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MULTIPLICITY VERSUS BUCHSBAUMNESS OF THE SPECIAL FIBER RING

KUMARI SALONI

Abstract. Let (A,m) be a Noetherian local ring of dimension d > 0 with infinite residue field and I an
m-primary ideal. Let I be an I-good filtration. We study an equality of Hilbert coefficients, first given
by Elias and Valla, versus passage of Buchsbaum property from the local ring to the blow-up algebras.
Suppose e1(I)−e1(Q) = 2e0(I)−2ℓ(A/I1)−ℓ(I1/(I2+Q)) where Q ⊆ I, a minimal reduction of I, is a
standard parameter ideal. Under some mild conditions, we prove that if A is Buchsbaum (generalized
Cohen-Macaulay respectively), then the associated graded ringG(I) is Buchsbaum (generalized Cohen-
Macaulay respectively) with I(G(I)) = I(A). Our results settle a question of Corso in general for an
I-good filtration. Further, let f0(I) = e1(I)−e0(I)−e1(Q)+ℓ(A/I)+µ(I)−d+1 and e1(I)−e1(Q) =
2e0(I)−2ℓ(A/I)− ℓ(I/(I2 +Q)). We prove, under mild conditions, that (1) if A is generalized Cohen-
Macaulay, then the special fiber ring Fm(I) is generalized Cohen-Macaulay; In addition, if depthA > 0,
then depthFm(I) = depthA and (2) if A is Buchsbaum and depthA ≥ d−1, then Fm(I) is Buchsbaum

with I(Fm(I)) = I(A).

1. Introduction

Let (A,m) be a Noetherian local ring of dimension d > 0 and I an m-primary ideal of A. Let I be
an I-good filtration of A, i.e., I is a sequence of ideals I = {In}n≥0 satisfying In+1 ⊆ In, InIm ⊆ In+m
and there exists k ∈ N such that In ⊆ In ⊆ In−k for all n,m ≥ 0. The associated graded ring
G(I) = ⊕

n≥0
In/In+1, the Rees ring R(I) = ⊕∞

n=0Int
n and the special fiber ring Fm(I) = ⊕

n≥0
In/mIn

are referred to as the blow-up algebras. When I is the I-adic filtration {In}, we write G(I) and R(I)
for the associated graded ring and the Rees ring respectively.

The structural properties of the local ring and the blow-up algebras are greatly connected to each
other. The local ring A inherits many important properties, such as reducedness, normality, Cohen-
Macaulayness, from the associated graded ring. However, this is not true for Buchsbaum rings. See [10,
Example 4.10] for an example where G(I) is Buchsbaum and A is not Buchsbaum. A finite A-module
M is said to be a Buchsbaum module if the invariant ℓA(M/QM) − e0(Q,M) is independent of the
choice of parameter ideals Q of M where ℓA(M/QM) and e0(Q,M) denote the length of M/QM and
the multiplicity of M relative to Q respectively. The above condition is equivalent to saying that every
system x1, x2, . . . , xdimM of parameters of M forms a weak M -sequence, that is (x1, . . . , xi−1)M :M
xi = (x1, . . . , xi−1)M :M m for 1 ≤ i ≤ dimM. A module is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if it is
Buchsbaum with ℓA(M/QM)−e0(Q,M) = 0 for every parameter ideal Q. Buchsbaum modules appear
in abundance. In fact, it was proved in [6, Theorem 1.1] that for given integers d > 0 and hi ≥ 0

for 0 ≤ i ≤ d − 1, there exists a Buchsbaum local ring A with dimA = d and hi = ℓA(H
i
m(A)) for

0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1 where Him(A) denote the i-th local cohomology module of A with support in m.

We are interested in the inheritance of ring theoretic properties while passing from A to the blow-up
algebras. For example, suppose A is a Cohen-Macaulay local ring. If the reduction number of I is at
most one, then G(I) is Cohen-Macaulay. In a Noetherian ring, it is true that

e1(I)− e1(Q) ≥ 2e0(I) − 2ℓ(A/I1)− ℓ(I1/(I2 +Q)) (1.1)

where Q = (a1, . . . , ad) ⊆ I is a minimal reduction of I, see [23, Theorem 2.4]. When A is Cohen-
Macaulay, we have e1(I) ≥ 2e0(I)− 2ℓ(A/I1)− ℓ(I1/(I2 +Q)). In [4] and [14], authors proved that the
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equality e1(I) = 2e0(I)− 2ℓ(A/I)− ℓ(I/(I2 +Q)) holds true if and only if I3 = QI2 and Q ∩ I2 = QI.
In this case, G(I) is Cohen-Macaulay.

In [2], Corso proved that

f0(I) ≤ e1(I)− e1(Q)− e0(I) + ℓ(A/I) + µ(I)− d+ 1

where f0(I) is the multiplicity of Fm(I) and Q ⊆ I is a minimal reduction of I, also see [3], [23, Chapter
5] . If A is Cohen-Macaulay, then f0(I) = e1(I) − e0(I) + ℓ(A/I) + µ(I) − d + 1 does not assure
Cohen-Macaulayness of Fm(I), see [3, Example 2.3]. However, in [3, Theorem 2.5], authors proved that
the above equality implies that Fm(I) is unmixed.

Since the notion of Buchsbaum modules is a generalization of Cohen-Macaulay modules, an inter-
esting problem is to study the cases when G(I) or Fm(I) inherits Buchsbaumness from the local ring.
Now suppose that A is a Buchsbaum local ring. Goto, in [7, 8], proved various conditions for the
Buchsbaumness of G(m). In [9], he proved that G(Q) is Buchsbaum for a parameter ideal Q. Fur-
thermore, the m-primary ideals with reduction number one exhibit nice properties, see [10, 11, 13, 19].
Nakamura in [19] proved the following result: If I2 = QI for a minimal reduction Q = (a1, . . . , ad) of
I, then G(I) is Buchsbaum if and only if the equality (a21, . . . , a

2
d) ∩ In = (a21, . . . , a

2
d)I

n−2 holds for
3 ≤ n ≤ d+1. Yamagishi [31, 32] removed the condition on the reduction number of I and proved that

G(I) is Buchsbaum and ℓA(H
i
m(A)) = ℓ(HiU (G(I)) for 0 ≤ i < d where U := mR(I)+R(I)+ if and only

if I(G(I)) = I(A). Recall that the I-invariant of an A-module M of dimension s is

I(M) =

s−1
∑

i=0

(

s− 1

i

)

ℓA(H
i
m(M)).

In [24], the author generalized the above result of Yamagishi for an I-good filtration.

Now suppose that A is a Buchsbaum local ring and

e1(I)− e1(Q) = 2e0(I)− 2ℓ(A/I)− ℓ(I/(I2 +Q)) (1.2)

When d = 1 and I = m, Corso in [2] proved that G(I) is a Buchsbaum ring. Rossi and Valla in [23,
Theorem 2.1] generalized Corso’s result for modules. In [20] and [21] , Ozeki extended Corso’s result
for an m-primary ideal in an arbitrary dimension. In this paper, we prove the next two results for an I-
good filtration on the passage, from A to G(I) , of generalized Cohen-Macaulayness and Buchsbaumness
respectively. Here, M = mR(Q) +R(Q)+ with R(Q) = ⊕

n≥0
Qntn.

Theorem A. Let A be a generalized Cohen-Macaulay local ring and Q = (a1, . . . , ad) ⊆ I a reduction
of I such that (a1, . . . , ǎi, . . . , ad) : ai ⊆ I for 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Suppose Q is a standard parameter ideal and
the equality

e1(I)− e1(Q) = 2e0(I) − 2ℓ(A/I1)− ℓ(I1/(I2 +Q))

holds. Then G(I) is generalized Cohen-Macaulay with

ℓ(H0
M(G(I))) = ℓ(H0

m(A)), HiM(G(I)) = [HiM(G(I))]2−i ∼= Him(A)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1 and a(G(I)) ≤ 2− d. Furthermore,

(1) e2(I) = e1(Q) + e2(Q) + e1(I) − e0(I) + ℓA(A/I1) if d ≥ 2;
(2) ei(I) = ei−2(Q) + 2ei−1(Q) + ei(Q) for 3 ≤ i ≤ d.

When this is the case, we clearly have depthG(I) = depthA and I(G(I)) = I(A).

Theorem B. Let A be a Buchsbaum local ring and Q = (a1, . . . , ad) ⊆ I a reduction of I such that
(a1, . . . , ǎi, . . . , ad) : ai ⊆ I for 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Suppose

e1(I) − e1(Q) = 2e0(I)− 2ℓ(A/I1)− ℓ(I1/(I2 +Q)).

Then G(I) is Buchsbaum with I(G(I)) = I(A).
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We now discuss the passage of Buchsbaumness to the special fiber ring when the following equality
holds:

f0(I) = e1(I)− e1(Q)− e0(I) + ℓ(A/I) + µ(I)− d+ 1 (1.3)

This relation was studied by Corso, Polini, Vasconcelos [3] when A is Cohen-Macaulay. Our main
motivation is the following result:

Remark. Suppose A is Cohen-Macaulay and the equality (1.3) holds. Suppose depthG(I) ≥ d − 1.
Then Fm(I) is Cohen-Macaulay. It follows from [3, Corollary 2.6 ].

We aim to obtain results in the same spirit of Remark 1 in case of generalized Cohen-Macaulay
or Buchsbaum local rings. For that purpose, we consider the equality in (1.2) along with (1.3) and
investigate the local cohomology modules of Fm(I). We observe that (1.2) is stronger than saying
depthG(I) ≥ d − 1 in Cohen-Macaulay local rings. Indeed if A is Cohen-Macaulay, the equality (1.2)
implies that G(I) is Cohen-Macaulay. Also, we note that the equality (1.2) enforces the passage of
generalized Cohen-Macaulayness(Theorem A) or Buchsbaumness (Theorem B) from A to G(I), So, it
makes sense to consider (1.2) along with (1.3) while discussing Buchsbaumness of Fm(I). We prove
the following results for generalized Cohen-Macaulay and Buchsbaum local rings respectively. Here,
U := mR(I) +R(I)+.

Theorem C. Let A be a generalized Cohen-Macaulay local ring and Q = (a1, . . . , ad) ⊆ I a reduction
of I such that (a1, . . . , ǎi, . . . , ad) : ai ⊆ I for 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Suppose Q is a standard parameter ideal and
the equalities in (1.3) and (1.2) hold. Then, Fm(I) is generalized Cohen-Macaulay with

[H0
U(Fm(I))]n ∼=











W/(mI2 ∩W ) if n = 2

(In ∩W )/(mIn ∩W ) if n ≥ 3

(0) otherwise,

and HiU (Fm(I)) = [HiU(Fm(I))]2−i ∼= Him(A) for 1 ≤ i ≤ d − 1. Consequently, if depthA > 0 then
depthFm(I) = depthA.

Theorem D. Let A be a Buchsbaum local ring with depthA ≥ d − 1 and Q = (a1, . . . , ad) ⊆ I a
reduction of I such that (a1, . . . , ǎi, . . . , ad) : ai ⊆ I for 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Suppose the equalities in (1.3) and
(1.2) hold. Then Fm(I) is Buchsbaum with I(F (I)) = I(A).

In dimension two, we may remove the condition depthA ≥ 1 and obtain the following corollary.

