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SOME FAMILIES OF COMPONENTWISE LINEAR MONOMIAL
IDEALS

CHRISTOPHER A. FRANCISCO AND ADAM VAN TUYL

ABSTRACT. Let R = k[z1,...,2,] be a polynomial ring over a field k. Let J =
{j1,.-.,J1} be a subset of {1,...,n}, and let my C R denote the ideal (z;,,...,z;,).
Given subsets Jy,...,Js of {1,...,n} and positive integers aq, ..., as, we study ideals of

the form I = mZi N---N m? These ideals arise naturally, for example, in the study
of fat points, tetrahedral curves, and Alexander duality of squarefree monomial ideals.
Our main focus is determining when ideals of this form are componentwise linear. Using
polymatroidality, we prove that I is always componentwise linear when s < 3 or when
JiUJ; = [n] for all ¢ # j. When s > 4, we give examples to show that I may or may
not be componentwise linear. We apply these results to ideals of small sets of general
fat points in multiprojective space, and we extend work of Fatabbi, Lorenzini, Valla,
and the first author by computing the graded Betti numbers in the s = 2 case. Since
componentwise linear ideals satisfy the Multiplicity Conjecture of Herzog, Huneke, and
Srinivasan when char(k) = 0, our work also yields new cases in which this conjecture

holds.
1. INTRODUCTION
Let R = klzy,...,x,] be the polynomial ring in n indeterminates over a field k, and
let [n] := {1,...,n}. For a nonempty subset J = {ji1,...,5:} C [n], we define m; :=
(2, -..,2;). The goal of this paper is to understand when ideals of the form

I'=mf NmPN---Nmf, with J; C [n] and a; € Z7,
are componentwise linear. We introduce the following definitions.

Definition 1.1. An ideal of the form m% for some J; C [n] is called a Veronese ideal
[T7]. We call an ideal I = m% M ---Nm% an intersection of Veronese ideals.

Let I C R be a homogeneous ideal, and for a positive integer d, let (I;) be the ideal
generated by all forms in I of degree d. We say that I is componentwise linear if for
each positive integer d, (I;) has a linear resolution. Componentwise linear ideals were
first introduced by Herzog and Hibi [I8] to generalize Eagon and Reiner’s result that the
Stanley-Reisner ideal Ia of a simplicial complex A has a linear resolution if and only if the
Alexander dual A* is Cohen-Macaulay [6]. In particular, Herzog and Hibi [I8] and Herzog,
Reiner, and Welker [20] showed that the Stanley-Reisner ideal I is componentwise linear
if and only if A* is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay. On the algebraic side, in characteristic
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zero, Aramova, Herzog, and Hibi subsequently proved that I is componentwise linear if
and only if it has the same graded Betti numbers as its graded reverse-lex generic initial
ideal [I]. Romer used this result in [24] to prove that componentwise linear ideals satisfy
the Multiplicity Conjecture of Herzog, Huneke, and Srinivasan [21] in characteristic zero.

Componentwise linearity also arises naturally in the study of several types of ideals
from algebraic geometry. In [I2], the first author showed that if I is the ideal of at most
n + 1 general fat points in P", then [ is componentwise linear. Additionally, the first
author, Migliore, and Nagel proved that the ideal of a tetrahedral curve is componentwise
linear if and only if the curve does not reduce to a complete intersection of type (2,2); see
[23] or [T3] for an explanation of the reduction process. One of our goals in this paper is
to identify more results applicable to geometry.

Our motivation to study intersections of Veronese ideals comes from the observation
that in many of the cases in which the componentwise linear property of a monomial ideal
has been studied, the ideal is a special case of an intersection of Veronese ideals. The
defining ideal of s < n fat points in P"~! in generic position, investigated in [I2], is an
intersection of Veronese ideals with .J; = {1,...,%,...,n} for i = 1,...,s. Moreover, the
ideals of tetrahedral curves, studied in [23] and [13], have the form

I = (S(Zl,l’g)al N (S(Zl,l’g)az N ($1,$4)a3 N (LL’Q, $3)a4 N (LL’Q, 1’4)% N (LL’3, 1’4)% C ]ﬁ?[l’l, C ,264],

where the a; are nonnegative integers. Additionally, when each a; = 1, the intersection
of Veronese ideals is the Alexander dual of a Stanley-Reisner ideal; here, the minimal
generators of the Stanley-Reisner ideal are the product of J; variables, the product of the
Jo variables, and so on. Faridi showed that if I is the facet ideal of a simplicial tree (so I
is a squarefree monomial ideal), then the Alexander dual I* is componentwise linear [9].

We now present the main results of this paper. Our primary tool is Theorem Bl We
show that if / is an intersection of Veronese ideals in k[z1, ..., x,], and if J; U J; = [n] for
all ¢ # j, then (1) is a polymatroidal ideal for all d. We shall discuss polymatroidal ideals
in the next section of preliminaries, but their most important property for us is that they
have linear resolutions. Thus [ is componentwise linear in this case since each (1) has a
linear resolution. As a corollary of Theorem Bl we show that when s =2, [ = m% N mb,
is always componentwise linear. With some careful analysis of the generators of (1),
we prove the same result in the case s = 3 in Section @l (When s = 1, i.e,, [ = m9%,
then the fact that I is componentwise linear is simply a corollary of the Eagon-Northcott
resolution.) This shows that the ideals of tetrahedral curves that are not componentwise
linear given in [I3] are the simplest possible examples of intersections of Veronese ideals
for which componentwise linearity fails. When s > 4, we give examples to show that
I'=m3 N---Nm% may or may not be componentwise linear.

In Section Bl, we expand on the s = 2 case by giving explicit formulas for the graded
Betti numbers of m% NmY.. Our formulas generalize results of Fatabbi [T0], Valla [26],
Fatabbi and Lorenzini [I1], and the first author [I2], which give the Betti numbers of
ideals of two fat points in P".

We conclude in Section @l with some applications. We extend the first author’s work in
[T2] by showing that if I is the ideal of a small number of fat points in a multiprojective
space P™ x ... x P" then [ is componentwise linear. This also gives a new proof of
the result in [I2]; our technique in this paper is more general. Additionally, we use the
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results of Section Bl to write down the graded Betti numbers of two general fat points in
multiprojective space. We also note that in each case that we show that a class of ideals
is componentwise linear, the result solves the Multiplicity Conjecture of Herzog, Huneke,
and Srinivasan [21] for that class of ideals (in characteristic zero).

Acknowledgments. We gratefully acknowledge the computer algebra systems CoCoA
[2] and Macaulay 2 [I5], which were invaluable in our work on this paper. We would also
like to thank Giulio Caviglia for helpful conversations on these topics.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we recall some definitions and results used throughout the paper. As in
the introduction, let R = k[z1,...,x,] be a polynomial ring over the field k, and for any
subset J = {j1,...,4} C [n], we set m; := (xj,,...,2;,). Our primary interest in this
paper is to determine when intersections of Veronese ideals in R, or equivalently, ideals of
the form I = m7 N---Nm%, where the a; are positive integers, are componentwise linear.

Associated to any homogeneous ideal I of R is a minimal free graded resolution

O—>@R j)on.a(d —>@R )Pl %@R )Pi) T — 0

where R(—j) denotes the R-module obtained by shifting the degrees of R by j. The
number f3; (1) is the ij-th graded Betti number of I and equals the number of generators
of degree j in the i-th syzygy module. The following property of resolutions will be of
interest.

Definition 2.1. Suppose [ is a homogeneous ideal of R whose generators all have degree
d. Then I has a linear resolution if for all i« > 0, 5, ;(1) =0 for all j # i+ d.

Componentwise linearity is closely related to this property. For a homogeneous ideal I,
we write (I;) to denote the ideal generated by all degree d elements of I. Note that (/)
is different from I;, which we shall use to denote the vector space of all degree d elements
of I. Herzog and Hibi introduced the following definition in [I8].

Definition 2.2. A homogeneous ideal I is componentwise linear if (/;) has a linear
resolution for all d.

A number of familiar classes of ideals are componentwise linear. For example, all ideals
with linear resolutions are componentwise linear. However, there are many nontrivial
examples as well, including stable ideals, squarefree strongly stable ideals, and the a-
stable ideals studied in [14].

The graded Betti numbers of componentwise linear ideals have a particularly good
algebraic property. In [I], Aramova, Herzog, and Hibi proved:

Theorem 2.3. Let I C k[xy,...,x,] be a homogeneous ideal, and suppose that char(k) =
0. Let gin(I) be the generic initial ideal of I with respect to the graded reverse-lex order.
Then I is componentwise linear if and only if I and gin(I) have the same graded Betti
numbers.
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In general, f;,;(I) < B;;(gin(1)) for all ¢ and j, but all the inequalities are equalities
exactly when I is componentwise linear. Conca observed in [3] that Aramova, Herzog,
and Hibi actually proved that [ is componentwise linear if and only if I and gin(/) have
the same number of minimal generators. This observation makes the condition even easier
to test computationally.

One way to show that an ideal is componentwise linear is to prove that it has linear quo-
tients. We recall Herzog and Hibi’s definition from [I7] (which is slightly more restrictive
than Herzog and Takayama’s definition in [22]).

Definition 2.4. Let I be a monomial ideal of R. We say that I has linear quotients if
for some ordering uq, ..., u,, of the minimal generators of I with degu; < deguy, < --- <
degu,, and all i > 1, (u1,...,u;_1) : (u;) is generated by a subset of {z1,...,x,}.

The following proposition is probably known, but we could not find it recorded explic-
itly, so we include it for convenience. The case in which [ is generated in a single degree
is Lemma 4.1 of [4], and that is the case we shall use in this paper.

Proposition 2.5. If I is a homogeneous ideal with linear quotients, then I is componen-
twise linear.

Proof. Suppose that I C R has linear quotients with respect to the ordering uy, us, ..., U,
of its minimal generators, where degu;_; < degu; for all 7. Note that (u;) is component-
wise linear because it is principal. We proceed inductively.

Fix some i > 1. Assume that the ideal J = (uy,...,u;_1) is componentwise linear, and
suppose that degu; = d. Let J' = (J,u;). Note that J. = J. for all e < d, so (J!) has a
linear resolution for all e < d. We have a short exact sequence

0—= R/(J: (w))(—=d) =5 R/J— R/J — 0.

