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Abstract

An algorithm for matrix factorization of polynomials was proposed in [11] and it was

shown that this algorithm produces better results than the standard method for factoring

polynomials on the class of summand-reducible polynomials. In this paper, we improve

this algorithm by refining the construction of one of its two main ingredients, namely the

multiplicative tensor product ⊗̃ of matrix factorizations to obtain another different bifunc-

torial operation denoted by ⊗. We refer to ⊗ as the refined multiplicative tensor product

of matrix factorizations. In fact, we observe that in the algorithm for matrix factorization

of polynomials developed in [11], if we replace ⊗̃ by ⊗, we obtain better results on the

class of summand-reducible polynomials in the sense that the refined algorithm produces

matrix factors which are of smaller sizes.

Keywords. Matrix factorization, tensor product, standard method for factoring polyno-

mials, summand-reducible polynomials.
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1 Introduction

In his ground-breaking paper [8] published in 1980, Eisenbud invented the concept of

matrix factorization. He showed how polynomials including irreducible ones can be fac-

torized using matrices. In light of his work, the classical factorization of a polynomial

h(x) = f (x)g(x) can now be viewed as a 1× 1 matrix factorization of h(x). An example of

a matrix factorization of the irreducible polynomial t(x) = x2 + 4 over R[x] is:

[
x −2

2 x

] [
x 2

−2 x

]
= (x2 + 4)

[
1 0

0 1

]
= tI2

We say that (

[
x −2

2 x

]
,

[
x 2

−2 x

]
) is a 2 × 2 matrix factorization of t.

There exists a standard technique for factoring polynomials using matrices (cf. sub-

section 4.1). One noticeable downside of this algorithm is that for each monomial that is
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added to the polynomial, the size of the matrix factors doubles. As will be seen below

(subsection 4.1), polynomials with n monomials have matrix factors of size 2n−1 (when

n = 10, we have matrix factors of size 210−1 = 512). [6] gives an elementary way to pro-

duce matrix factors that can be found in [4] on the class of sums of square polynomials

f = x2
1 + · · · + x2

n over the reals, with n ≤ 8. The matrix factors they obtain are smaller

in size than the ones one obtains with the standard technique. This technique has recently

been improved in [11] on the class of summand-reducible polynomials (cf. definition 4.2).

Our main objective in this paper is to refine the algorithm proposed in [11] for the fore-

going class of polynomials. More precisely, we want to produce matrix factors of a given

polynomial which are as small as possible while maintaining the property that the entries

are monomials. To this end, we will first assume (cf. subsection 4.1) that before applying

the standard method to find matrix factors of a polynomial, it has to be written in its ex-

panded form. This is important because when a polynomial is not written in its expanded

form, the matrix factors one obtains contain entries which are more complex (sum and

products of monomials) than the ones (monomials) obtained when the method is applied

on a polynomial in its expanded form (cf. examples 4.1 and 4.2 ). Since a polynomial is

made up of sums and products of monomials, the procedure developed in [11] uses two

main ingredients which are functorial operations: The Yoshino tensor product of matrix

factorizations (cf. subsection 2.1) with the ability to produce a matrix factorization of the

sum of two polynomials from their respective matrix factorizations and the multiplicative

tensor product of matrix factorizations (cf. definition 2.3) with the ability to produce a

matrix factorization of the product of two polynomials from their respective matrix fac-

torizations. In this paper, we refine the construction of the multiplicative tensor product

of matrix factorizations ⊗̃ and obtain a new bifunctorial operation denoted ⊗. We refer to

⊗ as the refined multiplicative tensor product of matrix factorizations. In fact, ⊗̃ is simply

a direct sum of two copies of ⊗. We then replace ⊗̃ by its new version ⊗ in the algorithm

proposed in [11] to obtain a refined algorithm which yields smaller matrix factors than the

ones yielded by the procedure in [11] on the class of summand-reducible polynomials.

In the sequel, except otherwise stated, K is a field and K[[x]] (resp. K[[y]]) is the for-

mal power series ring in the variables x = x1, · · · , xr (resp. y = y1, · · · , ys). Let f ∈ K[[x]]

and g ∈ K[[y]] be nonzero noninvertible elements.

Eisenbud also found out that matrix factorizations of a power series f ∈ K[[x]] are

closely related to the homological properties of modules over quotient rings K[[x]]/( f ).

He proved that all maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules (MCM modules) without free sum-

mands are described by matrix factorizations. See [19] and [14] for more background on

MCM modules.

Yoshino [23] found a way to relate MCM modules over K[[x]]/( f ) and over K[[y]]/(g)

with MCM modules over K[[x, y]]/( f + g). In fact, he constructed a tensor product de-

noted ⊗̂ which is such that if X is a matrix factorization of f ∈ K[[x]] and Y is a matrix

factorization of g ∈ K[[y]], then X⊗̂Y is a matrix factorization of f + g ∈ K[[x, y]].

In [11], without resorting to homological methods, the author constructed a bifunctorial

operation denoted by ⊗̃ which is such that X⊗̃Y is a matrix factorizations of the product

f g ∈ K[[x, y]].

In this paper, we refine the construction of ⊗̃ and obtain another bifunctorial operation

which unlike ⊗̃ has no variants as will be discussed in Remark 2.1 .

Thus, our first main result is the following:
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Theorem A.

1. Let f ∈ K[[x1, ..., xr]] and g ∈ K[[y1, ..., ys]] be nonzero elements. If X

(resp. Y) is a matrix factorization of f (resp. g). Then, there is a tensor prod-

uct ⊗ of matrix factorizations which produces a matrix factorization X⊗Y of

the product f g ∈ K[[x1, ..., xr, y1, ..., ys]] such that the size of each matrix fac-

tor of X⊗Y is one half the size of matrix factors of X⊗̃Y . ⊗ is called the refined

multiplicative tensor product of matrix factorizations.

2. The refined multiplicative tensor product (−)⊗(−) : MF(K[[x]], f )×MF(K[[y]], g) →

MF(K[[x, y]], f g) is a bifunctor.

We use the newly defined operation ⊗ together with the existing Yoshino tensor prod-

uct ⊗̂, to improve the algorithm for matrix factorization of polynomials proposed in [11]

on the class of summand-reducible polynomials (cf. Definition 4.2).

Our second main result is stated as follows:

Theorem B. Let f = t1+ · · ·+ ts+g11 · · · g1m1
+ · · ·+gl1 · · · glml

be a summand-

reducible polynomial. Let p ji be the number of monomials in g ji. Then there

is an improved version of the standard method for factoring f which produces

factorizations of size

2
∏m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∏ml
i=1

pli−(
∑m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∑ml
i=1

pli−
∑l

j=1
m j+l)

times smaller than the size one would normally obtain with the standard

method.

Nota Bene: As we will explain later (see Corollary 4.2 ), this theorem is equivalent to

saying that for a given summand-reducible polynomial f , the algorithm we construct in

this paper produces matrix factors of f whose size is 2
∑l

j=1 m j−l times smaller than the size

one obtains with the improved algorithm presented in section 4 of [11].

