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NON-ASSOCIATIVE VERSIONS OF HILBERT’S BASIS
THEOREM

PER BACK AND JOHAN RICHTER

ABSTRACT. We prove several new versions of Hilbert’s basis theorem for non-
associative Ore extensions, non-associative skew Laurent polynomial rings,
non-associative skew power series rings, and non-associative skew Laurent se-
ries rings. For non-associative skew Laurent polynomial rings, we show that
both a left and a right version of Hilbert’s basis theorem hold. For non-
associative Ore extensions, we show that a right version holds, but give a
counterexample to a left version; a difference that does not appear in the
associative setting.

1. INTRODUCTION

In commutative algebra and algebraic geometry, the classical Hilbert’s basis
theorem, which says that if R is a unital, associative, commutative, and Noetherian
ring, then R[X] is also Noetherian, is of fundamental importance (Hilbert’s original
basis theorem stems from 1890 [5] and concerns ideals generated by homogeneous
polynomials in ordinary polynomial rings over fields and over the ring of integers).
This theorem can be generalized as follows: if R is a unital, associative, right (left)
Noetherian ring together with an automorphism ¢ and o-derivation §, then the
Ore extension R[X;o,d], the Laurent polynomial ring R[X*; 0], the skew power
series ring R[[X;0]], and the skew Laurent series ring R((X;o)) are also right
(left) Noetherian (many proofs can be found in the textbook [4] by Goodear]l and
Warfield. Alternatively, see the proofs in this article). In [1], Hilbert’s basis theorem
for Ore extensions was further extended by the present authors to the case when
R is non-associative or hom-associative. In this article, we investigate versions of
Hilbert’s basis theorem for all the above rings in the non-associative setting where
o is an additive surjection or bijection respecting 1, that is, (1) = 1, and ¢ is an
additive map where §(1) = 0. This corresponds to non-associative versions of Ore
extensions introduced by Nystedt, Oinert, and Richter in [7], and to non-associative
skew Laurent polynomial rings introduced by the present authors in [2].

We prove several new versions of Hilbert’s basis theorem for non-associative skew
Laurent polynomial rings, non-associative skew Laurent series rings, non-associative
skew power series rings, and non-associative Ore extensions, thus generalizing re-
sults from [1]. Unlike for associative rings, there is no simple equivalence between
the left and right Hilbert’s basis theorem; in fact for non-associative Ore exten-
sions, only a right version holds in general. In more detail, for non-associative skew
Laurent polynomial rings, we prove both a left and a right version of Hilbert’s
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basis theorem (Theorem 1). For non-associative Ore extensions, we prove a right
version of Hilbert’s basis theorem (Theorem 2) that generalizes the right version
of Hilbert’s basis theorem for non-associative Ore extensions proved in [1] by ap-
plying to a non-associative Ore extension R[X; o, d], where we only require o to be
an additive surjection with o(1) = 1 and § to be an additive map with §(1) = 0.
In Example 9, we show that the left version of Hilbert’s basis theorem for non-
associative Ore extensions in [1] cannot be similarly generalized.

Lastly, we show that under certain conditions, one can also prove a Hilbert’s basis
theorem for non-associative generalizations of skew power series rings (Theorem 3)
and skew Laurent series rings (Theorem 4).

The article is organized as follows:

In Section 2, we provide conventions (Subsection 2.1) and preliminaries from
non-associative ring theory (Subsection 2.2). We also recall what skew Laurent
polynomial rings and Ore extensions are (Subsection 2.3), and how the definition
of these rings can be extended to the non-associative setting (Subsection 2.4).

In Section 3, we prove the above mentioned results on Hilbert’s basis theorem: in
Subsection 3.1 for non-associative skew Laurent polynomial rings, in Subsection 3.2
for non-associative Ore extensions, and in Subsection 3.3 for non-associative gen-
eralizations of both power series rings and skew Laurent series rings.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Conventions. All rings are assumed to be unital and the multiplicative iden-
tity element is written 1. We denote by N the natural numbers, including zero.

