arXiv:1405.1550v2 [math.AC] 21 Feb 2022

AN EXTENSION OF REES’ THEOREM AND TWO INTERPRETATIONS OF A VECTOR IN THE JOINT REDUCTION LATTICE

CLARE D’CRUZ AND SHREEDEVI K. MASUTI

Abstract. In [18] Rees gave a characterization for the normal joint reduction number zero of two m-primary ideals in an analytically unramified Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two. Rees’ result is a generalization of Zariski’s product theorem for complete ideals in a regular local ring of dimension two. The aim of this paper is to extend Rees’ theorem for the ordinary powers of m-primary ideals I and J in a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two. Following Rees’ approach, we define the modified Koszul homology modules M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k) for a joint reduction (a, b) of I and J. Under the additional assumption that the associated graded rings of I and J have positive depth, we obtain a characterization of the joint reduction number zero of I and J in terms of the vanishing of the module M^1_{0,0}(a, b), as well as in terms of the Hilbert coefficients and the bigraded Hilbert coefficients. More generally, we introduce the joint reduction lattice and study the vanishing of M^1_{r,s}(a, b) for any r, s ≥ 0. This gives a characterization for a vector (r, s) to be in the joint reduction lattice of I and J. We also give a cohomological interpretation of these theorems by investigating the local cohomology modules of the bigraded extended Rees algebra. This gives another characterization for a vector (r, s) to be in the joint reduction lattice and also extends a recent result of Masuti and Verma in [12] for ordinary powers of ideals.

1. Introduction

Throughout this paper (R, m) is a Noetherian local ring with infinite residue field. Recall that an ideal I is complete if I = I := {x ∈ R|x^n + a_1x^{n−1} + · · · + a_n, a_i ∈ I^i for i = 1, . . . , n}. In 1960, Zariski showed that if (R, m) is a regular local ring of dimension two, then product of complete ideals is complete ([24]). In order to generalize Zariski’s result, in 1981, Rees studied complete ideals in an analytically unramified Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two. To state Rees’ result we need to introduce some notation. It is well-known that if R is an analytically unramified local ring of dimension d and I an m-primary ideal in R, then there exists a polynomial P_I (x) ∈ Q[x] such that P_I (n) = H_I (n) := ℓ(R/I^n) for n ≫ 0 ([16, Theorem 1.4], [17, Theorem 1.1]). Here ℓ(M)

Date: February 22, 2022.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 13D40, 13D45, Secondary: 13A30, 14B05, 13J30. Key words and phrases. Hilbert coefficients, bigraded Hilbert coefficients, joint reductions, Rees algebra, local cohomology, modified Koszul homology.

Both the authors are partially supported by a grant from Infosys Foundations. SKM is supported by INSPIRE faculty award funded by Department of Science and Technology, Govt. of India. 1

denotes the length of the R-module M. One can write P_I (n) :=

�_d

i=0(−1)^ie_i(I)

�_{n+d−i−1}

n+d−i � . Rees proved the following interesting result:

Theorem 1. (Rees’ theorem) [18, Theorem 2.5] Let (R, m) be an analytically unramified Cohen- Macaulay local ring of dimension two and I, J be m-primary ideals in R. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(a) e_2(IJ) = e_2(I) + e_2(J);

(b) I^{r+1}J^{s+1} = aI^rJ^{s+1} + bI^{r+1}J^s for all r, s ≥ 0.

In [18], Rees proved that e_2(I) = 0 for every m-primary ideal I in a regular local ring of dimension two, thus generalizing Zariski’s product theorem for complete ideals. One of the main aims of this paper is to extend Theorem 1 for the ordinary powers of ideals I and J. We refer to Theorem 1 as Rees’ theorem throughout this paper.

Consider the filtrations F := {I^rJ^s}_{r,s∈Z} and F = {I^rJ^s}_{r,s∈Z}, where I and J are m-primary ideals in R. An important tool which was used by Rees in [18] in generalizing Zariski’s product theorem was the bigraded normal Hilbert function H_F (r, s) := ℓ(R/I^rJ^s), where r, s ∈ Z. In the same paper Rees showed that in an analytically unramified local ring of dimension d, there exists a polynomial P_F (x, y) ∈ Q[x, y] such that P_F (r, s) = H_F (r, s) for all r, s ≫ 0 and can be written as

P_F (r, s) = � i+j≤d

(−1)^{i+j} e_{(i,j)}(F) � r + i − 1 i � s + j − 1 j � . For our purpose we consider the bigraded Hilbert function H_F (r, s) := ℓ(R/I^rJ^s) for all r, s ∈ Z. In [1] P. B. Bhattacharya proved that there exists a polynomial P_F (x, y) ∈ Q[x, y] such that P_F (r, s) = H_F (r, s) for all r, s ≫ 0. We call this polynomial the bigraded Hilbert polynomial. This polynomial can be written as

P_F (r, s) = � i+j≤d

(−1)^{i+j} e_{(i,j)}(F) � r + i − 1 i � s + j − 1 j � . (1.1)

We call the coefficients e_{(i,j)}(F) the bigraded Hilbert coefficients. If the ideals I and J are clear from the context, then for simplicity we set e_{(i,j)} := e_{(i,j)}(F). Let P_I (x) ∈ Q[x] be the Hilbert-Samuel polynomial of I, i.e., P_I (x) is the polynomial such that P_I (n) = H_I (n) := ℓ(R/I^n) for n ≫ 0. This polynomial can be written as

P_I (n) = e_0(I) � n + d − 1 d � − e_1(I) � n + d − 2 d − 1 � + · · · + (−1)^de_d(I)

for some integers e_i(I), for i = 0, . . . , d, known as the Hilbert coefficients of I.

In [18] Rees introduced the modified Koszul homology modules M^1_{r,s} for the filtration F and gave an explicit formula for the normal Hilbert coefficients in terms of these modules. In order to generalize Rees’ theorem we define the modified bigraded Koszul complex C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s) (2.1) for a ∈ I and b ∈ J. Using this complex, we define the modified Koszul homology modules M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k) for all r, s ≥ 0 and k ≥ 1, and elements a ∈ I and b ∈ J (Definition 2.4). We set M^1_{r,s} := M^1_{r,s}(a, b). Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring, I and J be m-primary ideals in R and (a, b) a joint reduction of I and J. If either k ≫ 0 or r, s ≫ 0 then the asymptotic behaviour of the M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k) plays an important role in understanding the coefficients of P_F (r, s). Recall that (a, b) is a joint reduction of I and J if a ∈ I, b ∈ J and

I^{r+1}J^{s+1} = aI^rJ^{s+1} + bI^{r+1}J^s for some and hence for all r, s ≫ 0 (1.2)

([19]). We first prove that if r, s ≥ 0, then ℓ(M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k)) is a polynomial of degree at most one in k for all k ≫ 0 (Proposition 3.9(a)). We explicitly describe this polynomial in terms of the Hilbert coefficients and the bigraded Hilbert coefficients. In addition, if we choose a and b to be Rees superficial elements (see Definition 2.9), then we study the asymptotic behaviour of ℓ(M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k)) for all k ≥ 1 and if either r or s is large ((Proposition 3.9(b)). Using this result, we show that the differences e_{(1,0)} − e_1(I) and e_{(0,1)} − e_1(J) can be expressed in terms of the length of the modules M^1_{r,s} for r, s ≫ 0, (Proposition 3.9(c)). Hence, the length of the modules M^1_{r,s} help us to measure for the difference between e_{(1,0)} and e_1(I). A similar expression gives the difference between e_{(0,1)} and e_1(J).

For the filtration F, Rees showed that e_{(1,0)}(F) = e_1(I) and e_{(0,1)}(F) = e_1(J) [18, Theorem 1.2]. This was an important result used in Rees’ proof of Theorem 1. For the filtration F, in general, e_{(1,0)} (resp. e_{(0,1)}) need not be equal to e_1(I) (resp. e_1(J)). In fact, in [3] the first author and A. Guerrieri proved that e_{(1,0)} = e_1(I) and e_{(0,1)} = e_1(J) in any Noetherian local ring of dimension d. We give a counter-example to their result (Example 5.3). In fact, e_{(1,0)} − e_1(I) (resp. e_{(0,1)} − e_1(J)) can be as large as possible (Example 5.3). This was an obstruction in generalizing Rees’ theorem for the filtration F. We conclude that e_{(1,0)} ≥ e_1(I) and e_{(0,1)} ≥ e_1(J), and give a criteria for the equality in terms of the vanishing of the modules M^1_{r,s} (Corollary 3.16). As a consequence we generalize Rees’ theorem in Theorem 3.25.

Definition 1.3. For ideals I and J we define the joint reduction lattice of I and J, denoted by Λ(I|J), as

Λ(I|J) := {(r, s) ∈ N^2 : I^{r+1}J^{s+1} = aI^rJ^{s+1} + bI^{r+1}J^s for some joint reduction (a, b) of I and J}.

We remark that if K = {a, c, d, b} is a complete reduction of I and J, and r^{1,1}_K (I, J) = n where r^{1,1}_K (I, J) is the joint reduction number of type (1, 1) with respect to K introduced by Hyry in [6, Definition 3.2], then (n, n) ∈ Λ(I|J). Moreover, joint reduction vectors (with respect to a joint reduction of type (1, 1)) introduced in [21] are also in the joint reduction lattice. Recall that the ideals I and J are said to have joint reduction number zero, denoted by r(I|J) = 0, if there exists a joint reduction (a, b) of I and J such that IJ = aJ + bI (c.f. [23]). It is clear that r(I|J) = 0 if and only if Λ(I|J) = N^2 .

In Theorem 3.25, for k ≫ 0, we characterize joint reduction number zero for the ideals I^k and J^k in terms of the Hilbert and bigraded Hilbert coefficients, as well as in terms of the vanishing of the modules M^1_{0,0}(a^k, b^k) for k ≫ 0. If G(I) := ⊕_{n≥0}I^n/I^{n+1} and G(J) := ⊕_{n≥0}J^n/J^{n+1} have positive depth, then Theorem 3.25 holds true for all k ≥ 1 (Theorem 3.28). However, if depth G(I) = 0 or depth G(J) = 0, then the joint reduction number of I and J need not be zero even if I and J satisfy the equivalent conditions of Theorem 3.25. We demonstrate this in Example 3.27.

