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ON THE LINEARITY OF THE SYZYGIES OF HIBI RINGS

DHARM VEER

In memory of Prof. C. S. Seshadri

Abstract. In this article, we prove necessary conditions for Hibi rings to satisfy Green-
Lazarsfeld propertyNp for p = 2 and 3. We also show that if a Hibi ring satisfies property
N4, then it is a polynomial ring or it has a linear resolution. Therefore, it satisfies
property Np for all p ≥ 4 as well. As a consequence, we characterize distributive lattices
whose comparability graph is chordal in terms of the subposet of join-irreducibles of the
distributive lattice. Moreover, we characterize complete intersection Hibi rings.

1. Introduction

A classical problem in commutative algebra is to study graded minimal free resolutions
of graded modules over polynomial rings. Let S be a standard graded polynomial ring in
finitely many variables over a field K and I be a graded S-ideal generated by quadratics.
To study the graded minimal free resolution of S/I, Green-Lazarsfeld [GL86] defined
property Np for p ∈ N. The ring S/I satisfies property Np if S/I is normal and the
graded minimal free resolution of S/I over S is linear upto pth position. In this article,
we study Green-Lazarsfeld property Np for Hibi rings. We also characterize complete
intersection Hibi rings.

Let L be a finite distributive lattice and P = {p1, . . . , pn} be the subposet of join-
irreducible elements of L. Let K be a field and let R = K[t, z1, . . . , zn] be a polynomial
ring over K. The Hibi ring associated with L, denoted by R[L], is the subring of R
generated by the monomials uα = t

∏
pi∈α

zi where α ∈ L. Hibi [Hib87] showed that R[L]
is a normal Cohen–Macaulay domain of dimension #P + 1, where #P is the cardinality
of P . See [Ene15] for a survey on Hibi rings. If we set deg(t) = 1 and deg(zi) = 0
for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, then R[L] may be viewed as a standard graded algebra over K. Let
K[L] = K[{xα : α ∈ L}] be the polynomial ring over K and π : K[L] → R[L] be the
K-algebra homomorphism with xα 7→ uα. The ideal IL = (xαxβ − xα∧βxα∨β : α, β ∈
L and α, β incomparable) is the kernel of the map π. It is called the Hibi ideal associated
to L.

In past, various authors have studied minimal free resolution of Hibi rings [DM17,
EHH15, EHSM15, Ene15]. In Section 4 and 5, we establish some results about property
Np of Hibi rings [Theorem 4.8, 4.11, 5.3 and 5.7]. In [EHH15], the authors have classified
all Hibi rings which have linear resolution. In [EHSM15], the authors have given a
combinatorial description of regularity of Hibi rings in terms of poset of join-irreducibles.
Ene [Ene15] characterizes all simple planar distributive lattices for which the associated
Hibi ring satisfies property N2 [Theorem 2.7]. The Segre product of polynomial rings
may be viewed as a Hibi ring. Property Np for Segre product of polynomial rings has
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been completely studied for all p, see [Vee22] for chronological developments. In [Vee22],
the author has proved that if a Hibi ring satisfies property N2, then its Segre product
with a polynomial ring in finitely many variables also satisfies property N2. When the
polynomial ring is in two variables, the above statement was proved for N3. The author
has also studied minimal Koszul syzygies of Hibi ideals and initial Hibi ideals in [Vee22].

Let P be a poset. The comparability graph GP of P is a graph on the underlying set
of P such that {x, y} is an edge of GP if and only if x and y are comparable in P . Hibi
and Ohsugi [HO17] characterized chordal comparability graph of posets using toric ideals
associated with multichains of poset. Using one of our results and [Frö90, Theorem 1], we
characterize chordal comparability graph of distributive lattices in terms of the subposet
of join-irreducibles of the distributive lattice [Corollary 5.8].

The article is organised as follows. In Section 2, we recall some basic notions of algebra
and combinatorics. In [EHH15], the authors have introduced the notion of homologically
pure subsemigroup of an affine semigroup, and proved that if H ′ is a homologically pure
subsemigroup of an affine semigroup H , then the Betti numbers of the semigroup ring
K[H ] are greater than equal to those of K[H ′] [Proposition 2.10]. In Section 3, we
identify two kinds of homologically pure subsemigroups of an affine semigroup associated
to a Hibi ring. Using these, we prove some sufficient conditions for Hibi rings to not
satisfy property N2 in Section 4 [Theorem 4.8, 4.11].

In Section 5, we study property Np of Hibi rings for p ≥ 3. First, we prove that if
a poset is connected and it has atleast two minimal and atleast two maximal elements,
then the associated Hibi ring does not satisfy property N3 [Theorem 5.3]. The second
main result of this section is that a Hibi ring satisfies property N4 if and only if either it
is a polynomial ring or it has a linear resolution if and only if it is a polynomial ring or its
initial ideal has a linear resolution [Theorem 5.7]. We also characterize all such Hibi rings
combinatorially which gives a different proof of [EQR13, Corollary 10]. The last section
of the article is devoted to combinatorial characterization of complete intersection Hibi
rings [Theorem 6.3].

Acknowledgements. I am extremely grateful to Manoj Kummini for his guidance and
various insightful discussions throughout the preparation of this article. The computer
algebra systems Macaulay2 [M2] and SageMath [Sage] provided valuable assistance in
studying examples.

2. Preliminaries

We start by defining some notions of posets and distributive lattices. For more details
and examples, we refer the reader to [Sta12, Chapter 3]. Throughout this article, all
posets and distributive lattices will be finite.

Let P be a poset. We say that two elements x and y of P are comparable if x ≤ y or
y ≤ x; otherwise x and y are incomparable. For x, y ∈ P , we say that y covers x if x < y
and there is no z ∈ P with x < z < y. We denote it by x ⋖ y. A poset is completely
determined by its cover relations. The Hasse diagram of poset P is the graph whose
vertices are elements of P , whose edges are cover relations, and such that if x < y then
y is “above” x (i.e. with a higher vertical coordinate). In this article, we use the Hasse
diagrams to represent posets.

A chain C of P is a totally ordered subset of P . The length of a chain C of P is #C−1.
The rank of P , denoted by rank(P ), is the maximum of the lengths of chains in P . A
poset is called pure if its all maximal chains have the same length. A subset α of P is
called an order ideal of P if it satisfies the following condition: for any x ∈ α and y ∈ P ,
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if y ≤ x, then y ∈ α. Define I(P ) := {α ⊆ P : α is an order ideal of P}. It is easy to
see that I(P ), ordered by inclusion, is a distributive lattice under union and intersection.
I(P ) is called the ideal lattice of the poset P . Let L be a lattice. An element x ∈ L is
called join-irreducible if x is not the minimal element of L and whenever x = y ∨ z for
some y, z ∈ L, we have either x = y or x = z.

Definition 2.1. Let P and Q be two posets.

(a) A nonempty subset S of P is an antichain in P if any two distinct elements of S
are incomparable. An antichain with n elements is said to have width n. Define
width(P ) := max{#S : S ⊆ P, S is an antichain in P}.

(b) A poset P is called simple if there is no p ∈ P with the property that all elements
of P are comparable to p.

(c) The ordinal sum P ⊕ Q of the disjoint posets P and Q is the poset on the set
P ∪Q with the following order: if x, y ∈ P ⊕Q, then x ≤ y if either x, y ∈ P and
x ≤ y in P or x, y ∈ Q and x ≤ y in Q or x ∈ P and y ∈ Q.

(d) Let P,Q be two posets on disjoint sets. The disjoint union of posets P and Q
is the poset P + Q on the set P ∪ Q with the following order: if x, y ∈ P + Q,
then x ≤ y if either x, y ∈ P and x ≤ y in P or x, y ∈ Q and x ≤ y in Q. A
poset which can be written as disjoint union of two posets is called disconnected.
Otherwise, P is connected.

(e) P and Q are said to be isomorphic, denoted by P ∼= Q, if there exists an order-
preserving bijection ϕ : P → Q whose inverse is order preserving.

(f) A subposet P ′ of P is said to be a cover-preserving subposet of P if for every
x, y ∈ P ′ with x⋖ y in P ′, we have x⋖ y in P .

