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SOME SINGULAR LEX-SEGMENTS

ANDREW P. STAAL

Abstract. We study the component structures of some standard-graded Hilbert schemes
closely related to a Hilbert scheme of curves studied by Gotzmann. In particular, we en-
counter examples of singular lex-segment points lying on two and three irreducible compo-
nents. We find further singular lex-segment points at nearby Hilbert schemes. We conclude
by showing that the analogous example at the Hilbert scheme of twisted cubics also has a
singular lex-segment point.

1. Introduction

In [Sta20], we provide a classification of Hilbert schemes Hilbp(Pn), parametrizing closed
subschemes of projective space Pn with a specified Hilbert polynomial p, that have unique
Borel-fixed points. These Hilbert schemes are smooth and our classification reveals the
existence of natural probability distributions where smooth Hilbert schemes occur with prob-
ability greater than 0.5. Based on our underlying “geography” of Hilbert schemes, further
smooth examples are promptly found, leaving open the challenge of understanding whether
all smooth Hilbert schemes fall into known classes. This is achieved by Skjelnes–Smith in
[SS20], where our classification comprises two of the main classes of smooth Hilbert schemes.
Multigraded Hilbert schemes Hilbh(S), parametrizing homogeneous ideals in a multigraded

polynomial ring S with a specified Hilbert function h, generalize Hilbert schemes by using
a broader notion of degree. Introduced in [HS04], these quasi-projective schemes include
Hilbert schemes of points in affine space and toric Hilbert schemes, among other examples.
Their geometry is not well-understood. All pathologies that occur for Hilbert schemes also
occur for multigraded Hilbert schemes, but further complications arise: toric Hilbert schemes
can be disconnected [San05] and lexicographic points do not exist for general multigradings.
A natural question is: To what extent does the classification of smooth Hilbert schemes ex-

tend to multigraded Hilbert schemes? For example, multigraded Hilbert schemes parametriz-
ing admissible ideals in two variables are nonsingular [MS10]. A key fact used in these classi-
fications is that lex-segment, or lex-most, ideals are smooth [RS97]. Thus, an important first
step towards the general case is to understand the geometry of multigraded Hilbert schemes
at lex-segment ideals, when they exist. In this paper, we study the component structures of
some explicit standard-graded Hilbert schemes closely related to Hilbert schemes.
Let S := K[x0, x1, . . . , xn], where K is a field of characteristic 0. We prove the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let Mh =
⋃s

i=0M
ki
i be the irreducible decomposition of the standard-graded

Hilbert scheme Mh := Hilbh(S), where Mki
i has dimension ki. Let I0 be the lex-segment ideal

with Hilbert function h. In the following cases, let hi be the Hilbert function of the saturated
Borel-fixed ideal having Hilbert polynomial p(d) and regularity reg(I0)− i. We have

• for n = 3 and Hilbert polynomial p(d) = 4d:
– Mh1 = M24

0 ∪M22
1 with I0 ∈ M24

0 ∩M22
1 ,

– Mh2 = M28
0 ∪M25

1 ∪M23
2 ∪M16

3 with I0 ∈ M28
0 ∩M25

1 ∩M23
2 ;
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• for n = 3 and Hilbert polynomial p(d) = 4d− 1:
– Mh1 = M22

0 ∪M20
1 with I0 ∈ M22

0 ∩M20
1 ;

• for n = 2 and Hilbert polynomial p(d) = 4:
– Mh1 = M8

0 ∪M8
1 with I0 ∈ M8

0 ∩M8
1 ;

• for n = 3 and Hilbert polynomial p(d) = 3d+ 1:
– Mh1 = M17

0 ∪M15
1 ∪M12

2 with I0 ∈ M17
0 ∩M15

1 .

In stark constrast to Hilbp(Pn), these lex-segment points all lie in nonempty intersections of
irreducible components. The examples we study are roughly organized, first, by admissible
Hilbert polynomial according to the Macaulay tree [Sta20, §2] and, second, according to
Hilbert functions that appear naturally when studying (classical) Hilbert schemes; cf. [Got08].
Irreducible components then emerge by considering ideals of fixed regularity.
A first example of a singular lex-segment ideal is given in [RS20]. Our examples broaden

the class of known singular lex-segments and raise many interesting questions: Are all lex-
segment points of this kind singular? Do they always lie in the largest numbers of irreducible
components? Are these numbers of irreducible components containing lex-segment points
unbounded when we vary the Hilbert schemes in natural ways? Does Murphy’s Law hold at
lex-segment points? Does the classification of smooth Hilbert schemes extend “up to” these
examples with singular lex-segments?
In subsequent sections, we provide a more detailed analysis of the component structures of

the standard-graded Hilbert schemes listed above, as well as pointing out some nonsingular
standard-graded Hilbert schemes along the way.

Conventions. Throughout, K is a field of characteristic 0, N denotes the nonnegative inte-
gers, and (after §2.1) S := K[x0, x1, . . . , xn] is a standard Z-graded polynomial ring over K,
endowed with the reverse lexicographic monomial ordering unless otherwise stated.

Acknowledgments. We thank Chris Brav for helpful suggestions and encouragement, and
Matt Satriano for suggestions for improving the presentation. This research was supported
by a Geometry and Topology postdoctoral fellowship at the University of Waterloo.

2. Background and Useful Tools

In this section, we highlight some basic facts and useful tools for studying Hilbert schemes.

2.1. Basic Facts. Let R be a unital commutative ring and S := R[x0, x1, . . . , xn] be the
polynomial ring over R. A multigrading on S is a monoid homomorphism deg : Nn+1 → A,
where A is an abelian group; the submonoid A+ := deg(Nn+1) is assumed to generate A
as a group. A multigrading determines a decomposition S =

⊕

d∈A Sd into multigraded
components Sd :=

⊕

deg(u)=d Rxu, where xu := xu0

0 xu1

1 · · ·xun
n . We use the standard grading

deg : Nn+1 → Z, (u0, u1, . . . , un) 7→ u0+u1+ · · ·+un, but refer to some facts that apply more
generally. A multigrading is positive if S0 = R—the standard grading is positive. An ideal
I ⊆ S is admissible if it is homogeneous with respect to the multigrading and Sd/Id is a
locally free R-module of finite rank, for all d ∈ A. When S is positively multigraded, this
is equivalent to S/I being flat over R [MS05, §18.5]. For an admissible ideal I, the Hilbert

function hS/I : A → Z of S/I is defined by hS/I(d) := rkK(Sd/Id), for all d ∈ A. It is common
to refer to hS/I as the Hilbert function of I and use the notation hI , however, working with
the standard grading, we refer to hI(d) := hS(d)−hS/I(d) as the Hilbert function of I. Every
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such standard-graded I has a Hilbert polynomial pS/I , that is, a polynomial pS/I with
Q-coefficients such that hS/I(d) = pS/I(d) for d ≫ 0; see [BH93, Theorem 4.1.3].
Admissible ideals are parametrized by multigraded Hilbert schemes, whose existence and

fundamental properties are expounded by Haiman–Sturmfels in [HS04]. We collect some key
facts about multigraded Hilbert schemes in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let S be multigraded and h : A → N be a function supported on A+.