More generally, we study the vanishing of the modules M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k) for k ≫ 0 and r, s ≥ 0 (Theorem 3.30). As a consequence, we obtain a sufficient conditions in terms of the Hilbert and bigraded Hilbert coefficients for a vector (r, s) to be in the joint reduction lattice of I^k and J^k for k ≫ 0 (Corollary 3.31). Under the additional assumptions (3.34) and (3.35), we obtain criteria for a vector (r, s) to be in the joint reduction lattice of I and J (Theorem 3.33).

We now describe the cohomological approach for joint reduction number zero. Let R^′(F) := � r,s∈Z I

rJ^st^r_1t^s_2 (resp. R^′(F) := � r,s∈Z I

rJ^st^r_1t^s_2) be the extended bigraded Rees algebra of F (resp. F) where t_1 and t_2 are indeterminate. In [12] the second author and Verma gave a new approach to Rees’ theorem. They showed that if (a, b) is a good joint reduction of F, then ℓ([H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′(F))]_{(0,0)}) = −e_2(IJ) + e_2(I) + e_2(J) ([12, Theorem 3.7]). Moreover, in [12, Theorem 4.1] they showed that the vanishing of [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′(F))]_{(0,0)} is equivalent to the equivalent conditions of Rees’ theorem. This gave a cohomological interpretation of Rees’ theorem. In Section 4 we extend these results for the filtration F = {I^rJ^s}_{r,s≥0}.

One of the important consequences of the equalities e_{(1,0)}(F) = e_1(I) and e_{(0,1)}(F) = e_1(J) is that the local cohomology modules [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′(F))]_{(r,s)} have finite length for all r, s ≥ 0, see [12, Theorem 3.7]. However, for the filtration F the module [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′(F))]_{(0,0)} need not have finite length (Example 5.3). In Theorem 4.3 we give necessary and sufficient conditions for ℓ_R([H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′(F))]_{(r,s)}) to be finite in terms of the Hilbert and bigraded Hilbert coefficients. In particular, we show that the module [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′(F))]_{(0,0)} has finite length if and only if e_{(1,0)} = e_1(I) and e_{(0,1)} = e_1(J) which in turn is equivalent to the vanishing of the modules M^1_{i,k} and M^1_{k,j} for all i ≥ 0 and j ≥ 0 and k ≫ 0 (Corollary 4.4).

We also we give necessary and sufficient conditions for the vanishing of the cohomology modules [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′(F))]_{(r,s)} (Theorem 4.7). In fact, we give a cohomological interpretation of Theorems 3.30 and 3.33 in Theorems 4.7 and 4.9 respectively. In Theorem 4.9 we give a characterization for (r_0, s_0) ∈ Λ(I|J) in terms of the vanishing of [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)(F)]_{(r0 ,s0)}. Putting r_0 = s_0 = 0 in Theorems 4.7 and 4.9 we obtain a cohomological interpretation of Theorems 3.25 and 3.28 in Corollaries 4.8 and 4.10, respectively. These results extend Rees’ theorem and [12, Theorem 3.8] for the filtration F. We remark that Rees’ theorem for joint reduction number zero has been extended for arbitrary filtration in [10, Theorem 6.6] under certain additional assumptions. We do not need these additional assumptions for our results. In fact, we recover [10, Theorem 6.6] for the filtration F (see Corollary 4.10).

In Section 5, we give an explicit example for which e_{(0,1)} ≠ e_1(J) and hence [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′(F))]_{(0,0)} is not finite (Example 5.3). We also give an example where both e_{(1,0)} ≠ e_1(I) and e_{(0,1)} ≠ e_1(J) (Example 5.4).

We conclude that the lengths of the modified Koszul homology modules as well as the local cohomology modules are a measure for a vector (r, s) to be in the joint reduction lattice in dimension two Cohen-Macaulay local rings. We hope that these approaches will be useful to find a characterization for a vector to be in the joint reduction lattice in terms of the Hilbert and bigraded Hilbert coefficients in higher dimension (see [11] for results in dimension 3 for the normal filtration).

We refer [13] for all undefined terms.

Acknowledgement: The second author thanks the Institute of Mathematical Sciences (IMSc) and Chennai Mathematical Institute (CMI) for financial support during her post doctoral studies at IMSc and CMI, respectively, during which this work has started. Both the authors thank J. K. Verma for many fruitful discussions.

2. Modified bigraded Koszul Complex

In [18, Lemma 2.2] Rees introduced the modules M^1_{r,s} which played an important role in relating a vector in the joint reduction lattice and the Hilbert coefficients of the normal filtrations {I^n}_{n∈Z} and {J^n}_{n∈Z} [18, Theorem 2.4]. In this section, we construct a modified bigraded Koszul complex C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s) for all r, s ≥ 0 and k ≥ 1 (c.f. [9] for the modified Koszul complex of Z-graded filtrations). We study certain properties of the homology modules of this complex. Using this complex, for all k ≥ 1 and r, s ≥ 0, we define the modified Koszul homology module M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k) (Definition 2.4). The modules M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k) are used to relate the Hilbert coefficients and the bigraded Hilbert coefficients in Section 3, thus extending Rees’ theorem for the filtration F. In this section, we also give a generalization of Huneke’s fundamental Lemma (Lemma 2.8) which relates the modules M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k) and H_2(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) with the bigraded Hilbert function.

Let r, s ≥ 0, k ≥ 1, a ∈ I and b ∈ J. We have the complexes C_•((a^k), r, s) and C_•((b^k), r, s) given by C_•((a^k), r, s) : 0 −→ R I^rJ^s

.a^k−→ R

I^{r+k}J^s

−→ 0 and

C_•((b^k), r, s) : 0 −→ R I^rJ^s

.b^k−→ R

I^rJ^{s+k}

−→ 0

where the maps are induced by the Koszul complex K_•(a^k; R) and K_•(b^k; R), respectively. We also have the chain map of complexes:

.b^k : C_•((a^k), r, s) −→ C_•((a^k), r, s + k).

We call the mapping cylinder of this chain map as the modified bigraded Koszul complex which we denote by C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s) (see [20, page 175] for mapping cylinder). More precisely this complex is C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s) : 0 −→ R I^rJ^s

ϕ_1 −→ R I^{r+k}J^s � R I^rJ^{s+k}

ϕ_0 −→ R I^{r+k}J^{s+k}

−→ 0 (2.1)

where the maps ϕ_0 and ϕ_1 are induced by the Koszul complex K_•(a^k, b^k; R). Let H_i(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) denote the i-th homology of the complex C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s).

Theorem 2.2. Let (R, m) be a Noetherian local ring of dimension two and I, J be m−primary ideals in R. Let a ∈ I and b ∈ J. Then for all k ≥ 1 and r, s ≥ 0,

(a) H_0(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) = R I^{r+k}J^{s+k} + (a^k, b^k) ; (b) H_2(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) =

(I^{r+k}J^s : (a^k)) ∩ (I^rJ^{s+k} : (b^k)) I^rJ^s ; (c) If a, b is a regular sequence, then H_1(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) =

(a^k, b^k) ∩ I^{r+k}J^{s+k} a^kI^rJ^{s+k} + b^kI^{r+k}J^s .

Proof. (a) and (b) are easy to verify.

(c): Consider the complex

C^′_•((a^k, b^k), r, s) : 0 −→ R I^rJ^s

ψ_1 −→ R I^{r+k}J^s � R I^rJ^{s+k}

ψ_0 −→ (a^k, b^k) a^kI^rJ^{s+k} + b^kI^{r+k}J^s

−→ 0, (2.3)

where the maps are induced by the Koszul complex K_•(b^k, a^k; R). We claim that ker(ψ_0) = Im(ψ_1). We write (.) for the image of an element in respective quotients. If (x, y) ∈ ker(ψ_0), then xb^k −ya^k = a^kc + b^kd for some c ∈ I^rJ^{s+k} and d ∈ I^{r+k}J^s. Since a, b is a regular sequence, there exists r ∈ R such that x = d + ra^k and y = −c + rb^k. Hence (x, y) = ψ_1(r) ∈ Im(ψ_1). This proves the claim. Thus we have the following commutative diagram with exact rows

0 // ker ψ_0 //

fflffl

R I^{r+k}J^s

�_R

I^rJ^{s+k} ψ_0 // (ak ,bk)

a^k I^rJ^{s+k}+b^kI^{r+k}J^s // η fflffl 0

0 // ker ϕ_0 //^R_{Ir+kJ s}

�_R

I^rJ^{s+k} ϕ_0 // (ak ,bk)+Ir+kJ s+k I^{r+k}J^{s+k}

// 0.

By Snake lemma we get

H_1(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) = ker ϕ_0 Im ϕ_1 = ker ϕ_0 Im ψ_1 = ker ϕ_0 ker ψ_0

= ker η =

(a^k, b^k) ∩ I^{r+k}J^{s+k} a^kI^rJ^{s+k} + b^kI^{r+k}J^s . Here the second equality is true because ϕ_1 = ψ_1. □

Motivated by [18, Lemma 2.2] we introduce the modules M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k) which will be useful to detect whether a vector is in the joint reduction lattice.

Definition 2.4. Let a ∈ I, b ∈ J, r, s ≥ 0 and k ≥ 1. We define the first modified homology module to be

M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k) :=

I^{r+k}J^{s+k} a^kI^rJ^{s+k} + b^kI^{r+k}J^s

(2.5)

and we set M^1_{r,s} := M^1_{r,s}(a, b).

The modules M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k) and H_1(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) are related as follows:

Lemma 2.6. Let (R, m) be a Noetherian local ring of dimension two and a, b a regular sequence where a ∈ I and b ∈ J. Then for all r, s ≥ 0 and k ≥ 1, ℓ � M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k) � = ℓ � (a^k, b^k) + I^{r+k}J^{s+k} (a^k, b^k) � + ℓ � H_1(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) � .

