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Consider a minimal free resolution of a module M over a local Noetherian
ring R. Over such rings, resolutions are often infinite, for example by the The
Auslander-Buchsbaum formula when depth(R) = 0 [1]. The question of period-
icity in infinite resolutions is the subject of intensive research for example in the
works of Eisenbud, Peeva, and Gasharov, and the central survey of Avramov [6,
5, 7).

The weaker question of whether the ideals of minors of maps in these reso-
lutions are periodic is more recent. Dao, Kobayashi, and Takahashi, introduced
an invariant of depth 0 rings called the Burch Index, among other things proving
that certain conditions allowed for direct summands to be present in a step in a
resolution [1]. Applying and these techniques, Eisenbud and Dao showed that
the 1 x 1 minors of modules over a depth 0 local ring R of embedding dimension
> 2 are periodic provided that the Burch index is at least 2 [3]. More specifi-
cally, they showed that in this case the syzygies syz% (M) in the resolution have
k as a direct summand for all sufficiently large n, and simultaneously that the
ideals of 1 x 1 minors are asymptotically all m [3, Theorem 4.1]. Brown, Dao,
and Sridhar further researched this ideal-periodicity, proving 2-periodicity over
complete intersections and Golod rings [2].

The case of periodicity for Burch index 0 and 1 local depth O rings is still
open, and will be a major part of this paper. We will introduce certain gen-
eralizations of Burch Indices, which allow one to prove periodicity in classes of
Burch Index 1 and O rings. In addition, these generalizations often make sense
in positive depth Noetherian local rings, and periodicity is proven in some such
rings as well. Extensive calculations are utilized, entirely in Macaulay?2 [3].

Throughout this paper we consider regular local rings (S,n, k) with S =
k[[z1, ..., x,]], and corresponding reductions (R, m, k) with R = S/I. We will
write minimal R-resolutions € : (F,, As) — M and consider the R-ideals gener-
ated by 1 X 1 minors of the matrices: .#1(A1). The primary object of study is
the N-Burch Ideal

BIy(I):=nl:(I:N)

and corresponding N-Burch Index

Burchy (1) := lengthg(N/(BIn(I) N N))
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We will consider iterated Burch Indices
Burch?(I) := Burchgpi-1(p) (1)

where BI°(I) := m. Let n be the first index such that Burch”(I) = 0 and
consider the generalized Burch Index, given as

J . i
eb(I) = max{Burch/ (I)};<, ifn# 1.7
0 otherwise.

If there is no such n, we take the supremum of all Burch?(I). Also let Burch
depth be _
bd(I) = sup{j| Burch’(I) =1 for i < j}

With this terminology, the primary theorem of Eisenbud and Dao’s paper on
Burch Rings, Theorem 4.1, states that any resolution € : (F,, As) — M over a
ring R = S/I for which gb(I) > 2 and bd(I) = 0, satisfies .#1(A,,) = m for
m >> 0 [3]. The first main result of this paper extends this to arbitrary Burch
Depth:

Theorem 1. If gb(I) > 2, then all minimal resolutions € : (Fo, As) — M of
modules over R satisfy %1(Am) + F1(Ams1) = N for some fized ideal N and
m >> 0. In particular, N = BV (I) for some 0 < j < bd(I).

To prove this we will utilize two key propositions, Lemma 2 and Lemma 4.
This theorem will be proven in Section 3. Parsing what gb(I) > 2 implies, we
must find ideals I C S such that Burch? (I) =1 for 1 < j < n and Burch"(I) >
2. Here is such an example:

Example 1. Let S = k[[z1,....,2m_1,9]] and I = (z1y, T2y, .., Tru_1y, Yy 1).
Notice that the rings S/I are not Cohen-Macaulay. Then Burch’(I) = 1 for
1 < j < n, and Burch"(I) = m (one can in fact take any m > 2, and when
m = 1 the construction works as well but of course with Burch"(I) = 1). In
particular, one can compute

BI'(I) = (21,22, oo Tm—1,9?)
BI*(I) = (1,22 o, Tm—1,Y°)

BI" (1) = (21,22, o0, Trn—1,Y")
BI"(I) =1+ (z1,29, ..., Tm_1)*
because
(I:n)= (1Y, 22Y, oy Tm—1Y,Y")
(I :BIY(I)) = (z19, T2y, ooy Ton—19, Y™ 1)

(I: BI"_2(I)) = (11, T2y, ...,xm,ly,yz)
(I:BI""H(I)) = (y)



One may also note that BI/(I) = BI"(I) for j > n since in this range
(I : BP’(I)) = (y). Thus, Burch’(I) = 0 for j > n. In particular, gh(I) = m
and bd(I) = n.