(i) The admissible ideals in S with Hilbert function hS/I = h are parametrized by a quasi-

projective scheme Hilbh(S) called the multigraded Hilbert scheme.
(ii) If the multigrading on S is positive, then Hilbh(S) is projective.
(iii) If R = K is a field, then the Zariski tangent space to Hilbh(S) at a K-point I ⊆ S

equals HomS(I, S/I)0, the degree-0 part of the multigraded S-module HomS(I, S/I).

Proof. See Section 1 of [HS04]. �

Example 2.2. Many common parameter spaces are multigraded Hilbert schemes.

(i) The Hilbert scheme Hilbp(Pn) is isomorphic to the multigraded Hilbert scheme Hilbh(S),
where h(d) = p(d), for d ≥ d0, and h(d) =

(

n+d
n

)

, for d < d0 (meaning 0 when d < 0);
here d0 is the Gotzmann number of p [HS04, Lemma 4.1].

(ii) If A = 0 is trivial, then Hilbh(S) is the Hilbert scheme of h(0) points in An+1.
(iii) Let the multigrading be positive with A ∼= Zr and set h(d) = 1, for d ∈ A+, and h(d) = 0

otherwise. Then Hilbh(S) is the toric Hilbert scheme of Peeva–Stillman [PS02].

When S is standard-graded and I is admissible, we refer to HilbhI (S) to mean HilbhS/I (S).
We also use the notation Mh := Hilbh(S), when S is clear from context.

The saturation of an ideal I ⊆ S is the ideal

Isat := (I : m∞) =
⋃

k≥1

{

f ∈ S | fmk ⊆ I
}

,

where m := 〈x0, x1, . . . , xn〉 is the irrelevant ideal of S. The inclusion I ⊆ Isat always holds;
if S is standard-graded and I is homogeneous, then Isat is homogeneous, Id ⊆ Isatd for all
d ∈ Z, and Id = Isatd for d ≫ 0.

2.2. Initial Ideals. Let S := K[x0, x1, . . . , xn] be standard-graded and let > be a monomial
ordering with x0 > x1 > · · · > xn; we assume a familiarity with monomial orderings and
initial ideals, as provided in [CLO15]. The following result is often used in the study of the
component structure of the Hilbert scheme.

Theorem 2.3. Given an ideal I ⊆ S and a monomial ordering > on S, there exists a family
J = {Ja} ⊆ S[a] of ideals such that

(i) J1 = I and Ja
∼= I by a scaling of variables, for a 6= 0, and

(ii) lima→0 Ja = in I.

Proof. See [Bay82, §2.12], [Ree92, Theorem 3], or [Eis95, §15.8]. �

Here in I = in>(I) ⊆ S is the initial ideal of I with respect to >. To study standard-graded
Hilbert schemes, we assume I is homogeneous and work directly with the family J rather
than with the flat family ProjS[a]/J → SpecK[a] ∼= A1

K. The theorem says that given any
homogeneous ideal I, there is a morphism SpecK[a] → HilbhI (S) with fibre I at a = 1 and
fibre in>(I) at a = 0. Consider the graded S[a]-module HomS[a](J, S[a]/J), where J ⊆ S[a]
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is homogeneous (and deg a = 0). Then HomS[a](J, S[a]/J)0 is a K[a]-module and another
useful result is the following.

Lemma 2.4. The dimension of HomS(Ja, S/Ja)0 is upper semi-continuous on SpecK[a].

Proof. By Theorem 2.1(iii), the K-vector space HomS(Ja, S/Ja)0 is the Zariski tangent space
TJaM to the standard-graded Hilbert scheme M := HilbhJ0 (S) at the point Ja and, more
generally, the dimension of TIM is upper semi-continuous for I in M [GW10, §6.6]. �

In practice, these two results tell us that the initial ideal lies on the same component of
the standard-graded Hilbert scheme as the ideal itself and that the dimension of the tangent
space cannot decrease when specializing to the initial ideal.
The action of an element γ ∈ GLn+1(K) on S is defined by γ · xj :=

∑n
i=0 γijxi. The

Borel-subgroup of GLn+1(K) consists of the upper-triangular matrices. The generic initial

ideal gin I = gin>(I) ⊆ S of a homogeneous ideal I ⊆ S is the initial ideal of a generic
change-of-coordinates of I. Specifically, we have the following.

Theorem 2.5 (Galligo). If I ⊆ S is a homogeneous ideal, then there exists a Zariski open
subset U ⊆ GLn+1(K) such that in γI = in γ′I, for all γ, γ′ ∈ U . Moreover, this common
initial ideal, called gin I, is Borel-fixed.

A monomial ideal I ⊆ S is strongly stable if, for all monomials m ∈ I, for all xj dividing
m, and for all i < j, we have x−1

j mxi ∈ I. In characteristic 0, this condition is equivalent to
being Borel-fixed. (In positive characteristic, the condition is more involved.) The Borel

partial ordering on the monomials of S is the transitive closure of the following: for each
monomial m, for all xj dividing m, and all i < j, the monomial x−1

j mxi is larger than m.

Proof. The original is [Gal74], but we are interested in the generalization by Bayer–Stillman
[BS87b, Proposition 1], [Eis95, §15.9]. �

Combining Galligo’s theorem with the degeneration to the initial ideal shows that every ir-
reducible component and intersection of irreducible components of a standard-graded Hilbert
scheme Hilbh(S) contains a Borel-fixed point.

