arXiv:1405.7678v4 [math.AG] 26 Nov 2015

Irreducibility of the Gorenstein loci of Hilbert schemes via ray
families

*

Gianfranco Casnati, Joachim Jelisiejew, Roberto Notari

September 18, 2018

Abstract

We analyse the Gorenstein locus of the Hilbert scheme of d points on P" i.e. the open
subscheme parameterising zero-dimensional Gorenstein subschemes of P" of degree d. We
give new sufficient criteria for smoothability and smoothness of points of the Gorenstein locus.
In particular we prove that this locus is irreducible when d < 13 and find its components
when d = 14.

The proof is relatively self-contained and it does not rely on a computer algebra sys-
tem. As a by—product, we give equations of the fourth secant variety to the d-th Veronese
reembedding of P* for d > 4.
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1 Introduction and notation

Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic neither 2 nor 3 and denote by ’Hz’lbp(t)]P’N the
Hilbert scheme parameterising closed subschemes in P with fixed Hilbert polynomial p(t) € Q[t].
Since A. Grothendieck proved the existence of such a parameter space in 1966 (see |Gro93|), the
problem of dealing with ’Hz’lbp(t)]P’N and its subloci has been a fruitful field attracting the interest
of many researchers in algebraic geometry.

Only to quickly mention some of the classical results which deserve, in our opinion, a par-
ticular attention, we recall Hartshorne’s proof of the connectedness of Hilb,;)P" (see [Har66]),
the description of the locus of codimension 2 arithmetically Cohen—Macaulay subschemes due
to G. Ellingsrud and J. Fogarty (see |[Fog68| for the dimension zero case and |El75| for larger
dimension) and of the study of the locus of codimension 3 arithmetically Gorenstein subschemes
due to J. Kleppe and R.M. Mir6-Roig (see [MR92| and [KMRIg]).

If we restrict our attention to the case of zero—dimensional subschemes of degree d, i.e. sub-
schemes with Hilbert polynomial p(¢) = d, then the first significant results are due to J. Fogarty
(see |Fog68|) and to A. Iarrobino (see |lar72]).

In |Fog68], the author proves that HilbyP? is smooth, hence irreducible thanks to Hartshorne’s
connectedness result (the same result holds, when one substitutes P? by any smooth surface).
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On the other hand in [lar72|, A. Iarrobino deals with the reducibility when N > 3 and d is
large with respect to N. In order to better understand the result, recall that the locus of reduced
schemes R C HilbgPY is birational to a suitable open subset of the d-th symmetric product of
PV, thus it is irreducible of dimension dN. We will denote by Hilb)™"P its closure in Hilb P .
It is a well-known and easy fact that ’HilbgenPN is an irreducible component of dimension dN, by
construction. In [lar72|, the author proves that HilbyPY is never irreducible when d > N > 3,
showing that there is a family of schemes of dimension greater than d/N. Such a family is thus
necessarily contained in a component different from Hilb™" PV,

D.A. Cartwright, D. Erman, M. Velasco, B. Viray proved that already for d = 8 and N > 4,
the scheme HilbgP" is reducible (see [CEVV0Y]).

In view of these earlier works it seems reasonable to consider the irreducibility and smoothness
of open loci in HilbgPN defined by particular algebraic and geometric properties. In the present
paper we are interested in the locus ’HilbgPN of points in HilbgPN representing schemes which
are Gorenstein. This is an important locus: e.g. it has an irreducible component ’Hz’lbg’ge"]P’N =
HilbgenPN N Hilbg]P’N of dimension dN containing all the points representing reduced schemes.
Moreover it is open, but in general not dense, inside HilbsP™. Recently, interesting interactions
between ’HilbdeN and the geometry of secant varieties and general topology have been found
(see for example [BB14|, [BJIM]).

Some results about HilbG PN are known. The irreducibility and smoothness of HilbGPN when
N < 3 is part of the folklore (see [CNQ9, Cor 2.6] for more precise references). When N > 4, the
properties of ’HilbdeN have been object of an intensive study in recent years.

E.g., it is classically known that HilbGPY is never irreducible for d > 14 and N > 6, at least
when the characteristic of k is zero (see [IE78| and [IK99]: see also [CN11]). Also for N =4 and
d > 140 or N =5 and d > 42 the scheme ’HilbdclP)N is reducible, see |[BB14, Section 6, p. 81]. For
fixed N € {4,5} the minimal value of d, for which this scheme is reducible, is not known.

As reflected by the quoted papers, it is natural to ask if ”Hz’lbg]P’N is irreducible when d < 13
and N is arbitrary. There is some evidence of an affirmative answer to this question. Indeed
the first and third authors studied the locus Hilbg]P’N when d < 11 and N is arbitrary, proving
its irreducibility and dealing in detail with its singular locus in a series of papers [CN09, (CN11,
CN14, [CN13].

A key point in the study of a zero-dimensional scheme X C PV is that it is abstractly
isomorphic to Spec A where A is an Artin k-algebra with dimg(A) = d. Moreover the irreducible
components of such an X correspond bijectively to those direct summands of A, which are local.
Thus, in order to deal with HilbyP, it suffices to deal with the irreducible schemes in Hilby PN
for each d' < d.

In all of the aforementioned papers, the methods used in the study of %ilbg]P’N rely on an
almost explicit classification of the possible structure of local, Artin, Gorenstein k-algebras of
length d. Once such a classification is obtained, the authors prove that all the corresponding irre-
ducible schemes are smoothable, i.e. actually lie in ’Hilbg’genPN . To this purpose they explicitly
construct a projective family flatly deforming the scheme they are interested in (or, equivalently,
the underlying algebra) to reducible schemes that they know to be in Hilbg’genPN
components have lower degree.

Though such an approach sometimes seems to be too heavy in terms of calculations, only
thanks to such a partial classification it is possible to state precise results about the singularities
of HilbGPN.

However, in the papers |[CN11, [CN14|, there are families Hy of schemes of degree d, where
d = 10, 11, for which an explicit algebraic description in the above sense cannot be obtained (see
Section 3 of [CN11] for the case d = 10, Section 4 of |[CN14| for d = 11). Nevertheless, using an
alternative approach the authors are still able to prove the irreducibility of %ilbg]P’N and study
its singular locus. Indeed, using Macaulay’s theory of inverse systems, the authors check the

because their



irreducibility of the aforementioned loci Hy inside Hilbg]P’N . Then they show the existence of a
smooth point in Hyg N ’Hilbg’ge"]P’N. Hence, it follows that Hy; C Hilbg’genPN.

The aim of the present paper is to refine and generalise this method. First, we avoid a case
by case approach by analysing large classes of algebras. Second, in |[CN11,|CN14| a direct check
(e.g. using a computer algebra program) is required to compute the dimension of tangent space
to the Hilbert scheme at some specific points to conclude that they are smooth. We avoid the
need of such computations by exhibiting classes of points which are smooth, making the paper
self-contained.

Using this method, we finally prove the following two statements.

Theorem A. If the characteristic of k is neither 2 nor 3, then ’HilbdclP)N is irreducible of dimen-
ston dN for each d < 13 and for d =14 and N <'5.

Theorem B. If the characteristic of k is 0 and N > 6, then ’Hz’lbﬁ]P’N 1s connected and it has
exactly two irreducible components, which are generically smooth.

Theorem [Al has an interesting consequence regarding secant varieties of Veronese embeddings.
In [Ger99] Geramita conjectures that the ideal of the 2"¢ secant variety (the variety of secant
lines) of the d"* Veronese embedding of P" is generated by the 3 x 3 minors of the i*" catalecticant
matrix for 2 <4 < d — 2. Such a conjecture was confirmed in |Rail2|. As pointed out in [BB14,
Section 8.1], the above Theorem [A] allows to extend the above result as follows: if r <13, 2r <d
and, then for every r < i < d — r the set-theoretic equations of the r*" secant variety of the
d™™ Veronese embedding of P are given by the (r + 1) x (r + 1) minors of the i'* catalecticant
matrix.

The proofs of Theorem [A] and Theorem [B] are highly interlaced and they follow from a long
series of partial results. In order to better explain the ideas and methods behind their proofs we
will describe in the following lines the structure of the paper.

In our analysis we incorporate several tools. In Section 2l we recall the classical ones, most no-
tably Macaulay’s correspondence for local, Artinian, Gorenstein algebras and Macaulay’s Growth
Theorem. Moreover we also list some criteria for checking the flatness of a family of algebras
which will be repeatedly used throughout the whole paper.

In Section Bl we analyse Artin Gorenstein quotients of a power series ring and exploit the rich
automorphism group of this ring to put the quotient into suitable standard form, deepening a
result by A. Iarrobino.

In Section [ we further analyse the quotients, especially their dual socle generators. We also
construct several irreducible subloci of the Hilbert scheme using the theory of secant varieties.
We give a small contribution to this theory, showing that the fourth secant variety to a Veronese
reembedding of P is defined by minors of a suitable catalecticant matrix.

Section [ introduces a central object in our study: a class of families, called ray families, for
which we have relatively good control of the flatness and, in special cases, fibers. Most notably,
Subsection gives a class of tangent preserving flat families, which enable us to construct
smooth points on the Hilbert scheme of points without the necessity of heavy computations.

Finally, in Section [B, we give the proofs of Theorem [Al and [Bl It is worth mentioning that
these results are rather easy consequences of the introduced machinery. In this section we also
prove the following general smoothability result (see Thm [6.14]), which has no restriction on the
length of the algebra and generalises the smoothability results from [Sal79|, [CN13] and [EV11].

Theorem C. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic neither 2 nor 3. Let A be a
local Artin Gorenstein k-algebra with maximal ideal m.
If dimg(m?/m3) < 5 and dimy,(m®/m*) < 2, then Spec A is smoothable.



Notation

All symbols appearing below are defined in Section

k an algebraically closed field of characteristic # 2, 3.

P =k[xy,..., ] a polynomial ring in n variables and fixed basis.

S = kllat, ..., an] a power series ring dual (see Subsection 2.2) to P, with a fixed (dual)
basis.

mg the maximal ideal of S.

Spoly = klou,...,a,]  a polynomial subring of S defined by the choice of the basis.

Hy the Hilbert function of a local Artin algebra A.

Ani, A the i-th row of the symmetric decomposition of the Hilbert function of
a local Artin Gorenstein algebra A as in Theorem 2.3

e(a) the a-th “embedding dimension”, equal to Y ¢ ,As(1), as in Defini-
tion 311

anng (f) the annihilator of f € P with respect to the action of S.

Apolar (f) the apolar algebra of f € P, equal to S/anng (f).

2 Preliminaries

Let n be a natural number. By (S, mg, k) we denote the power series ring k[[a1,...,ay]] of
dimension n with a fixed basis aj,...,a,. The chosen basis determines a polynomial ring
Spoly = klaa,...,a,] € S. By P we denote the polynomial ring k[z1,...,z,]. We will later
define a duality between S and P, see Subsection We usually think of n being large enough,
so that the considered local Artin algebras are quotients of S.

For an element f € P, we say that f does not contain x; if f € k[x1,...,%i—1, i1, ., Tnl;
similarly for o € S or o € Spy,. For f € P, by f; we denote the degree d part of f, with respect
to the total degree; similarly for o € S.

By P, and P<,, we denote the space of homogeneous polynomials of degree m and (not nec-
essarily homogeneous) polynomials of degree at most m respectively. These spaces are naturally
affine spaces over k, which equips them with a scheme structure.

Recall that S has a rich automorphism group: for every choice of elements o,...,0, € mg
linearly independent in mg/m% there is a unique automorphism ¢ of S such that ¢(a;) = o
for i = 1,2,...,n. The existence of such automorphisms is employed in Section M to put the
considered Artin Gorenstein algebras in a better form. See e.g. [ER15, Section 2| for details and
examples of this method.

Remark 2.1. For the reader’s convenience we introduce numerous examples, which illustrate
the possible applications. In all these examples k may have arbitrary characteristic # 2,3 unless
otherwise stated.

2.1 Artin Gorenstein schemes and algebras

In this section we recall the basic facts about Artin Gorenstein algebras. For a more thorough
treatment we refer to [IK99|, [Eis93], [CN0O9] and |Jell3)].

Finite type zero-dimensional schemes correspond to Artin algebras. Every such algebra A
splits as a finite product of its localisations at maximal ideals, which corresponds to the fact that
the support of Spec A is finite and totally disconnected. Therefore, we will focus our interest on
local Artin k-algebras. Since k is algebraically closed, such algebras have residue field k.

An important invariant of a local algebra (A, m, k) is its Hilbert function H,4 defined by
H4(l) = dimgm!/m!*1. Since Ha(l) = 0 for [ > 0 it is usual to write Ha as the vector of its



non-zero values. The socle degree of A is the largest | such that H4(l) # 0. Such an algebra is
Gorenstein if the annihilator of m is a one-dimensional vector space over k, see |Eis95, Chap 21].

We recall for reader’s benefit that a finite not necessarily local algebra A is Gorenstein if and
only if all its localisations at maximal ideals are Gorenstein (in particular it is meaningful to
discuss the irreducibility of the Gorenstein locus in the Hilbert scheme by reducing to the study
of deformations of local Gorenstein algebras: see Section [2.4]).

Since k is algebraically closed, we may write each Artin local algebra (A, m, k) as a quotient of
the power series ring S = k[[aq, ..., ay]] when n is large enough, in fact n > H4(1) is sufficient.
Since dimy, A is finite, such a presentation gives a presentation A = Sj0y,/1, i.e. a point [Spec A]
of the Hilbert scheme of A™ = Spec Sy, -

2.2 Contraction map and apolar algebras

In this section we introduce the contraction mapping, which is closely related to Macaulay’s
inverse systems. We refer to [lar94| and [Eis95, Chap 21| for details and proofs.

Recall that P = k[x1,...,x,] is a polynomial ring and S = k[[aq, ..., ay]] is a power series
ring. The k-algebra S acts on P by contraction (see |[IK99, Def 1.1]). This action is denoted by
(:)a(-) : 8 x P — P and defined as follows. Let x* = z{'... 2% € P and oP = ozlil .abhve S
be monomials. We write a > b if and only if a; > b; for all 1 <7 < n. Then

x2P if a>b
oP x? = -
0 otherwise.

This action extends to S x P — P by k-linearity on P and countable k-linearity on S.

The contraction action induces a perfect pairing between S/ msS"'1 and P<, which restricts to
a perfect pairing between the degree s polynomials in Sy, and P. These pairings are compatible
for different choices of s.

