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Abstract

We study a result of Postnikov-Shapiro concerning the Hilbert series of a
family of ideals Jy generated by powers of linear forms in k[z1,...,zx].
Using the results of Emsalem-Iarrobino, we formulate this as a problem
about fatpoints in P"~!. In the three variable case this is equivalent to
studying the dimension of a linear series on a blow up of P2. The ideals
that arise have the points in very special position, but because there are
only seven points, we can apply results of Harbourne to obtain the classes
of the negative curves. Reducing to an effective, n.e.f. divisor and using
Riemann-Roch yields the desired Hilbert series. Postnikov and Shapiro
observe that for a family of ideals closely related to Jy a result similar to
theirs seems to hold. Our methods allow us to prove this for n = 3.

1 Introduction

Let R = k[z1,...,2,] be a polynomial ring. We consider the following two
families of 2™ — 1 generated ideals:

I¢ =< ZE({S(l), ey 2132(1), (IE1£Z?2)¢(2), ceey (‘Til s xir)qb(r) . >
Jp =< :zz(f(l), w4 20)2 P (g A4 )LL),

where ¢ is a linear degree function, i.e.

é(r)=1+k(n—r)>0, k,l €N.
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Theorem 1.1 (Postnikov and Shapiro, [13]) For a linear degree function ¢,
P(R/15.t) = P(R/Jyu1).

The proof uses the correspondance between parking functions and labelled trees;
they note that except in very special cases a Grobner basis approach cannot work
because the monomial generators do not lie on the boundary of the Newton
polytopes of their polynomial deformations.

In this paper we first give an alternate proof for the case n = 3. For a
related family of almost linear degree functions, Postnikov and Shapiro observe
that the equality of Theorem 1.1 often holds. In particular, for an almost linear
degree function, the first example they found where equality does not hold is
when n = 4. Our methods allow us to prove that for an almost linear degree
function and n = 3, it is indeed true that the equality of Theorem 1.1 holds. The
techniques are quite different than those employed in [I3]. It is easy to write
down an explicit free (generally non-minimal) resolution of any monomial ideal
(see, e.g., Taylor [T4]), so P(R/I,,t) is known; the interesting case is R/Jy.

We first use Macaulay’s inverse systems approach to relate the dimension
of J, in degree j to the degree j piece an ideal F of fatpoints on P2. J,
is generated by seven forms, so F' is supported at seven points. Following
Harbourne, we blow up P? at the seven points and study linear series on the
resulting surface X; because only seven points were blown up we can determine
all the negative classes on X, which allows us to determine P(R/Jy,t). When
n = 2, Jy behaves as if the forms were generic. In [3], Froberg made a conjecture
about the behaviour of the Hilbert series of an ideal generated by generic forms
in n variables, and proved the conjecture when n = 2; the n = 3 case was
subsequently solved by Anick in [I]. We show that the deviation of the dimension
of (J4); from the dimension of an ideal generated by generic forms of the same
degrees is measured by H'(D;), where D, is a divisor on X corresponding to
the degree j piece of a fatpoint ideal on P2.

Acknowledgement I thank Boris Shapiro for explaining the problem to me,
M.F.I.-Oberwolfach for bringing us together and for a wonderful stay, and Brian
Harbourne for several enlightening conversations.

2 Linear Forms and Fat points

In [2], Emsalem and Iarrobino proved that there is a close connection between
ideals generated by powers of linear forms, and ideals of fatpoints. Let p; = [pio :
i1t Din) € P, I(ps) = i € R = k[xo,...,2,], and L, = Z;.lzopijyj. Let
{p1,.-.,pm} € P" be a set of distinct points. A fat points ideal is an ideal of
the form
F=nlp

Let S = k[yo, ..., yn], and define an action of R on S by partial differentiation,
ie. ;- y; = 0(yi)/0(y;). We think of S both as a ring, isomorphic to R, and as



an R-module. Since F' is a submodule of R, it acts on S, and we can ask what
elements of S are annihilated by this action. The set of such elements is denoted
by F~!. The essential result of Emsalem and Iarrobino is that for j >> 0,
(F71; = (L]JD':‘““, . ,Lg;am“)j, and that dim(F~'); = dim(R/F);. This
generalizes the classical Terracini lemma (which holds when the «; are all two).

