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ON BETTI NUMBERS FOR SYMMETRIC POWERS OF MODULES

V. H. JORGE-PÉREZ AND J. A. SANTOS-LIMA

ABSTRACT. Let M be a finitely generated module over a local ring (R,m). By Sj(M), we
denote the jth symmetric power of M (jth graded component of the symmetric algebra

SR(M)). The purpose of this paper is to investigate the minimal free resolutions Sj(M)
as R-module for each j ≥ 2 and determine the Betti numbers of Sj(M) in terms of

the Betti numbers of M. This has some applications, for example for linear type ideals

I, we obtain formulas of the Betti numbers I j in terms of the Betti numbers of I. In

addition, we establish upper and lower bounds of Betti numbers of Sj(M) in terms of

Betti numbers of M. In particular, obtain some applications of the famous Buchsbaum-
Eisenbud-Horrocks conjecture.

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper, we assume that R is a Noetherian local ring with identity,
and every R-module M is finitely generated over R. For an R-module M, we denoted
Sj(M) as the jth symmetric power of M or jth graded component of symmetric algebra
of SR(M).

Our main goal in this paper is to examine some homological properties related to the
symmetric powers of a finitely generated module. More precisely, we are interested in
computing the minimal free resolution and the Betti numbers of the symmetric powers
of a finitely generated module. The motivation for this investigation came from the
works of Weyman ([21]), Tchernev ([19]) , Avramov ([2]) and Molica and Restuccia
([15]), where they study the acyclicity of the complexes SjF• that are associated with
the symmetric powers, Sj(M). Due to the acyclicity criteria established in [21, 19, 2,
15], we noticed that not all finite projective dimension modules allow their symmetric
powers to have a minimal free resolution coming from the minimal resolution of M.
Motivated by this, the following questions naturally arise:
Question A: If the projective dimension of M is finite, then is the projective dimension
of Sj(M) finite for j ≥ 2?
Question B: Is it possible to determine the Betti numbers of Sj(M) knowing the Betti
numbers of M?
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2 V. H. JORGE-PÉREZ AND J. A. SANTOS-LIMA

Now let us briefly describe the contents of the paper. In sections 2 and 3 we present
some basic results related to symmetric algebra, symmetrical powers and divided pow-
ers.

Section 4 studies about the minimality of the complex SjF• and we give an affirma-
tive answer to Question A. For example, we show that if M has a minimal finite free
resolution and satisfy (SWj) condition, then SjF• is a minimal free resolution of Sj(M)
and pdR Sj(M) < ∞ (see Theorem 4.4).

Section 5 we give an affirmative answer to Question B, i. e., we give formulas of Betti
numbers of Sj(M) in terms of Betti numbers of M (see Proposition 5.1 and Corollary
5.2). As an application for linear type modules, we give a formula of the Betti numbers
of the jth graded component of the Rees Algebra (Rj(M)). In addition, if M = I, we

give an explicit formula for the Betti numbers I j in terms of the Betti numbers of I (see
Corollary 5.9).

Finally, Section 6 we establish upper and lower bounds of Betti numbers of the
jth symmetric power of M (see Theorem 6.1 and Corollary 6.3). As application, in
some particular cases, we give an affirmative answer about of the famous Buchsbaum-
Eisenbud-Horrocks conjecture (see Proposition 6.5).

In the paper, examples are also given and are calculated with help of MACAULAY2
[12].

2. THE SYMMETRIC ALGEBRA OF A MODULE FINITELY GENERATED

Let R be a ring and M a R-module, the symmetric algebra of M, which we denote by
SR(M), is the quotient of the tensor algebra TR(M) by the ideal < x ⊗ y − y ⊗ x; x, y ∈
M >, that is,

SR(M) :=
TR(M)

< x ⊗ y − y ⊗ x; x, y ∈ M >
.

Since that SR(M) is an graded R-algebra, i. e., SR(M) = ⊕
j≥0

Sj(M), where S0(M) = R

and S1(M) = M. The jth component Sj(M) is called the jth symmetric power of M.

The algebra SR(M) can also be seen as a R-algebra together with a homomorphism
of R-modules π : M −→ SR(M) satisfying the following universal property: given
a R-algebra B and a homomorphism of R-modules ψ : M −→ B, there is a unique
homomorphism of R-algebras ρ : SR(M) −→ B such that ρ ◦ π = ψ, that is, such that
the following diagram is commutative.

M
ψ

//

π
��

B

SR(M)

ρ

<<
①
①
①
①
①
①
①
①
①

It is well known that, if M is a R-module free of rank n, SR(M) is the ring of polyno-
mials R[T1, . . . , Tn].
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More generally, when M is given for a presentation

Rm φ
−→ Rl π

−→ M −→ 0, φ = (aij)l×m,

its symmetric algebra is the quotient of the ring of polynomials R[T1, . . . , Tl] by the
ideal Q generated by the 1-forms fi = a1iT1 + · · · + aliTl, i = 1, 2, . . . , m. Therefore, if
M is an R-module finitely generated on Noetherian ring R then SR(M) is also finitely
generated as R-module and the jth symmetric power Sj(M) is also finitely generated
as R-module. For more properties and results involving symmetric algebras (see [9]).

3. CONSTRUCTION OF COMPLEX SYMMETRIC POWER AND RESULTS

3.1. Setting. Let F be a finitely generated free R-module. The rank of F, rank F, is equal
to the cardinality of basis of F. If F is free of rank n, then F ∼= Rn.

The purpose of this section is to build an complex for each symmetric power of
SR(M) that is associated with a free resolution of a R-module M (this complex was
given by Weyman ([21])).

Before introducing the complex we need to define the jth Divided Power of a F free
R-module, denoted by Dj(F) for j ≥ 0 (for more details about see [5]).

3.2. Definition (Divided Power). Let F be a free R-module of rank finite, and j ≥ 0
integer non negative. The jth divided power Dj(F) is defined as the set of symmetric

tensors in T j(F) := F⊗j, that is,

Dj(F) := {ω ∈ T j(F)| σ(ω) = ω for all σ ∈ Sj},

where Sj is set the permutation of order j.

Note that D0(F) = R and D1(F) = F and Dj(F) is a free R-module. In fact, suppose

F be a finite free R-module generated by f1, f2, . . . , fl. So, to get a basis for Dj(F) we
first consider the orbits

Oa1,a2,...,al
:= Sj · f⊗a1

1 ⊗ f⊗a2
2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ f

⊗al
l

and for a1 + a2 + · · ·+ al = j consider the divided power monomials

f
(a1)
1 · · · f

(al)
l := ∑

ω∈Oa1, a2,..., al

ω

they form a basis for Dj(F). i. e.,

(3.1) Dj(F) = 〈{∏
i

f
(ai)
i |∑ ai = j}〉

is a free R-module.

