arXiv:1106.3140v1 [math.AC] 16 Jun 2011

VARIATION OF THE FIRST HILBERT COEFFICIENTS OF PARAMETERS WITH A COMMON INTEGRAL CLOSURE

L. GHEZZI, S. GOTO, J. HONG, K. OZEKI, T.T. PHUONG, AND W.V. VASCONCELOS

Abstract. A problem posed by Wolmer V. Vasconcelos [33] on the variation of the first Hilbert coefficients of parameter ideals with a common integral closure in a local ring is studied. Affirmative answers are given and counterexamples are explored as well.

1. Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to study a problem posed by the last author [33] on the variation, in a given local ring, of the first Hilbert coefficients of parameter ideals with a common integral closure. To state the problem and the results as well, first of all let us fix our notation and terminology.

Let A be a Noetherian local ring with maximal ideal m and d = dim A > 0. Let ℓ_A(M) denote, for an A-module M, the length of M. Then for each m–primary ideal I in A and for each finitely generated A–module M with s = dim_A M ≥ 0, we have integers {e^i_I (M)}_{0≤i≤s} such that the equality

ℓ_A(M/I^{n+1}M) = e^0_I (M) ( n + s s ) − e^1_I (M) ( n + s − 1 s − 1 ) + · · · + (−1)^se^s_I (M)

holds true for all integers n ≫ 0, which we call the Hilbert coefficients of M with respect to I. The leading coefficient e^0_I (M) is called the multiplicity of M with respect to I and plays a very important role in the analysis of singularity in M. In this paper we are mainly interested in the case where M = A and I = Q is a parameter ideal in A,

AMS 2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: Primary 13H15, Secondary 13H10. The first author is partially supported by a grant from the City University of New York PSC-CUNY Research Award Program-41. The second author is partially supported by Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Researches (C) in Japan (19540054). The fourth author is supported by a grant from MIMS (Meiji Institute for Advanced Study of Mathematical Sciences). The fifth author is supported by JSPS Ronpaku (Dissertation of PhD) Program. The last author is partially supported by the NSF.

Key words and phrases: Buchsbaum local ring, generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring, associated graded ring, Rees algebra, Sally module, Hilbert function, first Hilbert coefficient. 1

that is an ideal generated by a system of parameters in A. Let a denote, for an ideal a in A, the integral closure of a.

With this notation the last author [33] proved that for every m–primary ideal I in A the set Λ(I) = {e^1_Q(A) | Q is a parameter ideal in A and Q = I} is finite. Added to it, he raised the following, which is the main target of the present research.

Problem 1.1 ([33]). Is ♯Λ(I) = 1 for every m-primary ideal I in A?

This problem has led the authors to the researches [5, 6, 17, 18, 19] on the finiteness of the set Λ_1(A) = {e^1_Q(A) | Q is a parameter ideal in A }.

Among many results they proved that A is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay (resp. Buchsbaum) ring if and only if Λ_1(A) is a finite set (resp. ♯Λ_1(A) = 1), provided A is unmixed, that is dim ^A/p = d for every p ∈ Ass ^A, where ^A denotes the m–adic completion of A. We now come back to the starting point, that is Problem 1.1, of our researches and are going to settle it.

Let us now state our main results, explaining how this paper is organized. Because the value e^1_Q(A) = −1 is the greatest one among possible values of e^1_Q(A) for parameter ideals Q in non-Cohen-Macaulay unmixed local rings A ([5, Theorem 2.1]), the condition that e^1_Q(A) = −1 for some parameter ideal Q is a rather strong restriction. First of all, in Section 3 we shall study the structure of certain local rings A which contain parameter ideals Q with e^1_Q(A) = −1 (Theorem 3.1). We actually have Λ(m) = {−1} for the local rings (A, m) explored in Theorem 3.1, which gives an affirmative answer to Problem 1.1 in the special case.

For each parameter ideal Q in A let R(Q) = A[Qt] ⊆ A[t] and gr_Q(A) = R(Q)/QR(Q) (here t denotes an indeterminate over A), which we call the Rees algebra and the associated graded ring of Q respectively. In Section 4 we shall study some affirmative 2

cases for Problem 1.1. In particular, we will prove the following, exploring an example satisfying condition (♯) addressed in it.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that the residue class field A/m of A is infinite. Let I be an mprimary ideal in A and assume that (♯) for every minimal reduction Q of I the scheme Proj R(Q) is locally Cohen-Macaulay. Then e^1_Q(A) is constant and independent of the choice of minimal reductions Q of I.

In Section 5 we shall study the case where the answer is negative. To state the result, let us briefly recall the notion of Buchsbaum ring and that of generalized Cohen- Macaulay ring. We say that A is a Buchsbaum ring, if the difference ℓ_A(A/Q) − e^0_Q(A) is constant and independent of the choice of parameter ideals Q in A ([29]). We say that A is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring if

sup_Q [ℓ_A(A/Q) − e^0_Q(A)] < ∞

([27]), where Q runs over parameter ideals in A. This condition is equivalent to saying that the local cohomology modules H^i_m(A) of A with respect to m are finitely generated for all i ≠ d. When this is the case, we have the equality

sup_Q [ℓ_A(A/Q) − e^0_Q(A)] = d−1∑ j=0 ( d − 1 j ) ℓ_A(H^j_m(A)) := I(A),

which we call the Buchsbaum invariant of A.

For a moment, suppose that A is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring and let Q = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_d) be a parameter ideal in A. Then we say that Q is standard if

ℓ_A(A/Q) − e^0_Q(A) = I(A).

This condition is equivalent to saying that the system a_1, a_2, . . . , a_d of generators of Q forms a strong d-sequence in A in any order ([27]), that is for all integers n_1, n_2, . . . , n_d > 0, a^{n1}_1 , a^{n2}_2 , . . . , a^{nd}_d forms a d-sequence in A in any order (see [20] for the notion of d– sequence). We say that an m–primary ideal I in A is standard, if every parameter ideal Q contained in I is standard. Since every standard parameter ideal Q is standard also in this sense ([31, Proposition 3.1, Corollary 3.3]), for each generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring A one can find an integer ℓ ≫ 0 such that m^ℓ is standard. Hence A is a Buchsbaum 3

ring if and only if A is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring in which the maximal ideal m is standard.

With this notation and terminology our negative answer is stated as follows, which we shall prove in Section 5.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that A is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring with infinite residue class field. Let Q be a standard parameter ideal in A and put I = Q. If I is not a standard ideal, then there exists at least one minimal reduction Q^′ of I such that 0 > e^1_Q′ (A) > e^1_Q(A).

In Section 5 we will explore concrete examples of the ideals Q satisfying the conditions required in Theorem 1.3. For the purpose we have to compute e^1_Q(A) precisely in the case where Q is a parameter ideal in a two-dimensional generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring A. So, let us summarize in Section 2 a certain primitive method of computing e^1_Q(A). The same method of computation is partially explored, in a slightly different way, also in [8, Example 3.8] and [23, Section 3].

The constancy of the values e^1_Q(A) is related to that of the rank (or, the multiplicity) of Sally modules S_Q(I) = ⨁ n≥1 I^{n+1}/Q^nI with I = Q. In Section 5 we will explore this phenomenon, computing the rank of Sally modules of certain bad ideals.

The integral closures of ideals given in Section 5 as counterexamples for Problem 1.1 are not equal to the maximal ideal m. In the final section 6 we will construct counterexamples for Problem 1.1 with I = m, exploring Sally modules of bad ideals.

In what follows, unless otherwise specified, let A denote a Noetherian local ring with maximal ideal m and d = dim A > 0. Let H^i_m(∗) (i ∈ Z) be the i–th local cohomology functor of A with respect m. For each finitely generated A–module M let μ_A(M) and ℓ_A(M) stand for the number of elements in a minimal system of generators for M and the length of M respectively. 4

2. A method to compute e^1_Q(A)

In this section we assume that dim A = 2 and that A is a homomorphic image of a Gorenstein ring, say A = R/a with R a Gorenstein local ring and a an ideal in it. We assume that A is unmixed. Hence H^1_m(A) is a finitely generated A-module ([5, Proposition 2.2 (1)]). Let Q = (a, b) be a parameter ideal in A. Then, thanks to a lemma of Davis [21, Theorem 124], we get a regular sequence x, y in R so that

a = x mod a and b = y mod a.

We put q = (x, y)R; hence Q = qA. Let B = Hom_A(K_A, K_A) be the endomorphism ring of the canonical module K_A (hence B is the Cohen-Macaulayfication of A in the sense of [2]) and look at the exact sequence (E) 0 → A^φ→ B → C → 0 of A-modules, where φ(α) is defined, for each α ∈ A, to be the homothety of α. Then, since depth_A K_A = 2, B is a Cohen-Macaulay A-module with dim_A B = 2 and we get C ∼= H^1_m(A) as A-modules ([1, Theorem 3.2, Proof of Theorem 4.2], [2, Theorem 1.6]). Let n ≥ 0 be an integer and let M denote the following n + 1 by n + 2 matrix x y 0 0 0 . . . 0 0 x y 0 0 . . . 0 0 0 x y 0 . . . 0 . . 0 0 . . . 0 0 x y .

