arXiv:2309.02644v1 [math.AC] 6 Sep 2023

THE SCARF COMPLEX AND BETTI NUMBERS OF POWERS OF EXTREMAL IDEALS

SABINE EL KHOURY, SARA FARIDI, LIANA M. ŞEGA, AND SANDRA SPIROFF

ABSTRACT. This paper is concerned with finding bounds on betti numbers and describing combinatorially and topologically (minimal) free resolutions of powers of ideals generated by a fixed number q of squarefree monomials. Among such ideals, we focus on a specific ideal E_q , which we call extremal, and which has the property that for each r ≥ 1 the betti numbers of E_q^r are an upper bound for the betti numbers of I^r for any ideal I generated by q square-free monomials (in any number of variables). We study the Scarf complex of the ideals E_q^r and use this simplicial complex to extract information on minimal free resolutions. In particular, we show that E_q^r has a minimal free resolution supported on its Scarf complex when q ≤ 4 or when r ≤ 2, and we describe explicitly this complex. For any q and r, we also show that β_1(E_q^r ) is the smallest possible, or in other words equal to the number of edges in the Scarf complex. These results lead to effective bounds on the betti numbers of I^r, with I as above. For example, we obtain that pd(I^r ) ≤ 5 for all ideals I generated by 4 square-free monomials and any r ≥ 1.

1. Introduction

Understanding and bounding free resolutions of ideals is a central problem in commutative algebra, and one that has led to the creation of a broad set of tools, many in combinatorics, to better understand them. Powers of a fixed ideal and their resolutions, though indispensable in many areas of commutative algebra and algebraic geometry, are much less understood.

Extremal ideals, introduced in [4], were designed so that their powers would have the largest minimal free resolutions among powers of all square-free monomial ideals. As a result, many of the homological invariants of their powers provide effective bounds for the same invariants of powers of any square-free monomial ideal.

More precisely, an extremal ideal E_q has q square-free monomial generators, and if I is any ideal in a polynomial ring, minimally generated by q square-free monomials, then we proved, with our coauthors in [4, Theorem 7.9], that β_i(I^r) ≤ β_i(E_q^r) for all r ≥ 1. (1.0.1) Thus, the problem of finding an effective upper bound for the betti numbers of I^r can be reduced to finding the betti numbers of the ideals E_q^r. However, despite the combinatorial construction of extremal ideals, understanding the structure of the minimal free resolution of their powers has proved to be a challenging problem. This paper takes the first steps in this direction.

To provide some context to our work, we give a summary of some of the known bounds. The largest minimal free resolution for a monomial ideal I is the Taylor resolution [13], which is built on the chain complex of a simplex. Based on the generators of the ideal, one can build a subcomplex of the Taylor complex called the Scarf complex [1], whose chain complex is included in the minimal free resolution of I. In other words,

Scarf (chain) complex of I ⊆ Minimal free resolution of I ⊆ Taylor (chain) complex of I. (1.0.2)

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 13D02; 13F55.

Key words and phrases. powers of ideals; extremal ideals; Scarf complexes; discrete Morse theory; free resolutions; simplicial complex; betti numbers; monomial ideals. 1

Note that these bounds are sharp: there are monomial ideals whose minimal free resolutions are Scarf or Taylor. The Taylor resolution, whose size only depends on the number of generators q, therefore provides effective binomial upper bounds for betti numbers of monomial ideals. If I is generated by q monomials, this bound is β_i(I) ≤ ( q i + 1 ) for all i with 0 ≤ i ≤ q − 1.

But once powers are taken, the Taylor resolution is never minimal when q > 1, and as the powers grow, the binomial bound becomes unreasonably large. This is where extremal ideals come in: for integers r > 1 (1.0.2) can be refined (and abbreviated) as

Scarf(I^r) ⊆

Minimal free resolution of I^r ⊆

Minimal free resolution of E_q^r ⊆ Taylor(E^q r) (1.0.3)

where the last inclusion is strict when r, q > 1, and the middle inclusion should be understood in a sense made more precise in Theorem 3.8, where we also show that if a simplicial chain complex gives a resolution of E_q^r, then it also gives a resolution of I^r.

The statement in (1.0.3) leads to the following questions. Is there a combinatorial description of the minimal free resolution of E_q^r? Can it be described as the chain complex of a simplicial complex?

Most importantly, computational evidence points to the following questions. Do the ideals E_q^r have Scarf resolutions (i.e. the smallest possible)?

Does the Scarf complex of E_q^r have a nice combinatorial description?

This first of these two questions is the premise of the current paper, and we provide evidence towards an affirmative answer. Our focus is finding faces of the Scarf complex of E_q^r, which we denote by S^r_q. If E_q^r is indeed Scarf, the complex S^r_q can be considered as the natural r-th power of the Taylor complex on q generators.

The ideal E_q itself (the case r = 1) is essentially a nearly Scarf ideal (see [12]) corresponding to a q-simplex, and hence has a Scarf resolution. In fact, for E_q the Scarf and Taylor resolutions coincide.

In this paper we prove that the ideal E_q^2 is also Scarf for any q, as are E_q^r for any q ≤ 4 and r ≥ 1 (Corollary 5.10, Theorem 6.10). We give precise combinatorial formulas for the betti numbers of E_q^r in these cases (Theorem 8.4, Theorem 8.5). Most of the input for the work in the case r = 2 comes from [6, 4], while the case q ≤ 4 brings new techniques.

We also prove that the first betti numbers of E_q^r are always Scarf for any r, q ≥ 1: in Theorem 7.2 we prove that β_1(E_q^r) is equal to the number of 1-dimensional faces of S^r_q. When r = 3, we provide in Theorem 8.2 a combinatorial count of such faces, and thus a formula for β_1(E_q^3) for any q.

Most of this paper is written with a view towards understanding the Scarf complex S^r_q. We give a characterization of the faces of S^r_q in terms of polyhedral geometry, and we identify a large number of facets of S^r_q via a subcomplex U^r_q which we introduce in Definition 5.4. The cases mentioned above where E_q^r is a Scarf ideal coincide with situations when S^r_q = U^r_q . While in general we know that S^r_q has more faces than those in U^r_q , the simplicial complex U^r_q allows us to characterize a large number of multigraded betti numbers of E_q^r and provide general lower bounds for the total betti numbers of E_q^r (Corollary 5.11 and Theorem 5.9).

As a step towards showing that S^r_q supports a resolution of E_q^r - in the sense that its simplicial chain complex can be homogenized into a free resolution of E_q^r - in Theorem 5.12 we use discrete Morse theory to show that for each facet U of S^r_q which comes from U^r_q , one can construct a CW complex supporting a resolution of E_q^r by eliminating all faces containing U.

In view of (1.0.1), the computations of the betti numbers described above also provide effective bounds for the betti numbers of I^r, where I is any ideal generated by q square-free monomials. While these bounds are too lengthy to be displayed here, we mention two bounds on projective dimension that come from Theorem 8.4: If I is any monomial ideal generated by q square-free monomials, then for any r ≥ 1, pd(I^r) ≤ 3 when q = 3 and pd(I^r) ≤ 5 when q = 4.

Extremal ideals were introduced during our collaborative work [4] with Susan Cooper, Susan Morey, and Sarah Mayes-Tang. The BIRS2023 “Powers of a Simplex” [3] working group have since started working on developing a proper definition of S^r_q using the tools of discrete geometry and discrete topology.

2. Basic Definitions

In this section, basic definitions and background are provided. Throughout the section, let k be a field, let S be the polynomial ring k[x_1, . . . , x_n], and let I = (m_1, . . . , m_q) be an ideal minimally generated by q square-free monomials in S.

2.1. Simplicial complexes and resolutions. Given a vertex set V , a simplicial complex Δ on a vertex set V is a set of subsets of V satisfying the following property: if σ ∈ Δ and τ ⊆ σ, then τ ∈ Δ. An element σ of Δ is called a face, and a maximal face of Δ (under inclusion) is called a facet. Since a simplicial complex Δ can be uniquely determined by its facets σ_1, . . . , σ_q , one writes Δ = ⟨σ_1, . . . , σ_q ⟩. The dimension of a face σ is defined as dim(σ) = |σ| − 1, where the vertical bars denote cardinality. If a simplicial complex has only one facet, then it is called a simplex. In particular, the Taylor complex Taylor(I) of I is a simplex on q vertices, each of which is labeled by a monomial generator of I, and each face is labeled with the lcm of the monomial labels of its generators.

More generally, let Δ be a simplicial complex on q vertices v_1, . . . , v_q , and label each vertex v_i with the monomial m_i, corresponding to the minimal generators of the ideal I. Label each face of Δ with the least common multiple of the labels of its vertices. More precisely, if σ ∈ Δ, then the monomial label of σ is m_σ = lcm(m_i : i ∈ σ).

An exact sequence F_• of free S-modules is a graded free resolution of I if it has the form: 0 → F_d^{∂d}−→ · · · → F_i^{∂i}−→ F_{i−1} → · · · → F_1^{∂1}−→ F_0 (2.0.1) where I ∼= F_0/im(∂_1), and each map ∂_i is graded, in the sense that it preserves the degrees of homogeneous elements. The free resolution in (2.0.1) is called minimal if ∂_i(F_i) ⊆ (x_1, . . . , x_n)F_{i−1} for every i > 0. To further refine the grading on F_i, each free module can be written as direct sum of one dimensional free S-modules of the form S(m), indexed by the monomials m. Denote by LCM(I) the poset consisting of the lcm’s of the generating set of I ordered by divisibility; i.e., the lcm-lattice of I. Thus, when (2.0.1) is minimal, one has F_i ∼= ⨁ m∈LCM(I) S(m)^{βi,m} where the β_{i,m} are the multigraded betti numbers of I, which are invariants of I. The projective dimension, denoted by pd_R(I), is the length of a minimal free resolution of I, which is d in the case of F_• in (2.0.1), with F_d ≠ 0.

Given a simplicial complex Δ with q vertices labelled with the monomial generators of I, the simplicial chain complex of Δ can be “homogenized” using the monomial labels on the faces to give a graded complex of free S-modules. For details on the homogenization construction, see [12]. Let F^Δ_• denote the homogenized complex obtained from Δ. If F^Δ_• is a free resolution of I, Δ is said to support a free resolution of I and the resulting free resolution is called a simplicial resolution of I.

The Scarf complex of I, denoted by Scarf(I), is a subcomplex of Taylor(I) obtained by removing all faces of Taylor(I) that share a monomial label with another face. The relevance of Scarf complexes comes from the fact that a minimal free resolution of I contains an isomorphic copy of F^{Scarf(I)}_• and, in particular, for any face σ ∈ Scarf(I) the minimal free resolution of I has a unique generator with multidegree equal to that of the monomial label of σ. An ideal I is said to be a Scarf ideal if Scarf(I) supports a free resolution of I (which is necessarily minimal).

The next lemma will be useful in our arguments involving Scarf complexes.

Lemma 2.1. Let I be a monomial ideal with Taylor complex T and Scarf complex S, and let σ ∈ T. Then σ ∈ S if and only if both of the following statements hold:

(1) m_σ ≠ m_{σ∖{v}} for all vertices v ∈ σ; (2) m_{σ∪{v}} ≠ m_σ for all vertices v ∈ T ∖ σ.

In particular, if σ is an edge (that is, dim(σ) = 1), then σ ∈ S if and only if (2) holds.

Proof. If σ ∈ S, then (1) and (2) clearly hold. Assume now that σ /∈ S. We show that (1) or (2) fails to hold. Since σ /∈ S, there exists a face τ ∈ T, such that τ ≠ σ and m_σ = m_τ .

If τ ⊊ σ, then there exists v ∈ σ ∖ τ. So

τ ⊆ σ ∖ {v} ⊂ σ and m_τ = m_σ =⇒ m_τ = m_{σ∖{v}} = m_σ.

If τ ⊈ σ, then there exists v ∈ τ with v /∈ σ. The fact that m_σ = m_τ now guarantees that m_{σ∪{v}} = m_σ. Thus (1) or (2) do not hold. Lastly, when dim(σ) = 1, σ = {m_1, m_2} where m_1 and m_2 are minimal monomial generators of I, and so m_σ ≠ m_1 and m_σ ≠ m_2. Thus (1) holds trivially, and one only needs to check (2) to establish σ ∈ S. □

The next criterion can be used to prove that the Scarf complex supports a minimal free resolution.

