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ON THE WEAK LEFSCHETZ PROPERTY FOR CERTAIN IDEALS

GENERATED BY POWERS OF LINEAR FORMS

GIUSEPPE FAVACCHIO AND JUAN MIGLIORE

Abstract. Ideals I ⊆ R = k[Pn] generated by powers of linear forms arise, via Macaulay
duality, from sets of fat points X ⊆ P

n. Properties of R/I are connected to the geometry of
the corresponding fat points. When the linear forms are general, many authors have studied
the question of whether or not R/I has the Weak Lefschetz Property (WLP). We study this
question instead for ideals coming from a family of sets of points called grids. We give a
complete answer in the case of uniform powers of linear forms coming from square grids,
and we give a conjecture and approach for the case of nonsquare grids. In the cases where
WLP holds, we also describe the non-Lefschetz locus.

1. Introduction

Many papers have studied the question of the Weak Lefschetz Property (WLP) or Strong
Lefschetz Property (SLP) (or their failure) for quotients of polynomial rings by ideals gen-
erated by powers of linear forms. A partial list is [1], [3], [4], [10], [11], [14], [15], [16], [17],
[18], [19], [20] and [21].

Almost all of these papers have used inverse systems and the connection to ideals of fat
points in different ways, and almost all have focused on ideals generated by powers of general
linear forms (often with uniform powers). Many also restricted to the situation of almost
complete intersections, i.e. the case where the number of minimal generators is one more
than the number of variables.

The paper [20] showed that in a polynomial ring with 3 variables, an arbitrary such algebra
has the WLP. [1] settled a conjecture of [15]. [17] settled a conjecture of [10]. The paper
[11] formally made the connection to so-called unexpected hypersurfaces (see [11, Proposition
2.17]), and [3] connected it to the geproci property.

Recall from [3] that a set of reduced points X in P3 is (a, b)-geproci if its general projection
to P2 is a complete intersection of type (a, b). In particular, a special type of (a, b)-geproci
set is an a× b grid, i.e. a set of points lying on a smooth quadric surface and given by the
intersection of a lines in one ruling and b lines in the other.

In this paper we continue the study of ideals coming from sets of points with interesting
geometry. We start with a grid X , and use the fact that a general projection is a complete
intersection to derive information about the Weak Lefschetz Property for quotients of ideals
generated by any power of the linear forms dual to the points of X . These are, of course,
far from general forms. Let ΛX,d = (ℓdi,j | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ a) be the ideal generated by the d-th
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2 G. FAVACCHIO AND J. MIGLIORE

powers of the linear forms dual to the points in the set X . From [3, Corollary 2.30], which
is a consequence of [5, Theorem 3.5], it is known that: If X is an a× b grid with b ≥ a ≥ 2
and b ≥ 3 then R/ΛX,a fails the WLP from degree a − 1 to degree a, and if b ≥ a ≥ 3 then
R/ΛX,b fails the WLP from degree b− 1 to degree b.

In Section 3, we show that given an a×b gridX and d ≤ a−1, then R/ΛX,d is a compressed
Gorenstein algebra of even socle degree, Theorem 3.2. Thus, as a consequence, we get that
it has the WLP. In Section 4 and Section 5 we prove some preparatory results that we will
apply in the study of the WLP of R/ΛX,d for larger d. In particular, in Lemma 4.1, given X
an (a, b)-geproci and ℓ a general linear form, we compute the dimension of the cokernel of the
map ×ℓ : Ad+t−1 → Ad+t for t ≥ 0. In Corollary 5.2 we show that R/ΛX,d has no syzygies in
low degrees. The main results of Section 6 are summarized in the following statement.

Theorem A. Let X be an a× a grid, a ≥ 3, and let I be the ideal generated by ℓd for each
ℓ∨ ∈ X . Then R/I has the WLP if and only if either d ≤ a − 1 [Corollary 3.5] or a − 1
divides d [Theorem 6.1 and Theorem 6.4].

In Section 7 we find the non-Lefschetz locus for the algebras R/ΛX,d which according to
Theorem A have the WLP (conjecturally they are all such algebras with WLP). In Section 8
we pose some questions and conjectures coming from this paper.

2. Background and basic results

Let R = k[x1, . . . , x4] be the homogeneous polynomial ring in four variables with the
standard grading, where k has characteristic zero.

Definition 2.1. Let A be an artinian graded k-algebra. Let ℓ be a general linear form. We
say that A has the Weak Lefschetz Property (WLP) if ×ℓ : [A]t−1 → [A]t has maximal rank
for all t, i.e., it is either injective or surjective.

The following result is standard, and is an important tool in our computations.

Lemma 2.2. Let I ⊂ R = k[P2] be a complete intersection. Then the powers Im are equal
to the symbolic powers I(m) for all m. Furthermore, if I has minimal free resolution

0 → F → G → I → 0

(with rk F = 1 and rk G = 2) then Im has minimal free resolution

0 → F⊗ Symm−1
G → Symm

G → Im → 0.

Proof. See for instance [6] Lemma 2.8 and Theorem 2.9. �

Lemma 2.3. Let X be a set of t collinear points in Pn, X = {P1, . . . , Pt}, and let ℓi be the
linear form dual to Pi for each i. Let d satisfy d ≤ t− 1. Then

dimk〈ℓ
d
1, . . . , ℓ

d
t 〉 = d+ 1.

In particular any d+ 1 of the forms ℓdi can be chosen as a minimal basis of the vector space
spanned by all the ℓdi .

