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LOG CANONICAL THRESHOLDS OF BINOMIAL IDEALS
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Dedicated to Professor Toshiyuki Katsura on the occasion of his sixtieth birthday.

ABSTRACT. We prove that the log canonical thresholds of a large class of binomial
ideals, such as complete intersection binomial ideals and the defining ideals of space
monomial curves, are computable by linear programming.

INTRODUCTION

The log canonical threshold is an invariant of singularities which plays an impor-
tant role in higher-dimensional algebraic geometry. Let a C (z1,...,x,) be an ideal
of the polynomial ring k[z1, ..., x,] over a field k of characteristic zero. Since the log
canonical threshold Ictg(a) of a at the origin is defined via a log resolution of a, it is
very difficult to compute it directly from the definition, and an effective method for
computing log canonical thresholds is not known. A notable exception is the case of
monomial ideals. Howald [6] [7] proved that lcty(a) is computable by linear program-
ming when a is a monomial ideal or a principal ideal generated by a non-degenerate
polynomial. In this paper, we initiate the study of log canonical thresholds of bi-
nomial ideals. We then prove that the log canonical thresholds of a large class of
binomial ideals, such as complete intersection binomial ideals and the defining ideals
of space monomial curves, are still computable by linear programming. Our main
result is stated as follows:

Theorem (Theorems 2.4 and B.1)). Let k be a field of characteristic zero and a =
(fi,.o oy fr) C (21,...,2,) be an ideal of k[zy,...,x,] generated by binomials f; =
it plin — %xl{“ . fo”, where a;j,bi; € Z>o and v; € k for allt =1,...,7 and

j=1,...,n. Suppose that a contains no monomials and, in addition, that one of
the following conditions is satisfied:

(1) fi,..., fr form a regular sequence for klxy, ..., x,],
(2) fi,..., fr form the canonical system of generators of the defining ideal of a
monomial curve in A3 (in this case, r < 3).

Then the log canonical threshold Icto(a) of a at the origin is equal to

max{i(m + 1)

1=1

Z(aijﬂi + b)) <lforalll<j<mn, u+v; <1, p;,v;, € on}-

i=1
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The proof depends on two techniques. The first technique is the summation
formula of multiplier ideals [12] Theorem 3.2}, which tells us that lcto(a) is equal to

(*) Sup{>\1 + -+ )‘7‘ ‘ \7( 1)\1 t 'fr)\r)o = [xlv’ . ’7x”](ml,mvmn)7 0 < >\2 < 1}7

where J(f - f) is the multiplier ideal associated to f{ - -- f (see Definition
[Tl for the definition of multiplier ideals). Let ay, be the ideal generated by mono-
mials appearing in f; for each 1 < ¢ < r. Since ay, contains f;, (%) is less than or
equal to

(**) Sup{)‘l + -+ )\r | j(a?ll v 'a?:)o = k[l’l, s 7xn](:c1,...,xn)7 0 S )\z < 1}

It then follows from Howald’s result that (%) coincides with the optimal value of
the linear programming problem stated in Theorem, and consequently we obtain
one inequality in Theorem.

The second technique is reduction from characteristic zero to positive character-

istic. For simplicity, we assume that a is an ideal of Q[xy,...,z,] and denote by
a, € Fplz1, ..., 0],z its reduction to characteristic p, where p is a sufficiently
Va, (P°)

large prime number. Then the F-pure threshold fpt(a,) is defined to be lim —=2

e—oo  p°
where vq, (p°) 1= max{r € Zx | a;, £ (22", ..., 22")}. It follows from a result of Hara
and Yoshida [4] that the limit lim,_, fpt(a,) of F-pure thresholds coincides with
the log canonical threshold Icty(a) of a at the origin. Therefore, in order to estimate
Icto(a), it is enough to estimate fpt(a,) for infinitely many p. Under the assumption
of Theorem, we show that fpt(a,) is greater than or equal to the optimal value of
the linear programming problem in Theorem whenever p = 1 mod N, where N > 1
is a fixed integer. As a result, we obtain the reverse inequality in Theorem.

In the process of proving Theorem, we have seen that there exists an integer N > 1
such that lctg(a) = fpt(a,) whenever p = 1 mod N. This gives an affirmative answer
to the conjecture [9, Conjecture 3.6] (see also [9, Problem 3.7]) due to Mustata,
Watanabe and second author, when a is a complete intersection binomial ideal or
the defining ideal of a space monomial curve.

