arXiv:2305.06835v2 [math.AC] 22 Mar 2024

On binomial complete intersections

Filip Jonsson Kling^{∗1}, Samuel Lundqvist^{†1}, and Lisa Nicklasson^{‡2}

1Stockholms universitet

2Università di Genova, Mälardalens universitet

Abstract

We consider homogeneous binomial ideals I = (f1, . . . , fn) in K[x1, . . . , xn], where fi = aix^{di}_i − bimi and ai ≠ 0. When such an ideal is a complete intersection, we show that the monomials which are not divisible by x^{di}_i for i = 1, . . . , n form a vector space basis for the corresponding quotient, and we describe the Macaulay dual generator in terms of a directed graph that we associate to I. These two properties can be seen as a natural generalization of well-known properties for monomial complete intersections. Moreover, we give a description of the radical of the resultant of I in terms of the directed graph.

Keywords: Complete intersection, binomial ideal, Macaulay’s inverse system, resultant, term-rewriting MSC 2020: 13C40, 13E10, 13F65, 13P15, 16S15

Introduction

An artinian monomial complete intersection (x^{d1}_1 , . . . , x^{dn}_n ) in K[x_1, . . . , x_n] enjoys the following two well known properties: the set of monomials which are not divisible by x^{di}_i for i = 1, . . . , n is a vector space basis for the corresponding quotient, and the Macaulay dual generator equals X^{d1−1}_1 · · · X^{dn−1}_n up to a constant factor.

In this paper we argue that these characteristics should be seen as special cases of properties of complete intersections on the form

I = (a_1x^{d1}_1 − b_1m_1, . . . , a_nx^{dn}_n − b_nm_n),

where a_i ≠ 0, and m_i is a monomial of degree d_i. Our main results are the following.

1. Associated to I there is a graph G that gives a rewriting rule transforming any element in the polynomial ring to a linear combination of monomials not divisible by x^{di}_i for i = 1, . . . , n modulo I. In particular, the monomials

∗filip.jonsson.kling@math.su.se †samuel@math.su.se ‡lisa.nicklasson@mdu.se

not divisible by the x^{di}_i ’s constitute a vector space basis for the quotient ring (Theorem 1.8).

2. The coefficients of the Macaulay dual generator are monomials in the coefficients of the generators of I, and can be described algorithmically in terms of the graph G (Theorem 2.1).

3. The results above require that I is a complete intersection. The radical of the resultant of I, which is a polynomial in the a_i’s and b_i’s, determines for which choices of coefficients I really is a complete intersection. We determine this polynomial combinatorially in terms of G (Theorem 3.7) with the restriction that each m_i is not a pure power of a variable. We also give a less precise description of the radical of the resultant for our general class of ideals (Theorem 3.6).

The first and the third result generalize a construction for the case d_1 = · · · = d_n = 2 by Harima, Wachi, and Watanabe [9], and this paper has served as the main source of inspiration for our study.

1 A monomial basis for the quotient ring

Let R = K[x_1, . . . , x_n] be a polynomial ring with the standard grading where K is any field. Recall that homogeneous polynomials f_1, . . . , f_n form a complete intersection if they are a regular sequence, or equivalently if their only common zero over the algebraic closure K is the origin. A useful tool for illustrating conditions on when a family f_1, . . . , f_n forms a complete intersection is the resultant. The resultant is a polynomial res(f_1, . . . , f_n) in the coefficients of f_1, . . . , f_n with the property that res(f_1, . . . , f_n) ≠ 0 if and only if f_1, . . . , f_n is a complete intersection.

Definition 1.1. A set of homogeneous polynomials {f_1, . . . , f_n} of degrees d_1, . . . , d_n in R is on normal form if the coefficient of x^{di}_i in f_i is nonzero. △

Our goal in this section is to describe the vector space structure of the quotient ring R/(f_1, . . . , f_n) when (f_1, . . . , f_n) is a complete intersection of binomials on normal form. Along the way we will also discover some properties of the resultant. Here a binomial means a polynomial with at most two terms. Notice that we regard a monomial as a binomial.

We remark that our definition of normal form is more permissive than the one given for quadratic polynomials in [9], as they require f_i to be a linear combination of x^2_i and squarefree monomials. In the case of binomials, Definition 1.1 agrees with the homogeneous instance of the definition of binomials on normal form in [2], although [2] focuses on the non-homogeneous case.

We are interested in families of binomials on normal form, in the following sense.

Definition 1.2. A family of binomials on normal form is a 2n-parameter family

{a_1x^{d1}_1 − b_1m_1, . . . , a_nx^{dn}_n − b_nm_n}

of homogeneous binomials on normal form, where the monomials m_1, . . . , m_n are fixed, a_1, . . . , a_n, b_1, . . . , b_n are parameters, and a_i ≠ 0 for i = 1, . . . , n. △

We remark that all our results are valid when substituting a_i = 1, but we found that the above notation makes some of our arguments more clear.

We may assume that m_i ≠ x^{di}_i for i = 1, . . . , n in Definition 1.2. As a tool for studying families of binomials on normal form we introduce a directed graph.

Definition 1.3. Given a family B = {f_1, . . . , f_n} ⊂ R of binomials f_i = a_ix^{di}_i − b_im_i on normal form, and an integer d > 0, we let the reduction graph G_{B,d} be the directed graph with vertex set

{x^{α1}_1 · · · x^{αn}_n : α_1 + · · · + α_n = d} ⊂ R

and labeled edge set { m^i→ m_im x^{di}_i : x^{di}_i |m, and x^{dj}_j ∤ m for j < i } . △

Observe that if m^i→ m^′ is an edge in G_{B,d} then a_im − m x^{di}_i f_i = b_im^′.

Hence if there is a directed path from a monomial m to a monomial m^′ in the reduction graph, then m will be a scalar multiple of m^′ modulo (B).

For positive integers d_1, . . . , d_k, where k ≤ n, let M_{d1,...,dk} denote the set of monomials x^{α1}_1 · · · x^{αn}_n with α_i < d_i for each i ≤ k. Recall that a sink in a directed graph is a vertex with no outgoing edges. Notice that a monomial m of degree d is a sink in G_{B,d} if it belongs to M_{d1,...,dn} , and has precisely one outgoing edge otherwise. In this way, the reduction graph G_{B,d} gives a rewriting rule for how a monomial m of degree d can be represented by a constant multiple of a monomial in M_{d1,...,dn} modulo (B) if the path from m ends at a sink. If the path starting at m does not end, then it must reach a cycle as G_{B,d} only has finitely many vertices. In that case we will show in Lemma 1.6 that m ∈ (B), when (B) is a complete intersection.

Definition 1.4. To a directed cycle C in the reduction graph G_{B,d}, we associate the cycle polynomial p(C) in a_1, . . . , a_n, b_1, . . . , b_n as p(C) = a^{r1}_1 · · · a^{rn}_n − b^{r1}_1 · · · b^{rn}_n where r_i is the number of i-labeled edges in C. We then define the cycle polynomial of the whole reduction graph as p(G_{B,d}) = ∏ C p(C) where the product is taken over all directed cycles C in G_{B,d}. △

For a polynomial p we let √ p denote its radical, i. e. the product of the distinct irreducible factors of p. In Lemma 1.6 as well as in Section 3 we discuss irreducible factors and divisibility of the cycle polynomial and the resultant of a family of binomials on normal form. In this context the cycle polynomial and the resultant should be considered elements of a polynomial ring K[a_1, . . . , a_n, b_1, . . . , b_n].

x^4_1

x^3_1x_3 x^4_2

x^2_1x^2_3 x^3_1x_2 x^3_2x_3

x_1x^3 x^2_1x_2x_3 x^2x^2_3

x_1x_2x^2_3 x_2x^3

x^2_1x^2 x_1x^2x_3 x_1x^3_2 x^4_3 1 1 2 1 1 2

3 1 2 3 3 12 2 3

Figure 1: G_{B,4} for B as in Example 1.5

Example 1.5. Consider f_1 = a_1x^2_1 − b_1x_1x_3, f_2 = a_2x^2 − b_2x_2x_3, and f_3 = a_3x^2_3 − b_3x_2x_3. Then B = {f_1, f_2, f_3} is a family of binomials on normal form and the reduction graph G_{B,4} is given in Figure 1. Here there are two cycles, one from x_1x_2x^2_3 to x_1x^2x_3 and back, and one from x^2x^2_3 to x_2x^3 and back, both having a 2-labeled edge and a 3-labeled edge, so the cycle polynomial is p(G_{B,4}) = (a_2a_3 −b_2b_3)^2 and √ p(G_{B,4}) = a_2a_3 −b_2b_3. Note that any monomial in the graph has a path leading to a cycle. This is expected as R/(B) has socle degree 3 when B is a complete intersection, so any monomial of degree 4 should vanish. △

Now we are ready to prove the key lemma of this section.