Theorem 2.1 (Emsalem and Iarrobino, [2]) Let F be an ideal of fat points,
1.e.
F = p7111-‘1-1 A---N p:lnm-i-l'

Then we have

) S; for j <max{n;}
(F7)=9 ‘
LISy, 4o+ L) Sy, for j > max{n; + 1}

and
dimy (F~1); = dimg(R/F,j) = H(R/F, ).

Suppose we have an ideal generated by powers of linear forms, and for each
j € N; we wish to compute the dimension of

(L

tm\
po Ly )i

Since the t; are fixed, to apply the approach above we fix a degree j. Put
FG) = i 0t
Then
dim (LL, -+, L), = dim (R/F(}));.

p1’
Hence, we will be studying an infinite family of ideals of fat points. For ad-
ditional information on this correspondance we refer to the original paper [2],
Geramita [, or Macaulay [T0)].

3 Blow-ups, Rational Surfaces, and the problem

Recall now the problem: given a linear degree function
o(r)=l+k(n—r)>0, k,l €N,

determine the Hilbert series of the quotient of R by the ideal generated by (over
all tuples)
(zi + -+ «TiT)mﬁ(T)'

As we saw in the previous section, this is equivalent to determining the Hilbert
function of a family of ideals of fatpoints. In [I2] Nagata studied fatpoints



in P2, obtaining results for small numbers of points and posing a number of
conjectures. This continues to be a very active area of research; see [6] or
[I1] for overviews. Surprisingly, even for a set of points in general position in
P? the Hilbert function is unknown, though a formula is conjectured by Segre,
Harbourne, Gimigliano, and Hirschowicz. We now specialize to the case of three
variables. Given ¢, we want to find the Hilbert function of the ideal

<x¢(1),y¢(1), 22, (z + y)2¢’(2), (z + Z)2¢(2)7 (y + z)2¢’(2), (z+y+ Z)3¢(3)>_

Consider the following seven points of P2:

Vs

P

1
pr = (1:0:0)
p2 = (0:1:0)
ps = (0:0:1)
ps = (1:1:0)
ps = (1:0:1)
pe = (0:1:1)
pr = (1:1:1)

and let p; = I(p;). The results of the previous section show that dim (J,); =
dim (R/F(j));, where

F(5) = (91" Np3* Nps® N ei* N es® Nepe® NprT),

and a1 = az = a3 = j— (1) +1, ag = a5 = ag = Jj — 2¢(2) + 1, and
a7 = j —3¢(3) + 1. The key to solving this problem is work of Harbourne [7]
which shows how to determine the dimension of a linear system on a blow up
of P2 at eight or fewer points.

We begin by recalling that there is a correspondance between the graded
pieces of an ideal of fatpoints F' and the global sections of a certain line bundle
on the surface X which is the blow up of P? at the points. Let E; be the class
of the exceptional curve over the point p;, and Fy the pullback of a line on P2.
Put

7
D;=jEy - Z%‘Ei,
=1



with a; as above. The canonical divisor on X is:

7
Kx = —3Ey+ ZE

i=1
Dj is effective so H?(D;) = 0 and Riemann-Roch yields:

_ D} - D;Kx

x(D;) = H*(D;) — H'(D;) 5

+ 1.

We compute

D?—fJQQJ_<¢;3_3c+2;¢av_3«+ag2wm>_c+a;3d&)

Since
F(j); = H°(D;),

the dimension of (Jy); is given by:

3(j+22—¢>(1)) +3(j+2;2¢(2)) . (j+2;3¢(3)) — HY(D;).

Notice the connection to Anick’s result. .Jy is generated by three forms of
degree ¢(1), three forms of degree 2¢(2), and one form of degree 3¢(3). Thus,
the maximal dimension of (Jy4); is obtained by multiplying all monomials of
degree j — ¢(1) with the generators of degree ¢(1), and similarly for the other
generators, i.e. the maximal dimension of (Jp); is

3<j—¢(21)+2) +3<j—2<;52(2)—1-2> n <j—3¢2(3)+2>'

In other words, (.J,); is as large as possible iff H!(D;) = 0, i.e. exactly when the
divisor D; is nonspecial. The original problem may be restated as follows: for
a linear degree function, determine the number of global sections i.e. compute
HO(Dj).