Y

1. PRELIMINARIES

1.1. Log canonical thresholds. In this subsection, we recall the definitions of
multiplier ideals and log canonical thresholds. Our main reference is [§].

Let X be a nonsingular algebraic variety over a field k of characteristic zero and
a C Ox be an ideal sheaf of X. A log resolution of (X, a) is a proper birational
morphism 7 : X — X with X a nonsingular variety such that a0z = Ox(—F) is
invertible and Exc(7) U Supp(F) is a simple normal crossing divisor.

Definition 1.1. In the above situation, let ¢ > 0 be a real number. Fix a log
resolution 7 : X — X with aOg = Ox(—F). The multiplier ideal J(a') of a with
exponent £ is

J(@') =T (X, a') =m0z(Kg,x — [tF]),
where K g Ix is the relative canonical divisor of 7. This definition is independent of
the choice of the log resolution 7.
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Definition 1.2. In the above situation, fix a point z € X lying in the zero locus of
a. The log canonical threshold of a at x € X is

lct,(a) = sup{t € Ry | J(a"), = Ox..}

(when z is not contained in the zero locus of a, we put lct,(a) = oo). The log
canonical threshold lct,(a) is a rational number.

When the ideal a is a monomial ideal or a principal ideal generated by a non-
degenerate polynomial, there exists a combinatorial description of the multiplier
ideal J(a’) due to Howald [6], [7].

Proposition 1.3 ([6], [7]). Let k be a field (of characteristic zero).
(1) Let a be a monomial ideal of klxy,...,x,] and P(a) C RY be the Newton
polygon of a. Then for every real number t > 0,

J(a) = (2™ |m+1 € Int(t- P(a)) NN"),
where 1 :=(1,...,1) € N". In particular, if a = (z™,...,x™"), then
Ictg(a) =sup{t e Ry |1 €t- P(a)}

= maX{ZT: A ZT:IIIZ)\Z <1, A € @>0} .

i=1 i=1

(2) Let f € (z1,...,2,) be a non-degenerate polynomial of k[xy, ..., x,] (see [T
for the definition of non-degenerate polynomials. For example, every binomial is
non-degenerate). Let ap C klxy ..., x,] denote the term ideal of f, that is, the ideal
generated by the monomials appearing in f. Then for every real number t > 0,

J(fY) = U7 (a1,

In particular, if f =3, c;x™ where ¢; € k* for alli=1,...,r, then

Zmi)\i <1, A\ € @>0}-
i1

Since the multiplier ideal [J(a) is defined via log resolutions, it is difficult to
compute J(a') or the log canonical thresholds lct(a) in general, even when the ideal
a is generated by binomials.

leto(f) = leto(ay) = max {Z by
=1

Example 1.4. Let a = (23 — yz,9y*> — vz, 22 — 2%y) C k[z,y, 2] be the defining ideal
of the monomial curve Spec k[t3, 1, %] in the affine space A3, where k is a field. We
consider the following sequence of blowing-ups:

A =x X Loy, xS x L x = X
We denote by C; the strict transform of C'= V' (a) on X; and by E; the exceptional
divisor of f; (and we use the same letter for its strict transform). Let f; be the
blowing-up at the origin, f> be the blowing-up at the point (C; N E})req, f3 be the
blowing-up at the point Cy N E», f4 be the blowing-up at the point C3 N E3 and f5
be the blowing-up along the curve Cy. Then 7 := fso---0 f; : X — X is a log
resolution of a, and we have
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Kg,x = 2B\ + 4B, + 8B, + 12E, + E;,
aO;( = OX’(—2E1 — 3E2 — 6E3 — 9E4 — E5)
Thus,

. [2+1 441 841 1241 1+1 13

lcto(a) = min , , , , = —.

2 3 6 9 1 9

Even in this case, it is not so easy to determine all jumping coefficients of a. The
reader is referred to [11] for the computation of further jumping coefficients of a.

1.2. F-pure thresholds. In this subsection, we recall the definitions of generalized
test ideals introduced by Hara and Yoshida in [4] and of F-pure thresholds introduced
by Watanabe and the second author in [13].