Lemma 2.2. [1, Lemma 3.1] If I is a monomial ideal for which the nonzero betti numbers are concentrated in the multidegrees of the monomial labels of Scarf(I), then Scarf(I) supports a minimal free resolution of I.

A main technique in this paper relies on an algebraic version of discrete Morse theory, as developed by E. Batzies and V. Welker[2], described below.

2.2. CW complexes and Morse matchings. In general terms, a CW complex is a topological space that can be built inductively by a process of attaching n-disks along their boundary. The interiors of the n-disks are the n-cells of the CW complex, which can be viewed as a disjoint union of cells. We refer the reader to [11] for a precise definition. As described there, one can define a notion of free resolution supported on a CW complex, generalizing the concepts discussed above. We present below the basic notions and results that will allow us to use discrete Morse theory to construct free resolutions.

Let V denote a finite set. We let 2^V denote the set of subsets of V . Let Y be a subset of 2^V . Then G_Y denotes the directed graph whose vertex set is Y , and whose set of directed edges is E(G_Y ) = {σ → σ ∖ {v}: v ∈ σ, σ ∈ Y, σ ∖ {v} ∈ Y }. Suppose A is a matching on G_Y , that is, a set of pairwise disjoint edges of G_Y , and let G^A_Y be a directed graph with the same vertex set as G_Y , and with edges in A reversed, that is

E(G^A_Y ) = ( E(G_Y ) ∖ A ) ∪ {σ ∖ {v} → σ : σ → σ ∖ {v} ∈ A}. The matching A is acyclic if the graph G^A_Y contains no directed cycle.

A vertex of G_Y that is not in A is called an A-critical vertex of G_Y , or an A-critical cell of Y .

Lemma 2.3. [5, Lemma 3.2(1)] Let Y, Y^′ be subsets of 2^V such that Y ⊆ Y^′. If A ⊆ E_Y , then A is an acyclic matching of G_Y ′ if and only if A is an acyclic matching of G_Y .

Lemma 2.4 (Cluster Lemma [9, Lemma 4.2]). Let V ⊆ 2^V , Q a poset and {Y_q }_{q∈Q} a partition of Y such that If σ ∈ Y_q and σ^′ ∈ Y_q′ satisfy σ^′ ⊆ σ, then q^′ ≤ q.

Let A_q be an acyclic matching on G_{Yq} for each q. Then A = ⋃ q∈Q A_q is an acyclic matching on G_Y .

Lemma 2.5. [5, Lemma 3.3] Let Y ⊆ 2^V and let v ∈ V . Then A^v_Y = { σ → σ^′ ∈ E_Y : v ∈ σ and σ^′ = σ ∖ {v} } is an acyclic matching on G_Y .

Assume now that Y is a subset of Taylor(I). If A is a matching on G_Y , we say that A is homogeneous if m_σ = m_σ′ for all σ → σ^′ ∈ A.

Batzies and Welker used homogeneous acyclic matchings to build cellular resolutions of monomial ideals.

Theorem 2.6 ([2]). Let I be a monomial ideal and A be a homogeneous acyclic matching on G_{Taylor(I)}. Then there is a CW complex X_A supporting a free resolution of I, where for each i ≥ 0, the i-cells of X_A are in one-to-one correspondence with the i-dimensional A-critical cells of Taylor(I).

The one-to-one correspondence in Theorem 2.6 preserves monomial labels. More precisely, if σ is an A-critical face of Taylor(I), and σ_A is the unique cell of X_A corresponding to σ, then m_σ = m_{σA} .

Moreover by ([2, Proposition 7.3]), for A-critical i and (i − 1)-faces σ and σ^′ of Taylor(I), the cell σ^′_A is a subcell of σ_A (or in other words σ^′_A ≤ σ_A ) if and only if there is a directed path as in (2.6.1) in G^A_{Taylor(I)} starting from σ = σ_0 and ending at σ^′ = σ_t ∖ {v_t}.

σ_0 σ_1 . . . σ_{t−1} σ_t ↘ ↗ ↘ ↗ ↘ σ_0 ∖ {v_0} σ_{t−1} ∖ {v_{t−1}} σ_t ∖ {v_t} (2.6.1) From the construction of this path it follows that all faces σ_i and σ_i ∖ {v_i} in (2.6.1), except for the start face σ and the end face σ^′, must be in the matching A ([5, Discussion 6.3]).

Remark 2.7. With assumptions as in Theorem 2.6, if the set of A-critical cells of Taylor(I) is equal to Scarf(I), it follows from Lemma 2.2 that Scarf(I) supports a minimal free resolution of I.

3. The extremal ideals E_q

In this section, we recall the definition introduced in [4] of a class of ideals E_q, minimally generated by q square-free monomials, for which the powers E_q^r have maximal betti numbers among the ideals I^r where I is minimally generated by q square-free monomials. We then recall and expand some of the relevant results in [4].

Definition 3.1 (Extremal ideals Definition 7.1 [4]). Let q be a positive integer. For every set A with ∅ ≠ A ⊆ [q], introduce a variable x_A, and then set S_E to be the polynomial ring over a field k shown below: S_E = k [ x_A : ∅ ≠ A ⊆ [q] ] . For each i ∈ [q], define a square-free monomial ϵ_i in S_E as

ϵ_i = ∏ A⊆[q] i∈A x_A.

The square-free monomial ideal E_q = (ϵ_1, . . . , ϵ_q) is called a q-extremal ideal.

As demonstrated in the example below, when it is unlikely to lead to confusion, we will simplify the notation by writing x_1 for x_{{1}}, x_{12} for x_{{1,2}}, etc., and refer to a q-extremal ideal simply as an extremal ideal.

Example 3.2. When q = 4, the ideal E_4 is generated by the monomials

ϵ_1 = x_1x_{12}x_{13}x_{14}x_{123}x_{124}x_{134}x_{1234}, ϵ_2 = x_2x_{12}x_{23}x_{24}x_{123}x_{124}x_{234}x_{1234}, ϵ_3 = x_3x_{13}x_{23}x_{34}x_{123}x_{134}x_{234}x_{1234}, ϵ_4 = x_4x_{14}x_{24}x_{34}x_{124}x_{134}x_{234}x_{1234}

in the ring k[x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4, x_{12}, x_{13}, x_{14}, x_{23}, x_{24}, x_{34}, x_{123}, x_{124}, x_{134}, x_{234}, x_{1234}].

In general, the ring S_E has 2^q − 1 variables, corresponding to the power set of [q] (excepting ∅), and each ϵ_i is the product of 2^{q−1} variables; in particular, those corresponding to the subsets of [q] that contain i.

Using the terminology of [12], one can easily verify that E_q is precisely the nearly Scarf ideal of a qsimplex, by corresponding the variable x_{[q]∖B} to a face B of the simplex, and therefore E_q has the Taylor resolution as its minimal free resolution. The Taylor resolution is an upper bound for the minimal free resolution of any monomial ideal. It turns out, as stated in Theorem 3.8 below, that all powers of E_q also have a similar property. The rest of this section is dedicated to explaining that simplicial resolutions of powers of extremal ideals bound minimal free resolutions of powers of all square-free monomial ideals, and to discussing first steps (as initiated in [4]) towards finding such resolutions.

We recall below some of the results of [4], starting with necessary notation.

Notation 3.3. For a field k, let S = k[x_1, . . . , x_n] and I be an ideal of S minimally generated by square-free monomials m_1, . . . , m_q. Let

r, q ∈ N and a = (a_1, . . . , a_q), b = (b_1, . . . , b_q) ∈ N^q .

Define • [q] = {1, 2, . . . , q} • |a| = a_1 + · · · + a_q

• ϵ^a = ϵ_1^{a1} · · · ϵ_q^{aq} and m^a = m_1^{a1} · · · m_q^{aq}

• Supp(a) = {j | a_j ≠ 0}

• N^r_q = {c ∈ N^q : |c| = r}

• ϵ-gcd(ϵ^a, ϵ^b) = ϵ^{min(a1 ,b1)} 1 · · · ϵ^{min(aq ,bq )} q • T^r_q = Taylor(E_q^r)

• S^r_q = Scarf(E_q^r).

The following statement, which follows directly from [4, Equation (7.3.1)], allows us to use a ∈ N^r_q and ϵ^a interchangeably to identify a vertex of T^r_q .

Proposition 3.4 (The vertices of the Taylor complex T^r_q). If a, b ∈ N^r_q , then ϵ^a = ϵ^b if and only if a = b. In particular, the vertices of T^r_q are labeled with distinct monomials ϵ^a with a ∈ N^r_q .

The comparison of a free resolution of I^r, when I is generated by square-free monomials m_1, . . . , m_q in S, to a free resolution of E_q^r in S_E is done using the ring homomorphism ψ_I presented below.

Definition 3.5 (The ring homomorphism ψ_I , [4, Definition 7.5]). Let I be an ideal of the polynomial ring S = k[x_1, . . . , x_n] minimally generated by square-free monomials m_1, . . . , m_q . For each k ∈ [n] set A_k = {j ∈ [q]: x_k | m_j } and define ψ_I to be the ring homomorphism

ψ_I : S_E → S where ψ_I (x_A) = ∏ k∈[n] A=A_k x_k if A = A_k for some k ∈ [n],

1 otherwise.

Lemma 3.6 ([4, Lemma 7.7]). Let I be an ideal of the polynomial ring S = k[x_1, . . . , x_n], minimally generated by square-free monomials m_1, . . . , m_q. Then

(i) ψ_I (ϵ^a) = m^a for each a ∈ N^r_q ; (ii) ψ_I (E_q^r)S = I^r for every r ≥ 1;

(iii) ψ_I preserves least common multiples, that is:

ψ_I (lcm(ϵ^{a1} , . . . , ϵ^{at} )) = lcm(m^{a1} , . . . , m^{at} ) for all a_1, . . . , a_t ∈ N^r_q , t ≥ 1.

An immediate consequence of Lemma 3.6 is the following statement, that shows the Scarf complex of E_q^r contains the Scarf complex of any I^r where I is minimally generated by q square-free monomials, using the ψ function. For this statement to make sense we consider both Scarf complexes as labeled by vectors a ∈ N^r_q , rather than the corresponding monomials m^a or ϵ^a.

Proposition 3.7 (Scarf(I^r) ⊆ Scarf(E_q^r)). Let r, q ≥ 1 and let I be an ideal minimally generated by q square-free monomials m_1, . . . , m_q. Then Scarf(I^r) ⊆ S^r_q.

Proof. Let σ = {a_1, . . . , a_t} ∈ Scarf(I^r). If for some b_1, . . . , b_s ∈ N^r_q , lcm(ϵ^{b1} , . . . , ϵ^{bs} ) = lcm(ϵ^{a1} , . . . , ϵ^{at} ) then by Lemma 3.6 lcm(m^{b1} , . . . , m^{bs} ) = lcm(m^{a1} , . . . , m^{at} ) which implies that s = t and {b_1, . . . , b_s} = {a_1, . . . , a_t}.

Hence {a_1, . . . , a_t} ∈ S^r_q = Scarf(E_q^r). □

Now consider a simplicial complex Δ supporting a free resolution of E_q^r. Since Δ is a subcomplex of T^r_q, the vertices of Δ are identified by the elements a ∈ N^r_q , where each vertex a has monomial label ϵ^a (Proposition 3.4).

We let ψ_I (Δ) be the simplicial complex Δ, with each vertex a relabeled by the monomial m^a. While ψ_I (Δ) may have multiple vertices sharing the same label, we will see below that its homogenized chain complex supports a free resolution of I^r. In particular, (the simplicial chain complex of) Δ is an upper bound for the minimal free resolution of I^r for any I generated by q square-free monomials.

To make this point in a precise manner, we need to introduce a (non-standard) grading on S_E , which we call the ψ_I -grading. Under the standard grading the ring S is Z^n-graded, and the ring S_E is Z^{2q−1}- graded. The the ψ_I -grading adjusts the standard grading on S_E to make ψ_I into a homogeneous map. In other words, assuming the standard grading on S (where the degree of each variable is 1), the multidegree of the variable x_A is the same as the multidegree of ψ_I (x_A), and thus the multidegree of ϵ^a becomes the same as the the multidegree of m^a for a ∈ N^r_q . To distinguish between the standard and nonstandard gradings, we let ~S_E denote the ring S_E with the ψ_I -grading.