Lemma 1.6. Let B = {f_1, . . . , f_n} be a family of binomials f_i = a_ix^{di}_i − b_im_i on normal form, and let d be a positive integer. Then √ p(G_{B,d}) | | | res(B). Moreover, fix an integer 1 ≤ k ≤ n. For each monomial m /∈ M_{d1,...,dk} , the directed path starting at the vertex m in the reduction graph either leads to

1. a monomial m^′ ∈ M_{d1,...,dk} , in which case m ≡ b^{r1}_1 · · · b^{rn}_n a^{r1}_1 · · · a^{rn}_n m^′ mod (f_1, . . . , f_k)

where r_i is the number of i-labeled edges in the directed path, or

2. a directed cycle, and m ∈ (f_1, . . . , f_k) when f_1, . . . , f_k is a regular sequence.

Proof. First, recall that if m^i→ m^′ is an edge in G_{B,d} then a_im − m x^{di}_i f_i = b_im^′.

Moreover, a directed path m^{(0) i1}−→ m^{(1) i2}−→ m^{(2) i3}−→ · · ·^{ir}−→ m^{(r)} gives rise to the relation

a_{i1} · · · a_{ir} m^{(0)} − r∑ s=1 p_s m^{(s−1)} x^{dis}_{is} f_{is} = b_{i1} · · · b_{ir} m^{(r)} (1)

where p_s = ∏ ℓ>s a_{iℓ} ∏ ℓ<s b_{iℓ} .

We shall prove the theorem by induction over k. When k = 1 it is clear that 1. holds for any monomial, by reducing modulo f_1. So, consider k fixed, and assume 1. or 2. holds true for all monomials, for any smaller value of k. Take a monomial m /∈ M_{d1,...,dk} , and consider the vertex m in the reduction graph G_{B,d} where d = deg m. There is an outgoing edge with label ≤ k from m, as otherwise m would belong to the set M_{d1,...,dk} . We follow the directed path starting in m, as long as the edges have labels ≤ k. If this path leads to a monomial m^′ ∈ M_{d1,...,dk} then (1) gives precisely the expression in 1. If not, we follow the path until we reach a monomial m^′ that we have already seen. In this case, we have found a directed cycle C = m^′ → · · · → m^′. By (1) we get

a^{r1}_1 · · · a^{rn}_n m^′ − (h_1f_1 + · · · + h_kf_k) = b^{r1}_1 · · · b^{rn}_n m^′.

where r_i is the number of i-labeled edges in C. Equivalently

p(C)m^′ = h_1f_1 + · · · + h_kf_k.

Here h_i is linear combinations of unique monomials in M_{d1,...,di−1} coming from the vertices of C, and the coefficients are monomials in a_1, . . . , a_n, b_1, . . . , b_n, as described in (1).

We now claim that a zero of p(C) in K^n is also a zero of res(B). If the claim holds true, we can conclude that m^′ ∈ (B) when (B) is a regular sequence. To prove the claim, consider a point for which p(C) = 0. As the polynomial p(C) is not divisible by any a_i or b_i, we may choose nonzero values for a_1, . . . , a_n, b_1, . . . , b_n. With this choice of point we have

h_1f_1 + · · · + h_kf_k = 0

and no cancellation of terms in h_1, . . . , h_k. Note that we do have h_i = 0 if and only if there is no i-labeled edge in C. To produce a cycle we must have at least two different edge labels, so we have h_1f_1 + · · · + h_ℓf_ℓ = 0 for some 1 < ℓ ≤ k with h_ℓ ≠ 0. As h_ℓ is a linear combination of monomials in M_{d1,...,dℓ−1} we have, by the inductive assumption, that h_ℓ ≠ 0 in R/(f_1, . . . , f_{ℓ−1}) if f_1, . . . , f_{ℓ−1} is a regular sequence. But then h_ℓ is a zerodivisor of f_ℓ in R/(f_1, . . . , f_{ℓ−1}), so f_1, . . . , f_ℓ is not a regular sequence, and therefore res(B) = 0.

Applying the above argument to a monomial in a cycle C shows that √ p(C) divides res(B), and hence √ p(G_{B,d}) divides res(B).

Example 1.7. Consider B = {f_1, f_2, f_3} for f_1 = a_1x^2_1 − b_1x_1x_2, f_2 = a_2x^2 − b_2x_1x_3, and f_3 = a_3x^2_3 − b_3x^2_1. Then B is a family of binomials on normal form with graph G_{B,3} as given in Figure 2. Following the directed path from x^2_1x_2, we end up at x_1x_2x_3 ∈ M_{2,2,2} and get that

x^2_1x_2 ≡ b_1 a_1 x_1x^2 ≡ b_1b_2 a_1a_2 x^2_1x_3 ≡ b^2_1b_2 a^2_1a_2 x_1x_2x_3 mod (B).

As every vertex in G_{B,3} has a directed path leading to x_1x_2x_3, we can do a similar rewriting for any degree three monomial in K[x_1, x_2, x_3] to show that such a monomial is equal to a multiple of x_1x_2x_3 modulo (B), which moreover will be nonzero if all b_i ≠ 0. This can be contrasted to Figure 1 where the reduction graph leads every monomial of degree four to a directed cycle and to Figure 3 where some monomials have a directed path to a monomial in M_{2,2,2} while others have a path leading to a directed cycle. △ x^2x_3

x_1x^2_3

x_2x^2_3 x^3_1

x^2_1x_2

x_1x^2 x^3

x^3_2 x^2_1x_3

x_1x_2x_3 2 33 1 1 232 1

Figure 2: G_{B,3} for B as in Example 1.7

As mentioned in the introduction, the set of monomials M_{d1,...,dn} is a vector space basis for the monomial complete intersection R/(x^{d1}_1 , . . . , x^{dn}_n ), and it is proved in [9] that the set M_{2,...,2} of squarefree monomials is a basis for R/(f_1, . . . , f_n) when (f_1, . . . , f_n) is a quadratic binomial complete intersection, where f_i = a_ix^2_i + b_im_i with a_i ≠ 0 and m_i a squarefree monomial. By Lemma 1.6 this now generalizes to any choice of positive integers d_1, . . . , d_n as well as to our more general normal form.

Theorem 1.8. Let B be a complete intersection of binomials of degrees d_1, ..., d_n on normal form. Then M_{d1,...,dn} is a vector space basis for R/(B).

Proof. It follows from Lemma 1.6 with k = n that any polynomial in R/(B) can be expressed as a linear combination of monomials in M_{d1,...,dn} , and it is well known that the vector space dimension of R/(B) is |M_{d1,...,dn} |.

