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On the monogenity of pure quartic relative
extensions of (Q(7)

Istvan Gadl® and Laszlé Remete

Abstract. We consider pure quartic relative extensions of the number
field Q(i) of type K = Q(+v/a + bi), where a,b € Z and b # 0, such that
a+bi € Z[i] is square-free. We describe integral bases of these fields. The
index form equation is reduced to a relative cubic Thue equation over
Q(4) and some corresponding quadratic form equations. We consider
monogenity of K and relative monogenity of K over Q(i). We shall
show how our former method based on the factors of the index form
can be used in the relative case to exclude relative monogenity in some
cases.
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1. Monogenity: basic concepts

Let ¥ be an algebraic integer of degree n, set K = Q(¢). Denote by Zg
the ring of integers of K and by Dy the discriminant of K. The number
field K is called monogenic if there exists a € Zy such that (1,,...,a" 1)
is an integral basis, called power integral basis (for a detailed discussion of
monogenity and power integral bases of number fields see [3]).

The indez of a primitive element a € Z is defined as

I(a) = (Zk : Z]a]).

a generates a power integral basis if and only if I(a) = 1. Denoting by a)

(j =1,...,n) the conjugates of a, we have
1 , .
Ia)=—— ][] ’am — o],
VIDPk]| 1<i<j<n
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for a primitive element o € Z.

If o, € Zg and B = £a + a with a € Z, then « and ( are called
equivalent. Equivalent algebraic integers have the same indices.

If K contains a proper subfield M, then for a primitive algebraic integer
a in K we have

I(a) = (Zk : Z]o]) = (Zk : Zula]) - (Zm]e] : Z]a]),
where
Ig/m(a) = (Zx = Zarlal)

is called the relative index of o over M (cf. [3]). v, B € Zk are called relative
equivalent if o = ¢ + a where € is a unit in M and a € Z,;. Relative
equivalent algebraic integers have the same relative indices.

If (1,ws,...,wy,) is an integral basis in K, then the discriminant of the
linear form L(x) = 1 + waxa + ... + wp, can be written as

D(L(z)) = I(xa,...,2,)* - Dk,

where Dy is the discriminant of K and I(zo,...,z,) is a homogeneous
polynomial of degree n(n — 1)/2 having the property that for any a =
1 4 Tows + ... + Tpwy € Zg the equation I(a) = |I(xg,...,2,)| is sat-

isfied. Therefore, determining generators of power integral bases leads to the
Diophantine equation

I(za,...,2) = %1 in zg,...,z, €Z,

called the index form equation corresponding to the integral basis
(L,wa, ..., wy), see [3].

To determine all inequivalent generators of power integral bases is a
complicated problem, leading to the resolution of index form equations.

There are efficient methods for the resolution of index form equations
in cubic and quartic number fields. However, this problem is only partially
solved for higher degree fields, since in those cases the index form equation
becomes much more complicated (cf. [3]).

2. The purposes of the present paper

In the present paper we consider pure quartic relative extensions of the num-
ber field M = Q(4). These fields are of type K = Q(+v/a + bi) where a,b € Z
and b # 0, such that a + bi is not a square in Zj;. We describe the integral
bases of these fields and characterize their absolute and relative monogenity
for the case that a + bi is square-free.

Remark that formerly in [7] we considered monogenity of number fields
K = Q(i, ¢/m). Those are also octic fields containig Q(7) as a subfield, but
those fields are composites of Q(i) and Q(+/m) allowing a much easier inves-
tigation. In the present paper we study quartic relative extensions of Q(%),
which are not composites of Q(i) with a quartic field.

To construct an integral basis in K = Q(v/a + bi) we shall apply an
extension of Lemma 2.17 of Narkiewicz [8] stating that if an algebraic integer
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is defined by a minimal polynomial which is p-Eisenstein with respect to the
prime p, then its index is not divisible by p.

We shall use the result of Gaél and Pohst [4], see also Chapter 14.1 of
Gadl [3], reducing the index form equations in relative quartic extensions to
a cubic relative Thue equation and to some corresponding relative quadratic
form equations, similarly as in [5] in the absolute case.