Due to its applications in pure mathematics and physics, the study of matrix factoriza-

tions evolved rapidly over the last four decades ([8],[16], [15], [20], [21], [22], [7], [13],

[4], [17], [1], [2], [24], [5], [6], [10]) as discussed in the introduction of [11].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we recall the definition of

the Yoshino tensor product of matrix factorizations. Next, we recall the definition of the

multiplicative tensor product of matrix factorizations. Furthermore, we define the refined

version of the multiplicative tensor product of matrix factorizations. Our theorem A is

also stated and proved here. In section 3, properties of the refined version of the multi-

plicative tensor product of matrix factorizations are discussed. In section 4, the definition

of the class of summand-reducible polynomials is recalled. Our theorem B is also stated

and proved here. Examples are provided to illustrate this result.

2 Refined multiplicative tensor product of matrix factor-

izations and its functoriality

In this section, we first recall the definitions of Yoshino’s tensor product of matrix factor-

izations denoted ⊗̂. Next, we recall the definition of the multiplicative tensor product of
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matrix factorizations ⊗̃ and then refine it to obtain a new version denoted by ⊗. We prove

that it is a bifunctorial operation and give some examples.

Under this section, unless otherwise stated, R = K[[x]] and S = K[[y]] where x = x1, ..., xr

and y = y1, ..., ys.

2.1 A refined version of the multiplicative tensor product of matrix

factorizations

In this subsection, we refine the definition of the multiplicative tensor product of matrix

factorizations to obtain a bifunctorial operation denoted ⊗ which is referred to as the

refined multiplicative tensor product of matrix factorizations. ⊗̃ is simply a direct sum of

two copies of ⊗. The functoriality of this new operation will be proved in subsection 2.2.

We first recall the definitions of matrix factorization of a power series, Yoshino tensor

product and multiplicative tensor product.

Definition 2.1. [23]

An n × n matrix factorization of a power series f ∈ R is a pair of n × n matrices (φ, ψ)

such that φψ = ψφ = f In, where In is the n × n identity matrix and the coefficients of φ

and of ψ are taken from R.

The category of matrix factorizations of a power series f ∈ R = K[[x]] := K[[x1, · · · , xn]]

denoted by MF(R, f ) or MFR( f ) was defined in §1 of [23]. Details on this category are

found in chapter 2 of [10].

Definition 2.2. [23] Yoshino tensor product of matrix factorizations

Let X = (φ, ψ) be an n× n matrix factorization of f ∈ R and X′ = (φ′, ψ′) an m×m matrix

factorization of g ∈ S . These matrices can be considered as matrices over L = K[[x, y]]

and the tensor product X⊗̂X′ is given by

(

[
φ ⊗ 1m 1n ⊗ φ

′

−1n ⊗ ψ
′ ψ ⊗ 1m

]
,

[
ψ ⊗ 1m −1n ⊗ φ

′

1n ⊗ ψ
′ φ ⊗ 1m

]
)

where each component is an endomorphism on Ln ⊗ Lm.

X⊗̂X′ is an object of MFL( f + g) of size 2nm as proved in Lemma 2.1 of [10].

Functorial properties of ⊗̂ were proved in [23]. Some of them include commutativity,

distributivity and associativity.

Definition 2.3. [11] Let X = (φ, ψ) be a matrix factorization of f ∈ K[[x]] of size n and

let X′ = (φ′, ψ′) be a matrix factorization of g ∈ K[[y]] of size m. Thus, φ, ψ, φ′ and ψ′ can

be considered as matrices over L = K[[x, y]] and the multiplicative tensor product X⊗̃X′

is given by

((φ ⊗ φ′) ⊕ (φ ⊗ φ′), (ψ ⊗ ψ′) ⊕ (ψ ⊗ ψ′)) = (

[
φ ⊗ φ′ 0

0 φ ⊗ φ′

]
,

[
ψ ⊗ ψ′ 0

0 ψ ⊗ ψ′

]
)

where each component is an endomorphism on Ln ⊗L Lm.

4



Functorial properties of ⊗̃ were proved in [11]. Some of them include commutativity,

distributivity and associativity.

Definition 2.4. Let X = (φ, ψ) be a matrix factorization of f ∈ K[[x]] of size n and let

X′ = (φ′, ψ′) be a matrix factorization of g ∈ K[[y]] of size m. Thus, φ, ψ, φ′ and ψ′ can

be considered as matrices over L = K[[x, y]]. The refined multiplicative tensor product

X⊗X′ is given by

X⊗X′ = (φ, ψ)⊗(φ′, ψ′) = ([φ ⊗ φ′], [ψ ⊗ ψ′])

where each component is an endomorphism on Ln ⊗L Lm.

Remark 2.1. Comparison between ⊗̃ and ⊗

• Observe that unlike with ⊗̃ (cf. definition 2.3), the entries of the matrices we have

in the foregoing definition cannot be rotated to obtain a variant for ⊗.

• Though ⊗̃ and ⊗ can both be used to find a matrix factorization of the product of

two polynomials from their respective matrix factorizations, there is a conspicuous

difference between them in the way they are defined. But most importantly, there is

a striking difference in their applications. ⊗̃ was used in [9] (cf. section 4.2) to give

an example of a semi-unital semi-monoidal category. Observe that ⊗̃ was used to

construct objects of the foregoing category but this is not possible with ⊗. On the

other hand, as we shall see in section 4.2, ⊗ helps to obtain smaller matrix factors

of polynomials as compared to ⊗̃.

Remark 2.2. The proof of Theorem 4.2 of [11] gives an algorithm that yields small matrix

factors (as compared to the standard method) for a summand-reducible polynomial (cf.

Definition 4.2). The main ingredients of that algorithm are the bifunctorial operations ⊗̂

and ⊗̃. The main result of this paper stipulates that if in the proof of Theorem 4.2 of [11],

⊗̃ is replaced by ⊗, then we will obtain better results (cf. Theorem 4.2 and Corollary 4.2)

in the sense that matrix factors will even be smaller.

N.B. Now, though ⊗̃ is simply a direct sum of two copies of ⊗, the refined algorithm we

present in this paper produces matrix factors which are not always just half the size of

matrix factors obtained from the previous algorithm, instead the size is reduced by a factor

that depends on the number of terms in the summand-reducible polynomial as proved in

Corollary 4.2.

Lemma 2.1. Let X = (φ, ψ) be an n × n matrix factorization of f ∈ K[[x]] and let

X′ = (φ′, ψ′) be an m × m matrix factorization of g ∈ K[[y]]. Then, X⊗X′ is an object of

MF(K[[x, y]], f g) of size nm.

Proof. We have:

[φ ⊗ φ′][ψ ⊗ ψ′]
= [φψ ⊗ φ′ψ′], by the mixed product property.
= [ f 1n ⊗ g1m], since φψ = f 1n and φ′ψ′ = g1m

= f g[1n ⊗ 1m].
= f g · 1nm

So, X⊗X′ is an object of MF( f g) of size nm as claimed. �
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In the following example, we exhibit a matrix factorization of the polynomial

g = xy + xz2 + yz2 without showing how it is obtained. Details showing how such ma-

trix factorizations are obtained are discussed in section 4.1 where we recall the standard

method for matrix factorization of polynomials. In that section, we will also observe that

this method has variants.

Example 2.1. A straightforward computation shows that a 2 × 2 matrix factorization of

f = x2 + 4 is:

X = (

[
x −2

2 x

]
,

[
x 2

−2 x

]
) = (φX, ψX).

Since (

[
z2 y

x −x − y

] [
x + y y

x −z2

]
) = (xy + xz2 + yz2)

[
1 0

0 1

]
,

a 2 × 2 matrix factorization of g = xy + xz2 + yz2 is:

Y = (

[
z2 y

x −x − y

]
,

[
x + y y

x −z2

]
) = (φY , ψY).