Recall that the most common way to determine a monomial basis for a quotient ring R/I is to compute the initial ideal of I w. r. t. some term order. The monomials outside the initial ideal then constitute a vector space basis for R/I. We remark, however, that the set of monomials in M_{d1,...,dn} cannot in general be obtained from a Gröbner basis computation, or more precisely, that the monomials x^{d1}_1 , . . . , x^{dn}_n cannot in general belong to the initial ideal of I with respect to a term order. Indeed, if b_i ≠ 0 for i = 1, . . . , n, and we assume a term order for which x_n is the least variable, then x^{dn}_n is the least monomial of degree d_n, and thus m_n > x^{dn}_n .

2 The Macaulay dual generator

Recall that artinian complete intersections are Gorenstein, and that an artinian Gorenstein algebra can be defined in terms of a Macaulay dual generator, unique up to a multiplicative constant. The general setup is by letting R = K[x_1, . . . , x_n] act by contraction on the polynomial ring S = K[X_1, . . . , X_n] by defining x^a_i ∘ X^b_i = X^{b−a}_i when a ≤ b and 0 otherwise. Over a field of of characteristic zero, the construction is usually done by letting R act by differentiation on S, x_i =^∂_{∂Xi} . Throughout this section we will use the differentiation operator, but we will state the main result in terms of the contraction operator as well. Thus, we temporarily assume K to be of characteristic zero.

For a polynomial F ∈ S we define its annihilator ideal as Ann(F ) = {f ∈ R : f ∘ F = 0}. Macaulay’s Double annihilator Theorem states that a standard graded artinian algebra A = ⨁_d i=0 A_i is Gorenstein if and only if there is a homogeneous polynomial F ∈ S_d such that A ∼= R/ Ann(F ).

Given a Gorenstein algebra R/(f_1, . . . , f_r), one can determine the dual generator F by solving the system of PDE’s that f_i ∘ F = 0 impose. For example, this can be done in Macaulay2 [7] using the command toDual.

As mentioned in the introduction, the monomial X^{d1−1}_1 · · · X^{dn−1}_n is the dual generator for a monomial complete intersection (x^{d1}_1 , . . . , x^{dn}_n ). In general, results providing an explicit expression for the Macaulay dual generator of a complete intersection, given a generating set on a certain form, are rare in the literature. We now aim to give such a result for our object of study.

So, given a binomial complete intersection on normal form given by B = {f_1, . . . , f_n} where f_1 = a_1x^{d1}_1 − b_1m_1, . . . , f_n = a_nx^{dn}_n − b_nm_n, with socle degree d = d_1 + · · · + d_n − n, we know that it has a dual generator of the form F = ∑ α c_αX^α where the sum runs over all α ∈ N^n with α_1 + · · · + α_n = d. What criteria on the coefficients c_α of F does f_i ∘ F = 0 impose? For every monomial X^γ of degree d − d_i and monomial m of degree d_i, there exists a unique monomial X^α of degree d such that m ∘ X^α = ℓX^γ for some nonzero ℓ ∈ N. Therefore f_i ∘ F = ∑ γ (ka_ic_α − ℓb_ic_β )X^γ where the sum is taken over all γ ∈ N^n with γ_1 + · · · + γ_n = d − d_i. Here c_α is the coefficient of the unique X^α satisfying that x^{di}_i ∘ X^α is a nonzero multiple k of X^γ , and similarly c_β is the coefficient of the unique X^β satisfying that m_i ∘ X^β is a nonzero multiple ℓ of X^γ . Let ^G_{B,d} be the graph containing G_{B,d} as a subgraph but where we add extra edges m^i→ m_im x^{di}_i if x^{di}_i |m and no additional restrictions on i. For all f_i ∘ F to vanish, we thus get a relation ka_ic_α = ℓb_ic_β between any two coefficients of monomials of neighbouring vertices in ^G_{B,d}. However, it suffices to look at the relations coming from edges only in the reduction graph G_{B,d}. It also gives us enough information to algorithmically determine F completely.

Theorem 2.1. Let B = {a_1x^{d1}_1 − b_1m_1, . . . , a_nx^{dn}_n − b_nm_n} be a regular sequence of binomials, and let d = d_1 + · · · + d_n − n. Then the dual generator F = ∑ α c_αX^α can be determined from the reduction graph G_{B,d} as follows.

Let s_i be the maximal number of i-labeled edges in any directed path ending at x^{d1−1}_1 · · · x^{dn−1}_n . • If there is a (possibly trivial) directed path from x^α to x^{d1 −1}_1 · · · x^{dn−1}_n with r_i i-labeled edges, then

c_α = {(_d α_1 ,...,α_n ) a^{s1−r1} 1 · · · a^{sn−rn}_n b^{r1}_1 · · · b^{rn}_n in the case of differentiation a^{s1 −r1} 1 · · · a^{sn−rn}_n b^{r1}_1 · · · b^{rn}_n in the case of contraction.

• If there is no directed path from x^α to x^{d1−1}_1 · · · x^{dn−1}_n , then c_α = 0.

Proof. We give the proof for the differentiation action. The contraction case follows similarly. If we begin by looking at a term of f_i ∘ F of the form (ka_ic_α − ℓb_ic_β )X^γ , then^{α1!···αn!}_k =^{β1!···βn!}_ℓ = γ_1! · · · γ_n!. Introducing c^′_α = c_α/ (_d α_1 ,...,α_n ) we then get that (ka_ic_α − ℓb_ic_β)X^γ = (ka_i ( d α_1, . . . , α_n ) c^′_α − ℓb_i ( d β_1, . . . , β_n ) c^′_β )X^γ = ( d γ_1, . . . , γ_n ) (a_ic^′_α − b_ic^′_β )X^γ .

Hence the relations for all f_i ∘F to vanish in terms of the c^′_α becomes a_ic^′_α = b_ic^′_β.

Next, note that the only monomial in M_{d1,...,dn} of degree d is x^{d1 −1}_1 · · · x^{dn−1}_n . If there is no path from x^α to it in G_{B,d}, there must therefore be a path from x^α to a directed cycle C starting at some x^β . If r_i is the number of i-labeled edges in C, then going through the cycle gives that

c^′_β = b^{r1}_1 · · · b^{rn}_n a^{r1}_1 · · · a^{rn}_n c^′_β. Thus (a^{r1}_1 · · · a^{rn}_n − b^{r1}_1 · · · b^{rn}_n )c^′_β = p(C)c^′_β = 0.

But from Lemma 1.6, we know that p(C) is a factor of res(B), which is nonzero as B is a complete intersection. Hence p(C) ≠ 0 and we must have c^′_β = 0. Finally, as there is a directed path from x^α to this x^β , c^′_α is a multiple of c^′_β and is therefore also zero, showing the first part of the theorem.

For the other coefficients, we first claim that c^′_{d1−1,...,dn−1} ≠ 0. If not, then x^{d1−1}_1 · · · x^{dn−1}_n would annihilate F , giving that x^{d1−1}_1 · · · x^{dn−1}_n ∈ Ann(F ) = (B). But as x^{d1−1}_1 · · · x^{dn−1}_n is in M_{d1,...,dn} , it is a basis element of R/(B) by Theorem 1.8, giving a contradiction.