Then the ideal q^{n+1} is generated by the maximal minors of the matrix M and, thanks to the theorem of Hilbert–Burch ([21, Exercises 8, p. 148]), the R-module R/q^{n+1} has a minimal free resolution of the form

F : 0 −→ F_2 = R^{n+1 tM}−→ F_1 = R^{n+2 ∂}−→ F_0 = R −→ R/q^{n+1} −→ 0,

in which the homomorphism ∂ is defined by

∂(e_j ) = (−1)^j ·det M_j

for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n + 2, where M_j denotes the matrix obtained by deleting from M the j-th column and {e_j }_{1≤j≤n+2} denotes the standard basis of R^{n+2}. Consequently, for 5

each R-module X Tor^R_j (R/q^{n+1}, X) is computed as the j-th homology module of the complex F ⊗_R X : 0 → X^{n+1} = F_2 ⊗_R X^{tM ⊗R 1X}−→ X^{n+2} = F_1 ⊗_R X^{∂⊗R1X}−→ X = F_0 ⊗_R X −→ 0. Setting X = B, we therefore have Tor^R_i (R/q^{n+1}, B) = (0) for all i ≥ 1 ([3, Theorem 9.1.6]), since the ideal q = (x, y)R is generated by a B-regular sequence of length 2, so that exact sequence (E) gives rise to the following exact sequence 0 → Tor^R_1 (R/q^{n+1}, C) → A/Q^{n+1} → B/Q^{n+1}B → C/Q^{n+1}C → 0, whence

(1) ℓ_A(A/Q^{n+1}) = ℓ_A(B/Q^{n+1}B) + ℓ_A(Tor^R_1 (R/q^{n+1}, C)) − ℓ_A(C/Q^{n+1}C) for all n ≥ 0. On the other hand, since the alternating sum of the length of homology modules of the complex F ⊗_R C : 0 → C^{n+1} = F_2 ⊗_R C^{tM ⊗R 1C}−→ C^{n+2} = F_1 ⊗_R C^{∂⊗R1C}−→ C = F_0 ⊗_R C −→ 0 is 0, we get ℓ_R(Tor^R_1 (R/q^{n+1}, C)) = ℓ_R(Tor^R_2 (R/q^{n+1}, C)) + ℓ_A(C/Q^{n+1}C).

Hence by equation (1) we have for all n ≥ 0 that

(2) ℓ_A(A/Q^{n+1}) = e^0_Q(A) ( n + 2 2 ) + ℓ_R(Tor^R_2 (R/q^{n+1}, C)),

because e^0_Q(A) = e^0_Q(B) = ℓ_A(B/QB) (see exact sequence (E); recall that B is a Cohen-Macaulay A-module with dim_A B = 2 and ℓ_A(C) < ∞) and ℓ_A(B/Q^{n+1}B) = ℓ_A(B/QB) (_{n+2} 2 ) for all n ≥ 0. Notice that Tor^R_2 (R/q^{n+1}, C) ∼= Ker(C^{n+1 tM}−→ C^{n+2}), that is

Tor^R_2 (R/q^{n+1}, C) ∼= α_0 α_1 . . α_n ∈ C^{n+1} | | | | | | aα_i + bα_{i−1} = 0 for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n + 1 ,

where α_{−1} = α_{n+1} = 0 for convention.

Summarizing these observations, we get the following. 6

Proposition 2.1. Let

T_n = α_0 α_1 . . α_n ∈ C^{n+1} | | | | | | aα_i + bα_{i−1} = 0 for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n + 1

for each n ≥ 0. Then the following assertions hold true.

(1) ℓ_A(A/Q^{n+1}) = e^0_Q(A) (_{n+2} 2 ) + ℓ_A(T_n) for all n ≥ 0.

(2) −ℓ_A(C) ≤ e^1_Q(A) ≤ −ℓ_A((0) :_C Q).

(3) Suppose aC = (0). Then e^1_Q(A) = −ℓ_A((0) :_C b) = −ℓ_A(C/bC) and e^2_Q(A) = 0. (4) ([8, Example 3.8], [23, Section 3]) Suppose QC = (0). Then e^1_Q(A) = −ℓ_A(C) and e^2_Q(A) = 0.

Proof. See equation (2) for assertion (1). We have ℓ_A((0) :_C Q)(n + 1) ≤ ℓ_A(T_n) ≤ ℓ_A(C)(n + 1), since [(0) :_C Q]^{n+1} ⊆ T_n ⊆ C^{n+1}, which proves assertion (2). If aC = (0), then T_n = [(0) :_C b]^{n+1}, so that ℓ_A(A/Q^{n+1}) = e^0_Q(A) ( n + 2 2 ) + ℓ_A((0) :_C b) ( n + 1 1 )

by assertion (1), from which assertion (3) follows, because ℓ_A((0) :_C b) = ℓ_A(C/bC). Assertion (4) is now clear. □ We explore two examples in order to show how we use Proposition 2.1. Let Λ_i(A) = {e^i_Q(A) | Q is a parameter ideal in A} for 0 ≤ i ≤ d = dim A. For each a ∈ m we denote by U(a) the unmixed component of the ideal (a). When A is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring with d = dim A ≥ 2 and a, b is a part of a system of parameters in A, one has U(a)/(a) = H^0_m(A/(a)) ([27]), so that U(a) = ⋃ n≥1 [(a) : b^n].

We begin with the following.

Proposition 2.2. Assume that A is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring with dim A = 2 and depth A = 1. Let a, b be a system of parameters in A. We then have the following. 7

(1) Suppose bH^1_m(A) = (0). Then a, b forms a d-sequence in A. (2) U(a) ⊆ (a).

Proof. (1) Let c = (0) :_A H^1_m(A). The element a is A–regular, since A is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring with depthA > 0. Therefore, the exact sequence 0 → A^a→ A → A/(a) → 0 gives rise to the long exact sequence 0 → H^0_m(A/(a)) → H^1_m(A)^a→ H^1_m(A) → H^1_m(A/(a)) → . . .

of local cohomology modules, from which we get [(a) : b^2]/(a) ⊆ U(a)/(a) = H^0_m(A/(a)) ∼= (0) :_H1_{m(A)} a ⊆ H^1_m(A).

Hence c [((a) : b^2)/(a)] = (0), so that (a) : b^2 ⊆ (a) : c ⊆ (a) : b. Thus a, b forms a d-sequence in A.

(2) Let B denote the Cohen-Macaulayfication of A in the sense of [2, 9]. We then have U(a)B = aB, since a, b forms a B–regular sequence. Therefore U(a) ⊆ (a), because B is a module-finite extension of A. □ Example 2.3. Let R = k[[X, Y, Z, W ]] be the formal power series ring over a field k. We look at the local ring A = R/[(X, Y )^ℓ ∩ (Z, W )], where ℓ ≥ 1 is an integer. Then A is a 2-dimensional generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring with depth A = 1 and we have the following.

(1) Let a, b be a system of parameters in A. Then a, b or b, a forms a d-sequence in A. Hence every parameter ideal in A is generated by a d-sequence of length 2.

(2) Λ_1(A) = {−^{(2ℓ−n+1)n}_2 | 0 < n ≤ ℓ} and Λ_2(A) = {0}.

Proof. Let m denote the maximal ideal in A and let x, y, z, w be the images of X, Y, Z, W in A respectively; hence m = (x, y, z, w). Thanks to the exact sequence 0 → A → A/(x, y)^ℓ ⊕ A/(z, w) → A/[(x, y)^ℓ + (z, w)] → 0 of A–modules, we have dim A = 2, depth A = 1, and H^1_m(A) ∼= A/[(x, y)^ℓ + (z, w)]. Hence A is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring. We put C = A/[(x, y)^ℓ + (z, w)]. 8

Let us now choose a system a, b of parameters in A and put Q = (a, b). Then a, b are non-zerodivisors in A. Firstly suppose that aC = (0). Hence b, a is a d–sequence in A by Proposition 2.2. If bC = (0), then QC = (0) and we get e^1_Q(A) = −ℓ_A(C) = −

(ℓ + 1)ℓ 2 and e^2_Q(A) = 0 by Proposition 2.1 (4). Suppose bC ≠ (0). Let m_C be the maximal ideal of C and let n = v_{mC} (b) = max{n ∈ Z | b ∉ m^n_C } denote the order of the image b of b in C with respect to m_C . Then 0 < n < ℓ and (0) :_C b = m^{ℓ−n}_C , so that

e^1_Q(A) = −ℓ_A((0) :_C b) = −ℓ_A(m^{ℓ−n}_C ) = −

(2ℓ − n + 1)n 2 and e^2_Q(A) = 0 by Proposition 2.1 (3)

Suppose now that aC ≠ (0) and bC ≠ (0). We may assume that n = v_{mC} (a) ≤ m = v_{mC} (b).