Example 2.2. Let P be the poset as shown in Figure 1a. Let P ′ and P ′′ be the subposets
of P as shown in Figure 1b and Figure 1c respectively. It is easy to see that P ′ is a cover-
preserving subposet of P but P ′′ is not a cover-preserving subposet of P since p3 ⋖ p7 in
P ′′ but not in P .

p1 p2

p3 p4

p5 p6

p7 p8

p9

p10

p11

p12

p13

(a)

p1 p2

p3 p4

p5 p6

p7 p8

(b)

p10 p1

p9 p3

p7 p8

(c)

Figure 1

2.1. Hibi rings. Let L be a distributive lattice and let P be the subposet of join-
irreducible elements of L. By Birkhoff’s fundamental structure theorem [Sta12, The-
orem 3.4.1], L is isomorphic to the ideal lattice I(P ). Write P = {p1, . . . , pn} and let
R = K[t, z1, . . . , zn] be a polynomial ring in n + 1 variables over a field K. The Hibi
ring associated with L, denoted by R[L], is the subring of R generated by the monomials
uα = t

∏
pi∈α

zi where α ∈ L. If we set deg(t) = 1 and deg(zi) = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, then

R[L] may be viewed as a standard graded algebra over K.
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Let K[L] = K[{xα : α ∈ L}] be the polynomial ring over K and π : K[L] → R[L] be
the K-algebra homomorphism with xα 7→ uα. Let

IL = (xαxβ − xα∧βxα∨β : α, β ∈ L and α, β incomparable)

be an K[L]-ideal. Let < be a total order on the variables of K[L] with the property
that one has xα < xβ if α < β in L. Consider the graded reverse lexicographic order
< on K[L] induced by this order of the variables. The generators of IL described above
forms a Gröbner basis of ker(π) with respect to < [HHO18, Theorem 6.19]. In particular,
ker(π) = IL. The ideal IL is called the Hibi ideal of L. The initial Hibi ideal is

in<(IL) = (xαxβ : α, β ∈ L and α, β incomparable).

We now discuss how Hibi rings behave under the ordinal sum of posets. An another
result about ordinal sum of two posets will be proved in Lemma 6.1.

Lemma 2.3. Let P1, {p} and P2 be posets. Let P be the ordinal sum P1⊕{p}⊕P2. Then

R[I(P )] ∼= R[I(P1 ⊕ P2)]⊗K K[y] ∼= R[I(P1)]⊗K R[I(P2)],

where K[y] is a polynomial ring.

Proof. First, we prove that

R[I(P )] ∼= R[I(P1 ⊕ P2)]⊗K K[y].

Let R[I(P1 ⊕ P2)] = K[{uβ : β ∈ I(P1 ⊕ P2)}]/II(P1⊕P2) and R[I(P )] = K[{vα : α ∈
I(P )}]/II(P ). Define a map

ϕ : K[{vα : α ∈ I(P )}] → T := K[y, {uβ : β ∈ I(P1 ⊕ P2)}]

by

ϕ(vγ) =





uγ if γ ⊆ P1,

y if γ = P1 ∪ {p},

uγ′ if γ = P1 ∪ {p} ∪ γ′, where γ′ ⊆ P2.

It is easy to see that ϕ is an isomorphism. If α, β ∈ I(P ) are incomparable, then either
α, β ∈ I(P1) or α = P1 ∪ {p} ∪ α′ and β = P1 ∪ {p} ∪ β ′ where α′, β ′ ∈ I(P2) and α′, β ′

incomparable. Let T ′ = T/(II(P1⊕P2)T ) and π : T → T ′ be the natural surjection. Thus,
π ◦ ϕ : K[I(P )] → T ′ and ker(π ◦ ϕ) = ϕ−1II(P1⊕P2)T .

It is sufficient to show that ϕ(II(P )) = II(P1⊕P2)T . Let α, β be two incomparable
elements of I(P ). If α, β ∈ I(P1) then ϕ(vαvβ − vα∩βvα∪β) = uαuβ −uα∩βuα∪β ∈ II(P1)T .
If α = P1∪{p}∪α′ and β = P1∪{p}∪β ′ where α′, β ′ ∈ I(P2), then ϕ(vαvβ−vα∩βvα∪β) =
uα′uβ′ − uα′∩β′uα′∪β′ ∈ II(P2)T . Hence, ϕ(II(P )) ⊆ II(P1)T + II(P2)T .

On the other hand, if α, β are two incomparable elements of I(P1) then ϕ(vαvβ −
vα∩βvα∪β) = uαuβ −uα∩βuα∪β while if α′, β ′ are two incomparable elements of I(P2) then
ϕ(vP1∪{p}∪α′vP1∪{p}∪β′−v(P1∪{p}∪α′)∩(P1∪{p}∪β′)v(P1∪{p}∪α′)∪(P1∪{p}∪β′)) = uα′uβ′−uα′∩β′uα′∪β′.
Hence the equality.

The minimal generating set of the Hibi ideal II(P ) can be partitioned between two
disjoint set of variables {vα : α ∈ I(P ) and α ⊆ P1} and {vα : α ∈ I(P ) and P1∪{p} ⊆
α}. So the Hibi ring R[I(P )] admits a tensor product decomposition, where one of the
rings is isomorphic to R[I(P1)] and the other ring is isomorphic to R[I(P2)]. �

In [Hib87], Hibi proved that R[I(P1) ⊕ I(P2)] ∼= R[I(P1)] ⊗K R[I(P2)]. One can
immediately check that the poset of join-irreducibles of I(P1) ⊕ I(P2) is isomorphic to
P1 ⊕ {p} ⊕ P2.
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Corollary 2.4. Let P be a poset and P ′ = {pi1 , ..., pir} be the subset of all elements of
P which are comparable to every element of P . Let P ′′ be the induced subposet of P on
the set P \ P ′. Then,

R[I(P )] ∼= R[I(P ′′)]⊗K K[y1, . . . , yr],

where K[y1, . . . , yr] is a polynomial ring.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that pi1 < · · · < pir in P . Let P0 = {p ∈
P : p < pi1}, Pj = {p ∈ P : pij < p < pij+1

} for 1 < j < r− 1 and Pr = {p ∈ P : p > pir}.
Then P is the ordinal sum P0 ⊕ {pi1} ⊕ P1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ {pir} ⊕ Pr. Now, the result follows
from Lemma 2.3. �

2.2. Green-Lazarsfeld property. Let S = K[x1, . . . , xn] be a standard graded poly-
nomial ring over a field K and I be a graded S-ideal. Let F be the graded minimal free
resolution of S/I over S:

F : 0 →
⊕

j

S(−j)βrj → · · · →
⊕

j

S(−j)β1j →
⊕

j

S(−j)β0j .

The numbers βij are called the minimal graded Betti numbers of S/I over S.
Let p ∈ N. Under the notations as above, we say that S/I satisfies Green-Lazarsfeld

property Np if S/I is normal and βij(S/I) = 0 for all i 6= j + 1 and 1 ≤ i ≤ p. Therefore,
S/I satisfies property N0 if and only if it is normal; it satisfies property N1 if and only
if it is normal and I is generated by quadratics; it satisfies property N2 if and only if it
satisfies property N1 and I is linearly presented and so on.

We know that Hibi rings are normal and Hibi ideals are generated by quadratics. Hence,
Hibi rings satisfy property N1. Hibi rings are algebras with straightening laws (ASL)
and straightening relations are quadratic [Hib87, § 2]. ASL with quadratic straightening
relations are Koszul [Kem90]. So for a poset P , β2j(R[I(P )]) = 0 for all j ≥ 5 by [Kem90,
Lemma 4]. Therefore, R[I(P )] satisfies property N2 if and only if β24(R[I(P )]) = 0.
Also, it follows from [ACI15, Theorem 6.1] that if R[I(P )] satisfies property N2 and
β35(R[I(P )]) = 0, then it satisfies property N3

2.3. Planar distributive lattices. In this subsection, we define the notion of planar
distributive lattice. We state a result of Ene which characterizes all simple planar dis-
tributive lattices for which the associated Hibi ring satisfies property N2.

Definition 2.5. [HHO18, Section 6.4] A finite distributive lattice L = I(P ) is called
planar if P can be decomposed into a disjoint union P = {p1, . . . , pm} ∪ {q1, . . . , qn},
where m,n ≥ 0 such that {p1, . . . , pm} and {q1, . . . , qn} are chains in P .

Remark 2.6. Let us consider the infinite distributive lattice N2 with the partial order
defined as (i, j) ≤ (k, l) if i ≤ k and j ≤ l. Let L = I(P ) be a finite planar distributive
lattice, where P = {p1, . . . , pm}∪{q1, . . . , qn}. Assume that {p1, . . . , pm} and {q1, . . . , qn}
are chains in P with p1 ≤ · · · ≤ pm and q1 ≤ · · · ≤ qn. Define a map

ϕ : I(P ) → N2

by

ϕ(α) =





(0, 0) if α = ∅,

(i, 0) if α = {p ∈ P : p ≤ pi},

(0, j) if α = {p ∈ P : p ≤ qj} ,

(i, j) if α = {p ∈ P : either p ≤ pi or p ≤ qj}.
5



It is easy to see that ϕ is an order-preserving injective map. Hence, any finite planar
distributive lattice can be embedded into N2. Also, observe that [(0, 0), (m,n)] is the
smallest interval of N2 which contains L.

Let L be a distributive lattice. If the poset of join-irreducibles of L is a simple poset,
then sometimes we abuse the notation and say that L is a simple distributive lattice.

