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Abstract

In this paper, over a field of positive characteristic we exhibit an infinite family of
counter examples to the Zariski Cancellation Problem in higher dimensions (> 3) which
are pairwise non-isomorphic and also non-isomorphic to the existing family of counter
examples, demonstrated by Gupta in [10].
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1 Introduction

Throughout this paper k will denote a field. For an integral domain R, R[n] denotes a
polynomial ring in n variables over R. We begin with one of the fundamental problems in
the area of Affine Algebraic Geometry, namely the Zariski Cancellation Problem (ZCP).

Question 1: For an integer n > 1, is k[n] cancellative? That is if B be an affine domain
such that B[1] = k[n+1], then does this imply that B = k[n]?

The answer to the above question is affirmative for n = 1 (cf. [1]). For n = 2, when
k is a field of characteristic zero, the cancellative property of k[2] is proved by Miyanishi,
Sugie and Fujita ([13], [5]). This result is extended over perfect fields by Russell in [15].
However, in [11], Bhatwadekar and Gupta have dropped the condition of perfect fields
and extended the result over arbitrary fields. Thus proving the cancellative properly of
k[2], for any field.

We now discuss the case for n > 3. When k is a field of characteristic zero, the
problem is still open. However, potential candidate for counterexample to this problem in
characteristic zero is given by the Russell-Koras threefold whose coordinate ring is given
by k[X,Y,Z, T ]/(X2Y −X − Z2 − T 3). However, over fields of positive characteristic,
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the work of Gupta in [9] and [10] produced counterexamples ZCP for all n > 3. She has
considered varieties whose coordinate rings are given by

B =
k[X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T ]

(Xr1
1 · · ·Xrm

m Y − f(Z, T ))
, (1)

where k[Z, T ]/(f) = k[1], i.e., f is a line in k[Z, T ]. For m = 1, such rings were introduced
by Asanuma as an illustration of non-trivial A2-fibration over a DVR not containing Q.
These varieties are contained in a larger class of varieties called “Generalised Asanuma
varieties” which are well studied in [6] and [7]. In [10], Gupta has shown that B[1] =
k[m+3] but B 6= k[m+2] whenever f is a non-trivial line, i.e., k[Z, T ]/(f) = k[1] but
k[Z, T ] 6= k[f ][1]. Since non-trivial lines exist only over fields of positive characteristic (cf.
[2], [17], [16], [14]), the rings of the form B produced counterexamples to ZCP over fields
of positive characteristic. Such rings were further studied in [6] and an infinite family
of pairwise non-isomorphic varieties having coordinate rings of type (1) are obtained,
which are counterexamples to the ZCP in positive characteristic.

In this paper we study varieties whose coordinate rings are given by the following
equation.

A :=
k[X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T ]

(α(X1, . . . ,Xm)Y − F (X1, . . . ,Xm, Z, T ))
, (2)

such that α /∈ k and either degZ F > 1 or degT F > 1. Let x1, . . . , xm, y, z, t denote
the images of X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T in A. When α(X1, . . . ,Xm) = a1(X1) · · · am(Xm) and
F = f(Z, T ), we denote the corresponding rings as A(a1,...,am), that is

A(a1,...,am) :=
k[X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T ]

(a1(X1) · · · am(Xm)Y − f(Z, T ))
.

We show that when k is a field of positive characteristic and f is a non-trivial line in
k[Z, T ], the family {

A(a1,...,am) | a1, . . . , am ∈ k[1]
}

contains an infinite subfamily of pairwise non-isomorphic rings which are counterexam-
ples to the ZCP but none of them is isomorphic to the varieties of type (1). Thus we
produce a new family of counterexamples to the ZCP over fields of positive characteristic
(Corollary 3.11).

In the next section we will record some basic facts on exponential maps on k-algebras
and recall some known results which will be used later in this paper.

2 Preliminaries

We begin this section with the basic concept of exponential maps on k-algebras.

Definition. Let B be a k-algebra and φU : B → B[U ] be a k-algebra homomorphism.
We say that φ = φU is an exponential map on B, if φ satisfies the following two properties:

(i) ε0φU = idB , where ε0 : B[U ] → B is the evaluation map at U = 0.

