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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 property N, for p = 2 and 3. We also show that if a Hibi ring satisfies property
Ny, then it is a polynomial ring or it has a linear resolution. Therefore, it satisfies
property N, 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 N, for p € N. The ring S/I satisfies property N, if S/I is normal and the
graded minimal free resolution of S/I over S is linear upto p'* position. In this article,
we study Green-Lazarsfeld property N, for Hibi rings. We also characterize complete
intersection Hibi rings.

Let L be a finite distributive lattice and P = {py,...,p,} be the subposet of join-
irreducible elements of L. Let K be a field and let R = K|[t, z1, . . ., z,] 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 u, =t ][, ., z where o € 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 [Enelb] for a survey on Hibi rings. If we set deg(t) = 1 and deg(z;) = 0
for all 1 <4 < n, then R[L] may be viewed as a standard graded algebra over K. Let
K[L] = K[{z, : a € L}] be the polynomial ring over K and = : K[L] — R[L] be the
K-algebra homomorphism with z, + u,. The ideal I, = (242 — TarsTavs @ . €
L and «,  incomparable) is the kernel of the map 7. It is called the Hibi ideal associated
to L.

In past, various authors have studied minimal free resolution of Hibi rings [DM17,
EHH15, EHSM15, Enel5]. In Section 4 and 5, we establish some results about property
N, 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 [Enel5] characterizes all simple planar distributive lattices for which the associated
Hibi ring satisfies property Ny [Theorem 2.7]. The Segre product of polynomial rings
may be viewed as a Hibi ring. Property N, 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 Ny, then its Segre product
with a polynomial ring in finitely many variables also satisfies property N,. 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  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 [Fré90, 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 N, in Section 4 [Theorem 4.8, 4.11].

In Section 5, we study property NV, 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 N, 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 [Stal2, 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 zif 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” z (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 « of P is

called an order ideal of P if it satisfies the following condition: for any x € a and y € P,
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if y < x, then y € a. Define Z(P) := {& C P : o is an order ideal of P}. It is easy to
see that Z(P), ordered by inclusion, is a distributive lattice under union and intersection.
Z(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 V z for
some ¥y, z € L, we have either x =y or x = 2.

Definition 2.1. Let P and ) 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) := maz{#S : S C 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.

(¢) The ordinal sum P @ @ of the disjoint posets P and @ is the poset on the set
P U@ with the following order: if x,y € P @ @, then x < y if either x,y € P and
r<yinPorx,yecQandzrz<yinQorx e PandyeEqQ.

(d) Let P,@Q be two posets on disjoint sets. The disjoint union of posets P and @
is the poset P 4+ @) on the set P U () with the following order: if z,y € P + @,
then x < y if either z,y € Pand z < yin Por z,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 @) are said to be isomorphic, denoted by P = @, if there exists an order-
preserving bijection ¢ : P — () 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.

D7 DPs
b7 yZ3 D13
b7 Ds
Ps p6/p12 Ps Pes
poy Pk tpa A D3 P Po D3
DP1o
y4! P2 y4! P2 Pio D1
(a) (b) (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 [Stal2, The-
orem 3.4.1], L is isomorphic to the ideal lattice Z(P). Write P = {p1,...,p,} and let
R = K|t,z1,...,2,) 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
Uy =t]], o2 Where a € L. If we set deg(t) = 1 and deg(z;) = 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[{z, : « € L}] be the polynomial ring over K and 7 : K[L] — R[L] be
the K-algebra homomorphism with z, — u,. Let

I}, = (To%3 — TanpTavs : @, B € L and a, f incomparable)

be an K[L]-ideal. Let < be a total order on the variables of K[L] with the property
that one has z, < zg if @ < 8 in L. Consider the graded reverse lexicographic order
< on K[L] induced by this order of the variables. The generators of I, described above
forms a Grébner basis of ker(7) with respect to < [HHO18, Theorem 6.19]. In particular,
ker(m) = Ip. The ideal I} is called the Hibi ideal of L. The initial Hibi ideal is

inc(Iy) = (zaxs : o, f € L and «, f 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 Py, {p} and P, be posets. Let P be the ordinal sum P, ®&{p}® P,. Then
RIZ(P)] = RIZ(P & Py)] ©k Kly] = R[Z(P1)] @k R[Z(P)),
where K[y| is a polynomial ring.

Proof. First, we prove that
R[Z(P)] = RIZ(P, © P,)] ®k K]yl

Let RIZ(P, ® P»)] = K[{ug : B € I(P. ® P)}]/Izpiopy) and R[Z(P)] = K[{va :a €
I(P)}]/1z(p). Define a map

o: K[{vy :a€Z(P)} - T :=Kly,{us : B€Z(P® P)}]
by
Uy if 7gP17

poy) =9y if y=PU{p},
uy if y=P U{p}U”, wherey C PB,.

It is easy to see that ¢ is an isomorphism. If «, 5 € Z(P) are incomparable, then either
a, €Z(P)ora=PU{ptUa and = P, U{p}U S where o/, 3" € Z(P,) and «, '
incomparable. Let 7" = T'/(Iz(piop,)T) and 7 : T — T" be the natural surjection. Thus,
mow: K[Z(P)] - T" and ker(m o @) = ¢ 'z (pap,)T.

It is sufficient to show that p(Izp)) = Izpep)T. Let o, be two incomparable
elements of Z(P). If o, B € Z(P1) then p(vavg — Vanglaug) = Ualis — Uanslaus € Izp)T-
If o = PLU{p}Uca’ and 8 = PLU{p} U where o, ' € Z(P), then p(vavs —Vanslaus) =
U U — Ua/np'Ua’ug € [I(P2)T. Hence, (p([I(p)) - [I(pl)T + [I(p2)T.

