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Chapter 2

The Weierstrass Preparation Theorem and
applications

In this chapter we start by stating and proving the Weierstrass Preparation Theo-
rem. This theorem has some deep consequences for the local structure of holomorphic
and real analytic functions, and we begin the presentation of these ideas in this chapter.

2.1 The Weierstrass Preparation Theorem

We now turn to one of the most important structural results for holomorphic and
real analytic functions, the Weierstrass Preparation Theorem. In this section we shall
setup, state, and prove the result. In subsequent sections we shall how the Weierstrass
Preparation Theorem lends a great deal of algebraic structure to holomorphic or real
analytic functions.

As with Chapter 1, in this chapter we work simultaneously with real and complex
functions, and so use the notation of the previous chapter to handle this.

2.1.1 The setup for the Weierstrass Preparation Theorem

The Weierstrass Preparation Theorem is concerned with the behaviour of holomor-
phic or real analytic functions in one of the variables of which they are a function. It is
useful to have some notation for this. We let U C " be a neighbourhood of 0and V C F
be a neighbourhood of 0. A typical point in U we shall denote by x and a typical point
in V we shall denote by y. We are interested in functions in CrlU x V) (for F = C) or
CY(Ux V) for F = R). If a holomorphic or real analytic function f: U x V — F admits
a power series expansion valid on all of U X V, then we will write this power series

expansion as
fay =Y. Y fixy.

I€Z] j=0

Let us define a particular class of real analytic function where its character in one
of the variables is polynomial.

2.1.1 Definition (Weierstrass polynomial) Let U XV C " X F be a neighbourhood of (0, 0).
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A holomorphic or real analytic function W: U XV — F is a Weierstrass polynomial of
degree k if there exists holomorphic or real analytic functions wy, w;, ..., wk-1: U = F
satisfying

(i) wi0)=0,j€{0,1,...,k},

(i) W(x,y) = v + -+ + w1(0)y + wo(x) for all (x,y) € U X V. 3

The following technical lemmata will be helpful when we subsequently work with
the Weierstrass Preparation Theorem. We first provide a class of analytic functions
satisfying the hypotheses of the Weierstrass Preparation Theorem.

Definition (Normalised function) For an open subset U X V C F" X I, a holomorphic
or real analytic function f: U — I is normalised if, in a neighbourhood of (0, 0),

flx,y) = Z i Ofl,jxlyj,

Iz, j=0

where ago = g1 = -+ = ag-1 = 0 and apx = 1 for some k € Z,. °

The following lemma says that many functions are, in fact, normalisable in a simple
manner.

Lemma (Functions satisfying the hypotheses of the Weierstrass Preparation
Theorem) Let UxV C F"xXFandletfy,. .., fi: U — F be nonzero functions with the property
that £(0,0) = 0,j € {1,...,k}. Then there exists a unitary transformation i: F™*1 — Fn+!

such that f; = tio,j € {1,...,k}, are normalised. Consequently, there exist Ey, ..., Ey,

analytic in a neighbourhood U XV’ of (0, 0) and nonzero at (0, 0), and Weierstrass polynomials

Wi, ..., Wy analytic in W such that Y*fi(x,y) = Ej(x, y)Wj(x,y) for all (x,y) € W X V".
Proof We first claim that there exists an open subset of unit vectors u € F"*! such that
the functions a — fi(au), j € {1,...,k}, are not identically zero in a neighbourhood of 0.
We prove this by induction on k. For k = 1, suppose otherwise and let u € F"*! be a
unit vector. Then there exists a neighbourhood V of u in the unit sphere S" C F"*! and
€ € R, such that fi(av) = 0 for v € V and a € (—¢,€). By the Identity Theorem it follows
that f; is identically zero, contradicting our hypotheses. Thus there is some u; € S" such
that the function a — fi(au;) is not identically zero in a neighbourhood of 0. Moreover,
there is a neighbourhood U, of u#; in S" such that a = fi(au) is not identically zero in a
neighbourhood of 0 for every u € U;. Now suppose the claim holds for k € {1,...,m}
and let fi, ..., fu+1 satisfy the hypotheses of the lemma. By the induction hypothesis there
exists an open set U, of S" such that the functions a — fi(au), j € {1,...,m}, are not
identically zero in a neighbourhood of 0 for each u € U,,. By our argument above for
k =1, there can be no open subset of U, such thata — f,.1(au) is not identically zero in a
neighbourhood of 0 for all # € U,,. This gives our claim.

By our claim, let u € F"*! be such that none of the functions a — f;(au) are identically
zero in a neighbourhood of 0. Now let : F**1 — F"*! be a unitary transformation for
which ¢(e,+1) = u. Note that " f;(0,y) = fj(y(es+1)) = fi(au). Therefore, the function
y = ¢" (0, y) is not identically zero in a neighbourhood of 0 for each j € {1, ..., k}. One can
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readily see that this implies that the functions ¢*fi, ..., {" fi satisfy the same hypotheses
as the function “A” from the Weierstrass Preparation Theorem. [

2.1.4 Lemma (Products of real analytic functions involving Weierstrass polynomials)
Let U xV C F* X IF be a neighbourhood of (0,0) and suppose that f,g, W € C*(U X V). The
following statements hold:

(i) if fis a polynomial iny i.e.,
f(x,y) = fi()y* + - -+ + f1(x)y + fo (%) (2.1)

for some holomorphic or real analytic functions £;: U — F,j € {0,1,...,k}, if Wisa
Weierstrass polynomial, and if £ = gW, then g is a polynomial in 'y, i.e.,

g0 y) = gmJy™ + -+ + g1(x)y + go(x) (2.2)
for holomorphic or real analytic functions g;: U — F,j € {0,1,...,m};

(i) if W is a Weierstrass polynomial, if f and g are polynomials in 'y, i.e., f and g are as
in (2.1) and (2.2), respectively, and if W = fg, then there exists holomorphic or real
analytic functions E, F: W — F such that E(0) # 0 and F(0) # 0 and such that Ef and
Fg are Weierstrass polynomials.

Proof (i) Since the coefficient of the highest degree term of y in W is 1, i.e., a unit in
C?(U), and since f is a polynomial in y, we can perform polynomial long division to write
f = QW + R where the degree of R as a polynomial in y is less than that of W and where
Qis a polynomial in y [Hungerford 1980, Theorem III.6.2]. By the uniqueness assertion of
the Weierstrass Preparation Theorem, since f = ¢W, we must have ¢ = Qand R = 0. In
particular, g is a polynomial in y.

(i) Let k and m be the degrees of f and g, i.e., fx and g, are nonzero in (2.1) and (2.2).
Let r be the degree of W. Then we must have

Y =W(0,y) = £(0,1)8(0,y) = fu(0)gm(0)y**™,

implying that f;(0) and g,,(0) are nonzero, and so f; and g, are invertible in a neighbour-
hood of 0. Thus the result follows by taking E(x) = fk(x)‘1 and F(x) = gm(x)‘l. ]
2.1.2 The Weierstrass Preparation Theorem

With the previous section as...er...preparation, we can state the Weierstrass
Preparation Theorem, following [Krantz and Parks 2002, Theorem 6.1.3].

