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ABSTRACT. The aim of this paper is to build a theory of commutative and non-
commutative injective valuations of various algebras. The targets of our valuations
are (well-)ordered commutative and noncommutative (partial or entire) semigroups
including any sub-semigroups of the free monoid F,, on n generators and various
quotients. In the case when the (partial) valuation semigroup is finitely generated,
we construct a generalization of the standard monomial bases for the so-valued al-
gebra, which seems to be new in noncommutative case. Quite remarkably, for any
pair of well-ordered valuations one has canonical bijections between the valuation
semigroups, which serve as analogs of the celebrated Jordan-Hélder correspon-
dences and these bijections are “almost” homomorphisms of the involved (partial
and entire) semigroups.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is twofold:

e To initiate and systematically study injective valuations of algebras into (partial)
semigroups.

e For pairs of such injective valuations of a given algebra establish and study a
bijection between their images, which we refer to as Jordan-Hdélder (JH) bijection.

Recall (cf. [35] Ch. 18) that a valuation v on a k-vector space V is a map
V\{0} — P where P is a totally ordered set with an order < such that v(av) = v(v)
forallv e V, a € k™ and

(1.1) v(u+v) < max(v(u), v(v))

whenever u + v # 0 (in some papers max is replaced by min and < by »=). It is
immediate that (1.1) becomes an equality if v(u) # v(v).

In addition, if V' is a k-algebra, we require P to be a (partial) semigroup (see e.g.
[1]) with the operation o (see Section 2 for details) and

o If v(u) ov(v) is defined in P for some u,v € V' \ {0} then uv # 0 and

v(uww) = v(u) ov(v) .

In particular, if (P, o) is an entire (rather than partial) semigroup then the algebra V'
is necessarily a domain, and conversely if V' is not a domain, then (P, o) is necessarily
a partial semigroup.

Also we impose the following condition on the order in P: if ¢, ,d,d" € P satisfy
inequalities ¢ < d,d < d' then

(1.2) cod Xdod

provided that cocd,dod € P.

If P was an entire semigroup then the axiom (1.2) would follow from weaker ones:
a = bimplies coa < coband aob < boc (for ordered entire semigroups one can
look in [7]). However, in partial semigroups, (1.2) is not always derived (see, e.g.,
Example 2.47).

Note that this axiomatic is rather strong: if P is an (entire) ordered monoid then

for any non-unital invertible element ¢, the unit is strictly between ¢ and ¢1.
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Additionally, we say that the order < on a partial semigroup P satisfies the strict
property if ¢ < d or ¢ < d' implies that co < dod in (1.2).

One can show (see e.g., Remark 2.25) that for any valuation v of V' the image
P, :=v(V \ {0}) is always a (partial) subsemigroup of P.

Following [19, 22] we say that a valuation v on (a vector space or an algebra) V
is injective if there exists a basis B of V' such that v|g is an injective map B — P
(we refer to such a basis as adapted to v).

Note also that for some finitely generated commutative domains A there is no
injective valuation to an entire semigroup (see Lemma 3.32, Theorem 3.33).

For contrast, we claim that injective valuations to reasonable partial semigroups
always exist (in Section 2 we construct a class of coideal partial semigroups, see
Definition 2.1, which will provide such reasonable valuations).

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 2.38). Any finitely generated commutative algebra A admits
an injective valuation onto a coideal partial subsemigroup of Z<,. Thereby, the order
in the coideal partial subsemigroup satisfies the strict property.

In view of above, this means that even finite-dimensional algebras are “domains.”
Our next result extends Theorem 1.1 to the noncommutative case.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 2.38). Any finitely generated algebra A admits an injective
valuation onto a coideal partial subsemigroup of F,, (the free monoid on m genera-
tors) with respect to (strict) deglex order (Lemma 2.13 and Remark 2.14).

We can refine Theorem 1.1 by employing Grébner basis-like approach (cf. [20]).
Nameley, consider a commutative algebra A generated by a finite set X and a finite
set S of monomials in X. We say that a monomial b in X is standard if b does not
contain elements of S as submonomials. If the set B of all standard monomials is a
basis of A, it is referred as a standard monomial one.

The following is a restatement of a well-known result (asserting that any finitely
generated commutative algebra admits a standard monomial basis) in terms of in-
jective valuation into partial semigroups.

Theorem 1.3. Let A be a finitely generated commutative algebra. Then

(a) (Proposition 2.45) Any standard monomial basis B defines a structure of an
ordered partial semigroup on Z<, and an injective valuation v : A\ {0} — ZZ, such
that B 1s adapted to v. - -

(b) (Theorem 2.36). Conversely, let v : A\ {0} — ZZ, be an injective valuation
such that v(A\ {0}) = Z%, \ [S], where [S] := | (s + ZZ,) for some finite subset S

sES
of ZZy. Then there exists a standard monomial basis B of A adapted to v.

A notable example is the (generalized) Stanley-Reisner algebra Ag defined for any
finite subset S C ZZ, as follows. Ag is generated by X = {z;,...,2,} and has a
presentation x* = 0 for all s € S. Clearly, the set 2¢, ¢ € Z2, \ [S] form a standard
monomial basis B. -

The complement ZZ, \ [S]| has a structure of a partial semigroup via: for ¢, €

2, \ [S] their sum ¢+ ¢ is defined unless it belongs to [S], which is an ideal of Z2,,.
Then the lexicographic (or deglex) order on ZZ, gives rise to a (unique) injective
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valuation vg on Ag via
vs(z®) = a

for all a € Z2, \ [S]. Clearly, B is adapted to vs.

A theory generalizing Buchberger’s algorithm producing Grébner bases of ideals
was developed for certain classes of noncommutative algebras (see e.g. [24, 27]). In
our version we construct bases for injectively valued (noncommutative) algebras as
follows (some difference in approach is that we focus mainly on bases of quotient
algebras rather than of ideals).

First, we will replace ZZ2,\[S] by a (not necessarily commutative) partial semigroup
(P, 0), second, fix an injective valuation v : A\ {0} — P (and denote by P, the image
of v, which is automatically a partial sub-semigroup of P), and, third, construct a
linearly independent set B := {b., ¢ € P} of certain monomials in A which is adapted
to v, i.e., v(B) = P,. It is critical for the construction that B is a basis of A which is
guaranteed for any adapted set whenever P is well-ordered, see Corollary 4.15 (the
assumption of well-orderness seems to be indispensible, see Remark 4.16).

More precisely, let P be a partial semigroup and P, be a generating set of P. A
factorization of ¢ € P is any sequence &= (cy,...,c,) € P¢ such that

c=c,0---0¢

in P; denote by F'(c) the set of all factorizations of ¢ of the shortest length (to be
denoted ¢(c)). Now suppose that P is well-ordered. We refer to ¢ € R(c) as standard
if it is the smallest in the lexicographic order on R(c) and denote it by ¢*.

Then fix an injective valuation v : A\ {0} — P, a generating set of (P,),, and
choose z.,, € A\ {0} for all ¢y € (P,)o such that v(z.,) = ¢o for all ¢ € (P,)o. For
any ¢ € P, and any ¢ = (c1,...,¢) € D(c) denote xz 1= x,, - - - X,
Theorem 1.4 (Theorem 2.36). In assumptions as above, the set of all x. := gz,
c € P is a basis of A adapted to v.

This is a generalization of Theorem 1.3(b). Note that unlike in the commutative
case, P can be any small category, in particular, with countably many arrows. In
that case, its generating set P, is a quiver (possibly with relations) so that P is the
set of all paths in Py (cf. Examples 2.16, 2.17).

A large class of injective valuations on A can be constructed by restriction of a
given injective valuation © on a larger algebra B for various injective homomorphisms
j: A<= Bbyv:=rvojwith some care. We say that a valuation v : V' \ {0} — P is
well-ordered if its range P, is a well-ordered set.

Lemma 1.5. (¢f. Lemma 3.15.) Suppose that ¥ is an injective well-ordered valuation
of an algebra B. Then the restriction U to any subalgebra A is also a well-ordered
injective valuation.

In fact, for any ordered partial semigroup P we can construct a “default” invective
valuation onto P as follows.
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First, recall that for any partial semigroup P and any field k we equip the linear

span kP = @ k - [¢] with an associative algebra structure via
ceP

, [cod] if coc is defined in P
][] = .
0 otherwise

for all ¢, ¢ € P. In particular, if P is a group then kP is the group algebra of P. In
the case when P = Z>¢ \ [S], kP is the Stanley-Reisner algebra Ag.

Second, suppose that P is ordered and k is of characteristic 0. Clearly, the assign-
ments [c] — ¢, ¢ € P define an injective valuation vp : kP \ {0} — P (Definition
2.28). We refer to vp as the tautological valuation of kP. For instance, if P = Z2,
ie., kP = k[zy,...,7,] and the order is lexicographic, then vp is just the usual
leading degree valuation of k[xy, ..., z,].

Using this, we extend Theorems 1.1, 1.2 as follows.

Theorem 1.6 (Theorem 2.38). Let P be a well-ordered partial semigroup and I be
a two-sided ideal of kP.

i) Then J :=vp(I\{0}) is an ideal in P (i.e., it is invariant under left and right
compositions), thus P\ J is a well-ordered (coideal) partial semigroup. Moreover,
the assignments v(a + 1) := r]nel? vp(a+ j) define an injective well-ordered valuation

v:A/IT\{0} — P\ J.
ii) Then B :={[c]+1 : ¢ € P\ J} is a standard monomial basis of kP/I with

respect to v.

Thus, combining constructions of Theorem 1.6 with Lemmas 1.5 and Definition
2.28, we obtain a large class of injective valuations of commutative and noncommu-
tative algebras into various entire and partial semigroups.

The following are examples of partial semigroups involved in some valuations.

Example 1.7. For any Coxeter group W =< s;,7 € I > its Nil-Coxeter monoid Wy
is a partial monoid generated by s;,7 € I and has a presentation s; o s; is undefined
and s;0s;08;... = 5j08;0s;.... It is well-kknown that Wy, = W as a set and its

Vo Vo
mgj mij

multiplication table is given by w o w’ = ww' iff f(ww') = L(w) + £(w'), where £
denotes the length of words in generators, otherwise, w o w’ is not defined. For
example, if W = S5, then Wy = {1, 51, 2,51 0 S2, 89 0 §1, 51 0 S2 081 = S3 051 O S9}.

More generally, let C' be a monoid, (D, e) is an ordered monoid, and ¢ : C' — D
be a map such that ¢(cc’) < ¢(c) @ (). This defines a partial monoid structure on
Cviacod =cd iff £(cc) = l(c) e l().

In Example 2.18 we construct an order on Wy when |I| = 2 (and expect that such
an order does not exist if |I| > 2).

Example 1.8. It turns out that one can construct (injective) valuations from any
finite-dimensional algebra A to the groupoid (e.g., a partial semigroup) M,,, which
is the set of all pairs (i,7), 7,7 € {1,...,n} with the composition (ij) o (jk) = (ik)
(see Example 2.47 for details). Fix a total ordering on M, (compatible with the
composition):

(ILn)<...<(L,)<(2n)<...<(2,1)<---<(n,n) <...<(n,1)
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(i.e., the lexicographic ordering on pairs (i,n— j)) and define a valuation vy : kM,, =
Mat, (k) \ {0} — M,, that is, vy(e;;) = (ij) where e;; is the (ij)-th matrix unit.

Given a finite-dimensional algebra k-algebra A, any faithful n-dimensional rep-
resentation p of A defines an injective valuation vy o p : A\ {0} — M, (This, in
particular, applies to kG for any finite group G, even though G has no compatible
total ordering, see Section 2 for details).

By varying total orderings on M,, compatible with the operation, will give a large
class of new injective valuations on A. In Section 2 we construct some such orderings
(the symmetric group S,, permutes them) and pose a problem of their classification.

One can show that any finitely generated partial semigroup P can be covered by
a coideal of an entire semigroup P (Proposition 2.11). For instance, we can take M,

to be generated by all (ij), 7,7 = 1,...,n subject to (/ij\)o @ = (7]{:\) However, in a
contrast with free coideal semigroup in Proposition 2.11, we do not know whether (an
appropriate coideal of) M\n is ordered in a compatible way. It would be interesting
to classify all ordered partial semigroups P which admit such a lifting to (coideals
of) ordered entire semigroups P.

On the other hand, one can apply Theorem 1.6 to the free semigroup P freely
generated by (ij), 1 <1, < n, tautological valuation 1y on kP, and the ideal

I = ({eijepg + p#q} U{ee —eu}) CkP.
Then one obtains an injective valuation v : (kﬁ/[) \ {0} =A\{0} —» P \ J, where
J = vp(I \ {0}) is the corresponding ideal of P. By definition, P\ J is a partial
semigroup consisting of n? elements {(ij) : 1 <4,j < n} such that no composition
of them is defined. Thus, P\ J differs from M,.
Returning to general partial semigroups, we can construct new valuations from

P-filtered algebras and vice versa. We say that A is filtered by an ordered (partial)

semigroup P if A = > A, Aze C Az, whenever ¢ < ¢, and A< A< C Azeow
ceP
whenever co ¢ is defined in P.

Proposition 1.9 (Proposition 2.46). (a) For any valuation v : A\ {0} — P the
subsets A<, :={z € A\ {0} : v(x) <X ¢} define a P,-filtration of A.

(b) Conversely, for a well-ordered P, given a P-filtration A<e of A, setting v(z) =
min{c: x € Ax.} for any nonzero x € A, defines a P-valuation of A.

In particular, if P is well-ordered, by the standard procedure gr this defines a
P-graded algebra (recall that A is graded by a (partial) semigroup P if A = @ A,

ceP
so that A.Aw C Acow whenever co ¢ is defined in P). Thus, Proposition 1.9 applied

to A := kP recovers the tautological valuation vp : kP \ {0} — P.
It turns out that having a pair of injective valuations v, of an algebra (or even
a vector space) A to partial semigroups P and P’ gives an interesting information

about both the algebra and the pair P, = v(A\ {0}), P, = /(A \ {0}).

Theorem 1.10. [Theorem 4.24] Suppose that v : A\{0} — P and v : A\{0} — P’
are injective valuations and P and P' are well-ordered. Then the assignments a
min{v/(v~*(a))} define a bijection K, ,, : P,=P',. Moreover, K;,}V =K, .
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We call K,/ ,, a Jordan-Hdélder bijection (JH bijection). 1t can be reformulated in
terms of the generalized Jordan-Holder correspondence on matroids developed by
Abels in 1991 [8], cf. also Remark 4.25.

In addition, under the same assumptions there is a common adapted basis for both
valuations.

Theorem 1.11. [Theorem 4.24] Under assumptions of Theorem 1.10, there exists
a basis B, of A adapted to both v and v' and such that K,/ ,(v(b)) = /(b) for all
be B,,J/.

We sometimes refer to such a basis as an JH-basis of A.
The following result asserts that any JH-bijection is almost a homomorphism of
partial semigroups.

Theorem 1.12. [Proposition 3.83] Under assumptions of Theorem 1.10 the JH-
bijection K := K,/ ,, is sub-multiplicative in the following sense:

K(cod) xK(c)o K(c)
whenever co ¢ and K(c) o K(c) are defined in P and P’, respectively.

This implies that K, ,, = K;,}V is also sub-multiplicative, which will, in partic-
ular, allow to stratify both P, and P/, into “multiplicativity domains” (see Exam-
ples 3.88, 3.89, 3.90 and 3.91).

In fact, JH bijection as well as any sub-multiplicative maps P — () can be viewed
as “homomorphisms” of partial semigroups in the following sense.

We say that a map f: P — @ is a partial homomorphism of partial semigroups if
the operation oy determined by the requirement: c oy ¢’ = co ¢’ whenever the latter
one is defined and f(co ) = f(c) o f(c'), gives a structure of partial semigroup on
P (In particular, f becomes a homomorphism of partial semigroups (P, of) — Q).

Partial homomorphisms are abound in “nature”, for instance, Proposition 2.35
asserts that for any valuation v : kP \ {0} — @, the assignments ¢ — v([c]) define a
partial homomorphism P — ().

Proposition 1.13 (Proposition 2.10). Let P,Q be ordered partial semigroups and
f P — Q be sub-multiplicative. Suppose that the order on Q) has a strict property
(see Definition 2.9). Then f is a partial homomorphism.

Thus, the JH bijection K : P,—P/, is a partial isomorphism (whenever the or-
ders on P, and P!, have strict property) and is an “honest,” rather than partial,
isomorphism (P,, ox)—(P’,,ok-1).

In fact, if v/ = fowv for some isomorphism f : P— P’ of ordered partial semigroups,
then K = f|p, is also an isomorphism of ordered partial semigroups P,—P),.

2. INJECTIVE VALUATIONS ON ALGEBRAS WITH ZERO DIVISORS

In this section we extend the concept of valuations to algebras with (possibly) zero
divisors.
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2.1. Partial semigroups.

Definition 2.1. We say that (P, o) is a (not necessary commutative) partial semi-
group if for some elements ¢, d € P their composition cod € P is defined (in this case
we say that ¢, d are composable) satisfying the following property (of associativity).
If two elements coc, (cod)oc” € P are defined then ¢ o¢”,co (' o”) € P are also
defined and (cod)oc” = co (' o”). Vice versa also holds (this is equivalent to that
P = PU{0) is an entire semigroup with the requirement that 0- P = P-0 = {0}).

We say that a subset J C P is an ideal in P if for any elements ¢ € P,d € J
it holds cod € J, provided that cod € P, and similarly, d o ¢ € J, provided that
doc € P. Then P\ J is a partial semigroup. If M is a semigroup and J C M is an
ideal we call M \ J a coideal partial semigroup.

We assume that P is endowed with a linear order < satisfying the following prop-
erty. For ¢,d,d,d € P the inequalities ¢ < d,¢ =< d imply that cocd <X dod
(sometimes we consider partial semigroups without apriori linear order which we
introduce afterwards).

A mapping f : P — @ of partial semigroups P, ) preserving the orders is called
a homomorphism if for any ¢,d € P it holds that c o d is defined iff f(c¢) o f(d) is
defined as well, and in this case the equality f(cod) = f(c) o f(d) is true.

Remark 2.2. i) For a partial semigroup P we call Py C P a subsemigroup of P if
for any ¢, d € Py it holds cod € Py whenever cod € P. Any subset R C P generates
the uniquely defined minimal subsemigroup R C P such that R C R.

ii) If f: P — @ is a homomorphism of partial semigroups then the image f(P) is
a subsemigroup of Q).

For any partial semigroup P we say that a subset S C P x P is admaissible if it
defines a partial semigroup on P. The following is immediate.

Lemma 2.3. The intersection of any family of admissible subsets of P is admissible

This defines an admissible closure of any X C P x P to be the intersection of
all admissible subsets containing X. This means that any X C P x P defines a
canonical partial semigroup on P so that pairs (a,b) € X are composable which we
denote by Px.

Definition 2.4. We say that a mapping f : P — @) of partial semigroups P, () is
a partial homomorphism if the set Sy of all pairs (a,b) € P x P such that a,b are
composable in P and f(a), f(b) are composable in @ is admissible, in addition we
require that f(aob) = f(a)o f(b) for (a,b) € Sy.

Remark 2.5. If f : P — (@ is a partial homomorphism of partial semigroups then
[ Ps;, — @ is a homomorphism (see Definition 2.1).

Remark 2.6. If < is a linear order on a semigroup M then it induces a linear order
on a coideal partial semigroup P C M.

The following is immediate.

Lemma 2.7. Let f : P — Q be an (ordered) epimorphism of (ordered) partial
semigroups. Suppose that the fibers of f are well-ordered. Then the assignments
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r — min{f 1 (z)} define a section f* : Q — P of f. In turn, this defines a
vector space decomposition kP = kf*(Q) @ I where I is the kernel of the canonical
homomorphism kP — kQ. Also, all elements y— f*(z), y € f~ (), y # f*(x) form
a basis By of I.

One can easily verify the following proposition.

Proposition 2.8. Let P be an (ordered) partial semigroup and @ be a partial semi-
group (without apriori an order). Suppose that there is an order on Q) viewed as a
set and let f be a surjective order-preserving map P — Q). Suppose that f is also a
homomorphism of partial semigroups. Then Q) is an ordered partial semigroup.

Definition 2.9. We say that the order < in a partial semigroup @ fulfills a strict
property if for any elements a, b, c,d € () such that a < b,c < d it holdsaoc<bod
(respectively, coa < dob), provided that aoc,bod € @Q (respectively, provided that
coa,dob € Q), cf. Definition 2.1.

Given ordered partial semigroups P and (), we say that a map f : P — @ is
sub-multiplicative if f(co ) =X f(c) o f(¢’) whenever ¢, ¢’ are composable in P and
f(e), f(c) are composable in Q.

Proposition 2.10. Let P,(Q be ordered partial semigroups and f : P — @ be sub-
multiplicative. Suppose that the order on Q) has a strict property. Then f is a partial
homomorphism.

Proof. It suffices to show that that S; is admissible. Indeed, suppose that
(c,d) € Syand (cod,c”) € Sy. Then

fleod) = flc)o f(¢), f(lcod)oc") = flcod)o f(") = f(c)o f() o f(").

Thus, ¢, " and ¢, ¢ o’ are composable, as well as f(c), f(¢”) and f(c), f(¢')o f(")
are composable. Therefore

f(cod)od) = flco(coc")) 2 flc)o f(coc") =2 flc) o f() o f(<).

Since both the latter inequalities are actually, equalities, we get that (¢, oc”) € Sy,
finally the strict property of ) implies that f(c'oc”) = f(¢/)o f(¢"), thus (¢, ") € Sy.
The admissibility of Sy is established. O

Denote by Fj, the free semigroup generated freely by k elements.
The following result provides a converse statement to Proposition 2.8 under the
strict property of the order.

Theorem 2.11. Let Q be a partial semigroup generated by k elements uq, ..., ug
and let < be an order on Q) satisfying the strict property. Then there exists a coideal
partial semigroup F C Fy and an epimorphism f : F — Q of (ordered) partial
SeMILGroups.

Proof. By definition, kF, = k < uq,...,ur > and one has a epimorphism of

algebras f : kFj, = k@ which sends any monomial to element of @ or 0. Denote by

F' the set of all elements of F}, whose image is not 0. Clearly, F' is a coideal of Fj.
This induces a natural epimorphism of partial semigroup f: F — Q.
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Introduce an order < on F' as follows. We say that F' 3 v :=wu; 0---owu;, qw :=
Uj © -+ 0 Ujp er iff either

e f(v) < f(w), either

e f(v) = f(w) and m < p, or

e f(v) = f(w),m = p and the word v is less than w in the lexicographical order
(defined on wy, ..., ux in an arbitrary way). Denote the length I(v) := m.

We claim that the epimorphism f fulfills Definition 2.1. Indeed, let v, w, vy, w; €
Fiv <Qw,vy Qwvov,wow; € F. If either f(v) < f(w) or f(vy) < f(wy) then
fvow)) = f(v)o f(v1) < f(w)o f(wy) = f(wowy) due to the assumption in the
theorem. If f(v) = f(w), f(v1) = f(wy) and either I(v) < {(w) or l(vy) < (w;) then
l(vowy) < l(wowy). Finally, if I(v) = l(w),(v1) = I(wy) then the word v o vy is less
than w o w; in the lexicographical order, unless v = w, vy = wy. 0

Using an argument similar to that of the proof of Theorem 2.11, we establish the
following.

Lemma 2.12. Let P, and P, be any partial semigroups. Then

(a) their direct product Py X Py is also a (partial) semigroup. Moreover, if Py and
Py are ordered so that the ordering on Py fulfills the strict property then Py X Py is
ordered as well via (p1,p2) = (P}, py) iff either py < p| or p1 = p| and py < pj.

(b) Moreover, if Py also fulfills the strict property then Py x Py fulfills the strict
property as well.

We say that a function ¢ : P — Z-q is length if {(c o ) = {(c) + £(¢) for all
composable ¢, € P. We say that (P, /) is a graded partial semigroup if ¢ is a length
on P (sometimes we omit /).

We say that an order < on a graded partial semigroup is length compatible if
l(c) < £(c') implies that ¢ < (.

The following is immediate

Lemma 2.13. (Generalized deglex) Let P be a free semigroup freely generated by a
set X. Then

(a) Any function f : X — Z-o defines (unique) length function on P and vice
versa.

(b) For any length function { : P — Z~o any total order < of X such that {(x) <
U(y) implies © < y, determines a unique length compatible order (fulfilling the strict
property) on P such that xa < yb whenever x,y € X, {(xa) = ((yb) and x < y or
xr=1y and a <b.

(c) If for any m € Zq the preimage f~1(m) C X is finite then < is a well
ordering.

Remark 2.14. If /(x) = 1 for any generator of P (e.g., when P = F} or P = Z%)
this becomes an ordinary deglex on P.

Denote by Py « Py = P, x Py the free product of (partial) semigroups P, and Ps.

Suppose that P, and P, are ordered. We say that that an order on the partial
semigroup P; x P is compatible if p < p/ implies pxc < p’ *c and cxp < c*x p’ for
any ¢ € P x Py and any p,p' € P, i =1,2.

If P, and P; are entire then there are several constructions of the order on P; x P,
(see e.g. [6]). In particular, for an ideal J; in P, and an ideal J, of P, any such
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order restricts to an order on the free product (P; \ Ji) * (P \ J») of coideal partial
semigroups.

The following immediate fact gives another construction of an order on free prod-
ucts of graded partial semigroups (making use of Lemma 2.13).

Lemma 2.15. Let P, and P, be any graded partial semigroups. Then their free
product Py x Py = Py % Py is also a graded (partial) semigroup.