Example 2.6 (Lex-segment ideals). The most important Borel-fixed ideals are the lex-
segment ideals. These are defined with respect to the lexicographic ordering, in which
xu > xv if ui > vi, where i is minimal such that ui 6= vi. Given a homogeneous ideal I ⊆ S
with Hilbert function h = hI , the lex-segment ideal with Hilbert function h is the ideal
L whose degree-d component Ld is spanned by the h(d) greatest monomials in lexicographic
order; that L is an ideal is a theorem of Macaulay [Mac27], [MS05, §2.4]. The corresponding
nonsingular point ProjS/L ∈ Hilbp(Pn) is called the lexicographic point [RS97].

Another useful monomial ordering is the reverse lexicographic ordering, in which
xu > xv if uj < vj, where j is maximal such that uj 6= vj . Despite the importance of
lexicographic order, the reverse lexicographic ordering is optimized to computing Gröbner
bases [BS87b]. We use the reverse lexicographic ordering unless specified otherwise.

2.3. Deformation Theory. Although nearly superfluous for gaining a basic understanding
of the component structures described in the following sections, deformation theory offers a
powerful experimental tool for probing the (analytically) local geometry of Hilbert schemes.
This is done via the power series ansatz, which is implemented [Ilt12] in Macaulay2 [GS].
The power series ansatz is the procedure that lifts an ideal, degree-by-degree, over a ring
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of deformation parameters (of dimension equal to that of the Zariski tangent space at the
ideal in the Hilbert scheme or a local analogue). At each stage, corrections might need to be
made to eliminate the obstructions to lifting the ideal. The implementation is described in
[Ilt12], an introduction to the process is given in [Ste95], and a classic example done by hand
is provided in [PS85, §5] (a detailed exposition in [Sta] summarizes the basics and follows
concrete examples). The ansatz may not terminate, but when it does it provides a local view
of the multigraded Hilbert scheme. As in the case of twisted cubics, it can also provide a
local view of the Hilbert scheme, when the Comparison Theorem holds [PS85, §3].

Example 2.7. We demonstrate how to quickly produce a description of the local geometry of
the scheme Hilbh1(S) at the lex-segment ideal I ′0 := 〈x2, xy, xz, xt2, y4, y3z〉 in S := K[x, y, z, t]
with h1 = hI′

0
= (0, 0, 3, 10, 22, 40, 65, . . .); the component structure of this scheme is described

in Theorem 5.1. Note that I ′0 has Hilbert polynomial pS/I′
0
(d) = 3d+ 1.

Macaulay2, version 1.17.2.1
with packages: ConwayPolynomials, Elimination, IntegralClosure, InverseSystems,

LLLBases, MinimalPrimes, PrimaryDecomposition, ReesAlgebra,
Saturation, TangentCone

i1 : S = QQ[x,y,z,t];

i2 : I0’ = ideal(x^2, x*y, x*z, x*t^2, y^4, y^3*z);

o2 : Ideal of S

The next line computes the dimension of the tangent space TI′
0
Hilbh1(S).

i3 : n = rank source ambient basis(0, Hom(I0’, S/I0’))

o3 = 18

As explained in §5, we expect I ′0 to lie in two irreducible components, of dimensions 17 and
15. To see this computationally, we proceed as follows.
i4 : needsPackage "VersalDeformations"
--loading configuration for package "VersalDeformations" from file /Users/ ...

o4 = VersalDeformations

o4 : Package

i5 : time (F,R,G,C) = localHilbertScheme(gens I0’, Verbose => 2); use S;
Calculating first order deformations and obstruction space
Calculating first order relations
Calculating standard expressions for obstructions
Starting lifting
Order 2
Order 3
Order 4
Order 5
Order 6
Order 7
Order 8
Order 9
Order 10
Order 11
Order 12
Order 13
Solution is polynomial

-- used 1.02269 seconds

Now we extract the obstruction ideal.
i7 : ob = ideal sum G

o7 = ideal (- u u - u u , u u - u u , u u - 2u u )
10 18 16 18 11 18 17 18 9 18 14 18
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o7 : Ideal of S[u ..u ]
1 18

We see by inspection that the ideal is as expected from Theorem 5.1, with primary decompo-
sition 〈u10+u16, u11−u17, u9− 2u14〉 ∩ 〈u18〉 ⊂ Q[u1, u2, . . . , u18]. The Macaulay2 commands
to see this are as follows, first removing the variables x, y, z, t from the ambient obstruction
ring.
i8 : Ob = QQ[u_1..u_n]; phi = map(Ob, ring ob, vars Ob); ob = phi(ob)

o9 : RingMap Ob <--- S[u ..u ]
1 18

o10 = ideal (- u u - u u , u u - u u , u u - 2u u )
10 18 16 18 11 18 17 18 9 18 14 18

o10 : Ideal of Ob

i11 : time pd = primaryDecomposition ob; #pd
-- used 0.0389783 seconds

o12 = 2

i13 : for i in pd do << dim i << endl;
17
15

i14 : exit

Process M2 finished

Hence, we see irreducible components of dimensions 17 and 15 meeting at the lex-segment
ideal I ′0. Similar analyses work at other points and on our examples in the coming sections.

3. Standard-graded Hilbert Schemes and an Example of Gotzmann

In [Got08], Gotzmann studies the Hilbert scheme H := Hilb4d(P3) via its regularity stratifi-
cation, showing that H = HAV ∪HRS consists of two irreducible components. The component
HAV is 16-dimensional and has general point defined by an arithmetically Cohen–Macaulay
curve in P3. It is generically nonsingular [Ell75]. The lexicographic component HRS is 23-
dimensional, has general member defined by a degenerate quartic curve union two points, and
is also generically nonsingular [RS97]. The components intersect transversally and are ratio-
nal; this is easily seen using the power series ansatz [Ste95, §1], implemented in Macaulay2
[Ilt12].
We exhibit some interesting properties of standard-graded Hilbert schemes closely related

to H . In particular, these standard-graded Hilbert schemes provide new examples of singular
lex-segment ideals, lying in multiple irreducible components.

