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A NOTE ON THE SUBWORD COMPLEXES IN COXETER
GROUPS

ANDA OLTEANU

ABSTRACT. We prove that the Stanley—Reisner ideal of the Alexander dual of
the subword complexes in Coxeter groups has linear quotients with respect to the
lexicographical order of the minimal monomial generators. As a consequence, we
obtain a shelling order on the facets of the subword complex. We relate some
invariants of the subword complexes or of their dual with invariants of the word.
For a particular class of subword complexes, we prove that the Stanley-Reisner
ring is a complete intersection ring.

INTRODUCTION

Subword complexes were introduced by A. Knutson and E. Miller [9] for the
study of Schubert polynomials and combinatorics of the determinantal ideals. Many
properties of the subword complexes in Coxeter groups are obtained by using the
Demazure algebra and the Demazure product.

A. Knutson and E. Miller proved that subword complexes in Coxeter groups
are vertex-decomposable [§]. Since any vertex-decomposable simplicial complex is
shellable [I], we have that subword complexes in Coxeter groups are shellable.

In this paper we prove directly that subword complexes in Coxeter groups are
shellable by using the Alexander duality. As a consequence, we get a shelling on
the facets of the subword complex. We also study the Stanley—Reisner ideal of the
Alexander dual for a particular class of subword complexes. For this class, we prove
that the Stanley—Reisner ring is a complete intersection ring.

The paper is structured as follows: In the first section, we prove that the Stanley—
Reisner ideal of the Alexander dual of the subword complexes in Coxeter groups has
linear quotients with respect to the lexicographical order of its minimal monomial
generators. As a consequence, we obtain a shelling on the facets of the subword com-
plex. Next, we establish upper bounds for the projective dimension of the Stanley—
Reisner ideal of the Alexander dual associated to a subword complex and for the
regularity of the Stanley—Reisner ideal.

In the second section, we study a special class of subword complexes.

1. SUBWORD COMPLEXES IN COXETER GROUPS AND ALEXANDER DUALITY

Let (W, S) be an arbitrary Coxeter system consisting of a Coxeter group, W, and
a set of simple reflections, S, that generates W (see [2] or [7] for background).
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Definition 1.1. [9] A word @ of size n is an ordered sequence @ = (oy,...,0,) of
elements of S. An ordered subsequence P of @ is called a subword of Q).

(1) P represents m € W if the ordered product of the simple reflections in P is
a reduced expression for 7.
(2) P contains m € W if some subsequence of P represents 7.

The subword complex A(Q, ) is the set of all the subwords @ \ P such that P
contains .

Proposition 1.2. Let A be the subword complex A(Q, ) and let n be the size of
Q. Then projdim(k[A]) = {(r).

Proof. By [8, Theorem 2.5], A is shellable. Since any subword P C () that represents
7 is of size £(m) and A is pure, we have that dim(A) = n—£(7m) — 1, so dim(k[A]) =

n — £(m). Therefore, proj dim(k[A]) = £(7). O
Let @ = (01,...,0,) be aword in W, o; € S for all 1 <i <n and 7 an element
in W. We consider the polynomial ring in n variables over a field k, k[z1,...,x,],

where n is the size of the word Q. Let A(Q, 7) be the subword complex. We aim to
determine a shelling order on the facets of A(Q,w). For this purpose, we consider
the Stanley—Reisner ideal of the Alexander dual associated to A(Q, 7).

Let A be a simplicial complex on the vertex set [n]. We recall that

Inv = (Xppr | F € F(A)),
where we denote by xp the monomial [] z; and by F(A) the set of all the facets of
i€F
A. In the special context of the subword complexes, we obtain that

Inv = (xp | P CQ, P represents ).

Let R = k[xy,...,x,]| be the polynomial ring in n variables over a field k£ and I
a monomial ideal of R. [ is called an ideal with linear quotients if there exists an
order of the monomials from the minimal monomial generating system wuq, ..., ,,
such that, for all ¢ > 2 and for all j < i, there exist an integer [ € [n] and an
integer 1 < k < i such that uy/[w;, ux] = 2; and z; divides u;/[u;, u ], where, for two
monomials u and v, we denote [u, v] := ged(u, v).

