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Abstract

In this paper, the concepts of binomial difference ideals and toric difference varieties
are defined and their properties are proved. Two canonical representations for Laurent
binomial difference ideals are given using the reduced Grobner basis of Z[x]-lattices and
regular and coherent difference ascending chains, respectively. Criteria for a Laurent
binomial difference ideal to be reflexive, prime, well-mixed, perfect, and toric are given
in terms of their support lattices which are Z[x]-lattices. The reflexive, well-mixed, and
perfect closures of a Laurent binomial difference ideal are shown to be binomial. Four
equivalent definitions for toric difference varieties are presented. Finally, algorithms are
given to check whether a given Laurent binomial difference ideal Z is reflexive, prime,
well-mixed, perfect, or toric, and in the negative case, to compute the reflexive, well-
mixed, and perfect closures of Z. An algorithm is given to decompose a finitely generated
perfect binomial difference ideal as the intersection of reflexive prime binomial difference
ideals.
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1 Introduction

The theory of toric varieties has been extensively studied since its foundation in the early
1970s by Demazure [6], Miyake-Oda [27], Mumford et al. [I§], and Satake [3I], due to
its deep connections with polytopes, combinatorics, symplectic geometry, topology, and its
applications in physics, coding theory, algebraic statistics, and hypergeometric functions
[0, 8, 13], 28]. Toric varieties are often used as an effective testing ground for general theories
of algebraic geometry. In [7], Eisendbud and Sturmfels initiated the study of binomial ideals



which enriched the algebraic aspects of toric varieties and leaded to more applications [26] 29].

In this paper, we initiate the study of binomial difference ideals and toric difference
varieties and hope that they will play similar roles in difference algebraic geometry to their
algebraic counterparts in algebraic geometry. Difference algebra and difference algebraic
geometry were founded by Ritt [30] and Cohn [3], who aimed to study algebraic difference
equations as algebraic geometry to polynomial equations. Besides the early achievements,
some of the major recent advances in this field include the difference Galois theory and its
applications [32], the establishment of the theory of difference scheme and the proof of the
Jacobi bound for difference equations [15], and the explicit description of invariant varieties
under coordinatewise difference operators defined with univariate polynomials [25].

We now describe the main results of this paper. In Section B we prove basic properties
of Z[x]-lattices. By a Z[z]-lattice, we mean a Z[z]-module in Z[x]". Z[x]-lattices play the
same role as Z-lattices in the study of binomial ideals and toric varieties. Here, x is used to
denote the difference operator o. For instance, a®c(a)? is denoted as a®**3. Many properties
of binomial difference ideals can be described or proved with the help of Z[z]-lattices. Since
Z[z] is not a PID, the Hermite normal form for a matrix with entries in Z[z]| does not exist.
In this section, we introduce the concept of generalized Hermite normal form and show that
a matrix is a generalized Hermite normal form if and only if its columns form a reduced
Grobner basis for a Z[z]-lattice. In general, a Z[z]-lattice is not a free Z[z]-module. We
prove that the kernel of a matrix with entries in Z[z] is a free Z[x] module, which plays a
key role in the study of toric difference varieties.

In Section M, we prove basic properties of Laurent binomial difference ideals. Grobner
bases play an important role in the study of binomial ideals [7]. In general, a binomial
difference ideal is not finitely generated and does not have a finite Grobner basis. Instead,
the theory of characteristic set for difference polynomial systems [10] is used for similar
purposes. In Sections 4.2 and 4.3, we give canonical forms for Laurent binomial difference
ideals in terms of Z[x]-lattices and characteristic sets. Let F be a difference field with a
difference operator o, F* = F\ {0}, Y = {y1,...,yn} a set of difference indeterminates, and
F{Y*} the ring of Laurent difference polynomials in Y. Then

Theorem 1.1 T C F{Y*} is a proper Laurent binomial difference ideal if and only if

(1) T = [A], where A = Y' —¢,... Y — ¢, £, € Z[2]?, ¢; € F*, £ = {f1,... . £} isa
reduced Grébner basis of a Z|x]-lattice, and [A] # [1].

(2) Z=[A], where A= Y8 —¢,..., Y5 — ¢, f; € Z[z]", ¢; € F*, and A is a reqular and
coherent difference ascending chain.

(8) T = Z(p) = [Y' — p(f) |f € L,], where p is a homomorphism from a Z[z]-lattice L,
generated by £ to the multiplicative group F* satisfying p(f;) = ¢; and p(o(f)) = o(p(f))
forfeL,.

In (1) and (2), A is a characteristic set of the difference ideal T.

In Sections [£4] and 5l we give criteria for a Laurent binomial difference ideal to be
prime, reflexive, well-mixed, and perfect in terms of its lattice support.



Theorem 1.2 Let T be a proper Laurent binomial difference ideal and L = {f|Yf —¢p € T}
the support lattice of Z. If F is algebraically closed and inversive, then

(1) Z is prime if and only if L is Z-saturated, that is, kf € L implies f € L for k € N and
f e Zlz]".

(2) Z is reflexive if and only if L is x-saturated, that is, f* € L implies f € L for f € Z[x]".

(3) If the well-mized closure of I is not (1], then T is well-mized if and only if L is M-
saturated, that is, kf € L implies (x — op)f € L for k € N and f € Z[x]", where o, € N
1s a number determined by the difference field F.

(4) If the perfect closure {Z} of T is not [1], then T is perfect if and only if L is M-saturated
and x-saturated.

The criterion for prime ideals is similar to the algebraic case, but the criteria for reflex-
ive, well-mixed, and perfect difference ideals are unique to difference algebra and are first
proposed in this paper. In particular, the criterion for well-mixed difference ideals is quite
intriguing.

Based on the above theorem, it is shown that the reflexive, well-mixed, and perfect
closures of a Laurent binomial difference ideal I with support lattice L are still binomial,
whose support lattices are the z-, M-, and the z-M-saturation lattice of L, respectively. It
is further shown that any perfect Laurent binomial difference ideal Z can be written as the
intersection of Laurent reflexive prime binomial difference ideals whose support lattices are
the x-Z- saturation of the support lattice of Z. Since difference polynomial rings are not
Notherian, binomial difference ideals do not have an analog of the primary decomposition
theorem in the algebraic case.

In Section B binomial difference ideals are studied. It is shown that a large portion of
the properties for binomial ideals proved in [7] can be easily extended to the difference case.
We also identify a class of normal binomial difference ideals which are in a one to one cor-
respondence with Laurent difference binomial ideals. With the help of this correspondence,
properties proved for Laurent binomial difference ideals can be extended to the non-Laurent
case.

In Section @, four equivalent definitions for difference toric varieties are given. A difference

variety is called toric if it is the Cohn closure of the values of a set of Laurent difference
monomials. It is proved that

Theorem 1.3 A difference variety X is toric if and only if one of the following properties
s valid.

(1) X = Spec?(F{M}), where M is a finitely generated affine Nlx]-module in Z[z]™ and
F{M} = {3 qem aaTY laa € F,aq # 0 for finitely many o} for a set of difference
indeterminates T = {t1,...,tm}.

(2) The defining ideal of X is a toric difference ideal, that is, I(X) = [Yf" — Y™ |f € L],
where L C Z[x]" is a Z|x]-saturated Z|x]-lattice and £7,£~ are the positive and negative
parts of £, respectively.



(3) X contains a difference torus T* as a Cohn open subset and with a group action of T*
on X extending the natural group action of T™ on itself.

In the algebraic case, any prime binomial ideal of the form (Yf+ — Y |f € L) has a
monomial parametrization and hence is toric [7]. In the difference case, this is not valid (see
Example [6.I8]). Also different from the algebraic case, the difference torus is not necessarily
isomorphic to (A*)" (see Example [6.29]), and this makes the definition of difference torus
more complicated.

It is shown that the difference sparse resultant can be defined as the difference Chow
form of a difference toric variety, and a Jacobi style order bound for a difference toric variety
is derived from this connection.

In Section[7] algorithms are given to check whether a Z[z|-lattice is Z-, x-, M-, P-, or Z[z]-
saturated, or equivalently, whether a Laurent binomial difference ideal is prime, reflexive,
well-mixed, perfect, or toric. If the answer is negative, we can also compute the Z-, -, M-,
P-, or Z[z]-saturation of L. Based on the above algorithms, we give algorithms to compute
the reflexive, well-mixed, and perfect closures of a Laurent binomial difference ideal and an
algorithm to decompose a perfect binomial difference ideal as the intersection of reflexive
prime difference ideals. More precisely, we have

Theorem 1.4 Let F be an algebraically closed and inversive difference field and F =
{fi,---, fs} € F{Y} a set of difference binomials. Then we can compute difference reg-
ular and coherent ascending chains Ay, ..., A; such that

{F} = ni_ysat(A)

where for each i, A; consists of either y. € Y or difference binomials, and sat(A;) is a
reflexive prime difference ideal. If t = 0, we mean {F'} = [1].

The above result is stronger than the general decomposition algorithm given in [I0] in that a
finitely generated perfect difference ideal is decomposed as the intersection of reflexive prime
difference ideals. For general difference polynomials, this is still an open problem, because we
do not know how to check whether sat(.A) is a reflexive prime difference ideal for a difference
ascending chain A.

Finally, we make a comparison with differential algebra. The study of binomial differ-
ential ideals is more difficult, because the differentiation of a binomial is generally not a
binomial anymore. Differential varieties were defined in [23] and were used to connect the
differential Chow form [9] and differential sparse resultant. But, contrary to the difference
case, the defining ideal for a differential toric variety is generally not binomial and further
study of differential toric varieties is not carried out.

2 Preliminaries about difference algebra

In this section, some basic notations and preliminary results about difference algebra and
characteristic set for difference polynomial systems will be given. For more details about



difference algebra, please refer to [3| (15, 20, B3]. For more details about characteristic set
for difference polynomial systems, please refer to [10].

2.1 Difference polynomial and Laurent difference polynomial

An ordinary difference field, or simply a o-field, is a field F with a third unitary operation
o satisfying that for any a,b € F, o(a + b) = o(a) + o(b), o(ab) = o(a)o(b), and o(a) = 0
if and only if a = 0. We call o the transforming operator of F. If a € F, o(a) is called the
transform of a and is denoted by a"). And for n € Zq, 0"(a) = " (o(a)) is called the
n-th transform of a and denoted by a(™, with the usual assumption a(®) = a. If 0=(a) is
defined for each a € F, F is called inversive. Every difference field has an inversive closure
[B]. A typical example of inversive difference field is Q(\) with o(f(A\)) = f(A+1).

In this paper, F is assumed to be inversive and of characteristic zero. Furthermore, we
use o- as the abbreviation for difference or transformally.

We introduce the following useful notation. Let x be an algebraic indeterminate and
p=> i ¢z’ € Zz]. For a in any o-over field of F, denote

S

al = H(aia)ci.

i=0
For instance, a1 = @ /a. Tt is easy to check that for p,q € Z[x|, we have
aPtl = aPal,  aP? = (aP)".

By a™ we mean the set {a, a® . ,a(")}. If S is a set of elements, we denote SI" = U,cgal™.

Let S be a subset of a o-field G which contains F. We will denote respectively by F[S],
F(S), F{S}, and F(S) the smallest subring, the smallest subfield, the smallest o-subring,
and the smallest o-subfield of G containing F and S. If we denote ©(S) = {o*alk > 0,a € S},
then we have F{S} = F[O(S)] and F(S) = F(O(9)).

A subset S of a o-extension field G of F is said to be o-dependent over F if the set
{aka|a € S,k > 0} is algebraically dependent over F, and is said to be o-independent over
F, or to be a family of o-indeterminates over F in the contrary case. In the case S consists
of one element «, we say that « is o-algebraic or o-transcendental over F, respectively. The
maximal subset 2 of G which are o-independent over F is said to be a o-transcendence basis
of G over F. We use Atr.degG/F to denote the o-transcendence degree of G over F, which
is the cardinal number of €.

Now suppose Y = {y1,...,yn} is a set of o-indeterminates over F. The elements of
F{Y} = ]-"[yj(.k) :j=1,...,n;k € N] are called o-polynomials over F in Y, and F{Y} itself
is called the o-polynomial ring over F in Y. A o-polynomial ideal, or simply a o-ideal, Z in
F{Y} is an ordinary algebraic ideal which is closed under transforming, i.e. o(Z) C Z. If 7
also has the property that aM) e T implies that a € Z, it is called a reflexive o-ideal. And
a prime o-ideal is a o-ideal which is prime as an ordinary algebraic polynomial ideal. For
convenience, a prime o-ideal is assumed not to be the unit ideal in this paper. A o-ideal Z
is called well-mized if fg € T implies fg* € T for f,g € F{Y}. A o-ideal Z is called perfect



if for any a € N[z] \ {0} and p € F{Y}, p® € Z implies p € Z. If S is a subset of F{Y}, we
use (5), [9], (S), and {S} to denote the algebraic ideal, the o-ideal, the well-mixed o-ideal,
and the perfect o-ideal generated by S.

An n-tuple over F is an n-tuple of the form n = (ny,...,n,) where the 7; are selected
from a o-overfield of F. For a o-polynomial f € F{Y}, n is called a o-zero of f if when

substituting ygj ) by ngj ) in f, the result is 0.

An n-tuple 7 is called a generic zero of a o-ideal Z C F{Y} if for any P € F{Y} we have
P(n) =0« P € Z. It is well known that a o-ideal possesses a generic zero if and only if
it is a reflexive prime o-ideal other than the unit ideal [3, p.77]. Let Z be a reflexive prime

o-ideal and 7 a generic zero of Z. The dimension of Z is defined to be Atr.degF(n)/F.

We now define the concept of o-variety. Let F be an inversive o-field, following [33],
we denote the category of o-field extensions of F by &r, the category of £" by &7 where
£ € &r. Let (A)" be the functor from &% to &7 satisfying (A)"(£) = (€)™ where € € &F.
A o-variety over F is a functor V from &r to the category of sets with the form V(P) for
P C F{Y} satisfying Vg(P) = {n € " |Vp € P,p(n) = 0}. It is well known that o-varieties
are in a one to one correspondence with perfect o-ideals.

For f = (f1,..., fa)" € Z[z]", we define Yf = [}, ylfl Y is called a Laurent o-monomial
in Y and f is called its support. A vector £ = (f1,..., fn)” € Z[z]™ is said to be normal if
the leading coefficient of f is positive, where s is the largest subscript such that fs # 0.

A Laurent o-polynomial over F in Y is an F-linear combinations of Laurent o-monomials
in Y. Clearly, the set of all Laurent o-polynomials form a commutative o-ring under the
obvious sum, product, and the usual transforming operator o, where all Laurent o-monomials
are invertible. We denote the o-ring of Laurent o-polynomials with coefficients in F by
F{Y*+}.

Let p be a Laurent o-polynomial in F{Y*}. An n-tuple (a1, ...,a,) over F with each
a; # 0 is called a nonzero o-solution of p if p(ay,...,a,) = 0. The concept of generic point
for a Laurent o-ideal can be defined similarly and it can be proved that a proper Laurent
o-ideal is reflexive and prime if and only if it has a generic point.

2.2 Characteristic set for a difference polynomial system

Let f be a o-polynomial in F{Y}. The order of f w.r.t. y; is defined to be the greatest
number k such that ygk) appears effectively in f, denoted by ord(f,y;). If y; does not appear

in f, then we set ord(f,y;) = —oo. The order of f is defined to be max; ord(f,y;), that is,
ord(f) = max; ord(f,y;).

The elimination ranking # on O(Y) = {o*y;|1 < i < n,k > 0} is used in this paper:
ol > alyj if and only if ¢ > j or i = j and k > [, which is a total order over ©(Y). By
convention, 1 < fy; for all fy; € ©(Y).

Let f be a o-polynomial in F{Y}. The greatest yj(-k) w.r.t. # which appears effectively

in f is called the leader of f, denoted by 1d(f) and correspondingly y; is called the leading
variable of f, denoted by Ivar(f) = y;. The leading coefficient of f as a univariate polynomial



in 1d(f) is called the 4nitial of f and is denoted by I.
Let p and ¢ be two o-polynomials in F{Y}. ¢ is said to be of higher rank than p if

1) 1d(q) > 1d(p), or
2) 1d(g) =1d(p) = y" and deg(q, y") > deg(p,y")).

(

k)
J

. q is said to be reduced w.r.t. p if deg(q,y](-kﬂ)) < deg(p,y(k)) for

Suppose 1d(p) = i

all I € N.

A finite sequence of nonzero o-polynomials A = Aq,..., A, is said to be a difference
ascending chain, or simply a o-chain, if

1) m=1and A; #0or
2) m>1, Aj > A; and A; is reduced w.r.t. A; for 1 <i < j <m.
A o-chain A can be written as the following form

A117 cee 7A1k:1

A= .. (1)
Apt, .o A

where lvar(A;;) =y, for j =1,...,k; and ord(A;j,y.,) < ord(A,y.,) for j < L.

Example 2.1 The following are three o-chains

-Al - y%_L y%y%_la y%_l
Ay = vi—1, y—w, ¥v3—-1, v5—u
As = v3—of, vi—wy, Y5 —ue

Let A= Ay, Ao, ..., A; be a o-chain with I; as the initial of A;, and f any o-polynomial.
Then there exists an algorithm, which reduces f w.r.t. A to a polynomial » that is reduced
w.r.t. A and satisfies the relation

t

HI? - f = r,mod [A], (2)

i=1

where the ¢; € N[z]. The o-polynomial r = prem(f,.A) is called the o-remainder of f w.r.t.
A [10].

A o-chain C contained in a o-polynomial set S is said to be a characteristic set of S, if
S does not contain any nonzero element reduced w.r.t. C. A characteristic set C of a o-ideal
J reduces to zero all elements of J.

Let A: Ay,..., A; be a o-chain, I; = 1(4;), yl(lol) =1d(4;). A is called regular if for any
j € N, I#' is invertible w.r.t A [I0] in the sense that [Ay,..., A; 1, I¥'] contains a nonzero
o-polynomial involving no yl(ioﬁk),k = 0,1,.... To introduce the concept of coherent o-
chain, we need to define the A-polynomial first. If A; and A; have distinct leading variables,
we define A(A4;,A;) = 0. If A; and A; (i < j) have the same leading variable y;, then
0; = ord(A;,y;) < o = ord(A;,y;). Define

0;—o0;

A(A;, Aj) = prem((4;)"7 7, 4;). 3)

8



Then A is called coherent if prem(A(A;, A;), A) =0 for all 7 < j [10].

Let A be a o-chain. Denote I 4 to be the minimal multiplicative set containing the initials
of elements of A and their transforms. The saturation ideal of A is defined to be

sat(A) = [A] : T4 = {p € F{Y}:3h €4, s.t. hp € [A]}.
The following result is needed in this paper.

Theorem 2.2 [10, Theorem 3.3] A o-chain A is a characteristic set of sat(A) if and only
if A is reqular and coherent.

3 Zlz]-lattice

In this section, we prove basic properties of Z[z]-lattices, which will play the role of lattices
in the study of binomial ideals and toric varieties.

3.1 Grobner basis and generalized Hermite normal form

For brevity, a Z[z]-module in Z[z]™ is called a Z[z]-lattice. Since Z|x] is a Noetherian ring,
we have

Lemma 3.1 Any Z|x]-lattice is finitely generated.

As a consequence, any Z[x]-lattice L has a finite set of generators f = {fy,... s} C Z[z]™

L = Spang,{fi,... . £} = (f1,....f5).

A matrix representation of f or L is
M - [fla e 7f8]n><87
with f; to be the i-th column of M. We also denote L = (M).

Definition 3.2 The rank of a Z[x]-lattice L is defined to be the rank of any matriz repre-
sentation of L.

The concept of rank is clearly well defined.

A standard form to represent the submodules in Z[z]|™ is the Grobner basis. We list some
basic concepts and properties of Grébner basis of modules. For details, please refer to [4].

Denote €; to be the i-th standard basis vector (0,...,0,1,0,...,0)” € Z[z]", where 1
lies in the i-th row of €;. A monomial m in Z[z]" is an element of the form azFe; € Z[z]™,
where a € Z and k € N. The following monomial order > of Z[z]|™ will be used in this paper:
axo‘ei>bxﬁej ifi>j,ori=jand a>f,ori=j, a=0,and |a| > |b|

With the above order, any f € Z[z]|™ can be written in a unique way as a linear combi-
nation of monomials,

S
E=) &
i=1

9



where f; # 0 and f; > f5 > -+ > f;. The leading term of f is defined to be LT(f) = f;. For
any G C Z[z]", we denote by LT(G) the set of leading terms of G.

The order > can be extended to elements of Z[z]" as follows: for f,g € Z[z]", f < g if
and only if LT(f) < LT(g).

Let G C Z[z]™ and f € Z[x]". We say that f is G-reduced with respect to G if any
monomial of f is not a multiple of LT(g) by an element in Z[z] for any g € G.

Definition 3.3 A finite set £ = {fy,...,f;} C Z[z]" is called a Grobner basis for the Z[z]-
lattice L generated by £ if (LT(L)) = (LT(f)). A Grébner basis £ is called reduced if for
any £ € £, f is G-reduced with respect to £\ {f}.

Let £ be a Grébner basis. Then any f € Z[z]" can be reduced to a unique normal form
by f, denoted by grem(f, f), which is G-reduced with respect to f.

Definition 3.4 Let f, g € Z[z]", LT(f) = az"e;, LT(g) = bx’e;, and t = max(k,s). Then
the S-vector of £ and g is defined as follows: if i # j then S(f,g) = 0; otherwise assume
la| > |b|] and let

S(f,g) = 2! Ff — cal5g

where ¢ = sL%j and s is the sign of ab.

In the later case, let @ = bc + r. Then 0 < |r| < |b] and LT(S(f,g)) = rz'e;. Using the
above notations, we have the following basic property for Grobner basis [17].

Theorem 3.5 (Buchberger’s Criterion) Fora sett = {fi,... s} C Z[z]", the following
statements are equivalent.

1) f is a Grébner basis.
2) grem(S(f;,f;),G) =0 for all i,j.
3) f e () if and only if grem(f, ) = 0.

We will study the structure of a Grobner basis for a Z[z|-lattice by introducing the
concept of generalized Hermite normal form. First, we consider the case of n = 1.

Lemma 3.6 Let B = {b1,...,b;} be a reduced Grobner basis of a Z[x]-module in Z[z],
by < --- < by, and LT(b;) = c;z% € N[z]. Then
1)0§d1<d2<”’<dk.
2) ¢kl lealer and ¢; # cipq for 1 <i<k—1.
3) g—;\b, for 1 <i < k. Moreover ifgl is the primitive part of by, then gl\bi forl<i<k.
4) The S-polynomial S(b;,b;) can be reduced to zero by B for any i,j.

Proof: 1) and 4) are consequences of Theorem 3.5l To prove 2), assume that there exists an
I such that ¢;_1|- - |ea]er but ¢ fej—q1. Let r = ged (¢, ¢i—1) = pie;+paci—1, where py,ps € Z.
Then |r| < |¢_1| and |r| < |¢|. Since ¢;_1|---|ec2|e1, we have |r| < |¢|,i = 1,...,1. Let

10



g = pib + poxh~%-1b,_;. Then LT(g) = ra¥ which is reduced w.r.t. B and g € (B),
contradicting to the definition of Grébner bases.

We prove 3) by induction on k. When k& = 2, let by = iz + sppzht 4 4 S1d,
and by = cox® + g9zl 4 ... 4 Sod,- Then, ecslc; and di < do. Let ¢ = caot, we need
to show ¢|b;. Since the S-polynomial S(by,bs) = tby — 2%27%b; can be reduced to zero by
by, we have thy — 2%2~%b; = wu(z)by, where u(z) € Z[z] and deg(u(z)) < dy — di. Then,
thy = (z%27% + u(z))by, and t|by follows since x2~% + y(z) is a primitive polynomial in
Z[z]. The claim is true. Assume that for & = [ — 1, the claim is true, then by|b; for
1 <i<1l-1. We will prove the claim for & = [. Since S(b1,b;) = %bl — ghi—dip,
can be reduced to zero by B. We have %bl — gphi—dip, = Zi;% 3b; Xvith fi € Z[z] and
deg(f;b;) < d; — 1. Then, %bl = ghi—dp 4 Zj;} ib;. By induction, by is a factor of the
right hand side of the above equation. Thus by|b;. Let b; = s;b) for 1 < i < I, we have
%sl = ghi—dig, —i—Zi;} fisi where deg(s;) = d; —d; and s; € Z. Since deg(f;s;) < dj—dy —1,
we have €[sy and ¢[by. For any 1 <4 < j <[, assume £|b;. We will show that %\bj. Since
S(bj_1,bj) = “=Lb; — adi=di-1p; | = Zz;ll fibi, we have Cjc—zl is a factor of the right hand

Cj

. . Cj— Cij— Cj . .

side of the above equation, for ¢;_1[cj—a|---|c1. Then, Z=[==b; and Z[b;. The claim is
J

proved. O

Example 3.7 Here are three Grébner bases in Z[x]: {2,2}, {12,6z + 6,322 + 3z, 2> + 22},
{92 + 3,32% + 4z + 1}.