3.1. Setup and a First Example. To begin, we list the possible Hilbert functions of
saturated ideals defining points of H . In fact, it suffices to list the Hilbert functions of
saturated Borel-fixed ideals with Hilbert polynomial p(d) = 4d. Letting S := K[x, y, z, t]
denote the homogeneous coordinate ring of P3, these are as follows:

I0 = 〈x, y5, y4z2〉, h0 = (0, 1, 4, 10, 20, 36, 60, . . .),

I1 = 〈x2, xy, xz, y5, y4z〉, h1 = (0, 0, 3, 9, 19, 36, 60, . . .),

I2 = 〈x2, xy, xz2, y4〉, h2 = (0, 0, 2, 8, 19, 36, 60, . . .),

I3 = 〈x2, xy, y3〉, h3 = (0, 0, 2, 8, 19, 36, 60, . . .),

where hi := hIi and Ii has regularity 6 − i. The list of ideals can be derived using Reeves’
algorithm [Ree92, MN14]. Suppose X ⊂ P3 is a closed subscheme with Hilbert polynomial
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4d and let IX ⊂ S denote the saturated ideal of X , i.e. IX :=
⊕

d≥0 H
0(P3, IX(d)) where

IX is the ideal sheaf of X . By Galligo’s theorem, gin IX is Borel-fixed. Further, under the
reverse lexicographic ordering, gin IX has regularity equal to that of IX [BS87a, §2] and is
saturated [Gre10, Theorem 2.30], so is in the given list. In particular, the Hilbert function
of IX equals that of gin IX and is listed.
The first standard-graded Hilbert scheme related to H that we examine parametrizes all

homogeneous ideals J ⊂ S with Hilbert function h0 = (0, 1, 4, 10, 20, 36, 60, . . .), i.e. equal to
that of the lexicographic ideal I0. We denote this scheme by Mh0 and prove the following.

Proposition 3.1. The scheme Mh0 is nonsingular and irreducible of dimension 21.

Proof. Let J ⊂ S be a point of Mh0 . Inspecting the Hilbert function, one finds J = 〈ℓ, f, g〉
has generators ℓ ∈ S1, f = ℓ′h ∈ S5, and g = qh ∈ S6, where ℓ′ ∈ S1 \Kℓ, h ∈ S4 \ S3ℓ, and
q ∈ S2 \S1〈ℓ, ℓ

′〉 [Got08, §2.4]. Counting parameters shows this is a 21-dimensional family, of
which I0 is a member. On the other hand, ginJ is Borel-fixed with Hilbert function h0, which
necessitates gin J = I0 (see Lemma 3.3 below). The lex-segment point I0 is nonsingular, as
one verifies as in Example 2.7 that dimK TI0M

h0 = dimKHomS(I0, S/I0)0 = 21. By upper
semi-continuity of dimK TIM

h0 , the point J is also nonsingular. �

This simple proof generalizes to standard-graded Hilbert schemes with unique lex-segment
ideals that are nonsingular. That is, the following holds, for any S := K[x0, x1, . . . , xn].

Proposition 3.2. Let M := Hilbh(S) be a standard-graded Hilbert scheme. If M has a
unique Borel-fixed point I ⊆ S and I is nonsingular, then M is nonsingular and irreducible.

Proof. For every J ∈ M , we have gin J = I and so upper semi-continuity of the dimension
of the tangent space proves the claim. �

3.2. A Lex-Segment Ideal on Two Components. Next we study the standard-graded
Hilbert scheme Mh1 parametrizing ideals of S := K[x, y, z, t] with Hilbert function h1. First,
we compile a list of Borel-fixed ideals with Hilbert function h1. To do so, we use the following
straight-forward fact.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that I ⊂ S is a non-saturated Borel-fixed ideal and d is a positive inte-
ger. Then Isat is Borel-fixed and Id is obtained from Isatd by successively removing monomials
that are minimal in Borel partial order.

Proof. Let f ∈ Isat, so that all m ∈ m
k satisfy fm ∈ I, for some k > 0. If xj |f and i < j, then

(x−1
j fxi)m = x−1

j (fm)xi ∈ I implies x−1
j fxi ∈ Isat, i.e. Isat is Borel-fixed. The containment

Id ⊆ Isatd holds for all I and d. Suppose that hI(d) < hIsat(d), so that a monomial basis of Id
is obtained from a monomial basis of Isatd by removing monomials. No removed monomial is
greater than a monomial of Id, in the Borel partial order. As the set of removed monomials
is finite, its elements can be enumerated by selecting a minimal one and repeating on those
that remain. �

Let I be Borel-fixed with Hilbert function h1 = (0, 0, 3, 9, 19, 36, 60, . . .). Then either
Isat = I0 or Isat = I1, as hI(2) = 3 > 2 = h2(2) = h3(2). Having Isat = I1 would imply
I = I1, so suppose that Isat = I0. Then I is obtained from I0 by removing a single monomial
in each degree from 1 to 4. There is a unique way to do this: remove x, xt, xt2, and xt3. In
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other words, we obtain the list

I ′0 = 〈x2, xy, xz, xt4, y5, y4z2〉,

I1 = 〈x2, xy, xz, y5, y4z〉,

of Borel-fixed ideals with Hilbert function h1. The ideal I ′0 is the lex-segment ideal for h1.
Given this complete list of Borel-fixed ideals on Mh1 , we study the component structure

of the standard-graded Hilbert scheme Mh1 . In particular, we discover a standard-graded
lex-segment ideal contained in the intersection of the two irreducible components of Mh1 .

Theorem 3.4. The scheme Mh1 consists of two irreducible components Mh1
0 and Mh1

1 , where
dimMh1

0 = 24, dimMh1
1 = 22, I1 ∈ Mh1

1 \Mh1
0 , and I ′0 ∈ Mh1

0 ∩Mh1
1 .

Proof. Suppose that J ∈ Mh1 is a point with ginJ = I1. As I1 is saturated, so is J [Gre10,
Theorem 2.30], and it follows that there is a bijective morphism J 7→ ProjS/J between the
family of such ideals and the regularity 5 locus R5 ⊂ H ; the locus R5 is 22-dimensional [Got08,
§2.3] and we denote by Mh1

1 the closure of the corresponding family in Mh1 . Generically, the
points of any irreducible component of Mh1

1 specialize to I1. On the other hand, repeating
the steps in Example 2.7 shows that the obstruction ideal for I1 is prime, meaning that
Mh1 is, analytically locally at I1, an irreducible 22-dimensional quadratic singularity with
dimK TI1M

h1 = 24 [Ilt12]. That is, I1 lies on a unique irreducible component of Mh1 and so
Mh1

1 must be this component. Note that the ideal K1 := 〈x2 − xt, xy, xz, y4z, y5〉 ∈ Mh1
1 is

nonsingular and specializes to I1.
Now suppose J ∈ Mh1 has gin J = I ′0, so that J has regularity 6 and is non-saturated.

