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MONOMIAL IDEALS ARISING FROM DISTRIBUTIVE LATTICES

XINXIAN ZHENG

ABSTRACT. The free resolution and the Alexander dual of squarefreeamal ideals
associated with certain subsets of distributive latticesstudied.

INTRODUCTION

Let .Z be a finite distributive lattice. By Birkhoff’s fundamentsiructure theorem,
there is a unique poset (partially ordered $&guch thatZ is isomorphic to the poset
7 (P) consisting of all poset ideals (including the empty setPpbrdered by inclusion.
In fact, P can be chosen as the set of all join-irreducible element&’ofLet K be a
field andS= K[{xp,Yp} pep] the polynomial ring in 2P| variables oveK with degx, =1
and deyp = 1 for all p € P, and let.” C . be any subset afZ. The Hibi idealH o
associated with” is the monomial ideal iSgenerated by the monomialg with p € .7,
whereup = Xy()Yp\¢(p) @nd Wherel(p) is the principal poset idedlg € P: q < p} in P.

In [B] it is shown that for any poset idea¥ of ., the Hibi idealH , has a linear
resolution. In this article, we consider more generallyitlealH - where.” is a segment
of .Z (see Definitior ZI1). For example, any poset idgglor any poset coidea)? of
<, as well as their intersection are segments4n In the third section we describe in
Theoren 3B wheitd » NH , = Hyn », and in Theoreni 319 it is said when this ideal
has a linear resolution. In particular this answers a goestihich was raised i [8], see
Corollary[3TH andC316. We also show in Theofem13.10 thaidbal H » NH , has
always a linear resolution, i¥ U _¢ = Z and.y N _¢ = 0.

Let G be a Cohen—Macaulay bipartite graph on the verte¥ s8¢’ withV NV/ =0 and
V| = V| =n, andS=K|[xa,...,%n,Y1,--.,Yn] the polynomial ring over a fiel&. In [,
Theorem 2.4] the authors showed that the vertites{xi,...,x,} andV’' = {y1,...,yn}
can be labeled such that there exists a partial ordenV with the property thafx;,y; }
is an edge ofG if and only if x; < Xj. Moreover it is shown that foP = (V, <) the
distributive lattice_7 (P) satisfiesH*/(P) = 1(G). Here, for any subse?” of 7 (P) we
denote byH?, the defining ideal of the Stanley—Reisner of the Alexandaf dti”, where
I" is the simplicial complex defined by the equatidgy = Ir-.

Later, in [8] the authors considered more generally singdlmomplexed on the vertex
setV UV’ withV NV’ =0 and|V| = |V’| such that

(1) thereis nd= € . (A) with F C V,
2 G={FeZ(D): FNV #0, FnNV'+#0}isa Cohen—Macaulay bipartite graph
with no isolated vertex,
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and studied when the facet idé&l) of A is Cohen-Macaulay. As a further generalization
we consider in the second section of this article simplicahplexesA satisfying only
condition (2), and show (Theordm™P.4) tllais unmixed and each minimal vertex cover
of A has cardinalityn if and only if there exists a segment of some distributive lattice
< such thaH?, = 1(A).

| would like to thank Jurgen Herzog for many helpful comnsesmdd discussions.

1. PREPARATIONS

In this section we recall some basic facts on lattices anglgsral complexes and fix
some notation. As a general reference for posets and kttiegefer the reader tbl[5] and
[9], and to [10], [2] and[[Ti1] concerning simplicial compks Stanley-Reisner and facet
ideals.

Let P be any finite poset (partially ordered set), anddef € P with a < 8. The set

[a,B]={ycP:a<y<B}

is called thanterval betweena andf in P.

Let P be a poset and,3 € P. If a < 3 and for each elemenpte P with a <y < 3,
we have eithey = a or y = 3, then we say3 coversa, or a is alower neighborof 3, or
B is anupper neighboof a.

An element in a posdé® may have more than one upper neighbor (resp. lower neighbor)
or have no upper neighbor (resp. lower neighbor). An elernreatposetP which has
exactly one lower neighbor is calledj@n irreducible elemenof P. The set of all join
irreducible elements with the induced order is a poseteddhejoin irreducible subposet
of P. Conversely, an element in a po&etvhich has exactly one upper neighbor is called
ameet irreducible elemeitf P.

A chainis a poset in which any two elements are comparable. A sibséta poset
P is called achainif C is a chain when regarded as a subpose®.ofThe length ¢(C)
of a finite chain is defined by(C) = |C| — 1. Thelength (or rank) of a finite poset
Pis ¢(P) := max{{(C) : Cis a chain ofP}. If every maximal chain oP has the same
lengthr, then we sayP is graded of rank r In this case there is a uniquank function
p:P—{0,...,r} suchthap(a)=0if aisaminimal element d?, andp() =p(a)+1
if B coversa in P. If p(a) =i, then we sayr hasrank i.

Later, we need thdual posebf P. This is the poseP on the same set & but such
thata < B in Pifand only if 8 < a in P.

A latticeis a poset? for which each pair of elementsandf3 has a least upper bound
(called thgoin of a andf3, denoted by Vv 3) and a greatest lower bound (called theet
of a andf3, denoted bya A ).

One sees immediately from the definition that in a latti€ethere is a unique element
u satisfies thap > o for any a € . This element is called theaximumof £, and
denoted byl. Similarly, there is a unique elemensatisfiesy < a foranya € . This
element is called theinimumof ., and denoted b.

A poset ideal (coidealpf a posetP is a subset of P such that ifa € | andf8 < a
(B > a), thenp € 1. The maximal (minimal) elements Inare called thgeneratorsof I.

