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FOOTPRINT AND MINIMUM DISTANCE FUNCTIONS
LUIS NUNEZ-BETANCOURT, YURIKO PITONES, AND RAFAEL H. VILLARREAL

ABSTRACT. Let S be a polynomial ring over a field K, with a monomial order <, and let I
be an unmixed graded ideal of S. In this paper we study two functions associated to I: the
minimum distance function d; and the footprint function fp;. It is shown that 7 is positive
and that fp; is positive if the initial ideal of I is unmixed. Then we show that if I is radical
and its associated primes are generated by linear forms, then 47 is strictly decreasing until it
reaches the asymptotic value 1. If I is the edge ideal of a Cohen—Macaulay bipartite graph, we
show that 07(d) = 1 for d greater than or equal to the regularity of S/I. For a graded ideal
of dimension > 1, whose initial ideal is a complete intersection, we give an exact sharp lower
bound for the corresponding minimum distance function.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let S = Klt1,...,ts] = ®32,Sq be a polynomial ring over a field K with the standard grading
and let I # (0) be a graded ideal of S. The degree or multiplicity of S/I is denoted by deg(S/I).

Given an integer d > 1, let F4 be the set of all zero-divisors of S/I not in I of degree d > 1:

Fo={feSalf ¢l I:[)#I},

where (I: f):={h € S|hf € I} is the quotient ideal or colon ideal of I with respect to f. The
manimum distance function of I is the function é;: Ny — Z given by

| deg(S/I) — max{deg(S/(I, )| f € Fa} if Fu#0,
01(d) = { deg(S/I) ° ’ if ]—";l = 0.

Fix a graded monomial order < on S. The initial ideal of I is denoted by in([). Let AL (I)
be the footprint or Grébner éscalier of S/I consisting of all the standard monomials of S/I,
that is, all the monomials of S not in the ideal in- (7).

Let M 4 be the set of all zero-divisors of S/in~(I) of degree d > 1 that are in A ():
Mo g ={t"t* € AL(I)N Sy, (ing(I): t*) #ins(1)}.

The footprint function of I, denoted fp;, is the function fp;: Ny — Z given by

| deg(S/I) — max{deg(S/(in«(1),t%)) | t* € M4} if M q4#0,
fp;(d) := { dei(S/I) ’ R VRs

In this paper we study d; and fp; from a theoretical point of view. The functions §; and fp;
were introduced in [18] and [17], respectively. The interest in these functions is essentially due
to the following two facts: the minimum distance function is related to the minimum distance
in coding theory [I8, Theorem 4.7] and the footprint function is much easier to compute. There
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are significant cases in which either the footprint function is a lower bound for the minimum
distance function [17, Lemma 3.10(a)] or the two functions coincide [I7, Corollary 4.4].

The footprint lower bound was used in the works of Geil [8] and Carvalho [3] to study affine
Reed-Muller-type codes. Long before these two papers appeared the footprint was used by
Geil in connection with all kinds of codes (including one-point algebraic geometric codes); see
[9, 10, 11] and the references therein.

The contents of this paper are as follows. In Section Pl we present some of the results and
terminology that will be needed in the paper.

Our first result shows that ¢ is positive if I is unmixed, and that fp; is also positive if in~(7)
is unmixed (Theorem B.6]). This improves the correlated non-negativity of the functions ¢; and
fp; that was shown in [I7, Lemma 3.10]. We show that if I is a radical unmixed ideal whose
associated primes are generated by linear forms, then &7 is strictly decreasing until it reaches
the asymptotic value 1 (Theorem [B.8]). This gives a wide generalization of [I8 Theorem 4.5(vi)].
Then we conjecture that d7(d) = 1 for d > reg(S/I), where reg(S/I) is the regularity of S/I
(Conjecture [£2). We show this conjecture when I is the edge ideal of a Cohen—Macaulay
bipartite graph without isolated vertices (Proposition [4.7]).

If I is a complete intersection monomial ideal of dimension > 1, we present an explicit formula
for fp;(d) (Theorem [B.5]). In this case fp;(d) = d7(d) (Proposition [2Z14]). For a graded ideal of
dimension > 1, whose initial ideal is a complete intersection, we give an exact sharp lower bound
for the corresponding minimum distance function (Theorem [5.6]). As a particular case we recover
[I7, Theorem 3.14]; as is seen in [I7] this result has interesting applications to coding theory
and to packing and covering in combinatorics.

For all unexplained terminology and additional information, we refer to [2, 6] (for the theory
of Grobner bases, commutative algebra, and Hilbert functions).

2. PRELIMINARIES

All results of this section are well-known. To avoid repetitions we continue to employ the
notations and definitions used in Section [l

Let S = Klt1,...,ts] = ®32,Sq be a polynomial ring over a field K with the standard grading
and let I # (0) be a graded ideal of S of dimension k. By the dimension of I we mean the Krull
dimension of S/I. The Hilbert function of S/I, denoted Hj, is given by:

Hi(d) := dimg(Sq/14), d=0,1,2,...,

where I; = I N Sy. By a theorem of Hilbert [2, Theorem 4.1.3] there is a unique polynomial
hi(t) € Q[t] of degree k — 1 such that hj(d) = Hy(d) for d > 0. By convention the degree of the
zero polynomial is —1.

The degree or multiplicity of S/I, denoted deg(S/I), is the positive integer

(k=1 lim Hy(d)/d*" ifk>1,
d— 00

deg(S/I) := { dimy (S/I) if k=0.

