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Abstract

We introduce the class of vector-spread monomial ideals. This notion gener-
alizes that of t-spread ideals introduced by Ene, Herzog and Qureshi. In partic-
ular, we focus on vector-spread strongly stable ideals, we compute their Koszul
cycles and describe their minimal free resolution. As a consequence the graded
Betti numbers and the Poincaré series are determined. Finally, we consider a
generalization of algebraic shifting theory for such a class of ideals. |

INTRODUCTION

Algebraic shifting is one of the most powerful techniques in Combinatorial Commuta-
tive Algebra [23, Chapter 11]. It is based on the simple idea of shifting and spreading
the variables of the generators of a monomial ideal in a coherent way. The origins of
this theory date back to a famous paper by Erdos, Ko and Rado, Intersection theorems
for systems of finite sets [19], and made its way into Commutative Algebra through
the work of Gil Kalai [27]. Lately, algebraic shifting theory and monomial ideals aris-
ing from shifting operators [23] have seen a resurgence. The t-spread monomial ideals
have been introduced in 2019 by Ene, Herzog and Qureshi [I§]. The homological and
combinatorial properties of these and some related classes of ideals are the subject of
a large body of research [11 2, 3, [4, 5 [6, [7) [8] [13], [14) [15] (16}, 18], 20, 211, 24 28| 29} [30].

In this paper, our aim is to investigate the more general possible class of such
ideals. Let S = KJz1,...,x,] be a polynomial ring, with K a field. Given a vector
t = (t1,t9,...,tq1) € Zif)l, d > 2, of non negative integers, we say that a monomial
U=x;,T; - T; €S, with J1 < jo < -+ < jgpand l < d, is a vector-spread monomial
of type t or simply a t-spread monomial if

,ji—i—l_,jiztia forallizl,...,ﬁ—l.
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For instance, u = x3zomy4 is (0,0, 1,2)-spread, but not (1,0, 1,2)-spread. A monomial

ideal I C S is a t-spread monomial ideal if it is generated by t-spread monomials. If
t; = t, for all 7, a t-spread monomial is called an ordinary or uniform t-spread mono-
mial, see [I8]. A 1= (1,1,...,1)-spread monomial ideal is in particular squarefree.

Let t € Z2,', d > 2. We say that a t-spread monomial ideal I C S = K[z, ..., x,]
is a t-spread strongly stable ideal if for any t-spread monomial u € I, and all j < i such
that z; divides u and x;(u/x;) is t-spread, then x;(u/z;) € I. Fort =0 = (0,0,...,0)
(t =1=(1,1,...,1)) one obtains the classical notion of strongly stable (squarefree
strongly stable) ideals [23]. On the other hand, strongly stable ideals have a central
role in Commutative Algebra. Indeed, for a field K of characteristic zero, they appear
as generic initial ideals [23]. Eliahou and Kervaire constructed their minimal free
resolutions [I7]. Bigatti and Hulett showed that among all homogeneous ideals with
the same Hilbert function, the lexicographic ideals (which are also strongly stable)
have the biggest Betti numbers [12] 26]. Using shifting theory [18] 23, 27], Aramova,
Herzog and Hibi extended these results to squarefree ideals [10, [11].

In [18], it was shown that ordinary t-spread strongly stable ideals have linear
quotients [23, 25]. For ideals with linear quotients, the graded Betti numbers can
be easily computed. Moreover, if the so—called decomposition function of I is regqular
[25], then the minimal free resolution can be explicitly described. Unfortunately, even
ordinary 2-spread strongly stable ideals do not have regular decomposition functions,
as noted in [18]. Hence, the minimal free resolution of ordinary ¢-spread strongly stable
ideals could not be determined and has remained elusive ever since.

The purpose of this paper is twofold, we construct the minimal free resolution of
vector-spread strongly stable ideals generalizing the Eliahou—Kervaire resolution [17],
and extend algebraic shifting theory to vector-spread strongly stable ideals [27].

The paper is organized as follows. After some preliminary materials in Section [IJ,
we introduce in Section [2 the concept of vector-spread monomials and ideals.

In SectionsBland Ml we construct the minimal free resolution of I a t-spread strongly
stable ideal of S. As pointed out before, the method of linear quotients is unavailable
to us, as the decomposition functions of vector-spread strongly stable ideals are, in
general, non regular. Thus we use Koszul homology as developed by Aramova and
Herzog in [9]. Let H;(x;S/I) the ith homology module of x = x,. .., x, with respect
to S/I. Due to the isomorphism Tor?(K,S/I); = H;(x;S/I);, one can calculate
the graded Betti numbers of S/I as f3; ;(S/I) = dimg H;(x;S/I);. Thus one has to
determine a basis of this K-vector space. To do so we compute the Koszul cycles of
S/1. As many examples indicate, Koszul cycles of arbitrary t-spread strongly stable
ideals do not have a nice expression as in the cases t = 0,1 [9, [10] (Remark BI0). To
compute them we introduce the following notion (Definition B1). If u = xj,xj, - - - z;,
is a t-spread monomial, the t-spread support of u is the set

suppy (u) := 601 [jiaji + (ti — 1)},
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where [a,b] = {c¢:a < ¢ < b}, for a,b € Z>,. Furthermore, we set [n] = {1,2,...,n},
for n > 1. Let G(I) be the unique minimal set of monomial generators of I. For a
monomial u € S, max(u) = max{j : z; divides u}. The main result of Section [3 is

Theorem [3.8. Let I C S be a t-spread strongly stable ideal. Then, for all i > 1, the
K -vector space H;(x;S/I) has as a basis the homology classes of the Koszul cycles

e(u;o)  such that we G(I), o C [max(u)—1]\suppi(u), |o]=17—1.

Firstly, we show that the elements e(u; o) (Definition B.3]) are Koszul cycles. We
employ an inductive argument, as a direct proof is rather tedious (Remark [3.5)). Then,
we inductively determine the basis for the Koszul homologies of S/I on partial se-
quences of x. Note that for t = 0 (t = 1) the conditions that ¢ must satisfy in
Theorem [3.8 are the same as in [9] Proposition 2.1] ([10, Proposition 2.2]). So, we get
a formula for the graded Betti numbers (Corollary [5.2]) independent from the charac-
teristic of the underlying field K, generalizing the known results in [9] [10, [17, [I§].

In Section @l we introduce the t-spread decomposition function (Definition [AT]).
As a consequence, the differentials of the minimal free resolution of S/I are explicitly
described (Theorem [A.2]). Examples B.9] B.11] A.3] illustrate our methods.

Finally, Section [l is devoted to a generalization of the algebraic shifting theory.
Classically, a simplicial complez A on the vertex set [n] is called shifted if for all F' € A,
all i € F, j € [n], j > i, then (F\ {i})U{j} € A [23, 27]. Note that A is shifted
if and only if the Stanley—Reisner ideal of A, I, is an ordinary squarefree (1-spread)
strongly stable ideal [23]. The usefulness of Combinatorial shifting comes from the fact
that a simplicial complex shares the same f-vector of its shifted simplicial complex
[23], and moreover the f-vector of the shifted complex is easier to compute.

From the algebraic point of view, Algebraic shifting is defined as follows. Let
K be a field of characteristic zero. Let Gin([) the generic initial ideal of I C S
with respect to the reverse lexicographic order [23], in particular Gin(7) is (0-spread)
strongly stable. One defines I* = (Gin([))?, where o is the squarefree operator that
assign to each monomial v = x;,x;, - - - ¥;, the monomial o(u) 1= @; Tiy1 - - Tiyt(a-1)
and to each monomial ideal I, the monomial ideal I? with minimal generating set
G(I%) ={o(u) :uwe G(I)} [23, 27]. Then, the following properties hold

(Shifty) I° is a squarefree strongly stable monomial ideal;
(Shifts)

(Shifts) I and I® have the same Hilbert function;

(Shifty) If I C J, then I° C J~.

I° = I if I is a squarefree strongly stable ideal;

We are mainly interested in the algebraic side of this construction. We introduce an
analogous “t-spread” algebraic shifting by the assignment I** = (Gin([))?°*, where
0ot Will be a suitable shifting operator. The t-spread versions of (Shift, )-(Shift,) will
be established. For t =1 = (1,1,...,1), our construction returns the classical one.
In particular, (Gin([))?°t = I, if I is a t-spread strongly stable ideal (Theorem [.5]).
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1. PRELIMINARIES

1.1. Monomial Ideals. For the rest of the paper, S = K|z1,...,x,] is the standard
graded polynomial ring in n indeterminates, with K a field. Let u = 27'z5* -+ - 2%~ € S
be a monomial, the integer deg(u) = a; + as + - - - + a, is called the degree of w.

By Mon(S) we denote the set of all monomials of S. Whereas, Mon,(S) denotes
the set of all monomial of S having degree ¢. For a monomial u € S, the support of u

is the set supp(u) := {i : z; divides u}. Furthermore, we set max(u) := max supp(u)

and min(u) := minsupp(u). For convenience we let min(1) = max(1) = n, for the
monomial 1 € S. For I a monomial ideal of S, G(I) denotes the unique minimal set
of monomial generators of I, whereas G(I), := {u € G(I) : deg(u) =7¢ }

Any monomial ideal I of S has a unique minimal graded free resolutlon

F: O%@S o Ay @S Yos Ly T 0,

j=0 §>0

where S(—7) is the free S-module obtained by shifting the degrees of S by j. For all
i,j > 0, the numbers f;; = B;;(I) = dimg Tor; (K, I); are called the graded Betti
numbers of I, and Bi(I) = >, Bi;(I) is the ith total Betti number of I. Further-
more, pd(/) = max{i : §;(I) # 0} is the projective dimension of I. Whereas, the
(Castelnuovo-Mumford) regularity of I is reg(l) = max{j : B;;+;(I) # 0, for some 7}.

1.2. The Koszul complex. To compute the graded Betti numbers one can use the
Koszul complex [23]. Let f = fi,..., fi, be a sequence of elements of S. The Koszul
complex K _(f;S) attached to the sequence f is defined as follows: let F' be the free
S-module with basis eq, ..., ¢e,,.

- We let K;(f;5) = /\iF, for all i = 0,...,m. A basis of the free S-module
K;(f;S) is given by the wedge products e, = e, Aeg, A--- A ey, where 7 =
{k1 <ko<--- <k} C[m]={1,...,m}, with deg(u,) = || = 1.

