arXiv:2107.00040v2 [math.AC] 26 Jan 2022

PRODUCTS OF IDEALS AND GOLOD RINGS

KELLER VANDEBOGERT

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study conditions guaranteeing that a product of
ideals defines a Golod ring. We show that for a 3-dimensional regular local
ring (or 3-variable polynomial ring) (R, m), the ideal Im always defines a Golod
ring for any proper ideal I C R. We also show that non-Golod products of
ideals are ubiquitous; more precisely, we prove that for any proper ideal with
grade > 4, there exists an ideal J C I such that IJ is not Golod. We conclude
by showing that if I is any proper ideal in a 3-dimensional regular local ring
and a C I a complete intersection, then al is Golod.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (R, m, k) denote a local ring with embedding dimension e and codepth d.
Serre established a coefficient-wise inequality for the Poincaré series of R

(1+1¢t)°
Pi(t) < - —,
1 =375 ranky Hj (KR)ti+

where K denotes the Koszul complex on a minimal generating set of m. Later,
Golod studied rings for which the above inequality is an equality, linking this “max-
imality” condition to the existence of certain higher order homology operations,
known as trivial Massey operations (see [9]). Today, rings for which Serre’s in-
equality is equality are known as Golod rings, and uncovering conditions that im-
ply Golodness has been a widely studied problem for multiple decades now; see for
instance [14], [I5], [I0], [6], or [I1] (and the references therein).

The existence of a trivial Massey operation implies that the Koszul homology
algebra of a Golod ring is trivial; that is, there are no nontrivial products between
elements of positive degree. In [4, Theorem 5.1], it was claimed that for monomial
ideals, trivial multiplication on the Koszul homology algebra is in fact equivalent
to Golodness. It turned out that there was a gap in the proof, with Katthén later
producing a non-Golod ring (defined by a monomial ideal) with trivial product on
the Koszul homology (see [13]). Likewise, it was a question of Welker as to whether
all products of proper homogeneous ideals define Golod rings; this question was
answered in the negative by De Stefani in [8] with a rather simple counterexample:
the product of the ideals (z1, ..., z4) and (2%, ...,2%) C k[z1, ..., z4] does not define
a Golod ring. It turns out that in the 3 variable case, products of monomial ideals
do define Golod rings [7]; the case for arbitrary ideals in a 3-variable polynomial
ring remains open.
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The above examples serve to illustrate that Golod ideals remain mysterious even
in low dimensional rings, and proving that a particular class of ideals define Golod
rings is often a difficult problem. The first case where this problem becomes non-
trivial is for rings of codepth 3, since in codepth 1, all rings are Golod, and in
codepth 2 the ring is either Golod or a complete intersection. In this paper, we at-
tempt to introduce new techniques for studying rings defined by products of ideals.
We prove that for an arbitrary 3-dimensional regular local ring (or homogeneous
ideal in a 3-variable polynomial ring) (R, m), the product Im defines a Golod ring
for any proper ideal I (see Theorem B.7)). We also show that Golodness of a prod-
uct of ideals can be checked by verifying that a certain morphism of complexes is a
split injection (see Proposition 4]). This allows us to prove that if I is a complete
intersection and J C I is generated by some subset of the minimal generators of I,
then I.J defines a Golod ring.

We also prove that non-Golod products of ideals are in fact quite ubiquitous.
More precisely, let R be any regular local ring or standard graded polynomial ring
over a field k. Then we prove that for any proper ideal I and complete intersection
a C mI with pu(a) > 4, the ideal al does not define a Golod ring (see Proposition
[49]). This generalizes the example given by De Stefani in [§]. In particular, for any
ideal I with grade > 4, one can find an ideal J C I such that IJ does not define a
Golod ring. In the case that grade(I) < 3, we prove the opposite; that is, al is a
Golod ring for any complete intersection a C I.