The set of generators is denoted® ).
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Remark 1.1. Let| C P. Then the following conditions are equivalent:
(1) I is a poset ideal (coideal) iR;
(2) P\ | is a poset coideal (ideal) &
(3) I'is a poset coideal (ideal) 6%

Let P be an arbitrary finite poset and writg (P) for the poset which consists of all
poset ideals oP ordered by inclusion.

For example, ifP is an antichain, i.e., any two elements®fre incomparable, then
7 (P) = %p, whereZp is the Boolean lattice consisting of all subset$ofThe rank of
Ap is the cardinality of.

Since the uniomUJ and the intersectionnJ of poset ideal$ andJ of P are also poset
ideals ofP, the poset # (P) is in fact a lattice.

We say that a posét is isomorphicto a poseQ if there exists a bijectio® : P — Q
such thatr < B inPifandonlyif 8(a) < 6(fB)in Q.

The most important class of lattices from the combinatq@ht of view is the dis-
tributive lattice. And one of the most influential resultstive classical lattice theory is
Birkhoff's fundamental structure theorem for the finitetdlzutive lattice.

Theorem 1.2(Birkhoff). Let.Z be a finite distributive lattice. Then there exists a unique
(up to isomorphism) poset P such th#tis isomorphic to 7 (P).

One finds the proof, for example, in [9, Theorem 3.4.1]. Iri,fRcan be chosen as the
join irreducible subposet of’.

The outline of the proof is as follows: Le¥ be a finite lattice, and Ie® be the set of
join irreducible elements of/. As in [8] we associate to each elemgnt ¥ the poset
ideal/(p) = {ge P: q< p} of P. This establishes a mdp .2 — _# (P), which we call
thecanonical embeddinigito the distributive lattice# (P). Note that’ is an isomorphism
if and only if Z is distributive.

We call the cardinality of (p) thedegreeof p, and denote it by deg

The map/ has the following properties.

Lemma 1.3. Let.Z be a finite lattice/ the canonical embedding andts . any two
elements. We have
(1) s=tifand only if/(s) =
(2) s<tifandonly if{(s) C
(3) £(S)NL(t) = ((SAY).

This lemma implies in particular thétis an injective order preserving map. In general
however/ is not an embedding of lattices.
As a consequence of Remérk]1.1 we have the following

Lemma 1.4.2 =~ 7 (P).

(
(

)

(ot
0

Proof. Letq e #. Since the underlying set oF is the same as that o, we may apply

(: £ — g (P)toqg. ThenZ — #(P),q~— P\/(q) is the desired isomorphism. O

We now introduce the squarefree monomial idda}t associated with a finite lattice
Z. LetK be a field ands= K[{Xp,Yp}per| the polynomial ring in P| variables oveK.
3



For each elemerg € . write

Ug = Xp Yp
pelz!q) peF':!’(q)

and seH ¢ = (Ug)ge.#. We callH ¢ theHibi ideal of 2. It is easy to see that the height
of Hy is 2.

Recall that a finite lattice” is upper semimodulaf .# satisfies either of the following
two conditions.

(1) . is graded, and the rank functignof . satisfiesp(a) +p(B) > p(a AB) +
p(avp)foralla,p e Z.
(2) If a andp both covera A 3, thena Vv 3 covers botho and 3.

Among the upper semimodular lattices the distributivedat can be characterized al-
gebraically. For this we need following concept: lié&te a monomial ideal in a polynomial
ring with the (unique) minimal se(l) of monomial generators. The iddais called a
linear quotient idealf the elements o65(1) can be orderedy, ..., uy, such that the colon
ideals(uy, ...,Ui_1) : Uj are generated by variables| ls squarefree, theln= (uy, . .., Un)
is a linear quotient ideal (in this order) if and only if forada and eachy < i there exists
k <i such thatuy/[uk, U] is a variable which divides;. Here[u,Vv] denotes the greatest
common divisor ol and\v.

It is easy to see that a linear quotient ideals a linear resolution, if all generators of
| have the same degree.l lis an ideal with linear resolution, then all generators bave
the same degree, sdy In this case we also sdyhas ad-linear resolution.

The following characterization of finite distributive l&s is an immediate conse-
qguence of([8, Theorem 1.3].

Proposition 1.5. Let .Z be an arbitrary finite upper semimodular lattice. The foliow
conditions are equivalent:

(1) £ is distributive;

(2) H¢ has linear quotients;

(3) H has a linear resolution;

(4) Hy has linear relations.

Now we recall some concepts related to simplicial compled fix some notation.
Let A be a simplicial complex on the vertex gef = {1,...,n}, R=K]|xg,...,X] the
polynomial ring inn variables over a fiel&. We denoteZ (A) the set of facets (maximal
faces) ofA. The simplicial complex

A ={[nN\F: F ZA}

is called theAlexander duabf A. One hagAY)Y = A.

A vertex covef A is a setG C [n] such thatGNF # 0 for all F € .#(A). We say a
vertex covelG of A is minimal, if each proper subset @ is not a vertex cover ah. We
denote by# (A) the set of minimal vertex covers &f If all the minimal vertex cover of
A have the same cardinality, then we gais unmixed ForF = {iy,...,ix} C [n], let P:
be the prime ideal generated Ry, ..., x;,, and seF ¢ = [n]\ F. As usual we denote by
the Stanley—Reisner ideal aKdA| = R/l the Stanley—Reisner ring &f The following
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proposition is an elementary but important property of tken®y—Reisner ideal. One
finds the proof for example in]2, Theorem 5.1.4].

Proposition 1.6. LetA be a simplicial complex over the vertex &gt Then
la= () Pee.
FeZ (D)
Thefacet idealis defined to be
1(A) = (xg: F € Z(D)),

wherexe = [icg Xi-
LetT be the unique simplicial complex such that=1(I"). Then

(1) la= (] P and lav=(x:Fe?(I)).
Fee()
SetA® = (F¢: F € #(A)). Then
(2) Iav = [ (A°).

