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A BSTRACT
In this paper, we explore the different types of domains, which are special subclasses of rings that
have many interesting properties about divisibility, factorization, and generation of ideals. This leads
to the study of Dedekind domains, where we prove several important results. In the third section, we
investigate the ideal class group and the finiteness of the class number of an algebraic number field.
Finally, we conclude with an application to elliptic curve cryptography.
In this paper, unless stated otherwise, all rings are assumed to be commutative and contain an identity.

1

Types of Domains

We start by connecting commutative rings to fields with the following chain of subclass inclusions:
commutative rings ⊂ integral domains ⊂ integrally closed domains ⊂ GCD domains ⊂ unique
factorization domains ⊂ principal ideal domains ⊂ Euclidean domains ⊂ fields.
In this first section, we look at each of the types of domains and provide some examples of each.
Integral domains are essentially a general form of ring that holds an important property of the integers.
Definition 1.1. An integral domain A is a ring with no nontrivial zero divisors. Equivalently, ab = 0 implies either
a = 0 or b = 0, and if a 6= 0 then ab = ac implies b = c.
In an integral domain, divisibility makes some sort of sense, although not in the way that one might expect. For two
elements a, b in ring R, we say that a divides b if there exists another element c such that ac = b. Two elements divide
each other if and only if there exists an invertible element u such that a = ub. In this case, we say that a and b are
associated.
Proposition 1.2. Two associated elements generate the same principal ideal.
Proof. By the definition of associated elements, we have a = ub and b = va for elements u and v. This means that
a ∈ (b) and b ∈ (a). Thus, (a) ⊂ (b) and (b) ⊂ (a), so (a) = (b).

Related to (and a specific type of) integral domains are the integrally closed domains.
Definition 1.3. Given a ring R its field of fractions K is the localization such that all nonzero elements of R are
invertible. Specifically, every element of K can be written as ab where a, b ∈ R and b 6= 0.
Example. The field of fractions of the integers Z is the rationals Q.
Example. The field of fractions of any field is the field itself.
Definition 1.4. An integrally closed domain A is a ring which is integrally closed in its field of fractions. In other
words, every integral element in the field of fractions of A, belongs to A.
√
Example. The quadratic
integers Q[ −5]
a monic polynomial with
√
√ are integrally closed, because every root of √
coefficients in Q[ −5] is contained in Q[ −5]. More generally, this property holds for Q[ d] for n = 2, 3 (mod 4).
Now we move on to the GCD domain, which is essentially what it seems like: the GCD of any two elements is
well-defined.
Definition 1.5. A GCD domain is an integral domain such that there is a unique principal ideal containing the ideal
generated by any two elements.

The element generating the unique principal ideal is considered the GCD of the two original elements.
Definition 1.6. An algebraic integer is a complex number that is the root of a monic polynomial with integer
coefficients.
Example. The set of algebraic integers Z is a GCD domain.
One important property of the GCD domain is that every irreducible element is prime.
Definition 1.7. A unique factorization domain (UFD) is a ring where every element can be written as a product of
prime elements in exactly one way, up to units.
Example. The integers Z are a UFD because of the Fundamental Theorem of Algebra.
Example. The polynomial ring of a field F [x1 , x2 , · · · xn ] is a UFD
√
√
√
Nonexample. Z[ 5] is not a UFD because 6 = 2 · 3 = (1 + −5)(1 − −5).
√ √
Nonexample. This also fails for the algebraic integers in general Z. Since for any a ∈ Z, we can factor a as a · a,
factorizations are not unique, so Z is not a UFD.
Definition 1.8. A principal ideal domain is an integral domain where every ideal is principal (generated by a single
element).
Example. Q[x], the polynomials in x with rational coefficients
Nonexample. The multivariable polynomials K[x1 , x2 , · · · xn ] are not a PID because hx1 , x2 i is not principal.
Theorem 1.9. All principal ideal domains are unique factorization domains.
Proof. Suppose an element in a PID can be factored two different ways into irreducibles, p1 · · · pm and q1 · · · qn , where
WLOG n ≥ m.
Since p1 is irreducible, it is prime. Since p1 divides the product on the right, it must also divide one of the factors qi
(easily shown by induction). Without loss of generality, suppose it divides q1 . We can write q1 = p1 a1 and divide both
sides by p1 (which we are allowed to do because PIDs are integral domains). This leaves us with
p2 · · · pm = a1 q2 · · · qm
If we continue until we run out of pi ’s, we end up with
1 = a1 · · · am · qm+1 · · · qn
This means that the qm+1 · · · qn , if they exist, must be units. However, since irreducible elements can’t be units, we
have m = n. Hence, the factorization must be unique, because all pi and qi are irreducible.