Then b[(0) :_C a] ⊆ m^m_C ·m^{ℓ−n}_C ⊆ m^ℓ_C = (0), so that b[(a) : b^2] ⊆ bU(a) ⊆ (a), because U(a)/(a) ∼= (0) :_C a. Thus a, b forms a d-sequence in A. We also have

T_q = α_0 α_1 . . α_q ∈ C^{q+1} | | | | | | aα_i + bα_{i−1} = 0 for all 0 ≤ i ≤ q + 1

= [(0) :_C a]^{q+1} for all q ≥ 0, since b[(0) :_C a] = (0). Therefore e^1_Q(A) = −ℓ_A((0) :_C a) = −

(2ℓ − n + 1)n 2 and e^2_Q(A) = 0 by Proposition 2.1 (3). Hence Λ_2(A) = {0}.

Lastly, let 0 < n < ℓ be integers and look at the system a = x^ℓ − z, b = y^n − w of parameters in A. Then aC = (0), bC ≠ (0), and v_{mC} (b) = n, which shows Λ_1(A) = {−

(2ℓ − n + 1)n 2 | 0 < n ≤ ℓ} as claimed. □ 9

In the forthcoming paper [7] we need the following. Let us note an outline of com-

putation.

Example 2.4. Let ℓ ≥ 1 be an integer and let R = k[[X, Y, Z, W ]] be the formal power

series ring over a field k. We look at the local ring

A = R/[(X^ℓ, Y^ℓ) ∩ (Z, W )].

Then A is a 2-dimensional generalized Cohen-Macaulay local ring with depth A = 1.

Let q = (X − Z, Y − W ) in R. Then Q = qA is a parameter ideal in A with

e^0_Q(A) = ℓ^2 + 1, e^1_Q(A) = −ℓ, and e^2_Q(A) = − ℓ(ℓ − 1) 2 .

Hence e^2_Q(A) < 0 if ℓ ≥ 2, so that Q cannot be generated by a d-sequence of length 2

([19, Proposition 3.4 (2)]).

Proof. Let C = k[X, Y, Z, W ]/(X^ℓ, Y^ℓ, Z, W ) and let n ≥ ℓ + 1 be an integer. We look

at the graded C-module

T_n = α_0 α_1 . . α_n ∈ C^{n+1} | | | | | | xα_i + yα_{i−1} = 0 for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n + 1 ,

where x, y be the images of X, Y in C. Let T_{n,q} (q ∈ Z) denote the homogeneous

component of degree q in the graded module T_n. Then T_{n,q} = (0) if q ≤ ℓ − 2, because

(0) :_C x = x^{ℓ−1}C. Let ℓ − 1 ≤ q ≤ 2ℓ − 2 and let {c_i}_{0≤i≤n+1} be a family of elements in

k such that c_i = 0 if n − 2ℓ + q + 3 ≤ i ≤ n + 1. We put

(♯) α_i = ∑_{i+1} j=1(−1)^{j−1}c_{i−j+1}x^{ℓ−j}y^{q−ℓ+j} if 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ − 1, ∑_ℓ j=1(−1)^{j−1}c_{i−j+1}x^{ℓ−j}y^{q−ℓ+j} if ℓ ≤ i ≤ n. 10

Then α_0 α_1 . . α_n ∈ T^{n,q} and T^{n,q} consists of all those elements which satisfy above condition

(♯). Hence dim_k T_{n,q} = n − 2ℓ + q + 3 if ℓ − 1 ≤ q ≤ 2ℓ − 2. Consequently

dim_k T_n = 2ℓ−2∑

q=0 dim_k T_{n,q}

= 2ℓ−2∑

q=ℓ−1 (n − 2ℓ + q + 3)

= (n + 1)ℓ − ℓ(ℓ − 1) 2 . Hence e^1_Q(A) = −ℓ and e^2_Q(A) = −^{ℓ(ℓ−1)}_2 by Proposition 2.1 (1), which completes the computation, because e^0_Q(A) = e^0_q (R/(X^ℓ, Y^ℓ)) + e^0_q(R/(Z, W )) = ℓ^2 + 1. □

3. The structure of local rings of dimension 2 possessing e^1_Q(A) = −1 for some parameter ideal Q The condition that e^1_Q(A) = −1 for some parameter ideal Q is a rather strong restriction. In this section we shall study the structure of two–dimensional local rings A which contain such parameter ideals. Recall that the value e^1_Q(A) = −1 is the greatest among possible values of e^1_Q(A) for parameter ideals Q in non-Cohen-Macaulay unmixed local rings A ([5, Theorem 2.1]).

Our result is the following.

Theorem 3.1. Let A be a Noetherian local ring with maximal ideal m, dim A = 2, and infinite residue class field. Assume that depth A = 1 and that H^1_m(A) is a finitely generated A-module. We consider the following two conditions (1) and (2) :

(1) (a) The Cohen-Macaulayfication B of A in the sense of [2] is not a local ring, (b) μ_A(m) = 4, and (c) A contains a parameter ideal Q such that e^1_Q(A) = −1.

(2) There is an isomorphism A ∼= R/[(F, Y ) ∩ (Z, W )] of rings, where (a) R is a regular local ring of dimension 4 with X, Y, Z, W a regular system of parameters and 11

(b) F = X^n + ξ with ξ ∈ (Z, W ) and n ≥ 1.

Then, if condition (2) is satisfied, condition (1) is also satisfied and e^1_q (A) = −1 for every minimal reduction q of m. When A is m-adically complete, conditions (1) and (2) are equivalent to each other.

We divide the proof of Theorem 3.1 into two parts.

Firstly, let us prove the implication (2) ⇒ (1) in Theorem 3.1. So, let R be an arbitrary regular local ring of dimension 4 and let X, Y, Z, W be a regular system of parameters in R. Let F = X^n + ξ with ξ ∈ (Z, W ) and n ≥ 1 an integer. Then F, Y, Z, W forms a system of parameters in R, since (F, Y, Z, W ) = (X^n, Y, Z, W ). We put A = R/[(F, Y ) ∩ (Z, W )] and let m be the maximal ideal in A. We denote by f, x, y, z, w the images of F , X, Y , Z, W in A respectively. Then, thanks to the exact sequence 0 → A → A/(f, y) ⊕ A/(z, w) → A/(x^n, y, z, w) → 0, we get depth A = 1 and H^1_m(A) ∼= A/(x^n, y, z, w). Hence A is a generalized Cohen- Macaulay ring and B = A/(f, y) × A/(z, w) is the Cohen-Macaulayfication of A ([2, Theorem 1.6]). We put c = (x^n, y, z, w). Therefore A/c ∼= H^1_m(A) and ℓ_A(A/c) = n.

For a moment, let a_1 = f − z and a_2 = y − w. We look at the parameter ideal Q = (a_1, a_2) in A. Then, because (a_1) : a_2 = (a_1, z) and (a_2) : a_1 = (a_2, w), we have [(a_1) : a_2] + [(a_2) : a_1] = (a_1, a_2, z, w) = c.

Consequently, Theorem 1.1 in the forthcoming paper [13] shows the following, which we will refer to in [13] also.

Proposition 3.2. The Rees algebra R(Q^2) of Q^2 is a Gorenstein ring.

In order to complete the proof of the implication (2) ⇒ (1), we are now in a position to prove the following, which gives an affirmative answer to Problem 1.1 with q = m in the present setting. 12

Theorem 3.3. Assume that the residue class field of R is infinite. Then e^1_q (A) = −1 for every minimal reduction q of m.

Proof. We may assume n > 1. In fact, if n = 1, then A is a Buchsbaum ring ([30]), since H^1_m(A) ∼= A/m, so that e^1_q (A) = −1 by [25, Korollar 3.2]. Let q be a minimal reduction of m and write q = (a, b), where we choose the system a, b of generators for q so that both a, b are superficial for A with respect to q. Let A = A/(z, w). Then, since qA is a reduction of the maximal ideal mA in the two-dimensional regular local ring A, we get qA = mA, so that q+(z, w) = m; hence m = q+c. Without loss of generality we may assume a ∉ c+m^2 = (x^2, y, z, w), so that ℓ_A(C/aC) = 1, where C = A/c ∼= H^1_m(A). Since a is A–regular and superficial for A with respect to q, we have by [14, Lemma 2.4 (1)] e^1_q (A) = e^1_{q/(a)}(A/(a)) = −ℓ_A(H^0_m(A/(a)).

Thus e^1_q (A) = −ℓ_A((0) :_C a) = −ℓ_A(C/aC) = −1, because H^0_m(A/(a)) ∼= (0) :_C a which follows from the long exact sequence 0 → H^0_m(A/(a)) → H^1_m(A)^a→ H^1_m(A) → H^1_m(A/(a)) → . . .

of local cohomology modules. □

Remark 3.4. Choose ξ = 0 in the above construction of A = R/[(F, Y ) ∩ (Z, W )], whence F = X^n with an integer n ≥ 1. Let 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n be an integer and put a = x^ℓ − z, b = y − w. Let Q = (a, b). Then Q is a parameter ideal in A and bC = (0). Therefore by Proposition 2.1 (3) we get e^1_Q(A) = −ℓ_A(C/aC) = −ℓ_A(A/(x^ℓ, y, z, w)) = −ℓ. Hence Λ_1(A) = {−ℓ | 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n}, because 0 > e^1_q (A) ≥ −ℓ_A(H^1_m(A)) = −n for every parameter ideal q in A ([14, Lemma 2.4], [5, Theorem 2.1]).