- We define the differential 0; : K;(f;S) — K;_1(f;5),i=1,...,m —1 by

i(e;) = D> (=1 fryer iy

(=1

We order the wedge products lexicographically, as follows:
Let 0 ={k1 < ko < --- <k}, 7 ={l <ly <--- < {,} C[m], we define ¢ > 7 if
p = ¢ and for some j € [p| = {1,...,p} one has

k‘l = fl, k’g = fg, ceey k’j_l = fj_l and k’j < gj.
If 0 > 7, then we set e, > e,. For example,

egtNey > egNeg > egNeg > eaNes > eaNeg > ez N\ey.
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1.3. Koszul Homology. Let I be a monomial ideal of S, and let € : S — S/I be
the canonical epimorphism. For all 1 < j < n, we let x; be the regular sequence
X; = T, Tj41,- .., %y, In particular, x; = x = x1,...,2,. One can define the complex
K (x;;5/1) = K (x;;5) @ S/I. We set e(f)e, > e(g)e, if e, > e;. We denote by
H;(x;;5/1) = H;(K_ (x;;S/I)) the ith homology module of x; with respect to S/I,
such modules are graded. If a € K;(x;;5/1) is a Koszul cycle, i.e., 0;(a) = 0, the
symbol [a] denotes the homology class of a in H;(x;; S/1).

Koszul homology allows us to calculate the graded Betti numbers. Indeed, we have
the isomorphism H;(x; S/I); & Tor; (K, S/I);, see [23, Corollary A.3.5]. Thus

Bi—l,j(l> = 5ZJ(S/I> = dlmK HZ(X7 S/[)] for all ¢ Z 1,] Z 0. (1)

We recall the following rule of multiplication: d(aAb) = d(a) Ab+(—1)3&2aAd(b)
for a,b € K_(x;5/I), with a homogeneous.

To simplify the notations, if there is no risk of confusion, we set K;(x;) = K;(x;;5/1)
and H;(x;) = H;(x;;S/I), for all i and all j = 1,...,n. Each module H;(x;) is a
S = K|xy,...,z,)-module, so it is in particular a S/(x;) = K|z, ...,z;_;]-module,
and for j = 1, a K-vector space.

Let 1 <j <n—1. Forall i, let o; : K;(xj41) = K;(x;) be the inclusion. We define
also a homomorphism J; : K;(x;) — K;_1(x;+1) as follows: Any element a € K;(x;)
can be written uniquely as a = e; A b+ ¢, for unique b € K;_1(x;+1) and ¢ € K;(x;4+1),
we set ;(a) = b. One immediately verifies that §; o o;; = 0.

We can construct the following short exact sequence of complexes

0— K, (xj:1;9/1) == K (x;;5/1) LN K (x41;5/1)[-1] — 0, (2)

where [—1] denotes the shifting of the homological degree by —1; indeed the following
diagram is commutative with exact rows

Oiy2 Oiy2 Oig1

; Bi
00— Ki1(xj11) — K11 (x;) —— K;(Xj41) — 0

i1 Oit1 0;




Therefore, we can apply the homology functor H to the short exact sequence of
complexes (2)). By abuse of notations, we denote the induced maps H;(«), H;(3) again
by «;, 5;, for all i. So, we have the long exact sequence

05 i Bi 8;
- ir1(Xj41) R ir1(x;) —+1>Hl-(xj+1) —

5 ; Bi i
— > Hy(xj11) —— Hi(xj) —> H;_1(Xj41) — (3)
O (X)) e 2 (x) —— 0,

where the maps d; are the connecting homomorphisms. It can be verified that 9; is
multiplication by xx;, i.e., §;([a]) = £x;[a], see 23, Theorem A.3.3].

2. BASIC CONCEPTS
From now on, t = (¢,...,t4_1) is a vector of non negative integers and d > 2.

Definition 2.1 Let v = zjx,,---x;, € S be a monomial of degree ¢ < d, with
1 <41 <jo<---<jp<n. Wesay that u is a vector-spread monomial of type t, or
simply a t-spread monomial, if

jz’—i—l_jiztia for allzzl,,f—l

In particular, any variable x; is t-spread. We assume that u = 1 is t-spread too.
Whereas, we say that a monomial ideal I C S is a vector-spread monomial ideal of
type t, or simply a t-spread monomial ideal, if all monomials u € G(I) are t-spread.

For instance, the monomial u = x3xoz4a5 is (0,0,1,2,1)-spread, but it is not
(1,0,1,2,1)-spread. For a t-spread monomial ideal I C S, it is G(I);, = & for k > d.
Let 0 = (0,0, ...,0) be the null vector with d—1 components. All monomials of degree
¢ < d are O-spread. If t; > 1 for all i, a t-spread monomial is squarefree [23)].

Definition 2.2 In our context, if t;, =t > 0, for all 2 = 1,...,d — 1, we say that a
t-spread monomial (ideal) u € Mon(S), (I C S), is an uniform or ordinary t-spread
monomial (ideal). Such definition agrees with that given in [I8]. In this case, we drop
the bold character “t” and we simply speak of t-spread monomial ideals.

Let T = Kl[z1,x9,...,Zy,...] be the polynomial ring in infinitely many variables.
We let Mon(7';t) to be the set of all t-spread monomials of T'. Analogously, Mon(S; t)
denotes the set of all t-spread monomials of S. Furthermore, for all 0 < ¢/ < d, we
define the following sets

Mony(T';t) := {u € Mon(T'; t) : deg(u)
Mony(S;t) := {u € Mon(S;t) : deg(u)

)

}
)
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Note that Mon,(S;t) = Mon,(75t) NS, Mon,(S;t) = @ for ¢ > d, and Mon(S;t) is
the disjoint union of the sets Mon,(S;t), £ =0,...,d.
Sometimes, we may use the abbreviation M, ¢+ for Mon,(S;t). For instance,

2 2 2 2
Ms4102) = {12524, 120505, 21020325, 112505, ToT305 ) -

In order to compute the cardinality of the sets M,, ¢+, we introduce a new shifting
operator, see [11]. Let 0 = (0,0,,...,0) be the null vector with d — 1 components, we
define the map oo+ : Mon(7";0) — Mon(T'; t), by setting oo (1) = 1, oo (x;) = x; and
for all monomials u = xj,xj, - - z;, € Mon(T’;0) with j; < jo <--- <y, 2 <l <d,

14

O'O,t(xj1xj2 te 'xje) = H xjk-i-zlg;l ts’
k=1

Whereas, o¢+ : Mon(7';t) — Mon(7'; t) denotes the identity function of Mon(7'; t).
Lemma 2.3 The map ooy s a bijection.

Proof. We define the map ot : Mon(T;t) — Mon(7’;0), by setting o¢o(1) = 1,
ot0(x;) = x;, for all i € N, and for all monomials v = z;,z;, - - -;, € Mon(7';t) with
1<jp<jpp<-<jpand2<(<d,

¢
O't70(xj1xj2 o 'xje) = H L=kl
k=1
One immediately verifies that oot 0 049 = 0¢t and o9 0 0ot = 000- O]

In particular, the restriction oy o|nm,,, i a injective map whose image is the set

Mn—(t1+t2+...+te,1),e,o = MOHZ(K[%, s ,xn—(t1+t2+...+n,1)])~ Thus,

Corollary 2.4 For all 0 < (¢ <d,
+(l-1)=> g
| A [n,é,t| <n ( )E j=1 J) )

Now, we introduce three fundamental classes of t-spread ideals.
Definition 2.5 Let U be a non empty subset of M, s, £ < d. We say that

- U is a t-spread stable set, if for all u € U, and all j < max(u) such that
2;(U/ Tmax(w)) 18 t-spread, then z;(u/Tmax(w)) € U;

- U is a t-spread strongly stable set, if for all u € U, and all j < i such that x;
divides w and x;(u/x;) is t-spread, then z;(u/z;) € U;

- U is a t-spread lexicographic set, if for all w € U, v € M,, ¢+ such that v > u,
then v € U, where > is the lexicographic order with z; >z > -+ > x,, [23].
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We assume the empty set @ to be a t-spread stable, strongly stable and lexicographic
set. Whereas, for I a t-spread ideal of S, we say that [ is a t-spread stable, strongly
stable, lexicographic ideal, it Uy = I N M, 44 is a t-spread stable, strongly stable,
lexicographic set, respectively, for all £ =0, ..., d.

For t = 0 = (0,0,...,0) we obtain the classical notions of stable, strongly stable
and lexicographic sets and ideals [23]. For t =1 = (1,1,...,1), the squarefree ana-
logues [10]. Finally, if t = (¢,¢,...,t) we have the ordinary t-spread stable, strongly
stable and lexicographic sets and ideals, as in [I8].

The following hierarchy of t-spread monomial ideals of S holds

t-spread lexicographic ideals = t-spread strongly stable ideals
—> t-spread stable ideals.

The next lemma provides the existence of a standard decomposition for all t-spread
monomials belonging to a t-spread strongly stable ideal.

Lemma 2.6 Let I be a t-spread strongly stable ideal of S, and w € I a t-spread
monomial. Then, there exist unique monomials w € G(I) and v € Mon(S) such that
w = uwv and max(u) < min(v).

Proof. The statement holds when w € G(I). In such a case, w = w- 1, with w € G(I),
1 € Mon(S) and max(w) < n = min(1). Otherwise, there exists a t-spread monomial
u € G(I) such that u divides w and deg(u) < deg(w). We choose u to be of minimal
degree. Then w = ww, for a suitable monomial v € Mon(S). Write w = z;,z;, - - - z;,,
then u = xj, xj, ---xj for 1 <k <ky <--- <k, <l Now, uy =wxjxj, - x; €1,
as uy is t-spread and [ is t-spread strongly stable. Moreover, u; divides w and it is a
minimal generator. Otherwise, if there exists us € G(I) such that uy divides u; and
deg(ug) < deg(uy), then deg(ug) < deg(u) and us divides w, an absurd for the choice
of u. Hence w = wyvy; with wy = x;, ---z;, € G(I) and v; = z;,_, ---x; € Mon(S5).
Clearly, the monomials u; and v; satisfying the statement are unique. O

As a consequence we have the following

Corollary 2.7 Let I be a t-spread monomial ideal of S. Then, the following condi-
tions are equivalent:

(i) 1 is a t-spread strongly stable ideal;

(i) for alluw e G(I), i € supp(u), j < i such that x;(u/z;) is a t-spread monomial,
then xj(u/xz;) € I.

Proof. (i) = (ii) is obvious. For the converse, let w € I be a t-spread monomial,
i € supp(w) and j < i such that wy = x;(w/x;) is t-spread, we need to prove that
wy € I. Write w = uv, with u and v as in Lemma 2.6l If ¢ ¢ supp(u), then u divides
wy, and so wy € I. Otherwise, if i € supp(u), then j < i < max(u) and so j ¢ supp(v).
Thus, wy = zj(w/x;) = zj(u/x;)v = wv with uy = z;(u/z;), and u; is t-spread, as w;
is. By (ii), u; € I. Hence u; divides w; and so w; € 1. O



3. KOSZUL CYCLES OF VECTOR-SPREAD STRONGLY STABLE IDEALS

The main computational tool in this paper is Theorem B.8 It allows to calculate a
basis of the homology modules of the Koszul complex K _(x; S/I), where x = z1,...,z,
and [ is a t-spread strongly stable ideal of S.