The techniques in this paper involve understanding free resolutions of products
of ideals and the lifts of certain types of basis elements to the Koszul homology
algebra. Suppose I = (a1,...,a,) and J are proper ideals; one way to construct a
free resolution of I.J is to construct the resolution of (a1, ...,axr) + J(ak41,--.,an)
in an iterative fashion. As it turns out, this is handled by the machinery of trimming
complexes as in [I7]; moreover, it was recently shown how to construct a DG-algebra
structure on trimming complexes of length 3 in [16]. This yields information about
the Tor-algebra structure (and hence Golodness) for products of ideals.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we give a quick rundown of DG-
algebras, trivial Massey operations, and Golod rings. We also provide a concise
introduction to iterated trimming complexes along with a statement about the
algebra structure in the length 3 case. We conclude with an observation on the
contribution of the a; ideals of Setup to the Koszul homology of the trimmed
ideal. In Section Bl we prove a first main result of the paper; namely, that for
any 3-dimensional regular local ring, the ideal Im defines a Golod ring. The proof
actually follows quite easily by results previously established in [16].

In Section [, we study Golod and non-Golod rings defined by products of ideals in
higher dimensional rings. As a first result, we prove that if certain maps appearing
in the construction of iterated trimming complexes are split injections, then the
associated product of ideals must define a Golod ring. Next, we consider an ideal
I containing any complete intersection a C I. We first construct an explicit free
resolution of R/al that is minimal in the case a C mlI, and then show that this
resolution has nontrivial multiplication in the Tor-algebra if p(a) > 4. This in
particular proves that al cannot be a Golod ring. We then prove that if, in the
above situation, I has grade < 3 and a C I, then al does define a Golod ring. We
conclude with discussion and further questions.
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2. GoLoD RINGS AND TRIMMING COMPLEXES

In this section, we lay the groundwork for the rest of the paper. The first order
of business involves defining trivial Massey operations and then Golod rings. We
define Golod rings in terms of the existence of trivial Massey operations since this
will be our primary means of proving Golodness in later sections. Next, we recall
the construction of iterated trimming complexes as in [I7] and the algebra structure
in the length 3 case. The following notation will be in play for the rest of the paper:

Notation 2.1. The notation (F,,d.) will denote a complex F, with differentials
de. When no confusion may occur, F may be written, where the notation d¥ is
understood to mean the differential of F' (in the appropriate homological degree).

Given a complex F, as above, elements of F;, will often be denoted f,, without
specifying that f,, € F,.

Definition 2.2. A differential graded algebra (F,d) (DG-algebra) over a commuta-
tive Noetherian ring R is a complex of free R-modules with differential d and with
a unitary, associative multiplication F ® p F' — F’ satisfying

(a) FiFj C Fiyy,

(b) ditj(@iz;) = dizi)z; + (=1)"2id;(z;),

(c) zizj = (—1)Yz z;, and

(d) 22 =0if i is odd,

where x € F.

The next definition will be essential for defining Golod rings. If z) is a cycle in
some complex A, then the notation [z)] denotes the homology class of zx. In the
following definition, @ := (—1)**1a, where |a| denotes the homological degree of
a € A.

Definition 2.3. Let A be a DG-algebra with Ho(A) = k. Then A admits a trivial
Massey operation if for some k-basis B = {hx}ca, there exists a function

u:ﬁBi%A
i=1

such that

w(hy) = zyn with [z)] = hy, and
p—1

d,LL(h)\l, s h)\p) = Z,U(h)\l, s h’)\j>:u’(h’)\j+15 B h)\p)'
j=1

Observe that taking p = 2 in the above definition yields that Hxq(A)? = 0,
so the induced algebra structure on H(A) is trivial for a DG-algebra admitting a
trivial Massey operation.

Definition 2.4. Let (R, m) be a local ring and let K denote the Koszul complex
a minimal set of generators of m. If K admits a trivial Massey operation x, then
R is called a Golod ring. An ideal I in some ring @ will be called Golod if the
quotient /I is Golod.

Setup 2.5. Let (R, m, k) be a reqular local ring. Let I C R be an ideal and (Fs,ds)
a free resolution of R/I.