Theorem 2.7. [Ene15, Theorem 3.12] Let L = I(P ) be a simple planar distributive
lattice with #P = n + m, L ⊂ [(0, 0), (m,n)] with m,n ≥ 2. Then R[I(P )] satisfies
property N2 if and only if the following conditions hold:

(i) At least one of the vertices (m, 0) and (0, n) belongs to L.
(ii) The vertices (1, n− 1) and (m− 1, 1) belong to L.

Corollary 2.8. Let L = I(P ) be a simple planar distributive lattice with P = {a1, . . . , am,
b1, . . . , bn}. Let {a1, . . . , am} and {b1, . . . , bn} be chains in P with a1 ⋖ a2 ⋖ · · ·⋖ am and
b1 ⋖ b2 ⋖ · · ·⋖ bn. Assume that {a1, . . . , am} is an order ideal of P . If R[I(P )] satisfies
property N2, then P is one of the posets as shown in Figure 2.

a1 b1

am bn

(a)

a1 b1

am bn

(b)

a1 b1

am bn

(c)

a1 b1

am bn

(d)

Figure 2

2.4. Graph Theory. Let G be a simple graph on the vertex set [n]. The clique complex
(or flag complex) ∆(G) associated to G is a simplicial complex defined in the following
way: ∆(G) has same vertices as G and the simplices of ∆(G) are exactly the subsets F
of [n] for which every pair in F is an edge of G. A graph G is called chordal if every
induced cycle in G of length ≥ 4 has a chord, i.e., there is an edge in G connecting two
nonconsecutive vertices of the cycle. Let ∆ be a simplicial complex. The Stanley-Reisner
ideal I∆ generated by quadratics has linear resolution if and only if ∆ = ∆(G) for some
chordal graph G [Frö90, Theorem 1].

Let P be a poset. The comparability graph GP of P is a graph on the underlying set
of P such that {x, y} is an edge of GP if and only if x and y are comparable in P . Let
∆(P ) be the order complex of P . It is known that ∆(P ) = ∆(GP ).

2.5. Squarefree divisor complexes. Let H ⊂ Nn be an affine semigroup and K[H ] be
the semigroup ring attached to it. Suppose that h1, . . . , hm ∈ Nn is the unique minimal
set of generators of H . We consider the polynomial ring T = K[t1, . . . , tn] in n variables.

Then K[H ] is the subring of T generated by the monomials ui =
∏n

j=1 t
hi(j)
j for 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

where hi(j) denotes the jth component of the integer vector hi. Consider a K-algebra
map S = K[x1, . . . , xm] → K[H ] with xi 7→ ui for i = 1, . . . , m. Let IH be the kernel of
this K-algebra map. Set deg xi = hi to assign a Zn-graded ring structure to S. Let m
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be the graded maximal S-ideal. Then K[H ] as well as IH become Zn-graded S-modules.
Thus, K[H ] admits a minimal Zn-graded S-resolution F.

Given h ∈ H , we define the squarefree divisor complex ∆h as follows:

∆h := {F ⊆ [m] :
∏

i∈F

ui divides t
h(1)
1 · · · th(n)n in K[H ]}.

Clearly, ∆h is a simplicial complex. We denote the ith reduced simplicial homology of

a simplicial complex ∆ with coefficients in K by H̃i(∆, K).

Proposition 2.9. [BH97, Proposition 1.1], [Stu96, Theorem 12.12] With the notation

and assumptions introduced one has Tori(K[H ], K)h ∼= H̃i−1(∆h, K). In particular,

βih(K[H ]) = dimK H̃i−1(∆h, K).

Let H ⊂ Nn be an affine semigroup generated by h1, . . . , hm. An affine subsemigroup
H ′ ⊂ H generated by a subset of {h1, . . . , hm} is called a homologically pure subsemigroup
of H if for all h ∈ H ′ and all hi with h − hi ∈ H , it follows that hi ∈ H ′. Let H ′ be
generated by a subset X of {h1, . . . , hm}, and let S ′ = K[{xi : hi ∈ X}] ⊆ S. Therefore,
K[H ′] has Zn-graded minimal free S ′-resolution. Let SyzSi (K[H ]) denotes the ith syzygy
module of K[H ] over S.

We need the following proposition several times in this paper.

Proposition 2.10. [EHH15, Corollary 3.4] Let H ′ be a homologically pure subsemigroup

of H. Then, any minimal set of generators of SyzS
′

i (K[H ′]) is part of a minimal set of
generators of SyzSi (K[H ]) for all i. Moreover, βS′

ij (K[H ′]) ≤ βS
ij(K[H ]) for all i and j.

Let L = I(P ) be a distributive lattice with P = {p1, . . . , pn}. For α ∈ L, define a
(n+ 1)-tuple hα such that for 1 ≤ i ≤ n,





1 at 1st position,

1 at (i+ 1)th position if pi ∈ α,

0 at (i+ 1)th position if pi /∈ α.

Let H be the affine semigroup generated by {hα : α ∈ L}. Then, we have K[H ] = R[L].

3. Homologically pure subsemigroups

In this section, we identify two kinds of homologically pure subsemigroups of an affine
semigroup associated to a Hibi ring and we use them to conclude results about property
Np of Hibi rings. The first one is the following and the second one is in Notation 3.5.

Let L = I(P ) be a distributive lattice. Let β, γ ∈ L such that β ≤ γ. Define
L1 = {α ∈ L : β ≤ α ≤ γ}. Clearly, L1 is a sublattice of L. Let H be the affine
semigroup associated to L and let H1 be the affine subsemigroup of H generated by
{hα : α ∈ L1}.

Proposition 3.1. Let H and H1 be as defined above. Then H1 is a homologically pure
subsemigroup of H.

Proof. We show that if α /∈ L1, then h − hα /∈ H for all h ∈ H1. Suppose α /∈ L1 then
either α � γ or α � β.

If α � γ, then there exists a pi ∈ α such that pi /∈ γ. So ith entry of hα is 1 but for any
α′ ∈ L1, i

th entry of hα′ is 0. Hence, h− hα /∈ H for all h ∈ H1.
If α � β, then there exists a pj ∈ β such that pj /∈ α. So (j + 1)th entry of hα is 0

but for any α′ ∈ L1, (j + 1)th entry of hα′ is 1. Therefore, for any h ∈ H1, the first and
7



(j + 1)th entries of h have same value, say rh. Thus, for all h ∈ H1, the first entry and
(j + 1)th entry of h − hα are rh − 1 and rh respectively. Therefore, h − hα /∈ H for all
h ∈ H1. �

Proposition 3.2. Let L and L1 be as above. Let β = {pa1 , . . . , par} and γ = {pa1 , . . . , par ,
pb1 , . . . , pbs}. Then, the induced subposet P1 of P on the set {pb1 , . . . , pbs} is isomorphic
to the poset of join-irreducible elements of L1.

Proof. The idea of the proof is based on the proof of [HHO18, Theorem 6.4]. For any
two finite posets Q and Q′, if I(Q) ∼= I(Q′) then Q ∼= Q′. So it is enough to prove that
I(P1) ∼= L1. Define a map

ϕ : I(P1) → L1

by

ϕ(α) = (
r
∨
i=1

pai) ∨ ( ∨
p∈α

p).

In particular, ϕ(∅) = ∨r
i=1 pai . Clearly, ϕ is order-preserving.

Let α and δ be two order ideals of P1 with α 6= δ, say δ � α. Let p0 be a maximal
element of δ with p0 /∈ α. We show that ϕ(α) 6= ϕ(δ). Suppose, on the contrary,
ϕ(α) = ϕ(δ), then

(
r
∨
i=1

pai) ∨ ( ∨
p∈α

p) = (
r
∨
i=1

pai) ∨ ( ∨
q∈β

q).

Since L1 is distributive, it follows that

((
r
∨
i=1

pai) ∨ ( ∨
p∈α

p)) ∧ p0 = (
r
∨
i=1

(pai ∧ p0)) ∨ ( ∨
p∈α

(p ∧ p0)).

Since p0 is join-irreducible and for any p ∈ P , p ∧ p0 ≤ p0. It follows that (∨r
i=1 pai ∨

(∨p∈α p)) ∧ p0 < p0. However, since p0 ∈ δ, (∨r
i=1 pai ∨ (∨q∈β q)) ∧ p0 = p0. This is a

contradiction. Hence, ϕ is injective.
Since each a ∈ L1 can be the join of the join-irreducible elements p with p ≤ a in L1,

it follows that ϕ(α) = a, where α is an order ideal of P1 consisting of those p ∈ P1 with
p ≤ a. Thus, ϕ is surjective.

Now, ϕ−1 : L1 → I(P1) is defined as follows: for x ∈ L1,

ϕ−1(x) = {p ∈ L1 : p ≤ x, p is a join-irreducible} \
r
∪
i=1

pai .