Since A = A(Q, m) is shellable ([8, Theorem 2.5]) the Stanley—Reisner ideal of the
Alexander dual of A, Iav, has linear quotients [5, Theorem 1.4]. In order to obtain
a shelling on the facets of A, we have to define an order on the monomials from the
minimal monomial system of generators of Iav such that Iav has linear quotients
with respect to this order.

Firstly, let us fix some notations. Henceforth, we will write @ \ o; for the word of

size n—1 obtained from @) by omitting o;, that is Q\o; = (01, ...,0i-1,0i11, -, 0n).
Also, we will denote by ” = " the Bruhat order on W.
For P = (04, ...,0:,), m < n, asubword of @), we will denote by xp the monomial

Tiy ... 2, in klxy, ..., x,] and by 6(P) the Demazure product of the word P (see
[8]). We use G(I) for the minimal monomial generating set of the monomial ideal
I.

Now we can state the main result of this section:



Theorem 1.3. Let A be the subword complex A(Q, 7). Then the Stanley—Reisner
ideal of the Alexander dual, Inv, has linear quotients with respect to the lexicographi-
cal order of the minimal monomial generators.

Proof. Let G(Iav) = {xp,,...,xp }. We assume that Xp, >je; ... > Xp.. Note
that P, C Q and P; represents w for all 1 <i <r.

We have to prove that Iav has linear quotients with respect to the sequence of
monomials Xp,,...,Xp., that is, for all ¢ > 2 and for all 7 < 7, there exist an integer
[ € [n] and an integer 1 < k < i such that xp, /[xp,xp,] = 2; and z; divides
XPj/[XPi’ XPj]'

Let us fix ¢ > 2 and j < ¢. Since F;, P; represent m, they are subwords of ) of
size {(m). Let P, = (0iy,...,04,,,), Pj = (0j,,...,0j,,) and let [ € [n] be an integer
such that i, = j; for all 1 <t <[ —1 and j; < %;. Such an integer exists since j < 1,
that is Xp; >lex XP;-

Let T be the subword of @) of size |T'| = ¢(7) + 1 obtained from P; by adding o,
between o;, , and o;,, that is

T =(0i,. 001,05, - . "Uie(w))'

Since T' contains 7, we have that §(T) = 7 ([8, Lemma 3.4(1)]).
Let us assume that §(7) = 7. Hence, T represents an element 7 € W, 7 = 7 such
that (1) = ¢(m) + 1 |8, Lemma 3.4(3)]. Since P;,, P; represent m, we have that

m=04...04_,04--. aiaw) =04 ...05_,045 ... O'jl(ﬂ)
are reduced expressions for m and, by the choice of [, we obtain
(11) O-jlo-il“‘o-iz(-;r) :Ujl+1“‘ajl(n)'
Now, since T represents T,
T=04...04_,0404... Uil(ﬂ)

is a reduced expression for 7. On the other hand, using the equality (1), we have
that

T =04 ... Uil710j1+1 c. Uje(w)'
This is impossible since we obtained that 7 can be written as a product of ¢(7) — 1
simple reflections which contradicts the fact that ¢(7) = ¢(7) + 1.
Hence, 6(T") = 7 and there exists a unique ¢;, # o, such that T\ 0;, = P, and

T \ o;, represents 7 [8, Lemma 3.5(2)]. Let us denote P’ = T\ 0;,. We will show
that xpr >, xp, which will end the proof. One may note that xp, = z;xp/z;, and
Xp: # Xp since j; # i;.