2.2. Non-associative ring theory. By a non-associative ring, we mean a ring
which is not necessarily associative. If R is a non-associative ring, by a left R-
module, we mean an additive group M equipped with a biadditive map Rx M — M,
(rym) — rm for any r € R and m € M. A subset B of M is a basis if for any
m € M, there are unique 1, € R for b € B, such that r, = 0 for all but finitely
many b € B, and m = ), p7pb. A left R-module that has a basis is called free.

For a non-associative ring R, the associator is the function (-,-,-): RxRXxR — R
defined by (r,s,t) = (rs)t — r(st) for all r,s,t € R. Using the associator we
define three sets: Nj(R) := {r € R: (r,s,t) = 0 for all s,t € R}, Np,(R) := {s €
R: (r,s,t) =0 for all r,t € R}, and N,.(R) := {t € R: (r,s,t) =0 for all r, s € R}.
It turns out that N;(R), N,,(R), and N, (R) are all associative subrings of R, and
if R is unital, they all contain the multiplicative identity element of R. We also
define N(R) := Ni(R) N N, (R) N N,.(R). We denote by R* the set of all elements
of R which have two-sided multiplicative inverses (recall that in a non-associative
ring, inverses need not be unique, however).

By a non-associative ring R being right (left) Noetherian, we mean that R sat-
isfies the ascending chain condition on right (left) ideals. In [1], we show that
this is equivalent to all right (left) ideals being finitely generated and that the
non-associative module theory parallels the associative case.

2.3. Ore extensions and skew Laurent polynomial rings. Let us recall the
definitions of (associative) Ore extensions and skew Laurent polynomial rings.

Let R be an associative ring. We want to equip the ordinary polynomial ring
R[X] with a new multiplication satisfying X R C RX+ R. This implies the existence
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of additive maps o,d: R — R such that Xr = o(r)X +d(r) for any r € R. The full
multiplication is given by the biadditive extension of the relations

(1) (rX™) (sX™) =Y (raf*(s) X"

ieN
for any r,s € R and m,n € N. Here 7]* denotes the sum of all (T) possible
compositions of i copies of o and m — i copies of §, where 7/"(s) := 0 whenever
m < i. For instance, 72 = 0o0dod+docgod+dodoo. For the resulting structure
to be an associative ring, it is necessary and sufficient that ¢ is an endomorphism
of R and ¢ is a o-derivation, i.e. an additive map satisfying

d(rs) = a(r)é(s) + o(r)s

for any r, s € R. The resulting associative ring is denoted by R[X; o, 4] and called
an Ore extension of R.

Similarly, we can equip the ordinary Laurent polynomial ring R[X*] with a new
associative multiplication satisfying X R = RX by using an automorphism o. The
multiplication is then defined by the biadditive extension of the relations

(2) (rX™) (sX") = (ro™(s)) X"

for any r, s € R and m,n € Z. The resulting associative ring is denoted by R[X + ]
and called a skew Laurent polynomial ring over R.

2.4. Non-associative Ore extensions and non-associative skew Laurent
polynomial rings. In [7], it was noted that the product (1) gives a non-associative
ring extension for any non-associative ring R and any two additive maps 0: R — R
and 0: R — R satisfying (1) = 1 and §(1) = 0.

To be precise, let R be a non-associative ring. We denote by R[X] the set of
formal sums » 7, 7 X i where r; € R is zero for all but finitely many i € N, equipped
with pointwise addition. Now, let o and § be additive maps on R satisfying o(1) =1
and (1) = 0. The non-associative Ore extension R[X;0c,0] of R is defined as the
additive group R[X] with multiplication defined by (1). One readily verifies that
this makes R[X;0,0] a non-associative ring. It is associative if and only if R is
associative o is an endomorphism, and ¢ is a o-derivation. It follows from results
in [7] that X™ € N,,,(R[X;0,0]) N N,.(R[X;0,6]) for any n € N.