Clearly, ϕ−1 is order-preserving. Hence the proof. �

We now try to understand how we are going to use the above propositions. Suppose
for a distributive lattice L, we want to prove that βij(R[L]) 6= 0 for some i, j. The idea
of the proof is to reduce the lattice L to a suitably chosen sublattice L1. Proposition 3.2
describes the subposet of join-irreducibles of L1. Then, by Propositions 3.1 and 2.10, if
βij(R[L1]) 6= 0, then βij(R[L]) 6= 0. More precisely,

Discussion 3.3. Let P be a poset. Let B and B′ be two antichains of P such that
for each p ∈ B there is a q ∈ B′ such that p ≤ q and for each q′ ∈ B′ there is a
p′ ∈ B such that p′ ≤ q′. Furthermore, let γ = {p ∈ P : p ≤ q for some q ∈ B′} and
β ′ = {p ∈ P : p′ ≤ p ≤ q for some p′ ∈ B, q ∈ B′}. Let β = γ \ β ′. Note that β, γ are the
order ideals of I(P ) with β < γ. Let L1 = {α ∈ I(P ) : β ≤ α ≤ γ}. Furthermore, let H1

be the affine subsemigroup of H generated by {hα : α ∈ L1}. Then, by Proposition 3.1,
H1 is a homologically pure subsemigroup of H . Also, by Proposition 3.2, the induced
subposet P1 of P on the set γ \ β is isomorphic to the poset of join-irreducible elements
of L1. Furthermore, by Proposition 2.10, βij(R[L1]) ≤ βij(R[L]) for all i, j. �
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Example 3.4. In this example, we illustrate the construction in the above discussion.
Let P be as shown in Figure 3a. Then, I(P ) is as shown in Figure 3b. Under the
notations of Discussion 3.3, let B = {p3, p4} and B′ = {p6, p7}. Then, γ = P \ {p8} and
β ′ = {p3, p4, p5, p6, p7}. Thus, β = γ \ β ′ = {p1, p2}.

p1

p3

p2

p4

p5 p6

p7 p8

(a)

∅

{p1}

{p2}

{p1, p3}

{p1, p3, p5}

{p2, p4}

{p1, p2, p3, p4, p5, p7}

β

γ

(b)

Figure 3

Notation 3.5. For a poset P , let XP and YP be the sets of minimal and maximal
elements of P respectively. Define X ′

P = {q ∈ P : p⋖ q for some p ∈ XP} and Y ′
P = {p ∈

P : p ⋖ q for some q ∈ YP}. When the context is clear, we will omit the subscripts and
denote XP , X

′
P , YP and Y ′

P by X,X ′, Y and Y ′ respectively.
Let P be a poset. For x, y ∈ P with x < y, define L1 := {α ∈ I(P ) : if x ∈ α then y ∈

α}. It is easy to see that L1 is a sublattice of I(P ). Let P1 be the poset on the set
P \ {p ∈ P : x ≤ p < y} defined by the following order relations: if p, q ∈ P1, then p ≤ q
in P1 if either

(1) p ∈ P1 \ {y}, q ∈ P1 and p ≤ q in P or
(2) p = y and there is a p′ ∈ {a ∈ P : x ≤ a ≤ y} such that p′ ≤ q in P .
Let H be the semigroup corresponding to I(P ) and H ′ be the subsemigroup of H

corresponding to L1. �

Lemma 3.6. Let P, P1, L1, H,H ′ be as in Notation 3.5. Then L1
∼= I(P1) and H ′ is a

homologically pure subsemigroup of H.

Proof. Define a map
ϕ : I(P1) → L1

by

ϕ(α) =

{
α if y /∈ α,

α ∪ {p ∈ P : x ≤ p < y} if y ∈ α.

Clearly, ϕ is order-preserving. If γ ∈ L1, then ϕ(γ′) = γ, where γ′ = γ \ {p ∈ P : x ≤
p < y}. Hence, ϕ is surjective. Now we claim that for any α ∈ I(P1), ϕ(α) ∩ P1 = α.
If y ∈ α, then ϕ(α) ∩ P1 = (α ∪ {p ∈ P : x ≤ p < y}) ∩ P1 = α and if y /∈ α, then
ϕ(α) = α. Therefore, if ϕ(α) = ϕ(β) for any α, β ∈ I(P1) then α = β. This proves that
ϕ is injective.

Now, ϕ−1 : L1 → I(P1) is defined as follows: for a ∈ L1,

ϕ−1(a) = {p ∈ L1 : p ≤ a, p is a join-irreducible} \ {p ∈ P : x ≤ p < y}.
9



Clearly, ϕ−1 is order-preserving. Hence, ϕ is an isomorphism.
To prove that H ′ is a homologically pure subsemigroup of H , we show that if α /∈ L1

then h − hα /∈ H for all h ∈ H ′. Suppose α /∈ L1 then x ∈ α but y /∈ α. Let
h =

∑s

i=1 hβi
∈ H ′ and let the position corresponding to x of h be r. Then the positions

corresponding to x and y of h− hα are r− 1 and r respectively. Hence, h− hα /∈ H . �

Discussion 3.7. For a poset P0, let XP0
, YP0

, X ′
P0

and Y ′
P0

be as defined in Notation 3.5.
If there is an x ∈ X ′

P0
and a y ∈ Y ′

P0
with x < y, reduce P0 to P1, using the methods in

Notation 3.5. Observe that y ∈ X ′
P1

∩Y ′
P1
, XP0

= XP1
, YP0

= YP1
and #P1 = #(P0 \ {p ∈

P0 : x ≤ p < y}) ≤ #P0 − 1. Repeating it, we get a sequence of posets P0, . . . , Pn, where
n ≤ #P0 − #X0 − #Y0 − 1 such that for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, there is an x ∈ X ′

Pi
and

y ∈ Y ′
Pi

with x < y and Pi is reduced to Pi+1 as in Notation 3.5. Moreover, there is no
x ∈ X ′

Pn
and y ∈ Y ′

Pn
with the property x < y. Here, Pn is a poset defined on the set

XP0
∪ YP0

∪ Y ′
Pn

and rank(Pn) ≤ 2. An example of this reduction is given in Figure 4.
By Lemma 3.6 and Proposition 2.10, if β24(R[I(Pi)]) 6= 0 for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n, then
β24(R[I(P0)]) 6= 0. �

p1 p3p2

p4 p5 p6 p7

p8 p9 p10

p11p12 p13

(a)

p1 p3p2

p8 p5 p6 p7

p9
p10

p13

p11 p12

(b) If p4 ∈ α, then p8 ∈ α

p1 p3p2

p8 p5 p10

p9 p13p11 p12

p3

p7

(c) If p6 ∈ α, then p10 ∈ α

p1 p3p2

p8 p5 p10

p9 p13p11 p12

(d) If p7 ∈ α, then p10 ∈ α

Figure 4

Example 3.8. In this example, we show that the converse of the conclusion in Discus-
sion 3.7 may not be true. Let P be a poset as shown in Figure 5a. By Lemma 4.4,
β24(R[I(P )]) 6= 0. Now, let x = p4 and y = p7. Reduce P to P1, using the methods of
Notation 3.5. Since p4 < p6 in P , we have p7 < p6 in P1 by the definition of P1, and the
order relations of P are also order relations of P1. Thus, P1 is as shown in Figure 5b. By
Theorem 2.7, β24(R[I(P1)]) = 0.

4. Property N2 of Hibi rings

In this section, we prove some sufficient conditions regarding when Hibi rings do not
satisfy property N2.
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p1

p3

p2

p4

p6

p8

p7

p5

(a)

p1

p3

p2

p5

p7

p6

p8

(b)

Figure 5

4.1. Here, we prove Theorem 4.8. It shows how to reduce checking property N2 to a
planar distributive sublattice. We begin by proving some relevant lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. [HHO18, Problem 2.16] Let K be a field, S = K[x1, . . . , xn] and T =
K[y1, . . . , ym] be two polynomial rings. Let M be a finitely generated graded S-module
and N be a finitely generated graded T -module. Then M ⊗K N is a finitely generated
graded S ⊗K T -module and

βpq(M ⊗K N) =
∑

βp1q1(M)βp2q2(N),

where the sum is taken over all p1 and p2 with p1 + p2 = p, and over all q1 and q2 with
q1 + q2 = q.

Lemma 4.2. Let P be a poset and p be an element of P which is comparable to every
element of P . Let P1 = {q ∈ P : q < p} and P2 = {q ∈ P : q > p} be induced subposets
of P . If P1 and P2 are not chains, then R[I(P )] does not satisfy property N2.

Proof. Since P1 and P2 are not chains, R[I(P1)] and R[I(P2)] are not polynomial rings.
Therefore, β12(R[I(Pi)]) 6= 0 for i = 1, 2. Note that P is the ordinal sum P1⊕{p}⊕P2. By
Lemma 2.3, R[I(P )] = R[I(P1)]⊗R[I(P2)]. Hence, β24(R[I(P )]) 6= 0 by Lemma 4.1. �

In [Ene15], Ene proved the above lemma for the case when I(P ) is a planar distributive
lattice.