Then Jsat is in Mh0 , so that Jsat = 〈ℓ, f, g〉 is as described in Proposition 3.1. Comparing
J with Jsat shows that J = 〈ℓℓ1, ℓℓ2, ℓℓ3, ℓℓ

4
4, f, g〉, where ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3, ℓ4 is a basis for S1. That

is, the map J 7→ Jsat is a bundle over Mh0 with fibres isomorphic to G(3, S1) ∼= P1. So
these ideals form an irreducible, nonsingular, projective family of dimension 24 = 21 + 3,
which we denote by Mh1

0 . The regularity 6 ideal K0 := 〈x2 − xt, xy, xz, xt4, y5, y4z2〉 ∈ Mh1
0

has dimK TK0
Mh1 = 24, showing that Mh1

0 is an irreducible component of Mh1 . Moreover
the regularity 5 ideal 〈x2, xy, xz, xt4 − y4z, y5〉 = 〈x2, xy, xz, xt4 − y4z, y5, y4z2〉 specializes
to I ′0, showing that I ′0 lies in Mh1

0 ∩Mh1
1 . In fact, the universal deformation space at I ′0 can

be computed in Macaulay2, explicitly showing that Mh1 is analytically locally a transverse
intersection of two rational components, of dimensions 24 and 22, at the point I ′0 [Ilt12].
Finally, if J ∈ Mh1 is an arbitrary point, then gin J must be either I ′0 or I1, so J belongs

to either Mh1
0 or Mh1

1 . �

3.3. A Lex-Segment Ideal on Three Components. The last standard-graded Hilbert
scheme in this sequence is Mh2 , where h2 = h3 = (0, 0, 2, 8, 19, 36, 60, . . .) is the Hilbert
function of the ideals I2 and I3. Again, we begin with a list of its Borel-fixed ideals:

I ′0 = 〈x2, xy, xz2, xzt2, xt4, y5, y4z2〉,

I ′1 = 〈x2, xy, xz2, xzt2, y5, y4z〉,

I2 = 〈x2, xy, xz2, y4〉,

I3 = 〈x2, xy, y3〉,

derived from the saturated Borel-fixed ideals with Hilbert polynomial 4d using Lemma 3.3.
8



3.3.1. In a neighbourhood of I3. Let J ∈ Mh2 have gin J = I3, so that J is saturated, of
regularity 3. Then ProjS/J lies in the regularity 3 locus R3 ⊂ H [Got08, §2.1] and J lies
in the corresponding 16-dimensional family of ideals, whose closure we denote Mh2

3 . One
checks that dimK TI3M

h2 = dimKHomS(I3, S/I3)0 = 16, so Mh2
3 is an irreducible component

of Mh2 . Alternatively, one may observe that I3 defines an arithmetically Cohen–Macaulay
scheme [Har10, §8] that is nonsingular on Hilb4d(P3) [Ell75] and the Comparison Theorem
[PS85, §3] holds at I3. This component corresponds to Gotzmann’s HAV .

3.3.2. In a neighbourhood of I2. Let J ∈ Mh2 have gin J = I2, so that J is saturated, of
regularity 4. So ProjS/J is in the locus R4 ⊂ H and J ∈ Mh2

2 , where Mh2
2 denotes the

closure of the 23-dimensional family of ideals corresponding to R4. As R4 is irreducible, so
is Mh2

2 . The regularity 3 ideal 〈x2, xy, xz2 − y3〉 = 〈x2, xy, xz2 − y3, y4〉 specializes to I2,
revealing that I2 ∈ Mh2

2 ∩ Mh2
3 . Notice that K2 := 〈x2 − xt, xy, xz2, y4〉 belongs to Mh2

2

and has dimK TK2
Mh2 = 23, so is a nonsingular point. One can verify that I2 satisfies the

Comparison Theorem and its universal deformation space is a transverse intersection of a
rational 16-dimensional and a rational 23-dimensional component [Ilt12].

3.3.3. In a neighbourhood of I ′1. Let J ∈ Mh2 have gin J = I ′1, so that J is non-saturated,
of regularity 5. As ProjS/J ∈ R5 ⊂ H , we have Jsat ∈ Mh1

1 from Theorem 3.4. Gotzmann
shows that points ofR5 have saturated ideals of the form ℓ〈ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3〉+〈f1, f2〉, where ℓ, ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3
are linear, ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3 are linearly independent, and f1, f2 ∈ S5 (and satisfy further conditions).
Let ℓ4 complete the basis of S1. Then J is obtained degree-by-degree from Jsat by: first,
choosing a plane in Jsat

2 = K〈ℓℓ1, ℓℓ2, ℓℓ3〉 (say K〈ℓℓ1, ℓℓ2〉, by a coordinate-change); second,
choosing a line in K〈ℓℓ23, ℓℓ3ℓ4〉; and third, setting Jd = Jsat

d , for d ≥ 4. This means the map
J 7→ Jsat is a P1-bundle over a P2-bundle over the irreducible family Mh1

1 , i.e. these ideals
form an irreducible family of dimension 22 + 2 + 1 = 25, whose closure in Mh2 we denote by
Mh2

1 . A nonsingular member of Mh2
1 specializing to I ′1 is K1 := 〈x2−xt, xy, xz2, xzt2, y5, y4z〉.

The regularity 4 ideal 〈x2, xy, xz2, xzt2 − y4〉 = 〈x2, xy, xz2, xzt2 − y4, y5, y4z〉 specializes to
I ′1, showing that I ′1 ∈ Mh2

2 . Hence, we have I ′1 ∈ Mh2
1 ∩ Mh2

2 . In fact, the power series
ansatz also explicitly shows that analytically locally I ′1 lies in the intersection of a rational
23-dimensional component and a rational 25-dimensional component [Ilt12].