Definition 2.1. If ] is a graded ideal of S, the Hilbert series of S/I, denoted Fj(z), is given by

Fr(x) = Z Hi(d)z?, where z is a variable.
d=0
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Theorem 2.2. (Hilbert—Serre [22, p. 58]) Let I C S be a graded ideal of dimension k. Then
there is a unique polynomial h(zx) € Z[x] such that

h(z)
Remark 2.3. The leading coefficient of the Hilbert polynomial h;(x) is equal to h(1)/(k — 1)L
Thus h(1) is equal to deg(S/I).

Definition 2.4. Let I C S be a graded ideal. The a-invariant of S/I, denoted a(S/I), is the
degree of Fr(z) as a rational function, that is, a(S/I) = deg(h(z)) — k.

Definition 2.5. Let I C S be a graded ideal and let F, be the minimal graded free resolution
of S/I as an S-module:

Fo: 05 @S = > @S(=i)" - 5= 5/1=0.
j J

The Castelnuovo—Mumford regularity of S/I (regularity of S/I for short) is defined as
reg(S/I) = max{j — i| b;; # 0}.

An excellent reference for the regularity of graded ideals is the book of Eisenbud [7]. The
a-invariant, the regularity, and the depth of S/I are closely related.

Theorem 2.6. |23 Corollary B.4.1] a(S/I) < reg(S/I) — depth(S/I), with equality if S/I is
Cohen—Macaulay.

Definition 2.7. The regularity indez of the Hilbert function of S/I, or simply the regularity
index of S/I, denoted ri(S/I), is the least integer n > 0 such that H;(d) = hr(d) for d > n.

If I is a graded Cohen-Macaulay ideal of S of dimension 1, then reg(S/I), the regularity of
S/1 is equal to ri(S/I), the regularity index of S/I. This follows from Theorem

Definition 2.8. An ideal I C S is called a complete intersection if there exist ¢1,...,¢9, in S
such that I = (g1,...,9,), where r = ht(I) is the height of I.

Remark 2.9. (a) A graded ideal I is a complete intersection if and only if I is generated by a
homogeneous regular sequence with ht(7) elements (see [I5, Chapter 3]). (b) A monomial ideal
I is a complete intersection if and only if I is minimally generated by a regular sequence of
monomials with ht(/) elements.

Lemma 2.10. [22] Corollary 3.3] If I C S is an ideal generated by homogeneous polynomials
fiy-ooy fr, with r =ht(I) and §; = deg(f;), then the Hilbert series of S/I is given by

[T, (- $5i)
(I—az)

Lemma 2.11. ([I9, Example 1.5.1], [4, Lemma 3.5]) If I C S is a complete intersection ideal
generated by homogeneous polynomials f1,..., fr, with r = ht(I) and 0; = deg(f;), then the
degree and regularity of S/I are given by deg(S/I) = b1 --- 8, and reg(S/I) =i (6 —1).

F](l‘) =

Proof. The formula for the degree follows from Remark 2.3] and Lemma As S/I is Cohen—
Macaulay, the formula for the regularity follows from Lemma and Theorem O
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If f is a non-zero polynomial in S and < is a monomial order on S, we denote the leading
monomial of f by ins(f). For a = (a1,...,as) € N*, we set t* = t{*---t2. Let I C S be an
ideal. A monomial t* is called a standard monomial of S/I, with respect to <, if t* is not the
leading monomial of any polynomial in I, that is, t* is not in the ideal in< (). A polynomial f
is called standard if f # 0 and f is a K-linear combination of standard monomials. The set of
standard monomials, denoted A< (I), is called the footprint of S/I or Grébner éscalier of I. A
subset G = {g1,...,gr} of I is called a Grébner basis of I if

iIl.<(I) = (in-<(gl)7 ce 7in-<(gr’))‘

An element f € S is called a zero-divisor of S/I-—as an S-module—if there is 0 # @ € S/I
such that fa = 0, and f is called regular on S/I otherwise. Notice that f is a zero-divisor if
and only if (I: f) # I.

Lemma 2.12. [I7, Lemma 2.8] Let < be a monomial order, let I C S be an ideal, and let f be
a polynomial of S of positive degree. If in<(f) is reqular on S/in<(I), then f is reqular on S/I.

An associated prime of I is a prime ideal p of S of the form p = (I: f) for some f in S. An
ideal I C S is called unmized if all its associated primes have the same height and I is called
radical if I is equal to its radical.

Definition 2.13. If fp;(d) = d;(d) for d > 1, we say that I is a Geil-Carvalho ideal.

Proposition 2.14. [17, Proposition 3.11] If I is an unmized monomial ideal and < is any
monomial order, then d1(d) = fp;(d) for d > 1, that is, I is a Geil-Carvalho ideal.

Proposition 2.15. Let I C S be an unmized graded ideal, let < be a monomial order on S,
and let d > 1 be an integer. The following hold.

(a) [I7, Lemma 3.10(a)] 07(d) > fp;(d).
(b) [I8, Theorem 4.5(iv)] If t; is a zero-divisor of S/I for all i, then fp;(d) > 0.

The lower bound of Proposition 2.15(b) is sharp. In Example[6.3] we show an unmixed graded
ideal I of dimension 1 such that ¢; is a zero-divisor for all ¢ and fp;(d) =0 for d = 1.

Proposition 2.16. (Additivity of the degree [20, Proposition 2.5]) If I is an ideal of S and
I=qiN- - Nqm is an irredundant primary decomposition, then

deg(S/I) =) deg(S/ai).

ht(q:)=ht(1)

The additivity is one of the most useful and well-known facts about the degree.

3. MINIMUM AND FOOTPRINT FUNCTIONS

In this section we study the footprint and minimum distance functions of unmixed graded
ideals over an arbitrary field.