On the other hand, if «, 3 are two incomparable elements of Z(P;) then p(v,vs —
Vanglaup) = Uallg — UanglUaus While if o, 5 are two incomparable elements of Z(P) then
P (VP UpUa VP U{phUS V(P UphUa )IN(PLU{PIUB") V(P U{phUa YU(PUEpIUB") ) = Uarli —Ua/ngrtia/ g -
Hence the equality.

The minimal generating set of the Hibi ideal Iz(py can be partitioned between two
disjoint set of variables {v, :« € Z(P) and o C Pi} and {v, : « € Z(P) and P,U{p} C
a}. So the Hibi ring R[Z(P)] admits a tensor product decomposition, where one of the
rings is isomorphic to R[Z(P;)] and the other ring is isomorphic to R[Z(FP)]. O

In [Hib87], Hibi proved that R[Z(P)) ® Z(P,)] = R[Z(P)] ®k R[Z(P;)]. One can
immediately check that the poset of join-irreducibles of Z(P;) @ Z(P,) is isomorphic to

P, @ {p} ® P.
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Corollary 2.4. Let P be a poset and P' = {p;,,...,p;.} 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,

RIZ(P)] = RIZ(P")] @k Ky, -,y
where Klyy, ..., y:] is a polynomial ring.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that p;, < --- <p; in P. Let Py = {p €
P:p<py}, Pp={peP:p,<p<p, tforl<j<r—land P, ={peP:p>p;}
Then P is the ordinal sum Py ® {p;;} ® P, ® --- ® {p;.} ® P.. Now, the result follows
from Lemma 2.3. O

2.2. Green-Lazarsfeld property. Let S = Klzy,...,2,]| 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 DS = > @S = Ps)™.

The numbers ;; 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 N, if S/I is normal and f3;;(S/I) = 0 for all i # j+ 1 and 1 < ¢ < p. Therefore,
S/1 satisfies property Ny if and only if it is normal; it satisfies property N; if and only
if it is normal and [ is generated by quadratics; it satisfies property N, if and only if it
satisfies property N; and [ 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 N;. 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, B9,;(R[Z(P)]) = 0 for all j > 5 by [Kem90,
Lemma 4. Therefore, R[Z(P)] satisfies property N, if and only if Soy(R[Z(P)]) = 0.
Also, it follows from [ACI15, Theorem 6.1] that if R[Z(P)] satisfies property N, and
B35(R[Z(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 Ns.

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

Remark 2.6. Let us consider the infinite distributive lattice N? with the partial order
defined as (7,5) < (k,l) if i < k and j < 1. Let L = Z(P) be a finite planar distributive
lattice, where P = {p1, ..., pm}U{q, .., qn}. Assume that {p1,...,pn} and {q1,...,q.}
are chains in P with p; <--- <p,, and ¢; < --- < ¢,. Define a map

¢ :I(P) — N?

=
==}
~—

if a=0,
if a={peP: p<p},
if a={peP:p<g},

if a={pe P :either p <p,; orp<g;}.
5
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It is easy to see that ¢ is an order-preserving injective map. Hence, any finite planar
distributive lattice can be embedded into N?. Also, observe that [(0,0), (m,n)] is the
smallest interval of N? 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. [Enel5, Theorem 3.12] Let L = Z(P) be a simple planar distributive
lattice with #P = n + m, L C [(0,0), (m,n)] with m,n > 2. Then R[Z(P)] satisfies
property No 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 = Z(P) be a simple planar distributive lattice with P = {ay, ..., an,
bi,...,b.}. Let {ay,...,an} and {by,...,b,} be chains in P with a; <as <---<a,, and
by <by <---<<b,. Assume that {a,...,an} is an order ideal of P. If R[Z(P)] satisfies
property Ny, then P is one of the posets as shown in Figure 2.

FIGURE 2

2.4. Graph Theory. Let G be a simple graph on the vertex set [n]. The cliqgue complex
(or flag complex) A(G) associated to G is a simplicial complex defined in the following
way: A(G) has same vertices as G and the simplices of A(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 A be a simplicial complex. The Stanley-Reisner
ideal Ix generated by quadratics has linear resolution if and only if A = A(G) for some
chordal graph G [Fré90, 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
A(P) be the order complex of P. It is known that A(P) = A(Gp).

2.5. Squarefree divisor complexes. Let H C N" be an affine semigroup and K[H] be

the semigroup ring attached to it. Suppose that hq,..., h,, € N” is the unique minimal
set of generators of H. We consider the polynomial ring T'= K|ty,...,t,] in n variables.
Then K [H] is the subring of T" generated by the monomials u; = [[}_, t;” U for1 <i<m,

where h;(j) denotes the jth component of the integer vector h;. Consider a K-algebra

map S = K[z1,...,2,) — K[H]| with x; — w; for i = 1,...,m. Let Iy be the kernel of

this K-algebra map. Set degz; = h; to assign a Z"-graded ring structure to S. Let m
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be the graded maximal S-ideal. Then K[H| as well as Iy become Z"-graded S-modules.
Thus, K[H] admits a minimal Z"-graded S-resolution F.
Given h € H, we define the squarefree divisor complex Ay, as follows:

Ay ={F C[m]: Huz divides ¢"V ... "™ iy K[H]}.
i€l
Clearly, Ay, is a simplicial complex. We denote the it" reduced simplicial homology of
a simplicial complex A with coefficients in K by H;(A, K).

Proposition 2.9. [BH97, Proposition 1.1], [Stu96, Theorem 12.12] With the notation
and assumptions introduced one has Tor;(K[H], K), = H;_1(Ap, K). In particular,

Bin(K[H]) = dimy H;_1 (A, K).

Let H C N” be an affine semigroup generated by hy, ..., h,,. An affine subsemigroup
H' C H generated by a subset of {h1, ..., h,} is called a homologically pure subsemigroup
of H if for all h € H' and all h; with h — h; € H, it follows that h; € H'. Let H' be
generated by a subset X of {hy,..., h,}, and let 8" = K[{x; : h; € X}] C S. Therefore,
K[H'] has Z"-graded minimal free S’-resolution. Let Syz (K [H]) denotes the i" 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 Syzfl(K[H’]) 1s part of a minimal set of
generators of Syz; (K[H]) for all i. Moreover, gl(K[H’]) < BS(K[H]) for all i and j.