Our second main result is related to a notion of untwisting. In particular, we
develop under certain conditions a column-wise Burch approach, where we need
only positive of Burch 4, (1) for .#1(c) the ideal generated by entries of some
column in a matrix in a resolution, in Lemma 2. Intuitively, the ideals .#4(c)
must be ’small’ for this approach to be powerful. Thus when .#;(c) is large
for each column in a matrix, we develop Lemma 5 to, under certain conditions,
break apart these columns into smaller ideals IV, and determine periodicity by
considering BIy (7). This culminates in the second main result of this paper:

Theorem 2. Fiz S = k[[x1,...,z,]] and an ideal I. Assume for each i, there
exists some j # i and there exists some o such that ax; and ax; are minimal
generators of I. Then for any minimal R-resolution € : (Fy, Ay) — M, if for
each x; € {x1,...,xn} there exists an index m such that (0) € F1(cm) C (z4),

fl(Aa) =m
fora>>0.

This theorem applies to some Burch Index 0 rings, as well as positive depth
local rings:

Example 2. Let S = k[[z,y, z,w]] and I = (zz,yz, 2w, zw). The conditions of
the above theorem are satisfied, but as m C R has zero annihilator, depth(R) >
0. In particular, BI(I) = 0. We have (after modding out by I),

Bl (I) = (w?, yw,y?, zy, 2*)
BI,)(I) = (2*
BI(w)(I) = (U)2, yw)

We choose columns contained in each Burch ideal to test the above theorem. In
particular, consider the resolution € : (Fy, As) — R/J where J = (22y?, 23, yw).
Note x2y? is in the first two ideals, and 23 is in the third one and yw is in
the fourth. With Macaulay2 [8], we find .#1(A2) = (x,y, z, w), supporting the
theorem. Lemma 2 (the column-wise Burch lemma) ensures this ideal persists
asymptotically.

1 N-Burch Ideals

In this section we will flesh out some of the details of the introduction, and
prove some initial results. Throughout this paper, we let (S,n, k) be a regular



local ring, and for an ideal I C S write R = S/I as a local ring (R, m, k). The
main thrust of the paper of Eisenbud and Dao is to consider ideals of the form

BI(I)=1In:(I:n)

called the Burch Ideal [3]. Eisenbud and Dao restrict to the case where depth(S/I) =
0 and I # 0 so that
n? CBI(I)Cn

This allows us to define the Burch index as
Burch(I) = dimg(n/BlIg(I))

If we instead start with an arbitrary depth 0 local ring R, we can write R= S/T
as some minimal regular presentation of the m-adic completion R, and compute
Burch(R) = Burch(I). Similarly, we write BI(R) = BI(I)R N R. Theorem 2.3
of Eisenbud and Dao states that Burch(R), BI(R) are well-defined, independent
of choice of presentation [3, Theorem 2.3].

The main result of [3] is the following

Theorem 3 (Eisenbud and Dao (Theorem 4.1)). Let (R,m,k) be a local ring
of depth 0 and embedding dimension > 2. For every non-free R-module M :

(1) If Burch(R) > 2 then k is a direct summand of syz (M)
for some i <5 and for all 1 > 7

(2) If Burch(R) > 1 and k is a direct summand of syz"(BI(R)) for some s > 1,
then k is a direct summand of syzl*(M) for some i < s+ 4 and for all i > s + 6.

Throughout this paper, we let #1(A;) be the R-ideal generated by the
1 x 1 minors of the j-th matrix A; in some minimal free resolution. When
the embedding dimension of R is at least 2, we have that .#1(A;) = m for all
n > 8,s+ 7, when the respective conditions of the above theorem are met, thus
tying these results directly to ideal-periodicity.