Using the one-to-one correspondence between Z^n and the set of monomials M(S) in the polynomial ring S, we can use the elements of M(S) to index the Z^n-grading on S, and similarly for M(S_E ). Therefore, as graded objects, the decompositions of S_E and ~S_E are

S_E = ⨁ m∈M(S_E ) km and ~S_E = ⨁ m^′∈M(S) ( ⨁ m ∈ M(SE ) ψI (m) = m′ km ) .

If W = ⊕_{m∈M(SE )}W_m is a Z^{2q−1}-graded S_E -module, we denote by ~W the Z^n-graded ~S_E -module ~W = ⨁ m^′∈M(S) ( ⨁ m ∈ M(SE ) ψI (m) = m′

W_m ) .

A homomorphism φ: V → W of graded S_E -modules then naturally induces a homomorphism ~φ : ~V → ~W of graded ~S_E -modules.

To summarize, we have described an exact functor from the category of Z^{2q−1}-graded S_E -modules to the category of Z^n-graded ~S_E -modules. In particular, if F_• denotes a graded free resolution of W over S_E , then ~F_• denotes the corresponding graded free resolution of ~W over ~S_E .

The ψ_I -grading allows us to extend the proof of [4, Theorem 7.9] to Theorem 3.8 and give bounds on multigraded betti numbers of powers of square-free monomial ideals.

Theorem 3.8 (Extremal ideals bound betti numbers). Let q and r be positive integers, and let I be an ideal of the polynomial ring S = k[x_1, . . . , x_n] minimally generated by q square-free monomials.

(1) If F_• is a multigraded free resolution of E_q^r over S_E , then ~F_• ⊗_{~SE} S is a multigraded free resolution of I^r over S, where, in the tensor product, S is regarded as a graded ~S_E -module via the homogeneous homomorphism ψ_I .

(2) If a simplicial complex Δ supports a free resolution of E_q^r, then ψ_I (Δ) supports a free resolution of I^r.

(3) If m ∈ LCM(I^r), then

β_{i,m}(I^r) ≤ ∑ ϵ ∈ LCM(Eq r ) ψI (ϵ) = m β_{i,ϵ}(E_q^r).

(4) ([4, Theorem 7.9]) If i ≥ 0 then

β_i(I^r) ≤ β_i(E_q^r).

Proof. As in [4, Lemma 7.8], with the added improvement of working in the appropriate Z^n-graded setting given by the ψ_I -grading, we have

~S_E / ~E_q^r ⊗_{~SE} S ∼= S/I^r and Tor^{~S}E_i (~S_E / ~E_q^r, S) = 0 for all i > 0. (3.8.1)

Then (1) follows from here, by computing the Tor modules using ~F_•.

(2) Let F^Δ_• , respectively F^{ψI (Δ)}_• , denote the homogenization of the chain complex of Δ, respectively ψ_I (Δ). Then Lemma 3.6 shows that ~F^Δ_• ⊗_{~SE} S ∼= F^{ψI (Δ)}_• . Then (1) implies that F^{ψI (Δ)}_• is a free resolution of I^r.

Parts (3) and (4) follow directly from (1), by using the free resolution ~F_• ⊗_{~SE} S of I^r to give upper bounds on the betti numbers of I^r. Note that the summation on the right-hand side of the inequality in (3) is equal to β_{i,m}( ~E_q^r). □

Theorem 3.8 and Proposition 3.7 provide motivation to focus our attention on finding simplicial complexes that support resolutions of E_q^r. All evidence points to E_q^r being a Scarf ideal for all q and r, ϵ_1ϵ_2 ϵ_1ϵ_3ϵ_2ϵ_3 ϵ^2_1 ϵ^2 ϵ^2_3

FIGURE 1. L^2_3

which means that we expect S^r_q to support a minimal free resolution of E_q^r. For this reason, significant effort will be spent in later sections on describing the faces of S^r_q.

In [4], the authors described a simplicial complex L^r_q which supports a free resolution of I^r for any ideal I generated by q square-free monomials in a polynomial ring. In particular, L^r_q supports a free resolution of E_q^r, and therefore we have the following inclusions of labelled simplicial complexes (see, for example, [10]).

S^r_q ⊆ L^r_q ⊆ T^r_q. (3.8.2) The complex L^r_q is significantly smaller than T^r_q, and supports a minimal resolution when r = 2.

Definition 3.9 (L^2_q [6, 4]). L^2_q is the subcomplex of T^2_q with facets

{ϵ_iϵ_j : i ≠ j, i, j ∈ [q]} and {ϵ_iϵ_j : j ∈ [q]} for each i ∈ [q] when q > 2, and facets {ϵ_iϵ_j : j ∈ [q]} for each i ∈ [q] when q ≤ 2.

Example 3.10 (L^2_3 vs T^2_3). The complex L^2_3 corresponding to q = 3, r = 2, and shown in Figure 1 supports a minimal free resolution of E^2_3 = (ϵ_1, ϵ_2, ϵ_3)^2, where ϵ_i = x_ix_{ij} x_{ik} x_{ijk} , for i, j, k with {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3}. In contrast, the 5-simplex T^2_3 is a five-dimensional polytope with six vertices, fifteen edges, and twenty triangles.

Proposition 3.11 ([4]). T^1_q = Taylor(E_q ) supports a minimal free resolution of E_q and L^2_q supports a minimal free resolution of E_q^2.

However, as r and q grow, the free resolution supported on L^r_q , while still much smaller than the Taylor resolution, veers farther away from a minimal resolution.

4. Faces of the Scarf complex S^r_q

The focus of this paper is understanding the Scarf complex S^r_q of E_q^r. The first step, as taken in this section, is to understand the monomial labels of the Taylor complex, and describe the faces of the Scarf complex. We will be using notation from Notation 3.3.

Lemma 4.1 (Divisibility conditions I). Let d, q, r ≥ 1 and a_k = (a_{k1}, . . . , a_{kq} ), b = (b_1, . . . , b_q ) ∈ N^r_q , for 0 ≤ k ≤ d. Then lcm(ϵ^{a1} , ϵ^{a2} , . . . , ϵ^{ad} ) = ∏ ∅≠A⊆[q] (x_A)^{max}( ∑ i∈A a_{1i} , ∑ i∈A a_{2i},..., ∑ i∈A a_{di}) (4.1.1)

and ϵ^b | lcm(ϵ^{a1} , ϵ^{a2} , . . . , ϵ^{ad} ) ⇐⇒ ∑ i∈A b_i ≤ max ( ∑ i∈A a_{1i}, . . . , ∑ i∈A a_{di} ) for all ∅ ≠ A ⊆ [q].

(4.1.2)

In particular, if ϵ^b | lcm(ϵ^{a1} , ϵ^{a2} , . . . , ϵ^{ad} ), then min(a_{1j} , a_{2j} , . . . , a_{dj} ) ≤ b_j ≤ max(a_{1j} , a_{2j} , . . . , a_{dj} ) for all j ∈ [q]. (4.1.3) Proof. Formula (4.1.1) follows directly from the definition of the monomials ϵ_i, and (4.1.2) is an immediate consequence of (4.1.1).

We now prove (4.1.3), assuming that ϵ^b | lcm(ϵ^{a1} , ϵ^{a2} , . . . , ϵ^{ad} ). Let j ∈ [q]. Note that the inequality on the right in (4.1.3) follows by using (4.1.2) with A = {j}. The inequality on the left follows by using (4.1.2) with A = [q] ∖ {j}, and noting that b_j = r − ∑ i∈[q]∖{j} b_i and a_{kj} = r − ∑ i∈[q]∖{j} a_{ki} . □ As a result, we can characterize all the faces of S^r_q.

Proposition 4.2 (The faces of S^r_q). Let d, q, r ≥ 1 and σ = {ϵ^{a1} , ϵ^{a2} , . . . , ϵ^{ad} } be an d-dimensional face of T^r_q . Let P_σ denote the polyhedron consisting of all (b_1, . . . , b_q) ∈ R^q such that {∑_q i=1 b_i = r ∑ i∈A b_i ≤ max( ∑ i∈A a_{1i}, ∑ i∈A a_{2i}, . . . , ∑ i∈A a_{di}) for all A ⊆ [q].

Then σ ∈ S^r_q if and only if P_σ′ ∩ N^q = {a_j : ϵ^{aj} ∈ σ^′} for all σ^′ ⊆ σ. Proof. Use Equation (4.1.2) to write P_σ′ ∩ N^q = {b ∈ N^r_q : ϵ^b | m_σ′ } . Thus the condition that P_σ′ ∩ N^q = {a_j : ϵ^{aj} ∈ σ^′} for all σ^′ ⊆ σ is equivalent to: If σ^′ ⊆ σ and ϵ^b | m_σ′ for some b ∈ N^r_q , then ϵ^b ∈ σ^′. (4.2.1) Since ϵ^b | m_σ′ if and only if m_σ′ = m_σ′_{∪{ϵ}b_}, we then use Lemma 2.1 to see that (4.2.1) is equivalent to σ ∈ S^r_q. □ Next we show that S^r_q inherits the faces of S^{r′}_q for r^′ < r. For r^′ ∈ [r] and a ∈ N^{r′}_q and σ ∈ T^{r−r′}_q we define ϵ^aσ = {ϵ^a · v : v ∈ σ} ∈ T^r_q. (4.2.2) If Y is a subcomplex of T^r_q, then ϵ^aY denotes the subcomplex of T^r_q with faces ϵ^aσ, where σ ∈ Y . Proposition 4.3 (Scarf faces). Let q ≥ 1, 1 ≤ r^′ < r, and a ∈ N^{r′}_q . Then σ ∈ S^{r−r′}_q ⇐⇒ ϵ^aσ ∈ S^r_q. In particular ϵ^aS^{r−r′}_q ⊆ S^r_q.

Proof. We will prove the statement in the case when ϵ^a = ϵ_i for some i. The general statement will then follow by induction.

Without loss of generality, assume i = 1. Let σ = {ϵ^{a1} , . . . , ϵ^{at} }, where each a_i ∈ N^{r−1}_q . Then ϵ_1σ = {ϵ_1ϵ^{a1} , . . . , ϵ_1ϵ^{at} } and m_{ϵ1σ} = ϵ_1m_σ.

Assume that σ ∈ S^{r−1}_q . Let b_1, . . . , b_h ∈ N^r_q and ρ = {ϵ^{b1} , . . . , ϵ^{bh} } ∈ T^r_q such that m_ρ = m_{ϵ1σ} = ϵ_1m_σ.

To argue ϵ_1σ ∈ S^r_q, one must show ρ = ϵ_1σ. We claim that ϵ_1 | ϵ^{bj} for each j ∈ [h].

Suppose this is not the case, and for some j ∈ [h], ϵ_1 ∤ ϵ^{bj} . In other words, for some positive integers b_1, . . . , b_k, ϵ^{bj} = ϵ_{d1}^{b1} · · · ϵ_{dk}^{bk} where 1 < d_1 < . . . < d_k ≤ q. Since x_{{d1 ,...,dk}} | ϵ_{dz} for each z ∈ [k], and since b_1 + · · · + b_k = r, we must then have x_{{d1,...,dk}}^r | ϵ^{bj} | m_ρ = ϵ_1m_σ. On the other hand, since 1 /∈ {d_1, . . . , d_k}, we have x_{{d1,...,dk }} ∤ ϵ_1 and hence x_{{d1,...,dk }}^r ∤ ϵ_1m_σ, a contradiction. Therefore, for each z ∈ [h] one can write ϵ^{bz} = ϵ_1ϵ^{b′z} where b^′_z ∈ N^{r−1}_q , and ρ = ϵ_1ρ^′ where ρ^′ = {ϵ^{b′1} , · · · , ϵ^{b′h} } ∈ T^{r−1}_q . We have m_{ϵ1σ} = m_ρ = m_{ϵ1ρ}′ =⇒ ϵ_1m_σ = ϵ_1m_ρ′ =⇒ m_σ = m_ρ′ .

As σ ∈ S^{r−1}_q , we conclude that σ = ρ^′ and hence ϵ_1σ = ϵ_1ρ^′ = ρ, which concludes our argument.