Lemma 3.1. Let I C S be an unmized graded ideal and let < be a monomial order. If f € S is
homogeneous and (I: f) # I, then

(i) 18, Lemma 4.1] deg(5/([, f)) < deg(S/(in<(I),in<(f))) < deg(S/1),
(i) deg(S/I) = deg(S/(I: f)) +deg(S/(I, f)) if f ¢ 1, and
(ii) deg(S/(1, f)) < deg(S/I) if f ¢ 1.
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Proof. (ii): Using that I is unmixed, it is not hard to see that S/I, S/(I: f), and S/(I, f) have
the same Krull dimension. There is an exact sequence

0 — S/(I: f)[—d] -1 S/T — S/(I, f) — 0.
Hence, by the additivity of Hilbert functions [25, Lemma 5.1.1], we get
(3.1) H[(Z) :H(I:f)(’i—d)—l-H(I’f)(Z') for 7 > 0.

If dim S/I = 0, then using Eq. (31]) one has

D OHD) =Y Hu. i)+ Hep(i):

i>0 i>0 i>0
Therefore, using the definition of degree, the required equality follows. If & = dim S/I — 1

and k > 1, by the Hilbert theorem [2, Theorem 4.1.3], Hy, H; y), and H(;, y) are polynomial

functions of degree k. Then dividing Eq. (8.I) by i* and taking limits as i goes to infinity, the
required equality follows.

(iii): This part follows at once from part (ii). O

The next alternative formula for d; is valid for unmixed graded ideals. This expression for 7
will be used to show some of our results.

Corollary 3.2. [I8, Theorem 4.4] Let I C S be an unmized graded ideal. If m = (t1,...,ts)
and d > 1 is an integer such that m® ¢ I, then

0r(d) = min{deg(S/(I: f))[ f € Sa\ I}.

Proof. If F; = (), then 6;(d) = deg(S/I), and for any f € Sy \ I one has that (I: f) is equal to
I. Thus equality holds. Assume that F; # (). Take f € Sg\I. If (I: f) = I, then deg(S/(I: f))
is equal to deg(S/I). On the other hand if (I: f) # I, that is, f € F,, then by Lemma [B.1J(ii)
one has the equality:

deg(S/(I: [f)) = deg(S/1) — deg(S/(, f))-
Notice that in this case deg(S/(I: f)) < deg(S/I). Therefore
or(d) = deg(S5/I) — max{deg(S/(I, f))| f € Fa}
= min{deg(S/(I: f))|f € Fa}
— min{dea(S/(I: £))|f € Si\I}. O

Definition 3.3. Let I C S be a non-zero proper graded ideal. The Vasconcelos function of I is
the function ¥;: N — Ny given by

| min{des(S/(T: )1 €S\ T} ifml ¢ T,
vild) = { dos(S/D N mier

Very little is known about the Vasconcelos function when I is not an unmixed graded ideal.
Next we show that in certain cases the footprint function can be expressed in terms of the degree
of colon ideals.

Corollary 3.4. Let I be a graded ideal and let < be a monomial order. If inL(I) is an unmized
ideal and M~ g # 0, then

fp;(d) = min{deg(S/(in<(I): t*)) |t* € Sq \ in<(I)}.
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Proof. Take t* € M~ 4. By Lemma [BI[(ii) one has the equality:

deg(S/(in<(I): 1)) = deg(S/im~(I)) — deg($/(in< (D), 1))
In this case deg(S/(in<(I): t*)) < deg(S/in<(I)). Therefore, noticing that deg(S/in<(I)) is
equal to deg(S/I), we get
fpr(d) = deg(S5/1) — max{deg(5/(in<(I),1))[t* € M4}
= min{deg(S/(in<(I): t*)) [t € M~ 4}
= min{deg(S/(in<(I): t*))|t* € Sg\in<(I)}. O

One can apply the corollary to graded lattice ideals of dimension 1.

Proposition 3.5. Let I C S be a graded lattice ideal of dimension 1 and let < be a graded
monomial order with t1 = --- > ts. The following hold.

(a) Ifins(I) is not prime, then in,(I) is unmized and M~ q # 0 for d > 1.
(b) Ifin<(I) is prime, then I = (t; —ts,... ts—1 —ts) and M~ q =10 ford > 1.

Proof. The reduced Grobner basis of I consists of binomials of the form ¢+ — t*~ (see [25]
Proposition 8.2.7]). It follows that ts is a regular element on both S/I and S/in~(I). Hence I
and inL(I) are Cohen—-Macaulay ideals. In particular these ideals are unmixed.

(a): Assume that in(/) is not prime. Then there is an associated prime p of S/in<(I) such
that inL(I) C p. Pick a variable ¢; in p \ in4(I). Then #;£2=! is in p and is not in in-(I) for
d > 1. Thus t;#1 is in M 4 ford>1.

(b): Assume that in(/) is prime. This part follows by noticing that in,(I), being a face
ideal generated by variables, is equal to (t1,...,ts—1). O

The next result is a broad generalization of [17, Lemma 3.10].

Theorem 3.6. Let I C S be an unmized graded ideal, let < be a monomial order on S, and let
d > 1 be an integer. The following hold.

(a) or(d) > 1.
(b) fp;(d) > 1 if in<(I) is unmized.
(¢) If dim(S/I) > 1 and Fy # 0 for d > 1, then 6;(d) > 6;(d+1) > 1 ford > 1.

Proof. (a): If F4 = 0, then 6;(d) = deg(S/I) > 1, and if F; # (), then using Lemma B.I|(iii) it
follows that d7(d) > 1.

(b): If M~ 4 = 0, then fp;(d) = deg(S/I) > 1. Next assume that M_ 4 # 0. As in(I) is
unmixed, by Corollary B.4], fp;(d) > 1.