We now prove the implication (1) ⇒ (2) in Theorem 3.1.

Let us reconfirm our setting. Let A be a Noetherian complete local ring with maximal ideal m, dim A = 2, and infinite residue class field. Assume that depth A = 1 and H^1_m(A) is a finitely generated A-module. Let B denote the Cohen-Macaulayfication of A in the 13

sense of [2]. Then B ∼= End_A(K_A) as A-algebras ([2, Theorem 1.6]), where K_A denotes the canonical module of A. We look at the exact sequence (E_1) 0 → A^φ→ B → C → 0 of A-modules, where φ(α) is defined, for each α ∈ A, to be the homothety of α. Then, since depth_A K_A = 2, B is a Cohen-Macaulay A-module with dim_A B = 2 and C ∼= H^1_m(A) (see the preamble of Section 2).

Proof of the implication (1) ⇒ (2) in Theorem 3.1. Assume that condition (1) in Theorem 3.1 is satisfied, whence B is not a local ring, μ_A(m) = 4, and A contains a parameter ideal Q = (a, b) with e^1_Q(A) = −1. We may assume that a, b are both superficial for A with respect to Q. Then, since a is A–regular, we have H^0_m(A/(a)) ∼= (0) :_C a, so that ℓ_A((0) :_C a) = −e^1_{Q/(a)}(A/(a)) = −e^1_Q(A) = 1 ([14, Lemma 2.4 (1)]). Consequently μ_A(C) = 1, because ℓ_A(C/aC) = ℓ_A((0) :_C a) = 1. Hence C ∼= A/c and c + (a) = m, where c = (0) :_A H^1_m(A). Therefore μ_A(B) = 2, thanks to exact sequence (E_1). Consequently, because B is not a local ring and A is complete, we have a canonical decomposition B = A/a_1 × A/a_2 of B, where a_i is an ideal in A such that A/a_i is a two-dimensional Cohen-Macaulay local ring. Hence we have a_1 ∩ a_2 = (0) and a_1 + a_2 = c, thanks to the exact sequence 0 → A → A/a_1 ⊕ A/a_2 → A/(a_1 + a_2) → 0.

Let V = [c + m^2]/m^2 ⊆ m/m^2 and put k = A/m. Then dim_k V ≥ 3, because μ_A(m) = 4 and c+(a) = m. Since a_1+a_2 = c, we may assume that dim_k[a_2+m^2]/m^2 ≥ 2. Therefore the ideal a_2 contains a part z, w of a minimal system of generators of the maximal ideal m. We then have μ_{A/(z,w)}(m/(z, w)) = 2, so that the epimorphism A/(z, w) → A/a_2 → 0 14

is an isomorphism and A/(z, w) is a regular local ring of dimension 2, because dim A/(z, w) ≥ dim A/a_2 = 2. Thus a_2 = (z, w). Hence dim_k[a_1 + m^2]/m^2 ≥ 1, because dim_k V ≥ 3. Choose y ∈ a_1 so that y, z, w forms a part of a minimal system of generators of m and write m = (x, y, z, w). Then A/(y, z, w) is a discrete valuation ring, because A/(z, w) is a two-dimensional regular local ring such that the images of x, y in A/(z, w) form a regular system of parameters. Consequently, since c = a_1 + a_2 ⊋ (y, z, w), we have c/(y, z, w) = (x^n) for some n ≥ 1, where x stands for the image of x in A/(y, z, w). Hence c = (x^n, y, z, w) and n = ℓ_A(A/c). On the other hand, because c/(y, z, w) = [a_1 + (z, w)]/(y, z, w) = (x^n), we find some element η ∈ a_1 so that x^n − η ∈ (y, z, w). Let x^n − η = αy + βz + γw with α, β, γ ∈ A. We then have x^n − f ∈ (z, w) where f = η + αy. Hence a_1 = (f, y), because c = a_1 + a_2 ⊇ (f, y) ⊕ (z, w) ⊇ c.

We now choose a 4–dimensional complete regular local ring R with maximal ideal n and a surjective homomorphism R^ϕ−→ A → 0 of rings. Let X, Y, Z, and W be elements of R such that ϕ(X) = x, ϕ(Y ) = y, ϕ(Z) = z, and ϕ(W ) = w. Then n = (X, Y, Z, W ), since Kerϕ ⊆ n^2. Notice that R/(Z, W ) ∼= A/(z, w), because A/(z, w) is a two-dimensional regular local ring; hence K = Ker ϕ ⊆ (Z, W ).

Let F ∈ R such that ϕ(F ) = f. We then have X^n − F ∈ (Z, W ), because x^n − f ∈ (z, w) and K ⊆ (Z, W ). Therefore (F, Y, Z, W ) = (X^n, Y, Z, W ), so that F, Y, Z, W is a system of parameters in R. We look at the canonical exact sequence (E_2) 0 → L → R/(F, Y ) → A/(f, y) → 0. 15

Then, because z, w forms a regular sequence in the two-dimensional Cohen-Macaulay ring A/a_1 = A/(f, y), from exact sequence (E_2) we get the exact sequence 0 −→ L/(Z, W )L −→ R/(F, Y, Z, W )^ε−→ A/(f, y, z, w) −→ 0, in which the homomorphism ε has to be an isomorphism, because ℓ_R(R/(F, Y, Z, W )) = ℓ_R(R/(X^n, Y, Z, W )) = n and ℓ_A(A/(f, y, z, w)) = ℓ_A(A/(x^n, y, z, w)) = ℓ_A(A/c) = n. Thus L = (0) by Nakayama’s lemma, so that R/(F, Y ) ∼= A/(f, y). Hence K = Ker ϕ ⊆ (F, Y ), so that K ⊆ (F, Y ) ∩ (Z, W ). Therefore we have K = (F, Y ) ∩ (Z, W ) (recall that (F, Y ) ∩ (Z, W ) ⊆ K, because (f, y) ∩ (z, w) = a_1 ∩ a_2 = (0)). Thus A ∼= R/[(F, Y ) ∩ (Z, W )], with F = X^n + ξ for some ξ ∈ (Z, W ). This proves the implication (1) ⇒ (2) in Theorem 3.1 under the assumption that A is m–adically complete. □

4. Affirmative cases Let A be a Noetherian local ring with maximal ideal m and d = dim A > 0. In this section we study Problem 1.1 of whether e^1_Q(A) is independent of the choice of minimal reductions Q of I, where I is an m-primary ideal in A.

Let us begin with the following.

Proposition 4.1. Let M be a finitely generated A-module with dim_A M = s and let Q and Q^′ be parameter ideals for M such that Q = Q^′ in A. Suppose that there exists an exact sequence 0 → L → M → M/L → 0 of A-modules such that L ≠ (0), dim_A L < s, and M/L is a Cohen-Macaulay A-module. Then e^1_Q(M) = e^1_Q′ (M).

Proof. Passing to the ring A/[(0) :_A M], we may assume that (0) :_A M = (0), whence s = d and both Q and Q^′ are parameter ideals in A. Let C = M/L. Then, since C is a Cohen-Macaulay A-module with dim_A C = d, we have the exact sequence 0 → L/Q^{n+1}L → M/Q^{n+1}M → C/Q^{n+1}C → 0 of A-modules, so that (4) ℓ_A(M/Q^{n+1}M) = ℓ_A(C/Q^{n+1}C) + ℓ_A(L/Q^{n+1}L) = ℓ_A(C/QC) ( n + d d ) + ℓ_A(L/Q^{n+1}L) for n ≥ 0. Let t = dim_A L and write

ℓ_A(L/Q^{n+1}L) = e^0_Q(L) ( n + t t ) − e^1_Q(L) ( n + t − 1 t − 1 ) + . . . + (−1)^te^t_Q(L) for n ≫ 0. We then have

e^1_Q(M) = { −e^0_Q(L) if t = d − 1, 0 if t < d − 1. Hence e^1_Q(M) = e^1_Q′ (M), because e^0_Q(L) = e^0_Q′ (L) once Q = Q^′. □ Let M be a finitely generated A-module. We say that M is a sequentially Cohen- Macaulay A-module, if M possesses a Cohen-Macaulay filtration, that is a filtration L_0 = (0) ⊊ L_1 ⊊ L_2 ⊊ . . . ⊊ L_ℓ = M of A-submodules {L_i}_{0≤i≤ℓ} of M such that dim_A L_i > dim_A L_{i−1} and L_i/L_{i−1} is a Cohen-Macaulay A-module for all 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ ([4, 12, 26, 28]).

When M is a sequentially Cohen-Macaulay A–module, applying Proposition 4.1, we readily get the following.

