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Abstract

We investigate self-dual modules and their Hilbert functions. We generalize Iarrobino’s

decomposition to this setup and deduce consequences for their local Hilbert functions. We

classify the local Hilbert functions for small degree modules. We prove a generalization of

Kunte’s criterion for self-duality in terms of Macaulay’s inverse systems.

1 Introduction

1.1 Main results

In our work we introduce three main results: Iarrobino’s decomposition for self-dual modules,
the generalization of Kunte’s criterion for self-duality in terms of Macaulay’s inverse systems

and the classification of possible Hilbert functions of self-dual modules for degree less or equal
to eight.

A. Iarrobino introduced Iarrobino’s decomposition for self-dual algebras [22, 23]. It is used
in the deformation theory [9], the theory of symmetric matrices [29], the classical algebraic

geometry [38, 21], the theory of higher-dimensional Gorenstein algebras [13, 24]. This [22] work
of A. Iarrobino is relevant for algebraic combinatorics, Lefschetz properties, theory of secant

varieties and sums of powers etc. It is widely applied and cited over 110 times, including such
classical books and papers as [41, 17, 18, 37, 34, 4, 20, 15, 44, 39, 31, 10]. It keeps being relevant

today; it is employed for example in [25, 3, 35, 40, 16, 43, 5, 8, 26, 2, 14].
The main claim in this result is that the local Hilbert function of a self-dual algebra can

be decomposed as a sum of symmetric sequences. This result introduces criteria that the local
Hilbert function of a self-dual algebra must satisfy.

F. Macaulay introduced the bound on the Hilbert functions of algebras [33]. This result
was generalized to modules by H. Hulett [19]. Iarrobino’s decomposition in combination with

Macaulay Bound is a very useful tool in showing that a sequence is not a local Hilbert function
of any self-dual algebra.

We generalize the result of A.Iarrobino to the case of self-dual modules. For our best knowl-
edge this is the first time that Iarrobino’s decomposition is considered in terms of modules. Put

informally, for a module M of the socle degree d, the local Hilbert function hM is a sum

hM =
d
∑

i=0

∆i,
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where ∆i is symmetric around d−i
2 . We now introduce the necessary definitions (see also Sec-

tion 3).

Let R be a local ring and let m be its maximal ideal. Let d be a maximal natural number d
such that m

dM 6= 0. By grR we denote the associated graded ring of R, i.e.

grR =

d
⊕

k=0

m
k

m
k+1

.

By grM we denote the associated graded module of the module M , i.e.

grM =

d
⊕

k=0

m
kM

m
k+1M

,

which is a (grR)-module in a natural way. For an ideal a in R we denote by (0 : a)M the

annihilator of a in M , i.e. the set of all elements x ∈ M , such that ax = 0. The annihilator
(0 : a)M is a submodule of M .

Let us denote

Qk, l =
m

kM ∩ (0 : ml)M
m

k+1M ∩ (0 : ml)M +m
kM ∩ (0 : ml−1)M

for all 0 ≤ k, l ≤ d+ 1.

Let us also define

∆s(t) =

{

rankK Qt, d+1−(s+t) for 0 ≤ s ≤ d, 0 ≤ t ≤ d− s

0 otherwise.

We have rankK Qk, l = ∆d+1−(k+l)(k).
We denote by hM the local Hilbert function of the module M , i.e.

hM (k) = dimK

m
kM

m
k+1M

.

The theorem is stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1 (Hilbert function decomposition). If R is a local ring and M is a self-dual module,

then the following statements hold true:

1. We have the identity Qk, 0 = Qd+1, l = 0.

2. For k + l > d+ 1 we have the identity Ak, l = Ak, l−1 and so it holds that Qk, l = 0.

3. It holds that ∆s(t) = ∆s((d − s)− t). We say that ∆s is symmetric with respect to d−s
2 .

4. For 0 ≤ a ≤ d let us denote ha(t) =
∑a

i=0 ∆i(t). Then ha is the Hilbert function of the

quotient
gr M
⊕a

i=0 C
i
a

,

where Ci
a ⊆ m

iM/mi+1M is the image of Ai,d−(i+a).
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5. The local Hilbert function hM satisfies hM (t) = 0 for t > d and

hM (t) =
d−t
∑

i=0

∆i(t) for 0 ≤ t ≤ d.

As examples of applications of this theorem we show two claims that we also note in Section

5.

Example 1.2. • If hM is a Hilbert function of a self-dual module M and k is the largest

natural number such that hM (k) > 0, then hM (0) ≥ hM (k).

Proof. Let us consider Iarrobino’s decomposition of hM – first row must be symmetric
(from Theorem 1.1 Point 4) and must have hM (k) on the last position (since next rows are

strictly shorter), so it also must have hM (k) on the first position. Since hM (0) is a sum of
values on the first positions in all rows, we have hM (0) ≥ hM (k).

• Let hM be a Hilbert function of a self-dual module M and let k be the largest natural

number such that hM (k) > 0. Then
∑⌊k−1

2
⌋

i=0 hM (i) ≥
∑k

i=⌈k+1

2
⌉
hM (i).

Proof. The claim states that the sum of the first half of the sequence is greater or equal to

the sum of the second half. This follows from Iarrobino’s decomposition (Theorem 1.1) –
the sequence is a sum of symmetric parts and each of these parts contributes to the first
half at least as much as it does to the second half.

J. Jelisiejew and K. Šivic introduced the concept of apolarity for modules, which is a very
useful tool in generating examples of modules with given Hilbert function [28]. M. Kunte intro-

duced a sufficient and necessary condition for a module to be a graded self-dual module [30]. We
use the notion of apolarity to prove a generalization of Kunte’s criterion to the non-graded case.

However, we show the criterion with only a sufficient part, while the criterion by Kunte for the
graded case was also necessary. The theorem is stated as follows: Let n be a positive natural

number and let us denote S∗ = K[x1, x2, . . . , xn]. Let us also fix a positive natural number r.
We denote by F ∗ the free S∗-module

⊕r
k=0 S

∗e∗k. Note that each fk ∈ F ∗ is encoded by the

direct sum decomposition as
∑r

i=0 fkie
∗
i , where fki ∈ S∗. Thus, the tuple f1, f2, . . . , fl can be

viewed as a matrix N = [fki] ∈ Ml×r(S
∗). We call this matrix the encoding matrix of the module

apolar to (f1, f2, . . . , fl).

Theorem 1.3 (Kunte’s criterion). If the square matrix N = [fki] ∈ Mr×r(S
∗) is symmetric, then

the module apolar to (fk)
r
k=1 is self-dual, where fk ∈ F ∗.

A definition of the apolarity notion can be found in Section 4. The Kunte’s criterion is a quite

simple condition, as we only need to verify if the proper matrix is symmetric. This criterion,
combined with apolarity for modules, allows us to easily generate examples of self-dual modules

for a given Hilbert function. The special case of this theorem is r = 1. Then M becomes an
algebra. Since the 1 × 1 matrix is trivially symmetric, it implies that every apolar algebra is

self-dual.
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Example 1.4. Let us take as the encoding matrix the diagonal matrix

[

x2 0

0 x

]

.

The obtained self-dual module has the local Hilbert function (2, 2, 1). The method for computing

the local Hilbert function from the encoding matrix is described in Section 4 (see Example 4.10).
The reader might observe that it corresponds to the direct sum decomposition (1, 1, 1) + (1, 1)

(see Section 5).

We show other applications of this theorem in Example 4.10 and in the classification of the
local Hilbert function (2, 2, 3, 1) (see Section 5).

B. Poonen classified the local Hilbert functions and the types of isomorphisms for self-dual
algebras of degree less or equal to six [36]. The corresponding problem for modules is mostly

open. In our work we classify possible local Hilbert functions of self-dual modules with a small
degree – we classify all possible Hilbert functions for a degree less or equal to 8.

Proposition 1.5. The number of possible local Hilbert functions of self-dual modules for degree

m = 1, 2 . . . 8 is exactly the following:

Table 1: Number of possible local Hilbert functions of self-dual modules

Degree Number of possible local Hilbert functions

m = 1 1
m = 2 2
m = 3 3
m = 4 6
m = 5 9
m = 6 16
m = 7 24
m = 8 38

The whole classification of possible local Hilbert functions of self-dual modules can be found

in Section 5. This classification is interesting, as we show that some unexpected local Hilbert
functions are possible to obtain from self-dual modules, for example the function (2, 2, 3, 1).