The converse is not true. The multivariable polynomials K[x1 , x2 , · · · xn ] are a UFD but not a PID, as shown above.
Definition 1.10. A Euclidean domain is an integral domain R with a function f from the nonzero elements of R to
the nonnegative integers satisfying the following properties:
• f (a) ≤ f (ab) for all nonzero a, b ∈ R
• for all a, b ∈ R such that b 6= 0 there exist q, r ∈ R such that a = bq + r and r = 0 or f (r) < f (b).
The Euclidean function f is not part of the definition of the Euclidean domain, because in general, a Euclidean domain
can have many different Euclidean functions. It is only necessary for a suitable Euclidean function to exist.
Example. The Gaussian integers Z[i] are a Euclidean domain, where the function f is simply the norm of the Gaussian
integer: f (a + bi) = a2 + b2
√
Nonexample. Q[ −19] is a PID but not a Euclidean domain.
√
Remark 1.11. An important problem in algebraic number theory asks when the quadratic integers a + b d
are a Euclidean domain for the function of the algebraic norm. It turns out that this is the case only when
d ∈ {−11, −7, −3, −2, −1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 11, 13, 17, 19, 21, 29, 33, 37, 41, 57, 73}
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Dedekind Domains

Now, we get to the main topic of the paper, Dedekind domains, which are one of the most important topics in algebraic
number theory. The applications of Dedekind domains include analyzing quadratic forms, localizations of Noetherian
rings, and even elliptic curves. First, we need to start by defining it:
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Definition 2.1. A Dedekind domain is an integrally closed domain A satisfying the following properties:
• A is Noetherian
• every nonzero prime ideal in A is maximal
Example. The most trivial example of a Dedekind domain is the integers.
Example. The integral closure of a ring over any finite degree extension of its fraction field is a Dedekind domain.
Definition 2.2. The Krull dimension of a ring is the maximum length of an increasing chain of prime ideals.
Corollary 2.3. Dedekind domains have Krull dimension 1.
Now, we introduce the concept of fractional ideals, which essentially act as inverses to integral ideals (what we think of
as normal ideals).
Definition 2.4. In a ring A, a fractional ideal a is a set of elements in A such that for some d ∈ A, da is an integral
ideal.
Example. An example of a fractional ideal is pq · Z for relatively prime p, q ∈ Z.
Definition 2.5. A principal fractional ideal is a fractional ideal with a single generator.
The above example is also an example of a principal fractional ideal, because it is generated by ( pq ).
One of the most important theorems about Dedekind domains is the existence and uniqueness of ideal factorization.
First, we prove some preliminary results:
Theorem 2.6. In a Dedekind domain A, the set of prime ideals containing an element a ∈ A is finite.
Proof. Let IA be the group of ideals of A, then we look at the following subsets:
• S := I ∈ IA : (a) ⊆ I ⊆ A
• T := I ∈ IA : A ⊆ I ⊆ (a)−1
We can look at the following bijections:
• φ1 : S → T : I → I −1
• φ2 : T → S : I → aI
Since S and T are nonempty and partially ordered, φ1 is order-reversing and φ2 is order-preserving. Thus the
composition φ = φ2 · φ1 is also order-reversing. Before and after applying φ, S satisfies the ascending and descending
chain conditions, respectively.
Now we can proceed by contradiction. Suppose there are infinitely many distinct prime ideals that contain a, which we
call p1 , p2 , . . ..
Then, we have
p1 ⊇ p1 ∩ p2 ⊇ p1 ∩ p2 ∩ p3 ⊇ · · ·
which is a descending chain of ideals. By DCC, this must stabilize at some n, meaning
p1 · · · pn−1 ⊆ p1 ∩ · · · ∩ pn−1 = p1 ∩ · · · ∩ pn ⊆ pn
Since pn contains p1 · · · pn , it must contain at least one of the pi ’s for some i, by definition of prime ideal. This implies
the existence of a chain (0) ( pi ( pn of length 2, violating dim(A) ≤ 1, a contradiction.