Assume by contradiction that xp: <., Xp,, that is i; < j;. Since both P, and P’
represent 7, we have that

T=04.--04...04_,04 ... Uie(w) =04 ---04_ 104444 ---04,_10504 - .. O-il(w)
are two reduced expressions for . The above equality can be written as

(12) O'ito'it+1 04 = O'Z‘tJrl <. 04,0y



On the other hand, P; also represents , that is 7 = oj, ... 0y, ...0j,,,. Now, since
for all 1 <k <1, i}, = ji, using (L2) we obtain that

T =04 ---04_ 1044 -- .Uil710j1+1 .. ‘Uje(w)'

Hence, we get an expression for 7 with ¢(7)—2 simple reflections, which is impossible.
Thus, we must have xpr >, Xp,. So there exist a monomial xp, and an integer
Ji € [n] such that xp//[xp/,xp,] = 2;, and z;, divides xp, /[xp,,Xp;] which ends our
proof. O

Example 1.4. Let (S4, .S) be the Coxeter system, where Sy is the symmetric group
and S is the set of the adjanced transpositions, that is S = {s; = (1,2), s =
(2,3), s3=(3,4)}. Let @ be the word of size 8, Q = (s1, S, S1, S3, S1, S2, S3, S1)
and 7 = (1,2,4) € Sy with ¢(w) = 4. The set of all the reduced expression of 7 is
{81828382, 51535283, 83818283}. Let us denote Q = (0'1, 09, 03, 04, O5, Og, O7, 0'8).
The set of all the subwords of @) that represent 7 is {(01, 09,04, 0¢), (01,04, 06,07),
(03,04,06,07), (04,05,06,07)}. Hence, the subword complex A = A(Q, ) is the
simplicial complex with the facets {03, 05,07, 08}, {09,03,05,08}, {01,09,05,08},
{0'1, 09,03, 0'8}.

Let k[x1, ..., zg] be the polynomial ring over a field k. The Stanley—Reisner ideal
of the Alexander dual of A is the square-free monomial ideal whose minimal mono-
mial system of generators is G(Iav) = {z122T4%6, T1T4T6T7, T3T4TeT7, T4T5TeT7}.
We denote Xp = T1T2T4Tg, Xp, = T1T4TeT7, Xpy = T3T4TeT7, Xp, = T4T5TeT7.
Then we have Xp, >ep - .. >ex Xp,. Since (Xp,): Xp, = (22), (Xp,,Xp,): Xp, = (1)
and (Xp,,Xp,,Xp;): Xp, = (21,x3), Iav has linear quotients with respect to this
order of the monomials from G(Iav).

We can state the following corollary:

Corollary 1.5. Let A be the subword complex A(Q,w) and let G(Iav) = {xp,, ...,
Xp, }, where Xp, >jep - >iex Xp,. Then Q\ Pi, ..., Q\ P, is a shelling order on the
facets of A.

Proof. Since G(Iav) = {xp,,...,Xp,.}, we have that Q\ Py,...,Q\ P, are the facets
of A. Since (Q\ P;)\ (Q\ P;) = P;\ P, the assertion follows from the characterization
of a square-free monomial ideal with linear quotients [4]. O

Remark 1.6. The shelling from Corollary [[F for the subword complex A(Q, ) co-
incides with the shelling inductively constructed by vertex-decomposing the subword
complex A(Q, ).

Example 1.7. We study the same subword complex as in Example [L4 We
have that F| = {o03,05,07,08}, Fy» = {09,03,05,08}, F3 = {01,09,05,08}, Fy =
{01,09,03,08}, is a shelling on the facets of A. We shall prove that the same
shelling is obtained inductively by vertex-decomposing A.

Let @ = Q \ 01. Since {(oym) < {(m), by the proof of [8 Theorem 2.5], one
obtains that

k(oy, A) = A(Q',71) = ({02, 05,08}, {02,03,08})



and
del(oy, A) = del(Q', o17) = ({03, 05, 07,08}, {02,03,05,08}).
We denote Ay = ({09, 05,05}, {02,03,08}) and Ay = ({03, 05, 07,08}, {02,03,05,08}).
We apply the same procedure to A;. Let Q" = @'\ 03. Since {(oam) > 4(7), we
have
H{(O'Q, Al) = del(ag, Al) = A(Q”,TF) = <{O’5, 0'8}, {0’3, 0’8}>.
Let us denote this simplicial complex by A} and Q" = Q" \ 2. We have {(o3m) <
¢(m). Hence,
lk(os, A}) = AQ", m) = ({os})
and
del(0'3, All) = A(Qm, 0'371') = A(Qm, 828382) = <{O'5, 0'8}>.
For the simplicial complex A, since ¢(o9017m) < {(017), one has that

lk(02, Ag) = A(Q", 0u7) = A(Q", s98382) = ({03, 05,08})
and
del(og, As) = A(Q", 09017) = A(Q", s352) = ({03, 05,07,08}).
Hence, we get the following shelling on the facets of the subword complex A