Example 1. Let T be a non-associative ring and let R=T[Y]. If §: R - Ris a
T-linear map where (1) = 0, then the non-associative Ore extension R[X;idg,d]
is called a non-associative Weyl algebra in [7].

Non-associative skew Laurent polynomial rings are defined in an analogous fash-
ion to how non-associative Ore extensions are defined.

Let R be a non-associative ring. We denote by R[X*] the set of formal sums
YienTiX ¢ where r; € R is zero for all but finitely many ¢ € Z, equipped with
pointwise addition. Now, let o be an additive bijection on R respecting 1. The non-
associative skew Laurent polynomial ring R[X; o, 6] over R is defined as the additive
group R[X*] with multiplication defined by (2). One readily verifies that this makes
R[X*; 0] a non-associative ring. It is associative if and only if R is associative and o
is an automorphism. By Proposition 13 in [2], X" € N,,(R[X*;0) N N,.(R[X*;0])
for any n € Z.
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Example 2. On the ring C we can define o4(a + bi) = a+ ¢bi for any a,b € R and
q € R*. Then o is an additive bijection that respects 1, and we can accordingly
define C[X*;0,]. Moreover, o, is an automorphism if and only if ¢ = 41, and so
C[X*;0,] is associative if and only if ¢ = +1.

Example 3. Let T be a non-associative ring, ¢ € Z(T)*, and R = T[Y]. Since
Z(T) is associative, ¢ has a unique two-sided multiplicative inverse. Define a ring
automorphism o,: R — R by the T-algebra extension of the relation o4 (Y) = ¢Y.
The non-associative quantum torus over T is the skew Laurent polynomial ring
R[X*;0,]. Tt is associative if and only if T is associative.

Remark 1. Both non-associative Ore extensions and non-associative skew Laurent
polynomial rings are examples of Ore monoid rings as defined by Nystedt, Oinert,
and Richter [8].

Example 4. Let A be any of the real, non-associative Cayley—Dickson algebras
R,C,H,... with the anti-automorphism * given by the conjugation map. Then *
is an automorphism on A if and only if A = R or C if and only if A[XT;%] is
associative.

3. HILBERT’S BASIS THEOREM
In this section, we extend Hilbert’s basis theorem to non-associative settings.

3.1. Hilbert’s basis theorem for non-associative skew Laurent polynomial
rings.

Theorem 1. Let R be a non-associative ring with an additive bijection o that
respects 1. If R is left (right) Noetherian, then so is R[X*;0].

Proof. The following proof is a minor adaptation of the proof of Proposition 2.5 in

3]
Let R be left Noetherian. For a left ideal I of S := R[X¥;0] and a positive
integer n, define

0

I(I) = {ro €ER: Z ri X" e I for some r; € R where —n+1§i<0}.
i1=—n+1

It is clear that each [, (I) is a left ideal of R and that I1(I) Clao(I) C---.

Suppose that I and J are left ideals of S with J C I and [,(I) = [,(J) for
each positive integer n: we claim that I = J. If not, then there must be an
element s = Z?:a s; X" (with s; € R) in I\J with b — a as small as possible. Since
Xb(X_bs) = s, it is not true that X ~’s belongs to J, but X s belongs to I, so
we may assume b = 0. Thus s = Z?:a 5; X% and so sg € l1_o(I) = l1_o(J). This
means there is an element ¢t = 50—|—Z;:1a 3, € JCI. Hence X(s—t) = Z?:a-i—l u; X*
for some u; € R. By the assumption on s, we get that X (s—t) € J. Hence Xs € J,
and so X 1(Xs) = s € J, which is a contradiction. Thus I = J.