Because J : (u;) is generated by linear forms, reg(R/(J : (u;))) = 0. Since degu; = d,
we have reg(R/J’) > d — 1. Because R/J is componentwise linear, and degu;—; < d, we
know that reg(R/J) < d — 1. By Corollary 20.19 in [7],

reg(R/J") < max{reg(R/(J : (u;))(—d)) — 1,reg(R/J)} = max{d — 1,reg(R/J)},

soreg(R/J') = d—1. Thus (J)) has a linear resolution. The same is true for all (J!) with
e > d. For any ideal M with regularity d and e > d, (M,) has a linear resolution; this
follows, for example, from Lemma 2.3 of [I3] since the Betti numbers in degrees greater
than ¢ + e must be zero. O

One special type of ideal that has linear quotients is a polymatroidal ideal. For a
discussion of this terminology, see [19] and [T7].

Definition 2.6. Let I be a monomial ideal generated in a single degree. We say that [
is a polymatroidal ideal if the minimal generators of I satisfy the following exchange
property: If u = ' -+ - 2% and v = 25 - - - 2" are minimal generators of I, for each 7 with
a; > b;, there exists j with a; < b; such that z;u/z; € I.

Herzog and Takayama prove the following result about polymatroidal ideals in Lemma
1.3 of [22].
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Theorem 2.7. Polymatroidal ideals have linear quotients with respect to the descending
reverse-lex order, and hence they have linear resolutions.

We shall use the ascending reverse-lex order at times, so we prove the corresponding
result for that case, mimicking Herzog and Takayama’s proof.

Proposition 2.8. Polymatroidal ideals have linear quotients with respect to the ascending
reverse-lex order.

Proof. Let I be a polymatroidal ideal, and let v be a minimal generator of I. Let J be
the ideal generated by all minimal generators v of I less than u in reverse-lex order. Note
that since J is a monomial ideal, J : (u) = (v/ged(u,v) : v € J). We show that for each
v < u, there exists x; € J : (u) such that x; divides v/ ged(u, v).

Writeu = 29* - - - 2% and v = 25" - - - 2». Since v < u, there exists i such that a; < b; but
aiv1 = biy1, ..., a, = b,. By the dual version of the exchange property for polymatroidal
ideals, Lemma 2.1 in [I7], since a; < b;, there exists j with a; > b; and v’ = z;u/x; € I.
Note that j < 7, so v’ < u, and thus v’ € J. Because z;u' = z;u and v’ € J, z; € J : (u).
The power of x; in the monomial v/ ged(u,v) is b; — min(a;, b;) = b; — a; > 0, and hence
x; divides v/ ged(u, v). O

Suppose we have a componentwise linear monomial ideal I = (my, ..., m,) in a polyno-
mial ring R = k[xy, ..., z,]|. In the following sections, we shall sometimes want to consider
the ideal I = (my,...,m,) as an ideal in a larger polynomial ring R’. The following lemma
shows that I is still componentwise linear in the larger ring.

Lemma 2.9. Let [ = (mq,...,m,) be a componentwise linear monomial ideal in R =
klx1,...,2z,], and let I' = (mq,...,m,) be the ideal generated by the same monomials in
the larger polynomial ring R = kl[z1,..., T, Tng1,...,2p). Then I' is a componentwise

linear ideal of R'.

Proof. Suppose d is the lowest degree in which [ has generators. Then (1) = (I}), so (1))
has a linear resolution because (I;) does.
Let t > 0, and let m = (2,,41,...,2p). The ideal (I;,,) has a decomposition as

(L) = (age) + m(Lgpe1) + m* (Tggp—2) + -+ m'(1y);

by (I4+.), we mean the ideal generated by the degree (d + u) elements of I inside R, so
the minimal generators involve only the variables z1, ..., z,. We then consider m"({;44_,)
as an ideal of R'.

By hypothesis, (144¢) has a linear resolution in R, and hence, viewed as an ideal of R’, we
will have reg(R'/(144+)) = d+t—1. We order the rest of the minimal generators of (1},,)
in the following way. First, take all the minimal generators of m(/,,_ 1) in descending
graded reverse-lex order (so those monomials divisible by z, would be last). Next, take all
the minimal generators of m?(I;,;_5) in descending graded reverse-lex order, and continue
in this way. We shall add each of these generators successively to (I4y;) and show that
each resulting ideal has regularity d +¢. This will imply that reg(R'/(1},,)) =d+t—1
and thus (/j,,) has a linear resolution.

As the first step, we compute (1) : (z,11m), where m € I, 1. Multiplying m by
any of xq,...,x, gives an element divisible by an element of I;,;, and no multiplication
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by a monomial involving only ,41,...,2, can give us an element of (Ig4¢), so (Igye) :
(pr1m) = (x1,...,x,). We have a short exact sequence

0= R'/((Iars) : (@apam))(=d = 8) “=5" R /(Iys) = R/ ((Tase), @nsam) — 0.
By Corollary 20.19 in [7] and the fact that reg(R'/(z1,...,x,)) = 0, we have

reg(R/((late), tnyam)) < max{reg(R/((lays) : (xny1m))(—=d = 1)) — 1,reg(R/(lasr))}
= max{d+t—1,d+t—1}=d+t—1

Since ((Lg4+), nr1m) is generated in degree d + t, reg(R/((Ig4t), Tpyim)) =d +t — 1.
We proceed by induction. Let

J = Tgey) + m(Igpyr) + -+ m" " (Igp ) + initial segment of m"(Iz_,).

b by - o . .
Suppose m’ = x, ' ---xp"m is the next monomial in m"(/4,—,) in descending graded

reverse-lex order, where m € Iy, . First, we will show that J : (m/) is an ideal generated
by a subset of the variables of R’. Multiplying m by any of z1,...,x, gives an element
of Iytt—ri1, and thus (xq,...,2,) € J : (m') since xi’ff v em” C m'l Let [ be
the maximum index for which b; # 0. Then any of x, 1m/,..., x;_1m’ is in J because
Tpprm/[xy, ... x_ym//x; are all greater than m' in graded reverse-lex order.

Now suppose that m is a monomial in only zj,...,z,. We will show that mm’' =

mgsl,’ﬁjf .-2m ¢ J. Note that mm’ € (Izss,), the ideal of R’ generated by the elements
of Iy, but it is not in any (I444—,) for any u < r. Hence if mm' € J, we have mm’ €
m"(Iz4—). That implies that mm’ is divisible by some monomial in m"(/;,,_,) greater
than m’ in the reverse-lex order. Because of the way we have ordered the monomials, and
since [ is the maximum index for which b; # 0, this is impossible. Hence

J:(m')= (21, Ty Tpg1y - - T—1),

an ideal generated by a subset of the variables of R’. We now have an exact sequence
0= R/(J: (m))(=d—t) 22 R/J — R/(J,m') — 0.
By Corollary 20.19 in [7], induction, and the fact that reg(R'/(J : (m'))) = 0, we have
reg(R/(J,m")) < max{reg(R/(J: (m'))(—d —t)) — 1,reg(R/J)} =d+t—1.

Since (J, m’) is generated by monomials of degree d+t, we have reg(R/(J,m')) = d+t—1,
or equivalently, reg(J,m’) = d + t as required. O

Remark 2.10. One can shorten the preceding proof considerably by showing that gin(/)
has the same minimal generators as gin(I’), where gin denotes the graded reverse-lex
generic initial ideal. However, this approach would require the hypothesis that char(k) = 0
to use the generic initial ideal characterization of componentwise linearity. Instead, we
prefer to have a characteristic-free proof.

We begin our investigation of when intersections of Veronese ideals are componentwise
linear with a couple of special cases. Let I = m7 N---Nm%. We consider the cases in
which s = 1 and in which the J; are pairwise disjoint.

When s = 1, I = m% is a power of a complete intersection. In this case, the Eagon-
Northcott complex of I is a minimal free resolution [B]. The graded Betti numbers of T
are given below (and could also be computed from the formulas of [16]).



SOME FAMILIES OF COMPONENTWISE LINEAR MONOMIAL IDEALS 7
Lemma 2.11. Let J C [n], and let a be any positive integer. Then
a+|J|—1\ fa+i—1 .
i ira (M%) = , _ ori=0,...,[J] —1,
fuasalm) = (7T (TN ¥
and B; ;(m%) = 0 for all other i,j > 0. In particular, m% has a linear resolution, and thus
s componentwise linear.

We use the above lemma to prove the following result.

Theorem 2.12. Let Jy,...,Js C [n] be s paz’rwz’se disjoint nonempty subsets, and let
ai,...,as be positive mtegers Set I =m%m?.--m7 anda=a; + -+ a,. Then

a; +|J;| =1\ (a; +1; —1 ,
Biirall) = Z H(Jaj‘J:L’j )(J leﬂ )forallzZO,

i14-tis=i j=1
and B; ;(I) = 0 otherwise.

Proof. Let Fy denote the graded minimal free resolution of m% for £ = 1,...,s. Since
I'=Zmf ®---@m7, the graded minimal free resolution of I is given by G = F1 ®- - - @ F.
So G, the i-th syzygy module of I, is G; = @ZH tin—i Fiy ® - ® Fi,. Thus

Bl = > dm(F, @ ®@F);= > > BB (mE)
i1 tig=i i1+ Fis=t j1++Js=J
But by Lemma LTI, 3;, ;,(m%) # 0 only if j, =4, + as. So B ;(I) =0 if j # i+ a, and
/82'72'4_@(]) = Z 57;172'14-(11 (mta]i) e 57;377;3"‘(13 (mfl]Z)
i1+ tis=1
By applying the formula of Lemma ETT] we get the desired conclusion. 0

When the J;’s are pairwise disjoint nonempty sets as in the above theorem, then m%} N
m% N Nmy =mimP .- -mP. Since this ideal has a linear resolution, we have:

Corollary 2.13. If [ = m Nm% N---Nm7y, with the Jy,...,Js C [n] pairwise disjoint
nonempty subsets, then I zs componenthse lmear.

Remark 2.14. It is easy to see that (x1, ..., z,)®*is polymatroidal for any r and a. Results

n [19] and [] prove that the product of polymatroidal ideals is polymatroidal. Hence
the ideals of Theorem are polymatroidal and thus have a linear resolution, as is clear
from the graded Betti numbers.

