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Abstract

Let K be a field and let f, g ∈ K[x, y] be such that the ideal ⟨f, g⟩ is zero-dimensional. We study the
Sylvester and Bézout resultant polynomial matrices, built by interpreting f and g as univariate polynomials
in x with coefficients in K[y]. We characterize their Smith forms over K[y] in terms of the dual spaces of
differential operators, that were defined and studied by H. M. Möller et al. In particular, we show that,
if the leading coefficients of f and g are coprime over K[y], then the partial multiplicities of the Sylvester
and Bézout resultant matrices coincide with certain integers, that we call Möller indices. These indices
are uniquely determined by ⟨f, g⟩, and can be easily computed from a Gauss basis, as defined in [M. G.
Marinari, H. M. Möller, T. Mora, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 348(8):3283–3321, 1996], of the dual spaces.
We then generalize this result to the case of common factors in the leading coefficients, which correspond
to intersections at x = ∞, again describing all the invariant factors of Sylvester and Bézout resultant
matrices. As a corollary, this fully characterizes the algebraic multiplicity of all the roots of the resultant
Resx(f, g) ∈ K[y] in terms of the intersection multiplicities for f and g, including those arising from infinite
intersections. We discuss both algebraic and computational implications of our results.

Keywords: Resultant matrix, invariant factor, Smith form, zero-dimensional ideal, dual space, Gauss basis,
Möller index

AMS: 13P15, 68W30, 14Q99, 15A18, 15A22

1 Introduction

In elimination theory, a central role is played by classical resultant matrices such as those of Sylvester and
Bézout. Suppose for a start that f and g are nonconstant univariate polynomials in x with coefficients in an
integral domain R; then, the associated Sylvester and Bézout matrices are square matrices with entries in R,
and both of them are singular if and only if f and g have a common root in the algebraic closure of R. In
fact, the resultant of f and g is often defined to be the determinant of the Sylvester matrix [6, 7]; instead, the
determinant of the Bézout matrix is the resultant times a certain “extraneous factor”, equal to the leading
coefficient of one of the two polynomials raised to the difference of the degrees of the two polynomials.

If we take R = F[y], where F is an algebraically closed1 field, we can leverage the notion of resultant as a tool
to solve the bivariate polynomial system f(x, y) = g(x, y) = 0. When the ideal ⟨f, g⟩ is zero-dimensional,
the Sylvester and Bézout resultant matrices are commonly used as a tool to solve polynomial equations
[3, 12, 19, 26, 28, 30, 32, 33]; for this reason, we focus on zero-dimensional ideals in this paper. Indeed,
it is clear that if (x0, y0) ∈ F2 is a solution to the system, then the resultant of f and g, which is a polynomial
in F[y], must vanish at y = y0; more details can be found, for example, in [6, Chapter 3] or [7, Chapters
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1The assumption that F is algebraically closed significantly simplifies the exposition, but it can be weakened. Namely, if
f, g ∈ K[x, y], we can embed the arbitrary field K in its algebraic closure F = K, and note that this field extension leaves the monic
invariant factors of the associated resultant matrices unchanged.
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3 and 7]. The reverse implication is subtler. If the leading coefficients of f and g do not share any non-
unital common factor in F[y], then, for every root y0 ∈ F of the resultant, there indeed exists x0 ∈ F such that
f(x0, y0) = g(x0, y0) = 0 [6, Section 3.6, Corollary 7]. Without assuming coprime leading coefficients, however,

it may happen that y0 is a root of the resultant, but still

[
f(x0, y0)
g(x0, y0)

]
̸= 0 ∀ x0 ∈ F. One may express this fact

by saying that [26] the roots of the resultant correspond to either the y-components of the finite solutions of
the polynomial system of equations, or the y-components of “roots at infinity” (in the x-component). In the
computational algebraic geometry literature, this fact may be considered folklore in the sense that it is often
acknowledged in passing to constitute a complication [6, 7, 26, 33], but a rigorous structural characterization
of the relation between these “roots at infinity” and the roots of the resultant (or, even more deeply, the roots
of each invariant factor of the resultant matrices) seems to be lacking; one major contribution of the present
paper is to explicitly provide a precise analysis, by deriving the full Smith form of the Sylvester and Bézout
resultant matrices in the case where ⟨f, g⟩ is zero dimensional. In particular, such Smith forms yield all the
partial multiplicities of the elementary divisor y− y0 ∈ F[y], where y0 ∈ F is either the y-component of a finite
intersection (x0, y0) ∈ F2 or of an intersection at infinity (∞, y0) (Definition 4.13); this has computational
consequences, because when F ⊆ C the partial multiplicities determine whether y0 is ill conditioned or not as
an eigenvalue of the resultant matrix.

Related results that can be found in the literature include:

• [17, Theorem 4], where D. Lazard described (implicitly, via a special Hermite form) the Smith form of
the Sylvester matrix in terms of Gröbner bases. However, the focus of [17] is elsewhere, and a structural
analysis of the invariant factors is not explicitly emphasized. Moreover, [17, Theorem 4] assumed that
the leading coefficients of f and g are coprime, and [17, Remark 7] explicitly posed as an open problem
the analysis of the general case.

• [4, Theorem 1.1], where L. Busé and C. D’Andrea computed the invariant factors of certain (specific)
Sylvester and Bézout bivariate homogenous resultant matrices arising from birational parameterizations
of rational plane curves, describing them in terms of the singular point of such curves. The characteri-
zation of [4] is explicit, but restricted to a special class of polynomials.

• Several sources, such as for instance [33, Lemma 2.2], identified the last invariant factor of the Sylvester
matrix as a generator of the elimination ideal ⟨f, g⟩ ∩ F[y].

In this paper, we generalize and complete this picture. First, under the assumption of coprime leading co-
efficients of f and g, we provide a dual characterization of the invariant factors in terms of the dual spaces
of linear functionals [2, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24] vanishing on the ideal ⟨f, g⟩; see also [25] for a thorough review
on dual spaces and structured matrices. We connect the local dual spaces associated with the ideal ⟨f, g⟩ to
the the Smith form of the resultant matrices by means of the theory of root vectors [8, 9, 11, 29]. If we fix
one point (x0, y0) on the variety of ⟨f, g⟩ and we endow F[x, y] with the lexicographic monomial order such
that x < y, then the shape of the local dual space at (x0, y0) is described by certain combinatorial invariants,
that we propose to call the Möller indices with respect to y of ⟨f, g⟩ at (x0, y0) (Definition 3.1). These indices
are uniquely determined by ⟨f, g⟩ (Remark 3.2) and can be easily computed from any Gauss basis [21, 22]
(Theorem 3.8). We prove in Theorem 4.10 that, for all y0 ∈ F, the partial multiplicities of the elementary
divisor y− y0 in the Sylvester matrix of f and g coincide with the Möller indices with respect to y of ⟨f, g⟩ at
all points of the form (xi, y0), xi ∈ F, in the variety of the ideal ⟨f, g⟩. This is a dual description with respect
to the approach of [17, Theorem 4], based on Gröbner bases. Furthermore, unlike [17] we also give an explicit
construction of root vectors based on a Gauss basis of the local dual space; root vectors go beyond the partial
multiplicities, providing information on the unimodular matrices in a Smith form decomposition [9, 29] of the
Sylvester or the Bézout matrices.

Next, we extend our analysis to also cover infinite roots, i.e., we allow the leading coefficients of f and g
to have a nontrivial GCD over F[y], while keeping the assumption that ⟨f, g⟩ is zero-dimensional. In this
situation, and after appropriately defining roots at infinity, the infinite roots also contribute to the Smith
form of the resultant matrices, in a completely analogous manner as the finite roots. Thus, in Theorem 4.18
and Theorem 5.1, respectively for Sylvester and Bézout matrices, we provide a unified treatment of finite and
infinite intersections within the same algebraic framework.
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Our results have both algebraic and computational implications. In the case where ⟨f, g⟩ is zero-dimensional
and the leading coefficients (in x) of f and g are F[y]-coprime, then the Smith form of the Sylvester matrix of f
and g yields the structure of F[x, y]/⟨f, g⟩ as an F[y]-module (Theorem 4.3). We thus describe such module in
terms of the Möller indices. On the other hand, for F ⊆ C and from a numerical linear algebra viewpoint, the
partial multiplicities of the resultant matrices determine the Hölder condition numbers [16] of their eigenvalues.
Thus, the partial multiplicities, and therefore the Möller indices, predict the expected accuracy of the numerical
computation of eigenvalues of resultant matrices, which lies at the core of many resultant-based rootfinding
methods [12, 26]. Namely, even if the intersection multiplicity is > 1, the eigenvalue corresponding to the y-
component of the intersection may still be computable numerically with high accuracy if, say, the Möller indices
are all 1; and conversely, high Möller indices imply that one should have low expectations for the reliability of
floating point computations of the associated eigenvalues. In some applications, including cryptography [30]
and number theory [5], polynomial rootfinding also arises over other fields than the complex numbers, and our
results may possibly benefit algorithmic approaches in these areas as well.

The manuscript is structured as follows. Section 2 recalls the necessary preliminary material, including dual
spaces, resultant matrices, Smith forms, and root vectors. In Section 3 we define Möller indices and show how
they can be computed from a Gauss basis [21, 22]. The next sections are devoted to stating and proving our
main results for the Sylvester (Section 4) and Bézout matrix (Section 5). Finally, in Section 6 we make some
numerical considerations for F ⊆ C.

2 Background

Let us begin by setting some basic notation. Throughout F will denote an algebraically closed field, and F[x]
a univariate polynomial ring in the variable x and with coefficients in F. Similarly, F[x, y] denotes bivariate
polynomials in x and y. Sometimes we perceive elements of F[x, y] as elements of F[y][x], that is, univariate
polynomials in x with coefficients in F[y].