If f € P then a derivative of f is an element of the S-module S f, i.e. an element of the form
Ouf for 0 € S. By definition, these elements form an S-submodule of P, in particular a k-linear
subspace.

Let A = S/I be an Artin quotient of S, then A is local. The contraction action associates to
A an S-submodule M C P consisting of elements annihilated by I, so that A and M are dual. If
A is Gorenstein, then the S-module M is cyclic, generated by a polynomial f of degree s equal to
the socle degree of A. We call every such f a dual socle generator of the Artin Gorenstein algebra
A. Unlike M, the polynomial f is not determined uniquely by the choice of the presentation
A = S/I, however if f and g are two dual socle generators, then g = 0if, where 9 € S is
invertible.

Conversely, let f € P be a polynomial of degree s. We can associate it the ideal I := anng (f)
such that A := S/I is a local Artin Gorenstein algebra of socle degree s. We call I the apolar
ideal of f and A the apolar algebra of f, which we denote as

A = Apolar (f).

From the discussion above it follows that every local Artin Gorenstein algebra is an apolar algebra
of some polynomial.

Remark 2.2. Recall that we may think of S/mSSJrl as the linear space dual to P<g. An automor-
phism i of S or S/mss'Irl induces an automorphism * of the k-linear space P<,. If f € P<s and
I is the apolar ideal of f, then (I) is the apolar ideal of ¥*(f). Moreover, f and ¥*(f) have

the same degree.



2.3 larrobino’s symmetric decomposition of Hilbert function

One of the most important invariants possessed by a local Artin Gorenstein algebra is the sym-
metric decomposition of its Hilbert function, due to Iarrobino [lar94]. To state the theorem it
is convenient to define addition of vectors of different lengths position-wise: if a = (ag, ..., ay)
and b = (bo, ..., by) are vectors, then a +b = (ag + bo, - - - , Amax(m,n) T Omax(m,n))> Where a; =0
for ¢ > n and b; = 0 for ¢ > m. In the following, all vectors are indexed starting from zero.

Let (A,m, k) be a local Artin Gorenstein algebra. By (0 : m!) we denote the annihilator of m/
in A. The chain 0 = (0: m°%) C (0: m!) C ... defines a filtration on A. In general, it is different
from the usual filtration 0 = m**! C m® C m*~! C .... The analysis of mutual position of these
filtrations is the content of Theorem 2.3 below.

Theorem 2.3 (Iarrobino’s symmetric decomposition of Hilbert function). Let (A, m, k) be a local
Artin Gorenstein algebra of socle degree s and Hilbert function H . Let

(0 . ms—l—l—i—t) N mt
(0 . ms—i—t) N mt + (O . mS-i-l—i—t) N mt-i-l

A;(t) := dimy, for t=0,1,...,8—1.

The vectors Ag, A1, ..., As have the following properties:

1. the vector A; has length s +1 — i and satisfies A;(t) = Aj(s — i —t) for all integers
tel0,s—1.

2. the Hilbert function Ha is equal to the sum Y i o A;.

3. the vector Ag is equal to the Hilbert function of a local Artin Gorenstein graded algebra of
socle degree s.

Let (A,m, k) be a local Artin Gorenstein algebra. There are a few important remarks to do.

1. Since Ag is the Hilbert function of an algebra, we have Ay(0) = 1 = H4(0). Thus for
every ¢ > 0 we have A;(0) = 0. From symmetry it follows that A;(s +1 —4) = 0. In
particular A; = (0) and As_; = (0,0), so we may ignore these vectors. On the other hand
As_9 =(0,q,0) is in general non-zero and its importance is illustrated by Proposition

2. Suppose that Hy = (1,n,1,1) for some n > 0. Then we have Ay = (1,%,%,1) and
Ay = (0,%,0), thus Ag = (1,%,1,1), so that Ag = (1,1,1,1) because of its symmetry.
Then A; = (0,n — 1,0). Similarly, if H4 = (1,n,e,1) is the Hilbert function of a local
Artin Gorenstein algebra, then n > e. This is a basic example on how Theorem 2.3limposes
restrictions on the Hilbert function of A.

3. If A is graded, then Ay = H4 and all other A, are zero vectors, see |lar94, Prop 1.7].

4. For every a < s the partial sum Y 7 ;A; is the Hilbert function of a local Artin graded
algebra, see [lar94, Def 1.3, Thm 1.5, see also [lar94, Subsection 1.F|. In particular it
satisfies Macaulay’s Growth Theorem, see Subsection Thus e.g. there is no local Artin
Gorenstein algebra with Hilbert function decomposition satisfying Ag = (1,1,1,1,1,1) and
A1 =(0,0,1,0,0), because then (Ag+ Aq)(1) =1 and (Ag + A;)(2) = 2.

Let us now analyse the case when A = Apolar (f) = S/ anng (f) is the apolar algebra of a
polynomial f € P, where f = Y7 , f; for some f; € P;. Each local Artin Gorenstein algebra
is isomorphic to such algebra, see Subsection For the proofs of the following remarks,
see [Lar94].

1. Vector Ay is equal to the Hilbert function of Apolar (fs), the apolar algebra of the leading
form of f.



2. If A is graded, then anng (f) = anng (fs), so that we may always assume that f = f;.
Moreover, in this case Hy(m) is equal to (S fs)m, the number of degree m derivatives of

Js-

3. Let f1, fo be polynomials of degree s such that fi; — fo is a polynomial of degree d < s. Let
A; = Apolar (f;) and let Ay, ,, be the symmetric decomposition of the Hilbert function
Hy, of A; for i =1,2. Then Ay, ;m = Ay, m for all m < s —d, see |lar94, Lem 1.10].

2.4 Smoothability and unobstructedness

An Artin algebra A is called smoothable if it is a (finite flat) limit of smooth algebras, i.e. if
there exists a finite flat family over an irreducible base with a special fiber isomorphic to Spec A
and general fiber smooth. Recall that A ~ Ay, x ... An, , where m; are maximal ideals of A.
The algebra A is smoothable if all localisations Ay, at its maximal ideals are smoothable. The
converse also holds, i.e. if an algebra A ~ By x By is smoothable, then the algebras B; and
By are also smoothable, a complete and characteristic free proof of this fact will appear shortly
in |[BJ]. We say that a zero-dimensional scheme Z = Spec A is smoothable if the algebra A is
smoothable.

It is crucial that every local Artin Gorenstein algebra A with H4(1) < 3 is smoothable,
see |CNQ9, Prop 2.5|, which follows from the Buchsbaum-Eisenbud classification of resolutions,
see [BET7|. Also complete intersections are smoothable. A complete intersection Z C P is
smoothable by Bertini’'s Theorem (see |Harl0, Example 29.0.1|, but note that Hartshorne uses
a slightly weaker definition of smoothability, without finiteness assumption). If Z = Spec A is a
complete intersection in A", then Z is a union of connected components of a complete intersection
7" = Spec B in P"| so that B ~ A x C for some algebra C. The algebra B is smoothable since
Z' is. Thus also the algebra A is smoothable, i.e. Z is smoothable.

Definition 2.4. A smoothable Artin algebra A of length d, corresponding to Spec A C P™, is
unobstructed if the tangent space to Hilbg(P™) at the k-point [Spec A] =: p has dimension nd.
If A is unobstructed, then p is a smooth point of the Hilbert scheme.

The unobstructedness is independent of n and the chosen embedding of Spec A into P, see
discussion before [CNQY, Lem 2.3]. The argument above shows that algebras corresponding to
complete intersections in A”™ and P™ are unobstructed. Every local Artin Gorenstein algebra A
with H4(1) < 3 is unobstructed, see |[CN09, Prop 2.5]. Moreover, every local Artin Gorenstein
algebra A with H4(1) < 2 is a complete intersection in A% by the Hilbert-Burch theorem.

Definition 2.5. An Artin algebra A is limit-reducible if there exists a flat family (over an
irreducible base) whose special fiber is A and general fiber is reducible. An Artin algebra A is
strongly non-smoothable if it is not limit-reducible.

Clearly, strongly non-smoothable algebras (other than A = k) are non-smoothable. The
definition of strong non-smoothability is useful, because to show that there is no non-smoothable
algebra of length less than d it is enough to show that there is no strongly non-smoothable
algebra of length less than d.

2.5 Macaulay’s Growth Theorem

We will recall Macaulay’s Growth Theorem and Gotzmann’s Persistence Theorem, which provide
strong restrictions on the possible Hilbert functions of graded algebras. Fix n > 1. Let m be
any natural number, then m may be uniquely written in the form

m= (M) () e (),



where m,, > mp_1 > ... > m;. We define

- 1 1+1 1
m<2>:: mn—l- + My, 1+ +o+ m1-|— .
n+1 n 2
It is useful to compute some initial values of the above defined function, i.e. 1™ =1 for all

n, 32 =4, 42 =5 62 =10 or 48 =5,

Theorem 2.6 (Macaulay’s Growth Theorem). If A is a graded quotient of a polynomial ring
over k, then the Hilbert function Ha of A satisfies Ha(m + 1) < Ha(m)™ for all m.

Proof. See |BH93, Thm 4.2.10]. O

Note that the assumptions of Theorem are satisfied for every local Artin k-algebra
(A,m, k), since its Hilbert function is by definition equal to the Hilbert function of the asso-
ciated graded algebra.

Remark 2.7. We will frequently use the following easy consequence of Theorem [2.6.

Let A be a graded quotient of a polynomial ring over k. Suppose that Hx(l) <1 for some l.
Then Ha(l) = () + ((=)) +-.. and Ha()® = (5 + () +... = Ha(l), thus Ha(1+1) < Ha(l).
It follows that the Hilbert function of Ha satisfies Ha(l) > Ha(l+1) > Ha(l+2) > .... In

particular Ha(m) <1 for allm > 1.

Theorem 2.8 (Gotzmann’s persistence Theorem). Let A = Spo, /I be a graded quotient of a
polynomial ring Spory over k and suppose that for some l we have Ha(l 4+ 1) = Ha(D)" and I is
generated by elements of degree at most . Then Ha(m + 1) = Ha(m)™ for all m > 1.

Proof. See |[BH93, Thm 4.3.3]. O

In the following we will mostly use the following consequence of Theorem 2.8| for which we
introduce some (non-standard) notation. Let I C Spoy = k[, ..., a,] be a graded ideal in a
polynomial ring and m > 0. We say that I is m-saturated if for all I < m and o € (Spoiy); the
condition o - (ay,...,0,)™ " C I implies o € 1.

Lemma 2.9. Let Spoy = ki, ..., ay] be a polynomial ring with mazimal ideal n = (v, .. ., o).
Let I C Spoiy be a graded ideal and A = Spoy /1. Suppose that I is m-saturated for some m > 2.
Then

1. szA(m) m+1 and Hy(m+1) =m+2, then Hy(l) =141 for alll < m, in particular
Ha(1) =
2. if Ha(m) =m+2 and Ha(m+1) = m+3, then Hao(l) = 1+ 2 for alll < m, in particular
Ha(1) = 3.

Proof. 1. First, if Ha(l) <1 for some [ < m, then by Macaulay’s Growth Theorem H4(m) <
[ < m+ 1, a contradiction. So it suffices to prove that Hx(l) <141 for all [ < m.

Let J be the ideal generated by elements of degree at most m in I. We will prove that the
graded ideal J of Sy, defines a P! linearly embedded into P*~!.

Let B = Spoiy/J. Then Hg(m) =m+1 and Hg(m +1) > m + 2. Since Hg(m) =m + 1 =
(m;rl), we have Hp(m){m™ = (zﬁ) = m + 2 and by Theorem we get Hp(m + 1) < m+ 2,
thus Hg(m+1) = m+2. Then by Gotzmann’s Persistence Theorem Hp(l) = [+1 for all [ > m.
This implies that the Hilbert polynomial of Proj B C P"~! is hg(t) = t + 1, so that Proj B C
P"~! is a linearly embedded P!. In particular the Hilbert function and Hilbert polynomial of
Proj B are equal for all arguments. By assumption, we have J; = Jlsat for all I < m. Then
Hu(l) = Hs,,,,/1(1) = Hg,, /jsat(l) = 1+ 1 for all | <m and the claim of the lemma follows.
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2. The proof is similar to the above one; we mention only the points, where it changes.
Let J be the ideal generated by elements of degree at most m in I and B = Sy, /J. Then
Hp(m) =m+2= (") + ('7}), thus Hg(m +1) < (13) + () = m + 3 and B defines a
closed subscheme of P"~! with Hilbert polynomial hg(t) = t + 2. There are two isomorphism
types of such subschemes: P! union a point and P! with an embedded double point. One checks
that for these schemes the Hilbert polynomial is equal to the Hilbert function for all arguments

and then proceeds as in the proof of Point 1. O

Remark 2.10. If A = Sy, /1 is a graded Artin Gorenstein algebra of socle degree s, then it is m-
saturated for every m < s. Indeed, we may assume that A = Apolar (F') for some homogeneous
F € P of degree s, then I = anng (F). Let n = (a1,...,an) C klon,...,an] = Spoiy. Take
0 € (Spoiy)i, then o € I if and only if o, F = 0. Similarly, on™~t C I if and only if every element
of Wt annihilates o ,F. Since o F is either a homogeneous polynomial of degree s —1 > m — 1
or it is zero, both conditions are equivalent.

Remark 2.11. Clearly, if two graded ideals I and J of Sy, agree up to degree m and I is
m-saturated, then also J is m-saturated.

2.6 Flatness over Specklt]

For further reference we explicitly state a purely elementary flatness criterion. Its formulation is
a bit complicated, but this is precisely the form which is needed for the proofs. This criterion
relies on the easy observation that the torsion-free modules over k[t] are flat.

Proposition 2.12. Suppose S is a k-module and I C S[t] is a k[t]-submodule. Let Iy :=1NS.
If for every A € k we have
(t—=X)NIC(t—NI+Ilt],

then S[t)/I is a flat k[t]-module.

Proof. The ring k[t] is a principal ideal domain, thus a k[t]-module is flat if and only if it is
torsion-free, see |Eis95, Cor 6.3]. Since every polynomial in k[t] decomposes into linear factors,
to prove that M = SJt]/I is torsion-free it is enough to show that ¢ — X are non—zerodivisors on
M, i.e. that (t — X\)z € I implies z € I for all z € S[t], X € k.