Corollary 2.7. The number of prime ideals of a Dedekind domain A that contain any given nonzero ideal I is finite.
Proof. The proof follows trivially from the previous lemma by taking some element a ∈ I.



Definition 2.8. A discrete valuation is a function v from a field K to the integers satisfying the following conditions:
• v(x · y) = v(x) + v(y)
• v(x + y) ≥ min(v(x), v(y))
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• v(x) = ∞ if and only if x = 0
We define the discrete valuation on a prime ideal p as a subset of the image of the discrete valuation function from the
minimal field.
Lemma 2.9. Let p be a nonzero prime ideal in a Dedekind domain A. If I is an ideal of A then vp (I) = 0 if and only
if p does not contain I. If q is a nonzero prime ideal different from p, then vq (p) = vp (q) = 0
Proof. If I ⊆ p then vp (I) ≥ vp (p) = 1 is nonzero. If I ( p then pick a ∈ I − p. Then, 0 = vp (a) ≥ vp (I) ≥
vp (A) = 0 because (a) ⊆ I ⊆ A. The prime ideals p and q are nonzero and maximal by definition of a Dedekind
domain, so neither contains the other and vq (p) = vp (q) = 0.

Corollary 2.10. Let A be a Dedekind domain with fraction field K. For each nonzero fractional ideal I we have
vp (I) = 0 for all but finitely many prime ideals p. In particular, if x ∈ K × then vp (x) = 0 for all but finitely many p.
With these two lemmas, we can finally prove our main result.
Theorem 2.11. Let A be a Dedekind domain. The ideal group IA of A is the free abelian group generated by its
nonzero prime ideals p. The isomorphism
M
IA '
Z
p

is given by the inverse maps
I → (· · · , vp (I), · · ·
Y
pep ← (· · · ep · · · )
p

Proof. By Corollary 2.10, the first map is well defined because there are only finitely many nonzero vp (I) terms. Since
I → vp (I) and ep → pep are group homomorphisms for nonzero prime ideals p, the maps in the theorem are also
group homomorphisms. It remains to prove that the homomorphisms are injective and surjective.
T
T
For injectivity, if vp (I) = vp (J) then Ip = Jp , and if this holds for every p then I = p Ip = p Jp = J.
For surjectivity, by Lemma 2.9, for any vector (· · · ep · · · ) in the image, we have
Y
X
vq ( pep ) =
ep vq (p) = eq
p

This means that

Q

p

p

pep is the preimage of (· · · ep · · · ). Furthermore, the two maps are inverses of each other.



Corollary 2.12 (Unique factorization of ideals). Every proper nonzero ideal of a Dedekind domain can be written in
Qk
the form i=1 pn1 i where the pi are distinct prime ideals and the ni are positive integers, in exactly one way.
Theorem 2.13. In a Dedekind domain A, any integral ideal I can be generated by at most two elements.
Proof. Take a nonzero element r ∈ I. Then, I/(r) is an ideal of A/(r) and therefore principal. Now, if I + (s) ∈ (r),
then I = (r, s).

Theorem 2.14. A Dedekind domain R is a principal ideal domain if and only if it is a unique factorization domain.
Proof. Any PID is a UFD, as we showed in Theorem 1.9. Now, let R be a UFD, and let P be a prime ideal in R.
Let a be a nonzero element of P . Then, there exists an irreducible factor t of a in P , so (t) ⊂ P . However, since
dim(R) = 1, (t) = P . Thus every prime ideal is principal. Since every ideal is a product of prime ideals, every ideal is
principal.
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The Ideal Class Group

The ideal class group tells us a lot about algebraic integers. It also develops the subject of class field theory, which deals
with Galois extensions of fields. One of the most important results is the Kronecker-Weber theorem, which states for
any abelian extension K/Q, there is a cyclotomic field containing K. In this section, we introduce properties of the
class group and prove that the class group of an algebraic number field is finite.
4

Proposition 3.1. The set of fractional ideals of a Dedekind domain A is an abelian group under ideal multiplication.
The set of principal fractional ideals forms a subgroup of this group.
Proof. Multiplication of fractional ideals is associative and commutative, inverses exist by definition, and (1) is the
identity. Every principal fractional ideal (a) has an inverse (1/a), and a product of principal ideals is principal, so they
form a subgroup.