Assume now ϵ_1σ ∈ S^r_q. Assume m_σ = m_ρ for some ρ ∈ T^{r−1}_q . It follows that m_{ϵ1σ} = ϵ_1m_σ = ϵ_1m_ρ = m_{ϵ1ρ} and hence ϵ_1σ = ϵ_1ρ, implying σ = ρ. Therefore, σ is in S^{r−1}_q . □ 5. Facets of the Scarf complex S^r_q This section aims to identify a large number of facets of S^r_q by defining a new simplicial complex U^r_q contained in S^r_q (Theorem 5.9), and whose facets are also facets of S^r_q. Using the notation in (4.2.2), we first identify specific faces.

Definition 5.1 (U^r_q and U_a). For r, q ≥ 1, let U^r_q ∈ T^r_q denote the set of all square free r-tuples of the ϵ_i. In other words U^r_q = {ϵ_{i1} ϵ_{i2} · · · ϵ_{ir} : 1 ≤ i_1 < i_2 < . . . < i_r ≤ q} = {ϵ^a : a ∈ N^r_q , a_i ∈ {0, 1} for all i ∈ [q]}.

For a = (a_1, . . . , a_q) ∈ N^q with |a| < r, set U_a = ϵ^aU^{r−|a|}_q (5.1.1) = {ϵ^c : c = (c_1, . . . , c_q ) ∈ N^r_q , a_i ≤ c_i ≤ a_i + 1 for all i ∈ [q]}.

Example 5.2. Suppose q = 3 and r = 6, and suppose a = (1, 2, 0), b = (2, 2, 0) and c = (1, 0, 1).

Then |a| = 3, |b| = 4, and |c| = 2. Note that U^4_3 = ∅ because 4 > 3, and hence U_c = ϵ^cU^{r−|c|}_q = ϵ_1ϵ_3U^4_3 = ∅ .

Next, note that U_a = ϵ^aU^{r−|a|}_q = ϵ_1ϵ^2U^3_3 = ϵ_1ϵ^2{ϵ_1ϵ_2ϵ_3} = {ϵ^2_1ϵ^3_2ϵ_3}, and U_b = ϵ^bU^{r−|b|}_q = ϵ^2_1ϵ^2U^2_3 = ϵ^2_1ϵ^2{ϵ_1ϵ_2, ϵ_1ϵ_3, ϵ_2ϵ_3} = {ϵ^3_1ϵ^3_2, ϵ^3_1ϵ^2ϵ_3, ϵ^2_1ϵ^3_2ϵ_3}.

In particular, U_a ⊆ U_b.

The next result explains, in particular, which of the sets U_a are maximal with respect to inclusion. Lemma 5.3 (The faces U_a). Let r and q be positive integers integers. Then

(1) |U^r_q | = (_q r ) .

(2) If r > q then U^r_q = ∅.

(3) If q ≥ 2, then the sets U_a with a ∈ N^q and r − q < |a| < r are the maximal elements with respect to inclusion among all sets U_a with a ∈ N^q and |a| < r.

Proof. Statements (1) and (2) are straightforward. Assume now q ≥ 2. For (3) we show that if

a = (a_1, . . . , a_q ), b = (b_1, . . . , b_q) ∈ N^q with |a|, |b| < r,

then U_a ⊆ U_b if and only one of the following conditions holds: • |a| < r − q; • |a| = r − q and a_i ≤ b_i ≤ a_i + 1 for all i ∈ [q]; • |a| > r − q and a = b.

Indeed, if |a| < r − q, then U_a = ∅. If |a| = r − q, then U_a = {ϵ^aϵ_1ϵ_2 . . . ϵ_q}, and

U_a ⊆ U_b ⇐⇒ ϵ^b | ϵ^aϵ_1ϵ_2 . . . ϵ_q and r − q ≤ |b| ⇐⇒ a_i ≤ b_i ≤ a_i + 1 for all i ∈ [q].

In particular, U_a ⊆ U_a′ , where a^′ = (a_1 + 1, a_2, . . . , a_q ), with |a^′| = r − q + 1 < r (since we assumed q > 1) and thus U_a is not maximal.

Assume now |a| > r − q and U_a ⊆ U_b. We need to show a = b. Let i ∈ [q]. There exists ϵ^c ∈ U_a with such that c_i = a_i + 1. Since ϵ^c ∈ U_b, (5.1.1) implies c_i ≤ b_i + 1 and hence a_i ≤ b_i. There also exists ϵ^d ∈ U_a with d = (d_1, . . . , d_q ) such that d_i = a_i. Since ϵ^d ∈ U_b, we must have b_i ≤ d_i and hence b_i ≤ a_i. We conclude a_i = b_i for all i ∈ [q], so a = b, as desired. □

We want to define now a simplicial complex U^r_q whose faces are all the subsets of the sets U_a defined above. We describe this complex by identifying its facets. Lemma 5.3 shows that our definition below makes sense.

Definition 5.4 (The simplicial complex U^r_q ). For integers r ≥ 1 and q ≥ 2 let U^r_q denote the simplicial complex described by its facets, as follows: U^r_q = ⟨U_a : a ∈ N^q , r − q < |a| < r⟩ . If q = 1 , we set U^r_q = ⟨U_{(r−1)}⟩, where U_{(r−1)} = {ϵ^r_1} = ϵ_1^{r−1}U^1_1 .

Example 5.5. We write an explicit description of the facets of U^r_q in a few cases.

If r = 2 and q ≥ 3, then

U^2_q = ⟨ U^2_q , ϵ_i U^1_q : i ∈ [q] ⟩ = ⟨{ϵ_j ϵ_k : 1 ≤ j < k ≤ q}, {ϵ_iϵ_l : l ∈ [q]}: i ∈ [q]⟩ . (5.5.1) When q ≤ 2, then U^2_q = ⟨ ϵ_i U^1_q : i ∈ [q] ⟩ . If r = 3 and q ≥ 4, then

U^3_q = ⟨ U^3_q , ϵ_i U^2_q , ϵ_j ϵ_k U^1_q : i, j, k ∈ [q] ⟩ = ⟨{ϵ_aϵ_bϵ_c : 1 ≤ a < b < c ≤ q}, {ϵ_iϵ_uϵ_v : u, v ∈ [q], u < v}, {ϵ_j ϵ_kϵ_w : w ∈ [3]}: i, j, k ∈ [q]⟩ . Also, U^3 = ⟨ ϵ_i U^2_q , ϵ_j ϵ_k U^1_q : i, j, k ∈ [q] ⟩ and U^3_q = ⟨ ϵ_j ϵ_k U^1_q : j, k ∈ [q] ⟩ when q ≤ 2.

If r = 4 and q = 3, then

U^4_3 = ⟨ ϵ_iϵ_j U^2_3 , ϵ_aϵ_bϵ_c U^1_3 : i, j, a, b, c ∈ [3] ⟩ = ⟨{ϵ_iϵ_j ϵ_uϵ_v : 1 ≤ u < v ≤ 3}, {ϵ_aϵ_bϵ_cϵ_k : k ∈ [3]}: i, j, a, b, c ∈ [q]⟩ . A geometric realization of the simplicial complex U^4_3 in Figure 2 shows that U^4_3 has 16 triangle facets.

Remark 5.6 (U^2_q = L^2_q ). Comparing Definition 3.9 and (5.5.1), we see U^2_q = L^2_q . Then Proposition 3.11 implies that U^2_q supports a minimal free resolution of E_q^2.

We now start building the steps towards Theorem 5.9, which shows that the facets of U^r_q are also facets of S^r_q, and as a result we establish effective lower bounds on the betti numbers of E_q^r.

ϵ41ϵ31 ϵ2ϵ21 ϵ2ϵ1 ϵ32ϵ42 ϵ31 ϵ3bc ϵ32 ϵ3 ϵ21 ϵ23aϵ2 ϵ23 ϵ1 ϵ3ϵ2 ϵ3 ϵ43 FIGURE 2. U^4_3 with a = ϵ_1ϵ_2ϵ^2_3, b = ϵ^2_1ϵ_2ϵ_3 and c = ϵ_1ϵ^2ϵ_3

Lemma 5.7 (Monomial labels on U^r_q ). Assume r ≤ q so that U^r_q ≠ ∅. Then the following hold.

(1) The monomial label of the square-free face U^r_q is

m_U r_q = ∏ ∅≠A⊆[q] x_A^{min(|A|,r)} = ϵ_1ϵ_2 . . . ϵ_q ∏ A ⊆ [q] r < |A| x_A^{|A|−r} . (5.7.1)

(2) If v = ϵ_{i1} ϵ_{i2} · · · ϵ_{ir} ∈ U^r_q for 1 ≤ i_1 < i_2 < . . . < i_r ≤ q, then m_U r_{q \{v}} = m_U r_q x_{{i1 ,...,ir }} . (3) If a ∈ N^q with r − q < |a| < r, then

m_{Ua} = ϵ^a · ∏ ∅≠A⊆[q] x_A^{min(|A|,r−|a|)} = ϵ^aϵ_1ϵ_2 . . . ϵ_q ∏ A ⊆ [q] r − |a| < |A| x_A^{|A|−(r−|a|)} .

Proof. Let J denote the set of all subsets of [q] with r elements. Then J is in one-to-one correspondence to U^r_q . If J ∈ J with J = {j_1, . . . , j_r}, then ϵ_{j1} . . . ϵ_{jr} = ∏ ∅≠A⊆[q] x^{|A∩J|} A . We have then

m_U r_q = lcm ( ∏ ∅≠A⊆[q] x^{|A∩J|} A : J ∈ J ) = ∏ ∅≠A⊆[q] x_A^{min(|A|,r)} = ∏ ∅ ≠ A ⊆ [q] |A| ≤ r x_A^{|A|} · ∏ A ⊆ [q] |A| > r x_A^r

= ∏ ∅≠A⊆[q] x_A^{|A|} ∏ A ⊆ [q] |A| > r x_A^{|A|−r} = ϵ_1ϵ_2 . . . ϵ_q ∏ A ⊆ [q] |A| > r x_A^{|A|−r} .

Next, given v as in the hypothesis, set B = {i_1, . . . , i_r}. Since q > r, for every nonempty A ⊆ [q] we have max{|A ∩ J|: J ∈ J , J ≠ B} = { min(|A|, r) if A ≠ B r − 1 if A = B and then

m_U r_{q ∖{v}} = lcm ( ∏ ∅≠A⊆[q] x^{|A∩J|} A : J ∈ J , J ≠ B ) = ∏ ∅≠A⊆[q] x_A^{max{|A∩J| : J∈J ,J≠B}} = x_B^{r−1} ∏ ∅ ≠ A ⊆ [q] A ≠ B x_A^{min(|A|,r)}.

The last statement follows now from (5.7.1). □ Proposition 5.8. Let q, r ≥ 1. If ϵ^b /∈ U_a for some a ∈ N^q with r − q < |a| < r and b ∈ N^r_q , then then there exists c ∈ N^r_q such that ϵ^c ∈ U_a and m_{Ua∪{ϵ}b_} = m_{(Ua∪{ϵ}b_{})\{ϵ}c_}. (5.8.1) Proof. Suppose a = (a_1, . . . , a_q ) and b = (b_1, . . . , b_q ). Set r^′ = r − |a|. The hypothesis implies r^′ < q. Assume first ϵ-gcd(ϵ^a, ϵ^b) = 1, and hence Supp(a) ∩ Supp(b) = ∅. After a possible reordering, without loss of generality assume for some t and h with 1 ≤ t < h ≤ q ϵ^b = ϵ_1^{b1} · · · ϵ_t^{bt} and ϵ^a = ϵ_h^{ah} · · · ϵ_q^{aq} , where a_i, b_j > 0 when j ≤ t and h ≤ i ≤ q, and b_1 + · · · + b_t = r and a_h + · · · + a_q = r − r^′.

Set ϵ^c = ϵ^aw where w = ϵ_1ϵ_2 . . . ϵ_r′ and A = {1, . . . , r^′}. We need to show that ϵ^aw | lcm ( m_{Ua\{ϵ}a_{w}}, ϵ^b ) . In other words, for every nonempty subset B of [q], and s ≥ 0, we need to show the implication x_B^s | ϵ^aw =⇒ x_B^s | lcm ( m_{Ua\{ϵ}a_{w}}, ϵ^b ) (5.8.2) where by Lemma 5.7 m_{Ua\{ϵ}a_{w}} = ϵ^am_U r′_q x_A . (5.8.3) Assume x_B^s | ϵ^aw. If B ≠ A, then x_B^s divides the fraction in (5.8.3), and hence (5.8.2) holds.

