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ON NON-MONOGENIC NUMBER FIELDS DEFINED BY

TRINOMIALS OF TYPE xn + axm + b

HAMID BEN YAKKOU

Abstract. Let K = Q(θ) be a number field generated by a complex root θ of a monic
irreducible trinomial F (x) = xn+axm+b ∈ Z[x]. In this paper, we deal with the problem
of the non-monogenity of K. More precisely, we provide some explicit conditions on a, b,
n, and m for which K is not monogenic. As application, we show that there are infinite
families of non-monogenic number fields defined by trinomials of degree n = 2r · 3k with
r and k are positive integers. We also give two infinite families of non-monogenic number
fields defined by trinomials of degree 6. Finally, we illustrate our results by giving some
examples.

1. Introduction

Let K = Q(θ) be a number field generated by a complex root θ of a monic irreducible
polynomial F (x) of degree n over Q and ZK its ring of integers. The field K is called
monogenic if there exists η ∈ ZK such that ZK = Z[η], that is (1, η, . . . , ηn−1) is an integral
basis (called a power integral basis) in K. The polynomial F (x) is called monogenic if
ZK = Z[θ], or equivalently if (1, θ, . . . , θn−1) is an integral basis in K. It is important
to note that the monogenity of the polynomial F (x) implies the monogenity of the field
K. But, the non-monogenity of F (x) does not imply the non-monogenity of K. For an
example, refer to [3, Theorem 2.1] when we gave a family of monic irreducible polynomials
of type xp

r

+ax+ b which are not monogenic, but their roots generate monogenic number
fileds. There are extensive computational results concerning the problem of monogenity
of number fields and constructing power integral bases. S. Ahmad, T. Nakahara and S.
M. Husnine proved in [1] that if m ≡ 1 (mod 4) and m 6≡ ±1 (mod 9) is a square-free
rational integer, then the sextic pure field K = Q( 6

√
m) cannot be monogenic. In [17],

Gaál, Pethő, and Pohst studied the monogenity of certain quartic number fields. In[16],
Gaál and Győry described an algorithm to solve index form equations in quintic fields and
they computed all generators of power integral bases in some totally real quintic fields
with Galois group S5. In [6], Bilu, Gaál, and Győry studied the monogenity of some
totally real sextic fields with Galois group S6. In [19], Gaál and Remete obtained new
deep results on monogenity of pure number fields K = Q( n

√
m) for 3 ≤ n ≤ 9 and any

square-free rational integer m 6= ±1. They also showed in [18] that if m ≡ 2 or 3 (mod 4)
is a square-free rational integer, then the octic field K = Q(i, 4

√
m) is not monogenic.

In [32], Pethő and Pohst studied the indices in some multiquadratic number fields. In
[33], Smith studied the monogenity of radical extensions and gave sufficient conditions
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for a Kummer extension Q(ξn, n
√
α) to be not monogenic. In [4, 5], Ben Yakkou et al.

considered the problem of monogenity in certain pure number fields with large degrees.
Let

i(K) = gcd {(ZK : Z[η]) | η ∈ ZK andK = Q(η)} (1.1)

be the index of the field K. In [9], Davis and Spearman calculated the index of the quartic
field defined by x4 + ax+ b. El Fadil gave in [11] necessary and sufficient conditions on a
and b so that a rational prime integer p is a common index divisor of number fields defined
by x5+ax2+b. Jakhar and Kumar in [26] gave infinite families of non-monogenic number
fields defined by x6+ ax+ b. In [15], Gaál studied the multi-monogenity of sextic number
fields defined by trinomials of type x6 + ax3 + b. For the same number fields studied by
Gaál, El Fadil gave a complete characterization of the prime divisors of the index of these
number fields. Also, in [2], Ben Yakkou studied the monogenity of certain number fields
defined by x8 + ax + b. The purpose of this paper is to study the problem of the non-
monogenity of certain number fields K = Q(θ) generated by a complex root θ of a monic
irreducible trinomial of type F (x) = xn+axm+b when ZK 6= Z[θ]. Recall that the problem
of integral clossedness of ZK has been studied in [27] by Jakhar et al. Their results are
refined in [25] by Ibara et al. Also, in [28, 29], Jones et al. identified new infinite families
of monogenic trinomilas. More precisely, they gave necessary and sufficient conditions
involving a, b, n, and m for ZK to be equal Z[θ]. Also, the non-monogenity of K in the
special case m = 1 has been previously studied in [3] by Ben Yakkou and El Fadil. It is
important to note that the fundamental method which allows to test whether a number
field is monogenic or not is to solve the index form equation which is very complicated for
higher number field degrees (see for example [14, 15, 16, 6, 19]). For this reason, we have
based our method on Newton polygon techniques applied on prime ideal factorization
which is an efficient tool to investigate the monogenity of fields defined by trinomials.

