arXiv:2502.20649v1 [math.AC] 28 Feb 2025

TANGENT CONES OF BRESINSKY AND ARSALAN CURVES

RANJANA MEHTA AND JOYDIP SAHA

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the Apéry tables for the numerical semigroups given by Bresinsky and Arslan. Using the Apéry tables we write the tangent cones of the Bresinsky and Arsalan curves at the origin. Further, we calculate Hilbert series of the tangent cone of the Bresinsky and Arslan curves. We prove that both classes of the curve have Cohen- Macaulay tangent cone.

1. INTRODUCTION

Apéry table of a numerical semigroup associated to an affine monomial curve plays an important role in the characterizing invariants of its tangent cone. Using the Apéry table, we can calculate the explicit tangent cone and it’s Hilbert series. We can also study the Cohen-Macauley and Buchbaum properties of the tangent cone; see the papers [2], [4],[5].

In [1], F.Arslan studied the Cohen Macaulayness of the tangent cone of the Arslan curves using Gröbner basis. F. Arslan further showed that in every affine l− space with l ≥ 4, there are monomial curves having a Cohen-Macaulay tangent cone with an arbitrarily large minimal number of generators which contradicts the case l = 3, studied by Robbiano and Valla in [7]. F. Arslan also determined the Hilbert series of the tangent cone of the Arslan curves and their extended versions. In [6] using Gröbner basis, Herzog and Stamate showed that the tangent cone of the Bresinsky curves is Cohen–Macaulay.

In this paper, we compute the Apéry set and Apéry table for the numerical semigroups given by Bresinsky and Arslan. It came to our surprise that both classes have similar types of elements in the Apéry set and each element of the Apéry set has a unique expression. Using the Apéry tables, we write the tangent cones at the origin explicitly and further we calculate the Hilbert series of tangent cones. We prove that both classes have Cohen-Macaulay tangent cones.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 13C40, 13P10. Key words and phrases. Numerical semigroups, Apéry set, Apéry table, Monomial curves, Tangent cone, Hilbert series. 1

2 RANJANA MEHTA AND JOYDIP SAHA

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS

Let Γ be a numerical semigroup. It is true that (see [9]) the set N \ Γ is finite and that the semigroup Γ has a unique minimal system of generators a_1 < · · · < a_e. The greatest integer not belonging to Γ is called the Frobenius number of Γ, denoted by F (Γ). The integers a_1 and e are known as the multiplicity and the embedding dimension of the semigroup Γ, usually denoted by m(Γ) and e(Γ) respectively.

The Apéry set of Γ with respect to a non-zero a ∈ Γ is defined to be the set Ap(Γ, a) = {s ∈ Γ | s − a /∈ Γ}. Each element x ∈ Γ can be written as x = ∑_e i=1 a_is_i for some non-negative integers s_i. The vector s = (s_1, . . . , s_e) is called a factorization of x, and the set of all factorizations of x is denoted by F (x), which is a finite set.

Let | s |= ∑_e i=1 s_i denote the total order of s. Then the maximum integer n which is the total order of a vector in F (x) is called the order of x and is denoted by ord_Γ(x). A vector s ∈ F (x) with | s |= ord_Γ(x), is called a maximal factorization of x and x = ∑_e i=1 a_is_i is called a maximal expression of x. For a vector a of non-negative integers, we set x(s) = ∑_e i=1 a_is_i.

Given 0 ≠ x ∈ Γ, the set of lengths of x in Γ is defined as L(x) = { e∑ i=1 r_i|x = e∑ i=1 r_ia_i, r_i ≥ 0} Given integers a_1 < · · · < a_e; the map ν : k[x_1, . . . , x_e] −→ k[t] defined as ν(x_i) = t^{ai} , 1 ≤ i ≤ e, defines a parametrization for an affine monomial curve; the ideal ker(ν) = p is called the defining ideal of the monomial curve defined by the parametrization ν(x_i) = t^{ai} , 1 ≤ i ≤ e. The defining ideal p is a graded ideal with respect to the weighted gradation and therefore any two minimal generating sets of p have the same cardinality.

Suppose M = Γ \ {0} and for a positive integer n, we write nM := M + · · · + M (n-copies). Let r := min{r|(r + 1)M = a_1 + rM}, this r is called the reduction number. Let m be the maximal ideal of the ring k[[t^{a1} , . . . t^{ae} ]]. Then (n + 1)M = a + nM for all n ≥ r if and only if r = r_{(t}a1_)(m).

Let Ap(Γ, a_1) = {0, ω_1, . . . , ω_{a1−1}}. Now for each n ≥ 1, let us define Ap(nM) = {ω_{n,0}, . . . ω_{n,a1−1}} inductively. We define ω_{1,0} = a_1 and ω_{1,i} = ω_i, for 1 ≤ i ≤ a_1 − 1. Then Ap(M) = {a_1, ω_1, . . . , ω_{a1−1}}. Now we define ω_{n+1,i} = ω_{n,i}, if ω_{n,i} ∈ (n + 1)M, and ω_{n+1,i} = ω_{n,i} + a_1, otherwise. We note that ω_{n+1,i} = ω_{n,i} + a_1 for all 0 ≤ i ≤ a_1 − 1 and n ≥ r_{(t}a1_)(m). Then, the Apéry table AT(Γ, a_1) of Γ is a table of size (r_{(t}a1_)(m) + 1) × a_1,

TANGENT CONES OF CONCATENATED NUMERICAL SEMIGROUPS 3

whose (0, t) entry is ω_t, for 0 ≤ t ≤ a_1 − 1 (we take ω_0 = 0), and the (s, t) entry is ω_{st}, for 1 ≤ s ≤ r_{(t}a1_)(m) and 0 ≤ t ≤ a_1 − 1.