1.2 Self-dual algebras and modules

Self-dual algebras (also known as Gorenstein algebras or commutative Frobenius algebras) are

useful tools in algebraic complexity theory. Let us consider a tensor t ∈ A ⊗ B ⊗ C, where
A, B, C ∼= Cm. The tensor t may be considered as a linear map A∗ → B ⊗ C. We say that t

is 1A-generic if there exists an α such that t(α) : B∗ → C has full rank. We define analogically
1B- and 1C -genericity. We say that a tensor is 1-generic, if it is 1A-, 1B- and 1C -generic. Let us

assume that t is 1A-generic. Let α be such an element that t(α) is invertible. Let us consider the
space t(A∗) · t(α)−1. We say that t satisfies the Strassen’s equations, if the space t(A∗) · t(α)−1 is

abelian, i.e. if it consists of commuting matrices. More about Strassen’s equations one can read
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in [32]. A tensor is a structure tensor of an algebra A if it corresponds to the multiplication map
A×A → A. The following result connects 1-generic tensors satisfying Strassen’s equations and

self-dual algebras:

Proposition 1.6. ([27, Summary 2.5]) Let us assume that we have A, B, C ∼= Cm. A tensor

t ∈ A⊗B⊗C is 1-generic and satisfies Strassen’s equations if and only if it is a structure tensor

of a self-dual algebra.

The self-dual algebras are also a useful tool for investigating secant varieties, see [7]. They

are subjects of intensive research, see [12, 11].
In this work we investigate self-dual modules (see Definition 2.1) as they are also important in

algebraic complexity theory. Deriving algebraic structure on tensors allows to analyze tensors of
matrix multiplication and obtain bounds on ω [42, 1, 6, 45], which is one of the most important

topics in theoretical computer science. M. Wojtala introduced the notion of structure tensors
of modules [45]. The following result connects 1A-generic tensors satisfying Strassen’s equations

and modules:

Proposition 1.7. ([27, Summary 2.5], [32, Lemma 2.6], [45, Proof of Corollary 2]) Let us

assume that we have A, B, C ∼= Cm. A tensor t ∈ A ⊗ B ⊗ C is 1A-generic and satisfies

Strassen’s equations if and only if it is a structure tensor of a module.

For researchers working with tensors, it is usual to impose symmetry conditions. A tensor t ∈
A⊗A⊗A is symmetric if it is invariant under the permutation of coordinates. By Proposition 1.6,

one cannot hope for symmetric 1A-generic tensors, which do not come from algebras. However,
imposing the partial symmetry is actually connected to coming from self-dual modules. This

connection is shown in the following proposition and can be viewed as an analogical result to
Proposition 1.6 and Proposition 1.7.

Proposition 1.8. Let us assume that we have A, B ∼= Cm. If a tensor t ∈ A ⊗ S2(B) is

1A-generic and satisfies Strassen’s equations, then it is a structure tensor of a self-dual module.

Proof. Proposition 1.7 implies that t is a structure tensor of some module M . Now let us observe

that by symmetry of matrices from t(A∗) and a reasoning from [28, Subsection 3.5] we have that
M is isomorphic to M∗ as modules.
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2 Preliminaries

In this section we recall facts that will be useful for our purposes.
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Let K denote an algebraically closed field. Let also R denote a ring that is a finite-dimensional
K-vector space and let M denote an R-module that is a finite-dimensional K-vector space. The

degree of such a module M is defined to be the dimension of M as a K-vector space.
On a dual vector space M∗ we introduce an R-module structure by defining

r · φ(m) = φ(rm).

Definition 2.1. A module M is self-dual if it is isomorphic with M∗ as an R-module.

A case of interest is when R is a local ring and M is a self-dual module, although some results
are shown without those assumptions.

Definition 2.2. For an ideal a in R we denote a
z = (1) for any negative integer z.

2.1 Modules and submodules

Definition 2.3. For a submoduleK ofM we defineK⊥ by the formulaK⊥ = {φ ∈M∗ : φ(K) = 0}.

Lemma 2.4. For a module K we have that K⊥ is a submodule of M∗.

Proof. If φ1, φ2 ∈ K⊥, then φ1(K) = 0, φ2(K) = 0, so (φ1 + φ2)(K) = φ1(K) + φ2(K) = 0,

so φ1 + φ2 ∈ K⊥. Also if φ ∈ K⊥, then for every r ∈ R we have that rK ⊆ K (since K is a
submodule of M) and thus (r · φ)(K) = φ(rK) = 0, so r · φ ∈ K.

Lemma 2.5. 1. Let K be a submodule of M . Then dimKK + dimKK
⊥ = dimKM .

2. Let K be a submodule of M . Then (K⊥)⊥ ∼= K.

3. Let K, L be submodules of M . Then we have (K + L)⊥ = K⊥ ∩ L⊥.

4. Let K, L be submodules of M . Then (K ∩ L)⊥ = K⊥ + L⊥.

Proof. Left to the reader.

Lemma 2.6. We have a canonical isomorphism M ∼=M∗∗ given by the double dual map.

Proof. Let ψ : M → M∗∗ be the double dual map, i.e. ψ(m)(φ) = φ(m). Then ψ is an
isomorphism of K-linear spaces, we need to show that it is also an isomorphism of R-modules.

Indeed, we have s · ψ(m)(φ) = ψ(m)(sφ) = (sφ)(m) = φ(sm) = ψ(s ·m)(φ).

Lemma 2.7. Let I be a submodule of M . Then we have a canonical isomorphism I∗ ∼= M∗/I⊥

induced by the canonical surjection.

Proof. Let π : M∗ → I∗ be the canonical surjection. Then ker π = {φ ∈M∗ : φ(I) = 0} = I⊥.
So by the isomorphism theorem we have a canonical isomorphism I∗ ∼= M∗/ker π = M∗/I⊥.

Lemma 2.8. Let J be a submodule of I and I be a submodule of M . Then we have a canonical

exact sequence 0 → (I/J)∗ → I∗ → J∗ → 0.
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Proof. We obtain the canonical injection (I/J)∗ → I∗ by lifting functionals from (I/J)∗ to func-
tionals from I∗, i.e. functional φ goes to functional φ, such that for i ∈ I, i ≡ i mod J we have

φ(i) = φ(i). The image of this injection consists of all functionals that are zero on J . The canon-
ical surjection I∗ → J∗ is obtained by restricting functionals on I to J , its kernel also consists of

all functionals that are zero on J , so we constructed the desired canonical exact sequence.

Lemma 2.9. Let J be a submodule of I and I be a submodule of M . Then (I/J)∗ ∼= J⊥/I⊥.

Proof. Left to the reader.

Lemma 2.10. Let M1 M2 be R-modules that are finite-dimensional K-vector spaces. Let us

assume that there exists a non-degenerate pairing 〈 , 〉 : M1 × M2 → K such that for every

r ∈ R, a1 ∈ M1, a2 ∈ M2, we have 〈ra1, a2〉 = 〈a1, ra2〉. Then M1 and M2 are dual as

R-modules.

Proof. Left to the reader.

Definition 2.11. For an ideal a in R we denote by (0 : a)M the annihilator of a in M , i.e. the

set of all elements x ∈ M , such that ax = 0. It is easy to check that (0 : a)M is a submodule of
M .

Lemma 2.12. Let a be an ideal in R. If M is self-dual, then we have the following isomorphism

of R-modules: (aM)⊥ ∼= (0 : a)M .

Proof. We have (aM)⊥ = {φ ∈M∗ : φ(aM) = 0} = {φ ∈M∗ : ∀s∈asφ = 0} ∼= {l ∈M : ∀s∈asl = 0} =

(0 : a)M , where the isomorphism follows from M ∼=M∗.

2.2 Local rings

In this subsection we assume that R is a local ring and m is its only maximal ideal.

Corollary 2.13. If M is self-dual, then we have the following isomorphisms of R-modules:
(

m
kM
)⊥ ∼= (0 : mkM)M ,

(

(0 : mkM)M
)⊥ ∼= m

kM .

Proof. The first statement is just Lemma 2.12 for the ideal mk. The second part is obtained

from the first one by taking the perpendicular submodule on both sides and using Lemma 2.5
Point 2.

Remark 2.14. There exists the largest natural number d such that m
dM 6= 0.

2.3 Modularity and filtrations

Remark 2.15. Let A, B, C be submodules of M and let us assume that A is a submodule of

C. Then (A+B) ∩ C = B ∩ C +A.

Corollary 2.16. Let A1, A2, B1, B2 be submodules of M and let us also assume that A1 is a

submodule of B1 and B2 is a submodule of A2. Then (A1+A2)∩ (B1+B2) = A1+B2+A2∩B1.

