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RATLIFF-RUSH FILTRATIONS ASSOCIATED WITH IDEALS
AND MODULES OVER A NOETHERIAN RING

TONY J. PUTHENPURAKAL AND FAHED ZULFEQARR

ABSTRACT. Let R be a commutative Noetherian ring, M a finitely generated
R-module and I a proper ideal of R. In this paper we introduce and analyze
some properties of r(I, M) = Uk>1(1k+1M : I M), the Ratliff-Rush ideal as-
sociated with I and M. When M = R (or more generally when M is projective)
then r(I, M) = I, the usual Ratliff- Rush ideal associated with I. If I is a reg-
ular ideal and ann M = 0 we show that {r(I"™, M)},>¢ is a stable I-filtration.
If M, is free for all p € Spec R \ m-Spec R, then under mild condition on R
we show that for a regular ideal I, £(r(I, M)/I) is finite. Further r(I, M) =1
if A*(I) N m-SpecR = ( (here A*(I) is the stable value of the sequence
Ass(R/I™)). Our generalization also helps to better understand the usual
Ratliff-Rush filtration. When I is a regular m-primary ideal our techniques
yield an easily computable bound for k such that Im = (I"tFk: I%) foralln > 1.
For any ideal I we show that InM = I"M+H9(M) for all n > 0. This yields
that ﬁ(], M) = @n>0 I" MM is Noetherian if and only if depth M > 0. Surpris-
ingly if dim M = 1 then G;(M) = D.>o0 ﬁ\z\?ﬂm is always a Noetherian
and a Cohen-Macaulay Gy(R)-module. Application to Hilbert coefficients is
also discussed.

INTRODUCTION

Let R be a commutative Noetherian ring and I an ideal of R. The Ratliff-Rush
ideal I = (Jy»,(I*": I*) is a useful notion. When R is local and [ is m-primary,

the Ratliff-Rush filtration {ﬁ}nZI has many applications in the theory of Hilbert
functions, for instance see [I8]. In this paper we generalize this notion.
Let M be a finitely generated R-module. Set

r(I,M) = | JU M 1°M),.
E>1

We call r(I, M) the Ratliff-Rush ideal associated with I and M. Notice that
r(I,M) = Tif M = R. Our generalization also gives us a better understand-
ing of the usual Ratliff-Rush filtration. For instance when R is a Cohen-Macaulay
local ring and I is an m-primary ideal it is useful find a upper bound on k such
that Im = (I"*t*: I*) for all n > 1, see [19]. Our techniques enables us to find an
easily computable upper bound on k (see and B.7).
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We analyze many of its properties. Perhaps the first non-trivial property is that
the function I +—— r(I, M) is an involution on the set of ideals of R, i.e.,

r(r(I,M),M) =r(I,M).

This is done in Theorem [3.3]

Next we relate this notion to integral closure. In Theorem [£.4] we show that if T
is a regular ideal then there exists a rank 1 module M such that r(I, M) = 1. A
typical example of a rank one module is a regular ideal. In Proposition .5 we show
that there exists a regular ideal J such that (I, J) = I. Furthermore we prove (in
Proposition [4.5]) that the set

C(I) = {J | J aregular ideal with r(I,J) = I}.

has a unique maximal element.

Next we analyze the filtration 71, = {r(I",M)},>1. We first prove that this
is a filtration of ideals and an I-filtration (see Theorem 2.I)). Thus R(Fi,) =
@, -or(I", M) is a R(I) = @, -, ["-algebra. Let IM = Ugs, (IFF1M 3y TF), the
Ratliff-Rush module of M associated with I. We show that R(I, M) = D..~o M
is a graded R(F%,;)-module (see Proposition 24). In Theorem 5.3 we prove that if
grade(I, M) >0 and ann M =0 then F}, is a stable I-filtration.

If M is a projective R-module then r(I, M) = I for all ideals I (see Proposition
[LH). As R is Noetherian, projective (finitely generated) modules are precisely

locally free (finitely generated) modules. In some sense the next case is to consider
R-modules M such that

*) M,, is free for all p € Spec(R) \ m-Spec(R)

(here m-Spec R denotes the set of maximal ideals of R). For instance if M C F
where F' is a free R-module and if ¢(F/M) is finite then M satisfies (*). Here
¢(—) denotes the length. On R we impose a mild condition Ass R(m-Spec R = ()
(every domain that is not a field satisfies this condition). We show that if I is a
regular ideal then ¢ (T(I, M)/IN) is finite and the function n —s £(r(I", M)/I") is
a polynomial function. We show that r(I, M) = I if A*(I) Nm-Spec R = (). Here
A*(I) is the stable value of Ass(R/I™).

In the case when ann M # 0 or grade(I, M) = 0 we go modulo the ideal
(HY(M): M). In Proposition [[.3] we show that if M # H?(M) then

r(I"TY M) =T -r(I", M) + (HY(M): M) for all n>> 0.

An easy consequence of our techniques (see Proposition [[H) is the following result
in the case of the usual Ratliff-Rush filtration of a module M with respect to I

I"M = I"M + HY(M) for all n.>> 0.

In the final section we show that if dim M = 1, G;(M) = D..>0 I/"TJ/I"“M
is a Noetherian and a Cohen-Macaulay G(R)-module. This is surprising since if

—

depth M = 0 (and dim M = 1) then R(I, M) = ©D,.>0 "M is not a Noetherian

R(I)-module. We also give an application of our result to Hilbert coefficients.
Here is an overview of the contents of the paper. In section one we study few basic

properties of the ideal 7(I, M). In section two we study the filtration {r(I™, M)},>1

and explore the relation between {r(I™, M)},>1 and {1/717\/4}”21. In section three
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we prove that the operation I — r(I, M) is an involution. In section four we relate
it to integral closure. In section five we prove that it is a stable I-filtration when I
is regular and ann M = 0. In section six we study the case when M, is free for all
p € Spec R\ m-Spec R. In section seven we study the general case when ann M # 0
or grade(I, M) = 0. For the next sections we assume that (R, m) is local. In section
eight we study its relation with superficial elements. This is then used to give a
bound on k such that I = (In*k: 1%) for all n > 1. In section nine we study ideals
having a principal reduction and use it to compute (I, M) in some examples. In
final section we show that if dimM = 1 then G(M) = D..>0 I/’?]\//[/I"HM is
always a Cohen-Macaulay Gj(R)-module. Finally we give an application of one of
our results to Hilbert coefficients of a 1-dimensional module.

1. PRELIMINARIES

In this paper unless otherwise stated all rings considered are commutative Noether-
ian and all modules are assumed to be finitely generated.

Let R be a ring and I an ideal of R. Let M be an R-module. Consider the
following ascending chain of ideals in R

IC(IM:M)C(I?M:IM)C...C (I* M :1"M) C ..
Since R is Noetherian, this chain stabilizes. We denote its stable value by r(I, M).
We call r(I, M) the Ratliff-Rush ideal associated with I and M.

In this section we prove some basic properties of ideal r(I, M), in particular we
show that

r(I,M@®&N)=r(I,M)Nr(I,N) and r(I,M @gN)2r(I,M)+r(I,N).
We also investigate the case when r(I, M) = R.
Remarks 1.1.

(a) r(I, M) = (I*1M : M) for all k > 0.
(b) When M = R,

r(I,R) = U (I*+1: I*) = I, the Ratliff-Rush closure of I. (see [11])
k>1
(¢) For n > 1, we have
r(I", M) = | Jm* e 1F ).
k>1

(d) One can easily check that
ICICr(I,M).