(ii) φV φU = φV+U ; where φV : B → B[V ] is extended to a k-algebra homomorphism
φV : B[U ] → B[U, V ] by defining φV (U) = U .
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Given an exponential map φ on a k-algebra B, the ring of invariants of φ is a subring
of B given by

Bφ = {a ∈ B |φ(a) = a}.

An exponential map φ on B is said to be non-trivial if Bφ 6= B. We denote the set of
all exponential maps on B by EXP(B). The Derksen invariant of B is a subring of B
defined by

DK(B) = k[Bφ | φ is a non-trivial exponential map on B]

and the Makar-Limanov invariant of B is a subring of B defined by

ML(B) =
⋂

φ∈EXP(B)

Bφ.

We list below some useful properties of exponential maps (cf. [12, Chapter I], [3],
[9]) on a k-domain.

Lemma 2.1. Let φ be a non-trivial exponential map on a k-domain B. Then the fol-
lowing holds:

(i) Bφ is factorially closed in B i.e., for any a, b ∈ B \ {0}, if ab ∈ Bφ then a, b ∈ Bφ.
Hence, Bφ is algebraically closed in B.

(ii) tr.degk(B
φ) = tr.degk(B)− 1.

(iii) Let S be a multiplicative closed subset of Bφ \{0}. Then φ extends to a non-trivial
exponential map S−1φ on S−1B defined by S−1φ(a/s) = φ(a)/s, for all a ∈ B and
s ∈ S. Moreover, the ring of invariants of S−1φ is S−1(Bφ).

(iv) φ extends to a non-trivial exponential map φ⊗id on B⊗kk such that (B⊗kk)
φ⊗id =

Bφ ⊗k k.

We define below a proper and admissible Z-filtration on a k-domain B.

Definition. A collection {Bn | n ∈ Z} of k-linear subspaces of B is said to be a proper
Z-filtration if the following properties hold:

(i) Bn ⊆ Bn+1 for every n ∈ Z.

(ii) B = ∪n∈ZBn.

(iii) ∩n∈ZBn = {0}.

(iv) (Bn \Bn−1)(Bm \Bm−1) ⊆ Bm+n \Bm+n−1 for all m,n ∈ Z.

Any proper Z-filtration {Bn}n∈Z on B determines an associated Z-graded integral
domain

gr(B) :=
⊕
n∈Z

Bn

Bn−1

and there exists a natural map ρ : B → gr(B) defined by ρ(a) = a + Bn−1, if a ∈
Bn \Bn−1.

Definition. A proper Z-filtration {Bn}n∈Z on an affine k-domain B is said to be admis-
sible if there exists a finite generating set Γ of B such that, for any n ∈ Z and a ∈ Bn,
a can be written as a finite sum of monomials in k[Γ] ∩Bn.
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We now record a theorem on homogenization of exponential map by H. Derksen, O.
Hadas and L. Makar-Limanov [4]. The following version can be found in [3, Theorem
2.6].

Theorem 2.2. Let B be an affine k-domain with an admissible proper Z-filtration and
gr(B) be the induced associated Z-graded domain. Let φ be a non-trivial exponential
map on B, then φ induces a non-trivial, homogeneous exponential map φ on gr(B) such

that ρ(Bφ) ⊆ gr(B)φ, where ρ : B → gr(B) denotes the natural map.

Next we quote some important results from [8] which will be used in this paper.

Theorem 2.3. Let R be an affine UFD over a field k and

AR :=
R[X,Y,Z, T ]

(α(X)XdY − F (X,Z, T ))
with α(0) 6= 0 and F (0, Z, T ) 6= 0.

Let x, y, z, t denote the images of X,Y,Z, T in AR respectively. Let wR be a degree
function on AR such that wR(r) = 0 for every r ∈ R, wR(x) = −1, wR(y) = d and
wR(z) = wR(t) = 0. Suppose gcdR[Z,T ](α(0), F (0, Z, T )) = 1, then for any generating
set {c1, . . . , cn} of the affine k-algebra R, wR induces an admissible Z-filtration on AR

with respect to the generating set {c1, . . . , cn, x, y, z, t} such that

gr(AR) ∼=
R[X,Y,Z, T ]

(α(0)XdY − F (0, Z, T ))
.