Further, in our proofs we shall give a relative analogue of another method,
based on the factors of the index form. If the index form as a polynomial with

integer coeflicients in xo, ..., x, has factors Fy, F5 (also polynomials with in-
teger coefficients in o,...,x,) and there exists an element of index 1 (a
generator of power integral basis), then there exist yo,...,y, € Z such that

I(ya,...,yn) = %1, therefore Fy(ya,...,yn) = £1 and Fa(ya,...,yn) = 1.
However, in some cases it can be shown that e.g. F} — aF% is divisible by
some constant b (a,b € Z\{0}). If b does not divide £1 —a with neither of the
possible choices of the sign, then it contradicts the existence of a generator of
a power integral basis with coordinates yo,...,y, € Z in the integral basis.
This method was used e.g. in [6,7] to exclude monogenity of the correspond-
ing fields in the absolute case. In our present paper we show how a relative
analogue of this method can be used to exclude the existence of relative power
integral bases in relative extensions. This version of the method is used here
for the first time. We believe it will have several further applications in the
study of monogenity of higher degree number fields.

3. Pure quartic extensions of M = QQ(¢): preliminaries

We shall consider number fields of type K = Q(«) with a = V/a + bi, where
a,b € Z,b# 0 and a+ bi is square-free in the ring of Gaussian integers Z[i].
« is a root of the polynomial
f(X) = X% —2aX* 4+ a® +b? € Z[X], (1)
and the conjugates of « are
+va + bi, +iva + bi, +va — bi, +iva — bi.
In the proof of our theorem on the integral basis of the number field
K we need the following Lemma. This is a slight extension of Lemma 2.17
[8] to the relative case, when the ground field is M instead of Q. Our proof
strictly follows the arguments of Lemma 2.17 [8]. The same arguments seem

to remain valid also for any ground field having unique factorization in its
ring of integers.

Lemma 1. Let M = Q(i) and K = M(«), where « is an algebraic integer. If
the minimal polynomial over M of « is w-Fisenstein for a prime w € Zyy,
i.e. it has the form

X" ta, 1 X"V a1 X +ag € ZylX],
with ag,ai,...,an_1 divisible by ™ and > { ag, then there is no algebraic
integer £ € Zg, such that & & Zyla], but m - & € Zplal. Le. Zpla] is
m-mazimal.
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Proof. The m-Eisenstein property of the minimal polynomial of o over M
implies that o™ /7 is an algebraic integer, and 72 { Ny /p(ar) = ag. Assume
that there exists an algebraic integer £ € Zg, such that & & Zys[a], but
7€ € Zplal:
Bo+ i+ ...+ Bp_1a™ !
g= DX POt AP0 e 6 ¢ Zarla)
Let j be the minimal index with 7 { 3;. Then

Bo+ Bra+ ...+ Bj_1ai 7t

S ZM[OJ],
T
SO
Bo+ Pra+... 4+ Bj1a77"
n=~&- -
Biad + Bipadtt 4+ By ot
T
Therefore,

i Oén o »an_l
C:a" J 1'77_7'(6j+1 +ﬁj+2a+...+ﬁn,1a" J 2): @T € Zk.
This implies

7" N/ (€) = Nieyaa (7€) = Ny (B;0™ 1) = B N ()"
hence 7 has to divide §;, contrary to the choice of j. O

We shall also use the result of Gadl and Pohst [4], see also Theorem 14.1
of Gaél [3]. We briefly detail the lemma here, because it is an essential tool for
the proof of Theorem 4. Let K be a quartic extension of M, generated by an «
with relative minimal polynomial f(z) = 2*+a12% +as2® +azz+ays € Zyr[z].
Denote by n the relative index of « over M.

We can represent any ¥ € Zg in the form

A+ Xa+Ya?+ Za?