3.3.4. In a neighbourhood of I ′0. Let J ∈ Mh2 have gin J = I ′0, so that J is non-saturated, of
regularity 6. As ProjS/J ∈ R6 ⊂ H , we know that Jsat = 〈ℓ, ℓ′h, qh〉 ∈ Mh0 has the form
described in Proposition 3.1. Comparing Hilbert functions shows that J is obtained from Jsat

as follows: first, remove ℓ; second, choose a plane in Jsat
2 = S1ℓ (say K〈ℓx, ℓy〉 up to a change-

of-basis); third, as dimK S1J2 = 7, choose a line in Jsat
3 \ S1J2 = S2ℓ \ S1J2 (say spanned by

some ℓq′ ∈ K〈ℓz2, ℓzt, ℓt2〉); fourth, as dimK S1J3 = 18, choose a line in Jsat
4 \S1J3 = S3ℓ\S1J3

(say spanned by some ℓp ∈ K〈ℓz3, ℓz2t, ℓzt2, ℓt3〉\K〈ℓq′z, ℓq′t〉); finally, set Jd = Jsat
d , for d ≥ 5.

In other words, the map J 7→ Jsat is a P1-bundle over a P2-bundle over a G(2, S1ℓ)-bundle
over Mh0 . This shows that the family of such ideals is nonsingular, irreducible, projective,
and of dimension 21 + 4 + 2 + 1 = 28. Of course, the lex-segment ideal I ′0 is one such ideal.
Another such ideal isK0 := 〈x2, xy−xt, xz2, xzt2, xt4, y5, y4z2〉, which has dimK TK0

Mh2 = 28,
so the family is an irreducible component, which we denote by Mh2

0 .
9



Consider the nonsingular point K2 := 〈x2 − xt, xy, xz2, y4〉 ∈ Mh2
2 . The change-of-basis

γ : x 7→ x+ t, y 7→ x+ y, z 7→ x, t 7→ z transforms K2 into the ideal

γK2 := 〈xy + xz − xt + yt+ zt− t2, x2 − xz + 2xt− zt + t2,

xz2 − 2xzt + z2t+ xt2 − 2zt2 + t3,

y4 − 4y3t + 6y2t2 − 3xzt2 + 2xt3 − 4yt3 − 3zt3 + 3t4〉

in Mh2
2 and the lexicographic initial ideal of γK2 is I ′0, showing that I ′0 also belongs to Mh2

2 .
Moreover, the ideal 〈x2, xy, xz2, xzt2, xt4 − y4z, y5〉 = 〈x2, xy, xz2, xzt2, xt4 − y4z, y5, y4z2〉
has regularity 5 and specializes to I ′0, showing that I ′0 ∈ Mh2

1 . Hence, we have shown that
I ′0 lies in the triple intersection Mh2

0 ∩ Mh2
1 ∩ Mh2

2 . To see that I ′0 /∈ Mh2
3 , note that any

subfamily of Mh2
3 containing I ′0 defines a flat family in HAV containing the lexicographic

point ProjS/I ′0; this is a contradiction by smoothness of ProjS/I ′0 [RS97]. The power series
ansatz terminates for I ′0, but the obstruction ideal is too complicated to directly obtain its
primary decomposition. However, one quickly identifies a unique 28-dimensional irreducible
component and the residual scheme has dimension 25, as expected from our description.

Theorem 3.5. The standard-graded Hilbert scheme Mh2 consists of four irreducible compo-
nents, of dimensions 16, 23, 25, and 28. The lex-segment ideal with Hilbert function h2 lies in
the intersection of the three highest-dimensional components.

Proof. If J ∈ Mh2 , then ginJ is one of the aforementioned Borel-fixed ideals, so J belongs to
one of the identified components Mh2

0 ,Mh2
1 ,Mh2

2 , or Mh2
3 . Hence, the preceding paragraphs

identify all irreducible components of Mh2 . (In particular, a nonsingular point is identified
in each component.) �

Remark 3.6. The incidence complex of M = Mh2 = Hilbh2(K[x, y, z, t]) is as follows. Here
the upper index at a node displays the dimension of the corresponding irreducible component.

M16
3 M23

2

M25
1

M28
0

I ′0

I3

I2

I ′1

4. Nearby Examples

The analysis of the previous section can be performed on many examples. Here we do this
at the nodes immediately preceding Gotzmann’s example in the codimension 2 Hilbert tree.

4.1. An Example in the Plane. The Hilbert scheme Hilb4(P2) has two Borel-fixed points,
with saturated ideals in S := K[x, y, z] and Hilbert functions as follows:

I0 = 〈x, y4〉, h0 = (0, 1, 3, 6, 11, 17, . . .),

I1 = 〈x2, xy, y3〉, h1 = (0, 0, 2, 6, 11, 17, . . .),
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where Ii has regularity 4 − i. The standard-graded Hilbert scheme Mh0 := Hilbh0(S) is
nonsingular and irreducible, of dimension 6, comprised of ideals of the form 〈ℓ, f〉 where
ℓ ∈ S1, f ∈ S4, and ℓ ∤ f .
We study the standard-graded Hilbert scheme Mh1 := Hilbh1(S). Its Borel-fixed points are

I ′0 = 〈x2, xy, xz2, y4〉,

I1 = 〈x2, xy, y3〉,

where I ′0 is obtained from I0 via Lemma 3.3. We prove the following result.

Theorem 4.1. The standard-graded Hilbert scheme Mh1 is a union of two 8-dimensional
components Mh1

0 ,Mh1
1 with lex-segment ideal I ′0 ∈ Mh1

0 ∩Mh1
1 and I1 ∈ Mh1

1 \Mh1
0 .

Proof. Every J ∈ Mh1 has J2 = K〈q1, q2〉 spanned by two quadrics. If q1, q2 do not share
a common factor, then J = 〈q1, q2〉 is a complete intersection ideal and the Koszul complex
shows that J has regularity 3; moreover, J is saturated and ginJ = I1. Conversely, suppose
that J has ginJ = I1, so that J is saturated of regularity 3, and suppose that q1, q2 do share a
common factor, say q1 = ℓℓ1, q2 = ℓℓ2, where ℓ, ℓ1, ℓ2 ∈ S1 and ℓ1, ℓ2 are linearly independent.
Then there is a cubic generator p ∈ J3 \ S1J2 and we must have ℓ ∤ p, as J is saturated but
ℓ /∈ J . This shows that J = 〈ℓℓ1, ℓℓ2, p〉 with ℓ ∤ p; moreover, h1(4) = 11 implies p ∈ 〈ℓ1, ℓ2〉.
Let Mh1

1 denote the closure of the family of ideals J with gin J = I1. Then the subfamily
of complete intersections has dimension 8, while the family of ideals with a cubic generator
has dimension 7, so Mh1

1 has dimension 8. In fact, we have dimK TI1M
h1 = 8, so I1 is a

nonsingular point and Mh1
1 is an irreducible component of Mh1 .