Example 2.16. i) For a monoid M := Z%, = {a{'-- 2’ : iy,...,i, > 0} and
a family of monomials uq,...,u,s in the variables zq,...,x,, the set of monomials
not dividing any of wuy, ..., us, forms a coideal partial monoid P(uq,...,us). Then

P(uy,...,us) coincides with the complement to the monomial ideal J(uy, ..., us) :=
Ulgjgs(uj + Zgo)-

ii) For a free monoid M, := (x1,...,z,) consider an ideal J := (w;xjz; : 1 <
i,7,k < n). We define a well-ordering < on M as follows. For a pair of words
u,v € M we say that u < v if either u is shorter than v or they have the same length
and u is lower than v with respect to the lexicographical order in which x,, < --- <
(see Lemma 2.13). Then P := M \ J is a finite coideal partial monoid.

iii) For a free monoid M,, := (x1,...,x,) consider an ideal J, := (x;z; : j > i).
Then P, := M, \ J, is a finite coideal partial monoid consisting of 2" elements of
the form w 1= 2, -+ -2;,,1 <4 < --- <4 < n. For an element v := xj, ---2;,1 <

71 < -+ < J; <n the composition uowv € P, iff 7, < j;.

Example 2.17. i) Now we modify the construction of Example 2.16 iii) and produce
a partial monoid @), coinciding as a set with P, and equipped with the same ordering
<. The composition law in @), differs from the one in P,: let u := x;, ---2;,,1 <
i << <nui=ay, a5, 1 < g <o < 5 < n be two elements of @), then

WOV = Ty * Ty, ©Tjy Ty,

iff 7;, = j1; otherwise the composition is not defined.

The partial monoid @), is isomorphic to the following partial monoid R,,. The
generators of R, are {y;; : 1 <7 < j <n}. The composition y; ; oy, is defined iff
j = k. The isomorphism of R, and @, is established by mapping of v;, i, © Yi,.is ©
e yik—l,ik to xil O++-0 xik'

ii) One can yield a family of partial submonoids of R, as follows. Consider a
directed acyclic graph G' with n vertices numbered by {1,...,n} in such a way that
for any arrow (7, j) of G it holds i < j. Then one can consider a partial submonoid
R¢ of R,, generated by the elements {y,;} for which there is a path from a vertex k
to a vertex [ in G.

iii) Alternatively, one can consider a partial submonoid T of Rg of paths in G.
A partial monoid T¢ is generated by the elements {z;;} where (k,1) is an arrow in
G (cf. [30]).

More generally, one can consider a partial monoid T of paths in an arbitrary
directed graph G (when G contains cycles, T is infinite). One can treat T as a
coideal partial submonoid of the free monoid Mg generated by {2} where (k,[) is an
arrow in G. Then Ty = Mg \ Jg where the ideal Jg is generated by all compositions
of the form z; o 2; ; where [ # 1.
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Example 2.18. Denote by Wy(m), m > 1 the nil-Coxeter semigroup generated by
s1, So satisfying the following relations:
810 51,8208 & Wo(m), 5108705108y...=520805208]....

v~ v
m m

Then Wy(m) consists of 2m — 1 elements: for each 1 < k < m it contains two
elements
Cr=51080808..., dy, =8908, 080581...
& )
of length k, and in addition the element ¢, = d,,.

The following compositions are defined in Wy(m):

Cok O €] = Cokyl, Cok+1 © Ay = dopyy, do © dj = dogty, dogy1 © ¢ = dogyiy,

provided that 2k + 1 < m or respectively, 2k + 1+ 1 < m. All other compositions are
not defined. One can verify that Wy(m) is a partial semigroup with an order defined
bydk-<ck—<dk+1,1§k:<m.

Observe that in case of Wy(m) one cannot replace the axiom from Definition 2.1
by weaker axioms that ¢ < d implies that boc < bod,cob < dob, provided that
boc,bod,cob,dob are defined.

If one applies Theorem 2.11 to the partial semigroup Wy (m), then one obtains the

partial semigroup Wy (m) generated by two elements 57,353 such that 57 037,505
and 570550 - ©, 820510+ are not defined; thus consisting of 2m elements of the

m\-‘,r-l m‘—T-l
form either @ = s;0830---or dy = s90s,0---,1 < k < m. The epimorphism
k k
f: Wo(m) — Wo(m) sends f(¢x) = cx, f(dr) = dp,1 < k < m. Thus, f is not

injective just on two elements: f(G,) = f(dm) = ¢ = dyn. The order on Wo(m) is
defined by ¢ <di <¢11,1 < k <m and in addition, ¢, < d,,.

The following two propositions provide constructions of extending partial semi-
groups.

Proposition 2.19. Let P and Q be partial semigroups. Then P = P U Q is a
partial semigroup with the composition inherited from P and () and pq = qp = q for
allp € P, q € Q. Suppose that P and Q) are ordered such that

i) ¢ 2 qq and q < ¢'q for all q,q' € Q (this property is called positive ordering,
see, e.g. [32], [30]). Then the assignments p < q for p € P and q € Q turn P’ into
an ordered partial semigroup;

it) g = qq' and q = ¢'q for all q,q' € Q. Then the assignments p = q forp € P
and g € Q turn P’ into an ordered partial semigroup.

Note that when P, Q) are commutative partial semigroups, the resulting P’ is com-
mutative as well. The next proposition allows one to construct non-commutative
partial semigroups from arbitrary (in particular, commutative) ones.

Proposition 2.20. Let P,Q be partial semigroups. Consider a partial semigroup
R:=QuU{z}U{y} U P defined as follows:

Tz =T, Yz =Y,z € {Paan>y}a le =1Y,21 € {zayaQ}a QZ2:x>22 € {Z’,y,P}
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Then R is a partial semigroup with an ordering Q@ < x <y < P.

When in Propositions 2.19, 2.20 P, () are entire semigroups, the results of construc-
tions are entire semigroups as well. In contrast, there are no entire finite semigroups
satisfying the strong property.

Proposition 2.21. There are no entire finite semigroups (with more than one ele-
ment) satisfying the strong property.

Proof.  Suppose the contrary. If for some element a of the semigroup it holds
a < a® then a' < a1, i > 1, which leads to a contradiction. By the same token an
assumption a > a® leads to a contradiction as well. Thus, a = a? for any element a.

For any pair of elements a < b it holds @ = a® < ab, hence ab < ab®> = ab. The
obtained contradiction completes the proof. O

Now we concoct a construction for extending partial monoids satisfying the strict
property.

Proposition 2.22. Let P be a partial monoid with an order <° satisfying the strict
property. For x ¢ P construct a partial monoid

Q:=PUPozU---UPoz*
such that x o P,2°**Y are not defined. We set the order < on @ as follows:
Poz® < Pox®™V) 0< i<k and

cox” <doxiffc<"d, c,de P, 0<j<k.

Then Q is a partial monoid satisfying the strict property.
Alternatively, one could set the order as P o x° = P o z°0+1),

Proof.  To verify the strict property consider elements u,v,w,t € () such that
uw = v,w =<t and at least one of two latter inequalities is strict. We assume that
uow,vot € (. When u,v,w,t € P, the strict property follows from the strict
property for P. Otherwise, v € P, t = tg 0 2° for some 1 < i < k. Therefore,
u € P,w = wy oz for suitable 0 < j < 4. If j < i then uwow < vot. Otherwise,
if j = 7 then it holds wy <° 5. Since one of two inequalities u <" v, wy <° t; is
strict, we deduce from the strict property for P that u o wy <° v o ¢y, which implies
the strict property for ):

wow=wuowgox' <votjox™ =vot.

By the same token one considers an alternative order P o 2% = P o z°0+1), U

Remark 2.23. One can generalize Proposition 2.22 to partial semigroups (rather
than monoids). For a partial semigroup P satisfying the strict property consider
a partial semigroup @ := | |, (¢, P) (where (i, P) is a copy of P), in which the
product is defined as (0, po)o (4, p) := (i, poop), po,p € P, 0 <i < k, and (j, P)o(i, P)
is not defined when j > 0. The order in @) is lexicographical with respect to ¢ and
to the order in P. As in the proof of Proposition 2.22 one can verify that @ fulfills
the strict property.
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2.2. Valuations of algebras in partial semigroups.

Definition 2.24. For a k-algebra A a mapping v : A\ {0} — P onto a partial
semigroup P is a wvaluation if for any a,b € A\ {0} it holds the following:

i) v(k*a) = v(a);

ii) v(a + b) < max{v(a),v(b)}, provided that a + b # 0;

iii) v(ab) = v(a) ov(b), provided that v(a) ov(b) € P (in particular, in this case it
holds ab # 0).

Remark 2.25. Alternatively, one could consider a mapping v : A\ {0} — B
satisfying the properties similar to i), ii), iii) where P, is a partial semigroup. Then
P, :=v(A\ {0}) C B is also a partial semigroup.

Remark 2.26. In this section we do not suppose that A is unital or P contains 1.

We say that a valuation v : A\ {0} — P onto a partial semigroup P is injective
if there exists a k-basis B C A of A such that v : B — P is a bijection. A basis
fulfilling the latter property is called adapted with respect to v.

The proof of the following proposition is straightforward.

Proposition 2.27. Let v : A\ {0} — P be an injective valuation and let f : P — @
be an ordered homomorphism of partial semigroups. Then fov : A\ {0} — Q is
also an injective valuation.

Definition 2.28. For a partial semigroup P define a semigroup algebra kP as having
a basis {[u] : uw € P}. We define [u|[v] = [u o v], provided that wov € P, otherwise
[u][v] = 0.

Then a tautological valuation v := vp : kP \ {0} — P is defined by

v(> ay[u]) = max{u}, o, € K",
ueP
Observe that the order on P is not necessary to be a well order: still, we get an
injective valuation with an adapted basis {[u] : v € P}.

It is immediate that a homomorphism f : P — @ of partial semigroups induces
a natural homomorphism of algebras kP — k@. In addition, it induces a (not
necessary injective) valuation fov :kP\ {0} — Q.

Note however that if P is a partial semigroup and @) is a coideal in P, there is a
[c] ifceq

. but, in general,
0  otherwise

homomorphism of algebras kP — k@ given by [¢] —

there is no corresponding partial homomorphism from P to Q.

Remark 2.29. In the conditions of Lemma 2.7 B = f*(Q) U By is a basis of kP
adapted to the tautological valuation of vp : kP \ {0} — P (produced in Defini-
tion 2.28).

Example 2.30. Following Example 2.16 i) one can consider the monoidal algebra
kP(u; ..., us). It is called a Stanley-Reisner algebra in case when all ug, ..., us are
square-free.

The proof of the following proposition is similar to the proof of Theorem 3.1 ii), iv).



VALUATIONS, BIJECTIONS, AND BASES 15

Proposition 2.31. Let v: A\ {0} — P be a valuation onto a partial semigroup P.
When P is well-ordered and dim(A,) = 1 for any u € P, the valuation v is injective.
Every set B C A such that the mapping v : B — P is a bijection, is an adapted basis
of A (with respect to v).

Vice versa, if v is injective then dim(A,) =1 for any u € P.

Proposition 2.32. Let v : A\ {0} — P be an injective valuation of an algebra
A into a well-ordered partial semigroup P, and B be a subalgebra of A. Then the
restriction of v on B\ {0} is also an injective valuation.

Remark 2.33. In view of Remark 4.18, it is interesting whether an analog of Propo-
sition 2.32 holds without assumption of well-orderness of P.

The following proposition for vector spaces is established in Proposition 4.4 (b).
The extension to algebras is straight-forward.

Proposition 2.34. Let A;, i = 1,2 be algebras and v; : A;\ {0} — P; be their valua-
tions to respective partial semigroups. Then the assignments a;®ag — (v1(a1), v2(as))
extend to a valuation v : A1 @ Ay \ {0} — Py X Py (an order in Py x Py is defined in
Lemma 2.12). If both valuations vy, vy are injective then v is injective as well.

Proposition 2.35. Consider a partial semigroup P and an ordered partial semigroup
Q. Letv: kP \ {0} — Q be a valuation. Then the mapping c — v([c]) is a partial
homomorphism P — Q. In particular, P acquires a new structure of a partial
semigroup Ps, in notation of Remark 2.5.

Proof. Take ¢,d,¢” € P such that v([c]),v([¢]) are composable and that v([c]) o
v([c]), v([c"]) are also composable. Let S, be the set of all (¢,¢’) € P x P such that
v([c]), v([¢]) are composable. Then due to Definition 2.1 it holds that v([¢']), v([¢"])
are composable and that v([c]), v([¢]) o v([¢"]) are composable as well. Thus, S, is
admissible due to Definition 2.24.
If (¢,d) € S, then ¢, ¢ are composable in Ps, and v([coc]) = v([c]) o v([¢]) again
due to Definition 2.24.
0J

In the following theorem we consider different words in generators of a partial
semigroup representing the same element of the partial semigroup, among them
we choose the minimal with respect to deglex (also for non-commutative partial
semigroups), cf. Lemma 2.13, and call this word canonical. The following theorem
can be easily deduced from Corollary 4.15.

Theorem 2.36. Let v : A\ {0} - P, C P be an injective well-ordered valuation
into a partial semigroup P, generated by Py, and let Xy be a generating set of A

such that v|x, is a bijection Xo—P,. Then the set of all monomials z, == [] =
zeXo
corresponding to the canonical factorization of u € P, is an adapted to v basis in A,

and v(z,) = u (we will refer to the elements x,, as standard monomials).

Remark 2.37. X is not always a minimal generating set for A. The same applies
to Fy. In principle we can require that F, is minimal by inclusion. In some cases,
including submonoids of Z%,, P"? of indecomposable elements of P generate P, in
which case we can choose P, := P,
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In the following theorem we show that given an injective valuation on an algebra,
how one can define it on its quotient algebra.

Theorem 2.38. Let A be a k-algebra and vy : A\ {0} — P be an injective valuation
onto a well-ordered partial semigroup P. Let I C A be an ideal.
i) Then vo(1 \ {0}) is an ideal in P. For a € (A/I)\ {0} the formula from
Proposition 4.21, i.e.,
(2.1) v(a) == minvy(a + 1)
defines an injective valuation v : (A/I)\ {0} — (P \ vo(I \ {0})). If n(a) €
P\ vo(I\{0}) then v(a) = vy(a).
ii) If u € P\ vy(I \ {0}) is indecomposable then u is also indecomposable in P.
iii) Let {x, : u € P} be a standard monomial basis of A with respect to vy (cf.

Theorem 2.36). Then B := {q(z,) : v € P\ (I \{0})} is a standard monomial
basis of A/I with respect to v where q : A — A/ is the natural projection.

Proof. i) First, we note that if vy(a) € P\ vp(L \ {0}) then v(a) = vy(a). Indeed,
suppose that on the contrary it holds vy(a+f) < vo(a) (cf. (2.1)). Then vy (f) = vo(a)
which contradicts the supposition.

Observe that for any a € (A/1)\ {0} it holds v(a) ¢ vo(1\{0}). Indeed, otherwise
v(a) =vo(a+ f) € vy(L \ {0}) for suitable f € I\ {0}. Then there exists g € I\ {0}
such that v5(g) = vy(a+ f). Due to the injectivity of vy there exists a € k* for which
holds vy(a + f + ag) < vo(a + f), this contradicts to the equality v(a) = vo(a + f)
and to (2.1).

Now let a,b € (A/I)\{0} and f, g € I be such that v(a) = vo(a+f), v(b) = vo(b+g)
according to (2.1). Then

via+b) 2 la+ f+b+g) max{ry(a+ f), b+ ¢g)} = max{v(a+ f),v(b+g)}

which justifies Definition 2.24 ii) for v.
To verify Definition 2.24 iii) for v assume that v(a) ov(b) € P\ vp(I \ {0}). Since

v(ab) = vo(ab+ag+ fo+ fg) = vola + f) o vo(b+ g)

due to (2.1) and to Definition 2.24 iii) for v, we get v(ab) < v(a)owv(b). Suppose that

v(ab) < v(a)ov(b). Let v(ab) = vo((a+ f)(b+ g) + fo) for appropriate fy € I\ {0}
(see (2.1)). Hence

w((a+ f)b+g)+ fo) < v(a) ov(b) = n((a+ f)(b+yg))
and thereby, vo((a+ f)(b+¢g)) = vo(fo) € vo(I*). The obtained contradiction shows
that v(ab) = v(a) o v(b).

Finally, we prove that v is injective. Let a,b € (A/I)\ {0} and f,g € I be such
that vo(a+ f) = v(a) = v(b) = vo(b+g) (see (2.1)). Since vy is injective there exists
a € k* such that either vo((a + f) + a(b+9g)) < w(a+ f)ora+ f+a(b+g) = 0.
In the former case v(a+ ab) < vy((a+ f) +a(b+g)) < v(a), while in the latter case
(A/I) > a+ ab=0.

ii) Suppose the contrary, then u = ujus for suitable uy, us € P. It holds uy, uy ¢
vo(I\ {0}), this contradicts to that uw € P\ vo(I \ {0}) is indecomposable.

iii) Due to i) it holds v(q(z,)) = w(z,) = u for x,, € B (cf. Theorem 2.36) and
v((A/I1)\{0}) = P\ (I \{0}) = v(B). Therefore, Proposition 2.31 implies that B
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is an adapted basis of A/I with respect to v. Finally, ii) entails that B is a standard
monomial basis. O

Example 2.39. Let an algebra A := k[z,y|/(z* — y?). Following Theorem 3.21 one
produces an injective valuation v : A\ {0} — C onto a semigroup C := {(i,j) : 0 <
i < 00,5 =0,1} where (0,1) 0 (0,1) = (3,0), and v(y") = (i,0),v(zy") = (i,1) (cf.
Example 3.38).

On the other hand, applying Theorem 2.38 one obtains an injective valuation
v: A\ {0} - P C Z2%, onto a partial semigroup P which coincides with C' as

a set, while (0,1) o (0,1) is not defined in P. The values of v coincide with the
corresponding values of v, i.e. v(y*) = (4,0), v(zy’) = (i, 1).

Remark 2.40. One can study the following inverse issue to Theorem 2.38. Let
J C A be an ideal in a commutative algebra A, and let v : J \ {0} — P be a
valuation (not necessary injective) in a partial semigroup P whose ordering < fulfills
the strict property. Assume in addition that for any element a € A it holds aJ # {0}
and that for any ¢ € P there exists d € P such that ¢, d are composable.

When one can extend the valuation 7 : A\{0} — @ for a suitable partial semigroup
() D P such that 7|0y = v 7 To define @) consider a set P x P with the component-
wise composition (¢, ¢2) og (di,ds) := (¢1 0dy, c2 0ds) (provided that both ¢;,d; and
¢y, dy are composable) and impose the following relations (the idea is to treat @
as a set of "fractions” with numerators and denominators from P). Firstly, we
identify pairs (cody,dy), (cody,dy) € P x P (provided that both ¢, d; and ¢, dy are
composable). Secondly, we identify in @ pairs (¢, c2), (di,ds) if ¢ 0dy = cp0d;y
(provided that both ¢, ds and g, d; are composable in P). Thirdly, for any a € A
if ab; = by, abs = by for non-zero by, by, b3,y € J, we identify in ) the pairs
(v(ba),v(b1)) and (v(bs),v(bs)). We define an order on @ as follows: (c1,¢2) <o
(dy,ds) iff ¢; 0 dy < ¢ 0dy (provided that both ¢, dy and ¢y, d; are composable).

If the resulting semigroup () is ordered and contains P embedded for ¢ € P
by (cod,d) € @ such that ¢,d are composable, then one can define an extension
v(a) := (v(bz),v(by)). Moreover, in this case the order <, fulfills the strict property.

Denote by Ay % Ay = Ay % Ay the free product of algebras A; and As,.
The following is immediate.

Lemma 2.41. Let A;, i = 1,2 be algebras and let v; : A; \ {0} — P, i = 1,2 be a
valuation of A; to a (partial) semigroup P;. Suppose that Py x Py has a compatible
order (see the definition after Remark 2.14). Then the free product Ay x Ay has a
natural valuation vy * ve : Ay % Ay \ {0} — Py * P;.

Example 2.42. Let W be a finite reflection group on the space V, recall that its
coinvariant algebra Ay, = S(V)/ < S(V)¥ > has dimension |[W|. Also if W is a
Weyl group of a complex semisimple group G, then Ay = H*(G/B), where B is the
Borel subgroup of GG. In this case, Ay has a canonical Schubert basis X,,, w € W.
If W =< s1,89]857 = 55 = 1,(s189)" = 1 > is dihedral of order 2n, then Ay =
Clz,z]/ < 2Z,2" +Z" > because W acts on V =C- 2@ C-Z by s1(2) = Z, $152(2) =
27

Cz,8152(Z) = ('z, where ( = e™n , therefore 2z and 2" + z" are basic W-invariants.

Writing 2 = x + iy we expect that the Schubert basis is {Re 2¥ = 2zt k—

> Im z
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Zk;fk Jk=0,...,n}\{0}. Note that in this case Ay = C[z,Z|/ < 2Z,2"—z" >= CP,
where P is a partial additive monoid on M,, Uy ,, M,, where M,, is the partial monoid
on [0,n] with aob defined iff a+b < n, in which case the composition is a+b and Ll ,
stands for disjoint union with identified unit 0 and identified n. Namely, the first
copy of M,, consists of 2¥,0 < k < n, while the second copy consists of 2*,0 < k < n,
note that z"+! =zl = (.

Note also that Ag, = Clxy,z2,73]/ < e1,e9,e3 >= Clzy, 13|/ < 23 + 1179 +
23, 179 (71 + o) > Where €1 = 1 + Ty + T3, €9 = T1T9 + T T3 + ToT3, €3 = T1ToT3.
An Ss-equivariant isomorphism is given by z = xy — (xy, Z = x5 — (x;. The latter
algebra has a Schubert basis {1, 2y, 71 + 29, 2%, 122, T35 }.

Note also that Ap,y = Clzy, 20/ < 2f + 23,2723 > with the action given by
s1(x1) = g, S2(x9) = —x9, So(x1) = z1. An I3(4)-equivariant isomorphism is given
by z = 1 — izy, Z = x1 + ixe. The latter algebra has a Schubert basis {1, z1,x; +
To, T3, T1 Ty, T3Ty + 1175, 3, T30}

When n is odd P admits the following ordering fulfilling the strict property (see
Definition 2.9):

1<z=<---=200702 gz < <gzn7l < 0D/2 o2l Lo (=27,

In contrast, when n is even there is no ordering of P fulfilling the strict property since
if 272 < Z"2 (or, respectively z™? = Z2) then z" < Z" (respectively, 2" = Z").
On the other hand, any ordering on P merging the orderings 1 < z < --- < 2" and
1 <Z <.+ < 2" satisfies Definition 2.1.

One can consider another representation Ay, = C(@Q) where () is a partial monoid

Qi={cp="+7" 1 0<k<n}u{d,:=2"-%" : 0<k<n}

with the following composition rules:

eci,oc=dpod =cpyiff k+1<mn;

eci,odi=dpy iff k+1<n.
Then @) satisfies Definition 2.1 with an ordering

1< <di < <cp1<dp1 <cyp,

while ) does not admit an ordering fulfilling the strict property.

Now we construct a common adapted basis of Ay, for a pair of injective valuations
vp : Aw \ {0}(= CP\ {0}) - P and vg : Ay \ {0}(= CQ \ {0}) — Q (see
Theorem 1.11). When n is odd, the common basis consists of

{1,V U {2478 s 1<k<n/2bu{z" X +7" : n/2<k<n}

When n is even, fix the following ordering in P:

l<z=<z2=<- =2 <7< <2<z < (=2,
Then the common basis consists of

{1,z u{F 2"+ . 1<k<n}

Consider the tautological injective valuation 1 : C[z,Z] \ {0} — Z2%, where Z2,
is endowed with lex ordering in which Z < z. If we apply Theorem 2.38 to an ideal
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I := (zz, 2" —7Z") C C|z,Z] then we obtain an injective valuation v : Ay \ {0} — P/,
where P’ = {1,z,...,2""1Zz,...,Z2"}. Thus, P’ contains also 2n elements as P, but
differs from P as a partial monoid since 2" is not defined in P’ unlike P. Nevertheless,
v coincides with vp element-wise.

Example 2.43. Recall that the nil Hecke algebra Hg, of Sy is generated by «, x
subject to

2 =0,v0 +ar = —2
In particular, s = ax + 1 = —xa — 1 is an involution.

More generally, let W =< s;,i € I|s? =1, (s;5;)™7 =1 > be a Coxeter group and
V = ®kq; be its reflection representation with a basis «; so that the action is given
by

Si(Oéj) = Oéj — aijai
where A is the corresponding Cartan matrix.

Then Hy is generated by z;, a; subject to

2 _ _
x; = 0,205 = s;(aj)r; — ai;

and the braid relation

xixjxi... :xjxixj”'
S— N——
mij mij

It is easy to see that kI embeds into Hy, via s; — a;x; + 1.
This embedding extends to an embeddings S(V) x kW — Hy and Hy <
Frac(S(V)) x kW and

Hw = (kW) ® S(V)
as a vector space where (kWW)y =< x; > is the nil-Coxeter algebra.
Hy admits a quotient Hy, by the ideal in S(V') generated by W-invariants so that

Hy = (kW) @ Aw
It is proved in [14], [9] that if |[W| = N, then the algebra Hy is isomorphic to
Maty(S(V)W), hence Hyyr = Maty (k). Therefore, one can apply to the algebra Hyy

Proposition 2.34 and Example 2.47, and thereby produce an injective valuation on
Huw .