Proof. By Theorem 2.2 we have the short exact sequence

0 −→ H_1(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) −→ M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k) −→

(a^k, b^k) + I^{r+k}J^{s+k} (a^k, b^k)

−→ 0. (2.7)

As all the modules in (2.7) are Artinian we get the result. □

As a consequence of Theorem 2.2 we obtain a bigraded version of Huneke’s fundamental lemma (c.f. [5, Lemma 2.4]).

Lemma 2.8. [Huneke’s fundamental lemma for two ideals] Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two. Let (a, b) be a joint reduction of I and J. Then for all r, s ≥ 0 and k ≥ 1, ℓ � M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k) � − ℓ � H_2(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) � = k^2e_{(1,1)} − H_F (r + k, s + k) + H_F (r, s + k) + H_F (r + k, s) − H_F (r, s).

Proof. By [19, Theorem 2.4] e_{(1,1)} = ℓ(R/(a, b)). Hence using Theorem 2.2(a) and Lemma 2.6 we get ℓ � M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k) � − ℓ � H_2(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) �

= ℓ � (a^k, b^k) + I^{r+k}J^{s+k}

(a^k, b^k) � + ℓ � H_1(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) � − ℓ � H_2(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) �

= ℓ � R (a^k, b^k) � − ℓ � R (a^k, b^k) + I^{r+k}J^{s+k} � + ℓ � H_1(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) � − ℓ � H_2(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) �

= ℓ � R (a^k, b^k) � − ℓ � H_0(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) � + ℓ � H_1(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) � − ℓ � H_2(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) �

= ℓ � R (a^k, b^k) � − � ℓ � R I^{r+k}J^{s+k} � − ℓ � R I^{r+k}J^s � − ℓ � R I^rJ^{s+k} � + ℓ � R I^rJ^s �

= k^2e_{(1,1)} − H_F (r + k, s + k) + H_F (r, s + k) + H_F (r + k, s) − H_F (r, s). □

We now study the properties of H_2(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)). We need a few definitions for this.

Definition 2.9. [7, Definition 2.4] (1) We say a ∈ I (resp. b ∈ J) is a Rees-superficial element for the ideals I (resp. J) if

(a) ∩ I^rJ^s = aI^{r−1}J^s for r ≫ 0 and all s ≥ 0 (2.10) (resp. (b) ∩ I^rJ^s = bI^rJ^{s−1} for s ≫ 0 and all r ≥ 0). (2.11)

(2) We call a joint reduction (a, b) of I and J as a Rees-joint reduction of I and J if a and b are Rees-superficial elements for I and J, respectively.

Let (R, m) be a Noetherian local ring of dimension two with infinite residue field and I, J be m-primary ideals in R. Then by [19] there exists a Rees-joint reduction (a, b) of I and J.

The Ratliff-Rush closure of an ideal was first introduced in [15] and played an important role in studying the Hilbert coefficients. The Ratliff-Rush closure for the product of ideals was considered in [8]. For our purpose, we introduce a refinement of the Ratliff-Rush closure for two ideals, i.e., the notion of Ratliff-Rush closure of F with respect to a joint reduction (Definition 2.12). This notion of the Ratliff-Rush closure is important in the study the Koszul homology H_2(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)).

Definition 2.12. Let I, J be m-primary ideals and (a, b) a joint reduction of I and J. We define the Ratliff-Rush closure of F with respect to (a, b) to be ~F_{(a,b)} := { ~F_{(a,b)}(I^r, J^s)}_{r,s∈Z}, where ~F_{(a,b)}(I^r, J^s) := � k≥1 (I^{r+k}J^s : a^k) ∩ (I^rJ^{s+k} : b^k).

Remark 2.13. One can verify that I^rJ^s ⊆ ~F_{(a,b)}(I^r, J^s) ⊆ �I^rJ^s, where ~I denotes the Ratliff-Rush closure of I introduced in [15] (see [8] for the Ratliff-Rush closure of product of ideals).

Remark 2.14. For all k ≥ 1, (I^{r+k}J^s : a^k) ∩ (I^rJ^{s+k} : b^k) ⊆ (I^{r+k+1}J^s : a^{k+1}) ∩ (I^rJ^{s+k+1} : b^{k+1}). As R is Noetherian, ~F_{(a,b)}(I^r, J^s) = (I^{r+k}J^s : a^k) ∩ (I^rJ^{s+k} : b^k) for some and hence for all k ≫ 0.

Lemma 2.15. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two and I, J be m-primary ideals in R. Let (a, b) be a joint reduction of I and J.

(a) Fix r, s ≥ 0. Then there exists k ≫ 0 (which depends on r, s), such that H_2(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) = ~_{F(a,b)(I}^r_{,J}^s_)

I^rJ^s and hence is independent of k for k ≫ 0.

(b) Suppose a and b are Rees-superficial elements for I and J. If either r ≫ 0 or s ≫ 0, then for all k ≥ 1, H_2(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) = 0.

Proof. (a): By Remark 2.14 ~F_{(a,b)}(I^r, J^s) = (I^{r+k}J^s : a^k) ∩ (I^rJ^{s+k} : b^k) for all k ≫ 0. Hence, by Theorem 2.2, for k ≫ 0,

H_2(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) =

~F_{(a,b)}(Ir, J s) I^rJ^s .

(b): Since R is Cohen-Macaulay and a, b is a system of parameters, it is a regular sequence. Hence for all k ≥ 1, either I^{r+k}J^s : a^k = I^rJ^s or I^rJ^{s+k} : b^k = I^rJ^s by (2.10) and (2.11). This implies that H_2(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) = 0. □

3. Characterization of a vector in the joint reduction lattice in terms of modified Koszul homology

Let I and J be m-primary ideals in a Cohen-Macaulay local ring (R, m) of dimension two. In [18] Rees used the modules M^1_{r,s} for the filtration F to characterize the joint reduction number zero of F. The aim of this section is to extend Rees’ theorem for the filtration F = {I^rJ^s}_{r,s≥0} and to characterize the joint reduction number zero in terms of the vanishing of the modules M^1_{0,0}(a^k, b^k) for k ≫ 0. We also investigate the relationship between e_{(1,0)} − e_1(I) and e_{(0,1)} − e_1(J) using the modules M^1_{r,s}. More generally, we characterize the vector (r, s) ∈ Λ(I|J) in terms of the vanishing of the modules M^1_{r,s}(a, b), and also in terms of the bigraded and the Hilbert coefficients under certain additional assumptions.

Fix r ≥ 0. Then ℓ(J^s/J^sI^r) is a polynomial of degree one for all large s, i.e., there exist integers f_0(I^r) and f_1(I^r) such that for all large s

ℓ(J^s/J^sI^r) = f_0(I^r)s − f_1(I^r).

Therefore, for all s ≫ 0 and r ≥ 0 ℓ � R I^rJ^s � = ℓ � R J^s � + ℓ � J^s I^rJ^s � = e_0(J) � s + 1 2 � − e_1(J)s + e_2(J) + f_0(I^r)s − f_1(I^r)

= e_0(J) � s + 1 2 � − g_1(r)s + g_2(r), (3.1)

where

g_1(r) = e_1(J) − f_0(I^r), g_2(r) = e_2(J) − f_1(I^r) for all r ≥ 0. (3.2)

In particular,

g_1(0) = e_1(J) and g_2(0) = e_2(J). (3.3)

Comparing the equations (1.1) and (3.1), for r ≫ 0 we get

g_1(r) = e_{(0,1)} − e_{(1,1)}r, g_2(r) = e(I)

�_{r+1} 2 � − e_{(1,0)}r + e_2(IJ) for all r ≫ 0. (3.4)

Similarly, fix s ≥ 0 and for all r ≫ 0, there exist integers f^′_0(J^s) and f^′_1(J^s) such that

ℓ(I^r/I^rJ^s) = f^′_0(J^s)r − f^′_1(J^s) and hence for all r ≫ 0 and s ≥ 0 ℓ � R I^rJ^s � = ℓ � R I^r � + ℓ � I^r I^rJ^s � = e_0(I) � r + 1 2 � − e_1(I)r + e_2(I) + f^′_0(J^s)r − f^′_1(J^s)

= e(I) � r + 1 2 � − h_1(s)r + h_2(s) (3.5)

where

h_1(s) = e_1(I) − f^′_0(J^s), h_2(s) = e_2(I) − f^′_1(J^s) for all s ≥ 0. (3.6)

In particular,

h_1(0) = e_1(I) and h_2(0) = e_2(I). (3.7)

Comparing the equations (1.1) and (3.5), for s ≫ 0 we get

h_1(s) = e_{(1,0)} − e_{(1,1)}s, h_2(s) = e(J)

�_{s+1} 2 � − e_{(0,1)}s + e_2(IJ) for all s ≫ 0. (3.8)

In the next proposition we study asymptotic behaviour of the module M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k).

Proposition 3.9. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two and I, J be mprimary ideals in R. Let (a, b) be a joint reduction of I and J. In addition, we assume that a and b are Rees-superficial elements for part (b) and (c). Then the following hold true.

(a) Let r, s ≥ 0. Then for k ≫ 0,

ℓ(M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k)) = [e_{(0,1)} − g_1(r) − e_{(1,1)}r + e_{(1,0)} − h_1(s) − e_{(1,1)}s]k −e_{(1,1)}rs + [e_{(0,1)} − g_1(r)]s + [e_{(1,0)} − h_1(s)]r

−e_2(IJ) + g_2(r) + h_2(s) − ℓ(R/I^rJ^s) + ℓ � ~ F_{(a,b)}(I^r, J^s) I^rJ^s � . In particular, ℓ(M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k)) is a polynomial of degree at most one in k.

(b) Let k ≥ 1. Then

ℓ(M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k)) = k^2e_{(1,1)} + k [g_1(r + k) − g_1(r)] for r ≥ 0 and s ≫ 0, (3.10) ℓ(M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k)) = k^2e_{(1,1)} + k [h_1(s + k) − h_1(s)] for s ≥ 0 and r ≫ 0. (3.11)

In particular, if r ≥ 0 and s ≫ 0 (resp. s ≥ 0 and r ≫ 0), then ℓ(M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k)) is independent of s (resp. r) and the joint reduction (a, b).