We now quote special cases of two results from [8] which are going to be used in the
subsequent section of this paper. We first record the following result ([8, Proposition
4.20]).

Proposition 2.4. Let

A =
k[X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T ]

(Xr1
1 · · ·Xrm

m α1(X1) · · ·αm(Xm)Y − f(Z, T )−X1h(X1, . . . ,Xm, Z, T ))

be an affine domain such that ri > 1, αi(0) 6= 0 for every i, 1 6 i 6 m and for
some h ∈ k[m+2]. Let w1 be the degree function on A given by w1(x1) = −1, w1(y) =
r1, w1(xi) = w1(z) = w1(t) = 0, 2 6 i 6 m. If DK(A) contains an element with positive
w1-value (in particular, if DK(A) = A), then the following statements hold.

(i) When m = 1 or k is an infinite field then there exist a system of coordinates Z1, T1

of k[Z, T ] and a0, a1 ∈ k[1], such that f(Z, T ) = a0(Z1) + a1(Z1)T1.

(ii) When f is a line in k[Z, T ], then k[Z, T ] = k[f ][1].

The next theorem follows from [8, Theorem 4.22].

Theorem 2.5. Let A be an affine domain defined as follows

A =
k[X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T ]

(a1(X1) · · · am(Xm)Y − f(Z, T ))
,

such that each ai(Xi) has at least one separable multiple root in k. Then the following
are equivalent.

(i) A = k[m+2].

(ii) k[Z, T ] = k[f ][1].
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3 Main Theorems

We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let A be the affine domain as in (2) i.e.,

A =
k[X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T ]

(α(X1, . . . ,Xm)Y − F (X1, . . . ,Xm, Z, T ))
.

Then the following statements hold:

(i) k[x1, . . . , xm, z, t] ⊆ DK(A).

(ii) Suppose for every prime divisor p of α in k[X1, . . . ,Xm], p /∈ A∗ and F /∈ k[X1, . . . ,Xm].
Then ML(A) ⊆ k[x1, . . . , xm].

Proof. (i) At first we define two exponential maps φ1, φ2 on A.
φ1 : A → A[U ] is defined as follows:

φ1(xi) = xi, 1 6 i 6 m
φ1(z) = z + α(x1, . . . , xm)U
φ1(t) = t

φ1(y) = F (x1,...,xm,z+αU,t)
α

= y + Uv(x1, . . . , xm, z, t, U), for some v ∈ k[x1, . . . , xm, z, t, U ]

Next φ2 : A → A[U ] is defined below:

φ2(xi) = xi, 1 6 i 6 m
φ2(z) = z
φ2(t) = t+ α(x1, . . . , xm)U

φ2(y) = F (x1,...,xm,z,t+αU)
α

= y + Uw(x1, . . . , xm, z, t, U), for some w ∈ k[x1, . . . , xm, z, t, U ]

Clearly
k[x1, . . . , xm, t] ⊆ Aφ1 ⊆ k[x1, . . . , xm, α−1, t] (3)

and
k[x1, . . . , xm, z] ⊆ Aφ2 ⊆ k[x1, . . . , xm, α−1, z] (4)

Therefore, k[x1, . . . , xm, z, t] ⊆ DK(A).

(ii) We now assume that p /∈ A∗ for every prime divisor p of α and F /∈ k[X1, . . . ,Xm].
Then it follows that ML(A) ⊆ Aφ1 ∩Aφ2 ∩A = k[x1, . . . , xm].

The following result describes the isomorphisms between two affine domains of the
form A as in (2) upto certain condition on their Makar-Limanov and Derksen invariants.