4 KELLER VANDEBOGERT

Write Fy = F| & (@le Reé), where, for each i = 1,...,t, e} generates a free

direct summand of Fy. Using the isomorphism
Homp(Fy, Fy) = Hompg(Fy, Fl) @ (@HomR FQ,ReO))

write dy = dy +dy + -+ - + dfy, where dy € Hompg(Fy, F{) and dj € Hompg(F», Re)).
For eachi=1,...,t, let a; denote any ideal with

dy(F2) C aiey,
and (G4, m}) be a free resolution of R/a;. Use the notation K' :=im(d|p; : F{ —
R), K} = im(di|gey : Rely = R), and let J := K' +a; - K} + -+ +a, - K.
Remark 2.6. In Setup 2.5 one may alternatively assume that R is a standard graded

polynomial ring over a field k£ and all over input data is homogeneous.

Theorem 2.7 ([17]). Adopt notation and hypotheses as in Setup 220 Then there
exists a morphism of complexes of the following form:

(2.1)
qli—l Q%
z da
qz_l q{
EBmk @m;;c—l ®m2 = 35—y daleg)my
@z 1 ’ @z 1 GZ R

where dy : Fy — R is the restriction of di to Fy. Moreover, the mapping cone of
21 is a free resolution of R/J. The mapping cone of [21] will be denoted Ty with
differentials Cs.

Definition 2.8. The iterated trimming complex associated to the data of Setup
is the complex of Theorem 2.7

The following theorem is not stated in its entirety as in [16]; this is because
writing out all of the products is quite technical and not totally enlightening. In
our situation, the more closed forms of the products given by Proposition 3.4 of
[16] will be used, since the DG-module hypotheses will be trivially verified for our
purposes. The reader is encouraged to consult [16] for the more grisly details.

Theorem 2.9. Adopt notation and hypotheses as in Setup [2.0, and assume that
the compleres Fy and G (1 <i < t) are length 3 DG-algebras. Then the length 3
iterated trimming complex To of Theorem [2.7] admits the structure of an associative
DG-algebra, and the product on Ty can be written down in terms of the products on

F, and G,.

Corollary 2.10 ([I6, Corollary 3.6]). Adopt notation and hypotheses as in Setup
28 Assume that the complexes Fy and Gi (for 1 <i < t) are minimal. Then the
only possible nontrivial products in the algebra T are

Fl.rF], FloF, FlorG GioF, ad FrG (1<i<t).
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Let Ao and B, be complexes with Ho(A) = R and Hyo(B) = S. Recall that there
is a functorial isomorphism

Ho(A® S) = Hy(R® B)
induced by the natural projections
A+—A®B —— B

The isomorphism can be explicitly described as follows:

(1) Choose a cycle z; in A ® S representing a basis element of He(A ® S).
(2) Lift 21 to a cycle 23 in A® B.
(3) Project 2z onto a cycle z3 in R ® B, then descend to homology.
The following observation shows that the contribution of the ideals a; to the
Koszul homology of the trimmed ideal is completely determined by the Koszul
homology He(R/a;), for each 1 <4 < t.

Observation 2.11. Adopt notation and hypotheses as in Setup 2.5l and assume
that the complexes Fy and G% (1 < ¢ < t) are minimal. Let ¢ : G, — R/a; ® K,
denote any map lifting the isomorphism G ® k = He(R/a; ® Ka).

Then, the isomorphism He(Te ® k) = He(R/J ® K, ) sends E € G5 @k to the
element [¢'(g%)d1(ep)] € Hj(R/J ® Ka).

