
SUBFIELDS OF A REAL CLOSED FIELD OF COUNTABLE

CODIMENSION

J.M. GAMBOA

Abstract. Given a real closed field R we provide an elementary method to construct directed
systems {Kn : n ∈ N} of subfields of R of countable codimension, that is, the dimension of R
as Kn-vector space is ℵ0, such that R = lim

−→
Kn. Next we deduce some properties of the family

of subfields of countable codimension of a real closed field.

1. Introduction

Artin and Schreier’s solution to Hilbert’s 17th problem [1] led them to introduce the key
notion of a real closed field and to prove the existence and uniqueness of the real closure of any
ordered field. These fields are unavoidable in real algebraic geometry for much the same reason
as algebraically closed fields of characteristic zero are unavoidable in algebraic geometry over C.

René Thom regrets, as late as 1972, the piteous state of neglect of real algebraic geometry
compared with the sophistication and formal perfection of complex algebraic geometry. Some
years later Jean Dieudonné [3] wrote with scepticism: In principle, in “abstract” algebraic
geometry, algebraic equations with coefficients in any field whatsoever can be taken; but the
experience of real geometry, where it is possible that no point of Rn satisfies a polynomial
equation of positive degree, shows that it would not be possible to have workable geometric
statements without being over algebraically closed fields.

Fortunately, Dieudonné erred his forecast and nowadays real algebraic geometry, that is, the
study of the geometry and the topology of semialgebraic subsets of Rn, where R is a real closed
field, is a subject established over firm grounds. The book [2] by Jacek Bochnak, Michel Coste
and Marie-Francoise Roy is the recommended reading to study the fundamentals of real algebraic
geometry, even for those only interested in the knowledge of algebraic subsets of Rn.

As Dieudonné pointed out, the main difference between algebraically closed fields and real
closed fields is that polynomial equations of positive degree have solutions over the first ones
and may have no solutions over the second ones. This has important topological consequences;
for example irreducible real algebraic varieties may be non-connected, contrary to the situation
over the complex field, see [11]. But this note is concerned with algebraic aspects of the theory
of real closed fields, so we must put in evidence some differences among the algebraic behaviour
of algebraically closed fields and real closed fields. Among other facts it seems worthwhile
mentioning the following.

Every field isomorphism σ : E → F extends to an isomorphism σ : E → F between their
algebraic closures E and F , but this extension is by no means unique. As opposed, every iso-
morphism between two ordered fields extends in an unique way to an isomorphism between their
real closures. This is due to the rigidity that the order structure imposes on real closed fields.
Along the same line recall that the field R of real numbers admits a unique field automorphism

whereas the field C of complex numbers admits 22
ℵ0 automorphisms, although just the identity
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and complex conjugation are continuous. As far as we know the first proof of this result was
given in [7].

The next difference seems deeper. Steinitz’s theorem states that two uncountable algebraically
closed fields are isomorphic if and only if they have the same characteristic and the same car-
dinality. The uncountability is a necessary condition in the statement above; for example, the
algebraic closures in C of Q and Q(t) are both countable of zero characteristic but they are
not isomorphic because Q(t) cannot be embedded inside an algebraic closure of Q since t is
not algebraic over Q. A proof of the above result for fields of characteristic zero appears in [9,
Prop. 2.2.5]. On the other hand there is exactly one ordering in R(t) such that t is positive
and smaller than any positive real number. Its real closure R is not isomorphic to R although
both have zero characteristic and the same cardinality. Note that this last implies that their
algebraic closures are isomorphic.

We fix along this note an algebraic closure K of a given field K. Recall that K is real if −1
is not a sum of squares in K. This is equivalent to say that K admits an ordering, that is, K
admits a total order relation compatible with sums and products in the obvious way. The real
field K is said to be real closed if it is real and if any algebraic extension of K which is real must
coincide with K.

Given a field extension E|F we call the codimension of F (with respect to E) the dimension
[E : F ] of E as F -vector space.

