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THE CANONICAL TRACE OF

COHEN-MACAULAY ALGEBRAS OF CODIMENSION 2

ANTONINO FICARRA

Dedicated with my deepest gratitude to the memory of my maestro and friend,
Professor Jürgen Herzog (1941-2024)

Abstract. In the present paper, we investigate a conjecture of Jürgen Herzog.
Let S be a local regular ring with residue field K or a positively graded K-algebra,
I ⊂ S be a perfect ideal of grade two, and let R = S/I with canonical module ωR.
Herzog conjectured that the canonical trace tr(ωR) is obtained by specialization
from the generic case of maximal minors. We prove this conjecture in several
cases, and present a criterion that guarantees that the canonical trace specializes
under some additional assumptions. As the final conclusion of all of our results,
we classify the nearly Gorenstein monomial ideals of height two.

1. Introduction

Let (R,m, K) be either a local ring or a positively graded K-algebra. Let m be
the (graded) maximal ideal of R. Assume that R is Cohen-Macaulay and admits a
canonical module ωR. The canonical trace of R is then defined as

tr(ωR) =
∑

ϕ∈HomR(ωR,R)

ϕ(ωR).

It turns out that R is a Gorenstein ring if and only if tr(ωR) = R. Thus, the
canonical trace measures, in a certain sense, how far is R from being Gorenstein.

The ring R is called nearly Gorenstein if tr(ωR) contains m. Nearly Gorenstein
rings were introduced Herzog, Hibi and Stamate in [19], although they were implic-
itly considered in the work of Huneke and Vraciu [21]. Many people are interested
to develop their theory, classify nearly Gorenstein rings, and compare the nearly
Gorenstein property with other properties of R. See [8, 11, 12, 14, 16, 20, 22, 23].

Let x = x1, . . . , xn be a regular sequence on R, and denote by “ ” the reduction
modulo x. It is well-known that the canonical module specializes, that is ωR = ωR.
One would guess that the canonical trace specializes as well: tr(ωR) = tr(ωR)R? It
is easy to see that tr(ωR)R ⊆ tr(ωR). However, in [12, Example 3.3] we discovered a
counterexample to this expectation. Let R = S/I where S = K[x1, x2, x3, y1, y2, y3],
I = (x1y1, x2y2, x3y3, x1x2, x1x3, x2y3) and let x = x1 − y1. Then tr(ωR) 6= tr(ωR)R.
This example is remarkable, because I is the edge ideal of a Cohen-Macaulay very
well-covered graph, see [6, 7].
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Now, let S be a Noetherian local ring or a positively graded K-algebra, and
let I ⊂ S be an ideal, which we assume to be homogeneous if S is graded. We
furthermore assume that S is regular. We will explain this assumption in a moment.

We set R = S/I, and as before we assume that R is Cohen-Macaulay with canon-
ical module ωR. The simplest Cohen-Macaulay algebras of this form are those such
that I is a perfect ideal of grade two. Recall that I is perfect if gradeR = pdR.
These algebras are characterized by the celebrated Hilbert-Burch theorem [5].

Theorem 1.1. ([4, Theorem 1.4.17], [9, Theorem 20.15]) With the notation intro-

duced, assume that I has a free resolution

F : 0 → Sm−1 ϕ−→ Sm → I → 0.

Then, there exists a S-regular element a such that I = aIm−1(ϕ). If I is projective,
then I = (a), otherwise pd I = 1 and I is perfect of grade two.

Conversely, if a is a non-zero divisor on S, grade Im−1(ϕ) ≥ 2 and the map

Sm → I sends the ith basis element to (−1)ia times the minor obtained from ϕ by

leaving out the ith row, then F is the minimal free resolution of I = aIm−1(ϕ).

Fixing bases of Sm−1 and Sm, we may represent ϕ by a matrix A. Any such A is
called an Hilbert-Burch matrix of I. Furthermore, we may compute Ij(ϕ) as Ij(A)
for all j and this ideal is independent from the particular Hilbert-Burch matrix A.
Tensoring F with R = S/I, we obtain the exact sequence

0 → C
α−→ Rm−1 ψ−→ Rm → I/I2 → 0,

where C = Kerψ is the kernel of ψ = ϕ⊗ idR, and α is the inclusion map.
Since, as we assumed before, S is regular, we can use the so-called Vasconcelos

trick [19, Corollary 3.2] to obtain that tr(ωR) = I1(α).
Let now S = K[x1, . . . , xn] be a graded polynomial ring over K. Let µ(I) be the

minimal number of generators of I. The Hilbert-Burch Theorem 1.1 implies that any
graded perfect ideal I of grade two, with µ(I) = m, arises as a specialization of the
ideal of maximal minors Im−1(X) of a generic matrix X = (xij) of indeterminates.
Indeed, if A = (fij) is an Hilbert-Burch matrix of I, and R′ = S[X ]/Im−1(X), then
R ∼= R′/(g) where g = x11−f11, . . . , xm,m−1−fm,m−1 is a regular sequence on R

′. By
[12, Theorem 1.1], we have tr(ωK[X]/Im−1(X)) = Im−2(X)/Im−1(X). In this setting,
we prove in Lemma 2.3 that

Im−2(ψ) = Im−2(A)R ⊆ tr(ωR) = I1(α).

These facts, and several experimental evidences, lead to the following conjecture
which Jürgen Herzog posed to the author of this paper in private conversations.

