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RESOLVING THE MODULE OF DERIVATIONS ON AN n x (n+1)
DETERMINANTAL RING

HENRY POTTS-RUBIN

ABSTRACT. We use the construction of the relative bar resolution via differential graded structures
to obtain the minimal graded free resolution of Derpg|y, where R is a determinantal ring defined by
the maximal minors of an n X (n + 1) generic matrix and k is its coefficient field. Along the way,
we compute an explicit action of the Hilbert-Burch differential graded algebra on a differential graded
module resolving the cokernel of the Jacobian matrix whose kernel is Derg,;. As a consequence of the
minimality of the resulting relative bar resolution, we get a minimal generating set for Derg; as an
R-module, which, while already known, has not been obtained via our methods.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is concerned with showing that a truncation of a relative bar resolution minimally resolves
the module of k-linear derivations Derpgj;, on a determinantal ring R defined by the maximal minors of
an n X (n + 1) generic matrix X. The minimality of the resolution yields a minimal generating set for
Derpj, over R, a result which may be found in [3], produced by a starkly different method.

While minimal generators of modules of derivations on determinantal rings are known, the minimal
graded free resolution of Derg), over R has not been computed. The first order differential operators
D}%‘k on R decompose as D}%‘k = Dergx @R, and so after obtaining the resolution of Dergx, the
resolution of D}%‘ . is immediate. Known resolutions of differential operators are few — see [] for the
case of low-order differential operators on an isolated hypersurface singularity and [14] for derivations
on a generic hyperplane arrangement, as two examples. Differential operators need not behave the same
in positive characteristic as in characteristic zero, so it seems worthwhile to point out that our approach
to the minimal graded R-free resolution of Derpy;, is characteristic-free.

The R-module Dergy; is isomorphic to the kernel of J}g, where J}g is the transpose of the Jacobian
matrix of the maximal minors of X tensored down to R. That is, the following sequence of R-modules
is exact:

T
0 — Dergj, — R TR prtl ke JE = 0.

Consequently, to obtain the minimal graded R-free resolution of Derp|;, we may construct the minimal
graded R-free resolution of coker J% and truncate it.

Our main result is the following. For the proof, we build the appropriate differential graded (dg)
structures to use the construction of the relative bar resolution developed by Iyengar in [11].

Theorem (Theorem 6.3). Let A be the minimal graded Q-free resolution of R and U be the minimal
graded Q-free resolution of coker J5. The minimal graded R-free resolution of Derpgyy, is the truncated
relative bar resolution

Jr 2

Mii Mo
—

Mi0]

(n+1)(n+2) { — " Derpgy — 0,

...— R" } R2(n+1) 2:
where M; j comes from the action A;-U; of the dg algebra A on the dg A-module U and @2 and 02 come
from the differentials of A and U, respectively.

It is not always the case that this construction produces a minimal resolution, but when the ring and
module involved are Golod and the resolutions of them used in the construction are minimal, it does.
Our minimal free resolutions are graded, and we refrain from saying so from here on. We do not indicate
shifts. In our setting, A is the minimal Q-free resolution of R, which is Golod, and U is the minimal
Q-free resolution of coker J%, which is also Golod. The resolution A is known to admit a dg algebra
structure, and we show that U admits a dg A-module structure. The relative bar resolution then yields
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the minimal R-free resolution of coker J%, in which the first differential is Jj. Truncating the relative
bar resolution results in the minimal R-free resolution of Der gy

The outline of sections is as follows. Section 2 introduces the necessary background, including the dg
algebra structure on the Hilbert-Burch complex A, and the specifics of this structure prove that R is
Golod. Section 3, and in particular Lemma 3.8, discusses the relationship between minors and partial
derivatives, to be used in several subsequent proofs. In Section 4, we give the minimal Q-free resolution
U of coker J}, where J} is the transpose of the Jacobian of the maximal minors of X tensored down
to R. In Section 5, we compute an explicit dg algebra action of A on U which shows that coker Jg
is Golod, so that in Section 6 we may use the relative bar resolution via dg structures to obtain the
minimal R-free resolution of Derpy.

2. BACKGROUND

In this section, we recall the background necessary to talk about the ingredients going into the main
result, Theorem 6.3. Throughout, let & be a field and Q@ = kfx;; |1 <i<n,1<j<n+1], where n is
at least 2. Take X to be the n x (n+ 1) matrix of variables with (¢, j)-entry z; j. Forr € {1,...,n+1},
denote by F;. the maximal minor of X obtained by deleting the rth column. For lists of positive integers
« and 3, write X2 for the matrix obtained by deleting the columns with labels in a and rows with labels
in 8, e.g., F,. = det X,..

Write I,, for the ideal of @ generated by the nxn (i.e., maximal) minors of X, i.e., I, = (F1, Fa, ..., Fny1),
and set R = Q/I,.

Definition 2.1. The ring R is called a determinantal ring, and I,, is called a determinantal ideal.

More generally, determinantal rings are defined by the k& x k minors of an n X m generic matrix; we
simply focus on the case when k = n and m = n+1 (and note that our methods do not easily generalize).
Much is known about determinantal rings and ideals — see, for example, [3]. One fact used in this work
is that the height of I,, is 2 (see, for example, [2], Theorem 7.3.1). Another relates to the minimal free
resolution of R over (), but before stating it, we introduce differential graded algebras and differential
graded modules.

Definition 2.2. A differential graded (dg) algebra over a ring S is a complex (A, 34) of free S-modules
equipped with a unitary, associative multiplication A ® g A — A satisfying
() A A C Al-‘r]u
(i) 3‘4(%%) 9% (ai)a; + (=1)'a;0(ay),
(iii) a = (-D¥aja;,
(iv) a? —OlfllSOdd

where a; € Ay.

Definition 2.3. Let (A,04) be a dg algebra over a ring S. A differential graded (dg) A-module is
a complex (U,9Y) of free S-modules together with a unitary, associative multiplication A @5 U — U
satisfying

(i) AU; € Uiy,

(i) 0%(aiuy) = 0%(ai)u; + (—1)'a;:0% (uy),
where a; € A; and u; € Uj.

A natural question is whether the minimal free resolution of a given module has the structure of a
dg algebra. For ideals of height 2 in a Cohen-Macaulay ring, the answer is given by the Hilbert-Burch
complex, shown to be a resolution in the polynomial ring case by Hilbert in 1890 [10] and more generally
by Burch in 1968 [5]. The dg algebra structure is due to Herzog [9]. It is well-known that the height of
I,, is 2 (see, for example, [2], Theorem 7.3.1), and so we state the next proposition in terms of R and Q.

Proposition 2.4. [5, 9, 10] The minimal Q-free resolution of R is the Hilbert-Burch complex

(A) 0—Q" 2" 50— R—0,
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where 1 = [Fl -F ... (-1)E L (—1)”+2Fn+1} and @2 = XT. Furthermore, the resolution
A is a dg algebra under the multiplication

n

S (1) R det XF Ty, if i < g,

e;-e; = —(ej-ei)z k=1
0, if i =7,
ei-szo,

where {1} is a basis for Ao, {e:} is a basis for Ay, and {T;} is a basis for As.