Proof. Observe that the only difference between G% on its own and G% viewed
as a direct summand in the trimming complex T, is that the first differential is
rescaled by the element d; (ef) in the latter case. By definition of the isomorphism
Ho(To @ k) 2 Ho(R/J ® K,), the result is immediate. O

3. PrRoDUCTS OF THE FORM Im DEFINE GOLOD RINGS IN 3-DIMENSIONAL
REGULAR LOCAL RINGS

In this section, we prove that any product of the form Im defines a Golod ring if
I is a proper ideal in some 3-dimensional regular local ring. We first use a simple
observation about the generators of the Koszul homology to see that the possible
Tor-algebra classes of a general product of ideals is rather restricted. We then recall
some additional results proved in [16] that will be essential for proving the main
result. Observe that

(*) one can replace the regular local ring R with a standard graded polynomial
ring over a field k for all results in this paper.

To begin with, we prove a general result about the Koszul homology algebra for
products.

Observation 3.1. Let R be a regular local ring and let I and J be two proper
ideals. Then Hy(R/IJ)- H1(R/IJ) = 0.

Proof. It is clear that H;(R/IJ) is generated by the classes of elements of the
form d(z%)z{, where z{ and z{ represent basis elements for H;(R/I) and Hy(R/J),
respectively. Now take the product and descend to homology. (Il

Observe that by, for instance, [T Proposition 5.2.4], it suffices to show that the
multiplication in the Tor-algebra of R/IJ is trivial to prove Golodness (in the case
that R/IJ has projective dimension 3). This will end up being the method we use
to prove Golodness for ideals of the form Im.
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Corollary 3.2. Let R be a 3-dimensional regular local ring and I, J C R proper
ideals. If R/IJ has projective dimension 3, then R/I.J has Tor algebra class G(r)
or H(0,q) for somer =22 orq>0.

Proof. The statement about the Tor-algebras is clear by the Tor-algebra classifica-
tion of [3, Theorem 2.1] combined with Observation Bl O

Remark 3.3. If there does exist a product of ideals defining a quotient of Tor-
algebra class G(r), then this quotient is necessarily non-Gorenstein by a result of
Huneke [I2]. This means that such a quotient would be another counterexample to
a question of Avramov (see [2]).

Next, we recall some notation and results from [16].

Notation 3.4. Let I = (¢1,...,¢,) € R be an m-primary ideal and F, a DG-
algebra free resolution of R/I. Given an indexing set 0 = {1 < 01 < -+ < gy < n},
define

tmg (1) := (¢i [ i € o) +m(e; | j € o).

The transformation I — tm,(I) will be referred as trimming the ideal I.

Observe that if o = {1,...,n} (in the notation of Notation B4, then tm,(I) =
Im. Thus a free resolution of R/Im may be obtained as a trimming complex and
the Tor algebra structure may be deduced from the product furnished by Theorem

Setup 3.5. Let (R,m, k) denote a regular local ring of dimension 3. Let I =
(¢1,-.-,0n) C R be an ideal and 0 = (1 < 01 < --- < oy < n) be an indexing set.
Let (Fo,ds) and (Ko, me) be minimal DG-algebra free resolutions and R/I and k,
respectively. By Theorem [2.7, a free resolution of R/tmy(I) may be obtained as
the mapping cone of a morphism of complexes of the form:

(3.1)
0 I3 & Fy % F
A Jo b
¢ Ty ma t Py ma t =i mi(=)di(eq?)
Do Ks —— Din Ko —— D K R,
where

F{:=@Re} and dy:F 2 r "% .
ig¢o
Let Ty denote the mapping cone of [31.
In the following, note that = := - ® k, where k denotes the residue field.

Proposition 3.6 ([I6l Lemma 4.9]). Adopt notation and hypotheses as in Setup
and assume that I C m2. Then,

Fy-p F1 CKer(Q1 ® k)
Fip Py CKer(Q2 @ k)
In particular, the only possible nontrivial products in the algebra Ty are given by

F{-TF{ and F{TE
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Combining the above results, we are able to prove the following result. Notice
that the assumption that R is a regular local ring here is essential, as the result
[6, Theorem 4.2] shows that even over a complete intersection ring, powers of the
maximal ideal may not define Golod rings.

Theorem 3.7. Let (R,m,k) be a 3-dimensional regular local ring and I a proper
ideal of R. Then Im defines a Golod ring.