The easy proofs can be found for examplelin [7].

The proof of the following simple lemma can be found for ex&ip [4, Proposition
1.8].
Lemma 1.7. Let A be a simplicial complex on the vertex $etand I(A) the facet ideal
of A. Then an ideal P= (X, ...,X) is @ minimal prime of (A) if and only if{i1,...,is}
is a minimal vertex cover df.

Let A be a simplicial complex and the unique simplicial complex with- =1 (A). By
using Propositiof 116 and the previous lemma, we have:

Corollary 1.8. A subset F ofn] is a facet of” if and only if F¢ is a minimal vertex cover
of A.

We say an ideal in a ring R is Cohen—Macaulayf R/I is a Cohen—Macaular-
module. LetA be a simplicial complex such thitA) is a Cohen—Macaulay ideal. Since
any Cohen—Macaulay simplicial complex is pure, using Gardl.8, we haveé\ is un-
mixed.

Let| be a squarefree monomial ideal. THes I for some simplicial compleA. For
the convenience we write for I5v.

Lemma 1.9. Let | and J be two squarefree monomial ideals. Then

(INJ)* =1"+J".
Proof. Let P be a monomial prime ideal iR. ThenlNJ C Pifand onlyifl CPorJCP.
The assertion follows fronil1). O

The following theorem gives important algebraic proparbéAlexander duality.

Theorem 1.10.Let K be a fieldA a simplicial complex,A the Stanley—Reisner ideal and
K[A] the Stanley—Reisner ring &f Then
(1) (Eagon—Reinef]3]K[A] is Cohen—Macaulay—> I, has a linear resolution.
(2) (Herzog—Hibi-zZhend]7]A is shellablee=> 15+ has linear quotients.
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2. A CLASS OF UNMIXED SIMPLICIAL COMPLEXES

A simplicial complexA on the vertex sen] is Cohen—Macaulaypver a fieldK, if the
Stanley—Reisner ide# of A is a Cohen—Macaulay ideal, while for a graBhwe sayG
is Cohen—Macaulay, if the edge idééG) of G is a Cohen—Macaulay ideal.

A graphG is bipartiteif its vertex setv can be partitioned into disjoint subs&sand
V5 such that every edggvi, o} of G satisfiesv; € Vi andv, € V. Let G be a bipartite
graph with no isolated vertex on the vertex'getV’, whereV NV’ =0 and|V| = [V'|. In
[6, Theorem 2.4], the authors showed that a bipartite géagha Cohen—Macaulay if and
only if 1(G) = H¥, for some distributive latticeZ. Later in [8], the authors considered
simplicial complexed\ on the vertex se¥ UV’ with V NV’ = 0 and|V| = |V'|, such that

(1) there is nd= € #(A) with F C V, and
2 G={Fe.Z(h):FNV #0, FnNV'+#0}isa Cohen—Macaulay bipartite graph
with no isolated vertex,
and showed when the facet idé&d) of A is Cohen—Macaulay, see€ [8, Theorem 4.3].

In this section we will consider a further generalizatiormbiorem 2.4 in[[6]. For this

we need some preparation.

The poset ideals and poset coideals of lattices are spetiaéts of lattices. Now we
introduce a more general class of subsets of lattices:

Definition 2.1. Let .Z be a lattice. A subse¥’ of .Z is called asegmenof %, if for all
p,q € . with p < g, we havep,q] C .7.

It is clear that any poset ideal and any poset coideal of @éaf’ are segments of’.
Furthermore, we have

Lemma 2.2. Let .Z be a lattice,.” a subset ofZ. Then the following statements are
equivalent:

(1) .7 is a segment o/

(2) .7 is the intersection of a poset ideal and a poset coidea&of

Proof. (1) = (2): Let.¥ = {r € £ there exists an elemest .# such that < s} and
7 ={r e Z: there exists an elemest . such thatr > s}. Then.7 is a poset ideal
of Z and _¢ is a poset coideal of’. For anysc ., we havesc .# N _¢. This implies
< C 7N _¢. Now letr be an arbitrary element it N _¢. Then there exisp,q € ./
such thatp <r <q, i.e.,,r € [p,q]. Since.” is a segment, we havec .. Hence
INJCS.

(2) = (1): Assume’ = . N _7Z, where. is a poset ideal ofZ and ¢ is a poset
coideal of Z. Letr € [p,q] with p,q € .¥ andp < g. Sinceq € .# andr < ¢, we have
rec.#.Sincepe # andr > p, we haver ¢ _7. Hencer ¢ # N ¢ = .. Thisimplies
that.” is a segment afZ. O

Remark 2.3. Let.” be a segment of a lattic®. The posetideal and poset coidea)y
with the property” = .# N _¢ are not uniquely determined. The poset id¢aand poset
coideal ¢ in the proof (1)= (2) of Lemm&Z.P are the minimal one with this property.

Let G be a Cohen—Macaulay bipartite graph on the vertex/seV’ withV NV’ =0
and|V| = |V/| =n, andS= K|xg,...,Xn, Y1, --,Yn] the polynomial ring over a fiel&.
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Recall from [6, Theorem 2.4] that the verticés= {xy, ..., X} andV’ = {y1,...,yn} can
be labeled such that there exists a partial ordesn V with the property thafx;,y;}
is an edge ofG if and only if x; < Xj. Moreover it is shown that foP = (V, <) the
distributive lattice_# (P) satisfiesH*/(P) = 1(G). We denote this lattice by’ (G). As a
generalization of this result we have:

Theorem 2.4.LetA be a simplicial complex on the vertex setV’ with VNV’ = 0 and
V| =|V’|. Supposethat& {F € . Z(A): FNV #0, FNV’'#0}isaCohen—Macaulay
bipartite graph with no isolated vertex. Then the followsuanditions are equivalent:

(1) Ais unmixed, and all minimal vertex covers/ohave cardinality]V|;
(2) there exists a lattice segmest C . (G) such that H, = I (A).