Let R be a Noetherian ring containing a field of characteristic p > 0. The ring
R is called F-finite if R is a finitely generated module over its subring RP = (a? €
R | a € R). For each e € N, if J is an ideal in R, then JP denotes the ideal
(2P |z € J).

Since we restrict ourselves to the smooth case in this paper, we refer to Blickle-
Mustata-Smith’s characterization [1] as the definition of generalized test ideals.

Definition 1.5 ([I, Definition 2.9, Proposition 2.22]). Let R be an F-finite regular
ring of prime characteristic p and a be an ideal of R. For a given real number ¢ > 0,
the generalized test ideal 7(a') of a with exponent ¢ is the unique smallest ideal J
with respect to inclusion, such that

altl C J[Q]7
for all sufficiently large ¢ = p°.

Definition 1.6 ([I3| Definition 2.1]). Let the notation be the same as in Definition
[LL5l The F-pure threshold of (R, a) is

fpt(a) = sup{t € R, | 7(a") = R}.

If (R, m) is a regular local ring, then for each ¢ = p®, we set v4(q) to be the largest
nonnegative integer r such that a” € ml%. Then

fpt(a) = lim M
q—o0 q

Now we briefly review the correspondence between multiplier ideals and general-
ized test ideals.

Let A be the localization of Z at some nonzero integer a. We fix a nonzero
ideal a of the polynomial ring A[zy,...,x,] such that a C (z1,...,z,). Let ag :=
a-Qzy,...,z,) and a, := a-Fplz1,...,2,](,..2,), Where p is a prime number which
does not divide a and F, := Z/pZ. We call the pair (Fplz1, ..., Zn](1,...z0), 0p) the
reduction of (Q[z1, ..., 7,], ag) to characteristic p. Let g : Yo — Af be a log resolu-
tion of ag (the existence of such a morphism is guaranteed by Hironaka’s desingular-
ization theorem [5]). After further localizing A, we may assume that mq is obtained
by extending the scalars from a morphism 7 : Y — A’}. For sufficiently large p > 0,
the morphsim 7 induces a log resolution m, =Y, — SpecF,[z1,..., %] (z,,..2.) Of ap,
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and we can define the multiplier ideal 7 (a}) for a given real number ¢ > 0 using 7,.
Then J(aj) is the reduction of the multiplier ideal J(af) of ag to characteristic p.
Hara and Yoshida discovered the connection between J(a;) and 7(a}) in [4].

Theorem 1.7 ([4, Theorem 3.4, Proposition 3.8]). Let the notation be as above.
(1) If p is sufficiently large, then for every real number t > 0, we have

7(a}) C J(a}).

(2) For a given real number t > 0, if p is sufficiently large (how large p has to
be depends on t), then

m(ay) = J ().
We reformulate the above results in terms of thresholds.

Corollary 1.8. Let the notation be as above.

(1) If p> 0, then fpt(a,) < lcto(ag).
(2) leto(ag) = limy,,o fpt(a,).

In particular, if there exist M € Q and N € N such that M(q — 1) = vq,(q) for
all ¢ = p® whenever p = 1 mod N, then one has M = lcty(ag).

Conjecture 1.9 ([9, Conjecture 3.6]). In the above situation, there are infinitely
many primes p such that fpt(a,) = lct(ag).

Thanks to Corollary [L8] we can compute log canonical thresholds using F-pure
thresholds. We give an easy example here.

Example 1.10. Let f = 2°+y® € Z[x,y] with a,b > 2 integers, and we will compute

Icto(fg) using vy,(¢q). Choose any prime number p such that p = 1 mod ab. Since
the binomial coefficient ((1/(617(11)/(2)8’1;1)) is nonzero in F, for all ¢ = p° by Lemma
[LIT the term (xy)9~! appears in the expansion of F{MeOED g implies that
(1/a+1/b)(q—1) < vy, (q) for all ¢ = p°, and the reverse inequality is easy to check.
Thus, by virtue of Corollary [[.8, one has lcto(fp) = 1/a + 1/b.

In the above example, we used the following lemma, which we will also need later.