2.1.5 Theorem (Weierstrass Preparation Theorem) Let Us XV C F" X be a neighbourhood
of (x,0) and suppose that the holomorphic or real analytic function A: Ux X Vo — is given by

Axy)= Y Y Axly,  (xy)€Urx Vs,

172, j=0

where
Agpo=Ap1=-=Agx-1=0, Ao =1

for some k € Z. Then the following statements hold:
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(i) if B: Ug X Vg — F has a convergent power series in a neighbourhood Ug X Vg of (0,0),
then there exist unique holomorphic or real analytic functions Q: Ug X Vo — F and
R: Ur X Vg — F defined on neighbourhoods Ug X Vg and Ug X Vg, respectively, of (0,0)
such that

(a) Q and R are represented by power series

Qxy) = ) Z Quxy,  (xy)€Uox Vo,

IeZy, j=0

R(X, Y) = Z Z RI,ijyj/ (X, Y) € UR X VR,

172, j=0

where Ry; = 0 for all 1 € 72 and j > k and
(b) B(x,y) = Q(x,y)A(x,y) + R(x,y) for all x € U C Ux N Up N Ug N Ug and
erQVAﬂVBﬂVQﬂVR;
(ii) there exist unique holomorphic or real analytic functions W: Uy X Vw — F and
E: Ug X Vg — F defined on neighbourhoods Uw X Vw and Ug X Vg, respectively, of
(0, 0) such that
(a) W is a Weierstrass polynomial of degree k,
(b) E(0,0) # 0, and
(c) E(x,y)A(x,y) = W(x,y) forallx € L CUsNUgNUwandy € V C VANVgNVy.

Proof We store the following lemma for later use, using the notation that if I, | € Z{ then
J <Iif jy <i,foreachke(l,..., n}.

1 Lemma Let a,b € Ryo withb < aand let 1 € ZJ ) be such that iy = 0 for some k € {1,...,n}.
Then )
n-1

|]| It
0 Y5 < org(z) and

J<I
]k<1k

|]| b I}
(i) Z (r;ab)n( ) ’

J<I
i<l

Proof Let us prove the first statement. Note that for a # 1 and r € Z-( we have

r T

r+1 _
(a—1)2a5:a/+1—1 = Zoﬁ:“ ! (2.3)

a-—1
s=0 s=0
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Using this fact we compute

al (S a1 avin) - @/b) —1 75 (a/byit! —1
L) :(Z(E) )(H L) )): -1 L a1
I#k

j{ik Je=0 0
b|1|+n (a/b)’k -1 n (a/b)i’ﬂ -1 b (Zik _ bik n gl — bz‘,+1
Cp @) -1 41 @b -1 bl a-b L1 a-b
Ik Ik

b alk n lz+1 b a”'*" 1 ba™1 .l
|1|a—bHa— plll (a — b)" (a—b)n(E)'

as desired.
The second assertion of the lemma follows from the first after noting that

N - N
;‘(E) = ka ;(5) : v
i<l iy

Now we proceed with the proof of the first assertion of the theorem. Let us write

B(x,y) = Z Z BL]'nyj, (x,v) € Up X Vp.

ezl j=0

Let us first show that, at the level of formal power series, there exist unique formal power
series in indeterminates & = (&1,...,&,) and 1

(o9 o0

I j I

Y Y Qe Y Y Ry,
1€zt j=0 Izt j=0

with Rj; = 0 for I € ZI  and j > k and such that, at the level of formal power series,
B = QA + R. Note that the formula B = QA + R reads

j
Brj=Y Y QuArjjm+Riy,  I€Zly, je . 2.4)

J<I m=0

For j = k, using the fact that R, = 0 for all I € Z

>0

k k
By = Z Z QymAr-jk-m = Qro + Z Z QimA1-k=m/

J<I m=0 JelI m=0
[J1<H]

the formula (2.4) reads

since Agx = 1. Thus

k
Q10 = Brx — Z Z QimAr-jk-m/ L€ Z, (2.5)
JelI m=0
J1=I1]
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From this we infer that Q;p is determined uniquely from A and B, and the set of Qj,
where [ <[, |J| < |I|, and m € {0,1,...,k}. A particular case of the formula (2.5) is

Qo,0 = By (2.6)

Therefore, starting from (2.6), we can recursively and uniquely define Qo forall I € Z
Now take j = k +1in (2.4) for | € Z~o. Then we have, using the fact that R; ; = 0 for j > k,

k+l1 k+l1 k+1
By = Z Z QmAr-[f+l-m Z QrmAoj+1-m Z Z QmAr-[tl-m
J<I m=0 J<I m=0
[JI<H|
k+l1
=Qn+ Z Q1mAojr1-m + 2 Z QrmA1-[k+1-m
J<I m=0
1<l

using the fact that Agj = 0 for j € {0,1,...,k} and Agx = 1. Thus we have

k+l1

Q11 = B — Z QLmAoks1-m Z Z QrmA1-Jk+1-m (2.7)

J<I m=0
(JI<Il

for I € ZL, and | € Z>(. From this we infer that we can solve uniquely for Q;;, I € Z,
l € Zsg, i m terms of A and B, and the set of Qj,, with ] < I, |J| < |I|, and m € {0,1,. k}
When I = 0, in particular, the formula (2.7) reads

-1

Qo1 = Bojks1 — Z Qo,mA0 f+1-m/
m=0

showing that we can recursively define Qq; for I € Z.o. Then (2.7) can be recursively
applied to determine Q;; for I € ZZ j and | € Z¢. Finally, for I € Z’;O andj€1{0,1,...,k-1},
we can directly apply (2.4) to obtam

J
Rpj =B - Z Z QpmAi-j-m = Brj — Z QrmAo,j-m — Z Z QpmAI-],j—m

J<I m=0 J<I m=0
1<l
i
=By - Z Z QymAr-]j-m.s (2.8)
J<I m=0
1<

using the fact that Ag; = 0 for j € {0,1,...,k — 1} and Agx = 1. Thus R;; is uniquely
determined from those for A and B, and from the set of Qj,, with | < I, |J| < [I|, and
me{0,1,...,k—1}.

The preceding computations show that formal power series exist for Q and R such
that (2.4) holds. It remains to show that the resulting power series for Q and R converge.
By Theorem 1.1.17 there exists b, c € R such that

max{|Ayjl, B jl} < b, TeZl, je L.
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Let @, B,y € R5o be chosen so thata > b, 8,y > ¢, and

bck

1 bck+1 1 nbﬁk+1 ,)/n—l 1
<z <z, <.
a 3 B-c 3 F1B-c)(y—cor 3
We claim that ‘
Qijl <apiyll,  TeZl, jeLs. (2.9)
We prove this by induction on |I| + j. By (2.6) we have
1Qool = Boxl <b < a,

giving (2.9) for [I| + j = 0. Now assume that (2.9) holds for I € Zsg and j € Zxg such that
Il +j=r-1. Thenletl € Z’;O and j € Zxg be such that |I| + j = r. By (2.7) we have

|QI | < bC|I|+k+] + Zaﬁmylllbckﬂ "oy Z kzﬂ‘aﬁmylllbclll [Jl+k+j—m
™™
o (S 0 T (MBS )
a ‘7 y p e pl iy’ ediel edic
i<

By definition of @ and since ,y > ¢,
bck oyige\l 1
ey <L
Using (2.3) we compute
. j-1 . )
ey, o By _ ey c Bl =1 1=
()bc () (ﬁ)bc (ﬁ/c)—l_bc 5 pc
k+1 1 ﬁ] < bkt 1
ﬁ] p—c B- < 3
By (2.3) and the lemma above we compute
PN sy Pl el (/)R =1 neyn=1 i
CICENERONORROIO S e

1<l

‘Bk+1 ﬁk+j+l — ck+i+l an/”_l

T gk pc (o
ﬁk+1 YlC)/n 1 1
c"(ﬁ - ) (y - o) K

Combining the previous three estimates we obtain

Q| < apyM,
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asin (2.9).

Now, given that (2.9) holds, we claim that Q;;, [ € Z>O, ] € Z3o, defines a convergent
power series. To see this, let A € (0,1) and let r, p € R.o be chosen so that 73, py = A. If
(x,y) € F" X F satisfy |xj| <7, j€({1,...,n},and |y| < p, then

Z ZIQI;IIxI lyl < Z Z Za(rﬁ)f(py)m Z Z aA™ = i (n +m)oc/\’”.