(c) Let k ≥ 1. Then for all r, s ≫ 0 r−1� i=0 ℓ(M^1_{ik,s}(a^k, b^k)) = k � e_{(0,1)} − e_1(J) � and (3.12)

s−1� i=0 ℓ(M^1_{r,ik}(a^k, b^k)) = k � e_{(1,0)} − e_1(I) � . (3.13)

Proof. (a): From Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 2.15(a), for k ≫ 0, we have

ℓ(M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k))

= k^2e_{(1,1)} − � ℓ � R I^{r+k}J^{s+k} � − ℓ � R I^{r+k}J^s � − ℓ � R I^rJ^{s+k} � + ℓ � R I^rJ^s � + ℓ � ~ F_{(a,b)}(I^r, J^s) I^rJ^s �

= k^2e_{(1,1)} − � e_{(1,1)}(r + k)(s + k) − e_{(1,0)}(r + k) − e_{(0,1)}(s + k) + e_2(IJ) �

− � h_1(s)(r + k) − h_2(s) + g_1(r)(s + k) − g_2(r) + ℓ � R I^rJ^s � + ℓ � ~ F_{(a,b)}(I^r, J^s) I^rJ^s �

from (1.1),(3.1), (3.5) = [e_{(0,1)} − g_1(r) − e_{(1,1)}r + e_{(1,0)} − h_1(s) − e_{(1,1)}s]k − e_{(1,1)}rs + [e_{(0,1)} − g_1(r)]s + [e_{(1,0)} − h_1(s)]r

−e_2(IJ) + g_2(r) + h_2(s) − ℓ(R/I^rJ^s) + ℓ � ~ F_{(a,b)}(I^r, J^s) I^rJ^s � .

(b): It is enough to prove (3.10) as the proof of (3.11) is similar. Let r ≥ 0 and s ≫ 0. As a and b are Rees-superficial elements, H_2(C_•((a^k, b^k), r, s)) = 0 by Lemma 2.15(b). Hence from Lemma 2.8 and (3.1) we have

ℓ(M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k)) = k^2e_{(1,1)} + k [g_1(r + k) − g_1(r)] .

(c): Applying (3.10), for all s ≫ 0, we get r−1� i=0 ℓ(M^1_{ik,s}(a^k, b^k)) = rk^2e_{(1,1)} + k r−1� i=0 [g_1(ik + k) − g_1(ik)]

= rk^2e_{(1,1)} + k [g_1(rk) − g_1(0)] = rk^2e_{(1,1)} + k [g_1(rk) − e_1(J)] [from (3.3)] (3.14)

Since g_1(r) = e_{(0,1)} − e_{(1,1)}r for r ≫ 0 by (3.4), we get r−1� i=0 ℓ(M^1_{ik,s}(a^k, b^k)) = k � e_{(0,1)} − e_1(J) � .

Replacing g_1(r) by h_1(s), e_{(0,1)} by e_{(1,0)} in the proof of (3.12) we get (3.13). □

As a corollary we express ℓ(M^1_{0,0}(a^k, b^k)) in terms of the bigraded Hilbert coefficients and the Hilbert coefficients.

Corollary 3.15. Let I, J be m-primary ideals in a Cohen-Macaulay local ring (R, m) of dimension two and (a, b) a joint reduction of I and J. Then for all k ≫ 0, ℓ(M^1_{0,0}(a^k, b^k)) is a polynomial of degree at most one in k and this polynomial can be written as

ℓ(M^1_{0,0}(a^k, b^k)) = [e_{(0,1)} − e_1(J) + e_{(1,0)} − e_1(I)]k − e_2(IJ) + e_2(J) + e_2(I).

In particular, ℓ(M^1_{0,0}(a^k, b^k)) is independent of the joint reduction chosen.

Proof. For r = s = 0, ℓ � ~_{F(a,b)(I}^r_{,J}^s_)

I^rJ^s � = 0. We have g_1(0) = e_1(J), g_2(0) = e_2(J) by (3.3), and h_1(0) = e_1(I) and h_2(0) = e_2(I) by (3.7). Hence substituting r = s = 0 in Proposition 3.9(a) we get the result. □

In Corollary 3.16, we give a formula for the difference e_{(1,0)} − e_1(I) and e_{(0,1)} − e_1(J) and a criterion for the equality to hold. This gives a generalization to [18, Theorem 1.2]. Corollary 3.16. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two, I, J be m-primary ideals in R and (a, b) a Rees-joint reduction of I and J. Then (a) e_{(0,1)} − e_1(J) = r−1� i=0 ℓ(M^1_{i,s}) for r, s ≫ 0 and (3.17)

e_{(1,0)} − e_1(I) = s−1� i=0 ℓ(M^1_{r,i}) for r, s ≫ 0. (3.18) (b) e_{(0,1)} ≥ e_1(J) (resp. e_{(1,0)} ≥ e_1(I)) and the equality holds if and only if for all i ≥ 0 and s ≫ 0, M^1_{i,s} = 0 (resp. for all i ≥ 0 and r ≫ 0, M^1_{r,i} = 0).

(c) Let i ≥ 0. Then for all s ≫ 0 (resp. r ≫ 0), ℓ(M^1_{i,s}) (resp. ℓ(M^1_{r,i})) is independent of s (resp. r).

Proof. Put k = 1 in Proposition 3.9(c) to get (3.17) and (3.18). (b) is immediate from (3.17) and (3.18). By putting k = 1 in (3.10) and (3.11) we get 3.16(c). □

The inequalities in Corollary 3.16(b) can be strict (see Examples 5.3 and 5.4). In fact, Example 5.3 shows that the difference e_{(0,1)} − e_1(J) can be as large as possible. Notation 3.19. Let i, j ≥ 0 and (a, b) a Rees-joint reduction of I and J. Since ℓ(M^1_{i,s}) (resp. ℓ(M^1_{r,i})) is independent of s (resp. r) for all s ≫ 0 (resp r ≫ 0) by Corollary 3.16(c), we set M^1_{i,∗} := ℓ(M^1_{i,s}) for s ≫ 0 M^1_{∗,j} := ℓ(M^1_{r,j}) for r ≫ 0

In Proposition 3.24 we generalize Corollary 3.16(b) and prove that e_{(0,1)} − g_1(r) − re_{(1,1)} ≥ 0 and e_{(1,0)} − h_1(s) − se_{(1,1)} ≥ 0. We also give a criteria for the equality to hold. We need the following lemma for this purpose.

Lemma 3.20. For i, j ≥ 0 and (a, b) a Rees-joint reduction of I and J, M^1_{i,∗} = g_1(i + 1) − g_1(i) + e_{(1,1)}. (3.21) M^1_{∗,j} = h_1(j + 1) − h_1(j) + e_{(1,1)}. (3.22) In particular, g_1(i + 1) − g_1(i) + e_{(1,1)} ≥ 0 and h_1(j + 1) − h_1(j) + e_{(1,1)} ≥ 0.

Proof. Put k = 1 in (3.10) and (3.11) to get the result. □

Remark 3.23. By Lemma 3.20 and (3.4) it follows that for i ≫ 0, M^1_{i,∗} = 0. Similarly, for j ≫ 0, M^1_{∗,j} = 0.

Proposition 3.24. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two, I, J be m-primary ideals in R and (a, b) a Rees-joint reduction of I and J. Then

(a) For all r ≥ 0, e_{(0,1)} − g_1(r) − re_{(1,1)} ≥ 0 and equality holds if and only if M^1_{i,∗} = 0 for all i ≥ r.

(b) For all s ≥ 0, e_{(1,0)} − h_1(s) − se_{(1,1)} ≥ 0 and equality holds if and only if M^1_{∗,j} = 0 for all j ≥ s.

Proof. (a) Since M^1_{i,∗} = g_1(i + 1) − g_1(i) + e_{(1,1)} by (3.21) and g_1(0) = e_1(J) by (3.3),

r−1� i=0 M^1_{i,∗} = g_1(r) − g_1(0) + re_{(1,1)} = g_1(r) − e_1(J) + re_{(1,1)}.

Hence

e_{(0,1)} − g_1(r) − re_{(1,1)} = e_{(0,1)} − e_1(J) − r−1� i=0 M^1_{i,∗} ≥ e_{(0,1)} − e_1(J) − � i≥0 M^1_{i,∗} = 0 (by (3.17)).

Hence it follows that e_{(0,1)} − g_1(r) − re_{(1,1)} = 0 if and only if M^1_{i,∗} = 0 for all i ≥ r. The proof of (b) is similar. □

We observe that if we put r = 0 and s = 0 in Proposition 3.24 we obtain Corollary 3.16(b).

We are now ready to generalize Rees’ theorem for the filtration F. This result characterizes joint reduction number zero of I^k and J^k for k ≫ 0 in terms of the Hilbert coefficients and the bigraded Hilbert coefficients. We need to make an additional assumption that e_{(1,0)} = e_1(I) and e_{(0,1)} = e_1(J). These assumptions hold true for the filtration F (c.f. [18, Theorem 1.2]).

Theorem 3.25. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two and I, J be m-primary ideals in R. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(a) r(I^k|J^k) = 0 for all k ≫ 0; (b) r(I^k|J^k) = 0 for some k ≫ 0;

(c) e_{(1,0)} = e_1(I), e_{(0,1)} = e_1(J), and e_2(IJ) = e_2(I) + e_2(J);

(d) there exists a joint reduction (a, b) of I and J such that M^1_{0,0}(a^k, b^k) = 0 for all k ≫ 0.

Proof. (a) =⇒ (b) is clear.

(b) =⇒ (c): Fix k ≥ 1 such that r(I^k|J^k) = 0. Then r(I^{nk}|J^{nk}) = 0 for all n ≥ 1. Hence there exists a joint reduction (a, b) of I and J such that for all n ≫ 0

0 = M^1_{0,0}(a^{nk}, b^{nk}) = [e_{(0,1)} − e_1(J) + e_{(1,0)} − e_1(I)]nk − e_2(IJ) + e_2(J) + e_2(I) (by Corollary 3.15).