Conjecture 1.2. (Herzog) Let S be either a regular local ring with residue class

field K or a regular positively graded K-algebra. Let I be a perfect ideal of grade

two and let A be an Hilbert-Burch matrix of I. Set R = S/I. Then,

tr(ωR) = Iµ(I)−2(A)R.

In this paper we address this conjecture, and we settle it in important cases. Along
the way we characterize perfect monomial ideals of grade two which are generically
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Gorenstein. More generally, we show that Conjecture 1.2 holds if we assume in
addition that I is generically Gorenstein. Furthermore, we prove that Conjecture
1.2 holds for any Cohen-Macaulay monomial ideal I of S = K[x, y], and again we
classify the nearly Gorenstein algebras S/I in this class. Finally, we classify the
nearly Gorenstein monomial ideals of height two of S = K[x1, . . . , xn].

Before breaking out the content of the paper, let us stress the relevance of the
Hilbert-Burch Theorem 1.1 across the fifty-five years of Jürgen Herzog research.
Herzog first paper ever [17], titled Generators and relations of abelian semigroups

and semigroup rings, contains among other fundamental and basic results on semi-
group rings, an explicit description of the minimal free resolution of the semigroup
ring of any numerical semigroup with three generators. As Herzog remarked many
times in his lifetime, this is just a special case of the Hilbert-Burch theorem, which,
however, he did not know at the time as a student.

The Hilbert-Burch theorem gained again Herzog interest in the last few months
of his life, as a motivation for Conjecture 1.2, but also in the study of the so-called
Fitting ideals Fittj(I) of an ideal I. This led to a joint paper [10] with Eisenbud,
Herzog, Moradi and the author of this paper. Such article, the third to last paper
of Herzog, deals with the problem of characterizing those ideals I of a Noetherian
ring such that I = Fittj(I) for some j. In the case j = 1, a certain converse of the
Hilbert-Burch Theorem 1.1 was proved.

The outlines of the paper are as follows. In Section 2 we present a wide class of per-
fect ideals of grade two for which Conjecture 1.2 holds true. Let S = K[x1, . . . , xn]
be a positively graded polynomial ring, and let I ⊂ S be a perfect graded ideal of
grade two. It is proved in Theorem 2.1 that, if in addition I is generically Goren-
stein, then the canonical trace is the expected one, namely it is generated by the
submaximal minors Iµ(I)−2(X), modulo I, of any Hilbert-Burch matrix X of I. This
result was already proved in [12, Corollary 3.5] by a different method. Our new
proof is based on Lemma 2.2 and some results of Avramov and Herzog [3].

On the other hand, the inclusion Iµ(I)−2(X)R ⊆ tr(ωR) holds true always as we
show in Lemma 2.3. Next, we characterize the perfect monomial ideals of height two
which are generically Gorenstein. It turns out that these ideals are parameterized
by finite simple graphs G with t edges and integer sequences a and b of length t
such that a certain graph G(a,b), constructed from such data, is cochordal. This is
the content of Theorem 2.4. The implication (b) ⇒ (c) of the proof of this theorem
is in part implicitly contained in the proof of [1, Proposition 2.2].

In Section 3 we consider, among monomial ideals, the simplest class of perfect
monomial ideals of grade two, which are not necessarily generically Gorenstein.
Namely, the Cohen-Macaulay monomial ideals in S = K[x, y]. For this class of
ideals, we obtain in Lemma 3.3 a fairly explicit Hilbert-Burch matrix. As a conse-
quence, we are able to show in Theorem 3.1 that Conjecture 1.2 holds for this class
of ideals. Hence, in Proposition 3.5 we successfully classify the nearly Gorenstein
ideals within this class.

As the final conclusion of all of our results, in Theorem 4.1 we classify the nearly
Gorenstein monomial ideals of height two.
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2. Perfect generically Gorenstein ideals of height two

Let S = K[x1, . . . , xn] be a graded polynomial ring over a field K with deg xi = di
for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Since S is Cohen-Macaulay, by [4, Corollary 2.1.4] for any ideal I ⊂ S
we have grade I = height(I). Thus I is perfect if and only if I is Cohen-Macaulay.

Recall that I ⊂ S is called generically Gorenstein if SP/IP is Gorenstein for any
minimal prime P ∈ Ass(I). Whereas, I is called generically a complete intersection

if SP/IP is a complete intersection for any minimal prime P ∈ Ass(I). Recall that
given an ideal J of a Noetherian local (or graded) ring T we have µ(J) ≥ height(J),
and if equality holds J is called a complete intersection. If T is Cohen-Macaulay,
then J is a complete intersection if and only if J is generated by a regular sequence.

The goal of this section is to prove

Theorem 2.1. Let I ⊂ S be a graded perfect ideal of height two with µ(I) = m. Let

X be an Hilbert-Burch matrix of I. Set R = S/I, and assume that R is generically

Gorenstein. Then

tr(ωR) = Im−2(X)/I.

This result was already shown in [12, Corollary 3.5] with a different method. Here,
we provide a different and somewhat easier argument.

We shall need the following

Lemma 2.2. Let I ⊂ S be a Cohen-Macaulay ideal of height two. Then, the fol-

lowing conditions are equivalent.

(a) I is generically Gorenstein.

(b) I is generically a complete intersection.