Remark 2.5. More generally, the Eagon-Northcott complex resolves a determinantal ring defined by the
k x k minors of an n X m generic matrix over the ambient polynomial ring [7]. In our case, the Hilbert-
Burch and Eagon-Northcott complexes coincide. The Eagon-Northcott complex admits the structure of
a dg algebra, computed by Srinivasan in [13].

Definition 2.6. Given a surjective homomorphism of local rings (S, mg, ks) — (S/J,mg,;,ks) and a
finitely-generated S/J-module N, there is a coefficientwise inequality of Poincaré series
s
S/J Py (t)
Py (1) = T o
_t( s/,J(t) - )
In the case that equality holds, N is called Golod. We call the ring S/J Golod if kg is Golod.

When the minimal free resolution of S/J over S is a dg algebra, the next proposition provides an
equivalent condition for S/J to be Golod. We phrase it in terms of R, @, and A.

Proposition 2.7 (Proposition 5.2.4, [1]). The ring R is Golod if and only if A>1 - A>1 C mgA, where
mg is the (homogeneous) mazimal ideal of Q. Similarly, an S/J-module N is Golod if and only if its
minimal Q-free resolution U is a dg module over A with structure satisfying that the action of A>1 on
U lands in mold.

Corollary 2.8. The ring R is Golod.
Proof. The dg algebra structure of the Hilbert-Burch complex satisfies A>; - A>1 C mgA. O

The construction of the relative bar resolution via dg structures due to Iyengar [11] is the main tool
in this work. Given a dg algebra A over a ring S resolving S/J and a dg A-module U over S resolving
an S/J-module N, set

B, = P S)J ®s Ay ®s ... 05 A, @5 Uj,
i1+ +ip+j+p=r
where the bars mean to shift by 1 homological degree.
Define m,, : A®™ — A iteratively by m; = 84 and m,, (n > 1) by the characterization that it satisfies
the Stasheff identity

Z Z (=) "m0 (1% @ me  1%7) = 0,
s=1r+s+t=n

in which r,t > 0. Define u,, : A®" ! ® U — U such that analogous identities hold.

Definition 2.9. The relative bar resolution has B, as its rth term and differential
p p—i
0(s®a1®...0ap,du) :ZZiS®a1®...®aj QmMi(aj41 ® Gjts) @ Qjpig1-.. D ap QU
i=1 j=0
p+1
+) E50U D ... Qap i1 ® pilap-it2 ® ... D ap ®u).
i=1
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Exact signs are suppressed, and they are unimportant to the moral of the story.

Remark 2.10. The relative bar resolution is a resolution of N over S/J. By considering the construction
of the differentials in the relative bar resolution via dg structures and Proposition 2.7, one observes that
if S/J is Golod, N is an S/J-module which is Golod, and both A and U are minimal, then the relative
bar resolution resolving N over S/J is minimal. Thus, in this setting, the Poincaré series for N over
S/J may be realized as in Definition 2.6 when equality holds. We will show that this is the case in our
setting, where S = @, S/J = R, and N is the cokernel of the Jacobian matrix J}g whose kernel is Der gy,
(to be defined in a moment). The following will be expanded upon in Corollary 6.7:

PRt
O p— ) -
TP~ 1)
The module we will be resolving with a truncation of the relative bar resolution is the module of

k-linear derivations on R.

Definition 2.11. A k-linear derivation on a k-algebra S is a k-linear function 0 : S — S satisfying the
Leibniz rule:

d(ab) = d(a)b + ad(b),
for all a,b € S. The collection of k-linear derivations on S forms an S-module under addition of functions
and S-scalar multiplication. Denote this S-module Der g

Example 2.12. A k-linear derivation § on the polynomial k-algebra k[z1,...,z;] can be written
- 0
5 = 2
Z a] 8Ij ’
Jj=1

0
where a; € k and —— is partial differentiation with respect to x;. The prototypical example of a

Oz
derivation that does not look like a derivation is the Euler derivation
E(f) := deg(f) - f,
where f is a homogeneous polynomial. One can express £ € Derg, (or in Derg, where g, is
understood to be an equivalence class) as

n+1

0
Z xk,éax—u-

14=1

M=

E:

b
I

Write Jg for the transpose of the Jacobian matrix of I, in ). That is, the ith row of Jg is indexed
by F; and the columns of Jg are indexed by the indeterminates x; ; according to the rule x; ; < xy j
precisely when 7 < ¢/ and if i = ¢/, 7 < §/, i.e.,

11 <T12 < ... X Tiptl R T21 <T22 < ... <X Tpntl,

i

0
so that the (i, (j, k))-entry of Jj is 3

. We define J}g to be Jg ®q R and keep the above labeling
Tjk

convention throughout this work.

Example 2.13. In the 2 x 3 case,
_ r1,1 T1,2 T1,3
xr2,1 T22 T23

Fy = 219723 — 21,3%2,2, Fo = 71,1723 — T1,3%2,1, and F3 = 211722 — T1,2%2,1, S0 that

0 T23 —T22 0 —T13 T1,2
T
Jo = | %23 0 —T21 —T13 0 T1,1
Too2 —T21 0 —T12  T1,1 0

i

Remark 2.14. Notice that
89%1»

= 0 for all 4 and k, since to compute F;, the ith column of X is deleted.
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3. USEFUL LEMMAS

In this section we further explore the relationship between minors and partial derivatives, developing
some useful identities. These identities are involved primarily in the proofs of Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6, which
combine with the Buchsbaum-Eisenbud Acyclicity Theorem (Theorem 4.7) to produce the minimal Q-
free resolution U of coker.Jj, and in the proof of the dg action of the Hilbert-Burch dg algebra A
(Proposition 2.4) on U (Lemma 5.1).

Remark 3.1. Recall that for lists of positive integers o and 3, we write X g for the matrix obtained by
deleting the columns with labels in « and rows with labels in 8. To compute F;, one starts with X
and deletes column ¢ to obtain the matrix X;. The determinant of X; is F;, and one can compute this

K3
Lk,j
amounts to finding the determinants of X{fj for varying k, i.e., the polynomial coefficient of z;, ; in F;.
However, if i < j, the sign associated to zj ; in X, which is (—1)7**, switches to (—1)7***! in X;. In
light of this observation, we note that when i # j, we can rewrite the multiplication in the dg algebra
structure of the Hilbert-Burch complex (Proposition 2.4) as

oF;

determinant via Laplace expansion along the column of X; labeled j (when i # j). Finding thus

oF;

n —1 i+j+k -1 j+k+1—T — n 1 i+1—T if g .
> =1 (=1) (-1) Bar k=2 = (—1) Br ky 1<},
€;-€; =
. . OF; - JF;
P (=1)IR ()it L =3 (—1) T, if ¢ > j.
> =1 (=1) (-1) Bar k=D = (=1) ey ks ire>)
Remark 3.2. We claim that
OF; _ ()it (?Fj.
8:v;w» 89%1»
Without loss of generality, let ¢ > j. We have
. OF; 4 OF;
1) — et XE. = (—)kHL 2L
(1) gt = det Xk = (1)

from which the claim follows.