We take some definitions from [5]. Let W = {a_0, . . . , a_n} be a set of integers. We call it a ladder if a_0 ≤ . . . ≤ a_n. Given a ladder, we say that a subset L = {a_i, . . . , a_{i+k}}, with k ≥ 1, is a landing of length k if a_{i−1} < a_i = · · · = a_{i+k} < a_{i+k+1} (where a_{−1} = −∞ and a_{n+1} = ∞). In this case, s(L) = i and e(L) = i + k. A landing L is said to be a true landing if s(L) ≥ 1. Given two landings L and L^′ , we set L < L^′ if s(L) < s(L^′ ). Let p(W ) + 1 be the number of landings and assume that L_0 < · · · < L_{p(W )} are the distinct landings. Then we define the following numbers: s_j(W ) = s(L_j ), e_j (W ) = e(L_j ), for each 0 ≤ j ≤ p(W ); c_j(W ) = s_j(W ) − e_{j−1}(W ), for each 0 ≤ j ≤ p(W ).

Suppose Γ be a numerical semigroup minimally generated by a_1 < · · · < a_e and m_Γ be the maximal ideal of k[[t^{a1} , . . . t^{ae} ]]. Let r = r_{(t}a1_)(m_Γ), M = Γ \ {0} and Ap(nM) = {ω_{n,0}, . . . ω_{n,a1−1}} for 0 ≤ n ≤ r. For every 1 ≤ i ≤ a_1 − 1, consider the ladder of the values W^i = {ω_{n,i}}_{0≤n≤r} and define the following integers:

(i) p_i = p(W^i) (ii) d_i = e_{pi} (W^i) (iii) b^i_j = e_{j−1}(W^i) and c^i_j = c_j(W^i), for 1 ≤ j ≤ p_i.

Theorem 2.1. (Cortadellas, Zarzuela.) With the above notations,

G_{mΓ} ∼= F_Γ ⊕ a_1−1⨁

i=1 ( F_Γ(−d_i) p_i⨁

j=1 F_Γ ((t^{a1} )^∗)^{cij} F_Γ

(−b^i_j ) ) , where G_{mΓ} is the tangent cone of Γ and F_Γ = F ((t^{a1} )) is the fiber cone.

Proof. See Theorem 2.3 in [5]. □

Theorem 2.2. Let H_{FΓ} (x) be the Hilbert series of F_Γ, then as stated in [4],

F_Γ≃ e⨁ i=1 F (J)(−b_i) f⨁ j=1 (F (J)/a^{cj} F (J))(−d_j) where we may assume b_1 ≤ · · · ≤ b_e, d_1 ≤ · · · ≤ d_f . In particular one immediately has

H_{FΓ} (x) = x^{b1} + · · · + x^{be} + (1 − x^{c1} )x^{d1} + · · · + (1 − x^{cf} )x^{df} 1 − x As given in section 2[2], we denote H(n) = #nM \ (n + 1)M , the Hilbert function of k[[Γ]]

4 RANJANA MEHTA AND JOYDIP SAHA

3. TANGENT CONE OF BRESINSKY CURVES Let h ≥ 2 be an integer. Let m_0 = 2h(2h − 1), m_1 = (2h + 1)(2h − 1), m_2 = 2h(2h + 1), m_3 = 2h(2h + 1) + (2h − 1). Bresinsky see [3] defined the curve Γ_h = ⟨m_0, m_1, m_2, m_3⟩.

Theorem 3.1. The Apéry set Ap(Γ_h, m_0) is given as follows, Ap(Γ_h, m_0) = A_1 ∪ A_2 ∪ A_3 ∪ A_4 ∪ A_5.

Where, • A_1 = {im_1|1 ≤ i ≤ 2h − 1}, • A_2 = {im_2|1 ≤ i ≤ 2h − 2}, • A_3 = {im_3|1 ≤ i ≤ 2h − 2}, • A_4 = {im_1 + jm_3|1 ≤ i ≤ 2h − 2, 1 ≤ j ≤ (2h − 1) − i}, • A_5 = {im_2 + jm_3|1 ≤ i ≤ 2h − 3, 1 ≤ j ≤ (2h − 2) − i} Proof. We have m_1 = m_0 + (2h − 1), m_2 = m_0 + 4h, m_3 = m_0 + (6h − 1) and we want to show that A_1 ⊂ Ap(Γ_h, m_0). At first, we show that (2h − 1)m_1 − m_0 /∈ Γ_h.

Suppose (2h − 1)m_1 − m_0 = a_0m_0 + a_1m_1 + a_2m_2 + a_3m_3, hence (2h − 1)m_1 = (a_0 + 1)m_0 + a_1m_1 + a_2m_2 + a_3m_3. (3.1) We claim that a_0 + a_1 + a_2 + a_3 < 2h − 1.