The formula for the c_α where x^α has a directed path to x^{d1−1}_1 · · · x^{dn−1}_n in G_{B,d} is now coherent with the relations for all f_i ∘ F to vanish when we only look at edges in the reduction graph G_{B,d}. Further, if a_ic^′_α = b_ic^′_β is a relation coming from an edge of ^G_{B,d} that are not in G_{B,d}, then this will not impose any additional criteria. Indeed, if both c^′_α and c^′_β were nonzero, x^α and x^β must both have a path to x^{d1 −1}_1 · · · x^{dn−1}_n in G_{B,d}, and going from x^α via this path to x^{d1 −1}_1 · · · x^{dn−1}_n and then following the other path backwards to x^β , gives a relation between c^′_α and c^′_β imposed only by edges in G_{B,d}. This must agree with a_ic^′_α = b_ic^′_β as else it would force c^′_α = 0 and therefore also c^′_{d1−1,...,dn−1} = 0, which we know is not the case. Similarly, if only one of c^′_α and c^′_β were nonzero, that would also force c^′_{d1−1,...,dn−1} = 0. Hence it suffices to look at the edges in the reduction graph G_{B,d} as desired.

Notice that if we take b_1 = · · · = b_n = 0 in Theorem 2.1 we get the well known dual generator F = cX^{d1−1}_1 · · · X^{dn−1}_n of a monomial complete intersection.

Example 2.2. The binomials f_1 = a_1x^2_1 − b_1x_1x_3, f_2 = a_2x^2 − b_2x_2x_3 and f_3 = a_3x^2_3 −b_3x_2x_3 from Example 1.5 have a reduction graph G_{B,3} as illustrated in Figure 3. Looking at the maximal paths that end at x_1x_2x_3, we see that an 1-labeled edge is used at most two times and 2 and 3-labeled edges at most one time. Hence the coefficient of X_1X_2X_3 in their dual generator F can be taken to be

(_3 1,1,1 ) a^2_1a_2a_3 = 6a^2_1a_2a_3 with respect to differentiation and a^2_1a_2a_3 with respect to contraction. As for example x^2_1x_3 is one 1-labeled edge and one 3-labeled edge away from x_1x_2x_3, the monomial X^2_1 X_3 is given the coefficient (_3 2,1,0 ) a^{2−1}_1 a_2a^{1−1}_3 b_1b_3 = 3a_1a_2b_1b_3 with respect to differentiation and a_1a_2b_1b_3 with respect to contraction, and as x^3_2 has a directed path leading to a cycle, the coefficient of X^3_2 in F is zero. Continuing in this way we find

F =b^2_1a_2b_3X^3_1 + 3a_1b_1a_2b_3X^2_1 X_3 + 3a_1b_1a_2a_3X^2_1 X_2

+ 3a^2_1a_2b_3X_1X^2_3 + 3a^2_1b_2a_3X_1X^2_2 + 6a^2_1a_2a_3X_1X_2X_3 (2) with respect to differentiation and

F =b^2_1a_2b_3X^3_1 + a_1b_1a_2b_3X^2_1 X_3 + a_1b_1a_2a_3X^2_1 X_2 + a^2_1a_2b_3X_1X^2_3 + a^2_1b_2a_3X_1X^2_2 + a^2_1a_2a_3X_1X_2X_3 (3) with respect to contraction.

If we would take the form F in (2), and choose values of a_1, a_2, a_3, b_1, b_2, b_3 so that res(f_1, f_2, f_3) = 0, then we still get a Gorenstein algebra R/ Ann(F ) with (f_1, f_2, f_3) ⊂ Ann(F ). In the same way, we can take any form F constructed x^3_1 x^3_2

x^2_1x_3 x^2x_3

x^2_1x_2 x_1x^2_3 x_1x^2 x_2x^2_3

x_1x_2x_3 x^3 1 1 31 2 2 3 23

Figure 3: The reduction graph G_{B,3} for B as in Example 1.5 △

as described in Theorem 2.1, and consider the family of Gorenstein algebras R/ Ann(F ) parameterized by a_1, . . . , a_n, b_1, . . . , b_n. We finish the section by generalizing Theorem 1.8 to this larger class of Gorenstein algebras.

Proposition 2.3. Let F be as in Theorem 2.1, for some given binomials f_i = a_ix^{di}_i − b_im_i. Then the set of monomials M_{d1,...,dn} span R/ Ann(F ) as a vector space, independent of the choice of coefficients a_1, . . . , a_n, b_1, . . . , b_n.

Proof. Let B = {f_1, . . . , f_n} and take some monomial m of degree d. As the reduction graph G_{B,d} is independent of the coefficients chosen, we can argue about its properties using generic choices for a_1, . . . , a_n, b_1, . . . , b_n and then apply those properties of the graph to any choice of coefficients. By the definition of G_{B,d}, the directed path starting in m must either

1. lead to a monomial in M_{d1,...,dn} , or

2. lead to a directed cycle.

Claim: If the directed path starting in m leads into a directed cycle, then the same holds for any monomial divisible by m, in its corresponding graph.

To prove the claim, note that m satisfying 2 is equivalent to m ∈ (B) when the coefficients a_1, . . . , a_n, b_1, . . . , b_n are chosen generically. Then it is clear that m^′m ∈ (B), for any monomial m^′ and generic choice of coefficients. Equivalently, the path starting in m^′m leads to a directed cycle.

Let D = d_1 + · · · + d_n − n, and take a monomial m of degree d ≤ D satisfying 2. For any monomial m^′ of degree D − d there will be no directed path from m^′m to x^{d1−1}_1 · · · x^{dn−1}_n , by the above proved claim. By Theorem 2.1 there are then no terms divisible by m in F , so m ∈ Ann(F ).

Next, note that (B) ⊆ Ann(F ), independently of res(B). If m is a monomial satisfying 1 then there is a monomial m^′ ∈ M_{d1,...,dn} such that m = λm^′ modulo (B), for some λ ∈ C . Then m = λm^′ holds in R/ Ann(F ).

We have now proved that any monomial is either equal to zero, or equal to a constant multiple of a monomial in M_{d1,...,dn} , in R/ Ann(F ).

3 The resultant

Having established several properties for complete intersections determined by binomials on normal form, we are now interested in the criteria for when a family of binomials on that form does determine a complete intersection. To this end, we seek the factors of the resultant for a family of binomials on normal form.

For i = 1, . . . , n let f_i = ∑ α c_{i,α}x^α be homogeneous polynomials in R = K[x_1, . . . , x_n]. Considering the c_{i,α}’s as parameters, the resultant res(f_1, . . . , f_n) is an irreducible polynomial in K[c_{i,α} : i = 1, . . . , n, |α| = d_i] which is non-zero if and only if the polynomials have a non-trivial common zero in the algebraic closure K of K [4, Theorem 1.6.1]. That is, the resultant is non-zero if and only if (f_1, . . . , f_n) is a complete intersection. To calculate the resultant we follow a construction for example described in [3, Chapter 3]. Let d = n∑ i=1 (d_i − 1) + 1

and partition the set of monomials of degree d into n subsets S_1, . . . , S_n where

S_i = {x^α : α_1 + · · · + α_n = d, x^{di}_i |x^α, and x^{dj}_j ∤ x^α for j < i}.

Note that this is indeed a partition of the monomials of degree d by the choice of d. From these we can construct a system of polynomial equations given by x^α x^{d1}_1 f_1 = 0 for all x^α ∈ S_1 . . (4) x^α x^{dn}_n f_n = 0 for all x^α ∈ S_n.

All of the polynomials in the system are homogeneous of degree d, so ordering the monomials of degree d in some way, we associate a square coefficient matrix C_n to it, whose determinant we denote |C_n|. The key property for us is that res(f_1, . . . , f_n) divides |C_n|. Indeed, suppose p is a zero of res(f_1, . . . , f_n). Taking the coefficients c_{i,α} of f_1, . . . , f_n as prescribed by p, the f_i’s have a nontrivial common zero (γ_1, . . . , γ_n) ∈ K^n. Evaluating (4) at (γ_1, . . . , γ_n) produces a nontrivial solution to the linear system of equations C_nv = 0 and hence |C_n| = 0. In other words, any zero p of res(f_1, . . . , f_n) is also a zero of the polynomial |C_n|. As res(f_1, . . . , f_n) is irreducible, we conclude that it divides |C_n|.