2. Main Results

In the remainder of this section, K = Q(θ) is a number field generated by a complex
root θ of a monic irreducible trinomial of type F (x) = xn + axm + b ∈ Z[x]. Let p
be a rational prime integer. Throughout this paper, Fp denotes the finite field with p
elements. For t ∈ Z, νp(t) stands for the p-adic valuation of t and let tp = t

pνp(t)
. For

two positive rational integers d and s, we shall denote by Np(d) the number of monic
irreducible polynomials of degree d in Fp[x], Np(d, s, t) the number of monic irreducible
factors of degree d of the polynomial xs + t in Fp[x], and Np(d, s, t)[m, c] the number of
monic irreducible factors of degree d of xs + t in Fp[x] which do not divide xm + c. It is
known from [20] that the discriminant of the trinomial F (x) = xn + axm + b is

∆(F ) = (−1)
n(n−1)

2 bm−1(nn1bn1−m1 − (−1)m1mm1(m− n)n1−m1an1)d0 , (2.1)

where d0 = gcd(n,m), n1 =
n
d0

, andm1 =
m
d0

. It follows by (3.1) and (1.1) that if a rational

prime integer p divides i(K), then p2 divides ∆(F ). Also, by Zylinski’s condition, if p
divides i(K), then p < n (see [35]). Not that these two conditions on p have been taken
into consideration to find suitable hypothesis of our results. Also, for the simplicity of
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calculation, we use the fact that for any rational prime integer p and any rational integer
b, νp(b+ (−b)pr) = νp(b

p−1 − 1) for every positive integer r (see [5]).
In what follows, we give some sufficient conditions on a, b, n, and m for which such

fields are not monogenic. Note that in this direction, our results with the significant
results given in [27, 28, 29] give a deep investigation on the monogenity of such number
fields.

Theorem 2.1. Let p be an odd rational prime integer such that p | a, p ∤ b, and p | n.
Set n = s · pr with p ∤ s. Let µ = νp(a) and ν = νp(b

p−1 − 1). If for some positive integer
d, one of the following conditions holds:

(1) µ < min{ν, r + 1} and Np(d) < µNp(d, s, b),
(2) ν < min{µ, r + 1} and Np(d) < νNp(d, s, b),

(3) µ = ν ≤ r and Np(d) < µNp(d, s, b)[m,
b+(−b)p

r

a
],

(4) r + 1 ≤ min{ν, µ} and Np(d) < (r + 1)Np(d, s, b),

then K is not monogenic.

Corollary 2.2. ([11, Theorem 2.2])
Let p be an odd rational prime integer and F (x) = xp

r

+ axm + b. If a ≡ 0 (mod pp+1),
bp−1 ≡ 1 (mod pp+1), and r ≥ p, then K is not monogenic. In particular, for p = 3, if
a ≡ 0 (mod 81), b ≡ ±1 (mod 81), and r ≥ 3, then K is not monogenic.

Remark 2.3. Theorem 2.1 also implies [4, Theorem 2.4] and [3, Theorems 2.2 and 2.5],
where the special cases a = 0 and m = 1 are respectively previously studied.

Corollary 2.4. For F (x) = x2
k ·3r + axm + b. If one of the following conditions holds:

(1) k ≥ 1, r ≥ 2, a ≡ 9, 18 (mod 27)and b ≡ −1 (mod 27),
(2) k ≥ 1, r ≥ 3, a ≡ 27, 54 (mod 81) and b ≡ −1 (mod 81),
(3) k ≥ 1, r ≥ 2, a ≡ 0 (mod 27)and b ≡ 8, 17 (mod 27),
(4) k ≥ 1, r ≥ 3, a ≡ 0 (mod 81)and b ≡ 26, 53 (mod 81),
(5) k ≥ 1, r = 1, a ≡ 0 (mod 9)and b ≡ −1 (mod 9),
(6) k ≥ 1, r = 2, a ≡ 0 (mod 27)and b ≡ −1 (mod 27),
(7) k = 1, r ≥ 7, a ≡ 37, 2 · 37 (mod 38)and b ≡ 1 (mod 38),
(8) k = 1, r ≥ 7, a ≡ 0 (mod 38)and b ≡ 1 + 37, 1 + 2 · 37 (mod 38),
(9) k = 1, r = 6, a ≡ 0 (mod 37)and b ≡ 1 (mod 37),

(10) k = 2, r ≥ 4, a ≡ 81, 162 (mod 243)and b ≡ 1 (mod 243),
(11) k = 2, r ≥ 4, a ≡ 0 (mod 243)and b ≡ 82, 163 (mod 35),
(12) k = 2, r = 3, a ≡ 0 (mod 81)and b ≡ 1 (mod 81),

then K is not monogenic

Remark that if we fix k = 1 in Corollary 2.4(5), then we conclude that if a and b+1 are
divisible by 9, then K is not monogenic. The following theorem gives two infinite families
of non-monogenic sextic number fields defined by trinomials with partial informations
about their index.
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Theorem 2.5. Let K = Q(θ) be a sextic number field generated by a complex root of a
monic irreducible trinomial x6 + axm + b. Then the following hold:

(1) If a ≡ 0 (mod 9) and b ≡ −1 (mod 9), then i(K) ≡ 3 or 6 (mod 9).
(2) If a ≡ 0 (mod 8) and b ≡ −1 (mod 8), then i(K) ≡ 4 (mod 8).

In particular, if one of these conditions holds, then K is not monogenic.

Remark 2.6. Our Theorem 2.5 generalize Jakhar’s and Kumar’s result given in [26, The-
orem 1.1] when they studied the special case m = 1.