Proof. Consider the ideal (ℓd1, . . . , ℓ
d
t ). We have using Macaulay duality

dimk〈ℓ
d
1, . . . , ℓ

d
t 〉 = dim[(ℓd1, . . . , ℓ

d
t )]d = dim[R/IX ]d = d+ 1

since t ≥ d+ 1. �

Corollary 2.4. Let X be an a × b grid, with a ≤ b and X = {P1,1, . . . , Pa,b}, and for each
i, j let ℓi,j be the linear form dual to Pi,j. Then
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(a) If a− 1 ≤ d ≤ b− 1 then for any a× (d+ 1) subgrid Y of X we have an equality of
ideals

(ℓdi,j | ℓ
∨ ∈ X) = (ℓdi,j | ℓ∨ ∈ Y ).

(b) If d ≤ a − 1 then for any (d + 1) × (d + 1) subgrid Y of X we have an equality of
ideals

(ℓdi,j | ℓ
∨ ∈ X) = (ℓdi,j | ℓ∨ ∈ Y ).

Remark 2.5. We recall some basic facts on bigraded rings and points in P1 × P1; see for
instance [8] for an overview on the topic. Let S := k[x0, x1, y0, y1] be a polynomial ring with
coefficients in k and set deg(xi) = (1, 0) and deg(yi) = (0, 1), for i = 0, 1. For each (i, j)
non-negative integers Si,j denotes the vector space generated by the monomials of bi-degree
(i, j). For a bi-homogeneous ideal I ⊆ S the Hilbert function of S/I is the numerical function
hS/I : Z

2 → Z defined by

hS/I(i, j) = dim [S/I]i,j = dim [S]i,j − dim [I]i,j .

The first difference of hS/I is defined as

∆hS/I(i, j) = hS/I(i, j)− hS/I(i− 1, j)− hS/I(i, j − 1) + hS/I(i− 1, j − 1).

A point in P1 × P1 is a pair A × B where A,B are both points in P1, but A is defined
by a linear form in k[x0, x1] and B is defined by a linear form in k[y0, y1]. For a set of
points Z in P

1×P
1 the ideal IZ is bihomogeneous. Many results, in analogy to the standard

graded case, can be proved for reduced and non-reduced sets of points in P1×P1. For a (not
necessarily reduced) set of points Z in P1 × P1 the function ∆hZ has only a finite number
of nonzero entries and, in particular, if the ideal IZ is non-zero in bidegrees (u, 0) and (0, v)
then ∆hZ(i, j) = 0 for either i ≥ u or j ≥ v. (See Section 2 in [7] for these and more
properties on hZ .)

3. A class of Gorenstein ideals generated by powers of linear forms

The results of this section are of independent interest. We study a class of Gorenstein
algebras that are generated by powers of linear forms. However, as a byproduct we obtain
our first result (Corollary 3.5) about WLP for certain instances of our main topic, namely
the question of WLP or its failure for ideals generated by powers of linear forms that are
dual to grid points on a smooth quadric. In this case, we handle the situation where the
linear forms have “small” powers.

Let Q be a smooth quadric defined by a quadratic form Q, and let ℓ ∈ R1. Given two

forms F,G ∈ R the symbol
∂F

∂G
denotes the derivation of F under the action of G. We have

the following preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let ℓ ∈ R1 and P = ℓ∨. Then P ∈ Q if and only if
∂Q

∂ℓ2
= 0.

Proof. Let ℓ =
∑

αixi and Q =
∑

i≤j aijxixj . Then,
∂Q

∂ℓ2
= 2

∑

i≤j aijαiαj = 0 if and only if

P ∈ Q. �

Lemma 3.2. Let G be an a× a grid in Q. Then

(ℓa−1 | ℓ∨ ∈ Q) = (ℓa−1 | ℓ∨ ∈ G).

In particular dim[(ℓa−1 | ℓ∨ ∈ Q)]a−1 = a2.
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Proof. Since (ℓa−1 | ℓ∨ ∈ G) ⊆ (ℓ∨ | ℓ∨ ∈ Q), it is enough to show that they have the
same dimension in degree a − 1. Note that by Bezout’s theorem, any form of degree a − 1
containing the points of G must also contain the grid lines, and since the union of the grid
lines is a complete intersection of type (2, a), any such form must be a multiple of Q. Then
by Macaulay duality, the degree a − 1 component of either ideal has dimension equal to
dim[R/(Q)]a−1, which is a2. �

Now we prove the main result of this section. Given a form F ∈ R, F⊥ denotes the ideal

F⊥ =

(

G ∈ R |
∂F

∂G
= 0

)

. It is known that R/F⊥ is an artinian Gorenstein algebra. See

for instance [12, 13] for an in-depth analysis of such algebras.

Lemma 3.3. Let Q be a smooth hypersurface in Pn of degree r ≥ 2 defined by the form Q.
We have [(Qt)⊥]t = (0).

Proof. We claim that the elements in the set
{
∂Qt

∂M
| M monomial in Rt

}

are linearly independent for any t ≥ 0. The case t = 1 is true since Q is smooth. Let t > 1.

Thus let αM ∈ k be such that
∑

M

αM
∂Qt

∂M
= 0.

This implies (set cM the exponent of x1 in M )

∑

M : cM>0

αM
∂Qt/∂x1

∂M/∂x1
=

∑

N : M=x1N

αM t
∂Q

∂x1

∂Qt−1

∂cMN
= t

∂Q

∂x1
·

∑

N : M=x1N

cMαM
∂Qt−1

∂N
= 0.