Note that specializing to the binomial case means substituting a subset of the c_{i,α}’s by 0 in the polynomials res(f_1, . . . , f_n) and |C_n|. After this operation res(f_1, . . . , f_n) is not necessarily irreducible anymore. However, the fact that the resultant divides |C_n| remains true.

The construction of all S_i, and thus also C_n, is dependent on our ordering of the variables x_1, . . . , x_n. In general, one would need to calculate |C_n| for all n cyclic permutations of the variables and then take the greatest common divisor of all of those determinants to find res(f_1, . . . , f_n). However, assuming f_i = a_ix^{di}_i − b_im_i, we will see in Theorem 3.6 that one ordering of the variables is enough to determine the radical of the resultant, up to a monomial factor in a_1, . . . , a_n. Assume again that f_1, . . . , f_n are binomials on normal form, f_i = a_ix^{di}_i − b_im_i. In this case C_n is a so called matrix of almost binomial type. See for instance the matrix in Example 3.8.

Definition 3.1. Given variables A = {a_1, . . . , a_n} and B = {b_1, . . . , b_n}, a square matrix C is said to be of almost binomial type if

• For each row of C, there exists an i such that this row contains exactly one a_i and one −b_i and all other entries are zero, and

• Every column of C contains exactly one element from A. △

Note that a matrix of almost binomial type differs from a matrix of binomial type as given in [9, Definition A.1] in that the same variable may occur in several different rows, and the sign of b_i. That C_n fulfils the first criterion of a matrix of almost binomial type is clear as each f_i only has two terms. For the second criterion, pick a column indexed by some monomial x^α. From the constructions of the sets S_1, . . . , S_n, we know that there is a unique i for which x^α ∈ S_i. Hence the only j for which a_j can appear in that column is j = i. Moreover, a_i appears exactly once in the column indexed by x^α, namely in the row given by the equation (x^α/x^{di}_i )f_i = 0. Thus C_n is a matrix of almost binomial type.

One benefit of almost binomial type matrices is that we can describe their determinants. To this end, we have the following.

Definition 3.2. A chain appearing in C_n is a sequence of entries a_{j1} → −b_{j1} → a_{j2} → −b_{j2} → · · · → a_{jk−1} → −b_{jk−1} → a_{jk} where a_{ji} and −b_{ji} are in the same row, and −b_{ji} and a_{ji+1} are in the same column. If a_{jk} = a_{j1} are entries at the same position in C_n, we call the chain a circuit. To each circuit we associate a polynomial a^{r1}_1 · · · a^{rn}_n − b^{r1}_1 · · · b^{rn}_n , where r_i is the number of times the variable a_i appears in the circuit. △

The next lemma then follows by similar results for matrices of binomial type.

Lemma 3.3. For a matrix C_n given by a family of binomials f_i = a_ix^{di}_i − b_im_i on normal form, we have that |C_n| factors into a product of a monomial in the a_1, . . . , a_n and polynomials associated to circuits appearing in C_n.

Proof. Consider the matrix C^′_n obtained from C_n by changing each a_i and −b_i in C_n to a_{i,j} and b_{i,j} in C^′_n where j is the row of C_n it lies in. In the new variables a_{i,j} , b_{i,j} , the matrix C^′_n is of binomial type. An expression for |C^′_n| is given by [9, Proposition A.6 and Proposition A.7], and specializing back a_{i,j} and b_{i,j} to a_i and −b_i, we get exactly the statement.

We also have an alternative description of the chains appearing in C_n in terms of the reduction graph G_{B,d}.

Lemma 3.4. Let B = {a_1x^{d1}_1 − b_1m_1, . . . , a_nx^{dn}_n − b_nm_n} be a family of binomials on normal form, C_n the corresponding coefficient matrix, and G_{B,d} the reduction graph for d = d_1 + · · · + d_n − n + 1. Then there is a chain a_{j1} → −b_{j1} → a_{j2} in C_n if and only if there is an j_1-labeled edge in G_{B,d} from the monomial indexing the column of a_{j1} the monomial indexing the column of a_{j2} . In particular, a polynomial in K[a_1, . . . , a_n, b_1, . . . , b_n] is associated to a circuit appearing in C_n if and only if it is the cycle polynomial of a cycle in G_{B,d}.

Proof. Let a_{j1} → −b_{j1} → a_{j2} be a chain appearing in C_n, and say that a_{j1} lies in a column indexed by x^α. Then the vertex x^α in G_{B,d} has a unique outgoing edge to a vertex (x^α/x^{di}_i ) · m_i where i is the smallest positive integer such that x^{di}_i divides x^α. From the construction of C_n, we know that the smallest such i is j_1. Moreover, the row this a_{j1} lies in is given by the polynomial (x^α/x^{dj1}_{j1} ) · f_{j1} , so (x^α/x^{dj1}_{j1} ) · m_{j1} will be the monomial indexing the column where b_{j1} and a_{j2} lie. Hence we conclude that the given chain appears precisely if there is an j_1-labeled edge in G_{B,d} from the monomial indexing the column of a_{j1} to the monomial indexing the column of a_{j2} .

Thus there is a bijection between the chains appearing in C_n and the directed paths of G_{B,d} which sends a chain with r_i appearances of a_i to a directed path with r_i edges labeled i. In particular, this gives a bijection between polynomials associated to circuits appearing in C_n and cycle polynomials of G_{B,d}.

Lemma 3.5. Let B = {a_1x^{d1}_1 − b_1m_1, . . . , a_nx^{dn}_n − b_nm_n} be a family of binomials on normal form and d = d_1 + · · · + d_n − n + 1. Then a_i divides |C_n| if and only if there is an i-labeled edge not included in a cycle in G_{B,d}.

Proof. By Lemma 3.4, the graph G_{B,d} is completely determined by the matrix C_n with its labeled columns. Let F_N be the family of directed labeled graphs on N vertices and N edges determined by some almost binomial matrix in the same way. That is, for each G ∈ F_N , there is an almost binomial matrix M_G with columns labeled by the vertices of G with the property that there is an edge v^i→ w in G if and only if there is a chain a_i → −b_i → a_j in M_G where a_i lies in a column indexed by v and a_j in a column indexed by w.

We will now prove the stronger statement that if G ∈ F_N then a_i divides |M_G| if and only if there is an i-labeled edge not included in a cycle in G. The proof is carried out by induction over N, starting at N = 2.

For N = 2, there are only two possible matrices of almost binomial type, namely

M_1 = ( a_1 −b_1 −b_1 a_1 ) and M_2 = ( a_1 −b_1 −b_2 a_2 ) . Both M_1 and M_2 describe a graph with two vertices having a directed edge from one to the other. In the case of M_1, both edges have the same label, while in the case of M_2, the labels are different. In any case, there is no edge not included in a cycle. As neither |M_1| = a^2_1 − b^2_1 nor |M_2| = a_1a_2 − b_1b_2 is divisible by a_1 or a_2, we see that the statement holds for N = 2.

Assume now that the statement is true for all graphs in F_{N−1} and pick a graph G ∈ F_N . If G is a disjoint union of cycles, then they all correspond to circuits in |M_G| by Lemma 3.4, and |M_G| will be a product of the circuit polynomials associated to those circuits. From the definition of a circuit polynomial we know that those are never divisible by any a_i.