Theorem 2.7. Let p be an odd rational prime integer such that p ∤ a, p | b, and p | n−m.
Set n −m = u · pk with p ∤ u. Let δ = νp(b) and κ = νp(a

p−1 − 1). If for some positive
integer d, one of the following conditions holds:

(1) δ < min{κ, k + 1} and Np(d) < δNp(d, u, a),
(2) κ < min{δ, k + 1} and Np(d) < κNp(d, u, a),
(3) κ = δ ≤ k and Np(d) < κNp(d, s, b)[m,

b

a+(−a)pk
],

(4) k + 1 ≤ min{κ, δ} and Np(d) < (k + 1)Np(d, u, a),

then K is not monogenic.

Remark 2.8. Theorem 2.7 implies [3, Theorem 2.7] when the case m = 1 is previously
considered.

Corollary 2.9. For F (x) = x(s+1)·2r ·3k + axs·2
r·3k + b with s is a positive rational integer.

If one of the following conditions holds:

(1) r = 0, k ≥ 5, a ≡ ±1 (mod 243), and b ≡ 81, 162 (mod 243),
(2) r = 0, k ≥ 5, a ≡ 80, 82, 161, 163 (mod 243), and b ≡ 0 (mod 243),
(3) r = 0, k = 3, a ≡ ±1 (mod 81), and b ≡ 0 (mod 81),
(4) r ≥ 1, k ≥ 2, a ≡ −1 (mod 27), and b ≡ 9, 18 (mod 27),
(5) r ≥ 1, k ≥ 2, a ≡ 8, 17 (mod 27), and b ≡ 0 (mod 27),
(6) r ≥ 1, k = 1, a ≡ −1 (mod 9), and b ≡ 0 (mod 9),
(7) r = 1, k ≥ 7, a ≡ 1 (mod 38), and b ≡ 37, 2 · 37 (mod 38),
(8) r = 1, k ≥ 7, a ≡ 1 + 37, 1 + 2 · 37 (mod 38), and b ≡ 0 (mod 38),
(9) r = 1, k = 6, a ≡ 1 (mod 37), and b ≡ 0 (mod 37),

(10) r = 2, k ≥ 5, a ≡ 1 (mod 243), and b ≡ 81, 162 (mod 243),
(11) r = 2, k ≥ 5, a ≡ 82, 163 (mod 243), and b ≡ 0 (mod 243),
(12) r = 2, k = 3, a ≡ 1 (mod 243), and b ≡ 0 (mod 243),

then K is not monogenic.

Corollary 2.10. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 2.7. If gcd{δ,m} = 1, and one of the
following conditions holds:

(1) δ < min{κ, k + 1} and p < 1 + δNp(1, u, a),
(2) κ < min{δ, k + 1} and p < 1 + κNp(1, u, a),
(3) κ = δ ≤ k and p < 1 + κNp(1, s, b)[m,

b

a+(−a)pk
],

(4) k + 1 ≤ min{κ, δ} and Np(d) < 1 + (k + 1)Np(1, u, a),

then K is not monogenic.
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Remark 2.11. If one of the conditions in the previous theorem is satisfied, then the poly-
nomial F (x) is p-regular. Then, we can calculate a p-integral basis of K. So, we can
construct the p-index form equation I2(x2, x3, . . . , xn) = ±1 which is a Diophantine equa-

tion of degree n(n−1)
2

with n−1 variables, where the coefficients are in Z(p); the localization
of Z at p. However, to make a decision about the monogenity of K, one needs to solve
index form equation which is not a simple task. Indeed, one must use advanced techniques
and methods in addition to computations using powerful computers and algorithms (see
[9], and [14]). Due to all these reasons, we have chosen the prime ideal factorization
method as our approach.

3. Preliminaries

To prove our main results, we need some preliminary results that can be found in details
in [3].
For any η ∈ ZK , we denote by (ZK : Z[η]) the index of η in ZK , where Z[η] is the Z-module
generated by η. It is well known from [31, Proposition 2.13] that

D(η) = (ZK : Z[η])2DK , (3.1)

where D(η) is the discriminant of the minimal polynomial of η and DK is the discriminant
of K. In 1878, Dedekind gave the explicit factorization of pZK when p does not divide
the index (ZK : Z[η]) (see [8] and [31, Theorem 4.33]). He also gave a criterion known as
Dedekind’s criterion to test the divisibility of the index (ZK : Z[η]) by p (see [7, Theorem
6.14], [8], and [31]). Recall that the index of the field K is the following quantity:

i(K) = gcd {(ZK : Z[η]) | η ∈ ZK andK = Q(η)}.