If a_0 + a_1 + a_2 + a_3 ≥ 2h − 1 then (a_0 + a_1 + a_2 + a_3)m_1 ≥ (2h − 1)m_1. We have

(a_0 + 1)m_0 − a_0m_1 = (a_0 + 1)m_0 − a_0(m_0 + 2h − 1) = m_0 − a_0(2h − 1) = (2h − 1)(2h − a_0) If a_0 ≥ 2h, then (a_0 + 1) ≥ (2h + 1) and (a_0 + 1)m_0 ≥ (2h + 1)2h(2h − 1) ⪈ (2h − 1)^2(2h + 1) = (2h − 1)m_1 which implies (2h − a_0) > 0. Therefore, (a_0 + 1)m_1 > a_0m_1, which gives (a_0 + 1)m_0 + a_1m_1 + a_2m_2 + a_3m_3 > (a_0 + a_1 + a_2 + a_3)m_1 ≥ (2h − 1)m_1, a contradiction. Therefore, (a_0 + 1) + a_1 + a_2 + a_3 ≤ 2h − 1 (3.2) Again from 3.1, (2h − 1)[(2h − 1 − a_1) + m_0] = (a_0 + a_1 + a_2 + a_3)m_0 + a_24h + a_3(6h − 1) which gives, 2h − 1 | a_24h + a_3(6h − 1). Therefore, 2h − 1 | 2(a_2 + a_3).

TANGENT CONES OF CONCATENATED NUMERICAL SEMIGROUPS 5

Since gcd(2h − 1, 2) = 1, we have 2h − 1 | (a_2 + a_3). Hence a_2 + a_3 = 2h − 1 or a_2 + a_3 = 0. If a_2 + a_3 = 2h − 1 , we get a contradiction RHS > LHS in 3.1. Therefore, a_2 + a_3 = 0, i.e. a_2 = 0 = a_3, which gives (2h − 1 − a_1)m_1 = (a_0 + 1)m_0 (from 3.1). Hence 2h + 1 | (a_0 + 1)m_0. Since gcd(2h, 2h + 1) = 1, and gcd(2h + 1, 2h − 1) = 1, we have gcd(m_0, 2h+1) = 1. which implies 2h+1 | (a_0 +1) , gives a contradiction as a_0 + 1 ≤ 2h − 1 by 3.2.

If for any 1 ≤ i < 2h − 1, im_1 − m_0 ∈ Γ_h, hence im_1 − m_0 + (2h − 1 − i)m_1 ∈ Γ_h, which implies (2h − 1)m_1 − m_0 ∈ Γ_h, a contradiction. Therefore, A_1 ⊆ A_p(Γ_h, m_0).

Similarly, we can show A_2, A_3 are also subsets of the Apery set. Next we have, A_4 = {im_1 + jm_3|1 ≤ i ≤ 2h − 2, 1 ≤ j ≤ (2h − 1) − i} and it is enough to show that im_1 + (2h − 1 − i)m_3 − m_0 /∈ Γ_h. Suppose im_1 + (2h − 1 − i)m_3 = (a_0 + 1)m_0 + a_1m_1 + a_2m_2 + a_3m_3 (3.3) We claim that a_0 + a_1 + a_2 + a_3 ≤ 2h − 1. If a_0 + a_1 + a_2 + a_3 ≥ 2h, we have im_1 + (2h − 1 − i)m_3 − [(a_0 + 1)m_0 + a_1m_1 + a_2m_2 + a_3m_3] = i(m_0 + 2h − 1) + (2h − 1 − i)(m_0 + 6h − 1) − [(a_0 + 1)m_0 + a_1(m_0 + 2h − 1) + a_2(m_0 + 4h) + a_3(m_0 + 6h − 1)] = [(2h − 1) − a_0 − 1 − a_1 − a_2 − a_3]m_0 + (i − a_1)(2h − 1) + (2h − 1 − i − a_3)(6h − 1) − a_2(4h) Maximum value of this expression is

−2m_0 + (i − a_1)(2h − 1) + (2h − 1 − i − a_3)(6h − 1) − a_24h < 0. [ since a_0 + a_1 + a_2 + a_3 ≥ 2h], Therefore LHS< RHS of 3.3 gives a contradiction. Again from 3.3 we get

m_0(2h − 1 − a_0 − 1 − a_1 − a_2 − a_3) = (a_1 − i)(2h − 1) + (a_3 − 2h + 1 + i)(6h − 1) + a_24h, which implies 2h | (a_1 −i)(2h−1)+(a_3 −2h+1+i)(6h−1)+a_24h, hence 2h | −(a_1 − i) − (a_3 + 1 + i), i.e. 2h|a_1 + a_3 + 1.Therefore, a_1 + a_3 + 1 = 0 or a_1 + a_3 + 1 = 2h, as a_0 + a_1 + a_2 + a_3 + 1 ≤ 2h. But a_1 + a_3 + 1 ≠ 0 as a_1 ≥ 0 or a_3 ≥ 0. Therefore, a_1 + a_3 = 2h − 1.

The minimum value of RHS of 3.3 is (2h − 1)m_1 + m_0. Now, (2h−1)m_1+m_0 −im_1 −(2h−1−i)m_3 = (2h−1)(4h−1−i)−(6h−1) > 0

6 RANJANA MEHTA AND JOYDIP SAHA

gives a contradiction. Therefore, im_1 + (2h − 1 − i)m_3 − m_0 /∈ Γ_h. Hence we can conclude that A_4 ⊆ A_p(Γ_h, m_0). Similarly, we can prove that A_5 ⊆ A_p(Γ_h, m_0). □

Theorem 3.2. Every element of Ap(Γ_h, m_0) has a unique expression.

Proof. At first we will show that every element of the set A_1 in Ap(Γ_h, m_0), is uniquely expressed. Since m_1 is the element of the generating set of the numerical semigroup Γ_h, it has a unique expression. Suppose

(2h − 1)m_1 = c_1m_1 + c_2m_2 + c_3m_3.