Definition 3.3. The rank of a matrix M (or of a map represented by a matrix M) is the size of the
largest non-vanishing minor of M.

Lemma 3.4. The rank of Jg isn+ 1.

Proof. Consider the maximal minor of Jg determined by the last column and the n columns with first

oF
entries —1, u € {1,...,n}. These entries are zero, and so the minor in question is a product of
u,l
oF oF,

+—"1  and the determinant of a matrix ¥ with entries —— 2 ,u€{l,...,n}

8$n7n+1 axu,l

Specialize by sending z; ;41 to itself for s = 1,...,n — 1 and x; ; to zero for ¢ # j — 1. The matrix

Fu+1

Y becomes diagonal under this specialization, since the entries that were remain nonzero (since

8$u71

T

one summand is =+ in7i+1) and the entries that were

become zero for all uw and r # u+ 1. The
Ly, 1
oF
entry ———
aJ:n,n-i-l
The determinant of Y under the specialization is thus a product of nonzero entries in a domain, and
so the minor we considered at the start of the proof is nonzero. Thus, Jg has full rank n + 1. g

of Jg remains nonzero under this specialization, as well.

Example 3.5. In the 2 x 3 case, i.e., the case when n = 2, we have that = 21,2. The matrix YV

817213
from the proof of Lemma 3.4 is

T —X
y — |%23 1,3 ,
T2 —T12
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x23 0
0 —ILQ ’

Definition 3.6. The grade against @) of a Q-ideal I is the length of the longest )-sequence in I, denoted
grade(I, Q).

Remark 3.7. The grade against @ of the Q-ideal generated by the rank-size minors of Jg is at least 1,
since this ideal is nonzero by Lemma 3.4 and @ is a domain.

and after specialization, we get

The next lemma provides some identities involving partials and minors that will be used in developing
the minimal Q-free resolution of coker J} in Section 4 and the differential graded structure appearing
in Section 5.

Lemma 3.8. There are equalities

n+1 .
OF, 0, 1i#s,
1 i =
- OF; iy .,
(2) Zxkl@x— = (1) E; when i # j,
k=1 kg
T 6F7‘ i
(3) Z(_l) Oz zjr = (1) R,
ri s

(4)

2¢+ =0 when ¢, k, and t are distinct.
-1 8:@,;@

Proof. To see the case of (1) when i # s, let Y be the matrix obtained from X, by replacing the row
indexed s with a second row indexed i. The determinant of Y is zero, and one way to compute det Y is
via Laplace expansion along one of the rows indexed by ¢ in Y. Explicitly, this computation is

n+1
OF,
0=detY =+ u—-
e ;x) 8x57u

This yields the case of (1) in which i # s.
When ¢ = s, the result follows from the observation that the sum in (1) is the calculation of F). via

Laplace expansion along the row of X, indexed s.
OF;

Lk,j

OF, _{(—1)j+k+1xk7idetij, i < g,

For equality (2), we examine xy_;

Tk.i = .
* 3Ik7j (—1)J+k117k71‘ det X

kL i>g

By Laplace expansion to compute F; along the column of X; indexed ¢,

zn:(_l)“rk“wk,idet Xl.’fj = F
k=1
when ¢ > j, and
zn:(—l)iJrkwk,idet Xt =F
when i < j. Equality (2) follows: =
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Alternatively, equation (2) follows from Remark 3.2 and Laplace expansion as in the i = s case of
equation (1).

To see (3), consider the determinant of X; as computed via Laplace expansion along the row indexed
by j:

i—1 n
Fy=detX; =Y (=1)" 2 det X/, + > (=1)"" g, det X7 .
r=1

r=i+1
When i > r,
OF, " :
e (=1t det X7,
Xji ’
and when i < r,
oF o ‘
3 == (=1)"" det X/,
Xji ’
Thus,
i—1 n
- OF, - OF,
E _ (_1)Z+T+1=’E’,r T + (_1)z+7‘+1$‘)r T
; J an,i 7‘;—1 J anﬁi
- OF,
_ 1+1 r T .
=(-1) ;(—1) By

from which (3) follows.
To see (4), let Y be the matrix obtained from X; by replacing the column indexed k by a second
column indexed ¢t. By Laplace expansion along one of the columns indexed ¢ in Y,

"R
0=detY =+ ; Bz L
|
Example 3.9. In the 2 x 3 case with ¢ = 2 and j = 1, equation (3) in Lemma 3.8 reads
Z(—l » OF, Tip = — ! T1,1 — OF; 71,3
(95[:172 ’ (95[:172 ’ (95[:172 ’

—T23%T1,1 + X2,1%1,3

= B

4. RESOLVING THE COKERNEL OVER @)

In the introduction, we noted that Derg, is isomorphic to the kernel of J}g, i.e., there is an exact
sequence of R-modules

T
0 — Derpgj, — R+D T8 gl oker JE = 0.

Resolving Derg|;, over R thus amounts to resolving coker J£ over R. To do so, we first resolve coker Jg
over ), and that is the content of this section. Using the resolution we develop in this section (see
Theorem 6.2) together with the Hilbert-Burch complex from Proposition 2.4, we construct the relative
bar resolution of coker J}g over R in Section 6. “Chopping off” the first term of this resolution results in
the minimal R-free resolution of Dergy.

We start by examining what will be the second differential in the Q-free resolution of coker J}. Let
A be the (n+ 1) x (n — 1) matrix obtained from the (n + 1) X n matrix

Z1,1 x21 Tn,1

XT x1,2 x22 e Tn,2

:El,n—i-l x?,n—i—l cee xn,n-{-l
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by removing the kth column. Let €; be the £th n(n + 1) x 1 standard basis vector and let B, be the
n(n+1) x 1 column matrix

n+1
Z (_xl,sgs + x@,sé'(lfl)(nJrl)Jrs) .
s=1
Let 0y : QD+l @n(n+1) he the map of free Q-modules be given by the block matrix
A0 ... 0 0 | | | |
0 Ay ... 0 0 | | | |
S : " By By ... B,
0 0 ... A,1 0 | | | |
o 0 ... 0 A, | | | |

Let I be the ideal of (n — 1)(n+ 1) x (n — 1)(n 4+ 1) (i.e., maximal) minors of Js.
Lemma 4.1. We have that grade(I, Q) is at least 2.

Proof. For a matrix Y with entries in ), denote by I(Y") the Q-ideal generated by the maximal minors
of Y.