Since the monomials N have degree t − 1, by induction we get cMαM = 0 for any cM > 0,
that is αM = 0 for any M such that x1|M . Repeating the same procedure above for the other
variables we conclude the proof of the claim. But then the lemma follows since if G is a form

of degree t such that ∂Qt

∂G
= 0, one simply writes G as a linear combination of monomials

and applies the claim. �

Theorem 3.4. Let Q be a smooth quadric surface in P3 defined by Q ∈ R2. We have

(Qt)⊥ = (ℓt+1 | ℓ∨ ∈ Q)

and R/(Qt)⊥ is a compressed Gorenstein algebra.

Proof. Set I = (ℓt+1 | ℓ∨ ∈ Q). First we show that I ⊆ (Qt)⊥. Let P ∈ Q and set ℓ = P ∨.
The case t = 1 is Lemma 3.1. So assume t ≥ 1. We have

∂Qt

∂ℓt+1
=

t+1∑

i=0

(
t+ 1

i

)
∂Qt−1

∂ℓi
∂Q

∂ℓt+1−i

=
t−1∑

i=0

(
t+ 1

i

)
∂Qt−1

∂ℓi
∂Q

∂ℓt+1−i
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0 by Lemma 3.1

+
t+1∑

i=t

(
t+ 1

i

)
∂Qt−1

∂ℓi
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0 by induction

∂Q

∂ℓt+1−i
= 0.

Now we show that I ⊇ (Qt)⊥. Since R/(Qt)⊥ has socle degree 2t and the ideal starts in
degree t + 1 (from Lemma 3.3), we have that R/(Qt)⊥ is a compressed Gorenstein algebra.
Finally, one checks that in degree t+ 1 this forces the dimension of the ideal to be (t+ 2)2,
which in Lemma 3.2 we saw is the case for I. Therefore I = (Qt)⊥. �
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Corollary 3.5. Let X ⊂ Q be an a× b grid with a ≤ b and let ℓ1, . . . , ℓab be the dual linear
forms. Let 1 ≤ d ≤ a− 1 and let I = (ℓd1, . . . , ℓ

d
ab). Then R/I has the WLP.

Proof. Let Y ⊂ X be a (d + 1) × (d + 1) subgrid of X . Consider the ideal (Qd−1)⊥. By
Lemma 3.2 and Theorem 3.4, I = (ℓd | ℓ∨ ∈ Y ) and thus R/I is a compressed Gorenstein
algebra with even socle degree. Therefore R/I has the WLP. �

4. The dimension of the cokernel and geproci sets

For a finite set of points X ⊆ P3 and a positive integer d, we denote by ΛX,d the ideal
generated by the d-th powers of the linear forms dual to the points in X .

In the next lemma we apply some known results to the case of geproci sets. It is crucial
for this work since it allows us to compute the dimension of the cokernel of the map ×ℓ in
a certain range.

Lemma 4.1. Let X be an (a, b)-geproci set in P
3. Let P be a general point in P

3 and ℓ be
the linear form dual to P . Let X = πP (X) be the projection of X from P to a general plane.
Set I = ΛX,d and A = R/I.

Then, if t is a non-negative integer, for the dimension of the cokernel of the map

×ℓ : Ad+t−1 → Ad+t

we have:

(a) dim coker(×ℓ) = dim[I t
X
]d+t;

(b) moreover, if a(t + 1) + b > d+ t then

dim coker(×ℓ) =

t+1∑

i=0

(
d+ t+ 2− a(t+ 1)− (b− a)i

2

)

.

Proof. Consider the exact sequence

(1) R/(I)(−1)
×ℓ
−→ R/(I) → R/(I + (ℓ)) → 0.

Let ℘ be the ideal of the point P dual to ℓ in P3. We have, using Macaulay duality,

dim[R/(I + (ℓ))]d+t = dim[I
(t+1)
X ∩ ℘d+t]d+t.

By [15, Proposition 3.4],

dim[I
(t)
X ∩ ℘d+t]d+t = dim[I

(t+1)

X
]d+t,

where the vector space on the left is contained in k[P3]d+t and the one on the right in k[P2]d+t.

Since X is an (a, b)-geproci, therefore X is a complete intersection of type (a, b), i.e., IX
is generated by a regular sequence (f, g) for S = k[P2], with f ∈ Sa and g ∈ Sb. As such,

any power is a saturated ideal, i.e., I
(t+1)

X
= I t+1

X
= (f, g)t+1 for any t ≥ 0 (see for instance

[9] Lemma 4.1, [24] Lemma 5, Appendix 6 or [6] Theorem 2.9). Thus

dim(coker(×ℓ)) = dim[R/(I, ℓ)]d+t = dim[I t
X
]d+t .

This proves (a).

For (b) notice that, since the first syzygies for the ideal (f, g)t+1 = (f t+1, f tg, · · · ) only
begin in degree a(t+1)+ b (see Lemma 2.2), and we are assuming a(t+1)+ b > d+ t, thus
we get

[I t+1

X
]d+t =

t+1⊕

i=0

[f t+1−igi]d+t =

t+1⊕

i=0

[S]d+t−a(t+1−i)−bi .
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And then

dim coker(×ℓ) = dim[I t+1

X
]d+t =

t+1∑

i=0

(
d+ t + 2− a(t + 1)− (b− a)i

2

)

. �

5. Some homological invariants related to a× b grids

In this section X denotes an a× b grid on a smooth quadric surface Q, with b ≥ a ≥ 2.

Let IX be the homogeneous ideal of X and I
(d)
X = (IdX)

sat its d-th symbolic power, for any

d ≥ 1. Set X = {Pi,j| 1 ≤ i ≤ a, 1 ≤ j ≤ b} and let X(d) be the scheme defined by I
(d)
X .

