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MULTIGRADED STILLMAN’S CONJECTURE

JOHN COBB, NATHANIEL GALLUP, AND JOHN SPOERL

Abstract. We resolve Stillman’s conjecture for families of polynomial rings that are graded
by any abelian group under mild conditions. Conversely, we show that these conditions are
necessary for the existence of a Stillman bound. This has applications even for the well-
known standard graded case.

1. Introduction

Let k be a field and S = k[x1, . . . , xn] be the n-variable polynomial ring. Famously, the
Hilbert syzygy theorem says that any finitely generated S-module has projective dimen-
sion less than n. In 2000, Mike Stillman conjectured that the projective dimension of a
homogeneous ideal in a polynomial ring can be bounded just in terms of the number and
degrees of the generators provided that S is given the standard grading [PS09]. Importantly,
this bound is independent of the number of variables of S. This conjecture was proven by
Ananyan and Hochster [AH16, Theorem C] in 2016, and subsequently reproven by Erman,
Sam, and Snowden [ESS19] and Draisma, Lasoń, and Leykin [DLL19].

The property that the projective dimension of finitely generated ideals are bounded only
in terms of the number and degrees of their generators is sometimes called being Stillman
bounded and is part of a larger program of similar phenomena of Stillman uniformity [ESS18].
For instance, Caviglia proved that a Stillman bound on projective dimension is equivalent to
one on regularity [Pee10, Theorem 29.5] which links to work on the Eisenbud–Goto conjecture
[BMNB+11,MP18]. More generally, “projective dimension” can be swapped out with a host
of other ideal invariants [ESS21]. Due mostly to work in toric geometry, there has been great
interest in understanding analogs of such results for gradings by other abelian groups [HS02,
MS04,HSS06,CMR06,Hà07,LS12,BES20,Yan19,CN20,BS22,CH22,BHS22,BPC22,Cob24].
Since Stillman uniformity requires finding a bound independent of the number of variables,
it is inherently a property of a family of graded polynomial rings (e.g. all standard graded
polynomial rings) and not of any particular fixed S. Ananyan and Hochster established
that the family of Z+-graded polynomial rings has Stillman bounded projective dimension
[AH16, page 12] for possibly inhomogeneous ideals. It is our goal to understand which graded
families have Stillman uniformity.

The following example demonstrates that allowing the grading group to have infinite
descending chains (i.e. the divisibility order is not well-founded) permits counterexamples
to a multigraded Stillman bound on projective dimension.

Example 1.1. Let Sn = k[x, y, z1, . . . , zn] be a Q+-graded polynomial ring with grading
given by deg(x) = deg(y) = deg(zi) = 1/n. The homogeneous ideal

In =
〈

xn, yn, xn−1z1 + xn−2yz2 + · · ·+ xyn−2zn−1 + yn−1zn
〉

is generated by 3 degree 1 elements. It is shown in [McC11] that the projective dimension
of Sn/In is n + 2. Therefore the family {Sn} of Q+-graded polynomial rings cannot have a
Stillman bound since we can make n arbitrarily large while In is generated in degree 1. ⋄

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.09593v1
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On the other hand, there is an obvious condition on the grading which is sufficient for the
existence of a Stillman bound. If there is a sufficiently nice “flattening” map from the grading
group to Z, we can regrade our family by Z+ and apply Ananyan and Hochster’s result, since
changing the grading does not change projective dimension. However, not all grading groups
admit such a map (see Example 4.2). Our main result gives a condition on the grading group
that is weaker than having a flattening map and stronger than well-foundedness which is
equivalent to the existence of a Stillman bound for any graded family. To be more precise,
we need a few definitions.

A grading of a polynomial ring S = k[X ] over a (possibly infinite) set of variables X by a
(possibly infinitely generated) abelian group Γ is a decomposition of S into k-submodules

S =
⊕

g∈Γ

Sg, with Sg · Sh ⊂ Sg+h

such that for all variables x ∈ X, x ∈ Sg for some g ∈ Γ. If s ∈ Sg we say that s
is homogeneous of degree g and write deg(s) = g. We say that S is connected if S0 =
k. The (grading) support of S is the submonoid of Γ generated by the degrees of all the
monomials along with the identity. We say a (possibly inhomogeneous) ideal has degree
sequence bounded by d = (d1, . . . , dn) ∈ Γn if the ideal can be generated by elements f1, . . . , fn
whose monomials have degree less than d1, . . . , dn. Any submonoid Λ ⊆ Γ has bounded
factorization if it is impossible to express an element in Λ as an arbitrarily large sum of other
elements in Λ. Our main theorem shows that for a fixed Λ ⊆ Γ, any family of connected
Γ-graded polynomial rings with support contained in Λ has Stillman bounded projective
dimension if and only if Λ has bounded factorization.