This implies that e_2(IJ) = e_2(J)+e_2(I) and e_{(0,1)} −e_1(J)+e_{(1,0)} −e_1(I) = 0. Since e_{(0,1)} −e_1(J) ≥ 0 and e_{(1,0)} − e_1(I) ≥ 0 by Corollary 3.16, e_{(0,1)} = e_1(J) and e_{(1,0)} = e_1(I). This proves (c).

(c) =⇒ (d): Let (a, b) be a joint reduction of I and J. Then the result follows from Corollary 3.15.

(d) =⇒ (a): This is clear. □

We remark that the equivalent conditions of Theorem 3.25 need not imply that the joint reduction number of I and J is zero. Example 3.27 illustrates this. Before that we make the following remark.

Remark 3.26. From [22, Theorem 3.2] it follows that if r(I|J) = 0 for m-primary ideals I and J in a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two with infinite residue field, then the condition IJ = aJ + bI holds for every joint reduction of I and J.

Example 3.27. Let R = k[|x, y|], I = (x^4, x^3y, xy^3, y^4) and m = (x, y). Then (x^4, y) is a joint reduction of I and m, and I^2m^2 = x^8m^2 + y^2I^2. Hence r(I^2|m^2) = 0. Therefore the equivalent conditions of Theorem 3.25 hold true. But r(I|m) ≠ 0, since x^2y^3 ∈ mI\x^4m+yI (c.f. Remark 3.26).

In the next theorem we show that if we make an additional assumption that depth G(I) ≥ 1 and depth G(J) ≥ 1, then Theorem 3.25 holds true for k = 1.

Theorem 3.28. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two and I, J be m-primary ideals in R. Assume that depth G(I), depth G(J) ≥ 1. Then following statements are equivalent:

(a) r(I|J) = 0;

(b) e_{(1,0)} = e_1(I), e_{(0,1)} = e_1(J) and e_2(IJ) = e_2(I) + e_2(J);

(c) there exists a joint reduction (a, b) of I and J such that M^1_{0,0}(a^k, b^k) = 0 for all k ≥ 1.

Proof. (a) =⇒ (b): Follows from Theorem 3.25.

(b) =⇒ (c): By [19, Lemma 1.2] there exists a Rees-joint reduction (a, b) of I and J such that a ∈ I \ mI and b ∈ J \ mJ. Let a^∗ (resp. b^∗) denotes the image of a (resp. b) in [G(I)]_1 (resp. [G(J)]_1). Since depth G(I) (resp. depth G(J)) ≥ 1, a^∗ (resp. b^∗) is a nonzero-divisor in G(I) (resp. G(J)). Hence by [4, Lemma 2.1],

(a) ∩ I^n = aI^{n−1} and (b) ∩ J^n = bJ^{n−1} for all n > 0.

To complete the proof we need to show that I^kJ^k = a^kJ^k + b^kI^k for all k ≥ 1. By Theorem 3.25 there exists N so that I^kJ^k = a^kJ^k + b^kI^k for all k ≥ N. We use decreasing induction on k to show that I^kJ^k = a^kJ^k + b^kI^k for all k ≥ 1.

We claim that I^{N−1}J^{N−1} = a^{N−1}J^{N−1} + b^{N−1}I^{N−1}. We first show that I^{N−1}J^N = a^{N−1}J^N + b^N I^{N−1}. Let x ∈ I^{N−1}J^N . Then ax ∈ I^N J^N . Hence there exist p ∈ J^N and q ∈ I^N such that

ax = a^N p + b^N q. (3.29)

This implies that q ∈ (a) ∩ I^N = aI^{N−1}. Hence there exists q^′ ∈ I^{N−1} such that q = aq^′. Plugging in (3.29) we get ax = a^N p + ab^N q^′. As a is a regular element

x = a^{N−1}p + b^N q^′ ∈ a^{N−1}J^N + b^N I^{N−1}.

Hence I^{N−1}J^N = a^{N−1}J^N + b^kI^{N−1}. Repeating the above argument we get that I^{N−1}J^{N−1} = a^{N−1}J^{N−1} + b^{N−1}J^{N−1}. Thus by decreasing induction on k we get that I^kJ^k = a^kJ^k + b^kI^k for all k ≥ 1. Hence M^1_{0,0}(a^k, b^k) = 0 for all k ≥ 1.

(c) =⇒ (a): This follows from the definition of M^1_{0,0}(a^k, b^k). □

In the following theorem we generalize Theorem 3.25. As a consequence we give a sufficient condition for the vector (r_0, s_0) ∈ Λ(I^k|J^k) for k ≫ 0 in Corollary 3.31.

Theorem 3.30. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two and I, J be m-primary ideals in R. Let (a, b) be a joint reduction of I and J. Let r_0, s_0 ≥ 0. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(a) for k ≫ 0 I^{r0+k}J^{s0+k} = a^kI^{r0} J^{s0+k} + b^kI^{r0+k}J^{s0} ;

(b) e_{(0,1)} = g_1(r_0)+r_0e_{(1,1)}, e_{(1,0)} = h_1(s_0)+s_0e_{(1,1)} and e_2(IJ) = g_2(r_0)+h_2(s_0)−ℓ(R/I^{r0} J^{s0} )+ r_0s_0e_{(1,1)} + ℓ � ~_{F(a,b)(I}^r0_{,J}^s0_)

I^r0 J^s0 � ; (c) M^1_{r0,s0} (a^k, b^k) = 0 for k ≫ 0.

Proof. (a) =⇒ (b): Since I^{r0+k}J^{s0+k} = a^kI^{r0} J^{s0+k} + b^kI^{r0+k}J^{s0} for k ≫ 0, by definition M^1_{r0,s0} (a^k, b^k) = 0 for k ≫ 0. Hence by Proposition 3.9(a)

[e_{(0,1)} − g_1(r_0) − r_0e_{(1,1)}] + [e_{(1,0)} − h_1(s_0) − s_0e_{(1,1)}] = 0.

Since e_{(0,1)} − g_1(r_0) − r_0e_{(1,1)} ≥ 0 and e_{(1,0)} − h_1(s_0) − s_0e_{(1,1)} ≥ 0 by Proposition 3.24, we get that e_{(0,1)} = g_1(r_0) + r_0e_{(1,1)}, e_{(1,0)} = h_1(s_0) + s_0e_{(1,1)}. Now using Proposition 3.9(a) we get

e_2(IJ) = g_2(r_0) + h_2(s_0) − ℓ(R/I^{r0} J^{s0} ) + r_0s_0e_{(1,1)} + ℓ � ~ F_{(a,b)}(I^{r0} , J^{s0} ) I^{r0} J^{s0} � .

(b) =⇒ (c): By Proposition 3.9(a) for every joint reduction (a, b) of I and J M^1_{r0,s0} (a^k, b^k) = 0 for k ≫ 0.

(c) =⇒ (a): This is clear by definition of M^1_{r0,s0} (a^k, b^k). □ Corollary 3.31. Let the assumptions be as in Theorem 3.30. If any of the equivalent conditions of Theorem 3.30 are satisfied, then (r_0, s_0) ∈ Λ(I^k|J^k) for all k ≫ 0. Proof. By assumption there exists a joint reduction (a, b) of I and J such that for k ≫ 0 I^{r0+k}J^{s0+k} = a^kI^{r0} J^{s0+k} + b^kI^{r0+k}J^{s0} . (3.32) Then multiplying Equation 3.32 by I^{(k−1)r0} J^{(k−1)s0} we get I^{kr0+k}J^{ks0+k} = a^kI^{kr0} J^{ks0+k} + b^kI^{kr0+k}J^{ks0} .

Hence (r_0, s_0) ∈ Λ(I^k|J^k) for k ≫ 0. □ We now give a criterion for the a vector (r_0, s_0) to be in Λ(I|J) under the additional assumptions (3.34) and (3.35).

Theorem 3.33. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two and I, J be m-primary ideals in R. Let r_0, s_0 ≥ 0. Assume that there exists a joint reduction (a, b) of I and J such that (a) ∩ I^{r0+k}J^{s0} = aI^{r0+k−1}J^{s0} for k ≥ 1 (3.34) (b) ∩ I^{r0} J^{s0+k} = bI^{r0} J^{s0+k−1} for k ≥ 1. (3.35) Then the following statements are equivalent:

(a) (r_0, s_0) ∈ Λ(I|J);

(b) e_{(0,1)} = g_1(r_0)+r_0e_{(1,1)}, e_{(1,0)} = h_1(s_0)+s_0e_{(1,1)} and e_2(IJ) = g_2(r_0)+h_2(s_0)−ℓ(R/I^{r0} J^{s0} )+ r_0s_0e_{(1,1)} + ℓ � ~_{F(a,b)(I}^r0_{,J}^s0_)

I^r0 J^s0 � ; (c) M^1_{r0,s0} (a^k, b^k) = 0 for all k ≥ 1.

Proof. (a) =⇒ (b): Let (a_1, b_1) be a joint reduction of I and J such that for all r ≥ r_0 and s ≥ s_0, I^{r+1}J^{s+1} = a_1I^rJ^{s+1} + b_1I^{r+1}J^s.

Then by induction on k it follows that for all k ≥ 1, and all r ≥ r_0 and s ≥ s_0 I^{r+k}J^{s+k} = a^k_1I^rJ^{s+k} + b^k_1 I^{r+k}J^s.

Hence the result follows from Theorem 3.30.

(b) =⇒ (c): By Proposition 3.9(a) M^1_{r0,s0} (a^k, b^k) = 0 for k ≫ 0. Therefore I^{r0+k}J^{s0+k} = a^kI^{r0} J^{s0+k} + b^kI^{r0+k}J^{s0} , say for k ≥ N.

To complete the proof we need to show I^{r0+k}J^{s0+k} = a^kI^{r0} J^{s0+k} + b^kI^{r0+k}J^{s0} for k ≥ 1. We first show that I^{r0+N−1}J^{s0+N} = a^{N−1}I^{r0} J^{s0+N} + b^N I^{r0+N−1}J^{s0} .