Corollary 4.2. Suppose that M is a sequentially Cohen-Macaulay A-module with dim_A M > 0 and let Q and Q^′ be parameter ideals for M. Then e^1_Q(M) = e^1_Q′ (M) if Q = Q^′ in A.

Let us explore a typical example of sequentially Cohen-Macaulay rings.

Example 4.3 ([10]). Let R = k[[X, Y, Z]] be the formal power series ring over a field k. We look at the two-dimensional local ring A = R/[(X) ∩ (Y, Z)]. 17

Then A is a sequentially Cohen-Macaulay ring but not Cohen-Macaulay. Let x, y, z be the images of X, Y, Z in A respectively and put D = A/(y, z) and B = A/(x). Then D is a discrete valuation ring and B is a two-dimensional regular local ring. Let Q = (a, b) be a parameter ideal in A. Then, since a, b forms a B-regular sequence, thanks to the exact sequence 0 → D → A → B → 0, we get ℓ_A(A/Q^{n+1}) = e^0_{QB}(B) ( n + 2 2 ) + e^0_{QD}(D) ( n + 1 1 )

for all n ≥ 0, so that e^0_Q(A) = ℓ_B (B/QB), e^1_Q(A) = −e^0_{QD}(D), and e^2_Q(A) = 0.

Therefore, if Q^′ is a parameter ideal in A with Q^′ = Q, we always have e^i_Q(A) = e^i_Q′ (A) for each 0 ≤ i ≤ 2, because QD = Q^′D.

We now come to the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.4. Let I be an m-primary ideal in A and assume that (♯) the scheme Proj R(Q) is locally Cohen-Macaulay for every minimal reduction Q of I. Then e^1_Q(A) is independent of the choice of minimal reductions Q of I.

To prove Theorem 4.4 we need the following. See [11] for the equivalence of the four conditions and also for the former part of the last assertion.

Proposition 4.5 ([11]). Let A be a Noetherian local ring with maximal ideal m and d = dim A > 0. Let Q be a parameter ideal in A. We put R = R(Q) and G = gr_Q(A). Let M = mR + R_+ denote the unique graded maximal ideal in R. Then the following four conditions are equivalent.

(1) Proj R is a locally Cohen-Macaulay scheme. (2) Proj G is a locally Cohen-Macaulay scheme.

(3) R is a graded generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring, that is the graded local cohomology modules H^i_M(R) of R with respect to M are finitely generated for all i ≠ d + 1.

(4) G is a graded generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring, that is the graded local cohomology modules H^i_M(G) of G with respect to M are finitely generated for all i ≠ d. 18

When this is the case, A is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring and every system a_1, a_2, . . . , a_d of generators of Q forms a superficial sequence for A with respect to Q.

Proof. Let us briefly explain the reason why the latter part in the last assertion holds true. Suppose that Proj R is a locally Cohen-Macaulay scheme. Then, since H^i_M(G) are finitely generated for all i ≠ d, every homogeneous system g_1, g_2, . . . , g_d of parameters in G forms a filter regular sequence with respect to M ([27]), that is the graded G-modules

[(g_1, g_2, . . . , g_{i−1}) :_G g_i]/(g_1, g_2, . . . , g_{i−1})

are finitely graded for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Applying this observation to the linear system f_1 = a_1t, f_2 = a_2t, . . . , f_d = a_dt of parameters in G where a_it denotes the image of a_it in G, we readily get by definition that a_1, a_2, . . . .a_d is a superficial sequence for A with respect to Q. □

Let us note the following also, which we need to explore Example 4.7. See [11, Proof of Theorem (1.1)] for the proof.

Proposition 4.6 ([11]). Suppose that A is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring with dim A = d and depthA > 0. Let Q be a parameter ideal in A. Assume that the residue class field A/m of A is algebraically closed. Then Proj R(Q) is a locally Cohen-Macaulay scheme, if every system a_1, a_2, . . . , a_d of generators for Q forms a d–sequence in A.

We are in a position to prove Theorem 4.4.

Proof of Theorem 4.4. Since e^1_Q(A) = −ℓ_A(H^0_m(A)) if d = 1 ([14, Lemma 2.4 (1)]), we may assume that d > 1 and that our assertion holds true for d − 1. Let Q = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_d) and Q^′ = (b_1, b_2, . . . , b_d) be two reductions of I such that a_1 and b_1 are superficial for A with respect to I. We want to show e^1_Q(A) = e^1_Q′ (A). To do this, let us choose an element x ∈ I such that x is superficial for A with respect to I and both the ideals Q_x = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_{d−1}, x) and Q^′_x = (b_1, b_2, . . . , b_{d−1}, x) are reductions of I. 19

Then, in order to show e^1_Q(A) = e^1_Q′ (A), comparing the following four reductions of I Q = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_{d−1}, a_d), Q_x = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_{d−1}, x), Q^′_x = (b_1, b_2, . . . , b_{d−1}, x), Q^′ = (b_1, b_2, . . . , b_{d−1}, b_d), we may assume without loss of generality that a = a_1 = b_1.

We put B = A/(a) and J = I/(a). Then both QB and Q^′B are reductions of J. Because a is superficial for A with respect to both the ideals Q and Q^′ by Proposition 4.5, we get

e^1_Q(A) = e^1_{QB} (B) if d > 2, e^1_{QB} (B) + ℓ_A((0) :_A a) if d = 2 and e^1_Q′ (A) = e^1_Q′_B (B) if d > 2, e^1_Q′_B (B) + ℓ_A((0) :_A a) if d = 2, which shows, in order to see e^1_Q(A) = e^1_Q′ (A), it suffices to check condition (♯) is also satisfied for the ideal J in B.

Let q = (α_2, α_3, . . . , α_d) be a reduction of J and let α_i = c_i (c_i ∈ I), where ∗ denotes the image in B. We look at the parameter ideal Q = (c_1, c_2, . . . , c_d) in A with c_1 = a. Then, because J^{n+1} = qJ^n for all n ≫ 0, we have I^{n+1} ⊆ QI^n + (a), so that I^{n+1} = QI^n + a[I^{n+1} : a] for all n ≫ 0. Therefore, since I^{n+1} : a = I^n + [(0) : a] if n ≫ 0, we have I^{n+1} = QI^n for all n ≫ 0, so that Q is a reduction of I. We now notice that by Proposition 4.5 c_1 is a superficial element for A with respect to Q, because the scheme Proj R(Q) is locally Cohen-Macaulay. Therefore, the kernel of the canonical epimorphism φ : gr_Q(A)/c_1t·gr_Q(A) → gr_q(B) of graded rings is finitely graded, so that gr_q(B) is a graded generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring, because so is the graded ring gr_Q(A). Therefore Proj R(q) is a locally Cohen- Macaulay scheme by Proposition 4.5. Thus condition (♯) is satisfied for the ideal J in B, which completes the proof of Theorem 4.4. □ 20

Let us explore an example which satisfies condition (♯) in Theorem 4.4. Example 4.7. We look at the local ring A = k[[X, Y, Z, W ]]/[(X, Y )^2 ∩ (Z, W )], where k[[X, Y, Z, W ]] is the formal power series ring over an algebraically closed field k. Then dim A = 2, depthA = 1, and A is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring possessing H^1_m(A) ∼= A/[(x, y)^2 + (z, w)], where x, y, z, w denotes the image of X, Y, Z, W in A respectively. For this ring A, every a, b ∈ A such that Q = (a, b) is a reduction of m forms a d–sequence in A, so that Proj R(Q) is locally Cohen-Macaulay. We have e^0_Q(A) = 4, e^1_Q(A) = −2, and e^2_Q(A) = 0 for every minimal reduction Q of m. Hence Λ(m) = {−2}. The maximal ideal m of A is not standard ([31, Corollary 3.7]), because mH^1_m(A) ≠ (0).

Proof. Let a, b ∈ A and assume that Q = (a, b) is a reduction of m. Since depthA > 0, a and b are non-zerodivisors in A. First of all, we will show that a, b is a d–sequence in A. Let A = A/(z, w). Then we have m = (a, b) + (z, w), because A is a regular local ring of dimension 2 and QA is a reduction of the maximal ideal mA in A. Let m_C denote the maximal ideal in C = A/[(x, y)^2 + (z, w)]. Then m_C = (a, b), where ∗ denotes the image in C. Because μ_C (m_C ) = 2, we have a ≠ 0, so that (0) :_C a = m_C and b[(0) :_C a] = (0) (notice that m^2_C = (0)), while U(a)/(a) = H^0_m(A/(a)) ∼= (0) :_H1_{m(A)} a ∼= (0) :_C a.