Let L = Z(P) be a distributive lattice with P = {p1,...,p,}. For a € L, define a
(n + 1)-tuple h, such that for 1 <i < n,

1 at 1% position,
1 at (i + 1) position if p; € a,
0 at (i + 1)™ position if p; ¢ a.
Let H be the affine semigroup generated by {h, : & € 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
N, of Hibi rings. The first one is the following and the second one is in Notation 3.5.

Let L = Z(P) be a distributive lattice. Let 5,7 € L such that § < 5. Define
Li={a € L:pf < a<~y} Clearly, L; is a sublattice of L. Let H be the affine
semigroup associated to L and let H; be the affine subsemigroup of H generated by
{ho : v € Ly }.

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

Proof. We show that if « ¢ Ly, then h — h, ¢ H for all h € Hy. Suppose a ¢ L; then
either a € v or a % 3.

If o & v, then there exists a p; € a such that p; & 7. So i entry of h, is 1 but for any
o' € Ly, it entry of hy is 0. Hence, h — h, ¢ H for all h € H,.

If a # B, then there exists a p; € § such that p; € a. So (j + 1)™ entry of h, is 0

but for any o’ € Ly, (j + 1) entry of hy is 1. Therefore, for any h € H, the first and
7



(4 + 1)™ entries of h have same value, say 7,. Thus, for all h € Hi, the first entry and
( + 1) entry of h — h, are 1, — 1 and 7}, respectively. Therefore, h — h, ¢ H for all
h € H;. O

Proposition 3.2. Let L and Ly be as above. Let f = {pay,---,Da,} and Y = {Days- -, Pars
Dbys- Db, t- Then, the induced subposet Py of P on the set {py,,...,pp.} is isomorphic
to the poset of join-irreducible elements of L.

Proof. The idea of the proof is based on the proof of [HHO18, Theorem 6.4]. For any
two finite posets @ and @', if Z(Q) = Z(Q') then Q) = @'. So it is enough to prove that
Z(P;) = L;. Define a map
Q: I(Pl) — I,
by
(@) = (V pa) V (V p).
1= pEQ

In particular, ¢(0)) = Vi_; p,,. Clearly, ¢ is order-preserving.

Let a and 0 be two order ideals of P, with a # 9, say 0 ﬁ a. Let pg be a maximal
element of § with py ¢ «. We show that ¢(a) # ¢(d). Suppose, on the contrary,
o(a) = ¢(9), then

(Y Pa) V(v p) = (Y Pa)) V(Y 0).
Since L is distributive, it follows that
((V ) V (VD)) Apo = (V. (pa AP0)) V (V. (0 A o).
= PEQ =1 pPEQ
Since pg is join-irreducible and for any p € P, p A pg < po. It follows that (VI_; ps, V
(Vpea D)) A po < po. However, since pg € 6, (Vi_; pa, V (Veesq)) A po = po. This is a
contradiction. Hence, ¢ is injective.

Since each a € L; can be the join of the join-irreducible elements p with p < a in Ly,
it follows that ¢(«) = a, where « is an order ideal of P; consisting of those p € P; with
p < a. Thus, ¢ is surjective.

Now, =1 : Ly — Z(P,) is defined as follows: for x € Ly,

o HNz)={p€ L :p<uxpis a join-irreducible} \ 'Q1 Da; -
Clearly, o1 is order-preserving. Hence the proof. U

We now try to understand how we are going to use the above propositions. Suppose
for a distributive lattice £, we want to prove that §;;(R[L]) # 0 for some ¢, j. The idea
of the proof is to reduce the lattice £ to a suitably chosen sublattice £;. Proposition 3.2
describes the subposet of join-irreducibles of £;. Then, by Propositions 3.1 and 2.10, if
Bij(R[L4]) # 0, then ;;(R[L]) # 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 ¢ € B’ such that p < ¢ and for each ¢ € B’ there is a
p' € B such that p’ < ¢’. Furthermore, let v = {p € P : p < ¢ for some ¢ € B’} and
f={peP:p <p<gqforsomep € B,qe B'}. Let 5 =+)\ . Note that 3, are the
order ideals of Z(P) with 8 < ~. Let L1 = {a € Z(P) : f < «a < v}. Furthermore, let H;
be the affine subsemigroup of H generated by {h, : @ € L;}. Then, by Proposition 3.1,
H, is a homologically pure subsemigroup of H. Also, by Proposition 3.2, the induced
subposet P; of P on the set « \ 8 is isomorphic to the poset of join-irreducible elements
of L. Furthermore, by Proposition 2.10, 8;;(R[L1]) < B;;(R[L]) for all 4, j. O
8



Example 3.4. In this example, we illustrate the construction in the above discussion.
Let P be as shown in Figure 3a. Then, Z(P) is as shown in Figure 3b. Under the
notations of Discussion 3.3, let B = {ps, ps} and B’ = {ps, p7}. Then, v = P\ {ps} and

B" = {ps,pa, 05, p6, p7}. Thus, =\ " = {p1,p2}-

fy
{pl,pg,pg,p4,p5,p7}
pr Ps {p17p37p5}
Ds Pe {P17p3}
B
b3 D4 {Pl}
{p27p4}
D1 D2 0 {pz}
(a) (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, = {q € P : p<q for some p € Xp} and Y}, = {p €
P : p<qfor some q € Yp}. When the context is clear, we will omit the subscripts and
denote Xp, X, Yp and Y/, by X, X' Y and Y’ respectively.

Let P be a poset. For x,y € P with z < y, define Ly := {a € Z(P) : if x € a then y €
a}. It is easy to see that L; is a sublattice of Z(P). Let P; be the poset on the set
P\{p€ P:xz <p<y} defined by the following order relations: if p,q € Py, then p < ¢
in P, if either

(1) pe PL\{y},qe PLand p<qin P or

(2) p=y and thereisa p’ € {a € P:x < a <y} such that p’ < ¢ in P.