(e) Let R = ®n20 R, be a graded ring and I, a homogeneous ideal of R. Let
M be a graded R-module. Then r(I, M) is a homogeneous ideal.

We give an example which shows that there exists a module M such that
ICICr(I,M).

Example 1.2. Let R = k[t*, ", 617, 18], m = (¢4, ¢ 17 )R, T=(t*t'"")R
and M = (t*,t',t'7) R. One can prove (by induction on n) that

m = <t4"+7i :i:0,1,2,...,n>R for alln > 1.
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Note that t8 .12 C I3 so t'® € I. One can verify that 7 ¢ (I"*!: I") for all
n>1. Thus we get I = (t*,t11,t'8) R. Notice that t'7 € (IM : M) . Now since
I Cr(I,M), we get r(I, M) = (t*,#',#17 #18) R. Therefore I C I C r(I, M) and
r(I, M) =m.

We next give an example from [I7, 1.4] of a Ratliff-Rush closed ideal I of ring
R and a module M such that I # r(I, M).

Example 1.3. Let R = k[x,y] be a polynomial ring in variables 2 and y. Let

_ 22 4,18 7 15 8 14 11 11 14,8 15 7 18 4 22
I_ <y vy Loy Ty L,y L,y ,T Yy, Yy, >R7

and M = <:E2,y3> R.
By [17, 1.4], I is Ratliff-Rush closed, that is I = I (also see Example BI3). Using
Singular [7] one can verify that

(I4M . ISM) = I + <$2y21,$6y17,$13y10,$20y3> R.
So, I C (I*M : I3M) C r(I, M). Hence I = I C (I, M).
We collect some properties of the ideal r(I, M) in the following proposition.

Proposition 1.4. Let M and N be any two R-modules. Then

(a) If f : M — N s a surjective R-homomorphism then r(I, M) C r(I, N).

r(I, M®N)=r(I,M)Nr(I,N).

(b)
(¢) rf(I,M®@g N) D r(I,M)+r(I,N).
(d) If T is a Noetherian ring which is a flat R-algebra then

r(I,M)QrT =rpr(IT,M QrT).
(e) If S is a multiplicative closed subset of R then
T(I, M) ®r Rg = TRg (IRs, Ms).

(f) For a reqular ideal I, (I, M) =r(I,M).

(g) For eachn > 1, we have r(I",M)=r(I",I°M) for alls> 1.
Proof. (a) Let x € 7(I, M). Then, for some k > 0, we have z € (I**1M : I¥M).
Thus

zI* M I*1M,
so  xI*f(M) ML (M),

Since f is surjective, we get € (IF*1N : IEN) C r(I, N).
(b) Let z € r(I, M ® N). Then zI*(M @ N) C I*1(M @ N) for some k > 0.
Therefore

c
C

eI*M C "M and  xI*N C IFFIN.
So zer(I,M)nr(I,N).
The reverse inclusion is obvious.

(c) Let z € 7(I,M). We have zI*M C I*T1M for some k > 0. Let Y, a;(m;®n;) €
I*(M ® N), where o; € I*. We have

x <Z a;(m; ® n1)> = Z(:Eaimi) @ n;

7
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Since zaym; € IF'M, zoym; = >, [3§i)u§i), where ﬂj(»i) € I*1 and ugi) € M.
Thus

i i J
= > en
4,J
= Y W @ny) e MY (M @ N).
4,J
In the same way one can show that r(I, N) Cr(I,M &g N).
(d) Using [14}, 18.1], we have

(I"M:I"M)@rT = (I""'M@gT:p "M ®rT) foralln>1.
Therefore we get
r(I,M)@rT = (I"'M:I*M)®pT for allk >0,

= (I"'M@rT:r I*"M @ T) for all k> 0,
T‘T(IT, M XRr T)
(e) This follows from part (d), since Rg is a flat R-algebra.

(£) For any regular ideal I of R, we have I* = I* for all k > 0 (see [11} 2.1]).
Therefore

r(I, M) (I* M : TFM)  for all k> 0,
= (I™'M:I*M) forallk >0,
= r({I,M).
(g) Notice that
r(I", I°M) = | JU" M TP M) = r(I™, M).
k>1

O
Remark 1.5. From [[L4(b) and [[.I(d) it follows that if a module M has a free

summand then r(I, M) = I.
Corollary 1.6. Let M be a projective R-module and let I be an ideal of R. Then

r(I,M) =1.

Proof. Set J =r(I,M). Since M is projective, M, is free for all p € Spec R, by [5]
4.11 (b)]. Note that I C J. Now if p € Spec R then

Jp = TRp(Ivap)v (byﬂb )
Also (I ) = I~p.
Thus J/ I is locally zero and hence zero. (]

The next proposition enables us to determine when is 7(I, M) = R. Let
HY(M)={me& M :I"m =0 for somen > 1}
be the I-torsion submodule of M.
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Proposition 1.7. Let I be a proper ideal of ring R. The following conditions are
equivalent
(a) r(I,M)=R.
(b) there exists n > 0 such that I"M = I"T1 M.
If HY(M) = M then r(I,M) = R. Furthermore if R is local then the converse is
also true.
Proof. (a) = (b): If (I, M) = R then 1 € (I""*M : I"M) for some n. Therefore
we get I"TIM = I"M.
(b) = (a): If I"M = I"T'M for somen > 0then 1 € (I""*M : I"M) C r(I, M).
So r(I, M) = R.
Suppose HY(M) = M. Since M is a finitely generated R-module, there exists
an integer n > 1 such that I"M = 0. Hence r(I, M) = R.
Let R be local and I C m. If r(I, M) = R then by (b), I"M = I"*'M. So by
Nakayama’s lemma, "M = 0. Thus HY(M) = M. O

The following example shows that in the non-local case, it is possible that
r(I,M)=R but HY(M)+# M.

Example 1.8. Let R be a ring, having a nontrivial idempotent element e (i.e.
e?=eand e #0,1). Let I = (e) R and M = I. Notice that ["M = "M for
all n > 1. Therefore, by Proposition [[L7, we have r(I, M) = R. Note that e cannot
be killed by any power of [ as I"-e=I"T'=T1£0. Soe ¢ HY(M). But e € M.
Hence M # HY(M).

2. THE FILTRATION Fi, = {r(I", M)},>0

This section deals with Fi, = {r(I", M)},>o. We first show that it is a filtration
of ideals and also an I-filtration. We explore its relation with the Ratiff-Rush
filtration of M with respect to I. We also prove that if grade(I, M) > 0 then
r(I,M) = (IM : M).

For the definition of filtration of ideals, see [3 4.4]. The following theorem shows
that the collection Fi, = {r(I", M)},>0 of ideals is an I-filtration.

Theorem 2.1. For any R-module M, the sequence Fi, is a filtration of ideals. It
is also an I-filtration.