X⊗Y = (
[
φX ⊗ φY

]
,
[
ψX ⊗ ψY

]
)

i.e., X⊗Y = (



xz2 xy −2z2 −2y

x2 −x2 − xy −2x 2(x + y)

2z2 2y xz2 xy

2x −2(x + y) x2 −x2 − xy


,



x2 + xy xy 2(x + y) 2y

x2 −xz2 2x −2z2

−2(x + y) −2y x2 + xy xy

2x 2z2 x2 −xz2


)

2.2 Functoriality of ⊗

This subsection is entirely devoted to the discussion of the bifunctoriality of ⊗.

Setting the stage: Let X f = (φ, ψ), X′
f
= (φ′, ψ′) and X′′

f
= (φ′′, ψ′′) be objects of

MF(K[[x]], f ) respectively of sizes n, n′ and n′′. Let Xg = (σ, ρ), X′g = (σ′, ρ′) and X′′g =

(σ′′, ρ′′) be objects of MF(K[[y]], g) respectively of sizes m,m′ and m′′.

Definition 2.5. For morphisms ζ f = (α f , β f ) : X f = (φ, ψ) → X′
f
= (φ′, ψ′) and ζg =

(αg, βg) : Xg = (σ, ρ)→ X′g = (σ′, ρ′) respectively in MF(K[[x]], f ) and MF(K[[y]], g),

we define ζ f⊗ζg : X f⊗Xg = (φ, ψ)⊗(σ, ρ)→ X′
f
⊗X′g = (φ′, ψ′)⊗(σ′, ρ′) by

([α f ⊗ αg], [β f ⊗ βg])

Lemma 2.2. ζ f⊗ζg: X f⊗Xg = (φ, ψ)⊗(σ, ρ) → X′
f
⊗X′g = (φ′, ψ′)⊗(σ′, ρ′) is a morphism

in MF(K[[x, y]], f g).

Proof. We need to show that the following diagram commutes:

K[[x, y]]nm [ψ⊗ρ]
//

[α f⊗αg]

��

K[[x, y]]nm

[β f⊗βg]

��

[φ⊗σ]
// K[[x, y]]nm

[α f⊗αg]

��

K[[x, y]]n′m′

[ψ′⊗ρ′]
// K[[x, y]]n′m′

[φ′⊗σ′]
// K[[x, y]]n′m′

6



viz. both the left and the right squares in the foregoing diagram commute.

• The commutativity of the right square and the left square are respectively expressed by

the following equalities:

[α f ⊗ αg][φ ⊗ σ] = [φ′ ⊗ σ′][β f ⊗ βg] and

[β f ⊗ βg][ψ ⊗ ρ] = [ψ′ ⊗ ρ′][α f ⊗ αg].

i.e., all we need to show is the pair of equalities:


α fφ ⊗ αgσ = φ

′β f ⊗ σ
′βg · · · (1)

β fψ ⊗ βgρ = ψ
′α f ⊗ ρ

′αg · · · (2)

Now by hypothesis, ζ f = (α f , β f ) : X f = (φ, ψ) → X′
f
= (φ′, ψ′) and ζg = (αg, βg) :

Xg = (σ, ρ) → X′g = (σ′, ρ′) are morphisms, meaning that the following diagrams com-

mute

K[[x]]n ψ
//

α f

��

K[[x]]n

β f

��

φ
// K[[x]]n

α f

��

K[[x]]n′ ψ′
// K[[x]]n′ φ′

// K[[x]]n′

and

K[[y]]m ρ
//

αg

��

K[[y]]m

βg

��

σ
// K[[y]]m

αg

��

K[[y]]m′ ρ′
// K[[y]]m′ σ′

// K[[y]]m′

That is, 
α fφ = φ

′β f · · · (i)

ψ′α f = β fψ · · · (ii)

and


αgσ = σ

′βg · · · (i
′)

ρ′αg = βgρ · · · (ii
′)

Now considering (i) and (i′), we immediately see that equality (1) holds. Similarly, (ii)

and (ii′) yield (2).

So, ζ f⊗ζg is a morphism in MF(K[[x, y]], f g).

�

We can now state the following result.

Theorem 2.1. 1. Let X be a matrix factorization of f ∈ K[[x]] of size n and let Y be

a matrix factorization of g ∈ K[[y]] of size m. Then, there is a tensor product ⊗

of matrix factorizations which produces a matrix factorization X⊗Y of the product

f g ∈ K[[x1, ..., xr, y1, ..., ys]] which is of size nm. ⊗ is called the refined multiplica-

tive tensor product of matrix factorizations.
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2. The refined multiplicative tensor product (−)⊗(−) : MF(K[[x]], f )×MF(K[[y]], g) →

MF(K[[x, y]], f g) is a bifunctor.

Proof. 1. This is exactly what we proved above in subsection 2.1.

2. We show that ⊗ is a bifunctor.

In order to ease our computations, let’s write F = (−)⊗(−). We show that F is a

bifunctor.

We have:

(−)⊗(−) : MF( f ) × MF(g) −→ MF( f g)

(X f ,

ζ f

��

Xg) //

ζg

��

X f⊗Xg

ζ f⊗ζg:=(α,β)

��

(X′
f

, X′g) // X′
f
⊗X′g

ζ′
f

��

ζ′g

��

ζ′
f
⊗ζ′g:=(α′ ,β′)

��

(X′′
f

, X′′g ) // X′′
f
⊗X′′g

We showed in lemma 2.2 that ζ f⊗ζg := (α, β) is a morphism in MF(K[[x, y]], f g),

where

(α, β) = ([α f ⊗ αg], [β f ⊗ βg])

Similarly, if ζ′
f

:= (α′
f
, β′

f
) and ζ′g := (α′g, β

′
g) then ζ′

f
⊗ζ′g = (α′, β′) where

(α′, β′) = ([α′f ⊗ α
′
g], [β′f ⊗ β

′
g])

It now remains to show the composition and the identity axioms.

Identity Axiom:

We show that F(id(X f ,Xg)) = idF(X f ,Xg).

Now, F(id(X f ,Xg)) = F(idX f
, idXg

) := idX f
⊗idXg

: X f⊗Xg → X f⊗Xg.

And by definition 2.5, idX f
⊗idXg

is the pair of matrices

([In ⊗ Im], [In ⊗ Im]) †

Next, we compute idF(X f ,Xg) = idX f⊗Xg
: X f⊗Xg → X f⊗Xg.

By definition of a morphism in the category MF( f g), we know that

idX f⊗Xg
:= ([Inm], [Inm]) ††

Since In ⊗ Im = Inm, we see that † and †† are the same, therefore F(id(X f ,Xg)) =

idF(X f ,Xg) as desired.

Composition Axiom:

Consider the situation:

X f

ζ f
// X′

f

ζ′
f

// X′′
f

8



Xg

ζg
// X′g

ζ′g
// X′′g

X f⊗Xg

F(ζ f ,ζg)
// X′

f
⊗X′g

F(ζ′
f
,ζ′g)
// X′′

f
⊗X′′g

We need to show F(ζ′
f
◦ ζ f , ζ

′
g ◦ ζg) = F(ζ′

f
, ζ′g) ◦ F(ζ f , ζg).

Now, ζ′
f
◦ ζ f = (α′

f
α f , β

′
f
β f ) and ζ′g ◦ ζg = (α′gαg, β

′
gβg).