Example 2.15. We show that if [ = m% N---Nm? with s > 4, then I may or may not be
componentwise linear. First, we construct examples of ideals that are not componentwise
linear. We begin with the case that s = 4. It was observed in [I3] that the ideal

I = (w1, 72) N (22, 23) N (73, 24) N (T4, 71) = (2173, T2T4)

is not componentwise linear. To see this fact, note that the ideal I is a complete intersec-
tion ideal of type (2,2). Since I = (I3), (I3) does not have a linear resolution.
We can extend this example to any s > 4. In the polynomial ring R = k[z1, ...,z let

I = (.]71, ZL’Q) N (.CL’Q, 1’3) N (.]73, 1’4) N (.]74, ZL’l) N (%5)‘15 N ($6)a6 n---N (ZL’S)GS.
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oy . _ as .a s T/ A
for any positive integers as,...,as. Then I = x5?zg® - 2% 1" where I' = (z123, x2x4).

Because f; (1) = Bij—as—ag——as(I"), the ideal I cannot be componentwise linear since
I = (Io4g5+4-+a,) does not have a linear resolution.
On the other hand, we can create very simple intersections of Veronese ideals that are

componentwise linear for any s. For example, if J; = {i} for i = 1,... s, then [ is
principal and hence has a linear resolution. Alternatively, start with a componentwise
linear intersection of Veronese ideals [ in the variables xq,...,x,, and intersect I with

(i) 01 1 (2,)

In the following sections, we consider the cases in which s = 2 or s = 3 as well as some
special cases for general s.

3. A FAMILY OF POLYMATROIDAL IDEALS

In this section, we consider a particular family of intersections of Veronese ideals. We
show that ideals in this family are polymatroidal. Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let Jy, ..., J; be subsets of [n] such that J; U J; = [n] for all i # j. Let
I=wmfN---nm% CR=Fkzy,... 0,
Then (1) is polymatroidal for all d, and hence I is componentwise linear.

Proof. The condition on J; U J; = [n| means that any r € [n] is missing from at most
one of the J;; if r ¢ J; and r ¢ J;, then J; U J; # [n]. Therefore we may partition
the variables 1, ..., x, in the following way: Rename the variables z; with the symbols
Tidy e s Tlpyye-vy Tslse-orTsby, Ty ---5Tnps- Lhe variables x; ; correspond to the in-
tegers in [n| missing from J;, and the variables xn ; correspond to the integers in [n]
present in all J;.

For example, if

I - (,Tl, X, x4,$6)3 N (Ih x3,$5,x6)4 N (x2,$3,$4, Ts, x6>2 C k[flfl, L 7:1:6]7

then J; = {1,2,4,6}, Jo = {1,3,5,6}, and J3 = {2,3,4,5,6}. We would rename the
variables x5 and x5 as z1; and x;9 since 3 and 5 are missing from J;. Similarly, xo
and x4 become 79 and a9, o1 is 233, and g is £n ;. Note that there may be some ¢
with 1 < ¢ < s for which there are no z; ; variables; that is true if and only if J; = [n].
That causes no problem in the proof below; alternatively, one can avoid this case since a
component of (xy,...,x,)* simply makes the ideal formed by the intersection of the other
components zero in degrees below a and the same in degrees a and above.

Fix a degree d. Suppose that m. # my are two monomials in (1;) with

me = ay - 93111)31 SRER IR xesbbsffgﬁf : xrewmbl;m,
with m; having a similar expression in terms of o 3]. We need to show that the poly-
matroidal exchange condition holds for these two monomials. Namely, if some e, ; > f; ;
or some en; > fn;, we must show that there exists e,, < fu, (with 1 < u < s or
uw = N) such that =, ,m./z;; € (I5). Note that the fact that m. € (I;) means exactly
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that degm, = d and all of the following inequalities hold:

et eyt eny > an,

J J J
2617]'—}—263,]'—l—"'—f—zeg,j‘i—zeﬁ,j > ag,
J J J J

Zel’j +~-~+Zes_1,j +Z€”J > Gg.
J J J

There are two main cases to consider. First, suppose that some en, > fn,. If there
exists en; < fnj, then zn,;me/xn, € (Iz) since none of the left-hand sides of the in-
equalities above change, and we are done. Otherwise, we have e ; > fn; for all j, and
Y. enj > > fn,; because en, > fn,. Since m, and my have the same degree, there exists
some e; ; < f;; with 1 < ¢ <'s. Without loss of generality, assume that e;; < fi1. If

et et > ey > an
J J J

then x11m./xn, € (14), for the all the left-hand sides of the inequalities but the first stay
the same, and the first inequality for the new monomial is

262’9 —i—ZesJ—i—Zem]Zal

J

(Note that this property is independent of whether we use x;; or some other z;, with
€1v < .fl,v-)
If Y eq;+---+ > es;+ Y. enj # ap, then

(B1)  Deto Y ety eny=ar <Y ot > fuit Y fog
J J J J J J

since my € I. If ea; > foj,..., es; > fs; for all j, since Y en; > > fn;, we have
contradicted (Bl). Therefore, without loss of generality, we may assume that some ey ; <

EXE

We proceed by induction. Suppose that we have either found an e; ; < f;; such that

T jMe/Tnp € (Ig) for some s <t —1,or forr=1,...,t — 1, we have
(3:2) >3 +Z€m =a < szzﬁsz
i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1
i#r i#r

(That is, the double sum is the sum of all e; ; with i # r.)
As part of the induction hypothesis, we may assume that there exists e,; < f;;. If
Ty jMe/Tn, € (1), we are done; otherwise,

(3.3) Zzez]‘i‘zemg—at<ZZf2,J+Zfﬂ,J

7,1]1 7,1]1
1#£t i#£t



10 CHRISTOPHER A. FRANCISCO AND ADAM VAN TUYL
Summing ([B3) and the inequalities B2) for all r =1,...,t — 1, we obtain

(3.4) (t—1) ZZe”—i—tZZe”thZemJ_

i=t+1 j

t_l Zz.fz,j +1 Z Zfz,]‘i'tz.fﬂ,]

i=t+1 j

Subtracting (t — 1) degm. = (¢t — 1) degmy, we are left Wlth

Z S e +Zem,] < Z > fis +wa

i=t+1 j i=t+1 j

If e;415 > fiv1j,--.5 €55 = fs; for all 7, then we have a contradlction since Y en; >
> fn,j- Hence we may assume without loss of generality that some e;y1; < fit1,;.

Therefore either we find some e; ; < f;;, with 1 <4 < s, such that z; ;m./xn, € (14),
or else the exchange property is not true, and (B2) holds for all » = 1,...,s. In the latter
case, summing all s inequalities of the form in (B2), we have

(s —1) ZZ@M —i-SZem] <(s— 1)ZZfi,j+SZfﬁ7j'
j =1 j J
If we subtract (s — 1) deg me = (s — 1) degmy from both sides, we have
D < s
J J
But this contradicts our assumption that

Z en,j > Z fﬁvj‘
J J

Hence there exists some e; ; < f; ; such that z; jm./zn, € (I4), and the exchange condition
holds.

The second case to consider is when some e; ; > f;; for some 1 <17 < s. Without loss
of generality, assume that e;; > f1;. If there exists e; ; < fi1;, then xy ;m./z11 € (1y).
Otherwise, we have e; ; > f1; for all j, and > ey ; > > f1 ;. Additionally, note that if any
enj < fn;, then m’ = xn jme/x11 € (1) since the degrees of m. and m’ in the J,, ..., J;
variables are the same, and the degree of m/ in the J; variables is one higher than that of
m.. Therefore we may also assume that en; > fn; for all j.

Since deg m. = degmy, there exists some ¢; ; < f; ;, and we may assume that ex; < fo;.
If 29 1me/x11 € (1), we are done; otherwise,

Zei,j+z€3,j+' : '+Z €s,j+z €n,j = az < Zfi,j+z Jajt+-- '+Z f&j‘i—z Jr-
J J J J J J J J

Ifes; > fs3,..., es; > fs; for all j, then we have a contradiction since Y e;; > > fi ;
and Y en; > > fn ;. Therefore we may assume without loss of generality that e < fs1.

Continuing in this way, we apply an almost identical induction argument as in the
previous case except that now > ey; > > fi; and > en; > > fn,;. Either we find
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some e;; < f;; with 2 < ¢ < s —1 such that x; ;m./z11 € (I4), or (B2) holds for all
r=2,...,5 — 1, and there exists some e;; < fs;. If z5,;me/x11 € (1), we are done.
Otherwise, (B2) also holds for » = s, and the exchange property fails. Summing the
inequalities of (B2) for all r = 2,..., s, we obtain

(8—1)261,]'4‘(8—2)226@]'—'—(8—1)260,]‘ <
(S—1)Zf1,j+(8—2)ZZfi,j+($—1)mej-

Now, subtracting (s — 2) degm. = (s — 2) deg my, we have

Zel’j + Zem,j < Zij + Zfﬂ,j-
J J J J

But we are assuming that Y Je;; > > f1;, and >_en; > > fn;, so we have a contradic-
tion, and thus the exchange property must hold. O

As a consequence of Theorem Bl the intersection of any two Veronese ideals must be
componentwise linear.

Corollary 3.2. Let J, K C [n] and let a and b be positive integers. Then I = m%NmY C
R = k[zy,...,x,] is componentwise linear.

Proof. If JU K = [n], then we are done by Theorem Bl If not, we may reindex the
variables so that J U K = [m], and [m]U{m +1,...,n} = [n]. Then, by Theorem B1J, I
is componentwise linear in k[xy, ..., 2, and so Lemma gives the result. O]

Remark 3.3. It is not true that all ideals I = m% Mm% have (1) polymatroidal for all
d. For example, let

I'=m7 Nm} = (21, 29, 73)> N (19, 73, 75)> C R = k[z1,...,75).

Note that z, does not appear in either of the two components. Both m, = zZz, and
mys = x123x5 are in (I3). The power on z3 is greater in m, than it is in my, and the
powers on z; and x5 are larger in my than in m.. But zi(23z4/23) = z12324 € (I3),
and xs(r3xy/x3) = x32475 & (I3). Therefore (I3) is not polymatroidal. The proof of
Theorem Bl breaks down because 4 is missing from both J; and J5, and hence we cannot
partition the variables the way we did in that argument; the z; exponents would be
double-counted, causing problems when we subtract a multiple of degm,. = degmy.