Proof. 1t is easy to show that
r(I", M) D r(I™, M) for alln > 0.
Next we prove the following
(a) r(I", M) -r(I™, M) Cr(I"™ M) for all n,m > 1.
(b) I-r(I*, M) Cr(I"*1, M) foralln > 1.
(a): Let x € r(I", M) and y € r(I"™, M). We have
xI* M I"EM for all k> 0,
and yI*M I™TFM for all k> 0.
Therefore, for all £ > 0, we have
zyl*M  C  zI™EM C R
Thus, zy € r(I™™ M).
(b): This follows from (a) since I C (I, M). Thus Fi, is an I-filtration. O

<
<
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Let us recall the definition (see [9], also see [15]) of the Ratliff-Rush submodule
of M with respect to I.
Definition 2.2. Consider the following chain of submodules of M :
IM C (I*’M 5 I) C (IPM :pp I?) C ... C(I™PIM gy 1) C
Since M is Noetherian, this chain of submodules stabilizes. We denote its stable

value by IM. We call IM to be the Ratliff-Rush submodule of M associated with

1. The filtration {I"M}nzl is called the Ratliff-Rush filtration of M with respect to
I

Notation: To facilitate further calculations, set

]:]IW:{T(InvM)}nZ‘Jv ,R’(]:]{/I):@T(InvM)v
n>0
n=pr, a®= r/at , Gi(R=r/mam,
n>0 n>0 n>1
Gr(M) =@ 1M/ M and RUI,M) =P I"M.
n>0 n>0

Remark 2.3. By Theorem 2.1} F3, is a filtration of ideals in R, so R(Fi,) is a
ring. Clearly R(I) C R(F,) is a subring. Since Fi; is an I-filtration then R(F1,)
is an R(I)- module.

We study the relation between the R(I)-algebra R(F%,;) and the R(I)-module
R(M). We first show that

Proposition 2.4. R(I, M) is a graded R(FL,)-module.
Proof. Set I, = r(I™, M). It is enough to check that
*) I, - TmM C [7+m M for all n,m.
Take any « € I, and z € TmM. Then, by [15], 2.2(iii)] and definition of I,,, we have
IFzCIF™ M and  2I"M CI""M  for all k> 0.
Therefore, for all £k > 0
alfz C oz ImTRM CrEmRAL
So zz € I"tmM.

Corollary 2.5. Set J =r(I,M). Then
I"M C J"M C I"M  foralln> 1.

Proof. The first inclusion is clear. The second inclusion follows from the fact J"* C
r(I"™, M) and Proposition 24 O

Corollary 2.6. Set J =1r(I,M). Assume that grade(I, M) > 0. Then
J'M =1"M  for alln > 0.

Furthermore if grade (G;(R)+,Gr(M)) > 0 then
J"M =1I"M for alln > 1,
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Proof. First part follows from [I5] 2.2]. For second part, note that grade(Gy(R)+,
Gr(M)) > 0 implies (see [9, Fact 9]) that I"M = I"M for alln > 1. O
Proposition 2.7. If grade(I,M) > 0 then

r(I,M) = (IM : M).

Proof. From Proposition [Z4] it follows that r(I, M) C (f]\v/[ : M). For reverse
inclusion, let z € (IM : M). Then

M C 174,
so al*M C IMIM =I"'M forall k> 0.
Thus z € r(I, M). Hence r(I, M) = (IM : M). O

3. INVOLUTION PROPERTIES

In this section we prove that the function I —— r(I, M) is an involution on
the set of ideals of R (see Theorem B.3). We first prove the result in the case
when grade(I, M) > 0. We also show that if grade(I, M) > 0 then »(I,M) is a
Ratliff-Rush closed ideal.

Proposition 3.1. Let grade(I, M) > 0. Set J =r(I,M). Then
(a) r(J,M)=.

(b) J=J.

Proof. (a) By Corollary 26 there exists an integer kg such that
(i) JEM = 1M for k > k.
Also there exists ko’ such that

r(J,M) = (JMIM:JPM)  for all k > k'
From (i), it follows that

r(J,M) = (I¥'M :1FM) for all k > max{ko, ko'}
c r({I,M) = J.

Since J C r(J, M) always we get r(J, M) = J.
(b) Let x € J. Then

zJ*
zJ* M
By Corollary [2.8] we get
zI* M IFHIM for all k> 0.
Therefore z € J. Hence J = J. (]

JFHL for all k> 0,
JEHIM for all k> 0.

NN

N

To tackle the case when grade(I, M) = 0 we first prove

Lemma 3.2. For any ideal I, the following hold
(a) r(I, M) =r(I,M/H}(M)).
(b) r(I™,M)=r (I",M/H}(M)) for all n>1.
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Proof. (a) If M = HY?(M) then our assertion follows from Proposition [71 Sup-
pose M # HY(M). Since the natural map M — M/H?(M) is surjective, by
Proposition [[L4(a), we have

r(I,M) Cr(I,M/H)(M)).
Let x € r (I, M/HY(M)). Therefore
cI*M 4+ HY(M) < I"'M + HY(M) for some k > 0.

Since M is a finitely generated R-module, there exists an integer » € N such that
I"HY(M) = 0. Therefore

zI"TEM o R

So x € (I"F10 : [+ M) C (1, M).
(b) This follows from (a), since HY,(M) = H?(M) foralln > 1. O

We now prove the involution property in general.
Theorem 3.3. For any ideal I of ring R, we have
r(r(I, M),M) =r(I,M).

Proof. Set J = r(I,M) and N = M/HY(M).If M = HY(M), then J = R by
Proposition [l Also clearly 7(R, M) = R. Now suppose M # H9(M). By using
Lemma [3.2] for the ideals I and J, we have

(1) J=r(I,M) = r(I,N).

(ii) r(J, M) =r(J,M/H)(M)).

Since I C J we get H}(M) C H?(M). Therefore the epimorphism
M/HY(M) — M/HY(M) = N

induces, by Proposition [[.4(a),

(iii) r(J,M/HY(M)) C r(J,N).
Notice that grade(I, N) > 0. Therefore, from Proposition Bl we get
(iv) r(J,N)=r(r(I,N),N) =r(I,N).

Using (ii), (iil) and (iv), we get
r(J,M) = r(J,M/HJM)) C r(J,N)=J
But r(J, M) 2 J always. Therefore r(J, M) = J.

4. RELATION WITH INTEGRAL CLOSURE

In this section we show that (I, M) C I, the integral closure of I when ann M = 0
and grade(I, R) > 0. In particular when M has a positive rank and I is a regular
ideal. We prove that if I is a regular ideal then there exists an R-module M of rank
1 such that (I, M) = I. Finally we show that if I is a regular ideal then the set

C(I):={J: Jis regular ideal and r(I,J) =1 }

is non-empty and has a unique maximal element.
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Remark 4.1. For any x € r(I, M), there exists k > 0 such that zI*M C I*+1 M.
By determinant trick, there exists f(t) € R|[t] such that

ft)y=t"+ at" Y+ .. +an_1t+a,, wherea; €I,
and f(z) € ann(I*M).
The following proposition gives a relation between (I, M) and 1.
Proposition 4.2. Let ann M = 0. If either of following two conditions holds
(a) grade(I,R) > 0.
(b) grade(I,M) > 0.
Then r(I, M) C I. In particular if I is a regular ideal and M has a positive rank
then r(I, M) C 1.

Proof. (a) By the remark above we get that f(z)I*M = 0 for some k > 0. But
ann M = 0. So f(z)-I*¥ = 0. Since grade(I, R) > 0, we get f(z) = 0. Hence = € 1.
(b) Note that grade(I, M) > 0 yields ann(/¥M) = ann M. Now from hypothesis
ann M = 0, it follows that f(x) = 0. Hence x € I.

Finally note that if M has a positive rank, say r, then ann M = 0 (since it
contains R" as a submodule. (]

Remark 4.3. Notice that ann M = 0 together with grade(I, M) > 0 implies
grade(I, R) > 0. Thus (b) follows from (a).

The next proposition ensures the existence of an R-module M for a regular ideal
I of R such that r(I, M) = 1.

Theorem 4.4. Let I be a regular ideal of R. Let J be an ideal such that I C J C I.
Then there exists R-module M of rank 1 such that

ICJCr(I,M)CI.
In particular, there exists an R-module M of rank 1 such that v(I, M) = 1.