7



Proof. First we use Remark 2.15 for A = A1, B = A2, C = (B1 + B2) and obtain (A1 + A2) ∩

(B1 +B2) = A1 +A2 ∩ (B1 +B2). Then we use Remark 2.15 for A = B2, B = B1, C = A2 and

obtain A2 ∩ (B1 +B2) = B2 +B1 ∩A2.

Remark 2.17. Let F0 ⊆ F1 ⊆ . . . ⊆ Fc and G0 ⊆ G1 ⊆ . . . ⊆ Gc be filtrations of R-modules,
such that Fk ⊆ Gk and Gk ∩ Fk+1 = Fk for k = 0, 1, . . . , c − 1. Then we have the filtration
G0

F0
⊆ G1

F1
⊆ . . . ⊆ Gc

Fc
of R-modules.

2.4 Associated graded ring and module

In this subsection we assume that R is a local ring and m is its only maximal ideal. We denote
by d the largest natural number such that m

d 6= 0, as in Remark 2.14.

Definition 2.18. By grR we denote the associated graded ring of R, i.e.

grR =

d
⊕

k=0

m
k

m
k+1

.

The multiplication in this ring is defined as follows: for ak ∈ m
k let ak denote the image of ak in

m
k

m
k+1 ; then ai · aj is defined as ai · aj , i.e. it is the image of ai · aj in m

i+j

m
i+j+1 .

By grM we denote the associated graded module of the module M , i.e.

grM =

d
⊕

k=0

m
kM

m
k+1M

,

which is a (grR)-module in a natural way.

Definition 2.19. We denote by hM the local Hilbert function of the module M , i.e.

hM (k) = dimK

m
kM

m
k+1M

.

Let us denote n =
⊕

k>0
m

k

mk+1 ⊆ grR. Clearly n is an ideal in grR. The following lemma
shows that is the unique maximal ideal in grR.

Lemma 2.20. The associated graded ring grR is a local ring and n is its unique maximal ideal.

Proof. We have
grR

n
=

grR
⊕

k>0
mk

mk+1

∼=
R

m
.

Since R
m

is a field, we obtain that n is a maximal ideal. Moreover, nd+1 = (
⊕

k>0
m

k

mk+1 )
d+1 = 0,

so since maximal ideals are prime, every maximal ideal must contain n. It follows that n is the

only maximal ideal in grR.

Lemma 2.21. It holds that nl =
⊕

k≥l
m

k

mk+1 .

Proof. Clearly nl = (
⊕

k≥1
m

k

mk+1 )
l ⊆

⊕

k≥l
m

k

mk+1 . To show the opposite inclusion, let us fix an

element a ∈ m
l+c

ml+c+1 , where c ≥ 0. We can write a as a finite sum
∑

j a1, j ·a2, j ·. . . ·al+c, j+ml+c+1,

8



where ai, j ∈ m. Then we have a =
∑

j a1, j · a2, j · . . . · al+c, j +ml+c+1 =
∑

j(a1, j +m2) · (a2, j +

m2) · . . . · (al+c, j + m2) ∈ ( m

m2 )
l+c ⊆ (

⊕

k≥1
m

k

mk+1 )
l+c ⊆ (

⊕

k≥1
m

k

mk+1 )
l.

Corollary 2.22. Let C =
⊕d

k=0
Ck+m

k+1M
mk+1M

be a graded submodule of grM , where Ck ⊆ mkM

is an R-submodule. Then the local Hilbert function hq of the quotient grM
C

satisfies hq(k) =

dimK
m

kM
mk+1M+Ck

and the local Hilbert function hC of the module C satisfies hC(k) = dimK
Ck+m

k+1M
mk+1M

.

Proof. by Lemma 2.21 it follows that

nl

nl+1
=

⊕

k≥l
m

k

mk+1

⊕

k≥l+1
mk

mk+1

=
ml

ml+1
.

So the direct sum decompositions of grM coming from ( n
l

nl+1 )
d
l=0 and ( m

l

ml+1 )
d
l=0 are identical, so

values of the Hilbert function can be obtained from the latter one, which we wanted to show.

The following remark states that the associated graded ring grR satisfies the same assump-

tions as R and grM satisfies the same assumptions as M (we do not assume that M is self-dual
here). It implies that we can apply Macaulay’s Bound to grM . Note that grM in general might

not be self-dual, so we cannot apply Iarrobino’s decomposition to grM .

Remark 2.23. If R is a local ring, then the associated graded ring grR is a local K-algebra and
is a finite-dimensional K-vector space. The associated graded module grM is a finite-dimensional

K-vector space.

2.5 Macaulay’s Bound

In this subsection we assume that R is a local ring. We recall now a criterion (thanks to Macaulay)
that the local Hilbert functions of modules have to satisfy. Unlike Iarrobino’s decomposition,

this criterion is also valid for modules that are not self-dual. Before we recall the aforesaid
Macaulay’s Bound, we need to introduce one representation system.

Definition 2.24. Let a, s be positive integers. Then there exist uniquely determined positive

integers as > as−1 > as−2 > . . . > ak ≥ k > 0, such that we have the equality

a =

(

as
s

)

+

(

as−1

s− 1

)

+

(

as−2

s− 2

)

+ . . .+

(

ak
k

)

.

We denote
a〈s〉 =

(

as + 1

s+ 1

)

+

(

as−1 + 1

s

)

+

(

as−2 + 1

s− 1

)

+ . . . +

(

ak + 1

k + 1

)

.

Theorem 2.25 (Macaulay’s Bound, [19]). We have the following bound on the local Hilbert

function:

hM (r + 1) ≤ hM (r)〈r〉

for r ≥ 1. The bound holds true for M that are not self-dual modules.

Corollary 2.26. Let us assume that it holds hM (r) ≤ r. Then we have hM (r + 1) ≤ hM (r).

9



Proof. If r = 0, then the assumption states that hM (0) = 0, so M = 0 and the claim holds
true. Now let us assume that r ≥ 1. Since we have hM (r) ≤ r, the representation of hM (r) is
(

r
r

)

+
(

r−1
r−1

)

+
(

r−2
r−2

)

+ . . .+
(

r−hM (r)+1
r−hM (r)+1

)

. Thus hM (r)〈r〉 = hM (r) and by Macaulay’s Bound 2.25
we obtain hM (r + 1) ≤ hM (r)〈r〉 = hM (r).

Corollary 2.27. Let us assume that it holds hM (r) ≤ r+1 and r ≥ 1. Then we have hM (r+1) ≤

r + 2.

Proof. If hM (r) ≤ r, then from Corollary 2.26 we obtain the claim. If hM (r) = r + 1, then the

representation of hM (r) is
(

r+1
r

)

and thus hM (r)〈r〉 = r + 2. So by Macaulay’s Bound 2.25 we
obtain hM (r + 1) ≤ hM (r)〈r〉 = r + 2.

3 Iarrobino’s decomposition

In this section we introduce a new result – Iarrobino’s decomposition for modules. Iarrobino’s de-
composition was known for algebras, but as far as we know, this is the first time when Iarrobino’s

decomposition has been considered for modules. With properly defined objects, the generaliza-
tion from algebras to modules is direct, but there are some subtle differences, see Example 3.3

We assume in this section that R is a local ring and m is its only maximal ideal. Additionally,
we assume that M is self-dual, i.e. M and M∗ are isomorphic as R-modules.

Proposition 3.1. If R is a local ring and M is a self-dual module, then we have the following

isomorphism of K-vector spaces

(

m
iM ∩ (0 : mj)M

m
i+1M ∩ (0 : mj)M +m

iM ∩ (0 : mj−1)M

)∗

∼=
(0 : mi+1)M ∩m

j−1M

(0 : mi)M ∩m
j−1M + (0 : mi+1)M ∩m

jM
.

Proof. Using Lemma 2.9, Lemma 2.5 Point 3 and Lemma 2.5 Point 4 respectively, we obtain

(

m
iM ∩ (0 : mj)M

m
i+1M ∩ (0 : mj)M +m

iM ∩ (0 : mj−1)M

)∗

∼=

(

m
i+1M ∩ (0 : mj)M +m

iM ∩ (0 : mj−1)M
)⊥

(miM ∩ (0 : mj)M )⊥
∼=

∼=

(

m
i+1M ∩ (0 : mj)M

)⊥
∩
(

m
iM ∩ (0 : mj−1)M

)⊥

(miM ∩ (0 : mj)M )⊥
∼=

∼=

(

(

m
i+1M

)⊥
+
(

(0 : mj)M
)⊥
)

∩
(

(

m
iM
)⊥

+
(

(0 : mj−1)M
)⊥
)

(miM)⊥ + ((0 : mj)M )⊥
.