3.3. Lemma. Let F be a free R-module and j be a integer non-negative. If rank F = l, then

Dj(F) has rank

(
j + l − 1

l − 1

)
.
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Proof. By Equation 3.1, the minimum number of generators of Dj(F) can be seen how
the number of solutions distinct, with non negative integers, of the equation

a1 + a2 + · · ·+ al = j

where l = rank F. So, the number of solutions is

(
l + j − 1

l − 1

)
. Thus, by 3.1, we obtain

the result. �

3.1. Construction of SjF•. Let R be a local Noetherian ring and M be a finitely gener-
ated R-module. Assume that

F• : 0 −→ Fp
φp
−→ Fp−1

φp−1
−→ · · ·

φ1
−→ F0

is a finite free resolution of M where p := pdR M. Let a0, a1, . . . , ap be a sequence of
natural numbers. We define the functors

S(a0, . . . , ap : F•) :=





Da0 F0 ⊗
a1

ΛF1 ⊗ Da2 F2 ⊗ · · · ⊗
ap−1

Λ Fp−1 ⊗ Dap Fp, for p even,

Da0 F0 ⊗
a1

ΛF1 ⊗ Da2 F2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Dap−1
Fp−1 ⊗

ap

ΛFp, for p odd .

and the differential maps are as follows:

di : S(a0 , . . . , ap : F•) → S(b0, . . . , bp : F•)

is zero when (b0, . . . , bp) 6= (a0, . . . , ai + 1, ai+1 − 1, . . . , ap) for all i, and in the case
(b0, . . . , bp) = (a0, . . . , ai + 1, ai+1 − 1, . . . , ap),

(3.2) di =

{
±1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1 ⊗ Aai+1, ai

φi+1 ⊗ 1 · · · , for i odd,
±1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1 ⊗ Bai+1, ai

φi+1 ⊗ 1 · · · , for i even ,

where ± denotes (−1)σ; σ = a0 + 2a1 + · · ·+ (i + 1)ai, Aai+1,ai
φi+1 and Bai+1,ai

φi+1 are
homomorphisms defined as follows: Suppose that f1, f2, . . . , fr and g1, g2, . . . , gs form
a basis for Fi+1 and Fi respectively. Let

Aai+1,ai
φi+1 : Dai+1

Fi+1 ⊗
ai

ΛFi −→ Dai+1−1Fi+1 ⊗
ai+1

Λ Fi

Aai+1,ai
φi+1( f

(ai+1)1

1 · · · f
(ai+1)r
r ⊗ v) =

r

∑
l=1

f
(ai+1)1

1 · · · f
(ai+1)l−1

l · · · f
(ai+1)r
r ⊗ φi+1( fl) ∧ v

and

Bai+1,ai
φi+1 :

ai+1

Λ Fi+1 ⊗ Dai
Fi −→

ai+1−1

Λ Fi+1 ⊗ Dai+1Fi

Bai+1,iφi+1( f(ai+1)1
∧ · · · ∧ f(ai+1)s

⊗w) =
r

∑
l=1

(−1)l f(ai+1)1
∧ · · · ∧ f̂(ai+1)l

∧ · · · ∧ fis
⊗φi+1( f(ai+1)l

)∪w,

where gi ∪ g
(i1)
1 · · · g

(is)
s = g

(i1)
1 · · · g

(ii+1)
i · · · g

(is)
s . Here f̂il

means that fil
is omitted.
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Thus, we define

(SjF•)t := ⊕
(a0,...,ap)

∑ ai=j

∑ iai=t

S(a0, . . . , ap : F•) for all t ≥ 0

and the differentials dt are given by

dt : (SjF•)t −→ (SjF•)t−1 where dt := (d
j1
t , d

j2
t , . . . , d

jr
t ), for all t ≥ 1.

Thus, we get

(3.3) SjF• : · · · −→ (SjF•)t+1
dt+1
−→ (SjF•)t

dt−→ · · ·
d2−→ (SjF•)1

d1−→ (SjF•)0.

Observe that, the notation d
jr
t is to indicate the differential djr on the t-th level of SjF•

with r the r-th solution of equation system

(3.4)
p

∑
i=0

iai = t;
p

∑
i=0

ai = j.

3.4. Remark. Summarizing the construction above, each component of SjF• is given
by:

(SjF•)t =





⊕
(a0,...,ap)

∑ ai=j

∑ iai=t

Da0 F0 ⊗
a1

ΛF1 ⊗ Da2 F2 ⊗
a3

ΛF3 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Dap(Fp), if p is even,

⊕
(a0,...,ap)

∑ ai=j

∑ iai=t

Da0 F0 ⊗
a1

ΛF1 ⊗ Da2 F2 ⊗
a3

ΛF3 ⊗ · · · ⊗
ap

ΛFp, if p is odd.

3.5. Remark. ([21, pg. 336]). Each SjF• in 3.3 is a bounded complex as R-module and
its lenght is given by

λ(SjF•) =

{
jp, for p even,

j(p − 1) + min{rank Fp, j}, for p odd

where λ(−) denote λ(F•) := sup{i| Fi 6= 0} for some complex F•.

3.6. Remark. Suppose that p = 1, then for each j ≥ 2 the solutions from the system of
equations 3.4 are given by S = {(a0, a1) = (j − t, t)| t = 0, 1, . . . , λ(SjF•)}. Thus

(SjF•)t = ⊕
(a0, a1)

a0+a1=j

a1=t

Da0 F0 ⊗
a1

ΛF1 = Dj−tF0 ⊗
t

ΛF1;

for all t = 0, 1, . . . , λ(SjF•). Hence SjF• is given by

SjF• : 0 −→ Dj−l(F0)⊗
l

ΛF1
dl−→ Dj−l+1(F0)⊗

l−1
Λ F1

dl−1
−→ · · ·

d2−→ Dj−1(F0)⊗
1
ΛF1

d1−→ Dj(F0)⊗
0
ΛF1,
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where l = λ(SjF•) = min{rank F1, j}.

Next, we define some notations to state a theorem that we use throughout the paper.

3.7. Setting.
a) Let A be a m × n matrix over R where m, n ≥ 0. For t = 1, 2, . . . , min{m, n} we
denote by It(A) the ideal generated by the t-minors of A(the determinants of t × t
submatrices). For systematic reasons one sets It(A) = R for t ≤ 0 and It(A) = 0 for
t > min{m, n}. If φ : F −→ G is a homomorphism de finite free R-modules, then
φ is given by a matrix A with respect to bases of F and G. Therefore we may put
It(φ) = It(A).

b) Let I be a proper ideal of R, grade (I) denotes the lenght of maximal regular sequence
contained in I.