IeZf, j=0 m=0I€Z5,, j=0 m= Ojeznﬂ
[Il=m |JI=m

This last series converges by the ratio test. Therefore, the series

2 i Qux'y’

IeZ] j=0

converges for (x,y) satisfying |x;| < r, j € {1,...,n}, and |y| < p. Since Q is analytic,
R = B — QA is also real analytic, and so the power series for R also converges. This gives
the first part of the theorem.

For the second part of the theorem, define B(x,y) = y*. Then apply the first part
of the theorem to give Q and R such that B = QA + R in a neighbourhood of (0,0).
Then define W = B—R and E = Q. Clearly W = EA. Since By = 1, by (2.6) we have
Q(0,0) = Qoo =1 # 0. If we apply (2.8) with I = 0 we have Rg; = By for j € {1,...,n},
giving Wo ; = 0 for j € {1,...,n}. Therefore, noting that R; ; = 0 for j > k.

k
W y) =) ) (Bij— Ry,

j=0 [eZ2,
10

which shows that W is a Weierstrass polynomial. |

2.2 Review of relevant algebra

In this section we provide an overview of the definitions and theorems from algebra
of which we shall make use. A good reference for much of this is [Hungerford 1980].

2.2.1 Unique factorisation domains

In this section we review some facts about unique factorisation domains. The key
notion is the definition is the following.

2.2.1 Definition (Irreducible element) In an integral domain R, a element r is irreducible if
it is a nonzero nonunit, and if it is not a product of two nonunits. °

We can now give the definition of a unique factorisation domain.
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Definition (Unique factorisation domain) A unique factorisation domain is an inte-
gral domain R such that:

(i) ifr € Risnonzero and not a unit, then there exists irreducible elements f;, ..., fi €
Rsuchthatr=f--- f

(i) if, for irreducible elements fi,..., fr,g1,...,& € R, we have f1---fy = ¢1--- g1,
then k = [ and there exists 0 € &, such that f;|g,(;) and g,(;|f; foreach j € {1,..., k}.

The first part of the definition tells us that every nonzero element of R that is not a
unit is expressible as a product of irreducibles. The second part of the definition tells
us that the expression as a product of irreducibles is unique up to order and the factors
differing by a unit. It is often convenient to eliminate the ambiguity of knowing the
irreducible factors only up to multiplication by units. Let us denote by %y the set of
irreducible elements of a commutative unit ring. In .#g define a relation by p; ~ p»
if p» = up; for some unit u. The following definition develops some terminology
associated to this.

Definition (Selection of irreducibles) Let R be a commutative unit ring and let .#5 be
the set of irreducible elements in R, with ~ the equivalence relation described above.
A selection of irreducibles is a map P: (#/gr/ ~) — /g such that P([p]) € [p]. We shall
denote a selection of irreducibles P by (p,)sea, Wwhere Ag = #g/ ~ and where p, = P(a).

®

The following result encapsulates why the notion of a selection of irreducibles is
valuable.

Proposition (Unique factorisation determined by selection of irreducibles) If R
is a unique factorisation domain and if (Pa)acan 1S a selection of irreducibles, then, given a
nonzero nonunit r € R, there exists unique pa,, ..., Pa, € (Pa)acag and a unique unit u € R
such that r = up,, - - Pa,-

Proof Let fi,..., fi be irreducibles such that r = f;--- fy. For j € {1,...,k}, define Pa; €

{ra | a € AR} so that Pa; € [fi]. Then f; = Ujpa, for some unit u; € R, j € {1,...,k}. Then we

have

F =1 Uay e Pay

giving the existence part of the result. Now suppose that

r=UPg - Pa = M’Pa{ .. .pa},fl (210)

are two representations of the desired form. Since (upa,)pa, - - pa, and (' pa; )pa, - - Pa;, are
two factorisations by irreducibles, we immediately conclude that k’ = k. For convenience,
let us define f; = up,,, f; = Paj, j€{2,...,k},and fl’ = u’pﬂi, fj’ = pa}, j€{2,...,k}. Wecan
then assert the existence of 0 € & such that fj’ = 0ifo(j, J €{1,...,k}, for units vy, ..., v. By
the definition of a selection of irreducibles, foreach j € {1, ..., k} we have f] ! =v; fa(]-) = Wjpy,
for a unit w; and P, € (Pa)acan- Now we have a few cases.
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/A ’ — — . ]
1. fi = u'py =v1fi = v1up,,: In this case we have

H'Pa; = UD1Pa;, = W1Pp, -
We conclude that py ~ pa, ~ pp,, implying that p = ps, = py,. We also conclude that
u = uv = w.
2. fl=u'pa = foq1) = Payq, for o(1) # 1: Here we have

’
WP, = U1Pasqy) = WPy,

and as above we conclude that py = py,,,) = pp, and v’ = v1 = wy.

3. fj’ = pa, = vifi = vjupr = wjpy, for j # 1: Here we conclude that Pa = P1 = py, and
1gr = vjU = W;.

4. f].’ = Pu = Vifo(j) = VjPa; = Wjpp, for j # 1 and o(j) # 1: In this case we conclude that
pu} = pa]. = pbj and 1 = Uj = w;j.

We then see that pg; -+ pa = Payg) " - Paygy, and we immediately conclude from (2.10) that

u’ = u, and this completes the proof of uniqueness. |

For unique factorisation domains we have the following valuable characterisation
of primes and irreducibles.

2.2.5 Proposition (Primes and irreducibles in unique factorisation domains) If R is be
a unique factorisation domain, then the following three statements concerning p € R are
equivalent:

(i) p is prime;
(i) p is irreducible;
(iii) if dlp then either d is a unit or d = up for a unit u.
Proof The first two assertions we prove are valid for general integral domains.

(i) = (ii) Suppose that p is prime and that p = ab. Then p|(ab) and since p is prime,
without loss of generality we can assert that pla. Thus a = gp for some g4 € R. Then
p = ab = aqp which implies that ag = 1g. Thus a is a unit, and so p is irreducible.

(if) = (iii) Let p be irreducible and suppose that d|p so that (p) C (d). Therefore, since
p is irreducible, we have (p) = (d) or (d) = R. In the first case we have p|d, and so p = ud for
some unit #. In the second case, d is a unit.

(iif) = (i). Suppose that p|(ab) and that p satisfies (iii). Using the properties of a unique
factorisation domain, write p = f; ... f; for irreducibles fi, ..., f. It follows from (iii) that
k = 1 since irreducibles are not units. Now write

a=9g..-8 b:hlhm
for irreducibles g1, ..., g1, h1,. .., hym. Then there exists r € R such that
T’fl :gl---glhl---hm-

Now write r as a product of irreducibles: 7 = s1 - - -s;. Then

Sl“'sqfl Zgl...glhl...hm.
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Using the definition of a unique factorisation domain we conclude that, for some a €
{g1,...,8,h1,...,hy}, we have fila and a|f;. This allows us to conclude that either pla or
plb. Thus p is prime. [ ]

The following property of unique factorisation domains will be useful for us in
Proposition 2.3.6 where we show that a certain ring is not a unique factorisation
domain.

2.2.6 Proposition (Ascending principal ideals in unique factorisation domains) For a
unique factorisation domain R and for a sequence (1;)icz., of principal ideals such that |; C |y,
j € Zso, there exists N € Zq such that |; = Iy for all j > N.

Proof Let (pa)acayn be a selection of irreducibles. Let |; = (r;) so that rj,1|r; for each j € Zo.
Then the factors from (ps)seap for rj are also factors for r1. Since R is a unique factorisation
domain, r1 has finitely many factors from (p,)se45- This means that the factors from (ps)seag
of rj must agree with those of 7,1 for all sufficiently large j. Thus there exists N € Z( such
that r; = u;ry for j > N and where u;, j > N, are units. Thus |; = |y for j > N. [ ]

Let us now examine polynomial rings over unique factorisation domains.