{03705707708}7 {02703705708}7 {01702705708}7 {01702703708}

which is the same shelling as the one obtained in the Example [[L4l

Recall that a pure simplicial complex A with the vertex set {vy,...,v,} is shifted
if there exists a labelling of the vertices by 1 to n such that, for any face F' € A,
replacing any vertex v; € F' by a vertex with a smaller label that does not belong
to F', we get a set which is also a face of A.

Note that subword complexes are not shifted simplicial complexes, as can be seen
in the following example.

Example 1.8. Let (54, 5) be the Coxeter system, @) the word (s, s3, s3, S1, S2, S3),
and ™ = (1,2,4) € Sy, {(r) = 4. We denote Q = (01, 09, 03, 04, 05, 06). The set of
all the subwords of @) that represent 7 is { (01, 02, 05, 06), (01,03, 05,06), (02,04, 05,
0¢), (03,04,05,06)}. Hence, the subword complex A = A(Q, ) is the simplicial
complex with the facets set F(A) = {{o3,04}, {02,04}, {01,053}, {o1,02}}. If we
consider a label of the vertices oy, ..., 04, such that o; < o3, looking at the facet
{03,04} and replacing o3 by o1, we obtain the set {o1, 04} which is not a face in
A. If we order the vertices such that o3 < oy, looking at the facet {oy,0.} and
replacing o1 by o3, we obtain the set {02, 03} which is not a face in A. Hence, A is
not a shifted simplicial complex.

Let I be a monomial ideal of k[zy,...,z,| with G(I) = {wy,...,w,}. Assume
that I has linear quotients with respect to the sequence wy,...,w,. We denote
set(w;) ={k € [n] : zp € (wr,...,wi—1): w;}, for all 2 <i <.

Next we determine all the elements of set(xp), where xp € G(Iav) and the
monomials from G(Iav) are ordered decreasing in the lexicographical order. For
this purpose, let us fix some notations. For a monomial w in k[z1, ..., x,], we will
denote max(w) = max{i € [n] : x;Jw} and min(w) = min{i € [n] : z;|w}.



Lemma 1.9. Let I be a square-free monomial ideal with G(I) = {wy, ..., w,.} and
Wy >er - - - >lex Wy sSuch that I has linear quotients with respect to this order of the
generators. Then

set(w;) C [max(w;)] \ supp(w;),
where [max(w;)] = {1,2,...,max(w;)} and supp(w;) ={k € [n] : x| w;}.

Proof. Let i > 2 and k € set(w;). Then xjw; € (wy,...,w;_1), that is there exist a
variable x;, t # k and j < i such that w;zy = w;z,. If k € supp(w;), since k # t, we
get that z7 | w;, contradiction. Thus k ¢ supp(w;). Since t # k, we have z; | w;.
Then w; = zpw; /T >y w;, which implies k < t < max(w;). O

In general, the inclusion is strict, as one can see in the following example.

Example 1.10. We consider the same subword complex as in Example[l.4l We note
that set(xp,) = {2}, set(xp,) = {1} and set(xp,) = {1,3}. We have [max(xp,)] \
supp{xp, } = {1, 2,3}, and set(xp,) € {1,2,3}.

We will denote by P;\ P; the word obtained from P; by omitting the simple reflec-
tions that appear both in P; and P;. We will use min(P;\ F) for min(xp, /[xp;, Xp,]).

Proposition 1.11. Let A be the subword complex A(Q, ) and G(Iav) = {xp,, ...,
Xp, }, where Xp, >iep - -« >1ee Xp,. For any 1 <i <r, we have

set(xp,) = {min(P; \ P) : 1 <5 <i}.