Proof. That (b) implies (a) is clear. Conversely, assume (a) and let P ∈ Ass(I) be a
minimal associated prime. Then IP is again a Cohen-Macaulay ideal of height two,
and by assumption SP/IP is Gorenstein. Thus µ(IP ) ≥ 2 and the Cohen-Macaulay
type of IP is one. By the Hilbert-Burch Theorem 1.1 we deduce that IP is generated
by two elements. Hence IP is a complete intersection. �

Let I ⊂ S be a perfect graded ideal of height two, generically a complete intersec-
tion (equivalently, generically Gorenstein), and minimally generated by m homoge-
neous polynomials f = f1, . . . , fm with deg fi = ai for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Furthermore, let
X be an Hilbert-Burch matrix of I with homogeneous entries. Set R = S/I, and
consider the graded minimal free S-resolution

0 →
m−1
⊕

j=1

S(−bj) X−→
m
⊕

i=1

S(−ai) → I → 0

of I, and the induced exact sequence

0 → C →
m−1
⊕

j=1

R(−bj) ψ−→
m
⊕

i=1

R(−ai) → I/I2 → 0,

where C = Kerψ and I/I2 is the so-called conormal module of I.
4



Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let X ′ be the (m− 1)×m-matrix with entries the indeter-
minates xij , for 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ m − 1, and let S ′ = S[X ′] and R′ = S ′/I ′,
where I ′ = Im−1(X

′). We set deg xij = bj − ai for all i and j. Then I ′ is a graded
ideal in the non-standard graded polynomial ring S ′ and R is a specialization of R′.
In other words, the sequence g = x11 − f11, . . . , xm,m−1 − fm,m−1 is a homogeneous
regular sequence on S ′ and R′ with S ′/(g) = S and R′/(g) = R.

We have the exact sequence

0 →
m−1
⊕

j=1

S ′(−bj) X′

−→
m
⊕

i=1

S ′(−ai) → I ′ → 0

and the induced exact sequence

0 → C ′ →
m−1
⊕

j=1

R′(−bj) ψ′

−→
m
⊕

i=1

R′(−ai) → I ′/I ′2 → 0, (1)

where C ′ = Kerψ′.
We denote by the overline “ ” the reduction modulo (g). Then R′ = R, and the

exact sequence (1) induces the exact sequences

C ′ →
m−1
⊕

j=1

R(−bj) → Imψ′ → 0 (2)

and

Imψ′ →
m
⊕

i=1

R(−ai) → I ′/I ′2 → 0. (3)

Now we are going to show that:

(i) I ′/I ′2 = I/I2;
(ii) C ′ → ⊕m−1

j=1 R(−bj) is injective;
(iii) Imψ′ → ⊕m

i=1R(−ai) is injective.
From (i), (ii) and (iii) it follows that

0 → C ′ →
m−1
⊕

j=1

R(−bj) ψ−→
m
⊕

i=1

R(−ai) → I/I2 → 0,

is exact, and this implies that C = C ′. This then yields the desired conclusion.
Proof of (i): We have the exact sequence

I ′2 → I ′ → I ′/I ′2 → 0. (4)

Since g is a regular sequence onR′ and S ′, the exact sequence 0 → I ′ → S ′ → R′ → 0
induces the exact sequence

0 → I ′ → S → R→ 0.

Since the image of the map I ′ → S is equal to I we see that I ′ is identified with I
via the injective map I ′ → S. Under this identification, the image of I ′2 → I ′ in the
exact sequence (4) is identified with I2. Thus, (4) shows that I ′/I ′2 = I/I2.
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Proof of (ii): Here and in the proof of (iii) we use the following facts: Let T be a
polynomial ring over a field K, and let J ⊂ T be a graded perfect ideal of height two,
minimally generated by the homogeneous elements h = h1, . . . , hm. Let Hi(J ;T ) be
the Koszul homology Hi(h;T ). This notation is justified because Koszul homologies
do not depend on the minimal set of generators of J [4, Proposition 1.6.21]. Then,

(a) [3, Theorem (2.1)] The Koszul homology modules Hi(J ;T ) are maximal
Cohen-Macaulay T/J-modules.

(b) [3, Theorem (3.2)] Let deg hi = ai for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Then the natural sequence

0 → H1(J ;T ) →
m
⊕

i=1

(T/J)(−ai) → J/J2 → 0

is exact, if J is generically a complete intersection.

We may apply this to I ′ ⊂ S ′. It follows from (1) that Imψ′ = H1(I
′;S ′), since

R′ = S ′/I ′ is a domain by [4, Theorem 7.3.1(c)]. Therefore,

0 → C ′ →
m−1
⊕

j=1

R′(−bj) → Imψ′ → 0

is an exact sequence of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules. Hence this sequence
remains exact after reduction modulo the regular sequence g. This proves (ii).

Proof of (iii): The statement (iii) is equivalent to saying that the natural map
Imψ′ → Imψ is an isomorphism. Therefore by (b) it amounts to show the the

natural map H1(I ′;S ′) → H1(I;S) is an isomorphism.
The desired isomorphism follows by induction on the length of the sequence g

from the following claim: let J ⊂ T be as above a perfect ideal of height two, which
is not necessarily a generically complete intersection. Let g ∈ T be a homogeneous
polynomial of degree d which is regular on T/J . Then the natural map

H1(J ;T ) → H1(J ;T )

is an isomorphism. (Note that T/J = T/J and H1(J ;T ) = H1(J ;T )).
Observing that for any partial sequence of g, the residue class ring modulo this

partial sequence is again a polynomial ring, we can proceed with the induction by
using the statement of the claim.