Proof. Let z € J\ I be any element. We have 2"+ "  a;2" " =0, witha; € I".
Thus

n
*) 2= Z a;z" "
i=1

Set N = (z,1)"~' R. We claim that zN C IN. Let # € N. Then

n—1
x = r2" 4 Z b;z" 1% wherer € Rand b; € I'.
i=1
n—1
Therefore zz = 7rz" + Z b2
i=1

By using (*), we get zz = 327" (bi — 7a;)2" " — ra, € IN. Thus zN C IN and
hence z € (I, N).

Let us assume that J = (z1, 29, ...,25) R and set N; = <zi,I>m_1 R, where n;
is the degree of an integral equation satisfied by z;. Set M = N1 ® g N2 Qg ... ®r
N;. Notice that rank M = 1. By Proposition [ we get J C r(I,M). But, by
Proposition E2{(a), we always have I D r(I, M). O
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Proposition 4.5. For any regular ideal I, there exists a reqular ideal J such that
r(I,J)=1.

Proof. By Theorem 4] there exists an R-module M of rank 1 such that r(I, M) =
I. Let T(M) denote the torsion submodule of M and set N = M/T(M). Note
that the surjective map M — N induces 7(I, N) D r(I, M) = I. But as rank N =
rank M = 1, we have r(I, N) C I (byEZ(a)). So r(I,N) = I. Clearly N is torsion-
free so that N ~ J for some ideal J of R. Since J is of rank 1, J is a regular ideal.
Notice that 7(I,J) =r(I,N) = 1. O

Let C(I) := { J : J is a regular ideal and r(I,J) = I }. By Proposition L5}
C(I) # 0. Since R is Noetherian, C(I) has a maximal element. We show that

Theorem 4.6. C(I) has a unique mazimal element.

Proof. Suppose Q € C(I) is a maximal element and J € C(I). By Proposition [[.4],
the following epimorphism J & Q — J 4+ @Q — 0 induces

r([,J&Q) C rI,J+Q).
But »(I,J®Q) = r(,J) m r(I,Q) =1, by Proposition [L4(b).
So I C r(I,J+Q).

But 7(I,J+Q) C I, since J +Q has rank 1 as an R-module so r(I,J+Q) = 1. As
@ is maximal this gives Q = J + Q. So J C Q. Hence C(I) has a unique maximal
element. (|

5. STABLE FILTRATIONS

In this section we discuss the conditions under which our filtration Fi, =
{r(I™, M)},>0 is a stable I-filtration. This is equivalent to saying that the Rees
algebra R(F%,) is a finitely generated R(I)-module. Our main result (Theorem
B.9) is that if grade(I, R) > 0 and ann M = 0 then F}, is a stable I-filtration. In
local case we prove that ann M = 0 is a necessary condition for F1, to be a stable
I-filtration.

5.1. Recall a filtration of ideals R=1p 211 2 ... D I, O I,4+1 2 ... is said to be a
stable I-filtration if II, C I,,4q for allm > 0 and I, = I,41 for n > 0.
The lemma below is crucial to prove our main result.

Lemma 5.2. Let S be a ring and R C S, a subring of S, such that R is Noetherian.
Assume that there is a faithful S-module E (i.e, anng(E) = 0 ) such that E is a
finitely generated R-module. Then S is finitely generated as a R-module (and so
Noetherian).

Proof. Note that any S-linear map f : M — N between S-modules M and N, is
also R-linear. Consider the inclusion map

i : Homg(E, F) — Hompg(E, E) such that f+— f.

Notice that ¢ is R-linear. For s € S, let us : E — E be the multiplication map
ie., us(t) = st for allt € E. Define

¢:S — Homg(E,FE)
S > Us.
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Clearly ¢ is S-linear and so R-linear. Notice that ker ¢ = 0, since E is a faithful
S-module. Consider the following composition

S % Homg(E, E) % Hompg(E, E).
Clearly i o ¢ is an injective R-linear map. Therefore as R-modules
S 2 to a R-submodule of Homp(FE, E).

As R is Noetherian and F is a finitely generated R-module, we get S is a finitely
generated R-module. (]

The next theorem shows that the filtration FI, is a stable I-filtration under
fairly mild assumptions.

Theorem 5.3. Let grade(I, M) > 0 and annM = 0. Then Fi, is a stable I-
filtration.

Proof. For convenience, set S = R(Fi,), R = R(I) and E = @nzoﬁ]_\/éft". By
Proposition 24, F is an S-module. Since grade(I, M) > 0, I"M = I"M for all
n>> 0 (see [I5] 3.3]). So E is a finitely generated R-module.

We prove that anng(F) = 0. Notice that anng(F) is a homogeneous ideal of S.
Let 2t™ € anng(F) be a homogeneous element. As zt" - E =0 we get - M = 0.
Thus z € ann M = 0. Therefore anng(E) = 0. Using Lemma[5.2] we conclude that
S is a finitely generated R-module. So F1, is a stable I-filtration. O

The following example shows that the hypothesis in Theorem [(5.3]is not necessary
for R(F1,) to be Noetherian.

Example 5.4. Let I be a nilpotent ideal of R (i.e. I" = 0 for some r > 1). Then
r(I",M) = R for all n > 0 and for any R-module M. Thus R(F%,) = R[t], which
is a Noetherian ring.

Remark 5.5. Let I be any ideal of R. Let x € annM. Then z - M = 0, so
xI*M =0 C I"t* M for all n, k > 1. Therefore z € r(I™, M) for all n > 1. Hence

ann M C ﬂ r(I™, M).
n>1
Proposition 5.6. If 71, is a stable I-filtration then
ann M C ﬂ I".
n>1

Proof. For convenience, set I, = r(I™, M). Since F1i, is a stable I-filtration, there
exists an integer ngy such that

(i) Ln,ir =1I%1,, forallk>1.

By above Remark [5.5] one has ann M C I, 1 for all k£ > 1. Therefore, by (i), we

have
ann M C I, 1 CI*¥ forallk > 1.

Hence result follows. O

Remark 5.7. The above Proposition proves that if the [-adic filtration is
separated, i.e. (), -, ™ =0 then

Fl, is a stable I-filtration == ann M = 0.
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An easy consequence of Proposition is following
Corollary 5.8. Let (R,m) be a local ring and M # HY(M). Then
Fi; is a stable I-filtration = ann M = 0.

Proof. For a local ring (R, m), the I-adic filtration is separated (by Krull’s inter-
section theorem). Hence ann M = 0. (]

In the next proposition we prove a partial converse of above Corollary £.8

Theorem 5.9. Let I be a regular ideal. If ann M = 0 then Fi, is a stable I-
filtration.

Proof. Notice that M # HY(M). Set N = M/H?(M). Note that grade(I, N) > 0.
We have

*) r(I",M)=r(I",N) foralln>0. (by Lemma[B2)

Let z € anng(N). We have M C H?(M). Thus there exists & > 1 such that
I¥*(xM) = 0, s0 I* C ann M = 0. But since I is regular, x = 0. Hence anng(N) =

0. Therefore, by Theorem 53] the filtration {r(I", N)},>o is a stable I-filtration
and so is Fi,. g

6. THE CASE WHEN M, IS FREE FOR ALL p € Spec(R) \ m-Spec(R).

In this section we study our filtration i, = {r(I",M)},>1 when M is free for
all p € Spec R\ m-Spec R. We show that for a regular ideal I, F}, is a stable I-
filtration when Ass RN m-Spec R = (). We also prove that if A*(I) Nm-Spec R = ()
then r(I™, M) = I" for all n > 1. Here A* (I) is the stable value of the sequence
Ass(A/I™).