The Theorem above indicates that the resolution of interest is that of the
Burch Ideal BI(R). In particular, if k is direct summand of syz*(BI(R)), then we
get a similar result to the Burch Index 2 and greater cases. However, Eisenbud
and Dao show this is not always the case [3]:

Example 3 (Eisenbud and Dao (Ex 4.5)). Let S = k[[a,b]], I = (a,b?)%. One
can check R = S/I has Burch index 1. Let M = R/(a,b?). Then syz*(M) =
M®?_ indicating no syzygy has k as a direct summand.

Thus .#1(A4;)) = (a,b?) for all j and A; the matrices in some minimal free
resolution of M. Thus

Proposition 1. There exist rings R with Burch(R) = 1 such that .#1(A;) #m
for some module M/R and any n.



We begin weakening the restriction on the original Burch Ideal definitioin.
However, we still restrict to the case where I # 0 for non-triviality, and remark
that periodicity of 1 x 1 minors is well understood in the regular local ring case.
We initially care about cases where depth(S/I) = 0. The reason is twofold.
First, from the Auslander-Buchsbaum formula, if the projective dimension of
M is finite, then

pd(M) + dim R = depth(M)

Thus if the projectve dimension of M is finite, M is free. Second, this condition,
along with T # 0, ensures that (I : n) is a proper ideal of R, as it is well known
a local Noetherian ring R is depth 0 iff zm = 0 for some nonzero x € R. In
particular this allows us to form the bounds

n? CBI(I):=nl:(I:n)Cn

However, we will also consider positive depth rings R in this paper, in which
case BI(J) = R since (I : n) = I. When definitions and theorems differ for
positive depth rings, we will make a disclaimer.

Let I, N C S be ideals. We introduce

BIy(I):=nl:(I:N)

Note that unlike in the normal Burch ideal case, BIy(I) is not necessarily con-
tained in NN, even in the case of depth 0. This is because (I : N) D (I : J) for
all J D N, and this containment need not be strict. Thus let J" = UJ for all J
with (I : N) = (I : J). We have that

nJ' C BIly(I)C J'

Example 4. Let S = k[[z,y]], I = (2%, 2y,9%) = n?, and N = (y). Then
(I: (y)) = (z,y) = (I : n). In particular, the a priori bounds we have on
BI(U) (I) are

n? C BI,)(I) Cn

since, in the notation above, J' = n. Of course, here Bl (1) =n* ¢ ().
Further, when depth(R) = 0, we let
Burchy (1) = lengthg(N/(BIn(I) N N))
BI°(I) =n
BY(I) =nl: (I:BV ™' (I)) = Blgy-1(p)(I), j >0
Burch? (I) = lengthg(BV ™' (I)/ BI(I)), j > 0

Proposition 2. Burch’(I) is well-defined.



Proof. We must check that B (I) ¢ BF~!(I). We use induction. When j = 1,
this is true as BI°(I) = m and BI'(I) C m by the conditions on S. For the
inductive step, we may assume BIY~*(I) ¢ BF~%(I), in which case

BV (I) =nl:(I:BV~'(I)) Cnl:(I:BV *(I)) =BV '(I)
since (I : N) D (I : J) whenever N C J. O

In the positive depth case, we keep the above definitions the same, except
Burch'(I) := lengthg(n/(BI(I) N n)) = 0. This then yields Burch?(I) = 0,

further noting that BIY(I) = R for j > 1. As positive depth rings seem to quite
‘un-Burch’ rings, one may expect that periodicity is impossible to prove with

Burch techniques. We show in Section 4 that is not always the case.

Remark 1. If Burch(I) # 0, then depth(R) = 0.

2 Burch Duality and Burch Closure

Definition 1. Consider an m x n matrix A. Throughout this paper let [z], be
the m x 1 vector with x as the p-th entry, and 0 elsewhere.

Remark 2. We often denote the reduction of S-ideals IV simply as N. Similarly
we drop the reduction notation and interchangeably consider x € S an element
of both S and R.

Definition 2 (Realization Set). The Realization Set of an ideal N, R (N), is
the set of elements z* € (I : N) such that 2*N ¢ nI. The Realized Set of an
ideal N is the difference

t7(N)=N— (BIy(I)NN)
of sets.