4. THE INTERSECTION OF THREE VERONESE IDEALS

We will show that intersection of any three Veronese ideals is always componentwise
linear. Throughout this section, we write G(I) to denote the set of minimal generators of
a monomial ideal .

We begin with an observation. Suppose J,K C [n], but JU K C [n]. Let H =
[n]\(J U K), and after relabeling, we can assume H = {r+1,...,n} and JU K = [r].
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Let a, b be any positive integers, and let a be the smallest degree of a nonzero element in
(m2 Nmb). If
B =m{nmb)Nklr; | i € JUK] = (m%Nmby)Nkz, ... 2,
then the ideal B = ((m%Nm%),.q) as an ideal of R = k[x1, ..., x,] has the decomposition
B = (B} 1) + (Byya1)mm + (Byygo)myy + -+ (By)mi,

where (Bf) denotes the ideal generated by elements of degree i of B’ but viewed as an
ideal of R.

Order the elements of G(B) as follows: Order the generators of (B, ;) with respect to
the ascending reverse-lex ordering. Then add the generators of (B], ; ;)my in ascending
reverse-lex order. We thus add all the monomials divisible by z,, first. Continue by adding
the generators (Bl 4.,)m% in ascending reverse-lex order, and so on.

Lemma 4.1. Using the above notation, the ideal
B = (Bi1a) + (Bypa-)mu + (Blpgo)my + - + (B)my
has linear quotients with respect to the order prescribed above.

Proof. Let M; be the i-th element of G(B), i > 2, with respect to our ordering. First, sup-
pose that M; € (B, ;). We wish to calculate (M, ..., M;_y) : (M;), where (M, ..., M;_;)
is the ideal generated by all monomials in G(B) smaller than M; with respect to our or-

dering. Note that in this case, each M is in (B, ,), so each M; is in S = k[z1,...,x,].
As an ideal of S, the ideal (B!, ;) is polymatroidal by Theorem Bl So, (B, ;) has linear

quotients with respect to the ascending reverse-lex order by Proposition So, as an
ideal of S, (My,...,M;_1) : (M;) = (2i,,...,x;;) for some subset {iy,...,i;} € JUK.
We must therefore have

(Tiyy ooy wi,) © (My, ..., M) = (M)

as an ideal of R.

Let m now be any monomial of R not in (zy,...,7;), and suppose that mM; €
(M, ..., M;_1). So mM; = m'M; for some j. If m is divisible by any x; with [ € H, then
x; must also divide m’ since z; does not divide M;. So, we can assume that no z; divides
m with [ € H. But that means the support of m isin JU K, i.e., m € S. So, m must be

divisible by one of w;,, ..., ;,, contradicting the fact that m is not in (w;,,..., ;). Hence
(Ml, ceey Mi—l) : (Mz) g (Z’il, N ,l’ij).
So, suppose now that M; € (B, ,_,)mj for some s = 1,...,d. Let

I=(Biiq) + + (Bosass)miy ' + (M € (Blg_my | M < M),
where M < M; with respect to the reverse-lex ordering.

Since MZ € (Bngd_s)m“}{, Mz = MilMi2 with Mil € (B(/Jz—l—d—s) and Mig S m% If we
multiply M; by any x; with [ € JUK, then x;M;, € (B, 4_,.1)- Since My € my C mif_l,
we have z;M; € (Bl o) my ' C 1. Thus myur C 1 (M,).

Because M;y € mj;, we have

Mo =z, - air with ¢q + -+ + ¢, = 8.
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Let [ be the smallest integer in {r + 1,...,n} such that ¢, > 0. Then x.M; € I for
e=1[041,...,n. To see this note that

—1
T M; = Mjyx Mg = My -2t oaf = gy Myap ™t et gl

-1 .
But then Myaf' ™ - -zttt a2t < M; since ¢, +1 > c.. So
. c—1 cet+1 Cn ! s
.TL’GMZ‘ = ZZ,’lMﬂLUl X, L, S (Ba+d_s)mH - ],

from which we deduce that (x41,...,2,) C I : (M;).

Let m now be any monomial not in my g + (241, ..., 2,) and suppose mM; € I. The
monomial m can only be divisible by the variables x,.1, ..., x;; suppose degm = z. Since
mM,; € I, there exists a monomial M; € I such that mM; = m'M; for some monomial

m’. Since M; € m§;, mM,; € m3. If M; € (B, ,_;)m’y for some i < s, then m/M; cannot

be in m3* since in m’M;, the exponents of z,,1,...,x, can add up to at most i + z.
Thus, we must have M; € (Byyq—s)mj;, and so M; < M, with respect to the reverse-lex
ordering.

If we write M; = MjMj, with M;; € (Baia—s) and M;s € m$;, then since m is a
monomial in the variables x,,1,...,2; only, we must have M;; = M;; and M;, < M;y. If
M;y = :)sffll . 'Iff, there must be some e such that f. > c. but fey1 = cev1,... fr = cp-

Furthermore, since M;y = 2" - - - 25", we must have [ < e < n. Indeed, if e <, then
Szfr+1+"'+fn2fe+"'fn>Ce‘|‘"'+cnzcl+"'+cn:5-

Thus, for mM; = m’M; to be true, both sides must be divisible by xfe. But since M; is
not divisible by z¥ with v > c., we must have m divisible by z.. But this contradicts the
fact that m is not in the ideal my i + (251, ..., 2,). We then arrive at the conclusion

I (M) =myuk + (41,25 Tn)-
So, B has linear quotients. 0J

Remark 4.2. Lemma Tl gives a second proof that m% Nmb; is componentwise linear for
all J, K, a, and b.

Theorem 4.3. Let Jy, Ja, J3 C [n] be three sets, and let ay, as, az be three positive integers.
Then mG Mm% Nm% is componentwise linear.

Proof. If J; = J; for some i and j, then m% F‘lm% = miax{a“aj b and thus we are in the case
of Corollary B2 So, we may assume that all the J;’s are distinct. Next we may assume
by Lemma that Jy U Jy U J3 = [n]. If the hypotheses of Theorem Bl are satisfied,
we done. So we may further assume that there exists a pair of sets J; and J; such that
JZ’ U Jj g [n]

For ease of exposition, we shall use J, K, L for .J;, Js, J3, we shall use a, b, ¢ for ay, as, as,
and we shall assume that JUK C [n] and that J, K, and L are distinct. After relabeling,
we can also assume that L = {¢t, ¢+ 1,...,n}. We also set H; = LN (JU K) and
H, = L\(JUK). After relabeling again, we may further assume that H; = {t,...,r} and
Hy={r+1,...,n}.

Let a be the smallest degree of a nonzero element in m¢NmY,. Because (m%Nm4-Nms ), C
(m% Nmb,), for all e, (m% Nmb, Nm$), = (0) if e < o, and thus has a linear resolution.
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Now fix a d > 0, and set A = ((m% Nmé NmS)arq) and B = ((m3Nmb)arq). We shall
show that A has linear quotients, and hence A has a linear resolution. It will then follow
that m% Nm4 N'm$ is componentwise linear.

Set

B =minmb)Nklr; | i € JUK] = (m%Nmy)Nk[z,... 2,
Note that the ideal B’ has the same generators as m% NmY., but we are now considering
B’ as an ideal in a smaller ring. The ideal B then has the following decomposition:

B = (By,q) + (Boya )M, + (Bhygo)myy, + - + (By)my,

where by (B!) we mean the ideal generated by the degree i part of B in k[zy, ..., z,], but
considering the ideal as an ideal of R.

Since A C B, each generator of A belongs to some (B, ,_,)m}, for some i =0,...,d.

Set
A;={M | M€ G(A) and M € (B, , ,m}. } foreach i =0,...,d.
So Q(A) :AQUA1U'-'UAd.

Order the elements of G(A) as follows: Begin by adding the elements of Ay in ascending
reverse-lex order. Then, add the elements of Ay, after all the elements in Ag, in ascending
reverse-lex order. We then add the elements of Ay in ascending reverse-lex order, and so
on. The ordering could also be described as follows: Write out the generators of B in the
same order as in Lemma EZJl Then simply remove any element of G(B) that is not in
G(A). We will show that A has linear quotients with respect to this ordering.

Let M; be the i-th monomial of G(A) with respect to our ordering with ¢ > 2. Set
I = (M,...,M;_1), the ideal generated by all the monomials in G(A) smaller than M;
with respect our ordering. Furthermore, let D = (M € G(B) | M < M;) with respect to
our ordering. Since I C D, by Lemma ET] we have

I+(M)CD: (M) = (2;,...21)

because B has linear quotients with respect to this order.

If M; € Ay, then we will show that I : (M;) = D : (M;). Take any @, € {y,,..., 74}
Then z.M; = x;M; for some M; € D. We wish to show that M, is in I. Suppose M, & I,
ie., M; ¢ A. Then

Mj:z‘fl---zft---xﬁ” with dy +---+d, < c.
On the other hand, M; € A, so
M; =af - -xft - aym with o, + -+ -+ ¢, > ¢

Since M; € Ay C (Bl.,), we have M; € (B.,,) as well, and M; < M; with respect
to reverse-lex order. Hence there must exist some [ such that d; > ¢, but dj,, =
Cli1y - -5 dy = ¢y Moreover, [ € {t,...,n}, for if [ < ¢, then

N

Thus, for x.M; = x;M; to be true, . = x;, since the exponent of z; is higher in M, than
in M;. So the exponents of zy,...,x, in x.M; must add up at least ¢ + 1. However, the
exponents of x, ..., x, in xyM; can add up to at most ¢, a contradiction. So M; must be
in A and thus is in 1.
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Suppose now that M; € Ay with s € {1,...,d}. So M; € (B 4 ,)my,. Write M; as
M; = M;1 M;, with M;; € (B&+d—s> and M;, € mﬁb. Then

Mo =z, - air with ¢ + -+ + ¢, = 8.
Let [ be the smallest integer in the set {r + 1,...,n} such that ¢; > 0. As shown in the
proof of Lemma ET],
D : (Mz) = Myur + (Il+1> e ,IL"n)-
Since I : (M;) C D : (M;), the above fact implies that no monomial of the form ;""" - - - 2}

can belong to I : (M;).
Next, we show that (z1,...,2,) C I :(M;). Let x. € {z141,...,2,}. Then

— <) cet+1 Ccn __ c—1 ce+1 c
xM; = Myx)' - o™ -t = oy Myx)' e xt T a

and Mz ™'  atetl. gt € (B, )m3 . Also, it is clear that
Milel_l coeptetloigtn € A,
since the exponents of xy, ..., x, still add up to at least ¢. Now
M; = Mpap ™"l gln < M,
with respect to the reverse-lex order, so M; € I, and hence z. € I : (M;).
Now suppose that z. € {z1,...,2,} = {x; | i € JUK}. Since z. € D : (M;), we have
that x.M; is divisible by some monomial M € D with M less than M; with respect to

our ordering. The monomial M may or may not be in I. We thus partition J U K into
the following two sets:

P = {e€ JUK | z.M; is divisible by some M € D with M € I}
P, = {ee€ JUK | for every M € D such that M|z.M;, M & I}.

