Bull. London Math. Soc. 34 (2002) 140-148 © 2002 London Mathematical Society
DOI: 10.1112/50024609301008670

MULTIQUADRATIC EXTENSIONS, RIGID FIELDS AND
PYTHAGOREAN FIELDS

DAVID B. LEEP anp TARA L. SMITH

ABSTRACT

Let F be a field of characteristic other than 2. Let F®) denote the compositum over F of all quadratic
extensions of F, let F® denote the compositum over F®) of all quadratic extensions of F(® that are
Galois over F, and let F13) denote the compositum over F? of all quadratic extensions of F(). This
paper shows that F® = F3} if and only if F is a rigid field, and that F® = K®) for some extension K
of F if and only if F is Pythagorean and K = F(Jj). The proofs depend mainly on the behavior of
quadratic forms over quadratic extensions, and the corresponding norm maps.

1. Introduction

Let F be a field of characteristic not 2. We consider the Galois extension F©®) of F
obtained by first taking F® to be the compositum over F of all quadratic extensions
of F, and then taking F® to be the compositum over F? of all the quadratic
extensions of F(® that are Galois over F. We also denote by F'3' the compositum
over F® of all quadratic extensions of F@. Thus F3 = (F(2)®),

We shall characterize those fields F with the property that F® = F3 and we
shall also determine precisely when one can have a field extension K /F for which
F® = K 1In fact, we shall prove the following two theorems.

TueoreM A.  F® = FB if and only if F is a rigid field.

THEOREM B. Let K/F be a proper extension of fields. The following statements
are equivalent :
(1) FG® = K® :
(2) F =K®;
(3) F is Pythagorean and K = F(/—1).

Our proofs use only elementary methods from Galois theory. Although Theorem A
is proved in [1, Theorem 3.1 and Definitions 2.2 and 2.3], and Theorem B is proved
in [6, Theorems 3.2 and 3.6 and Corollary 3.7], these earlier proofs rely on a number
of specialized and highly technical results, and are substantially longer than the
proofs in this paper.

To begin with, we recall some notation and develop some useful results concerning
the behavior of quadratic forms under quadratic and multiquadratic extensions of
fields. In the second section, we develop a number of results on rigid elements and
quadratic extensions, and provide a simple new proof that quadratic extensions of
rigid fields remain rigid. In Sections 3 and 4 we prove Theorems A and B cited
above.
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Throughout this paper, fields are assumed to have characteristic other than 2; F
denotes the multiplicative group of nonzero elements of the field F, Dr(q) denotes the
set of nonzero elements represented over I by the quadratic form g, Nk r(x) denotes
the norm in F of an element o« € K, and (ay,...,a,) denotes the n-dimensional
quadratic form a;x? + ... + a,x2.

DEFINITION 1.1.  Anelement a € F\+F? is said to be rigid if Dp({1,a)) = F>UaF?>.
The field F is said to be a rigid field (or a C-field) if every a € F\ + F? is rigid.

DerINITION 1.2. A field F is Pythagorean if every sum of squares is a square.

ProprosITION 1.3 (Square class exact sequence [4, Theorem 3.4, p. 202]). Let K =
F(\/a) be a quadratic extension of the field F. Let € : F/F? — K /K? be the map
induced by the inclusion of F in K, and let N : K /K> —s F/F? be the homomorphism
induced by the norm from K to F. Then the following sequence is exact:

1 — {2, ai?) — F/F? -5 KRS By,

COROLLARY 1.4. Keeping the notation of Proposition 1.3, the map € : F/F> —
K /K? is surjective if and only if F is Pythagorean and K = F(/—1).

Proof. The map e is surjective if and only if ker(N) = K/K?, if and only if
Dr({1,—a)) = F?, and if and only if a € —F? and every sum of squares in F is a
square. |

The following proposition has appeared in several places; see [7, Lemma 1.14].
The proof by Berman [2, Lemma 3.5] is particularly nice. Here is a different proof.

PROPOSITION 1.5.  Let K = F(/b). Then
Dk ({1,—a)) N F = Dp((1,—a))Dr((1, —ab)).