Proof. Assume first that I C m?. By Proposition [3.6] the only possible nontrivial
products come from products of the form F} -7 F/ or F] -7 Fy. However, | = 0,
so all products are trivial.

If I C m but I ¢ m?, then I is either a complete intersection or a hyperplane
section that is not a complete intersection; the latter case follows from Lemma 4.13
of [16] and the case that I is a complete intersection will be handled by Proposition
4. 10! (I

4. ON THE UBIQUITY OF NON-GOLOD PRODUCTS OF IDEALS

In this section, we prove more results on Golodness and non-Golodness of certain
types of quotients. We show that Golodness of a product of ideals can be detected
by showing that an associated morphism of complexes is a split injection; this allows
us to prove that certain products of complete intersections define Golod rings. We
then consider a method of constructing non-Golod products of ideal en masse. To
do this, we show how to construct a free resolution for particular products of ideals.
Then, we show that under sufficient assumptions this complex is guaranteed to have
nontrivial multiplication in the Tor-algebra; this proves that such ideals cannot be
Golod. We then prove that if the ideals as above have sufficiently small grade, then
the product is Golod.

The first lemma of this section is a general result on constructing trivial Massey
operations. It will be used to give a quick proof of Proposition 3l Throughout this
section, (R, m) will denote a regular local ring (or a standard graded polynomial
ring over a field). In the following statement, let K, denote the Koszul complex on
the minimal generators of m.

Lemma 4.1. Let I C R be any ideal and enumerate a k-basis B = {[zq|}aca for
the Koszul homology algebra Hx1(R/I). Assume that there exists a map v : {z, |
a€ A}t — R/I® K, such that

(%) zZa N\ zp = 2o Nd(v(zp))  for all a, b e A.
Then R/I is a Golod ring.
Proof. Let p: [[2, B = R/I ® K, be defined by

[zar)s - -5 [Za,]) 7= 2ay AV(2Zay) N AV(2a,)-

Then the proof follows by showing that p as above is a trivial Massey operation on
R/I ® K,. Inductively, one computes:

Zu([zal], o lzai(zaiads -5 [2a,)

p—1
:Zzal ANV(Zay) N ANV(2Za;) A Zagyy N ANV(2a,)
i=1
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:Zzal/\y(zag)/\" A (Za/l)/\d( (Zai+1))/\"'/\y(zap)

=(-D)lalzy, Ad(v(zay) A Av(2a,))
=d(2ay ANV(Zay) N+ A(2a,))
=dp([2a,], - -, [7a,])-
O

Notation 4.2. Let I and J be proper ideals of R. Elements of the Koszul homology
H;(R/I) and H;(R/J) will be denoted z! and zJJ , respectively. The homology class
of a cycle will in He(M) will be denoted by [-]mgx or just [-], when no confusion
may occur.

Proposition 4.3. Let I and J be proper ideals of R. If the Koszul homology
Ho(R/1J) is generated by the classes of elements of the form d(z]) A 2], then I.J
defines a Golod ring.

Proof. Let Y7," | ci[d(z],) A 2] be a basis element for the Koszul homology, where
¢y € k for each /; define:

m
I .
(qu /\zbe) ::Zqzw/\zb{;.
=1

It is clear that the condition (x) of LemmadT]is satisfied with respect to this basis,
whence the result. 0

In the statements that follow, we will often make the assumption that Fitt g(I) C
J (where Fittg(I) denotes the Fitting ideal of I; that is, the ideal generated by the
entries of any minimal presentation matrix for I). This is done in order to satisfy
the condition

do(F2) € aieq

in the notation and hypotheses of Setup If this is not satisfied, then the
trimming procedure must be done iteratively, trimming each generator one at a time
with a different ideal at each step. The following Proposition gives an interesting

criterion for Golodness in terms of the vertical maps appearing in diagram [2.1] in
the statement of Theorem 2.7]

Proposition 4.4. Let I and J be proper ideals of R with Fittg(I) C J and let
(Fo,de) and (Ge,me) be minimal free resolutions of R/I and R/J, respectively.
Let t = p(I) and assume that the vertical maps in the diagram

di+1 dy, ds
P, . : F,

Qr—1 Q1

7 — St g (=)-dy (€f
@z 1Gk 1 Mk 1.. @Z 1G1 iz mi(—)-di(eq) R

of Theorem [2.7] are split injections. Then I.J defines a Golod ring.