It follows immediately that if e € Pj, then x, € [ : (M;), so mp, C I : (M;).
We will now show (through many steps) that if m is any monomial in the variables
{z. | € € Py}, then m & I : (M;). It then follows that

I: (MZ> =mp, + (xl—l-h .- '7xn)

so that I has linear quotients.
Suppose that e € P». Then z.M; = xz;M; for some M; € D, and also M; & I.
Furthermore, let

M; =25 -2 and M = 2 - -z

We begin with some facts that must be true about z.,xf, M; and M, in this case.

Claim 1. M; € (B, 4, 1)mi.".

Proof. If M; € (B, ,)my, with 0 < 1 < s — 1, then the exponents of the variables
Tyt1, ..., Ty add up to [ < s — 1. So the exponents of these variables in M, can add up
to at most s — 1. However, since M; € (B, ,_,)mj;,, these exponents in z.M; add up to

at least s.
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On the other hand, if M; € (B, ,_,)m},, then M; < M; with respect to the reverse-lex
order. So, there exists some index p such that d, > ¢, but d,4+1 = ¢p11,...,dy = ¢,. Now
p must be an element of {¢,...,n}. If not, then

¢ > dy+-+d, (since M; ¢ m$)
= ¢+--+c,>c

Since p € {t,...,n}, z. = x, since the exponent of x, in M; is greater than that of
M;. But then the exponents of xy,...,x, in z.M; = z,M; add up to at least ¢ + 1, but
the exponents of ,..., 2, in xyM; can be at most c. Thus M; € (B, 4, 1)mi," as

claimed.

Claim 2. z. € {z1,...,2-1} and zf € {@p 41, ..., 25}

Proof. Since M; € (Bl 4_o1)m3,", we have d, 1 4 -+ +d,, = s — 1. Because M; is an
element of (B, ,)my,, we have ¢, 1 + -+ + ¢, = 5. Since x.M; = x;M;, then x; must
be one of x,,1,...,x, because one of d,1,...,d, must be less then ¢, 1,...,c,.

The variable x, is in {z1,...,2;_1} because if z, € {xy,...,z,}, then x.M; would have
degree at least c+ 1 in the variables x, ..., z,, but ;M; would only have degree at most

C. O

Claim 3. d;+---+d,=c—1land ¢+ ---4+¢, =c.

Proof. Since M; € I, we have ¢;+---+c¢, > ¢, but d;+---+d,, < ¢ because M; ¢ I. Since
xeM; =x¢M;, x. € {1,...,t =1}, and xy € {r+1,...,n}, we must have ¢, +--- + ¢, =
c=d;+---+d, + 1. O

Now, let m be any monomial in the variables {z. | e € P,}, and suppose that mM; € I,
that is, m € I : (M;). Then there exists a monomial m’ € R and M € G(I) such that
mM; = m'M. If M = zll’l---:vfln, then b + ---+ b, > ¢ since M € I. Since m is not

divisible by any element of {zy,...,z,} (this follows from Claim 2 since any variable in
P, must be in {x1,...,2,_1}), the exponents of zy,...,z, in mM; are the same as those
of M;, and thus, the exponents of x;,...,z, in mM; add up to ¢ by Claim 3. Thus,
any variable that divides m’ must also be in {z1,...,x; 1} otherwise the exponents of
Ty ..., Tp inm'M add up to a number greater than c.

Since m and m’ are only divisible by the variables xq,...,x;_1, we must therefore
have by = ¢;,...,b, = ¢,. In particular, b,.; = ¢41,...,b, = ¢,. Thus, if we let

M* = :Bf,ff---xzn, then M; = M{M* and M = M'M*. Because M* € mj, , we have
M, M; € (B, ,)mj,. It follows that M, M' € (B, ,_,). Since M is in I, we have
M < M; with respect to the reverse-lex ordering. This implies that M’ < M] with
respect to the reverse-lex ordering.

Let D' be the ideal generated by all generators of (B],,, ,) less than M; with respect
to the reverse-lex order. View D’ as an ideal of S = k[z,...,2,]. Since (B} . ,) is
polymatroidal in this ring by Theorem Bl it has linear quotients with respect to the
ascending reverse-lex ordering (by Proposition Z§)). So

D/ . (Mz/> = (.flfil, . ,I‘ir>.
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Now mM; = m/ M implies that mM, = mM’'. Since m, m’ can be viewed as elements of .9,
we have m € D’ : (M]) since M" € D. So there exists some z. € {x;,,...,x; } such that
x./m. Note that e € P,. We thus must have some M" € D" C (B, ,) with M" < M;
such that z.M] = xyM" for some x;. But then

reM; = x M]M* = x;M"M*.
Now M"M* € D since M"M* € (B, ;_,)my, and M"M* < M;M*. But this contradicts

Claim 1 since any M € D such that M|z.M; must be in (B, ,_, ) )mi.".
Thus m & I : (M;), and the conclusion follows. O

Remark 4.4. Combining Corollary and Theorem B3, we conclude that
I = (21, 72) N (22, 23) N (73, 74) N (71, 74)

is the simplest intersection of Veronese ideals that is not componentwise linear. It is
the ideal of a tetrahedral curve; see [23] and [I3] for studies of these ideals and their
resolutions, including a characterization of which curves are componentwise linear. Note
that to form an intersection of Veronese ideals that is not componentwise linear, by our
earlier results, we must have s > 4. By analyzing the possible cases for three variables, it is
not hard to see that we must also work in a ring with at least four variables: The presence
of any ideal (x1, z9,x3)* C klx1, zo, 23] in the intersection is irrelevant to componentwise
linearity, and hence one needs only show that

(l’l)al N (l’g)az N (1’3)a3 N (1’1, $2)a4 N (1’1, l’g)as N (1’2, 1'3)%,
where the a; > 0, can be expressed as
(5(:(1115(:(212ng> ((xlu x2>max{a4—(a1+a2),0} N (xlu xs)max{as—(a1+a3),0} N (x27 xs)max{ag—(ag—i-ag),O}) )
Theorem tells us that this ideal is componentwise linear.

The proof of Theorem gives some insight into why there are ideals with s = 4 that
fail to be componentwise linear. The ideals

B =m{nmb)Nklz; | i € JUK] = (m%nmy)Nk[z,... 2]

play a prominent role in the proof. We use the fact that the ideals (B, ,_,) are polyma-
troidal in k[xy, ..., z,] by Theorem Bl which shows that they have linear quotients with
respect to ascending reverse-lex order. If, in trying to prove the s = 4 case, we defined the
B’ as the intersection of three ideals m%, mY., and m¢, intersected with the appropriate
ring, this step would fail without extra hypotheses on J, K, and L.

5. RESOLUTIONS OF m% Nmb,

In this section we provide a thorough analysis of the graded Betti numbers of ideals
of the form I = m% N mé; with @ > b > 1. We derive formulas for the Betti numbers of
these intersections of Veronese ideals that enable us in the next section to recapture the
formulas of Valla [26], Fatabbi and Lorenzini [I1], and the first author [I2] for the graded
Betti numbers of two fat points in P". In fact, we can extend their results to compute the
N-graded Betti numbers of two fat points in the multiprojective space P™ x - .. x P,

To compute the graded Betti numbers of I = m% N'mf, we generalize the approach
given by the first author in [I2]. Our proof hinges on the fact that I is an example of a
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splittable monomial ideal. As in the previous section, for a monomial ideal I we let G(I)
denote the unique set of minimal generators of I.

Definition 5.1 (see [§]). A monomial ideal [ is splittable if I is the sum of two nonzero
monomial ideals J and K, that is, I = J + K, such that

(1) G(I) is the disjoint union of G(J) and G(K).
(2) there is a splitting function

satisfying

(a) for all w € G(J N K), w = lem(o(w), Y (w)).

(b) for every subset S C G(JNK), both lem(¢4(S)) and lem(¢(S)) strictly divide
lem(S).

If J and K satisfy the above properties, then we shall say I = J + K is a splitting of .

When I = J + K is a splitting of a monomial ideal I, then there is a relation between
Bi (1) and the graded Betti numbers of the smaller ideals.

Theorem 5.2 (Eliahou-Kervaire [§], Fatabbi [I0]). Suppose I is a splittable monomial
ideal with splitting I = J + K. Then for all i,57 > 0,

Bij(I) = Bij(J) + Bii(K) + Bi1;(J N K).

The following lemma (for a proof see Lemma 2.3 of [12]) will allows us to determine
when a resolution built via a mapping cone construction is in fact minimal.

Lemma 5.3. Let I C R = k[z1,...,x,] be a homogeneous ideal with the regularity of
R/I at most d — 1. Let m be a monomial of degree d not in I such that I : m = my for
some J C [n|. Then the mapping cone resolution of R/(I,m) is minimal.

With these tools we can now turn to the graded Betti numbers of I = m% Nmb,. The
resolution depends upon how the two subsets J, K C [n] intersect. There are four possible
cases, as listed below, and we shall deal with each case separately.