Let R be a maximal proper subfield of an algebraically closed field C of zero characteristic.
It is easily seen using Zorn’s Lemma that R is real closed and the codimension [C : R] = 2. In
addition, this field R is by no means unique. The situation changes dramatically for subfields of
a real closed field because real closed fields do not admit proper subfields of finite codimension.
The main goal of this paper is to prove, see Theorem 2.6, that given a real closed field R and
a proper algebraic field extension R|K, there exists a countable family of fields {Kn : n ∈ N}
with K ⊂ Kn ⊂ R such that every Kn is a subfield of R of countable codimension (which is
the smallest possible codimension.) In addition, Kn ⊂ Km if m divides n. Our proof just uses
elementary methods.

Section 3 is mainly devoted to study the family FccR of all subfields of a real closed field R with
countable codimension and, in particular, the subfamily {Kn : n ∈ N} constructed in Section
2. We prove in Remark 3.2 that no Kn is real closed, but each Kn is an euclidean field, that is,
each positive element of Kn with respect to the ordering inherited from R, is a square in Kn.
We prove in Corollary 3.4 that FccR does not contain maximal elements and in Proposition 3.7
we show that the intersection of all these subfields is Q.

2. Statement and proof of the main result

Fix in what follows i :=
√
−1. A useful characterization of real closed fields is the following,

(see e.g. [8, Ch. XI, Prop. 3]).

Proposition 2.1. Let R be a non algebraically closed field whose algebraic closure R satisfies
the equality R = R(i). Then R is a real closed field.

A deeper result is the next one, due to E. Artin [1], that the reader can see also in [8, Ch,
VIII, §9, Cor. 2].

Proposition 2.2. Let K be a field and assume that [K : K] > 1 is finite. Then K = K(i). In
particular K is a real closed field and [K : K] = 2.

It follows immediately from Propositions 2.1 and 2.2 that real closed fields do not admit
subfields of finite codimension as it was announced in the Introduction.
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Given a field extension E|F we denote Aut(E) the group of automorphisms of E under
composition, and let

Gal(E|F ) := {σ ∈ Aut(E) : σ(x) = x ∀x ∈ F}
be its Galois group, that is, the group of F -automorphisms of E. Moreover, the fixed subfield of
a subgroup H of Gal(E|F ) is the field

Fix(H) := {x ∈ E : σ(x) = x ∀σ ∈ H}.
We will use the following corollary of Proposition 2.2.

Corollary 2.3. Let K be a field with ch(K) = 0 and let H 6= {id} be a finite subgroup of the
absolute Galois group Gal(K|K) of K. Then ord(H) = 2 and K = F (i) where F := Fix(H).

Proof. Notice that K ⊂ F ( K, so K ⊂ F ( F = K; in particular 1 < [F : F ]. In addition,
since ch(K) = 0 and H is finite,

[F : F ] = [K : Fix(H)] = ord(H) < +∞.
This implies, by Proposition 2.2, that F = F (i) and i /∈ F . Thus, the only nontrivial F -
automorphism of F is conjugation:

κ : F → F , x+ iy 7→ x− iy

and H ⊂ Gal(K|F ) = Gal(F |F ) = {id, κ}, which implies that ord(H) = 2. �

Next we prove a lemma about the Krull topology in the Galois group G := Gal(K|K).
Recall, see e.g. [10, §17], that the closure in this topology of a subgroup H of G is the subgroup
ClG(H) = Gal(K|Fix(H)), where Fix(H) is the fixed field of H.

Let x1, . . . , xn be indeterminates and let s1, . . . , sn ∈ Z[x1, . . . , xn] denote the elementary
symmetric forms

s1 := x1 + · · ·+ xn, sk :=
∑

1≤i1<···<ik≤n
xi1 · · · xik & sn := x1 · · · xn,

where 2 ≤ k ≤ n− 1.