For d ≥ 2 the scheme X(d) does not lie on Q, but we denote by Yd the subscheme that

does lie on Q, that is IYd
= (I

(d)
X + (Q))sat as a subscheme of P3 and IYd|Q is defined by

(

I
(d)
X + (Q)

(Q)

)sat

.

Lemma 5.1. Let X be an a× b grid, say b ≥ a ≥ 2, and let d be a positive integer. Then

(a) The value of the Hilbert function of Yd (as a subscheme of P3) in degree bd − 1 is
equal to the multiplicity of Yd. That is,

hYd
(bd− 1) = ab ·

(
d+ 1

2

)

.

In other words, as a subscheme of P3, Yd imposes independent conditions on forms
of degree bd − 1.

(b) For any d, the value of the Hilbert function of X(d) in degree bd − 1 is equal to the
multiplicity of X(d). That is,

hX(d)(bd− 1) = ab ·

(
d+ 2

3

)

.

In other words, X(d) imposes independent conditions on forms of degree bd− 1.

Proof. We first prove (a). Let Z be a set of points in P1 × P1 whose Segre embedding in P3

is X . Note that Z is a codimension 2 complete intersection in P1 × P1 generated by forms

of bi-degree (a, 0) and (0, b). Hence, from [24, Lemma 5, Appendix 6], I
(d)
Z = IdZ .

Let Zd be the zero-dimensional scheme in P1 × P1 defined by I
(d)
Z . By [7, Remark 2.1], we

have
hYd

(t) = hZd
(t, t), for any t ≥ 0.

Since the ideal of Zd has a minimal generator in degrees (ad, 0) and one in (0, bd) then,
∆hZd

(i, j) = 0 if i ≥ ad or j ≥ bd (see Remark 2.5). Since hZd
(u, v) =

∑

i≤u, j≤v

∆hZd
(i, j), see

[7, Remark 2.8,Remark 2.1], then for any t ≥ bd − 1 we get

hZd
(t, t) = deg(Zd) = ab ·

(
d+ 1

2

)

.

We now prove (b), by induction on d. The statement is true for d = 1. Indeed, for any
point Pi,j ∈ X we can construct a form F of degree b − 1 vanishing in X \ {Pi,j} and not
in Pi,j. We show this construction for P1,1, but the general case is completely analogous.
For i = 2, . . . , a let Hi be the linear form defining the plane spanned by the two rulings
containing Pi,i, and for i = a + 1, . . . , b let Hi be the linear form defining a general plane
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through the point P1,i. Then F = H2 · · ·Ha ·Ha+1 · · ·Hb is a form of degree b− 1 which does
not vanish in P1,1 and it vanishes in X \ {P1,1} since Hi(Pi,j) = 0 if either i > 2 or i = 1 and
j ≤ a otherwise Hj(Pi,j) = 0 for j > a.

Now assume that (b) is true for I
(t)
X for all t ≤ d− 1.

Consider the exact sequence

0 → (I
(d)
X : (Q))(−2)

×Q
−→ I

(d)
X → I

(d)
X /Q · (I

(d)
X : (Q)) → 0.

Since Q is smooth, it vanishes to multiplicity one at each point of X so we have

I
(d)
X : (Q) = I

(d−1)
X .

Furthermore, Q · (I
(d)
X : (Q)) = I

(d)
X ∩ (Q) and

I
(d)
X

I
(d)
X ∩ (Q)

∼=
I
(d)
X + (Q)

(Q)
.

Thus

(2) 0 → I
(d−1)
X (−2)

×Q
−→ I

(d)
X →

I
(d)
X + (Q)

(Q)
→ 0

is exact.

From the sequence (2) we sheafify and twist to get

(3) 0 → IX(d−1)(bd− 3) → I
(d)
X (bd− 1) → IY |Q(bd− 1) → 0

where the last sheaf is the ideal sheaf of Y viewed as a subscheme of Q and the last map
is restriction to Q. Note also the short exact sequence of sheaves, for any integer t, relating
the properties of Yd as a subscheme of P3 and as a subscheme of Q:

(4) 0 → OP3(t− 2) → IY (t) → IY |Q(t) → 0.

It follows from (4) and from part (a) that

h1(IY (t)) = h1(IY |D(t)) = 0 for t ≥ bd− 1.

We also have
h1(I

(d−1)
X (bd− 3)) = 0

because by induction, R/I
(d−1)
X reaches its multiplicity by degree b(d− 1)− 1 so certainly it

is also equal to the multiplicity in degree bd− 3. Then from the sequence (3) we obtain

h1(I
(d)
X (bd− 1)) = 0

and so X(d) imposes independent conditions on forms of degree bd − 1. �

Let ΛX,d = (ℓdi,j | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ a) the ideal generated by the d-th powers of the linear forms
dual to the points in X and AX,d = R/ΛX,d for a positive integer d. In the next result, using
Macaulay duality and Lemma 5.1, we derive information for the ideal ΛX,d.

Corollary 5.2. Let X be an a × b grid and set I = ΛX,d. Let d ≥ b − 1 be any integer.
Denote by q, r the non-negative integers such that d = (b− 1)q + r and 0 ≤ r < b− 1 (note
that we must have q ≥ 1). Then

(a) [I]t = [R]t−d · [I]d for d ≤ t ≤ d+ q− 1. In particular, dim[I]t = ab ·

(
t− d+ 3

3

)

for

d ≤ t ≤ d+ q − 1;
(b) I has no syzygies of degree ≤ q − 1;
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(c) R/I has no socle in degree ≤ d+ q − 2.