If c_1 ≠ 0 then (2h − 1 − c_1)m_1 = c_2m_2 + c_3m_3 and by induction (2h − 1 − c_1)m_1 has a unique expression,a contradiction.

If c_1 = 0 then (2h − 1)m_1 = c_2m_2 + c_3m_3 taking modulo 2h − 1 we get,

0 ≡ 2(c_2 + c_3) mod (2h − 1).

Hence, 2(c_2 + c_3) = k(2h − 1). By the equation (2h − 1 − c_2 − c_3)m_1 = c_2(2h+1)+c_34h, we get c_2+c_3 < (2h−1). The LHS 2(c_2+c_3) < 2(2h−1), and RHS k_1(2h − 1) ≥ 2(2h − 1), which is a contradiction, therefore the elements of A_1 are uniquely expressed.

Since m_2 is the element of the generating set of the numerical semigroup Γ_h, so it has a unique expression. Suppose (2h − 2)m_2 = c_1m_1 + c_2m_2 + c_3m_3. If c_2 ≠ 0 then (2h − 2 − c_2)m_2 = c_1m_1 + c_3m_3 and by induction (2h − 2 − c_2)m_2 has a unique expression,a contradiction. If c_2 = 0 then (2h − 2)m_2 = c_1m_1 + c_3m_3 taking modulo 2h − 1 we get,

−2 ≡ 2c_3 mod (2h − 1).

Hence 2c_3 + 2 = k_2(2h − 1). If k_2 = 1, then c_3 = 2h − 3 2 . Therefore, we get k_2 ≥ 2.

Again we have

(2h − 2 − c_1 − c_3)m_1 + (2h − 2)(2h + 1) = c_34h.

If c_1 +c_3 > (2h−2) then (2h−2−c_1 −c_3)m_1 +(2h−2)(2h+1) < −(2h+1) and RHS is c_34h ≥ 0. Therefore, c_1+c_3 ≤ (2h−2). If c_1+c_3 = (2h−2) and c_1 = 0, then (2h + 1) = 4h, which is a contradiction. Hence c_3 < (2h − 2). In that case, LHS is 2c_3 + 2 < 4h − 2 and RHS is k_2(2h − 1) ≥ 4h − 2, which is a contradiction. Similarly, we can show that the elements of A_3 are uniquely expressed.

Let im_1 + (2h − 1 − i)m_3 = c_1m_1 + c_2m_2 + c_3m_3, Then, we get (2h − 1 − c_1 − c_2 − c_3)m_1 + (2h − 1 − i)4h = c_2(2h + 1) + c_34h.

TANGENT CONES OF CONCATENATED NUMERICAL SEMIGROUPS 7

If c_1 + c_2 + c_3 > (2h − 1), then LHS is (2h − 1 − c_1 − c_2 − c_3)m_1 + (2h − 1 − i)4h < −8h + 2. Since h ≥ 2 therefore LHS< −14 and RHS c_2(2h + 1) + c_34h > 0, which is a contradiction.

If c_1 + c_2 + c_3 = 2h, then −m_1 + (2h − 1 − i − c_3 )4h = c_2(2h + 1). Since RHS is c_2(2h+1) > 0 then (2h−1−i−c_3 ) > 0 and (2h+1)|(2h−1−i−c_3 ). Since (2h + 1) > (2h − 1 − i − c_3), which is a contradiction.

If c_1 + c_2 + c_3 = (2h − 1), then (2h − 1 − i − c_3)4h = c_2(2h + 1). Hence c_2 = k.2h. As c_1 + c_2 + c_3 = (2h − 1), therefore c_2 = 0 hence im_1 + (2h − 1 − i)m_3 = c_1m_1 + c_3m_3 and c_1 + c_3 = (2h − 1). We already have that expression.

If c_1 + c_2 + c_3 < (2h − 1), then (2h − 1) − c_3 > c_1 + c_2 ≥ 0 and (2h − 1) − c_3 − i > −i. We know that 2h + 1|(2h − 1) − c_3 − i. Since 1 ≤ i ≤ (2h − 2), therefore (2h − 1) − c_3 − i = 0. Substituting the value of c_3 in (2h − 1 − c_1 − c_2 − c_3)m_1 + (2h − 1 − i)4h = c_2(2h + 1) + c_34h, we get (2h − 1 − c_1 − c_2 − c_3)m_1 = c_2(2h + 1). Therefore, 2h − 1|c_2, let c_2 = k(2h − 1). Since c_1 + c_2 + c_3 < (2h − 1), therefore, k = 0. Hence (2h − 1) = c_1 − c_2 − c_3, which is a contradiction.

Similarly, we can show that elements of A_5 are uniquely expressed. □

Theorem 3.3. The following statements hold for all k ≥ 0.

(1) ord(im_1 + km_0) = i + k, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2h − 1 (2) ord(im_2 + km_0) = i + k, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2h − 2 (3) ord(im_3 + km_0) = i + k, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2h − 2 (4) ord(im_1 + jm_3 + km_0) = i + j + k, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2h − 2, 1 ≤ j ≤ (2h − 1) − i (5) ord(im_2 + jm_2 + km_0) = i + j + k, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2h − 3 , 1 ≤ j ≤ (2h − 2) − i Proof. In (1), we want to show ord(im_1 + km_0) = i + k, for all k ≥ 0 , 1 ≤ i ≤ 2h−1. Suppose that we prove ord((2h−1)m_1 +km_0) = 2h−1+k for all k ≥ 0 and if ord(im_1 + km_0) > i + k for some 1 ≤ i ≤ 2h − 1 , then (2h − 1)m_1 + km_0 = (2h − 1 − i)m_1 + im_1 + km_0. i.e. ord((2h − 1)m_1 + km_0) > 2h − 1 + k that is a contradiction. Therefore, it is enough to show, ord((2h − 1)m_1 + km_0) = 2h − 1 + k for all k ≥ 0.