To give the structure of a reduced Grobner basis similar to that in Example 3.7 we
introduce the concept of generalized Hermite normal form. Let

[ o an |
Cry,1 cee Crply Cry,li+1
0 ... 0 Cri+1,1 -+ Cri4ll,
C= 0 ... 0 Cro,1 coo Cryls )
0 .. 0 0 .0 o0 Cntid e Cnains
0 .0 0 00 s e |

whose elements are in Z[z]. It is clear that m = r, and s = 2221 l;. We denote by c;, = ¢, ;
to be the k-th column of the matrix C, where k =11 +lo+... + ;1 + 4,1 < j <I;. Assume

d; s
Cij = Cig 0T 4+ Cijay;- ()
. . . d.. .
Then the leading monomial of c,, ; is ¢, j o7 €.

Definition 3.8 The matriz C in () is called a generalized Hermite normal form if it satisfies
the following conditions:

1) 0<dp 1 <dpo<---<dy,y, foranyi.

11



2) cr0l 0 ler20lcm,1,0-

d d Cr;i,91,0

3) S(CrijrsCrijo) = ahrinT ey, 5 — ey, , can be reduced to zero by the column
Ti:J25

vectors of the matriz for any 1 <i <t,1 < j; < jo <.

4) c,,; is G-reduced w.r.t. the column vectors of the matriz other than c,, ;, for any 1 <
i<t1<j <.

It is clear that {c,, 1,..., ¢y, } is a reduced Grébner basis in Z[x]. Then, as a consequence
of Theorem and Lemma [B.6] we have

Theorem 3.9 t = {f,...,f;} CZ[z]" is a reduced Grobner basis such that f; < fy < --- <
fs if and only if the matrix representation for £ is a generalized Hermite normal form.

The following property of C will be used later.

Lemma 3.10 Let C be given in () be a generalized Hermite normal form and L = (C).
Then tk(L) =t and L is a free Z[x]-module if I; =1 fori=1,... t.

Example 3.11 The following matrices are generalized Hermite normal forms

-z —1 0
r 2 0},M2:[2 z—1 0 O

0 2 0 0 9 g1 [Ms=12 0 -~

Mlz[
0 2 T

whose columns constitute the reduced Grébner bases of the Z[x]-lattices. For instance, f; =
{[x,0]",[2,2]7,[0,2]"} is the reduced Grobner basis of (f).

Example 3.12 The number of generators for a Z[z]-lattice depends on how to arrange the
row elements. For instance, if we move the third row of Ms in Ezample [311] to be the

0 2 x
first row, then we have Mg =| -z -1 0 . Then (Ms3) has another set of generators
2 0 -1
2 x .
(2,—1,0)T and (z,0,—1)T. In other words, if N3 = | —1 0 , then (Ms) = (N3) which
0 -1

is a free Z|x]-lattice.

Let C be defined in () and k£ € N. Introduce the following notations:

£ -1 deg(cr. pi1)—deg(cy, 1)—1
C. = U, Uiz, {Cm,ky TCp, oy r oy T eg(cr; kt+1)—deg(cr, k) Cri,k}7
+ t (o) k
C = Uj=1 Uro {l‘ cTiJi}' (6)
Crw = C_UCT

Cso 1s called the extension of C.

12



6 3r 0 3 2 6 0 3 3z
Example 3.13 Letc‘[o 0 6 30 x3+x]'Thenc—_[o 6 30 33;2] and
o |6 3z 322 323 - 0 3 3z 22 272
*7100 0 0 - 6 3z 322 2P+ax 2t+2?

We need the following properties about the extension of C. By saying the infinite set
C is linear dependent over Z, we mean any finite subset of C is linear dependent over Z.
Otherwise, C is said to be linear independent.

Lemma 3.14 Let C be a generalized Hermite normal form. The columns of Cs are linear
independent over 7.

Proof: Suppose C is given in @). The leading term of ¢ € Co is LT (c) = az'e,, fori=1,...,t
and | € N. Furthermore, for two different ¢; and cy in Cg such that LT(c;) = azl'e,,
and LT(cp) = ba'2e,,, we have Iy # lp. Then LT(Co) = {ay2lie,|i = 1,...,t;l; =
di1,din +1,...;a4, € Z} are linear independent over Z, where d;; is from (Bl). Then Co, are
also linear independent over Z. O

Lemma 3.15 Let C be a generalized Hermite normal form. Then any g € (C) can be written
uniquely as a linear combination of finitely many elements of Coo over Z.

Proof: g € (C) can be written as a linear combination of elements of Co, over Z by the
procedure to compute grem(g,C) = 0 [4]. The uniqueness is a consequence of Lemma 31410

Note that syzygies among elements of C are not linear combinations over Z. For instance,
let f; = [2,0]” and f5 =[x — 1,0]". Then we have (z — 1)f; — 2fo = 0 which is not a linear
representation of 0 over Z.

3.2 Kernel of a matrix in Z[z|"**
Let FF =[f1,...,fs]nxs € Z[x]"**®, where f; € Z[z|". The kernel of F is
ker(F) ={X € Z[z]°|FX = 0}.
It is clear that ker(F') is a Z[z]-lattice in Z[x]®, which has the following important property.

Lemma 3.16 Let F = [f,... fs],xs € Z[z]"*®. Then ker(F) is a free Z[x]-module.

Proof: Without loss of generality, we assume f = {fj,...,f;} is a the generalized Her-
mite normal form which means f is a Grobner basis. Let S(f;,f;) = my;fi — mjf; and
grem(S(f;, f;), f) = >, cifi be the normal representation of in terms of the Grébner basis f.
Then the syzygy polynomial S (i, £))

S(fl,f]) == mijei - mjiej - chek,
k
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is an element in Z[x]®, where ek is the k-th standard basis vector of Z[z]®. Define an order in
Z[x]* as follows: ax®e; < bxPe; if LT (axf;) > LT (bx”f;) in Z[z]". We will use Schreyer’s
Theorem on page 224 of 4], which says that if {f;,...,fs} is a reduce Grébner basis, then
the syzygy polynomials S = {S(f;, f; i)} constitute a Grobner basis of ker(M) C Z[z]® under
the newly defined order <. By the proof of Schreyer’s Theorem, the order < is a monomial
order. Rewrite f; as the form (), that is, {fi,...,f;} = {c;, ;|1 <@ <¢,1 < j < [;}. Let
Sijk = g(c”,j,cmk) with j < k. By (2) of Definition B8, LT (s;;5) = T”Oewk where

Cry ke
wik =l +1lo+ -+l +kand ZE8 € 7,
We claim that

H={sir141<i<t,2<k<I} (7)

is a reduced Grébner basis for ker(A). By Schreyer’s Theorem, the set of s;;, forms a
Grobner basis for ker(M). The claim will be proved if we can show that for j =1,...,k—2,
LT, (sijr) = hijx LT (Sik—1k), where h;j;, € Z. We have LT (s;1) = ” 22 €y LT (Sik—1k)

3:k,0

Cr;,k—1,0 . Cr: 5,0 Cr;,5,0  Cr;,k—1,0 Cr..5,0 Cr;,k—1,0
= " e, . Since X = L , b of Definition IBZSL —ride apd et
Cr; k0 ik S Cr;,k,0 Cr; k—1,0 Cr;,k,0 Y ( ) Cr;,k—1,0 Cr;,k,0

are in Z. The claim is proved.

By LemmaB.I0land the claim, the Z[z]-lattice (H) is free. By Proposition 3.10 of [4](page
229), since (H) is free and H is set of generators of ker(M), ker(M) is also free. O

Corollary 3.17 IfF = [f1,...,fi|,xs € Z[x]"*® is a generalized Hermite normal form, then
(@) is a reduced Grébner basis of ker(F') under the order < and rk(ker(F)) = s — rk(F).

Proof: Tt suffices to show rk(ker(F')) = s — rk(F). Suppose F' has the form (). Then
rk(F) = t. H in (@) is the reduced Grober basis for ker(F'). Note that the number of
elements in H is s — ¢t and these elements are linearly independent since each of them has
the different standard basis vector. Then rk(ker(F')) = s —t = s — rk(F). O

Example 3.18 In Ezample [311), f; = [2,0]7,f; = [2,2]",f3 = [0,2]". Then S(fo, f3) =
xfy — 2fs = [22,0]7 = 2f; and the syzygy polynomial is so12 = wey — 2€3 — 2€1. That is,
ker(M) is generated by [—2,x,—2]".

Remark 3.19 ker(F) is the syzygy module of M, which can be computed by the Grébner
basis method in Chapter 6 of [4] or Proposition 3.8 in [{, p. 227].

4 Laurent binomial o-ideal

In this section, we will prove some basic facts about Laurent binomial o-ideals. As a tool,
the characteristic set method for Laurent binomial o-ideals will be presented.

4.1 Laurent binomial o-ideal

In this section, several basic properties of binomial o-ideals will be proved.
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By a Laurent o-binomial in Y, we mean a o-polynomial with at most two terms, that is,
aY® + bY" where a,b € F and g,h € Z[z]". A Laurent o-binomial of the following form is
said to be in normal form

p=Y —¢

where ¢g € F* = F\ {0} and f € Z[x]" is normal. The vector f is called the support of p.
For p = Yf — ¢¢, we denote p = —cf_lY_fp =Y f- cf_1 which is called the inverse of p. Note
that if p is in a Laurent binomial o-ideal Z, then p is also in Z. It is clear that any Laurent
o-binomial f which is not a unit can be written uniquely as

f=aM(Y' —¢)

where a € F*, M is a Laurent o-monomial, and Yf — ¢¢ is in normal form. Since aM is a
unit in F{Y*}, we can use the normal o-binomial Yf — ¢ to represent f, and when we say
a Laurent o-binomial we always use its normal representation.

A Laurent o-ideal is called binomial if it is generated by Laurent o-binomials.

Lemma 4.1 Let Yi —¢;,i = 1,...,s be contained in a Laurent binomial o-ideal T and
f=aif] + - + asfs, where a; € Z[x]. Then Yf — [, ¢ isinT.

Proof: Tt is suffices to show that if p; = Yf' —¢; € Z and py = Y22 —¢y € Z, then Y"1 —clel
forn e N, Y™ fi — cl_1 €T, Y —5(c)) € Z, and YO+ — ¢icy € 7, which are indeed true
since Y'fi — ¢ = (Yf1)" — 2 contains p; as a factor, Y™ — ¢! = —c 'Y R (YR —¢)) € 7,
Y20 — g(e;) = o(YI —¢1) € Z, and YO+ — ¢1cp = YE(YE — ¢3) + (Y —¢1) € T. O

As a direct consequence, we have

Corollary 4.2 Let T be a Laurent binomial o-ideal and
L(Z) := {f € Z[z]"|3cs € F*s.t. Y —¢; € T}. (8)

Then IL(Z) is a Z|x]-lattice, which is called the support lattice of Z, and a matrix represen-
tation for IL(Z) is called a matriz representation for T.

The following lemma shows that a new set of generators of the support lattice of a Laurent
binomial o-ideal leads to a new set of generators for the o-ideal.

Lemma 4.3 Let T = [Yf' — ¢y, ..., Y% — ¢,] be a proper Laurent binomial o-ideal and let
hi,... h, be another set of generators for the Z[xz|-lattice (fi,...,£5), and there exist a; ), €
Z|x] such that

s
hi: E aikfk,z’:l,...,r.
k=1

Then T = [YM — [T ¢, . Y — T, ™).

i=1% i=1"%

Proof: Let f; =YY% —ci it =1,....8, =Y —TJ[_, " l=1,...,r,and Ty = [g1,...,9,].

i=1"%

From Lemma 1], Z; € Z. We now prove Z C Z;. Since (hy,... h,) = (fi,...,f;), there
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exist b;; € Z[x] such that f; = >, b; zhy. Then, YE = YXh=1birhe — szl(th)bi’k.

Replacing Y® by g + [[5_, ¢;"*, we have Y& = [[7_,(gx + IT5= C(;k’j)bi,k = g+ ¢, where

c = szl cjz’“:lbi’kak’j € Fand g € Iy C Z. As a consequence, Y& —¢ =g € Z. Then
fi— (Yfi —¢) =c¢—c¢; €Z. Since 7 is proper, we have ¢ = ¢; and hence f; = Yi - ¢ e,
The lemma is proved. O

The following lemma can be used to check whether a Laurent binomial o-ideal is proper.

Lemma 4.4 Let T = [Y0 —¢y,..., Y% —¢,] be a Laurent binomial o-ideal and let M be the
n X s matriz with columns fy,...,fs. Furthermore, let ker(M) be generated by uy,...,u,
where w; = (U 1, . .., uis)” € Z[z]*. ThenT # (1] if and only if [[5_, c;" =1 forl =1,...,t.
Proof: “=" Let f; = Y& — ¢;. Suppose ¢ = I, c;”’i # 1 for some [. Replacing ¢; by
Y% — f; in the above equation and noting that w; € ker(M), we have ¢ = I, ?“
T, (o — fi)us =T, YM™ 4 g =1+ g where g€ Z. Then 0 £ c—1€Zand Z = [1], a
contradiction.

“<” Suppose the contrary. Then there exist g; € F{Y*} such that

glfl"‘”’""gsfs:l' (9)

Let [ be the maximal ¢ such that ygk) occurs in some f;, o the largest j such that yl(j ) occurs

in some fi, and d = maxzzldeg(fk,yl(o)). Let f, = Y — ¢, = Ikyfxo — ¢g. Since (@) is an
identity about the algebraic variables yfj, we can set yld“"”o = ¢/ in ([@) to obtain a new
identity. In the new identity, fx becomes zero and the left hand side of (@) has at most s — 1
summands. We will show that this procedure can be continued for the new identity. Then
the left hand side of (@) will eventually becomes zero, and a contradiction is obtained and
the lemma is proved.

If ord(fi,y1) < o or ord(f;,y;) = o and deg(fi,yfo) < d for some i, then f; is not
changed in the above procedure. Let us assume that for some v, deg( fv,ylxo) = d and
fo = Y — ¢, = Ivyldxo — ¢y. Then after the substitution, f, = cxl, /I — ¢, = ckﬁ, where
fv = I,/Ix — ¢,/ck. We claim that either fv = 0 or I, /I is a proper monomial, and as a
consequence, the above substitution can continue. To prove the claim, it suffices to show
that if I, = Iy then ¢, = ¢. If I, = I, then f, = f}, that is f, — f = 0 is a syzygy among
f; and let €, be the corresponding syzygy vector. Then €, € ker(M) can be written as a
linear combination of uy,...,us. Let ¢ = (¢1,...,¢5)7. Then cvc,;1 = c®* can be written as

a product of ¢ =[[: ¢ =1, and thus cvc,;1 = 1. O

i=1"1

4.2 Characteristic set of Laurent binomial o-ideal

We show that the characteristic set method presented in section can be modified to the
case of Laurent binomial o-ideals. First, assume that all Laurent o-binomials are in normal
form, which makes the concepts of order, leading variables, etc. unique.
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Second, when defining the concepts of rank and ¢ to be reduced w.r.t. p, we need to re-

place deg(p, y](-o)) by |deg(p, y](-o))|. Precisely, ¢ is said to be reduced w.r.t. p if |deg(q, y](.k+l))| <

|deg(p, y](k))| for all [ € N, where 1d(p) = y](-k). For instance, yl_zxyg — 1 is not reduced w.r.t.
y? — 1. With these changes, the concepts of o-chain and characteristic set can be defined in
the Laurent o-binomial case. For instance, the o-chains in Example 2 become the following
Laurent normal form:

A = yi—1, y%g%—l, ys — 1 1
Ay = 2 -1, yl‘lyf—l, y%l—l, yy 'y —1
Az = yiy3 =1, yi'y3—1, yy'ys—1

Third, the o-remainder for two Laurent o-binomials need to be modified as follows. We
first consider how to compute prem(f,g) in the simple case: o = ord(f,y;) = ord(g,v),

where y; = lvar(g). Let g = Ig(yl(o))d — ¢4, where d = deg(g,yl(o)) and I, is the initial of
g.- As mentioned above, g is in normal form, that is d > 0. Let dy = deg(f, yl(o)) and
f= If(yl(o))df — c¢y. We consider two cases.

In the first case, let us assume dy > 0. If df < dg, then set r = prem;(f,g) to be f.
Otherwise, perform the following basic step

It (o)eg,_ Ir . (o)vg,_ c
r:=premy (f.9) = (f = g7 )7 /ey = )~ — L. (10)
g g g

Let h,, hy, f; be the supports of 7, f, g, respectively. Then
h, =h; — h,. (11)

Set f = r and repeat the procedure prem, for f and g. Since d; decreases strictly after each
iteration, the procedure will end and return r which satisfies

f Iy (0)\dp—kdy _ Cf
— — hg = fRag 12
h, = hy—Fkhy (13)

where k = LZ—fj and h € F{Y*}. Let prem(f,g) = r or the inverse of 7 in the case that 7 is
not in normal form.
In the second case, we assume dy < 0. The o-remainder can be computed similar to

the first case. Instead of g, we consider g = (Ig)_l(yl(o))_dg — ¢t If |df| < dy, then set
r = prem,(f,g) to be f. Otherwise, perform the following basic step

ri= premy (f,g) = ¢g(f = GL I (5" ™) = LI, (i) — cpey.
In this case, equation (1) becomes h, = h¢ +h,. To compute prem(f, g), repeat the above
basic step for f = until |ds| < d,.
For two general o-binomials f and g, prem(f,g) is defined as follows: if f is reduced
w.r.t g, set prem(f,g) = f. Otherwise, let y; = Ivar(g), oy = ord(f,y;), and o4 = ord(g, y;).
Define

prem(f, g) = prem(..., prem(prem(f, g7 %)), g1~V . g).
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Let A: Aq,..., As be a Laurent binomial o-chain and f a o-binomial. Then define
prem(f, A) = prem(...,prem(prem(f, As), As—1),..., A1).

In summary, we have

Lemma 4.5 Let A = Ay,...,As be a Laurent binomial o-chain, f a o-binomial, and r =
prem(f, A). Then r is reduced w.r.t. A and satisfies
cf =r,mod [A], (14)

where ¢ € F*. Furthermore, let the supports of r and f be h, and hy, respectively. Then
h; —h, is in the Z[x]-lattice generated by the supports of A;.

Now, the concepts of Laurent binomial regular and coherent o-chains and the character-
istic set for Laurent binomial o-ideals can be defined and Theorem can be extended to
the Laurent binomial case.

Theorem 4.6 A Laurent binomial o-chain A is a characteristic set of sat(A) if and only
if A is reqular and coherent.

In the rest of this section, we will establish a relation between Grébner bases of Z[z]-
lattices and characteristic sets of Laurent binomial o-ideals. Let f = {f}, ..., f;} be a reduced
Grobner basis of a Z[x]-lattice such that f; < f5 < -+ < fs.

Lemma 4.7 If f = {fi,... s} is a reduced Grébner basis of a Z[x]-lattice, then Y& —
c1, ..., Y5 — ¢, is a o-chain for any ¢; € F*.

Proof: Let A; = Y% — ¢;. Then for i < j, A; is of higher rank than A;. A; is reduced w.r.t.
A; if and only if f; is G-reduced w.r.t. f;, which is valid due to Definition 3.8l O

Note that for a Laurent binomial o-chain A, we have sat(A) = [A].

Lemma 4.8 Let £ = {fi,... s} be a reduced Grébner basis of a Z[z]-lattice and A the
o-chain Y& — ¢y, ..., Y5 —¢,. If T = [A] is a proper Laurent binomial o-ideal, then for
f=Y — ¢t €T, grem(f, f) = 0 if and only if prem(f, A) = 0.

Proof: Let us first consider prem; in (I0Q) for f and A; = Y& —¢; = Ii(yl(fi))di — ¢;, where
1d(A;) = y;, and I; is the initial of A;. From (III), the support of r = prem;(f, 4;) is f — f;.

It is clear that LT(f;) = d;x%¢;,. Let f; = d;x%¢, + f;. Similarly, write f = drxe, +m
where dyx%e€;, is the leading term of f w.rt. €, and dy > d; > 0. Then_a bzisic step to
compute grem(f, f;) is to compute grem; (f,f;) = f — £; = (df — d;)z%¢, + f — f;, which is
the support of prem, (f, A;).

As a consequence, using the basic step grem; to compute grem(f, f), we have a sequence
of elements in Z[x]": gy = f,g1,...,8 = grem(f,f). Correspondingly, using the basic

step prem; to compute prem(f,.A), we have a sequence of o-binomials fy = f, f1,..., ft =
prem(f,A) such that the support of f; is g;. Let f; = Y8 — ¢. Since Z is proper, f; =
prem(f, A) = Y8 — ¢ = 0 if and only if g; = grem(f, f) = 0. O
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Lemma 4.9 Let £ = {f},... f;} be a reduced Grobner basis of a Z|x|-lattice and A the
o-chain Yi — ¢y, . Y5 —¢,. If T = [A] is a proper Laurent binomial o-ideal, then A is a
reqular and coherent o-chain.

Proof: By Lemma 7] A is a o-chain. Since the initials of A are o-monomials which are
units in F{Y*}, A is regular. We still need to prove that A is coherent.

Let A4; = Y& —¢; and A; = Y% —¢; (i < j) have the same leading variable y;, and

A; = I,-yldiwoi —c, Aj = ij;ijm% — ¢j. From Definition B8 we have o; < o; and d;|d;. Let
d; = td; where t € N. According to (I2), we have
250 (7)™ " ()™
A(AZ,A]) = prem((Ai) ,Aj) = It — Ct- . (15)
J J

Then the support of A(A;, A;) is z%7%f; — j—;fj.
Since LT(A;) = d;z° € and LT(A;) = d;jz%¢;, we have N = lem(d;z%,d;z%) = d;jz% .
According to Definition 3.4} the S-vector of f; and f; is
S(fi, 1)) =« — —
Since t is a Grobner basis, we have grem(S(f;,f;),f) = 0. Also note that the support of
A(A;, Aj) is S(f;,f;). Then by Lemma L8] prem(A(A4;, A;), A) = 0, that is, A is coherent.[]

We summarize the results in this section as the following theorems.

Theorem 4.10 Let £ = {f},... s} be a reduced Grébner basis of a Z[x]-lattice and A the
o-chain YO — ¢, ... Y5 —¢,. If T = [A] is a proper Laurent binomial o-ideal, then A is a
characteristic set of T.

Proof: This is a direct consequence of Lemma 9 and Theorem O

In the following theorem, we show how to compute the characteristic set for a Laurent
binomial o-ideal using Grobner bases of Z[z]-lattices.

Theorem 4.11 Let T = [Yi — ¢y, ..., Y% — ¢,] be a proper Laurent binomial o-ideal, h =
[hi,...,h,] the reduced Grébner basis of the Zlx]-lattice (fi,...,fs), and hy = > 7 a; ,fx
for a; ) € Zlx). Let A be Y™ — [0, e, ..., Y0 — T, ;™. Then T = [A] and A is a
characteristic set of T.

Proof: By Lemma &3] 7 = [A]. By Theorem 10} A is a characteristic set of Z. O

Corollary 4.12 Let T be a Laurent reflexive prime binomial o-ideal in F{Y*}. Then
dim(Z) = n — rk(L(2)).

Proof: Suppose C = [cq,...,cs| in (@) is the matrix representation for Z. Since Z is reflexive
and prime, Z has a characteristic set of form A : Y — ¢q,... Y% — ¢;. By Theorem 4.3 of
[10], dim(Z) = n —t = n — rk(LL(Z)). O
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Corollary 4.13 A Laurent binomial o-ideal is radical.

Proof: By Theorem EIT, T = [Y™ — ¢, ..., Y —¢.], where A : YP —¢,..., YO — ¢, is

the characteristic set of Z. Let A; = Y™ — ¢; and yl(ioi) = 1d(4;). A is also saturated in the

aaé",) are o-monomials and hence units in F{Y*}. Then similar to
Y,

the differential case [1], it can be shown that sat(A) = [A] is a radical o-ideal |

Finally, we show that the converse of Lemma is also true.

sense that its separant

Theorem 4.14 Let f; € Z[z|" and ¢; € F* fori=1,...,s. A: Y0 —¢; ... Y — ¢, isa
reqular and coherent o-chain if and only if £ = {f1,... fs} is a reduced Grébner basis and
[A] is a proper Laurent binomial o-ideal. In this case, the support lattice of [A] is (f).