For the proof of the claim we consider the short exact sequence

0 → T (−d) g−→ T → T → 0,

which induces the long exact sequence of Koszul homology

· · · → H1(J ;T (−d)) g−→ H1(J ;T ) → H1(J ;T ) → H0(J ;T (−d)) g−→ H0(J ;T ).

Note that H0(J ;T ) ∼= T/J . Since we assume that g is regular on T/J , the map

H0(J ;T (−d)) g−→ H0(J ;T ) is injective. This implies that

H1(J ;T (−d)) g−→ H1(J ;T ) → H1(J ;T ) → 0

is exact. Since the kernel of the second map is the submodule of H1(J ;T ) generated

by g, we see that the natural map H1(J ;T ) → H1(J ;T ) is an isomorphism. �
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On the other hand, the inclusion Im−2(X)R ⊆ tr(ωR) is always true, without the
generically Gorenstein assumption on R. For m ≥ 1, we set [m] = {1, 2, . . . , m}.
Lemma 2.3. Let I ⊂ S be a graded perfect ideal of height two with µ(I) = m and

let a ∈ S be a non-zero element. Set J = aI and R = S/J . The minimal free

resolution of J induces an exact sequence

0 → C
α−→ Rm−1 ψ−→ Rm → J/J2 → 0,

where C = Kerψ and α is the inclusion map. Then

aIm−2(ψ) ⊆ I1(α).

Proof. Let f1, . . . , fm−1 and e1, . . . , em be two bases for Rm−1 and Rm. By the
Hilbert-Burch Theorem 1.1, ψ is represented by the image in R of an homoge-
neous m × (m − 1) Hilbert-Burch matrix X = (aij) of I with respect to the given
bases. For an element f ∈ S, we denote again by f the image in R.

For two subsets A ⊂ [m], B ⊂ [m − 1] of the same size, we denote by [A|B] the
minor of X whose rows are indexed by A and whose columns are indexed by B.

For any A ⊂ [m] with |A| = m− 2 we set

cA =

m−1
∑

j=1

(−1)j+1a[A|[m− 1] \ {j}]fj .

Note that

ψ(cA) =

m−1
∑

j=1

(−1)j+1a[A|[m− 1] \ {j}]
m
∑

i=1

aijei

=

m
∑

i=1

(

m−1
∑

j=1

a(−1)j+1aij [A|[m− 1] \ {j}])ei

=
m
∑

i=1

±a[Ai|[m− 1]]ei,

where Ai is obtained from A by adding the ith column of X to A. If i ∈ A, then
[Ai|[m− 1]] = 0, and if i /∈ A, then a[Ai|[m − 1]] ∈ aIm−1(X) = aI = J and hence
is equal to 0 in R. Therefore, cA ∈ C for all A ⊂ [m] with |A| = m− 2. This shows
that aIm−2(ψ) ⊆ I1(α), and concludes the proof. �

Next, we provide a structure theorem for perfect monomial ideals of height two
which are generically Gorenstein. To state this result, we need some preparation.

Hereafter, S denotes the standard graded polynomial ring. That is deg xi = 1 for
all i. Let u = xa = xa1 · · ·xann ∈ S be a monomial, where a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ Z

n
≥0.

The polarization of u is the monomial

u℘ =

n
∏

i=1

(

ai
∏

j=1

xi,j) =
∏

1≤i≤n
ai>0

xi,1xi,2 · · ·xi,ai .
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Whereas, the polarization of a monomial ideal I ⊂ S, with minimal monomial
generating set G(I), is defined as the monomial ideal I℘ with minimal generating
set G(I℘) = {u℘ : u ∈ G(I)}, in the polynomial ring S℘ in the variables xi,j. Given
monomial ideals I1, . . . , It ⊂ S, we have (I1 ∩ · · · ∩ It)℘ = I℘1 ∩ · · · ∩ I℘t .

Let G be a finite simple graph with vertex set {x1, . . . , xn} with t edges, and let
a : a1, . . . , at and b : b1, . . . , bt be two sequences of positive integers. Suppose that
E(G) = {{xiℓ , xjℓ} : 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ t}. We associate to G, a and b the height-unmixed
height two monomial ideal of S = K[x1, . . . , xn],

IG,a,b =

t
⋂

ℓ=1

(xaℓiℓ , x
bℓ
jℓ
). (5)

We define the intersection graph G(a,b) of IG,a,b as follows:
The vertex set of G(a,b) is

V (G(a,b)) =
n
⋃

i=1

{

xi,j : 1 ≤ j ≤ max
ℓ,k

({aℓ : aℓ = i} ∪ {bk : bk = i})
}

,

and the edge set of G(a,b) is

E(G(a,b)) =
t
⋃

ℓ=1

(

aℓ
⋃

p=1

bℓ
⋃

q=1

{xiℓ,p, xjℓ,q}).

Finally, we recall that a graph G is called chordal if it has no induced cycles
of length bigger than three. Whereas, G is called cochordal if the complementary
graph Gc is chordal. Here, the complementary graph Gc of G is the graph with the
same vertex set of G and whose edges are the non edges of G.

For unexplained facts of the theory of Alexander duality on monomial ideals we
refer the reader to [18, Subsections 1.5.3 and 8.1.2].

Theorem 2.4. Let I ⊂ S = K[x1, . . . , xn] be a monomial ideal. Then, the following

conditions are equivalent.