3.8. Theorem. ([19, Theorem 2.1]) Let

F• : 0 −→ Fp
φp
−→ Fp−1

φp−1
−→ · · ·

φ1
−→ F0

be a finite free resolution with coker(φ1) = M and ri =
p

∑
n=i

(−1)n−i rank(Fn). Then, SjF• is

exact if and only if

(a) grade(Iri
(φi)) ≥ ji, for all i even, where 1 ≤ i ≤ p;

(b) grade(Iri−t(φi)) ≥ j(i − 1) + 1 + t for t = 0, 1, . . . , j − 1, for all i odd, where
1 ≤ i ≤ p;

(c) j! is invertible in R.

If SjF• is exact for each j, it is a finite free resolution of the symmetric power Sj(M) for each j.

3.9. Remark. Note that when M has projective dimension 1, the assumption that j!
is invertible into R is not necessary, for example see [19, Remark 2.6 and 2.7]. Fur-
thermore, for modules where pdR M ≥ 2, it is possible to find examples where the
construction SjF does not even produce a complex when we fail to assume (c). That is,
this construction does not in general produce a complex (see [19, Example 6.2]).

We point out that the Theorem 3.8 establishes a criteria for the exactness of SjF• in
terms of the determinant ideals of the maps that make up the free resolution.

4. MINIMAL FREE RESOLUTION FOR POWER SYMMETRIC

In the previous section, the Theorem 3.8 established a criterion for the power sym-
metric Sj(M) to possess a free resolution. Knowing this, the focus of this section is to
establish some criteria that will now ensure that SjF• be a minimal free resolution.

Hereafter, for simplicity, we use the definition below when we’re talking about the
exactness of SjF•.
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4.1. Definition ([15]). Let M be a R-module and let

F• : 0 −→ Fp
φp
−→ Fp−1

φp−1
−→ · · ·

φ1
−→ F0

be a finite minimal free resolution of M, i.e., Im(φi) ⊂ mFi for all i ∈ N. For each j ≥ 2.
We say that M satisfies the (SWj) condition if SjF• is a finite free resolution of Sj(M).

Remark that, by Theorem 3.8, we say that M satisfies (SWj) condition if and only if

(a) grade(Iri
(φi)) ≥ ji, for all i even, where 1 ≤ i ≤ p;

(b) grade(Iri−t(φi)) ≥ j(i − 1) + 1 + t for t = 0, 1, . . . , j − 1, for all i odd, where
1 ≤ i ≤ p;

(c) j! is invertible in R.

The example below illustrates an ideal I that satisfies (SW2) condition.

4.2. Example. Let R = k[[x, y, z]] be a ring of formal power series over a field k and let
I = (yz2, x2z, x3y2) be an ideal of R. By MACAULAY2, a minimal free resolution for I

is given by F• : 0 −→ R2 φ1
−→ R3 −→ I −→ 0, where φ1 is given by matrix 3 × 2

[φ1] =




−yz −xz2

x2 0
0 z


 .

We get that I1(φ1) = (−yz, x2,−xz2, z) and I2(φ1) = (x3z2,−yz2, x2z). Then, one ob-
tain that grade (I1(φ1)) = 2 and grade (I2(φ1)) = 1. Hence, the ideal I satisfy (SW2)
condition.

By Theorem 3.8, we know that if complex SjF• is exact, then SjF• is a free resolution
of R-module Sj(M). Naturally, we can ask when SjF• is a minimal free resolution? In
order to answer this question we first to show the following lemma.

Next (R,m, k) denote Noetherian local ring, where m is maximal ideal and k := R/m
is the residual field.

4.3. Lemma. Let (R,m, k) be a Noetherian local ring and di be a map of free R-modules defined
in 3.2. Suppose that F• is a minimal free resolution of M, then di ⊗ 1k = 0.

Proof. Let 1k : k → k be a map defined by 1k(y) = y. By definition of di, if (b0, b1, . . . , bp) 6=

(a0, a1, . . . , ai + 1, ai+1 − 1, . . . , ap) for all i, then di = 0 ⇒ di ⊗ 1k = 0. And in this
case, the result follows. Now suppose that (b0, b1, . . . , bp) = (a0, a1, . . . , ai + 1, ai+1 −
1, . . . , ap) for some i. Therefore, we need consider two cases, when i odd and even, we
show the case i odd and other case follows similarly.

Case(1). i is odd. Let di = ±1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1 ⊗ Aai+1,ai
φi+1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ · · · , where

Aai+1,ai
φi+1 : Dai+1

Fi+1 ⊗
ai

ΛFi −→ Dai+1−1Fi+1 ⊗
ai+1

Λ Fi

is a map defined by

Aai+1,ai
φi+1( f

(ai+1)1

1 · · · f
(ai+1)r
r ⊗ v) =

r

∑
l=1

f
(ai+1)1

1 · · · f
(ai+1)l−1

l · · · f
(ai+1)r
r ⊗ φi+1( fl) ∧ v.
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Let y ∈ k. By hypothesis F• is a minimal free resolution of M which implies that
φi+1( fl) = x f for some x ∈ m and f ∈ Fi. So by the linearity of the tensor product, we
get

di ⊗ 1k( f
(ai+1)1

1 · · · f
(ai+1)r
r ⊗ v ⊗ y) = di( f

(ai+1)1

1 · · · f
(ai+1)r
r ⊗ v)⊗ 1k(y)

= ±1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1 ⊗ Aai+1,ai
φi+1( f

(ai+1)1

1 · · · f
(ai+1)r
r ⊗ v)⊗ 1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1k(y)

= ±1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1 ⊗
r

∑
l=1

f
(ai+1)1

1 · · · f
(ai+1)l−1

l · · · f
(ai+1)r
r ⊗ φi+1( fl) ∧ v ⊗ 1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1k(y)

= ±1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1 ⊗
r

∑
l=1

f
(ai+1)1
1 · · · f

(ai+1)l−1

l · · · f
(ai+1)r
r ⊗ x f ∧ v ⊗ 1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1k(y)

= ±1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1 ⊗
r

∑
l=1

f
(ai+1)1

1 · · · f
(ai+1)l−1

l · · · f
(ai+1)r
r ⊗ f ∧ v ⊗ 1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1k(xy) = 0.

�

4.4. Theorem. Let M be a finitely generated R-module with pdR M < ∞. If M satisfies
the (SWj) condition and F• is a minimal free resolution of M, then SjF• is a minimal free
resolution of Sj(M) and pdR Sj(M) < ∞.

Proof. Let F• : 0 −→ Fp −→ Fp−1 −→ · · · −→ F1 −→ F0 be a minimal free resolution
of M, where p := pdR M. Since M satisfies the (SWj) condition, by Theorem 3.8,

the complex SjF• is a free resolution for Sj(M). To show that SjF• is a minimal free
resolution it is enough to show that dt ⊗ 1k = 0 for all t ≥ 1, where dt is a map defined
by

dt : (SjF•)t −→ (SjF•)t−1, dt = (d
j1
t , d

j2
t , . . . , d

jr
t ).