Next, assume G does have a directed edge outside a cycle. As G only has finitely many vertices, if we follow that edge backwards in some way, we must be able to find a source vertex v of G with no incoming edge and say an i-labeled outgoing edge. This means that in the column indexed by v in M_G, there is a single nonzero entry a_i. Indeed, if there were a b_j in that column, then we could produce a chain a_j → −b_j → a_i in M_G, forcing an edge w^j→ v to exist, for some w. Now, expanding along the column indexed by v, with the only nonzero entry a_i, the matrix we are left with corresponds to the the graph G \ v in F_{N−1} where v and its outgoing edge has been removed. That is, |M_G| = a_i|M_{G\v}|. By induction, we know that |M_{G\v}| is divisible by an a_j if and only if there is a j-labeled edge not in a cycle of G \ v. Since the edges outside a cycle of G \ v together with an extra i-labeled edge is the same as the edges outside a cycle of G, the statement is true for G and hence for any graph of this form by induction.

We can now largely describe the factors of the resultant of a family of binomials on normal form.

Theorem 3.6. Let B = {a_1x^{d1}_1 − b_1m_1, . . . , a_nx^{dn}_n − b_nm_n} ⊂ R be a family of binomials on normal form and let d = d_1 + · · · + d_n − n + 1. Then √ res(B) = a^{t1}_1 · · · a^{tn}_n √ p(G_{B,d}) where t_i = 0 or 1, and t_i = 0 if each i-labeled edge is part of a cycle in G_{B,d}.

Proof. We will show the desired equality using the aid of |C_n|. First, as mentioned earlier res(B) divides |C_n|, so any irreducible factor of res(B) must occur in |C_n|. Lemma 3.3 describes the possible factors of |C_n|. Together with Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5 we get that √ |C_n| | | | a^{s1}_1 · · · a^{sn}_n √ p(G_{B,d}) where s_i = 0 if each i-labeled edge is part of a cycle in G_{B,d} and s_i = 1 otherwise. In particular √ res(B) divides a^{s1}_1 · · · a^{sn}_n √ p(G_{B,d}). By Lemma 1.6 we know that √ p(G_{B,d}) divides res(B), so it follows that √ res(B) = a^{t1}_1 · · · a^{tn}_n √ p(G_{B,d}) for some non-negative integers t_i ≤ s_i, which proves the statement.

For a large class of families of binomials on normal form, we can give a precise description of the exponents t_1, . . . , t_n in Theorem 3.6.

Theorem 3.7. Let B = {a_1x^{d1}_1 − b_1m_1, . . . , a_nx^{dn}_n − b_nm_n} ⊂ R be a family of binomials on normal form and let d = d_1 + · · · + d_n − n + 1. If no m_k is a pure power of x_i then a_i divides res(B). In particular, if no m_k is a pure power of a variable, then √ res(B) = √ |C_n| = a_1 · · · a_n √ p(G_{B,d}). Proof. Assume that no m_k is a pure power of x_i, for a fixed i. If a_i = 0, then the point e_i ∈ K^n with a 1 in position i and zeroes elsewhere will be a non-trivial common zero of f_1, . . . , f_n. Hence they will not be a complete intersection in that case and thus a_i must divide res(B). Moreover, if no m_k is a pure power of a variable, then all a_i’s are factors of res(B), and hence √ res(B) = a_1 · · · a_n √ p(G_{B,d}). By the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 3.6 √ res(B) divides √ |C_n| who divides a^{s1}_1 · · · a^{sn}_n √ p(G_{B,d}) for some s_i’s in {0, 1}.

The only possibility is s_1 = · · · = s_n = 1, forcing the desired equality.

At a first glance, it might appear that Theorem 3.7 can contradict the t_i = 0 criterion from Theorem 3.6. But if no m_k is a pure power of x_i, then the vertex x^d_i in G_{B,d} has no incoming edge, as every target of an edge in G_{B,d} is divisible by some m_k. In particular, x^d_i and its outgoing i-labeled edge are not part of a cycle.

Note also that in Theorem 3.6 and Theorem 3.7 the resultant is considered as a polynomial in the 2n variables a_1, . . . , a_n, b_1, . . . , b_n, making the a_i’s and the irreducible factors of the cycle polynomials distinct. If we drop this assumption and substitute some of the b_i for zero, then √ p(G_{B,d}) may be divisible by some of the a_i. In particular, it might be the case that √ res(B) ≠ a_1 · · · a_n √ p(G_{B,d}). However, following the proof of Theorem 3.7, it is straightforward to deduce that the equality √ res(B) = √ a_1 · · · a_np(G_{B,d}) holds with respect to this substitution.

Example 3.8. Consider the polynomials f_1 = a_1x^2_1 −b_1x_1x_3, f_2 = a_2x^2 −b_2x_2x_3 and f_3 = a_3x^2_3 − b_3x_2x_3 from Example 1.5. In this case we calculated that √ p(G_{B,4}) = a_2a_3 − b_2b_3. This can be compared with the resultant which we can compute, using Macaulay2 and the package “Resultants” [11], to be res(B) = a^4_1a^2a^2_3(a_2a_3 − b_2b_3)^2. The matrix C_3 is given by

x^4 x^3y x^3z x^2y^2 x^2yz x^2z^2 xy^3 xy^2z xyz^2 xz^3 y^4 y^3z y^2z^2 yz^3 z^4 a_1 0 −b_1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a_1 0 0 −b_1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a_1 0 0 −b_1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a_1 0 0 0 −b_1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a_1 0 0 0 −b_1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a_1 0 0 0 −b_1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a_2 −b_2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a_2 −b_2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a_2 −b_2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a_2 −b_2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a_2 −b_2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −b_3 a_3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −b_3 a_3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −b_3 a_3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −b_3 a_3

where we have put the monomials labeling the columns on top and where the entries that occur in a cycle are in boldface. The labels use x, y, z instead of x_1, x_2, x_3 for readability. Calculating its determinant we find that |C_3| = a^6_1a^3_2a^2_3(a_2a_3 − b_2b_3)^2, and as all m_i are squarefree in this case, we see that √ res(B) = √ |C_3| = a_1a_2a_3 √ p(G_{B,4}) = a_1a_2a_3(a_2a_3 − b_2b_3). △

4 Discussion

4.1 Presentations of complete intersections

It is an easy exercise to show that after a suitable linear change of variables, any complete intersection has a generating set on normal form. However, a binomial complete intersection does not necessarily have a generating set of binomials on normal form.

Example 4.1. The binomials

f_1 = x_1x_2 + x_3x_4, f_2 = x^3_1 + x^3_2, f_3 = x^3, f_4 = x^3_4

form a regular sequence. Any generating set of the ideal (f_1, f_2, f_3, f_4) must contain f_1, so we seek a linear change of variables which puts f_1 on normal form. However, a change of variables can not make f_1 into a binomial on normal form. To see this, recall that any quadratic form can be written as x^⊤Sx where S is a symmetric n × n matrix. The rank of the matrix S is invariant under change of variables. In our case, the symmetric matrix representing f_1 has rank four. But the rank of the symmetric matrix representing any quadratic binomial on normal form has rank at most three, as the binomial is supported in at most three variables. △

The argument in Example 4.1 relies on the fact that the generators have mixed degrees. This raises the question whether all equigenerated binomial complete intersections can be presented by binomials on normal form. We believe that this is not the case, motivated by the next example where we have not been able to find an appropriate linear transform.

Example 4.2. The binomial complete intersection

I = (x^2_1 − x^2, x^2_3 + x^2_4, x_1x_2 + x_3x_4, x_1x_3 + x_2x_4)

is not on normal form. Is there a linear change of variables under which I is generated by binomials on normal form? △

Clearly M_{2,3,3,3} and M_{2,2,2,2} are not bases for the corresponding quotient rings of Example 4.1 and Example 4.2. However, this can be achieved in both cases by a generic change of variables, which also puts the generators on normal form.