Assume now B = A. The largest s such that x_A^s | ϵ^aw is

s = r^′ + a, where a = { a_h + · · · + a_r′ if r^′ ≥ h 0 if r^′ < h.

If r^′ ≤ t, then r^′ < h, hence s = r^′. We have x_A^{r′} | ϵ^b, hence (5.8.2) holds.

Assume now r^′ > t. Since b_1 + · · · + b_t = r, we have x_A^r | ϵ^b. Since a ≤ r − r^′, it follows that x_A^{r′+a} | ϵ^b, and thus (5.8.2) is established, finishing the proof under the assumption that ϵ-gcd(ϵ^a, ϵ^b) = 1.

Next, assume ϵ-gcd(ϵ^a, ϵ^b) = ϵ^d ≠ 1, where d ∈ N^d_q for some d with 0 < d ≤ r − r^′. Write ϵ^a = ϵ^d · ϵ^{a′} and ϵ^b = ϵ^d · ϵ^{b′} , with a^′ ∈ N^{r−r′−d}_q , b^′ ∈ N^{r−d}_q and ϵ-gcd(ϵ^{a′} , ϵ^{b′} ) = 1. Using the argument above, choose w ∈ U^{r′}_q such that m_{Ua′ ∪{ϵ}b′_} = m_{(Ua′ ∪{ϵ}b′_{})\{ϵ}a′_{w}}. The equality (5.8.1) follows from here. □ We are now ready to state the main theorem in this section. Recall that the f-vector of a simplicial complex Δ is the tuple f(Δ) = (f_i)_{i≥0} with f_i denoting the number of i-dimensional faces of Δ.

Theorem 5.9 (Facets(U^r_q ) ⊆ Facets(S^r_q)). The set U_a is a facet of of the Scarf complex S^r_q for all a ∈ N^q such that r − q < |a| < r. In particular, U^r_q ⊆ S^r_q.

Furthermore, for all i ≥ 0, f_i ≤ β^S_i (E_q^r) where f(U^r_q ) = (f_i)_{i≥0}.

Proof. We first show U^r_q is a face of S^r_q. If u, v are vertices of T^r_q with u ∈ U^r_q and v /∈ U^r_q , then we observe that by Lemma 5.7 m_U r_{q \{u}} ≠ m_U r_q .

Moreover we claim m_U r_{q ∪{v}} ≠ m_U r_q .

To see this assume, without loss of generality, that v = ϵ_1^{a1} · · · ϵ_t^{at} ∈ T^r_q \ U^r_q , a_1 > 1.

Since a_1 > 1, it must be that t < r. It suffices to show that v ∤ m_U r_q . Indeed, x_{[t]}^r | v, but the largest power of x_{[t]} that divides m_U r_q is x_{[t]}^t. The conclusion follows thus from the inequality t < r.

Using Lemma 2.1, it follows that U^r_q ∈ S^r_q. The fact that U_a ∈ S^r_q now follows from Proposition 4.3. To see that it is a facet, apply Proposition 5.8 with r^′ = r − |a|, noting that r^′ ≤ q − 1 because r − |a| < q. □ An immediate consequence is that E_q^2 is a Scarf ideal.

Corollary 5.10 (E_q^2 is Scarf). If q ≥ 1, then U^2_q = S^2_q. In particular the ideal E_q^2 is Scarf.

Proof. By Remark 5.6, we know that U^2_q supports a minimal free resolution of E^2_q . Since U^2_q ⊆ S^2_q, it follows that U^2_q = S^2_q. □

Another consequence of Theorem 5.9 is Corollary 5.11 below, which identifies some of the multigraded betti numbers of E_q^r.

Corollary 5.11 (Multigraded betti numbers from U^r_q ). Let r ≥ 1, q ≥ 1 and a ∈ N^q with r − q < |a| < r. Then

β_{i,mUa} (E_q^r) = 1 where i = ( q r − |a| ) . As mentioned in the introduction, we believe that S^r_q always supports a minimal free resolution of E_q^r. The next result provides support in this direction, by showing that for every facet of S^r_q of the form U_a, there is a CW complex that supports a free resolution of E_q^r with a cell corresponding to U_a and no cells corresponding to faces of T^r_q which strictly contain U_a.

Theorem 5.12 (A cellular resolution of E_q^r based on U_a). If q, r ≥ 1, and a ∈ N^q with r−q < |a| < r, then there is a matching A on the faces of T^r_q whose critical cells form a CW complex X such that • X supports a resolution of E_q^r;

• X contains (an isomorphic copy of) the simplex U_a;

• the cells of X are in (monomial label-preserving) one-to-one correspondence with the set of faces of T^r_q that do not strictly include U_a.

Proof. Let a ∈ N^q with r − q < |a| < r. Set T_a = {σ ∈ T^r_q : U_a ⊊ σ}.

Claim . For σ, τ ∈ T_a and w ∈ U_a and w^′ ∈ τ, if σ ∖ {w} = τ ∖ {w^′}, then σ = τ.

To prove the Claim, consider the fact that both σ and τ contain U_a, so σ ∩ U_a = τ ∩ U_a = U_a and U_a ∖ {w^′} = (τ ∖ {w^′}) ∩ U_a = (σ ∖ {w}) ∩ U_a = U_a ∖ {w} . Since w ∈ U_a, we must have w = w^′ and hence σ = τ. This proves the claim.

For each σ ∈ T_a, use Proposition 5.8 to pick w_σ ∈ U_a such that

m_σ = m_{σ\{wσ }}. (5.12.1)

We will prove the desired statement by constructing a homogeneous acyclic matching on G_Tr_q . We set A = {σ → σ ∖ {w_σ} ∈ G_Tr_q : σ ∈ T_a}. The Claim shows that A is a matching, and (5.12.1) ensures that the matching A is homogeneous.

We now show that A is acyclic. A cycle C will have edges alternating between those in A and those outside A. In this picture, the up arrows are edges in A (reversed) and the down arrows are of the type σ → σ ∖ {v} /∈ A.

σ_1 \ {w_{σ1} } σ_1σ^2 \ {w^{σ2} } σ_2 σ^t \ {w^{σt} } σ_t We have thus σ_t ∖ {v} = σ_1 ∖ {w_{σ1} } for some v ∈ σ_t. Then the Claim implies σ_1 = σ_t, a contradiction to C being a cycle.

As a result, A is a homogeneous acyclic matching, and therefore by Theorem 2.6 there is a CW complex X_A which supports a resolution of E_q^r, and its cells are in (label-preserving) one-to-one correspondence with the A-critical cells of T^r_q.

Now note that since U_a and all of its faces have Scarf monomial labels, they cannot be vertices of any edges in A. Therefore for every σ ⊆ U_a, σ is A-critical and every subface of σ is A-critical by the same reasoning.

Also since no Scarf face can appear in a path as in (2.6.1) the only subcells of σ_A are τ_A where τ ⊆ σ. This proves that (U_a)_A is (isomorphic to) a simplex in X_A. □

Remark 5.13. It is possible to extend the matching in Theorem 5.12 and remove faces of the Taylor complex containing multiple U_a’s at the same time, or even almost all of them. This is somewhat beyond the scope of this paper, so we do not include it. However, it provides more evidence that the ideals E_q^r may be Scarf ideals.

6. E_q^r is a Scarf ideal when q ≤ 4

This section is dedicated to proving in Theorem 6.10 the statement in the title. We also obtain a concrete description of the Scarf complex of E_q^r when q ≤ 4, namely S^r_q = U^r_q .

We start with an application of Lemma 4.1 in establishing divisibility relations that are ingredients in our main result.

Lemma 6.1 (Divisibility conditions II). Let r, q ≥ 1 and a_1, a_2 ∈ N^r_q . The following hold:

(1) If u ∈ Supp(a_1), k ∈ Supp(a_2) and Supp(a_1) = {u} or Supp(a_2) = {k} , then ϵ^{a1} ϵ_k ϵ_u | lcm(ϵ^{a1} , ϵ^{a2} ) . (2) Assume Supp(a_1) = {u, v} and Supp(a_2) = {k, l} with u ≠ v and k ≠ l. Then ϵ^{a1} ϵ_kϵ_l ϵ_uϵ_v | lcm(ϵ^{a1} , ϵ^{a2} ) .

Proof. Write a_1 = (a_{11}, a_{12}, . . . , a_{1q} ) and a_2 = (a_{21}, a_{22}, . . . , a_{2q} ). Recall from Lemma 4.1 that, if b = (b_1, . . . , b_q ) ∈ N^r_q , then ϵ^b | lcm(ϵ^{a1} , ϵ^{a2} ) ⇐⇒ ∑ i∈A b_i ≤ max( ∑ i∈A a_{1i}, ∑ i∈A a_{2i}) (6.1.1)

for all A with ∅ ≠ A ⊆ [q].

Let A be as above. We proceed to prove the inequality in (6.1.1) under the given hypotheses. (1) We may assume k ≠ u, since the statement is trivial otherwise. Let b = (b_1, . . . , b_q) ∈ N^r_q so that ϵ^b = ϵ^{a1} ϵ_k ϵ_u . We have then ∑ i∈A b_i = ∑ i∈A a_{1i} − |A ∩ {u}| + |A ∩ {k}| . This expression is less than or equal to ∑ i∈A a_{1i} when u ∈ A or k /∈ A, and hence it suffices to assume u /∈ A and k ∈ A. We further observe Supp(a_1) = {u} =⇒ ∑ i∈A b_i = 1 ≤ ∑ i∈A a_{2i} Supp(a_2) = {k} =⇒ ∑ i∈A b_i ≤ r = ∑ i∈A a_{2i} , establishing thus the inequality in (6.1.1).

(2) We may assume that u, v, k, l are all distinct, since otherwise the statement reduces, after factoring out a common factor, to (1).

Let b ∈ N^r_q such that ϵ^b = ϵ^{a1} ϵ_kϵ_l ϵ_uϵ_v . We have then ∑ i∈A b_i = ∑ i∈A a_{1i} − |A ∩ {u, v}| + |A ∩ {k, l}| . This expression is less than or equal to ∑ i∈A a_{1i} when |A ∩ {k, l}| ≤ |A ∩ {u, v}| and hence it suffices to assume |A ∩ {k, l}| > |A ∩ {u, v}|. We further have: |A ∩ {k, l}| = 2 =⇒ ∑ i∈A b_i ≤ r = ∑ i∈A a_{2i} |A ∩ {k, l}| = 1 and |A ∩ {u, v}| = 0 =⇒ ∑ i∈A b_i = 1 ≤ ∑ i∈A a_{2i} , establishing thus the inequality in (6.1.1). □ Using the same notation as in Notation 3.3, we introduce a lexicographic order on N^r_q , with a > b ⇐⇒ there exists i ∈ [q] with a_j = b_j for all j < i and a_i > b_i. (6.1.2) We induce this order on the generators of E_q^r by ϵ^a > ϵ^b ⇐⇒ a > b. Lemma 6.2. Assume a, b ∈ N^r_q are such that

|Supp(a) ∪ Supp(b)| ≤ 4, a > b and |a_s − b_s| > 1 for some s ∈ [q]. (6.2.1) Then there exists c ∈ N^r_q such that the following hold:

(1) c ≠ b and a > c; (2) {ϵ^c, ϵ^a} ∈ S^r_q; (3) ϵ^c | lcm(ϵ^a, ϵ^b). In particular, {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} /∈ S^r_q.

Proof. First note that the hypothesis implies r ≥ 2, otherwise |a_s − b_s| ≤ 1 for all s ∈ [q].

Assume first ϵ-gcd(ϵ^a, ϵ^b) = 1, so that Supp(a) ∩ Supp(b) = ∅. Case 1. ϵ^a = ϵ^r_i for some i ≥ 1. The assumption and the hypothesis (6.2.1) imply b_k = 0 for k ≤ i, b_j > 0 for some j > i.