Proof. (1) = (2): Letl be the (unique) simplicial complex defined by the equatjos

| (A). SinceA is unmixed, we have€ is pure. LetV = {x1,..., %} andV’' = {y1,....¥n}
with the labeling as described before this theorem. Sinisea complex with B vertices
and the minimal vertex cover & has cardinalityn, it follows from Corollary[ L8, that
|F| = nfor eachF € .Z(I).

Let o be the simplicial complex odf UV’ with I, = | (G). Then any minimal vertex
cover ofA is a minimal vertex cover ob. Indeed, a minimal vertex covérof A is also
a vertex cover of3, and it has cardinality, by assumption. On the other hand, site
contains all the edgels«, y; }, each vertex cover db has at least cardinality. HenceC
is a minimal vertex cover db.

It follows that each facet df is a facet of o. In other words, each minimal nonface of
Y is a minimal nonface of §. Therefore G(lIrv) C G(lry) = G(Hg(g))- Thatis, there
exists a subset’ # 0 of Z(G), such thalG(Irv) = {us: s€ .}, and this implies that
|(A) =H*,.

Now, v{/ﬂhat we must prove is that for anyq € . with p < q one hag/p,q] C ..
Suppose, on the contrary, there exist two eleménénd & of £ (G) with £ < §, and
y € Z(G) such thaty € [€,0] buty ¢ .77

Recall that the elements a¥(G) are poset ideals d? = (V,<). To simplify the
notation, we will assume tha§ = {x1,...,x}, y={X1,....%} and d = {xq,..., X}
with | <r < k. Sinceé = {xg,...,x} € ., we havex;---Xyj11--¥n € G(H). Thus
{X1,---sX, Y141, --,Yn} IS @ minimal vertex cover d. It follows from Corollary[I.8 that
{y1,-- -, ¥1,X41,---, %} € Z(I'). By the same reason we ha{g, . .., Yk, Xk+1,---,Xn} €
F (M), but{ys,....¥r, X+1,.... %} & -#(I'). Hence there exists a monomial generator
of Ir = 1(A) such thatu does not dividey; - - - YiXkr1- - Xn @ndys -+ -y X1+ - - X, but di-
videsys - - yrX 41 - - Xn. Hence there exists anwith r <i <k, such thak; | uand aj with
| < j <r such thatyj | u. By our assumption, = xyj. By our labeling of the vertices
it follows thatx < x;j in P. Sincej <r, we have thak; € y. Sincey is a poset ideal it
follows that alsox; € y. This is impossible, since> r.

(2) = (1): Since all generators dfi - are of same degree and sindg, = I(4), it
follows thatA is unmixed. U

The following two simplicial complexes are unmixed and Sfgtithe assumption in
TheorenZHW withVy = {a,b,c,d}, V3 = {u,v,w,x}, andVy = {a,b,c}, V;, = {u,v,w}.
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The segments” and.#” such that (A) = H, andl(A") = HY,, are given in the next
figures. For the simplicity, sets in these figures are writemimonomials. For example
abcd stands for{a,b,c,d}. The elements of the segments are indicated by the bullet
vertices.

abcd
abc
abc bcd
ab ﬂ bc ab } ‘ bc
a ' C a ' C
0 0
54 7!

Note that the facet ide&(A) of d is Cohen—Macaulay, while the facet idéad’) of A’
is not. This is because the idddl, = {avwx buwx cuvx abwx acvx bcux abcx bedu}
has a linear resolution, while the ide4l,» = {avw buw cuvabwacv bcu} has no linear
resolution. It is therefore of interest to know for which #iof segments” of a finite
distributive latticeZ, the ideaH » has a linear resolution.

3. LATTICE SEGMENTS AND POSET IDEALS

We use the notation as in the previous sections. We havelglsegn that” = ./ N _7
where.7 is a posetideal angZ a poset coideal i?. In caseH » =H_»NH », necessary
and sufficient conditions fad .~ to have a linear resolution will be given. We will also
discuss whetly =H,NH 4.

Let p € .Z, and setN(p) for the set of lower neighbors, amd(p) for the set of upper
neighbors ofp.

Let P be the set of join-irreducible elements &f, and < a total order onZ which
extends the partial order dh For a subset C P andq € P we set

A(gT) = |{I’8€ T:r<q}



For each elemerg € N(p), we havel/(p) \ /(g)| = 1. We denote the unique element in
(p)\4(q) by p\g. Letpe 2, SC N(p) andT C M(p). We setp\ S={p\s: s€ S},
andT \p={t\p:teT}. Note thatp\ SandT \ p both are subset ¢?. Let p € . and
SC.Z. We also sepvS={pVvs:seS}andpArS={pAs:seS}. The following
theorem is shown iri]8]:

Theorem 3.1(Herzog-Hibi-Zheng[[B]) Let.Z be finite meet-semilattice.

(1) There exists a finite multigraded free S-resolutidof H, such that for each
i > 0, the free modul&; has a basis with basis elements

b(p; S

where pe . and SC N(p) with |§ =i. The multidegree of (p; S) is the least
common multiple of giand all monomials giwith g€ S.
(2) The following conditions are equivalent:
(a) the resolution constructed if1) is minimal,
(b) for any pe - and for any proper subsetSN(p) the mee\{q: q € S} is
strictly greater than the meét{q: q< N(p)}.
(3) If Fis minimal, then the differential in IF is as follows: for each g ¢ and each
SC N(p), one has

d(b(p;S)) = ZS(—l)“p\q;p\S)(y \aP(P: S\ {a}) — Xp\gb(a;aA (S\{a})).
qe

Corollary 3.2. Let.Z be a finite distributive lattice and” a poset ideal (coideal) of/.
Then the minimal free resolution of His linear.