Lemma 4.3. Let P be a simple poset such that #P = m + n. Let I(P ) be a planar
distributive lattice such that I(P ) ⊆ [(0, 0), (m,n)] with m,n ≥ 2. On the underlying
set of P , let P ′ be a poset such that every order relation in P is also an order relation
in P ′. Assume that the set of minimal (respectively maximal) elements of P ′ coincide
with the set of minimal (respectively maximal) elements of P . If β24(R[I(P )]) 6= 0, then
β24(R[I(P ′)]) 6= 0.

Proof. If P ′ is not simple, then there exists an element p ∈ P ′ which is comparable to
every element of P ′. Since P is simple and I(P ) is a planar distributive lattice, P has
exactly two minimal elements and exactly two maximal elements. Since the set of minimal
(respectively maximal) elements of P ′ coincide with the set of minimal (respectively
maximal) elements of P , we get that p is neither a minimal element nor a maximal
element in P ′. Let P1 = {q ∈ P : q < p} and P2 = {q ∈ P : q > p}. Since P1 and P2

are not chains, β24(R[I(P ′)]) 6= 0 by Lemma 4.2. So we may assume that P ′ is simple.
Suppose, on the contrary, β24(R[I(P ′)]) = 0. So the conditions (i) and (ii) of Theorem 2.7
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hold for I(P ′). Since I(P ′) ⊆ I(P ), the conditions (i) and (ii) of Theorem 2.7 also hold
for I(P ) which is a contradiction. Hence the proof. �

p1

p3

p2

p4

(a)

p1

p3

p2

p4

q1

qn

(b) n ≥ 1

Figure 6

Lemma 4.4. Let P be a poset such that the poset P ′ = {p1, ..., p4} of Figure 6a is a
cover-preserving subposet of P . Then R[I(P )] does not satisfy property N2.

Proof. Observe that by Theorem 2.7, β24(R[I(P ′)]) 6= 0. Let B = {p1, p2}, B
′ = {p3, p4}.

By Discussion 3.3, we may replace P by P1, where P1 is as defined in Discussion 3.3, and
assume that the sets of minimal and maximal elements of P coincide with the sets of
minimal and maximal elements of P ′ respectively.
Now, suppose that there exists an element p ∈ P such that p /∈ P ′. Then, we have
pi < p < pj for some i ∈ {1, 2} and j ∈ {3, 4}. This contradicts that pi ⋖ pj. Therefore,
P = P ′. This completes the proof. �

Discussion 4.5. Let P be a poset. For k ≥ 1, let S = ∪k
i=1{pi,1, . . . , pi,ni

} be a subset of
the underlying set of P . Assume that {p1,1, . . . , pk,1} and {p1,n1

, . . . , pk,nk
} are antichains

in P . Also, assume that for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k, {pi,1, . . . , pi,ni
} is a chain in P with pi,1 ⋖

· · · ⋖ pi,ni
. For q ∈ P \ S, define SP

q := {p ∈ S : q ⋖ p}. Let B = {p1,1, . . . , pk,1} and
B′ = {p1,n1

, . . . , pk,nk
}.

Using Discussion 3.3, reduce P to P1, where P1 is as defined in Discussion 3.3. Let
x, y ∈ P1\S with x⋖y. Reduce P1 to P2, using the methods of Notation 3.5. Observe that
#P2 = #P1 − 1, S ⊂ P2. Also, B and B′ are the sets of minimal and maximal elements
of P2 respectively. Repeating it, we get a sequence P1, . . . , Pm, where m ≤ #P − #S
of posets such that for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1, there exist x, y ∈ Pi \ S with x ⋖ y and
Pi is reduced to Pi+1 as in Notation 3.5. Moreover, there are no x, y ∈ Pm \ S with the
property x⋖ y.

Now, we will do more reductions on Pm. Let q ∈ Pm \ S be such that #SPm
q = 1, say

SPm
q = {p}. We have q⋖p in Pm. Reduce Pm to Pm+1, using the methods of Notation 3.5.

Under this reduction, S ⊂ P2, B and B′ are the sets of minimal and maximal elements of
Pm+1 respectively. Repeating it, we get a sequence Pm, Pm+1, . . . , Ps of posets such that
for each m ≤ i ≤ s − 1, there exists a q ∈ Pi \ S with #SPi

q = 1 and Pi is reduced to

Pi+1 as in Notation 3.5 and there is no q ∈ Ps \ S with #SPs
q = 1. If βij(R[I(Pl)]) 6= 0

for some i, j and l ∈ {1, . . . , s}, then by Discussion 3.3, Lemma 3.6 and Proposition 2.10,
βij(R[I(P )]) 6= 0. �

Lemma 4.6. Let P be a poset and let the poset P ′ = {p1, ..., p4, q1, ..., qn} as shown in
Figure 6b be a cover-preserving subposet of P for some n ≥ 1. Then R[I(P )] does not
satisfy property N2.
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Proof. Note that by Lemma 4.2, β24(R[I(P ′)]) 6= 0. Let

S = {p1, q1, . . . , qn, p3} ∪ {p2, q1, . . . , qn, p4}.

By Discussion 4.5, it suffices to show that R[I(Pm)] does not satisfy property N2, where
Pm is as defined in Discussion 4.5. Note that {p1, p2} and {p3, p4} are the sets of minimal
and maximal elements of Pm respectively. If there exists a cover-preserving subposet of
Pm as shown in Figure 6a then β24(R[I(Pm)]) 6= 0. So we may assume that Pm does
not contain any cover-preserving subposet as shown in Figure 6a. Let Sq be as defined
in Discussion 4.5. There is no q ∈ Pm \ S with Sq = {p3, p4} otherwise Pm will contain
a cover-preserving subposet as shown in Figure 6a. So we deduce that #Sq = 1 for all
q ∈ Pm \ S. Now, reduce Pm to Ps as in Discussion 4.5. Then Ps = P ′. This completes
the proof. �

Lemma 4.7. Let (P,≤) be a poset. Then I(P ) ∼= I(P ∂), where P ∂ is the dual poset of
P , that is, (P ∂,�) is the poset with the same underlying set but its order relations are
opposite of P i.e. p ≤ q if and only if q � p. Hence, R[I(P )] ∼= R[I(P ∂)].

Theorem 4.8. Let P be a poset. Let S = ∪2
i=1{pi,1, . . . , pi,ni

} be a subset of the underlying
set of P such that

(1) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 2, {pi,1, . . . , pi,ni
} is a chain in P with pi,1 ⋖ · · ·⋖ pi,ni

;
(2) p1,1 and p2,1 are incomparable in P ;
(3) p1,n1

and p2,n2
are incomparable in P .

Let P ′ be the induced subposet of P on the set S. If R[I(P ′)] does not satisfy property
N2 then so does R[I(P )].

Proof. For P , let P1, . . . , Pm, Pm+1, . . . , Ps be as defined in Discussion 4.5. For 1 ≤ i ≤ s,
let P ′

i be the induced subposet of Pi on the set S. For 1 ≤ i ≤ s − 1, every order
relation between the elements of S in Pi is also an order relation in Pi+1. Also, {p1,1, p2,1}
and {p1,n1

, p2,n2
} are the sets of minimal and maximal elements of Pi respectively, for

all i = 1, . . . , s. Therefore, by Lemma 4.3, β24(R[I(P ′
i )]) 6= 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ s. By

Discussion 4.5, it is enough to show that R[I(Ps)] does not satisfy property N2. We may
replace P by Ps and P ′ by P ′

s.
Let P ∂ be the dual poset of P . If q ∈ P \ S, then #SP

q ≥ 2. So if there exists a

q ∈ P ∂ \ S with #SP ∂

q ≥ 2, then P contains a cover-preserving subposet as shown in
Figure 6b. Thus, by Lemma 4.6, R[I(P )] does not satisfy property N2. So we may

assume that for all p ∈ P ∂ \ S, #SP ∂

p = 1. Repeating the argument of Discussion 4.5 for

P ∂, we obtain a poset Q such that there is no q ∈ Q \ S with #SQ
q = 1. Observe that

Q is a poset on the set S. By Discussion 4.5, it suffices to prove that R[I(Q)] does not
satisfy property N2. Note that Q∂ is a poset on the set S and all order relations of P ′

are also the order relations of Q∂ . So by Lemma 4.3, R[I(Q∂)] does not satisfy property
N2. Thus, by Lemma 4.7, R[I(Q)] does not satisfy property N2. Hence the proof. �

Remark 4.9. Note that in the proof of Theorem 4.8, the reduction from the poset P to
the poset Q∂ is independent of the hypothesis that I(P ′) is a planar distributive lattice. In
fact, we will also use the reduction from P to Q∂ in Discussion 4.15 where the distributive
lattice is not restricted to be planar.

We have only used the assumption I(P ′) is a planar distributive lattice to conclude that
β24(R[I(Q∂)]) 6= 0 and β24(R[I(P ′

i )]) 6= 0 for all i = 1, . . . , s.