Proof. We will use I instead of Ixv to simplify the notation.

Let s € set(xp,). Since s € set(xp,), TsXp, € (Xp,,...,Xp,_,). Hence, there exists
J < i and a variable x; such that x,xp, = zXp,. One may note that s # t since
Xp, # Xp;. By Lemma [L9, we have that x, { xp,. Thus, xp, = z,xp, /7, and the
assertion follows.

The other inclusion follows from the proof of Theorem [L.3l U

We note that, for an arbitrary square-free monomial ideal which has linear quo-
tients with respect to the lexicographical order of its minimal monomial generators
wy, . .., w,, the equality set(w;) = {min(supp(w;) \ supp(w;)) : 1 < j < ¢} might
be not true.

Example 1.12. Let I = (x12923, Tox3ry, T2x4Ts5) be a square-free monomial ideal
in the polynomial ring k[xy,...,z5]. Denote wy = xixows, wy = Tow3ry, wy =
Toxyxrs. One may note that wy; >p, wy >, w3y and I has linear quotients with
respect to this order of the generators. We have that set(ws) = {1} and set(ws) =
{3}. If we denote F; = supp(w;), 1 <i < 3, we have that min(F; \ F3) = {1} and
{1} ¢ set(ws).

Let A be the subword complex A(Q,7) and G(Iav) = {xp,,...,Xp. } be the
minimal monomial system of generators for Inv with xXp, >ep ... >1er Xp.. For a
monomial Xp, from G(Iav), we denote d; = | set(xp,)|. We note that, by Proposition
[LITl we have d; < i — 1. One may easily find examples with d; =i — 1 for all i.

Theorem 1.13. Let Q = (01, ...,0,) be a word in W, m an element in W and A
the subword complex A(Q, ). Then projdim(Iav) < n — {(m).



Proof. Let G(Iav) = {xp,,...,Xp }, where Xp, >ep ... >1ex Xp,. Since [av has
linear quotients with respect to the sequence xp,, ..., xp., we have projdim(/av) =
max{di,...,d.}, [4]. Let us assume by contradiction that projdim(/av) > n—4(m).
Hence, there exists 1 < k < r such that projdim(/av) = dr > n — {(7). By
Lemma [[9, we have set(xp,) Nsupp(xp,) = . Since xp, is a square-free monomial,
| supp(xp,)| = £(7). We have that

[set(xp, )| + [ supp(xp,)| > 1 — ((7) + ((r) =
that is | set(xp,) Usupp(xp,)| > n, which is a contradiction. O

Remark 1.14. Let Q = (01, ...,0,) be a word in W, 7 an element in W and A the
subword complex A(Q, ). Let G(Iav) = {Xp,,...,Xp.} be the minimal monomial
system of generators for [av with Xp, >ep ... >z Xp,. By Theorem [[L13] we have
that if there exists 1 <4 < r such that d; =i — 1 then i <n — {(7) + 1.

Corollary 1.15. Let Q = (01,...,0,) be a word in W, m € W be an element and
A the subword complex A(Q, ). Then reg(In) < n —€(mw) + 1.

Proof. By Terai’s theorem, [10], we have that reg(/a) = projdimk[AY]. On the
other hand, by Theorem [[T3] projdim k[AY] = projdim(/av) +1 < n —{(m) + 1
which ends our proof. 0J

The following results will be used in the last section of this paper.

Lemma 1.16. Let u, v, w be monomials of the same degree in k|xy, ..., x,|. Assume
that u, v >, w and min(u/ ged(u, w)) # min(v/ ged(v, w)). Then min(u/ ged(u, w))
< min(v/ ged(v, w)) if and only if u >, v.

Proof. In the following, for a monomial m = z{"...x%" we denote by v;(m) the
exponent of the variable x; in m, that is v;(m) = «;, i = 1,...,n. Since u >p; w
there exists an integer [ such that for all « < I, v;(u) = v;(w) and vy (u) > vy (w).
Similar, since v >, w there exists an integer [” such that for all i < 1", v;(v) = v;(w)
and vy (v) > v (w). By the hypothesis, we have I # [”.