Proof. Let .# be a poset ideal af/. Then.7 is a meet-semilattice, and has property
(2)(b) of Theoreni311. Hence the free resolutiotgf as described in TheordmB.1(1) is
minimal. For anyp € .# and anySC N(p), the total degree df(p; S) equals rank” +|S.
This shows that the resolution bif 7 is linear. _ s
Now assume tha¥ is a poset coideal. Then by Remarkl14. ,is a poset ideal iZ.
ThereforeH > has alinear resolution by the first part of the proof. By Lenfim¥h(and its

proof) the canonical labelingof . is given byZ”V( p) =P\ ¢(p) for all p € Z. It follows
thatH ~ is generated by the monomialg = i) YP\iip) = XP\Up)Ye(p)- Now we apply

the foIIowmg involution

3) 0 K[{Xp,Yp}pep| = K[{Xp,Yp}pepl, Xp=>Yp and yp— xp,

and we obtairo(H ;) = H . This shows thatl » has a linear resolution, too. [

As we have already seen that for a poset id€abnd a poset coidea)? of a finite
distributive lattice., the idealH andH , both have linear resolutions, one might
except that if we write” = .# N _# for some poset idea¥ and some poset coidegt
of ZandifHy =H,N H 7, then the ideaH & has a linear resolution. However there
are two questions arising: (1) wheéty, , =H.,NH , and (2) whetheH » NH , has
a linear resolution. In general, the intersection of twaaldevith linear resolutions need

not to have a linear resolution, even for the special ideblsandH ,. For example,
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consider the Boolean lattic#; of rank 3, and let¥ = %3\ {1} and _# = %3\ {0}.
ThenH s » =H,NH 4, butit has no linear resolution.

To see whet s  =HNH , and wherH » NH ; has a linear resolution, we need
some preparation.

Let .# be a poset ideal of a finite distributive latticé and letF be the minimal free
resolution ofH ¢ andP the minimal free resolution dfl ,. Then by Theorerhi:3.1 one
sees thaP is a subcomplex af. More precisely we have

Lemma 3.3. For each i> 0 there exists an injective major;(K,H ) — Tor(K,Hy)
which maps the basis elementl) of Tor; (K, H_») to the corresponding basis elements
of Tor(K,H).

For convenience, in this lemma and the remaining of this@ethe basis elements in a
free resolution and corresponding basis in the Tor-grotpdenoted by the same symbol.

Let # be a poset coideal of. Then j:is a poset ideal ofZ. LetF be the min-
imal multigraded free resolution ¢1 - and T the minimal multigraded free resolution
of H/~, as described in TheorefnB.1. Th&ns a subcomplex oF, and the injective
map Tor(K, H]) — Tori(K,H ) is as described in LemniaB.3. SinoeH ;) = Hy,
we haveo (FF) is a minimal multigraded free resolution bify. SinceF is also a minimal
multigraded free resolution ¢l &, it is natural to ask what is the isomorphic chain map

fromF to F.
To answer this question we need the following two lemmata:

Lemma 3.4. Let . be the dual of the distributive lattic& and F the minimal multi-
graded free resolution ofpl;}as in Theorer311. Then

(1) for each i> 0, the free modulds has a basis with basis eIemerE@r;T) with

re.#, TCM(r)in ¢ and|T| =i. The multidegree di(r; T) is the least common
multiple ofuy and all monomialsis with s T;

(2) the differentiald in F is as follows: for each £ . and each TC M(r), one has

a(b(r;T)) = Z(—l) AT (v b(r; T\ {8}) =X, B(si sV (T\ {8})))-

Proof. We may assume thaitis a minimal free resolution dﬂgas described in Theorem

B.1. Iberefore? has a basib(r; T) wherer ¢ # andT is a subset of lower neighbors of
rin.Z. Moreover, we have

o(b(r;T)) = Z(— ) (\Srm(yg( oD TA{S)) =%, g P(SISA (T \ {8})),

WhererA\/s denote the unique eIementE(r) \ £(s) andrA\fl' the set{?( )\U(s): seT}.
Notice that for any elememte 2 (hencer € .Z, t00), a lower (upper) neighbor ofin
Zis just a upper (lower) neighbor ofin .2, and for any two elemerg andq in Z, the

meet (join) ofp andqin Zis just the join (meet) of them Y.
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Letr € % andsa lower neighbor of in . We have

L)\ (s) = (P\L(r)\ (P\£(s)) = s\ 1

and
A\ST\T) =A@\ {UO\I(s): SETH =A(S\r;{s\r:seT}) =A(s\r;T\r).
Thus we obtain the desired formula. O

Let Sbe any subset of. We setvS= Vv{s: sc S} andAS= A{s: s€ S}.

Lemma 3.5. Let % be a finite distributive lattice, g . and SC N(p) with |§ = . Let
r=A{q: g€ S}, and T the set of all upper neighbors of r in the interfrap]. Then

(1) |T|=1and VT = p;

(2) lem(up, {Uq}qes> = lem(ur, {Us}scT);

(3) forany r # rand T' C M(r’), one hadem(uy/, {uy }ge1) # lem(up, {Uqg}ges).

Proof. (1) Since.Z is a distributive lattice, the interval, p| is a Boolean lattice. Hence
IT|=|9=iandVT = p.