Let x ∈ I^{r0+N−1}J^{s0+N} . Then ax ∈ I^{r0+N} J^{s0+N} . Let ax = a^N p + b^N q for some p ∈ I^{r0} J^{s0+N} and q ∈ I^{r0+N} J^{s0} . Then q ∈ (a) ∩ I^{r0+N} J^{s0} = aI^{r0+N−1}J^{s0} by (3.34). Let q = aq^′ for some q^′ ∈ I^{r0+N−1}J^{s0} . Then x = a^{N−1}p + b^N q^′ ∈ a^{N−1}I^{r0} J^{s0+N} + b^N I^{r0+N−1}J^{s0} .

Similar argument shows that I^{r0+N} J^{s0+N−1} = a^N I^{r0} J^{s0+N−1} + b^{N−1}I^{r0+N} J^{s0} .

Continuing as above we get that for all k ≥ 1 I^{r0+k}J^{s0+k} = a^kI^{r0} J^{s0+k} + b^kI^{r0+k}J^{s0} .

Hence M^1_{r0,s0} (a^k, b^k) = 0 for all k ≥ 1.

(c) =⇒ (a): This follows from the definition of M^1_{r0,s0} (a^k, b^k). □

4. Characterization of a vector in the joint reduction lattice in terms of Local Cohomology

The aim of this section is to characterize a vector in the joint reduction lattice in terms of the vanishing of the local cohomology modules. This is motivated by the work of the second author with Verma in [12] for the filtration F. In order to extend their result for the filtration F, first we derive a formula for [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′(F))]_{(r,s)} as a direct limit of M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k) (Theorem 4.2). In [12] the authors prove that for the filtration F and a good joint reduction (a, b) of F

[H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′(F))]_{(r,s)} ∼= M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k; F) :=

I^{r+k}J^{s+k} a^kI^rJ^{s+k} + b^kI^{r+k}J^s , which in particular shows that the length of [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′(F))]_{(r,s)} is finite. However, for the filtration F, [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′(F))]_{(r,s)} need not be equal to M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k) for large k. In fact, the length of [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′(F))]_{(r,s)} can be infinite (see Example 5.3). In this section we investigate the finiteness of the length of the local cohomology modules [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′(F))]_{(r,s)} and their vanishing in terms of the Hilbert and bigraded Hilbert coefficients, as well as in terms of the vanishing of the modules M^1_{i,∗} for all i ≥ r and M^1_{∗,j} for all j ≥ s.

For the sake of simplicity we set R^′ := R^′(F). Let a ∈ I and b ∈ J. Consider the Koszul co-complex K^•((at_1)^k, (bt_2)^k; R^′) : 0 −→ R^{′ αk}−→ R^′(k, 0) ⊕ R^′(0, k)^{βk}−→ R^′(k, k) −→ 0, where the maps are defined as, α_k(1) = ((at_1)^k, (bt_2)^k) and β_k(u, v) = −(bt_2)^ku + (at_1)^kv.

Then for i = 0, 1, 2,

H^i_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′) = lim_{−→} k H^i(K^•((at_1)^k, (bt_2)^k; R^′)) [2, Theorem 5.2.9]. (4.1)

In the following theorem we recover some results from [12, Theorem 3.6]) for [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r,s)}, where (a, b) is a Rees-joint reduction of I and J.

Theorem 4.2. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two. Let I and J be m-primary ideals in R and (a, b) a joint reduction of I and J. Then for all r, s ≥ 0,

(a) [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r,s)} ∼= lim_{−→} k M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k).

(b) If in addition a and b are Rees-superficial elements for I and J, respectively, then for k ≫ 0 the maps μ_k : M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k)^{.(ab)}−→ M^1_{r,s}(a^{k+1}, b^{k+1}) are injective.

Proof. (a) Follows from (4.1).

(b) For x ∈ I^{r+k}J^{s+k}, we write x for the image of x in M^1_{r,s}(a^k, b^k). Let x ∈ I^{r+k}J^{s+k} be such that μ_k(x̄) = 0. Then xab = a^{k+1}p + b^{k+1}q for some p ∈ I^rJ^{s+k+1} and q ∈ I^{r+k+1}J^s. Hence q ∈ (a) ∩ I^{r+k+1}J^s = aI^{r+k}J^s for k ≫ 0. Therefore q = aq^′ for some q^′ ∈ I^{r+k}J^s. Similarly for k ≫ 0, p = bp^′ for some p^′ ∈ I^rJ^{s+k}. Hence

x = a^kp^′ + b^kq^′ ∈ a^kI^rJ^{s+k} + b^kI^{r+k}J^s.

Thus x̄ = 0 and hence μ_k is injective for all k ≫ 0. □

The map μ_k defined in Theorem 4.2 need not be surjective for k ≫ 0. In fact, if the map μ_k in Theorem 4.2 is surjective for k ≫ 0, then μ_k is an isomorphism for k ≫ 0 by Theorem 4.2 and this implies that [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r,s)} has finite length which need not be true (see Example 5.3). The non-finiteness of the length of [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r,s)} is one of the obstructions in extending Rees’ theorem for the ordinary powers of ideals. In the following theorem we give equivalent conditions for ℓ_R([H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r,s)}) to be finite in terms of the Hilbert and the bigraded Hilbert coefficients, and also in terms of the vanishing of the modules M^1_{i,∗} and M^1_{∗,j}. We remark that in [12, Theorem 3.7] the authors derived a formula for ℓ([H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′(F))]_{(r,s)}), which in particular shows that [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′(F))]_{(r,s)} has finite length.

Theorem 4.3. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two, I, J be m-primary ideals in R and let (a, b) a Rees-joint reduction of I and J. Let r_0, s_0 ≥ 0 be fixed. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(a) ℓ_R([H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r0,s0)}) < ∞;

(b) e_{(0,1)} = g_1(r_0) + r_0e_{(1,1)} and e_{(1,0)} = h_1(s_0) + s_0e_{(1,1)}; (c) M^1_{i,∗} = 0 for i ≥ r_0 and M^1_{∗,j} = 0 for all j ≥ s_0.

If any of the above equivalent conditions hold true, then ℓ_R([H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r0 ,s0)}) = −e_2(IJ)+g_2(r_0)+h_2(s_0)−ℓ(R/I^{r0} J^{s0} )+r_0s_0e_{(1,1)} +ℓ � ~ F_{(a,b)}(I^{r0} , J^{s0} ) I^{r0} J^{s0} � .

Proof. (a) =⇒ (b): By Proposition 3.9(a) for k ≫ 0, ℓ(M^1_{r0,s0} (a^k, b^k)) is a polynomial in k of degree at most 1. By Theorem 4.2 for all k ≫ 0, ℓ � M^1_{r0,s0} (a^k, b^k) � ≤ ℓ([H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r0,s0)}) < ∞.

Hence ℓ(M^1_{r0,s0} (a^k, b^k)) is a constant for k ≫ 0. This implies that [e_{(0,1)} −g_1(r_0)−r_0e_{(1,1)}]+[e_{(1,0)} − h_1(s_0)−s_0e_{(1,1)}] = 0 by Proposition 3.9(a). Since e_{(0,1)} −g_1(r_0)−r_0e_{(1,1)} and e_{(1,0)} −h_1(s_0)−s_0e_{(1,1)} are non-negative by Proposition 3.24, e_{(0,1)} − g_1(r_0) − r_0e_{(1,1)} = e_{(1,0)} − h_1(s_0) − s_0e_{(1,1)} = 0 which gives the result.

(b) =⇒ (c): Follows from Proposition 3.24.

(c) =⇒ (a): Since M^1_{i,∗} = 0 for all i ≥ r_0 and M^1_{∗,j} = 0 for all j ≥ s_0, by Proposition 3.24 e_{(0,1)} = g_1(r_0) + r_0e_{(1,1)} and e_{(1,0)} = h_1(s_0) + s_0e_{(1,1)}.

Substituting for e_{(0,1)} and e_{(1,0)} in Proposition 3.9(a), we get ℓ(M^1_{r0,s0} (a^k, b^k)) is a constant for k ≫ 0. Since μ_k is injective for k ≫ 0, we conclude that μ_k is also surjective for k ≫ 0 and hence is an isomorphism for k ≫ 0. Thus for k ≫ 0, [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r0 ,s0)} ∼= M^1_{r0,s0} (a^k, b^k) and hence ℓ([H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r0,s0)}) < ∞ □ As a corollary we give equivalent conditions for ℓ_R([H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(0,0)}) < ∞. Corollary 4.4. With the assumptions as in Theorem 4.3, the following statements are equivalent:

(a) ℓ_R([H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(0,0)}) < ∞; (b) e_{(1,0)} = e_1(I) and e_{(0,1)} = e_1(J);

(c) M^1_{i,∗} = 0 for i ≥ 0 and M^1_{∗,j} = 0 for all j ≥ 0. If any of the above equivalent conditions hold true, then ℓ_R([H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(0,0)}) = −e_2(IJ) + e_2(I) + e_2(J).

Proof. Put r_0 = s_0 = 0 in Theorem 4.3. □

Theorem 4.5. With the assumptions as in Theorem 4.3, if ℓ([H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r0 ,s0)}) < ∞ for some r_0, s_0 ≥ 0, then ℓ([H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r,s)}) < ∞ for all r ≥ r_0 and s ≥ s_0.

Proof. Suppose ℓ([H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r0,s0)}) < ∞ for some r_0, s_0 ≥ 0. Then by Theorem 4.3(c) M^1_{i,∗} = 0 for all i ≥ r_0 and M^1_{∗,j} = 0 for all j ≥ s_0. As r ≥ r_0 and s ≥ s_0, M^1_{i,∗} = 0 for all i ≥ r and M^1_{∗,j} = 0 for all j ≥ s. Therefore using Theorem 4.3 once again we get ℓ([H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r,s)}) < ∞ for all r ≥ r_0 and s ≥ s_0. □

In Section 5 we will give an example to show that e_{(1,0)} ≠ e_1(I) and hence ℓ([H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(0,0)}) is not finite. Here, we give an example for which ℓ_R([H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r,s)}) is finite, but need not be zero. Recall that an ideal K ⊆ I is called a reduction of I if KI^n = I^{n+1} for some n.

Example 4.6. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two and I be an m-primary ideal of R. Let J = I. Then e_{(1,0)} = e_{(0,1)} = e_1(I). Hence, for any reduction (a, b) of I such that a and b are superficial elements, ℓ([H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(0,0)}) = e_2(I) < ∞ by Corollary 4.4.