Proof. Since the result is trivial if b is a square in F, we may assume that
[K : F] =2. Let € D ({1,—a)); so

o = (x 4+ yh)? — a(z + wy/b)? = x> + by? — az* — abw? + 2(xy — azwh/b

for some x,y,z,w € F. If o € F, then xy — azw = 0. First, assume that x # 0,
so y = azw/x. Then o = x> + by? — az?> — abw? = (x*> — az?)(1 — ab(w/x)?). Next,
assume that x = 0. Then either z = 0 or w = 0. If z = 0, then by*> — abw? =
(w2 — a(y/a)*)(—ab). If w = 0, then by? — az?> = —a(z> — ab(y/a)?). In all cases, we
have o € Dp({1,—a))Df({1,—ab)). The reverse inclusion is trivial. O

PROPOSITION 1.6 ([3, Theorem 2.1]). Let L = F(Jai,..., /a,), for a; € F,
[L : F] = 2", where n > 1. Let « € L. Then Ny () € K} for all intermediate
fields K; = F with [L : K;] =2 if and only if « € FL?.

Proof. 1fo € FL? thenitis clear that N k,(x) € K?. Now assume that Ny k() €
K? for all intermediate fields K; 2 F with [L : K;] = 2. We prove the result by
induction on n. The case n = 1 is a consequence of the square class exact sequence.
Now assume that n > 2.
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LetK = F(/ay,... ,}/‘m); so L = K(/a,) and [L : K] = 2. We have N k() € K2,
and so « € KL? by the n = 1 case. Without loss of generality, we may take o to
be in K. Let F < E < K with [K : E] = 2. Then K = E(/b), for b € F, and
L = E(Jay/b). We have [L : E(/a,)] = [L : E(/a,b)] = 2 and

Nk /e(®) = Nijegan(®) = Ny jpgan () € E N E(a,)* N EQ/a,b)* = E2.

This holds for all [K : E] = 2, where F < E, and since [K : F] = 2""!, induction
implies that o € FK? < FL?. O

For the next two lemmas, the following notation will be in effect. We let L/F
be a finite multiquadratic extension, where [L : F] = 2" > 4, and assume that
Fc F(\m) < L, where ‘<’ denotes strict inclusion. We set G = Gal(L/F) and H =
Gal(L/F(/—1)), and write G = HU1H. Let « € L and assume that L(/x)/F(/—1) is
Galois, where [L(\/&) : L] = 2. Then we have o(x) - o € L? for all ¢ € H.

LEMMA 1.7, L(/a\/t()) is the Galois closure of L(/x)/F, and L( f2(0))/F/—1) is

Galois.

Proof. The Galois closure of L(/x)/F is L({/o(2) | ¢ € G}), which equals
L(/2/7(w)), since o(x) o € L? for all o € H, and 1(x) 10(2) = 1(0(x) o) € ©(L?) = L?
for all ¢ € H. Thus o(x) = « or a(x) = t() mod L? for all ¢ € G. For the second
claim, observe that a(z()) - 7(2) = t(o(x) - &) € 1(L?) = L? for all ¢ € H. O

LEMMa 1.8, 1(x)- o € F(/—1)L%

Proof. Let [L : K] =2 where F(/—1)< K < L, and let Gal(L/K) = {1,0x}< H.
Write L = K(/b), for b € F. Then og (2)-« € KNL?> = K?UbK?. Since K /F is Galois
and b € F, we have 1(K?) = K? and 7(bK?) = bK?. Therefore og (t(x) - a)(t(e) - o) =
t(ok (2) - 2)(ok (@) - ) € K for every K with [L : K] =2 and F(/—1) < K. Then by
Proposition 1.6 it follows that t(x) - o € F(/—1)L>. O

LEMMA 1.9. Let M /k be a finite Galois extension, and suppose that there exists a
chain of fields k <« E < F =< K = L = M such that the following statements hold :
(1) [L:K]=[K :F]=[F:E]=2;
(2) L/F is Galois with Gal(L/F) = Z/AZ;
(3) K/E is Galois with Gal(K /E) = Z/4Z.
Then Gal(M /k) contains an element of order 8.