(2) The monomial associated is Up = Xy(p)Yp\¢(p)» WhereP is the set of join irre-
ducible elements ofZ’. Letq € N(p). Thenug = Xyp)\ (p\g)Y(P\¢(p))u(p\q)- HENCE

lcm(up, {Uq}aes) = Xu(p)Y(P\e(p))U(Uges(P\G))-

On the other hand((r) = £(p) \ (Uges(P\ @), Ur = X¢(p)\ (Uges(p\@) YP\(4(P)\Uges(P\G)) -
Sincel(p) = 4(r) U (UseT £(S)), we have

lem(ur, {UskseT) = Xo(p) YR\ (¢(p)\ (Uges(P\a)))-
Sincel(p) € P andUpes(p\ ) € P, we have

(P\e(p)uU(UJ(p\a) =P\ P\ J(p\a).

ges ges

Hence (2) follows.
(3) As in the proof of (2) we see that tlyepart of lcm(u,/, {ug }¢7/) €quals the/-part
of up. Since for any’ = r, we have/(r’') # ¢(r). The assertion follows from (2). O

We fix some notation. For each element . andT C M(r), we writerT for the join
of all elements irT, andT, the set of all lower neighbors of in the intervallr,rT].

The polynomial ringS viewed as é&-module via the involutioro : S— Sis denoted
by ?S. LetF be the minimal free resolution of the idetdl > with basis eIemen@(r;T)
as described in Lemnia.4. ThE®s Swith basis elements(r; T) ®s1 is a minimal
free resolution ob(H ;) = Hy. We denote the compleéx®s°Sby o(F) and the basis

elementd(r; T) ®s1 by o (b(r;T)).
Proposition 3.6. Let . be a finite distributive lattice, and | andF be the ‘minimal
multigraded free resolutions of $A and H_-, respectively. Then the map: o(F) — F

with (o (b(r; T))) = (—1)/Tlb(rT; T;) is an isomorphism of complexes.
11



Proof. Letse T andq= V{s € T: § #s}. Let|T| =i. By Lemmd3}4, we have

@7 1(a(o(b(r;T))))
-~ m_1<zr<—1>“s\”\f (Yorb(r; T\ {S}) —xe/b(s; 5V (T\ {s}))))

= Z( DT (g bV TMED; (sv (T {8}))s) — X D(r T (T\ {8})r))

= Z( DT (yg (¥ (TVED; (v (T {8}))s) — x5 DT (T {8})r)).

ES

On the other hand sinc# is a distributive lattice, the intervéd,rT] is a Boolean lattice.
Henceqe€ Ty, rT \g=s\r andrT\ T, = T\ r. Furthermore, we have

(sV(T\{s}))s=Tr\q
and
M =g, (T\{shr=an(T\{a}).
These facts together with Theoré€ml3.1 yields

G)  a(m(o(b(r;T)))) =a((-1)'b(r";T))
= Z(—1)“““‘*“”“(yﬂ\qbuT:Tr\q>—er\qb<q;qA<Tr\{q}>>

qely

= Z( DA (v (s (TS (s (T {8}))s) — X, b(r T (T\ {5})0)).
Sc
¢From[@) and{5) one sees thmis an isomorphism of complexes. O

Let T andF be the minimal free resolutions cbf;; and Hg as described in Theo-

rem31, and let: T — F be the injective complex homomorphism which maps the basis
elementd(r; T) of T to the corresponding basis element&ofThen we have the follow-
ing sequence of complex homomorphisms:

s |

T y

Let ¢ be the map from TdK, H/~) to Tor(K,H ) induced byrro o o1.
As a consequence of the previous proposition, we now have:

25 oF) —— F.

Corollary 3.7. For each i> 0 the mapy; : Tor; (K,H

maps the basis elemerit&’; T) of Tor; (K, H
Tor (K, Hy).

/N) — Tor(K,H) is injective and
/N) to the basis elements-1)/TIb(rT; T;) of

Now we are ready to present one of the main results of thisosect

Theorem 3.8. Let £ be a finite distributive lattice,” a poset ideal and # a poset
coideal of.Z such that/ U ¢ = 2. Then Hy » =HNH 4 if and only if for each
pair p,q € . with ge N(p), either pe S orqe 7.

12



Proof. We may assume that”| > 1, because otherwise the assertions are trivial.
Notice thatH s » C HsNH , holds always, antl  "H , C Hn » if and only if
all generators oH » NH , have degree, wherer is the rank ofZ".
Consider the long exact Tor-sequence

—>Tor1(K,Hﬂ)@Tor1(K,H/) L) TOI’]_(K,Hy-l-H/) L) TOI’o(K,HyﬁHj)

— Torg(K,Hz) @ Torg(K,H ) —— Torg(K,Hys+H ) —— 0
arising from the short exact sequence
0—>HjﬂH/—>HjEBH/—>Hj+H/—>O.

SinceZ = U ¢, it follows thatHy = H, +H », and sinceH, has anr-linear
resolution we have TiK,Hy)iyj =0 if j #r, and Tof(K,H¢)14r # 0. Thus we see
that all generators dfl  N"H , have degree if and only if oy is a zero map, i.63; is a
surjective map.

By Lemmal[3.B we have that th€-vector spaceB;(Tor1(K,H ~)) is spanned by the
elementsb(p;{q}) with p € .# andq € N(p), and by Corollaryi-317 we have that the
vector spac; (Tory (K, H ,)) is spanned by the elemert&tP}; { p}q) = b(p; {q}) with
qe # andp € M(q). It follows that the image of; is spanned by the subset

B'={b(p;{q}): p€ # andge N(p), or g€ _# andge N(p)}
of the basis
B={b(p;{a}): pe £ andqe N(p)}

of Tor1(K,H). Therefore3; is surjective if and only iB’ = B. This implies the asser-
tion. O

It is clear that if #/ N ¢ # 0 andH_ » # Hy NH 4, then not all generators of
H.NH , have the same degree. Therefore in this case, thetitlealH , has no linear
resolution. However in cas¢' N ¢ # 0 andH y , =H.,NH , we have

Theorem 3.9. Let £ be a finite distributive lattice,” a poset ideal and # a poset
coideal of Z such that/ U ¢ = Z. If Hysn » =H,NH ~, then the following state-
ments are equivalent:

(1) HyNH » has alinear resolution;
(2) for each element g ., either pe .# or AN(p) € _7;
(3) for each element € .Z, eitherre ¢ or VM(r) € 7.