6.1. Throughout this section we assume that
(1) Ass RNm-Spec R =) and
(2) M is an R-module such that M, is free for all p € Spec R\ m-Spec R, where
m-Spec R = {m : mis a maximal ideal of R}.

We give some examples where these assumptions hold.

Examples 6.2.

(1) Ass R N m-Spec R = () holds if and only if depth Ry, > 0 for all m €
m-Spec R. Thus if (R, m) is a local domain which is not a field then as-
sumption [6.1[(1) holds.

(2) If an R-module M satisfies the exact sequence of the form

0— M —F— F/M—0, with {(F/M) < oo,

where F is a free R-module then M, is free for all p € Spec R \ m-Spec R.

(3) Let (R, m) be a local Cohen-Macaulay ring and an isolated singularity i.e.,
R, is regular local for all prime p # m. Then if M is a maximal Cohen-
Macaulay R-module then M, is free for all p # m.

Lemma 6.3. (with hypotheses as in[G1) ann M = 0.

Proof. Notice that (ann M), = anng, (M) = 0, for all p € Spec R \ m-Spec R. By
our first hypothesis, we can have Ass(ann M) Nm-Spec R = () and so Ass(ann M) =
(). Therefore ann M = 0. O
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The following proposition readily follows from Theorem and Lemma

Proposition 6.4. (with hypotheses as in[6.1) If I is a regular ideal then Fi, is a
stable I-filtration and so R(FL,) is finitely generated as an R(I)-module.

Remarks 6.5.

(1) By the result of Brodmann [2], the sequence Ass(R/I™) stabilizes for large
n. Let A*(I) denote the stable value of this sequence.

(2) Ratliff in his paper [10} 2.7], has proved that the sequence Ass(R/I™) even-
tually stabilizes at a set denoted by A*(I).

(3) In [10, 2.8], it is also proved that A*(I) C A*([).

(4) By [12] 1.6], we have p € A*(I) if and only if pg € A*(Ig), for any multi-
plication closed set S disjoint from p.

The following is well-known. We include a proof for lack of a suitable reference.

Lemma 6.6. For a regular ideal I we have
(a) Ass(R/T") C Ass(R/I"F1) for all n > 1.
(b) Further, Ass(R/I™) C A*(I) for alln > 1.

Proof. (a) Fix n > 1. Let p D I be such that p € Ass(R/I™). We localize R at p.

Set m = pR,. Since associated primes behave well with respect to localization so

we may assume that (R,m) is local and m € Ass(R/I™). We may further assume
that R/m is infinite. Otherwise we make a base change R — R[X|qprx] = T.
Let n = mT, the extension of the maximal ideal of R in T'. Notice that if F is an
R-module then

n € Assp(E®prT) if and only if m € Ass E.

Therefore we assume that (R, m) is local with R/m infinite and m € Ass(R/I™).
Let = € I be a superficial element with respect to I. Consider the map

e R/F — R/f’?ﬁ, such that a+ I" —s az + InH1,

Clearly 2 is R-linear. Also it is injective. Thus m € Ass(R/I") C Ass(R/f’_‘\ﬁ).
(b) By repeatedly using (a) we get
pe ASS(R/P’:'/IC) for all k> 1.

Note that for k > 0, I"*F = ["+F_ Also by Remark B5(1), Ass(R/I™HF) = A*(I).
Therefore the result follows. O

Theorem 6.7. (with hypotheses as in [61) Let I be a regular ideal of R. Then
the function n— L(r(I™, M)/I") is a polynomial function. Furthermore if A*(I)N

m-Spec R = ) then r(I", M) = I" for alln > 1.

Proof. Notice that I" C r(I",M) for all n > 1. Let p € Spec R \ m-Spec R. By
hypotheses, Proposition [[4(e) and Remark [[.5 we have

*) r(I", M), = rg, (I, M,) = Iy for alln > 1.

Therefore for all n > 1,
I M
6 (%) is ﬁnite.
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By Proposition [64, R(F%,) is a finitely generated R(I)-module. Also R(I) is a
finitely generated R(I)-module. So
g R _ P r(I", M)

R(I) In

is a finitely generated R(I)-module. From a well-known fact it follows that the
function n — ¢ (T(I", M)/ﬁ) is a polynomial function.

The exact sequence 0 — r(I™, M)/I" — R/I" yields
I M —~
Ass <T(77)) C Ass (R/In) C A*(I).

If A*(I) N m-Spec R = ) then by (*) we get r(I™, M) = I for all n > 1. O

Remark 6.8. If A*(I) N m-Spec R # 0 then r(I, M) need not be equal to I. For
instance let R = k[t*, t11,¢17 18], where m = (t4, ¢! 17 #18). Let I = (t4,¢11).
Set M = (t*,t11 ¢17) considered as a submodule of R. Notice that /(R/M) is finite.
By Example[@.Tlwe get that r(I™, M) # I7 for all m > 1. In this case I is m-primary.
So A*(I) = {m}.

In view of Theorem we give some situations of prime p such that p € A*(I).

Remarks 6.9.

(1) If ht(p) = I(Ip), the analytic spread of I, then p € A*(I). (see [12} 4.1])

(2) If p € A*(I) \ B*(I), where B*(I) is the stable value of the sequence
Ass(I™/I™+1), then p € Ass R. (see [12, 2.2])

(3) With hypotheses as in [6.1], if a maximal ideal m € A*(I) then m € B*(I)
that is, m € Assp(I"/I"*) for n. > 0. So we get m/I € Assg,(I"/I"H)
for n > 0. Set G = G;(R). By [13} 2.1], we thus have m/I = QN R/I such
that @ € Ass (G) \ V(G4).

Corollary 6.10. (with hypotheses as inl6.1l) In addition let (R, m) be a local Cohen-
Macaulay ring. Let x1,...,x, be a reqular sequence with r < dimR. Set I =
(x1,...,20) R. Then r(I",M) =1" for alln > 1.

Proof. Clearly R/I™ is a Cohen-Macaulay ring of dimension greater than or equal
tolforalln > 1. Som ¢ Ass(R/I™) for all n > 1. This gives m ¢ A*(I). Therefore

by Theorem [6.7), (I, M) = I™ for all n > 1. However as depth G;(R) > 0 we get
I™ = I" for all n > 1. The result follows. [l

7. SOME MORE ANALYSIS ON (I, M)

In this section we analyze the case when ann M need not be zero. We also consider
the case when grade(I,M) = 0. When M # H?(M) both these cases can be
dealt with by going modulo the ideal (H?(M) : M). We prove that r(I"T M) =
I-r(I", M)+ (HY(M) : M) for all n > 0. Our techniques also yield "M =
I"M + HY(M) for all n.>> 0.

7.1. Before we proceed further let us fix some notations which we will use through-
out the section. Set N = M/HY(M), q,(M) = (HY(M) : M) and S = R/q,(M).
Let J be the image of I in S.
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Proposition 7.2. Let M be an R-module such that M # H?(M). Then

(a) r(I™, M) =rgr(I™,N) for all n > 1.

(b) ¢, (M) Cr(I™,N) forall n>1.

(¢) anng(N) = 0.

(d) gradeg(I,N) = gradeg(J, N) > 0.