Let H be the semigroup corresponding to Z(P) and H’ be the subsemigroup of H
corresponding to L. O

Lemma 3.6. Let P, Py, L, H, H' be as in Notation 3.5. Then Ly = Z(P;) and H' is a
homologically pure subsemigroup of H.

Proof. Define a map
Q : I(Pl) — L1

80(04):{& if y ¢ «,

aU{peP:x<p<y} ifyea

by

Clearly, ¢ is order-preserving. If v € Ly, then ¢(7') = 7, where v/ =y \{p € P :z <
p < y}. Hence, ¢ is surjective. Now we claim that for any o € Z(P;), ¢(a) N P = a.
If y € a, then p(a)N P, = (eU{pe P:x<p<y})NP =a«aandif y ¢ «, then
o(a) = a. Therefore, if p(a) = ¢(B) for any «, f € Z(P;) then a = §. This proves that
® 1s injective.
Now, ¢~ !: L — Z(P,) is defined as follows: for a € L,
¢ Ha)={p€ Ly:p<a,pis a join-irreducible} \ {p € P: 2 < p < y}.
9



Clearly, ¢! is order-preserving. Hence, ¢ is an isomorphism.

To prove that H' is a homologically pure subsemigroup of H, we show that if o ¢ L;
then h — h, ¢ H for all h € H'. Suppose a ¢ Ly then x € o but y ¢ «a. Let
h =73 hg € H and let the position corresponding to = of h be r. Then the positions
corresponding to x and y of h — h, are r — 1 and r respectively. Hence, h — h, ¢ H. O

Discussion 3.7. For a poset Fy, let Xp,, Yp,, Xp and Y}, be as defined in Notation 3.5.
If there is an z € Xp, and a y € Yp with x <y, reduce Fy to P;, using the methods in
Notation 3.5. Observe that y € Xp NYy , Xp = Xp,,Yp, = Yp, and #P1 = #(Fy\ {p €
Py:x <p<y}) <#P,— 1. Repeating it, we get a sequence of posets Fy, ..., P,, where
n < #FPy — #Xo — #Yo — 1 such that for each 0 <7 < n — 1, there is an z € X}, and
y € Yp with x <y and P; is reduced to Piy; as in Notation 3.5. Moreover, there is no
v € Xp and y € Y, with the property x < y. Here, P, is a poset defined on the set
Xp, UYp, UY} and rank(P,) < 2. An example of this reduction is given in Figure 4.
By Lemma 3.6 and Proposition 2.10, if Sy (R[Z(F;)]) # 0 for some 1 < i < n, then

Baa(R[Z(Fy)]) # 0. O
P12 P11 D13
D8 DP9 DP1o
y2 Ds DPe b7
b1 b2 D3 y4! D2 Ps3
(a) (b) If ps € v, then pg € &
P11 P12 D9 P13 P11 P12 D9 P13
DPs Ps P1o DPs Ps P1o
b7
b1 D2 D3 M b2 Ps3
(c) If pg € a, then pp € « (d) If p7 € o, then pyp € «
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,
Bas(R[Z(P)]) # 0. Now, let x = ps and y = p;. Reduce P to P;, using the methods of
Notation 3.5. Since py < pg in P, we have p; < pg in P; by the definition of P;, and the
order relations of P are also order relations of P;. Thus, P is as shown in Figure 5b. By
Theorem 2.7, Sy (R[Z(P1)]) = 0.

4. PROPERTY Ny OF HIBI RINGS

In this section, we prove some sufficient conditions regarding when Hibi rings do not
satisfy property Ns.
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yZ3

Ps
DPe
Y43 b7 D
D3 D3
Ds
4 5
b1 P2 D1 P2
(a) (b)

FIGURE 5

4.1. Here, we prove Theorem 4.8. It shows how to reduce checking property N, 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 = Klxy,...,x,] and T =
Klyi,...,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 ®g N is a finitely generated
graded S @ T-module and

qu (M @k N Zﬁpl(h ﬁpQ(Iz( );

where the sum s taken over all py and ps with p1 + pa = p, and over all q¢1 and qo with
@ +tq=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 Py = {q € P:q<p} and P, ={q € P : q > p} be induced subposets
of P. If Py and Py are not chains, then R[Z(P)] does not satisfy property Ns.

Proof. Since P, and P, are not chains, R[Z(P;)] and R[Z(P)] are not polynomial rings.
Therefore, f12(R[Z(P;)]) # 0 for i = 1,2. Note that P is the ordinal sum P, ®{p}® P>. By
Lemma 2.3, R[Z(P)] = R[Z(P,)]® R[Z(P2)]. Hence, B24(R[Z(P)]) # 0 by Lemma 4.1. O

In [Enel5], Ene proved the above lemma for the case when Z(P) is a planar distributive
lattice.

Lemma 4.3. Let P be a simple poset such that #P = m + n. Let Z(P) be a planar
distributive lattice such that Z(P) C [(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 mazximal) elements of P’ coincide

with the set of minimal (respectively maximal) elements of P. If Boy(R[Z(P)]) # 0, then
Paa(R[Z(P")]) # 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 Z(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 P, ={¢ € P:q<p}and P, ={q € P:q > p}. Since P, and P,
are not chains, Sy (R[Z(P')]) # 0 by Lemma 4.2. So we may assume that P’ is simple.