The symbol [n] denotes the set {1,2,...,n}, where n € Z>;. If j,k > 1 are integers,
we set [j,k] :={( e N:j <l <k} and [j,k] # @ ifand only if j < k. If j =k =0,
we set [0,0] = [0] := @. For a monomial v € S, u # 1, we set u' = u/Tmax(u)-

The next combinatorial tool will be fundamental for our aim.

Definition 3.1 Let u = zj,z;,---z;, € Mon(S;t) a t-spread monomial of S, with
1< <---<j <n. The t-spread support of u is the following subset of [n]:

-1
suppg(u) = ‘U1 i gi + (6 — 1)].
Note that suppg(u) = @, and if u is squarefree, supp,(u) = supp(u/Tmax(w)) =
{ji.j2s - je—1}, where 1 = (1,1,...,1) € Z4".

Let us explain now the combinatorial meaning of the vector-spread support. Let
u=z;xj,-x;, € Mon(S;t), u# 1. For any k € [max(u) — 1] \ suppy(u), we define
k™ := min{j € supp(u) : j > k}. We note that k) always exists as k < max(u)
and max(u) € supp(u). An easy calculation shows that w = zg(u/xpw) is again a
t-spread monomial, and moreover, if I is a t-spread strongly stable ideal and u € I,
then w € I also, by definition. This property will be crucial in order to construct our
Koszul cycles. For instance,

Example 3.2 Let u = zizyx 608 € Mon(S;(0,0,1,2,1)), S = Klzy,...,x5]. We
have supp g..1,2,1) (7121722476 7s) = {2,4, 5,6}, and [max(u) — 1]\ suppy(u) = {1, 3, 7}.
For k =1, k™ =2 for k = 3, kK =4 and for k = 7, k™ = max(u) = 8. Note
that xy(u/x2) = T3x42678, T3(0/24) = V312137678 and w7 (u/x8) = X3T9T4T677 are all
(0,0, 1,2, 1)-spread monomials.

Let I be a t-spread strongly stable ideal of S. We are going to construct suitable
cycles of K;(x;5/I) = K;(x).

We shall make the following conventions. For a non empty subset A C [n], we set
XA = [[;ea®i and eq = A\, 4 €i, Whereas for A = @, x5 = 1 and e; Aeg = ey Ne, = e,
for any non empty subset 7 C [n]. We take account of repetitions. For example, if
A=1{1,1,2,3}, then x4 = 222923 and e4 = e; Ae; Aeg Aeg = 0.

Let u € S be a t-spread monomial and o = {k; < kg < --- < k;—1} C [max(u) — 1]
with |o| =i—1,4> 1. Foreach £ =1,...,i — 1, we define

kéu) = jo:=min {j € supp(u) : j > k¢}.
Clearly, j; < jo < -+ <ji—1 <max(u). If FF={ks,,..., ks, } C o, we set
FW = {5, <j, <--<jo }= {min{j € supp(u) : j > ky,}: £ =1,...,m}.
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Definition 3.3 Let u € S be a t-spread monomial. We set u' = u/Tmaxw). Let
o={k <ky<--<ki_1} C[max(u) — 1] \ supp;(u) with |o| =i —1,47 > 1. Let I
be any t-spread strongly stable ideal of S such that u € I and let € : S — S/I be the
canonical map. We define the following element of K;(x;S/I):

e(u;o) = > (=1)"“Fe(xp(u [Xpw))ear A epe A emax() (4)
FCo
= 6(1/)60 A €max(u) + Z (_1)u(o;F)g(XF(u//xF(u)))60\}7 A epa) N Emax(u)s
@#FCo

with u(o; @) := 0 and for F' # @, F C 0, u(o; F) is defined recursively as follows:
- if max(o) = k;—1 ¢ F, then u(o; F) :=u(o \ {ki-1 }; F) + | F|;

- if max(o) = k;—1 € F, then

w(o; F) ==u(o\{k. €0 :j, = jia1}; F\{k € F : j, = ji_1})
+ (H{kr €0 jr =i} = D(F|+1)+ 1.

The definition of the u(co; F')’s will became clear in the proof of Proposition [3.41

The element e(u; 0) € K;(x) is well defined. Indeed, if for some k, < k,, kp, k, € o
we have j, = j, = j, then :53 may not divide u, however, in such case the wedge
product e, p A €pew A €max(u) 1S Z€T0, as Jp, jq € F® and e, Nej, =ej Ne; =0. The
same reasoning applies if j, = max(u), for some p. Moreover, e(u')e, A €max() is the
biggest summand of e(u; o) with respect to the order on the wedge products we have
defined in Section [

As noted before, for u € I a t-spread monomial and k, € [max(u) — 1] \ suppy(u),
then zy,(u/x;,) € 1, i.e., e(zg,(u/x;,)) =0, as I is a t-spread strongly stable ideal.

Proposition 3.4 Let I C S be a t-spread strongly stable ideal. For all © > 1, the
elements

e(u;o) such that v e G(I), o C [max(u)— 1]\ supps(u), |o|=1—1,
are cycles of K;(x;S/I).

Remark 3.5 Proving the above proposition in the cases i = 1, 2, 3 is straightforward.
For the general case, e(u; o) is a sum of 2! terms, if || = ¢ — 1. A direct verification
of the equation 0;(e(u; 0)) = 0 is nasty. Therefore, we employ an inductive argument.
After verifying two base cases (i = 1,2), we assume that e(u;?) is a cycle for all
proper subsets ¥ C 0. Depending on some cases, we suitably write e(u; o) in terms
of the e(u;d)’s, equations (Bl and (@). It is from these equations that we obtained
our coefficients u(o; F'), F' C o, by observing that we must change sign each time we
exchange two consecutive basis elements ey, e, in a non zero wedge product involving
them. Finally, using the rule of multiplication, d(a A b) = d(a) A b+ (—1)%e% A 9(b)
for a a,b € K (x;5/I), with a homogeneous, we complete our proof.
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We begin by giving the decomposition for the e(u;o)’s mentioned above.

Lemma 3.6 Let u € S be a t-spread monomial, and let 0 = {ky < -+ < k;_1} C
max(u) — 1] \ supp;(u), |o| =i —1, i > 2. Then the following hold:

(a) If jio1 = max(u), setting 7 = o \ {ki_1}, then
e(u;o) = —e(u;7) Neg, . (5)
(b) If ji—1 # max(u), setting { = min{l € [i — 1] : jy = ji_1}, v = xy, ,u/xj, , and

p=0\{ke, kg1, - kico, ki1}, then

e(u;o) = —e(u;T) Aeg, , + (—=1)""Ye(vip) Aew, Aery,, A Aeg , Aeji . (6)
Proof. (a) Suppose that j;—; = max(u). In such a case, for all ' C o with k;_; € F,
the corresponding term of e(u; o) is zero, as €j,_, A €max(w) = €max(u) A\ Cmax(m) = O-
Moreover, for all ' C ¢ such that k;_; = max(c) ¢ F, that is FF C 7, we have

u(o; F) = u(r; F) + | F|, hence (—1)“@)(—1)Fl+1 — _(_1)wm)F2AF] — _(_1)ur:F),
So, we obtain the desired formula (),

€(U; U) = Z(_I)U(J;F)E(XF(UI/XF(")))6U\F N €pe) N €max(u)
FCr
= Z(_l)u(g;p)(_1)‘F|+1E(XF(U//XF(W))6T\F A €epw N emax(u) N €k,
FCr
=—( Z(_1>H(T;F)€(XF(U//XF(U)))e'r\F A €pt N emax(u)) N €x,_y
FCr

=— e(u;7) Aeg,_,.

(b) Suppose j;—; # max(u). Note that v = xy, ,(u/x;, ) € I, asu € G(I), v is
t-spread, k;—1 < j;—1 and [ is t-spread strongly stable. Moreover max(v) = max(u),
¢ <i—1and p={ki,ko,...,ki—1} € 7 C [max(v) — 1] \ supp,(v). Hence, we can
consider the element

e(vip) == Z(—l)v(p;G)E(XG(U//Xc;(v)))ep\G N eg) N\ emax(u) (7)
GCp

where G = {min{s € supp(v) : s > g} : g € G}. For k., € G, r < {, so s, = min{s €
supp(v) : s > k.} = jr, as jr € supp(u) \ {Ji—1}, and k;_1 > j,., lest k;_q < j. < i1
would imply that j, = j;_1, an absurd. So, for all G C p, we have G® = G, This
implies, by the definition of the coefficients, that v(p; G) = u(p; G) for all G C p.

Let F' C o with F' # @ such that the corresponding term of e(u; o) is non zero.

If ki1 ¢ F, then F C 7 and in (a) we have already shown that the corresponding
terms of e(u; o) and —e(u;7) A ey, , are equal.
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Suppose now that k;_1 € F. Set D = {ky,...,k;_o}. We assume that D N F' is
empty, otherwise epw = 0, as j, = j;_1 for some k., € DN F. So, we can write
F = GU{k;_1} for a unique G C p. Thus, the relevant sum 7' of terms of e(u; o)
indexed by {F = GU{k;_1} : G C p} is, as max(u) = max(v) and zy, , (v//z;,_,) =/,

= Y ()R e (xgay, (! / (3, Xgw))en (Gl 1) A € A iy A emax(u)
= > (=)@ e (xq (0 xgm))epa A en Aeg A€y A emax(w)

= Z (_1)U(U;Gu{ki71})+1+‘D‘(|G‘+1)€(XG(U//XG(U)))ep\G Negw) N €max(v) Nep Nej; .
GCp

Now, for all F' = G U {k;_1}, with G C p, we have

uw(o; F) =u(o \{key. .. kica}; F\{key oo kica}) + ({kes oo ksl = D(|F]+ 1) + 1
=u(o\{ke,. . kica; G)+ ({key .. kil = D(JF|+ 1)+ 1
= u(p; G) + |D|(|F[+1) + 1.

Therefore, as |G| +1 = |F| and |D| =i — 1 — ¢, we have

(=1 HeFHHDIIGI) (1 )u(pG)42+2ADIIF D] _ (_yi-1=¢(_1)u(pC).