Theorem 1.2. For any degree sequence d from Λ, there is a number N(Λ,d) depending only
on Λ and d bounding the projective dimension of any ideal with degree sequence bounded by
d in any connected Γ-graded polynomial ring with support contained in Λ if and only if Λ
has bounded factorization.

After fixing any particular polynomial ring S and ideal I, the projective dimension of
S/I does not change as one varies the grading. Hilbert’s syzygy theorem guarantees that
the projective dimension of every ideal in S is bounded by the (hopefully finite) number of
variables in S. The classical Stillman’s conjecture ensures a bound shared across the entire
family of standard graded polynomial rings at the cost of restricting the desired class of
ideals I to those with a particular degree sequence. Theorem 1.2 asserts that if you also
allow your grading to vary, under mild conditions you must only further fix Λ for Stillman
uniformity. Example 1.1 fails to have Stillman bounded projective dimension exactly because
the supports of the family fail to lie in a bounded factorization monoid. Letting deg(x) =
deg(y) = 0 and deg(zi) = d in the same example shows that non-connected gradings do not
have a Stillman bound. We emphasize the fact that the bound in Theorem 1.2 works over
families of different gradings with the following example.

Example 1.3. Let Γ = Z×Z and let Λ = (Z×Z>0)∪{(0, 0)}. Then despite being infinitely
generated, Λ has bounded factorization.1 Now for any n, let Sn = k[x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , yn]
and give Sn a Γ-grading by setting deg(xn) = (−n, 1) and deg(yn) = (n, 1). Theorem 1.2

1This is true since we have a height function ℓ : Λ → Z≥0 defined by ℓ(n,m) = m, meaning ℓ satisfies
ℓ(g) = 0 iff g = 0 and ℓ(g + h) ≥ ℓ(g) + ℓ(h) for all g, h ∈ Λ. A pointed monoid has bounded factorization if
and only if it has such a height function [GV23].
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says that the family {Sn} has Stillman uniformity because for all n, the support of Sn is
contained in Λ which has bounded factorization. In fact we could have assigned the degrees
of xn and yn to be anything inside of Λ and the same Stillman bounds would hold. ⋄

After finding the right condition on Λ, the proof of Theorem 1.2 ends up being very short.
The key intuition is to leverage the known Stillman bound for the Z+-graded case by using
bounded factorization to guarantee a nice regrading by Z+ for the “if” direction, and to
construct an explicit counterexample using only non-bounded factorization for the “only if”
direction. Even in the Λ = Z+ case proven by Ananyan and Hochster [AH16], Theorem
1.2 says something new; the same Stillman bound holds for families of varying Z+-gradings,
with the bounds potentially getting tighter for polynomial rings whose support refines Z+.
That is, by equipping a ring with a finer-graded structure, we can get better bounds for a
given ideal, as shown in the following example.

Example 1.4. Let S = k[x1, x2, . . . ] be an infinite polynomial ring, and suppose we want to
bound the projective dimension of a particular ideal I generated by f = x1x4x7 + x10x13x16,
g = x2x5x8 + x11x14x17, and h = x3x6x9 + x12x15x18. Of course, we get the bound of 18
from Hilbert’s syzygy theorem since f , g, and h only involve 18 variables, but we can do
better. Under the standard grading, 〈f, g, h〉 has the degree sequence d = (3, 3, 3) whose
tight Stillman bound has been computed to be 5 [MM19]. Consider the Z3-grading on S by

deg(xi) =











(1, 0, 0) if i = 1 mod 3,

(0, 1, 0) if i = 2 mod 3,

(0, 0, 1) if i = 0 mod 3.

Under this new grading, the degree sequence of 〈f, g, h〉 is e = {(3, 0, 0), (0, 3, 0), (0, 0, 3)}.
This grading is finer in the sense that the family of ideals that are degree e is strictly
contained in the larger family of ideals that are degree ϕ(e) = d, where ϕ is the natural
flattening map summing the entries. Therefore one would expect that N(e) < N(d) and
in this case, this is true; the Stillman bound under this grading is exactly the projective
dimension of 3. ⋄

In Example 1.4, the Z3-grading reveals that the variables showing up among f , g, and h
are disjoint and therefore f, g, h form a regular sequence. In general, if the bound in Theorem
1.2 were made effective (e.g. as in the standard graded case [KZ20]), one could find better
Stillman bounds for a fixed polynomial ring S and ideal I by varying the grading. That is,
given a fixed Z+-graded S and ideal with degree sequence d, you may consider equipping S
with various positive Γ-gradings with flattening maps ϕ : Λ → Z+ to obtain the bound

(1) pdimk(S/I) ≤ min
Λ

{N(ϕ(Λ), ϕ(e)) | Λ grades S s.t. ϕ(e) = d}

which Example 1.4 shows can be tight.

