arXiv:2203.10173v1 [math.AC] 18 Mar 2022

ON THE HILBERT-SAMUEL COEFFICIENTS OF FROBENIUS POWERS OF AN IDEAL

ARINDAM BANERJEE, KRITI GOEL, AND J. K. VERMA

Abstract. We provide suitable conditions under which the asymptotic limit of the Hilbert-Samuel coefficients of the Frobenius powers of an m-primary ideal exists in a Noetherian local ring (R, m) with prime characteristic p > 0. This, in turn, gives an expression of the Hilbert-Kunz multiplicity of powers of the ideal. We also prove that for a face ring R of a simplicial complex and an ideal J generated by pure powers of the variables, the generalized Hilbert-Kunz function ℓ(R/(J^{[q]})^k) is a polynomial for all q, k and also give an expression of the generalized Hilbert-Kunz multiplicity of powers of J in terms of Hilbert-Samuel multiplicity of J. We conclude by giving a counter-example to a conjecture proposed by I. Smirnov which connects the stability of an ideal with the asymptotic limit of the first Hilbert coefficient of the Frobenius power of the ideal.

1. Introduction

This article is inspired by the work of I. Smirnov in [13], where the author studies the Hilbert-Kunz multiplicity of powers of an ideal. Let (R, m) be a d-dimensional Noetherian local ring of prime characteristic p and let I be an m-primary ideal. The q^{th}-Frobenius power of I is the ideal I^{[q]} = (x^q | x ∈ I) where q = p^e for e ∈ N. The function e → ℓ_R(R/I^{[pe]}) is called the Hilbert-Kunz function of R with respect to I and was first considered by E. Kunz in [8]. In [10], P. Monsky showed that this function is of the form ℓ_R(R/I^{[q]}) = e_{HK} (I, R)q^d + O(q^{d−1}), where e_{HK} (I, R) is a positive real number called the Hilbert–Kunz multiplicity of R with respect to I. We write e_{HK} (R) := e_{HK} (m, R) and e_{HK} (I) := e_{HK} (I, R). The Hilbert-Kunz multiplicity of powers of an ideal was first considered by D. Hanes in [4, Theorem 3.2]. He proved that ℓ ( R (I^{[q]})^k ) = ( e_0(I) d! k^d + O(k^{d−1}) ) q^d, where e_0(I) denotes the Hilbert-Samuel multiplicity of R with respect to I. Recall that the Hilbert-Samuel function H_I (n) of R with respect to I is defined as H_I (n) = ℓ_R(R/I^n). It is known that H_I (n) is a polynomial function of n of degree d, for large n. In particular, there exists a polynomial P_I (x) ∈ Q[x], called the Hilbert-Samuel polynomial, such that H_I (n) = P_I (n) for all large n. Write

P_I (x) = e_0(I) ( x + d − 1 d ) − e_1(I) ( x + d − 2 d − 1 ) + · · · + (−1)^de_d(I),

The second author is supported by Fulbright-Nehru Postdoctoral Research Fellowship.

Key words and phrases: Hilbert-Samuel coefficients, Hilbert-Kunz function, Hilbert-Kunz multiplicity, Frobenius power, face ring of simplicial complex, generalized Hilbert-Kunz function, generalized Hilbert-Kunz multiplicity.

2010 AMS Mathematics Subject Classification: 13A30, 13C14, 13C15, 13D40, 13F55. 1

where e_i(I) for i = 0, 1, . . . , d are integers, called the Hilbert-Samuel coefficients of I. The leading coefficient e_0(I) is called the multiplicity of I and e_1(I) is called the Chern number of I.

In [14], Trivedi proved that if R is a standard graded ring of dimension d over a perfect field of characteristic p > 0, and I is a homogeneous ideal of finite colength and generated in the same degree, then lim_{k→∞} e_{HK} (I^k) − e_0(I^k)/d! k^{d−1} = e_0(I) 2(d − 2)! − lim_{q→∞} e_1(I^{[q]}) q^d(d − 1)!

and the last limit exists. The result was proved in full generality by Smirnov in [13, Proposition 2.5]. He proved that if (R, m) is a Noetherian local ring and I is an m-primary ideal, then

e_{HK} (I^k) = e_0(I) ( k + d − 1 d ) − lim_{q→∞} e_1(I^{[q]}) q^d ( k + d − 2 d − 1 ) + o(k^{d−1}). The above equation motivates one to ask if other Hilbert coefficients may also be appear in the expression. One of the aims of this article is to provide some suitable conditions under which the following questions, proposed by Smirnov in [13], can be answered in the affirmative. Let (R, m) be a Noetherian local ring of dimension d with prime characteristic p > 0. Let I be an m-primary ideal. Put q = p^e, for some e ∈ N.

Question 1.1. Does the limit lim_{q→∞} e_i(I^{[q]})/q^d exist for all i ≥ 1 ?

Question 1.2. Do we have for large k, that

e_{HK} (I^k) = d∑ i=0 (−1)^i ( k + d − 1 − i d − i ) lim_{q→∞} e_i(I^{[q]}) q^d ? Recall that for an ideal I in a ring R, a reduction of I is an ideal J ⊆ I such that JI^n = I^{n+1}, for all large n. A minimal reduction of I is a reduction of I minimal with respect to inclusion. For a minimal reduction J of I, we set r_J (I) = min{n | I^{m+1} = JI^m for all m ≥ n}. The reduction number r(I) of I is defined as

r(I) = min{r_J (I) | J is a minimal reduction of I}.

An ideal with reduction number one is called a stable ideal.

It is easy to check that the questions 1.1 and 1.2 have affirmative answers when R is a Cohen-Macaulay local ring and I is a parameter ideal, or when R is a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension d ≥ 2 and I is a stable ideal (see [17, Proposition 1.7, Theorem 1.8]). A class of rings satisfying the latter assumption includes rings with minimal multiplicity, taking I = m. Recall that R has minimal multiplicity if emb(R) − dim R + 1 = e_0(R), where emb(R) denotes the embedding dimension of R. In section 2, we prove the following results which answer the above questions in the affirmative under suitable assumptions.