Corollary E. Suppose A is a Buchsbaum local ring of dimension two and depthA = 0. Let the rest
of the hypothesis be same as in Theorem D. Then Fm(I)/H

0
U(Fm(I)) is Buchsbaum.

We organize the paper in various sections. We begin by introducting some notations in Section 2.
In Section 3, we discuss preliminary notions and results which are needed subsequently. This section
includes a brief discussion on Sally modules of filtration. In Section 4, we mainly prove the inequality
(1.1) and discuss some cases when equality holds. In Section 5, we prove a necessary and sufficient
condition for equality in (1.1). Then we take a detour in Section 6 to discuss the generalized depth and
generalized Cohen-Macaulayness of form rings of filtration. Our results extend the respective statements
in I-adic case to I-good filtration. In Section 7, we prove Theorem A and Theorem B. In the last section
of the paper, we prove Theorem C and Theorem D. Our methods are inspired by the work in [2], [3],
[20], [21], [23] and [24].

2. Notation

Throughout this article, µ(I) denote the minimal number of generators of I and ei(I), 1 ≤ i ≤ d

are the Hilbert coefficients of I, i.e., the unique integres such that ℓ(A/In) =
d
∑

i=0

(−1)iei(I)
(

n+d−i−1
d−i

)

for n ≫ 0. When I is the I-adic filtration, we write ei(I) in place of ei(I). For a reduction Q ⊆ I, let
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T = ⊕∞
n=0Q

ntn be the Rees algebra of Q. We regard R(I) and T as sub-algebras of the polynomial ring
A[t]. Let R≥m = ⊕

n≥m
In be the graded ideal of R(I). In particular, we write R+ for R≥1. The unique

homogeneous maximal ideal ofR(I) and T are denoted byN andM respectively, i.e., N = mR(I)+R+

and M = mT + T+. We write F = FI(Q) = T/IT and F ′ = T/I1T.

Let W = H0
m(A), C = A/W and IC denote the filtration {InC = (In +W )/W} in C. For a ∈ A,

we write A′ = A/(a), Q′ = Q/(a), I ′ = I/(a) and I ′ = I/(a) for the filtration {I ′n = In + (a)/(a)} in
A/(a). If I is an I-good filtration, then IC is an IC-good filtration in C and I ′ is an I ′-good filtration
in A′.

For Q = (a1, . . . , ad) a minimal reduction of I, we consider the following conditions introduced in
[21]:

(C0) The sequence a1, . . . , ad is a d-sequence in A as defined in [16].
(C1) The above sequence is an unconditioned strong d-sequence.
(C2) We have (a1, . . . , ǎi, . . . , ad) : ai ⊆ I for 1 ≤ i ≤ d.
(C3) depthA > 0.

All the four conditions (C0)-(C3) are satisfied if A is Cohen-Macaulay. The condition (C1) is equivalent
to saying that A is generalized Cohen-Macaulay and Q is a standard parameter ideal. The role played
by regular sequences in the study of Cohen-Macaulay modules is broadly replaced by d-sequences in
case of generalized Cohen-Macaulay modules. A sequence a1, . . . , as of elements of A is said to be a
d-sequence if the equality

qi−1 : aiaj = qi−1 : aj

holds for 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ s where qi−1 = (a1, . . . , ai−1) and q0 = (0). It is said to be an unconditioned
d-sequence if it is a d-sequence in any order. Moreover, we say that a1, . . . , as is an unconditioned strong
d-sequence (u.s.d-sequence) if an1

1 , . . . , ans

s is an unconditioned d-sequence for all integers n1, . . . , ns > 0.
Recall that a local ring is Buchsbaum if and only if every system of parameters is u.s.d-sequence. So,
(C0) and (C1) are satisfied if A is a Buchsbaum local ring.

Remark 2.1. Suppose (C1) is satisfied. Then aiW ⊆ QW ⊆ Q ∩W = 0, see [28, Corollary 3.9]. This
gives W ⊆ (a1, . . . , ǎi, . . . , ad) : ai for 1 ≤ i ≤ d.

We assume that the residue field A/m is infinite.

3. Preliminaries

In this section, we present some auxiliary results for filtration which will be used in subsequent
sections. We discuss most of the proofs for the convenience of reader and mention the references for
I-adic cases of some results.

3.1. Sally module of filtration

To study blow-up algebras, Vasconcelos in [29] introduced the notion of Sally modules. Let Q be a
minimal reduction of I, then the Sally module of I with respect toQ, defined as SQ(I) = ⊕

n≥1
In+1/I1Q

n,

is a graded R(Q)-module. In Cohen-Macaulay local rings, Vasconcelos recovered many results using
the method of Sally modules, such as Northcott’s inequality e1(I) ≥ e0(I)− ℓ(A/I1) and its boundary
conditions. The Sally module, S = SQ(I) can be seen as the cokernel of the following map of graded
T -modules:

0 −→ I1T −→ R+(+1) = ⊕
j≥1

Ijt
j−1 −→ S −→ 0.
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Therefore, S = ⊕
j≥1

Ij+1/I1Q
j is a finitely generated graded T -module and dimT S ≤ d. In [3], authors

used another exact sequence to describe Sally module. We recall it in the next lemma for I-good
filtration.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that Q ( I1 and µ = µ(I1 \Q). Then there exists an exact sequence

T (−1)µ
φ
−→ R(I) \ T → S(−1) → 0

of graded T -modules.

Proof. Let I1 = Q+ (x1, . . . , xµ). Consider the map

T (−1)µ
φ
−→ R(I)/T

defined as φ(α1, . . . , αµ) =
µ
∑

i=1

αixit ∈ R(I)/T. Then [Cokerφ]n = In/(Q
n +Qn−1I1) = In/Q

n−1I1 =

S(−1)n for n ≥ 1 and [Cokerφ]0 = 0. Therefore, Cokerφ ∼= S(−1) as graded T -module. �

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that the conditions (C0) and (C2) are satisfied for an I-good filtration I. Then
F ∼= (A/I)[X1, . . . , Xd] and F ′ ∼= (A/I1)[X1, . . . , Xd] as graded A-algebras. In particular, F and F ′ are
Cohen-Macaulay rings of dimension d.

Proof. See [12, Proposition 2.2] for F ∼= (A/I)[X1, . . . , Xd]. Then F ′ ∼= A/I1 ⊗A T/IT ∼=
(A/I1)[X1, . . . , Xd]. �

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that the conditions (C0), (C2) and (C3) are satisfied and the ring T satisfies
Serre’s condition (S2). Then AssT (S) ⊆ {mT }. Hence, dimT (S) = d if S 6= 0.

For I = {In} and I = {In}, the above result is discussed in [12, Lemma 2.3] and [22, Lemma 2.2]
respectively. We provide a proof for an I-good filtration.

Proof. Let P ∈ AssT (S). Since mlS = 0 for l ≫ 0, we have p = mT ⊆ P. Suppose p 6= P . Note that
depthTP

(R+(+1))P ≥ 1 since a1 ∈ p ⊆ P is a non-zero-divisor on R+(+1) = ⊕
j≥1

Ijt
j−1. Applying

depth Lemma on the exact sequence

0 −→ (I1T )P −→ (R+(+1))P −→ SP −→ 0,

of graded TP -modules, we get depthTP
(I1T )P ≥ min{depthTP

(R+(+1))P , depthTP
SP + 1} ≥ 1 and

depthTP
SP = 0 ≥ min{depthTP

(R+(+1))P , depthTP
(I1T )P − 1} = depthTP

(I1T )P − 1. Hence
depthTP

(I1T )P = 1. Now consider the exact sequence

0 −→ (I1T )P −→ TP −→ (T/I1T )P −→ 0.

Since p 6= P , ht P ≥ 2. So dimTP ≥ 2 which implies that depth Tp ≥ min{2, dimTP } = 2 as T satisfies
(S2). Again by depth Lemma, 1 = depthTP

(I1T )P ≥ min{depthTP
TP , depthTP

(T/I1T )P + 1} =
depthTP

(T/I1T )P + 1 which implies depthTP
(T/I1T )P = 0. By Lemma 3.2, T/I1T is Cohen-Macalay

which means dim(T/I1T )P = depthTP
(T/I1T )P = 0. Thus P ∈ minT (TP /I1TP ) = {mT } which is a

contradiction. �

The Hilbert coefficients ei(S) of the Sally module S and the coefficients ei(I) of I are related through
the following relations:

ℓ(A/In+1) = ℓ(A/QnI1)− ℓ(Sn) = ℓ(A/Qn) + ℓ(Qn/QnI1)− ℓ(Sn)

for n ≥ 0.

Proposition 3.4. Let I be an I-good filtration. Then

e1(I) ≥

{

e1(Q) + e0(I)− ℓA(A/I1) + e0(S) if dimS = d.

e1(Q) + e0(I)− ℓA(A/I1) if dimS ≤ d− 1.
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Proof. For n ≥ 0, we have Qn/QnI1 ∼= (T/I1T )n) and T/I1T is a homomorphic image of
A/I1[X1, . . . , Xd]. So for all n ≥ 0,

ℓ(Qn/QnI1) ≤ ℓ(A/I1)

(

n+ d− 1

d− 1

)

+ terms with degree ≤ d− 2 (3.1)

There exists an integer N such that for all n ≥ N ,

ℓ(A/Qn) =
d

∑

i=0

(−1)iei(Q)

(

n− 1 + d− i

d− i

)

= e0(I)

(

n+ d

d

)

− (e0(I) + e1(Q))

(

n+ d− 1

d− 1

)

+

d
∑

i=2

(−1)i(ei−1(Q) + ei(Q))

(

n+ d− i

d− i

)

Thus, for all n ≥ N ,

ℓ(A/In+1) + ℓ(Sn) = ℓ(A/Qn) + ℓ(Qn/QnI1)

≤ e0(I)

(

n+ d

d

)

− (e0(I) + e1(Q))

(

n+ d− 1

d− 1

)

+

d
∑

i=2

(−1)i
(

ei−1(Q)+

ei(Q)
)

(

n+ d− i

d− i

)

+ ℓ(A/I1)

(

n+ d− 1

d− 1

)

+ terms with degree ≤ d− 2

≤ e0(I)

(

n+ d

d

)

−
{

e0(I) + e1(Q)− ℓ(A/I1)
}

(

n+ d− 1

d− 1

)

+

d
∑

i=2

(−1)i(ei−1(Q) + ei(Q))

(

n+ d− i

d− i

)

+ terms with degree ≤ d− 2.

Now the conclusion follows by comparing the coefficients. �

Proposition 3.5. Let I be an I-good filtration. Suppose that the conditions (C0) and (C2) are satisfied.
Then, for all n ≥ 0,

ℓA(A/In+1) = e0(I)

(

n+ d

d

)

−
{

e0(I) + e1(Q)− ℓ(A/I1)
}

(

n+ d− 1

d− 1

)

+

d
∑

i=2

(−1)i(ei−1(Q) + ei(Q))

(

n+ d− i

d− i

)

− ℓA(Sn)

(3.2)

Proof. Suppose that the the conditions (C0) and (C2) hold. Then N = 0 in the proof of Proposition
3.4 and T/I1T ∼= A/I1[X1, . . . , Xd] by Lemma 3.2. Hence equality holds in (3.1) for all n ≥ 0.. �

In (3.2), we may write

ℓA(Sn) = e0(S)

(

n+ s− 1

s− 1

)

− e1(S)

(

n+ s− 2

s− 2

)

+ . . .+ (−1)s−1es−1(S)

for n ≫ 0 where s = dimS. Then, on comparing the coefficients of both sides, we get the following
corollary.