Thanks to definition 2.5, we obtain:

(ζ′f ◦ ζ f )⊗(ζ′g ◦ ζg) = ([α′fα f ⊗ α
′
gαg], [β′fβ f ⊗ β

′
gβg]) ‡

′

Next,

(ζ′
f
⊗ζ′g) ◦ (ζ f⊗ζg)

= ([α′
f
⊗ α′g], [β′

f
⊗ β′g]) ◦ ([α f ⊗ αg], [β f ⊗ βg])

= ([α′
f
α f ⊗ α

′
gαg], [β′

f
β f ⊗ β

′
gβg]) ‡‡′

From ‡′ and ‡‡′, we see that F(ζ′
f
◦ ζ f , ζ

′
g ◦ ζg) = F(ζ′

f
, ζ′g)◦F(ζ f , ζg). Thus, (−)⊗(−)

is a bifunctor.

�

3 Properties of the refined multiplicative tensor product

of matrix factorizations

In this section, we prove that ⊗ is associative, commutative and distributive.

We denote by X1 = (φ1, ψ1) (resp. X2 = (φ2, ψ2)) an (n1 × n1) (resp. (n2 × n2)) matrix

factorization of f ∈ K[[x]]. We also let X′ = (φ′, ψ′) (resp. X′′ = (φ′′, ψ′′)) denotes a (p×p)

(resp. (m × m)) matrix factorization of g ∈ K[[y]] (resp. of h ∈ K[[z]] := K[[z1, · · · , zl]]).

X = (φ, ψ) will also be an r × r matrix factorization of f ∈ K[[x]].

3.1 Associativity, commutativity and distributivity of ⊗

Proposition 3.1. (Associativity)

There is an identity:

(X⊗X′)⊗X′′ = X⊗(X′⊗X′′) in MF( f gh).

Proof. The desired identity follows from the fact that the standard tensor product for

matrices is associative. �

To prove the commutativity of ⊗, it is worth recalling (cf. section 3.1 [12]) that given

two matrices A and B, the tensor products A ⊗ B and B ⊗ A are permutation equivalent.

That is, there exist permutation matrices P and Q (so called commutation matrices) such

that: A ⊗ B = P(B ⊗ A)Q. If A and B are square matrices, then A ⊗ B and B ⊗ A are even

permutation similar, meaning we can take P = QT .

To be more precise [12], if A is a p × q matrix and B is an r × s matrix, then

B ⊗ A = S p,r(A ⊗ B)S T
q,s

9



where,

S m,n =

m∑

i=1

(eT
i ⊗ In ⊗ ei) =

n∑

j=1

(e j ⊗ Im ⊗ eT
j )

In is the n × n identity matrix and ei is the ith unit vector. S m,n is the perfect shuffle per-

mutation matrix.

The commutativity of ⊗ is up to isomorphism. This isomorphism comes from the permu-

tation similarity of the matrices involved.

Proposition 3.2. (commutativity)

For matrix factorizations X ∈ MF( f ) and X′ ∈ MF(g), there is a natural isomorphism

X⊗X′ � X′⊗X in MF( f g).

Proof. We know that X⊗X′ = ([φ ⊗ φ′], [ψ ⊗ ψ′]) and X′⊗X = ([φ′ ⊗ φ], [ψ′ ⊗ ψ]). The

desired isomorphism then follows from the fact that φ⊗φ′ (respectively ψ⊗ψ′) and φ′⊗φ
(respectively ψ′ ⊗ ψ) are permutation similar. �

Proposition 3.3. (Distributivity)

If X1 and X2 are matrix factorizations (of f ∈ K[[x]]) of the same size, then there are

identities

1. (X1 ⊕ X2)⊗X′ = (X1⊗X′) ⊕ (X2⊗X′).

2. X′⊗(X1 ⊕ X2) = (X′⊗X1) ⊕ (X′⊗X2).

Proof. 1.

(X1⊗X′) ⊕ (X2⊗X′)

= ([φ1 ⊗ φ
′], [ψ1 ⊗ ψ

′]) ⊕ ([φ2 ⊗ φ
′], [ψ2 ⊗ ψ

′])

= (

[
φ1 ⊗ φ

′ 0

0 φ2 ⊗ φ
′

]
,

[
ψ1 ⊗ ψ

′ 0

0 ψ2 ⊗ ψ
′

]
) · · · (♯)

Next,

(X1 ⊕ X2)⊗X′ = ((φ1, ψ1) ⊕ (φ2, ψ2))⊗(φ′, ψ′)

= (

[
φ1 0

0 φ2

]
,

[
ψ1 0

0 ψ2

]
)⊗(φ′, ψ′)

= (

[
φ1 0

0 φ2

]
⊗ φ′,

[
ψ1 0

0 ψ2

]
⊗ ψ′)

= (

[
φ1 ⊗ φ

′ 0

0 φ2 ⊗ φ
′

]
,

[
ψ1 ⊗ ψ

′ 0

0 ψ2 ⊗ ψ
′

]
) · · · (♯′)

The desired identity now follows from (♯) and (♯′).

2. The proof of this equality is similar to the foregoing proof.

�

In the next section, we use the refined multiplicative tensor product of matrix factor-

izations ⊗ to refine the algorithm for factoring polynomials proposed in [11] on the class

of summand-reducible polynomials (cf. definition 4.2).
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4 A refined algorithm for matrix factorization of polyno-

mials on the class of summand-reducible polynomials

We first recall a standard algorithm for factoring polynomials which dates to the 1980s

when Knörrer exploited it to prove his celebrated periodicity theorem (cf. theorem 2.1

[3]). This standard technique, usually referred to as the standard method [6] for factoring

polynomials, builds matrix factorizations of sums of polynomials from ”factorizations” of

their summands. One conspicuous downside of this algorithm is that for each new sum-

mand that is added to the polynomial being factorized, the size (i.e., the number of rows

and columns) of the matrix factorization doubles.

In [11], the standard method for factoring polynomials was improved on the class of

summand-reducible polynomials in the sense that matrix factors yielded by this improved

algorithm are smaller in size. The main ingredients in that improved algorithm are the

multiplicative tensor product of matrix factorization ⊗̃ and the Yoshino tensor product of

matrix factorizations ⊗̂. In this section, we show that if we replace ⊗̃ by its refined version

⊗ in that improved algorithm, we obtain a refined algorithm which yields matrix factors

that are smaller in size as compared to the ones obtained with the improved algorithm of

[11].

In fact, a summand-reducible polynomial is one that can be written in the form f =

t1 + · · · + ts + g11 · · · g1m1
+ · · · + gl1 · · · glml

under some specified conditions where each tk

is a monomial and each g ji is a sum of monomials. In [11], it is proved that if p ji is the

number of monomials in g ji, then there is an improved version of the standard method for

factoring f which produces factorizations of size 2
∏m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∏ml
i=1

pli−(
∑m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∑ml
i=1

pli) times

smaller than the size one would normally obtain with the standard method. In this pa-

per, we show that under the same hypothesis, the refined algorithm that we are going

to present produces factorizations of size 2
∏m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∏ml
i=1

pli−(
∑m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∑ml
i=1

pli)+
∑l

j=1 m j−l times

smaller than the size one would normally obtain with the standard method. As we will

show below, this means that the matrix factors we obtain with the refined algorithm are

2
∑l

j=1 m j−l times smaller than the ones obtained with the improved method presented in

[11].

In our presentation, we limit ourselves to polynomials in the ring S = R[x1 . . . , xn] where

R is the set of real numbers.