A rational prime integer p dividing i(K) is called a prime common index divisor of K. If
K is monogenic, then i(K) = 1. Thus, a field possessing a prime common index divisor is
not monogenic. The existence of common index divisor was first established by Dedekind.
He used the above mentioned criterion and his factorization theorem to show that the
cubic number field K = Q(θ), where θ is a root of x3 + x2 − 2x+8 cannot be monogenic,
since the rational prime integer 2 splits completely in ZK . Further, he also gave in [8]
a necessary and sufficient condition on a given rational prime integer p to be a common
index divisor of K. This condition depends upon the factorization of the prime p in ZK

(see also [22, 23]). If p does not divide i(K), then there exist η ∈ ZK such that p does
not divide the index (ZK : Z[η]). So, by Dedekind’s theorem, we explicitly factorize pZK ;
it is analogous to the factorization of the minimal polynomial Pη(x) of η modulo p. But,
if p divides the index i(K), then the factorization of pZK is more difficult. Hensel proved
in [24] that the prime ideals of ZK lying above p are in one-to-one correspondence with
irreducible factors of F (x) in Qp(x). In 1928, O. Ore developed a method for factoring
F (x) in Qp(x), and so, factoring p in ZK when F (x) is p-regular (see [34]). This method
is based on Newton polygon techniques. So, let us recall some fundamental facts on
Newton polygon techniques applied on prime ideal factorization. For more details, refer
to [12, 21, 30, 34]. Let p be a rational prime integer and νp the discrete valuation of Qp(x)
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defined on Zp[x] by

νp(
m
∑

i=0

aix
i) = min{νp(ai), 0 ≤ i ≤ m}.

Let φ ∈ Z[x] be a monic polynomial whose reduction modulo p is irreducible. Any monic
irreducible polynomial F (x) ∈ Z[x] admits a unique φ-adic development

F (x) = a0(x) + a1(x)φ(x) + · · ·+ an(x)φ(x)
n

with deg (ai(x)) < deg (φ(x)). For every 0 ≤ i ≤ n, let ui = νp(ai(x)). The φ-Newton
polygon of F (x) with respect to p is the lower boundary convex envelope of the set
of points {(i, ui) , 0 ≤ i ≤ n , ai(x) 6= 0} in the Euclidean plane, which we denote by
Nφ(F ). The polygon Nφ(F ) is the union of different adjacent sides S1, S2, . . . , Sg with
increasing slopes λ1, λ2, . . . , λg. We shall write Nφ(F ) = S1 + S2 + · · ·+ Sg. The polygon
determined by the sides of negative slopes of Nφ(F ) is called the φ-principal Newton
polygon of F (x) with respect to p and will be denoted by N+

φ (F ). The length of N+
φ (F )

is l(N+
φ (F )) = νφ(F (x)); the highest power of φ dividing F (x) modulo p.

Let Fφ be the finite field Z[x]/(p, φ(x)) ≃ Fp[x]/(φ). We attach to any abscissa 0 ≤ i ≤
l(N+

φ (F )) the following residue coefficient ci ∈ Fφ :

ci =







0, if (i, ui) lies strictly above N+
φ (F ),

(

ai(x)

pui

)

(mod (p, φ(x))), if (i, ui) lies on N+
φ (F ).

Now, let S be one of the sides of N+
φ (F ) and λ = −h

e
its slope, where e and h are two

positive coprime integers. The length of S, denoted by l(S) is the length of its projection

to the horizontal axis. The degree of S is d = d(S) = l(S)
e

; it is equal to the number of
segments into which the integral lattice divides S. More precisely, if (s, us) is the initial
point of S, then the points with integer coordinates lying in S are exactly

(s, us), (s+ e, us − h), . . . , and (s+ de, us − dh).

We attach to S the following residual polynomial:

Rλ(F )(y) = cs + cs+ey + · · ·+ cs+(d−1)ey
d−1 + cs+dey

d ∈ Fφ[y].

The φ-index of F (x), denoted by indφ(F ), is deg(φ) multiplied by the number of points
with natural integer coordinates that lie below or on the polygon N+

φ (F ), strictly above
the horizontal axis and strictly beyond the vertical axis (see [12, Def. 1.3] and FIG-
URE 1).The polynomial F (x) is said to be φ-regular with respect to p if for each side
Sk of N+

φ (F ), the associated residual polynomial Rλk
(F )(y) is separable in Fφ[y]. The

polynomial F (x) is said to be p-regular if it is φi-regular for every 1 ≤ i ≤ t, where

F (x) =
∏t

i=1 φi

li
is the factorization of F (x) into a product of powers of distinct monic

irreducible polynomials in Fp[x]. For every i = 1, . . . , t, let N+
φi
(F ) = Si1 + · · ·+ Siri and

for every j = 1, . . . , ri, let Rλij
(F )(y) =

∏sij
s=1 ψ

nijs

ijs (y) be the factorization of Rλij
(F )(y)

in Fφi
[y]. By the corresponding statements of the product, the polygon, and the residual

polynomial (see [21, Theorems 1.13, 1.15 and 1.19]), we have the following theorem of
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Ore, which will be often used in the proof of our theorems (see [12, Theorem 1.7 and
Theorem 1.9], [30] and [34]):

Theorem 3.1. (Ore’s Theorem) Under the above notations, we have:

(1)

νp((ZK : Z[θ])) ≥
t
∑

i=1

indφi
(F ).

Moreover, the equality holds if F (x) is p-regular
(2) If F (x) is p-regular, then

pZK =
t
∏

i=1

ri
∏

j=1

sij
∏

s=1

p
eij
ijs,

where eij is the ramification index of the side Sij and fijs = deg(φi)× deg(ψijs) is
the residue degree of pijs over p.