Corollary 3.6. Suppose that the conditions (C0) and (C2) are satisfied and s = dimS.

(i) Suppose s = d. Then
(a) e1(I) = e0(I) + e1(Q)− ℓ(A/I1) + e0(S) and
(b) ei(I) = ei−1(Q) + ei(Q) + ei−1(S) for 2 ≤ i ≤ d.

(ii) Suppose s < d. Then
(a) e1(I) = e0(I) + e1(Q)− ℓ(A/I1),
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(b) ei(I) = ei−1(Q) + ei(Q) for 2 ≤ i ≤ d− s and
(c) ei(I) = ei−1(Q) + ei(Q) + (−1)d−sei−d+s−1(S) for all d− s+ 1 ≤ i ≤ d.

3.2. Reduction steps

In the theory of Hilbert polynomials, it is very useful to reduce a problem (i) to the case when
depthA > 0 and (ii) to a lower dimensional case for applying induction. The following results allow us
to do both these reductions in our problem.

Lemma 3.7. (i) If A satisfies (C1) and (C2), then C satisfies (C1) and (C2).
(ii) Suppose that d ≥ 2. Let a ∈ Q \ mQ be a superficial element for I = {In} and Q. Then

2e0(I)− e1(I)+ e1(Q) = 2ℓA(A/I1)+ ℓA(I1/(I2+Q)) if and only if 2e0(I ′)− e1(I ′)+ e1(Q
′) =

2ℓA(A
′/I1

′) + ℓA(I1
′/(I2

′ +Q′)).
(iii) 2e0(I)−e1(I)+e1(Q) = 2ℓA(A/I1)+ℓA(I1/(I2+Q)) if and only if 2e0(IC)−e1(IC)+e1(QC) =

2ℓA(C/I1C) + ℓA(I1C/(I2C +QC)) and W ⊆ I2 +Q.

Proof. (i) Suppose A satisfies (C1). Then it follows from [28, Corollary 3.9] that C is gener-
alized Cohen-Macaulay with QC a standard parameter ideal in C and Q ∩ W = 0. Now
let (a1, . . . , ǎi, . . . , ad) :A ai ⊆ I and r + W ∈ (a1, . . . , ǎi, . . . , ad)C :C ai. Then rai ∈
(a1, . . . , ǎi, . . . , ad) + W . Suppose rai = s + w0 with s ∈ (a1, . . . , ǎi, . . . , ad) and w0 ∈ W .
Then w0 ∈ Q ∩ W = 0 which implies that r ∈ (a1, . . . , ǎi, . . . , ad) : ai ⊆ I. Therefore,
(a1, . . . , ǎi, . . . , ad)C :C ai ⊆ IC.

(ii) We have ei(I) = ei(I ′), ei(Q) = ei(Q
′) for 0 ≤ i ≤ d− 2, ed−1(I) = ed−1(I ′) + (−1)dℓ(0 :A a)

and ed−1(Q) = ed−1(Q
′) + (−1)dℓ(0 :A a). Therefore, 2e0(I) − e1(I) + e1(Q) = 2e0(I

′) −
e1(I ′) + e1(Q

′). Further, 2ℓA(A/I1) + ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q)) = 2ℓA(A
′/I ′1) + ℓA(I

′
1/(I

′
2 +Q′)).

(iii) We have ei(I) = ei(IC) and ei(Q) = ei(QC) for 0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1, ed(I) = ed(IC) + (−1)dℓA(W )
and ed(Q) = ed(QC) + (−1)dℓA(W ). Thus,

2e0(I)− e1(I) + e1(Q) = 2e0(IC) − e1(IC) + e1(QC)

≤ 2ℓA(C/I1C) + ℓA(I1C/(I2C +QC)) by (1.1)

≤ 2ℓA(A/I1) + ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q))

Therefore, 2e0(I)−e1(I)+e1(Q) = 2ℓA(A/I1)+ℓA(I1/(I2+Q)) if and only if 2e0(IC)−e1(IC)+
e1(QC) = 2ℓA(C/I1C) + ℓA(I1C/(I2C + QC)), ℓA(I1C/(I2C + QC)) = ℓA(I1/(I2 + Q)) and
ℓA(C/I1C) = ℓA(A/I1). Note that the last two equalities hold if and only if W ⊆ I2 +Q. �

We end this section with the following remark.

Remark 3.8. Suppose e1(I) − e1(Q) = 2(e0(Q) − ℓ(A/Q)) for an I-good filtration I and Q ⊆ I ⊆ I1
a minimal reduction. Then

(i) e1(I) = e1(Q),
(ii) A is Cohen-Macaulay and
(iii) I = {In}.

Proof. We have e0(I)− ℓ(A/I1) ≤ e1(I)− e1(Q) = 2(e0(Q)− ℓ(A/Q)) which gives e0(Q)− 2ℓ(A/Q) ≥
−ℓ(A/I1)=⇒e0(Q) − ℓ(A/Q) ≥ ℓ(I1/Q) ≥ 0. On the other hand, e0(Q) ≤ ℓ(A/Q). Therefore, we get
e0(Q) = ℓ(A/Q). Thus A is Cohen-Macaulay, see [?, Corollary 4.7.11] and e1(I) = e1(Q) = 0. This
gives that I = {In} by [17, Theorem 3.21]. �

4. The inequality (1.1) and its boundary condition

In this section, we prove the inequality e1(I)− e1(Q) ≥ 2e0(I)− 2ℓA(A/I1)− ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q)) for an
I-good filtration in Theorem 4.1. A different proof can be found in [23, Theorem 2.4]. An important
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consequence of our method is Proposition 4.3 in which we find some equivalent conditions for equality

in (1.1). Let L = ⊕
n≥1

In+2+I1Q
n

I1Qn which is a graded submodule of S.

Theorem 4.1. Let (A,m) be a Noetherian local ring, I an m-primary ideal and I = {In} an I-good
filtration. Then

e1(I) − e1(Q) ≥ 2e0(I)− 2ℓA(A/I1)− ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q)).

Proof. If I1 = Q(= I), then by Proposition 3.4, e1(I)− e1(Q) ≥ e0(Q)− ℓ(A/I1) ≥ 2e0(Q)− 2ℓ(A/I1)
as e0(Q) ≤ ℓ(A/Q).

Suppose Q  I1, µ = µ(I1 \Q) and I1 = Q + (x1, . . . , xµ) as defined in Lemma 3.1. The canonical
graded homomorphism F ′ → G(I) = R(I)/R+(1) gives an exact sequence

0 → K(2) → F ′ → G(I) → R(I)/(R+(1) + T ) → 0 (4.1)

of graded T -modules whereK(2) = ker(F ′ → G(I)). Now consider the graded homomorphism of graded
T -modules

(T/I1T (−1))µ
φ
−→ R(I)/(R+(1) + T )

defined as

φ(α1, . . . , αµ) =

µ
∑

i=1

αixit ∈ R(I)/(R+(1) + T )

where αi ∈ T/I1T for 1 ≤ i ≤ µ. Then [Cokerφ]n = In/In+1+Q
n

(I1Qn−1+In+1)/(In+1+Qn)
∼= In/(In+1 + I1Q

n−1) =

(S/L)n−1. Thus Cokerφ ∼= S/L(−1) and we get the exact sequence

0 → kerφ→ F ′(−1)µ
φ
−→ R(I)/(R+(1) + T ) → S/L(−1) → 0 (4.2)

Next, we consider the following exact sequence induced from (4.2),

0 → [kerφ]1 → [F ′µ]0 → [R(I)/R+(1) + T ]1 → 0

and tensor it with F ′ to get the following commutative diagram:

([kerφ]1 ⊗F ′)(−1) //

ψ1

��

([F ′µ]0 ⊗F ′)(−1) //

ψ2

��

([R(I)/(R+(1) + T )]1 ⊗F ′)(−1) //

ψ3

��

0

0 // kerφ
f

// [F ′(−1)
µ
] // Imφ // 0

of graded T -modules where ψ2 is bijective. So, we have an exact sequence

0 → K(1) → ([R(I)/(R+(1) + T )]1 ⊗F ′)(−1)
ψ3
−−→ Imφ→ 0 (4.3)

of graded T -modules where K(1) = kerψ3. We put K(3) = L for convenience of notation. Note that
K(1) ≤ ([R(I)/(R+(1) + T )]1 ⊗F ′)(−1), K(2) ≤ F ′ and K(3) ≤ S. So, dimK(i) ≤ d for i = 1, 2, 3.

From (4.1), (4.2) and (4.3), we have that

ℓA(G(I)n) = ℓA(F
′
n) + ℓA(([R(I)/R+(1) + T ]n)− ℓA([K

(2)]n)

= ℓA(F
′
n) + {ℓA([Imφ]n) + ℓA([S/L]n−1)} − ℓA([K

(2)]n)

= ℓA(F
′
n) + {ℓA(

[

[R(I)/R+(1) + T ]1 ⊗F ′
]

n−1
− ℓA([K

(1)]n)}

+ ℓA(Sn−1)− ℓA([K
(3)]n−1)− ℓA([K

(2)]n) (4.4)

for all n ≥ 0. Since (A/I1)[X1, . . . , Xd] → F ′ = T/I1T defined by Xi 7→ xit is surjective map and
[R(I)/R+(1) + T ]1 = I1/(I2 +Q), we have that

ℓA([[R(I)/R+(1) + T ]1 ⊗F ′]n−1) ≤ ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q))

(

n− 1 + d− 1

d− 1

)
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≤ ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q))
(

(

n+ d− 1

d− 1

)

−

(

n+ d− 2

d− 2

)

)

and

ℓA([F
′]n) ≤ ℓA(A/I1)

(

n+ d− 1

d− 1

)

Further, we write

ℓA(G(I)n) = e0(I)

(

n+ d− 1

d− 1

)

− e1(I)

(

n+ d− 2

d− 2

)

+ . . .+ (−1)d−1ed−1(I)

ℓA(Sn−1) = e0(S)

(

n− 1 + s− 1

s− 1

)

− e1(S)

(

n+ s− 3

s− 2

)

+ . . .+ (−1)s−1es−1(S)

where s = dimS ≤ d. We get

e0(I) ≤

{

ℓA(A/I1) + ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q)) + e0(S) if dimS = d

ℓA(A/I1) + ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q)) if dimS < d.

Since e0(S) ≤ e1(I)− e1(Q)− e0(I) + ℓA(A/I1) if dimS = d and e1(I)− e1(Q)− e0(I) + ℓA(A/I1) ≥ 0
if dimS < d by Proposition 3.4, we have

e0(I) ≤ 2ℓA(A/I1) + ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q)) + e1(I)− e1(Q)− e0(I).

This completes the proof. �

Next, we discuss the conditions when equality holds in Theorem 4.1. First we note the following
lemma. The I-adic case can be seen in [21].