Proof. There exists ¢ € Gal(M/E) such that o|x has order 4, since Gal(K/E) =
Z/4Z. Because [Gal(M/E) : Gal(M/F)] = [F : E] = 2, it follows that ¢> €
Gal(M/F). Then ¢?| is an element of Gal(L/F), which is not the identity on K
(since o|x has order 4). Therefore | is an element of order 4. This implies that
a|r has order 8. Therefore the order of ¢ is divisible by 8, and Gal(M/E) (and hence
also Gal(M /k)) contains an element of order 8. O

2. Rigid fields

We prove several general results concerning the preservation of rigidity under
quadratic extensions.
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PROPOSITION 2.1. Let L = F(\f\f [L : F] = 4. If —a and —b are rigid in F,
then —a and —b remain rigid in F{/ab

Proof. We know that —a ¢ +F?> and —b gé +F? by the definition of ‘rigid’.
Suppose that —a € +F(/a ) Then +a € F/ab)> N F = F?> U abF?. We know that
+a ¢ F?, and if +a € abF?, then +b € F?, a contradlctlon Thus —a ¢ +F(/ab

Let A4 € Dy ({1, —a)). Then A = Ny (@) for some o € L. Then

Ni/r(2) = Nrayr(NLra() € Dr((1,—a)) = F*U—af?,
NL/F(“) = NF(\/E)/F(NL/F(\/E)(“)) € DF(<17_b>) = F2U—bF>.
Thus Ny /p(2) € (F>U—aF?) N (F? U —bF?) = F2 1t follows that

Npany (A = Npay r (N pjan) (@) = Niyjp(a) € P

This implies that A = c¢B?, where ¢ € F and B € F(/ab). Then Proposition 1.5
implies that

ce DF(\/%)(<17_(’1>) N F = DF(<15_a>) ! DF(<15_b>)
= (F*U—aF*)(F? U —bF?)
= F?U—aF? U —bF*>UabF?

= F@'F V' U —aFWjab) .

: 2
This shows that DF(\/f)( =F (\/ —aF (\/ , and hence —a is rigid in
F(/ab). By symmetry (or by observmg that ) € F t/ab)*), we see that —b is
also rigid in F{/ab). |

COROLLARY 2.2. Let F be a rigid field, and let K = F(/d), where [K : F] = 2.
Let a € F, and assume that a ¢ +K?2. Then a is rigid in K.

Proof. Since [K : F] = 2, we know that d ¢ F?, and since a ¢ +K?, we have
a ¢ F>U—F?>UdF? U —dF?. We now check the hypotheses of Proposition 2.1,
substituting —a for a and —ad for b. We see that [F (\/—7a,~/—ad) : F] = 4, because
—a ¢ F? and —ad ¢ F> U —aF?. Since a ¢ +F? and ad ¢ +F?, the rigidity of F
implies that a and ad are rigid in F. Now, by Proposition 2.1, a is rigid in F (\/3). O

PrOPOSITION 2.3.  Suppose that a is rigid in F and that —1 ¢ F% If we have
Dr({1,1)) € F?> U—F?, then Dy (L, 1) )cF(\[) U F(\[

Proof. The proof is analogous to that for Proposition 2.1, repldcing a with —1
and b with —a. Smce a gé +F? and —1 ¢ F?, it follows that [F(/—1,./—a) =4,

Let L = F(/—1,/—a), and let 4 € Dp(f)((l 1)). Then 4 = NL/F(\[ (oc) for some
a€ L.
As before,
NL/F(“) = NF(\/I)/F(NL/F(\/Z)(“)) € Dr((1,1)) = F*U _an
Ni/p(@) = Np=ar(Npjp=a(®) € Dr((1,a)) = F*Uaf®,
Thus
Npr(2) € (FFU—F) N (F?Uaf?) = F~.
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It follows that Np(z,r(4) = Np/p(2) € F?, and this implies that A = ¢B?, where
¢ € F and B € F(/a). Then Proposition 1.5 implies that

¢ € Dpay((L 1)) N F = Dp((1,1)) - Dr({1,a))
< (F2U—F*)(F*UaF?)
= F?UaF*U—F*U—aF?
< F(ja)’ U—F(/a)’.

Therefore, DF(\@(U, 1) < F(\/ﬁ)2 U —F(\/E)z. O

REMARK 2.4. If F is a rigid field with —1 ¢ F?, then Dp((1,1)) < F> U —F?. For
if b € Dp((1,1)), then (1,1) ~ (b,b), and so (1,—b) ~ ( — 1,b). If b ¢ +F?, then
—b is rigid and Dg({1,—b)) = F?> U —bF?. This then implies that b € F> U —bF?, a
contradiction.

The following result has been proved by Ware [8], using different methods. The
proof that we give here uses only the square class exact sequence and the elementary
results on preservation of rigidity under quadratic extensions proved above. A
2-extension of F is a field obtained from F by a sequence of quadratic extensions.

THEOREM 2.5. Let F be a rigid field. Then every 2-extension of F is rigid.