(e) r(I™,M)/q,(M) =rg(J",N) for all n>1.
Proof. Set ¢ = q,(M). (a) follows from Lemma B2(a). Parts (b) and (c) are easy
to prove. For (d), note that H)(N) = 0. To prove (e), it is sufficient to show that

r(I™, N)
q

Let € r(I",N). Thus zI*N C I"**N, so by going modulo g, we get

=rg(J",N) foralln>1.

zJ*N C J"*N.So ze€rs(J" N).
Conversely if € rg(J", N) then we have 2J*N C J"*kN. Thus

1" + Itk 4
(x+q)< qq>N < q q)N’

k n+k
SO (wl +q>N (ﬂ) N.
q q

This implies (xI*¥ + ¢)N C (I"** 4+ ¢)N. So zI*N C I"*kN, since ¢ = annp N.
Therefore x € r(I"™, N) and hence z € r(I",N)/q. O

N

N

Theorem 7.3. Let M be an R-module such that M # HY(M). Then
r(I" M) =T -r(I", M) + (HY(M) : M) for all n>> 0.

Proof. By Proposition [.2(d), gradeg(J, N) > 0. Together with result (c), this
gives that the filtration {rg(J™, N)},>0 is a stable J-filtration (by Theorem [B.3)).
Therefore we have rg(J" 1, N) = J -rg(J", N) for alln > 0. So

P M) (I+q> (T(I",M))
q q q '
Thus r(I"Y, M) =1 -r(I",M)+ q for all n>> 0. O

7.4. Consequences of Theorem
(1) When M = R we have, for any ideal I,

I =177+ HO(R) for all n > 0.
(2) If grade(Z, M) > 0 then
(I, M) =T-7(I",M)+ann M for alln > 0.

Next we relate "M and I"M. In the case when M = R, the following result is
proved in [21], 2.13(a)].

Proposition 7.5. Let I be an ideal of R and M an R-module. Then
I"M = I"M + HY(M)  for alln>> 0.
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Proof. By Proposition [[.2(d), grade(J, N) > 0. Therefore J'N = J'N for all
n > 0. So
. ——  I"M + HY(M)
(i) J'N=————>= foralln>0.

Hp (M)
It is easy to see that HY(M) C I"M forall n > 1. By an argument similar to
Proposition [T.2(e), we get

— I"M
JPN =
H} (M)
Thus from equation (i), the result follows. O

Corollary 7.6. Assume that R(I, M) = D~ I"M is a Noetherian R(I)-module
and M is separated with respect to the I-adic topology. Then HY(M) = 0.

Proof. Since 75([ , M) is Noetherian, there exists a positive integer ng € N such
that 1M = I"="0[n0 )M for all n > ng. So HY(M) C I"=mno M C "m0 )M for
all n > ng. Thus the result follows from our hypothesis on M. O

8. RELATION WITH A SUPERFICIAL ELEMENT

In this section we assume that (R, m) is local with the maximal ideal m. The goal of
this section is to understand the relation between r(I, M) and a superficial element.
To ensure the existence of superficial element we assume (unless stated otherwise)
that the residue field K = R/m is infinite. When I is m-primary our techniques

yield an easily computable bound on k such that 1™ = (Intk . I%) for all n > 1.

8.1. Recall an element x € I is called M-superficial with respect to I if there exists
an integer ¢ > 0 such that

(I"YM oy 2) N ICM = I"M  for alln > c.

Superficial element exists when K is infinite. If grade (I, M) > 0 then every M-
superficial element is also M-regular. Also if z € I is M-superficial and M-regular
then

(I"M'M :pp 2) = I"M  for alln > 0. (see [20, p. 8] for the case M = R)
Proposition 8.2. Let x € I be a M -superficial element. Then
(r(I™', M) :2) = r(I",M) foralln>1.
Proof. Since x € I is M-superficial, there exists ¢ > 0 such that
(i) (PHM iy 2)NICM = FPM - for all j > c.
It is easy to see that r(I",M) C (r(I"*', M) : :1:) for all n > 1. Conversely let
a€ (r(I"*, M) : z). Then
ar € (I M) = ("IN TRM) for k>0
Thus azI*M C I"™FTM  for k> 0.
Now for k > 0, we have al*M C I°M. Therefore, by (i), we get
al*M C IR0
Thus a € (I"*FM : I*M) C r(I", M). O
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8.3. If grade (I, M) > 0 then I"M = I"M for all n.>> 0. Define

p' (M) :=min{ n: I'M = I'M for alli > n }.
If x € I is M-superficial then it is proved in |16, Corollary 5.3] that
p' (M) =min{n: (I'"'M :p; x) = I'M for alli >n }.
Proposition 8.4. Let grade(I, M) > 0. Then
r(I", M) = (I"M : M) for all n > p!(M).
Proof: Let € I be both M-superficial and M-regular. So
(i) (I"TYM :pp ) = I"M  for all n > p! (M).

Let a € r(I™, M). Then aI*M C I"**M for some k > 1. So az®*M C I"**M. By
repeated use of (i), we get aM C (I"**M :ps 2¥) = I"M. Therefore a € (I"M :
M). O

Corollary 8.5. Let x € I be M -superficial such that x* is Gr(M)-regular. Then
r(I",M)=I"M : M) for all n>1.
Proof. Since x* is Gy (M )-regular, we have
(I""YM :pp ) = I"M  for alln > 1
So p!(M) = 1. Therefore the result follows from Proposition 8.4l O

Notation: Let I be an m-primary ideal. Suppose M is of dimension d > 0. We
define the postulation number 1! (M) of I with respect to M as follows:

' (M) := min{n : HM(t) = p}(t), for allt > n},

where HM (n) = ¢(M/I" T M) is the Hilbert-Samuel function of M with respect to
I and p}(t) is the Hilbert-Samuel polynomial of M with respect to I. Let z € T
be M-superficial. We set

n'(z, M) = max{ n' (M), n'(M/xzM) },

The following proposition is proved by J. Elias in [0 1.3] for M = R. The same
proof applies to the general case.

Proposition 8.6. Let I be an m-primary ideal. Let x € I be an M -superficial and
M -regular element. Then

(I*FIM - 2) = I*M  for all k> n'(z, M) +1.
0

Remark 8.7. From above Proposition B.6 if grade(I,M) > 0, it follows that
o1 (M) < 0 (, M) + 1.

Proposition 8.8. Let grade (I, M) > 0. Then
r(I", M) = (I""*M : I*M)  for all n>1 and k> p'(M).
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Proof. Clearly grade(I,I*M) > 0 for all k. By Proposition [[4(g) and Proposition
2.7 we have for each n > 1,

r(I", M) = r(I",I*M) forall k>1,
—  (I"*EM : T*M) for all k> 1.
Thus (I, M) = I"™*M :I*M) for all k> p!(M).

When M = R we obtain that
Corollary 8.9. Let I be a regular ideal. Then for each value of n, we have
In = (I"T% . 1% for all k > p'(R).
Remark 8.10. In particular, if I is an m-primary regular ideal then for each n > 1,
In = (I"t5 . %) for all k> n'(z,R) + 1.

For n = 1 the result above was proved by Elias [6, p. 722]. However our result does
not follow from it. Furthermore even for n = 1 our method is simpler to compute.

It is of interest to find a similar bound for I M. We prove

Theorem 8.11. Let grade (I, M) > 0. Then for each n > 1, we have
InM = (I" RN 0y TF) for all k> p'(M).

Proof. Let x € I be M-superficial. It is enough to show that for k > p! (M), we
have

(IHRFIM 2y TFFY) C (IFR M opp ).
Let m € (I""F+1M :p IFFY). Then mIF+! C I"HFHIM | so malI? C InTrHLML.
Therefore

mIF C  (I"PFIM oy 2) = 1R ML

So m € (I"EM 5 IF). O

The next theorem deals with the situation when residue field R/m is not neces-
sarily infinite.