0= . 2)

where A, X,Y,Z € Zy; and d € Z is a common denominator.
Then

F(U, V) =U? - ayU?V + (aya3 — 4a4)UV? + (4azay — a3 — adas)V?
is a binary cubic form over Zj; and
Qi(X,Y,Z) = X? — a1 XY + aaY? + (a3 — 2a9) X Z
+ (a3 — a1a2)Y Z + (—ayas + a3 + a4) Z?,
QX Y, Z)=Y? - XZ —aYZ+ayZ?

are ternary quadratic forms over Z;.

Lemma 2 (Gadl and Pohst [4]). If ¥ of (2) generates a power integral basis
of K over M, then there is a unit e € M, a vy € Zy of norm £d*?/n and a
solution (U, V') € Z3, of

FUYV)=¢-9, (3)
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such that
U =Qi(X,Y,2),
V =Q2X,Y, 2). (4)
In our case a1 = as = a3 = 0 and ay = —(a + bi).

4. Integral bases

Let K = Q(«) where a = v/a + bi, b # 0 and a + bi is square-free in Z,;, as
above.

Theorem 3. An integral basis of K is given by the following table:

a b (mod 8) Integral basis
(mod 8)
1. 0, 1, 2, 1,3,5,7 (1,0, 0%, 03 i, i, ia?iad)
3’ 47 5’
6, 7
2 2, 3 . "
2. 1 O (Laa 1-&-204 , 1+o¢+Z¢ +a .4, 1-1-01-12-1-"-1017
1+2a4a>+3i+ia® 1+2a+a2+2z'+m+m3)
4 ) 4
3, . 2,
3. 1,5 2,6 1,a,a?, a3, 1+a§a = 1“'0“"5" tio
a+o¢2+a3+ia2 1+a2+a3+ia3
2 ) 2
1+o¢2 a+o¢3 1+3a+a2+a3+2i
41 4 (1,a, o® octa® ; :
3+ata’+a®+2ia 3+2a+a’+itia’
4 ) 4 )
24+3a+a’+iatia®
1
2. . 3, . ) . 3
5. 3,7 0, 4 1 a,0%, 08, @5t alpie 1he? adiol)
2 1+a+a2+a3 ..
6. 3,7 2,6 1, o, f, S
1+a’+itia® 1+a’+iatia’®
2 ) 2
2 3, .
7.5 0,4 (1,0, 02 ot Lrasitia,

itia? 1+a+a2+a3+¢+m+m2+m3)
2 1

Proof of Theorem 3. Obviously,
(1,a,a2,a3, i,ia,ia2,z’a3)
is a basis of K = Q(«) over Q containing algebraic integers. The discriminant
of this basis is 224(a? + b%)2. Therefore the discriminant Dy of the field K
divides 224(a? + b?)3.
Considering the tower of fields Q C M = Q(i) C K, we obtain

Dy = 4" Nayo(Drjur),
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where Dy is the relative discriminant of K over M (see [8] Chapter IV.,
Proposition 4.15).

The minimal polynomial of o over M = Q(i) is X* — (a + bi) with
discriminant 4%(a + bi)3. Since we assumed a + bi € Z[i] to be square-free,
for any prime 7 of Z,; dividing a + bi the minimal polynomial of « is 7-
Eisenstein. By Lemma 1, this implies that for any prime 7 | a + bi, the
basis (1, a,a? a®) of K over M is m-maximal, i.e. (a + bi)® | Dg/nr, hence
(a? + v?)? | Dk. Therefore we have:

28(a2 +b2)3 | DK | 224(a2 +b2)3,
so the only prime which may divide the index of « is 2.

If both a and b are odd, then 14 ¢ | a + bi, so by Lemma 1, the basis
(1,a, a2, a3) of K over M is 1+ i-maximal and 2 does not divide the relative
index of a over Q(i). In this case (1,a,a?,a?) is a relative power integral
basis of K over M and therefore

(1, a, on, a3, 1,10, z'on, ioz?’)

is an integral basis of K over Q.
If a is even, and b is odd, then the minimal polynomial of a@ — 1,
(X 4+ 1)* — (a + bi) is also (1 + 7)-Eisenstein. Hence by Lemma 1, Zys[o — 1]
is 1 + 4-maximal, and so is Zys[a]. We obtain again that (1,,a?,a?) is a
relative power integral basis of K over M and therefore
(l,a,az,as,i,ia,iQQ,ia?’)

is an integral basis of K over Q.