Fix A € k and suppose that @ € S[t] is such that (¢t — \)x € I. Then by assumption
(t— XNz € (t— NI+ Ip[t], so that (t — \)(x — i) € Iy[t] for some ¢ € I. Since S[t]/Io[t] =~ S/Iy[t]
is a free k[t]-module, we have z — i € Iy[t] C I and so z € I. O

Remark 2.13. Let iy,... i, be the generators of I. To check the inclusion which is the assump-
tion of Proposition 212, it is enough to check that s € (t —X) N I implies s € (t — ) I + Iy[t] for
all s = s1i1 + ...+ Spi, Where s; € S.

Indeed, take an arbitrary element s € I and write s = tyi1+ ...+ t,i,, where t1,... t, € S[t].
Dividing t; by t — A we obtain s = s1i1 + ...+ Spip + (t — \)i, where i € I and s; € S. Denote
s =s101 4+ ...+ 8pip, then s € (t —X) NI if and only if & € (t—=AN)N T and s € (t — N\)I + Iylt]
if and only if s' € (t — \)I + Iplt].

Example 2.14. Consider S = k[z,y] and I = xyS[t] + (z® — tz)S[t] C S[t]. Take an element
s1wy + sa(z® — ta) € I and suppose s1zy + so(x® — tx) € (t — N)S[t]. We want to prove that
this element lies in Iy[t] + (t — A\)I. As in Remark[Z13, by subtracting an element of I(t — \)
we may assume that s1,sy lie in S. Then syxy + so(z® — tz) € (t — \)S[t] if and only if
s12y + sa(x3 — Ax) = 0. In particular we have sy € yS so that sa(z3 — tx) € zyS[t], then
s1wy + so(x3 — tx) € 2yS[t] C Lhlt].



Similarly as in Example 2.14] in the following we will frequently use the following easy
observation, which we state in Lemma [2.17]

Lemma 2.15. Consider a ring R = Bla] graded by the degree of . Let d be a natural number
and I C R be a homogeneous ideal generated in degrees less or equal to d.

Let q € Bla] be an element of a-degree strictly less than d and such that for every b € B
satisfying ba® € I, we have bq € I. Then for every r € R the condition

r(ad —q) € I implies ra® el and rq € 1.

Proof. We apply induction with respect to a-degree of r, the base case being r = 0. Write
m
r= Zrio/, where r; € B.
i=0

The leading form of 7(a? — q) is r,,a™*¢ and it lies in I. Since I is homogeneous and generated
in degree at most d, we have r,a® € I. Then r,,q € I by assumption, so that # := r — r,,a™
satisfies f(ad —¢q) € I. By induction we have fal, #q € I, then also ra?, rq € I. O

3 Standard form of the dual generator

Definition 3.1. Let f € P = k[z1,...,x,] be a polynomial of degree s. Let I = anng (f) and
A = S/I = Apolar (f). By A. we denote the decomposition of the Hilbert function of A and we

set e(a) ==Y 4 oA (1).
We say that f is in the standard form if

f=fo+tfitfotfst--+fs, where fi€P0k[x1,...,Tcs—p)] for alli.

Note that if f is in the standard form and 0 € mg then f + O1f is also in the standard form.
We say that an Artin Gorenstein algebra S/I is in the standard form if any (or every) dual socle
generator of S/I is in the standard form, see Proposition below.

Example 3.2. If f = 2% + 23 + 23, then f is in the standard form. Indeed, e(0) = 1, e(1) = 2,
e(2) = 2, e(3) = 3 so that we should check that 2% € k[z1], 25 € k1,29, 23 € k[z1, 72, 73],
which is true. On the contrary, g = xg + a5 + 23 is not in the standard form, but may be put in
the standard form via a change of variables.

The change of variables procedure of Example may be generalised to prove that every
local Artin Gorenstein algebra can be put in a standard form, as the following Proposition B.3]
explains.

Proposition 3.3. For every Artin Gorenstein algebra S/I there is an automorphism ¢ : S — S
such that S/p(I) is in the standard form.

Proof. See |lar94, Thm 5.3AB], the proof is rewritten in [Jel13, Thm 4.38|. O

The idea of the proof of Proposition B.3]is to “linearise” some elements of S. This is quite
technical and perhaps it can be best seen on the following example.

Example 3.4. On this ezample we exhibit the proof of Proposition[33. Let f = 2§+ xixzo. The
annihilator of f in S is (a3,a} — afas), the Hilbert function of Apolar (f) is (1,2,2,2,1,1,1)
and the symmetric decomposition is

Ay =(1,1,1,1,1,1,1), A;=(0,0,0,0,0,0), Ag=(0,1,1,1,0).
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This shows that e(0) = 1, e(1) = 1, e(2) = 2. If f is in the standard form we should have
fs = zizy € klx1,...,meq)] = k[z1]. This means that f is not in the standard form. The
“reason” for e(1) = 1 is the fact that o} (o — o3) annihilates f, and the “reason” for fs & k1] is
that ag — oF is not a linear form. Thus we make ag — o3 a linear form by twisting by a suitable
automorphism of S.

We define an automorphism 1 : S — S by ¥(a1) = oy and ¥(az) = as +a?, so that we have
Y(ag—a?) = ag. The automorphism maps the annihilator of f to the ideal I := ((a2 + a?)?, a3az).
We will see that the algebra S/I is in the standard form and also find a particular dual generator
obtained from f.

As mentioned in Remark [2.2, the automorphism v induces an automorphism * of the k-
linear space P<g. This automorphism maps f to a dual socle generator * f of S/I.

The element F = *z$ is the only element of P such that (al)oF = (ag)aF = 0,
P(8)(F) = 1 and ¢(at)(F) = 0 for I < 5. Caution: in the last line we use evaluation on
the functz’onal and not the induced action (see Remark [2.2). One can compute that zb*xl =
29— zlzo + m%m% -3 and szmzlarly Yrafag = mlxg — 22229 + 323 so that Y* f = 2§ — 2323 + 223.
Now indeed x$ € k[x1], 7323 € k[x1,22] and 223 € k[x1,x2] so the dual socle generator is in the
standard form.

We note the following equivalent conditions for a dual socle generator to be in the standard
form.

Proposition 3.5. In the notation of Definition [31, the following conditions are equivalent for
a polynomial f € P:

1. the polynomial f is in the standard form,

2. for all r and i such that r > e(s — i) we have mS o, C T = (f)*. Equivalently, for all r
and i such that r > e(i) we have m§ "o, C T = (f)*.

Proof. Straightforward. U

Corollary 3.6. Let f € P be such that the algebra S/I is in the standard form, where I =
anng (f). Let ¢ be an automorphism of S given by

¢ () = ki + q; where q; is such that deg(q;uf) < deg(a;uf) and k; € k\ {0} .
Then the algebra S/p~1(I) is also in the standard form.

Proof. The algebras S/I and S/¢~1(I) are isomorphic, in particular they have equal functions
e(+). By Proposition it suffices to prove that if for some r,7 we have mya; C I, then mga; C
¢ 1(I). The latter condition is equivalent to mgp(a;) C I. If mGayof = 0 then deg(a;of) < r
so, by assumption, deg(g;of) < r thus mgg;uf = 0 and mgp(oy) = mi(kia; + g;)2f = 0. O

Corollary 3.7. Suppose that q € m% does not contain «; and let ¢ : S — S be an automorphism
given by

o(aj) = a; for all j #1 and p(a;) = Kio; + q, where k; € k\ {0}.
Suppose that S/I is in the standard form, where I = anng (f) and that deg(quf) < deg(a;af).
Then the algebras S/¢(I) and S/p~ (I) are also in the standard form.

Proof. Note that ¢ : § — S given by 9(a;) = a; for j # i and (o) = /-ii_l(ozi —q) is an
automorphism of S and furthermore ¥ (k;a; + q) = oy — ¢+ q = «; so that ¢ = p~!. Both ¢
and 1) satisfy assumptions of Corollary B.6]so both S/¢~1(I) and S/v~1(I) = S/¢(I) are in the
standard form. O
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Remark 3.8. The assumption q € m% of Corollary [370 is needed only to ensure that ¢ is an
automorphism of S. On the other hand the fact that q does not contain «; is important, because
it allows us to control =1 and in particular prove that S/¢(I) is in the standard form.

The following Corollary is a straightforward generalisation of Corollary 37] but the no-
tation is difficult. We first choose a set K of variables. The automorphism sends each variable
from K to (a multiple of) itself plus a suitable polynomial in variables not appearing in K.

Corollary 3.9. Take K C {1,2,...,n} and q; € m% fori € K which do not contain any variables
from the set {a;}icx. Define p: S — S by

p(ai) = S
Kiag + q;, where k; € k\ {0} ifi e K.

Suppose that S/I is in the standard form, where I = anng (f) and that deg(g;of) < deg(a;f)
for alli € K. Then the algebras S/p(I) and S/¢~1(I) are also in the standard form. O

4 Special forms of dual socle generators

Recall that k is an algebraically closed field of characteristic neither 2 nor 3.

In the previous section we mentioned that for every local Artin Gorenstein algebra there
exists a dual socle generator in the standard form, see Definition Bl In this section we will see
that in most cases we can say more about this generator. Our main aim is to put the generator
in the form z® + f, where f contain no monomial divisible by a “high” power of z. We will use
it to prove that families arising from certain ray decompositions (see Definition [(5.2)) are flat.

We begin with an easy observation.

Remark 4.1. Suppose that a polynomial f € P is such that Hapelar(s)(1) equals the number of
variables in P. Then any linear form in P is a derivative of f. Ifdeg f > 1 then the S-submodules
Sf and S(f — f1 — fo) are equal, so analysing this modules we may assume f1 = fo =0, i.e. the
linear part of f is zero.

Later we use this remark implicitly.

The following Lemma [£.2] provides a method to slightly improve the given dual socle generator.
This improvement is the building block of all other results in this section.

Lemma 4.2. Let f € P be a polynomial of degree s and A be the apolar algebra of f. Suppose
that o5 of # 0. For every i let d; := deg(aioyaf) + 2. R R

Then A is isomorphic to the apolar algebra of a polynomial f of degree s, such that of_ f =1
and o/lii_lapf = 0 for all i # 1. Moreover, the leacAlmg forms of f and f are equal up to a
non-zero constant. If f is in the standard form, then f is also in the standard form.

Proof. By multiplying f by a non-zero constant we may assume that oj.f = 1. Denote I :=
anng (f). Since deg(aya;of) = d; — 2, the polynomial o/lii_la,qf = aclli_z(alaiJf) is constant;
we denote it by A;. Then

<off"_1o¢i — )\iozf>_|f =0, so that ofll"_l (ozi — )\ia‘i_dﬁl) el

Define an automorphism ¢ : § — S by

o ifi=1
w(an:{l

o — Mol ETE £,
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then acll"_lai € ¢ 1(I) for all i > 1. The dual socle generator f of the algebra S/~ 1(I) has the
required form. We can easily check that the graded algebras of S/p~!(I) and S/I are equal, in
particular f and f have the same leading form, up to a non-zero constant.

Suppose now that f is in the standard form. Let i € {1,...,n}. Then d; = deg(aj;1f)+2 <
deg(cviuf) + 1, so that deg(aj™ ditl £y < d; —1 < deg(ci_f). Since ¢ is an automorphism of S,
by Remark B.8 we may apply Corollary 39 to ¢. Then S/p(I) is in the standard form, so fis
in the standard form by definition. O

Example 4.3. Let f € klx1,x2,23,24] be a polynomial of degree s. Suppose that the leading
form fs of f can be written as fs = x§ + g5 where g5 € k[xe,x3,x4]. Then deg(aja;of) < s—3
for all i > 1. Using Lemma [{.9 we produce f =zi+h such that the apolar algebras of f and
f are isomorphic and o] “2aish =0 for all i ;é 1. Then of 2 h = My + Ao, where \; € k for
i =1,2. After adding a suitable derivative to f we may assume Ay = Ay =0, i.e. o] 2 h =0.

Example 4.4. Suppose that a local Artin Gorenstein algebra A of socle degree s has Hilbert
function equal to (1, Hy,Hy,...,H, 1,...,1). The standard form of the dual socle generator of
A is
s—1 c+2
f—xl"’_/fs 127 +"’+"€c+2x1 + 9,
where degg < c+ 1 and ke € k. By adding a suitable derivative we may furthermore make all
ki = 0 and assume that af*’%g = 0. Using Lemma[{.3 we may also assume that ofa;ag = 0

for every j # 1 so we may assume of g = 0, arguing as in Example[{.3 This gives a dual socle
generator

f=zi+g,

where deg g < c+ 1 and g does not contain monomials divisible by x{.

The following proposition was proved in [CN13| under the assumption that k is algebraically
closed of characteristic zero and in |Jell3, Thm 5.1 under the assumption that k¥ = C. For
completeness we include the proof (with no further assumptions on k other than the ones listed
at the beginning of this section).

Proposition 4.5. Let A be Artin local Gorenstein algebra of socle degree s > 2 such that the
Hilbert function decomposition from Theorem [Z:3 has Aas—2 = (0,¢,0). Then A is isomorphic
to the apolar algebra of a polynomial f such that f is in the standard form and the quadric part fo
of f is a sum of q squares of variables not appearing in f>3 and a quadric in variables appearing
in f>3.

Proof. Let us take a standard dual socle generator f € P := k[xq,...,z,] of the algebra A. Now
we will twist f to obtain the required form of fo. We may assume that Hapolar(s)(1) = .

If s = 2, then the theorem follows from the fact that the quadric f may be diagonalised.
Assume s > 3. Let e 1= e(s — 3) = Zf;g’ At (1). We have n = e(s —2) = f + ¢, so that
f>3 € k[z1,... 2] and fo € k[x1,...,2,]). Note that f>3 is also in the standard form, so that
every linear form in 1, ..., z. is a derivative of f->3, see Remark [l

First, we want to assure that o2 _f # 0. If a,uf € k[x1,. .., 2] then there exists an operator
d € m¥% such that (a, — 8)of = 0. This contradicts the fact that f was in the standard form (see
the discussion in Example B.4]). So we get that «,1f contains some z, for r > e, i.e. f contains
a monomial z,z,. A change of variables involving only x, and x, preserves the standard form
and gives a2 Jf # 0.