(c): By part (a), one has d7(d) > 1. The set Fy is not empty for d > 1. Thus, by Corollary B.2]
07(d) = deg(S/(I: f)) for some f € Fy. As I is unmixed and dim(S/I) > 1, m is not an
associated prime of S/I. Thus, since (I: f) is a graded ideal, one has (I: f) C m. Pick a linear
form h € Sy such that hf ¢ I. As f is a zero-divisor of S/I, so is hf. The ideals (I: f) and
(I: hf) have height equal to ht(I). Therefore taking Hilbert functions in the exact sequence

0— (I:hf)/(I: f)— S/(I:f)— S/(I: hf)—0

it follows that deg(S/(I: f)) > deg(S/(I: hf)). Therefore, applying Corollary B.2] we get the
inequality 07(d) > 07(d + 1). O
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Lemma 3.7. Let I C S be a radical unmized graded ideal and let pq,... 9y, be its associated
primes. If f € Fq for some d > 1, then

deg(S/(I: f)) =Y _ deg(S/p:).
fépi

Proof. Since I is a radical ideal, we get that I = N ,p;. From the equalities

(I: f) =M%y (pi: f) = Npgp,pi,
and using the additivity of the degree (see Proposition 2.16l), the required equality follows. [

We come to the main result of this section—about the asymptotic behavior of the minimum
distance function-which gives a wide generalization of [I8, Theorem 4.5(vi)].

Theorem 3.8. Let I C S be an unmized radical graded ideal. If all the associated primes of I
are generated by linear forms, then there is an integer ro > 1 such that

0r(1) > -+ > d1(rg) =d7(d) =1 for d>ro.

Proof. Let pq,...,pm be the associated primes of I. As p; is generated by linear forms, then
deg(S/pi) =1 for all 7. Indeed if p; = m, then deg(S/p;) is dimg (S/p;) = 1, and if p; C m, then
the initial ideal of p;, with respect to the GRevLex order <, is generated by a subset of 1, ...t
and deg(S/p;) is equal to deg(S/in<(p;)) = 1. The last equality follows noticing that S/in<(p;)
is a polynomial ring.

If I is prime, then I = p; for some i and Fy = 0 for d > 1. Thus 6;(d) = deg(S/p;) =1 for
d > 1, and we can take rg = 1. We may now assume that I has at least two associated primes,
that is, m > 2. As I C pj, there is a form h of degree 1 in p; \ I. Hence, as I is a radical
ideal, we get that h? is in p; \ I. Thus Fy # 0 for d > 1. Therefore, by Theorem [3.6(c), one has
that d7(d) > 07(d + 1) > 1 for d > 1. Hence, assuming that d;(d) > 1, it suffices to show that
dr(d) > d7(d+ 1). By Corollary B.2] there is f € F; such that 07(d) = deg(S/(I: f)). Then, by
Lemma [3.7] one has

07(d) = deg(S/(I: f)) = deg(S/p:) >
fépi

Hence there are pj # p; such that f is not in py Up;. Pick a linear form h in p; \ p;. Then
hf ¢ I because hf ¢ p;, and hf is a zero-divisor of S/I because (I: f) # I. Noticing that
f ¢ pr and hf € pi, one obtains the strict inclusion

{pil hf ¢ pit S {pil f ¢ pi}-
Therefore, by Lemma [3.7, we get
deg(S/(I: f)) = deg(S/pi) > > deg(S/p;) = deg(S/(I: hf)).
fEpi hfépi
Hence, by Corollary 321 we get 07(d) > 07(d + 1). d

4. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF THE MINIMUM DISTANCE

Let I C S be an unmixed radical graded ideal whose associated primes are generated by linear
forms. According to Theorem B.8] there is an integer ro > 1 such that

(5](1) > > 51(7‘0) = (5](d) =1 for d>ry.
Definition 4.1. The integer r¢ is called the reqularity index of J;.
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If I is the graded vanishing ideal of a set of points in a projective space over a finite field,
then 79 < reg(S/I) [12, 21], but we do not know whether this holds in general. The regularity
of S/I can be computed using Macaulay2 [13], but 7o is very difficult to compute.

Conjecture 4.2. Let I C S be an unmized radical graded ideal. If all the associated primes of
I are generated by linear forms, then d;(d) =1 for d > reg(S/I), that is, 1o < reg(S/I).

In this section we give some support for this conjecture. In what follows we focus in the case
that I is an unmixed ideal generated by square-free monomial ideals of degree 2.

Definition 4.3. [24] Let G be a graph with vertex set V(G) = {t1,...,ts} and edge set E(G).
The edge ideal of G, denoted by I(G), is the ideal of S generated by all monomials xz, = Htie i
such that e € E(G).

Let G be a graph. A subset F' of V(Q) is called stable if e ¢ F for any e € E(G), and a subset
C of V(G) is a vertex cover if and only if V(G) \ C is a stable vertex set. A minimal vertex
cover is a vertex cover which is minimal with respect to inclusion. A graph is called unmized if
all its minimal vertex covers have the same cardinality.

Conjecture [42lis open even in the case that I is the edge ideal of an unmixed bipartite graph.
Below we prove the conjecture for edge ideals of Cohen-Macaulay graphs.

Definition 4.4. Let A be a set of vertices of a graph G. The induced subgraph on A, denoted
by G[A4], is the maximal subgraph of G with vertex set A. A graph of the form G[A] for some
A C V(G) is called an induced subgraph of G.

Notice that G[A] may have isolated vertices, i.e., vertices that do not belong to any edge of
G[A]. If G is a discrete graph, i.e., all the vertices of G are isolated, we set I(G) = 0.