Example 3.2. Let K = Q(θ), where θ is a root of the monic polynomial F (x) = x5+3x4+
24. Since F (x) is 3-Eisenstein polynomial, then it is irreducible over Q. The factorization

of F (x) in F2[x] is F (x) = (x+ 1)x4. The x-Newton polygon of F (x) has a single side S
of degree 1 joining the points (0, 3) and (4, 0) with slope λ = −3

4
(see FIGURE 1). Thus,

the residual polynomial Rλ(F )(y) ∈ Fx[y] ≃ F2[y] is irreducible as it is of degree 1. It
follows that the polynomial F (x) is 2-regular. By Theorem 3.1, we have

2ZK = p4q with f(p/2) = f(q/2) = 1,

and

ν2((ZK : Z[θ])) = indx(F ) + indx+1(F ) = 3 + 0 = 3.

1 2 3 4

1

2

3

S

Figure 1. The φ-principal Newton polygon N+
φ (F ) with respect to ν2.

Since it is difficult to find the φ-adic development of the trinomial F (x), we will use any
adequate φ-admissible development of F (x). This technique will allow us to comfortably
apply Theorem 3.1. In what follows, we recall some useful facts concerning this technique.
Let

F (x) =
n
∑

j=0

Aj(x)φ(x)
j , Aj(x) ∈ Zp[x] (3.2)
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be a φ-development of F (x), not necessarily the φ-adic one. Take ωj = νp(Aj(x)) for all
0 ≤ j ≤ n. Let N be the principal Newton polygon of the set of points {(j, ωj), 0 ≤ j ≤
n, ωj 6= ∞}. To any 0 ≤ j ≤ n, we attach the following residue coefficient:

c
′

j =







0, if (j, ωj ) lies strictly above N,
(

Aj(x)

pωj

)

(mod (p, φ(x))), if (j, ωj ) lies on N.

Moreover, for any side S ofN with slope λ, we define the residual polynomial associated to
S and denoted by R

′

λ(F )(y) (similar to the residual polynomial Rλ(F )(y) defined from the
φ-adic development of F (x)). We say that the φ-development (3.2) of F (x) is admissible

if c
′

j 6= 0 for each abscissa j of a vertex of N . Recall that c
′

j 6= 0 if and only if φ(x) does not

divide

(

Aj(x)

pωj

)

. For more details, refer to [21]. The following lemma shows an important

relationship between the φ-adic development and any φ-admissible development of a given
polynomial F (x).

Lemma 3.3. ([21, Lemma 1.12])
If a φ-development of F (x) is admissible, then N+

φ (F ) = N and c
′

j = cj. In particular,

for any segment S of N with slope λ, we have R
′

λ(F )(y) = Rλ(F )(y) (up to multiply by a
non-zero element of Fφ).

For the determination of certain Newton polygons, we will need to use the following
lemmas.

Lemma 3.4. ([4, Lemma 3.4])
Let p be a rational prime integer and r a positive integer. Then

νp

((

pr

j

))

= r − νp(j)

for any integer j = 1, . . . , pr − 1.

Lemma 3.5. ([3, Lemma 4.1])
Let p be a rational prime integer and F (x) ∈ Z[x] be a monic polynomial which is separable

modulo p. Let g(x) be a monic irreducible factor of F (x) in Fp[x]. Then, we can select a

monic lifting φ(x) ∈ Z[x] of g(x) (this means that φ(x) = g(x)) such that

F (x) = φ(x)U(x) + pT (x)

for some polynomials U(x) and T (x) ∈ Z[x] such that φ(x) does not divide U(x)T (x).

The following lemma gives a sufficient condition for a rational prime integer p to be a
prime common index divisor of a given field K. For the proof, see [8] and [31, Theorems
4.33 and 4.34 ].

Lemma 3.6. Let p be a rational prime integer and K a number field. For every positive
integer d, let Pd be the number of distinct prime ideals of ZK lying above p with residue
degree d. If Pd > Np(d) for some positive integer d, then p is a prime common index
divisor of K.
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To apply the last lemma, one needs to know the number Np(m) of monic irreducible
polynomials over Fp of degree m which is given by the following proposition.

Proposition 3.7. ([31, Proposition 4.35]) The number of monic irreducible polynomials
of degree m in Fp[x] is given by:

Np(m) =
1

m

∑

d|m

µ(d)p
m
d ,

where µ is the Möbius function.

4. Proofs of main results

In this section, we prove our results. Let us start by Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. In all cases, we prove that K is not monogenic by showing that p
divides i(K). For this reason, in view of Lemma 3.6, it is sufficient to show that the prime
ideal factorization of pZK satisfies the inequality Pd > Np(d) for some positive integer d.
Under the hypothesis of Theorem 2.1, we have

F (x) = (xs + b)
pr

in Fp[x].

Since p does not divide sb, the polynomial xs + b is separable in Fp[x]. Let g(x) be a

monic irreducible factor of xs + b in Fp[x] of degree d. Using Lemma 3.5, we can select a
monic lifting φ(x) ∈ Z[x] of g(x) such that

xs + b = φ(x)U(x) + pT (x)

for some polynomials U(x) and T (x) ∈ Z[x] such that φ(x) does not divide U(x)T (x).
Set M(x) = pT (x)− b and write

F (x) = xn + axm + b

= (xs)p
r

+ axm + b

= (φ(x)U(x) +M(x))p
r

+ axm + b

= (φ(x)U(x))p
r

+

pr−1
∑

j=1

(

pr

j

)

M(x)p
r−jU(x)jφ(x)j +M(x)p

r

+ axm + b.