Example 2.44. [Galois extensions| Let K be a finite Galois extension of k and let
G = Gal(K/k). Then the assignments g ® a +— go L, for all g € G, a € K define an
isomorphism of algebras K x kG— Endy (K) (where L, : K — K is the multiplication
by a € K), this again follows from [14], [9]. In particular, any choice of basis k-basis
{b1,...,b,} of K canonically identifies the algebra K x kG with Mat,, (k). Similar to
Example 2.43 one can produce an injective valuation on K x kG.

One can verify the following proposition.

Proposition 2.45. For a commutative k-algebra A let a set P of monomials in
elements ay,...,a, € A form a k-basis in A, and P be a partial semigroup (in
particular, P is endowed with a linear order). For an element

a:ZauueA\{O}, a, € k*

ueP
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define v(a) := max{u} where max ranges over u from the latter sum. Then v :
A\ {0} — P is an injective valuation onto P. Moreover, P is adapted with respect
to v.

2.3. Injective valuations onto coideal partial semigroups via tropical ge-
ometry and adapted bases.

Proposition 2.46. i) Let v : A\ {0} — P be a valuation in a partial semigroup
P. Foru € P denote a k-linear space A<, = {a € A\ {0} : v(a) 2 u} U{0} (see
Definition 2.24 i), ii)). Then A<, A<y C Azyoy, provided that wov € P. Thus the
family {A<, : v € P} forms a filtration of A.

i1) Let P be a well-ordered partial semigroup and {A, : u € P} be a filtration of
an algebra A. For a € A\{0} setting v(a) to be the minimal u € P such that a € A,,
defines a valuation v : A\ {0} — P.

Example 2.47. Consider a partial semigroup Py := {(i,7) : 1 < i,7 < k} where
(1,7) o (4, 1) :== (4,1) and (7, ) o (m,1) is not defined when m # j. We define a linear
order < on (i,j) € Py being lexicographical with respect to a vector

i) (j —i,—1i) or

i) (—i,).

In both cases P, endowed with < satisfies Definition 2.1. Moreover, < satisfies
the strict property (see Definition 2.9).

Note that the axiom of the order from Definition 2.1 for P, cannot be deduced
from weaker axioms: ¢ < d implies that aoc < aod and coa < doa, provided that
aoc,aod,coa,doa € Py.

It would be interesting to clarify whether P, can be represented as a coideal
semigroups (with a compatible ordering).

Clearly, Maty(k) = kP and the tautological valuation v : Matg(k) \ {0} — Py is
injective and given by v(e;;) = (¢, j) from Definition 2.28.

Observe that the valuation of the unit of the algebra Maty (k) equals v(e;1+---+
err) = (1,1) in both cases 1), ii).

Note that one cannot take a vector (i,7) in place of vectors from either i) or ii)
since the induced ordering does not satisfy Definition 2.1.

Consider a partial semigroup P’ with an ordering <. One can construct (see
Lemma 2.12) a partial semigroup P, x P’ in which the ordering is given by the
lexicographical pair (<,<), where < is one of the described above orderings on F.
If < fulfills the strict property then the resulting ordering fulfills the strict property
as well (cf. Lemma 2.12). Thus, if an algebra A admits an injective valuation onto
P’ then the matrix algebra Mat, (k) ® A admits an injective valuation onto Py x P’
see Proposition 2.34.

Denote by T}, the partial monoid of paths in the complete directed graph having k
vertices and loops (cf. Example 2.17 iii)). So, T} is generated by the set {z;; : 1 <
i,7 < k}. Following the construction in the proof of Theorem 2.11 we produce an
epimorphism f : T}, — P such that f(z; ;) = (i, ), thus f(2i,,i, 02,5002, i) =
(11,15). Denote by < one of the introduced above orders on Py (say, i) or ii)). Now
define an order <1 on T}, as follows. We say that z; ;,0---02; ;. < 2j j,0---02 |3
if either
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o f(zi17i2 00 Zisflﬂls) = f(zjldé 00 Zjl—hjl)’ either

i f(zil,iQ 00 Zisflﬂls) = f(zjldé 0--:0 ijlvil) and s <, or

i f(zi1,i2 ©--+0 Zisflﬂ's) = f(zjl,jz 00 Zjlflvjl)? s = [ and the vector (ila cee >'é5) 18
less than (j1,...,7;) in the lexicographical order (in which, say, 1 < --- < n).
One can verify that f satisfies Proposition 2.8.

Note that f induces a natural epimorphism of semigroup algebras kT, — kP, =

Consider Py, := {(i,j) : 1 < 4,j < oo}, this is naturally an ordered partial
semigroup of infinite matrices, and inclusions P, C P, are ordered, moreover P, is
their injective limit. Despite < is not a well ordering, the semigroup algebra kP,
is the algebra Mat.. (k) of infinite matrices with finite support, and the injective
valuation onto P, provides the tautological valuation Mat, (k) \ {0} — P with an
adapted basis {e;; : 1 <1i,7 < oco}.

Denote by F :=k({e;; : 1 <1i,j <k}) the free algebra with the natural injective
valuation vy onto the free semigroup P :=< (i,7), 1 <14,j < k >. We assume that
P is equipped with the well ordering produced in Lemma 2.13. Denote by

I'=({eijepq : 7#Dp, 1<i,4,p,q<k}U{ei;—eijen + 1<i,51<k})

an ideal in /. When we apply Theorem 2.38 we obtain an injective valuation v :
(F/I)\{0} = Mat,(k)\{0} — P\wvo(I\{0}). Observe that P\1(/\{0}) is a partial
semigroup consisting of k2 elements {(4,7) : 1 < 4,5 < k} such that no composition
of them is defined since vy(e; je, ) = (i,7) o (p,q) and vo(e;; — e;je51) = (i,7) o (4,1).
Thus, P\ vo(I\ {0}) differs from Py.

Problem 2.48. Describe all possible orderings on F.

Example 2.49. Let us apply the construction from Proposition 2.35 to the symmet-
ric group P := Si, and ) := P, taking as v the valuation from Example 2.47 ii). We
consider the standard representation of S in GLj. This provides a partial homo-
morphism f : Sy — P;. Then following Remark 2.5 one obtains a partial semigroup
Ry == (Sk)s ; and a homomorphism from Ry to P. One can explicitly describe Ry
as follows. Two permutations p, ¢ € P, are composable in Ry, iff p(1) = 1 taking into
account that v(p) = (1,p~1(1)).

In case of a coideal partial semigroup P the following construction allows one to
obtain a stronger property of filtrations.

Definition 2.50. For an algebra A we say that v: A\ {0} — P is a valuation onto
a coideal partial semigroup P C M if in addition to Definition 2.24 for any elements
a,b € A\ {0} an inequality v(ab) < v(a) o v(b) € M holds, provided that ab # 0.

Recall (cf. the definition prior to Remark 3.51) that an order < on a semigroup
M is archimedian if for any u € M the set all elements of M less than w is finite.

Proposition 2.51. Let v : A\ {0} — P be a valuation on a k-algebra onto a coideal
partial semigroup P C M. We assume that M is endowed with an archimedian order
<. In this case for the filtration: A, it holds

AjuAjU C Amax{PB’u) j’U,O’U}
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owing to Definition 2.50. Observe that the latter maximum exists since < is archi-
median.

One can also denote A, := A, /A, and the natural projection p, : A<, — A,.
The following remark extends Remark 3.52 to coideal partial semigroups.

Remark 2.52. Let A be a (not necessary commutative) k-algebra and v : A — P C
M be an injective valuation onto a coideal partial semigroup P. We assume that M
is endowed with a linear order < and a function f : M — Zs( such that ¢; < ¢
implies that f(c1) < f(co), and f(c1 + c2) < f(c1) + f(c2) for ¢1,¢o € M, moreover
the set C,, :== {c € M : f(c) < n} is finite for any n € Zso. Note that the latter
implies that the order < is archimedian. Then the k-subspaces A,, := {a € A\ {0} :
f(v(a)) <n}U{0}, n € Zs, provide a filtration of A such that dim(A4,) = |C,,|.

Proposition 2.53. When v : A\ {0} — P is a valuation onto a coideal partial
semigroup P C M, one can define a graded associated algebra A = @, .p Ay as
follows. Let u,v € P,c € A,,d € A,. Ifu+v € Pa € Ax,,b € Az, such that
pul(a) = ¢, py,(b) = d then we define the product c¢d := pyi,(ab) € A,.,. It holds
cd # 0. Otherwise, if u+v ¢ P then we define cd := 0.

Proof. The correctness of the definition of the product c¢d and that cd # 0 in case
when u + v € P follows from Definitions 2.24 iii), 2.50. The associativity of A can
be verified taking into account Definition 2.1. O

The following proposition generalizes Theorem 3.21 to partial semigroups. We
utilize the notations from Theorem 3.21.

Proposition 2.54. Let A =k|xy,...,x,]/1 be an algebra and Iy, C I be a (n—d)-
dimensional subideal satisfying the following properties. Assume that there exists a
common (n—d)-dimensional rational plane H C R™ of the tropical variety Trop(1iep)
such that H s prop and I, is saturated with respect to H. Then there exists a
coideal partial monoid P C Z%,/Hy and an injective valuation v : A\ {0} — P.
A linear order on P is induced by a linear order on 7%,/ Hy which in its turn, is
determined by a hyperplane from ETrop(liyep)- -

Proof. Apply Theorem 3.21 to the ideal I;,,, and obtain an injective valuation

vo o (K[zy, .. 2]/ Tiep) — 250/ Hy.
Then apply Theorem 2.38 to 1y which results in v. Observe that P = (Z%,/Hz) \
vo((I/Iiwop) \ {0}). B

The following proposition is inverse to Proposition 2.45 and extends Theorem 3.39
to valuations onto coideal partial monoids.

Proposition 2.55. Let A be a commutative k-algebra and v : A\ {0} - P C
M be an injective valuation onto a finitely-generated coideal partial commutative
monoid P, where the monoid M is endowed with a linear well-ordering <. As-

sume that ci,...,cs € P is a family of generators of P. Take ayi,...,as € A
such that v(a;) = ¢;,1 < i < s. Then A = Klay,...,as]/I for a suitable ideal
I Cklay,...,as]. Consider a linear ordering < on monomials in ay, ..., as such that

all-oal Qall---als if either M S iiv(ay)o- - -oigw(as) < jiv(ay)o---ojw(as) € M
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oriw(a)o---oiw(a,) = jiv(ar)o---ojw(as) and the monomial all - -al is less
than al' ---a’s in deglex. Then the monomials in ay,...,as belonging to the com-
plement of the monomials ideal J of leading monomials of the Grébner basis of

(relatively to <1), constitute an adapted basis of A with respect to v.

Proof. For a monomial a := @' - --a’ such that i,v(ay) o ---oiw(a,) € M\ P
it holds v(a) < i1v(ay) o -+ - o isv(as) due to Definitions 2.24 iii), 2.50. Therefore J
contains all monomials a?' - - - a’ for which i;v(a;) o - -- o isv(as) € M\ P.

On the other hand, among all monomials a{l ---al* with a fixed valuation v :=
Jiv(ay) o --- o jsv(as) € P all these monomials belong to J except of a single one
being minimal in deglex since v is injective (cf. the proof of Theorem 3.39 ii) and
remark 3.46). Denote the latter monomial by a,. Then the set {a, : v € P}

constitutes an adapted basis of A with respect to v. O

For a commutative partial monoid P we define its rank rk(P) to be the maxi-
mal number of elements ci,...,c. € P such that all the elements i1¢; 0 ---014,¢, €
P iy, ... i, > 0 are pairwise distinct. In this case we call elements ¢y, ..., ¢, inde-
pendent. The following corollary extends Corollary 3.47 to coideal partial monoids.

Corollary 2.56. Let A be a commutative k-algebra and v : A\ {0} — P C M be
an injective valuation onto a finitely-generated coideal partial commutative monoid,
where monoid M is endowed with a linear well-ordering. Then dim(A) = rk(P).

Proof. Denoter := rk(P)andlet ¢y, ...,c. € Pbeindependent. Take aq, ..., a, €
A for which v(a;) = ¢;,1 < i < r. Then monomials a}' ---a’,iy,...,i, > 0 are k-
linearly independent, hence d := dim(A) > r.

Conversely, among monomials belonging to the complement of J (see Proposi-
tion 2.55) there are monomials by, . .., by such that all monomials in by, ..., by belong
to the complement of J taking into account the property of the Grobner basis (cf.
the proof of Corollary 3.47). Then v(by),...,v(by) € P are independent due to
Proposition 2.55, hence r > d. O

3. INJECTIVE VALUATIONS ON DOMAINS

In this section we consider (more familiar) valuations of algebras in semigroups
(rather than in partial semigroups as in section 2).

3.1. Valuations of domains into semigroups. Let C' be a semigroup endowed
with a linear ordering < compatible with the semigroup operation + (not necessary
commutative). For a k-algebra A its valuation we define as a mapping v : A\{0} — C
such that
v(aa) = v(a),v(a+ ag) < max{v(a),v(ag)}, v(aag) = v(a) + v(ag),
a,ap,a+ag € A\ {0}, a € k™.
Denote C, := v(A\ {0}). An example is provided by a semigroup algebra kC' with
a valuation (see Proposition 2.45)
viomer + -+ + ageg) == max{cy, ..., ekt 01,0 € Clag, .. ap € KN

Let C := (cq,...,c,) be a free semigroup generated by ¢y, ..., ¢,. One can define
a linear ordering on C' as follows (see Lemma 2.13): ¢;, ---¢;,, < ¢j,---¢,1 <
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Wy ey lmy J1s -+ -5 Js < n iff either m < s or m = s and the vector (iy,...,4,) is
less than the vector (ji, ..., j,) with respect to lex. Note that this provides a well-
ordering on C.

We say that a valuation v is injective if there exists a k-basis {a. : ¢ € C,} of A,
where v(a.) = ¢,c € C, (such a basis we call adapted with respect to v). Then v has
one-dimensional leaves ([18]). Observe that

Aoy Gy = (€1, C2) A0y 10y + Z o.C
c<ci1+c2
for suitable a(cy,c2) € k*, a. € k. Observe that due to the associativity in A the
following relations are fulfilled:

afcy, ea)a(er + o, c3) = afca, c3)alcr, co + ¢3).

For example, {¢ € C} is an adapted basis of kC' with respect to the tautological
valuation (see Definition 2.28).

More generally, for an arbitrary valuation v on A we say that {a; € A}, is an
adapted basis [20] (with respect to v) if for any a = 3 a;a; € A\ {0}, o € k™ it
holds v(a) = max;{r(a;)}. In particular, if A has a Khovanskii basis [20] then one
can produce relying on it an adapted basis.

Theorem 3.1. Let A be a k-algebra, v : A\ {0} — C,, be a mapping onto a linearly
ordered semigroup C, such that v(aa) = v(a),v(a+ag) < max{v(a),v(ap)},a, ag, a+
ap € A\ {0}, € k*. Denote

A, ={ae€ A\ {0} : v(a) < c}U{0}

and G. = A./A<.. Consider an associated graded algebra G = @ ¢, G-

i) v is a valuation iff G is a domain. In this case vo(g) = ¢ for g € G defines a
valuation on G*.

ii) Let C,, be well-ordered and v be a valuation. Then v is an injective valuation
iff dimg(G.) =1 for any c € C,.

i11) Let v be an injective valuation and C = {c;} C C, be a set of generators of a
well-ordered C,. Then A has an adapted basis of the form {a;, ---a;, : (i1,...,1) €
S} for an appropriate set S, wherev(a;) = ¢; € C and C, = {c;, - - - ¢y, = (i1,..., 1) €
S}. Note that C can be infinite.

iv) For a valuation v on A and a well-ordered C' there is an adapted basis of A.

Proof. i) Let v be a valuation. Denote by p. : A. — G, the projection. For any
9 € G\ {0}, go € G, \ {0} take a € p'(g), a0 € p,;' (g0). Then v(a) = ¢, v(ag) = co.
Since v(aay) = v(a)+v(ap), it holds aay ¢ A< (ctey). Therefore ggo = pete,(aao) # 0,
i.e. G is a domain.

In a similar manner one can verify the inverse statement.

ii) Let dim(G.) = 1 for any ¢ € C,. For each ¢ € C, pick a. € A, such that
v(a.) = c¢. We claim that the elements {a. : ¢ € C,} constitute an adapted basis of
A with respect to v (this implies the injectivity of v).

Clearly, the elements {a. : ¢ € C,} are linearly independent. For any element
a € A\{0} with v(a) = ¢ there exists (and unique) a € k* such that v(a—aa.,) < co
since dim(G,,) = 1. Applying a similar argument to a — aa,, (in place of a), unless
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a — aa., = 0, and continuing in this way, we arrive eventually at a decomposition of
a in a linear combination of the elements from {a. : ¢ € C,}, taking into account
that C, is well-ordered. The claim is proved.

In a similar manner one can verify the inverse statement.

iii) follows from ii).

iv) Choose a basis {b.; : i € I.} of G. and elements a.; € A. such that p.(a.;) =
bei. We claim that A :={a.; : ¢ € C,i € I.} constitute an adapted basis of A.

Indeed, consider a = >°_;acjac; € A\ {0}, ac; € k™. Denote a subsum e :=
> 1 Qo iy Which ranges over all [ such that ¢y := v(ae,,;) = max.;{v(a.;)}. Then
v(e) = ¢ owing to the choice of a.;. Hence v(a) = ¢y. In particular, the elements of
A are independent.

Similar to the proof above of ii) one can express any element of A as a linear
combination of elements from A which proves the claim. O

Remark 3.2. If v is an injective valuation on an algebra A over an radically closed
field onto a well-ordered finitely-generated monoid C' then one can treat A as a
deformation of kC' (see Proposition 3.53 below).

Now we describe a construction which starting with a valuation on an algebra,
produces a valuation on its quotient (cf. Theorem 2.38). Let A = @ .. A. be a
domain over a field k graded by an ordered monoid C. For a € A\ {0} denote by
lt(a) € A, the leading term of a for suitable ¢y € C, i.e. a —It(a) € P, Ac. Note
that vo(a) := ¢y defines a valuation on A\ {0} (not necessary injective). For an ideal
J C A denote by lt(J) C A the homogeneous ideal generated by [t(f) for f € J.

Theorem 3.3. Let A = @ .. Ac be a domain over a field k graded by an ordered
monoid C. For an ideal J C A one can define a mapping v on the algebra (A/J)\{0}
filtered by C' as follows. For g € (A/J)\ {0} denote

v(g) == min{y(g+ J)} € C.

i) v(agr) = v(g1), v(g1 + g2) < max{v(g1),v(g2)};

i) v(g192) = v(g1) + v(g2) for any g1, 92 € (A)J) \ {0} iff the ideal It(J) C A is
prime;

iii) v is injective iff C' is well-ordered and dimy(A./(It(J) N A.)) = 1 for each
ceC.

Thus, when the conditions in i), iii) are satisfied, v is an injective well-ordered
valuation of (A/J) \ {0}.

Proof. i) is straight-forward.
One can verify the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that for g € (A/J)\{0} it holds v(g) = vo(g+ fo) = co, fo € J.
Then lt(g + fo) ¢ t(J). In addition, for any ¢ > ¢y and lt(g+ f) € A, f € J it
holds It(g + f) € It(J).

ii) Let {t(J) be prime, and v(g1) = vo(g1 + f1), ¥(92) = vo(g2 + f2) for appropriate
fi, fo € J. It holds lt(g1 + f1)lt(g2 + f2) ¢ t(J) since [t(J]) is prime and employing
Lemma 3.4. Therefore v(g192) = v(g1) + v(g2) again due to Lemma 3.4.

One can prove ii) in the opposite direction in a similar way.
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iii) Let dim(A./(lt(J)NA.)) = 1 for any ¢ € C. Then for every g1, g2 € (A/J)\{0}
such that v(g1) = v(g2) = ¢, lt(gr + f1),lt(g2 + fa) € A., we have lt(g; + f1) —
a - lt(ge + f2) € lt(J) for a suitable @ € k. Hence there exists f € J It(f) =
It(gr + f1) — - lt(go + f2) for which vo((¢1 + f1) — a - (g2 + f2) — f) < c that
establishes the injectivity of v, taking into account that C' is well-ordered (cf. the
proof of Theorem 3.1 ii)).

One can prove iii) in the opposite direction in a similar way. O

Remark 3.5. Assume that A = k(zy,...,x,)/J for a prime ideal J C k(z1,...,z,)
such that z; ¢ J,1 < i < n, and v is a valuation (not necessary injective) on
A\ {0}. Then one can define vy(z;) := v(x;),1 < i < n which provides a grading

on k(zy,...,z,). Now if we apply the construction from Theorem 3.3 to the latter
graded algebra k(xy,...,x,) and to the ideal J, we arrive at the initial valuation v
on A\ {0}.

Let v: A\ {0} — C be a well-ordered injective valuation of an algebra A.
Given an ideal J in A, we say that a generating set B of J is a v-Grobner basis of
J if (AbA,b € B) is a v-ensemble, that is,

Vo) =) C

beB

3.2. Examples of injective valuations on algebras of dimension 2.

Example 3.6. Consider the following injective valuation on the ring A := k[z, y] \
{0}. Onme can uniquely represent an arbitrary polynomial f € A as f = g(y,y> —
2?) + zh(y,y> — 2?) for some polynomials g, h. Define v and its adapted basis as
follows:

vy (y® — o)) = (2k, 1), v(zy®(y® — 2®)") :== (2k + 3,1), k,1 > 0.

Therefore, v(f) = max{v(g(y, y> — 2?)), v(zh(y, y> — 2%))}. The valuation monoid is
{(u,v) € Z%; : u # 1}. We consider its linear ordering with respect to deglex, say,
with u being higher than v. Thus, v is not induced by a minimal generating set of
k[, y].

One can straightforwardly verify the following proposition.

Proposition 3.7. Let v be an injective valuation v on an algebra A\ {0} with a
finitely generated valuation in a well-ordered semigroup C. Consider a partition of
C' according to [21]. Namely, each element of the partition has a form ¢+ D where
c € C and a semigroup D C C is isomorphic to 7%, for some k with basis vectors
c1,...,cx € D. Let a,ay,...,a; € A be such that v(a) = c,v(ay) = ci,...,v(ap) =
cr. Then the elements aa®! - - -a?j, 1, ...,% € L= for all the elements of the partition
of C form an adapted basis of A with respect to v.

Let A be a finitely generated k-algebra of dimension d. Let v : A\ {0} — C be a
valuation on A \ {0} and C be a well-ordered semigroup of a rank r.

For each ¢ € C pick an arbitrary element a. € A such that v(a.) = ¢. Then
the elements {a. : ¢ € C} are k-linearly independent. Therefore, r < d. Indeed,
otherwise take linearly independent cy, . .., c¢q € C (in Grothéndieck group of C'), then
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all the monomials in the elements a.,, ..., a., are linearly independent. The obtained
contradiction justifies the inequality » < d. Note that for the latter inequality we
did not use the injectivity of v.

Obviously, one can yield a well-ordered injective valuation on k[xy, ..., z4]\ {0} (in
a unique manner) by means of assigning linearly independent vectors v(zy), ..., v(xy) €
7%, and defining a well-ordering on Z2,.

‘Below we produce a different family of well-ordered injective valuations of rank 2
on the polynomial ring k[z, y| \ {0} generalizing Example 3.6 in which v(z), v(y) are
linearly dependent.

Proposition 3.8. Let f = a" + >, [ix", fi € k[y] be a polynomial such that
m = deg,(fy) is relatively prime with n, and mi + ndeg,(f;) < mn for 0 <i < n.
Then there is a well-ordered injective valuation v : (kK[z,y] \ {0}) — Z%, defined as
follows on its adapted basis: -

(3.1) v(z'yF f1Y = (mi +nk, 1), 0 <i<n, 0<kl

n—1

Proof. We observe that k[x,y] is a finite k[f, y]-module with a basis 1,z, ...,
with an irreducible monic polynomial f(z,y) — f defining x™. This justifies that in
(3.1) we have a basis of k[z,y]. The right-hand sides of (3.1) are pairwise distinct
due to relative primality of m,n.

To verify the multiplicativity of v note that mi + ndeg,(f;) < mn for 0 <i < n,
hence

v(@)) +v(@ ) = (mj +m(n—j),0) = v(y™) = v( Y fily)r' - f) = v(z").

0<i<n

U

One can extend this construction.

n—1

Corollary 3.9. Let a ring B be a finite A-module with an integral basis 1, x, ..., x
Let v be a well-ordered injective valuation on A\ {0} with a valuation semigroup
C C Z%,. Assume that =™ satisfies a polynomial f = 2™ + Y, fix' where f; €
A, 0 <i<n such that -

i (fo)
n
where G(C) denotes Grothéndieck group of C'. Then one can uniquely extend v to
a well-ordered injective valuation vy on B\ {0} such that vi(z) = v(fo)/n. Clearly,
the valuation semigroup of vy has the same rank as of v.

Remark 3.10. Let v : k[z,y]\ {0} — C be a well-ordered injective valuation. When
the values v(z), v(y) are independent, the semigroup C' is isomorphic to Z2,, while
in Proposition 3.8 the semigroup of the produced valuation consists of n copies of
(shifted) Z2,.

Example 3.11. In Corollary 3.9 we have provided a construction of an extension
of a domain with an injective valuation. In the course of this construction the
Grothéndieck group of the valuation monoid is also extended. Now we give an ex-
ample of an extension of a domain with an injective valuation when the Grothéndieck
group of monoids does not change.

