can you give an example?
1.3. Field extensions. We recall some results about field extensions:

Definition 1.22. Let K C L be fields. The dimension of L as a K-vector space is the degree of the
extension L/ K, denoted [L : K|. We say that the extension L of K is finite if [L : K] < co.

Proposition 1.23. (Tower law) If F C K C L are finite field extensions, then
[L:F)=[L:K|[K:F]
Definition 1.24. Let L/K be a field extension, and let « € L. Then « is algebraic over K if there

exists a polynomial f(t) € K|t] such that f(a) = 0. If no such f exists, we say that v is transcendental
over K.

Definition 1.25. If a is algebraic over K, there exists a unique monic polynomial f(t) € K|[t] of smallest
degree such that f(a) = 0. This polynomial is the minimal polynomial of « over K.

Definition 1.26. If L/K is a field extension and a1, ..., € L, we define K(aq,...,ay) to be the
smallest subfield of L containing oy, ...,a,. We call this field the field obtained by adjoining to K the
elements aq, ..., Q.

The following theorem will be of fundamental importance in this course:

Theorem 1.27. If L/K is a field extension and o € L, then « is algebraic over K if and only if K(«)
is a finite field extension of K. In this case, we have [K(a) : K| = O(f), where f € K|[t] is the minimal
polynomial of a, and a basis of K(«) as a K-vector space is given by {1,c,...,a?F)=11,

2. ALGEBRAIC NUMBER FIELDS

2.1. Algebraic numbers. We now have all the necessary ingredients for studying field extensions. We
will be particularly interested in the algebraic extensions of Q:

Definition 2.1. We say that a complex number « is algebraic if it is algebraic over Q, i.e. if there
exists a non-zero polynomial f(t) € Q[t] such that f(a) = 0. Let A denote the set of algebraic numbers.

Definition 2.2. An extension K of Q is algebraic if every element of K is algebraic, i.e. if K C A.
Theorem 2.3. The set A is a subfield of the complex numbers.

Proof. We use Theorem which says that « is algebraic if and only if [Q(«) : Q] is finite. Suppose
that o and 8 are algebraic. Then

[Q(e, 8) : Q] = [Q(e, B) : Qa)][Q(e) : Q-

Since S is algebraic over Q, it is certainly algebraic over Q(a), so [Q(«, 8) : Q(«)] is finite by Theorem
But each of —a, o+ 8, af, and (if 8 # 0) /8 belong to Q(«, 3). So all of these are in A, which
proves the theorem. O

Definition 2.4. A number field is a subfield K of C such that [K : Q] < 0.

Theorem 2.5 (Primitive element theorem). Let L be a number field. Then there exists 0 € L such that
L =Q(6); 0 is called a primitive element for the extension L/Q.

Intuitive proof. By Galois theory, K has only finitely many subfields. Let 6 be any element of K which
does not lie in any of the subfields. Then we must have K = Q(9).
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2.2. Field embeddings. We’'ll now think a bit about maps between fields, because that will help us to
understand the structure of number fields.

Definition 2.6. Let K = Q(0) be a number field. A (complex) embedding of K is a ring homomorphism
K — C.

Remark 2.7. Suppose that K = Q(0), and let n = [K : Q]. By Theorem 1,0,...,0" 1 is a
Q-basis of K. If o is any complex embedding of K, then o is uniquely determined by o(0): if x =
ag+ a0+ -+ a,_10" 1, we have

O'(fﬂ) =ag + a10'(9) 4+t anila(g)n—l.
Recall the following theorem from Galois theory:

Theorem 2.8. Let K = Q(0) be a number field, with [K : Q] = n. Then there are exactly n distinct
embeddings o; : K < C. The elements 0;(0) are the distinct zeroes in C of the minimal polynomial of 6
over Q.

Definition 2.9. Let 6 € C be algebraic, and let K = Q(0). Let o1,...,0, be the embeddings of K into
C. Define the conjugates of x to be the elements {o;(0) : i =1,...,n}.

Note 2.10. Let 0 be algebraic, and let 01 = 0, s, ..., 0, be the conjugates of 6. As [[/_,(t — 6;) is the

i=1

minimal polynomial of 6 over Q by Theoren{2.8, it follows that both 0y ---6,, and 61+ --- + 6, are in Q.
We will see in the next section that this observation can be generalized: if g(X1,...,Xn) € Q[X1,..., Xy
is any symmetric polynomial, then g(01,...,0,) € Q. (Of course you can also prove this using Galois
theory, but the results on symmetric functions are stronger, as they respect integral structures.)

2.3. Interlude: symmetric polynomials.

Definition 2.11. Let K be a field and let f € K[X1,...,X,]. Then f is called a symmetric polynomial
(in n variables) if for all permutations o € S,, we have

fXo@y, - Xom) = F(X1,. .0, Xo).

Example 2.12. The polynomials X7 + Xo, X7 X5, X12 +3X1 X9 + X22 are symmetric in two variables.
The polynomial

F(X1, X2, X3) = XX + X7 X3 + X3 X1 + X3 X3 + X3 X1 + X§Xo — X7 X5X3
in Q[X1, Xo, X3] is symmetric in three variables. However, the polynomial
(X1, X2, X3) = X7 X0 + X5 X3+ X3X,
is not symmetric, as it is not invariant under the transposition (2, 3).
Note 2.13. The symmetric polynomials in n variables form a subring &,, of K[X1,...,X,].
Definition 2.14. The elementary symmetric polynomials in n variables are defined as

81:X1—|—...+Xn,

S9 = Z Xin,

1<i<j<n
ss= Y. XiX; Xy,
1<i<j<k<n
Sn = X1X2 - Xn
Example 2.15. The elementary symmetric polynomials in 3 variables are

51 = X1+ Xo + X3,
S9 = X1X2 + X2X3 + X3X1,
S3 = X1X2X3.

The following remark will be important later.



Remark 2.16. The elementary symmetric polynomials arise as follows: if f(X) € C[X] is of the form

n

FX) =T[(X =),

i=1
then by expanding this we obtain
F(X) = X" —s1(a1, ..y 0) X" b (D) s0(an, .. an).

The following theorem shows that the elementary symmetric functions are the building blocks for all
symmetric functions:

Theorem 2.17. (Newton’s theorem) Let K be a field. Then the subring &, of K[X1,...,X,] is generated
as a ring over K by the elementary symmetric polynomials in n variables, i.e. every element h € &,
ay

can be written as a K-linear combination of elements of the form s{' ---ss», where a; € Z>q for all i.

Proof. The idea is to order the monomials lexicographically:
X@ .. Xon >Xf1~-~X7bl"
if and only if a; > by or a; = by and ag > by or a; = by, as = by and az > bz etc. We can therefore define

the leading term of a polynomial in n variables. In particular, if f is symmetric, then its leading term is
of the form aX{*X3? .- X% for some a; > ag > --- > a, and o € K. Then the symmetric polynomial

Qg1 TI2g82708 L gan

has the same leading term as f, so f — as]'™ 25527 * ... g% has a smaller leading term. We can now
proceed by induction. O
Example 2.18. Consider f(X1, X2, X3) = X?X3 + X2X2 + X2X?2. The leading term of f is X?X2, so

a1 = ap = 2 and a3 = 0. Hence we subtract s{s3s = s3:

f(X1, X2, X3) — 53 = X7X3+ X3X3+ XIX7 — (X1 Xo + Xo X3 + X3X,)?
= 2(XIXo X3+ X1 X2X3 + X, X X2).
The leading term is —2X12X2X3, S0 a1 = 2, as = ag = 1 and we subtract —2s153:
F(X1, Xa, X3) — 55 + 25153 = 0,
so f = 53 + 2s5153.

Example 2.19. Let f(X X5, X3) = X3+ X3 + X3. The leading term of f in the lexicographic ordering
is X7, so we subtract s3:

F(X1, X0, X3) — 5% = =3(X2Xo + Xo X3+ Xa X1 + X1 X2 + Xo X7+ X3X?7) — 6X; X0 X5.
The leading term of this expression is —3X?2 X5, so we subtract —3s;so:
f(X1, Xo, X3) — 5% — (—3s152) = 3X1 X2 X3 = 3s3.
We deduce that
(4) X34+ X3+ X3 =53 35159 + 3s3.

We can apply this identity to study properties of the zeroes of polynomials of degree 3. Suppose for
example that o, 3,7 are the zeros of the polynomial t3 + 3t% + 6¢ + 15, i.e.

3432 +6t+15=(t—a)(t— B)(t — 7).
We then see from Remark 2.16] that

—81(C¥7ﬁ77) =
52(aaﬂvﬁy) = 63
_83(0[7B77) = 15

Then it follows from that
o + 82+ = (=3)> —=3(=3 x 6) +3 x (—15) = —27 + 54 — 45 = —18.

Remark 2.20. The same proof shows that the subring of symmetric polynomials of Z[X1,...,X,] is
generated over Z by the elementary polynomzials.

Combining Remark and Theorem [2.17] we obtain the following corollary:
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Corollary 2.21. Let L be a field extension of K, and let f € K[t] be a monic polynomial of degree
n such that all the roots of f are contained in L. Denote the roots by aq,...,an. If h(Xy,...,X,) €
K[Xy,...,X,] is symmetric, then h(az,...,a,) € K.

Proof. By assumption, f(t) factorises in L[t] as

f) =@t =) (t = am),
so since f € K[t], we deduce from (2.16]) that s;(a1,...,a,) € K for all i. By Theorem it follows
that h(ay,...,a,) € K for all symmetric polynomials h(Xy,...,X,) € K[X1,...,X,]. O

Remark 2.22. The same proof works if we replace the field K by the ring Z: Let L be a field extension
of Q, and let f € Z[t] be a monic polynomial of degree n such that all the roots of f are contained in L.
Denote the roots by ay,...,an. If h(Xy,...,X,) € Z[X4,..., X,] is symmetric, then h(ay,...,a,) € Z.
This result is not immediate from Galois theory.

We can now give a new and explicit proof of Theorem which states that A is a field:

Proof. We have to show that if a, 8 € A, then a + 8, —a, af, é € A. We first show that a+ 8 € A. We
do this by constructing ezplicitly a monic polynomial h(t) € Q[t] such that h(a+ ) = 0. For x € {«, 5},
let f«(t) € Q[t] be the minimal polynomial of x over Q; let m = 9(f,) and n = 9(f). Let 81 =0,...,Bn
be the conjugates of 5. We will show that the polynomial

h(t) = fa(t = B1) - fa(t — Bn)
has coefficients in Q. As it clearly satisfies h(a + ) = 0, this will finish the proof.
Consider the product
(5)  falt — 1) fat —22) - folt —2p) =™ + U1 (21, 2 )™ o g, ).