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that the conditions (C0) and (C2) are satisfied and Q  I1. Then,

ℓA(In/In+1) =
{

ℓA(A/I1) + ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q))
}

(

n+ d− 1

d− 1

)

− ℓ(I1/(I2 +Q))

(

n+ d− 2

d− 2

)

+ ℓA(Sn−1)− ℓA([K
(1)]n)− ℓA([K

(2)]n)− ℓA([K
(3)]n−1)

for all n ≥ 0. Furthermore,

e1(I)− e1(Q) = 2e0(I) − 2ℓA(A/I1)− ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q)) +
∑

i∈Γ

e0(K
(i))

where Γ = {i | 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, dimT K
(i) = d}.

Proof. By (4.4), we have that

ℓA(In/In+1) = ℓA(G(I)n) = ℓA(F
′
n) + {ℓA(

[

[R(I)/(R+(1) + T )]1 ⊗F ′
]

n−1
− ℓA([K

(1)]n)}

+ ℓA(Sn−1)− ℓA([K
(3)]n−1)− ℓA([K

(2)]n)

for all n ≥ 0. By Lemma 3.2, F ′ ∼= (A/I1)[X1, . . . , Xd] and [R(I)/(R+(1)+T )]1⊗F ′ ∼= (I1/(I2+Q))⊗
A/I1[X1, . . . , Xd]. Therefore, we have for all n ≥ 0,

ℓA(F
′
n) = ℓA(A/I1)

(

n+ d− 1

d− 1

)

and

ℓA(
[

[R(I)/(R+(1) + T )]1 ⊗F ′
]

n−1
) = ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q))

(

n+ d− 2

d− 1

)

Thus,

ℓA(In/In+1) = ℓA(A/I1)

(

n+ d− 1

d− 1

)

+ ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q))

(

n+ d− 2

d− 1

)

− ℓA([K
(1)]n)

+ ℓA(Sn−1)− ℓA([K
(3)]n−1)− ℓA([K

(2)]n)

= ℓA(A/I1)

(

n+ d− 1

d− 1

)

+ ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q))
{

(

n+ d− 1

d− 1

)

−

(

n+ d− 2

d− 2

)

}

+ ℓA(Sn−1)− ℓA([K
(1)]n)− ℓA([K

(3)]n−1)− ℓA([K
(2)]n)
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=
(

ℓA(A/I1) + ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q))
)

(

n+ d− 1

d− 1

)

− ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q))

(

n+ d− 2

d− 2

)

+ ℓA(Sn−1)− ℓA([K
(1)]n)− ℓA([K

(3)]n−1)− ℓA([K
(2)]n)

for all n ≥ 0. On comparing the coefficients, we get that

e0(I) =











ℓA(A/I1) + ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q)) + e0(S)−
∑

i∈Γ

e0(K
(i)) if dimS = d

ℓA(A/I1) + ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q))−
∑

i∈Γ

e0(K
(i)) if dimS ≤ d− 1

= 2ℓA(A/I1) + ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q)) + e1(I) − e1(Q)− e0(I) −
∑

i∈Γ

e0(K
(i))

since e1(I) − e0(I) − e1(Q) + ℓ(A/I1) = e0(S) if dimS = d and e1(I) − e0(I) − e1(Q) + ℓ(A/I1) =
0 if dimS ≤ d− 1 using Corollary 3.6. �

It is easy to observe that AssT K
(i) ⊆ {mT } for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. To see this, note that K(1) ≤

[R(I)/R+(1) + T ]1 ⊗ F ′ ∼= (I1/(I2 + Q)) ⊗ (A/I1)[X1, . . . , Xd] which is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay
F ′ ∼= A/I1[X1, . . . , Xd]-module, K(2) ≤ F ′ ∼= A/I1[X1, . . . , Xd] and K

(3) ≤ S. Therefore, if K(i) 6= 0,
then dimK(i) = d for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. We will need the following proposition later. Here note that
(C1)=⇒(C0) and (C1) + (C3)=⇒T satisfies (S2) see [28, Theorem 6.2].

Proposition 4.3. Suppose that the conditions (C1), (C2) and (C3) are satisfied. Assume that Q  I1.
Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) We have e1(I)− e1(Q) = 2e0(I) − 2ℓA(A/I1)− ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q)).
(ii) There exist exact sequences

0 → (I1/(I2 +Q))⊗F ′)(−1) → R(I)/(R+(1) + T ) → S(−1) → 0

and
0 → F ′ → G(I) → R(I)/(R+(1) + T ) → 0

of graded T -modules.
(iii) K(i) = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3.

When this is the case, we have the injective maps

HiM(G(I)) →֒ HiM(R(I)/(R+(1) + T )) →֒ HiM(S)(−1)

of graded T -modules for 0 ≤ i ≤ d − 1 and HiM(G(I)) ∼= HiM(R(I)/(R+(1) + T )) ∼= HiM(S)(−1) for
0 ≤ i ≤ d− 2.

Proof. We show that (i)⇒ (iii) ⇒ (ii)⇒ (i).

(i) ⇒ (iii) Suppose (i) holds and K(i) 6= 0 for some 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. Then i ∈ Γ and e0(K
(i)) = 0 using

Lemma 4.2 which is a contradiction.

(iii) ⇒ (ii) From the exact sequence (4.3), we get that Imφ ∼= ((I1/(I2 +Q))⊗F ′)(−1). Now the first
exact sequence follows from the exact sequence in (4.2) and the second exact sequence follows from the
exact sequence in (4.1).

(ii) ⇒ (i) Suppose (ii) holds. Then, for all n ≥ 0,

ℓA(In/In+1) = ℓA(G(I)n) = ℓA([F
′]n) + ℓA([R(I)/R+(1) + T ]n)

= ℓA([F
′]n) + ℓA

(

[(I1/(I2 +Q))⊗F ′]n−1

)

+ ℓA(Sn−1).

Now using the same argument as done in Lemma 4.2, we get the desired equality.

Finally, since F ′ ∼= (A/I1)[X1, . . . , Xd] by Lemma 3.2 and (I1/(I2 +Q)) ⊗ F ′ is a maximal Cohen-
Macaulay module, we get the injective maps

HiM(G(I)) →֒ HiM (R(I)/(R+(1) + T )) →֒ HiM (S)(−1)
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of graded T -modules for 0 ≤ i ≤ d − 1 and HiM(G(I)) ∼= HiM(R(I)/(R+(1) + T )) ∼= HiM(S)(−1) for
0 ≤ i ≤ d− 2. �

Corollary 4.4. Suppose that the conditions (C1), (C2) and (C3) are satisfied and the equality e1(I)−
e1(Q) = 2e0(I) − 2ℓ(A/I1)− ℓ(I1/(I2 +Q)) holds. Then

(i) In+2 ⊆ QnI1 for all n ≥ 0,
(ii) Qn ∩ In+1 = QnI1 for all n ≥ 0,
(iii) depthG(I) > 0 and
(iv) (a1, . . . , ǎi, . . . , ad) : ai ⊆ I2 +Q for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d.

Proof. If I1 = Q, then by Remark 3.8, A is Cohen-Macaulay and I = {In = Qn}. Then the conclusion
holds. Suppose Q  I1.

(i) By Proposition 4.3, K(3) = 0 which gives In+2 ⊆ QnI1 for all n ≥ 0.
(ii) By Proposition 4.3, K(2) = 0, so [K(2)]n = Qn ∩ In+1/Q

nI1 = 0 for all n ≥ 0.
(iii) Using the two exact sequences of Proposition 4.3(ii) and depth lemma, it is enough to see that

(I1/(I2+Q))⊗F ′ ∼= (I1/(I2+Q))⊗A/I1[X1, . . . , Xd] and S have positive depths as T -modules.
(iv) Let x ∈ (a1, . . . , ǎi, . . . , ad) : ai. Then xai =

∑

1≤j≤d,j 6=i

ajxj , xj ∈ A. Here, x, xj ∈ I1 due to the

condition (C2). Let

g = x⊗ ait−
∑

1≤j≤d,j 6=i

xj ⊗ ajt ∈ (I1/(I2 +Q))⊗F ′

where x, xj denote the images of x, xj in I1/(I2+Q) and ait denote the image of ait in F ′. The
image of g under the map 0 → ((I1/(I2 +Q))⊗F ′)(−1) → R(I)/(R+(1) + T ) is

xait2 −
∑

1≤j≤d,j 6=i

xjajt2 = 0

which implies that g = 0 ∈ (I1/(I2+Q))⊗F ′ ∼= (I1/(I2+Q))⊗ (A/I1)[a1t, . . . , adt]. Therefore,
x ∈ I2 +Q. �

5. A necessary and sufficient condition for equality in (1.1)

In this section, we prove a necessary and sufficient condtition for the equality e1(I) − e1(Q) =
2e0(I) − 2ℓA(A/I1)− ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q)) to hold. We begin with the following remark.

Remark 5.1. Suppose I2 ⊆ Q and the equality e1(I) − e1(Q) = 2e0(I) − 2ℓ(A/I1) − ℓ(I1/(I2 + Q))
holds. Then A is Cohen-Macaulay with In+1 = QnI1 for n ≥ 1, S = (0) and G(I) is Cohen-Macaulay
with a(G(I)) ≤ 1− d.

Proof. By Proposition 3.4, e1(I) − e1(Q) ≥ e0(I) − ℓ(A/I1). Hence,

0 = e1(I) − e1(Q)− 2e0(I) + 2ℓ(A/I1) + ℓ(I1/Q)

= e1(I) − e1(Q)− 2e0(I) + ℓ(A/I1) + ℓ(A/Q)

≥ ℓ(A/Q)− e0(I)

≥ 0.

Thus, ℓA(A/Q) = e0(Q) which implies that A is Cohen-Macaulay, see [?, Section 4.7] and e1(I) −
e1(Q) = e0(I) − ℓ(A/I1). Using Corollary 3.6, S = (0) as dimS 6= d. Recall that if A is Cohen-
Macaulay, then either S = (0) or dimS = d, see [30, Proposition 2.1]. Consequently, In+1 = QnI1 for
all n ≥ 1 and G(I) is Cohen-Macaulay by Vallabrega-Valla criteria. Since G(I) is Cohen-Macaulay, we
have ad(G(I) + d ≤ 1. �

Proposition 5.2. Suppose that the conditions (C1) and (C2) are satisfied and the equality e1(I) −
e1(Q) = 2e0(I) − 2ℓA(A/I1)− ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q)) holds. Then In+2 ⊆ QnI2 +W for n ≥ 1 and W ⊆ I2.
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Proof. We first show that W ⊆ I2. By Lemma 3.7(iii), we have that W ⊆ I2 +Q and the equality (1.1)
holds in C. Then by Corollary 4.4, QnC ∩ In+1C = QnI1C for n ≥ 0. Now let w = i + q ∈ W where
i ∈ I2 and q ∈ Q. Then q = w − i ∈ (Q +W ) ∩ (I2 +W ) = QI1 +W . So, q ∈ (QI1 +W ) ∩ Q = QI1
since Q ∩W = 0 which implies w = i+ q ∈ I2. Hence W ⊆ I2.

For the rest of the proof, we may pass to the ring C and assume that the conditions (C1), (C2) and
(C3) are satisfied. We show, by induction on d, that In+2 = QnI2 for all n ≥ 1. Suppose the equality
e1(I) − e1(Q) = 2e0(I) − 2ℓA(A/I1) − ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q)) holds. Then by Corollary 4.4, depthG(I) > 0
and In+2 ⊆ QnI1 for all n ≥ 0. We may assume that f1 = a1t ∈ R(I) is a regular element of G(I).