4.1 The standard method for factoring polynomials

Introduction

In his seminal paper [8], Eisenbud proved that using matrices, both reducible and irre-

ducible polynomials in S can be factorized. He showed that the matrix factorizations of

the polynomial f are intimately related to homological properties of modules over the

quotient ring S/( f ), known as the hypersurface ring. [18] and [4] contain more back-

ground on the connection between matrix factorizations and algebraic geometry. These

papers have details on the connection that exists between matrix factorizations and maxi-

mal Cohen-Macaulay Modules. In this subsection, we describe a way to construct matrix

factorizations of a polynomial without resorting to the homological methods that Eisen-

bud introduced.
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The standard method

Here, we recall the standard technique for factoring polynomials using matrices.

Proposition 4.1. [6] For i, j ∈ {1, 2}, let (Ci,Di) denote an n × n matrix factorization of

the polynomial fi ∈ S . In addition, assume that the matrices Ci and D j commute when

i , j. Then the matrices

(
C1 −D2

C2 D1

)
,

(
D1 D2

−C2 C1

)

give a 2n × 2n matrix factorization of f1 + f2.

The following consequence of the foregoing result is actually the basis for the main

construction of the standard algorithm for matrix factorization of polynomials.

Corollary 4.1. [6] If (C,D) is an n × n matrix factorization of f and g, h are two polyno-

mials, then (
C −gIn

hIn D

)
,

(
D gIn

−hIn C

)

give a 2n × 2n matrix factorization of f + gh.

Proof. Since the matrices gIn and hIn commute with all n × n matrices, the proof follows

from the previous proposition. �

Thanks to this corollary, one can inductively construct matrix factorizations of poly-

nomials of the form:

f = fk = g1h1 + g2h2 + · · · + gkhk.

For k = 1, we have f = g1h1 and clearly [g1][h1] = [g1h1] = [ f1] is a 1 × 1 matrix

factorization. Next, assume that C and D are matrix factorizations of fk−1, i.e., CD = I fk−1

where I is the identity matrix of the right size. Hence, using the foregoing corollary, we

obtain a matrix factorization of fk:

(

(
C −gkIn

hkIn D

)
,

(
D gkIn

−hkIn C

)
)

Definition 4.1. [6] The foregoing algorithm is called the standard method for factoring

polynomials.

Other synonyms for standard method are standard technique or standard algorithm.

Remark 4.1. Let (P,Q) be the matrices in Corollary 4.1, we observe that if we inter-

change the rows (respectively the columns) of P and interchange the columns (respectively

the rows) of Q, then we would still obtain a 2n × 2n matrix factorization of f + gh.

Since every polynomial can be expressed as a sum of finitely many monomials, the

standard method can be used to produce matrix factorizations of any polynomial.

Though this algorithm works for any polynomial, it has a noticeable downside. The sizes

of factorizations grow very quickly due to the fact that for every new summand gnhn added
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to the polynomial, the factorizations double in size. It is easy to see that with this method,

to factor a polynomial with k summands, say

fk = g1h1 + g2h2 + · · · + gkhk,

one obtains matrices of size 2k−1. Thus, the size of matrix factors can grow extremely

large very quickly. For example if k = 8, we will obtain matrices of size 27 = 128 and for

k = 10, we will obtain matrices of size 29 = 512.

The following two examples that illustrate the standard method show that if a polynomial

is written in its expanded form (sum of monomials), then the matrix factors have mono-

mial entries. But if it is not in its expanded form, then some entries of the matrix factors

will not be monomials but sums of monomials.

Example 4.1. Let g = xy2 + x2z + yz2. We use the standard method to find a matrix

factorization of g. First a matrix factorization of xy2 + x2z is

(

[
x −x2

z y2

]
,

[
y2 x2

−z x

]
)

Hence, a matrix factorization of g = xy2 + x2z + yz2 is then:

P = (



x −x2 −y 0

z y2 0 −y

z2 0 y2 x2

0 z2 −z x


,



y2 x2 y 0

−z x 0 y

−z2 0 x −x2

0 −z2 z y2


)

Example 4.2. Let l = xy2 + (x2 + yz)z. Observe that l = g where g is given in example 4.1.

We use the standard method and quickly find a matrix factorization of l:

Q = (

[
x −(x2 + yz)

z y2

]
,

[
y2 (x2 + yz)

−z x

]
)

We observe that the factorization we obtain for l is not as nice as the one we obtain

for g, in the sense that the complexity of some entries in the factorization of l is higher

than what we have for g. For instance, in Q the entry (x2 + yz) is more complex than all

the entries in P of example 4.1. This shows that it is better to use the expanded version of

a polynomial to find its matrix factorization.

So, just like in [11] we make the important assumption that before applying

the standard method to a given polynomial, it has to be written in its expanded

form.

But this comes at a price! The size of the factorizations becomes big as one could notice

in examples 4.1 and 4.2

In [11], it was proved that by combining the Yoshino tensor product ⊗̂ and the multiplica-

tive tensor product ⊗̃, one can obtain smaller matrix factors than the ones produced by the

standard method.

In the following section, we will show that the refined multiplicative tensor product of

matrix factorizations ⊗ can be used in place of the multiplicative tensor product of matrix

factorizations ⊗̃ to produce even better results on the size of the matrix factors.
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4.2 The refined algorithm

In this section, we use the refined multiplicative tensor product of matrix factorizations ⊗

in combination with the tensor product of matrix factorizations ⊗̂ to refine the improved

algorithm (see section 4 of [11]) for matrix factorization of polynomials on the class of

summand-reducible polynomials (cf. Definition 4.2). In fact, we show that our approach

produces factorizations that are of smaller sizes than the factorizations produced by the

improved algorithm in [11] on the aforementioned class of polynomials.

In this paper, we will refer to the algorithm developed in the proof of Theorem 4.1 (cf.

Theorem 4.2 of [11]) as the improved algorithm and we will refer to the one developed

in the proof of Theorem 4.2 as the refined algorithm.

We now recall the definition of the class of summand-reducible polynomials which is

made up of polynomials in which some monomials can be factorized in a nice way, hence

allowing the polynomial to be written with less summands.

Definition 4.2. [11] A polynomial f is said to be summand-reducible if it can be written

in the form

f = t1 + · · · + ts + g11 · · · g1m1
+ · · · + gl1 · · · glml

,

where:

1. • If s = 0, then there exist at least two products g11 · · · g1m1
and g21 · · · g2m2

in f .

• If s , 0, then there exists at least one product g11 · · · g1m1
in f .

2. For i = 1, · · · , s; each ti is a monomial and so ti = hi1hi2, where hi1 and hi2 are

products of variables possibly raised to some power.

3. For j = 1, · · · , l; each g j1 · · · g jm j
is a product of sums of monomials, such that if it

is expanded, g j1 · · · g jm j
would have more monomials than the number that appears

in the factor form g j1 · · · g jm j
.

4. For 1 ≤ j ≤ l, at least one of the products g j1 · · · g jm j
has at least two factors.

Example 4.3. The following are summand-reducible polynomials:

1. z5 + yx3 + zx4 + yz2x2 + xy3 + x2zy2 + z2y3 = z5 + (xy + x2z + yz2)(x2 + y2).

2. x5 − y5 + (xy + yz2)(x2 + y2 + z).

3. z3 + xyz+ yx3 + zx4 + yz2x2 + xy3 + x2zy2 + z2y3 + xyz+ x2z2 + yz3 = z3 + xyz+ (xy+

x2z + yz2)(x2 + y2 + z).