Proof: Lemma .9 proves one side of the theorem. For the other direction, let A be a regular
and coherent o-chain. From the proof of Lemma 7] f; is G-reduced to f; for i # j. By
Theorem 6], A is a characteristic set of sat(A) = [A], which means [A] is proper. Use the
notations introduced in the proof of Lemma [L39l Since S(f;, f;) is the support of A(A;, A;),
by the proof of Lemma 8] f;; = grem(S(f;,f;),f) is the support of prem(A(A4;, 4;),A).
Since A is coherent, prem(A(A4;, A;), A) = Yfi — ¢ = 0 for any i and j, which implies
fi; = grem(S(f;, f;),f) = 0 and hence f is a reduced Grobner basis.

It remains to show that the support lattice of [A] is (f). By Theorem and Lemma
L8 f =Y®—ce [A]if and only if prem(f,.A) = 0, which is equivalent to grem(g, ) = 0,
that is L([A]) = (f). O

4.3 Partial character and Laurent binomial o-ideal

In this section, we will show that proper Laurent binomial o-ideals can be described uniquely
with their partial characters.

Definition 4.15 A partial character p on Z[z|" is a homomorphism from a Z|x]-lattice L,
to the multiplicative group F* satisfying p(xf) = o(p(f)) for £ € L,.

Partial characters can be defined on any Z[z]-lattice L. A trivial partial character on L is
defined by setting p(f) = 1 for any f € L.

Let p be a partial character over Z[z]" and L, = (fi,...,f;), where f = {f;,... f;} is a
reduced Grobner basis. Define

I(p) = [Y'—p(£)|f € L,). (16)
Alp) = YN = p(E),....y" — p(£,). (17)

The Laurent binomial o-ideal Z(p) has the following properties.

Lemma 4.16 For p and A defined above, Z(p) = [A(p)] # [1] and A(p) is a characteristic
set of Z(p).
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Proof: By Lemma [T Z(p) = [A(p)]. By Lemma 4l in order to prove Z(p) # [1], it
suffices to show that for any syzygy >, a;f; = 0 among f;, we have [], p(f;)* = 1. Indeed,
p(>_; aify) = T, p(£i)* = 1, since p is a homomorphism from the Z[z]-module L, to F*.
Since f is a reduced Grober basis, by Theorem 10} A is a characteristic set of Z(p). O

Lemma 4.17 A Laurent o-binomial Yt — c¢ is in T(p) if and only if f € L, and c¢ = p(f).

Proof: By LemmaZI0] A(p) is a characteristic set of Z(p). Since f = yf — ¢¢ is a o-binomial
in Z(p), we have r = prem(f, A) = 0. By Lemma[LT] f is in the Z[z]-module L,. The other
side is obviously true and the lemma is proved. O

We now show that all Laurent binomial o-ideals are defined by partial characters.

Theorem 4.18 The map p = Z(p) gives a one to one correspondence between the set of
proper Laurent binomial o-ideals and partial characters on Z[X]".

Proof: By Lemma [£16] a partial character defined a proper Laurent binomial o-ideal. For
the other side, let Z C F{Y*} be a proper Laurent binomial c-ideal. Z is generated by its
members of the form yf — ¢¢ for £ € Z[z|" and ¢¢ € F*. Let L, = L(Z) which is defined
in ) and p(f) = ¢¢. Since Z is proper, ¢f is uniquely determined by f. By Lemma [£.1]
and Corollary B2 p is a partial character which is uniquely determined by Z. It is clear
Z(p) = Z. To show the correspondence is one to one, it suffices to show p(Z(p)) = p which
is a consequence of Lemma [LT7 The theorem is proved. O

From Lemma .16 and Theorem [Z.I8] we have
Corollary 4.19 Any Laurent binomial o-ideal is finitely generated.

Corollary 4.20 Let f; € Z[z]" and ¢; € F* fori=1,...,s. If A: Y0 —¢; ... Y5 — ¢, is
a regular and coherent o-chain, then there exists a partial character p over Z[x]|™ such that
L,=(fi,....£), p(f)) = ¢;, and Z(p) = [A].

Proof: By Theorem .14 [A] is proper with support lattice (fi,...,f;). By Theorem [£18]
the corresponding partial character of [A] satisfies properties in the corollary. O

Now, we can prove Theorem [[.]] easily.

Proof of Theorem [ By Theorem I8, 7 is a proper Laurent binomial o-ideal in
F{Y*} if and only if Z = Z(p) for a partial character p, hence (3). By Theorem EI4l (1)
and (2) of Theorem [[T] are equivalent. From Lemma 16 and Corollary 9] (3) implies (2).
From Corollary [£20, (2) implies (3). O

4.4 Reflexive and prime Laurent binomial o-ideals

In this section, we first give criteria for reflexive and prime Laurent binomial o-ideals and
then give a decomposition theorem for perfect Laurent binomial o-ideals. Let a be an
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element in an over field of F, S a set of elements in an over field of F, and k£ € N. Denote
al¥l = {a,a®,... ,axk} and S = Upcgbl¥l.

For the o-indeterminates Y = {y1,...,y,} and t € N, we will treat the elements of Y
as algebraic indeterminates, and F[Y#!] is the Laurent polynomial ring in Y. Let Z be a
Laurent binomial o-ideal in F{Y*}. Then it is easy to check that

I, = I N FIYEY]

is a Laurent binomial ideal in F[Y[*1].

Denote Z[z]; to be the set of elements in Z[x] with degree < ¢t. Then Z|[x]} is the Z-
module generated by z'€; for i = 0,...,t,0l =1,...,n. It is clear that Z[x]} is isomorphic to
7M1 as Z-modules by mapping z€; to the ((I — 1)(t + 1) +4 + 1)-th standard basis vector
in Z"*+1) Hence, we treat them as the same in this section. Let L be a Z[z]-lattice and
t € N. Then

L; = LNZ[z]} = LNz

is a Z-module in Z"**1) Similarly, it can be shown that when restricting to Z[z]}, a partial
character p on Z[z]" becomes a partial character p; on Z"(*+1),

Lemma 4.21 With the notations introduced above, we have I, = T N F[YF] = Z(p,).

Proof: It suffices to show that the support lattice of Z; is L,, = L;. By Lemma 41T,
Yf — ¢, € 7, if and only if £ € L N Z[z]}, or equivalently, max,,c¢deg(m,x) < t, which is
equivalent to f € Ly. O

Definition 4.22 Let L be a Z[z]-module in Z[x]™.
e L is called Z-saturated if, for any a € Z and f € Z[x]", of € L implies f € L.
o L is called x-saturated if, for any £ € Z[z|", zf € L implies f € L.
e L is called saturated if it is both Z- and x- saturated.

We now prove (1)-(2) of Theorem [[.2] that is

Theorem 4.23 Let p be a partial character over Zlx]™. If F is algebraically closed and
inversive, then

(a) L, is Z-saturated if and only if I(p) is prime;
(b) L, is x-saturated if and only if Z(p) is reflexive;
(c) L, is saturated if and only if I(p) is reflexive prime.

Proof: 1t is clear that (c) comes from (a) and (b). Let Z =Z(p) and L = L,,.

(a): T is a Laurent prime o-ideal if and only if Z; is a Laurent prime ideal for all . From
Lemma 2T the support of Z; is Ly. Then by [7, Thm 2.1], Z; is a Laurent prime ideal if
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and only if L; is a Z-saturated Z-module. Furthermore, a Z[z]-lattice L is Z-saturated if and
only if L; is a Z-saturated Z-module for all ¢. Thus, (a) is valid.

(b): Suppose T is reflexive. For zf € L, by Lemma BT there is a Y*f —c € Z. Since F
is reflexive, ¢ = d* for d € F. Then o(Yf — d) € Z and hence Yf — d € T since 7 is reflexive.
By Lemma 17 again, f € L and L is z-saturated. To prove the other direction, assume L
is z-saturated. For f* € Z, we have an expression

=)0 fiYR =) (18)
=1

where Y& —¢; € 7 and f; € F{Y*}. Let d = max{_,deg(Y% —¢;, y1) and assume Y = My
Replace y{ by ¢;/M; in ([I8). Since ([J) is an identity for the variables yl-(] ), this replacement
is meaningful and we obtain a new identity. Yf' — ¢; becomes zero after the replacement.
Due to the way to chose d, if another summand, say Y — ¢y, is affected by the replacement,
then Yf2 = ngil. After the replacement, Y — ¢y becomes ¢; (M /My — ¢3/c¢;) which is also
in Z by Lemma [L17 In summary, after the replacement, the right hand side of (I8]) has
less than s summands and the left hand side of (I8) does not changed. Repeat the above
procedure, we will eventually obtain a new indenity

= fi(YE ) (19)
i=1

where Y*8 — ¢ € T and f; € F{Y*}. We may assume that any g; does not appear in f;.
Otherwise, by setting y; to be 1, the left hand side of (I9)) is not changes and a new identity
is obtained. Since F is inversive, ¢; = e? and f; = g% for ¢; € F and g; € F{Y*}. By
Lemma [4.17] Y*& — e € I implies xg; € L. Since L is z-saturated, xg; € L implies g; € L
and hence Y8 — ¢; € I by Lemma II7 again. From ), o(f — >5_, g:(Y& —¢;)) = 0 and
hence f = 3°7_, i(Y8 —¢;) € Z. (b) is proved. O

Decision procedures for whether a Z[x|-lattice is Z-saturated or z-saturated will be given
in Section [7

From Corollary [£.13], every proper Laurent binomial o-ideal is radical. The following
example shows that a binomial o-ideal is not necessarily perfect.

Example 4.24 Let T = [A] C Q{y1,y2}, where A= {2 +1,y% —y1,9y5 + 1, y% +y2} is a o-
chain. We have y3+1—(y3+1) = (ya—v1)(ya+y1). Then {I} = {Z,y2—y1} {Z,y2+y1} = [1]
since [Z,y2 — 1] = [Z,y2 +y1] = [1]. On the other hand, 1 ¢ I, since A is a characteristic
set of T by Theorem [4.10}

Definition 4.25 Let L C Z[z]™ be a Z|x|-lattice. The Z-saturation of L is satz(L) = {f €
Z[z]"|3a € Z s.t. af € L}. The z-saturation of L is sat, (L) = {f € Z[x]" |«f € L}. The
saturation of L is sat(L) = {f € Z[z]" |Ja € Z,3k € N s.t. azFf € L}.

It is clear that the Z-saturation (z-saturation) of L is Z-saturated (z-saturated) and

sat(L) = saty(sat, (L)) = sat,(satz(L)).
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Algorithms to compute the Z-saturation and z-saturation of a Z[z]-lattice will be given in
Section [7

Theorem 4.26 Let T be a Laurent binomial o-ideal and L the support lattice of Z. If F
s inversive, then the reflexive closure of T is also a Laurent binomial o-ideal whose support
lattice is the x-saturation of L.

Proof: Let T, be the reflexive closure of Z and L, = sat,(L). Suppose Z = [f1,..., fr], where
fi = Y% —¢;. Then L = (fi,...,f.). If L is a-saturated, by Theorem E23] 7 is reflexive.
Otherwise, there exist k1 € N, b; € Z[z], and h; € Z[z]" such that h; ¢ L and

2Mhy => b € L. (20)
=1

By LemmalI] Y**'M — 3 is in 7, where @ = I, C?i. Since F is inversive, a = 0% (a) € F.
Then, o (Y™ — @) € Z, and hence Y™ — @ € Z,. Let 7 = [f1,...,f, Y —@. It
is clear that Ly = (f1,...,f.,h;) is the support lattice of Z;. Then Z ¢ Z; C Z, and
L ¢ Ly C L,. Repeating the above procedure for Z; and L;, we obtain Zy and Ly =
(f1,...,f.,hy, hy) such that hy ¢ L and z*?hy € L;. We claim that Ly C L,. Indeed, let
xk2h2 = 25:1 eifi—l—eohl. Then by (m), xk1+k2h2 = a:kl (mk2h2) = xkl 25:1 eifi+eo(a;k1 hl) =
k1 Yoi_jefi+eo> i i bifi € L and the claim is proved. As a consequence, Zy C Z,.
Continuing the process, we have T ¢ 7, & --- C Ty CZyand L &G Ly & -+ G Ly C L,
such that L; is the support lattice of Z;. The process will terminate, since Z[x]" is Northerian.
The final Z[x]-lattice L, is z-saturated and hence Z; is reflexive by Theorem Since L,
is the smallest x-saturated Z[z]-lattice containing L and L C L; C L., we have L; = L, and
I, =1,. O

Corollary 4.27 Let L C Z[z]|" be a Z|x]-lattice. Then L, = saty(L) is generated by L and
a finite number of elements which are linear combinations of elements of L divided by certain
x?. Furthermore, tk(L) = rk(L,).

Proof: From the proof of Theorem .20} sat, (L) = (L,hy,...,hy) and for each h;, there is
a positive integer n; such that x"™h; € L. Let A be a representation matrix of L. Then
a representation matrix B of L, can be obtained by adding to A a finite number of new

columns which are linear combinations of columns of A divided by some z%. Therefore,

rk(A) = rk(B). O
Similarly, we can show

Lemma 4.28 Let L C Z[z]" be a Z[z]|-lattice. Then Lz = satz(L) is generated by L and
a finite number of elements which are linear combinations of elements of L divided by an
integer. Furthermore, rk(L) = rk(Lz).

By Corollary T3] a Laurent binomial o-ideal Z is radical. By Example E24], 7 is not
necessarily perfect. We now give a decomposition theorem for perfect o-ideals.
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Theorem 4.29 Let T be a Laurent binomial o-ideal, L the support lattice of Z, and Lg the
saturation of L. If F is algebraically closed and inversive, then {Z} is either [1] or can be
written as the intersection of Laurent reflexive prime binomial o-ideals whose support lattice
is Lg.

Proof: Let Z, be the reflexive closure of Z and L, = sat,(L). By Theorem 120 L, is
the support lattice of Z,. Suppose Z, = [f1,..., fr], fi = Y —¢;i = 1,...,r, and L, =
(f1,...,f). If L, is Z-saturated, then by Theorem 23] Z, is reflexive prime. Otherwise,
there exist k1 € N, a; € Z[x], and hy € Z[z]|" such that h; ¢ L, and

kihi =aify +---+a.f. € L. (21)

By Lemma 1 YFht — G € 7, where @ = [T;—; ¢i". Since F is algebraically closed, we have

ki th —ay)

||zw

where a;,0l = 1,...,k; are the kj roots of a. By the difference Nullstellensatz [3, p.87], we
have the following decomposition

{7} = o {Tu }

where Z; = [f1,..., fr, Y? —@]. Check whether Zy;, = [1] with Lemma E4] and discard
those trivial ones. Then the support lattice for any of Zy; is Ly = (f1,...,f,, hy). Similar to
the proof of Theorem [£.26, we can show that Z, ¢ Zy; and L, & Ly C Lg.

Repeating the process, we have 7, ¢ 7y;, & -+ G Iy, for [; = 1,...,k;and L, & L1 &
Ly G --- & Ly C Lg such that L; is the support lattice of Z, for [; =1,...,k; and

(T} =y {Zu}i=1,... .t

The process will terminate, since Z[z]" is Northerian. Since Lg is the smallest Z-saturated
Z[zx]-lattice containing L, and L, C L; C Lg, we have L; = saty(L,) = satz(sat,(L)) = Lg.
Then Zj, is reflexive prime and the theorem is proved. O

Since the reflexive prime components of Z have the same support lattice, they also have
the same dimension.

Corollary 4.30 Any Laurent binomial o-ideal T is dimensionally unmized.
The condition for F to be algebraically closed and inversive is necessary for Theorem
to be valid. For instance, if F = Q(\) and o(f(A)) = f(\?), then [y?y3 — A is prime

and its support lattice ([2,2]") is not Z-saturated. Furthermore, [y{y5 — A is reflexive and
its support lattice ([x,z]") is not x-saturated.
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4.5 Well-mixed and perfect Laurent binomial o-ideals

In this section, we give a criterion for a Laurent binomial o-ideal to be well-mixed and perfect
in terms of its support lattice and show that the well-mixed and perfect closures of a Laurent
binomial o-ideal are still binomial.

Recall that a o-ideal Z is called well-mized if fg € T implies fg* € T for f,g € F{YT}.
The smallest well-mixed o-ideal containing S C F{Y*} is denoted by (S). Let S’ =
{fg®|fg € S}. We define inductively: Sy = S,S,, = [Sn—1]',n = 1,2,.... The union of
the S, is clearly a well-mixed o-ideal and is contained in every well-mixed o-ideal containing
S. Hence this union is (S). If Z ¢ F{Y*} is a Laurent o-ideal, then (Z) ia called the
well-mixed closure of Z. We first prove some basic properties of well-mixed o-ideals which
will be used later. Note that these properties are also valid in F{Y}.

Lemma 4.31 LetZ,...,Zs be prime o-ideals. Then I = N;_,Z; is a well-mized o-ideal.

Proof: 1t is obvious. O

Lemma 4.32 Let Sy, Sy be two subsets of F{Y*} which satisfy a € S; implies o(a) € S;,i =
1,2. Then [Sl]n[SQ]n C [Sng]n

Proof: Let s € [S1]; and t € [S2]i. Then s = fig7 and t = fogd where fig1, fogo are
linear combinations of members of S and Ss, respectively. Then, f1g1foge € [S1S52], and
st = f1f2(g192)" € [S152]1. Hence, [S1]1[S2]1 C [S152]1. By induction, [S1],[S2]n C [S152]n.

O

Lemma 4.33 Let S, Sy be two subsets of F{Y*} which satisfy a € S; implies o(a) € S;,i =
1,2. Then \/[Sng]n = \/[Sl]n N [Sg]n forn >1, and \/(Sl> N \/(Sg> = \/<5152>

Proof: The last statement is an immediate consequence of the first one. Since [S152] C [S;] ,
we have [S1Ss], C [Si], for i = 1,2, and [S152], C [S1]n N [S2], follows. Hence, /[S152]n, C
VIS1]n N [S2]n. Let a € [S1], N[S2], we have a® € [S1],[S2],. By Lemma @32 a? € [S15],.
Hence a € /[S154],, and \/[Sl]n N [Sa2), C \/[Sng]n follows. O

Lemma 4.34 Let Iy,...,T,, be Laurent o-ideals. Then /(N Z;) = NI /(Z;).

Proof: Let T = N Z;. Then vZ = /[[[1"; Z;]. By Lemma E33] we have \/([[, Zi) =
VITEHT) 0 VT = ..o = 0 /(T Now we show that /(Z) = /([[I%, Zi). Since
[1™,Z: € Z, we have \/([[", Zi) € \/(Z). By Lemma @33, \/(I) = \/{I) N---N/(I) =
V™) € ITZ1 T), and hence (T) = /(T2 Zi). Then, \/(T) = N2,/ (Z). O

Now, we prove a basic property for a o-field F.
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Lemma 4.35 Let ¢, = e be the primitive m-th root of unity, where i = \/—1 and m €
L>o. If F is an algebraically closed o-field, then there exists an on, € [0,m — 1] such that
ged(om, m) =1 and o(() = 2. Furthermore, the perfect o-ideal {y™ — 1} in F{y} is

{y™ =1} =[y" - 1Ly" —y"] (22)
where y is a o-indeterminate.

Proof: Since F is algebraically closed, (,, is in F. From y™ —1 = H;”’:_Ol (y—(?n) = 0, we have
oy —1= H;”z_ol(a(y) —¢},) = 0. Then, there exists an o, such that 0 < 0, < m — 1 and
0(Cm) = 2. Suppose ged(oy,, m) = d > 1 and let o, = dk,m = ds, where s € [1,m — 1].
Then o(¢3,) = ¢ = (ks = (k™ = 1, which implies ¢?, = 1, a contradiction.

By the difference Nullstellensatz [3, p.87], we have {y™ — 1} = ﬁ;-n:_ol [y — ¢%]. In order
to show (22)), it suffices to show ﬂ;n:_ol [y — Cﬂn] = [y™ — 1,y® — y°m]. Since y* — y°m =
(y = Gh)" + Gl =y = (y = Gn)” + G —y°m € [y — Ch] for any 0 < j < m — 1,
we have y® — yom € ﬂ;-n:_ol [y — ¢ and hence [y™ — 1,y* — y°m] C ﬂ;”:_ol [y — Gh]. Let
fe ﬂ;”:_ol[y—gﬂ},,]. Since y* —y°m € [y— (], for j =0,...,m—1, from f € [y — (], we have
f =iy —Gh)+ X hir(y® —y)*", where g;, hj, € Q{y}. Then f™ = [1725"(g;(y — Gh) +
Sk hik(y—yom)k) = 175" g5 (y™ —1)+p, where p € [y —y°]. Hence, f € [y™—1,y"—y°"]
and ﬂ;-”:_ol [y — C,]n] C [y"™ —1,y* — y°~]. The lemma is proved. O

The number o,, introduced in Lemma depends on F only and is called the n-th

transforming degree of unity. In the following corollaries, F is assumed to be algebraically
closed and hence o,, is fixed for any m € N. From the proof of Lemma [£.35] we have

Corollary 4.36 y* —y°m € ﬂ;-”:_ol [y — Gl
Corollary 4.37 For n,m,k in N, if n = km then o0, = 0, modm.

Proof: By definition, (¥ = (,,. Then, o(¢¥) = ¢kor = (. From, o(¢F) = o(Cn) = (o, we
have (o = ¢om. Then o, = 0, mod m. (]

Lemma 4.38 (y™ — 1) = {y™ — 1} = [y™ — 1,y* — y°™].

Proof: By Lemma [£30] it suffices to show y* —y°m € (y"™ —1). Since y™ —1 = H;”:_Ol (y—Ch)

and (y — )" = (y* — ('), we have f; = (" = C5") Tocjcm-124(y — Gh) € (y™ = 1) for
i=0,...,m— 1. We will show that y* — y°™ € (fo,..., fm—1).- To show this, we need the
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-1 -1 ¢
formula yTl_l =3 m = =3 yf 2~ from [14, p. 494]. We have

m—1 m—1 m
1 7 _ 1 iy 1 T omi
1 m—1 ym 1 1 m—1 ym 1 '
= = Y = Y G
me Y G m Y G
m—1
_ T i ym —1 (om+1)i
LD Do '
=0 m
—1 ym—1 r(om+1)i j m+1)j y™—1 m+1)j
Let g(y) = & 7' Lghelm V. Then, g(ch) = ger VL], = Lot

i ] om+1)j ~j(m—1 7 omJ I \o .
Hosicm—1.7 (Gn = Gn) = % w ).]G’"E )HISiSm—l(Cm —1) = L@mIm = (¢h)°m. Since
deg(g(y)) < m —1 and g(¢h) = ()™ for j = 0,...,m — 1, we have g(y) = y°. Hence
yx_yom6(f07---7fm—1)c<ym—1>. O

Corollary 4.39 Form €N, a € F*, and f € Z[z]", we have Y@—om)f _gz=om ¢ (ymf _gm),

Proof: Let z = %f and Z = [Y™ — ¢™]. Then 2™ —1 € 7. By Lemma E38, 2*7°» — 1 €
(z™ —1) C(T). Then (L)r=om — 1 ¢ (T) or Ye—om)f _ gz—om ¢ (T). O

The following example shows that the generators of a well-mixed or perfect ideal depend
on the difference field F.

Example 4.40 Let F = Q(/=3) and p = y} — 1. Following Lemma [1.39, if o(v/=3) =
V=3, we have o3 =1 and (p) = {p} = [p,y7 —w1]. If 0(v/—3) = —/—3, we have 03 =2 and
(p) = {p} = Ip,yf —yil- IfF = Qthen {p} = [y1—1UN[yf +y1+ 1,57 —y] N[y +y1+1, 57 7]
does not has a set of simple generators.

Motivated by Corollary 439 we have the following definition.
Definition 4.41 If a Z[x]-lattice L satisfies
mf e L= (r—on)fel (23)

where m € N, f € Z[z]", and oy, is defined in Lemma [[.39], then it is called M-saturated.
For any Z[x]-lattice L, the smallest M-saturated Z[x]-lattice containing L is called the M-
saturation of L and is denoted by satp(L).

The following result gives an effective version for condition (23]).