Example 3.1 For n =3, take !/ = 3 and k = 1. Let G4 be generated by generic
forms of the same degree as the generators of J,. Then

P(R/Gy,t) =1+ 3t + 6t% + 10t + 15t* + 18¢° + 19¢° + 187 + 12¢®

P(R/Iy,t) = P(R/Jg,t) = 143t +6t>+ 10>+ 15t + 187+ 19¢°+ 18¢7+12¢% +6¢°.

There are many examples of this type, which is to be expected, since monomial
ideals will very rarely have generic Hilbert series.

Example 3.2 For n = 3, take [ =1 and k = 2. Then the ideal Jy is generated
by
(@, 9%, 2% (@ +9)° (y+2)% (2 +2)° (@ +y +2)%).



i XDy dim (R/J,)
0 0 1
1 0 3
2 0 6
3 1 9
4 3 12
5 12 12
6 6 6
7 6 0

In degree 3, where J, first has a generator, the corresponding fatpoint ideal is
the ideal of the point (1 :1:1) = (z — 2,y — z) = F(3) and the dimension of
R/F(3) in degree 3 is obviously 1. In degree six we consider the fatpoint ideal

F(6) = (p7 N3 N3 N pa N ps N ps N 7).

To determine the dimension of (R/F(6))s, we need to understand effective di-
visors on X. We tackle this in the next section.

4 Effective Divisors and a solution when n = 3

From now on, we assume that ¢ is a linear degree function and j >
max{d(1),26(2),36(3)}, so all the generators are involved. Everything works
similarly for smaller degree; in fact, since there are fewer generators, it is sim-
pler. For seven general points in P2, Harbourne shows that the subsemigroup of
effective divisor classes on the surface X obtained by blowing up the points is
generated by the —1 curves. These consist of the exceptional divisors, lines thru
pairs of points, conics through any five points, and cubics through six points,
with a double point at the seventh. As the points specialize, these —1 curves
can become reducible, but the classes of their irreducible components generate
the subsemigroup of effective divisor classes.

For any divisor F', we take a Zariski decomposition of F' as G + Z, where G
is effective and n.e.f. Then H'(G) = H?(G) = 0 and

H(F) = H°(G).

In order to compute H°(D;) we need to determine the divisor G; [6] tells us to
intersect D; with the subsemigroup of effective divisor classes. When D; meets
a class negatively, subtract that class from D; and continue. Since we know
the actual locations of the seven points corresponding to the fatpoint ideal, we
need to compute the effective divisor classes. As in the previous section, let F;
be the exceptional divisor over a point p;, and Ej the class of the pullback of a
line.

Lemma 4.1 The negative curves on X are given by the six —2 curves corre-
sponding to lines thru three collinear points and the three —1 curves correspond-

ing to lines thru the pairs {ps,ps}, {p4,p6}, {P5,P6}:



Cioa = Ey—F1—E;—Fy

Ci3s = FEo—Ey—E3— E;
Ca3s = FEo— Ey— E3— Eg
Cier = FEo—FEi—Es— Er
Cos7 = Eo— FEy— Es — Er
C3y7 = FEo—FE3—Ey— FEr
Cis = Ey— Ey4— Es
Cy = Eq— Ey— Es
Cs¢ = Eq— Es — Es

Proof. Direct calculation. O

We return to Example 3.2:
Dg=6Fy —2FE) —2FEy —2F3 — B4y — E5 — Eg — 4F7

meets Cig7, Cas7, C347 negatively. These three curves are mutually orthogonal
and meet D; with the same multiplicity, so they can all be removed, and the
result is an effective, n.e.f. divisor:

G =3FEy—FE1 — FEy — E3 — Er.

The rest is easy: G? = 5,GK = =5, so H*(G) = 6 and H'(G) = 0. Similiar
computations show that this J, behaves generically.