Proof. It is enough to prove it for t = d+ q − 1. By Macaulay duality we have

dim[ΛX,d]d+q−1 = dim[R/I
(q)
X ]d+q−1 = dim[R/I

(q)
X ]bq+r−1.

Since bq + r − 1 ≥ bq − 1, by Lemma 5.1 dim[R/I
(q)
X ]bq+r−1 is equal to degX(q) thus

dim[ΛX,d]d+q−1 = degX(q) = ab ·

(
q + 2

3

)

.

But
(
q+2
3

)
= dim[R]q−1 so we are done (a). Then (b) follows immediately from (a), and

(c) follows from (b) since then the upper part of the Betti diagram for R/I looks like

R/I 0 1 2 3 4
0 1 − − − −
1 − − − − −
...

d− 2 − − − − −
d− 1 − ab − − −
d − − − − −
...

d+ q − 2 − − − − −

.

Thus, in the above table the only non-zero entry corresponds to β1,d(R/I) and, in particular,
the socle vector must be zero at least until degree d+ q − 2. �

6. The WLP and a× a grids

In this section X denotes an a × a grid on a smooth quadric surface Q. Let ΛX,d =
(ℓdi,j | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ a) be the ideal generated by the d-th powers of the linear forms dual to
the points in X and AX,d = R/ΛX,d for a positive integer d. Notice that when a = 2 we
have powers of four general linear forms, which after a change of variables can be chosen to
be x1, x2, x3, x4. Thus R/ΛX,d automatically has even the Strong Lefschetz Property, by the
famous result of R. Stanley [22] and J. Watanabe [23], but in particular it has the WLP. So
without loss of generality from now on we assume a ≥ 3.

In this section we show (Theorem 6.1 and Theorem 6.4) that for X an a × a grid and
d ≥ a− 1: AX,d has the WLP if and only if d is multiple of a− 1.

We will use connections with the results of the previous sections.

Theorem 6.1. Let X be an a× a grid and d ≥ a− 1. Let q, r be the non-negative integers
such that d = (a− 1) · q + r with 0 ≤ r < a− 1. Set I = ΛX,d and A = R/I. Then

(a) ∆hA(d+ q − 1) < (q + 1) ·

(
r + 1

2

)

.

(b) For a general linear form ℓ, the multiplication map ×ℓ : [A]d+q−2 −→ [A]d+q−1 has

dim coker(×ℓ) = (q + 1) ·

(
r + 1

2

)

≥ 0.

Therefore, if r > 0 then ×ℓ fails to be injective and A fails to have the WLP.

Proof. We note that the last assertion of the theorem is a consequence of items (a) and (b).
Indeed, from (a) the expected dimension of the cokernel of the map ×ℓ is strictly smaller
than (q + 1) ·

(
r+1
2

)
. From (b), the dimension is in fact (q + 1) ·

(
r+1
2

)
. Hence, for r > 0, we

expect injectivity (since dim coker(×ℓ) > 0) but it is not present, so A fails the WLP.
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Now we prove (a). From Corollary 5.2, we have

∆hA(d+ q − 1) = hA(d+ q − 1)− hA(d+ q − 2)

= dim[R]d+q−1 − dim[R]d+q−2 − dim[I]d+q−1 + dim[I]d+q−2

=

(
d+ q + 1

2

)

− a2 ·

(
q + 1

2

)

=

(
aq + r + 1

2

)

− a2 ·

(
q + 1

2

)

=
(aq + r + 1)(aq + r)− a2(q + 1)q

2

=
2aqr + aq + r2 + r − a2q

2
.

Moreover, the following inequality

2aqr + aq + r2 + r − a2q

2
<

qr2 + qr + r2 + r

2
= (q + 1) ·

(
r + 1

2

)

holds if and only if

2aqr + aq − a2q < qr2 + qr ⇐⇒ 2ar + a− a2 < r2 + r ⇐⇒ a− r < r2 + a2 − 2ar.

However, a− r < (a− r)2 is always true since r < a− 1.

For (b), since aq + a = d+ q − r + a > d+ q − 1 we can apply Lemma 4.1(b), thus

dim(coker(×ℓ)) =

q
∑

i=0

(
d+ q + 1− aq

2

)

= (q + 1) ·

(
r + 1

2

)

. �

From Theorem 6.1 it only remains open to establish that, for an a × a grid X and d =
(a− 1)q, the algebra R/ΛX,d has the WLP.

Remark 6.2. From the proof of Theorem 6.1, for r = 0 and d = (a− 1)q we have

(a) ∆hA(d+ q − 1) =
aq − a2q

2
= −q

(
a

2

)

< 0;

(b) dim coker(×ℓ) = 0.

Thus, the map ×ℓ : [A]d+q−2 → [A]d+q−1 is surjective. Furthermore,

∆hA(d+ q − 2) = hA(d+ q − 2)− hA(d+ q − 3)

= dim[R]d+q−2 − dim[R]d+q−3 − dim[I]d+q−2 + dim[I]d+q−3

=

(
d+ q

2

)

− a2 ·

(
q

2

)

=

(
aq

2

)

− a2 ·

(
q

2

)

=
(aq)(aq − 1)− a2q(q − 1)

2

=
−aq + a2q

2
= q

(
a

2

)

.

Thus, the multiplication map ×ℓ : [A]d+q−3 → [A]d+q−2 is expected to be injective.