Take an (n — 1)(n + 1) minor of d2 by choosing n — 1 rows from the collection of n + 1 rows that
intersects A; and n rows from each of the n — 1 collections of n + 1 rows that intersect each Ay, k > 2.
Using column operations, one sees that the matrix corresponding to this minor can be calculated along
a block diagonal as an element of I(X!) - I(X)"~!. The collection of minors taken this way generates
the ideal 7(X1!) - I(X)"1, so that I(X?') - I(X)"~! C I. Using that I[(X)"~! C I(X) C I(X"), we have

VI I = /X N IX) 1 = IX) T = I(X) = I(X).

We use above that I(X) is prime and thus radical. We note that ht (« /I(X1)- I(X)”*l) =ht(I(X1) - [(X)"1)

and that grade(I(X), Q) = 2 (see, for example, [2], Theorem 7.3.1). Since height and grade coincide in
the case of a Cohen-Macaulay ring, grade(I, Q) > 2. O

Example 4.2. In the 3 x 4 case, the matrix 0y is

(201 231 0 0 0 0 —z11 —211
22 232 0 0 0 0 —x12 —x12
x93 w33 0 0 0 0 -—-m3 —113
T24 234 O 0 0 0 —x14 —ZT14
0 0 Z1,1 x31 0 0 T21 0
0 0 1,2 T3,2 0 0 x22 0
0 0 x13 233 O 0 2,3 0 ’
0 0 T1,4 T34 0 0 T2.4 0
0 0 0 0 T1,1 T21 0 3,1
0 0 0 0 T12 T22 0 x3,2
0 0 0 0 x13 723 0 3,3
L 0 0 0 0 T14 T24 0 X34 ]

in which we have highlighted a maximal minor described in the proof of Lemma 4.1.

Remark 4.3. In Lemma 4.1, the minors we take are products of nonzero elements of ), which is a domain
(the factors are determinants of matrices of distinct indeterminates, hence nonzero). Thus, the map 0;
has full rank (n — 1)(n + 1).

Having said something about the map we will claim as the second differential in the resolution of
coker J}g over (, we turn now to the rest of the resolution. We begin with a lemma that will aid in
showing that the resolution is indeed a complex.

Lemma 4.4. Let S = k[z1,..., %] and f € S. Let 6 € Derg)y, have coordinate vector &, and let JE (f)

be the transpose of the Jacobian of f over S. The composition JE(f)od = 0 over S if and only if
5(f) = 0,
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Proof. Say § = > . We have that JE(f) o @ is equal to

0 - 0
zgg—zjg 5(9).

Jj= laﬂa

Lemma 4.5. The sequence of maps and free modules
Q=1 (n+1) KZN QrintD) J_5> ot
is a complex.

Proof. We want to show that Jg 0 Jy = 0. By Lemma 4.4, it suffices to show that the columns of ds
correspond to k-linear derivations on @ that send the polynomials F,. (the generators of I,) to zero.

Define
n+1

= E Z;
zuaxsu

For i # s, V; s is the derivation corresponding to the column of d; having first nonzero entry x; ;. We
will use By to denote the derivation corresponding to the column By. Notice that By = —Vj 1 + Vi 0.
That V; s(F,) = 0 when ¢ # s and V; ((F,) = F, is the content of Lemma 3.8, equation (1). Since
Vs,s(Fy) = F,., we get that Be(F,) = 0.
By Lemma 4.4, Jg 00y =0. O

We could extend the complex from Lemma 4.5 to the right to include a surjection onto coker Jg .
However, we would like to resolve coker J% over . The next lemma states that this is not an issue.

Lemma 4.6. As Q-modules, coker Jg = coker J}.

Proof. We have that
Rn+l o (Q/I)n+1 o Qn+1

ker J = = = :
ORI S TE T T im I (R + im g
where {€;} is a basis for the jth copy of Q and (F;€;) is the ideal of Q™! generated by the F;é;,
Qn+l

i,7=1,...,n+ 1. The module is isomorphic to the cokernel of a matrix equal to Jg

(Fié;) + im Jg
with adjoined columns that are standard basis vectors scaled by the F;. Call this matrix D. The lemma
follows if we can show that the columns of D are @-linear combinations of the columns of Jg .

Write b; ; for the column of Jg corresponding to the partial derivative with respect to x; ;. When
i # 7, we claim that

The rth entry of the vector 22:1 Tk, ibk s

X}m B f(=)E, i,
18 Tk, 0, i F# T

The i = r case is Lemma 3.8, equation (2). The ¢ # r case is Lemma 3.8, equation (4).

When i = j, we claim that
Z i wbiu — Z Zk,ibg,i = F3€;.
uFi k#i
The rth entry of 37, ;@i ubiw — D _js; Th,ibr,i i

> g —Zkz

uFi kyi
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When r = ¢, this sum is F; by Laplace expansion computing F; along the row of X; indexed by ¢. When
r 1,

n+1 OF
;xzu i Z kz szu i,u_ zz <Z kza Tha xi,iax—;>
OF, OF,
=F, — Izzaxlz FT+IlZaxi7i
=0

O

To show that what we claim is the Q-free resolution of coker J% is in fact acyclic, we call upon the
Buchsbaum-Eisenbud Acyclicity Theorem.

Theorem 4.7 (Buchsbaum-Eisenbud Acyclicity [1]). Let

(F) 0—F 2 F_ — ... — R E

be a complex of free Q-modules in which F; = Q7i. Let r; be the rank of the matriz representing d;. By
convention, rsy1 = 0. Then, F is acyclic if and only if the following two conditions hold
(i) fi=ri+rig1 forall1 <i<s,
(i) for all 1 <4 <s, we have that grade(I(d;), Q) > i, where I(d;) is the ideal of Q generated by to
r; X 1; minors of d;.

To end this section, we bring its contents together to obtain the minimal Q-free resolution of coker J}g.

Theorem 4.8. The minimal Q-free resolution of coker J}g 18

o) 0 — Q=D+ Q"("+1) —> Q"'H — coker Jh — 0

Proof. By Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6, I is a complex. By Lemma 3.4 and Remark 4.3, the ranks of J7©
and Oy are maximal. By Lemma 4.1 and Remark 3.7, the grades of the ideals of rank-sized minors of the
differentials of U are large enough so that by the Buchsbaum-Eisenbud Acyclicity Theorem (Theorem
4.7), we may conclude that U is a resolution. The entries of the matrices representing the differentials
are in the maximal ideal of @), and so U is indeed minimal.

O

5. DIFFERENTIAL GRADED STRUCTURE

Given a dg algebra A resolving R over () and a dg A-module U resolving an R-module N over @), one
can produce the relative bar resolution resolving N over R (Theorem 1.2, [11]). This section develops
the dg module structure required when the module N is coker J}g.