This example illustrates the crucial idea for the general case. Observe that the

classes corresponding to lines with three collinear points (i.e. all the Cj 1) are
7

orthogonal. D; = jEy — > a;E; meets C24 negatively when

=1
J <ai+az+ay,

and since Ci24, C135, Ca36 each intersect D; with the same multiplicity, anytime
that we remove one class, we need to remove all three classes. Of course, this
depends on the fact that we began with a; = a2 = a3 and a4 = a5 = ag. In the
same vein,

Dj~0167 <01fj <ai+ag+ay,

and the curves Cig7, Cas7, C3a7 meet D; with the same multiplicity, so again,
when we remove one of these three, we have to remove all of them. The
point is that both of these reductions preserve the equality of the coefficients of
{El, EQ, Eg} and of {E4, E5, Eg}

Lemma 4.2 If j > ¢(1) + ¢(2) — 1, then D; meets Ci24, C135, Cass negatively.
Put

t1=j—2l-3k+2=j—¢(1) — ¢(2) + 2.
Then

3 6

D; = (j — 3t1)E0 — Z(al — 2t1)Ei — Z(ai — tl)Ei — a7E7
i=1 =4



meets Ciaa, C135, Caze non-negatively, and has H°(D;) = HO(DQ»).

Proof.
3 6
Dj — Cia4 — Cigs — Cags = (j — 3)Eo — Y _(ai —2)E; — ¥ _(a; — 1)E; — ar Br,
i=1 i=4
so substituting a; = j — ¢(1) + 1,a2 = ... shows that when

jz (1) +6(2) -1,

removing j — ¢(1) — ¢(2) + 2 copies of Cra4 + Ci3s + Caze from D; makes the
resulting divisor meet these classes non-negatively, and preserves the number of
global sections. O

Lemma 4.3 If j > 2¢(2) + ¢(3) — 1, then D; meets Cig7, Cosr, C3a7 negatively.
Put
ty=j—3l—2k+2=7j—26(2) — ¢(3) + 2.

Then
6

D} = (j = 3ta)Eo — > _(a; — t2) E; — (a7 — 3t2) By

i=1

meets Cig7, Cas7, C3a7 non-negatively, and has H°(D;) = HO(D}’)
Proof. Same as above. O
Lemma 4.4 D; can be reduced to G without using the classes Cys, Cs6, Csé .

Proof. We use the linearity of the degree function. D; meets Cys negatively if
J < a4 + as; from the initial values of ay = a5 = j — 2¢(2) + 1, Cy5 meets D;
negatively when j > 4¢(2) — 1 =41+ 4k — 1. But since I,k > 0, 4/ + 4k -1 >
21 4 3k — 1, and the constraint j > 2] + 3k — 1 is what indicates that D; meets
C124, C135, Ca3s negatively, so we can just remove these curves instead. O

It is easy to find degree functions where this lemma fails, but they cannot be
linear.

Theorem 4.5 Let ¢ be a linear degree function, a; and D; as in section 3. Put
t = maz{j — 6(1) — 6(2) +2,0}, t> = maz{j — 26(2) — 6(3) +2,0}

Then

3 6
G = (j — 3t1 — 3t2)E0 — Z(az — 2t1 — tQ)EZ — Z(al — tl — tQ)EZ — (CL7 — 3t2)E7

i=1 =4



is an effective, n.e.f. divisor with H°(D;) = H°(G) =

(j;?) _3<j+22—¢(1)) _3(j+2;2¢(2)) 3 <j+2;3¢(3))

(72 o)

o1 2720~ 60)

The first row is precisely the dimension when H*(D;) = 0, while the second row
is zero iff t1 < 2 and the third row is zero iff to < 2.

Proof. Combine the three previous lemmas for the first part; to compute the
dimension of H°(G) just apply Riemann-Roch. O

The theory of inverse systems tells us that dim H%(D;) = dim (R/Jy); as long
as j > max{¢(1),2¢(2),3¢(3)}, and a check of the above formula shows that
this dimension is zero when j = ¢(1) + #(2) + #(3) —2. Thus, the formula above
is valid when

o(1) +06(2) + ¢(3) — 2 = j = max{¢(1),2¢(2),3¢(3)}.