Another class of complete intersections where the set M_{d1,...,dn} is a vector space basis can be found in [1]. Let ℓ_1, . . . , ℓ_n be linear forms such that x_1ℓ_1, . . . , x_nℓ_n is a complete intersection. It is proved in [1, Lemma 2.2] that M_{2,...,2} is a basis for the quotient ring. This lemma is used to prove the Eisenbud-Green-Harris conjecture [5] for regular sequences of products of linear forms. The conjecture states that if a homogeneous ideal I contains a regular sequence f_1, . . . , f_n of degrees d_1, . . . , d_n, then there is an ideal containing x^{d1}_1 , . . . , x^{dn}_n with the same Hilbert series as I.

We remark that one can not simply drop the binomial condition in Theorem 1.8, and instead only require the generators to be on normal form. Indeed, M_{d1,...,dn} fails to be a basis even when just replacing one binomial with a trinomial.

Example 4.3. The polynomials

f_1 = x^2_1 + x_1x_2 + x_1x_3, f_2 = x^2 + x_1x_2, f_3 = x^2_3 + x_1x_2

define a complete intersection, but the squarefree monomials are not a basis for C [x_1 , x_2, x_3]/(f_1, f_2, f_3) as x_1x_2x_3 = x_2f_1 − x_1f_2. However, the squarefree monomials are a basis after a change of variables, for example (x_1, x_2, x_3) → (x_1, x_2, x_1 + x_3). △

Question 4.4. Harima, Wachi, and Watanabe remarked [9, Remark 3.5] that it is plausible that every quadratic complete intersection has the squarefree monomials as a vector space basis after a suitable change of variables. In spirit of our results, we find it natural to extend this question and we ask if every complete intersection has M_{d1,...,dn} as a basis after some change of variables?

It might be tempting to believe that one can pose a more general version of Question 4.4: If A is a complete intersection, does any set of monomials of a given degree d and of cardinality dim_C A_d constitute a basis for A_d after a suitable change of variables? The following example shows that this is not the case in general.

Example 4.5. Consider the algebra A = C [x_1 , . . . , x_6]/I, where I is a quadratic complete intersection. The Hilbert series of A equals 1 + 6t + 15t^2 + 20t^3 + · · · , so if we pick 16 quadratic monomials, they will be linearly dependent. That is, we have a non-trivial equality c_1m_1 + · · · + c_{16}m_{16} = 0. When we multiply this equality with x_1, we get that the monomials x_1m_1, . . . , x_1m_{16} are linearly dependent. This means that we cannot pick any set of 20 monomials as a vector space basis for the quotient in degree three, as we cannot pick these 16 monomials to be included in such a basis. △

We would also like to point out that not every complete intersection can be realized as a binomial complete intersection, after a linear change of variables. Even though this fact seems highly intuitive, we find it informative to provide a concrete example.

Example 4.6. Let ℓ_i = a_ix + b_iy, i = 1, 2, 3, be three pairwise linearly independent linear forms in C [x, y]. Choose a 2 × 3-matrix C = (c_{ij} ) over C with rank 2 such that

f = c_{11}ℓ^d_1 + c_{12}ℓ^d_2 + c_{13}ℓ^d_3, g = c_{21}ℓ^d_1 + c_{22}ℓ^d_2 + c_{23}ℓ^d_3

is a regular sequence, for a given positive integer d. Then (f, g) is not a binomial ideal, in any choice of variables. To prove this, first note that any minimal generating set of (f, g) satisfies the above description, also after applying a linear change of variables. So, we want to check if there is a choice of coefficients such that all but two terms vanishes in both f and g on the above form. Choose two monomials m_1 and m_2 and let J_f be the ideal of C [a_1 , a_2, a_3, b_1, b_2, b_3, c_{11}, . . . , c_{23}] generated by the coefficients of the monomials not equal to m_1 or m_2 in f. Similarly we pick two monomials for g and define an ideal J_g . For f and g to be binomials λ_1m_1 + λ_2m_2 and λ_3m_3 + λ_4m_4, there should be a point in the variety V (J_f ) ∩ V (J_g ) satisfying the conditions ℓ_1, ℓ_2, ℓ_3 being pairwise linearly independent and C having rank 2. Note that increasing d gives more equations defining V (J_f ) and V (J_g ), while the number of parameters stay the same. For our purpose it turns out that d = 8 is large enough. Primary decompositions of the radical ideals √ J_f and √ J_g can be computed in Macaulay2. Going through all primary components, for all choices of monomials of degree 8 for m_1, . . . , m_4 reveals that any point in V (J_f )∩V (J_g ) gives C rank less than 2, or makes a pair of ℓ_1, ℓ_2, ℓ_3 linearly dependent. Hence f and g can not both be binomials. △

4.2 Lefschetz properties of some Gorenstein algebras with squarefree monomial basis

As we have seen, our class of binomial complete intersections generalize some of the properties of monomial complete intersections. But artinian monomial complete intersections are known to enjoy the strong Lefschetz property [12, 13], and this is a result that we have not been able to lift to binomial complete intersections on normal form.

Recall that a standard graded Artinian algebra A = A_0 ⊕ A_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ A_s has the weak Lefschetz property (WLP) if there is a linear form ℓ for which the induced multiplication maps ·ℓ : A_i → A_{i+1} all have maximal rank. Moreover, A has the strong Lefschetz property (SLP) if the maps ·ℓ^k : A_i → A_{i+k} , have maximal rank for all i and k.

A longstanding open problem in the study of the Lefschetz properties for graded artinian algebras is whether every complete intersection has the WLP, and this problem is mentioned as early as 1991 in a paper by Reid, Roberts and Roitman [10]. But up to this point not much is known. In fact, the motivation for Harima, Wachi, and Watanabe [9] to study quadratic binomial complete intersections was from the perspective of the Lefschetz properties.

When A is a Gorenstein algebra with dual generator F ∈ C [X_1 , . . . , X_n], the Lefschetz properties are determined by Hessian matrices. Let {g_1, . . . , g_r} be a basis for the graded component A_k. The k-th Hessian matrix of F , denoted Hess^k F , is the r × r matrix where the entry on position (i, j) is (g_ig_j ) ∘ F . For a linear form ℓ = c_1x_1 + · · · + c_nx_n the matrix Hess^k F , with X_i substituted by c_i for each i = 1, . . . , n, represents the multiplication map ·ℓ^{D−2k} : A_k → A_{D−k} w. r. t. a certain basis. Here D denotes the socle degree. The connection between Hessian matrices and Lefschetz properties was originally established in [14]. For further reading on this topic we also recommend [6].

Example 4.7. Let

F =b_1b_3X^3_1 X^2_3 + 2b_3X_1X_2X^3_3 + b_2b_4X^3_2 X^2_4 + b_1b_4X^2_1 X^3_4 + 2b_4X_2X_3X^3_4

+ 2b_2X_1X^3_2 X_5 + 2b_1X^3_1 X_4X_5 + 12X_1X_2X_3X_4X_5 + b_3b_5X^3_3 X^2_5

+ b_2b_5X^2_2 X^3_5 + 2b_5X_3X_4X^3_5 , and

f_1 = x^2_1 − b_1x_2x_3, f_2 = x^2 − b_2x_3x_4, f_3 = x^2_3 − b_3x_4x_5, f_4 = x^2_4 − b_4x_1x_5, f_5 = x^2_5 − b_5x_1x_2.