Theorem 3.2. Let

A1 :=
k[X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T ]

(α1(X1, . . . ,Xm)Y − F1(X1, . . . ,Xm, Z, T ))

and

A2 :=
k[X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T ]

(α2(X1, . . . ,Xm)Y − F2(X1, . . . ,Xm, Z, T ))
.
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Let x1, . . . , xm, y, z, t and x′1, . . . , x
′
m, y′, z′, t′ denote the images of X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T

in A1 and A2 respectively. Suppose that B1 := DK(A1) = k[x1, . . . , xm, z, t], E1 :=
ML(A1) = k[x1, . . . , xm], B2 := DK(A2) = k[x′1, . . . , x

′
m, z′, t′] and E2 := ML(A2) =

k[x′1, . . . , x
′
m]. Let α1 =

∏n
i=1 p

ri
i and α2 =

∏n′

j=1 q
sj
j be the prime factorisations of α1

and α2 in k[X1, . . . ,Xm] respectively. Suppose φ : A1 → A2 is an isomorphism, then the
following hold:

(i) φ restricts to an isomorphism from B1 to B2 and from E1 to E2.

(ii) For every j, 1 6 j 6 n′, there exists i, 1 6 i 6 n such that φ(pi) = λijqj for some
λij ∈ k∗ and n = n′.

(iii) If φ(pi) = λijqj, then ri = sj.

(iv) φ(α1) = γα2 for some γ ∈ k∗.

(v) φ((α1, F1)B1) = (α2, F2)B2.

Proof. (i) Since Bi = DK(Ai) and Ei = ML(Ai) for i = 1, 2, the assertion follows.

(ii) Since φ : A1 → A2 is an isomorphism and (i) holds, identifying φ(A1) to A1 we can
assume that A1 = A2 = A, B1 = B2 = B and E1 = E2 = E. Now note the following

B →֒ A →֒ B

[
1

p1
, . . . ,

1

pn

]
(5)

and

B →֒ A →֒ B

[
1

q1
, . . . ,

1

qn′

]
. (6)

Since y′ =
F2(x

′
1, . . . , x

′
m, z′, t′)

qs11 · · · q
sn′

n′

∈ A \B and (5) holds, there exists l > 0 such that

(p1 · · · pn)
ly′ =

(p1 · · · pn)
lF2(x

′
1, . . . , x

′
m, z′, t′)

qs11 · · · q
sn′

n′

∈ B.

Since A is an integral domain, for every j, qj ∤ F2(x
′
1, . . . , x

′
m, z′, t′) in B, and hence there

exists i, 1 6 i 6 n and λij ∈ k∗ such that

pi = λijqj. (7)

Thus n′ 6 n. Further using the fact that y ∈ A \ B, by (6) we have n 6 n′. Therefore
the assertion follows.

(iii) By the given condition we can assume that (7) holds. We now show that ri = sj. If
possible suppose ri < sj. Consider the ideal I = q

sj
j A∩B = (q

sj
j , F2(x

′
1, . . . , x

′
m, z′, t′))B.

Further using (7), we have I = p
sj
i A ∩ B = (p

sj
i , p

sj−ri
i F1(x1, . . . , xm, z, t))B ⊆ piB =

qjB. But it contradicts the fact that qj ∤ F2(x
′
1, . . . , x

′
m, z′, t′) in B. Thus ri > sj.

Next if ri > sj, considering the ideal J = prii A ∩ B and by similar arguments as
above, we get that F1(x1, . . . , xm, z, t) ∈ piB, which is a contradiction. Thus ri = sj.

(iv) By (7) and (iii) we have prii = µijq
sj
j for some µij ∈ k∗ and ri = sj. Now using the

factorisations of α1(x1, . . . , xm) and α2(x
′
1, . . . , x

′
m) in B we have

α1(x1, . . . , xm) = γα2(x
′

1, . . . , x
′

m), (8)
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for some γ ∈ k∗. Thus the assertion follows.

(v) By (8), we have α1(x1, . . . , xm)A ∩B = α2(x
′
1, . . . , x

′
m)A ∩B. Thus

(α1(x1, . . . , xm), F1(x1, . . . , xm, z, t))B = (α2(x
′

1, . . . , x
′

m), F2(x
′

1, . . . , x
′

m, z′, t′))B (9)

and hence the result follows.