We recall the following fact.
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Remark 6.3. Suppose that M is a finite length graded R-module and ℓ is a linear form.
Assume that for some integer n, we have that the map ×ℓ : [M ]n → [M ]n+1 is surjective and
furthermore that M has no minimal generator in degree ≥ n. Then ×ℓ : [M ]t → [M ]t+1 is
surjective for all t ≥ n. This is because the module M/(ℓ · M) is zero in degree n + 1 and
has no generators beyond this degree so it must be zero past this point.

Theorem 6.4. Let X be an a × a grid and d = (a − 1)q, where q ≥ 1. Set I = ΛX,d and
A = R/I. Then A has the WLP.

Proof. Let ℓ be a general linear form. From Remark 6.2, the map given by the multiplication
by ×ℓ : At−1 → At is surjective for t = d+ q − 1, and hence for t > d+ q − 1.

We claim that if ×ℓ : At−1 → At is injective for t = d + q − 2 then it is injective for
t < d+ q − 2 too.

Indeed, let B the the k-dual of A as a graded R-module. The fact (from Corollary 5.2)
that A has no socle in degree ≤ d + q − 2 means that B has no minimal generator in the
corresponding range of components. Injectivity for A becomes surjectivity for B in the
corresponding components. Thus our desired result follows from Remark 6.3.

Thus, to conclude the proof it is enough to show that the multiplication map ×ℓ :
[A]d+q−3 → [A]d+q−2 is injective, i.e., we want to show that the cokernel of ×ℓ : [A]d+q−3 →
[A]d+q−2 has the expected dimension, that is (from Remark 6.2) q

(
a
2

)
. We use Lemma 4.1 to

compute this dimension directly. Indeed, since d + q − 2 = aq − 2 = a(q − 1) + (a − 2) <
a(q − 1) + a from Lemma 4.1(b) we have

dim coker(×ℓ) =

q−1
∑

i=0

(
d+ q − a(q − 1)

2

)

= q

(
a

2

)

. �

7. The non-Lefschetz locus

For an artinian graded algebra R/I possessing the WLP, it is of interest to study the non-
Lefschetz locus, i.e. the locus of linear forms for which multiplication does not have maximal
rank. This was introduced (in this context) in [2]. It was shown that the non-Lefschetz locus
actually has a scheme structure coming from the ideal of maximal minors of a homogeneous
matrix of linear forms. However, one can also study the radical of this ideal, giving the locus
of forms for which maximal rank fails but ignoring any possible non-reduced structure. In
this section we focus on this latter point of view.

So, let X be an a × b grid, a ≤ b, and let {ℓ1, . . . , ℓab} be the linear forms dual to the
points of X . Let A = R/I = R/(ℓd1, . . . , ℓ

d
ab).

There are (at first glance) two situations where we know that A has the WLP, and in
all the other cases we have either proved or given evidence that WLP fails. Namely, we
know that if a = b then A has the WLP if and only if either 1 ≤ d ≤ a − 1 (Corollary
3.5) or d is a multiple of a− 1 (Theorem 6.1 and Theorem 6.4). If a < b, we know that for
1 ≤ d ≤ a − 1, A has the WLP (Corollary 3.5) and furthermore that the ideal I coincides
with the ideal coming from a square grid. In all other cases we will conjecture that WLP
fails (Conjecture 8.1). So without loss of generality we can assume that X is a square grid,
but we will have to consider the cases 1 ≤ d ≤ a− 1 and d = q(a− 1) separately.

Remark 7.1. We know that for a general linear form ℓ, the multiplication [A]t−1 → [A]t
has maximal rank, and that the cokernel has dimension

dim[R/(I, ℓ)]t = dim[ImX̄ ]t,
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where X̄ is the projection of X to a general plane and m is a positive integer depending on
d and t. Furthermore, X̄ is a complete intersection of type (a, a).

Since the Hilbert functions of any two complete intersections of type (a, a) are the same,
when we specialize ℓ to find the non-Lefschetz locus, we can focus on the projections (from
a point dual to ℓ) whose images are not complete intersections of type (a, a). Thus, we
focus on the “non-CI locus”, although we do not claim that these two loci are the same. (A
projection might fail to be a complete intersection but still have the right Hilbert function).
We just observe that the “non-CI locus” contains the non-Lefschetz locus.

So we have an a×a gridX consisting of a2 points. Let us now write these as {P1,1, . . . , Pa,a}.
These lie on a quadric Q and are cut out by a lines λ1, . . . , λa in one ruling and a lines
µ1, . . . , µa in the other ruling. Let Λi,j be the plane spanned by λi and µj . Note that

• Λi,j is the tangent plane to Q at Pi,j.
• Λi,j contains all the points of X on λi and all the points of X on µj and no other
points of X .

• Λi,j contains any line joining a point of λi and a point of µj.
• Every line joining two points Pi,j and Pp,q of X lies on either two of the planes (if
i 6= p and j 6= q) or a of them (otherwise).

Putting it together, we observe that the projection πP (X) of X from a point P ∈ P3 is a
complete intersection (namely the intersection of the πP (λi) and the πP (µj)) if and only if
P /∈ Λi,j for any 1 ≤ i ≤ a, 1 ≤ j ≤ a. So to find our non-Lefschetz locus, it suffices to look
at points on the Λi,j.

Proposition 7.2. Let X be an a× a grid and let I be the ideal (ℓd1, . . . , ℓ
d
a2) in the notation

above. If d ≥ a we write d = q(a− 1).

(a) If d ≤ a− 1 then the non-Lefschetz locus is empty.
(b) If d = 2(a− 1) then the non-Lefschetz locus is the union of the 2a grid lines and all

other lines joining (exactly) two grid points.
(c) If d = q(a−1) for q ≥ 3 then the non-Lefschetz locus is the union of the a2 planes Λi,j.