We also identify all elements in the realization and realized sets, respectively,
that differ by multiplication by a nonzero element of k. Note that vy(N) is
nonempty iff BIy(I)NN C N and also iff 37 (V) is nonempty, both by definition.
Thus the following remark:

Remark 3.
fﬁ](N) 75 RS YI(N) 75 RS BurchN(I) >0

We say z* € R(N) realizes x € v7(N) if *z is a minimal generator of I.
Example 5. Let S = k[[z,y, 2]], [ = (2%y,1y?2,2%), and N = (22, v, 22). Then
BIn(I) = (z,2%,y2,y°),

tI(N) = (x27y522) - (517,22792792) N (IQaysz) = (y) - (yzayQ)

Since (I : N) = (23, zyz,2%y) and here R;(N) are precisely the elements of
(I : N) that realize y,
Ri(N) = {zyz}



Lemma 1 (Burch Duality).
Burchy (1) > 0 = Burch(.n)(I) >0

Further, choose x € t7(N) # 0. Then z € R;((I : N)). In particular, if
x* € M(N) realizes © € v;(N), then x € R;((I : N)) realizes z* € ¢ ((I : N)).

Proof. Assume Burchy(I) > 0. Let « € t;(N). Then z(I : N) C I and yet
(I : N) ¢ nl. Thus zz* is a minimal generator of I for some z* € (I : N). In
particular, z* € R (N).

Now consider Bl(7.ny(I) =nl : (I : (I : N)). Sincex(I : N)e I,z € (I:(I:
N)). But then since zx* is a minimal generator of I, x € R;((I : N)). Because
x*(I: (I: N)) ¢ nl this also shows 2* ¢ Bl(;.n)(I), and since z* € R;(N) C
(I:N), z* €v((I: N)). O

Remark 4. The Realized Set of NV is the set of elements x € N such that z*z
is a minimal generator of I, for some z* € R(N) C (I : N). Note that such an
x cannot be in BI;(N), because BI;(N)(I : N) C nl.

We use this duality to prove a certain general periodicity. To better under-
stand the conditions of this lemma, consider Corollaries 1 and 2 immediately
after.

Lemma 2 (Burch Dual 2-Periods). Consider a minimal free resolution e :
(Fs,As) — M over R. Let .#1(c;,) be the ideal generated by elements of a
column ¢, of a minimal matrix representation of A,,. If J O .#1(¢;,) for some
¢m that contains a reduction of some x € v;(J), then for all a > 1,

J C F1(Amt2q)

[x]; is a minimal generator of im(Ay,124) = YZ,, 4 9,(M)
for some i, and

"R C cjl(*Aer(Qafl))

[z*]; is a minimal generator of im(A,,1 (2a-1)) = 8YZ 4 (20—1)(M)
for each z* € R (J) that realizes x, and some j. There is at least one such z*.

Proof. Consider a morphism of free S-modules B,, : F, — F,,—1 that reduces
to A, modulo I. Let d,, be the corresponding lift of the column c¢,,. We can
choose any z* € R;(J) that satisfies *z ¢ In for the z € d,, given in the
theorem (cf. Remark 4). Wlog let d,,, be the j-th columns of a minimal matrix
representation of B,,. Thus the minimal generator of F,,, e; = [1];, satisfies
that B, (z*e;) ¢ nlG.

z*e; € B, (nIG) D nB,, (IG)

Reducing modulo I, x*e; & nker A,,. However, z* € R;(J) C (I : J), and
thus a*e; € (I : J)F. Thus, A, ([z*];) = 2*¢,, = 0, and so x¥e; € ker A,,.
Thus 2*e; is a minimal generator of ker A,,.




By exactness and invariance under quasi-isomorphism, A,, 1 can be written
with z*e; as a column, say column i. Thus [g]; € ker(A,,4+1) = im(4,,42) for
each y € J.

Further since z* € Rj(J) realizes x, by Burch Duality, x € R;(( : J))
realizes x* € v7((I : J)) and Burch(;.;)(/) > 1. Thus we can carry out the
above proof with A,,11, choosing J = #1(z*e;) C S, and swapping x,z* to
reach the conclusion.