Given an integral domain R and n ∈ N, we denote by R[x]n the R-module of polynomials in x with coefficients
in R and degree at most n. For every positive integer k > 0, we will make frequent use of the Vandermonde

vector Λk(x) :=


xk−1

...
x2

x
1

 ∈ R[x]k.We also often employ the i-th Hasse derivative (see Subsection 2.1) of Λk(x),

denoted by

Λ
(i)
k (x) =



(
k − 1
i

)
xk−i−1

...(
i+ 2
i

)
x2

(i+ 1)x
1
0
...
0


∈ R[x]k.

Finally, for x0 ∈ R the notation Λ
(i)
k (x0) simply means the vector of Rk obtained by evaluating Λ

(i)
k (x) at

x = x0, and similarly for other polynomial vectors or matrices. We also denote the “coefficient extraction
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map” by

Γn : R[x]n−1 → Rn, f(x) =

n−1∑
i=0

fix
i 7→ Γn(f) =


fn−1

...
f1
f0

 .
Note that the identity f(x) = Γn(f)

⊤Λn(x) holds for all f(x) ∈ R[x]n−1. Just as we match vectors and
univariate polynomials, we can identify a bivariate polynomial and a matrix containing its coefficients in the
monomial basis, f(x, y) = Λm(y)⊤MΛn(x) [27, 29].

2.1 Hasse derivatives, dual spaces, and multiplicities

In this subsection, we revisit the theory developed in [20, 21, 22, 23, 24]. Here, we specialize it to the case of
two variables. We begin by defining the evaluation functional.

Definition 2.1. Given a point (x0, y0) ∈ F2, the evaluation map is the functional E(x0,y0) : F[x, y] → F that
satifies E(x0,y0)f := f(x0, y0) for all f ∈ F[x, y].

When the value of one coordinate is irrelevant, we may write, e.g., E(·,y0). For instance, if g ∈ F[y] then
E(·,y0)g = g(y0) ∈ F. Similarly, if h ∈ F[x, y] then E(x0,·)h = h(x0, y) ∈ F[y]. For every (i, j) ∈ N2, the second
step is to define the Hasse derivatives as the F-linear operators Dij : F[x, y] → F[x, y] satisfying

Dijx
ayb =


(
a

i

)(
b

j

)
xa−iyb−j if a ≥ i and b ≥ j;

0 otherwise.

We note the useful properties Dij = D0jDi0 = Di0D0j and, for all f, g ∈ F[x, y],

Dijfg =

i∑
k=0

j∑
ℓ=0

Di−k,j−ℓfDkℓg.

When F has zero characteristic, we also observe that Dij =
1

i!j!
∂i

∂xi
∂j

∂yj . The following property, whose elemen-

tary proof is omitted, will be useful2.

Proposition 2.2. A polynomial f(y) ∈ F[y] has a root of multiplicity µ at y0 ∈ F, i.e., f(y) = (y − y0)
µg(y)

and g(y0) ̸= 0, if and only if E(·,y0)D0µf(y) ̸= 0 and E(·,y0)D0if(y) = 0 for all 0 ≤ i < µ.

Let us now define the F-vector space of Hasse derivatives D := spanF{Dij | i, j ∈ N}, of which {Dij}i,j∈N form
a basis. Two further ingredients are the antiderivatives with respect to either variable, defined as the F-linear
maps Ax : D → D and Ay : D → D such that

Ax(Dij) =

{
Di−1,j , if i > 0

0 otherwise,
Ay(Dij) =

{
Di,j−1, if j > 0

0 otherwise.

Remark 2.3. All the functionals discussed above (derivatives, antiderivatives, and evaluation maps) may also
be applied, elementwise, to bivariate polynomial vectors or matrices.

Definition 2.4. A subspace V ⊂ D is closed if it is finite dimensional and

ϕ ∈ V =⇒ Axϕ ∈ V, Ayϕ ∈ V.

It turns out [20, 21, 22, 23, 24] that there is a correspondence between ideals of F[x, y] and subspaces of D.

2If F has prime characteristic p, it is not possible to replace Hasse derivatives with usual formal derivatives in Proposition 2.2,
e.g., every formal derivative of yp is 0 at y = 0.
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Definition 2.5. Given f, g ∈ F[x, y], let I = ⟨f, g⟩ and (x0, y0) ∈ V(I). The dual space V(x0,y0) ⊂ D of I at
(x0, y0) is the subspace

V(x0,y0) = {ϕ ∈ D s.t. E(x0,y0)(ϕp) = 0, ∀p ∈ I}.

M. G. Marinari, H. M. Möller and T. Mora proved that the dual space V(x0,y0) satisfies ϕ ∈ V ⇒ Axϕ,Ayϕ ∈ V
[21, Proposition 2.4] and that it is finite dimensional when I is zero-dimensional [22, Theorem 3.2]; hence,
when I is zero-dimensional, the dual space at (x0, y0) ∈ V(I) is a closed subspace. In that case, following
[21, 22, 24], we define the multiplicity of (x0, y0) in I as µ(x0, y0) := dimF V(x0,y0). Lemma 2.6 below shows
that this definition coincides with the classical definitions of intersection multiplicity.

Lemma 2.6. Let I = ⟨f, g⟩ be a zero-dimensional ideal of F[x, y] as above and let P = (x0, y0) ∈ V(I).
Consider the local ring

OP := {p/q s.t. p, q ∈ F[x, y], q(x0, y0) ̸= 0}.
The multiplicity of the point P in I, as defined above, satisfies

µ(x0, y0) = dimF OP /⟨f, g⟩O,

where ⟨f, g⟩O is considered as an ideal of OP .

Proof. The statement follows by [13, Exercise 5.4] and [21, Theorem 2.6].

2.2 Basic properties of Sylvester and Bézout matrices

Given two polynomials f, g ∈ R[x], where R is an integral domain, we now recall the definitions of the associated
Sylvester and Bézout matrices, as well as some of their basic properties. Most, if not all, of this subsection’s
content is classical [10], but we give our own treatment for self-containedness.

Definition 2.7 (Sylvester matrix, [6]). Let m ≥ deg f and n ≥ deg g, m + n ≥ 1, and write f(x) =∑m
i=0 fix

i, g(x) =
∑n

i=0 gix
i (note that we possibly allow fm = 0 and/or gn = 0). The (m,n)-Sylvester matrix

of the univariate polynomials f and g is the matrix

Sf,g;m,n :=



fm . . . f0 0 . . . 0

0 fm . . . f0
...

...
. . .

. . . 0
0 . . . fm . . . f0
gn . . . g0 0 . . . 0

0 gn . . . g0
...

...
. . .

. . . 0
0 . . . gn . . . g0


∈ R(m+n)×(m+n).

For the choice m = deg f, n = deg g, we will simply refer to the matrix above as the Sylvester matrix of f and
g.

Unless a possible ambiguity arises, we will avoid the baroque notation Sf,g;m,n and simply write S. We omit
the straightforward proof of Proposition 2.8 below.

Proposition 2.8. Let S be the (m,n)-Sylvester matrix of f, g, where m ≥ deg f, n ≥ deg g.

1. S is the unique element of R(m+n)×(m+n) satisfying SΛm+n(t) =

[
f(t)Λn(t)
g(t)Λm(t)

]
.

2. For arbitrary p(t) ∈ R[t]n−1, q(t) ∈ R[t]m−1, write p(t) = Γn(p)
⊤Λn(t), q(t) = Γm(q)⊤Λm(t) and define

r(t) := f(t)p(t) + g(t)q(t) = Γm+n(r)
⊤Λm+n(t). Then, S⊤

[
Γn(p)
Γm(q)

]
= Γm+n(r). In other words, S⊤

represents (in the monomial basis) the Sylvester operator

S : R[t]n−1 ⊕R[t]m−1 → R[t]m+n−1, (p(t), q(t)) 7→ f(t)p(t) + g(t)q(t).
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Definition 2.9 (Bézoutian and Bézout matrix, [10]). Given the polynomials f, g ∈ R[t], their Bézoutian is
the bivariate polynomial

Bf,g(x, z) :=
f(x)g(z)− f(z)g(x)

x− z
∈ R[x, z].

Let k = max{deg f, deg g} ≥ 1. The Bézout matrix of f and g, Bf,g ∈ Fk×k, is the unique matrix satsfying

Λm(z)⊤Bf,gΛn(x) = Bf,g(x, z) =
f(x)g(z)− f(z)g(x)

x− z
.

Again, we will simply write B(x, z) and B if there is no ambiguity about the polynomial arguments. Although
its construction is more involved than the Sylvester matrix, there are various algorithms to compute the Bézout
matrix, of which (to our knowledge) the most efficient is the one based on “shifted sums” [26, 27]. Another
method, less effective computationally but more useful for theoretical considerations, is via the connection
between the Sylvester matrix and the Bezout matrix that we give in Proposition 2.10 below.

Proposition 2.10. Let k = max{deg f,deg g} ≥ 1 and let S be the (k, k)-Sylvester matrix of f and g; let B be

the Bézout matrix of the same pair. Moreover, let F ∈ Rk×k be the flip matrix, Fij =

{
1 if i+ j = k + 1;

0 otherwise.

Then,

S⊤
[

0 F
−F 0

]
S =

[
0 B

−B 0

]
.

Proof. Following [9, 27], we note that M ∈ R2k×2k 7→ Λ2k(z)
⊤MΛ2k(x) ∈ R[x, z]2k−1,2k−1 is a bijection.

Hence, we may equivalently interpret the statement as an identity for bivariate polynomials. Using Proposition
2.8,

SΛ2k(x) =

[
f(x)Λk(x)
g(x)Λk(x)

]
and Λk(z)

⊤FΛk(x) =

k−1∑
i=0

xizk−1−i =
xk − zk

x− z
.

Therefore,

Λ2k(z)
⊤S⊤

[
0 F

−F 0

]
SΛ2k(x) = [f(z)Λk(z)

⊤, g(z)Λk(z)
⊤]

[
g(x)FΛk(x)
−f(x)FΛk(z)

]
= f(z)g(x)

xk − zk

x− z
− f(x)g(z)

xk − zk

x− z
= B(x, z)(zk − xk).