Lemma 1.11 (Lucas). Let p be a prime number, and let m and n be integers with
p-adic expansions m = > m;p' andn = > n;p'. Then

() =11() e

In particular, for all integers e > 1 and for rational numbers 0 < r; < ro < 1 such
that r(p — 1) and ro(p — 1) are integers, we have

(M=) = (=) o,
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2. COMPLETE INTERSECTION CASE

In this section, we will prove that the log canonical thresholds of complete inter-
section binomial ideals are computable by linear programming. We start with our
main technical result.

Proposition 2.1. Let S := k[xy,...,x,] be the n-dimensional polynomial ring over
a field k of characteristic zero. Let a = (f1,..., f.) be an ideal of S generated by

binomials f; = x® — ;2P where a; = (a1, ..., i), b; = (bi1,...,bin) € 7%, \ {0}
and v; € k* foralli=1,...,r. Put

aijr ... Qp bll Ce brl

A= A1p .. Qpp bln N brn
1 | O 1 | O
0 1 0 1

and consider the following linear programming problem:

€ My(n +r,2r),

Maximize: Z(ul + 1)

i=1
Subject to: A (pt1, ..., fry V1, )Y <1, i, v € Q>0.

Suppose that there exists an optimal solution (u,v) such that A (u,v)T # A (i, v")T
for all other optimal solutions (u',v'") # (u,v). Then the following holds.

(1) The log canonical threshold 1cty(a) is equal to the optimal value y ;_, (i +v;).

(2) When the ~y; are rational numbers, put a, == (f1,..., f;)Fplz1, ..., Tp) @y, 20
for sufficiently large p > 0. Then there exists an integer N > 1 such that
leto(a) = fpt(a,) whenever p =1 mod N.

Proof. By virtue of the summation formula of multiplier ideals (see [12, Theorem
3.2]), one has

Tay= 3 Mg )

t:>\1+"'+Ar
Alseeny Ar2>0

for all real number ¢ > 0. Let ay, be the term ideal of f; for each ¢ = 1,...,r. Since
ay, contains f;,

leto(a) = sup{A\ + -+ X\ | T - f2)o = Ox, 0 < N\ < 1}
<supf{A+- A [ T(a)--a) ) = Oxo, 0 < A < 1}



LOG CANONICAL THRESHOLDS OF BINOMIAL IDEALS 7

Applying Proposition [[.3] (i), one can see that the last term in the above inequality
coincides with

max {Z(M +v4) Z(ai,ui +biv;) <1, pi+v; <1, pg, v € Q>o}

i=1 i=1

= max {Z(Ml +UA (s iy vy )T <1 gy € @20} )

i=1

Therefore, we will prove the converse inequality. Fix an optimal solution (u,v) =
({1, fr, V1, .. ., vp) such that A (u, )T # A (4, ') for all other optimal solu-
tions (¢, ") # (u,v). We will then prove that > . (u; + 1) < leto(a) making use
of F-pure thresholds.

For simplicity, we may assume that 7; is a rational number for all ¢ = 1,... r,
and let a, := (f1,..., fr) - Fplr1, ..., %) (ay,...2) for sufficiently large p > 0 (even if
vi ¢ Q, we can still consider the reduction of a to characteristic p > 0). We take
the integer N > 1 to be the least common multiple of the denominators of the p;, v;,
so that u;(p — 1), v(p — 1) are integers for all ¢ = 1,...,r whenever p = 1 mod N.
By virtue of Corollary [I.8] for such prime numbers p > 0, it is enough to show that
Yo+ i) (g —1) < vg,(q) for all ¢ = p°. Therefore, from now on we consider
only such p.

Let mq, ..., m, be nonnegative integers such that
p(g —1) my
a| mla=1 | _ M,
v(g—1) (b1 +v1)(g — 1)
Vr(q_l) (UT‘I'VT)(q_l)
Then m; < q¢—1foralli=1,...,r. The coefficient of the term «7" --- 2" in the

expansion of ff”””lxq_l) o et g

® [T (),

=1 s;,t;
where the summation runs over all (sq,...,8,,t1,...,t.) € Zzz"o such that
51 ma
Al sl = My,
th (1 +m)(g—1)
tr (:UT’ + Vr)(q - 1)
Here, (qs_—ll, cee qs_r T qt_—ll, cee qt_rl) is an optimal solution of the linear programming

problem stated in the proposition. Thus, by the choice of (u1, ..., fr,v1,..., 1),
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the coefficient (x) is equal to
ﬁ (_7,)%‘((1—1) <(Mz +vi)(q — 1))
i=1 pi(qg — 1)