Applying Lemma [£2] to x,, we see that f may be taken to be in the form f + 22, where f
does not contain x,, i.e. f € k[zy,...,x,—1]. We repeat the argument for f O
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Example 4.6. If A is an algebra of socle degree 3, then Hy = (1,n,e,1) for somen, e. Moreover,
n > e and the symmetric decomposition of Hy is (1,e,e,1) + (0,n —e,0). By Proposition [{.J we
see that A is isomorphic to the apolar algebra of

F+ Y 4,

e<i<n

where f € kl[z1,...,xe]. This claim was first proved by Elias and Rossi, see [ER12, Thm 4.1].

4.1 Irreducibility for fixed Hilbert function in two variables.

Below we analyse local Artin Gorenstein algebras with Hilbert function (1,2,2,...). Such alge-
bras are (in some cases) classified up to isomorphism in [EV11], but rather than such classification
we need to know the geometry of their parameter space, which is analysed (among other such
spaces) in |lar71T].

We need the following Proposition A7 which is part of folklore. We thank J. Buczynski for
explaining the proof.

Let » > 1 be a natural number. By Hilb, Spec S we denote the Hilbert scheme of length r
subschemes of the power series ring S. It is called the punctual Hilbert scheme because as a set,
‘Hilb,- Spec S is equal to the set of length r subschemes of P™ supported at a single fixed point.

We recall a classical construction. Let V' be a constructible subset of P<,;. Assume that the
apolar algebra Apolar (f) has length r for every closed point f € V. Then we may construct the
incidence scheme {(f, Apolar (f))} — V which is a finite flat family over V" and thus we obtain
a morphism from V to Hilb, Spec S. See |Jell3, Prop 4.39] for details.

Proposition 4.7. Let R C Hilb,. Spec S be a constructible subset and V' C P denote the set of
all possible dual socle generators of elements of R. If R is irreducible, then also V' is irreducible.

Proof. Below by k* and S* we denote the sets of invertible elements of k and S respectively.
There is an induced surjective morphism ¢ from V to R as explained above. By construction
the fiber over ¢(f) is S*.1f. The image R of ¢ is irreducible, so it is enough to show the existence
of an open cover {H;} of R such that every ¢ ~1(H;) is irreducible.
Choose an element f € V and a section of mg/anng (f) to mg, that is, a linear subspace
m(f) € mg such that m(f) — mg/anng (f) is bijective. Let O(f) := m(f) + k C S, then
S.f = O(f)af. Finally let O(f)* := k* +m(f), so that o~ (¢(f)) = O(f)*2f. Consider the set

Ur={9€V |O(f)Nanng(g) =0} ={g €V | O(f)ag = Sug}.

It is an open set in V' and its image Hy = ¢(Uy) is open (hence irreducible) in the Hilbert
scheme. Moreover Uy = ¢~ 1(H;). For every g € Uy the fiber »1(¢(g)) is equal to O(f)*1g.
By |Ems78, Proposition 18 and its Corollary| there is an open neighborhood H } C Hy of
©(f) such that the morphism ¢ : w_l(H}) — H has a section 4. Denoting w_l(H}) by U}, we
have a surjective morphism O(f)* x H} — U} mapping (o,h) to oi(h). Since O(f)* and H}
are irreducible, also U]’c is irreducible. Therefore {H }} form a desired cover of R and so V' is
irreducible. O

Proposition 4.8. Let H = (1,2,2,%,...,%,1) be a vector of length s+ 1. The set of polynomials
f € k[z1,x29] such that Hpolar(ry = H constitutes an irreducible subscheme of the affine space
klzy1,x2]<s. A general member of this set has, up to an automorphism of P induced by an
automorphism of S, the form f+ 0.f, where f =z + x5? for some sg < s.

Proof. Let V' C k[z1, z2] denote the set of f such that H Apolar(f) = H. Then the image of V under
the mapping sending f to Apolar (f) is irreducible by [lar77, Thm 3.13]. By Proposition 1.7 the
set V is irreducible.
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In the case H = (1,1,1,...,1) the claim (with so = 0) follows directly from the existence of
the standard form of a polynomial. Further in the proof we assume H(1) = 2.

Let us take a general polynomial f such that Hapelar(s) = H. Then anng (f) = (q1,q2) is a
complete intersection, where ¢; € S has order 2, i.e. ¢ € m% \ m‘g. Since f is general, we may
assume that the quadric part of ¢; has maximal rank, i.e. rank two, see also |[lar77, Thm 3.14].
Then after a change of variables ¢; = ajas mod m?é. Since the leading form ajag of ¢ is
reducible, g1 = d192 for some 1,52 € S such that §; = a; mod m% for i = 1,2, see e.g. [Kun03,
Thm 16.6]. After an automorphism of S we may assume d; = «;, then ajas = ¢ annihilates f,
so that it has the required form. O

4.2 Homogeneous forms and secant varieties

It is well-known that if F' € P; is a form such that Hapopar(ry = (1,2,...,2,1) then the standard
form of F is either x5+ or 2§ ‘. In particular the set of such forms in P is irreducible and
in fact it is open in the so-called secant variety. This section is devoted to some generalisations
of this result for the purposes of classification of leading forms of polynomials in P.

The following proposition is well-known if the base field is of characteristic zero (see [BGI11,
Thm 4] or |[LO13]), but we could not find a reference for the positive characteristic case, so for

completeness we include the proof.

Proposition 4.9. Suppose that F € k[x1,x9,x3] is a homogeneous polynomial of degree s > 4.
The following conditions are equivalent

1. the algebra Apolar (F') has Hilbert function H beginning with H(1) = H(2) = H(3) = 3,
ie. H=(1,3,3,3,...),

2. after a linear change of variables F' is in one of the forms

x] + x5 + a3, xi ey + o, 237 (w123 + 73).

Furthermore, the set of forms in k[x1,x9,x3]s satisfying the above conditions is irreducible.

Proof. For the characteristic zero case see |[LO13| and references therein.

Let S = k[ay, a2, a3] be a polynomial ring dual to P. This notation is incoherent with the
global notation, but it is more readable than S, .

Let I := anng (F') and I := (61,602,03) C Sy be the linear space of operators of degree 2
annihilating F. Let A := S/I, J := (I3) C S and B := S/J. Since A has length greater than
3-3 > 23, the ideal J is not a complete intersection. Let us analyse the Hilbert function of A.
By symmetry of Ha, we have Ha(s — 1) = Hx(1) = 3. By Remark 2.7 we have 3 = H4(3) >
Ha(4) > ...> Ha(s—1) =3, thus

Hy(m)=3 forall m=1,2,...,s—1.

We will prove that the graded ideal J is saturated and defines a zero-dimensional scheme of
degree 3 in P? = ProjS. First, 3 = Hx(3) < Hp(3) < 4 by Macaulay’s Growth Theorem. If
Hp(3) = 4 then by Lemma 2.9/ and Remark 210l we have H4(1) = 2, a contradiction. We have
proved that Hp(3) = 3.

Now we want to prove that Hp(4) = 3. By Macaulay’s Growth Theorem applied to Hp(3) =
3 we have Hp(4) < 3. If s > 4 then H4(4) = 3, so Hg(4) > 3. Suppose s = 4. By Buchsbaum-
Eisenbud result |[BE77| we know that the minimal number of generators of I is odd. Moreover,
we know that A,, = B, for n < 4, thus the generators of I have degree two or four. Since I5 is not
a complete intersection, there are at least two generators of degree 4, so Hp(4) > Ha(4)+2 = 3.
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From Hp(3) = Hp(4) = 3 by Gotzmann’s Persistence Theorem we see that Hg(m) = 3
for all m > 1. Thus the scheme I' := V(J) C Proj ka1, a2, as] is finite of degree 3 and J is
saturated. In particular, the ideal J = I(T") is contained in I.

We will use I'" to compute the possible forms of F', in the spirit of Apolarity Lemma, see
IIK99, Lem 1.15]. There are four possibilities for I':

1. T'is a union of three distinct, non-collinear points. After a change of basis I' = {[1 : 0 : 0]} U
{[0:1:0]}U{[0:0:1]}, then Ir = (12, asaz, aza) and F = xf + x5 + 5.

2. T'is a union of a point and scheme of length two, such that (I') = P2. After a change of
basis It = (a2, a1, agas), so that F = xg_la:l + 5.

3. T is irreducible with support [1 : 0 : 0] and it is not a 2-fat point. Then I' is Gorenstein
and so I' may be taken as the curvilinear scheme defined by (a%, oz, g — a). Then,
after a linear change of variables, F' = ™ tx3 + 3252,

4. T is a 2-fat point supported at [1: 0: 0]. Then It = (a3, agas,a3), so F = xi_l()\gazg +
Asx3) for some Ay, A3 € k. But then there is a degree one operator in S annihilating F', a
contradiction.

The set of forms F' which are sums of three powers of linear forms is irreducible. To see that
the forms satisfying the assumptions of the Proposition constitute an irreducible subset of P;
we observe that every I' as above is smoothable by [CEVV09]. The flat family proving the
smoothability of I' induces a family F; — F', such that F) is a sum of three powers of linear
forms for A # 0, see [Ems78, Corollaire in Section 2|. See also |[BB14] for a generalisation of this
method. O

Proposition 4.10. Let s > 4. Consider the set S of all forms F € k[x1,x9,x3, 14| of degree s
such that the apolar algebra of F has Hilbert function (1,4,4,4,...,4,1). This set is irreducible
and its general member has the form 03 405403405, where 1, {a, £3, {4 are linearly independent
linear forms.

Proof. First, the set Sy of forms equal to (7 + (3 + 3 + (1, where ¢y, lo, U3, {4 are linearly
independent linear forms, is irreducible and contained in §. Then, it is enough to prove that S
lies in the closure of Sy.

We follow the proof of Proposition 9] omitting some details which can be found there. Let
S = klai, ag, a3, 4], I ;== anng (F) and J := (I2). Set A= S/I and B=S/J. Then Hp(2) =4
and Hp(3) is either 4 or 5. If Hp(3) = 5, then by Lemma2.9we have Hp(1) = 3, a contradiction.
Thus Hp(3) = 4.

Now we would like to prove Hp(4) = 4. By Macaulay’s Growth Theorem Hp(4) < 5. By
Lemma Hp(4) # 5, thus Hp(4) < 4. If s > 4 then Hp(4) > Ha(4) > 4, so we concentrate
on the case s = 4. Let us write the minimal free resolution of A, which is symmetric by |Eis95,
Cor 21.16]:

0= S(—8) = S(—4)**®S(-6)%° — S(-3)¥@5(—4)*@5(-5)*" — S(-2)* @S (—4)** — S.

Calculating H4(3) = 4 from the resolution, we get b = 8. Calculating Ha(4) = 1 we obtain
6 —2a+c¢=0. Since 1 +a = Hp(4) <4 we have a < 3,s0a =3, c=0and Hp(4) = 4.

Now we calculate Hp(5). If s > 5 then Hp(5) = 4 as before. If s = 4 then extracting syzygies
of I from the above resolution we see that Hg(5) = 4 4 v, where 0 < v < 8, thus Hp(5) =4
and v = 0. If s =5, then the resolution of A is

0— 8(=9) = S(-4)F & S(-7)%° —» 9(=3)%° & §(—6)%° — 5(—5)% & 5(—2)*° — 8.
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So Hp(5) = 56 — 20 - 6 + 8 = 4. Thus, as in the previous case we see that J is the saturated
ideal of a scheme I' of degree 4. Then I" is smoothable by [CEVV09| and its smoothing induces
a family F; — F, where F) € &y for A # 0. O

The following Corollary [£1T]is a consequence of Proposition 10l This corollary is not used
in the proofs of the main results, but it is of certain interest of its own and shows another
connection with secant varieties. For simplicity and to refer to some results from |LO13|, we
assume that k = C, but the claim holds for all fields of characteristic either zero or large enough.

To formulate the claim we introduce catalecticant matrices. Let pq5—q @ Sq X Ps — Ps_, be
the contraction mapping applied to homogeneous polynomials of degree s. For F' € P; we obtain
Ca,s—a(F) : Sq = Ps_4, whose matrix is called the a-catalecticant matriz. It is straightforward
to see that rk po s—o(F) = Hapolar(r)(@).

Corollary 4.11. Let s > 4 and k = C. The fourth secant variety to s-th Veronese reembedding
of P™ is a subset o4(vs(P")) C P(Ps) set-theoretically defined by the condition rk g, s—q < 4,
where a = |s/2].

Proof. Since H ppolar(ry(a) < 4 for ' which is a sum of four powers of linear forms, by semicon-
tinuity every F' € o4(vs(P™)) satisfies the above condition.

Let F' € P; be a form satisfying rk ¢, s—q(F) < 4. Let A = Apolar (F') and H = H4 be the
Hilbert function of A. We want to reduce to the case where H(n) =4 for all 0 < n < s.

First we show that H(n) > 4 for all 0 < n < s. If H(1) < 3, then the claim follows
from |[LO13, Thm 3.2.1 (2)], so we assume H(1) > 4. Suppose that for some n satisfying
4 <n < s we have H(n) < 4. Then by Remark 27 we have H(m) < H(n) for all m > n, so that
H(1) = H(s — 1) < 4, a contradiction. Thus H(n) > 4 for all n > 4. Moreover, H(3) > 4 by
Macaulay’s Growth Theorem. Suppose now that H(2) < 4. By Theorem the only possible
case is H(2) = 3 and H(3) = 4. But then H(1) = 2 < 4 by Lemma 2.9 a contradiction. Thus
we have proved that

H(n)>4 forall 0<n<s. (1)

We have H(a) = 4. If s > 8, then a > 4, so by Remark 27 we have H(n) < 4 for all n > a.
Then by the symmetry H(n) = H(s —n) we have H(n) < 4 for all n. Together with H(n) > 4
for 0 <n < s, we have H(n) =4 for 0 < n < s. Then F € g4(vs(P")) by Proposition 101 If
a=3 (e s=6ors=7),then H(4) <4 by Lemma 29 and we finish the proof as in the case
s > 8. If s =5, then a = 2 and the Hilbert function of A is (1,n,4,4,n,1). Again by Lemma 2.9]
we have n < 4, thus n = 4 by ({) and Proposition 410 applies. If s = 4, then H = (1,n,4,n,1).
Suppose n > 5, then Lemma gives n < 3, a contradiction. Thus n = 4 and Proposition EL.10]
applies also to this case. O

Note that for s > 8 the Corollary [4.11] was also proved, in the case k = C, in [BB14, Thm 1.1].

5 Ray sums, ray families and their flatness

Recall that k is an algebraically closed field of characteristic neither 2 nor 3. Since k[[a;]] is a
discrete valuation ring, all its ideals have the form o k[[;]] for some v > 0. We use this property
to construct certain decompositions of the ideals in the power series ring S.