Remark 4.2. Observe that our definition 4.2 mostly targets polynomials with more than

six monomials because factorizations obtained with the standard method begin to be of

considerable sizes.

Consider the following polynomials for which some conditions of definition 4.2 fail:

1. Let n,m ∈ N, xm − yn is not summand-reducible. Here, the first condition fails.

14



2. zx+(x−y)(x4+x3y+x2y2+xy3+y4) = zx+x5−y5 is not summand-reducible. Here, the

third condition fails. Note that it is better to write (x−y)(x4+ x3y+ x2y2+ xy3+y4) as

x5−y5 because the latter expression produces smaller factorizations than the former

(this can be verified when reading the proof of theorem 4.2).

Definition 4.3. [11] A polynomial f is said to be summand-reduced if it is in the form

f = t1 + · · · + ts + g11 · · · g1m1
+ · · · + gl1 · · · glml

described in definition 4.2.

Example 4.4. f = zy + (xy2 + x2z + yz2)(xy + z2) + (yz + xy2 + x2)(x3z2 + yx + y2) is a

summand-reduced polynomial.

Remark 4.3. With the standard method, even if one knows matrix factorizations of poly-

nomials f and g, one cannot derive from them a matrix factorization of the product f g

nor of the sum f + g.

One of the main ingredients used in the improved algorithm (section 4 of [11]) is Yoshino’s

tensor product of matrix factorizations ⊗̂, because it produces a matrix factorization of

the sum of two polynomials from the matrix factorizations of each of these polynomials.

Another crucial ingredient used in the improved algorithm is the multiplicative tensor

product of matrix factorizations ⊗̃ (recalled in definition 2.3) which produces a matrix

factorization of the product of two polynomials from the matrix factorizations of each of

these polynomials.

The proofs of theorems 4.1 and 4.2 of [11] show how these two bifunctorial operations (⊗̂

and ⊗̃) help in reducing the size of matrix factors of summand-reducible polynomials.

In the sequel, we will recall Theorem 4.2 of [11] which is the main result (i.e., the im-

proved algorithm result) we aim at further improving in this paper. Next, we will somehow

rewrite the improved algorithm to obtain a refined algorithm which will help obtain matrix

factors that are smaller in size as compared to the ones obtained by the improved algo-

rithm. The main operation we will perform in the improved algorithm in order to obtain a

refined one, will be to replace the multiplicative tensor product of matrix factorizations ⊗̃

by the refined multiplicative tensor product of matrix factorizations ⊗.

We recall the following result which will be refined in Theorem 4.2 :

Theorem 4.1. [11] Let f = t1 + · · · + ts + g11 · · · g1m1
+ · · · + gl1 · · · glml

be a summand-

reducible polynomial. Let p ji be the number of monomials in g ji. Then there is an improved

version of the standard method for factoring f which produces factorizations of size

2
∏m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∏ml
i=1

pli−(
∑m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∑ml
i=1

pli)

times smaller than the size one would normally obtain with the standard method.

In the proof of this theorem (cf. proof of Theorem 4.2 [11]), it was shown that for a

summand-reduced polynomial f as defined in the theorem, the improved algorithm pro-

duces matrix factors of sizes 2
∑m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∑ml
i=1

pli+s−1.

Nota Bene: The proof of Theorem 4.2 shows how to combine the operations ⊗̂ and ⊗ to

obtain matrix factors for a given summand-reduced polynomial f , whereas the proof of

Theorem 4.1 shows how to combine the operations ⊗̂ and ⊗̃ to obtain matrix factors of f .

Though ⊗̃ is simply the direct sum of two copies of ⊗, the matrix factors one obtains when
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combining ⊗̂ and ⊗ are not simply as twice as small as the ones obtained when combining

⊗̂ and ⊗̃. In fact, it depends on the number of terms f has. This is shown in Corollary 4.2.

We can now state and prove the following theorem:

Theorem 4.2. Let f = t1+ · · ·+ ts +g11 · · · g1m1
+ · · ·+gl1 · · · glml

be a summand-reducible

polynomial. Let p ji be the number of monomials in g ji. Then there is an improved version

of the standard method for factoring f which produces factorizations of size

2
∏m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∏ml
i=1

pli−(
∑m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∑ml
i=1

pli−
∑l

j=1 m j+l)

times smaller than the size one would normally obtain with the standard method.

Proof. First, we construct the algorithm, then we prove that the resulting matrix factor-

izations (for summand-reducible polynomials) are

2
∏m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∏ml
i=1

pli−(
∑m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∑ml
i=1

pli−
∑l

j=1
m j+l)

times smaller in size than what one would obtain with the standard method.

We inductively construct the matrix factorizations of summand-reduced polynomials us-

ing the tensor products ⊗̂ and ⊗ that were not existing in the 1980s when the standard

method was developed. The algorithm we propose here is a refinement of the one given

in [11] for summand-reducible polynomials (cf. proof of theorem 4.2 of [11]).

Let f = t1+ · · ·+ ts+g11 · · · g1m1
+ · · ·+gl1 · · · glml

be a summand-reducible polynomial.

Let p ji be the number of monomials in g ji.

If ∀k ∈ {1, · · · , s}, tk = 0, then do:

1. For each j ∈ {1, · · · , l} and i ∈ {1, · · · ,m j}, use the standard method to find a matrix

factorization of g ji of size 2p ji−1.

2. Next, for each j ∈ {1, · · · , l}; use the refined multiplicative tensor product of matrix

factorizations ⊗ to find a matrix factorization of g j1 · · · g jm j
of size

2
∑m j

i=1
p ji−m j

3. Now use the tensor product of matrix factorizations ⊗̂ to find a matrix factorization

of g11 · · · g1m1
+ · · · + gl1 · · · glml

of size

(2l−1)(

l∏

j=1

(2
∑m j

i=1
p ji−m j) = 2l−1+

∑m1
i=1

p1i+···+
∑ml

i=1
pli−

∑l
j=1

m j .

Let us find the size of matrix factors the standard method would produce for

g11 · · · g1m1
+ · · · + gl1 · · · glml

.

Let n j =number of monomials in the expanded form of the jth product g j1 · · · g jm j
.

Then n j =
∏m j

i=1
p ji. Hence, the number of monomials in the expanded form of

g11 · · · g1m1
+ · · · + gl1 · · · glml

would be
∑l

j=1 n j =
∑l

j=1

∏m j

i=1
p ji.

So the size of factorizations produced by the standard method would be 2(
∑l

j=1

∏m j

i=1
p ji)−1.

Thus, the size of matrix factors produced by our refined algorithm would be

2(
∑l

j=1

∏m j

i=1
p ji)−1
÷ 2l−1+

∑m1
i=1

p1i+···+
∑ml

i=1
pli−

∑l
j=1 m j = 2(

∑l
j=1

∏m j

i=1
p ji)−(l+

∑m1
i=1

p1i+···+
∑ml

i=1
pli−

∑l
j=1 m j)

times smaller in size than the factorizations produced by the standard method.
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4. If there exists k ∈ {1, · · · , s} such that tk , 0, then use the standard method to

inductively find a matrix factorization (A, B) of t1 + · · · + ts of size 2s−1.

5. Then do steps 1), 2) and 3) above to find a matrix factorization (C,D) of g11 · · · g1m1
+

· · · + gl1 · · · glml
of size 2l−1+

∑m1
i=1

p1i+···+
∑ml

i=1
pli−

∑l
j=1

m j .