Theorem 1.3. Let (R, m) be a Buchsbaum ring of dimension d with prime characteristic p and let I be an ideal generated by a system of parameters. Then for all i = 1, . . . , d, lim_{q→∞} e_i(I^{[q]})/q^d = 0 and for all k ≥ 1,

e_{HK} (I^k) = e_0(I) ( k + d − 1 d ) . 2

Theorem 1.4. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension d ≥ 1 and prime characteristic p. Let I be an m-primary ideal. Suppose that r = r(I) and depth G(I^{[q]}) ≥ d − 1 for all large q. Then (1) For all i = 1, 2, . . . , d the limit L_i(I) := lim_{q→∞} e_i(I^{[q]})/q^d exists and

L_i(I) = lim_{q→∞} e_i(I^{[q]}) q^d = r∑ n=i ( n − 1 i − 1 ) e_0(I) − d∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( d j ) e_{HK} (I^{n−j} ) .

(2) For all n ≥ r − d + 1, ℓ ( R (I^{[q]})^n ) = d∑ i=0 (−1)^ie_i(I^{[q]}) ( n + d − 1 − i d − i )

and hence for all n ≥ r − d + 1, we have

e_{HK} (I^n) = d∑ i=0 (−1)^iL_i(I) ( n + d − 1 − i d − i ) . The generalized Hilbert-Kunz function was introduced by Aldo Conca in [3]. Let (R, m) be a d-dimensional Noetherian local (resp. standard graded) ring with maximal (resp. maximal homogeneous) ideal m and I be an m-primary (resp. a graded m-primary) ideal. Fix a set of generators of I, say I = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_g). We choose these as homogeneous elements in case R is a graded ring. Define the s^{th} Frobenius power of I to be the ideal I^{[s]} = (a^s_1, a^s_2, . . . , a^s_g). The generalized Hilbert-Kunz function of I is defined as HK_I (s) = ℓ(R/I^{[s]}). The generalized Hilbert-Kunz multiplicity is defined as lim_{s→∞} HK_I (s)/s^d, whenever the limit exists and is denoted by e_{HK} (I).

In sections 3 and 4, we compute the generalized Hilbert-Kunz function of powers of certain monomial ideals in face rings of simplicial complexes. In particular, these results are characteristic independent.

Theorem 1.5. Let K be a field and R = K[x_1, . . . , x_r]/I_Δ be a d-dimensional face ring of a simplicial complex Δ. Let J = (x^{v1}_1 , . . . , x^{vr}_r )R, where v_i > 0 for all i. Then lim_{q→∞} e_i(J^{[q]})/q^d = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , d and for all k ≥ 1, the generalized Hilbert-Kunz multiplicity

e_{HK} (J^k) = e_0(J) ( k + d − 1 d ) . Smirnov, in the same paper, also proposed the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.6. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring. Then an m-primary ideal I is stable if and only if lim_{q→∞} e_1(I^{[q]})/q^d = e_0(I) − e_{HK} (I).

It was perhaps motivated by a result of Huneke and Ooishi, which characterized the stability of an ideal using the Northcott’s inequality. In section 4, we give a counter example to the conjecture. In fact, using Theorem 1.5 above, it follows that for any ideal J of a face ring R of the form (x^{v1}_1 , . . . , x^{vr}_r )R where v_i > 0 for all i, lim_{q→∞} e_1(J^{[q]})/q^d = e_0(J) − e_{HK} (J). This means that one side of the conjecture is always true for such ideals. In particular, the conjecture is false whenever J is not a stable ideal. The following example illustrates one such case. 3

Example 1.7. Let Δ be the simplicial complex

x_1x_2x_3x_4

Let K be a field. Then R = K[x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4]/((x_3, x_4) ∩ (x_1, x_3) ∩ (x_1, x_4) ∩ (x_1, x_2)) is the face ring of Δ. Observe that R is a 2-dimensional Cohen-Macaulay ring. Let n = (x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) denote the maximal ideal of R. Using Theorem 1.5, it follows that 4 = e_0(n) = e_{HK} (n) and lim_{q→∞} e_1(n^{[q]})/q^2 = 0. We prove that n is not stable in section 4.

2. Hilbert-Kunz multiplicity of powers of ideals

In this section we answer Smirnov’s questions, mentioned in the introduction, in the affirmative in certain cases. We show that both the questions have answers in the affirmative for parameter ideals in Buchsbaum local rings. We then consider the questions for m-primary ideals I in Cohen-Macaulay local rings (R, m) of dimension d subject to the condition depth G(I^{[q]}) ≥ d − 1. This is a strong condition. However, we show that it is satisfied in several examples (in sections 3 and 4). We begin by considering the case of Buchsbaum local rings.

Theorem 2.1. Let (R, m) be a Buchsbaum ring of dimension d with prime characteristic p and let I be a parameter ideal. Then for all i = 1, . . . , d, lim_{q→∞} e_i(I^{[q]})/q^d = 0 and for all k ≥ 1,

e_{HK} (I^k) = e_0(I) ( k + d − 1 d ) . Proof. Since I is a parameter ideal, then so is I^{[q]} for all q. Therefore, using [15, Corollary 4.2], we obtain that for all i = 1, . . . , d,

e_i(I^{[q]}) = (−1)^i d−i∑ j=0 ( d − i − 1 j − 1 ) ℓ(H^i_m(R)), (2.1)

where ( d − i − 1 −1 ) = 0 if i ≠ d and ( −1 −1 ) = 1. Also, for all k ≥ 1,

ℓ ( R I^{[q]k} ) = e_0(I^{[q]}) ( k + d − 1 d ) + d∑ i=1 e_i(I^{[q]}) ( k + d − 1 − i d − i ) . (2.2)

From (2.1), it follows that for all i = 1, . . . , d, e_i(I^{[q]}) is independent of q and hence using (2.2), we get the required result. □

The next result answers Smirnov’s questions for m-primary ideals I in Cohen-Macaulay local rings of prime characteristic p and dimension d ≥ 1 and depth G(I^{[q]}) ≥ d − 1 for all large q. Recall that for a function f : Z → Z, Δ(f)(n) = f(n) − f(n − 1). Define Δ^t(f) = Δ(Δ^{t−1}(f)) for all t ≥ 2. We shall use the following results due to S. Huckaba and T. Marley. 4

Theorem 2.2 ([5, 6]). Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension d ≥ 1. Let I be an mprimary ideal with a minimal reduction J = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_d). Suppose that r = r(I) and depth G(I) ≥ d − 1. Then for all n ∈ Z, (1) Δ^d[P_I (n) − H_I (n)] = ℓ(I^n/JI^{n−1}).