Lemma 4.42 A Z[x]"-lattice L is M-saturated if and only if the following condition is true:
Let Ly = satz(L) = (g1,--.,8s) such that m;g; € L for m; € N. Then (x — op,,)gi € L.
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Proof: We need only to show (z — op,,)g; € L implies ([23). For any mf € L, we have
f € Ly and hence f = 3", ¢;8i, where ¢; € Z[z]. Let t = lem(m,my,...,ms). By Corollary
37 we have oy = o, + ¢;m;, where ¢; € Z. Then (z — o))f = >0 qi(z — or)gi =
S 1 qi(z —om,)gi — >y gicimigi € L. By Corollary 3T, oy = oy, + c¢m, where ¢ € Z.
Then (x — op)f = (z — op)f + emf € L. O

We now give a criterion for a Laurent binomial o-ideal to be well-mixed in terms of its
support lattice.

Theorem 4.43 Let p be a partial character and F an algebraically closed and inversive o-
field. If Z(p) is well-mized, then L, is M-saturated. Conversely, if L, is M-saturated, then
either (Z(p)) = [1] or Z(p) is well-mized.

Proof: Suppose that Z(p) is well-mixed. If there exists an m € N such that mf € L, then by
Lemma 17 there exists a ¢ € F* such that Y™ — ¢ € Z(p). Since F is algebraically closed,
there exists an a € F* such that ¢ = a™. Then, Y™ — a™ € Z(p). Since Z(p) is well-mixed,
by Corollary B39, Y(#—om)f _ g#=om ¢ T(p), and by Lemma EI7 again, (x — o,,)f € L,
follows and L, is M-saturated.

Conversely, let L, be M-saturated. If L, is Z-saturated, then by Theorem E23] Z(p)
is prime and hence well-mixed by Lemma 3Tl Otherwise, there exists an m; € N, and
f € Z[z]|" such that f ¢ L, and m.f € L,. By Lemma [T, there exists an a € F* such that
Y™t — g™ € Z(p). We claim that either (Z(p)) = [1] or

I(p) = Ny, (24)

where Zj, = [Z(p), Y* — a(lt,] and ¢, = em. By @), (x — om,)f € L,. By Lemma
EI7 there exists a b € F* such that Y®—om)f —p € T(p). Since Y™F — o™ € Z(p), by
Corollary E36, we have Y@—om)f _ gz=om ¢ [Yf — ¢ i ] for any l;. Then b — o™ °m =
y@=om)f _ gr=omy _ (y@—om)f _p)y € 7, for any Iy. If b # a® O, T, = [1] for all I,
and hence 1 € ﬂlr?lzallll C (Z(p)) by Lemma [438 and (Z(p)) = [1] follows. Now suppose
b = a* % or ¥ = ba’n. To prove ([24)), it suffices to show ﬂl”fiall'll C Z(p). Let
fe ﬂfflzallll. From f € Z;,, we have f = fj, —|—ij0 pjol (Y —a ﬁ}bl), where f;, € Z(p). By
Lemma B35, (G, ) = i’ . We thus have

O’(Yf 5 ) — Yxf—bYOm1f+bYOm1f—U( 5 )

—aclh, alp,

YOmlf(Y(x—Oml)f _ b) + b(YOmlf — g™ C’f)}L?ml) + (bao’”l _ O'(CL)) irlb?ml ‘

Since Y(*=om)f — b € Z(p) and ba®™ — o(a) = ba®m — a® = 0, we have o(Yf —a¢ll) =
g, + an (Y — @ ﬁ,}bl), where g, € Z(p). Using the above equation repeatedly, we have
f = hll +p11 (Yf - aCﬁél)v where hll € I(p) Thena fml = le?lzal(hll +pl1 (Yf - aCﬁél)) =
s+ Ik pu (Y —aglh)) = s+ (Y™ —a™) [T p, € Z(p), where s is in Z(p). By
Corollary ET3], we have f € Z(p). The claim is proved.

The support lattice for any of [Z;,] is Ly = (L, f). Similar to the proof of Theorem A28
we can show that Z(p) & 7;, and L, & Li. If Ly is not Z-saturated, there exists a & > 1 and

29



g € Z[z]" such that g ¢ Ly and kg € Li. Let mg = km;. We have mog = kmig € L, and
there exists a ¢ € F* such that Y28 — ¢ € I(p). Hence, (z — 0jn,)g € L, C L; and there
exists a d € F*, such that Y(*=0m2)8 —d € [(p). Let Ly = (L1,g) and I, 5, = [Ill,Yg—cd%z],
lp =0,...,mg —1. Then Ly & Ly and Ly is the support lattice for all Z;, ;, provided
7;, 1, # [1]. Similar to the above, it can be shown that d — ¢*~m2 € I;, ;, for any [, 1.
If d —c¢*7%m2 # 0, then Z;,;, = [1] for any [;,ly and (Z;;) = [1] by Lemma Since
Laurent binomial o-ideals are radical, (Z(p)) = ﬂl”ligl(lll> = [1] by Lemma [£34 and (24]). If
d—c*7%m2 = 0, it can be similarly proved that Z;, = ﬂlrg"igllh,lz for any /1. As a consequence,
we have either (I(p)) = [1] or Z(p) = QZ";BIIh = ﬂZiBl ﬂgbial Ty, 1
Repeating the process, we have either (I(p)) = [1] or

—1 -1 -1
Z(p) = MZo T = =X - M2y Lo,

where L, & L1 & --- & Ly C satz(L,). Since Z[x]" is Notherian, the procedure will terminate
and L; is Z-saturated. Since each Z;, _;, is either [1] or a prime o-ideal, and hence either
(Z(p)) = [1] or Z(p) is well-mixed by Lemma 3] O

The following example shows that (Z(p)) = [1] can indeed happen in Theorem 431

Example 4.44 Let T = [A], where A = {y} + 1,y — 1,95+ 1,9% +y2} is a o-chain. Notice
that the support lattice of T is M-saturated. We have y5 —y3 =y5+1— (y3 +1) € Z. Then
by Corollary [£.39, v1y5 — yiy2 € (Z). From yi — y1,9y5 + y2 € Z, we have y1y2 € (Z) and
hence 1 € (T).

The following example shows that Theorem [.51]is not valid if condition (23]) is replaced
by mf € L, = (x — k)f € L, for some k € N.

Example 4.45 Let F = Q(v/=3) and 0(v/=3) = —/—3. Thenoz =2. Letp; = y3—1,ps =
yf_l — 1. Then p1,ps consist of a Laurent reqular and coherent o-chain, and by Theorem
T = sat(p1,p2) = [p1,p2] is proper and with support lattice ([3],[x — 1]). By Ezxample
Y72 — 1€ (T) and then y; — 1 = —y3((y72 = 1) — (yi~ ' = 1))/y® € (Z) and thus
()= [in 1]

We now prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.46 Let F be an algebraically closed and inversive o-field and Z = Z(p) a Laurent
binomial o-ideal. Then the well-mized closure of T is either [1] or a Laurent binomial o-ideal
whose support lattice is satp(L,).

Proof: Let us suppose that (Z(p)) # [1]. If L is not M-saturated, then there exists an m € N
and f € Z[z]" such that £ ¢ L, mf € L, and (z — o,,)f ¢ L. By Lemma [L.17], there exists a
¢ € F* such that Y™ — ¢™ € I(p). Let Z; = [Z,Y@—om)f — c#=om] and L; = (L, (z — o)f).
By Corollary B39, Y@—om)f _ c#=om < (T(p)). Let Ly = satp(L). Then T ¢ T, C (Z)
and L & Ly C Lys. Repeat the procedure to construct I; and L; for ¢ = 2,...,¢ such that
I¢T ¢~ CLyC{Zyand L C L1 & --- & Ly C Ly Since Z[z]" is Notherian, the
procedure will terminate at, say t. Then L; = Lj; is M-saturated. By Lemma 50, L; is
also z-saturated. By Theorem [I.43] Z; C (Z) is well-mixed and hence Z; = (Z). O
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By Corollary and the proof of Theorem 46|, we have

Corollary 4.47 A Z[z|-lattice and its M-saturation have the same rank. Hence, for a Lau-
rent binomial o-ideal Z, either (Z) = [1] or dim((Z)) = dim(Z).

Example 4.48 Let p = y3 — y?. Following the proof of Theorem [J.70}, it can be shown that
l—z x—1

(p)={p} =%y — Ly; “vs ' — 1] = [¥3 — v}, 1y — v¥yal.

In the rest of this section, we prove similar results for the perfect closure of Laurent
binomial o-ideals. We first give a definition.

Definition 4.49 If a Z[x]-lattice is both x-saturated and M-saturated, then it is called P-
saturated. For any Z[x]-lattice L, the smallest P-saturated Z[x]-lattice containing L is called
the P-saturation of L and is denoted by satp(L).

Lemma 4.50 For any Z[z]-lattice L, satp(L) = sat, (satp (L)) = satps(sat,(L)).

Proof: Let Ly = sat,(satp;(L)) and Lo = satps(sat,(L)). It suffices to show L = Ly. We
claim that L, is P-saturated. Let mf € L; for m € N. Then ma®f € saty/(L) for some
a € N, which implies (x — op,)z%f € L C saty(satp(L)) = L;. Since L; is z-saturated,
(x — o )f € Ly and the claim is proved. Since L C satps(L), saty(L) C saty(satar (L)) = L.
From the claim, L; is P-saturated and hence Ly C satp;(Lq) = Ly.

For the other direction, we claim that Lo is z-saturated. Let zf € satj/(sat,(L)) C
satz(satz(L)). Then there exists an m € N, such that mf € sat,(L) which implies (z —
om )f € sats(sat, (L)) and hence o,,f = xf — (z — o,)f € satys(sat,(L)) follows. By Lemma
435 ged(om, m) = 1. Then f € satps(saty (L)), and the claim is true. Since satp/(L) C
satps(saty(L)) = Lo = saty(satas(sat,(L))), we have Ly C Lo. O

A o-ideal 7 is perfect if and only if 7 is reflexive, radical, and well-mixed. Since a Laurent
binomial o-ideal Z is always radical, Z is perfect if and only if Z is reflexive and well-mixed.
Following from this observation, we can deduce the following results about perfect Laurent
binomial o-ideal ideals.

Theorem 4.51 Let p be a partial character and F an algebraically closed and inversive o-
field. If Z(p) is perfect, then L, is P-saturated. Conversely, if L, is P-saturated, then either

{Z(p)} = [1] or Z(p) is perfect.

Proof: 1f Z(p) is perfect, then it is well-mixed and reflexive. By Theorems [1.43] and Theo-
rem 423 L, is M-saturated and x-saturated, and hence P-saturated. Conversely, if L, is
P-saturated, it is M-saturated and z-saturated. By Theorem [£43] either (Z(p)) = [1] or Z(p)
is well-mixed. If (Z(p)) = [1], {Z(p)} = [1]. Otherwise, by Theorem [£23] Z(p) is reflexive.
By Corollary 13l Z(p) is radical. Then Z(p) is perfect. O

Theorem 4.52 Let F be an algebraically closed and inversive o-field and Z = Z(p) a Laurent
binomial o-ideal. Then the perfect closure of T is either [1] or a Laurent binomial o-ideal
whose support lattice is satp(L,).
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Proof: Let I, be the reflexive closure of Z and L, = sat,(L,). By Theorem .26, L, is
the support lattice of Z, and Z, is reflexive. Let Z, be the well-mixed closure of Z, and
L, = satps(saty(L,)). By Theorem 46} 7, is either [1] or well-mixed, and in the latter case
L, is the support lattice of Z,. By Lemma B350, L, = satp(L,). Then Z, is either [1] or
perfect by Theorem 571 O

With Theorem and Theorem [L5]1] (3) and (4) of Theorem [[2] are proved.

5 Binomial o-ideal

In this section, properties of binomial o-ideals will be proved. First, certain results from [7]
will be extended to the difference case using the theory of infinite Grébner basis [I6]. Then,
properties proved in Section ] will be extended to so-called normal binomial o-ideals.

5.1 Basic properties of binomial o-ideal

A o-binomial in Y is a o-polynomial with at most two terms, that is, a¥Y? + bY® where
a,b € F and a,b € N[z]". For f € Z[z]|", let fT,f~ € N"[x] denote the positive part and
the negative part of f such that f = fT — f~. Consider a o-binomial f = a¥? + bYP, where
a,b € F*. Without loss of generality, assume a > b according to the order defined in Section
B Then f has the following canonical representation

f=aY? +bYP = aY8(YH — cYi) (25)

where ¢ = =£, f = a — b € Z[z]" is a normal vector, and g = a — £+ € N[z]. The normal

vector f is called the support of f. Note that ged(Yf+, Yf7) = 1.

A o-ideal in F{Y} is called binomial if it is generated by, possibly infinitely many, o-
binomials.

In the following, F{Y} is considered as a polynomial ring in infinitely many variables
O(Y) = {y#',i=1,...,n;7 > 0} and denoted by S = F[O(Y)]. A theory of Grébner basis in

1
the case of infinitely many variables is developed in [I6] and will be used in this section. For

any m € N, denote O™ (Y) = {yfj,i =1,...,m;57=0,1,...,m} and S = F[O™(Y)].

A monomial order in S is called compatible with the difference structure, if yfkl < yfk2
for k1 < ko. Only compatible monomial orders are considered in this section.

Let Z be a o-ideal in F{Y}. Then 7 is an algebraic ideal in S. By [16], we have

Lemma 5.1 Let T be a binomial o-ideal in F{Y}. Then for a compatible monomial order,
the reduced Grobner basis G of T exists and satisfies

G = UX_,Gim™ (26)

where G = G N S s the reduced Grobner basis of T = TN S™) in the polynomial
ring S{™.
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Contrary to the Laurent case, a binomial o-ideal may be infinitely generated, as shown
by the following example.

Example 5.2 Let 7T = [yi”ly%’J — y“i"Jy%Z :0<1i<jeN] [Itis clear that T does not have a
finite set of generators and hence a finite Grobner basis. The Grébner basis of

™ = TOQyr, y2s 1,955 50t 5]

i {yfiygj — yfiyé”i 0<i<y < m} with a monomial order satisfying y1 < y2 < yi < y5 <
c <yt < yET Then {yFyd —y¥'yd 10 < i < j € N} is an infinite reduced Grébner
basis for T in the sense of [16] when y“fm and y%m are treated as independent variables.

Remark 5.3 The above concept of Grobner basis does not consider the difference structure.
The concept may be refined by introducing the reduced o-Grébner basis [3]. A o-monomial
My is called reduced w.r.t. another o-monomial My if there do not exist a o-monomial My
and a k € N such that My = MoMfk. Then the reduced o-Grobner basis of T in Example
is {y1y8 — y¥'ya 1 i € L1} which is still infinite. Since the purpose of Grébner basis
in this paper is theoretic and not computational, we will use the version of infinite Grobner
basis in the sense of [10].

With Lemma [5.1] a large portion of the properties for algebraic binomial ideals proved
by Eisenbud and Sturmfels in [7] can be extended to the difference case. The proofs follow
the same pattern: to prove a property for Z, we first show that the property is valid for 7
if and only if it is valid for all Z(™, and then the corresponding statement from [7] will be
used to show that the property is indeed valid for Z {m)  We will illustrate the procedure in
the following corollary. For other results, we omit the proofs.

Corollary 5.4 LetZ C F{Y} be a binomial o-ideal. Then the Gréobner basis G of I consists
of o-binomials and the normal form of any o-term modulo G is again a o-term.

Proof: By a o-term, we mean the multiplication of an element from F* and a o-monomial.
By (26), it suffices to show that corollary is valid for all G, that is, the Grobner basis
G of Z(™ consists of binomials and the normal form of any term modulo G is again
a term. Since G{™ is the Grobner basis of Z0™ = 7 N S and Z¢™ is a binomial ideal in

a polynomial ring with finitely many variables, the corollary follows from Proposition 1.1 in

. 0

Corollary 5.5 A o-ideal I is binomial if and only if the reduced Grobner basis for T consists
of o-binomials.

Corollary 5.6 IfZ is a binomial o-ideal, then the elimination ideal TN F{y1,y2,...,Yr} is
binomial for every r <mn.

Now we consider the intersection of two ideals. The following lemma can be proved
similar to its algebraic counterpart.
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Lemma 5.7 If Z and J are binomial o-ideals in F{Y} then we have TN J = [tZ + (1 —
TN F{Y} where t is a new o-indeterminate.

The intersection of binomial o-ideals is not binomial in general, but from Lemma [5.7] and
[7] we have

Corollary 5.8 If Z and I are binomial o-ideals and Ji,...,Js are o-ideals generated by
o-monomials, then [L+ZT|N[T+ Ji]N...N[L+ T, is binomial.

Corollary 5.9 Let T be a binomial o-ideal and let Jy,...,Js be monomial o-ideals.
(a) The intersection [Z+ Ji|N---N[Z + Js| is generated by o-monomials modulo T.
(b) Any o-monomial in the sum T + J1 + -+ + Js lies in one of the o-ideals T + J;.

Corollary 5.10 If Z is a binomial o-ideal, then for any o-monomial M, the o-ideal quo-
tients [Z : M| and [ : M®°] are binomial.

Corollary 5.11 Let Z be a binomial o-ideal and J a monomial o-ideal. If f € T+ J and
g is the sum of those terms of f that are not individually contained in T + 7, then g € J.

Finally, from [7, Theorem 3.1], we have
Theorem 5.12 If T is a binomial o-ideal, then the radical of T is binomial.
We now consider whether a o-ideal is reflexive. We first give a criterion for reflexiveness.

Lemma 5.13 A o-ideal T is reflexive if and only if b* € T = b € I for any o-binomial
be F{Y}.

Proof: We need only to prove one side of the statement, that is, if 0¥ € Z = b € Z for any
o-binomial b then Z is reflexive. Let p be a o-polynomial such that p* € Z. Then, there
exists an m € N such that p* € Z0™ =N S <m>‘. Let G be the (finite) reduced Grébner
basis of Z0™ in S under the variable order y¥ <y for any i, j, k. By Proposition 1.1
in [7], G consists of binomials. p* can be reduced to zero by G. Due to the chosen variable
order, we have p* = Y. efg’, where €] € S {m) and g7 is a o-binomial in S {m)  Since gy are
o-binomials in Z, we have g; € Z. Then, p = )", e;g; € Z and 7 is reflexive. U

Theorem 5.14 If T is a binomial o-ideal, then the reflexive closure of T is binomial.

Proof: Let 77 be the o-ideal generated by the o-binomials p such that pxk € T for some
k € N. We claim that Z; is the reflexive closure of Z and it suffices to show that Z; is
reflexive. Let p be a o-binomial such that p* € Z;. Then for some k € N, (px)xk =p*tl e T.
Thus p € 71 and 7 is reflexive by Lemma O
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5.2 Normal binomial o-ideal

In this section, most of the results about Laurent binomial o-ideals proved in Section [ will
be extended to normal binomial o-ideals.

Let m be the multiplicative set generated by yfj fori=1,...,n,5 € N. A og-ideal Z is
called normal if for any M € m and p € F{Y}, Mp € Z implies p € Z. For any o-ideal Z,

IT:m={feF{Y}|IM emst. Mfel}
is a normal o-ideal. For any o-ideal Z in F{Y}, it is easy to check that
FYS}INF{Y} =7 :m. (27)
We first prove a property for general normal o-ideals.

Lemma 5.15 Let Z be a normal o-ideal in F{Y}. Then I is reflexive (radical, perfect,
prime) if and only if F{YT}T is reflexive (radical, perfect, prime) in F{Y*}.

Proof: Let T = F{Y*}Z be a Laurent o-ideal. Since Z is normal, from (27) we have
INF{Y} = TI. If T is reflexive, it is clear that T is reflexive. For the other direction, if
f® € Z, then by clearing denominators of f?, there exists a o-monomial M? in Y such that
M= f* € TNF{Y} = Z. Since T is reflexive, M f € Z and hence f € Z, that is, Z is reflexive.
The results about radical and perfect o-ideals can be proved similarly.

We now show that Z is prime if and only if 7 is prime. If 7 is prime, it is clear that Z is
also prime. For the other side, let fg € Z. Then there exist o-monomials N;, Ny such that
N1 f € F{Y}, Nog € F{Y}, and hence Ny fNog € Z. Since Z is prime, Ny f or Nog is in Z
that is f or ¢ is in Z. O

We now consider normal binomial o-ideals. Given a partial character p on Z[z]|", we
define the following binomial o-ideal in F{Y}

THp) = Y —p()Y' i ferL,) (28)
We will show that any normal binomial o-ideal can be written as the form (28]).

Lemma 5.16 Let p be a partial character on Z[x]" and Z(p) defined in (I8). Then I (p) =
Z(p) N F{Y}. As a consequence, I (p) is proper and normal.

Proof: Tt is clear that Z+(p) C Z(p) N F{Y}. If f € Z(p) N F{Y}, then f =7, f;M,; (Y5 -
p(f;)) where f; € F, f; € L,, and M; are Laurent o-monomials in Y. There exists a o-
monomial M in Y such that

Mf= Zfz (Y5 — p(E)Y™) € I7(p), (29)

where N; is a o-monomial in Y. We will prove f € Z%(p) from the above equation. Without
loss of generality, we may assume that M = y®” for some ¢ and o € N. Note that (29) is

35



an algebraic identity in yfk,i =1,...,n,k € N. If N; contains y?” as a factor, we move
F, = fiNi(Yfi+ — p(£)Y% ) to the left hand side of @9) and let f; = f — F;/y*°. Then
f € I™(p) if and only if f; € Zt(p). Repeat the above procedure until no N; contains 3>°
as a factor.

If s =0 in ([29), then f = 0 and the lemma is proved. Since gcd(Yfi+ YR =1, ¢
cannot be a factor of both Y& and Y& . Let Y& be the largest o-monomial in 29) not

containing 4*° under a given o-monomial total order . If Yfi is the largest o-monomial
in (29) not containing y*°, the proving process is similar. There must exists another o-

binomial f;N;(Y5 — p(£)Y5 ) such that N;Y& = N;Y% . Let N; = Y*,N; = Y%. Then
YE = Y5 P and £ 4 p; = £ +pj. We have p = FN;(YE = p(£)YE) + f;N; (Y5 —
- _ +p. - ; + - :
pENYD ) = SR (Y5 — p(E)p(£)Y" ) + (f5 — Sf5)N; (Y5 — p(£)YY ). Since £ =
_ _ _ tips ~ iy,
B dp— (6 +p) =£7 — £ + £ —f7 =fi+£; € L, we have Y5 97 — p(£;) p(f;) Y©: +9: =
N(YF" — p(F)YF") € ZH(p), where N is a o-monomial. As a consequence, p € Zt(p). If
N contains y?°, move the term p(ff'j)N (YE" = p(£)YF") to the left hand side of [@J) as we

did in the first phase of the proof. After the above procedure, equation (29) is still valid.
Furthermore, the number of o-binomials in [29) does not increase, no N; contains y%*, and

the largest o-monomial Y& or Y not containing y2° becomes smaller. The above procedure
will stop after a finite number of steps, which means s = 0 in (29) and hence y*” f = 0 which
means the original f is in Z%(p). Then ZT(p) = Z(p) N F{Y}.

It (p) =Z(p) N F{Y} is proper. For otherwise Z(p) = [1], contradicting to Lemma
Note that ZH(p)F{Y*} = Z(p). Then ZF(p) = Z(p) N F{Y} = T (p)F{Y*} N F{Y} =
Z%(p): m, and Z*(p) is normal. O

Lemma 5.17 Let p be a partial character over Z[z]™. Then Y*™ —cY®™ € TH(p) if and only
iff € L, and c = p(f).

Proof: By Lemma5106] Y™ — ¢Yf™ € Z%(p) if and only if Yf — ¢ € Z(p) which is equivalent
tof € L, and ¢ = p(f) by Lemma E.I7 O

Lemma 5.18 If7 is a normal binomial o-ideal, then there exists a unique partial character
p on Z[z]" such that T = I (p) and L, = {f € Z[z]" | Y™ — p(£)Y® € I} which is called
the support lattice of Z.

Proof: We have T-F{Y*}NF{Y} =7 : m. According to Theorem [LI8] there exists a partial
character p such that Z - F{Y*} = Z(p). Then by Lemma5I6, Z = (Z : m) = Z - F{Y*} N
F{Y} =Z(p) N F{Y} = " (p). By Lemma[5IT, we have L, = {f € Z[z]" | Y™ — p(f)Y' €
7T =TI%(p)}. The uniqueness of p comes from the fact that L, is uniquely determined by
T. U

By Lemmas [5.16] and [5.18], we have

Theorem 5.19 The map Z(p) = ZT(p) gives a one to one correspondence between Laurent
binomial o-ideals and normal binomial o-ideals.
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Due to Lemma [5.16] and Theorem [5.19] most properties of Laurent binomial o-ideals can
be extended to normal binomial o-ideals. As a consequence of Corollary E13], Lemma [5.15]
and Lemma [5.16], we have

Corollary 5.20 A normal binomial o-ideal is radical.
As a consequence of Theorem [4.26] Lemma [5.15] and Theorem [(.19]

Corollary 5.21 Let Z =Z7"(p) be a normal binomial o-ideal. If F is inversive, then the re-
flexive closure of T is also a normal binomial o-ideal whose support lattice is the x-saturation

of L.