Applying the binomial theorem, we have

M(x)p
r

= (pT (x)− b)p
r

= pr+1bp
r−1T (x) +

pr−2
∑

j=0

(−1)j
(

pr

j

)

bj(pT (x))p
r−j + (−b)pr

= pr+1H(x) + (−b)pr ,
where

H(x) = bp
r−1T (x) +

1

pr+1

pr−2
∑

j=0

(−1)j
(

pr

j

)

bj(pT (x))p
r−j.
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It follows that

F (x) = (φ(x)U(x))p
r

+

pr−1
∑

j=1

(

pr

j

)

M(x)p
r−jU(x)jφ(x)j + pr+1H(x) + axm + (−b)pr + b.

Thus

F (x) =

pr
∑

j=0

Aj(x)φ(x)
j , (4.1)

where






A0(x) = pr+1H(x) + axm + (−b)pr + b,

Aj(x) =

(

pr

j

)

M(x)p
r−jU(x)jfor every 1 ≤ j ≤ pr.

Using Lemma 3.4, we get

ωj = νp(Aj(x)) = νp(

(

pr

j

)

M(x)p
r−jU(x)j) = νp(

(

pr

j

)

) = r − νp(j)

and
(

Aj(x)

pωj

)

=

(

pr

j

)

p

M(x)pr−jU(x)j

for every 1 ≤ j ≤ pr. Moreover, φ(x) does not divide

(

Aj(x)

pωj

)

for every 1 ≤ j ≤ pr,

since M(x) = −b 6= 0̄ and φ(x) does not divide U(x). So, the above φ-development (4.1)

of F (x) is admissible if and only if φ(x) does not divide

(

A0(x)

pω0

)

, where ω0 = νp(Ao(x)).

(1) Suppose now that µ < min{ν, r + 1}, then

ω0 = νp(Ao(x)) = νp(p
r+1H(x) + axm + (−b)pr + b) = µ

and
(

A0(x)

pω0

)

= apx
m.

Hence, φ(x) does not divide

(

A0(x)

pω0

)

, because φ(x) 6= x. It follows that the

φ-development (4.1) of F (x) is admissible. For every k := 1, . . . , Np(d, s, b), let

φk(x) be a monic lifting provided by Lemma 3.5 of some factor gk(x) of F (x)
of degree d. By Lemma 3.3, N+

φk
(F ) = Sk1 + · · · + Skµ has µ sides of degree 1

each joining the points (0, µ), (pr−µ+1, µ−1), . . . , and (pr, 0) with respective slopes

λk1 =
−1

pr−µ+1
=

−1

e1
, λki =

−1

(p− 1)pr−µ+i−1
=

−1

ei
for every i = 2, . . . , µ (see

FIGURE 2). Thus, Rλki
(F )(y) is irreducible in Fφ[y] as it is of degree 1. Then,

F (x) is p-regular. Applying Theorem 3.1, we see that

pZK =

Np(d,s,b)
∏

k=1

µ
∏

i=1

peikia,
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where a is a proper ideal of ZK , pki is a prime ideal of ZK of residue degree
f(pki/p) = deg(φ(x)) × deg(Rλki

(F )(y)) = d. Then, the Np(d, s, b) monic irre-
ducible factors of F (x) of degree d modulo p provides µNp(d, s, b) prime ideals of
residue degree d each. By using Lemma 3.6, if Np(d) < µNp(d, s, b), then p divides
i(K), and so K is not monogenic.

0 pr−µ+1 pr−µ+2 pr−2 pr−1 pr

1

2

µ

ν
r + 1

S1

S2

Sµ−1

Sµ

Figure 2. N+
φ (F ) with respect to p when µ < min{ν, r + 1}.

(2) If ν < min{µ, r + 1}, then ω0 = ν and

(

A0(x)

pω0

)

= (b+ (−b)pr)p.

So, φ(x) does not divide

(

A0(x)

pω0

)

. Thus, the φ-development (4.1) of F (x) is

admissible. Now, we proceed similarly to the proof of the first point, we show that
p | i(K).

(3) If µ = ν ≤ r, then ω0 = ν = µ and

(

A0(x)

pω0

)

= apx
m + (b+ (−b)pr)p.

In this case, we consider the monic irreducible factors of xs + b of degree d in
Fp[x] which do not divide apx

m + (b+ (−b)pr)p which guarantee that φ(x) does

not divide

(

A0(x)

pω0

)

. The number of these factors is Np(d, s, b)[m,
b+(−b)p

r

a
].

(4) Now, we deal with the case when r + 1 ≤ min{ν, µ}. Let

A0(x) =

l
∑

j=0

aj(x)φ(x)
j

be the φ-adic development of the polynomial A0(x) (deg(aj(x)) < deg(φ(x))) with

l = ⌊deg(A0(x))

d
⌋ which can exceed pr according to the degree of the polynomial

T (x) (see the above expressions of H(x) and A0(x)). Substituting in (4.1), we see
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that

F (x) =
l
∑

j=0

Bj(x)φ(x)
j , (4.2)

where














B0(x) = a0(x),

Bj(x) =

(

pr

j

)

M(x)p
r−jU(x)j + aj(x) = Aj(x) + aj(x) for every j = 1, . . . , pr,

Bj(x) = aj(x) if j ≥ pr + 1.