Definition 5.1. Let I be an ideal of finite colength in the power series ring k[[a1, ..., an]] and
mi klla1,. .. o]l = E[[oy]] be the projection defined by m;i(cy) =0 for j # i and mi(oy) = ay.

The i-th ray order of I is a non-negative integer v = rord; (I) such that m;(I) = (o).

By the discussion above, the ray order is well-defined. Below by p; we denote the kernel of
m;; this is the ideal generated by all variables except for «;.
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Definition 5.2. Let I be an ideal of finite colength in the power series ring S = k[[aq, ..., ay]].
A ray decomposition of I with respect to c; consists of an ideal J C S, such that J C I Np;,
together with an element q € p; and v € Z, such that

I'=J+ (af —q)S.

Note that from Definition [5.1] it follows that for every I and i a ray decomposition (with
J =1nNp;) exists and that v = rord; (I) for every ray decomposition.

Definition 5.3. Let S = k[[a1, ..., ]| and Spoy = kla1, ..., o] €S, Let I =J+ (af —q) S

be a ray decomposition of a finite colength ideal I C S. Let Jpoy = J N Spory. The associated
lower ray family is
Spoly|t]
JPOIZ/ [t] + (azu —t-a; — Q)Spoly[t] ’
and the associated upper ray family is

klt] —

Spoly[t] ‘
JPOIZ/ [t] + (Oé;/ —t- a;'/_l - Q)Spoly [t]
If the lower (upper) family is flat over k[t] we will call it a lower (upper) ray degeneration.

klt] —

Note that the lower and upper ray degenerations agree for v = 2.

Remark 5.4. In all considered cases the quotient Spopy/Jpory will be finite over k, so that every
ray family will be finite over k[t]. Then every ray degeneration will give a morphism to the Hilbert
scheme. We leave this check to the reader.

Remark 5.5. In this remark for simplicity we assume that i = 1 in Definition [5.3 Below we
write « instead of a. Let us look at the fibers of the upper ray family from this definition in a
special case, when o -q € J. The fiber over t = 0 is isomorphic to S/I. Let us take X # 0 and
analyse the fiber at t = X. This fiber is supported at (0,0,...,0) and at (0,...,0,A,0,...,0),
where X\ appears on the i-th position. In particular, this shows that the existence of an upper
ray degeneration proves that the algebra S/I is limit-reducible; this is true also for the lower ray
degeneration.

Now a’t1 — \a¥ is in the ideal defining the fiber of the upper ray family over t = . Now
one may compute that near (0,...,0) the ideal defining the fiber is (Aa*~' — q) 4+ J. Similarly
near (0,...,0,X,0,...,0) it is (ae — X) + (¢) + J. The argument is similar (though easier) to the
proof of Proposition [5.10.

Most of the families constructed in [CEVV09| and [CNOY| are ray degenerations.

Definition 5.6. For a non-zero polynomial f € P and d > 2 the d-th ray sum of f with respect
to a derivation 0 € mg is a polynomial g € Plx] given by

g=f+at-0.f+22 .92 f+23-Puf+... .

The following proposition shows that a ray sum naturally induces a ray decomposition, which
can be computed explicitly.

Proposition 5.7. Let g be the d-th ray sum of f with respect to 0 € mg such that 0Jf # 0. Let
a be an element dual to x, so that Plx] and T := S[[a]] are dual. The annihilator of g in T is
given by the formula

d—1
anny (g) = anng (f) + (Z k‘o/) anng (Ouf) + (o — )T, (2)

=1

where the sum denotes the sum of k-vector spaces. In particular, the ideal annyp (g) C T is
generated by anng (f), aanng (9Jf) and a® — 9. The formula @) is a ray decomposition of
anny (g) with respect to o and with J = anng (f)T + canng (02f) T and g = 0.
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Proof. Tt is straightforward to see that the right hand side of Equation (2)) lies in anny (g). Let
us take any @' € anny (g). Reducing the powers of a using a? — § we can write

/ d—1
0 =o0p+ora+---+op_ 10",

where g, do not contain «. The action of this derivation on ¢ gives
0=o00af +x0q_10.f + 220q_20.f + -+ 2 o df + 20 (...).

We see that oy € anng (f) and o; € anng (91f) for i > 1, so the equality is proved. It is also clear
that J C mgT and annr (g) = J + (a? — 9)T, so that indeed we obtain a ray decomposition. [

Remark 5.8. It is not hard to compute the Hilbert function of the apolar algebra of a ray sum
in some special cases. We mention one such case below. Let f € P be a polynomial satisfying
fo=fi=fo=0and d € m% be such that O.f = { is a linear form, so that 0°.f = 0.
Let A = Apolar (f) and B = Apolar (f + x2€), The only different values of Ha and Hp are
Hp(m) = Ha(m) + 1 for m = 1,2. The fo = f1 = fo = 0 assumption is needed to ensure that
the degrees of OJf and OJ(f + x¢) are equal for all O not annihilating f.

5.1 Flatness of ray families

Proposition 5.9. Let g be the d-th ray sum with respect to f and 0. Then the corresponding
upper and lower ray families are flat. Recall, that these families are explicitly given as

T ol [t] .
klt] — Ty + (@ ftid_l Tyl (upper ray family), (3)
k[t] — Tyoty I (lower ray family), (4)

Jpoly[t] + (ad —ta — 8)Tpoly [t]
where Tpory 18 the fized polynomial subring of T.

Proof. We start by proving the flatness of Family ().

We want to use Proposition To simplify notation let J := Jp,,. Denote by J the ideal
defining the family and suppose that some z € J lies in (¢t — \) for some A € k. Write z as
i+ iy (a? — ta— ), where i € J[t], ia € Tpop[t], and note that by Remark we may assume
i € J, ig € Tpoy. Since z € (t — A), we have that i + iz(a? — Ao — 9) = 0, so

ir(a? —Aa—0) = —iecJ

By Proposition 5.7 the ideal J is homogeneous with respect to grading by a. More precisely it
is equal to Jy + Jia, where Jy = anng (f) 7T, J; = anng (0Lf) T are generated by elements not
containing «, so that J is generated by elements of a-degree at most one. We now check the
assumptions of Lemma Note that 0J C Jy by definition of J. If r € Ty, is such that
ra? € J, then r € Jy, so that 7(Aa+ 0) € aJ; + Jy C J. Therefore the assumptions are satisfied
and the Lemma shows that isa? € J. Then isa € J, thus is(a? — ta) € J[t] C (3N Tpo)[t]-
Since 920 € TN Tpoy, by definition, this implies that i + ig(ad — ta — 9) € J[t] C (I N Tpor,)[t]-
Now the flatness follows from Proposition

The same proof works equally well for upper ray family: one should just replace a by a?~! in
appropriate places of the proof. For this reason we leave the case of Family (B]) to the reader. O

Proposition 5.10. Let us keep the notation of Proposition[5.9. Let A € k\ {0}. The fibers of
the Family 3) and Family @) over t — X are reducible.

Suppose that 0>,f = 0 and the characteristic of k does not divide d — 1. The fiber of the
Family @) over t — X is isomorphic to

Spec Apolar (f) U (Spec Apolar ()41 .
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Proof. For both families the support of the fiber over t — A\ contains the origin. The support of
the fiber of Family (3]) contains furthermore a point with & = A and other coordinates equal to
zero. The support of the fiber of Family (@) contains a point with a = w, where w?! = \.

Now let us concentrate on Family (@) and on the case 9>,f = 0. The support of the fiber
over t — \is (0,...,0,0) and (0,...,0,w), where w?! = X are (d — 1)-th roots of A, which are
pairwise different because of the characteristic assumption. We will analyse the support point
by point. By hypothesis € anng (9_f), so that a -8 € J, thus a?T! — X - a? is in the ideal T of
the fiber over t = A.

Near (0,0,...,0) the element o~ — X is invertible, so o2 is in the localisation of the ideal
I, thus a + A713 is in the ideal. Now we check that the localisation of I is equal to anng (f) +
(a+ )\_18)Tpoly. Explicitly, one should check that

2

(annS (f) + (a+ A_la)Tpoly)(O’m’O) = <annS (f) + (ad —Aa — 8)Tpoly) ©
Then the stalk of the fiber at (0,...,0) is isomorphic to Spec Apolar (f).

Near (0,0,...,0,w) the elements a and w are invertible, so anng (0_f) and a—w are in
the localisation of I. This, along with the other inclusion, proves that this localisation is generated
by anng (0uf) and o —w and thus the stalk of the fiber is isomorphic to Spec Apolar (0f). O

We make the most important corollary explicit:

Corollary 5.11. We keep the notation of Proposition 0.9 Suppose that char k does not divide
d—1 and 0*2f = 0. If both apolar algebras of f and O.f are smoothable then also the apolar
algebra of every ray sum of f with respect to O is smoothable. U

Example 5.12. Let f € klx1,...,zy,] be a dual socle generator of an algebra A. Then the
algebra B = Apolar (f + m%H) is limit-reducible: it is a limit of algebras of the form A x k. In
particular, if A is smoothable, then B is also smoothable.

Combining this with Proposition [{.0, we see that every local Gorenstein algebra A of socle
degree s with A g s—2 = (0,q,0), where q # 0, is limit-reducible.

If deg f > 2, then the Hilbert functions of A = Apolar (f) and B = Apolar (f + azflﬂ) are
related by Hp(m) = Ha(m) for m # 1 and Hp(1) = Ha(1) + 1.

Above, we took advantage of the explicit form of ray decompositions coming from ray sums
to analyse the resulting ray families in depth. In Proposition 513 below we prove the flatness of
the upper ray family without such knowledge. The price paid for this is the fact that we get no
information about the fibers of this family.

Proposition 5.13. Let f = zj + g € P be a polynomial of degree s such that a§ig = 0
for some ¢ satisfying 2¢ < s. Then any ray decomposition anng (f) = (af — q) + J, where
J =anng (f) N (ag,...,an), gives rise to an upper ray degeneration. In particular Apolar (f) is
limit-reducible.

Proof. Let J := (af —to/lj_l —q)+J be the ideal defining the ray family and recall that ¢, J C pq,
where p; = (ag, ..., qp).

Since of — ¢ € anng (f), we have qug = quf = ofof = 7V + af1g. Then af "(qug) =
af YaxiT" +afag =1, thus of g # 0. It follows that s —v < c—1,s0v —1> s —c > ¢, thus
o ~1.g = 0. For all y € py, we claim that

- (af —ta{™ —q) € JIt]. ()

Note that (of — ¢)uf = 0 and a’l’_lwf = aT_lnyg = 0. This means that aT_lfy € J. Since
always (af — q)y € J, we have proved ().
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Let J C Spoiy[t] be the ideal defining the upper ray family. Take any A € k and an element
ieJIN(t—AN). We will prove that i € J(t — A) + Jp[t], where Jy = TN S, then Proposition
asserts that S[t]/J is flat. Write i = i1 +da(a¥ — tay ™! — q). As before, we may assume i; € J,
ip € S. Since i € (t—\), we have i; +i2(af —)\a’l’_l —q) = 0. Since i1 € p;, we also have iy € p;.
But then by Inclusion (B) we have iz(a¥ — ta? ™' — ¢) C Jg[t]. Since clearly iy € J C Jolt], the
assumptions of Proposition are satisfied, thus the upper ray family is flat.

Now, Remark shows that a general fiber of the upper ray degeneration is reducible, thus
Apolar (f) is a flat limit of reducible algebras, i.e. limit-reducible. O

Example 5.14. Let f € k[z1,x9,x3,24] be a polynomial of degree 4. Suppose that the leading
form fi of f can be written as fy = x7 + g4 where g4 € k[xo,x3,74]. We will prove that
Apolar (f) is limit-reducible. By Ezample [[.3 we may assume that f = x1 + g, where o319 = 0.
By Proposition we see that Apolar (f) is limit-reducible.

Example 5.15. Suppose that an Artin local Gorenstein algebra A has Hilbert function Hy =
(1,Hy,...,H.1,...,1) and socle degree s > 2c. By Example we may assume that A ~
Apolar (z§ + g), where af1g = 0 and degg < ¢+ 1. Then by Proposition we obtain a flat
degeneration

(of —tai™ —q)+J

Thus A is limit-reducible in the sense of Definition [Z0 Let us take A # 0. By Remark
the fiber over t = X is supported at (0,0,...,0) and at (X, 0,...,0) and the ideal defin-
ing this fiber near (0,0,...,0) is Iy = ()\ozﬁ_l —q) + J. From the proof of [513 it follows
that all’_ng = 0. Then one can check that Iy lies in the annihilator of )\_lxi_l +g. Since
o(z5 4 g) = ou(A ' + g) for every o € (g, ..., ap), one calculates that the apolar alge-
bra of )\_13:‘1?_1 + g has Hilbert function (1,Hy,...,H.,1,...,1) and socle degree s — 1. Then
dimy Apolar (m‘;_l + g) = dimy, Apolar ()\_le + g) — 1. Thus the fiber is a union of a point and
Spec Apolar ()\_13:‘; + g), i.e. degeneration ([Bl) peels one point off A.

k[t] —

5.2 Tangent preserving ray degenerations

A (finite) ray degeneration gives a morphism from Speck[t] to the Hilbert scheme, i.e. a curve
on the Hilbert scheme Hilb(P™). In this section we prove that in some cases the dimension of
the tangent space to Hilb(IP™) is constant along this curve. This enables us to prove that certain
points of this scheme are smooth without the need for lengthy computations.

This section seems to be the most technical part of the paper, so we include even more
examples. The most important results here are Theorem [5.I8] together with Corollary B.20} see
examples below Corollary for applications.

Recall (e.g. [Jell3, Prop 4.10] or [CNQ9|) that the dimension of the tangent space to Hilb(P")
at a k-point corresponding to a Gorenstein scheme Spec S/I is dimy S/I% — dimy, S/I.

Lemma 5.16. Let d > 2. Let g be the d-th ray sum of f € P with respect to 0 € S such that
0?.f = 0. Denote I := anng (f) and J := anng (0.f). Take T = S[[a]] to be the ring dual to
P[z] and let

3= <I+Ja+(ad—ta—6)) - T[t]

be the ideal in T[t] defining the associated lower ray degeneration, see Proposition[5.9. Then the
family k[t] — T[t]/3% is flat if and only if (I> : 9)NINJ> CI-J.