Now suppose that Iy C I C --- is a chain of left ideals of S. Clearly I;(I;) C
la(Iz) C - -+, so by the left Noetherianness of R, there is a k such that I (I}) = 1, (I,,)
for all n > k. Tt is clear that in fact Iy (Ix) = 1, (In) for all n,m > k. Consider
the chains {;(I1) Cl;(I3) € ---, for 1 < j <k — 1. Again by Noetherianness, there
is an n, which we may choose bigger than k, such that [;(I,,) = {;(I,) for m > n
and all j with 1 < 57 <k — 1. But this equality already holds for j > k, so in fact
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[;(I,) = 1;(In) for all m > n and all j, and so by the previous paragraph, I, = I,,,
for all m > n. This shows that S is left Noetherian.
The right case is similar. (Il

Example 5. If R is an associative, commutative, Noetherian ring, then the matrix
ring M,,(R) is Noetherian for any n € N5 (see e.g. Proposition 1.6 in [4]). Hence
M, (R)[X*; 0] where ¢ is the anti-automorphism given by the transpose operation,
is Noetherian.

Remark 2. Any non-associative division ring is Noetherian, and so by Theorem 1,
the non-associative skew Laurent polynomial rings in Example 2 and in Example 4
whenever A = R, C,H or O are Noetherian.

Remark 3. By Theorem 1, the non-associative quantum torus T[Y*][X*;0,] in
Example 3 is left (right) Noetherian if T is left (right) Noetherian.

Given an associative algebra A over a field K of characteristic different from
two, we may define a unital, non-associative K-algebra AT by using the Jordan
product {-,-}: AT — AT, given by {a,b} := %(ab—l— ba) for any a,b € A. AT is
then a Jordan algebra, i.e. a commutative algebra where any two elements a and
b satisfy the Jordan identity, {{a,b}{a,a}} = {a,{b,{a,a}}}. Since inverses on
A extend to inverses on AT, we see that if A = H, then A% is also Noetherian.
Using the standard notation ¢, j, k for the quaternion units with defining relation
i? = j2 = k? = ijk = —1, we see that H* is not associative as e.g. (i,4,j)g+ =
{{’Lvl}v]} - {ia {Za.]}} =-J.

Example 6. Let 0 € Autg(H). Then o € Autg(H'), and so by Theorem 1,
H*[X*; 0] is Noetherian.

By Theorem 1, it is immediate that if R is left (right) Noetherian, then so are
all iterated non-associative skew Laurent polynomial rings of R where all the os
are additive bijections respecting 1.

Now, if 01,...,0, are pairwise commuting additive bijections of R respecting
1, then we may construct an iterated non-associative skew Laurent polynomial
ring of R as follows (see e.g. Exercise 1W in [4] for the associative case, which

is nearly identical). First, we set S; := R[Xi;01]. Then oy extends to an ad-
ditive bijection g2 on S; respecting 1, defined by d2(rX7") = o2(r)X]" for any
m € Z. Next, we set Sy = Sl[XQi;EQ]. Once S; has been constructed for

some i < n, we construct S;y1 := S; [Xil; 0it+1] where 7,41 is the additive bijec-

tion on S; defined by G;11(rX7™ -+ - X)) = o411 (r) X" -+ - X'». We denote by
R[Xli, . ,Xff; o1, ...,0y,] the resulting iterated non-associative skew Laurent poly-
nomial ring R[XT;01]---[XF;5,]. This is a generalization of the non-associative
skew Laurent polynomial rings defined in [6]; their construction corresponds exactly
to the case when o1, ..., 0, are automorphisms.

Corollary 1. Let R be a non-associative ring with pairwise commuting addi-
tive bijections o1,...,o0, respecting 1. If R is left (right) Noetherian, then so is
R[Xli,...,Xff;Ul,...,on].

3.2. Hilbert’s basis theorem for non-associative Ore extensions. We will
now see to what extent Hilbert’s basis theorem can be extended to non-associative
Ore extensions (see Subsection 2.4).
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Lemma 1. Let R be a non-associative ring with an additive surjection o that
respects 1 and an additive map § where §(1) = 0. Then, for anyn € N, Z?:o X'R=
Yo RX" as right R-modules in R[X;0,4].