On the other hand, by Definition 2.9,

Λ2k(z)
⊤
[

0 B
−B 0

]
Λ2k(x) = Λ2k(z)

⊤
[

BΛk(x)
−xkBΛk(x)

]
= zkB(x, z)− xkB(x, z) = B(x, z)(zk − xk).

This completes the proof.

The resultant of f and g is defined [6, 7] as the determinant of the Sylvester matrix.

Definition 2.11 (Resultant, [6, 7]). Let F be the algebraic closure of the integral domainR. For all polynomials
f =

∑m
i=0 fix

i ∈ R[x] and g =
∑n

i=0 gix
i ∈ R[x], having degree at most m and n respectively, there exists a

polynomial Res ∈ R[f0, . . . , fm, g0, . . . , gn], called the resultant, such that

Res(f0, . . . , fm, g0, . . . , gn) = 0 ⇐⇒ ∃ x0 ∈ F s.t. f(x0) = g(x0) = 0.

Once we fix f and g, i.e., once we specify their coefficients, the resultant Res(f, g) ∈ R is uniquely determined
by f and g up to a constant; we normalize it by setting Res(f, g) := det(S) where S is the (deg(f),deg(g))-
Sylvester matrix of f and g.
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The determinant of the Bézout matrix is a close relative of the resultant.

Corollary 2.12. Let f, g have degrees m,n respectively, and let k = max{m,n}. If B ∈ Rk×k is the Bézout
matrix of f and g, we have up to a sign that detB = ±c · Res(f, g) where the extraneous factor c ∈ R is

c =


fm−n
m if m > n;

gn−m
n if n > m;

1 otherwise.

Proof. Immediate by Definition 2.11 and Proposition 2.10.

We now assume that R = F is an algebraically closed field, and prove Lemma 2.13 and Corollary 2.14 in that
context.

Lemma 2.13. Let f, g, h ∈ F[x], with h(x) = gcd(f(x), g(x)), m ≥ deg f and n ≥ deg g. The (m,n)-Sylvester
matrix of f and g has rank m+ n− s− deg gcd(f, g) where s := min(m− deg f, n− deg g). Moreover, a basis
for kerS⊤ is given by the vectors  Γn

(
xi g(x)h(x)

)
−Γm

(
xi f(x)h(x)

)
for i = 0, . . . , s+ deg h− 1, and a basis of kerS is given by the following vectors:

• The canonical unit vectors ei for i = 1, . . . , s

• For all x0 ∈ F such that f(x0) = g(x0) = h(x0) = 0, the vectors Λ
(i)
m+n(x0) for i = 0, . . . , µ(x0)− 1 where

µ(x0) is the multiplicity of x0 as a root of h(x).

Before proceeding with a proof, we note that, among the vectors in the basis of kerS given in Lemma 2.13, the
vectors {ei}si=1 correspond to possible “shared infinite roots” of f and g, whereas the other vectors correspond
to common finite roots.

Proof of Lemma 2.13. Let p(x) ∈ F[x]n−1, q(x) ∈ F[x]m−1. By item 2 in Proposition 2.8,

S⊤
[
Γn(p)
Γm(q)

]
= 0 ⇐⇒ f(x)p(x) + g(x)q(x) = 0 ⇔ ∃ a(x) ∈ F[x] :

[
p(x)
q(x)

]
= a(x)

[
f(x)
h(x)

− g(x)
h(x)

]
.

This induces an isomorphism kerS⊤ ∼= F[x]s+deg h−1
∼= Fs+deg h. Note indeed that we look for p and q of

degrees at most m−1 and n−1 respectively, and hence deg a ≤ s+deg h−1. Thus, dimkerS = s+deg h, and
the first part of the statement then follows by the rank-nullity theorem. By choosing the basis {xi}s+deg h−1

i=0

for F[x]s+deg h−1, we also obtain the basis of the cokernel kerS⊤ given in the statement.

It remains to verify that the proposed basis of kerS is indeed a basis. The given vectors are clearly linearly
independent [1]. Since the dimkerS = m + n − s − deg h by first part of the proof, it suffices to check
Sv = 0 for all vectors v in the proposed basis. If s > 0, then the s leftmost columns of S are equal to zero.
Indeed, fm = fm−1 = · · · = fm−s+1 = gn = gn−1 = · · · = gn−s+1 = 0 because m − s + 1 ≥ deg f + 1 and
n− s+ 1 ≥ deg g + 1. For the other vectors, by item 1 of Proposition 2.8 we have

SΛ
(i)
m+n(x0) =

[
f(x)Λn(x)
g(x)Λm(x)

](i)∣∣∣∣∣
x=x0

= 0.

Corollary 2.14. Let B ∈ Fk×k be the Bezout matrix of f and g, where k = max{deg f,deg g}. Then, B has

rank k− deg gcd(f, g), and a basis for kerB consists of the vectors Λ
(i)
k (x0) where x0 is any shared root of f, g

and 0 ≤ i < µ(x0) where x0 is the multiplicity of x0 as a root of gcd(f, g).
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Proof. Let S be the (k, k)-Sylvester matrix of f and g. Proposition 2.10 and Sylvester’s rank inequality yield
2rank(S)− 2k ≤ 2 rank(B), implying in turn dimkerB ≤ dimkerS. In view of this observation, it suffices to

verify BΛ
(i)
k (x0) = 0 for each allowed choice of x0 and i, since (applying Lemma 2.13 in the case m = n = k

and hence s = 0) these equations also imply dimkerB ≥ dimkerS.

To this goal, suppose that x0 is a root of gcd(f, g) of multiplicity µ(x0) and let i < µ(x0). By Proposition 2.10
and Lemma 2.13, we have:

0 = S⊤
[

0 F
−F 0

]
SΛ

(i)
2k (x0) =

[
0 B

−B 0

]
Λ
(i)
2k (x0) =

[
BΛ

(i)
k (x0)

−B(xkΛk)
(i)(x0)

]
⇒ BΛ

(i)
k (x0) = 0.

2.3 Smith form and root vectors

Recall that an n × n unimodular polynomial matrix is a unit of F[y]n×n. The classical Theorem 2.15 was
first proved by H. J. S. Smith [31] for integer matrices and later by I. Kaplansky [15] for matrices over any
elementary divisor domain (a class of rings that, in particular, includes any principal ideal domain). We note
in particular that Theorem 2.15 still holds if F[y] is replaced by its localization at a prime y − y0 (see (3)
below).

Theorem 2.15 (Smith’s Theorem, [15, 31]). Let M(y) ∈ F[y]m×n. Then, there exist unimodular U(y) ∈
F[y]m×m, V (y) ∈ F[y]n×n such that U(y)M(y)V (y) = D(y) and D(y) ∈ F[y]m is diagonal and such that
Dii(y) divides Di+1,i+1(y) for all 1 ≤ i < max{m,n}. Moreover, D(y) is uniquely determined by M(y) up to
multiplying its diagonal elements by units of F[y]. The matrix D(y) is called a Smith form of M(y), and its
nonzero diagonal elements are the invariant factors of M(y). A root y0 ∈ F of an invariant factor of M(y) is
called a finite eigenvalue of M(y). Moreover, writing a prime factor decomposition Dii(y) =

∏
yj∈F(y − yj)

κij

for each invariant factor, the prime factors y − yj are called elementary divisors of M(y) and the positive
exponents κij are called the partial multiplicities of the prime y − yj (or equivalently, of the eigenvalue yj) in
M(y).

Root vectors, also sometimes called root polynomials, are a useful tool in the theory of polynomial matrices.
Definition 2.16 was given in [11, Chapter 1] and is valid for the special case of regular polynomial matrices,
i.e., square polynomial matrices whose determinant does not identically vanish. For a more general definition
see, e.g., [8, 29].

Definition 2.16 (Root vector, [11]). LetM(y) ∈ F[y]n×n be regular, i.e., detM(y) ̸= 0. A vector v(y) ∈ F[y]n
is called a root vector of order ℓ ≥ 1 for M(y) at the eigenvalue y0 ∈ F if

(i) v(y0) ̸= 0;

(ii) M(y)v(y) = (y − y0)
ℓw(y) and w(y0) ̸= 0.

We next turn to maximal sets, again specializing the definition in [8, 29] to the regular case.

Definition 2.17 (Maximal, complete, and y0-independent sets of root vectors, [8, 29]). Let M(y) ∈ F[y]n×n

be regular, fix y0 ∈ F, and suppose that {vi(y)}si=1 are root vectors for M(y) at y0 of orders {ℓi}si=1, with
ℓ1 ≥ · · · ≥ ℓs > 0. We say that {vi(y)}si=1 is a y0-independent set if the vectors {vi(y0)}si=1 ⊂ Fn are linearly
independent over F; we say that they are complete set if they are a y0-independent set and there does not
exist a y0-independent set of root vectors for M(y) at y0 having cardinality > s; and we say that they are a
maximal set if, for all i = 1, . . . , s, one cannot replace vi(y) with another root vector w(y) having order ℓ > ℓi
and such that {v1(y), . . . , vi−1(y), w(y), vi+1(y), vs(y)} is a complete set.

Complete sets are useful because their cardinality is equal (still assuming thatM(y) is regular) to dimkerM(y0)
[29, Theorem 3.10]; in turn, this is equal to the number of partial multiplicities of y0 as an eigenvalue of M(y).
Maximal sets are useful because their orders coincide with the partial multiplicities of y0 inM(y). In particular,
Theorem 2.18 below will be crucial for the goals of this paper.

Theorem 2.18. [8, Theorem 4.1, item 3.] Let {vi(y)}si=1 be a complete set of root vectors at y0 for M(y),
having orders ℓ1 ≥ · · · ≥ ℓs > 0. Moreover, suppose that the partial multiplicities of y0 as an eigenvalue of
M(y) are κ1 ≥ · · · ≥ κs > 0. Then, ℓi ≤ κi for all i = 1, . . . , s, and the following are equivalent:
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1. {vi(y)}si=1 are a maximal set of root vectors at y0 for M(y);

2. ℓi = κi for all i = 1, . . . , s;

3.
∑s

i=1 ℓi =
∑s

i=1 κi.