Now, let

f∗ = ( f
j1
∗ , f

j2
∗ , . . . , f

jr
∗ ) ∈ ⊕

(a0,..., ap)

∑ ai=j

∑ iai=t

S(a0, . . . , ap; F•) ,

where each f
jr
∗ ∈ S(ar

0, ar
1, . . . , ar

p) with (ar
0, ar

1, . . . , ar
p) the rth non negative integer

solution of system ∑ ai = j, ∑ iai = j. Thus, as F• is a minimal free resolution, by

Lemma 4.3 we obtain that d
jr
t ⊗ 1k = 0. Therefore,

dt ⊗ 1k( f ∗, y) = dt( f ∗)⊗ 1k(y)

= (d
j1
t ( f

j1
∗ ), d

j2
t ( f

j2
∗ ), . . . , d

jr

t ( f
jr
∗ ))⊗ 1k(y)

= (d
j1
t ( f

j1
∗ )⊗ 1k(y), d

j2
t ( f

j2
∗ )⊗ 1k(u), . . . , d

jr

t ( f
jr
∗ )⊗ 1k(y))

= 0

for all y ∈ k.
Now pdR Sj(M) < ∞ follows by construction of complex SjF• (see 3.3). �

Next, we give some consequences and examples. For this we first give the definition
of Betti numbers.
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4.5. Definition. Let (R,m, k) be a Notherian local ring and M a finitely generated R-
module with minimal free resolution given by

F• : · · ·
φi

−→ Fi
φi−1
−→ Fi−1 −→ · · ·

φ2
−→ F1

φ1
−→ F0

the invariants βR
i (M) := rank Fi = dimk(TorR

i (k, M)) are called the ith Betti number of
M.

4.6. Remark. Observe that, S0F• = R and S1F• = F•. In particular, if F• is a minimal
free resolution of M, then βR

i (S1(M)) = βR
i (M), for all i = 0, . . . , p. For this reason, we

always be considering the symmetric powers Sj(M) and SjF• with j ≥ 2.

4.7. Corollary. Let M be a R-module finitely generated with pdR M < ∞. If M satisfies the
(SWj) condition , then

pdR Sj(M) =

{
j pdR M, for pdR M even,

j(pdR M − 1) + min{βR
pdR M(M), j}, for pdR M odd.

Proof. Since pdR M < ∞, we can consider F• a minimal free resolution of M. As M
satisfies the (SWj) condition (Definition 4.1), we get SjF• is exact. Now, by Theorem

4.4, SjF• is a minimal free resolution of Sj(M). Thus, pdR Sj(M) = λ(SjF•). Therefore,
by Remark 3.5, we obtain the result. �

4.8. Remark. Let M a finitely generated R-module with 0 < pdR M < ∞. If M sat-
isfies (SWj) condition, by Theorem 4.4 and Auslander-Buchsbaum formula, we get

pdR(Sj(M)) ≤ dim R. Thus, by Corollary 4.7, we have the following cases:

(a) Case pdR M is even: j ≤
dim R

pdR M
.

(b) Case pdR M is odd: If min{βR
pdR M(M), j} = βR

pdR M(M), then j ≤
dim R−βR

pdR M(M)

pdR M−1 ,

for pdR M 6= 1 and for pdR M = 1, we get min{βR
1 (M), j} ≤ dim R. Now, if

pdR M 6= 1 and min{βR
1 (M), j} = j, then j ≤ dim R

pdR M .

This show that the complexes SjF•, over a local ring of dimension d, do not always
produce minimal free resolutions of SjM for all j (see Example 4.9).

4.9. Example. Let R = k[[x, y, z, w]] be a ring of formal power series over a field k of

characteristic zero and let I = (xw, xz, yw, yz) be a ideal of R. Since j = 3 >
dim R

pdR I
,

the complex S3F• (in 3.3) not produces a minimal free resolution for S3(I). Firstly,
computing in MACAULAY2, the minimal free resolutions of I and S3(I) are given
respectively by

F• : 0 −→ R
φ2
−→ R4 φ1

−→ R4 −→ I −→ 0

and

S3(I)• : 0 −→ R4 −→ R16 −→ R33 −→ R40 −→ R20 −→ S3(I) −→ 0,
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where

[φ1] =




−y 0 −w 0
x 0 0 −w
0 −y z 0
0 x 0 z


 , [φ2] =




w
−z
−y
x


 .

On the other hand, now using the complex S3F• (in 3.3), we get

S3F• : 0 −→ D3(R) −→ R4 ⊗ D2(R) −→
2
ΛR4 ⊗ R ⊕ R4 ⊗ D2(R) −→ R4 ⊗ R ⊗ R4 ⊕

3
ΛR4 −→

−→ R4 ⊗
2
ΛR4 ⊕ R4 ⊗ R −→ D2(R

4)⊗ R4 −→ D3(R
4) −→ 0.

Since grade (I1(φ2)) = 4 < 6, by Theorem 3.8, the ideal I does not satisfy (SW3) condi-
tion. Thus S3F• is not an exact complex. Therefore, S3F• is not a minimal free resolu-
tion of S3(I).

According to Remark 4.8 and Theorem 4.4, a natural question arises. Are there inter-
vals of j where SjF• is minimal free resolution for Sj(M)? The next example illustrates
that this can happen.

4.10. Example. ([14, Example 1.3]) The “generic” ideal of projective dimension one is
given by the ideal defined by the exact sequence

F• : 0 −→ Rn φ1
−→ Rn+1 −→ I −→ 0

where [φ1] = (xrs) is a generic n by n + 1 matrix over a field k, and let R = k[xrs] be the
polynomial ring over a field k. Let I be a ideal of R generated by the n by n minors of
[φ1]. So, by [8, Corollary 4], we have

(4.1) grade (It(φ1)) = (n − t + 1)(n + 2 − t), t = 1, . . . , n.

Checking the condition (b) of the Theorem 3.8, with n = r1, and using the equality 4.1,
we get

grade (Ir1−t(φ1)) ≥ 1 + t for t = 0, 1, . . . , j − 1.

Thus, the ideal I satisfies the condition (b). Now, if F• is a minimal free resolution, by
Theorem 4.4 and Remark 4.8 item (b), SjF• is a minimal free resolution for Sj(I) for
j = 1, . . . , n.

Motivated by this example, we have the following corollaries.

4.11. Corollary. Let M be a finitely generated R-module with pdR M = 1. If grade (Ij(φ1)) ≥

βR
1 (M) − j + 1 for j = 1, . . . , βR

1 (M), then SjF• is a minimal free resolution of Sj(M), for

j = 2, . . . , βR
1 (M).