(1)
Now from Corollary 2.13 we have

(

(

m
i+1M

)⊥
+
(

(0 : mj)M
)⊥
)

∩
(

(

m
iM
)⊥

+
(

(0 : mj−1)M
)⊥
)

(miM)⊥ + ((0 : mj)M )⊥
∼=

∼=

(

(0 : mi+1)M +m
jM
)

∩
(

(0 : mi)M +m
j−1M

)

(0 : mi)M +m
jM

.

(2)
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From Corollary 2.16 we obtain

(

(0 : mi+1)M +m
jM
)

∩
(

(0 : mi)M +m
j−1M

)

(0 : mi)M +m
jM

∼=

∼=
(0 : mi)M +m

jM + (0 : mi+1)M ∩m
j−1M

(0 : mi)M +m
jM

.

(3)

Now we can rewrite

(0 : mi)M +m
jM + (0 : mi+1)M ∩m

j−1M

(0 : mi)M +m
jM

∼=

∼=
(0 : mi+1)M ∩m

j−1M

((0 : mi)M +m
jM) ∩ ((0 : mi+1)M ∩m

j−1M)
∼=

∼=
(0 : mi+1)M ∩m

j−1M

(0 : mi)M ∩m
j−1M + (0 : mi+1)M ∩m

jM
.

(4)

Let d be a maximal natural number d such that m
dM 6= 0 (d exists as we observe in Re-

mark 2.14). Let us denote

Ak, l = m
kM ∩ (0 : ml)M for all integers k, l (we follow the convention from Definition 2.2),

Qk, l =
Ak, l

Ak+1, l +Ak, l−1
for all 0 ≤ k, l ≤ d+ 1.

Let us also define

∆s(t) =

{

rankK Qt, d+1−(s+t) for 0 ≤ s ≤ d, 0 ≤ t ≤ d− s

0 otherwise.

Remark 3.2. We have rankK Qk, l = ∆d+1−(k+l)(k).

Theorem (Theorem 1.1 – Hilbert function decomposition). If R is a local ring and M is a

self-dual module, then the following statements hold true:

1. We have the identity Qk, 0 = Qd+1, l = 0.

2. For k + l > d+ 1 we have the identity Ak, l = Ak, l−1 and so it holds that Qk, l = 0.

3. It holds that ∆s(t) = ∆s((d − s)− t). We say that ∆s is symmetric with respect to d−s
2 .

4. For 0 ≤ a ≤ d let us denote ha(t) =
∑a

i=0 ∆i(t). Then ha is the Hilbert function of the

quotient
gr M
⊕a

i=0 C
i
a

,

where Ci
a ⊆ m

iM/mi+1M is the image of Ai,d−(i+a).
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5. The local Hilbert function hM satisfies hM (t) = 0 for t > d and

hM (t) =
d−t
∑

i=0

∆i(t) for 0 ≤ t ≤ d.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. 1. We have (0 : m
0)M = (0 : m

−1)M , so Ak, 0 = Ak,−1 and thus

Qk, 0 = 0. Also, since m
d+1 = 0, we have that Ad+1, l = 0, so Qd+1, l = 0.

2. Clearly, we have Ak, l ⊆ Ak, l−1, so let us prove the other inclusion. Let us assume that

x ∈ Ak, l−1. Then x ∈ m
kM , so m

l−1x ∈ m
k+l−1M . Since by the assumption k+l−1 ≥ d+1,

it holds that m
k+l−1 = 0, so m

l−1x = 0. That proves that x ∈ (0 : ml−1)M , so indeed

Ak, l−1 ⊆ Ak, l.

3. Proposition 3.1 states that Q∗
k, l

∼= Ql−1, k+1, so we have

∆s(t) = rankK Qt, d+1−(s+t) = rankK Q∗
t, d+1−(s+t) = rankK Qd−s−t, t+1 = ∆s((d − s)− t).

4. Let us denote Ca =
⊕a

i=0 C
i
a. First we need to argue that Ca is actually a submodule of

gr M . Fix i. We have that Ci
a is the image of Ai,d−(i+a). For any k, i ≥ 0 we have

m
k · Ai,d−(i+a) = m

k · (miM ∩ (0 : md−(i+a))M ) = m
k+iM ∩ (mk · (0 : md−(i+a))M ) ⊆

⊆ m
k+iM ∩ (0 : md−(i+k+a))M = Ai+k,d−((i+k)+a),

so indeed we obtain a submodule of the associated graded module.

Denote e = d− (k + a). Observe that we have

a
∑

i=0

∆i(k) =

d+1−k−(e+1)
∑

i=0

∆i(k) =

d+1−k−(e+1)
∑

i=0

rankK Qk, d+1−(i+k) =

=

d+1−k
∑

l=e+1

rankK Qk, l.

Using Point 2, we have

d+1−k
∑

l=e+1

rankK Qk, l =
d+1
∑

l=e+1

rankK Qk, l,

so we need to show that it holds

ha(k) =

d+1
∑

l=e+1

rankK Qk, l.

We have the filtrations

Ak, e ⊆ Ak, e+1 ⊆ Ak, e+2 ⊆ . . . ⊆ Ak, d ⊆ Ak, d+1 = m
kM,
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Ak+1, e +Ak, e ⊆ Ak+1, e+1 +Ak, e ⊆ . . . ⊆ Ak+1, d+1 +Ak, e = m
k+1M +Ak, e.

We have that Ak+1, e+c + Ak, e ⊆ Ak, e+c for c = 0, 1, . . . , d + 1 − e. Also Remark 2.15

gives us Ak, e+c ∩ (Ak+1, e+c+1+Ak, e) = Ak, e+c ∩Ak+1, e+c+1 +Ak, e. We can then rewrite
Ak, e+c ∩ Ak+1, e+c+1 + Ak, e = m

kM ∩ (0 : me+c)M ∩ m
k+1M ∩ (0 : me+c+1)M + Ak, e =

m
k+1M∩(0 : me+c)M+Ak, e = Ak+1, e+c+Ak, e for c = 0, 1, . . . , d−e. Thus by Remark 2.17

we have the filtration

0 =
Ak, e

Ak+1, e +Ak, e

⊆
Ak, e+1

Ak+1, e+1 +Ak, e

⊆ . . . ⊆
Ak, d+1

Ak+1, d+1 +Ak, e

=
m

kM

m
k+1M +Ak, e

.

So after using Corollary 2.22 we have

ha(k) = dimK

m
kM

m
k+1M +Ak, e

=
d−e
∑

c=0

dimK

(

Ak, e+c+1

Ak+1, e+c+1 +Ak, e

)

/
(

Ak, e+c

Ak+1, e+c +Ak, e

)

=

=
d−e
∑

c=0

dimK

Ak, e+c+1

Ak+1, e+c+1 +Ak, e+c

=
d−e
∑

c=0

dimKQk, e+c+1 =
d+1
∑

l=e+1

dimKQk, l,

which we wanted to obtain.

5. We use Point 4 with a = d. We only need to show that
⊕a

i=0C
i
a = 0. We know that each

Ci
a is the image of Ai, d−(i+d) = Ai,−i = m

iM ∩ (0 : m−i)M . Since −i is a non-positive
integer, m−i = (1), so (0 : m−i)M = 0. Thus Ai,−i = 0, which follows that each Ci

a is zero.

We show a handful of examples of applications of Iarrobino’s decomposition in Section 5, but
now we want to show a slight difference to the case of self-dual algebras.

Example 3.3. Iarrobino’s decomposition for algebras asserts also that Q0, l = 0 for l < d + 1.
This is not the case for modules. Let us consider the sequence (2, 1). We show in Section 5

that there exists a self-dual module with a local Hilbert function equal to this sequence. The
decomposition of this function must be (1, 1) + (1), which gives us 1 = ∆1(0) = rankK Q0, 1, so

Q0, 1 6= 0 and 1 < d+ 1 = 2.

Proposition 3.4. Let us define the vector space

Ds =
⊕

0≤t≤d−s

Qt, d+1−(s+t) =
⊕

k+l=d+1−s

Qk, l.