2.2.7 Definition (Primitive polynomial) Let R be a unique factorisation domain and let
A=Y a8 €RIE]
(i) A content of A is a greatest common divisor of {ap, a1, ..., ax}.
(i) A is primitive if it has a content that is a unit in R. )

We now record some results about polynomials over unique factorisation domains.
We need a little warm up before getting to the main statement.

2.2.8 Definition (Fraction field) Let R be an integral domain and define an equivalence
relation ~in R X (R \ {Ogr}) by

(r,s) ~(r,s’) & rs'—r's=0g

The set of equivalence classes under this equivalence relation is the fraction field of R,
and is denoted by Fr. The equivalence class of (7, s) is denoted by :. .

The statement of the next result concerning polynomials over a unique factorisation
domainrelies on the fact that the polynomial ring over an integral domain Ris naturally
a subset of the polynomial ring over the fraction field Fg.

2.2.9 Proposition (Properties of polynomials over unique factorisation domains) Let R
be a unique factorisation domain with Fg its fraction field. Then the following statements hold
for polynomials A, B € R[&] € Fgr[&].

(i) A = caA’ where cp is a content of A and A’ € R[E] is primitive;
(i) if ca and cp are contents of A and B, respectively, then cacg is a content of A - B;
(iii) if A and B are primitive, then A - B is primitive;
(iv) if A and B are primitive, then A|B and B|A in R[E] if and only if A|B and B|A in Fr[&];
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(v) if A is primitive and if deg(A) > O, then A is irreducible in R[E] if and only if it is
irreducible in Fr[&].
Proof (i) Write A = Z]];O ajéj and writea; = cAa;. forj€{0,1,...,k}. Then the result follows
by taking A" = ZI;:O a}éj .
(i) By part (i), write A = c4A” and B = cgB’ for A’ and B’ primitive. If ¢’ is a content for
A’ - B’, it is easy to see that cycpc’ is a content for A - B = (coA’) - (cgB’). Thus it suffices to
show that ¢’ is a unit, i.e., that A’ - B’ is primitive. Suppose that A’ - B’ is not primitive and
writeC=A"-B = (¢ = ZI;-:O a}bl’(_].)kezzo, where A’ = (a})jeZZo and B’ = (b})jEZzo‘ Suppose
that p € Ris irreducible and that p|c; for all j. If ¢4 is a content for A” we have p { c4- since
c4s is a unit. Similarly, p t cg where cp is a content for B’. Now define

na = inf{l € {0,1,...,deg(A)} | pla;, jelo1,.... 01, ptay,
ng = infll € {0,1,..., deg(B)} | plb), j€{0,1,..., 1, ptbj).

Note that plc;;,, +1, , and since

’ b/ + a/ ’

1y ’ ’
Crnyprtng = aobnA/+nB/ +---t+a b 1 + anA/ Ny nar+1"ng -1

I4 /
14 =175+ teeeta by,

Npr+npgr

’

play, by, ., which implies that plaj, , or p|b;, , since irreducibles are prime in unique factori-
sation domains (Proposition 2.2.5). This implies that either A’ or B is not primitive.

(iif) This follows directly from part (ii) since the product of units is again a unit.

(iv) Since R C Fp, it is clear that if A|B and B|A in R, then A|B and B|A in Fg. Now
suppose that B|A in FR. Then A = U - B where U € Fg[£] is a unit. This means that U = u
for some u € Fg, and ;et us write u = § for a,b € R with b # Or. We thus have bA = aB.
Since A and B are primitive, if c4 and cp are contents for A and B, respectively, these must
be units. Therefore, both b and bc,4 are contents for bA and both a and acp are contents for
aB. This means that a = bv for a unit v € R so that bA = bvB. Since R[] is an integral
domain, this implies that A = vB for a unit v € R. Now, A|B and B|A in R[£] since v is also
a unit in R[&].

(v) Suppose that A is not irreducible in Fg[{] and write A = B - C for Fgr[£] both
nonunits. Ee must therefore have deg(B), deg(C) > 1. Write

foraj, b; € Rwithb; # Or for j € {0,1,...,k}and forcj,d; € Rwithd; # Og for j € {0,1,...,I}.
Write b = bob; - - - by and for j € {0,1, ..., k} define

bj = byby -+ bj1bjs1 -+~ by

Define B’ = Zl;:o El]'l;]'(fj € R[&] and write B’ = cg'B” where cp is a content of B’ and where
B” is primitive, by part (i). A direct computation then shows that B = %RB’ = %’B". An
entirely similar computation gives C = “C” where ¢ € R and C” € R[£] is primitive.
Therefore, since A = B - C, we have bdA = cpiccB” - C”. Since A and B” - C” are primitive,
the latter by part (ii), it follows that both bd and cp ¢ are contents for A. Thus bd = ucpcc
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for a unit u € R. Thus bdA = bduB” - C"”, or A = uB” - C”. Since deg(B”’) = deg(B) > 1 and
deg(C”) = deg(C) > 1, this implies that A is not irreducible in R[£].

Now suppose that A is irreducible in Fr[£] and write A = B-C for B, C € R[] € Fg[£].
Thus either B or C must be a unit in Fr[£], and so we must have either deg(B) = 0 or
deg(C) = 0. Suppose, without loss of generality, that deg(B) = 0 so that B = by € R\ {0}.
Then, if cc is a content for C, bocc is a content for A = B - C. Since A is primitive, bocc must
be a unit, and so, in particular, by must be a unit in R. Thus B is a unit in R[£], showing
that A is irreducible in R[&]. [ |

Now, using the proposition, we can prove our main result concerning the factori-
sation properties of polynomials over unique factorisation domains.

2.2.10 Theorem (Polynomial rings over unique factorisation domains are unique fac-
torisation domains) If R is a unique factorisation domain, then R[&] is a unique factorisation
domain.

Proof Let A € R[] be a nonzero nonunit. If deg(A) = 0 then A is an element of R under
the natural inclusion of R in R[£]. In this case, A possesses a factorisation as a product
of irreducibles since R is a unique factorisation domain. Now suppose that deg(A) > 1,
and by Proposition 2.2.9(i) write A = cyA” where c4 € R is a content of A and where A’
is primitive. If c4 is not a unit then write c4 = ca1---ca; where cyj € R, j € {1,...,1},
are irreducible, this being possible since R is a unique factorisation domain. Note that
the elements c4 j, j € {1,...,1}, are also irreducible thought of as elements of R[] (why?).
Now, since Fg is a unique factorisation domain since it is a Euclidean domain, write
A =P -P;{ where P/,..., P} € Fr[&] are irreducible. Now proceed as in the proof of

Proposition 2.2.9(v) to show that, for j € {1,...,k}, P;. = %Pj for a;,b; € R with b; # Og

and with P; € R[] primitive. Since Z—j is a unit in Fg and so in Fg[¢], it follows that P;
is irreducible in Fgr[£], and so in R[] by Proposition 2.2.9(v). Writing a = a; ---a; and
b=by--by,wehave A’ = Py --- P, or bA’ = aPy - - Py. Since A" and Py - - - Py are primitive
(the latter by Proposition 2.2.9(iii)), it follows that a = ub for u a unit in R. Therefore, if c4
is not a unit, we have

A=cpA" =cpn--cai(uPr)Py--- Py,

whereca,...,ca; € R C R[] and uPy, Py, ..., Py € R[] are all irreducible in R[£]. If ¢4 is
a unit, then A is primitive already, and we can directly write

A = (uP1)P;--- Py,

where (uP1, Py, ..., Py € R[&] are irreducible. This gives part (i) of Definition 2.2.2.