Proof. Since pdR M = 1, by [2, Proposition 3], the (SWj) condition is equivalent to

grade(Ij(φ1)) ≥ βR
1 (M)− j + 1 for j = 1, . . . , βR

1 (M). Now, from Theorem 4.4, we have

SjF• is a minimal free resolution for Sj(M) for j = 2, . . . , βR
1 (M).

�
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Observe that, in the Corollary 4.11, the number of grades to be tested, for SjF• to be

an exact sequence, is much smaller proposed in the (SWj) condition. So, this leads us to
formulate the following natural question. What is the minimum number of conditions
for SjF• to be exact?

4.12. Corollary. Let R be a local Cohen-Macaulay domain and M an R-module with a free

minimal resolution, F• : 0 −→ Rm φ1
−→ Rn −→ M −→ 0. Let It(φ1) denote the ideal in R

generated by the t × t minors of [φ1] and µ(Mp, Rp) ≤ n − m + height(p) − 1 for all non-
zero primes p in R. Then, the complex SjF• is a minimal free resolution for Sj(M) for each
1 ≤ j ≤ m.

Proof. Suppose that µ(Mp, Rp) ≤ n − m + height(p)− 1 for all non-zero primes p in R.
By [13, Theorem 1.1], we get

height(It(φ1)) ≥ m + 2 − t for 1 ≤ t ≤ m.

Now, since R is Cohen-Macaulay ([3, Corollary 2.1.4]),

(4.2) grade (It(φ1)) = height(It(φ1)) ≥ m + 2 − t for 1 ≤ t ≤ m.

Checking the condition (b) of the Theorem 3.8, with m = r1 and using the inequality
4.2, we get the following inequalities

grade (Ir1−t(φ1)) ≥ t + 1 for 1 ≤ t ≤ m.

Thus, M satisfies the condition (b). Now, by Theorem 4.4 and Remark 4.8 item (b),
SjF• is a minimal free resolution for Sj(M) for 1 ≤ j ≤ n. �

4.13. Corollary. Let R be a local Cohen-Macaulay domain and I an ideal of R with a minimal

free resolution F• : 0 −→ Rn φ1
−→ Rn+1 −→ I −→ 0. If µ(Ip, Rp) ≤ height (p) for every

non-zero prime p in R, then the complex SjF• is a minimal free resolution for Sj(I) for each
1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Proof. Follow immediately of Corollary 4.12. �

5. BETTI NUMBERS OF POWER SYMMETRIC OF MODULES

The purpose of this section is to give an partial affirmative answer to Question B.
First, we given the following proposition.

5.1. Proposition. Let M be a finitely generated R-module with pdR M =: p < ∞. Suppose
that SjF• is a free resolution to Sj(M), then SjF• is a minimal free resolution if and only if

(a) for p even,

βR
t (Sj(M)) = ∑

(a0,..., ap)

∑ ai=j

∑ iai=t

(
βR

0 (M) + a0 − 1

a0

)(
βR

1 (M)

a1

)(
βR

2 (M) + a2 − 1

a2

)(
βR

3 (M)

a3

)
· · ·

(
βR

p (M) + ap − 1

ap

)
;
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(b) for p odd,

βR
t (Sj(M)) = ∑

(a0,..., ap)

∑ ai=j

∑ iai=t

(
βR

0 (M) + a0 − 1

a0

)(
βR

1 (M)

a1

)(
βR

2 (M) + a2 − 1

a2

)(
βR

3 (M)

a3

)
· · ·

(
βR

p (M)

ap

)
;

for all t = 0, 1, . . . , l := pdR Sj(M).

Proof. Suppose that p is even, in the case p odd the proof follows similarly. Let

F• : 0 −→ Fp
φp
−→ Fp−1

φp−1
−→ · · ·

φ1
−→ F0 be a minimal free resolution of M. From (3.3)

we obtain the following complex

SjF• : 0 −→ (SjF•)l
dl−→ (SjF•)l−1

dl−1
−→ · · ·

d2−→ (SjF•)1
d1−→ (SjF•)0

for each integer j ≥ 2. Now, by Remarks 3.4 and Lemma 3.3, we get that

rank(SjF•)t = ∑
(a0,...,ap)

∑ ai=j

∑ iai=t

(
βR

0 (M) + a0 − 1

a0

)(
βR

1 (M)

a1

)(
βR

2 (M) + a2 − 1

a2

)(
βR

3 (M)

a3

)
· · ·

(
βR

p (M) + ap − 1

ap

)

for all t = 0, 1, . . . , l.
Finally, the proof follows from the following fact: The free resolution SjF• is a min-

imal free resolution for Sj(M) if and only if dimk(TorR
t (k,Sj(M))) = rank(SjF•)t

t = 0, . . . , l. �

From Theorem 4.4 and Proposition 5.1, we get the next corollary.

5.2. Corollary. Let M be a finitely generated R-module with pdR M =: p < ∞. If M satisfies
(SWj) condition, then

(a) for p even,

βR
t (Sj(M)) = ∑

(a0,...,ap)

∑ ai=j

∑ iai=t

(
βR

0 (M) + a0 − 1

a0

)(
βR

1 (M)

a1

)(
βR

2 (M) + a2 − 1

a2

)(
βR

3 (M)

a3

)
· · ·

(
βR

p (M) + ap − 1

ap

)
;

(b) for p odd,

βR
t (Sj(M)) = ∑

(a0,..., ap)

∑ ai=j

∑ iai=t

(
βR

0 (M) + a0 − 1

a0

)(
βR

1 (M)

a1

)(
βR

2 (M) + a2 − 1

a2

)(
βR

3 (M)

a3

)
· · ·

(
βR

p (M)

ap

)
;

for all t = 0, 1, . . . , pdR Sj(M).

5.3. Corollary. Let M be a finitely generated R-module with projective dimension 1 such that
grade (Ij(φ1)) ≥ βR

1 (M)− j + 1 for all j = 1, . . . , βR
1 (M). Then

βR
t (Sj(M)) =

(
βR

0 (M) + j − t − 1

j − t

)(
βR

1 (M)

t

)
, for all t = 0, 1, . . . , pdR Sj(M).
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Proof. Let F• be a minimal free resolution of M. By assumptions and by Corollary 4.11,
the complex

SjF• : 0 −→ Dj−l(F0)⊗
l

ΛF1 −→ Dj−l+1(F0)⊗
l−1
Λ F1 −→ · · · −→ Dj−1(F0)⊗

1
ΛF1 −→ Dj(F0)⊗

0
ΛF1

is a minimal free resolution for Sj(M), with l = pdR Sj(M) for all j = 1, . . . , βR
1 (M).

Now, by Proposition 5.1, one obtain

βR
t (Sj(M)) =

(
βR

0 (M) + j − t − 1

j − t

)(
βR

1 (M)

t

)
, for all t = 0, 1, . . . , l.