From now on wards for the rest of this section, we assume that A be as in (2), with
α(X1, . . . ,Xm) = a1(X1) · · · am(Xm) and F = f(Z, T ) + (

∏n
j=1 pj)h(X1, . . . ,Xm, Z, T )

where pj’s are all prime factors of α(X1, . . . ,Xm) in k[X1, . . . ,Xm]. That means

A =
k[X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T ](

a1(X1) · · · am(Xm)Y − f(Z, T )− (
∏n

j=1 pj)h(X1, . . . ,Xm, Z, T )
) . (10)

Remark 3.3. (i) Let λi be a root of ai(Xi) in k with multiplicity ri > 1, for some
i, 1 6 i 6 m. Now note that

A →֒ A := A⊗k k :=
k[X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T ]

((Xi − λi)riα′(X1, . . . ,Xm)Y − F (X1, . . . ,Xm, Z, T ))
,

where α′(X1, . . . , λi, . . . ,Xm) 6= 0. Consider the degree function ωλi
on A given by,

ωλi
(xi−λi) = −1, ωλi

(y) = ri, ωλi
(xj) = 0 for 1 6 j 6 m, j 6= i, ωλi

(z) = 0, ωλi
(t) = 0.

By Theorem 2.3, ωλi
induces an admissible Z-filtration on A with respect to the gener-

ating set {x1, . . . , xi − λi, . . . , xm, y, z, t}.

(ii) Since the filtration induced by ωλi
is admissible with respect to {x1, . . . , xi−λi, . . . , xm, y, z, t},

if b ∈ A be such that ωλi
(b) 6 0, then b ∈ k[x1, . . . , xm, (xi − λi)

riy, z, t].

(iii) Let b ∈ A be such that ωλi
(b) > 0, then the highest degree homogeneous summand

of b with respect to ωλi
is divisible by y in A.

The following result describes ML(A) when DK(A) = k[x1, . . . , xm, z, t].

Proposition 3.4. Let φ be a non-trivial exponential map on A such that Aφ ⊆ k[x1, . . . , xm, z, t].
Then k[x1, . . . , xm] ⊆ Aφ. In particular, if DK(A) = k[x1, . . . , xm, z, t], then ML(A) =
k[x1, . . . , xm].

Proof. If possible suppose xi /∈ Aφ, for some i, 1 6 i 6 m. Consider the ring A := A⊗kk.
From (10), it is clear that

A =
k[X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T ]

(Xr1
1 · · ·Xrm

m α1(X1) · · ·αm(Xm)Y − f(Z, T )− h(X1, . . . ,Xm, Z, T ))
, (11)

for some rj > 1, h ∈ k
[m+2]

, αj ∈ k
[1]

with αj(0) 6= 0 for every j, 1 6 l 6 m and
Xi | h. Let x1, . . . , xm, y, z, t denote the images of X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T in A. Consider
the non-trivial exponential map φ on A induced by φ (cf. Lemma 2.1(iv)). Since xi /∈

Aφ, it follows that xi /∈ A
φ
. Further, since Aφ ⊆ k[x1, . . . , xm, z, t], we have A

φ
⊆

7



k[x1, . . . , xm, z, t]. By Lemma 2.1(ii), tr.degk(A
φ
) = m + 1. Let {f1, . . . , fm+1} be an

algebraically independent set of elements in A
φ
. Suppose

fj = gj(x1, . . . , xi−1, xi+1, . . . , xm, z, t) + xihj(x1, . . . , xm, z, t),

for every j, 1 6 j 6 m+ 1. If there exists a polynomial P such that P (g1, . . . , gm+1) =

0 then xi | P (f1, . . . , fm+1). Now this would contradict the fact that xi /∈ A
φ

as

P (f1, . . . , fm+1) ∈ A
φ

and A
φ

is factorially closed (cf. Lemma 2.1(i)). Therefore,
{g1, . . . , gm+1} is an algebraically independent set of elements in k[x1, . . . , xi−1, xi+1, . . . , xm, z, t].
We now consider the degree function ωi on A, given by ωi(xi) = −1, ωi(y) = ri,
ωi(xj) = 0, for 1 6 j 6 m, j 6= i, ωi(z) = ωi(t) = 0. Then by Theorem 2.3, ωi

induces an admissible Z-filtration on A and the associated graded ring is

Ã =
k[X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T ]

(Xri
i α̃(X1, . . . ,Xi−1,Xi+1, . . . ,Xm)Y − f(Z, T ))

, (12)

for some α̃ ∈ k[X1, . . . ,Xi−1,Xi+1, . . . ,Xm]. For any element b ∈ A, let b̃ denotes its
image in Ã. Now by Theorem 2.2, φ induces a non-trivial exponential map φ̃ on Ã such
that f̃j ∈ Ãφ̃ for every j, 1 6 j 6 m+ 1. Note that

f̃j = gj(x̃1, . . . , x̃i−1, x̃i+1, . . . , x̃m, z̃, t̃), for every j, 1 6 j 6 m.