4.2. In this subsection, we prove a result analogous to Ene’s result. Suppose that a poset
can be decomposed into a union of three chains and it has three maximal and minimal
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elements. We prove some necessary conditions regarding when the Hibi ring associated
to such poset satisfies property N2.

Lemma 4.10. Let P be a poset on the disjoint union ∪3
i=1{pi,1, pi,2, pi,3} such that

(1) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, {pi,1, pi,2, pi,3} is a chain in P with pi,1 ⋖ pi,2 ⋖ pi,3;
(2) {p1,1, p2,1, p3,1} and {p1,3, p2,3, p3,3} are the sets of minimal and maximal elements

of P respectively.

If P is pure and connected, then β24(R[I(P )]) 6= 0.

Now we prove the main theorem of this subsection.

Theorem 4.11. Let P be a poset on the set ∪3
i=1{pi,1, ..., pi,ni

} such that

(1) p1,1, p2,1, p3,1 are distinct and p1,n1
, p2,n2

, p3,n3
are distinct;

(2) {p1,1, p2,1, p3,1} and {p1,n1
, p2,n2

, p3,n3
} are the sets of minimal and maximal ele-

ments of P respectively;
(3) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, ni ≥ 3; {pi,1, . . . , pi,ni

} is a chain in P with pi,1 ⋖ · · ·⋖ pi,ni
.

If P is connected and none of the minimal elements of P is covered by a maximal element,
then β24(R[I(P )]) 6= 0.

Proof. Reduce P to Pn, where Pn is as defined in Discussion 3.7. Since P is connected,
so is Pn. Since none of the minimal elements of P is covered by a maximal element, we
obtain that Pn is pure. So by Discussion 3.7, we may replace P by Pn and assume that
P is pure and ni = 3 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. Let X ′ be as defined in Notation 3.5. We will
prove the result in the following cases:

(1) If #X ′ = 1, then the result follows from Lemma 4.2.
(2) If #X ′ = 2, then P will contain a cover-preserving subposet as shown in Figure 6b.

Hence, the result follows from Lemma 4.6.
(3) If #X ′ = 3, then the result follows from Lemma 4.10.

�

Now, we proceed to prove Lemma 4.10. Before that we prove some relevant lemmas.

Lemma 4.12. Let P be as defined in Lemma 4.10. If there exists an element in P such
that either it cover three elements or it is covered by three elements and P is not as shown
in figure 7a, then β24(R[I(P )]) 6= 0.

Proof. By Theorem 4.8, we may assume that there is no subposet P ′ of P , as defined
in Theorem 4.8, with β24(R[I(P ′)]) 6= 0. Let p ∈ P be the element such that either it
cover three elements or it is covered by three elements. Note that p is either a maximal
element or a minimal element or p ∈ {p1,2, p2,2, p3,2}. If p is a maximal element of P ,
then in P ∂, p is a minimal element and it is covered by three elements. In this case by
Lemma 4.7, replace P by P ∂ and we may assume that p is a minimal element of P . So we
only have to consider the cases when either p is a minimal element or p ∈ {p1,2, p2,2, p3,2}.
In most of the subcases of these two cases, we show that there exist δ, γ ∈ I(P ) such
that β24(R[L′]) 6= 0, where L′ is the sublattice {α ∈ I(P ) : δ ≤ α ≤ γ}. Hence, by
Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 2.10, we conclude that β24(R[I(P )]) 6= 0.

Case 1 Assume that p is a minimal element of P . Possibly by relabelling the elements of
P , we may assume that p = p1,1. We consider the following two subcases:

(a) Consider the subcase when p1,1 is covered by {p1,2, p2,2, p3,2}. If either p3,3 covers
p2,2 or p1,3 covers any element other than p1,2, then exists a subposet P ′ of P ,
as defined in Theorem 4.8, with β24(R[I(P ′)]) 6= 0. So we may assume that p3,3
does not cover p2,2 and p1,3 covers p1,2 only. We proceed in the following two
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subsubcases:
(i) Assume that p3,3 is only covering p1,2 and p3,2. Observe that δ = ∅ and
γ = P \ {p2,3} are the order ideals of P . By Proposition 3.2, L′ ∼= I(P ′), where
P ′ is the poset as shown in Figure 7d. One can use a computer to check that
β24(R[I(P ′)]) 6= 0.
(ii) Now, assume that either p3,3 is covering p3,2 only or p3,3 is covering atleast
p2,1 and p3,2. Let δ = ∅ and γ = P \ {p1,3, p2,3}. By Proposition 3.2, L′ ∼= I(P ′),
where P ′ is one of the posets as shown in Figure 7e-7g. Again, it can be checked
by a computer that β24(R[I(P ′)]) 6= 0 for all P ′.

(b) Consider the subcase when p1,1 is not covered by {p1,2, p2,2, p3,2}. So p1,1 is either
covered by {p1,2, p2,3, p3,2} or {p1,2, p2,2, p3,3} or {p1,2, p2,3, p3,3}. By symmetry, it
is enough to consider one of the cases from {p1,2, p2,3, p3,2} and {p1,2, p2,2, p3,3}.
First, consider the subsubcase when p1,1 is covered by {p1,2, p2,3, p3,2}. We have

p2,1 ⋖ p2,2, reduce P to P1 using the methods of Discussion 3.5. If p2,1 is covered
by p1,2 or p3,2 in P , then P1 will contain a cover-preserving subposet as shown in
Figure 6a. So we may assume that p2,1 is not covered by p1,2 and p3,2. Observe
that P1 is a poset on the underlying set P \ {p2,1}. Also, {p1,1, p2,2, p3,1} and
{p1,3, p2,3, p3,3} are the sets of minimal and maximal elements of P1 respectively.
Also, p1,1 is covered by {p1,2, p2,3, p3,2} in P1. Repeating the argument of the
subcase (a), we deduce that the result holds in this subsubcase.
Now, we consider the subsubcase when p1,1 is covered by {p1,2, p2,3, p3,3}. Again,

we have p2,1 ⋖ p2,2, reduce P to P1 using the methods of Discussion 3.5. If p2,1 is
covered by p1,2 in P , then P1 will contain a cover-preserving subposet as shown in
Figure 6a. So we may assume that p2,1 is not covered by p1,2 in P . Similarly, we
may assume that p3,1 is not covered by p1,2. If either p2,2 or p3,2 is covered by p1,3,
then P will contain a subposet P ′, as defined in Theorem 4.8, with β24(R[I(P ′)]) 6=
0. If either p2,2 is covered by p3,3 or p3,2 is covered by p2,3, then we are done by
the previous subsubcase. Since P is not as shown in figure 7a, the only possibility
for P is that P is isomorphic to one of the posets as shown in Figure 7h-7i. One
can use a computer to check that β24(R[I(P )]) 6= 0.

Case 2 Assume that p ∈ {p1,2, p2,2, p3,2}. Possibly by replacing P with P ∂, we may assume
that p is covering all the minimal elements. Possibly by relabelling the elements
of P , we may assume that p = p1,2. If p2,2 and p3,2 are covered by p1,3, then we
are done by Case 1. So we may assume that both p2,2 and p3,2 are not covered by
p1,3. Let δ = ∅ and γ = P \ {p2,3, p3,3}. By Proposition 3.2, L′ ∼= I(P ′), where P ′

is one of the posets as shown in Figure 7b-7c. Again, one can use a computer to
check that β24(R[I(P ′)]) 6= 0.

�

Lemma 4.13. Let P be as defined in Lemma 4.10. If the induced subposet of P , de-
fined on the underlying set P \ {p1,1, p2,1, p3,1} or P \ {p1,3, p2,3, p3,3}, is connected. Then
β24(R[I(P )]) 6= 0.

Proof. By Theorem 4.8, we may assume that there is no subposet P ′ of P , as defined in
Theorem 4.8, with β24(R[I(P ′)]) 6= 0. Possibly by replacing P with P ∂, we may assume
that the subposet P ′ of P defined on the underlying set P \ {p1,3, p2,3, p3,3} is connected.
Observe that P ′ is isomorphic to one of the posets as shown in Figure 8a-8b. If P ′ is as
shown in Figure 8b, then we are done by Lemma 4.12.