So, we have e(u;0) = —e(u; ) Aeg,_, + T, with, as u(p; G) = v(p; G) for all G C p,

T = (Z(—1)i_1_£(—1)“(p?G)5(xG(v'/xGw)))ep\g A €gew) A emax(v)) N ep A€,
GCp

= (=1 (O (1) De(x6 (v [xgw))epe A ear A emaxtwy) N ep A e,
GCp
= (—1)i_1_£e(v; P) N ey Neryyy Novs Neg,_y Nej,_,

and equation (@) holds. O

Finally we can prove Proposition 3.4
Proof of Proposition [3.4.  For i = 1 we have |o] = 0, so 0 = &, u(@;92) = 0 by
definition, and the element e(u; @) = €(t')emax(u) = €(U/Tmax(u))emax(u) 15 clearly a
cycle of Kj(x). Let ¢ > 2. We proceed by induction on ¢ > 2.

Fori =2 0 ={ki}. Let j; = min{j € supp(u) : j > k1}. We have u({k1};2) =0
and u({k1}, {k1}) = u({k P\ kL }; {Fp \ ko }) +([{Fa} =) ([{F1}+1)+1 = u(2; @) +
1=1,s0

e(u;0) = e(u)eg, A emax) — €(Tr ' /2j,) €4 A emax(u)-

If j1 = max(u), then e(u;0) = e(u’)ex, A emax(u). In such a case,
82(6(1/“; U)) = 6(5(:/€1u/>€maux(u) - 5(xmax(u)ul)ek1 = 07
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as Tp, U, Trmax(u)t’ = u € I. Otherwise, if j; < max(u), then
Oy(e(u;0)) = 5(Ik1u/)emaX(u) - 5(ImaX(u)u/)ek1 - 5(Ik1u/)emaX(u) + e(zp, (u/zh))eh =0,

as the first and third terms cancel each other, and Tmaxw)t' = u, T, (u/z;,) € 1.
Suppose now i > 2. Let 0 ={k; < -+ < kj_o < kj_1}, and 7 = {k; < -+ < k;_»}.
We distinguish two cases.
(a) Suppose j;—1 = max(u). By induction e(u;7) is a cycle. By Lemma (a),

Oi(e(u; o)) = Oi(—e(u;7) ANeg,_,)
= _ai—l(e(u; T)) A 77 (_l)deg(E(u;T))xkif1e(u; 7_)

—(—1)deg(e(“”))xki71e(u; T) = 0.

Indeed, xy,_,u/xj_, = T, U/Tmaxu) = Tk, € I. Thus, each non zero term of
xy,_,e(u; T) vanish, as it has coefficient e(xpxy, v /Xpw), and Xpxy, U /Xpw) € I as
I is a t-spread strongly stable ideal. In such a case, e(u; o) is a cycle, as desired.

(b) Suppose j;—1 # max(u). Set { = min{l € [i — 1] : jp = ji_1}, v =z, ,u/zy, |,
p=0c\{ke,...,kio,ki_1} and D = {ky,..., k;_o}. By Lemma 3.6 (b),

e(u;0) = —e(u;7) Aeg,_, + (=1)"Fe(v;p) Aep Aej,_,. (8)

Let J be the smallest t-spread strongly stable ideal of .S that contains v. .J is generated
only in one degree deg(v) = deg(u), and J C I. By inductive hypothesis, as |p| < |o],
e(v; p) is a cycle of K;(x;.S/J). So, it is also a cycle of K;(x;S5/I) = K;(x).

By inductive hypothesis 0;_1(e(u; 7)) = d(e(v; p)) = 0. Since deg(e(u;7)) = |7|
and deg(e(v; p)) = |p|, by equation (&) we have

Oi(e(u;0)) = — Or(e(us 7)) A egy_, — (=1)%BC Dy e(u;T)
H(=1) " Ou(e(vs p)) Aep Aejy + (—1) B e(v: p) A _g(ep Aey, )]
= - (_1)‘7—' (xkifle(u; T) - (_l)lpl_‘Tl(_l)i_l_ee(v; p) A ai—f(eD N 6]'1'71))'

We have i —1—(+|p| —|7| =i—1—{+{—1—(i—2) = 0. So (=1)lP=Il(—1)i=1=0 = 1.
Set

[i=ap_e(u;7) —e(v;p) A Oi—g(€r, N eryy N Neg_y Neji_y).

To show that 0;(e(u; o)) = 0, it suffices to prove that f is zero. Let F' C 7. The set
DNF = {ky,..., ki_o}NF can have at most one element, otherwise e ) = 0, as shown
before. Therefore, F' = G or F' = G U {k,} for a unique G C pand r € {(,...,1 —2}.
By construction we have G = G® and u(p; G) = v(p; G) for all G C p, as already
observed in Lemma [3.0

Suppose F' = G, then the corresponding term of f is a — b, where

a= (—1)“(“@6(mkifle(u’/xGW))eT\G A egw N Emax(u)s
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and, asi—1— ¢ = |D|,

b (_1)i_1_£(_1)U(p;G)€(l’ji71XGIki71u//(xjifle(”)))eP\G A egw) N €max(v) Nep
(—1)“(”;G)+|D|(—1)‘D‘(|G‘+1)5(xkifle(u’/xGW))ep\g Aep N egw N emax(u)

(= 1) HDIG2) (g

Xa (ul/XGm)))eT\G A €G(u) A €max(u)-

We have, as i —1— (= |D|,

u(r; G) = u(r\ {ki2}; G) + G
= U(T \ {ki_3, ki_Q}; G) + 2|G‘

=u(t\ {ke,..., kia}; G) + (i — 1= 0)|G]
= u(p; G) +|D| - |G].

Thus, (—1)4r@+PI1GH2) = (_1)u7C) and @ — b = 0, in this case.

Otherwise, if F' = G U {k,}, the corresponding term of f is a — b, where

a = (—1)"TCE N e (g, 2 xeu [ (2, Xaw))enGuit ) A e A €y A emax(u)

(_1)U(T;Gu{kr})€(l’ki71l’kr-XGu//(l’jifle(u)))eT\F N egw N €1 A Cmax(u)>
and, setting ¢ = v(p; G) +1r — (,
b= (=1)""(=1)""De(a,xc0" [Xaw)ena A eaw A max(e) A €D\ fr) A €50y
= (=) HIPIEDICHDH e (4 2 xou! /(X i, ))epa A €D\ k) A e A Emax(a)
= (_1)C+(|D|_1)(|G‘+1)+15(xki71xerGu//(XG(“)xjifl))eT\F N egw) N €1 N €max(u)-

Now,

u(r; G Uk, }) = u(r \ {ki—2}; G U {k; }) + (|G| + 1)
= u(r\ {ki—3, ki—2}; G U {k, }) + 2(|G| + 1)

(T \{krs1, - kol GULR ) + (0= 7)(I1G] + 1)

(T \{ke - kil G) + (ke - ke H = DG+ 2) + 14 (0= 7)(IG] + 1)
(p;G)+(r—L+i—7)(Gl+ 1)+ (r—£4)+1

(pG)+ =06+ 1)+ (r =6+ 1.

Hence’ Since (_1)(7'_6)(‘G|+1) —= (_1)(‘D‘+1)(‘G|+1) e (_1)(|D|_1)(IG‘+1)’ we have

Uu\7™
u\T™
U
v

(—1)umGUlk}) — (_1)eGH+=OGHD+r=0+1 _ (_1)e+(DI=D(G+1)+1

and a — b = 0. Therefore, f = 0 and e(u;0) is a cycle, as desired. O
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Remark 3.7 Let 0 = {k; < ko < --- < k;j—1} C [max(u) — 1] \ supp;(u), i > 2. Set

r(u;o) = Z (—l)u(J;F)e(xF(u’/xF(u)))eg\p A ep@) N emax(u)-
bier
We show that e(u;0) = e, Ae(w;o \ {k1}) + r(u;0). For this aim, it is enough to
prove that, for all F' C o such that k; ¢ F, we have (—1)"@) = (—1)ue\MkbF) - For
0 = {ki} this is clear. Let |o] =i — 1 > 2. We distinguish two cases.

CASE 1. Suppose max(o) ¢ F, then u(o; F') = u(o \ {ki_1}; F) + |F|. Moreover
max(o\{k1}) = max(c) as |o| > 2. Therefore u(o\{k1}; F) = u(o\{k1, ki_1 }; F)+|F].
By induction on |o|, (—1)“o\kvki-ihF) — (_q)uleMkiibiF) and the desired conclusion
follows in such a case.

CASE 2. Suppose max(c) € F. Set D ={k. € F: j.=ji 1} and d = |[{k. € 0 :
Jr = Ji—1}|- Observe that, as ky ¢ F, d = |{k, € o \ {k1} : j» = ji_1}|. Therefore, by
the definition of the coefficients, we have

woi F) = u(o\ D; F\{ki-1}) +(d—D(F|+1) +1,
w(@\ {ki}; F) = (o \ ({k} U D) FA{kia}) + (d = D(|F[+ 1) + L.
As ki1 € D so D # @, we have |c \ D| < |o|. So by inductive hypothesis,
(—1)u\DF ki) — (1) u\ERIUD)F\ki-1}) - and the desired conclusion follows.
Note that e, doesn’t appear in r(u; o). Hence, we have the useful decomposition

e(u;o) = eg, Ne(u; o\{k1})+r(u; o). Moreover, equations (Bl and (@] give us recurrence
relations for our Koszul cycles.

We are in position to state and prove the main result of this Section.

Theorem 3.8 Let I C S be a t-spread strongly stable ideal. Then, for all i > 1, the
K -vector space H;(x;S/I) has as a basis the homology classes of the Koszul cycles

e(u;o)  such that we G(I), o C[max(u)— 1]\ suppy(u), |o|=i—1. (9)

Proof. Let us prove the following more general statement,

CLAIM 1. Foralli>1 and all j =1,...,n, a minimal generating set for H;(x;),
as a S/(x;j)-module, is given by the homology classes of the Koszul cycles

e(u;o) such that uw € G(I), o C ([max(u) — 1] \ suppy(u)) N[j,n], |o|=1i-1.