O

A corollary of this theorem looks more familiar, and generalizes the case of
the standard Burch Index BI(J) in Proposition 4.3 of Eisenbud and Dao [3]:

Corollary 1. If #1(A,,) ¢ BIy(I) and N D #1(A,), then N C Z1(Am+t2q)
for a > 1. Thus if Burchy(I) > 1, and #1(A;,) = N, N D 71 (Am+t24)-

In fact we have shown the more general condition:

Corollary 2. If .Z(¢;n) ¢ BIy(I) and N D .#1(cp), then N C F1(Apmi24)
for a > 1. Thus if Burchy(I) > 1, and #1(cp) = N, N D Z1(Ami2a)-

Example 6. Let S = k[[z,y,2]], I = (2%y,y°z,2%z), and N = (22,92, 2?%).
Then Burch(I) = 0, Burchy (1) = 0, and yet if we resolve N via (Fe, As) we see
F1(Ag) = (2,97, 2%)

cjl(A:j) = (,T,y,Z)

for j > 1, because Burch(z)(I), Burch(z2)(I) > 0, and similarly for y,y2, z, 22

Remark 5. By convention we consider Ag, the matrix whose columns are the
minimal generators of IV, when resolving an ideal N. When resolving a module
M, the matrix whose cokernel is M is A;.

In addition, we have shown the following useful fact about positive depth
ring resolutions:

Corollary 3. If the conditions of the Lemma are satisfied for any A,, in a
resolution of M, then M has infinite projective depth. In particular this holds if
Burch g, (4,)(1) > 0. This is true in the non-trivial setting where depth(R) > 0.

Proof. The lemma proves the existence of [z*]; in A, 4 (24—1) for a > 1. Thus
A, is not 0 asymptotically. O

3 Proof of Generalized Burch Index Theorem

We are now equipped to prove the result on generalized Burch Index. First we
need a helper lemma.

Lemma 3 (Minimal Generators of Tor). Consider Tor(X,Y) of R-modules
X,Y with minimal free resolutions € : (Fo, As) = X and § : (Go, Bs) — Y. If
there exists a nonzero minimal generator e of F; and f of G;. If e® f is in
ker(A; ® Y), then e ® f is nonzero and a minimal generator of Tor;(X,Y).



Proof. Because F, is a free R-module and € is a minimal free resolution, we have
F1(Aj41) C m and thus e & im(A;41). Assume that e® f € im(4;41 ®Y),
then e® f = ¢ ® f' for some ¢ € im(A;41) and f* € Y. But this cannot be
the case because f is a minimal generator of Y, so we cannot choose ¢, f’ such
that ¢’ has R-coordinates in m. Thus e ® f is nonzero.

To show e ® f is a minimal generator, assume for contradiction that, with
T €M,

e® f= meem ® fm mod im(A;1; ®Y)

Se®f =D Tmem® fm)+(E®F)

where E ® F € im(A4;+1 ® V). We can assume that we cannot factor out
y|ll # y € R from e,,, fr,. For this sum to be equal to e ® f, we need the
summands on the RHS to reduce to

Ze@xmfm—i—e@F’

or
meem®f+E’®f

Since the first paragraph of the proof shows that E® F' is not in im(4;41 ®Y)
if E and F are minimal generators, £’ and F’ must not be minimal generators
of their respective modules. But then the wlog the first case reduces to e ®
(> Tm fm+F"), which is not equal to e® f since f is a minimal generator. [

This allows us to prove the following major lemma. After reading through
the lemma, consider again this remark:

Remark 6 (Intuition). If Burchy(l) > 1, then ideals N tend to persist in
resolutions (cf. Corollary 1). If Burchy(I) > 2, then ideals N not only persist,
but also any ideals less than N tend to grow to N.

Lemma 4. Let € : (F,, As) — M be a minimal R-resolution, and M be an
R-module. Let Burchy(I) > 2, and (0) € .#1(A4,) C N for some 1 < j. Then
for all v > 5+ 5,

fl(Av)—Ffl(Aerl)DN (1)

Proof. We will first show
I1(An) + I1(Am1) # X SN (2)

for m = j+2. For contradiction assume j = 1 and that %1 (4,,)+ I 1(Amt1) =
X C N for modd. Then thereis anideal @ with X C @ C N and lengthg(N/Q) =
1. Tensoring the resolution (Fs, As) with R/Q, one has A,, ® R/Q = Apy1 ®
R/Q = 0 and thus gets