”=" The statement is obvious.

7<" Since u >, v, there exists an integer [ € [n] such that for all i < [,
vi(u) = v;(v) and v (u) > v(v). One may easily check that the case [ # min(l’, ") is
impossible. Hence we must have | = min(/’,!"”). Let us assume that [ < [’. Hence
[ =1" and we get that vy (u) = v (w) < v (v) < yp(u) which is impossible. Thus,
we must have I’ < [”, that is min(u/ ged(u, w)) < min(v/ ged(v, w)). O

Lemma 1.17. Let A be the subword complex A(Q,w) and let G(Iav) = {xp,, ...,
xp,} be the minimal monomial system of generators for Iav, with Xp, > -+« >ex
xp,.. Assume that there exists 2 < i < r such that d; = i—1. Then, for all1 < j <1,
Proof. Since d; = i— 1, we have that min(P; \ ;) # min(P; \ F;), forall 1 < j, k < 1,
j # k. Hence, by Lemma [[L.T6 min(P, \ P;) < ... <min(P,_; \ P;). Let us fix j <1
and assume that P; = (0y,,...,05,) and F; = (0,,...,04,,,). We have that, for
all t < min(Pj \ PZ), it = jt and jmin(Pj\Pi) < imin(Pj\Pi)~



Let 1 <k < j. We prove that min(P; \ P;) = min(P; \ P;). This will imply that,
forall 1 <k,s < j with k # s, min(P; \ P;) # min(P; \ P;) and hence d; = j — 1.

Since k < j and min(P; \ P;) # min(FPy \ F;), by Lemma [[.I6 min(Py \ P;) <
min(P; \ P;). On the other hand, since k£ < 4, we have that for all ¢ < min(P; \ P)
iy = k¢ and Enin(p\p,) < tmin(P\P,) = Jmin(P:\P))-

We proved that for all t < min(Py \ P;) k = j; and Kmin(p,\P) < Jmin(p,\p) Which
means that min(P; \ P;) = min(P; \ P;). O

Lemma 1.18. Let A be the subword complex A(Q, ) and let G(Iav) = {xp,,. ..,
xp, } be the minimal monomial system of generators for Inv, with Xp, >iex -« >ex
xp,. Let2 <i <r. Thend; =i—1 if and only if there exists a unique | € supp(xp,)
such that Xp, = Twin(p)\p)Xp,/21 for all 1 < j <.

Proof. 7=" Since d; = ¢ — 1 we have that min(P; \ ;) # min(P; \ P;) for all
1<j,k<iwithj#k. Let 1 <k < j<iand assume by contradiction that there
exists i, iy € supp(xp,), iy # iy such that

Xp; Xp,

Xp; = Imin(Pj\Pi)x—i:a Xp, = zmin(Pk\Pi)xitj-

By the proof of Lemma [[.I7, we have that min(Fy \ P;) = min(F; \ F;). Since
J < i, by Lemma [LI7, d; = j — 1 and there exists j» € supp(xp,) such that
Xp, = Tmin(P,\P;)XP;/Tj,,- Replacing xp,, we have that xp,z;, = xp,z;,. We note
that z;, # x;,, since xp, # xp,. Hence, we have that

Py

Liy Tmin(P\P;) T = XP;Ljus
1t
that is @i, Tmin(p\p,) = ¥j,,Ti,- Since w;, | 2,2, and x;, # x;,, we have that
7;, = x;, contradiction with our assumption.
7«<"” The statement is obvious. O

2. A SPECIAL CLASS OF SUBWORD COMPLEXES

In this section we will consider only subword complexes A = A(Q, ) such that
the minimal monomial generating system of Inv has r < n — {(7) + 1 elements,
where n is the size of (), and for which d, = r — 1. In the following proposition, we
construct classes of such subword complexes.