6. Now, use ⊗̂ to find a matrix factorization (A, B)⊗̂(C,D) of f = t1 + · · · + ts +

g11 · · · g1m1
+ · · · + gl1 · · · glml

of size

2(2s−1)(2l−1+
∑m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∑ml
i=1

pli−
∑l

j=1 m j) = 2l−1+
∑m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∑ml
i=1

pli−
∑l

j=1 m j+s.

Note that f in expanded form has

l∑

j=1

n j + s = (

l∑

j=1

m j∏

i=1

p ji) + s

monomials and so the standard method would produce factorizations of size

2(
∑l

j=1

∏m j

i=1
p ji)+s−1.

Hence the factorizations our refined algorithm produces are

2(
∑l

j=1

∏m j

i=1
p ji)+s−1

÷2l−1+
∑m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∑ml
i=1

pli−
∑l

j=1
m j+s
= 2(

∑l
j=1

∏m j

i=1
p ji)−(

∑m1
i=1

p1i+···+
∑ml

i=1
pli)+

∑l
j=1

m j−l

times smaller in size than the factorizations produced by the standard method. QED.

�

The following corollary is a comparison between the sizes of matrix factors (of a

given summand-reducible polynomial) produced by the improved algorithm on the one

hand and those produced by the refined algorithm on the other hand.

Corollary 4.2. Let f = t1 + · · ·+ ts + g11 · · · g1m1
+ · · ·+ gl1 · · · glml

be a summand-reduced

polynomial. Let p ji be the number of monomials in g ji. Then the refined algorithm pro-

duces matrix factors of f whose size is

2
∑l

j=1 m j−l

times smaller than the size one would normally obtain with the improved algorithm.

Proof. We know from the proofs of Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 that the improved and the

refined algorithm produce respectively matrix factors of sizes 2
∑m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∑ml
i=1

pli+s−1 and

2l−1+
∑m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∑ml
i=1

pli−
∑l

j=1 m j+s. Hence, the refined algorithm produces matrix factors of f

whose size is

2
∑m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∑ml
i=1

pli+s−1 ÷ 2l−1+
∑m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∑ml
i=1

pli−
∑l

j=1 m j+s
= 2

∑l
j=1 m j−l

times smaller than the size one would normally obtain with the improved algorithm. �

Example 4.5. Illustration of Theorem 4.2 and Corollary 4.2

Let f = zy + (xy2 + x2z + yz2)(xy + z2) + (yz + xy2 + x2)(x3z2 + yx + y2).

f in expanded form has 1 + 3 × 2 + 3 × 3 = 16 monomials and so the standard method
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will produce factorizations of size 216−1 = 215.

From the proof of Theorem 4.2, we know that for a polynomial

f = t1 + · · · + ts + g11 · · · g1m1
+ · · · + gl1 · · · glml

the refined algorithm produces matrix factors of size

2l−1+
∑m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∑ml
i=1

pli−
∑l

j=1 m j+s.

For this example: s = 1, l = 2, m1 = 2, m2 = 2, p11 = p21 = p22 = 3 and p12 = 2. So, our

algorithm would produce factorizations of size

2l−1+p11+p12+p21+p22−m1−m2+s = 22−1+3+2+3+3−2−2+1 = 29.

Hence, from Theorem 4.2 we deduce that the refined algorithm produces factorizations of

size 215 ÷ 29 = 26 = 64 times smaller than what the standard method produces!

From the proof of Theorem 4.1 (cf. Theorem 4.2 of [11]), we know that for a summand-

reducible polynomial f = t1+ · · ·+ ts+g11 · · · g1m1
+ · · ·+gl1 · · · glml

the improved algorithm

produces matrix factors of size

2
∑m1

i=1
p1i+···+

∑ml
i=1

pli+s−1.

So, the improved algorithm would produce factorizations of size

2p11+p12+p21+p22+s−1 = 23+2+3+3+1−1 = 211.

Hence, from Theorem 4.1 we deduce that the improved algorithm produces factorizations

of size 215 ÷ 211 = 24 = 16 times smaller than what the standard method produces!

We can now illustrate the result of Corollary 4.2, namely that for a summand-reduced

polynomial

f = t1 + · · · + ts + g11 · · · g1m1
+ · · · + gl1 · · · glml

the refined algorithm produces matrix factors whose size is

2
∑l

j=1
m j−l

times smaller than the size one would normally obtain with the improved algorithm. In

fact, for this example, l = 2, m1 = 2, m2 = 2, thus the refined algorithm produces matrix

factors of f whose size is

2
∑l

j=1 m j−l
= 2m1+m2−2 = 22+2−2 = 4

times smaller than the size one obtains with the improved algorithm. This confirms what

we obtained in the previous paragraphs (in this example) since 4 = 211 ÷ 29.

Example 4.6. Use the refined algorithm to factorize the polynomial f = x5y2 + (xy2 +

x2z+ yz2)(x2z+ y2 + y2z) and compare the size of the matrix factors with the one obtained

using the standard method.

Since f in its expanded form has 1+3×3 = 1+9 = 10 monomials, the size of matrix fac-

tors obtained using the standard method would be 210−1 = 29 = 512. We can use Theorem
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4.2 as we did in Example 4.5 to find that the size of matrix factors of f using the refined

algorithm is 21−1+3+3−2+1 = 25 = 32, that is 512
32
= 16 times smaller than the size obtained

using the standard method.

In the sequel, we are going to use the refined algorithm to find matrix factors of f and we

will see that they are actually of size 32.

Let g = xy2 + x2z + yz2 and t = x2z + y2 + y2z, so that f = x5y2 + gt.

In Example 4.1, we used the standard method to find a matrix factorization of the

polynomial g:

P = (φg, ψg) = (



x −x2 −y 0

z y2 0 −y

z2 0 y2 x2

0 z2 −z x


,



y2 x2 y 0

−z x 0 y

−z2 0 x −x2

0 −z2 z y2


)

Let us find a matrix factorization of t = x2z + y2 + y2z = d + y2z, where d = x2z + y2.

Using the standard method, we find that

(

[
x2 −y

y z

]
,

[
z y

−y x2

]
)

is a matrix factorization of d = x2z + y2. Thus, using the standard method, a matrix

factorization of the polynomial t is

N = (φt, ψt) = (



x2 −y −y2 0

y z 0 −y2

z 0 z y

0 z −y x2


,



z y y2 0

−y x2 0 y2

−z 0 x2 −y

0 −z y z


)

According to the proof of Theorem 4.2 to find a matrix factorization for f , we need to:

1. First of all find a matrix factorization of the product gt using the refined multiplica-

tive tensor product ⊗. By Lemma 2.1, the matrix factors of the product gt will be of

size (4)(4) = 16 since P and N (which are respectively matrix factorizations of g

and t) are each of size 4.