Suppose, on the contrary, G4 (R[Z(P')]) = 0. So the conditions (7) and (i7) of Theorem 2.7
11



hold for Z(P’). Since Z(P') C Z(P), the conditions (i) and (éi) of Theorem 2.7 also hold
for Z(P) which is a contradiction. Hence the proof. O

Ps3 y2 \/
Qn

D1 b2 y4! P2

FIGURE 6

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

Proof. Observe that by Theorem 2.7, Boy(R[Z(P’)]) # 0. Let B = {p1,p2}, B = {ps, p4}.
By Discussion 3.3, we may replace P by P;, where P 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 < p; for some i € {1,2} and j € {3,4}. This contradicts that p; < p;. Therefore,
P = P’. This completes the proof. U

Discussion 4.5. Let P be a poset. For k > 1,let S = U {p;1,...,pin; } be a subset of
the underlying set of P. Assume that {pi1,...,pk1} and {p1n,- - -, Drn, } are antichains
in P. Also, assume that for all 1 < i <k, {pi1,...,Din,} is a chain in P with p;; <
-+ < Pim,- For g € P\S, define Sf := {p e S:q<p}. Let B={p1,...,pr1} and
B = {pl,nla s 7pk,nk}-

Using Discussion 3.3, reduce P to P;, where P, is as defined in Discussion 3.3. Let
x,y € P\S with x<y. Reduce P, to P,, using the methods of Notation 3.5. Observe that
#P,=#P, —1,S C P,. Also, B and B’ are the sets of minimal and maximal elements
of P, respectively. Repeating it, we get a sequence Pi,...,P,,, where m < #P — #S8
of posets such that for each 1 < i < m — 1, there exist z,y € P, \ S with x < y and
P; is reduced to P,y as in Notation 3.5. Moreover, there are no z,y € P,, \ S with the
property x < y.

Now, we will do more reductions on P,,. Let ¢ € P,, \ S be such that #Sfm =1, say
Sfm = {p}. We have g<pin P,,. Reduce P,, to P,,1, using the methods of Notation 3.5.
Under this reduction, S C P,, B and B’ are the sets of minimal and maximal elements of
P, .1 respectively. Repeating it, we get a sequence P,,, P11, ..., Ps of posets such that
for each m < i < s — 1, there exists a ¢ € P;\ § with #Sfﬁ' = 1 and P; is reduced to
P;1; as in Notation 3.5 and there is no ¢ € P, \ S with #S* = 1. If 8;(R[Z(P)]) # 0
for some 7, j and [ € {1,..., s}, then by Discussion 3.3, Lemma 3.6 and Proposition 2.10,
Bi;(RIZ(P)]) # 0. O

Lemma 4.6. Let P be a poset and let the poset P’ = {p1,...,ps,q1, -, G} as shown in
Figure 6b be a cover-preserving subposet of P for some n > 1. Then R[Z(P)] does not
satisfy property Ns.
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Proof. Note that by Lemma 4.2, So4(R[Z(P’)]) # 0. Let

S= {p17q17 s 7Qn7p3} U {p27q17 s 7qn7p4}'

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

Lemma 4.7. Let (P, <) be a poset. Then Z(P) = Z(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 ¢ < p. Hence, R|Z(P)] = R[Z(P?)].

Theorem 4.8. Let P be a poset. Let S = U {pi1,...,Din,} be a subset of the underlying
set of P such that

(1) forall1 <i <2, {pi1,...,Din;} i a chain in P with p;; <--- < pin,;

(2) p11 and pay are incomparable in P;

(3) p1ny and pan, are incomparable in P.

Let P be the induced subposet of P on the set S. If R[Z(P')] does not satisfy property
Ny then so does R[Z(P)].

Proof. For P,let Py,..., Py, Ppi1, ..., Ps be as defined in Discussion 4.5. For 1 <1 < s,
let P/ be the induced subposet of P; on the set S. For 1 < i < s — 1, every order
relation between the elements of S in P; is also an order relation in P,y;. Also, {p11,p2.1}
and {p1n,,Pan,} are the sets of minimal and maximal elements of P, respectively, for
all i = 1,...,s. Therefore, by Lemma 4.3, Boy(R[Z(P!)]) # 0 for all 1 < i < s. By
Discussion 4.5, it is enough to show that R[Z(P;)] does not satisfy property No. We may
replace P by P, and P’ by P..

Let P? be the dual poset of P. If ¢ € P\ S, then #Sf > 2. So if there exists a
q € P?\ S with #Sf 7> 2, then P contains a cover-preserving subposet as shown in
Figure 6b. Thus, by Lemma 4.6, R[Z(P)] does not satisfy property Ns. So we may
assume that for all p € P9\ S, #S;,D =1 Repeating the argument of Discussion 4.5 for
P?, we obtain a poset @ such that there is no ¢ € Q \ S with #Sf = 1. Observe that
@ is a poset on the set S. By Discussion 4.5, it suffices to prove that R[Z(Q)] does not
satisfy property N,. Note that Q7 is a poset on the set S and all order relations of P’
are also the order relations of Q2. So by Lemma 4.3, R[Z(Q?)] does not satisfy property
Ns. Thus, by Lemma 4.7, R[Z(Q)] does not satisfy property Ny. Hence the proof. O

Remark 4.9. Note that in the proof of Theorem 4.8, the reduction from the poset P to
the poset Q7 is independent of the hypothesis that Z(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 Z(P') is a planar distributive lattice to conclude that

Bos(RIZ(Q?)]) # 0 and Bos(R[Z(P)]) #0 for alli=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
13



elements. We prove some necessary conditions regarding when the Hibi ring associated
to such poset satisfies property Ns.

Lemma 4.10. Let P be a poset on the disjoint union U;_{p; 1, pi2, pis} such that
(1) forall1 <i <3, {pi1,pi2,Pi3} is a chain in P with p;1 < pi2 <p;s;
(2) {p1.1,p21,p3.1} and {p13,p23,p33} are the sets of minimal and mazimal elements
of P respectively.
If P is pure and connected, then Bay(R[Z(P)]) # 0.

Now we prove the main theorem of this subsection.