®R/Q ~ Tor,,(M, R/Q) ~ Tor,,_1(M, Q) ~ Tor,,_2(im(4;), Q) (3)



Consider a minimal resolution 6 : (Ge, Bs) — Q. Resolving Q ® im(A;) over
R ®im(A;), one considers

By, —1®im(A;) By, —2®im(A;)
e e

Gum1 ®@im(A;) Gma ®im(A;) Gs ®im(A;)

which we rewrite as
Cm—1 Cm_2
H,.1——H,,—o— H,,_3

for brevity. Since Burchy(I) > 2, and N D Q D #1(By), and @ has colength 1
in N, we may apply Lemma 2 to show the existence of a minimal generator [z*],
of im(Bq42p) with * € R;(N) and b > 0, for some p. Thus, [n]; € im(Bajop)
for each n € N and some gq.

Note that m —2 = 1 is odd by assumption and thus [z*], is a minimal
generator of im(By,—2). Then ¢ satisfies e = [1], ® g € H,,_2 and

Crm—2(e)=[z"],®g~[1],®z"g=0

since z* € R;(N) C (I : N) and g is a column of A; which has .#1(4;) C N
by assumption. Thus e € ker Cy,_o.

Note that [1]; is nonzero and ¢ is nonzero by assumption since (0) C
#1(A4;) C N. Thus by Lemma 3, e is nonzero and a minimal generator of
Tor,,—2(im(A1), Q). Yet for all n € N,

ne = [nlg ® g € im Cy,—1

and thus ne = 0 in Tor,,_2(im(4;),Q@). Choose n ¢ @ to get a contradiction
with Equation (3): ®R/Q has no minimal generator with order n. To ensure
m is odd, we include A, Ami1, Amye2 in (2). We can choose arbitrary j > 1
by considering the resolution of syz;_;(M). To show (1), note that (2) implies
F1(Ay) & BIn(I) for some y € {j,7 + 1,7 + 2}, and use Lemma 2.

O

Proof of Theorem 1. We can exclude free modules M/R, which have 0 resolu-
tion. All other cases with finite projective dimension are not included in The-
orem 1 since Burch(/) # 0 excludes positive depth rings. Assume bd(I) = j.
Then Burch/t!(I) > 2. Thus let € : (F,, A,) be a minimal free resolution with
Z1(Ay) € BU(I). By Lemma 4,

I1(Ay) + F1(Avi1) D BV (D)

for v > 6. Alternatively, if _
F1(Ar) ¢ BI(I)

, then ‘
S (A1+2a) D Bl (I)

for a > 1 by Corollary 1. Thus all resolutions satisfy

fl(ArU) + fl(Aerl) D) BIJ(I)

10



for v > 6. And for all such resolutions, if
F1(Ay) + F1(Ap1) 2 BP(I)
, then wlog .#1(A,) ¢ BI(I), and
I1(Apiaa) D BUTH(I)
by Corollary 1. By induction, one sees that all resolutions satisfy
J1(Ay) + F1(Avi) = BIY(I)
for some 0 < ¢ < j. O

Finding a non-trivial example where each BI"(I) does not quickly degenerate
to the maximal ideal is not as easy as one might expect. Yet we would like one
to verify the validity of these lemmata. Here is one:

Example 7. Let S = k[[z1..23]] and I = (waz3 + 282%, 23 — 3023, 2123, 2323).
Then gb(I) = 2 and bd(I) = 1. Importantly, the minimal R-resolution e :
(Fo, Ay) — BI'(I) has .#(Ag) = .#1(A7) = BI'(I) = (x3,22,27). One notes
that

BI?(I) = (x3 + 283, 22, 2123, 3)

and considers the minimal resolution of (zy + 28x3) C BI*(I):

F1(B1) = (2 + 28x3)

J1(B2) = (x3,2172)

F1(B3) = (x3,x2,27)

F1(Bj) = (w3,22,27), 4<j <8

Lemma 4 says that .#1(Bs) + .#1(By) is not strictly contained in BI*(I), and
together with Lemma 2 further implies that .#(B;) or #1(Bj;t1) contains
BI* (I) for j > 4. These conclusions are supported with this example.