Let c ∈ N^r_q so that ϵ^c = ϵ^{r−1}_i ϵ_j . Observe ϵ^a > ϵ^c, since j > i. Also, ϵ^c ≠ ϵ^b since b_i = 0 and r ≥ 2. We have {ϵ^a, ϵ^c} = ϵ^{r−1}_i {ϵ_i, ϵ_j } ∈ U^r_q and hence (2) holds, by using Theorem 5.9. Moreover, ϵ^c | lcm(ϵ^a, ϵ^b) by Lemma 6.1 , so (3) follows. Case 2. ϵ^b = ϵ^r_i for some i ≥ 1. The assumption and the hypothesis (6.2.1) imply i ≥ 2, a_j > 0 for some j < i, a_i = 0.

Let c ∈ N^r_q so that ϵ^c = ϵ_iϵ^a ϵ_j . Observe ϵ^a > ϵ^c, since j < i. Also, ϵ^c ≠ ϵ^b since c_i = 1 ≤ r − 1 < b_i. We have {ϵ^a, ϵ^c} = ϵ^a ϵ_j {ϵ_i, ϵ_j } ∈ U^r_q and hence (2) holds, by using Theorem 5.9. Moreover, ϵ^c | lcm(ϵ^a, ϵ^b) by Lemma 6.1 , so (3) follows. Case 3. |Supp(a)| > 1 and |Supp(b)| > 1. Since |Supp(a) ∪ Supp(b)| ≤ 4, we must have |Supp(a)| = |Supp(b)| = 2. By (6.2.1) we must therefore have ϵ^a = ϵ^{ai}_i ϵ^{aj}_j and ϵ^b = ϵ^{bk}_k ϵ^{bl}_l where a_i, a_j , b_k, b_l > 0, i, j, k, l are distinct, i > k, j, l and max(a_i, a_j , b_k, b_l) ≥ 2. Take c ∈ N^r_q so that ϵ^c = ϵ^a · ϵ_kϵ_l ϵ_iϵ_j = ϵ^{ai−1}_i ϵ^{aj −1}_j ϵ_kϵ_l . Observe a > c, since a_i − 1 < a_i. Since max(a_i, a_j , b_k, b_l) ≥ 2, we also have c ≠ b, hence (1) holds.

It follows that {ϵ^a, ϵ^c} = ϵ^{ai−1}_i ϵ^{aj −1}_j {ϵ_iϵ_j , ϵ_kϵ_l} ∈ U^r_q and hence (2) holds, by using Theorem 5.9. Finally, (3) follows from Lemma 6.1.

This finishes the proof in the case ϵ-gcd(ϵ^a, ϵ^b) = 1. In general, let ϵ-gcd(ϵ^a, ϵ^b) = ϵ^d so that ϵ^a = ϵ^dϵ^{a′} and ϵ^b = ϵ^dϵ^{b′} for a^′, b^′ ∈ N^{r−|d|}_q . It follows that ϵ-gcd(ϵ^{a′} , ϵ^{b′} ) = 1. The hypothesis (6.2.1) implies |Supp(a^′) ∪ Supp(b^′)| ≤ 4, a^′ > b^′ and |a^′_s − b^′_s| > 1 for some s ∈ [q]. Applying the first part of the proof for a^′ and b^′ implies there exists c^′ ∈ N^{r−|d|}q such that c^′ ≠ b^′, a^′ > c^′, {ϵ^{c′} , ϵ^{a′} } ∈ S^{r−|d|}_q , and ϵ^{c′} | lcm(ϵ^{a′} , ϵ^{b′} ) . Taking c ∈ N^r_q so that ϵ^c = ϵ^dϵ^{c′} and using Proposition 4.3 for (2), we see that this choice for c satisfies the desired conclusions. □ Proposition 6.3. Assume 1 ≤ q ≤ 4, r ≥ 1. The following are equivalent for σ ∈ T^r_q:

(1) σ ∈ S^r_q; (2) {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} ∈ S^r_q for all ϵ^a, ϵ^b ∈ σ;

(3) |a_i − b_i| ≤ 1 for all i ∈ [q] and all ϵ^a, ϵ^b ∈ σ; (4) σ ⊆ U_c, where ϵ^c = ϵ-gcd(σ).

Proof. The implication (1) =⇒ (2) is clear. The implication (2) =⇒ (3) follows directly from Lemma 6.2. The implication (4) =⇒ (1) follows from Theorem 5.9.

We show now (3) =⇒ (4). Assume ϵ^a ∈ σ. To show ϵ^a ∈ U_c, we need to show ϵ^{a−c} ∈ U^{r−|c|}_q , or, equivalently, a_i − c_i ∈ {0, 1} for all i ∈ [q]. This follows from (3), since c_i = min{a_i : ϵ^a ∈ σ}. □ Recall that when q > 1, U^r_q was defined as the cell complex with facets U_c, for ϵ^c ∈ N^q and r − q < |c| < r. We now have a full characterization of the Scarf complex when q ≤ 4: Corollary 6.4. If r ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ q ≤ 4, then S^r_q = U^r_q . □ Remark 6.5. When q > 4, it is no longer true that U^r_q = S^r_q. We check below that, when q ≥ 5, then {ϵ^2_1ϵ_2, ϵ_3ϵ_4ϵ_5} ∈ S^3_q ∖ U^3_q .

Indeed, set m = lcm(ϵ^2_1ϵ_2, ϵ_3ϵ_4ϵ_5). We have ϵ^2_1ϵ_2 = ∏ {1,2}⊆A⊆[q] x_A^3 ∏ A ⊆ [q] 1 ∈ A, 2 /∈ A x_A^2 ∏ A ⊆ [q] 2 ∈ A, 1 /∈ A x_A

ϵ_3ϵ_4e_5 = ∏ {3,4,5}⊆A⊆[q] x_A^3 ∏ A ⊆ [q] |A ∩ {3, 4, 5}| = 2 x_A^2 ∏ A ⊆ [q] |A ∩ {3, 4, 5}| = 1 x_A .

Observe x^3_A | m ⇐⇒ {1, 2} ⊆ A or {3, 4, 5} ⊆ A (6.5.1) x^2_A | m ⇐⇒ 1 ∈ A or |A ∩ {3, 4, 5}| ≥ 2 (6.5.2) x_i | m ⇐⇒ i ∈ [5] . (6.5.3) Assume that ϵ_iϵ_j ϵ_k | m with ϵ_iϵ_j ϵ_k /∈ {ϵ^2_1ϵ_2, ϵ_3ϵ_4ϵ_5} and i ≤ j ≤ k. Using (6.5.3), we see i, j, k ∈ [5]. We cannot have i = j = k, because x_i^3 does not divide m, cf. (6.5.1). If i, j, k are all distinct, then x_{ijk}^3 | m and it follows from (6.5.1) that i = 1, j = 2 and k ∈ {3, 4, 5}. But then x_{2k}^2 | m, contradicting (6.5.2). If exactly two of i, j, k are equal, we must have i = j = 1 and k ∈ {3, 4, 5}, because x^2_s | m implies s = 1 by (6.5.2). But then x_{1k}^3 | m, again a contradiction by (6.5.1).

In view of Lemma 2.1, this establishes the desired conclusion.

We now proceed to build up preliminaries towards proving that S^r_q supports a (minimal) free resolution of E_q^r, when q ≤ 4.

Lemma 6.6. Assume r ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ q ≤ 4, a, b, c, d ∈ N^r_q and {ϵ^a, ϵ^d}, {ϵ^b, ϵ^d} ∈ S^r_q and ϵ^c | lcm(ϵ^a, ϵ^b). Then {ϵ^c, ϵ^d} ∈ S^r_q. Proof. Assume {ϵ^a, ϵ^d}, {ϵ^b, ϵ^d} ∈ S^r_q. Then by Proposition 6.3 |a_i − d_i| ≤ 1 and |b_i − d_i| ≤ 1 for all i ∈ [q].

Equivalently, d_i − 1 ≤ a_i, b_i ≤ d_i + 1 for all i ∈ [q].

Since ϵ^c | lcm(ϵ^a, ϵ^b), Lemma 4.1 implies that min(a_i, b_i) ≤ c_i ≤ max(a_i, b_i) for all i ∈ [q], and hence d_i − 1 ≤ c_i ≤ d_i + 1 for all i ∈ [q].

Therefore, |c_i − d_i| ≤ 1 for all i ∈ [q] and thus {ϵ^c, ϵ^d} ∈ S^r_q. □ We are now ready to introduce a homogeneous acyclic matching on the face poset of T^r_q, when q ≤ 4, which will result in a minimal free resolution of E_q^r supported on S^r_q. For this purpose, we will need the following notation. Notation 6.7. Let S = {(a, b): a, b ∈ N^r_q , a > b, {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} /∈ S^r_q}. (6.7.1) On this set, we introduce the following order relation, recalling (6.1.2) (a, b) ≥ (c, d) ⇐⇒ a > c or a = c and b ≥ d. (6.7.2) • For σ /∈ S^r_q (note that |σ| ≥ 2) let ν(σ) = max{(a, b) ∈ S : ϵ^a, ϵ^b ∈ σ}. (6.7.3) • For (a, b) ∈ S let S_{a,b} = {σ ∈ T^r_q ∖ S^r_q : ν(σ) = (a, b)}. (6.7.4) • For σ ∈ T^r_q ∖ S^r_q and ν(σ) = (a, b), let ι(σ) be the largest (under the order in (6.1.2)) c ∈ N^r_q satisfying the conclusion of Lemma 6.2, that is, ι(σ) = max{c ∈ N^r_q : a > c ≠ b, {ϵ^a, ϵ^c} ∈ S^r_q and ϵ^c | lcm(ϵ^a, ϵ^b)}. (6.7.5) Remark 6.8. Note that by Proposition 6.3 the sets S_{a,b}, with a, b ∈ N^r_q , a > b and {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} /∈ S^r_q form a partition of T^r_q ∖ S^r_q, T^r_q ∖ S^r_q = ⋃ a, b ∈ N rq , a > b {ϵa, ϵb} /∈ Srq S_{a,b}. (6.8.1)

Proposition 6.9. Assume r ≥ 1, 1 ≤ q ≤ 4, and σ ∈ T^r_q ∖ S^r_q. If c = ι(σ), then σ ∪ {ϵ^c} /∈ S^r_q and σ ∖ {ϵ^c} /∈ S^r_q and (1) ν(σ ∪ {ϵ^c}) = ν(σ) = ν(σ ∖ {ϵ^c}); (2) ι(σ ∪ {ϵ^c}) = ι(σ) = ι(σ ∖ {ϵ^c}); (3) m_{σ∪{ϵ}c_} = m_σ = m_{σ∖{ϵ}c_}.

Proof. Suppose ν(σ) = (a, b) ∈ S, ι(σ) = c and σ^′ = σ ∪ {ϵ^c}. Since σ /∈ S^r_q, we also have σ^′ /∈ S^r_q. Also, c ≠ a, c ≠ b by (6.7.5), and, since {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} /∈ S^r_q, it follows that σ ∖ {ϵ^c} /∈ S^r_q. (1) Suppose ν(σ^′) = (a^′, b^′), so that by (6.7.1) and (6.7.3) we have {ϵ^{a′} , ϵ^{b′} } /∈ S^r_q. If a^′ < a, then ν(σ^′) < (a, b), a contradiction.

Assume a^′ > a. Since a > c, we have a^′ ≠ c. If b^′ ≠ c, then ϵ^{a′} , ϵ^{b′} ∈ σ and thus ν(σ) = (a^′, b^′) ≠ (a, b), a contradiction. We must have b^′ = c, and therefore ν(σ^′) = (a^′, c) with a^′ > a, ϵ^{a′} ∈ σ.

Using the order (6.7.2), we see (a^′, a) > (a, b) and (a^′, b) > (a, b). Further, since ϵ^{a′} ∈ σ and ν(σ) = (a, b), the definitions in (6.7.4) and (6.7.1) give {ϵ^{a′} , ϵ^a}, {ϵ^{a′} , ϵ^b} ∈ S^r_q. Then Lemma 6.6 implies {ϵ^{a′} , ϵ^c} ∈ S^r_q, a contradiction.

We conclude a^′ = a. If ϵ^{b′} /∈ σ, then b^′ = c and {ϵ^a, ϵ^c} /∈ S^r_q, a contradiction. So ϵ^{b′} ∈ σ, implying b^′ = b, and this concludes the proof of the first equality in (1).