Since l(N+
φ (F )) = νφ(x)(F (x)) = pr, we are only interested in the first pr co-

efficients in the above φ-development (4.2) of F (x). Since r + 1 ≤ min{ν, µ},
νp(A0(x)) ≥ r + 1, and so νp(aj(x)) ≥ r + 1 for every j = 0, . . . , l. On the other
hand, as νp(Aj) ≤ r,

ω
′

j = νp(Bj(x)) = νp(Aj(x)) = ωj = νp(

(

pr

j

)

) = r − νp(j),

(

Bj(x)

pω
′

j

)

=

(

Aj(x)

pωj

)

,

and so φ(x) does not divide

(

Bj(x)

pω
′

j

)

for every j = 1, . . . , pr. We have also,

φ(x) does not divide

(

B0(x)

pω
′

0

)

, because deg(a0(x)) < deg(φ(x)), where ω
′

0 =

νp(B0(x)) = νp(a0(x)) ≥ r + 1. It follows that the φ-development (4.2) of F (x)
is admissible. By Lemma 3.3, N+

φ (F ) = So + · · · + Sr has r + 1 sides of degree

1 each joining the points (0, ω
′

0), (1, r), (p, r − 1), . . . , and (pr, 0) with respective

slopes λ0 = ω
′

0 − r =
ω

′

0 − r

e1
≤ −1, λi =

−1

pi − pi−1
=

−1

ei
for every i = 1, . . . , r.

By Theorem 3.1, we get

pZK =

Np(d,s,b)
∏

k=1

r
∏

i=0

peikib,

where b is a proper ideal of ZK , and pki is a prime ideal of ZK with residue degree
f(pi/p) = d. By Lemma 3.6, if Np(d) < (r + 1)Np(s, d, b), then p divides i(K).
Consequently, K is not monogenic.

�

Remark 4.1. In Theorem 2.1(4), if r+ 1 < min{ν, µ}, then N+
φ (F ) is exactly the Newton

polygon joining the points (0, r + 1), (1, r), (p, r− 1), . . . , and (pr, 0). Let us explain this
fact. By using lemma 3.4, we have

νp(

(

pr

j

)

bj(pT (x))p
r−j) = r − νp(j) + pr − j ≥ r + 2
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for every 1 ≤ j ≤ pr − 2 (it suffice to distinct the two cases when p divides or not j). It

follows that H(x) = bpr−1T (x) 6= 0. Therefore, ω0 = νp(A0(x)) = r + 1. So,
(

A0(x)

pω0

)

= H(x) = bpr−1T (x).

Consequently, the φ-adic development (4.1) is admissible. In this case, we don’t need to
consider the φ-adic development of A0(x) to determine N+

φ (F ).

Proof of Theorem 2.7. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.7, we see that

F (x) ≡ xm(xn−m + a) ≡ xm(xu + a)p
k

(mod p).

Since p does not divide au, the polynomial xu + a is separable in Fp[x]. It follows that if

xu + a =
∏t

i=1 φi(x) in Fp[x], then

F (x) = xm(

t
∏

i=1

φi(x))
pk inFp[x].

Fix φ(x) = φi(x) for some 1 ≤ i ≤ t and let d = deg(φ(x)). By Lemma 3.5, let
V (x), R(x) ∈ Z[x] such that

xu + a = φ(x)V (x) + pR(x)

with φ(x) does not divide V (x)R(x). By setting N(x) = pR(x)− a and

L(x) = ap
k−1R(x) +

1

pk+1

pk−2
∑

j=0

(−1)j
(

pk

j

)

aj(pR(x))p
k−j,

we obtain that

F (x) = (φ(x)V (x))p
k

xm +

pk−1
∑

j=1

(

pk

j

)

xmN(x)p
k−jV (x)jφ(x)j + pk+1xmL(x) + ((−apk) + a)xm + b.

It follows that

F (x) =

pk
∑

j=0

Aj(x)φ(x)
j , (4.3)

where







A0(x) = pk+1xmL(x) + ((−a)pk + a)xm + b,

Aj(x) =

(

pk

j

)

xmN(x)p
K−jV (x)jfor every 1 ≤ j ≤ pk.

�

To complete the proof, we proceed analogously to the proof of Theorem 2.1, we show
that p divides i(K). Using Lemma 3.4 and the fact that φ(x) does not divide R(x)V (x),
we see that the above φ-development of F (x) is admissible. By Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4, we
determine N+

φ (F ) and we get that F (x) is p-regular. Applying Theorem 3.1 to factorize
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pZK in the ring ZK . This factorization combined with the conditions of Theorem 2.7
satisfies the sufficient condition of Lemma 3.6. Consequently, p divides i(K).