Remark 7. One can analogously define BT, (I), Burch?, (I), bdx (I), and gb (1),
and show the same type of result for gb, (I) > 2. Note this will have the same
periodic result unless #1(A,,) 2 N, after which the resolutions are not proven
to be periodic. Note we must define as an edge case Burch);(I) = 0 when
BIn(I) 2 N for the same reason that comes up for positive depth case in the
N-Burch Ideal section.

4 Untwisting
We now seek to generalize the results that relied on Lemma 4 and Corollary 1 to

results relying on Corollary 2. Here is the thesis of this section: Because of the
column-wise periodicity we see in Lemma 2 and Corollary 1, we can more easily

11



prove periodicity when the elements of each column of A,, generates a small
ideal. For example, when resolving an ideal N of R, .#1(A4¢) = (na, ..., n;) where
(n1,...,n;) is some minimal generating set of N. Take N =m = (1, ..., z,) and
assume that Burch(I) = 0. Then without the column-wise approach, we cannot
say anything about the periodicity of this sequence in general without the Burch
approach. However, if Burch(, y(I) > 1 for each x;, then .#; (As,,) = m for each
m by Lemma 2, despite I not having a positive Burch Index (in fact for the
maximal ideal case we may say more and still get a direct summand of k in the
kernel as in Eisenbud and Dao [3], but this is beside the point). A similar fact
holds true for Burchy (I) = 0.

Example 8 (Positive Depth). One straightforward way to get Burch(I) = 0
yet Burch, (1 ) > 1 for each j is to choose I as a monomial ideal generated by
a single element. This can yield positive depth cases as well. For example, let
S = k[[x,y]] and I = (2y). This meets the conditions and we see the resolution
begins

v IR C N i I e )
T Yy 72 y 0 72 Yy 72 z 0

and whose matrices repeat with period 2 (there are two pairs of isomorphic
images in the presumed 4-period above), with

-y vy
x 0
being the next matrix in the resolution. The resolution of the maximal ideal

may be able to be obtained through other means, but even in the case where
Z1(A1) = m, these techniques are more general: in the same ring, consider the

resolution of
( x Iy)
Yy Yy

which by column-wise Burch will have .#1(A4;) = m for each odd index j. Again
this particular case turns out to be a complete intersection ring, where ideal-
periodicity was proven by Dao, Brown, and Sridhar [2]. More general examples
are of course available when the ring is not a complete intersection ring (or
Golod) and for general ideals N # n, as in the next theorem.

R? R? (= ) R

Theorem 4. Let I be a monomial ideal such that Burch(I) = 1 and S/I is
a depth 0 ring. If 22« is a minimal generator of I for some a € S and € :
(F, A) — BI(I) is a minimal free resolution, then

I1(Am) + I 1(Amy1) € {BI(I), m}

for allm. If 71(Amy) + F1(Ame+1) = m for some mg, then F1(Ay) =m for
all m >> myg. In particular, F' is ideal-periodic with period at most 2.

12



Proof. Since S/I has depth 0 and I is monomial, z; € ts(z;) for each j with
1 < j < n, and since 2« is a minimal generator, 22 € t7(22). In particular,
Burch(, )(I) > 0 for each j with 1 < j < n, and Burch(,2)(I) > 0. By
Lemma 2 and specifically Corollary 2, since BI(I) = (z1,...,22) = #1(41),
BI(I) C I1(Agq41) for all @ > 0. For the second claim, see Eisenbud and Dao
Theorem 4.1 [3]. Note we can also apply Lemma 2 again for the second claim,

but due to its generality would only get 2-periodicity of m. O

This occurs often and is not an accident; if z € t7(N), then = € v7(J) for any
J C N, as long as x € J. Thus N-periodicity that can be obtained via Lemma
2 by considering the entire ideal .#1(A;) can always be obtained by considering
just the column containing a z € t;(N) (also by Lemma 2). When choosing
N = .#1(c) for some column however, the converse is not true.

If instead we tried to resolve

X1 ToX1 To
I9 LL‘% 1‘%%3
M = coker
3
Ty Tyl .- T,

we could not use the column-wise approach with Burch(,y(I) > 1, since the
column ideals are too large. We loosely call this phenomenon a twisted matrix,
and the results of this section are devoted to recovering the column-wise ap-
proach for such matrices, or untwisting. Both of the techniques in this section
will be based on Lemma 4.