Proposition 2.1. Let m € W be an element and oy ...0yx) a reduced expression
for . Let 1 <i < {(r) be a fized integer and let

Q= (01,02, c0 301,04, 04y« -, 04, 0t 1, - - -,Ue(n))

be a word of size n in W. Then the minimal monomial generating system of Iav
has N =n —{(m) + 1 elements and dy = N — 1.

Proof. Since oy ... 0y is a reduced expression for 7, any subword of () that repre-
sents 7 is a copy of this reduced expression. So, Iav has the minimal monomial gener-
ating system G(Jav) = {21 ... & 10Tn_g(m)pit1 - - - Tn] @ < j < n—{L(m)+i}. Hence,
|G(Iav)| =n —£(m)+ 1. One may note that dy = N — 1, for N=n—{(n)+1. O



Lemma 2.2. Let A be the subword complex A(Q, ) and suppose that the size of Q) is
n. Assume that G(Iav) = {xp,, ..., Xp, } WithXp, >jep - .. >1ex Xp,, r <n—L(m)+1
and d. =r — 1. Then there exists a unique | € supp(xp,) such that

Xp,

Inv = I—;(Imin(Pl\Prb <oy Tmin(Pr_1\Pr)» 371)-
Proof. Since d, = r — 1, the statement follows by Lemma [[.T§] O

Corollary 2.3. Let A be the subword complex A(Q, ) and suppose that the size
of Q is n. Assume that G(Iav) = {Xp,...,Xp.} With Xp, >iex - >iex Xp,, T <
n—4{0(r)+1andd, =r—1. Then ht(Iav) = 1.

Proof. By Lemma 22] there exists a unique [ € supp(xp,) such that

X
IAV = %(xmin(Pl\Pr)v cee 7xmin(PT,1\Pr)7 xl)-
I
One may note that for any ¢ € supp(xp,/x;) the ideal (x;) is a minimal prime ideal
of Inv. Hence ht(Iav) = 1. O
Let R = k[z1,...,x,] be the polynomial ring over a field k.

Theorem 2.4. Let A be the subword complexr A(Q, ) and let n be the size of Q.
Assume that G(Iav) = {xp,,...,Xp.} With Xp, >ex .. >jex Xp,, 7 < n —l(m) + 1
and d, = r — 1. Then there exists a unique integer | € [n] such that the Koszul
complex associated to the sequence Tumin(P\Py)s - - - » Tmin(Pr_1\Py)s L1 1S 1somorphic to
the minimal graded free resolution of k[AY].

Proof. By Lemma 2.2 there exists a unique [ € [n] such that
Xp,
Inv = I—l(xmin(Pl\PT-)a <oy Tmin(Pr_1\Pr)» 331)-

Hence, the multiplication by xp, /z; defines an isomorphism of R—modules between

(Zmin(PL\P)s - - - Tmin(Pr_1\P)» 1) a0d Tav. SINce Twin(p\P,), - - - Tmin(P_1\Py), Tt 15 &
regular sequence, the assertion follows.

The following result is a simple consequence of Theorem 2.4l

Corollary 2.5. Let A be the subword compler A(Q,m) and suppose that the size
of Q is n. Assume that G(Iav) = {Xp,,...,Xp.} With Xp, >iep ... ez Xp,, T <
n—4L4(r)+1 and d., =r —1. Then

Billav) = (111) ’

for all 7.
Corollary 2.6. Let A be the subword complex A(Q, ) and let n be the size of Q.
Assume that G(Iav) = {Xpy,. .., Xp.} With Xp, >ep -+« >jex Xp,, ¥ <1 — () + 1
and d, =r — 1. Then the Hilbert numerator of the Hilbert series is
r—1
ICIA\/ (t) = Z(_l)i (HT.l) tH_é(W)'
i=0



Proof. Since Iav has a {(m)-linear resolution, J3;;(Iav) = 0 for all j # i+¢(7). Hence
Bi(Iav) = Biitery({av). Since projdim(fav) =7 — 1,
r—1

Kig(8) =D (=1) BilLav )t
i=0
Hence, using Corollary 25 we get that the Hilbert numerator is
r—1
ICIA\/ (t) = Z(—l)i (Z+1) AR
i=0

O

Corollary 2.7. Let (Q be a word in W of size n that contains 7, A the subword
compler A(Q, ) and G(Iav) = {Xpy,...,Xp.} With Xp, >ex .. >z Xp., T <
n—4L4(r)+1 and d. = r — 1. Then there are (jj—l) subwords P of () such that
(P)=mand |P|=j+Ll(n) for0<j<r—1.