3 Möller indices

In this section, we define certain indices that describe the shape of every nontrivial closed subspace V ⊂ D
(see Definition 2.4). We then prove in Theorem 3.8 that these indices can be easily read off a Gauss basis
[21, 22] of V .

Definition 3.1. Let {0} ̸= V ⊂ D be a nontrivial closed vector subspace, and define

β := 1 + max{i ∈ N s.t. Di0 ∈ V }.

The positive integers

α(i) := 1 + max{j ∈ N s.t. ∃ ϕ = Dij +
∑

(k, ℓ) ̸= (i, j)
ℓ ≤ j

ckℓDkℓ ∈ V }, i = 0, . . . , β − 1

are called the Möller indices with respect to the variable y of V . If V = V(x0,y0) is the dual space at (x0, y0) ∈
V(I) of a finite dimensional ideal I ⊂ F[x, y], the Möller indices with respect to y of V are called Möller indices
with respect to the variable y of the ideal I at the point (x0, y0).

The numbers β ≥ 1 and α(i) ≥ 1 in Definition 3.1 are well defined because V is finite-dimensional and
nontrivial, and hence the sets {i ∈ N s.t. Di0 ∈ V } and (for all 0 ≤ i < β) {j ∈ N s.t. ∃ ϕ = Dij +∑

ℓ≤j,(k,ℓ)̸=(i,j) ckℓDkℓ ∈ V } are finite and nonempty; in particular, D00 ∈ V . Furthermore, the sequence α(i)
is non-increasing in i because ϕ ∈ V ⇒ Axϕ ∈ V

Remark 3.2. For every point (x0, y0) in the variety of the zero-dimensional ideal ⟨f, g⟩, the corresponding
dual space V(x0,y0) depends only on the ideal, and not on the specific choice of the generators f and g [21, 24].
In turn, Definition 3.1 only depends on V(x0,y0). Therefore, the Möller indices are an intrinsic property of a
zero-dimensional ideal ⟨f, g⟩.

Visually, if we represent the dual spaces with respect to its leading monomials (in a sense that will be made
precise later) as a Young diagram, β is the width and α(i) is the height of the (i − 1)-th column. After
developing some required tools, we will illustrate this concept in Figure 1.

Theorem 3.3 below provides another characterization of β.

Theorem 3.3. If V = V(x0,y0) is the dual space at (x0, y0) ∈ V(⟨f, g⟩), then the number β in Definition 3.1 is
equal to the multiplicity of x0 in gcd(f(x, y0), g(x, y0)) ∈ F[x].

Proof. Let h(x) := gcd(f(x, y0), g(x, y0)) and denote by µ the multiplicity of x0 as a root of h(x). Since F[x]
is a Bézout domain, we have h(x) = a(x)f(x, y0) + b(x)g(x, y0) for some a(x), b(x) ∈ F[x] ⊂ F[x, y]. The fact
that a(x)f(x, y) + b(x)g(x, y) ∈ ⟨f, g⟩ implies

E(x0,y0)Di,0a(x)f(x, y) + b(x)g(x, y) = E(x0,·)Di,0h(x) = 0 ∀i ≤ β,

and hence, µ ≤ β.

On the other hand, every element of the ideal can be written as p(x, y)f(x, y) + q(x, y)g(x, y), for some
p, q ∈ F[x, y]. Thus, using that ⟨f(x, y0), g(x, y0)⟩ = ⟨h(x)⟩,

E(x0,y0)Di,0 p(x, y)f(x, y) + q(x, y)g(x, y) = E(x0,·)Di,0 p(x, y0)f(x, y0) + q(x, y0)g(x, y0)

⇒ ∃ r ∈ F[x] s.t. E(x0,·)Di,0 h(x)r(x) = 0, ∀i = 0, . . . , µ,

showing β ≤ µ.
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Remark 3.4. If in Definition 3.1 we swap the roles of the first and second indices in the Dij, then we can
analogously define the Möller indices with respect to the variable x of the ideal I at the point (x0, y0) or, more
generally, of any nontrivial closed subspace V ⊂ D.

Recall [6, 7] that a monomial order < is a total order on the set of bivariate monomials BM := {xiyj}(i,j)∈N2

such that, for all u, v, w ∈ BM , 1 ≤ u and u < v =⇒ wu < wv. The bijection xiyj 7→ Dij shows that
every monomial order induces a corresponding order on the Dij . Having fixed a monomial order <, the leading
monomial [6, 7] of 0 ̸= ϕ =

∑
cijDij ∈ D is LM(ϕ) := max{Dij s.t. cij ̸= 0}, where the maximum is with

respect to <.

Lemma 3.5. Let V ⊂ D be a closed subspace, and consider the set of leading monomials LM(V ) := {LM(ϕ) |
ϕ ∈ V } with respect to the some monomial order <. If Dij ∈ LM(V ), then Dkℓ ∈ LM(V ) for all 0 ≤ k ≤ i, 0 ≤
ℓ ≤ j.

Proof. By assumption, there exists ϕ ∈ V such that LM(ϕ) = Dij . Pick any ordered pair (k, ℓ) as in the
statement, then LM(Ai−k

x Aj−ℓ
y ϕ) = Dkℓ ∈ LM(V ).

Definition 3.6 (Gauss basis, [21, 22]). Let V ⊂ D be a closed vector space, and fix a monomial order <. If
d := dimF V , a basis {Gi}di=1 of V is called a Gauss basis with respect to < if

1. LM(Gi) < LM(Gj) for all i < j,

2. Gi = LM(Gi) + ψi, ψi ∈ V , and for all i, j, LM(Gj) is not a monomial in ψi.

Concretely, a Gauss basis may be constructed by performing Gauss-Jordan elimination on an arbitrary basis
[21]. Among other reasons, Gauss bases were introduced in [21] because they suffice for the purpose of studying
LM(V ); we record this property in Proposition 3.7.

Proposition 3.7. Let V ⊂ D be a closed vectors subspace with dimension d, fix a monomial order <, let LM(V )
be as in Lemma 3.5 and let {Gi}di=1 be a Gauss basis of V with respect to <. Then, LM(V ) = {LM(Gi)}di=1.

Proof. For every 0 ̸= ϕ ∈ V , there exist c1, . . . , cd ∈ F, not all zero and such that ϕ =
∑d

i=1 ciGi ⇒ LM(ϕ) =
LM(Gs) where, by property 1. in Definition 3.6, s = max{i : ci ̸= 0}. This shows LM(V ) ⊆ {LM(Gi)}di=1; the
reverse inclusion is obvious since {Gi}di=1 ⊂ V .

We now restrict our attention to the lex order with x < y [6, 7]:

Dij < Dkℓ ⇐⇒ (j < ℓ) or (j = ℓ) ∧ (i < k).

Theorem 3.8 below shows that the Möller indices with respect to y of V can be easily computed from a Gauss
basis of V with respect to the lex order with x < y. We note in passing that a Gauss basis with respect to the
lex order with y < x would instead provide the Möller indices with respect to x.

Theorem 3.8. Let {0} ̸= V ⊂ D be a nontrivial closed vector subspace with dimension d = dimF V > 0, let
{Gi}di=1 be a Gauss basis of V with respect to the lex order with x < y, let the Möller indices with respect to y
of V be α(0) ≥ · · · ≥ α(β − 1), and let LM(V ) be as in Lemma 3.5. Then,

(i) Gk = Dk−1,0 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ β; moreover, if k > β and Dij = LM(Gk) then j > 0;

(ii) If we partition

LM(V ) =

γ−1⋃
i=0

Li, Li := {Dij ∈ LM(V ) for some j ∈ N},

then γ = β ≥ 1 and the cardinality of the set Li is #Li = α(i) ≥ 1.

Proof. (i) By Proposition 3.7 and Definition 3.6, for all 0 ≤ k < β, Dk0 ∈ {Gi}di=1, and therefore Gk+1 =
Dk0. Suppose now that Di0 = LM(Gj) for j > β, then by Lemma 3.5 and Proposition 3.7 Dβ0 ∈
LM(V ) = {LM(Gi)}di=1. Again by Definition 3.6, this in turn yields Dβ0 = Gβ+1 ∈ V , contradicting the
definition of β.
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(ii) Item (i) above implies Di0 ∈ V ⇔ Di0 ∈ LM(V ), and hence β = γ.

Fix now 0 ≤ i < β. By Definition 3.1, there exists ϕ ∈ V of the form

ϕ = Di,α(i)−1 +
∑

(k, ℓ) ̸= (i, j)
ℓ < α(i)

ckℓDkℓ ⇒ LM(ϕ) = Da,α(i)−1 for some a ≥ i.

Lemma 3.5 implies that #Li is a non-increasing function of i. Therefore, α(i) ≤ #La ≤ #Li. Conversely,
by Propsition 3.7, Di,#Li−1 = LM(Gb) for some 1 ≤ b ≤ d. Therefore,

Gb = Di,#Li−1 +
∑
k<i

ckDk,#Li−1 +
∑
k ∈ N

ℓ < #Li − 1

ckℓDkℓ ∈ V, (1)

and hence #Li ≤ α(i).

Corollary 3.9. Let ⟨f, g⟩ be zero-dimensional, let P = (x0, y0) ∈ V(⟨f, g⟩), and let VP be the dual space
of ⟨f, g⟩ at P . Denoting by α(0) ≥ · · · ≥ α(β − 1) the associated Möller indices with respect to y, then

dimVP =
∑β−1

i=0 α(i).

Item (ii) in Theorem 3.8, and in particular (1), prompt Definition 3.10.

Definition 3.10 (Leading vector). Let G = {Gi}di=1 be a Gauss basis with respect to the lex order with x < y of
the nontrivial vector subspace V ⊂ D, and let the Möller indices of V with respect to y be α(0) ≥ · · · ≥ α(β−1).
For i = 0, . . . , β − 1, the i-th leading vector of G is ϕi := Gbi , where bi is such that LM(Gbi) = Di,α(i)−1.