¢ G(C), 0 <i<n,nv(f) < (n—iv(f),0<i<n
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Let a domain Ay := k[z,y] and v be its valuation onto Z2, such that v(z) =
(1,0),v(y) = (0,1) (one can take an arbitrary linear well-ordering on Z2,,). Consider
polynomials a, b € Ay such that the leading monomial (with respect to v) of a equals
x* for some k > 1, while the leading monomial of b equals g’ for some [ > 1. Denote
A = Ap[b/a] C k(z,y). Therefore, the extension of v on A\ {0} is inherited uniquely
from v. Observe that v(A\ {0}) C Z? is well-ordered since [ > 1. The following set
forms an adapted basis of A:

{z'y’ : 4,5 >0} U{(b/a)sxiyj :s>1,0<i<k,0<j}.

Indeed, this set spans A. On the other hand, v(z'y?) = (i, j), v(b/a)*z'y’ = (—sk +
i, sl + 7), and these values are pairwise distinct for different 1, j, s.

Example 3.12. Consider an injective homomorphism k[z, y] < k[z —y*?2, y/?] and
an injective well-ordered valuation v; on the latter algebra defined by v (z —y*/?) :=
(=3,1), vi(y*?) := (1,0). Then vy(z — y*?),11(y"/?) are linearly independent (cf.
Remark 3.10). One can verify that the restriction of vy to klz, y] \ {0} coincides with
V.

3.3. Valuations on polynomial algebras. The following is a particular case of
Corollary 4.17.

Lemma 3.13. Let ¢ : K[z, ..., x,] — Kk[t1,...,t,] be an injective homomorphism
of algebras. Then the composition vy o @ is an injective valuation vy, = K[z, ..., x,] \
{0} — ZZ, (here vy denotes the tautological injective valuation vy : K[t1, ... ty] \

{0} — 22, given by vo(t1 -+ tin) = (i1, ..., im) € Z%, with respect to the lexicograph-
ical ordering on 7).

Problem 3.14. Classify all injective valuations klxy, ..., z,] \ {0} — ZZ;.

Problem 3.15. Given N > m and a valuation v : klzy,...,an] \ {0} — ZZ,,
describe all subalgebras A of k[zy, ..., zy] such that -
° Agk[tl,...,tm]
e The restriction of v to A \ {0} is injective.

For instance, if N = 2, m = 1, and v is given by a locally nilpotent derivation F
(see Lemma 4.9), then A = k[t], where E(t) = 1. More generally, if a nilpotent group
U acts on a variety X, and v is a string valuation based on the action of Lie(U) on
k[X], then we search for subgroups U’ of U such that A = k[X "),

This problem is related to the following linear algebra problem.

Problem 3.16. Let FF = (V; C --- C V,,, = CV) be a partial flag in CV. Describe
the set Gr(m,N)p of all U € Gr(m, N) such that dim(V;NU) =ifori=1,...,m.

It is obvious that any A € Mat,,«n(Z) such that A - ZJZVO C ZZ, must belong to

Problem 3.17. Given a finite subset S of Z]zvm classify all A € Mat,,«n(Z>o) such
that the restriction of the map  — Az to the complement Z% ( U (v+ ZQ’O)) is

veS
injective.
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Problem 3.18. Classify Zariski closed subsets X C A" by injective valuations on
k[X] and vice versa.

3.4. Injective well-ordered valuations on varieties based on tropical geom-
etry. In the sequel we provide a realization of the construction from Theorem 3.3.
Let I C k[Xj,...,X,] be a prime ideal where k is a field of zero characteristic.
Our purpose is to construct injective well-ordered valuations on the quotient ring
A\ {0} = (k[X1,..., X,]/T)\ {0} which are induced from the tautological valuation
vo(XTH - Xn) = (jy, ..., jn) € 22, on k[ X1, ..., X,] \ {0}. Note that to determine
v completely, one has to fix also a linear ordering on Z2

For the sake of convenience we need to describe linear orders < on monomials X7 =
X{' .. XJn compatible with the product, i.e. X7 < X& implies X/*F < XE+L in
a different language than in section 4.6. To this end, we introduce an infinitesimal
g, le. 0 <e < yforany 0 < y € R. Then Rlg| is an ordered ring. Assign
weights w; = w(X;) € Rygle], 1 <@ < n. This induces a linear (non-strict) order on
monomials X according to the value of wyj; + - - - +w,J, € Rsgle]. This determines
a well-ordering, in other words, there does not exist a strictly decreasing sequence
of monomials. It is proved in [31] and in Theorem 9 [11] (in a different language)
that any linear order on monomials can be obtained in the described manner. For
instance, for two variables lex corresponds to the vector of weights (1,¢), and deglex
corresponds to (14 ¢, 1).

Definition 3.19. Denote d := dim A. Consider the tropical variety 7" := Trop(I) C
R™ [25]. One can view each element of 7" as a hyperplane in R” which supports from
above Newton polytope N(f) C R" at least at two points (thus, at least at an edge)
for every f € I. In such a case we say that this edge is located on the roof of N(f).
Then T is equidimensional of dimension d [25] being a finite union of polyhedra each
of dimension d. Every polyhedron corresponds to a union of hyperplanes containing
a (unique) common subplane of dimension n — d which is dual to the polyhedron
(we call these subplanes common for the tropical variety 7). Every such common
subplane H C R" is supporting to N(f) for any f € [ and is definable by linear
equations with rational coefficients.
We extend Trop(I) considering

ETrop(I) :=Trop(1 ®]R

where ETrop(I) satisfies the same linear mequahtles as T'rop(I). Thus, one can view
Etrop(I) still as a finite union of polyhedra. Each hyperplane from ETrop(I) con-
tains H @y R|e] for some common subplane H of Trop(/) and supports N (f) Qg R]e]
at least at two points.

We call a subplane H prop if HoNR%, = {X), =--- = X;,, = 0}NRZ, for suitable
1<Ul,... 1, <n where Hy is parallel to H and contains the origin (0,...,0).

Let us fix a common subplane H for the time being. We say that the ideal I is
saturated (with respect to H) if for any pair of integer points u, v € Z2, such that
v—u € H there exists a polynomial f € I whose Newton polytope N(f) possesses an
edge (u,v) on its roof. Below (see Theorem 3.21) under the condition of saturation
we obtain an injective valuation, so this condition is stronger than the property that
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an initial ideal corresponding to H is prime in k[X,..., X,,] (cf. Theorem 3.3 ii)
and [20]).

Remark 3.20. In fact, one can reduce the condition of saturation to a finite number
of conditions. Indeed, consider a semigroup

G :={(u,v) : u,v € Z%, u—v e H} C Z%)

Due to Gordan’s lemma [13] G is finitely generated. Among its generators select

all (u,v) such that v # v. Denote a vector (w},...,w!) =: u — v and a vector
w = (wy,...,w,) =: (wy,...,w,)/GCD(w,...,w,). Introduce points

(3.2)

ug := (max{wi, 0}, ..., max{w,,0}), vo := (max{—wy,0},..., max{—w,,0}) € ZZ,

Then ug — vg = w.

One can verify that it suffices for the saturation to impose for all the constructed
pairs of points ug, vy (3.2) the existence of a polynomial f € I such that N(f) has
an edge (ug, vg) on its roof.

From now on we assume that the subplane H is prop and [ is saturated (with
respect to H). Our aim is to produce a valuation v := vy on A\ {0}. Denote
Hy = HNZ". The following construction of a valuation is similar to [20].

Consider an epimorphism ¢ : Z" — Z"/Hz. Then the image C' := p(ZZ,) is a
semigroup cone (since H is prop). The valuation v under production will have C
as its valuation cone. Choose some linear ordering < on C' for definiteness by fixing
a prop hyperplane determined by a vector (wy,...,w,) € (Rso[e])" from ETrop(I)
which contains H Qg Re].

Take 0 # a € A. Assume that there exists f € a + I such that its Newton
polytope N(f) contains no edge in H. Then there is a unique vertex v of N(f) with
the maximal value of the ordering of p(v) € C. Put v(a) := ¢(v).

Let us establish the correctness of this definition. If otherwise, for some f; € a+ 1
its Newton polytope N(f;) has a unique vertex v; with the maximal value of the
ordering of ¢(vy), then p(v) = ¢(v;) taking into account that f — f; € I.

Next we show that for any 0 # a € A there exists f € a + [ for which N(f)
contains no edge in H. Indeed, take f € a+ I such that the vertices v of N(f) with
the maximal value of the ordering of ¢(v) € C' are minimal among all f € a 4+ I. If
u is another vertex of N(f) for which ¢(v) = ¢(u), i. e. an interval (u,v) lies in H,
then due to the saturation condition there exists g € I whose Newton polytope N(g)
contains an edge (u,v) on its roof. Therefore, for a suitable a € k the support of the
polynomial f 4+ ag does not contain u. Continuing in this way, we arrive eventually
to a polynomial f; € a + I such that its Newton polytope N(f;) contains a single
vertex wy with the maximal ordering of ¢(wg) € C greater than the orderings of
p(w) for all other vertices w of N(f;). Clearly, ¢(wy) = ¢(v) due to the choice of f
satisfying the minimality property.

Observe that we have proved at the same time that one can equivalently define

(3.3) v(a) = min . {e(v)}

where v € N(f) means that v is a vertex of N(f).
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Thus, the valuation v on A\ {0} is defined correctly. If 0 # a;,as € A then take
polynomials f; € a; + 1, fo € ag+ I such that Newton polytope N(f1) (respectively,
N(f2)) contains a unique vertex vy (respectively, vy) such that o(vy) (respectively,
©(v2)) has a greater ordering than ¢(w) for all other vertices w of N(f;) (respectively,
N(f2)). Then v(a; + as) < max{p(v1), ¢(v2)} = max{v(a;),v(as)} because of (3.3).
In addition, for a polynomial fify € ajas + I its Newton polytope N(fi1f2) contains
a unique vertex vy + vy such that ¢(v; +v9) € C has a greater ordering than all other
vertices of N(f1fs), hence v(ajas) = p(v1 + v2) = @(v1) + ©(v2).

Now we verify the injectivity of v. Let v(a;) = v(ag) for 0 # aj,as € A. Take
fi € ax+ I, fo € as + I with vertices v; € N(f1), v2 € N(f2) as above. Thus,
©(v1) = @(vg). Therefore, there exists g € I such that its Newton polytope N(g)
contains an edge (v1,v2) on its roof due to the saturation condition. Hence, for any
vertex w € N(f1+afs+ 58g) we have p(w) < p(v1) = v(ay) for appropriate «, 5 € k.
Thus, v(a; + aas) < v(ay), see (3.3), which justifies the injectivity of v.

We summarize the proved above in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.21. Let A =k[Xq,...,X,]/] be a domain of dimension d. Let H C R"
be one of a finite number of (rationally definable) common subplanes of dimension
n—d dual to a (highest dimensional) polyhedron of dimension d of the tropical variety
Trop(I) C R™ (see Definition 3.19). Assume that H is prop and I is saturated with
respect to H. Consider a natural epimorphism ¢ : (Rle])™ — (R[e])"/(H Qg Re]).
Fiz a prop hyperplane from ETrop(l) which contains H Qg Rle|, it determines a
linear order on p(Z%,). Then (3.3) defines a well-ordered injective valuation v on
AN\ {0} having a valuation cone p(Z2).

Remark 3.22. The constructions of injective valuations on k[z,y]\ {0} from Exam-
ple 3.6 and Proposition 3.8 are particular cases of Theorem 3.21 when one represents
k[z,y] ~ k[xy, ..., 2,/ for suitable ideals I C k[xy, ..., z,].

Let (M, ) be a (not necessary commutative) monoid. We say that an equivalence
relation ~ is admissible if u ~ v implies wu ~ wv, uw ~ vw for any u,v,w € M.
Then one can define a quotient monoid M/ ~ on equivalence classes. A linear
order < on equivalence classes U < V (or on M/ ~) is defined as u < v for any
u € U,v € V, we require that this linear order on M/ ~ is correct. The latter linear
order is admissible if U < V implies UW < VW, WU < WV (cf. Definition 2.1).
Below we consider only admissible equivalence relations and linear orders.

Denote by M := (a4, ...,as) the free monoid generated by ay,...,as. Let A :=
k{ai,...,as)/I be a (not necessary commutative) algebra where I C k{ay,...,as) is
an ideal. We say that an equivalence relation ~ on M and a linear order < on M/ ~
are compatible with [ if for any element

(3.4) f= Z au €l o, €k’

uesupp(f)CM

there are elements uy, us € supp(f) such that u; ~ uy and for every u € supp(f) it
holds u < u;. One can treat this concept as a generalization of the tropical variety
of I to the non-commutative case.

We say that [ is saturated with respect to ~, < if for any pair u; ~ uq, u; #
ug there exists f of the form (3.4) such that wuy,us € supp(f) and for every u €
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supp(f),u # uy, ug it holds u < uy. Similarly to the proof of Theorem 3.21 one can
verify the following proposition.

Proposition 3.23. Let A := k(ay,...,as)/I be an algebra, ~ be an admissible
equivalence relation on the free monoid M = (ay,...,as), and < be an admissible
well order on M/ ~. Assume that ~, < are compatible with I, and I is saturated
with respect to ~, <. Then there is an injective valuation v : A\{0} — M/ ~ defined
as follows: for f € A\ {0} put v(f) as the minimal equivalence class Uy such that

f = auuo + Z Qully Qg Oy € K,
ueM
where uy € Uy and u < ug for allw (cf. (3.8)). In addition, one can pick an adapted
basis among monomials from M.

3.5. Injective well-ordered valuations on algebraic curves.

Remark 3.24. Assume that the field k is algebraically closed and A = k[ X}, ..., X,,|/]
is a domain. Let v: A\ {0} — C be a valuation and let ¢ : C' — Q be a homomor-
phism preserving the order. There exist Puiseux series (1, ..., z,) € k(('/*))" sat-
isfying I of the form ape®0/9 4 a;e51/9 4 - - - € k((£Y/°°))" where integers sy > s; > - - -
decrease, such that ord(x;) =Y ov(X;),1 <i<n [25].

Proposition 3.25. Let a valuation v on an irreducible curve A\ {0} = k[z,y]/(f)\
{0}, f € klx,y] fulfill Theorem 3.21, i.e. v is injective and v(a) > 0 for any a €
A\{0}, where k is algebraically closed. Then there exists an injective homomorphism
n: A= k((e/)) such that for every a € A\ {0} it holds v(a) = ord(n(a)), provided

that v(z) = 1 for normalization.

Proof. According to Theorem 3.21 Newton polygon N; has an edge with end-
points (p,0), (0, q) for relatively prime p,q > 1. Let p < ¢ for definiteness. Then the
equation f(r,y) = 0 has a Puiseux series solution of the form y(z) = az?/? + ...
where v € k* and the terms in dots contain powers of = less than p/q.

One can define n(z) := e,n(y) := y(¢). Then 7 is injective since f is irreducible.
The monomials B := {2y’ : 0 < i < 00,0 < j < ¢} constitute a basis of A. The
orders ord(n(z'y?)) = i + jp/q = v(z'y’) are pairwise distinct for the monomials
from B. O

One can prove a certain converse statement to Proposition 3.25.

Remark 3.26. Let for a polynomial f € k[z,y] where k is algebraically closed, its
Newton polygon Ny C R? is not of the shape from Proposition 3.25, i.e. N; does
not contain an edge with vertices (p,0), (0, q) with relatively prime p,q. Then the
imbedding 1 : A = k[z,y]/(f) = k((#'/>)) into the field of Puiseux series induces
a valuation v : A\ {0} — Q by a formula v(a) := ord(n(a)), being not an injective
well-ordered.

Any automorphism ¢ of k[z,y] produces an injective valuation on the algebra
K[z, 5}/ (f o ) \ {0},

Consider an algebra A := k[z,y|/(f) of a curve where f is irreducible. Let A —
k((x'/>°)) be an injective homomorphism into the field of Newton-Puiseux series.
We investigate when this induces an injective well-ordered valuation v(= ord) on
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A\ {0}. W.lo.g. one can suppose that ord(z) = 1 and f = y¢ + f; is normalized,
ie. deg,(f1) <d.

Lemma 3.27. Let M C k((z'/>)) be a free k[z]-module of a rank d. Then M\ {0}
admits a k|x]-basis si,...,Sq such that ord(sy),...,ord(sq) are non-negative and
ord(s;) — ord(s;) ¢ Z for each pair 1 < i # j < d iff for any s € M \ {0} it holds
ord(s) > 0.

Proof. In one direction the lemma is evident, so assume that ord(s) > 0 for any
s € M\ {0}. Let py,...,ps € M be a kz]-basis of M. If ord(p;) — ord(p;) € Zs¢ for
some 1 < i # j < d and ord(p; — ax®™P)) < ord(p;), ord(p; — Bz 4P < ord(p;) for
suitable a, 3 € k¥, one can replace p; by p} == p; — (B/a)zordwi)=erdi)y,  Clearly,
ord(p}) < ord(p;). Continuing in this way, we arrive to a required basis si,. .., s4.
O

Remark 3.28. Let f = y? + f, € Z[z,y| be normalized. Assume that the bit-sizes
of the integer coefficients of f do not exceed L. Here we agree that the field k = Q.

For a root Y € k((x'/*°)) of f consider a free k|z]-module M C k((x'/*)) with a
basis 1,Y,..., Y% . Then the algorithm designed in the proof of Lemma 3.27 either
yields a basis s1,...,s4 of M such that ord(s;) > 0 and ord(s;) — ord(s;) ¢ Z for
every pair 1 < ¢ # j < d or the algorithm discovers an element s € M such that
ord(s) < 0.

The complexity of the algorithm is polynomial in d, deg,.(f), L. It follows from the
polynomial complexity bound for developing Newton-Puiseux series [10].

Now we are able to summarize the obtained above in the following corollary.

Corollary 3.29. Let A = klz,y]|/(f) be an algebra of an irreducible curve. Let
Y € k((x'/*®)) be a root of f in the field of Newton-Puiseux series. Denote by
M C k((z'/>)) the k[x]-module generated by 1,Y,..., Y9 . The valuation ord on
A\ {0} induced by means of an injective homomorphism A — k((z'/*°)) where
y — Y, is injective and well-ordered iff for any s € M \ {0} it holds ord(s) > 0
(agreeing ord(x) =1).

In the case of f € Z[x,y] and k = Q there is an algorithm which either yields an
adapted (with respect to ord) k[z]-basis of A or discovers an element s € M \ {0}
such that ord(s) < 0.

Remark 3.30. Due to Lemma 3.27 an adapted basis yielded in Corollary 3.29 has
a form {s;z7 : 1 <1 <d,0 < j} for appropriate elements s; € M,1 < i < d.

Example 3.31. Let f := (y* — z)®> — 822, The Newton-Puiseux expansion of its
root is Y = 22 + 2% 4 ... Denote a := y?> — z. Newton polygon Ny has an
edge with the endpoints (3,0), (0,6). Therefore, it does not fulfill the conditions

of Theorem 3.21. Nevertheless, the algebra A := Q[z,a] \ {0} admits an injective
well-ordered valuation ord with an adapted basis of a form

2 yxt, ax? | aya?, a’a?, Pyt j >0

due to Corollary 3.29. It holds ord(y) = 1/2,ord(a) = 2/3, ord(ay) = 7/6, ord(a?®) =
4/3,ord(a*y) = 11/6.
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Now we proceed to a proof of a converse statement to Corollary 3.29: if an algebra
A :=Kk[z,y]/(f) \ {0} of an irreducible curve admits an injective well-ordered valu-
ation v, then v is inherited from an injective homomorphism A < k((2/°°)) under
which y is mapped to a root of f (and in addition, v does not depend on a choice of
a root). We agree that v(x) = 1. Denote f = y¢ + fi,deg,(f1) < d.

We will repeatedly make use of the following easy observation. Let a = >, , a;y" €
A and g(a) = 0 for a suitable polynomial g € k|z, 2], deg.(g) < d. Then the value
v(a) is among the slopes of the edges of Newton polygon N,.

First, we recall some properties of Newton-Puiseux expansions of the roots in
k((x'/°°)) of f (see e.g. [36]). There is a partition of the roots of f into classes of

cardinalities dy, ..., d, where dy + - - - d = d. For each class of a cardinality d; every
root from this class has a form
(35) V=37 it e k(@)
Jj=0

where integers pg > p; > --- decrease. Moreover, all the roots from this class are
exhausted by Newton-Puiseux series
(3.6) Z BjligPil

7j=>0

where w ranges over the roots of unity of the degree d;. In the process of Newton-
Puiseux expanding of Y for any intermediate current polynomial h € k[z, y| for the
slope p/q € Q of each edge of Newton polygon N, it holds ¢|d;.

Lemma 3.32. If an algebra A = k[x,y]/(f) \ {0} of a curve admits an injective
well-ordered valuation v then the roots of f in the field of Newton-Puiseuz series
constitute a single class.

Proof. Denote by di,...,d, the cardinalities of the classes of the roots of f.
Consider an element a = >, ,a;y" € A\ {0}. Let g(a) = 0 for an appropriate
polynomial g € klz,y|, deg,(h) < d. Then g(} ., ,Y") = 0 for any root Y €
k((xY/>)) of f. Therefore, for the slope p/q of every edge of Newton polygon N, it
holds ¢|d; for suitable 1 <[ < k.

Hence the values of v on A\ {0} are contained in a set

Zzo/dl U---u Zzo/dk.

Here we use that v is well-ordered, so non-negative on A\ {0}. Denote by Ly C A
for an integer N > 0 the k-linear space with a basis y'z7 : 0 <i < d,0 < j < N.
Then dim(Ly) = Nd. On the other hand, v attains on Ly the values from a set

{0,..., N + const} U U ({0,..., N + const} + p/d,).

1<I<k,1<p<d,

The cardinality of the latter set does not exceed (N +const)(d—k~+1). Thus, if k£ > 2
then the valuation v attains on Ly less than dim(Ly) values, which contradicts to
the injectivity of v. This completes the proof of the lemma. O
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For any a = 3, .4y’ € A\ {0} due to Lemma 3.32 we have

> ¥ = el e k(@)

0<i<d

where Y is a root of f (3.5), p/q is the leading exponent of Newton-Puiseux expan-
sion, and v € k*, p € Z. Let g(a) = 0 for a polynomial g € k[z,y], deg,(g) < d. All
the roots of g have an expansion of the form ywPz?/? + - .. where w ranges over the
roots of unity of the degree d. Hence Newton polygon N, has a unique edge with
the slope p/d, thus v(a) = p/d.

Summarizing, we have established the following theorem.

Theorem 3.33. If an algebra A = k[x,y|/(f) \ {0} of an irreducible curve admits
an injective well-ordered valuation v then v is inherited from the valuation ord on
k((2'/>)) by means of an injective homomorphism A — k((2/*)) where y is mapped
to a root Y € k((zY/*°)) of f. The value of v does not depend on a choice of a Toot.

Remark 3.34. Corollary 3.29 and Theorem 3.33 together describe all the injective
well-ordered valuations on a curve, and moreover, provide an algorithm to yield all
such valuations.

Example 3.35. We provide a complete description when an algebra A = k[z, y]/(g)
where ¢ is a quadratic polynomial, admits an injective well-ordered valuation v.

First, if ¢ = zy + pr + qy +t then either v(z) = 0 or v(y) = 0 (cf. Theorem 3.21).
In both cases we get a contradiction with the injectivity of v.

Now we assume that g = 2% + exy + by? + px + qy + t and either b # 0 or e # 0.
Then v(z) = v(y) (unless b = 0, e # 0 when one should consider in addition, another
possibility v(z) = 0, which contradicts to the injectivity, cf. above). Therefore, due
to the injectivity, there exists a € k such that for u := x + ay it holds v(u) < v(y).
Substituting u — ay for z in g, we deduce that o> — ae +b = 0 (being the coefficient
at the highest monomial 3 in ¢g) and 2a — e = 0 (being the coefficient at the next
highest monomial uy in g). Hence a = ¢/2 and €? — 4b = 0 (being the discriminant
of the highest form of g). Thus, g = u? + pu + (¢ — ep/2)y + t.

If g —ep/2 # 0, we fall in the conditions of Theorem 3.21, therefore A admits
an injective well-ordered valuation v, and the monomials in u constitute an adapted
basis of A with respect to v. By the same token this arguments covers also the case
b=e=0.

Else if ¢ — ep/2 = 0, we have g = u? + pu +t, hence v(u) = 0 which contradicts to
the injectivity of v (cf. above).

Thus, A admits an injective well-ordered valuation iff (the discriminant of the
highest form of ¢) e — 4b = 0, while ¢ — ep/2 # 0.

Consider a domain A = k[z,y]/(g) where g € k[z,y]. We study necessary condi-
tions when A \ {0} admits an injective well-ordered valuation v (cf. the sufficient
conditions from Theorem 3.21). There exists an edge e of the roof of Newton polygon
N (g) such that for any points (i, 7), (k,[) from the edge e it holds v(z'y?) = v(z*y!).
In this case we say that v goes along the edge e.
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Proposition 3.36. Let v be an injective well-ordered valuation on k[x,y|/(g) \ {0}
which goes along an edge of N'(g) being parallel to the line {x = —y}, and deg(g) > 1.
Then the discriminant of the leading homogeneous form of g vanishes.

Proof. We have v(z) = v(y) because v goes along the edge parallel to the
line {x = —y}. The injectivity implies the existence of 0 # a € k such that for
z:=x—ay € Ait holds v(z) < v(z). Since d := deg(g) > 1 the element z ¢ k,
hence v(z) > 0.