Suppose d = 1. Since In+2 ⊆ QnI1 ⊆ (an1 ) and fn1 is a regular element of G(I), we get that
In+2 = In+2 ∩ (an1 ) = an1 I2 = QnI2 for all n ≥ 1.

Suppose d ≥ 2. As earlier, let A′ = A/(a1), Q
′ = Q/(a1), I

′ = I/(a1) and I ′ = I/(a1) be the filtration
in A′. Then the conditions (C1) and (C2) are satisfied forA′ and e1(I ′)−e1(Q′) = 2e0(I ′)−2ℓA(A

′/I1
′)−

ℓA(I1
′/(I2

′ +Q′)) by Lemma 3.7. Further, (C1), (C2) and (C3) are satisfied for C′ = A′/H0
m(A

′). Let
IC′ = {InA

′ + H0
m(A

′)/H0
m(A

′)} be the I ′C′-good filtration in C′. By induction hypothesis, we have
for all n ≥ 1,

In+2A
′ ⊆ QnI2A

′ +H0
m(A

′)

⇒ In+2 ⊆ QnI2 + (a1) + H0
m(A

′)

⊆ QnI2 + ((a1) : Q)

since a1, . . . , ad is a d-sequence and H0
m(A

′) = ((a1) : Q). Now we show that In+2 ⊆ QnI2 by induction
on n. let x ∈ In+2, write x = y + z where y ∈ QnI2 and z ∈ ((a1) : Q). Then z = x − y ∈ ((a1) :
Q)∩In+2 ⊆ ((a1) : Q)∩QnI1 ⊆ ((a1) : Q)∩Q = (a1) since In+2 ⊆ QnI1 by Corollary 4.4 and a1, . . . , ad
is a d-sequence. This implies

z ∈ (a1) ∩ In+2 = a1In+1 ⊆ QIn+1

as a1t is a regular element for G(I). For n = 1, we get that x = y + z ∈ QI2. Suppose n > 1. Then
z ∈ QIn+1 ⊆ Q.Qn−1I2 by induction hypothesis which implies x ∈ QnI2. This completes the proof. �

Now we prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.3. Let Q = (a1, . . . , ad) ⊆ I be a reduction of I and the conditions (C1) and (C2) hold.
Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) e1(I)− e1(Q) = 2e0(I) − 2ℓ(A/I1)− ℓ(I1/(I2 +Q));
(2) In+2 ⊆ QnI2 +W, (Qn +W )∩ (In+1 +W ) = QnI1 +W for all n ≥ 1 and (a1, . . . , ǎi, . . . , ad) :

ai ⊆ I2 +Q for 1 ≤ i ≤ d.

When this is the case, we have W ⊆ I2.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) By Proposition 5.2, In+2 ⊆ QnI2+W for n ≥ 1 and W ⊆ I2. By Lemma 3.7, we have
e1(IC)− e1(QC) = 2e0(IC)− 2ℓA(C/I1C)− ℓA(I1C/(I2C +QC)) and W ⊆ I2 +Q. Since (C1), (C2)
and (C3) are satisfied for C, by Corollary 4.4 we get (Qn +W ) ∩ (In+1 +W ) = QnI1 +W for n ≥ 1
and (a1, . . . , ǎi, . . . , ad) :A ai ⊆ I2 +Q for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d;.

(2) ⇒ (1) Suppose Q = I1. Then I2 +W = (I2 + W ) ∩ (Q +W ) = QI1 + W = Q2 + W and
In+2 ⊆ Qn+2 + W for n ≥ 1. This implies that IC = {QnC} and e1(IC) − e1(QC) = 0. Since
W ⊆ (a1, . . . , ǎi, . . . , ad) : ai ⊆ I2 +Q, it is enough to get the equality

e1(IC) − e1(QC) = 0 = 2(e0(IC)− ℓ(C/QC))

in C and apply Lemma 3.7. By [27, Theorem 4.1], we have that e0(IC) = e0(QC) = ℓ(C/QC) −
ℓ((a1, . . . , ad−1) : ad/((a1, . . . , ad−1) : ad) ∩Q)) = ℓ(C/QC) as (a1, . . . , ad−1) : ad ⊆ I2 +Q = Q.

Now let Q  I1. Since A satisfies (C1), by Remark 2.1, W ⊆ (a1, . . . , ǎi, . . . , ad) : ai ⊆ I2 +Q. We
show the required equality in the ring C and use Lemma 3.7. Passing to the ring C, we may assume that
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the conditions (C1), (C2) and (C3) are satisfied and In+1 = Qn−1I2 for n ≥ 2 and Qn∩In+1 = QnI1 for
all n ≥ 1. By Proposition 4.3, it is enough to show that K(i) = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. It follows easily that

K(3) = ⊕
n≥1

In+2 + I1Q
n

I1Qn
= 0 and K(2) = ⊕

n≥1

Qn ∩ In+1

I1Qn
= 0.

Now we show that K(1) = 0. From (4.3), we have the exact sequence

0 → K(1) → ([R(I)/(R+(1) + T )]1 ⊗F ′)(−1)
ψ3
−−→ Imφ→ 0

where K(1) = kerψ3. Suppose K
(1) 6= 0. Let

n = min{m | [K(1)]m 6= 0}.

Since
[

[R(I)/(R+(1) + T )]1 ⊗ F ′
]

m−1
= 0 for all m ≤ 0, we have [K(1)]m = 0 for m ≤ 0. For m = 1,

notice that
[

[R(I)/(R+(1) + T )]1 ⊗F ′
]

0
∼= I1/(I2 +Q)⊗A/I1 ∼= I1/(I2 +Q).

Let g =
∑

1≤i≤p

zi ⊗ ri ∈ [K(1)]1 where zi denote the image of zi ∈ I1 in I1/(I2 + Q) and ri denote

the image of ri in A/I1. Then ψ3(g) =
∑

1≤i≤p

zirit = 0 where zirit denote the image in Imφ ⊆

[R(I)/(R+(1) + T )]1 = I1/(I2 + Q) which implies
∑

1≤i≤p

ziri ∈ I2 + Q, i.e., g =
∑

1≤i≤p

zi ⊗ ri =

∑

1≤i≤p

ziri ⊗ 1̄ = 0 in
[

[R(I)/(R+(1) + T )]1 ⊗ F ′
]

0
. This gives that [K(1)]1 = 0. Therefore, n ≥ 2. Let

0 6= g ∈ [K(1)]n = [kerψ3]n. Put

Λ = {(α1, . . . , αd) ∈ Z
d | αi ≥ 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ d and

d
∑

i=1

αi = n− 1}

We may write

g =
∑

α∈Λ,α1≥1

xα ⊗ (a1t)α1(a2t)α2 . . . (adt)αd +
∑

β∈Λ,β1=0

xβ ⊗ (a2t)β2 . . . (adt)βd

where xα and xβ denote the images of xα, xβ ∈ I1 in I1/(I2 + Q), and (a1t)α1(a2t)α2 . . . (adt)αd and

(a2t)β2 . . . (adt)βd denote the images of corresponding elements in F ′
n−1. Then

ψ3(g) =
∑

α∈Λ,α1≥1

xαa
α1

1 aα2

2 . . . aαd

d tn +
∑

β∈Λ,β1=0

xβa
β2

2 . . . aβd

d t
n = 0 ∈ [R(I)/R+(1) + T ]n

⇒
∑

α∈Λ,α1≥1

xαa
α1

1 aα2

2 . . . aαd

d +
∑

β∈Λ,β1=0

xβa
β2

2 . . . aβd

d ∈ In+1 +Qn.

We have for all n ≥ 2, In+1 + Qn = Qn−1I2 + Qn ⊆ a1Q
n−2I2 + (a2, . . . , ad)

n−1I2 + a1Q
n−1 +

(a2, . . . , ad)
n ⊆ a1Q

n−2I2 + a1Q
n−1 + (a2, . . . , ad)

n−1 and
∑

β∈Λ,β1=0

xβa
β2

2 . . . aβd

d ∈ (a2, . . . , ad)
n−1. So,

there exists q ∈ Qn−2I2 and q′ ∈ Qn−1 such that
∑

α∈Λ,α1≥1

xαa
α1

1 aα2

2 . . . aαd

d + a1q + a1q
′ ∈ (a2, . . . , ad)

n−1

⇒ a1.{
∑

α∈Λ,α1≥1

xαa
α1−1
1 aα2

2 . . . aαd

d + q + q′} ∈ (a2, . . . , ad)
n−1

⇒
∑

α∈Λ,α1≥1

xαa
α1−1
1 aα2

2 . . . aαd

d + q + q′ ∈ (a2, . . . , ad)
n−2(I2 +Q) ⊆ In +Qn−1

since (a2, . . . , ad)
n−1 : a1 ⊆ (a2, . . . , ad)

n−2.((a2, . . . , ad) : a1) by [12, Lemma 3.5] and (a2, . . . , ad) :
a1 ⊆ I2 +Q is given. Hence, we get

∑

α∈Λ,α1≥1

xαa
α1−1
1 aα2

2 . . . aαd

d ∈ In +Qn−1
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⇒
∑

α∈Γ1

xα ⊗ (a1t)α1−1(a2t)α2 . . . (adt)αd ∈ [K(1)]n−1 = 0

which implies that

g =
∑

β∈Γ2

xβ ⊗ (a2t)β2 . . . (adt)βd .

Therefore g = 0 since, by symmetry of the elements ait, the similar steps can be repeated for any ai,
1 ≤ i ≤ d. This is a contradiction. Hence K(1) = 0. This completes the proof. �

6. A detour to generalized depth and generalized Cohen-Macaulayness

At this point, we take a detour to gather facts on the finiteness properties of the local cohomology
modules. The results of this section will be used in proving our main theorems in Section 7. We first
recall the notion of generalized depth, defined in [15]. We refer to the papers of Brodmann [1] and
Faltings [5] for this topic. For an A-module M and an ideal J of A, the generalized depth of M with
respect to J is

g– depthJ(M) := sup{k ∈ Z | J ⊆
√

AnnAHim(M) for all i < k}.

Note that, g– depthJM ≥ k if and only if some power of J annihilates Him(M) for 0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1. For a
non-negatively graded Noetherian ring S = ⊕

n≥0
Sn with S0 local and a homogeneous ideal J of S, we

define the generalized depth of a graded S-module L with respect to J as,

g– depthJ L = g– depthJLE
LE

where E is the unique maximal homogeneous ideal of S. Investigating the relationship between the
depths of R(I) and G(I), authors in [15, Proposition 3.2] proved that

g– depthR(I)+ R(I) = g– depthG(I)+ G(I) + 1.

We extend the above result for I-good filtration in Proposition 6.2. First we note the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Let p be a prime ideal of R(I) such that R(I)+(1) ⊆ p and R(I)+ * p. Let q =
p/R(I)+(1). Then

depthR(I)p = depthG(I)q + 1.