Case 1: JNK = .
If JNK =0, then I = m% Nmb = m%mY. The resolution of I is then a corollary of
Theorem ZT2 For completeness we record the formula here:

|J[+a—1\(a+ii— 1\ [|K]+b—1\ (b+ir—1
.. [ p—
ﬁz,z-ﬁ-a—i—b( ) Z < a+i1 ’il b—l—’lg i2

11+12=1

and 3; ;(I) = 0 for all other i, j > 0.
Case 2: J\K =10 (ie.,, J C K).
In this case I = m% Nmf = m%. By Lemma ETT] the resolution of I is then given by
-1 — 1
Biiva(l) = <|J| N “ ) (a +Z_ ) and f3; ;(I) = 0 otherwise.

a-—+1 /)
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Case 3: K\J =0 (ie., K CJ).

Set A = J\K, and let my denote the corresponding ideal. In this situation I =
mg NmY = m¢ +mami ' + - + m% mb. We will postpone describing 3;;(I) in this
case since these numbers will be a byproduct of our work in the final case.

Case 4: JNK,J\K,K\J # 0.

Set A= J\K, B=K\J and C = JN K. Let my, mp and m¢c be the corresponding

monomial ideals.

Notation 5.4. Since the generators of my, mp and mg are disjoint subsets of indeter-
minates of R, for ease of exposition we write my = (x1,..., 24 ), mp = (Y1, .., Y, ), and
me = <Zl, ey Zt3>~
With this notation, we set
U = m&+mam& '+ +m%'ms
Vo= mpm% T ml Tt Fmimd P ml 4 mhme
To find the graded Betti numbers of I, we will exploit the fact that U and V form a

splitting of I (as we prove below).

Theorem 5.5. Suppose that J, K are subsets of [n| that belong to Case 4, and let U and
V be as above. Then I =m% NmY is a splittable ideal with splitting [ = U + V.

Proof. We first verify that I = U + V. Since the containment U 4+ V' C [ follows directly
from the definitions of U and V, it suffices to show that I C U + V. Since m% and mY
are monomial ideals, m% N mY is generated by the monomials

{lem(my, my) | my € G(m%) and my € G(mb)}.

We need to show that each monomial in the above set isin U + V.

Since m4 = m& +mam& ' +---+mY, if m; € G(m%), then we have either m; € m);m% "

for some i = 0,...,a — b, or my € mj_b“mbc_l for some ¢ = 1,...,b. In the first case,

my € U, so it automatically follows that lem(m;,my) € U C U + V for all my € G(m%).
So, suppose m, € mj_b“mbc__l for_ somei=1,... b Sincemb = m%—l—mlglmch- c4mb,
if my € G(m4,), then my € m%mlgj for some j = 0,...,b. Hence

lem(my, my) € (Mm% ml ) N (mdm?7) = m% P HmlmBe -0
Ifb—1i>0b—j, then ¢ < j, and thus
lem(my, my) € m% " mLml " C my T mml T CV C U+ V.
Similarly, if b — j > b — 4, then j <4, and thus
lem(my,my) € mG Hmiml7 C m " Hmlml CV CU 4V,

except if j = 0, in which case lem(my,ms) € U CU + V.
The definition of U and V' gives G(U)NG(V) = ). To show that U and V is a splitting,
we first make the observation that

UNV =mpgm% " ml,,
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and hence
GUNV) = {yimuims | yi € G(mp), my € Gmi"), my € G(me)}.
We define our splitting function as follows:
gunv) — GU)xG(V)
m = ymimy +— (¢(m),(m)) = ((ml/xmaX(m1))m2> Yima (m2/zmaX(7n2)))
where max(my) = max{i | z;lm;} and max(msy) = max{i | z;|mo}. It is immediate that
lem(p(m), ¥(m)) = m, so our splitting function satisfies the first condition.

To verify the second condition, let S C G(U NV). It is straightforward to check
that both lem(4(S5)) and lem(¢(S)) divide lem(S). Moreover, lem(¢(S)) strictly divides
lem(.S) since lem(S) is divisible by some y,, but lem(¢(S)) is not. To see that lem(¢(S))
strictly divides lem(5), let m = y;mymy € S be the monomial with largest max(ms), and

among all monomials m’ € S divisible by Zmax(ms), the power of zZmax(m,) in m, say d, is
the largest. Hence 24 (moy| lem(.S), but 24 (my) does not divide lem(t(5)). This implies

that lem(e(S)) strictly divides lem(S).
So, [ =U +V is a splitting of I. O

Since U and V is a splitting of I, by Theorem we only need to compute the graded
Betti numbers of U, V', and U N'V. As noted within the previous proof

_ a—b+1...b
UNV =mpmfy """ mg.

The graded Betti numbers of U NV can be computed using Theorem T2
We now generalize the proof in [I2] to compute the graded Betti numbers of U and V.

Theorem 5.6. With the notation as above, for all i > 0,
a—b|Al-1

P (|C|;+ai— 1) <a+§ - 1) Y (kjiI 1) (ICI +aa_—jj — 1) (|C|i+ k)

j=1 k=0

and B; ;(U) for all other i,5 > 0.

Proof. To compute the graded Betti numbers of U, first note that we know the graded
Betti numbers of m¢ by Lemma ZT1l We shall add the remaining generators of U to m¢,,
one at a time, and at each intermediate step, compute the graded Betti numbers of the
resulting ideal using Lemma B3 After adding the last generator, we will arrive at the
desired formula.

We add the remaining generators of U to m¢ in the following order: First, we add the
generators of mAm“C_l, then those of mim“c_z, and so on. When adding the generators
of m{ym% ", we shall add the generators in descending lexicographic order with respect to
the ordering 1 > --- >z, > 21 > -+ > z,. Let my denote the ¢-th monomial added to

m¢, and set Uy = m& + (my, ..., my).
a C — . .
For each m = af' -+ -2, " 2{' ... 2,,* € mym& ™", we associate to m the following number:

]{;x<m) = ma,X{]{Z | Tl+1 divides x'lll s xtaltl }

Ct . o . . C
For example k,(z]z{"...2,*) = 0 since x; divides zf, while k,(23zoxs2l" ... 2,°) = 2

because z3 divides z2zyr3. This notation is needed to prove:
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Claim: If my, the ¢-th monomial to be added m%, belongs to m, € mim& ™" and k =
k. (my) then
U1 2 (my) = me + (21, ..., 23).

Proof. By construction,

Uy =m& +mamé ™+ -+ mi mG 4 (me miym& | m > myy).
Since multiplying m, by any z; gives zym, € mim& ™ C m  m% T it immediately

follows that me C Uy @ (my).

If £k = 0, then m, = z{27"-- ~zt63t3. Multiplying m, by any monomial m € R not
divisible by z; does not land you in m¢ ™" for ¢ = 0,...,¢ — 1. So, if mm, € U,_;, then
mm, € mym% ", That is mm, must be divisible by a monomial in mzn;"c_t greater thar; my.
But the only elements greater than m, must have the form xfz{" - - - 2,/* with 2{" - - z,/* >
2t ~zt63t3. No element of this form can divide mmy. So, if k =0, Uy_q : (my) = me.

If £ > 0, to show that x1, ..., 25 € Up_q : (my), we note that my = x* - - ~xZ’fllzf1 . -sz.

Then for each i = 1,...,k,

_ ai apt1—1 _c; Ctg Y
rimy = (w2 - 2 )T = Ty

Now m/ > m, with respect to our ordering, so x;m, € Uy_1. So mg+ (21, ..., 2) C Up_q :
(me).

To prove the reverse inclusion, let m be any monomial of R not divisible by either the z;s
or xi,...,x. If mm, € U,_1, then mm, must be in m%m“c_t since mmy ¢ QO"c_i for i =
0,...,t—1. For mmy to be both in U,_; and mfAngt, it must be divisible by some mono-
mial m’ € mim& " with m’ > my,. For m’ to be larger than my = a§* -~ a5 20t -+ - 202
the exponent of one of xy, ..., Tg41, 21, . . ., 2¢, must be larger in m/. But this means m’ is
divisible either by some z; or one of x4, ..., xx, and thus, m would also have this property,
providing us with a contradiction. So, the only monomials in U,y : (my) are those in

mc—i—(xl,...,:ck). O

We now compute the graded Betti numbers of U, for each . When ¢ = 0, Uy = m¢,
and the graded Betti numbers are given by Lemma E-TTE

ot (e (04

and f; ;(Up) for all other 4,5 > 0. Observe that this formula implies that the regularity
of R/Uyis a — 1.
Suppose now that ¢ > 0, and that m, is the /-th monomial. Furthermore, suppose that
me € myms® with k = k,(my). Applying the claim, we have a short exact sequence
0— R/(Up_y : (mg))(—a) = R/(me + (21, ..., 21))(—a) =% R/U,_1 — R/U, — 0.

By Lemma B3 the mapping construction gives a minimal graded resolution of R/Uj.

Thus
|IC| + k
; .

5i,i+a(U€) = 5z‘,i+a(UE—1) + (

and f; j(Uy) = 0 for all other 4,5 > 0. So, each new generator m that we add to U
contributes (‘CHIZ?”(’”)) to Biita(U).
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For each t = 1,...,a — b, there are ('C‘J;Ci_tt_l

These are the elements of z{m%". Also, for each t = 1,...,a — b, there are

E+t—1\/|C|+a—-t—1
t—1 a—t
generators of m{m& " with k,(m) = k as 1 < k < |A| — 1. To see this, we first need
to count the number of elements of mfy of the form a{" ---z;*{" with ag, > 1. This is

equivalent to counting the number of nonnegative integer solutions to

) generators of mym¢ " with k,(m) = 0.

a1+---+ak+1:twithak+1>0.

Standard techniques in combinatorics imply that this equals (kj_tzl)

mial m € mY of this form, every monomial m” € mm% ™" has k,(m”) = k. So we get
(k:r_tzl) ('C‘T__tt_l) generators with k,(m) = k. By the discussion in the previous para-
graph, each generator contributes (‘CL.J’]“) to Biita(U). The formula in the statement of
the theorem then comes by summing over all ¢ and k. 0

Note that when K C J asin Case 3, C = KNJ =K and A= J\K. So I = U when
K C J. The above theorem provides the following formula for I in Case 3.

Corollary 5.7. Suppose J, K C [n] with K C J. If I =m% N m, then

For each mono-

. a—b|A|-1 . .
N _ (IK[+a-1\[{a+i-1 2 E+j—1\/(|K|+a—j—-1\/|K|+k
LU QIS | G B0 30 31 (e [ [ Gy
=1 k=0
and B; ;(I) =0 for all otheri,j > 0.
The formula for the graded Betti numbers of V' is proved similarly.