Proof. We show that as sets, > o X'R =" JRX" Since Y , RX" is clearly
closed under addition and multiplication from the right by an element from R, it
is indeed a right R-module. We also see that Y. X"R C . j RX", so we only
need to show that the other inclusion holds as well. We prove this by induction on
n.

Base case (n = 0): We must show that RX? C X°R. However, since X° = 1,
this is immediate.

Induction step (n + 1): Assume that > ;" JRX® C > " X'R and let p €
Z?:Jrol RX'. By definition, p = X"+ [lower order terms| for some r € R. Since
o is surjective, so is ™1, and so there exists 7’ € R such that ¢"*1(r’) = r. Then
p— X" e S CRXTC S X'R, so we must have p € > X?R. Hence
S RXTC Y XPR, and the induction step is done. O

Theorem 2. Let R be a non-associative ring with an additive surjection o that
respects 1 and an additive map 0 where 6(1) = 0. If R is right Noetherian, then so
is R[X;0,0].

Proof. This proof is an adaptation of a proof in [4] to our setting. We wish to show
that any right ideal of R[X; o, d] is finitely generated. Since the zero ideal is finitely
generated, it is sufficient to show that any non-zero right ideal I of R[X;0,d] is
finitely generated. Let J consist of the zero element and all leading coefficients of
polynomialsin I, i.e. J:={r € R: rX%4rg 1 X4 4. drg € I,7q_1,...,70 € R}.
We claim that J is a right ideal of R. First, one readily verifies that J is an
additive subgroup of R. Now, let 7 € J and s € R be arbitrary. Then there is
some polynomial p = r X% + [lower order terms] in I. Moreover, there exists s’ € R
such that o%(s’) = s. Hence ps’ = (rX?)s' + [lower order terms] = (ro?(s')) X4 +
[lower order terms] = (rs)X? + [lower order terms|, which is an element of I since
p is. Therefore, rs € J, so J is a right ideal of R.

Since R is right Noetherian and J is a right ideal of R, .J is finitely generated,
say by {r1,...,mx} C J. All the elements r1,...,r; are assumed to be non-zero,
and moreover, each of them is a leading coefficient of some polynomial p; € I of
degree m;. Put m = max(mq,...,my). Then each r; is the leading coefficient of
p XM = XM XM 4 Tlower order terms] = 7; X™ + [lower order terms],
which is an element of I of degree m.

Let M := 7" ' RX". By Lemma 1, > ' RX? = Y7 ' X'R as right R-
modules. Hence M is finitely generated, and any finitely generated right R-module
is Noetherian. Now, since I is a right ideal of the ring R[X; o, §] which contains R,
in particular, it is also a right R-module. Hence I N M is a submodule of M, and
since M is a Noetherian right R-module, I N M is finitely generated, say by the set
{ar, - ai}-

Let Iy be the right ideal of R[X;a, ] generated by {p1 X™ ™1 ... ppX™ Mk,
q1,---,qt}. Since all the elements in this set belong to I, we have that Iy C I. We
claim that I C Iy. In order to prove this, pick any element p’ € I.

Base case (P(m)): If degp’ <m, p' € M = Z?;Bl RX', sop’ € INM. On the
other hand, the generating set of I N M is a subset of the generating set of Iy, so
INM C Iy, and therefore p’ € Iy.
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Induction step (Vn > m (P(n) — P(n + 1))): Assume degp’ = n > m and that
Iy contains all elements of I with deg < n. We want to show that I, contains
p’ as well. Let 7’ be the leading coefficient of p’, so that we have p’ = ' X" +
[lower order terms]. Since p’ € I by assumption, ' € J. We then claim that »/ =
Zf:l E_];:l(' < ((Tisijl)sijQ) s )Sijj for some k' S N>0 and some Sijly -5 Sijj € R.
First, we note that since J is generated by {ri,...,r}, it is necessary that J
contains all elements of that form. Secondly, we see that subtracting any two such
elements or multiplying any such element from the right with one from R again
yields such an element, and hence the set of all elements of this form is not only a
right ideal containing {r1,..., 7}, but also the smallest such to do so.