Open problems. Here are some open problems raised by our work:

• Are there similar bounds for a larger class of ideal invariants such as multigraded
regularity as shown in [ESS21]?

• When is the bound in Equation (1) tight?

Acknowledgements. Thanks to Daniel Erman, Jason McCullough, Christopher O’Neill,
and Ivan Aidun for invaluable discussions. Cobb acknowledges the support of the National
Science Foundation Grant DMS-2402199.
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2. Γ-graded Commutative Algebra

Let Γ be an abelian group, k a field, and S a Γ-graded polynomial ring with graded
support Λ. The graded structure (and thus many of the algebraic properties) of S is entirely
determined by Λ. In fact, we could eliminate mentions of Γ as long as we assume that Λ
is commutative and cancellative, which means that g + h = g + h′ implies h = h′ for all
g, h, h′ ∈ Λ. This comes for free when Λ is a submonoid of a group, otherwise, it allows
us to construct a unique group (its Grothendieck group) containing Λ by adding formal
inverses. We will nearly always assume that Λ is pointed, which means that q + q′ = 0
implies q = q′ = 0 for q, q′ ∈ Λ. Note that Λ must be torsion-free in order to be pointed. If
Λ is pointed and cancellative, it has a natural partial order ≤Λ:

g ≤Λ h ⇐⇒ g + q = h for some q ∈ Λ.

This provides a notion of positivity in S by letting S+ = {s ∈ S | deg(s) >Λ 0} be the
positive degree elements of S. By assuming that Λ is commutative and cancellative we can
work directly with Λ-graded rings without mention of Γ. The following lemma shows that
for Γ-graded polynomial rings, connected implies pointed:

Lemma 2.1. If S is a connected Λ-graded polynomial ring then the support of S is pointed.

Proof. Let S = k[X ] and suppose that g, h ∈ Λ are such that g + h = 0. Then by definition
of Λ there exists r, s ∈ S r {0} such that deg(r) = g and deg(s) = h. Then deg(rs) =
deg(r)+deg(s) = g+h = 0, so by connectedness, we have that rs ∈ k. Since S is a polynomial
ring over k, we have r ∈ k and s ∈ k, hence g = deg(r) = 0 and h = deg(s) = 0. �

We say that Λ (or S):

• is well-founded if there are no infinite decreasing chains in Λ under the relation ≤Λ,
• has bounded factorization if for all g ∈ Λ there exists some N such that for every

expression g = g1 + . . .+ gs for g1, . . . , gs ∈ Λr {0}, we have s ≤ N ,

If Λ is pointed, having bounded factorization allows a well-defined height function that
assigns any element d in Λ to a natural number |d| satisfying a triangle inequality (see
[GV23]). Although bounded factorization implies well-foundedness, the following example
shows that there exist well-founded monoids which do not have bounded factorization.

Example 2.2 (Well-founded but no bounded factorization). Let Λ be the submonoid of Q≥0

generated by {1

p
| p ∈ N is prime}. Λ is pointed since it is contained in the pointed monoid

Q≥0, but it does not have bounded factorization since 1 can be written as a sum of p copies
of 1/p for all primes p. However, we claim that Λ is well-founded. Since all elements in Λ
are built by adding up reciprocals of primes, any element h in Λ can be written uniquely
as h1 +

∑ℓ

k=2

hk

pk
, where 0 < hk < pk. We wish to show that any decreasing path from h

is finite. Suppose we start such a path, h ≥Λ g. Then there must exist some g′ ∈ Λ with
g+ g′ = h. Writing each of these in the form mentioned above, it must be that gk + g′k = hk

and thus that gk ≤ hk. So any chain of elements strictly descending from h can have at most
h1 + . . .+ hℓ elements. ⋄
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3. Main Results and Corollaries

In this section, Λ will always be commutative and cancellative. Consider a monomial of
degree d ∈ Λ in a connected Λ-graded polynomial ring k[X ]. If we completely forget the
Λ-grading and give k[X ] the standard grading (i.e. “flatten” it), what degree will f be? The
following theorem says that having bounded factorization is exactly what is needed to bound
the new degree of f in the standard grading.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose k[X ] is a connected Λ-graded polynomial ring with bounded factoriza-
tion. For all g ∈ Λ, there exists N ∈ N such that if xe1

1 . . . xem
m has degree ≤Λ g (for xi ∈ X)

then e1 + . . .+ em ≤ N .