Suppose, (2h − 1)m_1 + km_0 = a_0m_0 + a_1m_1 + a_2m_2 + a_3m_3. If a_0 ≥ k, (2h − 1)m_1 = (a_0 − k)m_0 + a_1m_1 + a_2m_2 + a_3m_3. But (2h − 1)m_1 ∈ A_p(Γ_h, m_0), has a unique expression by the theorem 3.2. Therefore, a_1 = 2h − 1 and a_0 = k, a_2 = 0, a_3 = 0 and we are done.

If 0 < a_0 < k then, we have

(2h − 1)m_1 + (k − a_0)m_0 = a_1m_1 + a_2m_2 + a_3m_3

8 RANJANA MEHTA AND JOYDIP SAHA

and k − a_0 < k, by induction hypothesis we are done.

So the only case is, a_0 = 0. We have

(2h − 1)m_1 + km_0 = a_1m_1 + a_2m_2 + a_3m_3.

If a_1 ≥ (2h − 1), then km_0 = (a_1 − (2h − 1))m_1 + a_2m_2 + a_3m_3. Since m_0 < m_1 < m_2 < m_3, we have (a_1 − (2h − 1))m_0 ≤ (a_1 − (2h − 1))m_1, a_2m_0 ≤ a_2m_2 and a_3m_0 ≤ a_3m_3. Therefore, by adding these, we get (a_1 − (2h−1)+a_2+a_3)m_0 ≤ km_0. which implies that a_1 −(2h−1)+a_2 +a_3 ≤ k, hence a_1 + a_2 + a_3 ≤ (2h − 1) + k and we are done.

If 0 ≤ a_1 < (2h−1) then, ((2h−1)−a_1)m_1 +km_0 = a_2m_2 +a_3m_3. We have, ((2h − 1) − a_1)m_1 ≤ ((2h − 1) − a_1)m_2 and km_0 ≤ km_2. Therefore, by adding these two equations, we get

((2h − 1) − a_1)m_1 + km_0 ≤ ((2h − 1) − a_1)m_2 + km_2.

We have (a_2 + a_3)m_2 ≤ a_2m_2 + a_3m_3 ≤ ((2h − 1) − a_1 + k)m_2.

Which implies, a_2 +a_3 ≤ (2h−1)−a_1 +k, i.e., a_1+a_2 +a_3 ≤ 2h−1+k, and we are done.The proof of the statements (2), (3), (4), and (5) are similar as above. □ Theorem 3.4. The Apéry table of the Bresinsky curve w.r.t. m_0 is a matrix of order 2h × m_0 and the table AT(Γ_h, m_0) is given as follows, AT(Γ_h, m_0) = [_h T_0^hT_1^hT_2^hT_3^hT_4^hT_5 ] , where

•^hT_0 = (t^{(0)}_{i1} )_{2h×1} and t^{(0)}_{i1} = (i − 1)m_0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ 2h •^hT_1 = (t^{(1)}_{ij} )_{2h×(2h−1)} and

t^{(1)}_{ij} = jm_1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ j + 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ 2h − 1 = jm_1 + (i − j − 1)m_0 for j + 1 < i ≤ 2h, 1 ≤ j ≤ 2h − 1.

• For l = 2, 3,^hT_l = (t^{(l)}_{ij} )_{2h×(2h−2)} and

t^{(l)}_{ij} = jm_l for 1 ≤ i ≤ j + 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ 2h − 2 = jm_l + (i − j − 1)m_0 for j + 1 < i ≤ 2h, 1 ≤ j ≤ 2h − 2.

TANGENT CONES OF CONCATENATED NUMERICAL SEMIGROUPS 9

•^hT_4 = [_h T^{(4)}_1^hT^{(4)}_2 · · ·^hT^{(4)}_{2h−2} ] is a matrix of order 2h × (h −

1)(2h − 1) and^hT^{(4)}_i = (t^{(i4)}rs )_{2h×(2h−1−i)} where,

t^{(i4)}_{rs} = im_1 + sm_3; 1 ≤ r ≤ i + s + 1, 1 ≤ s ≤ 2h − 1 − i = im_1 + sm_3 + (r − i − s − 1)m_0; for r + s + 1 < i ≤ 2h, 1 ≤ s ≤ 2h − 1 − i.

•^hT_5 = [_h T^{(5)}_1^hT^{(5)}_2 · · ·^hT^{(5)}_{2h−3} ] is a matrix of order 2h × (h −

1)(2h − 3) and^hT^{(5)}_i = (t^{(i5)}rs )_{2h×(2h−2−i)} where,

t^{(i5)}_{rs} = im_2 + sm_3; 1 ≤ r ≤ i + s + 1, 1 ≤ s ≤ 2h − 2 − i = im_2 + sm_3 + (r − i − s − 1)m_0; for r + s + 1 < i ≤ 2h, 1 ≤ s ≤ 2h − 2 − i.