Note that we obtain h(t) by substituting f8,...,08, for z1,...,z, in , so we need to show that
wi(B1,...,0n) € Qfor all 1 < i < mn. Now as f, € Q[t], it is clear that u;(z1,...,2,) € Qla1,..., 2]
for all ¢. Moreover, it is clear from the construction that the u; are symmetric polynomials. By Corollary
22Tl we therefore deduce that

wi(B1,...,Bn) €Q V1 <i < mn,

as required. Hence o+ 5 € A. The proofs that —a, af3, é € A are similar and left as exercises. O

Remark 2.23. Using Remark we see that the proof shows indeed something stronger: it proves
that if both fo and fz have coefficients in Z, then there exists a monic polynomial h(t) € Z such that
h(a+ B) =0 (and similarly for af and —a). This will be very important later!

2.4. Norms, traces and discriminants. Let K = Q(f) be a number field of degree n, and let
01,...,0p be the complex embeddings of K. Let a € K.

Definition 2.24. Define the norm and trace of a by

n

Nk ola) = Hai(a) and  Trg g(a) = Zo’i(a).

i=1
Note 2.25. [t is clear from the definitions that
e the norm is multiplicative: N(xzy) = N(z)N(y), and
o the trace is additive: Tr(z 4+ y) = Tr(x) + Tr(y).
We can use the theory of symmetric functions to show the following result:

Proposition 2.26. Both Nk g(a) and Trgg(a) are in Q.

Proof. Let 0, = 0,(0), so 61,04,...,0, are the conjugates of . As K = Q(0), there exists g(t) € Q[t]
such that oo = g(6). Then

n n n

Nijga) = [ oi(90) = [[ 9(ei(0)) = T[] 96y,

i=1 i=1 i=1
which is clearly a symmetric polynomial in the 6; and hence lies in Q by Corollary The proof that
Trg /() € Q is similar. O
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Example 2.27. Consider the quadratic field K = Q(v/d). If @ = a + bV/d € K, then
N jg(a) = (a+ bWd)(a — bVd) = a® — db?,
Tri/g(a) = (a+bVd) + (a — bVd) = 2a.

Example 2.28. Let K = Q(({), where ( = ¢*%". Then the minimal polynomial of ¢ over Q is fit) =

t*+ 13+ 12+t + 1 (why?), and the elements {1,¢,(?,¢3} are a Q-basis of K. Let @« = 1 — (. Then
N(a) =5 and Tr(a) = 5.

We now introduce one of the most important objects in the course, the discriminant. We will see later
that the discriminant can tell us whether or not a given set of elements of a number field is a Q-basis

(c.f. Corollary [2.38]).
Definition 2.29. Let K be a number field, and let aq,...,a, be elements of K. Define a matriz
A = (aij)i<ij<n by
Q5 = TI'K/Q(OéiOéj).
Define the discriminant of the set aq,...,a, to be Alay, ..., a,] = det(A).

Example 2.30. Let K = Q(v/d), and define

Vd  ifd#1 (mod 4)
Ti =
k 1+—2‘/E ifd=1 (mod 4)
Note that {1, 74} is a Q-basis of K. (In fact, it is a very special basis, as we will see in the next section.)

Let us calculate the discriminant of this basis.
(1) Suppose that d # 1 (mod 4). Then we have Try/q(vd) = vVd — Vd =0, so

Tri/q(1) TTK/Q(ﬁ)) _ ((2) 20d) 7

a (TTK/Q(\/g) Trq(d)

so A[l,Vd] = 4d.
(2) If d=1 (mod 4), then 74 = 24 We have Tr(7;) = 1 and

2
1+d+Vd 1+d
Tri/o(md) = Trg g ( 1 ) =3

2 1
()
Loy

One can give an alternative characterisation of the discriminant as follows:

S0
and A[l, 74] = det(A) = d.

Proposition 2.31. Let K be a number field, and let o1,...,0, be the embeddings of K into C, and
define the matriz C' = (¢ij)1<ij<n by ¢ij = 0i(ay). Then

Alag, ..., o] = (det(C))%
Proof. Problem sheet 1. O

Corollary 2.32. If ai,...,ay is a Q-basis of K and B, .., 5, € K. Define the matriz D = (d;;) with
dij S Q by

6]' = Z dl-jai.
i=1
Then
A[ﬂl, e ,ﬂn] = det(D)QA[al, ey Op .
Proof. Problem sheet 1. O

Note 2.33. If B1,...,0, is also a Q-basis of K, then D is just the change-of-basis matriz.
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Example 2.34. Consider Q(v/—3). We already know from above that A[l,1/—3] = —12. What is

A{l—\/ﬁ,;m]?

(25)-6 D0s)

A {1 — /=3, ;\/*3} = (;)2 x Al,v/=3] = 3.

We have

so Corollary 2:32) implies that

Proposition 2.35. Suppose that K = Q(0) is a number field of degree n, and let 0 = 61,05, . ..

the conjugates of 0. Then
A[LG,...,0" " =[] - 6;)>.

i>j
Corollary 2.36. We have A[1,6,...,0" 1] £ 0.

Proof. Immediate from Proposition and the fact that 6; # 0; if i # j (why?).

This proposition will follow immediately from Proposition [2.31] and the following result:

Proposition 2.37. Let Xq,...,X, be indeterminates. Then

1 X, ... oxpt!
n—1
P R B CH ¢ “TJex - x)).
1ox, oxpt)

The matrixz on the left is called the Vandermonde matrix.

Proof. We proceed by induction on n. The case for n = 2 is clear by explicit computation. Suppose that

it is true for n — 1. Now consider the matrix

1 X, ... XxXp?oxpt
a1 X2 o xp=2 xp-t
1 X, ... Xp2 xnt

Recall that the determinant is invariant under row and column operations. Substract Xi-times the

(n — 1)st column from the nth column to get

1 X, ... Xp? 0
1 Xo ... X272 (Xo— X)Xp72
1 X, ... X% (X,—X))Xp 2

Now subtract X;-times the (n — 2)nd column from the (n — 1)st column to get

I SR 0 0
1 Xy . (Xo—X)X33 (Xp—X1)Xy72
1 X, ... (X, —X)X2 3 (X, - X)X 2

Keep going, so in the end we get

1 0 . 0 0
1 Xo—X; ... (Xo—X)DXJ? (Xy— Xp)X52
1 X,—X; ... (X,—X)X23 (X, —X))Xn—2

9



It is now easy to calculate the determinant:

1 0 0 0
_ _ n—3 _ n—2
det(A) = det 1 Xo-X1 ... (X2—X1)X; (X2 — X1)X3
1 X,—-X1 ... (X,—-X)X" 3 (X, - X)X 2
Xo— X1 ... (Xp— X)X (Xy— X)) X572
= det
Xp—X1 ... (X —X)X23 (X, - X)X 2
IS ¢ D ¢4
:(XQ—X1)~~~(Xn—X1)det . y
1 ... Xp3 o Xxn?
and we conclude by induction hypothesis. (I

Corollary 2.38. Let K be a number field of degree n, and let ay,...,an, € K. Then ay,...,qn is a
Q-basis of K if and only if Alay,...,a,] #0.

Proof. By Theorem we can choose § € K such that K = Q(#). Then 1,6,...,0" ! is a Q-basis of
K by Theorem [[:27] and

Al1,6,...,0"7 1 #0
by Corollary Let D = (d;;) be the matrix defined by

Q; = Z dijQi.
i=1
Then
Ay, ..., o] = det(D)?A[L,6,...,0" )
by Lemma As det(D) # 0if and only if g, . . ., o, is also a Q-basis of K, this implies the result. O

In other words, the discriminant can be used to detect whether a given set of elements of a number
field is a Q-basis. However, it is not easy from the definitions to calculate the discriminant. The following
result shows that in special circumstance we can use the norm to calculate the discriminant:

Proposition 2.39. Let K = Q(0), where 6 has minimum polynomial f(t) over Q of degree n. Then the
Q-basis 1,0,...,0" 1 has discriminant

A[LO,.... 0" = (DD N o (DF(O)),
where Df(t) € Q[t] is the formal derivative of f(t).

Proof. Let 04 =id,09,...,0, be the embeddings of K, and let §; = ¢;(0), so in particular §; = 0. Over
C, the polynomial f(t) factorises as

f@) = (t=61)---(t = bn).

If we define
9i(t) = H(t —0;),
i
then f(t) = (t — 6;)g:(t) for all 1 <i < n, and
oi(g1(t)) = J(0) = ) = gi(t).

Ui(t—al) t—6i
Then

Df(t) = g1(t) + (¢t = 0) Dga (t),



Taking the norm, we see that

Ni/o(Df(0)) = Nk/olg1(0))

= [ oi(0:0)

= (-5 [0 - 6,
i<j
= (~1)"F2AL0,...,0m7Y,
where the last equality follows from Proposition [2.35 O
To give an example of how to use Proposition let us look at cubic fields:
Definition 2.40. A number field K is cubic if [K : Q] = 3.

Lemma 2.41. Let K be a cubic field. Then there exists § € K such that K = Q(6) and the minimal
polynomial of 0 over Q is of the form g(t) = t> + at + b for some a,b € Q.

Proof. Let a be a primitive element of K. Then the minimal polynomial of « over Q is of the form
fO) =t +ct? +dt+e

for some c,d,e € Q. Let 0 = a + §. Then clearly K = Q(f), and the minimal polynomial of  over Q is
f(t— %), which is of the required form. O

Corollary 2.42. Let K be a cubic field, and let a be a primitive element of K whose minimal polynomial
over Q is of the form f(t) =3+ at +b. Then

All, o, a?] = —27b? — 4a>.
Proof. Let (8,7 be the other two roots of f(t), so over C, f(t) factorises as
f@) =t +at+b=(t—a)t—pB)(t—),
which implies that
(6) si(e, B,7) =0, si(a,8,7)=a, s2a,B,7)=-b.
Now we know from Proposition that
All, «, a2] = —NK/Q(Df(a)).
We calculate Ny q(D f(cr)) using the theory of symmetric polynomials: clearly D f(a) = 3t2 + a, so
Ngjo(Df(a)) = 01(30” + a) - 02(3a® + a) - 03(30” + a)

= (3a® +a)(38° 4+ a)(37* + 3)

= 27(af7)? + 9a(a®B% + 827 +7%a?) + 3a*(a® + 82 +9°) + @
To evaluate the coefficients, we express them in terms of the s;(a, 8,7). Applying the algorithm from
Newton’s theorem shows that

(Oéﬁ’}/)Q = 81(()‘7677)2 = b27
o?B% + 8% +72a® = s1(a, B,7)% — 2s3(a, B,7)s1(a, B,7) = a®
&+ B+ =s1(a, 8,7)% — 2s2(ar, B,7) = —2a,

SO
Ngo(Df(a)) =270 + 4a®.