The interesting case is when a is odd and b is even. (They can not be
both even, because a+ bi is square-free.) This case splits into 6 subcases. The
integral bases are listed in the table of the Theorem, as cases 2-7.

In these cases we showed, that the elements listed in the corresponding
bases are always algebraic integers. These cases are very similar, we detail
only one of them.

If a =8k + 1 and b = 81 + 4, then

3+ a+a?+a? + 2ia
B = 1

is an algebraic integer, because it is a root of the integer polynomial
X8 —6X7 4 (19 — 6k + 81) X + (—8k? + 812 + 28k — 241 — 34) X°

+ (—4K% 4 12k12 + 49k% + 12kl + 1? — 46k + 521 + 41) X*
+ (36k3 + 32k%1 — 12k1? + 3213 — T0k* — 4kl + 101 + 44k — 541 — 32) X3
+ (28k* + 32K31 + 32k212 + 32k1® + 41* — 36K°
+6k%1 4 44k1% — 261% + 59k* + 12kl + 31 — 22k + 401 + 17) X ?
+ (16k5 + 32K31% 4+ 16k1* — 20k* + 201* 4 16k3
— 6k — 16kI? 4 421° — 28k> — 8kl + 812 + 4k — 161 — 6)X
+ (4K% + 412 + 41+ 1) (kY + 2212 + 1% + 2k21 + 213 + 3% — 12 — 20+ 1).
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Furthermore, we checked that the given bases are 2-maximal by calcu-

lating the minimal polynomial of each element of the form
M B+ XoBa + A3B3 + A\ By + A5 Bs + A\¢ Bs + A7 B7 + A\g By
2 )

where B is the basis given in the table, A\; € {0,1}, (i =1,...,8), a =8k +r,
b=38l+s, (k,1=0,...,255) with the corresponding remainders r, s modulo
8. For example, if a = 8k+1 and b = 8[+4, then by the theorem on symmetric
polynomials, the minimal polynomial of

B =AB1+ AaBa + A3Bs + ABy + A5 Bs + \¢ Bg + A7 B7 + A\s B
is a polynomial of the form
X8+ Py(k,)X" + Po(k,1)X® + P3(k,1)X° + Py(k, 1) X*
+Ps(k, 1) X3 + Ps(k,1)X? + Pr(k, )X + Ps(k,1),

where P; € Z[X,Y]. (If 8 is not primitive, then it is a power of its minimal
polynomial, but it does not affect the proof.) Therefore, 3/2 is an algebraic
integer if and only if P;(k,1)/2" € Z for all i = 1,...,8. Since the Pi-s
are integer polynomials, if & = &k’ (mod 2%) and [ = I’ (mod 2%), then 28 |
P;(k,l) — P;(K',l'). This means, that the integrality of 5/2 depends only on
the remainder of k and [ modulo 28.

We did not find any algebraic integers in this form, which proves the
2-maximality. O

Remark. We do not use the assumption b = 0 in the proof of Theorem 3, so
the given integral bases are valid also for the case b = 0 and for K = Q(«, 7).
Cases 2. and 7. extends the results of [7] to the case m =1 (mod 4).

5. Monogenity, relative monogenity

We investigate the relative and absolute monogenity of the field K in the
seven distinct cases corresponding to the table of Theorem 3.

Theorem 4. (1) Ifb=1,3,5,7 (mod 8) then K is relatively monogenic over
M and there are infinitely many parameters a,b, for which K is abso-
lutely monogenic. Moreover, there exists infinitely many paramters a, b,
for which K admits at least 2 inequivalent generators of power integral

bases.
(2) If a =1 (mod 8) and b =0 (mod 8) then K is not relatively monogenic
over M.

(8) Ifa=1,5 (mod 8) and b = 2,6 (mod 8) then K is absolutely monogenic
fora=1,b= %2, otherwise K is not relatively monogenic over M.