Now we verify part (ii) of Definition 2.2.2. We begin with a lemma. We already know
from above that every element of R[] possesses a factorisation as a product of irreducible.
The lemma guarantees that the factorisation is of a certain form.

1 Lemma If Risaunique factorisation domain and if A € R[] is written as a product of irreducibles,
A = Fy - --Fy, then there exists irreducibles c1, . ..,c € Rand irreducibles Py, ..., Py, € R[&] such
that 1 + k = m and such that ¥, = ¢, r € {1,...,1}, and F,, = Ps, s € {1,...,k}, where

{1,...,m}={j1,...,jm}
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Proof From the first part of the proof of the theorem we can write A = ca1---cqP1--- P
for irreducibles c4 1, ...,ca; € R and irreducibles P7, . .. ,Pl’{ € R[&]. We thus have

Fi---Fu=ca1--caiPy P,
Let {j1,...,jr} be the indices from {1,...,m} such that deg(F;) = 0 if and only if j €
{1,...,jr}. Denote by {ji1,...,jm} the remaining indices, so that deg(F;) > 1 if and only
if j € {jr+1,---, jm}. Since the polynomials Fj, ,...,F;, areirreducible, they are primitive,
so that ca1-+-cay and Fj, ---Fj, are both contents for P} ---P;. Thus there exists a unit
u € RsuchthatFj ---Fj, =uca;---ca,. By unique factorisationin R, I” = [ and there exists
o € Sy such that Fj, = ugcaeq forr € {1,...,1}, and where uy, ..., u; are units in R. The
result now follows by taking ¢, = us()Ca0(), 7 €{1,...,l}and Ps = F;, ,s € {1,... k}. v

Now, using the lemma, let ¢y -+ - ¢/Py -+ Prand c; - - c;, pi-- -PI'(, be two factorisations of
A by irreducibles, wherecy, ..., ¢, c&, el c;, € R are irreducible and P;, ..., Py, Pi, ... ,Pl’{, €

R[&] are irreducible. Since P --- Py and Pi, .. ,P;(, are primitive, c; ---¢; and ci “e c;, are

contents for A, and so there exists a unit u € R such that ¢;---¢; = uci ---¢),. Since R
is a unique factorisation domain, / = I’ and there exists a permutation ¢ € &; such that
c;(j) =ujcj for j € {1,...,1}, and for some set uy, ..., u; of units. Since P; --- Py and P; - -P;{,
have the same content, up to multiplication by a unit, it follows that Pi e Pl’( =UP;y--- Py
where U € R[£] is a unit. Thus U = v where v € R is a unit. Therefore, since Fgr[&]
is a unique factorisation domain, k = k” and there exists a permutation ¢ € S such that
P;(].) =v;Pjforje{l,..., k},and where v is a unitin Fg. Thus, in Fg[¢], we have P;(].)IP]' and
leP(’j(].), j €1{1,...,k}. By Proposition 2.2.9(iv) we then have, in R[£], P’G(].)lpj and lepé(].),
j€1{1,...,k}. Therefore, there exists units uy, ..., u; € R such that P(’j(].) =uiP;, jefl,... k.
This then gives the uniqueness, up to units, of factorisation in R[£]. [ |

2.2.2 Noetherian rings and modules

The next bit of background in algebra we consider is part of what is commonly
known as “commutative algebra.” The results here can be found in §VIII.1 of [Hunger-
ford 1980], for example.

2.2.11 Definition (Noetherian module, Noetherian ring) Let R be a commutative unit ring
and let A be a unitary R-module.

() The module A is Noetherian if, for every family (B;);cz., of submodules of A
satistying B; C Bj,1, j € Z, there exists k € Z( such that B; = By for j > k.

(i) The ring R is Noetherian if, for every family (l;)jcz,, of ideals of R satisfying
l; C li11, j € Zso, there exists k € Z.q such that |; = |, for j > k. °

For us, the following result will be key.

2.2.12 Proposition (Finitely generated property of submodules of Noetherian modules)
Let A be a unitary module over a commutative unit ring R. Then A is Noetherian and if and
only if every submodule of A is finitely generated.
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Proof Suppose that A is Noetherian and let B C A be a submodule. Let P(B) be the set
of finitely generated submodules of B which we partially order by C; < C, if C; € G,
for G1,C; € P(B). Note that P(B) is nonempty as it contains, for example, the trivial
submodule.

We claim that P(B) contains a maximal element under the partial ordering. Suppose
not so that, for each C € P(B), there exists C’ € P(B) such that C € C’. Use the Axiom of
Choice to define ¢: P(B) — P(B) such that ¢(C) € C. Recursively define i: Zy — P(B)
by ¥(0) = {0} and ¢(j + 1) = ¢(Y(j)), j € Z>o. This gives a sequence ((f))jez,, of finitely
generated submodules of B such that i(j) C (j + 1), j € Z0, contradicting the fact that A
is Noetherian. Thus P(B) contains a maximal element C.

We claim that C = B. Let (cy,...,cx) be generators for C. For b € B let D;, be the
module generated by (b,cy,...,cx). Thus D, € P(B) and C C D;. Since C is maximal in
P(B) it follows that C = D, for every b € B. This implies that B € C and so C = B since we
obviously have C C B. Thus B is finitely generated.

Now suppose that every submodule of A is finitely generated. Let (B))jez,, be a
sequence of submodules of A satistying B; C Bj;1 for j € Zso. Then take B = Ujez_B;.
It is easy to verify that B is a submodule, and so is finitely generated. Therefore, there
exists by, ..., by € B which generate B. By definition of B, b, € B, for some j; € Z. Let
k = max{ji,...,jm}. Then by, ..., by, € By and so B C By. Therefore, B; = B = By for j > k.
Thus B is Noetherian. [ |

The following lemma about Noetherian modules is useful.

2.2.13 Lemma (Noetherian modules and exact sequences) Let R be a commutative unit ring
and let A, B, and C be unitary R-modules such that we have a short exact sequence

0—A—BY.Cc—0

Then the following statements are equivalent:
(i) B is Noetherian;
(ii) A and C are Noetherian.
Proof (i) = (ii) Let B be Noetherian.

If A’ C Ais a submodule, then ¢(A”) is a submodule of B, and is isomorphic to A" since
¢ is injective. Let (A}) jez,, be a family of submodules of A satisfying A; c A} w1 ] € Zso.
Since B is Noetherian there exists k € Z- such that q)(A;.) = ¢(A)) for j > k. Since ¢ is an
R-module monomorphism this means that A;. = A, for j > k. Thus A is Noetherian.

If C’ € Cis a submodule, then 1~!(C’) is a submodule of B. Let (C;.) jez., be a family of

submodules of C satisfying C;. c C;. j € Zsp. Since B is Noetherian there exists k € Z.g

+17

such that ¢! (C;.) = ¢~1(Cy) for j > k. Surjectivity of ¢ then implies that C;. =C forj>k
(if) = (i) First we claim that if B’ C B” C B are submodules satisfying

B NA=B"NA (B +A)/A=([B"+A)A

then B’ = B”. Indeed, let b’ € B”. Then there exists b’ € B’ and a € A such that
V+a+A=b"+A. Thus?V —b” € A. Since B’ C B” we also have b — b” € B” and so
b —-b"eB”NnA=B" NA. Therefore’ —b"” € B’ and so "’ € B’, as claimed.
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Now let (B;) jeZs, such that B;. C B} 11/ ] € Z>o. Since A is Noetherian there exists | € Z
such that B;. NA= B; N A for j > I. Since C is Noetherian, and noting that C =~ B/A, there

exists m € Z-q such that
(B;. +A)/A = (B,’{ +A)/A

for j > k. Letting k = max{l, m} we see that

BinA=BnA (Bi+A)/A=(B +A)/A
for j > k. Our claim at the beginning of this part of the proof then gives B;. =B forj>k W
The following consequence of the lemma will be useful.