Proof. The proof follows from 3.3. □

Example 3.5. We take h = 3, then Γ_3 = ⟨30, 35, 42, 47⟩ and the Apéry table of the Bresinsky curve w.r.t. m_0 = 30 is a matrix of order 6 × 30. Here AT(Γ_3, 30) =

[_3

T_0^3T_1^3T_2^3T_3^3T_4^3T_5 ] and

•^3T_0 = 0 30 60 90 120 150 ,•^3T_1 =

35 70 105 140 175 35 70 105 140 175 65 70 105 140 175 95 100 105 140 175 125 130 135 140 175 155 160 165 175 175

•^3T_2 =

42 84 126 168 42 84 126 168 72 84 126 168 102 114 126 168 132 144 156 168 162 174 186 198

•^3T_3 =

47 94 141 188 47 94 141 188 77 94 141 188 107 124 141 188 137 154 171 188 167 184 201 218

10 RANJANA MEHTA AND JOYDIP SAHA

•^3T_4 =

[_3 T^{(4)}_1^3T^{(4)}_2^3T^{(4)}_3^3T^{(4)}_4 ] is a matrix of order 6 × 8 and

•^3T^{(4)}_1 =

82 129 176 223 82 129 176 223 82 129 176 223 112 129 176 223 142 159 176 223 172 189 206 223

, •^3T^{(4)}_2 =

117 164 211 117 164 211 117 164 211 117 164 211 147 164 211 177 194 211 ,

•^3T^{(4)}_3 =

152 199 152 199 152 199 152 199 152 199 182 199

•^3T^{(4)}_4 = 187 187 187 187 187 187 .

•^3T_5 =

[_3 T^{(5)}_1^3T^{(5)}_2^3T^{(5)}_3 ] is a matrix of order 6 × 6 and

•^3T^{(5)}_1 =

89 136 183 89 136 183 89 136 183 119 136 183 149 166 183 179 196 213

, •^3T^{(5)}_2 =

131 178 131 178 131 178 131 178 161 178 191 208

•^3T^{(5)}_3 = 173 173 173 173 173 203 .

Corollary 3.6. Let I = ⟨t^{m0} ⟩. The tangent cone G_m(Γ_h) of Γ_h is a free F (I)-module. Moreover,

G_m(Γ_h) = 2h−2⨁

k=1 (F (I)(−k))^{2k+1} ⨁ (F (I)(2h − 1))^{2h−1}.

Proof. The proof follows from the theorems 2.1, 3.2, 3.3 and lemma 3.6. □ Corollary 3.7. The tangent cone G_m(Γ_h) is Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof. It is easily followed from the fact that G_m(Γ_h) is a free F (I)-module (see section 4 in [5]). □

TANGENT CONES OF CONCATENATED NUMERICAL SEMIGROUPS 11

Corollary 3.8. Let HG_m(Γ_h)(x) be the Hilbert series of G_m. Then

HG_m(Γ_h)(x) = (_{2h−2} ∑ k=1 (2k + 1)x^k + (2h − 1)x^{2h−1} ) /(1 − x) . Proof. The proof follows from Corollary 3.7. □ Remark 3.9. Cohen-Macaulayness of the tangent cone Bresinsky curves has been already studied in [6]. But here we study the Apéry table and we give an explicit structure of the tangent cone of Bresinsky curves.

4. TANGENT CONE OF ARSLAN CURVES Let m ≥ 2 and n_1 = m(m + 1), n_2 = m(m + 1) + 1, n_3 = (m + 1)^2, n_4 = (m + 1)^2 + 1. Arslan in [1] defined the following curves S_m = ⟨n_1, n_2, n_3, n_4⟩.

Theorem 4.1. The Apéry set Ap(S_m, n_1) is given as follows Ap(S_m, n_1) = A_1 ∪ A_2 ∪ A_3 ∪ A_4 ∪ A_5 where • A_1 = {in_2|1 ≤ i ≤ m} • A_2 = {in_3|1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1} • A_3 = {in_4|1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1} • A_4 = {in_2 + jn_4|1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ m − i} • A_5 = {in_3 + jn_4|1 ≤ i ≤ m − 2, 1 ≤ j ≤ (m − 1) − i} Proof. The proof is similar as the Theorem 3.1. For example, if we want to show A_1 ⊆ A_p(S_m, n_1).Then it is enough to show mn_2 − n_1 /∈ S_m. Suppose mn_2 − n_1 = a_1n_1 + a_2n_2 + a_3n_3 + a_4n_4. Then [m − (a_1 + 1) − a_2 − a_3 − a_4]n_1 + m = a_2 + a_3(m + 1) + a_4(m + 2) (4.1) Since RHS of the equation 4.1 is ≥ 0. We have m − (a_1 + 1) − a_2 − a_3 − a_4 ≥ 0. If m − (a_1 + 1) − a_2 − a_3 − a_4 = 0, then from 4.1, we get m = a_2 + a_3(m + 1) + a_1(m + 2). Which implies a_2 = m, a_3 = 0, a_4 = 0 and substituting this values in 4.1 we get mn_2 = (a_1 + 1)n_1 + mn_2, a contradiction as a_1 ≥ 0. Therefore, we have (a_1 + 1) + a_2 + a_3 + a_4 < m (4.2) Again from 4.1, we get (m + 1) | a_2 + a_3(m + 1) + a_4(m + 2) − m i.e. m + 1 | (a_2 + a_4) − m, but 0 < a_2 + a_4 < m gives a contradiction. By a similar method as in 3.1, A_i ∈ Ap(S_m, n_1), 2 ≤ i ≤ 5 □ Theorem 4.2. Each element of Ap(S_m, n_1) has a unique expression.