Now, consider the case when P ′ is as shown in Figure 8a. Possibly by relabelling the
elements of P , we may assume that p1,2 is covering exactly one minimal element of P . If
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Figure 8

either p1,1⋖p3,3 or p3,1⋖p2,3 or p2,2⋖p3,3 or p3,2⋖p2,3, then there exists a subposet P ′ of
P , as defined in Theorem 4.8, with β24(R[I(P ′)]) 6= 0. Let δ = ∅ and γ = P \ {p1,2, p1,3}.
Let also L′ = {α ∈ I(P ) : δ ≤ α ≤ γ}. By Proposition 3.2, L′ ∼= I(P1), where P1 is as
shown in Figure 8c. One can use a computer to check that β24(R[I(P1)]) 6= 0. Hence, by
Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 2.10, β24(R[I(P )]) 6= 0. �

Proof of Lemma 4.10. By Theorem 4.8, we may assume that there is no subposet P ′ of
P , as defined in Theorem 4.8, with β24(R[I(P ′)]) 6= 0. By Lemma 4.12, we may assume
that there is no element in P such that either it cover three elements or it is covered by
three elements. By Lemma 4.13, we may assume that the subposets of P defined on the
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Figure 9

underlying sets P \ {p1,1, p2,1, p3,1} and P \ {p1,3, p2,3, p3,3} are not connected. Then P is
isomorphic to one of the posets as shown in Figure 9. One can use a computer to check
that β24(R[I(P )]) 6= 0. This concludes the proof. �

Discussion 4.14. Here we answer the following question: what happens if we weaken
the hypothesis of Theorem 4.11? Let P be a poset as defined in Theorem 4.11. When P is
disconnected , it follows from [Vee22, Corollary 3.2, Theorem 3.13] that β24(R[I(P )]) = 0
if and only if P is a disjoint union of two posets P1 and P2 such that I(P1) is a planar
distributive lattice with β24(R[I(P1)]) = 0 and P2 is a chain..

On the other hand, suppose that P is connected and there exists a minimal element
of P which is covered by a maximal element. Using the proof of Theorem 4.11, we may
replace the poset P by Pn and assume that ni = 3 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. Let X ′ be as defined
in Notation 3.5. Observe that #X ′ ∈ {1, 2, 3}. If #X ′ = 1 or 2, then β24(R[I(P )]) 6= 0
by the argument of the proof of Theorem 4.11.

Now, consider the case when #X ′ = 3. We know that if P is as shown in figure 7a,
then β24(R[I(P )]) = 0. So we may assume that P is not as shown in figure 7a. By
Theorem 4.8, we may assume that there is no subposet P ′ of P , as defined in Theorem 4.8,
with β24(R[I(P ′)]) 6= 0. By Lemma 4.12, we may assume that there is no element in P
such that either it cover three elements or it is covered by three elements. By Lemma 4.13,
we may assume that the subposets of P defined on the underlying sets P \{p1,1, p2,1, p3,1}
and P \ {p1,3, p2,3, p3,3} are not connected. Then P is isomorphic to one of the posets as
shown in Figure 10. One can use a computer to check that if P is isomorphic to one of the
posets as shown in Figure 10a-10e, then β24(R[I(P )]) = 0 otherwise β24(R[I(P )]) 6= 0.

Remark 4.15. Let P be a poset. Let S = ∪3
i=1{pi,1, . . . , pi,ni

} be a subset of the under-
lying set of P such that

(a) p1,1, p2,1, p3,1 are distinct and p1,n1
, p2,n2

, p3,n3
are distinct;

(b) B := {p1,1, p2,1, p3,1} and B′ := {p1,n1
, p2,n2

, p3,n3
} are antichains in P ;

(c) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, ni ≥ 3; {pi,1, . . . , pi,ni
} is a chain in P with pi,1 ⋖ · · ·⋖ pi,ni

.

Using Discussion 4.5 and the arguments of the proof of Theorem 4.8, we can reduce P
to the poset Q∂, where Q∂ is a poset on the underlying set S. Note that B and B′ are
the sets of minimal and maximal elements of Q∂ respectively. by Discussion 4.5, R[I(P )]
does not satisfy property N2 if R[I(Q∂)] does not satisfy property N2 which can be easily
checked using Theorem 4.11 and Discussion 4.14.
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5. Property Np of Hibi rings for p ≥ 3

Lemma 5.1. Let Pn,m, where n,m ≥ 2, be the poset as shown in Figure 11. Then
R[I(Pn,m)] does not satisfy N3.

Proof. Observe that R[I(Pn,m)] satisfies property N2, by Theorem 2.7. Let x = p2 and
y = pn. Reduce Pn,m to P2,m using the methods of Notation 3.5. Now in P2,m, let
x = q2 and y = qm. Reduce P2,m to P2,2 using the method discussed in Notation 3.5. For
n,m = 2, one can use a computer to check that β35(R[I(Pn,m)]) 6= 0. By Lemma 3.6 and
Proposition 2.10, we have β35(R[I(Pn,m)]) 6= 0. This completes the proof. �
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Figure 11. Pn,m; n,m ≥ 2

Lemma 5.2. Let P be a poset such that I(P ) is a planar distributive lattice. Assume
that P has two minimal and maximal elements. If R([I(P )]) satisfies property N3, then
P is a disjoint union of two chains.

Proof. Suppose that R([I(P )]) satisfies property N3. Then, it also satisfies property N2.
So P is simple otherwise there exists an element p ∈ P which is comparable to every
element of P . By hypothesis, p is neither a minimal element nor a maximal element.
Let P1 = {q ∈ P : q < p} and P2 = {q ∈ P : q > p}. Since P1 and P2 are not chains,
R([I(P )]) does not satisfy property N2 by Lemma 4.2, which is a contradiction. By
Corollary 2.8, P is isomorphic to one of the posets as shown in Figure 2. If P is not
isomorphic to the poset shown in Figure 2a, then it will contain a cover-preserving sub-
poset as shown in Figure 11, call it P ′. Let B and B′ be the sets of minimal and maximal
elements of P ′ respectively. Hence, by Discussion 3.3 and Lemma 5.1, β35(R[I(P )]) 6= 0.
This concludes the proof. �

Now we prove our main theorem about property N3 of Hibi rings associated to con-
nected posets.

Theorem 5.3. Let P be a connected poset. Assume that P has atleast two minimal and
atleast two maximal elements. Then R[I(P )] does not satisfy property N3.

Proof. Claim : There exist two maximal chains C1 = {p1, . . . , pr} and C2 = {q1, . . . , qs}
of P such that p1 ⋖ · · ·⋖ pr, q1 ⋖ · · ·⋖ qs, p1 6= q1 , pr 6= qs and r, s ≥ 2.

Assume the claim. Let S = C1∪C2. Using Discussion 4.5 and the proof of Theorem 4.8,
we can reduce P to the poset Q∂ , where Q∂ is a poset on the underlying set S and it
is enough to show that R[I(Q∂)] does not satisfy property N3. Observe that Q∂ is
connected, {p1, q1} and {pr, qs} are the sets of minimal and maximal elements of Q∂

respectively. By Lemma 5.2, R[I(Q∂)] does not satisfy property N3. This completes the
proof.

Now we prove the claim. Let C be a maximal chain in P with the minimal element p
and maximal element q. Fix a maximal element q′ ∈ P where q′ 6= q. If there exists a
maximal chain C ′ with the maximal element q′ and the minimal element not equal to p,
then we are done. So we may assume that all maximal chains with the maximal element
q′ have minimal element p. Fix a minimal element p′ ∈ P where p′ 6= p. If there exists
a maximal chain C ′′ with the minimal element p′ and maximal element not equal to q,
then we are done. So we may assume that all maximal chains with the minimal element
p′ have maximal element q. Then, we can take C1 to be a maximal chain from p to q′

and C2 to be a maximal chain from p′ to q. Hence the proof. �

Definition 5.4. Let P be a poset and II(P ) be the Hibi ideal associated to I(P ). Then
II(P ) said to have a linear resolution if βij(II(P )) = 0 for j 6= i+ 2. We say that the Hibi
ring R[I(P )] has a linear resolution if II(P ) has a linear resolution.
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Recall the notion of graphs from Subsection 2.4. The following lemma will be needed
in the proof of our main theorem about property Np for p ≥ 4.

Lemma 5.5. Let L be a distributive lattice as shown in Figure 12. Then the comparability
graph GL of L is chordal.

Proof. First break the underlying set of L in two disjoint subsets A1 = {a1, . . . , an} and
A2 = {b1, . . . , bn} (see Figure 12 for notational conventions). Let C = (c1, . . . , cr) be a
induced cycle of GL of length ≥ 4. If {c1, . . . , cr} ∩Ai ≥ 3 for any i ∈ {1, 2}, then C has
a chord because every pair in Ai is an edge of GL. So we may assume that r = 4 and
#({c1, . . . , cr} ∩Ai) = 2 for all i. Let {ci1, ci2} ⊆ A1 and {ci3, ci4} ⊆ A2. Without loss of
generality, we may assume that c1 = ci1 and c1 < ci2 in L. Let c ∈ {ci3 , ci4} be such that
{c1, c} is an edge in C. Therefore, c1 and c are comparable in L; therefore c < c1 because
c1 ∈ A1 and c ∈ A2. Therefore c < ci2 . Hence (c1, c, ci2) is a induced chain in GL. Thus
C has a chord. This completes the proof. �

Example 5.6. Let P1 be an antichain of cardinality three and P2 be a poset such that it is
a disjoint union of two chains of length 1. By [Hib87, § 3, Corollary], R[I(Pi)] is a Goren-
stein ring for all i = 1, 2. For all i = 1, 2, the Hibi ring R[I(Pi)] is Cohen-Macaulay, it is
a quotient of a polynomial ring in #I(Pi) variables and the Krull-dimension of R[I(Pi)]
is #Pi + 1. So the Auslander-Buchsbaum formula implies that proj dim(R[I(Pi)]) =
#I(Pi) − #Pi − 1 for i = 1, 2. It is easy to see that proj dim(R[I(Pi)]) = 4 for all
i = 1, 2. By self-duality of minimal free resolution of Gorenstein rings, we obtain that
β4j(R[I(Pi)]) 6= 0 for some j ≥ 6 and for all i = 1, 2 irrespective of the characteristic of
the field K.