It follows from Lemma [[.11] that this coefficient is nonzero in F,, which means

that the term x]" - - - 2™ appears in the expansion of fl(”lJer)(q_l) o plamten)la=1)

Fplzi, ..., Tnl(z1,.2n)- Since m; < g—1foralli=1,...,r, one has

1% —1 Ur — .
pUatdla=h L plrrv@=l) g (g 8 i Byl o))

for all ¢ = p°. That is, >\ (i + v3)(q — 1) < vg,(gq) for all ¢ = p°. OJ

n

Question 2.2. If a contains no monomials and fi,..., f. are a system of minimal
binomial generators for a, then is the assumption in Proposition 2.1] satisfied? We
will see later that the answer is “yes” if fi,..., f, form a regular sequence (Theorem
2.4 or define a space monomial curve (Theorem [B.1).

Remark 2.3. Since polynomial-time algorithms for linear programming are known
to exist (however, the practically most effective algorithm, the simplicial method, is
exponential in time), we can compute log canonical thresholds of binomial ideals in
polynomial-time if the assumption in Proposition 2.1]is satisfied.

The following theorem gives a generalization of Howald’s result [6, Example 5]
(see also Proposition 3] (1)).

Theorem 2.4. Let k be a field of characteristic zero and a = (f1,..., fry 91, -, 9s)

be an ideal of klxy,...,x,] generated by binomials f; = x® — ;a2 and monomials
g; = x%, where a;,b;, ¢; € Z2,\{0} and~; € k* foralli=1,...,randj=1,...,s.
We assume that the ideal (f1, ..., f,) contains no monomials and that f, ..., f. form
a reqular sequence for k[xy, ..., x,).

(1) The log canonical threshold lcto(a) of a at the origin is equal to

max{zl(ui + ) + Zl A
=

1=

T

Z(ai,ui + biv;) + ch)\j <1, pui+v; <1, pg,vi, Aj € on}-

i=1 j=1
(2) When the v; are rational numbers, we denote
ap = (fl> ey fr>gl> cee ags) . IE‘10[3:'17 cee axn](xl,...,xn)
for sufficiently large p > 0. Then there exists an integer N > 1 such that
leto(a) = fpt(a,) whenever p =1 mod N.

Proof. Since the log canonical threshold lctg(a) does not change after an extension
of the base field k (see [2, Proposition 2.9]), we may assume that k is algebraically

closed. Since a does not contain any monomial, there exist d1,...,9, € k* such that
aC (zy—01,...,2, —d,). After a suitable coordinate change (that is, z; — d&;z; for
each [ =1,...,n), we can assume that a is contained in (x; — 1,...,x, — 1), which

is equivalent to saying that v, =1 foralli=1,... r.
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First we consider the case where a = (f1, ..

ail ar1 bll brl
L A1n Qrp bln brn
B
0 1 0 1
where a; = (a;1,...,a;,) and b; = (b, ..., by,) foralli=1,... 7.

9

- fr). We take the (n+r) x 2r matrix

Claim.
rank A = 2r.

Proof of Claim. We can transform A by applying sequential elementary row opera-
tions (for example, if a;; > b;;, then add the (n +4)™ row multiplied by —b;; to the

th

Jj™ row) to an (n 4 r) X 2r matrix

ay by 1
A/ — alln a;n blln b;“n
! 0 ! 0
0 1 0 1
where a;;, b;; € Z>q such that aj; = 0or bj; =0foreachi=1,...,randj=1,...,n.

Let a’ be the binomial ideal associated to A’, that is, a' = (f7,...
by binomials f! := 2 —

i

b’;

alli=1,...,r. Let S, = k[z},..