The second equality in (1) follows directly from (6.7.3), since c ≠ a and c ≠ b. (2) Since ι(σ^′) only depends on ν(σ^′) = ν(σ), this equality follows immediately. (3) This statement follows directly from (6.7.5). □

Theorem 6.10 (A Scarf resolution for E_q^r when q ≤ 4). Assume 1 ≤ q ≤ 4 and r ≥ 1. Using the notation as in (7.1.3) and Section 2.2, let G = G_Tr_q and let A denote the following subset of E(G) A = { σ → σ ∖ {ϵ^{ι(σ)}}: σ ∈ T^r_q ∖ S^r_q and ϵ^{ι(σ)} ∈ σ } Then A is a homogeneous acyclic matching of G and its set of critical cells is S^r_q.

Consequently, S^r_q supports a minimal free resolution on E_q^r.

Proof. We first show that A is a matching. By Proposition 6.9, for every σ ∈ T^r_q ∖ S^r_q with ϵ^{ι(σ)} ∈ σ we have ι(σ) = ι(σ^′) where σ^′ = σ ∖ {ϵ^{ι(σ)}}). In particular, ϵ^{ι(σ′)} /∈ σ^′, and hence each face of T^r_q ∖ S^r_q gets matched exactly once, thus A is a matching.

The fact that A is homogeneous follows also from Proposition 6.9.

It remains to show that A is acyclic. For this purpose we will use Lemma 2.5 applied to the partition of T^r_q ∖ S^r_q in (6.8.1) into sets S_{a,b}, with (a, b) ∈ S.

For (a, b) ∈ S as above, define

A_{a,b} = { σ → σ ∖ {ϵ^{ι(σ)}}: σ ∈ S_{a,b} and ϵ^{ι(σ)} ∈ σ } . We proceed with two claims.

Claim 1. A_{a,b} is a homogeneous acyclic matching on the induced subgraph G_{Sa,b} of G on the vertices in S_{a,b} and its set of critical cells is empty.

If σ ∈ S_{a,b}, then c = ι(σ) only depends on (a, b). In other words if τ ∈ S_{a,b}, ι(τ) = c as well. With the notation in Lemma 2.5, we see that

A_{a,b} = A^v_{Sa,b} with v = ϵ^c.

Then Lemma 2.5 shows that A_{a,b} is an acyclic matching. It is also homogeneous, since A is. Moreover, observe that every σ ∈ S_{a,b} is matched as { σ → σ ∖ {ϵ^c} ∈ A_{a,b} if ϵ^c ∈ σ, σ ∪ {ϵ^c} → σ ∈ A_{a,b} if ϵ^c /∈ σ. Indeed, to see that σ ∪ {ϵ^c} → σ ∈ A_{a,b}, observe that ι(σ ∪ {ϵ^c}) = c by Proposition 6.9, and hence (σ ∪ {ϵ^c}) ∖ {ϵ^{ι(σ∪{ϵc})}} = σ. Therefore, the set of A_{a,b}-critical cells of this matching is empty.

Claim 2. If σ^′ ∈ S_{a,b} and σ ∈ S_{c,d} with σ^′ ⊆ σ, then (a, b) ≤ (c, d).

Indeed, the hypotheses in the Claim 2 imply

(a, b) = ν(σ^′) ≤ ν(σ) = (c, d).

Now we apply Lemma 2.4, observing that A = ⋃ (a,b)∈S A_{a,b} and T^r_q ∖ S^r_q = ⋃ (a,b)∈S S_{a,b} .

Claim 1 and Claim 2 show that A is a homogeneous acyclic matching of G_X ′ , where X^′ = T^r_q ∖ S^r_q, and its set of critical cells is empty. Finally, from Lemma 2.3 it follows that A is a homogeneous acyclic matching of G, with the set of A-critical cells equal to S^r_q.

The conclusion that S^r_q supports a minimal free resolution of E_q^r follows then from Remark 2.7. □

A direct consequence of Theorem 6.10 and Corollary 6.4 is that the f-vector of U^r_q gives the betti numbers of E_q^r when q ≤ 4.

Corollary 6.11. If 1 ≤ q ≤ 4 and r ≥ 1, then β_i(E_q^r) = f_i for all i ≥ 0, where f(U^r_q ) = (f_i)_{i≥0}.

In Section 8, we will record explicit formulas for these betti numbers. The example below is a preview.

Example 6.12. When q = 3 and r = 4, the picture in Figure 2 is a geometric realization of the simplicial complex S^r_q = U^r_q . By Theorem 6.10, we know that this complex supports a minimal free resolution of E_3^4. In particular, we see that pd(E_3^4) = 2 and, counting the number of vertices, edges and triangles, we get:

β_0(E_3^4) = 15 β_1(E_3^4) = 30 β_2(E_3^4) = 16 .

If desired, the multi-graded betti numbers can also be explicitly described, along with the differentials in the minimal free resolution supported on this complex.

7. The first betti numbers of E_q^r are Scarf for all r and q We will prove in Theorem 7.2 that there is a multigraded free resolution of E_q^r with only Scarf multidegrees appearing in the first homological degree. Since the Scarf multidegrees appear in every free resolution, this will imply that β_{1,m}(E_q^r) ≠ 0 ⇐⇒ m is the monomial label of an edge of S^r_q.

To find such a complex, we describe in Theorem 7.2 a matching that removes all the non-Scarf edges in T^r_q. We first need some preliminary steps, using Notation 3.3.

Proposition 7.1. Let r, q ≥ 1 and a, b, c ∈ N^r_q . If lcm(ϵ^a, ϵ^b) = lcm(ϵ^a, ϵ^c), then ϵ^b = ϵ^c.

Proof. Assume lcm(ϵ^a, ϵ^b) = lcm(ϵ^a, ϵ^c), and let i ∈ [q] be such that b_i ≠ c_i. In view of Lemma 4.1, ϵ^c | lcm(ϵ^a, ϵ^b) gives min(a_i, b_i) ≤ c_i ≤ max(a_i, b_i), (7.1.1) and ϵ^b | lcm(ϵ^a, ϵ^c) gives min(a_i, c_i) ≤ b_i ≤ max(a_i, c_i). (7.1.2) Without loss of generality, assume b_i ⪈ c_i. Then by (7.1.2) max(a_i, c_i) = a_i and hence b_i ≤ a_i.

Therefore min(a_i, b_i) = b_i and (7.1.1) implies b_i ≤ c_i, a contradiction. Hence b_i = c_i for all i ∈ [q], and therefore ϵ^b = ϵ^c. □

When {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} ∈ T^r_q ∖ S^r_q, Lemma 2.1 guarantees the existence of an element c_{a,b} ∈ N^r_q such that

lcm(ϵ^a, ϵ^b, ϵ^{ca,b} ) = lcm(ϵ^a, ϵ^b) and c_{a,b} /∈ {a, b} (7.1.3) We next show that there is a CW complex supporting a free resolution of E_q^r, whose edges correspond to the edges of the S^r_q. This is done by defining a matching on G = G_Tr_q (see Section 2.2 for notation). While we need to make a choice of c_{a,b} in order to define a matching, the argument below holds for any set of choices that one makes. For the theorem below, we choose a fixed element c_{a,b} satisfying (7.1.3) for each a, b ∈ N^r_q .

Theorem 7.2. (The 1st betti numbers of E_q^r are all Scarf.) Assume r, q ≥ 1, and using notation as in (7.1.3) and Section 2.2, let G = G_Tr_q and let A denote the following subset of E(G) A = { {ϵ^a, ϵ^b, ϵ^{ca,b} } → {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} ∈ E(G): {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} /∈ S^r_q } . Then

(1) The set A is a homogeneous acyclic matching of G; (2) The set of A-critical edges of T^r_q is precisely the set of edges of S^r_q;

(3) There exists a CW complex X_A that supports a resolution of E_q^r whose edges are in one-to-one correspondence with the edges of S^r_q;

(4) The first betti number β_1(E_q^r) is equal to the number of edges of S^r_q;

(5) m is a multidegree with β_{1,m}(E_q^r) ≠ 0 if and only if m = lcm(m^′, m^{′′}), where m^′ and m^{′′} are monomial labels of an edge of S^r_q.

Proof. (1) We first show that A is a matching. Given the fixed choice of c_{a,b}, the vertices in A of the form {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} each belong to only one edge of A. Assume now that a 2-dimensional face σ = {ϵ^a, ϵ^b, ϵ^d} of T^r_q is a vertex of two edges of A, say σ → {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} and σ → {ϵ^a, ϵ^d} which implies, by (7.1.3), that

lcm(ϵ^a, ϵ^b) = lcm(σ) = lcm(ϵ^a, ϵ^d).

Then by Proposition 7.1 ϵ^b = ϵ^d, a contradiction.

By (7.1.3) the matching A is homogeneous.

Finally, assume that there is a cycle C in G, by [7, Lemma 3.3], C (shown below) will have at least 6 edges alternating between those in A and those outside A, and all having the same monomial label.

{ϵϵ^{a1} , ϵ^{a2} } {ϵϵ^{a1} , ϵ^{a2} , ϵϵ^{a3} } {ϵϵ^b, ϵϵ^{a3} } Therefore, in the picture above we will have b ∈ {a_1, a_2}, and {ϵ^{a1} , ϵ^{a2} } and {ϵ^b, ϵ^{a3} } are distinct edges of T^r_q with the same monomial label

lcm(ϵ^{a1} , ϵ^{a2} ) = lcm(ϵ^b, ϵ^{a3} ),

which contradicts Proposition 7.1.

(2) is clear from the definition of A. (3) follows directly from Theorem 2.6.

(4) The fact that β_1(E_q^r) is at most the number of edges of S^r_q follows from (3). The reverse inequality is true in general, as every free resolution contains the Scarf faces.

(5) is a reformulation of (4). □

8. Bounds on betti numbers of powers of monomial ideals

In this section we discuss bounds on betti numbers that can be deduced from our results throughout the paper. In view of Theorem 3.8, knowledge of the betti numbers of E_q^r provides an upper bound for the betti numbers of I^r for any ideal I generated by q square-free monomials.

Theorem 7.2 shows that the first betti number of E_q^r equals the number of Scarf edges of E_q^r. Thus, to explicitly find this betti number, one would like to have a combinatorial count of the Scarf edges. It turns out that a full characterization of these edges for large values of r and large q is quite difficult, but small values of these indices are manageable. We provide below a count when r = 3.

Lemma 8.1. Let q ≥ 2 and ϵ^a ≠ ϵ^b in E_q^3. Then {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} ∈ S^3_q if and only if one of the following holds: (1) {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} = ϵ_uϵ_v{ϵ_i, ϵ_j } with u, v, i, j ∈ [q], i ≠ j. (2) {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} = ϵ_u{ϵ_iϵ_j , ϵ_kϵ_l} with u, i, j, k, l ∈ [q], i, j, k, l distinct. (3) {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} = {ϵ_iϵ_j ϵ_k, ϵ_uϵ_vϵ_w} with i, j, k, u, v, w ∈ [q] distinct. (4) {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} = {ϵ_iϵ_j ϵ_k, ϵ^2_ue_v} with i, j, k, u, v ∈ [q] distinct. Proof. Set ϵ^d = ϵ-gcd(ϵ^a, ϵ^b) and write ϵ^a = ϵ^d · ϵ^{a′} and ϵ^b = ϵ^d · ϵ^{b′} . By Proposition 4.3, we have {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} ∈ S^3_q ⇐⇒ {ϵ^{a′} , ϵ^{b′} } ∈ S^{3−|d|}_q . If |d| > 0, then S^{3−|d|}q = U^{3−|d|}q , in view of Corollary 5.10. Thus, if |d| = 1, then {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} ∈ S^3_q if and only (2) holds and if |d| = 2, then {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} ∈ S^3_q if and only (1) holds.

Assume now d = 0. It remains to show that {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} ∈ S^3_q if and only if (3) or (4) hold. If (3) holds, then {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} ∈ U^3_q , and U^3_q ⊆ S^3_q by Theorem 5.9. If (4) holds, then {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} ∈ S^3_q by Remark 6.5.

Assume now neither (3), nor (4) holds. Since d = 0, we must have either ϵ^3_i ∈ {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} for some i ∈ [q] or else {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} = {ϵ^2_i ϵ_j , e^2_uϵ_v} with i, j, u, v ∈ [q] distinct. In both cases, we observe that |Supp(a) ∪ Supp(b)| ≤ 4, and we conclude {ϵ^a, ϵ^b} /∈ S^3_q by Lemma 6.2. □

For the next results, we recall the convention that (_u v ) = 0 when u < v.