Denote by h(z,y) := boz? + byz?'y + -+ + bgy? the leading homogeneous form
of g, where by, ...,bs € k. Replace x in g by 2z 4+ ay and the resulting polynomial
denote by g € k[z,y]. In § the monomial y¢ has the higher valuation than the other
monomials. Therefore, the coefficient in g at this monomial, which equals h(ca, 1),
vanishes. The monomial zy?~! has the higher valuation than the other monomials in
g (except of the monomial y?). Therefore, the coefficient in § at the monomial zy¢~1
which equals the derivative h,(c, 1), vanishes as well. Since h and its derivative have
a common root, its discriminant vanishes. (]

3.6. Adapted bases in domains with injective well-ordered valuations.

Remark 3.37. In case when A = k[X1,...,X,]/(g) is a ring of regular functions
on an irreducible hypersurface, we consider an edge of Newton polytope N(g) with
the endpoints u = (uy,...,u,), v = (v1,...,v,) € Z%,. Denote by H the line
passing through u,v. The principal ideal (g) is saturated with respect to H iff
min{u;, v;} =0, 1 < i < n and in addition, us, ..., u,,v1,...,v, have no nontrivial
common divisor, cf. Remark 3.20 and (3.2). Moreover, H is prop iff either 0 # wu, v or
one of vectors u, v equals 0 and the other one has a single non-zero coordinate equal
1. When H is prop and [ is saturated with respect to H, there exists a well-ordered
injective valuation v on A\ {0} with a valuation cone p(ZZ%,) C Z"/Hz according
to Theorem 3.21. -

Observe that in this way one can obtain a well-ordered valuation v on k|z, y]\ {0} ~
(k[z,y,2]/(z — y* + 2%)) \ {0} produced in Example 3.6 (see also Proposition 3.8).
Indeed, Newton polytope of the polynomial f := z — y® + 22 is a triangle. As H
we take the line passing through the edge (2,0,0), (0,3,0). The principal ideal (f)
is saturated with respect to H (cf. Proposition 3.25 and Example 3.38). Therefore,
Theorem 3.21 provides just the valuation v as in Example 3.6.

Example 3.38. Let g € X2+ Y2+ L{1,Y, X, XY, X?} where £ denote the linear
hull. The domain A :=k[X,Y]/(g) defines a curve. Then the line H = {2X 4+ 3Y =
0} and ¢ : Z* — Zis given by (i, j) = 2i+3j, the valuation cone p(Z2,) = Z>o\{1}.
The valuation v(X"0Y7 + L{X"Y7 : 20+ 35 < 2o+ 3jo}) = 2ip + 3jo on A\ {0} is
well-ordered and injective.

Theorem 3.39. Let A be a k-algebra.

i) Then for any finite set of its generators x1, ..., x,, there is a finite set of vectors
S C Z7, such that all monomials x*, w € ZZ, for which holds (w — S) N ZZ, = ()
form a basis B of A; - -

ii) let v : A\ {0} - C be an injective valuation onto a monoid C' generated by
Cly...,Cnm endowed with a linear well ordering <. Let ay,...,a, € A be such that
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via;) = ¢, 1 < i < m. Similar to i) there exists a finite set S of monomials in
ai, ..., ay, such that B consisting of monomials off the monomial ideal generated by
S, form an adapted basis of A with respect to v.

Proof. i) Choose a finite presentation A = k[z1,...,z,]/J and fix an injective
linear weight function ¢ : Z%, — R inducing a well-ordering on Z%, and being
compatible with the addition: if g(v;) < g(vs) then q(v; 4+ v) < q(vy + v) for any
v,v1,vy € ZZy. In particular, one can take q(uq,...,un) = aju; + - + apu,, for
0 < ai,...,q, € R being Q-linearly independent.

Take a Grobner basis of J (with respect to the ordering ¢). In each element
a =Y Biz", B; € k of the basis choose v;, with the biggest value of ¢(v;,) among
q(v;). We call v;, := lev(a) the leading exponent vector of a. Put S to consist of the
leading exponent vectors of all the elements of the basis.

First, we verify that the elements of B := {z" : w ¢ S + ZZ,} are k-linearly
independent in A. Indeed, otherwise let -

Z%—:E“’f c€J, v ekw; ¢ S+7ZT,.
J

This contradicts to the property of Grobner bases that the monomial ideal S + ZZ,
coincides with the ideal of the leading monomials of all the elements of J. -

Now we show that any element of the form z*, v € ZZ,, is a k-linear combination
of the elements of B. If 2¥ ¢ B then, again due to the property of Grobner bases,
there exists an element ay € J such that its leading monomial coincides with x".
Consider a linear combination 2" + aqq for an appropriate (unique) o € k for which
q(lev(z” + aqap)) < q(v). Then we continue in a similar way, taking the biggest
monomial in z¥ + aag which does not belong to B, provided that it does exist. This
process terminates due to the well-ordering with respect to ¢. i) is proved.

ii) Again pick positive reals aq, . .., o, being Q-linearly independent. Introduce a
well-ordering g on the monomials in ay, . . ., a,, as follows. We say that q(a{1 cealm) <
q(at - --aim) iff either v(a] ---alr) < v(al ---aim) or v(al] ---alr) = v(a® ---aim)
and ayj1 + -+ QO < @1l 0 F Qi

The elements aq,...,a,, are generators of A since v is injective and < is well-
ordered. Therefore, A = klay,...,ay|/J for certain ideal J. Consider a Grobner
basis of J with respect to q.

We claim that the basis B of A (consisting of some monomials in ay, ..., a,,) pro-
duced in i), is adapted with respect to v. Suppose the contrary. Let v(al ---alm) =

v(al' - -aim) for two different monomials from the basis B. Let ayiy + - - - + iy, >
a1j1 + - + apmjm for definiteness. There exists (and unique) f € k for which
v(ai - -alm + Balt - - -aim) < v(al ---aim) holds, because v is injective. There exists
an element ! - - -alm € B such that v(a® ---a + Bal' ---alr) = v(al - - - alm). We
continue the process this way. Due to well-ordering of v the process terminates, and
we arrive at an element of the form

(3.7) a”f-~-af;”+ﬁa{1~-~afgb+ZﬁKCLKeJ
K
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for appropriate Sk € k, where for all the monomials from the latter sum in (3.7)
it holds v(a™) < v(a}'---a’m). Thus, ai' ---a’ is the highest (with respect to q)

monomial in (3.7), hence al! ---a’m ¢ B due to the construction of B in i). The
obtained contradiction proves the claim and ii). O

Remark 3.40. The elements ay, ..., a, produced in the proof of Theorem 3.39 ii)
constitute a Khovanskii basis of A [20].

Remark 3.41. i) The proof of Theorem 3.39 provides an inverse to the construc-
tion from Theorem 3.3. Namely, let v be an injective well-ordered valuation on
A\ {0} with a valuation semigroup C', and a set of generators ay,...,a, of A be
produced as in the proof of Theorem 3.39. One can represent the polynomial algebra
klai,...,am] = @.c D as a graded domain where a k-basis of D, consists of all
the monomials p = a' - - -a’m such that v(p) = c¢. Then we fall in the conditions of
Theorem 3.3.

ii) Theorem 3.39 implies that one can view A as a deformation of kC'.

Definition 3.42. Given a basis B of an algebra A we say that a map v : B — Z™
is a B-prevaluation of A if

o (D) =v(b) + (V) for any b, € B such that bb’ € B.

e /(B) is a submonoid in Z™.

If v is injective, then, clearly, the basis B is naturally labeled by the monoid v(B).
It is also clear that if v : A\ {0} — Z™ is a valuation, then v|g is a B-prevaluation
of A.

The following are immediate

Lemma 3.43. If v,V are injective B-prevaluations, then the assignments a —
v(v=(b)) define a bijection K, : v(B)=V'(B) (we refer to it as a generalized
JB bijection).

Problem 3.44. Suppose that k is a ring and A is a finitely generated and finitely
presented commutative algebra over k. If A is a free k-module, does it admit a
standard basis B (i.e., as in Theorem 3.39 i)?

Problem 3.45. Using an adapted basis B of Theorem 3.39 i), we can define a
multivariate Hilbert series of A by

Hilb(A) =) b

beB

By definition, this is a rational function with denominator being the product of

Therefore, we can define a multivariate Hilbert polynomial of A as the “numerator”
of Hilb(A). The question is whether this definition gives more information about
Gr A and A than the ordinary Hilbert series Hilb(A,t).

Remark 3.46. The adapted basis B produced in Theorem 3.39 ii) consists of the
following elements: for each ¢ € C' take the monomial M in ay, ..., a, being minimal
(with respect to f) among the monomials for which v(M) = ¢ holds.
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Another description is that B consists of all the monomials being k-linearly inde-
pendent (in A) from less (with respect to f) monomials. For any monomial M, € B
consider the next (with respect to f) monomial M; € B. Then for any monomial M
such that f(My) < f(M) < f(M,) it holds v(M) = v(My).

Corollary 3.47. Let A be a commutative k-algebra, v : A\ {0} — C be an injective
valuation onto a finitely-generated monoid C of rank r endowed with a linear well
ordering. Then r = d := dim(A).

Proof. First we show that » < d. Pick independent elements c¢q,...,c, € C' and
ai,...,a, € Asuch that v(a;) = ¢;,1 < i <r. Then all monomials in aq, ..., a, have
pairwise distinct valuations v, therefore aq, . . ., a, are algebraically independent, thus
r < d. Now we prove the opposite inequality.

Due to Theorem 3.39 B is the complement of a monomial ideal generated by
the leading monomials of Grobner basis of the ideal J in the representation A =
klai,...,an]/J. Therefore, there exist 1 < [} < --- < Iz < m such that all the
monomials in a,, ..., q;, belong to B, see Proposition 3 in Chapter 9.1 and Propo-
sition 4 in Chapter 9.3 [12]. Hence the elements v(qa;,),...,v(a,) are independent
in C, taking into account that the basis B is adapted to v due to Theorem 3.39 ii).
Thus, r > d. O

Remark 3.48. Assume that C' is a (not necessary commutative) monoid generated
by ¢i,...,¢.. We call the length |c| of ¢ € C' the minimal length of words in ¢4, ..., ¢,
equal c. Let C' be endowed with a linear well-ordering < compatible with the length,
i.e. |co| < |el,co,c € C implies ¢y < ¢. For example, the ordering described prior to
Theorem 3.1 of the free monoid is compatible with the length.

Consider an algebra A having an injective valuation v : A — C and pick elements

ai,...,a, € A such that v(a;) = ¢;,1 < i < r. For each ¢ € C choose a monomial
a. in ay,...,a, for which v(a.) = ¢. Then {a. : ¢ € C} form an adapted basis
of A (and ay,...,a, form a Khovanskii basis of A). Then the linear subspaces

A ={a € A : |v(a)| <k}, k>0 constitute a filtration of A, and dim Ay, coincides
with the cardinality of the set Cy := {c € C : |¢| < k}, moreover v(Ag) = C. We
recall that in the commutative case the latter cardinality grows polynomially in k
(being a Hilbert polynomial, see e.g. [21]).

The following remark is inverse to Theorem 3.39 ii) and to Remark 3.46. According
to Theorem 3.39 ii) and to Remark 3.46 every injective well-ordered valuation on an
algebra can be obtained as described in the remark.

Remark 3.49. Let a4, ..., a,, be generators of a commutative k-algebra A endowed
with a linear order f on monomials in ay,...,a,, (compatible with the product).

Consider the family B of all the monomials being k-linearly independent in A
from the less ones (with respect to f). Then B forms a basis of A. For each
M, My € B denote by h(My, Ms)(= h(Ms, M;)) € B the leading monomial in the
k-linear expansion of the product M; M, in B. Assume that for any pair of monomials
MQ,Ml €B fulﬁlhng f(M()) < f(Ml) it holds f(h(MQ,MQ)) < f(h(Ml,Mg)) Then
one can introduce a monoid C' being in a bijective correspondence with B determined
by the monoid operation h and the linear ordering f.
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This induces also an injective well-ordered valuation v : A\ {0} — C defined by
the leading monomial from B in the k-linear expansion. Then B is an adapted basis
of v.

One can reorder the monomials in aq, ..., a,, as follows to make the new ordering
< similar to Theorem 3.39 ii) and to Remark 3.46. We say that for a pair of mono-
mials it holds a?' - - -a’m < al'---alm if either f(v(al---aim)) < f(v(al'---alm)) or
fw(a - -am)) = f(v(a] ---am)) and f(ai ---am) < f(al'---al). Then the con-
struction from Theorem 3.39 ii) applied to < produces the same basis B which now
satisfies the properties from Remark 3.46.

Observe that the valuation produced in Theorem 3.21 fulfills the conditions of
Theorem 3.39 ii) and of Remark 3.46. In particular, » admits an adapted basis of
monomials in X7,...,X,. The monomials with equal values of v lie in the planes
parallel to H.

3.7. Injective valuations, filtrations and deformations. Now one can establish
an inverse statement to Theorem 3.21.

Theorem 3.50. Let A be a commutative domain of dimension d endowed with an
injective well-ordered valuation v onto a finitely-generated monoid. Then there exist
a Khovanskii basis X1, ..., X, of A such that A =Kk[Xy,...,X,]/I, and v is obtained
as in Theorem 3.21.

In other words, there is a prop subplane H C R™ of dimension n — d, being a
common subplane for the tropical variety Trop(I) C R™. Moreover, the ideal I is
saturated with respect to H. There exists a hyperplane Q € ETrop(I) C (Rle])™
which contains the subplane H Q) Rle], and Q) is determined by a suitable vector
(wy,...,w,) € (Rsole])”. Then v is defined by (3.3), the valuation monoid v(A \
{0}) = o(Z%,) where o : R™ — R"/H, and the linear order on p(Z%,) > p(i1, ..., i)
is determined by the value of wyiy + -+ - + Wyiy. B

Proof. Applying Theorem 3.39 one can find generators Xi,...,X,, of A such
that the valuation monoid C' := v(A\ {0}) equals the set of values v(M) over all
the monomials M = X" ... X% in X;,...,X,. Then A = k[Xy,..., X,]/I for an
appropriate ideal I.

Due to [31] there exist elements wy, ..., w, € Rs[¢] such that the linear order in
C of V(Xfl -++ X!n) coincides with the order of the values of wyiy + - - - + wyi, in the
semi-ring Rxo[e].

Denote by H C R"™ a plane being the linear hull of all the vectors of the form
(L1, ... ) — (J1y -+ -y Jn) € Z where wily + -+ + wypl, = wijy + -+ + wyjn,, the
latter is equivalent to (X1 --- X) = p(XJ' ... X/»). Due to Theorem 3.39 the
hyperplane () contains H @)y R(e) and supports the Newton polytope N(g) Qg R]e]
for any g € I. Theorem 3.39 also implies that dim(H) = n — d. Hence H is a
common subplane of Trop(I). In addition, H is prop since wy, ..., w, € Rsgl¢].

Take two arbitrary points (l1,...,0), (J1,-..,Jn) € Z%, such that (I1,...,1,) —
(J1y- -+ Jn) € H. Then wily+- - -+wyl, = wij1+- - -+w,j,. Therefore 1/(X{1 ce Xy =
v(XJ' .. XJn), and due to injectivity and well-ordering of v there exist 3 € k* and
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g1 =Y g5 X5 € k[X1,...,X,] such that v(X®) < v(X{' .- Xi") for every X* oc-
curring in g1, and it holds X% ... X — X7 ... XJn — g € I. Hence I is saturated
with respect to H (cf. Theorem 3.21).

Finally, for any a € A* one can uniquely express a = ), B, Qb in a basis B D
By 3 b produced in Theorem 3.39, oy, € k*. Then v(a) = maxpep,{v(b)}, thus v is
defined by (3.3).

O

We say that the linear order < defined by wy, ..., w, € Rx¢l¢] is archimedian if
among wi, . . ., W, there are no infinitesimals. This is equivalent to that for any pair
of monomials my, my # 1 there exists an integer N such that m; < m%". The linear
order on Z% is archimedian iff this order is isomorphic to Zs(. For instance, deglex
is archimedian, while lex is not.

More generally, we say that a linear order < on a commutative monoid C' is
archimedian if for any elements 1 # ¢;,co € C there exists an integer N such that
co < Nci. Note that if for any ¢ € C' there is at most a finite number of elements
co € C such that ¢y < ¢ then C' is archimedian and well-ordered. Conversely, if a
commutative monoid C' is finitely-generated and < is an archimedian linear order on
C then for any ¢ € C' there is at most a finite number of elements of C' less than c¢. In
particular, in this case C' is well-ordered. For a not necessary commutative monoid
C we also say that a linear order < on it is archimedian if for any ¢ € C' there is at
most a finite number of elements of C' less than c.

Let ¢1,...,cx € C be a set of generators of a commutative monoid C. Due to [31]
there exist elements wy, ..., w, € Rsgle] not being infinitesimals such that

v(jier + -+ gker) Svllhier + 0+ lkey) © (wigi + -0+ wge < wily 4 -+ wily)
for any j1,...,Jk, (1, ...,k € Z>g. Define a function W : C' — Rs[¢] as follows:
W(jrer + -+ - + JCr) == w11 + - - - + Wik

Remark 3.51. Let A be a commutative domain endowed with a valuation (not
necessary injective) onto a finitely-generated monoid C' with an archimedian linear
order <. For each s € Z>( consider the set

As:={aec A" : W(v(a)) < s}uU{0}.

The sequence Ay C A; C --- constitutes a filtration of A. Observe that dim(A;) is
finite since < is archimedian.

Remark 3.52. Now let A be a (not necessary commutative) k-algebra endowed with
an injective valuation v to a (not necessary commutative) monoid C' with a linear
order <. Assume also that there is a function f : C' — Zs( such that (¢; < ¢3) =
(f(e1) < f(e2)), 1,00 € C and f(e1 + c2) < f(e1) + f(e2) satisfying the property
that the set C,, := {c € C : f(¢) < n} is finite for any n € Z>,. Note that the
latter implies that the order < is archimedian. Then the subspaces A, := {a € A :
f(v(a)) < n}U{0}, n € Z>( provide a filtration of A (c¢f. Remark 3.51) such that
dim A, = |C,].

Now we assume that the field k is radically closed (i.e. each root of an arbitrary
degree of any element of k also belongs to k). Let A be a d-dimensional k-algebra
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with an injective valuation v : A\ {0} — C where C is a finitely-generated monoid
endowed with a linear well-ordering. Applying Theorem 3.39 construct a Khovanskii
basis x1,...,x, € A, then A =Kk[zy,...,x,]/I for a suitable ideal I C k[xy,...,xz,].

Denote by S C k[z1,...,x,] a binomial ideal generated by elements of the form
(3.8) s=azll - .xhn — B2l adn o, B ek
such that v(z}! - - - 2%n) = v(27' - - - i), and there exists an element g € [ which is the
sum of s and of monomials in zy,...,x, having valuation v less than v(z} ---z'r).
Denote a binomial algebra M := k[zy,...,2,]/S. Observe that for any pair of
vectors (i1, ...,1n), (J1,---,jn) € Z%, there exist s and g as above iff v(z}" - - 2ir) =

() - - - xin) due to Theorem 3.39. In addition, v(z% - - - ain) = v(z]' - - - 2in) is equiv-
alent to that (i1,...,4,) — (j1,...,Jn) € H where an (n — d)-dimensional subplane

H was constructed in the proof of Theorem 3.50.

Proposition 3.53. (c¢f. [18]). Let a k-algebra A have an injective valuation v :
A* — C where a finitely-generated monoid C is endowed with a linear well-ordering.
Assume that k s radically closed. Then both the associated graded algebra grA =

DB .cc A<c/A<c and the binomial algebra M are isomorphic to the monoidal algebra
kC.

Proof. There exist 71,...,7, € k\ {0} such that the mapping

ol = ey (e
provides an isomorphism of M and kC' because of Theorem 3.39, taking into account
that k is radically closed. In other words, if g € I equals the sum of a binomial (3.8)

and of monomials with the valuation v less than V(at_ill cooxim) = p(z]' - 2dn) then

plaay - -ap) = p(Byt - afr), ve. any o = Bt

Any element a € A\{0} with the valuation v(a) = ¢ can be represented uniquely as
a k-linear combination of elements of a basis B constructed in Theorem 3.39, among
which azl! - - 2% o € k*, 2} - - - 2i» € B has the maximal valuation v(z}! - - - 2ir) = c.
We define a mapping o(a) := p(ax? ---27) € kC. Then o defines a correct mapping
on grA.

To verify that ¢ is a homomorphism on grA take monomials u := 2! - - zin v =
a¥ .. gk € A, Due to Theorem 3.39 there exists a unique monomial 2% ---2» € B

such that v(z}' - --2ln) = v(uv). Hence there exists o € k* such that v(az! -zl —

wv) < v(uv) due to Theorem 3.39. Therefore

o(uv) = plaal ---ap) = any' - yrv(we) = W (u)v(v) = o(u)o(v)

(we use the product notation for the monoid operation).
Finally, one can check that ¢ is an isomorphism. (]

Corollary 3.54. Let A be a k-domain of a dimension d over a radically closed field
k, and v be an injective valuation of A* onto a well-ordered finitely-generated monoid.
Then the variety Spec(gr(A,v)) is toric of dimension d.

Example 3.55. Consider a domain A := k[z, y]/(2® —2y* —1). Take a common line
H from the tropical variety Trop(z° — 2y* — 1) defined by the equation 2i + 3j = 6
(cf. Theorem 3.21) and a corresponding map v : {z'y’ : i,j > 0} — Z2, for which
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v(z) =2,v(y) = 3. We obtain that the graded algebra gr(A,v) has a zero divisor iff
the polynomial 2% — 2y* is reducible over k. In the latter case v does not provide a
valuation on A\ {0} (see Theorem 3.1), and the variety Spec(gr(A,v)) is reducible.
Otherwise, if 2% — 2y* is irreducible over k then v provides a valuation on A* being
not injective since v(z%) = v(y?) = 6, so dim(A,<s/A, <) = 2.

Example 3.56. We give an example of a non-commutative algebra admitting an in-
jective valuation onto Z2%, such that its graded algebra (with respect to the valuation)
is non-commutative (unlike Proposition 3.53). Denote by A4, a quantum k(g)-algebra
generated by z,y satisfying a relation zy = ¢*yx. Then v(z) = (0,1), v(y) = (1,0)
defines an injective valuation v : A, \ {0} — Z%,. The graded algebra grA, has an

—mn .m,,n

adapted basis {b(m,n) := ¢ ""z™y" : m,n > 0} with a multiplication table
b(m,n)b(my,ny) = ¢ ™ b(m + my,n + nq).

Thus, grA, is a twisted monoidal algebra.

In contrast to A,, Weyl algebra generated by x, y satisfying a relation zy = yx +1
admitting an injective valuation defined by v(z) = (1,0), v(y) = (0,1) onto Z2%,, has
a graded algebra isomorphic to the polynomial ring k[z, y]. -

Let A =Kk[z1,...,z,])/J be a k-algebra with dim A =1 and v : A* — C C Zx¢ be
an injective valuation (cf. Corollary 3.47). Then there exist non-negative integers

T1,..., 7 such that v(zl - in) L p(@ - adn) iff iyry 4+ Figr, < Jiribe o e
(cf. Theorem 3.50). '
Take ¢ € k*, and for any polynomial g € k[xy, ..., x,] with a monomial z{" - - - zin

of the highest valuation v(z!" ---2%) = ¢ among the monomials of g, replace z; by
x;t7"1,1 < i < n. The resulting polynomial has the form (go+tg;)t =" ="~ where
go coincides with the sum of the monomials of g having their valuation equal ¢, while
every monomial in ¢g; has the valuation less than c¢. The resulting ideal we denote
by J; C k[xq,...,z,] and denote A; := K[z, ..., x,]/ ;.

Thus, one can view the family A;, t € k* as a deformation of Ay being a binomial
algebra isomorphic to kC' (see Proposition 3.53) when the field k is radically closed.
Summarizing, we have established the following proposition.

Proposition 3.57. Let A = k[zy,...,x,]/J be a k-algebra with dim A = 1 and
v: A\ {0} - C C Zxo be an injective valuation. Then there exist non-negative
integers ry, ..., r, such that for any t € k* the transformation x; — x;t7",1 <1 <n
provides an ideal J; C k[xy, ..., x,] and an algebra Ay == K[z1, ..., x,]/J;. Obviously,
Ay = A. The associated graded algebra grA; ~ kC,t € k* (see Proposition 3.53)
when k is radically closed. One can view the family Ay, t € K* as a deformation of
Ap being a binomial algebra isomorphic to kC' (see Proposition 3.53) when the field
k us radically closed.

Conjecture 3.58. For any domain A with injective well-ordered valuation v there
s a family A; such that A1 = A and Ay = grA with respect to the filtration on A
induced by v (as in Proposition 3.57).

Problem 3.59. Let E be alocally nilpotent derivation of a domain A (see Lemma 4.9).
Classify all subalgebras B of A such that Ag(B \ {0}) U {0} is a subalgebra of A.
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Problem 3.60. Classify all injective decorated valuations (v, ) on k[zy, ..., x,] (see
Definition 4.5).

Problem 3.61. Given an injective valuation v : kfxy, ..., z,| \ {0} — ZZy, is it true
that C), is a finitely generated submonoid of ZZ,?

Given a submonoid M of Z™, denote M = (R ® M) NZ™ and refer to it as the
saturation of M. By definition, M is a submonoid of Z™ and M is a submonoid of
M. We say that M is saturated if M = M.

Problem 3.62. Suppose that v is a saturated injective valuation A\ {0} — ZZ;. Is
it true that Spec A is smooth or rational?

Problem 3.63. If A C k[zy,...,z,) and dim A = d < m. Can A be embedded
into kfy1,...,v4]?

Problem 3.64. Describe all injective valuation on klzy,...,z,]| into ZZ, whose
valuation monoid is finitely generated but not saturated.