Proof. It suffices to show that every quadratic extension of a rigid field is rigid.
Let K = F(\/a) be a proper quadratic extension of F. If d ¢ +F?, then —d is rigid
in F and Dp({1,—d)) = F> U —dF?. If d € —F?, then —1 ¢ F?, and it follows that
Dr({1,1)) € F> U —F? by Remark 2.4. Thus, in either case, the square class exact
sequence gives |im N| < 2. This implies that

IK/FK? = |(K/K?)/ime| = |(K/K?)/ker N| = |im N| < 2.

Let o € K, but o ¢ +K?. We shall show that o is rigid in K.

If « € FK?, then o = ay?, where a € F and y € K. Since a ¢ +K?, Corollary 2.2
implies that a (and hence «) is rigid in K. Thus if K = FK?, then K is rigid.

Now assume that « ¢ FK?. Then K = FK?UaFK?, with o ¢ +K?. We must show
that Dg ((1,a)) = K2 UaK?. Let € Dg({1,a)).

First, suppose that f € FK?. We may assume f = b € F. If —b ¢ +K?, then
—b is rigid in K by Corollary 2.2. Hence —x € Dk ({1,—b)) = K> U —bK? = FK?,
contradicting our assumption. Therefore —b € +K?2. If b € K2, we have finished, so
we may assume that —b € K2 with —1 ¢ K2. Then d ¢ +F?, so d is rigid in F. We
have —a € Dk ({1,—b)) = Dx({1,1)) = K> U—K? by Proposition 2.3. But this means
that o € FK?, again giving a contradiction.

Now suppose that f ¢ FK?. Then p € «FK?, and we can assume that = bo,
for b € F. Since ba = p € Dx((1,)), it follows that b € Dg((1,)). The argument
above then implies that b € K2, so f = ba € aK?. Thus Dk ({1,%)) < K?> UaK? for
all « € K, where o ¢ +K?2. This implies each such « is rigid in K, and so K is a rigid
field. O

3. Proof of Theorem A

We prove the forward direction of Theorem A in Theorem 3.1, and the reverse
direction in Theorem 3.3.
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THEOREM 3.1. If F®) = F3} then F is a rigid field.

Proof. Assume that F® = F3). Then for all « € F@, F@)(/x) is Galois over F.
Thus for all ¢ € Gal(F®/F), a(a) - « € (F®)2. Choose a,b € F\F?, independent
mod F?, with a ¢ —F?. We must show that b ¢ Dr((1,a)). Choose ¢ € Gal(F®)/F)
such that o(/a) =,/a and a/b) = —/b, and let K be the fixed field of ¢. Then
F® =K(/b) and Ja € K.

Since a ¢ —F?, we observe thatja ¢ (F)2, for otherwise F(/—1, {/a) = F® and
F (\/jl, \“/5)/ F (\/j ) would be a cyclic quartic extension, which is impossible.

Suppose that b € Dp({1,a)). Then there exist x,y,z € F, not all zero, such that
x> +ay? — bz? = 0. Let o = x + y/a + z/b. Then

O # O'(OC) o= x2 +ay2 —b22 —|—2xy\/5 — 2xy\/a c (F(Z))2
Since F = (F?)?, it follows that,/a € (F')?, a contradiction. 0

LemMa 3.2. If K is a finite multiquadratic extension of a rigid field F and \/—1 € K,
then every quadratic extension of K is Galois over F.

Proof. Let o € K, and let K(,/x) be a quadratic extension of K. We must show
that o(x) - o € K? for all ¢ € Gal(K /F). This is trivially true if ¢ = 1.

Let 1 # 0 € Gal(K/F), and let E be the fixed field of ¢. Then K = E(\/5) for some
a € F,and o(x) - o € Dg((1,—a)). We shall show that Dg((1,—a)) < E> UaE?> = K.
Since E is a 2-extension of F, Theorem 2.5 implies that E is a rigid field. If —1 € E?,
then a ¢ +E? and Dg((1,—a)) = Dg({1,a)) = E> U aE? by the rigidity of E. If
—1 ¢ E?, we may take a = —1 since —1 € K?. Since E is rigid, Remark 2.4 implies
that Dg((1,1)) < E> U —E?. O

THEOREM 3.3. If F is a rigid field, then F® = F3},

Proof. We must show that F@)(,/x)/F is a Galois extension for all « € F?). Let
K = F(y/—1,a) € F@. Then K is a finite multiquadratic extension of F containing
ﬁ, and hence Lemma 3.2 implies that K(\/&)/F is a Galois extension. Since
FA/F is a Galois extension, it follows that F@(,/x)/F is a Galois extension.  []

COROLLARY 3.4. Assume that F® = F3. Then K® = K3 for any 2-extension
K of F.