We proceed by induction on n — 5 > 0. For the base case, let n —j = 0. We
only have to consider H;(x,). Indeed, for i > 2, H;(x,) = 0, since K _(x,;S/I) has
length one. H;(x,) is generated by the elements [e(u; @)] = [e(t/Tmax(u))emax(u)] With
u € G(I) and max(u) = n. Moreover (x,) = (z,,) clearly annihilates these elements,
so they form a minimal generating set of Hi(x,) as a S/(x,)-module.
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For the inductive step, suppose n —j > 0 and that the thesis holds for j+ 1. First,
we consider the case i = 1. By the sequence (B]), we have the exact sequence

%1 1)
Hy(xj41) — Hi(x;) S, Ho(xj41) — Ho(xj41). (10)

By the third isomorphism theorem for commutative rings,

S/1 S
Hy(x:q) = =~ ~ G /..
obsn) (X, /T (41, Tjya, -, 0, ) sil s
where S¢; = K[z,...,2;] and I<; = INS<;. We observe that /<, is a monomial ideal

of S<; with minimal generating set G(I<;) = {u € G(I) : max(u) < j}.
Let Ker(dg) = Im(5;) be the kernel of the rightmost non zero map of sequence
(10), we obtain the short exact sequence of S/(x;41)-modules,

0 — Im(ay) —2 Hi(x;) - Ker(8) — 0. (11)
By inductive hypothesis, H;(x;+1) is generated by the homology classes of the elements

e(u, @) = 8(u/:ljn’lax(u))emax(u)a

such that max(u) > 7+ 1 and u € G(I). These elements also generate Im(ay), as ay
sends these homology classes to the corresponding homology classes in Hy(x;). Whilst,
Ker(dg) has as a basis the elements (u/Tmax(u)) With max(u) = j and v € G(I). Each
of these elements is pulled back in H;(x;) to the homology class of the element e(u; @),
with max(u) = j and v € G(I). Moreover (x;) annihilates H;(x;). Indeed, consider
xele(u; @)], € € [j,n]. If £ = max(u), then zyle(u; @)] = [0]. If £ # max(u), then
Oa(er N e(u; D)) = xpe(u; @), so xgle(u; &) = [0]. Therefore, we see that a generating
set for H;(x;) as a S/(x;)-module is as given in CLAIM 1.

Now, let i > 1. By (3), we have the short exact sequence of S/(x;41)-modules,
0 — Tm(ay) 2 Hi(x;) -2 Ker(6;_1) — 0. (12)

By inductive hypothesis, a minimal generating set of the S/(x;4+1)-module H;_1(x;41)
is given by the homology classes of the Koszul cycles

e(u;o) such that we G(I), o C ([max(u)—1]\supp(u))N[j+1,n], |o]=i—2.

The map 0;_; is multiplication by +z;. We show that the minimal generating set
of Ker(d;_1) is given by those elements [e(u; )] of H;_;(x;11) such that j ¢ supp,(u).

Let u € G(I) and let [e(u;0)] be an element of H;_1(x;11) as in CLAIM 1.

CASE 1. Suppose that j € suppg(u), then z;(u/Tmax@)) ¢ 1. So, xje(u;o) # 0,
as £xje(u)es A emax() 7# 0. If for absurd [e(u; 0)] € Ker(d;—;), then §;_([e(u; 0)]) =
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+x;[e(u;0)] = [0]. Since £z e(u;o) # 0, there exists a € K;(Xj41), @ = Y (uy)e,,
for some v C [j + 1,n], |y| =4, uy € S, such that 0;(a) = +xje(u; o). Hence,

zie(u;0) = €(2U/Tmax(u))€s N Emax(u) + (smaller terms) = 0;(a)

= 8Z(Z e(uy)ey) = Z e(Tpuy)es A Emax(u) + R,

7+ Y\{=oU{max(u)}

where R is a sum of other terms not involving e, A emax(). We have 2;(u/Tmaxw)) € 1,
i.e., €(2;(U/Tmax(uy)) 7# 0. Hence, for some e, occurring in a and some ¢, € 7 such
that 7o \ {fo} = o U {max(u)}, we must have x;(t/Tmax(u)) = TyUy,- We have fy #
max(u), and since z;(U/Tmax(u)) = ToyUy, and j < 7+ 1 < max(u), we also have ¢y <
max(u). Now, max(u) € 7o and the term =& (Zmax(u)Uqg ) €40\ {max(u)} appears in R. The
inequality ¢y < max(u) implies that vo\{max(u)} > v\ {l} = cU{max(u)}, and since
each wedge product appearing in z;e(u; o) is smaller than e, A €yax(u), We must have
either €(Zmax(u)t~,) = 0 or there exist v, C [j + 1,n] and an integer ¢; € 7 such that
the term Fe(xy, 1y, )eq\qe,} appears in R and cancels with e (Zmax(u)Uqg ) €0\ fmax(w)} -

SUBCASE 1.1. We have 2.yt € I. Hence,

Tmax(u)Uyy = xmax(u)xj(u/xmax(u))/xﬁo = Iy (U/l’go) el

Therefore, x;(u/zy,) € I, absurd. Indeed, write u = z;,xj, - - - x;,, then j € supp(u)
implies that j = j,+7r, with 0 <r <t¢,—1, ¢, > 1. Moreover, ¢y > j, 50 {y = jq, ¢ > P.
If 2j(u/@e) = 2j, -+ 25,05, 40T, - - Tjy_ T,y - Tj, € I, then for some v € G(I), v
divides z;(u/x¢,). As v is t-spread but x;(u/zy,) is not, we have v # x;(u/xy,), hence
deg(v) < deg(z;(u/xy,)) = deg(u). So, v must divide z;(u/x¢,))/z; = u/x4,, and
u/xy, € I, absurd as u € G(I).

SUBCASE 1.2. We have 1\ {¢1} = vo\{max(u)} = cU{lo} and Zmax()Uy, = ¢, Uy, -
Therefore, 1 = 0 U {{y, {1}. The term £e(z4 u,, )esuge,} appears in R and it is bigger
than e(u')e, A €max(u)- S0, we have two cases to consider. As before, in the first case,
e(xguy,) = 0, and recalling that 2;(u/Tmax()) = Te,Uy,, We have

LTpyUry, = Ifo(xmax(u)u’yo)/xﬁ = zmax(u)(xéouvo)/zf1 = xmax(u)xj(u/zmax(u))/xél
= zj(u/ze) € 1,

with ¢; > 7. Arguing as in SUBCASE 1.1 we obtain an absurd. Otherwise there exist
72 € [j + 1,n] and an integer {3 € vy, such that the term e (2,1, )€y, 1,} appears
in R and cancels with £e(z¢u,, )esuge,y- We have v, = 0 U {{1, {5} and consider the
term arising from 7, \ {¢1}. We can distinguish two cases as before. After a finite
number of steps s, we have z;(u/x,,) € I for some ¢; > j, obtaining an absurd. Hence,
txje(u;0) ¢ Im(0;), and +x;[e(u;o)] ¢ Ker(d;_1).

CASE 2. Suppose now j ¢ supp,(u). By Remark 37
e(u;0U{j}) =e; Ne(u;0) +r(u; o).
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Recalling the map f; : K;(x;) = K;_1(X;+1), we have that §;(e(u; 0 U{j})) = e(u; 0).
By Proposition B4l e(u;0 U {j}) is a cycle. We prove that [e(u;o U {j})] # [0] in
H;(x;). Suppose on the contrary that there exists a € K;1(x;) such that 0,11(a) =
e(u;0 U{j}). Now, a = > e(u,)e,, for some v C [j,n], |y| =i+ 1 and u, € S. So,

e(u;0 U{j}) = e(u/Tmax(u))€oufs} N Emax(u) + (smaller terms) = 0;(a)
- al( Z 8(u’7)67) = Z 5($Euv)€au{j} A €max(u) + R7

v+ Y\{O=oU{jmax(u)}

where R is a sum of other terms not involving e, A €max(w)- For some e, occurring
in a and some £y € 7o such that v\ {¢o} = 0 U{j, max(u)}, we must have u/Zmax() =
TgyUn,. We have £y # max(u) and j < j+1 < max(u), so ¢y < max(u). Therefore, 7o =
o U {J, lo, max(u)} and £&(Tmax(u) Uy ) o\ fmax(u)} = FE(Tmax(u)Uqg)€aufjeo} aPPEArs in
R. Now () < max(u) implies v \ {max(u)} > v \ {lo} = o U {j, max(u)}, and since
each wedge product appearing in e(u; o U{j}) is smaller than e,y(j} A €max(u), We must
have either €(Zmax(u)t~,) = 0 or there exist v C [j,n] and ¢; € v, such that the term
e (2, Uy, )ey,\ {1, } appears in R and cancels with fe(@max(u) Uy ) €qo\ {max(u)} -

SUBCASE 2.1. We have Zmax(u)tqyg € 1. S0, Tmax(u)Uyo = Tmax(u) U/ Tmax(w))/Tey =
u/xy, € I, but this is absurd, as u is a minimal monomial generator of I.

SUBCASE 2.2. We have 71 \ {{1} = v \ {max(u)} = o U {j, €} and Zmaxu)ty, =
T¢, Uy, . Therefore, 71 = o U {7, 4o, {1}. The term £e(x¢ uy, )eougse,} appears in R and
it is bigger than e(u')e,u(j1 A €max(). S0, we have two cases to consider. As before, in
the first case, e(x¢,u,,) = 0, and recalling that u/Tmaxw) = T4, We have

TpyUy, = xfo(xmax(u)u“/o>/x€1 = xmax(u)(xﬁou“/o)/xﬁ = xmax(u)(u/xmax(u)>/x€1
= u/xy €1,

an absurd, as u € G(I). Otherwise, we iterate the reasoning. After a finite number of
steps s, we have u/x,, € I, for some /¢, an absurd. Hence e(u;o U {j}) ¢ Im(0;11),
and [e(u;0 U {j})] # [0] in H;(x;). Therefore, p;([e(u;0 U {j})]) = [e(u;0)], and
le(u;0)] € Im(B;) = Ker(d;—1), as desired.

Finally, a basis for 8; *(Ker(&;_1)) is given by all the elements as in CLAIM 1 such
that j € 0. By inductive hypothesis, we know a basis for H;(x;11), and as «; sends
these homology classes to the corresponding homology classes of H;(x;), a minimal
generating set for Im(«;) is given by all the elements as in CLAIM 1 such that j ¢ o.

We observe that (x;) annihilates these elements. Indeed, the elements [e(u;0)] as
in CLAIM 1 minimally generate H;(x;) as a S/(x;+1)-module. So (x;41) annihilates
all [e(u;0)]. It remains to prove that z; annihilates all elements [e(u;0)]. If j ¢ o,
then by definition of e(u; o), e; doesn’t appear in the first term €(u/ZTmax(u)) € /A €max(u)
of e(u; o). We have

Di1(ej Ne(u;0)) = aje(u; o) +ej A (—1)% D9 (e(u; o)) = zje(u; o),
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so xjle(u;o)] = [0]. Suppose now j € o. Then S;(z;[e(u U)]) = zjle(u;o \ {j})] = [0],
as [e(u;0 \ {j})] € Ker(d;_1). Hence, z;[e(u;0)] € Ker(;) = Im(c;). By Remark B.7]

zile(u;o)] = zj[e; Ae(u;o\ {j}) +7(u;o)] = x;[r(u;0)] € Im(ew) C Hi(xj41),

the first summand vanishes, as e; ¢ H;(x;41). If we set a = r(u;0), z;[a] is a cycle,
and we have 9;.1(e; Aa) = —x;a, so z;[r(u;0)] = [0] and z;[e(u; o)] = [0], as desired.
Hence, a minimal generating set for the S/(x;)-module H;(x;) is as in CLAIM 1.
Finally for j = 1, S/(x1) = S/(x1,...,2,) = K, and CLAIM 1 implies the result,
as a minimal generating set of a K-vector space is a basis. 0

We provide an example that demonstrate our methods.