As noted, for smaller j the same computations apply, and we obtain:

Corollary 4.6 Forn =3 and ¢ linear, P(R/Jy,t) =

1 3¢6(D) _ 3426(2) _ 436(3) | 60()+6(2) | 1262 +6(3) _ 610(1)+6(2)+6(3)
(1—1)3 '

A degree function is called almost linear if
o(r) —¢(r+1)=kork+1Vrel.n—1.

When n = 3, an almost linear degree function satisfies the same key property
satisfied by a linear degree function. In particular, a divisor can be reduced
without ever using the classes Cj;.

Lemma 4.7 For an almost linear degree function, D; can be reduced to G with-
out using the classes Cys, Cyp, Csg.

Proof. There are two cases: First, if
o(1) —d(2) =k, 0(2) —¢(3) =k + 1,

then (b(l) e ¢(2) + k, ¢(3) e ¢(2) — k — 1. We know Dj meets Cig7, Cosr, C347

(1) +24(2)+34(3)
2

negatively if j > — 1; in the linear case, this is equivalent to



J > 26(2) + #(3) — 1. Just as in Lemma 4.4, Cy5 meets D; negatively when
Jj > 4¢(2) — 1. Substituting for ¢(1), ¢(3), we obtain

(1) + 2¢(22> +306) 1 _342) k- ; S 1<44(2) - 1.
The case ¢(1) —d(2) = k+1, ¢(2) — ¢(3) = k is similar; we conclude that for an

almost linear ¢, whenever we can remove a class Cj;, we can remove the classes
01677 0257, (347 instead. O

In is interesting to remark that in the linear case it was always the classes
Ci24, C135,Ca36 which could be removed instead of the C;;, whereas in the
almost linear case, the classes which can always be removed change to
Ci67,Cas7,C347. An almost linear degree function (which is not linear) does
not satisfy

B(1) +20(2) + 36(3) _
: —20(2) + 6(3),

so when ¢ is almost linear but not linear, we obtain a slightly modified version
of Theorem 4.5, with

3— (1) —2¢(2) —39(3)

to=|j+ 5

.

Postnikov and Shapiro note that when the degree function is not linear or almost
linear, they were unable to find a case where the equality of Theorem 1.1 held.
In general, the methods found here can be applied to determine the Hilbert
series of any ideal generated by powers of linear forms in three variables, as long
as there are at most seven generators.

5 Examples

Throughout this section G4 will denote an ideal of generic forms generated in
the same degrees as Jg and < means coefficientwise <, with a strict inequality
at some position.

Example 5.1 We revisit example 3.2. For this example we have:
P(R/Gy,t) = P(R/Jy,t) = P(R/I,t),
the Hilbert series for all three is

1+ 3t + 6t% + 9¢3 4+ 12t* + 12¢° + 6¢5.

Example 5.2 In this example we show that for a nonlinear degree function
there can be a strict inequality of Hilbert series

P(R/Gg,t) < P(R/Jg,t) < P(R/I,1).

10



Take the degree function ¢(1) = 7,¢(2) = 3,¢(3) = 1. Then
P(R/Gy,t) =1+ 3t + 61% + 9> +12¢* + 15t° + 15t + 9¢”

P(R/Jyt) = 1+ 3t + 6% + 9> + 12¢* + 15t° + 15¢5 + 9¢7 + 348
P(R/Iy,t) =1+ 3t +6t% + 9t* +12¢* + 15t° + 15¢5 + 127 + 6¢°

Example 5.3 We conclude with an example of an almost linear degree func-
tion. Let

o(1) =8,6(2) =5,0(3) = 3.
P(R/Gg,t) = ... +28t5 +36t7 + 42t + 45t + 42410 4 3311 4 18112
P(R/I4,t) = P(R/Jy,t) = ... +28t°+36t"+42t5 44517 +42¢*0+ 33t 11812 +6¢'3
We illustrate the computation of H®(Dj3). Since t; = 2 we first reduce to

D13 —2(Ci24 + Ci35 + Casg), yielding

6
D' =TE, — Z 2F; — 5Er.

=1

Finally, we check that to = 1 (this is the nonlinear t5), so

6
G = 4E, —ZEZ- — 2F;.
=1
We find
G2 - GKx

HO(G) = “—"== +1=6,

as expected.
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