12 RANJANA MEHTA AND JOYDIP SAHA

Proof. At first we will show that every element of the set A_1 in Ap(S_m, n_1) is uniquely expressed. Since n_2 is the element of the generating set of the numerical semigroup S_m, so it has a unique expression. Suppose mn_2 = c_2n_1 + c_3n_3 + c_4n_4. If c_2 ≠ 0 then (m − c_2)n_2 = c_3n_3 + c_4n_4 and by induction (m − c_2)n_2 has a unique expression,a contradiction. If c_2 = 0, then mn_2 = c_3(n_2 + m) + c_4(n_2 + m + 1) which gives, (m − c_3 − c_4)n_2 = c_3m + c_4(m + 1).

If c_3 + c_4 > m, then L.H.S., (m − c_3 − c_4)n_2 < −n_2 and R.H.S., c_3m + c_4(m + 1) > 0 which is a contradiction.

If c_3 + c_4 = m, then L.H.S., (m − c_3 − c_4)n_2 = 0 and R.H.S., c_3m + c_4(m + 1) > 0, which is a contradiction.

If c_3 + c_4 < m, then L.H.S. (m − c_3 − c_4)n_2 ≥ n_2 = m(m + 1) + 1 R.H.S c_3m + c_4(m + 1) < m^2 + m, which is a contradiction. Similarly, we can prove that the elements of A_2 and A_3 are uniquely expressed.

Let in_2 + (m − i)n_4 = c_2n_2 + c_3n_3 + c_4n_4, we get (m − c_2 − c_3 − c_4)n_2 + (m − i)(m + 1) = c_3m + c_4(m + 1)

If c_2 + c_3 + c_4 > m, then L.H.S, (m − c_2 − c_3 − c_4)n_2 + (m − i)(m + 1) < −i(m+1)−1 < 0 and R.H.S, c_3m+c_4(m+1) > 0, which is a contradiction.

If c_2 + c_3 + c_4 = m, then (m − i − c_4)(m + 1) = c_3m, c_3 = k(m + 1). Since c_2 + c_3 + c_4 = m, therefore c_3 = 0. Hence c_2 + c_4 = m and in_2 + (m − i)n_4 = c_2n_2 + c_4n_4, we already have that expression.

If c_2 + c_3 + c_4 < m, then (m − i − c_4)(m + 1) ≥ (m + 1)^2 + 1 and R.H.S., c_3m + c_4(m + 1) < m(m + 1), which is a contradiction.

Similarly, we can show that elements of A_5 are uniquely expressed. □

Theorem 4.3. The following statements holds; for all k ≥ 0 (1) ord(in_2 + kn_1) = i + k , 1 ≤ i ≤ m (2) ord(in_3 + kn_1) = i + k , 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1 (3) ord(in_4 + kn_1) = i + k , 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1 (4) ord(in_2 + jn_4 + kn_1) = i + j + k , 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ m − i (5) ord(in_3+jn_4 +kn_1) = i+j+k , 1 ≤ i ≤ m−2, 1 ≤ j ≤ (m−1)−i

Proof. The proof is similar as in 3.3. □

Theorem 4.4. The Apéry table of the Arslan curve w.r.t. n_1 is a matrix of order (m + 1) × n_1 and the table AT(S_m, n_1) is given as follows,

AT(S_m, n_1) = [_m A_0^mA_1^mA_2^mA_3^mA_4^mA_5 ] , where

•^mA_0 = (a^{(0)}_{i1} )_{(m+1)×1} and a^{(0)}_{i1} = (i − 1)n_1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ (m + 1)

TANGENT CONES OF CONCATENATED NUMERICAL SEMIGROUPS 13

•^mA_1 = (a^{(1)}_{ij} )_{(m+1)×m} and

a^{(1)}_{ij} = jn_2 for 1 ≤ i ≤ j + 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ m

= jn_2 + (i − j − 1)n_1 for j + 1 < i ≤ m + 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ m.

• For l = 2, 3,^mA_l = (a^{(l)}_{ij} )_{(m+1)×(m−1)} and

a^{(l)}_{ij} = jn_{l+1} for 1 ≤ i ≤ j + 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ m − 1 = jn_{l+1} + (i − j − 1)n_1 for j + 1 < i ≤ m + 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ m − 1.

•^mA_4 = [_m A^{(4)}_1^mA^{(4)}_2 · · ·^mA^{(4)}_{m−1} ] is a matrix of order (m +

1) ×^{m(m−1)}_2 and^mA^{(4)}_i = (a^{(i4)}rs )_{(m+1)×(m−i)} where,

a^{(i4)}_{rs} = in_2 + sn_4; 1 ≤ r ≤ i + s + 1, 1 ≤ s ≤ m − i = in_2 + sm_4 + (r − i − s − 1)n_1 for r + s + 1 < i ≤ m + 1, 1 ≤ s ≤ m − i. •^mA_5 = [_m A^{(5)}_1^mA^{(5)}_2 · · ·^mA^{(5)}_{m−2} ] is a matrix of order (m +

1) ×^{(m−2)(m−1)}_2 and^mA^{(5)}_i = (a^{(i5)}rs )_{(m+1)×(m−1−i)} where,

a^{(i5)}_{rs} = in_3 + sn_4; 1 ≤ r ≤ i + s + 1, 1 ≤ s ≤ m − 1 − i = in_3 + sm_4 + (r − i − s − 1)n_1; for r + s + 1 < i ≤ m + 1, 1 ≤ s ≤ m − 1 − i. Proof. The proof follows from the theorem 4.3. □