Example 3.9 Let t = (1,0,2), and let I = (1,273, Tow37476, Toxiw6). We set

W) = Ty, Wy = Tola, W3 = ToX3T4T6, Wy = Tox32¢. The ideal I C S = K[xy,...,z¢] is
a t-spread strongly stable ideal with minimal generating set G(I) = {wy, wa, w3, w4}.
Let x = 21,9, ..., 2. The basis for the Koszul homologies of S/I are:

Hy(x;S/1): e(w; @) = e(W/Tmax(w)) €max(w), for w € G(I);
Hy(x;S/1): wy gives no rise to any basis element,

wy gives e(wy; {1}) = e(xax3) €1 Aes,
ws gives e(ws; {1}) = e(xax31y) €1 A €5,
e(ws; {3}) = e(xawszy) €3 A eg,
wy gives e(wy; {1}) = e(xaz?) €1 A e,
e(wy;{3}) = e(z22?) e3 A eg — e(wam34) €4 A €6;
Hs3(x;S/1): wy,wsy give no rise to any basis element,
ws gives e(ws; {1,3}) = e(zaxszs) €1 A ez A eg,
wy gives e(wy;{1,3}) = e(z223) €1 Neg A eg — e(wax3ms) €1 A ey A eg;

H;i(x;S/I): @, forall j>4.
For instance, consider e(wy; {1,3}) € K3(x;.5/I). Then

Os(e(wg; {1,3})) = 0O5(c(a2n]) 1 Aes A eg — e(zawsmy) €1 A€y A eg)
= e(@1m977) e3 A e — £(ma1377) €1 A eg + e(T27576) €1 A €3
— (21791374) €4 N eg + £(221373) €1 A eg — £(22131476) €1 A ey
= 0.
In fact, the first, third, fourth and sixth terms vanish, as e(z12923) = e(xozizg) =
e(r1292374) = e(x2231476) = 0, and the second and fifth terms are opposite.

We illustrate how to obtain some of these elements.
Consider w3 = ww31476. Then suppg(ws) = supp g2)(T2237476) = {2,4,5} and
[max(ws) — 1] \ supp,(w3) = {1,3}. Let ¥ = {1,3}, then 93) = {2 4}. Moreover
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max(ws) = 6 ¢ 9™3). So, we can use equation () to compute the relevant Koszul
cycles e(ws; o). Of course, we may also use equation ().
The monomial w3 gives rise to the following Koszul cycles:

oc=: e(ws; @) = e(ws/xg)eg = e(war374)68,

o={1}; e(ws; {1}) = —e(ws; @) A ey + e(x1(ws/xa); D) A ey
= —5(25'2{1732['4)66 Nep+ 6(5(715(73254)66 N €9
= 6(1'21'31’4)61 N €6,

o ={3}; e(ws; {3}) —e(ws; D) A eg + e(xs(ws/xy); D) A ey

= —5(25'2{1732['4)66 N es + 6(1’21’%)66 N ey

= 6(5(725(73254)63 N €6,

e(ws; {1}) A ez + e(w3(ws/x4); {1}) A e
8(25‘2{1732[‘4)61 N €g VAN es + €(l’2$§$6; {1}) N ey
6(5(725(73254)61 Nes N eg+ 5(2[‘25(7%)61 N eg N\ ey
= 6(5(725(73254)61 N €3 AN €g-.

o={1,3}); e(ws{1,3}) = -

Our computations yield the Betti table of S/1,

01 2 3

total: 1 4 5 2
0: 11 - -
1: - - - -
2: -1 1 -
3: - 2 4 2

Remark 3.10 The expression of our Koszul cycles is not so nice. Indeed, a basis
element e(u; o) of H;(x;S/I), I at-spread strongly stable ideal, is a sum of 2°~! wedge
products! However, if t = (1,...,1,0,...,0) € ch)l, d > 2, the element

2(w;0) = e(U/Tmax(u))€o /N Cmax(u)-

with u € G(I) and o C [max(u) — 1] \ supp,(u) is easily seen to be a cycle. Indeed,

[asry

71—

oh

0i(z(u;0)) = (—1)j+15(:£kj (U/ Tmax(u)) )€o\{k;} N €max(u) + (=) e(u)e,

1

O .

Y

as Tp; (U/Tmax(w)) € I for all j and u € I, since t = (1,...,1,0,...,0). It’s easy
to see that the homology classes [z(u;0)] are non zero and K-independent. Hence,
they form a basis for H;(x), as the map z : z(u;0) — e(u;0) is a bijection and the
elements e(u; o) form a basis of H;(x) by Theorem B.8l These Koszul cycles have been
considered in the papers [9, 10]. But in general they are cycles only when the vector
t has the foom t = (1,...,1,0,...,0).
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Example 3.11 Let [ = (2129, 2173, 173, 110923 , T109Ty , T173 , T123T4 , T125) be a
(1,0)-spread strongly stable ideal of K[x1, %9, 3, z4]. By Remark B.I0l since t = (1,0)
and G(I) = {12, 2123, 1127}, the relevant basis for the Koszul homologies of S/I
are:

Hi(x;S/I):  e(myma/xy) ea, e(x123/73) €3, e(w123/14) e4;

Ho(x;S/I):  e(myzs/z3) ea Aes, e(x122/xy) ea Nes, e(x173/24) €3 N ey;
H3(x; S/I):  e(m1a3/xy) ea A es A es;

H;(x;S/1): @, forall j >4.

Therefore, using Macaulay2 [22] the Betti table of I is

01 2

total: 3 3 1
2. 2 1 -
3: 1 21

4. THE MINIMAL FREE RESOLUTION OF
VECTOR-SPREAD STRONGLY STABLE IDEALS

In this Section we construct the minimal free resolution of t-spread strongly stable
ideals of S. This resolution will generalize that of Eliahou and Kervaire [I7], and also
the squarefree lexsegment analogue in [10]. We will follow the construction given by
Aramova and Herzog in [9].

Let I € S = K[xq,...,2,] be a t-spread strongly stable ideal. Note that, since
Tors (K, S/I) = H;(x; S/I) = H;(x), for all 4, the minimal free resolution of S/I may
be written as follows,

F:---d—3>S®KH2(X)d—2>S®KH1(X)d—1>S®KHO(X)d—O>S/I_>0-

We set F; = S ®k H;(x), for all i, and note that Fy = S. By Theorem [3.8 and also
[9], for all ¢ > 1 a basis of the graded free S-module Fj is given by the elements,

fluio) == 1® (=1) V22 e(u; 0)],

such that u € G(I), 0 C [max(u) — 1] \ suppy(u) and |o| = i — 1. For later use, we
shall make the following convention. If o € [max(u) — 1]\ supp; (u) we set f(u;0) = 0.

Thus, it remains to describe the differentials d;, for all ¢ > 0. For this purpose,
suppose the differentials dy, dy, . .., d;_; have already been constructed such that

di—1 di—2 dq do

F<z‘ CF
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is exact. Fix a basis element f(u; o) of F;. Let K= K (x;.5/I) be the Koszul complex

attached to x with respect to S/I whose ith module and differential are, respectively,
K; and 0; : K; — K;_1. We consider the double complex K ®g¢ F_;,

id®d2 id®da2 id®da2

0—K, @ R 290 g, o R™50 29 o R ——0
id®d1 id®dy id®dy
i On— i i
0— =K, @ F 2% g op228 . 29 o R 0
id®do id®do id®do
0 0 0

where “id” denotes each time a suitable identity function.

It is known by [9, Section 1] that to describe how the differential d; acts on f(u; o)
it suffices to determine elements ¢g; € K;_; ® F};, j =0,...,7 — 1, satisfying

(idg, @ do)(g0) = (=) V21 @e(u;0), and (13)
(idKi7j71 & dj+1)(gj+1) = (@_j X ldFJ)(g]) for ] = O, ce ,i — 2. (14)

To construct such a sequence is a difficult combinatorial task. Thus we restrict
ourself to the case when t = (1,...,1,0,...,0), (Remark BI0). In this case we can
replace the cycles e(u; o) by the cycles z(u; o). In order to construct the sequence of
elements satisfying equations (I3) and (I4]) we need the following notion. We recall

that the pure lexicographic order is defined as follows: 225> - - - 2% > e 25 252 - - - 2bn
if and only if a3 = by, ag = by, ..., as_1 = bs_1 and a, > b, for some s € {1,...,n}.

Definition 4.1 Let I C S be a t-spread strongly stable ideal, t = (1,...,1,0,...,0).
Let M(I) be the set of all monomials belonging to I. We define the map ¢ : M(I) —
G(I), as follows: for w € M(I), we set g(w) := max._,_{u € G(I) : u divides w}. The
map ¢ is called the t-spread decomposition function of I.

For uw € G(I), k € [max(u) — 1] \ supp(u), we set
ug = g(zpu) and v = (zpu)/ug.

We shall need also the following notations. For a subset o of [n] and for k € o we define
a(o;k) == [{s € o : s < k}[. For 7 a subset of o we let (1) := >4 \, @(o;k). In
what follows, we denote o\ {k} by o\ k, and cU{k} by c Uk, omitting the parentheses.
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To further simplify the notations, we set idg, , , ®d;41 = dj41 and 0;_; ®idp, = J;_,
forall 7 =0,...,71—2.

The next theorem gives the desired differentials of the resolution F of S/I and
generalize [9, Theorem 2.3]. To write the elements g; more conveniently we switch the
order in the tensor products, that is we think g; as an element of I'; ® K,_;.

(i-1)(i—2)

Theorem 4.2 Let go = (—1) 2 1® (U'es A emax(w)), and for j=1,...i—1 let

9; = (_l)i_j Z (_1)7(7)./:(“; 7_) ® €\t + Z (_1)7(7)57 ® €o\1 A €max(u))

TC_O TCO"
IT|=5—1 ITl=j

where

$e= D=1 H " fug 7\ ),
Ler Tmax(u)
Then the elements go, ¢1, - - -, gi—1 satisfy equations (I3) and ([I4]). Moreover, the ith
differential of the minimal free resolution of S/I acting on f(u;o) is given by

di(f(u; U)) = al(gi—l)
= Z(—l)a(g;k)( — zp.f(u; 0\ k) 4+ vp f(up; 0\ k)). (15)

keo

Proof. Note that in the definition of s;, Zyaxw) always divide v;. Indeed, if we let
k™ = min{j € supp(u) : j > k}, then w = zp(u/zyw) € I is again a t-spread
monomial. By Lemma 2.6l w = wywy with wy € G(I) and max(w;) < min(wy).
Consequently {y € G(I) : y divides xyu} is non empty and uy exists. Proceeding as
in the proof of Lemma 2.6 we see that max(ux) < min(vg). Finally, vx # 1 otherwise
up, = xpu € G(I), which is absurd. Hence @pax () divides vy, as wanted.