Theorem 5.8. With the notation as above, fori >0 and 2 < j <b,
N B | B| |A|+a—0b a—b+ix\ [(|C|+b—2\ b+ iz —2
Privann(V) = +Z+:: (1 +i) \a—b+1+i iz b—1+is i3
|A|-1|B|-1

ZZ [Cl+b—j—1\(ki+a—-b+j—1\(ka+7—1\[IC|+ k1 + k2
b—j a—b+j—1 j—1 i

k1=0 ko=0

Biitati (V)

Proof. Set V = mBmi_mel(’;l. We add the remaining generators of V' to Vj, one at a
time, and after adding a new generator, we compute the graded Betti numbers of the
resulting ideal.

We shall add the remaining generators of V' in the following order: First, we add the
generators of mim<% ""?m% 2 then those of mym% *m?% 3 and so on. When adding
the generators of mthj_b“ml(’jt, we will add them in lexicographic order with respect to
Yp > > Yy, > Xy > >y, > 2 > - 2. We let my denote the /-th monomial added
to Vp, and define V; := Vy + (mq, ..., my).

; _ b b2 ,.a1 aty ey c3 t . a—b+t. b—t :
To each monomial m = yy* - - - y22)" -y 27" - - 22 € mpm " T'm " we associate the
following two numbers:
o . a
ky(m) = max{k | x4 divides 27" ---x,'}.

hy(m) = max{k | yeor divides ' -2}
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Using this notation, we shall prove:

Claim: Suppose that m, is the /-th monomial added to Vj, and that m, € mthZ_mel(’;t

with k, = k,(m,) and k, = k,(m,). Then

Viert(my) =me + (21, -, Ty Y1 - - - >yky)-
Proof. By definition
Viop = mpm o ml b m  m T T T - (m € mbm T m T | m > my).

It is straightforward to check that mg C Vi @ (my).
If k, = k, = 0, then my = 329 ""'m/ where m’ € m%™*. Multiplying m, by any

monomial m € R not divisible by z; does not land you in mlgi fort=1,...,t—1. So, if

mmy € Up_y, then mmy, € mim® " ml " That is, mm, must be divisible by a monomial

in mth‘z_mel’C_t greater than m,. But the only elements greater than m, must have

the form y!a?""'m” with m” > m/. No element of this form can divide mmy. So, if

k‘x = k‘y = O, ‘/g_l . (mg) = mc.

_ b bhy+1_ay aty c1 Ct3 P
If k, > 0, then m; = y; S W T w2y Then for each i =1,..., ky,
) — (ny.0,b1 bry+1=1 a4y aty _cy Ctg !
yime = (yiyy" - - Y41 Tro Ty 2L A )yky+1 = M Yk, +1

But m’ > my, so m’ € V4, thus y; € Vo1 : (my). If k, > 0, a similar argument implies
that 2y, ..., 2y, € Vi1 (my). Hence meo + (21, ..., Ty, Y1, - -, Yk,) © Vier 1 (my).
Conversely, suppose that m is a monomial of R that is not divisible by either the z;’s or

Tiy.oy Thy OF Y1, ..oy Yk, I mmy € Vg, then mm, € mthj_b”mlgt since mmy ¢ mlgl

fori =1,...,t—1 and because no z; divides m. For mm, to be in V,_; and mthj_b”mlgt,

mmy, must be divisible by some monomial m' € mthj_bJ’tml(’jt with m’ > m,. But this
can only happen if m' is divisible by either xy,..., x4, or ¥, ..., yx, which would imply
that m has this property as well. So, a monomial of R belongs of V,_; : (my) only if it

belongs to m¢ + (v1,.. ., Thy, Y1, - -+ Yk, )- O

We now compute the graded Betti numbers of V;, for each /. When ¢ = 0, Vj =
mpm? T ml ! The graded Betti numbers follow from Theorem ELT2

- _ |B| |A|+a—b a—b+1s |C|+b—2 b+1i3—2
B“*““(Vo)_i +Z+: B (1+i1 a—b+1+is is b—1+is i3
and f; (V) = 0 otherwise.

Suppose that £ > 0 and let m, be the /~th monomial with m, € mhm% " m& " We
have the short exact sequence

0= R/(Viey : (mo))(—a—t) =% R/Vi_y — R/V; — 0.

By Lemma B3, the mapping cone construction gives a minimal graded free resolution
of R/Vy. If ky = ky(my) and k, = k,(my), then the claim implies R/(Vi_; : (my)) =

R/(me + (1, ..., Thys Y1s - -+, Yky))- S0, each generator m € mim?% **'ml% " contributes

(ICHkr("Z?)*’“y(m)) to Biivare(V).
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Thus, foreach t = 2,...,bwe need to count the number of generators m € mym9~ b+tmbc_t

with k.(m) = k, andk( ) =k, with 0 <k, <|A]—1and 0 <k, < |B| — 1. Recall
that k,(m) = k, and k,(m) = k, if and only if

b
_ a1 Okg+1, b1 ky+1 01 Ctg
m =Ty Tty Yt Y1 21 Ry
. . ka-ra—btt—1 a
Arguing as in Theorem B0, there are ( ””;_“b +tt1 ) choices for x{"---z}"2%" there are

. b b, +1
) choices of yi" -+ -y, 41, and

ky+a—b+t—1\(k,+t—1\/|C|+b—t—1
a—b+t—1 t—1 b—t

generators m € mbm?% Mm% with k,(m) = k, and k,(m) = k,. Each generator con-
tributes ('C‘Jr'z”ky) to SZ,HQH(V). The final formulas are then a consequence of summing

(ky-i-t—l

O (5

. C
choices for z{* - - - z,*. Thus there are

over all possible ¢, k, and £,. ([l
Theorem 5.9. Suppose J, K C [n] are such that JN K, J\K,K\J # 0. If I = m%Nmb,
then

BiitaI) = Biira(U)
Biitar1(D) = Biirar1(V) + Bimtirars(mpmi™ ™ me)
ﬁi7i+a+j (I) = 5i,i+a+j(v) forj=2,...,b.
where U and V' are as defined above.

Proof. Since I = U +V is a splitting, the formulas are a consequence of Theorem and
the fact that ﬁi—l,i-i-a-i-l(U N V) = ﬁi—l,i-i-a-i-l (mBmZ b+1mlé). ]

6. APPLICATIONS: MULTIPLICITY, COMBINATORICS, AND FAT POINTS IN
MULTIPROJECTIVE SPACE

In our final section, we present some applications of our results in the earlier sections.
First, we discuss some cases of the Multiplicity Conjecture of Herzog, Huneke, and Srini-
vasan. In addition, we use our componentwise linearity results and Alexander duality to
prove a corollary about the sequential Cohen-Macaulayness of some simplicial complexes.
Finally, we apply our earlier results to investigate the resolutions of some sets of fat points
in multiprojective space. The main result of [T2] is that ideals of small sets of general
fat points in P" are componentwise linear; we generalize this theorem to multiprojective
space. Furthermore, we extend work from [I0, 26, [T, 2] to describe the graded Betti
numbers of ideals of small sets of fat points in linear general position in multiprojective
space.

6.1. Multiplicity Conjecture. The Multiplicity Conjecture of Herzog, Huneke, and
Srinivasan (see, e.g., [21]) proposes bounds for the multiplicity of an ideal in terms of the
shifts in its graded free resolution. The explicit statement is given below.

Conjecture 6.1. Let R/I be a homogeneous k-algebra with resolution of the form

b1
0—>@R dyj) — - —>@R (—=dyj) — R — R/I — 0.

7j=1
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Setm; =min{d;; | j=1,...,b;} and M; = max{d;; | j=1,...,b;}. If codim(I) = ¢ and
e(R/I) denotes the multiplicity of R/I, then

e(R/I) < 1is M My

c!
Furthermore, if R/I is Cohen-Macaulay, then

H’% <e(R/I).
c!

In [24], Rémer proved that when the characteristic of k is zero, componentwise lin-
ear ideals satisfy the above Multiplicity Conjecture. As a consequence of Theorem Bl

Corollary B2, Theorem B3, and Romer’s result, we have:

Corollary 6.2. Suppose char(k) = 0. Let I = m3 N---Nmy, and suppose either that
s <3, or J;UJ; =[n] for all i # j. Then I satisfies the upper bound of the Multiplicity
Conjecture.

Note that we only know that the upper bound is true since in general, R/l may not
be Cohen-Macaulay. If it is, then the lower bound holds as well. (Roémer states his result
only for the upper bound, but his proof is based on the fact that if I is componentwise
linear, then I and the reverse-lex generic initial ideal gin(I) have the same graded Betti
numbers in characteristic zero. Both bounds of the conjecture hold for all Cohen-Macaulay
generic initial ideals in characteristic zero since the bounds are true for all Cohen-Macaulay
strongly stable ideals. Since the reverse-lex gin preserves depth and dimension, if R/I is
Cohen-Macaulay, R/ gin([) is as well, so the lower bound holds in that case.)

6.2. The sequentially Cohen-Macaulay property. The notion of componentwise lin-
earity is intimately related to the concept of sequential Cohen-Macaulayness.

Definition 6.3. Let R = k[xy,...,z,]. A graded R-module M is called sequentially
Cohen-Macaulay if there exists a finite filtration

O=MyCcM,C---M, =M

such that each M;/M;_; is Cohen-Macaulay, and the Krull dimensions of the quotients
are increasing:

dll’Il(Ml/Mo) < dll’Il(MQ/M1> < < dim(Mr/Mr_l).

We say that a simplicial complex A is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay if R/IA is sequen-
tially Cohen-Macaulay, where I is the Stanley-Reisner ideal of A.

Stanley introduced sequential Cohen-Macaulayness in connection with developments
in the theory of shellability; see, e.g., [25] for a definition of shellable. A shellable pure
simplicial complex (that is, a shellable simplicial complex whose maximal faces all have
the same dimension) is Cohen-Macaulay, but if one extends the definition of shellability
to allow nonpure simplicial complexes, one obtains simplicial complexes that are not
Cohen-Macaulay. However, they are sequentially Cohen-Macaulay.