@mk ®m2
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Proof. Let C; := Coker @; where the Q); are as in the statement of the theorem. The
minimal free resolution of R/IJ is then obtained as the induced quotient complex

o= Ci=Cioy == C1 = R

Since each @Q); is a split injection, each C; is a direct summand of 692:1 G;. Employ-
ing Observation 2.17] it follows that the Koszul homology is generated by elements
as in Proposition 3] whence I.J defines a Golod ring. O

Corollary 4.5. Let J = (a1,...,ay) be a reqular sequence and I = (ai,...,am)
for some m < n. Then IJ defines a Golod ring.

Proof. Recall first that Fittg(I) = I if I is a complete intersection, so the assump-
tion Fittr(I) C J of Proposition [44] is satisfied. Let K be a free R-module of
rank n with ¢ : K — R a map of R-modules with ¢)(K) = J. Then there exists
a direct summand K’ C K such that ¢(K’) = I, in which case the vertical maps
of Proposition 4l may be chosen as the natural inclusion A\’ K’ — A" K, which is
evidently a split injection. O

In the following setup, recall that it is always possible to put a (possibly nonasso-
ciative) DG-algebra structure on an acyclic complex F, with Fy = R; this is proved
in, for instance, [B, Proposition 1.1]. For our purposes, associativity will not be
relevant since the algebra structure will only be used to construct a morphism of
complexes.

Setup 4.6. Let R be a regular local ring with I C R any proper ideal and let a C I
be a complete intersection. Let Ko denote the Koszul complex resolving R/a and F,
the minimal free resolution of R/I. Let -r denote any (not necessarily associative)
DG-algebra product on R/I and let Ly : K1 — Fy denote the comparison map in
homological degree 1 extending the identity map.

Fori>1,let L; : K; — F; be the map sending fo — L1(fs,) 77 L1(fs,)-
Notice that since -F is not necessarily associative, the above notation is understood
to mean multiplication starting with the left-most terms first, then moving to the
m’ghﬂ. With this, define ®; : K; — F;—1 ® K1 for i > 1 to be the map sending

for > sen(r € 0)Lioa(forr) ® fr,

reo
where sgn denotes the sign of the permutation that reorders sets into ascending
order.

Proposition 4.7. Adopt notation and hypotheses as in Setup[{.0. For all i > 2,
O, qo0dE =df [ o®;
Proof. One computes:

iy odf (f) = @iy (D sen(r € o) Lia(f,) © )

reoc

=3 3 sen(r € o) sgn(s € A\ Li-a(firr,e) @ fr

TET s€o\r
=di_y 0 ®i(fo).
(]

LA more precise notation would say ( . (Ll(fo'l) B Ll(f%)) Fe R Ll(foi,1)> -7 L1(fs;)
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The following theorem provides a free resolution of any quotient of the form
R/al, where al is obtained as in Setup

Theorem 4.8. Adopt notation and hypotheses as in Setup[{.0 Then the mapping
cone of the morphism of complexes

it i a3

Ky : Ky

Pr_1 Dy

dF @1 di | ®1 df @1 —dF @dX
LR 90K — 2 R K ———— 5 R

is a free resolution of R/al. If a Cwml, then this resolution is minimal.

Proof. Simply observe that the diagram appearing in Theorem [£.§ is a more con-
cise way to write the trimming complex appearing in Theorem 2.7 The ®; maps
constructed in Setup make the appropriate diagrams commute, so the mapping
cone is a free resolution of R/al as desired. If a C m/, then the maps L; as in
Setup satisfy L;(K;) C mF;_; ® K;. This completes the proof. O

Proposition 4.9. Adopt notation and hypotheses as in Setup [{.0 with a C mI.
Assume u(a) > 4. Then al does not define a Golod ring.