11



3. ALGEBRAIC INTEGERS
3.1. Definition and basic properties.

Definition 3.1. An algebraic integer is a root in C of a monic polynomial equation with integer co-
efficients. In other words, 3 is an algebraic integer if and only if there exist by,...,b,—1 € Z such
that

B +bn 1" 4 4 bo = 0.
Example 3.2. The algebraic number § = 1/—2 is an algebraic integer, since §2+2 = 0. More surprisingly,
T = % (the “Golden Ratio”) is an algebraic integer, since it satisfies 72 — 7 — 1 = 0. We will later
determine all the algebraic integers in quadratic fields.

Clearly every algebraic integer is an algebraic number. The following proposition shows that there
are algebraic integers which are not algebraic numbers.

Lemma 3.3. If a is an algebraic integer and o € Q, then o € Z.

Proof. Write a = a/b in lowest terms. Suppose « is not an integer, so b # +1. As « is an algebraic
integer, there are cg,...,c,_1 € Z with
A"+ ep_1a™ b 4g=0.

Clearing denominators,

a® + cp_1a” b+ o 4 cob" = 0.
As b # £1, b must have a prime factor, p say. Since a/b is in lowest terms, p doesn’t divide a. But then
we have

a" = —(cp_1a" b+ + cob™)
and the right-hand side is divisible by p but the left-hand side is not, a contradiction. O

The following fundamental result follows from our work on symmetric functions:
Theorem 3.4. The algebraic integers form a subring B of A.
Proof. Let a, 8 € B. Then Remark [2:23] shows that o + 3, a8 and —« are in B, so B is a ring. O

We now give an alternative description of algebraic integers, resembling Theorem [1.27] First recall
the following definition:

Definition 3.5. Let (G,+) be an abelian group. Then we say G is finitely generated if there is a finite
subset x1,...,xq of G such that every element y € G can be written in the form

Y =mn1T1+ -+ Ny
for somen; € Z. We call x1,...,x, generators of the group G.

Examples 3.6. (1) The additive group Z/NZ for any N > 1 is finitely generated.
(2) The additive group {% D> O} is not finitely generated.

Lemma 3.7. A subgroup of a finitely generated abelian group is finitely generated.

Proof. We won’t prove this here, but it’s not very hard to do (it suffices to check that any subgroup of
Z" is finitely generated, and this can be shown pretty easily by induction on n). O

Proposition 3.8. A complex number « is an algebraic integer if and only if the additive group generated
by the powers 1, o, a2, ... is finitely generated.

Remark 3.9. Explicitly, this means that « is an algebraic integer if and only if there exists N > 1 such
that for all m > N, there exist cg, . ..,cn € Z such that

a™ =co+cra+ -+ eyal.

Proof. If « is an algebraic integer, then there exists a monic polynomial f € Z[z] such that f(a) = 0. By
polynomial division, any polynomial g € Z[x] can be written in the form g = ¢f + r, with 9(r) < 9(f);
and, since f is monic, we have r € Z[z]. In particular, we can do this for g(z) = z™ for any integer n.
Then
o™ = g(a) = g(@) f(@) + r(a) = r(a),
since by assumption f(a) = 0. Since r has degree < n — 1 and integer coefficients, this shows that
a" = r(a) lies in the subgroup generated by 1,...,a" 1.
12



Conversely, suppose that the abelian group generated by the powers of « is finitely generated. Then
it has a finite generating set z1, ..., z,. Each of these generators can only mention finitely many powers
of a, so there is some finite N such that the subgroup is generated by 1,«, ..., a!V. But then o+ must
be a linear combination, with integer coefficients, of 1,...,a"; so « satisfies a monic polynomial with
integer coefficients of degree N + 1. O

We can now give a new proof of Theorem [3.4}

Proof. Let a, 8 be algebraic integers. We have to show that a8 and « + 3 are also algebraic integers. By
Proposition 2.11, all powers of « lie in a finitely generated additive subgroup I'y, of C (with generators
v1,...,v,) and all powers of § lie in a finitely generated additive subgroup I'g of C (with generators
Wiy ny Wip)-

Let I" be the finitely generated additive group generated by {v; }1<i<n, {w;}1<;j<m and by the products
viw; with 1 <4 <n,1 < j < m. Then all powers of a + 3 and af lie in I, so it follows from Proposition
that they are all algebraic integers. O

We now want to give a criterion for an algebraic number to be an algebraic integer in terms of the
minimal polynomial. We first rcall the following result:

Lemma 3.10 (Gauss’ lemma). Let f(t) € Z[t] and suppose f = gh for some g,h € Q[t]. Then there
exists A € Q, X # 0, such that both Ag(t) and A\"1h(t) have coefficients in Z. In particular, f is irreducible
in Q[t] if and only if it is irreducible in Z[t].

Proposition 3.11. An algebraic number is an algebraic integer if and only if its minimal polynomial
over Q has integer coefficients.

Proof. If the minimal polynomial f of o has integral coefficients, then « is certainly an algebraic integer,
since f is monic.

Conversely, suppose « is an algebraic integer. Then it satisfies some monic integral polynomial F' with
integer coefficients. So F' is divisible by f, by the definition of the minimal polynomial; hence we can
write F' = fg for some f,g € Q[t]. By Gauss’s Lemma, we can find A € Q such that A\f and A\~!g have
integer coefficients.

Since f is monic, the leading coefficient of Af is just A. In particular, A € Z. But the leading coefficient
of f must divide the leading coefficient of F', which is 1. So A = £1. Since f has integer coefficients if
and only if —f does, the result follows. O

Definition 3.12. Let K be a number field. We define the ring of integers of K to be the ring Ox = BNK.

Example 3.13. Suppose that o = a + bi € Q(¢) with b # 0. Then the minimal polynomial of o over Q
is
f(t) =t* —2at + (a® +b?),
so a is an algebraic integer if and only if both 2a and a? + b? are in Z. Hence the ring of integers of Q(4)
isZ(i) ={a+bi:abeZ}
Let K be a number field. Given an element o € K, we can also use the norm and trace operators to
test whether o € Ok

Proposition 3.14. Let a € K. If a is an algebraic integer, then Tr(a) and N(a) € Z.
Proof. Example sheet. O

Example 3.15. Let K = Q(v/2), and let a = %\‘75 + %\3/272 Is « an algebraic integer? An easy

calcuation shows that N(a) = 2%, so « is certainly not an algebraic integer.

31
547

Warning. Proposition [3.14]is not an if-and-only-if criterion!

3.2. Integral bases. Let K be a number field of degree n. Recall that a Q-basis of K is a basis for K
as a Q-vector space. We now want to define a ‘basis’ for the ring of integers of K. Recall that O is an
Abelian group.

Definition 3.16. An integral basis of K is a Q-basis of K which is also a Z-basis for Ok . In other words,
a Q-basis x1,...,xy of K is an integral basis of K if for every a € Ok there exist unique ay,...,a, € Z
such that
O =a1T1 + -+ anTy.
13



Example 3.17. 1 is an integral basis of Q; {1,i} is an integral basis of Q(i). But {1,v/5} is not an
integral basis of Q(\/g), since we know that 1+T\/g is an algebraic integer.

It is not immediately clear that every number field has an integral basis.

3.2.1. Existence of integral bases. The aim of this section is to show that every number field has an
integral basis. We start with the following elementary observation:

Lemma 3.18. Let a be an algebraic number. Then there is a nonzero integer ¢ such that ca is an
algebraic integer.

Proof. Exercise. u
As a corollary, we get the following result:

Corollary 3.19. Let K be a number field. Then there exists a Q-basis {a,...,an} of K such that
a; € Ok for all1 <i<n.

The following observation will be useful:

Lemma 3.20. If{a,...,a,} is a Q-basis of K such that a; € Ok for all1 < i < n, then Alay,...,a,] €

7.

Proof. Since Ok is a ring, it is clear that a;a; € Ok for all i, j. Then Proposition implies that

Tr(a;e) € Z. As Alay, ..., o) is by definition the determinant of the matrix with entries Tr(a;c;),

this finishes the proof. O
We can now prove the main result of this section:

Theorem 3.21. Every number field K has an integral basis. More precisely, if aq,...,a, € Ok is a

Q-basis of K such that |Alaq, . .., ay]| is minimal, then it is an integral basis.

Proof. By Corollary there exists a Q-basis of K consisting of algebraic integers. Let wq,...,w, be
such a basis with Afwy,...,w,] minimal. We now argue by contradiction: suppose that wy,...,w, is
not an integral basis. Then there exists an algebraic integer 5 € Ok such that

B:a1w1+"'+anwn
for some a; € Q, not all of which are in Z. Suppose without loss of generality that a; & Z. Then
a=a+rn,

where a € Z and 0 < r < 1. Define

P = — awy, and Y; =w; for2<i<n.

Then t1,...,%, is a Q-basis of K consisting of integers, and the determinant of the change of basis
matrix from {wy,...,w,} to {¢1,...,¥,} is
a; —a a9 as e (079
0 1 0 ... O
= ’["7
0 o o0 ... 1

and hence Corollary implies that
A, .. 0n] = P2 Alwy, ... wy],

and |[Al1, ..., Y]l < |Afwi,...,wy]| since 0 < r < 1. This gives a contradiction by the choice of
Wiy enn, W [l
Corollary 3.22. Suppose that ay,...,a, € Ok are a Q-basis of K. If Alay, ..., ay] is square-free, then
{a1,...,an} is an integral basis of K.

Proof. Let f31,..., 3, be an integral basis. Then there exist ¢;; € Z for 1 < 7,5 < n such that o =
> i1 ¢ijBj. Let C = (cij)i<ij<n- By Corollary this implies that

Alag,. .., o] = (det(C))2A[By, ..., Bal.