On the other hand, if J has ginJ = I ′0, then J is non-saturated, of regularity 4, and
Jsat ∈ Mh0 has the form 〈ℓ, f〉 where ℓ ∈ S1, f ∈ S4, and ℓ ∤ f . To obtain J from Jsat, first,
remove ℓ, second, choose a plane K〈ℓℓ1, ℓℓ2〉 ⊂ Jsat

2 = S1ℓ, and third, set Jd = Jsat
d , for d ≥ 3.

This family is a P2-bundle over Mh0 , giving an irreducible, nonsingular, projective family of
dimension 6 + 2 = 8, which we denote by Mh1

0 . The ideal K0 := 〈x2 − xz, xy, xz2, y4〉 is
in Mh1

0 , with dimK TK0
Mh1 = 8, so Mh1

0 is an irreducible component. Moreover, the ideal
〈x2, xy, xz2 − y3〉 = 〈x2, xy, xz2 − y3, y4〉 has regularity 3 (and is nonsingular on Mh1

1 ) but
specializes to I ′0. This shows that I

′
0 ∈ Mh1

0 ∩Mh1
1 .

Any J ∈ Mh1 has gin J = I ′0 or ginJ = I1, so Mh1 = Mh1
0 ∪Mh1

1 . In fact, the power series
ansatz at I ′0 yields a transverse intersection of two 8-dimensional components. �

4.2. Lifting to Degree Four Space Curves. The Hilbert scheme Hilb4d−2(P3) has a unique
Borel-fixed point, so is nonsingular and irreducible [Sta20, Lemma 5.6]. If h0 denotes its
Hilbert function and I0 its ideal, then every homogeneous ideal J ⊂ S = K[x, y, z, t] with
Hilbert function h0 has gin J = I0 and is saturated. By Proposition 3.2, the standard-graded
Hilbert scheme Hilbh0(S) is nonsingular and irreducible; its dimension is 17 and its points
are complete intersection ideals 〈ℓ, f〉, for ℓ ∈ S1 and f ∈ S4.
Moving towards Gotzmann’s example, the Hilbert scheme Hilb4d−1(P3) has two Borel-fixed

points, with saturated ideals in S = K[x, y, z, t] and Hilbert functions as follows:

I0 = 〈x, y5, y4z〉, h0 = (0, 1, 4, 10, 20, 37, 61, . . .),

I1 = 〈x2, xy, xz, y4〉, h1 = (0, 0, 3, 9, 20, 37, 61, . . .),
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where Ii has regularity 5 − i. As in Proposition 3.1, the standard-graded Hilbert scheme
Hilbh0(S) is nonsingular and irreducible; its dimension is 19 and its points have the form
〈ℓ, ℓ1g, ℓ2g〉, where ℓ, ℓ1, ℓ2 ∈ S1 are linearly independent and g ∈ S4 such that ℓ ∤ g.
So let us examine Mh1 := Hilbh1(S). Its Borel-fixed ideals are

I ′0 = 〈x2, xy, xz, xt3, y5, y4z〉,

I1 = 〈x2, xy, xz, y4〉,

where I ′0 is obtained from I0 via Lemma 3.3. We aim to prove the following.

Theorem 4.2. We have Mh1 = Mh1
0 ∪Mh1

1 , where Mh1
0 is a 22-dimensional component, Mh1

1

is a 20-dimensional component, the lex-segment ideal I ′0 ∈ Mh1
0 ∩Mh1

1 , and I1 ∈ Mh1
1 \Mh1

0 .

4.2.1. In a neighbourhood of I1. Suppose that J ∈ Mh1 has gin J = I1, so that J is saturated,
of regularity 4. We have J2 = K〈q1, q2, q3〉, where the quadrics do not generate a complete
intersection ideal, so at least two of the quadrics share a common factor, say q1 = ℓℓ1 and
q2 = ℓℓ2 with ℓ1, ℓ2 linearly independent. But then dimK S1〈q1, q2〉 ∩ S1q3 = 2, which is only
possible if ℓ|q3 as well, so we set q3 = ℓℓ3. We find that dimK S1J2 = 9 and dimK S2J2 = 19,
so that J3 = S1J2 and there exists g ∈ J4\S2J2. If ℓ|g, then without loss of generality g = ℓℓ34,
where ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3, ℓ4 is a basis of S1, but then J = Jsat implies ℓ ∈ J , a contradiction. Thus, we
have J = 〈ℓℓ1, ℓℓ2, ℓℓ3, g〉 with g ∈ S4, ℓ ∤ g, and moreover g ∈ 〈ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3〉. A parameter count
shows that this family has dimension 20; we denote its Zariski closure by Mh1

1 . One verifies
that dimK TI1M

h1 = 20, so Mh1
1 is an irreducible component with nonsingular point I1.

4.2.2. In a neighbourhood of I ′0. If J ∈ Mh1 has gin J = I ′0, then J is non-saturated, of
regularity 5. This means Jsat ∈ Mh0 , so Jsat = 〈ℓ, ℓ′1g, ℓ

′
2g〉, where ℓ, ℓ′1, ℓ

′
2 ∈ S1 are linearly

independent and g ∈ S4 such that ℓ ∤ g. We obtain J from Jsat degree-by-degree by, first,
removing ℓ, and second, choosing a hyperplane K〈ℓℓ1, ℓℓ2, ℓℓ3〉 in Jsat

2 = S1ℓ; we then have
J3 = S1J2 and Jd = Jsat

d , for d ≥ 4. This means the family of such ideals has the structure of
a P3-bundle over Mh0 , resulting in a nonsingular, irreducible, projective family of dimension
19+3 = 22, which we denote by Mh1

0 . The ideal K0 = 〈x2−xt, xy, xz, xt3, y5, y4z〉 belongs to
Mh1

0 and has dimK TK0
M = 22, so Mh1

0 is an irreducible component. Further, the regularity
4 ideal 〈x2, xy, xz, xt3 − y4〉 = 〈x2, xy, xz, xt3 − y4, y5, y4z〉 ∈ Mh1

1 specializes to I ′0, showing
that the lex-segment ideal satisfies I ′0 ∈ Mh1

0 ∩Mh1
1 .