We proceed by induction on . The case ¢ = 1 is trivial. By induction, we can
assume that the last formula for the differential d, holds for £ < i. We need to verify
the equations 0;_;(g;) = d;+1(gj+1). For j = 0 this is trivial. Let j > 0.

Firstly, we calculate 0;_;(g;). Since |0\ 7| =7 — j — 1, we have

0i—j(g;) = (=1)" Z (=) fu;7) @ ( Z (—1)* NPz (rumy )

TCo keo\r
|7[=j—1
+ Z (_1)7(T)ST & ( Z (_1)a(U\T;k)xkeJ\(‘rUk) A €max(u) + (_1)i_j_lxmax(u)ea\r)-
TCo keo\T

ITl=J

We suitably rewrite both sums.
For the first sum, note that for 7 C o, |7| = j — 1 and k € o \ 7, then setting

pP=T Uk we have that |p| = ja V(T) = fy(p \ k) = Zséo‘\(puk) 04(0'7 8) = fy(p) + 04(0'7 k)7
a(o; k) =alo\ 7;k) + a(r; k) and also a(7; k) = a(p; k) for it is k ¢ 7. Hence,

(_1)“/(7)(_1)01(0\7'§k) — (_1)v(p)+a(o\r;k)+a(r;k)(_1)a(o\7;k) — (_1)~r(p)(_1)a(p;k).
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AsT Co, |t =j—1and k € o\ 7 are arbitrary, p = 7 Uk C o with |[p| = j is
arbitrary too, thus the first sum of 9;,_;(g;) can be rewritten as follows,

A= (=177 ()OI f (ws p \ K)) © ey (16)

pCo kep
lp|=3

Analogously, the second sum can be written as B + C, where

B = Z (_1)7(0) ( Z(_l)a(ﬁ;k)xksﬂ\k) & €o\v A €max(u)» (17)
¥Co kev
[9=5+1
C = z j—1 Z ’Y(P Sp @ Tamax(u) €0\ p- (18)
pCo
o=

Taking into account equations (I6]), (I8), the inductive hypothesis and the defini-
tion of s, we have that

A+C = ( )Z G+1) Z(_l)%p) ( Z( 1)a(pk zkf(u p\ k) + zmax(u)sp) & €o\p

pCo kep
lpl=J
= (=1)G+D Z(_l)V(p)dj—i-l(f(u? P)) ® e\ p-
o=
pl=3j

Thus, by the structure of g;41, to complete our proof we need to prove that

B = E (—1)7(ﬁ)dj+1(879) & €o\d A €max(u)-
9Co
|9]=j+1

That is, we have to prove

dysi(s9) = Y (=1)*PPapsyy,

kel
=3 S (—)eeRatn U g g (), (19)
ked red\k fmax(e)

foralld Co, |9 =7+ 1.
Since j < i — 1, then 7 + 1 < 7, and by inductive hypothesis,

dya(s0) = _(~1)" ) = ( 37 (=1

T
red max(u) ked\r

(= auf(us 9\ {k,r}) +

LUy

9(zru,)

fg(aru); 9\ {k,})).
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For uw € G(I) and 7 C [n], we define
D(uyT) = {7" er:7\rC[max(u,) — 1] \suppt(ur)},
where u, = g(z,u). Note that for r € 7\ I'(u; 7), f(u.;7\ 1) =0.

Now, for the first sum of terms of d;11(sy), note that a(¢;r) = a(9\ k; ) +a(k;r),
a( k) =a(@\r k) +a(r;k) and a(k;r) —a(r;k) = 1if k <r or =1 if kK > r. Thus,

(_1)a(79;r)+a(79\7‘;k)+1 _ (_1)a(ﬁ\k;r)+a(k;7‘)+a(19;k)—a(r;k)+1 _ (_1)a(79;k)+a(19\k;7‘)'

Taking into account this calculation and exchanging the indices k£ with r in the second
sum of terms of d;;1(sy), we can write d;41(sy) as By + Bs, where

Z Z (k) +a(O\ ki) kvi flup 9\ {k,r}),

Tmax(u)
rel(u;¥) ked\r
a(O\k;r LrUpUg
By= ) (—1)WretiEn f(g(zrup); O\ Lk, r}).
el (u;9)
rel (ug;9\k)

In all terms of the right-hand side in equation (I9), for k,r € 9, k # r, we have
either r € I'(w;9) or r ¢ I'(u; ) and r € T'(u;9 \ k). Let B be the sum of terms
such that r € I'(u;9), and let By be the sum of terms such that r ¢ I'(u;9) and
r € I'(u; 9\ k). To finish the proof, it is enough to show that B; = B and By = By.

It is clear that B, = Bs.

Let us see that By = By. The hypotheses r ¢ I'(u; ) and r € I'(u; 9 \ k) imply
that k£ ¢ [max(u,) — 1] \ supp,(u,), where u,v, = z,u and max(u,) < min(v,). But
k€9 C o C [max(u) — 1] \ suppi(u). Thus, either k£ € [max(u,), max(u) — 1] or
k € supp,(u,) \ supp;(u). We show in both cases that g(x,ux) = u,-.

If k£ € [max(u,), max(u) — 1], then £ > max(u,) > r, so k > r since k # r. This
implies that r < k < max(uy) too. Hence, u, divides z,ug. Finally, g(x,ux) = u,.

If k& € supp;(u,.) \ supp(u), then k& > r, and so r < max(uy). Since k € supp(u,)
we have that k& < max(u,). Let us see that max(u,) < max(u). Suppose on the
contrary that max(u,) > max(uy). If u = ;- x;,, then uy = xp - x5, ---x;, and
U, = Ty - xj, - - -, are both t-spread monomials of I with p < ¢ < d. Then x, (uy/xy)
is a t-spread monomial of I that divides x,u and x,(ug /) >plex tr, an absurd. Hence
max(u,) < max(ug), so u, divides x,uy and again g(x,ug) = u,.

Thus, g(x,u) = u, and

TrUgUk

g(xruk)xmax(u) f(g(xTUk% v \ {k’ T}) (as ULV = xku>7
= I o\ {kr}) (as z,u = u,0,),
uTxmax(u)
= Tk Ur( ) f(ur719\{]{3,7‘})
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This shows that B, = B4 and completes our proof. O
We consider the ideal in Example B.1T]and construct the differentials of its minimal
free resolution. Note that in this case t = (1,0).

Example 4.3 Let I C S = K[z1,...,x¢) be the (1,0)-spread strongly stable ideal of
Example B.11] with minimal generating set

G([) = {wl = T1T2, W2 = X1T3, W3 = xlxi}.

By Example B11] pd(S/I) = 3. Let

ds da

s 0 =S ——S/I—0

the minimal free resolution of S/I. We know that dy = ¢ : .S — S/I is the canonical
map. We shall describe the differentials dy, ds, d3 by appropriate monomial matrices.
For i = 1,2, 3, the basis of the free S-modules F; = S ®x H;(x) consists of

flwji0) = (=1)0D221 @ [3(w;; 0)],
for j = 1,...,4, o C [max(w;) — 1] \ supp,(w;) and |o| =i — 1.

FZO—)Fg F2

We introduce a natural order on the basis elements of Fj, as follows,
fwi;o) = f(w;9) <= i<j or i=j and e, > ey,

where e, > ey with respect to the order on the wedge products defined in Section [l
For instance,
flwa; {2}) = f(ws; {2}) = f(ws; {3}). (20)
Then, d;, © = 1,2, 3, may be represented by a matrix whose jth column is given by
the components of d;(f;) with respect to the ordered basis of F;_;, where f; is the jth
basis element of F; with respect to the order introduced.
By equation (IZ]) we have that

—3 2 12 0
T3 —X9 0 Ii
—x9 0 —X2 —XI3
F: 0 — F3 > Fy

(ZIfliE'Q T1T3 LUQZL’Z)

F Fo -2 S/T — 0.

For instance, taking into account the order given in (20)), we have
2

d3(f(ws;{2,3})) = I34 (1) = =22 f(wa; {2}) + w3 f (ws; {2}) — @2f (ws; {3}),
dads(f(w3;{2,3})) = — @ T f (we; D) + 3 f (wy; D))

1(—
+ 23( — w2 f (w3; @ +x4f(w17 2))
— 2o — x5 f(w3; @) + 23 f(we; @) = 0.
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5. GENERALIZED ALGEBRAIC SHIFTING THEORY

In this final Section, we extend algebraic shifting theory to vector-spread strongly
stable ideals. From now on, K is a field of characteristic zero. We recall that by the
symbol Gin(I) we mean the generic initial ideal of a monomial ideal I C S, with
respect to the reverse lexicographic order, with x; > o > -+ > x,, [23]. It is known
that Gin(/) is a (0-spread) strongly stable ideal.

Firstly, we need some notions.

Let t,s € Z4' t = (t1, ..., t4_1),8 = (51,...,84_1), with d > 2. We can transform
any t-spread monomial ideal into a s-spread monomial ideal as follows: Let 0 € Zif]l
be the null vector with d — 1 components. To denote the composition of functions

Mon(T’; t) =% Mon(T;0) =2 Mon(T'; s)

we use the symbol o¢s, where T' = Klxy,29,...,%p,...]. Note that ops(1) = 1,
ots(z;) = x;, and for all monomials v = x; z;, - - - x;, € Mon(T';t), 2 < { < d,

l
Ut,s(lexjé e "sz> = kH1 Lokl g3kl

Finally, for I a t-spread monomial ideal, we let [?®s the monomial ideal whose
minimal generating set is G(I7%*) := {oys(u) : u € G(I)}. Note that [7t= = ([7+0)%0=.

As mentioned in the Introduction, we define the t-spread algebraic shifting as
follows: for I a monomial ideal of T, we let I** the following monomial ideal

5% .= (Gin(I))7+.

Note that for t =1 = (1,1,...,1), we obtain the classical algebraic shifting. Indeed,
for t =1, 0¢4 is the squarefree operator defined in the Introduction.