(2) Δ^dP_I (n) = e_0(I) and Δ^d(H_I (n)) = d∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( d j ) ℓ(R/I^{n−j} ).

(3) e_i(I) = r∑ n=i ( n − 1 i − 1 ) ℓ(I^n/JI^{n−1}) for i = 1, 2, . . . , d. Theorem 2.3. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension d ≥ 1 and prime characteristic p. Let I be an m-primary ideal with a minimal reduction J = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_d). Suppose that r = r(I) and depth G(I^{[q]}) ≥ d − 1 for all large q. Then (1) For all i = 1, 2, . . . , d the limit L_i(I) := lim_{q→∞} e_i(I^{[q]})/q^d exists and

L_i(I) = lim_{q→∞} e_i(I^{[q]}) q^d = r∑ n=i ( n − 1 i − 1 ) e_0(I) − d∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( d j ) e_{HK} (I^{n−j} ) . (2) For all n ≥ r − d + 1, ℓ ( R (I^{[q]})^n ) = d∑ i=0 (−1)^ie_i(I^{[q]}) ( n + d − 1 − i d − i )

and hence for all n ≥ r − d + 1, we have

e_{HK} (I^n) = d∑ i=0 (−1)^iL_i(I) ( n + d − 1 − i d − i ) . Proof. Since JI^r = I^{r+1}, it follows that J^{[q]}(I^{[q]})^r = (I^{[q]})^{r+1}. Hence r(I^{[q]}) ≤ r for all q. Since depth G(I^{[q]}) ≥ d − 1 for all large q, P_I[q] (n) = H_I[q] (n) for all n ≥ r − d + 1. For all i = 1, 2, . . . , d, by Theorem 2.2(3),

e_i(I^{[q]}) = r∑ n=i ( n − 1 i − 1 ) ℓ ( (I^{[q]})^n J^{[q]}(I^{[q]})^{n−1} ) . Let us find β_I (n) := ℓ(I^n/JI^{n−1}). By Theorem 2.2, for all n ∈ Z, Δ^d(P_I (n) − H_I (n)) = ℓ(I^n/JI^{n−1}). Therefore

β_I (n) = e_0(I) − Δ^d(H_I (n)) = e_0(I) − d∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( d j ) ℓ(R/I^{n−j} ). Since depth G(I^{[q]}) ≥ d − 1 for large q, we have

β_I[q] (n) = q^de_0(I) − Δ^d(H_I[q] (n)) = q^de_0(I) − d∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( d j ) ℓ(R/(I^{[q]})^{n−j}). Divide by q^d and then take the limit to get lim_{q→∞} β_I[q] (n) q^d = e_0(I) − d∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( d j ) e_{HK} (I^{n−j} ). 5

Therefore we have

L_i(I) = lim_{q→∞} e_i(I^{[q]}) q^d = r∑ n=i ( n − 1 i − 1 ) e_0(I) − d∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( d j ) e_{HK} (I^{n−j} ) . (2.3)

Since r(I^{[q]}) ≤ r, for all n ≥ r − d + 1, H_I[q] (n) = P_I[q] (n). Hence for all n ≥ r − d + 1,

ℓ(R/(I^{[q]})^n) = d∑ i=0 (−1)^ie_i(I^{[q]}) ( n + d − 1 − i d − i ) .

Divide by q^d and take the limit to see that for all n ≥ r − d + 1,

e_{HK} (I^n) = d∑ i=0 (−1)^iL_i(I) ( n + d − 1 − i d − i ) .

□ Corollary 2.4. Let (R, m) be a one-dimensional Cohen-Macaulay local ring of prime characteristic p. Let J = (a) be a minimal reduction of an m-primary ideal I with JI^r = I^{r+1}. Then L_1(I) = 0.

Proof. Put i = 1 in the equation 2.3 to get

L_1(I) = lim_{q→∞} e_1(I^{[q]}) q^d = r∑ n=1 e_0(I) − 1∑ j=0 (−1)^j e_{HK} (I^{n−j})

= re_0(I) − r∑ n=1 [ e_{HK} (I^n) − e_{HK} (I^{n−1}) ]

= re_0(I) − e_{HK} (I^r)

= 0. □ Corollary 2.5. Let (R, m) be a 2-dimensional Cohen-Macaulay local ring of characteristic p. Let J = (a, b) be a minimal reduction of an m-primary ideal I with r_J (I) = r. Let depth G(I^{[q]}) ≥ 1 for all large q. Then

L_1(I) = re_0(I) − e_{HK} (I^r) + e_{HK} (I^{r−1})

L_2(I) = ( r 2 ) e_0(I) − (r − 1)e_{HK} (I^r) + re_{HK} (I^{r−1})

e_{HK} (I^n) = e_0(I) ( n + 1 2 ) − L_1(I)n + L_2(I) for all n ≥ r − 1.

Proof. Put d = 2 and i = 1 in 2.3 to get

L_1(I) = r∑ n=1 e_0(I) − 2∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( 2 j ) e_{HK} (I^{n−j} )

= re_0(I) − r∑ n=1 [ e_{HK} (I^n) − 2e_{HK} (I^{n−1}) + e_{HK} (I^{n−2}) ]

= re_0(I) − e_{HK} (I^r) + e_{HK} (I^{r−1}).