Since the left-hand side is square-free, we must have det(C') = £1, so that the matrix C' is uni- modular,
i.e. its inverse also has entries in Z. Hence ay, . .., a, is also a Z-basis of Ok, which finishes the proof. [
14



However, this corollary is NOT an if and only if criterion!

Example 3.23. Recall that if K = Q(4), then we know that {1,7} is an integral basis. However,
A[l, 4] = —4, which is certainly not square-free.

Example 3.24. Let f(t) =3 —t — 1. We first note that f is irreducible in Z[t] (and hence in Q[t], by
Gauss’ lemma), as is reduction (mod 2) has no root and is hence irreducible. Let a be a root of f(t)
(it is clearly an algebraic integer), and let K = Q(a). Then 1, a, a? is a Q-basis of K by Theorem
and Corollary shows that

All, a, 0?) = —23.
As 23 is prime, we deduce from Theorem that {1, @, a?} is an integral basis of Oy .

So given a general number field, how do we find an integral basis? The proof of Theorem [3.21] gives
an algorithm:

Start with any Q-basis a4, ..., a, of K consisting of algebraic integers.

Calculate Afay, ..., ay], and let N be the largest integer whose square divides N.
If N =1, the basis aq,...,q, is integral by Corollary

If N > 1, then for each element of the form

1 n
Hzﬁzaiai7 with 1 <a; < N

determine whether 6 is an algebraic integer. If it is, then replace one of the «; for which a; # 0
by 6 to get a new basis with discriminant of smaller absolute value, and start again with step 2.
e If none of the 6 are algebraic integers (or N = 1), you have found an integral basis.

Example 3.25. Let K = Q(\/g) We start with the Q-basis 1,v/5 of K. The two embeddings of K are
determined by V5 :l:\/g, so we have

A[1, V5] = det G _\/\%)2 =225,

Hence N = 2, and we need to check whether any of the elements %,
know from Lemma that % is not an algebraic integer.

What about o = %(1 ++/5)? Its minimal polynomial is t> — ¢ — 1, so « is an algebraic integer. We
calculate the discriminant of the new basis:

1 1+5 2
Allo]=det| 25 ) =5
2

which is square-free, so 1, « is an integral basis of K.

Theorem 3.26. Let d € Z\ {0,1} be square-free and let K = Q(v/n).
o Ifd# 1mod 4 then {1,V/d} is an integral basis of K.
e Ifd=1mod 4 then {1, %} is an integral basis of K.

S

1+v/5 ot
2>, %52 are algebraic integers. We

Proof. Course work 3. (]

Example 3.27. Let a be a root of the polynomial f(t) = 3 + 11t + 4. Note that f(t) is irreducible in
Q[t] as its reduction (mod 3) has no root. It follows from Theorem that if we let K = Q(«), then
[K : Q] =3, and 1, a, o? is a Q-basis of K. Corollary implies that

All, o, 0?] = —1439 - 22.
1

As 1439 is prime, we have N = 2, and we need to check whether any of the numbers 3 (a + ba + ca?),
a,b,c € {0,1} are algebraic integers. Let us start with 1(a+a?). In order to see whether this element is
an algebraic integer, we determine its minimal polynomial, using the theory of symmetric polynomials.

Let oo = a1, asas be the roots of f(¢). Then the polynomial

_ ap +a? as + a3 az + a2
g(t) = (t . ) (t . t .

has %"2 as a root, and as it is symmetric in aq, a9, as, it is coefficients in Q by Corollary Explicitly,

if we write

g(t) =t3 +at®> + bt +c,
15



a+a2

2 1S

then one can show (after a long and messy calculation) that a« = 11, b = 36 and ¢ = 4. Hence
an algebraic integer.

We now have a new basis of K consisting of algebraic integers, namely 1, «,
basis? We have

a+a?
2

. Is it an integral

2

v 10 0
A[l, ,O‘+O‘]= 0 1 0 xA[laa?
2 o 1 1
2 2
— 1Al 007
=1 , Qo
— 1439,

which is prime, so 1, «, O‘gﬁ is an integral basis by Corollary

3.2.2. Tricks for calculating integral bases. Let K = Q(0), and let f(¢) be the minimal polynomial of
0 over Q. We assume without loss of generality that § € Ok. If f(t) satisfies Eisenstein’s criterion,
then there is a special trick for calculating integral bases. We start with the following two elementary
observations.

Lemma 3.28. Suppose that f(t) satisfies Fisenstein’s criterion for the prime p. We have p|N(0), but
2
pe 1 N(O).

Proof. This is clear since

where o1,...,0, are the embeddings of K. O

Lemma 3.29. Suppose that f(t) satisfies Eisenstein’s criterion for the prime p. Then p|A[1,0,...,6"~1].

Proof. We use Proposition to prove the lemma. By assumption, f(t) = ¢™ (mod pZ[t]) so we have
Df(t) = nt"~! (mod pZ[t]). Using the definition of the norm as a product over all the conjugates, we
deduce that

N(Df(9)) = N(no™ 1) (mod p) in Z.
Now N(nf"~') = N(n)N(0)"~! and p|N(#) by Lemma which implies that
N(DS() =0 (mod p).

N(Df(0)), this finishes the proof. O

n(n

As A[L,0,...,07 1] = (-1)

So p could potentially make our life difficult when we calculate an integral basis. However the next
result tells us that we will never need to worry about this factor.

Proposition 3.30. Let K = Q(0); let n = [K : Q]. Let f(t) be the minimal polynomial of 6 over Q,
and assume that f(t) is Fisenstein for the prime p. Let

fZaiQi, a; € {0,...,p— 1} not all 0.

Then « is not an algebraic integer.
Before we give the proof, we studyan example to illustrate how useful Proposition [3.30] is.

Example 3.31. Let 6 be a root of the polynomial f(t) = t? — p, and let K = Q(¢). Then N(f) = —p
and Df(t) = ptP~!, and so

p(p—1)
2

AlLG,...,007 1 = (-1)
2p—1.

N(po"~)
=p

We have N = pP~!, so according to the algorithm, we need to check whether any of the numbers

Z a;0
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with 0 < a; < pP~! are algebraic integers. We know from Proposition that no element of the form

1
—(bo + -+ -+ bp_16P71) b €{0,...,p—1}, not all zero
p

(7)

is an algebraic integer.
If x = pp%l Zf:_ol a;0" for some 0 < a; < pP~1, not all zero, write

1
w=— af,
p 1=0

with af € Z for all ¢ and (a;,p) = 1 for at least one j. If = is an algebraic integer, then so is p"lz. But

we have
1
pr_1x=y+§(bo+---+bp_19p_1) biE{O,...,p—l}, yeZ[Q]
Note that of the b; must be non-zero since (aj,p) = 1 for at least one j. But if p"—

y € Z[0] C Ok, then
1
E(bo ot by 0P =p e —y € Ok.
But this gives a contradiction by . Hence 1,0, ...,6" ! is an integral basis of K.

We now prove Proposition Proposition [3:30}

Proof. Suppose a € Ok, and let ag be the first non-zero coefficient. We therefore have
1 n—1
o= - a0’ € Ok.

We can write this as

(y:%(mﬂd+0“%ﬂ, § € Ok.

Multiplying through by #"~1~% we still have an element of O

n—1 n
gr-1-dg = Lgp + % € Ok.

On the one hand, since f(t) satisfies Eisenstein’s criterion we have
0" =pg(f), for some g(t) € Z[t].

It follows that
ad@nfl

+9(0)5 € O.

On the other hand since g(0)d € O we have
adonfl
p
We shall calculate the norm of this to get a contradiction:
N (ad9"1) _ aZN(G)”fl.
p "
By Lemma [3.28] we have N(6) = pr, where p Jr. Hence we have
N (aden—l) _ azlzpn—lrn—l _ CLg,,,n—l'
p

€ Og.

p" p

1

r € Ok and

However this cannot be an integer, since neither a4 nor r is a multiple of p. This gives the contradiction.

17
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3.3. Example: cyclotomic fields. In this section, we will use Proposition to determine an integral
basis of cyclotomic fields; these fields are of great importance in current reseach in algebraic number
theory.

Definition 3.32. A cyclotomic field is a field of the form K = Q((), where ¢ is a primitive mth root of
unity for some m.

We will specialize to the case K = Q(¢), where p is an odd prime. We have already seen that the
minimal polynomial of ¢ over Q is
fO) =ttt 1
Let A = ( — 1. Then the minimal polynomial of X is

gt) ="+ (D 4 (7))

In particular, g(t) is Eisenstein for p.

Lemma 3.33. We have N(¢) =1 and N(\) = p.

Proof. Clear. O
Theorem 3.34. We have

AL, W72 = (-1 pr2,
and {1, ), ..., \P72} is an integral basis in K.
Proof. By Proposition we have

AL A, .. NP2 = (1)

(p=1)(p—2)
2

N(Dg(X)).

To calculate N(Dg(\)), we use a trick: recall that g(t) = (Hlt)p*l. By the quotient rule, we have

Cop(t+ 1P — ((E+1)P — 1)
= 5 ,

Dg(t)

so Dg(A) = pc:l. We deduce that
N(Dg(\)) = N(p)N ()P ' NN~ =pr~?
by Lemma Since p is odd, we have (fl)w = (71)1%1. Hence
AL, P72 = (—1) 7 pp?

as claimed.
The only prime whose square divides this is p. However g(t) satisfies Eisenstein’s criterion at p, so we
conclude by the same argument as in the example after Proposition [3.30) O

Remark 3.35. If n is not prime and K = Q((), then it is still true that Ox = Z[(], but the proof is
harder. The degree of the extension is given by

(K : Q] = #(Z/n)*,
which is the same as the number of primitive n-th roots of unity in K. If n = p* for some prime p, then
f still satisfies Eisenstein’s criterion for the prime p, and we again use this fact to prove that {\'} is

an integral basis. If n is not a power of a prime then fy does’t satisfy Eisenstein’s criterion, so the proof
is quite different in this case.

4. FACTORISATION IN Of

4.1. Units and irreducible elements in Og. Now let K be a number field. We first study the units
in OK.

Proposition 4.1. An element x € Ok ts a unit if and only if |[N(z)| = 1.