Proof. For (a), we saw that in this situation R/I is a compressed Gorenstein algebra with
even socle degree 2(a− 1). Thus R/I coincides with R in the “first half”, i.e. up to degree
a − 1. Since R is an integral domain, ×ℓ has no kernel in this range no matter what ℓ is.
Since R/I is Gorenstein, duality provides surjectivity for the “second half” of the Hilbert
function. So from now on we can assume q ≥ 2.

For (b) and (c), recall that we have d = q(a− 1) and that we showed in Theorem 6.4 that
the peak for the Hilbert function comes in degree aq − 2.

We first study the behavior of projections πP from a general point P of one of the planes
Λi,j. Our goal will be to show that when q = 2, the linear form dual to P gives a multiplication
of maximal rank both from degree aq − 3 to aq − 2 (injectivity), and from degree aq − 2 to
aq − 1 (surjectivity), while for q ≥ 3 it fails maximal rank (we will only check the failure of
surjectivity since that is enough).

Without loss of generality, let P be a general point in the plane Λ1,1 (the other planes
behave in an identical way). The projection πP to a general plane maps the points P1,j and

Pi,1 into a line λ and the other points into an (a− 1)× (a− 1) complete intersection of P2.

We first consider the case q ≥ 3. From Remark 6.2 we know that ∆hA(d+ q − 1) < 0, so
it suffices to show that dim[IqπP (X)]d+q−1 = dim[IqπP (X)]aq−1 > 0. We proceed by induction.
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The points πP (Pi,j) with i, j > 1 define a pencil of curves of degree a − 1 in P2, so let γ
be the curve of such pencil containing πP (P1,1). Then the curve ϑ = πP (λ2 ∪ · · · ∪ λa ∪ µ2 ∪

· · · ∪ µa)∪ 2λ∪ γ has degree 3a− 1 and vanishes at the points of πP (X) with multiplicity 3.

If q = 3 then we are done (we showed the existence of a curve of degree 3a− 1 = aq − 1).
Now assume q > 3. Since ϑ vanishes at each point of πP (X) to multiplicity 3, it is enough to
show that there is a curve of degree (aq− 1)− (3a− 1) = a(q− 3) with multiplicity q− 3 at
each point of πP (X). If q− 3 = 1, we have the curve C = πP (λ2 ∪ · · · ∪ λa)∪ λ̄. If q− 3 = 2,
we take the curce 2C, and in general, we have (q − 3)C and we are done.

We have shown that for P ∈ Λi,j a general point, and q ≥ 3, P is in the non-Lefschetz
locus. By Remark 7.1, this proves (c).

Finally we prove (b). So assume d = 2(a− 1). First let P be a general point of Λ1,1. We
consider

dim[I2πP (X)]2a−1.

Suppose F were a curve in this linear system. Every line πP (λi) (2 ≤ i ≤ a) and every
line πP (µj) (2 ≤ j ≤ a), together with λ̄, is a component of F . This curve vanishes to
multiplicity 2 at every point of πP (X) except πP (P1,1). But we have already reached degree
2a−1, so this dimension is 0. Thus Λ1,1 (and similarly Λi,j) does not lie in the non-Lefschetz
locus coming from surjectivity.

However, we also have to check injectivity for the dual to a general point in Λ1,1. For
a general projection a quick computation gives that the dimension of the cokernel of the
multiplication is

dim[IπP (X)]2a−2 = 2 ·

(
a− 2 + 2

2

)

= 2

(
a

2

)

.

For a general P ∈ Λ1,1, the image contains 2a − 1 points on λ̄ so we seek the dimension of
the degree 2a − 3 component of the ideal of a complete intersection of type (a − 1, a − 1),
which one quickly computes is also 2

(
a
2

)
. Since we saw that these two degrees are the only

relevant ones to check WLP, this shows that Λi,j is not contained in the non-Lefschetz locus.

Finally we have the case where q = 2 and P is a general point on the line joining two
points of X . We want to show that surjectivity fails from degree 2a−2 to 2a−1, so we have
to show that dim[I2πP (X)]2a−1 > 0.

First suppose P is a general point on one of the λi or µj (say λ1). Then πP (X) lies on the
curve C = πP (µ1∪· · ·∪µa), which is a union of a concurrent lines (λ1 is collapsed to a point
A). It is the union of the complete intersection of C with πP (λ2 ∪ · · · ∪ λa) and the point A.
The union of these 2a− 1 lines are at least double at each point of πP (X) so we are done.

Now suppose that P is a general point on a line α joining two points of X that are not
on a common ruling line. Note that α contains exactly two points of X , which are collapsed
to the same point. Without loss of generality say α is the line joining P1,2 and P2,1. Let
E = πP (P1,2) = πP (P2,1). Note that πP collapses µ2 and λ2 to the same line, as well as
collapsing λ1 and µ1 to the same line. So πP (X) (as a set) is a complete intersection W of
type (a− 1, a− 1). Then dim[I2W ]2a−1 = 3 · 3 = 9, so again surjectivity fails. �

8. Open questions and partial answers

In this section we propose some open questions coming from the work in this paper,
together with some discussion.

(1) Is it true that in the non-square case, all remaining cases fail the WLP? More precisely,
we formulate the following conjecture.
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Conjecture 8.1. Let X be an a× b grid, with b > a ≥ 2. For any integer d ≥ a, set
I = ΛX,d and A = R/I. Then A fails to have the WLP.