We have:

P⊗N = (φg, ψg)⊗(φt, ψt) = (φgt, ψgt) where

(φgt, ψgt) = (
[
φg ⊗ φt

]
,
[
ψg ⊗ ψt

]
)

with

φg ⊗ φt =



x −x2 −y 0

z y2 0 −y

z2 0 y2 x2

0 z2 −z x


⊗



x2 −y −y2 0

y z 0 −y2

z 0 z y

0 z −y x2
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i.e., φg ⊗ φt =



x3 −xy −xy2 0 −x4 x2y x2y2 0 −yx2 y2 y3 0 0 0 0 0

xy xz 0 −xy2 −x2y −x2z 0 x2y2 −y2 −yz 0 y3 0 0 0 0

xz 0 xz xy −x2z 0 −x2z −x2y −yz 0 −yz −y2 0 0 0 0

0 xz −xy x3 0 −x2z x2y −x4 0 −yz y2 −yx2 0 0 0 0

zx2 −zy −zy2 0 y2x2 −y3 −y4 0 0 0 0 0 −yx2 y2 y3 0

zy z2 0 −zy2 y3 y2z 0 −y4 0 0 0 0 −y2 −yz 0 y3

z2 0 z2 zy y2z 0 y2z y3 0 0 0 0 −yz 0 −yz −y2

0 z2 −zy zx2 0 y2z −y3 y2x2 0 0 0 0 0 −yz y2 −yx2

z2 x2 −z2y −z2y2 0 0 0 0 0 y2x2 −y3 −y4 0 x4 −x2y −x2y2 0

z2y z3 0 −z2y2 0 0 0 0 y3 y2z 0 −y4 x2y x2z 0 −x2y2

z3 0 z3 z2y 0 0 0 0 y2z 0 y2z y3 x2z 0 x2z x2y

0 z3 −z2y z2 x2 0 0 0 0 0 y2z −y3 y2x2 0 x2z −x2y x4

0 0 0 0 z2 x2 −z2y −z2y2 0 −zx2 zy zy2 0 x3 −xy −xy2 0

0 0 0 0 z2y z3 0 −z2y2 −zy −z2 0 zy2 xy xz 0 −xy2

0 0 0 0 z3 0 z3 z2y −z2 0 −z2 −zy xz 0 xz xy

0 0 0 0 0 z3 −z2y z2x2 0 −z2 zy −zx2 0 xz −xy x3



And ψg ⊗ ψt = (



y2 x2 y 0

−z x 0 y

−z2 0 x −x2

0 −z2 z y2


⊗



z y y2 0

−y x2 0 y2

−z 0 x2 −y

0 −z y z


)

i.e., ψg ⊗ ψt =



y2z y3 y4 0 x2z x2y x2y2 0 yz y2 y3 0 0 0 0 0

−y3 y2x2 0 y4 −x2y x4 0 x2y2 −y2 yx2 0 y3 0 0 0 0

−y2z 0 y2 x2 −y3 −x2z 0 x4 −x2y −yz 0 yx2 −y2 0 0 0 0

0 −y2z y3 y2z 0 −x2z x2y x2z 0 −yz y2 yz 0 0 0 0

−z2 −zy −zy2 0 xz xy xy2 0 0 0 0 0 yz y2 y3 0

zy −zx2 0 −zy2 −xy x3 0 xy2 0 0 0 0 −y2 yx2 0 y3

z2 0 −zx2 zy −xz 0 x3 −xy 0 0 0 0 −yz 0 yx2 −y2

0 z2 −zy −z2 0 −xz xy xz 0 0 0 0 0 −yz y2 yz

−z3 −z2y −z2y2 0 0 0 0 0 xz xy xy2 0 −x2z −x2y −x2y2 0

z2y −z2x2 0 −z2y2 0 0 0 0 −xy x3 0 xy2 x2y −x4 0 −x2y2

z3 0 −z2 x2 z2y 0 0 0 0 −xz 0 x3 −xy x2z 0 −x4 x2y

0 z3 −z2y −z3 0 0 0 0 0 −xz xy xz 0 x2z −x2y −x2z

0 0 0 0 −z3 −z2y −z2y2 0 z2 zy zy2 0 y2z y3 y4 0

0 0 0 0 z2y −z2x2 0 −z2y2 −zy zx2 0 zy2 −y3 y2x2 0 y4

0 0 0 0 z3 0 −z2x2 z2y −z2 0 zx2 −zy −y2z 0 y2 x2 −y3

0 0 0 0 0 z3 −z2y −z3 0 −z2 zy z2 0 −y2z y3 y2z



2. Next, from the refined algorithm given in the proof of Theorem 4.2 , we now need to

find a matrix factorization of r = x5y2 (which is the first summand in f ). Evidently,

L = (φr, ψr) = ([x5], [y2]) is a 1 × 1 matrix factorization of x5y2.

3. Finally, from our algorithm we find a matrix factorization of f by computing L⊗̂(P⊗N)

which will be of size 2(1)(16) = 32 by Lemma 2.1 of [10] since L is of size 1 and

(P⊗N) is of size 16.
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We have:

L⊗̂(P⊗N) = (φr, ψr)⊗̂(φgt, ψgs)

= (

[
φr ⊗ 116 11 ⊗ φgt

−11 ⊗ ψgt ψr ⊗ 116

]
,

[
ψr ⊗ 116 −11 ⊗ φgt

11 ⊗ ψgt φr ⊗ 116

]
)

= (

[
x5 ⊗ 116 1 ⊗ φgt

−1 ⊗ ψgt y2 ⊗ 116

]
,

[
y2 ⊗ 116 −1 ⊗ φgt

1 ⊗ ψgt x5 ⊗ 116

]
)

= (

[
x5 ⊗ 116 φgt

−ψgt y2 ⊗ 116

]
,

[
y2 ⊗ 116 −φgt

ψgt x5 ⊗ 116

]
)

= (φrgt, ψrgt)

Where:

• x5 ⊗ 116 (respectively y2 ⊗ 116) is a 16 × 16 diagonal matrix with x5 (respectively

y2) on its entire diagonal.

• φgt and ψgt were computed above.

Hence, we found a 32× 32 matrix factorization of f viz. a matrix factorization of f of

size 32.

Acknowledgments

I am sincerely grateful to the anonymous referee for the insightful comments that help

to reshape this paper.

References

[1] Aspinwall, P. S. and Morrison, D. R. (2012). Quivers from matrix factorizations.

Communications in Mathematical Physics, 313(3):607–633.

[2] Avramov, L. L. (1989). Modules of finite virtual projective dimension. Inventiones

mathematicae, 96(1):71–101.

[3] Brown, M. K. (2016). Knörrer periodicity and bott periodicity. Documenta Mathe-

matica, 21:1459–1501.

[4] Buchweitz, R.-O., Eisenbud, D., and Herzog, J. (1987). Cohen-macaulay modules

on quadrics. In Singularities, representation of algebras, and vector bundles, pages

58–116. Springer.

[5] Carqueville, N. and Murfet, D. (2016). Adjunctions and defects in landau–ginzburg

models. Advances in Mathematics, 289:480–566.

[6] Crisler, D. and Diveris, K. (2016). Matrix factorizations of sums of squares polyno-

mials. Diakses pada: http://pages. stolaf. edu/diveris/files/2017/01/MFE1. pdf.

[7] Dao, H. and Huneke, C. (2013). Vanishing of ext, cluster tilting modules and fi-

nite global dimension of endomorphism rings. American Journal of Mathematics,

135(2):561–578.

21



[8] Eisenbud, D. (1980). Homological algebra on a complete intersection, with an appli-

cation to group representations. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society,

260(1):35–64.

[9] Fomatati, Y. (2021). Some applications of the multiplicative tensor product of matrix

factorizations. arXiv preprint arXiv:2108.06690.

[10] Fomatati, Y. B. (2019). Multiplicative Tensor Product of Matrix Factorizations and

Some Applications. PhD thesis, Université d’Ottawa/University of Ottawa.
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