Proof. Since N(z) € Z by Proposition and N is multiplicative, it is clear that if 2 € O}, then
|N(z)] = 1. Suppose now that N(x) = 1. (The proof when N(z) = —1 is similar.) By definition, we
have

N(z) =[] oi(o),
i=1

18



where o1,...,0, are the different embeddings of K into C. Without loss of generality, assume that
o1(z) = z. Then
N@z)=1 & z-(02(x) - on(x)) =1,
so oa(z) -+ op(z) =27 € K. It follows that € O if and only if o2(z) - - 0y, (2) € Ok.
Now note that if o;(z) is an algebraic integer for all 4, since it has the same minimal polynomial as x.
Hence oa(z) - - - 0, (x) is an algebraic integer. But the algebraic integers in K are precisely the elements
of Ok, so oa(x) -+ op(x) € Ok, which finishes the proof. O

As a corollary, let us determine O, where K is an imaginary quadratic field.

Proposition 4.2. Let K = Q(v/—d), where d > 0. Then

{1, +i} ifd=1
OF = {£], 4w, tw? :w=e3} ifd=3
{£1} for any other d >0
Proof. Exercise sheet. O

Remark 4.3. You see that in this example, all the units are in fact roots of unity. This is not true in
general; you will see an example on problem sheet 3.

Remark 4.4. It is a natural question to ask whether one can say something in general about the unit
group in the ring of integers of a number field. We will return to this question later.

Suppose now that z € Og.
Lemma 4.5. If N(z) = £p for a prime number p then x is irreducible.

Proof. Suppose that £ = yz for some y, z € Or. Then
N(z) = N(yz) = N(y)N(2),

so one of y, z must have norm of absolute value equal to 1. But any element of absolute norm equal to
1 is a unit by Proposition Hence z is irreducible. O

The following theorem shows that one can factorise any non-zero element in Og:

Theorem 4.6. Let x € Ok be non-zero. Then there is a unit u € OIX{ and irreducible elements my,... T,
such that

T = UL T

Proof. We proceed by induction on |N(x)|. If |[N(z)| = 1, then z is a unit by Proposition Suppose
therefore that the theorem is true for all elements y € Ok such that |[N(y)| < |[N(z)|. Then there are
two possibilities: if x is irreducible, then the theorem is clearly true for x. If it is not irreducible, then
there exist y, z € Og which are not units such that * = yz. Note that Proposition and the fact that
the norm is multiplicative imply that [N (y)|, |N(z)| < |N(z)|. Hence both y and z can be factorized into
irreducibles; therefore so can x. O

The problem with Theorem is that Ok does usually not have unique factorisation! However,
without this fact algebraic number theory would be pretty dull.

Example 4.7. Let K = Q(v/—10), so Ox = Z[v/—10]. We have two different factorizations of the
number 10 in Ok, namely

10 =2 x5 = —v/—10 x v/~10.
Furthermore the elements 2, 5 and v/—10 are all irreducible. To see this we calculate their norms:
N(2) =4, N(5) =25 N(v/-10) = 10.
The norm of a general element of the ring is
N(z + yv/—10) = 2% + 10y>.

Since this is never equal to £2 or +£5, it follows that the above elements are irreducible, and none of
them is a unit multiple of another. Therefore O does not have unique factorization.
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4.1.1. Unique factorisation in imaginary quadratic fields. The question of which imaginary quadratic
fields have unique factorisation is quite subtle.

Theorem 4.8. Let K = Q(v/d). Then Ok is UFD for
de{-1,-2,-3,-7,—11}.

In order to prove Theorem [4.8] we show that under these assumptions (O, |N(~)|) is a Euclidean
domain. Recall Definition .12t

Definition 4.9. Let R be an integral domain, and let ¢ : R — Z be a function such that ¢p(x) > 0 for all
x € R, and ¢(0) = 0. Then (R, ) is a Eucliden domain if the division algorithm holds: for all x,y € R,
y # 0, there exist q,r € R such that x = qy + r and either r =0 or ¢(r) < ¢(y).

Proof of Theorem[{.8 Claim. For (O, |N(~)|) to be a Euclidean domain, it is sufficient to prove the
following statement: for all & € K there v € Ok such that

IN(a =) < 1.
Proof of claim: let @ = %, and take ¢ = v and r = z — qy. Then

IN(r)| = N ((a —=7)y)| < [N(y),

which proves the claim.
Suppose now that a = r + sv/d € K. If d # 1 (mod 4) (i.e. d = —1,—2), take u,v € Z to be of
minimal distance to r and s, respectively. Then
1\? 1\?
- 92 (=
(3) ()

In the remaining three cases we have d = 1 (mod 3), so we need to find

1 d
fy:u—i-v( +2\[> with u,v € Z

|(r—u)® —d(s —v)?| < < 1.

such that

1 1
(r—u—-v)*—d(s— 51})2 <1

2

Take v to be the integer closest to 2s, so |[v — 2s| < %; we can then find a u € Z such that

1 < 1
r—u—gv <5
For d = —3,—7,—11, this implies that
1 1 1 11
(r—u—iv)Q—d(s—iv)z < ’4+1G <1

Remark 4.10. (1) One can show that if d < —11 is squarefree, then Q(v/d) is not Euclidean.

(2) We call a number field K norm-Euclidean if |N(~)| is a Euclidean fuction on K. Thanks to the
work of many mathematicians, we know that there are only finitely many real-quadratic fields
which are norm-Fuclidean. however, unlike in the imaginary quadratic case, it is not known
whether a real-quadratic field can be FEuclidean but not norm-Fuclidean.

The main insight concerning the problem of non-unique factorisation in number fields was that the
irreducible elements are not the correct analogue of the prime numbers - the right thing to do is to
factorise into mazimal ideals ideals.
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4.2. Factorisation into ideals.

Definition 4.11. Let R be a ring. A subset I of R is an ideal if it satisfies the following properties:

o ifx,yecl, thenx+yel;
o ifrel andr € R, thenrx € 1.

An ideal I is proper if I # R.

Example 4.12. (1) The set {2z + t%y : z,y € Z[t]} is an ideal in Z][t].
(2) Let R be the ring of continuous functions R — R. Then

{feR: f(1)=0}
is an ideal of R.

Example 4.13. More generally, if R is a ring and a € R, then {ra : r € R} is an ideal in R. It is called
the ideal generated by a and denoted by (a). An ideal I is principal if it is generated by one element.
Similarly, if a1,...,a, € R, define the ideal generated by the a; to be

(a1,...,an) ={ria1 + -+ rpa, : 7; € R}.
Thei definition generalizes in the obvious way to the ideal generated by an infinite number of elements.
Remark 4.14. The ideal in example (2) above is equal to (2,t?).

Definition 4.15. Let R be a ring and let I be a proper ideal of R. Then I is maximal if there is no
other proper ideal J of R containing I.

Example 4.16. The ideal (2) is maximal in Z, but the ideal (6) is not. More generally, if n € Z is
non-zero, then (n) is a maximal ideal if and only if n is prime.

If R is a ring, we can define define the product of two ideals.
Definition 4.17. Let I, J be ideals in a ring R. Define the product I.J by
I1J=(zy:xz€l, yelJ).
Le. 1J is the ideal generated by products of elements of I by elements of J.
Example 4.18. Let z,y € R. Then

More generally, if x,y,u,v € R, then

(z,y){u,v) = {xu, 2V, Yyu, Yv).

Remark 4.19. The ideal I.J is not necessarily equal to the set {xy : x € I, y € J}: if R = Z[t] and
I=(2,t), J=(3,t). Then IJ = (6,t), even though t cannot be written of the form ij with i € I and
jeld.

Later in the course, we shall prove the following theorem, which takes the place of uniqueness of
factorization of elements:

Theorem 4.20. Let K be a number field, and let I C Ok be a non-zero ideal. Then there are mazimal
ideals p1,...,pn in Ok such that

T=pipn

Furthermore this factorisation is unique up to reordering of the factors.

Remark 4.21. This theorem generalizes the uniqueness of factorisation of the integers: if n =p1 -+ pn
for some prime numbers p;, then

(n) = (p1) - (pn)-
We us now see how Theorem solves the problem of factorising the number 10 in Z[v/—10].
Example 4.22. Consider the ideals

p=(2,v/-10), q=(5,v—10).
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Then

pq = (2,v/~10)(5,v~10)
10,2v/~10, 5v/—10, —10)
10,2v/~10, 5v/—10, —10, /—10)
V=10)
2,V~=10)(2,vV~10)
4,2v/-10, —10)
4,2v/-10, 10, 2)
)
5,v/—10)(5, vV—10)
25,5v/—10, —10)
25,5v/-10, -10,5)

= (5).
So our two distinct factorizations into elements can both be refined to the same factorization into ideals:
(10) = (2) x (5) = p*¢® = (V-10)* = (pq)*.

Remark 4.23. In general, if we have a number field K and x € O is non-zero, then we can factorise
(x) uniquely into a product of mazimal ideals,

(8) () =p1- Pn-

We can also factorise x© (not necessarily uniquely) into a product of irreducibles,

N

{
=
=
=
=
= {
=
=
=
=
= {

T=Y1 " Yr,

which induces a factorisation into ideals

(9) () = (y1) - (ur)-
The factorisations (8)) and @ agree if and only if n = r and (after some permutation of the indices) we
have p; = (y;); i.e. the unique factorisation of (x) into maximal ideals induces a factorisation of x into
irreducibles if and only if each mazimal ideal is principal.

Hence, in order to understand ‘how far away’ the ring Ok is from having unique factorisation into
irreducibles, we need to understand 'how far away’ a general ideal is from being principal. For this
purpose we define the class group of K to be the group

CK)” ="1(K)/P(K),

where Z(K) is the set of ideals of K, and P(K) is the set of principal ideals. (In fact these sets are
semi-groups, although the quotient is a group.) The class group measure how far away Ok is from having
unique factorisation into irreducibles: Cly is trivial if and only if Ok is a principal ideal domain, and
has unique factorization. We shall prove that CI(K) is always a finite group (i.e. the failure of unique
factorisation into irreducibles is never too bad), and calculate it in a lot of examples.

('This is a vague sketch of what we are going to do. The definition of the class group does not make
sense the way it is stated, because neither Z(K) nor P(K) have the structure of a group. We will discuss
this issue at a later stage.)

4.3. Prime ideals.

Definition 4.24. Let R be a ring, and let p be an ideal in R. Then p is prime if it is a proper ideal and
forz,y e R
xyeEp=(x €p oryEp).