Remark 3.11. We can refine the expression (1) for the leading vectors of G by observing that, for every
0 ≤ ℓ ≤ i, LM(Aℓ

xGbi) = Di−ℓ,α(i)−1 ∈ LM(V ) = LM(G). Hence, by Property 2. in Definition 3.6, the leading
vector ϕi must have the form

ϕi = Gbi = Di,α(i)−1 +
∑
k ∈ N

ℓ < #Li − 1

ckℓDkℓ. (2)

Example 3.12. Let F = C, f = (x+ y)2 and g = x3 − y3. Then V(⟨f, g⟩) = {(0, 0)}, and a Gauss basis with
respect to the lex order with x < y of V(0,0) is {Gi}6i=1, where G1 = D00, G2 = D10, G3 = D01,

G4 = D11 − 2D20, G5 = D02 −D20, G6 = D03 −
1

3
D12 −

1

3
D21 +D30.

Hence, the associated Möller indices with respect to y are 4 and 2, because

L0 = {G1, G3,LM(G5),LM(G6)}, L1 = {G2,LM(G4)}.

The leading vectors of this Gauss basis are ϕ0 = G6 = D03− 1
3D12− 1

3D21+D30 and ϕ1 = G4 = D11− 2D20.

4 Smith form of Sylvester matrices

Let ⟨f, g⟩ be a zero-dimensional ideal of F[x, y]. Our aim is to describe the Smith form of the Sylvester matrix
of f and g, seen as elements of F[x][y], in terms of the Möller indices with respect to y of ⟨f, g⟩.
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D03

D02

D01 D11

D00 D10

G6 G4

G5 G2

G3

G1

Figure 1: Visualization of Example 3.12 by Young diagrams with width β. Left : Leading monomials, French
style diagram. The i-th column corresponds to the subset Li−1 in the partition of LM(V ), and thus its height
is α(i). Moving leftwards (resp. upwards) correspond to the action of Ax (resp. Ay). Right : Corresponding
vectors in the Gauss basis {Gi}6i=1, English style diagram. The height of each column still captures the Möller
indices with respect to y. The leading vectors (ϕ0 = G6, ϕ1 = G4) appear on top of each column.

4.1 Case of coprime leading coefficients

It is convenient to first assume that the leading coefficients of f and g (as polynomials in x) do not have
non-unital common divisors in F[y]. This ensures that there are no infinite common roots; the main result of
this subsection is Theorem 4.10, that describes all the invariant factors of S(y) in this case. Later, in Theorem
4.18, we will generalize Theorem 4.10 by removing the assumption that the leading coefficients are coprime.
We begin with the auxiliary Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 4.1. Let R be an integral domain and pick p, q ∈ R[x] such that the leading coefficient of p is a
unit of R. Let r ∈ ⟨p, q⟩ and suppose that deg r < deg p + deg q. Then, there exist u, v ∈ R[x] such that (i)
deg u < deg q (ii) deg v < deg p (iii) r = up+ vq.

Proof. Let ũ, ṽ ∈ R[x] be such that r = ũp + ṽq; their existence is guaranteed because r ∈ ⟨p, q⟩. By monic
polynomial division [14, pp. 128-129], there exist u, t ∈ R[x] such that ṽ = tp + v and deg v < deg p. Hence,
r = (ũ+ tq)p+ vq. Define u := ũ+ tq and suppose for a contradiction that deg u ≥ deg q. Then,

deg v + deg q < deg p+ deg u⇒ deg r = deg u+ deg p ≥ deg q + deg p,

violating the assumptions.

The next step is to apply the structure theorem and observe in Theorem 4.3 that, when there are no shared
infinite roots, the modular decomposition of the Sylvester matrix describes the algebraic structure of the
quotient F[x, y]/⟨f, g⟩ as a module over the ring F[y]. We first do this locally at each eigenvalue, in Theorem
4.2.

Theorem 4.2. Let f, g ∈ F[x, y], and suppose that

(i) the ideal I := ⟨f, g⟩ is zero-dimensional

(ii) the leading coefficients in x of f and g are coprime in F[y].

Denote the localization of F[y] at the prime ideal y − y0 by

R := F[y](y−y0) = {a(y)/b(y) | a, b coprime, b(y0) ̸= 0}, (3)

and the Sylvester matrix associated with f and g by S(y). Suppose that the local Smith form of S(y) at y0
(that is, the Smith form of S(y) over the ring R) has the nontrivial invariant factors (y − y0)

κi , i = 1 . . . , r.
Then, as R-modules, R[x]/I ∼= ⊕r

i=1R/⟨(y − y0)
κi⟩.

Proof. Let S be the Sylvester map defined as in Proposition 2.8, seen as a linear map between R-modules and
choosing m = degx f , n = degx g. Since S is represented, in the monomial basis, by S⊤(y), we have by the

12



structure theorem for finitely generated modules

coker S := R[x]m+n−1/Im S ∼=
r⊕

i=1

R/⟨(y − y0)
ki⟩.

What remains to be proven is that coker S ∼= R[x]/I as R-modules. Set for simplicity of notationM := coker S
and N := R[x]/⟨f, g⟩, and consider the map ϕ defined, for all a ∈ R[x]m+n−1, as

ϕ :M → N, ϕ([a]M ) = [a]N .

It is obvious that ϕ is R-linear; we must show bijectivity. Since the leading coefficients of f, g are coprime over
F[y] (and hence, a fortiori, over R), at least one of them is a unit of R; suppose without loss of generality that
this is true for the leading coefficient of f .

Let a ∈ R[x]m+n−1, be such that ϕ(a) = [0]N , that is, a ∈ I. Since the leading coefficient of f is a unit of R,
by Lemma 4.1 there exist u ∈ R[x]n and v ∈ R[x]m such that a = uf + vg. Hence, a ∈ Im S and [a]M = [0]M .

Now take an arbitrary b ∈ R[x]. By polynomial division we can uniquely write b = cf + d with degx d < m ≤
m+ n− 1, that is, d ∈ R[x]m+n−1. Hence, [d]M is well defined and [b]N = [d]N = ϕ([d]M ). This shows that ϕ
is surjective.

Theorem 4.3. Under the same assumptions as Theorem 4.2, let S(y) have (over F[y]) the nontrivial invariant
factors s1(y), . . . , sr(y). Then, as F[y]-modules, F[x, y]/⟨f, g⟩ ∼= ⊕r

i=1F[y]/⟨si(y)⟩.

Proof. It follows immediately from Theorem 4.2. Indeed, since F[y] is a PID, the global invariant factors of
S(y) are the product of the local factors at each prime ideal y − y0.

To state Corollary 4.4, recall that, given a prime y − y0 ∈ F[x] and an element q ∈ F[x], the local p-adic
valuation νy0

is νy0
(q) = e if (y − y0)

e divides q but (y − y0)
e+1 does not.

Corollary 4.4. Under the assumptions of Theorems 4.2,

degy detS(y) = degy Resx(f, g) = dimF F[x, y]/⟨f, g⟩.

Morever, for all y0 ∈ F and if R is the local ring (3),

νy0(detS(y)) = νy0(Resx(f, g)) = dimFR/⟨f, g⟩.

Proof. We prove the first statement, as the argument for the second is analogous.

F[y]/⟨si(y)⟩ ∼= Fdegy si(y) as F-vector spaces. Let N :=
∑g

i=0 degy si(y) = degy detS(y) = degy Res(f, g).

Theorem 4.3 then yields the vector space isomorphism F[x, y]/⟨f, g⟩ ∼= FN .

Corollary 4.5. Consider the zero-dimensional ideal I := ⟨f, g⟩. For every point P ∈ V(I) ⊂ F2, let VP denote
the dual space of I at the point P , and let αP (0), . . . , αP (βP − 1) be the Möller indices with respect to y of I
at P . Then, under the same assumptions of Theorem 4.2,

degy detS(y) = degy Resx(f, g) =
∑

P∈V(I)

dimVP =
∑

P∈V(I)

βP−1∑
i=0

αP (i).

Moreover, for all y0 ∈ F, let Wy0 be the subset of V(I) containing all and only the points of the form (xi, y0)
for some xi ∈ F. Then,

νy0
(detS(y)) = νy0

(Resx(f, g)) =
∑

P∈Wy0

dimVP =
∑

P∈Wy0

βP−1∑
i=0

αP (i).

Proof. The statement follows by Corollary 3.9, Corollary 4.4, [24, Theorem 1] and [21, Theorem 2.6].
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To simplify the notation in what follows, we now define certain linear operators.

Definition 4.6. Given y0 ∈ F and α ∈ N, the linear operator Ry0,α : D → F[x, y]m+n is defined by

Ry0,αDij :=

{
(y − y0)

α−jΛ
(i)
m+n(x) if α ≥ j;

0 otherwise.

Note that, for all j, k ≤ α and denoting by S(y) the Sylvester matrix of f and g, we have

E(x0,y0)D0,k S(y)Ry0,αDij

= E(x0,y0)D0,k(y − y0)
α−jS(y)Λ

(i)
m+n(x)

=

k∑
ℓ=0

E(x0,y0)D0,k−ℓS(y)Λ
(i)
m+n(x)D0,ℓ(y − y0)

α−j︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0 unless ℓ=α−j

= E(x0,y0)A
α−k
y Di,j

[
f(x, y)Λn(x)
g(x, y)Λm(x)

]
. (4)

In particular, when k = α,

E(x0,y0)D0,α S(y)Ry0,αDij = E(x0,y0)Di,j

[
f(x, y)Λn(x)
g(x, y)Λm(x)

]
. (5)

In Lemma 4.7, we construct root vectors for S(y) at the eigenvalue y0 by means of the operators Ry0,α.

Lemma 4.7. Let ⟨f, g⟩ be zero-dimensional and fix y0 ∈ F. For every x0 ∈ F such that (x0, y0) ∈ V(⟨f, g⟩),
denote by ϕi the i-th leading vector of any Gauss basis, with respect to the lex order with x < y, of the dual
space of ⟨f, g⟩ at (x0, y0), and by α(0), . . . , α(β − 1) the Möller indices with respect to y of ⟨f, g⟩ at (x0, y0).
Then, for all i = 0, . . . , β − 1

r
(x0)
i (y) := E(x0,·)Ry0,α(i)−1(ϕi)

is a root vector of S(y) at y0 and it has order ≥ α(i).