We restate the resolutions A and U developed earlier, with the free modules in them labeled by their
bases. Recall that A is the Hilbert-Burch complex (Proposition 2.4):

(A) 0— Q" Q" X5 Q — R—0,
{T:} {ei} {1}
where o1 = [Fy —F, ... (=1)""'F;, ... (=1)""?F, 1] and ¢, = X”. Furthermore, the resolution

A is a dg algebra under the multiplication

> (1) R det X T, if i <,
eiej=—(ej €)= q""

0, if i = 4,
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Also recall that ¢ is the minimal Q-free resolution of coker J} (Theorem 4.8):
u) 0— Q n-hn+l) 2, 2 (n+1) —> Q"+l — coker JR — 0.
{eis} {bj.x} fai}

Restated in more detail, we have

e {1} is a basis for A

e {¢;} is a basis for A;

e {T;} is a basis for A

e {a;} is a basis for Uy

o {bjr}, 1<j<mn,1<k<mn+1,isabasis for U

n+1
JF,
[ ] 8(bi,j) = Z Z_ag

o {ci;},1<i,5<n,(i,j) # (1,1), is a basis for Us; by convention, we take ¢c11 =0

n+1 n+1
e J0(ci ;) E Ziebje — 05 E 21,1b1,k, that is, ¢; ; corresponds
=1 k=1

to the column of 9 in which z; j is in the jth block of n + 1 entries

Lemma 5.1. The resolution U admits the structure of a dg module over the dg algebra A. Such a
structure is given by

~1)7 <Z xk,jbk,i> : ifi#j,
k=1

€ a5 =
> 1 . . .
—1)* E z1,6b1 K — E Toibei |, ifi =7,
ki (£1
_ i1
e;bjr=(-1)" E (% Ct,js
0k
€; Cj,k = O,

n
Ti-a; = (=1 > @k cik
k=1

T; - bjre =0,

T% *Cik = 0.

Before the proof, we make a remark and give an example.
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Remark 5.2. Notice that in the action e; - a;, one could take the sums to be over all £k and all ¢,
respectively, since x1 ;b1,; — 1,;b1; = 0. Additionally, there is nothing special about the number one
here. We could have instead defined

i1
ei-a; = (=1)"* sz,kbs,k - fo,ibf,i

k#i l+#s
for any fixed s € {1,...,n}. This is because the difference

(—1)i*t chs,kbs,k - che,ibé,i — (=1)"*! Z$1,kb1,k - Zwe,ibe,i

kti (+s ki 1
= (=1)"*! Z Tspbs e | — Z T1Eb1g | — 1,ib1,i + @s,ibs i
k#i ki

n+1 n+1
1) l(Z Zs,ibs k) - <Z fCl,kbl,kﬂ
=1

= 5((—1)“—10575)
is a cycle.

Example 5.3. Let n=3,4=1, and j = k = 2. Then,
- OF
€1 - b2,2 = (- Z !

=1

_ R +6Flc L OR
B 8$172 1.2 8$272 2,2 8173_’2

= (22,323,4 — T2433)C1,2 — (T1,3%3,4 — T1,423,3)C2,2 + (T1,3%2,4 — T1,422,3)C3 2.

C3,2

Proof of Lemma 5.1. We show a number of computations in the proof. While similar in flavor, we
include as much as we do since different cases require different tricks.

The fact that U is a dg module over A follows from Proposition 2.2.5 in [1], but the explicit structure
does not. That the products e; - ¢; i, T; - b; i, and T - ¢c; i, are all equal to zero comes from the fact that
Uzg =0.

In what follows, an equality is tagged (n) if it follows from Lemma 3.8, equation (n).

Begin e;a; action:

We have that d(e;a;) = (—1)"*1Fja;. When i # j,

0 [(—1)j <ixk,jbk,i>1 = (—1)j <i$k7ja(bk)i)>
k=1 k=1

=1 k=1
- F - OF,
=(-1)/ Z.’L‘k,]a / aj + szkﬂa ayg
k=1 0#£5 k=1
& OF
(4) = (-1 (Z T )
k=1 v
©) — (-1 (1) Fa

= (—l)HlFiaj.
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When i = j,
o | (=1)"! Ziﬂl,kbl,k le,ibl,i
ki 0#£1
= (_1)i+1 le_’ka(blyk) ngﬂ-&(bz_,i)
ki 0#£1
n+1 n+1
= (-1 1+1 i
= zm(zam ) (S o)
k#i (#1 v=1
n+1
_ i1
(1) = (_1) Z (Fuau _Ilz ) ZIE1 Z 8:641
u=1 0#1 VA
_ (1) sz@ @y — o > S [ 2,
uFi 0#1 v#£1 .’L'gi
- OF, OF,
_ i+1 . _ ) u _ v
(1) - (_1) Eaz + UZ# <Fuau T1,4 afEl,i au> UZ#Z (F Ay T1,i 3I1,i a'u>
= (—1)i+lﬂai.
End e;a; action.
Begin ¢;b;; action:
We have that
n+1
) OF,
b — (1)l o r
Aeibjx) = (1) Ebjk — e (2 akaaT)
n+1
. FT
= (—1)Z+1Fibj7k — 8 €;Qy
o (9.%‘7'71C
F, F;
(1) Fibjx — 0 r 0 €it;
i afj)k afj)k
i+1 (9Fi )i+t
( ) Fb], Z 856 forbéz _8 letblt_zxuz u,t
r#i Js k t#£i u#1

Case: 1 = k.
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n

OF.
We claim that we may take e; - b;; = Z Cé,j =0. When i = k, ——e;a; =0, and so

3xj7k

a(eiij') = (—1)i+1Fibj7i —
r#i

= (—1)"Eb,, — Z ((% <Z Zg,rby z))

r#
= (=1)"'Eb;; — ( be, )
r#zf 1
= (=1)" Fb; ZZ x by ) — _1 P OF b
= i 2,700, Z ( )ax”xw 3%
L#] r#t r#£i 25t
(3) = (=)™ Fbji — ( béz) — (=)™ Fbj
Z;é] r;éz
= ()" Fbji — 0 — (=) Fiby,
=0.
To see that
ZZ( Ifrblz)—ov
0H#£] r#i
we examine
OF,
Z <(_1)T8 Xy, rbf z)
r#i L

for a fixed £ # j. Let Y be the matrix obtained from X; by replacing the row indexed by j with a second
row indexed by ¢. By Laplace expansion along the row in Y originally indexed by ¢, we get

1 n
0=detY = (=1)Fay, det X7 + > (=1)F" oy, det X7, .

r=i+1
When i > r,
OF,
OB _ (1) et X1,
xj,i
and when ¢ < 7,
OF, " i
— = (=1)"" det X7 ,..
(%ch- ’
So,
L OF, " L OF.
detY = Z(—l)”T“ﬂJAUCﬁ,TW + Z (‘UHTJFHJJFIW,TW
I =it s
LS e OF,
r#£i Tii
Thus,
S (1) b ) =0,
0#7 r#i I

It follows that we may take e; - b; ; = 0.
Case: j=1,1i#k.
When j =1, we claim that

1 2 :
eibin = H_ 33:
0.k
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We may take i # k. Consider

: . OF; :
5(€ib1,k) = (_1)l+1Fib17k — Z <8x1 . (Z xg,rbg,i>> - 8x—1k(_1)1+1 Ziﬂl,tbl,t - Z wu,ibu,i

r#i t#i u#l
= (=) Ebyy, — v
e G ()
r#i ? l=
. OF, OF; .
— (=) by —(—1)"! T1b1s — Y Tyibui
D G g U 3 e =X

We first examine the coefficients of the basis elements by, ,, in d(e;by k).
The coefficient of by ; for £ # 1 is

. OF, W OF,
_ - -1 i+l Y7t = — -1 r T , .
E 8x1 Te, +(—1) P <§ (=1) (%mxz,)

r#i ?