As we wanted to demonstrate. �

5.4. Corollary. Let M be a finitely generated R-module with pdR M = 2 satisfying (SWj)
condition. Then,

(a) for j ≥ t,

βR
t (Sj(M)) =

⌊ t
2 ⌋

∑
r=0

(
βR

2 (M) + r − 1

r

)(
βR

1 (M)

t − 2r

)(
βR

0 (M) + j − t + r − 1

j − t + r

)
;

(b) for j < t,

βR
t (Sj(M)) =

min{j,⌊ t
2 ⌋}

∑
r=t−j

(
βR

2 (M) + r − 1

r

)(
βR

1 (M)

t − 2r

)(
βR

0 (M) + j − t + r − 1

j − t + r

)
,

for all t = 0, 1, . . . , pdR Sj(M);

Proof. Observe that, by Proposition 5.1, is enough to calculate the non-negative integers
solutions of system

(5.1)

{
a1 + 2a2 = t

a0 + a1 + a2 = j

For this we consider the following cases: j ≥ t and j < t.

(a) Casej ≥ t. Doing some calculations, it is possible to show that in this case the
solutions of (5.1) are given by triple

(a0, a1, a2) = (k − t + a2, t − 2a2, a2) where 0 ≤ a2 ≤ ⌊
t

2
⌋.

Since M satisfies (SWj) condition, by Proposition 5.1, we obtain that

βR
t (Sj(M)) =

⌊ t
2 ⌋

∑
r=0

(
βR

2 (M) + r − 1

r

)(
βR

1 (M)

t − 2r

)(
βR

0 (M) + j − t + r − 1

j − t + r

)
.

(b) Case j < t. In this case, the solutions of (5.1) are given by triple

(a0, a1, a2) = (j − t + a2, t − a2, a2) where t − j ≤ a2 ≤ min{j, ⌊
t

2
⌋}.

Thus, by Proposition 5.1, we get the result desired.
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�

The next example shows that the condition (SWj) of the Corollary 5.2 cannot be
removed.

5.5. Example. Let R = k[[x1, x2, x3, y1, y2]] be a ring of formal power series over a field
k of characteristic zero and let I = (x1x2y1, x1x3y1, x2x3y1, x1x2y2, x1x3y2, x2x3y2) be an
ideal of R. By MACAULAY2, we obtain a minimal free resolution of I given by

F• : 0 −→ R2 φ2
−→ R7 φ1

−→ R6 −→ I −→ 0

where φ1 and φ2 have a matrix representation given by

[φ1] =




−x3 0 0 0 −y2 0 0
x2 −x2 0 0 0 −y2 0
0 x1 0 0 0 0 −y2

0 0 −x3 0 y1 0 0
0 0 −x2 x2 0 y1 0
0 0 0 x1 0 0 y1




; [φ2] =




y2 y2

0 y2

−y1 −y1

0 −y1

−x3 −x3

x2 0
0 x1




.

Notice that grade (I4(φ1)) > 2, grade (I5(φ1)) > 1 and grade (I2(φ2)) = 4. So, the ideal
I satisfies (SW2) condition. Now, by Theorem 4.4, we get that S2F• is a minimal free
resolution of S2(I) given by

S2F• : D2(R
2) −→ R7 ⊗ R2 −→

2
ΛR7 ⊕ R6 ⊗ R2 −→ R6 ⊗ R7 −→ D2(F0).

On the other hand, by MACAULAY2, we get the minimal free resolution of S2(I)

S2(I)• : 0 −→ R3 −→ R14 −→ R33 −→ R42 −→ R21 −→ S2(I) −→ 0.

We can see that the ranks of these two minimal free resolution are the same, i. e., the
Betti numbers are the same ( see Table 1).

Similarly, we compute the minimal free resolution of S3(I). In fact, the complex S3F•

is given

S3F• : 0 −→ D3(R
2) −→ R7 ⊗ D2(R

2) −→
2
ΛR7 ⊗ R ⊕ R6 ⊗ D2(R

2) −→

−→ R7 ⊗R2 ⊗R6 ⊕
3
ΛR7 −→ D2(R

6)⊗R2 ⊕R6 ⊗
2
ΛR7 −→ D2(R

6)⊗R7 −→ D3(R
6) −→ 0.

Note that, by Theorem 3.8, the complex S3F• is not a free resolution for S3(I), be-
cause grade (I2(φ2)) < 6 (does not satisfy the (SW3) condition). On the other hand, by
MACAULAY2, we get a minimal free resolution of S3(I)

S3(I)• : 0 −→ R4 −→ R32 −→ R97 −→ R160 −→ R146 −→ R56 −→ S3(I) −→ 0.

We see that the ranks coming from S3F• do not coincide with the Betti numbers of a
minimal free resolution of S3(I)( see Table 1 ).
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TABLE 1

t-th Betti Number S2(I) S3(I)
0 21 56
1 42 127
2 33 147
3 14 119
4 3 60

5.1. Applications: Betti number of linear type modules. In this section, we give some
applications of the results obtained above, for example for linear type ideals I, we

obtain formulas of the Betti numbers I j in terms of the Betti numbers of I.
Let R be a ring with total ring of fractions Q. The torsion of M with respect to R is

the kernel of aplication

M −→ M ⊗R Q,

wich will be denoted by TR(M). When TR(M) = 0 we say that the R-module M is
torsion-free module. If TR(M) = M, we say that M is an of torsion module. We say M
has a rank if Q ⊗R M has rank r for some r ∈ N in which case r is said to be the rank of
M.

5.6. Definition. ([11]) We define R(M) to be the image of the homomorphism

SR(σ) : SR(M) −→ S(F)

of R-algebras and call it the Rees algebra of M. Let us notice that SR(F) is a polyno-
mial ring and RR(M) is its subalgebra. Since the R-torsion part of SR(M), which is
denoted by TR(SR(M)), coincides with de kernel of SR(σ) ([18]), we have R(M) ∼=
SR(M)/TR(SR(M)), which means that R(M) does not depend of choice of σ. We say
M is an R-module of linear type if TR(SR(M)) = 0, that is SR(M) ∼= RR(M).

In the next proposition Rj(M) denote the jth graded component of Rees algebra
R(M) of M.

In particular, let I be an ideal of R, we say that I is linear type ideal if SR(I) ∼= RR(I),
i.e. Sj(I) ∼= I j of all all j, or equivalently TR(SR(I)) = 0.

5.7. Proposition. Let M be a linear type module of R with pdR M = p < ∞. If M satisfies
(SWj) condition, then

(a) for p even,

βR
t (Rj(M)) = ∑

(a0,..., ap)

∑ ai=j

∑ iai=t

(
βR

0 (M) + a0 − 1

a0

)(
βR

1 (M)

a1

)(
βR

2 (M) + a2 − 1

a2

)(
βR

3 (M)

a3

)
· · ·

(
βR

p (M) + ap − 1

ap

)
;
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(b) for p odd,

βR
t (Rj(M)) = ∑

(a0,..., ap)

∑ ai=j

∑ iai=t

(
βR

0 (M) + a0 − 1

a0

)(
βR

1 (M)

a1

)(
βR

2 (M) + a2 − 1

a2

)(
βR

3 (I)

a3

)
· · ·

(
βR

p (M)

ap

)
;

for all t = 0, 1, . . . , pdR Rj(M).