Remark 4.25. A ring R is an integral domain if and only if (0) is a prime ideal.

We can give an alternative characterisation of a prime ideal, which is closer in spirits to the properties
of prime numbers.

Lemma 4.26. Let p be an ideal of a ring R. Then p is prime if and only if the following condition is
satisfied: if 1,J are ideals of R such that IJ C p, then I Cp or J Cp.
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Proof. Assume p is prime and suppose IJ C p. We'll assume that I € p and prove that J C p. Let
x € I'\'p. For every y € J we have xy € IJ. Therefore zy € p. Since x ¢ p and p is prime, it follows
that y € p. Hence J C p.

Conversely, assume that p satisfies the condition and suppose xy € p. This implies (zy) C p. Therefore
(x){y) C p. By the assumption, we have (z) C p or (y) C p. This implies z € p or y € p. O

Example 4.27. Let p be a prime number, and let n € Z be non-zero. Then p|n if and only if (n) C (p),
and the fundamental property of primes numbers

plmn = p|mor pln
is equivalent to the statement of Lemma [£.26]
Recall that if I is an ideal in a ring R, then we can look at the quotient ring R/I:

Definition 4.28. The elements of R/I are the cosets of I in R. Addition and multiplication are defined
as follows:

(a+I)+(b+1)=a+bd+1
(a+D(b+1)=ab+ 1.
The unit element in R/I is the coset 1+ I.

Lemma 4.29. Letp be an ideal in a ring R. Then

e p is a maximal ideal if and only if R/p is a field.
e p is a prime ideal if and only if R/p is an integral domain.

Proof. Problem sheet 4. O
Corollary 4.30. FEvery maximal ideal is prime.

Proof. Since every field is an integral domain, this shows that p is prime. O

Warning 1. The converse of Corollary[{.30 is false! For ezample if R is an integral domain but not a
field, then (0) is a prime ideal but is not mazimal.

However, we have a partial converse to Corollary

Proposition 4.31. Let p be a prime ideal in a ring R, and suppose that R/p is finite. Then p is
mazimal.

Proof. Proposition [£:31] follows immediately from Lemma[4:29] and the fact that a finite integral domain
is a field: Let A be a finite integral domain, and let x € A be non-zero. We have to show that there
exists y € A such that xy = 1. Consider the map xz : A — A. As A is an integral domain, the map
is injective. As A is finite, this implies that the map is also surjective, so there exists y € A such that
zy = 1. U

We now return to the case when R = Ok for some number field K.

Proposition 4.32. If a is any non-zero ideal in O, then Ok /a is finite.
Before we prove this, we note the following consequence:

Corollary 4.33. FEvery non-zero prime ideal in Ok is mazimal.

Proof. Immediate from Propositions and O
‘We now prove Proposition

Proof. Let a be a non-zero ideal, and choose a non-zero element = € a. Let N = N(z). Let o1 =
id, og, ..., 05, be the embeddings of K into C. By definition, we have

N(z) =zo3(x) - on(x) € Z C Ok.

As x € a C Ok, we have o3(z) - - - 0, (x) € Ok, which - by the property of an ideal - implies that N € a,
and hence (N) C a. Tt follows that we have a quotient map (which is surjective by construction)

OK/<N> — OK/a,
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which identifies Ok /a with a quotient of Ok /(N). Now the fact the Ok has an integral basis implies
that Ox = Z" as an additive group (here n = [K : Q]), so

Ok /{N) = (Z/NZ)",
which is finite, which implies that Ok /a is finite as well. (]
Definition 4.34. Let K be a number field, and let a be a non-zero ideal in Ok . Define the norm of a
to be N(a) = |Ok /a|. This is finite by Proposition [{.59
Remark 4.35. We will return later to the question of how to calculate the norm of an ideal. Before

that, we want to prove Theorem [{.20,

4.4. Uniqueness of Factorization into ideals. The aim of this section is the proof of Theorem [4.20
which states that if K is a number field, then every non-zero ideal in Ok has a unique factorisation into
maximal ideals. We start by recalling the following definition.

Definition 4.36. A ring R is called a Noetherian ring if it satisfies the following condition (called the
ascending chain condition): For every ascending sequence of ideals of R:
LCLC...,
there is an N € N such that
In=Inp1=Injg1=...,
i.e. every ascending chain of ideals stabilizes eventually.

Lemma 4.37. Let K be any number field. Then Ok is noetherian.

Proof. If we have a sequence of (non-zero) ideals
ap Cax C ...,
then by the 3rd isomorphism theorem, we have an isomorphism of additive groups:
Ox/aip1 = (Ok /a;)/(air1/a;).
for all 7 > 1. Hence
(10) N(ait1) = N(a;)/|ait1/ail.
(Note that |a;11/a;] < oo since a;41/a; C Ok /a; and Ok /a; is finite by Proposition m) It follows
that N(a;+1) < N(a;) with equality if and only if a;41 = a;. Hence we have a decreasing sequence of
natural numbers:
N(al) ZN(QQ) > ...

Clearly there is an IV such that

N(ay) = N(an41) = ...,
SO ANy =aN41 = .. .. O
Remark 4.38. If R is a Noetherian ring then there is a strategy for proving results about ideals of R
as follows: assume that the result if false, and suppose I is a counterexample. We call I; a maximal
counterexample if every ideal containing I; satisfies the theorem. If I1 is not a mazximal counterexample
then choose a bigger counterexample Is. If Is is not a mazximal counterexample then choose a bigger
counterexample I3 etc. In this way we obtain a sequence of ideals which must end in a mazimal coun-

terexample. So we may always assume that if a theorem about ideals is false then there is a mazximal
counterexample.

An example of this method is the following:
Lemma 4.39. Let a C Ok be a non-zero ideal. Then there are mazimal ideals p1,...,p, such that
pl .. .pr g a.

Proof. Suppose not and let a be a maximal counterexample. Clearly a is not a maximal ideal; otherwise
we could take p; = a. Since a is non-zero, we know that a is not prime. By Lemma [.20] it follows that
there are ideals b, ¢ such that bc C a but neither b nor ¢ is a subset of a. By replacing b and ¢ by

(b,a) ={b+a:beb,aca}l
(c,a) ={c+a:cec,aca}
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we may assume that b and ¢ both contain a. By the maximality of our counterexample, it follows that
we can find maximal ideals pq,...,p, and q1,...,qs such that

pr-prCb, gq1---qs Cc
Hence
pl...p’rql...qsgbcgla’

which gives the required contradiction. O
We also need the following technical lemma:
Lemma 4.40. Let a be a non-zero ideal of Ok . If x € K satisfies xa C a then x € Og.

Proof. Recall that O is a free finitely generated Z-module. Hence a C Oy is also a finitely generated
free Z-moduleﬂ say

a = Spang{ag,...,q.}.
Multiplication by x takes a to a, so we have
n
To; = ZC,‘JQJ‘, Ci,j € 7.
j=1

Hence if we let C = {¢; ;}, then

aq

(C—zL)| 1 | =0
a,

This means that = is an eigenvalue of C' and hence a root of the polynomial f(t) = det(¢tl. — C), so is
an algebraic integer. O

Definition 4.41. A fractional ideal of Ok is a subset of the form ¢~ 'a, where a is an ideal in Ok and
c € Ok 1is non-zero.

Example 4.42. For any r € Q, rZ is a fractional ideal of Z. However, the set
{5% :n €Z,m >0}
is not a fractional ideal of Z.

Lemma 4.43. (i) Every ideal in Ok is a fractional ideal.
(ii) A subset b of K is a fractional ideal if and only if (a) if x,y € b, then x+y € b (b is closed under
addition), (b) 60Ok C b, and (c) there exists ¢ € Ok such that cb C Ok.

Proof. (i) is clear. (ii) is on Course work 4.

Note 4.44. It is in fact clear that bOg = b.

Lemma 4.45. Ifb and ¢ are fractional ideals in K, then
be={z1y1 + -+ XTpyn :x; €b,y; €}

is a fractional ideal.

Proof. By definition, there exist ideals a ,0 in Ok and non-zero elements b, c € O such that b = b~la
and ¢ = d~10. By definition, bc = (bc)~1ad, so be is a fractional ideal. O

Definition 4.46. Let a be a non-zero ideal in O . Define
o' ={re K:ral Ok}
Example 4.47. Let a = (2) in Z. Then

1
—1

- -7
a4 2

Lof the same rank, as O /a is finite by Proposition m
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Example 4.48. Let K = Q(v/6), so O = Z[V6], i.e. 1,1/6 is an integral basis of K. Let p = (2,1/6).
Then

p~t={a:apCZ[V6]}
={z+yV6: 2,y € Q,(z+yv6)(2,V6) C Z[V6]}
={z+yv6:2,y € Q,2(z+yV6) € Z[V6] and V6(z+yv6) € Z[V6]}
:{x—&-y\/é:azye(@,?xEZ,2y€Z,xEZ76y€Z}
={z4+yV6:2€Z,2 €7}
Example 4.49. We have O;{1 = Og.

Remark 4.50. (i) Ifa C b, then b= Ca™!.
(ii) It is clear from the definition that Ok C a= 1.

1 is a fractional ideal. Moreover, if a # O,

Lemma 4.51. If a is any non-zero ideal in O, then a~
then a=t # O (i.e. a1 is strictly bigger than Ok ).

1 1

Proof. Let ¢ € a be non-zero. Then ca™" C Og, and a=" is clearly closed under addition and under
multiplication by Og, so a~! is a fractional ideal by Lemma m (ii).

Suppose now that a # Og. By Remark [4.50| it is sufficient to prove that a=! ¢ O when a is
maximal. Let ¢ € a\ {0}. Then by Lemma[4.39] there exist prime ideals p; such that (c) 2 py---p,. We
take r to be as small as possible. As a D (c), it follows that a 2 p; - - - p,-. Since a is maximal (and hence
prime), it follows that there exists i such that a O p;. Since p; is maximal by Corollary we know
that in fact a = p,. Without loss of generality ¢ = 1.

There are now two cases:

(1) r =1: then

a=(c) =p1,
so a”! = ¢! Ok, which is clearly bigger than O since c is not a unit.
(2) r > 1: Since r was chosen to be minimal, we know that (¢) 2 pa2---p,, so we can choose a
be€ps--p\ (c). We'll show that 2 € a™'\ Ok.
First note that

1

(b)a Cpi---pr C ()
As (c) = Ok, this shows that 2a C Ok and hence 2 € a=! by definition. As b ¢ (c), we have
% ¢ Ok, which finishes the proof.
(I

Proposition 4.52. Let p be any mazimal ideal in Ox. Then pp~ ' =p~'p = Ok.