(4) If a=1 (mod 8) and b =4 (mod 8) then K is absolutely monogenic for
a=1,b =44, otherwise K is not relatively monogenic over M.

(5) If a = 3,7 (mod 8) and b = 0,4 (mod 8) then K is not relatively mono-
genic over M.

(6) If a = 3,7 (mod 8) and b = 2,6 (mod 8) then there are infinitely many
parameters a,b, for which K admits a generator of a relative power
integral basis over M.
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(7) If a =5 (mod 8) and b = 0,4 (mod 8) then K is relatively monogenic
over M.

Remarks:

e In the cases (6) and (7) we conjecture that K is not absolutely mono-
genic.

e The absolute monogenity of K implies the relative monogenity of K
over M, but not conversely. Therefore, the cases (2), (3), (4) and (5) are
interesting in the sense that in these cases K is absolutely monogenic if
and only if it is relatively monogenic over M.

Proof of Theorem 4. In all cases we will use Lemma 2 with a; = ay = a3 =0
and a4 = —(a+ bi). So to check whether some algebraic integer ¥ € K of the
form

A+ Xa+Ya?+ Za?

9= 7 , A XY, Z €Z]i], d € Z, (5)
generates a power integral basis, we have to solve the equations

(U +4(a+bi)V?) - U=c¢-7, (6)

X2 —(a+bi)Z* =T, (7)

Y?-XZ=V. (8)

where ¢ is a unit in Z[i], and v € Z[4] is of norm d'? /I /(). We intend to
use also the representation of ¥ € Z of the form
Y= c1 + CQBQ + 63B3 + C4B4 + C5B5 + CGBﬁ + C7B7 + Cng, c; € Z,
(9)
where (1, Ba, B3, By, Bs, Bg, B7, Bs) is the integral basis given in Theorem
3. Considering these integral bases, we can see that for case (1) we have
d =1, for cases (3),(5) and (6) we have d = 2 and for cases (2),(4) and (7)
we have d = 4. Furthermore, if S is the transition matrix form the basis
(1,a,02, 03,4, i, ia?,ia®) to the basis (1, Ba, B3, By, Bs, Bg, Br, Bg), then
-S8-(1,0,0,0,,0,0,0)T, (10)
-5$-(0,1,0,0,0,4,0,0)7, (11)
-$-(0,0,1,0,0,0,4,0)", (12)
5 ( )" (

A=d- (01302563564565766767768
X=d- (01302503504505706707708

Y =d- (Cl?CQﬂC3aC4aC5,CG,C77 Cs

— — — —

Z =d-(c1,c2,¢3,C4,C5,C6,C7,C8) * 0,0,0,1,0,0,0,4)7 13)
Assuming b # 0 we have b-i = o* — a € Z[a], so (Zma] : Z[a]) = b*, and
therefore the square of the relative index of « is

I(a)* _ D(f)
I 2 - =
K/M(a) b8 DK 'bS’

where D(f) = 2% (a?+b%)-b® is the discriminant of the minimal polynomial
f(x) of a and we applied the well-known fact D(f) = I(a)? - Dg. Since the
discriminant of the basis (1, a, a2, a?,i,ic,ia?,ia?) is 224(a® + b?), which is

equal to D(f)/b%, and
Kk = det(S)? - 224 (a? + b?),
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then we have

Ir/m(a) =

1
det(9) |
g

Proof of (1). In the first case (1,a,a?, a?) is a relative power integral basis
of K over M. The relative index of a is Ix /() = 1 and we can choose
d =1, so v is also a unit and the right hand side of equation (6) is €. This
equation implies N q(U) = 1, V = 0. So, by Eq. (7), X and Z are coprime
Gaussian integers, and therefore by Eq. (8) either X - Z = 0 or both X and
Z are associates of squares in Z[i].

If X =0, then both a + bi and Z are units, i.e. a = 0,b = +1. In this
case « generates an absolute power integral basis, not only a relative power
integral basis in K. We note that this field K is the algebraic number field
generated by the 16th roots of unity.