Theorem 4.11. Let P be a poset on the set U3 {p;1, ..., pin,} such that

(1) p1.1,p2.1, P31 are distinct and Py, P2.ny, P3ng e distinct;

(2) {p1.1, P21, P31} and {p1ny, D2ngs P} are the sets of minimal and mazimal ele-
ments of P respectively;

(3) forall1 <i<3,n; >3;{pi1, - sDin;} 1S a chain in P with p;; < -+ < Pin,.

If P is connected and none of the minimal elements of P is covered by a mazximal element,
then B2 (R[Z(P)]) # 0.

Proof. Reduce P to P,, where P, is as defined in Discussion 3.7. Since P is connected,
so is P,. Since none of the minimal elements of P is covered by a maximal element, we
obtain that P, is pure. So by Discussion 3.7, we may replace P by P, and assume that
P is pure and n; = 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.

O
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 Pay(R[Z(P)]) # 0.

Proof. By Theorem 4.8, we may assume that there is no subposet P’ of P, as defined
in Theorem 4.8, with fa4(R[Z(P')]) # 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 € {p12,p22,ps32}. 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, P22, P32}
In most of the subcases of these two cases, we show that there exist §,v € Z(P) such
that foq(R[L']) # 0, where L' is the sublattice {a € Z(P) : § < a < v}. Hence, by
Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 2.10, we conclude that [y (R[Z(P)]) # 0.

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

(a) Consider the subcase when p; 1 is covered by {p1 2, P22, ps2}. If either ps 3 covers

D22 O P13 covers any element other than p; o, then exists a subposet P’ of P,

as defined in Theorem 4.8, with Sy (R[Z(P’)]) # 0. So we may assume that ps 3

does not cover py, and p; 3 covers p;o only. We proceed in the following two
14



Case 2

subsubcases:

(i) Assume that psz is only covering p;o and pss. Observe that 6 = (0 and
v = P\ {ps23} are the order ideals of P. By Proposition 3.2, L' = Z(P'), where
P’ is the poset as shown in Figure 7d. One can use a computer to check that
Bu(RIZ(P'))) # 0.

(17) Now, assume that either ps3 is covering pso only or pss is covering atleast
p21 and p3o. Let 6 =0 and v = P\ {p13,p23}. By Proposition 3.2, L' = Z(P’),
where P’ is one of the posets as shown in Figure 7e-7g. Again, it can be checked
by a computer that 5oy (R[Z(P’)]) # 0 for all P’

Consider the subcase when p; ; is not covered by {p12,p22,ps32}. S0 p1, is either
covered by {p12, P23, P32} OF {P1,2, P22, P33} OF {P1,2,P2,3, P33} By symmetry, it
is enough to consider one of the cases from {p; 2, 23,32} and {p12, P22, P33}

First, consider the subsubcase when p; ; is covered by {pi.2,p23,p32}. We have
D21 < Pa2,2, reduce P to P, using the methods of Discussion 3.5. If py; is covered
by pi12 or p3o in P, then P, will contain a cover-preserving subposet as shown in
Figure 6a. So we may assume that p,; is not covered by p; o and ps2. Observe
that P, is a poset on the underlying set P\ {p21}. Also, {p11,p22,p31} and
{p1,3,D2,3, 3,3} are the sets of minimal and maximal elements of P, respectively.
Also, pi1; is covered by {p12,p23,ps32} in P;. Repeating the argument of the
subcase (a), we deduce that the result holds in this subsubcase.

Now, we consider the subsubcase when p ; is covered by {p1 2, p23, p33}. Again,
we have py 1 < poo, reduce P to P; using the methods of Discussion 3.5. If ps; is
covered by p; 5 in P, then P, will contain a cover-preserving subposet as shown in
Figure 6a. So we may assume that p,; is not covered by p; o in P. Similarly, we
may assume that ps; is not covered by p; o. If either py o or ps 5 is covered by p; 3,
then P will contain a subposet P’, as defined in Theorem 4.8, with fos (R[Z(P')]) #
0. If either pyo is covered by ps s or pso is covered by p, 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 oy (R[Z(P)]) # 0.

Assume that p € {p1.2, p2.2, p32}. 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 = p;o. If pao and p3 o are covered by p; 3, then we
are done by Case 1. So we may assume that both py o and p3 2 are not covered by
p1s. Let 6 =0 and v = P\ {p23,ps33}. By Proposition 3.2, L' = Z(P’), where P’
is one of the posets as shown in Figure 7b-7c. Again, one can use a computer to

check that Bay(R[Z(P")]) # 0.
U

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\ {p11,p2.1,p31} or P\ {p13, 023,033}, is connected. Then

Pau(R[Z(P)]) # 0.

Proof. By Theorem 4.8, we may assume that there is no subposet P’ of P, as defined in
Theorem 4.8, with Sy (R[Z(P")]) # 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, P33} 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 p; 5 is covering exactly one minimal element of P. If
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either py 1 <ps3 Or P31 << P23 OF Pao < P33 O P3a < Pas, then there exists a subposet P’ of
P, as defined in Theorem 4.8, with S (R[Z(P’)]) # 0. Let 6 = 0 and v = P\ {p12, 013}
Let also L' = {a € Z(P) : § < a < v}. By Proposition 3.2, L' = Z(P,), where P, is as
shown in Figure 8c. One can use a computer to check that foy(R[Z(P;)]) # 0. Hence, by
Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 2.10, Soy(R[Z(P)]) # 0. O

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 £y (R[Z(P’)]) # 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\ {p11,p21,p31} and P\ {p13,p23,ps33} 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 foq(R[Z(P)]) # 0. This concludes the proof. O

Discussion 4.14. Here we answer the following question: what happens if we weaken
the hypothesis of Theorem 4.117 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 5oy (R[Z(P)]) =0
if and only if P is a disjoint union of two posets P; and P, such that Z(P;) is a planar
distributive lattice with Sy (R[Z(P;)]) = 0 and P, 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 P, and assume that n;, = 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 S (R[Z(P)]) # 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 [y (R[Z(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 fas(R[Z(P')]) # 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, 021, P31}
and P\ {p13, P23, P33} 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 Soy(R[Z(P)]) = 0 otherwise fas(R[Z(P)]) # 0.