Proof of Corollaries 2.4 and 2.9. For every k ≥ 1, we have the following factorization:

x2k − 1 = (x− 1)(x− 2)U(x) inF3[x],

where φi(x) does not divide U(x) for i = 1, 2. It follows that N3(1, 2
k,−1) = 2 for every

k ≥ 1. Also, the polynomial x2 + 1 is irreducible in F3[x], then N3(2, 2, 1) = 1. On the
other hand

x4 + 1 = (x2 − x− 1)(x2 + x− 1) inF3[x],

then N3(2, 2
2, 1) = 2. Using these factorizations and a direct application of Theorems 2.1

and 2.7, we conclude the two corollaries. �

Proof Theorem 2.5. We recall that Corollary 2.4(5) implies that if a ≡ 0 (mod 9) and b ≡
−1 (mod 9), then K is not monogenic. Moreover, using the proof of Theorem 2.1, we see
that

3ZK = p1p2p
2
3p

2
4

with residue degrees f(pk/3) = 1 for k = 1, 2, 3, 4. By Using Engstom’s table concerning
the index of number fields of degrees less than 7 (see [13, Page 234]), we see that ν3(i(K)) =
1. Now, we deal with the case when a ≡ 0 (mod 8) and b ≡ −1 (mod 8). In this case, we

have F (x) = (φ1(x)φ2(x))
2 in F2[x], where φ1(x) = x− 1 and φ2 = x2 + x+ 1. Write

F (x) = x6 + axm + b

= (x3 − 1 + 1)2 + axm + b

= (φ1(x)φ2(x) + 1)2 + axm + b

= (φ1(x)φ2(x))
2 + 2φ1(x)φ2(x) + axm + 1 + b. (4.4)

Let µ = ν2(a), ν = ν2(1 + b), and a0(x) = axm + 1 + b. Since a ≡ 0 (mod 8) and

b ≡ −1 (mod 8), ω0 = ν2(a0(x)) = min{µ, ν} ≥ 3. If µ > ν, then ω0 = ν and φ2(x)

does not divide (
a0(x)

2ν
) = 1. It follows that the above φi-development (4.4) of F (x) is

admissible for i = 1, 2. By Lemma 3.3, for i = 1, 2, N+
φi
(F ) = Si1 + Si2 has two sides

of degree 1 each joining the points (0, ν), (1, 1), and(2, 0) with respective slopes λi1 ≤ −2
and λi2 = −1 (see FIGURE 3). Thus, Rλik

(F )(y) is irreducible over Fφi
. It follows that

the polynomial F (x) is 2-regular. Applying Theorem 3.1, we obtain that

2ZK = p1p2p3p4

with residue degrees

f(p1/2) = f(p2/2) = 1 and f(p3/2) = f(p4/2) = 2

Similarly, if ν > µ, we see that

2ZK = p1p2p3p4

with residue degrees

f(p1/2) = f(p2/2) = 1 and f(p3/2) = f(p4/2) = 2.
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Now, we deal with the case when µ = ν. Write

axm + 1 + b = 2µ(a2x
m + (1 + b)2) = 2µ(φ2U2(x)) +R2(x)),

where U2(x) andR2(x) are respectively the quotient and the remainder upon the Euclidean
division of a2x

m + (1 + b)2 by φ2(x). Substituting in (4.4), we get that

F (x) = (φ1(x)φ2(x))
2 + (2φ1(x) + 2µU2(x))φ2(x) + 2µR2(x). (4.5)

Since φ2(x) does not divide φ1(x)R2(x), the above φ2-development (4.5) of F (x) is admis-
sible. By Lemma 3.3, N+

φ2
(F ) = S1 + S2 has two sides of degree 1 each joining the points

(0, µ), (1, 1), and(2, 0) with respective slopes λ1 ≤ −2 and λ2 = −1. Applying Theorem
3.1, the irreducible factor φ2(x) of F (x) provides two prime ideals of ZK lying above 2 of
residue degree 2 each. Similarly, we see that the irreducible factor φ1 provides two prime
ideals of ZK of residue degree 1 each lying above 2. We conclude that if a ≡ 0 (mod 8)
and b ≡ −1 (mod 8), then

2ZK = p1p2p3p4

with residue degrees

f(p1/2) = f(p2/2) = 1 and f(p3/2) = f(p4/2) = 2,

By using the above mentioned Engstrom’s table, ν2(i(K)) = 2. Consequently, K is not
monogenic. This complete the proof of the theorem. �

1 2

1

2

ν

µ

S1

S2

Figure 3. The φi-principal Newton polygon N+
φi
(F ) for i = 1, 2 with re-

spect to ν2 when ν < µ.

which is equal to 1
d

∑

k|d µ(k)p
d
k , where µ is the Möubius function

5. Examples

Let F (x) ∈ Z[x] be a monic irreducible polynomial and K a number field generated by
a complex root of F (x).

(1) If F (x) = x18 + 342xm + 26, then by Corollary 2.4(6), 3 divides i(K), and so, K
cannot be monogenic.

(2) By Theorem 2.5, the sextic pure field K = Q( 6
√
63) cannot be monogenic.

(3) If F (x) = x12−19x6+171, then by Corollary 2.9(6), 3 divides i(K). Consequently,
K is not monogenic.

(4) If F (x) = x6 + 3249xm + 152, then by Theorem 2.5, 3 divides i(K). Hence, K is
not monogenic.
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