Proof. Since M is a linear type module, we get the isomorphism RR(M) ∼= SR(M) of
graded algebra which implies that Sj(M) ∼= Rj(M) for all j. Thus, by Corollary 5.2,
we obtain the result. �

5.8. Remark. The canonical epimorphism from SR(I) to RR(I) is a homogeneous ho-
momorphism of N-graded algebras. An ideal I is said to be 2-syzygetic if S2(I) ∼= I2.

Furthermore I is said to be m-syzygetic if Sj(I) ∼= I j for 1 ≤ j ≤ m.

5.9. Corollary. Let I be a linear type ideal of R (or m-syzygetic) with pdR I = p < ∞. If I
satisfies (SWj) condition, then

(a) for p even,

βR
t (I j) = ∑

(a0,..., ap)

∑ ai=j

∑ iai=t

(
βR

0 (I) + a0 − 1

a0

)(
βR

1 (I)

a1

)(
βR

2 (I) + a2 − 1

a2

)(
βR

3 (I)

a3

)
· · ·

(
βR

p (I) + ap − 1

ap

)
;

(b) for p odd,

βR
t (I j) = ∑

(a0,...,ap)

∑ ai=j

∑ iai=t

(
βR

0 (I) + a0 − 1

a0

)(
βR

1 (I)

a1

)(
βR

2 (I) + a2 − 1

a2

)(
βR

3 (I)

a3

)
· · ·

(
βR

p (I)

ap

)
;

for all t = 0, 1, . . . , pdR I j.

5.10. Proposition. Let M be an R-module of linear type with projective dimension 1. Then

βR
t (Rj(M)) =

(
βR

0 (M) + j − t − 1

j − t

)(
βR

1 (M)

t

)

for all t = 0, 1, . . . , pdR Rj(M).

Proof. Since pdR M = 1, we get a minimal free resolution

F• : 0 → RβR
1 (M) φ

→ RβR
0 (M) → M → 0,

such that rank M = βR
0 (M)− βR

1 (M). Furthermore, since M is of linear type, TR(SR(M)) =
0. Thus, by [2, Proposition 3], we obtain that grade (Ij(φ)) ≥ βR

1 (M) − j + 2 for all

1 ≤ j ≤ βR
1 (M). Therefore, by Corollary 5.2 follow the result. �

5.11. Corollary. Let M be an R-module of linear type with projective dimension 1. Then

µ(Rj(M)) =

(
µ(M) + j − 1

j

)
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for all t = 0, 1, . . . , pdR Rj(M).

6. UPPER AND LOWER BOUNDS

In this section we establish upper and lower bounds of Betti numbers of the jth
symmetric power of M.

6.1. Theorem. Let M be a finitely generated R-module with pdR M =: p > 1. If M satisfies
(SWj) condition, then

(a) for p even,

βR
t (Sj(M)) ≤




p

∑
i=0

βR
i (M) + j(

p + 2

2
)

j


;

(b) for p odd,

βR
t (Sj(M)) ≤




p

∑
i=0

βR
i (M) + j(

p + 1

2
)

j


;

for all t = 0, 1, . . . , pdR Sj(M).

Proof. Suppose that p is even, in the case p odd the proof follows similarly. By hypoth-
esis M satisfies (SWj) condition. So, by Corollary 5.2, we obtain the following equality
(6.1)

βR
t (Sj(M)) = ∑

(a0,...,ap)

∑ ai=j

∑ iai=t

(
βR

0 (M)+a0−1
a0

)(
βR

1 (M)
a1

)(
βR

2 (M)+a2−1
a2

)(
βR

3 (M)
a3

)
· · ·
(

βR
p (M)+ap−1

ap

)

≤ ∑
(a0,..., ap)

∑ ai=j

(
βR

0 (M)+a0−1
a0

)(
βR

1 (M)
a1

)(
βR

2 (M)+a2−1
a2

)(
βR

3 (M)
a3

)
· · ·
(

βR
p (M)+ap−1

ap

)
,

where t = 0, 1, . . . , pdR Sj(M). Since ai ≤ j, for all even integer positive i between 0
and p, we get that

(6.2)

(
βR

i (M) + ai − 1

ai

)
≤

(
βR

i (M) + j

ai

)
.



18 V. H. JORGE-PÉREZ AND J. A. SANTOS-LIMA

Of inequalities 6.1 and 6.2 we obtain that

βR
t (Sj(M)) ≤ ∑

(a0,...,ap)

∑ ai=j

(
βR

0 (M)+j
a0

)(
βR

1 (M)
a1

)(
βR

2 (M)+j
a2

)(
βR

3 (M)
a3

)
· · ·
(

βR
p (M)+j

ap

)

≤




p

∑
i=0

βR
i (M) + j(

p + 2

2
)

j




where the last inequality follows by Generalized Vandermonde’s identity. �

As an immediate consequence of the Theorem 6.1 above, we have the following
corollary.

6.2. Corollary (Bound Upp-Low). Let M be a finitely generated R-module with pdR M = 1.
If M satisfies (SWj) condition, then

(
βR

1 (M)

t

)
≤ βR

t (Sj(M)) ≤




p

∑
i=0

βR
i (M) + j

j




for all t = 0, 1, . . . , pdR Sj(M).

We saw in the Corollary 5.3 that, for modules of projective dimension 1, the (SWj)
condition can be replaced when the grade of the ideals Ij(φ1) satisfies a certain inequal-

ity for all j = 1, . . . , βR
1 (M). In this case, we get the following corollary.

6.3. Corollary. Let R be a local ring and M be a finitely generated R-module with pdR(M) = 1

such that grade (Ij(φ1)) ≥ βR
1 (M)− j + 1, for all j = 1, . . . , βR

1 (M). Then,

(
βR

1 (M)

t

)
≤ βR

t (Sj(M)) ≤




p

∑
i=0

βR
i (M) + j

j




for all t = 0, 1, . . . , pdR Sj(M).

6.4. Proposition. Let M be a finitely generated R-module with pdR M = 2. If M satisfies
(SWj) condition, then

(a) If j ≥ t, then βR
t (Sj(M)) ≥

(
βR

1 (M)

t

)
; for all t = 0, 1, . . . , j.

(b) If j < t, then βR
t (Sj(M)) ≥

(
βR

1 (M)

2j − t

)
, for all t = j + 1, . . . , pdR Sj(M).