Remark 4.15. Let P be a poset. Let S = UL {p;1,...,pin} be a subset of the under-
lying set of P such that

(a) p11,p21,ps1 are distinct and py p,, Pany, P3.ng are distinct;

(b) B :=A{p11,p21,031} and B’ := {p1.n,,D2.nys P3.ns } are antichains in P;
(c) forall 1 <i<3,n;>3; {pi1,...,Din; } s achain in P with p;; < - < pip,.

Using Discussion 4.5 and the arguments of the proof of Theorem 4.8, we can reduce P
to the poset @7, where Q7 is a poset on the underlying set S. Note that B and B’ are
the sets of minimal and maximal elements of Q7 respectively. by Discussion 4.5, R[Z(P)]
does not satisfy property N if R[Z(Q?)] does not satisfy property No which can be easily

checked using Theorem 4.11 and Discussion 4.14.
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5. PROPERTY NN, OF HIBI RINGS FOR p > 3
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Lemma 5.1. Let P, ,,, where n,m > 2, be the poset as shown in Figure 11.
R[Z(P, )] does not satisfy Nj.

Proof. Observe that R[Z(P, )] satisfies property Ns, by Theorem 2.7. Let x = p, and
Yy = pn. Reduce P,,, to P, using the methods of Notation 3.5. Now in P ,,, let
x = ¢ and y = ¢,,. Reduce P, ,, to P» 2 using the method discussed in Notation 3.5. For
n,m = 2, one can use a computer to check that Bs35(R[Z(P,,)]) # 0. By Lemma 3.6 and
Proposition 2.10, we have B35(R[Z(P,m)]) # 0. This completes the proof.



Prn dm
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FIGURE 11. P, n,m > 2

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

Proof. Suppose that R(|Z(P)]) satisfies property N3. Then, it also satisfies property No.
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 L ={q€ P:q<p}and P, ={q € P:q > p}. Since P, and P, are not chains,
R([Z(P)]) does not satisfy property Ny 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, 35(R[Z(P)]) # 0.
This concludes the proof. O

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[Z(P)] does not satisfy property Nj.

Proof. Claim : There exist two maximal chains C; = {p1,...,p.} and Cy = {q1,...,qs}
of Psuchthat py<---<p,, u<---<qs, M1 # @ , Pr #qs and 1, s > 2.

Assume the claim. Let S = C1UC5. Using Discussion 4.5 and the proof of Theorem 4.8,
we can reduce P to the poset Q?, where Q7 is a poset on the underlying set S and it
is enough to show that R[Z(Q?)] does not satisfy property Ns. Observe that Q7 is
connected, {p;,q:} and {p,,qs} are the sets of minimal and maximal elements of (Q?
respectively. By Lemma 5.2, R[Z(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 ¢. Fix a maximal element ¢’ € P where ¢’ # ¢. If there exists a
maximal chain C’ with the maximal element ¢’ and the minimal element not equal to p,
then we are done. So we may assume that all maximal chains with the maximal element
¢’ have minimal element p. Fix a minimal element p’ € P where p’ # p. If there exists
a maximal chain C” with the minimal element p’ and maximal element not equal to ¢,
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 C; to be a maximal chain from p to ¢
and Cs to be a maximal chain from p’ to q. Hence the proof. O

Definition 5.4. Let P be a poset and Izpy be the Hibi ideal associated to Z(P). Then
Iz(py said to have a linear resolution if B;;(Iz(p)) = 0 for j # i+ 2. We say that the Hibi

ring R[Z(P)] has a linear resolution if Izpy 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 N, for p > 4.

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

Proof. First break the underlying set of L in two disjoint subsets A; = {ay,...,a,} and
Ay = {by,...,b,} (see Figure 12 for notational conventions). Let C = (cy,...,¢.) be a
induced cycle of G, of length > 4. If {¢1,...,¢,} N A; > 3 for any i € {1,2}, then C has
a chord because every pair in A; is an edge of Gy. So we may assume that » = 4 and
#({cr,. .., e} N A;) =2 for all i. Let {¢;,, ¢} € Ay and {¢y,, ¢, } € As. Without loss of
generality, we may assume that ¢; = ¢;; and ¢; < ¢;, in L. Let ¢ € {¢;;, ¢;, } be such that
{c1, ¢} is an edge in C. Therefore, ¢; and ¢ are comparable in L; therefore ¢ < ¢; because
c1 € Ay and ¢ € Ay. Therefore ¢ < ¢;,. Hence (¢1,¢,¢;,) is a induced chain in G. Thus
C has a chord. This completes the proof. U

Example 5.6. Let P; be an antichain of cardinality three and P, be a poset such that it is
a disjoint union of two chains of length 1. By [Hib87, § 3, Corollary], R[Z(F;)] is a Goren-
stein ring for all # = 1,2. For all ¢ = 1,2, the Hibi ring R[Z(P;)] is Cohen-Macaulay, it is
a quotient of a polynomlal ring in #7Z ( .) variables and the Krull-dimension of R[Z(F;)]
is #P; + 1. So the Auslander-Buchsbaum formula implies that projdim(R[Z(F;)]) =
#IL(P) — #P, — 1 for i = 1,2. It is easy to see that projdim(R[Z(F;)]) = 4 for all
1 = 1,2. By self-duality of minimal free resolution of Gorenstein rings, we obtain that
B1;(R|Z(F;)]) # 0 for some j > 6 and for all ¢ = 1,2 irrespective of the characteristic of
the field K.

Theorem 5.7. Let P be a poset and p > 4. Let P = {p;,,...,pi.} 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[Z(P)] satisfies property N,.

(b) R[Z(P)] satisfies property Ny.

(¢) Either P is a chain or P" is a disjoint union of a chain and an isolated element.