Let Y be the matrix obtained from Xy by replacing the row indexed 1 by a second row indexed ¢. The
determinant of Y is zero, and one way to compute det Y is via Laplace expansion along the first row:

0=detY = (—1)° (Z(—l)%“ det X4+ ) (=1)"ay, det X}7k>

r<k r>k

Thus, the coefficient of b, ; for £ # 1 in O(e;b1 k) is zero.
The coefficient of b, ; is

— xl .
Z 5301 k o

r#i
The coefficient of by i, is

, ., OF;
1) R — (1)
(-1) (-1) R

The coefficient of by ; for t # 4,k is
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E;
We now examine the coefficients of the basis elements b, , in 0 <( L)t 68 ) We have
Lok

n+1
0 <(—1) Z,l) - H_lz (8I£k (Z Ty, sbl s))

n n+l 8F

=D 5

(=2 s=1
n

= ZHZZ xe sb1s 1)i+1z 68 : 20,101 k

= 25;£k &k =2 L,

OF; OF;
= lez xzsbls + (= )Hl (E—a Ilk) b1k

xr
EQ;ék Lk Lk

iZ?g sbl s

The coefficient of b, ; for £ # 1 is zero.
The coefficient of by ; is

1
1)t g Ie,i
520@ k

We claim that

Z Z )
7 ',T'
8:54 k 6I1 k

By Lemma 3.8, equation (2),

- : : OF;
z+1 i+1 i+k+1 v )
Z 8:17g (=1) ((_1) Fie = 0x1 kxl’l)

OF;
0x1

= (1) F + (-1)’

Il,i-

Also,

- § Jil T § xl,r
8351 k 83:1 k

r#i r#i,k

= — - —1)
Zaxlk Il +( ) axlka

(3) _ (_1)k+1+1Fk 4 (_1)1

= (1) F + (=1)’

The coefficient of by i, is

(-1 (Fz - ;Fi wl,k) -

T1,k
The coefficient of by ; for t # 4,k is

1 Z
H_ l“z,t
520@ k

By Lemma 4.4, equation (4),

OF; ;
H_lz vt = (—1) xl,t-

8:17g ’ ox1 k
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Since all coefficients of the basis elements b,, ,, match, we may take

1
ey = (1) E 835
0k

Case: j#1,i#k.
Assume j # 1, and take i # k. We claim that

_ z+1
eibjr = Z 83:4

Consider

. oF, e OF; i
d(eibjr) = (—1)"" ' Fibj ), — Z (8w-k (—1) <Z xl,rbf,i>> . (—1)"*! le,tbl,t - qulbuz
Js /=1 Js

r#i t#£1 u#l

; - . OF, 8E- )i
= (_1) +1Fibj,/€ - Z Z(_l) 8$j kwé,rbf,i - 8:EJ i+1 le tbl +— Z Ty, ib i

r#i £=1 ’ t#£1 u#l

-1 n
; OF, OF,

= (-1 Fbjx - 1) —apabei+ Y (=) iy rbe

(1) 5,k . (1) Ij.’kfw, ¢, + . (=1) 833-7,6&”’ e,

r#£i \{=1 l=j+1
OF, IF
— ((—1)k+1Fk _(—1)18—> ij'— - — +1 le tblt_ZfEuz U,
Ljyi 8IJ k t#£i u#l

We first examine the coefficients of the basis elements by, ,, in 9(e;b; ).
The coefficient of b; j, is

The coefficient of by, for v # i is

The coefficient in by ; is

— E xl,r'
8:EJ k

r#i

When v = 4, we claim no discrepancy, i.e.,

To see this, let Y be the matrix obtained from X} by replacing the row indexed by j by a second row
indexed by 1. The determinant of Y is zero, and one way to compute detY is via Laplace expansion
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along the first row:

0=detY =+ (Z(—l)“”xu det X, + > (1), det X,;T)

r<k r>k
OF., ” OF,
(Remark 3.2) =+ (Z(_1)1+rx17T(_1)1+k+1W + Z(_l)u +1I1"T(_1)1+kax )
r<k 1k r>k 1,k
n+1
= Nas Z Vi, OF,

8:EJ k

The coefficient of b,,; for u # 1 is

351 T i+1 af% = 6F} r
_ Z ( :Cu,’r) + (—1) 8Ij1k(bu)i = — TZ (—1) Ly,r-

I
r#i I k

When j = u, Lemma 3.8, equation (3), tell us that

n+1

wr = (—1)FF.
Zax], ), (=1)"F

When j # u,
n+1

Za%k ) Ty = 0.

To see this, let Y be the matrix obtained from X} by replacing the row indexed by j by a second row

indexed by u. The determinant of Y is zero, and one way to compute det Y is via Laplace expansion
along one of the rows indexed by w:

0=detY =+ (Z(—1)“+Txu,T det Xj, + 3y (—=1)"T o, det X};)T>

r<k r>k
OF OF,
_ u+r utk+1 r utr+1 utk 27T
(Remark 3.2) == (Z(—l) Ty (—1) O 1 + Z(_l) Zur(—1) 0xy, ;C)
r<k ’ r>k ’
n+1
_ k+1 Z F .

J-,k

Thus, the coefficient of b, ; for v # 1 and j # u is zero.
The coefficients of all other b, , are zero.

We now examine the coefficients of the basis elements by, ,, in 0 ((—1)”’1 et 8—@,]). We have
Ty

n n+1 ntl
< 1+lzax€k 1) (_1)Z+1Z<axék (eruau—agjlevbl'U))

/=1
- n n+l OF, 6F n+1
= (_1) Oz éu ju blv
=1 u=1 "%

, " 9F; OF; 8F s
4 = (1) L b, ibji— wbiw

) n 8F n+1
1 = (=" | Fb —le~— wbiw
0 o (i za )

The coefficient of b; j is (—1)""1F;.
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The coefficient of by, is

The coefficient of b;; is

z+1 E To
8$[ v

which, by Lemma 3.8, equation 2, is equal to
(_1)i+1(1)i+k+1Fk _ (_1)ka.

The coefficients of all other b, ,, are zero.
End e;b; ;. action.