Proof. Clearly p~'p C Of by definition of p~!. Therefore p~!p is an (integral) ideal. On the other
hand, since Oxg C p~! by Remark it follows that p C p~'p. By maximality of p we have either
p~Ip = Ox or p~'p = p. If the latter is the case then we have p~' C Ok by Lemma but this
contradicts Lemma [L.5T] O

We can now prove Theorem [4.20

Proof. Suppose that the statement of the theorem is not true, and let a be a maximal counterexample
in the sense of Remark Clearly a is not a maximal ideal, and hence not prime. On the other hand
a is contained in some maximal ideal p. As O C p~! by Remark we have

acpltacyplp=0k.
Hence p~'a is an (integral) ideal containing a. Furthermore, p~'a # a, since otherwise we would have
p~! C O by Lemma Since a was chosen to be a maximal counterexample, it follows that p~'a
can be factorized into prime ideals:
pla=prp
Hence by Proposition [4.52] we have
a=pp1---pr

which gives a contradiction. Hence every non-zero ideal can be factorised into a product of maximal
ideals. It remains to show that the factorisation is unique. Suppose that

Pr-oPr=101---0s.
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Clearly p1---p, C q1. Since g7 is prime it follows that p; C q; for some i. After reordering we may
assume i = 1. By maximality of p; we have p; = q;. Multiplying both sides by p~! we have

p2...p7,:q2...qs.

We can now proceed by induction. O
In view of Theorem [:20] it is natural to make the following definition:

Definition 4.53. Let a,b be ideals of Ox. Then a is a factor of b (write a|b) if there is an ideal ¢ such
that b = ac.

Corollary 4.54. If a,b are ideals in Ok, then a|b if and only if a O b.

Proof. If b = ac, then it is clear that b C a. Conversely suppose that b C a. Then there is a fractional
ideal ¢ such that b = ac. Since ac = b C a it follows from Lemma [£.40] that ¢ C Ok, so ¢ is an ideal. [

We can summarize the properties of the fractional ideals as follows:

Proposition 4.55. The non-zero fractional ideals of O form an abelian group under multiplication;
the identity element is the trivial ideal O . We denote this group by Z(K).

In order to prove this proposition, we need the following lemma:
Lemma 4.56. If a is a non-zero ideal of O, we have aa~' = O . Moreover, if a factorises as

a=pioopy,
where the p; are mazrimal, then
L

Proof. Suppose that there exists a non-zero ideal a such that aa™! # Og. Assume that a is a maximal
counterexample. Let p be a maximal ideal such that a C p. The
1

Ox Cp'Ca™l,
= aCap ' Caa ' COg.
In particular, the fact that ap~! C Og inplies that ap~! is an ideal. Now we cannot have a = ap~! by
Lemma and Lemma Hence a C ap~!, and the maximality condition on a implies that
ap~(ap~") ™ = Ox.
By the definition of a=!, this means that
plap™h) I Cat,
SO
Og =apY(ap™)"! Caa™! C Ok,
from which the result follows. X

Suppose now that a = py - - - p/,. Multiplying both sides with a=!p;"---p, ! and using that

aa t=piprt = =pup,t = Ok,

we deduce that

We can now prove Proposition [£.55]

Proof. By Lemma [£.45] the product of two fractional ideals is a fractional ideal, and multiplication is
clearly associative, with Ox being the identity element. Hence we just have to show that every element
has an inverse. Note that by Lemma |4.56} every ideal has a multiplicative inverse.

Let a be a fractional ideal. There is an « € Ok such that (x)a is an ideal. By Theorem we have
(x)a =pj - - p, for some maximal ideals py,...,p,. We can also factorise (x) as

() =q1--da
for some maximal ideals q;. Using Proposition [£.52} we see that

a=q; 9. pre by,
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so if we put

at=qp--- qspfl cep L
then aa~! = a~la = Og. (Note that the definition of a~! for a fractional ideal agrees reduces to the
formula in Lemma when a is an ideal.) g

4.5. The norm of ideals. We now want to develop some algorithms for factorising ideals in practise.
We start by learning how to calculate the norm of an ideal. Recall the definition: if a is a non-zero ideal
in Ok, define N(a) = |Og/a|. We first collect some properties of the norm.

Lemma 4.57. Let a be a non-zero ideal in Og. Then N(a) C a, i.e. a[(N(a)).
Proof. Course work 4. O
As a corollary, we obtain the following result:

Proposition 4.58. Let K be a number field. For any given positive integer n, there are only finitely
many ideals in Ok of norm n.

Proof. It follows from Lemma that if N(a) = n, then (n) C a, i.e. a|(n) by Corollary Now (n)
factorises as

(n) =p1--pr,
so a must factorise as the product of some of the p;. O

Remark 4.59. We will learn later how to determine all the ideals of a given norm. However, we first
need to develop some tools for calculating the norm of an ideal.

Proposition 4.60. If a,b are any two non-zero ideals in Ok, then
N(ab) = N(a)N(b).
Proof. Since b may be factorized into maximal ideals, it is sufficient to prove this in the case when b is
maximal. We have an isomorphism of additive groups:
Ox/a= (Ok/ab)/(a/ab).
Hence
N(a) = N(ab)/|a/ab|.

It is therefore sufficient to show that

N(b) = |a/ab].
Choose « € a '\ ab and consider the map

®:Og —ajab, &(z) = azx + ab.

We claim that this map induces an isomorphism

Ok /b = a/ab.
Since b is maximal, there are no ideals between a and ab. Hence a is generated by a and ab and @ is
surjective. On the other hand if 2 € b then ax € ab, so ®(z) = 0+ ab. This shows that b C ker(®).
Since b is maximal, the kernel is either b or Ox. However ®(1) = oo + ab # 0 + ab, so ker(®) = b. It
follows from the first isomorphism theorem that there is an isomorphism of additive groups

Ok /b= a/ab.
Hence N(b) = |a/ab|, which finishes the proof. O

Now recall the following theorem proved in another course:

Theorem 4.61. Let H be a subgroup of Z¢ such that |Z¢/H| < co. Then there exist ci,...,cq € 72
linearly independent such that

H = Spang{cy,...,cq}
Furthermore |Z¢/H| = | det(cy, .. . ,cq)l|-
Corollary 4.62. Suppose that K is a number field of degree n. Let a be a non-zero ideal in O . Then
there exist ay,...,a, such that

a = Spang(ai,...,an).
We call ay,...,a, a Z-basis of a.

Warning 2. A Z-basis of an ideal is not the same as a set of generators!
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Example 4.63. Consider the ideal (2) in Z[v/3]. Then 2, 2v/3 is a Z-basis of (2).

Example 4.64. Consider the ideal p = (2,1 — \/—17) in Z[v/—17]. By definition, the elements of p are
of the form 2(a + b/—17) + (1 — /—17)(c + dv/—17), where a, b, c,d € Z. Now

2(a+bV/=17) + (1 = V=17)(c + dv—17) = (2a + ¢ + 17d) + (2b — ¢ + d)v/—17)
=r+sv—17,

where r — s € 2Z, so r = s (mod 2). Clearly r can be any integer, and s can be any integer of the same
parity as r. It follows that

p={r+sV/-17:r,s€7Z, r=s (mod2)}
={r+(r+20V-17:7,c€Z}
={r(1 +V—17) +2¢V/ =17 : r,c € 7},
so 1 4+ +/—17,2v/—17 is a Z-basis of p.

Proposition 4.65. Let a be a non-zero ideal in O and let ay,...,a, be a Z-basis of a. Let by, ..., b,
be an integral basis of Ok . Let M be the change-of-basis matrix from aq,...,a, to by,...b,. Then
Alay, ..., an]

N(a) = [det ()] = | Tt

Proof. By Theorem we have

N(a) =|Ok/a| = |det M]|.
On the other hand, we have Alas,...,a,] = (det M)2A[by, ..., b,] by Corollary which implies the
result. (]

Example 4.66. Let p be as in the example above. What is N(p)? We know that 1,/—17 is an integral
basis of Z[v/—17]. The base-change matrix from 1,+/—17 to 1 + /—17,21/—17 is

11
(o 2)

N(p) = | det(M)] = 2.

We can also see this directly: if x € O — p, then © = r + s3/—17, where r £ s (mod 2), so x + 1 € p.
It follows that O /p has two elements, i.e. N(p) =2

so by Proposition we have

Proposition [1.65] has the following useful consequence:
Corollary 4.67. For any non-zero element a € Ok, we have N({a)) = |N(a)].
Proof. Course work 5. O

Example 4.68. Let o : K — C is an embedding, and suppose that o(K) = K. Clearly o restricts to a
map O — Ok and maps ideals to ideals. It follows that if a is an ideal then

N(oa) = |0Ok/oa| = [(Ok/oa| = |0(Ok /a)| = |Ok/a| = N(a).
For example, if K = Q(v/—3), then
N((2,1+V3)) = N((2,1 - V3)).
Hence
N((2,1+v3))? 2,1+ V3))N((2,1 - V3))

(
(2,1+v3)(2,1 - 3))
(
(2)

4,2 +2V3,2 — 2V/3,-2))
)

(
(
(
(

N
N
N
N
4,

and so N((?, 14 \/3)) = 2. We can often use this method to calculate norms.
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4.6. The norm of prime ideals. Let K be a number field, and let a C Ok be a non-zero ideal. Then
we can factorise a as a product of prime ideals,
a=9py--Pn-
As the norm is multipliciative, we have
N(a) = N(p1)--- N(pn).
The aim of this chapter is to develop some tools for calculating the norm of prime ideals. We start with

the following elementary observation:

Lemma 4.69. Let R C S be commutative rings with 1 and let p be a prime ideal of S. Then pN R is a
prime ideal of R.