Corollary 5.22 Let Z =7 + (p) be a normal binomial o-ideal. If F is algebraically closed
and inversive, then

(a) L, is Z-saturated if and only if I is prime;
(b) L, is x-saturated if and only if I is reflexive;
(c) L, is saturated if and only if I is reflexive prime.

Proof: Tt is easy to show that Z(p) = Z+(p)F{Y*}. Then the corollary is a consequence of
Theorem F.23], Lemma [5.15] and Lemma O

For properties related with perfect o-ideals, it becomes more complicated. Direct exten-
sion of Theorems [£.29] [L51] and {52l to the normal binomial case is not correct as shown
by the following example.

Example 5.23 Let 7 = [y¥ — y1,y3 — y2, 9% + ya| which is a normal binomial o-ideal whose
r—1 =2 0

. Since o9 = 1, L is P-saturated. Also,
0 2 -1

representation matriz is L = [

-1 -1
Ly =sat(L) = [ ’ 0 1 ] We have {T} = {Z,y2 —y1} " {Z,y2 + y1} = [y1,92]. Then

{Z} # [1] and T is not perfect and hence Theorems [[.51] and [{-03 are not correct. Theorem
[£29 is also not correct, since the supporting lattice of the prime component of L is not L.

It can be seen that the problem is due to the occurrence of o-monomials. For any partial
character p, it can be shown that

{Z%(p)} : m = {Z(p)} N F{Y}. (30)
We thus have the following modifications for Theorems EL.51] 152 and

Corollary 5.24 Let T = I (p) be a normal binomial o-ideal and F an inversive and al-
gebraically closed o-field. If T is perfect, then L, is P-saturated. Conversely, if L, is P-
saturated and x-saturated, then either {Z} : m = [1| or T is perfect.
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Proof: If T is perfect, by Lemma .15l Z(p) = ZF{Y*} is also perfect. By Theorem FE51]
L, is P-saturated. If L, is P-saturated and z-saturated, by Theorem E.51] either Z(p) = [1]
or Z(p) is perfect. If Z(p) = [1], by BQ), {Z} : m = [1]. If Z(p) is perfect, by Lemma [515]
T =1TI%(p) is also perfect. O

Similarly, as a consequence of Theorem [£.52] Lemma [5.15] and Theorem [5.19] we have

Corollary 5.25 Let T =Z%(p) be a normal binomial o-ideal and F an inversive and alge-
braically closed o-field. Then either {Z} : m = [1] or {Z} : m is a binomial o-ideal whose
support lattice is the P-saturation of L.

In the rest of this section, we give decomposition theorems for perfect binomial o-ideals.
We first consider normal binomial o-ideals. By Corollary [5.20] and Example £.24] a normal
binomial o-ideal is radical but may not be perfect.

Theorem 5.26 Let T = I7(p) be a normal binomial o-ideal and F an inversive and alge-
braically closed o-field. Then {Z} : m is either [1] or can be written as the intersection of
reflexive prime binomial o-ideals whose support lattice is the saturation lattice of L.

Proof: By Theorem 29, either {Z(p)} = [1] or {Z(p)} = i, Z(p:), where Z(p;) are
reflexive prime o-ideals whose support lattices are sat(L,). By ([B0) and Lemma [E.I6] either

{Z7(p)} :m = [1] or {Z%(p)} : m = {Z(p)} N F{Y} = (Mi=1 Z(p:)) N FAY} = M=y (Z(pi) N
F{Y}) = N, Z7(p:;). By Corollary £.22] Z7(p;) is reflexive and prime whose support
lattices are the saturation of L,. (]

Now, consider general binomial o-ideals.

Lemma 5.27 7 C F{Y} is a reflexive prime binomial o-ideal if and only if T = [y;,, . - ., Yi,]
+Z, where {yi,,...,vi. } = YNNI, {z1,...,2¢.} = Y\Z, and Z; is a normal binomial reflexive
prime o-ideal in F{z1,...,2}.

Proof: If T is reflexive and prime, then (yfj)d € Zif and only if y; € Z. Let Zy =7 N
F{z1,...,2z}. Then T = [yiy,...,yi,] + Zh. Iy is clearly reflexive and prime. We still

need to show that Z; is normal. Let Nf € Z; for a o-monomial N in {z1,...,2} and
f € F{z,...,z}. N cannot be in Z;. Otherwise, some z; is in Z; since Z; is reflexive and
prime, which contradicts to {z1,...,2} = Y\Z. Therefore, f € Z; and Z; is normal. The
other direction is trivial. O

The o-ideal Z in Lemma [5.27] is said to be quasi-normal. The following result can be
proved similarly to Theorem [4.29

Theorem 5.28 Let Z be a binomial o-ideal. If F is algebraically closed and inversive,
then the perfect o-ideal {Z} is either [1] or the intersection of quasi-normal reflexive prime
binomial o-ideals.

Proof: We prove the theorem by induction on n. Let Z; = {Z} : m. Then {Z} = Z; N
N {Z,y;}. It is easy to check Z; = {Z : m} : m. Since Z : m is normal, by Theorem [5.26]
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7, is either [1] or intersection of normal reflexive prime o-ideals. If n = 1, then {Z,y;} must
be either [y;] or [1]. Then the theorem is proved for n = 1. Suppose the theorem is valid for
n=1,...,k—1. Stilluse {Z} =Z1 N N_{Z, y;}. Let Z; be the o-ideal obtained by setting
y; to 0 in Z. By the induction hypothesis, Z; can be written as intersection of quasi-normal
reflexive prime o-ideals in F{Y \ {y;}}. So the theorem is also valid for {Z,v;} = {Z;, vy:}.
The theorem is proved. O

5.3 Characteristic set for normal binomial o-ideal

The theory of characteristic set given in Section [£.2] can be extended to the normal o-binomial
case.

Let p be a partial character over Z[z|", L, = (fi,...,f;) where f = {f;,... f;} is a
reduced Grobner basis, and

A (p) : YE — p(F)YR L YR (£ YT (31)
We have the following canonical representation for normal binomial o-ideals.

Theorem 5.29 Use the notations in [F1). Then 7 (p) = sat(A*(p)). Furthermore, AT (p)
is a reqular and coherent o-chain and hence is a characteristic set of T (p).

Proof: Let Z; = [At(p)] : m. We claim Z; = sat(AT(p)). It is clear that sat(AT(p)) C
[AT(p)] : m = Z;. For the other direction, let p € Z; and p; = prem(p, A" (p)) which
is reduced w.r.t. AT(p). By @), p1 € Z;. As a consequence, p; € [A(p)] as Laurent o-
polynomials in F{Y*}. By Lemma EI6} A(p) is a characteristic set of [A(p)]. Since p; is
reduced w.r.t. At (p), it is also reduced w.r.t. A(p). Then p; = 0 and hence the claim is
proved.

We now prove Z7(p) = sat(A"(p)). By the above claim, Lemma .16 and Lemma [5.16]
sat(AT(p)) = [AT(p)] : m = [A* ()| F{Y*} n F{Y} = [A(p)] N F{Y} = Z(p) N F{Y} =
Z*(p).

It remains to prove that AT (p) is a characteristic set of Z; = [AT(p)] : m. By definition,
it suffices to show that if p € Z; is reduced w.r.t. A*(p) then p = 0. Let A; = Y& — p(f;)
and A = Y — p(f,)Y% . Since p € 7y, there exist a o-monomial M and f;; € F{Y}
such that Mp =3, fi;(A)® . Then in F{Y*}, we have p = > 9i ;A" € [A(p)], where
gij € F{Y*}. Since p is reduced w.r.t. AT (p), it is also reduced w.r.t. A(p). By Lemma
16 A(p) is a characteristic set of [A(p)] and hence p = 0. The claim is proved.

Since Z; = sat(A'(p)), A" (p) is also a characteristic set of sat(AT(p)). By Theorem 2.2]
A*(p) is regular and coherent. (]

Example 5.30 Let L = ([1 —x,x —1]") be a Z[z]-module and p the trivial partial character
on L, that is, p(f) =1 for £ €L. By Theorem [5.29, T (p) = sat[y1ys — yTya] € Q{y1,y2}.
By Theorem [5.10, 7 (p) is a reflexive prime o-ideal. We can show that T (p) = [y“fly%’] -
yijgl |0 <i < j < m], which is an infinitely generated o-ideal.
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As a consequence of Theorem [5.19] Theorem (5.29] and Lemma .16l we have

Corollary 5.31 Let A(p) and A*(p) be defined in (17) and (31)), respectively. Then
([A(IF{Y=}) N F{Y} = sat(A*(p)).

In order to prove the converse of Theorem [(£:29] we need the following lemmas. Let
fi € Z[z]" and ¢; € F*,i=1,...,s. Consider the following o-chains

A o YE YR g (32)
AY YR YR YT e

in F{Y*} and F{Y}, respectively. Since f; are assumed to be normal, A" is a o-chain if
and only if A is a Laurent o-chain.

Lemma 5.32 Use the notations in (33). Let p = aY? + bYP = aN(Y! — ¢) € F{Y}, where
a,b € N[z]", f € Z[x]", N is a o-monomial, ¢ € F*. If AT is coherent and regular, then
prem(p, AT) = 0 implies prem(Yf — ¢, A) = 0.

Proof: Since prem(p, AT) = 0, there exists a o-monomial M; such that M;p € [AT]. Let
p1 = Y! —¢. Since 71 = prem(p;, A) = Y& — g, by Lemma (.5 there exists a ¢; € F* such
that 1 —c1p1 € [A]. Then, there exists a o-monomial My such that MyNry, MoNp; € F{Y}
and MQN(T’l — Clpl) S [./4+] and hence MngN(Tl — Clpl) = MsM{Nri— %MQMlp S [./4+]
Let M = My MyN. From M;p € [AT], we have Mr; € [A1] C sat(AT).

Suppose A4; = Y& — cYE = IZ~+ yi.ix? —cl;”, where y,., is the leading variable of A4;. A
variable like yg)ﬁk for k € N is called a main variable of AT. A variable yfj is called a
parameter of AT is it is not a main variable. If M contains a main variable of A™ as a factor.
Then let z = yg)ﬁk be the largest one appearing in M under the variable ordering induced
by the lexicographical of the index (¢;, 0;+ k). Let s = deg(M, z) and M; = M/(z°). We may
assume that d; is a factor of s. Otherwise, let s; = Ld%J’ so =8 —81d;, and M = Mzdi—s0 =
M 2% (14D - We still have Mrq € sat(AT). We may use A; = 0 to eliminate z from M as
follows: Mlzs_di(cfi_)xkrl = Mlzs_di(lfygfxf — Ai)xkrl = M(I;r)mkrl - Mlzs_di(Ai)mkrl €
sat(AT). Note that deg(Mlzs_di(cIi_)xk,z) = s — d;. Repeat the above procedure, we may
find a o-monomial N such that N7 € sat(AT), N does not contain z as a factor, and any
variable yfj in M is smaller than z in the given variable ordering. Repeat the procedure, we
may finally obtain a o-monomial L such that L does not contain main variables of AT as
factors and Lry € sat(A™). Since L contains only parameters of A" and 7y is reduced w.r.t.
AT, Lry is also reduced w.r.t. A", Since AT is regular and coherent, by Lemma [3.6] it is

the characteristic set of sat(A™). Therefore, Lry = 0, and rq = 0. g

The following example shows that if prem(p, AT) # 0 then the relation between prem(p,
AT) and prem(Yf — ¢, A) may be complicated, where p = aY? + bYP = aN(Yf — ¢).

Example 5.33 Let p =y2(y2—1), A1 = yl_lyg —1, and Af =y3—y1. Then prem(p, A7) =
y1 — y2 in F{y2}. But in ]-"{yéc}, p is represented as p = yz — 1 and prem(p, A1) = yo — 1.
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Lemma 5.34 Use the notations in (33). A is a regular and coherent o-chain in F{Y*} if
and only if At is a reqular and coherent o-chain in F{Y}.

Proof: Tf A is regular and coherent, by Corollary L220] there exists a partial character p over
Z[z])™ such that L, = (f1,....f,), p(f;)) = ¢;, and Z(p) = [A]. By Theorem [5.29, AT = At (p)
is regular and coherent.

Assume that A% is regular and coherent. We first show that [A] # [1] in F{YT}.
It suffices to show that sat(A') does not contain a o-monomial. Suppose the contrary,
there is a o-monomial M € sat(A*1). Since AT is a regular and coherent chain, we have
prem(M, A") = 0. Now consider the procedure of prem, it can be shown that the pseudo-
remainder of a nonzero o-monomial w.r.t. a binomial o-chain is still a nonzero o-monomial,
a contradiction.

Note that A is always regular since o-monomials are invertible in F{Y*}. Then, it
suffices to prove that A is coherent.

Let A; = Yf — ¢; and A;r — Y& — ¢, Y8 . Assume A;r and Aj (i < j) have the same

leading variable y;, and A;r = I;ryldixoi -l A;’ = I;ryldjx ! —¢;I;, where I;” = Yfi . From
Definition B8 we have o; < 0; and d;|d;. Let d; = td; where t € N. From (3]),

i—0; t 0;—0; 0;—0;

A(AF, AY) = prem((AD)™ " AF) = I (1)™ " — (I (e I)™

Comparing to (5], if A(4;, 4j) = Y? — ¢y, then A(AZF,A;F) = cﬁ-M(Yh+ —¢yYP), where
M is a o-monomial. Since A* is coherent, prem(A(A;r,A;r),AJr) = 0. By Lemma [(5.32]
prem(A(A4;, A4;), A) = 0 which implies that A is coherent. O

We now prove the converse of Theorem [5.29]

Theorem 5.35 Use the notations in ([32). If A" is a reqular and coherent o-chain, then
there is a partial character p over Zlx]"™ such that L, = (f1,....£), p(f;) = ¢i, Z(p) = [A],
and T (p) = sat(AT)

Proof: By Lemma[5.34], A is regular and coherent. By Theorem [£14], f is a reduced Grobner
basis for a Z[z]-lattice and [A] € F{Y*} is proper. By Corollary B2, there exists a partial
character p such that L, = (fi,...,f), p(fi) = ¢, and Z(p) = [A]. By Theorem (.29,
Z%(p) = sat(AT(p)) = sat(AT). _

As a consequence of Theorem [5.35 and Lemma [5.16] we have

Corollary 5.36 Normal binomial o-ideals are in a one to one correspondence with sat(A™),
where AT is a reqular and coherent chain given in (32).

As a consequence of Corollary [.31] and Theorem [5.35] we have
Corollary 5.37 F{Y*}[A] N F{Y} = sat(A™).

As a consequence of Theorem 23] Corollary 5.22] and Theorem [5.35]
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Corollary 5.38 [A] is a reflexive (prime) o-ideal in F{Y*} if and only if sat(AT) is a
reflexive (prime) o-ideal in F{Y}.

5.4 Perfect closure of binomial o-ideal and binomial o-variety

In this section, we will show that the perfect closure of a binomial o-ideal is also binomial.
We will also give a geometric description of the zero set of a binomial o-ideal. For the perfect
closure of a binomial o-ideal, we have

Theorem 5.39 Let F be an algebraically closed and inversive o-field. Then the perfect
closure of a binomial o-ideal T is binomial.

We first remark that it is not known wether the well-mixed closure of a binomial o-ideal
is still binomial. Before proving Theorem [5.39] we first prove several lemmas. In the rest of
this section, we assume that Z C S = F{Y} and m the set of o-monomials in S.

Lemma 5.40 IfZ is a binomial o-ideal, then {Z} : m is either [1] or a binomial o-ideal.

Proof: Tt is easy to check {Z}F{Y*} = {ZF{Y*}}. By @D), {Z} : m = {Z}F{YF}nF{Y} =
{ZF{Y*}} N F{Y}. Now the lemma follows from Theorem O

Lemma 5.41 If 7 is a o-ideal in F{Y}, then
{Z} ={Z}  m{Z +y} N N H{Z +yn} (33)

Proof: The right hand side of ([B3) clearly contains {Z}. It suffices to show that every
reflexive prime P containing Z contains one of the o-ideals on the right-hand side of (B3)).
If {Z} : m C P, we are done. Otherwise, there exists an element f € ({Z} : m) \ P which
implies that there exists a o-monomial M such that M f € {Z} C P. This implies y; € P
for some i. Thus, P contains {Z + y;} as required. O

Lemma 5.42 Let 7 be a binomial o-ideal in S = F{Y} and S" = F{y1,.. . Yn-1}- If
' =InNS, then [T+ yy,] is the sum of [I'S + y,] and a monomial o-ideal in S’.

Proof: Every o-binomial involving yzk is either contained in [y,] or is congruent modulo [y,,]
to a o-monomial in S’. Thus, all generators of Z which are not in Z' may be replaced by
o-monomials in §” when forming a generating set for [Z + y,]. O

Lemma 5.43 Let Z be a perfect binomial o-ideal in S = F{Y}. If M is a o-monomial
o-ideal, then {Z + M} = [Z 4+ M,]| for some monomial o-ideal M.

Proof: If 1 € M, then the lemma is obviously valid. Otherwise, [Z + M] : m = [1]. Lemma
BT yields {Z + M} = ﬂzz?{l + M +y;}. By Corollary 5.9, we need only to show that
{Z + M + y;} is the sum of Z and a monomial o-ideal. For simplicity, let i = n and write
S" = F{y1,y2,--Yn—1}. Since T is perfect, the o-ideal ' = Z N S’ is perfect as well. By
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Lemma 542 [Z + M +y,] = [Z'S + M'S + y,,] where M’ is a monomial o-ideal in S’. By
induction on n, the perfect closure of Z + M’ in S’ has the form Z’' + M/, where M/ is a
monomial o-ideal of S’. Putting this together, we have

{ZT+M+y,} = {I/S + M'S + Yn}
C [T+ MiS+y,l
C {Z+M+yn}
So{Z+ M+y,} =T+ M}|S+y,|isZ plus a monomial o-ideal, as required. O

Proof of Theorem [5.39: We will prove the theorem by induction on n. By Lemma [5.40]
7y ={Z} : m is binomial. For n =1, by LemmaB4Il {Z} =Z; N{Z +wy1}. U{ZT +y:} =1
then {Z} = 7, is binomial. Otherwise {Z + y} = [y] and hence Z C [y]. Since Z C T,
{Z} =Z: N[yl = [T + 1] N [Z + y] is binomial by Lemma Suppose the lemma is valid
for n — 1 variables and let Z be a binomial o-ideal in S = F{Y}. Let Z; := Z N S}, where
S; = F{y1,---,¥j—1,Yj+1,---»Yn}. By the induction hypothesis, we may assume that the
perfect closure of each Z; is binomial. Adding these binomial o-ideals to Z, we may assume
that each Z; is perfect begin with. By Lemma (.40, Z; = {Z} : m is binomial. Then
there exists a binomial o-ideal Z', say 7' = Z;, such that Z; = [Z + 7']. By Lemma (.42
[Z+y,] = [Z;S + J;S + y;], where J; is a monomial o-ideal in S;. Since Z; is perfect, the o-
ideal Z;S is perfect, so we can apply Lemma [543l with M = [7; S+ ;] to see that there exists
a monomial o-ideal M; in S such that {Z+y;} = {Z;S+T;S+y;} = [Z;S+M;] = [T+ M;].
By Lemma B4 and Corollary 5.8, {Z} = [Z + Z'] (N} [Z + M;] is binomial. O

Example 5.44 Let p = y3 — y}. Following the proof of Theorem 539, {p} = ({p} : m) N
[y1,y2]. By Ezample [{.48 and Corollary [5.37, 7 = {p} : m = sat[ys — 2, y19% — y¥yo] =
198" — vf y2.us ™ — ™ Ji,j € N Thus, {p} = TN [y1,y2] = 1.

A o-ideal 7 is called normal if for any M € m and p € F{Y}, Mp € Z implies p € Z. The
following example shows that the perfect closure of a normal o-ideal could be not normal.

Example 5.45 Let T = [y3y3 — y7v3, 4] — y1,45 — y2). By Ezample ‘we have {Z} =
[pi (Y2ya) ™™ = (y1ys) ™, yf —y1, 45 —y2 14,5 € N|, where p; = y1ys(y2ya)™ — yoya(y1ys)™ .
Note that p; = yi1y2(ysyf — yays ) modulo [yf —y1,y5 — yo| and ysyf — yay3 is not in {Z}.

In the rest of this section, we give a geometric description of the zero set of a binomial
o-ideal, which is a generalization of Theorem 4.1 in [7] to the difference case. The basic idea
of the proof also follows [7], except we need to consider the distinction between the perfect
o-ideals and radical ideals.

We decompose the affine n-space (A)"™ into the union of 2" o-coordinate flats:
(AN = {(a1,a2,...,a,) | a; #0,i € Q;a; =0, ¢ O}

where Q runs over all subsets of {1,2,...,n}. The Cohn closure of (A*)® in (A)" is defined
by the o-ideal
M(Q) = [yili ¢ ] € F{Y}.
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The o-coordinate ring of (A*) is the Laurent polynomial o-ring F{Q*} := F{y;, yi_l,i € Q}.
We can define a coordinate projection (A*)? — (A*)? whenever Q C Q' C {1,2,...,n} by
setting all those coordinates not in €2 to zero.

If X is any o-variety of (A)” and Z = I(X) C F{Y}, then the Cohn closure of the
intersection of X with (A*)® corresponds to the o-ideal

Iq := [I—I-M(Q)] tmqo C ./."{Y}

where mg = {[T,cq v i(x)]m,-(x) € Nz]}. Since 7 is perfect, by the difference Nullstellsatz
B, p.87]
T =({Za}.
Q

If Z is binomial, then by Corollary 510l the o-ideal Zg is also binomial.

Lemma 5.46 Let R := F{z1, 27", .. 20,27 'y C R = Flen, 20 ooz 20 1, -5 Ys ) be
a Laurent polynomial o-ring and a polynomial o-ring over it. If B C R is a binomial o-ideal
and M C R’ is a monomial o-ideal such that [B + M| is a proper o-ideal in R', then

[B+M]NR=BNR.

Proof: This is a o-version of [7, Lemma 4.2], which can be proved similarly. (]

We can make a classification of all binomial o-varieties X by intersecting X with (A*),
since by Theorem [£.39] the perfect closure of a binomial o-ideal is still binomial.

Theorem 5.47 Let F be any algebraically closed and inversive o-field. A o-variety X C A™
is generated by o-binomials if and only if the following three conditions hold.

(1) For each (A*)%, the o-variety X N (A*)? is generated by o-binomials.

(2) The family of sets U = {Q C {1,2,...,n}|X N (A" # 0} is closed under taking
intersections.

(3) If 21,90 € U and Qy C Qy, then the coordinate projection (A*)?2 — (A*) maps
X N (A" onto a subset of X N (A*)™,

The above theorem can be reduced to the following algebraic version.

Theorem 5.48 Let F be any algebraically closed and inversive o-field. A perfect o-ideal
T C F{Y} is binomial if and only if the following three conditions hold.

(1) For each Q C {1,...,n}, Zq is binomial.
(2) U={QC{1,2,....n}|{Za} # [1]} is closed under taking intersections.

(3) If 21,92 € U and 0 C Qq, then Io, N F{} C Iq,, where F{1} = F{yi|yi € Q1}.
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Proof: Suppose T is a perfect o-ideal in F{Y}. Since Z is binomial, by Lemma .10 Z, is
also binomial and (1) is proved. To prove (2) by contradiction, assume that for Q,Qs € U,
{Za,} # [1,{Za,} # [1],{Za,nq,} = [1]. We consider two cases. If Zo,nq, = [1], then for
some m(x) € N[z] we have ([[;cq,nq, y))™®) € [T + M () + M(Q)]. By Corollary 53,
(I Lico,na, y;)™®) is either in [Z4 M (Q1)] or [T+ M (Qs)], so T, or Zq, is [1]. For the second
case, we have Zo,nq, # [1] and {Zg,na,} = [1]. Then there exist a finite number of proper
o-binomials Bi,..., By and o-monomials my,...,ms in F{Q; N Qs} such that m;B; € T
and {Bi,...,Bs,yi,i ¢ Q1 NQ} = [1]. We thus have {By,...,Bs} = [1]. Since m;B; €
N F{ NQ}, we have B; € I, and B; € Iq, and thus {Zq, } = {Zq,} = [1]. To prove
(3), given Q1,09 € U and Q1 C Qq, we have Zg, = [Zq, : mq,|. Set R = ]-"{Qic}{{yi}iggl},
then
[T+ M(Q)|R N F{QF} CIo,R.