Lemma 2.4. Let S and T be two subgroups of G := Gal(K|K) such that S ⊂ T and the index
[T : S] is finite. Denote H := Gal(K|Fix(S)) and H ′ := Gal(K|Fix(T )), respectively, the
closures of S and T in G with respect to the Krull topology. Then,

(1) H is an open and closed subgroup of finite index of H ′. In addition, [H ′ : H] ≤ [T : S].

(2) Suppose that T is cyclic. Then H is a normal subgroup of H ′.

Proof. (1) Since the index [T : S] := n is finite, T =
⋃n
i=1 giS for some g1, . . . , gn ∈ T . Each

ĝi : G → G, g 7→ gig is a continuous map, because G is a topological group. Hence ĝi is a
homeomorphism, since its inverse is multiplication by g−1i . Therefore,

H ′ = ClG(T ) = ClG

( n⋃
i=1

giS
)

= ClG

( n⋃
i=1

ĝi(S)
)

=
n⋃
i=1

ClG(ĝi(S))

=
n⋃
i=1

ĝi(ClG(S)) =
n⋃
i=1

ĝi(H) =
n⋃
i=1

giH,

and this shows that [H ′ : H] ≤ n = [T : S]. On the other hand, H is closed in G, so it is closed
in H ′. To see that it is open in H ′, pick a set {σ1, . . . , σm} of representatives of the right cosets
of H ′ with respect to H, where σ1 := id. Then

H ′ = σ1H t · · · t σmH,
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and each coset σjH is a closed subset of H ′ because it is the image of H under the homeomor-
phism σ̂j : G→ G, g 7→ σjg. Thus,

H = H ′ \
m⊔
j=2

σjH

is also open in H ′.

(2) Since [T : S] = n we can suppose that S := 〈γn〉 where γ ∈ G is a generator of T . We must
prove that given f ∈ H ′ and g ∈ H then f−1 ◦ g ◦ f ∈ H. Notice that

sk(x, γ(x), . . . , γn−1(x)) ∈ Fix(γ)

for each x ∈ Fix(γn) and each k = 1, . . . , n, because

{x, γ(x), . . . , γn−1(x)} = {γ(x), . . . , γn−1(x), γn(x)}.
Since f |Fix(γ) is the identity it follows that

sk(f(x), f(γ(x)), . . . , f(γn−1(x))) = f(sk(x, γ(x), . . . , γn−1(x))) = sk(x, γ(x), . . . , γn−1(x)).

Therefore,

n−1∏
j=0

(t− γj(x)) = tn +

n∑
k=1

(−1)ksk(x, γ(x), . . . , γn−1(x))tn−k

= tn +
n∑
k=1

(−1)ksk(f(x), f(γ(x)), . . . , f(γn−1(x)))tn−k =
n−1∏
j=0

(t− f(γj(x))).

Thus there exists an index i = 0, . . . , n − 1 such that f(x) = γi(x), so f−1(γi(x)) = x. Notice
also that γi(x) ∈ Fix(S), because γn(γi(x)) = γi(γn(x)) = γi(x). Hence, g(γi(x)) = γi(x) and

(f−1 ◦ g ◦ f)(x) = (f−1 ◦ g)(f(x)) = (f−1 ◦ g)(γi(x)) = f−1(g(γi(x))) = f−1(γi(x)) = x,

which shows that f−1 ◦ g ◦ f ∈ H. �

Lemma 2.5. Let γ ∈ G := Gal(K|K) and for each positive integer n consider the subgroup
Gn := 〈γn〉 of G generated by γn. Let Hn := Gal(K|Fix(Gn)) be the closure of Gn in G with
respect to the Krull topology. Then

⋂
n∈NHn = {id}.