Begin T;a; action:

We claim that

Ti Q= (—l)j Zxkﬂjciyk.
k=1

We have

n+1

TCLJ Z T 0€005
= Z <:Ez V4 ( Zxk,jbk é)) ( 1)j+1 Ti,j5 le,ubl,u - va,jbv,j

£ u#j v#1
n+1
—Z <:Ez€ ( Zxk,jbk é)) ( J+1:Ez,] le ublu
0#£7 u=1

(=1 s by — (—1)7 g by — (1) Y b

#j

n+1 n
= Z <xz€ ( Zwk,gbk e)) (=1) e, le wbtw — (=), va,jbv,j.
u=1 v=1

19
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Also,

n n+1 n+1
rgicin | = (=1) Tp wzebke Oik Y T1ubiw
Z
k=1 v=1
n+1 n+1
Z Tk, Tq Zbkl+ J'rzj (Z X, Ebzf_ le vbl 'u)

ki =1
ntl n n+1 n+1
= (_1)3 Z T (Z xk,jbk,l — Ii,jbi,l)) + (—1)in7j <Z i ebig — Z $1,vb1,v>
=1 k=1 =1 v=1
ntl n+1
= (=1) Z (:cl ¢ lewbk é) —(=1) Z Ti e, 5bie
=1 =1
n+1 n+1
Z T, Ebz L — (_1)J Z X451 'ubl v
v=1
) n _n+1
= (-1 (mz ¢ Zx’wbk 4) (=1 @iy > wagbig — (<17 wiews b
£ k=1 (=1
n+1 n+1
-1) Z i, jTiebie — (—1)7 Z i 10010
n+1
=(=1) Z(Illzxkﬂbk€> 1)y Zx1vb1v— 1)y, szkﬂbkﬂ’
L#j 1

which is 8(TZCLJ)
Thus,

Ti . CLj = (—l)j Zxkﬂjciyk.
k=1

End T;a; action.

It remains to show that the multiplication in the dg structure we have defined is associative. For
degree reasons, most triple products are zero. It is not yet clear that (e;e;)ar = e;(ejax).

Case: i = j.

When i = j, (e;ej)ar = (e;e;)ar = 0. If we further assume i # k, then
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If instead we assume ¢ = k, then

ei(eiak) =€ (_1)i+1 Z xl,ubl,u - Z xv,ibv,i

uFi v#1

= (1) Z T1,u€ib1,u

n+1
Ol Z (xl,u < H Z amu ))
n+l n B
;ég lua 0,

u

The coefficient of ¢, for £ # 1 above is

n+1

§ xlu =

,u

by Lemma 3.8, equation (1). Thus,

Case: i # j.

When i < j,

(a)

When ¢ > 7,

(esej)ak

ei(eiar) = 0.

Il
R
/:\
>—~
hared
+
.
+
IS
a
e}
+
>
ﬁ

§ Ly, kCu 'u)

= (D> (1) det Xy ke,

v=1u=1
n o n ; aFl
e
v=1u=1 wJ

=3 (=1 det X Tyay,

n

B Z ( 1) det X1 (—1)F ! zn: xv,kcu,v>
v=1
LSS ) et X e

v=1u=1

k+1zz

v=1u=1

xv kCu,v-

21
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If we further assume that j # k, then

ei(ejak) = €; <(—1)k vaykbv,j>
=1

(C) — z+k+1 Z Z Ly, k

v=1u=1

If instead we assume j = k, then

ei(ejak) = ei(ejaj) = €; (—1)j+1 le,ubl,u — va,jbv,j

uFj v#1

= (—1)j+1 Z $1,u6ib1,u — Z Iv,jeibv,j

u#j v#l
= (—1)j+1 le,u < z+1 Z axz - ) — va,j < z+1 Z axs] Cs,v)

uFj v#£1
— (—1)/*! 1+1zzn:x1u3F cor — (= z+1zzxwa

uFj =1 v#£1 s=1
= (-7 | (-1 Zj—F Y Y e
=1 b v#£1 s=1

n

= ’L+‘]+1 E X ] C[ 1 + E E Ty ,J 8$
v#£1 s=1 $J
_ 1+J+1 § :E :
= Ty j o
' 8

v=1s=1
@ IR 3) ST
v=1s=1

It remains to note that (a), (b), (c), and (d) are all equal.

Corollary 5.4. The R-module Dergy is Golod.

Proof. By Lemma 5.1, the action of A>; on U lands in mglf, and so applying Proposition 2.7 yields
that the R-module coker J7 is Golod. By a theorem of Levin ([12], Theorem 1.1), the first syzygy of a
Golod module is Golod. O

6. THE RESOLUTION OF Dergy,

Having established the ingredients needed to produce the relative bar resolution of coker J}g over R,
we do so after introducing notation for the derivations coming from the dg action defined in the previous
section. Truncating, we obtain the minimal R-free resolution of Derpy.
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Notation 6.1. Let L; ; be the derivation corresponding to e; - a;, i.e.,

. 0 . .
(‘UJZIk,jma i # J,
k=1 ’
Li;
. 0 0
(—1)1+1 Z:Z?Lk — er’i— y 1= j
prs 01k o] 0y

Let M be the n(n + 1) x (n + 1) matriz with rows indexed by
bi,1, 012, ., 01,041, D215+ -+ b1 gt

: 9
and columns corresponding (via e O bi ;) to

Liy, Lia,...,Lint1, Lo, ..o, Lng1ns1
Set M = M0, and define M; ; similarly, as the matriz coming from the multiplication A; - U;.

We now combine the ingredients from the previous sections to produce the minimal R-free resolution
of coker J}g. This is done using the construction of the relative bar resolution via dg structures due to
Iyengar [11]. For us, the construction requires a dg algebra resolution of R over @ (the Hilbert-Burch
complex A from Proposition 2.4) and a dg A-module resolution of coker Jg over @ (the resolution U
from Theorem 4.8). We saw that R is a Golod ring (Corollary 2.8) and that coker J% is a Golod module
(see the proof of Corollary 5.4). The Golod property together with the fact that A and &/ are minimal
implies that the resulting relative bar resolution of coker JE over R is minimal.

Proposition 6.2. The minimal R-free resolution of coker J}g is the relative bar resolution

iy i)
oy ey M Mao) oy 02 Mol iy TR pnst e JE—o0.

We recall that Derpy, is isomorphic to the kernel of J}g. It follows that by truncating the relative bar
resolution from Proposition 6.2, we get the minimal R-free resolution of Derg|j.

Theorem 6.3. The minimal R-free resolution of Derpyy is the truncated relative bar resolution

Jh w2
Mii1 Mo

iy :|R2n(n+1) (02 _]‘{1»0]

n+1)(n+2) {

oo — R Derg)y — 0.

Theorem 6.3 recovers a minimal generating set for Dergy;, (see [3] for another minimal generating set
of Derp;, obtained using a different approach).

Corollary 6.4. A minimal generating set for Dergy, over R is
M= {V.s, By, Li j}
where r,s,€ {1,...,n}, r#£s,£€{2,...,n}, and i,5 € {1,...,n+1}.

For the sake of visualization, we give an example of what the first differential in the resolution from
Theorem 6.3 looks like in unabbreviated form.