Then Ds is a self-dual module over the associated graded ring grR.

Proof. First, we prove that Ds is indeed a module. For a given r ∈ m
i multiplication by r

induces a linear function from Ak, l to Ak+i, l−i. After dividing by Ak+1, l + Ak, l−1 it induces a
linear function from Qk, l to Qk+i, l−i. Moreover, multiplication by m

i+1 acts zero on Qk, l, so we

obtain a linear function from m
i

m
i+1 ×Qk, l to Qk+i, l−i. Suming over i we obtain a linear function

from grR × Qk, l to
⊕

i≥0Qk+i, l−i. Let us fix s. Suming over k + l = d + 1 − s we obtain a
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linear function from grR×Ds to Ds. It is straightforward that this function satisfies the module
axioms as it comes from multiplication by r. Proposition 3.1 states that Q∗

k, l
∼= Ql−1, k+1 as

K-vector spaces. Suming over k + l = d + 1 − s we obtain isomorphism Ds
∼= D∗

s of K-vector
spaces. Moreover, the isomorphism from Proposition 3.1 is consistent with multiplication (in the

proof we use two isomorphism: the canonical isomorphism from Lemma 2.9 and the R-modules
isomorphism from Corollary 2.13, both of them are consistent with the multiplication), so we

obtain the grR-modules isomorphism.

Remark 3.5. Taking in Theorem 1.1 Point 4 a = 0, we obtain a surjection from grM to D0.
Moreover, if Iarrobino’s decomposition is trivial (i.e. we have only one row of the decomposition),

we have dimK
mkM

mk+1M
= h0(k) = dimKQk, d−k and the surjection becomes an isomorphism.

4 Apolarity

In this section we recall the definition of an apolar module. Then we prove the new result
– Kunte’s criterion for self-duality. The criterion was previously known in the graded case, we

show a generalization to the non-graded case. However, our result is only the sufficient statement,
while in the graded case the criterion was sufficient and necessary.

Let n be a positive natural number and let us denote S = K[y1, y2, . . . , yn] and S∗ =

K[x1, x2, . . . , xn]. Let us also fix a positive natural number r. We denote by F ∗ the free S∗-

module
⊕r

k=0 S
∗e∗k and by F the free S-module

⊕r
k=0 Sek. We introduce the S-module structure

on F ∗ in the following manner: for ya11 y
a2
2 . . . yann ∈ S and xb11 x

b2
2 . . . xbnn ∈ S∗ we define

ya11 y
a2
2 . . . yann · xb11 x

b2
2 . . . xbnn =







0, if there exists k such that bk < ak

xb1−a1
1 xb2−a2

2 . . . xbn−an
n in other cases.

Note that in this definition multiplication behaves as a derivation, where yakk encodes differenti-
ating ak times over xk and we normalize the multiplication constant.

Now for fk ∈ S∗ we define

ya11 y
a2
2 . . . yann ·

(

r
∑

k=1

fke
∗
k

)

=
r
∑

k=1

(ya11 y
a2
2 . . . yann · fk)e

∗
k,

and we extend this definition to multiplication by the whole S using linearity.

We also introduce a bilinear form 〈·, ·〉 : F × F ∗ → K by defining

〈ya11 y
a2
2 . . . yann es, x

b1
1 x

b2
2 . . . xbnn e

∗
l 〉 =







1, if s = l and for all k we have ak = bk

0 in other cases

and extending it to the bilinear form by linearity. We define ⊥ with respect to this form, i.e.
for an S-submodule I ⊆ F we have that I⊥ is an S∗-submodule of F ∗ consisting of all elements

e, such that 〈I, e〉 = 0. Analogically, for an S∗-submodule J ⊆ F ∗ we have that J⊥ is an
S-submodule of F consisting of all elements e, such that 〈e, J〉 = 0.

14



Definition 4.1. For an element f ∈ F ∗ we define the module apolar to f by F
(Sf)⊥

, where ⊥

refers to the introduced bilinear form (i.e. (Sf)⊥ is an S∗-submodule consisting of all elements

e such that 〈e, Sf〉 = 0).
Similarly, for a tuple of elements f1, f2, . . . , fl ∈ F ∗ we define the module apolar to (f1, f2, . . . , fl)

by F
(Sf1+Sf2+...+Sfl)⊥

.

Theorem 4.2. Every finitely-generated module M can be obtained as an apolar module.

Proof. Since the module is finitely-generated, we can write M = F r

K
for some module K. Let

us take K⊥. It is also finitely-generated, so we can take its generators f1, f2, . . . , fs. Now by
Lemma 2.5 Point 2 we have (K⊥)⊥ ∼= K, so we have M = F r

K
∼= F r

(Sf1+Sf2+...+Sfs)⊥
.

Note that each fk ∈ F ∗ is encoded by the direct sum decomposition as
∑r

i=0 fkie
∗
i , where

fki ∈ S∗. Thus the tuple f1, f2, . . . , fl can be viewed as a matrix N = [fki] ∈ Ml×r(S
∗). We call

this matrix the encoding matrix of the module apolar to (f1, f2, . . . , fl). Note also that we are

interested in the case of self-dual modules, so we would like to have a tool that would allow us
to determine if the obtained apolar module is self-dual. It turns out that there is a very simple

criterion for that in the case l = r, so if N is square. This criterion was introduced by Kunte
in the graded case [30, Theorem 1.1], we generalize it to the non-graded case. However, our

condition is only sufficient, while the one from the graded case was also necessary.

Theorem (Kunte’s criterion). If r = l and the square matrix N = [fki] ∈ Mr×r(S
∗) is symmetric,

then the module apolar to (fk)
r
k=1 is self-dual.

Before proving the theorem, we show a more general result. Let us recall that we have fixed
a natural number r and defined free modules F =

⊕r
k=0 Sek and F ∗ =

⊕r
k=0 S

∗e∗k. Let us also

fix a natural number l and define G =
⊕l

k=0 Sek, G
∗ =

⊕l
k=0 S

∗e∗k. Let us also recall that we
are considering a tuple f1, f2, . . . fl ∈ F ∗ and we are using a decomposition fk =

∑r
i=1 fkie

∗
i

and encoding this tuple as a matrix N = [fki]. Let us now define a tuple fT1 , f
T
2 , . . . f

T
r ∈ G∗

such that fTi =
∑l

k=1 fkie
∗
k. Then the matrix encoding the tuple fT1 , f

T
2 , . . . f

T
r is NT . We show

that the modules apolar to (f1, f2, . . . fl) and (fT1 , f
T
2 , . . . f

T
r ) are dual. It shows that the dual

module of an apolar module is obtained by transposing the encoding matrix. In particular, if

the matrix N is symmetric, then this matrix is invariant under transposition, which implies that
the module is self-dual.

Theorem 4.3. The modules apolar to (f1, f2, . . . fl) and (fT1 , f
T
2 , . . . f

T
r ) are dual.

The result follows from two simpler lemmas.

Lemma 4.4. We have an S-modules isomorphism F
(Sf1+Sf2+...+Sfl)⊥

∼= (Sf1+Sf2+ . . .+Sfl)
∗.

Proof. Let c > maxi deg fi. Then Sf1+Sf2+. . .+Sfl ⊆ F ∗
≤c−1 and thus (Sf1+Sf2+. . .+Sfl)⊥ ⊇

F≥c, so we have

F

(Sf1 + Sf2 + . . .+ Sfl)⊥
∼=

F
F≥c

(Sf1 + Sf2 + . . . + Sfl)⊥
.
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Now let us observe that the pairing F×F ∗ → K induces the non-degenerate pairing F
F≥c

×F ∗
≤c−1 →

K, so we have an S-module isomorphism F
F≥c

∼= (F ∗
≤c−1)

∗. Since also Sf1 + Sf2 + . . . + Sfl

is a submodule of F ∗
≤c−1, we can use Lemma 2.7 for the module F ∗

≤c−1 and the submodule
Sf1 + Sf2 + . . . + Sfl, obtaining

(F ∗
≤c−1)

∗

(Sf1 + Sf2 + . . .+ Sfl)⊥
∼= (Sf1 + Sf2 + . . .+ Sfl)

∗.

Since we have (F ∗
≤c−1)

∗ ∼= F
F≥c

we obtain the isomorphism

F
F≥c

(Sf1 + Sf2 + . . .+ Sfl)⊥
∼= (Sf1 + Sf2 + . . .+ Sfl)

∗.