Proof. This follows immediately from Theorems 3.1, 2.5, and 3.3. O

4. Proof of Theorem B

Observe first that if F is Pythagorean and K = F (\/—71), then Corollary 1.4
implies that F® = K@ Conversely, suppose that F® = K Then K is a proper
multiquadratic extension of F, and the induced map e : F/F?> — K /K? is surjective.
Let F < E = K where [K : E] = 2. Then the map E/E> — K /K? is surjective, and
Corollary 1.4 implies that E is Pythagorean and K = E(/—1). But F? < E? < K,
and so F? = E@_ If F # E, the same reasoning would show that —1 € E?, a
contradiction. Therefore F = E, and so F is Pythagorean and K = F (\/—71). We have
now proved the equivalence of conditions (2) and (3) of Theorem B. Theorems 4.2
and 4.3 below give the equivalence of conditions (1) and (3) of Theorem B.



146 DAVID B. LEEP AND TARA L. SMITH

LemMA 4.1. Gal(F®)/F) has exponent at most 4.

Proof. Let ¢ € Gal(F®/F). Then ¢*> € Gal(F®/F?) since ¢ fixes all square
roots of elements in F. Since Gal(F*®/F?)) has exponent at most 2, it follows that
Gal(F®)/F) has exponent at most 4. O

THEOREM 4.2. Assume that F is Pythagorean, and that K = F{/—1). Then
FO — K0,

Proof. We may assume that K # F. Clearly, F® < K®), and the hypothesis
implies that F@ = K@, by Corollary 1.4. Suppose that « € F? with F@(/x)/K
Galois. We need to show that F (2)(}/> )/ F is Galois. In other words, we must see that
o(o) - o € (FP)? for all ¢ € Gal(F®/F). But (F?)> = F(F?)? F(\ﬁ F2)2
Corollary 1.4), so it is sufficient to show that ¢(x)- o € F (\/7 F®)

Let L = F(a\/—1), so L = F? is a finite multiquadratic extension of F. If
[L : F] =2, then o € F(/—1), so a(2) - € F/—1) for all ¢ € Gal(F?/F), and we
have finished in this case. Otherwise [L : F] > 4, and we can apply the results of
Lemmas 1.7 and 1.8 above to conclude that o(a) - o € F(/—1)L?> = F/—1)(F?)? for
all ¢ € Gal(F®/F). O

TuEOREM 4.3.  Let K /F be a proper extension of fields for which F®) = K®). Then
F is Pythagorean and K = F{/—1).

Proof. We first reduce the statement to the case where K is a quadratic extension
of F. Since K c FO), there exists a quadratic extension F S F(J/a) = K. Since
F® < F(Ja)? = K® = FY), it follows that F®) = F(/a)®). Suppose that we can
show that this implies that F is Pythagorean and a € —F?. Since F(/a)® = K, the
same reasoning would imply that K cannot be a proper extension of F(/a ) and S0
K=F (\f ). We now show that if either a ¢ —F? or F is not Pythagorean, we can
produce an extension of K which is in K& but not in F®.

First, suppose that K = F(\f [K : F] =2, and assume that a ¢ —F2. Let f(x) =
x® —a € Fx]. If \[ a denotes an arbitrary root of f(x), then M = F(fr\f
a splitting field of f over F. Consider the following tower of extensions:

FgF’:F(\/—l ) € F'(Ja) = F'({Ja) = F'(Ja) = M.

We have [F’ (\f =2 srnce\f a € F(/—1) would imply that a € F>?U—F? contrary
to the assumption. Slnce x> —a is irreducible over F', it follows that both x* —a and
x® — a are irreducible over F’ [5, Theorem 9.1, p. 297]. Therefore [F'(a) : F'] =4
and [F (Ja) : F'] = 8. We have Gal(F'({/a) /F’ Z/4Z, since \/—1 € F'. Also,
Gal(F \[)/F(\f = Z/4Z, since Ja = \/ﬁ and \/—1 € F'(/a). Since M/F is a
Galois extension, Lemma 1.9 shows that Gal(M /F) contains an element of order 8.
Thus M & F® by Lemma 4.1, but M = K (y//a,/—1,3/2) = K©.