Theorem 8.2. Let q ≥ 1 and let I be a monomial ideal minimally generated by q square-free monomials. Then β_1(I^3) ≤ ( q + 1 2 )( q 2 ) + 3q ( q 4 ) + 20 ( q 5 ) + 10 ( q 6 ) . (8.2.1)

Moreover, equality holds when S = S_E and I = E_q.

Proof. We first show β_1(E_q^3) is equal to the right-hand side of (8.2.1).

In view of Theorem 7.2, β_1(E_q^3) is equal to the number of edges in S^3_q. We can use thus Lemma 8.1 to count the number of edges in each of the cases (1)-(4).

The number of edges that satisfy (1) in Lemma 8.1 is (_{q+1} 2 )(_q 2 ) . The number of edges that satisfy (2) in Lemma 8.1 is 3q (_q 4 ) . The number of edges that satisfy (3) in Lemma 8.1 is 10 (_q 6 ) . The number of edges that satisfy (4) in Lemma 8.1 is 20 (_q 5 ) . Putting these numbers together, we obtain that β_1(E_q^3) is equal to the right-hand side of (8.2.1).

Finally, to justify the inequality in (8.2.1), apply Theorem 3.8. □

Example 8.3. Using Theorem 8.2, we see that

β_1(E_4^3) = 72 β_1(E_5^3) = 245 β_1(E_6^3) = 715 β_1(E_7^3) = 1813 β_1(E_8^3) = 4088 . (This computation can also be verified using Macaulay2. ) These numbers are thus effective bounds for β_1(I^3) for any ideal I generated by q square-free monomials when q = 4, 5, 6, 7, respectively 8.

Theorem 8.4 (Effective bounds on betti numbers). Let q, r ≥ 1 and let I be an ideal of S minimally generated by q square-free monomials, and set

γ_i = ( r − i + q − 1 q − 1 ) . (1) If q = 2, then pd_S (I^r) ≤ 1 and β_0(I^r) ≤ r, β_1(I^r) ≤ r − 1 .

(2) If q = 3, then pd_S (I^r) ≤ 2 and β_0(I^r) ≤ γ_0, β^S_1 (I^r) ≤ 3γ_1, β^S_2 (I^r) ≤ γ_1 + γ_2.

(3) If q = 4, then pd_S (I^r) ≤ 5 and

β_0(I^r) ≤ γ_0, β^S_1 (I^r) ≤ 6γ_1 + 3γ_2, β^S_2 (I^r) ≤ 4γ_1 + 16γ_2,

β^S_3 (I^r) ≤ γ_1 + 15γ_2 + γ_3, β^S_4 (I^r) ≤ 6γ_2, β_5(I^r) ≤ γ_2. Furthermore, all inequalities above become equalities when S = S_E and I = E_q . Proof. In view of Corollary 6.11, the f-vector of the complex U^r_q gives the betti numbers β_i(E_q^r) when q ≤ 4. In turn, Theorem 3.8 gives the desired inequalities.

We proceed now to compute f(U^r_q ). In what follows, the convention is that N^i_q = ∅ when i < 0. Observe that γ_i = |N^{r−i}_q |. Clearly, when i = 0, γ_0 is exactly the number of vertices of U^r_q , which is |N^r_q |. Assume q = 2. The edges of U^r_q are of the form ϵ^a{ϵ_1, ϵ_2}, a ∈ N^{r−1}_2 . Thus the number of edges is |N^{r−1}_2 | = γ_1. There are no higher dimensional faces in U^r_2 , and this finishes the explanation for (1).

Assume q = 3. The facets are ϵ^a{ϵ_j : j ∈ [3]}, a ∈ N^{r−1}_q and ϵ^a{ϵ_j ϵ_k : j ≠ k}, a ∈ N^{r−2}_q . There are γ_1 facets of the first type and γ_2 facets of the second type, hence γ_1 + γ_2 choices in total for the 2-dimensional faces.

To count the edges, note that they take the form below: ϵ^a{ϵ_i, ϵ_j }, a ∈ N^{r−1}_q , i ≠ j . Since |N^{r−1}_q | = γ_1 and there are 3 choices for i, j with i ≠ j, there are 3γ_1 choices in total. This finishes the explanation for (2).

Assume q = 4. The edges are of two types: ϵ^a{ϵ_i, ϵ_j }, a ∈ N^{r−1}_q , i ≠ j ϵ^a{ϵ_iϵ_j , ϵ_ke_l}, a ∈ N^{r−2}_q {i, j, k, l} = [4]. There are 6γ_1 edges of the first type and 3γ_2 edges of the second type.

The 2-dimensional faces are of the form: ϵ^a{ϵ_i, ϵ_j , ϵ_k}, a ∈ N^{r−1}_q , |{i, j, k}| = 3 ϵ^a{ϵ_iϵ_j , ϵ_ke_l, ϵ_ue_v}, a ∈ N^{r−2}_q , i ≠ j, k ≠ l, u ≠ v, {i, j} ∩ {k, l} ∩ {u, v} = ∅. There are 4γ_1 faces of the first type and (

(_6 3 ) − 4)γ_2 = 16γ_2 faces of the second type.

The 3-dimensional faces are of the form: ϵ^a{ϵ_1, ϵ_2, ϵ_3, ϵ_4}, a ∈ N^{r−1}_q ϵ^a{ϵ_iϵ_j , ϵ_ke_l, ϵ_ue_v, ϵ_pe_q }, a ∈ N^{r−2}_q , i ≠ j, k ≠ l, u ≠ v, p ≠ q, {i, j}∩{k, l}∩{u, v}∩{p, q} = ∅ ϵ^a{ϵ_1ϵ_2ϵ_3, ϵ_1ϵ_2ϵ_4, ϵ_2ϵ_3e_4}, a ∈ N^{r−3}_q .

There are γ_1 faces of the first type, γ_3 of the third type and

(_6 4 ) γ_2 = 15γ_2 faces of the second type.

The 4-dimensional faces are of the form: ϵ^a{ϵ_iϵ_j , ϵ_kϵ_l, ϵ_uϵ_v, ϵ_pϵ_q, ϵ_bϵ_c}, a ∈ N^{r−2}_q , i ≠ j, k ≠ l, u ≠ v, p ≠ q, b ≠ c , {i, j} ∩ {k, l} ∩ {u, v} ∩ {p, q} ∩ {b, c} = ∅ .

There are 6γ_2 faces of this form.

Finally, the 5-dimensional faces are of the type ϵ^a{ϵ_1ϵ_2, ϵ_1ϵ_3, ϵ_1ϵ_4, ϵ_2e_3, ϵ_2ϵ_4, ϵ_3ϵ_4}, a ∈ N^{r−2}_q

hence there are γ_2 of them. □

For the sake of completeness, we also include below the bounds obtained in [6] in the case when r = 2. The fact that the bounds are achieved when I = E_q is established in [4].

Theorem 8.5 ([6, Theorem 4.1],[4, Proposition 7.9]). Let q ≥ 1 and let I be a monomial ideal minimally generated by q square-free monomials. Then

β_i(I^2) ≤

(_1

2 (q^2 − q)

i + 1 ) + q ( q − 1 i ) . Furthermore, equality holds when S = S_E and I = E_q .

While we succeeded in providing effective bounds on the betti numbers of powers of square-free monomials in certain cases, as recorded above, it remains to be established whether such bounds can be given for all r and q. In particular, this paper raises the question:

Question 8.6. Is the minimal free resolution of E_q^r supported on a simplicial (or cellular) complex for all q ≥ 1 and all r ≥ 1? In particular, are the ideals E_q^r Scarf?

If this is true, then one would also want to explicitly describe the faces of the simplicial (or cellular) complex in Question 8.6, with the hope that one can obtain explicit formulas for bounds on betti numbers, as given in this section. While we were able to provide a clear description of S^r_q when q ≤ 4 and also when r ≤ 2, such a description seems to become a lot more complex for larger q or r. We believe one can show that the ideals S^r_q are Scarf at least when q = 5 or when r = 3 as well, but the difficulty of understanding the Scarf complex with our current techniques is increasing sharply for large values of q and r.

Acknowledgements. The research for this paper took place in May 2022, during a two-week stay of the authors at the Mathematisches Forschungsinstitut in Oberwolfach (MFO), as Oberwolfach Research Fellows. We are grateful to MFO for providing us with a wonderful environment and facilities to do concentrated work.

We are grateful to Susan Cooper and Susan Morey with whom we have an on-going collaboration on products of simplicial complexes. Their insights will have inevitably influenced us while writing the current paper.

Sara Faridi’s research is supported by the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada (NSERC) Discovery Grant program (#2023-05929). Liana Şega was supported in part by a grant from the Simons Foundation (#354594). For Sandra Spiroff, this material is based upon work supported by and while serving at the National Science Foundation. Any opinion, findings, and conclusions or recommendations expressed in this material are those of the authors and do not necessarily reflect the views of the National Science Foundation.

The computations for this paper were made using the computer algebra softeware Macaulay2 [8].

REFERENCES

1. D. Bayer, I. Peeva, B. Sturmfels, Monomial resolutions, Math. Res. Lett. 5 (1998), 31–46. 2. E. Batzies and V. Welker, Discrete Morse theory for cellular resolutions, J. Reine Angew. Math., 543, 147-168 (2002). 3. T. Chau, A. Duval, S. Faridi, T. Holleben, S. Morey, L. M. Şega, Powers of a simplex, work in progress (2023). 4. S. M. Cooper, S. El Khoury, S. Faridi, S. Mayes-Tang, S. Morey, L. M. Şega and S. Spiroff, Simplicial resolutions of powers of square-free monomial ideals, to appear in Algebraic Combinatorics, arXiv:2204.03136 (2023).

5. S. M. Cooper, S. El Khoury, S. Faridi, S. Mayes-Tang, S. Morey, L. M. Şega and S. Spiroff, Morse resolutions of powers of square-free monomial ideals of projective dimension one, J. Algebraic Combinatorics, 55, no. 4 (2022) 1105-1122.

6. S. M. Cooper, S. El Khoury, S. Faridi, S. Mayes-Tang, S. Morey, L. M. Şega and S. Spiroff, Simplicial resolutions for the second power of square-free monomial ideals, Women in Commutative Algebra, 193-205,Assoc. Women Math. Ser., 29, Springer, Cham, 2021.

7. S. Faridi, M. Farrokhi D. G., R. Ghorbani, A. Yazdan Pour, Cellular resolutions of monomial ideals and their Artinian reductions, submitted, arXiv:2209.10338 (2022).

8. D. R. Grayson, M. E. Stillman, Macaulay2, a software system for research in algebraic geometry, Available at http://www.math.uiuc.edu/Macaulay2/.

9. J. Jonsson, Simplicial Complexes of Graphs, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 1928, Springer, Berlin (2008), no. 12 (2017) 5453–5464.

10. J. Mermin, Three simplicial resolutions, Progress in commutative algebra 1, 127–141, de Gruyter, Berlin, 2012. 11. P. Orlik, V. Welker, Algebraic combinatorics. Lectures from the Summer School held in Nordfjordeid, June 2003, Universitext. Springer, Berlin, (2007).

12. I. Peeva, M. Velasco, Frames and degenerations of monomial ideals, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 363 (2011), no. 4, 2029– 2046.

13. D. Taylor, Ideals generated by monomials in an R-sequence, Thesis, University of Chicago (1966).

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, AMERICAN UNIVERSITY OF BEIRUT, BLISS HALL 315, P.O. BOX 11-0236, BEIRUT 1107-2020, LEBANON

Email address: se24@aub.edu.lb

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS & STATISTICS, DALHOUSIE UNIVERSITY, 6316 COBURG RD., PO BOX 15000, HAL-

IFAX, NS, CANADA B3H 4R2

Email address: faridi@dal.ca

LIANA M. ŞEGA, DIVISION OF COMPUTING, ANALYTICS AND MATHEMATICS, SCHOOL OF SCIENCE AND ENGINEER- ING, UNIVERSITY OF MISSOURI-KANSAS CITY, MO 64110, U.S.A.

Email address: segal@umkc.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF MISSISSIPPI, HUME HALL 335, P.O. BOX 1848, UNIVERSITY, MS 38677 USA

Email address: spiroff@olemiss.edu