Example 4.5. We take m = 4, then S_4 = ⟨20, 21, 25, 26⟩ and the Apéry table of the Arslan curve w.r.t. n_1 = 20 is a matrix of order 5 × 20. Here AT(S_4, 20) =

[_4

A_0^4A_1^4A_2^4A_3^4A_4^4A_5 ] and

•^4A_0 = 0 20 40 60 80 ,•^4A_1 =

21 42 63 84 21 42 63 84 41 42 63 84 61 62 63 84 81 82 83 84

•^4A_2 =

25 50 75 25 50 75 45 50 75 65 70 75 85 90 95

•^4A_3 =

26 52 78 26 52 78 46 52 78 66 72 78 86 92 98

14 RANJANA MEHTA AND JOYDIP SAHA

•^4A_4 =

[_4

A^{(4)}_1^4A^{(4)}_1^4A^{(4)}_1 ] is a matrix of order 5 × 6 and

•^4A^{(4)}_1 =

47 73 99 47 73 99 47 73 99 67 73 99 87 93 99

, •^4A^{(4)}_2 =

68 94 68 94 68 94 68 94 88 94

, •^4A^{(4)}_3 = 89 89 89 89 89 • A_5 = [ A^{(5)}_1 A^{(5)}_2 ] is a matrix of order 5 × 3 and

•^4A^{(5)}_1 =

51 77 51 77 51 77 71 77 91 97

, •^4A^{(5)}_2 = 76 76 76 76 96 .

Corollary 4.6. Let t_k be the number of elements of particular order k in the Apéry set Ap(S_m, n_1) are given by the following table.

TABLE 1. Number of elements of a particular order in the Apéry set

Order 1 2 3 · · · k · · · m − 1 m A_1 1 1 1 · · · 1 · · · 1 1 A_2 1 1 1 · · · 1 · · · 1 0 A_3 1 1 1 · · · 1 · · · 1 0 A_4 0 1 2 · · · k − 1 · · · m − 2 m − 1 A_5 0 1 2 · · · k − 1 · · · m − 2 0 Total 3 5 7 · · · 2k + 1 · · · 2m − 1 m

Proof. The proof follows from the theorem 4.3 and 4.4. □

Corollary 4.7. Let I = ⟨t^{n1} ⟩. The tangent cone G_m(S_m) of S_m is a free F (I)-module. Moreover

G_m(S_m) = m−1⨁ k=1 (F (I)(−k))^{2m−1} ⨁ (F (I)(−m))^m. Proof. The proof follows from the theorems 2.1, 4.1, 4.3 and lemma 4.6. □ Corollary 4.8. The tangent cone G_m(S_m) is Cohen-Macaulay.

It is easily followed from the fact that G_m(S_m) is a free F (I)-module (see section 4 in [5]). □

TANGENT CONES OF CONCATENATED NUMERICAL SEMIGROUPS 15

Corollary 4.9. Let HG_m(S_m(x)) be the Hilbert series of G_m. Then

HG_m(S_m(x)) = (_{m−1} ∑ k=1 (2k − 1)x^k + mx^m ) /(1 − x). Proof. The proof follows from Corollary 4.7. □

Remark 4.10. Cohen-Macaulayness of the tangent cone of Arslan curves has been studied in [1]. Here we have calculated the Apéry table in detail to describe its tangent cone at the origin.

REFERENCES

[1] F. Arslan, Cohen-Macaulayness of tangent cones, Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 128(8):2243–2251, 2000.

[2] Cortadellas Benítez, T., Jafari, R. & Zarzuela Armengou, S., On the Apéry sets of monomial curves, Semigroup Forum 86, 289–320 (2013).

[3] H. Bresinsky, On Prime Ideals with Generic Zero x_i = t^{ni} , Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 47(2):329-332,(1975).

[4] B.T. Cortadellas, A.S. Zarzuela, On the structure of the fiber cone of ideals with analytic spread one, Journal of Algebra 317 (2007)759-785.

[5] B.T. Cortadellas, A.S. Zarzuela, Tangent cones of numerical semigroup rings, Combinatorial aspects of commutative algebra, 45–58, Contemp. Math, 502, Amer. Math. Soc.

[6] J. Herzog, D.I. Stamate, On the defining equations of the tangent cone of a numerical semigroup ring, Journal of Algebra,8-28, 418 (2014).

[7] Robbiano L, Valla G. On the equations defining tangent cones, Mathematical Proceedings of the Cambridge Philosophical Society,88(2):281-297, 1980.

[8] R. Mehta, J. Saha, I. Sengupta, Unboundedness of the first Betti number and the last Betti number of numerical semigroups generated by concatenation, Indian J Pure Appl Math 55, 649–662 (2024).

[9] J.C. Rosales, P.A. García-Sánchez, Numerical Semigroups, Springer, (2009). [10] The GAP Group, GAP – Groups, Algorithms, and Programming, Version 4.8.6; 2016.

Department of Mathematics, SRM University AP, Amaravati 522240, Andhra Pradesh, India

Email address: ranjana.m@srmap.edu.in

Department of Mathematics, Barasat College, 1 Kalyani, Road, Barasat, West Bengal, Pin Code-700126, India.

Email address: saha.joydip56@gmail.com