Now suppose that K = Fg/jl), that [K : F] =2, and that F is not Pythagorean.
Then there exists f € K such that ff = a ¢ F?, whereB = ¢(f) and {¢) = Gal(K /F).

Let f(x) = (x* — p)(x* — ) € F[x]. Then M = F(/— f \[) is a splitting field
of f over F. Observe that /a = f\/ﬁ € M and/—a =/—1,/a € M. Consider the

following tower of extensions:

Fc F =F(/—a) =K' =F({~1,/a) = K'(/B) = K'(v/B) = M.
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We have [K’ : F'] = 2, since \/—1 € FW ) would imply that —1 € F> U —aF?,
but —1 ¢ F? and a ¢ F2 Also, [K'(/B) : K'] =2, since/p € K' = K(/a) would
imply that f € K> U aKZ, which would in turn imply that a = Bf € F? U a’F? =

F2, but a ¢ F?. Since x> — f is irreducible over K’, it follows that x* — f is
irreducible over K’ (again by [5, Theorem 9.1, p. 297]). Therefore [K’(\“/B) :K'1=4
and K'(J/p)/K’ is Galois with Gal(K f)/K = Z/4Z. Since [K'(/) : F'] = 4,
K' = (/\(7[ F'(/-1), and Ng/p(B) = a, it follows that K'(/B)/F’ is Galois with
Gal(K'(/p)/F') = Z/4Z. Since M /F is a Galois extension, Lemma 1.9 again implies
that Gal(M/F) contains an element of order 8. This implies that M ¢ F©® by
Lemma 4.1, but M = K since K({/B)/K and K(v/B)/K are both cyclic quartic
extensions. O

We finish with two propositions that sharpen Lemma 4.1. Recall that a field F is
Euclidean if F is formally real and |F/F?| = 2.

PrOPOSITION 4.4.  The following statements are equivalent:
(1) Gal(F®/F) has exponent 2;
(2) F admits no Galois extension with Galois group isomorphic to either Z/4Z or
Dy, the dihedral group of order 8, but F is not quadratically closed;
(3) F is Pythagorean and |F/F?| = 2;
(4) F is Euclidean;
) —1 ¢ F? and F® = F(\/jl) is quadratically closed;
(6) Gal(F®)/F)=Z/2Z;
) F@ = F®) and F is not quadratically closed.

Proof. (3) = (4). If F were nonreal, then every element of F would be a sum of
squares, and hence a square. That would imply that |F/F?| = 1, a contradiction.

(4) = (3). We must have F = F?> U —F?. Thus a*> + b*> € F? for all a,b € F since
a* + b? cannot be negative. Therefore F is Pythagorean.

(3) = (5). Since F must be formally real, we have —1 ¢ F?, and thus F® =
F(Jfl). Apply Corollary 1.4 with K = F(le) to conclude that F(Jfl) is quadrat-
ically closed.

(5) = (6). Since F® = F(/—1) is quadratically closed, we have F®® = F®, and
thus [F®) : F] = 2.

(6) = (7). We have F = F® < F® and [F® : F] = 2. Since F cannot be
quadratically closed, we must have F® = F®).

(7) = (1). Gal(F® /F) = Gal(F?/F), and the latter group has exponent 2.

(1) = (2). If Gal(L/F) is isomorphic to either Z/4Z or Dy, then L < F©.
But Gal(L/F) is a homomorphic image of Gal(F®/F), and hence cannot have
exponent 4.

(2) = (3). Let K be any quadratic extension of F, and suppose that L is a
quadratic extension of K. Let E/F be a Galois closure of L/F. The hypothesis on F
implies that E = L and Gal(L/F) = Z/2Z x Z/2Z. Since every quadratic extension
of K comes from F, it follows that the map F/F?> — K /K? is surjective. Corollary
1.4 implies that F is Pythagorean and K = F (le). Since K is uniquely determined,
it follows that |F/F?| = 2. O

PrOPOSITION 4.5. The following statements are equivalent :
(1) Gal(F®/F) has exponent 1; that is, F® = F;
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(2) FP =F;
(3) F is quadratically closed.

Proof. (1) = (2). This follows from F < F® < F©,
It is obvious that statements (2) and (3) are equivalent.
(2) = (1). This follows from F < F® < F3 = (F®)? = F® = F. O
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