Proof. Since H1 is a Hausdorff space, it is enough to check that H := {Hn : n ∈ N} is a basis of
open neighbourhoods of the identity in H1. But it follows from [10, §17] that the family

B := {U : U is a normal closed subgroup of finite index of H1}
is a basis of open neighbourhoods of the identity in H1 and, by the previous lemma, H ⊂ B.
Hence it suffices to see that each U ∈ B contains some member of H. Let g1, . . . , gk ∈ H1 such

that H1 =
⊔k
`=1 g`U . Since γ has infinite order and

〈γ〉 = G1 ⊂ H1 =

k⊔
`=1

g`U,

there exist an index ` with 1 ≤ ` ≤ k and two positive integers 0 < r < s such that γr, γs ∈ g`U ,
so γs−r ∈ U . Hence

id ∈ Hs−r = ClH1(〈γs−r〉) ⊂ ClH1(U) = U,

as desired. �

We are ready to state and prove the main result of this note.
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Theorem 2.6. Let R be a real closed field and let R|K be a proper algebraic field extension.
Then,

(1) There exists a countable family of subfields {Kn : n ∈ N} of R containing K such that every
Kn is a subfield of R of countable codimension, that is, [R : Kn] = ℵ0.

(2) In addition, Kn ⊂ Km if m divides n. Consequently, {Kn : n ∈ N} is a directed system of
subfields of R with respect to inclusion, and R =

⋃
n∈NKn = lim

−→
Kn.

Proof. Let α ∈ R \ K and let f be the minimal polynomial of α over K, whose roots in the
algebraic closure R = R(i) of R are simple because ch(K) = 0. In particular there exists a
root β ∈ R of f with α 6= β, and let ϕ : K(α) → K(β) be the unique K-isomorphism that
maps α onto β. Since R is an algebraic closure of K(α) and K(β) there exists an automorphism
σ : R→ R such that σ|K(α) = ϕ. In particular σ is a K-automorphism and σ(α) = β. Consider
the involution

κ : R(i)→ R(i), x+ iy 7→ x− iy,

which is different to σ since κ(α) = α and σ(α) = β. Note that K = R, so σ, κ ∈ Gal(K|K). We
claim the existence of an element of infinite order γ ∈ Gal(K|K) such that either κ ◦ γ = γ ◦ κ
or κ ◦ γ = γ−1 ◦ κ.

Indeed, suppose first that κ ◦ σ = σ ◦ κ. If o(σ) is finite then, by Corollary 2.3, σ2 = id,
and H := {id, κ, σ, κ ◦ σ} is a finite subgroup of Gal(K|K) with 4 elements. This contradicts
Corollary 2.3. Hence γ := σ has infinite order in this case and κ ◦ γ = γ ◦ κ.

Suppose now that κ ◦ σ 6= σ ◦ κ, and define γ := κ ◦ σ−1 ◦ κ ◦ σ ∈ Gal(K|K) \ {id}. Then,

γ−1 ◦ κ = σ−1 ◦ κ ◦ σ ◦ κ2 = σ−1 ◦ κ ◦ σ = κ ◦ γ.
If o(γ) is finite then γ2 = id, by Corollary 2.3, and the last equality says that γ ◦κ = κ◦γ, which
implies that H ′ := {id, κ, γ, κ ◦γ} is a finite subgroup of Gal(K|K) with 4 elements. Again, this
contradicts Corollary 2.3, so γ has infinite order and κ ◦ γ = γ−1 ◦ κ.

For later purposes let us see that κ ◦ γr = γεr ◦ κ for every r ∈ Z, where ε = 1 if κ ◦ γ = γ ◦ κ
and ε = −1 if κ ◦ γ = γ−1 ◦ κ. This is evident for r = 0 and we have proved it for r = 1. Let
r > 1 and suppose that κ ◦ γr−1 = γε(r−1)κ. Then,

κ ◦ γr = κ ◦ γr−1 ◦ γ = γε(r−1)κ ◦ γ = γε(r−1) ◦ γε ◦ κ = γεrκ.

This proves the statement for positive exponents r, and if r < 0 we denote s = −r > 0 and

γ−εr ◦ κ ◦ γr = γεs ◦ κ ◦ γ−s = (κ ◦ γs) ◦ γ−s = κ,

that is, κ ◦ γr = γεr ◦ κ.