In the following proof, we tacitly use the observation that the algebra structure
provided by Theorem also provides a partial (not necessarily associative) al-
gebra structure on trimming complexes of longer length. Likewise, so as to not
conflict with indexing notation/the residue field, let K; (as in Setup F.6]) have basis
g1, ---,9gn for some 1 < n < dim R. The notation g;; is shorthand for g; A g; € Ko.

Proof. The result will follow by showing that there is always nontrivial multipli-
cation between certain types of elements of homological degree 2. Let T, denote
the complex of Theorem A8 and 7 denote the projection of T, onto K,. Using
the product of Theorem (with explicit form written in [I6l Theorem 3.3]), one
finds:

w0 d'(gij 7 gre) = —d"(9:)9s A gre + A (95)95 N ge
— d"(gr)gij A ge + A" (ge)gij A gn
=m0 d" (=gij A gre)-
This implies that -p may be chosen (up to a cycle which disappears after tensoring
with k) such that 7x (gij -7 gre) = Tr (—9ij A gre); this of course implies that after

tensoring with the residue field, g;; -7 gre is nontrivial, whence al cannot define a
Golod ring. O

In the 3-dimensional case, we instead find that the opposite of Proposition [4.9]
holds.

Proposition 4.10. Let R be a 3-dimensional reqular local ring. Let I be a proper
ideal of R and a C I any complete intersection. Then al defines a Golod ring.
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Proof. Assume to avoid trivialities that R/a and R/I both have projective di-
mension 3 over R. A free resolution of R/al is obtained as in Theorem .8
Notice that by Corollary there is only one possible product that could de-
scend to a nontrivial product in the Tor-algebra, and that is given by the product
(F1 ® K1) ®@ Ko = (F3® K1) @ K5. One can compute a simple closed form for the
product (Fl ® Kl) ® Ky — (Fg X Kl) @ K3 as

(fr®eh) 1 gij == d"(fr)eh A gij + fr -r La(gij) @ €.

It is straightforward to verify that this product is compatible with the products
defined in Proposition 3.4 of [I6]. The proof then follows after considering two
cases:

Case 1: [ is a complete intersection. If L (K1) C mFy, then it is clear that the
above product vanishes after tensoring with the residue field. Thus assume that
Lo(gi;) ¢ mFy; if this holds for all 1 < 4,5 < 3, then al is Golod by Proposition
4 Otherwise, we may assume that Lo(g12) ¢ mFs and Ly (gi3) € mFy for i = 1, 2;
in this case, g12 must vanish after descending to homology since g13 and go3 €
Ker @y ® k. Thus any product involving g;2 is trivial. Likewise, any product with
gi3 for i = 1,2 is trivial since La(g;3) € mFy for ¢ = 1,2. In any of the above
scenarios, the product is trivial after descending to homology.

Case 2: [ is not a complete intersection. This case follows immediately since
fi -F La(gsj) € mF3 for the simple reason that the only class of ideals admitting
a nontrivial triple product in the Tor-algebra are complete intersections by [3]
Theorem 2.1]. O

It is not clear how to extend the techniques related to trimming complexes to
handle the case of arbitrary products of ideals. If the inclusion of Fitting ideals
imposed above is not assumed, then the trimming procedure becomes considerably
more complicated. In the graded case, it is possible that appropriate regularity
bounds combined with careful degree counting will show that the algebra structure
given in [I6] descends to a trivial algebra structure in homology.

Instead of tackling the general case all at once, one could instead restrict to
generic ideals in the 3-variable polynomial ring. More precisely,

Question 4.11. Let R = k[z,y, 2] and I and J be two proper ideals of R defining
compressed rings. Does I.J define a Golod ring?

Perhaps a proof of this statement would give insight into the general case (or
intuition for building a counterexample).
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