Definition 3.2. The ideal class group is the quotient of the group of fractional ideals I(A) by the group of principal
fractional ideals P (A). Cl(A) = I(A)/P (A). We will see soon that the order of this group is finite over algebraic
number fields.
Definition 3.3. The class number is the order of the class group.
Definition 3.4. An algebraic number field F is a finite degree (equivalently, algebraic) field extension of the field of
rational numbers Q.
Definition 3.5. The norm ||I|| of an ideal I in a ring R is the size of the quotient ring R/I.
Theorem 3.6. Let K be a number field such that the ring R satisfies R = Z ∩ K. Then, there exists a positive real
number λ (depending on K) such that every nonzero ideal I of R contains a nonzero element α satisfying
|NQK (α)| ≤ λ||I||
Remark 3.7. Note that the value λ is independent of the ideal I, because otherwise this theorem is not very meaningful.
Proof. Fix an integral basis α1 , · · · , αn for R and let σ1 , · · · , σn denote the embeddings of K in C. (An embedding
of a field F1 in a larger field F2 is a ring homomorphism such that σ(F1 ) is isomorphic to F2 ). We claim that we can
always take
n X
n
Y
λ=
|σi αj |
i=1 j=1

For any ideal I, we let m be the unique positive integer such that
mn ≤ ||I|| ≤ (m + 1)n
Now, consider the (m + 1)n members of R
n
X

mj αj ; mj ∈ Z; 0 ≤ mj ≤ m

j=1

Since there are more than ||I|| of these, two of them must be congruent modulo I. This means we can subtract them to
get
n
X
α=
mj αj ; mj ∈ Z; |mj | ≤ m
j=1

Finally, we have
|NQK (α) =

n
Y
i=1

|σi α| ≤

n X
n
Y

mj |σi αj ≤ mn λ ≤ ||I||λ

i=1 j=1


Corollary 3.8. There are only finitely many ideal classes in R. Thus, the class number of an algebraic number field is
finite.
Proof. Only finitely many ideals J can satisfy ||J|| ≤ λ since this inequality restricts the possible prime divisors of J
to a finite set, and bounds the powers of the ideals in the factorization. This is because
Y
Y
J=
Pini → ||J|| =
||Pi ||ni
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4

Applications to Elliptic Curve Cryptography

In this section we discuss applications of ideal class groups to cryptography.
Definition 4.1. An isogeny φ : E1 → E2 of elliptic curves is a non-constant morphism and group homomorphism
with finite kernel.
Definition 4.2. An endomorphism of an elliptic curve E is an isogeny from E to itself. The endomorphisms form a
ring.
Definition 4.3. Let E be an elliptic curve defined over a finite field Fq . Let O be the endomorphism ring of E, and let
a ∈ O be an integral invertible ideal of norm coprime to q. We define the a− torsion subgroup of E as
E[a] = {P ∈ E|α(P ) = 0for allα ∈ a}
We can now define the isogeny φa : E → Ea , where Ea = E/E[a]. Since a is invertible, we can show that the
endomorphism groups of E, Ea , and O are isomorphic. It can be further shown that the map (a, E) → Ea defines a
group action of Cl(O) on the set of elliptic curves.
Definition 4.4. An order O is a subring of a ring A such that:
• A is a finite dimensional algebra over Q
• O is a free abelian group generated by a basis for A over Q
Definition 4.5. An elliptic curve is said to have complex multiplication if there are nontrivial endomorphisms (i.e.
endomorphisms generated by multiplying by complex numbers rather than just integers).
This leads to the main theorem of this section, which in turn allows us to define a cryptographic system.
√
Theorem 4.6. Let Fq be a finite field, and let O ∈ Q[ −d] be an order in a quadratic imaginary field. Denote by
Ellq (O) the set of elliptic curves defined over Fq with complex multiplication. Then, if Ellq (O) is nonempty, the class
group acts freely and transitively over it. In other words, there is a map
Cl(O) × Ellq (O) → Ellq (O)
(a, E) → a · E
such that a · (b · E) = (ab) · E for all a, b ∈ Cl(O) and E ∈ Ellq (O) and such that for any E, E 0 ∈ Ellq (O) there is
a unique a ∈ Cl(O) such that E 0 = a · E.
These properties form the basis for the isogeny based cryptosystem. While it is still vulnerable to attacks from quantum
computers, it is still an improvement over other existing cryptosystems because it can use smaller keys to accomplish
the same level of security. Therefore, the isogeny based cryptosystem is likely a good option for cryptography, at least
for now.
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