We are going to verify the following four properties:

(Shift,) I**is a t-spread strongly stable monomial ideal;
(Shifty) I5* = I if I is a t-spread strongly stable ideal;
(Shiftz) I and I®* have the same Hilbert function;
(Shifty) If I C J, then ISt C Jot.

Proposition 5.1 Let I be a monomial ideal. Then, I is a t-spread strongly stable
tdeal if and only if 1°%= is a s-spread strongly stable ideal.

Proof. Suppose that [ is a t-spread strongly stable ideal. Set I’ = I7%s. To show that
I’ is a s-spread strongly stable ideal, it suffices to check condition (ii) of Corollary 2.7]
So, let w € G(I), u = xj,x;, - - - xj,, then

d

Uy = O't,s(u) = H‘Tjk—Zf.;ll o+l s, = Xy -+ Tj S G([’) = G([Jt’s).
k=1
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Let ¢ € supp(uy), j <@ such that v, = atj (u1/z;) is s-spread, we prove that vy € I'.
Now, i = j§ = jo — o bt + S0t s, for some £ € {1,...,d}, and j, ; + 5,1 <
J < J,— 1, for some p </, 111 particular for p =1, j < j1. Hence,

d
vy = xj(uy/x;) = ij T, ij H :Ej;e).

k=/+1

Recall that og¢ is the inverse map of oy 5. Set v = o5¢(vy), then v is t-spread, and

-1 d
v = 054(v1) Hxﬂk Lj_swez sr+Zi’;}tr(ijk—8k+tk)( H :Eﬂk)
k=p

k=(+1
Since jry1 — jr 2>ty for all k and j, = j, — t + ). 18,,, we have
Ik — Sk Ttk < Jkt1— Sk < Jrtr, forallk=p,... . 0—1, and (21)
. 1 1 . 1 -1 ,
J=2 Sttt < Gy 200 s+ 2t = . (22)
Setting
- {Ij‘2£_isr+z¢_}tr(“/ Tjp); for m =1,
l’j(p+m72)_5(p+m72)+t(p+mf2) (Zm_l/l’j(z&mfl))’ for m = 2’ e ’f + L- p,

we see that the monomials z,, are t-spread. Moreover, as [ is t-spread strongly stable,
2 € I by (22), and inductively z,, € I, by (21]). So, v = zp+1_, € I, and by Lemma2.6]
v = wywy for unique monomials w; € G(I), we such that max(w;) < min(ws). Hence,
o¢s(wy) divides vy = 0y 5(v), with oy s(wy) € G(I') = G(I7%¢). Finally, v, € I = 7%=,
as desired. The converse is trivially true as I,t,s are arbitrary. 0

By virtue of this proposition, the property (Shift;) is verified. Indeed, it is known
that Gin(I) is a O-spread strongly stable ideal [23]. Consequently, I** is a t-spread
strongly stable ideal, as desired.

The operators oy s behave well, in fact they preserve the graded Betti numbers.
We first note that Theorem B.8 implies a formula for the graded Betti numbers. We
remark that the next result holds whatever the characteristic of the field K is.

Corollary 5.2 Let I be a t-spread strongly stable ideal of S. Then,
— 1=t
Brans(D) = (max(“) 2 Z), for all 4,7 > 0. (23)
i
UGG(I)]‘

In particular, the graded Betti numbers of a vector-spread strongly stable ideal I C S
do not depend upon the characteristic of the field K.
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Proof. Let 1,5 > 0. By equation ([Il), 5;i+;(1) = Bix1,+;(S/I) = dimg H;y1(x;.5/1);4j.
By Theorem .8, the degree of a basis element [e(u;0)] of Hy1(x;S/1)iy; is given
by |o| + 1+ deg(u) —1 =i+ j. Thus u € G(I);. For a fixed u € G(I);, we have
c _ )= \suope () — (max(u)-1-541
o C [max(u) — 1] \ supp,(u). Hence, there are ( ) = ( p )
possible choices for ¢. Summing all these binomials over u € G(I);, we obtain the
formula in the statement. O

Suitable choices of t return several well known formulas for the graded Betti num-
bers. t = (0,0,...,0) returns the Eliahou-Kervaire formula for (strongly) stable ideals
[17); t = (1,1,...,1) gives the Aramova—Herzog—Hibi formula for squarefree (strongly)
stable ideals [10]. Finally, in the uniform case, i.e., t = (t,t,...,t), we have the Ene-
Herzog—Qureshi formula for uniform t-spread strongly stable ideals [1§].

Let PP(y) = >, Bi(I)y" be the Poincaré series of I. Equation (23) implies
Corollary 5.3 Let I C S be a t-spread strongly stable ideal. Then
(a) PP(y) = Lueaa (1 +y)m 172

(b) pd(/) = max { max(u) — 1 — Shdes=ly e G(I)};

J=1

deg(u) 1

(c) reg(I) = max { deg(u) : u € G(I)}.
Let us return now to our shifting operators. As announced, we have

Lemma 5.4 Let I be a t-spread strongly stable ideal. Then I°%* is a s-spread strongly
stable ideal, and for all i,7 >0,

Biivi (1) = Biigj (175%).

Proof. We have just proved that [9%s is a s-spread strongly stable ideal with minimal

generating set G(17%*) = {o¢s(u ) cu e G(I )} Moreover, for u € G(I), we have

max(o¢s(u)) = max(u) — ?Cgl(u te + Zdeg " s;. Hence, Corollary 5.2 yields

B (I7) = > (max(ats( u) —1-337 Sg)

1
ot,s(u)eG(I7%:8);

S (max( u) twLZz . )

UEG(I)J

¥ (max(u)—i— ZW) = B (D).

UEG(I)J
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As a consequence, the property (Shifts) is verified too. Indeed, it is known that
I and Gin(7) have the same Hilbert function. Moreover, by Lemma 5.4 Gin() and
(Gin(I))?0+ have the same graded Betti numbers and thus the same Hilbert function.

Note that condition (Shift,) is trivially verified. Finally it remains to establish
condition (Shifty). This is accomplished in the next theorem.

Theorem 5.5 Let K be a field of characteristic zero. Let I C S be a t-spread strongly
stable ideal. Then
I = (Gin([1))7°*.

Proof. We proceed by induction on the integer ¢ = max{max(u) : v € G(I)} > 1. If
¢ =1, then G(I) = {2%}, I = (29), and Gin(I) = I = (x}), moreover oy o(z]) = ¥,
for some a > 1. So, the thesis holds for ¢ = 1.

Let £ > 1. By [23, Lemma 11.2.8] we can assume ¢ = n. So, there exists a monomial
u € G(I) with max(u) = n. Let p = max{p : 2P divides w for some w € G(I)}, our
hypothesis implies that p > 1. We consider the following ideals:

I'=T1:(), I"=(ueG():max(u) <n).

Both are again t-spread strongly stable ideals, and I” C I C I’. By inductive hypoth-
esis, Gin(I") = (I")?#° and Gin(I") = (1")7%°. Equivalently,

I' = Gin(I')?% and [" = Gin(I")70*.

Therefore, I” C Gin(I)70t C [".

CLAM 2. It is

I C Gin(I)7°*. (24)

To prove CLAIM 2, it is enough to show that each u € G(I) with max(u) = n
belongs to Gin([)?°¢t. Indeed, since I” C Gin(/)?*¢, all monomials v € G(I) with
max(u) < n are in Gin(7)7°+.

Let u € G(I) with max(u) =n. Weseta =n—1— Z;‘igl(“)_l t; and b = a+deg(u).
By Corollary (5.2l we have

max(v) — 1 — S0 ¢,
Bap(l) = Z gyt
veG(I) n j=1 j
deg(v)=deg(u)

= [{v e G(): max(v) = n, deg(v) = deg(u)}|.

Similarly, as Gin(/)7°* is t-spread strongly stable,

max(w) — 1 — Y i tj)

deg(u)—1
n_l_Zj:gl() tj

weG(Gin(1)70:t)
dos (1) =des(u)

= [{w € G(Gn(I)7*) : max(w) = n, deg(w) = deg(u)}|.
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Moreover, by [23, Corollary 3.3.3] and by Lemma [5.4] we have

Bap(l) < Bap(Gin(I)) = Bup(Gin(1)70).

Hence
[{w € G(Gin(I)7°*) : max(w) = n, deg(w deg )} > (25)
[{v e G(I) : max(v) = n, deg = deg(u) }|.
Our aim is to prove that v € G(I) with max(u) = n belongs to Gin([7)70:+.
Let wy, ..., w, be the monomial generators in G(Gin(7)7°*) such that max(w;) =n
and deg(w;) < deg(wsy) < --- < deg(ws). Since Gin(/)7°t C I', we have w;aP € I, for
all i =1,...,s. We prove that w; € I for all 7. Since w;z? € I, there is a monomial

v; € G(I) such that v; divides w;z?. We have deg(v;) < deg(w;)+p, foralli=1,... s

If deg(vy) < deg(wy), setting u = v; in (28), we would have an absurd. Hence
deg(vy) > deg(wy). By finite induction, deg(v;) > deg(w;), for all i =1,...,s

Now, if deg(vs) > deg(ws) + 1, setting u = v, in (25]), we would obtain an absurd.
Hence, deg(vs) < deg(ws), and since we have proved that deg(v,s) > deg(ws), we obtain
deg(vs) = deg(ws). Iterating this argument, deg(v;) = deg(w;), for all i =1,...,s

If v; = (w;aP) /2P = w; we set u; = v; and note that u; = w; divides w;. Otherwise,
v; = (w;aP)/z; for some monomial z; # 2P, we note that v; has bigger sorted indexes
than w;, thus since [ is t-spread strongly stable w; € I. Hence, there is a monomial
u; € G(I) that divides w;. Finally, we have constructed monomials uy,...,us € G(I)
such that u; divides w;, for all i = 1,...,s. Repeating the same argument as before,
using (23]), we see that deg(u;) > deg(w;), for all 4, hence u; = w;, since u; divides wj,
foralle=1,... s

Thus, w; = u; € G(I), for alli =1,...,s, and we get the inclusion
{w e G(Gin(I)?*) : max(w) = n} C {u € G(I) : max(u) = n}.
This equation together with (28] yield
{w e G(Gin(I)?*) : max(w) = n} = {u € G(I) : max(u) = n}.

Hence, CLAIM 2 is true.

Finally, I and Gin(/) have the same Hilbert function. Moreover, by Lemma [£.4]
Gin(/) and Gin(7)?°* have the same Hilbert function. Hence I and Gin(/)?°¢ have the
same Hilbert function. Formula (24]) and this observation imply that I = Gin([)7°*,
or equivalently Gin(/) = I7%°, proving the theorem. O

We end the paper by remarking that the operator oy ¢ establishes a bijection be-
tween t-spread strongly stable ideals and s-spread strongly stable ideals.
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