Since O € U, the o-ideal [T+ M (€)]R’ is proper. By Lemmal[5.46] we have [Z+ M (€;)]R'N
F{Of} = IR n F{QF} C Zo, R N F{Q}. So Io, N F{Q1} C Taq,.

To prove the other driection, let Z be a perfect o-ideal satisfying the three conditions.
By the difference Nullstellensatz, Z = Noey{Za}. By condition (2), U is a partially ordered
set under the inclusion for subsets of {1,...,n}. For each Q € U, we set J(Q) = [Zo N
F{Q}|F{Y} with the properties that if Q1 C Q9, {T (1)} C {T(Q2)}. Note that [Mq,na,] C
[Mgq, + Mgq,]. Then we have

T =Naecv{Za} = Nacv{T () + M(Q)}.

Now we will prove that

Noev {7(Q) + M(Q)} = {NeerM(Q) + Y {T () N (Mg, 20M (2))}}. (34)
QeU

If Q3 2 Oy, we have {T(Q22) + M (Q2)} 2 {T(Q2)} 2 {T ()} 2 {T (1) NNg, 20, M (£2)}-
If Qo ;ZS Q1, we have {j(Qg) + M(Qg)} D) M{QQ} D) {j(Ql) N anzﬂlM(Qn)}' So the
left hand side contains the right hand side of ([B4]). For the other direction, consider a
reflexive prime o-ideal P 2 [NoerM () + >y {T () N Ng, 320 M (2)}] and set V. =
{Q € UM(Q) Cc P}. Then V is a finite partially order set and nonempty since P 2
Naev M (2) and {Maq,na,} C {Maq, + Mq,}. Let Qg be the smallest element of V' such that
P 2 Mgq,. At the same time, P D> J(Q0) N Ng, 50,M(€2y), then P 2 J (). Therefore,
P D J(Q) + M(Qp) and P contains the left hand side ([B4) and (34]) is proved. Since
Noco M () + > qep{T () NN, 30M ()} is binomial, the theorem follows from (@34). O

6 Toric o-ideal and toric o-variety

In this section, we will introduce the concept of toric o-variety and prove some of its basic
properties.
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6.1 Toric o-variety

Let F be an inversive o-field. Following [33], we denote the category of o-field extensions
of F by &%, the category of £" by &7 where £ € 7. Let (A*)" be the functor from
EF to &% satisfying (A*)"(E) = (£*)" where £ € & and £* = £\ {0}. Let A" be the
functor from &r to &7 satisfying (A)"(€) = (£)" where £ € &r. A o-variety over F is a
functor V from &r to the category of sets with the form V(P) for P C F{Y} satisfying
Ve(P) ={ne&"|Vpe Pp(n =0}

In the rest of this section, let

oa={aq,...,a,}, where o; € Z[z|",i=1,...,n, (35)
and T = (¢1,...,t,) aset of o-indeterminates. We define the following rational o-morphism
¢ (A)™ — (A", T > T = (T, ..., T%), (36)

Define the functor Ty from & to &% with T (€) = Im(¢g) which is called a quasi o-torus
with defining vector a. For each £ € &r, Ty(E) has a group structure with component wise
multiplication: T¥ - TY = (T - T2)¥ where Ty, Ty € (*)™ and « € Z[z]™. If &1,& € &F,
&1 C &, then Ty(&7) is a subgroup of Ty (E2).

We now define the toric o-variety.

Definition 6.1 A o-variety over the o-field Q is called toric if it is the Cohn closure of a
quasi o-torus Ty in A", where « is given in (31). More precisely, let

To = {f € Q{Y} | f(T™,..., T¥) = 0}. (37)

Then the toric o-variety defined by « = {a,...,a,} is Xog = V(Zy). A= [aq,. .., lmxn
1s called the defining matriz of Xg.

We make the following reasonable assumption: A does not contain a zero row, or equivalently,
every t; appears effectively in some T®. Also, no «y is the zero vector.

Lemma 6.2 Let Ly be the Zlx|-lattice generated by w given in (30). Then Xq is an irre-
ducible o-variety of dimension rk(Lg).

Proof: Tt is clear that T% in (B6]) is a generic point of Zy in (37). Then Zgy is a reflexive prime
o-ideal. By Theorem 3.20 of [21, 22], Zg is of dimension Atr.degQ(T®)/Q = rk(A) = rk(Lq),
where A = [a,. .., Qnlmxn is the defining matrix of Xg. O

Let [y —T ..., 4, —T%"] be the o-ideal generated by y;— M;,i = 1,...,n in Q{Y, T*}.
Then it is easy to check

Ty =[y1 = T, ..y — T NQ{Y}. (38)
Alternatively, let [']I‘oqyl —T% ... ,Ta’tyn — T%] be a o-ideal in Q{Y, T}. Then
To = [Ty — T ... Ty, — T ] : mg N Q{Y} (39)

where mr is the multiplicative set generated by tfj fori=1,...,m,j € N.
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Remark 6.3 With formulas (38) and (39), a characteristic set for Iy can be computed with
the characteristic set method in [10]. More efficient methods to compute a characteristic set
for Ty will be given in Section [6.2

Example 6.4 Let My, = g g_ ! (2) 2_ 1 be the matriz from Example [3 11 and o

the set of columns of My. Let Ty = [y1 — 3,92 — t“’f_l,yg — 13, ys — tg_l]. By (38), Iy =
Ty N Q{y1,y2,ys3,ya}. With the characteristic set method [10], under the variable order yo <
ys < y1 < y3 < t1 < ta, a characteristic set of Iy is y1y3 — y¥, ysy3 — Y3, Y1 —t2 tiys — 13, y3 —
t%, toys — t5. Then

To = sat(y1ys — i, ysvi — v5) = [n1v3 — i, ysyi — v3)-
The following example shows that some y; might not appear effectively in Zg,.

Example 6.5 Let o = {[1,1]7,[z,2]",[0,1]"}. By (38), Zo, = [y1 — tate, y2 — t5t5,y3 — to]
NQ{y1,y2,y3} = [yf — y2] and y3 does not appear in Ly.

The following lemma shows that quasi o-tori of two sets of generators of Lg are isomor-
phic.

Lemma 6.6 Let o = {a1,...,a,} and B = {B,...,8,} be two sets of generators for L.
Then Ty and T@ are isomorphic as groups.

Proof: Let A,,xn and B,,xs be the matrix representations for the two sets of generators
for L. Then there exist matrices M = (m;;) € Z[z]**™ and N = (n;;) € Z[z]"*® such
that A = BM,B = AN. Hence A = ANM,B = BMN. Define two maps #; : A" =
A% and 0y : A® = A" by 01(y1,....yn) = (T2, v . T, v) and Oa(xq, ..., 25) =
(TLioy 2™, ... TI_, «;"™). Then it is clear that 6(Ty) C Ty and 05(Tg) C Ty. From
A= ANM and B = BMN, it can be checked that 6 o §5 = id on quasi o-torus Tz and
05 0 01 = id on quasi o-torus Tgy. It is easy to check #; and 0y are group homomorpl%sms.

Therefore, the quasi tori Ty and T@ are isomorphic as groups. O

In the rest of this section, we will give a description for the coordinate ring of a toric
o-variety.

Definition 6.7 M C Z[x]™ is called an affine N[z]-module if there exists a 3= {B1,..., B}
C Zlz]™ such that M = N[z](B) = {>_;_; aiB; | a; € N[z]}.

Given an affine N[z]-module M C Z[z]™ and a set of o-indeterminates T = {t1,...,t},
define the corresponding affine o-algebra

F{M} ={ Z aﬁTﬁ \ ag € F,ag # 0 for finitely many B}
BeMm
It is easy to check that F{M} = F{N|z]B} is a o-algebra over F. If M = Nz|B with
B={B1.....8,} then F{M} = F{TF: .. T8},
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Example 6.8 As an affine N[z]-module, N[x]™ gives the o-polynomial ring in T: F{N[z|™}
= F{T}. Let €1,...,€n be the standard basis of dimension m. Then Z[x]™ is generated by
A ={xe1,...,Lt€n} as an affine N[z|-module, and the corresponding affine o-algebra is the
Laurent o-polynomial ring F{Z[z]™} = F{T*}.

Given an affine N[z]-module M C Z[z]|", we define Spec? (F{M}) to be the set of reflexive
prime o-ideals of F{M} [33].

Theorem 6.9 X is a toric o-variety if and only if there exists an affine N[x]-module M
such that X = Spec?(Q{M}). Equivalently, the coordinate ring of X is Q{M}.

Proof: Let X = Xg and I(X) = Zgy, where « is defined in ([B5]) and Zy is defined in (B7]).
Let M = N[X]a be the affine N[z]-module generated by a. Define the following morphism
of o-rings

0:Q{Y} — Q{M}, where O(y;) =T, i=1,...,n.

The map 6 is surjective by the definition of Q{M}. If f € ker(d), then f(T*,..., T%) =0,
which is equivalent to f € Zg. Then, ker(f) = Zy and Q{Y}/Zg = Q{M}. Therefore
X = Spee” (Q{Y}/Ta) = Spec”(Q{M}).

If X = Spec” (Q{M}), where M C Z™[z] is an affine N[z]-module, and M = N[z](a, ...,
ay,) for a; € M. Let Xg be the toric o-variety defined by @ = {a,...,a,}. Then as we
just proved, the coordinate ring of X is isomorphic to Q{M}. Then X = Xg. O

6.2 Toric o-ideal

In this section, we will show that o-toric varieties are defined exactly by toric o-ideals which
are in a one to one correspondence with toric Z[x]-lattices.

Definition 6.10 A Z[z]-lattice L C Z[x]"™ is called toric or Z[z]|-saturated if for any p € Z[x]
and f € Z[x|", pf € L implies £ € L. Let L be a toric Z[z]-lattice in Z[z|"™ and pr, the trivial
partial character defined on L. Then the o-ideal

Itp) =Y =Y |[feL]=[Y2—YP|la—be L abeNz"|
1s called a toric o-ideal.
We list several properties for toric o-ideals.

e By Theorem 23] a toric o-ideal is a reflexive prime o-ideal of dimension n — rk(L).

e By Corollary .17 toric o-ideals in F{Y} are in a one to one correspondence with toric
lattices in Z[z]".

In Section [T3] an algorithm will be given to check whether a Z[z|-lattice is toric. In this
section, we will prove the following result which can be deduced from Lemmas[6.12] and [6.16
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Theorem 6.11 A o-variety V' over Q is toric if and only if I(V') is a toric o-ideal.
The following lemma shows that the defining ideal of a toric o-variety is a toric o-ideal.

Lemma 6.12 Let Xq be a toric o-variety and A the defining matriz of Xg. Then I(Xq) is
the toric o-ideal whose support lattice is ker(A).

Proof: Let A = [a,...,Qn]mxn be the defining matrix of the toric o-variety and
K =ker(A) = {f € Z[z]" | Af = 0}.

As a kernel, K4 is clearly a toric Z[z]-lattice. Then it suffices to show that I(X,) = Zg =
I%(pk,), where pg, is the trivial partial character defined over K4 and Zy is defined in
@B7).

For f € Ky, we have (Yf — 1)(T®) = (T%f —1 = T4f — 1 = 0. As a consequence,
(Y — YF)(T) = 0 and Y — Y~ € Zy. Since ZT(px,) is generated by YI© — ¥f~ for
f € K4, we have T (pk,) C Zy.

Consider a well order for elements in N”[z], which leads to a well order for {Yf, f € N[z]"}
as well as an order for F{Y} by comparing the largest o-monomial in a o-polynomial. We
will prove Zyy C Z%(pk,). Assume the contrary, and let f = ¥;a;Y% € Ty be a minimal
element in Zgy \ Z7(pk,) under the above order. Let agY® be the biggest o-monomial in
f. From f € Iy, we have f(T%) = 0. Since Y8(T%) = T“8 is a o-monomial about T,
there exists another o-monomial byY® in f such that Y?(T%) = Y8(T®). As a consequence,
(Y8 — Yh)(T®) = TAR(TAEP) — 1) = 0, from which we deduce g — h € K4 and hence
Y& — YP € Zoy N ZF (pkc,). Then f —ag(¥Y8 — Y®) € Ty, \ ZH(pk, ), which contradicts to the
minimal property of f, since f —ao(Y8 —Yh) < f. O

To prove the converse of Lemma [6.12], we first introduce a new concept for Z[x]-lattices.
Let L C Z[z]™ be a Z[z]-lattice. Define the orthogonal complement of L to be

LY ={f € Z[2]"|Vg € L, (f,g) = 0}
where (f,g) = {7 - g is the dot product of f and g. It is easy to show that

Lemma 6.13 Let A,x, be a matriz representation for L. Then L = ker(A7) = {f €
Z[z]" | ATf = 0} and hence tk(LY) = n — rk(L).

Furthermore, we have
Lemma 6.14 If L is a toric Z[x]-lattice, then L = (L)°.

Proof: It is easy to see L C (LY)“. Let r = rk(L). By LemmalGI3} rk((LY)%) = n—(n—r) =
r =1k(L). Let K = Q(z). In K", the Z[z]-lattices L and (L%)® become vector spaces L and
(LE)C with dim(L) = k(L) = dim((LE)C). Since L ¢ (LE)C and dim(L) = dim((LE)C),
we have L = W Let f € (LY)°. Then f € W — L, which means that there exists a
p € Z[z] such that pf € L. Since L is toric, we have f € L and the lemma is proved. g

From Lemmas [B.10, [6.13], and [6.14] we have
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Corollary 6.15 A toric Z|x|-lattice is a free Z]x]-module.
The following lemma shows that the inverse of Lemma is also valid.
Lemma 6.16 IfZ is a toric o-ideal in Q{Y}, then V(I) is a toric o-variety.

Proof: Since 7 is a toric o-ideal, 7 is reflexive prime and IL(Z) is a toric lattice. Let {f1,...,fs}
be a set of generators of L(Z), F' = [f1, ..., fs]nxs € Z[z]"** a matric representation for L(Z),
and Kp = {X € Z[z]"|F"X = 0} = L(Z)®. Then by Corollary 6.5l and Lemma 613 K is
a free Z[z]-module and hence has a basis {hy,...,h,_.}, where r = rk(F) = rk(IL(Z)). Let
H = [hy,...;hy ]yx(n—r) be the matrix with h; as the i-th column and @ = {a, ..., a,}
the rows of H. Consider the toric o-variety Xgq defined by the following quasi o-torus

¢ (A" — A"
where ¢(T) = (T, ..., T®) for T = (t1,...,tn_). To prove the lemma, it is suffices to
show Xoy =V(Z) or Zoy =7
By Lemma B.12] Zg is toric. Since both Zg and Z are toric, to prove Zg = Z, we need
only to show L(Zy) = L(Z). By Lemma [6I3] Kg = ker(H7). Then, by Lemma [6.12]
L(Zy) = ker(H™) = K& = (L(Z)“)¢. By Lemma .14, L(Zy) = L(Z) and the lemma is
proved. U

It should be noted that the proofs of Lemma and Lemma also give algorithms
to compute the defining ideal for a toric o-variety and the defining matrix for the toric
variety defined by a toric o-ideal. In other words, a toric o-variety is a o-variety which has a
Laurent o-monomial parametrization, and the proofs of Lemma and Lemma give
implicitization and parametrization algorithms for these kind of unirational o-varieties [12].

Example 6.17 Continue from Ezxample Let f; = (1 —2,2,0,0)",f = (0,0,1 — z,2)".
Then Ky, = ker(My) = (fi,f2) € Zz]. By Lemma and Theorem [2.29, with the
variable order y2 < ys < y1 < y3, we have Io = sat(y1y3 — y¥, ysys — y%) = [y1v3 — ¥, ysys —
y3)-

Conversely, let B = [f1,f2]ax2 be the support lattice of I(Xq). Then M7 is the defining
matrix for ker(BT). By Lemma 610, My is the defining matriz for the toric o-variety Xg.

For any Z[z]-lattice L C Z[z]™, the Z[z]|-saturation of L is defined as
satyz (L) = {f € Z[x]" |3g € Z[z],s.t. gf € L}.
Similar to Corollary {27, it can be shown that rk(satz,(L)) = rk(L). An algorithm to

compute the Z[z] saturation is given in Section

Example 6.18 Continue from Ezample[5.30. Let L = ([l — z,x —1]7). Then saty,(L) =
([1,=1]7). The o-ideal T = I+ (pr) = sat(y19y% — yiya) = [WF vs — y¥'y%'] is reflevive
prime but not toric. The minimal toric o-ideal containing I is [yo — y1] with lattice support
([1,—1]7). This is quite different from the algebraic case [7], where all prime binomial ideals
generated by binomial of the form (Yf — Y®8) are toric.
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6.3 o-torus and toric o-variety in terms of group action

In this section, we first define the o-torus and prove its properties and then give a abstract
description for o-toric varieties in terms of group actions.

Let Ty be a quasi o-torus and Xq the toric o-variety defined by o C Z[z]™. In the
algebraic case, Ty is a variety, that is, Ty = Xq N (C*)™, where C is the field of complex
numbers and C* = C\ {0}. The following example shows that this is not valid in the
difference case.

Example 6.19 In Ezample Xo = V{y1v3 — y¥,y3y3 — y%}). Let P = (—1,1,—1,-1).
Then P € Xg. On the other hand, assume P € Ty which means ((t1)2, (t1)* 7, (t2)2, (t2)* 1)
= (-1,1,—1,—1) or the o-equations t% +1=0,tf —t1 = O,t% +1=0,t5 +t2 = 0 have a
solution. From Ezample this is impossible. That is, Ty & Xg N (C*)™.

In order to define the o-torus, we need to introduce the concept of Cohn x-closure.
(A*)™ is isomorphic to the o-variety defined by Zy = [y121 — 1,...,ynzn — 1] C F{Y,Z}
in (A)?". Furthermore, o-varieties in (A*)" are in a one to one correspondence with affine
o-varieties contained in V(Zy) via the map 0 : (A*)" = (A)?" defined by 0(ay,...,a,) =
(a1, an,ayty .. a;t). Let V. C (A*)™ and V; the Cohn closure of (V) in (A)?". Then
the §71(V7) is called the Cohn *-closure of V.

Example [6.19] gives the motivation for the following definition.

Definition 6.20 A o-torus is an o-variety which is isomorphic to the Cohn x-closure of a
quasi o-torus in (A*)™.

Theorem 6.21 Let Ty be the quasi o-torus defined in (30) by o, T the Cohn *-closure of
Ty in (A*)", and Ly defined in (37). Then Tg is isomorphic to Spec’ (F{Y,Z}/Iy) where
Z={z,...,2y} is a set of o-indeterminates and Lo, = [, y121—1, ..., ynzn—1] in F{Y,Z}.

Proof: Use the notations just introduced. Let To = 0(Tg) C A?" and T, o the Cohn closure
of Ty in A?". Then Tg = 6~ 1(Tg) is the Cohn x-closure of Ty in (A*)™. Since 6 is clearly an
isomorphism between T¢ and 7§, it suffices to show that I[(Tg) = Zg.

We have I(Tg) = {p € F{Y,Z}|p(T® ..., T T~ T-%) = 0}. It is clear

that Zg C ]I(Tv&) If f € I(Ty), eliminate 21,...,2, from f by taking the o-remainder f; =
prem(f, {121 — 1, gmzn — 13) = [Ty 6 f — S0y S gz — D € F{V}NI(TY),
where t; € N[z],s;; € N,g;; € F{Y,Z}. Substituting y; by T% and z; by T~%, we have
fi(T® ..., T®) = 0, which is equivalent to f; € Zy. Then [[I", v/ f € Zo and hence

I, zfiyfif = (ziy)' f = f + fo € Io, where fo € Zy. Thus f € Zy. O

Corollary 6.22 Use the notations in LemmalGZ1l Ty, is isomorphic to Spec” (Q{Y*}/Iy).

Proof: The isomorphism is given by y; = y; and z; = vy, Yfori=1,...,n. (]

Corollary 6.23 Let 1§ and Xq be the o-torus and the toric o-variety defined by o, respec-
tively. Then Ty = Xo N (A*)". Equivalently, Tg, is a Cohn open set in Xg.
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Proof: From Lemma [6.2]] and the fact Zy = I(Xq), we have T = Xqg N (A*)". Then
X\ Tg = U V({Zq,y;}). Since Zy is a reflexive and prime o-ideal not containing any v;,
V({Zw,yi}) is a proper sub-o-variety of X, or equivalently, T is an open set of Xg. O

Corollary 6.24 A o-torus T* is a toric o-variety and has a group structure. As a conse-
quence, T* =t -T* for any t € T*.

Proof: From Lemma [6.2]] it suffices to prove the corollary for Tg = V({Zg}). By Theorem
B.IT Zg C Q{Y} is toric. Then, it is apparent that Zy = [Zg, y121 — 1,. .., Yn2n — 1] is also
toric. To show that Tg, has a group structure, let a, b € Tg. Since y;z;—1 € [(Tg),i = 1,...,n,
a~! is well defined. Then for each o-binomial Yf — Y& € I(T3), we have (Yf — Y8)(a) =
0, (Y — Y&)(b) = 0. Then (Y — Y€)(ab) = 0 and (YF — Y8)(a™') = 0. It implies that the
o-torus is a group. Since Ty is a group, for t € Tg, we have t - T¢, C Tg and t~1 - T C T¢,
which implies ¢ - TV& = Tv& O

Similar to Theorem [6.9] we have the following result.

Theorem 6.25 T™ is a o-torus if and only if there exists a Z[x]-lattice L in Z[x]™ such that
T* = Spec? (Q{L}), where

Q{L} = {Z aI@']TB | ag € Q,aﬂ # 0 for finitely many 3}.
BeL

Proof: Let Ty be the quasi o-torus defined by a, T the Cohn *-closure of Ty in (A*)",
L the Z[z]-lattice generated by «, and Zgy defined in ([B7). For a set of o-indeterminates
Z ={z,...,2,}, define the following morphism of o-rings

0:Q{Y,Z} — Q{L}, where 0(y;) = T, 0(z;) =T %,i=1,...,n.

It is easy to check that the map 0 is surjective. By Theorem [6.21] To = ker(0) = [Zo, y121 —
1,...,Ynzn — 1] which is the defining ideal for f& Since f& is isomorphic to Ty, we have
Q{Y,Z}/Iy ~ Q{L} and T = Spec” (Q{L}). We thus proved that a o-torus is isomorphic
to Spec” (Q{L}).

If 7% = Spec?(Q{L}), where L = Z[z|(avy, ..., a) is a Z[z]-lattice for a; € Z[x]™. Let
Ty, be the o-torus defined by o = {a, ..., ap}. Then as we just proved, the coordinate ring
of T¢ is isomorphic to Q{L}. Then T™ is isomorphic to Tg. O

As a consequence, we can prove that the tori defined by two sets of generators of the
same Z[z]-lattice are isomorphic.

Corollary 6.26 Let o = {a,...,a,} and B = {B4,...,8,} be two sets of generators for
the same Z[z|-lattice. Then Ty and T, é are isomorphic as o-varieties and groups.

Proof: By Theorem [6.20] it suffices to show that Q{Z[z|a} is isomorphic to Q{Z[z]B} as
o-rings. Use notations introduced in the proof of Lemma Define

¢ : Q{Z[z]a} = Q{Z[z]B} and 0 : Q{Z[z]B} = Q{Z[z]o}

52



by setting ¢(TY) = [[;_; by and 6(']1‘]’.8) = [Tp_, T™® . It is clear that ¢ and 6 are
o-morphisms and group homomorphisms. Since A = ANM and B = BMN, it can be
checked that ¢pof = id and o ¢ = id. Then, Q{Z[x]u} is isomorphic to Q{Z[z]B} and hence
Tg and T, é are isomorphic as o-varieties. O

Since Tg, is Cohn open in Xgq, as a consequence of Corollary [6.26] we have

Corollary 6.27 Let v = {a,...,a,} and B = {B4,...,8,} be two sets of generators for
the same Z[z|-lattice. Then Xq and Xﬂ3 are birationally equivalent o-varieties.