We have res(f_1, . . . , f_5) = (1 − b_1b_2b_3b_4b_5)^{11}, and Ann(F ) = (f_1, . . . , f_5) when b_1, . . . , b_5 are chosen so that res(f_1, . . . , f_5) ≠ 0, as explained in Theorem 2.1. By Theorem 2.3 the squarefree monomials span the algebra A = R/ Ann(F ) as a vector space, and we shall see that they are in fact a basis for any choice of b_1, . . . , b_5. First, the squarefree monomials of degree four are a basis for A_4 as x̂_1 ∘ F = X_1, x̂_2 ∘ F = X_2, x̂_3 ∘ F = X_3, x̂_4 ∘ F = X_4, x̂_5 ∘ F = X_5,

where x̂_i = x_1x_2x_3x_4x_5 12x_i , are linearly independent. Letting the squarefree monomials of degree three act on F gives constant multiples of

b_1X^2_1 + 2X_2X_3, b_2X^2_2 + 2X_3X_4, b_3X^2_3 + 2X_4X_5, b_4X^2_4 + 2X_1X_5, b_5X^2_5 + 2X_1X_2, X_1X_3, X_1X_4, X_2X_4, X_2X_5, X_3X_5, which are linearly independent. It now follows by symmetry that the Hilbert series is 1 + 5t + 10t^2 + 10t^3 + 5t^4 + t^5, for any b_1, . . . , b_5.

The first and second Hessians Hess^1 and Hess^2 w. r. t. squarefree monomial bases represent the multiplication maps ·ℓ^3 : A_1 → A_4 and ·ℓ : A_2 → A_3 for a generic linear form ℓ, independent of the value of the resultant. For both matrices, we compute the radical of the ideal in C [b_1 , . . . , b_5] generated by the coefficients of the determinant. In both cases the radical ideal is the whole ring, which means that both determinants are nonzero, independently of b_1, . . . , b_5. In other words, the Gorenstein algebra defined by F has the SLP, for any choice of b_1, . . . , b_5. △ It can also happen that the Hilbert series changes when the coefficients are chosen so that the resultant of the given binomials vanishes. Example 4.8. Let A = C [x_1 , . . . , x_5]/ Ann(F ) where F is the dual generator corresponding to

f_1 = x^2_1 − b_1x_2x_5, f_2 = x^2 − b_2x_1x_3, f_3 = x^2_3 − b_3x_2x_4, f_4 = x^2_4 − b_4x_3x_5, f_5 = x^2_5 − b_5x_1x_4 in the sense of Theorem 2.1. Here res(f_1, . . . , f_5) = (1−b_1b_2b_3b_4b_5)^5. It is proved in the same way as in Example 4.7 that dim A_1 = dim A_4 = 5. To determine the dimension of A_2 and A_3 we let the squarefree monomials of degree three act on F . The computation is done in Macaulay2, and results in the polynomials p_1 =b_1X^2_1 + 2b_3b_4X_3X_4 + 2X_2X_5, q_1 = b^2_1b_2b_5X^2_1 + 2X_3X_4 + 2b_1b_2b_5X_2X_5, p_2 =b_2X^2_2 + 2X_1X_3 + 2b_4b_5X_4X_5, q_2 = b_1b^2b_3X^2_2 + 2b_1b_2b_3X_1X_3 + 2X_4X_5, p_3 =b_3X^2_3 + 2X_2X_4 + 2b_1b_5X_1X_5, q_3 = b_2b^2_3b_4X^2_3 + 2b_2b_3b_4X_2X_4 + 2X_1X_5, p_4 =b_4X^2_4 + 2b_1b_2X_1X_2 + 2X_3X_5, q_4 = b_3b^2_4b_5X^2_4 + 2X_1X_2 + 2b_3b_4b_5X_3X_5, p_5 =b_5X^2_5 + 2b_2b_3X_2X_3 + 2X_1X_4, q_5 = b_1b_4b^2_5X^2_5 + 2X_2X_3 + 2b_1b_4b_5X_1X_4. We see that p_1, . . . , p_5 are linearly independent, and when 1 − b_1b_2b_3b_4b_5 = 0 we have p_1 − b_3b_4q_1 = 0, p_2 − b_4b_5q_2 = 0, p_3 − b_1b_5q_3 = 0, p_4 − b_1b_2q_4 = 0, and p_5 − b_2b_3q_5 = 0.

Hence the Hilbert series of A is 1+5t+5t^2+5t^3 +5t^4 +t^5 when 1−b_1b_2b_3b_4b_5 = 0. We can moreover verify that A has the SLP, for all choices of b_1, . . . , b_5. △

Question 4.9. Do all Gorenstein algebras, including non-complete intersections, defined by forms from Theorem 2.1 have the SLP?

We note that a Gorenstein algebra having a squarefree monomial basis does not imply the WLP.

Example 4.10. Let F = X_1X^3_3 X_4 + X_2X_3X^3_4 + X^2_2 X^3_5 define a Gorenstein algebra A. The Hilbert series of A is 1 + 5t + 10t^2 + 10t^3 + 5t^4 + t^5, but A is not a complete intersection. The second Hessian Hess^2 of F does not have full rank, and therefore A fails the WLP. The set of squarefree monomials is not a basis for A, as for example (x_1x_2x_3x_4x_5) ∘ F = 0. However, the squarefree monomials becomes a basis after applying a linear change of variables to A. This can be checked in Macaulay2 for example by taking five random linear forms with rational coefficients as new variables. This example is also discussed in [8, Example 3.9]. △

Acknowledgement

We thank Aldo Conca and Junzo Watanabe for comments on a draft of this paper and Thomas Kahle for discussions on the terminology of our objects of study. We also thank the anonymous referee for helpful suggestions. The second author was partly supported by the grant VR2022-04009. The third author was supported by the grant KAW-2019.0512.

References

[1] Abed Abedelfatah. On the Eisenbud-Green-Harris conjecture. Proceedings of the AMS, 143(1):105 – 115, 2014.

[2] Eduardo Cattani and Alicia Dickenstein. Counting solutions to binomial complete intersections. Journal of Complexity, 23(1):82–107, 2007.

[3] D.A. Cox, J. Little, and D. O’Shea. Using Algebraic Geometry. Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer New York, 2006.

[4] Alicia Dickenstein and Ioannis Z. Emiris. Solving Polynomial Equations, volume 14 of Algorithms and Computation in Mathematics. Springer Berlin, Heidelberg, 2005.

[5] David Eisenbud, Mark Green, and Joe Harris. Higher Castelnuovo theory.

In Journées de géométrie algébrique d’Orsay - Juillet 1992, number 218 in Astérisque. Société mathématique de France, 1993.

[6] Rodrigo Gondim and Giuseppe Zappalà. On mixed Hessians and the Lefschetz properties. Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, 223(10):4268–4282, 2019.

[7] Daniel R. Grayson and Michael E. Stillman. Macaulay2, a software system for research in algebraic geometry. Available at

math.uiuc.edu/Macaulay2.

[8] Tadahito Harima, Akihito Wachi, and Junzo Watanabe. A Characterization of the Macaulay dual generators for quadratic complete intersections. Illinois Journal of Mathematics, 61(3-4):371–383, 2017.

[9] Tadahito Harima, Akihito Wachi, and Junzo Watanabe. The resultants of quadratic binomial complete intersections. Journal of Commutative Algebra, 12(2):217–235, 2020.

[10] Les Reid, Leslie G. Roberts, and Moshe Roitman. On complete intersections and their Hilbert functions. Canad. Math. Bull, 34(4):525–535, 1991.

[11] Giovanni Staglianò. A package for computations with classical resultants.

The Journal of Software for Algebra and Geometry, 8, 2018.

[12] Richard P. Stanley. Weyl groups, the hard Lefschetz theorem, and the Sperner property. SIAM J. Algebraic Discrete Methods, 1(2):168–184, 1980.

[13] Junzo Watanabe. The Dilworth number of Artinian rings and finite posets with rank function. In Commutative algebra and combinatorics, volume 11 of Advanced Studies in Pure Math. Kinokuniya Co. North Holland, Amsterdam, 1987.

[14] Junzo Watanabe. A remark on the Hessians of homogeneous polynomials.

In The Curves Seminar at Queen’s Volume XIII, volume 119 of Queen’s Papers in Pure and Appl. Math., pages 171–178, 2000.