, where a’; =

(afy, -

, f1) is generated
,ar) and b’y = (b, ...
.,xF] be the Laurent polynomial ring. Note that

) for

a’'S, = aS, because f;/f] is a monomial in S. Then, by [10, Lemma 4.39] (see also [3|
Theorem 2.1]), one has ht aS, +r = ht a’S, + r < rank A" = rank A. On the other
hand, since f1,..., f, form a regular sequence, r = ht a < ht aS,. Consequently, we
obtain the assertion. O

By the above claim, all optimal solutions of the linear programming problem
stated in the theorem satisfy the assumption in Proposition P.1l Thus, the assertion
immediately follows from Proposition 2.1

We now move to the general case. Fix any optimal solution

(7S TS VN VARD ¥ TR W
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of the linear programming problem stated in the theorem, and consider another
linear programming problem:

Maximize: Z(Ui +7)

i=1
01 1- Zj:l le)\j
: T 1-— S'— in/\j
Subject to: A : < Zﬂl—l Ciny , 04, Ti € Qxo,
. >
Tr 1
where ¢; = (¢j1,...,¢j,) for all j = 1,...,s. Then (u1,..., 1y, 04,...,1,) is ob-

viously an optimal solution of this linear programming problem. Also, it follows
from a similar argument to the proof of Proposition 2.1l that if there exists an op-
timal solution (o, 7) such that A(o,7)* # A(o’,7")* for all other optimal solutions
(o', 7') # (0,7), then its optimal value 3, (0; + 7) is equal to lcto(a) — D27 | A;.
However, by the above claim, all optimal solutions satisfy this assumption. Thus,
we have lcto(a) = D7/ (s + i) + D071 Ay O

As a corollary of Theorem 2.4l we obtain the complete table of log canonical
thresholds of complete intersection space monomial curves.

Let ny,n9,n3 > 2 be integers with greatest common divisor one. Let a C k[, y, ]
be the defining ideal of the complete intersection monomial curve Spec k[t"™, t"2, t"3]
in A3, where k is a field of characteristic zero. We make k|z,y, 2] into a graded ring as
in Section 3. Since Spec k[t", "2, ¢"3] is a complete intersection in A3 after suitable
permutation of the n;, we may assume that (ny,ns,n3) = (cby, car, a1bs + asgby) for
some integers aq,b;,c > 1 and as > by > 0 with as + by > 1. Then we can write
a=(f,g), where f := 2% —y® and g := 2¢ — 22y,

Corollary 2.5. In the above situation, the following is the complete table of log
canonical thresholds.

Cases leto(a)
(deg f < degg) V (c=1) Tl
(deg f > degg) A (a2 = by = 1) E+5)i+1
(deg f > degg) A (a2 =1) A (b =0) T+ r+1
(deg f > degg) A (c,a2 > 2) Ira-5L+1

3. NON-COMPLETE INTERSECTION CASE

In this section, we consider the case where the ideal is the defining ideal of a
non-complete intersection space monomial curve. Let ni, ng, n3 > 2 be integers with
greatest common divisor one. Let S := k[x,y, z] be the polynomial ring over a field
k of characteristic zero and R := k[H]| = k[t",¢"?,1"] be the numerical semigroup
ring of H := {myny + mans + mans|m; € Zso} over k. We define the ideal a C S
to be the kernel of the ring morphism ¢ : S — R sending z to t"*, y to t"* and z to
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t"3. We make S into an H-graded ring by assigning degy z = ny, degy y = no, and
deg;; z = n3. Then a is a homogeneous binomial ideal.

Suppose that R is not a complete intersection. Then there exist integers a;,
¢; > 1 for i = 1,2 such that a = (f1, fa, f3), where

fi= putaz _ yblzCZ fo = yb1+b2 2 fai= Se1ter
Since n; is the length of R/(t"), we have

ny = (bl + bg)(Cl + CQ) — bgCl,

Ng = (Cl + CQ)(CLl + ag) — C207,

Nnsg = (a1 + &2)(b1 + bg) — &261.
Put a = ai/(a1 + az), B := b1/(by + be) and v := ¢1/(c1 + ¢2).
without loss of generality that

degy f1 < degy f2 < degy fs,
which is equivalent to saying that

A=B)y>0=7a>(1-a)f

We remark that the degrees of the f; disagree with each other, since the substitution
morphism ¢ sends all monomials of same degree to the same power of ¢.

bi>

bo

— 2%z — %y,

We may assume

Theorem 3.1. In the above situation, a = (fi, f2, f3) satisfies the assumption in
Proposition [2.1. Consequently, the following holds.