Example 6.28 Let N = i—l 1 §+1},N2:[(11 1 ?},anngz[g (1) (1)}

Then (N1) = (N2) = (N3) and the corresponding toric o-ideals are Iy = [y1y3 — y5*],
Ty = [y1ys — 1], and Iy = [y1 — 1], respectively. Then, V(Z;),i = 1,2,3 are isomorphic as
tori in (A*)3 and birationally equivalent as o-varieties in A>.

An algebraic torus is isomorphic to (C*)™ for some m € N [5]. The following example
shows that this is not valid in the difference case.

Example 6.29 Let a; = (2), as = (z), and o = {1, az}. Then Tg, = V({y% —y3}). We
claim that Tj, is not isomorphic A*. By Theorem [6.23, we need to show & = Q{t,t71} is
not isomorphic to Eo = Q{s?,572, 5%, 5%}, where t and s are o-indeterminates. Suppose the
contrary, there is an isomorphism 6 : & = &y and 0(t) = p(s) € E. Then there exists a
q(z) € Q{z} such that s> = q(p(s)) which is possible only if ¢ = z,p = s>. Since s* € &,
there exists an r(z) € Q{z} such that s* = r(s%) which is impossible.

Let T* C (A*)™ be a o-torus and X C A" a o-variety. T™ is said to act on X if there
exists a ¢ € Q{y1,...,Yn, 21,...,2n} such that for all £ € &F,

0 T*(E) x X(E) — X(E)

is a o-morphism as well as a group action of T%(£) on X (&), that is, ¢(1,h) = h and
(,0(61 - €2, h) = (10(617 (10(627 h))
The following result gives a new characterization of toric o-varieties.

Theorem 6.30 A o-variety X is toric if and only if X contains a o-torus T as an open
subset and with a group action of T* on X extending the natural group action of T* on itself.

Proof: “ =" For a given in ([B3]), let X = Xg be the toric o-variety defined by & and 7§
the o-torus defined by a. By Corollary [6.23] T3, is open in X. The group action of 7§ on
itself can be extended to A™: T x A" — A" by (a1,...,an) - (t1,...,tn) = (a1t1, ..., anty).
By Corollary [6.24] for t € Ty, Ty =t- Ty € t- X and t- X is an irreducible o-variety whose
defining o-ideal is Z; = {f € Q{Y}| f(tY) € I(X)}. Since X is the Cohn closure of Ty C T
in A", we have X C t-X. Set t := ¢! we have X =t-X. So Ty x Tg; — Tg can be
extended to Ty x X — X.
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“ <« 7 Let X be a o-variety containing a o-torus 7™ which is isomorphic to T§, for w
defined in [B5]). Then, we have the following commutative diagram:

Ty % Th —2 =T (40)

l(id,w) lw
¢

Tix X —= X

where ¢ is the group operation of Tg, 5 is the extension of ¢ to T* x X, and w is the inclusion
map of Ty, into X.

Since T3 is a o-torus, by Theorem [6.25] there exists a Z[x]-lattice L = (o) in Z[z]|™ such
that Tg = Spec? (Q{L}). Let ©(X) be the set of all the o-polynomial functions on X and
O(X) 2 Q{X}. From (0), we obtain the following commutative diagram

O(X) —2~ Q{L} ®4 O(X)

lﬂ l(z’d,ﬁ)

Q{L} —>Q{L} ®g Q{L}

Since Tg is an open set in X, Q : O(X) = Q{L} is the inclusion map of O(X) into
Q{L}. Therefore, each element p € O(X) can be written as p = Z,@e L aBTB , where
ag is zero except a finite number of 8. From the morphism ® in the diagram, we have

O(p) = ZBEL aBTB ®']I"8 € Q{L} Qo Q{L}. From the injective morphism (id, 2) in the
diagram, we have b = (id, Q)(®(p)) = ®(p) = ZBGL aBTB ®']I"8 € Q{L} Qg ©(X). Thisis
possible only if 06 ¢ O(X) for each a BT'B € L. For otherwise, p should contain a term of the
form TP ®(a1TB1 —|—CL2T’82) where a; € Q, 81 # By, and B; € O(X) and B, ¢ ©(X). Thus,
P contains the terms al']I"B (0% 6 + a2']I"8 (0% ']I‘62, which implies 8 = 3, = 35, a contradic-
tion. Therefore, there exists an affine N[z]-module S C L such that ©(X) = @ Bes bBT'B .

Since Z[z]" is Notherian, there exists a finite set v C L such that S = Nlz]vy is an affine
N[z]-module and ©(X) = Q{S}. Thus X = Spec” (Q{S}). O

Following Theorems [6.9] [6.11] and .30, we have Theorem [L.3]

6.4 o0-Chow form and order of toric o-variety

In this section, we show that the o-Chow form [24, 0] of a toric o-variety X is the sparse
o-resultant [2I] with support @. As a consequence, we can give a bound for the order of Xg.

Let @ = {a,...,a,} be a subset of Z[z]™ and X the toric o-variety defined by «. In
order to establish a connection between the o-Chow form of Xq and the o-sparse resultant
with support @, we assume that o is Laurent transformally essential [21], that is

l“k(ML) =m
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where Mj, is the matrix with «; as the i-th column. Let T = (¢1,...,¢,,) be a set of o-
indeterminates. Here, « is Laurent transformally essential means that there exist indices
ki,....km € {1,...,n} such that T®: ... T®m are transformally independent over Q
[21].

Let A= {M; =T* ..., M, = Y%} and

P; = wio + upn My + -+ - + uin My, (1 =0,...,m) (41)
m + 1 generic Laurent o-polynomials with the same support @. Denote w; = (w0, - .., Uin),
1=0,...,m. Since A is Laurent transformally essential, the o-sparse resultant of Py, Py, ...,

P,, exists [2I], which is denoted by Ry € Q{uy,...,u,}.

By Lemma 6.2l Xq C A™ is an irreducible o-variety of dimension rk(My) = m. Then,
the o-Chow form of Xg, denoted by Cy € Q{uy,...,u,}, can be obtained by intersecting
Xq with the following generic o-hyperplanes [24]

L; :uio+ui1y1+'~—|—umyn(i :0,...,m).
We have

Theorem 6.31 Up to a sign, the sparse o-resultant Ry of P; (i = 0,...,m) is the same as
the o-Chow form Cy of Xq w.r.t. the generic hyperplanes L; (i =0,...,m).

Proof: Let [Pg,...,P,] be the o-ideal in Q{uy, ..., u,,, T*}. From [21],
[Po,]P)l, ... ,Pm] N Q{UO, . ,um} = sat(R@, Ry, ... ,Rl)

is a reflexive prime o-ideal of codimension one in Q{uo,...,u,,}. Let Zg = I(X¢q) and
[Zo, Lo, Ly, ..., L] be generated in Q{Y,uy,...,u,,}. From [24],

[I@,]LQ,]Ll, R ,]Lm] N Q{UO, . ,um} = sat(Cq, C1,...,Ct)
is a reflexive prime o-ideal of codimension one in Q{uy, ..., u,,}. Then, it suffices to show

[]P)Oy]P)lv"'v]P)m] m@{u07"'7um} = [IﬂllyLOMle"'vLm] ﬂ@{u(]v"')um}‘

Let Iy = [y1 — My, ..., yn — M,] be the o-ideal generated by y; — M;,i = 1,...,nin Q{Y, T*}.
By (BE), Iy = 1Ir N Q{Y} Then7 [I(DULOv s 7Lm] a Q{u07' B 7um} = [yl — My, yn —
Mn,Lo,...,Lm] N @{uo,...,um} = [y1 — Ml,...,yn_ — Mn,PQ,...,Pm] N @{uo,...,um}.
Since P; € Q{uy, ..., u,, T*} does not contain any y*' in O(Y), we have [y3 — M, ..., yn —
M,,Py,...,Pp]NQ{uo,...,un} = [Po,...,Py,]NQ{uy,...,u,}, and the theorem is proved.[]

To give a bound for the order of Xg, we need to introduce the concept of Jacobi number.
Let M = (m;;) be an m X m matrix with elements either in N or —oco. A diagonal sum of
M is any sum my (1) + Maog(2) +** + Mype(m) With o a permutation of 1,...,m. The Jacobi
number of M is the maximal diagonal sum of M, denoted by Jac(M) [21].

Let @ = {oq,...,0,} C Z[z]™ and A = (a;j)mxn the matrix with a; as the i-th column.
For each i € {1,...,m}, let 0o; = max}_,deg(a;r,x) and assume that deg(0,z) = —oo.
Since A does not contain zero rows, no a;; is —oo. For a p(x) € Z[z], let deg(p,z) =
min{k € N|s.t.coeff(p,2*) # 0} and deg(0,z) = 0. For each i € {1,...,m}, let o, =
minj_,; deg(a;x, z) and 0o =31, o Then we have

i
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Theorem 6.32 Use the notations just introduced. Let Xq be the toric variety defined by .
Then ord(Xq) < > it (0i — 0;)-

Proof: Use the notations in Theorem Since P; in (I have the same support for
all 4, ord(Rq,u;) are the same for all i. The order matriz for P; given in {Il) is O =
(ord(Ps,t5)) m+1)xm = (0ij)(m+1)xm> Where o0;; = o;. That is, all rows of O are the same.
Let O be obtained from O by deleting the any row of O. Then J = Jac(O) = >I" o;.
By Theorem 4.17 of [21], ord(Rg,w;) < J —o = ;" (0; — 0;). By Theorem 6.12 of [24],
ord(Xqg) = ord(Cgy,u;) for each i = 0,...,m. By Theorem [631] Cq = Rg. Then the
theorem is proved. O

7 Algorithms for Z[z]-lattice and binomial c-ideal

In this section, we give algorithms to decide whether a given Z[z]|-lattice L is z-, Z-, M-,
or Z[z]-saturated, and in the negative case to compute the z-, Z-, M-, or Z[x]-saturation
of L. Based on these algorithms, we give algorithms to compute the reflexive closure, the
well-mixed closure, the perfect closure of a finitely generated Laurent binomial o-ideal and
an algorithm to decompose a finitely generated perfect o-ideal as the intersection of reflexive
prime o-ideals.

In this section, the base files F is assumed to be inversive and algebraically closed, since
such conditions are required in Theorems [£.23], [2.29] [1.43] [5.28]

The following well-known algorithms will be used.

e Let £ be a finite set of elements in Z[z]". We need to compute the reduced Grobner
basis of the Z[z]-module (f) [4, p. 197].

e Let D be Z, Q[z], Zyp[x], or Q[z]/(q(z)), where ¢(x) is an irreducible polynomial in Q[z].
Then D is either a PID or a field. For a finite set S C D" and a matrix M € D"*5,
we need to compute the Hermite normal form of the D-module generated by S and a
basis for the D-module: ker(M) = {X € D’ | MX =0} [2, p.68, p.74].

7.1 z-saturation of Z[z]-lattice

In this section, we give algorithms to check whether a Z[x]-lattice L is a-saturated and in
the negative case to compute the z-saturation of L.

Let fi,....fy € Z[z]" and L = (f1,...,fs). If L is not x-saturated, then there exist
gi € Z[x] such that Y 7, ¢;fi = zh and h ¢ L. Setting g;(x) = ¢;(0) + zg;(z) and h =
h—>"7 | gi(2)f;, we have

Zgi(())fi = :Efl (42)
i=1
where h ¢ L. Set x = 0 in the above equation, we have

> gi(0)f(0) =0,
=1
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that is, G = (¢1(0),...,gs(0))" is in the kernel of the matrix F' = [£1(0),...,£s(0)] € Z"**,
which can be obtained by existing algorithms [2, page 74]. From G and (@2), we may compute
h. This observation leads to the following algorithm.

Algorithm 1 — XFACTOR(fy,....f,)

Input: A generalized Hermite normal form {f},...,fs} C Z[z]".

Output: (,if L = (f1,...,fs) is z-saturated; otherwise, a finite set {(h;,e;) i =1,...,r}
such that e; = (ej1,...,€5)" € Z°, h; ¢ L, and zh; = Y] eyfi € L, i =
1,...,r.

1. Set F =[f1(0),...,£5(0)] € Z™**.
2. Compute a basis E C Z?® of the Z-module ker(F') with the algorithm in [2, page 74].
3. Set H = 0.
4. While E # ()
4.1. Let e = (e1,...,e5)" € Eand £ = E \ {g}.
4.2. Let h = (eyf; + -+ + esfy) /.
4.3. If grem(h, {f1,...,£;}) # 0, then add (h,e) to H.
5. Return H.

We now give the algorithm to compute the z-saturation of a Z[z]|-lattice.

Algorithm 2 — SATX(f},...,f;)

Input: A finite set £ = {fy,...,f;} C Z[z]™.
Output: A set of generators of sat,(fy,...,fs) .

1. Compute the generalized Hermite normal form g of f.
2. Set H = XFACTOR(g).
3. If H = (), then output g; otherwise set f = gU {h|(h,f) € H} and goto step 1.

Example 7.1 Let C be the following generalized Hermite normal form.

—r+2 1 1
C:[fl,fg,fg]: 3xr+2 1 20+ 1
0 2 22

In XFACTOR(C), the kernel of the following matriz

[£1(0), £2(0), f3(0)] =

O NN
S ==
S ==

is generated by e; = (0,—1,1)" and ea = (1,—2,0)". In step 4.2 of XFACTOR, we have
Cey = —f5 +f3 = (0,2z,2% — 22)" = 2(0,2,7 — 2)". One can check that (0,2,2 —2)7 & (C).
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In SATX, computing the generalized Hermite normal form of C U {(0,2,z — 2)"}, we have

—r+2 1 0
Ci = 3r+2 -3 2
0 4 T — 2

XFACTOR(Cy) returns (. So, (C1) is the x-saturation of (C).
Theorem 7.2 Algorithms SATX and XFACTOR . are correct.

Proof: From the output of Algorithm XFACTOR, in step 3 of SATX, we have (g) C
(gU{h|(h,f) € H}) C sat,(f). Since Z[z]" is a Noetherian Z[z]-module, SATX will
terminate and return the z-closure of (f). So, it suffices to show the correctness of Algorithm
XFACTOR.

We first explain step 4.2 of Algorithm XFACTOR. Since e € ker(F'), h(0) = [f1(0),...,
fs(0)]e = [0,...,0]". Therefore, x is a factor of e1f; + --- + esfs and thus h = (e fy +--- +
esfs)/x € Z[x]".

To prove the correctness of Algorithm XFACTOR, it suffices to show that L = sat, (L)
if and only if for each e € F, e1f; + - -+ + esfs = xh implies h € L.

Let E = {ey,...,e;} where e; € Z*. If L = sat, (L), then it is clear that (fi,...,f;)e; =
xh; implies h; € L. To prove the other direction, let [f}, ..., fs]e; = zh; for 1 <i < k, where
h; € L. Let of € L. Then af = 7 | ¢;(x)f;, where ¢;(z) € Z[z]. If for each i, z|c;(z),
then we have f = Y77 | (¢;(z)/2)f; € L, and the lemma is proved. Otherwise, set = 0 in
of = Y77 ¢i(2)f;, we obtain > 7 ; ¢;(0)f;(0) = 0. Hence Q = [¢1(0),...,¢s(0)] € ker(F)
and hence there exist a; € Z,i = 1,...,k such that Q = Zle a;e;. Then,

[f1,...,6]Q = S5 alfi,... fle; =% azh; = zh,
where h = Zle a;h; € L. Then,

af = Yo a(@)f;
= i a0 + 370 2t ()
= [fl,... ,fS]Q—I-l’Zf:l El(l’)fz
= zh+uz Soi ci(o)f;

where ¢ (z) = (ci(z) — ¢;(0))/2 € Z[z]. Hence, f = h + >oi_,@(x)f; € L and the lemma is
proved. O

7.2 Z-saturation of Z[z]-lattice

The key idea to compute satz(L) for a Z[x]-lattice L € Z[x]" is as follows. Let f =
{f1,...,£fs}. Then (f) is not Z-saturated if and only if a linear combination of f; contains a
nontrivial prime factor in Z, that is, ), g;f; = pf, where p is a prime number and f ¢ (f).
Furthermore, ). g;f; = pf with g; # 0 mod p is valid if and only if f1, ..., f, are linear depen-
dent over Z,[z]. The fact that Z,[z] is a PID allows us to compute such linear relations using
methods of Hermite normal forms [2]. The following algorithm is based on this observation.
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Algorithm 3 — ZFACTOR

Input: A generalized Hermite normal form C = {cy,...,cs} C Z[z]" given in ().

Output: (), if L = (C) is Z-saturated; otherwise, a finite set {(h;, k;,e;) i = 1,...,7},
such that h; € Z[z|", k; € N, e; = (eq1,...,€i5)" € Z[z]®, h; ¢ L and k;h; =
Yg_jeaci€ Lfori=1,... 7.

1. Read the numbers ¢,7,l;, ¢, 10,9 =1,...,t from (@).
2. Set ¢ = [T, ¢r10 €N
3. For any prime factor p of ¢ do
3.1. Set F' = [Cpy 4y, Croilys - - - » Crypty] € Lyplz]™™ .
3.2. Compute a basis G C Zp[z]® of the Z,[z]-module ker(F') with method in |2, page 74].
3.3. If G # 0, for each g = [g1,...,9:]7 € G, St_, gicy. s, = ph in Z[z]™.
Return the set of (h,p,e) where e € Z[z]* and the place of e corresponding to ¢, ;,
is g; and other places are zero.
3.4. Compute the Hermite normal form B = {by,..., b} of {c;, 11,..., ¢y, } in Zp[z]™.
3.5. Let C_ = {f1,...,f;} be given in (@) and f, = grem(f;, B) = f; + 22:1 a; j;bg,
in Z,[z]", where a; j, € Zy|x].
3.6. IfE- = 0 for some i, then f; + 22:1 a; ;b = pih; in Z[x]".
Return the set of (h;,p;, e;) where e; is a vector in Z[z]|® such that
(c1,...,c)ei = f; + S h_1 aixby, = pih;.
3.7. Set E = [f1,...,f] € Z[z]"*".
3.8. Compute a basis D of {X € Z,| EX = 0} as a vector space over Z,.
3.9. If D # (), for each b= [by,...,b]" € D, 22:1 biﬁ. = ph in Z[z]".
Return the set of (h,p, e) where e; is a vector in Z[z]® such that
(c1,...,c5)e = Zézl b;if, = ph.
4. Return 0.

Remark 7.3 In steps 3.6 and 3.9, we need to compute e;. Since B = {by,..., by} is the
Hermite normal form of ¢ = {cp 1y, Cr 1, b in Zy[x]", there exists an invertible matriz
Myt such that [by,..., byl = [cp 1y, sCr 1, )JM. In Step 3.6, e; can be obtained from the
relation f; + 22:1 a; by, = p;ih; and the relation [by,..., by = [cp 1y, .. Cp ] M. Step 3.9
can be treated similarly.

Remark 7.4 In step 3.8, we need to compute a basis for the vector space {X € Zé | EX =0}
over Zy. We will show how to do this. A matric F € Zy[x]™** is said to be in standard form
if F' has the structure in ({)) and deg(cy, k,,2) < deg(cy, iy, x) fori=1,...,t and ki < k.
The matriz E € Zp[x]"Xl can be transformed into standard form wusing the following
operations: (1) exchange two columns and (2) add the multiplication of a column by an
element from Z, to another column. Equivalently, there exists an inversive matriz U € ZfDXl
such that E-U = S is in standard form. Suppose that the first k columns of S are zero
vectors. Then the first k columns of U constitute a basis for ker(FE). This can be proved
similarly to that of the algorithm to compute a basis for the kernel of a matriz over a PID

2, page 74].
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We now give the algorithm to compute the Z-saturation.

Algorithm 4 — SATZ(fy,...,f,)

Input: A set of vectors f = {fy,..., £} C Z[z]".
Output: A generalized Hermite normal form g such that (g) = satz(f).

1. Compute a generalized Hermite normal form g of f.
2. Set S =ZFACTOR(g).

3. If S = (), return g; otherwise set f = g U {h|(h,k,f) € H} and goto step 1.

Example 7.5 Let C be the following generalized Hermite normal form:

2242 —-2 x+2 1

C=1o 4 2 |

Then, t = 2,71 = 1,11 = 1,rg = 2,ls = 2,g =4, 11 = [22 + 22— 2,0]", co1 = [z +2,4],
co2 = [1,22].
2
Apply algorithm ZFACTOR to C. We have p = 2. In steps 3.1 and 3.2, F = [ g (1) }
and ker(F) is generated by G = {[—1,2%]"}. In step 3.8, x%cys — c11 = 2(1 — z,23)" and
return (1 — x,2%)7.
In Algorithm SATZ, (1 — z,2)" is added into C and

= 420 -2 z+2 1 1-z
1o 4 2z 23 ’

which is also a generalized Hermite normal form.
Applying Algorithm ZFACTOR to C;. We have p = 2 and t = 2. In steps 3.1-3.3,

2 -
G =10. Instepé%,Bz[ }.Instep3.5,c_:[$+2 Lo ]andfi;éo

x 1—=x
0 3 4 2r 222

000 } . In Step 3.8, D = {b}, where b = [1,0,-1]". In

Step 8.9, (x+2,4)7 — (z,222)" =2(x + 1,22 +2)7. Add (x+1,2> +2)7 is added into C; and
compute the generalized Hermite normal form, we have

for all i. In step 3.7, E = [

Cy— ??+20-2 z+2 1 z+1
7 1o 4 2¢v x?+2 |°

Apply Algorithm ZEACTOR again, it is shown that Co is Z-saturated.

We will prove the correctness of the algorithm. We denote by sat,(L) the set {f &
Z[z]™ | pf € L} where p € Z a prime number. An infinite set S is said to be linear independent
over a ring R if any finite set of S is linear independent over R, that is Zle a;g; = 0 for
a; € Rand g; € S implies a; =0,i =1,... k.

Lemma 7.6 Let C = {c1,...,cs} be a generalized Hermite normal form and L = (C). Then
sat,(L) = L if and only if Coo is linear independent over Z,, where Co, is defined in (0).
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Proof: “ = 7 Assume the contrary, that is, Cc = {hi,hs,...} defined in (@) is linear
dependent over Z,. Then there exist a; € Z, not all zero, such that Y_:_; a;h; = 0 in Z,[z]"
and hence ., a;h; = pg in Z[z]". By Lemma [3.14] h; are linear independent over Z, and
hence g # 0. Since sat,(L) = L, we have g € L. By Lemma B.I5] there exist b; € Z such
that g = Y7, bih;. Hence >\ (a; — pb;)h; = 0 in Z[z]". By Lemma BI4] a; = pb; and
hence a; = 0 in Z,[z], a contradiction.

“ <7 Assume the contrary, that is, there exists a g € Z[z]|", such that g ¢ L and pg € L.
By Lemma B.I5] pg = > ;_; a;h;, where a; € Z. p cannot be a factor of all a;. Otherwise,

r a; . . . r .
g =>4 ;Zhi € L. Then some of a; is not zero in Z,, which means ) ;a;h; = 0 is
nontrivial linear relation among C; over Z,, a contradiction. (]

From the “ = 7 part of the above proof, we have

Corollary 7.7 Let Y ;_, ash; = 0 be a nontrivial linear relation among h; in Z,[x]™, where
a; € Zy. Then, in Zx]", Y i a;h; = ph and h & (C).

Lemma 7.8 Let C = {ci1,...,cs} be a generalized Hermite normal form and L = (C). Then
sat,(L) = L if and only if Cx is linear independent over Z,, for the prime factors of q defined
in step 2 of Algorithm ZFACTOR.

Proof: By Definition B8] the leading monomial of a:kcm j € Cuo is of the form ¢, ,j7oa:k+d

and ¢, 1,0l |¢r20 |cr10. If pis coprime with Hle Cri,1,0, then ¢, jo # 0 mod p for
1 < j <;. Therefore, the leading monomials of the elements of C., are linear independent
over Zy, and hence C is linear independent over Z,,. Therefore, it suffices to consider prime
factors of H';Zl Cry1,0- O

7] eri

To check whether Cy, is linear independent over Z,, we first consider a subset of C is
linear independent in the following lemma.

Lemma 7.9 Let C be the generalized Hermite normal form given in ({f)). Then Ct defined in
(@) is linear independent over Z, if and only if {Cyy 1y, Cryins- - - Crp 1, b are linear independent
over Zy[x].

Proof: This is obvious since ), Zj aijxicr, 1, = >.;PiCr,1;, Where a;; € Z and p; =

Zj a,-vjxj. O

n

Lemma 7.10 Let B be an Hermite normal form in Zyx]" and g = {g1,....8} C Zplx]™.

Then g U By, is linear dependent over Z, if and only if
o cither g; = grem(g;, B) = 0 in Z,[z]" for some i, or
o the residue set {grem(g;,B)|i =1,...,r} are linear dependent over Z,.