Theorem 8.12. Let (R,m) be local, M an R-module and let I be an ideal with
grade(I, M) > 0. Then the following hold for all k > p! (M),

(a) r(I", M) = (I"**M : I*M) for all n > 1.

(b) InM = (I"EM :pp IF) for all n > 1.
In particular, when M = R we have for each n, In = (It . IF)  for all k >
P! (R).
Proof. Note that (b) follows from (a). We now prove part (a). Consider the faith-
fully flat extension
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Note that the residue field of T' is K(X), the quotient field of polynomial ring
K[X] and it is infinite. Set ¢ = IT and F = M ®r T. By Proposition [L4(d), we
get
r(I",M)rT = r(¢",FE)

(¢"*E :p ¢*E)  for all k > p(E),

(I""*M - I"M)@r T for all k > p?(E).
By [16} 1.7], we have p?(E) = p!(M). Fix k > p! (M) and set

D =r(I", M)/(I" M : T*M).

Then we have D ®g T = 0. Since T is a faithfully flat extension of R, we get
D =0. O

We used the packages CoCoA [I] and Singular [7] for our computations. We
reconsider the Example In this example we apply Theorem B.12] to compute
I™ for each n.

Example 8.13. (see [17, 1.4]) Let R = k[z,y] () and the ideal
I = (y?2,2%y8 oTyl5 oByld g1l g14y8 g15,7 18,4 22y p
Set u = 222 + y?2. The Poincare series of I and I/u are
227 + 189t + 10¢2 + 10t — 2¢*
11
227 + 189t + 121* + 6t°
(1-1)
So e;(I/u) = e;(I) for i = 0,1. Thus u is R-superficial with respect to I. Note

that p/(R) < n!(z, R) = 3. Therefore by BIZ I* = (I"*3 : I3) = I" for alln > 3.
Also

PSi(t)

)

I = (I*: 13 =1,
12 — (I5 :IS) — I2 4 <x20y24,x24y20>R.

9. THE CASE WHEN I HAS A PRINCIPAL REDUCTION

In this section we discuss ideals having principal reductions. When I has a principal
reduction J = (), the computation of r(I, M) is greatly simplified. Let r = r,(I) =
min{ n : I""! = zI" }, the reduction number of I with respect to (z) then we
show that r(I", M) = (I"*"M : I"M) for all n > 1. This result is then used to
compute many examples.

Proposition 9.1. Let grade(I, M) > 0. If I has a principal reduction (x) with
reduction number r,(I) < r then the following hold
(a) If r(I"*Y, M) = x-r(I", M) for some n then r(I™1, M) =z - r(I"™, M)
for all m >n.
(b) r(I",M) = (I"""M : I"M) for all n>1.
(c) InM = (I M :pp I™)  for all n > 1.

But before we do this we first need to prove the following lemma.
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Lemma 9.2. Let the situation be as in Proposition[d1] . Then x is M -reqular and
() Nr(I" M) =z -r(I", M) for all n> 1.

Proof. Tt is easy to check that z is M-regular. Let az € r(I"*!, M) for some a € R.
Then azI*M C I"t'** M for some k > 0. We assume k > r,(I). Therefore

axI®*M C xI"FM.
Since z is M-regular, we get a € (I"*kM : TKM) C r(I™, M). O
We now give the proof of proposition.

Proof of Proposition[91]. (a) By Lemma [0.2] x is M-regular. For all m > n, we
have

r(I™TY M) C (I, M) C ().
Thus, (™", M) C (z)nr(I™ M),
= z-r(I™ M), (by Lemma [0.2))
C (1™t M),

(b): It is enough to show that (I"™ 1M : ["™™1M) C (I"*"M : I"M). Let
a€ (I HIM T M)).

aI’I‘-‘rlM g In+T+1M,
so ar-I"'M C z-I"""M.
As x is M-regular we get al"M C I"T" M.
(c) Tt is similar to (b). O

For M = R Proposition @.f(c) yields

Corollary 9.3. Let I be a regular ideal having a principal reduction (x) with re-
duction number r(I) <r. Then I" = (I"*": I") for all n>1. O

Remark 9.4. For n = 1 the result above has been proved already in [4 2.1].
However for n > 2 their result does not imply ours. Notice that, since ry»(I™) <

ro(I) <7, [ 2.1] implies [" = (I"r+n: [7r),

Examples: We use Proposition [0.1] to construct many examples. We first give an
example of a module M with no free summand such that r»(I™, M) = I"™ for all

n>1 but IM # IM.

Example 9.5. Let Q = k[z,y](,,,) be a local ring with the maximal ideal n. Set
(R,m) = (Q/(y*),n/(y*)). Consider the R-module

() ew

Note that M is a Cohen-Macaulay R-module. Also notice that m® = 2 -m? so
rz(m) = 2. We compute r(m™, M) for n > 1. Using Proposition @I(b), one checks

r(m’, M) = (m2M :m®M) = m' for i=1,2,3.
Thus, by Proposition @.1)(a) we have

r(m”+1,M) =x-r(m", M) = m"™t! for alln > 2.
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We also compute mM by using Proposition [@.1fc)
— 0 2 x
mM = (m3M:Mm2)_<< ¥ ),< gy >7< xg >>
2
o - ((5)(2)
xy x

Hence mM # mM.
We give an example where r(I™, M) = I" forall n>1and IM = IM.

Example 9.6. Let

k
_ . [x;yasz] ~ k[tﬁ.t7,t15].
<zb—22 3 —x2 >

Set R = Ay, where n = (z,y, z) A. Let m be the maximal ideal of R. Let

w-((2) (1)) w

Note that M is a Cohen-Macaulay R-module and m® = z-m® so r,(m) = 5.
Therefore using Proposition [0.IIb), one can check the following

rm™, M) ="M :m°M) = m"=m"":m’) for n=1,...,6.
Also m?» #m" for n=2,3,4 and m"®=m" for alln > 5.
Thus, by Proposition @.I}(a) we have
r(m™ ™ M) =2 - r(m™, M) =m"" for all n > 5.

Using Proposition [@I)(c), one can verify that mM = (mSM :3; m®) = mM.

Next we give an example in which we have In #r(I", M) for all n > 1, and
Fl, is a stable I-filtration.
Example 9.7. Let A = k[t*, 1,17, +18]. Using Singular we get

A ~ B: k[x7y7z7w]

(2 — zw,yz — 27, 22 — 4w, yw — 232, zw — 2Oy, w2 — 22yz2)’

Set R = By, where m = (x,y,z,w) B. Let I = (z,y) R and M = (z,y,z) R. One
can check r,(I) = 2. Note that z is both M-regular and R-regular. By Proposition

[BIkb), we have
r(l, M) =
r(12, M)

(I°M : I°M) = (z,y,2,w) R,

(I'M : I’ M) = <x2,xy,xz,:vw>R::C-r(I,M).
(

(

And T = (I*:1?) = (z,y,w) R,
2 o= (I*: I?) = (a?, xy,a:w>R::1:-I~.
Therefore we have
r(I"Y M) = zer(I", M) = <x"+1,x"y,x"z,x"w> R forall n>1,
Intl— — x.ﬁ:<x"+l,x"y,x"w>R for all n > 1.