Hence b[(a) : b^2] ⊆ bU(a) ⊆ (a). Thus, for a given minimal reduction Q of m, every system a, b of generators for the ideal Q forms a d–sequence in A, which implies ProjR(Q) is a locally Cohen-Macaulay scheme by Proposition 4.7, because the ground field k is algebraically closed. We also have e^0_Q(A) = 4, e^1_Q(A) = −2, and e^2_Q(A) = 0 by Proposition 2.1 (1), since (0) :_C a = m_C and b[(0) :_C a] = (0) (notice that T_n = [(0) :_C a]^{n+1} for all n ≥ 0 in the present case). □ 21

5. A negative case and counterexamples

In this section we study a negative case and give counterexamples. Let us begin with the following.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that A is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring with d = dim A ≥ 2, depthA ≥ 1, and infinite residue class field. Let Q be a standard parameter ideal in A and put I = Q. If I is not standard, then there exists at least one minimal reduction Q^′ of I such that

0 > e^1_Q′ (A) > e^1_Q(A) = − d−1∑ j=1 ( d − 2 j − 1 ) h^j(A),

where h^j (A) = ℓ_A(H^j_m(A)) for each 1 ≤ j ≤ d − 1.

Proof. We have e^1_Q(A) = − ∑_{d−1} j=1 (_{d−2} j−1 ) h^j (A) by [25, Korollar 3.2], since Q is a standard parameter ideal in A. Let ℓ = μ_A(I) and write I = (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_ℓ) so that every d elements x_{i1} , x_{i2} , . . . , x_{id} (1 ≤ i_1 < i_2 < . . . < i_d ≤ ℓ) generate a reduction of I. Then, since I is not standard, for some 1 ≤ i_1 < i_2 < . . . < i_d ≤ ℓ the ideal Q^′ = (x_{i1} , x_{i2} , . . . , x_{id} ) cannot be standard ([31, Proposition 3.2]). Therefore Q^′ = I = Q but e^1_Q′ (A) > − d−1∑ j=1 ( d − 2 j − 1 ) h^j(A)

by [14, Lemma 2.4]) and [18, Theorem 2.1]. See [5, Theorem 2.1] for the inequality 0 > e^1_Q′ (A). □

Let us construct counterexamples. The main examples are the following.

Main examples 5.2. Let d, n ≥ 2 be integers and look at the local ring A = R/[(X^n_1 , X^n_2 , . . . , X^n_d ) ∩ (Y_1, Y_2, . . . , Y_d)], where R = k[[X_1, X_2, . . . , X_d, Y_1, Y_2, . . . , Y_d]] is the formal power series ring over a field k. Then dim A = d, depthA = 1, and A is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay ring with H^i_m(A) = (0) for all i ≠ 1, d. Let x_i and y_j denote respectively the images of X_i and Y_j in A. Hence H^1_m(A) ∼= A/c, where c = (x^n_1 , x^n_2 , . . . , x^n_d ) + (y_1, y_2, . . . , y_d). We put Q = (x^n_i −y_i | 1 ≤ i ≤ d). Then the parameter ideal Q in A is standard by [31, Corollary 22

3.7], since QH^1_m(A) = (0). We have c = Q + (x^n_1 , x^n_2 , . . . , x^n_d ) = Q + (y_1, y_2, . . . , y_d), so that c^2 = Qc + (x^n_1 , x^n_2 , . . . , x^n_d )(y_1, y_2, . . . , y_d) = Qc; hence Q is a minimal reduction of c. Because x_1x^{n−1}_2 ∈ m^n \ c (recall that n ≥ 2), we have c ⊊ c = m^n + (y_1, y_2, . . . , y_d). Hence Q = c is not standard by [31, Corollary 3.7]. Thus Theorem 5.1 guarantees there exists at least one minimal reduction Q^′ of Q such that

0 > e^1_Q′ (A) > e^1_Q(A) = −n^d,

provided the field k is infinite.

We precisely explore the case where d = 2. Let I be an m–primary ideal in A and suppose that Q is a reduction of I. We put S_Q(I) = IR(I)/IR(Q) ∼= ⨁ n≥1 I^{n+1}/Q^nI and call it the Sally module of I with respect to Q ([32]). Sally modules play a very important role in the analysis of ideals I with interaction to their reductions Q (see, e.g., [15, 16, 18]), as we will also see in the following.

Example 5.3. Let R = k[[X, Y, Z, W ]] be the formal power series ring over a field k and let a = (X^n, Y^n) ∩ (Z, W ) with n ≥ 2. We look at the local ring A = R/a. Then dim A = 2, depth A = 1, and H^1_m(A) ∼= A/(x^n, y^n, z, w), where m denotes the maximal ideal of A and x, y, z, and w denote the images of X, Y, Z, and W in A respectively. We put Q = (x^n −z, y^n −w) and Q^′ = (xy^{n−1} −z, x^n +y^n −w). Then we have the following, where c = (x^n, y^n, z, w).

(1) Q = Q^′ = c = m^n + (z, w). (2) e^0_Q(A) = e^0_Q′ (A) = 2n^2.

(3) 0 > e^1_Q′ (A) = −n^2 + n − 1 > e^1_Q(A) = −n^2. Hence ♯Λ(c) > 1. (4) ℓ_A(A/Q^{ℓ+1}) = 2n^2 (_{ℓ+2} 2 ) +n^2 (_{ℓ+1} 1 ) and ℓ_A(A/Q^{′ℓ+1}) = 2n^2 (_{ℓ+2} 2 ) +(n^2 −n+1) (_{ℓ+1} 1 ) for all integers ℓ ≥ 0.

(5) The element x^n + y^n − w is not superficial for A with respect to Q^′, so that the scheme Proj R(Q^′) is not locally Cohen-Macaulay. 23

(6) Let S = S_Q(I) (resp. S^′ = S_Q′ (I)) denote the Sally module of I = Q = Q^′ with respect to Q (resp. Q^′) and let T = R(Q) (resp. T^′ = R(Q^′)) be the Rees algebra of Q (resp. Q^′). Let p = mT and p^′ = mT^′. Then ℓ_{Tp} (S_p) = ℓ_T ′_{p′} (S^′_p′ ) + (n − 1).

Proof. Recall that Q = c, since c^2 = Qc. We have m^n + (z, w) = m^n + (z, w), since the ideal m^nA is integrally closed in the regular local ring A = A/(z, w). Therefore Q = m^n + (z, w) = c, because Q ⊆ m^n + (z, w) = (x, y)^n + (z, w) ⊆ (x^n, y^n) + (z, w) = c.

Hence c ≠ c and Q^′ ⊈ c, because xy^{n−1} ∈ c \ c (recall that n ≥ 2). Let p_1 = (x, y) and p_2 = (z, w). Then Ass A = {p_1, p_2} and, thanks to the associative formula of multiplicity, we get the equality e^0_q (A) = ∑ p∈Ass A

ℓ_{Ap} (A_p)e^0_{q·(A/p)}(A/p)

for every m-primary ideal q in A. Applying this observation to the ideals Q and Q^′, we readily get that e^0_Q(A) = e^0_Q′ (A) = 2n^2.

Hence Q^′ is also a reduction of c by a theorem of D. Rees ([24]), because Q^′ ⊆ c and e^0_c (A) = e^0_Q′ (A). Thus Q = Q^′ but Q^′ ⊈ c. We put C = A/c; hence C ∼= H^1_m(A). Therefore e^1_Q′ (A) = −n^2 + n − 1 by Proposition 2.1 (3), because (x^n + y^n − w)C = (0) and because ℓ_A((0) :_C (xy^{n−1} − z)) = ℓ_A(C/(xy^{n−1} − z)C) = ℓ_A(A/(x^n, y^n, xy^{n−1}, z, w)) = n^2 − n + 1.

By Proposition 2.1 (1) we also have for all integers ℓ ≥ 0

ℓ_A(A/Q^{′ℓ+1}) = 2n^2 ( ℓ + 2 2 ) + ℓ_A((0) :_C (xy^{n−1} − z)) ( ℓ + 1 1 )

= 2n^2 ( ℓ + 2 2 ) + (n^2 − n + 1) ( ℓ + 1 1 ) . 24

Similarly, by Proposition 2.1 (4) we have e^1_Q(A) = −ℓ_A(C) = −n^2, because QC = (0), so that by Proposition 2.1 (1) ℓ_A(A/Q^{n+1}) = 2n^2 ( ℓ + 2 2 ) + n^2 ( ℓ + 1 1 )

for all ℓ ≥ 0.

If x^n + y^n − w were superficial for A with respect to Q^′, by [14, Lemma 2.4 (1)] we must have that e^1_Q′ (A) = e^1_Q′_{/(x}n_{+y}n_{−w)}(A/(x^n + y^n − w)) = ℓ_A((0) :_C (x^n + y^n − w)) = −ℓ_A(C) = −n^2, since x^n +y^n −w is A–regular. This is impossible, since e^1_Q′ (A) = −n^2 +n−1 and n ≥ 2. Hence by Proposition 4.5 the scheme Proj R(Q^′) cannot be locally Cohen-Macaulay.

To see assertion (6), notice that by [17, Proposition 2.5] we get the equalities e^1_I (A) = e^0_I (A) + e^1_Q(A) − ℓ_A(A/I) + ℓ_{Tp} (S_p) = e^0_I (A) + e^1_Q′ (A) − ℓ_A(A/I) + ℓ_T ′′_p (S^′_p′ ) for the ideal I = Q = Q^′, because by Proposition 2.2 conditions (C_0) and (C_2) required in [17] are satisfied for the ideals Q, Q^′, and I. □ Let us add one more fact about Example 5.3, which shows, similarly as Theorem 3.3 and Example 4.7, in Example 5.3 the value e^1_q (A) is constant for every minimal reduction q of m. From these results one might expect an affirmative answer to Problem 1.1 in the case where I = m. This is, however, not the case, as we will show in Section 6.