Proof. Since M satisfies (SWj) condition, by Theorem 4.4, SjF• is a minimal free resolu-
tion for Sj(M). So, by Corollary 5.4, we need consider two cases j ≥ t and j < t.
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(a) For j ≥ t and for all t = 0, . . . , j, we obtain

βR
t (Sj(M)) =

⌊ t
2 ⌋

∑
r=0

(
βR

2 (M) + r − 1

r

)(
βR

1 (M)

t − 2r

)(
βR

0 (M) + j − t + r − 1

j − t + r

)

≥
⌊ t

2 ⌋

∑
r=0

(
βR

1 (M)

t − 2r

)

≥

(
βR

1 (M)

t

)
.

(b) Similarly, for j < t and for all t = j + 1, . . . , pdR Sj(M), we get

βR
t (Sj(M)) =

min{j,⌊ t
2 ⌋}

∑
r=t−j

(
βR

2 (M) + r − 1

r

)(
βR

1 (M)

t − 2r

)(
βR

0 (M) + j − t + r − 1

j − t + r

)

≥

(
βR

1 (M)

2j − t

)
.

�

6.1. Aplications: Buchsbaum-Eisenbud-Horrocks conjecture (BEH). In order to ob-
tain some applications let us remember the famous Buchsbaum-Eisenbud-Horrocks
conjecture (BEH).
Conjecture(BEH) Let (R,m, k) be a d-dimensional Noetherian local ring, and let M be
a finitely generated nonzero R-module. If M has finite length and finite projective
dimension, then for all i ≥ 0, the Betti numbers of M over R satisfy the inequality

βR
i (M) ≥

(
d

i

)
.

This conjecture has a positive answer for local rings with dimension ≤ 4 (see [4]), but
for larger dimensions, the problem is still open. Some positive answers in certain cases
are provided, for instance, in [10], [7], [17] and [6].
Total Rank Conjecture(TR). Let (R,m, k) be a d-dimensional Noetherian local ring,
and let M be a finitely generated nonzero R-module. If M has finite length and finite
projective dimension, then

∑
i≥0

βR
i (M) ≥ 2d.

The Total Rank Conjecture (or (TR) Conjecture for simplicity), was established by
Avramov and Buchweitz [4] for local rings of dimension 5 that contain their residue
field. Recently, Walker [20] showed this conjecture for complete intersection rings
whose residual characteristic is not two.

When the projective dimension of the module M is 1 and some assumtions, the next
results tell us that the Betti numbers of the jth symmetric power satisfy the inequality
in the (BEH) conjecture.
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6.5. Proposition. Let R be a local ring of dimension d and M be a finitely generated R-module
with pdR M = 1. If M satisfies (SWj) condition and βR

1 (M) ≥ d, then

βR
t (Sj(M)) ≥

(
d

t

)
, for all t = 0, 1, . . . pdR Sj(M).

Proof. Since pdR M = 1 and satisfying (SWj) condition, by Corollary 5.2, we obtain

(6.3) βR
t (Sj(M)) ≥

(
βR

1 (M)

t

)
, for all t = 0, 1, . . . , pdR Sj(M).

Now, as βR
1 (M) ≥ d, we get

(
βR

1 (M)

t

)
≥

(
d

t

)
. Therefore, by inequality 6.3, we obtain

the result. �

The next corollary easily follows from Propositions 6.2 and 6.5.

6.6. Corollary. Let R be a local ring of dimension d and I be an ideal of linear type with
projective dimension 1 such that βR

1 (I) ≥ d. Then

βR
t (I j) ≥

(
d

t

)

for all t = 0, 1, . . . , pdR I j.

6.2. Fiber product. Note that in the Proposition 6.5, in addition to the condition (SWj),

we need to impose that βR
1 (M) ≥ d to obtain the sought inequality. This motivates us

to look for which types of modules have the first Betti number greater than or equal
to the ring dimension. An answer to this was found within the fiber product which we
will mention below.

Let (S, s, k) and (T, t, k) be commutative local rings, and let S
πS
։ k

πT
և T be surjective

homomorphisms of rings. The fiber product

S ×k T = {(s, t) ∈ S × T | πS(s) = πT(t)},

is a Noetherian local ring with maximal ideal s⊕ t, residual field k, and it is a subring
of the usual direct product S × T (see [1, Lemma 1.2]). The fiber product is deemed
non-trivial provided neither S nor T is equal to k.

6.7. Proposition. Let S ×k T be a d-dimensional local ring. Let M be a finitely generated
S-module with pdS×kT M = 1 and satisfying (SWj) condition. Then

β
S×kT
t (Sj(M)) ≥

(
βT

1 (k)

t

)
.

for all t = 0, 1, . . . , pdS×kT Sj(M).

Proof. Since pdS×kT M = 1 and satisfying (SWj), by Corollary 5.2, we get

(6.4) β
S×kT
t (Sj(M)) ≥

(
β

S×kT
1 (M)

t

)
, for all t = 0, 1, . . . , pdS×kT Sj(M).
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Now, by [16, Theorem 1.8], one obtain that β
R×kS
1 (M) = βS

0(M)βT
1 (k) + βS

1(M). Thus,

β
R×kS
1 (M) ≥ βT

1 (k). Therefore, by inequality 6.4, we obtain the new very special results
to BEH and TR Conjectures. �

6.8. Corollary. Let S ×k T be a d-dimensional local ring with d := dim(T) ≥ dim(S) and
T is a regular local ring. Let M be a finitely generated S-module with pdS×kT M = 1 and

satisfying (SWj) condition. Then

β
S×kT
t (Sj(M)) ≥

(
d

t

)
.

for all t = 0, 1, . . . , pdS×kT Sj(M).

6.9. Corollary. Let S ×k T be a d-dimensional local ring with d := dim(T) ≥ dim(S) and
T is a regular local ring. Let M be a finitely generated S-module with pdS×kT M = 1 and

satisfying (SWj) condition. Then

d

∑
t=0

β
S×kT
t (Sj(M)) ≥ 2d.

6.10. Remark. By Corollary 6.9, suppose there is an ideal of linear type I in S×k T, with
pdR I = 1 and d := dim(T) ≥ dim(S) where T is a regular local ring. Then,

β
S×kT
t (I j) ≥

(
d

t

)
.

for all t = 0, 1, . . . , pdS×kT I j.
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Email address: vhjperez@icmc.usp.br

Email address: seyalbert@gmail.com


	1. Introduction
	2. The Symmetric Algebra of a module finitely generated
	3. Construction of complex symmetric power and results 
	3.1. Construction of SjF

	4. Minimal free Resolution for power symmetric
	5. Betti numbers of power symmetric of modules
	5.1. Applications: Betti number of linear type modules

	6. Upper and lower bounds
	6.1. Aplications: Buchsbaum-Eisenbud-Horrocks conjecture (BEH)
	6.2. Fiber product

	References