Proof. Choose xtm ∈ R(I)+ \ p with x ∈ Im. Then (xtm−1)R(I)p ⊆ R(I)+(1)R(I)p. Indeed,
(xtm−1)R(I)p = R(I)+(1)R(I)p. To see this, let a = ytn ∈ R(I)+(1) with y ∈ In+1, then

ytn = xtm−1.yt
n+1

xtm ∈ xtm−1R(I)p. Therefore G(I)q ∼= R(I)p/R(I)+(1)R(I)p = R(I)p/(xtm−1)R(I)p.
If xtm−1 is a zero-divisor in R(I)p, then there exists an associated prime p′ of R(I) such that
xtm−1 ∈ p′ ⊆ p. Suppose p′ = (0 :R(I) f), then xtm−1f = 0=⇒xtmf = 0=⇒xtm ∈ p′ ⊆ p, a

contradiction. Thus, xtm−1 is non-zero-divisor in R(I)p which gives the desired result. �

Suppose In+1 = I1In for all n ≥ n0. Then In0+r = Ir1In0
for all r ≥ 1 which gives (R+)n0+r =

In0+rt
n0+r = (I1t)

rIn0
tn0 ⊆ (R+

r+1)n0+r
for all r ≥ 1. In other words, (R+)n = (Rn−n0+1

+ )n for
n ≥ n0. Therefore, for each m ≥ 1 and for all n≫ 0, we have

(Rm
+ )n = (R+)n (6.1)

Proposition 6.2. Let (A,m) be a Noetherian local ring and I = {In} a filtration of A. Then

g– depthG(I)+ G(I) = g– depthR(I)+ R(I)− 1

Proof. We may assume that A is complete, see [15, Remark 2.4]. Consequently, A is a homomorphic
image of a regular local ring and hence R(I) and G(I) are homomorphic images of regular rings. Now
using [18, Proposition 2.4], we have that

g– depthG(I)+ G(I) = min{depthG(I)p + dimG(I)/p | p ∈ SpecG(I),G(I)+ * p, p is homogeneous}
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g– depthR(I)+ R(I) = min{depthR(I)p + dimR(I)/p | p ∈ SpecR(I),R(I)+ * p, p is homogeneous}.

Suppose g– depthR+
R(I) ≥ k. Let q be a prime ideal of G(I) not containing G(I)+. Then there

exists a prime ideal p in R(I) such that R+(1) ⊆ p and q = p/R+(1). Clearly, R+ * p as G(I)+ * q.
By Lemma 6.1, depthR(I)p = depthG(I)q + 1. Therefore,

depthG(I)q + dimG(I)/qG(I) = depthR(I)p − 1 + dimR(I)/p ≥ k − 1.

which implies that g– depthG(I)+ G(I) ≥ g– depthR+
R(I)− 1.

For the converse, let g– depthG(I)+ G(I) ≥ k. let p be a homogeneous prime ideal of R(I) such

that R+ * p. Then, there exists a p′ ∈ SpecR(I), R+ * p′ and (R+(1), p) ⊆ p′. Otherwise, for each

prime ideal p′ with (R+(1), p) ⊆ p′, we have R+ ⊆ p′. This means R+ ⊆
√

(R+(1), p) which implies

Rl
+ ⊆ (R+(1), p) for all l ≫ 0. Using (6.1), (Rl

+)n = (R+)n = (R+(1), p)n for all n ≫ 0. This implies
Int

n = In+1t
n + pn=⇒pn = Int

n for all n≫ 0. Thus, for all n≫ 0, (R+)n = pn=⇒R+ ⊆ p which is a
contradiction.

Now let q = p′/R+(1). From [15, Remark 2.2] and Lemma 6.1, we have

depthR(I)p + dimR(I)/p ≥ depthR(I)p′ + dimR(I)/p′

≥ depthG(I)q + 1 + dimG(I)/q

≥ k + 1.

Hence, g– depthR+
R(I) ≥ k + 1 which gives g– depthR+

R(I) ≥ g– depthG(I)+ G(I) + 1. �

Next, we establish a relationship between the generalized depths of Sally module and associated
graded ring of filtration in Proposition 6.4. The I-adic case was discussed in [21]. First we need the
following lemma.

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that the conditions (C1) and (C2) are satisfied. Then, for each 0 ≤ i ≤ d, we
have

[HiM(I1T )]n ∼=











H0
m(A) if i = n = 0

Hi−1
m (A) if 3 ≤ i ≤ d and 2− i ≤ n ≤ −1

(0) otherwise

for all n ∈ Z. Hence I1T is a generalized Cohen-Macaulay T -module and dimT I1T = d+ 1.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2, F ′ ∼= (A/I1)[X1, . . . , Xd] is Cohen-Macaulay. So, by the exact sequence,

0 → I1T → T → F ′ → 0,

we get
HiM(I1T ) ∼= HiM(T )

for 0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1 and the exact sequence

0 → HdM(I1T ) → HdM(T ) → HdM(F ′)

of graded T -modules. Since [HdM(T )]n = 0 for all n ≤ 1 − d by [28, Theorem 6.2] and [HdM(F ′)]n = 0

for all n ≥ 1 − d, we have HdM(I1T ) ∼= HdM(T ) as graded T -modules. Now the conclusion follows by
[28, Theorem 6.2]. �

Proposition 6.4. Suppose that the conditions (C1), (C2) and (C3) are satisfied and S 6= 0. Let
l = g– depthM S. Then (i) g– depthMG(I) = l − 1 if l < d and (ii) S is generalized Cohen-Macaulay
T -module if and only if g– depthMG(I) ≥ d− 1. The later is the case when l = d.

Proof. Clearly l ≤ dimT S = d. By Lemma 6.3, I1T is generalized Cohen-Macaulay with dimT I1T =
d+ 1. Consider the exact sequence

0 → I1T → R+(1) → S → 0.
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If l = d, then it follows that g– depthM R+(1) ≥ d and if l < d, then g– depthM R+(1) = l. Next, we
consider the exact sequence

0 → R+ → R(I) → A→ 0.

Since A is generalized Cohen-Macaulay local ring of dimension d, we get that g– depthMR(I) ≥ d if
l = d and g– depthM R = g– depthMR(I)+ = l if l < d. By Proposition 6.2, g– depthMG(I) = l − 1
if l < d.

Thus, we have that l = d ⇐⇒ g– depthMR(I) ≥ d ⇐⇒ g– depthMG(I) ≥ d − 1. Note that S is
generalized Cohen-Macaulay if and only if l = d. �

7. Buchsbaumness of G(I)

In this section, we develop the proofs of Theorem A and Theorem B. With the hypothesis as in
Theorem A, we first see that G(I) is generalized Cohen-Macaulay in Proposition 7.1. We begin with
the following note.

Consider the canonical homomorphism of graded rings G(I)
φ
−→ G(IC) → 0 . It is easy to see that

[kerφ]n ∼= (In ∩W )/(In+1 ∩W ) which is (0) for n ≫ 0. So, H0
M(kerφ) = kerφ and HiM(kerφ) = 0 for

i ≥ 1. We get an exact sequence

0 → H0
M(kerφ) → H0

M(G(I)) → H0
M(G(IC)) and

HiM(G(I)) ∼= HiM(G(IC) for i ≥ 1 (7.1)

Suppose e1(I)− e1(Q) = 2e0(I)− 2ℓ(A/I1)− ℓ(I1/(I2 +Q)). Then passing to C, we may assume that
(C1), (C2) and (C3) are satisfied. Then by Corollary 4.4, depthG(IC) > 0 which gives

H0
M(kerφ) = H0

M(G(I)) (7.2)

Proposition 7.1. Suppose that the conditions (C1) and (C2) are satisfied and e1(I)−e1(Q) = 2e0(I)−
2ℓA(A/I1) − ℓA(I1/(I2 +Q)) holds. Then G(I) is generalized Cohen-Macaulay and S is a generalized
Cohen-Macaulay T -module.

Proof. By Remark 5.1, we may assume that I2 * Q, S 6= 0. We have HiM(G(I)) ∼= HiM(G(IC)) for
i ≥ 1 as in (7.1). Thus we may pass to the ring C and assume that (C1), (C2) and (C3) are satisfied.
By Proposition 4.3, we have that

HiM(G(I)) →֒ HiM(R(I)/(R+(1) + T )) →֒ HiM(S)(−1)

for 0 ≤ i ≤ d−1. Then g– depthM S ≤ g– depthMG(I). Therefore, by Proposition 6.4, g– depthM S =
g– depthMG(I) = d which gives that G(I) and S are generalized Cohen-Macaulay. �

We now describe the local cohomology modules of G(I).

Theorem 7.2. Suppose that the conditions (C1) and (C2) are satisfied and e1(I) − e1(Q) = 2e0(I) −
2ℓ(A/I1)− ℓ(I1/(I2 +Q)). Then the following hold true.

(i) For all n ∈ Z,

[H0
M(G(I))]n ∼=











W/I3 ∩W if n = 2

(In ∩W )/(In+1 ∩W ) if n ≥ 3

(0) otherwise.

(ii) We have HiM(G(I)) = [HiM(G(I))]2−i ∼= Him(A) for 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1.
(iii) We have a(G(I)) ≤ 2− d.
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Proof. In view of Remark 5.1, we may assume that I2 * Q, S 6= (0). By (7.2), [H0
M(G(I))]n = (In ∩

W )/(In+1 ∩W ) which vanishes for n = 0, 1 as W ⊆ I2 from Proposition 5.2. Further, [H0
M(G(I))]2 =

W/I3 ∩W . This proves part (i).

Now by passing to the ring C, we may assume that (C1), (C2) and (C3) are satisfied, depthG(I) > 0

by Corollary 4.4 and f1 = a1t is a non-zero-divisor on G(I). The exact sequence 0 → G(I)(−1)
f1
−→

G(I) → G(I)/f1G(I) → 0 gives the following exact sequence of local cohomology modules

0 → H0
M(G(I)/f1G(I)) → H1

M(G(I))(−1)
f1
−→ H1

M(G(I)) → H1
M(G(I)/f1G(I)) → . . .

→ Hi−1
M (G(I)/f1G(I)) → HiM(G(I))(−1)

f1
−→ HiM(G(I)) → HiM(G(I)/f1G(I)) → . . .

→ Hd−1
M (G(I)/f1G(I)) → HdM(G(I))(−1)

f1
−→ HdM(G(I)) → 0. (7.3)

We apply induction on d to prove the assertions in (ii) and (iii). Suppose d = 1. Then I3 = a1I2 by
Proposition 5.2. We have G(I)/f1G(I) = A/I1 ⊕ I1/(I2 + Q) ⊕ I2/QI1 and [H1

M(G(I))]n = 0 for all
n≫ 0. This gives that a1(G(I)) ≤ 1.

Now let d ≥ 2 and the assertions in (ii) and (iii) hold for d − 1. Let A′ = A/(a1), I
′ = I/(a1),

Q′ = Q/(a1) and I ′ = I/a1. Note that G(I ′) ∼= G(I)/f1G(I). Then by Lemma 3.7,

e1(I
′)− e1(Q

′) = 2e0(I
′)− 2ℓA(A

′/I1
′)− ℓA(I1

′/(I2
′ +Q′))

and the conditions (C1) and (C2) hold for A′. By induction hypothesis, we have that

ad−1(G(I
′)) ≤ 2− (d− 1) = 3− d

and for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 2,
HiM(G(I ′)) = [HiM(G(I ′))]2−i ∼= Him(A

′). (7.4)

For i = d− 1, we consider the exact sequence, obtained from (7.3),

[Hd−1
M G(I ′)]a(G(I))+1 → [HdM(G(I)(−1)]a(G(I))+1 → 0

which implies that [Hd−1
M G(I ′)]a(G(I))+1 6= 0. Therefore a(G(I))+ 1 ≤ a(G(I ′)) ≤ 3− d i.e. a(G(I)) ≤

2− d.