Now put d = 2 and i = 2 in 2.3 to get

L_2(I) = r∑ n=2 (n − 1) e_0(I) − 2∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( 2 j ) e_{HK} (I^{n−j} )

= ( r 2 ) e_0(I) − r∑ n=2 (n − 1) [ e_{HK} (I^n) − 2e_{HK} (I^{n−1}) + e_{HK} (I^{n−2}) ]

= ( r 2 ) e_0(I) − (r − 1)e_{HK} (I^r) + re_{HK} (I^{r−1}).

From [9, Theorem 2.15], it also follows that the postulation number of I^{[q]}, n(I^{[q]}) = r(I^{[q]}) − 2 ≤ r − 2. Thus, for all n ≥ r − 1, ℓ ( R I^{n[q]} ) = e_0(I^{[q]}) ( n + 1 2 ) − e_1(I^{[q]})n + e_2(I^{[q]}).

Divide by q^2 and take the limit to see that for all n ≥ r − 1

e_{HK} (I^n) = e_0(I) ( n + 1 2 ) − L_1(I)n + L_2(I). □ Example 2.6. Let R = K[[x, y, z]]/(x^3 − y^3z), where K is a field of characteristic 3. Let m = (x, y, z) denote the maximal ideal of R. Then I = (y, z) is a minimal reduction of m and the reduction number of m, r(m) = 2. Set q = 3^e, e ∈ N. Then r(m^{[q]}) ≤ 2. We show that G(m^{[q]}) is Cohen-Macaulay for all large q. Using Valabrega-Valla’s result ([16]), it is sufficient to show that for all n ≥ 1,

(y^q, z^q) ∩ (m^{[q]})^n = (y^q, z^q)(m^{[q]})^{n−1}.

Since r(m^{[q]}) ≤ 2, it is enough to show that (y^q, z^q) ∩ (m^{[q]})^2 = (y^q, z^q)m^{[q]}. Consider

(y^q, z^q) ∩ (m^{[q]})^2 = (y^q, z^q) ∩ (x^{2q}, x^qy^q, x^qz^q, y^{2q}, y^qz^q, z^{2q}). Let ay^q + bz^q = cx^{2q} + dx^qy^q + ex^qz^q + fy^{2q} + gy^qz^q + hz^{2q}, for some a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h ∈ R. Then y^q ( a − dx^q − fy^q − gz^q ) = z^q ( − b + ex^q + hz^q ) + cx^{2q}. 7

Since x^3 = y^3z, it follows that

x^{2q} = (x^3)^{2.3e−1} = (y^3z)^{2.3e−1} = y^{2q}z^{2q/3}.

Therefore, a − dx^q − fy^q − gz^q ∈ (z^q, y^{2q}) : y^q = (z^q, y^q)

and hence, a ∈ m^{[q]}. Similarly, b ∈ m^{[q]}. This proves that G(m^{[q]}) is Cohen-Macaulay for all large q. Note that e_0(m) = 3 and e_{HK} (m) = 3 (see [3, Theorem 3.1]). In order to compute e_{HK} (m^2), we compute ℓ(K[x, y, z]/(x^3 − y^3z, x^{2q}, y^{2q}, z^{2q}, x^qy^q, x^qz^q, y^qz^q)). It is easy to check that {x^3 − y^3z, y^{2q}, y^qz^q, z^{2q}} is a Gröbner basis of the ideal (x^3 − y^3z) + m^{2[q]} (This involves assigning different weights to the variables, deg x = 2, deg y = 1, deg z = 3, in order to make the polynomial x^3 − y^3z homogeneous). Hence, the Hilbert-Kunz function ℓ ( K[[x, y, z]] (x^3 − y^3z) + m^{2[q]} ) = ℓ ( K[x, y, z] (x^3, y^{2q}, y^qz^q, z^{2q}) ) = 9q^2.

Therefore, e_{HK} (m^2) = 9. Using Corollary 2.5, we obtain that for all k ≥ 1,

e_{HK} (m^k) = e_0(m) [( k + 1 2 ) − 2k + 1 ] − (k − 2) e_{HK} (m) + (k − 1) e_{HK} (m^2).

3. Face rings of simplicial complexes

Let Δ be a (d−1)-dimensional simplicial complex on r vertices. Let K be a field and R = K[Δ] be the face ring of simplicial complex Δ. Then R ≃ S/I is a d-dimensional ring, where S = k[x_1, . . . , x_r] and I = I_Δ is the Stanley-Reisner ideal. The ideal I can be viewed as intersection of face ideals: I = ⋂ F ∈Δ F is a facet

p_F ,

where p_F = (x_i | i /∈ F ). Let n = m/I denote the maximal homogeneous ideal of R, where m denotes the maximal homogeneous ideal of S. Set J = (x^{vi}_i | v_i > 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r). We compute the generalized Hilbert-Kunz function and Hilbert-Kunz multiplicity of powers of J and in particular, of n. We prove a few lemmas first. Note that there is no restriction on the characteristic of the field K in this section.

Lemma 3.1. Let S = K[x_1, . . . , x_r] be a polynomial ring in r variables over a field K and let J = (x^{v1}_1 , . . . , x^{vr}_r ) be an ideal of S such that v_i > 0 for all i. Let p_1, . . . , p_α, for α ≥ 2, be distinct S-ideals generated by subsets of {x_1, . . . , x_r}. Let I = ∩^α_{i=1} p_i. Then for q, n ∈ N, ℓ ( S I + (J^{[q]})^n ) = α∑ i=1 ℓ ( S p_i + (J^{[q]})^n ) − ∑ 1≤i<j≤α ℓ ( S p_i + p_j + (J^{[q]})^n ) + · · ·

+ (−1)^{α−1}ℓ ( S ∑_α i=1 p_i + (J^{[q]})^n ) . (3.1)

Proof. The result follows using the same arguments as in the proof of [1, Corollary 3.3]. □ 8

Lemma 3.2. Let S = K[x_1, . . . , x_r] be a polynomial ring in r variables over a field K and let J = (x^{v1}_1 , . . . , x^{vr}_r ) where v_i > 0 for all i. Then for all q, k ∈ N, ℓ ( S (J^{[q]})^k ) = q^r ( k + r − 1 r )_r∏ i=1 v_i. Proof. Since S is a polynomial ring, J and hence J^{[q]} is an ideal generated by a homogeneous system of parameters in S. Using the Cohen-Macaulay property of S, it follows that for all q, k ∈ N, ℓ ( S (J^{[q]})^k ) = q^r ( k + r − 1 r )_r∏ i=1 v_i. □ Theorem 3.3. Let R be a d-dimensional face ring of a simplicial complex. Let J = (x^{v1}_1 , . . . , x^{vr}_r )R where v_i > 0 for all i. Then the generalized Hilbert-Kunz function ℓ(R/(J^{[q]})^k) is a polynomial for all q, k ∈ N.