Recall that p; X™~™ = 1, X™ + [lower order terms]. There exists s;, such that
o™ (s350) = Sijes 80 (P X TM) 535, = (risije) X™ + [lower order terms]. Set ¢;; =
(- (((piXm=ma) si5y) shyg) -+ ) 8- Since p; X™™™i is a generator of Iy, ¢;; is an
element of Iy as well, and therefore so is the element ¢ := Zle 25/:1 ci; X" =
r' X™+[lower order terms]. However, as Iy C I, we also have ¢ € I, and since p’ € I,
(p'—q) € I. Now, p’ = ' X"+ [lower order terms], so deg(p’ —¢) < n, and therefore
(p' —q) € Iy. This shows that p’ = (p’ — q) + ¢ is an element of Iy as well, and thus
I = Iy, which is finitely generated. O

Remark 4. By Theorem 2, the non-associative Weyl algebra T[Y][X;idg,d] in
Example 3 is right Noetherian if T is right Noetherian. By Theorem 1 in [1],
T[Y][X;idg, ] is left Noetherian if T is left Noetherian.

Example 7. Let f: N — N be a surjection with f(0) =0, R = R[Y], and o be the
additive surjection on R defined by ¢(rY") = rY /(") for any € R and n € N. Let
0 be the ordinary derivative on R. Then o respects 1 and §(1) = 0. By Theorem 2,
R[X;0,6] is right Noetherian.

Example 8. Let R =R[Y] and let o be the map on R defined such that o(p(Y))
for any polynomial p(Y') € R has twice the coefficient of Y that p(Y") has, but all
other coefficients are the same (e.g. 0(2 —Y +3Y?) =2 —2Y + 3Y?), and let § be
the ordinary derivative. Then o is an additive bijection that respects 1, and ¢ is an
additive map where §(1) = 0. From Theorem 2, R[X; 0, ] is right Noetherian.

We can relate the ideals of a non-associative skew Laurent polynomial ring to a
subring that is a non-associative Ore extension.

Proposition 1. Let R be a non-associative ring with an additive bijection o that
respects 1. Set S := R[X*;0] and T := R[X;0,0]. If I is a left ideal of S, then
I=SINT). If I is a right ideal of S, then I =(INT)S.

Proof. Let I be a right ideal of S. Then I NT is a right ideal of T'. We claim that
I=(INT)S. Ifpelthen p=ppX™+- -+ p, X" where p; € R and i, m,n are
integers with m < n. Then p = (pX ") X™ and pX ™ e€INT,sope (INT)S.
If pe (INT)S, then obviously p € I.

The left case is similar. (|

Proposition 1 shows that if R[X; o, 0] is left (right) Noetherian, then so is R[X*; o].
Combined with Theorem 2, this can be used to prove the right version of Theorem 1.
In the associative case, one can prove the left version of Theorem 1 similarly by
using a left version of Theorem 2. However, in the following example, we show that
a left version of Theorem 2 is not true.
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Example 9. Let R = K[Y, Z] where K is a field. Set U := {1,3,5,...} and
let V' be the set U x N. Then there exist bijections f: U — {1,2,3,...} and
g=1(91,92): {2,4,6,...} = V. Define a map o on the monomials of R as follows:
o(1) =1, o(Y'Z)) = Y*ZI if i > 0, 0(Z7) = Z/U) if j is odd, and o(Z7) =
Y 91() 792() if j is even. Extend o K-linearly to all polynomials in R. Then o
is an additive bijection that respects 1. Note that the ideal, J, of R generated
by Y is mapped to the ideal generated by Y2 by o. Set T := R[X;0,0] and let
I={,cymiX"€T:r;e Jforalli}. Then I is a left ideal of T. We claim that
I is not finitely generated.