(a) I is a perfect monomial ideal of height two which is generically a complete

intersection.

(b) I is a perfect monomial ideal of height two which is generically Gorenstein.

(c) I = IG,a,b for some graph G with t edges, and some integer sequences a, b

of length t such that G(a,b) is a cochordal graph.

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) This implication is trivial.
(b) ⇒ (c) Since I is perfect, S/I is Cohen-Macaulay, and thus I is height-unmixed

of height two. We are going to prove that I = IG,a,b for some graph G and some
integer sequences a,b such that G(a,b) is cochordal. Let I = Q1 ∩ · · · ∩ Qt be
the standard primary decomposition of I, cfr [18, Subsection 1.3.2, page 12]. Then

Qℓ = (xaℓiℓ , x
bℓ
jℓ
) for all 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ t. Let Pℓ =

√
Qℓ = (xiℓ , xjℓ) for all ℓ. Hence

Ass(I) = {P1, . . . , Pt}. Applying localization and [2, Proposition 4.9] we obtain

IPk
= (

t
⋂

ℓ=1

Qℓ)Pk
=

t
⋂

ℓ=1

(Qℓ)Pk
=

⋂

ℓ : Pℓ=Pk

(Qℓ)Pk
. (6)

8



We may replace ordinary localization with the so-called monomial localization.
Indeed, recall that for a monomial ideal L ⊂ S, the monomial localization of L
with respect to P = (xi1 , . . . , xir) is the monomial ideal L(P ) in the polynomial
ring S(P ) = K[xi1 , . . . , xir ] obtained by applying the substitutions xi 7→ 1 for
xi /∈ P . Since we have the equality L(P )SP = LSP , we can indeed replace ordinary
localization with monomial localization. Thus, equation (6) becomes

I(Pk) =
⋂

ℓ : Pℓ=Pk

Qℓ. (7)

Since I is generically Gorenstein, I(Pk) must be a Gorenstein ideal of K[xik , xjk ].
Let p be the projective dimension of I(Pk). The Cohen-Macaulay type of I(Pk) must
be βp(I(Pk)) = 1. Notice that I(Pk) has at least two generators. It follows from
Lemma 3.3, in the next section, that p = 1 and µ(I(Pk)) = β1(I(Pk)) + 1 is exactly
two. To simplify the notation, put x = xiℓ and y = xjℓ . Thus I(Pk) = (xc1yd1, xc2yd2)
with c1 > c2 ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ d1 < d2. Since I(Pk) is Cohen-Macaulay and not a
principal ideal, Lemma 3.4 implies that c2 = d1 = 0. Thus I(Pk) = (xc1, yd2) is
(x, y)-primary and since (7) is again a standard primary decomposition of I(Pk), it
follows that there is only one ℓ such that Pℓ = Pk, namely ℓ = k.

Summarizing our argument, we have shown that all components Q1, . . . , Qt have
a different radical. Thus {ip, jp} 6= {iq, jq} for all 1 ≤ p < q ≤ t. This fact shows
that I = IG,a,b for some finite simple graph G on vertex set {x1, . . . , xn} with t edges
and with a : a1, . . . , at and b : b1, . . . , bt.

Since polarization commutes with intersections, we have

I℘ = I℘G,a,b =
t
⋂

ℓ=1

(

aℓ
∏

p=1

xiℓ,p,

bℓ
∏

q=1

xjℓ,q) =
t
⋂

ℓ=1

[

aℓ
⋂

p=1

bℓ
⋂

q=1

(xiℓ,p, xjℓ,q)] = IG(a,b),1,1,

where 1 : 1, 1, . . . , 1 is a sequence of length
∑t

ℓ=1 aℓbℓ.
It follows from [18, Corollary 1.6.3] that S/I is a Cohen-Macaulay ring if and only

if S℘/I℘ is such. Notice that the Alexander dual (I℘)∨ of I℘ is the edge ideal of the
graph G(a,b). It follows from the Eagon-Reiner criterion [18, Theorem 8.1.9] that
S℘/I℘ is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if (I℘)∨ has a linear resolution. By Fröberg
theorem [18, Theorem 9.2.3] this is equivalent to G(a,b) being a cochordal graph.
Assertion (c) follows.

(c) ⇒ (a) Suppose I = IG,a,b and G(a,b) is cochordal. It follows by the very
definition and structure of IG,a,b, that this ideal has height two and that S/I is
generically a complete intersection. As before, we have I℘ = IG(a,b),1,1 and by
Fröberg theorem [18, Theorem 9.2.3] (I℘)∨ has linear resolution because it is the
edge ideal of a cochordal graph. By [18, Corollary 1.6.3] and the Eagon-Reiner
criterion [18, Theorem 8.1.9] we conclude that I is perfect. �

3. The canonical trace of Cohen-Macaulay algebras K[x, y]/I

Let S = K[x, y]. The set of monomial ideals I ⊂ S is in bijection with the set of
all pairs (a,b) of integer sequences satisfying the conditions

a : a1 > a2 > · · · > am ≥ 0 and b : 0 ≤ b1 < b2 < · · · < bm. (8)
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Indeed, if I is a monomial ideal and G(I) is its minimal monomial generating set,
then G(I) = {xa1yb1, xa2yb2, . . . , xamybm} for two sequences a and b as above. Con-
versely, if a and b are two sequences as above, then xa1yb1, xa2yb2, . . . , xamybm is the
minimal generating set of a monomial ideal I ⊂ S.