Remark 5.4. In Example 5.3 assume that the field k is infinite. Then e^1_q (A) = −n for every minimal reduction q of the maximal ideal m in A. Hence Λ(m) = {−n}.

Proof. We maintain the same notation as Example 5.3. Let A = A/(z, w) and let f denote, for each f ∈ A, the image of f in A. Then A is a two-dimensional regular local ring with x, y a regular system of parameters. Let q = (a, b) be a minimal reduction of 25

m. Then m = q + (z, w), since qA is a reduction of the maximal ideal in A. We may assume that a is superficial for A with respect to q. Hence e^1_q (A) = e^1_{q/(a)}(A/(a)) = −ℓ_A(H^0_m(A/(a))).

Therefore, because H^0_m(A/(a)) ∼= (0) :_C a where C = A/(x^n, y^n, z, w), we get e^1_q (A) = e^1_{q/(a)}(A/(a)) = −ℓ_A((0) :_C a) = −ℓ_A(C/aC) = −ℓ_A(A/(x^n, y^n, z, w, a)). Let us check that ℓ_A(A/(x^n, y^n, z, w, a)) = n. We write a = αx + βy with α, β ∈ A. We may assume that α is a unit of A, because a ∉ m^2 + (z, w). Therefore (x^n, y^n, a) = (x^n, y^n, x + β^′y) = (y^n, x + β^′y) with β^′ = α^{−1}β. Thus ℓ_A(A/(x^n, y^n, z, w, a)) = ℓ_A(A/(x + β^′y, y^n)) = n. Hence e^1_q (A) = −n as claimed. □ Before closing this section, let us note the following, which shows a strange phenomenon that the rank of Sally modules depends on the choice of minimal reductions. Example 5.5. Suppose that n = 2 in Example 5.3 and put I = m^2 + (z, w). Let Q and Q^′ be the same as in Example 5.3, whence I = Q = Q^′. We denote by S = S_Q(I) (resp. S^′ = S_Q′ (I)) the Sally module of I with respect to Q (resp. Q^′). Let T = R(Q) = A[Qt] (resp. T^′ = R(Q^′) = A[Q^′t]) where t is an indeterminate over A. We put B = T/mT and B^′ = T^′/mT^′. We then have the following.

(1) S ∼= B_+ as graded T -modules.

(2) S^′ ∼= B^′/(x^2 + y^2 − w)t·B^′ as graded T^′-modules. (3) ℓ_A(A/I^{n+1}) = 8 (_{n+2} 2 ) − 2 (_{n+1} 1 ) − 4 for all n ≥ 1.

Therefore rank_B S = 1 but rank_B′ S^′ = 0.

Proof. (1) Let a = x^2 − z and b = y^2 − w. It is standard to check that I^2 = QI + (xyz, xyw), xyz ∉ Q, I^3 = QI^2, and mI^2 ⊆ QI. 26

Hence S ≠ (0) and mS = (0), because S = T S_1 and S_1 ∼= I^2/QI ([17, Lemma 2.1]) where S_1 stands for the homogeneous component of S with degree 1. Therefore we have an epimorphism φ : B(−1) → S of graded B-modules defined by φ(e_1) = ~xyzt and φ(e_2) = ~xywt, where ~xyzt and ~xywt denote the images of xyzt and xywt in S respectively and {e_1, e_2} is the standard basis of B(−1)^2. Let f denote, for each f ∈ T , the image of f in B. Then, since b(xyz) = a(xyw) = −xyzw, we see bte_1 −ate_2 ∈ Ker φ. Therefore the homomorphism φ gives rise to an epimorphism φ : B_+ → S of graded B–modules (notice that B = k[at, bt] and B_+ ∼= B(−1)^2/B·[bte_1 − ate_2], since at, bt are algebraically independent over the residue class field k = A/m of A), which actually is an isomorphism, because S ≠ (0) and because by [17, Lemma 2.3] S is a torsionfree B-module (recall that conditions (C_0) and (C_2) in [17] are satisfied by Proposition 2.2). Thus S ∼= B_+ as graded B-modules. Condition (C_1) in [17] is also satisfied, since QC = (0) ([31, Theorem 2.5]). Therefore by [17, Theorem 1.3 (iii)] we get ℓ_A(A/I^{n+1}) = e^0_I (A) ( n + 2 2 ) − { e^0_I (A) + e^1_Q(A) − ℓ_A(A/I) + 1 } ( n + 1 1 )

+ { e^1_Q(A) + e^2_Q(A) } = 8 ( n + 2 2 ) − 2 ( n + 1 1 ) − 4 for all n ≥ 1.

(2) This time, we have I^2 = Q^′I + (xyz), I^3 = Q^′I^2, and mI^2 ⊆ Q^′I.

Notice that S^′ ≠ (0), since xyz ∉ Q^′. Let a^′ = z − xy and b^′ = w − (x^2 + y^2). We then have b^′(xyz) = a^′(xyw) = xyzw 27

and xyw = b^′z − a^′w ∈ Q^′I. Hence b^′(xyz) ∈ Q^{′2}I, so that we get an epimorphism φ^′ : (B^′/b^′t·B^′)(−1) → S^′ of graded B^′–modules such that φ^′(1) = ~xyzt, where ~xyzt denotes the image of xyzt in B^′.

We want to show that φ^′ is an isomorphism. Let f denote, for each f ∈ T^′, the image of f in B^′. Suppose that Ker φ^′ ≠ (0). Then the homogeneous component [Kerφ^′]_n of Ker φ^′ is non-zero for some integer n. Choose such an integer n as small as possible. Then n ≥ 2, since S^′ ≠ (0) and a^′t^{n−1} ∈ Ker φ^′, since B^′ = k[a^′t, b^′t]. Therefore a^{′n−1}(xyz) ∈ Q^{′n}I = a^′Q^{′n−1}I + b^{′n}I. We write a^{′n−1}(xyz) = a^′i + b^{′n}j with i ∈ Q^{′n−1}I and j ∈ I. We then have j ∈ (a^′) : b^{′n} = (a^′) : b^′, since a^′, b^′ is a d-sequence by Proposition 2.2 (1). Let b^′j = a^′h with h ∈ A. Then h ∈ (b^′) : a^′ ⊆ I by Proposition 2.2 (2) and a^{′n−1}(xyz) = a^′i + a^′(b^{′n−1}h), so that a^{′n−2}(xyz) = i + b^{′n−1}h ∈ Q^{′n−1}I, because a^′ is A-regular. Therefore a^′t^{n−2} ∈ [Ker φ^′]_{n−1}, which contradicts the minimality of n. Hence φ^′ is an isomorphism and so, S^′ ∼= B^′/b^′t·B^′ as graded B^′-modules. □

6. A counterexample in the case where I = m Even if I = m, the set Λ(I) is not necessarily a singleton. To show this, we need a technique of reducing problems to the case where I = m, which we shall briefly explain in this section.

Let B be a Noetherian local ring with maximal ideal n and assume that B contains a field k such that the composite map k^ι→ B^ε→ B/n 28

is bijective, where ι : k → B denotes the embedding and ε : B → B/n denotes the canonical epimorphism. Let us fix an n-primary ideal J in B and put A = k + J. Then A is a k-subalgebra of B and B is a module-finite extension of A, because ℓ_A(B/A) = ℓ_A(B/J) − ℓ_A(A/J) = ℓ_B (B/J) − 1. Hence A is a Noetherian local ring with maximal ideal m = J and dim A = dim B, thanks to Eakin-Nagata’s theorem ([22, Theorem 3.7]).

Suppose now that d = dim B > 0. Let q = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_d)B be a parameter ideal in B and assume that q is a reduction of J. We put Q = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_d)A. Then Q is a reduction of m; hence Q is a parameter ideal in A. We have the canonical isomorphism between the Sally module S_Q(m) = ⨁ n≥1 m^{n+1}/Q^nm of m with respect to Q and the Sally module S_q(J) = ⨁ n≥1 J^{n+1}/q^nJ of J with respect to q, because m^{n+1}/Q^nm = J^{n+1}/q^nJ for all n ≥ 1. Consequently we get the following.

Fact 6.1. S_Q(m) ∼= S_q(J) as graded R(Q)-modules.

We put S = S_Q(m), T = R(Q), and p = mT . Then, thanks to [17, Remark 2.6], we get e^1_Q(A) + ℓ_{Tp} (S_p) = e^1_m(A) − e^0_m(A) + 1.

Hence the sum e^1_Q(A) + ℓ_{Tp} (S_p) is independent of the choice of reductions q = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_d)B of J, so that we have the following.