Proof. We may assume that”’| > 1.

(2) = (3): Assume there exists some elemert.Z such thar ¢ ¢ andp= VM(r)
does not belong to”. Since.Z is a distributive lattice, the interval, p] is a Boolean lat-
tice. HenceAN(p) =r. Therefore we havp ¢ .# andr = AN(p) ¢ _#, a contradiction.

By the same argument, one sees that (3) implies (2).
13



Now, we prove that the conditions (1) and (2) are equival@unsider the long exact
Tor-sequence

o Tona (K Hy) @ Tora (K H ) 225 Tonsa (K Hy) —2 Tor(K,Hy NH 4)
— Tori(K,Hy) & Tor(K,H ») — Tor(K,Hgy) ——
arising from the short exact sequence
O—HyNHy; —Hs®H y —Hy —0.

Here we used tha¥ U ¢ = ., so thatH , +H , = Hy. Letr =rankZ. Since the
idealH, NH , =H.n # is generated in degreeit has a linear resolution if and only if

Qit1j

Tori;1(K,Hg)j — Tor(K,H,sNH »);
is the zero map for alf #i+r and alli > 0, since the idealsl , andH , haver-
linear resolutions. Since the idddl, has arr-linear resolution, the map;i,, ; = O for
j#i+1+r. HenceH s NH , has a linear resolution if and onlydf; ;1 1+ = O for all
i > 0, and this is the case if and onlygf, 1 ;1 is surjective for ali > 0.
We argue as in the proof of Theoréml3.8. The set

Biri={b(p;S): peZandSC N(p), |§=i+1}

is aK-basis of Tor, 1(K,H)i+1.r. Using Lemmd_3]3 and Corollafy B.7 we see that the
set
.1 = {b(p;S):pe.sandSC N(p), |9 =i+1}
U {b(r";T):re #andT Cc M(r),|T|=i+1}

spans the image @ 11+r. Thusfi 1114 is surjective if and only iBi’+1 = Bj 4 for
alli > 0. Note thatB, ; C Bj 1. Suppose condition (2) holds, and &tp;S) € Bj 1. If
pe .7, thenb(p;S) € B . If pg .7, thenpe 7. Letr = AS It follows from condition
(2)thatr € 7. LetT be the set of upper neighborsroh the intervalr, p. Thenp=rT
andS=T,, and hencé(p;S) = b(rT; T;) belongs tdB], ;.

Conversely assume thf, ; = Bj 1. In particular, for allp € .# we haveb(p;N(p)) €
B"N(p)‘. So eitherp € .7 or there is someé € _# andT C M(r) such thatp =rT and

Tr = N(p). SinceAT; =r, it follows thatAN(p) =r whichisin _¢. O

Up to now, we always assume th#tu ¢ = ¢ and.¥ N _¢# # 0. Now we consider
the cases U 7 = Z and.y N _¢ = 0. In this casel s , # HyNH . However, we
have:

Theorem 3.10.Let .Z be a finite distributive lattice,”# a poset ideal and ¢ a poset
coideal ofZ. If U ¢ =2 and.# N _¢ =0, then the ideal B NH , has a linear
resolution.

This theorem follows immediately from the following two |emata.

Lemma 3.11. Under the assumption of Propositibn 3.10, the idegl HIH , is gener-
ated by the monomialsm(up, ug) with pe _#, ge .# and qe N(p). In particular, all

generators of B-NH , are of degreeank ¥’ + 1.
14



Proof. Since.# N _# =0, all generators off  NH , have degree greater than the rank
of Z. LetH = (lcm(up,uqg) : p€ _Z,q€ . andg e N(p)). Itis clear thatH C H N
SinceH ., andH , both are monomial ideals, the intersectidn N H/ is again
a monomlal ideal. Let be any monomial irH s NH ». Then there exist € .# and
se #, such thauymandusim. LetC be any chain betweenA s andr vs. Since.#
is a poset ideal and#? is a poset coideal, ande ., sc _#, we haver Asc .# and
rvse #.Hence there exigt,qc C suchthage .#, pe ¢ andqis alower neighbor
of p. We claim lcn{up, ug)|m. To see this, we writen = [, X3y? asmym, where
my = .y X andm, = []{_;y*, and as before we write, = X,)Yp\ /(t), WhereP is the
set of join irreducible elements a¥. Sincel(p) C £(r V's), we havex; p Xy rvs)- Since
ur|[mandus|m, we havex,s)|mand hence ) |my. By the same argument we see that
Yp\¢(g)|My- Hence Ienfup, Ug) = Xy (p)Yp\¢(q) dividesm. O

Lemma 3.12. Let R be a polynomial ring over a field K, | and J ideals in R. Sgapl,
J and I+ J have d-linear resolutions. If all elements ofl& J) have degree d-1, then
the ideal InJ has a(d + 1)-linear resolution.