Definition 4.5. An induced matching in a graph G is a set of pairwise disjoint edges f1,..., fr
such that the only edges of G contained in U]_, f; are f1,..., fr. The induced matching number,
denoted by im(G), is the number of edges in the largest induced matching.

Proposition 4.6. [5, Lemma 2.2] If G is a graph, then reg(R/I(G)) > im(G).

Next we prove Conjecture for edge ideals of Cohen—Macaulay bipartite graphs. A graph
G is called Cohen—Macaulay if S/I1(G) is Cohen—Macaulay.
Proposition 4.7. If [ = I(G) is the edge ideal of a Cohen—Macaulay bipartite graph without
isolated vertices, then dr(d) =1 for d > reg(S/I).

Proof. By [16, Theorem 1.1], reg(S/I) = im(G). Thus, by Theorem [B.8 it suffices to show
that d7(d) = 1 for some d < im(G). According to [14, Theorem 3.4], there is a bipartition
Vi =A{x1,..., 24}, Vo ={y1,...,y4} of G such that:

(a) e; = {z;,y;} € E(G) for all 1,
(b) if {zs,y;} € E(G), then i < j, and
(c) if {xs,y5}, {zj,yx} are in E(G) and i < j < k, then {z;,yx} € E(G).

Next we construct a sequence x;,, ..., x;, such that e;,,...,e;, form an induced matching and
V5 is a pairwise disjoint union
(41) ‘/é :N(;(xil)U"'UNg(xid),

where Ng(z;;) N Ng(z;,) = () for j # k and Ng(zi;) is the neighbor set of x;;, that is, Ng(x;;)
is the set of vertices of G' adjacent to z;;. We set iy = 1. If Ng(zi,) € Va, pick g, in
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Vo \ Ng(z;,). By condition (b), €;,,e;, is an induced matching and Ng(z;,) N Ng(z,) = 0. If
Ne(xiy ) UNg(zi,) € Va, pick yi, in Vo \ (Ng(zi,) U Ng(24,)). By condition (b), €;,, €;,, €, form
an induced matching and Ng(x;;) N Ng(w;,) = 0 for j # k. Thus one can continue this process
until we get a sequence z;,,...,z;, such that V5 is the disjoint union of the Ng(x; j)’s and the
e;;’s form an induced matching.

id

Let p1,...,pm be the associated primes of I. There are minimal vertex covers C4,...,Cp,
of G such that p; is generated by C; for i = 1,...,m (see [24, p. 279]). We may assume that
Cy, = Va. Setting 2% = x;, - - - z;,, by Corollary [3.2] it suffices to show that z* is in ﬂ;’;_llpi \ P
and that deg(S/(I: z%)) = 1, where S = K[V (G)]. If i # m, there is y; ¢ C;. From Eq. (@1,
there is x;; such that y, € Ng(w;;) for some i;. Hence, as C; covers the edge {z;,,y¢}, one has

that z;; is in p;. Thus z is in ﬂ;’i‘llpi and 2% is not in p,, because py, = (y1,...,yy). Therefore
(15 a%) = (1 (- (s 2%) = (pr: @) (-0 (B 2) = .
Hence deg(S/(I: z%)) = 1, as required. O

5. COMPLETE INTERSECTIONS

Let S = Klt1,...,ts] = ® ,Sq be a polynomial ring over a field K with the standard grading
and let < be a graded monomial order.

Proposition 5.1. Let I C S be a graded ideal and let < be a monomial order. Suppose that
in(I) is a complete intersection of height r generated by t*',... t* with d; = deg(t*) and
d; > 1 for all i. The following hold.

(a) [19, Example 1.5.1] I is a complete intersection and dim(S/I) = s —r.
(b) deg(S/I) =di---dy andregS/I =37 _ (d; —1).
(c) 1<1p;(d) < 51(d) for d > 1.

Proof. (a): The rings S/I and S/init< (/) have the same dimension. Thus dim(S/I) = s—r. As
< is a graded order, there are fi,..., f, homogeneous polynomials in I with in~(f;) = t% for
7 > 1. Since

in%(I) = (in<(f1)7 s 7in<(f7‘))7
the polynomials f1,..., f, form a Grobner basis of I, and in particular they generated I. Hence
I is a graded ideal of height r generated by r polynomials, that is, I is a complete intersection.

(b): This follows at once from part (a) and Lemma 2.TT]

(c): By part (a), I is a complete intersection. In particular I is a Cohen-Macaulay unmixed

ideal. Hence this part follows from Proposition [2.15] and Theorem O
Lemma 5.2. Let I C S be a complete intersection ideal minimally generated by t**,... t*" and

let t* = t7' - t% be a zero-dwisor of S/I not in I. The following hold.

(a) t* and t* have no common variable for i # j.

(b) If t;j is reqular on S/I and t¢ = t“/t;j, then (I:t%) = (I:t°).

(c) Ift; is a zero-divisor of S/1, then there is a unique o = (0 1, ..., a5 5) such that a; j > 0,
that is, t; occurs in exactly one t*. If aj > oy ; and t© =t*/t;, then (I:t*) = (I: t°).