(1) The log canonical threshold lcto(a) of a at the origin is equal to

max {

3

Z(Mz‘ +vi)

A (1, o, iz, vi, Vo, v3) T < 1 i, v € on} ;

i=1
where
ai + as 0 0 0 ay a
0 bl + bg 0 bl 0 b2
A= 0 0 ci+cy Cco 0
1 0 0 1 0 0
0 1 0 0 1 0
0 0 1 0 0 1
If we solve the above linear programming problem, then we obtain the follow-
ing table.
Cases lcto( )
b1202:1 1+ (1+b2)
(bl S CQ) A\ (CQ Z 2) a1+az -+ b1+b2 (1 —+ g_;)
(b1 > o) A (@ <) e TG
(bl > Cg) A (Oé > f}/) (01 + zi < 1) bllzg-:;) az(c(iz-i-cz)
(bl > 02) A (a = 7) (Cl + Zi > 1) a1+a2 + bl + (a1+a2)c1( - g_f)
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(2) Put a, := (f1, fo. f3) - Fplz,y, 2] (a,y,2)- Then there exists an integer N > 1
such that lctg(a) = fpt(a,) whenever p =1 mod N.

Proof. We denote by (P) the corresponding linear programming problem. Since R
is not a complete intersection, by an argument analogous to Claim in the proof of
Theorem 2.4, we can see that rank A = 5 and Ker A = Q- (1,1,1,—-1,-1,—-1)T.
Then an optimal solution (u1, e, i3, V1, V2, v3) of (P) satisfies the assumption in
Proposition 2.1] if and only if y; = v; = 0 for some 1 < 4,5 < 3. So, we look
for a optimal solution (1, pe, p13, 11, 2, v3) of (P) such that pu; = v; = 0 for some
1 <4,7 < 3. To do it, the following fact is useful: if (pq, pio, 13, 11, /2, v3) is a feasible
solution of (P), then

(1 4+ v1) degy f1 + (1o + o) degy fo + (us + v3) degy f3 < ny + ng + ns.
In the case when by = ¢y = 1:

Let (:u1>:u2>:u3> Vi, V2, V3) = (:L_lz, (H—ZW’ 0,1— n_lg’
that (pq, po, 13, 1, 2, v3) is a feasible solution of (P)

n% O). Then it is easy to see
an

(1 + 1) degy f1 + (p2 + o) degy fo = n1 + ng + ng,
because

ny=1+by)(ci+1)—becy = by+c1+1,
ny = (c1+ 1)(a1 + az) —a; = (a1 + az)cy + ag,
n3 = (a1 + a2)(1 4+ by) —ay = (a1 + as)bs + ay.
Since p; + v = 1, we cannot add anything more to p; or 1. Thus, since degy fi <

degy fo < degy f3, the solution (pq, ,UQ,,Ug, V1, Vg, v3) must be optimal, and then by
Proposition 2.1, the optimal value 1+ —-— ) is equal to the log canonical threshold

lCto( )

3 (i3

In the case when by < ¢y and ¢y > 2:

Let (u1, pto, 3, V1, V2, v3) = (ﬁ, bl}er (1 — %),O, é,0,0). Then it is easy to

check that (1, pe, ps, v1, 0, v3) is a feasible solution of (P) and

(1 + v1) degy f1 + podegy fo = ny + ng + nas,

because b; < ¢p and ¢ > 2. By the definition of (P), we cannot add anything more to
py or vy. Thus, since degy, fi < degy fo < degy f3, the solution (,ul Uy [h3, V1, Vo, V3)

()

must be optimal, and then by Proposition [2.1], the optimal value

ai +a2 b1+b2 c2

is equal to the log canonical threshold letg(a).

In the case when by > cs:
We consider the following linear programming problem (Q):

6
max {Z Ai|B
i=1

A, de) <1, N 6@20}7
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where
a1 + as 0 0 0 ar ag
B = 0 bl + bg 0 bl 0 b2
0 0 cr+cy g ¢ O

If (A1,..., ) is an optimal solution of (@), then it is obvious that

A _1—a2)\5—a1)\6 A _1—b1)\4—bg)\6
b ay + a P by + by

o 1— Cg)\4 — Cl)\g,

) 3
C1 +CQ

In this case,

= + + + A+ A+ A
a1 + as bl+b2 c1+ ¢ 4 b 6

1 1 1
+ + .
ay + as b1 + by 1+ Co

26: N\ — 1— ag)\g, — 0,1)\6 1-— bl)\4 — bg)\@ 1— Cg)\4 — Cl)\g,

=(v =B+ (=) + (B — )X +

Since (1 —8)y > (1 —y)a > (1 — a)p, it is easy to see that a > . So, the linear
function (v — )M+ (e — ) A5 + (8 — a) g achieves the maximal value when \g = 0.
This means that (Q) is equivalent to the following linear programming problem (Q’)
up to a constant:

agAs <1, iy <1
max (’7 — ﬁ))\4 + (Oé — ’}/))\5 CQ>\4 + Cl>\5 S 1
As, As € Qs

Since (1 —8)y > (1 —v)a, one has y— 5 > (1 —v)(a— /) and, in particular, vy > .