Proposition 6.2. Let q = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_d)B and q^′ = (a^′_1, a^′_2, . . . , a^′_d)B be parameter ideals of B and assume that q and q^′ are reductions of J. We put Q = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_d)A and Q^′ = (a^′_1, a^′_2, . . . , a^′_d)A. Then one has e^1_Q(A) + ℓ_{Tp} (S_p) = e^1_Q′ (A) + ℓ_T ′_{p′} (S^′_p′ ) = e^1_m(A) − e^0_m(A) + 1, where S = S_Q(m), S^′ = S_Q′ (m), T = R(Q), T^′ = R(Q^′), p = mT , and p^′ = mT^′.

Let us note one example. The following example is based on Example 5.3 and shows that e^1_Q(A) depends on the choice of minimal reductions Q even if Q = m. It eventually shows that the rank, or multiplicity, of Sally modules of the maximal ideal m depends on the choice of minimal reductions Q as well. 29

Example 6.3. Let R = k[[X, Y, Z, W ]] be the formal power series ring over a field k and put B = R/[(X^2, Y^2) ∩ (Z, W )].

Let J = (x, y)^2 + (z, w), where x, y, z and w denote the images of X, Y, Z, and W in B respectively. We look at the ring A = k + J. Then A is a Noetherian local ring with maximal ideal m = J and B is a module-finite extension of A. Let Q = (x^2 − z, y^2 − w)A and Q^′ = (xy − z, x^2 + y^2 − w)A.

Then Q and Q^′ are minimal reductions of m such that e^1_Q′ (A) = e^1_Q(A) + 1 = −5, ℓ_{Tp} (S_p) = 1, and ℓ_T ′_{p′} (S^′_p′ ) = 0, where S = S_Q(m), S^′ = S_Q′ (m), T = R(Q), T^′ = R(Q^′), p = mT , and p^′ = mT^′. Hence ♯Λ(m) > 1.

Proof. Since ℓ_A(A/m^{n+1}) = ℓ_A(B/J^{n+1}) − ℓ_A(B/A) and ℓ_A(B/A) = ℓ_B (B/J) − 1, by Example 5.5 (3) we have

ℓ_A(A/m^{n+1}) = 8 ( n + 2 2 ) − 2 ( n + 1 1 ) − 6 for all n ≥ 1, so that e^0_m(A) = 8, e^1_m(A) = 2, and e^2_m(A) = −6.

Therefore

e^1_Q(A) + ℓ_{Tp} (S_p) = e^1_Q′ (A) + ℓ_T ′_{p′} (S^′_p′ ) = e^1_m(A) − e^0_m(A) + 1 = −5 by Proposition 6.2. On the other hand, thanks to Fact 6.1 and Example 5.5 (1) (2), we see that ℓ_{Tp} (S_p) = 1 and ℓ_T ′_{p′} (S^′_p′ ) = 0. Thus e^1_Q′ (A) = e^1_Q(A) + 1 = −5. □

References

[1] Y. Aoyama, Some basic results on canonical modules, J. Math. Kyoto Univ. 23 (1983), 85–94. [2] Y. Aoyama and S. Goto, On the endomorphism ring of the canonical module, J. Math. Kyoto Univ. 25-1 (1985), 21–30.

[3] W. Bruns and J. Herzog, Cohen-Macaulay Rings, Cambridge Univ. Press, 1993. [4] N. T. Cuong and D. T. Cuong, On sequentially Cohen-Macaulay modules, Kodai Math. J. 30 (2007), no. 3, 409–428. 30

[5] L. Ghezzi, S. Goto, J. Hong, K. Ozeki, T. T. Phuong, and W. V. Vasconcelos, Cohen–Macaulayness versus the vanishing of the first Hilbert coefficient of parameter ideals, J. London Math. Soc. 81 (2010), 679–695.

[6] L. Ghezzi, S. Goto, J. Hong, K. Ozeki, T. T. Phuong, and W. V. Vasconcelos, Negativity Conjecture for the First Hilbert Coefficient, Preprint (2010).

[7] L. Ghezzi, S. Goto, J. Hong, and W. V. Vasconcelos, The homology of parameter ideals, Preprint (2010).

[8] L. Ghezzi, J. Hong and W. V. Vasconcelos, The signature of the Chern coefficients of local rings, Math. Res. Lett. 16 (2009), 279–289.

[9] S. Goto, On the Cohen-Macaulayfication of certain Buchsbaum rings, Nagoya Math. J. 80 (1980), 107–116.

[10] S. Goto, Approximately Cohen-Macaulay rings, J. Algebra 76 (1982), 214–225. [11] S. Goto, Blowing-up of Buchsbaum rings, London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series, 72i1983)C140–162D [12] S. Goto, Y. Horiuchi and H. Sakurai, Sequentially Cohen-Macaulayness versus parametric decomposition of powers of parameter ideals, Journal of Commutative Algebra 2 (2010), 37–54.

[13] S. Goto and S. Iai, Gorensteinness in Rees algebras of powers of parameter ideals, in preparation. [14] S. Goto and K. Nishida, Hilbert coefficients and Buchsbaumness of associated graded rings, J.

Pure and Appl. Algebra 181 (2003), 61–74.

[15] S. Goto, K. Nishida, and K. Ozeki, Sally modules of rank one, Michigan Math. J. 57 (2008), 359–381.

[16] S. Goto, K. Nishida, and K. Ozeki, The structure of Sally modules of rank one, Math. Res. Lett.

15 (2008), no. 5, 881–892.

[17] S. Goto and K. Ozeki, The structure of Sally modules – towards a theory of non-Cohen-Macaulay cases, J. Algebra, 324 (2010), 2129-2165.

[18] S. Goto and K. Ozeki, Buchsbaumness in local rings possessing constant first Hilbert coefficients of parameters, Nagoya Math. J., 199 (2010), 95-105.

[19] S. Goto and K. Ozeki, Uniform bounds for Hilbert coefficients of parameters, ”Commutative Algebra and its Connections to Geometry (PASI 2009)”, Contemporary Mathematics of AMS (to appear).

[20] C. Huneke, On the symmetric and Rees algebra of an ideal generated by a d-sequence, J. Algebra 62 (1980), 268–275.

[21] I. Kaplansky, Commutative Rings, Allyn and Bacon, Inc., Boston, 1970. [22] H. Matsumura, Commutative Ring Theory, Cambridge studies in advanced mathematics 8. [23] M. Mandal and J. K. Verma, On the Chern number of an ideal, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 138 (2010), 1995–1999.

[24] D. Rees, a-transform of local rings and a theorem on multiplicities of ideals, Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 57 (1961), 8–17.

[25] P. Schenzel, Multiplizitäten in verallgemeinerten Cohen-Macaulay-Moduln, Math. Nachr. 88 (1979), 295–306.

[26] P. Schenzel, On the dimension filtration and Cohen-Macaulay filtered modules, Van Oystaeyen, Freddy (ed.), Commutative algebra and algebraic geometry, New York: Marcel Dekker. Lect. Notes Pure Appl. Math. 206 (1999), 245–264.

[27] P. Schenzel, N. V. Trung and N. T. Cuong, Verallgemeinerte Cohen-Macaulay-Moduln, Math.

Nachr. 85 (1978), 57–73.

[28] R. P. Stanley, Conbinatorics and Commutative Algebra, Second Ed., Birkhäuser, Boston, Basel, Stuttgart, 1996.

[29] J. Stückrad, W. Vogel, Buchsbaum Rings and Applications, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, New York, 1986.

[30] J. Stückrad and W. Vogel, Toward a theory of Buchsbaum singularities, Amer. J. Math. 100 (1978), no. 4, 727–746. 31

[31] N. V. Trung, Toward a theory of generalized Cohen-Macaulay modules, Nagoya Math. J. 102 (1986), 1–49.

[32] W. V. Vasconcelos, Hilbert Functions, Analytic Spread, and Koszul Homology, Contemporary Mathematics 159 (1994), 410–422.

[33] W. V. Vasconcelos, The Chern coefficients of local rings, Michigan Math. J. 57 (2008), 725–743.

Department of Mathematics, New York City College of Technology-Cuny, 300 Jay Street, Brooklyn, NY 11201, U. S. A.

E-mail address: lghezzi@citytech.cuny.edu

Department of Mathematics, School of Science and Technology, Meiji University, 1-1-1 Higashi-mita, Tama-ku, Kawasaki 214-8571, Japan

E-mail address: goto@math.meiji.ac.jp

Department of Mathematics, Southern Connecticut State University, 501 Crescent Street, New Haven, CT 06515-1533, U. S. A.

E-mail address: hongj2@southernct.edu

Department of Mathematics, School of Science and Technology, Meiji University, 1-1-1 Higashi-mita, Tama-ku, Kawasaki 214-8571, Japan

E-mail address: kozeki@math.meiji.ac.jp

Department of Information Technology and Applied Mathematics, Ton Duc Thang University, 98 Ngo Tat To Street, Ward 19, Binh Thanh District, Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam

E-mail address: sugarphuong@gmail.com

Department of Mathematics, Rutgers University, 110 Frelinghuysen Rd, Piscataway, NJ 08854-8019, U. S. A.

E-mail address: vasconce@math.rutgers.edu