Example 6.5. When n = 2, the matrix [32 Ml,O} is equal to

21 0 —x11 0 T12 —T13 0 —I11 0 0 0 T1,1

Ta2 0 —mT12 T1p9 0 0 —I11 0 —T13 0 0 T1,2

x2.3 0 —1,3 x1,3 0 0 0 —I1,3 0 —T1,1 T1,2 0
0 T1,1 2,1 —x2,1 T22 —I23 0 0 0 0 0 0 ’
0 ILQ x272 0 0 0 —$271 1172_’2 —117273 0 0 0
0 x1,3 x2,3 0 0 0 0 0 0 —I2,1 T2,2 —T23

in which the columns are indexed

€21, C1,2, €22, L1,1, L12, L13, Lo1, Lo, L2 3, L3 1, L3 2, L3 3.
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Remark 6.6. One may wonder how the Euler derivation (Example 2.12) arises from the minimal set of
generators from Corollary 6.4. In terms of the elements of M, the Euler derivation E can be expressed

n+1
E=n (Z(_l)kJrlLk,k) (n+1) (Z Bg)

k=1
To see this, examine the coefficients of in
LTu,v
n+1 n+1 6 a
k+1 k+1 k+1
(Eevm) e () o S0 (Taugts - T
k=1 k=1 u#k v#£1 ’
n n+1 a n+1 a
+(n+1) Z Z Tesgy S—le,tax—lt
=2 \s= 2 t=1 '
n+1
| Do D magy— = D wen
k=1 \u#k axl u v#1 8$U k
n n+1 n+1
+(n+1) Tps 7 T .

0
The coefficient of 3 is n?x1,, — (n+ 1)(n — 1)x1,, = 71,4, and the coefficient of
T1,v

Ty + (N + 1)Typ = Tup-

0 .
9rus for u # 1 is

The construction of the relative bar resolution via dg structures implies that the Poincaré series of
Derpyy, is rational.

Corollary 6.7. The Poincaré series of Dergy;, over R is

n+1)(14+(n-1))
(1 —t—nt2)t2

’P]:‘I)%CFR“C (t) =

Proof. Since coker J} is Golod,

P2 ()

coker JT
Pclgkcr Jg (t) = Q =
1—t(PR(t)—1)

~n+l+nn+1)t+(m—1)(n+1)2
B 1—t(1+ (n+1)t+nt?—1)
C(n+1)A4nt+ (n—1)t%)
1—(n+1)t2 —nt3

(DA + (n— 1))
B (1+1)(1 —t —nt?)
(n+1)(14 (n—1)t)

1—t—nt? '

1
To obtain PgerR\k (t), multiply by 2 O

As a final corollary, we note the linearity of the resolution of Derg, when n = 2.

Corollary 6.8. When n = 2, the minimal R-free resolution of Derpgy;, is linear, i.e., the entries of
the matrices representing the differentials in the minimal R-free resolution of Dergyy, are either zero or
variables.

Proof. This is because partials of minors in the 2 x 3 case are just variables. O



REFERENCES 25

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Special thanks to Claudia Miller for all of her guidance on this project. Thanks also to Josh Pollitz and
Jack Jeffries for helpful discussions. Several results in this paper I first conjectured based on examples
I computed using Macaulay?2 [8].

REFERENCES

[1] Luchezar L. Avramov. “Infinite Free Resolutions”. In: Siz Lectures on Commutative Algebra. Ed.
by J. Elias, J. M. Giral, R. M. Mir6-Roig, and S. Zarzuela. Basel: Birkhauser Basel, 1998, pp. 1-118.
ISBN: 978-3-0346-0329-4. DOT: 10.1007/978-3-0346-0329-4_1. URL: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-0346-03:

[2] Winfried Bruns and Jiirgen Herzog. Cohen-Macaulay Rings. 2nd ed. Cambridge Studies in Ad-
vanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, 1998. 1SBN: 9780511608681.

[3] Winfried Bruns and Udo Vetter. Determinantal Rings. Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Spring-
Verlag, 1988. 1SBN: 3540194681.

[4] David A. Buchsbaum and David Eisenbud. “What Makes a Complex Exact?” In: Journal of Algebra
25 (1973), pp. 259-268. DOL: https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-8693(73)90044-6.

[5] Lindsay Burch. “On ideals of finite homological dimension in local rings”. In: Mathematical Proceed-
ings of the Cambridge Philosophical Society 64.4 (1968), pp. 941-948. DOI: 10.1017/50305004100043620.

[6] Rachel N. Diethorn, Jack Jeffries, Claudia Miller, Nicholas Packauskas, Josh Pollitz, Hamidreza
Rahmati, and Sophia Vassiliadou. “Resolutions of differential operators of low order for an isolated
hypersurface singularity”. In: Michigan Mathematical Journal (to appear).

[7] David Eisenbud. Commutative Algebra: with a View Toward Algebraic Geometry. Graduate Texts
in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, 1995. ISBN: 9783540942696.

[8] Daniel R. Grayson and Michael E. Stillman. Macaulay2, a software system for research in algebraic
geometry. Available at http://www2.macaulay?2.com.

[9] Jirgen Herzog. “Komplexe, auflosungen, und dualitat in der lokalen algebra”. In: Habilitationss-
chrift (1973).

[10] David R. Hilbert. “Uber die Theorie der algebraischen Formen”. In: Mathematische Annalen 36
(1890), pp. 473-534. URL: https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:179177713.

[11] Srikanth Iyengar. “Free Resolutions and Change of Rings”. In: Journal of Algebra 190 (1997),
pp- 195-213. DOIL: https://doi.org/10.1006/jabr.1996.6901.

[12] Gerson Levin. “Modules and Golod homomorphisms”. In: Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra 38.2
(1985), pp. 299-304. 1sSN: 0022-4049. DOIL: https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-4049(85)90017-9.
URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0022404985900179.

[13] Hema Srinivasan. “Algebra Structures on Some Canonical Resolutions”. In: Journal of Algebra
122 (1989), pp. 150-187. DOL: http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/andp.19053221004.

[14] Sergey Yuzvinsky. “A free resolution of the module of derivations for generic arrangements”. In:
Journal of Algebra 136.2 (1991), pp. 432-438.13SN: 0021-8693. DOL: https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-8693(91)90C
URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/002186939190054C.

MATHEMATICS DEPARTMENT, SYRACUSE UNIVERSITY, SYRACUSE, NY 13244 U.S.A.
Email address: hpottsru@syr.edu


https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-0346-0329-4_1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-0346-0329-4_1
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-8693(73)90044-6
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0305004100043620
http://www2.macaulay2.com
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:179177713
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1006/jabr.1996.6901
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-4049(85)90017-9
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0022404985900179
https://doi.org/http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/andp.19053221004
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-8693(91)90054-C
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/002186939190054C
mailto:hpottsru@syr.edu

	1. Introduction
	2. Background
	3. Useful Lemmas
	4. Resolving the Cokernel over Q
	5. Differential Graded Structure
	6. The Resolution of `3́9`42`"̇613A``45`47`"603ADerR k
	Acknowledgements
	References