If Z =0, then Y = 0 and X is a unit ex. This yields the solutions
¥ = A 4 exa, which are relative equivalent to «, so they also generates a
relative power integral basis in K over M. This ¢ also generates an absolute
power integral basis if b = £1, but otherwise we conjecture that the absolute
index of ¥ is greater than 1.

If X-Z #0,then let X = ex(s; +520)%,Z = ez(t1 +t20)? and Y =
ey (81 + s2i)(t1 + t2i), where ex, ey and ez are units in Z[i], such that e3 =
ex - €z. Equation (8) shows that

(81 + i82)4 + ((l + bi)(tl + it2)4

is a unit (with either + or —). By considering the real and the imaginary
parts of this expression, we obtain the system of equations

at] — 6at3t: + aty — AbtSty + 4bt1t3 — s] + 65252 — 54 = j 14
datity — datyt] + bt] — 6btTt5 + bty — Asisy + 4sish =k
or

at} — 6atits + aty — Abtits + Abtyts + 57 — 65753 + 55 = j (15)
datity — datits + bt] — 6bt3ts + bty + 4sSsy — 4ds sy = k

where either j = +1,k = 0 or j = 0,k = +1. If sy, s9,t1,1 are rational
integers, such that @ and b are rational integer solutions of the system of
linear equations above, then ¢ generates a relative power integral basis in K
corresponding to the current parameters a and b.

For certain parameters a, b there exist trivial solutions. For example, if
Z is a unit, i.e. t? +t2 = 1, then
U—X?

Z2 - :t(Uin)?

—(a+bi) =
so if
a=+R(U-X?),

b=+ (U - X?),
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then the algebraic integer
V=A+Xa+Ya?+Za?

generates a relative power integral basis in K over M.

Moreover, there exist infinitely many parameters a, b for which the field
K is monogenic. The simplest example is when we set b = £1, and then the
absolute index of « is also 1, because the discriminant 224(a? + 1) of f is
equal to the discriminant of K.

We can go further, there exist infinitely many paramters a, b for which K
admits at least 2 inequivalent generators of power integral bases. Let ¢ be an
arbitrary rational integer, a = ¢* and b = —1, then the minimal polynomial
of

B=(a+q)(a—q)lig—a)
is
X8 +16¢° X6 +48¢°X° 4+ 68¢* X* + 5643 X> + 28¢° X2 + 8¢ X + 1
with discriminant 224(¢® + 1) = 224(a® + b?) = Dk, so [ also generates a
power integral basis in K.
In order to find all monogenic fields K, and all generators of power
integral bases, we have to find all solutions of (14) or (15), and then deter-

mine the imaginary part of A, such that the discriminant of ¥ (which is a
polynomial in $(A)) is equal to the discriminant of K. O

Proof of (2). In the second case the relative index of a is Ic/ps(ar) = 2° and
we can use the common denominator d = 4, so v is an algebraic integer
of norm 4!2/28 = 216, Up to associates, we can choose v = 256 and then
equation (6) is of the form

(U* +4(a+bi)V?) - U = - 256.
On the other hand, Eqs. (10)—(13) give

A =4y + 2¢3 + ¢4 + 2¢6 + ¢7 + cg + i(des + 2¢6 + 3er + 2c¢s),
X =4dco+ cq + 2¢6 + 2¢7 + 2c8 +i(2¢6 + Cg),
Y =2¢3 4+ ¢4 + c7 + cg +icy,
Z = C4 —|— iCS.
Substituting these expressions into the Eqgs. (6), (7) and (8), we can see that
u=U/4,v =V/2 and (u? + (a + bi)v?)/4 are Gaussian integers, so Eq. (6)
can be written as
u? + (a + bi)v?
1 .
L _ u2+(a+bi)v2 o . -
et F1 = ————— and F, = u. Since F - F; = ¢, then both factors have to
be a unit, such that a + bi is a divisor of 4F; — F2. To sum up, if the relative
index of ¥ is 1, then a + bi divides 3,5,1 —4i or 1+ 4i. With a =1 (mod 8)
and b = 0 (mod 8), b # 0 it is not possible, so there is no such algebraic

integer 1, and therefore K is not relatively monogenic over M, and also not
monogenic over Q. O

U =Ee.
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Proof of (3). In this case the relative index of o is Ix/p(a) = 2* and we
can use the common denominator d = 2, so +y is an algebraic integer of norm
212/24 = 28, Up to associates, the only Gaussian integer of norm 256 is
v =16, so Eq. (6) is of the form
(U* +4(a+bi)V?) - U =¢-16.