2.2.14 Corollary (Finite direct sums of Noetherian modules are Noetherian) If R is a
commutative unit ring and if Ay, ..., A are unitary modules over R, then EBk:lAj is Noetherian
if Ay, ..., A are Noetherian.

Proof We prove this by induction on k, the case of k = 1 being vacuous. Suppose the
lemma holds for k € {1,...,m} and let A4, ..., A,;+1 be Noetherian modules. Consider the
exact sequence

0—A1® - 0A,—A® - OA, O Ay —Apy1 —0

where the second arrow is the inclusion and the third arrow is the projection. By
Lemma2.2.13, A1®---®A,, ®A,11 is Noetherian since A,,;41 and A1 & - - - ® A, are Noethe-
rian, the latter by the induction hypothesis. |

Noetherian rings give rise to Noetherian modules.

2.2.15 Proposition (Modules over Noetherian rings are Noetherian) If A is a finitely gen-
erated unitary module over a Noetherian ring R, then A is Noetherian.
Proof Letay, ..., a; be generators for A and define ¢: R¥ — A by

O(r1, ..., 1%) = 1r1ag + -+ + 1.

Then ¢ is an R-module epimorphism and so A =~ R/ ker(¢p) by the first isomorphism
theorem [Hungerford 1980, Theorem IV.1.7]. Consider now the exact sequence

0 ker(¢) Rk A ~ RK/ ker(¢p) —0

where the second arrow is the inclusion and the third arrow is the projection. By Corol-
lary 2.2.14, RF is Noetherian. By Lemma 2.2.13 it follows that A is Noetherian. [ |

Our next result gives an interesting class of Noetherian rings.
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2.2.16 Theorem (Hilbert Basis Theorem) If R is a Noetherian ring then the polynomial ring
RI[&1, ..., &n] is also a Noetherian ring.
Proof Since R[&y,...,&x] = RI&1,...,&n-1][én], it suffices by induction and Corol-
lary 2.2.14 to prove the theorem when n = 1.
First some terminology. If P € R[] is given by

P=aq &+ - + & +ap

with ay # 0, then call ay the initial coefficient of P.

Let I be anideal in R[£]. We will show | is finitely generated, so that R[£] is Noetherian
by Proposition 2.2.12, recalling that submodules of R are precisely the ideals of R. We
define a sequence (Py)ez., in R[£] as follows. Let Py € R[] be chosen so that

deg(Py) = min{deg(P) | P € I}.
Then, if Py, Py, ..., P; have been chosen then choose Py, so that
deg(Pis1) = min{deg(P) | P €1\ (Po, Py, ..., Py)).

Let a; be the initial coefficient of Py, and consider the ideal J of R generated by the
family (ax)rez., of initial coefficients. Since R is Noetherian, by Proposition 2.2.12 there
exists m € Zs¢ such that J is generated by (ag,a1,...,a,). We claim that | is generated
by Po,Py,...,Py. Indeed, suppose otherwise. Then, possibly by choosing m larger if
necessary, P41 € I\(Po, Py, ..., Py). Sinceap, ay, .. ., a,, generate theideal J, 2,11 = ZZ”:O T
for some ry,...,r € R. Let Q = Y/, 1ePr&% where d; = deg(P,,11) — deg(Py). One sees
that deg(Q) = m + 1 and the coefficient of &"*! is a,,41. Thus deg(Py+1 — Q) < deg(P+1)
and also P11 — Q € |. Since Q € | it follows that P,;1 — Q ¢ (Po, Py, ..., Py) since P11 ¢ 1.
But this contradicts the definition of deg(P;;+1), and so we conclude | is finitely generated
by Py, P, ..., Pu. [ |

2.2.3 Local rings

In this section we introduce another notion from commutative algebra, that of a
local ring.

2.2.17 Definition (Local ring) A commutative unit ring R is a local ring if it possesses a
unique maximal ideal. .

The following result will also be interesting for us in Proposition 2.3.7 for showing
that a certain ring is not Noetherian. We shall be mainly interested in the corollary
following the theorem. The proof we give here comes from [Perdry 2004].

2.2.18 Theorem (Krull Intersection Theorem) If R is Noetherian and | C R is an ideal, then
there exists a € | such that .
(1-a) ﬂ I = {0).

j€Z>0
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Proof By Proposition 2.2.12 there exists a1,...,a, € | generating |. Let b € Njez_ I/ and
note that, since b € I for each m € Z-(, we can write

b=pmay + -+ puny,
for some p,; € R, 1 €{1,...,n}. Let us define

Py = pui & + -+ punéy € R[E1, ..., Enl

For m € Zs( define an ideal J,, C R[&1,...,&,] as being generated by Pq,...,Py. Then
we clearly have alg],, € J;u41 for m € Z.g. By the Hilbert Basis Theorem (i.e., the lemma
above), there exists k € Z such that J,;, = Ji for m > k. Thus P, € J;; and so there exists
Q1,...,0QreR[&y,...,&n] such that

Pri1 = Q1P+ -+ + QnPy,

and we may, moreover, without loss of generality assume that Q; is homogeneous of
degree j foreach j € {1,...,n}. By definition of P, j € {1, ...,k +1}, if we evaluate the above
equality at §; = a5, 1 € {1,...,n}, we have

b = (Ql(al/"'/an) +oeeet Qk(al/”'/ai’l))b/

and the coefficient of b on the right is in |, being a linear combination of powers of
ai,...,a,. Thus b € bl, this holding for any b € Njez lV. Therefore, for any b € Njez,, we
have (1 —ap)b = 0 for some a; € Njez,, I/. Now, by Proposition 2.2.12, let by, . .., b; generate
Njez.,V,and letay, ..., a4 € | satisty (1—a;)b; =0,j € {1,...,d}. If b € Njez IV then we write
b=rby+---+rsb;forry,...,r; € R, and determine that

Q-ay)--A—agpb=1A-ar) -1 —ag)(riby +--- +1r4b5) = 0.

We then leta € Rbe such that1—a = (1 -ay)--- (1 —ay), and note that, actually, 2 € R. This
gives the theorem. u

For us, it is the following corollary that will be of immediate value. We recall that
an ideal | in a ring R is maximal if | # R and if J C R is an ideal for which | C J, then
either J = lor J = R. A local ring is a ring possessing a unique maximal ideal.

2.2.19 Corollary (Krull Intersection Theorem for local rings) If R is a Noetherian local ring
with unique maximal ideal m, then ﬁjez>0mj = {0}.
Proof We first claim that, for a general local ring, m consists of all of the nonunits of R.
Indeed, if a € R is a nonunit then the ideal (7) generated by a is not equal to R, and so,
therefore, we must have (a) C m. In particular, a € m. Conversely, if a € m then (a) C m.
Since m is maximal m # R and so (a) # R. Thus a is not a unit.

Now we claim that if 2 € m then 1 — g is a unit. Indeed, if 1 — a were not a unit, then
our argument above gives 1 —a € m and so gives 1 € m. This, however, m = R and so
contradicts the maximality of m.

Now, according to the Krull Intersection Theorem, let a € m be such that (1 —a) N j€Zsg
m/ = {0}. Thus, if b € Njez_,m/, we have (1 —a)b = 0. By our assertion of the previous
paragraph, (1 —a) is a unit. Therefore, b = 0, as claimed. [ |
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2.3 Algebraic properties of germs of holomorphic or real analytic
functions

In this section we use the Weierstrass Preparation Theorem to prove some important
results about the “infinitesimal” character of real analytic functions. First we must
characterise what we mean by “infinitesimal.”