In the rest of this section we give necessary and sufficient conditions for the vanishing of [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r,s)}. The following theorem gives a cohomological interpretation of Theorem 3.30.

Theorem 4.7. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two, I, J be m-primary ideals in R and let (a, b) a joint reduction of I and J. Let r_0, s_0 ≥ 0. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(a) For all k ≫ 0 I^{r0+k}J^{s0+k} = a^kI^{r0} J^{s0+k} + b^kI^{r0+k}J^{s0} ;

(b) e_{(0,1)} = g_1(r_0)+r_0e_{(1,1)}, e_{(1,0)} = h_1(s_0)+s_0e_{(1,1)} and e_2(IJ) = g_2(r_0)+h_2(s_0)−ℓ(R/I^{r0} J^{s0} )+ r_0s_0e_{(1,1)} + ℓ � ~_{F(a,b)(I}^r0_{,J}^s0_)

I^r0 J^s0 � ; (c) [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r0 ,s0)} = 0.

Proof. The equivalence of (a) and (b) follows from Theorem 3.30, while the equivalence of (b) and (c) follows from Theorem 4.3. □

As a corollary we obtain a criteria for the vanishing of [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(0,0)} = 0. This gives a cohomological interpretation of Theorem 3.25.

Corollary 4.8. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two and I, J be m-primary ideals in R. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(a) r(I^k|J^k) = 0 for k ≫ 0;

(b) e_{(1,0)} = e_1(I), e_{(0,1)} = e_1(J) and e_2(IJ) = e_2(I) + e_2(J). (c) for every joint reduction (a, b) of I and J, [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(0,0)} = 0;

Proof. Put r_0 = s_0 = 0 in Theorem 4.7. □

In the next theorem we give a criteria for a vector to be in the joint reduction lattice of I and J in terms of the vanishing of [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r0 ,s0)}. This gives a cohomological interpretation of Theorem 3.33.

Theorem 4.9. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two and I, J be m-primary ideals in R. Let r_0, s_0 ≥ 0. Assume that there exists a joint reduction (a, b) of I and J such that

(a) ∩ I^{r0+k}J^{s0} = aI^{r0+k−1}J^{s0} for k ≥ 1 (b) ∩ I^{r0} J^{s0+k} = bI^{r0} J^{s0+k−1} for k ≥ 1.

Then the following statements are equivalent:

(a) (r_0, s_0) ∈ Λ(I|J);

(b) e_{(0,1)} = g_1(r_0)+r_0e_{(1,1)}, e_{(1,0)} = h_1(s_0)+s_0e_{(1,1)} and e_2(IJ) = g_2(r_0)+h_2(s_0)−ℓ(R/I^{r0} J^{s0} )+ r_0s_0e_{(1,1)} + ℓ � ~_{F(a,b)(I}^r0_{,J}^s0_)

I^r0 J^s0 � ; (c) [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(r0 ,s0)} = 0.

Proof. The equivalence of (a) and (b) follows from Theorem 3.33, while the equivalence of (b) and (c) follows from Theorem 4.7. □

As a consequence we obtain the following corollary which gives a cohomological interpretation of Theorem 3.28.

Corollary 4.10. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two and I, J be mprimary ideals in R. Assume that depth G(I), depth G(J) ≥ 1. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(a) r(I|J) = 0;

(b) e_{(1,0)} = e_1(I), e_{(0,1)} = e_1(J) and e_2(IJ) = e_2(I) + e_2(J); (c) for every joint reduction (a, b) of I and J, [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(0,0)} = 0,

Proof. By [19, Lemma 1.2] there exists a Rees-joint reduction (a, b) of I and J such that a ∈ I \ mI and b ∈ J \ mJ. Let a^∗ (resp. b^∗) denotes the image of a (resp. b) in [G(I)]_1 (resp. [G(J)]_1). Since depth G(I) (resp. depth G(J)) ≥ 1, a^∗ (resp. b^∗) is a nonzero-divisor in G(I) (resp. G(J)) by [4, Lemma 2.1]. Hence

(a) ∩ I^n = aI^{n−1} and (b) ∩ J^n = bJ^{n−1} for all n > 0.

Therefore the equivalence of (a) and (b) follows from Theorem 4.9 by taking r_0 = s_0 = 0. The equivalence of (b) and (c) follows from Corollary 4.8. □

In the following example we verify Theorem 3.28 and Corollary 4.10 for complete ideals in a regular local ring.

Example 4.11. Let (R, m) be a regular local ring of dimension two and let I, J be complete ideals (i.e. I = I and J = J) in R. Then IJ = aJ + bI for any joint reduction (a, b) of I and J [22, Theorem 2.1]. Hence M^1_{0,0}(a^k, b^k) = 0 for all k ≥ 1 which implies that [H^2_{(at1 ,bt2)}(R^′)]_{(0,0)} = 0 by Theorem 4.2(a). Moreover, by [22, Theorem 3.2] e_{(1,0)} = e_1(I), e_{(0,1)} = e_1(J) and e_2(IJ) = e_2(I) + e_2(J). This verifies Theorem 3.28 and Corollary 4.10.

5. Examples

In this section we give an explicit example for which e_{(0,1)} ≠ e_1(J) and [H^2_{(bt1 ,at2)}(R^′)]_{(0,0)} is not finite (Example 5.3). We also give an example where e_{(1,0)} ≠ e_1(I) and e_{(0,1)} ≠ e_1(J) (Example 5.4).

Recall that a reduction K is called a minimal reduction of I if whenever K^′ ⊆ K and K^′ is a reduction of I, then K^′ = K [14]. The reduction number of I with respect to a minimal reduction K of I is defined as r_K (I) := min{n ≥ 0 | KI^n = I^{n+1}}.

The reduction number of I denoted by r(I) is defined to be the minimum of r_K (I) where K varies over all minimal reductions of I.

In order to obtain Example 5.3 we need the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension two and I be an mprimary ideal in R with r(I) ≥ 1. Let J = (a, b) be a minimal reduction of I such that b ∈ I (resp. a ∈ J) is a Rees-superficial element for I (resp. J). Then

(a) IJ^{s+1} ≠ bJ^{s+1} + aIJ^s for any s ≥ 0. (b) e_{(0,1)} ≠ e_1(J).

Proof. (a) Let I = (a, b, z_1, . . . , z_{t−2}) be a generating set of I such that z_i /∈ (a, b) for every i = 1, . . . , t − 2.. Note that t > 2 by [9, Theorem 3.21]. To prove the lemma it is enough to show that for all s ≥ 0

b^{s+1}z_i ∉ bJ^{s+1} + aIJ^s for all i = 1, . . . , t − 2.

Suppose b^{s+1}z_i ∈ bJ^{s+1} + aIJ^s for some i. Inductively, for all s ≥ 0, we have

IJ^{s+1} = (a, b)^{s+2} + (a, b)^{s+1}(z_1, . . . , z_{t−2}) and bJ^{s+1} + aIJ^s = (a, b)^{s+2} + a(a, b)^s(z_1, . . . , z_{t−2}). (5.2)

Hence from (5.2),

b^{s+1}z_i = s+2� k=0 x_ka^kb^{s+2−k} + a s� k=0

� � t−2� j=1 y_{kj}a^kb^{s−k}z_j � � where x_k, y_{kj} ∈ R. This implies that

b^{s+1}(z_i − bx_0) ∈ (a).

As a, b is a regular sequence in R,

z_i − bx_0 ∈ (a).

Therefore z_i ∈ (a, b) which contradicts that z_i /∈ (a, b).

(b) Suppose e_{(0,1)} = e_1(J). As (b, a) is a Rees-joint reduction of I and J, by Corollary 3.16(b) M^1_{i,s}(b, a) for all i ≥ 0 and s ≫ 0. In particular,

0 = M^1_{0,s}(b, a) =

IJ^{s+1} bJ^{s+1} + aIJ^s . This contradicts (a). □

Now we give an explicit example for which e_{(0,1)} ≠ e_1(J). In fact, the following example shows that the difference e_{(0,1)} − e_1(J) can be as large as possible.

Example 5.3. Let R = k[|x, y|], m = (x, y), I = m^t, J = (x^t, y^t), t ≥ 2. Put a = x^t and b = y^t. Then b ∈ I (resp. a ∈ J) is a Rees-superficial element for I and J. Therefore by Proposition 5.1 e_{(0,1)} ≠ e_1(J). We explicitly calculate e_{(0,1)} − e_1(J). For all r, s ≥ 1, ℓ � R I^rJ^s � = ℓ � R m^{t(r+s)} �

= � t(r + s) + 1 2 �

= t^2 � r + 1 2 � + t^2rs + t^2 � s + 1 2 � − � t 2 � r − � t 2 � s. As J is a parameter ideal e_1(J) = 0. Hence e_{(0,1)} − e_1(J) =

�_t 2 � . Therefore by Corollary 4.4 the length of [H^2_{(bt1 ,at2)}(R^′)]_{(0,0)} is not finite. □

Notice that in Example 5.3 e_{(1,0)} = e_1(I). Next we give an example for which e_{(1,0)} ≠ e_1(I) as well as e_{(0,1)} ≠ e_1(J).

Example 5.4. Let R = k[|x, y|]_m where m = (x, y) and let a ≥ 1. Put I = (x^2, y^2) and J = (x^3, y^3). We claim that

(a) e_{(1,0)} ≠ e_1(I), e_{(0,1)} ≠ e_1(J), e_2(IJ) ≠ e_2(I) + e_2(J). (b) r(I|J) ≠ 0 even though G(I) and G(J) are Cohen-Macaulay.

(c) [H^2_{((x2)t1 ,(y3)t2)}(R^′)]_{(0,0)} ≠ 0.