For each positive integer n consider the cyclic infinite subgroup Gn := 〈γn〉 of G := Gal(K|K)
generated by γn and let Hn := ClG(Gn) = Gal(K|Fix(Gn)) be the closure of Gn in G with
respect to the Krull topology. Let us see that each union Sn := Hn ∪ κHn is a closed subgroup
of G. Since the map κ̂ : G→ G, g 7→ κg is a homeomorphism, we have

Sn = ClG(Gn) ∪ κ̂(ClG(Gn)) = ClG(Gn ∪ κ̂(Gn)) = ClG(Gn ∪ κGn),

so it suffices to see that G′n := Gn ∪ κGn is a subgroup of G. But given integers m and `,

(κ ◦ γnm)−1 = γ−nm ◦ κ = κ ◦ γ−εnm ∈ κGn, γnm ◦ (κ ◦ γn`) = κ ◦ γn(`+εm) ∈ κGn &

(κ ◦ γnm) ◦ (κ ◦ γn`) = γn(`+εm) ∈ Gn.
We check now that each G′n is a subgroup of finite index of G′1. As Gn ⊂ G′n ⊂ G′1, it is enough

to prove that Gn is a subgroup of finite index of G′1. But G1 =
⋃n−1
r=0 γ

rGn, thus

κG1 =
n−1⋃
r=0

(κ ◦ γr)Gn,
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which implies that

G′1 = G1 ∪ κG1 =
n−1⋃
r=0

γrGn ∪
n−1⋃
r=0

(κ ◦ γr)Gn

and, consequently, [G′1 : Gn] ≤ 2n.

By the Fundamental Theorem of Galois Theory, [6, §IV], the subfield Kn := Fix(Sn) of K
contains K and Gal(K|Kn) = Sn. Note that each Kn ⊂ R = Fix(κ) since κ ∈ Sn, and K1 ⊂ Kn

because Sn ⊂ S1. Indeed Kn|K1 is a finite extension because, by Lemma 2.4 and the inequality
just proved,

[Kn : K1] = [Fix(Sn) : Fix(S1)] = [S1 : Sn] ≤ [G′1 : G′n] ≤ 2n.

Notice also that Km ⊂ K` if `|m, so the union K∞ :=
⋃
n∈NKn is a subfield of R that contains

K. Let us show that K∞ = R. Observe that for every n ∈ N,

id, κ ∈ Gal(K|K∞) ⊂ Gal(K|Kn) = Sn,

and in fact
⋂
n∈N Sn = {id, κ}. Given σ ∈ (G \ {id, κ}) both σ 6= id and κσ 6= id and, by Lemma

2.5,
⋂
n∈NHn = {id}. Thus, there exist n,m ∈ N such that σ /∈ Hn and κσ /∈ Hm. Hence

σ, κσ /∈ Hmn, that is, σ /∈ (Hmn ∪ κHmn) = Smn. Consequently,

Gal(K|K∞) = {id, κ} = Gal(K|R),

and R = K∞.

Next, let us prove that K1 is a subfield of R containing K and [R : K1] = ℵ0. First, each
Kn is a finite dimensional K1-vector space, so there exists a finite subset Σn of Kn generating
it as K1-vector space. Thus, Σ :=

⋃
n∈N Σn is a countable subset of R = K∞ generating it as

K1-vector space, which shows that [R : K1] ≤ ℵ0. Thus, we must just prove that the extension
R|K1 is not finite. Otherwise, by the transitivity of degree,

[K1 : K1] = [K : K1] = [R : K1] = [R : R] · [R : K1] = 2 · [R : K1]

is finite too and, by Proposition 2.2, [R : K1] = 1, that is, K∞ = K1. Hence,

γ ∈ G1 ⊂ H1 ⊂ S1 = Gal(K|K1) = Gal(K|K∞) = {id, κ},
a contradiction.

To finish, note that each index [Kn : K1] is finite, so [R : Kn] = ℵ0 for every n ≥ 1. �

3. Some consequences

Along this section we will use the notations employed in the previous ones; in particular those
introduced in the proof of Theorem 2.6.