2.3.1 Ring of germs of holomorphic or real analytic functions

We shall study, not functions, but rather germs of functions which are designed
to capture the local behaviour of functions. We subsequently shall develop germs
in greater generality in Sections 4.2.3, 4.3.3, and 5.6.1. Here we consider a special
case that forms the foundation for the general definitions that follow. Indeed, general
characterisations of germs on manifolds amount to choosing local coordinates and
then using the constructions we give here.

We define as follows an equivalence relation on the set of ordered pairs (f, U), where
U € F" is a neighbourhood of 0 € F” and f: U — F is a holomorphic or real analytic
function. We say that (f;, U;) and (f1, U,) are equivalent if there exists a neighbourhood
U € U NU, of 0 such that f1|U; = f,|U. This notion of equivalence is readily verified
to be an equivalence relation. We denote a typical equivalence class by [(f, U)]o, or
simply by [f]o if the domain of f is understood or immaterial. The set of equivalence
classes we denote by ‘Kokl‘(gln if F = C or by 63, if F = R, which we call the set of germs
of holomorphic or real analytic functions at 0, respectively. We make the set of germs
into a ring by defining the following operations of addition and multiplication:

[(f1, U)o + [(f2, U2)]o = [AIUs N Uz + fo| Uy N U, Uy N Us]o
[(f1, U)o - [(f2, U)o = [(A1IU1 N U)(f2lUs N Uz), Uz N Us]o.

It is elementary to verify that these operations are well-defined, and indeed make the
set of germs of holomorphic or real analytic functions into a ring. We shall study the
algebraic properties of this ring in this section.

2.3.2 Algebraic structure of germs

Our first “serious” algebraic result concerning the structure of germs of real analytic
functions is the following.

Theorem (The ring of germs of holomorphic or real analytic functions is a local
ring) The ring of germs of holomorphic or real analytic functions at 0 is a local ring with
unique maximal ideal given by
m = {[f]o | £(0) = 0}.
Proof Letr € {hol, w} so that we can use %Or, -
or real analytic functions.
First of all, note that m is indeed an ideal.

to denote the ring of germs of holomorphic
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Now suppose that J C €7

o 18 a nonzero proper ideal and define

k =inf {r € Zso

there exists Z ax! € J such that a; # 0 for |I| = r}.
IeZ’;O

We claim that k € Z.o. Indeed, if k = 0 then J contains a unit and so J is not proper. If
k = oo then all elements of J are zero. Thus k is indeed nonzero and finite. Now let [f]o € J.
By definition of k we can write

f@ =) an'

IEZ”
|I|>k

in a neighbourhood of 0. Thus [f]p € mand soJ C m. [
The following obvious corollary will be used repeatedly.

2.3.2 Corollary (Units in the ring of germs of holomorphic or real analytic functions)
We have that a holomorphic or real analytic germ [f]y is a unit if and only if [f]o &€ m, i.e., if
and only if £(0) # 0.
Proof 1In the proof of Corollary 2.2.19 we showed that in a local ring the set of units is
precisely the complement of the unique maximal ideal. |

We also have the following rather useful property of the ring of germs of real
analytic functions.

2.3.3 Theorem (The ring of germs of holomorphic or real analytic functions is a
unique factorisation domain) The ring of germs of holomorphic or real analytic func-
tions at 0 is a unique factorisation domain.

Proof We let r € {hol, w}. For simplicity of notation let us denote a germ by [-] rather than
by [-]o. We prove the theorem by induction on 7.
The following lemma will be helpful. We denote by 4 .,[1]] the polynomial ring over

the ring € ., We think of 7 ,,[1)] as a subset of %(:) o)1 by asking that the polynomial

P=Ifilif +--+[Aln+ fo

be mapped to the germ of the function

(o, y) P fil)y + -+ A@Y + folx).
With this identification, we state the following.

1 Lemma If [P] € G . [1] is a nonzero nonunit, then the following two statements are equivalent:

(i) [P]is irreducible in the ring ‘5(5 0)F+1’

(ii) [P]is irreducible in the ring 6 (1],

Proof (i) = (ii): Suppose that P is not irreducible as an element of ¢y mlnl. Then
[P] = [P1][P2] for nonzero nonunits [P1],[P>] € an[n] One readily checks that [P1] and

[P>] are also nonzero nonunits in & Thus [P] is irreducible in €7

(0,0),Fn+1" (0,0),Fn+1°
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(i) = (i): We first prove this part of the lemma in the case that P is equal to a

Weierstrass polynomial W. Thus we assume that [W] is not irreducible in ‘5( 0,0)Fr+ S© that
[W] = [f1][f2] for nonzero nonunits [f1],[f2] € Cf(o 0" Note that W(0,y) = f1(0,v)£2(0,y)

so that neither of the functions y — f1(0,y) nor y — £f»(0,y) is identically zero in a
neighbourhood of 0. Thus f; and f, are normalised and so, by the Weierstrass Preparation
Theorem, we write [f1] = [E1][W1] and [f2] = [E2][W>] for units [E], [E2] € Cg(go — and

Weierstrass polynomials Wy and W. Thus [W] = [E{][E2][W1][W2] Since [W1][W2] is a
Weierstrass polynomial, it follows from the uniqueness of the second part of the Weierstrass
Preparation Theorem that [E;][E;] is the identity and [W][W>] = [W]. Therefore, [W] is
not irreducible as an element of C"(0)F"[7].

Now suppose that [P] is not irreducible in CK:) 00 F° As an element of %(0 o)1 TOtE

that P is normalised. Thus we can write [P] = [E][W] for a unit [E] € Cfr]FM and for a

Weierstrass polynomial W. Since [P] is not irreducible in %(B 0) 1 it follows that [W] is

also not irreducible in Cg(:] 0 F” As we showed in the previous paragraph, this means that
[W] = [W1][W] for Weierstrass polynomials Wi and W5. Therefore, [P] = [E][W;][W2].
Since [P] € C"(0)F"[n] and since [W;] is a Weierstrass polynomial, by Lemma 2.1.4(i) it

follows that [E][W;] € C"(0)F"[]], showing that [P] is not irreducible in C"(0)F"[n]. v

We now prove the theorem by induction on n. For n = 1, let us first identify the irre-
duciblesin 6 . If | flisirreducible then the ideal generated by [ f] is maximal [Hungerford
1980, Theorern III.3.4]. Thus the ideal generated by [f] is the unique maximal ideal m of
germs of functions vanishing at 0. In particular f(0) = 0 and so the Taylor series for f in
some neighbourhood of 0 is

(o] (o]

flx) = Za = x Zak+]-xj

j=k j=0

for some k € Z-(, and where o) # 0. In order that [f] be irreducible, we must have k = 1
since, otherwise, [f] is a product of two nonzero nonunits. Thus [f] is irreducible if and
only if f(x) = xg(x) for a C"-function g defined on some neighbourhood of 0 for which
g(0) # 0.

Now let [f] be a nonzero nonunit. Since [f] is a nonunit,

[ee] o0

_ .

flx) = E apx) =x E Ay X
=k j=0

for some k € Zso, and where ay # 0. Thus f is a product of k irreducibles and the unit
Z;io ay,jx!. This gives the theorem for n = 1.
Now suppose that the theorem holds forn € {1,...,m}and let[f] € %Or be anonzero

,]Fm+1
nonunit. Note that the induction hypothesis is that ‘57

e is a unique factorisation domain.
Therefore, by Theorem 2.2.10, %0 puln] is @ unique factorisation domain. By Lemma 2.1.3

there exists an orthogonal transformation ¢ of F""*! such that ¢ f is normalised. Thus
there exists a Weierstrass polynomial W of degree (say) k and an analytic function E not
vanishing at (0, 0) such that [{)" f] = [E][W]. Note that [W] is a nonzero nonunit in %0 pn]-
Since € rlFm[n] is a unique factorisation domain, [W] = [P1]---[Pk] for some irreducible
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[P1],...,[Px] € Sfor pN]. As functions in ‘5(6 oy mi1r We note that [P1], ..., [P)] are normalised
as a consequence of their being nonzero nonunits. Thus, by the Weierstrass Preparation

Theorem, we can write [P;] = [E;][W;] for units [E;] € & 0.0+ and for Weierstrass

polynomials W;, j € {1,...,k}. Thus [W] = [E"][W1]---[Wi] for a unit [E] € € (0 0) i+ and
SO

[¢°f1 = [FIIW1]--- [Wil,

where [F] = [E][E’]. By the lemma above, [Wi],...,[W] are irreducible as ele-
ments of ‘56 0.0, F+" Since [g] + [i.g] is an 1somorph1sm of ¢ 0.0, FH+ it follows that
[.Wh], ..., [Y.Wi] are irreducible. Thus [f] is a finite product of irreducibles, namely

[f1 = [¥-Fl[Y.Wi] - - [P Wi].