3.8. Algorithm testing a family of generators of a valuation monoid. Let
(fis- s fm) - K" = k™ m < n be a dominant polynomial map, i.e. the polynomials
fi,--oy fm € K[z, ..., x,] are algebraically independent (cf. Example 3.90). This
provides an injective homomorphism k[y1, ..., ym] < k[z1,...,z,], and thereby an
injective valuation v : kK[y1, ..., ym \ {0} — Z2%, (we fix some injective valuation on
k[z1,...,2,] \ {0}) due to Lemma 3.13 . -

Problem 3.65. Is the valuation monoid v(k(y, . .., ym]\{0}) C Z%, finitely-generated?
The goal of this subsection is to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.66. Let polynomials f1,..., fm € klx1,...,2,],m < n define an
injective homomorphism K[y, ..., ym| < k[z1,. .., 2,]. Given a computable injective
valuation on K[xy, ..., x,]\ {0} to Z%, (e.g., lex or deglex), this provides an injective
valuation v K[y1, ..., ym] \ {0} — Z2,.

There is an algorithm which given generators g1, ..., gy € K[y1, ..., yYm] of K[y1, - - -, Y]
tests whether the elements

v(g1), .- vigp) € Ci=v(klys, ..., ym] \ {0}) C ZZ,
generate the valuation monoid C. If not then the algorithm yields an element ¢ €
C \ ZZO{V(gl)a ceey V(gp)}

Proof. We have kly1,...,ym] = klg1,...,9p]/] for a suitable ideal /. Consider a
(non-strict) linear ordering < on monomials in gy, ..., g, according to v. Denote by
H C RP a (rational) (p—m)-dimensional plane such that v(gi* - - - ;) = v(gl" - - - gi7)
iff (43 — j1,...,0p — Jp) € H (cf. the proof of Theorem 3.39), in other words,
(i1, yip) = (J1y---4Jp) = (41,...,17p) (slightly abusing the notations we identify a

monomial ¢i - - - g7 with the vector (i, ...,7,)). Define a linear ordering <1 on mono-
mials in gi,...,9, as follows: gi'---g," < gi'--- gy iff either gi* --- g, < gI'--- g
or v(git---gF) = v(gl*---g7) and the vector (iy,...,i,) is less than (ji,...,J,) in

deglex (again cf. the proof of Theorem 3.39).
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The algorithm constructs a Grobner basis of I with respect to <. Denote by
G C 7~ the complement to the monomial ideal of leading monomials of the Grobner
basis. Then G is a finite (disjoint) union of sets of the form

w+{(ug,...,up) : u; ; 0}

where each F;,1 < i < p is either = or >.
Consider a plane Hy C RP parallel to H which has a common point with Z‘;o-

Then HyN G # 0. Indeed, otherwise for any point ¢' - -- g7 € H, we get (taking
into account properties of Grobner bases) that

gt -gr =Y arg",ap €k w(gh) < w(gy - gp) for each L,
L

which contradicts to the subadditivity of the valuation.

First, assume that for every Hy parallel to H such that HyNZ2, # () it holds |G N
Hpy| = 1. Then we fall in the conditions of Theorem 3.21, and thus v(g;),...,v(g,)
constitute a family of generators of v(k[yi, ..., yn) \ {0}) = Z2,/Hz.

Now on the contrary, assume that |G N Hy| > 2 for some H, parallel to H. In this
case the algorithm can find a pair of different monomials g'* - - - g, g{l gt € GNH,
for some H, invoking integer linear programming. If the algorithm fails, it means
that |GN Hy| = 1 for all Hy (see the previous case). Since the valuation v is injective,
there exists a € k* such that

co=v(gi - gr —agl---glr) <v(g---gr) =vigl - glr).
If 75, > co ¢ Zo{v(g1),...,v(gp)} then ¢ := ¢y meets the requirements of the
Proposition.

Otherwise, if ¢y € Zso{v(g1),...,v(g,)} there exists a monomial g!' - - . g such
that v(gh - - g]lgp) = ¢g. Again due to the injectivity there exists S € k* for which it
holds

v(gy g —aglt - glr — Bgtt - glr) < co.
Observe that g% - - ~g;” — qg{l e g{;” — Byl - - ~g§f # 0, because otherwise this would
contradict to that ¢i'---g7, ¢]'---g# € G. Continuing in a similar way, the algo-

rithm eventually arrives at a required element ¢ € C'\ Z>o{v(¢1),-..,v(gp)} since C
is well-ordered. 0J

Remark 3.67. In the proof of the latter Proposition we used fi,..., f,, only to be
able to compute v(g) for g € k[y1, ..., yn]. In fact, one could stick with an arbitrary
computable injective valuation.

3.9. The space of injective valuations on a domain. For a k-domain A we
consider the space V := V(A) of all injective valuations v : A\ {0} — Rx(. Given a
basis B of A endowed with a linear order < one can consider a set Vg < of mappings
v : B — R such that for any b, by € B a relation b < by implies v(b) < v(by), and
for any by, by € B for which

biby = Oébobo -+ Zabb, Qpy, O € k, b < by
beB
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it holds v(by) = v(b1) + v(b2). Then v induces an injective valuation on A with an

adapted basis B: namely, for any a = ayby + > cp anb, b < by we define v(a) :=

v(by). One can define a topology on V' with open basic sets Vg < for all B, <.
Question. Is V connected?

Recall (see the proof of Theorem 3.50) that for any valuation v : A\ {0} — C
onto a well-ordered finitely-generated monoid C' one can find generators X,..., X,,
of A and elements wy, ..., w,, € Rsgle] such that v(X),...,v(X,,) generate C, and
the order on monomials i1v(X7) + -+ + i,,(X,,) is determined by wqi; + -+ +
Wyim. Choosing a basis B among monomials of the form X' --- X! and defin-
ing v(X]'--- X)) := wyi; + - + Wpin, one obtains that v € V, provided that
Wiy ..., Wy € Rzo.

3.10. Injective well-ordered valuations of 2-dimensional algebras. Let A :=
k[z,y, 2z]/(f) be a 2-dimensional algebra where f € k[z,y, z]. Consider a valuation
v: A\ {0} — Z2%, studied in Theorem 3.21. Then v is induced by an edge e of

the Newton polytope N(f) C R3, and a 2-dimensional plane Q@ C R3? containing
e. Note that in the notations of Theorem 3.21 H is the line passing through e, and
Q € Trop(f). Moreover, the proof of Theorem 3.21 and Remark 3.20 imply that if
v is injective then the endpoints of e (up to a permutation of the coordinates z, y, 2)

are (p,0,0),(0,q,r) where p,q,r € Z>o have no common divisor.

Lemma 3.68. If two edges e1, e5 of the Newton polytope N(f) C R induce injective
valuations then ey, eo have a common vertex located on a coordinate line.

Proof. We say that a point v € N(f) belongs to a roof of N(f) if on a ray
emanating from the origin (0,0, 0) and passing through v, the latter is the last point
from N(f) on the ray. Then ey, ey lie on the roof.

Consider a 2-dimensional plane @; C R? which contains e; and supports N(f).
The projection of the roof to )7 by means of the rays contains the projections of
e; and of ey. If €1, 5 had no common vertex located on a coordinate line then the
projections of e, e5 would have a common point being internal in the projection of
either e; or e5. The obtained contradiction completes the proof. O

Corollary 3.69. All the edges of the Newton polytope N(f) inducing injective val-
uations either

i) have a common vertex located on a coordinate line or

i1) form a triangle with its vertices on the coordinate lines, and in this case the
roof of N(f) consists of this triangle.

Remark 3.70. i) Observe that in case i) of Corollary 3.69 when all the edges have
a common vertex (p,0,0), a common adapted basis of all the injective valuations
induced by the edges, is {z'y/2* : 0 < i < p,0 < j,k < oo} (cf. the proof of
Theorem 3.21, Remark 3.20 and Theorem 3.39).

ii) One can verify that in case ii) of Corollary 3.69 three injective valuations do
not possess a common adapted basis.

For example, let f := z + 22 + y3. Then A := k[z,v, 2]/(f) =~ k[z,y]. Denote by
v, the injective valuation induced by the edge (z,y?) with respect to lex ordering
in which y > z, and an adapted basis {y'2? : 0 < i,j < co}. Denote by v, the
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injective valuation induced by the edge (z,2?) with respect to lex ordering in which
x > y, and an adapted basis {z'y/ : 0 < i,j < oo}. Finally, denote by v, the
injective valuation induced by the edge (y®, 2?) with respect to lex ordering in which
x,y > z, and v,(x) = (3,0),v.(y) = (2,0),v.(z) = (0,1). An adapted basis of v, is
{yizd, 2y'2? + 0 <1,7 < oo} (cf. Examples 3.6, 3.38).

One can compute all three JHb (see Theorem 4.24):

K., (25,9) = (24, 7), K. 0, (25 + 1,4) = (20 + 3, j);
KVz,Vz (Bju 7’) = (37'7.]>7 Kl/z,Vz (SJ _'_ 171) = (37' + 27j)7 KI/z,Vz (SJ _'_ 271) = (37' + 47])7

KI/;C,Vy (]a Z) - (Za ])

One can generalize Corollary 3.69 (in one direction) to hypersurfaces of arbitrary
dimensions.

Remark 3.71. Let A := k[zq,...,2,]/(f) where f € k[z1,...,2,]. An edge e of
the Newton polytope N(f) C RZ, induces an injective valuation v on A\ {0} iff the
endpoints of e are v = (vy,...,v,),u = (uy,...,u,) € Z2, such that min{v;, u;} =
0,1 < i < n, and the integers max{v;,u;},1 < i <n have no common divisor (cf.
Theorem 3.21 and Remark 3.20). Denote by H C R™ the line containing e.

Denote by < a linear ordering of the valuation cone (being a subset of Z"!) of v.
Following the proof of Theorem 3.39 ii) one can extend < to a linear ordering ¢ on
7%, in two different ways according to an ordering (direction) in H. Then according
to one of these two choices of ¢ either u or v becomes a leading monomial of f with
respect to q. Any of these two choices of ¢ provides an adapted basis of A with
respect to v being a complement of a principal monomial ideal in k[zy,. .., x,] (see
Theorem 3.39).

If edges ey, ..., es of N(f) induce injective valuations vy, . .., v, respectively, of A*
and have a common vertex in N(f) then vy, ..., v, possess a common adapted basis
being a complement of a principal monomial ideal in k[zq, ..., z,].

Example 3.72. Now we give an example of a pair of injective valuations on a 3-
dimensional algebra A := k[, y, z,t]/(f := 2?2 +y>+2° +17) to Z2, endowed with the
lexicographical ordering. Each pair of monomials of f provides an injective valuation
of A\{0} (see Theorem 3.21 and Proposition 3.25). In particular, a pair of monomials
22, y? provides an injective valuation v for which it holds

vi(x) = (3,0,0),1(y) = (2,0,0),1(2) = (0,1,0), 1(t) = (0,0, 1).

In its turn, a pair of monomials z°,¢” provides an injective valuation v, for which it
holds

vo(2) = (7,0,0), 115(t) = (5,0,0), ve(z) = (0,1,0), 5(y) = (0,0,1).
Denote w := 2% + 33, Then v, v, have a common adapted basis
{ytw'a®2" ¢ i,5,1>0,0<k<1,0<m <4},
and v (w) = v (—2° —t7) = (0,5,0), vao(w) = (0,2,0).
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One can generalize this construction to a polynomial of the form f:=>",_._ z¥
where ¢;,1 < ¢ < n are pairwise relatively prime. Each pair of monomials of f
provides an injective valuation of k[z; ..., z,]/(f)* into ZZ;".

3.11. Enumerating injective well-ordered valuations of a hypersurface of a
prime degree at a main variable.

Remark 3.73. Let a polynomial f = y¢+ f; € k[y, 71, ..., z,] be normalized with
respect to y, i.e. deg,(fi) < d (one can reduce to this situation invoking Noether
normalization). Denote A := k[y,z1,...,2,]/(f). We say that an edge of New-
ton polytope Ny C R™™ is long if its endpoints are (d,0,...,0), (0,i1,...,4,) and
GCD(d, il, ce ,’Ln> =1.

Then the domain A\ {0} admits an injective well-ordered valuation into Q% with
an adapted basis N

{yFalt - ain  0<k<d,0<7j,... 50 <00}
and

I/(Scl) =e,1 <[ <n, V(y) _ 1161 + d e,

where e, = (0,...,0,1,0,...,0) € Z",1 <1 < nis an ort vector (cf. Proposition 3.8).

Observe that for any valuation (not necessary injective or well-ordered) on A \
{0} for which v(z;) = €,1 < | < n there exists an edge of N; with endpoints
(dlajh C ,jn), (dg, ]{71, cey ]{Zn) such that

(k1 —ji)er+ -+ (kn — Jn)en

3.9 =
3:9) ) "
As a more general setting than in Remark 3.73 we assume that a domain A is a
finite integral extension of k[z1, ..., x,] of a rank d. We study injective well-ordered

valuations v on A\ {0} into Q% for which v(x;) =¢,1 <1 <n.

The following construction is valid for a valuation v not necessary injective or well-
ordered. Denote by G(v) C Q"/Z" the image v(A \ {0})/Z". Note that G(v) is an
abelian semigroup. Moreover, for every element a € A\ {0} there exists a polynomial
h € k[z,x1,...,x,] such that h(a) = 0 and deg,(h) < d. As in Remark 3.73 there is
an edge of Newton polytope N, C R"! with endpoints (dy, j1, ..., Jn), (do, k1, ..., ky)
such that . .

V(a) _ (kl - .]1)61 + o+ (kn - jn)en
dy — do
(see (3.9)). Hence (d; — d2)v(a) is the unit element in G(v), thus G(v) is a group.
Moreover,

ZTL
C oM.
in particular, G(v) is finite. We call G(v) the group of the valuation.

G(v)

/Z",

Lemma 3.74. Let a domain A be a free k|zy, ..., x,|-module of a rank d. Let v be
a well-ordered valuation of A\ {0} being an extension into Q% of a valuation on
k[z1,...,2,]\ {0} with v(x)) = e;,1 <1 < n. Then for the size s of the group of the
valuation G(v) holds

i) s <d;

i) if v is injective and archimedian then s = d.
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Proof. i) Let by,...,by € A be a free k[xy,...,z,|-basis of A. Pick t,...,t5 €
A\ {0} such that v(t;) —v(t;) ¢ Z" for 1 <1 # j < s. Express t; = > ;4 hjib; for
appropriate polynomials h;; € k[z1,...,z,]. Denote

My ={ah -z c0<l+-+1, <N}, Wy =t My + -+ t, My

for an integer N. Then dimy Wy = s|My| due to the valuation property. On the
other hand,

Wy CohiMyye+ -+ bgMpyc
for a suitable constant ¢ € Zs(. Therefore, considering sufficiently big NV, we obtain
that s < d.

ii) Denote
Vi = {(i1, ... in) € Z3g 1 v(ir, ... 0n) < N}
(we identify the archimedian valuation with defining it linear form). Then Vx| ~
co - N™ for an appropriate 0 < ¢y € R. Observe that v on Q2 is defined by the same
linear form as v is.

Denote by g1, . . ., gs the unique representatives of the elements of G(v) in the cube
[0,1)". Then

p(br - Vi +ba Vi) C g Vivee| || ] 90 Vivie

for a suitable constant c. Since v is injective this implies that s > d taking into
account that dim(by - Viy + -+ 4+ by - Vy) = d|Viy|. O

Remark 3.75. One can literally extend Lemma 3.74 to a domain A D k(zy, ..., z,)]
such that k(z1,. .., z,)-dimension of A ®y[g,, . 4.1 k(z1,...,2,) equals d.

It would be interesting to clarify whether Lemma 3.74 and Remark 3.75 are true
for not necessary archimedian valuations.

Corollary 3.76. Under the conditions of Lemma 3.74 or Remark 3.75 in case of a
square-free d the group G(v) is cyclic of size d and every its generating element has
a form B9E=tntn ywhere GCD(d, iy, . . ., iy) = 1.

Now let A := K[y, x1,...,2,]/(f) be as in Remark 3.73 and d be a prime. Our
goal is to design an algorithm which enumerates all injective well-ordered archimedian
valuations on A\ {0} into Q2 (with v(x;) = ¢;,1 <1 < n, cf. Corollary 3.76).

The algorithm produces a finite tree T by recursion. Some leaves of T' correspond
to injective well-ordered valuations on A\ {0}. As a base of recursion a root of 7" is
produced.

As a recursive hypothesis assume that at a vertex v of a depth s of T" a constructible

set U, C k* and a set of monomials my,...,m, € Z%, are produced (we identify
monomials in the variables z1,...,x, with Zgo)- We suppose that mg, does not
belong to the monomial ideal generated by my, ..., ms_;. In addition, the algorithm

produces a polynomial f, = y+ f,1 € K[y, z1,...,@n, 21, ..., 25 (where deg,(f,1) <
d) such that for any point (ay,...,as) € U, it holds

(3.10) foly —aimy — -+ —agmg, &1, ..., Ty, 00, ..., 05) =0

and that Newton polytopes Ny, C R™*! are the same for all the points (v, ..., a;) €
U,.
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Now we proceed to the description of the recursive step of the algorithm. First as-
sume that Newton polytope Ny, has a long edge with endpoints (d, 0, ...,0), (0,41, ...,4,),
denote by g(z1, ..., 2,) € k[z1, ..., 2,] the coefficient of f, at the monomial 27" - - - xn.
The algorithm verifies (invoking linear programming) whether there exists a linear

archimedian ordering = (compatible with addition) on QZ, such that m; > --- >

ms > % (otherwise, the algorithm ignores the long edge under consid-
eration). If such an ordering does exist then Remark 3.73 provides an injective

well-ordered valuation v on A* such that

t1e1 + -+ iney

d

Thus, as an adapted basis of A with respect to v one can take

v(y —aimy — - — agmg) =

{(y—ovmy — - —agmy)* -l adr}, 0< k< d,0< ji, ..., < oo

The algorithm produces a vertex being a son of v and a leaf in 7" which corresponds
to v.

Now we consider a not long edge of Ny, with endpoints (d1, j1, - .., jn), (d2, k1, ..., ky)
(obviously, 0 < d; # dy < d). Denote

(kl - jl)el + -+ (kn - jn)en
dy — dy

(cf. (3.9), (3.10)), provided that msyy € ZZ,. Observe that if ms1 ¢ Z2, then for
no element a € A it holds v(a) = m,y; for an injective well-ordered archimedian
valuation v because of Corollary 3.76.

The algorithm verifies (invoking linear programming) whether there exists a linear
archimedian ordering > on ZZ%, such that m; > --- > mg > msy; (otherwise, the
algorithm ignores the edge of N s, under consideration). The latter is necessary
because the algorithm looks for an injective well-ordered valuation v such that v(y —
aymy — -+ — agmyg) = v(mgy1)(= mgy1). Note that in particular, the existence of a
suitable linear ordering > implies that m,,; does not belong to the monomial ideal
generated by mq, ..., ms.

The algorithm calculates a polynomial g € kly,z1,...,2,, 21,.. ., Zs, Zs41] such
that

Msq1 =

g(y — MMy — - — QMg — s 1Mst1, L1y« oy Ly A1y oy Qg Zs+1) =0

for any point (ay, ..., a,) € U, (cf. (3.10)). Note that it still holds g = y¢+ g; where
degy(g1) < d. For different values of z;; in k there is a finite number of possible
shapes of Newton polytopes N, C R™! (which are determined by their vertices).
For each fixed shape the algorithm produces a vertex w being a son of v in T" together
with a constructible set U, C k™! assuring the fixed shape. We put a polynomial
fw := g. This completes the description of the recursive step of the algorithm.

Observe that the tree T is finite since along every its path the monomial ideal
generated by myq, ..., m, strictly increases and therefore, the path is finite due to
Hilbert’s Idealbasissatz (also we make use of Konig’s Lemma). Summarizing, we
have established the following proposition.
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Proposition 3.77. There is an algorithm which for a polynomial f = y¢ + f1 €
kly, z1,...,x,] with a prime d where deg,(f1) < d, enumerates all injective well-
ordered archimedian valuations on (kKly, x1,...,x,]/(f)) \ {0}.

It would be interesting to generalize the latter proposition to arbitrary affine alge-
bras. The next example demonstrates that it is not possible to generalize it directly
even to domains being free k[zy, ..., z,]-modules of composite ranks.

Example 3.78. A domain A = k[z'/2,y'/?] is 4-dimensional free k[x,y]-module.
Then v(z'/?) = €,/2,v(y"/?) = e5/2 and the group G(v) is isomorphic to Zy x Zs.
Note that an element z := 2'/? + /2 has a minimal polynomial of degree 4, namely
2t —2(x + y)2? + 2% + y* — 4y = 0 whose Newton polytope has no long edge (cf.
Remark 3.73).

Remark 3.79. Let a domain A be a k[z1,...,x,]-module, admitting an injective
well-ordered valuation v satisfying the conditions of Remark 3.75 such that d is
square-free. Due to Corollary 3.76 the group G(v) is cyclic of the size d. Pick
y € A such that v(y)/Z" is a generator of G(v). Denote by f € k[zy,...,z,,y] the

minimal polynomial of y over k(zy,...,z,]. Then deg,f = d since Newton polytope
of f contains an edge with a denominator equal to d, and f = qy¢ + ---,q €
k[z1,...,x,]. The domain Ay :=k[z1,...,2,,qy] is a free k[z1, . .., x,]-module with

a basis 1,qy, ..., (qy)?* !, and Newton polytope of the minimal polynomial ¢?~'f

of quy contains a long edge. According to Remark 3.73 this long edge provides on
Ap \ {0} the valuation coinciding with the restriction of v.

Furthermore, this restriction is extended uniquely to A \ {0}. Namely, for any
a € A\ {0} there exists p € k[xy,...,x,] such that pa € Ay \ {0}, therefore v(a) =
v(pa) — v(p).

3.12. Convexity of the extended Jordan-Holder bijection for valuations in
an archimedian monoid. Let v : A\ {0} — ZZ, be an injective valuation in a
monoid with archimedian linear order (cf. Remark 3.51). We say that v is finitary
if the ordering < on vectors v = (vy, ..., v,) € Z%, is determined by a linear function
a(v) := a vy + - - -+ ay,v, where positive reals as, . .., o, are Q-linearly independent.
Then the ordering < is isomorphic to Z>, i.e. the monoid Z%, is archimedian. For
instance, lex is not finitary. In particular, for any ¢ € v(A \ {0}) the k-linear space
Ac.:={a € A\ {0} : v(a) = ¢} U{0} is finite-dimensional.

Let vy : A\ {0} — ZZ, be another injective valuation (not necessary archimedain).
Denote the valuation cones C := v(A\ {0}), Cy := 15(A\ {0}). Consider a convex

cone CSQ) = Cp ® Q>¢ and denote
SO = CSQ)H{(’Ul,...,UH) EQZO . U1+"‘+Un:1}.
The following map
K(co) := mgn{y(yo_l(co))} eC

is a bijection K : Cy—C called generalized JHb (see Theorem 4.24). Denote a
function K := ao K : Cy — Rxq. One can define K on Sy (50, on rational points) as
follows. For a point u := (uy,...,u,) € Sy we have K((p + q)u) < K(pu) + K(qu),
provided that pu,qu € Cp, since the subadditivity K(w; + wy) < K(w;) + K(ws)
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holds for any elements wy, ws € Cy. Therefore, due to Fekete’s subadditivity lemma
[33] there exists the limit

K(u) = lim K(pu) :

p—o0, pucCy p

Proposition 3.80. Function K : Sy — Rx( is convex.

Proof. Consider a convex combination w = ), \;w; of points w,w; € Sy where
0< X e€Q > ;A\ =1foralli. Then for a suitable 0 < s € Z it holds sw, sw; €
Cp for all i. Denote by ¢ the common denominator of all )\;. Hence K(pgsw) <
>, K(pgshw;) for any p € Zso because of the subadditivity of K. Dividing the
both sides of the latter inequality by pgs and tending p to infinity, we conclude that
K(w) <>, MiK(w;), which completes the proof. O

Remark 3.81. We have taken an ordering < to be archimedian since otherwise one
can’t assure an inequality after tending to a limit. For example, in lex ordering each
element of a sequence (1 —1/p,1) € Q% is less than (1,0), while their limit against
p is not.

Corollary 3.82. One can extend K (from rational points) to real points in the
interior int(Sy ® Rxg) being a (continuous) convex function.

Proof. K is locally Lipschitz in int(Sp) (cf. e. g. [28]), hence it can be (uniquely)
extended to a continuous function (moreover, locally Lipschitz) on int(Sy ® Rsq)
which is also convex. O

3.13. Jordan-Holder bijections for valuations of an algebra. We say that a
map K : P — @ of ordered partial semigroups is sub-multiplicative if it satisfies the
following;:

K(uowv) 2 K(u) o K(v) whenever u o v and K(u) o K(v) are defined in P and in
@, respectively.

Proposition 3.83. Let v : A\ {0} — P,v; : A\ {0} — P’ be a pair of injective
valuations of an algebra A to partial semigroups P and P’, respectively. Then JHb
K, , from v(A\{0}) to v'(A\ {0}) is sub-multiplicative.

Proof. For any elements u,v € P for which uov and K(u) o K(v) are defined take
a,b € A\ {0} such that v(a) = u,v(b) = v and v/(a) = K(u), ' (b) = K(v). Then
v(ab) = uov and K(uowv) <X v/(ab) = K(u) o K(v). O

Remark 3.84. We expect that the converse also holds. If K is a sub-multiplicative
bijection P—(Q of partial semigroups such that K=! is sub-multiplicative as well,
then there exist injective valuations v : A\ {0} — P,/ : A\ {0} — P’ of an
appropriate algebra A such that K =K, .