Proof. Immediate from the definition. O

Definition 4.70. Suppose now that p is a non-zero prime ideal in O . The by Lemmal[{.69, pNZ is a
prime ideal in Z, so it is of the form pNZ = (p) for some prime number p. We say that p lies above p.
Proposition 4.71. If p is prime, then N(p) = p/ for some 1 < f <d=[K : Q).
Furthermore, there exist prime ideals p1,...,p, of Ox such that
POk =p7' ... Py
with N(p;) = pfi. Moreover, we have

d= i eifi.
i=1

Proof. If p lies above p then p € p. Hence (p) C p, i.e. p|(p), and it follows that N(p)|N((p)) =p?. O

Definition 4.72. In the notation of the proposition, the integer e; is the ramification index of p;, and
fi is the residue degree of p;.

(1) p is ramified in K if e; > 2 for some i.
(2) p is totally ramified if there is a unique prime p of Ok above p with ramification index d = [K : Q],
i.e. {p) =p?.

(3) p isinert in K if (p) is a prime ideal of Of.

(4) p splits completely in K if (p) is the product of d distinct prime ideals of O .
Theorem 4.73. (Dedekind’s Criterion) Let K be a number field, and suppose that Ok = Z|a] for some
element «. Let f(t) € Z[t] be the minimal polynomial of o over Q. Let p be a prime number, and let
f=f (mod p). Suppose that f(t) factorizes over F,[t] as

fszl 77?7”’
with fi(t) € Fp[t] monic and irreducible, and f; # f; unless i = j. Let f);(t) € Z[t] be a left of fi(t).
Then the ideal (p) in Ok factorizes as
)y =pi" b pi= s file)
Each ideal p; is mazimal and has norm pies fi. If i # j then p; # p;.
Remark 4.74. The condition O = 7Z[a] is equivalent to saying that {1,c,...,a? '} is an integral
basis. There is not always such an «, but often there is in the examples which we’ve seen.

The theorem can be generalized as follows: if K = Q(«) with « an algebraic integer, and p is a prime
which does not divide |Ok /Z[a], then the conclusion of the theorem holds.

Proof. First note that since Ox = Z[a], we have an isomorphism

Ok = Z[t)/{f), a—t+(f).

This implies that there is an isomorphism

(11) Ok /i = ZIt]/(f,p, fi) = Fplt]/(f. fi) = Fplt]/(fi)-
Since f; is irreducible in F,[t], it follows that (f;) is a maximal ideal in F,[t]. Hence F,[t]/(fi) is a field.
On the other hand this implies that Ok /p; is a field, so p; is a maximal ideal of Ok.

The norm of p; is the number of elements of F,[t]/(f;), which is equal to

(Fplt]/(Fi):Fp] — pa(fi)
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by Theorem Next note that

[Ivi < <p’ II fi(a)e"> :
=1 =1

On the other hand

f(a) =0 mod p,

Hfi(a)ei

so we have .
II#5 < @)
i=1

To prove that we have equality here, it is sufficient to prove that both sides of the equation have the

same norm. This is true since
-
e;
N []¥:
i=1

HN(Pi)ei

[
i=1

— pELleidegfi

= T i)

— p3<f>

p[K:Q]

= N((p))

It remains to show that the maximal ideals p; are distinct. Suppose that p; = p;. Then Ok /p; = O /p;,
which by is equivalent to

R A AU B )
In other words, them image of f;(t) in Fy[t]/(f;) is zero (and of course vice versa), i.e. f;|fi. As both f;
and f; are monic and irreducible, this implies that f; = f; and hence i = j. O

Corollary 4.75. Let K be a number field (of degree d) with ring of integers Ok = 7Z[0], and assume
that the minimal polynomial of 6 is Fisenstein at p. Then p is totally ramified in K.

Proof. Let f(t) be the minimal polynomial of § over Q. Then f(¢) = t? (mod p), so we deduce from
Theorem that (p) = p?, where p = (p, ). O

Example 4.76. Let K = Q(v/6), so Ox = Z[v/6]. The minimal polynomial of v/6 over Q is f(t) = t>—6.
Here are some values of f:

t |t*—6
0 -6
+1 -5
+2 -2
+3 3
+4 10
+5 19

From the table we see that f(t) factorizes modulo small primes as
t2?—6 = t>mod?2
2 mod 3
(t+ 1)(t —1) mod 5
= t?—6mod7
= t*—6mod 11.
By Theorem the small primes factorize in Ok as follows:
(2) = »3, p2 = (2,V6),
(3) = 3, ps = (3,V6),
(5) = Ppspb, ps=(5,V6+1), ps=(5v6-1).
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On the other hand (7) and (11) are prime in Of. The norms of the ideals are also given by the theorem:
N(p2) =2, N(ps)=3, N(ps)=N(p5) =5 N((7)) =49, N((11)) = 121.
Example 4.77. Let K = Q(3/2); we have already seen that then O = Z[/2], so we can apply Theorem

4.73l The minimal polynomial of V/2 is f(t) = t3 — 2. To factorize this modulo primes p, we make a
table of values of f:

t |32

(1) :? -2 = t3mod?2

1! =3 = (t+1)> mod 3

2 6 = (t+2)(t?+3t+4) mod5

-2 —-10 _ .3

3 95 = t°—2mod?7

-3 =29
<2>:p§; P2:<2, \7§>> N<p2):2
<3>:p§a P2:<37\3/§+1>7 N(pS):3
(5) = pshas, ps = (5, V2 +2), N(ps) =5

P25 = <5, 2’ +3€ﬁ+4>, N(pas) = 25,

(7) is maximal N({(7)) =73

4.7. Factorisation of ideals. We are now able to factorize an ideal a of O into maximal ideals:

Calculate N(a) and factorize it into primes.

For each prime p dividing N(a), factorize (p) into maximal ideals of Ok;

Write down all ideals whose norm is equal to the norm of a (this is a finite list);

To find out which factorization is correct, use the principle: p|a if and only if the generators of
a are in p.

Example 4.78. Again let K = Q(+/6) as above. We factorize the ideal (12 + 7+/6). First note that
N(12+ 7v6) = 144 — 6 x 49 = 144 — 294 = —150,
so Corollary implies that

N((12+7V6)) =150 = 2 x 3 x 5°.

However we already calculated the maximal ideals above 2, 3 and 5, namely

<2> = p§7 p2 = <2a \/6>7
<3> = pga p3 = <35 \/6>a
(5) = psbs, ps = (5,V6+1), ps=(5,V6—1)

where
N(p2) =2,  N(ps) =3,  N(ps) = N(p5)=5.
Hence there are three ideals of norm 150:
paPsPs,  PabsPshs,  Papaph.

Since psp5 = (5) and 12 4 7+/6 is not a multiple of 5, is follows that (12 4 7v/6) # papspsps. We are left
with two possibilities. Since 1247v/6 = 5+7(14/6), it follows that 12+7/6 € ps, and so p5|(12—|—7\/5>.
Hence

(12 4+ 7V/6) = papsps.

Example 4.79. Consider K = Q(v/3), so Ox = Z[v/3]. We want to factorise the ideals (3) and (10)
into irreducibles. The minimal polynomial of v/3 is f(t) = t* — 3, so

f(t)=t* (mod 3).
By Theorem it follows that p = (3) + (v/3) = (v/3) is prime in O, and
(3) = (V3).
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Now 10 =2-5, so (10) = (2)(5). Let us decompose (2) and (5) into irreducibles. We have

f)=t2+1=(t+1)* (mod 2),
so if we let g(t) =t + 1, then Dedekind’s criterion states that the ideal

q=(2)+(V3+1)

is prime in Og. Now

g={22+ (1 +V3)y:a,y €Ok}

=(2,14+V3).
We therefore deduce from Theorem .73 that
(2)=q> = N((2)) =4=N(q)?

so N(q) = 2. Finally, f(¢) is irreducible (mod 5), so Dedekind’s criterion implies that (5) is a prime

ideal in Ok . Hence
(10) = (2)(5) = q*(5).

We want to determine all ideals in Z[v/3] which have norm 50. By Corollary we have N((5)) = 25.
Suppose now that N(b) = 50. By Lemma this implies that

b[(50) = (2)(5)” = 4*(5)°,
S0

b=q"(5)°
for some r, s € {0,1,2}. Now
N(b) = N(q)"N((5)) =2"25°,
so we deduce that » = s = 1, and the only ideal in Z[v/3] of norm 50 is b = (2,1 + v/3)(5).
5. AN EXTENDED EXAMPLE: RAMIFICATION IN QUADRATIC FIELDS

5.1. The Legendre symbol.

Definition 5.1. Let p > 3 be a prime number, and let a € Z be comprime to p. Then a is a quadratic
residue (mod p) if there exists x € Z such that x*> = a (mod p).
Example 5.2.
e 3 is a quadratic residue (mod 13), since 4> = 16 = 3 (mod 13).
e 2 is not a quadratic residue (mod 3).
Lemma 5.3. Let p > 3 be a prime number, and let a € Z be comprime to p. Then the following are
equivalent:
(1) a is a quadratic residue (mod p)
(2) afT =1 (mod p).

Proof. Suppose first that a is a quadratic residue (mod p), so 22 = a (mod p) for some x € Z. Then
Fermat’s little theorem implies that 2P~ = 1 (mod p), and hence

o' = (552)?%l =1 (mod p).

Conversely, assume that a*z = 1 (mod p). Now the group (Z/pZ)* is cyclic, and let g € Z be a
generator, so a = g" (mod p) for some r > 0. Then

(9") =1 (modp).

Since g has order p — 1 in (Z/pZ)*, we have (p — 1)|rE5%, so /2 is an integer, which implies that
a=(g5) (modp),

i.e. a is a quadratic residue. O

Definition 5.4. Let p be a prime, and let a € Z. Define the Legendre symbol

1 if pta and a is a quadratic residue  (mod p)
(a> =¢-1 if pta and a is not a quadratic residue  (mod p)
b 0 ifpla
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Example 5.5. We have (%) =1 and (%) =—1.
Lemma 5.6. Let p > 3 be prime, and let a,b € Z.

(1) (Euler’s lemma) (%) =a"z (mod p);

ab) _ (a b).

@ ($)= () ()

(8) if a=b (mod p), then (%) = (%).
Proof. (i) By Fermat’s little theorem, we have a?~! =1 (mod p), so p divides

a?~t—1= (a%—1> (ap2;1+1>,

ie. a"T = +1 (mod p) . But by Lemma a is a quadratic residue (mod p) if and only if 7 =1

(mod p), which finishes the proof.

(ii) Since
(otb)pT_1 = ap%lpr_l,
part (i) implies that (%’) = (%) (%) (mod p). But both sides are in {£1}, so they must be equal.
(iii) Clear. O
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