Proof of Theorem 4.2. If J ∈ Mh1 , then either ginJ = I ′0 or gin J = I1, so J belongs to one
of the identified components. Note that the power series ansatz terminates at I ′0, showing
the transverse intersection of Mh1

0 and Mh1
1 [Ilt12]. �

5. Twisted Cubics

We conclude with an example that has been hiding in plain sight for some time.

5.1. A Singular Lex-Segment Ideal of Twisted Cubics. The Borel-fixed points on
Hilb3d+1(P3) have saturated ideals in S = K[x, y, z, t] with Hilbert functions as follows:

I0 = 〈x, y4, y3z〉, h0 = (0, 1, 4, 10, 22, 40, 65, . . .),

I1 = 〈x2, xy, xz, y3〉, h1 = (0, 0, 3, 10, 22, 40, 65, . . .),

I2 = 〈x2, xy, y2〉, h2 = (0, 0, 3, 10, 22, 40, 65, . . .),

where Ii has regularity 4− i.
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Similarly to previous instances, Mh0 := Hilbh0(S) is a nonsingular and irreducible projec-
tive variety; its dimension is 14 and its points have the form 〈ℓ, ℓ1p, ℓ2p〉, where ℓ, ℓ1, ℓ2 are
linearly independent, p ∈ S3, and ℓ ∤ p.
Next, as h1 = h2, we study Mh1 := Hilbh1(S). Its Borel-fixed points are the following:

I ′0 = 〈x2, xy, xz, xt2, y4, y3z〉,

I1 = 〈x2, xy, xz, y3〉,

I2 = 〈x2, xy, y2〉,

where I ′0 is obtained via Lemma 3.3. The analysis is analogous to that of previous examples.

5.1.1. In a neighbourhood of I2. If J ∈ Mh1 has gin J = I2, then J is saturated, of regularity
2, and so J = 〈q1, q2, q3〉 is generated by quadrics. This family parametrizes the twisted
cubics. We denote its closure by Mh2

2 and note that dimMh1
2 = dimK TI2M

h1 = 12, so that
Mh1

2 is an irreducible component with nonsingular point I2.

5.1.2. In a neighbourhood of I1. If J ∈ Mh1 has gin J = I1, then J is saturated, of regularity
3, and again we know that J2 = K〈q1, q2, q3〉, where q1, q2, q3 now share a common factor. So
q1 = ℓℓ1, q2 = ℓℓ2, q3 = ℓℓ3, for some linear ℓ and linearly independent ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3 ∈ S1. These
quadrics generate a 9-dimensional subspace of S3, so there is an additional cubic generator,
say p ∈ J3. Then ℓ ∤ p, because otherwise J = Jsat implies ℓ ∈ J ; we further see that
dimK S1p ∩ S2〈ℓℓ1, ℓℓ2, ℓℓ3〉 = 1, so p ∈ 〈ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3〉. This family is in bijection with a dense
open subset of the lexicographic component of Hilb3d+1(P3), in other words, is an irreducible
component of dimension 15 [PS85, Lemma 4]; we denote its closure by Mh1

1 . The ideal
〈x2, xy, xz − y2〉 = 〈x2, xy, xz − y2, y3〉 specializes to I1 but has regularity 2, showing that
I1 ∈ Mh1

1 ∩Mh1
2 . This is expected of course, as I1 satisfies the Comparison Theorem and the

well-known description of the component structure of Hilb3d+1(P3) hinges on the termination
of the power series ansatz at I1 [PS85, Lemma 6].

5.1.3. In a neighbourhood of I ′0. If J ∈ Mh1 has gin J = I ′0, then J is non-saturated, of
regularity 4, and Jsat ∈ Mh0 equals 〈ℓ, ℓ′1p, ℓ

′
2p〉, where ℓ, ℓ′1, ℓ

′
2 are linearly independent,

p ∈ S3, and ℓ ∤ p. We obtain J from Jsat by first, removing ℓ, second, choosing a hyperplane
K〈ℓℓ1, ℓℓ2, ℓℓ3〉 ⊂ Jsat

2 = S1ℓ, and third, setting Jd = Jsat
d , for d ≥ 3. The family of such

ideals forms a P3-bundle over Mh0 , defining an irreducible, nonsingular, projective family of
dimension 14+3 = 17, which we denote by Mh1

0 . The ideal K0 = 〈x2−xt, xy, xz, xt2, y4, y3z〉
is in Mh1

0 and has dimK TK0
Mh1 = 17, showing that Mh1

0 is an irreducible component of Mh1 .
Observe that the ideal 〈x2, xy, xz, xt2 − y3〉 = 〈x2, xy, xz, xt2 − y3, y3z, y4〉 has regularity 3
and specializes to I ′0, showing that I ′0 ∈ Mh1

1 . Hence, the lex-segment ideal I ′0 lies in the
intersection Mh1

0 ∩ Mh1
1 . In fact, Example 2.7 demonstrates that the power series ansatz

terminates at I ′0, showing that the universal deformation space is a transverse intersection of
a rational 15-dimensional component and a rational 17-dimensional component [Ilt12].

Theorem 5.1. We have Mh1 = Mh1
0 ∪ Mh1

1 ∪ Mh1
2 , where the irreducible components have

dimensions dimMh1
0 = 17, dimMh1

1 = 15, and dimMh1
2 = 12, and the lex-segment ideal lies

in Mh1
0 ∩Mh1

1 .

Proof. Any ideal J with Hilbert function h1 must have gin J equal to I ′0, I1, or I2, and hence
lies in one of the identified components. The preceding paragraphs derive the decomposition
and show I ′0 ∈ Mh1

0 ∩Mh1
1 . �
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Remark 5.2. The incidence graph of M = Mh1 is as follows. The upper index at a node
displays the dimension of the corresponding irreducible component.

M12
2 M15

1 M17
0

I2

I1 I ′0
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