Proof. Consider the long exact Tor-sequence

ﬁ|+1

-~ — Torip1 (K, 1) @ Tory1(K,J) —— Tori+1(K, I +3) —= Tor(K,1NJ)

— Tor(K,)®Tor(K,J) —— Tor(K,1+J) ——

Sincel, J andl +J haved-linear resolutions. It follows that TdiK, I); = Tor;(K,J)j =0
foranyj #i+dand Tor;1(K,1+J); =0 foranyj #i+1+d. Hence Tor(K,I NJ); =0
for j<i+dorj>i+1+d. Sincel NJis generated in degrek+ 1, we have TafK, I N
J)j =0for j =i+d. Therefore TarK,InJ); =0 for anyj #i+1+d. Hencel NJ has
a(d+1)-linear resolution. O

In the remaining of this section we discuss some speciasetasf segments of a finite
distributive lattice.Z to which our results apply and where some additional infaiona
can be obtained . As we have already seen, for any segiidhere exist a poset ideal
# and a poset coidea)/ such that¥ = . N _¢. Now Let.Z be a finite distributive
lattice of rankr. We consider a special class of segme#tsf £ which consisting of all
elementy in . such that < rankp < j for somei andj with 0 <i < j <r. We denote
itby 4 ;.
Lemma 3.13. Let.Z be a finite distributive lattice of rank r, and le£] ; be a segment
of 2. Then there exists a poset idedl and a poset coidealy of 2" such that Hy ; =
Hjm/ =H,N Hf'
Proof. Let ¥ = {pe Z:rankp< j},and 7 ={pe Z:rankp>i}. Then.s is a
poset ideal, # is a poset coideal af/, and .4 j = .# N _¢. It remains to show that
Hsn s =HsNH,. Letp,ge 2 andqe N(p). If p¢ .7, then rankp > j. Hence
rankg=rankp—1>j > i, i.e.,,qe #. The assertion follows from PropositienB.8.
0

With the assumptions and notation of the previous lemmaidi@ H 4 ; has a linear

resolution if and only iH » N"H , has a linear resolution.
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Corollary 3.14. Let.# +# {0, 1} be a finite distributive lattice and” = .\ {0,1}. Then

(1) H& has a linear resolution if and only i is not a Boolean lattice;
(2) in case.Z is the Boolean lattices,, the ideal H, has the following minimal free
resolution:

T"0—T1—:--T1—Tpo—Hy —0.
with T = S@ ™2 (_r iy fori=0,....,r —2and F_1 = S(—2r).

Proof. (1) Let # = {pe .Z : rankp <rank? — 1}, and ¢ = {p < .Z : rankp > 1}.
Then by Lemm&3.137 and _# are the poset ideal and poset coideal®fsuch that
Hs =H,NH ». The distributive lattice” is a Boolean lattice if and only if the meet

of all lower neighbors ofl is0. Sincel is the only element which is not it¥, and0 is
the only element which is not inZ, by using the Theoreln 3.9, we haie, has a linear
resolution if and only ifZ is not a Boolean lattice.

(2) Chooses and _# as in the proof of (1). Hencely =Hsn » =H,NH 7. We
consider long exact Tor-sequence as in the proof of TheB@mNotice that(1,N(1))
is the only pair with the form(p,S) with p € %4, andS C N(p) such thatp ¢ .# and
NS¢ #. It follows that the mayb; is surjective fori < r. Hence for ali <r —1 we have
the exact sequence

(6) 0— Tori(K,H.y) — Tori(K,H) & Tor(K,H ») — Tor(K,Hg) — 0,
and so

bi(Hy) =bi(H,)+bi(H s) —bi(Hg) for i<r—1,
wherebj(l) is thei-th Betti number of the idedl. By using Theoreni 311, Corollary

B4 and the combinatorial fact that each Boolean Ial;}‘&econtains([)zr—i .Boolean
sublattices?;, we havebj(H) = bi(H ) = (j)2"' — () andbi(H¢) = (})2"~". Hence

wor-a()e (- () - ()

for anyi <r —1. It also follows from[(b) that the resolution bfy is linear up to homo-
logical degree — 2.
Now leti =r —1. Since Tor(K,H_) = Tor (K,H ) = 0, we get the exact sequence

0— Tor(K,Hg,) — Torr_1(K,Hy) — Tor_1(K,Hy)@Tor_1(K,H »)
— TOfr_]_(K,Hggr) — 0.

Since ding Tor—1(K,H.») @ Tor_1(K,H ») =dimk Tor,_1(K,H ») = 2r, it follows that
Torr—1(K,Hy) @ Torr—1(K,H ») — Torr_1(K,Hg,) is an isomorphism. Hence

Tor,_1(K,Hy») = Tor, (K,Hg, ) = K(-2r),
as desired. O
Using Lemmad 3113 and TheorEm3.9, we have the following twtsfa

Corollary 3.15. Let.Z be a finite distributive lattice, and i an integer. |1 ;| > 1, then
the ideal Hy, has no linear resolution.
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Proof. Let .¥ = {pe Z:rankp<i}and ¢ = {pe £ : rankp >i}. Then by Lemma

BI3 we havd o, =H,n » =H,NH ;. Since.Z is distributive, there exist elemenis

andvin £ j such that ranfuVvv) =i+ 1. Hence rankAN(uVv)) < ranku =i. Therefore

we haveuVvv¢ .7 andAN(uVvv) ¢ #. By TheorenL3BH «, has no linear resolution.
U

Corollary 3.16. If .Z is a finite planar distributive lattice of rank r, then the 'E}de}-lgtj
has a linear resolution, if K j.

Proof. Let ¥ = {pe L :rankp < j} and ¢ = {p€ £ : rankp > i}. ThenHg, =
Hsn s =H,NH 4. SinceZ is a planar distributive lattice, each elemgnn ¢ has at
most two lower neighbors. Hence rank(p) > p—2. Thusifp ¢ .#, then rankp > j.
Therefore sinceé < j, we have ranig > rankp—2 > i, i.e.,q e _#. By Theoren[ 3D,
H.4, has a linear resolution. O
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