Example 3.85. Consider a partial semigroup P endowed with two different orders.
They provide two injective valuations vy, v5 : kP \ {0} — P. Then {[u] : u € P} C
kP (Definition 2.28) is a common adapted basis for vy, 15, and the JH bijection K,, ,,
is identity map Idp.
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Proposition 3.86. Let P be a set with two (partial) operations (a,b) — aob and
(a,b) — a b so that P has partial semigroup structures P, and P, respectively.
Define a new operation

ab:=aob+aeb
on the vector space kP (with the convention if a summand is not defined it is replaced

by zero) and denote this algebra by As.e.
(a) Ase is associative iff o and e are mutually associative:

(aocb)ec=ae(boc), (aeb)oc=ao(bec)

for all a,b,c € P. We say that (a o b) e c is defined if both aob and (aob) e c are
defined (here we assume that (a o b) @ ¢ and a e (bo ¢) are defined or not defined
simultaneously (as well as (¢ ®b)oc and ao (bec)).

(b) Suppose additionally that both P, and P, are ordered with <° and <°, respec-
tively, and it holds
aob="aeb=<"aob,
provided that aob and a e b are defined (cf. Proposition 3.83). Then the assignment
[a] = a define injective valuations v, and ve on A%, to P, and to P,, respectively
Moreover, identity map P — P is the corresponding JH bijection, and [P] C Ao 1S
a common adapted basis of valuations v, and v,.

Proof. Prove (a). Indeed,
(ab)c = (aob+aeb)c= (aob)c+ (a®b)c
=(aob)oc+ (aob)ec+ (aeb)oc+ (aeb)ec
On the other hand,
a(bc) =a(boc+bec)
=ao(boc)+ae(boc)t+ao(bec)+ae(bec)
This gives associativity because (a¢ob)ec=ae (boc) and (a¢eb)oc=ao (bec).

(b) We claim that v, is a valuation. Take a,b € P C A, . such that aeb is defined.
If aob <* aeb (or aobis not defined) then v,(ab) = aeb = v4(a) @ v4(b). Otherwise,
if aob=aebthen ab = 2a e b, and again we get that ve(ab) = a e b = v,(a) e v4(b).
The claim is proved.

In a similar manner we establish that v, is a valuation as well. O]

We mention that an issue of whether a sum of two associative products form again
an associative product similar to (a) is widely studied (see, e.g. [29]), while not in
the context of semigroup algebras.

Remark 3.87. Let A be a k-algebra with a basis B equipped with a linear order <.
For by, by € B define by o by € B to be the highest (with respect to <) element in the
decomposition in B of b1by, provided that b1by # 0, otherwise by o by is not defined.
Assume that the following properties are fulfilled:

i) if by < by then byoby =< byoby, provided that byoby, byoby are defined (respectively,
by 0 by < by o by, provided that by o by, by o by are defined);

ii) (by 0 by) 0 by = by o (by o bg), moreover, by o by, (by o by) o by are defined iff
by 0 by, by o (by 0 b) are defined, by, by, by € B.
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Then (B, o) is a partial semigroup. For any a € A\ {0} consider its decompo-
sition @ = Ab+--- ;A € k* in B where b € B is the highest element of B in this
decomposition, we define v(a) := b. Then v : A\ {0} — B is an injective valuation.

Conversely, having an injective valuation v : A\ {0} - P and an adapted basis B
one defines (as above) the (partial) operation o on B such that the partial semigroup
(B, o) is isomorphic to P.

Note that for two injective valuations v,/ on A\ {0} the images v(A \ {0}) and
V'(A\ {0}) are not necessarily isomorphic as (partial) semigroups. It was demon-
strated in Remark 3.70, we give here more examples.

Example 3.88. Let o and 1 are injective homomorphisms k[z1, 2] — k[t7, 5]
given respectively by: ¢(z1) = t1, p(22) = ta, ¥(z1) = t1, ¥(22) = 3 + t5. Clearly,
C, = Cy = Z2,. One can easily see that the set

B = {b5 =228 (20 — 22 |d = (dy, dy) € 7%, € €{0,1}}
is a basis of k[z, 2,] adapted to both v, and v, (i.e., is an JH-basis in k[2, 25]) and
Ve(bg) = (€ + 2da, d1), vy(bg) = (€ + 2d, d2)
for all d = (dy,dp) € Z2,, € € {0,1}. Therefore,

ay

Kulon,a2) = (200 + (a)2, | 5 ))

for all aj,as € Z>o. where (a); =a — 2 L%J is the parity of a. Moreover, K, is an
involution on Zzzo.

Example 3.89. Let ¢ be an endomorphism of A = C[tq1,t12, ta1, t22] given by

% (tn t12) = <t11t12t21 bt ) One can show that ¢ is injective, therefore,
lo1 t2o tutar  tin + 1o

vpop is a well-defined injective valuation A* — Z%, (here 14 denotes the tautological

valuation, see subsection 3.4). A common adapted basis of injective valuations v

and vy o @ is

_ [,mi,m2_m3 _m4 ms . . .
B = {a]1' a3 x5 w0y (211@90 — T19w21)™ @ all m; € Zsg, min(my, my) = 0},

Co1  C22
max(cia, C21), min(cia, €21) > c20 > 0}, and Ko, and K, 0, are given, respec-
tively, by

Then (1 o ¢)(A*) is a submonoid of vy(A*) = Z, given by {(Cll 012) D >

~(max(dy1, dg) + dia + da diy +dio _(dy dio *
Kunogn(d) = ( diy + dy miﬂ(dll,dm)) d= <d21 d22) € m(47),

o maX(C22, Cl2 + Co1 — C11) miH(Cll — C21,C12 — 022) *
KVO’VOOSD(C) B (min(cu — Cig,C1 — C2) max(cag, 11+ 2C — C1a — C21) )’ ¢ € mopldy).

Example 3.90. (String valuations and JH bijections on polynomials in 3 variables)
Let Ey, Ey be (locally nilpotent) derivations of k([zy, x9, 23] given by
0 0 0 0

Ei=— +a9—, Fyp=— + 21— .
! 81’1 +x281’3’ 2 01'2 t o 81’3
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Clearly, the Lie algebra generated by FEi, Fy is isomorphic to the 3 x 3 nilpotent
matrices because of the defining Serre relations [E;, [E;, F3—;]] = 0 for i = 1, 2.

Let E; = (E;, E5_;, E;) for i = 1,2, in the notation of Section 4.2 and abbreviate
v; = Vg, © = 1,2. One can show that v; = vy o ¢;, where vy : k[t1,t2,13] \ {0} =
kZ2,\{0} — Z2, is the standard (tautological) valuation and 1, s : K[x1, 22, 23] —
K[t, s, t3] are injective homomorphisms given respectively by

p1(x1, w2, w3) = (t1 + b3, b2, Tata), Pa(@1, 22, 23) = (t2, 61 + 13, 12l3)
It is easy to see that the basis 29 = 2% 2228 d = (dy, dy, d3) € Zéo is adapted to

vy and the basis ¢ = xclllxgzxj‘f3, d = (dy,ds,d3) € Z?;O, where x4 1= x129 — 23, is

adapted to 1.
Actually, they have a common adapted basis. Let by, = /" 25?252} for m =
(my, mg, mg, my) € Zﬁéo, and let
M = {(ml,mg,mg,m4) c Zéo : min(ml,mg) = O} .

Clearly, the relation zy29 = 3 + 4 implies that the set B := {b,,, m € M} is a
basis of k[z1, x9, 23]. We claim that B is adapted to both v; and vs.
Indeed, E;(x;) = 6;; and Ej(z;42) = 6; ;05—; for i, =1,2 and

_ _ Mm3—itmayi ms—g
o g, (bm) = mi +Mis2, Ag,(bm) = 25" st
ms—g

i VE37i()\Ei(bm)) = M3—; + May; + M5, >\(Ei7E37i)(bm) = )\E371(>\E1(bm>> =
i VEi()\(Ei7E3—i)(bm>> = Ms5—i, )‘Ez(bm) = >‘Ez (x:'n57l> =1L
Therefore,

Vi(bm) = (Mi + M2, M3—i + Miya + Ms5—i, M5—;)
and Cy,, = Cyyy, = C for @ = 1,2, where
C ={(ar,a2,a3) € Z% : as > as} .
Taking into account that ¢} (bm) = (t1 + t3)™ity > (t1t2) ™2+ (tot3)™5~7, we obtain
Vi(bm) = vo(; (bm)) = (M + Mg, M3 +miyo +ms_i, ms_;) = Vi(bm) -
The JH bijection Ky .y : C'— Cis given by
(a1, a9, a3) — (max(as, ay — ay),a; + ag, min(ay, ay — az)) .
Finally, define injective homomorphisms v; : k[z1, zo, x3] < k[t1, t2, 23], i = 1,2 by
V1(w1, 9, 13) = (L1, 13, 1), Yo(21, T2, 13) = (o, tity — t3,11)
and abbreviate v} := v o ¢y
It is easy to see that I/Ebm) = (m; + ms_;, Miyo, m3_; + ms_;) for i = 1,2 and all
m € M. Therefore, B is adapted to both ¢; and ¢ as well and C,, = C,, = Z?éo-
The JH bijection K, ./ : Z3,—=173, is given by
(dy,dy, d3) — (dy + max(0,ds — dy), min(dy, d3), ds + max(0,d; — ds)) .
Also, Ky, . : 22, — C is given by
(dy,ds,ds) — (dy + max(0,dy — d3), ds + d3, min(dy, d3))
and K, . : Z2,=C is given by (dy, dy, d3) — (ds, dy + da, dy).
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Example 3.91. Now we study a non-commutative analog of Example 3.90. Denote
by k(t1,ts,t3) the free algebra endowed with a well-ordering < on monomials de-
fined as follows. If a monomial m; is shorter than a monomial my then m; < ms.
Otherwise, if their lengths coincide then < is determined by lex with respect to
ts <ty < t1.

Consider homomorphisms

©; - A= k(l’l,l’g,l’;),) — k<t1,t2,t3>,i = 1,2;

w1(x1) = titts, o1(22) = ta, p1(x3) = tite; pa(1) = to, po(z2) = t1+1s, Pa(x3) = tats.

Denote m := x1x9 — x3. We claim that a set B C A of monomials in x1, 9, x3, m
without submonomials x1xs constitutes a common adapted basis of A with respect
to valuations v, , v,,.

First, B spans A since in any monomial in x1, x9, x3 one can replace each occurrence
of submonomial x5 by m + x3.

Now we observe that given a monomial b € B in order to compute the leading
monomial of p1(b) € k(ty,ty,t3) one has to replace each occurrence of xy, x5, 3 and
of m as follows:

€r1 — tl, To — tg, €T3 — tltg, m — t3to.

Note that these leading monomials are pairwise distinct for different monomials from
B since each such monomial 7" in ¢, t5, t3 can be uniquely represented in the following
way. Between any pair of adjacent occurences in T" of submonomials of the form either
t1ty or tsty the submonomial of 7" has a form ty...tot;...%;. In other words, one
can describe the set of leading monomials of ¢;(B) as the monoid Cy,, C (t1,12,13)
generated by ty, ta, t3ts.

This implies that the elements of B are linearly independent, so B is a basis of A,
in addition that ¢; is a monomorphism, and B is an adapted basis with respect to
the valuation v, .

In a similar manner, the leading monomial of y4(b) is obtained by means of the
following replacements:

xr1 — tg, To — tl, T3 — tgtg, m — taty.

Again, these leading monomials are distinct for different elements b € B. Any
leading monomial 75 can be uniquely represented as follows. Between an adjacent
occurences of a pair of submonomials of the form either tt3 or tot; the submonomial
of T5 coincides with ¢; ...%1t5 ... 1. Hence s is also a monomorphism. Thus, B is a
common adapted basis with respect to both valuations v, ,v,,. The set of leading
monomials of ¢,(B) equals the monoid Cy, C (t1,ts,13) generated by t1,to, tots.
Note that unlike the commutative case (Example 3.90) it holds C,, # C,: for
instance, tzty € Cy, \Cy,, while tot3 € Cp, \C,,. One obtains JHb K, .. as follows.
In a monomial 7" € C,, (see the notations above) we replace each occurrence of ¢,
by tot3, respectively, each occurrence of t3ty by tot1, in addition, in a submonomial of
the form ty...%ot; .. .1 between a pair of adjacent occurences of either tity or tsts,
we replace ty by t; and t; by ts, thereby we get a submonomial ;...%1¢5...%t;. The

resulting monomial is K,_, ,,, (T') € C,.
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Definition 3.92. Let v, and v, be injective valuations on an algebra A. Suppose
that a basis B is adapted to both valuations. This turns B into ordered partial
semigroups (B, o, <°) and (B, e, <*), see Remark 3.87.

We say that v, and v, are polar with respect to B if any " occurring in bb’ # 0
satisfies

b. bl jo b/,,bo bl j. b”.

Remark 3.93. i) For the algebra k[z, y, z| /(2 + 2?4+ 4?) constructed in Remark 3.70,
each pair among its injective valuations v,, v,, v, is polar with respect to the produced
common adapted basis. For instance, for the common basis {y’z/2F : 4,7 > 0,0 <
k < 1} of vy, v, it holds = - & = —y® — 2, hence v, (2?) = v,(2) = v, (y*), v.(2?) =
v.(y%) = v.(2).

In a similar way, for the algebra k|z,y, z,t]/(2* + y® + 2° + t7) constructed in
Example 3.72, its valuations v,y are polar with respect to the produced their
common adapted basis {yt/w'z*2™ : 4,51 > 0,0 <k < 1,0 <m < 4}. Indeed,
rox=w-—y322 28 =22 = w17, and v (2?) = n(w) = v (Y?), e(z?) =
Vo (y®) = va(w), v1(2°) = 11 (t7) = 11 (w), 1e(2°) = va(w) = va(t7), therefore the polar
condition holds also for the decomposition in the basis of the products zz? - 23 =
rz a2t = —wt” +w? + 37T — yPw.

ii) Observe that the injective valuations produced in Examples 3.88, 3.89 are polar
with respect to the basis B. The same is true for the injective valuations vyopq, vgops
with respect to the basis B produced in Example 3.90.

4. APPENDIX: VALUATIONS OF VECTOR SPACES AND JORDAN-HOLDER
BIJECTIONS

4.1. Valuations on vector spaces. Given a vector space S over a field k and a
totally ordered set (C, <), following [19, 22, 23], we say that a map v : S\ {0} — C'is
a valuation if v(k* - z) = v(z) for all nonzero x € S and v(z + y) < max(v(x),v(y))
for x +y # 0 (this implies that v(z + y) = max(v(z), v(y)) whenever v(x) # v(y)).

Denote by C, the image v(S \ {0}).

One can construct valuations on another vector space (resp. integral domain) S’
by importing a given valuation v on S via any injective k-linear map f : S’ <— S
(resp. an injective homomorphism of k-algebras). Namely, the composition v o f is
a valuation on S’.

Each valuation v : S\ {0} — C defines a filtration S< of subspaces on S via

S<o :={0}U{x € S\ {0}:v(r) <a}

for a € C, (if S is an integral domain, this is a filtration on a k-algebra). We also
abbreviate S., := > S<, and denote S, := S<,/S-, for a € C (9, is called in [19]
a'<a
the leaf at a).
Conversely, if C' is a well-order, then any increasing filtration S<,, a € C of §

defines a (well-ordered) valuation v : S\ {0} — C via
v(z) =min{a € C: 2 € S<,}
for all x € S\ {0}.
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Following [4, 20], we say that B C S is adapted to a valuation v : S\ {0} — C if
for each a € C' the restriction to B, = {b € B|v(b) = a} of the canonical projection
Ta © S<a = S 18 injective and the image 7,(B,) is a basis of 9,.

If the filtration on S is induced by a valuation v : S\ {0} — C', we refer to adapted
subsets of S as v-adapted.

Remark 4.1. Such a (necessarily independent) subset B of S is called wvaluation-
independent in [22], [23], but we prefer terminology of [20, Definition 2]. If we denote
gr S := @ S,, then clearly any adapted subset of S defines a basis of gr S.

acC

We say that v is locally finite iff there exists an isomorphism f : S=gr S = @ S,
acC
of k-vector spaces such that f(S<,) = € S, for each a € C.

a'<a
The following is immediate.

Lemma 4.2. Let S be a k-vector space and v : S\ {0} — C be any valuation. Then:
(a) For any basis B of gr S such that any B, := S, N B a basis of S, one can
construct an adapted set B as follows.

Ba - La(Ba) s
where and v, : S, — S<q 15 any simultaneous splitting of canonical projections
Ta @ S<a = Sa-
(b) v is locally finite iff S admits an adapted basis.

(¢) If C is a well-order, then v is locally finite, moreover, any adapted subset of S
s a basis.

Example 4.3. Let S = k((t7!)) be the algebra of all formal Laurent series in ¢!
over k. Then setting v(f) = n for each f = > a,t™ with a, # 0 defines a

valuation S\ {0} — Z. This valuation is not locally finite, in particular, the subset
B = {t"™,m € Z} is adapted to v, however, it is not a basis of S. In fact, there
is no adapted bases in S. At the same time, the restriction of v to the subalgebra
So = k|[t,t7!] of Laurent polynomials is a locally-finite valuation on S.

It turns out that we can always propagate valuations to tensor products without
assuming that they are well-ordered.

Proposition 4.4. Let S be k-vector space and v : S\ {0} — C be a valuation. Then
for any k-vector space S" we have:
(a) There exists a unique a valuation v¥ : S ® 8"\ {0} — C such that

(1.1) VS (z ®y) = v(a)
for all x € S\ {0}, y € S"\ {0} so that the associated filtration on S @ S’ is
(S®5)<a=5<a®S

fora e C.
(b) For any valuation V' : S"\ {0} — C’ there exists a unique valuation v @ V' :
S® S\ {0} = C x C' such that

(4.2) (v@V)(z@y) = (v(z),V(y))
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forx € S\ 0,y € S"\0 (where we equip C x C" with the lexicographic ordering, i.e.,
(a,a’) < (a,a’) whenever either a < a or a = a and a’ < @) so that the associated
filtration on S ® S’ is

(S®8)<@a) =S<a ® 5Ly +S<a® S
for (a,a’) € C'x C".
We prove Proposition 4.4 in Section 4.8.
By definition, C s = C,, v¥(s @ (S"\ {0})) = v(s) for any s € S\ {0} and
v ((S\ {0}) ® s') = C, for any s’ € S’ \ {0} in Proposition 4.4(a).

4.2. Decorated valuations. In this section we generalize valuations by taking into
account their leading coefficients.

Definition 4.5. Given k-vector spaces S,S” and a valuation v : S\ {0} — C, we

say a map A : S\ {0} — S\ {0} is a leading coefficient of v if A(cx) = c\(x) for
Ax) +Ay) ifv(z) =v(y) = vz +y)

allc ek, z € S\ {0} and Az +y) = ¢ A(x) if v(z) > v(y) for
Ay) if v(z) <v(y)

any z,y € S such that z + y # 0. Sometimes we will refer to the pair (v, \) as a

decorated valuation.

If both S and S’ are k-algebras, we require additionally any leading coefficient A
of v to satisfy

(4.3) Alzy) = A@)A(y)
for all z,y € S\ {0} (i.e., A is a homomorphism of multiplicative semigroups).

We will sometimes refer to a leading coefficient A satisfying (4.3) as multiplicative.
The following are immediate.

Lemma 4.6. For any decorated valuation (v, \) on a vector space S one has

(a) Nxq + -+ +x,) = > Ax;) whenever 1 + -+ 4+ x, # 0 and
Jjel,r]:
() =max(v(@1)v(ar))
viry + -+ x.) = max(v(xy), ..., v(x,.)).

(b) For any subspace Sy of S the restriction of (v,\) to So \ {0} is a decorated
valuation on Sy.

(¢) For any injective linear map f : S" < S” the pair (v, f o \) is a decorated
valuation on S.

Lemma 4.7. Let v : S\ {0} — C and V' : 5"\ {0} — C’ be valuations and
A S\ {0} — S\ {0} be a leading coefficient of v. Then the assignments x +
(v(x), V(A (z)) define a valuation v x\ v/ : S\ {0} = C x C’, with the lexicographic
order on C' x C'.

The following immediate result gives various characterizations of decorated valu-
ations in terms of adapted bases.

Lemma 4.8. Let S and S’ be k-vector spaces, v : S\ {0} — C be a valuation, and
B be a basis of S adapted to v. Then



60 ARKADY BERENSTEIN AND DIMA GRIGORIEV

(a) Any map f: B — S"\ {0} uniquely extends to a leading coefficient A = A s :
S\ {0} — S\ {0}.

(b) The assignments b @ ' — s, b € B, s € 5 define a leading coefficient
MBS ® S\ {0} = S of the valuation v°" (in the notation of Proposition 4.4(a)).

(c) For any leading coefficient A : S\ {0} — S"\ {0} of v there exists a unique
injective linear map § = 0y : S < S ® S’ such that A = A\B o § (in fact, 0 is given
by 6(b) =b® A(b) for allb € B).

The following provides an example of decorated valuations “in nature.”

Lemma 4.9. Let k be of characteristic 0, S be a k-vector space, and E be a locally
nilpotent linear map S — S, i.e., for each nonzero x # 0 there is a unique number
vp(7) € Zso such that EV®@(z) # 0 and EYE@+(z) = 0. Then

(a) The assignments x — vg(z) define a valuation vg : S\ {0} — Zso.

(b) The assignments x — EWVE@)(z) define the leading coefficient Mg : S\ {0} —
S\ {0}, where we abbreviate E™ := LE™ the n-th divided power.

(c) If S is an integral domain over k and E is a locally nilpotent derivation of S,
then vg is an additive valuation on S and g is its multiplicative leading coefficient.

More generally, let E = (E, ..., E,,) be a family of locally nilpotent linear maps
S — S. Define the map Ag : S\ {0} — S\ {0} by

)\EI:)\EmO"'O)\El,

where A\ : S\ {0} — S\ {0} is as in Lemma 4.9 (with the convention \g = I'dg\ (0} ).
Then define the map vg : S\ {0} — ZZ; by

ve(z) = (a1,...,am) € ZZ, ,

where a, = vg, (A5, (2)) for k € [m] (actually, a; = vg, (2)).
The following is a generalization of Lemma 4.9.

Corollary 4.10. Let k be of characteristic 0, S be a k-vector space. Then for any
family E = (Ey, ..., Ey,) of locally nilpotent linear maps S — S one has:

(a) vg : S\ {0} — ZZ, is a valuation and A\g : S\ {0} — S\ {0} is its leading
coefficient. -

(b) If S is an integral domain over k and each Ej is a locally nilpotent derivation
of S, then vg is additive and \g is multiplicative.

Remark 4.11. The decorated valuations (vg, Ag) generalize string valuations and
their leading coefficients introduced by Andrei Zelevinsky and the first author in [5].

Remark 4.12. In fact, all valuations vg factor (and thus can be defined recursively)
as in Lemma 4.7: Vg, E,) = V(Er,...By) X Aoy ) VBt 150 Fm) for any k € [1,m —1].

4.3. Injective valuations. Our main focus is on the class of what we call injective
valuations, i.e., locally finite valuations such that S, = S<,/S<, is one-dimensional
for each a € C, (such valuations were called valuations with one-dimensional leaves
in [18]). Note, however, that the valuation on k((#™')) in Example 4.3 has one-
dimensional leaves, but is not locally finite, hence not injective.

The following is an immediate consequence of Lemma 4.2(c).
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Lemma 4.13. A well-ordered valuation v : S\ {0} — C' is injective iff there exists
a basis B of S such that the restriction of v to B s an injective map B — C.

As in Section 4.1, we refer to any basis B satisfying Lemma 4.13 as adapted to v
and denote by A, the set of all bases of S adapted to v (in [22], [23] each B € A,
is referred to as a valuation basis).

One can easily show that for any basis B adapted to (an injective valuation) v
one has v(B) =C, and Sc, = @ k-0, Sco= @ k-bforalacC,.

beB:v(b)<a beB:v(b)<a
The following result establishes a convenient criterion of injectivity of a valuation.

Proposition 4.14 (Euclidean property). The following are equivalent for a given
well-ordered valuation v : S\ {0} — C.

(a) v is injective.

(b) For any non-zero x,y € S such that v(x) = v(y) and x ¢ k -y there exists (a
unique) ¢ € kK* such that v(z — cy) < v(z).

We prove Proposition 4.14 in Section 4.8.
Proposition 4.14 is well-known for finite-dimensional S (see e.g., [19]), for infinite-
dimensional S we could not find it in the literature.

Corollary 4.15. For a given well-ordered injective valuation v : S\ {0} — C any
v-adapted set is an (adapted) basis of S.

Remark 4.16. We demonstrate that the conclusion of Corollary 4.15 is not valid
without the assumption of well-orderness. Consider a space S with a basis {e; : 0 <
i < oo} and an injective valuation v : S\ {0} — Z<o such that v(e;) = —i. Then
aset R:={e;+e41 : 0<1i< oo} is adapted, while it is not a basis of S: for
instance, e; does not belong to the span of R.

We can build new injective valuations out of existing ones by the following imme-
diate consequence of the injectivity criterion in Proposition 4.14(b).

Corollary 4.17. Let v : S\ {0} — C be a well-ordered injective valuation. Then
for any subspace S of S the restriction v := v|s\foy is an injective valuation on S.

Remark 4.18. It is interesting whether an analog of Corollary 4.17 holds without
assumption of well-orderness of C'.