As we have already shown, it also holds F
(Sf1+Sf2+...+Sfl)⊥

∼=

F
F≥c

(Sf1+Sf2+...+Sfl)⊥
, which implies

the claim.

Lemma 4.5. We have an S-modules isomorphism (Sf1+Sf2+ . . .+Sfl) ∼= (SfT1 +SfT2 + . . .+

SfTr )
∗.

Proof. Let f be a column vector of fi and let fT be a column vector of (fTi ). By Lemma 2.10 it

is sufficient to show that there exists a non-degenerate pairing

〈 , 〉 : (Sf1 + Sf2 + . . .+ Sfl)× (SfT1 + SfT2 + . . .+ SfTr ) → K,

such that for every s ∈ S, σ1 ∈ Sl, σ2 ∈ Sl we have 〈s · σT1 f, σ
T
2 fT 〉 = 〈σT1 f, s · σ

T
2 fT 〉.

Let N be a matrix encoding f1, f2, . . . fl, i.e. N = [fki]. Let π : S∗ → K be a functional that

sends 1 in S∗ to 1 in K. For elements σ1 = (σ11, σ12, . . . , σ1l) ∈ Sl and σ2 = (σ21, σ22, . . . , σ2r) ∈

Sr, we consider the pairing

〈σ11f1 + σ12f2 + . . . σ1lfl, σ21f
T
1 + σ22f

T
2 + . . . σ2rf

T
r 〉 = π





∑

i, k

σ1iσ2k fik



 ,

which can be written in a more compact form as

〈σT1 f, σ
T
2 fT 〉 = π(σT1 Nσ2).

Then for s ∈ S we have 〈s · σT1 f, σ
T
2 fT 〉 = 〈(s · σT1 )f, σ

T
2 fT 〉 = π(s · σT1 Nσ2). Similarly,

〈σT1 f, s · σ
T
2 fT 〉 = 〈σT1 f, (s · σ

T
2 )fT 〉 = π(σT1 N · s · σ2) = π(s · σT1 Nσ2), where in the last equality

we used commutativity of S. We show now that this pairing is also non-degenerate.
Let us observe that the rows of the matrix N are vectors fk and its columns are vectors fTi .

Thus we have σT1 N = σT1 f and Nσ2 = fTT σ2 = (σT2 fT )
T . So if it holds that σT1 f 6= 0, then it

also holds that σT1 N 6= 0. Thus there exists such an element σ2 that (σT1 N)σ2 = 1: we can take

such an index j that (σT1 N)j 6= 0, then there exists an element a ∈ S such that a · (σT1 N)j = 1

and we can take σ2j = a and σ2s = 0 for s 6= j. Then π(σT1 Nσ2) = π(1) = 1. Similarly if it

holds that σT2 f 6= 0, then it also holds that Nσ2 6= 0. Thus there exists such an element σ1 that
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σT1 (Nσ2) = 1 (analogical argument as above). Then π(σT1 Nσ2) = π(1) = 1. So the pairing is
indeed non-degenerate.

Proof of Theorem 4.3. We want to show duality between F
(Sf1+Sf2+...+Sfl)⊥

and G
(SfT

1
+SfT

2
+...+SfT

r )⊥
.

Using Lemma 4.4 for the tuple (f1, f2, . . . fl) and the module F and for the tuple (fT1 , f
T
2 , . . . f

T
r )

and the moduleG we obtain F
(Sf1+Sf2+...+Sfl)⊥

∼= (Sf1+Sf2+. . .+Sfl)
∗ and G

(SfT
1
+SfT

2
+...+SfT

r )⊥
∼=

(SfT1 +SfT2 +. . .+SfTr )
∗. So we want to show (Sf1+Sf2+. . .+Sfl)

∗∗ ∼= (SfT1 +SfT2 +. . .+SfTr )
∗.

By Lemma 2.6 we have (Sf1 + Sf2 + . . . + Sfl)
∗∗ ∼= Sf1 + Sf2 + . . . + Sfl, so we need to show

(Sf1 + Sf2 + . . .+ Sfl) ∼= (SfT1 + SfT2 + . . .+ SfTr )
∗, which is true thanks to Lemma 4.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. If N is symmetric, then N is invariant under transposition, which by

Theorem 4.3 implies that the module apolar to (fk)
r
k=1 is self-dual.

Let us now introduce a tool that simplifies the computation of the local Hilbert function of
an apolar module. Formally, for an apolar module M we consider it as a module over a ring

SM = S
Ann(M) , which is a local ring with the unique maximal ideal S≥1 · SM . Clearly, if M

is self-dual as an S-module, then it is also self-dual as an SM -module. By definition we have

hM (k) = dimK

S≥kM

S≥k+1M
. However, computing the local Hilbert function from this formula is

usually inconvenient and thus we propose another approach. First we need to introduce one

definition.

Definition 4.6. For an element f =
∑r

i=1 fie
∗
i ∈ F we define a degree of f by taking deg f =

maxi=1, 2,..., r deg fi.

Remark 4.7. For every non-negative integer c and every element f ∈ F ∗ we have the following
equivalence: deg f < c ⇐⇒ S≥cf = 0.

Proposition 4.8. The local Hilbert function hM of an apolar finite-dimensional self-dual module

M satisfies the following formula:

hM (k) = dimK{f ∈M : deg f ≤ k} − dimK{f ∈M : deg f ≤ k − 1}.

Proof. Remark 4.7 implies that we have the equality {f ∈M : deg f ≤ k} = (0 : S≥k+1)M . From
Corollary 2.13 we obtain that (0 : S≥k+1)M ∼= (S≥k+1)

⊥
M , where ⊥ refers to Definition 2.3. Now

we can rewrite using Lemma 2.5 Point 1: dimK{f ∈M : deg f ≤ k}−dimK{f ∈M : deg f ≤ k−

1} = dimK(S≥k+1)
⊥
M −dimK(S≥k)

⊥
M = (dimKM −dimK(S≥k+1)M )− (dimKM −dimK(S≥k)M ) =

dimK(S≥k)M − dimK(S≥k+1)M = dimK

S≥kM

S≥k+1M
= hM (k).

Now we show two examples of applications of Proposition 4.8 and Theorem 1.3 to compu-

tations of the local Hilbert functions of self-dual modules. The first example is the case when
M is an algebra. It is a special case of Theorem 1.3, when the encoding matrix is 1× 1, so it is

trivially symmetric. The second example is for 2× 2 encoding matrix.

Example 4.9. In this example we show that the module (algebra) M apolar to x3 + y3 + z2 is
self-dual and compute its local Hilbert function. The fact that the module M is self-dual follows
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directly from Theorem 1.3, as explained above. Now let us compute the local Hilbert function
using the formula from Proposition 4.8.

Let us denote f = x3 + y3 + z2, Zk = {f ∈ M : deg f ≤ k}. Let Wk be some K-linear space
satisfying Zk = Wk ⊕ Zk−1, where we take Z−1 = 0 (we are interested in the dimension of Wk

over K, so we just want to find some space Wk satisfying this condition). Then we can take as
W3, W2, W1, W0 the K-linear subspaces spanned by respectively (x3+y3+z2), (x2, y2), (x, y, z),

(1). Now we have hM (k) = dimKZk − dimKZk−1 = dimKWk, so the local Hilbert function is (1,
3, 2, 1).

Example 4.10. In this example we show that the module apolar to the tuple ((x2 + y2)e∗1 +

(x3 + y2)e∗2, (x
3 + y2)e∗1 + (x5 + y4)e∗2) is self-dual and compute its local Hilbert function. The

fact that the module is self-dual follows from Theorem 1.3, as its encoding matrix

N =

[

x2 + y2 x3 + y2

x3 + y2 x5 + y4

]

is symmetric. Now we compute the local Hilbert function using the formula from Proposition 4.8.