Proof: We may assume that grem(g;, B) = 0 does not happen, since it gives a nontrivial
linear relation of g U By,. By Lemma[3I5] g; = g; mod By,. gU By is linear dependent over
Zp if and only if there exist a; € Z, not all zero such that ), a;g; = 0 mod Bu, over Z,,
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which is valid if and only if ), a;g; = 0 mod B. Since g; are G-reduced with respect to B,
>, ai8 = 0 mod By if and only if )", a;8; = 0, that is g; are linear dependent over Z,. O

Theorem 7.11 Algorithm SATZ(fy, ... ,fs) is correct.

Proof: Since Z[z]|" is Notherian, it suffices to show that Algorithm ZFACTOR is correct.
Let C' = {cq,...,cs}. By Lemma [[.6] to check whether satz(cq,...,cs) is Z-saturated, we
need only to check for any p prime, Cy is linear independent on Z,,.

By Lemma [[.8] we need only to consider prime factors of ngl ¢r,1,0 in step 3 of the
algorithm.

In steps 3.1 and 3.2, we check whether C™ in (@) is linear independent over Z,. By Lemma
[Z9, we need only to consider whether C; = {c,, 1,,Cry 15 - -, Cr,1, } 1 linear independent over
Zplx]. It is clear that C; is linear independent over Zy[z] if and only if G = (), where G is
given in step 3.2.

In step 3.3, we handle the case that C; is linear dependent over Z,. If G # () for any
g=1g1,-..,9 € G, Z';f:l giCr, 1, = 0 in Zy[z]. Hence 25:1 giCr, 1, = ph where h € Z[z]".
By Corollary [[7] h ¢ L. The correctness of Algorithm ZFACTOR is proved in this case.

In steps 3.4 - 3.10, we handle the case where C* is linear independent over Z,. In step

3.4, we compute the Hermite normal form of C; in Zy[z]", which is possible because Z,[x]"
is a PID [2]. Furthermore, we have [2]

[C’f‘l,h? Ce ,C”’lt]N = [bl, Ce ,bt]

where {by,...,b;} is an Hermite normal form and N is an inversive matrix in Zy[z]"**. Then
Coo = C_ UCT is linear independent over Z, if and only if

C=C_UByx=C_U U?‘;O{azjbl, ...,2'b;} is linear independent over Z,. (43)

By Lemma [Z.I0] property (@3] is valid if and only if grem(c, B) # 0 for all ¢ € C_ and the
residue set C_ is linear independent over Z,, which are considered in step 3.7 and steps 3.8-
3.10, respectively. Then we either prove L is Z-saturated or find a nontrivial linear relation
for elements in Co over Z,. By Corollary [7], such a relation leads to an h € satz(L) \ L.
The correctness of the algorithm is proved. O

As a direct consequence of Lemma [£.42] and Algorithm ZFACTOR, we have the algo-
rithm to compute the M-saturation.

Algorithm 5 — SATM(fy, ..., f;)

Input: A set of vectors f = {fy,..., £} C Z[z]".
Output: A generalized Hermite normal form g such that saty,(f) = (g).

1. Using Algorithm ZFACTOR, we can compute m; € N and g; € Z[z]",i =1,...,s
such that satz(f) = (g1,...,8s) and m;g; € (f).

2. Let S=0and fori=1,...,s,if m; # 1 then S =SU{(z —on,)gi}

3. Compute the generalized Hermite normal form g of £ U S and return g.
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Notices that if m; = 1 then o,,, = 0 and g; € (f). The numbers m; need not to be
unique for the following reasons. Suppose m; = n;k and n;g; € (f). Then by Corollary A3
Om,; = Op, + cn; and hence (z — 0p,)8i = (z — 0, )8i + cnigi € (f). That is, we can replace
m; by its factor n,.

Lemma 7.12 Algorithm SATM is correct.

Proof: Let Ly = (f) and Ly = (£, (z — 0, )81, .-, (T — 0m,)8s). We claim that satz(L;) =
satz(Lsy). Since Ly C Lo, satz(L1) C satz(Ls). Since satz(L1) = (g1,...,8s), we have Ly C
satyz(L1) and hence satyz(Ls) C satz(L1). The claim is proved. Then satz(L2) = (g1,---,8s)
and m;g; € L1 C L. Since (x — op,)gi € Lo,i = 1,...,s, La is M-saturated by Lemma
4.42] |

7.3 Z[x]-saturation of Z|z]-lattice

The following algorithm checks whether a generalized Hermite normal form C is Z[x]-saturated
or toric, and if not, it will return a set of elements in satz,)(C) \ (C).

Algorithm 6 — ZXFACTOR(cy,...,cs)

Input: A generalized Hermite normal form C = {c1,...,cs} C Z[z]" given in ().
Output: (), if L = (C) is Z[z]-saturated; otherwise, a finite set {hy,...,h,} C Z[z]" such
that h; ¢ L and h; € saty, (L), i =1,...,7.

1. Let S =ZFACTOR(C). If S # () return S.
2. For any prime factor p(x) of [['_, ¢r,1 € Z[z] \ Z.
2.1. Set M = [cpy 1,.-.,Crp 1] € Z[z]™*, where ¢, 1 can be found in ().
2.2. Compute a finite basis B = {by,...,b;} of ker(M) = {X € Q[z]' | M X = 0}
as a vector space in (Q[z]/(p(x)))t.
2.3. If B+,
2.3.1. For each b;, let Mb; = p(z)EL, where g; € Z[z]" and m; € Z.
2.3.2. Return {g1,...,g} L
3. Return 0.

Algorithm 7 — SATZX(f;,....f,)

Input: A finite set £ = {f1,...,f;} C Z[z]™.
Output: A basis of saty,(f1,...,fs) .

1. Compute a generalized Hermite normal form g of f.
2. Set S =ZXFACTOR(g).
3. If S =), return g; otherwise set f = g U S and go to step 1.
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Example 7.13 Let

€T 2 +1
C=1|2224+1 0
0 42 + 2

Apply Algorithm ZXFACTOR to C. In step, 1, S =0 and C is Z-saturated. In step 2, the
only irreducible factor of Hle cr1 € Zlx] is p(x) = 22% + 1. In step 2.1, M = C and in
step 2.2, B = {[—1,2z]"}. In step 2.5.1, M - [—1,2z]" = 2zco; — c11 = p(x)[z, —1,4z]” =
0 mod p(z) and {[xz,—1,4x]"} is returned.

In Algorithm SATZX, h = [z,—1,4z|" is added into C and the generalized Hermite
normal form of C U {h} is

T 1
Ci=| 222+1 =
0 2

Apply Algorithm ZXFACTOR to Cy, one can check that Cy is Z[x]-saturated.

In the rest of this section, we will prove the correctness of the algorithm. Denote Lg to
be the Q[z]-module generated by L in Q[z]". Similar to the definition of satz,)(L), we can
define satq;)(Lg). Lq is called Q[z]-saturated if satg(y(Lg) = Lg. The following lemma
gives a criterion for whether L is Z[z]-saturated.

Lemma 7.14 A Z[z]-lattice L is Z[z]-saturated if and only if satz(L) = L and satg,(Lg) =
Lg.

Proof: “ =" 1f L = (f1,...,f;) is Z[x]-saturated, then satz(L) = L. If satqp)(Lg) # Lo,
then there exists an h(x) € Q[z] and a g € Q[z]", such that h(x)g € Lg but g ¢ Lg. From
h(z)g € Lg, we have h(z)g = Y _;_, ¢i(z)f; where ¢;(x) € Q[z]. By clearing the denominators
of the above equation, there exist mj, mo € Z such that mih(x) € Z[z], mog € Z[z]", and
mih(z) - meg € L. Since L is Z[z]-saturated, mog € L, which contradicts to g ¢ Lg.

“<«7 For any h(z) € Z[z] and g € Z[z]", if h(x)g € L, we have h(z)g € Lg, and hence
g € Lq since satqp,(Lg) = Lg- From g € Lg, there exists an m € Z such that mg € L
which implies g € L since L is Z-saturated. U

The following lemma shows that a generalized Hermite normal form becomes an Hermite
normal form in Q[z]".

Lemma 7.15 Let C be the generalized Hermite normal form given in (). Then (C) =
(Cri1y---5 Crp1) as Qz]-modules in Q[z]™ and [cy 1, ..., Cr, 1] 15 an Hermite normal form.

Proof: 1t is clear that [c,, 1,...,¢p 1] is an Hermite normal form. We will prove (C) =
(€11, -5 €, 1) by induction. By 3) of Definition B8, S(c,, 1, ¢y, 2) = 2%cp 1 —acy, 2 (u €N
and a € Z) can be reduced to zero by ¢, 1, which means c,, » = ¢(z)c,, 1 where ¢(z) € Q[z].
Hence, (¢y,.1,¢r,,2) = (1) as Q[z]-modules. Suppose for k < i, (¢py 1,...,¢ k) = (Crp1)
as Q[z]-modules. We will show that (¢, 1,...,¢ k+1) = (¢ry,1) as Q[z]-modules. Indeed,
by 3) of Definition B8, S(c;, 1,¢ k+1) = ¢y 1 — b€ 11 (v € N and b € Z) can be
reduced to zero by ¢, 1,...,¢r, ; and hence, ¢, p11 € (1) as Q[z]-modules. Then we
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have (¢, 1,...,¢r, ;) = (¢r,,1) as Q[z]-modules. For the rest of the polynomials in C, the
proof is similar. O

The following lemma gives a criterion for a Q[z]-module to be Q[z]-saturated.

Lemma 7.16 Let C be the generalized Hermite normal form given in () and L = (C).
Then satqp,(Lg) = Lg if and only if C1 = {cr1,...,¢r 1} is linear independent over

K@) = Q[z]/(p(x)) for any irreducible polynomial p(x) € Z[z].

Proof: * =7 Assume the contrary, that is, C; are linear dependent over K, for some
p(z). Then there exist g; € Q[z] not all zero in K, ), such that S gicr,1 = 0in Ko@)
and hence 3°'_, gic,,1 = p(x)g in Q[z]". Since C; is in triangular form and is clearly linear
independent in Q[z]", we have g # 0. Since satq,)(Lg) = Lg, we have g € Lg. Then, there
exist f; € Q[x] such that g = Zle ficr, 1. Hence 22:1(92' —pfi)er,1 =0 in Q[z]™. Since C;
is linear independent in Q[z]", g; = pf; and hence g; = 0 in Kp(z), & contradiction.

“ < 7 Assume the contrary, that is, there exists a g € Q[z]", such that g ¢ Lg and
p(z)g € Lo for an irreducible polynomial p(x) € Z[z]. Then, by Lemma we have pg =
Zzzl ficr, 1, where f; € Q[z]. p cannot be a factor of all f;. Otherwise, g = Zzzl %cml €
Lg. Then some of f; is not zero in K,,(,), which means 2221 ficr; 1 = 0 is a nontrivial linear
relation among C; over K, a contradiction. O

From the “ =" part of the above proof, we have

Corollary 7.17 Let C be the generalized Hermite normal form given in (4)) and 25:1 ficri1
= 0 a nontrivial linear relation among c,, 1 in (Q[z]/(p(x)))", where p(x) is an irreducible
polynomial in Z(x] and f; € Qlz]. Then, in Q[z|™, Y i ficy,1 = p(z)g and g € (C) as a
Q[z]-module.

Theorem 7.18 Algorithm SATZX(f1,...,£;) is correct.

Proof: Since Z[z]™ is Notherian, we need only to show the correctness of Algorithm ZX-
FACTOR. In step 1, L is Z saturated if and only if S # (). In step 2, we claim that L is
Q[z]-saturated if and only if B = () and if B # () then g; in step 2.3.1 is not in L. In step 3,
L is both Z and Q] saturated. By Lemma [[14] L is Z[z]-saturated and the algorithm is
correct. So, it suffices to prove the claim about step 2.

By Lemma [Z16] to check whether satq(Lg) = Lg, we need only to check whether

for any irreducible polynomial p(z) € Z[z]|, C; = {¢y, 1,...,Cy, 1} is linear independent over
Kp@) = Q[z]/(p(z)). If p(x) is not a prime factor of [1i_, ¢, 1, then the leading monomials of
¢, 1,0 =1,...,t are nonzero. Since C; is an Hermite normal form, C; is linear independent

over K, ). Hence, we need only to consider prime factors of H';f:l ¢r,1 in step 2 of the
algorithm. In step 2.3, it is clear that if C; = () then C; is linear independent over Ko (z)-
For b; € B, since Mb; = 0 over Ky, Mb; = p(z)h; where h; € Q[x]*. Hence h; = &

ms
for g; € Z[z]' and m; € Z. By Corollary [[17, g; ¢ L. Therefore, step 2 returns a set of
nontrivial factors of L if L is not Z[x]-saturated. The claim about step 2 is proved. O
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7.4 Algorithms for binomial o-ideals

In this section, we will present several algorithms for Laurent binomial and binomial o-ideals,
and in particular a decomposition algorithm for binomial o-ideals. We first give an algorithm
to compute the reflexive closure for a Laurent binomial o-ideal.

Algorithm 8 — REFLEXIVE

Input: P: a finite set of Laurent o-binomials in F{Y*}, where F is inversive.
Output: A: aregular and coherent Laurent binomial o-chain such that [A] is the reflexive

closure of [P].
Check whether [P] = [1] with Lemma 4l If [P] = [1], return 1. Otherwise, set F' = P.

Let F={Yf —¢,..., Y —¢,} and £ = {f},... £}

Compute the generalized Hermite normal form g of f.

Let g = {g1,...8s} and g = > ;_; @i pfy, where a;, € Z[z], i =1,...,s.
Let G ={g1,...,9s}, where g; = Y& —d; and d; = [[;_; czi’k, 1=1,...,s.
H =XFACTOR(g).

If H = (), return G.

Let H = {(hl,el) |Z = 1,...,7"} and e, = (eil,...,eis).

Let F:=GuU{Yh — O'_l(szl d;”),i =1,...,r}, and go to step 2.

© 0N UAE WD =

Theorem 7.19 Algorithm REFLEXIVE is correct.

Proof: The algorithm basically follows the proof of Theorem .20l In steps 2-5, (f) and (g)
are the support lattices of [F| and [G], respectively. By Lemma 3] [F]| = [G]. By Lemma
€9 G is a regular and coherent o-chain. In step 7, if H = (), then (g) is x-saturated, and by
Theorem [£.23] [G] is reflexive and the theorem is proved. Otherwise, we execute steps 8 and
9. Let 7y = [F], Ly = (£), T = [GU{Y™ — o R ([[\_, d),i = 1,...,t}], and Ly = L(Zy).
Then, we have Z; & Zo C Z, and Ly & Lo C L, where L, = sat, (L) and Z, is the reflexive
closure of Z;. Similar to the proof of Theorem [£.26] the algorithm will terminate and output
the reflexive closure of [P]. O

Remark 7.20 Following Algorithm 5, we can give an algorithm to check whether a Laurent
binomial o-ideal is well-mized or perfect, and in the negative case to compute the well-mixed
or perfect closure of the o-ideal. The details are omitted.

We give a decomposition algorithm for Laurent binomial o-ideals.

66



Algorithm 9 — DECLAURENT

Input: P: a finite set of Laurent o-binomials in F{Y*}.

Output: (), if {P} = [1] or regular and coherent Laurent binomial o-chains Cy,...,C; in
F{Y*} such that [C;] are Laurent reflexive prime o-ideals and {P} = nt_,[C;].

1. Let F =REFLEXIVE(P). If F =1, return 0.
Set R=0 and F = {F}.
3. While F # 0.
31 Let F={Yh —¢;,... .Y — ¢} €T, £ ={fy,....f}, F=F\ {F}.
3.2. Check whether [F] is proper with Lemma 4 If [F] = [1], go to step 3.
3.3. Compute the generalized Hermite normal form g = {g1,...gs} of f,
where g; = >}, aipfi for a;p € Zlz], i =1,...,s.
3.4. Let G = {g1,...,9s}, where g; = Y8 —d; and d; = [[,_, c,"", i=1,...,s.
3.5. H =ZFACTOR(g).
3.6. If H =0, add G to R.
3.7. Let H = {(h;,k;,e;)|i=1,...,7} and €; = (ej1,...,€is).
3.8. Fori=1,...,t, let r;1,...,7; 1, be the k;-th roots of szl d;i'j.
39. For ly =1,... .k, .y =1,...  ky, add GU{YB —pq 00 YR — 1y} to T
4. Return R.

o

Theorem 7.21 Algorithm DECLAURENT is correct.

Proof: The algorithm basically follows the proof of Theorem The proof is similar to
that of Theorem O

In the rest of this section, we give a decomposition algorithm for binomial o-ideals and
hence a proof for Theorem [[L4l Before giving the main algorithm, we give a sub-algorithm
DECMONO which treats the o-monomials. Basically, it gives the following decomposition

V(T4 = V) uV(y/y) U UV (Y /{y1,- - yna})
i=1

where 0 # f; € N[z] and V(y./S) is the set of zeros of y. = 0 not vanishing any of the
variables in S. The correctness of the algorithm comes directly from the above formula.
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Algorithm 10 — DECMONO

Input: (Yo, B,Y;): Yo, Y; are disjoint subsets of Y and B a finite set of o-binomials
in F{Y}.

Output: (Yo, B;, Y1;): Yo, Yq; are disjoint subsets of Y, B; contains no o-monomials,
and V(YO U B/Yl) = Uz:1V(Y()Z U Bz/le).

1. Set R =0 and F = {(Yo, B, Y1)}
2. While F # 0.
2.1. Let C = (Yo, B,Y;) € F, F =F\ {C}.
2.2. For all y. € Yy, let By = By,— (replace y. by 0) and delete 0 from Bj.
2.3. If By contains no o-monomials, add (Y, Bl,Yl) to R and goto step 2.
2.4. Let M = Hl 1 yli € By, where 0 # f; € N[z]. B; = By \ {M}.
2.5. Let Yo := {yey, -, Yo, b\ Y1. If Yo =0, go to step 2; else let Yo = {ys,, .-, ye. }-
26. Fori=1,...,s,add (YoU{y,},B1, Y1 U{yt,,--.,u,_,}) toF
3. Return R.

We now give the main algorithm. The algorithm basically follows the proof of Theorem
0.28 The main modification is that instead of the perfect ideal decomposition

{F} = ({F} - m) () imi{F i),

we use the following zero decomposition

V(F) =V{F} : m) | JU, VF U {yi} v, - vica))-

The purpose of using the later decomposition is that many redundant components can be
easily removed by the following criterion V(F/D) = () if F N D # (), which is done in step
2.5 of Algorithm DECMONO.

Algorithm 11 — DECBINOMIAL

Input: F: a finite set of o-binomials in F{Y}.

Output: 0, if {F'} = [1] or (C1,Y1),...,(C,Y,), where Y; C Y and C; are regular and
coherent o-chains containing o-binomials of variables in Y\ Y; such that sat(C;)
are reflexive prime o-ideals and {F'} = N]_;sat(C;).

1. Set R = 0 and F =DECMONO(0, F, 0).
2. While F # 0.
2.1. Let C = (Yo, B,Y;) € F, F = F\ {C}.
2.2. If B = 0, add (Yo, Y1) to R.
2.3. Let E = DECLAUENT(B) in F{Z*}, where Z = Y \ Yo and m = |Z|.
2.4. If E = () goto step2.
2.5. Let E={Ey,...,E} and E, = {Zf1 — Cliy- - 28 — cl,s }, where f; ;, € Z[z]™

£ £ £ £,
2.7. Add ({Yo,Z"r — ¢ Zvr, . T — e 01, Yq) to R L =1,... k.
2.8. Let Z=A{ye,,.--,Ye.}. Fori=1,...,s,do
F =FU DECMONO (Yo U {ye }, B, Y1 U{ycrs---»Yei 1 })-
3. Return R.
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Theorem 7.22 Algorithm DECBINOMIAL is correct.

Proof: In step 1, V(F) is decomposed as V(F) = U;_;V(Yp; U B;/Yy;) and F = {(Yo;, B;,
Y1i);4=1,...,r}. In step 2, we will treat the components of F one by one. In step 2.1, the
component (Y, B, Y1) is taken from F. In steps 2.3-2.4, {B} is decomposed as

{B} =N [B]

in F{Z*}, where E; are regular and coherent o-chains and [E)] are reflexive prime ideals.
By (21) and Corollary (5.37] we have

{B} :m = {B} N F{Z} = "Ly ([B)F{Z*}) n F{Y} = nf_ysat(B;), (44)

+ fl+ fl7 fl+s flis : :
where E" = {Z"\ — ¢ Z2, ... L0 — ¢t} L = 1,... k. Since Ej is regular and
coherent, by Lemma [5.34], E;r is also regular and coherent.

Since B C F{Z}, we have the following zero decomposition
V(YoU B/Y1) = V(Yo U ({B} : m)/Y1) Uiy V(Yo U B U {ye; }/{Yer, -+ s Yoy } U Y1),

where V(Yo U B U {ye, }/{Yers---sYe;, o} U Y1) is further simplified with algorithm DEC-
MONO in step 2.8. From (@4)),

V(Yo U{B}: m/Y1) = Uf_,V(sat(Yo, E;") /Y1) = U, V([Yo,sat (E;)] /Y1),

where {Yy, ElJr } is a regular and coherent o-chain since ElJr does not contain variables in Yj.
The above formula explains why ({Yo, E;"},Y;) is added to R in steps 2.5-2.7.

Let the algorithm returns R = {(C;,Y;);7 = 1,...,m}. From the above proof, we have
V(F) = UF_V(sat(C;)/Y;). Since Y;NC; = 0 and sat(C;) is a prime o-ideal, the Cohn closure
of V(sat(C;)/Y;) is V(sat(C;)) and hence

V(F) = Up_, V(sat(C;)/Y;) = U, V(sat(C;)).-
By the difference Hilbert Nullstellensatz,
{F} = nF_ {sat(C;)} = NF_;sat(C;).

The algorithm terminates, since after each execution of step 2, in the new components
(Yo, B, Yq;) added to F in step 2.8, B; contains at least one less variables than B. O

The following example shows that even in the binomial case, a proper irreducible o-chain
is not necessarily strong irreducible [10].

Example 7.23 Let A= {A1, Ay, A3} be a proper irreducible o-chian, where Ay = y“fk -3,
Ay = y‘z”k — 3, A3 = y1y3® — 9%, and k > 2. Then Agk = y%yg(erk) — y3®mod[A1, As).
Thus Agk — (Y3 +y%) Az = y%(yg(erk) — y3%) mod[A1, As] is reducible and A is not strong
irreducible.

Remark 7.24 [t is still open to give a minimal decomposition for finitely generated binomial
o-ideals. Or equivalently, the Ritt problem [19, p 191] is open even for binomial o-chains.
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8 Conclusion

In this paper, we initiate the study of binomial o-ideals and toric o-varieties. Two basic tools
used are the Z[z]-lattice and the characteristic set instead of the Z-lattice and the Grobner
basis used in the algebraic case. Since Z[z] is not a PID, a matrix with entries in Z[x] does
not have a Hermite normal form. As an alternative, we introduce the concept of generalized
Hermite normal form which is equivalent to a reduced Grobner basis for Z[x|-lattices. It is
shown that a set of Laurent o-binomials is a regular and coherent o-chain if and only if their
supports form a generalized Hermite normal form.

For Laurent binomial o-ideals, three main results are proved. Canonical representations
for proper Laurent binomial o-ideals are given in terms of Grobner basis of Z[z]-lattices,
regular and coherent o-chains in F{Y*}, and partial characters over Z[z]". We also give
criteria for a Laurent binomial o-ideal to be reflexive, well-mixed, perfect, and prime in terms
of its support lattice. It is also shown that the reflexive, well-mixed, and perfect closure of a
Laurent binomial o-ideal is still binomial. Finally, it is shown that a perfect Laurent o-ideal
can be written as the intersection of Laurent reflexive prime binomial o-ideals with the same

support lattice. Most of these results are also extended to the o-binomial case.

A toric o-variety is defined as the Cohn closure of the image of Laurent o-monomial maps.
Three characterizing properties of toric o-varieties are proved in terms of its coordinate ring,
its defining ideals, and group actions. In particular, a o-variety is toric if and only if its
defining ideal is a toric o-ideal, meaning a binomial o-ideal whose support lattice is Z[z]-
saturated.

Finally, algorithms are given for all the main results in the paper, that is, to decide
whether a finitely generated Laurent binomial o-ideal is reflexive, well-mixed, perfect, prime,
or toric, and to decompose a finitely generated perfect binomial o-ideal as intersection of
reflexive prime binomial o-ideals.
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