Since g1, . . . , gm+1 are algebraically independent it follows that k[x̃1, . . . , x̃i−1, x̃i+1, . . . , x̃m, z̃, t̃]

is algebraic over k[g1, . . . , gm+1]. Hence k[x̃1, . . . , x̃i−1, x̃i+1, . . . , x̃m, z̃, t̃] ⊆ Ãφ̃. But by
(12), this contradicts that φ̃ is non-trivial. Thus we have xi ∈ Aφ and since i is arbitrary,
k[x1, . . . , xm] ⊆ Aφ.

If DK(A) = k[x1, . . . , xm, z, t], then for every prime divisor p of a, p /∈ A∗ and f /∈ k.
Therefore, by Lemma 3.1, we have ML(A) = k[x1, . . . , xm].

Now we record an easy lemma which will be useful in proving the next two results
which will describe DK(A), upto a certain condition on the roots of ai(Xi) for every i,
1 6 i 6 m.

Lemma 3.5. Let f(Z, T ) ∈ k[Z, T ] be such that k[Z, T ]/(f) = k[1] and there exists
a system of coordinates {Z1, T1} in k[Z, T ] such that f(Z, T ) = b0(Z1) + b1(Z1)T1 for
some b0, b1 ∈ k[1]. Then k[Z, T ] = k[f ][1]. In particular, when k is a field of positive
characteristic and g(Z, T ) is a non-trivial line, then g(Z, T ) is not linear with respect to
any system of coordinate in k[Z, T ].

Lemma 3.6. Suppose for every i, 1 6 i 6 m there exists a multiple root λi of ai(Xi)
in k, such that f(Z, T ) is not linear with respect to any system of coordinate in k[Z, T ].
Then the following hold.

(i) Let wλi
denotes the degree function on A := A ⊗k k as in Remark 3.3(i), then for

every element a ∈ DK(A), wλi
(a) 6 0. In particular, DK(A) ( A.

(ii) If µ denotes the multiplicity of the root λi in ai(Xi), then DK(A) ⊆ k[x1, . . . , xm, (xi−
λi)

µy, z, t].

Proof. (i) Follows from Proposition 2.4.

(ii) Follows from (i) and Remark 3.3(ii).
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Corollary 3.7. For every i, let ai(Xi) =
∏ni

j=1(Xi − λij)
µij in k[Xi], with µij > 1.

Suppose that f(Z, T ) is not linear with respect to any coordinate system in k[Z, T ]. Then
DK(A) = k[x1, . . . , xm, z, t].

Proof. By Lemma 3.6(ii), DK(A) ⊆
⋂m

i=1(
⋂ni

j=1 k[x1, . . . , xm, (xi−λij)
µijy, z, t]) = k[x1, . . . , xm, z, t].

Therefore, DK(A) ⊆ k[x, . . . , xm, z, t]. Now the assertion follows by Lemma 3.1(i).

The following result describes isomorphisms between two rings of the form A as in
(10), when every root of ai(Xi) is a multiple root.

Theorem 3.8. Let

A1 :=
k[X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T ]

(a1(X1) . . . am(Xm)Y − f(Z, T )− h1(X1, . . . ,Xm, Z, T ))

and

A2 :=
k[X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T ]

(b1(X1) . . . bm(Xm)Y − g(Z, T ) − h2(X1, . . . ,Xm, Z, T ))

be such that ai(Xi) :=
∏

16j6n(Xi − λij)
dij and bi(Xi) :=

∏
16j6n′(Xi − µij)

eij in

k[Xi] with dij , eij > 1 for all i, j and
∏

16j6n(Xi − λij) | h1,
∏

16j6n(Xi − µij) |

h2 in k[X1, . . . ,Xm]. Let x1, . . . , xm, y, z, t and x′1, . . . , x
′
m, y′, z′, t′ denote the images

of X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T in A1 and A2 respectively. Let E1 := k[x1, . . . , xm], E2 :=
k[x′1, . . . , x

′
m], B1 := k[x1, . . . , xm, z, t] and B2 := k[x′1, . . . , x

′
m, z′, t′]. Suppose f(Z, T )

and g(Z, T ) are not linear with respect to any system of coordinate in k[Z, T ] and
φ : A1 → A2 is an isomorphism. Then the following hold.