Proof. Write R = S/I, where S = K[x_1, . . . , x_r] and I = ∩^α_{i=1}p_i. Then for all q, k ∈ N, ℓ ( R (J^{[q]})^k ) = ℓ ( S I + (J^{[q]})^k )

= α∑ i=1 ℓ ( S p_i + (J^{[q]})^k ) − ∑ 1≤i<j≤α ℓ ( S p_i + p_j + (J^{[q]})^k ) + · · · + (−1)^{α−1}ℓ ( S ∑_α i=1 p_i + (J^{[q]})^k ) , (3.2) using Lemma 3.1. The result follows using Lemma 3.2. □

From Theorem 3.3, it follows that for all q ≥ 1, the Hilbert-Samuel function of the ideal J^{[q]} coincides its Hilbert-Samuel polynomial for all k ≥ 1. In particular, we can write, for all q, k ≥ 1, ℓ ( R (J^{[q]})^k ) = d∑ i=0 (−1)^ie_i(J^{[q]}) ( k + d − 1 − i d − i ) . (3.3)

Theorem 3.4. Let R be a d-dimensional face ring of a simplicial complex and let J = (x^{v1}_1 , . . . , x^{vr}_r ) be an ideal of R such that v_i > 0 for all i. Then lim_{q→∞} e_i(J^{[q]})/q^d = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , d and for all k ≥ 1, the generalized Hilbert-Kunz multiplicity

e_{HK} (J^k) = e_0(J) ( k + d − 1 d ) . Proof. (i) Comparing the equations (3.3) and (3.2) and using Lemma 3.2, it follows that for all i = 1, . . . , d, the coefficients e_i(J^{[q]}) are of the form β_iq^{d−i}, for some β_i ∈ Z. In particular, for all i = 1, . . . , d, lim_{q→∞} e_i(J^{[q]}) q^d = lim_{q→∞} β_iq^{d−i} q^d = 0.

(ii) In (3.3), divide by q^d and take limit q → ∞. Using part (i) it follows that for all k ≥ 1,

e_{HK} (J^k) = d∑ i=0 (−1)^i ( k + d − 1 − i d − i ) lim_{q→∞} e_i(J^{[q]}) q^d = e_0(J) ( k + d − 1 d ) . □ 9

This answers the questions ([13, Question 1.2, Question 1.3]) posed by I. Smirnov for ideals, primary for the maximal ideal, generated by pure powers of the variables and in particular, for the maximal homogeneous ideal of face rings of simplicial complexes.

Let J = (x^{v1}_1 , . . . , x^{vr}_r ) be an ideal of R = K[Δ] such that v_i > 0 for all i and let n denote the maximal homogeneous ideal of R. From Lemma 3.2 and Theorem 3.3 it follows that for all q, k ≥ 1, ℓ ( R (J^{[q]})^k ) = ℓ ( R (n^{[q]})^k )_r∏ i=1 v_i. Therefore, we only compute the generalized Hilbert-Kunz function of n^k in the following examples. We use the following result to check the stability of an ideal.

Theorem 3.5 ([7, Theorem 2.1], [11, Theorem 3.3]). For any m-primary ideal I of a Cohen-Macaulay local ring A, I is a stable ideal if and only if e_1(I) = e_0(I) − ℓ(A/I).

Example 3.6. Let Δ be the 1-dimensional simplicial complex on r vertices, for some r ≥ 3 : x_1x_2x_3x_{r−1}x_r

For i = 1, . . . , r − 1, set p_i = ( {x_1, . . . , x_r} \ {x_i, x_{i+1}} ) . Let I = ∩^{r−1}_{i=1} p_i. Then R = K[x_1, . . . , x_r]/I is the face ring of Δ. As Δ is a shellable simplicial complex, it follows that R is a two-dimensional Cohen- Macaulay ring with f-vector f(Δ) = (1, r, r − 1) (see [2, Definition 5.1.11, Theorem 5.1.13]). Let n be the maximal homogeneous ideal of R. From Theorem 3.3 it follows that for all q, k ≥ 1, ℓ ( R n^{[q]k} ) = ℓ ( S I + m^{[q]k} )

= r−1∑ i=1 ℓ ( S p_i + m^{[q]k} ) − ∑ 1≤i<j≤r−1 ℓ ( S p_i + p_j + m^{[q]k} ) + · · · + (−1)^{r−2} ℓ ( S ∑_{r−1} i=1 p_i + m^{[q]k} ) . For 1 ≤ i < j ≤ r − 1, if {x_i, x_{i+1}} ∩ {x_j , x_{j+1}} ≠ ∅, then S/(p_i + p_j ) ≃ K[x], i.e. it is a polynomial ring over K in one variable and there are r − 2 such instances. Otherwise, S/(p_i + p_j ) ≃ K. Therefore, using Lemma 3.2, we get ∑ 1≤i<j≤r−1 ℓ ( S p_i + p_j + m^{[q]k} ) = (r − 2)kq − [( r − 1 2 ) − (r − 2) ] . It is also easy to observe that S/(p_{i1} + · · · + p_{iu} ) ≃ K, for all u ≥ 3 and i_1, . . . , i_u ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1}. Hence, for q, k ≥ 1, ℓ ( R n^{[q]k} ) = (r − 1) ( k + 1 2 ) q^2 − (r − 2)kq − [( r − 1 2 ) − (r − 2) ] + ( r − 1 3 ) + · · · + (−1)^{r−2}

= (r − 1) ( k + 1 2 ) q^2 − (r − 2)kq, (3.4)

where the last equality follows as for any n ∈ N, n∑ i=2 (−1)^i ( n i ) = n − 1. This implies that

e_0(n^{[q]}) = (r − 1)q^2, e_1(n^{[q]}) = (r − 2)q, e_2(n^{[q]}) = 0 and e_{HK} (n^k) = (r − 1) ( k + 1 2 ) . 10

Since e_1(n^{[q]}) = e_0(n^{[q]}) − ℓ(R/n^{[q]}), from Theorem 3.5 it follows that r(n^{[q]}) = 1 and hence G(n^{[q]}) is Cohen-Macaulay for all q.