Proof. We check that ri(y)
(x0) satisfies the two items in Definition 2.16, with ℓ ≥ α(i).

(i) Upon inspection of (2), we see that the only term in ϕi whose second index is ≥ α(i) − 1 is LM(ϕi) =

Di,α(i)−1, with coefficient 1. Hence, r
(x0)
i (y0) = Λ

(i)
m+n(x0) ̸= 0.

(ii) Our strategy is to apply Proposition 2.2. By (5) we have

E(·,y0)D0,α(i)−1S(y)r
(x0)
i (y) = Ex0,y0

ϕi

[
f(x, y)Λn(x)
g(x, y)Λm(x)

]
= 0,

since ϕi ∈ V(x0,y0). In other words, the (α(i) − 1)-th Hasse derivative with respect to y of S(y)r
(x0)
i (y)

vanishes at y0. Furthermore, the fact that the dual space is a closed subspace implies that the Hasse
derivatives of lower order also all vanish, because Ak

yϕi ∈ V(x0,y0) for all k = 0, . . . , α(i) − 1, and hence
(4) implies that

E(·,y0)D0,kS(y)r
(x0)
i (y) = E(x0,y0)A

α−k
y ϕi

[
f(x, y)Λn(x)
g(x, y)Λm(x)

]
.

Lemma 4.8. Let r
(x0)
i (y) be defined as in Lemma 4.7. Let

R :=
⋃

x0:(x0,y0)∈V(⟨f,g⟩)

{r(x0)
i (y)}β(x0)−1

i=0 , (6)
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where the outer union is taken over all common roots x0 of f(x, y0) and g(x, y0) and, for each such x0, β(x0)
denotes the positive integer β associated with the dual space V(x0,y0) of ⟨f, g⟩. Then, R is a complete set of
root polynomials for S(y) at y0.

Proof. The set R is y0-independent, because the vectors rx0
i (y0) = Λ

(i)
m+n(x0) are the columns of a confluent

Vandermonde matrix, which has full rank [1].

By Theorem 3.3, β(x0) is the multiplicity of x0 as a root of gcd(f(x, y0), g(x, y0)). Hence, the cardinal-
ity of R is equal to

∑
x0
β(x0). In turn, this coincides with the dimension of kerS(y0), which is equal to

deg gcd(f(x, y0), g(x, y0)) by Lemma 2.13. Hence, by [29, Theorem 3.10], R is a complete set.

Lemma 4.9. The set R defined in (6) is a maximal set of root vectors at y0 for S(y).

Proof. Denote by ℓ
{xk}
i the orders of the root polynomial r

(xk)
i in (6), by κj the partial multiplicities in S(y)

of the eigenvalue y0. Defining Wy0
as in Corollary 4.5, by Theorem 2.18 and the local statement in Corollary

4.5,

νy0(detS(y)) =
∑
j

κj =
∑

xk∈Wy0

β(xk)−1∑
i=0

αxk
(i) ≤

∑
xk∈Wy0

ℓ
{xk}
i ≤

∑
i

κi.

Theorem 2.18 then implies maximality of the set.

Lemma 4.9 immediately implies Theorem 4.10, which connects the partial multiplicities of the Sylvester matrix
S(y) associated with f and g and the Möller indices of the ideal ⟨f, g⟩.

Theorem 4.10. Let S(y) ∈ F[y](m+n)×(m+n) be the Sylvester matrix of f, g ∈ F[x, y], where m = deg f and
n = deg g. Suppose that

(i) ⟨f, g⟩ is zero-dimensional and

(ii) the leading coefficients in x of f and g are coprime over F[y].

Fix y0 ∈ F, let xi ∈ F, i = 1, . . . , ℓ, denote all the elements of F such that f(xi, y0) = g(xi, y0) = 0, and let
αi(0), . . . , αi(βi − 1) be the Möller indices with respect to y of the the ideal ⟨f, g⟩ at the point Pi = (xi, y0).
Then, the partial multiplicities of y0 in S(y) are

αi(k), k = 0, . . . , βi − 1, i = 1, . . . , ℓ.

In particular, the geometric multiplicity of y0 is equal to

ℓ∑
i=1

βi

and the algebraic multiplicity of y0 is equal to

ℓ∑
i=1

βi−1∑
k=0

αi(k).

Example 4.11. Let F = C and let f, g be as in Example 3.12. Recall that we computed that their only
intersection is (0, 0), for which β = 2 and α(0) = 4 > α(1) = 2. The Sylvester matrix of f and g is

S(y) =


1 2y y2 0 0
0 1 2y y2 0
0 0 1 2y y2

1 0 0 −y3 0
0 1 0 0 −y3

 .
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The 3× 3 leading principal minor of S(y) is equal to 1, implying that the first three invariant factors of S(y)
are 1. Call now σ4(y), σ5(y) the fourth and fifth invariant factors of S(y), respectively. Denoting the GCD
over C[y] of the entries of the polynomial matrix M(y) by gcd(M(y)), and denoting by the symbol =̇ equalities
that hold up to multiplication by a unit of C[y] (that is, a nonzero complex number), we notice that

σ4(y)σ5(y)=̇ detS(y)=̇y6 and σ4(y)=̇ gcd(adj(S(y)))=̇y2.

Hence, the Smith form of S(y) is indeed I3 ⊕ y2 ⊕ y4, as predicted by Theorem 4.10. Moreover, the maximal
set (6) of root polynomials of S(y) at 0 is (denoting by {ej}5j=1 the canonical basis of C5) r0(y) = e5 − y

3e4 −
y2

3 e3 + y3e2, r1(y) = e4 − 2ye3. Indeed,

S(y)r0(y) = y4
5e1 + e4

3
, S(y)r1(y) = y2(−3e2 − 2ye1 − ye4).

4.2 Infinite intersections of bivariate polynomials

When f and g do not satisfy the assumption (ii) in Theorem 4.2, then neither Theorems 4.2 and 4.3 nor, a
fortiori, Corollaries 4.4 and 4.5 hold any longer. For example, consider F = C, f = xy+ 1 and g = xy2 − 1. It

is easy to verify that the Sylvester matrix of f and g is S(y) =

[
y 1
y2 −1

]
, whereas a reduced Gröbner basis

of ⟨f, g⟩ is {x − 1, y + 1}. Thus, dimF F[x, y]/⟨f, g⟩ = 1 ̸= 2 = degResx(f, g). The reason of this discrepancy
is that, in this example, f and g share a “common root at (x, y) = (∞, 0)”, in the sense that their degrees in
x both drop when y = 0.

We now formalize this idea by extending the definitions of roots, intersection multiplicity, and Möller indices,
with the ultimate goal of going around this difficulty.

Definition 4.12. Let f ∈ F[y][x] have degree m in x. Writing f(x, y) =
∑m

i=0 fi(y)x
i, the reversal with

respect to x of f is

revxf(x, y) =

m∑
i=0

fm−i(y)x
i.

Definition 4.13. Let f, g ∈ F[x, y] and fix y0 ∈ F. Then:

1. We say that (∞, y0) is an infinite intersection of f and g, or equivalently a common root of f and g at
infinity, if (0, y0) ∈ V(⟨revxf, revxg⟩);

2. The intersection multiplicity of an infinite intersection (∞, y0) of f and g is the intersection multiplicity
of (0, y0) as a point in V(⟨revxf, revxg⟩);

3. The Möller indices with respect to y of f and g at (∞, y0) are the Möller indices with respect to y of
⟨revxf, revxg⟩ at (0, y0).

Remark 4.14. Infinite intersections of f and g having the form (x0,∞) can be defined analogously by con-
sidering instead the reversals of f and g with respect to y.

Note that (∞, y0) is a common root at infinity of f and g if and only if the leading coefficients in x of f and g
have a common root at y0. The main advantage of Definition 4.13 is that it allows us to obtain analogues of
Theorem 4.3, Corollary 4.4 and Corollary 4.5, and thus to generalize Theorem 4.10 to the case of non-coprime
leading coefficients. On the other hand, unlike what happens at any finite intersection point in F2 and justifying
our lexical choice in item 3 of Definition 4.13, the Möller indices of f and g at an infinite intersection are not
uniquely determined by ⟨f, g⟩, but depend on the choice of the generators f and g. To see this, consider again
the example F = C, f = xy + 1, g = xy2 − 1, p = x− 1, q = y + 1. Then, ⟨f, g⟩ = ⟨p, q⟩, but

⟨x+ y, x− y2⟩ = ⟨revxf, revxg⟩ ̸= ⟨revxp, revxq⟩ = ⟨1− x, y + 1⟩.
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4.3 Smith form of S(y) when there are roots at infinity

When f and g have infinite intersections, our proof of Theorem 4.10 is not valid, and indeed we have seen in
the previous subsection that the statement itself no longer holds. To circumvent this difficulty, we propose in
Lemma 4.15 the workaround to apply a Möbius change of variable to x.

Lemma 4.15. Let f, g ∈ F[x, y] have degrees in x equal to m and n, respectively, and suppose that ⟨f, g⟩ is
zero-dimensional. Consider the polynomials

f̂(z, y) := (cz + d)mf(ϕ(z), y) ∈ F[z, y], ĝ(z, y) := (cz + d)ng(ϕ(z), y) ∈ F[z, y]

where

x = ϕ(z) :=
az + b

cz + d

and a, b, c, d ∈ F satisfy ad− bc = 1, c ̸= 0, and cx0 ̸= a for every x0 ∈ F such that (x0, y0) ∈ V(⟨f, g⟩). Then

(i) The polynomials f̂ and ĝ do not have any infinite intersection of the form (∞, ·).

(ii) ⟨f̂ , ĝ⟩ is a zero-dimensional ideal of F[z, y].