Corollary 3.1. Each real closed field R contains a countable family of subfields of countable
codimension. In addition, this family is a directed system with respect to inclusion and R is its
direct limit.

Proof. Let R be a real closed field and let f ∈ Q[t] be an irreducible polynomial of odd degree.
Hence there exists a root α ∈ R of f and, by Zorn’s Lemma, there exists a subfield K of R which
is maximal among those subfields of R not containing α. Since R|K is a proper extension because
α ∈ R \K, the result follows from Theorem 2.6 once we see that the extension R|K is algebraic.
Otherwise there exists a an element ζ ∈ R transcendental over K and, since K ( K(ζ) ⊂ R,
the maximality of K implies that α ∈ K(ζ). Notice also that ζ is transcendental over K(α).

Therefore, there exist coprime polynomials g, h ∈ K[t] such that α := g(ζ)/h(ζ) or, equiva-
lently, ζ is a root of the polynomial p(t) := g(t)−αh(t) ∈ K(α)[t]. Thus p is the zero polynomial
and, in particular, 0 = p(0) = g(0)− αh(0). Since α /∈ K this implies that g(0) = h(0) = 0, and
this is a contradiction because g and h are coprime. �
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Recall that an euclidean field is an ordered field F such that for every positive element x ∈ F
there exists y ∈ F such that x = y2. Real closed fields are euclidean fields, but the converse is
not true as it follows from our next remark.

Remarks 3.2. (1) We have proved in Theorem 2.6 that R :=
⋃
n∈NKn and Kn|K1 is, for

every positive integer n a finite extension. As [R : K1] is not finite, the proper extension R|Kn

is algebraic. In particular no Kn is a real closed field because real closed fields do not admit
proper formally real algebraic extensions.

(2) For every n ∈ N the field Kn endowed with the ordering inherited from the ordering in R is
euclidean. In fact, let x ∈ Kn be positive. Then there exists y ∈ R such that x = y2, and all
reduces to check that y belongs to Kn = Fix(Sn). Let f ∈ Sn = Hn ∪κHn. We must prove that
f(y) = y.

Suppose first that f ∈ Hn = Gal(K|Fix(〈γn〉)), i.e., Fix(〈γn〉) ⊂ Fix(f). Since x ∈ Kn we
have γn(x) = x, that is, γn(y2) = y2. Thus y2 ∈ Fix(〈γn〉) ⊂ Fix(f), so y2 = f(y2) = f(y)2.
After changing y by −y if necessary we may assume that y > 0 and, since R is real closed, there
exists z ∈ R such that y = z2.

Write f(z) = a + bi with a, b ∈ R. Then y = f(z)2 = (a + bi)2 = (a2 − b2) + 2abi and
y = a2 − b2 with ab = 0. If a = 0, then y = −b2, which is false because y > 0 and −b2 ≤ 0.
Thus b = 0 and f(z) = a ∈ R.

Consequently f(y) = f(z)2 = a2 > 0. Hence y and f(y) are positive elements of R and we
have proved that y2 = f(y)2. Thus, y = f(y), as claimed.

Suppose now that f ∈ κHn. Then κf ∈ Hn and we have just seen that y = (κf)(y). But
y = κ(y) because y ∈ R, so

y = κ(y) = κ((κf)(y)) = (κ2f)(y) = f(y),

as wanted.

Let R be a real closed field. Possibly there exist many subfields E ⊂ R such that [R : E] = ℵ0
which are distinct to the ones found in Theorem 2.6. We are going to prove that it does not
exist a maximal one among them. For the sake of the reader let us recall some notions and
results introduced in [4] and [5].

Definition 3.3. Let K(t) be the field of rational functions over a field K. It is said that K
enjoys the extension property if every automorphism ϕ : K(t) → K(t) satisfies the equality
ϕ(K) = K.