Proof. To prove flatness we will use Proposition 212l Take an element i € 32N (t — ). We want
to prove that i € 32(t — \) + Jo[t], where Jg[t] = 3°NT. Let J := (I + Ja)T. Subtracting a
suitable element of J%(t — \) we may assume that

i =iy +iz(a? — ta — ) +iz(ad — ta — 9)?,
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where i1 € J?2, is € J and i3 € T. We will in fact show that i € 32(t — \) + J>[t].

To simplify notation denote o = a®—Xa—9. Note that Jo C J. We have iy +igo+izo? = 0.
Let j3 := i30. We want to apply Lemma 215 below we check its assumptions. The ideal J
is homogeneous with respect to a, generated in degrees less than d. Let s € T be an element
satisfying sa? € J. Then s € .J, which implies s(Aa + 9) € J. By Lemma and i30? =
jso € J we obtain jsal € J, ie. isoca € J. Applying the same argument to isa¢ we obtain
isa?® € J, therefore i5 € JT. Then

is(a? —ta—0)? —izo(a? —ta—9) = isa(t—N)(a? —ta—9) € T(t—N)(a? —ta—d) C F2(t—\).
Subtracting this element from i and substituting io := is +i30 we may assume i3 = 0. We obtain
0 =iy + o = iy +ig(ad — Aa — ). (7)

Let is = jo + voar, where jo € S, i.e. it does not contain «. Since iy € J, we have jo € I. As
before, we have vaa((a? —ta —9) — o) = vea®(t — \) € J2(t — )), so that we may assume vy = 0.

Comparing the top a-degree terms of (7)) we see that jo € J2. Comparing the terms of (7))
not containing o, we deduce that j20 € I?, thus jo € (I% : 9). Jointly, jo € INJ?N (1% : 9), thus
j2 € IJ by assumption. But then joar € J2, thus ja(a — ta — 9) € J?[t] and since i1 € J?2, the
element i lies in J2[t] C Jo[t]. Thus the assumptions of Proposition are satisfied and the
family T[t]/3? is flat over k[t].

The converse is easier: one takes io € I N J2N (I? : 9) such that i2 ¢ IJ. On one hand, the
element j := is(a? — 9) lies in J2 and we get that iz(a? — ta — ) — j = tisa € 32. On the other
hand if iga € 32, then isa € (324 (1)) NT = (J + (o — 9))?, which is not the case. O

Remark 5.17. Let us keep the notation of Lemma [516. Fiz A € k\ {0} and suppose that
the characteristic of k does not divide d — 1. The supports of the fibers of S[t]/J, 3/3% and
S[t]/3? over t = X are finite and equal. In particular from Proposition it follows that the
dimension of the fiber of 3/3% over t — X is equal to tan(f) + (d — 1) tan(0.f), where tan(h) =
dimy, anng (h) / anng (h)? is the dimension of the tangent space to the point of the Hilbert scheme
corresponding to Spec S/ anng (h).

Theorem 5.18. Suppose that a polynomial f € P corresponds to a smoothable, unobstructed
algebra Apolar (f). Let & € S be such that 8> 2f = 0 and the algebra Apolar (_f) is smoothable
and unobstructed. The following are equivalent:

1. the d-th ray sum of f with respect to 0 is unobstructed for some d such that 2 < d < char k
(or 2 <d if char k =0).

la. the d-th ray sum of f with respect to 0 is unobstructed for all d such that 2 < d < char k
(or2 <d if char k =0).

2. The k[t]-module 3/3% is flat, where J is the ideal defining the lower ray family of the d-th
ray sum for some 2 < d < char k (or 2 < d if char k = 0), see Definition[23

2a. The k[t]-module 3/3? is flat, where J is the ideal defining the lower ray family of the d-th
ray sum for every 2 < d < char k (or 2 < d if char k = 0), see Definition[23.

3. The family k[t] — S[t]/3? is flat, where J is the ideal defining the lower ray family of the
d-th ray sum for some 2 < d < char k (or 2 <d if char k =0).

Sa. The family k[t] — S[t]/3? is flat, where J is the ideal defining the lower ray family of the
d-th ray sum for every 2 < d < char k (or 2 <d if char k =0).
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4. The following inclusion (equivalent to equality) of ideals in S holds: INJ*N(I?:0) C1-J,
where I = anng (f) and J = anng (92f).

Proof. Tt is straightforward to check that the inclusion I-J C INJ?N (I%:9) C I-J in Point
4 always holds, thus the other inclusion is equivalent to equality.
3. <= 4. <= 3a. The equivalence of Point 3 and Point 4 follows from Lemma Since
Point 4 is independent of d, the equivalence of Point 4 and Point 3a also follows.

2. <= 3. and 2a. <= 3a. We have an exact sequence of k[t]-modules

0—J/3% = S[t]/3* — S[t]/3 — 0.

Since S[t]/T is a flat k[t]-module by Proposition 5.9 we see from the long exact sequence of Tor
that 3/32 is flat if and only if S[t]/J? is flat.

1. < 2. and la. <= 2a. Let g € P[x] be the d-th ray sum of f with respect to 9.
We may consider Apolar (g), Apolar (f), Apolar (0.f) as quotients of a polynomial ring T},
corresponding to points of the Hilbert scheme. The dimension of the tangent space at Apolar (g)
is given by dimy 3/3% @ k[t]/t = dim; 3/(3% + (t)). By Remark EI7 it is equal to the sum of
the dimension of the tangent space at Apolar (f) and (d — 1) times the dimension of the tangent
space to Apolar (01f). Since both algebras are smoothable and unobstructed we conclude that
Apolar (g) is also unobstructed. On the other hand, if Apolar (g) is unobstructed, then 3/3% is a
finite k[t]-module such that the length of the fiber J/3% ® k[t]/m does not depend on the choice
of the maximal ideal m C k[t]. Then J/32 is flat by [Har77, Ex I1.5.8] or [Har77, Thm II11.9.9]
applied to the associated sheaf. O

Remark 5.19. The condition from Point 4 of Theorem [5.18 seems very technical. It is enlight-
ening to look at the images of (I*> : 9)N 1T and I -J in I/I*. The image of (I? : 0) N I is the
annihilator of & in I /12. This annihilator clearly contains (I : 9)-1/I* = J-1/I?. This shows that
if the S/I-module I/1?% is “nice”, for example free, we should have an equality (I? : 9)NI =1-J.
More generally this equality is connected to the syzygies of I/12.

In the remainder of this subsection we will prove that in several situations the conditions of
Theorem [5.18] are satisfied.

Corollary 5.20. We keep the notation and assumptions of Theorem [B18  Suppose further
that the algebra S/I = Apolar (f) is a complete intersection. Then the equivalent conditions of
Theorem are satisfied.

Proof. Since S/I is a complete intersection, the S/I-module I/I? is free, see e.g. [Mat86,
Thm 16.2] and discussion above it or |Eis95, Ex 17.12a]. It implies that (I2 : 9) NI = (I :
0)I = JI, because J = anng (0.f) = {s € S | s0.f =0} = (anng (f) : ) = ({ : J). Thus the
condition from Point 4 of Theorem [5.1§] is satisfied. O

Example 5.21. If A = S/I is a complete intersection, then it is smoothable and unobstructed
(see Subsection [24)). The apolar algebras of monomials are complete intersections, therefore the
assumptions of Theorem [5.18 are satisfied e.g. for f = x2x323 and & = o&. Now Corollary [5.20
implies that the equivalent conditions of the Theorem are also satisfied, thus x?x3x3 + x9x3w3 =
(z223) (2% + 28) is unobstructed for every d > 2 (provided char k = 0 or d < char k). Similarly,
x%azgxg + azixl is unobstructed and has Hilbert function (1,4,5,3,1).

Example 5.22. Let f = (22 + 23)z3, then anng (f) = (a3 — a3, a1a9,03) is a complete inter-
section. Take O = ajas, then O1f = x1 and 0°,f =0, thus f + 220.f = x3w3 + 23x3 + 2377 0s
unobstructed. Note that by Remark[5.8 the apolar algebra of this polynomial has Hilbert function
(1,4,4,1).
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Proposition 5.23. Let f € P be such that Apolar (f) is a complete intersection.

Let d be a natural number. Suppose that char k = 0 or d < char k. Take 0 € S such that
0?.f = 0 and Apolar (0_f) is also a complete intersection. Let g € Ply] be the d-th ray sum f
with respect to 0, i.e. g = f + y?0f.

Suppose that deg dof > 0. Let 3 be the variable dual toy and o € S be such that o1(01f) = 1.
Take p :=of € T = S[[B]]. Let h be any ray sum of g with respect to p, explicitly

h=f+ylo.f+zmyd?

for some m > 2.
Then the algebra Apolar (h) is unobstructed.

Proof. First note that ¢ =y ! and so ¢?.g = ouy® 2 = 0, since ¢ € mg. Therefore indeed
h has the presented form.

From Corollary [5.20it follows that Apolar (g) is unobstructed. Since g = y?~!, the algebra
Apolar (p_g) is unobstructed as well. Now by Theorem [5.I8] it remains to prove that

(I3 @) N1y N7 C Iy, (8)

where I, = annr (g9),J; = anny (¢ag). The rest of the proof is a technical verification of this
claim. Denote Iy := anng (f) and J; := anng (02f); note that we take annihilators in S. By
Proposition BTl we have I, = I;T+ 3.J;T + (8¢ — 0)T. Consider v € T lying in (I3 )N I,NJg.
Write v = 70 + 7118 + 7282 + ... where v; € S, so they do not contain 3. We will prove that
v € Igdy.

First, since (8% — 0)? € I,J, we may reduce powers of 3 in < using this element and so we
assume ; = 0 for ¢ > 2d. Let us take ¢ < 2d. Since v € ng = (annT (yd_l))2 = (ms,ﬁd)z we see
that v; € mg C J,. For ¢ > d we have 3' € I, so that v;,8* € J,I, and we may assume y; = 0.
Moreover, 8%y — Ovq € I,J, so we may also assume 74 = 0, obtaining

Y=+ a8

From the explicit description of I, in Proposition [0.7]it follows that ~; € J; for all 1.
Let M = Ig NeT = Ig NJyBT. Then for v as above we have yp € M, so we will analyse the
module M. Recall that

P=13-T+pIpJp T+ B2} -T+ (B2 =0T+ (B~ 0)BJ; - T+ (BL—9)*-T. (9

We claim that
MCI;-T+BI;Jp-T+BJ;-T+ (8- 0)BJ; - T. (10)

We have Ig CJp-T+ (B¢ — 9)? - T, so if an element of Ig lies in Jy - T', then its coefficient
standing next to (8¢ — )% in Presentation () is an element of J; by Lemma Since
Jr - (BT —09) C Ip + BJys, we may ignore the term (8¢ — 9)%:

MCI;-T+BIpJp-T+B%J7-T+ (8= 0)I;- T+ (B~ 0)BJ; - T. (11)

Choose an element of M and let @ € Iy - T be the coeflicient of this element standing next to
(B¢ — 9). Since I;'TNET C JyT we may assume that ¢ does not contain 3, i.e. @ € I;. Now, if
an element of the right hand side of (IIJ) lies in 3 - T, then the coefficient i satisfies i - 9 € I2,

so that ¢ € (I]% : 0). Since Iy is a complete intersection ideal the S/I-module If/IJ% is free, see
Corollary for references. Then we have (I]% :0) = Iy : 0)Iy and i € (If : 0)Iy = I;Jy.
Then i- (3% —09) C IJ% + 31y Jg and so the Inclusion (I0) is proved. We come back to the proof
of proposition.
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From Lemma applied to the ideal JJ%T and the element S(8? — 9) and the fact that
ﬁ@J]% - Ig we compute that M N {d | degzd < d} is a subset of I]% T+ B-IpJp-T +ﬁ2JJ% -T.
Then ¢ = B0 lies in this set, so that vg € (IyJf : o) and v, € (JJ% : o) for n > 1. Since
Apolar (f) and Apolar (0_f) are complete intersections, we have vy € Iymg and v; € Jrmg for
it > 1. It follows that v € I;mg C I,J,. O

Example 5.24. Let f € P be a polynomial such that A = Apolar (f) is a complete intersection.
Take O such that O.f = x1 and 0°>2f = 0. Then the apolar algebra of f + y{lajl + yé”yil_l 18
unobstructed for any d,m > 2 (less or equal to char k if it is non-zero). In particular g =
f+v2z1 + y3y1 is unobstructed.

Continuing Example[5.22, if f = x3x3+ 2323, then w3+ 13w+ 3w1 + 2224 is unobstructed.
The apolar algebra of this polynomial has Hilbert function (1,5,5,1).

Let g = w3+ 23xs + 23z, then vivs + xdxs + afwr + xxq is a ray sum of g with respect to
0 = ayqay. Let I :=anng (g) and J := (I : ). In contrast with Corollary[5.20 and Example [5.22
one may check that all three terms I, J* and (I? : 0) are necessary to obtain equality in the
inclusion (&) for g and 9, i.e. no two ideals of I, J%, (I* : ) have intersection equal to 1.J.

Example 5.25. Let f = x3+x3. Then the annihilator of f in k[, ae] is a complete intersection,
and this is true for every f € k[w1,x3). Let g = f +x3x? be the second ray sum of f with respect

to a3 and h = g+ x3x3 be the second ray sum of g with respect to aza?. Then the apolar algebra

of

h =} + 23 + 2323 + 2ias
is smoothable and not obstructed. It has Hilbert function (1,4,4,3,1,1).

Remark 5.26. The assumption deg d1f > 0 in Proposition is necessary: the polynomial
h = xlxgxg—kx?l—kxgm 1s obstructed, with length 12 and tangent space dimension 67 > 12-5 over
k = C. The polynomial g is the fourth ray sum of xixexs with respect to ayaoas and h is the
second ray sum of g = x1x9w3 + x5 with respect to ay, thus this example satisfies the assumptions
of Proposition [5.23 except for degd.f > 0. Note that in this case a3.g # 0.

6 Proof of Main Theorem and comments on the degree 14 case

6.1 Preliminary results

Let 7 > 1 be a natural number and V' be a constructible subset of P<s. Assume that the apolar
algebra Apolar (f) has length r for every closed point f € V. Then we may construct the
incidence scheme {(f, Apolar (f))} — V which is a finite flat family over V and thus we obtain a
morphism from V to the (punctual) Hilbert scheme of r points on an appropriate P". See [Jell3,
Prop 4.39] for details.