We follow a very similar approach to the one from Example 4.9.
Let us denote f1 = (x2 + y2)e∗1 + (x3 + y2)e∗2, f2 = (x3 + y2)e∗1 + (x5 + y4)e∗2, Zk = {f ∈

M : deg f ≤ k}. Let Dk be a K-linear subspace such that Zk = Zk−1 + Dk, where we take
Z−1 = 0. Observe that we now have dimKZk − dimKZk−1 = dimKDk − dimKDk ∩ Zk−1. Let

Ek = Dk ∩Zk−1. We can choose the pairs of K-linear subspaces (Dk, Ek) for k = 5, 4, 3, 2, 1, 0

as follows:

k = 5: Dk = span{(x3 + y2)e∗1 + (x5 + y4)e∗2}, Ek = 0;

k = 4: Dk = span{x2e∗1 + x4e∗2}, Ek = 0;

k = 3: Dk = span{xe∗1+x
3e∗2, ye

∗
1+ y

3e∗2, (x
2+ y2)e∗1+(x3+ y2)e∗2}, Ek = span{(x2+ y2−x)e∗1+

y2e∗2};

k = 2: Dk = span{e∗1+x
2e∗2, e

∗
1+ y

2e∗2, xe
∗
1+x

2e∗2, (x
2+ y2−x)e∗1+ y

2e∗2}, Ek = span{(x−1)e∗1};

k = 1: Dk = span{xe∗2, ye
∗
2, ye

∗
1 + ye∗2, e

∗
1 + xe∗2, (x− 1)e∗1}, Ek = span{e∗1};

k = 0: Dk = span{e∗1, e
∗
2}, Ek = 0;

We have hM (k) = dimKZk − dimKZk−1 = dimKDk − dimKEk, so the local Hilbert function is

(2, 4, 3, 2, 1, 1).

5 Classification for small degrees

In this section we classify all possible local Hilbert functions for self-dual modules of small degree

(so we assume here that R is local and M is self-dual) using tools we have introduced before –
Iarrobino’s decompostion, Macaulay’s Bound and the apolarity. As far as we know, this is the first

such classification. B. Poonen classified the local Hilbert functions and types of isomorphisms,
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but only for algebras of degree less or equal to six [36]. First we introduce a few useful lemmas
that simplify the task of classification (some of them do not assume that M is self-dual – we

note it then in the statements).

Proposition 5.1. Let M1, M2 be self-dual modules and hM1
, hM2

be their Hilbert functions.

Then the module M1 ⊕M2 is a self-dual module with Hilbert function hM1
+ hM2

(addition is

element-wise).

Proof. We have (M1 ⊕ M2)
∗ ∼= M∗

1 ⊕ M∗
2

∼= M1 ⊕ M2, so the module M1 ⊕ M2 is indeed

self-dual. Then the unique maximal ideals in M1, M2, M1 ⊕M2 are respectively mM1, mM2,
m(M1 ⊕ M2). Now we have hM1⊕M2

(k) = dimK

m
k(M1⊕M2)

m
k+1(M1⊕M2)

= dimK(
m

kM1

m
k+1M1

⊕ m
kM2

m
k+1M2

) =

dimK(
m

kM1

m
k+1M1

) + dimK(
m

kM2

m
k+1M2

) = hM1
(k) + hM2

(k).

Corollary 5.2. Let M1, M2, . . . ,Ms be self-dual modules and hM1
, hM2

. . . , hMs be their Hilbert

functions. Then the module M1 ⊕ M2 ⊕ . . . ⊕ Ms is a self-dual module with Hilbert function

hM1
+ hM2

+ . . . + hMs (addition is element-wise).

Proof. It directly follows from Proposition 5.1 by induction.

Lemma 5.3. The sequence (1, 1, . . . , 1) is a Hilbert function of some self-dual module for every

positive length of the sequence.

Proof. Let us denote the length of the sequence of ones by m. Then K[x]
xm is a self-dual module

with Hilbert function (1, 1, . . . , 1).

Lemma 5.4. If hM is a Hilbert function of a module M (not necessarily self-dual) and hM (k) = 0

for some k, then hM (l) = 0 for l > k.

Proof. We prove by induction that for c ≥ 0 we have hM (k + c) = 0. For c = 0 it is true thanks

to the assumption. Now if hM (k+ c) = 0, then we have that hM (k+ c) ≤ k+ c and thus, thanks
to Corollary 2.26, we have hM (k + c+ 1) ≤ hM (k + c) = 0.

Lemma 5.5. If hM is a Hilbert function of a module M (not necessarily self-dual) and hM (k) = 1

for some k ≥ 1, then hM (l) ≤ 1 for l > k.

Proof. We prove by induction that for c ≥ 0 we have hM (k + c) ≤ 1. For c = 0 it is true thanks

to the assumption. Now if hM (k + c) ≤ 1, then since k ≥ 1 we have that hM (k + c) ≤ k+ c and
thus, thanks to Corollary 2.26, we have hM (k + c+ 1) ≤ hM (k + c) ≤ 1.

Lemma 5.6. If a sequence l is non-increasing, then it is a Hilbert function of some self-dual

module.

Proof. We prove it by induction on the sum of elements in the sequence. If the sequence is

(1, 1, . . . , 1), then it is a Hilbert function of some self-dual module, thanks to Lemma 5.3. In
particular it holds for (1), which is a base of the induction.

Now observe that if sequence l is non-increasing, then it can be decomposed into a sum
(1, 1, . . . , 1) + l′, where l′ is non-increasing. If l 6= (1, 1, . . . , 1), then l′ is non-empty and thus,
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by the induction hypothesis, it is a Hilbert function of some self-dual module. Now observe that
since (1, 1, . . . , 1) and l′ are both Hilbert functions of self-dual modules, then by Proposition 5.1

their sum is also a Hilbert function of some self-dual module.

Lemma 5.7. If hM is a Hilbert function of a self-dual module M and k is the largest natural

number such that hM (k) > 0, then hM (0) ≥ hM (k).

Proof. Let us consider Iarrobino’s decomposition of hM – first row must be symmetric (from
Theorem 1.1 Point 4) and must have hM (k) on the last position (since next rows are strictly

shorter), so it also must have hM (k) on the first position. Since hM (0) is a sum of values on the
first positions in all rows, we have hM (0) ≥ hM (k).

Lemma 5.8. Let hM be a Hilbert function of a self-dual module M and let k be the largest

natural number such that hM (k) > 0. Then
∑⌊k−1

2
⌋

i=0 hM (i) ≥
∑k

i=⌈k+1

2
⌉
hM (i).

Proof. The claim states that the sum of the first half of the sequence is greater or equal to
the sum of the second half. This follows from Iarrobino’s decomposition (Theorem 1.1) – the

sequence is a sum of symmetric parts and each of these parts contributes to the first half at least
as much as it does to the second half.

Lemma 5.9. Let hM be a Hilbert function of a self-dual module M and let us assume that hM is

symmetric (i.e. hM (i) = hM (k− i), where k is the largest natural number such that hM (k) > 0).

Then Iarrobino’s decomposition of hM has only one row.

Proof. We prove the claim for decompositions of symmetric sequences (so in the proof we assume
only that hM is a symmetric sequence). We prove by induction of the length s of hM . For s = 1

and s = 2 the claim is clear. Let the first row of Iarrobino’s decomposition be l0:k. Then we
have l0 = lk = hM (k) = hM (0). Let us consider hM 1:k−1. This sequence is symmetric, so

its decomposition has only one row. On the other hand, the decomposition of hM induces the
decomposition of hM 1:k−1. So positions from 1 to k − 1 are fulfilled by only one row. Since

l0 = lk = hM (k) = hM (0), positions 0 and k are fulfilled by the first row. Thus, the whole
decomposition has only one row.

Lemma 5.10. Let l be a sequence such that l0 = 1 and l1: is non-increasing. Then the sequence

l is the Hilbert function of some self-dual module (algebra).

Proof. We construct a polynomial w such that l is the Hilbert function of the algebra apolar

to w. Let us denote the polynomial w as a sum of monomials w =
∑

i, j∈Z aijx
j
i , where Z is

a set we will determine later. We take aij = 1 for all i, j ∈ Z. Now we determine the set

Z consisting of non-zero coefficients of w. Let t be the index of the last non-zero element of l
(i.e. lt 6= 0 and lt+1 = 0). Let us denote cn = ln − ln+1. Since l1: is non-increasing, we have

that l1 = c1 + c2 + . . . + ct. Now we take l1 variables x1, x2, . . . , xl1 . For each variable we take
exactly one power for which the coefficient is non-zero (i.e. for each i there exists a unique j such

that i, j ∈ Z), so let us denote j(i). We set j(1) = t. Let s be a variable that is the greatest
i with set j(i) (so at the beginning we have s = 1). Let us observe that by Lemma 5.7 we

have ct = 1 and from the assumption that l1 : is non-increasing we have that c1, c2, . . . , ct are
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non-negative. Now we iterate over the sequence ct−1, ct−2, . . . , c1 and if cn is non-zero, then we
set j(s+1), j(s+2), . . . , j(s+cn) = n+1 and we increase the variable s by assigning s := s+cn.