(1) In the case when o < 7:

(%, 0) is the optimal solution of (@), and thus (al}raz ,0, bl?;‘fg), %, 0, O) is
1

the optimal solution of (). Since e % < 1, it is also the optimal solu-

tion of (P), and then by Proposition 21|, the optimal value al}rm + bllz:’féz)

is equal to the log canonical threshold lcty(a).

(2) In the case where o >y and 2t + 72 < 1
(£, L) is the optimal solution of (Q’), and thus (O, 0, zbi—azca—biey 1 1 0)

b1’ a2 agbi(ci+e2) b1 a2’

is the optimal solution of (Q). It is clearly the optimal solution of (P), and

then by Proposition 2.1], the optimal value bllz:’fiz) + = (0612+02) is equal to the

log canonical threshold lctg(a).

(3) In the case where o >y and 2t + 2 > 1
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“ (v =B+ (a—7)As

02>\4 + 01A5 =1

) :

0 1 \ 1 A4
by Cc2

First note that co(y — 8) > ¢1(a — ), because (1 — )y > (1 — v)a. Then
(#,2L(1—£)) is the optimal solution of ('), and thus

b1’ c1 b1

bic; — ash 1 1
(101 Qo 1+a202’0’0’_’_(1_g)’0)
(CL1 + a2)b101 bl C1 bl

is the optimal solution of (Q). Since % + % < 1, it is also the

optimal solution of (P), and then by Proposition 21 the optimal value

al}rag + % + (alf;2)cl( — 32) is equal to the log canonical threshold lcto(a).
0J

By an argument similar to the proof of Theorem [3.I] we can compute the log
canonical threshold lcto(a) of the defining ideal a of a Gorenstein monomial curve
k[tm 2 ¢"s ¢"] in A}, Here we give only one example.

Example 3.2. Let a = (2% — 2w, y® — 222, 23 —y*w,w

2 2

— 2y, xw—yz) C klx,y, 2, w]

be the defining ideal of the monomial curve k[t®, 10, #!1 #13] in the affine space A},
where k is a field of characteristic zero. We consider the following linear program-
ming problem:

where

A(Ml,...,u5,V1,...,V5)TSl, /J/Z',I/Z'EQZ()},

i=1

max {Z(“Z + 1)

I

I
DO OO OO W
DD O OO O Wo
OO OO WoOOo
O, OO O DN OO
— OO OO, OOoO
OO OO R EFE OO
SO, OONO
SO, OO~ ONOD
el eoNoNeNeNalN Y
_— OO oo oo~~~ O



LOG CANONICAL THRESHOLDS OF BINOMIAL IDEALS 15

Let (u,v) :== (1, ..., s, v1,--.,V5) be an optimal solution of the above linear pro-
gramming problem. Since

KerA=k-(1,1,1,1,0,—1,-1,-1,-1,0)T + k- (0,1,1,0,1,0, -1, —1,0, —1)",

if ug = py = v3 = vy = 0, then there exists no other optimal solutions (i, 7’) such
that A (u,v)t = A (¢/,/)T. In this case, by Proposition 2.1} the log canonical
threshold lcto(a) is equal to the optimal value 30_ (1 + v;). Thus, we look for a

optimal solution (p1, ..., us, V1, ..., Vs) such that us = py = v3 = vy = 0. It is easy
to check that (%, é, 0,0, %, %, 0,0,0, %) is a feasible solution. Looking at the degrees,

one can see that it is an optimal solution, and then the optimal value is %. That

is, lcto(a) = %. We remark that (%, 0,0, %, 0,0,0,0,0,1) is another optimal solution
but it does not satisfy the assumption in Proposition 211
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