Now the condition (C1) implies that Q = (a1, . . . , ad) is a standard system of parameters of A. Then
(a2, . . . , ad) is a standard system of parameters of A′. Since In+2 = QnI2 for all n ≥ 1 by Proposition
5.2, we have I ′n ∩H0

m(A
′) ⊆ Q′ ∩H0

m(A
′) = 0 for all n ≥ 3 by [28, Corollary 2.3]. Therefore, by part (i),

H0
M(G(I ′)) = [H0

M(G(I ′))]2 ∼= H0
m(A

′). (7.5)

Since Hi−1
M (G(I ′)) = [Hi−1

M (G(I ′))]3−i for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d − 1 by (7.4) and (7.5), we get the exact
sequences

0 → [HiM(G(I))]n−1 → [HiM(G(I))]n

for all n ≥ 4− i and 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1. This gives [HiM(G(I))]n = 0 for all n ≥ 3− i and 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1.

From (7.3) and (7.4), we also get

[HiM(G(I))]n−1 → [HiM(G(I))]n → 0

for all n ≤ 1 − i and 1 ≤ i ≤ d − 2. By Proposition 7.1, G(I) is generalized Cohen-Macaulay which

implies that [HiM(G(I))]n = 0 for n≪ 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 2. Therefore, we have [HiM(G(I))]n = (0) for
all 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 2 and n ≤ 1− i. Thus, for 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 2,

HiM(G(I)) = [HiM(G(I))]2−i.

Next, we show that [Hd−1
M (G(I))]n = (0) for all n ≤ 2− d. Considering the monomorphisms

0 → [Hd−1
M (G(I))]n−1 → [Hd−1

M (G(I))]n
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for all n ≤ 2 − d, it is enough to show that [Hd−1
M (G(I))]2−d = (0). By Proposition 4.3, we have the

injections
[Hd−1

M (G(I))]2−d →֒ [Hd−1
M (R(I)/R+(1) + T )]2−d →֒ [Hd−1

M (S)]1−d. (7.6)

We show that [Hd−1
M (S)]1−d = (0).

Claim: For 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1, we have [HiM(R+(1))]n = (0) for all n ≤ 2− i and n < 0.

Proof of Claim. The exact sequence 0 → R+(1) → R(I) → G(I) → 0 of graded T -modules induces the
exact sequence

Hi−1
M (G(I)) → HiM(R+(1)) → HiM(R(I))

of local cohomology modules. Since Hi−1
M (G(I)) = [Hi−1

M (G(I))]3−i, we have the injective maps

[HiM(R+(1))]n →֒ [HiM(R(I))]n

for n 6= 3 − i. On the other hand, the exact sequence 0 → R+(−1) → R(I) → A → 0 induces

isomorphism [HiM(R(I))]n ∼= [HiM(R+)]n−1 for all n < 0. Thus,

[HiM(R+(1))]n →֒ [HiM(R(I))]n ∼= [HiM(R+)]n−1 (7.7)

for all n ≤ 2 − i and n < 0. Since G(I) is generalized Cohen-Macaulay by Proposition 7.1, R(I) is

generalized Cohen-Macaulay by [26, Proposition 3.5] which implies that HiM(R(I)) is finitely graded

for 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1. Using (7.7), we get that [HiM(R+(1))]n = 0 for all n ≤ 2− i and n < 0. �

Now consider the exact sequence

0 → I1T → R+(1) → S → 0 (7.8)

and the induced exact sequence of local cohomology modules

[Hd−1
M (R+(1))]1−d → [Hd−1

M (S)]1−d → [HdM(I1T )]1−d.

Since [HdM(I1T )]1−d = (0) by Lemma 6.3 and [Hd−1
M (R+(1))]1−d = (0) by Claim, we get [Hd−1

M (S)]1−d =

(0) and so [Hd−1
M (G(I))]2−d = 0 by (7.6).

It remains to show that [HiM(G(I))]2−i ∼= Him(A) for 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1. The exact sequence 0 → A
a1−→

A → A′ → 0 induces the isomorphism H0
m(A

′) ∼= H1
m(A) since a1 H

1
m(A) = (0). Therefore, using (7.5),

we get that
H1

M(G(I)) = [H1
M(G(I))]1 ∼= [H0

M(G(I ′))]2 ∼= H0
m(A

′) ∼= H1
m(A)

Suppose 2 ≤ i ≤ d− 1. From Proposition 4.3, we have

[HiM(G(I))]2−i →֒ [HiM(R(I)/(R+(1) + T ))]2−i →֒ [HiM(S)]1−i

and from (7.8), we have

[HiM(R+(1))]1−i → [HiM(S)]1−i → [Hi+1
M (I1T )]1−i.

Since [HiM(R+(1))]1−i = 0 by Claim and [Hi+1
M (I1T )]1−i ∼= Him(A) by Lemma 6.3, we get that

HiM(G(I)) = [HiM(G(I))]2−i →֒ Him(A)

for 2 ≤ i ≤ d− 1. Then

I(A) ≤ I(G(I)) =
d−1
∑

i=1

(

d− 1

i

)

ℓ(HiM(G(I))) ≤
d−1
∑

i=1

(

d− 1

i

)

ℓA(H
i
m(A)) = I(A)

see [28, Corollary 5.2] for the first inequality. Then HiM(G(I)) = [HiMG(I))]2−i ∼= Him(A) for 1 ≤ i ≤
d− 1. This completes the proof. �

Now we state and prove our main results.
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Theorem 7.3. Let A be a Noetherian local ring and Q = (a1, . . . , ad) ⊆ I a reduction of I such that
the conditions (C1) and (C2) are satisfied . Suppose the equality

e1(I)− e1(Q) = 2e0(I) − 2ℓ(A/I1)− ℓ(I1/(I2 +Q))

holds. Then G(I) is generalized Cohen-Macaulay with

ℓ(H0
M(G(I))) = ℓ(H0

m(A)), HiM(G(I)) = [HiM(G(I))]2−i ∼= Him(A)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1 and a(G(I)) ≤ 2− d. Furthermore,

(1) e2(I) = e1(Q) + e2(Q) + e1(I) − e0(I) + ℓA(A/I1) if d ≥ 2;
(2) ei(I) = ei−2(Q) + 2ei−1(Q) + ei(Q) for 3 ≤ i ≤ d.

When this is the case, clearly I(G(I)) = I(A) and depthG(I) = depthA.

Proof. By Proposition 7.1, G(I) is generalized Cohen-Macaulay and the description of the local coho-
mology modules HiM(G(I)) follows from Theorem 7.2. It remains to find the Hilbert coeficients. If
I2 ⊆ Q, then A is Cohen-Macaulay and In+1 = QnI1 for n ≥ 1 by Remark 5.1. Then we have e1(Q) = 0
and e1(I) = 2e0(I)− 2ℓA(A/I1)− ℓA(I1/Q) = e0(I)− ℓA(A/I1) which implies ei(I) = 0 for 2 ≤ i ≤ d,
see [14, Corollary 2.4]. Since ei(Q) = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ d, the assertions (1) and (2) hold.

Suppose I2 * Q. Then e1(IC) − e1(QC) = 2e0(IC) − 2ℓ(C/I1C) − ℓ(I1C/(I2C + QC)). We also

have that ei(IC) = ei(I), ei(QC) = ei(Q) for 1 ≤ i ≤ d − 1, ed(I) = ed(IC) + (−1)dℓA(W ), ed(Q) =
ed(QC) + (−1)dℓA(W ) and ℓA(A/I1) = ℓA(C/I1C) as W ⊆ I2 by Proposition 5.2. Therefore, we may
pass to the ring C and assume that (C1), (C2) and (C3) are satisfied. By Corollary 3.6,

ei(I) = ei−1(Q) + ei(Q) + ei−1(S) (7.9)

for 2 ≤ i ≤ d. For n≫ 0, we write

ℓ(Sn−1) =

d−1
∑

i=0

(−1)iei(S)

(

n+ d− 2− i

d− 1− i

)

=e0(S)

(

n+ d− 1

d− 1

)

+

d−1
∑

i=1

(−1)i(ei(S) + ei−1(S))

(

n+ d− 1− i

d− 1− i

)

.

By Lemma 4.2 and Proposition 4.3, we have

ℓ(Sn−1) = ℓ(In/In+1)− {ℓ(A/I1) + ℓ(I1/(I2 +Q))}

(

n+ d− 1

d− 1

)

+ ℓ(I1/(I2 +Q))

(

n+ d− 2

d− 2

)

for all n ≥ 0. On comparing the coefficients, we get

e0(S) = e0(I)− ℓ(A/I1)− ℓ(I1/(I2 +Q),

e1(S) + e0(S) = e1(I) − ℓ(I1/I2 +Q) and

ei(S) + ei−1(S) = ei(I) for 2 ≤ i ≤ d− 1.

We use Corollary 3.6 to obtain e1(S) = e1(I) − e0(S) − ℓ(I1/I2 + Q) = e1(I) − e0(I) + ℓ(A/I1) and
ei(S) = ei(I)− ei−1(S) = ei−1(Q) + ei(Q), for 2 ≤ i ≤ d− 1. We put these values in (7.9) to complete
the proof. �

In a Buchsbaum local ring, having I(G(I)) = I(A) is a sufficient condition to conclude that G(I) is
Buchsbaum. We recall the following theorem of [24] for our use.

Theorem 7.4. [24, Theorem 1.2] Let A be a Buchsbaum local ring and Q = (a1, . . . , ad) ⊆ I a reduction
of I. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) G(I) is a Buchsbaum R(I)-module and ℓ(HiM(G(I))) = ℓ(Him(A)) for 0 ≤ i < d.
(2) I(G(I)) = I(A).
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Now we state our result on Buchsbaumness of G(I).

Theorem 7.5. Let A be a Buchsbaum local ring and Q = (a1, . . . , ad) ⊆ I a reduction of I such that
the condition (C2) is satisfied . Suppose

e1(I) − e1(Q) = 2e0(I)− 2ℓ(A/I1)− ℓ(I1/(I2 +Q)).

Then G(I) is Buchsbaum with I(G(I)) = I(A).

Proof. Suppose A is Buchsbaum. Then the condition (C1) is satisfied and I(G(I)) = I(A) by Theorem
7.3. Therefore, by Theorem 7.4, G(I) is Buchsbaum. �

8. Buchsbaumness of Fm(I)

Now we discuss the passage of Buchsbaumness from the local ring to the special fiber ring Fm(I) of
I. We prove Theorem C and Theorem D in this section. Recall that U := mR(I)+R(I)+. For the rest
of the paper, let Q = (a1, . . . , ad) ⊆ I be a reduction of I and let us fix I to be the I-good filtration:
{I0 = A, In = mIn−1 for n ≥ 1}. Then ℓA(I

n/mIn) = ℓA(A/In+1) − ℓA(A/I
n) for n ≥ 0 which gives

the relation f0(I) = e1(I)− e1(I) + e0(I). Therefore,

e1(I)− e1(Q) = 2e0(I)− 2ℓ(A/I1)− ℓ(I1/(I2 +Q)) if and only if

f0(I) = e1(I)− e0(I)− e1(Q) + ℓ(A/I) + µ(I)− d+ 1.