It was proved in Proposition 3.7 in [4] or, in a different way, in Proposition 3.1 in [5], that
real closed fields enjoy the extension property. On the other hand, let E be a field and let u
be transcendental over E. Then, the field K := E(u) does not enjoy the extension property
because the automorphism ψ : K(t) → K(t) defined by ψ|E = id, ψ(u) = t and ψ(t) = u
satisfies ψ(K) 6= K.

Corollary 3.4. Let R be a real closed field. It does not exist a maximal subfield of R of
countable codimension.

Proof. Assume, by the way of contradiction, that there exists a maximal subfield E among those
subfields of R with countable codimension. Pick u ∈ R \ E. As E ( E(u) ⊂ R the maximality
of E implies that [R : E(u)] is finite. As real closed fields admit no proper subfields of finite
codimension, we get R = E(u). In addition, since [R : E] is not finite it follows that u is
transcendental over E, and this is impossible because R has the extension property whereas
E(u) does not enjoy it. �
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Next we shall try to understand the intersection of all subfields of a real closed field with
countably codimension. First we need to introduce some terminology and to prove a technical
lemma.

Definition 3.5. Let R be a real closed field and let R|K be a proper field extension. We say
that an element α ∈ R \ K is not totally real with respect to K, if either it is transcendental
over K or its minimal polynomial over K has a root in R(i) \R.

Lemma 3.6. Let R be a real closed field and let α ∈ R\Q be such that it is not totally real with
respect to Q. Then, there exists a subfield K of R which is maximal among those subfields F of
R such that α is not totally real with respect to F . In addition, R|K is an algebraic extension.

Proof. The family Σ consisting of those subfields F of R such that α is not totally real with
respect to F is nonempty because it contains Q. Let {Ki : i ∈ I} ⊂ Σ be a chain. Then, its
union K :=

⋃
i∈I Ki belongs to Σ because, if α is algebraic over K, then there exists an index

i ∈ I such that the minimal polynomial of α over K coincides with the minimal polynomial of α
over Ki. Thus, Zorn’s lemma guarantees the existence of a maximal element K of Σ. To finish
let us prove that R|K is an algebraic extension. Otherwise there would exist an element ζ ∈ R
transcendental over K. Since K ( K(ζ) ⊂ R, the maximality of K implies that K(ζ) /∈ Σ,
hence α is algebraic over K(ζ) and its minimal polynomial over K(ζ) splits completely in R[t].
This is false because, as ζ is transcendental over K, the minimal polynomials of α over K and
over K(ζ) coincide. �

Proposition 3.7. Let R be a real closed field, and let F be the non-empty family consisting of
those subfields of R with countable codimension. Then

⋂
E∈F E = Q.

Proof. We must prove that for every α ∈ R \Q there exists E ∈ F such that α /∈ E. By Lemma
3.6 there exists a subfield K of R which is maximal among those subfields F of R such that α is
not totally real with respect to F and, in addition, R|K is an algebraic extension. Let f ∈ K[t]
be the minimal polynomial of α over K and pick a root β ∈ R(i) \R of f .

In the proof of Theorem 2.6 we proved the existence of an automorphism σ : R(i) → R(i)
satisfying σ(α) = β. We denoted

κ : R(i)→ R(i), x+ iy 7→ x− iy,

and distinguished two cases. Firstly, if κ ◦ σ = σ ◦ κ then γ := σ satisfies γ(α) = β 6= α.

Suppose now that κ◦σ 6= σ◦κ. Then the automorphism γ := κ◦σ−1 ◦κ◦σ satisfies γ(α) 6= α.
Otherwise (σ−1◦κ◦σ)(α) = κ(α) = α, i.e., κ(β) = κ(σ(α)) = σ(α) = β, and this is false because
β ∈ R(i) \R. Thus γ(α) 6= α in both cases and, with the notations in Theorem 2.6,

E := K1 := Fix(S1) ∈ F and γ ∈ G1 ⊂ H1 ⊂ S1,
so α /∈ E. �
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