Now we show that the representation of [f] as a product of irreducibles is unique,
up to order and multiplication by units. Suppose that [f] = [f1]---[f;] for irreducibles

[fl] /[fl]e (OO)F’”“ Then

[ f1=W Al Al

Now apply the second part of the Weierstrass Preparation Theorem to write, for each
jell,.... I, [¥fil = [E]’][W;] for a Weierstrass polynomial W; and for [E;] € ‘5(:) oyt @
unit. Thus

[{"f1 = [F']IW;]--- [W]]

for some unit [F'] € €7 and for Weierstrass polynomials W7, ..., W]. By the unique-

0 0) Fm+1

ness from the second part of Weierstrass Preparation Theorem, we must have [F] = [F’]
and [W]]---[W]] = [W1]---[Wi]. Since Cfor g1 is a unique factorisation domain, we must

havek =l and [Wé(])] = [Ejl[W;], j €{1,...,k}, for some o € S, and for units [E;] € %’W [n],

jefl, ..., k}. Since
[f] = [W.Fly. W] [9W]],

the uniqueness of the product or irreducibles follows. n

The next result will be of particular interest to us, especially its consequences in the
next section.

2.3.4 Theorem (The ring of germs of holomorphic or real analytic functions is a
Noetherian ring) The ring of germs of holomorphic or real analytic functions at 0 is a
Noetherian ring.

Proof We let r € {hol, w}. For simplicity of notation let us denote a germ by [-] rather than
by [-]o. We prove the theorem by induction on .

Forn =1, we claim that all ideals in 7 , are principal. Indeed, let | C %7/ . be a nonzero

ideal and note by Theorem 2.3.1 that | C m. Therefore, the ideal generated by x > xf is

contained in | for some least k € Z-o. Moreover, if [¢] € | then g(x) = x™¢’(x) for some
m > k and where ¢’(x) # 0. Therefore, [¢] is contained in the ideal generated by x — x
and so | is equal to the ideal generated by x + x*. Thus | is finitely generated.

Now suppose that the theorem holds forn € {1,...,m} and let | C %Or pms1 D€ @ NONZETO

ideal. By Lemma 2.1.3 we let i) be an orthogonal transformat1on of F"*! such that |
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contains an element [f] for which ¢*f is normalised. By the Weierstrass Preparation
Theorem, write [1)* f] = [E][W] for a unit [E] € € and a Weierstrass polynomial W.

Suppose that the degree of W is k. Denote
Yl={lygll [glel},

and note that, since [g] + [¢"g] is an isomorphism of ¢

(0 0) Fm+1

(0.0)F+17 Yl is finitely generated if

and only if | is finitely generated. Define
A={[h] ey InE OF,,, [n] | degree of h is less than k}

to be the elements of ¢l that are germs of polynomial functions in y with degree less than
that of W. Note that A is a module over % ’Fm, and as such is a submodule of Cﬂw[’]] By
the induction hypothesis, %Or . Noetherian ring. By Theorem 2.2.16, € 0 ]Fm[n] is also
a Noetherian ring and so is f1n1tely generated by Proposition 2.2.12. Let [hl] ., [h;] be
generators for the 47 ,,, module A.

Now let [g] € 1,b I and write [g] = [ fI[W] + [R] as in the Weierstrass Preparation
Theorem. Note that the Weierstrass Preparation Theorem gives [R] € Cﬁor p[n] and the
polynomial degree of [R] is less than k. Therefore, [R] is in the CKO’ - module A, and from

this we see that [111], ..., [l], [{" f] generate Y7, giving the theorem. [ |

2.3.3 Comparison with smooth functions

The central topic of this book is holomorphic and real analytic geometry. However,
there are times when it is useful to contrast properties of this sort of geometry with
smooth geometry. In this section we do this for the algebraic structure for holomorphic
and real analytic functions described above.

Just as we did above for holomorphic and real analytic functions, we can define
the ring of germs of smooth functions at 0 € R". This ring we denote by ¢%,.. Let us
describe the algebraic structure of this ring.

We first see that the property of being a local ring is as in the holomorphic and real
analytic case.

2.3.5 Proposition (The ring of smooth functions is a local ring) The ring of germs of smooth
functions at 0 € R" is a local ring with unique maximal ideal given by

m = {[f]o | £(0) = O}.

Proof We denote germs by [f] rather than [f]o.
We need only show that, if J C €77, is a proper ideal, then J € m. So let J be such an

0,R"
ideal and let [f] € J be nonzero. If f (0 # 0 then one easily sees that [f] is a unit in %"’Rn
and, since J is proper, this implies that f(0) = 0. Thus J € m, as desired. |

The local ring property, then, seems to be possessed by many rings of germs of
functions. Indeed, one easily shows that rings of germs of continuous or finitely differ-
entiable functions are also local, the proof following that above for smooth functions.
However, things are different for the other two properties of holomorphic and real

analytic germs. First we determine whether %}, is a unique factorisation domain.
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2.3.6 Proposition (The ring of germs of smooth functions is not a unique factorisation
domain) The ring of germs of smooth functions at 0 € R" is not a unique factorisation domain.

Proof We denote germs by [f] rather than [f]o.
For j € Zs( define f; € C*(R") by

i) = e, x %0,
/ 0, x1 = 0.

Note that fj(x) = x1fj11(x) and so we have ([fj+1]) € ([f;]) for each j € Z.¢. By Proposi-

tion 2.2.6 it follows that 4%, is not a unique factorisation domain. |

Next we consider the Noetherian property.

2.3.7 Proposition (The ring of germs of smooth functions is not Noetherian) The ring
of germs of smooth functions at 0 € R" is not Noetherian.

Proof We denote germs by [f] rather than [f]o.

Let us first consider the case n = 1. As in the lemma from the proof of Proposition 4.5.4
below, the maximal ideal m is generated by [idr]. For k € Z,, mk is the set of all germs
of functions in € OR whose derivatives of order 0,1,...,k — 1 vanish at 0, and so Nyez_,m
is the set of germs of functions in ‘50 & all of whose derivatives vanish at 0. Note that
ﬂkezzom # {[0]} since, for example, if

—1/x%

e , x#0,
o

then [f] € Ngez,,m mK, but [ [f]is not the zero germ. We now can immediately conclude from
the Krull Intersection Theorem (Theorem 2.2.18) that 4}, is not Noetherian.

Now we consider the case of general n. Let U C R be a nelghbourhood of 0 € R so that
U" is a neighbourhood of 0 € R”. Given f € C*(U) define f € C*(U") by

f(xll' . ~/xn) = f(xl)'

Now define : 655 — €%, by Y([f]) =1 f1. It is immediate from the definition that ¢ is

an injective ring homomorphlsm Thus ¢ maps ideals of €}, isomorphically to ideals of

o~ In particular, since 4%, contains an ideal that is not f1n1tely generated, so too does
€ |
R)’I
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