Lemma 5 (Untwisting Supplement, Compare w/ Lemma 4). Let € : (F, As) —
M be a minimal R-resolution and consider an ideal N. Let Burch(,)(/) > 1
for each n in some minimal generating set of N, and (0) C .#1(c ) (n) for
some column c¢; of A; with 1 < j. Further consider each ideal ) C N with
lengths(N/Q) = 1 and the minimal resolution 6 : (Go, Be) = Q. Let n & Q be
the unique minimal generator of N not in Q. Assume d; = [n*],, where d; is a
column in B; for some i > j and n* € R;((n)). Then

fl(Av)+f1(Av+1):)N (4)
for all v > j + 5.

In other words, under certain conditions, we can check whether the module
M has N-periodicity by considering column-wise Burch periodicity of the ideals
@, which have unmixed columns as the minimal generators of Q.

Proof of Lemma 5. We follow a similar proof as Lemma 4. We first show
J1(An) + I 1(Am1) # X TN (5)

for m = i+ 2. Thus assume for contradiction equality with some X C N and let
Q be an ideal such that .71 (A;) + 1 (Ams1) + F1(Ami2) = X CQ C N and
Q@ has colength 1 in N. Let n be a minimal generator of N such that n € Q.

13



Let j be the index such that #1(c¢;) D (n) and 1 < j = m — 2. We may as
before assume j = 1, lest we consider the resolution of syz; ;(M). As before
consider

®R/Q ~ Tor,, (M, R/Q) ~ Tor,,—2(im(A41), Q)

and let . .
Hpoy =" Hypoo =" Hpp_g

be defined as in Lemma 4. By Lemma 2 and the conditions on the resolution of
Q, have that [n*]4 is a column in Boyy;, and [z], € im Bayt14; for each z € N,
b>0.

Since by assumption m — 2 — ¢ is even, we have [n*], as a column of B, _s.
We can choose the minimal generator g of im(A;) corresponding to ¢;. Then ¢
satisfies e = [1], ® g € Hp,—2 and

Crm—2(e)=n"q@g~[1],®n"g=0

since g is a column of A; whose entries generate .#1(c;) C (n). By Lemma 3, e
is nonzero and a generator of Tor,,_2(im(A;), Q). Yet

ne=[nl,®g€imCp_1

since [n]q € im Bopy144. The conclusion now follows the same as in Lemma 4.
O

Note these conditions yield more results than just considering when Burchy (1) >
0 for the entire ideal N = .#1(A;). One class of examples of ideals that satisfy
the conditions if the Lemma yield the second main theorem of this paper.

Proof of Theorem 2. It suffices to show the conditions of the Theorem satisfy
those of Lemma 5 when N = n. Thus it suffices to show: If for each ¢ there is
some j # i such that there exists a € R7((2;)) N R ((x5)), then Burch,,(I) =
Burch, ) (1 ) > 1 and furthermore we may apply the above lemma when N = n.

Since each colength 1 ideal ) contains z; or x;, and the conditions imply
that Lemma 2 implies that [, will be a column in the second matrix in each
resolution. Since « realizes both z; and z;, [z;]; and [z;], will be a column in
the third matrix in the resolution. Since the N-Burch indices are positive, we
are done. O

5 Future Work

The specific conditions that allow application of the lemma in the Untwisting
section should be further fleshed out. More heuristics on the proportion of Burch
Index 0 rings that can be untwisted with the lemma should be explored. Since
the lemma in the Untwisting section has a condition where ideals generated by
entries of in some columns of A; are contained in an ideal NV for some j, one
should explore 'resolving’ a resolution backwards. In particular, if #1(4;) 2 N
for all 7 < m in the resolution of a module M, for example, can we resolve a
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module J such that the matrices B; in its resolution satisfy .#1(B;s) = Z1(4A;)
for some b > 0 and I;(B;) € N for some i < b? The Gorenstein case seems like
a good place to start.

There is also a notion of Burch Closure, where the successive realization sets,
Rr((Rr(...(R1(N))...)), and corresponding realized sets appear in a resolution
with, for example, .#1(A;) = N and Burchy(I) > 1. Heuristics and results on
how these blow up should be considered.
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