Theorem 5.7. Let P be a poset and p ≥ 4. Let P ′ = {pi1, ..., pir} be the subset of all
elements of P which are comparable to every element of P . Let P ′′ be the induced subposet
of P on the set P \ P ′. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) R[I(P )] satisfies property Np.
(b) R[I(P )] satisfies property N4.
(c) Either P is a chain or P ′′ is a disjoint union of a chain and an isolated element.
(d) Either R[I(P )] is a polynomial ring or K[I(P ′′)]/ in<(II(P ′′)) has a linear resolu-

tion.
(e) Either R[I(P )] is a polynomial ring or it has a linear resolution.

Before going to the proof of the theorem, we remark that not all of the equivalent
statements are new. For example, (c) ⇐⇒ (e) was proved in [EQR13, Corollary 10] and
(e) ⇒ (d) follows from [CV20, Corollary 2.7].

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) is trivial.
(b) ⇒ (c) If width(P ) ≥ 3, then there exists an antichain P1 in P of cardinality three.

By Discussion 3.3, βij(R[I(P1)]) ≤ βij(R[I(P )]) for all i and j. Since β4j(R[I(P1)]) 6= 0
20



for some j ≥ 6 by Example 5.6, β4j(R[I(P )]) 6= 0. Thus, R[I(P )] does not satisfy
property N4. So we may assume that width(P ) ≤ 2. If width(P ) = 1, then P is a chain.
We now consider width(P ) = 2. Observe that P ′′ is simple. Since R[I(P ′′)] satisfies
property N4, it also satisfies property N3. By Lemma 5.2, P ′′ is a disjoint union of two
chains. Suppose that P ′′ is a poset on the set ∪2

i=1{pi,1, . . . , pi,ni
} such that {pi,1, . . . , pi,ni

}
is a chain in P ′′ with pi,1 ⋖ · · ·⋖ pi,ni

for all i = 1, 2. We have to show that either n1 = 1
or n2 = 1. Suppose that, on the contrary, ni ≥ 2 for all i = 1, 2. Let P2 be the induced
subposet of P ′′ on the set ∪2

i=1{pi,1, pi,2}. Let B andB′ be the sets of minimal and maximal
elements of P2 respectively. By Example 5.6 and Discussion 3.3, β4j(R[I(P )]) 6= 0 for
some j ≥ 6 which is a contradiction. Hence the proof.

(c) ⇒ (d) If P is a chain, then R[I(P )] is a polynomial ring. Observe that the
distributive lattice I(P ′′) is as shown in Figure 12. The ideal in<(II(P ′′)) is the Stanley-
Reisner ideal of the order complex ∆(I(P ′′)) of I(P ′′) (see [Vee22, Subsection 4.1]). It was
observed in Subsection 2.4 that ∆(I(P ′′)) = ∆(GI(P ′′)) where GI(P ′′) is the comparability
graph of I(P ′′). Now the result follows from Lemma 5.5 and [Frö90, Theorem 1].

(d) ⇒ (e) Since the Betti numbers of K[I(P ′′)]/ in<(II(P ′′)) over the ring K[I(P ′′)] are
greater than equal to those of R[I(P ′′)] [Pee11, Theorem 22.9], we get that R[I(P ′′)] has
a linear resolution. Thus, R[I(P )] has a linear resolution by Corollary 2.4.

(e) ⇒ (a) is immediate. �

We now use Theorem 5.7 and [Frö90, Theorem 1] to characterize comparability graph
of distributive lattices which are chordal. It is immediate that for a chain P of length n,
GP is the complete graph on the set [n + 1] which is chordal.

Corollary 5.8. Let L = I(P ) be a distributive lattice and GL be the comparability graph
of L. For P , let P ′′ be as defined in Theorem 5.7. Then GL is chordal if and only if P
is a chain or P ′′ is a disjoint union of a chain and an isolated element.

6. Complete intersection Hibi rings

In this section, we will combinatorially characterize complete intersection Hibi rings.
Let P1 and P2 be two posets and P be the ordinal sum of P1 and P2. Let R[I(P1)] =

K[{xα : α ∈ I(P1)}]/II(P1), R[I(P2)] = K[{yβ : β ∈ I(P2)}]/II(P2) and R[I(P )] =
K[{zγ : γ ∈ I(P )}]/II(P ).

Lemma 6.1. Let P1, P2 and P be as above. Then

R[I(P )] ∼= (R[I(P1)]⊗K R[I(P2)])/(xP1
− y∅).

Proof. Let T = K[{xα : α ∈ I(P1)}∪{yβ : β ∈ I(P2)}]/(xP1
−y∅) and T ′ = T/(II(P1)T+

II(P2)T ). Define a map

ϕ : K[I(P )] → T

by

ϕ(zγ) =

{
xγ if γ ⊆ P1,

yγ′ if γ = P1 ∪ γ′, where γ′ ⊆ P2.

It is easy to see that ϕ is an isomorphism. If α, β ∈ I(P ) are incomparable then either
α, β ∈ I(P1) or α = P1∪α′ and β = P1∪β ′ where α′, β ′ ∈ I(P2) and α′, β ′ incomparable.
Let π : T → T ′ be the natural projection. Thus, π ◦ ϕ : K[I(P )] → T ′ and ker(π ◦ ϕ) =
ϕ−1(II(P1)T + II(P2)T ).

Thus, it is sufficient to show that ϕ(II(P )) = II(P1)T + II(P2)T . The proof of this is
similar to the proof of Lemma 2.3. �
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Example 6.2. Let P1 and P2 be the posets as shown in Figure 13b and Figure 13c
respectively. Then the respective graded Betti table of R[I(P1)] and R[I(P2)] are the
following:

0 1 2 3 4
total: 1 9 16 9 1
0: 1 . . . .
1: . 9 16 9 .
2: . . . . 1

0 1 2
total: 1 3 2
0: 1 . .
1: . 3 2

p1

p3

p2

p4

p2n−3 p2n−2

p2n−1 p2n

(a) (b) β23 = 16

p2p1

p3

(c) β23 = 2

Figure 13

Now, we prove the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 6.3. Let P be a poset and P ′ = {pi1 , ..., pir} be the subset of all elements of P
which are comparable to every element of P . Let P ′′ be the induced subposet of P on the
set P \ P ′. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) R[I(P )] is a complete intersection.
(b) Either P is a chain or P ′′ is as shown in Figure 13a.

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b). Suppose thatR[I(P )] is a complete intersection. Therefore, β23(R[I(P )]) =
0. We break the proof by width of the poset. If width(P ) ≥ 3, then there exists an an-
tichain P1 of P of cardinality 3. By Discussion 3.3, β23(R[I(P1)]) ≤ β23(R[I(P )]). Since
β23(R[I(P1)]) 6= 0 by Example 6.2, we obtain that β23(R[I(P )]) 6= 0. So we may assume
that width(P ) ≤ 2. If width(P ) = 1, then P is a chain. Hence, the only case we need to
consider is width(P ) = 2. Now if P ′′ is not as shown in Figure 13a, then P ′′ contain the
poset as shown in Figure 13c as a cover-preserving subposet, call it P2. Let B and B′ be
the sets of minimal and maximal elements of P2 respectively. From Discussion 3.3 and
Example 6.2, β23(R[I(P )]) 6= 0. This concludes the proof.

(b) ⇒ (a). If P is a chain, then R[I(P )] is a polynomial ring. So we may assume
that P is not a chain. Since R[I(P )] ∼= R[I(P ′′)] ⊗K K[y1, ..., yr], it is enough to show
that R[I(P ′′)] is a complete intersection. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n, let Pi = {p2i−1, p2i} and
Qi = {a ∈ P ′′ : a ≤ p2i−1} ∪ {p2i} be the subposets of P . Observe that Qn = P ′′. For
1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, by Lemma 6.1,

R[I(Qi+1)] ∼= (R[I(Qi)]⊗K R[I(Pi+1)])/(xQi
− y∅)

where ∅ is the minimal element I(Pi+1). We prove the theorem by induction on i. It is
easy to see that the result holds for i = 1. Now assume that the result holds for i. Since
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R[I(Pi+1)] ∼= R[I(Q1)], we get R[I(Qi)]⊗K R[I(Pi+1)] is a complete intersection. Hence,
R[I(Qi+1)] is a complete intersection. Hence the proof. �
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