Consider f € P<,. The apolar algebra of f has length at most r if and only if the matrix
of partials S<sf has rank at most r. This is a closed condition, so we obtain the following
Remark [6.11

Remark 6.1. Let s be a positive integer and V- C P<, be a constructible subset. Then the set
U, consisting of f € V such that the apolar algebra of f has the maximal length (among the
elements of V'), is open in V. In particular, if V is irreducible then U is also irreducible.

Example 6.2. Let P>y = k[z1,...,zn]>4 be the space of polynomials that are sums of monomials
of degree at least 4. Suppose that the set V. C P>y parameterising algebras with fized Hilbert
function H is irreducible. Then also the set W of polynomials f € P such that f>4 € V is
irreducible. Let e :== H(1) and suppose that the symmetric decomposition of H has zero rows
As_3 = (0,0,0,0) and As_9 = (0,0,0), where s = deg f. We claim that general element of
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W corresponds to an algebra B with Hilbert function: Hpar = H + (0,n —e,n — €,0). Indeed,
since we may only vary the degree three part of the polynomial, the function Hp has the form
H + (0,a,a,0) 4+ (0,b,0) for some a,b such that a +b < n — e. Therefore algebras with Hilbert
function Hpqz are precisely the algebras of maximal possible length. Since Hpqe is attained for
foa+ :E‘Z+1 + ...+ a3, the claim follows from Remark 61

6.2 Lemmas on Hilbert functions

In the following H 4 denotes the Hilbert function of an algebra A.

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that A is a local Artin Gorenstein algebra of socle degree s > 3 such that
Aps—2 = (0,0,0). Then lenA > 2(Ha(1) +1). Furthermore, equality occurs if and only if
s =3.

Proof. Consider the symmetric decomposition Ay = Aye of H4. From symmetry we have
> A0 (j) = 2+2A¢ (1) with equality only if A¢ has no terms between 1 and s — 1 i.e. when
s = 3. Similarly >, A; () > 24, (1) for all 1 <4 < s —2. Summing these inequalities we obtain

lenA= "> "A;(j) =2+ Y 2A;(1) =2+2H(1). O

i<s—2 J 1<s—2

Lemma 6.4. Let A be a local Artin Gorenstein algebra of length at most 14. Suppose that
4 < Hy(1) <5. Then Ha(2) <5.

Proof. Let s be the socle degree of A. Suppose H4(2) > 6. Then H(3) + Ha(4) + - -+ < 3, thus
s € {3,4,5}. The cases s = 3 and s = 5 immediately lead to contradiction — it is impossible
to get the required symmetric decomposition. We will consider the case s = 4. In this case
Ha = (1,%,%,%,1) and its symmetric decomposition is (1,e,q,e, 1)+ (0, m,m,0)+ (0,¢,0). Then
e=Hs3)<14—-2—-4—-6=2. Since Ha(1) < H4(2) we have e < ¢g. This can only happen if
e=2and g =3. But then 14 > len A = 9+ 2m + ¢, thus m < 2 and Hy(2) = m+q¢ < 5. A
contradiction. O

Lemma 6.5. There does not exist a local Artin Gorenstein algebra with Hilbert function
(1,4,3,4,1,...,1).

Proof. See |lar94, pp. 99-100] for the proof or |[CIN13, Lem 5.3] for a generalisation. We provide
a sketch for completeness. Suppose such an algebra A exists and fix its dual socle generator
f € k[z1,...,24]s in the standard form. Let I = anng (f). The proof relies on two observations.
First, the leading term of f is, up to a constant, equal to =i and in fact we may take f =
x§ + f<a. Moreover from the symmetric decomposition it follows that the Hilbert functions of
Apolar (5 + f4) and Apolar (f) are equal. Second, h(3) = 4 = 32 = h(2)® is the maximal
growth, so arguing similarly as in Lemma we may assume that the degree two part I of the
ideal of gr A is equal to ((as,a4)S)2. Then any derivative of az.fs is a derivative of z7, i.e. a
power of x1. It follows that as.fy itself is a power of x1; similarly ayify is a power of x1. It
follows that fy € #3-k[x1, x2, 73, v4] + k[z1, 72, but then fy is annihilated by a linear form, which
contradicts the fact that f is in the standard form. O

The following lemmas essentially deal with the limit-reducibility in the case (1,4,4,3,1,1).
Here the method is straightforward, but the cost is that the proof is broken into several cases
and quite long.

Lemma 6.6. Let f = x + f4 be a polynomial such that Hapolar(£)(2) < Hapolar(f,)(2)- Let
Q = Sy Nanng (:17?) C Sy. Then 23 € Qfy and anng (f1), C Q.
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Proof. Note that dim Qfy > dim Safy — 1 = Hppolar(fy)(2) — 1. If anng (f1), € Q, then there
is a ¢ € Q such that o2 — ¢ € anng (f4). Then Qfy = Saf; and we obtain a contradiction.
Suppose that 23 ¢ Qfs. Then the degree two partials of f contain a direct sum of kx? and
Qf4, thus they are at least Hapopar(f,)(2)-dimensional, so that Haporar(r)(2) = Hapolar(fy)(2), 2
contradiction. O

Lemma 6.7. Let f = 29 + f4 € P be a polynomial such that Hapolar(s) = (1,3,3,3,1,1) and
Hapolar(fy) = (1,3,4,3,1). Suppose that aiify = 0 and that (anng (f1)), defines a complete
intersection. Then Apolar (fy) and Apolar (f) are complete intersections.

Proof. Let I := anng (f4). First we will prove that anng (f1) = (¢1, 92, c), where (q1,q2) = I
and ¢ € I3. Then of course Apolar (fy) is a complete intersection. By assumption, ¢1, g2 form a
regular sequence. Thus there are no syzygies of degree at most three in the minimal resolution
of Apolar (fs). By the symmetry of the minimal resolution, see |[Eis95, Cor 21.16|, there are no
generators of degree at least four in the minimal generating set of I. Thus [ is generated in
degree two and three. But Hgj(g, ¢,)(3) = 4 = Hg/;(3) + 1, thus there is a cubic ¢, such that
Is = ke ® (q1,q2)3, then (q1,q2,c) = I, thus Apolar (f4) = S/I is a complete intersection.

Let Q := anng (:17?) NSy C Sy. By Lemma [6.6 we have q1,¢2 € Q, so that o3 € I'\ (q1,q2),
then I = (¢1, g2, a‘;’). Moreover, by the same Lemma, there exists o € Q such that o.fs = x%

Now we prove that Apolar (f) is a complete intersection. Let J := (q1, g2, a3 —0o) C anng (f).
We will prove that S/J is a complete intersection. Since ¢, g2, 04:1)’ is a regular sequence, the
set S/(q1,q2) is a cone over a scheme of dimension zero and a3 does not vanish identically on
any of its components. Since ¢ has degree two, ozif — o also does not vanish identically on any
of the components of SpecS/(q1,q2), thus SpecS/J has dimension zero, so it is a complete
intersection (see also [VVT78, Cor 2.4, Rmk 2.5]). Then the quotient by J has length at most
deg(q1) deg(go) deg(a$ — o) = 12 = dimy, S/ anng (f). Since J C anng (f), we have anng (f) = J
and Apolar (f) is a complete intersection. O

Lemma 6.8. Let f = 29 + f4 + g, where degg < 3, be a polynomial such that HApolar(f>4) =

(1,3,3,3,1,1) and Haporar(s,) = (1,3,4,3,1). Suppose that a3.fy = 0 and that (anng (f1)), does
not define a complete intersection. Then Apolar (f) is limit-reducible.

Proof. Let (q1,q2) = (anng (f4)),. Since qi,¢2 do not form a regular sequence, we have, after a
linear transformation ¢, two possibilities: ¢ = ajas and ¢ = ajag or g1 = a% and ¢ = ajao.
Let 8 be the image of oy under ¢, so that 33.fs = 0.

Suppose first that ¢1 = oo and g9 = ajag. If S is up to constant equal to «q, then
alag,alag,a:{’ € anng (f4), so that a% is in the socle of Apolar (f4), a contradiction. Thus we
may assume, after another change of variables, that = a9, ¢1 = @y and ¢2 = ayaz. Then
f=a3+ fa+ 9 =ad+ 2!+ h+ g, where h € k[z1, 23] and deg(§) < 3. Then by Lemma
we may assume that a?.f = 0, so Apolar (f) is limit-reducible by Proposition E.I3l See also
Example (.14 (the degree assumption in the Example can easily be modified).

Suppose now that ¢ = a? and g2 = ajas. If 3 is not a linear combination of aj, s, then
we may assume $ = a3. Let m in f4 be any monomial divisible by z;. Since ¢1,¢2 € anng (f4),
we see that m = )\:171333 for some A € k. But since 32 € anng (f4), we have m = 0. Thus f; does
not contain x1, so HApolar(f4)(1) < 3, a contradiction. Thus 8 € (ay,as). Suppose 8 = Ao for
some A € k\ {0}. Applying Lemma [6.6] to f>4 we see that x? is a derivative of f4, so 82.fy # 0,
but f%.fs = Nqiofs = 0, a contradiction. Thus 8 = Ajaj + A2ae and changing as we may
assume that § = as. This substitution does not change (a%, ajasz). Now we directly check that
fa = 33%(/{1$1333 + mgx% + K3Tox3 + /{4:1%), for some k, € k. Since z1 is a derivative of f, we
have k1 # 0. Then a non-zero element koayag — /4104% annihilates f;. A contradiction with
HApolar(f4) (2) =4. 0
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Lemma 6.9. Let a quartic fy be such that Hapolar(sy) = (1,3,3,3,1) and a3ify = 0. Then
HApolar(w?-i—fAL)(Z) > 4.

Proof. Let Q = anng (m‘;’)2 C Sy. Let I denote the apolar ideal of f;. By Proposition 49 we
see that I is minimally generated by three elements of degree two and two elements of degree
four. In particular, there are no cubics in the generating set. Since a:{’ € I3, there is an element
in ¢ € I such that ¢ = oz% — ¢, where ¢ € Q. Therefore Q_.fy = So_fs. Moreover, o does not
annihilate 2, so that z? is not a partial of f;. We see that 2% and Q.f; are leading forms of
partials of 29 + f4, thus

HApolar(x‘?+f4)(2) >1+ dlm(Q_lf4) =1+ dim(SQ_:f4) =1+ HApolar(f4)(2) =4. O

Remark 6.10. In the setting of Lemma [6.9, it is not hard to deduce that HApolar(x5+f4) =
1

(1,3,4,3,1,1) by analysing the possible symmetric decompositions. We do not need this stronger
statement, so we omit the proof.

6.3 Proofs

The following Proposition [6.]1] generalises results about algebras with Hilbert function (1,5, 5,1),
obtained in [Jell4| and [BCR12].

Proposition 6.11. Let A be a local Artin Gorenstein algebra of socle degree three and H 4(2) < 5.
Then A is smoothable.

Proof. Suppose that the Hilbert function of A is (1,n,e,1). By Proposition the dual socle
generator of A may be put in the form f + xg_ﬂ + -+ 422, where f € k[z1,...,z.]. By repeated
use of Example we see that A is a limit of algebras of the form Apolar (f) x k"¢, Thus
it is smoothable if and only if B = Apolar (f) is.

Let e := H4(2), then Hg = (1,e,e,1). If Hg(1) = e < 3 then B is smoothable. It remains to
consider 4 < e < 5. The set of points corresponding to algebras with Hilbert function (1,e,e, 1) is
irreducible in Hilbge42(P¢) by Remark for obvious parameterisation (as mentioned in |[lar84,
Thm I, p. 350]), thus it will be enough to find a smooth point in this set which corresponds to a
smoothable algebra. The cases e = 4 and e = 5 are considered in Example and Example
respectively. O

Remark 6.12. The claim of Proposition[G11 holds true if we replace the assumption H4(2) <5
by H4(2) =7, thanks to the smoothability of local Artin Gorenstein algebras with Hilbert function
(1,7,7,1), see [BCR12]. We will not use this result.

Lemma 6.13. Let A be a local Artin Gorenstein algebra with Hilbert function H 4 beginning with
Ha(0) =1, Ha(l) =4, Ha(2) =5, Ha(3) < 2. Then A is smoothable.

Proof. Let f be a dual socle generator of A in the standard form. From Macaulay’s Growth
Theorem it follows that H4(m) < 2 for all m > 3, so that H4 = (1,4,5,2,2,...,2,1,...,1). Let
s be the socle degree of A.

Let Ay s—2 = (0,¢,0) be the (s —2)-nd row of the symmetric decomposition of H4. If ¢ > 0,
then by Example 5. 12l we know that A is limit-reducible; it is a limit of algebras of the form B x k,
such that Hp(1) = H4(1) —1 = 3. Then the algebra B is smoothable (see [CNQ9, Prop 2.5|), so
A is also smoothable. In the following we assume that ¢ = 0.

We claim that f>4 € k[z1,22]. Indeed, the symmetric decomposition of the Hilbert function
is either (1,1,...,1)+(0,1,...,1,0)+(0,0,1,0,0) + (0,2,2,0) or (1,2,...,2,1)+(0,0,1,0,0) +
(0,2,2,0). Inparticular e(s—3) = > ;53 A; (1) = 2, so that f>4 € k[z1,22] and HApolar(f>4)(1) =
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2, in particular x; is a derivative of f>4, i.e. there exist a 0 € S such that 0.f>4 = x1. Then we
may assume O € mg, so 0%.f = 0.

Let us fix f>4 and consider the set of all polynomials of the form h = f>4 + ¢, where
g € k[z1,29,x3,24] has degree at most three. By Example the apolar algebra of a general
such polynomial will have Hilbert function H4. The set of polynomials h with fixed h>4 = f>4,
such that Hppelar(n) = Ha, is irreducible. This set contains h := f>4 + x?,)a:l + x3x3. To finish
the proof is it enough to show that h is smoothable and unobstructed. Since Apolar (f>4) is a
complete intersection, this follows from Example O

The following Theorem generalises numerous earlier smoothability results on stretched
(by Sally, see [Sal79]), 2-stretched (by Casnati and Notari, see |[CN13|) and almost-stretched (by
Elias and Valla, see [EV11]) algebras. It is important to understand that, in contrast with the
mentioned papers, we avoid a full classification of algebras. In the course of the proof we give
some partial classification.

Theorem 6.14. Let A be a local Artin Gorenstein algebra with Hilbert function Ha satisfying
HA(2) <5 and Hs(3) < 2. Then A is smoothable.