(i) φ restricts to an isomorphism from B1 to B2 and from E1 to E2.

(ii) For every l, 1 6 l 6 m, there exists i, 1 6 i 6 m such that φ(xi) = νx′l + µ, for
some ν ∈ k∗ and µ ∈ k.

(iii) If φ(xi) = νx′l + µ, then ai(Xi) and bl(Xl) have equal number of roots in k with
equal multiplicities. Further φ(ai(xi)) = γbl(x

′

l) for some γ ∈ k∗.

Proof. (i) Since f(Z, T ) and g(Z, T ) are both not linear with respect to any system of
coordinate in k[Z, T ], by Corollary 3.7, DK(Ai) = Bi and hence by Proposition 3.4,
ML(Ai) = Ei for i = 1, 2. Thus the result follows.

(ii) Since φ : A1 → A2 is an isomorphism, it induces an isomorphism φ : A1 := A1⊗kk →
A2 := A2 ⊗k k. Further from Corollary 3.7 it follows that DK(Ai) = Bi := Bi ⊗k k and
ML(Ai) = Ei := Ei ⊗k k. Now since φ is an isomorphism, from Theorem 3.2(ii) we
know that for every l, 1 6 l 6 m and a prime divisor (x′l − µljl) of bl(x

′

l) in B2,
there exist some i, 1 6 i 6 m and a prime divisor (xi − λiji) of ai(xi) in B1 such that
φ(xi − λiji) = ν(x′l − µljl) for some ν ∈ k

∗
. Now since φ |B1

= φ and φ(B1) = B2, we
have the desired result.

(iii) If φ(xi) = νx′l + µ, considering φ : A1 → A2 we get that a prime divisor (xi − λi)
of ai(xi) is mapped to a prime divisor (x′l − µl) of bl(x

′

l). Now from Theorem 3.2(ii),
it follows that there is an one to one correspondence between the roots of ai(Xi) and
bl(Xl) in k. Now for a root λiji of ai(Xi) if φ(xi − λiji) = (x′l − µljl) for some root µljl

of bl(Xl), then by Theorem 3.2(iii), λiji and µljl have the same multiplicity. Therefore,
it follows that φ(ai(xi)) = γbl(x

′

l) for some γ ∈ k∗.
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The next result characterizes the automorphisms of A as in (10) when every root of
ai(Xi) is a multiple root for every i, 1 6 i 6 m.

Theorem 3.9. Let A be the affine domain as in (10), with ai(Xi) =
∏

16j6ni
(Xi −

λij)
dij in k[Xi] with dij > 1, 1 6 i 6 m. Let x1, . . . , xm, y, z, t be the images of

X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T in A. Suppose that f(Z, T ) is not linear with respect to any co-
ordinate system in k[Z, T ]. If φ ∈ Autk(A), then the following hold:

(i) φ restricts to an automorphism of E := k[x1, . . . , xm] and B := k[x1, . . . , xm, z, t].

(ii) For every i, 1 6 i 6 m, there exists j, 1 6 j 6 m such that φ(ai(xi)) = γaj(xj)
for some γ ∈ k∗.

(iii) φ(I) = I, where I = (α(x1, . . . , xm), F (x1, . . . , xm, z, t))B.

Conversely, if φ ∈ Endk(A) satisfies conditions (i) and (iii), then φ ∈ Autk(A).

Proof. (i), (ii) and (iii) follows from Theorem 3.8(i), Theorem 3.8(iii) and Theorem 3.2(v)
respectively.