(d) For each i there is t%i dividing t* such that deg(t’) < deg(t™) and (I: t*) = (I: t°),
where tP = tP1 ... ¢Br,

Proof. (a): This follows readily from the Krull principal ideal theorem [25, Theorem 2.3.16].
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(b): The inclusion “>” is clear. To show the reverse inclusion take t° in (I: t%), that is,
010 = t‘;t?j t¢is in I. Hence t°t¢ is in I because t;j is regular on S/I. Thus #° is in (I: t°).

c): i is a zero-divisor o , then ¢; is in some associated prime o . Hence, by

If t; i divi f S/I, then t; is i iated pri f S/I. H b,

part (a), t; must occur in a unique t* for some 7. Thus one has «o;; > 0. We claim that
((t¥): t%) = ((t**): t°) for all k. If k # ¢, by part (a), ¢; is regular on S/(t**). Thus, as in the
proof of part (b), we get the asserted equality. Next we assume that k = i. The inclusion “D>”
is clear. To show the reverse inclusion take % in ((t*7): t%), that is, tt® = ¢7t% for some t7.
Since a; > a;; > 0, t; must divide ¢t7. Then we can write 10t = t¥t%  where t¥ = t7 /t;. Thus

is in ¢): t¢). This completes the proof of the claim. Therefore one has
t0 is in ((t*9): t). Thi letes th f of the claim. Theref h

(T 1) = ()5 ) 4 oo () 20
(@) 29) 4 ((#7): 1) = (1 ).
: Using part (a) and successively applying parts and (c) to t%, we get a monomia
d): Usi t d ivel lyi b) and (c) to ¢ t ial t#

that divides t® such that the following conditions are satisfied: (i) all variables that occur in
t# are zero-divisors of S/I, (ii) if t® = ¢]"---¢}* and 4; > 0, then «;; > 7, where t% is the

unique monomial, among t*1,...,t% containing ¢;, and (iii) (I: t%) = (I: t¥). We let t%i be
the product of all t;’j such that t; occurs in t%. Clearly t% divides %, and deg(t*) > deg(t’)
because t* is not in I by hypothesis. O

The next result gives some additional support to Conjecture

Proposition 5.3. Let I C S be a complete intersection monomial ideal of dimension > 1
minimally generated by t**, ... t* . If d; = deg(t*) fori=1,...,r. The following hold.

(a) reg(S/1) = 35i_4(di — 1),

(b) 07(d) =1 if d > reg(S/I),

(c) 07(d) < (dgy1 —¥O)dgyo---d, if d < reg(S/I), where 0 < k < r — 1 and ¢ are integers
such that d = Zle (di—1)4+2Cand1 <l <djy; —1.

Proof. (a): This follows at once from Lemma 2171

(b): By Lemma [5.2(a) the monomials t* and ¢t* have no common variables for i # j. For
each i pick ¢;, in t®. If T is prime, then I = (t;,,...,t;,), reg(S/I) =0, Fq = 0 and d§;(d) =1
for d > 1. Thus we may assume that I is not prime. We claim that Fy # 0 for d > 1. As
I is not prime, there is m such that t;,, a zero-divisor of S/I not in I. If a variable ¢, is not
in ¢t% for any i, then ¢, is a regular element on S/I, and F; # () because tjmtfl_l is in Fy.
If any variable ¢, is in t% for some 4, then any monomial of degree d is a zero-divisor of S/I
because any variable ¢, belongs to at least one associated prime of S/I. As dim(S/I) > 1, one
has m? ¢ I. Pick a monomial t® of degree d not in I. Then F; # 0 because t® is in F;. This
completes the proof of the claim. We set t% =t* /t; fori=1,...,r and t® =t ...t Then it
is seen that (1: t¢) = (t;,,...,t;,) and deg.S/(I: t°) = 1. Notice that t¢ is a zero-divisor of S/I,
t¢ ¢ I and deg(t¢) = reg(S/I). Hence, by Corollary B.2], we get that d7(d) = 1 for d = reg(S/I).
Thus, by Theorem B.6c), we get d;(d) =1 for d > reg(S/I).

(c): There is a monomial t* of degree ¢ that divides t*+1 because / is a positive integer less
than or equal to dyy1 — 1. Setting t¢ = ¢t - - t%¢% and 7 = t“+1 /t*, one has

(I: 1) = (b, ooty 87, 052 207),
Hence, by Lemma 2.11], we get deg S/(I: t°) = (dgs+1—¥{)dgy2 - - - d, because (I: t°) is a complete

intersection. Since deg(t€) =d = Zle (di — 1)+, t¢is not in I, and t¢ is a zero-divisor of S/I,
by Corollary B.2] we get that deg S/(I: t¢) > d;(d), as required. O
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Proposition 5.4. [I8, Proposition 5.7] Let 1 < e; < -+ < ey, and 0 < b; < e; — 1 for
i=1,...,m be integers. If by > 1, then

m k+1 m
(5.1) [Itei—b) > <Z(€i —b)—(k—=1)—by— bi) ek+2" " Em

i=1 i=1 1=k+2
fork=0,...,m—1, where ey1o- ey =1and 37", ,b; =0 if k=m — 1.
We come to the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.5. Let I C S be a complete intersection monomial ideal of dimension > 1 minimally
generated by t*, ... t* and let d > 1 be an integer. If d; = deg(t®) for i = 1,...,r and
di <---<d,, then

(dk+1—€)dk+2---dr ’l'fd<i(di—1),
61(d) = fp;(d) = !

1 ifd>
=1

where 0 < k <r —1 and £ are integers such that d = Zle (di—1)+Cand 1 <l <dpy —1.

Proof. The ideal I is unmixed because I is Cohen—Macaulay. Hence, by Proposition 2.14], I is
Geil-Carvalho, that is, d;(d) = fp;(d) for d > 1. Therefore, by Proposition B3] it suffices to
show that

fp;(d) > (dk41 — O)dp42 - dy for d <reg(S/I).