Example 3.7. Let Δ be the the simplicial complex related to an n-cycle and S = K[x_1, . . . , x_n]. Let I = I_Δ, R = S/I. Let n be the maximal homogeneous ideal of R and m = (x_1, . . . , x_n)S. x_1x^2 x_3 x_4x_n

For i = 1, . . . , n − 1, set p_i = ( {x_1, . . . , x_n} \ {x_i, x_{i+1}} ) and p_n = (x_2, . . . , x_{n−1}). Then I = ∩^n_{i=1} p_i. From Theorem 3.3 it follows that for all q, k ≥ 1, ℓ ( R n^{[q]k} ) = n∑ i=1 ℓ ( S p_i + m^{[q]k} ) − ∑ 1≤i<j≤n ℓ ( S p_i + p_j + m^{[q]k} ) + · · · + (−1)^{n−1} ℓ ( S ∑_n i=1 p_i + m^{[q]k} ) . Using the same arguments as in the above example, it follows that ℓ ( R n^{[q]k} ) = n ( k + 1 2 ) q^2 − nkq − [( n 2 ) − n ] + ( n 3 ) + · · · + (−1)^{n−1} = n ( k + 1 2 ) q^2 − nkq + 1. (3.5)

This implies that for all k ≥ 1,

e_0(n^{[q]}) = nq^2, e_1(n^{[q]}) = nq, e_2(n^{[q]}) = 1 and e_{HK} (n^k) = n ( k + 1 2 ) . We now prove that depth G(n^{[q]}) ≥ 1 for all q. We use the following result by M.E. Rossi and G. Valla.

Theorem 3.8 ([12, Corollary 1.7]). Let I be an m-primary ideal of a Cohen-Macaulay local ring (R, m) of dimension d. If e_0(I) = ℓ(I/I^2) + (1 − d)ℓ(R/I) + 1, then depth G(I) ≥ d − 1.

From equation (3.5), we get that for all k ≥ 1, ℓ ( (n^{[q]})^k (n^{[q]})^{k+1} ) = nq^2 ( k + 2 2 ) − nq(k + 1) + 1 − nq^2 ( k + 1 2 ) + nqk − 1 = nq^2(k + 1) − nq. Hence

ℓ(n^{[q]}/(n^{[q]})^2) + (1 − d)ℓ(R/n^{[q]}) + 1 = 2nq^2 − nq − (nq^2 − nq + 1) + 1 = nq^2 = e_0(n^{[q]}).

Using Theorem 3.8, we get depth G(n^{[q]}) ≥ 1 for all q.

Note that Theorem 3.3 and Theorem 3.4 also hold for edge ideals of graphs.

Definition 3.9. Let G be a finite simple graph with vertices V = V (G) = {x_1, . . . , x_n} and the edges E = E(G). The edge ideal I(G) of G is defined to be the ideal in K[x_1, . . . , x_n] generated by the square free quadratic monomials representing the edges of G, i.e., I(G) = ⟨x_ix_j | x_ix_j ∈ E⟩. 11

A vertex cover of a graph is a set of vertices such that every edge has at least one vertex belonging to that set. A minimal vertex cover is a vertex cover such that none of its subsets is a vertex cover. For any graph G with the set of all minimal vertex covers C, the edge ideal I(G) has the primary decomposition: I(G) = ⋂ {x_{i1} ,...,x_{iu} }∈C (x_{i1} , . . . , x_{iu} ).

For example, when G is a five cycle, the primary decomposition of the edge ideal I(G) is

I(G) = (x_1x_2, x_2x_3, x_3x_4, x_4x_5, x_5x_1) = (x_1, x_2, x_4) ∩ (x_1, x_3, x_5) ∩ (x_1, x_3, x_4) ∩ (x_2, x_3, x_5) ∩ (x_2, x_4, x_5).

Example 3.10. Let Δ be the simplicial complex

x_1x_2x_3x_4

Then R = K[x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4]/((x_1) ∩ (x_3, x_4)) is the face ring of Δ. Observe that R is not a Cohen-Macaulay ring. Let I = (x_1) ∩ (x_3, x_4). Here the defining ideal is the edge ideal of a line graph with three vertices. Set S = K[x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4], p_1 = (x_1), and p_2 = (x_3, x_4). Therefore, for q, k ≥ 1, ℓ ( R n^{[q]k} ) = ℓ ( S I + m^{[q]k} ) = ℓ ( S p_1 + m^{[q]k} ) + ℓ ( S p_2 + m^{[q]k} ) − ℓ ( S p_1 + p_2 + m^{[q]k} )

= ( k + 2 3 ) q^3 + ( k + 1 2 ) q^2 − kq.