Hereafter, we set Ia,b = (xa1yb1, xa2yb2, . . . , xamybm), where a and b are as in (8).

The aim of this section is to prove:

Theorem 3.1. Let I ⊂ S = K[x, y] be a monomial ideal such that R = S/I is

Cohen-Macaulay. Let X be an Hilbert-Burch matrix of I. Then

tr(ωR) = Iµ(I)−2(X)/I.

Theorem 3.1 follows from the following slightly more general statement.

Theorem 3.2. Let I = Ia,b ⊂ S = K[x, y] be a monomial ideal with µ(I) = m ≥ 2.

Let F : 0 → Sm−1 ϕ−→ Sm → I → 0 be the minimal free resolution of I. Set R = S/I.
We have the exact sequence

0 → C
α−→ Rm−1 ψ−→ Rm → I/I2 → 0,

where C = Kerψ, α is the inclusion map and ψ = ϕ⊗ idR. In particular,

I1(α) = xamyb1Im−2(ψ).

For the proof of this result we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let m ≥ 2. The minimal free resolution F of Ia,b is

F : 0 →
m−1
⊕

i=1

Sfi
ϕ−→

m
⊕

i=1

Sei
ε−→ Ia,b → 0,

where fi has multidegree xaiybi+1, for 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1, ei has multidegree xaiybi and
ε(ei) = (−1)ixaiybi, for 1 ≤ i ≤ m, and ϕ is represented with respect to the given

bases by the following Hilbert-Burch matrix:

X =















yb2−b1

−xa1−a2 yb3−b2

−xa2−a3 . . .
. . . ybm−bm−1

−xam−1−am















. (9)

Proof. Let c : c1 > · · · > cm−1 > cm = 0 and d : 0 = d1 < d2 < · · · < dm, where
ci = ai − am and di = bi − b1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Since xa1−am , ybm−b1 ∈ Ic,d and these
elements form a regular sequence, we have depth Ic,d = 2.

It is easily seen that xamyb1 · [[m]\{i} | [m−1]] = (−1)m−ixaiybi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m.
Therefore xamyb1Im−2(X) = Ia,b. Since Im−2(X) = Ic,d and depth Im−2(X) = 2,
Theorem 1.1 implies that F is indeed the minimal free resolution of Ia,b. �
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Given integers k ≤ h, we denote by [k, h] the interval {k, k + 1, . . . , h}.
Let ψ = ϕ ⊗ idR. We denote the bases {fi ⊗ 1}1≤i≤m−1 and {ei ⊗ 1}1≤i≤m again

by {fi}1≤i≤m−1 and {ei}1≤i≤m, respectively. A matrix representing ψ with respect
to these bases is the m× (m − 1) matrix whose entries are the images in R = S/I
of the entries of the matrix X given in (9). We denote this matrix again by X , and
we denote the residue class of any element f ∈ S in R again by f .

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Let w =
∑m−1

i=1 wifi ∈ Kerψ. Proceeding by induction on
m ≥ 2, we will show that wi ∈ xamyb1Im−2(ψ) for all i, with the base case m = 2
being trivial. This implies that I1(α) ⊆ xamyb1Im−2(ψ). Since the opposite inclusion
holds by Lemma 2.3, the desired equality follows.

By Lemma 3.3, Ij(ψ) = Ij(X) for all j, where X is given in (9).
The resolution F of I is multigraded. Therefore, we may assume that each wi is

a monomial of R. Let p = min{i : wi 6= 0} and q = max{i : wi 6= 0}. Then

ψ(w) = (ybp+1−bpwp) ep

+

q
∑

i=p+1

(ybi+1−biwi − xai−1−aiwi−1) ei

− (xaq−aq+1wq) eq+1 = 0.

All the coefficients in this expression must be zero in R = S/I. Since I is a
monomial ideal, by [18, Corollary 1.1.3] we have

ybp+1−bpwp, x
aq−aq+1wq ∈ I (10)

and

either ybi+1−biwi, x
ai−1−aiwi−1 ∈ I or ybi+1−biwi = xai−1−aiwi−1,

for p < i ≤ q.
Notice that if ybi+1−biwi, x

ai−1−aiwi−1 ∈ I for some p < i ≤ q, then both the
elements w′ =

∑i−1
j=pwjfj and w′′ =

∑q
j=iwjfj are again in Kerψ. Hence, we may

furthermore assume that

ybi+1−biwi = xai−1−aiwi−1 for all p < i ≤ q. (11)

Let J = (I : ybp+1−bp) and L = (I : xaq−aq+1). By [18, Proposition 1.2.2] we have
J = (xajymax{bj+bp−bp+1,0} : 1 ≤ j ≤ m) and L = (xmax{aj−aq+aq+1,0}ybj : 1 ≤ j ≤ m).
By equation (10), wp ∈ J and wq ∈ L.

Hence, xahymax{bh+bp−bp+1,0} divides wp for some 1 ≤ h ≤ m. Using equation (11)
for i = p + 1, we see that xah+ap−ap+1 divides xap−ap+1wp = ybp+2−bp+1wp+1 and so
divides wp+1. Using again (11) for i = p + 2, we see that xah+ap−ap+2 divides wp+2.
Iterating this reasoning, we obtain that

xah+ap−ai divides wi for all p ≤ i ≤ q. (12)

Similarly, xmax{ak−aq+aq+1,0}ybk divides wq for some 1 ≤ k ≤ m. Using (11) for
i = q we see that ybk+bq+1−bq divides ybq+1−bqwq = xaq−1−aqwq−1. Hence ybk+bq+1−bq
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divides wq−1. Using again (11) for i = q − 1, we see that ybk+bq+1−bq−1 divides wq−2.
Iterating this procedure, we see that

ybk+bq+1−bi+1 divides wi for all p ≤ i ≤ q. (13)

We may assume that the following two conditions are satisfied.