(a) One can verify that (IJ)^3 = (x^2J + y^2J)^3 ⊆ x^2I^2J^3 + y^3I^3J^2 ⊆ (IJ)^3. Hence I^3J^3 = x^2I^2J^3 + y^3I^3J^2 and for all r, s ≥ 3,

I^rJ^s = x^2I^{r−1}J^s + y^3I^rJ^{s−1} = x^{2(r−2)}I^2J^s + y^{3(s−2)}I^rJ^2. (5.5)

For the rest of the proof we will assume that r, s ≥ 3. Recall the complex C^′_•((x^{2(r−2)}, y^{3(s−2)}), 2, 2) from (2.3)

0 −→ R I^2J^2

ψ_1 −→ R I^rJ^2 ⊕ R I^2J^s

ψ_0 −→ (x^{2(r−2)}, y^{3(s−2)}) x^{2(r−2)}I^2J^s + y^{3(s−2)}I^rJ^2

−→ 0 (5.6)

where ψ_1 := � x^{2(r−2)} y^{3(s−2)} � and ψ_0 := � y^{3(s−2)} −x^{2(r−2)} � . We claim that the complex (5.6) is exact.

Clearly ψ_0 is surjective. From the proof of Theorem 2.2(c), ker(ψ_0) = Im(ψ_1). We show that ψ_1 is injective. From the complex (5.6), ker(ψ_1) := (I^2J^s : y^{3(s−2)}) ∩ (I^rJ^2 : x^{2(r−2)})/I^2J^2. Therefore for s ≥ 3

(x^9y) + I^2J^2 ⊆ (I^2J^s : y^{3(s−2)}) = (x^9I^2J^{s−3} + y^{3(s−2)}I^2J^2 : y^{3(s−2)}) = (x^9(x^2I + (y^4))J^{(s−3)} + y^{3(s−2)}I^2J^2 : y^{3(s−2)}) = � � � (x^{11}) + (x^9y) + I^2J^2 if s = 3 (x^{11}) + (x^{12}, x^9y) + I^2J^2 if s > 3 ⊆ (x^9y) + I^2J^2. (5.7)

Hence the equality holds in (5.7). Let r ≥ 3. Then

(xy^9) + I^2J^2 ⊆ (I^rJ^2 : x^{2(r−2)}) (5.8) = (x^{2(r−2)}I^2J^2 + y^6I^{2(r−3)}J^2 : x^{2(r−2)})

= � � � � � I^2J^2 + y^6(x^4, xy^3, y^6) if r = 3 I^2J^2 + y^6(x^4, x^2y^2, xy^3, y^5) if r = 4 I^2J^2 + y^6(x^4, x^2y^2, xy^3, y^4) if r > 4 ⊆ (xy^9) + I^2J^2. (5.9)

Hence the equality holds in (5.8). From (5.7) and (5.8) we get

(I^2J^s : y^{3(s−2)}) ∩ (I^rJ^2 : x^{2(r−2)}) = ((xy^9) + I^2J^2) ∩ ((x^9y) + I^2J^2) = (x^9y^9) + I^2J^2 = I^2J^2.

This implies that ψ_1 is injective. From (5.5) and (5.6), for all r, s ≥ 3, ℓ � R I^rJ^s � = ℓ � R (x^{2(r−2)}, y^{3(s−2)}) � + ℓ � R I^2J^s � + ℓ � R I^rJ^2 � − ℓ � R I^2J^2 �

By induction we can show that for all r, s ≥ 2,

I^2J^s = (x^{4+3s}, y^{4+3s}) + x^2y^2(x, y)^{3s} and

I^rJ^2 = (x^{2r+6}, y^{2r+6}) + x^2y^2(x, y)^{2r+2}.

Therefore ℓ � R I^2J^s � = ℓ � R m^{4+3s} � + 2 = � 4 + 3s + 1 2 � + 2 and

ℓ � R I^rJ^2 � = ℓ � R m^{2r+6} � + 2 = � 2r + 6 + 1 2 � + 2.

Hence for all r, s ≥ 3, ℓ � R I^rJ^s � = 6(r − 2)(s − 2) + � 4 + 3s + 1 2 � + 2 + � 2r + 6 + 1 2 � + 2 − � 11 2 � − 2 (5.10)

= 4 � r + 1 2 � + 6rs + 9 � s + 1 2 � − (r + 3s) + 2.

Hence e_{(1,0)} = 1, e_{(0,1)} = 3. As I and J are parameter ideals e_1(I) = e_1(J) = e_2(I) = e_2(J) = 0. Therefore e_{(1,0)} − e_1(I) = 1, e_{(0,1)} − e_1(J) = 3 and e_2(IJ) − e_2(I) − e_2(J) = 2.

(b) By Theorem 3.28 r(I|J) ≠ 0, even though G(I) and G(J) are Cohen-Macaulay. We verify this directly here. Suppose joint reduction number of I and J is zero. Then by [22, Theorem 3.2(d)], e_{(1,1)}(I|J) = ℓ(R/IJ) − ℓ(R/I) − ℓ(R/J). But here ℓ � R IJ � − ℓ � R I � − ℓ � R J � = 17 − 4 − 9 = 4 ≠ 6 = e_{(1,1)}(I|J).

(c) Applying (a) and (b) to Theorem 4.10 we conclude that [H^2_{((x2)t1 ,(y3)t2)}(R^′)]_{(0,0)} ≠ 0. We verify this directly. By Theorem 4.2(a)

[H^2_{((x}2_{)t1,(y}3_{)t2 )}(R^′)]_{(0,0)} ∼= lim_{−→} k M^1_{0,0}((x^2)^k, (y^3)^k).

For all k ≥ 3, ℓ � M^1_{0,0}((x^2)^k, (y^3)^k) �

= ℓ � I^kJ^k (x^2)^kJ^k + (y^3)^kI^k �

= ℓ � R (x^{2k}, y^{3k}) � + ℓ � (x^{2k}, y^{3k}) x^{2k}J^k + y^{3k}I^k � − ℓ � R I^kJ^k �

= ℓ � R (x^{2k}, y^{3k}) � + ℓ � R I^k � + ℓ � R J^k � − ℓ � R I^kJ^k � [by [22, Lemma 3.1]]

= 6k^2 + 4 � k + 1 2 � + 9 � k + 1 2 � − � 4 � k + 1 2 � + 6k^2 + 9 � k + 1 2 � − 4k + 2 � [From (5.10)]

= 4k − 2.

As k ≥ 3, 4k − 2 ≠ 0. Hence [H^2_{((x2 )t1,(y3)t2 )}(R^′)]_{(0,0)} ≠ 0.

References

[1] P. B. Bhattacharya, The Hilbert function of two ideals, Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 53 (1957), 568-575. [2] M. P. Brodmann and R. Y. Sharp, Local cohomology : An algebraic introduction with geometric applications, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, (1998).

[3] C. D’Cruz and A. Guerrieri, Multi-graded Hilbert coefficients, Commutative algebra, Geometric, homological, combinatorial and computational aspects, Lect. Notes Pure Appl. Math., 244, Chapman & Hall/CRC, Boca Raton, FL, (2006), 59-68.

[4] S. Huckaba and T. Marley, Hilbert coefficients and the depths of associated graded rings, J. London Math.

Soc. 56 (1997), no. 1, 64-76.

[5] C. Huneke, Hilbert functions and symbolic powers, Michigan Math. J. 34 (1987), no. 2, 293-318. [6] E. Hyry, The diagonal subring and the Cohen-Macaulay property of a multigraded ring, Trans. Amer. Math.

Soc. 351 (1999), no. 6, 2213-2232.

[7] A. V. Jayanthan, T. J. Puthenpurakal and J. K. Verma, On fiber cones of m-primary ideals, Canad. J. Math.

59 (2007), no. 1, 109-126.

[8] A. V. Jayanthan and J. K. Verma, Grothendieck-Serre formula and bigraded Cohen-Macaulay Rees algebras, J. Algebra 254 (2002), no. 1, 1-20.

[9] T. Marley, Hilbert Functions of Ideals in Cohen-Macaulay Rings, Ph. D. Thesis, Purdue University, (1989). [10] S. K. Masuti, P. Sarkar and J. K. Verma, Hilbert polynomials of multigraded filtrations of ideals, J. Algebra 444 (2015), 527-566.

[11] S.K. Masuti, T.J. Puthenpurakal, J.K. Verma, Local cohomology of multi-Rees algebras with applications to joint reductions and complete ideals, Acta Math. Vietnam 40 (2015), no. 3, 479-510.

[12] S. K. Masuti and J. K. Verma, Local cohomology of bigraded Rees algebras and normal Hilbert coefficients, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 218 (2014), no. 5, 904-918.

[13] H. Matsumura, Commutative ring theory, Second edition, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, (1989). [14] D. G. Northcott and D. Rees, Reductions of ideals in local rings, Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 50 (1954), 145-158.

[15] L. J. Ratliff and D. Rush, Two notes on reductions of ideals, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 27 (1978), no. 6, 929-934.

[16] D. Rees, A note on analytically unramified local rings, J. London Math. Soc. 36 (1961), 24-28. [17] D. Rees, Degree functions in local rings, Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 57 (1961), 1-7. [18] D. Rees, Hilbert functions and pseudo-rational local rings of dimension two, J. London Math. Soc. (2) 24 (1981), 467- 479.

[19] D. Rees, Generalizations of reductions and mixed multiplicities, J. London Math. Soc. (2) 29 (1984), no. 3, 397-414.

[20] J. Rotman, An introduction to homological algebra, Academic Press, Inc. [Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, Publishers], New York-London, (1979).

[21] P. Sarkar and J. K. Verma, Local cohomology of multi-Rees algebras, joint reduction numbers and product of complete ideals, Nagoya Math. J. 228 (2017), 1-20.

[22] J. K. Verma, Joint reductions of complete ideals, Nagoya Math. J. 118 (1990), 155-163. [23] J. K. Verma, Joint reductions and Rees algebras, Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 109 (1991), no. 2, 335-342.

[24] O. Zariski and P. Samuel, Commutative algebra Vol II, D. Van Nostrand Co., Inc., Princeton, N. J.-Toronto- London-New York, (1960).

Chennai Mathematical Institute, Plot H1 SIPCOT IT Park, Siruseri, Kelambakkam 603103, Tamil Nadu, India

Email address: clare@cmi.ac.in

Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Technology Dharwad, WALMI Campus, PB Road, Dharwad - 580011, Karnataka, India

Email address: shreedevi@iitdh.ac.in