(iii) There is a multiplicity-preserving bijection between the finite roots (x0, y0) of f and g and (ϕ−1(x0), y0)

of f̂ and ĝ. Furthermore, the multiplicity of the root (∞, y0) for f and g is equal to the multiplicity of

the root (d/c, y0) of f̂ and ĝ.

(iv) The Sylvester matrices S(y) of f, g and Ŝ(y) of f̂ , ĝ are strictly equivalent, and hence have the same
Smith form.

Observe that the existence of a, b, c, d as in the statement of Lemma 4.15 is guaranteed because F is an
algebraically closed, and hence infinite, field3. To facilitate a proof of Lemma 4.15, we first prove the auxiliary
Lemma 4.16.

Lemma 4.16. Define f, g, f̂ , ĝ, ϕ, a, b, c, d as in Lemma 4.15, and fix x0, y0 ∈ F such that (x0, y0) ∈ V(⟨f, g⟩).
Let

R := F[x, y]⟨x−x0,y−y0⟩ =

{
a(x, y)

b(x, y)
, a(x, y), b(x, y) ∈ F[x, y], b(x0, y0) ̸= 0

}
and

S := F[z, y]⟨z−z0,y−y0⟩ =

{
a(z, y)

b(z, y)
, a(z, y), b(z, y) ∈ F[z, y], b(z0, y0) ̸= 0

}
where z0 := dx0−b

a−cx0
. Then, p(x, y) 7→ p(ϕ(z), y) is a ring isomorphism from R to S. In particular,

dimFR/⟨f(x, y), g(x, y)⟩ = dimF S/⟨f̂(z, y), ĝ(z, y)⟩,

that is, (z0, y0) ∈ V(⟨f̂ , ĝ⟩) and has the same multiplicity as (x0, y0) ∈ V(⟨f, g⟩).

Proof. We must show that the mapping is bijective. This holds because a − cx0 ̸= 0 by assumption, and we
can then compute cz0 + d = (ax0 − c)−1 ̸= 0. In fact, an explicit inverse is

q(z, y) 7→ q(ϕ−1(x), y) = q

(
dx− b

a− cx
, y

)
.

This immediately implies that

dimFR/⟨f(x, y), g(x, y)⟩ = dimF S/⟨f(ϕ(z), y), g(ϕ(z), y)⟩.
3Indeed, if f, g ∈ K[x, y] and K ⊆ F is an arbitrary infinite subfield of F, then we can always pick f̂ , ĝ ∈ K[x, y] in Lemma 4.15,

thus ensuring that, just like S(y), Ŝ(y) also has entries in K[y]. However, this is generally not possible when K is a finite subfield
of F, because it may happen that there exists a point (x0, y0) ∈ V(⟨f, g⟩) for all x0 ∈ K, thus forcing some of the coefficients

a, b, c, d to lie in F \K. Nonetheless, by Lemma 4.15, we can still deduce the Smith form of S(y) over K[y] from that of Ŝ(y) over
F[y].
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To get the statement, note in addition that f̂(z, y) = (cz + d)mf(ϕ(z), y) and ĝ(z, y) = (cz + d)ng(ϕ(z), y).

Hence, since cz + d ∈ S×, f̂(z, y) and f(ϕ(z), y) are associate in S, and similarly for ĝ(z, y) and g(ϕ(z), y). In
particular, the two pairs generate the same ideal of S.

Proof of Lemma 4.15. (i) Write f =
∑m

i=0 fi(y)x
i, g =

∑n
i=0 gi(y)x

i, and suppose for a contradiction that

there exists y0 ∈ F such that f̂ and ĝ have an infinite intersection (∞, y0). Thus, denoting by f̂m(y), ĝn(y)

the leading coefficients (in z) of f̂ and ĝ, respectively, we have by Definition 4.13 that f̂m(y0) = ĝn(y0) = 0.

We can explicitly compute

f̂m(y) = cm
m∑
i=0

fi(y)(a/c)
i = cmf(a/c, y), ĝn(y) = cn

n∑
i=0

gi(y)(a/c)
i = cng(a/c, y).

It follows f(a/c, y0) = g(a/c, y0) = 0, contradicting the assumptions.

(ii) Suppose for a contradiction that h(z, y) := gcd(f̂ , ĝ) is not a unit of F[z, y]. Denote k = degz h(z, y),
note that ϕ−1(x) = dx−b

a−cx , and observe that

h̃(x, y) := (a− cx)kh
(
ϕ−1(x), y

)
∈ F[x, y]

divides both f(x, y) = (a − cx)mf̂(ϕ−1(x), y) and g(x, y) = (a − cx)nĝ(ϕ−1(x), y). Hence, h̃ ∈ F, for
otherwise f and g would have a non-unital GCD in F[x, y]; in turn, this implies h(z, y) = h̃(cz + d)k.
Consider now the leading coefficients of f, g respectively:

fm(y) = (−c)mf̂(−d/c, y), gn(y) = (−c)nĝ(−d/c, y).

It follows that 0 = h(−d/c, y) divides gcd(fm, gn) in F[y], and hence fm = gn = 0, contradicting the
assumption that m = degx f and n = degx g.

(iii) Consider the notion of multiplicity given in Lemma 2.6. The first part of the statement then follows from
Lemma 4.16. For the second part, apply the same argument after noting that

revxf(x, y) = (ax− c)mf̂ (ψ(x), y) , revxg(x, y) = (ax− c)nĝ (ψ(x), y) (7)

where

ψ(x) :=
d− bx

ax− c
.

(iv) Following [9, Lemma 3.5], define the constant matrices Mk as the unique elements of Fk×k such that

MkΛk(z) =


(az + b)k−1

(az + b)k−2(cz + d)
...

(az + b)(cz + d)k−2

(cz + d)k−1

 = (cz + d)k−1Λk(ϕ(z));

then, for all integers k ≥ 1, Mk is invertible by [9, Lemma 3.5].

Using Proposition 2.8, we have that

(Mn ⊕Mm)Ŝ(y)Λm+n(t) = (Mn ⊕Mm)

[
f̂(t, y)Λn(t)
ĝ(t, y)Λm(t)

]
=

[
f̂(t, y)MnΛn(t)
ĝ(t, y)MmΛm(t)

]
= (ct+ d)m+n−1

[
f(ϕ(t), y)Λn(ϕ(t))
g(ϕ(t), y)Λm(ϕ(t))

]
= S(y)(ct+ d)m+n−1Λm+n(ϕ(t)) = S(y)Mm+nΛm+n(t).

Therefore, by item 1. in Proposition 2.8, Ŝ(y) = (Mn ⊕Mm)−1S(y)Mm+n, proving the statement.
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Corollary 4.17. Let f, g, f̂ , ĝ be defined as in Lemma 4.15. For every pair (x0, z0) ∈ F2 such that x0 =
ϕ(z0), z0 = ϕ−1(z0) and for all y0 ∈ F, the Möller indices with respect to y of ⟨f, g⟩ at (x0, y0) coincide with

the Möller indices with respect to y of ⟨f̂ , ĝ⟩ at (z0, y0).

Proof. It is a direct consequence of Theorem 4.10 and Lemma 4.15.

Theorem 4.18 below generalizes Theorem 4.10 to general zero-dimensional ideals.

Theorem 4.18. Let S(y) ∈ F[y](m+n)×(m+n) be the Sylvester matrix of f, g ∈ F[x, y], where m = deg f ,
n = deg g. Suppose that ⟨f, g⟩ is zero-dimensional. Fix y0 ∈ F. Then:

1. If (∞, y0) is not an infinite intersection of f and g, then the partial multiplicities, algebraic multiplicity,
and geometric multiplicity of y0 as an eigenvalue of S(y) are as in Theorem 4.10;

2. If (∞, y0) is an infinite intersection of f and g, let xi ∈ F, i = 1, . . . , ℓ, denote all the elements of F such
that f(xi, y0) = g(xi, y0) = 0, and let αi(0), . . . , αi(βi − 1) be the Möller indices with respect to y of the
the ideal ⟨f, g⟩ at the point Pi = (xi, y0). Moreover, let α∞(0), . . . , α∞(β∞ − 1) be the Möller indices
with respect to y of f and g at (∞, 0). Then, the partial multiplicities of y0 in S(y) are

α∞(k), k = 0, . . . , β∞ − 1

and
αi(k), k = 0, . . . , βi − 1, i = 1, . . . , ℓ.

In particular, the geometric multiplicity of y0 is equal to

β∞ +

ℓ∑
i=1

βi

and the algebraic multiplicity of y0 is equal to

β∞−1∑
k=0

α∞(k) +

ℓ∑
i=1

βi−1∑
k=0

αi(k).

Proof. Construct f̂ , ĝ and Ŝ(y) as in Lemma 4.15. Since S(y) and Ŝ(y) have the same invariant factors, it
suffices to prove the statement for Ŝ(y), to which Theorem 4.10 applies by Lemma 4.15. Case 1. then follows
directly by Corollary 4.17. For case 2., we must also prove that the Möller indices with respect to y of f and
g at (∞, y0) are equal to the Möller indices with respect to y of ⟨f̂ , ĝ⟩ at (a/c, y0). This follows by combining
Corollary 4.17 and Definition 4.13, using also (7).

Remark 4.19. Observe that, even more generally, Theorem 4.18 may be applied to compute the invariant
factors of the (m,n)-Sylvester matrix where either m > degx f or n > degx g (but not both). For example, if
m = degx f but n > degx g, one can apply a slight variation of Theorem 4.18 and Definition 4.13, obtained
by replacing the leading coefficient in x of g with the zero polynomial 0 ∈ F[y]. (Note also that the proof of
item (ii) in Lemma 4.15 remains valid as long as either m = deg f or n = deg g.) In other words, in this
scenario, in addition to all the y-components of the points in V(⟨f, g⟩), also every root of the leading coefficient
of f is an eigenvalue of S(y). Their partial multiplicities correspond to the Möller indices with respect to y of
⟨revxf, xn−deg grevxg⟩. Analogous comments apply to the situation where m > deg f, n = deg g; we omit the
details.