This implies that e_0(n^{[q]}) = q^3, e_1(n^{[q]}) = −q^2, e_2(n^{[q]}) = −q, e_3(n^{[q]}) = 0 and e_{HK} (n^k) = ( k + 2 3 ) . Example 3.11 (Complete Bipartite Graphs). A complete bipartite graph K_{α,β} is a graph whose set of vertices is decomposed into two disjoint sets such that no two vertices within the same set are adjacent and that every pair of vertices in the two sets are adjacent.

x_1x2x^α y_1y2y^β

Let S = K[x_1, . . . , x_α, y_1, . . . , y_β], where 1 ≤ α ≤ β. Then the edge ideal I = I(K_{α,β} ) = ( x_iy_j | 1 ≤ i ≤ α, 1 ≤ j ≤ β ) and R = S/I is a β-dimensional ring. Let p_1 = (x_1, . . . , x_α), p_2 = (y_1, . . . , y_β). Thus I = p_1 ∩ p_2. Note that I is the Stanley-Reisner ideal of the union of an α-simplex and a β-simplex. We compute the generalized Hilbert-Kunz function of n^k for different cases of α and β. Recall that for all q, k ≥ 1, ℓ ( R n^{[q]k} ) = ℓ ( S I + m^{[q]k} ) = ℓ ( S p_1 + m^{[q]k} ) + ℓ ( S p_2 + m^{[q]k} ) − ℓ ( S p_1 + p_2 + m^{[q]k} ) . 12

Case 1: Let β = α. Then for q, k ≥ 1, ℓ ( R n^{[q]k} ) = 2 ( k + β − 1 β ) q^β − 1. (3.6)

This implies that e_0(n^{[q]}) = 2q^β, e_β(n^{[q]}) = (−1)^{β+1} and e_{HK} (n^k) = 2 ( k + β − 1 β ) . Case 2: Let β ≥ α + 1. Then for q, k ≥ 1, ℓ ( R n^{[q]k} ) = ( k + β − 1 β ) q^β + ( k + α − 1 α ) q^α − 1.

This implies that e_0(n^{[q]}) = q^β, e_{β−α}(n^{[q]}) = (−1)^{β−α}q^α, e_β (n^{[q]}) = (−1)^{β+1} and e_{HK} (n^k) = ( k + β − 1 β ) .

4. Counter-example to Smirnov’s conjecture

Smirnov proposed that following conjecture in [13].

Conjecture 4.1. Let (R, m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring. Then an m-primary ideal I is stable if and only if lim_{q→∞} e_1(I^{[q]})/q^d = e_0(I) − e_{HK} (I).

From section 3, we know that if R is a d-dimensional face ring of a simplicial complex and J = (x^{v1}_1 , . . . , x^{vr}_r ) is an R-ideal such that v_i > 0 for all i, then lim_{q→∞} e_1(J^{[q]})/q^d = 0 and e_{HK} (J) = e_0(J). This means that lim_{q→∞} e_1(J^{[q]})/q^d = e_0(J) − e_{HK} (J) is always true for such ideals. In particular, the conjecture is false whenever J is not a stable ideal. The following example illustrates one such case.

Example 4.2. Let Δ be the simplicial complex

x_1x_2x_3x_4

Then R = K[x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4]/((x_3, x_4) ∩ (x_1, x_3) ∩ (x_1, x_4) ∩ (x_1, x_2)) is the face ring of Δ. Observe that R is a 2-dimensional Cohen-Macaulay ring with f-vector f(Δ) = (1, 4, 4). Let n = (x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) denote the maximal ideal of R. Using Theorem 3.4, it follows that 4 = e_0(n) = e_{HK} (n) and lim_{q→∞} e_1(n^{[q]})/q^2 = 0. We prove that n is not stable. Consider the Hilbert series of R,

H(R, z) = 1 + 4z 1 − z + 4z^2 (1 − z)^2 = 1 + 2z + z^2 (1 − z)^2 .

As R is Cohen-Macaulay and degree of the numerator above is 2, we get r(n^{[q]}) = 2. We also observe that in this case, depth G(n^{[q]}) ≥ 1. Set p_1 = (x_3, x_4), p_2 = (x_1, x_3), p_3 = (x_1, x_4) and p_4 = (x_1, x_2). Then I = ∩^4_{i=1} p_i and R = S/I, where S = K[x_1, . . . , x_4]. From Theorem 3.3 it follows that 13

for all q, k ≥ 1, ℓ ( R n^{[q]k} ) = 4∑ i=1 ℓ ( S p_i + m^{[q]k} ) − ∑ 1≤i<j≤4 ℓ ( S p_i + p_j + m^{[q]k} ) + ∑ 1≤i<j<u≤4 ℓ ( S p_i + p_j + p_u + m^{[q]k} )

− ℓ ( S ∑_4 i=1 p_i + m^{[q]k} )

= 4 ( k + 1 2 ) q^2 − (5kq + 1) + (kq + 3) − 1 = 4 ( k + 1 2 ) q^2 − 4kq + 1. (4.1)

This implies that

e_0(n^{[q]}) = 4q^2, e_1(n^{[q]}) = 4q, e_2(n^{[q]}) = 1 and e_{HK} (n^k) = 4 ( k + 1 2 ) . From equation (4.1), we get that for all k ≥ 1, ℓ ( (n^{[q]})^k (n^{[q]})^{k+1} ) = 4q^2 ( k + 2 2 ) − 4q(k + 1) + 1 − 4q^2 ( k + 1 2 ) + 4qk − 1 = 4q^2(k + 1) − 4q.

Hence

ℓ(n^{[q]}/(n^{[q]})^2) + (1 − d)ℓ(R/n^{[q]}) + 1 = 8q^2 − 4q − (4q^2 − 4q + 1) + 1 = 4q^2 = e_0(n^{[q]}).

Using Theorem 3.8, we get depth G(n^{[q]}) ≥ 1 for all q.

Remark 4.3. In the above example, G(n) ≃ R is Cohen-Macaulay and depth G(n^{[q]}) ≥ d − 1 for all q. This indicates that the conjecture is false even if depth G(n^{[q]}) ≥ d − 1.

The above observation indicates that Conjecture 4.1 does not help in characterizing the stability of ideals in rings, as in the setup of section 3. We end the section by characterizing the stability of ideals in certain classes of Cohen-Macaulay simplicial complexes and graphs. We use Theorem 3.5 for the same.