Remark 8.2. Let q′, r′ be the integers such that d = (a− 1)q′ + r′ where q′ ≥ 1 and
1 ≤ r′ ≤ a− 1. Let ℓ be a general linear form. Experimentally the the map

×ℓ : Ad+q′−2 → Ad+q′−1

fails to have maximal rank. From Lemma 4.1 we have

dim coker(×ℓ) =

q′
∑

i=0

(
d+ q′ + 1− aq′ − (b− a)i

2

)

=

q′
∑

i=0

(
r′ + 1− (b− a)i

2

)

> 0.

Remark 8.3. To prove the conjecture one has to show that

∆hA(d+ q′ − 1) <

q′
∑

i=0

(
r′ + 1− (b− a)i

2

)

.

Let q, r such that d = (b− 1)q + r with 0 ≤ r < b− 1. Then we have

d = (b− 1)q + r = (a− 1)q′ + r′

where 1 ≤ r′ ≤ a− 1 thus

d− 1 = (a− 1)q′ + (r′ − 1)

with 0 ≤ r′ − 1 < a− 1. Therefore we get q ≤ q′ If d+ q′ − 1 ≤ d+ q − 1, i.e. q = q′

then we are in the range of Corollary 5.2. Moreover, if q 6= q′ then it seems true that
∆hA(d+ q′ − 1) ≤ 0.

Remark 8.4. By Macaulay duality

∆hA(d+ q′ − 1) = hA(d+ q′ − 1)− hA(d+ q′ − 2) = dim[I
(q′)
X ]d+q′−1 − dim[I

(q′−1)
X ]d+q′−2.

Moreover from the short exact sequence in (2) we get

dim[I
(α)
X ]t = dim[I

(α−1)
X ]t−2 + dim[I

(α)
Z ]t

where Z is a set of points in P1×P1 whose Segre embedding is X. The above formula
can be applied recursively to our case to get

dim[I
(q′)
X ]d+q′−1 = dim[IX ]d−q′+1 + dim[I

(2)
Z ]d−q′+3 + · · ·+ dim[I

(q′−1)
Z ]d+q′−3 + dim[I

(q′)
Z ]d+q′−1

and an analogous formula for dim[I
(q′−1)
X ]d+q′−2. The Hilbert function of k[P1×P1]/I

(t)
Z

is known, see for instance Corollary 2.3 in [9], but it is not in a closed formula, which
makes the computation of the general case arduous.

We show how to prove the failure of WLP for the algebra coming from a non-square
grid in specific cases following the above remarks.

Example 8.5. Let X be a 3 × 6 grid and d = 5 and let ℓ be a general linear form.
Let I = (ℓ5 | ℓ∨ ∈ X) and A = R/I.
Since 5 = 1 · 3 + 2, according to the conjecture we have to look at ×ℓ : A5 → A6.

From Remark 8.2 the dimension of the cokernel of this map is 1. However from
Remark 8.4 we can compute

hA(6)−hA(5) = dim[I
(2)
X ]6−dim[IX ]5 = dim[IX ]4+dim[I

(2)
Z ]6−dim[IX ]5 = 17+10−38 = −11.

This shows that A fails the WLP.
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(2) One of the key facts about grids that was used in this paper was that a general
projection is a complete intersection. But grids form a small subset of all sets in
P3 with this property (see for instance [3]). Most such sets do not lie on a quadric
surface, so much of our machinery does not apply. Nevertheless, the following is an
interesting problem.

Question 8.6. Let X be an (a, b)-geproci set. When does R/ΛX,d have the WLP?

The question above is posed in its broadest generality. The answer might depend
on the combinatorics of X . Partial information to address the study of the WLP are
contained in Lemma 4.1. In this case, what has to be investigated is the number of
conditions imposed by the scheme of fat pointsX(m) to the vector space Rt for suitable
integers m and t. Experimental evidence suggests strong connections between a more
general (a, b)-geproci set and an a × b grid, from the point of view of the WLP for
the corresponding algebras R/ΛX,d.

(3) The advantage of studying grids in this paper is that the general projection is a
complete intersection, so the Hilbert functions of the powers are easy to compute.
However, the Hilbert function of the symbolic power ofX was not so easy to compute.
In this question we reverse the roles.

Question 8.7. If X ⊂ P3 is a complete intersection, can we say anything about the
WLP for R/ΛX,d?

Now we know very little about the general projection of X , but the Hilbert function
of the symbolic powers of IX are easy to compute.

(4) The Strong Lefschetz Property (SLP) for an artinian algebra A is defined by the
property that not only does ×ℓ have maximal rank in all degrees for a general linear
form ℓ (which is WLP), but in addition ×ℓk does as well.

Question 8.8. In all of the above situations, does R/ΛX,d have the SLP?

(5) Finally, one can ask if the methods of this paper can be a starting point to studying
ideals generated by mixed powers of linear forms when the forms again are dual to
the points on a grid.

(6) For a set of points X in Pn is the behavior of the WLP of ΛX,d eventually stable?
We formalize this problem in the following question.

Question 8.9. Fix n and let X be a set of points in Pn. Construct the sequence
BX = (b1, b2, b3, . . .) as follows: bd = 1 if ΛX,d has the WLP, otherwise it is 0. Also
define from BX the corresponding real number bX = 0.b1b2b3 . . .. Is bX a rational
number? Which numbers b constructed from a sequence of 0 and 1 as above are such
that b = bX for some set of points in P

n?

For any X ⊆ P2, from [20], we have that bX = 0.1. The known results, for instance
on general points and grids, show that in P3 there are more possibilities. Thus, when
do two different sets of points X and X ′ have bX = bX′?
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