Proof. We proceed by induction on len A, the case len A = 1 being trivial. If A has socle degree
three, then the result follows from Proposition .11l Suppose that A has socle degree s > 4.

Let f be a dual socle generator of A in the standard form. If the symmetric decomposition
of Hy has a term Ag_9 = (0,¢,0) with ¢ # 0, then by Example £.12] we have that A is a limit
of algebras of the form B x k, where B satisfies the assumptions Hg(2) <5 and Hp(2) < 2 on
the Hilbert function. Then B is smoothable by induction, so also A is smoothable. Further in
the proof we assume that Ay 5o = (0,0,0).

We would like to understand the symmetric decomposition of the Hilbert function H4 of
A. Since Hy4 satisfies the Macaulay growth condition (see Subsection 2.5]) it follows that Ha =
(I,my,m,2,2,...,2,1,...,1), where the number of “2” is possibly zero. If follows that the possible
symmetric decompositions of the Hilbert function are

1. (1,2,2,...,2,1) +(0,0,1,0,0) + (0,n — 3,n — 3,0),

2. (1,1,1...,1,1) +(0,1,1,...,1,0) 4 (0,0,1,0,0) + (0,n — 3,n — 3,0),

- (
- (
3. (1,1,1...,1,1) +(0,1,2,1,0) + (0,n — 3,n — 3,0),
(L., 1)+ (0,n—1,n—1,0),

- (

5. (1,2,...,2,1) 4+ (0,n —2,n — 2,0),

6. (1,...,1)+(0,1,...,1,0) + (0,n — 2,n — 2,0)

and that the decomposition is uniquely determined by the Hilbert function. In all cases we have
Ha(l) < Ha(2) < 5,50 f € klx1,...,25]. Let us analyse the first three cases. In each of them
we have Ha(2) = Ha(1)+ 1. If H4(1) < 3, then A is smoothable, see [CN0Y, Cor 2.4]. Suppose
HA(1) > 4. Since Hx(2) <5, we have H4(2) =5 and H4(1) = 4. In this case the result follows
from Lemma above.

It remains to analyse the three remaining cases. The proof is similar to the proof of
Lemma [6.13], however here it essentially depends on induction. Let f>4 be the sum of homoge-
neous components of f which have degree at least four. Since f is in the standard form, we have
f>a € k[z1,22]. The decomposition of the Hilbert function Apolar (f>4) is one of the decompo-
sitions (1,...,1), (1,2...,2,1), (1,...,1) + (0,1,...,1,0), depending on the decomposition of
the Hilbert function of Apolar (f).

29



Let us fix a vector h = (1,2,2,2,...,2,1,1,...,1) and take the sets

V= {f € k[z1, 2] | Hapolar(f) = ﬁ} and Vo := {f € k[x1,...,m,] | f>a € V1}.

By Proposition 4.8 the set V7 is irreducible and thus V5 is also irreducible. The Hilbert function
of the apolar algebra of a general member of V5 is, by Example [62] equal to H4. It remains to
show that the apolar algebra of this general member is smoothable.

Proposition .8 implies that the general member of V5 has (after a nonlinear change of
coordinates) the form f + 04f, where f = z§ + 25> + g for some g of degree at most three.
Using Lemma 2] we may assume (after another nonlinear change of coordinates) that a2_.g = 0.

Let B := Apolar (2§ + z5? + ¢g). We will show that B is smoothable. Since s > 4 = 22
Proposition 513 shows that B is limit-reducible. Analysing the fibers of the resulting degener-

ation, as in Example [5.15] we see that they have the form B’ x k, where B’ = Apolar ( f > and
]E = )\_13)1?_1 + l‘;z +g. Then HB’(3) = HApolar(f>4
that Hp/(1) < 5. Now analysing the possible symmetric decompositions of Hpg/, which are listed
above, we see that Hp/(2) < Hp/(1) = 5. It follows from induction on the length that B’ is
smoothable, thus B’ x k and B are smoothable. U

)(3) < 2. Moreover, f € klzy,...,xs5], so

Proposition 6.15. Let A be a local Artin Gorenstein algebra of socle degree four satisfying
len A < 14. Then A is smoothable.

Proof. We proceed by induction on the length of A. Then by Proposition (and the fact that
all algebras of socle degree at most two are smoothable) we may assume that all algebras of socle
degree at most four and length less than len A are smoothable.

If Ag1 = (0,q,0) with ¢ # 0, then by Example the algebra A is a limit of algebras of
the form A’ x k, where A’ has socle degree four. Hence A is smoothable. Therefore we assume
¢ =0. Then Hy(1) <5 by Lemma Moreover, we may assume H4(1) > 4 since otherwise A
is smoothable by [CN09, Cor 2.4].

The symmetric decomposition of Hy is (1,n,m,n,1) + (0,p,p,0) for some n,m,p. By the
fact that n < 5 and Stanley’s result [Sta96, p. 67] we have n < m, thus n < 4 and Hx(2) <
H4(1) < 5. Due to len A < 14 we have four cases: n = 1, 2, 3, 4 and five possible shapes of
Hilbert functions: Hq = (1,%,%,1,1), Ha = (1,%,%,2,1), Hy = (1,4,4,3,1), Ha = (1,4,4,4,1),
Hy=(1,4,5,3,1).

The conclusion in the first two cases follows from Theorem [6.14l In the remaining cases
we first look for a suitable irreducible set of dual socle generators parameterising algebras with
prescribed H4. We examine the case Hy = (1,4,4,3,1). We claim that the set of f € P =
k[x1,x2,x3, 4] in the standard form, which are generators of algebras with Hilbert function H 4
is irreducible. Since the leading form f4 of such f has Hilbert function (1,3,3,3,1), the set of
possible leading forms is irreducible by Proposition L9 Then the irreducibility follows from
Example The irreducibility in the cases Hq = (1,4,4,4,1) and Hy = (1,4,5,3,1) follows
similarly from Proposition 10l together with Example In the first two cases we see that
f4 is a sum of powers of variables, then Example [5.14] shows that the apolar algebra A of a
general f is limit-reducible. More precisely, A is limit of algebras of the form A’ x k, where A’
has socle degree at most four (compare Example [(.I5]). Then A is smoothable. In the last case
Example 52Tl gives an unobstructed algebra in this irreducible set. This completes the proof. [

Lemma 6.16. Let A be a local Artin Gorenstein algebra with Hilbert function (1,4,4,3,1,1).
Then A is limit-reducible.

Proof. Let s = 5 be the socle degree of A. If Ay 49 # (0,0,0) then A is limit-reducible by
Example [.12] so we assume Ay s_9 = (0,0,0). The only possible symmetric decomposition of
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the Hilbert function Hy with A4 42 = (0,0,0) is
(1,4,4,3,1,1) = (1,1,1,1,1,1) + (0,2,2,2,0) + (0, 1,1,0). (12)

Let us take a dual socle generator f of A. We assume that f is in the standard form: f =
x + f1 + g, where degg < 3. Then HApolar(:c§+f4) = (1,3,3,3,1,1). We analyse the possible

Hilbert functions of B = Apolar (f4). By Lemma we may assume that a3_f; = 0. Suppose
first that Hp(1) < 2. From ([I2]) it follows that HApolar(z§+f4)(1) = 3, so that Hp(1) = 2 and we

may assume that f; € k[xo,z3]. Then by Lemma we may further assume ofL(f — 23) = 0,
then Proposition 513 asserts that A = Apolar (f) is limit-reducible.

Suppose now that Hp(l) = 3. Since xi’ is annihilated by a codimension one space of
quadrics, we have Hp(2) < Ha(2) + 1, so there are two possibilities: Hp = (1,3,3,3,1)
or Hp = (1,3,4,3,1). By Lemma the case Hp = (1,3,3,3,1) is not possible, so that
Hp = (1,3,4,3,1). Now by Lemma we may consider only the case when (anng (fi)), is a
complete intersection, then by Lemma we have that Apolar (aj‘i’ + f4) is a complete intersec-
tion. In this case we will actually prove that A is smoothable.

By Example the set W of polynomials f with fixed leading polynomial f>4 and Hilbert
function Hapolar(r) = (1,4,4,3,1,1) is irreducible. Consider the apolar algebra B of the poly-
nomial z§ + f4 + x2x; € W. By Proposition .10, this algebra is the limit of smoothable
algebras Apolar (x? + f4) x Apolar (z1), thus it is smoothable. By Corollary the algebra B
is unobstructed. Thus apolar algebra of every element of W is smoothable; in particular A is
smoothable. O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem [6.17] which is the algebraic counterpart of Theorems [Al
and [Bl

Theorem 6.17. Let A be an Artin Gorenstein algebra of length at most 14. Then either A is
smoothable or it is local with Hilbert function (1,6,6,1). In particular, if A has length at most
13, then A is smoothable.

Proof. By the discussion in Section 2.4]it is enough to consider local algebras. Let A be a local
algebra of length at most 14 and of socle degree s. By H we denote the Hilbert function of
A. As mentioned in Subsection 2.4it is enough to prove A is limit-reducible. On the contrary,
suppose that A is strongly non-smoothable in the sense of Definition By Example we
have Ay 52 = (0,0,0). Then by Lemma [6.3] we see that either H = (1,6,6,1) or H(1) < 5. It
is enough to consider H(1) < 5. If s = 3 then H(2) < H(1) <5, so by Proposition [6.11] we may
assume s > 3. By Proposition it follows that we may consider only s > 5.

If H(1) < 3 then A is smoothable by |[CN09, Cor 2.4], thus we may assume H(1) > 4. By
Lemma [6.4] we see that H(2) < 5. Then by Theorem we may reduce to the case H(3) > 3.
By Macaulay’s Growth Theorem we have H(2) > 3. Then ), , H(i) < 14 — 11, so we are left
with several possibilities: H = (1,4,3,3,1,1,1), H = (1,4,3,3,2,1) or H = (1,%,%,%,1,1). In
the first two cases it follows from the symmetric decomposition that A4 42 # (0,0, 0) which is
a contradiction. We examine the last case. By Lemma there does not exist an algebra with
Hilbert function (1,4, 3,4,1,1). Thus the only possibilities are (1,4,3,3,1,1), (1,5,3,3,1,1) and
(1,4,4,3,1,1). Once more, it can be checked directly that in the first two cases A 52 # (0,0,0).
The last case is the content of Lemma O

Remark 6.18. Assume char k = 0. In [[E78] Emsalem and Iarrobino analysed the tangent
space to the Hilbert scheme. Iarrobino and Kanev claim that using Macaulay they are able to
check that the tangent space to Hilbg(P'*) has dimension 76 at a point corresponding to a general
local Gorenstein algebra A with Hilbert function (1,6,6,1), see [IK99, Lem 6.21], see also [CN11/
for further details. Since 76 < (14+6+6+1) -6 this shows that A is non-smoothable. Moreover,
since all algebras of degree at most 13 are smoothable, A is strongly non-smoothable.
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To prove Theorem [B], we need to show that the non-smoothable part of Hilb$,P" (for n > 6) is
irreducible. The algebraic version of (a generalisation of) this statement is the following lemma.

Lemma 6.19. Let n > m be natural numbers and V. C P<3 = k[z1,...,2y]<3 be the set of f € P
such that Hpolar() = (1,m,m,1). Then V is constructible and irreducible.

Proof. Let Vg = V N P3 denote the set of graded algebras with Hilbert function (1,m,m,1).
This is a constructible subset of P3. To an element f3 € V,, we may associate the tangent space
to Apolar (f3), which is isomorphic to Syf3. We define

{(f3,[W]) € Vgr x Gr(m,n) | W D Sa.f3},

which is an open subset in a vector bundle {(fs,[W]) € P3 x Gr(m,n) | W D2 Sa.f3} over
Gr(m,n), given by the condition dim Syufs > m. Let f € V and write it as f = f3 + f<2, where
deg f<o < 2. Then Hppolar(fy) = (1,m,m,1). Therefore we obtain a morphism ¢ : V. — V,
sending f to f3. We will analyse its fibers. Let f3 € V. and f = f3 + f<o € P<3, where
deg f<2 < 2. Then Hpporar(sy = (1, M, m, 1) for some M > m. Moreover M = m if and only if
auf<g is a partial of f3 for every a annihilating f3. The fiber of ¢ over f is an affine subspace
of P<y defined by these conditions and the morphism

{(f = fat f<2, W]) € VX Gr(m,n) [ W 2 Saufs} = {(f3, [W]) € Vgr X Gr(m,n) | W 2 S5.f3}

is a projection from a vector bundle, which is thus irreducible. Since V admits a surjection from
this bundle, it is irreducible as well. Moreover, the above shows that V' is constructible. O

Proof of Theorems [4l and[B. The locus of points of the Hilbert scheme corresponding to smooth
(i.e. reduced) algebras of length d is irreducible, as an image of an open subset of the d—symmetric
product of P, and smooth. The locus of points corresponding to smoothable algebras is the
closure of the aforementioned locus, so it is also irreducible. If d < 13 or d < 14 and n < 5, this
locus is the whole Hilbert scheme by Theorem [6.17] and the claim follows.

Now consider the case d = 14 and n > 6. Let V be the set of points of the Hilbert scheme
corresponding to local Gorenstein algebras with Hilbert function (1,6,6,1). By Remark
these are the only non-smoothable algebras of length 14, thus they deform only to local algebras
with the same Hilbert function. Therefore, V is a sum of irreducible components of the Hilbert
scheme. We will prove that V is an irreducible set, whose general point is smooth.

Let V, C V denote the set consisting of schemes supported at a fixed point p € P". Then
V is dominated by a set V), x P". Note that an irreducible scheme supported at a point p
may be identified with a Gorenstein quotient of the power series ring having Hilbert function
(1,6,6,1). These quotients are parameterised by the dual generators. More precisely, the set of
V of f € k[x1,...,2n]<3 such that Hppolar(s) = (1,6,6,1) gives a morphism

V =V, C Hilb§,P"

which sends f to Spec Apolar (f) supported at p (see subsection [6.1]). Since V' — V), is surjective
and V is irreducible by Lemma [6.19], we see that V), is irreducible. Then V is irreducible as well.

Take a smooth point of 7‘-[1'11)%;1]1’>6 which corresponds to an algebra A with Hilbert function
(1,6,6,1). Then any point of Hilbﬁ]}”" corresponding to an embedding Spec A C P" is smooth
by |[CN09Y, Lem 2.3]. This concludes the proof. O
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