5 Smith form of Bézout matrices

Theorem 5.1, that we state below, is the analogue for Bézout matrices of Theorem 4.18.
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Theorem 5.1. Let B(y) ∈ F[y]k×k be the Bezóut matrix of f, g ∈ F[x, y], where k = max{degx f, degx g}
and suppose ⟨f, g⟩ is zero-dimensional. Fix y0 ∈ F. Let Pi = (xi, y0), i = 1, . . . , ℓ, where either xi ∈ F if
(xi, y0) ∈ V(I) or xi = ∞ if (∞, y0) is an infinite intersection of f and g, according to the modified version of
Definition 4.13 as described in Remark 4.19. Then, the partial multiplicities of y0 in B(y) are

αi(k), k = 0, . . . , βi − 1, i = 1, . . . , ℓ

where αi(0), . . . , αi(βi − 1) are either the Möller indices with respect to y of ⟨f, g⟩ at (xi, yi) (if xi ∈ F) or
(if xi = ∞) the Möller indices with respect to y of f and g at (∞, y0), according to the modified version of
Definition 4.13 as described in Remark 4.19.

Theorem 5.1 can be proved similarly to Theorem 4.18, and for this reason we only sketch the argument.
Assume with no loss of generality (up to switching the roles of f and g) that k = deg f . The first step is
to mimic Lemma 4.7 and construct root vectors for B(y) corresponding to finite intersection points (x0, y0);
this is done in Lemma 5.2 below. If k = deg g and the leading coefficients of f, g are coprime, we can then
prove that the constructed set of root vectors is maximal, similarly to Lemma 4.9 (using also that c = 1 in
Corollary 2.12). This proves Theorem 5.1 for the case where there are no infinite intersections; to generalize
the statement and include the case of shared roots at infinity, we combine (modified versions according to
Remark 4.19 of) Definition 4.13 and Lemma 4.15.

It remains to state and prove Lemma 5.2.

Lemma 5.2. Let P = (x0, y0) ∈ V(⟨f, g⟩), and let ϕi be the leading vector in a Gauss basis, with respect to
the lex order with x < y, of the dual space of ⟨f, g⟩ at P . Moreover, denote by α(0), . . . , α(β − 1) the Möller
indices with respect to y of ⟨f, g⟩ at P . Then, the vectors ri(y) = E(x0,·)Ry0,α(i)−1(ϕi) are root vectors of B(y)
at y0, and their order is at least α(i).

Proof. Similarly to what happened with the Sylvester matrix, we now have Ry0,α : D → F[x, y]n and

E(x0,y0)D0,kΛn(z)
⊤B(y)Ry0,α(Dij) = E(x0,y0)Di,j−(α−k)B(x, z, y) = E(x0,y0)A

α−k
y Di,jB(x, z, y),

and for rx0
i (y) = E(x0,y)Ry0,α(ϕi) we have

E(·,y0)D0,kΛn(z)
⊤B(y)rx0

i (y) = E(x0,y0)A
α−k
y ϕiB(x, z, y).

Even though B(x, z, y) is not in the ideal, for any fixed z0 ∈ F, (x− z0)B(x, z0, y) is. Hence by Leibnitz’s rule
we have

ϕi(x− z0)B(x, z0, y) = (x− z0)ϕiB(x, z0, y) +AxϕiB(x, z0, y) (8)

for all ϕi, and in general for all k we have

Ak
xϕi(x− z0)B(x, z0, y) = (x− z0)A

k
xϕiB(x, z0, y) +Ak+1

x ϕiB(x, z0, y). (9)

Note that the left-hand sides of (8) and (9) vanish at (x0, y0), and so we may write

0 = E(x0,y0)


((x− z0)B(x, z0, y))

...
A2

xϕi ((x− z0)B(x, z0, y))
Axϕi ((x− z0)B(x, z0, y))
ϕi ((x− z0)B(x, z0, y))



=



x0 − z0 0 0 . . . 0
. . .

. . .
. . .

...
. . . 1 x0 − z0 0

0 1 x0 − z0 0
0 . . . 0 1 x− z0

E(x0,y0)


B(x, z0, y)

...
A2

xϕiB(x, z0, y)
AxϕiB(x, z0, y)
ϕiB(x, z0, y)


and for any z0 ̸= x0 we get that E(x0,y0)A

k
xϕiB(x, z0, y) = 0 for all k, specifically E(x0,y0)ϕiB(x, z0, y) = 0 for

all z0 ̸= x0. Since B(x, z, y) is a polynomial, this implies E(x0,y0)ϕiB(x, z, y) = 0 for all z ∈ F.
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6 Computational implications

When F ⊆ C, the Sylvester and Bézout polynomial matrices can be, and have been, used as a tool to numerically
solve systems of 2 polynomial equations in 2 variables. The basic idea is as follows: One first constructs either
S(y) or B(y). Then, their eigenvalues can be computed via a numerical method for the polynomial eigenvalue
problem [18], and they provide the y-components of the solution of the polynomial systems. Finally the x-
component can be obtained either from the associated eigenvectors [3, 12] or by solving a univariate polynomial
equation after substituting the eigenvalues yi into one of the original polynomials, say, one can solve f(x, yi) = 0
for each i [26].

This approach is mathematically very elegant, but its practical implementation gives rise to various difficulties
[12, 26]. For example, if y0 is a simple eigenvalue of B(y) or S(y), corresponding to the intersection point
(x0, y0) ∈ V(⟨f, g⟩), the condition number of y0 as an eigenvalue of the resultant matrix may be as large as
the square of the condition number of (x0, y0) as a solution of f = g = 0 [28, Theorem 3.7 and Theorem 4.6].
While this result may appear pessimistic, this “squared condition number” effect is a worst-case scenario that,
while attained by certain specific polynomial systems [28], does not necessarily happen for every input f, g [28];
moreover, numerical algorithms exist that are able to detect and mitigate the effect of the possible increase in
conditioning [26]. Indeed, bivariate rootfinders based on either B(y) or S(y) have achieved remarkable success
in practice [3, 12, 19, 26].

Remark 6.1. In certain applications, it is more convenient for numerical purposes to express the Sylvester
and Bézout matrices in a non-monomial basis, for instance the Chebyshev basis [26, 28]. In other words, in
Definition 2.9 one replaces the monomial vectors Λk with polynomial vectors Φk containing a different basis
for F[x]k−1; similarly, Definition 2.7 is changed so that Proposition 2.8 is valid after replacing Λn with Φn.
See [28] for more details.

The results obtained in this paper are still valid when the Sylvester and resultant matrices are expressed in
any basis. Indeed, if Xk ∈ Fk×k is the change-of-basis matrix such that Φk(x) = XkΛk(x), and denoting by
B(y), B̂(y) the Bézout matrices in the monomial basis and in the basis Φ, it is easy to verify that (for k =
max{deg f,deg g}) B̂(y) = X⊤

k B(y)Xk, and thus B(y) and B̂(y) have the same Smith form. Analogously, for

any m ≥ deg f and n ≥ deg g, and denoting by Ŝ(y), S(y) (resp.) the (m,n)-Sylvester matrix in the monomial
basis and in the basis Φ, by the proof of item (iv) in Lemma 4.15, we have (Xn ⊕ Xm)S(y) = Ŝ(y)Xm+n,
thus reaching the conclusion that the invariant factors of the Sylvester matrix do not depend on the choice of
a polynomial basis.

The condition number analysis of [28] applies to simple eigenvalues, i.e., algebraic multiplicity 1. To our
knowledge, no results have thus far appeared about nonsimple eigenvalues of B(y) and S(y). Generally,
semisimple eigenvalues (partial multiplicities all equal to 1) of a regular polyomial matrix may be as well
conditioned as simple eigenvalues, whereas defective eigenvalues (at least one partial multiplicity higher than
1) are ill conditioned. This fact can be made more precise [16, Lemma 4.9] and leads to the following rule
of thumb: Employing a numerically stable algorithm [18], one can hope to numerically approximate the κ
eigenvalues corresponding to an exact eigenvalue y0 associated with a partial multiplicity κ up to a precision
of order ≈ cu1/κ, where u is the machine precision and c is a constant depending on the Hölder condition
number of y0 [16] and on the employed algorithm.

As a consequence, Theorem 4.18 and Theorem 5.1 provide clues on the achievable numerical accuracy (or lack
thereof) of a resultant-based numerical approach, even in the case of non-simple eigenvalues. In particular,
the Möller indices of the ideal ⟨f, g⟩, or the indices at infinity of f and g in the case of infinite intersections,
determine the partial multiplicities of each eigenvalue of the resultant matrix, and thus the first component of
the Hölder condition numbers. We illustrate these observations by means of the toy Example 6.2.

Example 6.2. Let f = y2 + x, g = y2 − x ∈ C[x, y]. The ideal ⟨f, g⟩ has dimension 2 over C, and the only
intersection point is O = (0, 0) ∈ C2, with intersection multiplicity 2. The Möller index with respect to y of
⟨f, g⟩ at O is 2, which implies that 0 is a defective eigenvalue of S(y) (and of B(y)), and thus even a stable
numerical algorithm may fail to compute it accurately. On the other hand, we can switch the roles of the
variables x and y as per Remark 3.4. The Möller indices with respect to x of ⟨f, g⟩ at O are 1, 1, which means
that 0 is a semisimple eigenvalue of S(x) (and B(x)), and can be computed accurately by a stable algorithm.
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For this system of equations, the Möller indices correctly capture the fact that the x-component of the solution is
stable with respect to small perturbations but the y-component is unstable. For instance, let 0 < ε≪ 5−1/2 and
consider the slightly perturbed polynomial system f +2ε = g−ε = 0. This corresponds to an input perturbation
having norm (measured as the Euclidean norm of the variation in the coefficient of f and g) equal to η =

√
5 ·ε.

A straightforward computation yields the following two complex conjugate solutions of the perturbed system:(
−3ε

2
,±i
√
ε

2

)
.

We conclude that the variation of the x-components of each solution is linear in η, whereas the variation of
the y-components behaves as η1/2 ≫ η.
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