Let t* be a monomial of degree d such that t* ¢ I and (I: t*) # I. By Lemma [(.2(d), for
each i there is a monomial t% dividing ¢ such that deg(t%i) < deg(t®) and (I: t%) = (I: t°),
where t% = t81 ... t%7. One can write

$on = 002 and P = ¢t gD

fori =1,...,r. According to Lemmal[5.2[a) the monomials ¢t* and ¢* have no common variables
for i # j. As (I: t%) is a monomial ideal, it follows that

([: ta) _ (I: tﬁ) _ ({ttlli,l—ﬁi,l . 't?i,s_ﬁi,s 2721)'

Hence, setting g; = t?i’l_ﬁi’l ‘e t?i’s_ﬂi’s for i =1,...,r and observing that g; and g; have no
common variables for i # j, we get that g1,...,¢g, form a regular sequence, that is, (I: t%) is
again a complete intersection. Thus, by Lemma 2.T1], we obtain

T S T

deg(S/(I: t%)) = H Z(am —Bij)| = H [deg(tai) - deg(tﬁi)] .
i=1 | j=1 i=1
Therefore, setting b; = deg(t%) fori = 1,...,r, we get

T

deg(S/(I: t*)) = [ J(di — by).

i=1
Thus, by Corollary B.2] it suffices to show the inequality

T

deg(S/(I: t*)) = [ J(di = bi) = (drs1 — Odsa -~ dy.
=1
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Noticing that d = deg(t*) = Zle (di — 1) + £ > deg(t?) = 3__, b;, one has

i=1

k r
(dk+1 +Y (di-1) =) bi) dpyo -+ dr > (dig1 — O)diya -+ - dy.
1=1

Hence, we need only show the inequality

r k+1 r
[T —b:) > <Z(dz —bi)—k— Y bi) dig42 -+ dr,

i=1 i=1 i=k+2
which follows making by = 1 and m = r in Proposition [5.41 O

Theorem 5.6. Let I C S be a graded ideal of dimension > 1 and let < be a monomial order.
If inc(I) is a complete intersection of height r generated by t*, ... t* with d; = deg(t*) and
1<d; <djyq fori>1, then 0;r(d) > fp;(d) > 1 and the footprint function is given by

(disr — Odpra--dr if 1<d< S (dj—1) -1,
fp;(d) = r =t
i=1

T

where 0 < k <r —1 and £ are integers such that d = Zle (di—1)4+L€and 1 <l <dgy —1.

Proof. By Proposition B.1] one has d7(d) > fp;(d) > 1. Since fp;(d) is equal to fp;,_(p(d) for
d > 1, the formula for fp;(d) follows directly from Theorem O

It is an open question whether in Theorem [5.6] one has the equality d;(d) = fp;(d) for d > 1.
If we make = s — 1 in Theorem [5.6, we recover [17, Theorem 3.14]. The reader is referred to
[17] for some interesting applications of this result to algebraic coding theory. As is seen in [17]
Corollary 4.5] this result can also be used to extend a result of Alon and Fiiredi [I, Theorem 1]
about coverings of the cube {0,1}" by affine hyperplanes.

6. COMPUTING THE MINIMUM DISTANCE FUNCTION

Let I C S be a graded ideal and let < be a monomial order. The minimum distance function
of I can be expressed as follows.

Theorem 6.1. If AL(I) N Sy = {t™,...,t%} is the set of all standard monomials of S/I of
degree d >1 and Fog={f =2, MNt%| f#0, i € K, (I: f) # I}, then

61(d) = deg(5/I) — max{deg(S/(, f))| f € F<.a}-

Proof. Let f be any element of Fy. Pick a Grébner basis g1, ...,g, of I. Then, by the division
algorithm [6l Theorem 3, p. 63], we can write f = >\, a;g; + h, where h is a homogeneous
standard polynomial of S/I of degree d. Since (I: f) = (I: h), we get that h is in F 4. Hence,
as (I, f) = (I,h), we get the equalities:

or(d) = deg(S/I) — max{deg(S/(I, f))| f € Fa}
= deg(S/I) — max{deg(S/(I, f))| f € Fza}. O
Notice that Fy # 0 if and only if F 4 # (0. If K = F, is a finite field, then the number of
standard polynomials of degree d is ¢" — 1, where n is the number of standard monomials of

degree d. Hence, we can compute d;(d) for small values of d, n, and q. To compute fp;(d) is
much easier even if the field is infinite because M_ 4 has at most n elements.
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Example 6.2. Let K be the field Fo and let I be the ideal of S = Fy[ty, to, t3] generated by

the binomials t1t3 — t3to, t115 — t3ts, t3ts — tot3. If S has the GRevLex order <, then using
Theorem [6.1] and the procedure below for Macaulay?2 [13] we get

d 1123
deg(S/I) | 7|7 |7
Hi(d) 3167
or(d) 4121
fp;(d) 411

q=2

S=7Z/qlt1,t2,t3]

I=ideal (t1¥t2°q-t1°q*t2,t1*t3°q-t1"q*t3,t2 q*t3-t2%t3"q)

M=coker gens gb I, degree M, regularity M

h=(d)->degree M - max apply(apply(apply (apply (

toList (set(0..q-1)) *x(hilbertFunction(d,M))-

(set{0}) “**(hilbertFunction(d,M)) ,tolList) ,x->basis(d,M)*vector x),
z->ideal(flatten entries z)),x—> if not

quotient(I,x)==I then degree ideal(I,x) else 0)--The function h(d)
--gives the minimum distance in degree d

init=ideal(leadTerm gens gb I)

hilbertFunction(1,M) ,hilbertFunction(2,M) ,hilbertFunction(3,M)
f=(x)-> if not quotient(init,x)==init then degree ideal(init,x) else 0
fp=(d) ->degree M -max apply(flatten entries basis(d,M),f)--The
-—function fp(d) gives the footprint in degree d

h(1), h(2), fp(1), fp(2)

Example 6.3. Let S = F3[t1, to, t3, t4] be a polynomial ring over the field F5 with the GRevLex
order <, let p1,...,p5 be the prime ideals

p1 = (t3 +ta,to +ta bty +ta), P2 = (t3 +ta,ta, bty —ts), p3 = (t,t2,t1),
pa = (ta,t3,11), ps = (ta, ta —t3,11),

and let I = N2_p; be the intersection of these prime ideals. Then, using Macaulay?2 [13], we get
reg(S/I) = 2, deg(S/I) = 5, the initial ideal of I is

in_ (1) = (tsty, tits, tits, tito, t3, taty, tats),

in< (/) is a monomial ideal of height 3, m is an associated prime of in~([), and fp;(1) = 0. Thus
the lower bound for the footprint fp;(d) given in Proposition 2.I5|(b) is sharp.