Given a valuation v : S\ {0} — C, we say that a family S;, I € I of subspaces of
S is v-compatible if v(( S; \ {0}) = M v(S; \ {0}) (clearly, for any v the left hand

i€l iel
side is always a subset of the right hand side).

Proposition 4.19. Suppose that a valuation v on a space S is well-ordered injective.
Then a family of subspaces {S;,i € I} of S is v-compatible iff there exists an adapted
with respect to v basis B in S such that B N S; is a basis in S; for each i € 1.
In addition, in this case B 0 (\;c;S; is a basis in (;c;S; for each J C I and

V(22,791 \{0}) = U;e,v(S; \ {0}) for every subset J C I.
We prove Proposition 4.19 in Section 4.8.
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Remark 4.20. If {S;,7 € I} is a v-compatible family, |/| < oo, dim(S;) < 00,7 € I
then for any subset J C [ it holds

dim() ©S;) =Y (1) dim([) Sy).

jeJ LCJ leL

We can also construct injective valuations on the quotients as follows.

Proposition 4.21. Let S be a k-vector space and let v : S\{0} — C' is an (injective)
valuation for some well-order C'. Then for any subspace J C S the assignments

Vo4 J) = min{v(v+ J)}
for all non-zero v+ J € S/J define an (injective) valuation v': S/J\ {0} — C.

Remark 4.22. Note, however, that if S is a commutative integral domain, J a prime
ideal, C' a monoid and v(ab) = v(a) + v(b) for all a,b € S\ {0} in Proposition 4.21,
then v/(ab+ J) < V'(a+ J)+ V' (b+ J) for all a,b € S\ J because of the inequality
min{v(X -Y)} < min{r(X)} + min{v(Y)} for any subsets X, Y C S\ {0} (here
X -Y is the k-linear span of {zy |z € X,y € Y}).

It turns out that any valuation can be assembled out of injective ones as follows.

Proposition 4.23. Let S be a k-vector space and v : S\ {0} — C be a locally finite
valuation (see Section 4.1). Then there are k-vector spaces S and S', an injective
valuation v : S\{0} — C and a k-linear embedding j : S — S®S" such that C, = C,,
and

in the notation (4.1).
We prove Proposition 4.23 in Section 4.8.

4.4. Jordan-Hoélder bijections. For any valuations v,/ : S\ {0} — C such that
V' is well-ordered define a map K, ,, : C, — C,, by

(4.4) K, ,(a) = min{/(v ' (a))}

for all a € C,,.
Our first result provides an “industry” for establishing combinatorial bijections.

Theorem 4.24. For any well-ordered injective valuations v and v' on S the maps
K,,:C,— Cy and K, : C,y — C, are well-defined and mutually inverse bijec-
tions. Moreover, there exists a basis B, of S adapted to both v and v' such that
K, ,(v(b) =1 (b) for allb e B, .

We prove Theorem 4.24 in Section 4.8.
We refer to K,/ ,, as Jordan-Hélder bijection (JHb) and call any basis B,/ as an
JH-basis.

Remark 4.25. In fact, Theorem 4.24 generalizes well-known facts that any two
complete flags in k™ have a canonical relative position w, which is a permutation of
{1,...,n}, and admit a common basis. Namely, an injective valuation v : S\{0} — C
defines a complete flag F, indexed by C, via (F,)<, = {v € S\ {0} : v(v) < a},
a € C, (see Sections 4.1 and 4.3 for details). Conversely, any complete flag F on S
is of the form F,. If the indexing sets for flags F, and F,, are well-ordered, then
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Theorem 4.24 asserts that there exist a canonical relative position K,/ , of F, and
F, and a common (JH) basis. This can be also reformulated in terms of generalized
Jordan-Holder correspondence developed by Abels in 1991, see, e.g., Section 2.3 of

8]-
The following result is an immediate consequence of Theorem 4.24.

Corollary 4.26. In the assumptions of Theorem 4.2/ the set A, N A,/ is nonempty.

The following result is a reverse of Theorem 4.24, however, we do not assume that
valuations are well-ordered.

Proposition 4.27. Let v and v’ be (not necessarily well-ordered) injective valuations
on S such that A, N A, is nonempty. Then the assignments (4.4) define a bijection
K, ,:C,—=C, so that V'(b) = K,/ ,(v(b)) for any B € A, NA, and allb € B.

We prove Proposition 4.27 in Section 4.8.
Example 4.28. Let S =k[t] and let v,/ : S\ {0} = —Z>( be valuations given by
v(th)y =V (tF +1) = —k

for k € Z>o. These valuations are obviously injective, and are adapted respectively to
the bases B = {tk. k € Z>o}, B' = {1 +t* k € Z>¢}, however, v(B’) = V/(B) = {0}.
Denote B” = {tF — k1 k € Z-,}. Clearly, v(B”) = v/(B") = —Z>( because

p(th — 5 = —k, V/(tF — M) = max(V/ (1 + 7)), V(1 + ) = —k

for k € Z~¢. However B” is not a basis of S, moreover, A, N A,, = () In particular,
Proposition 4.27 and Theorem 4.24 are not applicable to (v,v') (note that —Zs
endowed with the natural order is not well-ordered) and thus K, , is undefined.

In some cases, we can obtain injective valuations by utilizing leading coefficients
of valuations on their ambient spaces (see Section 4.2).

Proposition 4.29. Let v : S\{0} — C be a well-ordered valuation and A : S\{0} —
S"\ {0} be its leading coefficient. Let Sy be a subspace of S such that A\(Sp) = k* - ¢’
for some s € S’. Then the restriction of v to Sy is an injective valuation on Sy.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we consider the case when Sy = S, 8" =k, s = 1.
It suffices to verify the condition (b) of Proposition 4.14. Indeed, let z,y € S\ {0}
Az

be such that y ¢ kx and v(z) = v(y). Denote ¢ := Ty; Suppose, by contradiction,

that v(z — cy) = v(z). Then A(z — cy) = A(z) + AM(—cy) = A(x) — cA\(y) = 0, which
is impossible.
The contradiction finishes the proof. 0J

We can apply this result to integral domains as follows. Given a commutative
integral domain B over k and a subalgebra A, denote by B4 the set of all z € B
such that A -z N (A\ {0}) is nonempty. Clearly, B4 is a subalgebra of B (we will
sometimes refer to it as the localization of A in B).

Theorem 4.30. Let B be an integral domain over k, M be a well-ordered monoid,
v be an additive valuation B\ {0} — M, and X\ : B — C be its multiplicative leading
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coefficient (here C is an integral domain over k). Suppose that A is a subalgebra of
B such that A\(A\ {0}) =k*. Then

(a) MBa\{0}) =k~

(b) The restriction of v to B4 is an injective additive valuation Ba \ {0} — M.

Proof. Indeed, let b € B4\ {0}. That is, b = y for some x,y € A\ {0}. Therefore,
Aly) = Aab) = AMx)A(b)

since A is multiplicative. Hence A(y) € k* because A(z), A(y) € k* by the assump-
tion. This proves (a).

Part (b) follows from (a) and Proposition 4.29.

The theorem is proved. O

4.5. Well-ordered submonoids of Z". For M C Z™ and k € [m—1] denote by M
the image of M under the standard projection Z™ — ZF (ay, ..., ap) = (a1, ..., ax)).

Proposition 4.31. Let m > 1 and M C Z™. Then the following are equivalent:
(a) M is well-ordered with respect to the lexicographic order on Z™.
(b) Fork=0,...,m —1 there exist functions fy : My — Z such that:

a1 + fo > 0,a0+ fi(ar) > 0,a3+ foar,a2) >0,...,am + fr-1(a1, ..., ap_1) >0

forall a = (ay,...,ay,) € M.

If M is a monoid one can additionally require in (b) that fo = f1(0) = -+ =
Frn(0,...,0) = 0.

Proof. First assume (a). For any 0 < k < m fix a point (a;...,a;) € M. There
exists an integer N such that ayyq; > N for any ajyq such that (aq,...,a, axr1) €
Mk+1. We put fk(al, c. ,ak) = —N.

Conversely, assume (b) and that (a) is false. Then there exists an infinite decreas-
ing sequence of elements of M. Therefore for a suitable maximal possible 0 < k < m

all elements of the sequence starting with some point have the same prefix aq, ..., ay
for appropriate (aq,...,a;) € M. Since a1 + fr(ai,...,ax) > 0 we get a contra-
diction with the maximality of k.

When M is a monoid and an element a := (0,...,0,a,...,a,) € M where a; # 0,
it holds a; > 0 because otherwise a > 2a > 3a > .... This implies the last statement
of the proposition. O

Example 4.32. Given r € Qs, then M, = {(a1,a2) € Z* : a; > 0, ay +ra? > 0}
is a well-ordered submonoid of Z2.
-1
We say that g € GL,,(Q) is tame if g(e;) € e; + > Qs - ¢; for j € [m], where
i=1
{e1,...,en} is the standard basis of Z™.

Corollary 4.33. A finitely generated submonoid M C Z™ is well-ordered (with
respect to the lexicographic order on Z™) iff M C g='(ZZ,) for some tame g €

GLn(Z).
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4.6. Tame valuations on the Laurent polynomial ring. In this section we will
view each R" as a totally ordered set with respect to the lexicographic ordering.

We say that a valuation v : k[zF, ... 2]\ {0} — R" is tame if it is completely
determined by its values v(x;) = v; € R", i = 1,...,n. Clearly, v is tame iff it is of
the form vy, v = (vy,...,0v,) € (R")™

vy ( Z cqr?) = max {dlvl + - dpom} -

deZ™ cq#
dezm
The following is obvious.

Lemma 4.34. A tame valuation v = v, is injective iff the vectors vq,...,v,, are
linearly independent (in particular, n > m).

Since the monomials form an adapted basis to a tame valuation one can apply
Proposition 4.27 to any pair of tame valuations on the Laurent polynomial algebra

k[z7', ..., 2] and get
Corollary 4.35. Any pair of injective tame valuations on k[zi', ... xF'] has an

adapted basis.

A tame valuation provides a total well ordering of the monomials. [31] and Theo-
rem 9 from [11] state that all the total well orderings of the monomials are exhausted
by the tame ones.

One can view v as n xm matrix. Then lex ordering corresponds to the unit matrix,
and deglex ordering corresponds to m X m matrix with ones on the diagonal and in
the first row with zeroes at the rest entries.

4.7. Algorithms computing Jordan-Holder bijections. Consider a pair v, v/ :
S\ {0} — (C, <) of injective well-ordered valuations. Assume that there are given
algorithms mapping C,, (respectively, C,/) to an adapted basis B € A, (respectively,
B’ € A,). Also assume that (C,, <) is isomorphic to Zs, and there is given an
algorithm exhibiting this isomorphism. Note that deglex on the polynomial ring
fulfills the latter feature. Then one can compute JHb K, , : C, — C!, and a
common adapted basis from A, N A,.

Indeed, for any a € C, the algorithm produces b, € B with v(b,) = a and all
b; € B, i € I such that v(b;) < a. The algorithm expands each b,,b;, i € I in basis

B’ and an element b, + Zie ; Gi - b; with indeterminate coefficients ¢;, @ € I

bat Y cicbi= > Al
i€l 1<j<p
for suitable linear functions A;, 1 < j <pinc¢;,i € [ and b; € B', 1 < j <p. Let
V(L) ST V(b)) > ST YD),

Consecutively, for [ = 1,2,...,p the algorithm tests whether a linear in ¢;, 7 €
system A; = Ay =--- = A;_; =0 has a solution. Consider maximal [ satisfying the
latter property. Then JHb K,/ ,(a) = /(b}). Pick any solution ¢;, ¢ € I of the linear
system A; = Ay =---=A;_ 1 =0. then

{ba + Z Ci bi}aEC’u

el
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constitute a common adapted basis for A, N A,/.

Just described algorithm computes JHb K,/ ,(a) for an arbitrary input a € C,
in a general case of a vector space. Since in case of a polynomial algebra JHb is
more rigid than in general, one is able to design a partial algorithm for computing
JHDb and a common adapted basis for both v,7/ in a finite form (we call this form a
piece-wise monoidal representation), provided that the partial algorithm terminates.
Moreover, the partial algorithm terminates iff JHb admits a piece-wise monoidal
representation. Below we assume that C, = ZZ,,.

We accomplish the algorithm from the beginning of this subsection for comput-
ing JHb K,/ ,(a) step by step for increasing a € C, by recursion. Thus, we as-
sume as a recursive hypothesis that K,/ ,(a) is already computed for all a < ag for
some ag. After each step the result of the algorithm can be given as the follow-
ing piecewise monoidal representation. Polynomials fi,..., f, € klxy,..., x| are
given together with a partition of RY, into simplicial cones generated by vectors
ar == v(f1),...,a, == v(f,) € Z7,. Consider one (with some dimension p < m) of
these cones generated by vectors a,, ..., a;, and denote by M C ZT, the monoid
generated by vectors a;, ..., a;,. In addition, to each integer point a from the par-
allelotop P = {ag - @iy + -+ ap-a;, : 0 < ap,...,a, < 1} C RZ generated by
iy, - - -, @, is attached a polynomial f, € klzy,...,zy] with v(f,) = a. Then the
monoid of all integer points from (M ® Rsg) N Z%, is a disjoint union of shifted
monoids M + a for all a € PNZY,. -

These data determine a basis B of k[z1,. .., z,,] adapted for v. Namely, for any
point v = ¢y - aj, + ¢, - a;, +a € M+ a where cy,...,c, € Z>o put b, =
fid - ff: - fo € B, hence v(b,) = v. Also we define map K : C, — C,, by K(v) :=
V'(by) = co- V' (fiy) + -+ ¢y V' (fi,) + V' (fa). Thereby, K is linear on each shifted
monoid M + a. Clearly, K,/ , <" K holds point-wise.

Now we produce an algorithmic criterion whether the partial algorithm termi-
nates at the current step of recursion. It terminates iff for every pair of distinct
points v,vy € Z%, it holds v/(b,) # v/'(by,). The latter condition is equivalent to
non-solvability of a suitable integer programming problem. If the partial algorithm
terminates then B is a common adapted basis for both v,/ and K = K,/ (see
Proposition 4.27).

Otherwise, if the partial algorithm does not terminate at the current recursive
step, the algorithm described at the beginning of this subsection accomplishes the
next step for computing JHb at a greater (wrt the ordering < on C,) point. Assume
(for the sake of simplicity) that the algorithm at this step computes just K,/ ,(ao)
and fy € klxy,...,x,] satisfying K,/ ,(cy) <’ K(ag) such that v(fy) = ap and
V' (fo) = Kuu(ag). Then at the current recursive step the partial algorithm adds
fO to fla--w.frr

Let ag belong to a p-dimensional simplicial cone 1" generated by vectors aq, . .., a;,
for some p < m. The partition of 7" into simplicial cones 7}, 0 < 57 < p generated by
Qigy -+ 5 Ai;_15 Q05 Aij s - - -5 Az, induces the partition of ZY, into the union of shifted
monoids (we keep from the previous recursive step the partitions of all the cones
not containing ag), and thereby, we get a piecewise monoidal representation after
the current recursive step. To define (the modified after the current recursive step)
K’ : C, — C, on a shifted monoid M} + a where monoid M} is generated by
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Qigy -+ Ai;_y5 Q05 Qi y s - - -5 g, and an integer point s belongs to the parallelotope
generated by the same vectors aj,...,a;;_,,a0,ai;,,,-.,a;, we take polynomial
fa := b, € B constructed at the previous recursive step.

This completes the description of a piecewise monoidal representation of K’ at the
current recursive step and the design of the partial algorithm.

Proposition 4.36. The designed partial algorithm terminates and in this case yields
a piece-wise monoidal representation of K, (provided that C, = ZZ,) together
with a common adapted basis for both v,V iff K., admits a piece-wise monoidal
representation (in particular, K,/ is linear on each of the shifted monoids from the
representation,).

Proof. We have already shown that if the designed partial algorithm terminates
then K = K,/ .

Conversely, suppose that K,/ , admits a piece-wise monoidal representation with
vectors aq,...,a, € C,. After that the partial algorithm computes K, ,(a) for
a € {a,...,a,} and for all integer points a belonging to the parallelotopes from
the latter piece-wise monoidal representation generated by vectors aq,...,a,, the
resulting K <" K,/ , since K is determined by these values K, ,(a). On the other
hand, always holds K > K, ,, therefore K = K,/ , and the Proposition is proved.
O

It would be interesting to understand, whether the designed partial algorithm
always terminates when say, v is deglex valuation and ¥ = v, for any injective
homomorphism. 7 : k[z1, ..., 2z, = k[zq,. .., 2,]7

4.8. Proofs of results of Section 4.
Proof of Proposition 4.4. Prove (a). Let S and S’ be k-vector spaces, for any
nonzero z € S ® S’ denote by V(z) C S the smallest (by inclusion) subspace of S
such that z € V(z) ® S".

The following is obvious.

Lemma 4.37. For each nonzero z € S ® S’ one has:
(a) V(2) #0 and V(k* - 2) = V(z2),
(b)) V(z+2") CV(z)+ V() for any nonzero 2/ € S® 5"\ {0,—=z}.
(c) V(z) is finite dimensional, moreover, it is the k-linear span of {x1,...,xm}
for any expansion
(4.5) 2= QY1+ ... Ty @ Yp
with minimal possible m (such an m was called rank of z in [15]).

Furthermore, given a valuation v : S\ {0} — C. Then, clearly, for any finite-
dimensional subspace Sy C S the set

{v(z) [z € S0\ {0}}

is a finite subset of C'; denote by v(S)) its maximal element.
Furthermore, in the notation of Lemma 4.37, for each nonzero z € S ® S’, denote

(4.6) v (2) = v(V(2)) .
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Clearly, V(r®y) = k- for any nonzero x € S, y € S’, hence v¥' (z®y) = v(z), as
in (4.1). This and Lemma 4.37 imply that the assignment z — %' (2) is the desired
valuation on S ® S’. This finishes the proof of Proposition 4.4(a).

Prove (b). For any nonzero z € S ® S’ denote by V(z) the smallest (by inclusion)
subspace of S<,/S<4, a = v¥'(z) such that

Z+S<a GK(Z> ®Sl

in (S<q/S<) ® 5" = (<4 ® 5')/(S<a ® S’) (that is, V(z) is the image of V(z)
under the canonical projection S<, - S<,/S<,). Furthermore, denote by V'(z) the
smallest (by inclusion) subspace of S such that

2+ S €V(2)@V'(2)

in (S<u/S<q) ® S', where a = v%'(2).
The following is obvious.

Lemma 4.38. For each nonzero z € S®5', the subspace V'(z) is finite-dimensional.
Moreover, dimV (z) = dim V'(z) and for any expansion (4.5) with smallest possible
m, one has

V)= P k@+V(E)w V= @ ky.

i€[l,m]:wv(z;)=a i€[l,m]:v(zi)=a
Furthermore for each nonzero z € S ® S’, denote
(4.7) (v @ V)(2) = (VW (2),V(V'(2))) -

Clearly, V'(z ® y) = k -y for any nonzero z € S, y € S’. Since ¥ (z ® y), we
obtain (v ® V')(z ® y) = (v(x),V'(y)), as in (4.2). This and Lemma 4.38 imply that
the assignment z — (v ® )(z) is the desired valuation on S ® S’. This finishes the
proof of Proposition 4.4(b).

The proposition is proved. ]

Proof of Proposition 4.14. Prove (a)=>(b). Indeed, let z,y € S\ {0} with
a=v(z) =v(y). Then S, = ko + S, = ky + S, which implies that  —cy € S,
for some (unique) nonzero scalar ¢ € k. This proves the implication (a)=>(b).

Prove (b)=>(a). Choose B € A,, in the notation of Section 4.1. By Lemma 4.2(c),
this is a basis of S such that the restriction of v to B is a surjective map B — C,
and B, = S.,NB is a basis of S, for all a« € C,,. It remains to establish injectivity
of v|g, which we will do by contradiction. Suppose b, b’ € B be such that b # ¥/,
v(b) = v(b'). Then there exists ¢ € k* such that b —cb € S.,, where a = v(b), which
implies that b’ is a linear combination of elements of B. The resulting contradiction
proves that v|g : B — €, is a bijection. In view of Lemma 4.13, this proves the
implication (b)=>(a).

The proposition is proved. O

Proof of Proposition 4.19. Let B be an adapted basis of S such that B N .S;
is a basis in S; for each i € I. Then BN S; ={b € B : v(b) € v(S;\ {0})} (cf.
Corollary 4.17). Therefore, if for b € B it holds v(b) € (¢, v(S5; \ {0}) for some
J C I then b € [, S;, hence v(b) € v([V;c;5; \ {0}), this justifies that the family
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{Si,i € I} is v-compatible. Moreover, this implies that BN (;.;5; = {b € B :
v(b) € v(,e; 55 \ {0})} is a basis of ., S;-

In addition, >, ;.S; is contained in the linear hull of the vectors {b € B : v(b) €
Upes (85 \ 0D Thus, #((S,0, 5) \ {0}) € Uy, #(S; \ {0})- The opposite
inclusion is obvious.

Now conversely, assume that the family {S;,7 € I} is v-compatible. For each
c € v(S\ {0}) there exists a unique subset J C I such that

ce (S, \ {0\ J s\ {0).
jeJ 1¢J

The case J = () means that ¢ ¢ J,.; ¥(S; \ {0}). Due to v-compatibility there exists
a vector b. € (;c;S; such that v(b,) = c (the case J = () means that b. € ).
Observe that for any ¢ € (., v(5; \ {0}) it holds that the vector b. € [;c;S;.
Hence {b. : ¢ € (;c;v(S; \ {0})} is a basis of (., S; since v is injective (cf.
Corollary 4.17). Hence the basis B := {b. : ¢ € v(S\ {0})} is required.

U

Proof of Proposition 4.23. By Lemma 4.2(b), A, is non-empty, so fix B € A,,.

Then B<, := S<,NB = | | By is a basis in S<,, where B, = {b € B : v(b) = d'}.
a’'<a

Furthermore, choose a well-ordering of each B,. Denote by B? C B the set which
consists of all minimal (with respect to the chosen well-ordering) elements of all B,.
By the construction, |B° N B,| =1 for all a € C, and the restriction of v to BY is a
bijection B*=C,,.

Using transfinite induction, we repeat this procedure and obtain the following.

Lemma 4.39. For each B € A, there is a well-ordered set I with the minimal
element 0 such that
e B=|| B!
icl
e The restriction of v to B! is an injective map B? — C,,.
e v(Bi) c v(BY) ifi <iand v(B°) = C,

Using this, we obtain an injective map j : B < BY x I given by

(4.8) i) = (v,1)
for each b € B!, where ° is the only element of BY such that v(b) = v/(1°).
Linearizing, we obtain an injective k-linear map j = kj : S — S ® 5, where
S =kB° c S and S’ =Kkl
By the very construction, the restriction of v to S is an injective valuation v :

S\ {0}. Also, for each nonzero x € S written as x = . cib' one has
icl,beBi
@)= 4’
icl,beBi
in the notation (4.8).
In particular, v(z) = max {v(b)} = max {v(®"} =Y (2).
iel,beBi:c;#0 iel,beBl:c;#0

The proposition is proved. 0J
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Proof of Theorem 4.24. Let v and v/ be injective valuations on S. Fix any
a € C,. Then choose z € S\ {0} such that v(z) = a and V/(z) = min{v/(v"(a))}
and y € S\ {0} such that v(y) = min{v(v~'(V/(z)))}, hence /(y) = v/(z). By
definition, v'(z) = K,/ ,(a) and v(y) = K, (V' (2)) = K, (K, ,(a)). Note that
xr € V71V (x)) hence v(y) < v(z).

Using Proposition 4.14(b), choose ¢ € k such that v/(z — cy) < v/(x). Thus

K, (a) = V/(2) > V'(x — cy) .

Since V'(z) < V/(2) for all z € S\ {0} with v(z) = v(z), this implies that v(z —cy) #
v(x). In turn, this and the inequality v(y) < v(z) imply that v(y) = v(z).

This proves that K, (K, ,(a)) = a for all a € C,, ie., K, oK, , = Idg,.
Switching v and ¢/ in the above argument, we also obtain K,/ , oK, ,» = I dc,.

This proves the first assertion of the theorem.

Prove the second assertion now. For each a € C, denote by S, the set of all
b € S\ {0} such that v(b) = a. Furthermore, let S™" be the set of all b € S, such
that /(b) = min{v/(¥) : ' € S,}. Then, well-ordering of v implies that S is non-
empty and then v/(b) = K,/ ,(a) for each b € ST by (4.4). Finally, for each a € C,
choose a single element b, € S™". Clearly, B = {b, : a € C,} is adapted to v because
the restriction of v to B is a bijection B=C,, (b, — v(b,) = a). Hence B € A, is a
basis of S by Lemma 4.2(c). Finally, injectivity of K,/ , implies that B is adapted to
V' because for any distinct a,a’ € C,, one has v'(b,) = K,/ ,(a) # K,/ (') = V' (ba).

The theorem is proved. ]

Proof of Proposition 4.27. Let B € A, N A,/ and for each d € C, denote by by
the only element of B with v(b,) = d.
Clearly, for any a € C,, each s € v™1(a) can be uniquely written as:

S = Ca'ba+ZCaba
a<a
where ¢, # 0.
Therefore, v/'(s) > V/(b,) for all s € v™1(a), i.e., V(v (a)) > v/ (b,) in C".
On the other hand, b, € v~!(a), therefore the minimum in min{/(v='(a))} (see
(4.4)) is attained and equals V/(b,) € /(v ™(a)), i. e. K,/ (a) = V/(b,) is defined.
The proposition is proved. 0J
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