Examples 4.4. (1) Let R be the face ring of the simplicial complex on r vertices, r ≥ 3, as in Example 3.6. x_1x_2x_3x_{r−1}x_r

By putting q = 1 in (3.4), we get for all k ≥ 1,

ℓ(R/n^k) = (r − 1) ( k + 1 2 ) − (r − 2)k. Hence, e_0(n) − ℓ(R/n) = (r − 1) − ( r − 1 − (r − 2) ) = r − 2 = e_1(n),

implying that n is a stable ideal. Let J = (x^{v1}_1 , . . . , x^{vr}_r ) be an ideal of R such that v_i > 0 for all i. Since

ℓ(R/(J^{[q]})^k) = ℓ(R/(n^{[q]})^k) r∏ i=1 v_i, it follows that J is a stable ideal. 14

(2) Let R be the face ring of the simplicial complex related to an n-cycle, as in Example 3.7. By putting q = 1 in (3.5), we get for all k ≥ 1, ℓ(R/n^k) = n ( k + 1 2 ) − nk + 1. Hence, e_0(n) − ℓ(R/n) = n − 1 ≠ e_1(n), implying that n is not a stable ideal. Similarly, J is not a stable ideal, where J = (x^{v1}_1 , . . . , x^{vr}_r ) such that v_i > 0 for all i.

Theorem 4.5. Consider a complete graph, K_r, on r vertices, where r ≥ 1. Let S = K[x_1, . . . , x_r] and I = I(K_r) denote the edge ideal of K_r. Let R = S/I and J = (x^{v1}_1 , . . . , x^{vr}_r ) be an ideal of R such that v_i > 0 for all i. Then J is a stable ideal.

Proof. We begin by observing that any minimal vertex cover of K_r contains exactly r − 1 vertices. Hence, I = ∩^r_{i=1}(x_1, . . . , x̂_i, . . . , x_r). Set p_i = (x_1, . . . , x̂_i, . . . , x_r), for all i = 1, . . . , r. Let n denote the maximal homogeneous ideal of R. Note that p_i + p_j = n for all i ≠ j. Since ℓ(R/(J^{[q]})^k) = ℓ(R/(n^{[q]})^k) r∏ i=1 v_i, we

compute ℓ(R/(n^{[q]})^k). From Theorem 3.3, it follows that for all q, k ≥ 1, ℓ ( R n^{[q]k} ) = r∑ i=1 ℓ ( S p_i + m^{[q]k} ) − ∑ 1≤i<j≤r ℓ ( S p_i + p_j + m^{[q]k} ) + · · · + (−1)^{r−1} ℓ ( S ∑_r i=1 p_i + m^{[q]k} )

= rkq − ( r 2 ) + ( r 3 ) + · · · + (−1)^{r−1} = rkq − (r − 1). This implies that ℓ(R/(J^{[q]})^k) = rkq r∏ i=1 v_i − (r − 1) r∏ i=1 v_i. In particular, ℓ(R/J^k) = rk r∏ i=1 v_i − (r − 1) r∏ i=1 v_i. Hence,

e_0(J) − e_1(J) = r r∏ i=1 v_i − (r − 1) r∏ i=1 v_i = ℓ(R/J), implying that J is a stable ideal. □

References

[1] Arindam Banerjee, Kriti Goel, and Jugal Verma. Generalized Hilbert-Kunz function of the Rees algebra of the face ring of a simplicial complex. Contemporary Mathematics, 773:207–224, 2021. 8 [2] Winfried Bruns and Jürgen Herzog. Cohen-Macaulay rings, volume 39 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1993. 10 [3] Aldo Conca. Hilbert-Kunz function of monomial ideals and binomial hypersurfaces. Manuscripta Math., 90(3):287–300, 1996. 3, 8 [4] Douglas Hanes. Notes on the Hilbert-Kunz function. J. Algebra, 265(2):619–630, 2003. 1 15

[5] Sam Huckaba. A d-dimensional extension of a lemma of Huneke’s and formulas for the Hilbert coefficients. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 124(5):1393–1401, 1996. 5 [6] Sam Huckaba and Thomas Marley. Hilbert coefficients and the depths of associated graded rings. J.

London Math. Soc. (2), 56(1):64–76, 1997. 5 [7] Craig Huneke. Hilbert functions and symbolic powers. Michigan Math. J., 34(2):293–318, 1987. 10 [8] Ernst Kunz. Characterizations of regular local rings of characteristic p. Amer. J. Math., 91:772–784, 1969. 1 [9] Thomas John Marley. Hilbert functions of ideals in Cohen-Macaulay rings. ProQuest LLC, Ann Arbor, MI, 1989. Thesis (Ph.D.)–Purdue University. 7 [10] P. Monsky. The Hilbert-Kunz function. Math. Ann., 263(1):43–49, 1983. 1 [11] Akira Ooishi. Δ-genera and sectional genera of commutative rings. Hiroshima Math. J., 17(2):361–372, 1987. 10 [12] M. E. Rossi. A bound on the reduction number of a primary ideal. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 128(5):1325–1332, 2000. 11 [13] Ilya Smirnov. Hilbert-Kunz multiplicity of the powers of an ideal. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 147(8):3331–3338, 2019. 1, 2, 10, 13 [14] V. Trivedi. Asymptotic Hilbert-Kunz multiplicity. J. Algebra, 492:498–523, 2017. 2 [15] Ngô Viêt Trung. Absolutely superficial sequences. Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc., 93(1):35–47, 1983. 4 [16] Paolo Valabrega and Giuseppe Valla. Form rings and regular sequences. Nagoya Math. J., 72:93–101, 1978. 7 [17] Kei-ichi Watanabe and Ken-ichi Yoshida. Hilbert-Kunz multiplicity of two-dimensional local rings.

Nagoya Math. J., 162:87–110, 2001. 2

Indian Institute of Technology Kharagpur, Kharagpur, India Email address: 123.arindam@gmail.com

University of Utah, Utah, USA 84112 Email address: kritigoel.maths@gmail.com

Indian Institute of Technology Bombay, Mumbai, India 400076 Email address: jkv@math.iitb.ac.in