REFERENCES

[1] N. Alon and Z. Fiiredi, Covering the cube by affine hyperplanes, European J. Combin. 14 (1993), 79-83.

[2] W. Bruns and J. Herzog, Cohen-Macaulay Rings, Revised Edition, Cambridge University Press, 1997.

[3] C. Carvalho, On the second Hamming weight of some Reed-Muller type codes, Finite Fields Appl. 24 (2013),
88-94.

[4] M. Chardin and G. Moreno-Socfas, Regularity of lex-segment ideals: some closed formulas and applications,
Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 131 (2003), no. 4, 1093-1102 (electronic).

[6] M. Katzman, Characteristic-independence of Betti numbers of graph ideals, J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 113
(2006), no. 3, 435-454.

[6] D. Cox, J. Little and D. O’Shea, Ideals, Varieties, and Algorithms, Springer-Verlag, 1992.

[7] D. Eisenbud, The geometry of syzygies: A second course in commutative algebra and algebraic geometry,
Graduate Texts in Mathematics 229, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2005.

[8] O. Geil, On the second weight of generalized Reed-Muller codes, Des. Codes Cryptogr. 48 (2008), 323-330.



14

LUIS NUNEZ-BETANCOURT, YURIKO PITONES, AND RAFAEL H. VILLARREAL

[9] O. Geil, Evaluation codes from an affine variety code perspective, Advances in algebraic geometry codes,

153-180, Ser. Coding Theory Cryptol., 5, World Sci. Publ., Hackensack, NJ, 2008.

[10] O. Geil and T. Hgholdt, Footprints or generalized Bezout’s theorem, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 46 (2000),

no. 2, 635-641.

[11] O. Geil and R. Pellikaan, On the structure of order domains, Finite Fields Appl. 8 (2002), no. 3, 369-396.
[12] M. Gonzdlez-Sarabia, C. Renterfa and H. Tapia-Recillas, Reed-Muller-type codes over the Segre variety,

Finite Fields Appl. 8 (2002), no. 4, 511-518.

[13] D. Grayson and M. Stillman, Macaulay2, 1996. Available via anonymous ftp from math.uiuc.edu.
[14] J. Herzog and T. Hibi, Distributive lattices, bipartite graphs and Alexander duality, J. Algebraic Combin.

22 (2005), no. 3, 289-302.

[15] I. Kaplansky, Commutative rings, revised ed., The University of Chicago Press, Chicago, Ill.-London, 1974.
[16] M. Kummini, Regularity, depth and arithmetic rank of bipartite edge ideals, J. Algebraic Combin. 30 (2009),

no. 4, 429-445.

[17] J. Martinez-Bernal, Y. Pitones and R. H. Villarreal, Minimum distance functions of complete intersections,

J. Algebra Appl., to appear.

[18] J. Martinez-Bernal, Y. Pitones and R. H. Villarreal, Minimum distance functions of graded ideals and Reed-

Muller-type codes, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 221 (2017), 251-275.

[19] J. C. Migliore, Introduction to liaison theory and Deficiency Modules, Progress in Mathematics 165,

Birkh&user Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 1998.

[20] L. O’Carroll, F. Planas-Vilanova and R. H. Villarreal, Degree and algebraic properties of lattice and matrix

ideals, STAM J. Discrete Math. 28 (2014), no. 1, 394-427.

[21] C. Renterfa, A. Simis and R. H. Villarreal, Algebraic methods for parameterized codes and invariants of

vanishing ideals over finite fields, Finite Fields Appl. 17 (2011), no. 1, 81-104.

[22] R. Stanley, Hilbert functions of graded algebras, Adv. Math. 28 (1978), 57-83.
[23] W. V. Vasconcelos, Computational Methods in Commutative Algebra and Algebraic Geometry, Springer-

Verlag, 1998.

[24] R. H. Villarreal, Cohen-Macaulay graphs, Manuscripta Math. 66 (1990), 277-293.
[25] R. H. Villarreal, Monomial Algebras, Second FEdition, Monographs and Research Notes in Mathematics,

Chapman and Hall/CRC, 2015.

CENTRO DE INVESTIGACION EN MATEMATICAS, GUANAJUATO, GTO., MEXICO.

FE-mail address: 1luisnub@cimat.mx

DEPARTAMENTO DE MATEMATICAS, CENTRO DE INVESTIGACION Y DE ESTUDIOS AVANZADOS DEL IPN,

APARTADO PosTAL 14-740, 07000 MExico City, D.F.

FE-mail address: ypitones@math.cinvestav.mx

DEPARTAMENTO DE MATEMATICAS, CENTRO DE INVESTIGACION Y DE ESTUDIOS AVANZADOS DEL IPN,

APARTADO PosTAL 14-740, 07000 MExico City, D.F.

E-mail address: rvillarreal@cinvestav.mx



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Minimum and footprint functions
	4. Asymptotic behavior of the minimum distance
	5. Complete intersections
	6. Computing the minimum distance function
	References