Equations (10)—(13) give

A =2c +c5+ cg+ cg +ics,

X =2cy + ¢5 + ¢ + ¢7 + icg,

Y = 2¢c3 + ¢ + c7 + cg + ey,

Z = 2¢c4 + c5 + ¢y + cg + ics.
Substituting these expressions into the Eqgs. (6), (7) and (8), we can see that
u=U/2,v =V and (u® + (a + bi)v?)/2 are Gaussian integers, so Eq. (6) is
equivalent to

2 b 2
FI.FZZW%M:&

Therefore, a + bi divides 2F; — F, where Fy and F; are units. With a = 1,5
(mod 8) and b = 2,6 (mod 8) it is possible only if F} =i,a =1 and b = +2.
In these cases K is indeed monogenic. For example

1—i+ia+ia®
f=
generates a power integral basis. If a = 1,b = 2, then the minimal polynomial
of B is
X8 —4XT4+10X% —12X° +12X* —8X3 +6X2% —4X +1,
and if @ = 1,0 = —2, then the minimal polynomial of 3 is

X8 —4X7 +10X% — 20X° +32X* — 36X°% +28X2% — 12X + 2.

In both cases, the discriminant of the polynomials are 2'6 - 53 = Dy, so 3
generates a power integral basis in K.

For other values of a and b, K is not relatively monogenic over M, and
therefore, K is not monogenic over Q. O

Proof of (4). Tt is almost the same as Case (2), except the expressions for
A, XY and Z. The relative index of a over M is Ix/p(ar) = 2% and d = 4.
Equation (6) is of the form

(U? +4(a+bi)V?) - U = ¢ - 256,
and Egs. (10)—(13) give

A =4dey + 2¢5 + ¢5 + 3cg + 3er + 2¢s +i(2¢5 + ¢7),
X =4dey + 24 + 3cs5 + 6 + 207 + 3cs +i(2¢6 + cs),
Y
Z

= 2¢ 3+C5+06+C7+108,
= 2¢4 + c5 + ¢ + cg + ics.
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Substituting these expressions into the Egs. (6), (7) and (8) we obtain the
same equations and conditions as in Case (2). If the relative index of ¥ is
1, then a + bi divides 3,5,1 + 47 or 1 — 4i. With @ = 1 (mod 8) and b = 4
(mod 8), it is possible only if a = 1 and b = +4. In these cases K is indeed
monogenic. For a = 1,b =4 and

24 a+ad —i+ia?

5 = 4 )

the minimal polynomial of 3 is
X8 —4XT4+7X5 —6X° +3X* —2X3 +3X2%2 —2X +1,

with discriminant 28 - 173 = Dg. So 3 generates a power integral basis in K.
If a = 1,b = —4, then the corresponding 3 has the minimal polynomial

X8 4X7T4+7X0 —8X5+8X* —6X34+4X%2 —2X +1

with the same discriminant, so K is monogenic in this case too.
For other values of a and b, K is not relatively monogenic over M, and
therefore, K is not monogenic over Q. O

Proof of (5). This case is similar to Case 3. The relative index of « is
I /() = 2* and we can use the common denominator d = 2, so Eq. (6) is
of the form

(U +4(a+bi)V?) - U =¢-16.
Equations (10)—(13) give
A =2c¢ + ¢y +ics,
X = 262 + Cg +i06,
Y = 2¢3 + ¢5 + icy,
Z = 2¢4 + cg + icg.