(d) Either R[Z(P)] is a polynomial ring or K[Z(P")]/in<(Izpr) has a linear resolu-

tion.
(e) Fither R[Z(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, (¢) <= (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 P; in P of cardinality three.
By Discussion 3.3, 5;;(R[Z(P)]) < Bi;(R[Z(P)]) for all i and j. Since By4;(R[Z(P1)]) # 0
20



for some j > 6 by Example 5.6, S4,;(R[Z(P)]) # 0. Thus, R[Z(P)] does not satisfy
property Ny. 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[Z(P")] satisfies
property Ny, 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 U2 {p; 1, ..., Pin, } such that {p;1,...,pin,}
is a chain in P" with p;; <--- <p;,, for all i = 1,2. We have to show that either n; =1
or ng = 1. Suppose that, on the contrary, n; > 2 for all i = 1,2. Let P, be the induced
subposet of P” on the set U2 {p; 1,pi2}. Let B and B’ be the sets of minimal and maximal
elements of P, respectively. By Example 5.6 and Discussion 3.3, S4;(R[Z(P)]) # 0 for
some j > 6 which is a contradiction. Hence the proof.

(¢) = (d) If P is a chain, then R[Z(P)] is a polynomial ring. Observe that the
distributive lattice Z(P") is as shown in Figure 12. The ideal in.(Iz(p»)) is the Stanley-
Reisner ideal of the order complex A(Z(P")) of Z(P") (see [Vee22, Subsection 4.1]). It was
observed in Subsection 2.4 that A(Z(P")) = A(Gz(pr)) where Gz(pr) is the comparability
graph of Z(P"). Now the result follows from Lemma 5.5 and [Fr690, Theorem 1].

(d) = (e) Since the Betti numbers of K[Z(P")]/in(Izpry) over the ring K[Z(P")] are
greater than equal to those of R[Z(P")] [Peell, Theorem 22.9], we get that R[Z(P")] has
a linear resolution. Thus, R[Z(P)] has a linear resolution by Corollary 2.4.

(e) = (a) is immediate. O

We now use Theorem 5.7 and [Fr690, 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 4 1] which is chordal.

Corollary 5.8. Let L = Z(P) be a distributive lattice and G, be the comparability graph
of L. For P, let P" be as defined in Theorem 5.7. Then Gy 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 P, and P, be two posets and P be the ordinal sum of P, and P,. Let R[Z(P,)] =
K[{za : a € Z(P)}/Izpy, RII(P)] = K[{ys : B € Z(P)}]/1z(p,) and R[Z(P)] =
K[{zy : v € Z(P)}/Izp).

Lemma 6.1. Let Py, P, and P be as above. Then
RIZ(P)] = (R[Z(P1)] @k R[Z(P)])/(xp — yo)-

Proof. Let T' = K[{xo : a € Z(P)}U{ys : B € Z(P2)}]/(xp, —yp) and T" = T/ (Iz(pyT +
I7(p,yT). Define a map
¢: K[Z(P)]—>T

Ty if Y g Pl,
SO(Z'Y) = . o / /
yy i vy =P Uy, where v C P,.

by

It is easy to see that ¢ is an isomorphism. If a, f € Z(P) are incomparable then either
a,BE€Z(P)ora=PUd and f = P U where o/, f' € Z(P,) and , f’ incomparable.
Let 7w : T — T’ be the natural projection. Thus, m o ¢ : K[Z(P)] — T’ and ker(w o ) =
o~ Uz T + IzpyT).-

Thus, it is sufficient to show that @([I(P)) = Iz(p)T + Izp,yT. The proof of this is

similar to the proof of Lemma 2.3. U
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Example 6.2. Let P, and P, be the posets as shown in Figure 13b and Figure 13c
respectively. Then the respective graded Betti table of R[Z(Py)] and R[Z(P)] are the
following:

01 2 3 4
01 2
total: ' 1 9 16 9 1 total: 1 3 9
0: 1 . . . 0: 1
1: .9 16 9 ]'. 3 2
Pon—1 DPon
Dan-3 [ ] D2n—2
D3
b3 [ ]m
h b2 L b ]52
(a) (b) 523:16 (C) ,823:2
FIGURE 13

Now, we prove the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 6.3. Let P be a poset and P' = {p;,, ..., pi.} 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[Z(P)] is a complete intersection.

(b) Either P is a chain or P" is as shown in Figure 13a.

Proof. (a) = (b). Suppose that R[Z(P)] is a complete intersection. Therefore, Bo3( R[Z(P)]) =
0. We break the proof by width of the poset. If width(P) > 3, then there exists an an-
tichain P, of P of cardinality 3. By Discussion 3.3, fa3(R[Z(Py)]) < fas(R[Z(P)]). Since
Bas(R[Z(P;)]) # 0 by Example 6.2, we obtain that So3(R[Z(P)]) # 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 P,. Let B and B’ be
the sets of minimal and maximal elements of P, respectively. From Discussion 3.3 and
Example 6.2, Bo3(R[Z(P)]) # 0. This concludes the proof.

(b) = (a). If P is a chain, then R[Z(P)] is a polynomial ring. So we may assume
that P is not a chain. Since R[Z(P)] & R[Z(P")] ®x Klyi, ..., Y], it is enough to show
that R[Z(P")] is a complete intersection. For 1 < i < n, let P, = {p9i_1,p2} and
Qi ={a € P":a < py_1}U{ps} be the subposets of P. Observe that @), = P”. For
1<1<n-—1, by Lemma 6.1,

RIZ(Qis1)] = (RIZ(Q)] ©k RIZ(Pi1)])/(2q, — vo)

where () is the minimal element Z(P;,1). We prove the theorem by induction on 4. It is

easy to see that the result holds for i = 1. Now assume that the result holds for ¢. Since
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R[Z(P;11)] = RIZ(Qy)], we get R[Z(Q;)] ®xk R[Z(P;41)] is a complete intersection. Hence,

R[Z(Q;+1)] is a complete intersection. Hence the proof. O
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