For suppose that I is generated as a left ideal by p1, ..., p, for some n. Let m be
the maximal degree in X of p1,...,pn. Then YX™T! is in the left ideal generated
by these generators. Hence there are s;,%;1,%2,... € T such that yxmtl =
S sipi+ >y tia(ti2pi) + - - - . There must exist terms on the right of degree at
least m + 1. Note that if a term on the right has degree m + 1, then its coeflicients
belong to the ideal generated by Y?2. This would mean that the coefficient on the
left of degree m + 1 also belongs to the ideal of R generated by Y2. This is a
contradiction, so there cannot exist such a finite set of generators.

3.3. Hilbert’s basis theorem for non-associative skew power series rings
and non-associative Laurent series rings. Let R be a non-associative ring with
an additive bijection o that respects 1. We can define a non-associative skew power
series ring R[[X;o]] by simply equipping the set of formal power series Yo~ r; X",
where r; € R, with the usual pointwise addition and the multiplication defined by
(rX™) (sX™) = (ro™(s)) X™*" for any r,s € R and m,n € N (extended in the
obvious way). In particular, this makes R[[X;o]] a unital, non-associative ring.
We define the order of a non-zero element of R[[X;0o]] to be the least power
of X with a non-zero coefficient and that coefficient to be the leading coefficient.
Like usual in formal power series rings, we can define the value of an infinite series

Yoo pi as long as the order of the p;s goes to infinity.

Theorem 3. Let R be an associative ring with an additive surjection o that respects
1. If R is right Noetherian, then so is R[[X;o]].

Proof. Let R be a right Noetherian ring satisfying the conditions of the theorem.
Denote the leading coefficient of an element p € S := R[[X;0]] by ¢(p).

Let I be an arbitrary non-zero right ideal of S. Let J be a set consisting of 0
and the leading coefficients of non-zero elements in I. It is not difficult to see that
J is a right ideal of R and thus it is finitely generated.

Let p; be a non-zero element of I, such that no non-zero element of I has
lower order. Define inductively po,...,p, such that the p;;; has minimal order
among all elements in I such that ¢(p;+1) does not lie in the right ideal generated
by ¢(p1),...,¢(p;). This process must stop after finitely many steps. We claim
that p1,...,p, generate I. Let an element ¢ € I be given. Clearly there is some
combination Z?:lpikLi where k1 ; € S and either k1 ; = 0 or the order of k ;
equals the order of ¢, that has the same leading coefficient and the same order as q.
Then ¢’ = g — >, pik1,; is an element of I of higher order than gq. We can then
find k21,...,k2n € S and either k2 ; = 0 or the order of ko ; equals the order of ¢/,
such that ¢’ — > | p;ko,; is an element of I of yet higher order. Continuing this
process we can write ¢ = p1 Y, ke + 4+ Pn D peq ken, showing that ¢ belongs
to the right ideal generated by p1,...,pn. O
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Similarly, one can define a non-associative skew Laurent series ring R((X;0)).

Theorem 4. Let R be an associative ring with an additive bijection o that respects

1. If R is right Noetherian, then so is R((X;0)).

Proof. Let R be a right Noetherian ring satisfying the conditions of the theorem.
Denote the leading coefficient of an element p € S := R((X;0)) by ¢(p).

Let I be an arbitrary non-zero right ideal of S. Let J be a set consisting of 0 and
the leading coeflicients of non-zero elements in I. Then J is a right ideal of R and
thus finitely generated. Let pq,...,p, be elements in I such that ¢(p1),...,c(pn)
generate J. By the exact same argument as in the proof of Theorem 3, p1,...,pn
generate I. (|

Problem 1. Can one generalize the above two theorems for R non-associative?

Problem 2. Can one prove a left version of the above two theorems?
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