Proof. By definition of having bounded factorization, there exists N ∈ N such that if g1 +
. . .+gs = g is a non-trivial factorization of g (i.e. gi 6= 0) then s ≤ N . If deg(xe1

1 . . . xem
m ) ≤Λ g

then there exists some h ∈ Λ with e1 deg(x1)+ . . .+ em deg(xm)+h = g. Since deg(xj) >Λ 0
by connectedness, it must be that e1 + . . .+ em ≤ N as desired. �

The forward direction of Theorem 1.2 comes from constructing a specific counterexample
only from the knowledge that Λ is not a bounded factorization monoid. Consider the follow-
ing example, due to Burch in the local case [Bur68], Kohn in the global case [Koh72], and
translated to the language of polynomial rings by McCullough and Seceleanu [MS12].

Example 3.2. Let S = k[x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , yn], and let I be the ideal generated by the three
elements f1 =

∏n

i=1
xi, f2 =

∏n

i=1
yi, and f3 =

∑n

i=1

∏

j 6=i xjyj. Then pdimS(S/I) = n+2. ⋄

Proof of Theorem 1.2. For the forward direction, suppose that Λ does not have bounded
factorization. This means there exists some d ∈ Λ such that for every b ∈ N we can find
another number B larger than b that is the length of a factorization d = d1 + · · · + dB,
where d1, . . . , dB are nonzero degrees in Λ. Grouping terms arbitrarily, we can take B = b.
For every b we can define a polynomial ring Sb = k[x1, . . . , xb, y1, . . . , yb] with Λ-grading
defined by setting deg(xi) = deg(yi) = di. Then with f1, f2, f3 defined as in Example 3.2,
we have that f1 and f2 are homogeneous of degree d, while f3 is inhomogeneous but with
the degree of each monomial bounded by 2d. Letting Ib = 〈f1, f2, f3〉, Example 3.2 confirms
that pdimSb

(Sb/Ib) = b+ 2 can grow arbitrarily big, so there cannot be Stillman bounded.
For the backward direction, let S be any connected Λ-graded polynomial ring with bounded

factorization and let I = 〈f1, . . . , fn〉 be an ideal with degree sequence bounded by d. By
Lemma 3.1, we can find a number B bounding the standard degree of all monomials appear-
ing among f1, . . . , fn after giving S the standard grading. Now, [AH16, Theorem C] provides
a Stillman bound for I. �

Corollary 3.3 shows that any connected polynomial ring with support Λ′ ⊂ Λ has the same
Stillman bound, i.e. N(Λ′,d) ≤ N(Λ,d).

Corollary 3.3. If S ′ and S have nested support Λ′ ⊂ Λ then N(Λ′,d) ≤ N(Λ,d).

Proof. Given such an S with support Λ′ ⊆ Λ and, let Y = {yg | g ∈ Λ r Λ′} be a set
of variables in bijection with Λ r Λ′. We give T := k[X ⊔ Y ] a Λ-grading by setting
degT (x) = degS(x) for all x ∈ X and degT (yg) = g. Then T is a connected Λ-graded
polynomial ring with S as a subring, hence the grading has bounded factorization and has
the bound N(Λ,d) as in Theorem 1.2. �
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4. Applications and Examples

If S is a connected Γ-graded polynomial ring, then the following example shows how a
choice of Λ is equivalent to a choice of an effective cone in toric geometry.

Example 4.1. The Cox ring of the Hirzebruch H2 is S = k[x0, x1, x2, x3] with the Z2-grading
given by deg(x0) = deg(x2) = (1, 0) and deg(x1) = (−2, 1) and deg(x3) = (0, 1). Since S
is connected, the effective cone {d ∈ Z2 | Sd 6= 0} of H2 is exactly the support Λ. Since Λ
has bounded factorization, there is a number N(Λ,d) bounding the projective dimension of
all ideals whose degree sequence is less than d in any variety whose effective cone sits inside
that of H2. ⋄

As discussed in the introduction, some Γ-gradings under consideration are exotic enough
to fail to admit a flattening map Λ → Z+. The following is one such example with Stillman
bounded projective dimension:

Example 4.2. Let S = k[x0, x1, x2, . . .] and define pn, where n ∈ N, to be the nth prime
natural number. Define the degree of any constant to be 0, deg(x0) = 1 ∈ Q, and deg(xn) =
n + 1

pn
∈ Q. Let Λ ⊆ Q be the Q-support of this grading and then let Γ be the subgroup

of Q spanned by Λ. Then the grading on S is connected and thus Λ is pointed. Given any
q ∈ Q it is clear that {n | n + 1

pn
≤ q} is finite, so Λ has bounded factorization. Therefore

due to Theorem 1.2, S has Stillman bounded projective dimension. Interestingly, there is no
flattening homomorphism Λ → Z+. Indeed if ϕ is such a map, since 1 and 1

pn
are contained

in Γ for all n, we have that ϕ(1) = pnϕ(
1

pn
) for all n, which is impossible as ϕ takes values

in the integers. ⋄
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