(i) k < h, and
(ii) (min{p, k},max{q + 1, h}) 6= (1, m).

Indeed, suppose (i) does not hold. Then k ≥ h. Since p ≤ i, then ap − ai ≥ 0.
Thus, by equation (12), xah divides wi for p ≤ i ≤ q. Similarly, since i ≤ q, then
bq+1 − bi+1 ≥ 0, and from equation (13) we obtain that ybk divides wi for p ≤ i ≤ q.
Hence xahybk divides wi for all i. Since h ≤ k, then ak ≤ ah and so xakybk divides
wi for all i. Notice that

xakybk = xamyb1 · xak−amybk−b1 = ±xamyb1 · [[m] \ {k} | [m− 1]].

Hence wi ∈ xamyb1Im−1(X) ⊂ xamyb1Im−2(X) for all i.

Next, suppose (ii) does not hold. Then, one of the following possibilities occurs:
(a) (p, q) = (1, m−1), (b) (p, h) = (1, m), (c) (k, q) = (1, m−1), (d) (k, h) = (1, m).

Assume that (a) holds. Since ah ≥ am and bk ≥ b1, the equations (12) and (13)
imply that xa1−ai+amybm−bi+1+b1 divides wi for all i. Since

xamyb1 · xa1−aiybm−bi+1 = ±xamyb1 · [[m] \ {1, m} | [m− 1] \ {i}]
for all i, we conclude that wi ∈ xamyb1Im−2(X) for all i. The cases (b), (c) and (d)
can be treated similarly.

The conditions (i) and (ii) imply that [min{p, k},max{q+1, h}] is a proper subset
of [m]. Say it is contained in either [r,m] for some r > 1 or [1, s] for some s < m.

Assume that [min{p, k},max{q + 1, h}] ⊆ [r,m]. The other case is analogous.
Then p, k ≥ r. Let I1 = (xarybr , xar+1ybr+1, . . . , xamybm) and set R1 = S/I1. Let

F1 : 0 → Sm−r ϕ1−→ Sm−r+1 → I1 → 0 be the minimal free resolution of I1 described in
Lemma 3.3, where Sm−r has basis f1,1, . . . , f1,m−r, S

m−r+1 has basis e1,1, . . . , e1,m−r+1

and ϕ1 is described by the Hilbert-Burch matrix X1 given in (9). Notice that X1 is
the submatrix of X obtained by deleting the first r−1 rows and columns. Let C1 be
the kernel of ψ1 = ϕ1⊗idR1

. Since h > k ≥ r, equations (10) and (11) imply that the
element w1 =

∑q
j=pwjf1,j ∈ C1. Since µ(I1) = m− r < µ(I), by induction on m we

obtain that each wi is divided by a monomial vi = xamybrMi ∈ xamybrIm−(r−1)−2(X1)
for all p ≤ i ≤ q, where Mi is a (m− (r − 1)− 2)-minor of X1. Notice that

X =























yb2−b1

−xa1−a2 . . .
. . . ybr−br−1

−xar−1−ar

X1























. (14)
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For all i, let Ni be the (m − 2)-minor of X whose rows are the first r − 1 rows of
X together with those of Mi, and whose columns are the first r − 1 columns of X
together with those of Mi. From equation (14), we see that ybr−b1Mi = Ni for all i.
Hence wi ∈ xamyb1Im−2(X) for all i, as desired. �

Lemma 3.4. The ring K[x, y]/Ia,b is Cohen-Macaulay if and only if m = 1 or

m > 1 and am = b1 = 0.

Proof. Set S = K[x, y] and I = Ia,b. If m = 1, then I is a principal ideal and
thus S/I is Cohen-Macaulay. Let m > 1. Then [13, Proposition 5.1(c)] implies
that m = (x, y) ∈ Ass(I). Since S/I is Cohen-Macaulay, I is height-unmixed, and
so (x), (y) /∈ Ass(I). Hence [13, Proposition 5.1(a)-(b)] implies that am = b1 = 0.
Conversely, if am = b1 = 0, then xa1 , ybm ∈ I and dimS/I = 0. Thus depthS/I = 0
as well, and S/I is Cohen-Macaulay. �

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let I = Ia,b and µ(I) = m. If m = 1, then R is Gorenstein
and tr(ωR) = R = I−1(X)/I. Let m > 1. Then am = b1 = 0 by Lemma 3.4, and
the assertion follows from Theorem 3.2 and [19, Corollary 3.2]. �

We have the following classification.

Proposition 3.5. Let I ⊂ S = K[x, y] be a monomial ideal such that R = S/I is

Cohen-Macaulay. Then R is nearly Gorenstein if and only if µ(I) = 1, µ(I) = 2 or

µ(I) = 3 and I = (xa, xbyc, yd) for some integers a > b ≥ 0, 0 ≤ c < d satisfying

the conditions: (i) a− b = 1 or b = 1, (ii) d− c = 1 or c = 1, and (iii) b+ c ≥ 1.