The theorem connecting sequentially Cohen-Macaulayness to componentwise linearity
is based on the idea of Alexander duality. We define Alexander duality for squarefree
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monomial ideals and then state the fundamental result of Herzog and Hibi [I8] and Herzog,
Reiner, and Welker [20].

Definition 6.4. If [ = (211212 214y, ..., Ts1%s2 - Tsy,) 1S a squarefree monomial
ideal, then the Alexander dual of I, denoted I*, is the monomial ideal

I* = (Ilfl,l, e ,1’1’“) N---N (l’s,l, . 7xs,ts)-

If A is a simplicial complex and [ = I its Stanley-Reisner ideal, then the simplicial
complex A* with Ia» = I} is the Alexander dual of A.

Theorem 6.5. Let A be a simplicial complex with Stanley-Reisner ideal In. Let A* be the
Alexander dual of A. Then R/Ix is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay if and only if I\ = I~
18 componentwise linear.

Our results in this paper yield the following corollary.

Corollary 6.6. Let A be a simplicial complex on n vertices, and let In be its Stanley-
Reisner ideal, minimally generated by squarefree monomaials mq, ..., ms. If s < 3, so that
A has at most three minimal nonfaces, or if Supp(m;) U Supp(m;) = {z1,...,z,} for all
1 # J, then A s sequentially Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof. I is a squarefree monomial ideal; suppose it is minimally generated by monomials
{xl,l R S R IR % T xs,ts}- Then

[Z - IA* = (xl,la s >x1,t1) n---N ($571a t "xSvtS)'

By Theorem Bl Corollary B2, or Theorem E3 I} is componentwise linear, and so
Theorem gives the result. O

Example 6.7. Let A be a simplicial complex on six vertices. Suppose the minimal
nonfaces of A are {145,126,135}. Then

]A* = ($1,1’4,SL’5) N (l’l,l’g,$6) N (1’1,1’3,1’5) C R= ]{3[1’1, R ,SL’G]

is componentwise linear by Theorem B3 and thus A is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay.
Note that A is not Cohen-Macaulay since codim In = 1, while the projective dimension
of R/IA is two.

6.3. Fat points in multiprojective space. We begin by recalling some of the rel-
evant definitions for points in multiprojective space (for more on this topic see [27,
28, 29]). The coordinate ring of P™ x ... x P"™ is the N"-graded polynomial ring
R = K[z10,...,T10ys- s Tr0y- - Tpp,] With degaz;; = €;, the i-th basis vector of N.
The defining ideal of a point P = P, X --- X P. € P™ x --- x P" is the prime ideal
Ip = (Lyg,- s Lings- oy Lyay ooy Ly, ) with deg L;; = e;. The forms L;s,..., L, ,, are
the generators of the defining ideal of P; € P™.

Definition 6.8. A set of points X C P" is said to be in linear general position if no
more than two points lie on a line, no more than three points line in a plane, ..., no more
than n points lie in an (n — 1)-plane.
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Observe that the above definition is equivalent to the fact that if £; is any linear
subspace of P" of dimension d with d = 0,...,n — 1, then the intersection of L4 and X
contains at most d + 1 points of X. When d = 0, L, is a point, so this simply says that
the intersection of a point and X is at most one point. To extend this to a multigraded
context, we say that £ is (dy, ..., d,)-linear subspace of P x- - - xP™ if L = L4 x---X Ly,
where each L, is a linear subspace of P" of dimension d; with d; = 0,...,n; (so L,,, = P™
is allowed) and there exists at least one j € [r] such that d; < n,.

Definition 6.9. A set of points X C P™ x --- x P" is in linear general position if for
every (dy,...,d,)-linear subspace L, the intersection of £ and X contains at most d + 1
points of X where d = min{d,,...,d,}.

We point out that if £ is (di, ..., d,)-linear subspace with d = d; = 0, then L, is a
point. So if X is in linear general position, this means that at most one point of X can
intersect £, which, in turn, implies that at most one point of X can have i-th coordinate
equal to Lg4,. It follows from this observation that for any two points P, () € X with X
in linear general position in P™ --. x -+ -P™  we must have P, # Q; fori =1,...,r. In
other words if 7; : P™ x - .. x P — P"™ denotes the projection morphism for¢=1,... 7,
and if {Qq,...,Q} € P™ x .- x P"™ is in linear general position, then the sets of
the projections {m;(Q1),...,m(Q;)} are in linear general position in P™ for each i. In
particular, we require that m;(Q);) # m;(Q;) for all < and all j # [; see Remark for
what can go wrong without this condition.

Definition 6.10. Let {P;,..., P;} CP™ x --- x P" be a set of points with the defining
ideal of P; denoted Ip, and let a4, ..., as be positive integers. The scheme Z C P™ x - - X
P defined by

Iz=1Ipn0---NIy
is scheme of fat points, and is sometimes denoted Z = {(Py,a1), ..., (Ps,as)}. We call g;

the multiplicity of the point P;. The points { P, ..., P;} are referred to as the support
of Z.

By a small set of linear general fat points in P", we mean that the support has at most
n + 1 points in linear general position. This restriction allows us to make a change of
coordinates to move all the points to the coordinate vertices, and we can take the ideal
corresponding to the set of fat points to be an intersection of monomial ideals

I=(z1,...,2,)® N0 (0, T2,y .., Tp)™ NN (20, v, Tso1, Tsg1, Tn)®.

If we are working in P™ x - - - x P", we would like to change coordinates to work with a
set of fat points at the coordinate vertices so that the corresponding ideals are monomial
ideals. Therefore, a small set of fat points can consist of no more than 1+min{ny,...,n,}
points. The set of fat points is general if the points in the support are in linear general
position.

Suppose that I is the ideal of a small set of general fat points in P™ x --- x P". As a
consequence of Theorem Bl, we can generalize the componentwise linearity result for the
r =1 case from [I2] (and obtain a different proof for that case).

Theorem 6.11. Let I be the ideal of s + 1 general fat points in P™ x --- x P"  where
s <min{nq,...,n.}. Then for alld, (1;) is polymatroidal, and I is componentwise linear.
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Proof. Because [ is the ideal of a small set of general fat points in multiprojective space,
we may assume that [ has the form

— ao
I= (zl,la"'7$1,n17$271a"'7$2,n27"'axr,1a'-'axr,nr) M---N

~ ~ ~ As
(1'170, Ce ,1’178, .. .,1'17”1,113'270, P ,1'275, P ’x2,n27 P ,Z'no, Ce >Ir,sa Ce 7IT,NT-) s C R,

where z; ; denotes that z; ; is left out. Note that the union of the variables appearing in
any two of the components is all the variables of R. Hence the result follows immediately
from Theorem BTl O

As in Corollary B2, when the char(k) = 0, Theorem implies that ideals of small
sets of general fat points in multiprojective space satisfy the Multiplicity Conjecture of
Herzog, Huneke, and Srinivasan. Note that if » > 1, the ideal will not be Cohen-Macaulay
(for example, see [27), 28]), so we may only conclude that the conjectured upper bound is
true.

We conclude this discussion with a remark about how we defined the notion of a “gen-
eral” set of fat points.

Remark 6.12. In our definition of what it means for a set of fat points @Qq,..., Qs in
multiprojective space to be general, we required that for all 7 and all j # [, the projections
mi(Q;) # m(Q). If that condition is not satisfied, the corresponding ideal may not be
componentwise linear.

Consider the points [1:0] x [1:0],[1:0] x [0:1],[0:1] x [1:0], and [0: 1] x [0: 1] in
P! x P!, and suppose each point has multiplicity one. The ideal corresponding to the set
of four points in R = k[zo, z1, Yo, ¥1] is

I = (21,91) N (z1,90) N (0, y1) N (20, Y0) = (To1, You1)-

This ideal is a complete intersection of degree two polynomials, and hence it is not com-
ponentwise linear; in particular, I = (I5) does not have a linear resolution. The problem
is that the union of the variables appearing in, for example, the first two components, is
not all of {xg, x1, Yo, y1}-

We turn now to the graded Betti numbers of two general fat points in multiprojective
space. As an application of Theorem we can compute the N-graded Betti numbers of
the defining ideal of two fat points in P! x --- x P™ in linear general position.

Corollary 6.13. Let Z = {(P,a), (Q,b)} be two fat points in P™ X «-- x P" with a > b
Set N =nqy+---+n,, and let I; denote the defining ideal of Z. If P and Q) are in linear
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general position, then

a—br—1 . .
~ (N-r+a-1 a—l—z—l k+j—1\/N—r+a—j—1\(N—-r+k
ot = () ()2 ()OO0

j=1 k=0

r r+a—= a—b+is\(N—r+b—2\ /(b+iz—2
iitat1(L = , . . . .
Buitari(lz) _ Z _(1+u><a—b+1+z2 ( ia >< b—1+is )( is )+

i1 +i2+iz=1

Z r r+a-—2> a—b+is\(N—r+b—1\/b+iz—1
~ 144 a—b+1+1i 19 b+ i3 13

11 +t2+i3=1—1

r—1 r—1 . .
—7‘+b j—l ki+a—-b+j5—1 ko+7—1 N—r+k +ko
Biitariz) = Z( )( . . .
P a—b+j5-1 j—1 )
forj=2...,b.

and B; j(Iz) =0 for all otheri,j > 0.
Proof. Since P and () are in linear general position, we may assume (after a change of

coordinates) that P =[1:0:---: 0 x---x[1:0:---:0and Q@ =[0:1:0:---:
0] x -+-x[0:1:0---:0]. So, the defining ideal of I has the form

a b

Iz = (371,1, cesTingy e Tl e ,Dfr,nr) N (!131,0, L1,2y+ -5 Tlngy -+ -5 Lr0s Lr2s - - axr,nr)
The graded Betti numbers of I are then a consequence of Theorem B9 with |C] = N —r
and |A| = |B| =r. O

Remark 6.14. When r = 1 in the previous corollary, we recover the formulas of Valla [26]
and first author [I2] for two fat points in P". When r > 1, then I also has a multigraded
resolution of the form

0—>@R (—j)Pmatlz) — —>@R )Posllz) 1, — 0.

JeNr JENT

Corollary gives us some information on the multigraded Betti numbers f; ; (Iz) be-
cause of the identity 53 ;(1z) = >_;; Bi;(Iz)-
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