Notice that 2" 'z « t4"+13. We use the expression of I"” from Example to
verify that 2"~z ¢ I". Therefore I™ # r(I",M) for all n > 1. Since M is a
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non-zero ideal of R and R is a domain so ann M = 0. Notice that I is a regular
ideal. So, by Theorem [£.9, F, is a stable I-filtration.

10. APPLICATION TO HILBERT FUNCTIONS

In this section we assume that (R, m) is a local ring with the maximal ideal m and
I an m-primary ideal. Let P (¢) be the Hilbert-Samuel function of M with respect
I. We first show that if grade(, M) > 0 then the set

H(I) = { J:Jis an ideal of R such that J D I and P} (t) = PM(t) }

has r(I, M) as the unique maximal element. If dim M = 1 and depth M = 0 then
R(I,M) = @nZOﬁTW is not Noetherian. However G;(M) = D..>0 fﬁ/I"Jrl is
a Noetherian Gj(R)-module, in fact a Cohen-Macaulay G(R)-module (Theorem

[[6). Next we give an application of Proposition to show that if dim M = 1
then el (M) — el (M) + ¢(M/IM) > —¢ (HY(M)) .

10.1. Recall that the Hilbert-Samuel function of M with respect I is the function
n—s ¢ (M/I""'M)  for all n>> 0.

It is well known that for all large values of n it is given by a polynomial PM (n)
of degree r = dim M, the Hilbert-Samuel polynomial with respect to I. It can be
written in the form

T

P =Soaetan (YT ),

; r—1
1=0

The integers el (M), el (M), ...,el(M) are called the Hilbert coefficients of M with

ceey G

respect to I. The number el (M) is also called the multiplicity of M with respect
to I.

10.2. For an m-primary ideal I, we define the set
H(I):={J:J is an ideal of R such that J D T and P (t) = PM(t) }.

Proposition 10.3. Let grade(I,M) > 0. Then r(I,M) is the unique mazimal
element of H(I).

Proof. By Corollary 2.6, we have (I, M)"M = I"M for all n > 0. So (I, M) €
H(I). Conversely if J € H(I) then J"M = I"M for all n > 0. Let z € J. We
have
aI" "M =xJ"'M C J"M =I"M for alln>>0.
So x € (I"M:I""'*M)=r(I,M).
Thus J C r(I,M). Tt follows that r(I, M) is the unique maximal element in
H(I). O
Remarks 10.4. We have
(a) I"M = I"M + HO (M) for all n>> 0. (by Proposition [[3)
(b) By using Artin-Rees lemma, we can check that

I"M N HY(M)=0 forall n>0.
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(c) Using (a) and (b), it is easy to prove that
I"M _ H)M)
InM — I"M N HY(M)

~ HY(M) for all n>> 0.

Set G (M) = ®D.>0 f’?]\//[/I"HM. In dimension one we have

Theorem 10.5. Let (R, m) be a local ring. Let I be an m-primary ideal and suppose
that M is an R-module with dim M = 1. Then

() ((M/ITM) = ef(M)(n +1) = ef (M) — £ (H3(M)).
(b) G1(M) is a finitely generated G(R)-module of dimension 1.
(¢) Gr(M) is a Cohen-Macaulay Gr(R)-module.
Proof. We may assume that K = R/m is infinite, otherwise we consider the stan-

dard base change R — R[X]na[x] (see [16, 1.3]).
(a) From the exact sequence

0 — I+ /T M — M/ M — M/I"+1M — 0
and using Remark [0.4)(c), it follows that for all n > 0,
(M/ITM) = (M) (n+ 1) = ef (M) £ (HR(M)) .
(b) Consider the exact sequence
0— m/lm — M/Im — M/I/"\J\/i — 0.
By (a), we have
(ii) ¢ (m/ﬁHM) —el(M), forall n> 0.

Let « € I be M-superficial which exists as the residue field K is infinite. Let x*
be the image of z in I/I?, considered as G(R)-element. Then by Proposition 8.2
the sequence

(iii) 0 — InM /In+1M =% [n+10 /[0 20

is exact. In view of (ii), we get

(iv)  I"HIM/IMP2M ~ 2" - (W/I"HM) for all n > 0, say for n > ny.

Let S = { 21,22, ..., zs } be the set of homogeneous generators of @, 177\/4/1571]4
as an R-module. Using (iv) it follows that S generates G;(M) as a Gy(R)-module.
Since ¢ (fnTW/InHM) = el (M) > 0 for all > 0. It follows that dim G (M) = 1.

(c) By(iii), we have z* is G (M )-regular. So depth G(M) > 0. As dim G;(M) =1

we have G (M) is Cohen-Macaulay. O
Theorem 10.6. Let the situation be as in Theorem [I0.5 Then
el (M) — el (M) + ((M/TM) > —¢ (HO,(M))

Further equality holds if and only if IM = IM and I"M = I"M + HY (M) for
n > 2.

In 8 3.1] a sharper bound is found. However the case of equality is different.
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Proof. As G;(M) is a finitely generated G;(R)-module so there exists h(t) € Z]t]
such that

— (T T ()
;z(f M/T +1M)t sl

where h(t) = ho + hit + hot? + ... + ht®. As G (M) is a Cohen-Macaulay Gy (R)-
module, all the coefficients of h(t) are non-negative. Thus

a'(M) = é&"(M)—ho+ Z(j — 1)h;,

S

= &l (M)—¢ (M/f]\?) +3 (G = Dhj,

Jj=2
= &' (M) — 0 (M/IM) + ¢ (E\Z/IM) +3 (G — D)hy.
j=2
For n > 0 we have ¢ (M/Im) = ¢ (M)(n+1) — &'(M). By comparing it
with [05(a), we get &' (M) = e}(M) and &' (M) = el (M) + ¢ (HS(M)) . Thus
we get

et (M) &'l (M) — ¢ (H (M),

G (M) — /1) + € (TRE/IM) + 320 - Dby — € (HO()).

5

w <

— el(M)— ¢(M/IM)+¢ (E\Z/IM) + 370G = 1)hy — € (HO(M)) .
=2
Hence equality holds if and only if 2222 (j—1)h; =0 and IM = IM. Assume that
equality holds that is, IM = I M and ijz(j—l)hj = 0. We have h; =0 for j > 2.
So, by graded Nakayama’s Lemma one can see that G;(M) is generated in degree
0 and 1. This follows that T30 = [/ M + 41N for all j > 2. By Proposition [7.5]
we thus get LM =DM + HO (M) for j > 2. Conversely suppose that IM =IM
and T0M = M + HO(M) for j > 2. This gives M = I'M + [I+1M for all

j = 2. Which implies that G;(M) is generated in degree zero and one. So we have
h; =0 for all j > 2. O

We give an example which shows that the bound in Theorem [10.6] can be at-
tained.

Example 10.7. Let R = k[|z, y|]/(xy, y?) with the maximal ideal m = < z,y > R.
The Hilbert function of R with respect to m is
142 — 22
1—2
We get e1(R)—eo(R)+£(R/m) = —1. We now claim /(H2 (R)) = 1. Let g =<y > R
be the ideal in R. Notice that m - ¢ = 0. Also ¢ # 0. Thus ¢ ~ k as R-modules.
Further R/q ~ kl[|x|] is Cohen-Macaulay. Now using the short exact sequence

0—-qg—R— R/q—0,
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we get HY (R) ~ H2(q) = k.

In view of Theorem [10.6] we pose a question
Question: If dim M > 2 then is the set

{el(M)—el(M)+e(M/IM) : I an m-primary ideal }

bounded below ?
This result holds if M is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay R-module. (see [8] 2.4 and
3.1)).
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