Proof. By [8, Lemma 4.2], in the fine grading, the Hilbert numerator of Iav is

Koot ote) = D (=DFO",
PCQ
6(P)=m
where t = [] t;. In Z—grading, we have
o, €P
K@= 3 ()00 = 3 (capey
PCQ PCcQ  j=t(m)
§(P)=m §(P)=m |P|=j
n—4(m) n—e(r) _ '
-
=0

5( )—7T 1P| J+5( )
where we denoted by m(r) the number of the subwords P of ) such that 6(P) = 7
and |P| = j+ (). Comparmg with the formula from Corollary 2.6, we obtain that

Mjto(r) = <j_:1> for all 0 < j <7 —1and mjyx = 0 for all r Sj <n-—{(m). O

Corollary 2.8. Let (Q be a word in W of size n that contains w, A the subword
compler A(Q, ) and G(Iav) = {Xpy,...,Xp.} With Xp, >ex .. >z Xp., T <
n—l(m)+1 and d, = r—1. Then A is a simplicial sphere if and only if r = n—0(w)+1
Proof. By [8, Corollary 3.8], A is a simplicial sphere if 6(Q)) = 7. Hence, in the
Hilbert numerator, the coefficient of ¢@l must be non-zero. By Corollary m the

coefficient of t" is m,, = (n Z(W)Jrl) Hence m,, # 0 ifand only if r = n—¢(m)+1. O

Proposition 2.9. Let A be the subword complez A(Q, ) and let n be the size of Q.
Assume that G(Iav) = {xp,,...,Xp.} With Xp, >1ex .. >jex Xp,, 7 < n —0(w) + 1
and d, = r — 1. Then k[A] is a complete intersection ring.

10



Proof. By Lemma [2.2] we have that there exists a unique integer [ such that

[y =25
AV = f—(zmiH(Pl\Pr')7 <o+ Tmin(Pr_1\Pr)s ZL’[).
l

Hence

Iav = ﬂ (k) | N (xmin(Pl\Pr)7 ooy Tmin(Pr_1\Pr)s Il)
kesupp(xp,. /1)
and
Ia = (a:min(pl\pr) .. .$min(pT71\PT)$l) + (zx : k € supp (xp. /7)) .
Since supp(xp,/z;) N {min(P, \ P,),...,min(P,_; \ P.),l} = 0, In is a complete
intersection ideal. O

Corollary 2.10. Let A be the subword complex A(Q, ) and suppose that the size
of Q is n. Assume that G(Iav) = {Xp,,...,Xp.} With Xp, >jex -+ >lex Xp,, T <
n—4L4(r)+ 1 and d. = r — 1. Then there exists a unique integer | such that the
Koszul complexr associated to the sequence Twin(p\p,) - - - Tmin(P,_\P)Tl, Ti & €
supp(xp, /x;) is the minimal graded free resolution of k[A].

Proof. By Proposition 2.9, we have that G(Ia) = {@Zmin(P\P,) - - - Tmin(P,_1\P) P15 Ti
i € supp(xp,/x;)}. The statement follows. O

Proposition 2.11. Let A be the subword complex A(Q, ), and let n be the size of
Q. Assume that G(Iav) = {Xp,,...,Xp.} WithXp, >jex - -« >ex Xp,, r <n—L(7)+1
and d, = r — 1. Then k[AY] is Cohen—Macaulay if and only if Iav is a principal
monomial ideal.

Proof. By Eagon—Reiner theorem [3], k[AY] is Cohen—Macaulay if and only if I
has a linear resolution. In particular, In is generated in one degree. The statement
follows by Proposition 2.9 O
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