Proof. If µ(I) = 1 or µ(I) = 2, then R is a complete intersection, and thus a (nearly)
Gorenstein ring. If µ(I) > 3, then tr(ωR) ⊆ m

2, where m = (x, y)R. Finally assume
µ(I) = 3. Then, by Lemma 3.4, I = (xa1 , xa2yb2, yb3) where a1 > a2 ≥ 0, 0 ≤ b2 < b3
and a2 + b2 ≥ 1. By equation (9), an Hilbert-Burch matrix of I is





yb2 0
−xa1−a2 yb3−b2

0 −xa2



 .

Hence tr(ωR) = (xa1−a2 , xa2 , yb3−b2 , yb2)/I, and the assertion follows. �

4. Nearly Gorenstein monomial ideals of height two

We conclude the paper with the classification of the nearly Gorenstein monomial
ideals of height two. For a monomial u ∈ S, we set supp(u) = {xi : xi divides u}.
Theorem 4.1. Up to a relabeling of the variables, the only nearly Gorenstein mono-

mial ideals in S = K[x1, . . . , xn] of height two are:

(a) (u, v) for two monomials u, v ∈ S with supp(u) ∩ supp(v) = ∅.
(b) (xa1, x

b
1x

c
2, x

d
2) with n = 2 and a > b ≥ 0, 0 ≤ c < d satisfying the conditions:

(i) a− b = 1 or b = 1, (ii) d− c = 1 or c = 1, and (iii) b+ c ≥ 1.
(c) (xa1x

b
2, x1x3, x2x3) with a ≥ 1, b ≥ 0, a + b ≥ 2 and n = 3.

(d) (x1x
b
2, x

b+1
2 , x1x3) with b ≥ 1 and n = 3.

(e) (x1x3, x1x4, x2x4) and n = 4.
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Proof. Let I ⊂ S be a nearly Gorenstein monomial ideal of height two and set
R = S/I. By [19, Proposition 2.3(a)], I is Gorenstein on the punctured spectrum,
and so is generically Gorenstein. Theorem 2.1 implies that tr(ωR) = Im−2(X)R
where m = µ(I) and X is an Hilbert-Burch matrix of I. Since each non-zero entry
of X has positive degree, tr(ωR) ⊆ m

m−2, with m = (x1, . . . , xn)R. Thus, if I is
nearly Gorenstein, then m ≤ 3. We cannot have m = 1, otherwise I has height one.

If m = 2, then I = (u, v). If xi ∈ supp(u) ∩ supp(v), then height(I) = 1 against
the assumption. Thus supp(u)∩ supp(v) = ∅ and case (a) follows. Conversely, if (a)
holds, then I = (u, v) is a complete intersection, and thus is (nearly) Gorenstein.

Assume now m = 3, then tr(ωR) ⊆ m and so we must have tr(ωR) = m. Since
m = 3, then n ≥ 2. If n = 2, then Proposition 3.5 implies that case (b) holds.

Hence, we may assume n ≥ 3. Let G(I) = {u1, u2, u3}. Then, we have the
following matrix arising from the so-called Taylor resolution (see [18, Section 7.1]):

T =







lcm(u1,u2)
u1

lcm(u1,u3)
u1

0

− lcm(u1,u2)
u2

0 lcm(u2,u3)
u2

0 − lcm(u1,u3)
u3

− lcm(u2,u3)
u3






.

It follows from [18, Lemma 9.2.4] that an Hilbert-Burch matrix of I is an appro-
priate 3× 2 submatrix of T . Let X be such an Hilbert-Burch matrix. Then X has
only four non-zero entries. Since we must have tr(ωR) = (x1, . . . , xn)R, but we also
have tr(ωR) = I1(X)R, we deduce that n is at most four.

Let n = 3. Up to relabeling and exchange of rows, we have

X =





x1 0
−x2 w
0 −x3



 or X =





x1 0
−x2 x3
0 −w



 , (15)

where w is a suitable monomial.
In the first case I = I2(X) = (x1w, x1x3, x2x3). Note that x3 cannot divide w,

otherwise we would have m < 3. Thus w = xa1x
b
2 for some a, b ≥ 0 with a + b ≥ 1.

Case (c) follows. Conversely, if (c) holds and I = (xa1x
b
2, x1x3, x2x3) for some a ≥ 1,

b ≥ 0 and n = 3, then I is generically Gorenstein, putting w = xa−1
1 xb2, the first

matrix X in (15) is an Hilbert-Burch matrix of I and so I is nearly Gorenstein.
In the second case I = I2(X) = (x1x3, x1w, x2w). Notice that x1 and x3 cannot

divide w, otherwise I would have height one. Thus w = xb2 with b ≥ 1 and case (d)
follows. Conversely, if (d) holds and I = (x1x

b
2, x

b+1
2 , x1x3) with b ≥ 1 and n = 3,

then I is generically Gorenstein, putting w = xb2 the second matrix X given in (15)
is an Hilbert-Burch matrix of I with I1(X) = m and I is nearly Gorenstein.

Finally, assume n = 4. Then, up to relabeling and exchange of rows,

X =





x1 0
−x2 x3
0 −x4



 . (16)

Thus I = I2(X) = (x1x3, x1x4, x2x4) and case (e) follows. Conversely, if (e) holds,
then the I = (x1x3, x1x4, x2x4) is generically Gorenstein, the matrix X given in (16)
is an Hilbert-Burch matrix of I and thus I is nearly Gorenstein. �
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