Substituting these expressions into the Egs. (6), (7) and (8) we obtain that
u="U/4 and v =V are Gaussian integers. Then Eq. (6) is equivalent to

Fy - Fy = (4u® 4 (a + bi)v?) - u =e.

Thus a + bi divides Fy — 4F%, i.e. a + bi divides 3,5,1 — 4i or 1 + 4i. With
a=3,7 (mod 8),b=0,4 (mod 8) and b # 0, it is possible only if a = —1 and
b = +4, and therefore Fy = +i. However, if b = +4, then the imaginary part
of Fy = 4u®+ (a+bi)v? is even, so there is no solution of the equation above,
K is not relatively monogenic over M, and therefore, K is not monogenic
over Q. O

Proof of (7). This is a slightly more interesting case. The relative index of «
is I'rc () = 2% and we can use the common denominator d = 2, so Eq. (6)
is of the form

(U +4(a+bi)V?) - U =¢e-16(1+1i).
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Equations (10)—(13) give

A=2c1 +ceqg+cr+cs+1(205 + ¢7),

X = 202 —+ Cq + i(QCﬁ —+ CS),

Y = 2c3 + ¢4 + c7 + cg + icy,

7 = ¢4 +ics.
Substituting these expressions into the Eqgs. (6), (7) and (8) we can see that
u="U/(2 —2i) and v = V/2 are Gaussian integers. Thus,

Fy - Fy = (u? + 2i(a + bi)v?) -u = ¢.

Hence, Nyyg(u) = 1 and 2i(a + bi) divides Fy — F3. It is possible only if
Fy — F§ =0, i.e. v =0. Similarly to the first case, there exist infinitely many
solutions of the equations above. For example, if Z = 1,U = 2 + 2i and
Y? = X, where Y is not a multiple of 1 + i, then

a+bi=Y*"-U.

Since U = 2 4 24, and Y is not a multiple of 1 44, then a = R(Y* —U) =3
(mod 4) and b = 3(Y* —U) =2 (mod 4) as it is required in this case. Thus,
there exist infinitely many parameters a, b, for which there exists an algebraic
integer 1 with relative index equal to 1. Despite the existence of generators
of relative power integral bases, we could not find any parameters for which
K is monogenic. U

Proof of (8). In the last case the relative index of avis I /() = 2% and we
can use the common denominator d = 4, so vy is an algebraic integer of norm
412 /26 = 218 Up to associates, we can choose v = 512 and then Eq. (6) is of
the form

(U + 4(a+bi)V?) - U = - 512.
On the other hand, Eqs. (10)—(13) give

A =4dey + 2¢3 + 2¢6 + s + i(des + 2¢6 + 207 + ¢s),
X =4deg+ 2c4 + 26 + cg +i(2¢6 + cs),

Y = 2¢3 + ¢cg +i(2¢7 + cs),

Z = 2¢c4 + cg + ics.

Substituting these expressions into the Eq. (6), (7) and (8), we can see that
u=U/8 and v = V/4 are Gaussian integers, so Eq. (6) is equivalent to

Fi-Fy=(u*+ (a+bi)v?) -u=ce.

Hence, Ny/g(u) = 1 and (a + bi) divides Fy — F3. It is possible only if
Fy — F} =0, ie. v=0.For any a and b

X=014+49%Y=0,Z=0
is a solution of (6),(7) and (8). These values give us

Cy = —1, C3 :O, 8420, 6621, 6720, CgZO.
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Therefore, A = 4c¢y + 2+ i(4es + 2), so for any a and b (with ¢ =5 (mod 8),
b=0,4 (mod 8), a® + b? square-free),
Cder + 2+ i(des +2) + (1 +14)3a i—«

= i e ,C5 €L
1 C1+ZC5+1_H. C1,Cs )

generates a relative power integral basis in K over M. Despite the existence of
generators of relative power integral bases, we could not find any parameters
for which K is monogenic. O

J

6. Computational remarks

All calculations were perfomed on Maple [1] and were executed on a 12th
Gen Intel Core i7 PC. The checking of the 2-maximality of the given bases
required about 4min. All other calculations took only some seconds.
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