Thanks to Proposition 4.8 we obtain that the above algorithm creates an apolar algebra A with
the Hilbert function hA satisfying hA(n) = ln for n ≥ 1. Clearly hA(0) = 1 = l0, so we have

constructed the desired self-dual algebra.
For given i we choose as j the greatest number such that c1 + c2 + . . . cj−1 < i

Lemma 5.11. Let us assume that there exists a self-dual module with the Hilbert function that

has a trivial Iarrobino’s decomposition (i.e. the decomposition has only one row). Then there

exists a graded apolar self-dual module with the same Hilbert function.

Proof. From Remark 3.5 we have the grR-modules isomorphism grM ∼= D0. From Proposi-
tion 3.4 D0 is a graded self-dual module. From Theorem 4.2 we can also assume that it is

apolar.

Now we classify possible local Hilbert functions of self-dual modules given the (small) degree.
We omit the sequences that trivially are not local Hilbert functions of self-dual modules due to

the previous lemmas. We denote by m the degree of considered modules.

m = 1: By Lemma 5.6 possible is:

(1). (5)

m = 2: By Lemma 5.6 possible are:

(1, 1), (2). (6)

m = 3: By Lemma 5.6 possible are:

(1, 1, 1), (2, 1), (3). (7)

m = 4: By Lemma 5.6 possible are:

(1, 1, 1, 1), (2, 1, 1), (2, 2), (3, 1), (4). (8)

(1, 2, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x2 + y2.

m = 5: By Lemma 5.6 possible are:

(1, 1, 1, 1, 1), (2, 1, 1, 1), (2, 2, 1), (3, 1, 1), (3, 2), (4, 1), (5). (9)

(1, 2, 1, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x3 + y2,

(1, 3, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x2 + y2 + z2.
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m = 6: By Lemma 5.6 possible are:

(1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1), (2, 1, 1, 1, 1), (2, 2, 1, 1), (2, 2, 2), (10)

(3, 1, 1, 1), (3, 2, 1), (3, 3), (4, 1, 1), (4, 2), (5, 1), (6). (11)

(1, 2, 1, 1, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x4 + y2,

(1, 2, 2, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x3 + y3,

(1, 3, 1, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x3 + y2 + z2,

(1, 4, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x2 + y2 + z2 + w2,

(2, 3, 1) : possible – direct sum (1, 1) + (1, 2, 1).

m = 7: By Lemma 5.6 possible are:

(1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1), (2, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1), (2, 2, 1, 1, 1), (2, 2, 2, 1), (12)

(3, 1, 1, 1, 1), (3, 2, 1, 1), (3, 2, 2), (3, 3, 1), (13)

(4, 1, 1, 1), (4, 2, 1), (4, 3), (5, 1, 1), (5, 2), (6, 1), (7). (14)

(1, 2, 1, 1, 1, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x5 + y2,

(1, 2, 2, 1, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x4 + y3,

(1, 3, 1, 1, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x4 + y2 + z2,

(1, 3, 2, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x3 + y3 + z2,

(1, 4, 1, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x3 + y2 + z2 + w2,

(1, 5, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x2 + y2 + z2 + w2 + u2,

(2, 3, 1, 1) : possible – direct sum (1, 1) + (1, 2, 1, 1),

(2, 3, 2) : possible – direct sum (1, 1, 1) + (1, 2, 1),

(2, 4, 1) : possible – direct sum (1, 1) + (1, 3, 1).

m = 8: By Lemma 5.6 possible are:

(1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1), (2, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1), (2, 2, 1, 1, 1, 1), (2, 2, 2, 1, 1), (2, 2, 2, 2), (15)

(3, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1), (3, 2, 1, 1, 1), (3, 2, 2, 1), (3, 3, 1, 1), (3, 3, 2) (16)

(4, 1, 1, 1, 1), (4, 2, 1, 1), (4, 2, 2), (4, 3, 1), (4, 4) (17)

(5, 1, 1, 1), (5, 2, 1), (5, 3), (6, 1, 1), (6, 2), (7, 1), (8). (18)

(1, 2, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x6 + y2,
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(1, 2, 2, 1, 1, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x5 + y3,

(1, 2, 2, 2, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x4 + y4,

(1, 2, 3, 1, 1) : impossible due to Iarrobino’s decomposition – let us assume that there exists a decompo-

sition; then the first row must be (1, a, b, a, 1) (due to the last position) and so the second
is (0, c, c, 0) and the third is (0, d, 0) (due to the first position); now analyzing the fourth

position gives us a = 1; since from Theorem 1.1 Point 4 the first row is a Hilbert function
of some module and thus thanks to Lemma 5.5 we obtain b = 1; so analyzing the second

position gives us 2 = 1 + c + d and analyzing the third position gives us 3 = 1 + c, which
implies d < 0 – contradiction,

(1, 3, 1, 1, 1, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x5 + y2 + z2,

(1, 3, 2, 1, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x4 + y3 + z2,

(1, 3, 3, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x3 + y3 + z3,

(1, 4, 1, 1, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x4 + y2 + z2 + w2,

(1, 4, 2, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x3 + y3 + z2 + w2,

(1, 5, 1, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x3 + y2 + z2 + w2 + u2,

(1, 6, 1) : possible – module (algebra) apolar to x2 + y2 + z2 + w2 + u2 + v2,

(2, 2, 3, 1) : possible – module apolar to (x3 + y3)e∗1 + xye∗2, xye
∗
1 + ye∗2, this module is self-dual from

Theorem 1.3 with encoding matrix

[

x3 + y3 xy

xy y

]

,

(2, 3, 1, 1, 1) : possible – direct sum (1, 1) + (1, 2, 1, 1, 1),

(2, 3, 2, 1) : possible – direct sum (1, 1, 1, 1) + (1, 2, 1),

(2, 4, 1, 1) : possible – direct sum (1, 1) + (1, 3, 1, 1),

(2, 4, 2) : possible – direct sum (1, 1, 1) + (1, 3, 1),

(2, 5, 1) : possible – direct sum (1, 1) + (1, 4, 1),

(3, 2, 3) : impossible: Let us assume that there exists a self-dual module with the Hilbert function
(3, 2, 3). Then by Lemma 5.9 Iarrobino’s decomposition must be trivial (i.e. has only one

row). Thus by Lemma 5.11 there exists a self-dual graded module with the Hilbert function
(3, 2, 3). We have h(1) = 2, so the space of the first order derivatives has a degree 2. We

have h(2) = 3, so we have three polynomials of degree 3. If all these polynomials have one-
dimensional subspaces of derivatives, then they are linearly dependent modulo constants –

contradiction. So there exists a polynomial of degree 2 that has two-dimensional subspace of
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derivatives. From h(1) = 2 the subspace of the polynomials of degree 1 is two-dimensional,
so it is generated by at most two variables. Since the module is graded, it follows that we

only have two variables in all degrees. Let us take the polynomial that has two-dimensional
subspace of derivatives. It has a form v1x

2
1+v2x

2
2+v3x1x2, where vi ∈ R3. Now let us take

the subspace of the polynomials of degree 2 – they have a from w1x
2
1 + w2x

2
2 + w3x1x2.

Their derivatives are in the space (v1x1 + v3x2; v2x2 + v3x1). From derivation with respect

to x1 we obtain w1 = k1v1 + l1v3, w3 = k1v3 + l1v2 and from derivation with respect to x2
we obtain w2 = k2v3+ l2v2, w3 = k2v1+ l2v3, where k1, k2, l1, l2 are constants. So we obtain

the equation k2v1+ l2v3 = k1v3+ l1v2. Without losing generality let us assume v1 6= 0. Let
us observe that the subspace of degree 2 has dimension 3, so it is spanned by k1, l1, l2. We

have k2v1i = k1v3i + l1v2i − l2v3i. Taking l1 = 0, l2 = 0, k1 = 1 and k1 = 0, l2 = 0, l1 = 1

we obtain v3i = bv1i, v2i = av1i, so v2 = av1, v3 = bv1. Thus we have that our polynomial

that has two-dimensional subspace of derivatives is of the form v1x
2
1 + av1x

2
2 + bv1x1x2.

The subspace of the polynomials of degree 1 is then (v1x1 + bv1x2; av1x2 + bv1x1) and the

subspace of degree 0 is (v1). From self-duality there are exactly three generators and we
already have three of them (the polynomials of degree 2), so there is only one polynomial

of degree 0, which contradicts h(0) = 3.

(3, 4, 1) : possible – direct sum (1, 1) + (2, 3, 1).
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