Further, we consider the following exact sequences of R(I)-modules.

0 → N → G(I) → Fm(I) → 0 (8.1)

0 → Fm(I) → G(I) → N(−1) → 0 (8.2)

where N = ⊕
n≥0

mIn/In+1. This induces the exact sequences of local cohomology modules

0 → H0
U (N) → . . .→ HiU (G(I)) → HiU (Fm(I)) → Hi+1

U (N) → . . . and (8.3)

0 → H0
U (Fm(I)) → . . .→ HiU (G(I)) → HiU(N)(−1) → Hi+1

U (Fm(I)) → . . . (8.4)

Lemma 8.1. Suppose the conditions (C1) and (C2) are satisfied. Suppose e1(I) − e1(Q) = 2e0(I) −
2ℓ(A/I)− ℓ(I/(I2 +Q)) and f0(I) = e1(I)− e0(I)− e1(Q) + ℓ(A/I) + µ(I)− d+ 1. Then

(1)

[H0
U (N)]n ∼=

{

0 if n = 0, 1

(mIn ∩W )/(In+1 ∩W ) if n ≥ 2.

(2)

[H0
U(Fm(I))]n ∼=











0 if n = 0, 1

W/(mI2 ∩W ) if n = 2

(In ∩W )/(mIn ∩W ) if n ≥ 3.

Proof. From the exact sequences (8.3) and (8.4), we have

[H0
U(N)]n = ker

(

[H0
U (G(I))]n → [H0

U (Fm(I))]n

)

and

[H0
U(Fm(I))]n = ker

(

[H0
U (G(I))]n → H0

U (N(−1))]n

)

.

By Theorem 7.2, [H0
U(Fm(I))]n = 0 = [H0

U(N)]n for n = 0, 1 and H0
U (Fm(I))]2 ∼= H0

U(G(I))]2 =

W/(mI2 ∩W ). Further, [H0
U(N)]2 = ker

(

W/(I3 ∩W ) →W/(mI2 ∩W )
)

= (mI2 ∩W )/(I3 ∩W ) which

implies [H0
U (Fm(I))]3 = ker

(

(mI2∩W )/(mI3∩W ) → (mI2∩W )/(I3∩W )
)

= (I3∩W )/(mI3∩W ). We

may now proceed by induction on n. Suppose [H0
U (N)]n−1

∼= (mIn−1∩W )/(In∩W ) and [H0
U (Fm(I))]n =
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(In∩W )/(mIn∩W ) for some n ≥ 3. Then [H0
U(N)]n = ker

(

(In∩W )/(In+1 ∩W ) → (In ∩W )/(mIn∩

W )
)

= (mIn ∩W )/(In+1 ∩W ) which implies that [H0
U (Fm(I))]n+1 = ker

(

(mIn ∩W )/(mIn+1 ∩W ) →

(mIn ∩W )/(In+1 ∩W )
)

= (In+1 ∩W )/(mIn+1 ∩W ). �

Theorem 8.2. Let A be a Noetherian local ring and Q = (a1, . . . , ad) ⊆ I a reduction of I such that
(C1) and (C2) are satisfied. Suppose

e1(I)− e1(Q) = 2e0(I)− 2ℓ(A/I)− ℓ(I/(I2 +Q)) and (8.5)

f0(I) = e1(I)− e0(I)− e1(Q) + ℓ(A/I) + µ(I)− d+ 1. (8.6)

Then Fm(I) is generalized Cohen-Macaulay with

[H0
U (Fm(I))]n ∼=











W/(mI2 ∩W ) if n = 2

(In ∩W )/(mIn ∩W ) if n ≥ 3

(0) otherwise,

and HiU (Fm(I)) = [HiU (Fm(I))]2−i ∼= Him(A) for 1 ≤ i ≤ d − 1. Consequently, if depthA > 0, then
depthFm(I) = depthA.

Proof. The description of H0
U(Fm(I)) follows from Lemma 8.1. We now prove that

H1
U(Fm(I)) = [H1

U(Fm(I))]1 ∼= H1
m(A).

By the exact sequence (8.4), we have 0 = [H0
U (N)]n−1 → [H1

U (Fm(I))]n → [H1
U (G(I))]n →

[H1
U (N(−1))]n for n = 0, 1, 2. Using Theorem 7.2, we get that [H1

U (Fm(I))]n = 0 for n = 0, 2 and

[H1
U (Fm(I))]1 = ker

(

[H1
U (G(I))]1

∼= H1
m(A) → [H1

U (N(−1))]1

)

where [H1
U (N(−1))]1 = 0 follows from

the exact sequence 0 = H0
U(Fm(I))]0 → [H1

U (N)]0 → [H1
U (G(I))]0 = 0. Therefore,

[H1
U (Fm(I))]1 = [H1

U (G(I))]1
∼= H1

m(A).

Further by the exact sequence (8.4), we have exact sequences

0 →
W ∩ In

W ∩mIn
→

W ∩mIn−1

W ∩mIn
→

W ∩mIn−1

W ∩ In
→ [H1

U(Fm(I))]n → 0

for n ≥ 3. Therefore, [H1
U (Fm(I))]n = 0 for n ≥ 3.

Next, we prove that
H2

U(Fm(I)) = [H2
U(Fm(I))]0 ∼= H2

m(A).

For this, we first show that H1
U(N) = 0 and [H2

U (N)]−1 = 0. To see this, consider the exact sequence
0 = [H0

U (Fm(I))]n → [H1
U(N)]n → [H1

U (G(I))]n = 0 for n ≤ 0 which gives [H1
U (N)]n = 0 for n ≤ 0.

For n = 1, we have 0 → [H1
U(N)]1 → [H1

U (G(I))]1
∼= H1

m(A) → [H1
U(Fm(I))]1 ∼= H1

m(A). Thus,
[H1

U (N)]1 = 0. For n ≥ 2, we have

0 → [H0
U (N)]n → [H0

U(G(I))]n → [H0
U (Fm(I))]n → [H1

U (N)]n → 0.

which gives W/(I3 ∩ W ) → W/(mI2 ∩ W ) → [H1
U (N)]2 → 0 and (In ∩ W )/(In+1 ∩ W ) → (In ∩

W )/(mIn ∩W ) → [H1
U (N)]n → 0 for n ≥ 3. This implies [H1

U (N)]n = 0 for n ≥ 2.

It is easy to see that [H2
U(N)]−1 = 0 follows from the exact sequence

0 = [H1
U (Fm(I))]−1 → [H2

U (N)]−1 → [H2
U(G(I))]−1 = 0.

Now from (8.4), we have 0 = [H1
U(N(−1)]n → [H2

U (Fm(I))]n → [H2
U(G(I))]n → [H2

U(N(−1))]n. Since
[H2

U (N(−1))0 = 0, we get [H2
U (Fm(I))]0 ∼= [H2

U (G(I))]0
∼= H2

m(A) and [H2
U (Fm(I))]n = 0 for n 6= 0 as

[H2
U (G(I))]n = 0 for n 6= 0. Therefore

H2
U(Fm(I)) ∼= [H2

U(Fm(I))]0 ∼= H2
m(A).
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By induction on i, we now show that for all 3 ≤ i ≤ d, and 1 ≤ t ≤ i− 1, we have

[HtU (Fm(I))]n ∼=

{

0 if n 6= 2− t

[HtU (G(I))]2−t
∼= Htm(A) if n = 2− t.

The base case is when i = 3. Suppose the above claim is true for some 3 ≤ i ≤ d − 1. To prove it for
i+ 1, it is enough to take t = i ≥ 3. First we note that

Ht−1
U (N) = 0 and [HtU(N)]1−t = 0.

To see this, consider the exact sequence, induced from (8.1),

0 = [Ht−2
U (Fm(I)]n → [Ht−1

U (N)]n → [Ht−1
U (G(I)]n = 0

for n 6= 4 − t, 3 − t. Then [Ht−1
U (N)]n = 0 for n 6= 4 − t, 3 − t. Further, Ht−1

U (N)]4−t =

Coker
(

[Ht−2
U (G(I))]4−t → [Ht−2

U (Fm(I))]4−t

)

and [Ht−1
U (N)]3−t = ker

(

[Ht−1
U (G(I))]3−t →

[Ht−1
U (Fm(I))]3−t

)

. By induction, we have [Ht−2
U (G(I))]4−t ∼= [Ht−2

U (Fm(I))]4−t and [Ht−1
U (G(I))]3−t ∼=

[Ht−1
U (Fm(I))]3−t which implies that [Ht−1

U (N)]n = 0 for n = 4− t, 3− t. Lastly [HtU (N)]1−t = 0 follows
from the exact sequence

0 = [Ht−1
U (Fm(I)))]1−t → [HtU (N)]1−t → [HtU (G(I)]1−t = 0.

Finally, from (8.4), we have

[Ht−1
U (N(−1))]n → [HtU (Fm(I))]n → [HtU (G(I))]n → [HtU (N(−1))]n

where Ht−1
U (N) = 0 = [HtU (N)]1−t. So, [H

t
U (Fm(I))]2−t ∼= [HtU (G(I))]2−t ∼= Htm(A) and [HtU (Fm(I))]n =

0 for n 6= 2− t since [HtU (G(I))]n = 0 for n 6= 2− t by Theorem 7.2. �

In the next theorem, we prove the passage of Buchsbaumness to Fm(I) for Buchsbaum local rings
of almost maximal depth. In dimension two, we remove the depth condition and conclude that
Fm(I)/H

0
U (Fm(I)) is Buchsbaum.

Theorem 8.3. Suppose A is a Buchsbaum local ring with depthA ≥ d− 1 and Q = (a1, . . . , ad) ⊆ I a
reduction of I such that the condition (C2) is satisfied. Suppose the equalities in (8.5) and (8.6) hold.
Then Fm(I) is Buchsbaum with I(F (I)) = I(A).

Proof. Let d = 1. Since m.H0
m(A) = 0, we have U .H0

U (Fm(I)) = 0 which implies Fm(I) is Buchsbaum.
Suppose d ≥ 2 and the assertion holds for d−1. By Theorem 7.3 and Theorem 8.2, G(I), G(I) and Fm(I)
have positive depths. Let D = A/(a1) and f = a1t ∈ R(I). Then D is Buchsbaum, the condition (C2)
and the equality in (8.5) and (8.6) are satisfied in D. By induction hypothesis, FmD(ID) is Buchsbaum.
Since f = a1t is a regular element on both Fm(I) and G(I), we have FmD(ID) ∼= Fm(I)/fFm(I). By
[25, I. Proposition 2.19], Fm(I) is Buchsbaum. �

Corollary 8.4. Suppose A is a Buchsbaum local ring of dimension two and depthA = 0. Let the rest
of the hypothesis be same as in Theorem 8.3. Then Fm(I)/H

0
U(Fm(I)) is Buchsbaum.

Proof. Let C = A/W . Then depthC ≥ 1, C is Buchsbaum, the conditions (C2) and the equality in
(8.5) and (8.6) are satisfied in C. Therefore, FmC(IC) is Buchsbaum. Further, the kernel of Fm(I) →
FmC(IC) is H

0
U (Fm(I)), i.e., FmC(IC) ∼= Fm(I)/H

0
U (Fm(I)). �
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