We now show the converse part. From (i) and (iii) it follows that φ(B) = B, φ(E) = E
and φ(I) = I. Hence φ(I ∩ E) = I ∩ E. Since I ∩ E = (α(x1, . . . , xm))E,

φ(α(x1, . . . , xm)) = γα(x1, . . . , xm), (13)

for some γ ∈ k∗. Now since φ is an automorphism of B and A ⊆ B[α(x1, . . . , xm)−1],
using (13) it follows that φ is an injective endomorphism of A. Therefore, it is enough
to show that φ is surjective. For this, it is enough to find a preimage of y in A. Since
φ(I) = I, we have

F = α(x1, . . . , xm)u(x1, . . . , xm, z, t) + φ(F )v(x1, . . . , xm, z, t), (14)

for some u, v ∈ B. Since y = F (x1,...,xm,z,t)
α(x1,...,xm) , using (13) and (14) we have

y = u(x1, . . . , xm, z, t) +
φ(F )v(x1, . . . , xm, z, t)

γ−1φ(α(x1, . . . , xm))
. (15)

Since φ(B) = B, there exist ũ, ṽ ∈ B such that φ(ũ) = u and φ(ṽ) = v. And hence from
(15), we get that y = φ(ũ+ γyṽ), where ũ+ γyṽ ∈ A.

We now recall the following result from [10, Proposition 3.6].

Theorem 3.10. Let R be an integral domain, π1, . . . , πn ∈ R and π = π1 · · · πn. Let
G(Z, T ) ∈ R[Z, T ] be such that R[Z, T ]/(π,G(Z, T )) ∼=R (R/π)[1]. For positive integers
r1, . . . , rn, set

D :=
R[Y,Z, T ]

(πr1
1 · · · πrn

n Y −G(Z, T ))
.

Then D[1] = R[3].

Let

A(r1, . . . , rn, f) :=
k[X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T ]

(Xr1
1 · · ·Xrm

m Y − f(Z, T ))
,
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where ri > 1 for i, 1 6 i 6 m and f is a non-trivial line in k[Z, T ]. Let

Ω1 := {A(r1, . . . , rm, f) | ri > 1 and f is a non-trivial line in k[Z, T ]} .

In [10] Gupta has shown the rings A(r1, . . . , rm, f) are counter example to the Zariski
Cancellation Problem in positive characteristic. Whereas in [6, corollary 4.4], it has
been shown that Ω1 contains an infinite family of pairwise non-isomorphic rings which
are counter example to the Zariski Cancellation Problem.

Corollary 3.11. Let k be a field of positive characteristic. Then there exists an infinite
family of pairwise non-isomorphic varieties which are counterexamples to the Zariski
Cancellation Problem in higher dimensions( > 3), and are also non-isomorphic to the
members of Ω1.

Proof. Let f(Z, T ) be a non-trivial line in k[Z, T ]. Consider the following family of
varieties:

Ω2 := {A(a1,...,am) :=
k[X1, . . . ,Xm, Y, Z, T ]

(a1(X1) · · · am(Xm)Y − f(Z, T ))
| each ai has only multiple roots in k

and some ai has at least two distinct roots }.

By Theorem 3.10, A
[1]
(a1,...,am) = k[m+3], for every A(a1,...,am) ∈ Ω. Now by Theorem 2.5,

A(a1,...,am)⊗k k 6= k
[m+2]

. Hence A(a1,...,am) is counterexample to the Zariski Cancellation
Problem.

Now since f(Z, T ) be a non-trivial line in k[Z, T ], by Lemma 3.5, f(Z, T ) is not
linear with respect to any coordinate system in k[Z, T ]. Hence by Theorem 3.8(ii) and
(iii), A(a1,...,am) ∈ Ω2 is not isomorphic to the rings in Ω1. Now we consider two sets
of polynomials S1 = {a1(X1), . . . , am(Xm)} and S2 = {b1(X1), . . . , bm(Xm)} such that
each ai(Xi), bi(Xi) has only multiple roots and total number of roots of a1 . . . am is
different from total number of roots of b1 . . . bm. Then A(a1,...,am) ≇ A(b1,...,bm), by The-
orem 3.8(iii). Therefore, Ω2 contains infinitely many pairwise non-isomorphic varieties
which are counterexamples to the ZCP in dimension m+ 2 for m > 1.
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